arXiv:1805.11370v1 [math.PR] 29 May 2018

Lévy’s martingale characterization and reflection principle of

(G-Brownian motion
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Abstract. In this paper, we obtain Lévy’s martingale characterization of G-Brownian motion without
the nondegenerate condition. Base on this characterization, we prove the reflection principle of G-Brownian
motion. Furthermore, we use Krylov’s estimate to get the reflection principle of G-Brownian motion.
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1 Introduction

Motivated by the model uncertainty in financial market, Peng in ﬁ, ] first introduced the notions of

G-expectation, conditional G-expectation and G-Brownian motion via the following G-heat equation:
Oru — G(Dgu) =0, u(oﬂ 1') = 50(1')’ (11)

where G : S(d) — R is a monotonic and sublinear function. In ], Peng further extended the definition of

G-expectation and G-Brownian motion to G-expectation and G-Brownian motion via the following PDE:
dyu — G(D?u) =0, u(0,z) = o(x), (1.2)

where G : S(d) — R is monotonic and dominated by G. Based on G-Brownian motion, Peng established
the related Ito’s stochastic calculus theory, for example, Ito’s integral, It6’s formula, G-martingale and
G-stochastic differential equation (G-SDE).

It is well-known that the reflection principle for classical Brownian motion is an important result. In this
paper, we study the reflection principle for G-Brownian motion or, more generally, G-Brownian motion, i.e.,
calculate the distribution of the following process:

sup(Bs — By), t >0,
s<t
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where B is a G-Brownian motion or G-Brownian motion. In order to obtain the reflection principle, we first
investigate the Lévy’s martingale characterization of G-Brownian motion.

In [16, [17], Xu et al. obtained the Lévy’s martingale characterization theorem for 1-dimensional sym-
metric G-martingale under the nondegenerate condition. Song |14] also proved the martingale characteri-
zation theorem for 1-dimensional symmetric G-martingale under the nondegenerate condition by a different
method. In this paper, we consider general symmetric martingales, which may not be G-martingale, without
the nondegenerate condition. We introduce a new kind of discrete product space method for martingale
(see Lemmas and [3) to deal with the degenerate case, and obtain the corresponding Lévy’s martingale
characterization of G-Brownian motion. In the symmetric G-martingale case, we give a simpler and more
direct method. Based on the martingale characterization of G-Brownian motion, we obtain the reflection
principle for G-Brownian motion.

However, the martingale characterization method does not hold for G-Brownian motion, because we do
not have the Lévy martingale characterization of G-Brownian motion. In this case, we first use the estimate
in [4] to give a discrete approximation of process (sgn(B)):<r (see Lemma [5.9) under the nondegenerate
condition. Then we obtain the related reflection principle under the nondegenerate condition. Finally, we
apply the Krylov’s estimate to get the related reflection principle without the nondegenerate condition.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall some basic notions and results of sublinear
expectation and G-Brownian motion. In section 3, we give the definition of consistent sublinear expectation
space, and extend Peng’s definition of stochastic calculus for G-Brownian motion to a kind of martingales on
the consistent sublinear expectation space. The Lévy’s martingale characterization of G-Brownian motion
is stated and proved in section 4. In section 5, we obtain the reflection principle for G-Brownian motion and

G-Brownian motion.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic notions and results of sublinear expectation and G-Brownian motion.
The readers may refer to [143, [9-11] for more details.

Let 2 be a given set and H be a linear space of real-valued functions on €2 such that ¢ € H for all
constants ¢ and |X| € H if X € H. We further suppose that if X;,...,X,, € H, then o(X1,...,X,) € H
for each ¢ € Cy.1ip(R™), where Cy.1;p(R™) denotes the set of all bounded and Lipschitz functions on R”. H
is considered as the space of random variables. X = (X1, Xo,...,X,)T, X; € H, is called an n-dimensional

random vector, denoted by X € H", where 7 denotes the transpose.

Definition 2.1 A sublinear expectation is a functional E:H >R satisfying the following properties: for
each X,Y € H, we have

(1) Monotonicity: X >Y implies E[X] > E[Y];
(2) Constant preserving: E[c] = ¢ for c € R;
(3) Sub-additivity: E[X + Y] < E[X] +E[Y];

(4) Positive homogeneity: E[A\X] = AE[X] for A > 0.



The triple (Q,'H,I@) is called a sublinear expectation space. If (1) and (2) are satisfied, E is called a

nonlinear expectation and the triple (2, H, IE) is called a nonlinear expectation space.

Remark 2.2 If the inequality in (3) becomes equality, [ is called a linear expectation and (Q,H, IE) is called

a linear expectation space.

For each given p > 1, in order to define the p-norm on #, suppose |X|P € H for each X € H. We
denote by LP(€) the completion of H under the norm || X||Lr := (E[|X|P])Y/P. It is easy to verify that
LP(Q) c LY (Q) for each 1 < p’ < p. Note that |E[X] — E[Y]| < E[|X — Y]], then E can be continuously
extended to the mapping from L!(Q) to R. One can check that (Q,L1(Q),E) forms a sublinear expectation
space, which is called a complete sublinear expectation space.

We say that a sequence {X,,}22 ; converges to X in P, denoted by X = L — lim,, 00 X, if

lim E[|X, — X|?] = 0.

n—oo

Now we give the notions of identical distribution and independence.

Definition 2.3 Let X1 and X5 be two n-dimensional random vectors on complete sublinear expectation
spaces (Q1, L} (Ql),f&) and (g, L1 (Qg),ng), respectively. They are called identically distributed, denoted by
X, 4 Xo, if for each ¢ € Cp rip(R™),

Eq1[p(X1)] = E2[p(X2)].

Definition 2.4 Let (Q,L! (Q),E) be a complete sublinear expectation space. An m-dimensional random

vector Y is said to be independent from an n-dimensional random vector X if for each ¢ € Cp ip(R™™),
Elp(X,Y)] = EE[p(z, Y)]o=x]-

In the following, we review G-normal distribution and G-Brownian motion.

Let G : S(d) — R be a given monotonic and sublinear function, i.e., for A, A" € S(d),
G(A)>G(A) if A> A,
G(A+A) <G(A)+GA),
G (AA) = \G (A) for A >0,

where S(d) denotes the collection of all d x d symmetric matrices. By the Hahn-Banach theorem, one can

check that there exists a bounded, convex and closed subset I' C S (d) such that

G(A) = %suptr[’yA] for A € S(d), (2.1)

veT

where S, (d) denotes the collection of nonnegative elements in S(d). From 21, it is easy to deduce that
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for each A, A" € S(d),

IG(A) — G(A))| < C|A— A'|.



Definition 2.5 Let (2,L1(Q), IE) be a complete sublinear expectation space. A d-dimensional random vector
X is called G-normally distributed, denoted by X 4 N(0,T), if for each ¢ € Cp 1ip(R?),

Elp(X)] = u*(1,0),
where u? is the viscosity solution of the following G-heat equation

Ou — G(D2u) = 0,

u(0,z) = ().

