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Abstract

Tanaka showed in [21] a way to relate the measure-solution {Q;}; of a spatially
homogeneous Boltzmann equation of Maxwell molecules without angular cutoff to the
solution V; of a Poisson-driven stochastic differential equation: for each ¢, Q¢ is the law
of V;.

Using a typically probabilistic substitution in the Boltzmann equation,we extend Tanaka’s
probabilistic interpretation to much more general spatially homogeneous Boltzmann
equations.

Then we introduce an adapted stochastic calculus of variations on the Poisson space,
to prove that for each ¢t > 0, the law of V; admits a density f(¢,.). The function f(t,v)
is solution of the Boltzmann equation, and this existence result improves the existing
analytical results.

Since the "Malliavin derivative” of V; does not belong to L?((2), and thus cannot be a
” L?-derivative”, we introduce a criterion of absolute continuity based on the use of a.s.
derivatives.

Key words : Boltzmann equations without cutoff, Nonlinear stochastic differential equa-
tions, Jump measures, Stochastic calculus of variations.
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1 Introduction and general setting.

The Boltzmann equation we consider describes the evolution of the density f(t,v) of par-
ticles with velocity v € IR? at time ¢ in a rarefied homogeneous gas:
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where @) is a quadratic collision kernel preserving momentum and kinetic energy, of the
form

arnen=[ [ (fu,wf(t, o) = f(t )t m))Bw —v.|.0)dodv, (1.2
with

vV =0+ A0)(v—vi) 5 v, = v — A(0) (v — vy) (1.3)

and

sin cosf —1

A(H):1<C089_1 —sind ) (1.4)

Notice that for each 6 € [—m, 7| \ {0},
|A(0)] < K0 (1.5)

The cross-section B is a positive function, even in the f-variable. If the molecules in the
5—5
gas interact according to an inverse power law in 1/r% with s > 2, then B(z,0) = zs=1d(|0)|)
s+1
where d € L52.(]0,7]) and d(f) ~ K(s)@fi when 6 goes to zero, for some K(s) > 0.

loc
Physically, this explosion comes from the accumulation of grazing collisions.

In this general (spatially homogeneous) setting, the Boltzmann equation is very difficult to
study. A large literature deals with the non physical equation with angular cutoff, namely
under the assumption [ B(z,6)df < co. More recently, the case of Maxwell molecules, for
which the cross section B(z,6) = 3(0) only depends on 6, has been much studied without
the cutoff assumption. In the Maxwell context, Tanaka, [21] was considering the case where
Jo 05(0)d0 < oo, and Desvillettes, [5], Desvillettes, Graham, Méléard, [6] and Fournier, (8]
have worked under the general physical assumption [ 623(0)df < +oo.

The case in which B depends on z is really harder and there is just a few results on it.
We can just mention the paper of Alexandre-Desvillettes-Villani-Wennberg [1]. In [10], a
natural probabilistic approach is proposed to study the case one of non Maxwell molecules
under the condition [j 0B(z,0)df < oo, when B(z,6) = (z)5(0) where ¢ is positive
and bounded and locally Lipschitz continuous. One proves in this case the existence of a
measure-solution of the equation for any initial probability data with a second order mo-
ment. But this approach makes appear an indicator function in the model, which makes
very hard the study of the regularity of the obtained measure-solution. In particular, we
are not able, for the moment, to prove the existence of a function-solution with such a
method.

In the present paper, we extend Tanaka’s probabilistic interpretation, [21], who was dealing
with Maxwell molecules, to much more general spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equa-
tions, under the condition [j 6?B(z,0)df < oo: using a tricky transformation of the cross-
section, we relate a solution of the equation to the solution V; of a Poisson-driven stochastic
differential equation. We obtain thus measure-valued solutions for the nonlinear equation.
Then, we develop, in the case where [ 0B(z,6)df < oo, an adapted stochastic calculus of



variations on the Poisson space to prove that for each ¢ > 0, the law of V; has a density.
As an immediate corollary, we obtain the existence of a function-solution to the Boltzmann
equation. This result improves the existing analytical results. We will see that since the
Malliavin derivative of V; is not in L?, we need a very weak criterion of absolute continuity
based on the use of almost sure derivatives.

The reasons why we have to assume the condition [y 6B(z,6)df < co to obtain the existence
of a function-solution are technical. This condition yields that our Poisson driven process
V; has almost surely finite variations, which makes easy the computations. A priori, the
method should extend to the general case where [;' 6?B(z,0)df < co, but we are not able,
for the moment, to get rid of the stronger L' condition.

Notation 1.1 The terminal time T > 0 is arbitrarily fixed.

Dy will denote the Skorohod space ID([0,T], IR?) of cadlag functions from [0,T] into IR?.
The space IDy endowed with the Skorohod topology is a Polish space.

P(IDr) will denote the space of probability measures on IDp and Po(IDr) will be the subset
of probability measures with a second order moment : Q belongs to Po(IDr) if

/x sup |z(t)[*Q(dz) < oo (1.6)

elDr [0,1)
K will denote a real positive constant of which the value may change from line to line.
In order to prove the existence of measure-solutions, we will assume that

Assumption (5) : for each = € R, B(z,0) is an even strictly positive function
on [—m,w]/{0} satisfying

forall z € Ry, / B(z,0)df = 0 (1.7)

and -
sup / 6?B(z,0)df < 0o (1.8)

:EGR+ -

For X € IR?, we will denote by B(X,#) the quantity B(|X|,6).
To prove the existence of function-solutions, we will suppose the stronger

Assumption (S’) : the same as (S) but with

sup / |0|B(z,0)df < oo (1.9)

CEER+ d

Equation (1.1) has to be understood in a weak sense, i.e. f is a solution of the equation if
for each bounded test function ¢,

S < >=< QU 0> (1.10)

where < .,. > denotes the duality bracket between L' and L* functions. A standard
integration by parts would give that f satisfies for each bounded ¢
0

° BQf(t,v)qS(v)dv:/ - /7;(¢(v’)—¢(v))B(v—v*,H)dﬁf(t,v)dvf(t,v*)dv* (1.11)
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But under (S), the form of v' and the fact that [ |0|B(x,6) might be infinite necessitates
to consider a compensated form of the collision term, which may explode in the previous
form. This remark leads us to the following definition of solutions of (1.1).

Assume (S). First of all, we define, for ¢ € P2(IR?), each ¢ € CZ(IR?),

= [ [ (0t AO0 = 0) = 60) - AB)w - )T o(0)
B(v —v*,0)dOq(dv™)
—/%Ju—wyv¢@w@—vwﬁmﬁ) (1.12)

with for each X € R?,
1 ™
wmzi/gmxwu—mwma (1.13)

This kernel is well defined thanks to (1.5) and (1.8). Notice that if (S”) holds, then this
kernel can be written in the simpler form :

/ ) / (v+ A@0)(v—2v")) — ¢(v))B(U —v*,0)d0q(dv*) (1.14)

Definition 1.2 Assume (S) (or (S')). Consider Qo a probability measure on IR®. We
say that a probability measure family {Qt}te[O,T] is a measure-solution of the Boltzmann
equation (1.1) with initial data Qo if for each ¢ € CZ(IR?) (or ¢ € CL(IR?)), allt € [0,T],

(¢, Q1) = (b, Qo) +/ (Lg.¢(v), Qs(dv)) ds (1.15)

If furthermore for all t €]0,T], the probability measure Q; admits a density f(t,.) with
respect to the Lebesque measure on IR%, the obtained function f(t,v) : 10,T] x R? — R,
is said to be a function-solution of the Boltzmann equation (1.1).

