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Comparison of classical and path-by-path solutions to SDEs
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Abstract

We consider the Stochastic Differential Equation Xt = X0 +
∫

t

0
b(s,Xs)ds + Bt, in R

d.
We give an example of a drift b such that there does not exist a weak solution, but there
exists a solution for almost every realization of the Brownian motion B. We also give an
explicit example of a drift such that the SDE has a pathwise unique weak solution, but path-
by-path uniqueness (i.e. uniqueness of solutions to the ODE for almost every realization of
the Brownian motion) is lost. These counterexamples extend the results obtained in [22] to
dimension d = 1.
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1 Introduction

Let b : [0, T ]× R
d → R

d be measurable and B be a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Throughout
the paper we always consider Stochastic Differential Equations (SDEs) of the type

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0

b(s,Xs)ds+Bt. (1.1)

One can think of different kinds of solutions:

(1) Weak and strong solutions to the SDE (2.2).

(2) Considering the equation (1.1) as an ODE for each realization (Bt(ω))06t6T of the Brownian
path (“path-by-path” solutions).

The second of the above is only possible as we consider an SDE with constant diffusion coeffi-
cient. Therefore we can evaluate the noise term therein for each Brownian path, which would not
be possible with a more general diffusion term as this would lead to a stochastic integral. The aim
of this paper is to show via two counterexamples that, for any dimension d > 1, the two notions
above are not equivalent.

Recall that there are drifts b such that (1.1) is well-posed, although the equation without
additive noise is not. This phenomenon is called regularization by noise (see [11] for a thorough
presentation, in particular on PDE models of fluid dynamics). Considering (1.1) in the sense of (1),
there is an extensive literature which we will not describe thoroughly. Nevertheless let us mention
the important works on existence and uniqueness of solutions by Veretennikov [23] for bounded
measurable drift and by Krylov and Röckner [15] for drifts fulfilling an Lp − Lq condition. For
further works on distributional drifts see [3, 10, 12, 13, 16].

The following was shown by Davie [9] when considering (1.1) in the sense of (2): For bounded
measurable drift b, there exists a unique solution to (1.1) for almost every realization of Brownian
motion, considered as a purely deterministic integral equation (i.e. “path-by-path” uniqueness).
After the initial result on path-by-path uniqueness in [9], several extensions have been proven.
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In [20, 21] the author proved Davie’s Theorem using different techniques (in particular the flow
property of strong solutions) and also recovered uniqueness for a class of unbounded measurable
drifts. For yet another approach, linking (1.1) to a backward SPDE, see [4]. For results on “path-by-
path” uniqueness for SPDEs see [4, 5]. There are also results on existence and uniqueness of path-
by-path solutions available for SDEs with fractional Brownian noise, allowing for distributional
drifts (see [2, 6, 14]).

In both [11] and [1] it was phrased as an open problem whether every solution of type (2) has
to arise from an adapted solution. In a higher-dimensional setting this question was answered
via a counterexample in [22], making heavy use of the dimension d > 2. Hence, it is a natural
question whether similar counterexamples can be constructed in a one-dimensional setting. We
give a positive answer to this question in Section 3. The construction in Section 3 can easily be
extended to the case d > 2.

Notations.

• We use the notation F = (Ft)t>0 for a filtration. All filtrations are assumed to fulfill the
usual conditions.

• For a σ-algebra F and a stopping time τ we define the stopping time σ-algebra by Fτ :=
{A ∈ F : A ∩ {τ 6 t} ∈ Ft, ∀t > 0}.

• We call (Bt)t>0 an F-Brownian motion if B is a Brownian motion adapted to F and for any
0 6 s 6 t, Bt −Bs is independent of Fs.

Definitions and previous results.

Definition 1.1 (Existence). (i) If there exists a filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F,P) equipped
with a Brownian motion B and an F-adapted process X such that (X,B) fulfills (1.1) almost
surely, we say that (X,B) is a weak solution to (1.1). If the choice of B is clear from the
context, we write that X is a weak solution.

