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THE ZERO-NOISE LIMIT OF SDES WITH L* DRIFT

ULRIK SKRE FJORDHOLM, MARKUS MUSCH, AND ANDREY PILIPENKO

ABSTRACT. We study the zero-noise limit for autonomous, one-dimensional
ordinary differential equations with discontinuous right-hand sides. Although
the deterministic equation might have infinitely many solutions, we show, un-
der rather general conditions, that the sequence of stochastically perturbed
solutions converges to a unique distribution on classical solutions of the deter-
ministic equation. We provide several tools for computing this limit distribu-
tion.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider a scalar, autonomous ordinary differential equation (ODE) of the form

dX
E(t) =a(X(t)) for t > 0, (1.1)
X(0)=0

where a: R — R is Borel measurable. (The initial data X(0) = 0 can be trans-
lated to an arbitrary point xg € R, if needed.) If the drift a is non-smooth then
uniqueness of solutions might fail — this is the Peano phenomenon. To distinguish
physically reasonable solutions from non-physical ones, we add stochastic noise to
the equation, with the aim of letting the noise go to zero. Thus, we consider a
stochastic differential equation

dX.(t) = a(X.(t))dt + dW (¢),

X.(0) = 0. (1.2)

where W (¢) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion on a given probability space
(Q,F,P), and € > 0. By the Zvonkin—Veretennikov theorem [28| 29], equation
has a unique strong solution.

In this paper we consider the following problem:

Identify the limit lim._,o X, and show that it satisfies (|1.1)).
Somewhat informally, the challenges are:

e determining whether the sequence { X, }. (or a subsequence) converges, and
in what sense;

e identifying the limit(s), either by a closed form expression or some defining
property;

e proving that the limit solves by passing to the limit in the (possibly
discontinuous) term a(X;).

The problem originated in the 1981 paper by Veretennikov [27], and was treated
extensively in the 1982 paper by Bafico and Baldi [2]. Ouly little work has been
done on this problem since then, despite its great interest. The original work of
Bafico and Baldi dealt with the Peano phenomenon for an autonomous ordinary
differential equation. They considered continuous drifts which are zero at some
point and are non-Lipschitz continuous on at least one side of the origin. In their
paper they show that the ¢ — 0 limit of the probability measure that represents
the solution of the stochastic equation is concentrated on at most two trajectories.
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Further, they compute explicitly some limit probability measures for specific drifts.
Unfortunately, since the result of Bafico and Baldi relies on the direct computation
of the solution of an elliptic PDE, it only works in one dimension. In one dimension
this elliptic PDE reduces to a second-order boundary value problem for which an
explicit solution can be computed. Therefore, there is little hope that this approach
will also work in higher dimensions.

The only other work that is known to us dating back to the previous century is
the paper by Mathieu from 1994 [18]. In 2001 Grandinaru, Herrmann and Roynette
published a paper [12] which showed some of the results of Bafico and Baldi using
a large deviations approach. Herrmann did some more work on small-noise limits
later on together with Tugaut [13] 14} [15].

Yet another approach to Bafico and Baldi’s original problem was presented by
Delarue and Flandoli in [8]. They apply a careful argument based on exit times.
Noteworthy it also works in arbitrary dimension but with a very specific right-hand
side, in contrast to the original assumption of a general continuous function; see
also Trevisian [26]. We also point out the recent paper by Delarue and Maurelli
[9], where multidimensional gradient dynamics with Holder type coefficients was
perturbed by a small Wiener noise.

The 2008 paper by Buckdahn, Ouknine and Quincampoix [7] shows that the the
zero noise limit is concentrated on the set of all Filippov solutions of . Since
this set is potentially very large, this result is of limited use to us.

Even less work was done for zero noise limits with respect to partial differential
equations. To our best knowledge the only paper published so far is Attanasio and
Flandoli’s note on the linear transport equation [IJ.

A new approach was proposed by Pilipenko and Proske when the drift in
has Hoélder-type asymptotics in a neighborhood of £ = 0 and the perturbation is a
self-similar noise [2I]. They used space-time scaling and reduce a solution of the
small-noise problem to a study of long time behaviour of a stochastic differential
equation with a fized noise. This approach can be generalized to multidimensional
case and multiplicative Levy-noise perturbations [22] [T'7] [19] 23].

1.1. Uniqueness of classical solutions. If the drift a = a(z) is continuous then
the question of existence and uniqueness of solutions of is well established. If
a is continuous then it’s known since Peano that there always exists at least one
solution (at least for small times). Binding [4] found that the solution is unique if
and only if a satisfies a so-called Osgood condition at all zeros x¢ of a:

To 1 zo+0 1
/xo—& a(z) A0 : o /3,C a(z) V0 = o (1.3)

0

for all § € (0,dp) for some o > 0. (Here and in the remainder we denote o A 8 ==
min(a, ) and oV 8 := max(«, 8).) The unique solution starting at x is then given
by

x ifa(z) =0

AYt) ifa(z) #£0 (1.4)

X(t;z) = {

(at least for small t), where A(y) := [’ 1/a(z)dz and A~! is its inverse function.
If a is discontinuous — say, a € L°°(R) — then the question of existence and
uniqueness is much more delicate. The paper [I0] gives necessary and sufficient
conditions for the uniqueness of Filippov solutions of (L.1)). We remark here that
the extension to Filippov solutions might lead to non-uniqueness, even when the
classical solution is unique. To see this, let £ C R be measure-dense, i.e. a set for
which both U N E and U \ FE have positive Lebesgue measure for any nonempty,
open set U C R (see [25] for the construction of such a set), and let « = 1+ 1g.
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Then is the unique classical solution for any starting point x € R, whereas
any function satisfying %X(t) € [1,2] for a.e. t > 0 will be a Filippov solution. We
will show that even in cases such as this one, the stochastically perturbed solutions
converge to the classical solution, and not just any Filippov solution, as was shown
in [7].

1.2. Main result. We aim to prove that the distribution of solutions X, of
converges to a distribution concentrated on either a single solution of the determin-
istic equation , or two “extremal” solutions. Based on the discussion in the
previous section, we can divide the argument into cases depending on whether a is
positive, negative or changes sign in a neighbourhood, and in each case, whether
an Osgood-type condition such as holds. The case of negative drift is clearly
analogous to a positive drift, so we will merely state the results for negative drift,
without proof.

Under the sole assumption a € L*>(R), the sequence {X,}. is weakly relatively
compact in C([0,T]), for any T" > 0. (Indeed, by , X, — eW is uniformly

Lipschitz, and eW 5 0 as e — 0. See e.g. [3] for the full argument.) Hence, the
problems are to characterize the distributional limit of any convergent subsequence,
to determine whether the entire sequence converges (i.e., to determine whether
the limit is unique), and to determine whether the sense of convergence can be
strengthened.

