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Abstract

Let M be a compact manifold equipped with a pair of complementary foliations, say horizontal H
and vertical V. In Melo, Morgado and Ruffino (Disc Cont Dyn Syst B, 2016, 21(9)) it is proved that
if a semimartingale Xt has a finite number of jumps in compact intervals then, up to a stopping time
τ , a stochastic flow of local diffeomorphisms in M driven by Xt can be decomposed into a process in
the Lie group of diffeomorphisms which fix the leaves of H composed with a process in the Lie group of
diffeomorphisms which fix the leaves of V. Dynamics at the discontinuities of Xt here are interpreted in
the Marcus sense as in Kurtz, Pardoux and Protter [10]. Here we enlarge the scope of this geometric
decomposition and consider flows driven by arbitrary semimartingales with jumps and show explicit
equations for each component. Our technique is based in an extension of the Itô-Ventzel-Kunita formula
for stochastic flows with jumps. Geometrical and others topological obstructions for the decomposition
are also considered: e.g. an index of attainability is introduced to measure the complexity of the dynamics
with respect to the pair of foliations.

1 Introduction

In this article we study a class of geometrical decomposition of flows of diffeomorphisms generated by some
dynamical systems which covers most of the discontinuous case in the recent literature. As a first model
of this geometrical decomposition consider a dynamical system (flow of local diffeomorphisms) φt on an
n-dimensional differentiable manifold M endowed with a pair of foliations H and V, say. The notation
here stands for a visualization as horizontal and vertical foliations. Assume that this pair of foliations is
complementary in the sense that the sum of their dimensions equals n, and at each point x ∈ M , the direct
sum of the tangent spaces of the leaves passing through x, L1

x and L2
x in H and V respectively, is the tangent

space TxM . The first model of decomposition we are interested here is a local description of the behaviour
of open sets in a neighbourhood of an initial condition x0 ∈M in terms of the leaves of H and V: We study
the possibility of writing φt = ηt ◦ ψt, where ηt are diffeomorphisms which fix the leaves of H and ψt are
diffeomorphisms which fix the leaves of V. Hence, if x ∈ M is in the domain, then the trajectory t 7→ ηt(x)
lies on the leave L1

x and t 7→ ψt(x) lies on the leave L2
x. Up to changing of coordinates, this decomposition

corresponds to generalize the classical Cartesian decomposition from single trajectories, to the dynamics of
open sets. In the next sections this simple model is going to be made precise and will be extended to further
analytical and geometrical context.

We establish geometrical and analytical conditions for the existence of such decomposition of flows along
the leaves of this bifoliated space. Some of these conditions can be intrinsically related to the manifold, some
examples are given in Sections 3 and 4, where we define the index of attainability, which reflects the level
of topological obstruction for the existence of the decomposition. We also state a technique to perform a
decomposition of the form:

φt(x0) =
(
ηkt∨sk ◦ ψkt∨sk

)
◦ ... ◦

(
η2s2 ◦ ψ

2
s2

)
◦
(
η1s1 ◦ ψ

1
s1

)
(x0), (1)
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where ηi and ψi, i = 1, 2 . . . , k are purely vertical and horizontal components respectively. We call this
factorization as an alternate decomposition.

The article is organized in the following way: In the next Section we present formally the definition
of biregular atlas in a manifold with two complementary foliations. We also recall previous results on
decomposition for continuous flows, in particular the cascade decomposition: when one has more than two
complementary foliations. In Section 3 we prove a generalized Itô-Ventzel-Kunita formula in the context of the
Marcus approach of the jumps cf. Kurtz, Pardoux and Protter [10]. This formula is crucial on the composition
of distinct flows generated by semimartingales with jumps. Here, in particular we extend the previous result
for finite jumps in compact interval, [14], to an arbitrary number of jumps; it turns then possible to apply the
formula for a larger variety of noises which includes, for example, Lévy noise, see e.g. Applebaum [1], Protter
[17], Oksendal and Sulem [16], among others. Related results with a different technique is also proposed for
Lévy process, among others, in Hartmann and Pavlyukevich [7], Qiao and Duan [18], Qiao [19]. Different
from the approach of these previous articles, here our formula focus on the dynamics of composition of flows
associated to general semimartingales with jumps. In this Section we prove the decomposition Theorem 3.5
for semimartingales with jumps. In fact, the main decomposition theorem is proved in the more general
context of complementary distributions, recall that if these distributions are integrable then they generate
complementary foliations. In Section 4 we propose a method of alternate decomposition to overcome the
problem of explosion time in the single step (horizontal-vertical) decomposition. The index of attainability
of the system is introduced: it indicates the topological complexity of the trajectories with respect to the
complementary foliations (Def. 4.4 and Proposition 4.6). In Section 5 we apply our technique in principal
fibre bundles over homogeneous spaces. Here the horizontal distribution is given by a connection ω in the
Lie group which acts transitively on homogeneous space.

2 Foliations and previous results on continuous flows

Given an n-dimensional smooth manifold M , a foliation F of dimension 1 ≤ k < n in M is a partition of
M into immersed connected submanifolds of dimension k, called the leaves of F with local foliated chart.
That is, locally (M,F) is diffeomorphic to open sets of Rn = Rk ×Rn−k, in such a way that the leaves have
constant second coordinate. In fact, a foliation (M,F) is identified with a foliated atlas which is coherent
along the leaves in the following sense:

Definition 2.1 Let M be a smooth n-dimensional manifold. A (smooth) k-dimensional foliated atlas A of
M is a maximal atlas on M which satisfies:

1) If (U,α) ∈ A, then α(U) = U1 ×U2 ⊂ Rk ×Rn−k for U1, U2 open subsets of Rk and Rn−k respectively.

2) Given two local charts (U,α), (V, β) ∈ A, with U ∩ V ̸= ∅, then the change of coordinate map is given
by α ◦ β−1(x, y) = (h1(x, y), h2(y)), for some smooth maps h1 and h2 in the appropriate domain.

A foliated atlas A is said to be regular if it is locally finite and for any foliated chart (U,α) ∈ A, the closure
of its domain Ū is a compact set contained in V , the domain of another foliated chart (V, β). The sets
α−1(B, {y}) ⊂M , for (U,α) ∈ A, B ⊂ Rk open set such that (B, {y}) ⊂ α(U) are called plaques of the atlas.

Consider the equivalence relation in M given by x ∼ y if and only if there exists a finite sequence of
plaques P0, P1, . . . , Pp with x ∈ P0, y ∈ Pp and Pi ∩ Pi−1 ̸= ∅ for all i = 1, . . . , p. The equivalent classes
here determine a one-to-one correspondence between regular foliated atlases and the leaves F of a foliated
manifold (see e.g. [4, Thm. 1.2.18]). Given a point p ∈M , the unique leaf of the foliation passing through p
is denoted by Lp. The set F(S) = ∪p∈SLp is called the saturation of S by F .

Definition 2.2 We say that a maximal atlas of a foliated space (M,F) is transversely orientable if the
cotangent bundle of the leaves in the tangente bundle of TM is orientable. Precisely: for all change of
coordinates ϕ1 ◦ ϕ−1

2 : ϕ2(U1 ∩ U2) −→ R we have that

det
∂(yn−k+1, ..., yn)

∂(xn−k+1, ..., xn)
> 0. (2)

where (y1, ..., yn) = ϕ1 ◦ ϕ−1
2 (x1, . . . , xn).
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Definition 2.3 Consider a bifoliated manifoldM , i.e. it is endowed with a pair of complementary foliation in
M , say horizontal H and vertical V foliation. An atlas A is biregular on (M,H,V) if A is foliated and regular
for H and V simultaneously, moreover, given two coordinate systems (U,α1) and (V, α2), with U ∩ V ̸= ∅,
the change of coordinate map is given by α1 ◦ α−1

2 (x, y) = (h1(x), h2(y)), for some smooth maps h1 and h2
in the appropriate domain.

The existence of a biregular atlas is straightforward, see e.g. [4, Lemma 5.1.4]. Given an initial condition
x0 ∈M . Unless otherwise stated, we are going to assume that the horizontal foliation (M,H) is tranversely
orientable. This is not quite a restriction since if H is not transversely orientable, it can be lifted to a
transversely-oriented foliation on a double covering of M , see e.g. [4, Prop. 3.5.1].

