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Abstract

We are interested in the discretization of stable driven SDEs with additive noise for o € (1,2) and
L% — L? drift under the Serrin type condition % + % < a— 1. We show weak existence and uniqueness as
well as heat kernel estimates for the SDE and obtain a convergence rate of order é(a —-1- (% + %)) for
the difference of the densities for the Euler scheme approximation involving suitably cutoffed and time
randomized drifts.

1 Introduction

For a fixed time horizon T' > 0, we are interested in the weak well-posedness and the Euler-Maruyama
dicretization of the SDE

dXt = b(t, Xt) de + dZt, XO =, Vi S [O,T], (11)

where b belongs to the Lebesgue space L4([0, T, LP(R?)) := {f 200, T] x RE - ||t = || £(2, MNeellpago, ) < oo}
=: L7 — LP and Z; is a symmetric non-degenerate d-dimensional a-stable process, whose spectral measure
is equivalent to the Lebesgue measure on the unit sphere S9~1 (see Subsection 1.4 for detailed assumptions
on the noise).

We will work under the integrability condition

d «
-+ —<a-1, a € (1,2). 1.2
s (1,2) (1.2)
This condition can be seen as the a-stable extension of the Krylov-Rockner condition for Brownian-driven
SDEs (see [KRO05]), although not guaranteeing strong well-posedness in the strictly stable setting (o < 2).
To this end, some additional smoothness conditions on the drift naturally appear, expressed in terms of
Bessel potential spaces (see [XZ20]).

In this paper, we first establish well-posedness of (1.1) through the study of a suitably associated Euler
scheme, for which we prove heat kernel estimates. These then allow to follow the usual route to derive
well-posedness: tightness, identification of a martingale problem solution and stability. As a consequence of
this approach, we derive Duhamel-type expansions for the densities of the Euler scheme and the diffusion,
which paves the way for an error analysis.

There has recently been a growing interest for SDEs of the type (1.1) which involve a singular drift,
both from the theoretical and numerical points of view. Drifts of the above form indeed appear in some
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physics-related models, having in mind, for example, the Biot-Savart kernel or Keller-Segel-type equations.

This paper can be viewed as a stable-driven extension of [JM23], in which the corresponding Brownian
case was addressed for the weak error. Stable processes naturally appear when modelling anomalous diffusion
phenomena (see [Esc06] for the fractional Keller-Segel model and [MS12] for general fractional models). It
is therefore important to be able to quantify how discretization schemes can approximate (1.1).

1.1 Definition of the Euler scheme

Since we consider a potentially unbounded drift coefficient, it is natural to introduce a cutoff for the dis-
cretization scheme. For a time step size h, the two cutoffs we consider are the following:

e If p = g = oo, we simply take V(t,y) € [0,T] x RY, by (t,y) = bu(t,y) = b(t,y).

e Otherwise, we set

min { b(t,y)|, Bh~ %3

— d
bh(tvy) = |b(t,y)| b(tvy)]l|b(t,y)|>05 (tvy) € [OaT] x RY, (13)
) win {|b(t, )|, BhA 1
bh(tay) = { |b(t y)l }b(tuy)]lt>h,b(t,y)>07 (tay) € [OuT] X |Rd7 (14)

for some constant B > 0 which can be chosen freely as long as it does not depend on h nor 7T'.

The first option has a cutoff level related to the integrability condition (1.2), while the second one is related
to the auto-similarity index of the driving noise. The latter also artificially sets the drift to O on the first
step (we will see later that this allows in particular to compute estimates on the gradient of the density of
the Euler scheme). The idea behind this cutoff level is to make sure the contribution of the drift does not
dominate over that of the stable noise on each time step of the scheme.

We then define a discretization scheme with n time steps over [0, 7], with constant step size h := T'/n.
For the rest of this paper, we denote, Vk € {1,...,n},t := kh and Vs > 0,7/ := hl7] € (s = h, s], which is
the last grid point before time s. Namely, if s € [t, tg41), T2 = tg.

In order to avoid assumptions on the drift b beyond integrability and measurability, we are led to ran-
domize the evaluations of by, (resp. b) in the time variable. For each k € {0,...,n — 1}, we will draw a
random variable Uy, according to the uniform law on [kh, (k+ 1)h], independently of each other and the noise
(Z4)1>0. We can then define a step of the Euler scheme as

Xh

tr41

= X'+ (Ziy,, — Z,) + hon(Ug, X[1), (1.5)
and its time interpolation as the solution to
AX}' = dZ; + ba(U 1 ), Xfth) dt. (1.6)
Similarly, for the alternative cutoff, we define
Xt =X+ (Zo,, — Zo,) + hbu(Us, X11), (1.7)
and its time interpolation as the solution to
dX{' = dZ; + ba(U 4 ), Xf?) dt. (1.8)
As by, and by, are bounded, the schemes (1.6) and (1.8) are well defined and admit densities in positive times.

We will denote by T'*(0,z,t,-) and T'"(0,x,t,-) their respective densities at time ¢ € (0, 7] when starting
from z at time O.
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1.2 Well-posedness - state of the art

Let us recall that weak well-posedness is often investigated through the parabolic PDE which is naturally
associated with the SDE (1.1)

(05 + b(s,2) - Vo + LY u(s, ) = f(s,2) on [0,T) x RY, u(t,") = g on RY, (1.9)

where £ is the generator of the noise and f and g are suitable functions. Bearing in mind that, in the
B-Holder setting, the associated parabolic gain is 8+ «, the regularity condition 5+ « > 1 naturally appears
to define the gradient of the solution. Let us point out that this condition already appeared in the seminal
work of [TTW74]. For weak and strong well-posedness in the Holder setting, we can e.g. refer to [MP14]
and [CZZ21], which also includes the super-critical case. Since we do not have any regularity available on
the drift b, we are naturally led to consider sub-critical regimes for the stability index (i.e. a > 1).

Establishing estimates on the gradient of the solution to the PDE naturally leads to weak uniqueness
in the multidimensional setting for (1.1) through the martingale problem. In this paper, under (1.2), we
obtain such estimates exploiting heat kernel estimates for the density I'* of X" and taking the limit as h
goes to 0. Keep in mind that some additional smoothness is required to derive strong well-posedness in the
multidimensional case.

In the strictly stable and time-homogeneous setting with mere integrability assumptions on the drift,
weak existence and uniqueness of a solution to (1.1) was first investigated in [Por94] in R and extended to
the multidimensional case in [PP95] under the condition % < a — 1 by constructing the density using its

d
parametrix expansion. When considering the embedding LP(R?) < Bs’so(R?) (the latter being the Besov
space with regularity —g), the previous condition is then consistent with the condition o+ g > 1 appearing
in the Holder case.

Let us also mention the work [CARM22], in which weak well-posedness is proved for distributional drifts

— a1 d
in the Besov-Lebesgue space LY — [Bgr under the condition 8 > qun In view of this threshold, our

well-posedness result can be seen as an extension of this work for g = 0.

Our approach to well-posedness naturally provides heat kernel estimates for both the discretization
scheme and the limit SDE that quantify the behavior of their time marginal laws. Namely, as detailed in the
seminal work by Kolokoltsov [Kol00], for a smooth bounded drift, the time marginals of the solution (1.1)
and the noise behave alike. This work was then extended in various directions, mostly for Holder continuous
drifts (see [KK18], [Kull9], [CHZ20] and [MZ22]), and more recently for distributional drifts (see [PvZ22]
in the Brownian setting and [Fit23] in the strictly stable case). In those works, the authors again establish
that the time marginal laws of the process have a density which is “equivalent” (i.e. bounded from above
and below) to the density of the noise, and that the spatial gradients exhibit the same time singularities and
decay rates (see Theorem 1 below in the current Lebesgue setting).

1.3 Euler scheme - state of the art

For the discretization of singular drift diffusions, a rather vast literature exists, although it mostly focuses on
the Brownian setting for an additive noise. A first approach consists in using the sewing lemma (see [L&20])
in order to obtain results on the strong error rate, which is defined as the convergence rate of

sup |X; — Xth|
t€(0,T)

(1.10)

LT

for some r > 1. This was done in the work of Lé and Ling ([LL22]), who obtain a convergence in 2| In(h)|
under the Krylov-Réckner condition % + % < 1 (see also [DGI22]) even with multiplicative noise (when the
corresponding coefficient is Lipschitz in the spatial variable) for the semi-discrete scheme where the time-
variable of the coefficients is not discretized. This is a remarkable result since, up to the logarithmic factor,
this corresponds to the convergence rate for the strong error associated with a Brownian SDE with Lipschitz
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coefficients with non-trivial diffusion term. It remains open to understand whether the strong convergence

rate improves in terms of the gap to criticity 1 — (g + %) in the additive noise case.

The main contribution of the sewing lemma consists in bounding L" norms of the form

|

that is, the strong error associated with local differences of the path along an irregular function with suitable
integrability properties.

t
/ b(s, X1 — b(s, X)) ds
o !

] , (1.11)

On the other hand, deriving weak error rates usually involves studying the PDE (1.9) or the associated
Duhamel representation. Indeed, the weak error is related to the difference between the density of the SDE
(1.1) and that of the corresponding Euler scheme (1.6). Using the Duhamel representations satisfied by the
respective transition densities I' and I'" of the diffusion and its Euler scheme, we will estimate

|F(07 T, tvy) - Fh(()?x’t’ y)|

This approach allows to integrate against any type of irregular test functions enjoying suitable integrability
properties.

When the coefficients of (1.1) are smooth, the seminal paper of Talay and Tubaro ([TT90]) gives a
convergence of order 1 in h. With S-Holder coefficients, the work of Mikulevicius and Platen ([MP91])
proves a convergence in h% in the Brownian case. In these works, for u solving (1.9) with smooth terminal
condition g and no source term f, applying It6’s formula, the error writes

5(9, t,x, h) = [EO,z[g(XZI) - g(Xt)] = [EO,x[u(ta thl) - U(va)]

= Eo [ / t (b0 1) = (!, X2 ) - Vo, Xﬁ)] dr,

0

where the index 0, x of the expectation sign means that the scheme is started from X{} = x at time 0. The
authors then use classic Schauder type estimates, see e.g. [Fri64], to control | Vul|/ge. From the S-Holder
continuity of the drift, the following bound is then derived

t
E(g,t,z,h) < cnwnm/ Eo.. [|Xf —xh, ﬂ dr < O||Vul|p=h%. (1.12)
0 r

The above final rate then comes from the magnitude of the increment of the Euler scheme on one time step in
the L?(P) norm. However, one can see that this essentially consists in using strong error analysis techniques
to derive a weak error rate, which does not seem adequate.

In the current work, we want to investigate errors of the form £(d,,t, z, h) (where d, is the dirac mass at
point y). This formally writes

t
E(dy.t,w,h) = Eo.r [ / (b X2) = b(r/' X13)) ) - VL (rt,2,y) | dr| (1.13)
; . !

where I is the density of (1.1). When comparing this equation to (1.11), we see that, in the weak setting, an
additional gradient term appears. Whenever this term is not regular enough, which is the case in the current
Lebesgue setting, it lowers the time integrability properties of the irregular function that we want to inves-
tigate. However, in the specific case of a Holder continuous drift and terminal condition g, this additional
term can be handled using sewing techniques. Doing so in [Hol22], the author improves the convergence rate
in (1.12) to K3 The study of the weak error for Holder coefficients and a final Dirac mass will be the topic
of an upcoming work.
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In the irregular setting, for the weak error associated with the densities, the randomization of the time
variable permits to replace b(7*, X, ) by b(r, X",) du in (1.13) (up to some error term on [7/, t]) and another
new idea was introduced in [BJ22] in order to tackle mere bounded drifts, which consists in writing

Eoe[b(r, X)) - VD (r,t, X', y) — b(r, X2) - VI (r,t, X1 y)]

h
Tr

= /[Fh((),x,r, z) — Fh(O,x,TTh, 2)|b(r, z) - VI(r,t, z,y) dz (1.14)

and exploiting the regularity in the forward time variable of I'* instead of that of b- VI'. In [JM23], authors
use this technique with a drift in L9 — L? to derive a rate of order %, where v :=1 — % - % is the so-called
“gap to singularity” or “gap to criticity”. Note that, with respect to the rate obtained in [LL22], due to the
additional gradient term in VI in (1.14) (as opposed to (1.11)), an order % is lost on the convergence rate.
However, the techniques developed therein allow to take advantage of the gap to singularity.

As mentioned, the rate for the strong error under the Krylov-Réckner condition is (at least) %, up to a
logarithmic factor. Since we expect the weak error rate to be at least as good, it remains to understand how
to improve it beyond %

In Theorem 2, we obtain a weak error rate in ha, where our “gap to singularity” is now defined as
yi=a—1-— (% + %) > 0. Importantly, there is continuity w.r.t. the stability index for the associated error
rates.

1.4 Driving noise and related density properties

Let us denote by £ the generator of the driving noise Z. In the case a = 2, £ is the usual Laplacian 1A

P

When « € (1,2), in whole generality, the generator of a symmetric stable process writes, V¢ € C§° (R,
(smooth compactly supported functions),

£26(w) = pv. [ [ola+2) = ola)] v(d2)
_ _ b(x dp
= [ [ 0 - @m0

(see [Sat99] for the polar decomposition of the spectral measure) where p is a finite measure on the unit
sphere S?~1 such that u(A) = p({¢ € 891 : —¢ € A}) for each Borel subset A of S4~1.

