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Abstract

We study linear backward stochastic partial differential equations of parabolic type with
special boundary conditions in time. The standard Cauchy condition at the terminal time is
replaced by a condition that holds almost surely and mixes the random values of the solution
at different times, including the terminal time, initial time and continuously distributed
times. Uniqueness, solvability and regularity results for the solutions are obtained. In
particular, conditions of existence of periodic in time and ”almost periodic” solutions are
obtained for backward SPDEs.
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1 Introduction

Partial differential equations and stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) have fun-
damental significance for natural sciences, and various boundary value problems for them were
widely studied. Usually, well-posedness of a boundary value depends on the choice of the bound-
ary value conditions. For the deterministic parabolic equations, well-posedness requires the cor-
rect choice of the initial condition. For example, consider the heat equation u; = v/, t € [0, 7.
For this equation, a boundary value problem with the Cauchy condition at initial time ¢ = 0 is
well-posed, and a boundary value problem with the Cauchy condition at terminal time ¢t = T is

ill-posed. It is known also that the problems for deterministic parabolic equation are well-posed

for periodic type condition u(z,0) = u(z,T); see, e.g., Dokuchaev (1994, 1995), Fife (1964),
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Hess (1991), Lieberman (1999), Nakao (1984), Shelukhin (1993), Vejvoda (1982). Less is known
for parabolic equation with more general non-local in time conditions and for SPDEs.

Boundary value problems for SPDEs are well studied in the existing literature for the case
of forward parabolic Ito equations with the Cauchy condition at initial time (see, e.g., Alds
et al (1999), Bally et al (1994), Da Prato and Tubaro (1996), Gyongy (1998), Krylov (1999),
Maslowski (1995), Pardoux (1993), Rozovskii (1990), Walsh (1986), Zhou (1992), and the bibli-
ography there). Many results have been also obtained for the backward parabolic Ito equations
with Cauchy condition at terminal time, as well as for pairs of forward and backward equations
with separate Cauchy conditions at initial time and the terminal time respectively; see, e.g.,
Yong and Zhou (1999), and the author’s papers (1992), (2005),(2011), (2012). Note that a
backward SPDE cannot be transformed into a forward equation by a simple time change, unlike
as for the case of deterministic equations. Usually, a backward SPDE is solvable in the sense
that there exists a diffusion term being considered as a part of the solution that helps to ensure
that the solution is adapted to the driving Brownian motions.

There are also results for SPDEs with boundary conditions that mix the solution at different
times that may include initial time and terminal time. This category includes stationary type
solutions for forward SPDEs (see, e.g., Caraballo et al (2004), Chojnowska-Michalik (19987),
Chojnowska-Michalik and Goldys (1995), Duan et al (2003), Mattingly (1999) Mohammed et
al (2008), Sinai (1996), and the references here). There are also results for periodic solutions
of SPDEs (Chojnowska-Michalik (1990), Feng and Zhao (2012), Kliinger (2001)). As was men-
tioned in Feng and Zhao (2012), it is difficult to expect that, in general, a SPDE has a periodic
in time solution u(-,t)|;c[o,7] in a usual sense of exact equality u(-,t) = u(-,T’) that holds almost
surely given that u(-,t) is adapted to some Brownian motion.

In a different setting, the existence of almost surely periodic solutions for ordinary stochastic
equations was established in Rodkina (1992) for ordinary stochastic differential equations; the
driving Brownian motion was replaced by a Brownian bridge.

In a more typical setting with driving Brownian motion, the periodicness of the solutions of
stochastic equations has to be interpreted differently. This periodicness was usually considered
in the sense of the distributions. In Feng and Zhao (2012), the periodicness was established
in a stronger sense as a "random periodic solution (see Definition 1.1 from Feng and Zhao
(2012)); this definition does not assume the equality u(-,t) = u(-, 7). In Feng and Zhao (2012),
semi-linear parabolic Ito equations with a self-adjoint main operator were considered.

The present paper addresses these and related problems again; we found a setting where

periodicness condition hold almost surely as well as more general non-local boundary value



conditions. It appears that this is possible with the replacement of forward SPDEs for backward
SPDEs.

We consider linear Dirichlet condition at the boundary of the state domain; the equations
are of a parabolic type and are not necessary self-adjoint. The standard boundary value Cauchy
condition at the one fixed time is replaces by a condition that mixes in one equation the values
of the solution at different times over given time interval, including the terminal time and
continuously distributed times. This is a novel setting comparing with the periodic conditions
for the distributions, or with conditions from Kliinger (2001) and Feng and Zhao (2012), or
with conditions for expectations from Dokuchaev (2008). These conditions include, for instance,
conditions ku(-,0) = u(-,T') a.e. with x € [—1,1] (Theorem [3.5]). We present sufficient conditions
for existence and regularity of the solutions in Lo-setting (Theorems BIH3H). Less restrictive
sufficient conditions of existence of ”almost periodic” solutions of backward SPDEs are obtained
in Corollary 311

It is interesting that the almost surely periodicness was achieved for the purely backward
SPDEs rather than for the forward-backward SPDEs used in Feng and Zhao (2012). Usually,
backward SPDEs are used with Cauchy condition at the terminal time. Our results open a way
to extend applications of backward SPDEs on the problems with periodic and mixed in time

conditions.

