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Markov selection for constrained martingale problems
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Abstract

Constrained Markov processes, such as reflecting diffusions, behave as an uncon-
strained process in the interior of a domain but upon reaching the boundary are
controlled in some way so that they do not leave the closure of the domain. In this
paper, the behavior in the interior is specified by a generator of a Markov process, and
the constraints are specified by a controlled generator. Together, the generators define
a constrained martingale problem. The desired constrained processes are constructed
by first solving a simpler controlled martingale problem and then obtaining the de-
sired process as a time-change of the controlled process. As for ordinary martingale
problems, it is rarely obvious that the process constructed in this manner is unique.
The primary goal of the paper is to show that from among the processes constructed
in this way one can “select”, in the sense of Krylov, a strong Markov process. Corol-
laries to these constructions include the observation that uniqueness among strong
Markov solutions implies uniqueness among all solutions. These results provide useful
tools for proving uniqueness for constrained processes including reflecting diffusions.
The constructions also yield viscosity semisolutions of the resolvent equation and, if
uniqueness holds, a viscosity solution, without proving a comparison principle. We
illustrate our results by applying them to reflecting diffusions in piecewise smooth
domains. We prove existence of a strong Markov solution to the SDE with reflection,
under conditions more general than in [13]: In fact our conditions are known to be
optimal in the case of simple, convex polyhedrons with constant direction of reflection
on each face ([10]). We also indicate how the results can be applied to processes with
Wentzell boundary conditions and nonlocal boundary conditions.
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Markov selection for constrained martingale problems

1 Introduction

Let A be an operator determining a Markov process X with state space E as the
solution of the martingale problem in which
t

My(t) = FX(0) = JXO) = | AF(X(s))ds (1.1)
is required to be a martingale with respect to a filtration {#;} for all f € D(A), the
domain of A. The study of stochastic processes that behave like the process determined
by A when in an open subset E, C E, are constrained to stay in F,, and must behave
in a prescribed way on 0Ey, is classically carried out by restricting the domain D(A)
by specifying boundary conditions, typically of the form Bf(xz) = 0 for x € JE, for
some operator B. Then X is required to remain in Ey and (1.1) is required to be
a martingale for all functions in {f € D(A) : Bf(x) = 0,2 € dEy}. This approach
to constrained Markov processes, however, frequently introduces difficult analytical
problems in identifying a set of functions both satisfying the boundary conditions and
large enough to characterize the process.

An alternative approach by Stroock and Varadhan [31] introduces a submartingale
problem which weakens the restriction on the domain of A to the requirement that
Bf(z) > 0 for x € OF, and then requires that for all such f € D(A), (1.1) is a submartin-
gale. This approach has been used to great effect by a number of authors. See, for
example, [37, 20, 21].

Restrictions on the values of Bf on the boundary are dropped altogether in [23, 24] at
the cost of introducing a boundary process A that, in the simplest settings, measures the
amount of time the process spends on the boundary in the sense that A is nondecreasing
and increases only when X (or more precisely X (-—)) is on the boundary. Then X is
required to take values in Fy and for each f € D(A) N D(B),

My(t) = F(X(8) — (X(0)) - / AF(X(5))ds — / Bf(X(s—)dA(s)  (1.2)

is required to be a martingale. As we will see, the form of the boundary term may be
more complicated than this. A process that satisfies these requirements is a solution
of the constrained martingale problem. Clearly, every solution of the constrained
martingale problem is also a solution of the submartingale problem. This approach, or
the corresponding one for stochastic equations, has been used, for example, in [10, 5, 7].

Whether the submartingale problem approach or the constrained martingale problem
approach is used, the critical issue is uniqueness of the solution, which is still an open
question for many examples (see e.g. [17, 18]).

The primary goal of this paper is to prove a Markov selection theorem for solutions of
constrained martingale problems. Beyond the intrinsic interest, this selection theorem
is frequently a crucial ingredient in proving uniqueness for constrained martingale
problems and hence uniqueness for semimartingale reflecting Brownian motion (see, for
example, [26, 34, 10]) and reflecting diffusions.

In the unconstrained case, the Markov selection theorem ensures the existence of
strong Markov solutions to the martingale problem. The construction of the strong
Markov solution also ensures that uniqueness among strong Markov solutions implies
uniqueness among all solutions. See [32], Theorems 12.2.3 and 12.2.4, for diffusions
and [14], Theorem 4.5.19, for general martingale problems. All these results follow [22].
The observation that uniqueness among strong Markov solutions implies uniqueness
among all solutions provides a key tool in uniqueness arguments. Unfortunately, these
results do not apply immediately to solutions of submartingale or constrained martingale
problems.
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We construct solutions of the constrained martingale problem by time-changing
solutions of a controlled martingale problem (Sections 2 and 3). Solutions of the
controlled martingale problem evolve on a slower time scale and may take values in
all of E. Their behavior in Ef is determined by the operator B. Since solutions of the
controlled martingale problem capture the intuition behind the controls that constrain
the solution, we will refer to solutions of the constrained martingale problem that
arise as time-changes of solutions of the controlled martingale problem as natural. We
cannot rule out the possibility that there are solutions of the constrained martingale
problem which are not natural, but, under very general conditions, uniqueness for
natural solutions implies uniqueness for all solutions. See Remark 4.14.

In Section 2.1, we introduce the controlled martingale problem and discuss properties
of the collection of solutions. In particular, we prove weak compactness of the collection
of solutions. In Section 3, we introduce the time-changed process. Under mild conditions,
the time-changed process is a natural solution of the constrained martingale problem.
We note however that, even when it is not, the time-changed process still models a
process constrained in E\, with behavior in the interior determined by A and constraints
determined by B.

In Section 4 we prove that there exists a natural strong Markov solution of the
constrained martingale problem (Theorem 4.9 and Corollary 4.12) and that uniqueness
among natural strong Markov solutions implies uniqueness among all natural solutions
(Corollary 4.13).

In Section 5, we discuss connections between solutions of the constrained martingale
problem and viscosity semisolutions of the corresponding resolvent equation. In particu-
lar, generalizing the results of Section 5 of [6], we see that existence of a comparison
principle for the viscosity semisolutions implies uniqueness for natural solutions of the
constrained martingale problem. Conversely, uniqueness of natural solutions of the
constrained martingale problem gives a viscosity solution of the resolvent equation.
Thus one can obtain existence of a viscosity solution from purely probabilistic arguments,
without first proving a comparison principle for the resolvent equation.

In Section 6 we apply the results of Section 4 to diffusion processes in piecewise
smooth domains of R? with varying, oblique directions of reflection on each face. Exis-
tence and uniqueness results for these processes have been obtained by many authors
([34, 10] for convex polyhedrons with constant direction of reflection on each face,
[33, 28, 4, 13] for nonpolyhedral domains, etc.). For nonpolyhedral domains, [13] is
perhaps the most general result, but it still requires a condition that is not satisfied in
some very natural examples (see Example 6.1) or is difficult to verify in other ones (see
e.g. [18]). In addition, [13] does not cover the case of cusp like singularities, such as
in [17] (in dimension 2, cusp like singularities are covered by [7]). In [34] and [10] a
key point in proving uniqueness is the fact that there exist strong Markov processes
that satisfy the definition of reflecting diffusion and that uniqueness among these strong
Markov processes implies uniqueness. By the results of Section 4, we obtain existence
of a strong Markov natural solution of the constrained martingale problem under con-
ditions that coincide with those of [10] in the case of simple, convex polyhedrons with
constant direction of reflection on each face (see Remark 6.3). In this case, [10] have
shown that these conditions are necessary for existence of a semimartingale reflecting
Brownian motion. Under the same assumptions, the results of Section 4 ensure also that
uniqueness among strong Markov natural solutions implies uniqueness among all natural
solutions. Moreover we show that the set of natural solutions of the constrained martin-
gale problem coincides with the set of weak solutions to the corresponding stochastic
differential equation with reflection (Theorem 6.12).

Further examples of application of the results of Section 4 are presented in Section 7.
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1.1 Notation

For a metric space (F,r), B(E) will denote the o-algebra of Borel subsets of E,
B(FE) will denote the set of bounded, Borel measurable functions on F, and || - ||
will denote the supremum norm on B(E).

P(E) will denote the set of probability measures on (E,B(FE)). For F' € B(E), with
a slight abuse of notation, P(F') will denote {P € P(E): P(F) =1}.

For x € E and F' € B(FE), d(z, F) will denote the distance from z to F, that is,
d(z, F) = inf cpr(z,y).

1 will denote the function identically equal to 1 and, for F' € B(E), 1r will denote
the indicator function of F.

|7| will denote the cardinality of a finite set I.
For any function or operator, R(-) will denote the range and D(-) the domain.
L(-) will denote the distribution of a stochastic process or a random variable.

If Z is a stochastic process defined on an arbitrary probability space, {F7Z} will
denote the filtration generated by Z.

If Z is a stochastic process defined on an arbitrary filtered probability space, Z will
also denote the canonical process defined on the path space. {5;} will denote the
filtration generated by the canonical process.

2 Controlled martingale problems

We use the control formulation of constrained martingale problems given in [24]
rather than the earlier version given in [23] that was based on “patchwork” martingale
problems. The control formulation may be less intuitive, but it is more general and
notationally simpler, and models described in the earlier manner can be translated to
the control formulation.

Let E be a compact metric space, and let Fy be an open subset of F. The requirement
that F be compact is not particularly restrictive since, for example, for most processes
in R9, one can take E to be the one-point compactification of R?. Let A C C(E) x C(E)
with (1,0) € A.