Without loss of generality we will assume that the process starts at x = 0. If
a(0) = 0 but a does not satisty the Osgood condition at x = 0, then both ¢ _
and 14 are classical solutions of (along with infinitely many other solutions),

where s 1
i (t) = AZH(), where Ay (x) = / @ dz for x € Ry. (1.5)
o a(z
Generally, the functions ¥4 are defined in a neighborhood of 0. We have assumed
that a is bounded, so 1+ cannot blow up in finite time, but they can reach singular
points Ry where Ay blow up. If t1 € (0,00] are the times when 9, (t1) = Ry
then we set 14 (t) = Ry for all ¢ > tL. We aim to prove that the distribution of
X, converges to a distribution concentrated on the two solutions ¥ _, 14, and to
determine the weighting of these two solutions.

Theorem 1.1. Let a € L™ (R) satisfy a > 0 a.e. in (—dg, ) for some 69 > 0, and

o q
/0 @dz<oo. (1.6)

Then, for any T > 0, X. converges uniformly in probability to 1 :
P
X =¥l goay =0 ase—0. (1.7)
An analogous result holds for negative drifts, with obvious modifications.

The proof of Theorem [I.1] for strictly positive drifts a is given in Section [3] while
the general case is considered in Section [5| The final theorem applies also to signed
drifts:

Theorem 1.2. Let a € L*™°(R) satisfy

0 1 !
— —d —d 1.
/a a(z) A0 S /0 a(z) V0 e (18)

for some oo < 0 < B (compare with (1.3))). Let {er}r be some sequence satisfying
er >0 and limg_, o €, = 0, and define

$0 0 =50 (0) i /Orexp(:2 /O a(w)du) dz. (1.9)

P e (B) = 50, (@)
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Then {P., }i is weakly convergent if {py}r converges. Defining p = limy py and
P = wlimy, P, , we have
P=(1 —p)5¢7 —|—p5¢+. (1.10)
The proof is given in Section [d] where we also provide tools for computing p.

1.3. Outline of the paper. We now give an outline of the rest of this manuscript.
In Section [2] we give several technical results on convergence of SDEs with respect
to perturbations of the drift; the relation between the solution and its exit time;
and the distribution of the solution of an SDE. The goal of Section [3]is to prove
Theorem in the case where a > 0, and in Section [5| we extend to the case
a > 0. In Section [4 we prove Theorem [I.2 and provide several results on sufficient
conditions for convergence. Finally, we give some examples in Section [6]

2. TECHNICAL RESULTS

In this section we list a few technical results. The first two results are comparison
principles. In order to prove them we use approximations by SDEs with smooth
coefficients and the classical results on comparison. Since we do not suppose that
the drift is smooth or even continuous, the results are not standard.

Theorem 2.1. Let {a,: R — R},>¢ be uniformly bounded measurable functions
such that a, — ag pointwise a.e. as n — oo. Let X,, be a solution to the SDE

t
Xn(t) = ap —|—/ an (X, (8))ds + W(t), t €10,T].
0
Then {X,,}n converges uniformly in probability:
P
| Xn(t) — XO(t)HC([O,T]) —0 as n — 00.

For a proof, see e.g. [20, Theorem 2.1].

Theorem 2.2. Let ay,as: R — R be locally bounded measurable functions satisfy-
ing a1 < as and let ©1 < xo. Let X1, Xo be solutions to the equations

Xi(t) =x; + /t a;(X;(s))ds + W(t), i=1,2.

Then
X1(t) < Xa(t) Viz=0
with probability 1.
The proof is given in Appendix [A]

Lemma 2.3. Let {fn}n>1 C C([0,T]) be a uniformly convergent sequence of non-
random continuous functions and let fo € C([0,T]) be a strictly increasing function.
Set TE = inf{t >0: fu(t) = x} for every n > 0, and assume that

o for every € (fo(0), fo(T) NQ.
Then
o= Jo in C([0,T]) as n — oo.

Proof. Let T := f; *(Q), and note that this is a dense subset of [0, T], since f; ' is
continuous. Let ¢ € T be arbitrary and let = := fy(t) € Q. By assumptions of the
lemma we have ¢ = 7§ = lim,_,o 7.7. Moreover, since f,(72) = x for sufficiently
large n, we have

fO(t) :x:nlingofn(Tyf) :nlingofn(t)v (2'1)
the last step following from the fact that f,, converges uniformly and 7% — 7§ =t

as n — oo. Thus, {f,}» converges pointwise to fy on a dense subset of [0, T]. But
{fn}n is uniformly convergent by assumption, so necessarily f,, — fo uniformly. O
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Corollary 2.4. Let {&,}n>1 be a sequence of continuous stochastic processes &, : [0, 00) —
R that is locally uniformly convergent with probability 1. Let & be a strictly in-
creasing continuous process satisfying £(0) = 0 and limy_ oo &o(t) = oo. Set

72 =inf{t > 0:&,(t) = z} and assume that

T EA 7 for every x € [0,00) N Q.

Then
& — &0 locally uniformly with probability 1.

Proof. Enumerate the positive rational numbers as Q N (0,00) = {xy, }n. Select a
sequence {n} };, such that

klim T:fll =75t P-a.s.
— 00 k

Then select a sub-subsequence {n?}; of {n}}; such that

lim 72
k—oo ™k

=75 P-a.s.,
and so on. Then
]P’(VjEN lim Tz,i:ng):l.
k—oo Mk
From Lemma 23] it follows that
IP’( lim &, =& uniformly in [O,T]) =1

k—oo Tk

for any 7' > 0. This yields the result. O

Assume that a,o0: R — R are bounded measurable functions, o is separated from
zero. It is well known that the stochastic differential equation

dg(t) = a(&(t))dt + o (&(2))dW (t), ¢ >0,

has a unique (weak) solution, which is a continuous strong Markov process, i.e., £
is a diffusion process.

Denote L = a(z)L + %a%x)% and let s and m be a scale function and a
speed measure of &, see details in [24], Chapter VII]. Define the hitting time of £ as
7V :=inf{t > 0:£(t) = y}. Recall that s and m are well-defined up to constants,

and s is a non-degenerate L-harmonic function, i.e.,

Ls=0, (2.2)
in particular
v Y 2a(z) )
s(x) = exp —/ ——=dz | dy, 2.3
@)= e (- [ 25 (2.3
and
2

m(dy) = ————=dy
s'(y)o(y)?
for any choices of y1,y2, see [24, Chapter VII, Exercise 3.20].

Theorem 2.5. Let 1 < xo be arbitrary.
(i) [24 Chapter VII, Proposition 3.2 and Exercise 3.20]

]P)w(,rwl /\T12 <OO) :]_ V(Ee [Q’;l,xQ]
and

s(x2) — s(x)

B <) = ) = oto)

Yz € [x1, 2],



6 U. S. FJORDHOLM, M. MUSCH, AND A. PILIPENKO

(i) [24, Chapter VII, Corollary 3.8] For any I = (x1,22), © € I and for any
non-negative measurable function f we have

TPLATT2 To
([ steoar) = [ smma) (25
0 z1
where G = Gy is a symmetric function such that

Gyl y) = @) = 8@1))(s(x2) = 5(y)

s(x2) — s(x1)

, r1 <2 <Y< T

Remark 2.6.
(i) The function a(zx) = EI( N AT f({(t))dt) from the left-hand side of ([2.5])

is a solution to
Lu(z) = —f(x), x € (z1,x2)
{ﬁ(ml) = u(z9) = 0.
The function G from is the corresponding Green function, in the sense
that @(z) can be written as the right-hand side of .

