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A PROBABILISTIC APPROACH TO INTERIOR
REGULARITY OF FULLY NONLINEAR DEGENERATE
ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS IN SMOOTH DOMAINS

WEI ZHOU

ABSTRACT. We consider the value function of a stochastic optimal con-
trol of degenerate diffusion processes in a domain D. We study the
smoothness of the value function, under the assumption of the non-
degeneracy of the diffusion term along the normal to the boundary and
an interior condition weaker than the non-degeneracy of the diffusion
term. When the diffusion term, drift term, discount factor, running pay-
off and terminal payoff are all in the class of C**(D), the value function
turns out to be the unique solution in the class of C};!(D) N C%'(D)
to the associated degenerate Bellman equation with Dirichlet boundary
data. Our approach is probabilistic.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Dirichlet problem for the Bellman equation

sup [L%v(z) — (o, z)v(z) + flo,x)] = 0 in D
(1.1) acA
v = g ondD,

where Lov(z) := a¥(a, 2)vyi, (x) + bi(a, x)v,i (x), and summation conven-
tion of repeated indices is understood. On the one hand, it is known that
under appropriate conditions the Dirichlet problem for the fully nonlinear
convex elliptic equation

(1.2) {F(”:ci:cf(x)v”:ci(x)a’u(l’),x?)) z 2 i)I;gD

can be rewritten as a Bellman equation in the form of (LI]). On the other
hand, under suitable regularity assumptions on a, b, ¢, f,g and D, the Bell-
man equation (L)) is satisfied by the value function

(1.3) v(x) = supv*(z),
ac
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where

o,T

o,
(1.4) v¥(z) = E[g(mffx)e_‘bfa"c —I—/ fo (%) e ds},
0

t
with o7 = [ (a27)ds,
0

in a control problem associated with the family of Itd equations

t t
(15) wh =t / 00 (20" duws + / b (237)ds,
0 0

where 77 is the first exit time of ;" from D.

However, in general, v defined by (3] is not sufficiently smooth, or even
continuous, so v in ([L3)) is known as a probabilistic solution to ([LI]). We are
interested in understanding under what conditions, v given by (3] is twice
differentiable and is the unique solution of (II]) in an appropriate sense.
The main difficulties in dealing with this problem are the fully nonlinearity,
the degeneracy of the operator, the infiniteness of the time horizon and the
non-vanishing boundary condition.

The results stated and proved here are closely related to those obtained by
M. V. Safonov [10] (1977), [11] (1978); P.-L. Lions [9] (1983) and N. V. Krylov
[6] (1989). In [10] and [11], the domain D is two-dimensional, and the ar-
guments are based on the fact that the controlled processes are in a plane
region. In [9], the regularity results are proved by a combination of proba-
bilistic and PDE arguments, which heavily rely on the assumption that the
discount coefficient ¢*(z) is sufficiently large to bound first derivatives of
o%(x) and b*(z). In [6], the boundary data g is assumed to be of class C*,
and under certain assumptions, it is proved that v has second derivatives
bounded up to the boundary. The results are obtained in a purely probabilis-
tic approach by introducing and using quasiderivatives and a reduction of
controlled processes in a domain to controlled processes on a surface without
boundary in the space having four more dimensions.

In this article, under a more general setting, we give sufficient conditions
under which the first and second derivatives of v given by (3] exist almost
everywhere in D, which implies the existence and uniqueness for the associ-
ated Dirichlet problem (LLI]). Moreover, since we assume that the boundary
data g € C*L1(D) when we investigate the existence of the k-th order
derivatives of v, where k = 1,2, the derivatives of v, if they do exist (a.e.),
may not be bounded up to the boundary. Therefore, we also estimate the
first and second derivatives.

The main result is stated in Section 2, and the proof is given in Section
3. Our approach is probabilistic by using quasiderivatives. However, to deal
with the boundary, instead of adding four more dimensions, we construct two
families of local supermartingales to bound the moments of quasiderivatives
near the boundary and in the interior of the domain, respectively. For the
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background and motivations of quasiderivative method, we refer to [8] [12]
and the references therein.

To conclude this section, we introduce the notation: For k = 1,2, let
C*(D) be the space of k-times continuously differentiable functions in D
with finite norm given by

l9l1,0 = lglo,p + |gzlo,0, |9l2,0 = l9l1,0 + [gazlo,p,
respectively, where
|glo,p = sup|g(z)],
zeD

gz is the gradient vector of g, and g, is the Hessian matrix of g. For
B € (0, 1], the Hélder spaces C*#(D) are defined as the subspaces of C*(D)
consisting of functions with finite norm

. gx)—gly
k0 = lglkp + gls.0,  with [glgp = sup LD =IO
z,yeD "T - y’
R? is the d-dimensional Euclidean space with © = (22, ..., xd) representing
a typical point in R?, and (x,y) = Zle x'y’ is the inner product for z,y €

R?. For z,y, 2 € R%, set

d d
Uy) =D Ul U) = D Ugiaiy'
=1

ij=1

ugy = (ug))*

For any matrix o = (o),

|o||? := troo* = Z(Uij)z.
Z‘ij
We also use the notation

s At =min(s,t), sVt=max(s,t).

Constants K, M and N appearing in inequalities are usually not indexed.
They may differ even in the same chain of inequalities.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Assume that (2, F, P) is a complete probability space and {F;;t > 0} an
increasing filtration of o-algebras F; C F which are complete with respect to
F,P. Let (wy, Fy;t > 0) be a dy-dimensional Wiener process on (2, F, P).

Let A be a separable metric space. Suppose that the following have been
defined for each o € A and = € R%: a d x d; matrix 0®(z), a d-dimensional
vector b®(x) and real scalars ¢*(z) > 0 and f“(z). We assume that o, b,
c and f are Borel measurable on A x R?, and g(z) is a Borel measurable
function on R?. We also assume that o® , b, ¢® and their first and second
derivatives are all continuous in z uniformly with respect to a.
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Let D € C* be a bounded domain in R?, then there exists a function
W € C* satisfying

¥ >0in D, ¢ =0 and |¢,| > 1 on IdD.
Additionally, we assume that

sup L% < —1in D,
acA

with

L% = (@) (@) O (i ()
T 0xtoxI ozt’
where a = 1/2(00*). We also assume that
(2.1) [(6%)7 2,0 + [(b%)'|2,0 + [*[2,0 + [¥]a,p < Ko,
va€A71§i§d71§j§dlv

with Ky € [1,00), not depending on «.

By 2, we denote the set of all functions o, (w) on € X [0,00) which are
Fr-adapted and measurable in (w,r) with values in A.