(ii) We call X a strong solution if X is a weak solution and X is adapted w.r.t. the filtration
generated by B.

(iii) Let (Ω,F ,F,P) be a filtered probability space on which a Brownian motion B is defined. We
call a mapping X : Ω → C([0, T ]) a path-by-path solution if there exists a set Ω̃ ⊂ Ω of full
measure such that, for all ω ∈ Ω̃, (X(ω), B(ω)) fulfills equation (1.1).

Definition 1.2 (Uniqueness). (i) We say that pathwise uniqueness for (1.1) holds if for any
two weak solutions (X,B), (X̃, B) defined on the same filtered probability space with the same
Brownian motion B and the same initial condition, X and X̃ are indistinguishable.

(ii) We say that path-by-path uniqueness for (1.1) holds if for any probability space on which a
Brownian motion B is defined, there exists a null-set N such that for ω /∈ N , there exists a
unique solution to

Xt(ω) = X0(ω) +

∫ t

0

b(s,Xs(ω))ds+Bt(ω).

(iii) Let X be a nonnegative weak solution to (1.1) such that all other nonnegative weak solutions
defined on the same probability space with the same Brownian motion and the same initial
condition are indistinguishable from X. Then we call X the pathwise unique nonnegative weak
solution. In a symmetric manner we define a pathwise unique nonpositive weak solution.

The following implications follow directly from the definitions:

strong existence weak existence path-by-path existence

path-by-path uniqueness pathwise uniqueness
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Having the proper definitions of different kinds of solutions at hand, we can precisely formulate
the initial result on path-by-path uniqueness to (1.1) and the counterexamples mentioned earlier.

For a bounded measurable drift the following is known: Let B be a d-dimensional Brownian
motion defined on a filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F,P), X0 ∈ R and let b : [0,∞)×R

d → R
d be

a bounded Borel-measurable function. In [9] it was shown that

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0

b(r,Xr)dr +Bt (1.2)

has a unique path-by-path solution.
In [22], for dimension d > 2, drifts b are constructed such that

• there is existence of path-by-path solutions, but there exists no weak solution;

• there exists a pathwise unique weak solution to (1.1), but path-by-path uniqueness is lost.

In Section 3, we will construct drifts b such that the two situations described above happen for
Equation (1.1). Recall that by Krylov and Röckner [15] strong existence and pathwise uniqueness
for Equation (1.1) hold for b ∈ Lq([0, T ], Lp(Rd)) where p ∈ [2,∞], q ∈ (2,∞] with

d

p
+

2

q
< 1. (1.3)

Hence, for the first of the above counterexamples, b cannot be in this class of functions. Al-
though a priori this (with the current results on path-by-path uniqueness) does not have to be
the case for the second counterexample above, we are not aware of a counterexample such that
b ∈ Lq([0, T ], Lp(Rd)) for p ∈ [2,∞], q ∈ (2,∞] fulfilling (1.3).

2 Preparatory results and Bessel bridges

Lemma 2.1. If (1.1) has a weak solution with initial condition X0 fulfilling P(X0 = 0) > 0, then
it also has a weak solution with X0 = 0.

Proof. Let (X,B), defined on a filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F,P), be a weak solution to (1.1)
with X0 fulfilling P(X0 = 0) > 0. Let A := {X0 = 0}. Define (X̃, B̃) and (Ω̃, F̃ , F̃, P̃) in the

following way: Ω̃ = A; F̃ = {E ∩A : E ∈ F}; F̃t = {E ∩A : E ∈ Ft}; for C ∈ F̃ , P̃(C) = P(C)
P(A) ; for

ω ∈ A, X̃(ω) = X(ω) and B̃(ω) = B(ω). First, we check that X̃ is adapted with respect to F̃. Let
U ⊂ R be measurable. Then

X̃−1
t (U) = X−1

t (U) ∩A ∈ F̃t.

