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For a class of stochastic differential equations with reflection for
which a certain IL? continuity condition holds with p > 1, it is shown
that any weak solution that is a strong Markov process can be decom-
posed into the sum of a local martingale and a continuous, adapted
process of zero p-variation. When p = 2, this implies that the re-
flected diffusion is a Dirichlet process. Two examples are provided
to motivate such a characterization. The first example is a class of
multidimensional reflected diffusions in polyhedral conical domains
that arise as approximations of certain stochastic networks, and the
second example is a family of two-dimensional reflected diffusions in
curved domains. In both cases, the reflected diffusions are shown to
be Dirichlet processes, but not semimartingales.

1. Introduction.

1.1. Background and motivation. This work identifies fairly general suf-
ficient conditions under which a reflected diffusion can be decomposed as the
sum of a continuous local martingale and a continuous adapted process of
zero p-variation, for some p greater than one. As motivation for such a char-
acterization, two examples of classes of reflected diffusions are considered.
The first example consists of a large class of multidimensional, obliquely re-
flected diffusions in polyhedral domains that arise in applications. Reflected
diffusions in this class are shown not to be semimartingales, but to belong
to the class of so-called Dirichlet processes. Dirichlet processes are processes
that can be expressed (uniquely) as the sum of a local martingale and a
continuous process that has zero quadratic variation, and thus correspond
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to the case when p =2 in the decomposition mentioned above. The second
example consists of a class of two-dimensional reflected diffusions in curved
“valley-shaped” domains that were first considered by Burdzy and Toby in
[3]. Once again, the reflected diffusion is shown to admit a decomposition of
the type mentioned above, but in this case the magnitude of p depends, in
a sense made precise in the sequel, on the curvature of the domain.

Processes that admit a decomposition of the type mentioned above are
clearly an extension of the class of continuous semimartingales. As is well
known, semimartingales form an important class of processes for stochas-
tic integration, they are stable under C? transformations and admit an Ito
change-of-variable formula. However, there are many natural operations that
lead out of the class of semimartingales and motivate the consideration of
Dirichlet processes. For example, C' functionals of Brownian motion, certain
functionals of symmetric Markov processes associated with Dirichlet forms
[17], and Lipschitz functionals of a broad class of semimartingale reflected
diffusions in bounded domains [26, 27], are all Dirichlet processes that are
in general not semimartingales. Moreover, Dirichlet processes exhibit many
nice properties analogous to semimartingales. They admit a natural, Doob—
Meyer-type decomposition [5], they are stable under C! transformations (see
Proposition 11 of [28] and also [1]) and there are extensions of stochastic
calculus and Itd’s formula that apply to Dirichlet processes (see [12, 14] and
Chapter 4 of [28]) or, more generally, to processes that admit a decompo-
sition as the sum of a local martingale and a continuous, adapted process
of bounded p-variation, for p € (1,2) [1]. Furthermore, the theory of rough
paths (see, e.g., [16] or [21]) applies to processes whose paths have bounded
p-variation for an arbitrary p € [1, 00).

The theory of reflected diffusions is most well-developed for semimartin-
gale or symmetric reflected diffusions. In particular, the Skorokhod problem
approach to the study of reflected diffusions [8, 22, 29] is automatically lim-
ited to semimartingales, while the Dirichlet form approach is best suited
to analyze symmetric diffusions (see, e.g., [4, 17]). However, using the sub-
martingale formulation of Stroock and Varadhan [30] or the extended Sko-
rokhod problem [22], it is possible to construct reflected diffusions that are
neither semimartingales nor symmetric processes [2, 3, 23, 24, 31]. This leads
naturally to the question of determining when these reflected diffusions are
semimartingales and, if they are not semimartingales, whether they belong
to some other tractable class of processes such as Dirichlet processes. There
has been a substantial body of work that shows that, under certain con-
ditions on the domain and reflection directions (namely, the completely-S
condition and generalizations of it), the associated reflected diffusion is a
semimartingale [22, 32]. In contrast, it has been a longstanding open prob-
lem (see Section 4(iii) of [32]) to develop a theory for multidimensional
reflected diffusions for which this condition fails to hold (some results in two
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dimensions can be found in [2, 3, 31]). As shown in [23, 24], such reflected dif-
fusions arise naturally as approximations of a so-called generalized processor
sharing model used in telecommunication networks. Thus, the development
of such a theory is also of interest from the perspective of applications.

The first main result of this work (Theorem 3.1) shows that multidi-
mensional reflected diffusions that belong to a slight generalization of the
family of reflected diffusions obtained as approximations in [23, 24] fail to be
semimartingales. In two dimensions and for the case of reflected Brownian
motion, this result follows from Theorem 5 of [31] (also see [2] for an alter-
native proof of this result). However, the analysis in [31] uses constructions
in polar coordinates that appear not to be easily generalizable to higher di-
mensions. We follow a different approach, which is independent of dimension
and which allows us to establish the result for uniformly elliptic reflected dif-
fusions, with possibly state-dependent diffusion coefficients, rather than just
reflected Brownian motion.

The next main result (Theorem 3.5) shows that reflected diffusions that
belong to a broad class admit a decomposition as the sum of a local mar-
tingale and a process of zero p-variation, for some p > 1. This class consists
of weak solutions to stochastic differential equations with reflection that
are Markov processes and have locally bounded drift and dispersion coeffi-
cients and satisfy a certain LP continuity requirement (see Assumption 2).
This continuity requirement is satisfied, for example, when the associated
extended Skorokhod map is Holder continuous, but also holds under much
weaker conditions that do not even require that the (extended) Skorokhod
map be well-defined (see Remark 2.4). When the extended Skorokhod map
is well-defined and Lipschitz continuous, this implies that the associated re-
flected diffusion is a Dirichlet process. Using the latter result, it is shown
in Corollary 3.6 that the nonsemimartingale reflected diffusions considered
in Theorem 3.1 are Dirichlet processes. Our next result concerns the class
of reflected Brownian motions introduced in [3], which were shown in [2]
not to be semimartingales. In Corollary 3.7, Theorem 3.5 is applied to show
that even in cusplike domains, the associated reflected Brownian motions
are Dirichlet processes, thus partially resolving an open question raised in
[3].

The paper is organized as follows. Some common notation used through-
out the paper is first summarized in Section 1.2. The class of stochastic
differential equations with reflection under consideration, and the related
motivating examples, are introduced in Section 2. Section 3 contains a rig-
orous statement of the main results; the proof of Theorem 3.1 is presented
in Section 4, while the proofs of Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.6 are given in
Section 5. Some elementary results required in the proofs are relegated to
the Appendix.
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1.2. Notation. As usual, R} or [0,00) denote the space of all nonnega-
tive reals, and N denotes the space of all positive integers. Given two real
numbers a and b, a Ab and aV b denote the minimum and maximum, respec-
tively, of @ and b. For each positive integer J > 1, R’ denotes J-dimensional
FEuclidean space and the nonnegative orthant in this space is denoted by
Ri ={xeR’:2;>0fori=1,...,J}. The Euclidean norm of = € R’ is de-
noted by |z| and the inner product of x,y € R’ is denoted by (x,y). The
vectors (e, ea,...,e;) represent the usual orthonormal basis for R/, with
e; being the ith coordinate vector. Given a vector u € R/, u” denotes its
transpose, with analogous notation for matrices For z,y € R’ and a closed
set A CR’, d(z,y) denotes the Euclidean distance between x and %, and
d(z,A) =infycad(z,y) denotes the distance between x and the set A. For
each r >0, N,(A) = {x € R’ :d(x, A) <r}. The unit sphere in R” is repre-
sented by S1(0). Given a set A C R’, A° denotes its interior, A its closure
and 0A its boundary.

The space of continuous functions on [0,00) that take values in R” is
denoted by C[0,00), and, given a set G C R”, C5[0,00) denotes the subset of
functions f in C[0,00) such that f(0) € G. The spaces C[0,00) and Cg[0, c0)
are assumed to be equipped with the topology of uniform convergence on
compact sets. Given f € C[0,00) and T' € [0,00), Var[ 71 f denotes the R, U
{oo}-valued number that equals the variation of f on [0,7]. Also, given a
real-valued function f on [0,00), its oscillation is defined by

Osc(fils,t]) = sup  [f(ug) = flwm)l;  0<s<t<oo.

s<ui<uz2<t

For each A € R/, I4(-) denotes the indicator function of the set A, which
takes the value 1 on A and 0 on the complement of A.

Given two random variables U(®) defined on a probability space (Q(i) L FO),
]P’(i)) and taking values in a common Polish space S, ¢ = 1,2, the notation

v @ U® will be used to imply that the random variables are equal in

distribution. Given a sequence of S-valued random variables {U ™) neN }
and U, with U™ defined on (Q), F P™) and U defined on (Q,F,P),
U™ = U is used to denote weak convergence of the sequence U™ to U.

Also, if the sequence of random variables are all defined on the same prob-

P
ability space (€, F,P), the notation U (n) (—>) 0 is used to denote convergence

in probability.