(#) If we take f(z) =1 in (2.5)), then we get a formula for the expectation of the
exit time u(x) = E* (771 A 7%2), x € [z1, 22]. In particular,

) v 2 v ds [, @(y)dy
u(z) = —/xl 29(y) /OE1 Wdy+ /I1 2(1)@)/1 o(2)%2®(2) dyf;f P(y)dy’

1

where ®(z) = exp (— [r 2a(z)d,z) .

z1 o(z)?

Finally, the following result will be quite useful when taking limits o = o.(z) =
€ — 0 in terms such as s and u above.

Lemma 2.7. Let « < 8 and € # 0, let f,g € L'((o, 8)) with f > 0 almost
everywhere, and let

ge(y) = /yﬁ exp (— /yz fg)du> %g(z) dz, y € [a, B].

Then ge — g as € — 0 in L' ((o, B)) and pointwise a.e. iny € (a, ). The same is

true if
s = [ (- [T a) Boyas e

The proof is given in Appendix [A] Note that this lemma provides a positive
answer to the question raised by Bafico and Baldi in |2 Remark b in Section 6] on
whether [2, Proposition 3.3] still holds under the sole assumption of [ 1/a(z)dz <
+00.

3. POSITIVE DRIFTS

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem [I.I} In order to prove the
theorem, we first prove the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let a € L*®(R) and assume that there exist positive constants
dg,c_ > 0 such that

a(x) =2 c_  for a.e. x € (—dg,00). (3.1)
Then we have the uniform convergence in probability
1 Xe — Y lleqom) B0 ase—=0forallT>0. (3.2)
Proof of Theorem[3.1 The proof consists of these steps:
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1. Show weak relative compactness of {Xc}..
2. Show that Xj is strictly increasing, where X is a limit point of {X_}..
3. Reduce to proving convergence of the hitting times 7¢ — 7, see Lemma[2.3]

Step 1: For any T > 0 the family {X.}.c(0,1) is weakly relatively compact in
C(]0,T]) (see e.g. [3]). Since v is non-random, the convergence statement (3.2)) is
equivalent to the weak convergence

Xe =y in C(]0,T]) as € — 0.
for any T > 0. To prove the latter, it suffices to verify that if {X,, }; is any
convergent subsequence, then 1 is its limit.

Step 2: Assume that X., = X, as k — oo. Since
t
X, () = / (X, (s))ds +exW () Vte 0T,
0

and g, W it 0, Slutsky’s theorem implies that also

/0 (X (s))ds = Ko in C((0,T]). (3.3)

By Skorokhod’s representation theorem [3, Theorem 1.6.7], we may assume that the
convergence in (3.3)) happens almost surely. Since ¢ < a < ¢y (for some ¢} > 0),
we conclude that

Xo(t2) = Xo(t1)
lo —1

In particular, X is strictly increasing.

Step 3: Notice that assumption implies that limg_, o 94 (t) = +00. Define

72 =inf{t 20 : X.(t) =z}, 5 =1inf{t >0 : ¢ (t) =2} = A(z)

S

where A(z) = [} a(z)"'dz (cf. (L4)). By Corollary it is enough to show
convergence in probability of 7.:

c_ < <ecy Y t1,t2 € [0,T], almost surely.

TZ R A(x) as € — 0 for every x € QN [0, 00). (3.4)

To check it is sufficient to verify that
iii% E(r?) = A(z) for any x € Q N[0, c0), (3.5a)
Eli_r}r%) Var(7f) =0 for any © € QN [0, c0). (3.5b)

We prove these properties under less restrictive conditions on a, given in the lemma
below.

Lemma 3.2. Let R,6 > 0 and let a € L= (R) satisfy a > 0 a.e. in (=06, R). Assume
that the Osgood-type condition

A
——dz < 00 (3.6)
/0 a(z)
is satisfied. Denote A(r) = [, a(z)"*dz for r € [0, R]. Then

lim P (770 > 1) =1 VO0<z<R, (3.7a)
e—0
limo E*(77° AT0) = A(r)—A(x) Vo<z<r<R. (3.7b)
e—

Moreover, if a(x) = c_ for x € (—oo0, —0) for some constant c_ > 0, then also

liH(l) EO(77) = A(r) VOo<r<R, (3.7¢)
e—
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and if a(x) = c— > 0 for all x € R, then
lim Var®(77) = 0 VOo<r<R (3.7d)
e—0

We finalize the proof of Theorem [3.1] and then prove the claims of Lemma [3:2]
separately. Define the function

i) = {a(m) if & > =4,

c_ if x < =6,

and denote the solution to the corresponding stochastic differential equation by X..
It follows from Lemma B.2] that

1Xe — ¥ lleqom) 50  ase—0foral T>0.

Uniqueness of the solution yields P(X.(¢) = X.(t) for t < 77°) = 1. It is easy to
see that P(7-% = oo) — 1 as ¢ — 0. This completes the proof of Theorem [3.1} O

Proof of (3.74) in Lemma[3.4 By Theorem 2.5i)} we can write

Pr(rl <770 = ==

for every = € [0,r], where (cf. (2.3))

xr 2 Yy
se(x) ::/ e BW/E gy, B(y) ::2/ a(z)dz. (3.8)
—5 -6
We have
0
5¢(0) = / e~ BWI/E gy > e~ BO)/< (3.9)
-5

since B is nondecreasing. For sufficiently small € > 0 we can find y. > 0 such that
B(y.) = B(0) + . Note that y. — 0 as ¢ — 0. Again using the fact that B is
nondecreasing, we can estimate

.
se(r) = s:(0) + / e P/ dy < s5:(0) + yse_B(O)/EQ +(r — ys)e_B(yE)/E2
0
< e BO)/E (35(0) + Ye + re_l/s).