Remark 2.6 If G(A) = 1tr[A] for A € S(d), then T' = {I;} and G-normal distribution is the classical

- 2
standard normal distribution.

(2.2)

Definition 2.7 Let (,1L1(2),E) be a complete sublinear expectation space. A d-dimensional process (By)i>o
with By € (LY(Q))? for each t > 0 is called a G-Brownian motion if the following properties are satisfied:

(i) Bo =0;

(ii) For each t,s > 0, Byys — By 4 N(0,sT") and is independent from (By,,...,By,), for each n € N and
0<t; <--- <t <t

Remark 2.8 It is easy to verify that for each ¢ € Cy Lip(R?), E[o(Biys — By)] = u?(s,0), where u? is the
solution of the G-heat equation (Z3). If G(A) = $tr{A] for A € S(d), then G-Brownian motion is classical
standard Brownian motion.

For each t > 0, set
Lip(Qt) = {(ID(Btl,BtQ — Btla .. aBtn — Btn71) tn e N,O S tl < e K tn S t,gD (S Cb.Lip(RnXd)}

and

Lip() = | Lip(Qm).

For each p > 1, we denote by L{.(€2) (resp. LY, (2)) the completion of L;(€¢) (resp. L;p(2)) under the norm
X ]|z, == (IAE[|X|p])% for each ¢t > 0. For each & = ¢(By,, By, — By, , B, — By, ;) € Lip(Q), define the
conditional expectation of £ at t;, i < n, by

Eti [@(Bh ) Bt2 - Btu T 7Btn - Btn—l)] = 1/}(37517 T aBti - Bti—l)? (23)

( — By, By, — By _)]. It is easy to check that K, still
satisfies (1)-(4) in Definition 2. and can be continuously extended to the mapping from L () to L (€4,).
(€, LL(Q), (L& (2%))i>0, (Ei)i>0) is called the G-expectation space.

where ¥(x1,-- ,x;) = E[@(z1,~~~ , i, By

i+1

3 Consistent sublinear expectation space

In this section, we first give the definition of consistent sublinear expectation space, and then we extend

Peng’s definition of stochastic calculus for G-Brownian motion to a kind of martingales on the consistent



sublinear expectation space. We only consider the continuous time case, and the definitions and results still
hold for discrete time case.

Let © be a given set and (H:)i>0, H be a family of linear space of real-valued functions on € such that
(i) Ho =R and H, C H; for each 0 < s < ¢;
(ii) If X € H; (vesp. H), then |X| € H; (resp. H);
(iii) If Xq,..., X, € H; (resp. H), then o(X1,...,X,) € Hy (vesp. H) for each ¢ € Cp ip(R™).

Definition 3.1 A consistent sublinear expectation on (Hi)i>o s a family of mappings By : H — H, which
satisfies the following properties: for each X,Y € H,

(1) Monotonicity: X >Y implies By[X] > E,[Y];

(2) Constant preserving: Ein] =1 for n € Hy;

(3) Sub-additivity: B, [X + Y] < E,[X] + E,[Y];

(4) Positive homogeneity: E,[nX] = nk,[X] for each positive and bounded n € H,;
(5) Consistency: E,[E[X]] = E,[X] for s <t.

The triple (2, H, (H¢)t>0, (Et)tzo) s called a consistent sublinear expectation space and K, is called a

sublinear conditional expectation.

Remark 3.2 We always denote E := By in the above definition. Obuviously, (Q,’H,fE) forms a sublinear

expectation space.

Remark 3.3 One can check that the G-expectation space (0, LE(Q), (LL(Q:))i>0, (Bt)i0) satisfies (1)-(5)
in Definition [3 1.

For each given p > 1, in order to define the p-norm on H; (resp. H), suppose |X|? € H; (resp. H) for
each X € H; (resp. H), and we denote by LP(€;) (resp. LP(Q)) the completion of H; (resp. H) under
the norm || X||L» = (B[] X|?])/?. Note that E[|E;[X] — E,[Y]|]] < E[|X — Y]], then E; can be continuously
extended to the mapping from L'(€2) to L(Q;). Tt is easy to check that (€2, L1(Q), (L' (Q¢))s>0, (Bt )e0)
forms a consistent sublinear expectation space, which is called a complete consistent sublinear expectation
space.

The following properties are very useful in sublinear analysis.

Proposition 3.4 Let (Q,L'(€), (LY (%))¢>0, (B:)i>0) be a complete consistent sublinear expectation space.
Assume X € (LY ()" and Y € (LY(Q))™. Then

B [o(X,Y)] = Bep(x,Y)]oex for each ¢ € Cy pip(R™T™). (3.1)
Specially, for each bounded n € L*(Q),

B [nZ] = n B[ Z) + - B[~ Z] for each Z € L' (9).



Proof. For each fixed N > 0, denote By (0) := {x € R™ : |z| < N}. For each integer n > 1, by partition of
unity theorem, there exist bl € C§°(R™), i = 1,..., ky, such that the diameter of support A(supp(h]")) < 1/n,
0 <h} <1land Ig,(z) < 2521 h"(z) < 1. Choose z* € R™ such that hl*(z") > 0 and L > 0 such that
|| < L. Note that

(a2, Y] - Bulo(X, V)

kn kn
< 3R [Bileer, )~ Efo(X. V)] <1Zh?<x>> B (X, V)
<300 [Raleta, V)] - Rilo(X, v +
< Co Y MO0 e+ T
¢ ux
n N
and
kn
SR OBilp(al, Y)] - Elela, V)
kn
<3 ) Bl )]~ Bl Voo | + )
kn
<0 Y OIX - oy + 2
< Cop + M
— n N Y

where C,, is the Lipschitz constant of ¢, then we obtain

2C 2L|X

Et[@(XﬂYﬂ *Et[@(xvy)]z:X < N

Letting n — oo first and then N — oo, we get E[p(X,Y)] = Eifp(2,Y)]e—x. By positive homogeneity of
., we can deduce B [nZ] = n* B[ Z] + B[~ Z)]. O

Proposition 3.5 Let (Q,L'(€), (LY (%))¢>0, (B:)i>0) be a complete consistent sublinear expectation space.
Assume Y € LY(Q) such that B[Y] = —Ei[—Y] for some t > 0. Then, for each X € LY(Q) and bounded
n € LY(Q:), we have

B X + Y] = EX] + g [Y].

Proof. By Proposition B4l and E,[Y] = —E,[—Y], we get
EdnY] = n" oY) + 07 Bo[-Y] = n T Be[Y] — 07 Be[Y] = miEe[Y]).
Similarly, we have IAEt[fnY] = —, [Y]. Then by the sub-additivity of [, we obtain

B (X + Y] < By X] + By [nY] = By [X] + i, [Y]



and

B [X] + nE[Y] = B[ X] — Be[—nY] < Be[X + nY].