2 The problem setting and definitions

We are given a standard complete probability space (€2, F,P) and a right-continuous filtration
F: of complete o-algebras of events, t > 0. We are given also a IN-dimensional Wiener process
w(t) with independent components; it is a Wiener process with respect to F;.

Assume that we are given an open domain D C R"™ such that either D = R" or D is bounded
with C2-smooth boundary dD. Let T > 0 be given, and let Q 2 Dx [0,T].

We will study the following boundary value problem in

N N
dyu + (Au+ @) dt + > Bixgdt = > x(t)dwi(t), t >0, (2.1)
=1 =1
u(z,t,w) |zeop =0 (2.2)
u(+,T) —Tu() =& (2.3)

Here u = u(x,t,w), Y= (10(337157("})7 Xi = Xi(!E,t,W), (:Evt) € Q7 w e
In 23], ' is a linear operator that maps functions defined on @ x € to functions defines on

D x Q. For instance, the case where I'u = u(+,0) is not excluded; this case corresponds to the



periodic type boundary condition

In @),

vs ai <““°" )*Zfz“w o, @)+ Al tw)o(@), (2.5)
i=1 v j=1

where b;;, f;, z; are the components of b, f, and x respectively, and

Biv—jz()ﬁl(:ntw)—i—ﬁl(xtw) (), i=1,...N. (2.6)

We assume that the functions b(x,t,w) : R"x[0,T]xQ — R™*", ;(x,t,w) : R"x[0,T]xQ —
R", Bi(z,t,w) : R"x[0,T]xQ — R, f(z,t,w) : R*x[0, T]xQ — R™, A(z,t,w) : R"x[0, T]xQ —
R, xi(z,t,w) : R" x [0,T] x @ — R, and ¢(z,t,w) : R" x [0,T] x Q@ — R are progressively
measurable with respect to F; for all x € R", and the function {(z,w) : R" x Q@ — R is
Fo-measurable for all x € R™. In fact, we will also consider ¢ and ¢ from wider classes. In
particular, we will consider generalized functions (.

If the functions b, f, A, ¢, I', and &, are deterministic, then x; = 0 and equation (2] is

deterministic.

Spaces and classes of functions

We denote by || - || x the norm in a linear normed space X, and (-,-)x denote the scalar product
in a Hilbert space X.

We introduce some spaces of real valued functions.

Let G ¢ R* be an open domain, then qu(G) denote the Sobolev space of functions that
belong to L,(G) together with the distributional derivatives up to the mth order, ¢ > 1.

We denote by | - | the Euclidean norm in R¥, and G denote the closure of a region G' C RF.

Let H® £ Ly(D), and let H! éVTO@l (D) be the closure in the W3 (D)-norm of the set of all
smooth functions u : D — R such that u|yp = 0. Let H? = W2(D) N H! be the space equipped
with the norm of W#(D). The spaces H* and W¥ (D) are called Sobolev spaces, they are Hilbert
spaces, and H is a closed subspace of W& (D), k = 1,2.

Let H~! be the dual space to H', with the norm || - || -1 such that if uw € H° then ||u|| ;-1
is the supremum of (u,v)go over all v € H' such that ||v|;: < 1. H~!is a Hilbert space.

We shall write (u,v)go for u € H~! and v € H', meaning the obvious extension of the

bilinear form from v € H% and v € H*.



We denote by ¢, the Lebesgue measure in R¥, and we denote by By, the o-algebra of Lebesgue
sets in RF.

We denote by P the completion (with respect to the measure ¢; x P) of the o-algebra of
subsets of [0,T] x 2, generated by functions that are progressively measurable with respect to
Fi.

We introduce the spaces

XF(s,t) = L%([s,t] x Q,P, {1 x P; H"),

Zp 2 1A, F, P HY),

Ck (s, 1) é()([s,t];zgi), k=-1,0,1,2,
XE=L%([0,T] x Q, P,{; x P; C*(D)), k>0.

The spaces X*(s,t) and Z} are Hilbert spaces.

We introduce the spaces
YE(s,t) 2 XF(s,t)nCF (s, t), k=1,2,

with the norm [[ulyx s 1) 2 [wllxr s,y + lluller-1(s4)- For brevity, we shall use the notations
Xk 2 Xk0,T), C* 2 C*(0,T), and Y* £ Y*(0,T).

