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Abstract

We consider the stochastic ranking process with space-time dependent jump rates for the
particles. The process is a simplified model of the time evolution of the rankings such as sales
ranks at online bookstores. We prove that the joint empirical distribution of jump rate and
scaled position converges almost surely to a deterministic distribution, and also the tagged
particle processes converge almost surely, in the infinite particle limit. The limit distribution
is characterized by a system of inviscid Burgers-like integral-partial differential equations with
evaporation terms, and the limit process of a tagged particle is a motion along a characteristic
curve of the differential equations except at its Poisson times of jumps to the origin.
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1 Introduction.

In this paper, we consider stochastic ranking processes whose jump rates depend not only on time
but also on their positions. Stochastic ranking processes are a model of a ranking system, such as
the sales ranks found at online bookstores. We consider N particles each of which are exclusively
located at 1,2,..., N. Each particle jumps to 1 according to its Poisson clock. When a jump of
the particle at position i occurs, the particle moves to position 1 and the locations of the particles
at 1,2,...,7 — 1 are sifted by +1. Particles whose Poisson clocks rang recently are at positions
with small numbers, and the others are at positions with large numbers. We regard the number
for each particle as the particle’s rank. This system enables us to give ranks to N particles, and
in this paper we call the time evolution of the particles given by this ranking system the stochastic
ranking process.

A precise formulation of the stochastic ranking process which we consider in this paper are as
follows. Let (2, F, P) be a probability space, and let {v;(déds)}i=1,2,3,.. be independent Poisson
random measures on [0, 00) X [0, 00) with the intensity measure d{ds. Let W be a set of non-negative
valued C! functions

w: [0,1] x [0,00) — [0, 00),

such that, for each T > 0,

0
(1) R, (T) := sup sup max{w(y,t), —w(y,t)‘} < 0.
weW (y,t)€[0,1]x[0,T] dy
Let w;, i = 1,2,... be a sequence in W, and for a positive integer N, put
—1
w™ (k1) == (kT,t), k=1,2,...,N, te[0,00), i=1,2,...,N.
Also, let :EgN), ng), e x%\/) be a rearrangement of 1,2,..., N. Define a process
N N
XM —(x™ L x ()

by

XfN’u)

= x(N V'(dé’ds)
2) — % e Jeetvoey X 6)<x (62 Leelowf™ (x() (5-),6)) VI

/(0 /0 1_X(N)( ))lge[ow(N)(X_(N)(s_)s))yi(dé.d‘s% i:1727"'7N7 tZO7
€(0,t 00) 7 i ’

where, 1p is the indicator function of event B. The integrands in the (2) are predictable, hence
the right hand side of ([2)) is well-defined as the Ito-integrals [20], §IV.9].

XM (t) is a rearrangement of 1,2,..., N for all ¢t > 0, which we regard as ranks or positions of
particles 1,2,..., N at time t. Moreover, for i =1,2,..., N, and t > tg = 0, let

(3) J to, {/E(to ; /§€000 eef0u™ (XM (5-),6) Vi(dfds) > O}.

Then, the last term on the right hand side of () implies that JZ-(N) (to,t) denotes the event that the
particle ¢ jumps to the top position (XZ-(N) (s) = 1) in the time interval (to,t]. Also, the second term
on the right hand side of (2)) implies that conditioned on the complement JZ-(N) (to,t)¢ of J; (v )(to, t),

(4) XM (s) = xM(s=)=0 or 1,



for tyg < s < t, where the latter occurs if and only if a particle k& at tail side (X ,gN)(s) > Xi(N)(s))

jumps to top at time s.

With a great advance in the internet technologies, a new application of the process appeared.
The ranking numbers such as those found in the web pages of online retails, e.g., the sales ranks
of books at the Amazon online bookstore, are found to follow the predictions of the model [16],
[17, 14, 13]. In the ranking of books, each time a book is sold its ranking spontaneously jumps
to small numbers (relatively close to 1), regardless of how bad its previous position was (large
Xi(N) (t—) in our notation), and regardless of how unpopular (small wZ(N), in our notation) the book
is. The stochastic process we consider here corresponds to a mathematical simplification of this
observation, that each time a book is sold its ranking jumps to 1 instantaneously. With a view that
the process is a model of such on-line, real time, rankings of a large number of items according to
their popularity, we will call the model the stochastic ranking processes.

At first thought one might guess that such a naive ranking rules of spontaneous jump to 1 at
each sale, as in the definition of the stochastic ranking processes, will not be a good index for the
popularity of books. But with a closer look, one notices that the well sold books are dominant near
the top position, while books near the tail position are rarely sold. Though the rankings of each
book are stochastic with sudden jumps, the spatial distribution of the jump rates is more stable. In
the bookstore’s view, what matters is not a specific book, but the totality of sales. This motivates
an interest on the evolution of the joint empirical distribution of position and jump rates.

In [I5] 16l O8] 28], infinite particle (large N) scaling limit for this model is considered, and
the explicit formula of the limit distribution of the joint empirical distribution of scaled position
and the jump rate is found, which further is characterized as a solution to a system of inviscid
Burgers-like equations with a term representing evaporation. The limit formula is successfully
applied to the time developments of ranking numbers such as those found in the web pages of
online bookstores [16], 17, 14]. Furthermore, convergence of the joint empirical distribution as a
process and convergence of tagged particle process are proved in [2§].

If the model () is independent of spatial position, i.e., if w®™)’s are independent of their first
variables z, then the law of the process (2] reduces to that of [I8, eq. (2)] and [28] eq. (1)], the
stochastic ranking process with time dependent (but position independent) intensities. Thus (2I)
is an extension of [I8, 28] to the case where the dynamics is dependent on the value of XZ-(N) (t),
i.e., to the position dependent case. In the present paper, we mathematically extend the previous
results to the case where the jump rates w™)’s are both position and time dependent.

If wY)’s are positive constants, @) further reduces to the homogeneous case considered in
[15] [16]. A discrete time version of the homogeneous case has been known since [32], and has been
extensively studied since then and is called move-to-front (MTF) rules [27, 19 [7, 26, 23]. The
process and its generalization have, in particular, been extensively studied as a model of least-
recently-used (LRU) caching in the field of information theory [29] O] 41 [, [5] 30}, 10, 12} 111, 211 3T,
22| [I], and also is noted as a time-reversed process of top-to-random shuffling.

A motivation for an on-line web retail store to provide the sales ranks, in their web pages for
public access, would be to give information on the popularity of each products which the store
provides, to attract consumers’ attention on popular products. Extending previous results to the
case of position dependent jump rates, which is the main aim of the present paper, corresponds
to providing a mathematical framework for considering a possibility of such expected effect of
popular products receiving extra attention and effectively increase their jump rates according to
their rankings.



We introduce the normalized position for each particle ¢ at time ¢

_ !

X0 -,

(5) Y M)

and consider the joint empirical distribution of jump rate and normalized position, given by

N
vy 1
(6) e " =N Z_; Oy ™ @)

(N)

(We will denote a unit measure on any space by d..) p.
set of Borel probability measures. For each T" > 0, ,uEN), t € [0, 7], is regarded as a stochastic process
on C10([0,1]x[0,77)x [0, 1], where C*-9(]0, 1] x [0, T) is the total set of functions f € C([0,1]x [0, T])
such that %—j(y, t) € C([0,1] x [0,T]). C9([0,1] x [0,T]) is a Polish space (complete separable

metric space) with norm

is a stochastic process taking values in the

ow
sty | G20 |
(y,t)€[0,1]x[0,T7 Y
Since C'([0, 1] x [0, T7) is a Polish space, so is C1([0, 1] x [0, T]) x [0, 1] [2, Example 26.2]. We assume
a standard topology of weak convergence of probability measures on C*([0,1] x [0,77]) x [0, 1].

