
ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

01
07

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 2
 D

ec
 2

02
4

A NOTE ON LÉVY-DRIVEN MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES UNDER
MONOTONICITY

JIANHAI BAO YAO LIU JIAN WANG

Abstract. In this note, under a weak monotonicity and a weak coercivity, we address
strong well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs) driven by
Lévy jump processes, where the coefficients are Lipschitz continuous (with respect to the
measure variable) under the Lβ-Wasserstein distance for β ∈ [1, 2]. Moreover, the issue on
the weak propagation of chaos (i.e., convergence in distribution via the convergence of the
empirical measure) and the strong propagation of chaos (i.e., at the level paths by coupling)
is explored simultaneously. To treat the strong well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov SDEs
we are interested in, we investigate strong well-posedness of classical time-inhomogeneous
SDEs with jumps under a local weak monotonicity and a global weak coercivity. Such a
result is of independent interest, and, most importantly, can provide an available reference
on strong well-posedness of Lévy-driven SDEs under the monotone condition, which never-
theless is missing for a long time. Based on the theory derived, along with the interlacing
technique and the Banach fixed point theorem, the strong well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov
SDEs driven by Lévy jump processes can be established. Additionally, as a potential exten-
sion, strong well-posedness and conditional propagation of chaos are treated for Lévy-driven
McKean-Vlasov SDEs with common noise under a weak monotonicity.

Keywords: McKean-Vlasov SDE; Lévy process; weak monotonicity; weak coercivity; well-
posedness; propagation of chaos

MSC 2020: 60G51; 60J25; 60J76.

1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Background. The treatment of strong/weak well-posedness is a starter to explore
qualitative/quantitative studies of stochastic differential equations (SDEs for short) under
consideration. In the past few decades, strong well-posedness of SDEs with Brownian mo-
tion noises has been investigated under various scenarios; see, for instance, [23, 29] for the
Lipschitz continuity and the linear growth; [29, Theorem 3.4] concerning the local Lipschitz
condition plus the linear growth; [29, Theorem 3.5] regarding the local Lipschitz continu-
ity along with the Lyapunov condition, and [33, Theorem 3.1.1] with regard to the local
weak monotonicity besides the global weak coercivity. Moreover, under the local Lq(Lp)-
condition, strong well-posedness of singular SDEs has also advanced greatly via Zvonkin’s
transformation; see e.g. [37, 38] and references therein.
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At the same time, there is a considerable amount of literature concerned with strong
well-posedness of SDEs driven by Lévy jump process. As we know, under the standard
assumption that coefficients are globally Lipschitz and of linear growth, SDEs with pure
jumps are strongly well-posed; see, for example, [3, 23]. In case that drifts and Brownian
diffusions are locally Lipschitz and the jump coefficient is globally Lipschitz, in addition
to a weak coercivity, strong well-posedness of SDEs with jumps was explored in [2]. With
contrast to SDEs with Brownian motion noises, strong well-posedness of SDEs driven by pure
jump processes is rare under the weak monotonicity (which is also termed as the one-sided
Lipschitz condition) and the weak coercivity. As stated in [28], many authors quote strong
well-posedness of SDEs with jumps under the one-sided Lipschitz condition by claiming that

it is totally well-known nevertheless without providing any reference or referring to references

which do not contain it at all. This phenomenon is further stressed in [31] as follows:
“However, we could not find a reference in the literature that covers our setting completely.”
Based on the point of view above, via a truncation approach, [28] addressed strong well-
posedness of SDEs driven by Brownian motions and compensated Poisson random measures,
where a local weak monotonicity and a global weak coercivity were imposed. Unsatisfactorily,
due to the limitation of the method adopted, the local weak monotonicity and the global
weak coercivity put in [28] cannot go back to the classical one (see e.g. [33, (3.1.3) and (3.1.4)]
for more details) when the pure jump term involved vanishes. Additionally, we would like
to mention [17] for a much more general setup, where the driven noise is a square-integrable
semimartingale.

In recent years, there are great progresses as well on strong well-posedness of McKean-
Vlasov SDEs driven by Brownian motions; see e.g. monographs [4, 32, 36]. We also would
like to mention that [9] explored strong well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov SDEs, which allow
drifts and diffusions to be of super-linear growth in measure and state variables. Meanwhile,
strong well-posedness of regular McKean-Vlasov SDEs with jumps has also attracted a lot of
interest; see e.g. [10, 13, 27, 31]. In detail, [10, 27] is concerned with the additive noise and the
drift involved in [13] is of linear growth with respect to the state variable. Furthermore, strong
well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov SDEs with singular interaction kernels and symmetric α-
stable noises has been tackled in [11, 12] and [15, 18] by the aid of the (two-step) fixed point
theorem and the non-linear martingale problem, respectively. Additionally, via a Fourier-
based Picard-iteration approach, [1] considered strong well-posedness of a class of McKean-
Vlasov SDEs with Lévy jumps, where the underlying drift coefficient is affine in the state
variable. When the coefficients are Lipschitz continuous with respect to the measure variable
under the L2-Wasserstein distance and non-globally Lipschitz continuous with respect to
the state variable, strong well-posedness of Lévy-driven McKean-Vlasov SDEs has been
treated in [31, 35]. In case that the associated coefficients are Lβ-Wasserstein continuous
(for 1 ≤ β ≤ 2) as far as the measure variable is concerned, and Lipschitz continuous in
the state variable, the paper [6] probed into well-posedness of Lévy-driven McKean-Vlasov
SDEs.

Inspired by the aforementioned literature, in this note we aim to investigate the strong well-
posedness of a class of Lévy-driven McKean-Vlasov SDEs under a weak monotonicity and a
weak coercivity, which will weaken the associated conditions and improve the corresponding
results in e.g. [1, 6, 10, 31, 35] in various aspects.
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1.2. Well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov SDEs. More precisely, in this note we focus on
the following McKean-Vlasov SDE on R

d:

dXt = b(Xt, LXt
) dt +

∫

U
f(Xt−, LXt

, z) Ñ(dt, dz) +
∫

V
g(Xt−, LXt

, z) N(dt, dz). (1.1)

Herein, LXt
stands for the law of Xt; Xt− := lims↑t X(s); b : R

d × P(Rd) → R
d, and

f, g : R
d × P(Rd) × R

d → R
d are measurable maps, where P(Rd) means the family of

probability measures on R
d; U, V ⊂ R

d
0 := R

d\{0} so that U ∩V = ∅; N is a Poisson random
measure, carried on a complete probability space (Ω, F ,P), with the intensity measure

dt × ν(dz) for a σ-finite measure ν(dz), and Ñ(dt, dz) := N(dt, dz) − dtν(dz) represents
the associated compensated Poisson measure. Furthermore, we shall assume that for some
β ∈ [1, 2] and any fixed x ∈ R

d and µ ∈ P(Rd),

ν(|f(x, µ, ·)|21U(·)) + ν((1 ∨ | · |β ∨ |g(x, µ, ·)|β)1V (·)) < ∞, (1.2)

where ν(f) :=
∫
Rd f(x)ν(dx) for a ν-integrable function f : Rd → R. For p > 0, denote by

Wp the Lp-Wasserstein distance:

Wp(µ1, µ2) := inf
π∈C (µ1,µ2)

(∫

Rd×Rd
|x − y|p π(dx, dy)

) 1
1∨p

, µ1, µ2 ∈ Pp(R
d),

where Pp(Rd) := {µ ∈ P(Rd) : µ(| · |p) < ∞} and C (µ1, µ2) is the set of couplings for µ1

and µ2.
To guarantee the well-posedness of the SDE (1.1), the following assumptions are in force.

(A1) for fixed µ ∈ Pβ(Rd) and z ∈ R
d, R

d ∋ x 7→ b(x, µ) and R
d ∋ x 7→ f(x, µ, z) are

continuous and locally bounded, and there exists a constant L1 > 0 such that for any

x, y, z ∈ R
d, and µ1, µ2 ∈ Pβ(Rd),

2〈b(x, µ1) − b(y, µ2), x − y〉 + ν(|f(x, µ1, ·) − f(y, µ2, ·)|21U(·))

≤ L1(|x − y|2 + Wβ(µ1, µ2)
2),

(1.3)

and

|g(x, µ1, z) − g(y, µ2, z)| ≤ L1(1 + |z|)(|x − y| + Wβ(µ1, µ2)); (1.4)

(A2) there exists a constant L2 > 0 such that for any x ∈ R
d and µ ∈ Pβ(Rd),

2〈x, b(x, µ)〉 + ν(|f(x, µ, ·)|21U(·)) ≤ L2(1 + |x|2 + µ(| · |β)
2
β );

(A3) for any T, R > 0 and µ ∈ C([0, T ]; Pβ(Rd)),
∫ T

0

(
sup

{|x|≤R}
|b(x, µt)| +

∫

U
sup

{|x|≤R}
|f(x, µt, z)|2ν(dz)

)
dt < ∞.

The first main result in this paper is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Assumptions (A1)-(A3) hold, and suppose further X0 ∈ Lβ(Ω →
R

d, F0,P). Then, the McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.1) admits a unique strong solution (Xt)t≥0

satisfying that, for any fixed T > 0, there exists a constant CT > 0 such that

E|Xt|
β ≤ CT (1 + E|X0|

β), 0 ≤ t ≤ T. (1.5)

In addition, if Assumption (A2) is replaced by the following stronger one: for some L3 > 0,

〈x, b(x, µ)〉 ∨ ν(|f(x, µ, ·)|21U(·)) ≤ L3

(
1 + |x|2 + µ(| · |β)

2
β

)
, (1.6)
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then, for any T > 0, there exists a constant C ′
T > 0 such that

E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|Xt|

β
)

≤ C ′
T (1 + E|X0|β). (1.7)

Below, we make some comments on Theorem 1.1 and assumptions mentioned above.

Remark 1.2. (i) (1.3) shows that b, f satisfy the so-called one-sided Lipschitz condition
so they are allowed to be non-globally Lipschitz with respect to the state variable as
the following example reveals. For x, z ∈ R

d and µ ∈ Pβ(Rd), let

b(x, µ) = C1x − C2x|x|2 + µ(|h(x − ·)|β)
1
β 1,

f(x, µ, z) = C3z(1 + C4|x|2 + µ(|h(x − ·)|β)
1
β ),

g(x, µ, z) = (1 + z)(1 + |x| + µ(|h(x − ·)|β)
1
β ),

where C1, C2, C3, C4 > 0, 1 := (1, · · · , 1)⊤ ∈ R
d, and h : Rd → R

d is Lipschitz. Then,
Assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3) are valid respectively provided ν(| · |21U(·)) < ∞
and C2 > 12C2

3C2
4ν(| · |21U(·)).

(ii) For the case β ∈ (0, 1), there is no uniqueness of the McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.1) as
[6, Remark 2] shown. See also Remark 3.1(i) below for additional comments. So, in
this work we focus only on the setting β ∈ [1, 2]. As for the case U = {z ∈ R

d : 0 <
|z| ≤ 1}, V = {z ∈ R

d : |z| > 1}, f(x, µ, z) = σ(x, µ)z, and g(x, µ, z) = σ(x, µ)z with
σ : Rd → R

d ⊗ R
d, the strong well-posedness of (1.1) was addressed in [6, Theorem

1] when b, σ are Lipschitz and Lβ-Wasserstein Lipschitz with respect to the spatial
variable and the measure variable, respectively. Whereas, in Theorem 1.1, b and f
might be non-globally Lipschitz with respect to the state variables as the previous
example demonstrates. In addition, [10] addressed the strong well-posedness of the
McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.1) with additive noise under the following condition: there
is some L0 > 0 such that for all x, y ∈ R

d and µ1, µ2 ∈ Pβ(Rd)

〈x − y, b(x, µ1) − b(y, µ2)〉 ≤ L0(|x − y| + Wβ(µ1, µ2))|x − y|.