2. The class of reflected diffusions. The class of stochastic differential
equations with reflection under study are introduced in Section 2.1, and the
basic assumptions are stated in Section 2.2. Some useful ramifications of the
assumptions and a motivating example are then presented in Section 2.3.
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2.1. Stochastic differential equations with reflection. The so-called ex-
tended Skorokhod problem (ESP), introduced in [22], is a convenient tool
for the pathwise construction of reflected diffusions. The data associated
with an ESP is the closure G of an open, connected domain in R’ and a
set-valued mapping d(-) defined on G such that d(x) = {0} for x € G°, d(x)
is a nonempty, closed and convex cone in R with vertex at the origin for
every x € OG and the graph of d(-) is closed. Roughly speaking, given a con-
tinuous path 1, the ESP associated with (G,d(-)) produces a constrained
version ¢ of ¢ that is restricted to live within the domain G by adding to it
a “constraining term” 7 whose increments over any interval lie in the closure
of the convex hull of the union of the allowable directions d(x) at the points
x visited by ¢ during this interval. We now state the rigorous definition of
the ESP. (In [22], the ESP was formulated more generally for cadlag paths,
but the formulation below will suffice for our purposes since we consider
only continuous processes.)

DEFINITION 2.1 (Extended Skorokhod problem). Suppose (G,d(-)) and
1 € Cgl0,00) are given. Then (¢,n) € C[0,00) x C[0,00) are said to solve the
ESP for ¢ if ¢(0) =1(0), and if for all ¢ € [0,00), the following properties
hold:

(1) o(t) =¥ (t) +n(t);
(2) o(t) € G;
(3) for every s € [0,t)

(2.1) n(t) — n(s) m[ U d<¢<u>>},

we(s,t]

where €6[A] represents the closure of the convex hull generated by the
set A.

If (¢,m) is the unique solution to the ESP for ¢, then we write ¢ =T'(¢),
and refer to I' as the extended Skorokhod map (ESM).

If a unique solution to the ESP exists for all ¢ € Cz[0,00), then the as-
sociated ESM T is said to be well-defined on C5[0,00). In this case, it is
easily verified (see Lemma A.1) that if ¢ = '(+)), then for any s € [0,00),
¢* =T (¥*), where for t € [0, 00),

(2.2) V) =d(s) + (s +1) —o(s),  ¢°(t) = (s +1).
Moreover, a well-defined ESM is said to be Lipschitz continuous on C¢[0, 00)

if for every T' < oo, there exists FT, < oo such that, given () e C[0,00)
with corresponding solution (¢, ™) to the ESP, for i = 1,2, we have

(2.3) sup |61 (s) = 0@ (s)| < K sup |91 (s) =@ (s)].

s€[0,7] s€[0,7]
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The ESP is a generalization of the so-called Skorokhod Problem (SP)
introduced in [29]. Unlike the SP, the ESP does not require that the con-
straining term 7 have finite variation on bounded intervals (compare Def-
initions 1.1 and 1.2 of [22]). The ESP can be used to define solutions to
stochastic differential equations with reflection (SDERs) associated with a
given pair (G,d(-)) and drift and dispersion coefficients b:R’ — R’ and
o:R7— R/ xRY.

DEFINITION 2.2. Given (G,d(+)), b(+) and o(+), the triple (Z;, B), (92, F,
P), {F:} is said to be a weak solution to the associated SDER if and only if:

(1) {F:} is a filtration on the probability space (2, F,P) that satisfies the
usual conditions;

(2) {Bt,F} is an N-dimensional Brownian motion.

(3) P[5 |b(Z(s))|ds + [y ]|o(Z(s))[>ds < 00) =1Vt € [0,00).

(4) {Z;,F:} is a J-dimensional, adapted process such that P-a.s., (Z,Y)
solves the ESP for X, where Y =7 — X and

t t
(2.4)  X(t) = Z(0) + /O b(Z(s)) ds + /O o(Z(s))dB(s)  Vte[o,o0).

(5) Theset {t: Z(t) € 0G} has P-a.s. zero Lebesgue measure. In other words,
P-a.s.,

(2.5) /O o (Z(s)) ds = 0.

This is similar to the usual definition for weak solutions for SDEs (see, e.g.,
Definitions 3.1 and 3.2 of [19]), except that property 4 is modified to define
reflection and property 5 captures the notion of “instantaneous” reflection
(see, e.g., pages 87-88 of [15]). A strong solution can also be defined in an
analogous fashion.

DEFINITION 2.3. Given a probability space (2, F,P) and an N-dimensional
Brownian motion B on (2, F,P), Z is said to be a strong solution to
the SDER associated with (G,d(-)), b(:), o(-) and initial condition & if
P(Z(0) =¢) =1 and properties 3-5 of Definition 2.2 hold with {F;} equal to
the completed and augmented filtration generated by the Brownian motion
B.

For a precise construction of the filtration {F;} referred to in Definition
2.3, see (2.3) of [19]. In what follows, given the constraining process Y in
property 4 of Definition 2.2, the quantity L will denote the associated total
variation measure: in other words, for 0 < s <t < 0o, we define

(2.6) L(s,t) = Var(, Y and L(t) = L(0,].
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Observe that the process L in the second definition in (2.6) is {; }-adapted
and takes values in the extended nonnegative reals, R .

2.2. Main assumptions. We now introduce certain basic assumptions on
(G,d(+)), b(-) and o(-) that will be used in this work. In Section 2.3, we
provide a concrete motivating example of a family of SDERs that arise
in applications which satisfies all the stated assumptions. In Section 2.4, we
provide another example of a class of SDERs that satisfy these assumptions.
The latter class, which consists of two-dimensional reflected diffusions in
curved domains, was first studied by Burdzy and Toby in [3].

The first assumption concerns existence of solutions. General conditions
on G and d(-) under which this assumption is satisfied can be found in
Lemma 2.6, Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 4.3 of [22].

ASSUMPTION 1. There exists a weak solution (Z;, By), (2, F,P),{F:} to
the SDER associated with (G,d(+)), b(:) and o(-) such that {Z;, Fy;t >0} is
a Markov process under P.

Next, we impose a kind of ILP-continuity condition on the ESM.

ASSUMPTION 2.  There exist p>1,q>2 and Kr < oo, T € (0,00), such
that the weak solution Z to the SDER satisfies, for every 0 <s<t<T,

(2.7) E[[Y(t) = Y (s)[P|Fs] < KTE sup, [ X (u) — X(S)\q\fs] :

where X is the process defined by (2.4) andY =7 — X.

REMARK 2.4. Assumption 2 holds under rather mild conditions on the
ESP—for example, when the following oscillation inequality is satisfied for
any solution (¢,n) to the ESP for a given 1: for every 0 < s <t < oo, there
exists Cs ¢ < oo such that

Osc(¢, [s,t]) < Cs 1 Osc(1, [s,t]).
In this case, since (Z,Y) solve the ESP for X, we have for 0 <s<t<T,
Y (t) = Y(s)| < Osc(Y,[s,t]) < Cs4Osc(X, [s,t]) <2C7 sup |X(u) — X(s)],

u€ls,t]
where Cr = maxg<s<i<1 Cs ¢ < 00, and so Assumption 2 holds with p = ¢ =2
and Kp = 40%. The oscillation inequality can be shown to hold in many
situations of interest (see, e.g., Lemma 2.1 of [32]). If the ESM associated
with (G,d(+)) is well-defined and Lipschitz continuous on Cg[0,00), then
the oscillation inequality is also automatically satisfied, and so Assumption
2 again holds with p = ¢ = 2. Furthermore, it is easy to see that if the



8 W. KANG AND K. RAMANAN

ESM is well-defined and Holder continuous on Cg[0, 00) with some exponent
a € (0,1), then Assumption 2 holds for any p > 2/« and ¢ = ap. An example
of such an ESM is provided in Section 2.4 (see also Section 5.3 and, in
particular, Remark 5.5).

ASSUMPTION 3. The coefficients b and o are locally bounded, that is,
they are bounded on every compact subset of G.

2.3. A motivating example and ramifications of the assumptions. We
now describe a family of multi-dimensional ESPs (G, d(-)) that arise in ap-
plications. Fix J € N, J > 2. The J-dimensional ESPs in this family have
domain G =RJ and a constraint vector field d(-) that is parametrized by a
“weight” vector a = (aq,...,ay) with a; >0, i=1,...,J, and Z;‘le a; =1.
Associated with each weight vector « is the ESP (R, d(-)), where for z €
G = OR],

d(m)i{ > @-di:ﬂizo}

;=0
with
aj . .
- , for i,
(%M:{ 1= 7
1, for j =1,
fori,j=1,...,J. Reflected diffusions associated with this family were shown

in [23, 24] to arise as heavy traffic approximations of the so-called generalized
processor sharing (GPS) model in communication networks (see also [7] and
[9]). Indeed, the characterization of this class of reflected diffusions serves
as one of the motivations for this work.

Next, we introduce a family of SDERs that is a slight generalization of
the class of GPS ESPs.

DEFINITION 2.5. We will say (G,d(-)),b(:) and o(-) define a Class A
SDER if they satisfy the following conditions:

(1) The ESM associated with the ESP (G, d(-)) is well-defined and, for every
T < 00, is Lipschitz continuous (with constant K7 < 0o) on Cg[0,7].

(2) G is a closed convex cone with vertex at the origin, V = {0} and there
exists V € G such that

(V,d)=0 for all d € d(x) N S1(0),z € G\ {0};
(3) There exists a constant K < oo such that for all z,y € G,
o) — ()] + [bler) — bly)| < K]z — y]
and

o(@) <K, [b(z)] < K(1+|]).
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(4) The covariance function a:G — R7 x R’ defined by a(-) = o7 (-)o(-) is
uniformly elliptic, that is, there exists A > 0 such that

(2.8) ua(z)u > Nul? for all u e R7,z € G.

We expect that the conditions in property 3 can be relaxed to a local
Lipschitz and linear growth condition on both b and o, and the main result
can still be proved by using localization along with the current arguments.
However, to keep the notation simple, we impose the slightly stronger as-
sumptions above.