Let U also be a compact metric space, and let = be a closed subset of E§ x U. For
each z € E§, let &, = {u: (z,u) € E} be the set of controls that are admissible at z, and
define Fy = {z € E§ : & # 0} which is the set of points at which a control exists. Let
B C C(E) x C(E) with (1,0) € B. Using A and B, we define a controlled process Y that
outside Ej evolves on a slower time scale than the desired process X. Like X, inside E
the behavior of Y is determined by A, and outside Ej the behavior of Y is determined by
B. In particular, Y may take values in Ey U F}.

Let Ly be the space of measures on [0, 00) x U such that x([0,¢] x U) < oo forall ¢ > 0.
Ly is topologized so that u, € Ly — pu € Ly if and only if

/ f(s,u)pn(ds x du) — f(s,u)pu(ds x du)
[0,00)xU

[0,00)xU

for all continuous f with compact support in [0,00) x U. It is possible to define a metric
on L that induces the above topology and makes Ly into a complete, separable metric
space. We will say that an £y-valued random variable A; is adapted to a filtration {F;} if

A1([0,] x C) is {F;} — adapted, VC € B(U).

EJP 24 (2019), paper 135. http://www.imstat.org/ejp/
Page 4/31


https://doi.org/10.1214/19-EJP393
http://www.imstat.org/ejp/

Markov selection for constrained martingale problems

Definition 2.1. (Y, \o, A1) is a solution of the controlled martingale problem for
(A, Ey, B,E), if Y is a process in Dg|0,00), Ao is nonnegative and nondecreasing and
increases only whenY € Eq, A, is a random measure in Ly such that

A(t) = A([0,t]) x U) = /[0 v 1=(Y (s),u)A1(ds x du), (2.1)

/\0(t) + A1 (t) =1,
and there exists a filtration {F;} such thatY, X\o, and A, are {F,}-adapted and

t

fY () = f(Y(0)) */ Af(Y (s))dAo(s) */ Bf(Y(s),u)A1(ds x du) (2.2)
0 [0,6]xU

is an {F;}-martingale for all f € D = D(A)ND(B). By the continuity of f, we can assume,

without loss of generality, that {F;} is right continuous.

Remark 2.2. To get some intuition on \g and A, consider the case in which A is a
bounded Markov process generator and at each point = € (Ey)° there is exactly one
control u(z), so B is the bounded Markov process generator that, at x, produces a jump
u(z). Then Y is the pure jump process with generator Af(z) 1z, (x)+Bf(z,u(x)) 1 gy ().
Xo(t) and A1([0,¢] x C) are the time that Y spends in E, and the time that Y spends in
(Eo)¢ while the control lies in C, respectively, i.e.

t

)\o(t)z/o 1p,(Y(s))ds, A1([0,1] XC)E/O 1(gy)e(Y(s)) Lo(u(Y(s))) ds.

For general A and B, frequently (Y, Ao, A1) can be obtained as a limit of a sequence
{(Y™,\y,AT)} corresponding to a sequence of bounded Markov process generators
{(A™, B™)} (with jump rates going to infinity, if A, B are not bounded) that approximates
(A, B). This construction is carried out rigorously in Theorem 2.2 of [24] and yields a
quite general method to obtain solutions of the controlled martingale problem. In the
case when there is a corresponding patchwork martingale problem, as defined in [23]
(see Definition 6.6), this essentially amounts to constructing a solution of the patchwork
martingale problem, which will be a solution of the controlled martingale problem as
well: This approach is followed in Section 6. See also Section 7.2 for an example of
another construction by approximation.

Remark 2.3. Note that the requirement that A\o(t) + A1 (¢f) = ¢ implies any solution of
the controlled martingale problem for (A, Eo, B, =) must satisfy Y € Dz, [0,00). In
fact, if Y(t) € (Eo U Fy)° for some ¢, necessarily Y(s) € (Eq U Fy)® for all s € [t,t')
for some t' > t. Then Ao(t') — Ao(t) = M (¥') — A\i(t) = 0, because A, increases only
when Y € Fj, by (2.1), and )\q increases only when Y € FE,, and this contradicts
t'—t=(N(t) = () + (M) = M()).

Remark 2.4.If (Y, )\p,A;) is a solution of the controlled martingale problem for
(A, Ey, B, =) with distribution P, the canonical process on Dg[0,00) x Cip o0)[0,00) X Ly
under P is also obviously a solution with respect to the filtration {83;} generated by itself.
As mentioned in Section 1.1, we denote the canonical process under P by (Y, Ao, A1) as
well.

Remark 2.5. One can always assume, without loss of generality, that {F;} is complete.
Then, denoting by {F} } the smallest complete and right continuous filtration to which
Y is adapted, \o and A; can be replaced by their dual predictable projections on {F} }
so that (2.2) is a {F} }-martingale for each f € D (see Lemma 6.1, [25]).

Remark 2.6. Note that the controlled martingale problem can also be formulated by
setting

Cfy,u,v) =vAf(y) + (1 —v)Bf(y,u)
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with controls (u,v) € U x [0,1]. The analog of Zis £y C E x U x [0, 1] such that

EoNEyxUx[0,1] = EyxUx{1}
EoNOEy x U x [0,1] = (0EyxUNZE)x[0,1]JUIEy x U x {1}
EoNEgxUx[0,1] = (EyxUNEg)x{0}.

Then (Y, u), with Y € Dgl0,00) and p a P(U x [0,1])-valued process is a solution of
the controlled martingale for (C, =) if there exists a filtration {F;} such that (Y, u) is
{Fi}-adapted and

fY(8) - F(Y(0)) - / /U GO ) )

is an {F;}-martingale. Every solution of the controlled martingale problem for (C, Z)
gives a solution for the controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, Z) by defining

t
Ao(t) = / / vis(du x dv)ds
0 JUx[o,1]

and -
A (D) = / / (1=v)1p(s,u)us(du x dv)ds.
o Jux[on]

Conversely, every solution of the controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, Z) gives a
solution of the controlled martingale problem for (C, Z).

Definition 2.7. We define I C P(Dg[0,00) x Cip,o0)[0,00) x L) to be the collection of
the distributions of solutions of the controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B,E), and
forv € P(E), I, C II to be the collection of distributions such that Y (0) has distribution
v.

Po denotes the collection of v € P(Ey U Fy) such that 11, # 0.

Lemma 2.8. If D is dense in C(E), then the collection of distributions of solutions
(Y, Ao, A1) of the controlled martingale problem is compact in P(Dg[0, 00) x C[g,o0) [0, 00) X
Ly) in the sense of weak convergence (taking the Skorohod topology on Dg[0,00) and
the compact uniform topology on C’[Om)[o, o0)). Consequently, 11 and I1,,, v € Py, are
compact and convex.

Proof. Relative compactness for the family of Y follows from Theorems 3.9.4 and 3.9.1 of
[14]. The relative compactness of the \g and A; is immediate, as Ag and \; are Lipschitz
continuous with Lipschitz constant 1. The fact that every limit point is a solution of the
controlled martingale problem follows by standard arguments from the properties of
weakly converging measures and from uniform integrability of the martingales in (2.2).

Convexity is immediate. O

2.1 Closure properties of II

Lemma 2.9. Let (Y, Ao, A1) be a solution of the controlled martingale problem for
(A, Ey, B,Z) with filtration {F,}. Let H > 0 be a Fy-measurable random variable such
that E[H] = 1. Then P € P(Dg[0,00) x Cjo,o0)[0,0) x L) defined by

PH(C) = E[H1c(Y, Mo, A1)], C € B(Dg[0,00) % Cjo,00)[0,00) x Ly),
is in II.
Proof. If M is a {F;}-martingale under P and |M(¢)| < C(1 +t) for some C > 0, then M

is a {F;}-martingale under P. O
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Lemma 2.10.

a) Ifvy <<y and1l,, # 0, then1l,, # 0.

b) There exists a closed F, C Eqg U Fy such that Py = P(Fy).
Proof. Taking H = Z—Z;, part (a) follows from Lemma 2.9.

Suppose P € 11, and z € supp(v). Then for each € > 0, v(Bc(z)) > 0, and setting
H.(z) = mlgf(z)(x), by Lemma 2.9, PH¢ ¢ II. By the compactness of II, PH< will
have at least one limit point P, as € — 0, and P, € IIs_.

Let Fy be the closure of U,cp,supp(v). Then for each z € Fy, 15, # 0, and by
convexity, for v, = > 10, pidyi, ¥ € Fo, p; > 0, > p; = 1, 11, # 0. Since every
v € P(F3) can be approximated by probability measures of this form, IT, # ) for each
Ve P(Fg) O

Lemma 2.11. Define Y7, A}, and AT by

YT = Y(r+0), )= o7 +1) = do(r), 20, 03
AT([0,t] x C) = Ay([r, 7+t x C), t>0,C € B(U). ’
Note that Y™, \], and A7 are adapted to the filtration {F,1+}.
Then the measure P™" € P(Dg[0,00) x Cjg o0)[0,00) x Li) defined by
P™H(C) = E[H1c(Y™, A}, A])], C € B(Dg[0,00) x Clg,00)[0,00) X Lu7) (2.4)

is the distribution of a solution of the controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, E).

Proof. For0<t<t+randC € B;

t+r

BP0 - s @) = [ AR ) dh(s)
—/ BF(Y(s),u)A1 (ds x du)}lC(K A(],Al)]
(t,t+r]xU
t4r
= BI{f0 ) = ST O) = [ AFOT ()N
—/ BF(Y™(s),u)AT(ds x du)}mc(w, g,A{)}
(t,t+r]xU
=0
by the optional sampling theorem. Therefore, P < II. O

Lemma 2.12. Suppose that (Y, \g, A1) is a solution of the controlled martingale problem
with filtration {F;} and that T is a finite {F;}-stopping time. Let P’ € P(Dg[0,00) x
Clo,00)[0,00) x Ly x [0,00)) be the joint distribution of the 4-tuple of random variables
(Y, Mo, A1, 7). Let v be the distribution of Y (7), and let P! € 11, (not empty by Lemma
2.11). Then there exists P € P(Dg[0,00) x C[g,o0)[0,00) x Ly x [0,00)) and a filtration
{#H:} in Dg[0,00) % Cjp,00)[0,00) X Ly x [0,00) such that, under P, (Y, X, A1) is a solution
of the controlled martingale problem with filtration {H;}, T is a {H;}-stopping time,
(Y(- A7), X(- AT),A1(- A 7,-),7) has the same distribution under P’ and P and the
distribution of (Y™, \], A7) under P is P!.