The probabilitistic approach consists in considering (1.15) as the evolution equation of the
flow of time-marginals of a Markov process, solution of the following nonlinear martingale
problem.

Definition 1.3 Let B be a cross section satisfying (S) (or (S')) and let Qg in Po(IR?).
We say that Q € P2(IDr) solves the nonlinear martingale problem (MP) starting at Qo if

for X the canonical process under Q, the law of Xo is Qo and for any ¢ € C,?(ZRQ), any
t €[0,T7],

8X) — 9(X0) — [ La.0(X.)ds (1.16)

s a square-integrable martingale. Here, the nonlinearity appears through Qs which denotes
the law of Xs under Q.

Remark 1.4 Taking expectations in (1.16), we observe that if Q is a solution of (MP),
then its marginal flow (Q¢)iepo,1) 7 a measure-solution of the Boltzmann equation, in the
sense of Definition 1.2.



2 Transformation of the Boltzmann equation and main re-
sults.

This whole work is based on the following substitution in L,.

Notation 2.1 For each X € IR%, we consider the function hx defined on [—m,w]/{0} by

hx (0) = /;B(X, P)dp if 8> 0 ; hy(8) = /iB(X, P)do if6<0 (2.1

Thanks to (S), it is clear that for each X, hx (0) is strictly decreasing from 0 to —oo between
0 = —m and 0 = 0™, and from +oo to 0 between § = 07 and § = ©. We thus can set, for
each X € R? and each z € R*,

9(X,2) = il (2), ie hx(g(X,2)) =z (2.2)

0
Notice that for each X, z, the derivative — o 9(X,z) = —-1/B(X,9(X, z)) <0, thanks to (S5).

The function g(X, z) is thus strictly decreasing from 0 to —m between —oo and 0, and
from 7 to 0 between 0™ and +oo.

Notice also that ¢g(X,.) is odd and depends only on | X]|.

Finally remark that (1.13) can be written as

b(X) = /ZR*(l —cosg(X,z))dz (2.3)
that (1.8) becomes
sup / X (X, 2)dz < 400 (2.4)
xer? /IR
while (1.9) can be written as
sup / C9(X, 2)|dz < 400 (2.5)
xer2 /IR

We introduce again some notations.
Notation 2.2 For X € R? and z € R*, we set
v(X,z) = A(9(X,2).X : R’ x R* — IR? (2.6)

§(X) = (X)X : IR*— R (2.7)
Finally,
Proposition 2.3 Assume (S). Then for each q € P2(IR?), each ¢ € CZ(IR?),

/2/ o(v+v(v—2"2)) — o(v)
—y(v — 0¥, z).qu(v))dzq(dv*)

~ [ 30 =) To)a(de) (2.8
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If furthermore (S’) holds, then

L) = [ [ o (6 =7,2) - o) deal) (29)
Proof. It suffices to use the substitution

0=g(v—v",2) ; z=hy(0) ; dz=-B(v—v",0)dd (2.10)
in (1.12) and (1.13) A

Remark 2.4 We now give an idea of the probabilistic approach we will use, following the
main ideas of Tanaka, [21], who was dealing with the much more simple case of Mazwell
molecules (i.e. B(X,0) = [((0)). In this case, the jump measure appearing in the analogous
of (2.8) is 3(6)dfq(dv*) independent of v. The main interest of the transformation described
above is to transform the jump measure B(v —v*,0))d0q(dv*) in a measure dzq(dv*) inde-
pendent of v. That will allow us to have a probabilistic interpretation in terms of Poisson
measure.

Let us consider two probability spaces : the first one is the abstract space

(Q, F {Ft}ico,r, P) and the second one is the auxiliary space ([0, 1], B([0,1]),da) intro-
duced to model the nonlinearity by the Skorohod representation theorem. In order to
avoid any confusion, the processes on ([0, 1], 5([0,1]),da) will be called a-processes, the
expectation under da will be denoted by E,, and the laws L.

Notation 2.5 We will denote by L% the space of IDr-valued processes Y such that

E| sup |[Vi]*| < +o0 (2.11)
te[0,7

and by LQT—a the space of a-processes W such that

E, ( sup ]Wt|2> < 400 (2.12)
te[0,7

Definition 2.6 Assume (S) (or (S")). We will say that (V,W,N,Vy) is a solution of
(SDE) if

(i) (V;) is an adapted L%-process on Q,

(ii) (Wy) is a Li-a-process on [0,1],

(iii) N(w,dt,do,dz) is a Poisson measure on [0,T] x [0,1] x IR* with intensity measure

m(dt, da, dz) = dtdadz (2.13)

(iv) V is a square integrable variable independent of N,

(v) The laws of V' and W on their respective probability spaces are the same, i.e. L(V) =
La(W),

(vi) The following S.D.E. is satisfied :

v, = Vo+/0t /01 /]R* fy(‘/;_—Ws_(a),z)]\Nf(ds,dmdz)—/ot /01(5(‘/5_—W5_(a))dads (2.14)



where N denotes the compensated Poisson point process associated with N.

Notice that under (S"), equation (2.14) can be written in the simpler form:

Vi=Vo+ /Ot/ol /]R* (Vi — Wi (@), 2)N(ds, da, d) (2.15)

The following remark shows the connection between (SDFE) and the Boltzmann equation
(1.1).

Remark 2.7 If (V,W,N,Vp) is a solution of (SDE), one easily proves by using the Ité
formula, that L(V) = Lo (W) is a solution of the martingale problem (1.16) with initial law
Qo = L(Vo), and thus {L(V)}sejo,m 95 a measure-solution of (1.15) with initial data Qo.

Let us now state an hypothesis, which, combined with (.5), will be sufficient for proving
the existence of a solution to (SDFE) (and thus a solution to (M P), and hence a measure-
solution to (1.1)).

Assumption (MS) : (i) There exists a constant K € IR, such that for all
X € IR?,

/JR* VX, 2)dz < K(1+|X[*) (2.16)

(ii) There exists a function S from IR?> x IR*> — IRT, locally bounded, such that
for each X,Y € IR?,

[6(X) = 6(Y)* + e (15 2) =Y, 2)?dz <X —YPSHX)Y)  (2.17)

(iii) The initial data Qo admits a moment of order 4.

Remark 2.8 Thanks to (2.16), (2.6), (2.7), (2.3) and (2.4); there exists a constant K €
IR, such that for all X € IR?,

2
SHX) + </ (X, z)dz) + [ A 2 < KO+ XY (2.18)
R R
Then the following result will hold.

Theorem 2.9 Assume hypotheses (S) and (MS). Then

1) The martingale problem (M P) with initial data Qo admits a solution Q € Pa(Dr).

2) Let Q be any solution of (M P). Let W be any a-process with law Q. On an enlarged
probability space from the canonical space (IDp,Drp,Q) there exist a Poisson measure N
with intensity m and an independent square integrable variable Vi with law Qg such that
(X, W,N,Vp) is solution of (SDE), where X is the canonical process. (That means that
there exists a weak solution to (SDE)).

Remark 2.10 Let us remark that there is no assumption on @y, except to have a forth
order moment, and that allows us to consider degenerate initial data, as Dirac measures.
Theorem 2.9 exhibits in particular a measure-solution to the Boltzmann equation (1.1) for
every initial data Qo € P4(IR?).