Using (3.9)), we get

55(0)63(0)/62 < 0
5:(0)eBO/e oy trel/e 7 § 4y fre-t/e

Po(rl <72°) 2
Since y. + e~/ — 0 as e — 0, we conclude that P*(77 < 7-%) - lase — 0. O

Proof of (3.70) in Lemma[3.4 We will show that for any r € (0, R] and z € [0,7],
we have lim._,oE* (720 A77) = [ a(z)"'dz. It follows from Theorem with

x1==0,za=r, f=1, =5 (cf. (3.8)) and m = m,. (cf. (2.4))) that for any § > 0
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and z € [0,r],

T

]E””(T;‘;/\TET) :[5

— [ Gwaymetan) + [ Gulopymetay
—5 T
ay)+ [ =D, ()

Ge(z,y) me(dy)

_ /w se(y)(se(r) —se(@)
—48 se(r) se(r)
B T Ss(y) s (1) — s.(z))m ss(x) TS o .
= [ B ) = sewpymetan) + [ el) = ) me)
pe (@)

=:pe(y) =
[ o [[Cem (= [ 200) ] 2o ([ 26202)
20000,) 0] 2oy ([ 20y

+p5($)/; UyTeXp (— e »
Z/I ps(y)/;eXp (—/yz Z(Qu)dU)

-5
™ I z 2 2
+ pe(®) exp (—/ (18(2u) du) = dzdy
Y
2

z Jy
a Z) ]]-(ac,r)(z) dzdy

= /z p=(y) /yT exp < /yz QZ(QU) du) 22 a(z)

-5
T * 2a(u) 2a(z) 1
—|—pe($)/m /y exp (—/y = du> = a(2) dzdy
— I +1I..
By Theoremwe have p.(z) = P*(77% > 77), and (3.74) in Lemmaimplies
that lim.,op.(x) = 1 for every € [0,7]. Letting f(z) = 2a(z) and g(z) =
ﬁ]l(‘m)(z) for z € [0,7], we see that the z-integral in II. can be written as

/yr exp <— /yz fig)du) %g(z) dz.

Note that f,g € L'([0,7]), by (3.6). Thus, we can apply Lemma with o = 0,

" “ 2a(z 2

) = [ o (= [ 200) Faus gto)
Y y € €

in L([0,7]) and pointwise a.e. as € — 0, so that

Hs%/;g(y)dy/;a(ly)dy-

A similar manipulation will hold for I., with the same functions f and g, yielding

1
I€—>/ —— 1z (y)dy = 0.
s aly) ( )( )

B =1 to get

Putting these together gives
T
: z(_—05 N _ 12 _
ilg(l)E (720 ATL) —gll)I%)IE +1I. = /;,; ()

This concludes the proof.
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Proof of (3.7d) in Lemma[3.4 For any x € [0,r), note that lims_, o0 E* (770 A
77) = E*(77). Using (3.10) and the assumption a > ¢_ > 0 it is easy to obtain the
uniform estimates for expectations and to see that lim._,o E°(77) = A(r). O

Proof of (3.7d) in Lemma[3.4 Let X. solve (L.2) and define Y.(t) = e 2X.(c%t).
Substitution into (1.2)) then gives

Ye(t) = /ota(€2Y€(8)) ds + B(t) (3.11)

where B(t) = e“1W (?t) is another Brownian motion. Applying the same scaling
to 7, we see that if 7 is the exit time of Y, from (—oco,n] then 77 = =275 ", To
this end, fix * > 0, let n = ¢~ 2z (assumed for simplicity to be an integer) and

define the increments ¢! = 7!, (2 = n2 — 7!, ..., (? = 7% — 771 The strong
Markov property ensures that (1, ..., (" are independent random variables. Hence,

Var(r%) = e*Var(7") = e*Var (Z Cf)
k=1

= ¢t Z Var(¢F).
k=1

Hence, if we can bound Var(¢¥) by a constant independent of ¢, then Var(7%) <
e*Cn = Cxe? — 0, and we are done. To this end, note first the naive estimate
Var(¢*) < E((¢¥)?). Next, we invoke the comparison principle Theorembetween
Y, and

Z(t) = /Ot c_dt+ B(t) = c_t + B(t),

yielding Z.(t) < Yc(t) for all t > 0, almost surely. Hence, n' < 7', where 77" is the
exit time of Z., and correspondingly, ¢¥ < (¥ for k = 1,...,n. Since (Cf)g:l are
identically distributed, we get

E((¢5)?) <E((¢))?) =E((¢2)%) =E((72)?).

To estimate the latter, we have (letting p; = Law(B;) = ﬁe“"ww))

P(Fl>t)=P(Fl >t ct+ B, <1)+ PRl >t, c_t+ B, > 1)

=0

<P(e—t+ By <1) =P(B; < 1—c_t)

l1—c_t 1 < |£C|2> p
= ——exp| ——— | dx
oo V2t P 2t

_ 1 (1—C—t)/\/feXp _@ iy
V2T J s 2 .
It follows that

1\2 > 1 1 > (1me-t)/ vt ly|?
E((7 = 2tP(7 >tdt<7/ 2t/ ex (—)ddt<oo,
() = [ ur > o< o= [T [ p(-11) gy

and we are done. O

Using the above theorem and standard comparison principles, we extend the
result to drifts satisfying an Osgood-type condition:

Lemma 3.3. Let a € L*(R) satisfy a > 0 a.e. in (—dp,00) for some 6o > 0.
Assume that for all R > 0,
I
——dz < 00.
o a(z)
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Then, for any T > 0, X. converges to . :
P
HXE—@[JJFHC([O’T]) —0 ase — 0 forallT >0 (3.12)
(where V¥4 is the mazimal solution (|1.5))).

Proof. As in the proof of Theoremwe know that { X, }. is weakly relatively com-
pact, so it has some weakly convergent subsequence {X., }5. Due to Skorokhod’s
representation theorem [3, Theorem 1.6.7] there exists a sequence of copies XE of
Xe), that satisfy the corresponding SDEs with Wiener processes B,, and such that
{X., }x converges almost surely to some continuous non-decreasing process X:

P(klgr;o Xz, = Xllcqory =0 VT > o) =1 (3.13)

The limit process is non-decreasing, so without loss of generality we may assume
that function a is such that a(z) = c— for all z € (—o0, —dp), where c_ > 0 is a
constant. Define a,, = a+1/n, let )N(n,s be the corresponding stochastic process and
let X,, denote the solution of the corresponding deterministic problem. It holds for
all n € N that a,, > /n, thus the result above holds for n.

Let n*, 2 , 7y o, » T, and 7% be the hitting times of X, XE,C7 X, x> Xn and Yy,
respectlvely By the comparison principle Theorem [2.2] we know that

Xn ey = Xsk, or equivalently, The, ST, VT (3.14)

N,k
(cf. Lemma It follows from Theorem . that X, ., — X, a.s. as k — oo,
which together Wlth and (3.14) implies
X, > X, or equivalently, o<tV . (3.15)

The lower semi-continuity of a hitting time with respect to its process also implies
that 7% < liminfy_ o L, a.s. for any x > 0. Hence, for any =z > 0,

Ax) = li_>m Ap(z) = lim 77 < E(x”)
n o0 n—oo
<E(liminfrs, ) <liminfE(r?,) = A(2),

the last equality following from in Lemma Hence, E(7*) = A(x) for all
x > 0, and since 7% > 77 — A(z) as n — oo, we conclude that 7% = A(z) almost
surely for every x > 0, so Corollary implies that X = A~1 = 14 almost surely.
Since 14 is non-random, we have the uniform convergence in probability

