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Abstract

In a previous report, the second and third authors gave general theorems
for unique strong solutions of infinite-dimensional stochastic differential equa-
tions (ISDEs) describing the dynamics of infinitely many interacting Brownian
particles. One of the critical assumptions is the “IFC” condition. The IFC
condition requires that, for a given weak solution, the scheme consisting of the
finite-dimensional stochastic differential equations (SDEs) related to the ISDEs
exists. Furthermore, the IFC condition implies that each finite-dimensional SDE
has unique strong solutions. Unlike other assumptions, the IFC condition is chal-
lenging to verify, and so the previous report only verified it for solutions given
by quasi-regular Dirichlet forms. In the present paper, we provide a sufficient
condition for the IFC requirement in more general situations. In particular, we
prove the IFC condition without assuming the quasi-regularity or symmetry of
the associated Dirichlet forms. As an application of the theoretical formulation,
the results derived in this paper are used to prove the uniqueness of Dirichlet
forms and the dynamical universality of random matrices.

1 Introduction

We consider the dynamics of infinitely many interacting Brownian particles in the
Euclidean space R%. We assume that each particle X* moves under the effect of itself
and the other infinitely many particles. The dynamics X = (X});en can be described
by the following infinite-dimensional stochastic differential equation (ISDE):

t t
X;eXg:/ a(X;;,aeff)dB;+/ b(XE, X%)du (i € N). (1.1)
0 0

Here, B = (B)$2, where { B'};en denotes independent copies of d-dimensional Brow-
nian motion, and X*¢ = {%io} represents the unlabeled dynamics given by

X0 =) by (1.2)
i


http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.03214v2

2 Infinite-dimensional stochastic differential equations and tail o-fields IT

The coefficients o and b are defined on R? x &, where & denotes the configuration
space over R? (see (2ZI))). Note that the functions ¢ and b are independent of i € N
and all particles { X7} en j# are indistinguishable in ([L2)). These conditions enable
(T to describe the motion of identical interacting particles.

A pair of (R?)N-valued, continuous processes (X, B) defined on a filtered proba-
bility space (Q,F, P, {F;}) satisfying (LI is called a weak solution, where B is an
{F:}-Brownian motion. Loosely speaking, if X is a functional of B and an initial
starting point s, then the weak solution (X, B) is called a strong solution. We say
the pathwise uniqueness of solutions holds if any pair of weak solutions (X, B) and
(X', B) with the same Brownian motion B defined on the common filtered probability
space (Q,F, P, {F:}) with Xy = X{, almost surely (a.s.) satisfies P(X = X') = 1.
We say that uniqueness in law holds if the distributions of X and X’ coincide for any
pair of weak solutions (X,B) and (X’,B’) with the same initial distribution. The
pathwise uniqueness of weak solutions implies the uniqueness in law because of the
Yamada-Watanabe theory [6], 22].

Typical examples of ISDEs are interacting Brownian motions. Each particle moves
under the force of its self-potential ®(z) and the interaction potential ¥(z,y). Then

t t o0

X} — X} =Bl - é/ V. ®(X1)du — 5 D VL U(X), X])du (i €N).  (1.3)

2 Jo 2Jo =
J#i
Here, V, = (%)Ll and (3 is a positive constant called the inverse temperature.

Lang derived general solutions to ISDE (3] by constructing a reversible solution
starting from almost all points under the condition ® = 0 and ¥ € C3(R%) [11} [12].
Here, we say that a solution X = (X%);cy is reversible with respect to a random
point field p (pu-reversible) if the associated unlabeled process X =, dx: is p-
symmetric and p is an invariant probability of X. Recall that a random point field p
is a probability measure on the configuration space & by definition.

Fritz explicitly described the set of starting points for up to four dimensions [3],
and the third author of the present paper solved the equation for hardcore Brownian
balls [25]. These results used Itd’s method, and required the coefficients to be smooth
and have compact support. These conditions exclude physically interesting examples
of long-range interaction potentials, such as the Lennard-Jones 6-12 potential and
Riesz potentials. In particular, the logarithmic potential that appears in random
matrix theory is also excluded.

Typical examples of ISDEs with logarithmic interaction potentials are the Dyson
model in R and the Ginibre interacting Brownian motion in R?:

o0

i i LB 1 ,
Xt — XO = Bt —+ E ) rli)nolo Z mdu (Z S Z) (14)
|Xi—Xi|<r, j#i =Y “

and

i i i ' i . X, —Xi i
Xt — XO = Bt — /0 Xudu +/0 Tlig.lo Z mdu (’L S N) (15)
| X3 | <r, j#i “

The Gaussian unitary ensemble relates to the former with § = 2, and the Ginibre en-
semble corresponds to the latter. These two examples indicate that strong long-range
interactions cause significant difficulties in solving ISDEs. Indeed, in the conventional
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approach based on It6’s scheme, the coefficients of the stochastic differential equations
(SDEs) must have local Lipschitz continuity. In the case of ISDEs, the coeflicients
are not defined on the whole space and are never Lipschitz continuous, even locally.
Nevertheless, Tsai [26] proved the pathwise uniqueness and existence of strong solu-
tions of (4 with a general 8. For this, he used a specific ISDE structure that was
valid only for that model.

The second author of the present paper solved ISDEs using Dirichlet form tech-
niques [17, (18] 19, [20]. The results were applied to an extensive range of interaction
potentials, including all of Ruelle’s class potentials and the logarithmic potential.
However, the solution was only a weak solution.

In [22], the second and third authors established a general theory for the existence
and pathwise uniqueness of strong solutions X = (X*);ey of ISDEs. This result
proved the existence of a strong solution and the pathwise uniqueness of solutions
under almost the same generality as [I8]. However, it was assumed that the solution
was associated with a quasi-regular Dirichlet form. In [I0], we constructed a weak
solution associated with a Dirichlet form, which may not necessarily be quasi-regular.
Thus, the uniqueness determined in the previous papers [I8, 22] must be considered
unsatisfactory.

One of the critical assumptions of the general theory in [22] is the “IFC” condition.
This requirement is a weak point of [22] (see Section [Z5]). In [22], the IFC condition
is verified if the solution of an ISDE is associated with a quasi-regular Dirichlet form.
The purpose of this paper is to present a sufficient condition under which the IFC
condition holds. In particular, we shall prove the IFC condition without assuming
the quasi-regularity of the associated Dirichlet form (Theorem [6.]) or the symmetry
of the dynamics (Theorem [5.8]).

We now explain the IFC condition. For a given weak solution (X,B) of (L))
we introduce an Infinite system of Finite-dimensional SDEs with Consistency (IFC).
That is, we consider the family of finite-dimensional SDEs of Y™ = (Y™)™ , m € N,
given by

Yyt = /0 o (Y Q00 + X7%)dB], + /0 (Y™ Y + X )du (1.6)

with the initial condition
Yqi =s" (1.7)

Here, for each m € N, we set s™ = (s;)7,; for s = (s;)$°;, and let B™ = (B)",
denote the (R?)™-valued Brownian motions which is the first m-components of the
original infinite-dimensional Brownian motion B = (B%);cy. Furthermore,

m e o)
W= "Gyms and X = ) by

J#i j=m+1

We set X™* = (X*)?°, ;. Then X" is a function of X™*. Hence, X"* is a
component of the coefficients in SDE ([[L6). We regard X™* as a random environment
and call (LO) an SDE of random environment type. By construction, SDE (L6l)
becomes time-inhomogeneous although the original ISDE (L)) is time-homogeneous.

We call (Y™, B™,X"™*) a weak solution of ([L6]) starting at s™ if it satisfies (L8]
and (7). Note that Y™ is defined on the same filtered space (2, F, P,{F:}) as
(X,B). We call the weak solution (Y™,B™,X™*) a strong solution if Y™ is a
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function of the initial starting point s™ and (B™,X™*). We postulate that Y™ is a
function of not only B™, but also X™*. Thus, the definition of a strong solution is
different from the conventional form. We say that the pathwise uniqueness of solutions
of (LB) holds if any two weak solutions (Y™, B™,X™*) and (Y™, B™, X™*) with
Y7 = Y7 satisfy P(Y™ = Y"™) = 1; see Section 24 for details.

We say that ISDE (1)) satisfies the IFC condition for a weak solution (X,B)
starting at s if the SDE (L6]) has a pathwise unique strong solution for each m € N.

Following [22], we explain how the IFC condition implies the pathwise uniqueness
of solutions and the existence of strong solutions. Let X™ = (X! ..., X™) be the
first m-components of X = (X%),en. Obviously, (X", B™, X™*) is a weak solution
of (LA for (X,B). Hence, the IFC condition implies consistency of Y™ in the sense
that

Y" =X™ P-as. for each m € N. (1.8)

The identity (8] plays a crucial role in the general theory in [22]. Indeed, taking
the limit as m — oo in (.8]), we obtain
X= lim Y™ P-as. (1.9)

m—0o0
Let Tpatn be the tail o-field of the labeled process:

oo

Tpatn = [ ) o[X™]. (1.10)

m=1

Note that Y™ is a function of (s, B, X™*). Let (s,B) be fixed. Then Y™ becomes a
function of X™*. Because Y™ is o[X"*]-measurable for each m € N, we have that X
is Tpasn-measurable from ([L9) and (LI0). Hence, X is a function of (s, B) if Tpasn is
P(-|(s,B))-trivial, where P(-|(s,B)) denotes the regular conditional probability of
P conditioned at (s,B). Therefore, X is a strong solution. Similarly, we can prove
the pathwise uniqueness in terms of the tail o-field 7patn. Thus the problem reduces
to the study of the tail o-field T,atn of the labeled path space under P(- (s, B)).

Let X = {X;} be the unlabeled dynamics of X = (X*) such that X, = ",y Oxi-
By definition X is an &-valued process, where & is the configuration space over R%.
We assume that X has an equilibrium state pu. Let T be the tail o-field of &. Then,
the triviality of Tpatn under P can be deduced from the triviality of 7 under p [22]
Theorem 5.1].

All the determinantal random point fields are tail trivial [21], 13| [I]. Furthermore,
even if u is not tail trivial, we can decompose y into tail trivial components for a wide
range of random point fields p called quasi-Gibbs measures [22] Theorem 3.2]. From
these, we can construct pathwise unique, strong solutions of various ISDEs arising
from random matrix theory (see Section [7]).

The IFC condition asserts that a weak solution X remains in a well-behaved subset
where the coefficients of the finite-dimensional SDEs (@) have sufficient regularity
such that (L6]) has a unique strong solution. Thus, the problem is to prevent X from
reaching undesirable domains. In [22], the second and third authors of the present
paper proved the IFC condition for the case where a weak solution (X, B) is associated
with a quasi-regular Dirichlet form. Quasi-regularity of the associated Dirichlet form
allows us to use the notion of capacity, which is a critical tool in proving such a
condition. In the present paper, we shall prove the IFC condition without utilizing
the concept of capacity.
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Once we have established the IFC condition under general requirements in the
main theorem Theorem [3.I] we have the uniqueness of weak solutions of ISDEs under
the same circumstances. This uniqueness yields various striking applications. The
first application is the uniqueness of Dirichlet forms [10]. For a given random point
field p, there are two natural Dirichlet forms, which are called the upper Dirichlet
form (£€,D) and the lower Dirichlet form (£,D) in [I0]. Each of these satisfies the
relation

(€,D) < (€,D) (1.11)

in the sense that D D D and E(f, f) < E(f, f) for all f € D. Using Theorem Bl and
[10, 22], we deduce that the equality (£,D) = (£, D) holds in (IT).

The identity (£, D) = (£, D) has a further application. The universality of random
matrices is a subject that has been extensively studied over the past two decades. The
universality implies that under very mild constraints, N-particle systems converge
to the equilibrium states appearing from random matrix theory. In [9], the first
and second authors of the present paper derived a dynamical counterpart to this
result. That is, they proved the weak convergence of the stochastic dynamics naturally
associated with N-particle systems to those of limit random point fields. For this,
they used the identity (£,D) = (£, D), which follows from the results of the present
paper.

In [16], upper Dirichlet forms are quasi-regular under a quite mild assumption
such that correlation functions are locally bounded. We then present a candidate of a
lower Dirichlet form which is not quasi-regular. We consider infinite particle systems
on R.

Let m; be positive continuous functions such that lim ;. mi(2) = 0o (i = 1,2).
Let £(f,9) = 3 [ f'¢’midz be the Dirichlet form on L*(R, modx) such that ¢ is the
increasing limit of eg(f,g) = %f[—R,R] f'g'midz on L?(R,madr) with the domain
given by the closure of C§°(R). Assume that the associated diffusion explodes.

Let P; be the Poisson point process with intensity m;dx. Consider the bilinear
form & = [D[f,g]dP1 on L?(&,P,). Here D is given by (52I)) by taking d = 1
and a = 1. Let (£,D) and (£, D) be the associated lower and upper Dirichlet form,
respectively. By the result in [I6] combined with the time change, we see (£,D) is
quasi-regular. On the other hand, we conjecture that (£, D) is not quasi-regular.

We emphasize that we shall prove the IFC condition without using the Dirichlet
form theory. A typical advantage of doing this is that we can apply the result to ISDEs
with skew-symmetric interactions. See Example [[71 The ISDE (79) is naturally
associated with a non-symmetric bilinear form. It is, however, not clear that the form
satisfies the weak sector condition. Lack of the weak sector condition prevents us
from using even for non-symmetric Dirichlet form theory [14].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we prepare a
set of notions to set up the problem. Section [ states the main theorems (Theorems
B B2 and [33), and Section [ presents proofs of Theorems 31, B2 and These
theorems give a sufficient condition for the IFC condition. In Section Bl we prove
other main theorems (Theorems (.8 and [(.10), which present the non-collision and
non-exit conditions from the tame set for non-symmetric dynamics. In Section [G
we prove another main theorem (Theorem [G.]) using Lyons-Zheng type martingale
decomposition for solutions of ISDEs. Theorem proves the result in Section [ for
the symmetric case. In Section [l we present various examples of ISDEs such as sine,
Bessel, and Ginibre interacting Brownian motions, as well as interacting Brownian
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motions with Ruelle’s class potentials. Furthermore, we present ISDEs with skew-
symmetric interactions. Section[§ (Appendix I) quotes some general results on ISDEs
from previous studies, and Section[d (Appendix IT) provides a proof for a Lyons-Zheng
type martingale decomposition for solutions of ISDEs.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Configuration spaces and Campbell measures

Let S be a closed set in R? such that the interior Sy is a connected open set satisfying
Sing = S and the boundary 0S has a Lebesgue measure of zero. Let & be the
configuration space over S, that is,

G={s= Zési ; 5(K) < oo for all compact sets K C S}. (2.1)

We equip & with the vague topology, under which & is a Polish space. A probability
measure on (&, B(6)) is called a random point field (a point process) on S. Here, in
the present paper, we denote by B(-) the Borel o-field of - for a topological space .