We now introduce an hypothesis more stringent than (M.S).

Assumption (FS) : (i) The map v(X, z) : R? x IR* — IR? is of class C2. There
exist p € IN, K € R, and a bounded positive function n : IR* — R, satisfying
the integrability condition

n(z) = sup n(u) € LY(IR*,dz) (2.19)
lu—z|<|2[/2A1/|2|

and such that

V(X 2) < (1+ X)) n(2) (2.20)
Vx (X, 2) [+ [Vxx (X, 2)] < (14 [X[7) n(2) (2.21)
V(X 2) [+ (X 2)| + k. (X 2)) < K (1+ [ XPP) (2.22)

(ii) The initial distribution Qo admits moments of all orders, and is not a Dirac
mass.

Notice that the integrability condition (2.19) is not much more stringent than the simple
condition n € L' (IR*,dz).

Then the following result holds :

Theorem 2.11 Assume (S’) and (FS). Consider a solution (V,W,N,Vy) of (SDE), as
built in Theorem 2.9. Then for all t > 0 the law of Vi admits a density f(t,.) with respect
to the Lebesque measure on IR?.

The next corollary, immediately deduced from Theorem 2.11, states our main result.
Corollary 2.12 Assume (S") and (F'S). Then there exists a function-solution
f€ L2(0,T], LH((1 + [v|*)dv)) (2.23)

to the Boltzmann equation without cutoff, for non Mazwell molecules, with initial data Qq,
and f(t,.) is for each t > 0 a probability density function.

We now give examples of application.

Remark 2.13 Assume that the cross section is of the form B(X,0) = 1(X)/|0|*, with ¢
positive and o € [1, 3].

1) Then (S) and (MS) are satisfied if ¢ is strictly positive, bounded, and locally lipschitz
continuous on IR?.

2) (S') and (FS) are satisfied if o € [1,2], if ¥ is of class C* on R2, if ' and ¥" have at
most a polynomial growth, and if there exist 0 < € < M < oo such that for all X € IR?,
e<yY(X)< M.

Proof. Observing that when a = 1, g(X,z) = sign(z)e”*/YX) and when a > 1,
1

. 71.0471
9(X, z) = sign(z) ((a_1)|z|ﬂf,(ﬁ)w

putations. A

( X)>ﬁ, the remark can be proved by using simple com-



3 Existence of a solution to (SDF).

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 2.9. This will be done in many steps. We first
introduce the following notations.

Notation 3.1 Let us consider for n € IN the functions v, and &, defined respectively from
IR? x IR* x IR* and from IR* x IR? into IR* by

i) m(v,w,z) = y(wAnV(—n)—wAnV(-n),z) (3.1)
i) dp(v,w) = d(vAnV(—n)—wAnV(—n)) 3.2
where v An (resp. vV (—n)), denotes the vector (vi An,vaAn) (resp. (v1V (—n),v2V (—n)),
if v=(v1,v9).

Similarly to Definition 2.6, a solution (V™ , W™ N,Vj) of (SDE), is defined exactly as a
solution of (SDE), but with

t ol ~ t pl
v;":vo+///m 'yn(VS"_,Wf_(a),z)N(ds,da,dz)—//5n(VS”_,W§_(a))dads (3.3)
0 JO * 0 JO

instead of (2.14). We also denote by (M P),, the nonlinear martingale problem associated
with the operator Ly defined as L? ( by (1.12)) but with v, and 6, instead of v and d.

Proposition 3.2 Assume (S) and (MS), and let n € IN be fized. For each pair (Vo, N),
Vo being with law Qo and N a Poisson measure with intensity m, the equation (SDE),
admits a solution (V",W" N,Vp) and

sup E( sup |V;"[Y) < +oo. (3.4)
n>1  t€[0,T]

Moreover, Q" = L(V") = Lo(W") is the unique solution of the nonlinear martingale
problem (M P),,.

Proof. Following Tanaka [21], Desvillettes-Graham-Méléard [6] or Fournier [8], we con-
struct a specific iteration of Picard which allows us to obtain the existence of a pair (V™ W™)
of identically distributed processes, such that (V™, W™, N) is a solution of (SDE),,.

Since n is fixed, we drop the superscript. We first consider the process X° identically
equal to Vp, then consider Y defined on [0, 1] such that £,(Y?) = £(X"). By induction,
assuming that X% X', ..., X¥ and Y°, Y, ..., Y* are constructed, one defines X**+! by

X = V+/// (X5 YF (@), 2)N(ds, da, dz) //5 ())dovds

(3.5)
and one considers on [0, 1] a process Y**! such that

Lo(YO Y Yy = £(x0 X1 . Xk (3.6)

and so on. One proves easily, by Doob’s and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, the existence of
a constant K, such that

E(sup [X - X%
s€[0,t]



t rl
< Kn/ / E(XE - X2 4 1Y () - YN @)*)dads
0 Jo

t
< Kn/ E(sup | X¥ — Xk=12)ds. (3.7)
0

u<s

We deduce easily that there exist an adapted process X with E(sup;cjo 1 |X¢|?) < co and
a a-process Y with £,(Y) = £(X) such that

E( sup |XF — Xi[?) = Ea( sup [V} - Vi) (3.8)
te[0,T] t€[0,T7]

tends to zero as k tends to infinity. Then (X, Y, N, V}) is solution of (SDE),.
Now, let us rename X = V", Y = W", and denote by Q™ the law of V™.

The proof of the uniqueness in law of a solution of (SDFE), is obtained by a coupling ar-
gument, exactly as in [6]. One proves that if (U, W, N, VO) is a solution of (SDE),, then
LU) = L(V™) = Q", where (V™ W" N,Vy) is the Picard iteration constructed on the
probability space associated with Vo and N.

Then we deduce the uniqueness for the martingale problem (M P),. If R is another so-
lution of the martingale problem, one proves by using a comparision between the It6
formula and the martingale problem that the canonical process X is under R the sum
of the drift —fg fol On(Xs—, Ws_(a))dads and of a pure jump process of which Lévy’s
measure is the image measure of the measure m(ds,do,dz) = dsdadz by the mapping
(a0, 2, 8) = Y (Xs—, Ws_(), z), where Wy () is any process on the probability space [0, 1]
with law R. Then, by using the representation theorem proved in Grigelionis [13] and El
Karoui-Lepeltier [7] (see also [20]), we know that there exist on an enlarged probability
space a square integrable variable V) and an independent point Poisson measure N with
intensity m such that (X, W, N,Vp) is a solution of (SDE),. Then by the uniqueness in
law for (SDE), (proved above), R is equal to Q™ and the martingale problem (M P),, has
a unique solution.

Now, it remains to prove (3.4), where we have denoted for each n by (V", W™) a solution
of (SDE),,. Remark 2.8 implies that there exists a constant K independent of n such that

2
i)+ ([ Rewads) + [ odwyds <K+t 9)

and we obtain, using twice the Burkholder inequality,

t 1 2
Eup VY < KE(Vol)+ KE (\ L[] v W), 2) N s, da. d2) )
s<t o Jo JIR
t 1
+KE ( / / 5§(1/;’1,W§_(a))dads>

0 JO

t 1 2
< ke +KE(|[ [ [ 3207 wE (@), 2)dzdads
0 Jo
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- V2V, WP (), )N (ds, da, dz)

)

VKE ( /0 t /0 v W (a))dads)

< wBl)++ [ ([ W), 2)iz) dods
+KE ( A /01 [ VW (@), dzdads)
+KE ( [ [ st wi (@ydaas)
< KEW 4K [ [ BV ] ds
< KB+ K [ BV 1as (3.10)

where K does not depend on n. The last inequality comes from the equality £(V"™) =
Lo(W™). Gronwall’s lemma allows us to conclude that (3.4) holds. A

Proposition 3.3 Assume (S) and (MS). The sequence of probability measures (Q™),, on
Dy is tight. Any limiting point Q@ of this sequence satisfies the martingale problem (M P).