REMARK 2.6. ESPs in the GPS family defined above were shown to
satisfy properties 1 and 2 (the latter with v =e; +---+e) of Definition 2.5
in Theorem 3.6 and Lemma 3.4 of [22], respectively.

In Theorem 2.7, we summarize some consequences of Assumptions 1-3,
and also show that Class A SDERs satisfy these assumptions. The proof
essentially follows from Theorem 4.3 of [22] and Proposition 4.1 of [18]. The
following set,

(2.9) V= {x € 0G:there exists d € S;(0) such that {d, —d} C d(z)},
was shown in [22] to play an important role in the analysis.
THEOREM 2.7. Suppose (G,d(-)),b(-) and o(-) satisfy Assumptions 1

and 2, and let (Z;, By), (2, F,P),{F:} be a weak solution to the associated
SDER. Then Z is an F;-semimartingale on [0,Ty), where

(2.10) Ty =inf{t >0: Z(t) € V},
and P-a.s., Z admits the decomposition
(2.11) Z(-)=2(0) + M(-) + A(),

where for t € [0,Ty),

t t
(2.12) M(t) = /0 o(Z(s))-dB(s),  A(t) = /O b(Z(s))ds + Y (t),

and Y has finite variation on [0,t] and satisfies

t
(2.13) Y (1) = /O 7(s) dL(s),

where L is given by (2.6) and v(s) € d(Z(s)), dL-a.e. s € [0,t]. Moreover, if
(G,d(+)), b(+) and o(-) satisfy properties 1 and 3 of Definition 2.5, then they
also satisfy Assumption 1, Assumption 2 (with p=q=2) and Assumption
3. In this case, {Zy, Fi} is in fact the pathwise unique strong solution to
the SDER, is a strong Markov process and has E[|Z(t)|?] < oo for every
t € (0,00) if E[|Z(0]%] < 00.
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PROOF. Let X be the process defined by (2.4). Then X is clearly a
semimartingale and property 4 of Definition 2.2 shows that P-a.s., (Z, 7 — X)
satisfy the ESP for X. Moreover, Theorem 2.9 of [22] shows that Y = Z — X
has P-a.s. finite variation on any closed sub-interval of [0,7)). This shows
that Z is an Fi-semimartingale on [0,7)) with the decomposition given in
(2.11)—(2.13), and thus establishes the first assertion of the theorem.

Next, suppose (G, d(+)), b(-) and o(-) satisfy properties 1 and 3 of Defini-
tion 2.5. Then property 3 of Definition 2.5 implies Assumption 3 is satisfied.
In addition, by Remark 2.4, property 1 ensures that Assumption 2 holds
with p = ¢ > 2. Moreover, Theorem 4.3 of [22] and Proposition 4.1 of [18]
show that, in fact, the associated SDER admits a pathwise unique strong
solution Z, which is also a strong Markov process. Thus, Assumption 1 is
also satisfied. Hence, we have shown that Assumptions 1-3 hold. The last
assertion of the theorem can be established using standard techniques, by a
modification of the proof in Theorem 4.3 of [22], in the same manner as this
result is proved for strong solutions to SDEs, and so we omit the details of
the proof. [

We conclude this section by stating a consequence of property 2 of Def-
inition 2.5 that will be useful in the sequel. Let I'y denote the (extended)
Skorokhod map associated with the 1-dimensional (extended) Skorokhod
problem with G =Ry and d(0) =Ry, d(z) =0 if x > 0. It is well known
(see, e.g., [29] or Lemma 3.6.14 of [19]) that I'; is well-defined on Cg, [0, c0),
and in fact has the explicit form

(2.14) TL()(H) = w(t) + sup [~4(s)] V.

s€[0,t]

LEMMA 2.8.  Suppose that (G,d(-)) satisfies property 2 of Definition 2.5.
If (¢,m) solves the associated ESP for ) € Cql0,00), then (¢, V) =T1((y,V)).

The proof of this lemma is exactly analogous to the proof of Corollary 3.5
of [22], and is thus omitted.

2.4. Another motivating example. We now describe a family of two-
dimensional reflecting Brownian motions (henceforth abbreviated to RBMs)
in “valley-shaped” domains with vertex at the origin and horizontal direc-
tions of reflection. This family of reflected diffusions, which was first studied
in [3], is parameterized by two continuous real-valued functions L and R
defined on [0, 00), with L(0) = R(0) =0 and L(y) < R(y) for all y > 0. The
associated domain G is then given by

G={(z,y) eR*:y>0,L(y) <z < R(y)}.
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Let 0'G = {(x,y) € 0G \ (0,0):2 = L(y)} and, likewise, let G = {(x,y) €
0G\ (0,0):x = R(y)}. Then the reflection vector field is defined by

(1,0), (z,y) €0'G,
d(z,y) =< (-1,0), (z,y) € 0*G,
{v:v; >0}, (z,y) =(0,0).

Thus, there are two opposing, horizontal directions of reflection on the two
lateral boundaries, and then an additional vertical reflection direction (0,1)
at (0,0) to ensure that the Brownian motion can be constrained within the
domain. To conform with the general structure of ESPs, at (0,0) we in fact
define d(-) to be the convex cone (which, in this case, equals a half-space)
generated by the three directions (1,0), (—1,0) and (0, 1). Note that V = {0}
for this ESM and, when L and R are linear functions, this reflected diffusion
is a special case of the Class A SDER’s introduced in the last section.

It was shown in Theorem 1 of [3] (see also Section 4.3 of [2]) that the
ESM T corresponding to (G,d()) is well-defined and thus, when B is a
standard two-dimensional Brownian motion, Z = ['(B) is a well-defined re-
flected Brownian motion starting at (0,0) and is also a Markov process (see
Theorem 2 of [3]). In Proposition 4.13 of [2], RBMs in this family were shown
not to be semimartingales. As an application of the results of this paper, we
show that when L and R are sufficiently regular, Z nevertheless admits a
useful decomposition (see Corollary 3.7).

3. Statement of main results. Theorem 2.7 shows that if V =& then Z
is a semimartingale. In fact, it was shown in Theorem 1.3 of [22] that when
V = @, the ESM coincides with the SM. The main focus of this work is to un-
derstand the behavior of reflected diffusions Z associated with ESPs (G, d(-))
for which V # @, with the GPS family being a representative example. In
[22], it was shown that for the GPS family of ESPs, Z is a semimartingale
until the first time it hits the origin. However, the first result of the present
paper (Theorem 3.1) shows that Z is not a semimartingale on [0, c0).

THEOREM 3.1.  Suppose (G,d(+)), b(-) and o(-) describe a Class A SDER.
Then the unique pathwise solution Z to the associated SDER is not a semi-
martingale.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is given in Section 4.3. As mentioned in Section
1, for the special case when G is a convex wedge in R? and the directions of
constraint on the two faces are constant and point at each other, b=0 and
o is the identity matrix (i.e., Z is a reflected Brownian motion), this result
follows from Theorem 5 of [31] (with the parameters o =1 and the wedge
angle 7 less than 180° therein). The fact that, when J =2, the reflected
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Brownian motion Z defined here is the same as the reflected Brownian mo-
tion defined via the submartingale formulation in [31] follows from Theorem
1.4(2) of [22]. This two-dimensional result can also be viewed as a special
case of Proposition 4.13 of [2]. However, the proofs in [2] and [31] do not
seem to extend easily to higher dimensions. In this paper, we take a differ-
ent approach that is applicable in arbitrary dimensions and to more general
diffusions, in particular providing a different proof of the two-dimensional
result mentioned above.

As is well known, when a process is a semimartingale, C?> functionals
of the process can be characterized using Ito’s formula. Theorem 3.1 can
thus be viewed as a somewhat negative result since it suggests that Class A
reflected diffusions and, in particular, reflected diffusions associated with the
GPS family that arise in applications, may not possess desirable properties.
However, we show in Corollary 3.6 that these diffusions are indeed tractable
by establishing that they belong to the class of Dirichlet processes (in the
sense of Follmer). This follows as a special case of a more general result,
which is stated below as Theorem 3.5.

In order to state this result, we first recall the definitions of zero p-
variation processes and Dirichlet processes (see, e.g., Theorem 2 of [13]).

DEFINITION 3.2. For p > 0, a continuous process A is of zero p-variation
if and only if for any T > 0,

(3.1) S JA) - AP Ho

tiemm

for any sequence {7} of partitions of [0,7] with A(7") =max,eqn (tiy1 —
t;) = 0 as n — oo. If the process A satisfies (3.1) with p =2, then A is said
to be of zero energy.

DEFINITION 3.3. The stochastic process Z is said to be a Dirichlet pro-
cess if the following decomposition holds:

(3.2) Z =M + A,

where M is an Fi-adapted local martingale and A is a continuous, F;-
adapted, zero energy process with A(0) = 0.

Note that this is weaker than the original definition of a Dirichlet process
given by Follmer [13], which requires that M and A in the decomposition
(3.2) be square integrable and that A satisfy B[}, o |As, — Ay, [*] = 0 as
A(m™) — 0, rather than satisfy (3.1) with p =2. However, our definition can
be viewed as a localized version and coincides with Definition 2.4 of [5] (see
also Definition 12 of [28]).