Let p be a random point field on S. A symmetric and locally integrable function
P S™ —[0,00) is called the n-point correlation function of p with respect to the
Lebesgue measure if p™ satisfies

o s(A)!
Pt (1, .. xy)de ~~~dzn:/ | | —————u(ds
/,ax’flx...xA’m (@ Jdz & (8(4i) — ky)! ()

for any sequence of disjoint bounded measurable sets A;,..., A, € B(S) and a se-
quence of natural numbers k1, . .., ky, satisfying k1 +- -+ k,;, = n. When s(4;) —k; <
0, according to our interpretation, s(A;)!/(s(A4;) — k;)! = 0 by convention.

Let il be the measure on (S x &, B(S) x B(&)) determined by

(A x B) = / s(A)u(ds), A€ B(S), B B(S).

The measure ji!l is called the one-Campbell measure of p. If p has a one-point
correlation function p', there exists a regular conditional probability i, of i satisfying

/ fie(B)p*(z)dx = (N (A x B), AeB(S), BeB(&).
A

The measure i, is called the Palm measure of u [7].
In this paper, we use the probability measure p,(-) = fiz(- — d,), which is called
the reduced Palm measure of p. Informally, . is given by p, = p(- — 02| s({z}) > 1).
We consider the Radon measure u!!! on S x& such that u!(dzds) = p* (). (ds)dz.
We always use ul!) instead of il!l. Hence, we call ul!! the one-Campbell measure of
. Similarly, we define pl™ by

[m] = (%) X.
By = [ ouelas)d

Here, jix is the reduced Palm measure of x conditioned at x € S™. We call ul™ the
m-Campbell measure of p. We set pl%) = p and call it the zero-Campbell measure.
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Note that uI™ is not necessarily a probability measure for m > 1 and, in particular, is
always an infinite measure if p is translation invariant and does not concentrate at the
empty configuration, whereas ul%! =y is always a probability measure by definition.

For a subset A C S, we set m4: 6 — & by ma(s) = s(-N A). A function f on &
is said to be local if f is o[rk]-measurable for some compact set K in S. For such a
local function f on G and a relatively compact open set O in S such that K C O, we
set a function f = fo defined on Y he OF such that fo(z1,...x1) restricted to OF
is symmetric in z; (j =1,...,k) for each k and that for r = )", 0,

f(r) = fO(xla---7$k>'

Here, the case k = 0, that is, SY corresponds to a constant function. Note that for
any relatively compact open sets O and O’ including K

fo(x1,...,x1) = for(zr,...,xx) forall (z1,...,21) € (ONO)F, (2.2)

Hence, f is well defined. We say a local function f is smooth if f is smooth in
(21,...,x) for each k.

2.2 Labeled and unlabeled path spaces

For a subset A of a topological space, the set consisting of the A-valued continuous
paths on [0,00) is denoted by W(A) = C([0,00); A). We equip W(SY) with the
Fréchet metric dist(-, ) given by

_ 1= 1
dist(w, w') = Z 2—T{ Z on min{1, [lw, — w;zHC([OvT];S)}}
T=1 n=1

for w = (wy)nen and W' = (wy, )nen, where we set ||w||c(jo,17,5) = suPeo, 1) [w(t)]-
Let & = {s = >, d,,} be the set of all measures on S consisting of countable point
measures. By definition, & C &. Let S = {2, S} U SN. Let u:S— & be such that

u((si)i) = Z Os; -

Then, u(s) = s for s = (s;); and s = >, d,,. Here S° is regarded as S° = {0} and
u(f) equals the zero measure. We call u an unlabeling map.

We endow SN with the product topology. For w = {w;} = {(w})} € W(SY), we
set

Upath (W) := u(wy) = Z 8 (2.3)

We call ttpan (W) the unlabeled path of w. Note that upaen (W) is not necessarily an

element of W(&), even if upan(w); € S for all ¢; see [22] Remark 3.10], for example.
Let & be the subset of G consisting of an infinite number of particles with no

multiple points. By definition, &,; = 65N &;, where &5 and &; are given by

Gs={s€6;s5{z})<1forallz €S}, & ={se;s(S)=oc0}. (2.4)

A measurable map [: S ; — SV is called a label on Sy if uol(s) = s for all 5 € &g ;.
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Let W (&) and W (S5 ;) be the sets consisting of all S¢- and S j-valued continuous
paths on [0,00). Each w € W(&;) can be written as o, = >, §,,:, where w' is an
S-valued continuous path defined on an interval I; of the form [0, b;) or (a;, b;), where
0 < a; < b; < oo. Taking maximal intervals of this form, we can choose [0,b;) and
(a;,b;) uniquely up to labeling. We remark that limy|,, |wi| = co and limy, |wi| = oo
for b; < oo for all i. We call w® a tagged path of w and I; the defining interval of w?.
Let

WNE(GSJ) = {m S W(Gsﬁi); I, = [0, OO) for all ’L} (2.5)

It is said that the tagged path w® of o does not explode if b; = 0o, and does not enter
if I; = [0,b;), where b; is the right end of the defining interval of w’. Thus, Wxg(Ss )
is the set consisting of all non-exploding and non-entering paths.

We can naturally lift each w = {37, 6,i }1c[0,00) € WNE(Gs,i) to the labeled path

W = (wi)iEN = {Wt}te[o,oo) = {(wti)iEN}te[O,oo) € W(SN)

using a label [ = (I);en. Indeed, for each to € WxE(Ss,i), we can construct the labeled
process W = {(w})ien }te[0,00) SUch that wo = [(tg), because each tagged particle can
carry the initial label ¢ by the non-collision and non-explosion properties of w. We
write this correspondence as

[path (1) = ([;ath(m))iGN- (2.6)

()

Setting w = (w")ien = lpatn(10), we have w* = [[_; (0) by construction. We remark
that upaen (W), = u(w) by (Z3)), whereas [patn (), # [(10;) in general.
For a labeled path w = (w'), we set w™* = {w}]™* },¢[0,00) by 07" = >, O -

We call the path wi™ = (B (), ., 17 (0), 10™) an m-labeled path. Simi-
larly, for a labeled path w = (w?) € W(SY), we set

wi™ = (w, ..., w™, ™). (2.7)

2.3 ISDEs
Let X = (X%)jen be an SN-valued continuous process. We write X = {X;}te[o,00)
and X" = {X/}ie0,00)- For X and i € N, we define the unlabeled processes X =

{Xt}ieo,00) and X7 = {X[%}rep0,00) 88 Xt = 2 ey dx; and X = D jen, j#iOxi-
Let $) and Ggqe be Borel subsets of & such that $) C Ggqe C &i. Let upy: Sx6—6
be such that upj((z,8)) = 6, +6 for € S and s € S. Define Sgqe € SV and

el csxenby
Sude = 4 (Guae),  GL, = u (Guae). (2.8)

Let o: (‘55}6 S RY and b: (‘55}6 — R? be Borel measurable functions. We consider an
ISDE of X = (X%);en starting on [(§)) with state space Sgqe such that

dX; = o(X}, Xi)dB; + b(X],xi%)dt (i € N), (2.9)
X € W (Sde), (2.10)
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Here, B = (B%);cy is an R%N-valued Brownian motion, where RN = (R?)N. By defi-
nition, {B*};en are independent copies of a d-dimensional Brownian motion starting
at the origin.

In infinite dimensions, it is natural to consider the coefficients ¢ and b defined
only on a suitable subset 6&1]8 of S x &. From ([ZI0), the process X moves in the set
Ssde- Equivalently, the unlabeled dynamics X = upaen(X) move in Sgq.. Moreover,
each tagged particle X* of X = (X%);en never explodes.

By 210D, Xt € Ggqge for all ¢ > 0, and in particular the initial starting point s in
[2I0) is assumed to satisfy s € [($)) C Sgge, which implies u(s) € H C Sggo. We take
$ such that (Z3)—(@II]) have a solution for each s € [(H).

Following [6l, Chapter IV] in finite dimensions, we present a set of notions related
to solutions of ISDEs. In Definition 2.1l we used the terminology “weak solution”
instead of “solution” to distinguish it from the strong solution in Definition 2.4]

Definition 2.1 (weak solution). A weak solution of ISDE [Z.9)-@I0) is an SN x RI¥N-
valued continuous stochastic process (X,B) defined on a probability space (Q, F, P)
with a reference family {Fi}e>0 such that (1)—(iv) hold.

(i) X = (X2, is an Sse-valued continuous process. Furthermore, X is adapted to
{Fi}i>0, that is, Xy is Fi/Bi-measurable for each 0 <t < oo, where

Bi =o[ws;0< s <t,weW(SY).

(i) B = (BY)22, is an R™N-valued {F;}-Brownian motion with By = 0.
(iii) The families of measurable {F;}+>0-adapted processes ®' and V' defined by

Ol (t,w) = o (X (W), X% (W), ¥'(t,w) = b(X{(w), X% W)

belong to L? and L', respectively. Here, LP is the set of all measurable, {F;}i>o-
adapted processes « such that E[fOT |a(t,w)|Pdt] < oo for all T. We can and do take
a predictable version of ® and W' (see pp. 4546 in [6]).

(iv) With probability one, the process (X, B) satisfies, for all t,

t t
Xt"—Xé:/O o(X;,aej?)dB;+/0 b(XE, %) du (i € N).

We say X is a weak solution if the accompanied Brownian motion is obvious or
not important.

Definition 2.2 (uniqueness in law). We say that the uniqueness in law of solutions
starting on [(9) for Z)-@IQ0) holds if, whenever X and X' are two solutions whose
initial distributions coincide, the laws of the processes X and X' on the space W (SV)
coincide. If this uniqueness holds for an initial distribution &g, then we say that the
uniqueness in law of solutions for ZO)—(ZI0) starting at s holds.

Definition 2.3 (pathwise uniqueness). We say that the pathwise uniqueness of solu-
tions for Z9)-@I0) starting on [($) holds if, whenever X and X' are two solutions
defined on the same probability space (Q, F, P) with the same reference family {Fi}i>o0
and the same R™ -valued {F;}-Brownian motion B such that Xo = X} € [(§) a.s.,

P(X; =X for allt >0) = 1. (2.12)

We say that the pathwise uniqueness of solutions starting at s of Z9)—-ZI0) holds
if I2) holds whenever the above conditions are satisfied and Xo = X[, =s a.s.
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We now define a strong solution in a form that is analogous to Definition 1.6 in
[6, p. 163]. Let P3 be the distribution of an R -valued Brownian motion B with
By = 0. Let Wo(RM) = {w € W(R™); wqo = 0}. Clearly, P3S(Wo(RM)) = 1.

Let B;(Pg) be the completion of o[w,;0 < s < t, w € Wo(RM)] with respect to
Pg. Let B(PS) be the completion of B(Wo(R™)) with respect to PSC.

Definition 2.4 (strong solution starting at s). A weak solution X of [29)—(ZI0) with
an R¥™-valued {F;}-Brownian motion B defined on (0, F, P,{F:}) is called a strong
solution starting at s if Xo = s a.s. and if there exists a function Fg: Wo(R™) —
W (SN such that By(PS2)/B;-measurable for each t, and Fs satisfies

X =Fs(B) a.s.

We also call X = Fs(B) a strong solution starting at s. Additionally, we call Fg itself
a strong solution starting at s.

Definition 2.5 (a unique strong solution starting at s). We say (29)-2.I0) have a
unique strong solution starting at s if there exists a function Fg: Wo(R¥M) — W (SN)
such that, for any weak solution (X,B) of ZA)—(ZI0) starting at s, it holds that

X =F,B) a.s.

and if, for any R™N-valued {F,;}-Brownian motion B defined on (0, F, P,{F}) with
By = 0, the continuous process X = Fs(B) is a strong solution of [2.9)-2.I0) starting
at s. Also we call Fg a unique strong solution starting at s.

We next present a variant of the notion of a unique strong solution.

Definition 2.6 (a unique strong solution under constraint). For a condition (e), we
say 29)—ZI0) have a unique strong solution starting at s under the constraint () if
there exists a function Fg:Wo(R™) =W (SN) such that, for any weak solution (X, B)
of @A)-@I0) starting at s satisfying (e), it holds that

X =Fs(B) a.s.

and if for any R¥™-valued {F;}-Brownian motion B defined on (2, F, P,{F}) with
By = 0 the continuous process X = Fs(B) is a strong solution of (2.9)-2I0) starting
at s satisfying (). Also we call Fs a unique strong solution starting at s under the
constraint (e).

2.4 Finite-dimensional SDEs with random environments
Let (o(x,5),b(x,s)) be the coefficients of ISDE ([20]). We set
O—m(yvﬁ) = (J(yia Uio +5));117 bm(yas) = (b(yla Uio +5));11 (213)

Here, ni¢ = Z;’;Z 6y, for y = (y1,...,ym). For a given unlabeled process X =
Yoo, 8xi, we define the functions o : [0, 00) x S™ =R and bF:[0,00) x S™ —R?
such that

o (t, (u,v)) = o(u, 0 + X)), b¥(t, (u,v)) = b(u, 0 + X", (2.14)
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m—1

where (u,v) € 8™, v = u(v) := Y"1 8,, € S, where v = (v1,...,0,-1) € S,
and

oo
*
™= > bxi
i=m-+1

The coefficients o and b3 depend on both the unlabeled path X and the label I,
although we omit [ from the notation for simplicity. Let ST} (¢,X) be the subset of
S™ such that

e, X)={s=(s1,...,5m) € S™; u(s) + X" € Syqe}-
Let (X, B) be a weak solution of ([29)—(2I0) defined on (Q, F, P,{F:}). Let
Ps = P(-|Xg = s). (2.15)

Then (X,B) under Ps is a weak solution of ([Z9)—(ZI0) starting at s = [(s). For
such a weak solution (X, B) defined on (Q, F, Ps, {Ft}), we introduce the SDE with
random environment X = ), dxi describing Y™ = (Y"")I", given by

Ay = o (¢, (V™ Y0 dB] + b (¢, (Y™, Y0 dt, (2.16)
Y™ e ST.(t,X) forallt, (2.17)
Y =" (2.18)

Here, we set Y = (Y™3),,. Moreover,s™ = (s1,...,5m) and B™ = (B',..., B™)
denote the first m components of s = (s;);eny and B = (B%)2,, respectively.
We set X™ = (X1,..., X™) and X™* = (X)2, ...