Apparently, the preceding condition is rigorous than the one imposed in (1.3).
(iii) In addition to the fixed point theorem used in the proof of Theorem 1.1, Yamada-

Watanabe’s principle is another approach that is applied widely to prove strong well-
posedness, e.g., see [19, 20, 21] concerning McKean-Vlasov diffusions and [10, 22] for
McKean-Vlasov SDEs with additive Lévy noise. In particular, under the following
local Lipschitz continuity: for some L1 > 0, and any x, y ∈ R

d, µ1, µ2 ∈ P1(R
d),

|b(x, µ1) − b(y, µ2)| + ν(|f(x, µ1, z) − f(y, µ2, z)|1U(| · |))

≤ L1(1 + |x| + |y| + µ1(| · |) + µ2(| · |))(|x − y| + W1(µ1, µ2)),

strong well-posedness of a kind of McKean-Vlasov equations with jumps was inves-
tigated in [13] by Yamada-Watanabe’s principle. On the other hand, the strong
existence is implied by weak existence of McKean-Vlasov SDEs and strong well-
posedness of the corresponding decoupled SDEs. In literature, the statement above
is called the modified Yamada-Watanabe principle [20, Lemma 3.4]. In general, some
kind of growth condition needs to be imposed to verify the tightness of the sequence
of Euler-type approximation equations in order to prove the weak existence. For
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example, the growth condition: for some L2 > 0, and any x ∈ R
d, µ ∈ P1(Rd),

|b(x, µ)| + |f(x, µ, z)| ≤ L2(1 + |z|)(1 + |x| + µ(| · |))

was set in [13]. Clearly, such condition is stronger than Assumption (A2) in our
paper. See Remark 2.3 below for comments on the setting of classical SDEs with
jumps.

1.3. Propagation of chaos. The McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.1) arises naturally in the frame-
work of the limit for the mean-filed interacting particle system in the form:





dX i,n
t = b(X i,n

t , µ̄n
t ) dt +

∫

U
f(X i,n

t− , µ̄n
t , z) Ñ i(dt, dz)

+
∫

V
g(X i,n

t− , µ̄n
t , z) N i(dt, dz),

X i,n
0 = X i

0, i = 1, 2, · · · , n,

(1.8)

where µ̄n
t := 1

n

∑n
i=1 δXi,n

t
, and {N i(dt, dz)}1≤i≤n are independent Poisson measures with the

intensity measure dt × ν(dz). The link between (1.1) and (1.8) lies in that the dynamics of
the particle system (1.8) are expected to be described by (1.1) when the number of particles
n goes to infinity. This property is the so-called propagation of chaos, which was originally
studied by Kac [25] for the Boltzmann equation and was further developed by Sznitman
[34]. The propagation of chaos can be interpreted in the weak sense (i.e., in the distribution
through the convergence of the empirical measure µ̄n

t ) and in the strong sense (i.e., from the
point of view of paths via coupling); see [6, 7, 8] and references within.

In this subsection, our purpose is to prove quantitative propagation of chaos both in the
weak sense and the strong sense, respectively, concerning the mean-field interacting particle
system (1.8) with f(x, z) = f(x, µ, z) (i.e., f is unrelated to the measure variable). For this,
we need to replace (1.3) in Assumption (A1) by the following stronger version:

(A′
1) assume that β ∈ (1, 2]; for fixed µ ∈ Pβ(Rd) and z ∈ R

d, R
d ∋ x 7→ b(x, µ) and

R
d ∋ x 7→ f(x, z) are continuous and locally bounded, and for some p ∈ [1, β), there

exists a constant L4 > 0 such that for any x, y, z ∈ R
d, and µ1, µ2 ∈ Pp(Rd),

2〈b(x, µ1) − b(y, µ2), x − y〉 + ν(|f(x, ·) − f(y, ·)|21U(·))

≤ L4(|x − y| + Wp(µ1, µ2))|x − y|,
(1.9)

and

|g(x, µ1, z) − g(y, µ2, z)| ≤ L4(1 + |z|)(|x − y| + Wp(µ1, µ2)). (1.10)

Under (A′
1), (A2) and (A3), besides (1.2), SDEs (1.1) and (1.8) have unique strong solu-

tions for X0 ∈ Lβ(Ω → R
d, F0,P) by taking Theorem 1.1 into consideration.

Let {(X i
t)t≥0}1≤i≤n be n-independent versions of the unique solution to the SDE (1.1) with

f(x, z) = f(x, µ, z). In particular, each (X i
t)t≥0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, shares the same distribution.

The following theorem provides quantitative characterizations of strong/weak propagation
of chaos in finite time.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that Assumptions (A′
1), (A2) and (A3) hold, and suppose further

X i
0 ∈ Lβ(Ω → R

d, F0,P) for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let (µt)t≥0 be the common distribution of

(X i
t)t≥0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and µ̄n

t = 1
n

∑n
i=1 δXi,n

t
, where {(X i,n

t )t≥0}1≤i≤n is the solution to
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the mean-filed interacting particle system (1.8) with f(x, z) = f(x, µ, z). Then, for any fixed

T > 0, there is a constant CT > 0 such that

EW
p
p(µ̄n

t , µt) ≤ CT φp,β,d(n), t ∈ [0, T ], (1.11)

where the quantity φp,β,d(n) is defined as below:

φp,β,d(n) :=





n−(1− p
β

), d = 1, 2; d = 3 and 3
2

≤ p < β;

d = 3, 1 ≤ p < 3
2

and β < 3p
3−p

; d ≥ 4 and β < dp
d−p

;

n− p
d , d = 3, 1 ≤ p < 3

2
and β ≥ 3p

3−p
; d ≥ 4 and β ≥ dp

d−p
.

(1.12)

Furthermore, for any 0 ≤ q1 < q2 < 1, there exists a constant ĈT > 0 such that

E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|X i,n

t − X i
t |

pq1

)
≤

q2

q2 − q1

(
ĈT φp,β,n(n)

)q1

. (1.13)

To proceed, concerning Theorem 1.3, we make a remark on the structure of f and the
prerequisite (1.9).

Remark 1.4. Recall that the well-posedness of (1.1) is explored under (A1) via the inter-
lacing trick. So, it is quite natural to investigate the issue on propagation of chaos under
(A1). Whilst, the empirical measure involved in (1.8) is random so the above technique does
not work any more. In turn, we reinforce Assumption (1.3) as (1.9). Once f is dependent on
the measure variable (as given in (1.8)), the assumption (1.9) can be formulated as below:
for any x, y ∈ R

d, and µ1, µ2 ∈ Pp(R
d),

2〈b(x, µ1) − b(y, µ2), x − y〉 + ν(|f(x, µ1, ·) − f(y, µ2, ·)|21U(·))

≤ L4(|x − y| + Wp(µ1, µ2))|x − y|.

In the preceding inequality, in case of b ≡ 0, one has ν(|f(x, µ1, ·) − f(x, µ2, ·)|21U(·)) = 0
for arbitrary µ1, µ2 ∈ Pp(Rd). Accordingly, we can conclude that f is irrelevant to the
measure variable (at least when b ≡ 0). Let b be defined as in Remark 1.2(i) and f(x, z) =
C3z(1 + C4|x|2) for some C3, C4 > 0. For this case, (1.9) is valid when the assumptions in
Remark 1.2(i) are satisfied by examining the proof of Remark 1.2(i); see the end of Section
3 for more details.

The content of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, via a Picard iteration
approach, we investigate strong well-posedness of classical time-inhomogeneous SDEs with
Lévy noises under a local weak monotonicity and a weak coercivity, which is quite interesting
in it’s own right. Also, by invoking the interlacing technique, a uniform moment estimate in
a finite horizon is established in Section 2. Based on the theory derived in Section 2, along
with the Banach fixed point theorem and the interlacing technique, the proof of Theorem
1.1 is complete in Section 3. In addition, the remaining part of Section 3 is devoted to
the proof of Theorem 1.3, which is concerned with the weak propagation of chaos and the
associated strong version. In the last section, we extend accordingly Theorems 1.1 and 1.3
to Lévy-driven McKean-Vlasov SDEs with common noise.
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2. Well-posedness of classical SDEs with Lévy noises

The fixed point theorem is one of the powerful tools to investigate well-posedness of
McKean-Vlasov SDEs under variant settings. For this purpose, the corresponding distribution-
frozen SDE (which, in literature, is also named as a decoupled SDE ) need to be considered.
In other words, by the aid of the decoupled SDE (which definitely is a time-inhomogeneous
SDE), along with the fixed point theorem, the well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov SDEs can
be treated. Inspired by the aforementioned routine, in this section, we focus on the following
time-inhomogeneous SDE: for any t ≥ 0,

dXt = bt(Xt) dt +
∫

U
ft(Xt−, z) Ñ(dt, dz) +

∫

V
gt(Xt−, z) N(dt, dz), (2.1)

where b : [0, ∞) × R
d → R

d, and f, g : [0, ∞) × R
d × R

d → R
d are jointly measurable; the

subsets U, V , and the random measures N(dt, dz), Ñ(dt, dz) are untouched as those in (1.1).
In this section, we assume that for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R

d,

ν(|ft(x, ·)|21U(·)) + ν((|gt(x, ·)|β ∨ 1)1V (·)) < ∞,

where β ∈ (0, 2]. Herein, we emphasize that the results to be derived in this section hold
true for all β ∈ (0, 2] instead of β ∈ [1, 2]. In general, the second stochastic integral and
the third one on the right hand side of (2.1) are concerned with small jumps and big jumps,
respectively.

2.1. Main results. Inspired by the diffusive setting (e.g. [33, Theorem 3.1.1]), to address
the well-posedness of (2.1), we impose the following local weak monotonicity, weak coercivity,
and local integrability on the coefficients. In detail, we shall assume that

(H1) for each fixed t ≥ 0 and z ∈ R
d, R

d ∋ x 7→ bt(x), R
d ∋ x 7→ ft(x, z) and R

d ∋
x 7→ gt(x, z) are continuous and locally bounded; for any fixed R > 0, there exists

an increasing and locally integrable function [0, ∞) ∋ t 7→ Kt(R) such that for any

x, y ∈ R
d with |x| ∨ |y| ≤ R and t ≥ 0,

2〈x − y, bt(x) − bt(y)〉 + ν(|ft(x, ·) − ft(y, ·)|21U(·)) ≤ Kt(R)|x − y|2; (2.2)

(H2) there exists an increasing and locally integrable function ϕ : [0, ∞) → (0, ∞) such

that for x ∈ R
d any t ≥ 0,

2〈x, bt(x)〉 + ν(|ft(x, ·)|21U(·))

+ β−12
β

2
+1(1 + |x|2)1− β

2 ν(|gt(x, ·)|β1V (·)) ≤ ϕ(t)(1 + |x|2);

(H3) for any R, T > 0,
∫ T

0

(
sup

{|x|≤R}
|bt(x)| +

∫

U
sup

{|x|≤R}
|ft(x, z)|2ν(dz)

)
dt < ∞.

Under assumptions above, (2.1) is strongly well-posed as the theorem below states.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold true, and suppose further X0 ∈ Lβ(Ω →
R

d, F0,P). Then, (2.1) has a unique strong solution (Xt)t≥0 satisfying that, for any T > 0,
there exists a constant CT > 0 such that

sup
0≤t≤T

E|Xt|
β ≤ CT (1 + E|X0|

β). (2.3)

To achieve a uniform moment estimate in a finite horizon, we strengthen (H2) as follows:
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(H′
2) there exists an increasing and locally integrable function φ : [0, ∞) → (0, ∞) such

that for any x ∈ R
d and t ≥ 0,

〈x, bt(x)〉 ∨ ν(|ft(x, ·)|21U(·)) ∨
(
ν(|gt(x, ·)|β1V (·))

) 2
β ≤ φ(t)(1 + |x|2).

With Assumption (H′
2) at hand, a stronger version of (2.3) can be obtained.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that (H1), (H′
2) and (H3) hold true, and suppose further X0 ∈

Lβ(Ω → R
d, F0,P). Then, for any fixed T > 0, there is a constant C ′

T > 0 such that

E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|Xt|

β
)

≤ C ′
T (1 + E|X0|β). (2.4)

Before we move to the next subsection, we make the following remark.

Remark 2.3. In literature, there are several ways to show strong well-posedness of SDEs
under consideration. In particular, as long as the weak existence and the pathwise unique-
ness are available, the strong well-posedness can be derived by leveraging on the Yamada-
Watanabe theorem; see [24] for classical SDEs driven by semimartingales. Concerning the
aforementioned method, one needs to examine tightness of the solution processes associated
with the approximated SDEs. To this end, in general, some growth conditions (with respect
to the state variable) related to coefficients are imposed to show the equicontinuity in prob-
ability. Nevertheless, by adopting the procedure in the present work, the growth condition
on each coefficient can be neglected.

