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Abstract

We present existence results for weak solutions to a broad class of degenerate McKean-
Vlasov equations with rough coefficients, expanding upon and refining the techniques recently
introduced by the third author. Under certain structural conditions, we also establish results

concerning both weak and strong well-posedness.

1 Introduction

We consider the McKean-Vlasov (MKV) equation in RY
dXy = B(t,Xt,,UXt)dt-{—E(t,Xt,,uXt)th (11)

where px, denotes the law of X; and W, is a d-dimensional Brownian motion on a probability
space (€2, F,P). We assume 0 < d < N, meaning the equation can be degenerate, even completely.
The coefficients may have linear growth and minimal regularity properties: as a key example, our
framework encompasses the following MKV-Langevin equation with measurable coeflicients

dXo+ = X1.4dt,
0,t 1, (1.2)

dX1p = Bi(t, Xy, px, )dt + X (t, Xi, px, ) AW
The classical Langevin model [20] is a specific instance of (I2]): the solution is a 2d-dimensional
process X; = (Xo, X1+) describing the dynamics in the phase space of a system of d particles with
position Xo; and velocity X ; at time ¢. The interest in measurable coefficients is primarily driven
by applications in control problems. In finance, SDEs of the form (.2 describe path-dependent
contingent claims, such as Asian options or some local stochastic volatility model (see, for instance,

[28]).-
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Stochastic differential equations dependent on distributions have been extensively researched
since McKean’s seminal paper [23], building upon Kac’s foundation of kinetic theory [14]. Genuinely
degenerate MKV equations have recently sparked considerable interest: they are studied in [I] as
alternative approaches to Navier-Stokes equations turbulent flows, using the results in [9]. The
martingale problem for nonlinear kinetic distribution-dependent SDEs with singular drifts is studied
in [I3], [21] and [41], which also contain numerous additional references. Recent results for stable
driven MKV equations are proved in [5], [6] and [II]. Applications in the calibration of local
stochastic volatility models in finance and nonlinear filtering problems are discussed in [7], [19]
and [30], while recent work on degenerate quantile-dependent SDEs can be found in [I5] and [12].
Rather general existence results for the martingale problem for (II]) were proved in [I0] assuming

the continuity of the coefficients and the existence of Lyapunov functions.

In order to state our main results, we introduce the assumptions and notations we will adopt
throughout the paper. The subsequent assumptions can be significantly loosened, and expansions

to coefficients of wider generality are outlined in Remark [L7
Assumption 1.1 (Structural assumptions). The coefficients of (I.1) are of the form

B(t,z,p) = /RN bt z,y)u(dy),  X(t,z,pu) = /RN otz y)p(dy),  t€[0,T], zcRY, (1.3)

RNXd

where b is a RN -valued Borel measurable function and o is a -valued Borel measurable function

o (") (1.4)
o1

In ([I4), 0 is a null (N — d) x d-block, while the block o7 is uniformly positive definite, that is

of the form

(016,6) = NEPP,  €eRY, (1.5)

for some positive constant .

Later it will be convenient to rewrite (II) in a more explicit form, separating the degenerate
from the diffusive part of the SDE as in (L2)).

Notation 1.2. We set © = (zp,21) € RV=4 % R and call 2y and z; the degenerate and non-

degenerate components of € R, respectively.

Setting Xy = (Xo¢, X1,+), equation () reads

dXOJ = BO(ta Xta NXt)dta
dXLt = Bl (tu Xta NXt)dt + Zl(tu Xt7 NXt)th



As per Notation [[L2] we say that By is the degenerate drift coefficient and B, are the non-
degenerate drift and diffusion coefficients respectively, which are defined according to (L3)):

Bilt,, px,) = /R bl m g dy) = il X0, i=0,1,
itz px,) = /]RN o1(t,z,y)px, (dy) = Elo1(t,z, Xy)], te[0,T], z € RY, (1.7)
with o7 as in (4.
Assumption 1.3. The coefficients b = (by, b;) and o; satisfy the linear growth condition
b(t,,y)| + |o1(t, 2z, y)| < c(L+ x|+ y),  t€[0,T], z,y € RY, (1.8)

for some positive constant c¢. Moreover, b = b(t,xo,z1,y0,y1) and o1 = o1(t, xo, 21, Y0, Yy1) are
continuous functions of the degenerate variables g, yo € RY~¢, uniformly in ¢ € [0,7] and 1,y €
R

Assumption [[3] imposes the continuity of the coefficients solely with respect to the degenerate
variables xg,yo. This encompasses both ends of the spectrum: from deterministic equations with
continuous coefficients (as per the classic Cauchy-Peano existence theorem, but see also [§]), to

non-degenerate stochastic equations with measurable coefficients (as per the well-known results by
Krylov [16] and [18], Chap.2 Sec.6).

Definition 1.4 (Weak solution). A weak solution on [0, 7] to the MKV equation with coefficients
b and o7, is a pair (X, Wt)te[O,T} of stochastic processes, defined on a filtered probability space
(Q7 I, P7 (]:t)tE[O,T])) such that:

i) W is a d-dimensional Brownian motion;

ii) X is a continuous and adapted process such that
T
/ﬂw&Wﬁ<m; (1.9)
0

iii) almost surely we have
t t
X; = X0+/ </ b(s,XS,y),qu(dy)> ds+/ </ al(s,XS,y)uXS(dy)> dWs, t €10,7].
0 RN 0 RN
(1.10)

Remark 1.5. Under Assumption [[.3] condition (I.9]) ensures that the stochastic integral in (L10)

is well-defined. In fact, we have

’

which is finite almost surely, by (L.9]) and since X is continuous. Notice that for non-MKV equations

2 T
ﬁg&/(u¢m+amm%t
0

/ o1(t, Xe, y)pux, (dy)
RN

condition (L) is redundant since it follows from standard a priori LP estimates for solutions of
SDEs (cf., for instance, [29], Theor. 14.5.2).