Remark 2.4 (Decomposition of a fixed diffeomorphism:) A paradigmatic example of the decompo-
sition we are treating here can be described for a single diffeomorphism, say ϕ : U ⊂ Rn → ϕ(U) in the
following way: for 1 ≤ k ≤ n consider the factorization of the state space Rn = Rk × Rn−k. Consider the
Cartesian pair of foliations where: the horizontal foliation H of Rn is given by horizontal affine subspaces
Rk × {y}, for y ∈ Rn−k; analogously, the vertical foliation V of Rn is given by the vertical affine subspaces
{x} × Rn−k, for x ∈ Rk. In these coordinates, the group of diffeomorphisms which fix the horizontal leaves
are given by (up to the domain) ψ(x, y) = (ψ1(x, y), y) for a differentiable map ψ1 : V → Rk. Analo-
gously, the group of diffeomorphisms which fix the vertical leaves are given by η(x, y) = (x, η2(x, y)) for a
differentiable map η2 : V → Rn−k. In these coordinates, the original diffeomorphism ϕ can be written as
ϕ =

(
ϕ1(x, y), ϕ2(x, y)

)
, with (x, y) ∈ Rn−k × Rk. Given a point x0 ∈ U , it follows directly by the inverse

function theorem that there exists a unique (reducing the domain if necessary) decomposition ϕ = η ◦ ψ in a
neighbourhood of x0, where η and ψ are horizontal and vertical preserving diffeomorphisms, if and only if

det
∂ϕ2(x0)

∂y
̸= 0. (3)

Applying this characterization for a flow of diffeomorphism φt, one can guarantee the local existence
of decomposition φt = ηt ◦ ψt up to a stopping time τ , where ηt and ψt are families of diffeomorphisms
preserving horizontal and vertical components respectively where

τ = sup

{
t > 0; det

∂ϕ2s(x, y)

∂y
̸= 0 for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t

}
. (4)

For more details see Melo et al [15]. In some cases, there exists some degree of compatibility of the vector
fields with the complementary distributions in such a way that the decomposition presented above holds for
all time t, i.e. the determinant of equation (3) never vanishes, see [14]. A basic but important example is
a linear system on Rn \ {0} endowed with spherical and radial foliations, note that in this specific case, the
system sends radial leaves into radial leaves, therefore the decomposition holds for all time. Another example
in this context is the derivative flow φt∗ : Tx0M −→ Tφt(x0)M , for x0 ∈ M , in the linear frame bundle
π : BM −→M . Note that φt∗ is an isomorphism between the fibres π−1(x0) and π

−1(φt(x0)), therefore φt∗
has a decomposition φt∗ = ηt ◦ ψt for all time t ≥ 0, where ψt is linear in the tangent space Tx0

M into itself
and ηt is horizontal with respect to a connection in TM .

□

The following basic result is crucial on determining the topology of the attainable sets which we are going
to introduce in Section 4. It is a nontrivial result if one considers e.g. non-compact or dense leaves in a
compact foliated space. We adapt its proof from [3] into our context.

Theorem 2.5 (Bi-foliated uniform transversality) Consider (M,H,V), a manifold with complemen-
tary foliations H and V. Fix a leaf F , say, in H. Given two points p, q ∈ F , let Vp, Vq ∈ V be the vertical
leaves passing thorough p and q respectively. Then, there exist open sets in the intrinsic topology D1 ⊂ Vp,
D2 ⊂ Vq with p ∈ D1, q ∈ D2 and a diffeomorphism f : D1 → D2 such that f(L ∩D1) = L ∩D2 for every
horizontal leaf L in H.

3



Proof: Consider local biregular charts φp : Up → U1×U2 and φq : Uq → Ũ1×Ũ2 in a neighbourhood of p and

q respectively, with U1, Ũ1 ⊂ Rk, U2, Ũ2 ⊂ Rn−k and φp(p) = φq(q) = (0, 0). By the uniform transversality
theorem, see e.g. [3, Thm. 3, Ch.III] there exist submanifolds N1 and N2, with p ∈ N1 and q ∈ N2 transverse
to F and a diffeomorphism f̃ : N1 → N2 such that f̃(L ∩N1) = L ∩N2 for all horizontal leaf L .

We have to show that N1 and N2 above can be chosen as open sets D1 and D2 of the vertical leaves
Vp and Vq. Since N1 is transverse to F at p, then the derivative at p of the non-linear projection ψp :=
φ−1
p ({0} × π2 ◦ φp ◦ i) : N1 → Vp is an isomorphism between the tangent spaces TpN1 and TpVp, where

i : N1 → M is the inclusion and π2 : Rn → Rn−k is the projection. By the classical local inverse theorem,
there exists an open set D̃1 where the restriction of ψp is a diffeomorphism. By the same argument, we have

that there exists an open set D̃2 where the restriction of ψq := φ−1
q ({0}×π2 ◦φq ◦ i) is also a diffeomorphism.

The diffeomorphism f : D1 → D2 of the statement is given by f = ψq◦f̃◦ψ−1
p withD1 = ψp(D̃1∩f̃−1(D̃2))

and D2 = ψq(f̃(D̃1) ∩ D̃2).
□

2.1 Previous results on decomposition of continuous flows

Many studies focusing on distinct geometrical decomposition of flows have examined dynamics driven by
Stratonovich equations, see e.g. [6], [14], [13] among many others. The technique in these articles employs
intrinsic calculus of continuous semimartingales on manifolds. Here we recall the main results of existence of
the decomposition of φt, a continuous stochastic flow of (local) diffeomorphisms generated by an autonomous
stochastic Stratonovich equation on M .

More general than foliations, suppose that M is endowed with a pair of differentiable complementary
distributions. That is, we have two complementary differentiable assignment of subspaces in each fibre of
TM . More precisely, locally we have: ∆H : U ⊂M → Grk(M) and ∆V : U ⊂M → Gr(n−k)(M) respectively,

where U ⊂M is a connected open set and Grk(M) =
⋃
x∈M

Grk(TxM) is the Grasmannian bundle. They are

complementary in the sense that ∆H(x)⊕∆V (x) = TxM , for all x ∈ U . Consider the following Stratonovich
stochastic differential equation on the manifold M :

dxt =

k∑
i=0

Xi(xt) ◦ dW i
t , (5)

with initial condition x0 ∈ M , where X0, X1, . . . , Xk are smooth with bounded derivative vector fields on
M , (W 1

t , . . . ,W
k
t ) is a Brownian motion on Rk, and (W 0

t ) = t. We suppose that this probabilistic structure
is well defined over an appropriate filtered probability space (Ω,F , (F)t≥0,P). Let φt : Ω ×M → M be
the stochastic flow associated to the diffusion generated by equation (5). If we assume that the derivatives
of the vector fields are bounded, then φt exists for all t ≥ 0. We denote by exp{tX} ∈ Diff(M), the local
flow of diffeomorphisms associated with X, and by Diff(∆,M), the group of diffeomorphisms generated by
exponentials of vector fields in ∆, where ∆ is a distribution in M . In other words:

Diff(∆,M) = cl {exp{t1X1} . . . exp{tnXn}, with Xi ∈ ∆, ti ∈ R,∀n ∈ N} .

The Lie group generated by all smooth vector fields Diff(TM,M) contains two important Lie subgroups:
the subgroup generated by all purely horizontal vector fields, denoted by Diff(∆H ,M) and the subgroup
generated by all purely vertical vector fields denoted by Diff(∆V ,M). If the distributions are integrable,
hence generate foliations, then the intersection of these subgroups is the identity and each element of these
groups preserves the leave of the corresponding foliation.

Definition 2.6 A complementary pair of distributions ∆H and ∆V in M is said to preserve transversality
along the orbits of the subgroup Diff(∆H ,M) (acting on TM), if for any element F ∈ Diff(∆H ,M) we have
that DF∆V

(
F−1(x)

)
∩∆H(x) = {0}.
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Theorem 2.7 (Decomposition of continuous flows) Let ∆H and ∆V be two complementary distribu-
tions on the manifoldM which preserves transversality along Diff(∆H ,M). If φt is the flow of diffeomorphism
generated by equation (5) then there exists, up to a stopping time, a decomposition:

φt = ηt ◦ ψt. (6)

Where ηt is a diffusion (solution of an autonomous SDE) in Diff(∆H ,M) and ψt is a process (solution of a
non-autonomous SDE) in Diff(∆V ,M).

For a proof, see [6, Thm 2.2]. An interesting fact is that if ∆H and ∆V are both involutive distributions,
then locally, the decomposition (6) is unique. In fact, in this case, in a neighbourhood Ux ⊂M the holonomy
of the foliations vanishes, in other words Diff(∆H , Ux) ∩Diff(∆V , Ux) = I.

Exploring this decomposition with dimensions or codimensions of the foliations increasing one by one,
also motivated by the possibility of studying flow of diffeomorphisms over sections of flag bundles, we have a
cascade decomposition. Let (∆H

1 , . . . ,∆
H
k ) and (∆V

k , . . . ,∆
V
1 ) be two smooth sections of a flag bundle over

M . i.e. we have that ∆H
1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ ∆H

k and ∆V
1 ⊃ . . . ⊃ ∆V

k . It is worth mentioning that for dimM = n, the
sequence (∆H

1 , . . . ,∆
H
k ) is a section of the maximal flag manifold if dim∆H

i+1−dim∆H
i = 1 and k = n. Suppose

that ∆H
i and ∆V

i are complementary in each point of the manifold M , then, since those distributions are
actually sections of a flag bundle, it yields that diff(∆H

i ,M) ⊆ diff(∆H
i+1,M) and diff(∆V

i+1,M) ⊆ diff(∆V
i ,M)

for each i = 1, . . . , k − 1. Applying Theorem 2.7 recurrently in this flag structure, we have the following

Corollary 2.8 Given the complementary flag structure as describe above, locally the original flow φt of
equation (5) can be decomposed up to an explosion time as:

φt = η1t ◦ η2t ◦ . . . ηkt ◦ ψt, (7)

with the following property: the composition of the first i-th components (η1t ◦ . . . ηit) solves an autonomous
SDE in diff(∆H

i ,M) i = 1, . . . k and the composition of the last (k − i + 1) components (ηi+1
t ◦ . . . ηkt ◦ ψt)

solve a (non autonomous) SDE in diff(∆V
i ,M). This decomposition is unique when the distributions of the

flag bundles are involutive.