This general setting will not allow us to derive heat kernel estimates, because it does not lead to global
estimates of the noise density. In [Wat07], Watanabe investigates the behavior of the density of an a-stable
process in terms of properties fulfilled by the support of its spectral measure. From this work, we know that
whenever the measure p is not equivalent to the Lebesgue measure m on the unit sphere, accurate estimates
on the density of the stable process are delicate to obtain. However, Watanabe (see [Wat07], Theorem 1.5)
and Kolokoltsov ([Kol00], Propositions 2.1-2.5) showed that if

ctm(dg) < pu(d€) < em(d€) for some ¢ € [1, +00), (1.15)

the following estimates hold for the density z — p, (v, 2) of Z, with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R?
when v > 0 : there exists a constant C depending only on o, d, s.t. Vv € R}, 2 € R,

—(d+a) —(d+a)
C v (1—}—@) < palv,2) < Co~a (1+|i1|> . (1.16)

Vo
As our approach heavily relies on these global bounds, we assume that u satisfies (1.15).
Note that in Section 2.1 and Appendix A which are dedicated to technical lemmas, we will be using the
proxy notation
; Co ({12} a
Palv,2) = — (1—}——1) ) v>0,z€RY (1.17)
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where C,, is chosen so that Vv > 0, [ pa(v,y)dy = 1, because we therein explicitly rely on the global bounds
provided by p,. In the rest of the paper, we will prefer the notation p,, directly referring to the density of
the noise.

Further properties related to the density of the driving noise are stated in Lemmas 1 and 2 below.

1.5 Main results

We are now in position to state the main results of the current work. The first result concerns the well-
posedness of (1.1).

Theorem 1 (Weak existence and density estimates for the diffusion). Assume (1.2). The stochastic differen-
tial equation (1.1) admits a weak solution such that for each t € (0,T], Xy admits a density y — IT'(0,¢,2,y)
w.r.t. the Lebesque measure such that 3C := C(b,T) < oo : Vt € (0,T],V(x,y) € (R)?,

L(0,2,t,y) < Cpa(t,y — ), (1.18)
and this density is the unique solution to the following Duhamel representation among functions of (t,y) €

[0,T] x RY satisfying (1.18):

t
vt € (0,T], Vy € RY, T(0,2,t,9) = palt,y — x) — / / [0, z,7, 2)b(r, 2).Vypa(t — 7,y — 2)dzdr. (1.19)
0 Jre

Furthermore, there exists a unique solution to the martingale problem related to b -V + L% starting from x
at time 0 in the sense of Definition 1 (see page 30 below).

Finally, let us define the “gap to singularity” as

d

v:za—l—(—+g>>0. (1.20)
p q

Then, T has the following regularity in the forward spatial variable: ¥t € (0,T),¥(z,y,y’) € (R?)3,

ly -y Ats

@

|F(05Iat7y) —F(O,$,t,y/)| < C (pa(t,y—.f)—Fpa(t,y/ —.I)) (121)

The proof of the heat kernel estimates for the diffusion heavily relies on the following heat kernel estimates
for the density the Euler schemes (1.6) and (1.8).

Proposition 1 (Density estimates for the Euler scheme). Assume (1.2). Set h = L, n € N*. Let X" be
the scheme defined in (1.6) (resp. X" the scheme defined in (1.8)) starting from xo € R at time 0.

Then, for all 0 < ty == kh < t < T, k € [0,n — 1], (x,y) € (R?)?2, the random variable X' admits,
conditionally to Xt}; =, a density T"(tyx, z,t,-), which enjoys the following Duhamel representation: for all
y €RY,

t

T’I‘

rh<tk,x,t,y>=pa<t—tk,y—x>—/

tr

Et, .o [bh(UL%J LX) Vypalt —ry — XM dr, (1.22)

where the index ty,x of the expectation sign means that the scheme (Xf)re[tk,T] 1s started from Xﬁc =z
at time t. Similarly, the random variable X' admits, conditionally to Xt’; = =z, a transition density
Th(ty, x,t,-), which enjoys the following Duhamel representation: for all y € R?,

t
T (ty, x,t,y) = pa(t —tr,y — x) — / Et, » [bh(UL%J , )_(frh) Vypalt —ry — XM)| dr. (1.23)
tr

Furthermore, there exists a finite constant C not depending on h = % such that for all k € [0,n — 1],t €
(tkv T]a T, Y, y/ € IRd:
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and

|Fh(tka €L, tvyl) - Fh(tk,x,t, y)|

YA (= t) =
<ot ?/(l t()l 2 (Palt = te,y — ) + palt — tr,y' — 1)), (1.25)
PR

for v defined in (1.20). Also, for all0 <k < { < n, t € [ty,ter1], 7,y € RY,

(t —tg)=

|Fh(tk7x7tay) - Fh(tkaxatby” < C(tz — tk)%p(l(t — gy — .I), (126)

and the same estimates hold with T'" replacing T'".
Our second main result states a weak convergence rate bound for the Euler schemes (1.6) and (1.8) :

Theorem 2 (Convergence Rate for the stable-driven Euler-Maruyama scheme with L9 — L? drift). Assume
that (1.2) holds. There exists a constant C' < oo s.t. for all h = T/n with n € N*, and all t € (0,7,
z,y € R?

|1—‘h(07 x,t, y) - F(Ou x,t, y)l < Ch%poz(ta y— x)7
resp. |00, 2,t,y) — (0, 2,t,y)| < Chapa(t,y — ).

1.6 Notations

We will use the following notations :
e A < B if there exists a constant C' > 1, which depends only on «, d, p, q,b, T, such that A < CB.

e A = B if there exists a constant C' > 1, which depends only on «, d,p, q,b, T, such that C™'B < A <
CB.

e For ( € [1,+00], we always denote by ¢’ € [1,+00] its conjugate exponent, i.e. § + 3 = 1.

The article is organized as follows. The proof of Theorem 2 is developed in Section 2 (assuming that the
controls of Theorem 1 hold). Section 3 is dedicated to the proof of the estimates for the schemes. The proof
of Theorem 1 is presented in Section 4.1. The proof of some technical results are gathered in Appendix A.

2 Proof of the convergence rate for the error (Theorem 2)

2.1 Technical tools

We will profusely use the following technical lemmas which hold for any stability index « € (1,2) and are
proved in Appendix A:

Lemma 1 (Stable sensitivities - Estimates on the a-stable kernel). For each multi-index { with length
I¢| <2, and for all 0 <u < <T, (x,2') € (R?)?,

e Bounds for space and time derivatives: for all 8 € {0,1},

pa(ua I)
|35V§cpa(%$)| < Tl (2.1)
u @
o Spatial Holder regularity: for all 6 € (0,1],
¢ ¢ / |z — $I|9 1 /
|vzpo¢(uu ,T) - vzpa(uu z )‘ 5 ’U,Q A1 1<l (pa(uu ,T) +pa(u7x )) . (22)
a U«
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Time Holder reqularity: for all 6 € (0,1],

|Vipa(u, @) — Vipa(u',z)| T(pa(u ) + pa(u',x)) . (2.3)

Time scales for spatial moments: for all £ € [1,+00] and 6 € [0, 4 + ),

_d 45
lpau, )] - [Pl g < Cu=#e+ 2, (2.4)

Conwolution: for all (z,y) € (R)2, 0<s<u<t<T,{>1,

”pa(t_uv'_y)pa(u -5 = ')”LW S l(t —111,)071 + (u _15)&] pa(t -5 _y)' (25)

Integration of an L* function in a spatial stable convolution: for all (z,y) € (R1)2, 0<s<u<t<T,
(>1,¢ € LR, R),

@—;ﬁ*kuj@ﬁ]%@—&y—mme (2.6)

Lemma 2 (Feynman-Kac partial differential equation). Let t > 0 and ¢ : R? — R be a C? function with
bounded derivatives. Then the function v(s,y) = Ls<tpa(t — 8,-) * ¢(y) + Ls—td(y) is C12 on [0,1] x R? and
satisfies the Feynman-Kac partial differential equation

Y(s,y) € [0,t) x RY, d,v(s,y) + L(s,y) = 0.

/pa(t—u,z—x)laﬁ(Z)Ipa(u— s,y —2)dz 3 [

Lemma 3 (Integration of the drift in a spatial stable time-space convolution). Let 0 <u <v <t <T and
B1,B2 € Ry. Let b e LI([0,T], LP(RY)) with p,q such that (1.2) holds.

o Singular case. If v <t and

d d
q (— +51> >1 and ¢ (— +52> <1,
ap ap

1 1
/ /pa 2)|b(r, 2)|pa(t — r,y—z)i(t_r)ﬂlr%dr

a1

S Paltoy — o) (0 = )P 4 (= )Pt — 0) ), (2.7)

d d
q' (— +ﬂ1> <1 and q/ (— —l—ﬂz) <1,
ap ap

etz = o0 2ot =y = ) 4 Spalty =)o =) ) (28)

then,

o Integrable case. If

then,

The previous lemma will be used to treat the main error terms in the analysis of the error. The most

common use case is when B2 = 0 and 81 = 1 (we are thus in case (2.8)) and u = h,v = 7/* — h. This
configuration appears when we previously used (2.1) to bound the gradient of p,(t — r,y — 2z) and that no
other singularities come into play. The case 82 > 0 with an additional singular in r factor is needed for the
proof of Theorem 2 (which will require setting o = ).
We will also use (2.7) whenever there is an additional singularity in (¢ —r) which makes the previous integral
non-convergent (see e.g. (2.22)). This will actually happen in order to obtain exactly the gap ~ defined
(1.20) in the convergence rate or in the Holder exponents for the density, see e.g. Section 3.3.1 for the proof
of the Holder regularity of the density of the scheme stated in Proposition 1.
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—(d+a)
Remark 1. From the definition of pa(u,z) = 5 (1 + %)

Let x € R? and u > 0.

, one can gather the following:

2l

o [f|x| > us off-diagonal regime),
g g

Falu, ) < le% (2.9)
o If |z| <uw (diagonal regime),
_ 1
Palu,z) < s (2.10)

Those two regimes will be central in our proofs. The scales which we consider for these regimes derive
from the self-similarity of the noise. Let us as well point out that the diagonal bound in (2.10) is also a
global upper bound for both p, and p,.

The next lemma is very important since it precisely emphasizes that the drift by, (resp. by) is actually a
negligible term w.r.t. the scale of the underlying noise for a one-step transition of the corresponding scheme.

Lemma 4 (About the cutoff on a one-step transition). Here, by, € {by,bn} stands for one of the two drifts
considered for the schemes.

e For all (u,r) € (0,T)%, s < min(u, h), (x,y) € (RY)?, and each multi-index ( € N with length |¢| <1,

« u?
|V<Pa(uay — sbu(r,z))| S P (my)'

U

(2.11)

e For all (u,7) € (0,T)? s < min(u, h), (z,9,9') € (RY)3, for each multi-index ¢ € N¢ with length || < 1,
and for all § € (0,1],

118
- 1
|V<pa(u, y — sbu(r,x)) — Vipa(u,y' — sbp(r,z))| < <—|y uéy - 1) T (Palu,y) +palu,y)).
o U
(2.12)

2.2 Proof of the error bounds of Theorem 2
Comparing the Duhamel formula of the scheme, (1.22), to that of the diffusion, (1.19), we get

Fh(O,I,t,y) _F(Ov'rvtay)
¢ ¢

= / / (0, xz,s,2)b(s,2).Vypa(t — s,y —z)dzds — Eg » [/ b (U s, XM Vypa(t — s,y — XM ds] .
0 JR4 0 °

Respectively, for the alternative scheme involving by,

T"(0,2,t,y) — T(0,z,t,y)

t t
:/ / (0, z,s,2)b(s,2).Vypa(t — s,y —z)dzds — Eg » [/ Bh(UL%J,th) .Vypa(t—s,y—Xsh)ds] .
0o Jre 0 g
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The error admits the following decomposition:
(0, 2,t,y) — T(0,2,t,y) = /t /[F(O, z,8,2) —T"(0,2,5,2)]b(s, 2) - Vypa(t — s,y — 2) dzds
T —h ’
+ Lis>3n) / /Fh((), z,8,2)(b(s, z) —bn(s,2)) - Vypa(t — s,y — z) dzds
tlrth—h
+ 1gi>3n) / /[Fh(O,x, 5,2) = TM0,z, 7", 2)]bn(s, 2) - Vypa(t — s,y —z)dzds
tthh'fh
+ Lie>sn) /t Eo,x [bh(Uts/hJ L X5) - (Vypa(t = Ulssng,y = Xi) = Vypalt — s,y — X{)) | ds
1

tiNt
+ %/ / /pa(S,z —x —bp(r,x)s) (b(s,2) — bp(r,z)) - Vypa(t — s,y — 2)dzdrds
0
h+h
—|-]l{t>h}h/ / //Fh (0 33,7'5 , W)P (S—TSh,z—w—bh(r,w)(S—rsh))
—h)V

x (b(s,z) — bp(r,w)) - Vypa(t — s,y — z) dzdwdrds
= A1—|—A2—|—A3—|—A4—|—A5—|—A6, (213)

where, for the last term, we use that for s € (t1,7], not belonging to the discretization grid and ¢ :
RY x R? x R — R measurable and bounded, since X" = th +Zs—Zmn + bh(UL%J,th)(s — 1) with th,
Zs — Z;n and U| ¢ | independent, we can write

Fo.o |[0(X0, X2,U )]
hth
/ //¢wzrfh0x,75,w) a(s =70 2z —w—by(r,w)(s — ")) dzdwdr.  (2.14)
Similarly, we define
[0,z t,y) = T(0,2,t,y) = Ay + Ay + Az + Ay + A5 + Ag,
where by, is replaced by by,.
For As, As, Ay, we suppose that ¢ > 3h (otherwise these contributions vanish) and rely on the fact that
the current integration time is distinct from 0 and from ¢, meaning that we can rely on the smoothness

properties of the integrands on the considered time intervals. For As, Ag, on the opposite, we rely on the
smallness of the considered time intervals.
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\ ty ™ —h h
I t t
0 t

Ay

Gronwall lemma
AV
Cutoff error terms
Az
Forward time regularity of I'*
Ay
Stable sensitivities
Overall error on the first full time step

Overall error on the last full time step

Figure 1: Splitting of the error

Let us first deal with A,. Since this term vanishes when p = ¢ = oo (the same is true for A, when
h < (|Ib||pee—pr/B)T=%), we assume that either p < oo or ¢ < oo. Let A > 1. Using the fact that

Vy € Ry, Igy>13 < y 1, we obtain that Vf : R — R, VC > 0,
flip>cy < oA
(2.15)

< |b|>\B1_>\h(‘%‘7+%)(>\71),

1
q

q

This allows us to control the cutoff error in the following way:
1
_) < [bj1 _a
+ |b|>Bh~ ap

Ib— | = (|b| — Bh W
Respectively
Ib— | = (|b| - Bhé—l) <o, < [pPBIARIOD,
n |b|>Bh=

Along with the use of (1.24) and (2.1), we obtain
Tth—h
Lii>3ny / /Fh(O, ,8,2)(b(s,2) = ba(s,2)) - Vypa(t — s,y — 2)dzds
t1
t —
% yl 2) dzds.

