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Abstract

In the paper, we consider the no-explosion condition and pathwise
uniqueness for SDEs driven by a Poisson random measure with coefficients
that are super-linear and non-Lipschitz. We give a comparison theorem
in the one-dimensional case under some additional condition. Moreover,
we study the non-contact property and the continuity with respect to the
space variable of the stochastic flow. As an application, we will show
that there exists a unique strong solution for SDEs with coefficients like
zlog |z|.
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1 Introduction and preliminaries

Consider the following jump-type stochastic differential equation (SDE):

X, :x+/0tf(xs,)ds+/otg(xs,)dws+/Ot/uh(xs,,u)N(du,ds).
(1.1)

Here © € R™, W, is a Brownian motion on R™ and N (du,dt) is a com-
pensated Poisson random measure. The functions f, g, h are defined
as

fiR™ 5 R™ g:R™ - R™" and h: R™ x U — R™.
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The purpose of this paper is to study the no-explosion condition and
pathwise uniqueness for the solutions of (II)) with super-linear and non-
Lipschitz coefficients including the functions like xlog|z|. Some other
properties of the solutions, including comparison principle, non-contact
property and continuity with respect to x of the stochastic flow, are also
proved under some additional assumptions. As an application, we prove
that the following SDE:

t t
X ::c+/ Xse log|XS,|ds—|—/ Xs—+/|log | Xs—||dWs
0 0
t
+/ /XS,\/|log|XS,||uN(du,ds),
0o Ju

possesses a unique strong solution.

SDEs with jumps plays an important role in many applications. For ex-
ample, in a financial market, a stock price is described by a process that
admits random jumps to characterize a sudden shift of the price. Under
linear growth and Lipschitz conditions, the existence and the uniqueness
of strong solutions for jump-type SDEs can be established by arguments
based on fixed-point theory and Gronwall lemma: see e.g. [I0]. There
are numerical papers discussing the existence and uniqueness of weak or
strong solutions in relaxed conditions. For the following equation

dX, = F(X,_)dL, (1.2)

Bass [5] and Komatsu [13] showed that (I2) admits a unique strong so-
lution if L; is a symmetric a-stable process with 1 < a < 2 and the
coefficient F'(-) is continuous and bounded with the modulus of continuity

z — p(z) satisfying
/ dz too
ot P(2)* ‘

This result is an extension of the Yamada-Watanabe criterion for SDEs
driven by Brownian motions, see [12]. Fu and Li [§] studied the existence
and uniqueness of strong solutions for (I2)) driven by spectrally positive

a-stable Lévy noises which included the case F'(z) = zw. Tt was extended
by Li and Mytnik [15] to more general cases. All these three works re-
quire that the coefficients have a linear growth, and thus the coefficients
like zlog |z| are not included. The results of Yamada-Watanabe (weak
existence and pathwise uniqueness imply uniqueness in the sense of prob-
ability law and strong existence for the SDEs) has also been extended to
jump-type SDEs. See [16], Theorem 137] and Barczy et al [4]. For more
details as well as applications to finance, see the survey paper of Bass [6]
and the monograph of Applebaum [].

Compared with [8] and [15], our SDE is allowed to have a super-linear
growth with respect to the unknown variable. Moreover, our pathwise
uniqueness result for the solutions do not require that the function A is
non-decreasing with respect to z which is essential in [§] and [I5].However,
the non-decreasing condition is still required in our comparison principle.



The stochastic flow associated with (II]) are also considered. For the case
h = 0 in SDE (L), Fang and Zhang [7] proved the non-contact prop-
erty (i.e. if x # y, then almost surely X¢(z) # X¢(y) for all ¢ > 0) and
the comparison principle in the one-dimensional case (i.e. if z <y, then
Xi(z) < X¢(y)). Furthermore, it holds that
‘ ‘lim | X¢(x)| = 400, in probability. (1.3)
x| —+oo
Since the appearance of random jumps, these properties do not hold in

general for our SDEs. Here are two counterexample. Consider the follow-
ing SDE:

X = :tc—i—/:/u(—Xs,)N(du7 ds) (1.4)

where N (du, dt) is a Poisson random measure with p(U) < +o0.

Define 7, := inf{t > 0; N(U x (0,¢]) = n} and 70 = 0. The solution for
@T2) is X¢ = z1l5¢. It is easy to see that (I3) and the non-contact
property do not hold, since X;, = 0 for all z. Consider another example:

X ::c—i—/ot/u(—QXs,)N(dmds). (1.5)

If z = 1, then the solution X is X; = :i%(—l)"lmSKTnﬂ. Forz = —1,
the solution X is X; = Z::(’)(—l)("ﬂ)lmSKTnﬂ. Thus the comparison
principle is violated for these two solutions. Note that Bahlali et al [2]
proved a comparison principle for backward stochastic differential equa-
tions (BSDEs) with random jumps. To summarize, as in [14], we prove
the comparison principle for a non-decreasing coefficient A and the non-
contact property under the assumption that the mapping x — = + h(z,u)
is homeomorphic.

We end up this section with introducing some notations. Let (2, F, {F:}, P)
be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual hypotheses. W; is a
standard {F;}-Brownian motion on R™. Let U be a metric space and u a
o-finite measure on U. N(du,dt) is a {F;}-adapted Poisson random mea-
sure with intensity measure p(du)dt. N(du,dt) :== N(du,dt) — p(du)dt is
the associated compensated Poisson random measure. Suppose that {W;}
and N(du,dt) are mutually independent. A strong solution of (II]) with
its lifetime 7 is an {F; }-adapted cadlag process {X;} and a stopping time
7 such that:

(1) the stopping time 7 is defined as 7 := limp— 400 7 With 75, := inf{t >
0, |X75| 2 n}:

(2) the equation (L)) holds for all ¢ < 7 almost surely.