2.2. Well-posedness of SDEs with small jumps. In this subsection, we adopt a two-
step strategy to explore the well-posedness of (2.1). Firstly, we establish the well-posedness
of the SDE (without big jumps): for any t > 0,

dYt = bt(Yt) dt +
∫

U
ft(Yt, z) Ñ(dt, dz), Y0 = X0. (2.5)

Afterwards, the well-posedness of (2.1) can be tackled by splicing together big jumps via the
so-called interlacing technique (see e.g. [3, p. 112–113] and [23, p. 244–246]).

Proposition 2.4. Under Assumptions of Theorem 2.1 with g ≡ 0, (2.5) has a unique strong

solution (Yt)t≥0 satisfying that, for any T > 0, there exists a constant CT > 0 such that

sup
0≤t≤T

E|Yt|
β ≤ CT (1 + E|Y0|

β). (2.6)

To address the well-posedness of (2.5), we appeal to the Picard iteration approach. So, in
the sequel, we work with the following iterated SDE: for any t > 0 and integer n ≥ 1,

dY
(n)

t = bt(Y
(n)

tn
) dt +

∫

U
ft(Y

(n)
tn

, z) Ñ(dt, dz), Y
(n)

0 = Y0, (2.7)

where tn := ⌊tn⌋/n with ⌊·⌋ being the floor function. Below, for the notation brevity, we set

p
(n)
t := Y

(n)
tn

− Y
(n)

t and p
(n)
t− := Y

(n)
tn

− Y
(n)

t− .

Additionally, for any R > 0, we define the stopping time τ
(n)
R by

τ
(n)
R = inf{t ≥ 0 : |Y

(n)
t | > R/2}.

To accomplish the proof of Proposition 2.4, we prepare several preliminary lemmas, where

the following one shows that, for fixed R > 0, 1
(0,τ

(n)
R

]
(t)|p

(n)
t | → 0 in probability as n → ∞.
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Lemma 2.5. Under (H3), for any R, ε > 0,

lim
n→∞

P

(
|p

(n)
t | ≥ ε, 0 < t ≤ τ

(n)
R

)
= 0. (2.8)

Proof. From (2.7), we obviously have for any t ≥ 0,

p
(n)
t = −

∫ t

tn

bs(Y
(n)

sn
) ds −

∫ t

tn

∫

U
fs(Y

(n)
sn

, z) Ñ(ds, dz).

This thus implies that for any ε > 0,

P

(
|p

(n)
t | ≥ ε, 0 < t ≤ τ

(n)
R

)
≤ P

(∫ t∧τ
(n)
R

0
|bs(Y

(n)
sn

)|1[tn,t](s) ds ≥
ε

2

)

+ P

(∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t∧τ
(n)
R

0

∫

U
fs(Y

(n)
sn

, z)1[tn,t](s) Ñ(ds, dz)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥
ε

2

)

=: Γ1(t, n, R, ε) + Γ2(t, n, R, ε).

On the one hand, via Chebyshev’s inequality and the definition of τ
(n)
R , we deduce that

Γ1(t, n, R, ε) ≤
2

ε
E

(∫ t∧τ
(n)
R

0
|bs(Y

(n)
sn

)|1[tn,t](s) ds

)
≤

2

ε

∫ t

tn

sup
{|x|≤R/2}

|bs(x)| ds. (2.9)

On the other hand, using Chebyshev’s inequality once more followed by Itô’s isometry and

the notion of τ
(n)
R yields that

Γ2(t, n, R, ε) ≤
4

ε2
E

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t∧τ
(n)
R

0

∫

U
fs(Y

(n)
sn

, z)1[tn,t](s) Ñ(ds, dz)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

=
4

ε2
E

( ∫ t∧τ
(n)
R

0

∫

U
|fs(Y

(n)
sn

, z)|21[tn,t](s) ν(dz)ds

)

≤
4

ε2

∫ t

tn

∫

U
sup

{|x|≤R/2}
|fs(x, z)|2 ν(dz)ds.

(2.10)

Therefore, (2.8) is valid by combining (2.9) with (2.10), and taking (H3) into account. �

Roughly speaking, the next lemma indicates that the life time of (Y
(n)

t )t≥0 goes to infinity.

Lemma 2.6. Assume that (H2) with g ≡ 0 and (H3) holds true, and suppose Y0 ∈ Lβ(Ω →
R

d, F0,P). Then, for any fixed T > 0,

lim
R→∞

lim
n→∞

P(τ
(n)
R ≤ T ) = 0. (2.11)

Proof. Apparently, we have

{
τ

(n)
R ≤ T

}
=

{
τ

(n)
R ≤ T, sup

t∈[0,τ
(n)
R

]

|Y
(n)

t | ≥ R/4

}
+

{
τ

(n)
R ≤ T, sup

t∈[0,τ
(n)
R

]

|Y
(n)

t | < R/4

}
. (2.12)

In terms of the definition of τ
(n)
R , it is obvious that the second event on the right hand side

of (2.12) is empty. Hence, the following implication and equivalence

{
τ

(n)
R ≤ T

}
⊆

{
sup

t∈[0,T ∧τ
(n)
R

]

|Y
(n)

t | ≥ R/4

}
=

{∣∣∣Y (n)

τ
(n),∗

R

∣∣∣ ≥ R/4

}
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are available, where

τ
(n),∗
R := T ∧ τ

(n)
R ∧ inf

{
t ≥ 0 : |Y

(n)
t | ≥ R/4

}
.

By means of Chebyshev’s inequality, one has

P

(
τ

(n)
R ≤ T

)
≤

1

(1 + (R/4)2)β/2
EVβ

(
Y

(n)

τ
(n),∗

R

)
,

where Vβ(x) := (1 + |x|2)β/2 for all x ∈ R
d. Next, we define a function below:

Ψt(z1, z2) =
(
ϕ(t)|z1| + |bt(z2)|

)
|z1|, t ≥ 0, z1, z2 ∈ R

d. (2.13)

As long as there exists a constant C̄T > 0 such that

EVβ

(
Y

(n)

τ
(n),∗

R

)
≤ C̄T

(
EVβ(Y0) + E

( ∫ τ
(n),∗

R

0
Ψs

(
p

(n)
s− , Y (n)

sn

)
ds
))

(2.14)

and

lim
n→∞

E

( ∫ τ
(n),∗

R

0
Ψs

(
p

(n)
s− , Y (n)

sn

)
ds
)

= 0, (2.15)

the statement (2.11) is verifiable by approaching firstly n → ∞ followed by sending R → ∞.
Based on the preceding analysis, it amounts to verifying respectively (2.14) and (2.15) for
the establishment of (2.11).

Applying the Itô formula, we deduce from (2.7) that

d
(

e−β
∫ t

0
ϕ(s) ds Vβ

(
Y

(n)
t

))
= e−β

∫ t

0
ϕ(s) ds

(
− βϕ(t)Vβ

(
Y

(n)
t

)
+ (L 0

t Vβ)
(
Y

(n)
t , Y

(n)
tn

))
dt

+ dM
(n),β
t ,

where (M
(n),β
t )t≥0 is a local martingale, and for h ∈ C2(Rd), x, y ∈ R

d and t ≥ 0,

(L 0
t h)(x, y) :=〈∇h(x), bt(y)〉

+ ν
(
(h(x + ft(y, ·)) − h(x) − 〈∇h(x), ft(y, ·)〉)1U(·)

)
.

(2.16)

For Fβ(r) := (1 + r)
β

2 on [0, ∞), note readily that F ′
β(r) = β

2
(1 + r)

β

2
−1 and F ′′

β (r) < 0 for

β ∈ (0, 2]. Thus, an application of Taylor’s expansion yields that for any x, y ∈ R
d and t ≥ 0,

(L 0
t Vβ)(x, y) ≤

1

2
β(1 + |x|2)

β
2

−1
(
2〈x, bt(y)〉 + ν(|ft(y, ·)|21U)

)

=
1

2
β(1 + |x|2)

β

2
−1
(
2〈y, bt(y)〉 + ν(|ft(y, ·)|21U)

)

+
1

2
β(1 + |x|2)

β

2
−1〈x − y, bt(y)〉

≤
1

2
βϕ(t)(1 + |x|2)

β
2

−1(1 + |y|2) + |x − y| · |bt(y)|

≤ βϕ(t)Vβ(x) +
(
2ϕ(t)|x − y| + |bt(y)|

)
|x − y|,

(2.17)

where in the second inequality we used (H2) with g ≡ 0 and β ∈ (0, 2], and in the last
display we utilized β ∈ (0, 2] and |y|2 ≤ 2|x|2 + 2|x − y|2. Subsequently, (2.17), besides
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ϕ > 0, implies that

e−β
∫ T

0
ϕ(s) ds

EVβ

(
Y

(n)

τ
(n),∗

R

)
≤ E

(
e−β

∫ τ
(n),∗

R
0

ϕ(s) ds Vβ

(
Y

(n)

τ
(n),∗

R

))

≤ EVβ(Y0) + 2E
( ∫ τ

(n),∗

R

0
Ψs

(
p

(n)
s− , Y (n)

sn

)
ds
)

,

(2.18)

where Ψ was defined in (2.13). As a result, (2.14) is attainable by making use of the locally
integrable property of ϕ.

We proceed to verify (2.15). Due to the definition of τ
(n)
R , we infer that for any t ∈ (0, τ

(n),∗
R ],

Ψt

(
p

(n)
t− , Y

(n)
tn

)
≤ Λ(t, R)|p

(n)
t− | ≤ RΛ(t, R),

where Λ(t, R) := Rϕ(t) + sup|x|≤R/2 |bt(x)|. Hence, by virtue of τ
(n),∗
R ≤ T ∧ τ

(n)
R , it is easy to

see that for any integer m ≥ 1,
∫ τ

(n),∗

R

0
Ψs

(
p

(n)
s− , Y (n)

sn

)
ds ≤

∫ τ
(n),∗

R

0
Λ(s, R)|p

(n)
s− | ds

≤ m
∫ τ

(n)
R

0
|p

(n)
s− | ds + R

∫ T

0
Λ(s, R)1{Λ(s,R)>m} ds.

(2.19)

Next, Lemma 2.5, Fubini’s theorem as well as the dominated convergence theorem yield that

lim
n→∞

E

( ∫ τ
(n)
R

0
|p

(n)
s− | ds

)
= 0.

Consequently, (2.15) is achievable by exploiting the locally integrable property of t 7→ Λ(t, R),
thanks to (H3), and sending n → ∞ followed by m → ∞. �

With Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 at hand, we move forward to show that (Y
(n)

t )t≥0 is a Cauchy
sequence in the sense of uniform convergence in probability, which is stated precisely as
follows.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that (H1), (H2) with g ≡ 0 and (H3) are satisfied, and suppose that

Y0 ∈ Lβ(Ω → R
d, F0,P). Then, for any T, ε > 0,

lim
n,m→∞

P

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|Y

(n)
t − Y

(m)
t | ≥ ε

)
= 0. (2.20)

Proof. Below, we set Qn,m
t := Y

(n)
t − Y

(m)
t , t ≥ 0, for notation brevity. It is obvious that

P

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣Qn,m
t

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

≤ P

(
sup

t∈[0,τn,m
R

]

∣∣∣Qn,m
t

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

+ P

(
τ

(n)
R < T

)
+ P

(
τ

(m)
R < T

)
,

where τn,m
R := T ∧ τ

(n)
R ∧ τ

(m)
R . Note that the following equivalence
{

sup
t∈[0,τn,m

R
]

∣∣∣Qn,m
t

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
}

=
{∣∣∣Qn,m

τn,m,ε
R

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
}

holds true, where

τn,m,ε
R := τn,m

R ∧ inf
{
t ≥ 0 :

∣∣∣Qn,m
t

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
}
.

Thus, (2.20) can be obtained from the fact that

lim
R→∞

lim
n→∞

P

(
τ

(n)
R < T

)
+ lim

R→∞
lim

m→∞
P

(
τ

(m)
R < T

)
= 0,
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which is attainable by invoking Lemma 2.6, and provided that

lim
R→∞

lim
n,m→∞

P

(∣∣∣Qn,m
τn,m,ε

R

∣∣∣ ≥ ε
)

= 0. (2.21)

From (2.7), one obviously has for any t ≥ 0,

dQn,m
t = bn,m

t dt +
∫

U
fn,m

t (z) Ñ(dt, dz),

in which

bn,m
t := bt(Y

(n)
tn

) − bt(Y
(m)

tm
) and fn,m

t (z) := ft(Y
(n)

tn
, z) − ft(Y

(m)
tm

, z).