For a € %A and x € D, we consider the Itd equation

t t
(22) wr =t / 00 (a07)dws + / b (20" ) ds.
0 0

The solution of this equation is known to exist and to be unique by our
assumptions on ¢ and b“.
Let 7%% be the first exit time of z;"" from D:

7% =inf{t > 0: 2" ¢ D}.
For any t > 0, we define

t
¢ta’x:/ c* (x$")ds.
0

Set
(2.3) v(x) = supv®(z),
acl
with
(2.4) v¥(z) = EY [g(xT)e_qu —I—/O fee ($3)6_¢Sd8],

where we use common abbreviated notation, according to which we put the
indices a and x beside the expectation sign instead of explicitly exhibiting
them inside the expectation sign for every object that can carry all or part
of them. Namely,

EY [g(xT)e_qu + /T £ ($3)6_¢Sd8]
0

o,

o
= E[g(xffx)e_‘z’f&’x —I-/O £ (:E‘;"x)e_‘z"‘” ds].
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The value function v(z) given by (23] and (2.4)) is the probabilistic solu-
tion of the Dirichlet problem for the Bellman equation:

sup [L*v —c*v+ f*] = 0 inD

(2.5) acA
v = g ondD.
Define
2.6 z,&) = inf supa(a,z)C¢,
(2.6 pla€) = inf supa¥(o,a)C'c
(2.7) p(z) == inf sup a”(a,x)C'¢.
IC|=1acA

The condition p(z,£) > 0 means that v(eye)(z) is actually “present” in
the Bellman equation in (235]). More precisely, for any fixed z € D and
¢ € R4\ {0}, p(x, &) > 0 if and only if there exists a control o € A such that
the corresponding diffusion matrix a®(x) is non-degenerate in the direction
&. For example, consider the linear equation

(2.8) Ugplpt + 2Uy12 + Up2,2 = 0.

By ([26]), here

o 1 2\2
p(z,§) —(gfg)f:l(c +¢%)%.

p(r, &) > 0 if and only if £ || §o = (1,1). So only u,ye,) is “present” in
[23). In fact, the equation (28] can be rewritten as

U(gy)(go) = 0

so that no other second-order derivatives is actually “presen
tion, even though wu,1,1 and u,2,2 exist explicitly in (Z8]).
Also, it is not hard to see that

7

in the equa-

u(z) = inf p(,€).
§1=1
Note that we have p(z) > 0 at a point x if and only if for any £ # 0, there
exists a control a € A, such that the corresponding diffusion term a®(x) is
non-degenerate in the direct of .
Let B be the set of all skew-symmetric d; X d; matrices. For any positive
constant A, define

Dy ={z € D:y(x)> A}

Assumption 2.1. (uniform non-degeneracy along the normal to the bound-
ary) There exists a positive constant oy, such that

(2.9) (a“n,n) > 6y on dD,Va € A,

where n is the unit normal vector.
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Assumption 2.2. (interior condition to control the moments of quasideriva-
tives, weaker than the non-degeneracy) There exist a function p®(x) : A X
D — R%, bounded on every set in the form of A x Dy for all X > 0, a func-
tion Q%(x,y) : Ax D xR% — B, bounded with respect to (a,z) on every set
in the form of A x Dy for all A > 0,y € R% and linear in y, and a function
M®*(z) : A x D — R, bounded on every set in the form of A x Dy for all
A > 0, such that for any o € A, x € D and |y| =1,

oty @) + (0" (). )0 (@) + o (@) Q" (. )|+
2(y, by () + 2(p% (@), )b (x)) < *(x) + M*(z)(a®(2)y, y)-
Our main result is the following:

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that Assumptions 21 and[2.2 hold.
(1) If for any o € A, & g € C¥Y(D), satisfying

sup | f*o,1,0 + |9lo,1,0 < Ko,
acA

(2.10)

then v € COY(D), and for any ¢ € R,

(2.11) o) ()] < N<|§| + |1i(§)|>,a.e. in D,

where the constant N depends only on d, dy and K.
(2) If for any a € A, f* € C¥Y(D),g € CHY(D), satisfying

sup | f*o,1,0 + |9]1,1,0 < Ko,
acA

and f& + Ko|z|? is convez, then for any & € RY,

2
(2.12) V(ey(e)(T) = —N(!{F + %),a.e. in D,
2
(2.13) vere (@) < u(x,g/mn—lzv%,a.e. in D(),

where D(&) := {x € D : u(x,&) > 0}, and the constant N depends
only on d, di and Ky.
(3) If u(z) >0 in D, then v € Cllo’cl(D). In addition, v given by (27) is
the unique solution in C’llo’cl(D) N C%Y(D) of
sup [L%v(z) — c(o, z)v(z) + flo,x)] = 0 ace in D

(2.14) { acd
We emphasize that the constants N in (2I1]), (Z12) and 2I3]) are inde-
pendent of p® Q% and M® in (ZI0).

Remark 2.1. The author doesn’t know whether the estimates (2.11), (212)
and (213) are sharp.

v = g ondD.
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Remark 2.2. Refer to Remark 3.2 in [12] to see why Assumption[Z2 is nec-
essary under Assupmtion 21 and how to take advantage of the parameters

p%, Q% and M in (210).
3. AUXILIARY CONVERGENCE RESULTS

Let U be a connected open subset in R%. Assume that, for any o € A, w €
Q,t >0, and x € U, we are given a d x d; matrix §(z) and a d-dimensional
vector v*(x). We assume that § and v§* are continuous in x for any o, w, t,
measurable in (w,t) for any «,z, and Fi-measurable in w for any «,t,z.
Assume that for any a € 2, the It6 equation

(3.1) ¢S = K(C)dwy + v (¢ dt

has a unique solution.
We suppose that for an ey € (0,1] and for each € € [0, ¢g], we are given

ri(€) = ri'(w€),  vi'(e) = v (z,€)

having the same meaning and satisfying the same assumptions as those of
kf and vf*. Assume that for any o € 2, the It6 equation (B.1]) corresponding
to k§'(€) and v*(e) with initial condition ((e) € U

(32) A ) = w (G (6) 9duy + (¢ (6),
has a unique solution denoted by ¢;" ’C(E)(e).

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ € [2,00), 6 € (0,1), M € [0,00) be constants and Mg
be a Fi-adapted nonnegative process for any o € 2.

(1) If for any a € A, t > 0,2 € U,
(3.3) [£8" (@)]] + |v* (#)| < M| + M,
then for any bounded stopping times v < Tg’c, Va

sup E¢ supe N ¢,

ac t<y
(3.4)
<[¢17+ (2¢ — 1) supEa/ Mie Ntat,
ac
sup E¢ supe N ¢,
ac t<~vy
(3.5) 9_¢
< —<|Clq9 (2q — 1)’ SupEa / Mfe Ntdt >
1-0 ac

where N = N(q, M) is a sufficiently large constant.
(2) If for any a € At > 0,2 € U, and some € € [0, €],

(3.6) e (2) = K¢ (y, Ol + 15" (2) = v (y, )| < Mz —y[ + eM,
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then for any bounded stopping times v* < 77 S A Ta C(6)( ), Vo

sup B sup e~V (e) — 7|

acA <y

< 1¢(e) — €7+ €1(2q — 1) sup B / Mie N,
ac

sup B sup e~V e) — ¢4

acedl  t<y@

<|C() |q9+6q9(2q—1 supEa /Mq _Ntdt >,

ac

‘ \V]
%

where N = N(q, M) is a sufficiently large constant.
Remark 3.1. Observe that g covers (0,00).

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the uncontrolled version of (34), (1), B and
[B38), so we drop the index « in what follows for simplicity of notation. We

also abbreviate (;* € to ¢, and ¢ () (€) to Ci(e).

Also, choosing a localizing sequence of stopping times -y, 1T oo such that
f(f/w" Mie=Nsds are bounded for every n, we see, in view of the Monotone
Convergence Theorem, that it will suffice to consider the case in which
fg Me=N3ds are bounded with respect to (w,t).