Our first result is the following

Theorem 1.6 (Existence). Let g be a distribution on RY with finite fourth moment and T > 0.
Under Assumptions [I1 and [I.3, a weak solution (X,W) on [0,T] to the MKV equation with

coefficients b, 01 and with initial distribution px, = po, exists and verifies

E[ sup \Xt\‘l} < C(1+E[|Xol*]), sup E[|X; — X,|*] < OR?,
Ost=T Tazh

for some positive constant C.

Existence results were recently established by the third author of this paper in [40] under
stronger conditions, specifically requiring the coefficients to be bounded (excluding the prototype
MKV-Langevin equation (L.2)), the coefficient by to be continuous with respect to all variables
except t, and the diffusion matrix to be symmetric. The main tools used in the proof are Krylov’s
bounds [I8], Skorokhod’s technique of weak convergence [33], and Nisio’s approach to SDEs in [26]
and [39]. In addition to extending the original arguments of [40], in Proposition we clarify
certain technical aspects of the construction of the so-called e-net, a crucial tool in the proof of

Theorem see, in particular, Remark

Remark 1.7. The techniques employed in the proof of Theorem [[.Gl are quite likely to be applicable

even in the case of coefficients of the form

B(t7$mu) = <I>(t7$7B(ta$nu))7 El(ta$nu) = \If(t,x,El(t,x,,u)), le [OvT]7 WS RNa

where B, ¥ in (L3)-(L7) satisfy Assumptions [LTHL3] and
:[0,7T] xRY xRY — RY,  w:[0,7] x RY x R4 — RIx4

are measurable functions, locally Lipschitz continuous in the second and third argument, uniformly
in t € [0,T], and ¥; satisfies the non-degeneracy condition (Z25)). Also the assumption regarding
the finiteness of the fourth moment of the initial distribution pg can be relaxed: the proof remains

valid without modification as long as pg has a finite (2 4+ ¢)-moment, for some & > 0.

In the second part of the paper, we establish the well-posedness of the MKV equation (LLG)) under
the specific condition that the coefficients By and ¥ are independent of the law. We consider the
MKYV equation

dXo+ = Bo(t, Xy)dt,

(1.11)
Xm,t =B (t, X, ,uxt)dt + 21(75, Xt)th,
with initial datum 7. We also consider the standard (i.e. non-MKYV) equation
dXo; = Bo(t, X;)dt,
o = Bolt Xi) (1.12)

Xm,t = Bi(t, X, pe)dt + S1(t, Xy)dWr,



where y = (Nt)te[o,T] is the flow of marginals of a given continuous, adapted process. Equation

(LI2) is a linearized version of (LII]).

Theorem 1.8 (Uniqueness). Suppose the structural Assumption [I1] holds and the coefficients

are Borel measurable functions of the form
b= (bo(t,x),b1(t,z,y)), o1 = o1(t,x), te[0,T], z,y € RNV,
Assume also that:

i) b satisfies the linear growth condition

b(t, z,y)| < c(1+ |z]), te[0,T], z,y € RY; (1.13)

i1) the matriz o1 is bounded and uniformly positive definite, that is
ATHER < {ou(t2)e, &) < AP, te[0,T], z eRY, € €RY,
for some positive constant A;

i11) the initial datum satisfies
E [e’"lnﬂ < 00 (1.14)

for some positive constant r.

If, for any fized flow p the solution of (IL12)), with initial datum n, is weakly (resp. strongly) unique,
then also the solution of (LI1)) is weakly (resp. strongly) unique.

Remark 1.9. In Theorem [I.8 when b; is bounded, a less restrictive condition than (LI4) is
sufficient, such as E [|n]?] < occ.

Notice that Theorem [L.8 does not require any regularity conditions for the coefficients, which
may be merely measurable. On the other hand, one of the most stringent assumptions is the weak
(or strong) well-posedness of the non-MKV equation (LI2)). To illustrate the potential range of
applications of the theorem, we provide a far from complete list of known results on well-posedness
for (L12). We distinguish between the non-degenerate case (i.e., when d = N) and the degenerate
case (i.e., when d < N):

e [33], [34], [16, 17] prove weak well-posedness for non-degenerate SDE with bounded and
measurable coefficients (see also Sect. 2.6 in [I8] and Theorems 6.1.7 and 7.2.1 in [34]. In
[42], [37] strong well-posedness is established if the drift is bounded and Holder continuous,

and the diffusion coefficient is bounded and Lipschitz continuous;



e several results for degenerate Langevin-type SDEs are available in the literature: for SDEs
with Holder continuous coefficients, weak well-posedness is studied in [24] and is a straight-
forward consequence of the results in [22] and [9] where an optimal notion of intrinsic Holder
continuity is considered. Well-posedness of the martingale problem for SDEs with measur-
able diffusion coefficients is established in [41]. Strong well-posedness is achieved when the
coefficients are bounded and Holder continuous, provided the Holder exponents meet certain
thresholds, as proved in [3] and [4]. For instance, in the case By(t, X0+, X1+) = X1 the drift
B; must be at least 2/3-Holder continuous w.r.t. the degenerate component; it is currently
not known if this threshold is indeed optimal. The author of [38] establishes sufficient condi-
tions for the strong well-posedness of SDEs with nonsmooth drift under conditions of possible

degeneracy of the diffusion with respect to some of the variables.