Proof. Let

Q = Dgl0,00) X Cjg,5)[0,00) x Ly x [0,00) x Dg[0,00) x Cjy,)[0,00) x Ly,
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and denote the elements by (Y° \),AY, 7%, Y1 A\, Al). Apply Lemma 4.5.15 of [14] to P°
and P! to obtain P on (2 such that Y°(7) = Y!(0) and define

0 7_0
o - {10, 5
B A(¢), t <70
Mo(t) = {)\8(7’0)+/\(1)(t7'0), t> 70
[ A0, x O, t<r
M0, x C) = {A?([O,TO]><C’)+A%([O,t—7'0]><0), t> 7.

The fact that (Y, \p, A1) is a solution of the controlled martingale problem follows as in
the proof of Lemma 4.5.16 of [14]. O

3 Constrained martingale problems

As discussed in the Introduction and at the beginning of Section 2, we are interested
in processes that in Fy behave like solutions of the martingale problem for the operator
A, are constrained to remain in E,, and whose behavior on 0F is determined by the
operator B. In Section 2, we have introduced a controlled process Y with values in
all of E, that evolves on a slower time scale and whose behavior in Ef is determined
by B. Y is the first element of a triple (Y, A9, A1) that is a solution of the controlled
martingale problem (Definition 2.1). We now construct the constrained process, X, by
time changing Y, where the time change is obtained by inverting A\g. The following
lemma gives conditions that ensure that the process obtained by inverting )\, is defined
for all time.

Lemma 3.1. Let (Y, Ao, A1) be a solution of the controlled martingale problem for
(A, Ey, B,E), and define

7(t) = inf{s : Ao(s) > t}, t>0. (3.1)

Suppose there is an f € D and € > 0 such that
/ BF(Y(s), u)As (ds, du) > e (b). 3.2)
[0,t]xU

Then lim;_, o Ao(t) = co almost surely and E[7(t)] < oo, for allt > 0.
Proof. See Lemma 2.9 of [24]. O

Remark 3.2. (3.2) is a natural condition which is also used in the study of PDEs (see,
e.d., [9], Lemma 7.6). An example where it is satisfied is a reflecting diffusion in
a smooth domain with a nontangential direction of reflection. More precisely, let
Eo = {z : ¢(z) > 0} for some function ¢ € C?(R?) such that ¢)(z) = 0 implies Vi(x) # 0,

so that, in particular, the unit inward normal at z € 9Fj is given by n(z) = %. Let

g : R? — R? be a continuous vector field, of unit length on dFEj, such that (g(z),n(z)) > 0
at every x € JEy. Consider the controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, E), where

1
2
U={ueR: [u/=1}, Z={(x,u): z € 0E, u=g(x)},
and D = C?(R%). Then v itself satisfies (3.2) (recall that OF, is compact).
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Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma 2.8, if, for each P € II, P{7(0) < oo} =1,
then for each P € 11, lim;_,o, Ag(t) = 0 a.s.

Proof. Let (Y, Ao, A1) have distribution in II. Then by Lemma 2.11 and the compactness
of IT (Lemma 2.8), there exists t,, — oo such that (Y, A", Al") = (Y, A, A°). But

P{tlim Ao(t) < oo} < P{lim lim Ao(t, +t) — Ao(tn) = 0} < P{sup A§°(¢t) = 0}.
e} t

n— o0 t—00
Since by assumption, P{7>°(0) < co} =1, P{sup, A\F(¢t) =0} = 0. O

Lemma 3.4. Suppose every solution of the controlled martingale problem for
(A, Ey, B,E) satisfies A\o(t) > 0 for all t > 0, a.s. (i.e. P{r(0) = 0} = 1 for each
P € 1II). Then, for every solution, )\ is a.s. strictly increasing.

Proof. For each s > 0, for every solution (Y, \g, A1) of the controlled martingale problem
for (A, Ey, B, =Z), with the notation of Lemma 2.11 (Y°, A5, A§) is also a solution. O

With Lemmas 2.8, 3.1, 3.4 and 3.3 in mind, throughout the remainder of the paper,
we assume the following:

Condition 3.5.

a) D is dense in C(E).
b) For eachv € P(Ey), I, # 0 (hence F, D E,, where F, is defined in Lemma 2.10).
¢) For each solution (Y, g, A1) of the controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, =),

lim;_, o, Ag(t) = co almost surely.

Theorem 3.6. Let (Y, \g, A1) be a solution of the controlled martingale problem for
(A, Ey, B, E) with right continuous filtration {F,}. Let 7(t) be given by (3.1), and define
G = ]:.,-(t). Define

and

A([0,t] x C) = /[0 - 1c(Y(s),u)A1(ds x du), C € B(E).

Suppose there exists a sequence 1,, of {G;}-stopping times such that n,, — oo and, for
eachn, E[T(n,)] < co.
Then X € DEO [0,00), and, for each f € D,

f(X@) — f(X(0)) — / Af(X(s))ds — / Bf(x,u)A(ds x dx x du) (3.3)
0 [0,t]xE
is a {G; }-local martingale.

Proof. Since 7(t) must be a point of increase of )\, Y (7(¢)) must be in Ey. Since Y and 7
are right continuous, X must be in Dz [0, 00).
Since

‘/ Bf(z,u)A(ds x dz x du)| < | Bf[[M(T(t Any)) < | BfII7(EA D),
[0,tANR]XE
(3.3) stopped at 7,, is a martingale. O
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Remark 3.7. If \y(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > 0, in particular if Y (0) € Ey, then X (0) = Y (0), but
if A\g(¢t) = 0 for some ¢t > 0, then 7(0) > 0, and X (0) = Y (7(0)) may not be Y (0).

Let Qp be the collection of v € P(Ey) such that v = £(X(0)) = L(Y((0))), for some
solution (Y, Ag, A1) of the controlled martingale problem, i.e. Qy is the set of possible
initial distributions of the process X constructed in Theorem 3.6. Then, by Lemma 2.11,
Qp is the collection of v € P(Ey) such that there exists (Y, \g, A1) with initial distribution
v for which Ag(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > 0 a.s. Note that Qy D P(Ep).

Definition 3.8. A process X in Dy, [0,00) is a solution of the constrained (local) martin-
gale problem for (A, Ey, B, Z) if there exists a random measure A in L= and a filtration
{G:} such that X and A are {G;}-adapted and for each f € D, (3.3) is a {G:}-(local)
martingale. We may assume, without loss of generality, that {G,} is right continuous.

A solution obtained as in Theorem 3.6 from a solution of the controlled martingale
problem will be called natural. I' C P(Dg, [0,00)) will denote the set of distributions of
natural solutions and, for v € P(E,), T, will denote the set of distributions of natural
solutions X such that X (0) has distribution v.

Corollary 3.9.

a) For v € Qg (Qo defined in Remark 3.7), if there exists a solution (Y, Ao, A1) of
the controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, E) with initial distribution v that
satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.1, then there exists a natural solution to the
constrained martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, Z) with initial distribution v.

b) For v € P(Ey), if there exists a solution (Y, Ao, A;) of the controlled martingale
problem for (A, Ey, B, E) with initial distribution v such that )\ is strictly increasing
a.s. (see Lemma 3.4 for a sufficient condition), then there exists a natural solution to
the constrained local martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, Z) with initial distribution v.

Proof.
a) Under the conditions of Lemma 3.1, we can take 7, = n and (3.3) is actually a
martingale.
b) If )¢ is strictly increasing, then 7 is continuous and we can take 7, = inf{t :
7(t) > n}. O
We conclude this section with a result giving conditions that imply a solution of the
constrained martingale problem is natural.

Proposition 3.10. Suppose that X is a solution of the constrained martingale problem
for (A, Ey, B,E) and A is the associated random measure. If A(]0,-] x E) is continuous
and for allh € C(E) andt > 0,

/ h(z,u)A(ds x dz x du) = / h(X(s),u)A(ds x dx X du), (3.4)
[0,t]xE

[0,t]xE
then X is natural.
Proof. Define
Xo(t) =inf{s: s+ A([0,s] x 2) > t}, Y(t) = X(N\o(t))
and

A ([0,t] x C) = / 1o(u) A(ds x dz x du), C € B(U).

[0,A0(8)]xE
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Then
FXOu0) — $x0) [ ApCK ) - [ B < s x o)
- fve) - fx o) - [ AV ())dhols) — /WM Bf(X(s), u)A(ds x dr x du)
= 1) - fexon - [ ARV () dhols) - /[OM BF(Y(s),w)A (ds x du). O

4 The Markov selection theorem

Our strategy for obtaining a Markov solution for the constrained martingale problem
for (A, Ey, B, Z) generally follows the approach in Section 4.5 of [14] (which in turn is
based on an unpublished paper [16]). With reference to these results, for h € C(E)),
and v € P(F,) (F; defined in Lemma 2.10), define

~v(I,, h) = sup EP[/OO e M B(Y (5))dAo(s)]. (4.1)
Pell, 0

Recalling that II, is compact (Lemma 2.8), we see that the supremum is achieved.
Lemma 4.1. For h € C(E), there exists v, € B(Fy) such that

~(II,, h) :/F vp(x)v(dx), Vv e P(Fy),

and vy, is upper semicontinuous.