By 1to’s formula, we have

de NG |7 =N gl G lT (G v (G) + g\ﬁt\q_zﬂﬂt@tﬂ\z

_9 s
+%‘Q’q YRy (GG = NG| dt + dmy,

where my is a local martingale starting from zero. From (B3] we have,
(3.9) [ (GOl + v (C)| < M|Ge| + M.
By Young’s inequality
IS (G ve(Gr) < (gM + g = 1)[G |7 + MY
S 2R (CI < alGl>(MPIGI + M) < (¢M? + q = 2)|G|7 + 20

- )Ictl" 7 (COGI* < (0 — 2)[(aM? + q — 2)[G|7 + 2]

So for sufficiently large constant N = N(q, M), we have
t
NGl <11+ (20— 1) [ Mpe N,
0
which implies that

g
Esupe NG |7 < |¢|9 + (29 — 1)E/ Mie Nz,
t<vy 0
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Due to Lemma 7.3(ii) in [7], we conclude that

2 — v ’
Esupe M| < 9E(|<|"+(2q—1> / Mﬁe‘“dt)

1<y L -

2 (ICI‘” /Mq Ntdt >

Similarly, by 1t6’s formula,
a(e™lule) - i)
=M [QIQ( ) — Gl 2( Ce(€) — G v (Gele), )—w(Q))

+ 216(0) = Gl 2lme(Gule), €) = mo(G)

+ q(qz— 2 |G (€) — Ct‘q_4‘(H:(Ct(6), €) — ki (C))(Cele) — Q)‘z

— N|Gi(e) — Ct|q} dt + dmy,

where my is a local martingale starting at zero. By (B.6]), we have

[kt (Cel€)s€) — me(Coll + [v(Ce(e)s €) — ve(Ce)| < MG(€) — Gl + €My,

which can play the same role as ([3.9). So (3.7) and ([B.8)) can be proved by
mimicking the argument for proving (84]) and (B.3)).
U

Next, we introduce the quasiderivatives to be used in the proof of the main
theorem and apply Lemmas B.1] to estimate moments of these quasideriva-
tives. R

For any a € A, let ri*, g, mt, g, P2, PP be jointly measurable adapted
processes with values in R, R, R%, R% | Skew(d;,R), Skew(d;,R), respec-
tively, where Skew(d;,R) denotes the set of all d; x d; skew-symmetric real
matrices. Let € be a small positive constant. For each o € A, x,y,2 € D,
¢,m € RY we consider the It6 equation ([Z2) and the following four other
It6 equations:

(3.10)

T 2o (g ()P du

+[<1+2er )b yf’%)) VT Bergo® (5 (e))e T en dt,
(3.11)

2 ~
A= (0) =1 2er7 + 2™ (o5()e T TP g

[+ 2erf + 2000 (2 ()

2
— \/1 + 2er® + 2720 (2,77 (€))e Pies P (emy + %ﬁ?)] dt,
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(3.12) de* :[0?‘ o 10" +a“tP0‘} duw,
+ 2ryb*t — oty ]dt

+[b((laf>

(3.13) dn""—[ L 9o

T (€M) &)

200 P+ 200 B — (0 4 0% (P7)? | duwy

+ P00 + oM PP + o™

(e apot at - it ot
By + 200 = oA T R
- 20?‘5,1 E)ﬂ't 2ric®tn — 20" Pir; ]dt,

where o and b satisfy ([2.I) and we drop the arguments x;"" in ¢® and
b* and their derivatives in (3.12]) and ([B.13).

Let 7157 (€) be the first exit time of y;"¥(€) from D, and 77 (€) be the first
exit time of z;"*(¢) from D.

By Theorem 3.2.1 in [§] we know that if

T
/ (22 + 72 + | PP2)dt < oo,
0
VT € [0,00),Va € 2,

(3.14)

then (BI0) and [BI2) have unique solutions on [0,7,(¢)) and [0,75"),
respectively.
Similarly, it is shown in Theorem 2.1 in [12] that if

T
/ (22 4 1722+ [BR2 + 1)t + [m)* + | P2 dt < oo,
0

VT € [0,00),Va € 2,

(3.15)

then (BII) and BI3) have unique solutions on [0,77%(¢)) and [0,7"),
respectively.

In (3I0) and @I, notice that when e = 0, we have y;"Y(0) and z;"*(0),
which are nothing but z;"¥ and 2. Therefore, y,"Y(¢) and z;"°(e) are
perturbations of z;"*. In Theorems Bl and we will prove that under
suitable conditions, £ and 7", given by @12) and F13), respectively, are

the first derivative of 4" (¢) and the second derivative of 2" atebtein/ %(e)

in some sense (see [B.2I) and (3.:27))), respectively.

The auxiliary processes r{* and 7{ come from random time change. The
processes 7" and 7f* are due to Girsanov’s theorem on changing the proba-
bility space, and the processes P/ and Pf‘ are based on changing the Wiener
process based on Levy’s theorem. As discussed in Section 2 of [12], thanks
to the presence of these auxiliary processes, the quasiderivatives &' < and
n;"" enjoy certain freedom. It turns out that, heuristically, we can steer the
quasiderivatives so that they are tangent to the boundary when z;"* hit it.
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As a result, the directional derivatives of v along the quasiderivatives be-
come the derivatives of the boundary data g, and estimating the derivatives
of v is reduced to estimating the moments of the quasiderivatives.

Theorem 3.1. Given constants p € (0,00), p' € [0,p), T € [1,00), z € D,
¢ € RY. Suppose (1) is satisfied. Assume that there exists a constant
K € [1,00) and for any o € A, an adapted nonnegative process K, such
that

(3.16) |+ |n |+ PR < K16 + K7, Va

(1) Given stopping times v* < 7", av € A, if

AT
(3.17) sup Ea/ K2Pdt < oo,
acl 0

then we have

(3.18) sup B¢ sup [P < oo.
ac t<yAT

(2) Let the constant ey be sufficiently small so that B(z,eo|§|) C D. For
any € € [0, €o], given stopping times v*(e) < Tg’x/\?g’xﬁg(e), a €,

if
(AT
(3.19) sup sup EO‘/ Kf(wp)dt < 00,
e€[0,e0] a2 0
then we have
’ya,x—l—sﬁ(e) B xa,x’p
(3.20) limsup £ sup ! -t =0,
€0 e t<qye (e) AT eP
a,r+€e€ T
(3.21) limsup £ sup ]yt ()~ ff"syp/z =0.
0 aedA 1<y (AT €

Proof. In the proof, we drop the superscripts «, a4, etc., when this will not
cause confusion.
To prove (1) we consider the It equation () in which (¢ = £, By

conditions (Z1]) and (BI6l), we have

Ha(&) + 10 + O'PtH + |b(§?,§) + 2r4b — Uﬂ't‘ < M & |+ My, Va,
where M = N(K, Ky), M = N(Ko)K{. Applying Lemma [3.1[(1), we have

NT o (AT 2D g\ s
e EP 4+ (2p — 1) supyeq MPdt) if p>2
sup EE sup [ < { o (0T 2P 7 Dsubaca B g 1 Mrdh) i
acl t<yAT e ng(|§| + 32 (supeq F 0 Midt)z) if p < 2.
To prove (2) we first consider the It6 equations ([B]) and (B82]) in which
G =al G =)

Notice that

ke (y, €) — we(@)]| =V + 2ero(y)e™ — o ()]
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<|VI+2ere = 1llo(y)e | + o) le = Liyxa, |
+ llo(y) — o()]]

<2e|r| Ko + Koee T + Koly — |

<My — x| + €M,

where € € [0, €] is due to Taylor’s theorem with Lagrange remainder. Simi-
larly,

ve(y, €) — ve(@)] =[(1 + 2ery)b(y) — V1 + 2ereo(y)eF em; — b()]
<2¢|r4| Ko + (1 + €|r¢|) Koe|me| + Koly — 2
<My — x| + eM,,

where M = Ko, M = N(K, Ko)(|¢**2 + (K#)? v 1). Applying Lemma
BI(2), we have

sup B sup [y (e) —

a€  t<y¥(e)AT

. { PN (fP + (2p — 1) supgeq B [7' MP ) if p > 2

P

PNT IR (&P + 38 (supaeq B 70" M7d0)3) i p < 2.