Thus
B [X + nY] = Be[X] + i, [Y].

|
Now we give the definitions of adapted processes and martingales on the consistent sublinear expectation

space.

Definition 3.6 Let (€2, L1(Q), (L (Q))i>0, (E¢)¢>0) be a complete consistent sublinear expectation space. A
d-dimensional adapted process is a family of random vectors (X;)i>o0 such that Xy € (L1(€))? for each t > 0.
Two d-dimensional adapted processes X' = (X})i>0, i = 1,2, on complete consistent sublinear expectation
spaces (QF, L1(QY), (LY (2))¢0, (Bi)y>0) are called identically distributed, denoted by X' 4 X2, if for each
neN,0<t; < <t, <oo, p € Chrip(R™?),

x1

tn—1

El [@(thl ) thg - thlﬂ e athn - )] = EQ [@(le ) Xt22 - Xt21’ e aXt2n - Xt2n,1)]‘

Definition 3.7 Let (€, L1(Q), (L' ())i>0, (E¢)¢>0) be a complete consistent sublinear expectation space. A
d-dimensional adapted process My = (M}, ..., MHT, t >0, is called a martingale if E{[M}] = M for each
s <t andi<d. Furthermore, a d-dimensional martingale M is called symmetric if E[M{] = —E[—M;]] for

eacht >0 and i <d.

Remark 3.8 In the above definition, E[M}] = —E[—M}] implies B[M}] = —E,[—M]] for each s € [0,1],
which is deduced by B [M]] + E[-M{] > 0 and

E[E,[M;] + Es[-M}]] < E[E,[M{]] + E[E, [~ M;]] = E[M;] + E[-M;] = 0.

In the following, we construct the stochastic calculus with respect to a kind of martingales. For simplicity,
we first discuss the 1-dimensional case.

Let M be a symmetric martingale such that My = 0, M, € L?(Q;) for each ¢t > 0 and

Ei[|Myys — My|?] < Cs, for each t,s > 0, (3.2)

where C' > 0 is a constant.
Let T > 0 be given. Set

n—1
M>0(0,T) = {m = Y &ljt, b0 )() 1 0=t < -+ <t =T, & € L2(Q,)}.
1=0

We denote by M?(0,T) the completion of M*°(0,T’) under the norm ||n|[pz = (IE[IOT |n¢|2dt]) /2.
For each n € M2°(0,T) with 7; = Z;:Ol &l t,.1)(t), define the stochastic integral with respect to M

as,
n—1

T
1(77) :/O ntht = Z&(Mti+1 - Mtz)

=0

The proof of the following Lemma is the same to the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [11]. We omit it here.



Lemma 3.9 The mapping I : M2°(0,T) — L2(Q7) is a continuous linear mapping and can be continuously
extended to I : M?(0,T) — L2(Q2). For each n € M?(0,T), fo NsdMs)i<T i a symmetric martingale and

i / mdw]gcx@[/o e[ (3.3)

For multi-dimensional case, let M = (M*,--- , M%)T be a d-dimensional symmetric martingale with M°®
satisfying (3.2 for i = 1,...,d. Then for each (n x d)-dimensional process n = (™) with n¥ € M?(0,T),
the definition of the stochastic integral fOT 1n:dM; can be defined through 1-dimensional integral just like the
classical case.

Now we consider the quadratic variation process of the 1-dimensional symmetric martingale M satisfying
B2). For any t > 0, let 7> = {t7, ...t} be a partition of [0,¢] and denote

plrp) = max{[e2, — 2] i =0,1,--- ,n—1}.

Note that
n—1 n—1 n—1
D (Mg, = Myp)* =y (M, — ME) =2 My (M, — M)
i=0 i=0 i=0
n—1
=M -2 Z Mip (Mep, | — Mep),
i=0
and

tn—1
E[/O D IMip Ign in, ) (s) = M| *ds] = Z/ | My — M,|?ds]
=0

[ By - s
S
< iy,

IN

then Z;:J(Mt;zﬂ — M;»)? converges to M7 —2 fot MgdM; in L? as pu(7}) — 0. We call the limit the quadratic
variation of M and denote it by (M);.
It is clear that (M) is an increasing process. By Lemma [3.9 and ([B.2)), we can obtain for each ¢, s > 0,

Ee[|(M)iys — (M)e]] = Ee[(M)ers — (M)y] = Ee[|Myys — My|?] < Cs.

For symmetric martingales M and M’ satisfying (8:2), we know that M + M’ and M — M’ are also
symmetric martingales satisfying (32]). As

n—1
Z(Mt?+l = My ) (M, | — M)
=0
1 n—1
= 7 2 Ay + My ) = (Myp + My )[* = [(Mi,, = My ) = (M = M)},

Il
=]

2



we can define the mutual variation process by

n—1

(M,M"); :==1L%— lim (Min

n)—0 i+
p(my) i=0

= M) (M — M)
1
4
For a d-dimensional symmetric martingale M = (M1, .. M%) with M* satisfying (.2)) fori = 1,...,d,

we define the quadratic variation by

(M + M)y — (M — M')].

(M) == ((M", M7);)1<; j<a-

4 Lévy’s martingale characterization of G-Brownian motion

The following theorem is the Lévy’s martingale characterization of G-Brownian motion on the complete

consistent sublinear expectation space.

Theorem 4.1 Let (Q,L1(Q), (L' (€%))r>0, (Bt )i>0) be a complete consistent sublinear expectation space and
G : S(d) — R be a given monotonic and sublinear function. Assume (My)i>o is a d-dimensional symmetric
martingale satisfying My = 0, M, € (IL3(Q4))¢ for each t > 0 and sup{E[| My s—M*] : t <T} = 0(5) asd | 0
for each fixed T > 0. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) (My)e>o0 is a G-Brownian motion;

(2) I@t[|Mt+s — M;|?] < Cs for each t,s > 0 and the process %tr[A(MM — G(A)t, t >0, is a martingale for
each A € S(d), where C > 0 is a constant;

(3) The process 3(AM;, M) — G(A)t, t > 0, is a martingale for each A € S(d).

In order to prove the above theorem, we need the following lemmas. For simplicity, we only prove the
theorem for the case d = 1, and the proof for d > 1 is the same. Under the case d = 1,
1
G(a) = 5(62a+ —¢%a™) for a € R, (4.1)
where 0 < g2 < 5% < 0o. We suppose 52 > 0, since M = 0 if 52 = 0, which is trivial.
The main idea to prove the above main theorem is to use PDE method, which needs that the solution
u for G-heat equation ([2Z.2)) belongs to C12. But, when ¢? = 0, u may not be in C?. So we introduce the
following auxiliary space.
Let (Q,L1(Q), E) be a complete linear expectation space and (W;);>o be a standard 1-dimensional classical
Brownian motion on it. Define
Q={0=(w,®):weNoecq}
Let T > 0 be fixed. For any given partition w7 = {to ..., t,} of [0,T],1.e.,0 =1ty <--- <t, =T, set HT =R

and fori=1,...,n,
~17£1; = {5((:}) = (b(wa th (Q)a e aWti (C‘_}) - Wti—l(w)) tw = (w,(:)) € Qv ¢ € LZ}) (42)

where L7 is the space of functions ¢ : {2 x R? — R satisfying the following properties:



(1) ¢ is bounded and ¢(-,z) € L(Q,) for each z € R;
(2) There exists a constant K > 0 such that |¢(w,z) — ¢(w,2’)| < K|z — 2'| for each w € Q, x,2" € R%.

