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Introduction

Filtering is the science of finding the law of a process giveadial observa-
tion of it. The main objects we study here are diffusion psses. These are nat-
urally associated with second order linear differentiatrapors which are semi-
elliptic and so introduce a possibly degenerate Riemarstraicture on the state
space. In fact much of what we discuss is simply about two spehnators inter-
twined by a smooth map, the “projection from the state spadtke observations
space”, and does not involve any stochastic analysis.

From the point of view of stochastic processes our purpose jsesent and
to study the underlying geometric structure which allowsaugerform the filter-
ing in a Markovian framework with the resulting conditionalv being that of a
Markov process. This geometry is determined by the symbth@®foperator on
the state space which projects to a symbol on the observatiace. The pro-
jectible symbol induces a (possibly non-linear and paytidéfined) connection
which lifts the observation process to the state space ares gi decomposition
of the operator on the state space and of the noise. As isasthae can recover
the classical filtering theory in which the observationsrastusually Markovian
by application of the Girsanov-Maruyama-Cameron -Marti@drem.

This structure we have is examined in relation to a numbeeofegtrical top-
ics. In one direction this leads to a generalisation of Hermsatheorem on the
fibre bundle structure of certain Riemannian submersionsanbther it gives a
novel description of generalised Weitzenbock curvatliralso applies to infinite
dimensional state spaces such as arise naturally for stoictws of diffeo-
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morphisms defined by stochastic differential equationd,fancertain stochastic
partial differential equations.

Let M be a smooth manifold. Consider a smooth second order séiptieel
differential operatoC such thatC1 = 0. In a local chart, such an operator takes
the following form

n

1 0 0 ; 0
Ezﬁzajaxi%jLZb@xi

i,j=1

(1)

where the:”/’s and)’’s are smooth functions and the mat¢ix’) is positive semi-
definite.

Such differential operators are called diffusion opematén elliptic diffusion
operator induces a Riemannian metricdn In the degenerate case we shall have
to assume that the “symbol” @ (essentially the matrifa*/] in the representation
(1)) has constant rank and so determines a sub-bufidié the tangent bundle
T M together with a Riemannian metric di. In Elworthy-LeJan-Li [26] and
[27] it was shown that a diffusion operator in Hormandemipisatisfying this
condition, induces a linear connection éihwhich is adapted to the Riemannian
metric induced on¥, but not necessarily torsion free. It was also shown that
all metric connections oy can be constructed by some choice of Hormander
form for a given/ in this way. The use of such connections has turned out to be
instrumental in the decomposition of noise and calculadfarovariant derivatives
of the derivative flows.

A related construction of connections can extend to praciipre bundles
P, indeed to more general situations, such as foliated miasifand stratified
manifolds. An equivariant differential operator éhinduces naturally a diffu-
sion operator on the base manifold. Conversely given a atiomeon P one can
lift horizontally a diffusion operator on the base manifolidthe form of sum of
squares of vector fields by simply lifting up the vector fieldisstill need to be
shown that the lift is independent of choices of its Hormamidrm. Consider
now a diffusion operator not given in Hormander form. Siitdeas no zero order
term we can associate with it an operadorhich send differential one forms to
functions. In Proposition 1.2.1 a class of such operataesdascribed, each of
which determines a diffusion operator. Horizontal liftsdiffusion operators can
then be defined in terms of tldeoperator. This construction extends to situations
where there is no equivariance and we have only partiallywddfand non-linear
connections.



The connections discussed here arise in much more geneiatians, includ-
ing for foliations though these are not discussed in thisiva, We show that
given a smootlp : N — M: a diffusion operato3 on N which lies over a
diffusion operator4 on M satisfying a "cohesiveness” property gives rise to a
semi-connectiom partially defined, non-linear, connection which can berat-
terised by the property that, with respect tddtzan be written as the direct sum of
the horizontal lift of its induced operator and a verticdfuliion operator. Of par-
ticular importance are examples where N — M is a principal bundle. In that
case the vertical component Bfinduces differential operators on spaces of sec-
tions of associated vector bundles: we observe that thessean-order operators,
and can have geometric significance.

This geometric significance and the relationship betweesdtpartially de-
fined connections and the metric connections determinetdiabrmander form
as in [26] and [27] is seen when takif§jto be the generator of the diffusion
given on the frame bundl&LM of M by the action of the derivative flow of a
stochastic differential equation ai. The semi- connection determined Byis
then equivariant and is theljoint of the metric connection induced by the SDE in
a sense extending that of Driver [17] and described in [27 Zero-order oper-
ators induced on differential forms as mentioned aboveautrio be generalised
Weitzenbock curvature operators,in the sense of [27]Jcied) to the classical
ones when\/ is Riemannian for particular choices of stochastic difféied equa-
tions for Brownian motion onV/. Our filtering then reproduces the conditioning
results for derivatives of stochastic flows in [29]and [27].

Our approach is also applied to the case whergs compact andV is its
diffeomorphism groupDiff (M) , with P evaluation at a chosen point 8f. The
operatorB is taken to be the generator of the diffusion procesBdf{ M) arising
from a stochastic flow. However our constructions can be niaderms of the
reproducing Hilbert space of vector fields dhdefined by the flow. From this we
see that stochastic flows are essentially determined bysa afasemi-connections
on the bundle : Diff(M) — M and smooth stochastic flows whose one point
motions have a cohesive generator determine semi- coonsatin all natural
bundles overM. Apart from these geometrical aspects of stochastic flows we
also obtain a skew product decomposition which, for exangale be used to find
conditional expectations of functionals of such flows gikeowledge of the one
point motion from our chosen point i/ .

A feature of our approach is that in general we use canoniocglgses as so-
lutions of martingale problems to describe our processgher than stochastic
differential equations and semi-martingale calculusesswe are explicitly deal-



ing with the latter. This leads to some some new construstitor example of
integrals along the paths of our diffusions in Section 4.hjclv are valid more
generally than in the very regular cases we discuss here.

In more detail: In Chapter One we describe various reprasiens of diffu-
sion operators and when they are available. We also definadtien of such
an operator beinglong a distribution In Chapter Two we introduce the notion
of semi-connectionvhich is fundamental for what follows, show how these are
induced by certain intertwined pairs of diffusion operatand how they relate
to a canonical decomposition of such operators. We also adist look at the
topological consequences pn N — M of havingB on NV over somed on M
which posses hypo-ellipticity type properties. This is aaniextension of part of
Hermann’s theorem, [37], for Riemannian submersions. lap@dr Three we spe-
cialise to the case of principal bundles, introduce the gitarof derivative flow,
and show how the generalised Wietzenbock curvatures arise.

It is not really until Chapter Four that stochastic analysesys a major role.
Here we describe methods of conditioning functionals ofBh@ocess given in-
formation about its projection ontd/. We also use our decomposition Bfand
resulting decomposition of thB-process to describe the conditior#process.
In the equivariant case of principal bundles the decomjowostf the process can
be considered as a skew product decomposition. In Chapter $haw how our
constructions can apply to classical filtering problemsgrglthe projection of the
B-process is hon-Markovian. We can follow the classical appih and obtain, in
Theorem 5.9, a version of Kushner’s formula for non-lineléeriing in somewhat
greater generality than is standard. This requires sonceision of analogues of
innovationgprocesses in our setting.

We return to more geometrical analysis in Chapter Six, gifurther exten-
sions of Hermann'’s theorem and analysing the consequeht®s loorizontal lift
of A commuting withB, thereby extending the discussion in [7]. In particular we
see that such commutativity, plus hypo-ellipticity coralis on.A, gives a bundle
structure and a diffusion operator on the fibre which is prexkby the triviali-
sations of the bundle structure. This leads to an extenditdmed'skew-product”
decomposition given in [24] for Brownian motions on the tef@ace of Rieman-
nian submersions with totally geodesic fibres. In fact th# iweown theory for
Riemann submersions, and the special case arising fromaRigian symmetric
spaces is presented in Chapter Seven.

Chapter Eight is where we describe the theory for the diffeqrhism bundle
p : Diff (M) — M with a stochastic flow of diffeomorphism a¥. Initially this
is done independently of stochastic analysis and in termembducing kernel



Hilbert spaces of vector fields alW. The correspondence between such Hilbert
spaces and stochastic flows is then used to get results fos #ad in particular
skew-product decompositions of them.

In the Appendices we present the Girsanov Theorem in a waghndoes not
rely on having to use conditions such as Novikov’s criteaaif to remain valid.
This has been known for a long time, but does not appear to beekhgknown
as it deserves. We also look at conditions for degeneratesrbaoth, diffusion
operators to have smooth Hormander forms, and so to hawkasttic differential
equation representations for their associated procebssally we discuss semi-
martingales and'-martingales along a sub-bundle of the tangent bundle with a
connection.

For Brownian motions on the total spaces of Riemannian stdiores much
of our basic discussion, as in the first two and a half Chaptérskew-product
decompositions is very close to that in [24] which was takemhier by Liao in
[48]. A major difference from Liao’s work is that for degena& diffusions we
use the semi-connection determined by our operators rétheran arbitrary one,
S0 obtaining canonical decompositions. The same holdhévery recent work
of Lazaro-Cami & Ortega, [44] where they are motivated by euction and
reconstruction of Hamiltonian systems and consider simtilcompositions for
semi-martingales. An extension of [24] in a different diree, to shed light on
the Fadeev-Popov procedure for gauge theories in theak@iiysics was given
by Arnaudon &Paycha in [1]. Much of the equivariant theorggented here was
announced with some sketched proofs in [25].
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Chapter 1

Diffusion Operators

If £ is a second order differential operator on a manifalddenote byr* : T*M — T M
its symbol determined by

& (o°(dg)) = 5L£(F9) ~ 3(L1)g ~ LF(Lg)

for C? functionsf, g. We will often writec* (¢4, ¢2) for £*o*(¢?) and consides*

as a bilinear form o™ M. Note that it is symmetric. The operator is said to be
semi-elliptic if o~ (¢1, ¢2) > 0 for all /1, ¢ € T,,M*, allu € M, and elliptic if the
inequality holds strictly. Ellipticity is equivalent te~ being onto.

Definition 1.0.1 A semi-elliptic smooth second order differential operafois
said to be aliffusion operatoif £1 = 0.

1.1 Representations of Diffusion Operators

Apart from local representations as given by equation letlaee several global
ways to represent a diffusion operatér One is to take a connectio on

T M. Recall that aconnectionon T'M gives, or is given by, acovariant deriva-
tive operatorV acting on vector fields. For eaat” vector fieldU on M it
gives aC™! sectionV_U of L(T'M;TM). In other words for each € M

we have a linear map — V,U of T,M to itself. This covariant derivative
of U in the directionv satisfies the usual rules. In particular it is a derivation
with respect to multiplication by differentiable functerf : M — R, so that
V.fU = df(v)U(x) + f(x)V,U. Given any smooth vector bundte? — M

11



12 CHAPTER 1. DIFFUSION OPERATORS

over M aconnection or¥ gives a similar covariant derivative acting on sections
U of E. This timev — V, U isinL(T,M; E,), whereE, is the fibre over: for
x € M. Such connections always exist.

Then we can write

Lf(x) = tracep, ;V_(c*(df)) + df (VO(z)) (1.2)

for some smooth vector fielt® on M. The trace is that of the mapping—
V.(a“(df)) from T, M to itself. To see this it is only necessary to check that the
right hand side has the correct symbol since the symbolmates the diffusion
operator up to a first order term.

If a smooth ‘square root’ t@cs* can be found we have a Hormander rep-
resentation. The ‘square root’ is a smooth: M x R™ — T M with each
X(z) = X(z,—): R™ — T, M linear, such that

205 = X(2)X (z)* : TXM — T, M.

Thus there is a smooth vector fiefdwith

1 m
L= §ZLXjLXj + Ly, (1.2)

i=1

whereL, denotes Lie differentiation with respect to a vector figldsoLy f(x) =
df.(V(x)), and X7 (x) = X (x)(e;) for {e;} an orthonormal basis @®™. If o*
has constant rank suchX may be found. Otherwise it is only known that lo-
cally Lipschitz square roots exist (see the discussionsppefdix A). In that
caseL y; Ly, is only defined almost surely everywhere and the vector fietén
only be assumed measurable and locally bounded. Nevesthehequeness of the
martingale problem still holds (see below). Also thereiistbie hybrid represen-
tation, given a connectiow on7T'M:

LF@) = 3 30 Voo (1) (X7 (@) + dF V(). t3)

for V° locally Lipschitz.

The choice of a Hormander representation for a diffusiografor, if it exists,
determines a locally defined stochastic flow of diffeomaspis{¢; : 0 < ¢t < (}
whose one point motion solves the martingale problem fodtfiesion operator.
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In particular on bounded measurable compactly suppgited/ — R the asso-
ciated (sub)Markovian semigroup is givenByf = E(fo¢&,;). See also Appendix
Il.

Despite the discussion above we can always wiite the following form:

N
ij=1

where N is a finite numberg”’ and X* are respectively smooth functions and
smooth vector fields with;; = a;.

1.2 The Associated First Order Operator

Denote byC"A? = C"APT*M, r > 0, the space of®” smooth differential p-
forms on a manifoldV. To each diffusion operatat we shall associate an opera-
tor §-, see Elworthy-LeJan-Li [26], [27] c.f. Eberle [19]. The mmmtal lift of £
will then be defined in terms of a lift a¥-.

Proposition 1.2.1 For each diffusion operatat there is a unique smooth linear
differential operatos” : C"*'A! — C" A such that

(1) 0% (fo) = dfo“(6) + f - 0" (¢)
(2) 6“ (df) = L.
Equivalentlys” is determined by either one of the following:
0°(fdg) = o“(df,dg) + fLg (1.5)
5(fdg) = SE(fg)~ 59LT + 3 FLo (16)

Proof. Take a connectio¥ onT'M then, as in (1.1)£ can be written a£ f =
trace Va* (df ) + Ly f for some smooth vector field®. Set

6% ¢ = trace V(o= o) + o(V7).
Thend~(df) = Lf and

3°(f¢) = trace V(f(0°9)) + fo(V°) = f6 + df (659).
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Note that a general™ 1-form ¢ can be written ag = Zle fidg; for someC”
function f; and smoothy;, for example, by takingg!, ..., ¢™) : M — R™ to be
an immersion. This shows that (1) and (2) deterndiheniquely. Moreover since
L is a smooth operator sod$. O

Remark 1.2.2 If the diffusion operatoil has a representation

E = ZaijLX]'ij + on

j=1

for some smooth vector field&* and smooth functions;;, i,j = 0,1,...,m
then

m
L §
5 = CLULX]‘LXJ' + Lxo,
j=1

where. 4 denotes the interior product of the vector fieldvith a differential form.
One can check directly thaf (df ) = £ f and that (1) holds. In particular in a local
chart, for the representation given in equation (1) we sagsthis given by

0o =>" az‘j%%‘(x) + ) Voi(x)
j=1 !

where¢ has the representation

¢x = Z ¢j(x) dxi

1.3 Diffusion Operators Along a Distribution

Let N be a smooth manifold. By distribution .S in N we mean a family{.S,, :
u € N} whereS, is a linear subspace @f,V; for exampleS could be a sub-
bundle of T N. Given such a distributiof let S° = U,,S? for SY the annihilator
of S, InT;N.

Definition 1.3.1

Let S be a distribution inI’ N. Denote byC"S° the set ofC” 1-forms which
vanish onS. A diffusion operatorC on N is said to bealong S if §“¢ = 0 for
¢ e CLSO,
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Supposel is along S and takep € C"S°. By Proposition 1.2.1 and the
symmetry ofc“, 0 = (df)(c“(¢)) = é(c“(df) giving ¢, € Image[c~]°. This
proves Remark 1.3.2 (i):

Remark 1.3.2 (i) if 6“¢ = 0 forall ¢ € C'S°, theno*¢ = 0 for all such¢g
andImage[0~] C Ngeoigoker ¢, forallz € N,

(ii) If S is a sub-bundle of NV and L is alongsS then without ambiguity we
can defines“¢ for ¢ a C° section ofS* by §%¢ = §£¢ for any 1-form
¢ extendingg. Recall thatS* is canonically isomorphic to the quotient
T*N/S°.

Definition 1.3.3 If
Sz = m¢eclso [ker ¢:v]
for all x we sayS is aregular distribution .

Clearly sub-bundles are regular.

Proposition 1.3.4 (1) Let S be a regular distribution oV and £ an operator
written in Hormander form:

1 m
L=3 ; Ly;Ly; + Lyo (1.7)

where the vector fieldg? andY?, j = 1, ..., m areC? andC" respectively.
Then/ is alongs if and only if Y are sections of.

(2) If B is along a smooth sub-bundfeof T'N then for any connectiol* on
S we can writeB3 as

Bf = traceg, V° (O’B(df)) + Lxof.

Also we can find smooth sectiods’, ..., X™ of S and smooth functions
Q5 such that

B = Zaij(‘)inLXj + on.

i?j

Proof. For part (1), ifY* are sections of, take¢ € C*S° then

56 = 5 D Lo (Y?) + 6(¥) =0
j=1
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and soc is alongsS.
Conversely supposgis alongS. Define aC* bundle mag” : R™ — T'N by
Y(z)(e) = > 7%, Y7(x)e; for {e;}7, an orthonormal base &™. Then

205 =Y (2)Y (2)*

and
Image[Y (7)] = Image[c%] C S,

by Remark 1.3.2. Now

56 = 5 3 L (6(Y) + 6(Y") = (1Y),

which can only vanish for alh ¢ C1S°if Y is a section of5. ThusY!,..., Y™,
andY? are all sections of.

For part (2), we use (1.1) and takethere to be the direct sum & with an
arbitrary connection on a complementary bundle, obtainfhbas image it by
Remark 1.3.2(i). O

1.4 Lifts of Diffusion Operators

Letp : N — M be a smooth map anfl a sub-bundle of'M. LetS be a sub-
bundle of ' N transversal to the fibre of i.e. VI,N NS = {0} allu € N and
such thafl},p mapssS, isomorphically onta®,,, for eachy.

Lemma 1.4.1 Every smooth 1-form oV can be written as a linear combination
of sections of the form) + \p*(¢) for A : N — R smooth,¢ a 1-form on)/,
andt annihilatesS. In particular any 1-form annihilating 7’ NV is of the form
Ap*(@). If E =TM theng is uniquely determined.

Proof. Take Riemannian metrics ol and N such that the isomorphism between
S andp*(FE) given byTp is isometric. Fixy, € N. Take a neighbourhood of
p(yo) in M over whichF is trivializable. Letv!, v?, ..., v? be a trivialising family
of sections ovel/. SetU = p~ (V). If ¢/ = (v7)*, the dual 1-form ta’, j = 1
top, overV then{p*(¢)#, j = 1 to p} gives a trivialization ofS overU. [Indeed
p*(¢7)y(—) = ;(y) (Typ—) = ((Typ)*(v7), —).] Since any vector field over’
can therefore be written as one orthogonabtplus a linear combination of the
p*(¢’)*, by duality the result holds for forms with supportlin The global result
follows using a partition of unity.

For the uniqueness note thattif= T'M thenTN = VTN + S. O
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Proposition 1.4.2 Let A be a diffusion operator o/ along the sub-bundl&
of T'M. There is a unique lift ofA to a smooth diffusion generatot® along the
transversal bundl§. Write § = §4°. ThenAS is determined by

(i) () = 0if ¥ annihilatess.

(i) 0 () = (0"¢)op, forg e Q'(M).

Moreover (iii) fory € N leth, : E,,, — T,N be the right inverse df,p with
imageS,. Then

(@) o = hy, o* b
(b) If Ais given by
N
.A = Z a”LXzLXJ + LXo (18)

ij=1
whereX!, ..., XV and X" are sections off then

N
A = Z (aij op) LxiLgs + Ligo (1.9)

i,j=1

for X7 (y) = h, (X (p(y)).

Proof. Lemma 1.4.1 ensures that (i) and (ii) determineniquely as a smooth
operator on smooth 1-forms if it exists. On the other hand are representd
as in (1.8) and definels be (1.9). It is straightforward to check that théh’
satisfies (i) and (ii).

By definition and the observation after (1.9) this must behtitwézontal lift, if
it is a diffusion generator. On the other hand4fis given by (1.8) we use it to
defineAS by (1.9). Itis easy to see that® satisfies (i) and (i) and s6*° = 4.
From thisA = A% and.A® is a smooth diffusion generator. O

In the terminology of section 1.3, = ker[7),p|, sometimes written a87;, NV,
is a distribution.

Definition 1.4.3 When an operatds is along the vertical distributioker[7p] we
sayB isvertical, and when there is a horizontal distribution SUCRHS : u € N}
as given by Proposition 2.1.2 below afids along that horizontal distribution we
sayB is horizontal .
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Proposition 1.4.4 Let B be a smooth diffusion operator dviandp : N — M
any smooth map, then the following conditions are equivalen

(1) The operatoB is vertical.

(2) The operato3 has a expression of the form df" | a”Ly:Ly; + Lyo
wherea® are smooth functions and’ are smooth sections of the vertical
tangent bundle of V.

(3) B(fop)=0forall C? f: M — R.

Proof. (a). From (1) to (3) is trivial. From (3) to (1) note that everyvhich van-
ishes on vertical vectors is a linear combination of elementhe formfp*(dg)
for some smootly : M — R by Lemma 1.4.1. To show th#&tis vertical we only
need to show that®(fp*(dg)) = 0. But B(g o p) = 0 implies§®(p*(dg)) = 0
and alsop*(dg)o®(p*(dg)) = $B(g o p)* — (g o p)B(g o p) = 0. By semi-
ellipticity of B, o®(p*(dg)) = 0. Thus assertion (1) follows siné& (fp*(dg)) =
dfaB(p*(dg)) + f - 8% (p*(dg)) from Proposition 1.2.1(1), and so (1) and (3) are
equivalent.

Equivalence of (1) and (2) follows from Proposition 1.3.4. O

Remark 1.4.5 (1) If B is vertical, then by Proposition 1.2.1, for &P func-
tions fy on N andf; on M, B(fi(faop)) = (f20p)Bfi;

(2) If B andB' are both over a diffusion operatgt of constant rank nonzero
rank such that4 is along the image of*, thenB — B’ is not in general
vertical, although(B — B')(f o p) = 0 for all C* functionf : M — R,
since it may not be semi-elliptic. For example tgke R? — R to be
the projectionp(z,y) = x with A = 53—;2, B = 8722 + 53—;. Let B =

9 | 9 9 ; 9% i
3 T 52 + 55y ThenB is also ovetd butB — B’ = — a3y 'S Ot vertical.



Chapter 2

Decomposition of Diffusion
Operators

Consider a smooth map: N — M between smooth manifoldeg and/N. By a
lift of a diffusion operatord on M overp we mean a diffusion operatdt on N
such that

B(fop)=(Af)op (2.1)
for all C? functionsf on M. In this situation we adopt the following terminology:

Definition 2.0.6 If (2.1) holds we say thaB3 is over A, or that. A and 5 are
intertwined by p. A diffusion operatoi3 on N is said to beprojectible (overp),
or p-projectible if it is over some diffusion operatod.

Recall that the pull back*¢ of a 1-form¢ is defined by
P (9)u = Sp)(TP(—)) = (T'P)* Pp(u)-
For our mapp : N — M, a diffusion operatoB is overA if and only if
3% (p*9)) = (6"¢)(p), (2.2)
forall ¢ € C* AL T*M.

2.1 The Horizontal Lift Map

Lemma 2.1.1 Suppose thaB is over.A. Let o® ando* be respectively the sym-
bols for B and.A. Then

(Tup)oy (Tup)* = opty,  Yu €N, (2.3)

19



20 CHAPTER 2. DECOMPOSITION OF DIFFUSION OPERATORS

I.e. the following diagram is commutative :

B
N TN
(Tup)* T.p
p(u)

Proof. Let f andg be two smooth functions oh/. Then foru € N, z = p(u),

()0 (dg.) = SA(9)(w) — 5(fAg)() — 5(9AN)(x)
= 3B((f9)op) (w) ~ 57 opBlgo p)w) ~ 390 pB(F o p)(u)
= d(gop),o, (d(fop),)
= (dgoT.p)oy (df o Tup),

which gives the desired equality. O

For x in M, setE, := Image[o!| C T,M. If o* has constant rank,e.

T

dim[F,] is independent af, thenFE := U, F, is a smooth sub-bundle @f)/1.

Proposition 2.1.2 Assumes has constant rank ariglis over.A. Then there is a
unique, smooth, horizontal lift map, : £,.) — T,N,u € N, characterised by

hy © U“‘}u) = oB(T,p)*. (2.4)

p

In particular
ha(v) = 05 (Tup)* ) (2.5)

* . . A _
wherea € T, M satisfiess?,\(a) = v.

Proof. Clearly (2.5) implies (2.4) by Lemma 2.1.1 and so it suffiaegrtoveh,,
is well defined by (2.5). For this we only need to shef((7;,p)*(a)) = 0 for
everya in ker[o7 1. Now o”'a = 0 implies that

(Tp)*(a)o®((Tp)*a) =0,

by Lemma 2.1.1. Considering® as a semi-definite bilinear form this implies
oB(T,p)*«a vanishes as required. O



2.1. THE HORIZONTAL LIFT MAP 21

Note that the vertical distributioker|T'p| is regular asker[T’p] is annihilated
by all differential 1-forms of the formd o T'p.
Let 4, = Imagelh,) andH = U, H,. SetF, = (T,p) '[E,w)] so we have a
splitting
F,=H,+VT,N (2.6)

whereVT,N = ker[T, P] the ‘vertical’ tangent space atto N. In the elliptic
casep is a submersion, the vertical tangent spaces have conataqgtandr’ :=

LI, F,, is a smooth sub-bundle &fN. In this case we have a splitting @V,

a connectionin the terminology of Kolar-Michor-Slovak [42]. In generale
will define asemi-connectionon E to be a sub-bundlél,, of TN such thatl,p
maps each fibré/,, isomorphically toF, . In the equivariant case considered in
Chapter 3 such objects are call&dconnections by Gromov. For the case when
: N — M is the tangent bundle projection , or the orthonormal framedbe
note that the "partial connections” as defined by Ge in [38] r@ther different
from the semi-connections we would have: they give paraiégislations along
E-horizontal paths which send vectors into vectors inE, and preserve the
Riemannian metric of/ , whereas the parallel transports of our semi-connections
do not in general preserve the fibresfof nor any Riemannian metric, and they
act on all tangent vectors.

Lemma 2.1.3 Assumes has constant rank arf8lis over.A. For allu € N the
image ofo? is in F,,.