REFLECTED DIFFUSIONS AND DIRICHLET PROCESSES 13

REMARK 3.4. The decomposition of a Dirichlet process Z, into a local
martingale and a zero energy process starting at 0, is unique. For any p > 1
and partition 7" of [0,7],

> JA(ti) — AP < max [A(ti+1) — A(t) [P~ Varp 7(A).

tyemm

Therefore, it follows that if A is continuous and of finite variation, then it is
also of zero p-variation, for all p > 1. In particular, this shows that the class
of Dirichlet processes generalizes the class of continuous semimartingales.

THEOREM 3.5. Suppose (G,d(-)), b(-) and o(-) satisfy Assumptions 1
and 3, let Z be an associated weak solution that satisfies Assumption 2 for
some p>1, and let Y =Z — X, where X is defined by (2.4). Then Y has

zero p-variation.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.5, Definition 3.3 and Theorem
2.7, we have the following result.

COROLLARY 3.6. Suppose (G,d(-)), b(-) and o(-) satisfy Assumptions
1 and 3, and also Assumption 2 with p=2. Then the associated reflected
diffusion is a Dirichlet process. In particular, reflected diffusions associated
with Class A SDERs are Dirichlet processes.

The next consequence of Theorem 3.5 concerns the class of reflected dif-
fusions described in Section 2.4.

COROLLARY 3.7. Suppose that L and R are two continuous functions
on [0,y] given by

(3.3) L(y) = —cpy®*, R(y) = cry“F, y €10, 00),

for some oy, ap,cr,cr € (0,00), and let « = min(ay,ar). If « > 1, then the
associated two-dimensional reflected diffusion Z described in Section 2.4 is
a Dirichlet process, that is, admits the decomposition Z = B + A, where A
18 a process with zero quadratic variation.

It was shown in [2] that, for every a >0, Z is not a semimartingale. In
contrast, Corollary 3.7 establishes a positive result in this direction, showing
that even when the domain has a cusp-like shape (i.e., corresponding to
a > 1), the reflected diffusion is a Dirichlet process. This partially resolves
the open question raised in [3], as mentioned in Section 5.3, when L and R are
linear (i.e., when ay, = ar = 1) the domain is wedge-shaped and the reflected
diffusion Z is associated with a Class A SDER. In this case, Corollary 3.7
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follows from Corollary 3.6. The proof of Corollary 3.7 in the general case
is given in Section 5.3. It is natural to expect that the reflected diffusion
would also be a Dirichlet process when « < 1, since this corresponds to nicer
“flatter” domains. However, this does not directly follow from the simple
proof of Corollary 3.7 given in Section 5.3 (see Remark 5.4).

4. Reflected diffusions associated with Class A SDERs. Throughout this
section, we will assume that (G, d(+)), b(-) and o(-) describe a Class A SDER.
Let B be an N-dimensional Brownian motion on a given probability space
(Q,F,P), let {F;} be the right-continuous augmentation of the filtration gen-
erated by B (see Definition (2.3) given in [19]). Also, let Z be the pathwise
unique strong solution to the associated SDER (which exists by Theorem
2.7), let X be defined by (2.4), let Y =7 — X and let L be the total varia-
tion process of Y as defined in (2.6). We use E to denote expectation with
respect to P and, for z € G, let P, (resp., E.) denote the probability (resp.,
expectation) conditioned on Z(0) = z.

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.1. The key step is to
show that the constraining process Y in the extended Skorokhod decompo-
sition for Z has Py-a.s. infinite variation. More precisely, let v be the vector
that satisfies property 3 of Definition 2.5 and, for any given € > 0, consider
the hyperplane

(4.1) H.={zcR%: (¥,2) =} NG,
and let
(4.2) ¢ =inf{t >0:Z(t) € H.}.

We now state the key result in the proof of Theorem 3.1.
THEOREM 4.1. There exists T' < oo such that Po(L(T) =00) > 0.

A somewhat subtle point to note is that Theorem 4.1 does not immedi-
ately establish the fact that Z is not a semimartingale because we do not
know a priori that, if Z were a semimartingale, then its Doob decomposi-
tion must be of the form Z =M + A given in (2.11) and (2.12). However,
in Section 4.3 (see Proposition 4.12) we establish that this is indeed the
case, thus obtaining Theorem 3.1 from Theorem 4.1. First, in Section 4.1,
we establish Theorem 4.1 for the case when b = 0. The proof for the general
case is obtained from this result via a Girsanov transformation in Section
4.2.
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4.1. The zero drift case. Throughout this section, we assume b =0 and
establish the following result.

ProrosiTIiON 4.2. Ifb=0, then we have

(4.3) Eole 2] =0,
and hence,
(4.4) L(t') = o0, Py-a.s.

When combined with Lemma 4.11, which shows that Py(r! < 00) =1
when b= 0, Proposition 4.2 yields Theorem 4.1. The proof of Proposition 4.2
is given in Section 4.1.3. The proof relies on an upper bound for E [e‘L(Tl)],
which is obtained in Section 4.1.1, and some weak convergence results, which
are established in Section 4.1.2.

4.1.1. An upper bound. To begin with, we use the strong Markov prop-
erty of Z to obtain an upper bound on E [e‘L(TI)]. Recall the definition of
7V given in (4.2) with € = 0, noting that Hy = {0} because G is a closed
convex cone with vertex at 0. Moreover, for € > 0, we recursively define two
sequences of random times {75 }nen and {5, }nen as follows: o =0 and for
neN,

o =inf{t >a;_,:Z(t) € H.},
(4.5)
of, =inf{t >7-:Z(t) € Hy}.

Since Z is continuous and H. and Hy are closed, it is clear that 7°, 75 and
o, are JFi-stopping times. For conciseness, we will often denote 77 simply
by 7¢, since this is consistent with the notation of 7¢ given in (4.2).

LEMMA 4.3. For every ¢ € (0,1),

Eo[P (o) (70 > 71
Eo[eiL(Tl)]S . 1 0[ Z(r )(T = )] —_— .
Eo[Pz(re) (0 > 71)] + Eo[Ez(r+)[(1 — e~ X)) 110 o1y ]

Proor. From the elementary inequality
o0
L(r') =) (L(a; AT") = L(m A7),
n=1

it immediately follows that

(4.6) Eole (7] < Egle™ Znz1 (FORATH=LmATY))
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For n > 2, af > of and 75 > of. Hence, on the set {af > 7'}, we have
as A7t =715 AT =11 for every n > 2. Therefore, the right-hand side of
(4.6) can be decomposed as

Eole~ Zozl(L(afL/\Tl)—L(Tfl/\Tl))] :EO[e—(L(aiATl)—L(T“Tl))}I{ e>r11)
aj>T

+ Eole™ ZZ":l(L(aZATl)—L(TEATl))H{aiQI}]'
Conditioning on Fos, using the fact that I, 1y, L(af ATH and L(T ATY)
are J,c-measurable, the strong Markov property of Z and the fact that
Z1(aj) =0, last term above can be rewritten as

Eole~ S HOiAT)—LEiAT D L]
al T

=Eo[Eo[e™ Zflo:l(L(aiATl)_L(TsATI))H{Ozi <1} |}—0€H

=T, [e—(L(a’iArl)—L(TsATl)) S0 L (L(ag AT = L(tE ATY) Fac]
1

Las <r1yEole”

=TF, [e—(L(a’i/\Tl)—L(T’S/\Tl)) S, (L(O{Z/\TI)—L(TZ/\Tl))]]

Tag<rBzasle”

= Eole”(LOIATD=LENIL o |Egle™ Zama (HORATH=LImATH)],
1 T

Combining the last two assertions and rearranging terms, we obtain
B EO[6_(L(ai/\TI)_L(TE/\Tl))H{aiZTl}]
1 E, [6—(L(af/\71)—L(7’5/\7’1))

Ege™ Znet (HORATH)—L(miATY))

H{a§<7'1}]
Together with (4.6), this yields the inequality

EO [e—(L(ai/\Tl)—L(TE/\TI))

Trpe>r 1]
—L(rh) fai27t}
(4.7) Eole ] < 1-F, [e—(L(af/\Tl)—L(TE/\Tl))

H{a§<71}]

We now show that the upper bound stated in the lemma follows from
(4.7). Due to the nonnegativity of L(aj A7!) — L(7° A7!) and the strong
Markov property of Z, we have

Eo[e_(L(ai/\Tl)_L(Ts/\Tl))H{aiZTl}] < EO[H{aile}]

(4.8) =Eo[Eo[l{as >71}|F7<]]
=Eo[Pz ey (70 > 7)),

where recall that 70 =inf{t > 0: Z(t) € Ho}. Similarly, once again condition-

ing on F,- and using the strong Markov property of Z, we obtain

EO [ef(L(ozi/\7'1)7L(7'5/\7'1))]I{aE <7'1}]
1

= Eo[Eo [e*(L(oq/\Tl)fL(TE/\TI))}I{aKTI} | Frel]

=Ey [EZ(TE) [eiL(TOATI)H{TO<7.1}H .
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Therefore,

1_EO[6—(L(a§/\71)—L(T5/\T1))H{ . 1}]
a <t

(4.9) =Eo[l — Ezreyle """ 00y
= Eo[Py(re)(7" 2 7] + Bo[Ezre)[(1 — ¢ )0 )L
The lemma follows from (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9). O

Next, we establish an elementary lemma that holds when the drift is zero.
Recall the vector ¥V of property 2 of Definition 2.5.

LEMMA 4.4. When b =0, the process (Z,V) is an Fi-martingale on
[0,7°] and for every e >0, Py-a.s.,

(4.10) Prrey(m0 > 71 =e.