To prove convergence of measures, we work with a distribution function. For each integer N
define

N
N 1
@ U™ (dw,y,0) = p™ (dw < [5,1)) = 5 D010 (s S () 0 Sy <1, £ 20,
i=1

For each (y,t), UN)(-,y,t) is a Borel measure on W. Note that UMW) (dw,y,t) is non-increasing in
y and satisfies
N(1-
0 [ v®auyn = FEZ o<y <1z
W N
where, for real z, [z] is the largest integer not exceding z.
As an extension of the corresponding results in [16] [I8], the infinite particle scaling limit U of
UM turns out to be characterized by a system of inviscid Burgers-like integral-partial differential
equations with evaporation terms. Denote the set of ‘boundary points’ and of ‘initial points’ by

(9) Iy = {(0,%0) | to 2 0},
and

respectively, and put

(11) Ir=r,url;.

Also, for t =2 0 put

(12) Iy ={(vo,t0) €T [to =t} =T, U{(0,29) | 0 = to = t}.



Theorem 1 Let X\ be a Borel probability measure on W, and p : W x [0,1] — [0,1] be a non-

0
negative Borel measurable function such that —p(w,y) exists and continuous, and

Jdy

dp

(13) a_y(wvy) é 07 (wvy) e W x [07 1]7

and such that p(w,0) =1 and p(w,1) =0, w € W. Define a Borel measure on W parametrized by
y €[0,1], by
(14) Uo(dw,y) = p(w,y) Mdw), y € [0,1], weW.

In particular, Uy(dw,0) = X\(dw). Assume also

(15) Ua(Woy) = | U(dwy) =1-3, 05y <1
w
Then there exists a unique pair of functions

yo: {(7,t) €T x [0,00) | v € T} — [0,1],

and U = U(dw,y,t) on [0,1] x [0,00) taking values in the non-negative Borel measures on W, such
that,

(i) yo(v,t) and %(%t) is continuous

(i1) for each t >0, yo(-,t) : Ty — [0,1] is surjective,

(111) for all bounded continuous h: W — R, U(h,y,t) := / h(w)U(dw,y,t) is Lipschitz contin-
W

uous in (y,t) € [0,1] x [0,T] for any T > 0, and non-increasing in y, and

(iv) the following (18), (17), (I3), and (20) hold:

(16) yC(’%tO) =Y and U(dw7y07t0) - UO(dw7y0)7 Y= (y()at()) S Pu
t
(17) U(hvyC(’yvt)vt) = UO(h7y0) - / V(hﬂyC(/}/’ 8)7 8) d87 t 2 t07 Y= (y()vt()) € F7

to

for all bounded continuous function h: W — R, where, U(h,y,t / h(w)U (dw,y,t), and
(18) VOt = [ hw)wls.) Uldu.p.t / | nw) GEG Ul 2.1
1%
and
dyc B > B
(19) W(Vat) - V(]-WayC'(fY?t)?t)? t = tOv Y= (y()at()) € Pa

where 1w (w) =1 for all w € W, and

(20) Ulw,y,t)=1—-y, 05y=<1,t20.



The claim (20), together with continuity and monotonicity of U, implies that U determines a
Borel probability measure y; on the direct product W x [0, 1] parametrized by ¢:

(21) U(dw,y,t) = p(dw x [y,1)), 0y =1,t=20.

If U(h,y,t) in Theorem M is C! in a neighborhood of (y,t) € (0,1) x (0, 00), then differentiating
(D) by ¢ and using ([I9), and noting that yo(-,t) : T'y — [0, 1] is surjective, we have
(22) aa—g(hvyvt) + V(1W7y7t) 88—U(h7y7t) - —V(h,y,t),

Y

where V' is as in ([I8). yc in ([I9) determines the characteristic curves for (22)). In terms of [6]
§3.4], we can therefore say that Theorem [ claims global existence of the Lipschitz solution (broad
solution which is Lipschitz continuous) to the system of quasilinear partial differential equations
[22), with components parametrized by (possibly continuous) parameter w. To be more precise,
we have extended the definition in [6], §3.4] of Lipschitz solution for (22]) to the non-local case (see
([18)), and for the case where V(1w ,y,t) in the left-hand side of Theorem [ is common for all h.
We have also generalized the notion of domain of determinancy defined in [6] §3.4], which in the
present case corresponds to

{(yat) S [07 1] X [0700) ‘ Yy Z yc((0,0),t)},

to the domain determined by boundary conditions

{(y,1) €10,1] x [0,00) | y <yc((0,0), 1)},

with initial data U(h,-,0) = Uy(h,-) and the boundary condition U(h,0,t) = Uy(h,0), t = 0, as
obtained in ([I6]).

As a simple example, where the jump rates are finitely many space-time constants, there
is a natural one to one onto map from W (the space of jump rate functions), to a finite set

{wy,wa, ..., wa} of positive integers for some positive integer A, and the distribution of the jump
rates Up(dw,0) = A(dw) can be identified with

A

Adw) = Z Ta Owg s

a=1

A
for some positive constants r,, a = 1,2,..., A, satisfying Z re = 1. In this simple example, ([22])
a=1
reduces to

A
ou, 0U, _
ot (yv t) + bZ:; wab(y7 t) a—y(yv t) - _waUa(ya t)a

(23)

where we wrote Uy (y,t) = U(h,y,t) and V,(y,t) = V(h,y,t) = w,Uy(y,t), so that V(1w,y,t) =
A
Zwab(y,t). If the right hand side of (23]) is 0, the partial differential equation is known (for
b=1

A = 1) as the inviscid Burgers equation in the terminology of fluid dynamics. In terms of fluid
dynamics, the right hand side of ([23]) could be interpreted as the evaporation of the fluid.

For the case (22 which we consider in this paper, non-locality of interaction is inevitable,
precisely because of the position dependence of the jump rate functions, hence we need to consider
a harder problem of a system of differential-integral equations compared to previous cases [15] [1§].



Now we give a norm of measures in order to state the next theorem. Let || - ||var be the total
variation norm for Borel measures on W, i.e. for a signed measure p on W define ||p||var by

HNHVar = N+(W) + /L_(W),

where pt and p~ are the positive part and the negative part obtained by Hahn-Jordan decompo-
sition of u respectively.

We consider a scaling limit of the stochastic ranking process as N — oo (the limit for the
number of particles to infinity). We are naturally considering a law of large number type of results,
and as suggested by the fact, which we state in the following, that the limit distribution satisfies
(@), or more intuitively, non-linear equations (22)), it is a non-trivial problem of the law of large
numbers for dependent variables. This has been the case also for previous results in [I5] [18], but in
the previous studies, where the jump rate functions are independent of spatial positions, a special
combination of quantities we define (UV)(B, YéN) (yo,to,t),t), in terms of notations in Section [3])
turns out to be a sum of independent random variables.

However, the position-dependence of jump rates, as considered in the present paper, implies
that the dependence of random variables are built-in in the model, so that the proofs in [I5]
[I8] do not work in the present case. Inspired partly by [28], where the case of finite types of
position independent particles are proved [28, Prop. 1.1 and Thm. 1.2], we extend his result to our
position-dependent case, and obtain a convergence of empirical distribution and also the limiting
dynamics of fixed finite particles (tagged particles) for the case of jump rate functions with space-
time dependence as follows.

Theorem 2 Assume that with probability 1,

(24) lim sup HU ( ,0) = Uo(-, y)|lvar = 0,
N—)ooye[o 1)

where Uy(dw,y) satisfies all the assumptions in Theorem [ Then the following hold.
(i) With probability 1, for all T > 0, A}im UN (dw,y,t) = U(dw,y,t), uniformly iny € [0,1)
—00
and t € [0, T], where U is the solution claimed in Theorem [1.

(ii) Assume in addition that,

(25) lim —:E(N)

JNarety v =Y, iZl,Q,...,L,

for a positive integer L and y; € [0,1), i = 1,2,..., L. Then, with probability 1, for all T > 0,
the tagged particle system
N N
CAOR SAORIS Gl O)

converges as N — oo, uniformly in t € [0,T] to a limit (Y1(t),Y2(t),...,Yr(t)). Here, for

each i =1,2,...,L,Y; is the unique solution to
Yi(t)
(26) '
=yi+ [ Vaw,Y: s)ds — =) Lee(o,w, (Vi (s—),s)) Vi(dEds),
0 €(0,t] Je€[0,00)

where, V is as in (18).