We also introduce spaces C}%C consisting of u € C* such that either u € C* or there exists
0 = O(u) € [0,T] such that Hu("t)”Zc]F is bounded, u(-,t) is continuous in Z% in t € [0,6],
and u(-,t) is continuous in Zfll? int € [@+eT] for any ¢ > 0. We also introduce spaces

k k k—1
Yk, = xFnckZl

Conditions for the coefficients

To proceed further, we assume that Conditions [Z.IH2.3] remain in force throughout this paper.

Condition 2.1 The matriz b = b' is symmetric and bounded. In addition, there exists a

constant § > 0 such that

N
1
y bz, t,w)y — 3 Z ly" Bi(z, t,w)> > dly> Yy eR", (z,t) e Dx[0,T], weQ (2.7

i=1

Condition 2.2 The functions f(x,t,w), Mz,t,w), Bi(z,t,w), and B;(x,t,w), are bounded.

Condition 2.3 The mapping I : YI%C — Z% is linear and continuous.



Condition 23] allows, for instance, to consider I' such I'u = wu(-,0), i.e., it covers periodic
boundary value conditions (2.4]). Another example includes the case where there exists an integer
m >0, aset {t;}, C [0,T), and linear continuous operators Lo : Ly([0,T); By, t1, HY) — HO,
I;: HY— H° i =1,..,N, such that

m
Tu=Tou+ Z fiu(-, t;).
i=1

In particular, it includes

5 T
Fou = / ko(Bu(-, )dt,  Tyu(- ;) = k(- t:),
0

where ko(-) € L2(0,7) and k; € R. It covers also I' such that

T
fou:/o dt/Dko(x,y,t)u(y,t)dx, Fiu(-,ti)(az):/Dki(x,y)u(y,ti)dy,

where k;(-) are some regular enough kernels.

We introduce the set of parameters

A

P = <n, D, T T, 6,
555D, [ 1D, £,0)| + | (2 ,0)] + (2, £,0)| + i, )] + [BiCa )]

Sometimes we shall omit w.

The definition of solution

Proposition 2.1 Let ( € X, let a sequence {(;}2>] C L>([0,T] x Q2,41 x P; C(D)) be such
that all C(-,t,w) are progressively measurable with respect to Fi, and let || — Ck||xo — 0. Let
t €[0,T] and j € {1,...,N} be given. Then the sequence of the integrals fg Ce(z, s,w) dw;(s)

converges in Z{ as k — oo, and its limit depends on (, but does not depend on {Cy}.

Proof follows from completeness of X° and from the equality

2

e [ Gk 5) — G, [ ds = [ (] (Gl 50) — Gl 5, 0)) (o))

Definition 2.1 Let ¢ € X° ¢t €[0,T],j € {1,..., N}, then we define fg ((z,s,w) dw;(s) as the
limit in ZY as k — oo of a sequence fg Ce(x, s,w) dw;(s), where the sequence {(;} is such as in

Proposition 2.11



Definition 2.2 Let u € Y, x; € X% i =1,..,N, and ¢ € X~'. We say that equations
2I)-([22) are satisfied if

T
u(t,w) =u(-, T w) + /t (Au(-, s,w) + ¢(+, s,w)) ds

N . N7
+ Bixi(-, s,w)ds — i(+, 8) dw;(s)

for all r, ¢ such that 0 <r <t < T, and this equality is satisfied as an equality in Z L

Note that the condition on 0D is satisfied in the sense that u(-,¢,w) € H! for a.e. t,w. Further,
u € Y, and the value of u(-,t,w) is uniquely defined in Z% given t, by the definitions of the
corresponding spaces. The integrals with dw; in (2.8)) are defined as elements of ZCOF. The integral
with ds in (2.8)) is defined as an element of Z . ! In fact, Definition requires for (2.1]) that

this integral must be equal to an element of Z% in the sense of equality in Z}, L

3 The main results

Theorem 3.1 There exist a number k = k(P) > 0 such that problem (21))-(2.3) has an unique
solution (u,X1,...,xn) in the class Y1 x (XN, for any o € X1, ¢ € Z%, and any T such that

IT|| < &, where ||T|| is the norms of the operator ' : Y — Z9. In addition,

N
Julyr + 3" il < € (llell— + el z9.) (3.1)

i=1

where C'= C(k,P) > 0 is a constant that depends only on k and P.

Let I denote the indicator function.

Theorem 3.2 Let I' be such that there exists @ < T such that Tu = I'(Iy;<gyu). Then

N
by + 3 Iallo < € (el + lullxr + l€lz9) (3.2)

i=1
for all solutions (u, X1, ..., Xn) of problem (Z1)-(Z-3) in the class Y x (X°)N, where C = C(P) >
0 depends only on P and does not depend on u, ¢ and €.