Due to [I9) and (BIJ)), we have
Y(e)AT )
sup sup B M?YPdt < oo,
[0,e0] a2 0
which completes the proof of (3.20]).
Next, we first consider the 1t6 equations ([B.1]) and ([B2)) in which

a,r+€e€ a,x
a a a,((e a, Yy €)— X
( 7C:£t7§’ ( C()(E):ft E(E) — It (¢) t

€
Observe that, by mean value theorem
o(yi(e)) —o(x .
D =) @l =l 0 6i(©) ~ oo @
=llo(e(e) (Wi () = Teuen @)l + lloe, ) () — o) (0]

<|&()llow(yi (€)) — oa(@t) |y, ()—ar|<s
+ 16 () 1y, (e)—ar|>5 + Kolée(e) — &l

POD) Zbee) )l <16 (e) o (5 0) — b () Tt —ani<s

€
+ 16 () 1y, () =z >5 + Kolée(€) — &l
V14 2er; — 1 2
|————— 1| =In(——=— 1|
€ V14 2ery +1
—267’? 9
- <92 7
VT 3 =2
et — 1

€ ’
| — Bl =§\|Pt2€6 P < Sl1PP

€
2
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The equation ([B.2I]) can be proved by mimicking the proof of (3:20]). O

Theorem 3.2. Given constants p € (0,00), p' € [0,p), T € [1,00), x € D,
¢ e RY e R Suppose ([313) is satisfied. Assume that there exists a

constant K € [1,00) and for any o € 2, an adapted nonnegative process
Ky, such that

(3.22) [FR[+[72 |+ | BRI+ [rf P+ w2+ PR < K (Inf™"|+1€0° ) + K2, Va.
(1) Given stopping times v* < 7", a € A, if (317) holds, then we
have (318) and

(3.23) sup By sup [P < o0.
ac t<yNT

(2) Let the constant €y be sufficiently small so that B(x,€|&|) C D. For
any € € [0, €], let
2
x(e) =x+ e+ >

If (319) holds for given stopping times 7S (€) satisfying

Y5 (e) < T A %g’w(e)(e), a e,
then we have

" (e) — P

(3.24) limsup £ sup L ; =0,
el0 qent t<y8 (e)AT

(3.25) limsup £ sup “t ; =0,
€l0 qe t<y§ (—e)AT

za,x(e) (6) R
(3.26) limsup £ sup |2 L
el0 qent t<y8 (e)AT €

— P =o.

If (313) holds for given stopping times v§ (€) satisfying
Y5 (e) < T A %g’x(e)(e) A %g’m(_ﬁ)(—e), a €2,
then we have

o,z (€) o, a,z(—€) p/2
(3.27) limsup E  sup “t (e) = 22, 5 R (=9 _ " =0.
€0 aed  t<hg (AT €

Proof. Again, we drop superscripts «, ay, etc., when this will cause no con-
fusion.

The inequality (23] can be proved by observing that ([B22]) and BI7)
imply that

sup B¢ sup &P < o0
ac t<yAT

and then mimicking the proof of (B18]).
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The equations ([B.24]) and (B.20) are obtained by repeating the proof of
B20) and 32I). The equation (325 is obvious once we get ([B:24)).

To proof ([B:27]), we observe that, for example,
o(zt(€)) — 20(x¢) + o(2e(—€))

62
1 1 .
:E_Q[O-(Zt(e)—:ct)($t) + §O(Zt(€)—$t)(zt(€)—$t)(’Zt (E))
1 *
+ 0 (i) ) (T0) + 50— —wn) (2o () ) (2 (=€))]

1 « *
=0 () + 51 @)€0) (7 (€) + 0@ - -a) (2 (=),

where

O e e =

€

z{ (€) is a point on the straight line segment with endpoints x; and z;(¢), and
zf(—e) is a point on the straight line segment with endpoints z; and z;(—e).
It follows that

o(z(€)) — 20(xt) + o (z(—¢€))

I 2 = 0 (@) = o) @) (@)
<xH=raig
1,2z(e) — . ;
+ 9 MP (HUM(Zt (€)) — oua(@o)[| + [lowa (2 (—€)) — Um(xt)||)1|zt(e)_xt|§5

z(€) — xy
1o l2,0 "E P (L anfs + e e)-aal>0)

Tt

zi(€) — x 2z (—€) —
+KO‘%_&‘2+KO‘%_&’2'

It remains to mimic the proof of (B2I]). O

We end up this section by showing a convergence result about the stopping
times which will be applied in the next section.

Theorem 3.3. Let ¢ be a positive constant such that Ds = {x € D : ¢ > 6}
is nonempty, and 01,02 be positive constants satisfying 6, < d2. Let Dgf =
{x € D:61y < <da}. Then for any x € D, if (320) holds with

Y (e) = T AT o),
forp=1,p" =0 and VT € [1,00), then we have

(3.28) lim sup E(r" — 7% A 78774 (€)) = 0.
€l0 qen

For any x € D, if (3-24) and (F23) hold with

7€) = " AT (e) and 42 (—e) = Ty A 35T (=),
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respectively, for p=1,p' =0 and VT € [1,00), then we have

(3.29) limsup E(r)" — 75" A ?g’m(e)(ﬁ) A %g’x(_E)(e)) =0.
&0 aenl

The statement still holds when replacing D by Ds or Dgf, provided that d9
18 sufficiently small.

Proof. We drop the subscript D and the argument e for simplicity of nota-
tion. Notice that, for any a € 2,

,T

E(r*" —4*) =E / 1dt
Pya
FoT
<- E/ L (z")dt
—ya
=~ B0 (a0) (55 ) Ly croe
:Ew (x?;‘f:c+e§ ) I—T-Ozyz+e§ <TOHT
=F (7/) (:U?éfz+e§) - ¢ (y?{;iv:fi) > Iq_—a;96+6€<7—a,x
<E (w(aﬁfﬁeg) — Py )> Lnooset croer + 2Ko P2 (T > T).
Due to ([B:20), we have
T (sup B (w255 e) — 0 (U3E) ) Lrowscecrmecr )

T a,T a,x+€e€
< Slll)p V2| - lelﬁ)l (SuP E‘x-?a,awef “ Yzoatet
«a

=0.
Also, notice that for any oo € 2, T € [1,00),

P> 1) < g < 12 [ (~Ltwten )dt = (o)) <

Iq—_a,ac+55<7—a,:c§T)

T

It turns out that
T o,T o,T —o,x+e€ 2K§
limsup E(1y" — 75" ATy T (e)) £ —= — 0, as T' 1 oo.
€l0 qent T

To prove ([3.29]), we just need to notice that for any stopping times 7,1, yo
T—TAT NV = (T TN ’Yl)I'\ﬂ<'yz + (T —TA 72)171272’
By noticing that

1 — 6 =0 on 0Dy, Y —38>0, sup L*(¢p — 6) = sup LY < —1 in Dy,
ac acA

we see that the statement is true in the subdomain Dy.
Similarly, notice that

(¥ —01)(%2 —¥) =0on dDP, (¢ —6)(02 — ) > 0in D,
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L¥(¢ = 61)(62 — ) =(61 + 62 — 2¢) L — 2(atha;, Yz)
<01+ 62)|L*| — 20 [* in D2, Va € 2.