It is easy to verify that ’Hf C 7:@] for 0 < i < j < n. Now we want to define a sublinear conditional
expectation fE’T : 7:1” — 7-2? such that (Q (/H’T o, (IE )I,) forms a discrete consistent sublinear expecta-

tion space. For this purpose, we first define the operator ET Hti+1 — Hti, 1 =20,...,n—1. For each

titit1 *

@) = d(w, Wy, (@), -+, Wi,y (@) = Wi, (@) € H ., define

Ez,ti+1 [5] (d) = (p(w’ th ((D), T ’Wti (@) - Wti—l (@))a (43)
where
90('7:617"' 7'ri) = Eti[/l/}('v'rlv"' ﬂz’b)] (44)
and
Y(w, o1, x;) = Elp(w, z1, -+, 24, Wiy — Wh,)] for w e Q. (4.5)

T i [€] € HE. Now we define BT : HT — HT. backwardly from i = n

to ¢ = 0 as follows: for each X € ’th, define

In the following, we will show that ET

E7 [X]:=Ef ., [ET,,[X]], i=0,...,n— 1, (4.6)
where
E} [X] = X.

Lemma 4.2 Let (7:[,2)?:0 be defined in ([{.3) and (Eg)?:o be defined in [F.0). Then (2, (7—2;)?:0, (EZ);’ZO)
forms a discrete consistent sublinear expectation space. Furthermore, if & € 7:@” is independent of w (resp.

w), then EF [¢](w, @) = By, [€](w) (resp. BT [€](w,®) = By, [€](®@)).

Proof. We only prove that ET in [@3)) is well-defined, the other properties can be easily verified. For

tistit1
this, we only need to show that ¢(-,z) € L'(€y,,) for each = (z1,---,2;) € R". For each given integer

N>0,setzj»v:quL%,j:O,...,NQ. Then, for each w € 2,

N2-1
Elp(w,z, Wy,,, — Z p(w, z, z Mian on ) (Wesy — Wi,
2K
< W + LE[ [N,00) (|Wtz+1 Wtzl)]
2K
< —+ E[|Wti+1 - Wti ]7

N N
where L > 0 such that |¢| < L. From this, we can deduce that

N oK L _
1/)(’1") - Z aév(b( zﬂzjv) < W + N]EHWtiJrl - Wti ]ﬂ (47)
§=0

where a}’ E[I[m ! +1)(Wti+1_Wti)]' Noting that ¢(-, z1,- -, @4, 2} ) € L' (Q4,,,), we obtain (-, 1, - ,2;3) €

L’ (Qti+1) by (m) U
The completion of (Q, (HJ )iy, (EF )iy) is denoted by (€2, (L' (7 ))iq, (EF )ip).

10



Lemma 4.3 For each ¢ € (0,1), set

M (w,@) == My(w) + eWi(@) fort >0, (w,@) € Q.
If +a(My)? — G(a)t, t > 0, is a martingale for each a € R, then, under (€, (L} (Qz_))?:o, (Iﬁlz_)?zo), we have
(1) (Mg)i-y is a discrete symmetric martingale;

(2) (3a(Mi)*— Gs(a)ti)?zo is a discrete martingale, where G.(a) = G(a) + 3e%a for a € R.

Proof. (1) By the definition of fEZ, we have, for i =0,...,n — 1,

EZ [MZ+1](“J’ @) = Eti [Mti+1](w) =+ EIE[Wti+1 - th] + EWti (CIJ) = Mti (wvw)
and
IE?; [7Mt€i+1](wﬂ ‘D) = Eti [7Mti+l](w) + EE[i(WtHl - th)] —eWy, (‘*_J) = 7Mti (wvw)'

Thus (Mg,)j, is a discrete symmetric martingale.
(2) Since 1a(M;)? — G(a)t, t > 0, is a martingale, we have

Eq, [a(My,,,)* — a(My,)?] = 2G(a)(tig1 — ti).

By the fact that (M;):>0 is a symmetric martingale, we also get

Eti [a(Mti+1)2 - a’(Mti)Q] = Eti [a’(Mti+1 - Mti)z]'

Thus

E, [a(Mti+1 - Mt')2] = 2G(a’)(ti+1 - ti)'

i

It follows from (1) and the definition of fEZ that

BT (M (M, — M) = Ef[- M (M;,, — M;)] =0
and
IE;: [a(Mle - MZ)Q](W’ (I)) = Eti [a’(Mti+1 - Mti)2](w) + 52@[(Wt¢+1 - Wti)2]
= 2G(a)(ti+1 - tz) + 52(ti+1 — tz)
Then
Ef [a(Mf,)?] = a(M;)? + Ef [a(Mf,,, — M;)?] = a(Mf)? + 2Ge(a)(tip1 — ti),

which implies that (a(MF)? — G=(a)t;)

i is a discrete martingale. U

Remark 4.4 When o =0, Gc(a) = 1[(5% 4+ €?)a™ — e%a™] is non-degenerate. So we can consider M in
Theorem [{1}

Consider the following two PDEs:
Do+ G(O2,0) = 0, u(T,2) = (), (4.8)

Opuf + G (0%,u°) =0, u®(T,z) = p(z). (4.9)
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Lemma 4.5 For each ¢ € (0,1) and ¢ € Cp.rip(R), let u and u® be the solution of PDEs ({.8) and {{.9)
respectively. Then, fort, t' € [0,T], z € R,

[us(t,x) — uf (', 2)] < Cp/2(a2 4+ 1)/my/|t — ']

and
[u®(t, x) —u(t,z)| < Cuon/2(T —t)/me,

where Cy, is the Lipschitz constant of ¢.

Proof. Let (B}, B?):>0 be a 2-dimensional G-Brownian motion on a complete sublinear expectation space
(Q,LY(Q), E) with

1
G :G(a)+§cfor a,b,c e R.
b ¢

It is easy to verify that (B})>o is a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion and (B} +B?):>¢ is a 1-dimensional
G.-Brownian motion. By Remark 2.8 we deduce that, for (¢,z) € [0,T] x R,

u(t,z) = I@I[(p(x + Bl — Btl)] and uf(t,x) = I@I[(p(x + Bl +eB2 — Bt1 — st)].