ProOOF. First, note that Hy = {0} =V by property 2 of Definition 2.5
and so Ty defined in (2.10) coincides with 7. From Lemma 2.8 and the
continuity of the sample paths of Y, it follows that for ¢ € [0,7%], (Y (¢),¥) =0
and so P-a.s.,

(4.11) (Z(t),¥) = (Z(0),¥) + M, te (0,79,

where M = ([yo(Z(s)) - dB(s),V) is an F; martingale on [0,7°] since o is
uniformly bounded by property 3 of Definition 2.5. This establishes the first
assertion of the lemma.

The quadratic variation (M) of M is given by

(VD) (t) = /O Ha(Z(s))¥ds,  te0,00),

where a = o’o. By property 4 of Definition 2.5, a(-) is uniformly elliptic.
Therefore, P-a.s., (M) is strictly increasing and (M) = limy_oo (M) (1) =
oo. For t € [0,00), let

T(t) =inf{s > 0: (M)(s)>t},  Gi=Fra,  B(t)=M(T(t)).

Then {Bt,gt}tzo is a standard one-dimensional Brownian motion (see, e.g.,
Theorem 4.6 on page 174 of [19]). Define 7¢ =inf{t > 0: B(t) =¢}. By (4.11),
we have Pp-a.s.,

Pyey (0> 1) =P(7° > #[B(0) =¢) =¢,

where the latter follows from well-known properties of Brownian motion.
This proves (4.10). O
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REMARK 4.5. From Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, we conclude that for every
>0,

Ele—F)) < ° .
S e e e 720) PP

Thus, in order to establish (4.3), it suffices to show that for some sequence
{€k }ken such that e, — 0 as k — oo,

1 c
lim inf aIEO[EZ(TSIC)[(l — e M 01y ]] = 0.

This is established in Section 4.1.3 using scaling arguments. Since Z is a
reflected diffusion (rather than just a reflected Brownian motion), the scaling
arguments are more involved and rely on some weak convergence results that
are established in Section 4.1.2. The reader may prefer to skip forward to
the proof of Proposition 4.2 in Section 4.1.3 and refer back to the results in
Section 4.1.2 when required.

4.1.2. A weak convergence result. Recall that we have assumed that the
drift 6=0. Now, let {e}ren and {zx}ren be sequences such that e — 0
as k — oo and zy € He, for k € N. For each k €N, let Z, be the pathwise
unique solution to the associated SDER with initial condition xj, and let
Xk, Yy and L) be the associated processes as defined in Definition 2.2
and (2.6). For k € N, consider the scaled process

B(e?t)

Bk(t)iTv tG[0,00),

which is a standard Brownian motion due to Brownian scaling. Similarly,

define

Ay (et
(4.12) Ak(t)iw, A=X.Y,Z L,
k
and let ftk' = F.,2 for t €[0,00). Clearly, the processes Zk, B¥ Yk and L*
are {FF}-adapted and L*(t) = Var[o,t]Yk for every t > 0. For (r, R) € (0,00)?
such that r < R, let

(4.13) OF p=inf{t > 0:(Z"(t),¥) ¢ (r,R)}, keN.

This section contains two main results. Roughly speaking, the first re-
sult (Lemma 4.7) shows that for the question under consideration, we can
in effect replace the state-dependent diffusion coefficient o(-) by o(0). This
property is then used in Corollary 4.8 to provide bounds on the total varia-
tion sequence Lk'(Hff’ r), as e, — 0. First, we observe that there exists a simple

equivalence between (X*, Z* Y*) and another triplet of processes that will
be easier to work with.
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REMARK 4.6. For notational conciseness, we define the scaled diffusion
coefficient

of(z) = o(eFx), zeR’ keN.
By the definition of Z; and the scaling (4.12), it then follows that

2
Th 1 ept

kit)y==5 4+ — o s 5) =2k tak F(s F(s
X0 = 2 = [ o2 (s) dB() = 2+ [0 (2 (9) a8 ),

where the last equality holds by the time-change theorem for stochastic
integrals (see Proposition 1.4 in Chapter V of [25]). This implies Z* is a
strong solution to the SDER associated with (G,d(-)), b=0, o and the
Brownian motion {B¥(t), FF};>0 defined on (2, F,P), with initial condition
x/er. If o satisfies properties 3 and 4 of Definition 2.5 then so does o¥, and
thus (G,d(-)), b=0 and oF also describe a Class A SDER. Therefore, by
Theorem 2.7 there exists a pathwise unique solution Z* to the associated
SDER for the Brownian motion {By,F;} with initial condition xy/ej. Let
X% and Y* be the processes associated with Zk , defined in the usual manner
as follows:

(4.14) XE(t) =2k +/t o (ZF(s))dB(s),  tel0,00),
0

€k

and Y* = ZF — X*_ From the fact that solutions to Class A SDERs are
unique in law by Theorem 2.7, it then follows that

(4.15) POVAR LN R oY
where recall that @ indicates equality in distribution.

LEMMA 4.7. Given x, € Ri, let (Z,Y) satisfy the ESP pathwise for

(4.16) X =z,+0(0)B,
and let
(4.17) O, p=inf{t>0:(Z(),V) ¢ (r,R)}.

Suppose b=0 and xy/e, — v, as k — oo. Then the following properties
hold:

(1) As k— oo,

(4.18) E| sup |Z*(t) —Z(t)]*| =0

and (X*,ZF V) = (X, Z,Y);
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(2) For all but countably many pairs (r, R) € (0,00)? such that r < R, as
k — 0o, we have

‘max sup YF(s)= max sup Y(s).
=L sef0,0% ] =L se10,0,. 5]

PROOF. Note that since x,/e, € Hy for every k € N and H is closed, we
must have x, € H;. We first prove property 1. Let X*, Z* and Y* be as in
Remark 4.6. Then, by (4.15), it clearly suffices to show that (X*, Z* Y*) =
(X,Z,Y). From (4.14) and (4.16), it follows that for ¢ € [0,00),

t 2
X0 -XOP < |2 —a.+ [ (@H2Ms) () aB()
k 0
T t —
< ( 24| [ 026 = o0 aB(s)

+ /Ot <ak(Zk(s)) - ok(7(s))> dB(s) )2.

Using the fact that (a+ b+ c¢)? < 3(a* 4+ b* + ¢?) for all a,b,c € R and taking
the supremum over ¢t € [0,7] and then expectations of both sides, we obtain

E[ sup [X*(t) - X ()]

te[0,7T
2 t 2
Lk —x su o (Z(s)) — o s
<3| | a8 sup | [ (o200 o) 50|
t 2
kizk — O'k 7 S S .
+3EL§E3F’T] [ @) - @) anes }

Since o is uniformly bounded, the stochastic integrals on the right-hand side
are martingales. By applying the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy (BDG) inequal-
ity, the Lipschitz condition on o, the definition of ¢* and Fubini’s theorem,
we obtain

|

< can| [ 1(246)) ~ o) Pas|

0

/O (*(Z4(s)) — o* (Z(s))) dB(s)

E{ sup
te[0,7
~ T ~ E—
< CyK%ER [/ | ZF(s) — Z(s)|? ds]
0

T
< 02K2€%/ E[ sup |Z%(u) —7(u)\2] ds,
0 u€(0,s]
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where Cy < 0o is the universal constant in the BDG inequality. Using similar
arguments, we also see that

2 T
} < C’gf(%i/ E{ sup |7(u)\2} ds
0 u€(0,s]

t
kg — S
E{sup /0 (c*(Z(s)) — o(0)) dB(s)

te[0,T]

< @f(%iﬂ@[ sup \Z(t)ﬂ.
t€[0,7

Combining the last three displays, and setting Cp = 3CoK2(1V T) < 00, we
have

E[ sup |)~(k(t)—Y(t)\2] géTei/oTE[ sup \Zk(u)—7(u)\2] ds

te[0,T] u€(0,s]
(4.19)
+RN(T),
where
T S =
RE(T) =32k — o] + cTezE[ sup |Z(t)\2]
€k t€[0,T]

By the assumed Lipschitz continuity of T,

E[ sup |Z(t)P] < K3E[ sup_|o. +o(0)B)]
t€[0,T) t€[0,T)

< 2K2 [z + 2K%\a(0)|21@[ sup |B(t)|2} < .
te[0,7

Since x /e, — x4 and g — 0 as k — oo, it follows that

(4.20) lim R*(T)=0.

k—o0

On the other hand, combining the inequality in (4.19) with the Lipschitz
continuity of the map I', we obtain

E| sup |Z5(t) - Z ()]
t€[0,T]

T
< KZRM(T) + K2Cre? / E[ sup \Zk(u)—7(u)|2] ds.
0 u€l0,s]

An application of Gronwall’s lemma then shows that

E| sup [Z4(t) - Z(1)P] < KRRA(T)FT0reE,
te[0,7T
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which converges to zero as k — 0o due to (4.20) and the fact that e — 0
as k — oo. This proves (4.18). In turn, substituting the last inequality back
into (4.19) and, again using (4.20) and the fact that e, — 0, we also obtain

E| sup |X*(t) - X(t)]*| =0 as k — oo,
t€[0,T
which implies X*¥ = X Since the mapping from X% — (X* Z* Y*) is con-
tinuous, by the continuous mapping theorem it follows that (X*, Z* Y*) =
(X,Z,Y) and the first property of the lemma is established.

We now turn to the proof of the second property. By the first property,
we know that (Z*,Y*)= (Z,Y) as k — oco. This immediately implies that
for all but countably main pairs (r, R) € (0,00)? such that r < R, we have,
as k — o0,

(Z5(- N0y R), YE(- N0 R), 05 R) = (Z(- AOrR),Y (- AOrR), Orr).