Next, we check that B̃ is an F̃-Brownian motion. As X0 is F0-measurable and B is an F-Brownian
motion, we know that, for 0 6 s 6 t,

P̃(B̃t − B̃s ∈ U) =
P({Bt −Bs ∈ U} ∩ A)

P(A)
= P(Bt −Bs ∈ U)

and using this we get, for V ∈ F̃s,

P̃

(

{B̃t − B̃s ∈ U} ∩ V
)

=
P({Bt −Bs ∈ U} ∩ V )

P(A)
= P̃(B̃t − B̃s ∈ U)P̃(V ).

Hence, B̃ is an F̃-Brownian motion.
Clearly (X̃, B̃) fulfills equation (1.1) a.s.

The following lemma and its proof are similar to [4, Example 7.4] and [8, Example 2.1].
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Lemma 2.2. Let f : R → R be measurable. There does not exist a weak solution to

dXt = b(Xt)dt+ dBt, t ∈ [0, 1], (2.1)

with initial condition X0 fulfilling P(X0 ∈ (−1, 1)) > 0 and

b(x) := −1{x 6=0,|x|61}
1

2x
+ 1{|x|>1}f(x).

Proof. Step 1: First we show that there exists no weak solution to (2.1) on [0, 1/2] with initial
condition X0 = 0. Assume there exists a weak solution (X,B). Let τ1 := inf{s > 0 : |Xs| > 1}.
Then by Itô’s Lemma, we get that

X2
t∧τ1 =

∫ t∧τ1

0

−1{Xs 6=0}ds+

∫ t∧τ1

0

ds+

∫ t∧τ1

0

2XsdBs

=

∫ t∧τ1

0

1{Xs=0}ds+

∫ t∧τ1

0

2XsdBs.

Define Xτ1
t := Xt∧τ1 . Note that Xτ1 is a continuous semimartingale with quadratic variation

〈Xτ1〉t = t ∧ τ1, so we can use [19, Chapter 6, Corollary (1.6)] to obtain

∫ t∧τ1

0

1{Xs=0}ds =

∫ t∧τ1

0

1{Xs=0}d〈X〉s =

∫

R

1{x=0}L
x
t∧τ1(X)dx = 0,

where L(X) denotes the local time of X . Hence, (Xτ1
t )2 =

∫ t∧τ1
0

2XsdBs is a local martingale and
as |Xτ1 | 6 1 it is also a martingale. Note that Xτ1

0 = 0 and (Xτ1)2 > 0. This implies that Xτ1

must be identically 0, which contradicts 〈Xτ1〉t = t ∧ τ1 as τ1 > 0 a.s.
Step 2: Assume that there exists a weak solution (X,B) to (2.1) (defined on some filtered

probability space (Ω,F ,F,P)) with initial condition X0 fulfilling P(X0 ∈ (−1, 1)) > 0. We assume
w.l.o.g. that P(X0 ∈ [0, 1)) > 0 as P(X0 ∈ (−1, 0)) > 0 can be dealt with in an entirely symmetric
way. Let a ∈ [0, 1) such that P(X0 ∈ [0, a]) > 0. Let τ0 := inf{t > 0 : Xt = 0} and

C := {X0 ∈ [0, a]} ∩ { sup
t∈[0,1/2]

Bt < 1− a,B1/2 6 −a}.

Then {τ0 6 1/2} ⊃ C. To see this let ω ∈ C and assume that inft∈[0,1/2] Xt(ω) > 0. Then

X1/2(ω) = X0(ω)−

∫ 1/2

0

1

2Xs(ω)
ds+B1/2(ω) 6 a+B1/2(ω) 6 0,

which gives a contradiction. Hence P(τ0 6 1/2) > 0 by continuity of X and as P(C) > 0. Knowing
this, below we construct a solution to (2.1) on [0, 1/2] starting from 0 with positive probability.
This gives a contradiction to Step 1 due to Lemma 2.1.