(t—s)=

|Ag| =

‘rffh
/pa(s, z —x)|b(s, z)|’\pa(
(2.16)

< h*(%ﬁ%)(l*)\)/
ty

Let us check that we can choose
o 1
A=1+4 —4— =1+ 5—— with v, € (v,1],
op T » T

ap

d+
= 7 > 1 and
a—1 1+

small enough so that p = § and ¢ = { satisfy p > 1 and ¢ > 1. This is indeed possible since, by the definition

(1.20) of v and (1.2),
p

I+ 71
T
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q

Morever, in order to estimate the time integrals that will appear below after the application of Holder’s
q—1— 77

inequality, let us observe that A > 1 and since
1 d
—+——(1+d7a>
o= ¢ P T

, -1
we have _(2) l—l—d)\ 1—é l—l-ﬁ < —1.
A o ap q o ap

Using the identity Vf : R — R,Vu € Ry,Vp > u,Hf“HL,n_ = [|f|I7, and (2.6) with ¢ = p then Young’s
inequality, Holder’s inequality in time and the last inequality combined with (¢t — 7/* + h) > h, we get

:17

[e% t— yd T
As| < BE+HO-D pa(s, 2 — 2)b(s, )P P23V Z2) g g
ty (t—S)E

1 1
1z+———7§]@

< WO, (ty—x)/ A
" ( sor  (t—s)

t—s)w

h—h
d t 1 1
SHEDO Dty —a) ||b<s,->|zp[ ot ] ds

t1 atiy (t—s)é*'a*p

d 41 —
SRt DO,y — 2)l|s = b(s, )12, ¢

(1

s
G5+, 757 % h ST RIN
Sh alt,y —z) (D P (t—1+h)D v

>ha
-
—
o= H
+
9|&
s[>
—
—
~
VA
S~—
—
>l
- |
—
2l
+
s?|;1
s[>
S—
1
o,
V2l
A
>

<h( d+1)(A— 1)+1*—*>‘(%+%>pa(f=y_x)

< hapa(t,y — ). (2.17)

The same computatlons with the same choice of A yield |Ay| < A=A~ D=5 255 )pa(t y—x) <
h pa(tay - x) S h= pa(tvy - )

We now turn our attention to As, for which we mainly rely on the Hélder regularity of T in time
(equation (1.26) of Proposition 1). We assume ¢ > 3h, otherwise this contribution vanishes. Using (1.26),

we can write 5
(s = )

(Th)=

We plug this into the definition of Az, using as well |b,| < |b| (resp. |bn| < |b]):

VSZtlv |Fh(07$7572)_Fh(ov'rsthvz” 5 p(l( _I)

T/ —h (S_Th)g
25 [ [ o e~ 0l )Vt = 5.y~ )]z
t1 s )@

7P _h

g 1
[ [ rpatss = s 2 Vypalt = sy - 2] deds.
ty (Tsh)a l

2R

<h
We now deal with the gradient using (2.1) and notice that since s > ¢; > h then (77)~! < 257! to write
Bal bt [ [ bz = @)lbls Alpalt — sy - 2)deds
t (t—s)asa

t
1
<ni / / ——pals,z = 2)|b(s, 2)[palt — 5,y — 2) dzds.
0oJ (t—s)asw
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Using (2.8) (with u=0,v=1,8; = 1/a, B2 = v/a so that ZEL — (B8, + ) = 0), we obtain

|As] S hapalt,y — ). (2.18)
For A4, we first expand the expectation with the known densities using (2.14):
Tth—h
A4 = / [EQ7m |:bh(ULs/hJ s X.,}}Sh) : (Vpa(f - ULs/hJ Y — sth) - vPa(t —S5Y— X?)) ds
t1
L2l =2 ey, 1 [ti+t
= Z / I‘h(O,x,tj,z)E/ //pa(s—tj,w—z—bh(r,z)(s—tj))
j=1 t; t;
X by (r,2) - (Vpa(t =1,y — 2) — Vpa(t — s,y — w)) dz dwdrds.

We then derive, using (1.24) and (2.11),

L5172 i 1 i+t
s X [ 5[] [Tt et — = - ) - )bt
Jj=1 ' ¥

J

X ([Vpa(t =7,y —2) = Vpa(t — s,y — 2)| + |[Vpa(t — s,y — 2) — Vpa(t — s,y —w)|) dzdwdrds

L%J*Q (7 1 tit1
S Y / E/ //Pa(fjaz—w)pa(s—fjaw—zﬂb(m)'
=1 7t b

J

X ([Vpa(t =7,y —2) = Vpa(t — s,y — 2)| + |[Vpa(t — s,y — 2) — Vpu(t — s,y — w)|) dzdwdrds.
(2.19)

Next, we use (2.3) to write
r—S
Voot —ry—2)—Vpa(t —s,y —2)| < W Pat =1,y — 2) + pa(t — s,y — 2)) .

Since r —s < h,t > 3h and t —rV s > h, we can use (1.16) to deduce that
[Vpa(t —ry—2) — Vpa(t — s,y — 2)| <
(t—r)
r— s~
IVpalt =71,y —2) = Vpa(t — s,y — 2)| S TEsE==s (2.20)
—7T) @

For the second term in (2.19), assuming that v; € (v,1] , we deduce from (2.2) that

|z — wm 1
Fpa(t=5.5=2) = Vralt = s,y =) 5 (5 A1) oy <pa<t—s,y—z>+pa<t—s,y—t(u>>.)
2.21
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Plugging (2.21) and (2.20) into (2.19), we can write

L% -2 J+11 J+1 |T_ |'y1
Ay < / / //pa 2= T)Pals tj;w_Z)|b(T72)|pa(t—T7y—2)71+,nd2d’u)d’l”d$
=t (t—r)—a
\_% -2 tit1 1 tit1 |Z - w|
n / / [ [ pattsez = 210ats =ty 0= 2ot 2t = sy — ) U dz dwdras
=t ' t—5s) a
L5122 tit+1 1 ti+1
w2 [T ettt tw =)
j=1 “ti t;
— Y1 1
X Palt = s,y —w) (|Z w|ﬂ /\1> — dzdwdrds
(-7 ") 93
S ATALTAL (2.22)

Let us treat A}. From the Fubini theorem, we integrate first in w using the fact that p, is a probability
density:

j+1 1 Jj+1 |’I" _ S| o1
A= Z / / /pa iv2 = 2)|b(r, 2)|palt — ry — Z)Wdzdrds (2.23)
b —-r
Then, using t;l < 2r~1 and (1.16) along with the fact that |r — s| < h, we get

J+1 41 1
A}l < / o= / /pa 2)|b(r, 2)|pat =,y — 2)71M1 dzdrds

(t—r)"a

bt m 1
5/ he pa(r,z—x)|b(r,z)|pa(t—r,y—z)ilmdzdr
t1

t—r)

Using (2.7) (singular case with u = t1,v = 7" — h, 81 = (1 + 1)/, B2 = 0 and noting that since ¢ > 3h,
v—u>h), we get

A} Spaltiy—)h ™ (B 4t —t1g) )+
< paltsy —2)he. (224)
Let us treat A% defined in (2.22). We integrate in w using (2.4) and use the fact that s —t; < h:

LhJ t]+1 t,
1 J+1 z —wlMm
A2 = Z / / //pa (tj, 2z — x)pals tj,w—z)|b(r,z)|pa(t—s,y—z)%dzdwdrds
— i t

j=1 (t— S a
lzl-2 x
J 1 j+1 s—t:)a
< Z / / /pa isz —x)|b(r, 2)|pa(t — s, y—z)(ijl)ﬂldzdrds
j=1 t; (t_ 8) o
" L2 i+ 41 1
A / [ patsz = )t = s, = 2)—— e dedr s
t

j=1 J (t - 3) “

Notice that in the previous integral, as above po(tj, 2 —2) S pa(r,z—) and pa(t—s,y—2) S pa(t—r,y—2),
L—< L. This yields

~

(t—r)  «

LEI- 1
n/ l/parz—x|brz)|pa( ry—z)( )1”1 dzdr,
t—
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which is the right form to use (2.7) with the same parameters as for A}. Doing so, we obtain similarly

Y—71

A2 < palt,y — a)h* (t—tpey 1)
palt,y — z)h=. (2.25)

o2

Let us now turn to the term A} in (2.22):

e Global off-diagonal case: |z — y| > t=, then, since |y — x| < |y — w| + |z — w| + |z — x|, at least
one of the stable transitions in A} will be off-diagonal as well. In this case, we will actually manage to
retrieve the global final regime for p,(¢,y — x) from the inner densities in A3.

1
—If[z—a|> 3z —y|> %té 2 t5, we can write

t t
Paltj,z —x) S Iz~ ajdta ~ [ = glite Spalt,z —y).

We can then compute

I.%J_2 tj+1 ti
1 J+1

31__ e
j= J J

|z — w|" 1
X pa(s —tj,w—2)|b(r, 2)|pa(t — s,y —w) | ——— N1 | ———= dzdwdrds

RS EAACESE

L%J_2 tir1 ti

1 Jj+1
< palt,y — ) Z / E/ //pa(s—tj,w—z) (2.26)
j=1 vt tj
X |b(ry 2)|pa(t — s,y — w) |z—w1|+ﬂ dzdwdrds

(t—s)"=

L}EJ 2 J+1 1 J+1
N / / 1b(r, o dr
1 t; t;

J J

/Hpa —tjw— )| —w[" | L, Palt =5y —w) 4 g

1+
(t—s)"s
Note that 11 <d+a — ﬁ, allowing us to use (2.4):
n_d
[Pa(s —tj,w =) —w|" || < (s —t;)> "7,

yielding, once integrating in w,

Lzl—2

3,1 tit1 1 tiya ( )%7%
Ay Spalt,y —2) Z/ / llb(r, |LPdT71+ﬂds
" b (t—s) a
L,ﬁj—l v 4 1 1
Spalt,y — ) S L R
n (t—s)~a
< Palt,y —x)h = s aplE T
Npa(tuy_x)h/%, (2'27)

the last inequality being true only if 1 — é — 2L <0, which is always possible to satisfy since the
choice of v € (7, 1] is free.
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—If [z —w| > 3z —y| > %té, remarking that s —t; <h and 0 < X + % < 1, we can write

>
Q]
+
Q=

S—tj S—tj t S—1y
pa(s_tjuw_z) 5 |’U}—Z|d+a ~ t X |£L’—y|d+a 5 n pa(t,:v—y) S

pa(tax - y)7

~
2R
+

Q=

and then compute

I.%J_2 tit1 ti
1 Jj+1

32_ VN
]= J J

|z — w|" 1
X pa(s —t;,w — 2)|b(r, 2)|pa(t — s,y —w) | ——— A1) ———— dzdwdrds
(RS EATEE:
patel L] tj+1 it
/Spa(tvy_x) t%Jr% Z/ [ //pa 3y % :E
X |b(r, 2)|pa(t — s,y — w)idzdwdrds

(t—s)=

he +g-1 Lil- ti+1 plia 1
Spalt,y — ) ———— pERE: / / /pa (tj,z —x)|b(r, 2)| ——— dzdrds
tata = t t (t—s)a
h%JF%*l L%J 2 i tit1 1
L B [ 3 A N R P
taT4q =1 tj 171 (t_ S)a
2 L7? n 1 1
/Spa(tvy_x) 141 iﬁdsv
teTq i=1 t; tor (t — S)a

using (2.4) (with § = 0) and the Holder inequality in space for the antepenultimate inequality
and the Holder inequality in time for the last one.
Next, remarking that h < t; and therefore tj_l < 257!, we can write

~

ha [t 1 1
A2 < oty — 7—/ —ds.
CAmOY T ) S e

Hence,

ha e 1 (11 1
AP? S palt,y — tlfa—fz/ ———d\
4 p( Yy )ta+1 0 /\0%(1_)\)%

Spalt,y —a)he, (2.28)
recalling the definition of ~ in (1.20) for the last inequality.