Due to the technique employed, which relies on Girsanov’s theorem, in this paper we prove well-
posedness only for MKV equations whose diffusion coefficient is independent of the law. In future
research, we plan to revisit the study of well-posedness under more general assumptions. One
approach we are considering involves combining techniques from [15] and [3] for non-degenerate
equations with the parametrix method used in [9] and [22] for the linear case. This combined
approach could allow us to exploit the non-Euclidean intrinsic geometric structures induced by

degenerate kinetic equations, as detailed in [27].

The paper is organized into two sections, which respectively contain the proofs of the existence
and uniqueness theorems. Throughout the paper, C' denotes a positive constant that may vary

from line to line.

2 Existence: proof of Theorem

2.1 Step 1: regularization

We approximate the coefficients through a sequence of functions b™, ¢™ that are bounded, Lipschitz
continuous and satisfy Assumptions [Tl and [[3l Specifically, they satisfy the non-degeneracy
condition (LB]) and the linear growth condition (IL.8) with the constants A, ¢ independent of n. This
can be achieved by taking, for f = b, o, the convolution f" := f,, * 1, where ¢, = ¥, (¢, z,y) is a

standard mollifier supported in the ball of radius %, and
fn(t7 Z0,Z1, Y0, yl) = f(tv XTL(':UO)7 Xn(xl)v Xn(y0)7 Xn(yl))
where, with a slight abuse of notation, we set

if |£] <,
xn(g)zf if [¢] <n

n% otherwise,

6



both for £ € R? and ¢ € RN~=?. Clearly, f,, = f on [0,T] x @Q,, where

Qn = {(x07x17y07y1) € R2N ’ max{\x()], ‘.Z'l‘, ’y0‘7 ’yl’} < n} (21)

To ensure the convolution is well-defined, we extend the domains of b and o to include ¢ < 0. We
define b(t,-) = 0 and o(t,-) = I, for t < 0. The extension of ¢ in this manner is designed to
maintain its positive definiteness. We denote by B™, X" the integrals corresponding to b",0", as
defined in ([L3).

The equation with regularized coefficients is strongly well-posed. More precisely, let W¥ be
a d-dimensional Brownian motion defined on a filtered probability space (2, F,P,F;). A fixed
point argument (see, for instance, [35] or [2], Theor. 4.21) shows that, for any n € N and 7, €
LP(Q, mFy, P) with p > 2, the MKV equation

dth = Bn(t, th, /LX?)dt + En(t, th, ,uXZz)thx, X6L =g, (2.2)

admits a unique solution in the space SP of continuous processes, adapted to the augmented filtration
F1=:W generated by 1, and W¥, and such that

E| sup |[X[P| < 0. (2.3)
0<t<T

Next, as a consequence of the linear growth condition (L)), we derive some estimates that are

uniform in n. Although the proof is quite standard, the authors were unable to locate an appropriate

reference; therefore we provide a sketch of the proof for completeness.

Proposition 2.1. Let n, € LP(Q,mFy,P) with p > 2. For any n € N the solution X" € SP of
22)) satisfies the estimates

E [ sup \X?!p] < C(1+E[|n|"]), (2.4)
0<t<T
sup E[| X! — XT|P] < ChP/2, (2.5)
e

where the constant C depends on T, N and p, but not on n.

Proof. We prove that, for any n € N,
t1
vp(ty) :=E [ sup |Xt"|p] < C(1+E[n?]) (1 —1—/ vn(s)ds> , 0<#t <T, (2.6)
0<t<y 0

where C' is a constant that depends only on p, N, T and ¢ in (L§]): in particular, C' is independent
of n. Since v, (T) is finite by ([2.3]), we can directly apply Gronwall’s lemma to deduce (2.4]) from

(4.



In order to prove (26]), we notice that by (L8] we have
| B" (&, X' pxp )|+ (57 (8 X pxp)| < C/RN(l‘HXﬁ‘HxDMXf(dx) = c(1+ X[+ E[XI)- (27)

Applying Holder and Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalities to (2:2]), for some constant ¢y dependent
only on p and N, we get

p—2

t1 t1
wnlt) <97 (Elna)+ 7 [ E 1B X)) ds s [ [ X P ) <
0 0

(by (27), for some constant ¢; dependent only on p, N,T and c)

<o (Bl + [ el P+ X ds)

which yields (2.6). The proof of (23] is based on similar arguments and is omitted. O

2.2 Step 2: linearization

By possibly enlarging the probability space (2, F,P), we may assume the existence of a second
Brownian motion WY, independent of W%, and a random variable 7, equal in law to 7, and
independent of n,. We consider the sequence (Y™),  y of strong solutions of the SDE (Z2)) where
WY substitutes W* and 7, replaces n,. By uniqueness, Y is equal in law to X™ and, being adapted
to F1»W" is independent of W (hence, also independent of X™ for any m € N).