On 0D it holds that v, = [i¢|n, where n(z) is the unit inward normal
vector at € 9D. So due to Assumption 2.I] and the compactness of 9D,

[WEo® 2 = 20, [2(a¥n,n) > 201.|?59 > 25, on OD,
where 0(, is a positive constant. By continuity
[Wio®* > & in DY,
if 1 and J9 are sufficiently small. It turns out that

sup LO (¢ — 51),(52 — 1))
aced 60

é _17

when 01 and do are sufficiently small. So the statement is still true in the
subdomain Dgf when d1, o are sufficiently small.
O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

Before proving the main theorem, we state two remarks and one lemma.
Remarks 1] and are about two reductions of the problem, and Lemma
[ will be used when estimating the second derivatives. They are nonlinear
counterparts of Remarks 3.3 and 3.4 and Lemma 3.2 in [12], and there is no
essential change when extending them from linear case to nonlinear case.

Remark 4.1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢ > 1,Va €
2, and replace inequality (Z10) by

(6% (0% (0% (6% (6% 2
|06y (@) + (p%(2), y)o(z) + 0% (2)Q*(z, ) || "+
2y, b8 (2) + 205 (2), 9)b(2)) < e (x) — 1+ M(2)(a*(2)y, )-
Remark 4.2. Without loss of generality, we may assume that v € C’l(@)
D

and f¢ g € C’l(@) when investigating first derivatives of v, and v € C?(D)
and f, g € C?(D) when investigating second derivatives of v.

Lemma 4.1. If f* g € C*(D), and v € CY(D), then for any y € D we
have

(4.2) [vem)y (¥)| < K(|gl2,p + sup |f%lo,n),

(4.1)

where n 18 the unit inward normal on 0D and the constant K depends only
on Ky.

Let § and A be constants satisfying 0 < § < A?> < A < 1 and that the
three sets defined below are nonempty:

Ds:={zx € D:06<(x)}
D} ={zeD:5<y(z) <A
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Dy :={zeD: )\ <)}

For each o € 2, we use the same quasiderivatives &' ’5,77?‘ " and barrier
functions By (z, &), Ba(z, &) constructed in [12]. See Remark 3.5 in [12] for
the motivation of By(x, &) and Ba(z, ).

Their properties are collected in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. In Dg‘, introduce

02
Pa) = R 401 = ), Bile©) = [\ Vi + I+ Kt 2,

where K € [1,00) is a constant only depending on K.
For each «, we define the first and second quasiderivatives by (Z12) and

(313), in which

H(0,) = pl,) + % = (o0 &),

with p(,€) Zw(gk (W(o1)) ) Trziwﬁgk);
#(x,€) % o= (1, 60);

7k (e, €) == w(;?f@, k=1,..d1, m=m(re,E)

. 1
PF(z,€) = T [Yiom) (Voi) €) = Yoty oty )], Gk =1,.d1, Ppi= P, &);

=Pk =0, Vik=1,..d;,Vt € [0,00).

where we drop the superscript « or oy without confusion. Then (ZI8),

(320), 321), (323), (3-24), (323), (328) and (327) all hold for any
constants p € (0,00), p' € [0,p), T € [1,00), = € Dg‘, &,n € R and stopping
times

P ST 4O S TRY AT () 98 (e) S i AT (e),

6

150 < Tpy AT (o) A%gf<‘f><—e>,
5

where x(e) = x + €€ + %7].
When X is sufficiently small, for x € Dg‘, ¢ €R? and n =0, we have

(1) For each o € 2, By(x;"", ?f) and \/Bl(x?’x,ﬁf’g) are local super-

o
martmgales on [0, 7'1] where T = TD’\ ;
2

(2) SUPEgg |§t|2 ¢ &) gt < NBy (x,€);

(3) sup E§ Sllp |£t| < NBl(x7£);
ac t<7’1
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(4) SupEo 17| < sup Eg sup |ne| < NBy(z,€);

ac aced t<7-
71
©) sup s ( [ Inar) < NBu(2,)
ac 0

where N is a constant depending on Ky and €.

Proof. Notice that sup,e4 T, py is bounded from below by a positive
constant due to Assumption 2] so conditions ([BI6) and 322]) hold with
K& =0.

The properties (1)-(5) are nothing but Lemma 3.3 in [I2] because the
constant N there doesn’t depend on «. O

Lemma 4.3. In D)2, introduce

3
By(z, &) = Ai[¢[*.
For each o € A, we define the first and second quasiderivatives by (313)

and (313), in which

r(z,y) = (p(x),y), re:=1r(®,§), To:=1(T8,70),

M(x)
2

W(.Z',y) = g (‘T)y7 T = ﬂ-(xhgt)? ﬁ-t = W(xt777t)7

P(l’,y) = Q(‘ray)v Pt = P(xtaé-t)v pt = P(.Z't,T]t).

where p(x), M(x) and Q(z,y) are defined in the statement of the main
theorem and satisfy the inequality (210), and again, we drop the superscript

a or ay without confusion. Then (318), (320), (321), (323), (3-23),
(2.23), (326) and {3-27) all hold for any constants p € (0,00), p' € [0, p),

Te[l,o), x€ Dg‘, €,¢C € RY and stopping times

P ST AN <7 M‘“f“f 8 < 7 AT

a:c—l—ef—}— a,r— ef—}—
7??()<TD2AD ()/\D (6)7

where z(e) = x + €€ + 777.
Furthermore, for x € Dy2, £ € R? and n = 0, we have

(1) e By (2", & ’5) and \/e O By(x", £ *8) are local supermartin-
gales on [0,7'2), where Ty = 11"

(2) sup Exg €_¢t|§t|2dt < NBa(z,§)
ac

(3) supEa£ supe —t|&, 2 < NBy(x, £)
ael

(4) supE 0 (%\777 | < supE osupe ~t|n,| < NBy(z, &)

t<T1o

) supEgio( | e-%trm?dt) < NBy(a,)
ac 0
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. . . . , , 1
(6) The above inequalities are still all true if we replace ¢;°" by ¢;"" — t.
More precisely, we have

T2
sup ¢ / O 3tg 2t < NBy(a,€), sup B sup e 43|62 < NBy(x, €)
ael ~Jo ael i<

T2 1
sup By (/ 6_2¢t+t|77t|2dt) * < NBy(z,€), sup EZ sup e~ 3ty < NBay(x, &)
ac 0 ae t<72

where N is constant depending on Ky and \.
Proof. The same as the proof of Lemma O

We split the proof of Theorem 2Ilinto three parts. Note that in the proof,
for simplicity of notation, we may drop the superscripts such as « when it
will cause no confusion.