Definition 2.7. A triplet (Y™, B™,X"™*) of {F:}-adapted continuous processes de-

fined on (Q, F, Ps,{F}) is called a weak solution of (Z16)-@2I8) if it satisfies 1T -
ZI8) and, for alli € N and t € [0,00),

t t
v v = [ o (YO, + [0 (7 Y du
0 0

We also call this a weak solution of (ZI8)-@I7) starting at s™.

Clearly, (X™,B™, X™*) under (Q, F, Ps, {F:}) is a weak solution of (2.16)-(2.I8])
for PoX;'-as.s. (B™,X™*) is given a priori as a part of the coefficients of SDE

We define the notion of strong solutions and a unique strong solution of (ZI6)—
2I]). Let 0 € S and 0™ = (0,...,0) € S™. We set X™* = (o™, X™*) € W(SN).
By definition, the first m components of X"™°* consist of the constant path o™. Here,
o does not have any special meaning; it can be taken as any point in S. Let

ﬁm — Po (Bm,Xmo*)fll

Let Wo(R9™) = {v € W(R™™) ;v = 0}. We set

™ — BWeRE™) < W R .
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Let B;(Wo(RI™) x W (RM)) = o[(vs, ws);0 < s < t]. We set

pm

C" = Bi(Wo(R¥™) x W (R™M))

Let B™ be the o-field on W (R%™) such that B* = o[ws;0 < s < t].
We now state the definition of a strong solution.

Definition 2.8. A weak solution (Y™, B™,X™*) of [2.18)-2I8) defined on (Q, F, Ps, {F:})

is called a strong solution if there exists a function
F™: Wo(RY™) x W (R™) — W (RI™)
such that FI* is C™-measurable, CJ™ /B]"-measurable for all t, and satisfies
Y™ =F(B™,X™") Ps-a.s. (2.19)
For simplicity, we write Fg*(B™, X™*) := F*(B™,X"™°*). Then ([2.I9) becomes
Y™ =F(B™,X™) Psas.

The solution Y™ in Definition X8 is defined on (2, F, Ps, {F:}), where the weak
solution (X, B) is defined. The Brownian motion B™ in (Z.I6) is the first m compo-
nents of B, and Y™ is a function of not only B™, but also X™*. These properties
are different from those of the conventional strong solutions of SDEs.

Note that for any weak solution (X, B), we obtain the weak solution (X™, B™, X™*)
of (ZI8)-(2I8)). We recall the notion of a unique strong solution from [22].

Definition 2.9. The SDE (210)-ZI8)) is said to have a unique strong solution for
(X, B) under Ps if there exists a function FI* satisfying Y™ = F(B™,X™*) a.s. and
the conditions in Definition [Z8 for any solution (Y™ B™,X"*) of (216)-(ZIR)
defined on (Q, F, Ps,{Fi}).

The function FZ* in Definition 2.8 is called a strong solution of (ZI6)—(2.I]). The
SDE (Z.16)—([2I3) is said to have a unique strong solution FZ* defined on (2, F, Ps, {F:})
if F7* satisfies the condition in Definition 2.9l The function FZ7* is unique for Pm_as.
Following [22], we set the following condition:

(IFC) The SDE (2.16)-(2.I8) has a unique strong solution F7*(B™, X™*) for (X, B)
under Ps for P o Xal-a.s.s for all m € N.

2.5 A unique strong solution of ISDEs

In Section 2.5 we quote results in [22], which use (IFC) as one of the main assump-
tions. Similarly as Section 2.4 we set (X,B) to be a weak solution of ([2.9)—(2.10)
defined on (Q, F, P,{F:}). Let Ps be as ([2I5). We quote a sufficient condition for
(X,B) under Ps to be a unique strong solution from [22].

Let 7 (&) = N7, o[r¢] be the tail o-field on the configuration space & over R%.
Here, ¢ is the projection 7&: & — & such that 7&(s) = s(-NSS), where S, = {|z| < r}.
Let p be a random point field on &. p is said to be tail trivial if u(A) € {0,1} for all
A€ T (6). Let Wyg(Ss;) be as in (23], and set X = u(X) as before. For X = (X?),
we set

M, 7(X) = inf{m € N; H[lOiI%] |X/| > r for all i € N such that i >m}.  (2.20)
telo,



Yosuke Kawamoto, Hirofumi Osada, and Hideki Tanemura 13

We make the following assumptions:

(TT) pis tail trivial.

(AC) PoX;' < pforall 0 <t < oo.

(SIN (:f S WNE(6 )) =1.

(NBJ) P(M, r(X) < oo) =1 for each r, T € N.

We define the conditions (AC), (SIN), and (NBJ) for a probability measure P
on W(R™) by replacing X and X by tv and w, respectively.
We introduce the condition (MF) for a family of strong solutions {Fs} of (Z9)-
(@10) starting at P o X;'-a.s.s.
-1

———PoX,
(MF) P(Fs(B) € A)is B(SN)P ’ -measurable in s for any A € B(W(SY)).
For a family of strong solutions {Fs} satisfying (MF) we set

P,y = /P(FS(B) € )P oX;(ds). (2.21)

We remark that, if (X, B) is a weak solution under P and a unique strong solution
under P; for P o X '-a.s.s, then (MF) is automatically satisfied and

P,y =PoX ™\ (2.22)

Here, Fg denotes the unique strong solution given by (X, B) under Ps. Indeed, B is
a Brownian motion under both P and Ps, and for P o Xal-a.s. ]

P(Fy(B) € ) = Py(Fu(B) € -) = P(X € ). (2.23)

Hence we deduce (2:22) from (221I)) and (2.23)).

Definition 2.10. For a condition (e), we say Z9)—ZI0) has a family of unique
strong solutions {Fs} starting at s for P o Xy '-a.s.s under the constraints of (MF)
and (o) if {Fs} satisfies (MF) and Pir,, satisfies (o). Furthermore, (i) and (ii) are
satisfied.

(i) For any weak solution (X, B) under P of &3)-ZI0) with P o X5 < Po X!
satisfying (e), it holds that, for P o Xal-a.s. s,

X = FS(B) Ps-a.s.,

where Ps = P(-|X = s).

(ii) For an arbitrary RN -valued {F;}-Brownian motion B defined on (0, F, P,{F:})
with Bg = 0, the continuous process X = Fg(B) is a strong solution of (2.9)-210)
satisfying (e) starting at s for P o Xal—a.s. S.

We quote two results from [22]. Both show usefulness of the (IFC) condition.
Proposition [Z2] (1) is used in [I0] to prove the identity (£, D) = (£, D) explained in
Section [1

Proposition 2.1 ([22, Theorem 3.1]). Assume (TT). Assume that [29)—2I0) has
a weak solution (X,B) satisfying (AC), (SIN), (NBJ), and (IFC). Then, 29)-
@I0) has a family of unique strong solutions {Fs} starting at s for P o Xo_l—a.s.s
under the constraints of (MF), (AC), (SIN), (NBJ), and (IFC).
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Proposition 2.2 ([22] Corollary 3.2]). Under the same assumptions as Proposi-
tion [21] the following hold.

(1) The uniqueness in law of weak solutions of ([29)—(ZIQ) holds under the constraints
of (AC), (SIN), (NBJ), and (IFC).

(2) The pathwise uniqueness of weak solutions of (Z9)-(ZI0) holds under the con-
straints of (AC), (SIN), (NBJ), and (IFC).

Remark 2.1. (1) All determinantal random point fields on continuous spaces are tail
trivial [21), (13, (1. Suppose that p is a quasi-Gibbs measure in the sense of Defini-
tion[81l Then, p can be decomposed into tail trivial components, and each component
satisfies (AC), (SIN), (NBJ), and (IFC). We can apply Proposition 2] to each
component (see [22, Theorem 3.2]). Thus, (TT) is not restrictive.

(2) (AC) is obvious if pu is an invariant probability measure of X; and X faw w. All
examples in the present paper satisfy this condition. (SIN) and (NBJ) are also mild
assumptions. We refer to [22, Sections 10, 12] for sufficient conditions.

3 Main theorems (Theorems [B.1H3.3]): A sufficient
condition for IFC

We shall localize the coefficients of SDE ([Z18]) to deduce the IFC condition. For this,
we introduce a set of subsets in S™ x &.

Let a = {aq }qen be a sequence of increasing sequences ay = {aq(R)} ren of natural
numbers such that aq(R) < aqs(R + 1) and aq(R) < ag41(R) for all ¢, R € N. We set

Kla] = G Klag], Klag] = {s € &;5(Sgr) < ay(R) for all R € N}. (3.1)

Here S = {r € S;|z| < R}. By construction, K[a,] C K[ag+1] for all ¢ € N. Tt is
well known that Kla,] is relatively compact in & for each ¢ € N.

We introduce an approximation of S™ x &. Let Gg; be as in ([2.4]). By definition,
B, is the set consisting of infinite configurations with no multiple points. Let x =
(1, Tp) € S™, u(x) =Y 1% 0z, and 6 = > 6,,. We set

slm = {(x,8) € S" x&;u(x)+s5€ G}

s,i
Let j,k,l=1,...,m and set

S)(s) = {xeS"; ;QE |z — x| > 277, ilnif|acl — 55| > 277},
Spe(s) = {x €5 min [; — | > 277, infla — sif > 27"},
Then S}, (s) is an open set and g:jr(ﬁ) is its closure in S™.

Let {a; (R)}ren be such that af (R) =1+ a,(R +1). We set

Hlal,., = {(x,5) e 6" x €57 (s), 5 € Ko},

59,7 s,

Hlalper = {(x.5) € 6 x €5 (s), s € Kla]}.
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o

o, are relatively compact. Let

By construction, $[a], ¢ and $[a]

lal; = J 9lalg,. 9lal;, = [ 9lal; . Sl = Hlaler, Sl = 9l

slal = | 9lal; = |J Hlal.- (3.2)

Although $[al; , . and other quantities depend on m € N, we omit m from the
notation.
We set N = N; UNy UNg3, where

Ny ={reN}, No={(¢,7); ¢,7 € N}, N3 ={(p,q,7) ; p,q,” € N},

and for n € N, we definen+1 € N as

(P+1aQa7°) for n = (PaQaT) €N3a
n+l=<(qg+1,7) for n = (q,r) € Ny,
r+1 for n =r € Ny.

We write $[a], = $Halp,q, for n = (p,q,7) € N3, and set Hla], for n = (¢,7) € Ny
and n = r € Ny similarly. We set $[a]? analogously. Clearly, for all n € N

Hlal; C Hlaln,  Hlan C Hlalnir
We shall take the limit in n along with the order n — n + 1 such that

lim := lim lim lim .
n—oo r—00 ¢—00 P—00

For n = (p,q,7) € N3 and (x,5), (y,5) € 5}.(s), we set (x,5) ~n (y,5) if x and
y are in the same connected component of S} .(s) and s € TIz($[a],). Here Il is a
projection II3:S™ x & — & given by Ila(x,5) = 5.

Let (X, B) be a weak solution of ISDE ([2.9)—(2.11)) defined on (2, F, P, {F:}). For
X = (X%);en, we set the m-labeled process X[™ = (X™ ™) such that

X" = (XN LX), X =Y O (3.3)
j=m-+1

Let ¢,(u, v) be the exit time from $[a]l. By definition, ¢,(u,v) is a function on the
m-labeled path space W (S™ x &) such that

¢n(u,0) =inf{t > 0; (u,0); € H{al;}. (3.4)
{B1} X[ = (X™ x™*) does not exit from $[a] = Unen H1aly, that is,
P( li_}rn (XM, X™) =o00) = 1. (3.5)

We extend the domain of u from S™ to S™ x & such that u(x,s) = u(x) +s. Let
o™ and b™ be as in ([ZI3). Then we make the following assumptions:
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{B2} The inclusion u($)[a]) C Sgqe holds. Furthermore, for each n € N3 and T € N,

there exists a function Fy, r defined on S™ x & satistying for each f € {¢™, ™} and
for P-a.s.

|Fx, X7) = fy, X)) < |x — y|For(x, X) (3.6)

for all 0 <t < T and all x,y € H[a]g such that (x, X7™) ~y, (y, X7).
{B3} The coefficient ¢™ is a constant function and, for each n € N3 and T' € N,

T
E[/O Lgage (X7, X7 [ Foor (X7, X7) |7 dt] < 00 (3.7)

for some p > 1.
{B4} For eachn € N3 and T € N,

sup{| Fu 7 (x,5)|; (x,5) € Haln} < co. (3.8)

Furthermore, filtrations satisfy {F;} = {F;'}. Here {F]} and {F}'} are filtrations on
a measurable space (', F").

The critical step is to prove the pathwise uniqueness of weak solutions to the
finite-dimensional SDE [ZI6]) of Y™ for (X, B).

Theorem 3.1. Let (Z™,B™ X"™*) and (Z™,B™, X™*) be weak solutions of (ZI0)-
@I]) defined on (', F', P' . {F/}) and (Y, F', P, {F{'}), respectively. Assume that

(Xm’Bm’%m*) laivv (Zm’Bm’ém*) laivv (Zm’Bm’ém*)' (3'9)
Let { B1} and { B2} hold for m € N. Let either { B3} or { B4} hold for m € N. Then,
P(Z™ =Z7™) =1. (3.10)

Once the pathwise uniqueness of weak solutions has been established, we can
deduce the existence of a unique strong solution through an analogy of the Yamada—
Watanabe theory. By using the same argument of the proof of [22] Proposition 11.1],
Theorem [B.1] yields the next theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that {B1}, {B2}, and {B3} hold for all m € N. Then,
(X,B) satisfies (IFC).

Remark 3.1. It is plausible that Theorem holds if we substitute { B3} by ([B.3).
An additional element X™* prevents us from direct usage of the Yamada—Watanabe
theory. Clearly, the condition [BI) is weaker than (3.8).

Forl € {0}UN, let Iy = {j = (Jr,i)1<k<m,1<i<d; Jri € {0JUN, >0, Z?:1jk,i =
I}. We set 95 = [} ,(9/0xy,i)7m for j = (jrsi) € J0 where a3, = (21,,)%, € R, and
(0/0z ;)7 denotes the identity if jj ; = 0.