Proof. Supposer € TN with o®(a) ¢ F,. Then there existgin the annihilator
of E,, such that: (7,,po®(a)) # 0. However

k(Tupo®(a)) = a (o®(Tup)* (k) = « huaf(u)(k)

by Proposition 2.1.2; While;jtu)(k) = 0 because for alb € 75, M,

ﬁaﬁu)(k) = ko’?(u)(ﬁ) =0

giving a contradiction. O

Proposition 2.1.4 Let A be a diffusion operator of/ with o of constant rank.
Fori € {1,2}, letp’ : N* — M be smooth maps anf be diffusion operators
onN‘overA. Let F': N' — N? be a smooth map witp? o F' = p'. Assumel’
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intertwinesB! and32. Leth!, h? be the horizontal lift maps determined By B*
and.A, B%. Then

hpw = TuF(hy),  we N (2.7)
i.e. the diagram
T.F
T.N' Ty N?
1 2
Epl(U)

commutes for all, € N.

Proof. SinceF intertwinesB! and3?, Lemma 2.1.1 gives
Ugiu) =T, o 051 © (TuF)*
Now takex € 77, M with o—;ﬁ(u)(a) = v, Some given € Ep (. From (2.5)
2 *
hpw () = 05 (TP*) )
= T,FooB o(T,F)(Tp)*a

= T,Foo® (Tp")a
= Tuh,(v)

as required. 0
Definition 2.1.5 A diffusion operator’3 on N will be said to haveprojectible

symbolfor p : N — M if there exists amap : T*M — T M such that for all
u € N the diagram:

B
"N % TN
(Tup)* T.p
Tp(w)

commutesi.e. if (T,p)o®(T,p)* depends only op(u).
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In this case we also get a uniquely defined horizontal lift @&m Proposition
2.1.4 defined by equation (2.7) usingnstead of the symbol ofl. This situation
arises naturally in the standard non-linear filtering tare as described later see
chapter 5.

2.2 Example: The Horizontal Lift Map of SDEs

Let us consider the horizontal lift connection in more detdien 5 and A are
given by stochastic differential equations. For this writend 5 in Hormander
form corresponding to factorisations' = X (z)X(z)* ando® = X (2)X (z)*
for

X(x): R™ = T, M, reM

X(u): R™ = T,N, u € N.
Then X (x) maps onta?, for eachx € M. DefineY, : E, — R™ to be its right
inverse:Y (r) = [X(:c)}korx(x)l]

Lemma 2.2.1 For eachu € N there is a unique linedt, : R™ — R™ such that
ker ¢, = ker X (x) and the diagram

X (u)* . X(u
T*N (u) R™ (u) T,.N
(Tup)* ly T.p
T*M R™ T, M
X(x)* X(z)

commutes, for = p(u), i.e.07' = T,p o o5 (T,p)* andX (z) = Tp o X (u) 0 £,
In particular the horizontal lift map is given by, = X (u)¢,Y (p(u)).

Proof. The larger square commutes by Lemma 2.1.1. For the rest we toee
construct/,. It suffices to defing, on [ker X (z)]*. Note that[ker X (z)]* =
Image X (z)* in R™. We only have to show that € ker X (z)* implies

X(u)*(Tup) e =0.
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In fact for sucha the proof of part (i) of Proposition 2.1.2 is valid and themef
(Tp)* € ker oB. However sinceX (u) is injective on the image ok (u)* we
seeker 08 = ker X (u). Thus(, is defined withker?, = ker X (x) and such that
the left hand square of the diagram commutes. Since the peimommutes it
is easy to see from the construction/gfthat the right hand side also commutes.
The uniqueness df, with kernel equal that oX (z) is clear since offiker X (z)]*
lu(e) = X(u)"(Tup)" X (x)(e). =

Note. The horizontal lift ofX (x), which can be used to construct a Hormander
form representatioiXV of A”, as in Proposition 2.3.5 and Theorem 3.2.1 below
is given by:

XY(u): R™ = T,P

XV (u) = ho X (u) = X(u)l,

sinceY, X (x) is the projection ontder X (x)+. (In the terminology of Elworthy-
LeJan-Li [27]X" does not involve the ‘redundant noise’.) Furthermore atersi
the special case that = m and also tha\ and X arep-related i.e.

T.p(X(u)e) = X (p(u))e, ue N,ee R™.
Thent, is the projection oR™ onto [ker X (p(u))]*:
Cu =Y (p(u) X (p(u))

giving )

hu = X (w)Y (p(u)) (2.8)

In this case the ‘diffusion coefficients"', above, is obtained fronY by restric-
tion to the ‘relevant noise’ foX .

2.3 Lifts of Cohesive Operators & Decomposition
Theorem

A diffusion generatoiZ on a manifold is said to beohesivef
(i) o%, r € X, has constant non-zero rank and

(i) L is alongthe image aof~.
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Remark 2.3.1 From Theorem 2.1.1 in Elworthy-LeJan-Li [27] we see thahd t
rank of o~ is bigger thant for all = then £ is cohesive if and only if it has a
representation

1 m

whereE, = span{X!(z),... X™(z)} has constant rank.

Proposition 2.3.2 Let B be a smooth diffusion operator o over A4 with A
cohesive. The following are equivalent:

(i) B=A"
(i) Bis cohesive and,p is injective on the image af® for all u € N.
(i) B can be written as
B= %ZLXjLXj + Lo
j=1

whereX?, ..., X™ are smooth vector fields o lying over smooth vector
fields X0, ..., X™on M, i.e. T,p(X?(u)) = X (p(u)) foru € N forall ;.

Proof. If (i) holds take smooth{!, ... X™ with A = % Z;.”:l Lx;Lx; + Lxo, by
Proposition 1.3.4, and séf’(u) = h,X7(p(u)) to see (i) holds. Clearly (iii)
implies (ii) and (ii) implies (i), so the three statements aquivalent. O

Definition 2.3.3 If any of the equivalent conditions of the proposition holds
say thatB has no vertical part

Recall that isS is a distribution,S° denotes the set of annihilators &f
Lemma 2.3.4 For¢ € H? andk € (V,TN)°, someu € N we have:
A. ldB(k) =0
B. o%(k) = o (k)
C. o2 (0) = 0.

In particularH,, is the orthogonal complement Bf;,, NNImage(a?) in Image (o)
with its inner product induced by?.
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Proof. Setz = p(u). For part A and part B it suffices to take= ¢ o T,,p some
¢ € TrM. Then by (2.4)g5(¢ o T,,p) = h, o 0(¢) giving part A, and also part
B by Proposition 1.4.2 (iii)(a) since = h (¢ o T,p), part C comes directly from
Proposition 1.4.2 (iii)(a). O

Theorem 2.3.5For B over A with A cohesive there is a unique decomposition
B=nB"+B"

whereB! andB" are smooth diffusion generators wiff vertical and3* over.A
having no vertical part. In this decomposititsh = A7, the horizontal lift of.A
to H.

Proof. SetBY = B— A", To see thaB" is semi-elliptic take, € N and observe
that any element df’* N can be written ag + k where? € H? andk € (VT,N)°
by Lemma 2.3.4 and

(+k)dP(l+ k) = LB (l) > 0.

SinceBY (f op) = 0 any f € C*(M;R) Proposition 1.4.4 implie8" is vertical.
Uniqueness holds since the semi-connections determined ayd B’ are the
same by Remark 1.3.2(i) applied85" and so by Proposition 2.3.2 we must have
Bl = AH, 0

For p a Riemannian submersion aficthe Laplacian, Berard-Bergery and Bour-
guignon [7] defineBY directly by BY f(u) = Ay, (f|n,)(u) for z = p(u) and
N, = p~!(z) with Ay, the Laplace-Beltrami operator of,.

Example 2.3.6 1. TakeN = S' x St andM = S! with p the projection on
the first factor. Let

B 1( - + 7 ) + tan o
=5+ == o .
2 022 0y? 0xdy
Here0 < a < 7 sothatB is elliptic. ThenA = %88—;
andBY = }(1—(tan @)?) 25 with A = L(2;+ (tan 0)? 25 ) +tan a 52
This is easily checked since, with this definitid¥ has Hormander form

0
H __ - 2
AT = 2(_8x +tanoz8y)
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and so is a diffusion operator which has no vertical partoA5 is clearly
vertical and elliptic. Note that this is an example of a Rieman sub-
mersion: several more of a similar type can be found in [7]this case
the horizontal distribution is integrable andifis irrational the foliation it
determines has dense leaves.

2. TakeN = R? with Heisenberg groutructure. This is defined by
1
(,9,2) - (2,9, 2) = (@ + sy +ys 2+ 2+ Sy = yal)).

Let X, Y, Z be the left-invariant vector fields which give the standaadi®
for R? at the origin. As operators:

0 1 0 o 1 0
X(.T,y,Z) - %_§y$7 Y(xvyaz>_8_y+§x$
0
Z(x,y,z) = P

Take B to be half the sum of the squares ®fY, andZ. This is half the
left invariant Laplacian:

IR 1, L, 1 o?
5=3 (@w—yz““z@ Y )52 3058 —yaxaQ)-

Take M = R? andp : R® — R? to be the projection on the firgt co-
ordinates. Then

1,0° 0?

_ Lo o H_ L o 2.
A = 2(8x2+8y2>’ A —2(X +Y?);
1 1 0?
v _ L, 107
- = 2Z 2022

Note that the horizontal lifé, of a smooth curver : [0,7] — M with
o(0) = 0, is given by

a(t) = <Ul(t),a2(t),% /0 (o' (t)do™(t) —az(t)dal(t))). (2.9)

Thus the “vertical” component of the horizontal lift is theea integral of
the curve. Equation (2.9) remains valid for the horizonifaldf Brown-
ian motion onR? , or more generally for any continuous semi-martingale,
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provided it is interpreted as a Stratonovich equation ( arvedently an
Ito equation in the Brownian motion case). This example $® @hat of
a Riemannian submersion. In this case the horizontal ldigtans are not
integrable. Indeed the Lie brackets sati§ky, Y| = Z andHormander’s
conditionfor hypoellipticity: a diffusion operatof satisfies Hormander’s
condition if for some (and hence all) Hormander form repreation such
as in equation (1.7) the vector fields ..., Y™ together with their iter-
ated Lie brackets span the tangent space at each point ofathiéohd. For
an enjoyable discussion of the Heisenberg group and thearete of this
example to “Dido’s problem” see [52]. See also [3],[9], aBa]

Recall thatF" = U, F, = U,(T,p) ' [E,w)], we can now strengthen Lemma
2.1.3 which states thamage[c?] C F,.

Corollary 2.3.7 If B is over.A with A cohesive, theif8 is alongF'.

Proof. SinceH, € F, andVT,N C F, bothB' andB" are alongF. O

2.4 Diffusion Operators with Projectible Symbols

Givenp : N — M as before, suppose now that we have a diffusion opetator
on M with a projectible symbol, c.f. Definition 2.1.5. This meahsato” lies
over some positive semi-definite linear map7*M — T M. Assume thay has
constant rank We will show that in this case we also have a decompositids. of
To do this first choose some cohesive diffusion operaton M with o4 = 7. In
general there is no canonical way to do this, thoughwfere non-degenerate we
could choosed to be a multiple of the Laplace-Beltrami operator of the icehl
metric onM.

From above we also have an induced semi-connection witlzdwal sub-
bundleH, say, of ' V.

Definition 2.4.1 We will say that3 descends cohesivelfoverp) if it has a pro-
jectible symbol and there exists a horizontal vector figld,such that

B— Ly

is projectible ovep.



2.4. DIFFUSION OPERATORS WITH PROJECTIBLE SYMBOLS 29

The following is a useful observation. Its proof is immediaitbm the two lemmas
and proposition which are given after it:

Proposition 2.4.2 If B descends cohesively then for each choiceldfatisfying
onwy = Tupoy (T,p)* there is a horizontal vector field” such that3 — L, lies
overA.

Lemma 2.4.3 Assume that) has constant rank. If is a function onM/ let f =
f o p. For any choice o4 with symboln the map

—_~—

f=B(f) = Af)

is a derivation fromC>M to C*°N where anyf € C*M acts onC*N by
multiplication by f.

Proof. The map is clearly linear and for smoagthg : M — R we have

n(df,dg) = o®(df, dg)

so by definition of symbols:

~ —_~— —_~—

B(f3) — A(fg) = B(/)g + B@G)f — A(f)g — Alg)f

as required. O

Let® denote the space of derivations fr@ifr M to C*° N using the above action.
Note that forp*T'M — N the pull back ofl’ M overp, the spac&'I'p*T M of
smooth sections of*T'M can be considered as the space of smooth functions
Vi N — TM with V(u) € T,u)M forallu € N. We can then define

O:C*I'p'TM — D

by
O(V)(f)(u) = dfpy (V (w)).

Lemma 2.4.4 Assume that) has constant rank The mé&p: C>*TI'p*T'M — D is
a linear bijection.
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Proof. Letd € ©. Fixu € N. The map fromC>M to R given by f — 3 f(u)
is a derivation ap(u), here the action of any € C*M on R is multiplication
by f(p(u)), and so corresponds to a tangent veckt) say, in7, M. Then
0f(u) = dfpwy(V(u)). By assumptiond f(u) is smooth inu, and so by suitable
choices off we see thal” is smooth. Thu® (V) = d and© has an inverse.
O

From these lemmas we see there extistsC>°T"p*T'M with the property that

(BF = AT) () = dfyup (b)) (2.10)

forallu € Nandf € C>*M. Assume that has image in the subbundl€ of
T M determined by). Using the horizontal lift map determined by3 define a
vector fieldb” on N:

Proposition 2.4.5 Assume that; has constant rank and thahas image in the
subbundle” determined by). The vector fieldb” is such thaB3 — b is over.A.

Proof. For f € C>*M,

(B—b")(f) = Af +df (b(-)) — df o Tp(b"(—)) = Af
using the fact thal'p (b (—)) = b(-). O
We can now extend the decomposition theorem:

Theorem 2.4.6 Let B be a diffusion operator ov which descends cohesively
overp : N — M. ThenB has a unique decomposition:

B=pB"+B"
into the sum of diffusion operators such that
(i) BY is vertical
(i) BY is cohesive and,p is injective on the image offfH forallu € N.

With respect to the induced semi-connecti®h is horizontal.
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Proof. Using the notation of the previous proposition we know tBat b is
over a cohesive diffusion operatgt. By Theorem 2.3.5 we have a canonical
decomposition
B-bv =B +BY,
leading to
B=("+8B"Y+B".
If we setB? = b + B' we have a decomposition as required. On the other hand
if we have two such decompositions Bfwe get two decompositions &f — b7
Both components of the latter must agree by the uniquen&ssiorem 2.3.5, and
SO we obtain uniqueness in our situation. O

Extending Definition 2.3.3 we could say that a diffusion @per 37 satisfying
condition (ii) in the theorenmas no vertical part.

Note that if we drop the hypothesis thdt is horizontal, or equivalently that
b in Proposition 2.4.5 has image i, we still get a decomposition by taking an
arbitrary lift of b to beb” but we will no longer have unigueness.

2.5 Horizontal lift of paths & completeness of semi-
connections

A semi-connection op : N — M over a sub-bundlé&’ of T'M gives a procedure
for horizontally lifting paths onV/ to paths onV as for ordinary connections but
now we require the original path to have derivativestin such paths may be
calledE-horizontal.

Definition 2.5.1 A Lipschitz paths in NV is said to be dorizontal lift of a path
oin M if
e poog =0

e The derivative ol almost surely takes values in the horizontal subbundle
H of TN.

Note that a Lipschitz path : [a,b] — M with 6(t) € E, for almost all
a < t < b has at most one horizontal lift from any starting paiptin p=(o(a)).
To see this first note that any such lift must satisfy

5 (t) = hawo(t). (2.11)
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This equation can be extended to give an ordinary diffeaéetjuation on all of
N. For example take a smooth embedding // — R™ into some Euclidean
space. Set(t) = j(o(t)). Let X(z) : R™ — E, be the adjoint of the restriction
of the derivativel,j of j to E,, using some Riemannian metric @éh Theno
satisfies the differential equation

i(t) = X (2()(B(t)) (2.12)

and it is easy to see that the horizontal liftssofire precisely the solutions of

a(t) = hu X (p(u(t))) (B(1))

starting from points above(a) and lasting until time.

In the generality in which we are working there may not be amghssolu-
tions, for example because of "holes” M. We define the semi-connection to
be completeif every Lipschitz patho with derivatives inE' almost surely, has a
horizontal lift starting from any point above the startingmt of o.

Note that completeness is assured if the fibred/aire compact, or if arX,
with values inF, and;, can be found so thatis a solution to equation (2.12) and
there is a complete metric oM for which the horizontal lift ofX is bounded on
the inverse image af underp. In particular the latter will hold ip is a principal
bundle and we have an equivariant semi-connection as inektechapter. It will
also hold if there is a complete metric avi for which the horizontal lift map
hy € L(Ep@; T,N) is uniformly bounded for in the image ob.

2.6 Topological Implications

Although our set up of intertwining diffusions with a cohesi4 seems quite
general it implies strong topological restrictions if thamfolds are compact and
more generally. Here we partially extend the approach Hemoaed for Rieman-
nian submersions in [37] with a more detailed discussiontiager 6 below.

For this letD(z) be the set of points € M which can be reached by Lips-
chitz curvess : [0,¢t] — M with ¢(0) = zo ando(t) = z with derivative inE
almost surely. Its closur®’(z) relates to the propagation set for the maximum
principle for A, and to the support of thel- diffusion as in Stroock-Varadhan
[66], see Taira[70].

Theorem 2.6.1For B and A as before withA cohesive take, € M andz €
DO(zy). Assume the induced semi-connection is complete. Then'ifz,) is a
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submanifold of N so isp~!(z) and they are diffeomorphic. Also ifis a regular
value ofp so isz.

Proof. Let o; [0,7] — M be a LipschitzE-horizontal path frome to z. There
is a smooth factorisation® = X (z)X (z)* for X (x) € L(R™; T,M), z € M.
Take the horizontal lifty : R: — T'N of X.

By the completeness hypothesis the time dependent ODE,on

dy, ~ -1

L — X)X (03 e xa ) (6(5))

will have solutions from each point abowd0) defined up to timel” and so a
flow giving the required diffeomorphism of fibres. Moreovey, the usual lower
semi-continuity property of the "explosion time”, this bolomy flow gives a dif-
feomorphism of a neighbourhood pf!(z) in N with a neighbourhood of the
fibre abovez. The diffeomorphism commutes with Thus if one ofz andz is a
regular value so is the other. O

Corollary 2.6.2 Assume the conditions of the theorem and thasatisfies the
standard Hormander condition that the Lie algebra of vefottds generated by
sections ofE spans each tangent spatg\/ after evaluation ay. Thenp is a
submersion all of whose fibres are diffeomorphic.

Proof. The Hormander condition implies th&°(z) = M for all z € M by
Chow's theorem€.g. see Sussmann [69] or [36]. In [36] Gromov shows that
under this condition any two points af can be joined by a smooth E-horizontal
curve. O

Corollary 2.6.3 Assume the conditions of the theorem and thétz) is dense in
M forallz € M andp : N — M is proper. Them is a locally trivial bundle over
M.

Proof. Takex € M. The setReg(p) of regular values op is open by our proper-
ness assumption. It is also non-empty, even dengé,iby Sard’s theorem, and
so sinceD’(z) is dense, there exists a regular vatuehich is inD(z). It follows
from the theorem that € Reg(p), and s is a submersion. However it is a well
known consequence of the inverse function theorem that@epsubmersion is a
locally trivial bundle. O

Note that we only nee®eg(p) to be open, rather thgnproper, to ensure that
p is a submersion. The density & (x) can hold because of global behaviour,
for example ifM is a torus and¥ is tangent to the foliation given by an irrational
flow.
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Chapter 3

Equivariant Diffusions on Principal
Bundles

Let M be a smooth finite dimensional manifold afd M/, G) a principal fibre
bundle overM with structure groug> a Lie group. Denote byt : P — M the
projection andR,, right translation by:. Consider onP a diffusion generatoB,
which isequivariant, i.e. for all f € C*(P;R),

BfoR,=B(foR,), a€d.

Setf*(u) = f(ua). Then the above equality can be written®g' = (Bf)". The
operator3 induces an operatod on the base manifold/. Set

Af(x)=B(fon)(u), u € (), f e CHM), (3.1
which is well defined since

B(fom)(u-a)=B((fom)") (u)=B((for))(u).

3.1 Invariant Semi-connections on Principal Bun-

dles
Definition 3.1.1 Let £ be a sub-bundle of M andx : P — M a principal G-
bundle. Aninvariant semi-connection over E, or principal semi-connection

in the terminology of Michor, omr : P — M is a smooth sub-bundlE#*T P of
T P such that

35
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(i) T,~ maps the fibre$/ “T;, P bijectively ontoE,,, for all u € P.
(i) HETP is G-invariant.
Notes.

1. Such a semi-connection determines and is determined s&ipmoath hori-
zontal lift:
hu : Eﬂ(u) — TuP

such that (i).7,, 7 o h,(v) = v, forallv € E, C T, M,
(i). hyq =T,R, 0 h,.

2. The action of7 on P induces a homomorphism of the Lie algelgraf G
with the algebra of left invariant vector fields éh if A € g,

d
A*(u) = 7 uexp(tA), u € P,
=0

and A* is called the fundamental vector field correspondingi to

Using the splitting (2.6) of,, our semi-connection determines, (and is de-
termined by), a ‘semi-connection one-forma’ € L(H + VT N;g) which
vanishes orff and haso(A*(u)) = A.

3. Let I’ be an associated vector bundle fowith fibre V. An E semi-
connection orP gives a covariant derivativé ,Z € F,forw € E,,z € M
whereZ is a section oft". This is defined, as usual for connections, by

Vol = u(d(Z)(hu(w))),

uen(z). HereZ : P — Vis

Z(u) =utZ (n(u))

consideringu as an isomorphismy : V. — F,). This agrees with the
‘semi-connections o’ defined in Elworthy-LeJan-Li[27] wheR is taken
to be the linear frame bundle @M andF = T'M.

Theorem 3.1.2 Assumes* has constant rank. Therf gives rise to an invariant
semi-connection on the principal bundtevhose horizontal map is given by (2.5).
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Proof. It has been shown thdt, is well defined by (2.5). Next we show,
defines a semi-connection. As noted earliedefines a semi-connection if (i)
T,moh,(v) =v,v € E, C T,M and (ii) h,., = T,,R, 0 h,. The firstis immediate
by Lemma 2.1.1 and for the second observeR, = . SoTt o TR, = T'w and
(T'm)" = (TR,)" - (T'w)" while the following diagram

o
T:P TP
(Tu Rll ) * Tu Ra
Tr.P TP
O’B

u-a

commutes by equivariance 8t Therefore

= TR, 0P o (TyR,) o (Tyam) o (O’A)_l

= 08, 0(Tyem) o (U'A)_l = hya-

TuRyohy = T,Ry-of (T,r) o (o)

u-a x
(]

Curvature forms and holonomy groups etc for semi-connestare defined
analogously to those associated two connections, we netiellbwing:

Proposition 3.1.3 In the situation of Proposition 2.1.4 suppadss elliptic, p*,
p? are principal bundles with grougs! andG? respectively, and” is a homo-
morphism of principal bundles with corresponding homorhism f : G — G2,
LetI'' andI? be the semi-connections o', N? determined by3!' andB2. Then

(i) I'? is the unique semi-connection ph: N? — M such thafl'F maps the
horizontal subspaces @fN! into those ofl" V2.

(i) If w’, 7 are the semi-connection and curvature fornTéffor j = 1,2,
then
F*<w2) = fs ow'
and
F*(QQ) = fuo Q'
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for f, : 9,9, the homomorphism of Lie algebras induced fy

(iii) Moreover f : G' — G? maps the™ holonomy group at: € N'! onto the
I'> holonomy group af’(u) for eachu € N' and similarly for the restricted
holonomy groups.

Proof. Proposition 2.1.4 assures us tiidf maps horizontal to horizontal. Unique-
ness together with (ii), (iii) come as in Kobayashi-NomiZd] (Proposition 6.1
on p79). 0

3.2 Decompositions of Equivariant Operators

Take a basis!y, ..., A,, of g with corresponding fundamental vector fields; }.
Write the semi-connection 1-form as = Y =" A, so thatw* are real valued,
partially defined, 1-forms o#.

In our equivariant situation we can give a more detailed wetson of the
decomposition in Proposition 2.3.5.

Theorem 3.2.1 Let B be an equivariant operator éhand.A be the induced oper-
ator on the base manifold. Assume this cohesive and le8 = A% 4 BY be the
decomposition of Proposition 2.3.5. ThBh has a unique expression of the form

Z AL La: + Z B"L 4, wherea” and3* are smooth functions oR, given

by o = @* (¢F(w")), and 8 = 6% (w’) for w the semi-connection 1-form on
P. Definea: P - g®gandg: P — ghby

a(u) =Y aY(wA;@A;,  Blu) =) BHu)Ay (3.2)
These are independent of the choices of basisarfd are equivariant:
a(ug) = (ad(g) ® ad(g)) a(u)

and

B(ug) = ad(g)B(u).

Proof. Since every vertical vector field is a linear combinationhef tundamental
vertical vector fields, Proposition 1.4.4, shows that

BY =Y a"LaLa:+ Y BLa
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for certain functionsv’#, 8*. For f, ¢ : P — R settingo := o5-A",

(o) = 330 LaLas(f0) 5 3 90" La; Ly ()
—% > faLa:Las(g)
= D aLa(f)La(g)
= ) a"df(A")dg(A;").
Sincew(A;) = Ay, we see thato*(A}) = 6, and
THo(@') =D aMidpdi = o,

Since A is horizontalo*” has image in the horizontal tangent bundle and so is
annihilated byw*. Thus
o = (P (")) . (3.3)

Note that by the characterisation, Proposition 1.2.1,

V .. k
58 — E O[Z"]'CAi*LA]’*_'_ E ﬁ LAL*-

Sincew!(A*) is identically1, it follows thaté?" (=) = 4. Agains*” (@) =0
and so
8 = §8(c) (3.4)

as required.

For the last partv and 3 can be considered as obtained from the extension
of the symbolo? and 6 to g-valued two and one forms respectively =
w(—)oPw(~) andB = 65(w(—)). To make this precise considef as a bi-
linear form and so as a linear map

o5 . T*PRT:P— R.
The extension is the trivial one given by
P11 T'PRT'PRgg—>RRIgRg~gRg

using the identification of* P ® g with L(T,, P; g). Similarly the extension aof®
IS
Fe1:T'Pog—~Rog~g.
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Thus
a(u)(w®w) = (O'B R1® 1) (Posw ® w)

whereP; : T*PRgRT*PRg — T*PRT*P®g®g is the standard permutation
andf, (w) = (6; ® 1)(w).
The equivariance of

(Rg)'w =ad(g™")(w), g¢€GC

is equivalent to the invariance ef when considered as a section®fM ® g
under
TR,@ad(g) : T"M ®g—T"M ® g, geGqG.