Example 1 Consider a local coordinate system ϕ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) : U ⊂M → Rn overM . Then ϕ establishes
in U a biregular atlas of 1-dimensional complementary foliations such that the corresponding distributions
satisfy the geometrical assumptions of the previous corollary. Hence, given a flow of (local) diffeomorphisms
φt, up to an explosion time, locally there exists the decomposition

φt = η1t ◦ η2t . . . ◦ ηnt

where each diffeomorphism ηit preserves the j-th coordinates for all j ̸= i. Note that in this example, the
component ψt of Corollary 2.8 degenerates to the identity. For details of the proof, see [6].

3 A generalization of Itô-Ventzel-Kunita formula

Many interesting flows of diffeomorphisms are not continuous, for example, those generated by semimartin-
gales with jumps, including Lévy noise and many others, see e.g. Kurtz, Pardoux and Protter [10]. The
main result of this section, Theorem 3.3 is a generalization of the Itô-Ventzel-Kunita formula for composition
of discontinuous flows generated by noise with jumps in the sense of Marcus equation as in [10]. Here, we
enlarge the scope of the previous result in [14], allowing infinite many jumps in compact intervals.

3.1 Stratonovich SDE with jumps on manifolds (SDEJ)

Initially we recall the definition and main properties of an Stratonovich SDE with jumps (SDEJ) in the sense
of Marcus equation in an Euclidean space, among others see e.g. [10]. We consider a standard probability
structure given by (Ω,F ,Ft,P) a complete filtered probability space, where our semimartingales are defined.
Let Z = {Zt, t ≥ 0} be a k-dimensional semimartingale, with Z0 = 0, and let [Z,Z] = [Zj , Zm] be the
quadratic variation matrix which can be decomposed into [Z,Z] = [Z,Z]c+[Z,Z]d, where [Z,Z]c and [Z,Z]d

5



represent the continuous and purely discontinuous parts respectively. The process ∆Zt = Zt+ − Zt− is the
pure jump component of the càdlàg semimartingale Zt. Let X ∈ C1(Rn;L(Rk,Rn)) with X = (X1, . . . , Xn)
being k smooth with bounded derivative vector fields in Rd, i.e. Xi = Xei, for ei elements of the canonical
basis in Rn. Given an initial condition x0 ∈ Rn, an SDEJ is given by

xt = x0 +

∫ t

0

X(xs) ⋄ dZs, (8)

where, shortly speaking: the continuous part of the solution corresponds to the classical Stratonovich equa-
tions and the jump part are performed along fictitious time, i.e. jumps of time ∆Z along the deterministic
flow ϕ(X,x, t) of X or equivalently, jumps of time one of X∆Zt. Equation (8) has a unique solution up to a
stopping time τ . Precisely the solution xt satisfies:

xt = x0 +

∫ t

0

X(xs−) dZs +
1

2

∫ t

0

X ′X(xsd[Z,Z]
c
s) (9)

(10)∑
0<s≤t

{ϕ(X∆Zs, xs−)− xs− −X(xs−)∆Zs} . (11)

For the convergence of the series on the right hand side, further properties and details of this formula, see
[10, eq. (2.2)].

The integration performed in equation (8) is not properly an integral since it does not apply to a class
of integrand, it is only defined for X(xt) in the context of the corresponding SDEJ. In this sense, to show a
change of variable formula for equation (8), one has to extend the meaning of this integral. More precisely
given a differentiable function g : Rn → Rk, to overcome this problem, Kurtz, Pardoux and Protter introduce
an extended definition of Marcus equation at another category of integrand (tensor here) along the trajectories
of (8) to allow the following formula, [10, Def. 4.1]:∫ t

0

g(xs) ⋄ dZs :=
∫ t

0

g(xs−)dZs +
1

2
Tr

∫ t

0

g′(xs)(dZ, dZ)
c(xs)X

t

+
∑

0<s≤t

[∫ 1

0

(g(ϕ(X∆Zs, xs− , u))− g(xs−)) du

]
∆Z. (12)

Note that if g is the vector fields X itself, the definition of equation (12) above coincides with the original
definition of Marcus solution: in fact, in this case ϕ(X∆Zs, xs− , u) itself is a primitive of the first summand
g(ϕ(X∆Zs, xs− , u))∆Zs of the integral in the second line.

With this extended interpretation above we have the following change of variable formula:

Proposition 3.1 If xt is the solution of equation (8), then for a diffeomorphism f ∈ C2(Rn):

f(xt) = f(x0) +

∫ t

0

f ′(xs)X(xs) ⋄ dZs, t ≥ 0. (13)

For a proof, see [10, Prop. 4.2]. Observe that since conjugacy of (deterministic) flow is equivalent of the
conjugacy of the corresponding vector fields then, in the formula (12) we have that fψ(X∆Zs, xs− , ·) =
ψ(f ′X∆Zs, f(xs−), ·). Hence f(xt) is solution of the Marcus equation

yt = y0 +

∫ t

0

f ′X(ys) ⋄ Zt.

I.e., solutions xt and yt are conjugated by the diffeomorphism f .

Marcus equation can be considered in a differentiable manifold M : in fact, in [10] they use an embedding
argument of M in an Euclidean space to define it. A natural intrinsic extension can be given using the
change of variable formula of Proposition 3.1 above: let X ∈ C1(M ;L(Rk, TM)), such that for each x ∈ M

6



the linear map X(x) sends a vector z ∈ Rk into X(x)z ∈ TxM . Assume that the vector field X is smooth
with bounded derivative on M and consider the equation

dxt = X(xt) ⋄ dZt, x(0) = x0. (14)

We say that xt ∈M , t ≥ 0 is a solution of equation (14) if for any f ∈ C2(M),

f(xt) = f(x0) +

∫ t

0

f ′(xs)X(xs) ⋄ dZs

in the sense of equation (12), i.e. it is interpreted as:

f(xt) =

∫ t

0

dfX(xs−) dZs +
1

2
Tr

∫ t

0

∇2f(XdZ,XdZ)c(xs)

+
∑

0<s≤t

[f(ϕ(X∆Zs, xs− , 1))− f(xs−)− dfX(xs−)]∆Zs. (15)

The first term on the right hand side of equation (15) is a standard Itô integral of the predictable process
dfXj(xs−) with respect to the semimartingale Zt. The second term is the Stieltjes integral of the Levi-Civita
connection applied in the derivative of the function f , with respect to the continuous part of the quadratic
variation of Zt. In the third term: ϕ(X∆Zs, xs− , 1) indicates the solution at a fictitious time t = 1 of the ODE
generated by the vector field X∆Zs and initial condition xs− (if last entry ‘1’ is ommited, it means we are
considering time one). Thus, the jumps of this equation occurs in deterministic directions. Usual regularities
conditions over the linear map X(x) and its derivatives guarantee the existence of a unique Stratonovich flow
of diffeomorphisms φt, which is solution of equation (14). Moreover, for an embedded submanifold M in an
Euclidean space, a support theorem [10, Prop. 4.3] states that the solution still remains on the manifold
after a jump.

Again, using the Itô formula (13), in local charts of M the equation (14) has the following local solution:

Proposition 3.2 Let α : U ⊂ M −→ Rn be a local coordinate system of M in a neighbourhood of x0. Let
Y = α∗(X) be the induced vector fields in Rn and consider the SDEJ in Rn given by

dyt = Y (yt) ⋄ dZt, y(0) = α(x0). (16)

Then, up to a stopping time, the solution flows of equation (14) and equation (16) are conjugate by α, i.e.
xt = α−1(yt).

Proof: It follows straightforward by the Itô formula of Proposition (3.1) up to a stopping time. We check
that the solution xt on the manifold is independent of the coordinate system: In fact, given another local
chart β with appropriate domain (in space and time) the diffeomorphism β ◦ α−1 conjugates the Marcus
equations generated by α∗X and β∗X, by formula (13).