Applying Itô’s formula followed by using (2.2) and K·(R) > 0 yields that for 0 < t < τn,m,ε
R ,

d
(

e−2
∫ t

0
Ks(R) ds

∣∣∣Qn,m
t

∣∣∣
2
)

≤ e−2
∫ t

0
Ks(R) ds

(
− 2Kt(R)

∣∣∣Qn,m
t

∣∣∣
2

+ 2
〈
Y

(n)
tn

− Y
(m)

tm
, bn,m

t

〉
+
∫

U
|fn,m

t (z)|2 ν(dz)
)

dt

+ 2 e−2
∫ t

0
Ks(R) ds

〈
p

(n)
t − p

(m)
t , bt(Y

(n)
tn

) − bt(Y
(m)

tm
)
〉

dt + dMn,m
t

≤ Kt(R) e−2
∫ t

0
Ks(R) ds

(
− 2

∣∣∣Qn,m
t

∣∣∣
2

+
∣∣∣Y (n)

tn
− Y

(m)
tm

∣∣∣
2
)

dt

+ 2
∣∣∣p(n)

t − p
(m)
t

∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣bt(Y

(n)
tn

) − bt(Y
(m)

tm
)
∣∣∣ dt + dMn,m

t

≤ 2Kt(R) e−2
∫ t

0
Ks(R) ds

∣∣∣p(n)
t − p

(m)
t

∣∣∣
2

dt + 2
∣∣∣p(n)

t − p
(m)
t

∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣bt(Y

(n)
tn

) − bt(Y
(m)

tm
)
∣∣∣ dt + dMn,m

t

≤ Γ(t, R)
(
|p

(n)
t | + |p

(m)
t |

)
dt + dMn,m

t ,

where (Mn,m
t )t≥0 is a local martingale and Γ(t, R) := 4RKt(R) + 4 sup|x|≤R/2 |bt(x)|. Subse-

quently, with the aid of Y
(n)

0 = Y
(m)

0 = Y0 and τn,m,ε
R ≤ τ

(n)
R ∧ τ

(m)
R ∧ T , we arrive at

E

∣∣∣Qn,m
τn,m,ε

R

∣∣∣
2

≤ e2
∫ T

0
Ks(R) ds

(
E

( ∫ τ
(n)
R

∧T

0
Γ(s, R)|p

(n)
s− | ds

)

+ E

( ∫ τ
(m)
R

∧T

0
Γ(s, R)|p

(m)
s− | ds

))
.

(2.22)

Thus, (2.21) follows from Chebyshev’s inequality and by noting

lim
n→∞

E

( ∫ τ
(n)
R

∧T

0
Γ(s, R)|p

(n)
s− | ds

)
+ lim

n→∞
E

( ∫ τ
(m)
R

∧T

0
Γ(s, R)|p

(m)
s− | ds

)
= 0,

which can indeed be established by repeating exactly the procedure to derive (2.15) (in
particular, see the argument for (2.19)). �

Now we turn to complete the proof of Proposition 2.4.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Strong existence. Since Lemma 2.7 is available, the proof on strong
well-posedness of (2.5) is more or less standard; see e.g. [33, Theorem 3.1.1] and [31, Theorem
1.5] for more details. Nevertheless, we herein provide a sketch to make the content self-
contained.
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Note that the space Lβ(Ω, D([0, T ];Rd)) is complete w.r.t. locally uniform convergence in
probability, where D([0, T ];Rd) stands for the set of cádlág functions f : [0, T ] → R

d. Then,
Lemma 2.7 implies that there is a cádlág, (Ft)t≥0-adapted process (Yt)t≥0 such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Y
(n)

t − Yt| → 0 in probability as n → ∞.

Therefore, a subsequence, still written as (Y
(n)

t )t∈[0,T ], can be extracted so P-a.s.,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Y
(n)

t − Yt| → 0 as n → ∞.

This thus implies that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

St < ∞ P-a.s. with St := sup
n≥1

|Y
(n)

t |. (2.23)

Define the following stopping time: for any R > 0,

τR = T ∧ inf
{

t ∈ [0, T ] : St > R
}
.

The continuity of x 7→ bt(x), Assumption (H3) and the dominated convergence theorem
yield that for t ≤ τR,

lim
n→∞

∫ t

0
bs(Y

(n)
sn

) ds =
∫ t

0
bs(Ys) ds, P-a.s.

Furthermore, applying Itô’s isometry and combining the dominated convergence theorem
with (H3) and the continuity of x 7→ ft(x, z) enable us to derive that

lim
n→∞

E

∣∣∣∣
∫ τR

0

∫

U
fs(Y

(n)
sn

, z) − fs(Ys, z)Ñ(ds, dz)
∣∣∣∣
2

= lim
n→∞

E

( ∫ τR

0

∫

U

∣∣∣fs(Y
(n)

sn
, z) − fs(Ys, z)

∣∣∣
2
ν(dz)ds

)
= 0.

Then, for a subsequence, still written as (Y
(n)

t )0≤t≤T , we have for any t ≤ τR,

lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

∫

U
fs(Y

(n)
sn

, z) Ñ(ds, dz) =
∫ t

0

∫

U
fs(Ys, z) Ñ(ds, dz), P-a.s.

Based on the preceding analysis, we conclude that (Yt)t∈[0,T ] is a strong solution to (2.5) once
we note limR→∞ τR = T by taking advantage of (2.23).

Uniqueness. For any R, T > 0, define τY,T
R = T ∧ τY

R with τY
R := inf{t > 0 : |Yt| > R},

where (Yt)t≥0 is a strong solution to (2.5). By taking x = y in (2.17), we obviously obtain
from (H2) that

(L 0
t Vβ)(x, x) ≤

1

2
β(1 + |x|2)

β

2
−1
(
2〈x, bt(x)〉 + ν(|ft(x, ·)|21U(·))

)

≤
1

2
βϕ(t)Vβ(x),

(2.24)

where L 0
t was defined as in (2.16). Subsequently, by the aid of the locally integrable property

of ϕ, we can deduce that for some constant C(T ) > 0,

E

∣∣∣YτY,T
R

∣∣∣
β

≤ C(T )(1 + E|Y0|β). (2.25)

This further implies that

Rβ
P(τY

R < T ) ≤ E

(∣∣∣YτY
R

∣∣∣
β
1{τY

R
<T }

)
≤ C(T )(1 + E|Y0|

β).
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As a consequence, τX,T
R → T , P-a.s., as R → ∞.

Below, let (Yt)t∈[0,T ] and (Ỹt)t∈[0,T ] be two solutions to (2.5) with the same initial value,

and set τ ∗
R := τY,T

R ∧ τ Ỹ ,T
R . By following the line to derive (2.22), we deduce that for any

ε > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ],

E

(
e− 1

2
β
∫ t∧τ∗

R
0

Ks(R) ds
(
ε + |Yt∧τ∗

R
− Ỹt∧τ∗

R
|2
) β

2

)
= 0

and so

E

(
e− 1

2
β
∫ t∧τ∗

R
0

Ks(R) ds
∣∣∣Yt∧τ∗

R
− Ỹt∧τ∗

R

∣∣∣
β
)

= 0.

This, combining K·(R) > 0 with τY,T
R → T and τ Ỹ ,T

R → T , P-a.s., as R → ∞, and utilizing
Fatou’s lemma, give that for any t ∈ (0, T ],

E|Yt − Ỹt|
β ≤ lim inf

R→∞
E

∣∣∣Yt∧τ∗

R
− Ỹt∧τ∗

R

∣∣∣
β

= 0.

Whence, the uniqueness of strong solution follows.
Moment estimate. The establishment of (2.6) can be done by examining the procedure to

derive (2.25), so we herein omit the corresponding details. �

With the help of Proposition 2.4, we move to apply the so-called interlacing technique to
construct the unique solution to the SDE (2.1) and thus verify Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let for any t ≥ 0,

ZV
t =

∫ t

0

∫

V
zN(ds, dz) and DV

p = {t ≥ 0 : ZV
t 6= ZV

t−, △Zt ∈ V }, (2.26)

where △Zt := Zt − Zt−, the increment of Z· at time t. Note that DV
p is a countable set

so that it can be rewritten as DV
p = {σ1, · · · , σn, · · · }, where, n 7→ σn is increasing, and,

for each fixed n ≥ 1, σn is a finite stopping time satisfying limn→∞ σn = ∞ a.s. by taking
ν(1V ) < ∞ into consideration. Let pn = △Zσn

, n ≥ 1, i.e., the jump amplitude at the
jumping time σn. Then, (pn)n≥1 is an i.i.d sequence of random variables with the common
distribution ν|V /ν(1V ) and independent of (σn)n≥1. Now, we set

X
(1)
t =

{
Yt, 0 ≤ t < σ1,

Yσ1 + gσ1−(Yσ1−, p1), t = σ1,

where (Yt)t≥0 solves (2.5). Obviously, the process (X
(1)
t )t∈[0,σ1] is the unique solution to (2.1)

on [0, σ1]. Next, we set

X
(2)
t =





X
(1)
t , 0 ≤ t ≤ σ1,

Yt + gσ1−(Yσ1−, p1), σ1 < t < σ2,
Yσ2− +

∑2
i=1 gσi−(Yσi−, pi), t = σ2,

which is the unique solution to (2.1) on [0, σ2]. Continuing successively the previous proce-
dure, the global solution (Xt)t≥0 to (2.1) can be determined uniquely. In particular, (Xt)t≥0

can be written as follows:

Xt = Yt +
∞∑

i=1

(
gσi−(Yσi−, pi)1{σi≤t}

)
= Yt +

∫ t

0

∫

V
gs(Ys, z) N(ds, dz).
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Below, we proceed to prove the statement (2.3). In retrospect, Vβ(x) = (1 + |x|2)
β
2 for all

x ∈ R
d. Applying Itô’s formula yields that

d
(

e−
∫ t

0
( β

2
ϕ(s)+ν(1V )) ds Vβ(Xt)

)

= e−
∫ t

0
( β

2
ϕ(s)+ν(1V )) ds

(
−
(
βϕ(t)/2 + ν(1V )

)
Vβ(Xt) + (LtVβ)(Xt)

)
dt + dMt,

where (Mt)t≥0 is a martingale, and for h ∈ C2(Rd)

(Lth)(x) := (L 0
t h)(x, x) + ν

(
(h(x + gt(x, ·)) − h(x))1V (·)

)

with L 0
t being given by (2.16). Furthermore, by invoking the inequality: (a + b)θ ≤ aθ + bθ,

a, b > 0 and θ ∈ (0, 1], it follows that for any x, y ∈ R
d,

Vβ(x + y) − Vβ(x) ≤
∣∣∣|y|2 + 2〈x, y〉

∣∣∣
β

2 ≤ 2β/2|y|β + |x|β. (2.27)

This, together with (2.24) and (H2), leads to

(LtVβ)(x) ≤
β

2
(1 + |x|2)β/2−1

(
2〈x, bt(x)〉 + ν(|ft(x, ·)|21U(·))

+
2β/2+1

β
(1 + |x|2)1−β/2ν(|gt(x, ·)|β1V (·))

)
+ |x|β ν(1V )

≤ (βϕ(t)/2 + ν(1V ))Vβ(x).

Consequently, the desired assertion (2.3) follows. �

Before the end of this section, we finish the proof of Theorem 2.2, which is concerned with
a stronger moment estimate.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. According to Theorem 2.1, under Assumptions (H1), (H′
2) and (H3),

the SDE (2.1) has a unique strong solution.
Recall that DV

p = {σ1, · · · , σn, · · · }, and (pn)n≥1 is the Poisson point process associated

with the Lévy process (ZV
t )t≥0 given in (2.26). More details on (σn)n≥1 and (pn)n≥1 are

presented in the beginning part of the proof of Theorem 2.1. Obviously, for any T > 0, we
have

E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|Xt|

β
)

≤ E

(
1{0≤T <σ1} sup

0≤t≤T
|Xt|

β
)

+
∞∑

n=1

E

(
1{σn≤T <σn+1}

n−1∑

k=0

sup
σk≤t<σk+1

|Xt|
β
)

+
∞∑

n=1

E

(
1{σn≤T <σn+1} sup

σn≤t≤T
|Xt|

β
)

=: Γ1 + Γ2 + Γ3.