O

Remark 3.2.2 (a) For any equivariant operator of the fofin= Zm o/jLA;LA;jL
> B La: with (o (u)) positive semi-definite for each ¢ P we can de-
fine mapsy and g by (3.2). Note thaty(u) is essentially the symbol d§
restricted to the fibré’; () throughu:

0’5|pﬂ(u) . T*Pw(u) — Tqu(u)

u

with =, identifying 7', Py, with g. Similarly 5 determinesi”® on a basis
of sections of VI'P)*.

(b) Let{u, : 0 < t < ¢} be aB-diffusion on P. By (3.3), 20" (u,) is the
derivative of the bracke<( Jo @k o dus, [jw! o dus> of the integrals of

wk andw’ along{u; : 0 < t < (}. See chapter 4 below for a detailed
discussion. Thuea(w,) is the derivative of the tensor quadratic variation:

1d [
oz(ut) = §d_t/0 (wut odu; ® w,, o dut).
Moreover by (3.4) and Lemma 4.1.2 belg{v3(u,)ds is the bounded vari-

ation part of [ w,, o dus.

(c) If we fix up € P and take an inner product gnwe can diagonalise ()
to write

alug) = Z,unAn ® A,
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where{4,, : n = 1,...dim(g)} is an orthonormal basis. The, are the
eigenvalues ofv(uy)” : g — g obtained using the isomorphism:

g®g — L(g;g)
a®b — (a®b)¥,

where(a ® b)# (v) = (b,v)a.

Note thatforg € G, a(ug-g) = Y, pn ad(g)A,®ad(g)A,. When the inner
product isad(G)-invariant then{ad(g)An}fL‘:ml(g) is still orthonomal and the
{1, } are the eigenvalues of(v - g)*. They are therefore independent of
the choice ofy in a given fibre, (but depend on the inner product chosen).

3.3 Derivative Flows and Adjoint Connections

Let.4 on M be given in Hormander form
1 m
A= ; LxiLlxi+ L4 (3.5)

for some smooth vector fields!, ... X™, A. As before lett, = span{X'(z),..., X™(z)}
and assumeéim F,, is constant, denoted hy giving a sub-bundlé’ C T M. The
vector fields{ X*(z), ..., X™(z)} determine a vector bundle map

X:R"—=TM

with o4 = X () X (x)*.

We can, and will, consideX as a mapX : R™ — E. LetY, be the right
inverse[X () |xer x(»)+) " of X () and(, ), the inner product, induced afi, by
Y,. ThenX projects the flat connection dR™ to a metric connectiolV on £
defined by

V.U = X(z)dly — Y,U(y)|(v), UeCTEveT,M, (3.6)

(In [27] we have studied the properties of this constructagether with the SDE
induced byX, and thereV is referred as the LW connection for the SDE.) More-
over any connectioV on a subbundlé’ of 7'M has an adjoint semi-connection
V' onTM over E defined by

ViV =VyU+ U, V], UelE,V el'TM.
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Letw : GLM — M be the frame bundle of/, sou € =—!(z) is a linear
isomorphismu : R™ — T, M. Itis a principal bundle with groug:L(n). If
g € GL(n) andn(u) = x thenu - g : R — T, M is just the composition of;
with g.

Any smooth vector field4d on M determines smooth vector fields™" and
AL onT M andG LM respectively as follows: Lej; : t € (—¢, €) be a (partial)
flow for A andT™, its derivative. Then — T'n,(v) is a partial flow onl"M and
u > Tn, o uw one onGLM, Let ATM and A" be the vector fields generating
these flows. Infactt”™ ist o TA: TM — TTM wherer : TTM — TTM is
the canonical twisting map:

T(IE, ,U7 w? ,U,) = (:E7 U? ,U,7 w)
in local coordinates.
Using this, the choice of our Hormander form representatoluces a diffu-
sion operatol3 on G LM by setting
1
B = 5 Z L(Xj)GLL(Xj)GL ‘l— LAGL.
Thenr intertwinesB and A. Forw € E,, set
Z"(y) = X(y)Yo(w).

Theorem 3.3.1 Assume the diffusion operatot given by (3.5) is cohesive and
let B be the operator o’ LM determined byA. Let E be the image o+, a
vector bundle.

(a) The semi-connectioR induced by3 is the adjoint ofV given by (3.6).
ConsequentlWw,,V = L.V for any vector field andw € E,,

(b) Foru € GLM, identifyinggl( ) with L(R™; R™),

o) = 33 (1 Vo X) © (1 (Vo X?),
Blu) = —§ZU_1V@M)Xpo—%U_lRiC#u(—)—l—u_lﬁu(_)A,

HereRic* : TM — E is the Ricci curvature of considered as an operator
from T'M to E, defined by

Ric# Z (v, X7 (2)) X7 (2)
=1
af.

for R the curvature operator
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Proof. The first part can be deduced from the stochastic flow resultkapter 8
but we give a direct proof here. Lef be the flow ofX(-)(e). It induces a linear
mapX (u) : R™ — T,GLM on the general linear bund{@LM:

X()e = [X()(e)F
X(u)(e) = d%(TSf o u)|t=o, u € GLM.

We can apply lemma 2.2.1 witR™ = R™ and sof, = Y (p(u))X (p(u)). If
x = p(u) ande L ker X (x)] then the horizontal lift map, defined by Theorem
3.1.2is

hu (X (2)(€) = X(u) (Cul€) = | (Tmfou). 3.7)

t=0
Note this will not hold in general i§ € ker X (x)].
Leto : [0,7] — M be aC* curve witho (t) € E, () eacht. Then

Z°0(x) == X (2) Yoo (t).
Let S7, be the flow, from times to timet, of the time dependent vector fiekf ®,

Now S7,(a(s)) = o(t) for0 < s <t < T. Also, for any torsion free connection
and anyv € T,y M

D . .
- TSI, (v) = VZ°D (TSI, (V) |ims = Vo270,
t=s
Thus n
ETSOUJ(’U) = VngytZd(t).

If zo is the connection form of this torsion free connection then

D 1D

@ (ETS& o uo) = Jew (TS§,0u) 2755, (uo(e))]

o -1 G
= [6 — (TSO,t o) UQ) VTS&tUO(E)Z (t)]
= @ (hrsgenn(0(2))

by (3.7), showing that the vertical parts gf (7'Sg, o uo) and hrsg,ou (5 (1))
equal.
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On the other hand, using this auxiliary connection, theZamal parts of
4 (TS, 0uo) and hrsg 0u(0(t)) are both equal to the horizontal lift @f(?).

Thus p
E (TSg’t o) UQ) = hTS{{tOUO (O'(t))

and so{T'Sg, oug : 0 < t < T} is the horizontal lift of{o(t) : 0 <t < T}
with respect to the semi-connection inducedhyHowever by Lemma 1.3.4 in
Elworthy-LeJan-Li [27],1'Sg ,(v) of S§, is the parallel translation afalongo by
the adjoint semi-connectiov of the LeJan-Watanabe connection®mssociated
to X and{7'S§, oup : 0 <t < T} is the horizontal lift of{o(t) : 0 <t < T'}
with respect tov. This proves the first claim. An¥,,V = L.V by Lemma
1.3.4 of Elworthy-LeJan-Li [27].

For the last part letv : H & VIGLM — g = L(R™ R") be the semi-
connection 1-form. Fou, € GLM, setu, = T, o uo where{¢,} is a local flow
for the stochastic differential equation

dxy = X(x;) o dBy + A(xy)dt (3.8)

on M where{B,} is a Brownian motion oR™. (This defines théerivative flow
onGLM.)
As for ordinary connections

A

D
w(oduy) = ut_la(ut—) e LR™;R").

Here, on the right hand side is differentiated as a process of linear mapsc
L(R™ T,,M) over(x,). [It suffices to check the equality far' curves(u,) with
x; = 7(uy) havingz, € E,,,t > 0. For this we can write,, = 7, - g, for 7, a
horizontal lift of {«;} andg, € G. Then observe thag (u;—) = &% (z; 'u,—).]
However as in [27],

~

D

Uy d—t(ut—) = u;'V,, X 0dB; +u; 'V, Adt.

From this the formula foev () follows by Remark 3.2.2(b). Fa#(u) we need
to identify the bounded variation part gﬁ(f w(oduy). For this write

o A Al
ut_lvut—X © dBt = ualTxogt_l//t © //t VT&OUOX © dBt
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where /, is the parallel translation alongf(zo) : 0 < s < ¢} using our semi-
connection, which is the adjoint &f by Theorem 3.3.1. As in [27]

N sl 1o-1_.
Ji VrgouX 0dBy = [li Vg, XdB, — 5//t Ric# (T¢; o uy—)dt
while
R t o t o
ug "TE fy = ug?t —/ uy ' TE'V ;X 0 dB, —/ uy ' TETV ; _Ads
0 s 0 s
giving the formula claimed fog. O

Example: Gradient Brownian SDE

An isometric immersiony : M — R™ of a Riemannian manifold/ determines
a stochastic differential equation am:

dﬂft = X(.Z’t) ¢) dBt

where X (z) : R™ — T,M is the orthogonal projection anfl. is a Brownian
motion onR™. More precisely

X(z)(e) = Vly = ((y),)](2).

It is well known that the solutions of the SDE are Brownian ioo$ on)/, see
[21],[63], [22], and the equation is often called a "gradi®rownian SDE” .
Moreover the LW connection given by equation (3.6) is theit@wita connection
, (by the classical construction of the latter), see [27f{icBithe adjoint of the Lev-
Civita connection is itself, Theorem 3.3.1, shows that ammection induced on
G LM by the derivative flow of a gradient Brownian system is alsoltavi-Civita
connection. Almost by definition,

(V, XP w)rm = (a(v,w), ep)rm (3.9)
wherea : TM x TM — R™ is the second fundamental forraf the immersion
with

V. X(e) = A(v,n.e) vel, M,z e M,ec R" (3.10)
for n, : R™ — T,M* the projection and\ : TM © T M+ — TM theshape

operatorgiven by
<A(U7 6)7 w>Rm = <a('U7 UJ), 610>Rm-
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HereT M+ refers to the normal bundle éff and7, M+ to the normal space at
to M, though we are considering its elements as being in the am&paceR™.
Thus the vertical operator in the decomposition of the gatoerof the derivative
flow on G LM for gradient flows is given by Theorem 3.3.1 with

[u—

—Z u A (u—, ) @ uT A(u—, )

[\

3

—n

Blu) = — % A(A(u—,lj),lj)—%u‘lRiC#(u—)

1

J

at a frameu over a pointz. Herel!,...,I™ " denotes an orthonormal base for
T, M+
For the standard embedding §f in R**! we have

a(u,v) = (u,v)x

for u,v € T,.S™. Also the Ricci curvature is given biic? (v) = (n — 1)v for all
v € TM. Thus for the standard gradient SDE g%, at any frame: we have

alu) = %Id@ld (3.11)
flu) = —%nld. (3.12)

3.4 Associated Vector Bundles & Generalised Weitzerdzk
Formulae

As before letr : P — M be a smooth principak-bundle ang : G — L(V;V)
a (> representation off on some separable Banach sp&ceThere is then the
(possibly weakly) associated vector bundfe: F — M whereF = P x V/ ~
for the equivalence relation given jy, ¢) ~ (ug, p(¢g~')e) foru € P, e € V,
g € G. If [(u,e)] € I denotes the equivalence clasqofe) we can identify any
u € P with a linear isomorphism

ﬁ:V—)Fﬂ(u)

by

o

(e) = [(u,e)]. (3.13)
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Consider the set of smooth maps frdfrto V', equivariant byp:
M,(P;V) = {smoothZ : P — V, Z(ug) = p(g9) ' Z(u), u € P,g € G}.

There is the standard bijective correspondegiceetween),(P, V') andI'(F),
the space of smooth sectionsiofdefined by

3°(2)(z) = a[Z(u)], uen(x),Z € M,(P;V).

Via this map, an equivariant diffusion generat®ron P induces a differential
operator3” = §*(B) onI'(F'), of order at mos2, by

§7(B)(3"(2)) =3°[B(2)], Z € My(P;V). (3.14)

Here B has been extended trivially to act éftvalued functions. Note that the
definition makes sense since,

B(Z)(ug) = B(Z o Ry) (u) = B (p(9)~'Z) (u) = p(9) "' B(Z)(u).
For such a representatipriet
pe:8— L(V;V)

be the induced representation of the Lie alggb(dne derivative of at the iden-
tity).

Theorem 3.4.1 WhenZ is a vertical equivariant diffusion generator the induced
operator on sections of any associated vector bundle iaozéer operator. With
the notation of Theorem 3.2.1, the zero order operatdi(ifi) induced byB is
represented by’ : P — L(V; V) for

X (u) = p.(B(u)) + Compo(p, @ p.)(a(u)), ueP  (3.15)
for Comp : L(V;V)® L(V; V) — L(V; V) the composition mapl ® B — AB.

Proof. The operatoi3” is a zero order operator iF*(B)(S)(xo) = F*(B)(S")
whenever two sectionS and.S’ of I’ agree atry. This holds ifB(fZ) = fB(Z)
for any invariant functionf : P — R andV -valued functionZ on P. But this
holds by Remark 1.4.5.

For the representation (3.15), suppdse P — V' is equivariant:

Z(uog)=plg) ' Z(u), geq.
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Then
La(Z)u) = & 20l
= e Z (W)
— —p(4)2Z()

Iterating we have

= Z ol () ps(A)) pu(Ai) Z(u) + Z Breps(Ay) Z (u)

proving (3.15). O

From this theorem we easily have the following estimate,ciwiiombined
with the discussions below, when applied to the associatedlb A F' to the or-
thonormal bundle, shows that the Weitzenbock curvatupesstive if the curva-
ture is.

Corollary 3.4.2 If p is an orthogonal representation, 1(@.(«))* = —p.(«) for
all o € g, then\?(v,v) < Oforallv e V.

Proof. Write o = ), 1, Ar ® A, where{ A} is as in Remark 3.2.2(c). Then for
veEF,

(CompO(p* ® p*)( = O Ak (v),v)
= = o P*(Ak)( )) <0,

sinceu < 0. The result follows from (3.15) since.(5(u)) is skew symmetric.
0

The situation of Corollary 3.4.2 arises when considerirg derivative flow
for an SDE on a Riemannian manifold whose flow consists of &taes ; for
example canonical SDE’s on symmetric spaces as in [27].

Quantitative estimates can be obtained by some representaeory. For
example suppos€é = O(n) with p the standard representation Brfi. Consider
the representation®p on AFR™.

We use the following conventions, as in [27]. Uétbe an/N dimensional real
inner product space. Far< @ < n,

ar A Z sgn (7 *® (),
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q
Lo(ur A Aug) = (=1 o uug A AT A A (3.16)
j=1
<®CI,Z’, ®bl> = n'H, <ai, b,>, and </\ai, /\bz> = det((ai, bj>) Let AV stand for the
exterior algebra o?” anda; the “creation operator’onl’ given byaiv = e; A v
for (e1, ..., en) an orthonormal basis foxV'. Leta; be its adjoint, the “annihila-
tion operator” given byi; = 1.,. Note the commutation law:

a;a; + aja; = di (3.17)

For linear forms we have the corresponding operat¢is)*¢(v) = ¢(a;v)
and(a’¢)(v) = ¢(ajv). In particulara’ p(v) = ¢(e; Av) and(a?)*¢(v) = € A .

If A:V — Visalinear map oV, there are the operatorsd and(dA)(A)
on AV, which restricted to\*V" are:

p
(dA)(A)(ul/\---/\up):Zul/\---/\uj_l/\Auj/\ujH/\---/\up,
1

and also
(ANA)(ug A -+ ANuy) = Aug A -+ A Au,.

Note that sincex(u) is symmetric(p, ® p.)a(u) : V@V — V ® V has
(pe @ pla(u)(v' Av?) = Y a(u)p.(A) @ pu(A) (0" Av?) (3.18)
i.j

= Z ' (u) At A A, (3.19)
ij

and so(p, ® p,)a(u) restricts to a map of*V to itself.

Corollary 3.4.3 Take the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product @n(n) and let0 <
pi(x) < -+ < M(x)%n(n_l) be the eigenvalues of on the fibrep=(z), z € M,
as described in Remark 3.2.2(c). Then forlale A*R™,
1 i 1
k= )11y (@) < (N @V V) < =k(n = k) (@),
Proof. Following Humphreys [38]§6.2, consider the bilinear formi on so(n)

given by

B(A, B) = trace <(d/\’f)(A)7 (d/\k)(B)) _ (n—2)!

=i — k1)l trace(AB)
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by a short calculation using elementary matrices. By Rer8&k2(c) since our
inner product omo(n) is ad(O(n))-invariant we can write

n(n—1)

a(u)= Y ule)Ai(u) ® Aiu)

=1

N =

with z = p(u) and{A4;(u)}, an orthonormal base fan(n) at eachu € P.
For eachu € P, set

(k — 1();@1;)1? 4w

A(u) =

to ensures(A4;(u), A;(u)) = 0;; for eachu.
Then

( Compo(p @ pl )V, V) = 3 (@) ((dN*) Ai(u) o (AN) Ax(w)V; V')
(k—1)l(n—k—1)!
[ (n—2)!

(n—2)!
S T TS ACAL O

} _1<(dAk>Al<“> o (dA")Aj(u)V, v>

where
car = (ANF) Ay (u) o (dAP)A)(u),

the Casimir element of our representatitx of so(n). Since the representation
is irreducible, (for example see [10] Theorem 15.1 page ,278)
this element is a scalar, and we have, see Humphreys [38]

_ dimso(n) 1 nn—1)...(n—k+1)
= Gmarre 2"/ Kl ‘

C/\k

Thus\* (u) < —L1k(n—k)u1. The lower bound follows in the same way.

WhenB has an equivariant Hormander form representation theareler op-
eratorF*(V') can be given in a simple way by (3.20) below. This was noted for
the classical Weitzenbock curvature terms using devigdlows in Elworthy [23].

Proposition 3.4.4 SupposeB lies over a cohesive operatgr and has a smooth
Hormander form:B = %Z LyiLy; + Y BiLyo with the vector fields'7, j =
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1,...,m, beingG-invariant. Let(r/) be the flow ofY7. For a representatiop
of G with associated vector bundte : I — M the zero order operatdr’(BY)
corresponding to the vertical componentdis given by

D
Fr(BY) (o) Z dtznt ‘ o (&) " + En?(u()) o ()™t (3.20)

for anyuy € 71 (zo).

Proof. Setu] = n/(uo) € Pando(t) = 7(u}) sou] € L(V; F, ). From Remark
3.2.2(b)

1« .
52@ (Y7 (ug)) @ @(Y7(ug))
7j=1
and so
I D D
(0 @ paluo) =5 3 (@)™ G|, (@) ],
as in the proof of Theorem 3.3.1.
Also from equation (3.4)
1
ch (=) (o) + 5 (=) (o).
Let (/;) denotes parallel translation frialongo. Then
poLys (= (7)) o) = & puco (Vi)
dt ") =0
d D
— =I\—1= =J
- dt(<ut> dtut) =0
I NI D
(N 1d—tui)
| I et I L
O dt "li=o o' dt li=o Y a2 li=o

leading to the required result via Theorem 3.4.1. O
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To examine particular examples we will need to have detadiéarmation
about the zero order operators determined by a verticalgidh generator. For
this supposé is vertical and given by

B= % Z o/jﬁA;fﬁA; + Z PrLa;

fora: P —>g®gandg: P — gasin Theorem 3.2.1 and (3.2).

Motivated by the Weitzenbock formula for the Hodge-Kodduaplacian on
differential forms, see Corollary 3.4.8 below, [64], [1Bje shall examine in more
detail the case of the exterior powep : G — L(AV; AV) of a fixed represen-
tation p showing that\"* has expressions in terms of annihilation and creation
operators which are structurally the same as these of thz&hiock curvature
(which are shown to be a special case in Corollary 3.4.8).

Lemma 3.4.5If B is a vertical operator o and (e;,i = 1,2,...,N) is an
orthonormal basis oV, the zero order operator on the associated bundle—
M is represented by : P — L(APV; APV) with

Vo) = 5 D (@ patn)) (6 @ ), e ) diasaia

+> ((pBu))ej,e)aia;,  ueP

Proof. Recall thatifA € L(V; V') then

N

dA(A) = Z (Aej, e;)aray;, (3.21)

i,j=1
e.g.see Cycon-Froese-Kirsch-Simon [15]. Consequently

N

dM(p.B(w)) = Y (pBlu)e;, er)asa; (3.22)

h,j=1

On the other hand by Theorem 3.2.1 and (3.2), we can reprassst

alu) = Z A (W) A, @ A,

n,m
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where{A4;}Y , is a basis ofy. So

Comp o(Aps @ Apy)(a(u))
= CompoZanm ) dA(pAnm) @ dA(p.Ay)

=Y an,m(u)dA(p*Am o dA(p.Ay)

N
= E a'nm E ,0* mejvez ,O*A 61,€k>a a’ja’ka'l
m,n zjkl:l
N

= _Zanm Z Ap ® peAn) (65 ® €1), €; @ ex) afajaga
1 N
= 3 ((px ® pe)a(u)(e; ® 1), €; @ ex) a;ajagan,
i,j,k,1=1

since our convention for the inner product on tensor praigistes
(U1 @ vy, us ® va) = 2(uy, ug) (v, va).
The desired conclusion follows. O

Theorem 3.4.6Let R(u) : A2V — A%V be the restriction ofp, ® p.)a(u) :
VeV —=VeV,then

MNP (u) = — Z (R(u)(ej Nep),ei N eg)alaga;a

i<k,j<l

Mz

((px @ p)a(u)(e; @ &), e ® e5) ajar + Y (pBu)ej, ) (a:)aj.

1 .J

1
2

1,5,
This can be rewritten as:
1
NP(u) == 3" (R(u)(e; Aer),e; Aey)a azajaz+§dA(Z”(u))+dA(p*ﬂ(u))-
i<k,j<l
(3.23)
whereZ*(u) € L(V; V) is defined by

(ZP(vy), Z< P @ pi)( (ej®vl),v2®ej>v®v.
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Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.4.5 since

N
1 * *
5 Y Ao @p)alu)(e; ® a), e er) ajazaqa
i, ke,d=1
LN
= LY (e pdalu)ie Bea)e @) daa
i,k d=1
LN
+5 2 e @ pa(u)(e; ® e) e ® e5) ajay
i.jl=1
N
= - Z (R(u)(ej Nep), e Neg)araga;a
j<lii<k

N
1 x
+3 Z (o @ p)a(u)(e; @ ), e; @ e)) ajar.

O

Remark 3.4.7 (a) Note that the second term in (3.23) in general depends on
the symmetric part ofp. ® p.)(a(u)) as well as onk.

(b) If we write
= () Ag(w) @ Ag(u)
as in Remark 3.2.2(c), Theﬂﬁ”(u) in (3.23) has

() =2 3 ) (- (Ao (Al ).

Corollary 3.4.8 For the derivative process i@LM of a cohesive generatot
given in Hormander form without a drift, the zero order agier induced by the
vertical diffusion on the exterior bundlesl’'M is the generalized Weitzenbodck
curvature given by:

1 . k ok
—§d A (Ric?) (V) — 1<;<n Rigjiaj asapa;V (3.24)
1<5<I<p

forall Ve AYTM. HereR; = (R(es, er)er, €5),1 <ik <n,1 < j,l <pfor
R the curvature tensor of the associated connection.
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Proof. By Theorem 3.3.1,

1
a(u) = 3 Z (v 'V XP) @ (u™' V) XP), u € GLM.
By Corollary C.5 in [27] the restriction af to anti-symmetric tensors @2

By the relation between the curvature tensor and the cuevaieprator:
(R(uAv),wAz) = (R(u,v)zw),

the first term in\*(u) of Lemma 3.4.5is:

N N
—2 Z (R(u)(ej Nep), e Ney)alapa;a = —2 Z Rjkia;araja.

i<k,j<l i<k,j<l

By (ii) of Remark 3.4.7, the second term is

1 m
id N (Z U_IVvu()Xpo> .

p=1

The required result follows since

Bu) = —% > u (VW,)XPXP) - %u‘l (Ric*u(—)) .
p=1

O

Corollary 3.4.8 reflects the results in [27], Theorem 2.dadcerning Weitzenbock
formula for Hormander form operators on differential fanin particular it gives
another approach to the result that whéis the Levi-Civita connection, as holds
for gradient stochastic differential equations, the gatwrinduced on differential
forms by the derivative process is the Hodge-Kodaira Laptaap to a first order
term.

Note that if B is the operator orix LM determined by the Hormander form
(3.5) of A then for a representation : GL(M) — L(V;V) with associated
7 : GL(n) — L(V;V) the induced operataF”(53) on sections ofr” is also
given by the ‘Hormander form: > LxiLlxs + La, where for anyC'! vector
field Y on M and anyC' sectionU of =* the Lie derivativeC, U € I'F is given

by

(£yU)(e) = 0o (Ta¥ ow) " U () ()

t=0
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for z € M, v a frame at, and(n}) the flow of Y, using the notation of (3.13).
Indeed by (3.13), fo& (u) = ulU(n(u)), soU = F*(Z),

FP(B)(U) = .7-“”[(% ZE(XJ')GLﬁ(Xj)GL + ﬁAGL> (Z)}

so that

while £(xsyer(Z)(u) = LZ(Tn o) »

FP [ﬁ(xj)GL (Z)} (z) = ﬁd%Z(Tij © u))t_ = Lx:(U) ().

This representation aF”(B) was noted in the case of the operator induced on

differential forms by a stochastic flow indexflow!on diffetel forms in [27], and
for the case of the Hodge-Kodaira Laplacian in Elworthy [23]

Example 3.4.9 Let P be the orthonormal frame bundle for a Riemannian metric
onM. LetC : R* — R" be a symmetric map, define

a = trace(C(A;—), A=) A; ® A,
]

where{A; = v/2¢; A e;} is an orthonormal basis @b(n). Then
Comp oax = —i(trace C)id + 3(2 —n)C.

Let Ric* : TM — TM be the Ricci curvature (for the Levi-Civita connection,
say). When applied t6'(u) = u Ric/, (u'—) for u € P with Ric positive, we
see it defines a vertical operator on the orthonormal framellewith coefficients

« as given abovej = 0. Its associated zero order term on vertical fields is then
(2 —n) Ricf ) —1k, wherek is the scalar curvature.