Proof. We need first to prove that the sequence Q" is tight. Thanks to (3.4), we just
need to verify the Aldous criterion. We have, for any stopping times 7 and 7’ satisfying
as. 0<7 <7 <(t4+0)AT,

|
E(VZ}-V'?) < KE </ / /IR* 72(‘@[,W§_(a),z)dzdads>
T 0

+KE ( / : /0 P ,Wg_(a))dads> (3.11)

KE (/ /01 (V212 + Ea (W2 (@))) dads)

< KE ((T’ — 7)sup \Vt"|2> + KE(7' — 7)Eq(sup [W/[*) < K6
t<T t<T

IN

by (3.4), where K is independent of n, 7, and 7/. Then we deduce that for each n > 0,

sup sup PV} =V >n) (3.12)
n {r7r; 0<r<7'<(74+0)AT}

tends to 0 as ¢ tends to 0, and the Aldous criterion is satisfied. Hence the sequence (Q™)
is tight.
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We have now to identify each limit point of (Q™). Let @ be a limit value of this sequence.
We consider the canonical process X on IDr and for ¢ € CZ(IR?), t > 0, we set

HY = ¢(Xy) — ¢(Xo) + / /w o )6( X ) Qu(dw)du (3.13)

/ /IR* [ (G4 (K 0,2)) = 9(X,) = 3(Xur10,2).V6(X0) Qu{du)

and H;' ' denotes a similar quantity with vy, d, instead of v, and Q7 instead of @,,. The
probability measure @ will be a solution of the nonlinear martingale problem (M P) with
initial law Qo if it satisfies for each 0 < s1 < ... < 53 < s <t < T, each g1, ...gx € Cp(IR?),

< (HY — H)g1(Xs,)-00(Xs,), Q >=0 (3.14)
Since Q™ is solution of (PM),,, we already know that
< (HP? = HP)g1(Xoy)nogi(Xs,), Q" >=0 (3.15)

Since the sequence (Q") satisfies the Aldous criterion, the law @ is the law of a quasi-cag
process (cf. [15] p. 321). Then the mapping

Frae (o) — 0(25))91(25,)- g (2s,.) (3.16)

is @-almost everywhere continuous and bounded from Dy to IR. Thus < F, Q™ > tends to
< F,Q > as n tends to infinity.
Next, let us prove that «,, defined by

< (neeanXa) [ [ [ (606470 w,2) = 606+ 90(Xu,2)

SV A(X)-(V(X 10, 2)) — (X 0, z))) szZ(dw)du) Q> (3.17)

tends to 0 as n tends to infinity. We have :

e

< K/ Y( Xy, w, 2) — Yn( Xy, w, 2)|*dz

O( Xy +7( Xy, w,2)) — Xy + Xy, w, 2)) = VO(Xu).(7(Xu, w, 2)) — Y (Xu, w, 2))|

K(Jw]? + [Xul*) (1 x, 20} + L{jw|zn}) (3.18)

B
3
A

t
Kllis, il < [ [ + XD @ xagm + o) Qildw)du. Q" >

K/ / su xt2+sup t)|?
o (g‘ (OF +sup ly(r)

(1{Supth |lz¢|>n} + 1{Supth \yt\Zn}) Qn(dx)Qn(dy)

IN
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< K( (AEDT(fgg\w(t)!2)Q"(d$)> x (/IEJDT Cre——— Qn(d@)

[ GO (Lo, p i) @ () (3.19)

Dy <1
By (3.4), we know that [ _p (sup,<r lz(t)[*)Q"(dx) is bounded uniformly in n, that
Jee D, (l{suptq |zt|2n}> Q"(dr) tends to 0 as n tends to infinity, and by Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality that [ . (sup,<p lz(t)]?) (1{Supt<T |mt|2n}) Q" (dr) tends to 0 as n tends to in-
finity. Then a,, tends to 0 as n tends to infinity.

The same arguments yield that

o, =< /: /JR2 Vo (X)-(6( X ) — 6 (Xus ) QT (duw)du x g1 (X, )i (X ), Q" > (3.20)

tends to 0 as n tends to infinity.

It remains to prove that < G(z,y), Q" (dz)®Q"(dy) > tends to < G(z,y), Q(dz)®Q(dy) >,
where

Gl = ([ [ Olra+1(0002) = 60 =25 10,2)- V() ) 1 ()0

(3.21)
The measure Q" RQ"™ converges obviously to Q®Q. The function G is Q®Q continuous a.s.
by a similar argument as before but not bounded. We thus only know that for each fixed
real positive number C, the quantities < GAC, Q" ® Q™ > converge to < GAC,Q ® Q >.
But one has moreover that

G(z,y)| < K (sup |z(t)|” 4 sup !y(t)!2> (3.22)
t<T t<T

Then,

2 2
Gz YYo=y = K (jggﬂf(tﬂ suply(®)l )1{suptg [a(t) [ +supp<r ly()>C/K}

IN

K (SUP [ (t)[* + sup |y(t)|2>
t<T t<T

% (Lsuprer le®2C/2K) + Lsupyer wnzr2K))  (3:23)

We have already seen that

sup < <SUP |=(t)]* + sup |y(t)|2> (1{Supt§T w(®)>c/2k} + Lsup,or |y(t)\ZC/2K}> Q"o Q" >

n t<T
(3.24)
tends to 0 as C tends to infinity, thanks to (3.4), and thus, < G,Q™ ® Q™ > goes to
<G,Q®Q >.

13



Finally, we use the same arguments to prove that < G(z,y), Q" ® Q™ > converges to
< G(z,y),Q ® Q > where

Gl) = [ 9 S i x g1(0)gh().

Now the conclusion is obvious and the proposition is proved. A

Remark 3.4 Proposition 3.3 proves the first point of Theorem 2.9.
Let us now deduce the point (2) of Theorem 2.9.

Proposition 3.5 Assume (S) and (MS). Consider the canonical space IDp, X the canon-
ical process and Q the solution of (MP) obtained in Proposition 3.3. Consider a a-process
W such that L,(W) = @, then there exist a Poisson measure N with intensity m on
an enlarged probability space and an independent square integrable variable Vy such that

(X, W,N,Vp) is a solution of (SDE).

Proof. The proof is exactly similar to the end of the one of Proposition 3.2. Since Q
is solution of a martingale problem, the canonical process X is a semimartingale under

Q. Then a comparison between the Itd6 formula and the martingale problem proves that
t 1

X is a pure jump process with drift —/ / (Xs— — Ws—(a))dads, and that its Lévy
measure is the image measure of the measure m on [0,7] x [0,1] x IR* by the mapping
(z,0,8) — y(Xs—, Ws_(), z). Then always by the representation theorem for point mea-
sures [7], there exist on an enlarged space a square integrable variable V{ and a point
Poisson measure N with intensity m such that (X, W, N, V}) is a solution of (SDE). A

4 Existence of a function-solution by use of Malliavin calcu-
lus

In this section we will prove Theorem 2.11. We assume from now (S’) and (FS). We thus
consider a fixed solution (V, W, N, Vp) of (SDE). In this case, (SDE) has the simpler form
(2.15). Our aim is to prove that for any t > 0, the law of V; admits a density with respect
to the Lebesgue measure on R?. In fact we will only study the case of Vi, for T > 0 the
fixed terminal time, which of course suffices since T' > 0 is arbitrarily fixed.