Therefore, to achieve (2.4), it is sufficient to show that for some constant C∗
T > 0,

Γi ≤ C∗
T (1 + E|X0|

β), i = 1, 2, 3. (2.28)

For the validity of (2.28), we firstly verify that there exists a constant C∗∗
T > 0 such that

for any 0 ≤ k ≤ (n − 1)+ and σn ≤ T ,

E

(
sup

σk≤s<σk+1

|Xs|
β
∣∣∣Gn,k

)
≤ C∗∗

T

(
1 + |Xσk

|β
)
, (2.29)
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where σ0 = 0, and

Gn,k := σ(σi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1) ∨ FT ∧σk
, n, k ≥ 0.

By Itô’s formula, it follows from (H′
2) that for any t ∈ [σk, σk+1) with 0 ≤ k ≤ (n − 1)+,

E

(
sup

σk≤s≤t
|Xs|

2
∣∣∣Gn,k

)
≤ |Xσk

|2 + 3
∫ t

σk

φ(s)
(
1 + E(|Xs|

2|Gn,k)
)

ds

+ E

(
sup

σk≤s≤t
|Mk,s|

∣∣∣Gn,k

)
,

(2.30)

where

Mk,t :=
∫ t

σV
k

∫

U

(
2〈Xs−, fs(Xs−, z)〉 + |fs(Xs−, z)|2

)
Ñ(ds, dz).

Next, by applying BDG’s inequality (see e.g. [30, Theorem 1]), in addition to (H′
2), there

exist constants c1, c2 > 0 such that for any for any t ∈ [σk, σk+1) with 0 ≤ k ≤ (n − 1)+,

E

(
sup

σk≤s≤t
|Mk,s|

∣∣∣Gn,k

)
≤ c1E

((∫ t

σk

∫

U
|Xs|

2|fs(Xs−, z)|2 ν(dz) ds

)1/2∣∣∣Gn,k

)

+ c1

∫ t

σk

∫

U
E

(
|fs(Xs−, z)|2

∣∣∣Gn,k

)
ν(dz) ds

≤
1

2
E

(
sup

σk≤s≤t
|Xs|

2
∣∣∣Gn,k

)
+ c2

∫ t

σk

φ(s)
(
1 + E(|Xs|

2|Gn,k)
)

ds.

Subsequently, plugging the estimate above back into (2.30) followed by Gronwall’s inequality
yields that there exists a constant c3 > 0 such that for any 0 ≤ k ≤ (n − 1)+ and σn ≤ T ,

E

(
sup

σk≤s<σk+1

|Xs|
2
∣∣∣Gn,k

)
≤ c3 ec3

∫ T

0
φ(u)du

(
1 + |Xσk

|2
)
.

This, combining with Jensen’s inequality, implies (2.29).
Let Nt = ♯{s ∈ [0, t] : ZV

s 6= ZV
s−}, which is a Poisson process with the intensity ν(1V )t

(so ENT = ν(1V )T ). Making use of the definition of Gn,k and (2.29) gives us that

Γ2 =
∞∑

n=1

E

(
1{σn≤T <σn+1}

n−1∑

k=0

E

(
sup

σk≤t<σk+1

|Xt|
β
∣∣∣Gn,k

))

≤ C∗∗
T

∞∑

n=1

E

(
1{σn≤T <σn+1}

n−1∑

k=0

(
1 + |Xσk

|β
))

≤ C∗∗
T

(
1 + sup

0≤t≤T
E|Xt|

β
) ∞∑

n=1

P(NT = n)n

≤ ν(1V )TC∗∗
T

(
1 + sup

0≤t≤T
E|Xt|

β
)

,

where in the second identity we exploited the fact that 1{σn≤T <σn+1} is independent of∑n−1
k=0(1 + |Xσk

|β). Hence, (2.28) with i = 2 is available by the aid of (2.3).
On the other hand, by following exactly the strategy to derive (2.29), we can obtain that

for T ∈ [σn, σn+1),

E

(
sup

σn≤t≤T
|Xt|

β
∣∣∣Gn,n

)
≤ C∗∗

T

(
1 + |Xσn

|β
)
.
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In particular, it is ready to see that

Γ1 ≤ E

(
E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|Xt|

β
∣∣∣G0,0

))
≤ C∗∗

T (1 + E|X0|
β)

so that (2.28) holds true for i = 1. Furthermore, we can obtain that

Γ3 =
∞∑

n=1

E

(
1{σn≤T <σn+1}E

(
sup

σn≤t≤T
|Xt|

β
∣∣∣Gn,n

))

≤ C∗∗
T

∞∑

n=1

E

(
1{σn≤T <σn+1}

(
1 + |Xσn

|β
))

≤ 2C∗∗
T

∞∑

n=1

(
P(NT = n)

(
1 + E|XT ∧σn−|β + E|gT ∧σn−(XT ∧σn−, pn)|β

))

≤ 2C∗∗
T

(
1 + φ(T )

β

2

) ∞∑

n=1

(
P(NT = n)

(
1 + E|XT ∧σn−|β

))

≤ 2C∗∗
T

(
1 + φ(T )

β
2

)(
1 + sup

0≤t≤T
E|Xt|

β
)

,

where in the second inequality we employed that Xσn
= Xσn− + gσn−(Xσn−, pn) and the

strong Markov property, and in the third inequality we took advantage of (H′
2) and the non-

decreasing property of φ as well as the fact that (a+b)β/2 ≤ aβ/2+bβ/2 for all a, b ≥ 0. Finally,
(2.28) with i = 3 is verifiable on the basis of (2.3). Therefore, the proof is finished. �

3. Proofs of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.3 and Remark 1.2 (ii)

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Based on the warm-up Theorem 2.1, along with the fixed
point theorem, in the following part we aim to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. For a fixed horizon T > 0, define the following path space:

C
X0
T =

{
µ ∈ C([0, T ]; Pβ(Rd)) : sup

t∈[0,T ]
µt(| · |β) < ∞, µ0 = LX0

}
,

where X0 ∈ Lβ(Ω → R
d, F0,P) is the initial value of (Xt)t≥0, and

C([0, T ]; Pβ(Rd)) := {µ : [0, T ] → Pβ(Rd) is weakly continuous}.

For γ > 0, (C X0
T ,Wβ,γ) is a complete metric space, where

Wβ,γ(µ, µ̃) := sup
0≤t≤T

(
e−γt

Wβ(µt, µ̃t)
)
, µ, µ̃ ∈ C

X0
T .

In the sequel, we work with the decoupled SDE associated with (1.1): for any µ ∈ C
X0
T ,

dXµ
t = b(Xµ

t , µt) dt +
∫

U
f(Xµ

t−, µt, z) Ñ(dt, dz) +
∫

V
g(Xµ

t−, µt, z) N(dt, dz) (3.1)

with the initial value Xµ
0 = X0. By setting for any t ≥ 0, x, z ∈ R

d and µ ∈ C
X0
T ,

bµ
t (x) := b(x, µt), fµ

t (x, z) := f(x, µt, z) and gµ
t (x, z) := g(x, µt, z),

the SDE (3.1) can be reformulated so it fits into the framework (2.1). From (1.3), it is easy
to see that for any t ≥ 0, x, y ∈ R

d and µ ∈ C
X0
T ,

2〈bµ
t (x) − bµ

t (y), x − y〉 + ν(|fµ
t (x, ·) − fµ

t (y, ·)|21U(·)) ≤ L1|x − y|2
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so that (2.2) holds true with bt and ft being replaced by bµ
t and fµ

t , respectively. In addition,
by virtue of (1.4) and (A2), it follows that for some constants c1, c2, c3 > 0,

2〈x, bµ
t (x)〉 + ν(|fµ

t (x, ·)|21U(·)) + 2
β

2
+1β−1(1 + |x|2)1− β

2 ν(|gµ
t (x, ·)|β1V (·))

≤ L2(1 + |x|2 + µt(| · |β)
2
β )

+ c1(1 + |x|2)1− β
2

(
ν((1 + | · |β)1V (·))(|x|β + µt(| · |β)) + ν(|g(0, δ0, ·)|β1V (·))

)

≤ c2(1 + |x|2 + µt(| · |β)
2
β )

≤ c3

(
1 + sup

0≤s≤t
µs(| · |β)

2
β

)
(1 + |x|2), 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

(3.2)

where we used (1.2) in the first inequality, and the second inequality is valid due to Young’s
inequality. Therefore, (H2) holds true thanks to µ ∈ C

X0
T . Furthermore, (A3) implies

(H3) directly. Consequently, according to Theorem 2.1, (3.1) has the unique strong solution
(Xµ

t )t≥0 under (A1)-(A3), along with (1.2).
Now, we define a mapping C

X0
T ∋ µ 7→ Φ(µ) by

(Φ(µ))t = LXµ
t
, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.3)

In the sequel, we shall claim respectively that (i) Φ : C
X0
T → C

X0
T , and (ii) Φ is contractive

under Wβ,γ for some γ > 0 large enough. Once (i) and (ii) are available, the classical Banach
fixed point theorem yields that the map Φ defined in (3.3) has a unique fixed point, still
written as µ, so (Φ(µ))t = µt = LXµ

t
for any t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, the measure variable (µt)t∈[0,T ]

in (3.1) can be replaced by (LXµ
t
)t∈[0,T ]. Accordingly, (1.1) has a unique strong solution.

For the validity of (i), we need to show that there is a constant CT,µ > 0 such that

sup
0≤t≤T

E|Xµ
t |β ≤ CT,µ(1 + E|X0|β), µ ∈ C

X0
T , T > 0. (3.4)

and that

LXµ
t

w
−→ LXµ

0
as t → 0. (3.5)

Indeed, (3.4) follows from (2.3) and (3.2). For any R > 0 and h ∈ Lipb(R
d) (i.e., the set of

bounded Lipschitz functions on R
d), one obviously has for any t ∈ [0, T ]

E|h(Xµ
t ) − h(Xµ

0 )| ≤ ‖h‖LipE|Xµ
t∧τR

− Xµ
0 | + 2‖h‖∞P(τR ≤ T ) =: I1(t, R) + I2(T, R),

where τR := {t > 0 : |Xµ
t | > R} and ‖h‖Lip is the Lipschitz constant of h. Based on this, to

verify (3.5), it suffices to show that limt→0 I1(t, R) = 0 for fixed R and limR→∞ I2(T, R) = 0,
respectively. By Itô’s formula, in addition to the local boundedness (see (A1) and (A3) for
more details), it follows that for any µ ∈ C

X0
T , ε > 0, and t ∈ [0, T ],

E(ε + |Xµ
t∧τR

− Xµ
0 |2)

β

2

≤ E

(∫ t∧τR

0

[
1

2
β(ε + |Xµ

s − Xµ
0 |2)

β
2

−1

×
(

2〈Xµ
s − Xµ

0 , b(Xµ
s , µs)〉 + ν(|f(Xµ

s , µs, ·)|21U(·))

+ 2
β
2

+1β−1(ε + |Xµ
s − Xµ

0 |2)1− β
2 ν(|g(Xµ

s , µs, ·)|β1V (·))
)]

ds

)
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+ ν(V )E

(∫ t∧τR

0
|Xµ

s∧τR
− Xµ

0 |β ds

)

≤ Cε,Rt,

where Cε,R is a positive constant depending on the parameters ε, R. See the arguments in
the end of the proof for Theorem 2.1. The preceding estimate, besides Jensen’s inequality
for β ∈ [1, 2], implies that for any ε, R > 0,

E|Xµ
t∧τR

− Xµ
0 | ≤ E(ε + |Xµ

t∧τR
− Xµ

0 |2)
1
2 ≤ (Cε,Rt)

1
β .

This apparently leads to limt→0 I1(t, R) = 0. Furthermore, limR→∞ I2(T, R) = 0 can be
handled by following the argument to derive (2.25) and using (3.2). Indeed, we have

P(τR ≤ T ) ≤
E

(
1 +

∣∣∣Xµ
T ∧τR

∣∣∣
2)β/2

(1 + R2)β/2
.

Then, limR→∞ I2(T, R) = 0 is available by taking (3.4) into consideration.
We turn to show (ii). Recall that (ZV

t )t≥0 is defined as in (2.26). Furthermore, (pn)n≥1

(i.e., the sequence concerning jumping amplitude of (ZV
t )t≥0) are i.i.d random variables with

the common distribution ν|V /ν(V ) and independent of (σn)n≥1 (i.e., the sequence of jumping
time of (ZV

t )t≥0); see the first paragraph of the proof of Theorem 2.1 for further details. Note
obviously that

Wβ,γ(Φ(µ), Φ(µ̃))β ≤ sup
0≤t≤T

(
e−βγt

E

(
1{0≤t<σ1}E

(
|Υµ,µ̃

t |β
∣∣∣G0

)))

+ sup
0≤t≤T

(
e−βγt

∞∑

n=1

E

(
1{σn≤t<σn+1}E

(
|Υµ,µ̃

t |β
∣∣∣Gn

)))

= Γ1(µ, µ̃) + Γ2(µ, µ̃),

where
Υµ,µ̃

t := Xµ
t − X µ̃

t and Gn := σ{σi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n + 1} ∨ Fσn
.