Proof. First observe that

1 2
a=;(de’C) <2Ai®A,-> .
Then we use the elementary fact about elementary matfiegs:
EijCEi’j’ - Cji’Eij’

and take the basis gfto be{/2¢;Ae;,i < j}. Recallthag;Ae; = 1/2(E;;—Ej;).
0
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Remark 3.4.10 We have seen in Corollary 3.4.8 that there is zero order tqera
on the associated bundiel” — M represented by the Weitzenbock curvature of
a given connection. On the other hand given a curvature tpeRaof a metric
connection, or more generally an operator which has the sgmenetry proper-
ties as a curvature tensor, is there a canonical vertidalsiiin operator ol LM
which induces zero order operators on differential formsctvimave the form of
the Weitzenbock curvatures of R? A vertical operator witbrsa zero order term
always exist since we can takein a diagonal form:

R(u) = An(u) A Ay (u), (3.25)

n=1

for someA, : GLM — gl(n) which aread(G)-invariant, e.g. by taking an
isometric embedding(g.see [27]. In this case I¢t’) be a basis of’, (., define

a(w) = 1Y Au(u) @ A(u), N
Blu) = —5 3o, (An(w))? — 0, R(=,e))el,

see Remark 3.4.7(b). Thenis positive and we can define an operator with its
coefficientso and 5 given as above.

For a discussion of the representatiorikoi the form of (3.25) see Kobayashi-
Nomizu [41] (Notes 17 and 18). In particular there is a distws there of the
numberN required and of a rigidity theorem originating from ChermeSalso
Berger-Bryant-Giriffiths [8].

When M is Riemannian with positive semi-definite curvature opar&® :
N*TM — A*T M there is a canonical construction. For this take the orthoab
frame bundler : OM — M, with G = O(n). We will use the isomorphism
of A2R™ with so(n) under whiche, A e, corresponds t@ (Ej,, — E,p) for
e1,...,e, afixed basis oR" and £y, ; the elementary matrix sby, ;(v) = vqep.
SetAp, = %[E[p,q} — Epgpl SO{Apq 1 1 < p < g < n}forms an orthonormal
basis forso(n). Define

(3.26)

a: OM — so(n) x so(n)

afu) = (RO )epnen) N (w)epheq)))  Apa® Ay
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Our representatiopis just the identity map and, by (3.19) and Bianchi’s idemtit
the restriction ofr(u) : R" ® R" — R™ @ R™ to A’R" is justR itself. In the
notation of (3.23) we see

(Z°(v'),v?) = —4 Ric(v', v?).
If we takes = 0, we obtain from (3.23) that

M (u) = — Z Rumaiaaja; — 2 (dN)Ric”.

i<k,j<l

To get the full Weitzenbock term, extendover GLM by equivariance and define
B(u), foru € GLM, by B(u) = 3u~'Ric*(u—) as in (3.26).



Chapter 4

Projectible Diffusion Processes

Let M be the Alexandrov one point compactification of a smooth fodhil/.
Consider the spacg,, Mt of processegy;) with life time ¢ on N* such that
t — y, is continuous withy, = A whent > (. Let £ be a diffusion operator on
M and let{P,,,yo € M*} be the family ofC-diffusion measures in the sense
of [39], i.e. the solution to the martingale problem 6(A/*) so the canonical
processy;,0 < t < () with the system of diffusion measuréPgo,yO € Nt}
is a strong Markov process arit. Denote byE mathematical expectation with
respect to the measuRy,,. We may add to these notations the relevant subscripts
or superscripts indicating the diffusion operator or thekéa process concerned,
e.g.{P. }, ¢~ ES% or evenEY.

Fory, € M andf € C2°M, the space of smooth functions dhwith compact
support, let

tAC
MY = MFE = F(yne) — Flyo) / £F(y.)ds @.1)

Then(M;” : 0 < t < co) is a martingale on the probability spag& M), P% )
with respect to thg F/°}, where 7/ = o{ys;0 < s < t}. Moreover it has
bracket

EAC
(¥, =2 / (). (), ).

This definition extends to the case®@? functions but thenM¥ is only defined
for 0 <t < ¢* and is a local martingale.

59
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4.1 Integration of predictable processes

Proposition 4.1.1 Let 7 be a stopping time with < ¢ and let{o, : 0 < t < 7}
be aF? predictable process ifi* M such thaty; € T,: M for eacht € [0, 7), and
for each compact subset 6f we have

/ i (ys)as(cFay) ds < oo
0

almost surely.
Then there is a unique local martingdl®/* : 0 < ¢ < 7} such that for all
feCrM,

t
(M, M7 = 2/ o* (s, (df),.) ds, t<(. (4.2)
0
Proof. We can write
a =Ygl -dfi(w), (4.3)
j=1
where the functiong’ are predictable real valued processeg,by taking(fi, .. ., fm) :

M — R™ to be an embedding anfl = o, o X7, for X (z) = >, X*(x)e; the
projection fromR™ to T, M. Using a partition of unity, at the cost of having an
infinite, but locally finite sum, we can assume that fhé the representation are
allin C:°M. Define

t
M= /0 gldMYi. (4.4)

Clearly (4.2) holds. For uniqueness suppése a local martingale orthogonal to
M% forall f € C>M.

ThenK vanishes since the martingale problem fais well posed by an argu-
ment attributed to Dellachérie (see Rogers-Williams [&3¢ end of the proof of
theorem 2.5.1). In fact it it were not zero we could take aadé stopping time
to ensuregl + K¢,,)P% solves the martingale problem up to tihsince

N

KO MY = K, (f(xs)—f(fvo)— /Oszf«cs)ds), D<s<t

is a uniformly integrable martingale. O
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We will often write

Mg = /O on d{ys) (.5)

bringing out the fact it is the martingale part of the Stratatch integralfot Qg O
dy, of (o) along the diffusion procesg;) when that integral is defineglg.when
(o) Is @ continuous semi-martingale. Indeed

Lemma 4.1.2 Let o be aC? 1-form then
t t
My = / Qy, o dys — / (5£a) (ys)ds, 0<t<C. (4.6)
0 0

Proof. This is clear for an exact 1-form. Suppose M — R is C? anda is
exact, then for < ¢,

t t .
MM = / AMys)dM = / AMys) o dM — % </ d\(ys)dys, M,O‘>
0 0 0
t t 1 '
= [ M ey odn— [ 2w (0%a)wds - 500 3%,
0 0

_ thA(yJ(m%<3dy5—-j/t5£(Aa)@k)ds

0

sinceM® is the martingale part of(y,) and
t
(M™ M), = 2/ oL (d)s, a)ds.
0

This proves the result for generalby taking a suitable representation. O

Let S, be the image of~ in T, M and letS := U, S,. By a predictables*-
valued processa;) over (y, : 0 < t < ) we mean a processy, : 0 < t) such
that

() ape sy, forall0 <t < ¢

(i) (qo ai, 0 < t < () is a predictable process A/, canonically identified
with 7% M.

Note that condition (ii) is equivalent to
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(i) there exists a predictablgy;) in 7 M over(y,) such thaty|s,, = o for all
0<t<C.

That (ii") implies (ii) is immediate. To see (ii) implies {jifirst note thatatoa €

S, for eacht sincea; o 0—5 = o, £ (&) for any extensmmt of a; to T}, M. We

can then choose a measurable selectioim T, M with o, (ozt) =q0 aﬁ This
processy, will satisfy the requirements of (i’ ) since
dtai = Uiat = oztai 4.7)

In fact (4.7) is a reflection of the fact thaf extends to a linear isomorphism
oy . Sy — S, canonically. In particulas; (o) is well defined.

Definition 4.1.3 If (o) satisfies (i) and (ii) we will say it is id.2 if

t
/ asai(as)ds < 00
0

forallz > 0, and will say itis inL7 ,, if for any compact subset” of M

tAC
E/ XK(ys)ozs(U ag) ds < 00
0

forallt >0

Remark 4.1.4 Suppose the processes associated to diffusion operatord L +

L, are both non-explosive, whebés a locally bounded measurable vector field on
M. Assume that there existsi& M- valued process” defined on the canonical
probabilty spac€,, M such thatP*-almost surely:

1. 205 (0F) = b(ys)
2. fob#a (b#)ds < oo
Then, by the GMCM-theorem, as in the Appendix section 9.1hawe orC([0, T]; M),
Pl — 7 Pt

whereZ, = exp{M}" — [ b#c*(b#)ds}. In an obvious notation, for suitable
as canonical processes we have, almost surely,

/0 t asd{y,}* = /0 t agd{y, Yol — /0 ta(b(%))d&
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Lemma 4.1.5 Supposer* has image in a subsstof 7M. Then(M) depends
only on the restriction ofv, in £(T},,M;R) t0 5,,,0 < s < (. In particular (4.2)
defines uniquely a local martingale for each predictablesalued processa,)
over (y;)for which the right hand side of (4.2) is always finite almasgtedy.

Proof. For T* M-valued F¥ predictable processés;,0 < t < ¢) and(a?,0 <
t < ¢)over(y,0 <t < ¢)which agree ort we see

tAC
(M — M, MYy, = 2/ o(al —a? (df),.)ds =0
0

for all f € C>°M. ThereforeM® = M. On the other hand this also shows
thatif o, € S, for all s, we can use condition (ii)’ above to choose a predictable
process{as : 0 < s < (} with values inT*M over (y,) and setM® = M*®
without ambiguity. O

Example 4.1.6 Canonical Brownian motion associated to a cohesive diffusi
For simplicity assume that oul-diffusion from a given poing, is non-explosive.
If £is cohesive with sub-bundlg of TM, take a metric connectioli for £, using
the metric determined b3o~. Let

as(0) = ()" Eots) = By,

be the inverse of parallel translatiofiy, alongo from £, to E, (), for P¥
almost all pathgr in M. Each component of this with respect to an orthonormal
basis forE,, clearly lies inL%. With the obvious extension of our notation to the
vector space valued case definefgy-valued proces®, : t > 0 by

B= g = [ ()t

It is easy to check from its quadratic variation that it is @Bnian motion on the
inner product spacg,,. Moreover (as described in [27]) it has the same filtration
as the canonical process 6 M up to sets of measure zero. It is the martingale
part of the stochastic anti-developmeﬁ(//s)—1dysof our L-diffusion from y,.
The use of a different metric connection would change it bgrelom rotation, so
this process is defined on the canonical probability sp{aﬁ;,@M, FYo, PyO} and

up to such rotations depends only on it. We havepfass usual:

[ attur = [ (o pan. 4.9)
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Using the definitions in the Appendix 9.3 we see that if oufudifon procesy. is
al-martingale then

/0 andin} = (1) /O ady. (4.9)

Note that there is always some metric connecfioon £ for which a cohesive
diffusion process is &-martingale, by section 2.1 of [27].

4.2 Horizontality and filtrations

We can characterise horizontality of a diffusion operatopmcess in terms of
filtrations using the following lemma:

Lemma4.2.1 Supposep : N — M is a smooth map3 a smooth diffusion
operator over a smooth diffusion operatdrand also

(i) o+ ando”® have constant rank and

N e N
(i) the filtration generated by. andp(u.) agree up to sets &, -measure zero
for someuy € V.

Thenrank af = rank aﬁu), allu € N.

Proof. Setp = rank 0! andp = rank 5. By assumptiom andp do not depend
onz € M andu € N. Take connections ohnage % andImage o** which are
metric for the metrics induced by the symbols. Extend thesmections td' NV
and7T M. The martingale part of the stochastic anti-developmeft9fwill be a
Brownian motion stopped &f of dimensionp and that of(p(w.)) will be one of
dimensiorp. By (ii) these have the same filtration up to sets of measue Bt
this impliesp = p by the martingale representation theorem, as required. O

Proposition 4.2.2 The following are equivalent fd8 over.A whenA is cohesive:
(@) B= A"

(b) B is cohesive and the filtration generated by its associatidsain (u.)
agrees with that of(u.) up to sets oP% -measure zero for givem, in N.

Proof. If (b) holds, Lemma 4.2.1 shows thhhage[c?] = H, for eachu € N,
since by (2.4) we always havé, C Image[o?]. Thus (b) implies criterion (ii) of
Proposition 2.3.2. Also (b) follows from (iii) of Proposit 2.3.2 by considering
the stochastic differential equation driven by horizofife X°, ..., X™, O
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4.3 The Filtering Equation

Letp : N — M be a smooth surjective map. Suppose h& over.A. However
we do not assume” of constant rank. LefP% } and{P:, } be, respectively, the
solutions to the martingale problem fBrand.4 on the canonical spac€$M ™)
andC(N*). Denote by(u;) and(x;) the corresponding canonical processes with
life time ¢V and¢M respectively. Note that® < (“op almost surely with respect
to P2 . We shall assume that the paths of the diffusiododo not explode before
their projections onV/ do, more precisely’ op = ¢~ almost surely with respect
to P5 for eachu, equivalently,

uo

e Assumption S.
Cb M™ :={0:[0,00) = M : lim p(u;) = A when¢? < oo}

t—(B

has fullPZ measure for eacly, € N.

Denote by the following the filtrations induced by the prasssindicated:
Fie o(us,0 < s < t), F =0(ys,0 < s < 00)

F* = o(rs,0< s < 1), F* =0(25,0 < 5 < 00)

Frol = o(p(uy),0 < s < 1), F* = o (p(us),0 < s < 00).
Proposition 4.3.1 Under Assumption Sp*(Pfo) = P;j‘(uo) and PE(f op) =
PA(fop)forall f € C>(M).

Proof. If p(ug) = x0, f € C32(M), we only need to show that’/~ is a martin-
gale with respect tp*(PZ ). Using Assumption S,

MIAp) = Flpu)) — fp(uo)) — / Af o pluy))ds

= f(plur)) — Fpuo)) — / (B(f o p)) (us)ds

0
— Mtd(fop)JS
is a martingale with respect {0F;*) and P2 . Takes < ¢ and letG be aF?-
measurable function. Then

B8 {MIAG | = BPo { M A (p(w))Gp(w)) |
— EP% {Mtd(fop)BG o p} — EP% {Mg(fOP)’BG o p)}

B

— Epr-(P3) {Mgf’AG}
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and the result follows from the uniqueness of the martingedélem. O
We will need the following elementary lemma:

Lemma 4.3.2 Let (2, F, F;, P} be a filtered probability space ar@gl a sub-
filtration of F, with the property that for al§ > 0,

E{A|G,} = E{E{A|F}|G}, VA € F, (4.10)
whereG = V,G,. Then

(i) (E{MG},t > 0) is aG.-martingale whenevefM; : ¢t > 0) is an F,-
martingale;

(i) For allG-measurable and integrablte

E{H|F.} = E{H|G,};

(i) E{E{A|F.}|G} = E{E{A|G}|F.}, VAeF.

Proof. For (i) setN, = E{M;|G}, 0 < t < co. By (4.10),(N;) is G, measur-
able. Fors < t suppose thaf is G;-measurable and bounded. ThHBAN, f) =
E(M,f) = E(M,f) = E(Nyf). For (ii), let H and F' be bounded measurable
functions withG-measurable an@,-measurable representations. Then

E{H|F'} = B{H[E{F|G}} = E{H|E{F|G,} } = E{H|E{F|G}}

using (4.10). Thu&{ H|F,} = E{H|G,} as required. Part (iii) follows from (ii)
on takingH = E{E{A|Q} and using equation (4.3.2). O

Part (ii) of the following proposition says that the filtranti 77 is immersed in
the filtrationF* in the terminology of Tsirelson [71].

Proposition 4.3.3 (i) For fixedt > 0 let f be a bounded;’-measurable func-
tion. Then

E{f|F} =E{fF"}.

(i) All 77™) martingales areF* martingales. In fact iff = G o p for G an
integrable functional od'(M ) with respect td>#, we have

B} = Be{f1F0}
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Proof. (i) Write f = F(us : 0 < s < t) for F' a bounded measurable function
onC(NT). Let G be bounded measurable functions{pfu,) : 0 < s < ¢t} and

g', ..., ¢" bounded Borel functions of/, with h!, . .. h¥ positive real numbers.
By the Markov property ofi. and ofp(u.),
E (F(Us 0<s<t)Gg'op(upp)---- g"o P(Ut+h1+~--+hk))
= E(F(us: 0<s <HG P (9'Pa(g? . Bitg")) (p(w)) -

Therefore,
E{F(u;:0<s <t)|F"} =E {F(us 0< s < t)|fg’<u)}

as required.
Part (ii) is immediate from (i) by Lemma 4.3.2. O

As in §2.1 setE, = Imageo! with h, : E,, — T,N the horizontal lift
defined by (2.4), although now we have no constant rank assoumgnd so no
smoothness ofi. Also let 5 = Image o5, For anF?° -predictable£*-valued
processp; = ¢(0.), 0 < t < ¢talong(o; : 0 < t < ¢A) let (p*(¢y) :
0 < t < (B) be the pull back restricted to be &#i”?)*-valued process along
(u; : 0 <t < ¢P) defined by

p*(¢e)(u.) = ¢u(p(u)) o T,p : E®,, = R.

Since ¢, has a predictable extensign so doesp*(¢,) and so the latter is pre-
dictable. Moreovep*(¢,)o®(p*¢;) = ¢,07(¢¢) by Lemma 2.1.1 showing. is in
L ifand only if p*(¢.) is in L%. For suchp we have the following intertwining:

Proposition 4.3.4 Let ¢ be a predictablé?-valued process.
(1) ForPZ almost surely all sample paths;*” o p = M ** for t < ¢Z.

(2) If « € L% with a; o hy = 0 almost surely, thef M, M7°™) = 0 and
EBuo{ Mo Fro)} = 0 for all C'* functionsf on M .

Proof. For ¢ = df, (1) follows from p*(df), = d(f o p), as in the proof of
Proposition 4.3.1. For gener@) taking a predictable extension if necessary, write
oi(x) = > 7" gi(x.)(df),, for smooth functionsf’ : M — R and real valued
predictable{g’ : 0 < t < (A}. Therefore

. B,p*(d B,p*
VA op =Y [ gl (o)) M =y
j=1"0
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for all t < (5, giving (1). For (2) letFF : N — R be a smooth measurable
function with respect tg>(“0), ThenF = f(p(u.)) for some measurable function
f:M— R.

1 1

t
BE (MEf(p(u) = GBS M) = B [ o8 df o T ds.

If ah,,, = 0 almost surely for alt, we apply (2.4) to see
oB (e, df o Tp(u,)) = asafi (T*p(df)) = ashusaﬁus)df =0
and thusEBo (M2 f(p(u.))) = 0 giving (2). O

Fora € L% defines, = EF“{a o h, |p(v.) = 2.},0 < s < ( to be the
unigue, up to equivalence, elementidf such that

E5 (00 ha, 0 (04(p(1)))) = B4 (B,04(0)). (4.1D)
for any¢ € L?. To see such an element exists and is unique recall that

0 O husa““ = asafs (tu,p)*

p(us)

which is anF}-predictable process with valuesi .,y C 7}, )M ateach time
s, and by Proposition 4.3.3, (4.11) is equivalent to

Bu(p(u))opts,y = B { 0,08 (T,p)| 770 | (4.12)

in the sense of Elworthy-LeJan-Li [27]. The predictablejpction theorem and
the results of [27] shows that there is a unique, up to imistishability, F7(*)-
predictablel’ M versiob{v; : 0 < t < (} say, over{p(u;) : 0 < t < (}, of
the right hand side of (4.12). By applying the uniqueness giathis projection
theorem to{¢,(v,) : 0 < s < ¢} whene. is ™ -predictable, 7" M-valued
overp(u.) and¢, vanishes ork,(,,y for all 0 < ¢ < p with probability 1, we see

Y € Ep,) forall 0 <t < ¢ almost surely. Now set, (p(u.)) = [Uf(us)]_l% in

p(us)”

Proposition 4.3.5 For anya. in L% we have

5 (M | plu) = 2.} = / 5 {a, 0 h, | p(u.) = .} d{z.}.
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Proof. SetN, = E{M? | Fr(»)} and write N;(u) = N;(p(u)) for {N,} a F}°-
measurable function. By Proposition 4.3(3,) is anF?""’-martingale and we
see(lV,) is anF? martingale. Takg € C2°M then by Proposition 4.3.4,

(N, M4, 0 p(u) = BB (M, M06on), | FPO L (u)
= 5 {08 (ar, (Tup)"(d9) | 7™}
= EB7UO {at oh o’ftut)(dg”ftp(%)}

Ut~ p

by equation (2.4). By Proposition 4.1.1 and the definitioovagof the conditional
expectation)V; (p(u.)) = M*A# for 8o p(u.) = EB" {q, o h,,|F**)} and so

-Wm:AEMNMMWFme}

as required. O

4.4 A family of Markovian kernels

For a probability measurg, on N* let the measures;, on N* be the flow ofu,
underP? and set;, = p.(u;) on M*. Lety,, be the law ofu. — (p(u.), ug) on
C(M*) x N* underP% so

nwwﬂv=/’ PAA) o8 (1) udy), A€ B(M*).T € B(N*)

yeM~+

wherep?, arises from a disintegration pf,

w0 = [ a@vias). T e BN

For a measurablg : N* — R, integrable with respect t@; set

a1 f(v) = EB { f () |p(uo) = 0,up = v} (4.13)

Itis defined fom,,, almost all(c, v) in C(M*) x N*. In particular forP;} -almost
all o it is defined forp\”-almost allv € N*. We could use the convention that

mo7 [ (1) =0
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if p(v) # o(0). With this convention, if we defing,o(s) = o(t + s) we see that
for P;; -almost allo the mapy — 7% £ (y) is defined fon,-almost ally in N
Further foruy € N andf : N* — R bounded measurable define

T f (uo) : CpruoyM ™ — R,

P.A

p(uo)-almost surely, by

)

mif(w)(0) = B{ fu)p(w) = o} =@ flu)).  (4.14)

This can be extended, as in [27], to the case of predictableegs in vector bun-
dles overN, and to define

mi(ao hy )(ug) : CpuyM™ = R

asEFw{a,h,,

p(u.) = z.}, defined above.

4.5 The filtering equation

Theorem 4.5.1 (1) If f is C2N, or more generally iff is C? with Bf and
oB(df,df) o h bounded, then

t

o f (ug) :f(u0)+/0 WS(Bf)(uo)ds+/0 ms(df o hy.)(ug)d{zs}. (4.15)

In particular{r, f (uo) : t > 0} is a continuoust? " semi-martingale.

(2) For bounded measurabfe M* — R andPﬁ}) almost allo in C(M™), for
eachs,t > 0
SH0? f(v) = mpor gl f(y) (4.16)
for p” almost ally in N+.

(3) Moreover there exists a family of probability measuégs” on C(NT)
define forn,,-almost surely allo, v) such that iff" : C(N*) — R is of the
form

F(u.) = fi(ug) ... fa(u,)
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somel < t; < t3 < ...t, and bounded measurabfe : N* — R,
j=1,2,...,nthen

g t1,Vt,0 tn79tn710'
[ @i — s (fst (fe Sl ) 0
ueC(NT)

= B, {F(u)lp(u) = oo}
nu,-almost surely ino, v).

Proof. (1). By definition of /% we have

fuy) = fug) + /Ot Bf(us)ds + Mtdf

SO

71 (o) = f(uo) + /0 mBf(u)ds + B {MPF|p(u) =z} (417)

and part (1) follows from Proposition 4.3.5.

(2). We observed above that the right hand side of (4.16) Isdeéined for
Pf}o almost allo. The equation then follows from the Markov property.

(3). The existence of regular conditional probabilitiegur situation implies
the existence of the probabiliti€3:°- as required, together with a standard use
of the Markov property. O

Remark 4.5.2 A description of theQ#°:? is given in the next section, in the case
whereA is cohesive.

Recall we have the decompositiéty = H, + VT,N for eachu € N, and
F =UF,. If { € F} there is a corresponding decomposition
(=0"+1V e Fr,
where¢! vanishes o/ T, N and¢" on H,. For/ € TN write (¥ = (¢{|F,)V
and/f = (¢|F,)".

Corollary 4.5.3 Supposed is cohesive. Iff isC3 N then there is the Stratonovitch
equation

o f (o) (22.) = fluo) + / ro(B £)(uo)ds + / 7 o(dfuy © Py 0 ds.

0
(4.18)
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Proof. We use (4.17). By Proposition 4.3.5,
H
E{M" |p(u) =2} =E{M"" |p(u)==x}.

Note that , ,
MI" = / (dff)., o duy — / OB (df ™) (uy)ds
0 0
by Lemma 4.1.2. Furthermore

B (dfy = 68" (df™) + o (df) = o (df) = o7 (df) = AT (f)

sincedf” vanishes on vertical vectors adfl = df* + df" while df" vanishes
on horizontal vectors, s&*” (dfV) = 0. This gives

wJ@@@):fwwaEAHVXWNww+E{A%wiowqua=w}

Finally (4.18) follows sincelf” = p*(dfoh,) = df oh,oT,p andT,podu; = odx;.
0

4.6 Approximations

Assume now that the law of; undeer‘0 is given by

PA(ug, A) = / PA(ug, v)dv, A € B(M)
A

for p/(ug, v) @ smooth density with respect to some fixed, smooth, stipctytive
measure o/ to which ‘dv’ refers. This is the case ifl is hypoelliptic.
Consider the conditional probability

" (V) = Ph{u € Vp(u) = b}, V€ B(N)

defined forpy(ug, —) almost sure alb in M. There is the disintegration of
ptB<u07 _)
P V) = [ (Vo). o)

beM
and the formula

(V) = i o). D) | 98 (o de)p(p(0). D)
€ \4
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Take a nested sequengl’} >, of partitions of{0, ]
I'={0=t) <t)<-- <t =t}

say, with union dense ifi), t|. For any continuous boundgd: N* — R there is
the following approximation scheme to complete (u):

Proposition 4.6.1

. ug,o(t V1,0 Vg, —1,0(¢)
mf(wo)o) = Tim [ g (dun)g P (den) g7 (dow,) £ (o)

l—o00

= lim EY {f(u) [ p(uy) = o(t)), 1<j<kz}-

Proof. The two versions of the right hand sides are equal beforagdknits. For
l=1,2,...,, set

S'f(0) = Bug {f (we) | plug) = o(t5), 1<) < kil

It is defined forP:! -almost allo in C(M™), wherez, = p(uo). Let Q' be the
o-algebra onC'(M™) generated by — (o(t}),...,o(t})). Directly from the
definitions we see

mf = E{m(f)(uo) | Q'},

and so{S'f}2, is an@*-martingale. it is bounded and so converges-almost
surely. Sincev,Q' is the Borelo-algebra the limit isr; f (ug) as required. O

4.7 Krylov-Veretennikov Expansion

Supposed = > | Ly;Lx; + Ly for smooth vector field§ X7}, andA. We
will now take {z; : 0 < ¢ < (} to be the solution to the stochastic differential
equation

dxy = X () o dBy + A(xy)dt, (4.19)

with x given, for a Brownian motio#s. on R’", rather than the canonical process.
Here X (z) : R™ — T, M is the map given by

X(z)(a iaJXJ e M.