When {w;;i =1,2,3,...} is a finite set of W, because of Proposition [[Tlin Appendix, we obtain
the following corollary easily.

Corollary 3 When w; € {w, € Wi;a = 1,2,..., A} for i = 1,2,3,..., the assumption (24) of
Theorem [3 is relaxed as follows:

lim U™ ({i,},y,0) = U({ta},y,0), for each y € [0,1)

N—o0

with probability 1 for a=1,2,..., A.

A discrete correspondence YéN) of the characteristic curves y¢ is defined in (GIl) in Section [3]
both of which have been key quantities since [I5]. As pointed in [28], (26]) says that a particle
moves along a characteristic curve of (22) except at its Poisson times of jumps to y = 0.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we prove Theorem [ and in Section [3] we prove
Theorem 21
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2 Proof of Theorem (1.

Consider first the case (yo,t9) € I';, namely, the case ty = 0.

Lemma 4 There exists a unique C function f: [0,1] x [0,00) — [0, 1] which satisfies

(27) Fly.t) =1+ /

w

1 t
0
(/ 8—5(20,2) exp(—/ w(f(z,s),s)ds) dz> Up(dw,0), y € [0,1], t =0,
Y 0
where p and Uy are as in the assumptions of Theorem [I. O

Proof. For k € Z, define fi, : [0,1] x [0,00) — [0, 1] inductively by

folw) =1+ | ( / 00,2 exp(- / iz, ) ds) dz) Us(duw, 0),

and
@) fnl=1+ [ ( / 00,2 exp(- / (= 5), ) ds) dz> Up(dw,0), k€ Z,.

Assume that fj is continuous and takes values in [0,1]. Then (28]) is well-defined. Non-increasing

0
assumption of Theorem [ for p implies —p(w, z) = 0, hence (28)) implies fr11 < 1. Similarly, using

0z
also (I4) and (I3)),

vV
+
=
N
@\L
&l

85(11),2) d2> Up(dw,0) =1+ /W Up(dw, 1) — /W Up(dw,y) =y



p and w are C! in z, by assumption of Theorem [I, hence ([28) implies that f,; is continuous. By
induction, fj is continuous and takes values in [0, 1], for all k.

For k € Z+, put Fi(y,t) = |fe+1(y,t) — fe(y,t)|. Then, using (1) and the assumptions of
Theorem [I] as above, we have

1 t
(29) Frur(y,1) < Rw(T)/ / Fu(z,8)dsdz, ye[0,1], te[0,T], ke Zs,
y JO

for any T' > 0. Since all fi’s are continuous and take values in [0,1], Fy, k = 1,2,..., are also
continuous and take values in [0, 1]. Then it holds by the argument of [0, §3.8, Lemma 3.4], that

(30) 0 < Fy(y.t) < @ik e (0,1], t€[0,T), k € Zy.
In fact, since Fy takes values in [0, 1], [B0) holds for £ = 0. Assume (B0) holds for some k. Then
[29) implies

1 t
Frpa(y,t) £ 27 Ry (T) / / w3 gg < 2MeMig=h=1 0 <y <1, 0€[0,77.
y J0

By induction, ([B0) holds for all k € Z,. In particular, fo(y,t) + Z Fy(y,t) converges uniformly in
k=0

(y,t) for any bounded range of t. Hence, fi(y,t) = fo(y,t) + kz:l (fj+1(y,t) — fj(y,t)) converges as
k — oo to a function, continuous in y and t. Let o
fly.t) = lhm fi(y.t), y€[0,1], t=0.
Then (28)) implies that f satisfies (27)). Also, 0 < fi < 1 implies
(31) 0= f(y,t)=1,0=y=1,t=0.

The right hand side of ([27), with the assumptions in Theorem [ implies that f(y,t) is C*.
Next, we prove the uniqueness. Suppose for i = 1,2, f@ : [0,1] x [0, 00) — [0, 1] are continuous
functions which satisfy @7). Then |f((y,0) — f*)(y,0)| = 0 and, as above, for each T > 0,

FD (1) — 1O (y,0)] < / / FD(zs) = fO(z,8)dsdz y e [0,1], ¢ € [0,7],
which implies f1) = f@. O

Next, consider the case (yo,t9) € I'y, namely, the case yo = 0.

Lemma 5 For each continuous function § : {(s,t) € [0,00)2 | 0 < s <t} — [0,1], there exists
a unique non-negative function n : W x [0,00) — [0,00), integrable with respect to Uy(dw,0),
continuous in the second variable, which satisfy, for each w € W,

n(w,t) = /O 0w, u) w(G(u £), 1) exp(~ / w(§(u,v), v) dv) du

o (w2 w(f(2,0),0) exp(= [ w(f(z,v),0)dv)dz, t20,
0o 0z 0

-
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where p is as in the assumption of Theorem[D, and f is the function given by Lemma [
Moreover, it holds that

(33) 0 n(w, ) exp(—/ w(g(u,v),v) dv) du

1 t
= 1+/0 %(w,z)exp(—/o w(f(z,s),s)ds)dz.

In particular, for any T > 0, there exists C(T) > 0, which is independent of g, such that

(34) 0 [ (w0 Uo(dw,0) S OT), 0St<T.
w
&
Proof. Define a sequence of continuous functions 7 : W x [0,00) — [0,00), k = 0,1,2,..., induc-
tively, by
no(w,t) =0, weW, t=0,
and
t t
N1 (w, t) :/ N (w, w) w(g(u,t),t) exp(—/ w(g(u,v),v)dv)du
(35) 0 ap v t
- [ S ul e ,0) expl(= [ w(f0)0)de)dz,
0o 0z 0
For k € Z, put Hy(t / [Mkr1(w,t) — ne(w, t)| Us(dw,0). Non-negativity of w € W and ()
imply

t
Hinnlt) < RolT) [ Hi(wdu, 0S¢ <T.
0
[0, §3.8, Lemma 3.4] implies that there exists a positive constant C'(T") such that
Hy(t) £ C(T)27%, t € [0,T], k € Zy,

hence, as in the proof of Lemma [ n(w,t) = klg{)lo Nk (w, t) exists, is continuous, non-negative, and

satisfies ([32). Integrability inductively follows from (3B5) by

sup / Ni+1(w, t) Uy (dw, 0)
te[0,7] J W

< Ry(T) tS[‘épT]/ /nkwuwwo(dw 0) + R (T >/W/01(—%<w,z>) 42 Up(dw, 0)

= Ry(T) sup / /nkwu)dqu(dw 0) + Ry(T),
t€[0,T]

where we also used (I3]), (I4) and (IH).

Next, we prove the uniqueness. Suppose for i = 1,2, n® : W x [0, oo) [0,00) are functions,
continuous in the second variable and satisfy B2). Then [ (w, 0) — n® (w,0)| = 0 and, as above,
for each T' > 0,

i (w, £) — 7 (w,1)] < / 0 (w,5) — n® (w, s)| ds t € [0,T],
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which implies nM) = 7).
Changing the variable ¢ in ([32]) to s, and then integrating from 0 to ¢, and changing the order
of integration in the first term on the right hand side, we have

/Ot n(w, s)ds
:—KMMM<[§fwPAZ@WWMWM@>M

+t/01 %(w,z) </0t %exp(— /Os w(f(z,v),v) dv)ds) dz
n

:A(me—mwfﬂ@mmmwom

01 %(w,z) (1 — exp(— /Otw(f(z,v),v) dv)) dz,

which, with p(w,0) =1 and p(w, 1) = 0, proves ([B3).

d
Combining ([32]) and (), together with a—g(w, z2) £ 0, p(w,0) =1 and p(w, 1) = 0, we see that

/ n(w,t) Up(dw,0) < Ry, (T) /t/ n(w, u) Up(dw,0) du + Ry, (T).
w 0o JW

[0, §3.8, Lemma 3.4] again implies that there exists C(7') > 0, independent of g, such that
| ntw,) (e, 0) < (D) 0 < ¢ < 7. 0
w