Proof. Suppose first that h is nonnegative. Let 0 < o < 1 and v, u1, p2 € P(F»). Suppose
v =apy + (1 — a)pz. Then by convexity of II,

v(I1,, h)

> sup {aEPl [ / e G R(Y (5))dXo(s)] (4.2)
Piell,, ,P2€ll,, 0

+(1 — a)EP [/00 eAO(S)h(Y(s))d/\o(s)]}

0
= a’Y(Hun h) + (1 - a)V(Hltzah)

But p1 and ps are absolutely continuos with respect to v, so setting H; = dd’fj' , by Lemma
2.9, for P e1l,,

Bl e MO R(Y () dAo(5)]

— aBP™ / " Ml (v (s))dho(s)] + (1 — ) EP™ | / e (Y (3))dho (5)]
0 0

so the reverse of the previous inequality holds and hence
’Y(HIM h) = O[y(HHl ’ h) + (1 - O‘)’Y(Hﬂw h) (43)

The compactness of II and the continuity of (Y, Ao, A1) = [ e (I n(Y (s))dAo(s) ensure
that the mapping v — ~(II,, h) is upper semicontinuous, and the lemma follows by
Lemma 4.5.9 of [14].

If h is not nonnegative, take v, = vp_inspn + inf h. O
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Lemma 4.2. Let Hﬁ C II, be the subset for which the supremum in (4.1) is achieved,
that is, Q € II" if and only if

EQ[/OOO e 2 R(Y (5))dNo(s)] = v(IL,, h) :/F on(@)v(dz).

Defining 1" = U, ep(r,) 11}, 11" is convex, and for each v, 11! is compact (however, it is
not clear whether or not II" is compact).

Proof. Let P, € 11} , P, € I, and P = P, + (1 —a)P,, 0 < o < 1. Setting v =
apr + (1 — a)pa,

EP[/OOO e EIR(Y (5))dAo(5)] = @y (T, h) + (1= @)y(Iy, h) = (1L, ),

where the last equality follows from (4.3).
Compactness of Hfj follows from the compactness of II, and the continuity of the
functional (Y, Xo) = [, e @ h(Y (s))do(s). O

Now consider {h,} C C(Ey), h, > 0, and define I1"*"2 to be the subset of distribu-
tions Q € 1"t such that

B[ ey ()ao(s)] = 20T a) = sup B[ e oy ()]
0 Per 0

and recursively, define IT,""""* to be the subset of distributions Q € II*1- such

that

o0
Q[ e M Oha(Y(©)dha(s)] = A )
0
= s BP[[ e MO (Y(s)d(s)
PEH,;,LI ..... hn 0

Inductively, the compactness of II"1~+"» and the continuity of the functional (Y, \g) —
J72 e 0@ h, 1 (Y (s))dXo(s) ensure that I3+ is compact and nonempty. Let
Hh1 ..... hn — UyeP(Fg)HZI ...,hn_

We now need to show the existence of a function vﬁi:l"h” such that

L ) = [ @lda), W € PR,

+1
Py

If v = apg + (1 — @)pe, then, by the same argument used for (4.3),

YA hgr) = @y (I hy) + (1= @)y (" )

M2

however, we do not know the upper semicontinuity of (I1%1+"~ h,.,) as a function of
v, because it is not clear whether or not II"*"» is compact. Consequently, we cannot
apply Lemma 4.5.9 of [14] as we did in Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.3. For eachn = 1,2,..., v € P(F3), and g € C(E)), there exists v/}t =
vpt! € B(F,) such that

(It g) = / vyt (@) (da). (44)
E,
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Proof. Suppose first that g > 0. Following the argument on page 214 of [14], we proceed
by induction. For n = 1, (4.4) is given by Lemma 4.1. Assuming (4.4) holds for n, we
claim

anrl

@) = lim R (@) — of, (@)

satisfies (4.4). Note that for all v € P(F3),

| hslemtdn) = [ o, @ld) + @), @.5)
Fy Fy

and hence, for all x € I,

lim inf e_l(vgn+eg(m) —vp (7)) > v(Hf;L"""h”,g)-

e—0 x

For each e > 0, let P} € =1 gatisfy

/ Uhteg(B)(d2) = EP"T/ T+ ) (¥ () (5]
0

2

< /F o (2)vde) + cEF| /OOOe_’\O(‘“)g(Y(s))d)\o(s)]]. (4.6)

By (4.5) and (4.6), all limit points of P¢ as € — 0 are in I/, so

lim sup/ e_l(vﬁ”%g(x) — vy (x))v(dr) < limsup EF [/ e ) g(Y (5))dAo(s)]]
e—=0 JF, e—0 0
< (It ).

Therefore,
+1 |
op (@) = lim L] oy (@) — 0 (2)

exists, and since, again by (4.5) and (4.6),
0 < e M (ugy 1ep(@) —vpp (2)) <supg(2),
z

(4.4) holds by the dominated convergence theorem.
If g is not nonnegative, take v;’“ = Vg_infg +inf g. O

4.1 Closure properties of II":h»
Lemma 4.4. Suppose (Y, \g, A1) is a solution of the controlled martingale problem with

filtration {F;} and distribution P € T1"1»+"~_ Let H > 0 be Fy-measurable with E[H] = 1.
Then PH defined as in Lemma 2.9 is in TI"1»/n

Proof. Letec >0, H¢ = % and G¢ = % Then

BPup, ()] = ZEALEP [T e, (v (s dne(e)
+E[c —HA(]

c

v, (Y(0))] +

2P| /0 e (Y (5))dAo(s)

Ele—H e
[c AC]EPG[

E[H/\C] HE
) | ;

= By (Y(0))),

< vp, (Y(0))]

and since the inequality is termwise, we must have

51| N, (v () dho ()] = EP o (Y (0).
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Letting ¢ — oo, the monotone convergence theorem implies
EP" / e 2GR, (Y (5))dNo(s)] = EF" [} (Y(0))], (4.7)
0

and PH ¢ I1hfn, O

Remark 4.5. Note that (4.7) implies
BP0 (v ) (o] = o, (¥ (0).
In particular
o (z) = EP[/OOO e 2 h, (Y (s))dAo(s)], P eIt zeh.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose (Y, Ao, A1) is a solution of the controlled martingale problem with
filtration {F;} with distribution P € II"-h»_ Let r be a finite {F,}-stopping time and
let H > 0 be F,-measurable with E[H| = 1. Then, for (Y™, \}, A7) defined by (2.3), P™"
defined by (2.4) is in I1"»"» and II"»-P» is closed under the pasting operation in
Lemma 2.12.

Proof. Again we proceed by induction. By Lemma 2.11,
’Y(Hlﬁ hl)
= E| / e 2GRy (Y (s))dNo(s)]
0

= F| / ’ e G by (Y (s))do(s)] + Ele™ () / - e 0O hy (Y7 (5))dN] ()] (4.8)
0 0

— E] / "Ny (¥ (5))dAo(s)] + Ele 0] EP / ROy (Y7 ($))dAg ()]
0 0

< E[/OT e O h (Y (5))dAo ()] + Ble Ty (1L, ha),

where
B e—2o(7) .
Hy = B’ w(C) = E[Holc(Y (7))].

Let ¢ be the distribution of Y(7) and let P! € H}C“. Taking (Y9, A9, A9, 7°) with the same
distribution as (Y, Ao, A1,7) and (Y'!, A}, Al) with distribution P!, let (Y, o, A;,7) be

e 20 ()

given by Lemma 2.12. Then, for ﬁo = e o]
€

’

EB| / TRy (7 (9)ds]

0
B /O " MO (¥ () ddo(s)] + Ele= @] BBy /O e Ny (D7 ())dNE (5)]
= E[/OT ey (Y (5))ddo(s)] + Ele 0D EP™ | /OOC e Ny (V7 (5))dNg (5)]

= E[/OT e hy (Y (5))dAo ()] + Ble (L, ha)

Z ’Y(HIM h1)7

where the third equality holds by Lemma 4.4 and the inequality is given by (4.8).
Consequently, equality must hold here and in (4.8), giving both that P70 is in IT"
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and that IT™ is closed under the pasting operation. Now for an arbitrary H as in the
statement of the theorem, note that the probability measure P can be written as

PH(C) = EP[HHy ' 1¢], C € B(Dg[0,50) X Clo.00)[0,00) x Lyy),

where EP”°[HH;'] = 1. Since P™%0 is the distribution of (Y7, A}, A7) under PHo,
Lemma 4.4 yields that the distribution of (Y7, \], A7) under P¥ isin IT™, i.e. P is in
I,

Now suppose that the result holds for 1 < £ < n—1. In particular, if the distribution of
(Y, Ao, Ay) is in ITh1:-+hn=1 then the distribution of (Y7, A7, A7) under P° is in TT"1:-n-1,
With this observation, the proof of the result for n follows. O

4.2 The martingale property and the Markov selection theorem

Lemma 4.7. Let (Y, Ao, A1) be a solution of the controlled martingale problem for
(A, Eo, B, E) with filtration {F;} and distribution in II"'--"». For v} given by Lemma
4.3,

e o0 (Y (1)) + / e b (Y (s))dNo (5)

is a {F; }-martingale, and
o, (V(0) = B[ [ 00, (¥ (5))do(s) o). (4.9)
0
Proof. Fort > 0 and H bounded and F;-measurable, by Lemma 4.6 and Remark 4.5

E[/Ooe—%(S)hn(Y(s)dAO(s)H] = E[e‘AO(t)/Ooe_’\éhn(Yt(s)d)\f](s)H]
t 0
= Ele W (Y(1)H),

and hence -
B / e O h,, (Y (s)dXo(s)|Fe] = e Dup (Y (1))
t

in

and
E| / b e MO R, (Y (s)do(s)|F] = e g (Y(t)) + / e G R, (Y (5))dAo(s).
0 0

The left side is clearly a martingale, and (4.9) follows by taking ¢t = 0. O

Recall that we are assuming Condition 3.5. In particular, we are assuming that for all
solutions of the controlled martingale problem, A\y(t) — co.
Theorem 4.8. For v € P(Fy), let I = N, 11" "= (note that 113 # () and 11 =
Upepm)Ily°. Let (Y, Xo, A1) be a solution of the controlled martingale problem with
filtration {F;} and distribution in II*°. Define, as in Theorem 3.6, 7(t) = inf{s : A\g(s) > t}
and X (t) =Y (7(t)). Then for all h,,

o (X() - / (0f (X(5)) — ha(X(s)))ds,

is a { F,(; }-martingale.