Notice that X™ solves the standard (i.e. non-MKV) SDE

dXy" = B"(t, X', pyy )dt + E"(t,Xf,uWL)de, Xy = ng. (2.8)
Clearly, in equation (2.8]) we can swap the roles of X™ and Y™: thus, we have
ay* = B"(t,Y/", ,uXZz)dt + En(t, Y/, /LX?)thy, Yon = 1)y,

and Y™ satisfies estimates (2.4))-(2.5]) as well.

2.3 Step 3: limiting process

For convenience, we introduce the compact notations Z = (X,Y) and W = (W* WVY). By virtue
of estimates (24)-(25) and Skorokhod’s lemma, there exists a probability space supporting a
sequence of stochastic processes (Z”,W”) that are equal in law to (Z"™, W) and such that, up
to a subsequence, converge in probability

—n 1mn P ~00 11700
(Z, WY') ——— (Z°, W) (2.9)

n—oo

for all ¢t € [0,T].



Remark 2.2. The fact that (2.9) holds for any ¢ € [0,7] implies the weak convergence of finite-

dimensional distributions of the processes (2", W™).

Lemma 2.3. For any n € NU{oo}, the process Z™ satisfies estimates (2Z4)-(28) with the constant
C independent of n:

E [ sup |ZP[*| < C(1+E [|na|]), (2.10)
0<t<T
sup E [|Z? - Zgﬂ < Ch2. (2.11)
=izh

Moreover, Z™ admits a continuous modification and W™ is a 2d-dimensional Brownian motion with

respect to the filtration (fﬁ)te[O’T} generated by (2", W”)

Proof. For n € N the thesis follows from (24)-(Z5) and the equivalence in law of Z™ and Z". If
n = 0o, by Fatou’s lemm we have
sup E [|Zt°° - Zsooﬂ < sup liminfE [|Zt" - Zgﬂ < Ch?

0<t,s<T 0<t,s<T N>
[t—s|<h [t—s|<h

which proves (2.I1). By Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, Z™ admits a continuous modification
for any n € NU {oo}.
Next, we prove (ZI0) with n = co. Let D,, denote the m-th dyadic set of [0, T]. Since (Z)iep,,

converges in probability as n — oo to (Z7°)ep,,, we also have a.s. convergence up to a subsequence

of max | Z1|* to max |Z&°|4: thus, by Fatou lemma and (24) we have
t€Dm t€Dm

E ngx \250\4} < liminf E [m%x \Zm‘*} < O(1+E [|n|"]). (2.12)
EDm

n—oo  |t€Dp
By Beppo-Levi we can pass in the limit in (212 as m — oo. Hence (2.10) follows from the
continuity of ad

Now, let n € N: since (2, W™) is equal in law to (Z",W™), then W/* — W is independent
of (Z?7W:L)r€[0,s} (and therefore, of .7??) Using also that W™ is a Gaussian process (because it

is equal in law to W), this suffices to prove that W™ is a Brownian motion with respect to the

filtration (F7")¢cjo,r)- This result extends to n = oo by virtue of Remark O

2.4 Step 4: SDE for X" with n € N

For any n € N U {oc0}, Z" is continuous and adapted to (fﬁ)te[O,T], and therefore progressively
measurable: by (7)) and Fubini’s theorem, also the processes E"(t,)?[‘,,uf,n) are progressively
t

measurable and therefore the stochastic integrals

t o~ —~—
/ ¥(s, X, pgn )JAW ST, n € NU {oo},
0 S

1Up to sub-sequences, we have a.s. convergence of )?f” to )?too for any t.



are well-defined.

Lemma 2.4. For any n € N, ()N(", W“’”‘) solves the SDE
dX!" = B“(t,)?f,uf,tn)dt + E"(t,)?f,uin)dwtx’". (2.13)
An analogous result is valid for (Y™, Wy”)

The proof of Lemma [2.4] derives from a standard approximation argument (cf. [I8], p.89) and

is postponed to Section

2.5 Step 5: SDE for X’f@

A key step in the proof is the following proposition which states that we can pass in the limit
in (ZI3). Here we rely on the compactness argument used in [40] that allows to “freeze” the
degenerate component )N(&t in order to apply Krylov’s estimates to the non-degenerate component
X {'¢- Since the coefficients have linear growth at infinity, we employ the broader form of Krylov’s

bounds provided by Lemma 3 of [25].

Proposition 2.5. The process X2 in ([Z39) solves the SDE
X = X5 [ Bl X s+ [ S X g )
0 s 0 s

Proof. We split the proof in three steps. We prove the L!-convergence of the drift and the conver-
gence in probability of the diffusive part as we take the limit in (ZI3]) as n tends to infinity.

Step I: the e-net.

Let € and a be two fixed positive constants. By Ascoli-Arzela’s theorem, for any h € N the space

O = {p € CUO,TLRY ™) [ [p(t)] < h, |o(t) — @(s)] < hlt = s|*, t,5 € [0, T]} (2.14)
is totally bounded. Hence, there exists a finite collection of functions gogh), . ,gp,gi) € C}', which

we call an e-net, such that

O = Q@) Qenl@l)=1{pe | sw lo(t) — oM (1) < e} (2.15)

=1 t€[0,T]

Here k. € N depends only on ¢, o, T, the dimension N — d and h € N. Now, assume o < 1/2: by
(ZII) and Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, Z"(w) € C([0,T],R2V) for any w € Q and n € N.
Moreover, by (ZI0)-(2II) and Markov inequality, there exists h € N such that

P ((553, eCpn (V] e c;;*)) >1- g n e NU {oo},

with h dependent on ¢ but not on n € NU {oo}. Thus, we also have

P2 1-5  Buoi= U (K€ Q@) 0 (7 € Qutel) (2.16)

ij=1

c
27

10



for any n € NU {oco}. Again, notice that k. depends on &, o, T and the dimension N — d, but not
on n.

