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Ergodic Density Estimates for some diffusion processes
Bert Koehler and Volker Krafft

Abstract

For n-dimensional ergodic diffusion processes with values in G' = R}
we prove time-independent upper bounds for the transitional density
and so also for the unique ergodic density. We do not require geodesic
completeness of the elliptic symbol towards the boundary of G.

Let Wiy, ..., Wy, be independent Brownian motions, let G = R} and let
oij, i © G — R be smooth functions. Assume there is a strong solution
process X; : 2 — G of the equation

t nooet
Xir = Xio +/ pi(Xs)ds + Z/ 0ij(Xs)dW;
0 = Jo

The image domain of nonnegative values appears naturally in interest rate
or credit intensity modelling. The generator of the process X; is given by

- 0? 0
L(f)(x) = Z a;;(xq, ... )&E 0fx + Z,ul ...,xn)az'

i,j=1 i=1

where
aij(z E :Uzk z)oj(r) = aji(z)

We require
(a;j(x)) > 0 positive definite for all z € G

Examples include so called affine processes where p(x), a;j(x) are affin linear
functions such as

t
Xi,t:Xi70+/ ILLZO_‘_ZILLZ] jys ,UJu 1,8 d5+az/ V zstst
0

J#i
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but also more complicated processes with stochastic volatility such as

¢
Xl,t:X1,0+/(M10—M11X1s d8+01/ VX1 sdW7 s
0

t
Xoy = X+ / (f2,0 + po1 X1, — po,2Xo5)ds + 09 VX1 s X sdWo
0 0

t n—1 t
th = Xmo + / (:UWLO + Z ,un,ij,S - ,un,an,s)ds + Un/ V Xn—l,an,den,s
0 1 0

Both classes will meet the conditions we will later impose on p;(x), a;;(x) and
in both cases the metric which corresponds to the elliptic symbol g¢;;(x) =
(a;;(x))~! is not geodesically complete towards the O-boundary of G, so stan-
dard heat kernel estimates do not apply directly.

From pointwise positivity of the elliptic symbol (a;;j(x)) > 0 Hérmanders
criterion implies the existence of a smooth transitional density p(t, Xo,y)
with respect to Lebesgue measure. The adjoint operator of L with respect
to euclidean metric is given by

L*:iaw Zb )0; + c(y

ij=1
where
bi(y) = mi(y) =2 _ diay(y)
i=1
= 0:05a5(y) = Y Op;(y)
ij=1 j=1
In the following we denote by 0, = a%j a partial derivative in the state

variables and 0, = %. The transition density fulfills Kolmogorovs equation
Op = Ly (p)

For proving estimates of the transition density we impose the following con-
ditions:



(1) Ergodicity of the process X; is usually ensured by means of a barrier
function. So let ¢ : G — R>% be a smooth function with

lim0¢(x1, vy Tp) = 0= lim ¢(z1,....,x,) forall j=1,...,n
Zj—r

Tj—>00

and

L () (x) < —y(x)

outside a compact set K CC G. This is usually required for a barrier func-
tion to reflect a mean reversion property of the generator.

(2) We need a further technical condition: There is a compact cube K CC G
such that for all y € G\ K

—Zaaau+28m—220 (ai;0;log ) <

2,7=1 2,7=1

(3) Condition (1) reads for y € G\ K

Z aij&-&jdz — Z (,uj -2 Z 8Z-aij> . 8]1/1 + (Z &-@-aij — Z 8]'#]') : 1/1 < —w
1,5 j=1 i=1 1,j j=1

Condition (2) yields for y € G\ K

—QZa,jaaj¢+ Zawa@ba]w—zz(a% ]w+<25g% Zaa%)-wgo

Adding both inequalities we get outside a compact set K CC G

_Za”aajw+— Za” Bypdh — ZM -

7=1

But this is the same as

L(%) < —%—I—C’on all of G

So if we define a function

Ft, Xo) = E <@\XO)
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(assuming for a moment that it exists) we get from Ito lemma
Flt, X) = — +/tE<L< ! )|X )d
Y TV ETEY AN S
Y (X0) T s ¥(X,) /7

and so

o E(L(@) [Xo) < —F(t, Xo) +C

Now apply Gronwall inequality to get

1 ! 1
F(t, Xy) <et. <7+/ e’C ds) <et . ——— 4+ C
Ve 9%
which shows that F'(t, Xy) is uniformly bounded for all times ¢ > 0 (depen-
dent on Xj). Using the stopped version of Ito (called Dynkin lemma) one can
now show that F'(¢, Xy) exists and is (depending on Xj) uniformly bounded
in ¢.