Proof. For each h,, by Lemma 4.7

t

e Oy (Y (1)) + /0 e b, (Y (5))dNo(s)
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is a {F;}-martingale, so the time changed process

e o (X(1)) +/O/e_shn(X(s))ds

is a {F,(; }-martingale. Hence by Lemma 4.3.2 in [14],

o (X(8)) - / (0f (X(5)) — ha(X(s)))ds,

is a {F,(; }-martingale. O

Let OF° be the collection of v € P(Ey) such that v = £L(X(0)) = L(Y (7(0))), for some
(Y, Mo, A1) with distribution in II*° and 7 and X as in Theorem 4.8. Then, by Lemma 4.6,
Qg is the collection of v € P(Ej) such that there exists (Y, A\, A;) with distribution in
I for which Ao(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0 a.s. Note that Q3° D P(Ep). In particular ¢, € QF
for every z € Ej.

Theorem 4.9. Let {h,} C C(Ey) be such that its linear span is dense in B(E,) under
bounded pointwise convergence. For v € QF°, let I';° be the collection of distributions
of processes X =Y o 7 defined as in Theorem 4.8 with v = £(X(0)) and (Y, Ao, A1) with
distribution in II*°. Then, there exists one and only one distribution in I';° and it is the
distribution of a strong Markov process.

Proof. By Remark 4.5 and Theorem 4.8, for each n, (v} ,h,) is a pair(vp, h) such that

op(Y(0)) = EP[/OOo e EIR(Y (5)dho(s)|Bo], VP e II™, (4.10)

and .

vp (X (t)) — /0 [vR (X (s)) — h(X (s)]ds (4.11)
is a {B, () }-martingale for each X =Y o, (Y, Ao, A1) with distribution in II*°. Let
A = {(valg, , vnlg, —h) : such that (vs, h) € B(Fy) x B(E)y) satisfies (4.10) and (4.11}.
A is linear and closed under bounded pointwise convergence.

For (vp, h) such that (vn|g, , vnlg, — h) € A, by Lemma 4.3.2 of [14], for each 1 > 0
and X =Y o7 asin (4.11),

e Mop (X (1) + /O e (o (X (s)) — va(X(s)) + h(X(s)))ds
is a {B, () }-martingale, and hence

vn(X(0)) = E[/ e (nua(X(s)) — v (X (s)) + h(X(s)))ds|B-(0)]- (4.12)
0
(4.12) with n = 1 and (4.10) imply
vr(Y(0)) = E[vn(X(0))|Bo]-
Consequently, for each = € Ey, for (Y, \g, A1) with distribution in e, X =Yor,
vp(z) = E[/ e (non(X(s)) — vn(X(s)) + h(X(s)))ds],
0

and, as in Proposition 4.3.5 of [14], this implies that A is dissipative.
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Since R(I — A) D {h,} and the linear span of {h,} is bounded pointwise dense
in B(E,), we have R(I — A)bp = B(Ey). The properties of resolvents of dissipative
operators (for example, Lemma 1.2.3 of [14]) ensure that R(nl — A)bp = B(E)) for all
1 > 0. Therefore, by Corollary 4.4.4 of [14], for each v € OF° uniqueness holds for the
martingale problem for A with initial distribution v, and, by construction, the distribution
of the solution is the unique distribution in I'{°.

Now let (Y, Ao, A1) be the canonical process with distribution P € II* such that
L(Y(7(0))) = v, so that the distribution of X =Y o7, defined as in Theorem 4.8, is the
unique distribution in I'S°. In order to show that X is a strong Markov process we need
to show that, for each {8, } finite stopping time o, 7(0) is a {B;}-stopping time and,
setting X7(-) = X (o + ), for every F' € B (4),

EP[1p15(X7)] = EP[1pE[15(X7)|X(0)]], VB € B(Dg,[0,0)). (4.13)

The fact that 7(0) is a {58, }-stopping time follows by the right continuity of {B;} and
the observation that

{r(0) < s} = Ueqnio,cor o <t} N {7(t) < s}, s> 0.

Fix F' € B, with P(F) > 0, and define two probability measures P, and P, on
DE[Ov OO) X C[O,oo)[oa OO) X Ly by

P(C) = %F)Epuﬂc], Py(C) = %EPDFEDCW(T(J))H.

Note that
LP(X7(0)) = L7 (Y (1(0)) = L2 (Y (7(0)) = L7 (X7(0) = 1.

Since

Xo(t) =Y (77(1)),

where 77 is given by

77(t) = inf{s : A7 (s) > t},

and (Y@ A7) AT(?)) is defined as in (2.3), Lemma 4.6 yields that £/ (X?) € r'o°. On
the other hand £2(Y™(©) A7(?) A7(")) ¢ TI by the optional sampling theorem. Moreover,
for each n,

>~ Al s T(0o T(O
BP:| / e O, (YT (5))dAT ) (s)]

- ! TN (o (o)
= ﬁEP[lFE[/O e~ A ( )hn(Y ( )(8))d/\0 (S)|Y(T(O‘))]]

= 1 > — (‘l)’(a) s (o 7(0o)
—WEP[EUFIY(T(U))]E[/O e O n, (YT ())dA 7 (8)]Y ((0))]]

= ﬁEP[E[lFD/(T(J))]/

0

oo
(o)
e Mo

) p, (Y7 (s))d/\g(”) (s)]

= 'Y(Hzla*“vhn—l ),
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where the last equality follows from Lemma 4.6. Therefore the distribution of
(Y7 A7) A7)y under P, belongs to II*°, so that £72(X7) € ['>°. Then, by uniqueness
of the distribution in T';°, it must hold £ (X?) = £™(X?), which gives (4.13). O

Remark 4.10. The process constructed in Theorem 4.9 may not be a solution of the con-
strained (local) martingale problem because (3.3) is not necessarily a (local) martingale
for all f € D. However it is, by construction, a solution of the martingale problem for A.
Note that D(A) D {f|z, : f € D and Bf(z,u) =0, ¥(z,u) € ENIEy}.

Lemma 4.11. Let v € P(E,). Suppose every solution (Y, \g,A;) of the controlled
martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, Z) with initial distribution v satisfies \o(t) > 0 for all
t > 0 a.s. Then, for every choice of the {h,,} in Theorem 4.9, v € QF°.

Proof. If (Y, A, A1) has distribution in IT°, then 7(0) = 0. O

Corollary 4.12.

a) Letv € P(E,). If every solution (Y, \g, A1) of the controlled martingale problem for
(A, Ey, B, E) with initial distribution v satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.11 and
Lemma 3.1, then there exists a strong Markov, natural solution to the constrained
martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, E) with initial distribution v.

b) Letv € P(Ey). If \ is a.s. strictly increasing for every solution of the controlled
martingale problem for (A, Ey, B,=) with initial distribution v (see Lemma 3.4
for a sufficient condition), then there exists a strong Markov, natural solution
to the constrained local martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, Z) with initial distribu-
tion v.

Proof. By Lemma 4.11, v € 9§°, and the assertion follows immediately from Theorem
4.9 by the same arguments as in Corollary 3.9. O

Corollary 4.13. Assume Condition 3.5. Let v € P(Ey). If every solution (Y, o, A1) of
the controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, =) with initial distribution v € P(Ey)
satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.11 and there is a unique (in distribution) strong
Markov process X =Y ot with initial distribution v that can be obtained from a solution
of the controlled martingale problem as in Theorem 3.6, then there is a unique (in
distribution) process that can be obtained in this way.

In particular, under either condition a) or b) of Corollary 4.12, if there is a unique
strong Markov, natural solution of the constrained (local) martingale problem with initial
distribution v, then there exists a unique natural solution.

Proof. If T', contains more than one distribution, then, by selecting appropriate se-
quences {h, }, more than one strong Markov solution can be constructed. O

Remark 4.14. We can’t rule out the possibility that there exist solutions of the con-
strained martingale problem that are not natural, but, under Condition 1.2 of [25],
Theorem 2.2 of that paper yields that for any solution of the constrained martingale
problem there exists a natural solution that has the same one dimensional distributions.
By Theorem 3.2 of [24], uniqueness of one dimensional distributions for solutions with
any given initial distribution implies uniqueness of finite dimensional distributions, so
under Condition 1.2 of [25], uniqueness among natural solutions will imply uniqueness
among all solutions.
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5 Viscosity solutions

The approach taken above in the construction of a strong Markov solution to the con-
strained martingale problem simplifies the proof of existence of viscosity semisolutions
to the problem

v(z) — Av(z) = h(z), forx € Ey,
(5.1)
Bu(z,u) =0, for x € OFy and some u € &,

given in [6], Section 5. In fact Theorem 5.1 below shows that the function v, defined
by (4.1) and Lemma 4.1 is a viscosity subsolution of (5.1), and hence the function —v_j
is a viscosity supersolution. As a consequence, under mild assumptions, uniqueness
of the strong Markov solution of the constrained martingale problem starting at each
x € E, implies existence of a viscosity solution (Corollary 5.3). This construction is
a “probabilistic” alternative to Perron’s method, and it does not require proving the
comparison principle for (5.1).