Note that one can use X instead of Xs_ in the integral with respect to
dt and dW; on the right hand side of (II]), since Xs # Xs— for at most
countable s.

For a matrix A, we denote by ||A|| the Hilbert-Schmidt norm: [|A|]> =
tr(ATA) = ZijA?j; for a vector x € R™, |z| is the Euclidean norm.
Given a function f on R™ and z,y € R™, we note

Ayf(@) == f(y) — f(z) and Dy f(z) := Ay f(z) = (V[ (2),y — ).



Throughout the paper, the constant C' in an inequality is universal and is
allowed to change from line to line. Whenever necessary, we use C(p) to
emphasize its dependence on the parameter p.

2 No-explosion condition for the SDEs

In this section, we will show that the solution for (II)) do not explode
under the following assumptions.

Assumption 2.1 There ezists a nondecreasing C* function p defined on
a neighborhood [K,+o0] of +0o satisfying:
(Dlim o p(s) = +00, (2) p(s) > 1, (3) lim, e 22 =0,
For all x € R™, we have
()] < Clzlp(|z[*) + 1),
lg(@)I* < Clz[*p(|2]*) + 1),

/M (e, ) Pa(du) < C(a?p(lzf?) + 1),

By the property (3) in the assumption, for any ¢ > 0, we see that p’(s) <
5@ for s sufficiently large which implies that the coefficients can not
increase faster than |z|'*°. This is also necessary in some sense for no-

explosion condition. To see this, consider the function z: = (1 — t)fé

which satisfies the ODE:

1
doe = 1%,
€

and explodes at time ¢ = 1. Typical examples satisfying the above condi-
tions are functions p(s) = logs, p(s) = (log s - loglog s).

Theorem 2.1 Let Assumption[2]] be satisfied. Then the solution for the
SDE (I1)) has no explosion, i.e. P(T = +o0) = 1.

Proof: Without loss of generality, we assume that K = 0 in Assumption
21 Define the functions

¢ 1
Q) = [ s and 9(6) = exp(¥(©). €20

We have

oy PO B0 ple) -~ €0)
TGS R T R

According to the assumptions, we see that 1 — p(&) — £p’(€) < 0 which
implies that ® is a concave function. Thus one gets that

O(y) — @(z) — ' (z)(y —x) <0, (2.2)

for any x,y > 0.
Let X be a solution to (1)) and 7 its lifetime. Define the stopping time

Tr = inf{t > 0,|X¢| > R}, for any R > 0.



It is clear that Tr tends to 7 as R — oco. By Ité-formula, we have

dIX.? =2(X;,dX:) + ||g(Xt,)|\2dt+/u|h(Xt,,u)|2N(du, dt)
= {20, f(Xem)) + lg(Xe) +/M|h(XtﬂU)|2u(dU)}dt
+2(X,g(Xe)) dWy + /u[|Xt, + h(Xi—,u)* — | Xi- [°]N (du, dt).

and
dO(|Xe[*) = (| Xe- )| Xe|* + 20" (| Xo [*)] (Xe—, g(Xo)) | dt
[ D sz e (X )N (du, de).
u
Thus
(X [*) = L(t) + L2(t) + M,
with
t
1) = [ (X P2 S + oI + [ I ) s
0 u
t
+ [ 28X P (X (X P,
t
B = [ [ Dix_nceap®(Xe Putdu)ds,
o Ju
t t
My = / 20/ (|X - ?) (Xom, g(Xo)) AW, + / /M Apxr enxs (X)) N (du, ds).
By the assumption, we have
2 <Xs—7f(Xs—)>+Hg(Xsf)H2+/ [h(Xom, w)[ p(du) < C(1 X [*p(|Xs—[*)+1).
u
According to ([Z)) and ®"”(£) < 0, we get that
t
I < c/ (| Xs—|*)ds.
0
Moreover, ([2:2) implies that I2(t) < 0.
Since the process is uniformly bounded before 7r, we see that the stochas-

tic integral part M, is a martingale. Hence, after taking expectation, we
have

t
E[®(|Xiarg |[*)] < (1 Xol?) + ClE[/ (| X (snrp)- |")ds], (2.3)
0
for some constant C1.

We can use |X5ATR|2 instead of |X(5ATR),|2 since X5 # Xs_ only for at
most countable s. Thus

E[&(Xonry )] < &(Xol) + C1 B / (| Xonrg[?)ds].



By Gronwall lemma, we get that there exists a constant C> > 0 such that
for all t > 0 and R > 0,

E[®(| Xinrg )] < @(1Xo[*)e”.
Letting R — oo in above inequality, by Fatou lemma, we get
E[®(|Xinr|*)] < @(1Xo[*)e™T. (2.4)

Now if P(T < c0) > 0, one can find a large T' > 0 such that P(r < T') > 0.
Taking t = T in (Z4]), we get

E[l<r)@(1X-[*)] < (| Xo[*)e™". (2.5)

Since ®(|X+|?) = ®(c0) = +00 on a set with positive measure, the left
hand side of (23] should be infinity which is a contradiction. Therefore
we have

P(r < 00) =0.

|

Remark 2.1 In addition to the assumptions of Theorem[21, if we further
assume that

2z, f(@) + llg(@)|* + /u (e, )| u(du) <0,

for all z € R™. Then the analysis in the proof of Theorem [2] indicates
that
E[®(|X: )] < ®(|z|?), for all t > 0.

Since lim|¢| 400 P(§) = 400, it implies that the family of probability mea-
sures P(t,z,dy) := P(X¢(x) € dy) is tight. By the theory of Krylov and
Bogolubov (see Theorem 4.17 in [9]), if the SDE ({I1)) also defines a Feller
semagroup, then there exists an invariant measure for this Markov process.