Let τ̃0 := τ0 ∧ 1/2, B̃t := Bτ̃0+t−Bτ̃0 and X̃t := Xτ̃0+t. Then (X̃, B̃) is a weak solution to (2.1)
on [0, 1/2] with initial condition Xτ̃0 which fulfills P(Xτ̃0 = 0) > 0. First, for t ∈ [0, 1/2],

X̃t = Xτ̃0+t = Xτ̃0 +

∫ τ̃0+t

τ̃0

b(Xs)ds+Bτ̃0+t −Bτ̃0

= Xτ̃0 +

∫ t

0

b(X̃s)ds+ B̃t.

Furthermore, B̃ is an F
τ̃0-Brownian motion for F τ̃0

t := Fτ̃0+t by [18, page 23, Theorem 32] and
X̃ is clearly adapted to F

τ̃0 .

In the following lemma we consider two SDEs and present some properties of solutions to these
SDEs. Both have been investigated thoroughly in the literature. The lemma is stated to give a
clearer presentation of the counterexamples in Section 3.
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Lemma 2.3. Let y > 0. Consider the following equations on [0, 1]:

dXt = 1{Xt>0}

(

y −Xt

1− t
+

1

Xt

)

dt+ 1{Xt<0}

(

−y −Xt

1− t
+

1

Xt

)

dt+ dBt, X0 = 0, (2.2)

dXt = 1{Xt 6=0}
1

Xt
dt+ dBt, X0 ∈ R. (2.3)

(a) Any weak solution to (2.2) satisfies |X1| = y a.s. and does not change its sign on the interval
(0, 1] a.s. Moreover, there exists a pathwise unique nonnegative strong solution and a pathwise
unique nonpositive strong solution. We will call these solutions nonnegative/nonpositive Bessel
bridge.

(b) For X0 > 0, there exists a pathwise unique nonnegative strong solution to (2.3). For X0 > 0,
pathwise uniqueness holds.

Proof. (a): Weak existence follows by [17, page 274, Equation (29)]. Pathwise uniqueness and
strong existence follow by the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 1 in [22], which is
stated for y = 1.

(b): Special case of Theorem 3.2 in [7].

Lemma 2.4. Let X be the nonnegative Bessel bridge on [0, 1] with X0 = 0 and X1 = 1. Then
there exists ε > 0 small enough such that {supt∈[0,1]Xt < 2} ⊃ {sups∈[0,1] |Bs| < ε} and therefore

P( sup
t∈[0,1]

Xt < 2) > 0.

Proof. Recall that X satisfies

Xt =

∫ t

0

1{Xs>0}

(

1−Xs

1− s
+

1

Xs

)

ds+Bt.

Let ε ∈ (0, 1/6) and consider the set A := {sups∈[0,1] |Bs| < ε} fulfilling P(A) > 0. Let ω ∈ A.
Assume that there exists τ2 ∈ [0, 1] such that Xτ2(ω) = 2. Let τ5/3 := sup{s ∈ [0, τ2] : Xs = 5/3}.
By continuity Xτ5/3 = 5/3. Then

Xτ2 =
5

3
+

∫ τ2

τ5/3

(

1−Xs

1− s
+

1

Xs

)

ds+Bτ2 −Bτ5/3

6
5

3
+

∫ τ2

τ5/3

(

−2

3
+

3

5

)

ds+ 2ε < 2,

which gives a contradiction. Hence, supt∈[0,1]Xt(ω) < 2 for ω ∈ A.

Remark 2.5. Let X be the Bessel bridge with X0 = 2 and X1 = 1. By symmetry and a space
shift the above lemma gives that {inft∈[0,1]Xt > 0} ⊃ {supt∈[0,1] |Bt| < ε} for small enough ε > 0
and therefore

P( inf
t∈[0,1]

Xt > 0) > 0.

3 Counterexample

3.1 Path-by-path existence but no weak existence

In the following proposition we construct an SDE without weak solutions, but with multiple path-
by-path solutions. The construction is done in a one-dimensional setting, but can easily be extended
to multiple dimensions.
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Proposition 3.1. Consider the SDE

dXt = b(t,Xt)dt+ dBt, X0 = 0, t ∈ [0, 3], (3.1)

where

b(t, x) =























1{x>0}

(

1− x

1− t
+

1

x

)

+ 1{x<0}

(

−1− x

1− t
+

1

x

)

if 0 6 t < 1,

0 if 1 6 t < 2,

1{x 6=0,|x|61}
−1

2x
+ 1{x>1}

1

x− 1
+ 1{x<−1}

1

x+ 1
if 2 6 t 6 3.