In fact we will also need that expressions like

B (w&t) . (1 + ;aij(xm + ; )1+ Xi)> |X0> e

J

are t-uniformly bounded which means that conditions (1),(2) should addi-
tionally be fulfilled by @Z(x) = x;x;¢(z), so the asymptotics of ¢(z) towards
the 0-boundaries of G has to be chosen some levels below optimal parame-
ters. In the following we will refer to this as assumption (3).

For the class of affine processes one can choose
Y(x) = 2P ol ab . eI e

with suitable positive parameters 3;,v; > 0if 2u;9 > 0]2- as a barrier function.
For the second example a barrier function is given by

Y(x) = aPal . ab . e

n

with
1

#(z) = (1 + Vnln + Yn-12o_y + Vo2l o+ ... + val) o

4



First we assume that the initial values X, of the process X; are distributed
by a smooth function py : G — R=" which satisfies the asymptotics

0 S ﬁo(l’l, ,.f(fn) S Cﬂp(l‘l, ,xn)

and furthermore

Let
ﬁ(t,yl,...,yn):/ﬁo(xl,...,xn)p(t,zl,...,a:n,yl,...,yn)dx
G

be the corresponding smooth transition density.

Theorem 1 There is a constant Cy > 0 such that for allt > 0 and ally € G

0 < p(t,y) < Cy-(y)

Remark: The assumption on the smooth initial distribution will be removed
later on and we get an estimate

0 < p(t,zo,y) < Co(xg) - P(y) for all t > 1

Proof: The Kolmogorov equation for p
Op = L*(p)
translates due to linearity to
o = L*(7)
with initial values p(0,y) = po(y). Let

ﬁ(tv Y1, .- yn>
w(ylu sy yn)

which is a smooth function and obeys

oh =3 a0 =3 (b= 23 a0y log w)oh + L) b
ij i J

h=h(t,y) =
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The time-uniform estimate

E (mwo) <e - w(ifo) +C

translates to
/ h(t,y)dy < C4
G

with a uniform constant C; > 0 independent of ¢, T'.

We want to apply Moser iteration to get time-independent estimates of higher
L™-norms of h. For a constant C' > 1 let he(t,y) = min(C, h(t,y)) and we
first consider a fixed time intervall ¢ € [0,7]. By choosing C sufficiently
large we may assume from the beginning that ho(t,y) = h(t,y) for ally € K
(K CcC G from condition (3)), all t € [0,7] and furthermore that hc(0,y) =
h(0,y) for all y € G because of the initial condition p(0,y) < Ci¥(y).

For R > 2 (R is here a different parameter than in condition (1)) let ng :
R* — [0, 1] be a smooth function which has compact support and fulfills

1 1
nR(y)zlforESySRanan(y):()fory<ﬁor2R<y

d 1 1 d 4
—C;;R(y)‘§4Rfor—2R<y<§aHd dij(y)'éﬁfor3<y<23
d? 1 1 d?
‘ d;’f(y)) < 8R? for R <y< = and d;f(y)) < % for R <y <2R

By abuse of notation we set ng(y1, ..., yn) = Mr(y1) « ... - Nr(y,). We multiply
the linear equation for h above by ng(y) - hf(t,y) and integrate over G.
Because ng(y) has compact support in G we may perform partial integration



to obtain
[ as@an)e0) - v ety =
[ e (n)@5h) 6,0 @) )b 1 9)y
[ @)t e iy —
| e n)@she) ) @) )k (1 9)dy +
m /G h(t,y)(Dshe)(t, y)he ™ (t, y)Di(agnr) (y)dy +
| He ) 000w ) =

4m m+1

i L OO0 ) )y +
m [ @she) e 4.0 sy )y +
| )00, ) 1)y =
G
s [ @O )@ )y +

| e (e -

71 The(t, y)> 9:0;(aijng)(y)dy

and similarly

- [ (oo )= 23 )0y g )) (@6h) (0. )Ly )y =

(e =23 asy1080) ) (i) = et )y



So we come up with

/G (Ou) () (1, y () dy =

m+ 1

St y)@her )t y)dy +

m+1 /Za”

/Gh’g(t,y) (h(t,y) — mnl 1hc(t,y)> -

(Z aiaj(aimR) + Z 0;(nr(b; — 2 Z a;;0; log w))> (y)dy +
| (G2 @) ht ke, vty
G

We collect all terms involving derivatives of ng of first or second order in a
summand €g ¢ m,, integrate over time and get