Let X;(z) be the solution of (II) with initial value z. By Theorem 4.1
in [7], we know that when there is no random jumps, i.e. h =0, one will
have that

lim |X:(z)| = oo in probability. (2.6)

|| =00

That is if the initial point of the process is far from the origin, then, for
any compact set, the process will not enter into it in a short time. But this
is not true when the SDE is also driven by a Poisson random measure.
An counter example has been given in the previous section. To ensure
that (Z6]) holds, some additional assumptions must be added.

Assumption 2.2 There exist C > 0 such that
|h(z, u)|* < C,

and p(U) < oo.

The meaning of the assumption is clear. It requires that the size of the
jump is uniformly bounded and there will not be too many jumps for each
path. We have the following result:



Theorem 2.2 In addition to the assumptions of Theorem [21, we also
require that Assumption 2.2 is satisfied. Then (2.6) holds.

Proof: Let ¢ be defined as in the proof of Theorem Il Define the
function ® by

®(§) = exp(—())-

In this case, one gets that ®'(£) = _5;()5()5)“ and for some C; > 0,
gy = LEOA+ ) +60°(9)) _ P&

Let R and M be two constants such that M > |z¢| > R. Define
Tr = inf{t > 0, |X¢(x0)| < R},

and
T = inf{t > 0, |X¢(x0)| > M}.

As in the proof of Theorem 2.1} we have
E[@(|Xenrpara )] = @(|zo]*) + 11(t) + L2(1),

where

R0 -5l B {@’uxsf){z (Xoms (X)) + [9(Xa)]?

4 [ B ) Pt} + 20 (X, )] (X 9(X) |2}ds1,
u
and
(1) = B[ / (X (X ) P) =0 (X [P) = (X [2)(2 (X B B[ a(dur)ds].

By Assumption 2] and (27]), we see that

(X [*)p(| Xe-[*)
(| Xe-2p(| X ?) + 1)2
< Co(|Xi-P?),

& (|Xe- ) (Xem, g(Xe- ) P < © X *(1Xe- *p(| X0 [*) + 1)

With a similar estimation as in the proof of Theorem 2.1l we have
tATRATM
I < C’E[/ (| X|%)ds).
0
Now we estimate Iz. By Assumption [Z2] it is easy to see that
12 (Xe—, h) + [*] < C(IXe-Pp(1Xe-[*) + 1)
and

1 | X[ + 1
5 <

<
X+ A WP 1 =

Let

(+) = D Xo- +h(Xem, w)) = B(|Xe P) = @' (1Xee P)(2 (Xom, ) + B[2).



We see that
|7 (|1 Xe- )12 (Xe—, h) + R[] < CO(1 X ),

and
|X¢—|? 1

(| Xe— +h*) = ¢(|Xt7|2)exp(/\x njz sp(s) +1

If | X;— 4+ h| > |X:—|, then ®(| X~ + h|?) < &(|X;—|?). In the other case,
we have

X 12 1 | x| 1 |Xt7|2+1
exp(/ ————ds) < exp(/ ds) = ———— < C.
1, +ni2 5P(8) +1 1x,_+hz S+1 | X:— +h]2+1

ds).

Hence we get
(+) € CO( X0 ).

It implies that
5 9 tATRATM 5
E[O(|Xinrpara )] = @ (|zo] )+CE[/ (| X [7)ds].
0

By Gronwall lemma, we get
E[®(| Xtnrgnry )] < (|zof)e
Letting M — oo, by Fatou lemma, one has
E[®(|Xtnrg|*)] < ®(|z0f*)e".
Since ® is decreasing, this gives that
P(fr < )®(R”) < E[@(|Xenrp|*)] < @(Jao|*)e™”
Therefore
) o ol 1
P(int X0 < 7)< e exp(- [ TS

which tends to zero as |zo| — co. Thus we prove that ([2.6) holds. O

3 Criteria for pathwise uniqueness and
comparison principle

Inspired from the paper [3] of Bahlali et al, we consider the pathwise
uniqueness under the condition below.

Assumption 3.1 There exists C > 0, 0 > 0 and K > e such that, for
any integer N > K,

log N
|7(@) ~ F)] < Clog Nz — y| + O &

log N
lg(@) = 9W)I < Clog Nl — yf* + C2=,




for all x,y that |z|, |y| < N.
For h, there exists p > 1 and a constant C(p) depending on p such that

log N
/ |h(z,u) = h(y,w) " p(du) < C(p)log Nla =y + C(p) 3555+ (3:1)
u

for all x,y that |z|,|y| < N.
Typical example for Assumption [3.1] is

(f,9,h) = (zloglal, z/|log [z]], z\/| log |z[u),

in the one-dimensional case for p = 2 if one has that [, [u? u(du) < +oo.
We only check it for f(z) = xlog |z| since it is similar to check for the other
two and can be found in [3]. Thanks to triangular inequalities, it suffices
to treat separately two cases: 0 < |z|,|y| < & and & < |z|,|y| < N. In
the first case, we see that | f(z)— f(y)| < |f(z)|+]|f(y)] < 2%. While in
the other case, one gets that | f(z) — f(y)| < (1+1log N)|z —y|. Combining
these two, we see that f(z) = xlog|z| satisfies the assumption. In the
next section, we need to assume that ([BI)) holds for all p > 1. If we know
that [, [u|?? 1(du) < 400 for any p > 1, then one example that satisfying

the assumption is h(x,u) = h(z)u with h defined as
h(z) = 2(1 — exp(—(z — 1)*)) log | log .