We begin with two lemmas.

Lemma 4.1 Under (S’) and (FS), for any ¢ € IN,

E (sup H/}\q> =FE, (sup \Wt]q> < 00 (4.1)
[0,T] T

)

The proof is standard, consists in the application of Burkholder’s inequality and in the use
of assumption (F'S). It is left to the reader.
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Lemma 4.2 Assume (S’) and (F'S). Then

1) the conservation of momentum holds, i.e. for allt € [0,T], E(V;) = E(V).

2) the conservation of kinetic energy holds, i.e. for allt € [0,T), E(|V;|?) = E(|Vp|?).
3) for all t €]0,T], the law of Vi (and thus that of W) is not a Dirac mass.

Proof. 1) Since V' is a solution of (SDFE), we now that the family {Q;}1cj0,1) = {L(V4) }iejo,1
is a solution of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.2. Let ¢(v) = v. We deduce from equations
(1.14) and (1.15) that

(6.Q1) = (.Q0) + | t [ B0 0)Qu(d)Qu (d0)ds (4.2)
where

K(v,v,) = /7r (v+A0)(v—vs) —v) B(v —vy,0)d0 = —(v — v4)b(v — vy) (4.3)

—T

Since b(v — v,) depends only on |v — v,|, we obtain, using symetry arguments, that for any

qc PQ(RQ),
[, K.e)adv)atd) =0 (14)
R*xR

Hence (¢, Q:) = (¢, Qo) for any t, and 1) is checked.

2) The same arguments, with ¢(v) = |v|?, yield that

t
©.Q0 = @@+ [ [ b= (o = o) Qudv)Qulde)ds  (45)
and we conclude as in 1).

3) Assume that for some ¢ € [0, 7], some a € R?, V; = a a.s. Then E(|V; —al?) = 0. But
we deduce from 1) and 2) that

E(Vo—al®) = E(Vl’)+ |a]* - 2a.E(Vp)
= E(Vi[*) + lal* - 2a.E(V})

= E(|V;-al*)=0 (4.6)
Thus Vy = a a.s., which contradicts (iz) in (F'S). A

We now divide the proof of Theorem 2.11 in several steps. The main idea is the following.
For A C IR? a neighborhood of 0, we will build a family of "perturbed” processes {V*},
such that :

(i) the map A +— V3 is a.s. O at 0, and V2 = Vp,

(ii) for each A, the law of V' is absolutely continuous with respect to that of V,
(iii) the derivative B%Vf‘ o is a.s. invertible.

15



We will prove in Subsection 4.1 that these conditions will imply the existence of a density
for the law of Vp. In Subsection 4.2, we will build some absolutely continuous changes
of measures, on our Poisson space, which will allow to define the perturbed processes V.
In fact, we will define a ”class” of changes of measure, depending on the ”direction” in
which we want to perturbe our process. The a.s. differentiability of V* with respect to A
is studied in Subsection 4.3. In Subsection 4.4, we choose a ”direction”, and we prove that

the associated %Vf‘ o is a.s. invertible. We finally conclude in Subsection 4.5.

4.1 A general criterion of absolute continuity using a.s. derivatives.

The following criterion is a very weak form of the usual Malliavin calculus criterion of
absolute continuity, see Nualart [18] (for the Wiener case), and Bichteler, Jacod, [3] (for
the Poisson case). We however really need this robust criterion, because we will see in the
sequel that our a.s. derivatives are not some L? derivatives, since they do not seem to
belong to L%(Q).

Theorem 4.3 Let d € IN*, and let X be a R*-valued random variable on a probability
space (Q, F,P). Let A be a neighborhood of 0 in RY. Assume that there exists a family
{X*}aen of R%-valued random variables such that

(i) For each A € A, the law of X* is absolutely continuous with respect to that of X. We

dX
denote by G* = e the associated Radon-Nykodym density. The family G satisfies the
integrability condition
sup E (|G)‘|2) < o0 (4.7)
A

(i) For almost all w, there exists a neighborhood V(w) of 0 in R on which the map
A= XMw) is of class C1.

0
(iii) For almost all w, the derivative aX’\ is invertible.
A=0

Then the law of X is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure on IR?.

Proof. Let A be a negligible subset of IR?. We have to prove that P(X € A) = 0.

Step 1 : applying the inverse local theorem, we deduce from (ii) and (iii) that for almost
all w, there exists a neighborhood V(w) of 0 in IR? on which the map A — X*(w) is a C!
diffeomorphism. We now set, for n € IV,

2, ={we [[-1/n,1/n]" C V(w) } (4.8)
Then it is clear that 2, grows to some Q, with P(Q) = 1.

Step 2 : the aim of this step is to check that

d
P(X€A) = lim E [(”) / 1a(XN) G mﬂ] (4.9)
[~1/n.1/n]

n—o00 2
For each A € A, we deduce from (i) that

P(X € 4) = E (14(X")G) (4.10)
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and hence, for each n,

d
P(Xc A =E <2> /[_1/n71/n]d lA(XA)GAd)\] (4.11)

Hence

n

[ d
‘P(X cA)—-F <> / 1A(XA)G’\d)\19n]
N2/ Ji=/ma/m)e

n\? AN A
(2) /’ LA(XM)GA(1 - 1g,)
[~1/n,1/n}d
n

d
- E|GMN1 -1 d\
(2> /[—1/n,1/n]d { ( Q")}

<supF {G)‘(l - 1Qn):|
A

E

IN

IN

1/2
< sup B[|G]" P2/, (4.12)
A
which goes to 0 thanks to (7).
Step 3 : we conclude proving that for each n, each w € €,
/ 1A(XMGNA =0 (4.13)
[~1/n,1/n]¢

It of course suffices that

In(w) = / La(XN)dA = 0 (4.14)
[_1/n71/n]d

But w belongs to Q,,, thus A — X*(w) is a C' diffeomorphism from [~1/n,1/n]¢ into some
set Dy, (w). Substituting y = X*(w) in (4.14), denoting by J,,(w, y) the associated Jacobian,
we obtain

L@ = [ 1)y (4.15)
Dy (w)

which of course vanishes since A is Lebesgue-negligible. This concludes the proof. A

4.2 The case of Poisson functionnals.

We now consider the Poisson case. We will build, following the ideas of Bichteler, Jacod,
[3], a family of shifts S* on €2, such that the family V;* = V; o S* satisfies the assumptions
of the criterion given in Theorem 4.3. We begin with a definition, which describes in which
”directions” we are authorized to perturbe our process.

Definition 4.4 We say that a predictable function v(w, s, a,z) : Qx [0,T] x [0,1] x IR* —
IR? is a direction if it is of class C' in z, and if there exists a deterministic positive
function p(z2) : R* — R such that

[v(w, s, @, 2)| + |V (w, 8,0, 2)| < p(2) (4.16)

17



(where v/ = %v), and

p € LY (IR*,dz) (4.17)
p(z) < [21/2 N1/ |z] (4.18)
Vze R, p(z)<1/2 (4.19)

Let now v be a fixed direction. We associate with v many objects.