/O /G R /G B0, y)an(y)dy —
‘ﬁ /0 /G Zaz’j(y)((‘?jh?l )t y) (@he ) (t, y)na(y)dydt +

/T/h"c“(t,y) h(t,y) +1hc(t y))n (y) -
(Z 00y, + Z 0 (b; — 2 Za,-jaj log ) ) (y)dydt +

/eRcmtm / / L L7 (0)) ()t ) R (E, y)nm(y)dydt +
0

]' m—+1

— [ . mmeay

We claim that for fixed C' >> 1 we have uniformly in ¢t € [0, 7]

lim ercme =0
R—o0

Consider for example (i # j)

Ghé'?(t,y) (h(t,y) - w}r 1hc(t,y))am(y)(&@jma)(y)dy‘ <

1 1
wer [ ] (e ylas )] (14 ) (1+ =) dy
172 Jyiy;€R\ (%R Yi Yj

8




Now according to assumption (3) we have

/Gh(t,y)|aij(y)|<1 + yi) (1+ i)dy < (<0

Yj

and so

1 1
lim 16C’m/ / h(t,y)ay(y)| (1 + —) (1 + —)dy —0
fimeo n2 Sy eR \[ 4 R Yi Yj

So we conclude

T
A egome = 0= lim i € R,C,m,tdl
Besides the functions
4m m+1 m+1
R - ii O;ih2 )(t,y)(O;h* )(t, d
17, SO @G st

R [ (G2@) @t )b pinelo)dy

are decreasing for R > Ry as iL*(w) < —1 outside a fixed compact cube.
According to assumption (2) we had

i3 i J

outside of K and so

m _ m .
R [ 1t (he.0) = " he(t.) (o
( Z 9i0;(ai;) + Z 9;(bi — 2 Z a;;0; log ¢)> (y)dy
i,j i J
is decreasing as well for R > R,. Because of

/ h(t,y)dy < Cy uniformly in ¢
G



and 0 < h(0,y) < C by construction we have

1 +1
- m d
R [ 0 )l

is increasing but bounded above by

1

1
— /G R0, y)nr(y)dy <

1
C
m—+ 1

m—+1

m—+1
1

Ci”/h(O,y)dyS
G

In the next step we prove that for every y € G

m—+1

.0y alo) - ([ @) e )it + i 0.)

is an increasing function of both arguments. We know that h(0,y) = he(0,y)
for all y € G. We calculate

/0 (Ouh)(t, 92 y)a(y)dt = BT, y)h (T, ) — (0, y)h(0, ) —
m [ W pane(t i i =

T
BT, g (T, y) — W70, ) — m / Buhe (b, y) W2 (1, y)dt =
0

m
WL YIET,y) = B4 (0,y) =~ (W (L) = hg (0,9)) =
m - m m+1 - m+1

and so

r 1 mo.
/0 (0uh)(t,y)hE (L, y)dt + mhm“((),y) = h(T,y)h&(T,y) — mhc“(ﬂ y) >0

So
4 1
R el ([ @i o)
0 m+1
is increasing. Furthermore
- — = h(T - — f h(T

m 1 .
h’(Ta y)hg(T> y) - mhg+l(T, y) = mhm+l(Ta y) if h’(Ta y) < C
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and both expressions on the right side are nondecreasing functions of C', so

Cr—nr(y) - (/0 (9ch)(t, y)he:(t,y)dt + ! lhm“(O,y))

m +
is nondecreasing.

Now going back to our integrated equation over time and space we see that
the left side is increasing in R whereas the right side contains either sum-
mands decreasing in R or summands converging for R — oco. So we may
pass to the limit R — oo and obtain

[ () = b (T )y =

s ] S ast@net @ vt +

%7 ., .
[ [ reen) (o) = =2 het)
( Z 9;0;ai; + Z 9;(bi — 2 Z a;;0; log w)> (y)dydt +

/OT/G (%L W) (Y)h(t, y)he:(t, y)dydt +

L / R0, y)dy
G

m—+1

Now by assumption (1) there is a compact cube K C K CC @G such that for
yeG\K

L,
WL (V)(y) < -1

This implies

C— [ (2@ Wit iy

is decreasing in C for all sufficiently large C'.
So we see that the right side of the above equation is decreasing in C' whereas
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the left side is increasing in C'. So we may pass to the limit C — oo and
get