P(,}LH;O | Xe, — Ysllcqor) =0 VT > 0) =

And finally, since the limit v is unique, we can conclude that the entire sequence
{X.}. converges. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem [[.I] under the additional condition that
a >0 a.e. in (—dp,0):

Proof of Theorem[1.1] for positive a. The case when fo Z@)Vo )vo < oo for any R >0

(and hence, in particular, @ > 0 a.e. in (—dp,00)) has been considered in Lemma
Thus, we can assume that there is some R > 0 such that a > 0 a.e. on (=, R),
and for any (small) 6 > 0,

R—§ R+$

/ Az < oo but / _dv = 0. (3.16)
0 a(x) 0 a(x) V0

Recall that
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(Note that A(R) may be equal to co.) The proof of the theorem consists of the
following steps:

1. Prove the theorem for the stopped process X (- A 7.%)

2. Prove the theorem for nonnegative drifts

3. Extend to possibly negative drifts.
Step 1. Set Gy (x) = a(x)ly<pr—1/ + lo>r-1/,, for m € N, and note that @y,
satisfies the conditions of Lemma h Let )?m,e denote the solution to the cor-
responding SDE, X, its limit, and 7, ., 7, the corresponding hitting times. It
follows from the uniqueness of a solution that

P(AEc/m =7 ) =1 and P(Xne(t) = Xolt) VE<FE/m) =1,

m

Thus, by Lemma [3.3

sup | Xc(tA ?ER_l/m) — AT (tA ?ER_l/’")‘ Lo ase — 0 for all T > 0,
t€[0,T]

sup ‘)?m,g (tA ?ER_I/M) — AT (tA ?ER_V’")‘ £o ase —0foral T >0,
te[0,T]
(3.17)

for every m € N. o

Let X be a limit point of {X.}. and X., = X as k — oo. It follows from
(3.17) that Xo(- A Tnli”_l/m) = A*17(~ A TTI,%L_]/”), and since m is arbitrary, we have
Xo(- ATE) = A7Y(-ATE), that is, Xo(- ATT) = ¢4 (- ATE). In particular, the entire
sequence of stopped processes converges, by uniqueness of the limit.
Step 2. Assume next, in addition to (3.16]), that @ > 0 a.e. in R. Any limit point

of {X.}: is a non-decreasing process, so to prove the theorem it suffices to verify
that for any 6 > 0 and M >0

lim sup]P’(Tgf‘S < M) =0
k—oc0
Set an == a + 1/n and let X,, . denote the solution to the corresponding SDE. It
follows from comparison Theorem [2.2] that for any M > 0
lim supP(T£+6 < M) < liminflim sup]P(Tf”:k‘s <M).
k—00 n—=o0 koo ’
Theorem [3.1] implies that lim. 0 X, . = X,, = A}, so the right hand side of the

n
above inequality equals zero for any M. This concludes the proof if a is non-negative

everywhere.

Step 3. In the case that a takes negative values, we consider the processes X7
satisfying the corresponding SDEs with drift a™(z) := a(z) V 0. We have already
proved in Step 2 that

X5 = billoqory 20 ase—0¥T>0

(since a™ has the same deterministic solution 1, as a does), and in Step 1 that
1 (- A7) = ¥l ooy 20 ase— 0V T >0,

Theorem [2.2] yields X7 (t) > X.(t). Therefore, any (subsequential) limit of {X}.
is greater than or equal to a limit of {X.}., and if X is a limit point of { X, }. then

]P(X’O(t) =, )Vt <l and Xo(t) <RVt > TOR) =1
On the other hand, it can be seen that any limit point Xy of {X.}. satisfies
P(H £ 70 Xo(t) < R) ~0.
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Thus we have equality, Xo(t) = 1, (¢) for all ¢ > 0 almost surely. This concludes
the proof for the case a(z) > 0 for x € (—dp,0). The case a(z) > 0 for z € (—dy,0)
will be considered in §5} O

4. VELOCITY WITH A CHANGE IN SIGN

In this section we consider the repulsive case and prove Theorem [I.2] We also
provide several tools for computing the zero noise probability distribution.

4.1. Convergence in the repulsive case.

Lemma 4.1. Let o < 0 < 8, assume that a € L>®(R) satisfies the “repulsive
Osgood condition” (1.8)), and define p. by

.:L@ S-(1r) = re_B(Z)/Ez z z) = Zau u
. L= t BE) =2 [ e

8:(B) — se(a
(4.1)
Then 5
liI;lj(l)lpEO(Tg A Tf) < /a @ dx < 0.
If pe, = p as k — o0, then
0 1 fa
a B _ _ - _
E'(re ATl) = (1 p)/a a(z)dz+p/0 a(z)dz as k — oc.
Proof. By , , and with f =1 we can write
0 — B(y)/e?
(o rf) = [ QD) o207,
7 (5:(0) = s(@))(5-(8) — s:(y)) 2P/
" /0 8:(B) — se(@) g2 dy
0 9eBW)/<? B 2¢By)/<?
=(1 _pes)/ (se(y) — Ss(a))i dy +pa/0 (s:(B) — 55(?4))572 dy

Y 9(B(y)—B(2))/e> B B 9(B(y)—B(2))/<
=(1-p) / / ¢ dzderpE/ / ¢ ———————dzdy
0 Jy

y Qexp fy 2a(u) du)
=(1-p) / / dz dy

/ /B 2exp Z‘y 2a(u) du)
_ - _ry 2a(u) 20’(2) 1
=(1 pa)/a /a exp L du) = o) dz dy

B8 B 9
Y 2a(w) CL(Z) 1
pg/o /y exp( . T du) 2 a(2) dz dy.

Setting f(z) = 2sign(z)a(z) and g(z) = ﬁ in Lemma we find that the above
two integrals with ¢ = €, converge to

/aoa(zl)dz and /Oﬁa(lz)dz

respectively, as k — oco. This concludes the proof. ]

dz dy

We can now prove the main theorem in the repulsive case.
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Proof of Theorem[I.3 Let Xe; be any weakly convergent subsequence of {X¢, tr,
and let 7, and 7 be the hitting times of X <, and its limit, respectively. By Lemma
[41] we have for any a < 0 < 3

E%(r* A7) < 1ikrgi£fE° (& ATh) = (1-p)A(a) + pA(B).

Consequently, P* (7% A 77 = 00) = 0, so PO(7* < 77) = limj_,00 PO(T;;C < Tf/) =
k

1 —p and P°(7® > 7%) = p. Using Theorem and the strong Markov property,
the probability of convergence once the process escapes («, ) at © = f is one:

. 0 el BY —

lim P (er,k(- —78) =04 ( — Al oy > | 70 > 7 ) =1,

k—o0

for any sufficiently small § > 0, and likewise for those paths escaping at x = a.
Passing o, 8 — 0 yields
lim  lim PO(HXE;C —Y_|lcqor) > 5) =1-p,

6—0 k—oo

lim lim ]P’O(HXE; —Yylleqory > 5) =p.