□

3.2 Itô-Ventzel-Kunita for Stratonovich SDEJs

In order to prove the main theorem of this Section (Theorem 3.5) we need an extension of the classical
Itô-Ventzel-Kunita formula (infinite jump version). As we said in the paragraph before Proposition 3.1,
the Marcus integral only makes sense in a SDEJ. So, for the same reason that in [10] they have to define
equation (12) for the composition with differentiable mapping, here we have to define what is the integral
of a vector field induced by the derivative of a flow: Precisely, let X and Y be two smooth vector fields
on Rn and consider Ft and Gt, flows of diffeomorphisms generated by the SDEJs dFt = X(Ft) ⋄ dZt and
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dGt = Y (Gt) ⋄ dZt, with respect to the same semimartingale Zt. Cf. [14], we define the following integral:∫ t

0

(F ′
sY (Gs)) ⋄ dZs :=

∫ t

0

(F ′
s−Y (Gs−))dZs

+
1

2

∫ t

0

(X ′(Y (Gs)) + Fs∗(Y
′Y ))d[Z,Z]cs

+
∑

0≤s≤t

{
ϕ(X∆Zs, Fs−(ϕ(Y∆Zs, Gs−))− ϕ(X∆Zs, Fs−(Gs−))

− (F ′
s−Y (Gs−))∆Zs

}
, (17)

where the first term on the right hand side is the Itô integral of Fs∗Y (Gs−) with respect to Zs. In the second
term, note that (X ′(Y (Gs)) + Fs∗(Y

′Y )) = dFs∗Y (Gs)(Fs∗Y (Gs)), so the second integral corresponds to
the finite variation such that its continuous part satisfies the classical Itô-Ventzel-Kunita. On the last
summation, the expression ϕ(X∆Zs, Fs−(ϕ(Y∆Zs, Gs−)) has the following geometrical meaning: at the
jump time s ∈ [0, t], flow G(·) jumps before the jump of the flow F(·). Note that if Ft = Id then the definition
of the solution of Marcus equation (9) is recovered.

The summation in the definition given by expression (17) is absolutely convergent, in fact, applying
Taylor’s formula in the map

u −→ ϕ(X∆Zs, Fs−(ϕ(Y∆Zs, Gs− , u), 1),

around u = 0 one finds

ϕ(X∆Zs, Fs−(ϕ(Y∆Zs, Gs− , 1), 1) = ϕ(X∆sZ,Fs−(Gs−)) + (Fs∗Y (Gs))∆Zs

+
1

2

∂2ϕ

∂u2
(θ1, θ2)∆Zs∆Z

t
s,

where the Lagrange second order remainder has θ1, θ2 ∈ (0, 1). Therefore,∑
0<s≤t

∣∣∣ϕ(X∆sZ,Fs−(ϕ(Y∆Zs, Gs−))− ϕ(X∆Zs, Fs−(Gs−))− (Fs∗Y (Gs))(Fs ◦Gs)∆Zs
∣∣∣

≤ sup
0<s≤t

1

2

∣∣∣(X ′(Y (Fs−)) + Fs∗(Y
′Y ))f(ϕ(X∆Zs, Fs−(ϕ(Y∆sZ,Gs− , θ1), θ2))

∣∣∣ ∑
0<s≤t

|∆Zs|2

≤ K
∑

0<s≤t

|∆Zs|2,

for a constant K. Convergence holds since the sum of squares of the jumps of a general semimartingale is
finite a.s..

Next theorem states an extension of Itô-Ventzel-Kunita for general semimartingales. In this context, an
infinite number of jumps may occur.

Theorem 3.3 (Itô-Ventzel-Kunita for Stratonovich SDEJ) Suppose that Fs and Gs are solutions of
SDEJs driven by a general semimartingale Zt with respect to smooth with bounded derivative vector fields X
and Y on Rd respectively, then for t ∈ [0, T ],

Fs(Gs) = F0(G0) +

∫ t

0

X(Fs(Gs)) ⋄ dZs +
∫ t

0

Fs∗(Y (Gs)) ⋄ dZs (18)

Proof: It is well known that formula (18) holds if Zt is continuous for each t ∈ [0, T ], see e.g. Kunita [10,
Thm. 8.3]. Moreover, in [14] it was proved that if Z has a finite number of jumps in compact intervals,
then formula (18) also holds. Hence, we only have to prove the formula when the semimartingale Zt jumps
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infinitely many times in bounded intervals. Compared with the technique used in [14], in this case the
problem arises at times which are accumulation points of jumps. Here, we overcome this problem by splitting
the set of jump times of Zt, into two disjoint subsets, A = A(ϵ, t) and B = B(ϵ, t), such that A is finite,∑
s∈B

(∆Zs)
2 ≤ ϵ, and A ∪ B contains every jump time of Zt. Let ZAt = Zt − ∆Z1B(t), i.e., ZAt only has

discontinuities when t ∈ A. Note that ZAt converges to Zt uniformly. Consider FAt and GAt , solutions of
equations dFAt = X(FAt ) ⋄ dZAt and dGAt = Y (GAt ) ⋄ dZAt , respectively. Hence, formula (18) holds for all
t ∈ [0, T ], i.e.

FAs (GAs ) = F0(G0) +

∫ t

0

X(FAs (GAs )) ⋄ dZs +
∫ t

0

FAs∗(Y (GAs )) ⋄ dZAs . (19)

If ϵ goes to zero, A(ϵ, t) expands to sets which are collecting more and more jumps on the interval [0, t]
and the set B, on the other hand, reduces to a set of arbitrarily small jumps. Precisely, FAt −→ Ft and
GAt −→ Gt uniformly a.s, moreover, by Taylor’s formula on the time variable we have that∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∫ t

0

X(FAt (GAt )) ⋄ dZAs −
∫ t

0

X(Fs(Gs)) ⋄ dZs
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

∑
s∈B

∣∣∣∣∣∣{ϕ(X∆Zs, Fs−(Gs−))− Fs−(Gs−)

− X(Fs−(Gs−))∆Zs

}∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∑
s∈B

K1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∆Zt∣∣∣∣∣∣2 ≤ K1 ϵ.

For a positive constant K1. Similarly, for the same reason,

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∫ t

0

FAs∗(Y (GAs )) ⋄ dZAs −
∫ t

0

Fs∗(Y (Gs)) ⋄ dZs
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ K2

∑
s∈B

∣∣∣∣∣∣∆Zt∣∣∣∣∣∣2 ≤ K2 ϵ.

Therefore, when ϵ goes to zero, expression (19) converges uniformly to formula (18) a.s..
□

Next corollary establishes a Leibniz formula for Stratonovich SDEJs. The proof follows directly from
Theorem 3.3. This formula is fundamental in the next section in order to compute explicit expressions for
the components of the decomposition.

Corollary 3.4 (Leibniz formula) Let Ft and Gt be flows generated by Stratonovich SDEJs with respect to
a general semimartingale Zt. Then

⋄d(F ◦G)t = ⋄d(Ft)Gt + (Ft)∗ ⋄ dGt. (20)

By Proposition (3.1) and local coordinate arguments we can easily extend all results in this section for a
Riemannian manifold.

3.3 Decomposition of flows of diffeomorphism with jump components

Now we return to the problem of decomposing a flow of diffeomorphism φt ∈ Diff(M), into components in
subgroups of Diff(M). In this context, one of the components is again a flow in this space (hence satisfies
the Markov property if the original one does). This kind of decomposition appears in the literature, for
example, in Bismut [2], Kunita [9], Ming Liao [12], among others. In this section, we study the existence of
this decomposition, when φt is a solution of a Marcus equation driven by a general semimartingale Z and
give equations of its components in each subgroup of Diff(M). In the main result of this section, we prove
that the diffeomorphism φt is decomposable up to a stopping time τ even if Z perform infinitely many jumps
in compact intervals.

Using Lie group terminology, the dynamics of the stochastic flow φt which is the (local) solution of the
Stratonovich SDEJ (14) lies in Diff(M), the connected Lie group of diffeomorphisms of M generated by
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vector fields. As any other dynamics generated by vector fields, the flow φt can be written as the following
right invariant SDEJ in Diff(M):

dφt = Rφ∗
t
X ⋄ dZt, (21)

where Rφ∗
t
is the derivative of the right translation in the Lie group Diff(M). A first version of the theorem of

decomposition for processes with jump components was proved in [14, Prop. 1] restricted to systems whose
driven process Zt jumps only a finite number of times on compact intervals. Here, Corollary 3.4 allows us to
extend to systems with arbitrary (countable) number of jumps. In section 3.1, we illustrate for linear systems
each step in proof of this theorem:

Theorem 3.5 (discontinuous version) The stochastic flow of local diffeomorphisms φt generated by the
SDEJ (14) can be decomposed locally, up to a stopping time, as

φt = Ft ◦Gt,

where Ft is solution of an (autonomous) SDEJ in Diff(∆H ,M) and Gt is a process in Diff(∆V ,M). The
decomposition is unique if ∆H and ∆V are integrable.

Proof: For each horizontal diffeomorphism F , let X̃F be the element in the Lie algebra of the group
Diff(∆H ,M), i.e., a horizontal vector field which lives in ∆H , given by:

X̃F (x) = X(x)− V (x) ∈ ∆H , (22)

where V (x) is the unique vector field in the subspace dF (∆V (F−1(x))) such that X̃F is horizontal in TxM .
The first component Ft of the statement is the solution of the Marcus equation in Diff(∆H ,M) given by:

dFt = RFt∗X̃Ft ⋄ dZit . (23)

In fact, since the vector fields are horizontal and are translated by horizontal diffeomorphims, then the
solution of this right invariant equation is also horizontal.