There does not exist a weak solution to (3.1), but there exist path-by-path solutions.

Idea of the proof.

The drift is constructed in a way such that for a solution X the following must hold: X1 is
forced to be equal to 1 or −1. On the time interval [1, 2] we let a Brownian motion evolve freely
without any drift. On the time interval [2, 3] the drift is constructed in a way such that there
exists no adapted solution if X2 ∈ (−1, 1). However if |X2| > 1, then X can be extended to the
interval [0, 3] with |Xt| > 1 for all t ∈ [2, 3] while still being adapted. Hence, any adapted solution
must avoid taking a value in (−1, 1) at time 2. If B2 − B1 = X2 −X1 ∈ (0, 2), this can only be
achieved if one can choose X1 = 1. Similarly, if B2−B1 = X2−X1 ∈ (−2, 0), one must be allowed
to choose X1 = −1. This necessity of “looking into the future” prohibits the existence of weak
solutions, but not the construction of path-by-path solutions.

Proof. No weak solution.

Assume that there exists a weak solutionX defined on some filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F,P).
By Lemma 2.3(a), P(X1 = 1 or X1 = −1) = 1. Assume first that P(X1 = 1) > 0. LetA1 := {X1 = 1}
and A2 := {B2 − B1 ∈ (−2, 0)}. Then we have X2(ω) ∈ (−1, 1) for ω ∈ A1 ∩ A2. As A1 is F1-
measurable and B2−B1 is independent of F1, P(A1 ∩A2) > 0. Hence, after a time shift, we would
have a weak solution to the SDE

dXt =

(

−1{Xt 6=0,|Xt|61}
1

2Xt
+ 1{Xt>1}

1

Xt − 1
+ 1{Xt<−1}

1

Xt + 1

)

dt+ dBt,

on [0, 1] with P(X0 ∈ (−1, 1)) > 0, which contradicts Lemma 2.2. Hence, X1 = −1 a.s. By the
same arguments as above we must have X1(ω) = 1 for ω ∈ Ã2, where Ã2 := {B2 −B1 ∈ (0, 2)},
which gives a contradiction as P(Ã2) > 0.

Existence of a path-by-path solution.

Let X+, X− : Ω → C([0, 1]) be the nonnegative and nonpositive Bessel bridge with terminal
value 1, respectively −1. Let C1 := {B2 − B1 > 0} and C2 := {B2 − B1 < 0}. Define X : Ω →
C([0, 2]) such that, for t ∈ [0, 2],

Xt(ω) :=

{

X+
t∧1(ω) +Bt∨1(ω)−B1(ω) if ω ∈ C1,

X−
t∧1(ω) +Bt∨1(ω)−B1(ω) if ω ∈ C2.

Hence |X2(ω)| > 1 for ω ∈ C1 ∪ C2. By Lemma 2.3(b) (after a shift of the space variable), we
can uniquely extend X to [0, 3] fulfilling (3.1) so that |Xt| > 1 for all t ∈ [2, 3]. As C1 ∪C2 has full
measure, X is indeed a path-by-path solution.

Existence of other path-by-path solutions.

Other path-by-path solutions can be constructed. Indeed on the set C3 := {B2 − B1 > 2} we
can choose freely if X coincides with the nonnegative or nonpositive Bessel bridge on [0, 1] since,
for ω ∈ C3, X2(ω) > 1. Then, we can proceed the same way as before.