Corollary 6 Fori=1,2, let n; be n in Lemmald with g; in place of g, respectively. Then, for each
T > 0 there exists a positive constant C(T') such that

(36) / m(w, t) — na(w, £)| Uo (dw, 0) éC(T)/ sup |g1(u,v) — g2(u, v)| du.
w 0 veu,T]

Proof. Put
An(t) = /W 1w, £) — o, £)| Uo(duw, 0)

and

Ag(u) = sup |g1(u,v) — ga(u,v)|.
ve€[u,T]

Lemma B in particular, (32)), (84]), and (), implies that

t t
Bnt) £ C5(T) [ An(wydu+ Co(T) [ Agludu, te 0.7),
0 0
for each T' and for positive constants C;(T'), i = 1,2. Hence

t t
An(t) = CQ(T)/ e M=) Ag(s) ds < Co(T)eT ) / Ag(s)ds,
0 0

which implies (30). O
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Lemma 7 There exists a unique C function g: {(s,t) € [0,00)? | 0 < s <t} — [0,1] such that

t
g(s,t) = 1+/ / (w, z) exp(— / w(f(z,u),u)du) dz Up(dw,0)
(37)
/ / w,u) exp(— / w(g(u,v),v) dv) duUy(dw,0), 0= s =t
Here, f(s,t) is defined in ([27) and n is the function given by Lemma [l with g in place of §. O

Proof. For k € Z,, define a sequence of functions, g and 7, inductively by go(s,t) =1, 0 = s = ¢,
and, for k € Z, ni the function 7 in Lemma [l with g in place of g, and

1 8[) t
W/O E(w,z)exp(—/o (f(z,u),u)du) dz Uy(dw, 0)

—/ /snk(u)exp(—/ w(gk(u,v),v) dv) duUy(dw,0), 0= st
W Jo u

(38) gr+1(s,t) =1 +/

Note that ([I3]) and ng(w,z) = 0 implies gx(s,t) < 1, and that B3) and ([I3)), with 7 (w,z) = 0
imply

1 —gi(s,t) = / p(w,0) Up(dw,0) =1,
w
hence, 0 < gx(s,t) < 1, implying that 7y is well-defined.

Put Agr = |gk+1—9k| and Ang = |nk11—nk|. Repeating the arguments of Lemma [ or Lemmal],
we see that (B8) implies, with (34,

Agri1(s,t) / / Ang(w,w) du Uy (dw, 0) + C (T /08 (/ut Agr(u,v) dv) du,

for 0 £ s =t =T, where C1(T) is a positive constant. Putting Gi(s) = sup Agg(s,t), we have,
te(s,T)

Grir(s) < Oy(T /</ Gr(v dv)du—i—TCl /Gk

< (Cy(T) + CL(T) T jﬁ Gi(u) du,

with Corollary [6],

where Co(T) is a positive constant. As in the proof of Lemma [ or Lemma [l this implies that the
limit g = klim g exists and is continuous. Also, 0 < gi(s,t) = 1 implies
—00

(39) 0<g(s,t) <1, t2520.

Then n = klim Nk also exist and are continuous, and these functions satisfy ([B2]) with ¢ in place of
— 00

g, and 7). C' properties follow from the right hand side of (37, and uniqueness also follows as
in the proof of Lemma [Bl O

Corollary 8 The following hold.

(40) f(y,0) =y, yel01].



13

af

(41) g—g(y,t) >0, E(y,t) >0, (y,t)€][0,1] x [0,00).
(42) %(s,t)éo, %(8,1&)20, 0<s<t.

(43) g(t,t) =0, t=0.

(44) g(0,t) = £(0,t), t = 0.

&

Proof. The claims on f, [@0) and (@I]), are consequences of (7)) and the assumptions inTheorem [I]
The only perhaps less obvious claim is that the derivative of f in y cannot be 0 in ({@Il), which
follows from (I3)) and (), with

af —T Ru(T dp _ 0 _
Iy t) > — w( )/ ar _ _TR,(T) Y _ ~T Ru(T) )
8y (yv ) =z —¢€ - ay (w,y) U(](dw,()) € 8yU0(1W 7y) € >0

Differentiating (B3] with g replaced by g,

w,t) = [ ) wlat,0.8) expl= [ wlo(u0),0) o) d
=— 1 %(w 2)w(f(z,t),t) exp(— /tw(f(z s),8)ds) dz.
g 0z Y 0 T

(45)

Integrating (@3] over W with measure Uy(dw,0), and recalling that n and w € W are non-negative,

and using ([27) and {1,

/ n(w,t) Up(dw,0)
(46) = — / / (f(z,1),1) exp(—/0 w(f(z,s),s)ds)dz Uy(dw,0)
= 0.
t

8
Differentiating 1) by s, and using ([#6]) we then have

dyg

t
—=(s,t) = / n(w, s) exp(—/ w(g(s,v),v)dv) Uy (dw,0) < 0.
88 w s
Similarly, differentiating g(s,t) by ¢ and using ([37)) and (4I),

g af
Bt D 2 5

The rest of the claims are obtained easily. Indeed, [43]) follows from ([IT), (B7) and B3], and
#2) from (B7) and 27). O

90,1 = 0.

We are ready to define the characteristic curves y = yc(7,t) for 22)). For v = (yo,t9) € T' and
t 2 tg, put
f(y()vt) if v E I, ie,to=0,
4 = . .
(47) yo(n:t) { g(tg,t) ifyeTy, ie.,y=0.
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Note that (44) implies that (A7) is well-defined on (yo,tp) = (0,0) € T'; N T',. Lemma @ and
Lemma [7 imply continuity of yc(y,t), and C* property in ¢. (In fact, it is also C' in (7,t) except
on y =yc((0,0),t).) Also, (@0) and ([A3]) imply the first equality in (I6).

Note also that, for each t = 0, yo(+,t) : Ty — [0, 1] is surjective. In fact, f and g are continuous,
#Q0) and (#I) imply f(1,t) = f(1,0) = 1. These and (43)) and (@) imply that yc is surjective:

{yc(v,t) | v €T} =0,1].

Note that (&) implies that there exists a unique C*, increasing, one-to-one onto inverse function
f: [£(0,t),1] — [0,1] of f(y,t) with respect to y. For y < yc(0,0,t) = f(0,t) = g(0,t) we define
g9+ 10,9(0,8)] —[0,] by
(48) 9(y,t) = inf{s 2 0] g(s,t) = y}.

Since, as noted above, g(-,t) : [0,t] — [0,¢(0,%)] is surjective, g is well-defined, and Since g is
continuous, ¢g(g(y,t),t) = y. Also [@2)) implies that g(y,t) is non-increasing with respect to y. Put

. F(y,1),0) € it £0,t) Sy <1
49 t — (f(y7 ) 7 7
#9) Hand) {<0 g(y,t»ermrt if0 <y < g(0,1)
The definition implies
(50) yC(’AY(?ﬁt)?t) =Y, Y& [07 1]7 and fAY(yC(’Yat)at) =7, 7€ I;.
Note that the second equality may fail on v € I['.
For ¢t =2 0, define a measure valued function
o(dw, -, t) : Ty — [0,00)
as follows: If v = (y0,0) € T,
1 ap t
(1) plw..0) = = [ ZLw )exp(= [ w(f(z10).5) ds) d= Voo, 0),
Yo
where f is as in Lemma[dl and if v = (0,¢9) € I, N T,
p(dw %
(52) / Op (w, z) exp(— / w(f(z,s),s)ds)dzUy(dw,0)
/ n(w,u) exp(— / w(g(u,v),v)dv) duU(dw,0),
0 u
where, f is as in Lemma [ and n and g are as in Lemma[7l Let
plh.t) = [ h(s) pldu, .t
W
for a continuous bounded function h, v € I' and ¢ € [0, c0).
Proposition 9 The following hold.
(53) yC(/%t) =1- 90(1W777t) =1- /W w(dw77vt)v v E Fta t 2 0.
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(54) @(dw,~,to) = Uo(dw,y0), 7= (yo,to) € T.
For bounded continuous h: W — R and t > 0,

1
(55) aa_f(h7 (y070)7t) = /W/ w(yC((Z’O)’t)’t)aa_f(h’ (Z,O),t) dz Uo(dw,()), 0 é Yo § 1)
and
56y e (B (0.000.0) = 520000 = [ [t ((0.0.0.0 5 (. 0,00 du Vo, 0),
0tg St

&

Proof. The definitions (@T), (5I) and (52)), with Lemma [ and Lemma[limply ([G3]), and (54) follows
from (B3]), (&I and (B2). The definitions (A7) and (GII) imply that both hand sides of (B3l are equal
to

1 t
[ nw) [ S w2t 0) exp(= [ wlh(e.s).5)ds) dz Vo, 0),
w Yo 8’2 0
Similarly, [@7) and (52]) imply that both hand sides of (Bf) are equal to

%(h, (0,0),1) —/W h(w)/oon(w,u) w(g(u,t),t) exp(—A w(g(u,v),v) dv) du Uy (dw,0).