Thus, to obtain (ii), it remains to show that there are constants C1(T ), C2(T ) > 0 such that

Γ1(µ, µ̃) ≤ C1(T )/γ
β
2 Wβ,γ(µ, µ̃)β, (3.6)

and

Γ2(µ, µ̃) ≤ C2(T )
(
1/γ + 1/γ

β
2

)
Wβ,γ(µ, µ̃)β. (3.7)

Let σ0 = σ0− = 0. For the establishments of (3.6) and (3.7), we start to verify that for
any n ≥ 0 and t ∈ [σn, σn+1),

E(|Υµ,µ̃
t |β|Gn) ≤

(
|Υµ,µ̃

σn
|β + L

β

2
1

(∫ t

σn

Wβ(µs, µ̃s)
2ds

)β

2

)
eL1(t−σn) . (3.8)

Indeed, applying Itô’s formula, in addition to (1.3), we obtain that for any t ∈ [σn, σn+1),

d|Υµ,µ̃
t |2 ≤ L1

(
|Υµ,µ̃

t |2 + Wβ(µt, µ̃t)
2
)

dt + dM̄t,

where M̄· is a martingale. Thus, Gronwall’s inequality yields that for any t ∈ [σn, σn+1),

E(|Υµ,µ̃
t |2|Gn) ≤

(
|Υµ,µ̃

σn
|2 + L1

∫ t

σn

Wβ(µs, µ̃s)
2ds

)
eL1(t−σn) .
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Whence, (3.8) follows from Jensen’s inequality.
By means of (3.8), in addition to Xµ

0 = X µ̃
0 , we have

Γ1(µ, µ̃) ≤ L
β

2
1 eL1T sup

0≤t≤T

(
e−βγt

( ∫ t

0
Wβ(µs, µ̃s)

2ds
)β

2
)

≤ (L1/(2γ))
β
2 eL1T

Wβ,γ(µ, µ̃)β.

Hence, (3.6) follows right now. Again, by virtue of (3.8), we find that

Γ2(µ, µ̃) ≤ eL1T sup
0≤t≤T

(
e−βγt

∞∑

n=1

E

(
1[σn,σn+1)(t)

(
|Υµ,µ̃

σn
|β + L

β

2
1

( ∫ t

σn

Wβ(µs, µ̃s)
2ds

)β

2
)

≤ eL1T sup
0≤t≤T

(
e−βγt

∞∑

n=1

E

(
1[σn,σn+1)(t)|Υ

µ,µ̃
σn

|β
))

+ (L1/(2γ))
β
2 eL1T

Wβ,γ(µ, µ̃)β

=: eL1T Γ̂2(µ, µ̃) + (L1/(2γ))
β
2 eL1T

Wβ,γ(µ, µ̃)β.

Next, because of

|Υµ,µ̃
σn

| ≤ |Υµ,µ̃
σn−| + |g(Xµ

σn−, µσn
, pn) − g(X µ̃

σn−, µ̃σn
, pn)|, (3.9)

it follows from (1.4) that

|Υµ,µ̃
σn

|β ≤ 2|Υµ,µ̃
σn−|β + 8Lβ

1

(
|Υµ,µ̃

σn−|β + Wβ(µσn
, µ̃σn

)β
)
(1 + |pn|β)

≤ ξn

(
|Υµ,µ̃

σn−|β + Wβ(µσn
, µ̃σn

)β
)
,

(3.10)

where ξn := 2 + 8Lβ
1 (1 + |pn|β)), and σ0 = σ0− = 0. Due to the stationarity of (pn)t≥0, one

has c∗ := 2 + 8Lβ
1 (1 + E|pn|β) (which is independent of n). Furthermore, applying (3.8) and

(3.10) repeatedly yields that

E

(∣∣∣Υµ,µ̃
σn−

∣∣∣
β
1[σn,σn+1)(t)

)
= E

∣∣∣Υµ,µ̃
σn−

∣∣∣
β
E1[σn,σn+1)(t)

≤ eL1T
E

((∣∣∣Υµ,µ̃
σn−1

∣∣∣
β

+ L
β

2
1

(∫ σn

σn−1

Wβ(µs, µ̃s)
2ds

)β

2
)
1[σn,σn+1)(t)

)

≤ eL1T
E

((
ξn−1

(
|Υµ,µ̃

σn−1−|β + Wβ(µσn−1 , µ̃σn−1)β
)

+ L
β
2
1

( ∫ σn

σn−1

Wβ(µs, µ̃s)
2ds

)β
2

)
1[σn,σn+1)(t)

)

= eL1T
E

((
c∗

(
|Υµ,µ̃

σn−1−|β + Wβ(µσn−1 , µ̃σn−1)
β
)

+ L
β

2
1

( ∫ σn

σn−1

Wβ(µs, µ̃s)
2ds

)β
2

)
1[σn,σn+1)(t)

)

≤ eL1T
E

[(
c∗ eL1T

(
c∗

(
|Υµ,µ̃

σn−2−|β + Wβ(µσn−2 , µ̃σn−2)
β
)

+ L
β
2
1

(∫ σn−1

σn−2

Wβ(µs, µ̃s)
2ds

)β
2
)
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+ c∗Wβ(µσn−1 , µ̃σn−1)β + L
β

2
1

( ∫ σn

σn−1

Wβ(µs, µ̃s)
2ds

)β
2

)
1[σn,σn+1)(t)

]

≤ · · ·

≤ eL1T (c∗ eL1T )n−1
n−1∑

i=0

(
c∗E

(
Wβ(µσi

, µ̃σi
)β
1[σn,σn+1)(t)

)

+ L
β
2
1 E

( ∫ t

0
Wβ(µs, µ̃s)

2ds
) β

2

P(Nt = n)
)

,

where in the first identity we used the independence of
∣∣∣Υµ,µ̃

σn−

∣∣∣
β

and 1[σn,σn+1)(t); the first

inequality is valid by invoking (3.8) and the independent property before as well as the de-
pendence between

∫ σn

σn−1
Wβ(µs, µ̃s)

2ds and 1[σn,σn+1)(t); the second inequality holds true from

(3.10); in the second identity we employed that ξn−1 is independent of |Υµ,µ̃
σn−1−|β1[σn,σn+1)(t)

and that (σn)n≥1 is independent of (pn)n≥1; in the last inequality we used c∗ > 1 and Υµ,µ̃
0 = 0

due to Xµ
0 = X µ̃

0 = X0. Note that P(Nt = n) = e−λt(λt)n/n! for λ := ν(1V ) and recall from
[6, p. 8] that

n∑

k=1

E(Wβ(µσk
, µ̃σk

)β|Nt = n) =
n

t

∫ t

0
Wβ(µs, µ̃s)

β ds.

Subsequently, we find that there exists a constant C3(T ) > 0 such that

Γ̂2(µ, µ̃) ≤ C3(T )
(
1/γ + 1/(γ)

β
2

)
Wβ,γ(µ, µ̃)β.

This thus implies (3.7). Based on the preceding analysis, we conclude that Φ is contractive
by choosing γ > 0 large enough so the statement (ii) follows.

Furthermore, according to (1.4) and (1.2),
(
ν(|g(x, µ, ·)|β1V (·))

) 2
β ≤ c0(1 + |x|2 + µ(| · |β)

2
β ).

This along with (1.6) yields that Assumption (H′
2) is satisfied for the decoupled SDE (3.1).

Therefore, in terms of Theorem 2.2, there exists a constant cT > 0 such that

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|Xµ

t |β
)

≤ cT

(
1 + E|X0|

β + sup
0≤t≤T

µt(| · |β)
)

.

Thus, the assertion (1.7) follows by noting that (Xt)t≥0 and (Xµ
t )t≥0 with the alternative

µt = LXt
share the same law on the path space C([0, T ];Rd), and by making use of (1.5). �

Before the end of this section, we make some comments.

Remark 3.1. (i) The proof above is inspired essentially by that of [6, Theorem 1] with
some essential modifications. It is quite natural to directly derive, via an approxi-
mate argument and Itô’s formula, that Φ constructed in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is
contractive. Nevertheless, some issues might be encountered when such a direct ap-
proach is adopted. To demonstrate the underlying difficulty, we set f(x, µ, z) = f(z)
and g(x, µ, z) ≡ 0 for simplicity. Thus, the chain rule, together with (1.3), shows
formally that for β ∈ [1, 2],

d|Υµ,µ̃
t |β = β|Υµ,µ̃

t |β−2〈Υµ,µ̃
t , b(Xµ

t , µt) − b(X µ̃
t , µ̃t)〉 dt

≤ L1β|Υµ,µ̃
t |β + L1β|Υµ,µ̃

t |β−2
Wβ(µt, µ̃t)

2.
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Obviously, the second term in the inequality above cannot be dominated by the
linear combination of |Υµ,µ̃

t |β and Wβ(µt, µ̃t)
β when, in particular, the quantity |Υµ,µ̃

t |
approaches to zero.

Additionally, if (1.3) is replaced by the following stronger one:

2〈b(x, µ1) − b(y, µ2), x − y〉 + ν(|f(x, µ1, ·) − f(y, µ2, ·)|21U(·))

≤ L1(|x − y| + Wβ(µ1, µ2))|x − y|, x, y ∈ R
d, µ1, µ2 ∈ Pβ(Rd),

then the proof concerning the contraction of Φ will become much more straightfor-
ward by the aid of an approximate argument and Itô’s formula. One can see the
proof of Theorem 4.1 in the next subsection for details.

(ii) For the case β ∈ (0, 1), the proof above no longer works due to the definition of
the Lβ-Wasserstein distance Wβ. In particular, the contractivity of Φ under Wβ,γ is
unavailable even for γ > 0 large enough. Nonetheless, concerning the case β ∈ (0, 1),
it is possible to demonstrate existence of the strong solution via the Schauder fixed
point theorem; see [6, Proposition 1] for related details.

(iii) Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3), we can also derive that, for fixed T > 0 and any
p ∈ [1, β) with β ∈ (1, 2], there exists a constant C ′

T > 0 such that

E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|Xt|

p
)

≤ C ′
T (1 + E|X0|

β).

This can be achieved via the stochastic Gronwall inequality; see the derivation of
(4.5) in Theorem 4.1 below for more details.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. In this part, we move to finish the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Below, to shorten the notation, for all t ∈ [0, T ] and 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we set

Qi
t := X i

t − X i,n
t and µ̃n

t := 1
n

∑n
j=1 δXj

t
for t ∈ [0, T ]. By invoking the triangle inequality and

the basic inequality: (a + b)p ≤ 2p−1(ap + bp) for a, b ≥ 0, it follows that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

W
p
p(µt, µ̄n

t ) ≤ 2p−1
(
W

p
p(µ̄

n
t , µ̃n

t ) + W
p
p(µt, µ̃n

t )
)

≤ 2p−1 1

n

n∑

j=1

|Qj
t |

p + 2p−1
W

p
p(µt, µ̃n

t ),
(3.11)

where in the second inequality we exploited the fact that W
p
p(µ̄

n
t , µ̃n

t ) ≤ 1
n

∑n
j=1 |Qj

t |
p since

1
n

∑n
j=1 δ(Xj

t ,X̄j,n
t ) is a coupling of µ̄t and µ̃n

t . Consequently, the assertion (1.11) follows from

Gronwall’s inequality, provided that there exist constants C1(T ), C2(T ) > 0 such that for
any t ∈ [0, T ] and 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

E|Qj
t |

p ≤ C1(T )
∫ t

0
EW

p
p(µs, µ̃n

s ) ds (3.12)

and

EW
p
p(µt, µ̃n

t ) ≤ C2(T )φp,β,d(n), (3.13)

where φp,β(n, d) was defined as in (1.12), and the number C2(T ) depends on the initial
moment E|X0|

β.
Set for ε > 0, r ∈ R and x ∈ R

d,

Uε,r(x) := (ε + |x|2)
r
2 . (3.14)



WELL-POSEDNESS OF LÉVY-DRIVEN MCKEAN-VLASOV SDES 23

It is easy to see that for ε > 0, r ∈ R and x ∈ R
d,

∇Uε,r(x) = rxUε,r−2(x). (3.15)

Thus, we obtain from Itô’s formula and (A′
1) that there exist constants c1, c2 > 0 such that

for any t ∈ [0, T ] and ε > 0,

Uε,p(Q
i
t) ≤ ε

p
2 + M̂ i

t

+ c1

∫ t

0

(
Uε,p−2(Q

i
s)|Q

i
s|
(
|Qi

s| + Wp(µs, µ̄n
s )
)

+ |Qi
s|

p + W
p
p(µs, µ̄n

s )
)

ds

≤ ε
p
2 + c2

∫ t

0

(
Uε,p(Q

i
s) +

1

n

n∑

j=1

|Qj
s|

p + W
p
p(µs, µ̃n

s )
)

ds + M̂ i
t ,

(3.16)

where (M̂ i
t )t≥0 is a local martingale. In particular, the first inequality in (3.16) follows exactly

the line to derive (4.10) below and we also took advantage of X i
0 = X i,n

0 herein, and we made
use of Young’s inequality and (3.11) in the second inequality. Then, taking expectations on
both sides of (3.16) followed by sending ε → 0, the estimate (3.16) enables us to deduce that
for any t ∈ [0, T ],

max
1≤i≤N

E|Qi
t|

p ≤ 2c2

∫ t

0
max

1≤i≤N
E|Qi

s|
p dt + c2

∫ t

0
EW

p
p(µs, µ̃n

s ) ds.