— If |y — w| > %|:v—y| > %ti > (t —s)a, we can write

t— t
Pa(t — s,y —w) < 5 <

~ |y_w|d+0t ~ |:L-_y|d+a Spa(t7x_y)
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This yields, using (2.4) to bound ||pa(s — tj,2 — )|z — ||| L1,

L%J72 tj+1 ts
1 J+1
33 . oy
AY \z yl>te Z /t E/t //lly—w|>%\w—y\pa(tﬂ’z z)
j=1 7t i

z—wM
X Pals — g, — 2)|b(r, 2)lpalt — 5,y — w) (%
(53

L:

2 tit1 t;
1 J+1
<Pa(t7y—$) E / / //pa ]7 - a( tj,w—z)
= t;

x [b(r, )| % dzdwdrds  (2.29)

1
/\1) —— dzdwdrds
(t—s)a

t—s
72 1 [ti+e (s —t§)
oty — ) Z / / 1+71 /pa(tj,z—3:)|b(r,z)|dzdrds.
=1 7t t (t—s) a
Next, we use s — t; < h, a Holder inequality in z and (2.4):
L%J72 t. ts
3.3 o J+1 J+1 1
Ay Spalt,y —2)h="! / [[b(r, )l e d?"/ IPalts, = @)l Lo ———= ds
=1 t; t; t— 8) o
lZl=2 4
71 (AR | 1
PR S S
j=1 7t te (t—s) =

vi_a_a [TETR 1
Spalt,y —x)he "a ap ———y ds.
h (t—s)"a

Choosing v1 € (7, 1] such that 1"[% > 1 we conclude that

AZ’?’Spa(t,y—x)h —3ap (f—Tt +h)

(t,y —x)h=. (2.30)

e Global diagonal case: |z — y| < t=. We will use the fact that po(t,y — ) = t=& to replace one

of the local transitions with p,(t,y — z), and then the computations will be the same as in the global
off-diagonal case:

—ift; <t/2, pa(t—s,y—w) S (t—s)"& <t7& = pa(t,y — ), and the computations are the same
as from (2.29),
_a
—ift; > /2, paltj, 2 —2) St;° S & (t,y — x), and the computations are the same as from

(2. 26)

Overall, gathering the estimates (2.27), (2.28) and (2.30) as well as the estimates from the global diagonal
case, we obtain A3 < p,(t,y — x)h% which together with (2.25), (2.24) and (2.22) eventually yields

A4 Spa(t,y—fb)h%, (231)

as intended. As we only used |by| < b for Az and Ay, the estimations remain valid for Az and A,.

Let us turn our attention to As in (2.13) (first time step). Note that, even though a term b(s, z) — by (r, )
appears in Ag, its smallness actually follows from the fact that it only covers the first time step (over (0, t1At)).

Thus, we will bound Ay using the triangular inequality |b(s, z) — b (r, z)| < |b(s, 2)| + hwr (resp. using
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|br.(r, )| = 0 for r < h), and then compute a bound for each term. Namely,

tiNt

|As] Pa(s,z —x —bp(r,z)s)(b(s, z) — bp(r,z)) - Vypa(t — s,y — z) dzdrds

2/\

/tlAt/ /pa ,z2—x—bp(r,x)s )(|b(s z2)|+h™ *_*) i )ép ot — s,y — 2)dzdrds.

Since in our current integrals, using (2.11), p(s, 2z — . — bp(r, 2)s) < pa(s, z — x), we can write
tiNt 1
|As| </ /pa x)|b(s, z)|ﬁpa(t—s,y—z)dzds
—9)=

ti1Nt " . 1
+/ /pa(&z’—33)}1_"‘7_571})&(15—s,y—z)dzds.
0 (t—s)=

We then use (2.8) with u =0, v =t At, 1 = é and B2 = 0 for the first term in the right-hand side and the
convolution properties of the stable kernel for the second one to conclude that :

|A5] < palt,y — x)h=. (2.32)

resp.  |As| Spalt,y —a)h=. (2.33)
Let us now turn to Ag in (2.13), for which the same reasoning as for A applies, although this time we

are working on the last time step, over ((7* — h) V t1,t). Let ¢t > h (otherwise, Ag vanishes). Using (1.24),
(2.11) and (2.1), we can write

}/ th/T +h//rh0$aTsaw o (s =702 —w—by(r,w)(s — 7))

X (b(s, z) = bp(r,w)) - Vpa(t — s,y — z) dzdwdrds

[e% t— y Y
/ //pa Z)Pa(s Tf,z—w)|b(s,z)|wdzdwds
—h)vtx (t—s)a

T, hih
@ t— ' T
/ / //pa )pa(s Tsh,z—w)|b(r,w)|p—( 5 y1 ?) dzdwdrds
—h)Vity (t_ 5)&

= AG + A%.

For A}, we first use the convolution properties of the stable kernel in w and then apply (2.8) with u =
(th—h)Vt,v=t, B = é and B2 = 0 to obtain

t —
AzlsS/ /pa(s,z—x)|b(s,z)|Mdzds<pa(t y—x)h*
(rh—h)Vt, (t—s)

For A%, we use the convolution properties of the stable kernel in z and (2.6)

T, hap h
o t— I
AZ < / / /pa x)|b(r, w)|p (t=7s yl w) dwdrds
h_hyvity JrP (t—s)w
h
1 1 1 o th
patty =k [ + [ bt drds

h J ik —nyvis (Tsh)ﬂip (t— Th)ai (t—s)= Jon

< palt Yha /t LI L L
~ Pa ,y — X a S.
(ehomyviy | (Th)3F (t—7h)ar | (t—s)w
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Remarking that ¢t — 7/ >t — s, that 7/ > h and (t — (7! — h) V t1) < 2h we get

t
1
A} S paltiy— o)™+ [ [h%+ -

Spaltoy )b ™5 (W35 (= (7 = R) V)78 4 (= (7l = h) v ) TR
S pa(tay - x)h%

This is also a valid bound for |Ag| as we only used |by| < |b|.

Now that, plugging the above computations for Ag and (2.17), (2.18), (2.31), (2.32) in (2.13) and using
(2.1) for Ay, we obtain

00,2, t,y) — (0, 2,t,y)| < palt,y — x)h™

/ /|Fh 0,z,s,2) (O,x,s,z)||b(s,z)|Mdzds (2.34)

(t—s)a
Setting for all u € (0,71,
I —~T(0
f(u):= sup Ir*(0,2,u,2) = I ,x,u,z)|, (2.35)

x,z€R pa(ua Z = 'r)
we use (2.34) then (2.5) and Hélder’s inequality in time to obtain :

f(t)<ha + sup / /f $)pa(s x)|b(s,z)|w dzds

myeﬂ?dpocty_x (t—S)E
P f(s)
<ha + su / a(5,- — 2)pa(t — s,y — )| 1o ||6(s, - ds
o s | I ( Mo 65 Mo 20

e [ LY
" /o(@—s)i S;ﬁ(t_s)ng ")

Up to a convexity inequality, we thus obtain an estimation which permits to conclude by a suitable Gronwall-
Volterra lemma

N
>
QR

1 1
ot 7d] ds.
ser  (t—s)er

O /f t_s%

Since £ + i—‘g < 1, Lemma 2.2 and Example 2.4 [Zhal0] ensure that

«

ol
o

f(t) S h=,

The same reasoning applies for scheme involving by, which concludes the proof of Theorem 2.

3 Proof of Proposition 1: Duhamel representation for the density
of the schemes and associated controls

3.1 Duhamel representation for the density of the scheme

Let us first prove (1.22). Let t € (t, T], ¢ be a C? function with compact support and v(s,y) = Ls<tpa(t —
$,) % d(y) + Ls—¢¢(y). According to Lemma 2, v is C12 on [0,#] x R? and satisfies the Feynman-Kac partial
differential equation

Y(s,y) € [0,t) x RY, dsu(s,y) + LY(s,y) = 0.
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h

S

Applying It6’s formula between t; and t to v(s, X) where (X
from Xt’; = 2 and evolving according to (1.6), we obtain :

)se[tk,T] denotes the Euler scheme started

¢
O(X}) = vltw @) + M., + [ Vo(s, X2) - bn (Uyz), X0 ) ds,
tr
where M} , = fti f[Rd\{O} (U(S,Xsh, + 1) — v(s,Xg,))N(ds,d:v), in which N is the compensated Poisson

measure associated with Z. Taking now the expectation (recalling that (M}

i s)selty,] 15 @ martingale) and
using Fubini’s theorem, we derive

t
/¢(y>rh(tk7x7ta Z/) dy = v(tka I) + / [Etkvx |:VU(S7X.?) ’ bh (UI.%J ) X‘I}'lsh):| ds.

ty

Using the definition of v, we get
ottt ay

=/pa@—tk,x—y)¢<y>dy+/¢<y)/tt[ak,w [Vupalt = s, X2 =) by (Ui, X1 )| dsdy.

Since ¢ is arbitrary and p,(t — s, ) is even, we deduce that dy a.e.,

t

Fh(tk,.’lf,t,y):pa(t_tk,fl/’_y)_/ [Etk,w [vypa(t_suy_Xg)bh (UL%J7X7}'L:):| ds. (31)
tr

We will see later that (3.1) actually holds for all y € R? as a consequence of the Hélder regularity of I'" in

the forward space variable. This concludes the proof of (1.22).

3.2 Heat kernel bounds for the scheme

We will now prove inequality (1.24), upper stable bound for the density of the scheme, in 3 steps. First,
we will prove it for ¢ € (tg,tr+1], using only the definition of the cutoffed drift and assuming h < 1. Then,
we will prove it between t; and ty, when t; — ¢y is small enough at a macro scale. We will finally chain the
previous estimates to obtain (1.24) for any time interval (¢,t] C [0,T].

Step 1 : t € (tg,trt1]

Remarking that when ¢ € (ty, tpq1], V2 € RY, T (tg, 2,t,2) = + tt:“ Pa(t —th,z —x — (t —tg)bp(r,x)) dr
(vesp. I (tg, 2,t,2) = 7 tt:“ Dot —tg, z—x— (t —t1)bp(r, x)) dr), we obtain (1.24) in the case t € (tx, tx11]
using (2.11) from Lemma 4 to get rid of the drift.

Step 2 : t — t; small enough
Recall that for j € {k,---,[t/h] — 1} and r € [t;,t;11], X = X[ +(Z — Zy;) + bu(Uy, XP2)(r — t5).

Using this and the independence between Xthj, (Z, — Zy;) and Uj, we have, starting from the Duhamel
representation (1.22),

tit1 At
[ (ty, @,t,y) = palt — th,y — ) — / Et. [Vypa(t—hy—Xf)'bh (Uj,Xthjﬂ dr
j=k Ut
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Using Fubini’s and Lebesgue’s theorems and the convolution property of the stable density,
[Etk,z [Vypa (t -nry—- Xth; - (Zr - th) - bh(sa XZ)(T - tj)) : bh (S, XZ)}

= /[Etk,z {Vypa (t—r,y—Xg -z - bh(s,Xthj)(T —tj)) - bp (S,Xthj):| pa(r —t;,2)dz

=L, » [Vy (/pa (t—r,y —Xthj —z— bh(s,Xthj)( )) pa(r —t;,2) dz) - by, (s,XZ)}
= Bt | Ve (¢ =ty = XJ) = bnls, X)(r = 1)) - bn (5. X0 )|

Hence

tep1 Nt 1

tr41
Fh(tk7$7 JY) = palt —tg,y — )—/ E/ Vypa (t —tr,y —x —bp(s,x)(r —tx)) - by (s,z) dzdsdr
ty

fﬂ ti+1At q J+1
- / / / (tiy @, t5,2)Vypa (t —tj,y — 2z — bp(s, 2)(r — t;)) - b, (s, 2) dzdsdr.

j=k+1 t
(3.2)

Note that we have not used any property related to by, here, so the same holds with (", b;,) in place of (I'", by,).

" (tr,x,t5,y)
pa(t —tg,y—x)’
there exists C' > 1 s.t. my; < C""F < +00. The point of step 2 is to make this bound uniform in n. Using
(2.11) to get rid of the negligible cutoffed drift, we get, forn > ¢ > k+1 > 1:

T (ty, z, t er e
(k,x fuy) ) 51+/ h(i/ |bh(S,LL’)|de'f‘

Set for j € {k+1,---,n}, my; :=sup, ,cga Observe from the previous one-step part that

Pa(te — tk,y T te—tr)™ Ju,
i+l J+1 —t — 1
/ / / kyZ — ) % Do (te — tj,y — 2) |br(s, z)| dz dsdr.
S 7 D te—tk,y T)  (te—tj)w

In the first integral, we use the bound |by| < hwru (the bound remains valid for by, since the latter vanishes
on the first time step) and in the second we use t; —t; > t; — s for s € [t;,t;41] and then bound my, ; from
above:
Fh(tka x,ty, y)
Palte =ty — )

hl,aifl te —t —
S1e T mis [ o e e sy = ) s 9z
(tf — tk)a _]E[[k-‘rl f 1]] tra1 t[ — S tl - tka y—- .I)

We are now in the right setting to apply (2.8) (with u = txy1,v = t¢, 81 = 1/, B2 = 0), which readily gives

].—‘h t 7x7t ) hli?pi%
(tk 6Y) <l+—+ max mk,j(tf_tk-i-l)
Palte — te,y — @) (te —t)=  gelktLi—t]
N

S14 (b —te)=

QR

.
+ max my i(typ — 1 o
P kg (te = trta)
<1+ max my(tp—t a
Sl max | mig(te = tit)

Taking the supremum over (z,%) € R? in the Lh.s., and remarking that the r.h.s. is non-decreasing with ¢,
along with the definition of <, we get
o

max mg; < C+ C(ty —ty) max mpg,;
je[k+1,(] jE[k+1,4]
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for some constant C' not depending on h. Thus, if C(t, —t;)> < 1, then

C
max mg; < 1

S (3.3)
JEk+1,1] Cty —tg)=

In particular, it is bounded uniformly in & for k, € s.t. (t; —t) < C 7.