(For an argument that justifies this implication, see, e.g., the proof of The-
orem 4.1 on page 354 of [11].) Using the continuity of the map (f,g,t) —
max;=1,....J SUPseo,¢ 9i(s) from C[0,00) x C[0,00) x R4 to Ry, an application
of the continuous mapping theorem yields the second property. [J

COROLLARY 4.8. Suppose b=0 and x/e — x4 as k — oo. Then for
each pair (r, R) € (0,00) such that r < R, the following properties hold:

(1) P(suppen Lk(Qf,R) <o0)=1.
(2) exL*(0F p) = 0.
(3) P(L(0,g) <o0) =1 and if r < (z,¥) < R, P(L(6, r) > 0) > 0.

PROOF. If (7,,V¥) <7 or (z4,V) > R, then 0, p =0 and HTR =0 for all
k sufficiently large. In this case, properties (1)—(3) hold trivially. Hence, for
the rest of the proof, we assume that r < (z.,V) < R.

We start by proving property 1. Let Xk ZF and Y* be defined as in
Remark 4.6, and let L* be defined as in (2 6) but with Y replaced by Y*.
By (4.15), it follows that (L*, Hf ) and (LF ,Hf ) have the same distribution

for each k € N, where 6% » i 1s defined in the obvious way:

OF p =inf{t > 0:(Z*(t),V) ¢ (r,R)}.

We now argue that ]P’(éf’R < 00) = 1. Indeed, for k € N such that zj/ej, ¢
(r, R) this holds trivially. On the other hand, if Z¥(0) =z /), € (1, R) then
this follows because Lemma 2.8 and the uniform ellipticity condition show
that, on (0,0, r), (Z*(t),v) = (X*(t),¥) is a continuous martingale whose
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quadratic variation is strictly bounded away from zero. Thus, (ZF V) is P-
a.s. unbounded, and hence 07]?7 r is P-a.s. finite. Therefore, to prove property
1, it suffices to show that

]P’(supf)k(éf,R/\T)<oo):1, T>0.
keN

Fix T € (0,00). Since r > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that (y,V) <r for all
y with |y| < 4. Let &} =inf{t >0:|2%(t)] <6}. Then 0 , <k} for all k€ N.
Let

Ch = sup |Z¥(t)| v | XF ().
t€[0,T]

By property 1 of Lemma 4.7, it follows that (X*,Z%) = (X,Z) as k —
oo. Using the continuity of the map (f,g) — supyco 7 [f(s)| V [g(s)| from
C[0,00) x C[0,00) to R4, an application of the continuous mapping theorem
yields C* = C as k — oo, where C = SUPseo,7] |Z(t)| Vv |X(t)]. Also, due to
the Lipschitz continuity of the ESM I' and (4.16), P-a.s., we have

sup [Z(1) < Kr sup [X(0) < Kr([o.| +]o(0)] sup |B(s)]) < oc,
t€[0,T] t€[0,T] s€[0,T7]

and hence P-a.s., C < oo. It then follows that P(supyey C* < 00) = 1. More-
over, V = {0} and for each w € Q, (Z(-,w), Y (-,w)) solves the ESP for X (-,w).
Therefore, it follows from Lemma 2.8 of [22] that there exist p > 0, indepen-
dent of k, a finite set I={1,...,1} and a collection of open sets {O;,i € [}
of R and associated vectors {v; € S1(0),7 € I} that satisfy the following two
properties:

(1) {z€G:lz| < CH\ N5y2(0)°] C [Uier Oil-
(2) Ifye{z € G:|z| <C}NN,(O;) for some i €I then (d,v;) > p for every
d € d(y) with |d| = 1.

Moreover, as in the proof of Theorem 2.9 of [22], for each w € €2, we can define
a sequence { (T, (w),im(w)),m =0,1,...} defined recursively as follows. Let
To(w) =0 and let ig(w) €1 be such that Z(0,w) =z, € O;,(w)- Note that
because x, € (r, R) implies |x| >0 > /2, such an i exists by property (1)

above. Next, for each m =0,1,..., whenever T',,(w) < Fj/p(w) = inf{t >
0:Z(t,w) € N5/2(0)}, define

Tr1(w) =inf{t > T (w): Z(t,w) ¢ Noy2(0; ))O or Z(t,w) € Ng/2(0)}.

w

If Trop1(w) <T AFgjo(w), choose imq1(w) €1 such that Z(Tpqr(w),w) €
0;, (- Note that such an ip1(w) exists by property (1) above. Let

N(w) < oo be the smallest integer such that Tﬁ(w) (w) 2T ANFs/2(w) and re-
define Tﬁ(w) (w) =T AFgsja(w). (Note that N(w) and {(T(w),im(w)),m =
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0,1,...} are constructed in the same way as M and {T,,,, m € N} in Theorem
2.9 of [22], except that we replace p and 6 by p/2 and §/2, respectively.)

Since, as shown in Lemma 4.7, (X*,Z* Y*) = (X,Z,Y) as k — oo and
(X,Z,Y) has continuous paths, by invoking the Skorokhod representation
theorem, we may assume without loss of generality that there exists 2
with P(Q2) = 1 such that for every w € Q, (X*(w), Z¥(w), Y¥(w)) = (X (w),
Z(w),Y (w)) uniformly on [0,T] as k — oo. Let k < oo be such that for all
k>k, SUPyefo, 7] |ZF(t,w) — Z(t,w)| < (p A §)/4. Then Z*(-,w) will stay in
Np(0;, () during the interval [T (w), Tyys1(w)). Exactly as in the proof
of Lemma 2.9 of [22] (note that the argument there only requires that ¢(t) €
N,(O,, ) for t € [T—1,T))), we can then argue that LF(T A 78 (w),w) <
(4C*(W)N (w))/p for w € Q. Together with the fact that P(supjcy C* < 00) =
1 and N(w) < oo for each w € Q, this shows that P(LF(7F A T) < 00) = 1.
Since L*(0% , AT) < L*(7f AT), we then have P(supyy L*(0F p AT) < 00) =
1. This completes the proof of property 1.

Property 2 follows directly from property 1 and the fact that ¢ — 0 as
k — oo. In addition, by Theorem 2.7 it follows that Z is a semimartingale
on [0,7}), with Y being the bounded variation term in the decomposition.
The first assertion of property 3 is thus a direct consequence of the fact that
57,7 r < Ty. For the second assertion of property 3, notice that with positive
probability, the Brownian motion X = z, + ¢(0)B will exit G before it hits
one of the two levels H, or Hp. Since Z lies in G and Z = X + Y, this
implies that, with positive probability, Y is not identically zero in the interval
[0,0, r). This, in turn, implies that L(f, g) is strictly positive with positive
probability. Thus, the second assertion of property 3 is also established, and
the proof of the corollary is complete. [

4.1.3. A scaling argument. Since the equality Eg [e*L(Tl)] = 0 implies
that P-a.s., L(7!') = 0o, in order to prove Proposition 4.2 it suffices to estab-
lish the former equality. In turn, by Remark 4.5, this equality holds if there
exists a sequence {ej }ren such that e — 0 as k — oo, and

. . ]- —L 7.0
(4.21) llkn’_l>g.}f aEO[EZ(TEk)[(]' — e ( ))]I{7-0<7'1}H = 0.

We will show that (4.21) holds by using the strong Markov property and
scaling arguments. First, we need to introduce some additional notation. Fix
€ > 0. Let A; denote the following union of hyperplanes:

(4.22) Ac= | Hare.
neL

For z € A., let N.(z) denote the pair of hyperplanes in A, that are adjacent
to the hyperplane on which x lies. In other words, let

(4.23) N.(2) = Hyn-1,UHyns1,, @€ Hynen€Z
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For future reference, note that for y € Ri and x € Hon., n € Z,

(4.24) geN1<§> = yeN.(a).

Let {55 }nen be the sequence of random times defined recursively by 8§ =0
and for n € N,

(4.25) B =mf{t> B, _1:Z(t) € No(Z(6p-1))}-

It is easy to see that {f:},en defines a sequence of stopping times (for
completeness, a proof is provided in Lemma B.1).

Observe that L is nondecreasing and for x € H,, P -a.s., 85 < 19 for every
n € N. Now Z(7¢) # 0 because £ > 0. Hence, for every n € N,

—L(7° _ €
(4.26) Ez(e)[(1—e "o y] > By [(1— e HEN 0y,
Using the elementary identity
1—e LR =1 — e LBh1) 4 @*L(ﬁiq)(l — o~ (LBR)—L( 271)))7

conditioning on Fge=_, and invoking the strong Markov property of Z, the
right-hand side of (4.26) can be expanded as

EZ(TS) [(1 - e_L(ﬂi))]I{TO<Tl}]
= IEZ(TE) [(1 - e7L(ﬂi_l))]I{TO<7'1}]
+Eg(rey[Egreyle™ P (1 — em FBD=LBL N o 1y | Fae ]

(1= e M)

= EZ(TS) ]I{To<7.1}]

+E ey le H -1 E g5 H[(1— e M)y

Observing that the first term on the right-hand side is identical to the term
on the left-hand side, except for a shift down in the index n, we can iterate
this procedure and use the relation L(55) = L(0) =0 to conclude that for
any n € N,

Ez[(1— €7L(ﬁ$‘))ﬂ F0r1y)
oy 0 i

=Y Egpele "By (1 —e PP o ],
m=1

Let {ei}ren and {xj}ren be sequences such that zy € He, for k€N,
and € — 0 as k — oo. Since H;p is compact and zy /ey, € Hy for every k €
N, we can assume without loss of generality (by choosing an appropriate
subsequence, if necessary) that there exists z, € Hy such that xy /e — x4,
as k — oo. We now show that, when ¢ is replaced by ¢, each term in the
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sum on the right-hand side of (4.27), is O(eg) (as k — o), with a constant
that is independent of m. This proof relies on the estimates obtained in the
next two lemmas. In both lemmas, Z), Y(xy, L(k), Zk, Y* and LF denote
the processes defined at the beginning of Section 4.1.2, and for € > 0, let
ﬁfkm =0 and for n € N,

(4.28) By = f{t = B no1: 2y (1) € Ne(Zi) (Blry 1))

and, likewise, let (;0=0 and for n € N, define

(4.29) Chon = f{t > Gon1: Z5(t) € N1(ZF(Crn1))}-

Note that these sequences of stopping times are defined in a manner anal-
ogous to the sequence {f5 }nen defined in (4.25), except that Z is replaced
by Z) and Z k_respectively. Moreover, these definitions, together with the
scaling relations (4.12) and (4.24), yield the following equivalence relation

(4.30) ExChm = Bl n k,n €N,

LEMMA 4.9. Suppose b=0. Then there exists C' >0 such that

A 1. —_L(B%k
(4.31) llkrggfaggggnggc[(l—e By NI 0op1y] > C.