Thus, by Proposition 1.5 in Chapter IIT of [11], we obtain

[uf(t, z) —us (', x)| < C¢IAE[|Bt1 +eB? - Bl —eBi|] = C¢\/2(62 + 62)/7r\/|t —t|

and
6 (t, ) — ult, ) < Cpe]| B3 — B = Con/2T — ).
O
Proof of Theorem 4.1l (1)==-(2) If (M;):>0 is a G-Brownian motion, then, by Proposition 1.4 in
Chapter IV of [11], we get E,[|My,s — My|?] = 625, (M), — 52t and g2t — (M), t > 0, are two martingales,
which implies that 2a(M); — G(a)t, t > 0, is a martingale for each a € R.
(2)=(3) Note that M? = 2f0t MydMs + (M), and (fot MgdMjy);>o is a symmetric martingale, then
a(My;)? — G(a)t, t > 0, is a martingale for each a € R.
(3)=(1) By Proposition B4, we only need to prove that

1
2

Eq[p(Mr — M,)] = u(t,0),
where 0 <t < T, ¢ € Cp.1ip(R) and u is the solution of PDE (@8]). The proof is divided into three steps.
Step 1: Taylor’s expansion. For each fixed ¢ € (0,1) and h € (0,¢), let v® be the solution of the
following PDE:
O + G (02,0°) =0, v°(T + h,x) = ¢(x). (4.10)

It is clear that v®(s,x) = u®(s — h,z) for (s,x) € [h,T + h] x R, where u® is the solution of PDE ({@9).
Since PDE (4.I0) is uniformly parabolic and G.(+) is a convex function, by the interior regularity of v° (see
16, 115]),

||UE||CI+Q/2,2+Q([O,T]XR) < 0o for some a € (0, 1) (411)
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For each n > 1, set t% =t +n=%(T —t), i =0,...,n. Let (Mf)i>0 be defined as in Lemma 3l Denote
M{"™ = M, — M, for 0 < t; < to, then

n—1
V(T M) = (t,0) = Y [o5 (e, Myl ) — o (87, M)
= (.12
=) "+ 17,

1=0

where

n e(n SHAYT ) n e(n g,t ety 1 2 e(in e,t ety 2
Jit = 0pu" (8, My ) (81 — 437) + Opv™ (8, M) My * + §8m” (t" M) (Mt;gl)
and

1
I = (ti - t?)/ (B0 (87 + altiyy — 1), M) — 0p° (£, M) da

K2

0
1 1
T [ alo2on (e, M+ aBaET) — 02,062, M ds e
0 0 (2 i+1 i

)
Step 2: Estimation of residual terms. Set m, = {0,t5,t7,...,¢7}, by (£12) and Lemma [1.2] we get
n—1 n—1
Sl <a S
i=0 i=0

By« [o" (T, M3")] - v°(1,0) — Ej <Er

1 . (4.13)
It follows from Proposition B4 and Lemma (4.3 that
Efn" [T
- no 1 n
= B (0007 (1, 0)(Fsy — 1)+ 0u” () M1 202,07 (0, 2) (MG )P

= [00" (17, M) + Ge(07,0° (7, Mgty — t7).

Since v° satisfies PDE (@I0), we obtain EJ7[J/"] = 0. Thus

n—1 n—2 n—2
Ern lZJi] = K™ lZJi +Ef [Jp]| =B lZJi] =...=0. (4.14)
i=0 =0 i=0
Combining (£13) with [@I4]), we conclude that
B ([ B e (1, ME] - v (2, 0) ]| < DB 1) (4.15)
=0
As v® satisfying ([@IT), we can easily get
a n|2to
71 0 { - e oL

where C; > 0 is a constant depending on ¢, h, T, G and ¢. By Lemma[£.2] we have

R UM”?

i+1

24« ~
] < glte {EW" UMt?H — My»

24« -

7l

24« _ a
:| tE {|W1|2+ai| ’tﬁrl - t?’1+ /2} '

S
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Thus we get

I4+a/2 =& 2ta
E™ [|I7[] < Cs {]tzﬂ — 2" 2Lk UMt?+1 — Mn H, (4.16)

where Cs > 0 is a constant depending on ¢, h, T, G and ¢. By Holder’s inequality, we obtain

24« . 21\ 1~ /. 37\ @
]g (IE UM%—Mt? D (IE [‘Mt?ﬂ—Mt? D . (4.17)

Note that sup{E[M;ss — My|*] : t < T} = 0(5) as & | 0, IEIHMt?H — M) = 2G(1)(t7,, — t}) and
th —t» =n~ YT —t), then, by @I0) and @IT), we get

n—1

STE™ [|17] = o(1). (4.18)

i=0

Step 3: Approximation. From (@I5) and [@I]]), we obtain

lim E™ [

n—oo

B [v° (T, M) — v° (¢, O)H = 0. (4.19)
It follows from Lemma that
[ (T, z) — v (T + h,z)| = |[u(T — h,z) — v (T,z)| < Cpr/2(G2 +1)/7Vh
and
[v°(t,0) — u(t,0)] = [u®(t — h,0) — u(t,0)]

< |uf(t = h,0) — us(t,0)] + [u®(¢,0) — u(t,0)|

< Cu/2(52 + 1) /aVh 4+ Co\/2(T — t) [ 7e.
Since v¥(T + h,z) = ¢(z), by Lemma[L.2] we deduce

B

Bylp(Mr — M,)] - u(t, 0)]|

= Eﬂ'n, |:

EF [p(Mr — My)] - u(t,0)|

<SE™ [|p(Mr — My)] — o(Mz")| + v (T + b, Mz") — v*(T, Mz")]]

+ B [[Er f (7, 07] = 07 (2, 0) ] + 1o (2, 0) = u(t,0)]
< E™ [ Ef [vf (T, M3")] — ve (¢, O)H + CLeR[|Wr — Wi|] + 2C,\/2(62 + 1) /aVh + Co/2(T — t) /7e
< B (|7 of (7, ME)] - w7 O)H + 20,722 + 1) /avh + 20, /2(T — 1)/ e.

Taking n — oo, by ([EI9), we get

IAEt[cp(MT—Mt)]futOH<2C V2@ + 1) /nVh + 2C,/2(T — t) /e

Letting h — 0 and & — 0, we obtain Eq[p(Mp — M;)] = u(t,0). O

B

We now consider the Lévy’s martingale characterization of G-Brownian motion on the G-expectation
space. In this case, we do not need the assumptions M; € (L3(;))% and sup{E[|M; s — M;*] : t < T} =
0(d) as § | 0 as in Theorem [£.1]
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Theorem 4.6 Let G :S(d') — R and G : S(d) — R be two given monotonic and sublinear functions, and let
(Q, LE(Q), (L5 (%))i>0, (E¢)i>0) be a G-expectation space. Assume (My)i>o is a d-dimensional symmetric
martingale satisfying My = 0, M; € (L% (2))? for each t > 0. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) (My)e>o0 is a G-Brownian motion;
2) The process X (AM,, M;) — G(A)t, t > 0, is a martingale for each A € S(d);
2

(8) Ey[|Myys — M|?] < Cs for each t,s > 0 and the process Ltr{A(M),] — G(A)t, t > 0, is a martingale for
each A € S(d), where C > 0 is a constant.