As we only used the fact that |by| < b for the main term, which remains true with b, instead of by, the same
: = L (th,,t5.,)

estimates hold for my ; := sup, ,cga m

Remark 2. Note that in the Gaussian setting, a precise control of the variance was required because of the

exponential structure of the Gaussian tails (see [JM23]). In the stable setting, as the tails of the stable kernel

are polynomial, these controls are not required.
Step 3 : chaining the previous estimates

In order to obtain the result for any arbitrary time interval, we will now chain the previous estimates. This
will be done in the following way: denote §# = C~ > and let us first suppose that h < 6, which implies that
mh>% Lett>0st. t—t, >0andlet J = (t;,f"] —1 < 2L We will first divide (¢4,¢) into a main term

6

(over (tg,tx + J7)) composed of J slices of size 7}' (and thus on which we can use (3.3)) and a remainder
term (over (t + J72,t)). This remainder term will then be split into two terms again ((tx + J72, /') and
(7], 1)), in order to account for the fact that ¢ does not necessarily belong to the discretization grid. Over
(te+JT0, 1), as we work on the grid, we will use (3.3) again, and over (77, t), we will use the cutoff and (A.3).

With the convention yo = ,

Fh(tk,x,t,w:/

(R)

J
I+ G = D7yt 570y (e T7 st y) dyn e dyy
Jj=1

J
: /w), LT oni2 1wt palmd v = w3 OF" (s + T8y ty) dysc. dyy.
S =1

Using the boundedness of Moy (-1)| 2] ket 2 |> We get

J

Th(ty, z,t,y) 5/( o [ pa(md v — v (b + J74 ysst,y) dyn... dy
[R B .
Jj=1

5 /pa(JTéhu Yyj — yo)rh(tk + JTéIu Yy, t7y) dyJ
Pay attention that the constants grow exponentially fast with J, but J < %. Remarking that

I‘h(tk + JT;L,yJ,t,y) = /I‘h(tk + JTg,yJ,Tf,z)Fh(Tf,z,t,y) dz

S Myt 8], 7h /pa(tk + JTgavaTthuZ)pa(Tthvzvtvy) dz

S pa(tk + JTehayJatvy)a

we obtain, by convolution,

Fh(tka xz, tv y) 5 pﬂc(tkv Zz, ta y)
When h > 6, then % < % and the conclusion remains valid by chaining in a similar way with Té‘ replaced
by h the estimate derived in Step 1. The same reasoning applied to I'* gives

D" (te, 2, t,y) < palte, =, t,y),
which concludes the proof of (1.24).
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3.3 Holder regularity of I'* in the forward variables

We will establish here the Holder properties for the density of the scheme stated in Proposition 1. We begin
with the forward time variable and discuss the forward space variable later on.

3.3.1 Holder regularity of I'" in the forward time variable

Let us now prove (1.26). Let 0 <k < ¢ <n, z,y € R and t € [ty, to11].

th tj 17) tot1 tn

Going back to (3.2) we can write:

T (te, z,te, y) — Ttk 2,t,y) = palte — ti,y — ) — pa(t — th,y — )

tk+1 tet
- = / / [Vpa (te = te, w) = Vpa (t = te, )]y o, (5.2)(r—ty) b (8:2) dsdr
tr tk

]1 ti+1 pti+1
Hezhen / / / (b, 2,5, 2) [V (te — 1, 0)
t t

Jj=k+1
= VDo (t =15, W) w=y—2—b, (s,2)(r—t;) - bn (5, 2) dzdsdr

1 teta
+ 7 / / /Fh(tk,x,te, 2)bp(8,2) - Vpa(t —te,y — 2z — bp(s, 2)(r — tg)) dzdsdr
te Jtp
= A1+ Ay + Az + Ayl (3.4)
Resp. TP (tg, 2, te,y) — TP (tg, 2, t,y) =t Ay + Ag + Az + Ay for the scheme involving by,.

For A; (which is actually the same as A;), we use (2.3) and t —t, < t, —t, then t —t, < t — t:

t

— 1y t—ty
Al - -

t— 1t

)apa(t—tk,y—x). (3.5)

For Ay, let us first bound [Vp,, (t¢ — tr, w) — Vpg (t — tg, w)]w:y_w_bh(s)m)(r_tk), using again (2.3) along with
t—tp Xty —tg:
< |t — tg|
IVPa (te = th, w) = Vpa (t = e, W)|yyey— sy (5.0 (r—t) Wﬁa(t —th,y —x —bp(s,z)(r —ty))
— ti

In our current integral, r—t, < t—t;, which means that, using (2.11), we get po (t—tx, y—x—bp(s, x)(r—ti)) <
1
“):

tht1 tht1
/ / [Vpa (te = te, w) = Vpa (8 =t 0)] ey sy (5,0) (r—t) * On (85@) dsdr
tr tr

Pa(t — ti,x —y). We can thus compute the following bound for Ay (recalling that |bp| < b

1
|Ag| = —

bern plen gy
< - / /k TN 1+1 ————— ot — tg,y — x)|br(s, z)|dsdr
sty [ s as
(t—tp)'t= t
< #pa(t—tk,y—x)hlﬂdp}z.

Using the fact that ¢t — tx >ty — tx, > h, we get

5
t—tp _1_d_1 t—tg\ ™ ¥
|A2|§—t_tkpa(t—tk,y—:v)hl @ q,§< ) Palt =ty — 2)h=. (3.6)
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For the alternative scheme, we would have used the inequality |by| < hé_l, which yields

t—tp

il
[As| S ) Palt — te,y — ).

t—1ty
t—te,y—x) S
( kY ‘T) ~ (t — 1
For As, note that for all j € [k+1,¢—1], denoting u =t, —t; and v’ =t—t;, we cansee v/ —u =t —1t; €
[0, h] as a small perturbation at the scale of u or w'. This allows us to use (2.3) along with ¢t —t; < ¢, — t;
and then (2.11):

t—1ty
|Vpa (tl — tj71U) — vpa (t — tj, U)) |w:y—z—bh(s,z)(r—tj) S mpa(t — tj,y -z — bh(S, Z)(T — tj))
—t e
t—ty
S Wpa(f — 15,y = 2).
—t e

For the computations on Aj, we assume that ¢ > k + 2 and introduce an exponent vy, € (vy,«a]. Here, we
singularize some of the estimates in order to obtain the expected Holder rate involving . This is somehow
a flexibility of the scheme: since we stay away from the final time ¢ for this contribution, we can afford to
make non-integrable exponents appear. Those terms will be handled with Lemma 3 (eq. (2.7)). Namely,
using |bp| < b and the stable upper-bound (1.24), we get

tiv1  ptit t—ty
|As] < = E / / /Fh th, T, tj,2) PR ——————Pa(t —tj,y — 2)|b(s, z)| dzdsdr
¢ ¢

jk+1 (_ )

i1 t—tg
< Z / T /pa( —tg, 2z — x)pa(t — tj,y — 2)|b(s, z)| dzds
k17t t—t
j+1 t—tg
< Z / w1+1 /pa(tj—tk,z—a:)pa(t—tj,y—z)|b(s,z)|dzds
Jj=k+1 >
. (15—152)71
[ (e bz — 2)palt — tery — 2)[b(s, )] dds
ty_1 (t—tg 1) o
::Aé—I—A%.

Assume ¢ > k + 3 (otherwise Al vanishes). In A, which only contains non-singular integrals, we now
approximate the discrete (;);jefr+1,1—2) With s in the corresponding time integrals to apply (2.7) with

U=tpr1,v=1t_1,51 = (n1+1)/a,B2=0:
1 e e
Az S 1e>kt3y ——— 57 [ Pal8 —tk, 2 — 2)pa(t — 5,2 — y)|b(s, z)| dzds
tk+1 (t_ S) @

S Palt =ty = @)t = t0) 7 [(temr = tra) =+ (=)

—71

Spalt =ty —2)t —t) o h o,

where, for the last inequality, we used t;_1 —tg11 > hsince { —1> (k+1)+1,t—tp 1 =t—t,+h>h
and v — v < 0.
For A2 (last time step), let us first use the convolution estimate (2.6):

t—t)= 1 1 te
A2 < palt -ty — o) ——10) [ - _]/ 165, )20 d.
te—1

T T
(t—te—1)™s [(tem1 — o)™ (t—te—1)

+1
Using L+ b ] L T < K@ s and applying Holder’s inequality to the integral,
(te—1—tx) P (t—=te—1)oP | (t—te—1) @
we obtain:
o, d
A3 Spalt —te,y —x)(t —tg) = h™ 27
SPalt =ty —a)(t —te) S hT=
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Gathering both estimates and recalling that ¢t — t;, < h and v — 1 < 0, we obtain
|As] S palt —th,y — a)(t —te)=. (3.7)

Let us now bound Ay in (3.4). Recalling that from its definition, |b,| < |b| (vesp. |bn| < |b]), we can write,
using also (1.24) and (2.11):

(t —tg)l_a tet1
|Ay] < — / /pa(tg —tg, 2z — x)|b(s, 2)|pa(t — te, z — y) dz ds.
te

We can now bound |A4| using (2.6), then (t, —t)~! < (t — t,)~! and finally t — t, < h:

t—tg)w 1 1 tea
a5 =10 l -+ ilpAﬁ—mw—xy/ (s, Yon ds
(tg — tk) ap (t— tg) ap te
(t—tg)' ™=
< h D (t_tkvy_‘r)HbHLq LPH]]'(te te+1)||L‘1
1

(t—te)*palt — th,y — ). (3.8)

As, for Az and Ay, we only used the fact that [by| < [b], the same estimations still hold for the alternative
scheme involving b;,. Plugging the estimates (3.5)-(3.8) into (3.4) concludes the proof of (1.26).

3.3.2 Holder regularity of I'" in the forward space variable

Let us now prove (1.25). This property is important to prove that any limit point of the law induced by the
Euler scheme solves the martingale problem and that its marginals will satisfy heat kernel estimates through
a compactness type argument (see Section 4.1 for details).

e Off-diagonal regime: |y —y/| > (t — t;,)"/°.
In this case, using the stable upper bound (1.24), we only need to write
|Fh(tka x,t, y/) - Fh(tka z,t, y)| 5 Fh(tka x,t, y/) + Fh(tkv z,t, y)
S pa(t - tkuy/ - ‘T) +pa(t - tkuy - JI)
g A= )R

ot =ty — ) +po(t —tr,y—2x)).
~ (t—ty)2 (Pa( kY )+ P koY — )

e Diagonal regime: |y —1/| < (t—tx)"/®. Note that in this setting, pa (t — tx, y — ) =< pa(t —tr, 3y’ — ).
In this case, we go back to (3.2), denoting £ = [t/h] — 1 (so that t € (t¢,t¢4+1]) and we write, similarly
o (3.4):

Th(ty,,t, ") — T (tg, 2, t,y) = pa(t — ti,y' — 2) — pa(t — tr,y — )

tga At pleya
-7 / / vpa( — 1k, y - ’LU) vpa(t — g,y — w)]w z+by, (s,2) (r—tg) ° bh(S :E) dsdr

Jj+1 Jj+1
/ / / (tg, , tj,z
t; t;

]7y - ’LU) vpa( ]7y w)]w:erbh(s,z)(rftj) : bh(S,Z) dzdsdr

[Vpal(t
1e>k+1// / (b, Lo, 2

Vpa( — ty, Z/ - U)) vpa(t —te,y — w)]w:z-i—bh(s,z)(r—tg) : bh(S, Z) dzdsdr
= A1+ As + Az + Ay (3.9)

j=k+1
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Resp. T (ty, z,t,y") — T (tg, z,t,y) =: Ay + Ay + Az + A4 for the scheme with by,.
Those terms will be treated in similar way than for the time sensitivities, up to the fact that we will
use the Holder regularity in space of p, (2.2) instead of its Holder regularity in time (2.3).

For A; (which is the same as A;), we directly use (2.2) with # = 1 and the diagonal regime:

< |y_yl| /
TR )i(pa(t—tk,y — ) + palt — t,y — 2))
— )=
|y_y/|'y ’
S (f—tk)% (pa(t_tkvy _:E) +pa(t_tk7y_x))' (310)

For Ag, we first use (2.12) to bound [Vpg (t — tk, z + by (s, z)(r —tr) —y') — Vpa(t — tg, x + bp(s, z)(r —
tx) —y)] and get rid of the drift:

|Vp0¢(t - tkvy/ — &= bh(S,{E)(’I” - tk)) - Vpa(t — gy — T — bh(S,I)(T - tk))|
< =yl

ST )g(pa(t_tkvy/_$)+pa(t_tk7y_x))'
PR

We then compute, recalling from the definition (1.3) that |b,| < h™er (resp. |by| < ha—1),

ly—y'| et
Ar S ———5(palt — i,y — ) +pa(f—tk,y—w))/ |br (s, )| ds

Yt —tp)a .
—Y thi1 At —tp)h ar 1
’S Lyh(pa(t_tkay/—IE)‘Fpa(t—tk,y_x))( k+1 k)i
(t_tk)a (t_tk)a
/
— _1,_d _1
S%(pa(t—tk,y/_x)-|—pa(t_tk,y_$))(tk+l/\t_tk)l T h or 1
p— k [e3

!