We consider a neighborhood A of 0 in B(0,1) C IR%. For A € A, we define the following
perturbation:

I’A(w, t,z,a) =z + Av(w, t, z,a) = 2+ Apvg(w, t, 2, a) + Aoy (w, t, 2, ) (4.20)

One can check that for every A € A, for every w,t,«, the map z — T’ w,t,2,a) is an
increasing bijection from IR* into itself.
For A € A, we set N» = 'A(N): if A is a Borel set of [0,7] x [0,1] x IR*,

T /1
N*(A) :/ / / 1a(s,TMw, 5, 2,@), @) N(w, dz, da, ds) (4.21)
o Jo JIR
We consider the shift S* defined by
Voo SMw) = Volw) , NoS*w) = N*w) (4.22)

We now look for a family of probability measures P on Q satisfying P* o (§*)~! = P. To
this end, we consider the following predictable real valued function on 2 x [0, T] x IR* x [0, 1]

YMNw,s,2,0) =1+ A\l (w, 8,2, 0) + )\yv;(w, S, 2, Q). (4.23)

We have
YMw,s,z,a) — 1| < |A\p(2). (4.24)

Then we consider the following square integrable Doléans-Dade martingale:
t ol -
G =1 +/ / /]R* G2 (Y(s,z,a) —1)N(dz, do, ds). (4.25)
0 Jo

Proposition 4.5 G is strictly positive for everyt € [0,t]. If P is the probability measure
defined by P* = G}..P, then P* o (S*)~! = P. Furthermore,

sup B [(G1)?] < o0 (4.26)
A
Proof. Recall that if

t 1 8
M) = / / / (YN, 5,2, 0) — 1)N(dz, da, ds) (4.27)
o Jo JIR
then (see Jacod-Shiryaev [15] p.59),

G} = Ml (1 + AMN)e AMNs (4.28)
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Since by construction, |Yw, s, z,a) — 1| < % for z € IR* |, the jumps of M?* are greater
than —%, and thus Gi‘ is strictly positive. Now, using the definition of the shift S* and the
Girsanov theorem (see Jacod-Shiryaev [15] p.157), we see that the compensator of N under
P* is TA(Y*.m). But Y has been chosen such that T'*(Y*.m) = m. Indeed, considering a
Borel set A of [0,7] x IR* x [0, 1], we have

t ol
I‘A(Y’\.m)(A):/O/O/]R*1A(3,F’\(s,z,oz),a)Y)‘(s,z,a)dzdads. (4.29)

The substitution 2/ = I''(s, 2, a) implies that T*(Y*.m)(A) = m(A). Hence since the law
of a Poisson point measure is characterized by its intensity, we deduce that L(N*|P?) =
L(N|P). Finally, since Vj is independent of G, it is clear that £(Vp|P*) = L(Vo|P).

It remains to prove (4.26). Let A be fixed. We deduce from (4.28) that

t ol
E[(GM)*] <2+ 2/ / /JR* E {(G;‘)Q(Y)‘(s,a,z) — 1)2} dzdads (4.30)
0 Jo
But we deduce from (4.24) and the fact that p € L' N L (IR*,dz) that
t
E[(G)?Y] <2+ K / E[(@))?] ds (4.31)
0

where K = 2 [jp p?(2)dz. Gronwall’s lemma allows us to conclude. A

4.3 Perturbation and derivation of V,.

In this subsection, we consider a fixed direction v, we use the notations of the previous
subsection, and we study the smoothness of the map A — V? =V, 0S?. Here the a-process
W is fixed, deterministic (from the point of view of the probability space ), and thus
behaves as a parameter.

Proposition 4.6 Let A € A be fized. The perturbed process V?*, defined by V;* = Vi o S?,
satisfies the following equation :

t 1
VA = Vo + / / /IR* Y(VA —W,_(a), (s, a, 2))N(dz, da, ds) (4.32)
0 JO

Proof. It suffices to replace everywhere w by S*(w) in equation (2.15). A

We will need the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.7 Assume (S) and (FS). For each \, equation (4.32) admits a unique solution
belonging a.s. to ID([0,T], IR?).
We furthermore have a.s.

sup |V < oo (4.33)
A0<t<T

We omit the proof of this lemma, because it can be done in the same way as that of the
next one.

The following lemma deals with the possible derivative of V*, which should satisfy the
equation obtained by differentiating formally equation (4.32).
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Lemma 4.8 Assume (S’) and (FS). For each \, the equation

t 1
D} = / / /]R*%((‘Q/\_—st(oz),FA(s,a,z))D;\_N(ds,da,dz) (4.34)
0 JO

t 1
+/ / /B* ’y;(Vs)‘_ — We_ (), FA(S, a, z))v(s, a, z)N(ds, da, dz)
0 Jo

admits a unique solution belonging a.s. to ID([0,T], Max2(IR)).
We have furthermore almost surely

sup |Dj| < oo (4.35)
A0<E<T

Remark that there is no reason why that for some A fixed, say for A = 0, D% belongs to
L?. The only assumption that makes D belonging to L? easily is the Maxwell assumption
B(X,0) = 3(0), which yields that v(X, z) = A(g(z)).X, with ¢ no more depending on X,
and thus vy (X, z) = A(g(2)). In any other case, DY behaves almost as the Doléans-Dade
exponential of a pure jump process with finite variations, belonging to all the L%s, but
this does not imply that D3. belongs to L?. (One easily builds semimartingales which be-
long to all the L9s, and of which the Doléans-Dade exponential is not in L'). This is the
reason why we have to use the a.s. derivatives and the weak criterion given by Theorem 4.1.

Proof. 1) We first prove the uniqueness. We will use Lemma 5.1 of the Appendix, for A
and w fixed. Let thus A be fixed, and let D and E be two cadlag solutions of (4.34). A
simple computation shows that

t 1
D=l [ [ [P =B

Since T'(s, @, 2) = 24+ < A\, v(s, @, 2) >, we deduce from (4.16) and (4.19) that |T*(s, o, 2) —
z| < |z|/2 A1/|z|. Hence, using (2.19) and (2.21) in (F'S), we obtain the existence of a
constant C' such that

vx (VS)‘_ — W, (), T (s, a, z)) ‘ N(ds,da,dz) (4.36)

YV (VL = W (@), T (s,0,2)) | < C (1+ VAP + W (@) 7(2) (4.37)
We set 7(s,a,2z) = (1+|Ws_(a)|P)(z). Then 7 belongs to L!(ds,da,dz), thanks to

(FS) and Lemma (4.1), and hence 7 belongs a.s. to L'(N(ds,da,dz)). We also set a =
1+ supj se(0,7] |V P, which is a.s. finite thanks to Lemma (4.7). We finally obtain

t 1
|Dt—Et|§K6L/ / /
0o Jo JIR

Applying Lemma (5.1), we finally deduce that

Dy — Es_| X 7i(s,c, 2)N(ds, do, dz) (4.38)

sup |Dy — Ey| =0 a.s. (4.39)
[0,7]

which was our aim.
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2) We now prove the existence. We still fix A\. We first consider the simpler equation, for
€ > 0 fixed,

Df = /// V) — W, (a),T(s,a,z))DS_N(ds, do, dz)
|z\<1/e

t 1
+ /0/0/ZR*’Yz(V:{\_—Ws_(a),I‘A(s,a,z))v(s,a,z)N(ds,da,dz) (4.40)

We denote by U; the last term of this equation. Notice that thanks to (2.19) and (2.22) in

(F'S), and thanks to (4.16), a.s., sup |U;| < A, where
[0,1]

<1+Sup|V’\|p> / / / L4 [Wo ()P) p(z)N(ds,da, dz)  (4.41)

is a.s. finite thanks to (4.17) and Lemma 4.7.