One can check that |h(z) — h(y)| < Cloglog N|z — y| + CeN for N
sufficiently large. Thus one has

-~ ~ p
() ~ ()" <Clloglog NPl — y + LN
log N
<C(p)log Nlz — yl” + C(p) =27

The following lemma is needed for the proof of other theorems in this
paper. It shows that, in some sense, the assumption is stable under local-
ization.
Lemma 3.1 For R > 0, consider a smooth function ¢r : R™ — R satis-
fying

0<¢r <1,¢r(z)=1 for|z| < R+ 1,¢r(x) =0 for |z| > R+ 3,
and |¢r(z)| < 1. If the coefficients (f,g,h) satisfy the Assumption [T,
then the coefficients (prf, drg, rh) also satisfy the Assumption [31]
Proof:  We only check that ¢rf satisfies the assumption, since the
proof for the other two is similar. Set M := suppi<|,j<ri3/0(z)]. If
0<lz|,lyl < R+1or|z|,|y| > R+ 3, it is obvious that
log N
[62(2)f(2) = or(y)f(4)| < Clog Nfx —y| + O~

IfR+1< |z, |yl < R+ 3, then

|¢r(2)f(z) = dr(Y) f(Y)] <lor(2)f(2) — ¢r(2)f (W) + [Pr(2)f(Y) — ¢r(Y)f(Y)

<[f(@) = f(W) + M|¢r(z) — dr(y)]
log N
No'

<(C+ M)logNjx —y|+C

<ClogNlx —y|+C

+ M|z —y|

log N
No °




In the general case, for example, if 0 < |z| < R+ 1 and |y| > R+ 3, then
one can find z; and z2 such that |z1] = R+ 1, |22] = R+ 3 and

|z —yl = |z — 21| + |21 — 22| + |22 — .
Then
|f(@) = f)] <If(z) = flz)| + [ f(21) = f(z2)]
<Clog N|z — z1| + (C + M) log N|z1 — 22| + 2C
logN

log N

<(C + M)log N|z — y| + 2C

Thus we see that ¢rf satisfies the assumption. O
Now we prove that the pathwise uniqueness holds for SDE ([I.T]).

Theorem 3.1 If Assumption 31l holds with p = 2, then pathwise unique-
ness holds for the SDE ({I1).

Proof: Let X; and Y; be two solutions of (II]) with the same initial
value. For N > 0, we define the stopping time

7~ = inf{t > 0,|X¢| or |Y;| > N}.

Since the solutions are assumed to be conservative, then 7n tends to +oo
as N — +4o0.
Applying Tté-formula to | X — Vi |?, we get

dIXe = Yil* =2 (Xem = Yee, f(Xeo) = f(Yem)) dt + [|g(Xe-) — g(Ye) || dt

/|h Xio,u) — h(Yio, )|’ u(du)dt
+2(Xe- = Yie, g(Xe—) — g(Yio)) AW

+ /u X —Vie 4+ (h(Xt—,u) — h(Yie,u))|* — | X;— — Yi_|*N(du, dt).
Taking expectation, we get that
E[|Xinry — Yinry|?] SE[/Ot 2/ f(X(snrn)=) = FXsnrm) NI X(sarn)— = Yisary)—ds]
Bl 9K anmy) — 9 Vioney) | ds]

t
+ E| / / (X oy ) — B(Viapr)— s 0) 2pi(dus)ds].
0 u

By Holder inequality and Assumption 3] we have

log N
N2o °

t
E[|Xinry — Yinry|?] < (14 Clog N)E| / |Xinry — Yonry |2ds] + CT
0

Thanks to Gronwall lemma, we get

log N

B[ Xinry = Yinen '] € CT 57

10



If T < Z, then, letting N — o0, it holds that
B[IX: —Y:[’] <0,

which implies that, given ¢ > 0, X; = Y: almost surely. Thus almost
surely, we have X; = Y3, for all t € Q N[0,7T]. Since the path is cadlag,
we have that X and Y are indistinguishable before Z.
Starting again from & and applying the same argument as above, we get
that almost surely, X; =Y; for t € [, %"] Repeating this procedure, we
finally get that for every T > 0, the two solutions are indistinguishable.
0
Next we consider the comparison principle for (II]). As the example
given in previous, we see that it will not hold in general because of the
appearance of the random jump. But some additional assumptions, espe-
cially the non-decreasing of h, will imply the comparison principle in the

one-dimensional case.
Assumption 3.2 Let C > 0 and o > 0. For any integer M > e, one can
find a non-decreasing continuous function rar such that
log M
Mo’

|f(z) = f(y)| < Clog M|z —y| + C
(9(z) — 9(¥))* < ri(lz — yl),

/M (h(z,u) — h(y, u))2u(du) < (|2 — yl),

for all x|, |y| < M.The function ry should also satisfy fol du +oo.

r'ﬁl(u) -
Moreover the function h is nondecreasing, i.e.

h(z,u) < h(y,u), forallz < y,ucl.

Theorem 3.2 In the one-dimensional case, let (fi,g,h) and (f2,g,h) be
two sets of coefficients that satisfy Assumption[3.D. Furthermore, we have

H(z) < f2(x), for all z € R.

Let X' and X? be the associated solutions for (I1). If Xg < Xg, then
almost surely
X} < XZ, for allt €[0,T).