3.2 Pathwise unique weak solution, no path-by-path uniqueness

The following proposition gives an example of a one-dimensional SDE with a pathwise unique
weak solution, but path-by-path uniqueness does not hold. Again, the construction can easily be
extended to multiple dimensions.
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Proposition 3.2. Consider the SDE

dXt = b(t,Xt)dt+ dBt, X0 = 0, t ∈ [0, 4], (3.2)

where

b(t, x) =



















































1{x>0}

(

2− x

1− t
+

1

x

)

+ 1{x<0}

(

−2− x

1− t
+

1

x

)

if 0 6 t < 1,

1{x<0}
1

x
+ 1{x>2}

(

3− x

2− t
+

1

x− 2

)

+ 1{0<x<2}

(

1− x

2− t
+

1

x− 2

)

if 1 6 t < 2,

1{x<0}
1

x
if 2 6 t < 3,

1{x<0}
1

x
− 1{x 6=2,|x−2|61}

1

2(x− 2)
+ 1{x>3}

1

x− 3
+ 1{0<x<1}

1

x− 1
if 3 6 t 6 4.

There exists a pathwise unique weak solution to (3.2), but path-by-path uniqueness does not
hold.

Idea of the proof. On the time interval [0, 1] the drift is the one of an SDE solved by a
Bessel bridge. Hence, for t ∈ [0, 1] there exists a pathwise unique nonnegative weak solution and
a pathwise unique nonpositive weak solution. On [1, 4] × R− the drift is constructed such that
the nonpositive Bessel bridge on [0, 1] can be extended in a unique way to a weak solution on the
time interval [0, 4]. On [1, 4]× R+ the drift is constructed so that we can extend the nonnegative
Bessel bridge on the time interval [0, 1] to path-by-path solutions on [0, 4], but not to a weak
solution. Hereby solutions are allowed to enter the negative half plane (which is no problem as the
drift there ensures ensures the existence of nonpositive solution), but with positive probability a
situation as in Proposition 3.1 occurs; i.e. weak solutions X are forced to fulfill X3 ∈ (1, 3) with
positive probability and on the time interval [3, 4] the drift is constructed such that these solutions
cannot be extended to [0, 4].

Proof. Existence of a pathwise unique nonnegative weak solution.

Note that there exists a pathwise unique nonpositive weak solution X̃ on [0, 1] to (3.2) with
X̃1 = −2 by Lemma 2.3(a). We can extend this solution in a pathwise unique way to [0, 4] by
Lemma 2.3(b).

No other weak solution.

Assume that there exists another weak solution X to (3.2). Then we must have P(X1 = 2) > 0.
Let

A1 := {X1 = 2}, A2 := { inf
t∈[1,2]

Xt > 0, X2 = 1}, A3 := { inf
t∈[2,3]

(Bt −B2) > −1, B3 −B2 ∈ (0, 2)}.

First assume that P(X2 = 1 | X1 = 2) = 1. Then by assumption and by Remark 2.5, for ε > 0
small enough,

P(A1 ∩ A2) > P(A1 ∩ { sup
t∈[1,2]

|Bt −B1| < ε})

= P(A1)P( sup
t∈[1,2]

|Bt −B1| < ε) > 0.

Hence P(
⋂3

i=1 Ai) > 0 as A3 is independent of A1 ∩ A2. Note that X3(ω) ∈ (1, 3) for

ω ∈
⋂3

i=1 Ai. This gives a contradiction to Lemma 2.2 as after a space shift we would have a
weak solution to Equation (2.1) with initial condition X0 fulfilling P(X0 ∈ (−1, 1)) > 0.

Assume now that P(X2 = 1 | X1 = 2) < 1 and therefore P(X2 = 3 | X1 = 2) > 0. Let Ã1 := A1,
Ã2 := {X2 = 3} and

Ã3 := { inf
t∈[2,3]

(Bt −B2) > −3, B3 −B2 ∈ (−2, 0)}.
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Then by assumption P(
⋂3

i=1 Ãi) > 0 and X3(ω) ∈ (1, 3) for ω ∈
⋂3

i=1 Ãi and again this leads
to a contradiction to Lemma 2.2.

Construction of another path-by-path solution.