Proof. We only prove the case d = 1. The case d > 1 is similar. The proof for (1)==(2) is the same as
Theorem [4.1]
(2)=>(3) Taking A = 1, we get M? — 5%t is a martingale, where G(a) = 3(6%a* — o%a™) for a € R.

From this, we have
Eof| Myys — My|?) = B [M7, — M7 — 2M; (Mg — My)] = 6°(t — ).

Noting that (M); = M? — 2 fg MydMy, we obtain the desired result.
(3)=(1) By Proposition B4 we only need to prove that

E;[p(Mr — M;)] = u(t,0),

where 0 <t < T, ¢ € Cp.1ip(R) and u is the solution of PDE (4.F]).
Let (Bt)i>0 be the G-Brownian motion. Following Section 2 in Chapter III in [11], we can construct an
auxiliary G-expectation space (2, Lé(fl), (Lé(ﬁt))tzo, (E¢)+>0) such that

(i) Q= Q x Cy(]0,0)), where Cy([0,00)) is the space of real-valued continuous paths (w;)s>o with w = 0;

(ii) (By, Bt)¢>o0 is a G-Brownian motion, where B is the canonical process on Cp([0,00)), and

- _ 1 A b
G(A) = G(A’)+§c for A = eS(d +1).
b ¢

For each fixed e € (0,1), define Mf = M; + £B;. One can easily check that (Mf);>o is a symmetric
martingale. By Corollary 5.7 in Chapter III in [11], we can deduce that 1a(M¢®);, — Go(a)t, t > 0, is a
martingale. For each fixed h € (0,t), let v° be the solution to the following PDE:

Opv + G- (97,0°) = 0, v*(T + h,x) = ().
By the interior regularity of v¢ (see [6, [13]),

||UE||CI+Q/2,2+Q([O,T]XR) < 0o for some a € (0, 1)
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By martingale representation theorem for symmetric martingale (see Theorem 4.8 in [13]), applying Ito’s
formula to v (s, MS?) on [t, T], where M5t = MS — Mg, we get

v¥ (T, M3") = ve(t,0) / D, 0% (s, ME)dM?E + / (s, MEY)d(M?), / Ay (s, M=) ds
T
°(t,0) + / 00 (5, MEH)dME + / (5, MEH)d(M*®) s —/ G-(0?,v°(s, ME"))ds.
t
Taking conditional expectation E, on both sides, we have

Ei[v° (T, M")] = v°(t,0) + E;

/ s, MEY)A(M#), — / : Gswzzvs(s,Mst))ds] -

Noting that 1a(M*®), — G-(a)t, t > 0, is a martingale, by Proposition 1.4 in Chapter IV in [11], we know
that

/ (s, MEOYd(M?), — /tT Gs(aixva(s,th))ds] — 0.

Thus
B[ (T, M7")] = v° (¢, 0).

Similar to the proof of Theorem [l we get
E H]Et [o(Mr — My)] — u(t, o)H < 20,\/2(32 + 1) /7Vh + 2C,\/2(T — ) e,
where C, is the Lipschitz constant of ¢. Letting h — 0 and ¢ — 0, we obtain the desired result. [

Remark 4.7 It is important to note that we can easily construct a continuous symmetric martingale (MF)i>o0
and use Ité’s formula on the G-expectation space. However, we can only construct a discrete symmetric mar-

tingale (Mg,)i_y and use Taylor’s expansion on the complete consistent sublinear expectation space.

5 Reflection principle of G-Brownian motion

In this section, let Q@ = Cy([0,00)) be the space of real-valued continuous paths (w:)i>0 with wo = 0. The

canonical process (By);>o is defined by
By(w) = wy for w € Q.
For each given 0 < g2 < 2 with &2 > 0, define
G(a) == %(62a+ —¢%a™) for a € R, (5.1)

Peng in [11] constructed a sublinear expectation E¢[] called G-expectation on L;,(€2), under which (B;):>o

is a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion. Furthermore, for any given G : R — R such that
G(0) = 0;

G(a) < G(b) if a < b; (5.2)

l

G(a) — G(b) < G(a —b) for a,b € R.
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By using the following PDE:

Peng constructed a nonlinear expectation IEG[] called G-expectation on L;,(Q) satisfying the following

relation:
EC[p(B:)] = u?(t,0) for t >0,

EC[X] - BC[Y] < RE[X — Y] for X, Y € L;y(), (5.4)

where u? is the solution of PDE (5.3). Similar to the definition of E¢[] in ([Z3), Peng also define the nonlinear
conditional expectation I@? [-], which still satisfies the relation (3.I]). Under the nonlinear expectation space
(Q, Lip(Q), (Lip(2))t>0, (Eté)tzo), (Bt)e>0 is a process with stationary and independent increments, which
is called a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion. It is important to note that G satisfies (B2), which implies

that the G-Brownian motion is a generalization of the G-Brownian motion. By (E4), we can easily obtain

EC[X] - BCY]| < RO X — Y] for X,Y € L;(Q). (5.5)

Thus E[-] can be continuously extended on LL ().

Consider the following space of simple processes: for p > 1,
N—1
ME®(0,T) := {nt =3 Gl () 0=ty < - <ty=T&¢€ L%(Qti)} .
i=0

P V- : ;0 G | (T 1/p
Denote by M¢(0,T) (resp. M (0,T)) the completion of Mg (0,T") under the norm ||n|[ 5z, := (IE [fo |77t|Pdt])

. 1/p
(vesp. [0l xzz, = (IEG [fOT |77t|Pd(B>tD ), where ((B);):>0 is the quadratic variation process of G-Brownian
motion (By);>0. Peng in |11] showed that

0%s < (B)yys — (B); < 32s for t,s > 0.

Thus M%(0,T) C ME(0,T) and ME(0,T) = ME(0,T) under ¢ > 0. For each n, = S o' &l 0,1 (t) €
Mé’O(O, T), define the It6 integral

N-1

T
/ ntdBt = Z gi(Bti+1 - Bt’l-)
0 i=0

Peng in [9-11] obtained the following It equality

. T 2 . T
E¢ (/0 UtdBt> =E¢ /o Ine|*d({B),

Thus the It integral can be continuously extended on MZ(0,T).

The purpose of this section is to obtain the distribution of sup,<, Bs — By, for this we need to use the
It6-Tanaka formula. In [7, [18], the authors obtained the Ité-Tanaka formula and related properties for
G-Brownian motion. Here we use the representation theorem for G-expectation to study the It6-Tanaka
formula.

The following theorem is the representation theorem for G-expectation.
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Theorem 5.1 (see [1,13]) There exists a weakly compact set of probability measures P on (2, B(Q)) such
that

EC[¢] = sup Epl€] for all € € LE(R).
pPeP

P is called a set that represents EC.
Let P be a weakly compact set that represents [EC. For this P, we define capacity

c(A) := sup P(4), AeB(Q).
PeP

A set A C B(Q) is called polar if ¢(A) = 0. A property holds ”quasi-surely” (q.s.) if it holds outside a
polar set. In the following, we do not distinguish two random variables X and Y if X =Y q.s.