Proof: For n € N, let {a.} be the sequence defined by: ap =1 > a1 >
az > ... > an > ... — 0 and satisfies

\/\an,1 du .
an  The(w)

For each n, let ¢, be a non-negative continuous function such that its
support is contained in (an,an—1) and satisfies

/anfl bn(w)du =1 and 73, (u)dn (u) < %

n

For every n, the function ¢ (z) := { [ [/ ¢n(2)dzdy}1(0 4c0)(x) has the
following properties,

Yn € C*(R),¥n(z) T 2 when n — 400, ¢/, (z) < 1 and ri,(|z|)yn(z) <

3

11



Define the stopping time 7as:
v = inf{t > 0, |X}| or |X7| > M}.
Using Ito-formula and taking expectation, it follows that
E[n(Xinry — Xinry)) = L+ L2 + I,

where

L :E[/ wn S/\TM s/\'rM)(fl( S/\TM) f2( S/\TM))dS]7
= _E[/ 1/)7/; XS/\‘I'M Xs2/\7—M)( (Xs/\‘rM) (Xs/\‘rM))2d5]7

Iy = E[/ / Dxi o x? ho(snman) ) Yn (X (saran)— — Xfsary—)i(du)ds],
o Ju SATAL) (sATar)
ho(S,'LL) = h(X;,'LL) - h(X§7U)

By Assumption 3:2] and the construction of 1, we see that

I < E[/ wn Xs/\Tju - s/\‘rM)(fl( s/\‘rM) fl( s/\Tju))dS]

(3.2)
< Clog ME| / (Xrryy = X2rry) ds] + 01T
0
and
cT
o< SB[ WOy = X WX, = X D) < .
(3.3)
Note that, by Taylor’s expansion,
Dyu(x) = (y - @) / Wl + tly — 2)(1 — )t
2
< %/ a4ty — )1~ i
0
2
y—x)® _
< W2 ),
if x(y —x) > 0.
Thus, by the monotonicity of h, we have
2 2 cT
I < E| / LR (X = X2, ) [ Wi A wtyas] < <L
u
(3.4)
Combining B32)), (33) and B4), we get
log MT CT
Bl (Xinry X ] S Clog MBL (X2, =X, ) 40" O
0
Letting n — +o0, we have
¢ log M'T
E[(X{nry —Xinry) '] < Clog ME] / (Xinry —Xinmy,) Tds]+C §4
0

12



Gronwall lemma implies that

log M

E[(th/\rM - XEATM)Jr] < CTw-

T < 5%, letting M — +o00, we have

E[(X{ - x))f] <o,
Thus we prove that almost surely X} < X2 for all ¢ € o, %] Starting
from 5% and applying the same argument as above, we get that X} < X?

for all t € [5%, &]. Repeating this procedure, one can finally show that
for every T > 0, almost surely X¢ < X7 for all t € [0, T). O

As an application of Theorem 2] and 3] we will study one particular
case:

t t
Xt:x—|—/ Xsflog|XS,|ds+/ Xs—+/|log | Xs—||dWs
0 0
t
+/ /XS,\/|10g|XS,||u]\~7(du7ds).
0o Ju

Here z € R, W, is one dimensional standard Brownian motion and N (du, dt)
is a Poisson random measure with the intensity measures satisfies
Jo lul? u(dus) < +oo.

(3.5)

Note that the coefficients satisfy Assumption ZIlwith p(s) = log(s). And,
as point out in [3] (Proposition 4.1), Assumption [B1lis also satisfied.

Theorem 3.3 Let T > 0 be fized. For any x € R, the SDE (33) admits
a unique strong solution.

Proof: For any N > 0, one can find a smooth cut-off function ¢y
satisfying the assumption in Lemma [3.J] Consider the following SDE:

dXt :(Z)N(th)th lOg |Xt7 |dt =+ (Z)N(th)th \/ | lOg |Xt7 ||th

+/ On (X2 ) Xe—+/]log | X;_|[uN (du, dt).
u

Note that the coefficients of ([3.6]) are continuous and bounded. By Lemma
Bl they also satisfy Assumption Bl Hence, by Theorem 175 in [16],
we see that (3.0) has a weak solution. Theorem [31] also implies that the
pathwise uniqueness holds for this SDE. It is well-known that the existence
of weak solutions and pathwise uniqueness imply the existence of strong
solutions (See [16] Theorem 137] and Barczy et al [4]). Hence for any
N > 0, we have a strong solution X for (B8). Define the stopping time
7n = inf{t > 0,|X7'| > N}. Again, by the pathwise uniqueness, we see
that

(3.6)

X=X it < TNy AT
Thus we define the process X:
X :XtN, if t < 7n for some N.

Then we see that X; is a solution for (B3] up to a lifetime ¢ := limy 00 TN -
But Theorem 2] implies that ¢ = +o0o almost surely. Thus X is a strong
solution for the SDE (3.3)). O

13



4 Non-contact property and continuity
of the stochastic flow

In this section, we consider the stochastic flow associated with (II)). We
will prove that the solutions X:(x) with initial value = satisfy the non-
contact property and have a modification continuous with respect to x.
The following assumption is needed.

Assumption 4.1 The map Ty : x — x + h(z,u) is homeomorphic. For
the inverses {Ay}, there exists a positive constant K > 0 such that

[Au(2)| < K(1+]z]) and |Au(z)—Au(y)| < K|z—y|, for al z,y e R™ ucld.

For the proof of Theorem 1] we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1 Set F(z) = (e + |z|*) . If Assumption[[1] is satisfied and
Assumption [31] holds for any p > 1, then we have:

(1) F(z — 2’ + h(z,u) — h(z',u)) < (1 + K*)F(z — z') for all z,2' €
R™uwel,

(2) There exists a constant ¢’ independent of € such that, for all |x|,|y| <
N

LF(I — 2’ +h(z,u) — h(z',u)) — F(z —a') — (VF(z — z'), h(z,u) — h(m/,u)>u(du)

5
F2 ! F2 s
(Jff ) + log N (@—2)

<c'{log NF(z —z') 4+ log N o N3 }

(4.1)

Proof: We shall prove the first assertion. Since A,, is uniformly Lipschitz
continuous, we have

[Au(y) = Au(y) < Kly — '],

Substituting y = I'y(z) and y’ = T', () in the above inequality, we obtain
that
|z — 2’| < K|Tyw(x) — Tyw(z")|, for any z, 2.

|
Then it holds that € + |z — 2| < (1 + K?)(e + |Tu(z) — Tu(z')]?) for any
€ > 0, which implies that

F(z — o'+ ha,u) — h(z',u)) =(e + [Tu(z) - Tu(2)[*) ™
<A+ K (e+|o—a'?) !
=(1+ K*)F(z — ).