Starting from now and up to the end of this section, we assume that Condition [3.1] holds.

Condition 3.1 (i) The domain D is bounded.



(ii) The functions b(x,t,w), f(z,t,w), Az, t,w), Bi(z,t,w) and B;(x,t,w) are differentiable in

x for a.e. t,w, and the corresponding derivatives are bounded.
(iii) Bi(x,t,w) =0 forx €dD,i=1,..,N.
(iv) Fo is the P-augmentation of the set {(),Q}.

In particular, it follows from this condition that there exist modifications of §; such that the

functions f;(z,t,w) are continuous in x for a.e. t,w. We assume that (; are such functions.

Theorem 3.3 Assume that I = Ty + I'1, where Ty : X' — Z& and T'1 : YJEC — Z& are
continuous linear operators such that there exists @ < T and C > 0 such that HFl(]I{th}u)HZé <
luli<ollcr(,0) for all uw € Y such that uli<g € C'(0,0). Assume that problem (21)-(23) with
© =0, £ =0, does not admit non-zero solutions (u, X1, ..., Xn) in the class Y1 x (XO)N. Then
problem (21)-(23) has a unique solution (u,X1,...,xn) in the class Y1 x (XON, for any ¢ €
X1 and € € HY. In addition,

N

lullys + > lxillxo < C (lellx—r + [1€llmo) (3.3)
i=1

where C' > 0 does not depend on ¢ and &.

Example 3.1 The assumptions on I' in Theorem [3.3] are satisfied, for instance, if there exists
an integer m > 0, a set {t;}7, C [0,7), and linear continuous operators [ : Ly(Q) — HY,
[;: H — H° i =0,1,..,N, such that the operators T' : Ly([0,T]; By, ¢1, H') — W} (D) and
[;: H' — W4 (D) are continuous and

m

Tu =Tou(-,0) + E{Tu+ > Tiu(-,t;)}.

i=1

Theorem 3.4 Assume that ' is such as described in Theorem [3.3. In this case, there exists

g0 > 0 such that, for any € € (—¢eo,e0) such that € # 0, problem (21)-(2.2) with the boundary

value condition
u(T)— 1 +e)lu=¢ (3.4)

has a unique solution (u,x1,...,xn) in the class Y x (XN for any p € X~ and € € H®. In
addition,
N
lullyr + Y lIxillxo < C (lellx-1 + I€]lzo0) (3.5)
i=1

where C'= C(e) > 0 does not depend on ¢ and §.



Corollary 3.1 Let K € R be given. Then there exists eg = eo(P,k) > 0 such that, for any
€ € (—¢eo,0) such that € # 0, for any ¢ € X', there exists a unique solution (u, X1, ..., Xn) of
problem (21),(2.2) in the class Y x (X°)N, such that

u(-,T) = k(1 +€)u(-,0). (3.6)

If k = 1, then one may say that backward SPDE (21))-(2.2) allows an ”almost periodic” solutions

in this sense.

It would be interesting to find an example where an exact periodic condition is satisfied (i.e.,when

e =0 is allowed in ([B6]). So far, we found the following example.

Theorem 3.5 Let 5; = 0 and let the functions b, f and X be such that the operator A can be
represented as

5% ov ~

Av = 37 biglasts) g ) 4+ 3 il ) g o) 4+ s tw)o(a)

=1

ij=1
where /)\\(az,t,w) < 0 a.e., and where ﬁ are bounded functions. Let b € X2, fe X2, A€ Xl
B; € X2, and let Tu = ku(-,0), where k € [—1,1], i.e, condition (Z.3) can be rewritten as

u(+,T) — ku(-,0) =¢&. (3.7)

Then problem (Z1)-(22),(3-7) has a unique solution (u,X1,...,xn) in the class Y1 x (XN for
any p € X and € € Z%. In addition, (3:3) holds with C > 0 that does not depend on ¢ and &.

For deterministic parabolic equations, similar conditions were introduced in Dokuchaev (1994)

(see also Theorem 2.2 from Dokuchaev (2004)).

4 Proofs

Let s € (0,T], p € X~ and ® € Z2. Consider the problem
dyu + (Au+ @) dt + 30| Bixi(t)dt = S0y xa(t)dws(t), < s,
u(x7t7w)’f£€aD7 (41)
u(z, s,w) = ®(z,w).

The following lemma represents an analog of the so-called "the first energy inequality”,
or "the first fundamental inequality” known for deterministic parabolic equations (see, e.g.,

inequality (3.14) from Ladyzhenskaya (1985), Chapter III).