For unconstrained martingale problems, the analogous result follows immediately
from Section 3 of [6]. For a class of jump-diffusion processes, for which uniqueness in law
holds, [8] proves existence of a viscosity solution to the backward Kolmogorov equation
directly, and then uniqueness of the viscosity solution by the comparison principle. The
fact that the comparison principle for (5.1) implies uniqueness of the solution to the
constrained (or unconstrained) martingale problem is the object of [6].

Theorem 5.1. Let (Y, \g, A1) be a solution to the controlled martingale problem for
(A,Ey,B,=Z). For h € C(Ey), let v = v}, be the function defined by (4.1) and Lem-
ma4.1.

Then “’Eo is a viscosity subsolution of (5.1), that is, it is upper semicontinuous, and

if f € D and x € E, satisfy

sup (v — f)(z) = (v — f)(=), (5.2)
2€Bo
then
v(z) — Af(z) < h(z), ifx € EgU(OEy — FY),
(v(z) — Af(z) — h(z)) A (— gl&)fo(x,u)) <0, ifx € 0Ey N F1,

(¢, and I being defined at the beginning of Section 2).

Proof. v is upper semicontinuous by Lemma 4.1.
Suppose z is a point such that v(z) — f(x) = sup,(v(z) — f(z)). As we can always add
a constant to f, we can assume v(z) — f(x) = 0. By compactness, we have

v(w) = E” U T (Y () do(s)

0

for some P € Il;, . For € > 0, define
Te=€eANinf{t > 0:r(Y(t),z) > eorr(Y(t—),x) > €},

where r is the metric in E, and let H. = e~*(79)_ Since (Y, Ao, A1) is a solution to the
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controlled martingale problem for (A, Fy, B, =), we have

0

=v(z) — f(z)

— EF / TN~ f 4 A)(Y(s)) dhals) + / e BF(Y (s), u)Ai(ds x dU)]
0 [0,00)xU

_gP /T‘ e MO (b — f+ AF)(Y(s)) dho(s +/ e MG BF(Y (s), u)Aq (ds x du)]
0 0,7e]xU

L EP {emw / TN O (= f 4 APY™(s)) dAF <s>}
0

+EF

e—)\O(Te)/ e—)\gs(S)BJC(Y"'E(s),u)A'{€ (ds x du)}
[0,00)xU
_ gP [/T e~ M) (h — f+Af)(Y(s))d)\o(8)]

0

+EP

/ e M) BF(Y (s),u)A1(ds x du)]

[0,7]xU

P BT [ [ e+ an e dxo<s>}
0

+ EP[H)EP

/ e—)\U(S)Bf(Y<s>7u)A1(dS X du)] s
[0,00)xU

with (Y7 A\J*(s),A]*) and P7f< as in Lemma 2.11. Setting u.(-) = P™H<(Y(0) € ) =
P(Y () € -), and denoting p.f = sz z) pte(dz), by Lemma 2.11 and Lemma 4.1 we
have

EP BT [ / 20 (WY () — F(Y(5)) + AF(Y(s) dxo<s>}

—|—EP[H6]EPT€’HE [/[ - e I BF(Y (s), u)Aq (ds x du)]
0,00) X

< EP[H)(vI,., h) = pef) = BV [H](pev — pef)

where the last inequality uses the fact that v — f < 0. Therefore
0
EFP[[Je @O (h— f+ Af)(Y(s))dho(s)+ [ e OBF(Y(s),u)A1(ds x du)]

) [0,7]xU
<
= I EP[r,]

= h(x) — f(z) + Af(z0) = h(z) — () + Af(x)
ifx e EgU (OEO — Fl), and
0 < (h(z) —v(2) + Af(x)) V max Bf (z, u)),

ifxE@EoﬂFl. O

Remark 5.2. Note that, for each z € E,

v(z) =vp(x)=F [/000 e *h(X"(s))ds
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for some strong Markov process X" =Y o 7 obtained from a solution of the controlled
martingale problem as in Theorem 3.6 with Y (0) = .

Corollary 5.3.

a) If, for each x € E), there is a unique solution (Y, \g, A1) of the controlled martingale
problem for (A, Fy, B,Z) with Y (0) = z, then there exists a viscosity solution to
(5.1).

b) If the assumptions of Corollary 4.12 a) or b) are satisfied for each J,, x € FEy,
and there is a unique strong Markov, natural solution to the (local) constrained
martingale problem with X (0) = x, then there exists a viscosity solution to (5.1).

Proof. For each x € Fy, let v = vj, be the function defined by (4.1) and Lemma 4.1. Then,
by uniqueness of the solution to the controlled martingale problem for (4, Ey, B, Z),

v(z) = vp(x) = —v_p(z),

and, as noted at the beginning of this subsection, —v_j is a supersolution of (5.1).
The second assertion follows from Remark 5.2 by the same argument. O

6 Diffusions with oblique reflection in piecewise smooth domains:
existence and Markov property

Let Ey be a bounded, simply connected, open subset of R? such that Ey = ﬁ?;lEé,
where E}, i = 1,...,m, are simply connected open sets in R? with C! boundaries.
Specifically, we will assume that for each i there is a function v; € C!'(R%) such
that E§ = {z : ¢;(z) > 0} and that ¢;(z) = 0 implies Vi;(z) # 0. In particular,
OB} = {z : ¢;(z) = 0}, and the inward normal at z € 9E} is n'(x) = \%Zgr We will
assume that

Fo =N, EL. (6.1)

Suppose that on JE] a variable direction of reflection ¢' is assigned. We assume
that ¢’ is continuous on 9E] and (Vy'(z),g¢'(x)) > 0, z € OE}. It is convenient, and
no loss of generality to assume that ¢* : R* — R? and is continuous on all of R¢ with
(Vyi(z),g'(z)) > 0 (allowing 0 away from 9E}). Noting that € 9Fy may be in more
than one 9E}, for z € OF,, we define the cone of possible directions of reflection

Gx)=4 Y mg'(@),n =0 (6.2)
i:xeﬁEé
and also define
N(z)=4 Y mn'(z),m >0. (6.3)
i:x€OE]

Starting from the late '70s, there has been a considerable amount of work devoted
to proving existence and uniqueness of reflecting diffusions in F, with direction of
reflection g‘ on OFE]. Perhaps the most general result in this sense is [13]. However
the assumptions in [13] are not satisfied in many natural situations, as in the following
example.

Example 6.1. Let £, = E} N E2, where E} is the unit ball centered at (1,0) and E? is

the upper half plane. Let n?, i = 1,2, denote the unit, inward normal to Eé, and

ir v | cos(®)  sin(9) | 0 T
= . , 0 tant le, — <9< —.
g'(x) —sin(®)  cos() n'(x) a constant angle, - <9 < 5
EJP 24 (2019), paper 135. http://www.imstat.org/ejp/
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Then, at z° = 0, it can be proved by contradiction that there is no convex compact set
that satisfies (3.7) of [13].

In addition [13] does not cover the case of cusp like singularities (covered by [7] in
dimension 2).

[10] considers convex polyhedrons (take v;(z) = (n', z) — b%, n' and b’ constant) with
constant direction of reflection ¢’ on each face. In this context, [10] proves existence
and uniqueness (in distribution) of semimartingale reflecting Brownian motion under a
condition which, in the case of simple polyhedrons, reduces to the assumption that, for
every x € OF)y, there exists e(z) € N(z), |e(z)| = 1, such that

(g,e(x)) >0, VgeG(x)—{0}. (6.4)

Moreover, for simple polyhedrons, [10], Propositions 1.1 and 1.2, shows that (6.4) is nec-
essary for existence of semimartingale reflecting Brownian motion. (Non-semimartingale
reflecting Brownian motion, which is studied, for example, in [19], [21] and [27], is not
considered here.) Note that (6.4) is satisfied in Example 6.1.

In [10], a key point in proving uniqueness is the fact that there exist strong Markov
processes that satisfy the definition of semimartingale reflecting Brownian motion and
that uniqueness among these strong Markov processes implies uniqueness among all
processes that satisfy the definition (analogously in [26] and [34]). Our goal here is to
prove that this key point holds for general diffusion processes on domains Fj as defined
above under Condition 6.2 below, thus providing the first step in extending proofs of
uniqueness to this more general setting

In [13], [10] and in most of the literature, reflecting diffusions are defined as (weak)
solutions of stochastic differential equations with reflection. Here we start by studying
the corresponding controlled martingale problem and constrained martingale problem,
and then show that the set of natural solutions to the constrained martingale problem
coincides with the set of solutions of the stochastic differential equation with reflection.

We consider the controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, =), with

Af (@) = (Vf(2),b(2)) + str(o(2)o” (2)D?f (x)),
Bf(z,u) =(Vf(z),u), (6.5)
U={ueR®: |ul =1},
E={(z,u) € IEy x U : u e G(x)},
D = C?(R%), and we assume that o and b are bounded and continuous on R¢.
Note that F}, defined at the beginning of Section 2, in this case is JF, so a solution

of the controlled martingale problem must take values in Ey (Remark 2.3).
For z € (Ep)¢ = UM, (EY)C, let

I(x) = {i: 2 € (B, (6.6)

Since (EJ)¢ is closed, if j € I(z*) for some sequence z* — x, then j € I(z). Consequently,
for each x € (Ep)° there exists §(x) such that

I(z) C I(z), forze€ (Ey)° with |z —z| < §(x). (6.7)
Note that, for z € 0E, _
I(x) ={i:z € OE}}. (6.8)
Define also, for x € 0E,
I(z)={I C I(z): 3z € (Ey), |z — 2| < 8(x), s.t. T = 1(2)}. (6.9)

We assume that Ej and ¢°, i = 1, ..., m, satisfy the following condition.
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Condition 6.2.

a) Fori=1,...m, g' : R — R are continuous vector fields of unit length on OE},
that satisfy
(g'(x),n'(x)) >0, V€ dE].

b) For each x € OFy, there exists e(x) € N(z),

e(z)| = 1, that satisfies
(g,e(x)) >0, VgeG(z)—{0}.

c) Foreachz € 0Ey, I € I(z), andn =Y, min'(x), 7; > 0, >_,c; 1 > 0, there exists
j € I such that
(n, g’ (x)) > 0.