By estimate (2Z.I0]), which is uniform in n, for any € > 0 there exists M, > 0 such that

P(D.)>1-5 D, :=( sup rZ"r<ME)m< sup 1250\<ME) (2.17)

0<t<T 0<t<T

| ™

for any n € NU {oco}. In conclusion, setting
Qn,e = Bn,e N Dn,a (2'18)
by ([2.16) and (2I7) we have

P(Qn,a) >1- g, Qn,a = U Qii,]aa n€NU {OO},
ij=1

where
Qi = (X3 € Q™) N (0 € Qen(@)) NDuey  1<ij<h,  (219)

with Q€7h(<,02(~h)) as in (ZI5)). Notice that, without loss of generality, we can modify the sets Qiﬂg to

be mutually disjoint.

Remark 2.6. By the uniform estimates (Z10)-(ZII)) and the total boundedness of C}' in (Z.14)),
the number k. of elements of the e-net is independent of n. We explicitly indicate the dependence
of ke on e due to the delicate estimates such as ([2.24]) where k. appears as the upper limit in the

summation (see [40], page 13 for comparison).

Step II: L'-convergence of the drift.
We prove that, for any arbitrary J > 0,

n—o0

t ~ ~
lim E |:/ ‘Bn(stgmuf/n) _B('s’X;X)nuf/oo)‘ dS:| <.
0 S S

Let us fix § > 0 and notice that, for some m € N which depends on § and will be chosen appropriately

later, we have

t ~ ~
/ E HB"(S,X?,/L?,L) - B(s,X?,u?w)H ds <EM™" + EI™ + Ep (2.20)
0 S S
where
t r ~ ~
EP™ = / E||B"(s, X{, pt5r) — B™ (8, X¢, pign) } ds, (2.21)
0 L s s
t r ~ ~
E;™ = / E||B" (s, X¢'s ttgrn) — Bm(s,X;’O,u{,oo)H ds,
0 L s s
t r ~ ~
E = / E[|B™(s, X2, i) — B(s,Xgo,u?m)H ds. (2.22)
0 L s s




¢ The term E""™.

We consider Q,, . in ([2.18): the value of ¢ will be selected later depending on §. We have

t o~ ~
E]"™" < / E [E [ b (s,x,Y]) — 0™ (s, 2, Y]") ] ~ } ds =
0 =Xy
(by the freezing lemma, being )Z';‘ independent of 178")
t ~ ~ ~ ~
:/ E [ b (s, X7, V™) — b (s, X7, V) } ds <
0

t ~ ~ ~ ~
< / E |:(]lQn,s + ]lQ\Qn,E) ‘bn(stgL,st) - bm(stgL,st) } ds <
0
(by the linear growth of b uniformly in n, the fact that P (2 \ Q, ) < ¢ and (2.10]))
<eCT(1+E[n|*]) + I™™ (2.23)

where, by (2.19)),

Y / o [0 X2 V) — b (s X2,V | ds
1<4,j<ke
S Z (In M, ] _|_In NUNN] + In m,u])
1<i,j<ke

with Q5% as in (ZIJ) an

.. t r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
I?’m’w :/0 E _1 b bn(s’X&stﬁvag}s’erfs) _bn(sv@i(s)’Xﬁs’@j(s)vylth)

] ds,

] ds,

.. t r ~ ~ ~ ~
Ig’m’z’] :/0 E _1 ;fg bn(87Qpi(s)vXﬁga(pj(S)7Y17}s) _bm(sa(102'(8)7X{L,57(10j(8)7yl7s)

.. t r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Ig’m’z’] :/0 E _ﬂ i3 bm(37Qpi(s)vXﬁsﬂDj(S)’er,Ls) _bm(st&mX{L,s’}/({stYY;)

n,e

| ds.

By Assumption [[.3] b"(s,-,-) and b™(s,,-) are uniformly continuous on Q. in (21]), with
respect to the degenerate variables zg, 39, uniformly in s,n and m; thus, there exists € > 0

such that

Z ([?,m,i,j_i_lg,m,i,j)é Z 3 P(Qi) < g (2.24)

1<i,j<ke 1<i,j<ke

since Qn %e, for 1 <14,5 < k., are pairwise disjoint.

Remark 2.7. Clearly, ¥;X] is a symmetric d X d matrix that satisfies the non-degeneracy

condition
(D1356,6) = |25 > NHeP?, £ eRY (2.25)

since, by (LH),
NEP < [ (rata)é Ouldy) = (€ it ) < €151t el

12
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To estimate we use the Krylov’s bounds for the process ()A(:ﬁt, }71@) which, by Lemma

2.4] and Remark 2.7, solves a non-degenerate SDE. Setting

gznj(tyxlyyl) = bn(t7 Qpi(t)a$17(10j(t)7yl)v te [OvT]7 1,41 € Rd7

we have
.. t ~ o~ o~ ~
[gl,m,l,] < /0 E []lgigfg bn(sv(pi(s)7X{L,57(pj(3)7Y1th) - bm(37(tpi(s)vX{L,svcpj(S%er}s)