Lemma 4.1 Assume that Conditions [2IHZ.3 are satisfied. Then problem ({.1]) has an unique
solution a unique solution (u, X1, ..., xn) in the class Y1 x (X°)N for any o € X71(0,s), ® € 27,

and

N
HU”Yl(o,s) + Z [xillxo < C (H‘PHX*l(o,s) + H‘pﬂzg) ) (4.2)

i=1

where C' = C(P) does not depend on ¢ and &.

(See, e.g., Dokuchaev (1991) or Theorem 4.2 from Dokuchaev (2010)).

Note that the solution u = wu(-,t) is continuous in ¢ in Ly(Q, F,P, H?), since Y1(0,5) =
X10,5)n (0, s).

Introduce operators Ls : X 1(0,s) — Y1(0,s) and L : Z0 — Y!(0,s), such that u =
Lo + Ly®, where (u, X1, ..., xn) is the solution of problem (I)) in the class Y2 x (X1)V. By
Lemma [4.1] these linear operators are continuous.

Introduce operators Q : Z% — Z% and 7 : X1 — Z% such that Q¢ = I'L7® and Ty =
'Ly, ie, QP+ Ty = I'u, where u is the solution in Y of problem ([@I]) with s =T, ¢ € X1,
and ¢ € Z% It is easy to see that if the operator I' : Y1 — Z% is continuous, then the operators
Q:2% — Z% and T : X~! — ZY are linear and continuous. In particular, |Q|| < ||| L],
where [|Q]|, |||, and ||£r||, are the norms of the operators Q : Z% — Z% T : Y — Z% and

Loy : Z% — Y1 respectively.

Lemma 4.2 Assume that the operator T' : Y1 — Z2 is continuous. If the operator (I — Q)~!:
79 — Z% is also continuous then problem ({-1) has a unique solution (u,x1, ..., Xn) in the class

YEx (XN for any o € X7, ® € Z8. For this solution,
u= Ly +Lr(I - Q) (E+ Ty) (4.3)

and

N
lully 0,0 + D Ixillxo < C (Iellx-10,9) + 1@llz0) .
i=1

where C'= C(P) does not depend on ¢ and &.

Proof of Lemma For brevity, we denote u(-,t) = u(z,t,w). Clearly, u € Y is the
solution of problem (ZI)-(Z3) with some (x1, ..., xn) € (X°)V if and only if

u=Lru(-,T) + L7, (4.4)
u(+, T) —Tu=¢. (4.5)

10



Since I'u = Qu(-,T') + T ¢, equation (LI can be rewritten as
u(-,T) — Qu(-,T) — Ty =¢. (4.6)
By the continuity of (I — Q)~!, equation (&8]) can be rewritten as
u(,T)= (I - Q) e+ Ty).
Therefore, equations (£4])-(4.35]) imply that
u=Lro+ Lru(-,T) = Lrp + Lo(I — Q)" HE+ To).

Further, let us show that if (43])) holds then equations (£4])-(&5]) hold. Let u be defined by
@3). Since u = Ly + Lyu(-,T), it follows that u(-,T) = (I — Q)1 (¢ + Ty). Hence

u(7T) - Qu(vT) =+ T‘/)’
ie, u(,T)—TLpu(-,\T) =&+ Tp =&+ T'Lpp. Hence

This means that (4.4])-(@35]) hold. Then the proof of Lemma [£.2] follows. [

Proof of Theorem[3 1l Since the operator Q : Z% — Z:(} is continuous, the operator (I—Q)~! :
79 — Z2 is continuous for small enough ||Q||, i.e. for a small enough x > 0. Then the proof of
Theorem [3.1] follows. [

Proof of Theorem For a real ¢ > 0, set ug(z,t,w) = eq(T_t)u(x,t,w). Then u, is the
solution of problem (2.I)-(23]) with ¢ replaced by ¢ + ¢ - u, and with A and I" replaced by A,
and fq, where

Ag S+ q, Fyu = Tug.

By the assumptions on I', we have that
—q(T—6
ITgull g = ITugllz < e[l 0.

It follows that ||Ty|| — 0 as ¢ — o0, for the norm of the operator I'; : Y — Z%. By Lemma
41 and Theorem [B.1], it follows that, for a large enough ¢ > 0,

N

lugllys + D lIxillxo < Cu (e + quqllx— + I€]112,)
i=1

< O ([lellx— + llugllx—1 + [1€ll#0) »

11



where C1 = C1(P) > 0 and Cy = C3(q,P) > 0 do not depend on u,p,&. Then the proof of
Theorem follows. [

Starting from now, we assume that Condition B.] is satisfied, in addition to Conditions
212,31

The following lemma represents an analog of the so-called ”the second energy inequality”, or
"the second fundamental inequality” known for the deterministic parabolic equations (see, e.g.,

inequality (4.56) from Ladyzhenskaya (1985), Chapter III).