The following theorem is the well-known Krylov’s estimate (see |5, I8, [12]).

Theorem 5.2 (Krylov’s estimate) Let (B;)>0 be a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion. Then, forT > 0,

<o( [ latara) "

p > 1 and for each Borel function g,

16 / l9(B)|d(B),

where C = (E¥[(B)r])»~ /P (B[ Br[))'/7.

Proof. For reader’s convenience, we give a probabilistic proof. For any P € P, it is easy to check that

(Bt)t>0 is a martingale under P. By the occupation times formula, we obtain
T
| latorawy = [ ls@rif@da, pas. (56)
0 R
where L (a) is the local time in a of B under P. On the other hand, by the It6-Tanaka formula, we have
T
Br — a| = |af +/ sen(B, — a)dB, + L2(a), P-as. (5.7)
0

Taking expectation on both sides, we get

0 < Ep[L(a)] = Ep[|Br — af] — |a| < Ep[|Br[] < E[| Br]]. (5.8)
Combining (58) and (58)), by Holder’s inequality, we obtain
T
| wsoras).
0

)1/19
<o/ |g<x>|de)1/p,

where €} = (EC[(B)7])®»=D/? and C = C1(EC[|By|])'/?. Since C is independent of P, we get the desired

result by taking supremum over P € P in the above inequality. [

T
Ep / 9(B)|d(B),

<Cy <EP

Similar to Theorems 4.15 and 4.16 in [4], we have the following proposition which contains the case

o2 = 0. The proof is omitted.
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Proposition 5.3 Let (B;)i>0 be a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion. For each T > 0, we have the follow-

ing results:

(1) If ¢ is in LP (R) with p > 1, then (¢ (Bt))<r € ML(0,T). Moreover, for each ¢’ = ¢, a.e., we have
(¢’ (Bt))th =(p (Bt>>t§T n Mé((), 7).

(2) Let (cpk)k>1 be a sequence of Borel measurable functions such that |¢*(z)| < e(1+|z|'), k > 1, for

some positive constants ¢ and 1. If ¥ — @, a.e., then for each p > 1,

lim k€

k—o0

/0 " (Br) = o(B)[" d(B): | =0.

(3) If ¢ is a Borel measurable function of polynomial growth, then (o(B:))i<r € MZ(0,T).

Now we can give the It6-Tanaka formula on the G-expectation space. For each P € P, we have the

following It6-Tanaka formula under P
t
|B; — a| = |a] +/ sgn(Bs — a)dB, + L (a), P-as. (5.9)
0

By Proposition 53] we have (sgn(Bs — a))s<¢ € MZ(0,t), which implies that fgsgn(Bs —a)dBs € L%(Q)
for t > 0. Set
t
Li(a) = |By — al — |a| — / sgn(Bs — a)dBs € L% ().
0

Then, by (59]), we obtain the following It6-Tanaka formula on the G-expectation space
t
|B; — al = |al —|—/ sgn(Bs — a)dBs + Li(a), q.s., (5.10)
0

and L;(a) is called the local time in a of B under E|.].

Lemma 5.4 Let (By)i>0 be a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion. Then fot sgn(Bs)dBs, t > 0, is still a

G-Brownian motion.
Proof. By Proposition (3, we have (sgn(Bs))s<: € MZ(0,t) for each t > 0. Then we obtain that
fg sgn(Bs)dBs € L%(S%), t > 0, is a symmetric martingale, and
: t
([ sen(BaB: = [ sn(BoPd(E). = (B).
0 0

By Theorem [£.6] we get the desired result. [

The following theorem is the reflection principle for G-Brownian motion B.

Theorem 5.5 Let (B;)i>0 be a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion and (L(0))¢>0 be the local time of B
under BC[]. Then
d
(St = B, St)e>0 = (|Btl, L(0))e>0

under B[], where S; = sup,<; By fort > 0.
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i:2

Remark 5.6 Specially, Sy — By = |By|, i.e., sup,<,(Bs — Bt) 4 | Bt|.

In order to prove this theorem, we need the following well-known Skorokhod lemma. Let Dy([0, 00)) be

the space of real-valued right continuous with left limit (RCLL) paths (w¢)¢>0 with wo = 0.

Lemma 5.7 (Skorokhod) Letx € Dy([0,0)) be given. Then there exists a unique pair (y, z) € Do([0, 00); R?)
such that

(a) z(t) = x(t) +y(t) > 0 for t > 0;
(b) y is increasing with y(0) = 0;
(© J° =(0y(t) = 0.

Moreover, (y,z) can be expressed as

y(t) = sup (~a(s)). 2(t) = a(t) + swp (~x(s)). ¢20. (5.11)

Proof of Theorem For each x € Dy([0,00)), let (y,2) € Dy([0,00); R?) be defined as in (GIT)).
Define the mapping F : Dy([0,00)) — Do ([0, 00); R?) as

F(x) = (y,2).
By the It6-Tanaka formula on the G-expectation space, we have
|B:| = /Ot sgn(Bs)dBs 4+ L:(0), q.s.
Applying Ito’s formula to | B|? and |B;|* = 2 f(f BgdBs + (B)¢, we can get
/00 | Bs|dLs(0) =0, g.s.
0
Thus, by Lemma (5.7 we obtain

F( / sen(B.)dB, ) z0] = (Lu(0),1Bl)iz0, dss. (5.12)

On the other hand,
St - Bt = _Bt + St-

Noting that S; = supg<s<;(—(—Bs)), by Lemma 5.7, we have
F[(=Bt)i>0] = (St, St — Bt)i>o0- (5.13)

By Lemma B4 we know

(/0 sgn(Bs)dBs)i>0 = (Bt)i>0 < (=Bt)>o0. (5.14)

By (&I1), it is easy to check that F' is Lipschitz continuous under the uniform topology. Thus, by (EI12),
EI3) and (BI4), we can deduce the desired result. O

Let G : R — R satisfy (B2). In the following, we extend the reflection principle to G-Brownian motion
B. We need the following lemma.

20



Lemma 5.8 Let (Bi)i>o be a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion. Then fot sgn(Bs)dBs, t > 0, is still a

G-Brownian motion.