(by the Krylov’s bounds of Lemma 3 in [25])

}dsg

< Cllgi; — 9ij | L2a+1(j0,7) x Das. x Das. ) (2.26)

where Dy = {21 € R? | |z1| < M.} with M. defined in [2I7) and the positive constant C
depends only on d, M., the linear growth coefficient ¢ and the ellipticity constant A\. From
(2:26)) it follows that
s s
n,m,i,j i, o
> o< Y ()< (2.21)
1<4,j<ke 1<4,j<ke
if m,n are suitably large.
Combining (2.23)), (Z24) and (2.27)), for € > 0 suitably small and m € N suitably large, we
have
lim E?™ < 5. (2.28)

n—00
¢ The term EZ'.
The term EJ' can be estimated exactly like E["™ after extending Krylov’s bounds to the
limiting process Zf?t = ()Zf?t,?ff) Thus, we want to prove that for every bounded, non-

negative and Borel measurable function g with support in [0,7] x Das x Dy we have

T ~
/0 E |:g(t7 Z(l)%)} dt < C|\gll L2a+1(0,77% Dagx Dar) (2.29)
with C dependent only on d, M, c and A. The bound is pretty direct for continuous functions,

indeed if ¢ is also continuous then by weak convergence we have
T T
/0 E [9(@ Zf'})] dt = lim i E [9(75, Z{L,t)} dt < C|\gll L2a+1(0,77% Dagx Dag)- (2.30)
Next, we prove ([2.29) for ¢ = 1x where K is a compact subset of [0,7] x Dy x Dps: by
Urysohn’s lemma, there exists a sequence of continuous functions, with values in [0, 1], such

that g, \( 1x. By Lebesgue’s theorem, we have

T _ T _
V(K) = / E []IK(L‘, Zf;)] dt=lim [ E [gn(t, ng)} dt < (2.31)
0

n—oo 0
(by @.30))

< C lim {|gnl 2001 (o) x Dy xDar) = Cllgl L2041 (0,71% D x Dar) -

Now, v in (231)), as any finite measure on Borel sets, is regularH: thus, estimate (2.29])

2y(D) = sup{v(K) | K C D, K compact} for any Borel set D.
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extends to ¢ = 1p where D is any Borel subset of [0,7] x Dy x Dps. As a final step,
for any non-negative and Borel measurable function g there exists an increasing sequence
gn of simple functions (i.e. linear combinations of indicator functions of Borel sets) such
that g,(t,z) 7 g(t, z) for any (t,z): an easy application of Beppo Levi’s theorem allows to
conclude the proof of ([2:29]).

o The term Ey™.
Let ¢ and m be fixed as previously, ensuring that (Z28]) and an analogous estimate for E5*
hold. Just as for (2.23]), we also have

Ey™ <eCT(1+E([|n.|Y]) +1™™

where

t
mm :z/ E []IQWE 1o, bm(&ﬁvi")—bm(s’x’ioo)m
0

with Q,, . as in (2.I8]). Now, b™(s,-,) is Lipschitz continuous on Q. in (2.I]), uniformly in
s € [0,T]. Thus, we have I"™™ < I}""™ + [,"™" where

t
I?mizt/‘E[ﬂgmsE[lgms
0

by weak convergence of )N(g‘ to )Z';?o for any fixed s € [0,t], and by dominated convergence in

B _ |ds
5=X;L,I=X§°}

bm(s’g’in)_bm(s,x’in) > ds —— 0

”5:)2’;% gp:Xgo:| n—o00

the time-integral. Similarly, we have
¢
@MZ/Eh%iﬁgﬁ
0

by weak convergence of Y to Y.

b (5,2, YY) = b7 (5,2, Y,.°)

Step III: convergence in probability of stochastic integrals.
We show convergence in probability
¢ _ N ¢ B N b
- / S (5, X7 e AW — / S (5, X2, s )W P 0
0 s 0 s n—o0

by proving that, for any positive constants ¢ and &, we have

lim P(I"| >¢) <0
n—oo
As in Step II (cf. (220)), for m € N we write I" = I{"™ + I + I7* where
t ~ ~ —
o /0 (250, X2 1) = S (5, K0 ) ) AV,
t ~ N t ~ N
.= / S (8, X&'y pagrn JAWE™ — / S (8, X% tgroo AW,
0 s 0 *

14



t o~ o~ —~—
i ;:/ (z:?(s,XgO,ww) - El(s,Xgo,ww)) AW a°,
0 S S

By Markov inequality and It6’s isometry, we have

1 t < ~ 2
PG >0 < €| [ 2106, 0 ugy) - 76 K2 g, .
Then, proceeding as in the proof of estimate (228)) for E}""" in ([2.21)), we can show that for any
c,d > 0 there exists a suitably large m € N such that
lim P (|1} >¢) <4

n—oo -

Similarly, the term I5' can be treated as E5* in (2.22]).

Let us assume that m is fixed as stated above. We are left with the term Iy, which sets itself
apart from the other two due to the stochastic integrals being associated with distinct Brownian
motions. To deal with this term, we rely on the following lemma, that is a specific instance of the

results in Chapter 2, Section 3 of [33].