PROOF. Since the law of (Zy, Yk, Lx)) under P is the same as the law
of (Z,Y,L) under P, , we have

o 1 —L BEk
hklgloréf aEin[(l —€ (% ))H{TO<T1}]

(4.32) )
€k
= liminf —E[(1 — e “®Fw.))

]I 0 1
k—oo € {rhy <)

where T(Ek) and 75¢ are defined as follows:

Tiy = inf{t > 0: Z (t) € H.},
(4.33)
Tk,E = lnf{t Z 0: Zk(t) € Hs/sk}>

and recall the definition of 5, given in (4.28). Assume, without loss of
generality, that k is large enough so that ¢, < 1. Then, for each = > 0,
applying the mean value theorem to the function f,(¢) =1 — e %", we infer
that for x > 0, there exists e} = ¢} (x) € (0,&;) such that

x

— =gze ST > e ",

€k
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Using the above inequality along with the equalities L) (5(5]’;) D) =erLF(Crn),
glrk0 = (Ok) and eiThl = T(lk), which hold due to the scaling relations (4.12)

and (4.24), we have for all k sufficiently large,

k

1 _L (ng ) _ 1— efskL (Ck,l)

aE[(l — e Py )}I{T&)<T(1k)}] =E — Lirko k)
_rk(pkl

ZE[Lk(ﬁf’l)e L¥(By )]I{Tk,0<7_k,1}].

Comparing this with (4.31) and (4.32), it is clear that to prove the lemma
it suffices to show that there exists C' > 0 such that

- _Lk 5

(4.34) hkrgng[Lk(gk,l)e PHGDT o pray] > C.
Let X = x,40(0)B, where B is standard Brownian motion, and let (Z,Y)
satisfy the ESP for X, as in Lemma 4.7. Then, since zy /e — x4 € Hy, by

Lemma 4.7(2) it follows that there exist r € (1/2,1) and R € (1,2) such that
as k — o0,

‘max _ sup yf‘(s):;max sup Yi(s),
=1L JsE[OﬂI:,R} 2:1"“"]56[07@31

where recall the definitions of 97’?7 » and 0, r given in (4.13) and (4.17), re-
spectively. By the Portmanteau theorem, this implies that

P('max sup  Y,(t) > 5) < limianP’(lmax sup YF(t) > 5)
2217“.7Jt€[0,§7«’R] k—o0 7,:1,,Jt€[0,67]f’R}

< liminf P(L* (6% ) > §).
k—o0 ’

Together with the fact that property 3 of Corollary 4.8 implies that there
exists § > 0 such that

IP’(, max  sup ?i(t) = 5) > 25,
=L T 10,8, 5]

and the inequality (z 1 > Hf g for all k, it follows that there exists K < oo
such that

(4.35) P(L*(Cra) >6) =6,  k>K.

Next, choose 7’ € (0,1/2) and R’ € (2,00) and note that ;1 < 9?’,1«2’ because
Z*(0) € Hy and Ny(Z%(0)) = Hy /5 U Hy. Hence, property 1 of Corollary 4.8
implies that there exists ¢ < co such that

5
(4.36)  supP(LF(65 p) <) > P(suka(Hf,,R,) < c) >1-1.
keN keN
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On the other hand, since Py () (70 > 7') = ¢ by Lemma 4.4 and ¢, — 0 as
k — 0o, we have
. kO _ _kdy _ 1 0 1y_ 1 _
kILH;oP(T <7Th) = kll—{goP(T(k) <Tiy) = kll—{go(l —ep)=1.

Hence, by choosing K < oo larger if necessary, we can assume that
0

(4.37) P(rF0 < 7Py > 1 - k=K

Now, define the set

S = {Tk’o < Tk’l, e~ L (Cr1) >e ¢, Lk(CkJ) >4}

Then (4.35), (4.36) and (4.37), together show that for k > K, P(Sy) > d/2.
Therefore, for all k> K,
E[Lk(Ck,l)eiLk(Ck’l)H{Tk»0<Tk’l}]
b ~LF(Ga) 9
> E[L (Ck,l)e ht H{Tk70<7'kvl}ﬂ5k] > de 9’
and so (4.34) holds with C' = §2¢~¢/2. This completes the proof of the lemma.
U

LEMMA 4.10. Suppose b=0. For every n € N,

lim sup E.[l— efL(’Bik)] =0.

k—o0 CEGH&k

Proor. Fix n € N. We prove the lemma using an argument by con-
tradiction. Suppose that there exists §yg > 0 and a subsequence, which we
denote again by {e }ren, such that € | 0 as k — oo and for every k € N,

sup E,[1 — efL(Bik)] > dp.
IEHsk

For each k €N, let z;, € H,, be such that

(4.38) Eg [1 — e~ L] > %0

Since, the law of (Z(y), Y(x), L(x)) under P is the same as the law of (Z,Y, L)
under P,, , (4.38) is equivalent to the inequality

(4.39) E[1 — ¢ "0 Bt n)] > %0
The scaling relations in (4.12) and (4.24) show that

(4.40) E[1 - e b0 )] B[1 — e R
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Moreover, since Z¥(0) = xp/ex, € Hy, it follows that (Z¥(t),v) € [27",2"]
for t € [0,(k,n), Therefore, there exist 0 <7 < 27" and R > 2" such that
Chn < 9,’3'7 R, Where 9,’3'7 p is defined in (4.13). As a result, we conclude that

E[1- e_EkLk(Ck’n)] <E[l- e_EkLk(gf,R)] —0 as k — oo,

where the last limit holds due to the weak convergence EkLk(Hﬁ r) = 0 es-
tablished in Corollary 4.8, and the fact that x +— 1 —e™" is a bounded con-
tinuous function. When combined with (4.40), this contradicts (4.38) and
thus proves the lemma. [

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Proposition 4.2.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2. First, observe that by Lemma 4.9, there
exists C' >0 and K < oo such that for all £ > K, the relation

. (K C
xg}};k E$[(1 —e€ L5, ))H{TO<T1}] > Esk

is satisfied. Together with the fact that Z(7°%) € H,, and, for any x € H,,,
P-a.s.,

(4.41) (Z(Brr1),¥) < 2" ey,
implies that for all k large enough so that g, < 2= Vgy and for m =
1,...,n,
_ ek _ ek
EZ(T%)[€ L(Bm_l)EZ(ﬁff_l)[(l_e L5, ))H{TO<TI}]]
(4.42)

C —L(8 =
> By le " (Z(87,), 9).

When combined with (4.26) and (4.27), this shows that

Eo[Ez o) [(1 — e “ ) 0 ]
(4.43)

C < _L(E .
>3 > Eypenle "m0 (2(87,),9)].
m=1

Each summand on the right-hand side can be rewritten in the more conve-
nient form

Ez(rer) [~ 200 (Z(Bo-1), V)]

= Eren (2B 1), 9] = Egren (1 — e H0)) (2 (B2 ), )]
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Since b =0, Lemma 4.4 and the uniform bound (4.41) show that (Z,V) is a
martingale on [0, 85*]. In addition, because 3;F | < 85k and (Z(7°%),V) = ek,
it follows that

Eo[Ez(reey[(Z(8,5_1), V)] = Eolex] = ex.

Furthermore, by (4.41), Lemma 4.10 and the bounded convergence theorem,
we have for any n € Nand m=1,...,n,

. 1 (5 - o
limsup —Eo[Ey(ren[(1 — e Xm0 (Z(85 ), 9)]]
k—soco €k

< 2" ! lim Eg| sup E,[1 —eiL(B"f—l)] =0.
k—00 CEGH&k
Combining the last three assertions, we see that for every n € N and m =
1,...,n,

lim inf iEO[EZ(Tak)[e*L(ﬂff—INZ (Brr_y), W] =1.
k—oo Ep

Together with (4.43), this shows that for every n € N,

. . 1 —L(+0 T'LC

lim inf aEO[EZ(TEk)[(]' — e MU N0 my]] > -
Taking the limit as n — oo, we obtain (4.21), thus completing the proof of
the proposition. [

4.2. The general drift case. In this section, we establish Theorem 4.1.
Specifically, we use a Girsanov transformation to generalize the case of zero
drift, established in Proposition 4.2, to arbitrary Lipschitz drifts with linear
growth, as specified in property 3 of Definition 2.5. As before, let Z be the
unique strong solution to the Class A SDER, which exists by Theorem 2.7,
and let 7! be the first hitting time to Hy, as defined in (4.2). We begin with
a simple lemma that shows that 7! is finite with positive Py probability.