Whence, (3.12) follows from Gronwall’s inequality.
In terms of [14, Theorem 1], for all 1 ≤ p < β, there exists a constant c3 > 0 such that

EW
p
p(µt, µ̃n

t ) ≤ c3

(
E|X i

t |
β
) p

β φp,β,d(n), t ∈ [0, T ].

As a result, (3.13) is available by taking (1.5) into account.
Next, by applying the stochastic Gronwall inequality (see e.g. [38, Lemma 3.7]) and then

approaching ε → 0, we derive from (3.16) that for any 0 < q1 < q2 < 1,
(
E

(
sup

0≤s≤t
|Qi

t|
pq1

)) 1
q1

≤ c2

(
q2

q2 − q1

) 1
q1

et
∫ t

0

(
1

n

n∑

j=1

E|Qj
s|

p + EW
p
p(µs, µ̃n

s )
)

ds.

This, together with (3.12) and (3.13), implies that there exists a constant C3(T ) > 0 such
that for any 0 < q1 < q2 < 1 and t ∈ [0, T ],

E

(
sup

0≤s≤t
|Qi

t|
pq1

)
≤

q2

q2 − q1

(
C3(T )φp,β,d(n)

)q1

.

Thus, (1.13) follows immediately. �

To proceed, we make a comment on the method proving Theorem 1.3.

Remark 3.2. By applying Itô’s formula and BDG’s inequality, along with [14, Theorem
1], we can also prove (1.13) with pq1 therein being replaced by β as soon as the order of
the initial moment is greater than β. In this regard, the methods based respectively on the
stochastic Gronwall inequality and BDG’s inequality share the same feature. Regarding the
latter approach, one further needs to handle the term E(sup0≤t≤T M i

t ), where

M i
t :=

∫ t

0

∫

U

(
|X i,n

s− − X i
s− + f(X i,n

s− , z) − f(X i
s−, z)|p − |X i,n

s− − X i
s−|p

)
Ñ i(ds, dz).

To this end, some additional assumptions associated with f (e.g., f is Lipschitz in the state
variable) have to be exerted provided that mere (1.9) is imposed.
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At the end of this part, we present the proof of the statement in Remark 1.2(ii).

Proof of Remark 1.2(ii). Below, we stipulate x, y ∈ R
d and µ1, µ2 ∈ Pβ(Rd). It is easy to

see that

2〈b(x, µ1) − b(y, µ2), x − y〉 + ν(|f(x, µ1, ·) − f(y, µ2, ·)|21U(·))

≤ 2〈x − y, C1(x − y) − C2(x|x|2 − y|y|2)〉

+ 2d
1
2 |x − y|

∣∣∣µ1(|h(x − ·)|β)
1
β − µ2(|h(x − ·)|β)

1
β

∣∣∣

+ C2
3ν(| · |21U(·))

(
C4|x|2 − C4|y|2 + µ1(|h(x − ·)|β)

1
β − µ2(|h(x − ·)|β)

1
β

)2

and that for z ∈ R
d,

|g(x, µ1, z) − g(y, µ2, z)| = |1 + z|
∣∣∣|x| − |y| + µ1(|h(x − ·)|β)

1
β − µ2(|h(x − ·)|β)

1
β

∣∣∣.

Via the Minkowski inequality, one obviously has
∣∣∣µ1(|h(x − ·)|β)

1
β − µ2(|h(x − ·)|β)

1
β

∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
( ∫

Rd×Rd
|h(x − z1)|

βπ(dz1, dz2)
) 1

β

−
( ∫

Rd×Rd
|h(x − z2)|

βπ(dz1, dz2)
) 1

β
∣∣∣∣

≤
( ∫

Rd×Rd
|h(x − z1) − h(x − z2)|βπ(dz1, dz2)

) 1
β

≤ ‖h‖Lip

(∫

Rd×Rd
|z1 − z2|

βπ(dz1, dz2)
) 1

β

,

(3.17)

where ‖h‖Lip means the Lipschitz constant of h, and π ∈ C (µ1, µ2). Thus, taking infimum
with respect to π on both sides of (3.17) yields that

∣∣∣µ1(|h(x − ·)|β)
1
β − µ2(|h(x − ·)|β)

1
β

∣∣∣ ≤ ‖h‖LipWβ(µ1, µ2). (3.18)

Next, a direct calculation shows that

−〈x − y, x|x|2 − y|y|2〉 ≤ (1 − (|x|2 + |y|2)/6)|x − y|2,

and it is easy to see that

(|x|2 − |y|2)2 ≤ 2(|x|2 + |y|2)|x − y|2.

Consequently, (1.3) follows from the basic inequality: 2ab ≤ a2 +b2, a, b ∈ R, and making use
of ν(| · |21U(·)) < ∞ and C2 > 12C2

3C2
4ν(| · |21U(·)). Apparently, (1.4) is verifiable based on

(3.18). Therefore, Assumption (A1) is examinable. In terms of definitions of b and f , it is
easy to see that (A2) is satisfied in case of ν(| · |21U(·)) < ∞ and C2 > 12C2

3C2
4 ν(| · |21U(·)),

and that (A3) holds true readily. The proof is thus complete. �

4. Extension to McKean-Vlasov SDEs with common noise

In this section, we consider the following McKean-Vlasov SDE with common noise:

dXt =b(Xt, LXt|FN0
t

) dt +
∫

U
f(Xt−, z) Ñ(dt, dz)

+
∫

V
g(Xt−, L

Xt|FN0
t

, z) N(dt, dz) +
∫

U
f 0(Xt−, z) Ñ0(dt, dz)

+
∫

V
g0(Xt−, L

Xt|FN0
t

, z) N0(dt, dz),

(4.1)
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where b : Rd × P(Rd) → R
d, f, f 0 : Rd × R

d → R
d, and g, g0 : Rd × P(Rd) × R

d → R
d

are measurable maps; U, V ⊂ R
d \ {0} so that U ∩ V = ∅; Poisson measures N(dt, dz) and

N0(dt, dz) correspond to the idiosyncratic noise and the common noise with Lévy measure

ν and ν0, respectively, while Ñ(dt, dz) and Ñ0(dt, dz) are their associated compensated
Poisson measures.

To distinguish between the underlying sources of randomness, we introduce complete
probability spaces (Ω1, F 1,P1) and (Ω0, F 0,P0), whose respective filtrations (F 1

t )t≥0 and
(F 0

t )t≥0 satisfy the usual conditions. In (4.1), N(dt, dz) and N0(dt, dz) shall be supported
respectively on Ω1 × R+ × R

d and Ω0 × R+ × R
d. Throughout this section, we shall work

on the product probability space (Ω, F ,F,P), where Ω := Ω0 × Ω1, (F ,P) is the com-
pletion of (F 0 ⊗ F 1,P0 ⊗ P

1) and F is the complete and right-continuous argumentation
of (F 0

t ⊗ F 1
t )t≥0. Moreover, we write E

0, E
1 and E as the expectations on (Ω0, F 0,P0),

(Ω1, F 1,P1) and (Ω, F ,F,P), respectively. Note that L
Xt|FN0

t
represents the conditional

distribution with respect to the σ-algebra F N0

t := σ{Z0
s : s ≤ t}, in which

Z0
t :=

∫ t

0

∫

U
z Ñ0(ds, dz) +

∫ t

0

∫

V
z N0(ds, dz).

Furthermore, in the subsequent analysis, we shall assume that the initial value X0 is an
F 1

0 -measurable random variable, so (Z0
t )t≥0 is the solely common source of noise.

4.1. Well-posedness of McKean-Vlasov SDEs with common noise. To carry out the
study on the well-posedness of the SDE (4.1), we impose the following assumptions.

(B0) there is β ∈ [1, 2] so that

ν(|f(0, ·)|21V (·)) + ν0(|f 0(0, ·)|21V (·)) + ν((1 ∨ | · |β ∨ |g(0, δ0, ·)|β1V (·))

+ ν0((1 ∨ | · |β ∨ |g0(0, δ0, ·)|β1V (·)) < ∞;

(B1) for fixed µ ∈ Pβ(Rd) and z ∈ R
d, R

d ∋ x 7→ b(x, µ), R
d ∋ x 7→ f(x, µ, z) and

R
d ∋ x 7→ f 0(x, µ, z) are continuous and locally bounded, and there exists a constant

K1 > 0 such that for any x, y, z ∈ R
d, and µ1, µ2 ∈ Pβ(Rd),

2〈b(x, µ1) − b(y, µ2), x − y〉 + ν(|f(x, ·) − f(y, ·)|21U(·))

+ ν0(|f 0(x, ·) − f 0(y, ·)|21U(·)) ≤ K1|x − y|(|x − y| + Wβ(µ1, µ2))
(4.2)

and

|g(x, µ1, z) − g(y, µ2, z)| + |g0(x, µ1, z) − g0(y, µ2, z)|

≤ K1(1 + |z|)(|x − y| + Wβ(µ1, µ2));
(4.3)

(B2) there exists a constant K2 > 0 such that for any x ∈ R
d and µ ∈ Pβ(Rd),

2〈x, b(x, µ)〉 + ν(|f(x, ·)|21U(·)) + ν0(|f 0(x, ·)|21U(·))

≤ K2

(
1 + |x|2 + |x|µ(| · |β)

1
β

)
;

(B3) for any T, R > 0 and µ ∈ C([0, T ]; Pβ(Rd)),
∫ T

0

(
sup

{|x|≤R}
|b(x, µt)| +

∫

U
sup

{|x|≤R}
|f(x, z)|2ν(dz) +

∫

U
sup

{|x|≤R}
|f 0(x, z)|2ν0(dz)

)
dt < ∞.

The main result in this part is stated as follows.
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Theorem 4.1. Assume that Assumptions (B0)-(B3) hold, and suppose further X0 ∈ Lβ(Ω1 →
R

d, F 1
0 ,P1). Then, the McKean-Vlasov SDE with common noise (4.1) admits a unique strong

solution (Xt)t≥0 satisfying that, for any fixed T > 0, there exists a constant CT > 0 such that

E|Xt|
β ≤ CT (1 + E|X0|

β), 0 ≤ t ≤ T. (4.4)

Furthermore, if β ∈ (1, 2], then for all p ∈ [1, β) and T > 0, there exists a constant C ′
T > 0

such that

E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|Xt|

p
)

≤ C ′
T (1 + E|X0|

β). (4.5)

Proof. To begin with, we introduce some notations. Let

L0,β(Pβ(Rd)) :=
{

µ : Ω0 → Pβ(Rd)
∣∣∣E0(µ(| · |β)) < ∞

}
.