For (y,t) € [0,1] x [0,00) put
(57) Uldw,y,t) = o(dw,3(y,1),t) = { z( w, <g<

where 4 is defined in ([49).
Theorem 10 It holds that

(58) o(dw,v,t) = U(dw,yc(v,t),t), yeTy, t=0.

Furthermore, for bounded continuous function h : W — R U(h,-,-) : [0,1] x [0,00) — [0, 00)
is Lipschitz continuous in (y,t) € [0,1] x [0,T] for any T > 0, and satisfies the second equality in

1a), (), (1D, and (Z0)- %

Proof. For v € T;, (68)) follows from (B0)). The point is the case v € Iy, where yc((0,s),t) = g(s, 1),
as a function of s, may fail to be one-to-one. Suppose g(s,t) = g(s',t) for some s and s’ satisfying
0<s<s =t Then B7) and non-negativity of n(w,w) implies

’

s t
/ n(w, u) exp(—/ w(g(u,v),v)dv) du = 0, Up(dw,0)—almost surely.

Hence (52)) implies ¢(dw, (0,s"),t) = ¢(dw, (0, s),t). On the other hand, the first equality of (B0
implies
yC(ﬁ/(yC(’%t)vt)vt) = yC(’%t)v v € T
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Therefore, ¢(dw, 4 (yco(v,t),t),t) = ¢(dw,~,t), with which (B7)) implies

U(dw7 yC(/% t)7 t) = @(dwv ’?(yC(’% t)v t)v t) = @(dwv s t)a

so that (B8]) holds.

The Lipschitz continuity of U(h,y,t) for f(0,t) < y < 1, 0 £ t < T is obvious, since the
definitions (57)), (5I), and the definition of f stated just before (IZEI) imply that U(h,y,t) is C*. To
prove the Lipschitz continuity of U(h,y,t) for 0 < ¢(0,t) = f(0,t) Sy =1,0=t < T, let (y,t)
and (y/,t") be 2 points in this domain. Use (57)) to decompose

Uh,y', ') = Uh,y, ) < lo(h, A 8),t) — o(h AW, 8), 01 + lo(h, A 1), 8) — o(h, A(y, 1), £

Since by definition (B2) ¢(h,v,t) is C* in t, the first term on the right hand side is bounded by a
global constant times [t' —¢t|. To evaluate the second term, let M be such that |h(w)] < M, w e W,
and denote by hy and h_ the positive and negative part of h, respectively, so that h = hy — h_,
0 < hy < M. Definitions [#9) and (52), and the non-negativity of n imply

g(y,t) t
wmﬁ@wmw—<m@%uwh:/ /fz 1uumm_/w@mwwmw%wwmmL

g(y' ')

<M44Wﬂ/]w zummmjéw@u>,ww%wmmmh

which, with with {@9), (52)), and ([G3)), is equal to

2M [ye(3(y', ), 1) = yo (Y (v, 1), 1)].
This with (B0) implies

lo(h, A 1), 1) — e(h, A(y, 1), 1)]
S2M lyc(Y(Y' 1), 1) —ye (YW 1), t)] +2M [y (3 (y', 1), ') — e (G(y, 1), 1)
=2M |yc(3(' '), 1) —yc (G '), t)| + 2M |y —y].

Since yc(v,t) is C! in t, we have the global Lipschitz continuity.

The property (20) follows from (53) and (B0). The second equality in (I8) then follows from
B4), B]), BS), and the first equality in ([IG). (Note that the first equality in (IG) and other claims
in Theorem Il for y¢ is proved below (47]).)

To prove (7)) for (yo,to) € I';, namely, for to = 0, use (I8), E7), (BJ), and (EI), and change the
order of integration, to find

_V(h7 yC((y()a 0)7 t)? t)
=—kmmmwwmwwmwwmmw

' aw 1 8/0 — tw Z/ S), S S Z/ VA w
+/Wh(w) /yc«yo,m,wa(z’t) (/f(“) 22 (1,2 ex /0 (F(<,5),5)ds) d )d Us(duw, 0)
—— [ ) wlue((.018).0) plde, (10,01

1 yo((2',0),t) ow 8p t
+/ h(w)/ </ —(z,t)dz)—/(w,z’) exp(—/ w(f(7,s),s)ds)dz' Uy(dw,0),
w wo \ye(wo.0)t) 9% 92 0

0
which, with the definition (&II), is equal to 8—f(h,’y, t). Integrating from ¢y to ¢ and using (G8]) and
B4)), we have (7).
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To prove (7)) for (yo,to) € I'p, namely, for yo = 0, first decompose the integration range in (IS))
with y = yC((07 tO)v t) as
[yC((07 tO)a t)a 1] = [g(t07 t)a 9(07 t)] U [f(oa t)a 1]7
then use the definitions (B7)) and (5I) or (52)), and change the order of integration, to find

V(b ye (O, 750) 0,1)
/ h(w) w(ye (0. to), 1), o (duw, (0,to). 1)

/hw /g(:: 8w < /8/11)2 exp(— / w(f(2,s),s)ds)d

/0 n(w,u) exp(— /uw(g(u,v),v)dv) du) dz Up(dw, 0)

1 aw 1 ap ! — tw Z, S), S S Z, VA w
+/Wh<w> [y B0 (/ﬂzt@w,z)exp( [t o), a9 ) s U(aw, 0
[ b wlae((0.t0),0).00p(d, (0.0).1)

/h 0.4).8) — w(g(to, ), 1) /a/wz exp(— / w(f (2, 5), 5)ds) dz' Up(dw, 0)
- [ hw / ) exp(= [ wlatuo).0)i) /(()) O (cot) = ) duti(an, )

N /W h(w) /0 1%(%2’)@@(_ /0 "W 5). 5) ds) ( /f z:;t)aa—;u(z,t) dz> d=' Uy(dw, 0).

Using (B52)), this further is simplified as

| ) (- /0 "ot .0 [ wln, ), o) du

t
# [ 5w e [ w7 s),5)ds) ) Vo, ),
0 0
0 . .
which, by using (52]), is seen to be equal to — 5t (h v,t). Integrating from t( to ¢ and using (58)) and
B4)), we have (7).
Substituting h = 1w in (I7), and using (20), ([G3) and ([G8), we have ([I9). O

To complete a proof of Theorem [I], it only remains to prove uniqueness. Besides the pair yo and
U which we constructed and proved so f@r to satisfy the properties stated in Theorem [II assume
that there are another such pair o and U. For T > 0, let L(T") > 0 be such that

max{|U(h,y,t) — U(h,y/, )! \U(h v:1) = U(hy/ 1)}

< L(T) ||(y, ) = (/. 1) H 1) €10,1] x [0,T], h: W — [~1,1]; conti..
Put )
I(t) = sup sup |U(h,y,t) —U(h,y,t)|
h: W—[-1,1]; conti. y€[0,1]
and

J(t) = sup |gc(v,t) — yo(v,1)].
vel't
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Then (I8) and its correspondence for U imply I(0) = 0. Since yo(-,t) : Iy — [0,1] is onto,