6—0 k—o0

Since this is true for any weakly convergent subsequence ¢/, and the limit is unique,
the entire sequence €; must converge. U

4.2. Probabilities in the repulsive case. Theorem|[I.2|gives a concrete condition

for convergence of the sequence of perturbed solutions, as well as a characterization

of the limit distribution. In this section we give an explicit expression for the

probabilities in the limit distribution, and an equivalent condition for convergence.
Consider the integral

and denote By = B|Ri. Select any o > 0, 8 > 0 such that the function u: [0, 3) —
(v, 0] defined by = B~' o B, is well-defined — that is,

Bi(2) = B_(u(x)), Ve 0,8).

Clearly, B+ are Lipschitz continuous. Since a is strictly positive (negative) for z > 0
(x < 0), the inverses of By are absolutely continuous (see e.g. [0, Exercise 5.8.52]),
so u is also absolutely continuous. We now rewrite the probability of choosing the
left /right extremal solutions X* in terms of .

Theorem 4.2. Let a € L>®(R) satisfy (1.8) and let p: [0,8) — (a, 0] be as above.
Then {pc}e converges if either the derivative p'(0) exists, or if p'(0) = —oo. In
either case, we have

S ()
;%ps ST (4.2a)

-1
Moreover, the derivative p'(0) exists if and only if the limit lim, o gfiui exists,
+ u
and we have the equality:
B! (u)
"(0) = lim ———=. 4.2b
0) =l T (4.20)

To prove the theorem we will need the following lemmas:

Lemma 4.3. Let o < 0 < 8. Define p. as in {A.1)) and p, similarly, where «,
are exchanged with any o < 0 < B’. Then lim._,qp./p. = 1. In particular, p.,
converges to some p as k — oo if and only if p., converges to p.
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The proof follows from the following observation: Since B is strictly increasing,
then for any positive r1 < ro or negative r; > 79,

[2e —B()/€* g
0 [T e B/ dz
Next, we prove a technical lemma;:

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 < a € L>([0,]) and f € L*(R), and for ¢ > 0 and x € [0, 3)
define

B(z) = 2/ aly)dy,  ve(x) = e PO/, g(2),
0

B
Ve :/ Ve(y) dy, fa(x) =
0

Then f(x) = f(z) as e = 0 if and only if x is a Lebesgue point of f.
Proof. Let z € [0,5). For s € (0,8 — z), let

:/osf(ery)—f(a?)ldy, Cy= sup FW

ye(o,s) 7

B
e /0 F@ +y)ve(y) dy.

Ve

Then Cs — 0 as s — 0 if and only if = is a Lebesgue point. We estimate

B
10) = 1@ = | [ G+ - St

1 [ 1 (7
<o / Fla+ )= S@lva)dy+ - / F@+y) — F@)lve(y) dy.

S

=1 =1

For the first term we integrate by parts several times to get

n=Fees) L / TPy dy < F(s) ) - G / "y () dy

Ve Ve Ve Ve
Ve (s Cs . [
_ F(s)% - St + 5 [y

V(S 5
<P ¢ C/ ve(y) dy

7R 7R
Ve(s
= F(s) @ + Cs.
Ve
For the second term we estimate

VS
I <2l 22

E

If we can find s = s. such that both s, — 0 and ”E(QE) — 0 as e — 0, then both I;
and I vanish in the ¢ — 0 limit, and we can conclude the result. Below we explain
the existence of such a choice.

Since B is increasing and Lipschitz continuous, with B(0) = 0 and ||B||Lip <
2||al| L= < oo, there is some k < s satisfying B(k) = 1 B(s), and k > B(s).

N S
. . . 2[BllLip
Moreover, since v, is decreasing we have

B
U, = / ve(y)dy > kre(k) = ke B/ — nefB(S)/(%Q),
0

SO

Ve(s) _ 1 gy e~ B/
<= < 2|B|us :
7. ﬁe || ”LP (S)
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Now choose s = s. such that B(s.) = . (Such a number exists for sufficiently
small € > 0.) Then s — 0 as ¢ — 0, and

YD) < By e 0
as € — 0. This finishes the prEC)of. O
Proof of Theorem[{.3 We have
“s(0) D

Pe = 5B = sc(a) 1 s=le)”

Se (B)
By Lemma [4.3| we may assume u(8) = «, so

a ) 8
se(a) = / B @)/ gy / e B@/= 11 (2) .
0 0

Thus,

where
2 ﬂ 2
ve(z) = e B@/e7, e :/ e BE/E 4z,
0

From Lemma with f(z) := p/(x) it now follows that p. converges if either 0 is
a Lebesgue point for p/, or lim,_,o 4/ (x) = —oc. In the former case, we notice that
0 is a Lebesgue point for p’ if the following limit exists:

ho
d _
le @) dz ) — (o)
h10 h hl0 h
The right hand side of the last equation is the usual definition of the derivative.

To prove (4.2b)) notice that

i 00 = p(0)
1m = — .
10 h hio h 10 h ul0 By (u)

4.3. Repulsive, regularly varying drifts. Although Theorem provides an
explicit expression (4.2 of the limit probabilities, the limit (4.2b]) might be difficult
to evaluate in practice. It is clearly easier to study existence of the limits

a(—x)

210 a(z) (43)
or B(_m)
Ilirol B (4.4)

than that for the inverse functions in (4.2). We will show that the limit in (4.2))
can easily be calculated using (4.3]) or (4.4) if a or B are regularly varying at 0.
Recall that a positive, measurable function f: [0,00) — (0, 00) is regularly vary-

ing of index v at +oo if lim, o f;(’\;)) = A for all A > 0. It is regularly varying

of index p at 0 if the function z — f(1/z) is a regularly varying function of index
—p at +00. The set of regularly varying functions of index p (at +o0) is denoted
by R,. It is well known that if f € R,, then f(x) = z4(z) for some slowly varying
function ¢, i.e. some £: [0,00) — (0, 00) for which lim,_, % =1 forall A > 0.
We first consider the case when B is regularly varying, and then the case when

a is. Note that the latter implies the former, but not vice versa.
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Proposition 4.5. Assume that the functions © — By (xx) are regularly varying
of index p > 0 at 0, and that the limit ¢ == lim, o B_(—x)/B4(z) exists (or equals
00). Then {pe}e=o converges, and

cil/P

p = lim p. = (4.5)

e—0 14+c /e’
If the functions x — By () are regularly varying of different indices py, then

i )1 pp<p-
p = lmp. =
e—0 0 P+ > p—.