~ — 1,1

resp. A257(ly ty>|1(pa(t—tk,y/—x)—i—pa(t—tk,y—x))(tkﬂ /\t—t;@)1 aha L.
1)

In our current diagonal regime, we can write (ly:y)L < (‘ty;y)g , which, along with tp11 At —t; < h,
—tg) @ —tg) @

yields
A <M t—t ) — t—t _ ha 3.11
zN(t_tk)%(pa( kY =)+ palt — e,y — x))h=. (3.11)
A, < W=y e
resp. S t)l(pa(t th, Y — @) + palt —tr,y — )).
)l

For As, we first use (2.12) and (1.24) to write, for v1 € (v, 1]

-1 tjt1 | _ oM
y =y 1
As S Z / /pa(tj—tk,z—x) (771/\1>71
j=k+17ti (t—t;)= (t—tj)=
X (Palt = tj,y — 2) + palt —tj,y" — 2)) |bn(s, z)| dzds.

Then, we will proceed differently depending on whether, at the current time ¢;, the spatial difference
ly — ¢'| we are interested in is in the diagonal regime w.r.t. the corresponding time scale ¢ — ¢;. To
this end, let us split between what we call meso-scale diagonal and off-diagonal regimes (respectively
ly —y'| < (t —t;)= and |y —¢/| > (t — ;)= ). This meso-scale dichotomy did not appear in the proof
of the Holder time-regularity of I'*. It does now because of technical reasons: we need to retrieve the
loss induced by the introduction of 41 € (7, @], which can only be done in the mesoscopic diagonal case.
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Let us point out that |y — 3| < (t —t;)a <= j < M Set Jmax = LMJ A (€ —2). We
recall that, when t; is close to ¢, a local off-diagonal regime might appear. With the previous notations
it will precisely be the case from ¢; _ 41 to ¢, whenever jm.x < ¢ —2 . We can thus write

¥
Ag S]ljmax2272 ly = y|1+w/ /pa to—1 — tk, 2 — )
(t—te—1)

(Pa(t —ti—1,y — 2) + pa(t — te—1,y" — 2)) |bu(s, 2)| dz ds

1 ti+1 1
+ Ljpta Y / /pa(tj —tp 2 — ) ——
t

J=fmax 17t (t—t;)=
X (pa(t —tj,y = 2) + palt — tj, 4" — 2)) [ba(s, 2)|dzds
J /tj+1 /pa ity 2 )Lyljzlﬂ
j= k+1 t (t—t;) "=
X (pa(t —tj,y = 2) + palt — tj, 4" — 2)) [ba(s, 2)|dzds
= AFPEE L AP + AD.

For the first term, we first use |by| < |b] and (2.6), then Holder’s inequality for the time integral and
last t —ty_1 =t — 1ty + h > h to obtain:

ot —to,y — ) + palt — te,y — 1 1 te
ABEDGESP( koY — ) p(l kY — ) _ _ / 16(5, )| e ds
(t—te-1)e (te—1 —tu)or  (t—te—1)or | St
—_ oY
. _v=v _
(t—te—1)a
1 1 1 1
S Palt = th,y — 2) + palt —tr,y' — ) T l = + i] h' T
(t—te1)® [(teo1 —th)or  (t—t1)or
ly —y'l”
(t—te1)=

S (Pa(t =ty — ) + Pt —tr,y —2)) [y — /[

Next, note that in the integrals appearing in A9P and AP, we can use t —s <t —t; for s € [tj, tj41].
Together with |b,| < ||, this yields

17 1
AQP + AP ST <o 2/ /Pa —th 2 —a)——

T
timax+1 (t - S) &

X (pa(t — 8,y — 2) + palt — s,y — 2)) |b(s, 2)| dz ds

imax — M
L
it (t—s)—=

X (palt — s,y — 2) + pa(t — 5,y — 2)) |b(s, z)| dzds.

For AP, we simply use (2.8), with u =t; 11,0 =1, = 1/a, 2 = 0.
For AP/

- 1f %(tjmax — tk+1) >t — tjmax7 we use (27) With u = tk+1,’l} = tjn]ax’/Bl = ( Y1 + 1)/(1 ﬁg =0.

1

— if F(tj — thg1) <t — tjmx, we use the bound (t — s)~ & < (t —t;,. )& for s <t
apply (2.8) with u =ty11,v=14,,..,061 =1/a, B2 =0.

then

Jmax
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This yields

X
o

A9 + AP < (pa(t —ti,y — @) + palt — tr,y' — 1)) [(t — 1) Ly o2

=71 Y=
=+ |y - y/|’Yl ({(tjn]ax - tk+1) o« + (t - tjmax) * }]]‘%(tjmax—tk+1)>t—tjmax

71

01 jad
F( = )™ Ejnar — ti1)® ﬂ%(t]‘mxftkﬂ)gtft- )}

Jmax

S (Pa(t =ty — ) + palt —tr,y — 1)) [(t bt 1) ™ Ly o2

=71
Hy =o' (¢ = 3,0 -

Since (t — tjpat1) < [y — ¢'|% if jmax <€ —2and (t —¢;,..) > |y —y'|*, we obtain
AQP 1 AP S (palt — thy — ) + Palt — oy’ —2)) Iy — oI, (3.12)

Finally, for A4, we suppose that £ > k + 1 since otherwise this term vanishes. Using again (2.12), we
get
|vy/pa(t — ty, y/ - w) - vypa(t —tey — w)|w:z+bh(s,z)(r—tg)
< ly=y

~ m(pa(t—tg,yl—Z)—Fpa(t—t[,y—?})),
(t—ty) =

yielding, along with (1.24) and |b,| < |b|,

_ oY t

AVIRS %/ /pa(tg —tr, 2 — 1) (pa(t —te,y — 2) + palt —te,y — 2))|b(s, 2)| dz ds.
(t—tg) 2 te

Let

t
dy :{y,y'} o9 '—>/ /pa(tg —tg, 2 — T)pa(t — te,y — 2)|b(s, 2)| dz ds,
te

so that |Ay| < %(d;;(y) +d4(y")). Let us then bound dy using the convolution inequality (2.6).
t—ty

For vy € {y,v'},

t
dy4(n) S/ /pa(tg—tk,z—x)pa(t—tg,l)—z)|b(s,z)|dzds
te

1 1 ¢
<. + - pa@—tk,n—x)/ 1b(s, )| v ds
te

tg—tk)ﬂip (t—tg)ﬂp

1 1
Spa(t_tkan_x)”b”Lq—LT’||]1(t11t)||LQ’ [ d + i]
(tg - tk) op (t - t[) op

14
5 pa(t - tka n— ‘I)(t - tl)l . ar,
where, for the last inequality, we used the fact that t, — t;, > ¢ — t;. Plugging this into |A4] yields

S (Palt =ty —2) +palt — e,y — @)y — " (3.13)

The estimates for Az and A4 remain valid for Az and Ay since we only used |by,| < |b]. Plugging the
estimations (3.10)-(3.13) into (3.9) concludes the proof of (1.25) and of Proposition 1.
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4 Proof of existence of a unique weak solution and heat kernel
estimates for the SDE (1.1) (Theorem 1)

4.1 Uniqueness of solutions to the Duhamel formulation (1.19) satisfying the
estimation (1.18)

Assume that I'; and I'y both satisfy the estimation (1.18) and the Duhamel formula. Then

I‘1 Oaxatuy _PQ O,I,t,y
1 (t) = sup T4 ( ) — s )|
yER? poc(ta Yy—= I)

is bounded on (0,7 and we can write for all (¢,y) € (0,7] x R%:

¢
[1(0,z,t,y) —T2(0,2,t,y) = / /b(r, z) - Vypa(t —r,y — 2) [[2(0,2,7,2) —T1(0, 2,7, 2)] dzdr.
0

We deduce that for (t,y) € (0,7T] x R,

r t.y) =T t 1 t
\ 10,3,t,y) ~ a(0,2, ’y)\ < | [0 209ma(t =y = 2)alr,2 — 2ol 2
0

pa(t7y_x) pot(tuy_x)

Using (2.1) and (2.6), we get:

(0, z,t,y) —T9(0,z, ¢t Eb(r, - 1 1
‘ 1( , Ly 7y) 2( y Ly 73/)‘ < H (Ta )”fﬂ’ _d+ . ,LLI(’I’)dT
Pa(t,y — ) o (t=r)e |rer  (t—1)or

Taking the supremum over y € R? on the Lh.s. and applying Hélder’s inequality in time, we get like in the
last step of the proof of Theorem 2

t q/
/ Mo (7 1 1
vt € (0,T], pa(t)? ,S/ ( )q/ i T dq’ dr.
0 (t—=r)a [ror (t—r)or

[e3

immediately deduce I'y = I's.

Since L + % < 1, Lemma 2.2 and Example 2.4 [Zhal0] ensure that V¢t € (0,T], uy(¢t) = 0, from which we

4.2 Tightness of the laws P" of ((X!)sci0.r1)n and P" of ((X!)seo,1))n

Let B = Eo, | [y ‘bh(UL%J,XfSh,)

(1.2), p/n > 1, ¢/n>1and n(d/p+ a/q) < a. Using |by| < Bh~ 35~ on the first time step then |br] < 1b],
(1.24), Holder’s inequality and (2.4) with 6 = 0, we obtain

ds], where 1 > 1 is chosen sufficiently close to 1 in order that, under

4 tr41 1 tr41
BT < hlar e 4 / / /|b ry)|" T™(0, x, ty,,y) dy dr ds
tht1
< Rl"ar T 4 / /|b )| pate,y — x) dy dr
tr
ShE 4 Z/ 167 2 [pa(te- = 2)1] (o e
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We then write

dn

tky1  dn tht1 dn
[ a e ar < [ b dr
tk tk

and use a Holder inequality to obtain from the condition n(d/p+a/q) < a which ensures that —(2)’ Z—Z > —1,

tn —(ay'dn ?1), n
B < /’T D dr) " e (b )T s
t1
d

_d _ 1 (441
SHmHE LTS, . (a.1)

In the same way,

n
ds| ST )1, .

_ T — _ n T — —
B = o / ’bh(UL%Jvab) ds| =Eou / ’bh(UL%J’th)
0 s h X s

By Holder’s inequality, we have

VO<u<t<T,

! ds> " (4.2)

and the same estimation holds with (b, X") replaced by (bs, X"). Since by (2.4) applied with § = 1,
E[|Z; — Zu|] < (t —u)a, setting ¢ = (1 - %) AL >0, we deduce that

t

n—1 T
S(t—u) </O ‘bh(UL%J,ng)

V0 <u<t< T, E[X] - X[+ E[X) - XS (- ), (4.3)
which ensures the tightness of the laws P of X" and P" of (X") on the space D([0, T], R%) of cadlag functions
endowed with the Skorokhod topology (see Proposition 34.9 from [Bas11] for example). Let (55) 5€[0,7] denote

the canonical process on this space.

We may then extract a subsequence, still denoted by (P") (resp. (P")), such that P" (resp. (P")) weakly
converges to some limit probability P on D([0,T],R?) as h — 0. For u,t € [0,7] outside the at most
countable set {s € (0,T] : P(|& — &—| > 0) > 0}, the law of (X!, X}) (vesp. (X!, X})) converges to
Po(&,&)"! so that (4.3) combined with the right-continuity of sample-paths ensures that supy, « <7 (t —
u)~¢ fD([O,T],[Rd) |& — &u|P(d€) < oo. As a consequence

{s€(0,T]: P(Jes — & | >0) >0} =0 (4.4)

and for each t € (0,71, the distribution T'*(0, z,t,y) dy of X} (vesp. T'(0,2,t,y) dy of X[*) converges weakly
to P, = Po& . By (1.24) and (1.25), the Ascoli-Arzela theorem ensures that we can extract a further
subsequence such that y ~— I'*(0, z,t,y) (resp. y — I'(0,x,t,y)) converges uniformly on the compact subsets
of R? to some limit y — T'(0,x,¢,y) so that P,(dy) = I'(0,z,t,y)dy. Taking the limit A — 0 into (1.24) and
(1.25) ensures that T' satisfies (1.18) and (1.21).

We are next going to prove that the limit probability measure P solves the following martingale problem.

Definition 1 (Martingale Problem). A probability measure P on the space D(]0,T],R?) of cadlag functions
with time-marginals (Py;)ycjo,1), solves the martingale problem related to b-V + L and x € RE if :

(Z) PO = 6;67
(ii) for a.a. t € (0,T], P,(dy) = p(t,y) dy for some p € LY ((0,T], L? (RY)),

(iii) for all C*2? function f on [0,T] x R? bounded together with its derivatives, the process

{Mif = f(t,ft) — f(0,§0) - ~/0 ((as + Lo‘)f(s,fs) + b(S,fS) ’ Vf(s,fs)) ds} ’ (M)

0<t<T

is a P martingale.
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Let us point out that, in the current singular drift setting, condition (i¢) which guarantees that

T
/ / 1b(s, £)] dsP(d€) < 0o
D([0,T],R4) JO

is somehow the minimal one required for all the terms in (M) to be well defined.

Before checking that the limit probability measure P solves the martingale problem, let us prove that
this implies that I solves (1.19), which concludes the proof of Theorem 1 (in fact, for this purpose, it would
be enough to check that the limit probability measure associated with either the schemes X" or the schemes
X" solves the martingale problem). Let t € (0,T] and ¢ : R? — R be a C* function with compact support.
Choosing f(s,2) = Lp,¢)(8)palt — s,-) * ¢(2) + L1, 71(5)(d(2) — (s — 1) L¥P(2)) which, according to Lemma 2,
satisfies (05 + L) f(s,z) = 0 for (s, z) € [0,#] x R? and writing the centering of M; (introduced in Definition
1) under P, we obtain that

t
qS(y)I‘(O,x,t,y)dy:/ (b(y)pa(t,x—y)dy—i—/ / (0, z,s,2)b(s,z) - V. f(s,z)dzds.
R4 R4 0 JRrd

Using (1.18) and (2.1) to justify the use of Fubini’s theorem and the fact that for s € (0,7, pa(s,-) is an
even function, we deduce that

¢
Oty = [ 6) (palty )~ [ TO2520052) Tyl = 2)ds) ay
R R 0
Since ¢ is arbitrary, we conclude that (0,7] x R? > (¢,y) — T(0,z,t, y) satisfies (1.19).