We assume that there exists some ¢ = £(m) € N satisfying {C1} and {C2}.
{C1} For each m € N and n € N3, there exists a constant ¢; satisfying the following.
For pl™-a.e. (x,5), (&,5) € Ha]° satisfying (x,s) ~n (£, 5), there exists a set of points
{X1,..., Xk} in S™ with (x1,xx) = (x, &) such that

k—1

1 = x| <qux =&l X, xm]x{spCHla, G=1,...,k=1), (3.11)

j=1
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and that 0507 (t) and ;b7 (t) are absolutely continuous in ¢ € [0,1] for each j €
Jij_y)- Here o (t) == (050™)(tx; + (1 — t)x;41,5) and we set 957 (¢) similarly.
Furthermore, [x;,%;41] is the segment connecting x; and x;41.

{C2} For each j € J{j, there exist g;, h; € C(S% N {z # s}) such that, on H]a],

00" (x.9) = (D gylon — ) + D gslon = s0)) .
J#k i a
ajbm(x,s) = (Zhj(xk — xj) + Zhj(l‘k - Si))kfl’
J#k i B
where x = (21,...,2Zm,) € S™, and the constant ca(n) is finite for each n € Nj:

q@n) =sup { > > lgj(@x — si)| + |hs(z — 55)]; (x,5) € Hlalu} <oo.  (3.12)

k=1 4
We refer to [22, Lemma 13.1] for a simple sufficient condition for (12)).

Theorem 3.3. Assume that there exists some £ = £(m) € N satisfying { C1}-{ C2}
for each m € N. Then, {B2}, B1), and B.8) hold for each m € N.

We shall give sufficient conditions for {B1} in Section bl and Section

4 Proofs of Theorem [3.1, Theorem [3.2], and Theo-
rem [3.3]

In this section, we prove Theorem Bl Theorem [3.2] and Theorem B.31
Proof of Theorem [31] Let ¢, be the exit time from the tame set $[a]S defined by

B4). From (39)), we see that
gn(Xm’xm*) lg\/ gn(zm, %m*) lgv gn(Zm’fm*). (41)

From {B1}, we can deduce that, for P-a.s., ¢,(X"™, X™*) > 0 for sufficiently large n.
Combined with (£1J), this yields, for P-a.s.,

S o= min{en (Z™, £™), (2™, X"*)} > 0 for sufficiently large n. (4.2)
From (2.I3) and 2I4) we rewrite (Z10) as

t t
Y oY = / o™ (Y™, X dB™ + / BT Y™, X)) du. (4.3)
0 0

Then (X, B™, X7*) is a solution of ([@3)). Hence, we deduce from (33) that (Z™, B™, X*)
and (Z™,B™, X™") satisfy Z§' = Z§' = s and

t t
zr :/O o™(ZT BT +/O b (2T, X7 ) du,

t t
A :/ o™ (2T, X)) dBT +/ b™(ZT, X du.
0 0
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From these two equations, we have
- / (o™(Z, &) — o™ (Zm, XT) 1 dB I (4.4)
N N R
0

Assume {B3}. Then, because ™ is constant by assumption, the difference in the
martingale terms of Z™ and Z™ is canceled out. Hence, we have from (4]

t
Zn 7 — / BT, XY (2T R ) du (4.5)
0
From (3.4]), we deduce that, for 0 <u < X, AT,
(2, X = b (2 X < |2 — 2| By (20, X0, (4.6)

Combining (@3] and ([@6]), the Holder inequality gives for each 0 <t <X, AT
A t A ~ A
20 - 2 <[ 120 - 2 P (2 ) du) (@)
0
t A t R
< ([ 1z - zpvau [ Pz &0 pda)
0 0

t
< q3]/ 1Z™ — Z™(%du.
0

Here, ¢ is the Holder conjugate of p and c3 = {fE MR For(Zi, xm*)Pdu}q/p By

([3.1), we see that q3) < oo P-a.s. Hence, from (4.1), we can use Gronwall’s lemma to
obtain the identity Z" = Z™ until (Zm,.%m*) or (Z™, X™*) exit from $[a]S. Then,
foral 0 <t <Y, AT,

(Z?’BT’%T*) = (Z?’BT’%T*)' (4'8)
Taking T" — oo, we see that (48] holds for all 0 < ¢ < ¥,,. Because, for P-a.s., 0 < X,
for sufficiently large n by ([£2), this coincidence and the definition of ¥, imply that,
for P-a.s.,
w(Z™, f%m*) = (n(Zm, f%m*) =3, for sufficiently large n.
Combined with B3] and 3], this yields, for P-a.s.,

lim ¥, = cc. (4.9)

n—oo

From (@8 and ([@3), we obtain (3.10]).

Next, assume {B4}. Then the two Brownian motions in ([@4]) are equipped with
the same increasing families of o-fields such that {F;} = {F}'}. Hence we obtain

t t t
/ o (T KT ABT — / o (Z KT ABY = / (o™ (Z, &) — o™ (Z, X)) dB.
0 0 0
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Then by the martingale inequality, we have

VAL AT . . R .
E[SUP| {o™(Z7, X)) — o™ (27, X7) }dBy )
v<t
<15 / (o™ (Z™, X™) — ™ (ZT, XV} dB™ Y ps 1]
tAELAT . o . .
:4E[/ tr(o™(Zy', X)) — o™(Z, X)) o™ (2!, Xp) — o™ (2, X)) .
0
From (38 and [B8), the last line is dominated by
AL AT o R
@bl 120 - ZP R Xl by @D
0
AL AT R
<qpl| Iz -ZpPad by @9
0

tASLAT
m 7m |2
SCEE[/O 2118|Zu — Z7|*dv).

Here ¢4 and ¢35 are constants depending on d, n € N3, and 7' € N. Hence, we obtain

VAL AT

Elsup | {o™(@y, X) — o™ (2, X)) B ] (4.10)
v<t 0
AL AT R
<qpl  swlzp - 20 P
0 u<v

By (36]) and ([B.8) there exists a constant ¢g depending on n € N3 and T' € N such
that

VASLAT R o tAS AT R
sup | b(Z™, XY — b(Z™, X)) du|?* < qﬂ/ sup |Z™ — Z™ *dv.
v<t 0 0 u<v

(4.11)

Let h(t) = E[sup,<ins,ar 125 — 27 ?]. Then, by @), @I0), and @II) we have

h(t) < 2(qg+ qﬂ)/o h(u)du.

Hence, by Gronwall’s lemma we obtain h(t) = 0 for all ¢. This implies (ZI0). O
Recall that (X, B) under Ps is a weak solution of (2Z.9)—-([2.10) starting at s. Thus,
(X™, B™, X™*) becomes a weak solution of [2.16)—(2.18]).

Proof of Theorem[32. The proof of Theorem B2l is the same as that of [22, Propo-
sition 11.1]. We explain the correspondence and omit the details of the proof.

In [22] Proposition 11.1], (IFC) was deduced from the pathwise uniqueness of a
weak solution. The pathwise uniqueness in [22] was given in (11.6) of Lemma 11.2
(3) in [22]. In the present paper, we deduce this pathwise uniqueness as [B.I0) in
Theorem 31l The assumptions in Theorem B.2] are the same as in Theorem [31] and
they are used only to derived the conclusion of Theorem Bl that is, the pathwise
uniqueness of weak solutions.
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The assumptions of [22] Proposition 11.1] are different from those of Theorem 3.2
They were used only to guarantee the existence of weak solutions and the pathwise
uniqueness of weak solutions in Lemma 11.2 (3) in [22]. Hence the proof of [22]
Proposition 11.1] is still valid for Theorem O
Proof of Theorem [3.3. For simplicity, we prove the case in which m = 1, £ = 2, and
d = 1. The general case follows from the same argument.

Let (z,5), (£,5) € H[a]d be such that (x,s) ~y (£,8) and that z < . Then, from
{C1} and d = 1, we see [z,&] X {s} C H[a]ns1. From the Taylor formula

Ty
b(z,s) — b€, 5) :/ / 0%b(z,5)dzdy + (x — £)Ob(E, 5). (4.12)
§ J¢
Let qg be the constant given by (3.12). From ([£I2) and {C2}, we have that

|b(x,8) = b(E, 5)

<qn)] /5 Z /g " dzdy| + [z~ €l|ob(E. )| (4.13)

<lz — E{qgm)r +19b(, 5)[}-

Here, in the last line, we used sup{|z — {|;2,£ € 9laln+1} < 2ry/m = 2r because
m = 1. The same inequality holds for o. Hence, we take

For(z,5) = {2qn)r + |00 (x,s)| + |0b(z, 5)|}. (4.14)

We then immediately deduce {B2} from (@I3) and (£.I4).
By applying the Taylor formula above to do(z,s) and 9b(z,s), we obtain

sup{|9o(z,s)| + |0b(z,s)|; (z,5) € Ha],} < co. (4.15)
Then, B.8) follows from (I4) and [@I5). It is clear that (31) follows from BJ). O

5 A sufficient condition for {B1} in non-symmetric
case

Throughout this section, (X,B) is a weak solution of (Z3) and (2I0) defined on
(Q, F,P,{F:}). We write X = (X?);ey and X[ = (X xm*).

The purpose of this section is to present a sufficient condition for {B1}. Assump-
tion {B1} implies the non-exit of the m-labeled process X[™! from $[a] given by
32). By definition, $[a] is intersection of the set of the single configurations &; and
the tame set K[a]. In Section [} we prove the non-exit of the unlabeled dynamics
X from &; in Proposition 511 In Section 2] we prove the non-exit from K[a] in
Proposition 5.7l The main results in the present section are Theorems [B.8 and B.10
given in Section 5.3

5.1 Non-collision property

Recall that G is the subset of & consisting of configurations with no multiple points.
In this subsection, we derive a sufficient condition such that solutions move in the
subset &5. In other words, we pursue the condition under which particles do not
collide with each other. In many examples, the drift coefficient b is of the form

bz, s) = g Zv\p(x —5),
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where s = . d;,, and ¥(0) = oco. Hence, b(z,s) is not well defined if 6, + 5 ¢ S,.
Thus, we need some criterion for the non- collision of particles.

WesetSR—{:cES lz| < R} and S5° = {(z,y) € S%; |x —y| > ¢}, where R € N
and 0 < € < 1. Let 7§ = 75" be the exit time of (X?, X7) from S%° such that

T = inf{t > 0; (X}, X]) & S5°}. (5.1)

Let T :[0,00) — (0,00] be a positive, convex and decreasing function such that T is
smooth on (0,00) and T(0) = co. We set v(t) = —1/Y’(¢). Then v(0) = 0 and v is
positive and increasing. Furthermore, v is an Osgood-type function in the sense that

L
/Oﬁdt:oo. (5.2)

We set 9(z) = z/|z| for x € R%\{0}. We make the following assumptions:
{C3} For each R,i # j € N,

E[Y(1X; — X31); (Xi, X4) € S x Sa] < oo. (5.3)
{C4} For each T,R,i # j € N,

tATE Xt 7Xj

sup sup E ’/ 7“) b(XE, %w)) duH < o0. (5.4)

0<t<T 0<e<1 u(| X% —Xﬂ|) Rd

{C5} For each 0 <t < oo and i # j € N,

t o _

. : 1 140/ (X8 — XF
E[/ ]‘SR(X’U)]‘SR(X'Z,)( i 5 p (|J ; |) 7 )du] < 0Q. (55)

0 o(| Xy — Xal)? o o(|XE = Xal) |X] — Xal

We note here v and v’ are positive.
Let 0 = o(x,s) be the coefficient in (2.9). We set a: GLge%RdQ such that

a=oc'o. (5.6)

{UB} a = (ag ($v5))z,l:1 is uniformly elliptic. Furthermore, a is bounded with upper
bound c7:

zd: ani(w,5)é& < qgf¢]>  for all € € RY, (2,5) € SLL. (5.7)
k=1
Proposition 5.1. Assume that { C3}—{C5} and { UB} hold. Then,
P(X; € & for all0 <t < 00) = 1. (5.8)
Proof. For (5.8)), it is sufficient to prove that, for each pair (4, j) such that i # j,
P(X} = X7 for some 0 <t < o0) = 0. (5.9)

We only prove (59)) for (i,7) = (1,2), because the proof of the general case is similar.
Let ¢ € C5°((R4)?) be such that 0 < ¢(x,y) <1, ¢(x,y) = p(y, ), and

1 (a,y) e S
w(z,y){o (2.y) & S,
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Applying It6’s formula to ¢(z, )Y (|x —y|) with (X1, X?) and noting that p(x,y) = 1
on the closure of SIQ-{’E, we then have that, for each 0 < e <1 and R € N,

@(th/\‘rg’ ‘)(152/\‘1'13)’r(|)(151/\7'6 - XtQ/\TED = SQ(X(%ng)TGXOl - XO2|) (510)

/t/\TE
° 0

5 /0

o(Xi, X)dB: )Rd

DX — X7)
<|X1 Xﬂ|>

% 120 U
o )

[ (D )
+z/““?(1 X 50 (XZ XD G X))
_a -
o Jo 2 (|X’ X)) v(1 X — Xa|) /e
TR 1 O(XE - X)) 9(XE - X
+Z/ (_a Xz xz(} (|Xz X1i|) ( u 1;), ( lu Ju)) du
. Jo 2 o(| X4 — Xal) X - Xal| /R

t/\TR 1 d 1
o D gous XL, X
o o(IXi - X3 X - X3 {2

Here, the sum >, is taken over (i,j) = (1,2),(2,1). We shall estimate each term of
the right-hand side. Without loss of generality, we assume that (i,j) = (1,2) in the
rest of the proof, and estimate the expectation of each term on the right-hand side of

G.10).

A direct calculation, together with (&.8]), yields

Bl [ (S ot 210, amL) Y (5.11)

-2 || (= gpech m0al) ),

TR I(XE—X2) 9(X!E-X2)
-FE Xl 1 u u u u ]
[/o (aXs %) S =T i i e

By (B7) and (&.3), we can see that for each 0 < e <1 and 0 <t < 0o

TR I(XL - X2) 9(X] - X2)
1 15 u u u u
E[/O (“(X“’3E )v(|XéfX5|)’ v(|XéfX5|))Rddu] (5.12)

tATE

<ol et v ED
<o St <= w Em

Next, we prove the L'-boundedness of each term of (5I0) in 0 <t < T A 7§ and
0 <e<1foreach T, R € N. By (53), the first term on the right-hand side of ([G.I0)
is in L'. By (E10) and (5I12)), the second term in (EI0) turns to be L?-martingale.
Thus, these terms are uniformly integrable. By (5.4]), the third term on the right-hand
side of (5.10) is L'-bounded. From (5.5)—(E.7), we see that the fourth, fifth, and sixth
terms on the right-hand side are L'-bounded.