Since N|jo.7x[0,1]x{|z|<1/e} 1s a finite counting measure, it can be written (for each w) as
a (finite) sum of n Dirac measures at some points (7}, o, 2;), and one may assume that
0<Ty <Ty<..<T,<T. Thus equation (4.40) can be solved by working recursively on
the time intervals [T}, T;41] :

for t € [0, T3], we set D§ = U,

for t € [T1,To[, we set Df = v (VA _ — Wp—(a1), T (Tis, a1, 21)) + U

and so on...

Then we have to prove that for (almost) all w,

sup |Dj| < oo (4.42)
€,t€[0,T]

Using the same arguments and notations as in the proof of uniqueness, we obtain :

|Df| < A—l—Ka/ / / _|DS_|7i(s, a, z)N (ds, dav, dz) (4.43)

Lemma 5.1 allows us to conclude that

sup | D§| < Aexp </ / / n(1+ Kan(s,a, z)) N(ds,da,dz)) (4.44)

[0,7]

and (4.42) is proved. We finally check that the family D¢ is Cauchy for the supremum norm
(for almost all w fixed). Let € < € be fixed. Then

D~ D / / / W,_(a),T(s,, 2))|| D5 — DY |N(ds, da, d2)

B T 1
+oswp Dy [0 ] W (VA — Wer (@), TN(s, a, 2))| N (ds, da, d=)(4.45)
€,u€[0,T] 0 JOo J1/e<]|z|<1/e

Still using the same notations, we obtain

_ _, t 1 _ _ ,
D — Df| < Ka / / /ZR* (s, a0, 2)| D — D |N(ds, da, dz) + 7 (4.46)
0 JO
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where

) ~ T /1
Z%¢ = sup |Dg] x a,K/ / / n(s,a, z)N(ds,do,dz) (4.47)
€,u€[0,T] 0 Jo J1/e<]z|<1/e

Since 7 belongs (a.s.) to L'(N), it is clear that when €, € go to 0, Z5¢ goes to 0. Lemma
5.1 yields immediately that

sup |DS — Df'| < B x Z9¢ (4.48)
[0,7]

where B is an a.s. finite random variable. The family Df is thus a.s. Cauchy for the
supremum norm on [0, 7], and this concludes the proof of the existence.

3) We finally check (4.35). Still using the same arguments and notations, we obtain

t 1
D) < Ka / / /ZR*ﬁ(s,a,z)|Dg\_|N(ds,da,dz), (4.49)
0 JO

and Lemma 5.1 allows to conclude as usual. AN

Lemma 4.9 Assume (S’) and (F'S). For almost all w, there exists A(w) < oo such that
for all0 <t <T, all \,u € A,

V) = VI < Alx = pf (4.50)

Proof. Let A, u be fixed. Notice that thanks to (FS), to the definition of I'*, and to the
properties of the direction v, there exists a constant C such that

YV = Wee (@), TN (5,0, 2)) = 4 (VIE = Wy (0), (s, 0, 2))]

<O (1+ VAP + [V + |Wo-(@)lP) ()| V2 = VE|

+C (L4 [V + [We()l?) [T (s, 0, 2) = TV(s, @, 2)|

< Csup (14 [V P) x () (1 [War (@)P) x IV = VIE|+ 1A = plo(2))

= Ca (ii(s, 0, 2)| VL = V| + A= plo(e))  (451)

where the last inequality defines some notations. As in the previous proofs, 7 € L'(N)
almost surely, and a is a.s. finite.
We thus deduce that

t 1
VAV < C’a/ / /IR* VA — VP Jii(s, a, 2)N(ds, da, dz)
0 JO

+CalA — yf /0 ! /0 1 /IR* p(2)N(ds, da, dz) (4.52)

Lemma 5.1 allows one more time to conclude. A
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0
Proposition 4.10 For almost all w, the map A\ — Vr}‘ is differentiable on A, and —Vf‘ =

o\
D7
Proof. the proof is very similar to that of the previous proposition. One can check the
existence of an a.s. finite random variable B such that a.s., forall 0 < s < T, all A\,u € A,
V) = VI = D}(A = )| < BIA = pf? (4.53)

A

4.4 Choice of v and inversiblity of DY.

We still have to check that for a good choice of v, D% is a.s. invertible. (That will provide
the condition (iii) in Theorem 4.3). Recall that

t
DY = / dXs.DY_ + H; (4.54)
0
where .
X, = / Vi (Vor = Wo_(a), 2) N(ds, dav, d=) (4.55)
0
and .
H, = / v (Ve — Ws—(a), 2) v(s, a, 2) N (ds, de, dz) (4.56)
0

Using Jacod [14], we compute explicitely D%. First, we denote by K; the Doléans-Dade
exponential of X : for I the unit matrix of Maxa(IR),

t
K= E(X)i=1 +/ X, K, = [[(I +AX,) (4.57)
0 s<t

Then we consider the following sequence of stopping times :
So=0 ; Spy1=inf{t€]S,,T] /det(I +AX,) =0} (4.58)

with the convention inf ) = co. Then the sequence S, is totally inaccessible, and we have,
a.s., for all n, T'# S,,. Furthermore, it is clear that for all n, all t €]S,,, Sp+1[

EX-X")= [] U+AX)) (4.59)
Sp<s<t

is invertible.
We thus know, still from [14], that if w satisfies S,, < T < Sp4+1 = 00, then

DY = E(X — X5)p. lAHSn + E(X — X9 H(I+AX,) tdH, (4.60)
]SH)T}

We finally rewrite (4.60) explicitely :
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Proposition 4.11 For almost all w, there exists n such that S, < T < Sp+1, and

Dy = &(X - X%)r.[AHs, +

1
/]S T}/O / CE(X = XS (T4 (Ve = W (@), 2)) AL (Vi — We (), 2)

v(s,a, z)N(ds, da, dz)} (4.61)

We now choose v. First of all, we denote by k a function from Maya(IR) into [0, 1] such
that
E(M)=0 <= detM =0 (4.62)

and such that the map

E(M)(M—H)T if det M #0
M — (4.63)
0 if detM =0

is of class Cp° from Moy (IR) into itself.
We also consider a C! function f from IR* into ]0, 1] such that for some ¢ €]0, 1]

FI+171<e 5 1f@I+IFEI< /281121 5 [f1+ 1€ L' R dz)  (4.64)
Definition 4.12 We set

v (Vee = We_(a),2)"
1+ [V |p + [We—(a) P

v(s,a, z)

(47 (Vae = War(@),2) " x b (I + 7 (Ve = Wi (), 2))
1+ Ve |P + [We— ()P

E(X = X5 REX — X)) x f(2) (4.65)
If ¢ is small enough, which we assume, then v is a direction in the sense of Definition 4.4.
Lemma 4.13 Almost surely, AHg, =0 for all n such that S,, < T.