Proof. Tt follows from [5, Exercise 14, p. 190] that if fi, fo: (0,00) — (0,00) are
non-decreasing, regularly varying functions at 0 of index p > 0, then

—1
lim h(z) =1 if and only if lim fl_l(m) =1,
x—0 f2(.’1?) x—0 f2 (1')
where {1, fo ! are inverse functions. Write now f;(x) = B_(—x), fa(z) = c¢By ().
Then
Jim 2@ _ (4.6)

im

xz—0 f2 (fﬂ)
The inverse function for # + c¢B. (x) is # — B} '(x/c), and B} is regularly varying
of index 1/p (see [5, Theorem 1.5.12]), so

B (z/c) = (z/e)Y Pl (x)c) ~ (x)c) Pl (z) = c_l/szl(x) asx — 0

(where equivalence is meant in the sense of slowly varying functions). Hence,
yields )
im B:l(x) =cYr, (4.7
x—0 B+ (1')
The same computation can be easily performed in reverse, so and are
equivalent, and the result now follows from Theorem if B4 are of the same
index.
If x — By(£x) are regularly varying of different indices pi, then the inverse
functions are regularly varying functions of indices pii, and the result is obvious. [

Proposition 4.6. Assume that both x — a(xx) (for x > 0) are regularly varying
—a(—x)

at 0 with index p > 0, and that the limit ¢ = limg o - exists. Then {pc}eso
converges, and

) 1/ (1+p)
pi= limpe = o ey
If the functions © — a(xz) are regularly varying of different indices py, then
1 1 _
p = limp. = Z.fp+<p
€0 0 if pr>p-.

Proof. Tt follows from the Karamata theorem, see [5, Theorem 1.6.1], that for z > 0,

B(z) =2 /Om a(y)dy =2 /10o a(l/2)27%dz = 2/00 U(2)z" 2P dz

/x 1/x
20(1/z)z*r? za(x)
14+p 1+p

as ¢ — 0, and likewise for < 0. Thus,  — B(%x) are regularly varying of index
1+ p. Letting
c = lim —a(~2)
210 a(x)

3
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we can now apply Proposition with 1+ p in place of p and get the desired result.
The case when a(+x) are regularly varying with different indices can be consid-
ered similarly, cf. Proposition [{.5 O

Finally, we provide a result which simplifies the computation of the limit distri-
bution for severely oscillating drifts.

Proposition 4.7. Let a: R — R satisfy za(x) > 0 for all x € R, and assume that
it 1s of the form

a(z) = b(z) + |z[7g(3),
where v > 0, b is reqularly varying at 0 of order p <~y +1, and g € L*(R) is such
that its antiderivative G(z fo y) dy also lies in L (R). Assume also that the

limit ¢ == limy o ZE;)QC) ewzsts. Then {pe}eso converges, and

cl/(+p)

p = ;g%pg = 714—01/(”‘@'

Proof. We claim first that

/z y9(3)dy = 0@ 7) =o(z?)  asz 0.
0

Indeed,
/ y9(5) dy‘ = / 272 g(2) dz
0 1/x
= ‘xHVG(;) —(p+ 2)/ 23G(2) dz
1/z
<SG + (4 DGl [ s
1/x
PH2\ o4
(i i)x Nl
(14 255) Gl

It follows that the antiderivative B(z) = fo y)dy equals a regularly varying
function of order 1+ p, plus a term of order o(x 1+") Following the same procedure
as in the proof of Proposition K4.6| yields the desired result. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

We have already proven the Theorem in Section |3 if @ > 0 a.e. in a small
neighborhood of 0. We will only prove the result for a such that a > 0 for negative

x and fo - y)\/O < oo for all R > 0. The general case, i.e., a(x) > 0 for a.e. x €

a(y)
It follows from the comparison theorem that for any = > 0 we have the inequality

X:(t) < XZ(t) for t > 0 with probability 1, where X7 is a solution of that
started from x, XZ(0) = . Since a is a.e. positive on (0, ), we have already seen
that {X2(t)}. converges to ¥, (¢ " (x) +t) as t — co. Thus, any limit point of
{X.(t)}. must be less than or equal to ¥ (1" () +t) for any z > 0, almost surely.
Therefore, any limit point of {X.(¢)}. does not exceed 14 (t).

Define the function
alx x>0
an(x) == { ()

(=00,0) and f bo dy_ 0, is considered similarly to the reasoning in Section

—Lo(-2) ifz <0,
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FIGURE 1. Sample paths (left) and cumulative distribution func-
tion (right) for Example

and denote the corresponding solutions to stochastic differential equations by X, (¢).
Let us apply Theorem [4.2] to the sequence {X,, . }.. Calculate the limit (4.2Db)):

Bus(o) = [ ey,  Bu_(z) = / " aly/n)dy/n = By (x/n).
Thus,

“1 _ —1 . (Bn,-)”
(Bo )0 = n(Ba) )ty )

)

—
—~
<
~— [ —

S

and we get convergence
1 n
Px, .= mé_"w+("_2t) + n7—|-16’/’+(t) as e — 0.

By the comparison theorem we have the inequality X, o(t) < X:(¢),¢ > 0 with
probability 1. Therefore, any limit point of {X_.}. equals ¢4 with probability at
least .%7. We conclude that the limit of {X.}. exists and equals ¢, almost surely.

The limit is non-random, so we have convergence in probability, as in (1.7). This
finishes the proof of Theorem [.1]

6. EXAMPLES

Example 6.1. For some fixed p € (0,1) we consider the function
a(z) = sign(m)\xV’(l + %d)(%)) where ¢(y) = Z Lion—1,2n) — L2n,2n41)5
nez
defined for all  # 0. Using Proposition with b(z) = sign(x)|z|?, v = p and

g(y) = %sign(yw(y)7 we get ¢ = 1, and that p. — % We also see that a satisfies

the repulsive condition (|1.8]) of Theorem so we conclude that
P5:$%5¢_+%5w+ ase — 0

where 11 are the maximal classical solutions.
Figure[]shows an ensemble of approximate solutions for the above drift. We used

noise sizes € = 36 , i =—2,...,—9, and computed 150 samples of the solution with
the Euler-Maruyama scheme with a step size At = 2.5 x 1073 up to time t = 0.5.
The left-hand figure shows all sample paths (vertical axis) as a function of time
(horizontal axis), where bigger € were given a lighter shades of grey. The sample
paths with the smallest ¢ are depicted in red. The right-hand figure shows the
cumulative distribution function of the samples at the final time ¢ = 0.5 using the
smallest value for e. We can clearly see that the solution is concentrated on the
extreme sample paths ©_, 1, each with probability %
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Example 6.2. Let a(x) = z°, z > 0, where 8 € (0,1). We claim that we can
continuously extend a to the set (—o0, 0] such that
(a) —a(—z) < a(z) <0 for all z < 0;
(b) f_Ol a(lz) dx = —o0, i.e., the Osgood condition is not satisfied to the left of
7€r0;
(¢) Px. = %5¢+ + %50 as € — 0, i.e., the limit process with probability % moves
like the maximal positive solution ¢ (¢t) = ((1 — B)t)ﬁ,t > 0 and stays
at 0 forever with probability % too.

This example is not covered by the theory in the previous sections, and should
therefore be read as a demonstration of the complex behaviours that can occur in
the zero noise limit. Note also that the zero-noise limit is not only concentrated on
the maximal solution 1, but also on the trivial solution ¥_ = 0.