Then
(
L0,β(Pβ(Rd)),Wβ

)
is a complete metric space (see e.g. [26, Lemma 1.2]) endowed

with the metric:

Wβ(µ1, µ2) :=
(
E

0
W

β
β(µ1, µ2)

) 1
β , µ1, µ2 ∈ L0,β(Pβ(Rd)),

so C
(
[0, T ]; L0,β(Pβ(Rd))

)
is also a complete metric space for any fixed T > 0. In addition,

we set for a fixed horizon T > 0,

D
X0
T =

{
µ ∈ C([0, T ]; L0,β(Pβ(Rd))) : µ0 = LX0 , sup

t∈[0,T ]
E

0(µt(| · |β)) < ∞
}

,

in which X0 ∈ Lβ(Ω1 → R
d, F 1

0 ,P1) is the initial value of (Xt)t≥0, and

C([0, T ]; L0,β(Pβ(Rd))) :=
{

µ : [0, T ] × Ω0 → Pβ(Rd) is weakly continuous
}
.

For η > 0, (DX0
T ,Wβ,η) is a complete metric space equipped with the metric

Wβ,η(µ, µ̃) := sup
0≤t≤T

(
e−ηt

Wβ(µt, µ̃t)
)
, µ, µ̃ ∈ D

X0
T .

For µ ∈ D
X0
T , we focus on the following SDE with random coefficients:

Xµ
t =X0 +

∫ t

0
b(Xµ

s , µs) dt +
∫ t

0

∫

U
f(Xµ

s−, z) Ñ(ds, dz)

+
∫ t

0

∫

V
g(Xµ

s−, µs, z) N(ds, dz) +
∫ t

0

∫

U
f 0(Xµ

s−, z) Ñ0(ds, dz)

+
∫ t

0

∫

V
g0(Xµ

s−, µs, z) N0(ds, dz).

(4.6)

Under (B0)-(B3), for each µ ∋ D
X0
T , (4.6) has a unique solution (Xµ

t )t≥0 with the aid of
Theorem 2.1 (which is still available to the SDE (2.1) with random coefficients). Accordingly,
we can define a map D

X0
T ∋ µ 7→ Γ(µ) by

(Γ(µ))t = L
Xµ

t |FN0
t

, t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.7)
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By Itô’s formula, it follows from (B0), (4.3) and (B2) that for some C1, C2 > 0,

d(1 + |Xµ
t |2)

β

2 ≤
K2β

2
(1 + |Xµ

t |2)
β

2
−1
(
1 + |Xµ

t |2 + |Xµ
t |µt(| · |β)

1
β

)
dt

+ C1(1 + |Xµ
t |β + µt(| · |β)) dt + dM̂µ

t

≤ C2

(
(1 + |Xµ

t |2)
β
2 + µt(| · |β)

)
dt + dM̂µ

t ,

(4.8)

where (M̂µ
t )t≥0 is a martingale. Then, via Gronwall’s inequality, we have

E|Xµ
t |β ≤

(
E

1(1 + |Xµ
0 |2)

β
2 + C2

∫ T

0
E

0µt(| · |β) dt
)

eC2T , t ∈ [0, T ].

This, together with the fact that

E
0((Γ(µ))t(| · |β)) = E

0
(
E

1(|Xµ
t |β|F N0

t )
)

= E|Xµ
t |β,

implies that for µ ∈ D
X0
T ,

sup
0≤t≤T

E
0
(
(Γ(µ))t(| · |β)

)
< ∞.

Next, note that for any h ∈ Lipb(R
d) and t ∈ [0, T ],

∣∣∣E0
(
(Γ(µ))t(h(·))

)
− E

0
(
(Γ(µ))0(h(·))

)∣∣∣ =E
0
∣∣∣E1

(
(h(Xµ

t ) − h(Xµ
0 ))
∣∣∣F N0

t

)∣∣∣

≤E|h(Xµ
t ) − h(Xµ

0 )|.

Thus, we can conclude Γ(µ) ∈ C([0, T ]; L0,β(Pβ(Rd))) by following the line to derive (3.5)

so that we arrive at Γ(µ) ∈ D
X0
T .

In the sequel, we shall claim that Γ is contractive under Wβ,η for some appropriate η > 0.

According to (4.6), for Rµ,µ̃
t := Xµ

t − X µ̃
t with µ, µ̃ ∈ D

X0
T , we have

dRµ,µ̃
t =Bt dt +

∫

U
Ft(z) Ñ(dt, dz) +

∫

V
Gt(z) N(ds, dz)

+
∫

U
F 0

t (z) Ñ0(dt, dz) +
∫

V
G0

t (z) N0(ds, dz),

where Bt := b(Xµ
t , µt) − b(X µ̃

t , µ̃t) and

Ft(z) := f(Xµ
t−, z) − f(X µ̃

t−, z), F 0
t (z) := f 0(Xµ

t−, z) − f 0(X µ̃
t−, z),

Gt(z) := g(Xµ
t−, µt, z) − g(X µ̃

t−, µ̃t, z), G0
t (z) := g0(Xµ

t−, µt, z) − g0(X µ̃
t−, µ̃t, z).

Recall that Uε,β is defined as in (3.14). Then, applying Itô’s formula and making use of
(B1) and (3.15) yield that

dUε,β(Rµ,µ̃
t ) ≤

β

2
Uε,β−2(R

µ,µ̃
t )

(
2〈Rµ,µ̃

t , Bt〉 + ν(|Ft(·)|
2
1U(·)) + ν0(|F 0

t (·)|21U(·))
)

dt

+ 2
β

2

(
ν(|Gt(·)|

β
1V (·)) + ν0(|G0

t (·)|
β
1V (·))

)
dt

+ |Rµ,µ̃
t |β(ν(1V ) + ν0(1V )) dt + dM̂t

≤
βK1

2
Uε,β−1(R

µ,µ̃
t )(|Rµ,µ̃

t | + Wβ(µt, µ̃t)) dt

+ c1 (|Rµ,µ̃
t |β + W

β
β(µt, µ̃t)) dt + |Rµ,µ̃

t |β(ν(1V ) + ν0(1V )) dt + dM̂t,

(4.9)
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where c1 := 2
β
2 Kβ

1 (ν((1+ | · |)β
1V (·))+ν0((1+ | · |)β

1V (·))) < ∞ thanks to (B0). Whereafter,
integrating from 0 to t followed by taking expectations on both sides of (4.9), and applying
Young’s inequality and the fact that Xµ

t = X µ̃
t = X0, we obtain there exists a constant

C∗
T > 0 that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

EUε,β(Rµ,µ̃
t ) ≤ C∗

T

∫ t

0

(
EUε,β(Rµ,µ̃

s ) + E
0
W

β
β(µs, µ̃s)

)
ds. (4.10)

This, combining with Gronwall’s inequality and approaching ε → 0, leads to

E|Rµ,µ̃
t |β ≤ C∗

T eC∗

T
T
∫ t

0
E

0
W

β
β(µs, µ̃s) ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Correspondingly, we derive that

W
β
β,η(Γ(µ), Γ(µ̃)) ≤ sup

0≤t≤T

(
e−ηβt

E
0
(
E

1
(
|Rµ,µ̃

t |β
∣∣∣F N0

t

)))

≤ C∗
T eC∗

T
T sup

0≤t≤T

( ∫ t

0
e−ηβ(t−s) e−ηβs

E
0
W

β
β(µs, µ̃s) ds

)

≤ C∗
T eC∗

T
T /(ηβ)Wβ

β,η(µ, µ̃).

As a consequence, we conclude that Γ is contractive under Wβ,η for η > 0 large enough so
the strong well-posedness of (4.1) is available via the Banach fixed point theorem.

The assertion (4.4) follows by following the procedure to derive (4.8) and applying Gron-
wall’s inequality. Next, by virtue of the stochastic Gronwall inequality (see e.g. [38, Lemma
3.7]), we obtain from (4.8) that for any 0 < q1 < q2 < 1 and µ ∈ D

X0
T ,

(
E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
(1 + |Xµ

t |2)
q1β

2

)) 1
q1

≤
(

q2

q2 − q1

) 1
q1

eT

(
E

1(1 + |Xµ
0 |2)

β
2 + C2

∫ T

0
E

0µt(| · |β) dt

)
.

In particular, we take µ ∈ D
X0
T as the fixed point of Γ(µ), defined in (4.7), such that Xµ

t = Xt

for any t ∈ [0, T ] and

(
E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
(1 + |Xt|

2)
q1β

2

)) 1
q1

≤
(

q2

q2 − q1

) 1
q1

eT

(
E

1(1 + |X0|
2)

β
2 + C2

∫ T

0
E|Xt|

β dt

)
.

As a result, (4.5) holds true from (4.4). �

At the end of this subsection, we make a remark concerning Assumptions (B1) and (B2).

Remark 4.2. As far as the decoupled SDE associated with the McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.1)
is concerned, the frozen measure variable is deterministic so the interlacing technique is
applicable and moreover the corresponding technical condition is weaker; see (A1) and (A2)
for more details. Whereas, with regard to the SDE with random coefficients corresponding
to the conditional McKean-Vlasov SDE (4.1), the underlying measure-valued process is no
longer deterministic but random. Thus, the interlacing trick adopt in the proof of Theorem

1.1 is unusable. Furthermore, once we replace the term |Xµ
t |µt(| · |β)

1
β in (4.8) by µt(| · |β)

2
β ,

we need to estimate correspondingly the quantity E((1 + |Xµ
t |2)

β
2

−1µt(| · |β)
2
β ). In case that

µt is deterministic, it is easy to bound the term mentioned. Nevertheless, E
0(µt(| · |β)

2
β )

might explode for µ ∈ D
X0
T (in this case, (µt)t≥0 is a measure-valued stochastic process). On

the basis of the aforementioned analysis, we impose Assumptions (B1) and (B2), which is
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a little bit stronger than Assumptions (A1) and (A2), to offset the singularity arising from
the spatial variables.

4.2. Conditional propagation of chaos for McKean-Vlasov SDEs with common
noise. In this subsection, we are still concerned with the Lévy-driven McKean-Vlasov SDE
with common noise (4.1), which describes the asymptotic behavior of the mean-field inter-
acting particle system below:




dX̄ i,n
t = b(X̄ i,n

t , µ̄n
t ) dt +

∫

U
f(X̄ i,n

t− , z) Ñ i(dt, dz) +
∫

V
g(X̄ i,n

t− , µ̄n
t−, z) N i(dt, dz)

+
∫

U
f 0(X̄ i,n

t− , z) Ñ0,i(dt, dz) +
∫

V
g0(X̄ i,n

t− , µ̄n
t−, z) N0,i(dt, dz),

X̄ i,n
0 = X i

0, i = 1, 2, · · · , n,

(4.11)

where µ̄n
t := 1

n

∑n
i=1 δX̄i,n

t
, µ̄n

t− := 1
n

∑n
i=1 δX̄i,n

t−

, and {N i(dt, dz)}1≤i≤n (resp. {N0,i(dt, dz)}1≤i≤n)

are independent Poisson measures with intensity measure dt × ν(dz) (resp. dt × ν0(dz)).
Throughout this subsection, we will assume that β ∈ (1, 2] and work under Assumptions

(B0)-(B3) with β involved in Assumption (B1) replaced by p ∈ [1, β). It is easy to see
that (4.11) has a unique strong solution (X̄ i,n

t )t≥0. Denote by {(X i
t)t≥0}1≤i≤n n-independent

versions of the unique solution to (4.1). In particular, (µt)t≥0 is their common distribution,
It is worth noting that in the presence of common noise, all particles in the stochastic

system (4.11) are not asymptotically independent any more and the classical propagation of
chaos no longer holds. Whereas, [5, Theorem 2.12] puts forward the conditional propagation
of chaos, which reveals that, conditioned on the σ-algebra associated with common noise, all
particles are asymptotically independent and the empirical measure converges to the common
conditional distribution of each particle. The specific result upon conditional propagation of
chaos in our setting is as follows.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that β ∈ (1, 2], that Assumptions (B0)-(B3) hold with β involved in

Assumption (B1) replaced by some p ∈ [1, β), and suppose further X i
0 ∈ Lβ(Ω1 → R

d, F 1
0 ,P1)

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then, for any fixed T > 0, there exists a constant C̄T > 0 such that

EW
p
p(µ̄n

t , µt) ≤ C̄T φp,β,d(n), t ∈ [0, T ],

where φp,β(n, d) was defined as in (1.12). Furthermore, for fixed T > 0 and any 0 ≤ q1 <

q2 < 1, there exists a constant ĈT > 0 such that

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|X̄ i,n

t − X i
t |

p
)

≤
q2

q2 − q1

(
ĈT φp,β,d(n)

)q1

. (4.12)

Proof. The structure of proof is largely analogous to Theorem 1.3, so we omit it here. �
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