/Gh’”“(T Yy = ——— / / Za” K2 ) () Ok ) (t, y)dydt +
0 G - - 7
(m+1) / / —L*(¢) ) (y)h™ (¢, y)dydt+/ R0, y)dy
G

As this holds for all T' we infer

a m-+1 +1 m+1
o [ By mH/ZU O™ ) (6, w) (@05 ) (1, )y +

ot |
/Ghm+1 (Za dja;j + Z 0;(b; — 2 Zaijﬁj log w)) (y)dy +
(m+1) /G (52 @) @)y

Now (a;;(y)) > 0 is positive definite in every point and so

/ X e OA" )@ )y = 3 L7 () wa

Furthermore

Z Qﬁjaij + Z 0,(b, -2 Z aijaj log ’QD) S 0 on G\fg
i,j i J

and so

gt/hm“(t y)dy < 50/ HV “)H y)dy +

Cl(m+1)/~hm+1(t,y)dy—(m+1)/Ghm+1(t,y)dy

K

Here C; > 0 is a constant independent of 7" which can be explicitly calculated
from the coefficients of the generator. In the following we replace K by K

12



and 6’1 by C for abbreviation.

Next we use Poincare-inequality to estimate the L™ !'-norm over K by the
corresponding gradient norm. Let K7 C R™ be the unit cube. Then there is
a constant C,, > 0 such that for any C!'-function f: K; — R

/Kl (f—/KlfYSCn/KlIIVfIIZ

Let K, be a cube with length r, then by rescaling we get for a C*'-function

f:K,—R
[ (1wt [ 1) <o 1o
<ot [ 1wnee (/K f)2

We decompose our compact cube K CC G into N = N(r) small cubes K,
with length > 0 and find for a nonnegative C''-function f : K — R=°

/ fz [ z [ ||Vf||2+érin ( [ f)2 -

e [1esr 5 ([ 1)

and f(y) = h™ (t,y) we can use

respectively

do
Cq (m+1)

If we choose r such that C,r? =
this to estimate

0

—/ Rt y)dy < —(m+1)/ RNt y)dy +
at Ja G

5 1 2
C (CBC") (m+1)"+3 (/ h””z*(t,y)dy) <
0 K

—(m+1) /G Rt y)dy +

5 ) 2
Cy (Clc") (m+1)1+% ( / h'r <t,y>dy)
do G

13




So if we define for a moment

F(t) = /G WLt y)dy and G(t) = C) (C;S) (m+1)1+3 ( /G hmTH(t,y)dy)2

we have

0;—]; < —(m+1)F(t)+ G(t)

From this we infer by Gronwall

t
F(t) < e (mtt (F(O) —|—/ e(mH)SG(s)ds) <
0

1
e A +( Gt>71— ~(m+1)t
e sup e

or

1 1
sup F(t) < sup G(t)+ sup [ e ™V F(0) — sup G(t)
t€[0,T] m~+ 1 e t€[0,T] m~+ 11

We may assume that the second term on the right is negative because other-
wise we would have trivial bounds of the L™-norms of h(t, y) only depending
on the smooth bounded initial distribution. So we may estimate

m+1 2 CIQCTL H n m+1 2
sup [ BTt y)dy < Cf (m+1)2 sup h2(t,y)dy
e 209 ¢

te[0,7) te[0,7]

Now we use that

sup /h(t,y)dy < Cy
G

te[0,7

is uniformly bounded independent of T. Apply Moser iteration to end up

with
n 277
2 .
) 22> < 02

2~k k
< sup / n (t,y)dy> <[] <01 <CBC"
te[0,7] J G J=1 0

and so especially

sup sup h(t,y) < Cy
te[0,T] ye@
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is bounded independent of T" > 0. This proves the Theorem for a smooth,
fast decaying initial distribution.

In the next step we want to get rid of the assumption of a smooth initial
distribution:

Theorem 2 There is a constant Cy(x9) > 0 depending only on the initial
starting point xo such that for allt > 1 and all y € G

0 < p(t, w0, y) < Cao) - Y(y)

Proof: Let K CC G be a compact cube such that iL* () < —1on G\K. By

enlarging K if necessary we can assume that By (zy) C K. Let K = K\ B (z)
and consider a family of smooth initial distribution p.(t = 0, %) with support
in By(xy) and converging to a Dirac distribution in zg for ¢ — 0. Especially
we have

/ﬁe(t =0,y)dy=1foralle >0
G

Let p-(t,y) be the corresponding solution of the parabolic Kolmogorov-equation.
As before we define