For the second component, take Gt = F−1
t ◦ φt. We only have to proof that Gt is vertical. In order to

find a Marcus equation whose solution flow is Gt, we apply Corollary (3.4) (Itô-Ventzel-Kunita for general
semimartingales). Hence,

dGt = F−1
t∗ ⋄ dφt + ⋄dF−1

t (φt). (24)

On the other hand, note that, by Corollary 3.4 again we have that:

dF−1
t = −LF−1

t∗
X̃Ft

⋄ dZt. (25)

By (24) and (25), it follows that:

dGt =

m∑
i=0

Ad(G−1
t )(Vi(Gt))(Ft) ⋄ dZit . (26)

Finally note that Gt ∈ Diff(∆V ,M) since Ad(F−1
t )(Vi)(x) are in ∆2(x) by construction. If the distribu-

tions ∆H and ∆V are integrable then they are the tangent bundle of a pair of complementary foliations, in
this case, there is no holonomy, that is the intersection Diff(∆H ,M) ∩Diff(∆V ,M) = {Id}.

□
The stopping time stated in the Theorem is not infinite in general (as it will be in the alternate decom-

position in Section 4). An illustrative and simple example is the following: consider the pure rotation in R2

given by dxt = Axt ⋄ dZt, where A is the skew-symmetric matrix with entries 1 and −1. The flow of this
system is given by:

φt =

(
cosZt − sinZt
sinZt cosZt

)
.

Taking the Cartesian horizontal and vertical foliations, locally (in time) the flow φt is decomposed by(
cosZt − sinZt
sinZt cosZt

)
=

(
sec(Zt) − tan(Zt)

0 1

)(
1 0

sin(Zt) cos(Zt)

)
, (27)

which does not exist whenever Zt ∈ {π2 + kπ, k ∈ Z}; cf. equation (3).
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3.4 Linear Systems

In this section we explore further the linear systems in Rn with the Cartesian foliations and find conditions
for existence of decomposition for all time t ≥ 0. Consider the following SDEJ:

dxt = Axt ⋄ dZt, (28)

with x0 ∈ Rn and, in this context, Zt a semimartingale on the real line. The Itô-Ventzel-Kunita result in the
previous section shows that the fundamental linear solution flow of (28) is the exponential

Ft = exp {AZt}. (29)

The decomposition we are interested here is

Ft = ηt ◦ ψt

such that ηt ∈ Diff(∆H ,M) and ψt ∈ Diff(∆V ,M). In the general theory of last section, the components
ηt and ψt are not necessarily linear, even in quite symmetric situations: Consider for example, the pair of
foliations in Rn \ {0} given by radial and spherical coordinates; in this case neither the radial neither the
spherical components are linear. Nevertheless, in the case of the Cartesian pair of foliation Rk × Rℓ, we do
have that ηt and ψt are actually linear. In fact, writing the fundamental solution in coordinates, we have
that

Ft =


(
F1(t)

)
k×k

(
F2(t)

)
k×ℓ(

F3(t)
)
ℓ×k

(
F4(t)

)
ℓ×ℓ

 .

Since ηt does not change the last ℓ coordinates, the diffeomorphisms ψt must perform all the transformations
on the last ℓ coordinates, i.e. it must have the following form:

ψt =


(
1d

)
k×k

0

F3(t) F4(t)

 .

This implies that both ηt and ψt are linear.

Observe that the vertical component in fact lies in the following Lie group:

ψt ∈ GV =

g ∈ Gl(n,R); g =


(
1d

)
k×k

0

g3

(
g4

)
ℓ×ℓ


whose Lie algebra is given by the vector space generated by

(
0
)
k×k

0

(
∗
) (

∗
)
ℓ×ℓ

 ,

Where (∗) denotes arbitrary real entries with the appropriate dimensions. For the horizontal component:

ηt ∈ GH =

g ∈ Gl(n,R); g =


(
g1

)
k×k

g2

0
(
1d

)
ℓ×ℓ


with Lie algebra generated by 

(
∗
)
k×k

(
∗
)
k×ℓ

0
(
0
)
ℓ×ℓ

 .
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We illustrate here the calculations of the proof of Theorem 3.5 in order to find the SDEJs for the subma-
trices g1, g2 and g3, g4 of ηt and ψt respectively. Consider π2 : Rk × Rℓ → Rℓ the projection on the second
(vertical) subspace. From the proof of Theorem (3.5) we have that

V (η, ·) = η ◦ π2 ◦A(·). (30)

In fact, note that V (η, ·) is in the image of the vertical component by η and that π2V (η, ·) = π2A(·). From
(30) and equations (23) and (26) we find the autonomous equation:

dηt = (1d− ηt ◦ π2)Aηt ⋄ dzt,

and the well expected nonautonomous vertical diffeomorphisms:

dψt = π2Aηt ◦ ψt ⋄ dzt.

Writing the matrix of coefficients in blocks as

A =:


(
A1

)
k×k

(
A2

)
(
A3

) (
A4

)
ℓ×ℓ

 ,

we can calculate explicitly each constituent submatrices of ηt and ψt:

dg1(t) =
[
A1 g1(t)− g2(t) A3 g1(t)

]
⋄ dzt

dg2(t) =
[
A1g2(t) +A2 − g2(t)A4 − g2A3 g2(t)

]
⋄ dzt,

dg3(t) =
[
A3 g1 +A3 g2 g3 +A4g3

]
⋄ dzt

dg4(t) =
[
A3 g2 g4 +A4 g4

]
⋄ dzt. (31)

All the terms of equations above are linear except those quadratics which are all multiplied by the submatrices
A3. Hence, if A3 = 0 then there exists solutions for these equations, i.e. there exists the decomosition for
all time t ≥ 0. Cf. elementary example of rotation after the proof of the Theorem, where A3 = 1. The next
Proposition allow us to extend the scope of this decomposition. Before that, we define the following notation:
given two complementary subspaces E1 ⊕ E2 = Rn, we denote by F(E1) and F(E2) the corresponding pair
of complementary affine foliations in Rn generated by the corresponding affine subspaces.

Proposition 3.6 Consider a linear SDEJ in Rn, with n > 2, given by

dxt = Axt ⋄ dzt. (32)

Let r = #{real eigenvalues with multiplicities} and consider positive integers a ≤ r and b ≤ (n− r)/2. Then,
for any dimension of the form a + 2b, there exist a pair of affine foliations F(E1), F(E2) generated by
complementary subspaces E1 and E2, dimE1 = a + 2b, such that the decomposition of the flow of equation
(32) exists for all time t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof: Let A be represented in its canonical real Jordan form as A = PJP−1, such that the nilpotent
components are above the main diagonal. The coordinate transformation y = P x establishes the conjugate
Marcus system:

dyt = J yt ⋄ dzt.
If n > 2, it is possible to express J as

J =


(
J1

)
k×k

(
J2

)
(
J3

) (
J4

)
ℓ×ℓ


with k = a + 2b and its complementary ℓ = n − k, such that the submatrix (J3)ℓ×k = 0. Observe that
a represents the number of real eingenvalues in the block J3 and b is the number of pairs of conjugate
nonreal eigenvalues in the same block. Hence, equation (31) guarantees that there is no explosion in the
decomposition of yt. By conjugacy, there is also no explosion in the decomposition of the linear fundamental
solution Ft of (32) along the foliations generated by E1 = P (Rk × {0}) and E2 = P ({0} × Rl).

□
Using the notation in the proof of last proposition, the decomposition of Ft = ηt ◦ψt above are such that

ηt lies in the group P GH P
−1 and ψt lies in P GV P

−1.
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4 Attainability and alternate decomposition

In this section, we introduce a technique to rescue a sort of decomposability of flows of diffeomorphisms along
pair of foliations which otherwise would be topologically impossible to be performed. This is a decomposition
in time intervals along the trajectories in the sense of: stop the decomposition close to the boundary of the set
of diffeomorphisms where local decomposition no longer exists; and restart, from the identity, with another
couple of vertical-horizontal decomposition. This succession of dual decomposition, vertical diffeomorphism
composed with horizontal diffeomorphism, represented by (HV), will be called an alternate decomposition.
So, typically, this decomposition has the alternating structure (HV) ◦ · · · (HV). Note that it is not relevant
if the last term on the left hand side is H or V since ending with V means that the omitted H part is the
identity. The technique applies essentially in continuous flows of diffeomorphisms, or at least with jumps
occurring away from sets of undecomposable diffeomorphisms, see Remark 4.12 below.

4.1 Attainability index and topological Obstruction

In many interesting pairs of foliations, given an initial condition x0 ∈M , there might exist a set of points in
M which one cannot reach by a vertical trajectory concatenated with a horizontal path. We investigate here
the possibility of reaching these points allowing concatenation with a finite number of alternating vertical and
horizontal paths, see Examples (2) and (3) below. This topological restriction to accessibility represents also,
obviously, an obstruction for the decomposition of a dynamics given by a continuous family of diffeomorphisms
φt which, say, send x0 into a non-accessible point. This leads us to the following concept:

Definition 4.1 The set of k-attainable points from x ∈M with respect to the pair of foliation (M,H,V) is
the set given by the composition of saturations

Ak(x) = · · ·H(V(HV(x)))︸ ︷︷ ︸
2k times

. (33)

In other words, we have k steps of the pair of saturations (H ◦ V)(·).