Collecting these, we have that all the terms on the right-hand side are L!-bounded.
Thus, we deduce that the left-hand side of (EI0) is L'-bounded in 0 < ¢ < T ATk
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and 0 < € < 1 for each T, R € N, that is,

sup EW[SD()(tl/\'rl;a)(t2/\'r§)’r(|‘Xrtl/\'rf2 - XtQ/\'rg )] < Q. (513>

0<t<TATR,0<e<1

We see that 7% = lim._,o 7§ because {(x,x) € S?} is a closed set. Then, taking
t — T and then € — 0, we have from Fatou’s lemma and (5I3) that for each T, R € N

E[SQ(X%/\T%v XYQ“AT%)TQX%/\T% - X%/\r% M (5.14)
. . 1 2 1 2
< liminf }L)II%E|:<P(Xt/\7—§7Xt/\T§)T(}Xt/\T§ = Xinrg )} < oo

Let 7r be the exit time of (X!, X?) from S%. Then we deduce T'AT% = T'ATg a.s. for
all T, R € N from (5I4). Hence, 7'% = 7R a.s.for all R € N.

By assumption, each tagged particle X? of X = (X%),cn does not explode. Hence,
limp_ o TR = 0 a.s. Together with T% = 1R a.s. for all R € N, this implies

lim TI% = o0. (5.15)

Let 79 = inf{t > 0; (X}, X?) € {z = y}} be the first hitting time of (X!, X?) to
the set {z = y} C S?. Then 7° = limp_,oo 7. Hence (EIH) implies 7° = oo a.s.
Therefore, we deduce that X! and X2 do not collide with each other. ([l

5.2 Non-exit from Kl[a].

Let Kla] and K[aq] be the sets given by (B.I]). Let x4 be the exit time of X from K[ay),
that is, kg = Inf{t > 0; X, ¢ K[ag]}. We set koo := limy—, o0 Kg-
In Section [£.2) we shall prove non-exit of X from K[a] in such a way that

P(koo = 00) = 1. (5.16)

The strategy of the proof is to reduce the problem to the construction of a specific
function ¥ on & in (539) that diverges on K[a]® and satisfies E[|X(Xinx..)|] < 00.
For Q € NU {oo} let Kqla] = U,2, Kqlay], where Kg[ay] is such that

Kqlag) = {s € 6; 5(Sr) < ag(R) for all R < Q} for Q < oo,
={s € G;5(Sr) <aq(R) for all R < oo} for Q = oo.

Then Kla] = Kgla] and K[aq] = Kglag] for Q = co.

Recall that a = {aq}qen is a sequence of increasing sequences ag = {aq(R)}ren
and that af = {1+ a4(R + 1)}%_; for a, = {ag(R)}%-,. Both {Kq[a,]}52, and
{Kqlaf]}2, are increasing sequences of compact sets in & if and only if @ = oco. In
addition to (B1]), assume that, for all @ € N U {oc},

Kqlag] € Kolag] € Kolag+1]- (5.17)

Note that Kg[a,] C Kqlaf] is clear because aq < af. Suppose aq(R) = C(q)R* for
some « > 0 and an increasing function C(gq) with C(¢) — oo. Then, taking a new
sequence from a = {aq}qeny more intermittently, we can easily retake a such that

af (R) < agy1(R) for all R € N. For such a we obtain Kgla]] C Kglag1]. Then

BI7) holds.
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We set for Q € NU {o0}

Laglag] = Kqlag1\Kqlaq)- (5.18)
Then we have from (B.17)

Lolagl N Lglay] =0 for each ¢ #r € N. (5.19)

We next generalize f given by [22) to non-local functions f.

Let & be the set of all countable sums of point measures on S including the zero
measure. Let S = {2, 5} U SN as before. For a function f defined on &, there
exists a unique function f defined on S such that f|gm is symmetric in s = (s;)1,
and that f(s) = f(u(s)), where m € NU {oo} and §%° = SN,

By convention, S° = {(} denotes the set consisting of the empty set and f|go is
a constant. For a function f on &, we define a function f, on S by taking fe(s) =

0 for s € &\&. Then we take f for f as the restriction of f, on u=*(&). The
relation between f and fg, given by ([22) for a o[Sg]-measurable local function f is,
ifx1,...,2m € Sgr and x; € Sg for j > m,

f(xl,...,zm,zm+1,,...) = fSR(zl,...,zm). (5.20)

Let S}} = Sg x --- x Sg be the m-product of Sg. Let & = {s € &; s(Sg) = m}
for R,m € N. We set maps 7g, 7% : & — & such that 7 = 75, and 7% = TSe, -
For s € &%, we call x7(s) = (2%3(s))™, € S® an SP-coordinate of s if mr(s) =
Z;L 5z}?(5)

For a function f: & — R and R,m € N, we define an Sp-representation { fg',}s
of f using an S}}-coordinate x (s) of s.

Definition 5.1. We call {f3}';}s an S -representation of f if (1)~(4) hold.
(1) f& s is a permutation invariant function on SE for each s € &%.

(2) fon) = foge) U TR(5(1) = 7h(s(2)) for s(1),5(2) € &F.

(3) fis(xR (5)) = f(s) for s € 6.

(4) JR,(xE(s) = 0 for s ¢ &F.

By definition, we have a relation among f, xp, and fp', such that

F(xE(s),8) = fra(xE(s)) for s € &F.

We say that a function f on & is of C*-class if its S%-representation fRsisin Ck (ST
for each R,m € N and s € &. Let C*(&) be the set consisting of the functions of
C*-class. We set C°°(&) = N ,C*(&). Note that a function f on & of C*-class is
not necessary continuous on & because we equip & with the vague topology.

Let a be given by (5.6) and D be the carré du champ operator such that

D7, g)(s) = 5 3 (a(s:.5°0) gf 2 ). (5.21)

%

By (5.20), we easily see that D?[f, f] does not depend on the choice of f or fg,, for a
o[mr|-measurable function f.
Next, we introduce a family of cut-off functions {xq,¢}qen-
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We take a label [ = (IY) such that [[*(s)| < |[[‘T1(s)]| for all i. We set for Q € NU{c}

{Z Y (R-IGs) )}1/2, (5.22)

R=1 ZEJR s(aq)

where Jr s(ag) = {i;i > a,(R), I'(s) € Sr}. Let § € C*°(R) such that 0 < 0(t) <1
forallt € R, 0(t) = 0 for t < e, and 0(t) = 1 for t > 1 — € for a sufficiently small
¢ > 0. Furthermore, we assume that |0/ (¢)| < v/2 for all ¢. Let

Xq,0(8) =0o0dgq(s). (5.23)

Lemma 5.2. (1) For each ¢ € N and Q € NU {o0}, xq.0 € C®(6).
(2) Assume (BI0). Then, xq,q satisfies the following:

0 forse Kglag]
0<yso <1, - 5.24
< Xq,@ < Xq,Q(8) {1 for s & Kolaz], (5.24)
0 < D[Xq,Q: Xa.Q) < T D[Xq,@: Xq.Q] = 0 for s & Lglag]. (5.25)

Here Kqlaq], Kglaf], and Lqla,)] are the same as in (5I8), and qq is given by (B.7).

Proof. A direct calculation shows x40 € C*(6), (£24), and the equality in (5.20]).
Clearly, 0 < D%[xq,0, Xq,0](5). A straightforward calculation shows that by (&.1)

D*[xg 01 xaalls) < B L 0u®) }Z > (R-IE))?

R=1ie€JRr,s(aq)
:9239'<dq,Q<s>>2 <qq
Hence, we see that x4 ¢ satisfies the inequalities in (5.2H). O
For N € Nand @ € NU {oco}, we set

Xo = Xaq- (5.26)

We regard )Zg as a coordinate of s from the viewpoint of Kg[ag].

Lemma 5.3. (1) If N and Q € N, then Xy is bounded and continuous on &.
(2) If N € N and Q € NU{oo}, then Xy € C(&). Furthermore, the following hold.

q—1<X5(s) <q forseKqlaf\Kqlagl, ¢ <N,
y fors € Kalagnl\KColaf], g <N, (5.27)

)Zg(s) =N fors € Kglan+1]©,

fors € Kglan+1],

=0  forse Kglant1]®

Proof. (1) is clear by (5:22)), (5:23)), and (5:26]). (5-27) follows from (B.I7T), (524)), and
B26). The equality in (5.2]) follows from (B.27).

(5.28)
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We finally prove the inequality in (528)). By (5.28])

N
D*[Xg, Xgl(s) qu szqu > D xg.0 xral- (5.29)

q,r=1

From the Schwarz inequality, (5.19), and ([&.23]), we have for g # r

D [Xq.Q> XrQl” < D[Xq.0: Xa.0ID" [Xr.Qs XrQ] = 0. (5.30)
From (5.19) and (5:23), we see for s € Kgla]

N N
> D*Xe.0:Xa@l = D LeglagD X0 Xa@] < q7 (5.31)
- et

From (5:29), (530), and (5:31I]) we obtain the inequality in (G.28). O

Let X (s) = X (51,52, ..)) be the symmetric function on SN such that Xo(s) =
Xo (u(s)). Recall that X; = (X{)ien and u(X;) = > 7%, dx; = X;. Hence, we have

S(g(Xt) = %g(u(Xt)) = %g(%t) (5.32)
We regard Xg as a smooth function on SN N {)Zg < oo}. Let 9; = (9;x)¢_, and set

a ) - N 82 Q
or Tk (SC U) ( 17kXQ)(:C7y)7 83%5:13

(2,9) = (OL,r01,1X0 ) (2, Y). (5.33)

Here z = (71,...,74) € R? and y = u(y).
Assume @) < oo. Then, )Zg is a local function. For j € N we set

Z / Z X’ XN o (X, X90)d B! (5.34)

Okll

By (&6), (521), (&21), and [GE28), Mg 7 is a continuous L2-martingale and
(M, /O Z X’ LX) o (XL, XI0)dBY"), < 2q7t- (5.35)
k=1

Hence {Mg J }jen is a Cauchy sequence in the space of continuous L?-martingales

and converges to the continuous L?-martingale M, g ">°. We easily see from (5.35) that

(M Nwtf / OXG (i %i9)0, (X1, XI0)dBE), (5.36)
0 ki=1

Z/ Z X’ XN o (X, X5 dBYY,.
0

k,l=1

From (B34)—-(E36]), we obtain
E[|MG° ) = E[(My ™) < 2qqt- (5.37)
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Applying It6’s formula to X and Xg together with (532) and (.33), we deduce
that X¢ (%) is a continuous semi-martingale such that

~ ~ = (9 o .
W =@ +3 [ 3 T oux,xm (539

>

—
Il
—

Here, o0 = (Ukl)z,z:u B = (Bi”“)i:p b= (bk)z:u and a = (akl)z,l:r
By construction, for each s, }g (s) is increasing in @ for each N € NU {oo}, and
in N for each @ € NU {cco}. Hence we set

X(s) == lim lim X{(s). (5.39)

N—00 Q—0o0

Then we have

X(X¢) = hm lim Xg(%t). (5.40)

N—00 Q—00

From (B.26) and Lemma B3] we see X(s) < oo if and only if s € K[a]. Hence
X(%:) < oo if and only if X; € K[a]. So our task is to prove x(X:) < oo for all ¢ a.s.

Lemma 5.4. Assume (GI1). Assume that
> ¢*P(%o € Klag]®) < o (5.41)
q=1
Then X(Xo) < 00 a.s. and
E[X(%0)?] < 0. (5.42)

Proof. From (G.41]), we see P(Xo € N3Z1{K[ay]°}) = 0. Then P(X, € K[a]°) = 0.
Combining this with (527, (&39), and BT, we obtain

E[X(%0)?] :E[liqa](xo)W(xo)‘ |= 1311006212}100 E1x[a)(Xo) ‘XQ (%X0) ‘ ]
Z P(Xo € Klag:1]\Klag]) < Zq P(Xo € K[ay]%) < .

q=1 g=1

This yields (5:42). The first claim is clear from (5.42)). O
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Lemma 5.5. Assume (GIT). Assume x(X0) < 0o. Assume that for each t

oo

lim lim 1IC
0 fa) (X Z

N—00 Q—o0
=1

Xy
br(X¢ 351<>) Bo QXL XY du (5.43)

M&

=
Il

1

oo

¢ d
A i aX i i
:/O 1,C[a](3eu)22bk(xu,3eu<>)ax (XL XY du  a.s.,
i=1 k=1
i gim L[ 1 X S X, X0 e X5, Xi0)d
i | BB 2 3 o, ) 6

i=1 k,l=1

l/tl (%)i ap (X5 X1 O°x (X1, Xdu  a.s
- 0 Kla]\Au kl a.’Ilka(El w? +Oy

2 ‘
i=1 k,l=1

and that the right-hand sides of the equations in [43) are continuous processes and
finite for all t. Then X(%) is finite for all t and a continuous semi-martingale such
that

X(Xe) = X(%Xo) +Z/ Lcja) Z ﬂ(XZ X0 )Ukz(XZ,%ZO)dBZ’l (5.44)

t oo d ~
1 X' <> X' <>
+ /0 K[a] (%u) E E bk( u’ xu )8$k( (73] xu )du

1 [t o d o 2% o
— /1 X0, X X0, X)) du.
3 ] w30 3 e K)o (0 2

i=1 k,l=1

Proof. By (5:22), (523), and (540), we easily see D” [)Zg, )?g](s) are increasing in @
for each N and also D*[YY, XY](s) are increasing in N. Furthermore,

Licfa)(8)D°[X, X](5) = Lxpay(s) lim lim D[Xg, X5 )(s) (5.45)

N—o00 Q—00
- 1 li De SN SN <
M Jim [Xo:Xol(s) < qg
and lim 0 limg 00 1icfa) (5)D*[X — X5 X — Xo](5) = 0 for each s.
From (5.2I) and (5.40), we deduce that the second term of the right-hand side of
(5.44)) is a continuous L2-martingale and is the limit of the third term of (5.38) in the
space of the continuous L?-martingales on (Q, F, P, {F;}).