0 < he(t,y) =

They all solve the same parabolic PDE
athe = Z(he) + C(y) ' ha

where L is a linear elliptic operator (degenerate towards the boundary 0G)
only involving second and first derivatives and we have ¢(y) < —1 on G\ K.
We know

o</mmw@sa
G

with a uniform constant C'; > 0 for all £ > 0 and independent of € > 0. This
implies especially

ini ha(t, y) < Cl

yekK
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uniform for all ¢ > 0 and all ¢ > 0. Because L is uniformly elliptic on K
the parabolic Harnack-inequality (see Appendix) together with the initial
conditions h.(0,y) = 0 on K implies

sup he(t,y) < Cy - inf h(2,y) < C1Cy

yeK yeK

for all 0 <¢ <1 and a uniform constant Cy > 0 only depending on (a;;(y)),
bj(x), c(z) and not depending on £ > 0.

Now we choose for comparison another initial density po(y) = C3¢*(y) > 0
so that

Po(y) Po(y)
dy < C1C andsup dy < C1C
P T e 0y o
Let p(t,y) be the solution of the Kolmogorov-equation with p(0,y) = po(y)
and let h(t,y) = p(t,y)/v¥(y). Then by Harnack-inequality we have
inf /ﬁ(t,’y) > 5303 >0

yeK,0<t<1

Choose ('3 > 0 so large that 63C5 > C7C5. We note that Cj is still indepen-
dent of € > 0. Then we claim that

0 < he(t,y) < h(t,y)

forall 0 <t <1, for all y € G\K and all £ > 0.
By construction we have (h.—h)(0,y) < O forally € G\K and (h.—h)(t,y) <
0 for all (¢,y) € [0,1] x OK. Furthermore by Theorem 1 we have

Jim (he —R)(t,y) =0

for all £ > 0 and

Or(he —h) = L(he = 1) +c(y) - (h — h)
Assume by contradiction that for some 0 < ¢ < 1 there are y € G\ K with
(he — h)(t,y) > 0. The set of those ¢ is open in [0,1] and for those ¢ the
map y € G\K — (h - h)(t y) has a strictly positive maximum in a point
y € G\K. As (h. — h)(O y) < 0 and (h. — h)(t y¢) > 0 there must be points
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(t,y:) with 4(h, — /f\L) (t,y;)) > 0. But the parabolic Kolmogorov-equation
implies

d ~ ~

E(he — h)(t,yt) < C(yt) ’ (hs - h)(tvyt) <0

a contradiction and so we have

0 < he(t,y) < h(t,y) < Csth(y)

forall0 <t <1,all y € G\K and all ¢ > 0.
For estimation inside of K and especially on Bj(z) one uses a smooth bump-
ing function 7 : Ba(z9) — [0, 1] and gets from the parabolic PDE

&s/ mhI™ < —51/ IV (™ h™) | + 2m01/ h2™
K K K
The parabolic Harnack-inequality on K = K\ B, (zo) together with the uni-

form L'-bounds allows us to estimate h.(t,y) < Cy for ally € K, all t € [0, 1]
and all € > 0. We may assume that

/mwzw
K

because otherwise we would have trivial bounds of the L™-norm on By (zg).
This implies
/ ht < Cy / n"h
K K
Furthermore by Nash-inequality with g = % >0

(Lﬁ%?fws%(LWWWﬁw)(Lw%ﬁ%

So we get

5 148 —28
at/ n2mhgm < _Ul </ n2mhgm> . </ nmh;n) +2m0102/ 772mh?m
K 3 K K K

So if we define
G e(t) = e MOt / 0™ (y)hI'(t,y)dy > 0
K

17



we have a differential inequality

dgom,e 01 ) 1
m, < = Jé] . +8
dt — C3 gm,e g2m,a

from which we conclude
5 [
Cs Jo

Setting m = 2¥, k € Ny and using g1 .(t) < C; uniformly bounded one can
prove by induction that

(G2me ()7 > (game(0)) 72 + (gm.e(5)) "2 ds

(Gme®) 7 > (mel0) 2 + 275 () e

with

k
N, = 2F. (Zj.Q‘j)
=2
Now letting k — oo yields

_1
< Q%Z?j'rj . (51ﬁ> ’ .t‘% . eC1C2t

sup  he(t,y) N

y€B1(z0)
This proves Theorem 2 as in t = 1 we have a uniformly bounded transition
density decaying fast towards OG for which we can apply Theorem 1 for all
t>1.
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