(59) I(t) = sup sup |U(h7y0(77t)7t) - ﬁ(hvyC(’%t)vt)L
h: W—[-1,1]; conti. 7€l

Note also that since U(dw, y,t) is, by assumption, a non-negative measure, for h with |h(w)| < 1,
w € W, we have . .
U(h7y7t) é U(]-vavt) =1- Y é 17

where we also used (20).
It holds that
I(t) < L(T)J(t)

Subtracting
¢
(60) U(h7 gC(/% t)7 t) = UO(ha yO) - / V(ha gC(/% 8)7 S) dSa

to
from ([IT), and using (59), (I8) and (), we have

|gC(7’t)_ng77t)| = |ﬁ(1W7gC(77t)v ) (1Wy ( s 7t)|

§2Rw(T)/ J(s)ds+Rw(T)/ I(s)ds + Ru /tJ
Therefore,
J(t) < 2R (T) / " J(s) ds + Ru(T) / ' 1(s)ds + Ru(T)L(T) / " (s ds.
Then,

t

1) < L(T) <2Rw(T) / " J(s) ds + Ru(T) / I(s)ds + Ro(T)L(T) / tJ(s)ds),

to to to
so that if we put K (t) = max{I(t), J(t)} then there exists C(T) such that

t
K(t) 2O [ K(s)ds, K(ty) =0,
to
implying K (t) = 0. Hence U = U and §j¢ = yc.
This completes a proof of Theorem [II

3 Proof of Theorem 2.

Let T be as in ([[I). To simplify the notation, for v = (yo,t9) € I', we will write yo((yo,t0),t)

defined in [ AT) as yo(vo, to, t)-
We first prepare a random variable which converges as N — oo to yo(t) = yo(yo,to,t), for

(y07t0) € F7 t 2 t(]a

N 1
©1) YN (o, to, 1) =y + > 1,00+ W0rto) €10,1) x [0,00), 1> to,
i XN (t0)=Nyo+1
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where Ji(N) is defined in (3. In particular, if we put, as an analogue to ([l),
1
(62) y§N)=N(:c§N’—1), i=1,2,...,N,

then [B) and ) imply
(63) YZ-(N) (t) 2 YéN) (yo,to,t) < YZ-(N) (to) = yo and JZ-(N) (to,t) does not hold.
Hence, we have

YC(’N) (y07 to, t)

(64) 1
= yO + N Z Le(t07t} /56[0700) 1)/2(1\7) (S—)EYC(,N) (yo’t07s_) 1§€[0,’LU¢(Y,L(N)(S—),S)) Vz(dé-ds)

For the spatially homogeneous case, YIL(‘N) (to,t) in [18] is equal to YéN)(O,t —to, 1), Y]éN) (yo,t) to
YéN) (y0,0,t), and YéN) (t) in [I8] is equal to YéN)(O,O,t) of (&1)).

Let T" be as in ([I)). Let (yo,t9) € ', t = to. The definition (7)) and the properties @), ), and
@3) imply that for B € B(W), UN) (B, Y(/(wN) (Yo, to,t),t) as a function of ¢ changes its value if and
) > yo and w; € B. Therefore, for B € (W)

i

only if Ji(N) (to,t) occurs for some i satisfying y

U(N) (Bv YC('N) (y07 th t)v t) - U(N) (B7 Yo, tO)

1
N Z /se(to,t] /ge[om) 1Yz‘(N)(5_)ZYC(N)(yO7to,8—) IEE[O,wi(Yi(N)(S—),s))Vi(dé‘ds)’

i; w;eB

In analogy to (I8]) define for B € (W)

65)  VO(B,y.1) = /

1
w(y,t)U(N)(dw,y,t)+/ /—aw(z,t)U(N)(dw,z,t)dz.
B y JB

0z
By definition (7)), for B € (W)

V(B y,t) =
(66)

i; w;eB, YN (t—) =y
Denote the compensated Poisson process by

(67) v;(déds) = vi(d€ds) — déds,
and put for B € B(W)

M[(]N) (B7 Yo, to, t)

68) 1 i
- N 2 /Se(to,t] /56[0700) Ly (60218 (o) Leel0un (v, (5),09) P (4645):

i; w;eEB !



20

Then, we have for B € (W)

UMN(B, Y (yo, to, 1), 1)
= UM(B,yo,t0) + M[(]N)(B7 Yo, to,t)

1
N 2 /seuo,t] /ﬁe[o,oo) Ly (6m)2v 2 (o) Leeoi (3 (5-),6)) 3

i; w;eB
= U(N)(B7y07t0) + M[(]N)(va()vtOyt)

1 ! )
N 2 B /to o <Yi (s=), S) Ly (s 2¥ 8 (ot -) B9
1, W; €

t
= U(N)(B7y07t0) + M[(]N)(va()vt())t) o / V(N)(B7YC('N)(y07t07s)vs)ds‘
0

Combining this equality with (7)), we have for B € Z(W)
U(N) (B7 YC(’N) (y07 th t)a t) - U(B7 yC(y07 th t)a t)
(69) = U(N)t(B7 Yo, tO) - U(B7 Yo, tO) + M[(]N) (B7 Yo, to, t)
- / <V(N) (B7 YC('N) (y(b to, 8)7 8) - V(Bv yC(y(b to, 8)7 S)> ds.
to

Put

WMt = sup sup !YC(N)(yo,to,S) —yc (Yo, to, 9)|
(yo,to)elto<t s&lto,t]

v osup o osup [[UM Y (o, to,9), 9)
(yo,to)elto<t s€lto,t]

(70) - U('7y0(y07t073)73)uvar

v osup  sup sup V(B YN (yo,t0,5),9)
Be#B(W) (yo,to)elto<t s€lto,t]

— V(B,yc(yos to, 5), 5)|.
Since for all z € [0,1) there exist (yg,to) € I' such that yo(yo, to,t) = z, for B € Z(W)

sSup |U(N)(B7 Z,t) - U(B7 Z7t)|

z€[0,1]
< sup sup [UN(B,ye(yo, to, 5),5) — U(B,yc(yo. to, 5), 5)]
(yo,to)EF;togt sE[to,t]
< sup o osup [UMB Y (yo,to, ). 5) — UB.yc(yo.to, 5). 5)]
(yo,to)eTsto<t s€lto,t]
+ sup sup \U(N)(B,YéN)(yo,to,s),s) — U(N)(B,yc(yo,to,s),s)\.
(yo,to)€lto<t s€lto,t]
Hence,
sup ‘U(N) (B7 Z, t) - U(B7 Z, t)‘
z€[0,1]
(71) W@+ supsup [UNBYE (o to.5). )

(yo,to)eTsto <t s€lto,t]
- U(N) (B7 yC(y07 tOv S), S)|



By (@) it holds that

sup sup ‘U(N) (B7 YC('N) (y07 t07 8)7 S) - U(N) (B7 yC(yO; t07 3)7 S)‘
(72) (yo,to)eTsto <t s€lto,t]

1
< sup sup |Yc(~N)(y0,7fo, s) — yc(yo, to, s)| + N
(yo,to)€Tsto =t s€[to,t]
By (1)) and (72)) we obtain
1
(73) sup [UN(B, z,t) = U(B, z,t)| £ 2W N (1) + —
z€[0,1] N
This implies
2
(74) sup [[UMN (. z8) = U, 2,8)||var S AW (1) + =
z€[0,1] N

By (©9) and ([7Q)), we have for B € Z(W)

T (B, Y (o, 0, ), ) = U (B, yo o, o, ), 1)
(75)

N

t
< UM (B, yo,to) = U (B, yo to)| + | MG (B.yo.to.0)] + | W) (s)ds.
to

Similarly, combining (65)) with (I8]), we have
V(B Y (o, to, 1),8) = V(B.ye (yo.to, 1).1)
= /Bw(YéN)(yo,to,t),t) O (dw, YN (yo, to, 1), 1) — U(dw, yo (yo, to, ), 1))
+ [B(w(YéN)(yo,to,t),t) — w(yc (Yo, to, 1), 1)) Uldw, yc(yo, to, t), t)

1
+ / OW 1) (U™ (dw, 2, 1) — Uldw, 2, 1)) dz
Y (yosto,t) JB 0%

Y (yo.to t)
—/ ‘ 6—w(z,t) U(dw, z,t) dz.
ye (Yo tot) B 0z

Hence, using this estimate, (@), (74) and the fact that 0 < U™) < 1, we have for B € (W)

‘V(N)(vac(‘N)(ymtO’t)’t) - V(vaC(y(]’tht)vt)‘
N
76) = Ru@ITM Y (oo to,8). 1) = Ul ye(yos to, ), )] har

! 2
+2Ru (1) [YEY (0, t0,8) = yo (o, to, 1) + Ru(T) <4 W) (s)ds + N) .
to+
To estimate YéN) (Yo, to,t) — yc(yo, to,t), by using (64]), ([GE) and (G8]) calculate

t
(77) Y(,(vN) (yo,to,t) = yo + M((]N)(W Yo, to,t) + / v (w, YéN) (o, to, 5),5) ds.

to
Combining with (I9),
YC('N) (y07 t07 t) - yC(y07 th t)

t
= M[(JN)(I/Vv y07t07t) +/

to

(78)

VWY (g0, to, 5).8) = V(W e (yos to. ), 5)| ds.