By (:22), (5:23), (5.24)), and (5.26)), we see for (x,s) € R? x & such that J, +5 €
Klal®

8~N 82 SN
ﬁ ((E, 5) = XQ
8$k &L'kaxl

(x,5) = 0. (5.46)

Take @ — oo and then N — oo in (B.38). Then we obtain (5.44) from (G.37),
E40), &43), (45D, and @46). Each term of the right-hand side of (5.44) is finite

and continuous in ¢ by assumption and the argument as above. Hence, x(X:) < oo
for all ¢ and X (X:) is a continuous semi-martingale satisfying (5.44]). O
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Lemma 5.6. Let kg, be the exit time of X from Klaq]. For each t >0,

tAKq d ) ) 2
su E‘ / X X0 (X1 %10YdB | ] < oc. 5.47
T DO R SEATCE e (547
Proof. We deduce (&A1) from (537) easily. O

Proposition 5.7. Assume (&17), (042), and BA3). Assume that

oo

sup | B[ / WQZZbk Xi, Xi0) ax Far (X xi0)du]| < oc, (5.48)

a€N i=1 k=1

tAkg © d Cio GQ)Z N
sup E/ ap (X1, %0 _TX_(xi xi0)gy ‘ < 0
qeN [ 0 ;M:l ( )axkazl( Jdu]

Then, we obtain (5.10).

Proof. Note that )?g are non-negative and continuous for all N,@Q € N. Then, by

e monotone convergence theorem and Fatou’s lemma, we obtain for
(.40), th 6 g th (MCT), and Fatou’s 1 : btain f
each ¢

EX(Xtak.)] = lim  lim E[XQ(:{MNOO)] by MCT (5.49)

N—o00 Q—00

< lim lim liminf EIXO (Xinr,)] by Fatou’s lemma

N—oco Q—oo q—

< lim lim liminf E[X(X¢ax,)] by )?g <x

N—00 Q=00 q—00

= hm 1nf EX(Xink,)]-

By (42), x(Xo) < oo a.s. By assumption, (BI7) and (&43) hold. Then the
assumptions of Lemma [5.5 are fulfilled. Hence we obtain (5.44]). From (5:44) we see

tAmq

HXine,) = X(%o) +Z / XL ) (XL X)ABY (550)

tAKq
o

0 i=1 k=
1 thkg ©  d . o 82)? ) o
- xi xi0)_ZX (xi xidyg
3/ D D7 o R 5 (X

Taking the expectation for each term in ([B50) and applying (5:42), (5:47), and (B.48))
to the right-hand side of ([B50), we deduce

oo d é?X
)(i <> )(l 10
(XL X0 (KL X

sup E[X(Xiax,)] < oo  for each t. (5.51)
geN

By (549) and (&5), E[X(Xtak.. )] < oo for each t. Hence X(X¢nn.) < oo a.s. for
each t. By Lemma B35 {X(X:)} is a continuous process on [0,00). From (5.26),
X(s) = oo for s ¢ K[a]. Hence, if koo < 00, then X(X._) = limyo X(Xn. +¢) = 00
a.s. Combining these yields P(ke < t) = 0 for each 0 <t < co. We therefore obtain
P(koo < 00) =0, which implies (5.16). O



30 Infinite-dimensional stochastic differential equations and tail o-fields II

5.3 Sufficient condition for {B1}. Theorems [5.8 and

We now present a sufficient condition of {B1} for non-symmetric stochastic dynamics.
We shall apply Theorem 510 to Example [[.71

Theorem 5.8. Assume that {UB}, {C3}-{C5}, BI7), &42), (B43), and (B4R
hold. Then (X,B) satisfies { B1} for each m € N.

Proof. {B1} for m = 0 follows immediately from PropositionBG.Iland Proposition 5.7
Each tagged particle X* has the non-collision and non explosion properties. Then l[ya¢n
is well defined and {B1} for each m > 1 follows from that for m = 0. O

Corollary 5.9. Assume that {UB}, {C3}—{ C5}, (6117), (41, (43), and (B48)
hold. Then (X,B) satisfies { B1} for each m € N.

Proof. Corollary follows from Lemma [5.4] and Theorem 5.8 O

Theorem 5.10. Assume that { UB}, {C3}—{C5}, &I10), and (&AI). Furthermore,

law . . . .
assume A 1= Xg is an invariant probability measure of X and

/ZZ‘bk 550 (s 5’ ‘d)\<oo (5.52)

i=1 k=1

/ 3 Z ’a (s°,5°) X (s* 5i<>)‘d)\<oo
o kl ) al'kaxl ) .

i=1 k,l=1

Then (X, B) satisfies {B1} for each m € N.

Proof. For s € Kla], as Q — 0o and then N — oo, we have by (517) and Lemma [5.3]

SN .y a~N
Zz‘bk(sl,slo)a ‘Tzz‘bks st 3—X(S 5 )

(5.53)
i=1 k=1 i=1 k=1
0o d 2~N d
Z Z ‘akl(si,sio) 9"Xg ‘TZ Z ‘akl s, gi® (s 50)‘
i=1 k,l=1 8zk8xl i=1 k,l=1 8xk8zl

Then we deduce (43 and ([B48) from (52), (BE3J), the monotone convergence

theorem, and the assumption that X is an invariant probability measure of X. Hence
we obtain {B1} from Corollary (5.9 O

We remark that (552) can be rewritten as
d o
/ S [t )25 ()] A < oo, (5.54)
Sx& Oy,

d 925
agi(x,s z,8)[d\Y < 0.
/SXG Z ’ ul )3$k59€l( )’

k=1
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6 A sufficient condition for {B1} in the symmetric
case

Let A be a random point field such that A\(Sgge) = 1 and let [: S ; — SN be a label, as

before. We shall consider the ISDE (Z0)—(2I0) with the initial distribution X o 7.
Let {Qs} be a family of probability measures on (92, F,{F:}) such that (X, B)

defined on (2, F, Qs, {Ft}) is a weak solution of (Z9)—(2I0) starting at s = [(s) for

A-a.s.5. We assume {@s} is a measurable family in the following sense.

{MF} Qs(4) is B(G)/\—measurable in s for each A € F.

We remark that {MF} is a counterpart of (MF) in Section 2.5 Indeed, A and Qs
correspond to P o X' and P(Fs(B) € -) with s = [(s), respectively.
For a family of probability measures { Qs} satisfying {MF}, we set

@L@M

Then, (X, B) under @) is a solution of (29)—(ZI0) with the initial distribution Aol=1.
For m € {0} UN, we denote by X[™ = (X™, ™*) the m-labeled process given by

(B3), where X[% = x. Let QL™ be the distribution of X™! under Qy(x)4s- Then,
[ X dQumra = [ FedmhaQl, (6.1)
W(S™mx&)

where wiml = (w!, ... w™ 370 L 6,:) as in @D).
Let A% = X. Let A" be the m-Campbell measure of A for m € N. We set

gﬂ:/ QA for m € {0} UN. (6.2)
Smx&

By definition, Q)[\O] =(@QroX L
We set B™ = (B1,..., B™) for B = (B%);en. We make assumptions.

{BX} o[BT;s <] C O’[XLm]; s < t] for all t under @) for each m € N.
{Sx} For each m € {0} UN, the m-labeled process X™) under (Q, F,{ Qu(x)1s}+ {Ft})
gives a symmetric, Markovian semi-group Tt[m] on L?(S™ x &, \™]) defined by

TI™ f(x,5) = / Fowl™aQL, (6.3)

W (S™x&)

Furthermore, A is an invariant measure of Tt[m].
{D} Let p3 be the two-point correlation function of A. Then, for each R € N,

1 2

————=pi(z,y)dedy < co.
/SRXSR U("T - y|)2

Here the function v is given at the beginning of Section (.11

Theorem 6.1. Assume that {UB}, {MF}, {BX}, {S\}, and {D} hold. Assume
Js IXIPdX\ < co. Then, (X,B) under Qx satisfies { B1} for each m € {0} UN.



32 Infinite-dimensional stochastic differential equations and tail o-fields II

Remark 6.1. Under {S\}, a symmetric Dirichlet form associated with the solution

(X,B) exists through the L?-symmetric semi-groups Tt[m]. However, the Dirichlet
form is not necessarily quasi-regular. Hence, we can not apply the Dirichlet form
technique, including the concept of capacity, directly to the solution. We use the fact
that (X, B) is a solution of [23) and the existence of the associated L?-symmetric

semi-groups instead. If the Dirichlet form associated with Tt[m] 1s a lower Dirichlet
form in the sense of [10] and if tagged particles explode, then we conjecture that the
Dirichlet form is not quasi-regular.

Proposition 6.2. Under the same assumptions as for Theorem[6.1] (5.8]) with P =
Q@ holds.

Proof. We set 70(wl?) = inf{t > 0; (w},w?) € {x = y}}. Then (E.J) follows from
Q7 (W) < 00) = 0. (6.4)

Let T be as in Section [5Jl1 For 0 < e < 1 let Y€ € C°°(]0,00)) such that T¢(t)
is constant for 0 <t < ¢€/2, 0 < YTe(t) < T(¢) for /2 < t <€, and T(¢) = Y(¢) for
e < t. Let G and G¢ be the functions on S? x & such that

G($1,$2,5) :T(|.T1 —.T2|), G€($1,$2,5) :T€(|l‘1 —.T2|). (65)

Then we have (@4) with m = 2 for G and G° from {UB}, {S,} and {D}. We easily
see that {Ge(w,?])} are continuous semi-martingales. By {MF}, {BX}, and {S)},
we can apply Lemma [0.2 to {G© (W,[52])} under Q£2]. Then we have

1 Ge Ge Ge
(M M ) - M o)) (6.6)

Ge(wi) = G (wy!) = 3

Here, rp: C([0,T]; S? x &) — C([0,T]; S? x &) such that rp(wl?)(t) = wll(T —1).
Furthermore, M!S is the continuous local martingale under Q)[\O] such that

(MG (w2 Z / a(wi,, wi)9,G(wi2), ;G (W) ydu.  (6.7)

Here we set 0°¢ = Z#i 0y for w = (wj)jeN-

Note that Q/[\Q] is not a probability measure. By abuse of notation, EE] [[] denotes
the integral with respect to the measure Q/[\Q].
Recall that Y’(t) = —1/v(t). From {D} and |G¢| < |G|, we have

2] 1 ol 2
E [W,wo,wo € Sg| < o0, (6.8)

sup BV w5, wf € Sr] < BYIG(wS)) % wh uf € Sa] < oo (69)
<e<



Yosuke Kawamoto, Hirofumi Osada, and Hideki Tanemura 33

Let 75(wl?) = inf{t > 0; (w}!, w?) ¢ S5°} in ). From (B8), we see for 0 <t < T

EY|G( Wﬁ]f )f G (wi)|’] (6.10)
TS (w4 MU, () — M ()|

<= { ’Mt/C\v'T] ‘ ]+E[2] \M[G (TATe)(TT(W[Q])) —M;GS](TT(W[Q]))‘Q]}

< S {BRIMEL w1+ BRIMIT (i) — M (e () )

= BP M) (W) by (S5}

From (61, (67), {UB}, and {S»}, we deduce that

2 Ge 2 2 .

EJME L (wh[F) = BRI (W) v (6.11)
T/\TI% 1 1
(2] [2] 1,2

< _ < E —_— Sgrl.

<o), e S @ g i € 4
Putting ([68)—(GI1)) together, we deduce

2

sup E&Q][}Ge(W[TQ]M&) swg, ws € Sg (6.12)
0<e<1
= sup E{|Ge(w) ) - 6w + Ge(w Bl w? € i)

0<e<1

2
§2{ sup E/[\][‘GG(W%?AT ) — G (w, [2])‘ |+ sup E ‘GE ;wé,w%eSR]}
0<e<1 0<e<1

<00,

Let 7% = lim._,0 7. Then, from Fatou’s lemma and (G.1Z), we obtain

EXNG(wy o) P wh,wf € Sp] < limint BY(|G(wr, )% wg, wh € Sg)

2.

7hmme [|GE( '[1%]/\7'16?) swh, wi € Sg] < oo.

Hence we have for all R,T € N

Lgz (w, wd)|G(w! <o QPlae. (6.13)

T/\ 0)|

From (6.5) and (6.13), we see 7 = g holds Q/[\Q]-a.e. for each R € N, where 75 is the
exit time of (w',w?) from S% as before. From this combined with (6.I) and (62), we

see 7'102 = 7 holds Q&Q]-a.s. for each R € N. Hence,
2l 0 _ ol
Q5 (B}gnoo T < 00) = @y (ngréo TR < 00). (6.14)
Because each tagged particle does not explode, we see

QE] (7% = lim 73) =1, QE] (Rlim TR < x0) = 0. (6.15)
—r 0

R—o0

Hence, we obtain ([6.4) from ([6.14) and (E15). O
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Proposition 6.3. Make the same assumptions as for Theorem [G1. Assume (B.17)
in addition. Then (BI6]) holds.

Proof. Note that )Zg is local smooth and )Zg and their derivatives are continuous on
G&. Applying Lemma [0.2 to )?g we have under Q)[\O]

N N 1. x5 (X3 X3
Xo (0:) — Xg (0g) = §{Mt + My (rr) — My (rr) (6.16)

Here, rr: C([0,T];8) — C([0,T]; &) is such that ry(w)(¢t) = to(T —t), where tv =
{w(t)}. Furthermore, M X@) is a continuous local martingale under Q&O] such that

(M), (o) = 2 / D%, 78] (0. ) (6.17)

By &37), (545), (614), and [6.I7), we deduce that M Xa] converges to the continuous
local L2-martingale M X! such that

~ - 1
R(tens,) = X(w0) = S{MN, + MY, ) (rr) = M (rr)}, (6.18)

tAKq
(M) (1) =2 [ g 10,)D° ¥, T, ) (6.19)
Taking the expectation of the square of both sides of (G.Ig]), we have

~ - 1
B[R (winn,)~X(w0)[*] = 2 BIMPN,, + MY, (rr) = MP ()] (6.20)

4
1
< {BIME, P14+ BIME, o0 (rr) = MP ()T}
< E[|MP, 7]

Then, we deduce from (B45) and ([GI9) that

T/\nq
EMY, 7] = E[(MW)r,,,] = 2] / L) (02D X, X (10,)du] < 2T

(6.21)
Combining ([620) with [@21]), we see that for each 0 <t < T < 0o
- 1 - - -
sup E[[X(winx,)*] < 5 sup{E[[X(10eax,) — X(w0)[?] + E[|X (o) [*]} (6.22)
qeN 2 geN
1 ~
< 5 {2Tqq+ E[X(wo) ]}
< 00 by/ IX[2d\ < oo
&
Let koo = limg,o0 kg as before. Then, similarly as (5.49), we have by ([6.22)
ExX(wipn.,)] < 1iIginf E[X(¢px,)] < oo foreach 0 <t < oo. (6.23)
q—00

By ([6.23), we see X(tonr,, ) < 0o a.s. for each t < co. By (5.27), we see (. ) =
0o. Combining these, we deduce QE] (t < keo) = 1 for each t, which implies (5.16). O

Proof of Theorem[6. 1l Theorem[G.Ilfollows from Proposition[6.2land Proposition[6.3]
O
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7 Examples

Following [22], we present examples satisfying the assumptions of the main theorems.
In all the examples in this section, o is the unit matrix. In Example [ T+ Example[7.6]
b(z,v) = 10*(x,9), where d is the logarithmic derivative of the random point field
1 associated with the ISDE.