Lemma 2.8 (Skorokhod). On a probability space (2, F,P), let W™ be a sequence of Brownian
motions and f™ be a sequence of stochastic processes such that (fi*, W]') converges in probability to

(f22, W) for any t € [0,T], where W is a Brownian motion. Suppose that:

a) the stochastic integrals
t
| gawy. tepo)
0
are well-defined for any n € NU {oco};

b) ™ are uniformly bounded, i.e. |fi*(w)| < C for anyn € N, t € [0,T] and w € Q;

c¢) for any ¢ >0
lim lim sup P(|f— f2>¢)=0.

h—0n—00 o<t,s<T
li—s|<h

Then . .
/f;ldWﬁL/fgodwgo, t € 0,7
0 n—oo 0

We apply Lemma [Z8 with f* = X7 (¢, X", pin) and Wit = W™, for n € NU {oo}. Conditions
a), b) and c¢) are readily verified since m € N is fixed and it is clear that f™ are uniformly bounded
and uniformly continuous in virtue of the boundedness and smoothness of ¥7*, and estimate (2.11]).
Moreover, we already observed in Step 4 that the stochastic integrals are well-defined and th’"
converges in probability to Wf’oo for any ¢t € [0,7], by (29). To conclude, we show convergence in
probability (actually, even in L*(Q,P)) of f* to f° for any t € [0,T]. We have

Eflff = /] <Ef + E + Eg

15



where

_ | ——0
z=Xp° | n—oo

? = |:E Hagn(tx?in) - Uin(t’x’}zoo)

]

by weak convergence of }7;" to }7;00 in the inner expectation and Lebesgue dominated convergence

theorem in the outer expectation; for any fixed but arbitrary ¢ > 0
e L [ TS R B e | P ) e

where (), is the Lipschitz constant of o7, and

3= E g gepo /R o X y) = o 6 X5 y) g (dy)
< 2007 looP (| X = X5°| > 2) ——r0
n—oo
by convergence in probability of X to X° (cf. (Z9)). O

2.6 Proof of Lemma [2.4]

We prove that

E| sup |X{ — Xy — / B"(s, X, pig,)ds — / ¥(s, X, pgn )dWS | = 0.
te[0,T] 0 s 0 s
For simplicity, we consider here only the case B™ = 0, the general case being completely analogous.
Let [t], := % be the dyadic approximation of ¢; we have
0 S

where

El":=E

|

~ ~ t ~ o~
X Xp— / S (sJons K3 b5y AW
0 sl

|

t . . —
/0 (En(S,X;L,M?SH) - E"([S]ij["S]m,y?[?] )> dwgan

2]
Now, we have

EP=E||X]" —Xg}—/o 2”([s]m,X[Z}m,ug[g] Jawg" ]

—E |- Y S Rngn ) (Wit W) | =
k2—m<¢t

16



(by the equivalence of (Z™, W*") and (Z", W))

r 2

=E || X'—n— Z S(k27 X o Y ) <W6‘€+1)2,7,L — W,?Tm)
L k2—m<t
r 2

— E th - n— Z </ O'n(t7 x, Ykgm)dp> . (W(k‘-i-l)Z*m — Wk‘27m) m) 0,
i k2-m<t S r=Xipm

since (Z", W) solves (22]) (with B™ = 0, by assumption) and by the continuity and boundedness
of o™. We also have
lim Ey' =0

m—o0
by standard approximation of a stochastic integral with bounded and continuous coefficient. This

proves that the processes )N(t" and
~ t ~ —_—
Xy —1—/ Y (s, X ppgn JAW S
0 S

are modifications, but since they are continuous this suffices to conclude.

3 Uniqueness: proof of Theorem [1.8]

Let (XZ',Wg)te[O’T}, for i = 1,2, be two weak solutions of the MKV equation (LII]) with flows
= (,uf;)te[oﬂ respectively. If we show that p! = ;2 then weak/strong uniqueness will follow from
weak /strong uniqueness of the non-MKYV equation (LI2I).

Let us first consider the case where B; is bounded. Up to transferring the two solutions to the
canonical space (cf., for instance, [32] p.152 or [31], Theorem IX.1.7.), we can assume that X!, X?
are defined on the same filtered probability space and are solutions w.r.t. the same Brownian

motion W, that is for ¢ = 1,2 we have
dX{, = Bo(t, X})dt,
dX{, = Bi(t, X}, pf)dt + S1(t, X{)dW;.

Since By and Y1 are independent of u, by Girsanov’s theorem we can “pass” from one solution to

the other: precisely, let

)\1 (75 X (Bl(t thnut — Bi(t, thnut)) (3.1)

o —exp< / Adw, — / |/\1|2d8> (3.2)

W} =w, + / Alds. (3.3)
0

17



Since B; (and consequently A!) is a bounded process, then v! is a martingale and, by Girsanov’s
theorem, W' is a Brownian motion under the probability measure P! defined by % 7= ¢
Therefore, we have

dXi, = Bi(t, X}, pi)dt + 1 (t, X[ )dWy,

and, under the probability P!, X! is a solution to the same SDE as X 2. Due to the weak uniqueness
hypothesis, X! under P' has the same law as X2 under P, and in particular for any Borel set