Now we prove the second assertion. Set w = z — 2’ and k = g(z,u) —
g(z’,u). Then we have the following equality

F(w+ k) — F(w) — (VF(w), k)
= — |k’ F(w + k) F(w) — 2 (w, k) F(w)(F(w + k) — F(w)).

It holds that F(w + k) — F(w) = —(|k|? + 2 (w, k) F(w + k) F (w).
Since |w| < Ffé(w)7 we have

|F(w 4+ k) — F(w)| <|kPF(w + k)F(w) + 2|w||k|F(w + k) F(w)
<|BP(1+ K2 F* (w) + 2|k[(1 + K*) F? (w),
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where we use the first assertion to get the second inequality.
Therefore,

|F(w+ k) — F(w) — (VF(w), k)|
<|kPF(w + k)F(w) + 2|w||k|F (w)|F(w + k) — F(w)|
<5k (1 + K2)F?(w) + 2/k[* (1 + K2)F3 (w).

Now integrate both sides of the above inequality with respect to the mea-
sure u. According to Assumption Bl we see that

/1;[ F(z —2' +h(z,u) — h(z',u)) — F(x —a') = (VF(z — 2'), h(z,u) — h(z',u)) p(du)

5
F?%(w) F2(w)
< 7(1+ K?)Clog NF(w) 4+ 5C(1 4+ K?)log N N T200+ K?)log N N
Thus we obtain (&I]). |

Now we prove the non-contact property.

Theorem 4.1 Assume that Assumptions[{.1]is satisfied and Assumption
[l holds for any p > 1. For x # y, let X¢(x) and X¢(y) be the solutions
of SDE (I1) starting, respectively from x andy. We assume that that the
strong solutions for {I1) are conservative (i.e. P(t = +o00) = 1). Then
we have almost surely X (x) # X¢(y) for all0 <t <T.

Proof: Denote by X:(x) and X:(y) the solutions of (LI)) starting, re-
spectively, from x and y. We set
7~ = inf{t > 0; | X¢(z)| or |Yi(y)| > N},
and 1
(v =inf{t > 0; | Xe(2) -~ Xa(y)l < 5}
Then, as N goes to +o0, we have 7n tends to +o0o0 and (n tends to
¢ = inf{t > 0;|X¢—(x) — X¢—(y)| or | X¢(z) — X¢(y)| = 0}. Denote by
SN = €N NTN.
Consider the function F(z) = (e +|z|?)" for all € > 0. Set n; := X, (z) —
Xt (y) and ho(s,u) := h(Xs(z),u) — h(Xs(y),u). Applying Itd-formula to
F(n:), we get

F(neney) = F(no) + I(t Aen) + Ta(t Asn) + M(t Acn)
with
10 = [ (DF ). 7X@ - S0 @) s

3 [ D FO 00 () — g0 @)X ) — 9(Xe ()
I (t) = /Ot /M D, n(x.— @) w)—h(X,— () F (ns-)pu(du)ds,

M(t) :/O (DF (15—, 9(Xs—(2)) — 9(Xs—(y)))) dWs

[ [ PO B @) = X (). 0) = P ) N ds),
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According to Assumption 3.1} we see that
t
1) <2 [ el o) F(Xm (0) = (X ()

+ /0 [F2(15=) + 4lns— F* ()] l9(Xa—(2)) — 9(Xa= ()1 ds

t t
§ClogN/ F(nS,)ds%-C’logN/ F?(ns—)ds.
0 0

N2U
(4.2)
By (@), we see that
t 2 5
I(t) gc/ {log NF(ns—) + log N% + log N%}ds.
0
(4.3)

Since w55 < F~'(nsacy) for all s < ¢y, combining @Z) and E3), it
follows that

tASN

LitAsn)+ L(tAsn) < C’logN/ F(ns—)ds.
0

Taking expectation, we have

Ewwmwnscw%NEMmeMwm4

Using Gronwall lemma, we obtain that
E[F (nincy)] < F(no)N*,
that is
E[(e + [Xency (@) = Xeney W)|) 71 < (e + |z — /) TN
Letting € — 0 in the previous inequality, we get
E[|Xinoy (2) = Xeney ()| 77 < |z =y *N". (4.4)

On the set {{n <t A 7n}, since the path is right continuous, we see that
Incy | < 5. Combining with (), we get that

N*P((y <tATn) < |z —y| 2N,

that is
PUln <tA7n) <|z— y|72NCt72".

Letting N — 400 in the previous inequality, we obtain for ¢ < %"7

Plc <] =0.

Now starting from %" and using the same argument as above, we get for
20 4o

any te [77 < b

Plc<t]=0.
It is easy to see that Ty = 2%" goes to +00 as k tends to +o0o. Arguing
recursively on k, one can prove that, for any ¢t > 0

P(C<t) =0,
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Now we consider the continuity of the stochastic flow associated with
(Td). The following theorem is essential.