Proof. The stopping time S, is a time of jump of the Poisson measure. Let us denote by
(as,, zs, ) the associated jump. We know, from the definition of S, that det(/+AXg, ) = 0,
which implies that det( + % (Vs, — Ws, (as,), zs,)) = 0. Hence, thanks to the definition
of v and k, we deduce that v(S,,as,,, zs,) = 0, which clearly implies the result. A

Remark 4.14 (i) We deduce from the lemma above that in order to prove that D% is a.s.
invertible, it suffices to check that for any n, for all w satisfying S, < T < Spt+1, A} is a.s.
invertible, where

1
Np = [ e = XS T o (Ve = W), )
15,,71Jo JIR
v (Ve — Ws_(a), 2) v(s, o, 2) N (ds, der, dz) (4.66)
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(ii) We can also write, using the explicit expression of v,

n / E(X — X)L dR,.E(X — XS) LT (4.67)
150,11
where
1
Ry — / / / J(Veo — Wa_(a),2) x h(s,a,2) x f(z)N(ds,dov,dz)  (4.68)
15,,71 Jo JIR
with, for X € R?,
J(X,2) = (I +75(X,2)) " (X, 29X, )T (T + 9k (X, 2) 0T (4.69)
and
hs,, 2) = 1 ) k(I +~y (Voo — We(a), 2)) k(EX — X5),_)

(14 [Vee|P + [We— (@) P)?

(4.70)
For all X, z, J(X,z) is a symmetric nonnegative matriz. The function h is always non-
negative. Hence Ry is nonnegative, symmetric, and increasing for the strong order. Since
h does never vanish, and since (X — X501 is invertible for all s €]S,,T), it suffices to
prove that a.s., for all0 < s <t < T, Ry — Ry is invertible, where

R = /]Snﬂ /0 1 /]R* T(Vee — W, (a), 2) x f(2)N(ds, da, d2) (4.71)
We finally prove
Proposition 4.15 With our choice of v, D% s a.s. invertible.
Proof. We of course use the previous remark. The proof necessitates several steps.

Step 1 : Let X and Y be two non zero vectors of IR?. Then

/ AT (X2 Ty 0} 7 = 00 (4.72)
To prove this, we first set (X, z) = 7.(X, 2)7.(X, 2)T. Notice that, by definition of ~,
I(X,2) = (gL(X,2))" A'(g(X, 2) X X" A'(9(X, )" (4.73)

But it is clear, see Section 2, that ¢/, does never vanish. Hence, thanks to the substitution
0 = g(X, z), we obtain (see Section 2 again)

/IR* Liyrr(x,2)y201dz = /_ Liym aro)x xT ar(9) Ty 0y B(X, 0)db (4.74)

But a simple computation shows that Y7 A’(0) X X7 A’(0)7Y does 1_ r)(#)df-almost never
vanish (for X # 0 and Y # 0 fixed). Since ["_ B(X,60)df = oo, the proof of Step 1 is fin-
ished.
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Step 2 : For all s € [0,T], for almost all w,

1
/0 Ly, —w._(a)z0ydo >0 (4.75)

Indeed, we know from assumption (F'S) (i) and Lemma 4.2 that £(Vs), and thus L, (W)
is not a Dirac mass. Hence, for any deterministic X € IR?,

1
/o Lix—w,_(a)z0yda = Po(Ws # X) >0 (4.76)

Since w is fixed, Vs_(w) is ” a-deterministic”, and hence (4.76) holds for X = V,_(w), which
drives immediately to (4.75).

Step 3 : Associating Steps 1 and 2, we finally deduce : for all non-zero vector Y € R?, all
s € 10,7, a.s.,

1
/0 / e L ALV =W (@)X 2L (Ve = Wi (0),2)TY 002 = 00 (4.77)

Step 4 : Let s > 0 and Y € IR*/{0} be fixed. We now prove that on the set S, < T <
Spt+1 = o0, for all s > S, a.s. for all ¢ €]s, T,

YT (R, — R)Y >0 (4.78)

To this end, we introduce the following stopping time.

u 1
T(Y) = 1nf {U > S / / / . A 1{YTJ(VS,—W57(a)X)Y>0}N(d87 da,dZ) > O} (479)

We just have to check that a.s., 7(Y) = 0. We have, by construction, a.s.,

7(Y) 1
L /ZR* /0 1{YTJ(V5,—WS,(a)X)Y>O}N(d87 dOé, dZ) S 1 (480)
Taking the expectation in this expression, we obtain
7(Y) 1
E </8 /]R* A 1{YTJ(VS—WS(OJ)X)Y>0}d8dadZ> S 1 (481)

and, we deduce that a.s.,

7(Y) 1
/ /B* /0 1{yTJ(VS__WS_(Q)X)y>0}d8dadz < 00 (482)

Due to (4.77), this is not possible, except if 7(Y) = 0 a.s.

Step 5 : The previous step shows that on the set S, < T < S,41 = o0, for all s €]S,,T],
a.s., for all u €]s,T|, R, — Rs is invertible.

What we have to prove is that on the set S, < T < S,+1 = o0, for all a.s., s €]S,,T], for
all u €]s,T], R, — Rs is invertible.

This extension is not hard, by using the fact that R is increasing.

The proof is complete
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4.5 Conclusion.

We finally are able to conclude the

Proof of Theorem 2.11. Since T > 0 is arbitrarily fixed, it of course suffices to prove that
the law of Vp admits a density. We thus apply Theorem 4.3 with X = Vp. The family X*
is defined by V;? = Vir 0 S?, the shift S* being defined by (4.22), relatively to the direction
v chosen in Definition 4.12. Condition (i) of Theorem 4.3 is satisfied thanks to Proposition
4.5. Condition (ii) holds thanks to Proposition 4.10. Finally, Proposition 4.15 shows that
condition (iii) is met. Hence the law of Vp admits a density, which was our aim. A

5 Appendix.
Our purpose is to prove the following Gronwall type lemma.

Lemma 5.1 Let X be a measurable space. We consider a counting o -finite measure p(dt, dx)
on [0,T] x X. Let n(s,z) be a positive function belonging to L'(u). Then every bounded
positive function ¢, on [0,T], such that for all t > 0,

st [ [ eontsoutds, i (5.1)

is bounded by
T

sup ¢ < aexp (/ / In(1+ n(s,x))u(ds,d:c)) (5.2)
0o Jx

(0,77

Proof. We divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1 : We begin with the case where u(n # 0) < oo. In this case, we can consider that
the support of p is finite, and thus that  is of the form 7" | 67, x,), with 0 <T1 < T3 <
.. < T, <T. Then we use (5.1). First, for all ¢t < 71,

pr<a (5.3)
from which we deduce, for all t € [T, T3],
or < a+an(T, X1) < a(l+n(T1, X1)) (5.4)

which clearly also holds for all ¢ € [0,73[. And so on... We finally obtain that for all
t € [0,T],

or < a(l+n(Th,X1)) x ... x (L+n(T,, X))
< aexp <z": In(1 + n(Ti,Xi))>

i=1

< aexp (/OT/Xln(l + n(s,x)),u(ds,dx)) (5.5)
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which was our aim.

Step 2 : If pu(n # 0) < oo, then we split the space X = X, U XS, in such a way that for all €,
w([0,T] x X¢) < oo, and such that X, grows to X when € goes to 0. Then we rewrite (5.1)
as

pslarudt [ [ puntsouds, i) (5.6)

where

w) =l el [ [ nts,en(ds, o 6:1)

clearly goes to 0 since 7 € L*(p). Applying Step 1, we obtain for each e

sup ¢ < (a + uc) exp </0T /X In(1 + n(s,x))u(ds, dm)) (5.8)

[0,7]

Making € tend to 0 drives immediately to the conclusion. A
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