21
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Hence, by ({0 we have

t
(79) Y wo.to. ) = yolyo. to,t)| £ 1MV (Wiyoto, )] + | W) (s)ds.
to

By @), (7)), (76), and (79),we obtain for B € A(W)

‘V(N) (B7 YC('N) (y(b th t)v t) - V(B7 yC(?JOa t07 t)7 t)‘
t
(80) < Ru(D)|IUMN) (-, 50, t0) — U (-, 0, to)|lvar + TRw(T) / W) (s)ds
t
2R,(T) ’
T

3R, (1) | My (B.yo to, 1) +

Because of ([{0), (73, (79), and (80), we have

W(N)(t) é Cl sup HU(N)(7y07tO) - U('7y07t0)HVar
(yo,to)el’
2R, (T)

N

t
+ (14 Ry(T)) sup sup M[(]N)(B,yo,to,t)‘ + s / WM™ (s)ds +
BE,@(W) (yo,to)EF;to§t 0

where C and Cy are constants depending on A, T, R,,(T'). Hence, Gronwall’s inequality implies

sup WN(1)

te[0,7
(81) e |0 sup ([UMN(,0,t0) = U o, to)var
(yo,to)el’
2R, (T
PO+ RD) swp s [ME(Byoto.n)] + 2D
BEA(W) (yo,to)€Tsto <t N

By the definition of I', we have

(N) 2
E| sup sup sup ‘MU (B,yo,to,t)‘
]

BeAB(W) (yo,to)el to<T te[to,T

(82) <E| sup sup sup
Be#A(W) yoel0,1) t€[0,T)]

2
M[(JN) (Bv Yo, 07 t)‘ ]

2

+E | sup sup ‘M((JN)(B, O,to,t)‘ .
BEB(W) 0<to<t<T

Note that ¥;™ () € {0,1/N,... (N = 1)/N} for t € [0,T] and i = 1,2,..., N, YN (yo, 10, ) is a

process of pure jumps by 1/N and for each k = 1,2,..., N, YéN) (y0, to, *) —yo is independent of yg as

long as yo € (k — 1/N, k/N]. Also, note that {M")(B,-,0,-); B € BW)} = {M{")(B,-,0,.); B



23

ofwii=12,.N}1  Hence, by (68)

E| sup sup sup ‘M( (B, 0,0, t)‘
BeA(W) yo€l0,1) t€[0,T]

1
= —2E sup sup  sup / /
N Be#(W) yo€0,1) te[0,T] |;. e g/ s€(0,4] [0,00)

Ly (50 )2y (yo,.0,5-) Leeowi(v, ™ (s-),5)) pi(dgds)

; / /
= — sup max F | sup
2
NZ pegtuwgsi=12. Ny k=0.L.N=1 lyefo,1] |, 4~ 5 Jse(0. Jee[o,00)

Ly 09 (o2 (/N 0,5-) Lecoun(v, ) (s-),07) 74 (465)

Hence, by Doob’s martingale inequality (see (6.16) of Chapter I in [20]) and (3.9) of Chapter II in
[20] we have

E

2
sup  sup  sup ‘M[(JN)(B, 0, 0, t)‘
Be#A(W) yo€l0,1) t€[0,T]

Cs
< 2
e i Z /se(w /56[0,00) Leeiow (v (s-).5)) dgds]
< C3R,(T)T
- N
where ('3 is a positive constant. Thus, it holds that

(83) lim E

N—oo

2
sup  sup  sup M((]N)(Bﬂmoat)‘ =0.
BeB(W) yoe(0,1) t€[0,T]
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By (G8) again, similarly to the case of tg =0

2
E | sup sup M((JN)(B,O,tO,t)‘
BEB(W) 0<tg<t<T
: A
N sup E sup
NZ pegtui=r2..Ny | 0gto=t<T |, 5 Jse(to.t] Jee[0,00)
2
Ly (o )29 (0,0,5-) Leeto,un(v ™ (s-) 59 V4 (46)
1
== sup E sup / /
N? peotwisi=1,2,...8} 0StoSIST |1 e/ 5€(0,1] J€(0,00)
Ly (6o 2v 2 01t0,5-) Leelo,ua(v ™ (5,0 Ti(465)
2
- 1,0 ) 1 () vi(déds)
i;wEZ-;B/SE(OvtO] /ﬁe[o,oca YT E)2Ye T (00,80) e (¥ () e))
< 1
=2 sup E 2 sup Z
Be2{w;i=1,2,....,N} 0<t<T i w,€B s€(0,t] J€€]0,00)
2

Ly (6o 2¥ 2 0,t0,5-) Leeloua(v ™ (5,0 Pi(465)

Hence, by Doob’s martingale inequality and (3.9) of Chapter II in [20] imply

(N) 2
E | sup sup ‘MU (B,O,to,t)‘
BEB(W) 0<to<t<T
4C3
Z/E(OT /ge Lecio,mi( v (s— ))dfdsl
< 4CgR
- N
Thus, we obtain
2
(84) lim E| sup sup ‘M[(JN)(B,O,tO,t)‘ =0.
N=oo | BeB(W) 0<to<t<T

Combining (82)), (83]) and (84]), we have

(85) lim E

N—oo

2
sup sup sup ‘M( (B yojto,t)‘ = 0.
BeB(W) (yo,to)€L; to<T t€[to,T]

On the other hand, by (24 we have

(86) J\}E)noo ||U(N)('707t0) - U('707t0)||var = ]\}E)noo ||U(N)(707 0) - UO(',O)Hvar =0.
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Thus, [86) and (24)) implies

(87) Jim sup U (g0, t0) = U 90, t0) [var = 0.
T (yo,to) €T

BI), 1) and (B7) yields
lim F

N—=oo  |iefo,1]

sup W(N)(t)2] =0.
Hence, there exists a subsequence { N (k)} such that

lim sup WD) =0
k=00 tec(0,1]

almost surely. However, the argument above is also available even if we replace N by any subse-
quence N (k). Therefore, we have

lim sup WV (t) =0
N—=00te(0,T1]

almost surely. This proves the first assertion of Theorem 21
We turn to a proof of the second assertion of Theorem [2l First, we show the uniqueness of the
stochastic differential equation (26]). Note that

E / / vi(déds)
s€(0,t] J£€[0,Rw (T)]

/ / =) Lee(ouwi(vi(s—),s)) Vi(dEds)
€(0,t] J£€[0,00)

Yi(5—) Lec[o,wi(vi(s—),s)) Vi(dEds).
5€(0,t] JE€[0, Ry (T)]

=tRy (T)

and that for all ¢

Moreover, there exists a constant C'r such that

sup |V(I/V7 $,S) - V(I/Vv y78)| é CT|33 - y|7 T,y € [071)
s€[0,T

The proof of Theorem 9.1 in Chapter IV of [20] is available by taking U := [0, R,,(T)] and Up := 0.
Thus, we obtain the uniqueness.