Remark 6.3. In the case of simple, convex polyhedrons with constant direction of
reflection on each face, Condition 6.2 b) becomes (S.b) of [10] and Condition 6.2 c) is
immediately implied by (S.a) of [10]. In fact, since (S.a) and (S.b) are equivalent for
simple polyhedrons ([10], Proposition 1.1), in this case Condition 6.2 is equivalent to the
assumptions of [10].

Example 6.4. For domains with curved boundaries and singularities, e.g. cusp-like
singularities, Condition 6.2 may be satisfied, whereas (S.a) and (S.b) of [10] are not. As
an example, consider the domain

EOE{SCEIRQ: 0< zq, —x‘ll<x2<ac%, m%—l—m§<1}.
Then Ey = N{_, EY with
V1(7) = 20 + 27, Vo(x) =27 — 20, Y3(x) =1 — 27 — 23, Ya(z) =21

Let ¢! and ¢? be continuous vector fields defined on dE} and 0E?, respectively, such
that g'(0) = [-1,%3]7, ¢2(0) = [%2,—¥2]7, and take ¢*(0) = [1,0]”. Then Z(0) =
{{1},{2},{4},{1,4},{2,4} } and it is easy to check that Condition 6.2 is satisfied at 0.
Remark 6.5. In general, there are multiple possible choices of E{ and ¢¢, i = 1,...,m,
that determine the same domain Ey = N7, E} and the same direction of reflection at
each point of the smooth part of the boundary of Ey. In some cases, some of these
choices satisfy Condition 6.2 and others do not. For instance, in Example 6.4 one can
take Ey = N3_, B with 13 = 13 and

mz{ mtan m=0 g

x% — T2, x1 Z 07
o —af, 11 <0,

—x% —x9, x1 <0.

Then Z(0) = {{1}, {2}, {1,2}} and, with the same g'(0) and ¢*(0) as above, Condition 6.2
is not satisfied at 0.

As anticipated in Remark 2.2, we will obtain a solution to the controlled martingale
problem (6.5) by constructing a solution to the corresponding patchwork martingale
problem ([23]), which will also be a solution to the controlled martingale problem.

Definition 6.6 ([23], Lemma 1.1). Given a complete, separable metric space F, an open
subset Ey of E, a partition of E — Ey into Borel sets {E1, ..., E,} and dissipative operators
A,By,...,B,, C C(E) x C(E), each containing (1,0) and with a common domain D dense
in C(E), a solution to the patchwork martingale problem for (A, Ey, By, E1,...Bm, Er) is a
process (Y, A, l1, ..., L) such thatY has paths in Dg|0, ), Ao, l1, ..., L, are nondecreasing,
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l, increases only whenY € E;, A\o(t) + 3.1, I;(t) = t, and there exists a filtration {F;}
such that (Y, Ao, l1, ..., lm) is {F:}-adapted and

FY () — FY(0)) — / AF(Y(s))dNo(s) / B (Y (s))dli(s)

is a {F;}-martingale for all f € D.

Theorem 6.7. For each v € P(Ey), there exists a solution (Y, Ao, A1) of the controlled
martingale problem for (A, Ey, B,E) defined by (6.5), with initial distribution v.

Proof. Let x : R — R be a C* function such that x(r) =0 forr <0, x(r) =1forr > 1,
X'(r) > 0for 0 < r <1, and define

p(z) = Z X(—i(z)). (6.10)

For z € OE and I € Z(x), let
( *{Tl ’Il—zni 7]120 an—l},
i€l iel
and define
= inf i inf j .
= i min inf mex(ng'(a))

By Condition 6.2c) and compactness,
8> 0. (6.11)
Let 0 < ¢p < 1 be sufficiently small so that forall:=1,...,m
inf vi(z) > -1, inf |Vap;(z)| > 0,

2€(Eo)e: d(x,Eo)<eo 2€(Eo)c: d(x,Eo)<eo

and for |z — 2| < €, d(z,0E; N OEy) < €y, d(z,0E; N OEy) < eo,

g'(@) ') < and pi(a) —ni(a) < 7.
Then, in particular, by (6.1), for x € (Ey)¢, d(z, Ey) < o,
¢x) >0, > X (=¢i(@))| V()] > 0. (6.12)

i€l(x)

For z € OE), let §(z) be as in (6.7). By compactness, there exists §; > 0 such that, for
every z € (Fy)¢ with d(x, Ey) < &, there exists z € 9E, such that |z — z| < §(z), hence
I(z) € Z(2).

For each j = 1,....,m, x € (Ep)¢ with d(x, Ey) < 6o A€o, and z € OEq with |z — 2| < §(2),

— (Vo(a), ¢ () |
> X (i) Vi ()] (Vii(x), ¢’ ()

o V()]
= Y X (—i(@)|V(2)| (n'(2), ¢ ()
iel(x)
> Y X (=i(@) V()] ((n'(2), 6 (2)) = [(n*(2), & () — (n*(2), 67 (2))])
i€l(x)
> Y V@) (@) -5)
i€l(x)
EJP 24 (2019), paper 135. http://www.imstat.org/ejp/
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where )
= )|V g

S NI 2 X DT )

belongs to Nf(w)(z) since I(z) € Z(z). (6.11) implies that for some j € I(x),
(Vo) g’ @) = Y K ()| V()| S > 0. (6.13)
i€I(x)
Define
F = {:L' : d(l’,Eo) < (50 /\60}

and

Fy={x € E:4i(z) <0, (Vo(z), ¢'(x)) < 0}. (6.14)
By (6.13), each © € E — Ej is in at least one of the E so defining
Ey={z € E:1(x) <0, (Vé(x), g'(z)) < 0}

and
Ei={z € E:¢i(x) <0, (Vé(z), ¢'(z)) <0} —UjiE;, i=2,...,m,
Ey, Eh ... ,Em are disjoint and

E:%UGE

Setting D = C(E), pla) = [1 - x(4522)), Af(x) = p(@)Af(x), and Bif =
p(z)(Vf(x),g9'(x)), A and the B; are dissipative, and Lemma 1.1 of [23] yields that,
for each v € P(Eo) there exists a solution, (Y, Mo, 1, ..., L), of the patchwork martingale

problem for (A E), Bl, El,. Bm7 Em ) with initial distribution v. Then, for f € D

/Af Ddo(s Z/Bf i (s)

FOY () - / AF(Y (5))dNo(s Z / (Y (5), (Y (s))dls(5)

My (t)

is a {F;}-martingale. (We can write A rather than A since A f= A fon Ey.)
Since ¢ is constant on F, if ¢ were C?, then

My(t) = o(Y (1)) — Z/O p(Y ()(V(Y (5), 9" (Y (5))dli(s) (6.15)

would be a martingale. Since we can approximate ¢ by C? functions {¢"} in such a way
that ¢" is constant on Fy and V¢" — V¢ uniformly on E, M, is a martingale even if ¢ is
not C2. M, is a nonnegative martingale because (V¢, g‘) < 0 on E;. If Y(0) € Eo, then
M4(0) = 0 so, as in the proof of Lemma 1.4 of [23], M (t) =0 for all ¢ > 0. As all terms in
My are nonnegative, ¢(Y (¢)) must be zero for all t > 0, and hence, by (6.12), Y (¢) € Ey
for all ¢ > 0. Therefore (Y, Ao, 1, ..., l;n) is a solution of the patchwork martingale problem
for (A, Ey, B1, E1, ...Bp,, Ep,), where

El_{xean P1(x) =0}
FE;, = {iL’ S an : ’(/Jl( ) 0, .., ’l/)l',l( ) > 0, wl(iﬂ) = 0}, 1=2,...,m, (6.106)
Bif(z) = (Vf(z),9'(z))
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If we define

A([0,t] x C) = Z/O 10(g* (Y (s))dl;(s) (6.17)

then (Y, Ao, A1) is a solution of the controlled martingale problem for (4, Ey, B,Z). O

Let (Y, Ao, A1) be a solution of the controlled martingale problem for (4, Ey, B, E). It
is easy to verify that Y is continuous and

Y(t) - Y(0) /Ot b(Y (5))dAo(s) — /[0 g el x ) = M) (6.18)

is a continuous martingale with [M](t) = fg(aaT)(Y(s))d)\o(s).
The following lemma is the analog of Lemma 3.1 of [10] and its proof is based on
similar arguments.

Lemma 6.8. For every solution (Y, Ay, A1) of the controlled martingale problem for
(A, Ey, B,E) defined by (6.5), \o(t) > 0 forallt > 0, a.s.

Proof. By (6.18), for 7(0) = inf{t > 0: Ao(¢) > 0},

Y(tAT(0)=Y(0)+ / uli(ds x du). (6.19)
[0,tAT(0)] x U

For every path such that 7(0) > 0, A1 (¢ A 7(0)) =t A 7(0), and we must have Y (¢) € 0E,
for all ¢ € [0,7(0)). Setting, for I C {1,...,m},

OrEy ={x € 0Ey: I(x) =1}

there must exist a k such that
Yitye |J arko (6.20)

forall t € [0,7(0)). Let ko be the maximal such k, that is, k£ = ko satisfies (6.20) and there
exists ¢ € [0,7(0)) such that [I(Y (¢))| = ko.
By (6.7) and the continuity of Y, for s > ¢ close enough to ¢, I(Y(r)) C I(Y (¢)) for all
€ [t, s]. Since by definition of ko, |I(Y(r))| > ko, we must have I(Y (r)) = I(Y(¢)) for all
r € [t,s].
Since OB} is C1,

(Y(s) = Y(t),n' (Y1) = o(|Y (s) = Y()]), VielI(Y(t)).
In addition, by (6.19) and the fact that A\;(¢) = A;([0,t] x U) is Lipschitz,
Y(s) =Y (t)] < O(s — 1),
so that

| (u,n) Aq(ds x du)| =Y (s) =Y (),n)| =o(|s—t]), VneNY(t)).
(s,t]xU
On the other hand, setting G')(x) = { 3, () mig'(x), i > 0}, (6.7) implies G(Y (r)) C
GIY®) (Y (r)) for all r € [t,s]. Since the Hausdorff distance d(G'¥) (z) N U, G(y) NU) — 0
as x — y, if s is close enough to ¢, by 6.2 b) we have, for some e € N(Y(¢)), |e| =1,

(Y(s)=Y(t),e) = /(ts]XU(u, e) 1=(Y (r),u) A1 (dr x du) > %ueG(i}I}(ft))mUw’ e)(s —t).