Note that Ak(x) is horizontally saturated for all k ∈ N and for all x ∈ M . If a diffeomorphism ϕt(x) is
decomposable (in the sense of (1)) in a neighbourhood of x, then ϕt(x) ∈ Ak(x) for k ∈ N. The converse is
not true: rotations of π/2 in R2, with the Cartesian pair of foliations is a counterexamples, where A1(x) ≡ R2

for all x ∈ R2. Hence, k-attainability is a topological obstruction to the decomposition of a diffeomorphism
(in the sense of (1)).

Proposition 4.2 Given a biregular foliated space (M,V,H), the attainable sets Ak(x) are open sets for all
x ∈M and k ∈ N.

Proof: Consider initially k = 1 and a point y ∈ A1(x). By definition, there exists at least one point
z ∈ H(y) ∩ V(x). By uniform transversality (Theorem 2.5), there exists an open set z ∈ D1 ⊂ V(x) = V(z)
which is sent diffeomorphically to an open set y ∈ D2 ⊂ V(y) along the same horizontal leaves. Using a local
biregular chart at y we conclude that the horizontal saturation of D2 contains an open neighbourhood of y,
hence y is in the interior of A1(x).

For k ≥ 2 one just has to write

Ak(x) =
⋃

y∈Ak−1(x)

A1(y).

The result follows by induction.
□

Proposition 4.3 Given a biregular foliated space (M,V,H), if M is connected then M = ∪k∈NAk(x) for all
x ∈M .
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Proof: Indeed, we only have to prove that ∪k∈NAk is a closed set. Suppose that there exists a point
x ∈ ∂ ∪k∈N Ak. There exists a local biregular chart in a neighbourhood of x which is mapped into an open
rectangle in Rr × Rn−r. An infinite number of points of ∪k∈NAk are also mapped in this open rectangle.
Trivially, these points can also reach x with just one more step: vertical and horizontal trajectory (say, if
x ∈ ∂Ak, then x ∈ Ak+1). We conclude that x ∈ ∪k∈NAk hence this set is open and closed in M .

□
It is particularly interesting when one can reach the whole manifold in a finite number of steps. This

leads us to the following definition:

Definition 4.4 We define the index of attainability of the bifoliated space (M,H,V) at x ∈ M as the
positive integer

IA(x,H,V) = min{k ∈ N;Ak(x) =M}, (34)

when it exists. Otherwise we say that IA(x,H,V) = ∞. In other words, the attainability index at x ∈M is
the minimal number of concatenation of horizontal and vertical paths in such a way that any point on the
manifold M is attainable from x.

Definition 4.5 We define the k-co-attainable set of x ∈M with respect to (M,H,V) as the intersection

Ck(x) = H ◦ V ◦ H ◦ · · · ◦ V(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
2k times

∩V ◦ H ◦ V ◦ · · · ◦ H(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
2k times

. (35)

Using the same argument of Proposition 4.2, a point y ∈ Ck(x), if y ∈ Ak(x) and x ∈ Ak(y).

Given x ∈M there exists a natural sequence of open sets:

A1(x) ⊊ A2(x) ⊊ A3(x) ⊊ · · · ⊊ AIA(x,H,V)(x) = AIA(x,H,V)+1(x) = . . . =M. (36)

Note that since the boundary ∂Ai(x) ⊂ Ai+1(x) then the closure clAi(x) ⊂ Ai+1(x). Moreover, since Ai(x)
are open, then if M is compact, then IA(x,H,V)(x) is finite for all x ∈M .

Example 2 Consider M = R2∗ = R2 \ {(0, 0)} with the horizontal foliation given by the union of leaves:

H =
⋃
α∈R

{
(x, y) ∈ R2∗;xy = α

}
and let the vertical foliation V be the rotation by π/4 of the leaves of H. We represent H and V in Figure
1 by grey and blue curves, respectively. For any point p in the diagonal {(x, x), x > 0}, we have A1(p) =
{(x, y) ∈ R2∗; y + x > 0}, A2(p) = R2 \ (x, x, ), x < 0 and A3(p) =M . I.e. IA(p,H,V) = 3, and

C1(p) = {(x, y) ∈ R2∗; x > 0, y > 0}
C2(p) = {(x, y) ∈ R2∗; y < 0 or x < 0}
C3(p) = M.

□
In many interesting cases the index of attainability is infinite:

Example 3 For M = R2 consider the horizontal foliation given by the disjoint union of leaves

H =
⋃
c∈R

{
{(x, y) ∈ R2; y = −

∣∣∣ secx∣∣∣+ c, if x ̸= rπ
} ⋃̇ {

x = rπ; r ∈ Z
}
,

and vertical foliation given by

V =
⋃
c∈R

{
{(x, y) ∈ R2; y = −

∣∣∣ cscx∣∣∣+ c, if x ̸= rπ +
π

2

} ⋃̇ {
x = rπ +

π

2
; r ∈ Z

}
,
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Figure 1: Example of a bifoliation with IA(p,H,V) = 3

see Figure 2. In this case, note that for p = (0, 1):

A1(p) =
{
(x, y) ∈ R2;−π

2
≤ x ≤ 3π

2

}
A2(p) =

{
(x, y) ∈ R2;−3π

2
≤ x ≤ 5π

2

}
.

In general,

An(p) =
{
(x, y) ∈ R2;−nπ +

π

2
≤ x ≤ nπ +

π

2

}
.

Hence

M =

∞⋃
n=1

An(p),

and the index of attainability for any initial point p is given by IA(p,H,V) = ∞.
□

Proposition 4.6 Let M be a connected manifold. Consider p ∈ M and k ∈ N such that horizontal and
vertical saturations commute in the sense that Ak(p) = V ◦ H ◦ . . .V ◦ H(p)︸ ︷︷ ︸

2k times

, then Ak(p) =M , i.e. the index

of attainability IA(p,H,V) = k. In particular, in this case, M = CIA(p,H,V)(p).

Proof: Since Ak(p) is an open set and M is connected, we only have to prove that Ak(p) is closed. By
definition Ak(p) is horizontally saturated, hence its boundary ∂Ak is also horizontally saturated by uniform
transversality (Thm. 2.5). Hence, given a point x ∈ ∂Ak, since H and V are complementary, there exists a
point y in the intersection V(x) ∩ Ak(p). The hypothesis says that Ak(p) is also vertically saturated, hence,
the point in the boundary x ∈ V(y) must also be in Ak(p). The last statement follows straightforward by
the definition.

□

4.2 Alternate decomposition

In general, let (ϕt)t, be a continuous family of global diffeomorphisms on M , with ϕ0 = Id and 0 ≤ t ≤ T .
Fix an initial condition p ∈M . The single decomposition ϕt = ηt ◦ψt where ηt is horizontal and ψt is vertical
for all time t ∈ [0, T ] in general does not exist. In fact, we have the following topological characterization of
decomposability of a flow with just one pair horizontal-vertical:
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Figure 2: Example of a bifoliation with IA(p,H,V) = ∞ for any point p.

Theorem 4.7 Suppose that (M,H,V) is transversely orientable for the horizontal foliation. Then a family
of diffeomorphisms ϕt is globally decomposable (in the sense of Remark 2.4) for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T , if and only if,
it preserves transverse orientation.

Proof: For a proof, see [15, Thm. 2.5].
□

This restriction motivates the alternate decomposition of equation (1), whose existence is treated in the
sequel. Before that, next Proposition, give us a simple necessary condition of its existence.

Proposition 4.8 Suppose ϕt is a flow of diffeomorphism which can be decomposed as

ϕt(x) =
(
ηkt∨sk−1

◦ ψkt∨sk−1

)
◦ . . . ◦

(
η2s2 ◦ ψ

2
s2

)
◦
(
η1s1 ◦ ψ

1
s1

)
,

up to a time τ > 0, where ψi and ηi are purely vertical and horizontal diffeomorphisms, respectively, and
0 < s1 < s2 < . . . < sk < sk+1 < . . . < τ is a non-decreasing sequence of times. Then, for 0 ≤ t < τ and
i = 1, . . . , k we have that ψit(x) ∈ V(x) ∩H

(
ηit ◦ ψit(x)

)
and ηit(y) ∈ H(y) ∩ ηit ◦ ψit (V(y)).