Lemma 4.3 Problem (1) has a unique solution (u,X1,...,xn) in the class Y2 x (X1)N for
any o € XV, ® € Z:lp, and

N
lully= + " Ixillxr < € (Il + 19123 ) (4.7)
1=1

where C > 0 does not depend on ¢ and ®; it depends on P an on the supremums of the

derivatives listed in Condition [F1(ii).

The lemma above represents a reformulation of Theorem 3.4 from Dokuchaev (2010) or
Theorem 4.3 from Dokuchaev (2012). In the cited paper, this result was obtained under some
strengthened version of Condition 2.1} this was restrictive. In Du and Tang (2012), this result

was obtained without this restriction, i.e., under Condition 2.1] only.
Lemma 4.4 The operator Q : ZCOF — Z% 18 compact.

Proof of Lemma Let u = Lo®, where ¢ € ZCOF. By the semi-group property of backward
SPDEs from Theorem 6.1 from Dokuchaev (2010), we obtain that ul,cps = Lsu(:,s) for all
s € (0,T]. By Lemmas [T and [£.3] we have that

o [T )
ITufZ: < Co sup |lu(-,7)|7 < Cr sup inf Jlu(, )70 < sup =—— [ [lu(-,t)[[Z:dt
% 7€[0,0] % refo,T]telmT] Zi = eom T —7 ), Z}
Cy )
<

and
2 T 2
Toul3y < G5B [ a0, de < Cill9l .

for constants C; > 0 which do not depend on ®. Hence the operator Q : Z% — W3 (D) is
continuous. Since the embedding of WQI(D) to HY and to Z% is a compact operator, the proof

of Lemma [4.4] follows. [

12



Proof of Theorem By the assumptions, the equation Q® = ® has the only solution
® = 0in H°. By Lemma[4 and by the Fredholm Theorem, the operator (I —Q)~': HY — HY
is continuous. Then the proof of Theorem B3] follows from representation (4.7). O

Proof of Theorem[3] By Lemma.4land by the Fredholm Theorem again, for any g € (0, 1),
there exists a finite set A C C such that the operator (A\I — Q)™ : H® — HY is continuous
for all A € (1 —e0,1 4+ €9)\A. Then the proof of Theorem [B.4] follows from representation (4.7
again. [J

Corollary [31lis a special case of Theorem [3.4] with T'u = u(+,0).

Proof of Theorem 34 Let functions 3; : Q x Q —» R", i = 1,..., M, be such that

2b(z, t,w) Zﬂ,xtwﬁz(aztw +Zﬂjxtwﬂj(xtw)

i=1 j=1
and f3; has the similar properties as ;. (Note that, by Condition 211, 2b > Zf\il Bi BZ.T ).

Let w(t) = (w1(t),...,wnm(t)) be a new Wiener process independent on w(t). Let a €
Ly (Q, F,P;R™) be a vector such that a € D. We assume also that a is independent from
(w(t) —w(ty),w(t) —w(ty)) for all t > t; > s. Let s € [0,T) be given. Consider the following

Ito equation

M
dy(t) = Fly(t dt+Zﬁz t) dw; (t Z t) d; (),

Here f: D x [0,T] x © — R™ is a vector functions with the components fi.
Let y(t) = y»5(t) be the solution of [@R), and let 7% = inf{t > s: y®5(t) ¢ D}.

Lemma 4.5 For any ¥ > 0, there exists v = v(0) € (0,1) that depends only on ¥ and P such
that P(7%* > s +19) < v, for all s > 0, and for any random vector a such that a € D a.s. and

a does not depend on w(t) —w(r) for allt >r > s.

Note that if the functions f(:n,t,w) = f(:z:) and f(x,t,w) = F(x) are non-random and
constant in ¢, then existence of v € (0,1) such that P(7%* > s+ 9) < v (Va, s) is obvious.
Proof of Lemma [{.9. In this proof, we will follow the approach from Dokuchaev (2004),
p-296. Let u = (f, B,x,s).
Clearly, there exists a finite interval D 2 (d1,d2) C R and a bounded domain D,,_; ¢ R"™!
such that D C Dy x D,,_1.
For (z,s) € D x [0,s), let 7% = inf{t > y1°(t) ¢ D1}, where yi*(t) is the first
Yo
Yn

s
component of the vector y™5(t) = (y;*(t), ... (t)). We have that

P(r"® > s+9) < P(1;° > s+9) =P(y]°(t) € D1 Vit € [s,5 + V)). (4.9)
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Let
N+M