Theorem 4.2 In addition to the assumption of Theorem [, we also
assume that the coefficients f and g are uniformly bounded and

sup/ [h(z, )| pldu) < +o00
e Ju

for any p > 2. Then, for any R,T > 0 and each p > 2 there exists a
positive constant C(p, R,T) such that for any |z|,|y| < R and any t €
(0,77,

5
B[ X¢(z) — Xe(y)|*] < Clp, R, T)[|z — 9| T + |z —y|% + & — y[**].

For the proof of Theorem 2] we need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.2 Under the assumptions of Theorem[{.2, for any p > 1, we
have
Py <tATN) < 1V K)|z —y|PNCD1H27,

for some constant C(p) depending on p. The stopping times Tn and (N
are those that defined in the proof of Theorem [{.1]

Proof: The processes n:, ho(t,u) and the stopping times (n, 7n and
¢n are defined as in the proof of Theorem A1l Set 7(z) = & + |z|* and
R(z) = rP(zx) for any € > 0 and p > 1. Direct computation indicates that
the gradient and the Hessian matrix of R are

DR(x) = 2p(e + |o?)"a,
and
D*R(z) = 2p(e + [P T + dp(p — 1)(e + o) 2w @

where [ is the identity matrix and x ® x is the tensor product of z, i.e.
((z @ )¢, €) = ((z,€))*, for any £ € R™.

Thus we see that, for some 6 € [0, 1],
Da+yR(z) = (D*R(z + 0y)y, y)
=2p(e + |z + 0y|*)"y[* + 4p(p — 1) (e
+ |z + 0y|*)P 72| (2 + 0y, ) |?

<CE){r" @)yl + 772 @) y|* +r @)yl 72 + [y,
(4.5)
with the constant C'(p) depending on p.
Applying It6 formula to R(ns), we have

R(meney) = R(mo) + Li(t Asn) + L2(t Asn) + M(tAsn)
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with
5i(t) :/Ot (DR(ns-), f(Xs—(2)) = f(Xs-(y))) ds
+ % /Ot (D*R(ns—)(9(Xs—(2)) — 9(Xs— (1)), 9(Xs—(2)) — 9(Xs—(y))) ds,
0= [ [ Do snate o Ren (s,
M(t) :/Ot (DR(ns-),9(Xs—(2)) — 9(Xs—(y))) dWs

+ / /M [R(1s + ho(s—u)) — R(ns_ )N (du, ds).

The estimation of I () is almost the same as that in the proof of Theorem
(41l Now we consider I2(t). By (&) and Assumption 3] we see that

L(t) <C(p //[ (1o o (5= ) 2 + 17 2(0) o (s5— )
(e ho(s— )P~ + [ho(s—, u)[*]ds

rp Y(ns— P72 (ns—
p) log N{ / (s N(QZ ) 4 N(ﬂ, )
r(ns-)

N(@2p—2)o NZpa]dS}'

+

Since ﬁlg? < r(ns) for s < sy, we get

I(t) < C(p) logN/O R(ns—)ds.

Thus, taking expectation, it follows that

BlR(sor)] < ROw) + C)log V| Y Rlne)lds.

Using Gronwall lemma, we obtain
E[R(nency)] < R(no)N“®. (4.6)
Letting € — 0, we get
E[|Xinryncy () = Xenryacy (@) < |z — y|27’NC(P>t‘

On the subset {{n <t A7n}, we see that |ns] > 7 for all s < (n. Thus
Incy| > 5 if the path is left continuous at (x. On the other hand, if
there is a jump at {n, according to Assumption 1] we have

[ Xen () = Xy (9)] =Tu(Xen - (2) = Tu(Xen - (9)]

1
> F'XCN*(J:) - XCN*(?/)'
1 1

>
— K N°
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In both cases, it holds that

1,1
>IN =)—.

Thus we have the following inequality

1

1
(1A )3 PCy < tATN) < [0 — gD

which implies that
Py <tATn) < (1V K)|z — y[PNCPIF2Po,

0
The following lemma has been proved in [14] (Theorem 2.11, pp.332).

Lemma 4.3 Consider a d-dimensional semimartingale with the following
decomposition:

¢ ¢ ¢
dX; ::c+/ f(s—)ds—|—/ g(s—)dWS+/ /h(s—,u)N(du,ds).
0 0 o Ju
For any p > 2, there exists a constant C(p) such that

P
2

Flsup Xl < Co){lal” + Bl / 1F(8)lds)*] + E[( / l9(s)[2ds) 3]

- +E[(/Ot/u|h(s,u)|2p(du)d5)%] +E[/Ot/uIh(s,U)l”u(du)ds]}-

Proof of Theorem According to Lemma [£3] we see that, for any
R,T>0andp>2

My rr = sup E[ sup |Xi(z)|P] < +oo. (4.7)
|e|<R O<t<T

Let X;(z) and X;(y) be the solutions of SDE (II)) starting, respectively
from x and y. The definition of the stopping times (x and 7n is the same
as that in the proof of Theorem Il Set ry(z) = ¢ + w55 + |2|* and
Rn(z) = r{ (). Since rn(z) > 55, by similar arguments as in the proof
of Lemma [£.2] we have the following inequality:

Bl (enr )] < Rov(m) + C() og NE[ | T R (nry )ds]

with some constant C'(p) only depending on p.
Thanks to Gronwall lemma, it follows that

E[Ry (minry)] < R (o) NO@,

which is

1
N2o

1
El(e + w55 + nenrs )] < (64 555 + e =y’ NP (4.8)

N2o

19



For t > 0, we set Yi(x) := supp< ., [Xs(2)|-
Arguing as in [3], we show that

+oo
e+ X (@)= X)) = > (e+|1Xe (@)= X (W) ) Lin—1<v7 (o) vy ()< N}
N=1
which implies that
(e + | Xe(@) — Xe(y)|*)P
= io (e + [ Xenry @) = Xenry W) LN C1<vp@vyr@<ny X Licy<rary)
.
+sz:1(8 + [ Xtnryncn (B) = Xearyacn (y)\2)p1{N71§YT(z)vYT(y)<N} X licy>TAary}