Proof of (Z11). First, we fix an x € D} and a ¢ € R?\ {0}. Choose ¢ > 0
sufficiently small, so that B(x,€l¢|) == {y : |y — | < €|¢|} € D}. For any
e € (0,¢p), by Bellman’s principle (Theorem 1.1 in [I], in which @ is defined
by D x [-1,T + 1], where T is an arbitrary positive constant), we have,

_ 1 Y
U(ﬂf + Ei) 'U($) :E{ ilelg E?+e§ |:’U($«/)€_d)“’ + /0 fas ($s)€_¢sd8]

—sup B¢ [U(mv)e_% + /V foe (xs)e_¢sds] }7
0

ae

where the stopping time v < TgchrEg A Tg’f AT.
5 5

By Theorem 2.1 in [3] and Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 in [4],
gl
sup By ¢ [v(:nﬁ,)e_(b”’ —l—/ fee (xs)e_‘z’sds}
aell 0

ol
= sup B2, e [0 (s (e + |14 26 (e s
[e1S

in which y;"?(€) is the solution to the It6 equation (BI0I),

t
62V(e) = /0 (14 26r®)e™ (429 (c))ds,

t 1 t
(4.3) pi(€) :==exp </ emg dws — —/ ]eﬂg‘]2ds>.
0 2 Jo

with a € 2, v, 7%, PY defined in Lemma 2 and 4 < 707 TS A 707 AT
13 )
Let

42 (c) = /0 (1 -+ 26r2) 1 (4a(€))pale)e O,

7Y (e) = (yi"V(€), =7 (€), v (€), 45 (€)),
T = (2", =07 (0), p(0), ¢*(0)).



20 WEI ZHOU

For any Z = (x, 2%, 2972 29%3) € D x R~ x Rt x R, introduce
(4.4) V(%) = v(x) exp(z@t)zd+2 4 2443,

Then we have

Mt &) 208 L up 2,V (0) — sup B2V (2)).
€ \ae acl

€

in which we let
v =9 T) = 7o T AT AR AT,
5 5
where
kS = inf{t > 0: M| > n).

Since the difference of two supremums is less than the supremum of the
differences, and the supremum of a sum is less than the sum of the supre-
mums, we have

v(z + ) —v(x) _ SupEV@i‘;f*Eﬁ(e)) - V(@)
€ T aen €
V(55T (€)) — V(25T
<sup E—21 Tl Voo, (T2 EV a6 (254
= e e (€6 (T )+ SUD BV goe) (507)

::Il(ev n, T) + 12(67 n, T)7

where
za, £ cdila cdi2a .d+3,
(4'5) ?6 = (6?57 t a? t a? t a)?
with
t
§l+17a = —/0 {c?s?,ﬁ)(x(sx’x) + 274?560!5 (x?7x):| dS,

t
ghtda . _ a _ / O,
0
t
d+3 —¢3" s S )
i [ o )+ (2 € 1) 1 ) .
We claim that

(4.6) hf(r)l Ii(e,n,T) =0.

To show it, bearing in mind that for any h*(x) € C(Djs), whose derivatives
are uniformly continuous in «, we have, for any x,y € Ds and ¢ € R%, r € R?
and n € N,

(4.7)
’(1 + 2er)h 6(y) — h*(x) . h'é) (x) — 2rha(az)’

1B (47) — B (&) + 20 (1 () — (@)
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B — _ |2
<0 1), LD+ 102 @), LE - o))+ 2k (e 4 L,

where y* is a point on the line segment with ending points x and y.
First, by Theorem B.1] for any contants p and p’ satisfying 0 < p/ < p <
00, we have

(4.8) sup E¢ sup [P < oo,
ac t<~vy

lyi () — @il

4.9 lim sup E“ su ; =0,
( ) €l0 aeg tg'ry) (24
yx-i-ef(e) — T
(4.10) lim sup B sup | 24—~ "t _ ¢S — 0.
€l0 qex t<vy €
Second, apply (1) to ¢*(x) we get
(4.11) lim sup E“ sup |M - ffl+1|p =0.
€l0 qex t<vy €

Third, we notice that

pi(€) —pi(0)  pi(e) =1 /t
= = [ ps(e)msdws.
0

€ €

Recall that v* <k AT'. It follows that

€)—1 v p/2
B sup 22— g2 <Ny ([ (o) — 12 mfae)
t<y € 0
12 ¥
§epN(p)Ea(sup‘&‘ p+/ ]Wt\2pdt>
t<vy € 0
p o 7 2p 2p 7 2p
<’ N(p)E (/ p; (€))7 dt+/ |74 | dt).
0 0
Hence
(4.12) lim sup E“ sup |]M — £f+2|p = 0.
€0 qen i<y €

Fourth, bearing in mind that

|f(€)g(€) - fg _ f’g o fg'l

<=L g+ L= 151 +17at0) o

— €) — €) —gl?
PO T g+ 18 gy e+ D00

€2

Therefore, to prove

—q¢(0
(4.13) lim sup E“ sup |7%(6) 2:(0) - £f+3|p =0,
€0 qeu t<vy €
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it suffices to show that

L2 PR = T2 e () — am el =0,

lim sup E sup |
0 et 1<y €

—or(e) _ ,—¢1(0)
lim sup E sup | ¢ € + §§l+1e—¢t(0) P =0.
€0 aenl 1<y €

The first equation is true due to (£1) with h* = f¢. The second one is true
by a similar argument.

_ Finally, observe that for any z = (z, g+l 1, 203 g = (y, yd+l, yd+2, yd+3)
€= (&,€M1 442 ¢d3) ¢ D x R~ x Rt x R, we have

V(y) - V(z) vy y ™ —w(a)er” gt gt

— 0 V)= - + .

md+1

— " [uge (@) + v(@) (€9 4+ £42)] — ¢,

It is not hard to see (@G is true with (@I0), (EI1I), (£I12) and @I3) in
hand.

To estimate Iz(e,n,T'), we notice that V(g—a,g)(a’;f"x) is exactly X' defined
t
by (2.9) in [12], in which w is replaced by v. More precisely,

—Q,T a . —oM”" a,T 50,c a,r
Vigos)(@7) = X5 1= [vmey (057) + & “0(af™) |

t ~
b [ e o @)+ (25 4 2 1 (@2 s,
o (€26)

where
20, 0, d+1,

It follows that

I(e,n,T) = sup E*X,, < sup Ee % v ae (wf‘,&x)—ksupE(X;’a—e_(b:"’zv o (a:f‘,f))
ac acl (&y&) acd (€5e)

We first notice that as in the proof of (3.4) in [12], for each «,

E sup <Xf‘ — e_d’?’xv(ga,g)(x?’x))
tSTQ’; ¢
D

t
= sup {5 G ) 4 [ [ 00+ @02+ 80 ) s
tSTg’; 0 s
5

0, d+1,
<(glo.p +lo.0) (B sup |62+ B sup_|¢f )

<t <t

D D
o (E [
0

A A
§ §

o,
T

A
P je| 4 22ds + B sup |60+ E sup [647)
tSTg’; tSTg';
g $
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Repeat the estimates (3.19)-(3.21) in [12], we have

E sup (X7 — e 000 (20") < NyVBi(,€)

o,z
tSTD?

where N is independent of a. So
Ir(e,n,T) < sup Ee_d):"’xv(sa,g)(xf;‘f) + N+/Bi(z,¢).
ac v

We next notice that

a,x
Vigast) (Tre)

sup E'U(galf) (z52") =sup B By (254", éfjf)

ac 2l ae B, (m$&x7 53;&5)

Ve (134) U (i)
<sup E< o 2 > -/ Bi (25, 53&5)

aet \ /By (a5, £255) \/B1<m3A§c,£$a§)
D

8

+sup E — 6045 . Bl(az‘;‘f,@?&g)
agd [Byi(zlax, a)
A

=J1(e;,n,T) + Ja(e,n, T).