J=1
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Let {P, : t > 0} be the sub-Markovian semi-group generateddoylLet f €
C°N. AssumeP,f € C*N.
As in the proof Theorem 4.5.1, from

Peaf () = Peftwo) + [ (P, flud{u}, 0 <5<t
we obtain
mPe (D)) = Pf(un)+ [ BP0 b |ple) = 2 dfa)
= Pfu)+ [ BP0 [pln) = 2) X(o)dB,
so thatr, P, f (up), 0 < s < t, is a continuousF semi-martingale. Therefore
mfu) = i) = [ drP ()
-/ B {d(Prf) o b, [ p(u) = 2.} X (2,)dB,
= [ Sy o b0 XM(-D)] (w0)dB:
giving a ‘Clark-Ocone’ formula for, f (u,). Iterating this procedure formally,
) = Pf(u) + [ (P oo X(p(-))(w)aB,

0
t T
s [ [ mfdpe e,y o ho XHp(-)]he 0 XIp(-) | dBlaBE
0o Jo
we obtain the Wiener chaos expansionrof (ug)(x.).

4.8 Conditional Laws

It will be convenient to extend the notation of section 4.8rF < [ < r < oo
letC(I,r; NT) andC(l,r; M) be respectively the space of continuous paths
(l,r] - Nt andz : [l,r] — M* which remain atA from the time of explo-
sion; andC,, (I, ; N*) andC,, (I, r; M*) the paths from,, € N* andzy € M

lr

respectively, Lel{PﬁLO )8 } and{PEf(;")’A} be the associated diffusion measures.
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The conditional law of{u, : | < s < r} given{p(us) : | < s < r} will

be given by probability kernels — Q" definedP ")t almost surely from
Cp(uo)(l,7; M) t0 C (I, 7; NT) for eachuy € N, whereC?, (I,r; NT) is the sub-
space ofC,,(I,r; N*) whose paths satisfy Assumption S. The defining property

is that for integrablef : C,,(I,7; NT) = R

E{f(u)|p(us) =05l <s<r}= f(y)dQg.,(y).  (4.20)

yecug (17T§N+)

To obtain the conditional law take the decompositiba: A7 +B"Y of Proposition
2.3.5. Represent the diffusion corresponding4dy a stochastic differential
equation

dz}, = X (z}) o dB; + X°(})dt. (4.21)
Take a connectioV" on VTN and let
(VYY) dz = V(z)dW, + VO(z,)dt (4.22)

be an Itd equation whose solutions #¥-diffusions. HergIV;) is the canonical
Brownian motion onR™ for somem, independent ofB.), the mapV" : M x
R™ — TM takes values iler|[T’p], andV andV? are locally Lipschitz. For such
a representation d§" diffusions see the Appendix B. L&f : N x R™ — H and
X9 : N — H be the horizontal lifts of{ and X° respectively using Proposition
2.1.2. The solution to

(V") dy, = X(y)odBy+ X (y)dt + V(y,)dW, + V°(y,)dt,
Yy = U, upg € N, [ <t<r.

has lawP{."”"®. Noting thatX (u) = h, X (p(u)) for u € M,

(vv) dys = hy, o dxz,t + V(y)dW, + Vo(yt)dt, (4.23)
Yy = ug, [ <t<r,

wherez; = p(y;) so that(z}) is a solution to (4.21) starting from(u,) at time
[. Without changing the law of. we can replace’ by the canonical process.
Then

Theorem 4.8.1 Consider the solutiofy,) as a process defined on the probability
spaceCy(,)(l,r; M*) x CoR™ with product measure,

Yo [L,r] X Cpue) (Lr; MT) x CEQR™ — N,
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and defineQ’, to be the law ofy(a, —) : CoR™ — C,,(l,r; NT). For bounded
measurablg : C,,(I,7; NT),

E{f(u) [p(us) =05l <s<r}= F(1)dQg, (y)-

yecug (17T§N+)

Proof. Take a measurable functien: C,,({,r; M) — R. Then

B (a(p(u)) /yecu (LN ) szzﬂu)M(y))

P (Mx) [ 1) ngfuo<y>>
P <a<x> / Rmf<y<x,w>>dP<w>>)
_ /C (a(@)f (y(x,w)) AP, AP ()

p(,u())(l,T;M+) xCoR™
= Ef(w)a(p(u)),

as required. 0

Note that Theorem 4.8.1 is equivalent to the statementuithat Q"7

p(w),uo’
w € Cy(l,m; NT), is a regular conditional probability fof(;r)’g givenp.

Remark 4.8.2 Let (¢!(-,-),l < t < oo) be a measurable flow for (4.21) and
(ni(o,+,),0 < t < oo) one for (4.23) withe’ replaced by € Cpo) (1,75 MT).
Forw € (), the underlying probability space for the Brownian mot®ndefine
Q'r, from the space of bounded measurable functiong/orto itself, by

fo(f)(uo) =Ef (ﬁfn(ﬁfn(p(uo%w), Uo)) .

A direct calculation shows that

l7 ) J— l,
QwTQLS - Qws

for 0 <1 < r < s < oo. Thus their adjoints on a suitable dual space would form
an evolution.

More generally, lettingBorel(.X') stand for the Boreb-algebra of a topological
spaceX:
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Proposition 4.8.3 Let ¢ be a measurable map frof,, (I, 7; M) to some mea-
sure space, and let

PUNS : Cy (175 MY x Borel (Cy (1,7 MT)) — [0,1]

be a regular conditional probability f(frxO giveny. Forugy with p(ug) = zo set
Qi ) = [ (AP (p(w), do)
Cug (Ir; M)

forw € Cy(l,r; N*) and A € Borel (Cy, (1,73 NT)). ThenQL ¢ is a regular
conditional probability OPS(;T)’B giveny o p.

Proof. By definition

Qv 4) = B4 {QE | (A} ple)

= E0DAn [RGBy p = —}p} p(w)
= EM5{y4lpoph(w).

O

Corollary 4.8.4 For ¢ as in Theorem 4.8.3 suppose that the canonical process
on M* with law P( The ?(o, —) is a semi-martingale for almost atl in its own
filtration F7°,0 < t < T, for P22" almost allo. Then the solutiony (o, —) to

the equation

(VY)Y dy; = hy,odo + V(y)dW; + VO (y,)dt, (4.24)
Y = U, 0 < t < T
whereo,, 0 < t < T'is run with lawP 2% (¢, —), is a version of thé-diffusion

from ug condltloned byp o p.

Proof. That the law of the solution is as required follows from thecdission at
the beginning of this section together with Proposition3léhd Fubini’s theorem.
O

Conditions under which conditioned processes are sentigaftes are dis-
cussed by Baudoin [2]. In particular bridge processes ddrikom elliptic diffu-
sions are, so we obtain the following version of Carverhilésult [12]:
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Corollary 4.8.5 SupposeA is elliptic and leth; : 0 < ¢t < T be a version of the
A-bridge going frome, to z in timeT", somez € M. Then the solutions to

(vv) dyy = hy, odb + V(y)dW; + Vo(yt)dtv (4.25)
Yo = up, 0<t<T

give a version of the diffusion fromw, conditioned orp(ur) = =.

4.9 Equivariant case: skew product decomposition

In the equivariant case, wheN is the total space” of a principal bundle
7w : P — M as ing5, a version of Theorem 4.8.1 is given in [25] which reflects
the additional structure. In particular the following i®ped there:

Proposition 4.9.1 Let B be an equivariant diffusion operator étwhich induces
a cohesive diffusion operatot on M. Let {y; : 0 < ¢t < (} be aB-diffusion on
P*. Then

=, z.
t

Y =T g

Y

where

(i) {Z; : 0 < t < (} is the horizontal lift ofp(y.), starting aty,, using the
semi-connection induced ly

(i) {g7 : 0 <t < (o)} isadiffusion independent dip(y;) : 0 < ¢t < (} on
G starting at the identity with time dependent gener#@pgiven by

Za” LA LAf +Zﬂk LA f()

foranyoc € GP*,0 < t < ((0), whereA;,..., A; are the left invariant
vector fields ond corresponding to a basis gfand thea” and/* are the
coefficients forB" as in Theorem 3.2.1.

Note that for eacht the operatorZ? is conjugate to the restriction &" to the
fibre througho (¢) by the map

g — p'(p(a(t)))
g — o(t)g.

It is a right invariant operator.
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Remark 4.9.2 Note that by the equivariance @’ there will be no explosion
of the procesggy) before that ofr.. Consequently Assumption S 64.3 holds
automatically.

Below we give the equivariant version of Proposition 4.8\ shall use the
notation of§4.8. However we replace the one point compactificafionof P
by P = P U A with the smallest topology agreeing with that®fand such that
7 P — Mt is continuous. Also le;* be the one point compactificaticghu A
of G’ with group multiplication and action @ extended so that

u-A=AAN-g=g- A=A, Yu e P,geq.

For0 <l <r < ifyeC(l,r; P), we writel, = [ andr, = r. LetC(x, x; P)
be the union of such spacég, r; P). It has the standard additive structure under
concatenation: if andy’ are two paths with, = [,, andy(r,) = v'(l,/) lety +y’
be the corresponding elementdt{l,, r,; P). Thebasico-algebra ofC(x, x, P)
is defined to be the pull back byof the usual Boreb-algebra orC'(x, *; M ™).
Given an equivariant diffusion operatBon P consider the law§P "8 . ¢ ¢ P}
as a kernel fron? to C(1, r; PP). The right action?, by g in G* extends to give a
right action, also writter?,, of G+ onC(x, x, P). Equivariance of3 is equivalent
to

PUIE = (R,) P08

forall 0 < I < randa € P. Thereforer,(P{""®) depends only onr(a),
[, » and gives the law of the induced diffusiof on M. We say that such a
diffusion B is basicif for all « € P and0 < [ < r < oo the basicr-algebra on
C(1,r; P) contains all Borel sets up 8" negligible sets, i.e. for at € P
and Borel subsetB of C(I, r; P) there exists a Borel subsétof C(I,r, M) s.t.
P (1 (A)AB) = 0.

For paths inG it is more convenient to consider the spatg(l, r; G*) of
cadlag paths : [I,r] — G with ¢(I) = id such thatr is continuous until it
leavesG and stays af\ from then on. It has a multiplication

éid(s,t; GT) x éid(t,u; GT) — éid(s,u; GT)

(9,9)—gxg
where(g x ¢')(r) = g(r) for r € [s,t] and(g x ¢')(r) = g(t)g'(r) for r € [t, u].
Given probability measure®, Q' on Ci(s,t; G*) andCq(t, u; G*) respec-
tively this determines a convolutio * Q' of Q with Q' which is a probability
measure o;q(s, u; GT).



80 CHAPTER 4. PROJECTIBLE DIFFUSION PROCESSES

Theorem 4.9.3 Given the Iaws{Pff”)’B ca € P,0< [ <r < oo} ofanequivari-
ant diffusion over a cohesived there exist probability kernelP2br - a4 € P}

from P to C(l,r;P), 0 < I < r < oo andy — Q}", definedP'" a.s. from
C(l,7; P) 1o Ciy(l,r; G*) such that

(i) {PHLr. q e P}isequivariant, basic and determining a cohesive generator

(i) y— QL satisfies
Ly, 1 L1 3Tt
Qi =Qy QT

for Pl @ Plv™v almost ally, y' with 7, = [,

(iiiy For U a Borel subset of(l, r; P),

P (1) = / / oy, - 9.)QL (dg) P (dy).
C(l,r;P) JC(I,r;GT)

The kernelsPZ*" are uniquely determined as are th@." : y € C(l,r; P)},
P/ a.s. iny for all a in P. FurthermoreQ.” depends ory only through its
projectionr(y) and its initial pointy;.

The proof of this theorem is as that of Theorem 2.5 in [25]h@ligh there the
processes are assumed to have no explosion).

Stochastic differential equations can be given @) and (¢7) as in §4.8,
from which the decomposition can be proved via I1t0’s forayslee Theorem 8.2.5
below for details of a special case.

Proposition 4.9.1 extends results for Riemannian submesddy Elworthy-
Kendall [24] and related results by Liao[48]. A rich supplyexamples of skew-
product decomposition of Brownian motions, with a generstuassion, is given
in Pauwels-Rogers[58].

For a special class of derivative flows, considered:as//-valued process as
in §3.3 there is a different decomposition by Liao [49], see &séfino [65].

4.10 Induced processes on vector bundles

In the notation of3.4 letp : G — L(V,V') be aC* representation withl” :
F — M the associated bundle. B-diffusion {y, : 0 < ¢t < {} on P determines
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a family of {4, : 0 < ¢ < (} of random linear mapV, from F,, — F,,, where
x; = m(y,). By definition,

Yil(yo, ©)] = (41, €)].

AssumingA is cohesive we have the parallel translatign: F,, — F,, along
{z; : 0 < t < (} determined by our semi-connection. This is given by

el(yo, )] = [(Z4, €)]
wherez. is the horizontal lift ofz, starting aty,.

When taken together with Corollary 3.4.8 the following exde results for deriva-
tive flows in Elworthy-Yor[29], Li[47], Elworthy-Rosenbgi28], and Elworthy-
LeJan-Li[27].

Theorem 4.10.1Letp : G — L(V;V) be a representation @ on a Banach
spacel” andIl” : FF — M the associated vector bundle. et : 0 < ¢t < (}
be aB-diffusion for an equivariant diffusion operatBrover a cohesive diffusion
operatorA. Setx, = p(y,) and let¥, : F,, — F,,,0 < t < ¢ be the induced
transformations o”. Then the local conditional expectati¢®, : 0 < t < (},
for U, = E{U|o{z, : 0 < s < (} exists and is the solution of the covariant
equation alongz; : 0 <t < (}:

D_ _
E\I/t:/\po\llt

with U, the identity mapA” : F — F given by \? in Theorem 3.4.1 and where
% refers to the semi-connection determineddy

Proof. From above and Proposition 4.9.1 we have

Ui[(yo, )] = [(Fc 0 g7 €)] = [(Z4, p(gi) €]

and so//, [ (yo, €)] = [(vo, p(g7)~'e)]. Now from the right invariance a§?, for
fixed patho and timet, we can apply Baxendale’s integrability theorem for the
right action

Gx L(V:V) = L(V;V)
(9.T) — plgf)"oT
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to seeE|p(g7) | L(v,v) < oo for eacho, t and we haveg (o), € L(V;V) given
by

E(o)e = Ep(g)e.
By considering(1 + E|p(g7)~t ), 4y for o = x.. We see the local conditional
expectationV, exists inL(F,; F,,) and

W[ (yo, €)] = [(Zr, E(x.)se)].

The computation in Theorem 3.4.1 shows that

S0, 0] = (00, £ )] = [0, M(E)E )]

giving
d%‘l’t[(ym e)] = (T, N (Z)E(2.)ee)] = AP () W[ (yo, e)]
as required. 0

Remark 4.10.2 Theorem 4.10.1 could also be used to identify the generétbeo
operator induced on sections Bf, reproving Theorem 3.4.1, sincedf € ~F*
thenE¢ o ¥, x,.c = E¢ o ¥, x, if the expectations exist, by Corollary 3.3.5 of
[27]. The extra information in Theorem 4.10.1 is the existeaf the conditional
expectation. Baxendales’ integrability theorem usedt applies in sufficiently
generality to give corresponding results for infinite dirsiemal G, for example in
the situation arising in chapter 8 below.



Chapter 5

Filtering with non-Markovian
Observations

So far we have considered smooth mapsN — Mwith a diffusion process,
on N mapping to a diffusion process = p(u.) on M. From the point of view
of filtering we have considered as thesignalandz, as theobservation process
However the standard set up for filtering does not assume dakity of the
observation process. Classically we have a signal diffusion process oR¢ or
a more general space, and an observation pracesssomeR” given by an SDE
of the form

dl't = a(t, Ty, Zt)dt + b(t, Ty, Zt)dBt (51)

where B_is a Brownian motion independent of the signal. To fit thioiour
discussion we will need to assume that the noise coefficietiieoobservation
SDE does not depend on the signal other than through thevathess, as well
as the usual cohesiveness assumptions. We camMtakedR? x R andM = R"
with p the projection andi; = (z;, z;). To reduce to our Markovian case we can
use the standard technique of applying the Girsanov-Manaydneorem. Here
we first carry this out in the general context of diffusionshabasic symbols, as
discussed in Section 2.4 and then show how it fits in with thssital situation.
For simplicity we shall assume that the signal is a time hoenegus diffusion,
and that the coefficients in the observation SDE are als@emnigent of time. The
state spaces are taken to be smooth manifolds and the dlamalaidegeneracy
assumptions on the observation process somewhat relaxed.

For other discussions about filtering with processes wheehvalues in a
manifold see [18], [59], and [32].

83
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5.1 Signals with Projectible Symbol

Using the notation and terminology of Section 2.4 suppoaedbr diffusion op-
eratorB on N is conservative and descends cohesively gverN — M so that
for a horizontal vector fielé#” on N the diffusion operatoB := B — b lies over
some cohesivel. Choose such asl so that53, and soA, is also conservative:
we assume that this is possiblso choose a locally bounded one-fobihon N
with 205 (b#) = b, This is possible sinc&” is horizontal, and we can, and will,
choosé™ to vanish on vertical tangent vectors and satisfy

bF (01 (y)) = 20, (b5 . b) = b (), yeN (5.2)
where|b (y)], refers to the Riemannian metric on the horizontal tangeatep
induced by264” . This can be achieved by first choosing some sméottv —
T*M such that, in the notation of equation (2.1@“@)(5@)) = b(y) fory € N;

and then taking* to be the pull back of by p:
b (v) = b(y)(Typ(v))  yeN

Now set )
Zy = exp{—M;" — 2 (M*),}
for au(u.) = b7 whereu e C([0,77; N), our canonical probability space fur-
nished with measureR := P5 andP := P% and corresponding expectation
operatorsE andE.

Here and below we are using the notation of proposition 4uith )M/« etc
referring to taking martingale parts with respeciBtavhile //* and fot asd{ys}
are with respect t@.

From the Girsanov-Maruyana-Cameron-Martin theorem (seé\ppendix, Sec-
tion 9.1), we know thatZ is a martingale undeP and the two measures are
equivalent with

dpP5

dPB

Yo

Supposef : N — R is bounded and measurable. We wish to findf) : N —
R,0 <t < T where

() (%) = By { f (ur)[p(us),0 < s <t}
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Following the approach due to Zakai, considertin@ormalised filtering process
m(f) : N — R given by

() (o) = Bug { f(u) 2" | p(us),0 < s <t}

For completeness we state and prove the Kallianpur-Striebaula , a version
of Bayes’ formula:

Lemmab5.1.1

() (uo)
(1) (uo)

Proof. Setzy = p(uo). Letg : Cy, ([0, T]; N) — R be F;°-measurable. Then

— as.

i (f)(uo) = P,

0

B, {f(u)g(u)} = E{Zitﬂut)g(u.)}
- E{E{%ﬂuaw}g(u)}
- E{ztE{Zitﬂut)|ft“0}g<u.>}. (5.3)

Thus
Te(f) (o) = E{Z| F° b e (f) (o).

Taking f constant shows that{Z;|F;"}m(1)(uo) = 1 and the result follows.
0

We can now go on to obtain the analogue of the Duncan-MorteAs&ai (DMZ)
equation for the unnormalized filtering process, using éselts of Section 4.8 on
conditional laws:

Theorem 5.1.2 For anyC? function f : N — R, underP,

7o f(uo) = f(uo) + fo s (Bf) (up) ds + fo s (fb#(_)h—)(uo)d{xs} (5.4)
+ fo s (df_h_) (uo)d{zs};

mif (o) = fluo) + Jo 7o (BF) (wo) ds + [y (s (FO) (o) dfwsbas 55
+ Jo s (df-h-) (uo)d{x.}.
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wherex; = p(u,),0 < s < oo is the projection tal/ of the canonical process
from ug on N, andh the horizontal lift map for the induced semi-connection.
Using an alternative notation:

fb#ohy ) A 7. (dfoh.

Fof = Rof + Mf( + M, )4 +/ #4(Bf)ds. (5.6)
0

Proof. Since we are working with® we will write A/** for M/**8, etc. AlsoZ; !
satisfies:
dz;7' =z dMY”

while
df (u) = dMY + B(f)(u;)dt

giving
d(Z7 f(w)) = Z7dMY + Z7 B(f) (ug)dt
Ff () Z7 MY+ Z7 + df, (07 (uy) ) dt
sinced M aMY” = o8 (df,,,b*) = df, (b" (w)). Thus
d(Z7 fw)) = Z7dMY + Z7UB(f) (u)dt + fu) Z7 dMY™ + 27

We can now take conditional expectations using propos#i8tb since3 — Lyx
is over the cohesive operatdrto complete the proof. O

Lemma 5.1.3 There are the following formulae for angle brackets:
d(7(1))e = (7 (b), 7 (D)) 7, dt (5.7)
(1), #(f))e = (), 7(b))r,dt + 7u(df o hu ) o Fo(b(w))dt  (5.8)
Proof. From the previous theorem

(w(1),7(f))dt = (thfr(fb#oh),A +thfr‘(dfohu‘),A)thW(b#oh)’A

= 20 (,(fb% o h), 7, (b* o h))dt + 20 (7y(df o ), 7(b" o h))dt
= (7, (fD), 7, (b)) 2, dt + 7o(df © Dy ) 0 7, (b(u.))dt
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since for any one formp on M we have:
o (6, (0" oh)) = & ((¢]e, bF o n)F)

= SR(o)

2
L.
= §¢(Wt(b))-
This gives the second formula, from which comes the first. O

We can now give a version of Kushner’s formula in our context:

Theorem 5.1.4 In terms of the probability measu2

7th = 7T0f + /Ot WSB(f)dS + /Ot s (df o hu) [d{xs} - ﬂ-s(b(u-))sd‘s] (59)
+ / (o) — ma(F)malD), A} — (D))

Proof. From the definition and then Ito’s formula:

i = o280

dif)  wlf)dm(l)  dr(f)dr(1)

Now substitute in the second formula of Theorem 5.1.2 andtlhisgorevious
lemma. O

Note thatz(f), b, andP, depend on the choice of. We would like to have
a version of formula 5.9 which is independent of such choi¢esst note that if
B — bf is overA;, andB — bl is overA,, then the difference of the two vector
fields on N descends to a vector field oW: if ¢ : M — R is smooth and
g=gop: N — Rthen

B —b)g = (B—b")f — (B—b{)g = (A — As)g.
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Therefore if we seby(z) = T,p(b¥ (y) — b (y)) for p(y) = 2, z € M then
Ay = As + Ly, and by Remark 4.1.4

d{z, 3" = d{z ™ + bods (5.10)

From this we see immediately that the symhd|s;} — 7,(b)ds, andn,(fb) —
7s(f)ms(b) in formula 5.9 are in fact independent of the choice we madé.dfo
relate to now classical concepts we next discuss the firstesktin more detail.

5.2 Innovations and innovations processes

Keeping the notation above, fare L2, soo, € T M for 0 < ¢ < oo, define a
real valued procesk* : 0 < t < oo, thea-innovations procesisy

t
1o = / a, (d{z }* — meb(u)ds) (5.11)
0
A generalisation of a standard result about innovationsgssees is:

Proposition 5.2.1 The proces$ is independent of the choice gf. UnderP 5o
itis anFr° martingale.

Proof. The observations just made show it is independent of thecehafiA. It
is clearly also adapted t67°. To prove the martingale property note first that by
Proposition 4.3.4 and formula (5.10)

/ oA = / ' (0n)d{u,} 5T
= /O:p*(as)d{us}B—/O:p*(ozs)bH(us)ds
- / p(as)d{u,} — / 00a (b(11) .

From this we see thatif < r < tandZ € o{z, : 0 < s < r} then

EBXZ{ /T t o (d{z s} — mob( }
:EBXZ{ / e () — o }

giving the required result. O
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If we fix a metric connectionl;, on £/, as described in Example 4.1.6 we can take
the canonical Brownian motio3"4 say, onF,, determined by4 andI'. Then,

by equation (4.8), we can writg{z, }* — 7,(b(u.))ds = [/ dB"* — m,(b(u.))ds.

In terms of the thé® Brownian motion,BT, on E,,, which is the martingale part
underP of theI'- stochastic anti-development of we can define a,,,-valued
process;z; : 0 <t < oo, by

t
2 =Bl +/ (/)" (b(us) — 7s(b(u.))ds. (5.12)
0
A candidate for thennovations procesef our signal -observation system is

the stochastic development!, say, of:"'. underT". This can be defined by using
the canonical sde on the orthonormal frame bundI& afiamely

dl;t = X(I;t)(ljo)_l (@) dZt
for a fixed framey, for E,,. Here

X(p)(e) = hy(n(e)).

for u : R? — E,, aframe in at some point € M, ande € RP?, for p the fibre
dimension ofE.. The process! is then the projection af. on M. For example
see [22]. It will satisfy the Stratonovich equation

dvf = Jyodz (5.13)

where the parallel translation is now along the paths'of Let © : Cy(M) —
Co(M) be the map given b o), = v'' (o), treatingz" as defined orCy ().
LetD = D' : Cy(T,,M — C,,M be the stochastic development usingith
inverseD~!. We will continue to assume that there is no explosion sottregte
maps are well defined. For example,

2(z) =D 'O(x).

We define a semi-martingale, ol to be al'-martingaleif it is the stochastic
develoment usin@' of a local martingale, see the Appendix, Section9.3.

Theorem 5.2.2 For each metric connectidnon E the innovations processg is
al'-martingale. Ifl" is chosen so that thd-diffusion process is &-martingale
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underP+ then fora : [0, 7) x C,, M — T*M which is predictable and lives over
x, provided the integrals exist,

"0 0(z) = (I) / () (), — / @) b@)ds  (5.14)

0 0

whereb(—), : C,, — T'M is the conditional expectation,

by = E{b(u)|p(u) = .},
and ha$(z), € T, almost surely for alk.