Using Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we get

E[(e + | Xi(z) — Xe(y)[*)]
+oo
<3 Bl + [Xunry (0) = Xonry (4)*)7]2

N=1

X (PIN — 1 < Yp(z)V Yr(y))T (PlCy < T A7y])®
+oo
+ 37 El(e + [Xenryncy (@) = Xenryacy @)1)7]2

N=1
x (PIN — 1 < Yr(2) V Yr(y))* (PlCn > T Arw))i
(£8) and (L)) indicates that

El(e + 1 Xinryncn (@) = Xenryrcw )[)] < (e + |z — y )P NOCP?

and
1 1
El(e + Nao + mearn 2)?P] < (e + o + |z — y|2)2pNC(2p)t,
By (@7), we see that, for any ¢ > 2,
Mpg. g1
PN -1<Y; VY, < =
[ <Yr(z) VYr(y) < N -1y

Lemma shows that
Py <tATn) < (1V K)|z — y|?P NCWIHH2re,
Thus we have

El(e + [ Xe(2) = Xe()*)"]

+oo
1 2 Cc(2p)t
SZ(E+W+|JJ—ZJ| )P NCEP

N=1
Mpqr |1 oy 1
X (B (AV K)o — PN
= 2\p ArC(2p) Mpgg1 |1
+ ) (e |z —y )P NI x (i) d
2 -1
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This implies that

E[(e + [ Xe(x) — Xe(2)[?)?]
1 I
< et o —yP)Ple —yl BV E)ME, Y NPT
N=1

—1 P 1 w3 C(p,T)—20—41 (49)
+ 2P e —y|2 AV KM, 2 > NP i
N=1
2 1 = C(p,T)—12
+ etz —y)ME, 7 Y NPT
N=1

Choosing ¢ sufficiently large, the right hand side of (£3) will converge.
Thus there exists a positive constant C(p, R, T) such that

E[(e+]Xe(2)—X: (y)|*)"] < Cp, R, T)[(e+]a—y|*)P la—y| 2 +]z—y| 2 +(e+z—y|?)"].
Letting € — 0, we get that

5
B[ X¢(z) — Xe(y)|*] < Clp, R, T)[|z — 9| + |z —y|% + & — y[**].

Remark 4.1 Similarly, one can show that

5
E[ sup |Xs(z) — Xs()[*] < Cp, R, T)[|lx — y| T + |z —y|¥ + |z — y[*7]

0<s<t
(4.10)
Consider D(R™) the space of all cadlig R™-valued fucntion on RT equipped
with the Skorohod topology induced by the metric d (see Chapter 6 in [11)]).
For any two path x and y, we have d(x.a¢, Y-at) < SUPg< o<y [Ts—Ys|- [(£10)
and Kolmogorov theorem imply that there is a versioﬁ)?.M(:c) of Xae(x)

such that almost surely X.n:(x) 15 continuous in x as a mapping from R™
to D(R™).

Now we show the continuity of the stochastic flow.

Theorem 4.3 In addition to the assumption of Theorem[{.1], assume that
f and g are locally bounded and

sup / |h(z,w)Pu(du) < 400, for any p>2 and R > 0.
lz|<RJu

Then, for each t > 0, there is a version X,(x) of X¢(x) that is continuous
on R™ almost surely.

Proof: We will proceed as in [7]. First, we assume that the coefficients
are compactly support in the set {|z| < R}. Then, by Theorem [£2]

5
B[ X¢(z) - Xe(y)|*] < Clp, R, T)[|z — y| T + |z —y|% + & — y[**].

Taking p > d+1 and using Kolmogorov theorem, we show that the solution
X:(x) admits a continuous version X;(z) in |z| < R+ 1. Moreover, since
the coefficients are compact supported and the pathwise uniqueness holds
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for (CI), we have X;(z) = = for all |z| > R+ 4. Thus we can extend
X, (x) continuously on R™.

In the general case, for any R > 0, we consider a smooth function ¢r :
R™ — R satisfying

0<¢r<1,¢r(z)=1for |z| <R+ 1,¢r(z)=0for |z| > R+3

and |¢z(z)| < 1. Consider the following SDE:

Xe=ot [ 6r(X)f06 s+ [ or(Xe (X)W,
0 0 (4.11)

+/Ot/u¢R(Xs,)h(XS,7u)N(du7ds).

Let X7 (x) be a solution of @II). The discussion above indicates that
one can assume that X%, (z) is continuous in z as a D(R™)-valued func-
tion. We know that if w, tends to w in the Skorohod topology and w is
continuous at time ¢, then wy(t) tends to w(t) (Proposition 2.4 in Section
6.2 of [II], pp. 305). By the quasi-left continuity of X%, we see that
almost surely X = XF. Thus almost surely XtR(x) is continuous in =
as a R™-valued function. Define the stopping time

() == inf{t > 0,|X{(z)| > N}
and

7~ (z) == inf{t > 0, | X¢(z)| > N}.
Since the pathwise uniqueness holds, for |z| < R, we have

X[ (x) = Xi(x), for any N < Rand t < 7
and
m~(z) = 78 (x), for all R > N.

For |z| < R, we define

Xi(z) = X[ (2) if t < 75 (2).

Then X;(z) is a version of X;(x). Let us prove that X;(z) is continuous
in z for almost all w. Fix xg. Then, one can find some R > |zo| depending
on w, such that Tgill (z) > t+ ¢ for a small e. By Remark [£1] we can

find a neighborhood Bs(zo) such that 7571 (z) > t 4 ¢ for all € Bs(xo).

~ R+1 ~
Hence, X;(x,w) = X/ (z,w) for all x € Bs(xo) which implies that X, (x)
is continuous at xg. 0
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