The first three examples are infinite particle systems in one-dimensional space,
and the fourth example is in R%. These four examples arise from the random matrix
theory and have logarithmic interaction potential.

Example [[4-Example are related to Ruelle’s class interaction potentials. The
equilibrium states for these examples are canonical Gibbs measures described by the
Dobrushin-Lanford—Ruelle (DLR) equation. We consider only non-symmetric solu-
tions in Example[Z.7l Here, non-symmetric means the associated unlabeled dynamics
are not reversible to the given equilibrium state. We construct such dynamics by
adding skew-symmetric drift coefficients.

Example 7.1 (sineg random point fields). Let S =R. We consider

, B = 1 ,
i __ i ~
dXj =dBj + 5 lim Z ¥ (€D (7.1)
|Xi-X{|<r, g Tt T
Let pisin g be the sineg random point field [15, [2]. We take B = 1,2,4. By definition,
sin,2 18 the random point field on R for which the n-point correlation function pg, o
with respect to the Lebesgque measure is given by

Péin,2(x") = det[Kgin 2 (i, 7; )]Zj:l'

Here, Kgn o(x,y) =sinn(z —y)/m(z —y) is the sine kernel. pgin1 and fisin 4 are also
defined by correlation functions given by quaternion determinants [15)]. For 8 =1,2,4,
Usin,g are quasi-Gibbs measures [19, (18] and the logarithmic derivatives are given by

1
Hsin, 8 = i in L i
oeind (1) ﬂTlggo‘ §< =y ™ Lige(R X &, 151 5). (7.2)
T—Y;|<r

If B = 2, the solution of (1) is called the Dyson model in infinite dimensions [2]]].

Example 7.2 (Bessel random point fields). Let S = [0,00) and 1 < o < oo. Let
B8 =2. We consider

. . a > 1
dX! =dB} + {— + —ldt (i € N). 7.3
f= B g+ D g €N (7.3)

Let pipe,a be the Bessely o random point field. The n-point correlation function pg,
with respect to the Lebesque measure is given by

PBe.o(X") = det[Kpe o, ;)7 =1 -

Here, Kpe,o s a continuous kernel given by the Bessel function J, for a of the first
kind such that

Jo (V) VYT (VY) — VeI, (Vo) Ja (V/Y)
2(z —y)

KBe,a(z;y) = (SC 7& y)



36 Infinite-dimensional stochastic differential equations and tail o-fields II

In [3)], it was proved that the logarithmic derivative 3"Be of upe o is given by

2
a#Bc,a(x7 U) — % + Z — mn Llloc(R X Gvﬂgi,a)' (74)

The sum in (T4) converges absolutely, unlike in the previous examples.

Example 7.3 (Ginibre random point field). Let S = R? and 3 = 2. We consider
two ISDFEs:

. . Xi— X7
dX! = dB! + lim > Fij‘?th (i € N) (7.5)
rree i xd oy |th - Xt |
|Xt X [<r, j#i
and
. . . Xi— X7
dX{=dBj - X{dt+ lim Y —L——idi (ieN) (7.6)
r—00 X< ot |Xt — Xt |

Note that ISDEs ([T3) and ([C8) have the same weak solutions [18]. The associated
unlabeled diffusion is reversible with respect to the Ginibre random point field pgin,
which is the determinantal random point field on R? that has the kernel Kgin(x,y) =
e*¥ with respect to the complex Gaussian measure (1/7T)ef|z|2dz. Here, we regard R?
as C in an obvious manner. pgin 18 quasi-Gibbs and has logarithmic derivatives with
plural representations [19,[18]. In L2 (R? x G,M[Cﬂn), we have

loc

HGin — r=S ‘ '
oG (g, 5) TILHQOQ Z P 2x+rgn3022 Py

|[x—si|<r

All of the above examples are related to random matrix theory. ISDEs (7))
with 8 = 1,2,4 are the bulk scaling limit of the finite-particle systems of Gaussian
orthogonal /unitary/symplectic ensembles, respectively. ISDE (Z.3)) is the hard-edge
scaling limit of finite-particle systems of the Laguerre ensembles. ISDEs (3 and
[T8) are bulk scaling limits of the Ginibre ensemble, which is a system of eigenvalues
of non-Hermitian Gaussian random matrices.

Example 7.4 (Ruelle’s class potentials). Let S = R? with d € N. Let ® = 0 and
U(z,y) = B¥o(x —y). The ISDE then becomes

dX; = dB; — g Z VU(X} — X7)dt (i e N).
J=1,5#i

Assume that W is a Ruelle’s class potential that is smooth outside the origin. That
is, Wo is super-stable and regular in the sense of Ruelle [23]. Here, we say that $q is
regular if there exists a positive decreasing function ¥:RT —R and Ry such that

Uo(x) > —(Jz|)  for allz, To(z) < (|z|) for all |x| > Ry,
/OO P(t) t4 dt < oo.
0
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Let py, be a canonical Gibbs measure with interaction Wo. Let p™ be the m-point
correlation function of pw,. We assume a quantitative condition in (7).
{Gib} For each p € N, there exist positive constants cs and cg satisfying

1
p (x)dz p(x)dx
Z fSTTW < o0, limsup ISTT% < 00, (7.7)

r=1 r—00

IV(z)|, |[V2To(x)| < | for all x such that |z| > 1/p.

(1+|z[)
It was proved in [22, Lemma 13.5] that the logarithmic derivative of py, is given by
o (zy) = —5)  V¥o(z ;). (78)
j=1
The sum in ([L8)) converges absolutely, unlike Examples[71] and[7.3

The next two examples are individual cases of Example [.4l We present only the
interaction potentials and ISDEs.

Example 7.5 (Lennard—Jones 6-12 potentials). Let d =3, 5 > 0, and
We2(x) = {|z[71* — |2[°}.

The interaction Ve 12 1s called the Lennard-Jones 6-12 potential. The ISDE is

12(X7 — 6(X; — X/
dXi = dBl+— Z{ Xi) (X ,t)}dt (i € N).
s X=X X=X

Example 7.6 (Riesz potentials). Let d < a € R, 0 < S, and set ¥o(x) = (8/a)|x|~°.
The corresponding ISDE is

i i X] .
dX! =dB! + Z# |X1 Xijr ——t =t gt (ieN).
j 1,541

Example 7.7 (Non-symmetric case). Let Uy be a Ruelle’s class potential. We assume
Uy € C3(RY) and d > 3. Let pu be an associated canonical Gibbs measure. We take

A = u. We assume that p has locally bounded m-point correlation functions for all
m. Then, the logarithmic derivative of u is given by

o (z,8) = —BZ V¥o(x —s;).
Let o be an R¥-valued function on R? such that vy € C2(R?). Let
= ﬂZ'yo(z — 8;).

We consider the ISDE

) . 1 . . . .
AX; = dB} + oM (X}, X0) + (X, X0 b (79)
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under the assumption that
divy +v-0* =0. (7.10)

An example of Vo, u, and o satisfying (CIQ) is Yo = 0, X\ = p is the Poisson
random point field whose intensity is the Lebesque measure, and vy = (%m)izl is the
derivative of a skew-symmetric potential I' = (Fkl)%l:l such that

. ory
Z a— :L' y Fkl(l') = *Flk(z)'

Here x = (x1,...,1q) € R From ([CI0), ul™ is an invariant measure of %™

To apply Theorem 31l and Theorem[3.2, we check {B1}, {B2}, and {B3}. {B2}
and { B8} follow from Theorem|Z3. Indeed, we can take £ = 1 because ¥g and ' have
compact supports. As for the construction of a weak solution of ([L9), we can use
Lemmal8dl We can take a suitable finite particle approzimation p because Wq is of
Ruelle’s class and has a compact support. Moreover, g also has a compact support.

To obtain {B1}, we use Theorem [BI0 So we quickly check the assumptions of
Theorem [510. {UB} is obvious. {C38} is clear because the two-point correlation
function is bounded. {C4} and {C5} follow from boundedness of the two-point corre-
lation function, d > 3, and the assumptions such that ¥o € C3(R?) and vo € CZ(R?)
and that pl™ are invariant measures of X™. It is not difficult to see that pu satisfies
GIT), BG4I, and BB2) if p is a translation invariant Poisson random point field.
Hence, we obtain {B1} from Theorem [510.

It is plausible that one can generalize the example to canonical Gibbs measures
and the long-range case. For this, more work is required and is left to the reader.

8 Appendix I: Weak solutions of ISDEs

In this section, we quickly review some previous results. In [I7] 18| 19} 20} [§], we
presented weak solutions to ISDEs; [17, (18|, 19} 20] were devoted to symmetric cases,
whereas [§] considered both non-symmetric and symmetric cases. Hence, together
with the results in [22] and the present paper, we obtain unique strong solutions of
ISDEs.

8.1 Construction of weak solutions: non-symmetric case

In Section 8] we follow the process for constructing weak solutions in [8]. The results
are valid for non-symmetric solutions.

Let {uV} be a sequence of random point fields on S such that u™ ({s(S) = N}) =
1. Let IV be a label of u¥ and [I¥ = (IN:1 ... (V™) where m < N. We assume the
following.
{H1} Each " has a correlation function {p™""} with respect to the Lebesgue measure
satisfying, for each r € N,

A}im PN (x) = p"(x)  uniformly on S for all n € N, (8.1)
— o0

N,n n
sup sup p " (x) < mn‘lj:ﬂ" for all n € N, 8.2
NeNxes? P (8.2)

where 0 < ¢19(r) < 00 and 0 < ¢11(r) < 1 are constants independent of n € N.
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{H2} For each m € N, limy 00 ™ o (V)71 = po (I,,,) " weakly in S™.

We take p™¥ o (IV)~1 as an initial distribution of the labeled finite-particle system,
and {H2} refers to the convergence of the initial distribution of the labeled dynamics.

For XV = (XNH)N | we set X770 = Z?;l dy~.i, where XN denotes the zero
t

measure for N = 1. Let oV : S x & - RY and bV : S x & — R? be measurable
functions. The finite-dimensional SDE of XV = (XN | is given by

dXN = N (x N 2N+ bV (XN XN YA (1 <i < N), (8.3)

XéV:s.

{H3} SDE (B3) and (B4) has a weak solution for u" o (IV)~1-a.s. s for each N and
this solution neither explodes nor hits the boundary (when 95 is non-void).

{H4} " are bounded and continuous on S x &, and converge uniformly to o on
S, x & for each r € N. Furthermore, a” := ¢Vts" are uniformly elliptic on S, x &
for each r € N and a%aN (z,s) are uniformly bounded on S x &.

Let X? "™ be the maximal module variable of the first m particles such that

N,m N.i
X, = max sup |X;|
i=1,....,m
=5 el0,T]

{I1} For each T,m € N,

lim lim inf prte™ TN XN < q) =1
a—r 00 — 00

and, for each m,a € N, there exists a constant cjo = (m,a) such that, for 0 <
tu<T,

m
sup 3BT - XX < o] < qplt -l
i=1

Furthermore, M, 7, defined by (2.20), satisfies

lim liminf P*" °) 7 (M, (XN) < L) =1 for each r € N.
L—oo N—oo
Let ™!l be the one-Campbell measure of uV. Set c13(r, N) = p™1(S, x &).
Then, by [82), supy qg|(r, N) < oo for each r € N. Without loss of generality, we
can assume that qqg(r, N) > 0 for all 7, N. Let Miv’[l] = NN {S, x &}). Let
V1 be the probability measure defined as

ﬂN,[l]() = MN’[”( n {ST X 6})/(7’, N)

Let w, s be the map from S, x & to itself such that w, s(z,s) = (=, Z\m—si|<s 0s;),s

where s = ). J,,. Let F,. s = o[w, 5] be the sub-o-field of B(S, x &). Because S, C S,

we can and do regard F, s as a o-field on S x &, which is trivial outside S, x &.
We set a tail-truncated coefficient bi\fs of bV and their tail parts bf;taﬂ by

b’r]“\,[s — EﬂN,[lJ[bNu_-m], pN — bi\,[s + bi\gtail. (8.5)
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By construction, a™"[1(S¢ x &) = 0. Hence, we can and do take a version of bﬁ\fs such
that
b (z,9) =0fora & S, by(z,n) = b, ,(2,1) for x € S,. (8.6)

Let bﬁ’s’p be a continuous and F, s-measurable function on S x & such that

bi\f&p(x,ij) =0 forxz¢gsS,,

bﬁ[syp(x, y) = bfnvflﬁsyp(:c, ) for x € S;_1,

by, (x,9) =0 for (z,9) € (S x &), pi1, (8.7)
brlep(@,9) = b (2,)  for (z,9) & (S x &)rp

Here, (S X 6),p, = {(z,9) € S; x &; |z — y;| < 1/2P for some y; }, where y =, dy,.

The main requirements for b and b,  are the following:

{I2} There exists some p such that 1 < p and, for each r € N,

1imsup/ N PdpN o < oo
Srx&

N —oc0

For each r,7,T € N, there exists a constant ¢4 such that

sup sup E“N"([N)fl[/ Y, (XL 20 Pt < qr
peN NeN

N
We decompose b, as

Let || - [[sxem be the uniform norm on the space of functions S x &, where

6" = {s € S x&;5(S,) =m}. Then | f|lsxem = sup{|f(z,s)|; (z,5) € S x &'} by
definition.

{I3} For each m,p,r,s € N such that r < s, there exists some b, 5, such that

hm Hbr s,p T,s,pHSXG;’I' =0. (810)

Moreover, bi\f&p are differentiable in x and satisfy the bounds:

0
Sllp H_bz\,fs,pHSXG?I' < o0,

lim sup A

p—o0 N rs,p T,SHLﬁ(STXG”u.Nx[l]) = 0.