Notice that
ve (@) vee (@)

Bl(gj)g) V B1($7£/|£|)
is a continuous function from Dg‘ x S1 to R, where S; is the unit sphere

in RY. By Weierstrass Approximation Theorem, there exists a polynomial
W(z,€) : D} x S — R, such that

wp |9 (x)

xEDg‘,{ESl Bl(x7§)

It follows that
Ju(e,n, T) < sup BIW (2527, €5:5) = W (2 €55 [/ Bu (a5, €55
D

acd 5
+ 2sup E\/ Bl(azf;&x, 53&5)
ael
<N SuIQ)lE|xf7&x - :Eff;| Bl(:nzf,ﬁ,o;f) + 2y/Bi(x,§)
ac D

)

su EB; (227, ¢%¢
<N+/Bi(z,§) SupE|x3&m—$a&ﬂ|2+ Paca SRl
ael "p) Bi(z, &)

+ 2\/B1($,£)
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<NV/Bi(z,§)E|2Sd — a 42 + 3By (z

<N+\/Bi(z,£) <E|Ta A ”*Eﬂ + Elry — s AT
+|Tg -7 A /\/€a|> +3y/Bi(x

Thus

lim lim hmJ1 (e,n,T) < 3y/Bi(x

Ttoo ntoo €l0
Also, notice that

oY) |
Ja(e,n, T) < sup supE Bi(z o &a )
yean) cera\{o} v/ B1(y, ¢

erQl

< sup Q) W)

< ——— V/Bi(z,§).
yeaD? cerd\ {0} v/ B1(y, )

Hence,

/Bi(z,6)+N+/Bi(x,£).

lim lim lim I (e,n, T) < sup

’U
Ttoo ntoo €l ~ yedD) ¢cer\ {0} \/Bli

We conclude that
vele) oY)
Bi(z,§)  yeon) ,geRd\{O} vBi1(y, ¢

Notice that By(x,€&) = Bi(x,—&). Replacing £ by —¢&, we have

+N, Vo € D}, € e RY\ {0}.

—v(e)(T) - Cvoly)
Bi(z,§)  yeon) ,CeRd\{o} V/Bi(y, ¢
which implies that
e ()] - sup vo@I
Bi(z,§)  yeoap) cerd\foy v B1(y: ¢

Repeating the argument above in D)2, we have

+N, vz € D}, ¢ € R\ {0},

(4.14) +N, Vo € D}, ¢ € R\ {0}.

e ()] - sup vy (y)]
Ba(7,€) — yean,s.ceri\{o} v/ Ba(y, ()

The inequalities (£I4]) and (4.I5]) are the same as (3.22) and (3.24) in [12].
So by repeating the argument after (3.24) in [12], we get

|ty ()] .
(ﬁ)( r) < N<|£| 1/} @ ), a.e. in D.
(211 is proved. 0

(4.15) +N, Vz € Dy2, € € RN\ {0}

=
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Proof of (Z12). The idea is the same as the first order case. Fix x € D},

¢ € R?\ {0} and sufficiently small positive ¢y, so that B(z, €o|¢|) € D3. For

each a € A, let v := 77, (v + €§) A7\ (2) A TPs (T — €§) Ak AT, where
6 5 5

T € [1,00). We have
v(x +€€) — 2v(x) + v(x — €)
2

1 ~ —A € PY N o ~ _A €
26—2{ - SugE?+eg [v(zw(e))py(e)e ¢1() +/ (14 2ers + €275) f2= (25(€))ps(€)e 4O ds
ac

0

~ Y ~
+ 2sup By [v(azy)ﬁye_% +/ fo (xs)ﬁse_¢sds]
ac 0

= Sup B [0(2,(~ )y (—)e ™)
ac

N /0“/(1 o, + 62728)]0043 (Zs(_E))ﬁs(—e)e_ﬁgs(—e)ds} }’

in which z;"*(e€) is the solution to the It6 equation (3.I1)),

t
$2%(e) = / (11 2610 1 €27%)c (2% () )ds,
0

t
pi (€) ::exp</(e7r —|——7T Jdws — = /|e7r + 7T & ds>
0

with o € 2, 72, 7%, P 7% 79, P® defined in Lemma 2
By mtruducmg

i (e) = /O (1+ 262 4 €27%) £ (2, (€)) pale)e s,

777 (€) = (277 (€), — 9 (€). 5} (€), G (€)),
7" = (", =47 (0), 7 (0), G5 (0)),

and

we get

(@t ef) = 2v(z) +v(r — €)

€

1 (6% = (6%
:—2< —sup By, .V (2y(€) + 2sup ExV(Z,) — sup By .V (2y(— ))
€ ae?l ac ae
—E¢ V(Z(€) +2EV (2,) — ES_ V(Z,(—€
< aup BV (110 + 2BV (@) — BV (r (9
ae €
—a,r+€e€ _a,T —o,r—e€
ae €
—V(Z2TE (6) 4 2V (2%5) — V(2957 % (—e))
<supE 7 7 X +V _« + Vigag)zae) (T34
= e e () (%) + Vigosty oy (734)
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+ f};gE [ ~ Vi) (@) — V(é;%)(éﬁaﬁ)(jv& )
=G1(e,n,T) + Ga(e,n,T),

where V and &' £ are defined by (@) and ([@5), respectively, and

on . d+l,a  d+2,a d+3,a
77 (T't Tl » Tl » Tl )7

with

t
ni”l’a::_/o (26 ee6) (T57) F gy (7577) + Ardcqeoy (205°7) + 2T ez ) ds,

t
”I’,g+2a ::n?’a = (/ ﬂ-?dws> _/ ‘7'['?‘2d3 +/ erdws’
0 0 0

t
d+3,a —¢3" | pas 20T o d+1,a
i [ o o @87+ Sy (5) + (e e ar) g

(€T e 4 AT 4 27) PO (a0 | ds.

We first claim that

PGy

lim Gy (e,n,T) = 0.
el0

The proof is similar as that of (L) with the help of the following two
second-order counterparts.
First, if h%(z) € C?(Ds), and the derivatives of h®(x) are uniformly
,7

continuous in «, then for any z, 2,2/ € Ds, £,n € R?, r,# € R and n € N,
we have
h®(z) — 2h*(z) + h*(Z')
€2
— ()+ Lo () + Bty (@) + hE (")
_62 (z—x) (z—x)(z— x) (z'—x) (z'—x)(2'—x)

(0% [e% (63 *x/
_h‘(z 2x+z )( ) h(z CC)(Z CC)( )—I_h‘(z x)(z x)(z ):|7

! . N .
where z* and z*' are on the line segments Tz and z 2/, respectively. Hence,

| (14 2er + €27)h(2) — 2h%(z) + (1 — 2er + €27)h(2")
62

— (g () + hiyy (2) + drhi (@) + 27h% ()]

M) I I _ (1 )+ ()

+2ww—2h (@) + 1K () + h()) — 20%()

<|

*/ [e%
<l (@] 5 [IWemy e () = By (O 10y e (27) — By 0]

[‘M_ha (z) M_ha (x)‘]

+ 2|r| ©

|+
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+ 7[R (2) = h*(@)] + [h (&) — h“(éﬂ)l]