4.3 Any limit point solves the martingale problem

Let us now prove that the limit point P solves the martingale problem associated with (1.1) and introduced
in Definition 1. Since for each h, X! = z = X[, one has Py = §,. Moreover, for t € (0,T], P,(dy) =
I'(0,z,t,y)dy with T satisfying (1.18). By (2.4) applied with § = 0, ||T'(0, 2, ¢, )| ;v < Ct~ a5 where the right-
hand side belongs to L7 ([0, T]) since q’aip < 1by (1.2). As a consequence, I'(0, z,-,-) € LY ((0,T], L*' (R%)).
Therefore properties (i) and (i) in Definition 1 hold.

Let f:]0,7] x R? — R be C'? and bounded together with its derivatives, ¢ : (R%)? — R be continuous
and bounded, 0 <51 < ... <s, <u <t <T with u >0 and F : D([0,T], R?) — R be defined by

(&) = <f(t,€t) = f(u,&u) = /ut [(s + L) f (5,85) +b(s, &) - VIf (5, 85)] dS) P(srs e Esy)- (4.5)
In order to prove that P satisfies (iéi) in Definition 1, we will show that fD([o,T],[Rd) F(&)P(dg) = 0.
Proof of limj,_,o E[F(X")] = 0 = limj,_,o E[F(X")].
Using It6’s formula, we can write

t t
FOEXP) = Flu,XE) = M) — M) + / VF (s, X2) - on (U, XP) ds + / (9 + L) £ (s, X") ds,
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with M! =[] f[Rd\{o} (f(r, XM 4+ 3)— f(r, Xf,))N( dr, dz) where N is the compensated Poisson measure

associated with Z. Since M" is a martingale, taking expectations, we get:

s

PO = 6 [( [ (00100 050 = o6 X09) 956 X0 05 ) 6 XL )
= ([ g X (9706, X0) = 105, 50)) ) 0 L)
+E (/ut (bh(ULs/hJ,sth) - bh(Svag)) : Vf(Svag)dS) 1/)(Xshla ---aXshp)]

+E (/t (bh(s,Xf:) - b(s,sth)) -Vf(s,Xf;st) Y(xk, ...,Xshp)]

+E ( /t (b(s, X24) - V (5, XD) = b(s, XV (5, X1)) ds) p(xh, ...,Xshp)]
=: A +_A2+A3+A4. (4.6)

In the same way, E[F(X")] = A; + Ay + Ag + Ay where A; is defined like A; with (X", by,) replaced by
(X" by,) fori € {1,---,4}.
For Ay, we first write, using |bp| < h™ w54 and conditioning w.r.t. Fon = o (X}, 0 <u <7,

Er [V f(5,X3) = V(s X2 < VS llo~Er , |X] - X2

<IV*flli~Ex, l [ @ieng X2l dr 4 12, = 22y

|

Rl

S 41
SVl [/hh ar adr + (s — 7
SIIV2f||peh.

Using this bound along with |b,| < |b] and (4.1), we can compute
2 1 T h 2 i
IAL| < 0]z || V2 f| e h® E ; (U s/n), Xpn)lds | S ([9llLe [V llzoeh™.

The same bound holds for |A,| since the larger cutoff [bn] < ha~1 does not deteriorates the estimation of
Ez ,IVf(s,X!)—Vf(s,X")| where Frn = o(Xr 0<u<th).

For Ay, supposing that h is small enough to ensure that 7" < 7/*, we split the time integral into three
terms: a main term over (7 + h, /') which matches the time grid, and two terms around the edges, over
(u, 7" + h) and (7, t) respectively. For the main term, we will use the following cancellation:

™
E l/ (bh(ULs/hjath) - bh(S,th)) -V f(s, X)) ds
e ! ! !

]:7-3+h‘| = 0

For the other two terms, we use that |by(U|s/nj, X)) — bn(s, X2 < [oa(Us/ng, X5 + [ba(s, X2)| S

h~ a4 and the inequalities 7 +h —u < h and t — 7 < h to write

1Aa] < 9l |V £l L E l /

[w,mh+R]U[T]t]

(|bh(ULs/hj7X7}_L:,)| + |bh(s,XfSh)|) ds]
_d _ 1
SNl IV fl neeht a5 7.

In the same way, |Ag| < [[¢/ = |V £l 1=h?.
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When p = ¢ = 0o, Aj vanishes. Otherwise, applying (2.15) with A = n where n > 1 is such that (4.1)
holds, we get

t
18] < 4]l IV | A+ DO-DE U b(s, X", >|”d5} S Il IV R E DD,

Since |b — b"| < [b|7BY-1h(1=2)(1=1) | we obtain in the same way that [As| < [|¢b]|pes ||V f]|Loe A2 a) (1),
For A4, we have

ey [ [ (b wr ) —b<s,X£>Vf<s,X£>) 1

//|bsz VIOl = by Xyl 2) = Dk = b XEy s, 2)| d2ds,

Assuming w.l.o.g. that h is small enough to have 7" — h > 5p, we deduce that:

t
|A4|5|w||Loo///|b<s,z>-Vf<z>||rh<rfz—h,y,rs,z>—rh<r3—h,y,s,z>|r (0,2, 7" — h,y) d=dyds.

Then, we use the Holder regularity (1.26) of I'* in the forward time variable:

h o
S
A Wl 1951 [ [ s g bz = 00 = ) ds

Since s — 7! < h and 7" — 7" + h > s — u, we get, using (1.24), Holder’s inequality and (2.4)

b(s, z
|A4] S [l Lo |V fllLoch™ / / i L (s =7+ h, 2 —y)pa(th — h,y — x)dzdy ds

(s —u)=
< o |b 5
Sllpe |V fllpeh= mpa(s,z—:v)dzds
b llb(s, )L

S P e o L
u (S — u)EsaP
Finally, using Holder’s inequality in time and % -1 O% = é, we obtain

jal ES
Al S IV flloe bl pa—roh™ (¢ = u)=.

The same estimation holds for [A4|. Putting together the previous estimates on (A;);eq1,... 43 in (4.6) we
obtain limj,_,o E [F(Xh)] = 0. In the same way, limy_,o £ [F(Xh)} =0

P solves the martingale problem.

In this paragraph, we only consider the case when P is the limit of the laws of the schemes X" since the
argument is exactly the same when P is the limit of the laws of the schemes X". The lack of continuity of
the functional F on D([0,T],R?) prevents from deducing immediately that fD [0 7),R9) F(§)P(dE) = 0. Let
us first suppose that p < co and set § = ¢lgcoo + % g<oo- We have 4 m % < a— 1. We introduce
for € € (0,1], a smooth and bounded function b. such that lime_q ||be — b||pa_r» = 0. The functional F,
defined like F' in (4.5), but with b, replacing b is bounded. According to (4.4), for fixed € € (0, 1], P gives
full weight to continuity points of F. and since limj,_,o E[F'(X")] = 0, we have

/ FL(€)P(d€) = lim E[F.(X")] = lim E[F.(X") ~ F(X")
D([0,T],R%) - -
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We deduce that

/ F(6)P(de)
D([0,T],R%)

One has, using (1.24), then Holder’s inequality in space together with (2.4) applied with (£,d) = (p,0) and
last Holder’s inequality in time,

< lim sup/ |F(€) — F.(€)|P(d€) + limsup lim sup E[| F.(X") — F(X")]].
D([0,T],R%)

e—0 e—0 h—0

t

E[lF.(X") - F(X")]] < IWIILooIIVfHLw/ Efb=(s, X3') — b(s, X[)[]ds

u

t
< el |Vl / / 1be(5,9) — b(s, ) pas,y — 7) dy ds

! be(s,.) — b(s,. p
N P e

Sap
_ (1 d
Sl IV F 1z l1be = bl o pot~(GF35).

Since the same estimation holds for fD([O 7,R9) |F(&)— F-(&)|P(d€), because the heat kernel estimates hold as
well for the limit point, we conclude that fD([O,T],[Rd) F(§)P(d¢) = 0. Taking f,9,u, s1,...,Sp,t in countable
dense subsets, we deduce that P satisfies (i¢¢) in Definition 1.

Let us now deal with the case p = co. We set (p,q) = ((afql%, Olgcoo + (f—fl, %)]lq:m. We have
% + % < a—1. We introduce for ¢ € (0,1], a smooth and bounded function b such that [|be||La—r~ <
2|[bl|La—re and, for each K € N*, setting b/ (¢, x) = 1_g xja(2)be(t, x) and b¥ (t, ) = L|_f gja(x)b(t, ),
we have lim._,q ||bX — 5|/ ;a_z5 = 0. The above reasoning when p < oo remains valid once we now bound
E[|F.(X") — F(X")|] from above by

t
||1/JIIL°°HVf||L°°/ E[[bZ (s, X2) = b5 (s, X2) + (b= (s, )l e + [10(s, )| e )Ly xn > 1] ds

u

i t ) 1/q'
< el [V 7] e (nbf B O 1Y T ( [ = oy ds) .

According to (4.3), ft([P(|Xf| > K))? ds can be made arbitrarily small uniformly in h for K large enough
while for fixed K, |[bf — 0|/ a_1s goes to 0 with e. This concludes the proof.

4.4 Uniqueness of the solution to the martingale problem

For this paragraph, we assume p,q < oo (otherwise, we can proceed in a similar way to the previous
paragraph to mollify the drift). Let (b,,)men denote a sequence of bounded smooth approximating functions
st. ||b = bum|lpa—rr — 0 as m — co. We study the mollified equation

(0s + LY + by - V)um (s, ) = f(s,z), (5,2) € [0,1) X R up(t,-) = 0. (4.7)

It is well known that for a smooth compactly supported f, (4.7) has a unique smooth bounded classical solu-
tion (see [MP14]). Furthermore, the following Schauder estimates (whose proofs are postponed to Appendix
A.5) hold:

Lemma 5 (Schauder). Let f : [0, T]xR? — R be C12 with compact support and (um)men denote the sequence
of classical solutions to the mollified PDEs (4.7). Then, for all £ € [0, (y+1)/a), for all0 < s < &' <, for
all x € RY, and for all m € N,

[Vt zoe S 11f]lzes (4.8)

[um (s', @) = um(s, 2)| S |s" = sl*[l fllpe.
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Let P! and P? be solutions of the martingale problem associated with b-V + £ and = € R? in the sense
of Definition 1. Let f be a smooth bounded function. For all m € N, denote u,, € C*([0,7],C?(R%,R)) the
classical solution to the Cauchy problem associated with (4.7) with source term f. For i € {1, 2},

{M:m = ’U/m(sags) - ’U/m(oaw) - ‘/Os(ar + L +b- V)Um(T', gr) dT} e (410)
0<s<t

is a Pl-martingale. Equations (4.9) and (4.8) allow us to apply the Ascoli-Arzela theorem to (u,): let
(um,, ) be a subsequence of (Um)m which converges uniformly on every compact subset of [0,%] x R? to some
Uso. Now, taking p' € L9 ((0,T], L (R%)) such that Pj(dy) = p'(t,y) dy, taking expectations in (4.10) and
using the Fubini theorem, we have, when s — ¢,

EP [/ f(r &) dr} = —Up, (0, ) / / me — ) - Vi, (1, 2)p' (1, 2) dz dr. (4.11)

Since p' € L7 ((0,T], L” (R?)), using a Holder inequality in space and then one in time along with the fact
that HVum,c L= is bounded uniformly in &k (from Equation (4.8)), we obtain

b, — ) - Vi, (1, 2)p' (1, 2) dz dr

S IVumy e l1b = by po-ro 10| por g — 0.
k—o0

Thus, takmg the limit as k goes to oo in (4.11), we obtain

1 [/Otf(rv 50(17”] = oo (0, 2) = E7 Uotf(r, gr)dT} : (4.12)

which readily gives P! = P? (see e.g. Theorem 4.2 in [EK86]).

A Proof of the technical lemmas involving the stable density

A.1 Proof of Lemma 1 (Stable Sensitivities)
Ttem (2.1) directly follows from Section 2 in [Kol00]. Let us prove (2.2).

e Diagonal case: |z — 2/| < u'/®. Since we are looking at a small perturbation in the space variable,
it makes sense to use a Taylor expansion:

1
|Vgpa(ua I) - Vgpa(ua I/ | = / V vxpa(u x/ + (:E - I/))‘) (I - x/) d/\'

/
1+\<\|/ Pa(u, 2" + (z —2")A) A,

using (2.1) and p, < Do (see (1.16) and (1.17)) for the last inequality. Up to a modification of the
underlying constant,

"4 Mz — 2! —d—a . —d—a
pa(u7x’+(x_x’))\)§u§<2+w> gug(Q_Mgwl)

T T I
U U U
e (L YT
5 u 1+ 1 5 pa(uu € )
U«
We conclude the proof in the diagonal case noting that for all 8 € (0, 1], o= Yl < (‘ fll )0.

e Off-diagonal case: |z — 2/| > u!/®. In this case, a Taylor expansion in space is not relevant. We
simply use the fact that 1 = [2=21 1 A1 and (2.1):

u

o
|Vipa(u, z) — Vipa(u,2')| < ("Tui;' ) (|Vspa(u,2)| + |Vipalu,2)|)

< (B2 M) L Guta )+t

1<l
U U «
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This concludes the proof of (2.2).