By separately considering the sets C1 := {B3−B2 > 0} and C2 := {B3−B2 < 0} we construct
an additional path-by-path solution on the set C1 ∪ C2 of full measure. Let X : C1 → C([0, 2])
coincide with the Bessel bridges such that X1 = 2 and X2 = 3. Let τ := inf{t > 2 : Bt−B2 = −3}.
Then, by Lemma 2.3(b), for ω ∈ C1 ∩ {τ > 3} we can extend X to the time interval [0, 4] fulfilling
equation (3.2). Now consider ω ∈ C1 ∩ {τ 6 3}. We can clearly extend X to the time interval
[0, τ ] by adding the Brownian increment Bt − B2. Then we have that Xτ (ω) = 0. Hence, for
ω ∈ C1 ∩ {τ 6 3} and t ∈ [τ, 4], we can choose X to be the pathwise unique nonpositive solution
to

dXt =
1

Xt
dt+ dBt, t ∈ [τ, 4]

and therefore we can construct X : C1 → C([0, 4]) fulfilling equation (3.2).
Let

b̃(t, x) := b(t, x)− 1{t>1,x<0}
1

x
+ 1{t>3,x60}

1

x− 1
.

For ω ∈ C2 and t ∈ [0, 4], let X̃ fulfill

X̃t(ω) =

∫ t

0

b̃(s, X̃s(ω))ds+Bt(ω)

such that X̃ coincides with the two Bessel bridges on [0, 1] and [1, 2] so that X̃1 = 2 and
X̃2 = 1. This is possible by the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 3.1. Let
τ0 := inf{t > 1 : X̃t = 0} ∧ 4. On [0, τ0] ∩ [0, 4] let X̂ := X̃ . Then X̂ is a solution to (3.2) on
[0, τ0] as, for x > 0, b(t, x) = b̃(t, x). On [τ0, 4], we choose X̂ to be the pathwise unique nonpositive
solution to

dXt =
1

Xt
dt+ dBt, t ∈ [τ0, 4].

As P(C1 ∪ C2) = 1, we can construct a path-by-path solution Y : Ω → C([0, 4]) by setting

Y (ω) =

{

X(ω) if ω ∈ C1,

X̂(ω) if ω ∈ C2.
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[15] N. V. Krylov and M. Röckner. Strong solutions of stochastic equations with singular time
dependent drift. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 131(2):154–196, 2005.

[16] J.-F. Le Gall. One-dimensional stochastic differential equations involving the local times of
the unknown process. In Stochastic analysis and applications (Swansea, 1983), volume 1095
of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 51–82. Springer, Berlin, 1984.

[17] J. Pitman. The SDE solved by local times of a Brownian excursion or bridge derived from
the height profile of a random tree or forest. Ann. Probab., 27(1):261–283, 1999.

[18] P. E. Protter. Stochastic integration and differential equations, volume 21 of Applications of
Mathematics (New York). Springer-Verlag, Berlin, second edition, 2004. Stochastic Modelling
and Applied Probability.

[19] D. Revuz and M. Yor. Continuous martingales and Brownian motion, volume 293 of
Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical
Sciences]. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, third edition, 1999.

[20] A. V. Shaposhnikov. Some remarks on Davie’s uniqueness theorem. Proc. Edinb. Math. Soc.
(2), 59(4):1019–1035, 2016.

[21] A. V. Shaposhnikov. Correction to the paper ”some remarks on davie’s uniqueness theorem”.
ArXiv Preprint arXiv:1703.06598, 2017.

[22] A. V. Shaposhnikov and L. Wresch. Pathwise vs. path-by-path uniqueness. ArXiv Preprint
arXiv:2001.02869, 2020.

[23] A. J. Veretennikov. Strong solutions and explicit formulas for solutions of stochastic integral
equations. Mat. Sb. (N.S.), 111(153)(3):434–452, 480, 1980.

9

https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.06598
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.02869

	1 Introduction
	2 Preparatory results and Bessel bridges
	3 Counterexample
	3.1 Path-by-path existence but no weak existence
	3.2 Pathwise unique weak solution, no path-by-path uniqueness