H € By we have
2 _ 2 _ pliyl
u;(H)=P(Xf € H) =P (X; € H).
Thus, we can estimate the total variation distance between p} and p? as follows:

lut — pillry =2 sup |pf(H) — pi(H)|
HeByn

=2 sup |P(X} € H) - PY(X} € H)|
HeBy

<||P|F, — P'x|rv =

by Scheffé’s theorem (see, for instance, [36] Sect.2.2.4), since 7} is the density of P! with respect
t

to P on F3)
=2E[1 -7 A1] <2\/E[(+})?] - 1. (3.4)
Now, by Hélder’s inequality we have
T T
E [(7%)2] =E [exp <—2/ AW, —/ |)\%|2dt>}
0 0
T T T
<E [exp <—2/ A dW; —4/ \)\tl\zdt> exp <3/ \A%Pdtﬂ <
0 0 0

(by Cauchy-Bouniakowsky-Schwarz inequality)
T T T
<4/E [exp <—4/ A\ AWy — 8/ |/\%|2dt>} E [exp <6/ |)\%|2dt>} <
0 0 0
(since exp (—4 fOT ArdW, — 8 fOT \A%th) is positive local martingale, and therefore a super-martingale)

[efle )]

b D)

r T
\/E exp <6||21_lblllio/O \Iui—ufll%vdtﬂ- (3.5)
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Notice that, since the last value is non-random, we may drop the expectation: thus, plugging (335

into (3.4) and setting v(t) :== sup ||ul — p?|lTv, we obtain
s€[0,t]

v(T) < 2¢/exp (CTv2(T)) — 1,

with C' := 3||X7b1]|%,. Let ag > 0 be such that e* < 2a 4 1 for any 0 < o < ag: then, since
v(T') < 2 by definition, for T' < 7& we have

(T) < 2vV2CTv(T)

which implies v(T) = 0, at least if 2v/2CT < 1.

To establish the result for any 7" > 0, we proceed via a straightforward inductive argument. Let
us fix some 7" > 0 such that v(T') = 0. We then prove that, for any k& € N, the condition v(kT) =0
implies v((k 4+ 1)T') = 0. Indeed, let

(k) b L[t
v =exp | — AgdWs — = [Agl“ds ),
kT 2 Jrr

t
Wk =w,+ [ Mds,  tel[kT,(k+1)T].
kT

By Girsanov’s theorem (Wt(k))te[kT7(k+1)T] is a Brownian motion starting at Wy under the proba-

bility measure with density ’y((llz_l)T relative to P. Repeating the calculations leading to (8.4]) and

B35), we obtain

v((k+1)T) < 2y/exp (CTv2((k +1)T)) — 1

with C' = 3||X7'By||%. As earlier, the conditions 2v2CT < 1 and T < 7& guarantee that
v((k+ 1)T) = 0 as required. This completes the induction.

We now prove the thesis under the linear growth condition (LI3)). We have the following
preliminary estimate. Let X be a weak solution of (III)) on [0,7]: there exists a positive constant
d =d(r,c, A\, T) such that

E [eé‘XTF] < 00, X = sup | Xyl (3.6)
te[0,T

Indeed, by (LI3]) we have

t t
X, g\ny+c/ (1+\X8H)ds+'/ (s, X.)dW,
0 0

¢
< In| +cT+JT—|—c/ | Xs|ds,
0

where

Jr = sup
te[0,T

)

t
/ (s, Xg)dWs
0
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and Gronwall’s lemma yields
X1 < (In| +cT + Jr) et

Consequently, we have

E [eapzT\?} <E |:e362CT5(|n\2+c2T2+J%)

9

which is finite if § > 0 is suitably small, thanks to assumption (L.I4) on the initial datum and
to standard exponential estimates for stochastic integrals, given that ¥; is bounded (cf., instance,
Prop. 13.2.4 in [29]). This proves ([B.6]). Clearly, if (3.6 holds for some 7" > 0 then it holds also
for any ¢ € [0,T] with the same ¢.

Now, let A! be as in (3.1): by (LI3) we have

e oo (3 [ iPar)] <€ few (clmiiz [ (e ar)]

< E fexp (=73 T (14 [¥H))] < o0

if T > 0 is suitably small, thanks to (3.6). Thus Novikov’s condition is satisfied, v! in ([3.2)) is a
martingale and, by Girsanov’s theorem, W' in (B3] is a Brownian motion under the probability
measure P! defined by % |7= i

Next, we can retrace the proof given in the case of bounded b: using the linear growth condition

([LI3) and setting ¢; = 12¢?||X 1|2, estimate (B3 becomes

E[(v)?] < \/ E [661(l+\f<;|2)mz(n]

< ST \/E Edaate} (3.7)

Now, recalling that v(T") < 2, as before we have
ez TV(T) < 1 4 o, Tv?(T) (3.8)
if T is suitably small. On the other hand, we have
Tv2(T)| X2 e 2 Tv?(T)z? 1
E [eao OIKHe] :1+/ 20y To? (T)awe T 1% p(KL > 2)da <
0

(with 6 > 0 as in (B.0) and using again v(7") < 2)

ce1Tv*(T)

<14 ——

+o0o
/ 26zelderT—0)z? 66I2P(X;1p > x)dx <
0

(if T is sufficiently small so that 4¢;T — 0 < 0)



and by the elementary inequality v/1 +x <1+ 3 valid for x > —1, we have

~ 6|X1 ‘2
\/E [eclTUQ(T)\X%P} <1+ %{ST]TZP(T). (3.9)

To sum up, as in (3.4) we have

o(T) < 2/E[(v)2] — 1 <

(by (320),3.8]) and (B39), for some positive constant C')

< VCTw(T)

which implies the existence of T' > 0 such that v(T') = 0. The proof is completed by reiterating the

preceding inductive argument.
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