Proof. The fact that/' is aI-martingale is immediate from the definition and
Proposition 5.2.1. To prove the claimed identity note thatextra assumption on
I implies that//;1d{z,}* = d(D~!(x.)),. Therefore

I°(z) = / s JudD (), — / (@ )bz )uds  (5.15)

while by definition

(F) /(; ast£<x.) = /0 aS(VE(x.))//SV'F(I‘)d<'D_1(I/F<J;.)))s (5.16)

where the superscript on the parallel translation symhditates that it is along
the paths/"' (). Our identity follows. 0

Remark 5.2.3 (1) ForI" such that the4-process is & martingale we can eas-
ily see thato has an adapted inverse. Indeed its inverse is defined almost
surely by
0! = DoMart? o D!

whereMart®" denotes the operation of taking the martingale part under th
probability measur@®A.

(2) If we are given a connectidnon E we could make our choice of so that
its diffusion process gives B martingale. This specified uniquely and
might be more natural sometimes, for example in the clalssase with
M = R"

(3) The results and earlier discussion still hold'ifs not a metric connection.
However thenBT# cannot be expected to be a Brownian motion. The con-
nection could even be dRM rather than orE in which caseB!* will be a
local martingale iril},, A/. This will be a natural procedure wheénh = R",
using the standard flat connection.



5.3. CLASSICAL FILTERING 91

5.3 Classical Filtering

For an example of the situation treated above consider alspgncess z;, 0 <
t < T) onR satisfying an SDE

dZt = V(Zt, .Tt)th —+ B(Zt, .Tt)dt (517)
with (z;,0 < t < T), the observation process, taking valueRihand satisfying:
dr, = XW(2)dB; + XD (2)dW; + b(z, ;) dt. (5.18)

Here B. andIV. are independent Brownian motions of dimensjcmdp respec-
tively. We then takeV = RYxR"™ andM = R", withp : N — M the projection.
We setu; = (z;, x;) so that

Bf(Z, {L') = %Dilf(vi(zv IC), Vl(zv {L')) + le(ﬁ(zv IC))
+5 D3 f(X W (), XD (@) + 5 D3, f(X P (2), X (2))
—|—D2f(Z, x)(b(z, x)) + D%,Qf(zv x)(VZ(z, x)? X(l)ﬂ'(z? .T))
(5.19)

using the repeated summation convention whiegees froml to p and; from 1
to ¢, with the V7 referring to the components &f and similarly for X - and
X®@:. Also D;,, refers to the second partial Frechet derivative, mixddAfm,
etc.

The filtering problem would be to finE{g(z;) | z; : 0 < s < t} for suitable
g : RY — R. This would fit in with the discussion above by definifig R¢ x
R™ — R by f(z,z) = g(z). Note that we have allowed feedback from the signal
to the observation; usually only the special case wheand 5 are independent
of = is considered. Also we have allowed the noise driving theaitp also affect
the observations (“correlated noise”). This can give a tiial connection, in
which case the terms involving horizontal derivativeg afill not vanish even for
f independent of. This vanishing would occur otherwise (i.e. for uncorretht
noise) so that in that case the formula in Theorem 5.1.2 exitacthe usual DMZ
equation, for example as in [56] or [57].

Our basic assumptions are smoothness of the coefficiemsgxmosion (for
simplicity of exposition), and the cohesiveness of our ole#on process. By the
latter we mean that for alt € R" andz € R the image of the mage!, e?) —
XYz)(er) + X2(X)(e?) fromRY x R? to R" containg(z, x) and has dimension
independent oft. Some bounds are needed bio ensure the existence of its
conditional expectations.
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To carry out the procedure for the signal and observatioergabove we must
first identify the horizontal lift operator determined By For this for eachx € M
let Y, : R® — RP™ be the inverse of the restriction of the még, ¢?) —
X1(x)(e')+X2(X)(e?), fromRIxRP toR", to the orthogonal complement of its
kernel. Then from Lemma 2.2.1 we see that the horizontdl JittR* — R?xR"
is given by

hu(v) = (V(2,2) 0 Yy(v),v) u=(z,2) € RTx R". (5.20)

A natural choice of4 is

A(f)(w) = g D3af (XVi(2), X1Di(a)) + 3 Daf (X9 (2), XO9 ().

Having done that theb* of our general discussion is just the drift R? x R" —
R™ of our observation’s stochastic differential equation. rbtaver for suitable
T*M-valued processes we have therv-innovations process

o= /0 () (X(l)(xs)st 4 X(z)(xs)dWs)+/O a(zs) (b(zs, z5) — b(z),) ds,

whereb(o) = EB{b(z,,z,) | 2, =0, 0<r < s}
From Theorem 5.9 , Kushner’s formula , given smogthR? — R, one has

mg= g(z0) + [y (D3 g(=)(Vi(=),Vi(=)) + mDig(—)(B(~)))ds

msldg(—=)V (=)oY 1b.—Gsbs,—
o (da(-v() )_'_It(gbs Gebor s

This can be compared, for example, with the formula giveméremark on page
85 of [57], following the proof of Proposition 2.2.5 therelténatively see [56].

Using the standard flat connection 8f we get the innovations process given by

vy = o + /t (X(l)(xs)st + X(2)(xs)dWS) + /t (b(zs, z5) — b(z)s) ds.
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5.4 Examples

Consider the stochastic partial differential equation’.8({0, 1]; R?):

m

duy(z) = Auy(x) + Z ®; (2, uy(x))d By

1=1

where(B;}) are independent Brownian motions. For- 1 it can be considered
as a system of equations. One natural question is to find thefla, given that
of us(z9),0 < s < t for some given poink,, or to find the conditional law o,
givenu,(xg),0 < s < t. Here we indicate briefly how the approach we have been
following may sometimes be applied to this or similar probde For simplicity
we takep = 1, so our “observations” process is one dimensiofal= R.

Lety, = u(xp). It satisfies:

dy; = (Awyg)(zo)dt + Z D4 (o, yt>dBZ"

i=1

Because of the drift term we cannot expect this to be Markos@awe will have
to remove the terniAw,) (zo)dt by a Girsanov transformation.
Let (e;) be the standard orthonormal basdRsf. Define

®: L*([0,1];R) x R™ — L*([0,1]; R)

and
®:R— LR™R)
by
P(u)(e)(z) = Z ®i(z, u(z)){e, €)
and

m

Z D, (g, 2)(e, €;),

i=1
respectively. Considef.R, identified withR and furnished with the metric in-
duced byd(z):

i
—~
N
~
—~
M)
~
|

V1V2
<U17U2>z = m

S (@i(2)2
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To have cohesivity and to be able to apply the Girsanov-MamgrCameron-
Martin theorem this must be well defined, i.e. the denominagst never vanish,
and it must determine a non-explosive Brownian motion. éséhconditions hold,
we still have to be sure that the Girsanov transformed SEas solutions ex-
isting for all time and that we can apply the martingale mdthpproach used in
the proof of 9.1.3. Alternatively we can try to apply one of tstandard tests to
show that the local martingale which arises is a true maatangFirst we apply
Lemma 2.2.1 to obtain the horizontal lift map. For this wedége dual map
d*(2) : R — R™ is given by:

m

¥ (1) = gy 3 Byl e

Then from equation (2.8) the horizontal Iift, : 7,,)R — L*([0,1];R) at a
functionw is given by

ho(1)(z) = ®(z,u(zx)) 0 (f*(u(xo))

In particular a natural choice of drif* to remove by the Girsanov-Maruyama-

Cameron-Martin theorem, namél§/(u) = h,(Au(xy)), is given by

2o By, u(0)) ®; (o, ul))
> et (Pr(o, u(20)))?

Making the change of probability tB we see that our SPDE becomes

Z;ﬂﬂ Qi (xo, ue(0)) P (z, ue(z)) m | _
B S (Pr (0, ue(70)))? Aut($0)+; O, (z,uy(x))dB,

b (u)(x)

Au(xo). (5.21)

duy(x) = Auy(x)

for new, independent Brownian motiofg, ... 3™ and has the decomposition

2 e (o, ui(20)) ®; (, uy(w))

duy(z) = | ST @ (20, 12(20)))? ; (w0, us (o)) By]
T @(zo, u(0)) P (2, ez
H(“*“ e e aE ))A“t(x°)> !

m L@ (wo, u(wo)) P (z, ug( .
3 (q)i(x’“(x)t) B (et ))(Di(“’“t(m)) i
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In this decomposition the term in the first square bracketdee to the horizontal
lift of the A-process , while that in the second is the vertical comporiry are
independent (unddp), givenu at z.

We could continue by applying the Kallianpur -Striebel foley Lemma 5.1.1
or go directly to our version of Kushner’s formula, Theorer@.9n that formula
the operatoi3 will be the infinite dimensional diffusion operator @A([0, 1]; R)
which is the generator of the solution of our SPDE, so theeeeatra analytical
problems. However there are cases where the situationrig &iaightforward.
For example:

(1) @;(z,u) = ¢i(z), where the vectof¢,(2), ..., ¢m(z)} never vanishes for
anyz. In this casey; is basically Gaussian.

(2) ®(z,u) = u with one dimensional nois8,, in which case the solution of
+2

22
the SPDE sy (z) = ﬁe_ﬁeBt—7_
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Chapter 6

The Commutation Property

In certain cases the filtering is in a sense trivial: the pse@ecomposes into the
observable and an independent process. From the geomeinicgd view this
means the commutation of the vertical operadr and the horizontal operator
A, See Theorem 6.2.8 below.

Forp a Riemannian submersion (defined in Chapter 7 below) withlyageodesic
fibres and3 the Laplacian, Berard-Bergery & Bourguignon [7] show tHat and
BY commute. Their proof is based on the result of R.Hermann [37]

Theorem 6.0.1[R.Hermann] A Riemannian submersipn N — M has totally
geodesic fibres iff the Laplace-Beltrami operator/dfcommutes with all Lie
derivations by horizontal lifts of vector fields aov.

From this, and the Hormander form representatios 8f it follows immediately
that. A with BV will commute in their situation. In this section we consideme
extensions of this and their consequences.

First, forp : N — M with a diffusion operatof3 over a cohesived, as usual,
we will say that a vector field oV is basicif it is the horizontal lift of a sec-
tion of £. From our Hérmander form representation4f we get the following
extension of Berard-Bergery& Bourguignon’s result:

Theorem 6.0.2 For a diffusion operatoB over a cohesive diffusion operatgr
the following are equivalent:

e [i] BY commutes with all Lie derivations by smooth basic vectodebf
N;

e [ii]the operatorsB, BV, and.A” commute (orC* functions);

97
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e [iii] the operatorBY commutes with the horizontal lifts of the vector fields
which appear in one Hormander form representatiod of

Proof. It is clear that [i] implies [iii], and [iii] implies [ii]. Toshow [ii] implies [i]
observe that every section Afhas the formr4 (3"" Mdf;) since every one form
on M has can be written &s ;" Mdf; for ¥ : M — Randf; : M — R and
some integem. By definition of the connection this shows that every basittor
field on N has the formy_ 7" X pa" (p*df;). It will therefore suffice to show that
if [ii] holds then BV commutes with Lie differentiation bypoA" (p*df) for all
smooth)\, f : M — R.

For this assume [ii] holds and take a smogth/N — R.. By definition of the
symbol and Remark 1.4.5:

28" dg ()\paAH(p*df)> — 2BV dyg (M”(;»*df))
= xpB" (A"(fpg) — fpA" (g9) — g A" (fD))
= M (A"(fp)BY g — fpATBY g — (Af)pB" g)
= 2pd(B" g)o" (p*df)
= 2d(BY g)o" (Appdf)

as required. 0

For the special case of an equivariant diffusion on a praddgundle as consid-
ered in Chapter 3 we can obtain a working criterion for conatiaty: see also
Example 6.2.12.

Corollary 6.0.3 In the notation of Theorem 3.2.1 commutativity 8f and.A’
holds if and only if botho and g are constant along all horizontal curves. This
holds if and only if A (a?7) = 0 and A" (%) = 0 for all i, j, k.

Proof. First note that each vector fieldii commutes with all basic vector fields.
Indeed ifV is basic it is equivariant and so

(RexptAk)*(V) =V t> 0.

Differentiating int att = 0 gives the required commutativity. Thus the operators
L4 are invariant under flows of basic vector fields and sd¥6tto commute with
basic vector fields the coefficientsand 3 must be constant along their flows. By
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the theorem this gives the first result since any horizontalecan be considered
as an integral curve of a (possible time dependent) bastowvield.

Clearly, from the Hormander form od”, if this holds bothn and3 are A” -
harmonic. The converse holds since from abgt/é commutes with all of the
vertical vector fieldC’ . O

The Corollary is applied to derivative flows in Example 62 df Section 6.2
below.

Hermann proved that a Riemannian submersion with totalbdgsic fibres
has the natural structure of a fibre bundle with group the eomgroup of a
typical fibre.

Theorem 6.0.4 (Hermann) If N is a complete Riemannian manifold and :
N — M is aC*> Riemannian submersion thenis a locally trivial fibre space.
If in addition the fibres ofy are totally geodesic submanifolds &f, ¢ is a fibre
bundle with structure group the Lie group of isometries @ffibre.

An analogous result given the hypothesis of theorem 6.Q2th®r with some
completeness and hypoellipticity conditions is proved lredrem 6.2.8 below.
Before that we consider when the associated semi-groupsicdsn

6.1 Commutativity of Diffusion Semigroups

It is well known that in general the commutativity of two diffion generators (on
C* functions) does not imply that of their associated semiigso One reference
is [61] page 273 where an example they ascribe to Nelson engiHere is a
minor modification of that construction:

CutR? along the positive-axis. Take a copyl, say, of(0, o) x (—oo, 0] and
glue it along the cut to the upper part of the cut plane, idgnt (0, co) x {0} in
A with the positiver-axis. Similarly glue a copyR, of (0, c0) x (0, o0) along the
cut to the lower part of the cut plane. This gives a versiorhefgilane but with
two copies of the upper and lower quadrants, and with therongssing. On this
we have naturally defined vector fields given bya—i and.X? given bya%. These
certainly commute. However their associated semi-grogpsad, as can be seen
by starting at the point—1, —1) moving along theX; -trajectory for time2 and
then along theX? trajectory for the same amount of time. We end up at the point
(1,1) of copy B. However if we had changed the order of the vector fields we
would be af(1, 1) of copy A. A more geometrically satisfying construction would
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be, as Nelson, to use the double covering of the puncturet @a state space
with similarly behaved vector fields. Here is an easy positesult:

Proposition 6.1.1 Let A; and A, be diffusion operators with associated semi-
groups{ P!};~o and{P?}:-, acting as strongly continuous semi-groups on a Ba-
nach spacé of functions which contains thé? functions with compact support.
Let G, andG, be the corresponding generators , (closed extensions oés$iréc-
tions of A; and A, to the space of’? functions with compact support). Assume
there is a coré€, for G, consisting of bounded* functions such that fof € C,:

[i] Forall ¢t > 0 the functionP} f is C*.

il A,3(P!f — f) is uniformly bounded int € (0,1) and in space, and it
converges pointwise td, A, P} fast — 0+.

[ii] A.P!f is uniformly bounded irt € (0,1) and in space.

Then commutativity of?! with P2, 0 < s, 0 < ¢ follows from commutativity of
Ay with A, on C? functions. Moreover if this holds the semi-gro{ip;** ™2} ,~,
associated tal; + A, satisfies

Pt = PP,

Proof. Let f : M — R be inC,.
We show first that
Agptlf == PtlAgf (61)

For this sefl; = A, P! f. Then, by hypothesis [ii],

Oy~ aA P

ot
= AV (6.2)

by commutativity. By assumption [ii] we know; is bounded uniformly ins €
[0, ¢] for anyt > 0. However there is a uniqu&® and uniformly bounded solution,
PV, to any diffusion equations such as (6.2) with given smoailnaled initial
conditionV; (as is easily seen by the standard use of 1td’s formula epgpdV;_,
acting on a diffusion process with generathy. This gives

AP f = PNV = Pl Ay f
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as required. Now supposgé € Dom(G,). By assumption there is a sequence
{fa}n of functions inC, converging inG.-graph norm tof. ThenP!A,f, —
PG, f andP!f, — P!f. Equation (6.1) therefore shows thatf € Dom(G»)
and we have

GoP! D PlGs. (6.3)

Next, for f € Dom(G,), and our fixedt > 0 setW, = P!P?f. Since the

convergence of { P2 f — P2f}to G,P?f isin E we see, using equation (6.3),
a 1 2 1 p2

%Ws:Ptg2P5f:g2PtP5f:g2Ws

sinceP? f € Dom(G,). In particulariV, € Dom(Gs).

Although now it is not clear thatl” is C? we see from this thaf;Pst_u =0

for 0 < u < s, giving

PP’ f = PSW, = P’W, = P’P/ f

for 0 < s < t. Fors > titis now only necessary to use the semigroup property
of P2, to commute withP! portion by portion.
Finally sinceP? f € Dom(G,) the above gives

gptlpff = Alptlptzf + PtlAZPth

ot
= (A + AP P2f

and we can repeat the second arguement showing uniquenssisitiddns of the
diffusion equation to obtai,** *42 f = Pl P2 f, O

Remark 6.1.2 Condition [i] does not always hold. A simple example is whaa t
state space iR? — {(0, 1)} and the operator i%. The standard positive result
for degenerate operators &Y is due to Olaik, [54].

6.2 Consequences for the Horizontal Flow

For our standard set up pf: N — M with diffusion operatoi3 over a cohesive
A, let PV and P denote the semi-groups generated by the vertical and mbalkzo
components oB, and letp} (u, —),t < 0,u € N, be the transition probabilities of
PV. Ifwe setN, = p~!(x) forx € M thenp} (u, —) will be a probability measure
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on N, the union ofV;,) with A. For and FoiP;; -almost allo € C,, M~ for

eachx, € M there are measurable maps
Vo N:;Z — N;;

such that for each € N,, the processt, o) — //7(u) is an.A*-diffusion and
is overo. These can be obtained, for example, by taking a stochaffaceshtial
equation, as equation (4.21),

dl't = X(..'Et) @) dBt + A(..'Et)dt

for our A-diffusion. LetY, : £, — R™ be the adjoint (and right inverse) &f(z),
eachx € M. Then consider the SDE on N

dy, = X(yt)Y(at) odoy

and let(t,o) — J/7 be the restriction of its flow tdv,, , augmented by mapping
the coffin state/, to itself. This SDE is canonical since it can be rewritten as

dyt = hyt ©) dO't

for h the horizontal lift map of Proposition 2.1.2.
We will often need to assume that the lifetime of this difusis the same as
that of its projection on\/:

Definition 6.2.1 The semi-connection induced I#/is said to bestochastically
completsf
CP M* :={0:[0,00) > M": Ilfirrclp(ut) = A when((u) < oo}

_>

uo

has fuIIPfOH measure for each, € N or equivalently if the lifetimes satisfy

(u) = ¢(p(u))

for P;*" -almost all paths.

The semi-connection is said to beongly stochastically completkalso we
can choose a version ¢f7 : N,y — Ny Which is a smooth diffeomorphism
whenever (0) is a regular value gf andt < (o).

Note that strong stochastic completeness of the connewtibmold whenever
the fibres ofp are compact by the basic properties of the domains of locabftd
SDE, [43], [21]. This also holds if the stochastic horizdmi#erential equation
is stronglyp-complete in the sense of Li [47] for= dim(N) — dim(M).
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Proposition 6.2.2 Suppose the semi-groups” and P commute and stochastic
completeness of the connection holds. Then the horizoral fireserves the
vertical transition probabilities in the sense that fopalitives and0 < ¢ < ((o),

7)ps (w0, =) = w3 (JI7 (w0, =) (6.4)

for all uy € N, for P4-almost allo. Equivalently for any bounded measurable
h : N — R we haveP#-almost surely;

P (ho [I7) (uo) = PYh(//7 (uo)) (6.5)

Proof. It suffices to show that given any finite sequefice&l ¢; < t, < - <
tr < t, bounded measurabje : M — R, j = 1, ...,k and bounded measurable
h:N — R, if uyp € N,, then

Eo, {f1(00)--- fi(0u ) Xe<cio Py (R0 [I7) (uo) }
= Eu {1(01) - filoe)Xacco) P (W) (/17 (u0)) }- (6.6)

wherey; denotes the indicator function of a sét To see this sefj = fjop:
N — R. Then the left hand side of (6.6) is

Eqo {f1(//7 (10))- - fs (/1. (10)) Xe<c(o) PY (B © 1) (u0) }
= Bao PV (Fi(5 (w0))-o- i 5, (w0) Xeeciorh (o)) ) }
= Psv <Ptljf1---PtI:—tk,lJEkP£tk h) (o)
= (PP, JeP PYR) ()
which reduces to the right hand side of (6.6). O

Remark 6.2.3 Assuming strong stochastic completeness of our semi-otione
let{z; : 0 <t < ((p(u.)} be a semi-martingale itV with p(z;) = z; := p(uy) :
0 <t <{(p(u)). If zo is aregular value gh we have the Stratonovich equation:

d//t_lzt = T//t_l © T//t_l (hz, o dxy) (6.7)
where ), refers to//7. To see this, for example sit= /,"'z and observe that

dZt = d(//tbt) = T//t o dbt + h/tbt o d.flj't.
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Now assume that our induced semi-connection is strongbhsitically com-
plete. For a regular value, of p andu, € N,, define a process™ : [0, 00) X
CueNT — N by

ap®(u) = a,(u) = (") (6.8)

if u e C,, N witht < ((u) and definey;*(u) = A if t > ((u). Note thato, may
not go out to infinity inV,, ast increases to its extinction time.
Also define

JEBY)() =B (fofs)o )i

to obtain a random time dependent diffusion opergtai3") on each fibre over
a regular value op.

Lemma 6.2.4 In the notation of equation (4.23) we have the 1td equation f
oy = oy’

\vAd doy = T))7V (Jea)dAW, + T )7 VO (Jaw ) dt. (6.9)

In particular forf : N — Rin C?

M= o) = [ 1B s (6.10)
is a local martingale.

Proof. Formula ( 6.9) is immediate from equations (4.23) and (6THat M4
is a local martingale follows immediately using the profertof pull-backs un-
der diffeomorphisms of Lie derivatives whénis C!, and by going to local co-
ordinates otherwise. O

Lemma 6.2.5 At all points above regular values pfwe have:
d *
T E{/L(B") om0 = [A", B]

Proof. This is an exercise in the use of Ito’s formula. For exampligewd in the
Hormander form

1 m

=1
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so thaty/; is the flow of the SDE

dzg = 3 Xi(2)dB? + X0(z,)

j=1

using the horizontal lifts of the vector field§’. From the Ito formula in lemma
9B Chapter VII of [21] we have
d2
—E{// (BY)} om0 = 3" (BY)}smo + - (//0) BY o=

]_

where//’ is the flow of the vector field(/. Since

(//J) (B") = [Lg. (/) BY]
we have the result. O

Definition 6.2.6 For a regular value, of p. We sayB" is stochastically holon-
omy invariant atz, if on N,, we have/;(BY) = BY forall 0 < ¢t < ¢* with
probability one. If this holds for all all regular values then we sayB" is
stochastically holonomy invariantSimilarly we sayB" is holonomy invariant
at x if the corresponding result holds for parallel translatdong any piecewise
C! curve starting at, in M, and isholonomy invariantf this holds for all regular
valuesz.

Remark 6.2.7 1. If the A-diffusion onM is represented by a stochastic dif-
ferential equation we can lift that equation 2 and obtain a local flow
nH .0 <t < (H(—)where¢(t(y) : y € N gives its explosion times;
so that with probability one’ is defined and smooth on the open &gte
N :t < (f(y), see [43] or [21]. We can say th&t" is invariant under the
horizontal flow if for allC? functionsf : N — R we have

Bv(f) on = Bv(f o 7t)
on{y € N :t < (f(y), aimost surely, for alt > 0. This does not require
strong stochastic completeness of the semi-connectionjmave have to
restrict attention to fibres over regular values. On therdtlaed if it holds,
and given such strong stochastic completeness; i a regular value it
follows thatN,, liesin{y € N : ¢t < ¢(#(y) forallt < (M (x,) and that we
have stochastic holonomy invariancergt



106 CHAPTER 6. THE COMMUTATION PROPERTY

2. Assume completeness of the semi-connection4 Hatisfies the standard
Hormander condition, or more generally if the sp@¥z,), as in Section
2.6 is all of M, then holonomy invariance at implies holonomy invari-
ance. This follows since concatenation of paths gives caitipa of the
corresponding parallel translations and the conditionslynthat any two
points can be joined by a smooth path with derivative€’in Moreover
by Theorem 2.6.1 every point is a regular value and so givem strong
stochastic completeness of the connection from the thebetow we see
that holonomy invariance dB"" at one point implies it is invariant under the
horizontal flow induced by any SDE oW which gives one point motions
with generatotd. The same holds for stochastic holonomy invariance: see
Theorem 6.2.8 below.

Theorem 6.2.8 Suppose the induced semi-connection is complete and $grong
stochastically complete, ang, is a regular value op. Then the following are
equivalent:

lizo] Foralluy, € N,, and for anyF“-stopping timer with 7(a(u)) < {(p(u)),
the procesga; : 0 < ¢t < 7} is independent aF*°;

[iizo] BY is stochastically holonomy invariant a4;

[iii 2] BY is holonomy invariant aty;

[iveg] BY andA* commute at all points aP?(z);

[Vzo] PV and P commute at all points aP?(z).

If the above hold at some regular valugthey hold for all elements i®°(x).
Moreovera®™ is a Markov process ofY,,, with generatoi3" .

Proof. We will show that [iry] is equivalent to [iig] which implies [ivz,]. Then
[iv] implies [iii y] for all y € D°(x,) which implies [v]. Finally we show [v]
implies [iiy] for all y € D°(zy).

Assume [ico] holds. Letf : N,, — R be smooth with compact support.
Then the local martingal&/#-> given by formula (6.10) is a martingale and from
equation (6.9) we see that

E{MYT*|F} = f(uo).
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Therefore folP*0-almost allo in C,, M

t
E{f(a:)} = E{f()lp(u.) = o} = f(uo) +/ E{(/7) (B")(f)(as)}ds.

’ (6.11)
Also, in the notation of equation (6.9), with the obviousatain for the filtrations
generated by our processes, we h&e ¢ 7!V A F and FV- ¢ F* A FFo
so our assumption implies th&"- = F, for all positivet, after stoppingV’
at the explosion time ofr.. From this, and equation (6.9) we see that if we set
MY = BE{ M| F} we obtain a martingale with respecty and

flow) = M7 + / tW(f)(as)dS (6.12)

where /*BV = E{/B"}. Thus by the usual martingale characterisation of
Markov processes we see thatis Markov with (possibly time dependent) gen-
erator /*BY at times. However equation (6.11) then implies, for example by
[62] Proposition(2.2), Chapter VII, that the generatoriigeg by (//2)*(B") for
arbitrary o in a set of full measure id',, M. Thus [ixo] implies the stochastic
holonomy invariance [it].