Proof: In fact, for the first statement, note that ψit(x) ∈ V(x), for i = 1, . . . , k and x in the appropriate
domain. In addition, ηt preserves horizontal leaves for all t < τ , then since H

(
ξit ◦ ψit(x)

)
= H

(
ψit(x)

)
, it

implies that ψit(x) ∈ H
(
ξit ◦ ψit(x)

)
. For the second statement, observe that ηit(y) ∈ H(y) and y ∈ V(y),

therefore ηit(y) ∈ ηit ◦ ψit (V(y)).
□

Theorem 4.9 Let (ϕt)t∈[0,T ] be a family of diffeomorphisms onM depending continuously on t, with ϕ0 = Id
and T ∈ R ∪ {+∞}. For any fixed x ∈ M , there exists a non-decreasing sequence of times 0 = s0 < s1 <
s2 < . . . < sr = sr+1 = . . . = T , (r ∈ N ∪ {∞}) such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], there exists a neighbourhood Ux
of x, where we have the following foliated decomposition:

ϕt(x) =
(
ηkt ◦ ψkt

)
◦ . . . ◦

(
η2s2 ◦ ψ

2
s2

)
◦
(
η1s1 ◦ ψ

1
s1

)
,

for t ∈ [sk−1, sk], with η
k
sk−1

= Id and ψksk−1
= Id. Here ηj and ψj are horizontal and vertical diffeomorphisms

respectively for all j ∈ 1, . . . , k.
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Proof: For each x0 ∈M , we consider a neighbourhood Ux0 of x0 and a coordinate system
Σx0

: Ux0
⊂M −→ Rk × Rn−k; with respect to it, we write ϕs(x) = (ϕ1s(x, y), ϕ

2
s(x, y)), for x ∈ Ux0

, s > 0
and we define

s1 = inf

{
s ∈ [0, T ]; det

∂ϕ2t
∂y

= 0

}
− ϵ1,

for ϵ1 > 0 small enough. For s < s1, ϕs(x0) preserves transverse orientation. Applying a local version of
Theorem (4.7), it follows that in Ux0

, ϕs(x) has a foliated decomposition

ϕs(x) = η1s ◦ ψ1
s(x),

where η1s and ψ1
s are horizontal and vertical continous family of diffeomorphisms respectively. If s1 = T , the

proof stops, otherwise, for s > s1, we can write ϕs(x) as

ϕs(x) = ϕs1,s ◦ ϕs1(x)
= ϕs1,s ◦ (η1s1 ◦ ψ

1
s1)(x),

where ϕs1,s = ϕs ◦ ϕ−1
s1 . Taking ϕs1,s sufficiently close to the identity, the decomposition can be performed

again. More precisely, set

s2 = inf

{
s ∈ [s1, T ]; det

∂ϕ2s1,s
∂y

(ϕs1(x0)) = 0

}
− ϵ2,

for a sufficiently small ϵ2 > 0. For s1 < s < s2, we apply Theorem (4.7) again and rewrite ϕs(x) as

ϕs(x) = (η2s ◦ ψ2
s) ◦ (η1s1 ◦ ψ

1
s1)(x),

where η2 and ψ2 are horizontal and vertical diffeomorphisms respectively and the domain is restricted if
necessary for the second decomposition. If s2 = T , the proof stops, otherwise we repeat the argument
recursively as many times as necessary until t ≥ sk. For a fixed t, parameter k does not go to infinity since in
the compact interval [0, T ] the derivatives of ϕt are bounded and by compactness, the trajectory cross only
a finite number of boundaries of attainable sets Ai(x0).

□

Proposition 4.10 Suppose that (M,H,V) is transversely orientable for the horizontal foliation. If ϕs(p)

approaches the boundary ∂Ak(p) of the k-attainable set, the determinant of
∂ϕ2

s

∂y (ϕsk−1
(p)) goes to zero.

Proof: In fact, by definition of k-attainable sets, their boundaries indicate the topological limit of the
attainability with vertical trajectories concatenated with horizontal trajectories. Hence it is also an obstruc-
tion for the decomposition of a flow. Cf. Equation (3), decomposition exists if and only if the derivative

det
∂ϕ2

s0
(x,y)

∂y ̸= 0.
□

The next example shows that Theorem (4.9) may hold even if (M,H,V) is not transversely orientable for
the horizontal foliation.

Example 4 Let M = [0, 1]3/ ∼, where ∼ is the identification of the following faces of the cube [0, 1]3:

(x, 0, z) ∼ (1− x, 1, 1− z), (37)

such that the section
(
x, y, 12

)
∩ [0, 1]3 turns into a Möbius strip S. Note that M is a tubular neighbour-

hood of S. In this context, the horizontal and vertical foliations H and V are given by the image of the
horizontal and vertical plaques respectively. It is worth mentioning that (M \ S,H) is transversely ori-
entable, but (M,H) is not. Consider a complete family of diffeomorphisms given by ϕt(x, y, z) = (x, y+ t, z).
In this case, ϕt is a horizontal flow with respect to the pair of foliation (H,V), hence it can be decom-
posed as ϕt = ηt ◦ ψt, where ηt = ϕt and ψt = Id, for small t > 0. Around the non-transversely
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orientable leaf S, ϕt has an alternate decomposition ϕt(x0) =
(
ηkt ◦ ψkt

)
◦ . . . ◦

(
η2s2 ◦ ψ

2
s2

)
◦
(
η1s1 ◦ ψ

1
s1

)
(x0),

where si ∈ {(2k + 1)2π,with k ∈ Z}, for a local biregular coordinate system in a neighbourhood of an initial
condition x0 ∈ S. Each pair ηjt ◦ ψ

j
t is given by the projection of the two reverting orientation diffeomor-

phisms ηjt (x, y, z) = (y, x, z) and ψjt (x, y, z) = (x, y, 1 − z), since ϕt reverses the orientation of both vertical
and horizontal components just before t = si. In the manifold (M \ S,H), the decomposition is guaranteed
by Theorem (4.7).

□
We end this Section with a particular case of alternate decomposition for classical stochastic flows of

diffeomorphisms.

Theorem 4.11 Let φt be the stochastic flow of (local) diffeomorphisms generated by the SDE (5). There
exists a non-decreasing sequence of stopping times 0 = t0 < t1 < t2 < . . . < tr = tr+1 = . . . = a such that,
locally, φt is alternately decomposable as

φt(ω, x) =
(
ηktk−1,t

◦ ψktk−1,t

)
◦ . . . ◦

(
η2t1,t2 ◦ ψ

2
t1,t2

)
◦
(
η1t1 ◦ ψ

1
t1

)
(ω, x), (38)

where ηj and ψj are horizontal and vertical diffeomorphisms respectively for all j ∈ N, t ∈ [tk−1, tk] and
ω ∈ Ω.

Proof: Theorem (4.9) guarantees that the alternate decomposition holds pathwise. Hence, we only have to
consider a sequence of stopping times (ti)i∈N which satisfies (recursively):

ti(ω, x) = inf

{
t ∈ [ti−1(ω, x), a); det

∂φ2
ti−1,t

∂y
(ui) = 0

}
− ϵi, (39)

where ui = φti(x), for ϵi > 0 small enough, ω ∈ Ω. By the cocycle property for stochastic flows, we can write
φt initially as a composition of diffeomorphisms which are all sufficiently close to the identity; after that, we
decompose each of these components according to the foliations, i.e.

φt(ω, x) = φtk,t(θtk(ω), uk) ◦ . . . ◦ φt1,t2(θt1(ω), u1) ◦ φt1(ω, x)
=

(
ηktk−1,t

◦ ψktk−1,t

)
◦ . . . ◦

(
η2t1,t2 ◦ ψ

2
t1,t2

)
◦
(
η1t1 ◦ ψ

1
t1

)
(ω, x),

where θt is the canonical shift operator on the probability space and ηj , ψj are horizontal and vertical
stochastic flows of diffeomorphisms.

□

Remark 4.12 Although along this section we have treated alternate decomposition only on continuous flows
of diffeomorphisms, it can also be applyed to jumping systems. In fact, if the jumps are only inside A1, or
more generally, if the trajectories cross boundaries of attainable sets Ai only at times of continuity with
respect to t, the alternate decomposition can also be performed.

5 Principal fibre bundles over homogeneous spaces

Consider a connected Lie group G with a closed subgroup H and let g and h represent their corresponding
Lie algebras of right invariant vector fields. The action of G on H is given by left translation gH, for any
g ∈ G and the orbits generate the homogeneous space M := G/H, as described in the literature e.g. [8].
There exists a principal fibre bundle characterized by the canonical projection π : G→M . For any element
A ∈ g consider the right invariant SDEJ:

d gt = Agt ⋄ dZt. (40)

Consider a connection ω in the principal fibre bundle π : G→M . We construct the decomposition of flow
according to the vertical subspace (involutive) and the horizontal subspace established by this connection.
The solution flow (global in G up to lifetime of Zt) is given by the left action:

φt(x) = gtx,
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where gt = exp{AZt}. The distributions ∆H and ∆V in the tangent space TG are defined by the horizontal
subspace with respect to the connection ω and the tangent to the fibres gH (involutive). In order to decompose
the flow φt as outlined in Theorem (3.5), it is necessary to determine the vector fields V and h as in equation
(22) in the proof of the Theorem, i.e.:

Ax := h+ V (η, x).

Elements η ∈ Diff(∆H, G) can be expressed pointwise (with respect to x ∈ G) as a left action by elements of
G at x. This is a vertical component preserving action, i.e. g∗∆V = ∆V for all g ∈ G. Hence:

V (x) = ω(Ax)∗ and h = Ag − ω(Ax)∗.

From (23) and (26) it follows that each component of the decomposition φt(·) = ηt ◦ ψt(·) are given by:

d ηt = Rηt∗(Aηt(·)− ω(Aηt(·))∗) (41)

and
dψt = Ad(ηt) ω(Aηt(·))∗. (42)

Let denote by gH,xt ∈ G the general semimartingale in G such that gH,xt x is the horizontal lift of π(gt x) at

the point x, i.e. gH,xt x is a horizontal càdlàc path and gH,xt x = gt x vt for some vt ∈ H. Using this notation
and fixing the action at a point x ∈ G, the previous equations simplify to well known finite dimensional
equations (in G). This concept is detailed in the next subsection.