Second, by noticing that

~ ~ ~ t o~ ~ ~ ~

pt(e) — 2pt(0) +pt(_€) _ / (ps(e) - ps(_e) T+ ps(e) +ps(_€) 7%5) dws,

€2 0 € 2
t
"7?—1—2 - 7719 = /0 (252773 +ﬁ'm)dw37
we have
R _ 95 e
g Sup|pt(€) pt(g) +hi(—e) 2
1<y €
T H — Di(— 2 A + Dy (— 2 p/2
SN(p)EO‘</ (p—t(e) Plme) 20) Iml? + (p—t(e) A=) 1) |7rt|2dt>
0 € 2

<N(p)E* <e_p sup ]M — 2{?\21” + e Psup ‘M _ 1’217
t<y € t<v 2

Y Y
+ep/ |7rt|2pdt+ep/ |ﬁt|2pdt>
0 0

v €. v €.
SepN(p)Eo‘</ pfp(e)\m + §7Tt\2pdt +/ p?p(—e)\m + §7Tt’2pdt
0 0

7 €. 2 7 2 T
+/ |7 + =7 ”dt+/ |7re ”dt+/ |70e|*Pdt ).
0 2 0 0

Therefore,

Pe(€) — 2p¢(0) + pe(—€) 2P — 0

lim sup £ sup ] 5
€

el0 qet t<~y

In order to estimate Gy (e, n, T'), we notice that V(ﬁ?,o)(xt )+V( TG g)( &)
is exactly Y;* defined by (2.10) in [I2], in which w is replaced by v, that is

V o

oy T Vigmeeno @) =0

o,

::€_¢t |: ( )(50 5)( ) +'U( aO)( ) + 2£t ,U(Sa 5)( ) + ntv($t )]
t
-3 a,T as a,x a 0\ ra
+/0 € [ (55 ) (e 5)( )+f ( ) (4r8 +2£s)

@)
+ (208 + 4€0r2 + 778) 7o ()| ds,

where
77t _ 77f5i+2 +2£§l+2£d+1 +( d+1) +77§l+1-

As in the proof of (3.5) in [12], for each «,

a,x

E sup (V*—e Pt
1‘/<7'a';\lr
<7D

Ve eoy (727))
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—e 90" [v 0y (287) + 2800, a6, (207) + ﬁov(:na’x)}
(my )\ EE(E)NE tUT

t
—¢p$" | pas a,T as a,T Ap® 2~0 as a,T
+/0 € |: (€2°)( (Sx,&)($s ) + f(ng,O)($s ) + ( Ts + 58) ({?’5)($8 )

(208 +4E0S 4 70) £ () | ds

§N(’g‘O,D +|fY2p+  sup !U(g)(l’)!)
z€dD) |¢|=1

_1
(B sup_ml+E sup | + B sup [P+ B sup e 3P
tSTa';\C tSTQ’; tSTQ’; tg'ra’;
D D§ D§ D§

FOT
_1 D) N
+E sup e 2ttt 4+ B[ 7 T§+T8ds>
t<r Y 0

where N is independent of a. Repeat the estimates (3.30)-(3.35) in [12], we
have

o,z
E sup (Y- e %
tSTQ’;

=

U(ﬁ?»f)(g?,ﬁ)(x?7m)) é N1B1($7 5)7

with

Ny = N<|9|2,D +sup |f*2,p +  sup |U(g)($)|),
a z€dD),|c|=1

where N is independent of a. Hence
Ga(e,T) < ilelgE( - €_¢?7ZU(E?,§)(§3,£)(fE?’w)) + N1Bi(, ).
By mimicking the argument in the proof of (ZI1I), we have
fn limsup £ <_e_¢?’x”< oty gty (0 ’x)) = <yeaD§S,?£Rd\{o} %*ﬁ B, ),
where

(=)0 ®)+ = (=) () V0.
So we conclude that

lim lim Ga (e, T) < sup —————— . By(x,§) + N1Bi(z,§),
Ttoo €l0 ( ) yE@D?,CERd\{O} Bl(ya C) ( ) ( )

which implies that

(4.16)

oo+ 0 ooW oy D€ € RY\ {0).

Bl(ﬂj‘, g) yEaD?,CGRd\{O} Bl(y7 C)

Repeating the argument above for D,2, we have

(4.17)

—(—U)(g)(g) @)+ < sup —(_”)(C)(C) (y)++N1, Vo € Dy2,€ € Rd\{O}.

Bi(z,§) yEAD, 5 CERN {0} Bi(y, ()
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Since ([@I6]) and (£I7) are similar as (3.36) and (3.38) in [12], by repeating
the argument after (3.38) in [12], we get

v (@
(=)o) @)+ < N<\£P + j(’i))

The inequality ([2I2) is proved. O

Proof of (Z13). Fix an x € D. For simplicity of notation we will drop the
argument x through the proof below.
From (2.12]) we have

>, a.e. in D.

1/}2
Ve t N(ISF + %) > 0,V¢ e RY

It follows that N
Ve)e) T+ EIEI2 > 0,V € RY

Let

N

where [ is the identity matrix of size d x d.
Then we have

(V&.€) = [g]* > 0,v6 e R\ {0}.
Fix a & € R? such that p(¢) > 0. Introduce
k= VVE, 6 = |k| 2k, ¢ =VVe.
Then
tr(a®V) = tr(VVa*VV)
> 0] (VVa*VVe,0) = [k]*(a%¢,¢) = (VE,£)(a"C, ).
Taking the supremum and noticing that (£,¢) = (k,0) = 1, we get

sup tr(a®V) > (V§,€) sup(a®(, () > (V& )u(§).
acA acA
It follows that

vere < (VEE <™ (€) sup tr(a”V)

<p ) [ sup tr(a®vgs) + N sup tr(a®)].
aeA Y acA
Notice that
(&) = €[ 2ulg/1€D,

so it remains to estimate sup,c4 tr(a“vy,) from above. The equation

sup [L% — *v+ f*] =0

acA
implies that

L% — v+ f* <0,Va € A.
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Thus
tr(a®vag) = (a*) 04155 < |(0%)|0,0|vail0,0 + c*lo,plvlo.0 + [f*|o.p < K.

O

Proof of the existence and uniqueness of (2.17)). The fact that v given by
23) and (2.4) satisfies ([2I4]) follows from Theorem 1.3 in [5].

To proof the uniqueness, assume that vi,vs € C’llo’cl(D) N C%Y(D) are
solutions of (Z.I14)). Let A = |v1]o,p V|v2|o,p. For constants § and ¢ satisfying
0<d<e<1,define

(z,t) =e(l +(x)Ae™, V(z,t) = v(z)e =" in D x (0,00),

F[V] = sup(V; + LV — ¢V + ) in D x (0, 00).

acA

Notice that a.e. in D, we have

F[V,—v] > —ee 0 +00 —eAe™% sup L +inf U > EA(e_‘;t—e_at) >0,

FVa+ 0] < ee vy — 60 + eAe % sup L) — igf AW < eAe ™ —e™%) < 0.
o
On 0D x (0,00), we have
Vi—Vo—20 =-2¥ <0.
On D x T, where T = T'(g, ) is a sufficiently large constant, we have
Vi—Vo =20 = (v — vg)e_eT —2e(1+ Q,Z))Ae_éT < 2A(e_€T — se_‘sT) <0.
Applying Theorem 1.1 in [2], we get
Vi — Vo —2¥ <0ae. in D x (0,T).
It follows that
v] — vy < 2e(l1+Y)Ae — 0, ase — 0, a.e. in D.

Similarly, vo —v; < 0 a.e. in D. The uniqueness is proved.
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