Conversely if [iizg] holds, equation (6.10) gives

Flow) = M7 + / t BY(f)(a)ds.

ThenM ¥« is an F-martingale and again we see thatis Markov, with gener-
ator BY. It is therefore independent af giving [iz]. Moreover, in an obvious
notation, if0 < s < ¢, by the flow property of parallel translations, 6f,,,

V= JEBY) = i) BY),
and so, almost surely, at all points 8%, we have

(/) (BY) = (J)7'B" =

Since (//#)*(BY) has the same law g4 ,(B")and is independent aF® this
shows that [ii/] holds forp?(z,, —)-almost ally € M for all s > 0.

On the other hand [ji] implies thatB" and.4 commute onV, by Lemma
6.2.5. Thus by continuity gf3", 4], and the support theorem we see that[ji
implies [iv].
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Furthermore as in Theorem 6.0.2 we see that [iv] implies Blatommutes
with basic vector fields at all points ov&®(x,). From this the holonomy invari-
ance [iiiy] holds for ally € D°(z).

Now assume [iity] and so by Remark 6.2.7(2.) we haveqjiifor all y €
DO(xp). Since /)7 (ug) stays aboveD’(z,) for any suitable piecewise smoath
we find the solution to the martingale problem®f for any pointu, of N, is

holonomy invariant at.y, i.e. along piecewise smooth curvesn )M starting at

Lo,
P/ (f o l{=)(uo) = P/ (f)(//{ uo)-

By Wong-Zakai approximations we see that stochastic hatgnmvariance
of P5" holds overr, and hence on taking expectations we getJvAs observed
we also get [y] for all y € D°(zy) and hence by continuity for all € D°(x).
Thus [iiizg] implies [v].

Finally assuming [v] we can apply Proposition 6.2.2, obsgyvhat the proof
still holds since it only involves points i°(z,). Differentiating equation (6.5)
in s ats = 0 gives the stochastic holonomy invarianceJifor all y € D% ()

O

Remark 6.2.9 From the proof and Theorem 6.0.2 we see that the stochastic co
pleteness of the connection is not needed to ensure tha} find [iiixy] are equiv-
alent.

We can now go further than our Theorem 2.6.1 in extending tdanis result,
Theorem6.0.1. For this we will need some extra hypoellippticonditions to deal
with the case of non-compact fibres. Take a Hormander fdroorresponding to
a smooth factorisation
o = X(2)X (z)*

xT

with X (z) € L(R™ : T, M for z € M. LetH denote the usual Cameron -Martin
space of finite energy pathg = Lo'([0,1];R™). Forh € H andz € M let
#h(r),0 < t < 1 be the solution at time € [0, 1] to the ordinary differential
equation .

5(t) = X(=(1)(h) (6.13)

with ¢f'(z) = x. In particular we assume such a solution exists up to time
1. For eachx € M this gives a smooth mapping; (z) : H — M, namely
h — ¢t (z). LetC"® : E, — E, be thedeterministic Malliavin covariance
operator, see [9], given by

C* = Ty (2)(Thoy (z))".
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Theng¢; (z) is a submersion in a neighbourhood/oif and only if C* is non-
degenerate. It is shown in [9] that this condition is indegent of the choice of
Hormander form ford, and follows from the standard Hormander condition that
X1 ..., X™and their iterated Lie brackets span\/ when evaluated at the point
x. A more intrinsic formulation of it can me made in terms of thanifold of
E-horizontal paths of finite energy, as described in [52].

Theorem 6.2.10Consider a smooth magp: N — M with diffusion operatoi3
on N over a cohesive diffusion operatdr. Suppose that the connection induced
by B is complete. Also assume thBf(z) is dense inV/ for all z € M and that
either the fibres op are compact or that the solutions to equation (6.13) exist up
to time1 and there exists, € H andz, € M such thatC"o* is non-degenerate.
Thenp : N — M is alocally trivial bundle.

If also B and.A” commute we can tak®,, the fibre over, to be the model
fibre and choose the local trivialisations

7:U X Ny — pH(U)

to satisfy
7(w, =) (BY|N;) = BY [Ny

Proof. The local triviality given compactness of the fibres is a secase of
Corollary 2.6.3 so we will only consider the other case.

For this sety = ¢"(z,). Our assumption on the covariance operator together
with the smoothness df — ¢"(x,) implies by the inverse function theorem that
there is a neighbourhodd, of y in M and a smooth immersion: U, — H with
s(y) = ho andg}™ (o) = z for z € U,,.

We know from Theorem 2.6.1 thatis a submersion so all its fibres are sub-
manifolds ofN. Definery, : U,xN,, — p~'(U,) by using the parallel translation

along the curves;™ : 0 < t < 1thatis:

10, (2, v) = J7° (v) (z,v) € (U, x Ny,). (6.14)
For a general point of A we can find ane’ € U, N D°(z) and argue as in
the proof of Theorem 2.6.1 to obtain open neighbourhdadsf x in M andU,
of 2/ in U,, and a fibrewise diffeomorphism of !(U,) with p~!(U,) obtained
from parallel translations. This can be composed with aicti&tn of 7, to give
a trivialisation near:. This proves local triviality. The rest follows directlyoim
Remark 6.2.9 since our trivialisations came from parathats$lations. O
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Remark 6.2.11 Set
G(By)) = {a € Diff (N,,) : a*(BY|Nyy) = BY [Ny, }- (6.15)

Then assuming the commutativity in the theorem we can cengid5) ) as a
structure group for our bundle though unless the fibres afe compact it is not
clear if we have a smooth fibre bundle with this as group in thealisense, since
this requires smoothness ir@inVO) of the transition maps between overlapping
trivialisations. See the next section and Michor [51] satt3.

Note that elements @&(B), ) preserve the symbol d&" and so if that symbol
has constant rank preserve the inner product induced omtage ofa5". In
particular if B is elliptic they are isometries of the Riemannian structodeiced
on the fibreN,,. This is the situation arising from Riemannian submersass
in Hermann’s Theorem 6.0.4 and described in detail in Chapteelow. The
space of isometries of a Riemannian manifold with compapéenctopology is
well known to form a Lie group, for example see [40]. HoweJssre appears
to be no detailed proof that the same holds in degenerats exea when the
Hormander condition holds at each point. When Hormasdmmdition holds the
Caratheodory metric on the manifold determines the stahaianifold topology,
e.g. see [52] Theorem 2.3, which is locally compact, and thegof isometries
of a connected locally compact metric space is locally carhpathe compact-
open topology, see [40], Chapter 1, Theorem 4.7. Thus incéssG (B, ) will
be locally compact.

In general preserving the possibly degenerate Riemantrizigre determined
by its symbol will not be enough to character@(aBX)). Even in the elliptic case
there may be a “drift vector” which needs to be preserved dsane this may lead
to G(BY ) being very small. For example i¥,, is R* andB" = 1A — |z|?2
the group is trivial.

Example 6.2.12 1. As an example consider the situation described in Sec-
tion 3.3 of the derivative flow of a stochastic differentiguation (3.8) on
M acting on the frame bundl@L M to produce a diffusion operatdt on
GLM. Assume thafl/ is Riemannian and complete, and that the one point
motions are Brownian motions, so thdt = %A . Assume also that the
connection induced is the Levi-Civita connection. TheB é&ind A com-
mute, by Corollary co:equ-comm , we see that the co-effisierand 5 of
BV described in Theorem 3.3.1 must be constant along horizontees.
However as pointed out in the proof of Corollary 3.4.8, thetnietion of
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a(u) for u € GLM to anti-symmetric tensors is essentially (one half of)
the curvature operator. It follows that the curvature isaflal, VR = 0. In
turn this implies, [40] page 303, thaf is a local symmetric space and so
if simply connected, a symmetric space. In Section 7.2 wevdimw such
stochastic differential equations arise on any symmefpracs. Also from
Example 3.3 we see that the standard gradient SDE for Browmiation

on spheres also give derivative flows with this property.

2. For the apparently weaker property of commutativity far derivative flow
T¢, of our SDE (3.8) acting directly on the tangent bundl&/ recall first
that if the generatod is cohesive (and even if it just happens that the sym-
bol of A has constant rank, see [27]) thenfpe= T'¢;(vy) somevy € T,,, M
we have the covariant SDE

o o 1 o v
Dv; =V, XdB, — 5Puc#(vt)ohe + Y, Adt. (6.16)

From this we see that ifd is cohesive the process defined bya; =
~—1
I T&(vy) satisfies the SDE

N 1 ¢ ; v

Suppose also that = 0. We see that_is independent of (z,) if and only

if both V_X andRic” are holonomy invariant. I/ is Riemannian and the
solutions of the SDE are Brownian motions and the inducecheaction is
the Levi-Civita connection we can deduce, as above, usiregpiEm 6.2.8,
that commutativity of the the vertical and horizontal d#fons operators on
T M holds only if M is locally symmetric .
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Chapter 7

Example: Riemannian Submersions
& Symmetric Spaces

7.1 Riemannian Submersions

Recall that whenV and M are Riemannian manifolds a smooth surjection

N — M is a Riemannian submersioif for each« in N the mapT7,p is an
orthogonal projection ont@,,,)M, i.e. restricted to the orthogonal complement
of its kernel it is an isometry. Note thatif : N — M is a submersion and
M is Riemannian we can choose a Riemannian structur&/ferhich makesp

a Riemannian submersion. If a diffusion operdsoon N which has projectible
symbol forp : N — M is also elliptic its symbol induces Riemannian metrics
on N and M for which p becomes a Riemannian submersion. A well studied
situation is wherp is a Riemannian submersion afids the Laplacian, o%AN,

on N. The basic geometry of Riemannian submersions was set dDiNsill in
[55]; he ascribes the term ‘submersion’ to Alfred Gray. listbection we shall
mainly be relating the work of Brard-Bergery & Bourguign@i, Hermann, [37],
Elworthy& Kendall, [24], and Liao, [48], to the discussiobave. The book [33]
shows the breadth of geometric structures which can be deresl in association
with Riemannian submersions.

A simple example of a Riemannian submersion is the maR” — {0} — oo
given byp(x) = |z|. Then, forn > 1, Brownian motion orR™—{0} is mapped to
the Bessel process @0, co) with generatotd = %% + 214 Thus in this case
%AN IS projectible but its projection is nc%tAM. The well known criterion for
the latter to hold is thgt hasminimal fibresas we show below. See also [21],and

113
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[48].

To examine this in more detail we follow Liao,[48].Suppokatip is a Rie-
mannian submersion. The horizontal subbundlé\ois just the orthogonal com-
plement of the vertical bundle. Working locally take an ortbrmal family of
vector fieldsX*!,..., X" in a neighbourhood of of a given point, of M/. Let
X' ..., X" be their horizontal lifts to a neighbourhood of someabovez,, and
let V1, ..., V? be a locally defined orthonormal family of vertical vectoridie
aroundug. Then nean, using the summation convention over= 1, ..., n,
a=1,...,p, we have

Ay =XIX+Veve — VI X7 - VyaVe (7.1)

while
Ay = XX -V, X7 (7.2)

Here V,;, Vy refer to the Levi-Civita connections ol/ and N, and we are
identifying the vector fields with the Lie differentiation their directions.

Now X7 X7 lies overX7 X7 while Vv is vertical. Also the horizontal com-
ponent of the sunV .V at a pointu € Nis the trace of the second fundamental
form of the fibreN,, of p throughu, denoted byly«1* in O’Neill’s notation,
while 1Ay lies overV y; X7 by Lemma 1 of [55].

Thus we see tha%AN is projectible if and only if the trace of the second
fundamental formgrace T, of each fibrep=!(x) is constant along the fibre in the
sense of being the horizontal lift of a fixed tangent vece¥(z) € T, M. If so
%AN lies over%AM — A. In particularA = 0, or equivalentlyp maps Brownian
motion to Brownian motion, if and only i has minimal fibres.

In general to relate to the discussion in Section 2.4 we carb’s@) =
—1 trace T'(u), with b(u) = T,pb" (u) in T, M. Let AV be the vertical op-
erator onN which restricts to the Laplacian on each fibre, and/ét be the
horizontal lift of%AM. Our decomposition in Theorem 2.4.6 becomes

1 (1., 1 1.,
QAN = <2A 2traceT) + 2A (7.3)

since the vertical part o¥ . V* is justV}.. V> whereV" refers to the connection
on the vertical bundle which restricts to the Levi-Civitatloé fibres, and also the
vertical part of X7 X7 vanishes because by Lemma 2 of [55] the vertical part of
X7X* is the vertical part of X7, X*].
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7.2 Riemannian Symmetric Spaces

Let K be a Lie group with bi-invariant metric and l&f be a Riemannian manifold
with a symmetric space structure given by a tripe GG, o). This means that there
is a smooth left actiod x M — M, (k,z) — Li(x) of K on M by isometries
such that if we fix a point, of M and define : K — M by p(k) = Li(x¢) then

p is a Riemannian submersion and a principal bundle with gtbepsubgroup
K,,of K which fixesz,. Write G for K,,. Thus}M is diffeomorphic tok/G.
Moreover ifg denotes the Lie algebra 6f, andt that of K, (identified with the
tangent spaces at the identityGoand K respectively), there is an orthogonal and
adg- invariant decomposition

E=g+m

wherem is a linear subspace d@fq /K. Furthero is an involution onK andg
andm are, respectively, the 1 and the—1 eigenspaces of the involution diy K
induced byo. See Note 7, page 301, of Kobayashi & Nomizu Volume I, [40{, fo
definitions and basic properties, and Volume Il, [41], foredadled treatment.

We shall also letr denote the involutions induced byon ¢ and on)/, and by
differentiation onI’M andOM. On M it is an isometry, so it does act @an\/.
Note that oril, M it acts asv — —v.

SinceG fixesz, the derivative of the left actioh,, atz, gives a representation
of G by isometries ofl,, M. Thelinear isotropy representationVe shall assume
it to be faithful, i.e. injective. As a consequence the attbK on M is effective,
so thatK can be considered as a sub-group of the diffeomorphism grbup,
and also the action dk on the frame bundle a¥/ is free, i.e the only element of
K which fixes a frame is the identity element. See page 187 andethark on
page 198 of [41] for a discussion of this, and how the conditian be avoided.
Taking a fixed orthonormal frame, : R* — 7, M , say, atr,, we can consider
G as acting by isometries dR" by

g-e=uy'TLyuge). (7.4)

Let p : G — O(n) denote this representation. We then have the well known
identification of K as a subbundle of the orthonormal frame bundl&/of

Proposition 7.2.1Let & : K — OM be defined byb(k)(e) = T Li(uge) for
e € R". Then® is an injective homomorphism of principle bundles. Moraoie
is equivariant for the actions efon K andO M.
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Proof. To see that® is a bundle homomorphism it is only necessary to check that
® commutes with the actions @f. For this takee € R™ andg € G. Then, for
ke K,

O(k-g)(e) = TLyTLyup(e)
= O(k)TLyup(e) = @(k)uo(g - e)

as required. For the equivariance with respect tobserve that by definition,
o(Lrxo) = Loz SO that acting on the frame(k) we have

o(®(k)) = o(TLyoup)
= TLU(k)UO = (I)(O'(k‘))

It is easy to see that: K — M has totally geodesic fibres. We can therefore
take B = %AK to haveB5 lying over %AM. Moreover in the decomposition
of B the vertical componen%AV restricts to the one half the Laplacian Gf
on the fibrep~(x;). The induced connection has horizontal subspacs the
identity element ofK’. It is clearly left K-invariant and sdf;, = T'L;[m] for
generalk € K. From the equivariance under the right actioroit is a principle
connection:I'R,[Hy| = Hy,. SinceHy, = TL,TL,im|] = TR, T Liad,[m] this
holds because of thel;-invariance ofm. This is thecanonical connectian

The connnection ok’ extends to one oW M as described in Proposition
3.1.3.This is known as theanonical linear connectian Since the connection
on K is invariant undew, by the equivariance ob so is the canonical linear
connection. As in [41] we have:

Proposition 7.2.2 The canonical linear connection is the Levi-Civita coniatt

Proof. It is only necessary to check that its torsibrvanishes. By left invariance
it is enough to do that at the poim§. Letu,v € T,,M. However by invariance
underc we see

T(u,v) =0T (o(u),oc(v)) = =T (—u, —v) = =T(u,v),

as required. 0
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Let k;,t > 0 be the canonical Brownian motion di starting at the identity,
id, and letB, be the Brownian motion on the Euclidean spagéven by the right
flat anti-development:

t
B; = / TR, d{k,}.
0
Define, : M — M by &(x) = Ly,x,fort > 0,z € M.

Proposition 7.2.3 The diffeomorphism group valued proce&ss: > 0 is the flow
of the sde
dﬂft = X(.Z’t) ¢) dBt

where

d
X(l’)OZ = ELoxptaxh:O

Proof. Observe thak satisfies the right invariant SDE
dkt = TRkt e} dBt
which isp-related to the given SDE ol . O

Remark 7.2.4 The last two propositions relate to the discussion of conoes
determined by stochastic flows in the next section, and talibeussion about
canonical SDE on symmetric spaces in [27]. In [27] it was ghtvat the connec-
tion determined by our SDE is the Levi-Civita connection.Plroposition 8.1.3
below, and in Theorem 3.1 of [25], it is shown that the conioactletermined by
a flow (in this case the canonical linear connection) is theiadof that induced
by its SDE. this is confirmed in our special case since theiatdpd a Levi-Civita
connection is itself.

We can also apply our analysis of the vertical operators aeizéhbock for-
mulae to our situation, For this it is simplest to assume thersetric space is
irreducible This means that the restricted linear holonomy group ot#m®nical
connection orp : K — M is irreducible i.e. for every, € G there is a null-
homotopic loop based at) whose horizontal lift starting datl € K ends at the
point g. The definition in [41] is thafm, m] acts irreducibly onm via the adjoint
action, and it is shown there, page 252, that this impliesgha [m,m|. As a
consequence the linear isotropy representatiofd oh 7, M is irreducible, and
equivalently so is our representatipn
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The vertical operators determined By on the bundles associatedovia
our representatiop and its exterior powers*p are given in Theorem 3.4.1 by
the function\"*? : K — L(A*R™; A*R™). By Corollary 3.4.8 and the discussion
above they correspond to the Weitzenbdck curvatures dfélrieCivita connec-
tion, and so in particular are symmetric. To calculate themg Theorem 3.4.1
first use the fact tha" restricts to% A% onp~i(z,) torepresent it a§ZL A;L Ar
for A% as in Section 3.2. The computation in the proof of Corolla#.3shows
that
(n —2)!

N (u) = TE—D(n—k—1

)!C/\k (u), (7.5)

for
cn(u) = (AAF) Ay(u) o (dA") Aj(u)

the Casimir element of our representatigip of G.

If A*pis irreducible thert,«(u) is constant scalar. As remarked in Corollary
3.4.3 this happens whed = SO(n), given our irreducibility hypothesis on the
p and then it is jusgn(n — 1)/%. Thus for the spher&™(v/2) of
radiusy/2, considered a§O(n + 1)/S0(n) we have

MNP (1) = —ik‘(n — k). (7.6)



Chapter 8

Example: Stochastic Flows

Before analysing stochastic flows by the methods of the pusvparagraphs we
describe some purely geometric constructions which walde us to identify the
semi-connections which arise in that analysis.

8.1 Semi-connections on the Bundle of Diffeomor-
phisms

Assume thatV/ is compact. For € {1,2,...} ands > r + dim M/2 let D* =
D#(M) be the space of diffeomorphisms 8f of Sobolev class7°. See, for
example, Ebin-Marsden [20] and Elworthy [21] for the deddiktructure of this
space. Elements @¢ are thenC" diffeomorphisms. The space is a topological
group under composition, and has a natural Hilbert manstidcture for which
the tangent spacé,D° at € D* can be identified with the space & maps

v M — TM with v(z) € Ty,)M, all z € M. In particularT;;D* can be
identified with the spacé/*I'(T'M) of H* vector fields onM. For eachh € D*
the right translation

R, :D° — D?
Ry(f) = [foh
is C*°. However the joint map
D" x D¥ — D* (8.1)

is C" rather tharC'*> for eachr in {0,1,2,...}.

119
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Forxy € M fixed, definer : D* — M by
7(0) = 6(xo). (8.2)

The fibrer~'(y) aty € M is given by: {# € D* : 0(x) = y}. SetD: =

7~ (xo). Then the elements db: act on the right a&">~ diffeomorphisms of
Ds. We can consider this as giving a principal bundle structare : D* — M

with groupD; , although there is the lack of regularity noted in equatia .

A smooth semi-connection an: D° — M over a sub-bundl&’ of 7'M consists
of a family of linear horizontal lift map#, : E.g — 13D, 0 € D?, which is
smooth in the sense that it determineS'a section ofL(7*E;TD?®) — D*. In

particular we have

ho(u) : M — TM

with
ho(u)(y) € Thu) M,

u € Eyzy), 0 € D%y € M.

We shall relate semi-connections &1 — M to certain reproducing kernel
Hilbert spaces. For this lef be a smooth sub-bundle @fA/ and# a Hilbert
space which consists of smooth sectionfb$uch that the inclusiokl — C°T'E
is continuous (from which comes the continuity ifI" £ for all s > 0). Such
a Hilbert space determines and is determined by its repmogkernelk, a C>
section of the bundI€(E*; ) — M x M with fibre £L(E?; E,) at(x,y), see [4].
By definition,

k(x,—)=p::E; —>H

wherep, : H — E, is the evaluation map at, and so
k(z,y) = pypy + Ez — Ey.

AssumeH spansFE in the sense that for eachin M, p, : H — E, is surjec-
tive. It then induces an inner product’ on £, for eachz via the isomorphism
pzpy t Br — By

Using the metric orF the reproducing kernél induces linear maps

K (z,y) : B, — E,, r,y € M,

with k7 (z, x) = id.
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Proposition 8.1.1 A Hilbert spaceH of smooth sections of a sub-bundie of
T M which spanst determines a smooth semi-connectichonr : D5 — M
over E by

hi)(y) = k* (0(0).60) ) (w), B €D u€ Bypppy € M, (83)

for k# derived from the reproducing kernel &f as above. In particular the hori-
zontal lift & starting froma/(0) = id, of a curvea : [0,7] — M, a(0) = z, with
&(t) € Eq) for all ¢, is the flow of the non-autonomous ODE oh

4= k* (a(t), zt>d(t). (8.4)

The mapping4 — (h™, {,)*) from such Hilbert spaces to semi-connections over
E and Riemannian metrics dHiis injective.

Proof. From the definition ok# we seeh}f(u)(y), as given by (8.3), takes values
in Ty, M, is linear inu € Fy,,) into T,D*, and isD; -invariant. Moreover,

Ty o b (u) = hft(u) (o) = K (0(z0), 0(x0) ) (u) =

for u € Ey(,,) and sohjf is a ‘lift'.
To see that is C*™ as a section of(7*E; TD*) — D* note that for each
r € {0,1,2,...} the composition map

T;yD"™* x D* — TD?
(V,0) — TRe(V)
is aC"~! vector bundle map ovép?, being a partial derivative of the composition

D"t x D¥ — D*. Therefore itinduces @ ! vector bundle mag — T'Ryo Z,
for Z : Ey, — H and forH the trivial H-bundle overD®, by composition

L(m*E;H)

~.

DS

L(7*E; TD?)
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On the other hang — k(y, —) can be considered aga® section ofL(E; H,) —
M and sof + k(0(zo),—) as aC> section of L(7*E; H_). This proves the
regularity ofh.
That the horizontal liftx is the flow of (8.4) is immediate. To see that the claimed
injectivity holds, giverh) observe that (8.3) determing$: this is because given
anyz in M there exists &> diffeomorphisn¥ such that/(x,) = x and for such
0

k#(x, 2)(u) = hit(u)(07'2). (8.5)

(]

Remark 8.1.2 We cannot expect surjectivity of the map — 1™ into the space
of semi-connections on : D° — M. Indeed fork* defined by (8.5) to be the
reproducing kernel for some Hilbert space of sectiong efe need

1) hlt(u)(y) € Eyy) foru € By, y € M, and ametrig, ) on E with respect
to which the following holds:

2) forx,y € M,
K (e, y) = (K (y.2))

3) For any finite sef of points of M and{¢{,} € E,,a € S
Z <k#(a'> b)§a>€b> 2 0.

For each frame, : R" — T,,, M there is a homomorphism of principal bundles

yvo . D* — GLM

0 — TxOHOUO. (86)

As with connections such a homeomorphism maps a semi-cbonen D* over
E to one onGLM. The horizontal lift maps are related by

Tywo
T,D* d Tyuo (o) GLM
N %’3(6)
Eo(a)

and ifa : [0,7] — D7 is a horizontal lift ofa : [0, 7] — M then
U (a(t)) = Tyya(t) o uo, 0<t<T
is a horizontal lift ofa: to GLM.
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Theorem 8.1.3Let 47 be the semi-connection an: D* — M over E deter-
mined by somé{ as in Proposition 8.1.1. Then the semi-connection induced o
GLM, and so ori"M, by the homeomorphisni* is the adjointV of the metric
connection which is projected dit, {, )*) by the evaluation mafr, e) — p,(e)
from M x H — FE, c.f. (1.1.10) in [27]. In particular every semi-conneation

T M with metric adjoint connection arises this way from somerefinite dimen-
sional, choice ofH.

Proof. Let o : [0,7] — M be aC" curve witha(t) € E,q) for eacht. By
Proposition 8.1.1 its horizontal lift to D* starting fromd € 7—!(«(0)) is the
solution to

W (alt)w). al1) - )aln ®7)
a0) = 0. (8.8)

The horizontal lift toG LM ist — T,,a(t) oue and tol'M throughv, € T, M,
i.e. the parallel translatiofi//;(v) : 0 < t < T'} of vy alonga, is given by

(o) = Tonalt) © (Teyf) ™ (v0) = Tuo) (6(t) 0 07" (o).
However this isl’, )7 (vo) for {m : 0 < ¢ < T'} the solution flow of

% = |# (a(t), z(t)>d(t)

which by Lemma 1.3.4 of [27] is the parallel translation oé tadjoint of the
associated connection (in [2F] is denoted byk).