Z/s r)dw;(r Z/S r)dw;(r), t>s,

k=N+1

where h = (hy,..,An+ar) is a vector row with values in RYX(N+m) that represents the first row

of the matrix

(ﬂl?"’?ﬂN?Bl?"'?B\M)

with the values in R#X(NV+M),

Let D; 2 (dy 4+ Ki,dy + K3), where K; = —dy — ﬁsupm’w\fl(a;,t,w)\, Ky = —dy +
v sup, 4 \fl(a;, t,w)|. Clearly, Dy depends only on n, D, and cy. It is easy to see that

P(y7*(t) € Dy Vt € [s,s +U]) < P(MF(t) € Dy Vt € [s,5 +0]). (4.10)
Further,
h(y™> (), 6) TRy (8),t) = [h(y™* (1), )[* € [6, cg), (4.11)
where
6= inf 26Th(x, t,w)E, cg= sup 26 Th(z, t, w)E.
z,s,w, EERM: |€]=1 ( ) ’ z,s,w, EER™: [€]=1 ( )

Clearly, M*(t) is a martingale vanishing at s with quadratic variation process
M“t—/\h @8 (r), )| ?dr, t>s.

Let 0#(t) = inf{r > s : [M*], > t—s}. Note that 6%(s) = s, and the function 0% (t) is strictly
increasing in t > s given (x, s). By Dambis—Dubins—Schwarz Theorem (see, e.g., Revuz and Yor
(1999)), the process B*(t) = M(6*(t)) is a Brownian motion vanishing at s, i.e., B#(s) = 0, and
M#(t) = B*(s + [M*"];). Clearly,

P(M~(t) e Dy Vtels,s+9)) =P(B“(s+[MF),) €Dy Vtels s+1])

R (4.12)
< P(BH(r) € D1 Vre€[s,s+ [MF]sig]).
By (@II)), [M"]s+9 > 00 a.s. for all z,s. Hence
P(B"(r) € D1 Vr € [s,s+ [M"|s19]) < P(B*(r) € Dy Vr € [s,s+ 6V)). (4.13)

By (@9)-({I10) and (£I12)-@I3), it follows that
sup, P(7%° > s + 1) <v = sup, P(B*(r) € Dy Vr € [s, s+ 60]),
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and v = v(P) € (0,1). This completes the proof of Lemma O

Let us introduce operators

x A - 82 - 0 -~ ~
A= 2 Fmiaz; (Lu@ v(@) = 222 5z (Bl 00(@)) + A, po(a)

and
Biv = — Z 0 (Bik(z, t,w) v(z)) + Bi(2, t,w) v(z), i=1,...,N.
—1 E?xk

Here b;;, x;, B, are the components of b, 3;, and x.

Let p € Z2, and let p = p(z,t,w) be the solution of the problem
N
dip = A'pdt + > Bfpdwi(t), t>s,
i=1
p|t=S =P, p($7t7w)|x€8D =0.
By Theorem 3.4.8 from Rozovskii (1990), this boundary value problem has an unique solution
p € Y1(s,T). Introduce an operator M, : Z0 — Y'1(s,T) such that p = Mp, wherep € Y(s,T)
is the solution this boundary value problem..
The following lemma represents an analog of the so-called ”the second energy inequality”, or
"the second fundamental inequality” known for the deterministic parabolic equations (see, e.g.,

inequality (4.56) from Ladyzhenskaya (1985), Chapter III).

Lemma 4.6 [Dokuchaev (2005)] Problem (1) has an unique solution p € Y2 for any p € Z1,

and
Iplly2(s,7) < Clipllzz, (4.14)
where C > 0 does not depend on p. This C depends on P and on the supremums of the

derivatives in Condition [31].

By Theorem 4.2 from Dokuchaev (2010), we have that kp(-,T) = Q*p, i.e.,

(p, QD) 29 = (ps 0(,0)) g = (P> T), K0 T)) 29, = (hp(T),®) 1o (4.15)
for v = L7®. (See also Lemma 6.1 from Dokuchaev (1991) and related results in Zhou (1992)).
Suppose that there exists ® € Z2 such that xv(-,0) = v(-,T) for v = L7®, i.e., v(-0) =
Q® = ®. Let us show that ® = 0 in this case.
Since Q® € ZJ, it follows that ® € H® = ZJ. Let p = Mgp and p(z,t,0) = Ep(z,t,w)
(meaning the projection from Z% on H® = ZJ). Introduce an operator Q : H° — H° such that
kp(-,T) = Qp. By (4I5]), the properties of ® lead to the equality

(p - H/p(HT)v (I)('vT))Z% = (,0 - "fﬁ('aTL (I)('7T))Ho =0 Vpe HO’ (4’16)
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It suffices to show that the set {p — xp(-,T)},cpo is dense in H°. For this, it suffices to show
that the equation p — Qp = z is solvable in H? for any z € H°.