Next, we show that (Yl(N)(t),YQ(N)(t),...,YL(N)(t)) converges to (Yi(t),Ya(t),...,Yr(t)) uni-
formly in ¢ € [0,7] almost surely and also converges in the sense of L?. Let i € {1,2,...,L} be
fixed. By (60) it is easy to see

)

(8%)
/e(Ot /56[000 )156[0711}1-(}/2.(1\”(5—)78)) vildeids)

where

t
yM ) =™ ¢ N / VO W, YN (s-), 5)ds

1 N

(M gy L 5
®9) MU= Zl /86(0 . /56[0 oy 692 (5) Leey (v (5-),5) P (deds).
,7: ’ ’
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Hence, (26) and (88) imply

sup [,V (s) - Yi(s)?
s€[0,t]

E

N N
< g™ — > +4E | sup M (s)[?

s€[0,t]
t
+4/ v,y V(W,Y; 21 ds
(90) VO W, v (5-), ) = VW, Yi(s-), )]
(N
e siuopt / €(0,5] /ge[ooo ¥ )1 gel0wi (V™) (u=),u)

— Yi(u—) Lec(o,w, (vi (u—)u)) Vi (dEdu)

|
By (I8) and (63), we have
VW, YN (1), 1) = VW, Yi(t-), 1)
= | =)0 0. 0=).0 = Uld,Vi(t-).1)
+ [ @ ). = w(i(t-).0) Ul Yi(e-),t)

2

1
+/Y(N)( 0 %;U(Z t)(U(N)(dU),Z,t) —U(dw, z,t)) dz

y ™)

(t-)

—/ 8—w(z,t) U(dw, z,t) dz.
viem)  Jw 92

Hence, noting that 0 < U®) <1 and 0 £ U < 1, there exist positive constants Cs and Cg such
that
VWY =), 1) — VW, Yi(t-), 1)

o) < V(=) = Yilt—)| + Cs sup ([T 2,8) = UC, 2,8 .
z€[0,1)
Now we show that
(92) /5 ) |2 Leeo,un(e.t) —Y Lecunmy | dE S Calz —yl, 2,y €0,1)
<|0,00

where Cy is a positive constant. Let z,y € [0,1) and consider the case that w;(y,t) < w;(x,t).
Then,

/ |z Leciow;(z,t) —¥ Lec(o,w;(y,t)) ]ng
£€(0,00)

= (2 — ) Lecowi(wn) H Lecws(w.0) i) | dE
£€l0,00)

17

o) (2(2 = 9)* Leetowi(a.0)) +2Y° Leefus (vt (e.t))) 9

= 2(z — y)?w;(,t) + y* (wi(w, ) —wi(y,1)).
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Since w; and the spatial derivative of w; are bounded, we have
/ | Leeomwi(e.t)) =Y Lee0wi(wt)) |°dE S Calx —yl, 2,y € [0,1),
£€(0,00)

where C}y is a positive constant. Therefore, ([02) holds. The case that w;(y,t) = w;(x,t) is shown
similarly. By (67), Doob’s martingale inequality and (3.9) of Chapter II in [20], there exists a
positive constant Cs and we have

2
[ssel[lopt]/ Os]/saooo ) 01 ) V) Tt iy () ]
2
< (N YV (u— 7
:2E Sseu()pt /ue(()g /ge[ooo Y ) £€[0,w; (Y, _(N)(u_)’u)) }/’l(u )1§E[O,wz(yz(u—),u))]yl(dfdu) ]
.
(N _YVi(u—
+2F sseu()pt /ue(os/ 0,00) Y ) £e[0,w; (Y, (N)( ) le(u )1§€[0,w1(YZ(u—),u))]d£du
< N (= _
=20k selo) /ue(o,s] /se[o,oo)‘yz () Lo v (umyy i (07) Teetoamnvituman |
s 2
+2F | sup /[}Q(N)(u—)wi(Y;(N)(u—),u)—Yi(u—)wi(Yi(u—),u)]du ]
s€[0,t] 1J0

By ([@2)) and boundedness of the spatial derivative of w;, there exists a positive constant C7 such

that
Le[o t]

< 90, CoE [ /
0

t
320406/ E[
0

Thus, we obtain for ¢ € [0, 7]

(N
/ue(os /56[000 V() Lo (3™

(93) — Yi(u—) Lee(o,w, (v (u—),u)) Vi (dEdu)

2

/ue 0.1 /56[0 o ) Lo gy () etoaun iy i)

an ([ - viuo| ) |

Y™ (u-) - Yi(u—)ﬂ du + 207tE [/Ot Y™ () - Yi(u—)(2 du] .

)

J(u—) — Yi(u—)‘ du] +204E

sup
s€[0,t]

|

¢
< (204G +4TC7)/ E {
0

Ju—) — Yi(u—)ﬂ du.
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Hence, ([@0), @) and (@3] imply that for ¢ € [0, T

sup [V, (s) — Yi(s)P?
s€[0,t]

E

sup |M (s)]?
s€[0,t]

< aly™ — 2 +4E

t
+4/ E|(CY\"V(s=) = Yi(s=)|+C5  sup  |[UN(,2,8) —U(, 2, )| [var)? | ds
0 z€[0,1),s€[0,T]

¢ 2
+4(2C4Cg + 4T Cy) / E [Y}N)(u_) _ yl.(u_)‘ } du
0

< 4]y§N) —yi|? +4F 81[1(]11] \MZ-(N)(S)]2
se|0,

+8C§ sSup HU ( z S) _U(’azas)Hgar
z€[0,1),s€[0,T

sup [V (u) = Yi(u)P?| ds
u€e(0,s]

t
+ [8C% + 4(2C4Cs + AT Cy)] / E
0

By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

E | sup [y () - vi(t)]?
te[0,7
(94) < 40T <|y§N>—yz-|2+E sup |M™M (1)]2
te[0,7

+2C§ sup HU(N)(',Z,S) —U(-,z,s)Hvar)z)
z€[0,1),s€[0,T

where Cg is a positive constant. Doob’s martingale inequality and (3.9) of Chapter II in [20] and
([®9) imply there exists a positive constant Cy such that

E | sup |M,~(N)(s)|2
s€[0,t]
- N2 /E(Ot /56[000 v (s-) Y(N)( -) 56[07@03'(3/1'(1\7)(8—),8)) dgds]
Gl
o N
Hence,
N—o00 s€[0,4]

Therefore, by the first assertion of Theorem 2, (25), [@4]) and ([@5]) we obtain

lim F

N—oo

sup [V () — Vi) 2| =0

te[0,7

fori=1,2,..., L. Thisimplies that (Yl(N) (1), YQ(N) (t),... ,YL(N) (t)) converges to (Y1 (t), Ya(t),...,Y7(t))
uniformly in ¢ € [0,7] in the sense of L.
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To show the almost sure convergence, see that there exists a subsequence {N(k)} such that
NE) @y vy N @y v N 1)) converges to (Ya(t), Ya(t), ..., Yi(t)) uniformly in ¢ € [0,7]
almost surely. However, the argument above is also available even if we replace N by any subse-
quence N (k). Therefore, we have (Yl(N) (1), YQ(N) (t),... ,YL(N) (t)) converges to (Y1 (t), Ya(t),...,YL(t))
uniformly in ¢ € [0, 7] almost surely.

4 Appendix

Proposition 11 Let {¢,} be nondecreasing functions on [0,1] and ¢ be a continuous function on
[0,1]. Assume that ¢ (x) converges to ¢(z) for all x € [0,1]. Then, ¢n(x) converges to ¢(x)
uniformly in x € [0, 1]. &

Proof. Let € > 0. Since ¢ is uniformly continuous on [0, 1], we can choose a positive integer N such
that

1
[¢(x) — o)l <& -yl <

By the assumption, there exists a integer ng such that

k k

For all z € [0, 1] we can choose k; € {1,2,..., N} such that 0 < 2 — k,/N < 1/N. Hence, we have

for all = € [0,1] and 1 = ng
() (B (5) o

6ul) = 6()
6n @) = on (35| +
()b ) 3] b ()0 (3]

< be.

This completes the proof. O
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