Consequently, by contradiction, 7(0) must be zero almost surely. O
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Lemma 6.9. The controlled martingale problem for (A, Ey, B, Z) defined by (6.5) satis-
fies Condition 3.5.

Proof. Condition 3.5 a) is clearly satisfied. Condition 3.5 b) is satisfied by Theorem 6.7,
while Condition 3.5 c) is satisfied by Lemma 6.8 and Lemma 3.3. O

Theorem 6.10. For each v € P(E,) there exists a natural solution of the constrained
martingale problem for (A, Ey, B,E) defined by (6.5).

Proof. By Lemma 6.8 and Lemma 3.4, Corollary 3.9 b) applies. O

As mentioned at the beginning of this section, a reflecting diffusion in F, with
direction of reflection ¢* on {z € 0Ey : ¥;(z) = 0, ¥;(x) > 0, for j # i}, i = 1,...,m, is
often defined as a weak solution of a stochastic differential equation with reflection of
the form

X(8) = X(0) + Jy b(X (5))ds + g o(X ()W (s) + [y 7(s) dA(s), >0,
~v(t) € G(X(t), |v@)] =1, d)\—ae t>0, (6.21)
X(t) € Eo, A(t) = [y 1om,(X(5))dA(s), > 0.

Definition 6.11. X, defined on some probability space, is a weak solution of (6.21)
if there are \ a.s. continuous and nondecreasing, v a.s. measurable and a standard
Brownian motion W, all defined on the same probability space as X, such that (X,v, \)
is compatible with W (i.e. W (t + -) — W (t) is independent of F"*"*, where { F/V-*7*}
is the filtration generated by (W, X,~, \)) and (6.21) is satisfied.

Theorem 6.12. Every weak solution of (6.21) is a natural solution of the constrained
martingale problem for (A, Ey, B,E) defined by (6.5).

Conversely, for every natural solution, X, of the constrained martingale problem for
(A, Ey, B, E) there exists a weak solution of (6.21) with the same distribution as X.

Proof. Let X be a weak solution of (6.21). Setting

A([0,t] x C) E/O 1c(X(s),7(s))dX(s), C € B(5),

we see that X is a solution of the constrained martingale problem for (A4, Fy, B,Z).
Since A([0, ] x =) is continuous and (3.4) is satisfied, by Proposition 3.10, X is a natural
solution.

Conversely, let X =Y o7, where (Y, Ao, A1) is a solution of the controlled martingale
problem (A, Ey, B, Z) with filtration {F; } and 7 is given by (3.1). Without loss of generality
we can suppose {F;} complete. Then (see [24], page 141) there is a {F;}-predictable,
P(U)-valued process L such that, in particular,

/ uli(ds x du) / / wL(s,du) d\(s / / (s,du) dA(s).
(0,6]xU UNG(Y (s ))

Note that | [,y (s % L(5,du)| > 0 dXi-a.e. by Condition 6.2 b) and (2.4) of [24]. Then,
setting

u L(s,du) ~
ﬁ(s) = fUﬂG(Y(S)) / ‘ uL(s, du)}d)\l(s)
|fUmG(Y(s))“L s, du) | 0 JUuncy(s)

we see that (6.18) can be written as
t t _
Y(t) =Y(0) +/ b(Y (s))dAo(s) +/ F(s)dA1(s) + M(t).
0 0
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By Lemma 6.8 and Lemma 3.4, )\ is strictly increasing, therefore 7 = (\g)~! and X
satisfies

X(t) = X(0) +/0 b(X(s))ds+/0 ~v(s)dA(s) + N(t),

where y =7yo7, A = Xl oTand N = M o 7 is a continuous martingale with [N|(t) =
Y
fot (00T)(X(s))ds. Then the assertion follows by classical arguments. O

Theorem 6.13. Foreachv € P(Fo), there exists a strong Markov solution of (6.21). If
uniqueness in distribution holds among strong Markov solutions of (6.21), then it holds
among all solutions.

Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem 6.10, Theorem 6.12, Corollary 4.12 and
Corollary 4.13. O

We conclude this section with the proof of the equivalence between the controlled
martingale problem (6.5) and the corresponding patchwork martingale problem (6.16)
(see Definition 6.6). This equivalence is a valuable tool. For instance, in the last step of
the proof of Theorem 6.7) we have already used one direction of the equivalence, which
is immediate to see, namely the fact that every solution of the patchwork martingale
problem yields a solution of the controlled martingale problem. On the contrary, the
other direction of the equivalence is nontrivial and is proved in the following theorem.
Theorem 6.14. For every solution (Y, Ay, A1) of the controlled martingale problem for

(A, Ey, B,Z) defined by (6.5) there existly, ..., 1, such that (Y, Ao, 1, ..., L) is a solution
of the patchwork martingale for (A, Ey, By, F1, ... By, Er,) defined by (6.16).

Proof. First, we show that there is a Borel mapping © : = — {n € [0,00)™ : >.7" n; = 1}
such that

m

u=>Y 0;(z,u)g (x), O;(x,u)=0fori¢I(x).

=1

Let G(z) = [g1(2),...,9m(2))], and let GT(z) be the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse (see
[3], Chapter 1). G*(z) is a Borel function of G(z), hence of . Then, for each u € R¢
such that G(x)n = v has at least one solution, all solutions have the form

n(w) = G (2)u+ (I — GT(2)G(z))w, weR™

For (z,u) € Z, let w®(x,u) = argmin|w|, where the minimum is taken over all w such that
ni(w) >0,i=1,..m, n(w) =0,i¢ I(x), > n(w) =1. w° is a Borel function ([12]).
Then the mapping

O(z,u) = GH(z)u+ (I — G (2)G(x))w’ (z,u)
has the desired properties.

The assertion follows by defining

L;(t) = / 0;(Y(s),u)A1(ds x du), i=1,...,m. (6.22)
[0,¢]xU

7 Examples of application to other boundary conditions

7.1 Non-local boundary conditions

Let A C C(E) x C(E) with D(A) dense in C(E), and assume that there exist solutions
of the martingale problem for A with sample paths in Dg[0, oo) for all initial distributions
v e P(E).
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Let U = {1} and B be defined by

Bf(e.1) = Bf(@) = [ (1)~ f@)n(z.dy),
where 7 is a transition function on E and, forall z € E,
7]($,E0) = 77(55»E) =1

Then the controlled martingale problem requires

FOY () — F(Y(0)) - / AF(Y (s))dAols / BF(Y(s))dM (s)

to be a martingale. Note that the assumption that n(x, Eg) = 1 implies that for every
solution of the controlled martingale problem P{7(0) < oo} = 1. In fact, if Y (0) € Ef,
P{7(0) >t} < e, since B is a generator of a pure jump process with unit exponential
holding times. Consequently, by Lemma 3.3, Ag(t) — oc.

Processes of this type have been considered in a variety of settings, for example
[11, 30]. Semigroups corresponding to processes with nonlocal boundary conditions of
this type have been considered in [2]. Related models are considered in [29].

7.2 Wentzell boundary conditions

Let A C C(E)xC(F)and B C C(FE)xC(E) be generators such that for every . € P(E)
there exist solutions of the martingale problem for (A, 1) and (B, i), every solution of
the martingale problem for A has continuous sample paths and every solution for B has
cadlag sample paths. In addition, assume that if Z is a solution of the martingale problem
for B with Z(0) € Ey, then Z(t) € Ey forallt > 0. Set U = {1} and Bf(-,1) = Bf.

Let u € P(Ey), let Y¢(0) have distribution p and let Y evolve as a solution of
the martingale problem for A until the first time 7{ that Y hits 0E,. After time 7§,
let Y© evolve as a solution of the martingale problem for B until ¢f = inf{t > 7{ :
infyeom, |Y(t) — x| > €}. Recursively define 75 and of and assume o§ = 0. By pasting,
Y is constructed so that for f € D,

fFYeE(®) = £(Y(0)) /0 <Z Liogrg, ) ($)Af(Y<(s +ZIT o) ($)Bf(Y(s ))) ds

is a martingale. Define
t o0
:/ Zl[ai771§+1)(8)d8
0 k=0

Assume that D = D(A) = D(B) is dense in C(E). Then, by Theorem 3.9.4 of [14],
{(Y¢, 7§, AS), e > 0} is relatively compact, and every limit point (Y, Ag, A1) will give a
solution of the controlled martingale problem, that is, for every f € D

FY () — F(Y(0)) - / AF(Y())dNo(s) — / BF(Y (5))dM (s)

isa {Ft(y”\o”\l)}-martingale.

Our assumptions imply that ) is strictly increasing, so Ag(t) — co by Lemma 3.3.

Diffusions with Wentzell boundary conditions have been studied in [35, 36, 1]. Note
that [35, 36] study the models using stochastic differential equations while [1] uses
submartingale problems. [15] formulates what we call the constrained martingale
problem.
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