Let us show that the operator Q : H® — H? is compact. Let p be the solution of ({#I4)).
This means that kEp(-,T) = Qp. By Lemma [£3] it follows that

Hp('vT)HZ}_ < CHp("S)HZé}’ TE [S7T]7 (417)

where C, > 0 is a constant that does not depend on p, s, and 7.

We have that p|,c(s 7] = Msp(-, s) for all s € [0,T], and, for 7 > 0,

_ 9 2 : 2
7Dy, < CollbG T, < Cr it 012,

g T
T

IN

C C
2 2 2 3
IpC DI dt < ZllplBer < 2] a0

for constants C; > 0 that do not depend on ®. Hence the operator Q : H® — H' is continuous.
The embedding of H' into HY is a compact operator (see, e.g., Theorem 7.3 from Ladyzhenskaia
(1985), Chapter I).

Let us show that if

#p(-.T) = KEp(-,T) = Qp = p(-,0) (4.18)

for some p € HY then p = 0.

Let p € HY be such that p > 0 a.e. and [, p(z)de = 1. Let a € Lo(Q, F,P;R™) be
independent from the process (w(:),@(-)) such that a € D a.s. and it has the probability
density function p. Let p = Mop, and let y*°(¢) be the solution of Ito equation (&&) with the
initial condition y(0) = a.

For t > s, set
(02 e (~ [ M0 d).
By Theorem 6.1 from Dokuchaev (2011),
E/Dp(a;,T,w)tID(x,w)dx = /Dp(x,O)u(a:, 0)dx = E]I{Ta,OZT}’y“’S(T)(ID(y“’O(T)) a.s. (4.19)

for all bounded functions ® € Z% and u = Lr®. If D = R" and I a0<p =1, then this equality
follows from Theorem 5.3.1 from Rozovskii (2001).

Equality (4I9) means that p(z,T,w) is the conditional (given Fr) probability density func-
tion of the vector y*°(T) if the process y°(¢) is killed at D and if it is killed inside D with
the rate of killing . In particular, it follows that p(z,t,w) > 0 a.e. and

E/ p(z, T,w)dr < Elfaosry = P(r*? > T).
b >
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By Lemma 4.5 it follows that

E/ p(x, T, w)dr < / Ep(x,T,w)dx <v < 1.
D D

By the linearity of problem (414, it follows that p(x,T,w) > 0 a.e. and
/ Ep(z,T,w)dx < 1// p(x)dz (4.20)
D D
for every non-negative p(z).

Suppose that ([@I8) holds for p € HO. Let

p+(2) = max(0, p(2),  p-(z) = max(0, —p(x)).

Let p4 and p_ be the solutions of (I4]) with s = 0 and with p replaced by py respectively. Let
pt(x,t) = Epy(z,t,w). By the definitions,

p+(-T) = Qpy, p-(-T) = Qp-.

By (419, it follows that py(x,T) > 0 for a.e. . By ([£20)), it follows that
/pi(az,T)da; < V/ p+(x)dx. (4.21)
D D
Let us assume first that p; # 0 and that £ € [0,1]. It follows that there exist a measurable
set Dy C D such that mes (Dy) > 0 and that p(xz) > 0 and p4(z,T) < p(z) for all x € Dy. It
follows that p(z,T) = p4(x,T) —p—(z,t) < p(x). Therefore, kp(z,T) # p(x) for x € Dy. Hence
kp(+,T) # p in this case. Similarly, we can show that kp(-,T) # p if p— # 0 and k € [0, 1].
Further, let us assume that x € [—1,0). Let Dy = {x : p(x) >0}, D_ = {z: p(z) < 0}. By

the assumptions,

/D+ plz)de = ”‘/D+ bz, T)dz > 0, /D p(x)dz = m/ e, T)dz < 0. (4.22)

We have that

0< —/D+ p(z, T)dx < —1// p(x)dx, 0< / p(x, T)dx < 1//D+ p(x)dx.

Hence

- /D e T)de < / B, T)de, / e, T)da < v /D e T

Hence

/D+ p(x, T)dx > zm/ p(z, T)dz, / Pz, T)dx < un/D+p(a:,T)da:. (4.23)
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The system of all inequalities in ([{.22]) and (£23]) can be satisfied only if all integrals here are
zero. This means that p = 0.

We have proved that if (@I8]) holds for p € H? then p = 0. We had proved also that the
operator Q is compact. By the Fredholm Theorem, it follows that the equation p — Qp = z
is solvable in H® for any z € H°. By (@&I6)), it follows that ® = 0. Therefore, the condition
ku(-,0) = u(-,T) fails to be satisfied for u # 0, £ = 0, and ¢ = 0. Thus, u = 0 is the unique
solution of problem (2.I))-(2.3]) for £ = 0 and ¢ = 0. Then the proof of Theorem [B.5] follows from
Theorem 3.3 O
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