Under nonlinear expectation space, we do not obtain the Lévy’s martingale characterization theorem.
The key problem lies in the fact that the solution of the following PDE

~ 1
O — G(O2,u) — 5628511; =0, u(0,z) = ()
may not be regular. In the following, we give a new proof. First we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.9 Suppose g®> > 0 in G. Let m, = {t8,t7,...,t"} be a partition of [0,T] and p(m,) be the

diameter of w,. Then

T
~G /
0

Proof. For each fixed € > 0, define

n—1 2

Z sgn(Bee Mer en, ) (8) — sgn(By)| dt| — 0 as p(mn) — 0.
=0

x
Ge(x) = I}z o0y () + EI(,&E) () = I(—oo,—)(z) for z € R, (5.15)
It is easy to verify that |¢.(z) — ¢<(2')] < L|x — 2’| and [sgn(z) — ¢-(2)| < [(_. . (x). By Example 3.9 in
[4], we have
R 1 €2a
Ell—c)(Bt)] < eXp(ﬁ)t—a,

where o = % € (0,3). Then

T
/ Z sgn(Byn )1 (7 7 )( ) — sgn(By)

3{EG l/o 5" (t) | dt /0 157 (1) dt /O |I§(t>|2dt}

-1 T
<3 {Z EC [I( c€) (Btn )] l+1 tn )+ Z / |Bt Bt?|2] dt + / 1 [I(—E,E) (Bt)} dt}
=0 0

n—1 2

dt

+EC +EC

1 2c = 1 n n 62 1 2 T 1
<3 eXp(ﬁ)E Z ) (ti —t) + g,u(ﬂ'n)T + exp(ﬁ)a ; t—adt
i=0 ‘'t

(1) = 3200 sen(Be )z, (8) = S0 0= (Be) g g, (1),
[5’"(1&) = Z?:_ol Pe (Bt?')l[t?,t?+1)(t) — ¢ (Bt)a

I5(t) = ¢ (By) — sgn(By).
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Letting u(m,) — 0 in the above inequality, we get

2

T [n—1
lim sup K¢ / > sen(Bin ) yn () — sgn(By)| dt
p(mn)—0 0 i=0
1 Lt | T
<3 — 2! i — (N, =P —dt
> eXP(2E2 )5 {u(ﬂ'lnlgl—ﬂ); (t;z)a( i+1 i ) +/0 to }

6 exp( ! )e2e / i dt
= 6exp(—)e —dt.
Plog? 0 to
Taking € — 0, we obtain the desired result. O

Proof of Lemma [5.8 By the proof of Lemma 54 we know that fthgn(Bs)st € L%(Qr) for
0 <t < T < oo. By the property of Ef[], we only need to prove that

RS [w(/t sgn(Bs)dB;)] = u? (T —t,0), (5.16)

where 0 <t < T, ¢ € Cb.1ip(R) and u? is the solution of PDE (53). The proof is divided into two steps.
Step 1: We first prove (5.16) under the case ¢? > 0. By Lemma [5.9] we have

- n—1 - T 2
EC | [EF[e(D_ sen(Bey ) (B, — Biy)l = EF [ / sgn(Bs)dBs)]
=0 t
n—1 T 2
S C?DEG Z sgn(Bt;L)(Btlnﬂ - Bt?) - / SgD(BS)dBS
i=0 t (5.17)

n—1 2

T
< C25°RC / S sen(Biy M ar, () — sgu(By)| ds
t|i=0

— 0, as n — oo,

where C,; is the Lipschitz constant of ¢. On the other hand, noting that —(Bp  — Bir) < (Bir,, — Bin),
by the property of E?[], we get

Eﬁ [éf’(SgH(Bt;l)(Bt;+l — Bin))] = fEfi [tzﬁ(Bt?+1 — By»)] for any ¢ € Cp 1ip(R).

From this, we can easily obtain

ES [90(2 sgn(Biy)(Biy,, — Bip))] = EC[o(Br — By)] = uf (T — ,0). (5.18)
=0

Combining (517) and (5I]), we deduce (G.16)).
Step 2: Set Q) = Co([0,0); R?), the corresponding canonical process is denoted by (By, B;);>0. Define

1 ~ ~ 1
G = G(a) + 6 G = G(a) + 3¢ for a,b,c € R.
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Following Peng [11], we can construct G’-expectation (ES");>q and G’-expectation (ES"),s¢ via the following

PDE: )
atu - G(agzu) - §8§yu = 05 U(O, €T, y) = 7/1($7y>a

~ 1
atu - G(aizu) - _62 U= Oa U(Oa xz, y) = 1/’(%9)

2 Yy

It is easy to verify that ES'[¢] = EE[¢], Iﬁltél [€] = IAEtG [¢] for each & € LL () and (B;+0B;)¢>0 is a Gs-Brownian
motion under E&'[] for each § > 0, where Gs(a) = G(a) + 16%a for a € R. By Step 1, we have

ES [o( [, sgn(Bs + 0B,)d(B + 6B,))] = EF [p(Br + §Br — By — §By)] 6519
=R [o(Br + 6By — By — 6By)).

B /t sen(B, + 6B,)d(B, + 6By))] — EE [ /t sgn(B,)dBy)] ]

T
5 / 6.(B. + 0B,)dB,
t

For each fixed € > 0, define ¢. as in (5I5). By Theorem [£.2] we have

|

B [ / sen(Bs + 6B.)d(Bs + 6B,))] — BS[g( / sen(B.)dB.)]

T T
/ sgn(Bs + 0B,)d(Bs + 6Bs) — / sgn(B;)dBs
¢ ¢

T 2
/ I5°(s)d B,

t

2

<4C2EY + + +

[ T
/ I5°(s)d(Bs + 6 By)
t

T
/ I5(s)dBs
t

}

2]
5252772

T
<4C3 {fEG’ / I(—ce)(Bs + 6By)d(B + 6B),

t

/ I(*E,E) (Bs)d<B>s

t

72T? + 22T

2 G’ >,
<4C? {2E [1Br + Brlle + —— 3

8%+ QEG[|BT|]5} :

where
If’é(s) = sgn(Bs + 535) - ¢E(Bs + 538)3
I5°(s) = ¢=(Bs + 6B,) — ¢=(B.),

Ig(s) = ¢e(Bs) — sgn(Bs).
Taking § | 0 in the above inequality, we obtain

limsup B || ([ sen(B. -+ 0B)d(B. +6B.))) ~ ESlo( [ sen(Bo)aB)

510

<4C? {2EG’[|BT + Brlle + 2EG[|BT|]E} ,
which implies

£ [ / sen(Ba + 6B,)d(B. +5B.)] — B[ / sen(B,)dB,)]

limRE |:
510

] =0 (5.20)

23



by letting € | 0. It is easy to check that

lim EC [o(Br + 6By — By — 6B,)] — BS[o(Br — By)]| = 0. (5.21)

By (:10), (5:20) and (5.21), we obtain (GI8). O

Similar to the proof of Theorem (.5 we can immediately obtain the following reflection principle for

G-Brownian motion B. The proof is omitted.

Theorem 5.10 Let (B;)i>o be a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion and (L(0));>o be the local time of B
under BE[]. Then
d
(St — Bt, St)t>0 = (|Bt], Lt(0))¢>0,

under I@é[], where Sy = sup,<, By fort > 0.

Remark 5.11 In particular, (sups<,(Bs — Bt))t>0 4 (|Be])t>0 under Eé[]
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