Before we construct the extension, let us provide some simple preliminary anal-
ysis. If a function a: R — R satisfies the linear growth condition, then the family
{X_ }e is weakly relatively compact. If additionally the function a is continuous,
then any limit point of {X.}. satisfies (I.I)). Both conditions (a) and (b) yield that
any solution to , and hence any limit point of {X,}. has a form

0, t<
Xo(t) = 1 !
(A=p)t—7)=7, t>m,
where 7 € [0, 00]. Our aim is to find an extension of a such that
P(r=0) =P(r =00) = 3 (6.2)

for any limit point X, having representation (6.1)).
Let A= ngl[—%, —% + 4%] Set

(6.1)

P, x>0
i(z) = sign(@)a|7)Luga = { —|2’, <0, o ¢ A
Oa $<0,$€A,
B
auw—a@umum-w@mmxw—{féw i;g

Define a on (—00,0) to be any negative, continuous function such that ffé a(lz) dx =
—oo for any § > 0, and

a(z) < a(z) < a(zx) for all z € (—o0,0).
It is clear that there exists a function a satisfying these properties. Introduce the
transformed process

- a-p)
Y.(t) = 5T2ﬁX€ (5211715).
It can be seen (see [22] for a more general case) that

AY. (1) = . (Y2 (6))dt + due (1), (6.3
—(1-p) 21-8) | . .
where w,(t) =& 18 w(e 18 t) is a Wiener process, and
a:(y) = 5%a(5ﬁy). (6.4)

Notice that ac(y) = a(y) for all y € (0,00) and for all y < 0 such that aﬁy ¢ A.
For all other y < 0 we have the inequality —|y|? < a(y) < 0, by the choice of the
function a. We have convergence a.(y) — a(y) = sign(y)|y|® in Lebesgue measure
on any interval y € [—R, R]. Observe also that

/ ac(y)dy > / a(y)dy Ve >0, Vo <0
0 0
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where

a(z) 0, x € [-3.2" —2"] for some n € Z
a(z) =
—|x|®  otherwise.

In particular, the last estimate yields
—R T
sup lim eXp(Q/ ac(y) dy> dxr = 0.
e€(0,1) B2+ J_ 0
Set

oX(p) =inf{t > 0: X_(t) = p},

oY (p) = 1inf{t > 0:Y.(t) = p}.
The observations above and formulas of Theorem yield that for any R > 0, and
for any sequences { RF} such that lim._,o RT = 400 we have

tim P (R) < 0¥ (~R) | Y2(0) = 0) = lim P(o (~R) < o (R) | Y2(0) = 0)

= lim P(oY (R) < 0¥ (R) | Y2(0) = 0) = lim P(o? (R.) < oY (RY) | Y2(0) = 0)

1

= 3.

Hence, for any 6* > 0 we have
tim P(0X (Re™7) < X (~R=T7) | X.(0) = 0)

- hmp(af(—&ﬁ) < oX(Re™7) | X.(0) = 0)

e—0

= lim P(oX(6%) < oX(67) | X.(0) = 0) = lim P(0X(57) < o (5%) | X.(0) = 0)

Hence, if X is a limit point of { X .} having representation (6.1)), then P(t = c0) >
%. It also follows from Theorem that for any R > 0

supIE(U;/(R) NoY (~R) | Y(0) = o) < o0
e>0
Thus,

oX (Raﬁ) NoX (—Reﬁ) 50 ase—0 (6.6)

if XE(O)_: 0.
Let X, be a solution to

dX.(t) = a(X:(t))dt + edw(t)
and define

Then (cf. (6.3), (6.4))
dY(t) = a(Yz(t))dt + dwe(t).

In particular, if X.(0) = ReT#5 for all & > 0, where R is a constant, then all
processes Y; have the same distribution independent of e.
Notice that for any R > 0,

IP’(XE(t) — X.(t), t € [0,0X(0)] | X-(0) = X.(0) = Ra%) —1. (6.7)
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FIGURE 2. Sample paths (left) and cumulative distribution func-
tion (right) for Example

and

PR : ]P’(ag((()) =00 | X:(0) = RS%)

X.(t) > 0,t > 0] X.(0) = Re%)
(6.8)

IP( )
]P’()_(E(t) >0, >0 X.(0) = Rgﬁ)
:]P’(Ys(t)>0|}7€(0):R)%1 as R — oo.

It follows from [22] that if X.(0) = Rsﬁ,s > 0, then
X. = proy, +(1—pr)dy_ ase— 0. (6.9)

Hence, (6.5), , , , and yield that for any limit point X, of

{X.} we have P(r = 0) > 1. This concludes the proof of the convergence Px_ =
16y, + 300 as € = 0.

Figure [2| shows the same type of simulation as in Example From the figure
it is clear that for small €, the samples split in two groups of equal size, one moving
along ¥, and the other remaining around the origin. As the noise decreases, the
left-going samples concentrate around the trivial solution X = 0.

APPENDIX A. APPENDIX

Proof of Theorem[2.4 For a sequence of numbers 0 < &, — 0, let a; ,, = a; * we,,,
where w.(z) = e 'w(2e7!) and w € C2°(R) is a nonnegative mollifier. Let X; ,, be

the unique solution of
dXi,n = ai,n(Xim)dt + dW, i=1,2, neN. (Al)

For the smoothened drift functions it still holds a; , < az2,,. Therefore, it follows
from the classic comparison theorem that X;, < Xz, (see e.g. the comparison
theorem in [I6]).

The application of Theorem completes the proof in the case when aq,as €
L>(R). If ay, ag are only locally bounded, then we approximate X7, X5 by solutions
to SDEs with drifts a; ar = a;1[—prp. It follows from [29, Remark 3b, p. 145]
that

P(Xi(t)ZXi7M(t)vt<Ti7M) :1, i=1,2,

where 7; 3y = inf{t > 0 : |X;(¢)| > M}. We have already proved that X7 a(t) <
X, m(t) almost surely. This completes the proof of the theorem. O
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Proof of Lemma[2.7. We assume that f is positive; the negative case follows simi-
larly. Denote B(z) := [ f(u)du. Then B is absolutely continuous and invertible,
and since B'(z) = f(z) > 0 for a.e. z, the inverse B~ is also absolutely continuous
(see e.g. [0, Exercise 5.8.52]). Hence, we can write

B zBI z
ga(y):/ o~ (B(:)-B()/e %g(z) @
Yy

B#) o~-BG)/E
:/ —_—— g(B_ (v)) dv
B(y) ¢

(where we made the change of variables v = B(z)). The function [0,00) > v —
—v/e?

€—— is an approximate identity and therefore

9:(y) = 9B~ (B(y))) = gly) ase—0

in L'((a, B)), and pointwise whenever v = B(y) is a Lebesgue point for v +
g(B7*(v)); see e.g. [II, Theorems 8.14, 8.15]. But B and B~! are absolutely
continuous, so these points coincide with the Lebesgue points for g. O
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