Let us now prove (2.3). Let 0 <u < u' < T. Assume first [u —u'[ < 3.

}praux) pau a:|*

/ OV Spa(u+ (u' —u)\, x)(u —u)d\

”A(wuujwnHCﬁ“”*“‘@A@w—umx

o 1
< |u1+71;|/0 Pa(u+ (U —u)A, x)d),
u @

recalling that u’ > w for the last inequality. We now discuss in function of the position of the spatial variable
x w.r.t. the current time wu.

e Diagonal case: |z| < u'/®. Then,
ﬁa(u + (u/ - ’U,))\, ,T) S (u + (ul - u))‘)_

e Off-diagonal case: |z| > u!/®

u+ (v —u)A < u
|:C|d+o¢

Pa(u+ (v —u), x) <

Note that the condition |u’ —u| < § is actually needed only for the second above inequality. Namely, it
ensures that the term A(u’ — ) has the same magnitude than u (otherwise the previous expansions are
useless and the estimation is direct as discussed below).

In turn, we obtain

lu —u'| lu—u'|?
|V$palu, z) — Vipa(u',2)| S 7 Pal,2) S —gpalu, 2),
u o u o

for all 6 € (0, 1].
In the case [u — /| > &, we simply write using (2.1)

Vpa(n2) ~ Vpalet, )] < (2= ) (VSpatun )] + [VEpatur )

u— '}’

i (Palw,2) +pa(s 7)),
u @

~

which concludes the proof of (2.3).
Let us now prove (2.4). Using po, X po, We can write

’ / / 1 1 !
Ipatu )l 9150 = [ palus) Wi dy S [ < x s 01 dy.
R Ré U o (1 4 |L1|)
ua
Set z = yufiz
’ d oy e 1 ’
lpa(u, ) - 1)1 S usC HT/ |2 dz,
L Rd (1+| |) /(d+a)

which converges whenever ¢/({ —d —a)+d—-1< -1<=(<d+a— %, in which case we obtain

_d 4 <
lpa(u, )| - [l S u™ats.
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Let us now prove the convolution part (2.5). Denote

3= ||pa(t — - — y)Palu — 5,3 — )70
1 1 1 1
<
~ / (t — ’u,)dTe, % (d+a)e’ X (U _ S)%, x (d+a)t’ dz. (Al)
(1 + M) (1 4+ z=z] )

T T
(t—u)a (u—s)

We now discuss in function of the magnitude of the distance |z — y| w.r.t. to the global time scale ¢t — s.

e Diagonal case: |z —y| < (t —5)/®
In this case, either (£ —u) > (¢t —s) or (u—s) > 1(t — s), we can then use the global diagonal bound

in (A.1) for the corresponding density.
—If (t—u) > 3(t — s),

Qla

1 1 1 1 1 1
< dz < )
IS (t —u)dTy 8 (u— s)g(é’—l) /( & X PERSTZREN (t —u)dTll % (u—s)a®@=1

Since (t —u) > 3(t—s), ——+ < —L+ < pa(t — s,y — ), and

1

< Dot — P .
j p( S, T y) (t_u)g(g/_l)

~

e Off-diagonal case: |z —y| > (t — s)!/@

In this case, either |z — z| > J|z — y[ or [z — y| > 1|z — y|, i.e. one of the two contributions in J is in
the off-diagonal regime, allowing us to use (2.9). In this cas we split the upper-bound for J in (A.1) as

follows:
N 1 1 1 (Lz—z1> 2 a—y| T Lamy|>1ja—y|) S
JS/(t Y x e ()= x - @ra)l’ dz =:T1 +J2.
A SN ) —s)e (1+ ja—2] )
( (t—u)& (u—s)=

— For Jy, |z — 2| > 4|z — y[ > 1(t — 5)V/, we get

IZ*yL
(t—u) &

3, < 1 1 1 1 |
e (u— ) : ( lz—y] (@)t | (¢t — )& x @) Lz—z1>4]e—y| 42
1+ &) (1 N >

/ 1 1 1
= 4
S Palu— 8,2 —y) _u)g(f'—l) / ( 4 X (d+a)£’]l|x7z|2%\zfy\dz
1 + Iz_yll
(t—u) o

Since |'r - y| > (’LL - S)l/av Z_)a(u — 5T = y) = |x,uy7|§+a < ‘zj:;‘5d+ﬂ = ﬁa(t — 5T = y)v and

~ < s ' 1

Jl Spa(t— S, T _y)f m

— For Ja, [z —y| > S|z —y| > 2(t — )1/ the same computations give, when swapping the roles of
|z — z| and |y — z|,

1

Ty S Palt — s,z —y)" (A.2)
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In each case, we have established that

L
7

_ _ ~ 1 1 B
||pa(t—u,-—y)pa(u—s,x—~)||Le/ =Je 5 [(t de—1 + d£/1‘|p06(t_57$_y)
— ) «

A

[( L, 1i]pa<t—s,x—y>,

t—u)ﬁ (u—s)ae

which concludes the proof of (2.5).
Equation (2.6) then eventually follows from (2.5) and Hélder’s inequality.

A.2 Proof of Lemma 2 (Feynman-Kac partial differential equation)

Recall that for u > 0,z € R%:

1
poli.) = gy [ expluy (0 exp(=iC -2,
d
Bual©)= [ L, fespic p€) = 1)l = ~Co [ 1€ (dE). Coa >0

being the Khinchin exponent associated with the operator £*. It is thus direct to see from the non-
degeneracy assumption (1.15) that there exists ¢ > 0 s.t. V¢ € R, [ouo1 ¢ - €]*u(d€) > ¢[¢]* so that
exp(u®,,0(€)) < exp(—cCyq,qu|¢|*). We deduce that p, is smooth on R% x R and

0up(1:2) = sz [ Q) exp(ud () exp(=iC - 2) G

Since, by symmetry of the measure y and Fubini’s theorem,

Bna@epun(©) = [ [ [ tenpic o)~ e L [ explic: alpan ) ao

— [ (explic = p6) ~ explic ) pa o) doudg) £

d
— [ [ bl 2) (a4 )~ pa(us ) don(dg) -2
Ry JSd-1 JRd p
= / exp(i€ - #) Lpa(u, ) d,
Ra
one has 0ypa(u, z) = LYq(u, 2).

The fact that v solves the Feynman-Kac partial differential equation on [0,¢) x R? is easily deduced using
(1.16) and (2.1) to apply Lebesgue’s and Fubini’s theorems. Last, for s € [0, 1),

lo(s,y) — B(y)] = /

R4

:/[Rd

and Lebesgue’s theorem ensures that the right-hand side converges to 0 as s goes to t.

6 (y—(t=9%2) —o(y)| (t = 5) Epalt s, (t = )¥2) dz

6 (y-(t-9)7%z) —oly)

pa(l,2)dz,

We refer to [Kol00] (in particular the introduction, Proposition 2.5 and Section 3) for additional details
and properties about the density p,,.
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A.3 Proof of Lemma 3: stable time-space convolutions with Lebesgue function

Let us first use (2.6) with £ = p and then Holder’s inequality in time:

1
Iﬁl 52 u, 1} = / /pa |b T, Z)|p0¢( T,y—Z)mrﬂz dzdr

< paltiy — ) / 16(r,

v 1 1 1 1 v
< oty — 7 7 7 7 d
= pa(tu Yy—= x)sﬂl,ﬁz (u,v).

L, L1
—— ar
ras (t—r)ar | (E—r)PrrP

Set A = .= (v —u), then
Sﬁl-ﬂ2 (uvv)ql
! 1 1 1 1
<(v—u / -+ 7 7 55 dA
( ) 0 (u—}—)\(v—u))% (t—u—)\(v—u))% (t_u_/\(v_u))qﬁl (u+/\(v—u))(Iﬁ2

Assume first that ¢’ (aip + BZ—) <1, i € {1,2} (integrable case). Then,

’

SB1,82 (u,v)?

1
<(v— u)l—a—p—q (B1+B2) /
0

1 1 1 1 dq’
-+ , ——— dAA S (v —w) AT BB
)\% (1_/\)%] (1_,\)1161 2\ B2

and L,
Ig, 5 (1, 0) S paltyy — @) (v — ) ~a—an(Frt)
which, recalling (1.20), gives (2.8).
Let us now consider the case ¢’ (o% + 51) > 1,4 (aip + Bz) < 1 (singular case) with v < t. We then

write:

Sﬁlﬁz (ua v)q

, 1
<( _ o 1—a (£+51+ﬁ2 + dA
N(v U) [ ap +ﬂ2) t u o _ )\)q,ﬁl (f}i’i - )\)q/(("ip+61)Aql52
< 1-q' (L +81482) : —— d\ 1 ! dX
S-S ([ +/; =)

AN

(’U _ u)lfql(%+51+ﬁ2)(1 + (f —u 1)17q,(aip+51))

v—u
<(v— u)l—q'(a%-‘r,@l-kﬁz) +(v— u)*q’ﬁz (t — v)l—q/(o%-kﬁﬂl

Hence, in the divergent case we have established
I, 5, (u,v) S palt,y — I)((v )l BB) L(y —)B( — 0)1—5—(%%))7

which precisely gives (2.7). This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.
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A.4 Proof of Lemma 4 (About the cutoff on a one-step transition)

Using the fact that p, < P, and |y — sbp(r,x)| > |y| — s|br(r, z)|, we get for 0 < s < min(u, h),

1 — sbp(r,x —(d+e) 1 s ~(d+a)
Palury — sha(r ) < & (2+w) <L (2——1|bh<r,x>|+@>
o a U«

u U U wa
—(d+a) —(d+a)
1 1 5
S—d(2—51—ihc¥ip%+@> §_d<2_ha+@>
ue ue U U
1 AN
U« U

provided h < 1 for the last inequality, which we can assume w.l.o.g.
In the case of by, we derive similarly,

—(d+a) —(d+a)
- 1 1
Palt,y — sbp(r,x)) S — (2 — — b (r, )| + |y1| ) S (2 —h0+ @)
U U o U« U o
—(d+a)
1
< 2 (e )
U« U

This proves (2.11) for [¢| = 0. For 0 < [¢| < 1, one simply needs to apply (2.1) beforehands. For the proof of
(2.12), it is enough to apply (2.2) to |Vpa(u,y — sbp(r, @) — Vépa(u,y’ — sbu(r,z))|, where by, € {bs, bp},
which yields

}qua(u,y — sby(r, ) = Vopa(u,y' — sby(r, z))|

< |y _y/|5 1 /
~ 0z A1 1<l (pa(u,y—sbh(r,:v))—i-pa(u,y —Sbh(T,.’L'))),
@ U

for all § € (0,1] and then use (2.11) to get rid of the drift in the previous equation.

A.5 Proof of Lemma 5: Schauder estimates for the mollified PDE (4.7)

Let m € N and u,, denote the classical solution to (4.7). For s € (0,t],z € RY, computing u,, (¢, z) + (Z; —
Zs) — um(s,x) by Ito’s formula and taking expectations, we obtain

(5, 7) ——/:/f(ny)pa(r—s,y—x)dydr

+ / /bm(r, Y) - Vi (r, y)pa(r — s,y —z)dy dr
=:Ii(s,x) + Ix(s, ). (A.4)

Let us first prove the gradient bound (4.8). For I, using that f is bounded on [0,7] x R? along with (2.1),
we get

t
VI (s,2)] < / / £, 9)|[Vapalr — 5,y — )] dydr
S t 1
< HfHLw/ /pw—s,y—x)ﬁdydr
1

T— S
t
<l / S
s o)

Sfllpe—re.
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For I, let us first note that due to standard Schauder estimates (see [MP14]), we already know that Vi, (r, -)
is bounded (although not necessarily uniformly in m) for all » € [0,¢]. We can thus write, using a Holder
inequality, then (2.4), and finally a Holder inequality in time,

|[VIy(s, ) </ IVt (7, |Loo/|b 7, Y)|pa(r — s,y —x)dy dr

1
/ 9t )l 22 o, )| 25—
(r—s)or
1
t , 1 q/
< ”bm”Lq—LP (/ ||V’U,m(7‘, .)qui«iq/ dT‘)
s (r — s)Tp
Gathering the previous estimates, we have
, ¢ / 1
1Vt (5, W Goe S N1 g + HbmH%Q—LP/ [Vt (r, -)Ilqmﬁd“
s r—Ss)ar

Since i—‘g < 1, using Lemma 2.2 and Example 2.4 [Zhal0], we deduce (4.8).
Let us now prove (4.9). Using the previous notations, we can write

[ (8", ) — um (s, )| < |1 (s 2) — Ii(s,2)| + |I2(s', 2) — o (s, ).
For the first term, using (2.3) with 6 = &, for any & € [0, (y + 1)/«a) and ¢ = 0, we readily have
[L(s',2) = Lu(s,2)| S 8 = sl* [ fll oo po~.
For the second term, using (2.3) with § = ¢ and ¢ = 0, as well as (2.1), we can write

|s"— sl

16 0) = Ba5.0) 5 [ [ o) Vs ) e ol = ooy =)+l = 5. = ) dydr

+ /|bm(r,y>-Vum(r,ynpa(r—s,y—x>dydr.
Using then a Hoélder inequality in space, (2.4), a Holder inequality in time and the previously established

boundedness of Vu,,, we get

1

| 1 1 «
Io(s, 2) = Ia(5,2)| S [[bmllpa—ro [ Vm || e |s” = s[* </S (r—s/)7¢ T o | dr

S o
+ |bm | La—re |Vt Lo / —rdr| .
s (r—s)er
d 1 d
q (5—1——) <q'<1+—+—> =1,
ap a a ap

which concludes the proof of (4.9).

Notice now that
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