Proposition 5.1 Consider the decomposition of the solution flow φt(·) = ηt ◦ ψt(·) for equation (40) in
accordance with the horizontal and vertical distribution of the fibre bundle as described in Theorem (3.5).
Then, at each point x ∈ G, the first component can be written as the left action:

ηt(x) = gH,xt x,

and the second component can be written as the right action:

ψt(x) = xht

where ht = x−1 (gH,xt )−1 gt x.

Proof: The proof of the first equation follows straightforward when equation (41) is applied at a fixed initial

condition x ∈ G. Concerning the second equation mentioned in the statement, one sees that (x−1 (gH,xt )−1 gt x) ∈
H by definition of the horizontal lift: gH,xt x = gt x vt for some vt ∈ H. One checks that it solves (42) at a
fixed point x.

□

5.1 Trivial fibre bundles

As a particular case, Let π : G ×H → H be a trivial principal fibre bundle with structural group H, with
connected Lie groups G and H. The trivial connection here is given by ω(x,y)(g

′
t, h

′
t) = y−1h′t ∈ h. Consider

a right invariant SDEJ in G×H:

d(xt, yt) = (A×B) (xt, yt) ⋄ dzt.

Where A ∈ g and B ∈ h, the Lie algebras of G and H respectively, with an initial condition (x0, y0). By

the fact that, in this case, the connection is invariant by left action of G × {1d}, the factor gH,xt ∈ G × H
of Proposition (5.1) does not depend on (x, y). The trivial components of the decomposition are recovered.
Indeed, a global decomposition is achieved where the first component results from the left action:

ηt(·, ·) = (exp(Azt), 1d)(·, ·).

And the second (vertical) component is given in terms of the right action:

ψt(·, ·) = (·, ·)(1d, ht),

where ht = y−1 exp(Bzt) y.
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5.2 Jump dynamics on reductive homogeneous spaces

A homogeneous space M = G/H is said to be reductive if the Lie algebra g contains a subspace n, such that
Ad(H)(n) ⊂ n and g can be written as the direct sum g = h ⊕ n. It is worth mentioning that each fibre
π−1(x) is diffeomorphic to H. A similar decomposition was considered by Li [11] in the context of standard
Brownian motion.

Corollary 5.2 For S ∈ C2
b (G,L(Rd, h)) and Y ∈ C2

b (G,L(Rd, n)). Let Zt be a general semimartingale
and ψt and ηt be solutions associated with the Marcus differential equations dψt = S∗(ψt) ⋄ dZt and dηt =
Y ∗(η) ⋄ dZt. Then,

d(ηtψt) = Rψ∗
t
dηt + (Lψ−1

t
dψt)

∗(ηtψt). (43)

Proof: By Corollary 3.4, it follows that

d(ηtψt) = Rψt∗Y
∗(ηt)dZt + L(ηtψt)∗Lψ−1∗S

∗(ηtψt)dZt

= Rψt∗dηt + (Lψ−1dψ)∗(ηtψt).

□

Let φt, t < T , be the flow of diffeomorphism of the following canonical Marcus stochastic differential
equation,

dφt =W ∗(φt) ⋄ dZt. (44)

Where W is a element of the Lie algebra g.

In the next theorem, we find explicit Marcus differential equations for the vertical and horizontal compo-
nents of the solution φt. Let ω be the canonical 1-form connection on the principal bundle (P,G,H, π,M).
By definition, ω(X) = 0 for all vector field X ∈ n, and ω(A∗) = A if A ∈ h. We suppose that the Lie algebra
g is reductive, therefore it can be written as the direct sum g = h ⊕ n. Thus, the vector field W can be
decomposed into W ∗(g) = h∗(g) + V ∗(g), where h∗(g) ∈ h and V ∗(g) ∈ n.

Theorem 5.3 The solution flow φt can be decomposed into φt = ηtψt, such that the components ηt and
ψt satisfies the following system of Marcus differential equations:

dψt = V ∗(ψt) ⋄ dZit , (45)

dηt = (Ad(ψt)h)
∗
(ηt) ⋄ dZt. (46)

Proof: Note that φt is a diffeomorphism for all t > 0, moreover, it sends each fibre in another fibre, hence
φt is decomposable for all t < T , see e.g. [14, Corollary 2], thus the solution flow φt can be rewritten as
φt = ηt ◦ ψt, where ηt and ψt are horizontal and vertical semimartingales respectively. By Corollary 5.2, we
have that:

dφt = Rψt
dηt +

(
Lψ−1

t
dψt

)∗
(φt). (47)

Applying the 1-form ω at dφt:

ω(dφt) = ω
(
Lψ−1

t
dψt

)∗
(φt) = Lψ−1

t
dψt.

Hence,

Lψ−1
t
dψt = ω

(
W ∗(φt) ⋄ dZit

)
= ω (h∗(φt) ⋄ dZt + V ∗(φt) ⋄ dZt)
= V ⋄ dZt.

Therefore,

dψt = V ∗(ψt) ⋄ dZt.
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Using the identity ψt ◦ ψ−1
t = 1 and Corollary 5.2, it follows that:

dψ−1
t = −Rψ−1

t
V ⋄ dZt.

Applying Corollary 5.2 once again, for ηt = φt ◦ ψ−1
t , we have:

dηt = Rψ−1
t
dφt + Lφtdψ

−1
t

= Rψ−1
t

(W ∗(φt) ⋄ dZt)− Lφt

(
Rψ−1

t
V ⋄ dZt

)
=

[
Rψ−1

t
Lφt

W −Rψ−1
t
Lφt

V
]
⋄ dZt

=
[
Rψ−1

t
LηtLψt

h
]
⋄ dZt

= LηtAd(ψt)h ⋄ dZt = (Ad(ψt)h)
∗
(ηt) ⋄ dZt.

□

Let νt = π(φt), we want to compute a Marcus differential equation for νt. Using the fact that dπ(V ∗(φ)) = 0,
it follows that:

dνt = dπ(dφt) = dπ (W (φt)) ⋄ dZt
= dπ (h∗(φt) + V ∗(φt)) ⋄ dZt
= dπh∗(φt) ⋄ dZt.

Therefore
dνt = L̄ηt∗L̄ψt∗dπ(h) ⋄ dZt, (48)

where L̄a is the left translation on the base space M , for a ∈ G. Then, π ◦ La = L̄a ◦ π.

Proposition 5.4 The process ηt, t < T satisfies the equation (46), if, and only if, it is a horizontal lift of
νt.

Proof: Suppose that ηt is a solution flow of equation (46). Since ωηt(dηt) = 0, and ψ0 ∈ H, taking xt = π(ηt),
it holds that:

dxt = dπ
(
Ad(ψ−1

t )h
)∗

(ηt) ⋄ dZt

= dπ
(
Rψ−1

t
Lψth

)∗
(ηt) ⋄ dZt

= L̄ηtL̄ψt
dπh ⋄ dZt,

therefore, xt satisfies equation (48), by uniqueness of solution of Marcus differential equations, we conclude
that xt = π(ηt).

On the other hand, suppose that ηt is a horizontal lift of νt up to a stopping time T . Since φt is a solution
of equation (44) and π(φt) = π(ηt), then φt and ηt belong to the same fibre for all t < T . Therefore, there
exists Ct ∈ G, such that ηtCt = φt, for t < T . By Corollary 5.2:

dηt = RC−1
t
dφt +

(
LCt

dC−1
t

)∗
(ηt).

We rewrite the above expression by:

dηt = RC−1
t

(h∗(φt) + V ∗(φt)) ⋄ dZt +
(
LCt

dC−1
t

)∗
(ηt)

= RC−1
t
h∗(φt) ⋄ dZt +RC−1

t
V ∗(φt) ⋄ dZt +

(
LCt

dC−1
t

)∗
(ηt) (49)

= (Ad(Ct)h)
∗
(ηt) ⋄ dZt + (Ad(Ct)V )

∗
(ηt) ⋄ dZt +

(
LCt

dC−1
t

)∗
(ηt).

Now, applying the connection 1-form ω to the expression (49):

0 = ωηt

(
RC−1

t
V ∗(φt)

)
⋄ dZt + LCt

dC−1
t

= ωηt ((Ad(Ct)(V ))∗(ηt)) ⋄ dZt + LCt
dC−1

t (50)

= Ad(Ct)V ⋄ dZt + LCt
dC−1

t .
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Here we used the fact that ω(dηt) = 0 and Ad(Ct)(h) ∈ n. From expression (50), it holds that:

dC−1
t = −RC−1

t
V ⋄ dZt.

Hence,
dCt = V ∗(Ct) ⋄ dZt.

Then, Ct is a solution of equation (45). By expression (50),

(LCt
dC−1

t )∗(ηt) = −(Ad(Ct)V )∗(ηt) ⋄ dZt. (51)

Finally, combining expressions (49) and (51), it follows that:

dηt = (Ad(Ct)h)
∗(ηt) ⋄ dZt.

□
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