Furthermore, for each i, < 5,7 € N, we assume that

lim nmsupEuNoﬁ”Yl[/ (B, — DY (X 20y par] = o

P—X N0

T
lim B | / [{brap — brs}(XE, XIO)Pdt] = 0

p—0o0
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where b, ; is such that

bro(w,9) = lim bY(z,y) for each (z,9) € | J(S x &)¢,. (8.11)

N—
peEN

By definition (J,cn(5 x &)7, = {S; x &} U{(z,y); 2z # y; for all i}. by 5(2,9) = 0 for

x & S, by (B6). The limit in (8I]) exists because of (87), (BF), and (BI0).

{I4} There exists some b*l € C(S;R?), independent of 7 € N and s € &, such that
lim lim sup ||b7{YS’tai1

— b=l vy = 0.
Jim Tim sug Lo (8, x &, 00)

Furthermore, for each r,i,T € N,

T . ) .
lim limsup B#" °() 7' / (bt — praity (X N x N0 Par] = .

S§—00 N —00 0
We remark that 52! is independent of r because of the consistency of (88). By
assumption, b2l = pt3il(z) is a function of z. From (8H) and (89), we have that
bN — bN + btail + {b”]:fs _ bN } + {bN,tail _ btail}. (812)

T,8,P T,8,P 8

Then, {I3} and {I4} imply that the last two terms {bY, — b2, } and {p}V;ti — ptail}

in (8I2) are asymptotically negligible. Under these assumptions, there exists some b
such that, for each r € N (see [8, Lemma 3.1]),

i [brs = bl[Lo(s, x 1) = O-

{I5} For each i,r,T € N,

T
lim Er" [/ |(br,s — b)(X], X1%)[Pdt] = 0.
S5—00 0
A sequence {XV} of C(]0,T]; S™)-valued random variables is said to be tight if,
for any subsequence, we can choose a subsequence denoted by the same symbol such
that {XV'™} yenm<n, where XNV = (XN XNm) i convergent in law in
C(]0,T); S™) for each m € N. We quote:

Lemma 8.1 ([8, Theorem 2.1]). Assume that {H1}<{H4} and {I1}-{I5} hold.
Then, for each T € N, {XN}nen is tight in C([0,T]; SV) and any limit point X =
(XDien of {XN}nen is a weak solution of the ISDE

dX} = o(X}, XI)dB! + {b(X}, Xi¥) 4 b X7)}dt. (8.13)
Clearly, we deduce from Lemma [ that {X"}yen is tight in C(]0, 00); SY) and
any limit point X = (X%);cy is a weak solution of the ISDE (8I3) on [0, c0).

8.2 Construction of weak solutions: symmetric case

The second author constructed weak solutions of ISDEs under some mild assumptions
through Dirichlet form theory [I8]. In this subsection, we recall the results. We begin
by constructing p-reversible diffusions [16], [19].
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We denote by A, the Poisson random point field whose intensity is the Lebesgue
measure on S,. We also set A" = A,.(-NG"), where 8" = {s € &; 5(S,) = m}. Let
T, e 6 =6 by mr(s) = s(- N Sy) and 7&(s) = s(- N SE) as before.

Let @:5S —-RU{oo} and ¥:S x S—R U {oo} be measurable functions. We set

He(r) = Z D(z;) + Z U(z,z;) forp= 25%

T, €Sy i<j,xi,x;ESr
We call H, a Hamiltonian on .S, with free potential ® and interaction potential .

Definition 8.1. A random point field p is called a (P, ¥)-quasi Gibbs measure with
inverse temperature B > 0 if its reqular conditional probabilities

pre = p(mp(x) € - [m () = m(€), ¥(Sr) = m)
satisfy, for all r,m € N and p-a.s. &,
qge” AT (dr) < il (de) < qre AT (dy).

Here, c15 = (7“, m, &) is a positive constant depending only on r, m, w<(€). For two
measures v on a o-field F, we write p < v if p(A) < v(A) for all A€ F.

We make the following assumptions.
{A1} pis a (@, ¥)-quasi Gibbs measure such that there exist upper semi-continuous
functions (®, ¥) and positive constants c16 and c;7 satisfying

(@) < ©(2) < qd(e), qr¥(z,y) < V(@y) < qpbe,y).

{A2} For each r € N, 1 satisfies >, mu(&") < oo.
Let (£%#,D3") be the bilinear form on L?(&, u) with domain D5* defined by

gai(f,g) = /6 D(f, g] u(ds).

Here D° is as in (5.2I) and D5 = {f € Do N L*(&, u); EYH(f, f) < o<}, where D,
is the set of all bounded, local smooth functions on &.

A family of probability measures {Ps}sce on (W(6&), B(W(8))) is called a dif-
fusion if the canonical process X = {X;} under P; is a continuous process with the
strong Markov property starting at s. Here, X;(to) = 1, for to = {w;} € W(&) by
definition. X is adapted to {F:}, where F; = N, Fy and the intersection is taken
over all Borel probability measures v; F} is a o-field generated by all P,-null sets of
Uszo]:spu and F;" = NesoBirc(6), where B(6) = ol,;0 < s < t]. Furthermore,
{Ps}see is said to be v-stationary if v is an invariant probability measure. We say
{Ps}see is v-reversible if { P }see is v-symmetric and -stationary.

Lemma 8.2 ([16] 19, 22]). Assume that {A1} and { A2} hold. Then, (E%*,Ds") is
closable on L?(&, i), and its closure (E%*,D%") is a quasi-reqular Dirichlet form on
L3(&, ). Moreover, the associated p-reversible diffusion (X,{Ps}scq) exists.

We refer to [I4] for the definition of quasi-regular Dirichlet forms and related
notions. We also refer to [4] for details of Dirichlet form theory.

Let {Ps}sesy be as in Lemma 82 Note that () = 1 and set P, = [ Ps pu(ds).
Let lpath be as in (Z6). Let Sgge and Sgqe be as in (ZF). Then we assume the
following:

{A3} P,(Wnr(6s,)) =1and P, o 5L (W(Sse)) = 1.

path



Yosuke Kawamoto, Hirofumi Osada, and Hideki Tanemura 43

Definition 8.2 ([I8]). An R%-valued function d* is called the logarithmic derivative
of pif ot € L (S x &, ulM)) and, for all ¢ € C3°(S) ® Do,

loc

/ o (x, 8)p(x, 5)ut (dods) = — Vao(x, s)ull (dzds).

Sx& Sx&

Here we write f € L, (S x &, ull) if f € LP(S, x &, ult)) for all r € N, and we set
V.a(z,s) = (%’;’“‘ll (z,5))L,, where x = (21,...,24).

{A4} p has a logarithmic derivative 9, and the coefficients (o, b) satisfy

1 1
tg = b=-V, ZoM,
oo =a, 5 a+20

Lemma 8.3 ([I8, Theorem 26]). Assume that {A1}—{A4} hold. Then, there exists
some {Fi}-Brownian motion B such that (Ipatn(X), B) is a weak solution of (2.9).

In Lemma B3] (9, F, Ps, {F:}) is the filtered space introduced before Lemma [82]
We can take $ in (ZII) uniquely up to capacity zero and Ssge in (ZI0) as u=1($).
ISDE (29)-(2I1) has a weak solution ([ atn(X),B) defined on (Q,F, Ps, {F:}) for
each s € § and P,(X; ¢ $ for some 0 <t < 00) = 0 and, in particular, u(9) = 1.

9 Appendix II: Lyons—Zheng decomposition for weak
solutions of ISDEs

Let (X, B) be a weak solution of (Z9)—(ZI0). We shall derive the Lyons—Zheng type
decomposition of additive functionals of X.

Let m € {0}UN and F € C?(5™ x &;), where &; is given by (Z4) and C?(S™ x &;)
is the set of functions on S™ x &; of C?-class. Here, we say that F is of C?-class if
F € C%(SY) in the sense that F(s1,...,8,,8041,...) is C? in (s1,...,s,) for fixed
(8n41,...) for all n € N. The function F is such that, for x = (zy,...,2,,) and
5= Z?im—i-l 551'7

F(x,5) = F(21, -y Ty St 1, Sma2s Smass -« -)

and for any permutation p on N\{1,...,m},

F(xlv <o s Tmy SmA4-1, Sm+25 Sm+35 - - ) = F(xlv <oy Lmy Sp(’m-‘rl)a Sp(m+2)7 Sp(m+3)7 .- )

Let wl™ be as in @7). Let r:C([0,T]; S™ x &;) — C([0,T); S™ x &;) be such
that

rp(wm™ () = wi™ (T —t). (9.1)

We regard Q/[\m] as a measure on C([0,T]; S™ x &;), where Q/[\m] is given by (62).
Indeed, by ([2.I0) each tagged particle X¢ of X does not explode under Q. Hence,
each tagged path of wl™ does not explode for Q)[\m]—a.e. wlml,

Lemma 9.1. Q/[\m] = Q/[\m] orpt.
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Proof. By ([©.2), Q,[\m} = Jomxe Qkﬂd}\[m]. We deduce from {Sy} that {Q[m]} is a

A™_symmetric Markov process and Al™ is an invariant measure of {Qx,s]}- From
these we conclude Lemma O

Let X" be the m-labeled process of X, that is, X[™ = (X1, ..., X™, szﬂ Oxi).
Recall that o[BT;s < #] C o[X™:s < #] for all t under @y by {BX}. Hence B™
is a function of X[™. Then, there exists a function B™ defined on the path space
W(S™ x &) such that B™ = B™(X["™) under Q. Clearly, B™(w!™) under ,[ZZ]
for A™l-a.e. (x,5) is a dm-dimensional Brownian motion. Here we recall Q;m} is not

m
J» means “under Q;[c,s]

necessary a probability measure for m € N. Below, “under Q;m
for Alml-a.e. (x,5)”.

Let w™ = (w',...,w™), where wl” = (w™ m’"*). Then w™ under [m] i
weak solution of (ZI6) with Brownian motion B” = (B™#)"  and X = v, Where =
> o2 0w as before. The coefficients of ([2.16) depends only on X™* = ZZ:mH Oxi,

so does w™* in the present case. By (213), we can rewrite (ZI6]) as

dw! = o(wi, W) dB™" + b(w!,wi®)dt fori=1,...,m. (9.2)
Here, for w = (w')2,, we set 0’ = {0}, by 0i® = D i =1 8
Let ST = {x = (z:)j%, ; #; # x; for all i # j} and F € C*(S% x &). Below, we
write wi™l (¢) = W,[gm]. Applying It6’s formula to F and ([@.2]) informally, we see under
Q"
F(wl™) - Z / (0:F (wa), 0wl wi®)dBI)  + 9.3)

t oo . ' t oo 1 3
/ Z (b(wlamﬁo) aF(Wu Rddu+/ Z 5 )ai,kai,lF(Wu)du'

The equality ([@3]) can be justified if F' is a local smooth function, and each term is

integrable. We shall assume F' (W,Em]) is a continuous semi-martingale satisfying ([@.3]).

Lemma 9.2. Consider the same assumptions as for Theorem [61l. Let m € {0} UN
and F € C*(SZ' x &). Assume that for Q)[\m]—a.e.w[m]

00 d
/ Z ar (Wi, i), 1 F(wy)0; 1 F(wy)du < oo for all t (9.4)
1 k=1

and that F(wgm]) s a continuous semi-martingale under Q/[\m] satisfying (@3). Then,
under Q/[\m], we obtain for 0 <t < T

1 fm] ] ]
_ §{Mt(w )+ (My_y(rp(wi™)) = My (rp(w )))}. (9.5)

Here, M is a continuous local martingale under Q/[\m] such that

M= [ @F ) ot w0 aB ) (9.6)
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The quadratic variation of M is given by
0o d
(M)i(w / Z Z (W, 0}2)0; 1 F (w0 )Ds 1 F (W) du. (9.7)

Furthermore, {Mp_(rr(wl™)) — Mp(ro(wl™)} is a continuous local martingale

under Q/[\m] with respect to the inverse filtering.

Proof. We modify the argument of [4, Theorem 5.7.1] according to the current situ-
ation. Note that the weak solution (X,B) is not associated with any quasi-regular
Dirichlet forms; there exists no L?-semi-group associated with the labeled process
X. We can still use the L2-semi-group associated with the m-labeled process X[

equivalently, wl”™ under [m] given by for any m € N.
A
By {BX} we see B in (@.2) is a function in w(™) and we can write (@.2)) as

dw! = o(w!, ) dB (wI™) + b(w!, wi®)dt  fori=1,...,m. (9.8)

For x = (:)72,, we set X"l = (21, @, Y200 4 00,) and 1€ = 3070, . 6, Let

oo 00 d
7 1 . Ny
G =" (b(i, 1), 0 F (%) g + > D 5%1(%,on)ai,kai,zF(X)- (9.9)

i=1 i=1 k,i=1
Then, from (3.3), (@), @6), (@.8), and ([@9), we have that under Q)[\m} for0<t<T
t
F(w!™) — P(wl™) = M,(wl™) + / G(wi™)du. (9.10)
0

By Lemma [0.1] Q[m] Q,\ Vorz!. Hence, My(ry(wi™)) is well-defined for Q/[\m]—
a.e.wl™. We see then from (@.I0) the followmg

F(rp(wl™),) = F(rp(wi™)g) = M, (rp(wi™)) + /0 Glrp(wl™), )du. (9.11)

By the definition of rr, we can rewrite (@.I1]) as

T T—t
F(wim)) — Fewli™y =M, (rp(wl™)) + /0 G(wi™du — /0 G(wi™ydu. (9.12)
Hence, from ([@.I2]), we obviously have
T T—t
My (rp(wlm)) = F(wi™) — F(wl) — /0 G(wlim)du + /0 G(wlim)du. (9.13)
Take t to be T —t and T in (@I3). Then we have

Mrp_y(rp(w™)) = F(w™) — F(wi) - /OT G(wl)du + / G(wlm)du, (9.14)

T
M (w'™)) = Pof”) - Plwff”) - [ Giwlau (9.15)
0
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Subtract both sides of ([@I0) from those of ([@I4]). Then using ([@I0) we obtain
¢
My (rr(wlm™)) — Mp(rp(wlml)) =F(w™) — F(wi™) + / G(wi™)du
0
=2{F(w") = F(wg™)} = Mi(w™),
Hence, we have under Q/[\m] for0<t<T

Pwi™) = Fwi™) = 2{M,(w™) - (Mo (wi™) = (e (™)) ).

2
This completes the proof of (@3). Equation ([@X) follows immediately from (@.6]).
The last claim follows from Lemma and the definition of rp. O
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