The fact that all such semi-connections’Bi/ arise from some finite dimen-
sionalH comes from Narasimhan-Ramanan [53] as described in [274hare
directly from Quillen [60] O

8.2 Semi-connections Induced by Stochastic Flows

From Baxendale [5] we know that@> stochastic flon{¢, : t > 0} on M, i.e.

a Wiener process o> := N,D?, can be considered as the solution flow of a
stochastic differential equation oW driven by a possibly infinite dimensional
noise. Its one point motions form a diffusion processiMnwith generatorA,
say. The noise comes from the Brownian motid#; : ¢ > 0} on H*I'(T'M)
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determined by a Gaussian measyren H°I'(T'M). (In our C* case they lie on
H®(TM) :=NHT(TM).) We will take~y to be mean zero and so we may have
a drift Ain H>°(T'M). The stochastic flow¢, : ¢ > 0} can then be taken to be
the solution of the right invariant stochastic differehégquation orD*

8, = TRy, o AW, + TRy, (A)dt (8.9)

with &, the identity magd. In particular it determines a right invariant generator
BonDs.
For fixedz, in M the one point motion;, := £;(x() solves

dxy = odWy(x) + A(xy)dt. (8.10)
We can write (8.10) as
dxy = pg, 0 AWy + A(zy)dt. (8.11)

Thusn (&) = &(zo) = x,. For a mapd in D*, the solutions, o 6 to (8.9)
starting at) hasr (&, 00) = &(w(0)), the solution to (8.11) starting from(#), and
we see that the diffusions arerelated (c.f. [21]), and4 and B are intertwined
by .

The measure corresponds to a reproducing kernel Hilbert spdtesay, or
equivalently to an abstract Wiener space structurfl, — #H°I'(7'M) with i the
inclusion (althoughi may not have dense image). Then

ob  (TyD*)* — T,D*

is right invariant and determined ét= id by the canonical isomorphisii’; =~
H., through the usual map= *

J

(HT(TM))* < H =~ H, <5 HT(TM),

b =ioj.
This shows#, is the image ofZ, with induced metric. In this situation our cohe-
siveness condition o becomes the assumption that there (s°a subbundler
of T'M such that/f,, consists of sections of and spangr, and A is a section of
E. Let(,), be the inner product o, induces by, .
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The reproducing kernél of /., is the covariance of and :

= [ (V@) U dU),  veEiayeM
UEHsT(E) @

Analogously to Lemma 2.2.1 we have the commutative diagram

o (TRy)* 1
(TgDs)* J ( 9) H7 TRyo1 T,Ds
(Tgﬂ')* ‘ E@ Tgﬂ' = Pz
]{5(9(1'0), _) Po(x0)
ThanM = Ej, H, Eo(eg) < TuoM

with £, uniquely determined under the extra condition
ker ¢y = kerpe(wo).

Writing K : M — L(H,; H,) for the map giving the projectiof’ () of H.,
ontoker p, for eachz in M and lettingK* (x) be the projection ontfker p,|* we
have

ly = K*(0(x)),

(agreeing with the note following Lemma 2.2.1), and so
0p(U) = k* <9(x0), —)U(Q(xo)), UeH,
Note that the formula
E+-(y)(U) = k*(y, ) U(y)
for U in H, determines an extensiok*(y) : TE — H,. We then define
K(y)U =U — K*+(y)U. Note thatp, (K (y)U) =0 forall U inTE.
The horizontal lift map determined b as in Proposition 2.1.2 is therefore

given by
hy : Eg(xo) — TR@(HA,) C Ty,D?°

he(u) = TRo lg [k;#(e(xo), —)u] , (8.12)

for 0 € D*. Consequently

ho(u)(y) = k¥ (6(20),6(y) ) (w). (8.13)

Comparing this with formula (8.3) we have
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Proposition 8.2.1 The semi-connectioh determined onr : D° — M by the
equivariant diffusion operat@ is just that given by the reproducing kernel Hilbert
spacefi, of the stochastic flow which determingsi.e.

h = hfr.

The horizontal lift{z, : ¢ > 0} of the one point motioqxz; : t > 0} with
Zo = id is the solution to

dz, = k# (it(xo), 7 — ) o dy: (8.14)
which in a more revealing notation is:
d7, = TR;, (KL(@(:CO)) 0 th) + TR, (Ki(:zt(xo))A). (8.15)

Equivalently{z; : ¢ > 0} can be considered as the solution flow of the non-
autonomous stochastic differential equation\an

dy, = k#(xhyt)od«rt

dy, = (K (o) o AW, ) () + K () (A) (). (8.16)

The standard fact that the solution to such equation as)(8ta@ing atz, is
just{x, : t > 0}, i.e. thatz,(z¢) = =, reflects the fact thakt. is a lift of z.. The
lift through ¢ € D, is just{Z, 0 ¢ : ¢ > 0}.

Remark 8.2.2 If our solution flow is that of an SDE
dry = X (xy) 0 dBy + A(xy)dt

for X(z) : R™ — T'M arising, for example, from Hormander form representa-
tion of A as in§4.7 above the relationships with the notation in this secisoas
follows: H, = {X(-)e : e € R™} with inner product induced by the surjection
R™ — H,. f Y, = [X()|xer x(2)+] ' thenk#(y,—) : E, — H,is

Ky, —Ju=X(=)Y,(u), u€E,

Also K*(y) : TE — H, is K- (y)U = X (—)Y,(U(y)).
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Remark 8.2.3 The reproducing kernel Hilbert spaég, determines the stochas-
tic flow and so by the injectivity part of Proposition 8.1.Jteemi-connection
together with the generatod of the one-point motion determines the flow, or
equivalently the operatds. This is because the symbol dfagain gives the met-
ric on E which together with the semi-connection determifgsby Proposition
8.1.1. The generatad then determines the drifd. A consequence is that the
horizontal lift A7 of A to D* determines the flow (and hené soBY really is
redundant).

To see this directly note that given any cohesiven M andD; -equivariant
A" onD? over A, with no vertical part, there is at most one verti&l such that
A" + BY is right invariant. This follows from the following lemma

Lemma 8.2.4 Supposé3! is a diffusion operator o®* which is vertical and right
invariant then3! = 0.

Proof. By Remark 1.3.2 (i) the imag$, say, ofs5’ lies inVT,D* for § € D* and
so if V € &. On the other hand, by right invarian€g = T Ry(Eq). Therefore
if Ve &qthenV(6,,) =0alld € D*and soV = 0. Thus&y = {0} and by
right invariance B! must be given by some vector fielion Ds. But Z must be
vertical and right invariant, so again we sée= 0. O

Proposition 3.1.3 applies to the homomorphigt : D* — GL(M) of (8.6).
From this and Theorem 8.1.3 we see that the semi-conne¥tion GLM de-
termined by the generator of the derivative flow§®3 is the adjointV of the
connectiorV, so giving an alternative proof of Theorem 3.3.1 above. Bsiijon
3.1.3 also gives a relationship between the curvature atehbmy group ofV

and those of the connection induced by the flowrwrt=s M.

We can summarize our decomposition results as applied &e thchastic
flows in the following theorem. The skew product decompositivas already
described in [25] for the case of solution flows of SDE of thenfd4.19), and in
particular with finite dimensional noise: however the difiece is essentially that
of notation, see Remark 8.2.2 above.

Theorem 8.2.5Let {¢; : t > 0} be aC™ stochastic flow on a compact manifold
M. Let A be the generator of the one point motion bhand 5 the generator
of the right invariant diffusion orD® determined by{¢; : ¢ > 0}. AssumeA

is strongly cohesive. Then there is a unique decomposiiion A” + BY for
A a diffusion operator which has no vertical part in the serfskefinition 2.3.3
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andB" a diffusion operator which is along the fibresmf, both invariant under
the right action ofD; . The diffusion proces$6, : ¢t > 0} and{¢, : t > 0}
corresponding tol? andB" respectively can be represented as solutions to

6, = TRy, (Kl(@t(xo)) o th) + TR, (Ki(@t(xo))A) (8.17)

and
dé, = TRy, (K(zo) ° th> +TR,, <K(ZO)A> (8.18)

for zo = ¢o(z0) = ¢4(xo). There is the corresponding skew-product decomposi-
tion of the given stochastic flow

gt:jtg?,0<t<00

where{z, : ¢ > 0} is the horizontal lift of the one point notioft;(z¢) : ¢ > 0}
with Z, = idy and forPz -almost allo : [0,00) — M, {gf : t > O} isa
D;, -valued process independent{af, : t > 0} and satisfying

dg? = Ta—;lp(@g;’—)(K(at) o th) + Tﬁ’t_lp(&tgf—)(f((at)fl)

Go = idy

wheregs is the horizontal lift ofs to D with &. in the horizontal life ofs to D*

Remark 8.2.6 As in [27] we could rewrite the terms such &5o;) o dIV, and
K+ (o}) o dW; above as Itd differentials which can be written as

K(o)dW, = /:/t(a.)dﬁt
K*(o)dW, = J,(0)dB,

where /;(c.) : H, — H,,0 < t < oo, is a family of orthogonal transformations
mappingker p,, — ker p,, defined forP:!-almost allo : [0,00) — M and
{B : t > 0}, {B, : t > 0} are independent Brownian motiong, could be
cylindrical), onker p,,, and[ker p,,]* respectively.

Proof. Our general result give the decompositiBn= A 4+ BY into horizontal
and vertical parts. We have just proved the representaidr) for A”. To show
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thatB — A# corresponds to (8.18) take an orthonormal bigsé} for H.,. Then,
on a suitable domain,

1
B= §;LXjLXj + Ly (8.19)
for X7(0) = TRy(X?) andA = T Ry(A), while, by (8.17),

1
A = 5 Z Ly;Ly; + Lg (8.20)
J
for Y/(0) = TRy (K*(0(20)X7), B = TRe(K*(0(x0))A).
Define vector field¥’, C onD* by

Z(6) = TR, (K(¢(x)X?), and
C(6) = TRy (K($(xo)A), for¢e D",

ThenA =B + C andX’ = Y7 4 Z’ eachj. Moreover
Z LyiLy + Z LyiLy; =0
j j

by Lemma 8.2.7 which follows below. This shows that

1
BY = 3 § ‘Lz Ly + Le. (8.21)
J

Thus the diffusion process from corresponding t&8" can be represented by the
solution to

doy = TRy, (K(¢t(0) 0 dWy)) + T Ry, (K(d(0)A)) dt. (8.22)
If we setz; = p,, (1) = ¢i(z0). We obtain, via Itd’s formula
2 = pz (K(2¢) 0 dWy) + pz, (K (20)A)

i.e.dz, = 0. Thuse,(zg) = 2 and (8.18) holds.
The skew product formula is seen to hold by calculating tbetsistic differ-
ential ofz; g7 using (8.15) to see it satisfies the SDE (8.9)fér: ¢ > 0}. O

Lemma 8.2.7
ZLYJLZJ + LZjLYj - 0

J
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Proof. Since, for fixed), we can choose our bagi&’?}, such that eithet’(0) =
0 or X’ (#) = 0, and since forf : D* — R we can write

df (Zj(e)) - <df 0 TR9> (K(@(mo))Xj>
and
A (Y (0)) = (df o TRy) (K- (0(20)X7). 0 D",
it suffices to show that
Z {(dKL)(,(mo) <Zj(9)(x0)>Xj + (dK )oga) (Y7 (0)(20)) Xj} —0, (8.23)

forall § € D~.
Now K+ (y)K (y) = 0 for all y € M. Therefore

(dK*),(0)K(y) + K (y)(dK),(v) =0, Vo e T,M,z € M.
Writing
X7 = K (0(x0)) X7 4+ K (6(x0)) X?
this reduces the right hand side of (8.23) to

Z (dKL)e(mo) <Zj(9)($0)> (Kl (e(xo))Xj)

HAE oty (Y (0) (w0) ) (K (B(x0))X7) = 0

with our choice of basis this clearly vanishes, as required. O

8.3 Semi-connections on Natural Bundles

Our bundler : Diff M — M can be considered as a universal natural bundles
over M, and a connection on it induces a connection on each natumalé over

M. Natural bundles are discussed in Kolar-Michor-SlovaK)4they include
bundles such as jet bundles as well as the standard tensdleburor example

let G7 be the Lie group of r-jets of diffeomorphismis R* — R" with (0) = 0

for positive integer-. An ‘r-th order frame’v at a pointz of M is the r-jet at)

of somey : U — M which maps an open sétof R diffeomorphically onto an
open subset af/ with 0 € U andy(0) = z. ClearlyG’, acts on the right of such
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jets, by composition. From this we can define the rth orden&dundle? M of
M with groupG?,.

If we fix an rth order framey, at x, we obtain a homomorphism of principal
bundles

Ve . DS T M
0 — Jju,(0) o ug

as forGLM (which is the case = 1) with associated group homomorphism
D:, — G, given by — ug' o j7 (0) o ug. As for the caser = 1 there is a
diffusion operator induced by the flow a# M and we are in the situation of
Proposition 8.1.3. The behaviour of the flow induced@nV/ is essentially that
of j2 (&) and so relevant to the effect on the curvature of sub-matsfof A/ as
they are moved by the floe.g.see Cranston-LeJan [14], Lemaire [46].

Alternatively rather having to choose somgwe see that:? M is (weakly)
associated ta : D* — M by taking the action oD; on (G, M),, by

(0, ) = . (0) 0.
As a geometrical conclusion we can observe

Theorem 8.3.1 Any classifying bundle homomorphism

oM % V(n,m —n)

M(I;:)G(n,m—n)

for the tangent bundle to a compact Riemannian manifdldwhereG(n, m —
n) is the Grassmannian of-planes inR™ andV (n, m — n) the corresponding
Stiefel manifold) induces not only a metric connectioniaty as the pull back of
Narasimhan and Ramanan’s universal connectignbut also a connection dm :
D*® — M. The latter induces a connection on each natural bundle/avier form
a consistent family; that induced on the tangent bundledsatjoint of®* (/).
The above also holds with smooth stochastic flows repladiagsifying bundle
homomorphisms, and the resulting map from stochastic flovedtnections on
m : D®* — M isinjective.

Proof. It is only necessary to observe thhtdetermines and is determined by a
surjective vector bundle maf§ : M x R™ — TM (e.g. see [27], Appendix 1).
This in turn determines a Hilbert spaggof sections of/’ M/ as in Remark 8.2.2
so we can apply Proposition 8.1.1 and 8.1.3. O
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Some of the conclusions of Theorem 8.3.1 are explored fum&0].

Remark 8.3.2 This injectivity result in Proposition 8.3.1 implies thdk proper-
ties of the flow can, at least theoretically, be obtainaldenfthe induced connec-
tion onD>.

Flows on Non-compact Manifolds

In general if M is not compact we will not be able to use the Hilbert manifolds
Ds, or other Banach manifolds without growth conditions on ¢befficients of
our flow. One possibility could be use the spaué ) of all smooth diffeomor-
phisms using the Frolicher-Kriegl differential calculsin Michor [51]. In order

to do any stochastic calculus we would have to localize aedHilbert manifolds
(or possibly rough path theory). The geometric structuresld/nevertheless be
on Diff M. This was essentially what was happening in the compact tése-
ever it is useful to include partial flows of stochastic diffietial equations which
are not strongly complete, see Kunita [43] or Elworthy[2&¢r the partial solu-
tion flow {¢; : t < 7} of an SDE as in Remark 8.2.2 we obtain the decomposition
in Theorem 8.2.5 but now only faf;(x) defined fort < 7(x,—). This can be
proved from the compact versions by localization as in QduilleElworthy [13]

or Elworthy [21].



Chapter 9

Appendices

9.1 Girsanov-Maruyama-Cameron-Martin Theorem

To apply the Girsanov-Maruyama theorem it is often thougttessary to verify
some condition such as Novikov’s condition to ensure thaetiponential (local)
martingale arising as Radon -Nikodym derivative is a truetimgale. In fact for
conservative diffusions this is automatic, and we give apobthis fact here since
it is not widely appreciated. The proof is along the lineshattgiven for elliptic
diffusions in [21] but with the uniqueness of the martingaieblem replacing the
uniqueness of minimal semi-groups used in [21]. See als]][[4On the way
we relate the expectation of the exponential local martenga the probability
of explosion of the trajectories of the associated diffagpoocess: a special case
of this appeared in [50]. Lef be a conservative diffusion operator on a smooth
manifold N. For fixedT > 0 andy, € N letP,, = P{ denote the solution to
the martingale problem foB on C,, ([0, T]; NT). Using the notation of chapter
4, letb be a vector field onV for which there is & N-valued process in L ..
such that

205 () = b(y) 0<t<T

for P,, almostally. € C,,([0,7]; NT). Set
1
Zy=expiMy — 5 (M*),}  0<t<T

This exists by the non-explosion of the diffusion processegated by3, and is a
local martingale witiEZ; < 1.

For bounded measurable: N — R defineQ,f(yo) = EE [Z,f(y.)] for
yo € N. Since the paity,, Z.) is Markovian this determines a semi-group on the

133
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space of bounded measurable functions with correspondotzapility measures

{Qyo }yoeN-

Proposition 9.1.1 The family {Q,, },,~ iS @ solution to the martingale problem
for the operatoi3 + b.

Proof. Let f : N — R beC* with compact support. We must show, for arbitrary
Yo € N, that

o0 - 5t~ | "Bonfuds  0<t<T

is a local martingale unde®,,. For this first note thatZ satisfies the usual
stochastic equation which in our notation becomes:
Zy =1+ M, 0<t<T

Now use Ito’s formula and the definition 8f to see that

t

Fly) Ze = flyo) + MPDv 4 ppfZe 4 / Bf(ys)Zsds + (M¥, M%) . (9.1)
0

Now

(MY, M%), = /df( ' (Zaa)) ds (9.2)
= / df (Zsb(ys)) ds. (9.3)

0
Thus

()2 — flyo) — / B () Zuds - / df (Zb(y))ds,  0<t<T,

is a local martingale undel?fO and so there is a sequenis, },, of stopping times,
increasing tdl’, such that if¢p : C,([0,7]; N*) — R is F¥-measurable and
bounded then, using the definition@fand Fubini’s theorem, i <r <t < T,

8 [ (st = [ 40005 o]

= ESO (f(yt/\rn)Zt/\Tn A

tATn

(B+0b)(f ydes)gb

85 [ (£ e~ [ B+ 0102t ) 0]

[e=]
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giving the required martingale property. O
Since@,(1) = EZ;, we immediately obtain the following corollary and a theorem

Corollary 9.1.2 . Suppose further that uniqueness of the martingale problem
holds forB + b, e.g supposeéis locally Lipschitz [39]. Then

B
E, Zi

is the probability that the diffusion process framgenerated by5 + b has not
exploded by time.

Theorem 9.1.3 Suppose the diffusion operatBrand its perturbatiol + b by a
locally Lipschitz vector field on N are both conservative. Assume tlat- b is
cohesive or more generally that there is a locally boundezhsurable one-form
b* on N such that

20, (b7) = bly), yeN.

Then .
exp (M — §<Mb#>t), 0<t<T

is a martingale undeP” and for eachy, € N the measure®> andP[ ™ on
Cy, ([0, T]; N) are equivalent with

dPB+b 1
F%) = exp (Mjb—‘# — §<Mb#>T).

9.2 Stochastic differential equations for degenerate
diffusions
Let B be a (smooth) diffusion diffusion operator 8a If its symbols?® : T*N —
T N does not have constant rank there may be no smooth, o(&yédactorisation
T*"N5SR™ S TN

of o8 into X (z)X*(z) for X : N x R™ — TN, as usual, for any finite di-
mensionabn. []. A factorisation withX : N x H — TN, for H a separable
Hilbert space, can be found following Stroock and Varadi@grpendix in [68].
, with the property thaf{ is continuous and each vector fiel is C>, where
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X/(z) = X(z)(¢’) for an orthonormal basiée;)2, of H. However it seems
unclear if such arX' can be found with each — X(z)e, e € H, smooth. The
following is well known:

Theorem 9.2.1Leto : R — £, (R™;R™) be aC? map into the symmetric
positive semi-definitém x m)-matrices ther/o : R — £, (R™; R™) is locally
Lipschitz .

For a proof see Freidlin [34], page 97 in [67] or Ikeda-WatanfB9].

Corollary 9.2.2 For aC? diffusion operatoi3 on N there is a locally Lipschitz
X : R™ — TN with o8 = X X* for somem.

Proof. Take a smooth inclusiohN -5 R™+ as a sub-bundles(g.by embedding
N in R™) and extendr® trivially to o% : N — £L((R™)*;R™) by

ik oB i
®R™* 51N BTN 5 Rm

identifying (R™)* with R™ and take the square root.

Let V be a connection on a sub-bundleof TN and letX : R™ — G be a
locally Lipschitz bundle map. Letl be a locally Lipschitz vector field ofv. As
in Elworthy [21] (p184) we can form the Itd stochastic difatial equation oV

(V) dxy = X (x)dBy + A(zy)dt

where(B;) is a Brownian motion olR™. For givenz, € N there will be a unique
maximal solution{x; : 0 < t < ¢} as usual, where by a solution we mean a
sample continuous adapted process such that far’dilinctionsf : N — R

t
0

o) = floo)+ / (df ). X (2.)dB, + / (df )2, Al2)ds

_ / SV oy ([AF 1) X () ds.

Indeed in a local coordinai@/, ¢) system the equation is represented by

1 & . .
daf = Xo(af)dB, — 5 > To(af) (X4(af)) (X](ah) de + Ag(af)at
j=1
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whereX,, X}, andA, are the local representations®f X* andA, andT; is the
Christoffel symbol.

Note that the generator of the solution process has symbel X (z) X (x)*,
r € N, and so a Lipschitz factorisation of together with a suitable choice df
will give a diffusion process with generatBr

If in addition we have another generatéron N given in Hormander form

p
G = ZLykLyk + Lyo
k=1

for YO Y ... Y* vector fields of clas€? we can consider an SDE of mixed
type

(V)  da, = Zyk ;) 0 dBF + X (2,)dB; 4+ (Y°(x,) + A(x,))dt

k=1

for B',..., B¥ independent Brownian motions @ independent of B;). For a
C?’mapf : N — R, asolution{z; : 0 <t < (*} will satisfy

o) = )+ [ Xz, +/Ozdf (X*(z.))dB!

_ /Ot(B+G)f(xs)ds, t< ¢

giving the unique solution to the martingale problem fo# G. These SDE’s fit
into the general frame work of the ‘Itd bundle’ approach efd@polskaya-Dalecky
[6], see the Appendix of Brzezniak-Elworthy[11]; also semdty [31](section
6.33, page 85) for a more semi-martingale oriented approach

9.3 Semi-martingales &I'-martingales along a Sub-
bundle

Several of the concepts we have defined for diffusions alge Yxarsions for semi-
martingales, and these are relevant to the discussion eMaskovian observa-
tions in Chapter 5. Onlgontinuoussemi-martingales will be considered. L&t
denote a sub-bundle of the tangent buridld to a smooth manifold/.
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Definition 9.3.1 A semi-martingaley,, 0 < s < 7 is said to bealong S if when-
ever ¢ is a C? one-form onM which annihilatesS we have vanishing of the
Stratonovich integral of alongy :

t
/qSySOdys:O O<t<T.
0

For simplicity takey, to be a point of\/.

Proposition 9.3.2 The following are equivalent:
1. the semi-martingalg is alongsS;

2. if a, : 0 < s < 7is asemi-martingale with values in the annihilatorSon
T*M, lying overy. , then

t
/aySOdyS:0 0<t<T;
0

3. for some, and hence any, connectiban S the procesg. is the stochastic
development of a semi-martingalg, 0 < s < 7 on the fibreS,, of S above

Yo-

If £ is a diffusion operator then the associated diffusion pgees are all along
Sif and only if £ is along$ in the sense of Section 1.3.

Proof. Let /. denote the parallel translation along the pathg afsingT". If (3)
holds then

dy. = /. ody"

and it is immediate that (2) is true. Also (2) trivially imp8 (1).

Now suppose that (1) holds. LEtbe a connection oy andI’® some exten-
sion of it to a connection off' M, so that the corresponding parallel translation
//° will preserveS and some complementary sub- bundIle/of/. Let 4™ be the
stochastic anti-development gfusing this connection. To show (3) holds it suf-
fices to show thay™ takes values itf,,. For this choose a smooth vector bundle
map® : TM — M x R™ whose kernel is precisely and let¢ : TM — R™
denote its principal part ang/, ; = 1,...,m the components op. These are
one-forms which annihilateS. Then, for each

t t
0=/¢sodys:/¢s//2ody§° O<t<r
0 0
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By the lemma below we see thdt’ € S, for eachs, almost surely, and the result
follows .

Finally suppose thay. is a diffusion process with generatdr By lemma
4.1.2 we have

t t
Mta:/ aysodys—/ (5ﬁa)(ys)ds, 0<t<C(. (9.4)
0 0

for any C? one forma. Supposeyr annihilatesS. Then ify is alongsS both the
martingale and finite variation parts @f o, o dy, vanish and sqé“a)(y,) = 0
almost surely for almost all < s < 7. If this is true for all starting points we see
L is alongS. On the other hand if is alongS anda annihilatesS we see that
M vanishes by its characterisation in Proposition 4.1.kesitt takes values in
S. Thus both the martingale and finite variation partqooﬁzys o dy, vanish, and
so the integral itself vanishes and the diffusion proceasesilongs. O

Lemma 9.3.3 Suppose:. and A are semi-martingales with values in a finite di-
mensional vector spadé and the space of linear maggl’; 1) of V into a finite
dimensional vector spadé&’, respectively. Lel, denote the kernel ok, which

is assumed non-random and independent Bf0 . Assume

/.ASOsz:O.
0

Thenz. lies in 14 almost surely.

Proof. : We can quotient out by to assume that, = 0, so we need to show that
z_vanishes. GivingV an inner product, leP; : W — A,[V] be the orthogonal
projection. Compose this with the inverse &f considered as taking values in
A,[V], to obtain anZ(WW; V)-valued semi-martingal& formed by left inverses
of A . By the composition law for Stratonovich integrals

t t t s
Z = / dzs = / AN o0dzg = / Ago d(/ A, o dzr) =0 (9.5)
0 0 0 0

as required. O

Let I' be a connection o¥. Note that by the previous proposition any semi-
martingaley. which is alongS has a well defined anti-developmeft say , which
is a semi-martingale i, .
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Definition 9.3.4 An M -valued semi-martingale is said to b&anartingale if its
anti-development using is a local martingale.

Also we can make the following definition of an Ito integrakodifferential form,
using the analogue of a characterisation by Darling, [18]itie case& = T'M;

Definition 9.3.5 If o is a predictable process with valuesiihM, lying over our
semi-martingale , define its Ito integral(F) fot asdy, along the paths of with
respect td" by

t t
(F)/ ozsdys:/ o Jfsdy" (9.6)
0 0
whenever the (standard) Ito integral on the right hand sk

As usual this Ito integral is a local martingale for all sbimintegrandsy_ if and
only if the procesg . is al’-martingale.
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