LEMMA 4.11.  We have
(4.44) Po(r! < 00) > 0.
Moreover, if inf,., 5<1(b(x),V) >0, then
(4.45) Po(r! < 00) = 1.
PRrROOF. Recall the definition of X and M given in (2.4) and (2.12). By

Theorem 2.7, we know that P-a.s., Z satisfies the ESP for X. Hence, by
Lemma 2.8 it follows that Z =T";1(X), where I'; is the 1-dimensional Sko-

rokhod map and, for H = Z, M, X, we define H = (H,¥). Let T(t) = inf{s >
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0: (]/\4\ )s > t}. Then, due to the uniform ellipticity of a, T is strictly increasing
and, since M is a continuous martingale, M (T'(+)) is a 1-dimensional Brow-
nian motion. In turn, this implies Z is a one-dimensional reflected Brownian
motion with drift

t . . t v ; S
| ez are = [ e 9 g

Since (b(x),V)/¥Ta(x)V is continuous on G, there exists k € (—o0, 00) such
that

(b(x),v)

—

vla(z)v

Consider the process X defined by X (t) = st+M (T (t)) for t € [0,00), and let
Z =T'1(X) be a one-dimensional reflected Brownian motion with constant
drift . Then X (T(t)) — X(T(s)) > X (t) — X (s) for every 0 < s <t, and so
the comparison principle for I'; (see, e.g., equation (4.1) in Lemma 4.1 of
[20]) shows that Z(T(t)) > Z(t) for every t € [0,71], where

FL=inf{t > 0: Z(T(t)) =1}.
Since T(7') = 71, it follows that
Po(Z(T(t) ATY) > Z(t A7) for all t >0) = 1.

> K for all z € G, (x,V) < 1.

1

Since T is strictly increasing, we have 7! = oo if and only if 7! = co. There-

fore, on the set {7! = oo}, we must have
Z(t)<Z(T(t)) <1  forall t € [0,00).

However, Z will hit 1 with positive Py probability, and in fact will hit 1
Pop-a.s. if kK >0 (see, e.g., page 197 of [19]), and so the same is true of
Z(T(-)). This implies both (4.44) and (4.45), and so the proof of the lemma
is complete. [

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1. The uniform ellipticity of a(-) ensures that
a~'(-) exists. Let = —o"a~'b, note that u’ ju = b’ ab, and define
t 1 t
(4.46) D() iexp{ | wzesnase) -5 | bT<Z<s>>a<Z<s>>b<z<s>>ds}
0 0
for t € [0,00). Property 3 of Definition 2.5 guarantees that p has at most
linear growth, and so, as is well-known, {D(¢), F;} is a martingale (see, e.g.,
Corollary 5.16 of [19]).
Fix T < oo. Define a new probability measure Qp on (Q,F,{Fr}) by
setting

Qo(A)=E[D(T)14]  for A€ Fr.
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Define
B(t) = B(t) —I—/O ol(Z(s))a 1 (Z(s))b(s)ds, tel[0,7].

By Girsanov’s theorem (see Theorem 5.1 of [19]), under Q, {Bhft}te[o,T}
is a Brownian motion and

Z(t) = /O o(Z(s)dB(s) + Y(),  te (0,7,

where (Z,Y) satisfy the ESP pathwise for Z — Y. Since, under Qp, Z is the
solution to a Class A SDER with no drift, by Proposition 4.2, it follows that

Qo(L(1!) < 0o, 7 <T) =0.
Since Py < Qq [with dPy/dQy = D~Y(T) on Fr], this implies
Po(L(7!) < 00,7t <T) = 0.

Since T' < oo is arbitrary, sending 7' — oo (along a countable sequence), we
conclude that

Po(L(7!) < 00,7 < 00) = 0.

However, Py(7! < 00) >0 by Lemma 4.11. Hence, Po(L(7!) =00, 7! < 00
0, which in turn implies that there exists T' < oo such that Py(L(T') = oo
0, which proves Theorem 4.1. In addition, note that if inf, ¢ . (5 ¢y <1 (b(7),
0, then Py(7! < 00) =1 and so we in fact have Po(L(7!)=00)=1. O

~—

>
) >

<=

4.3. The semimartingale property for Z. Recall from Theorem 2.7 that
the process Z has the decomposition Z = M + A, where

(447) M= /O o(Z(s))dB(s), A= /O B(Z(s))ds+ Y,

and Y is the constraining term associated with the ESP. M is clearly a (local)
martingale, but Theorem 4.1 shows that Y is not P-a.s. of finite variation
on bounded intervals. However, as mentioned earlier, Theorem 4.1 does not
immediately imply that Z is not a semimartingale because we do not know
a priori that the above decomposition must be the Doob decomposition of
Z if it were a semimartingale. In Proposition 4.12 below, we show that the
latter statement is indeed true, thus showing that Z is not a semimartingale.

ProOPOSITION 4.12. If Z were a semimartingale, then its Doob decom-
position must be Z = M + A.
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PROOF. Suppose that Z is a semimartingale, and let its (unique) Doob
decomposition take the form

Z =DM+ A,

where M is an {F;}-adapted continuous local martingale and A is an {F;}-
adapted continuous, process with P-a.s. finite variation on bounded intervals.

Fix R < oo and let p =inf{t > 0:|M (t)| > R}. For each ¢ > 0, define two
sequences of stopping times {7 }nen and {£, Inen as follows: &5 =0 and for
n €N, let

c=inf{t>¢& _:Z(t)€ H:} N\Op,
§=nf{t>71,:2(t)€ H.ja} NOg.
(For notational conciseness, we have suppressed the dependence of these
stopping times on R.) By uniqueness of the Doob decomposition, clearly

Z(-NE&) —Z(- A1) is an {F; p-adapted semimartingale, with Doob decom-
position

ZANE)—ZANT)=MENE) = MENTE) + At NE) — A(tATE)
On the other hand, due to the identity Z =M + A= M + A, we also have
ZANE)—Z(ANT)=MANE)—MAAT)+AENE) — At ATE).

Since M is an {F;}-adapted continuous (local) martingale, and M is uni-
formly bounded on [0,0g], the stopped processes M (- A&5) and M (- A T5)
are {F;}-adapted continuous martingales. Hence, M (- A &) — M (- A7) is
also an {F; }-adapted continuous martingale. Moreover, Theorem 2.7 implies
that Y (- ANE&) =Y (- ATE) has IP’-a s. finite variation on each bounded time
interval. Since A=Y + [(b(Z(s))ds, A(- N&;,) — A(- A7) also has P-a.s.
finite variation on each bounded time interval. By uniqueness of the Doob
decomposition, we conclude that for every € >0 and ¢ € [0, c0),

MENE) = M(EATE) =Mt ANE) — M(EATE).

Summing over n € N on both sides of the last equation, we obtain

oo o0

(4.48) D (M@ENE) = MEAT)) =D (M(EAE) = M(tAT)).

n=1 n=1

On the other hand, because P-a.s., M (0) =0 and & — 0r as n — 0o, we
can write M (t A 0r) as a telescopic sum:

M(tAOR)=> (M(tAE) - MEAE, 1),  te[0,00).

n=1
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Next, observe that

M(tAOR) =Y (M(tAE)— M(tATS))

n=1

=3 oM7) - MEAG )
/ Zﬂ@n L] (s) dM (s)

- /0 ZH(Ei,l,Ts}(S)H[O,e}“V,Z(S)>)dM(s),
n=1

where the last equality holds because (V,Z(s)) <e for s € (§,_;,7;]. When
combined with Doob’s maximal martingale inequality, this yields

00 27
E|sup [M(sAOr)— > (M(sA&)—M(sATS))
sG[O,t] n=1 |

- 0 2

AR || M(tA6OR)— > (M(tAE) - (t/\ﬂi))]
n=1

|

By Assumption 3, a is bounded on the set {x:(V,z) <e}. Hence, an appli-
cation of the bounded convergence theorem shows that

t t
iy | [ Tz la(Z(6D] ds| = oV [ g 201 5| =0

e—0

t OO
—4E / Y e ()0 (V. Z(5))) dM (s)
L 0 n=1

<& [ 107, 2(lal2) ds] |

where the last equality is a consequence of the fact that (v, Z) is a uniformly
elliptic one-dimensional reflected diffusion (see Lemma 2.8) and consequently
spends zero Lebesgue time at the origin (see, e.g., page 90 of [15]).
_ An exactly analogous argument, with 0 = inf{t > 0: |M|(t) > R} and
&8, 75 defined in a fashion analogous to &, 7, but with 6r replaced by 0g,
shows that

7

M(sAOg) =Y (M(sA&)— M(s A7)

n=1

limE

su
e—0 P

s€[0,t]
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< lig 472 iE [ Boa (. 20 a0t )
—4J22E{ [ 9. 266 s

_4JQZE[ [ 1) a0,

where the last equality uses the property that Z;(s) =0 for every i =1,...,J
if and only if (V,Z(s)) =0 (see property 2 of Definition 2.5). Due to the
assumption that Z; is a semimartingale with decomposition M; + A;, the
occupation times formula for continuous semimartingales (see, e.g., Corol-
lary 1.6 in Chapter VI of [25]) and the fact that the set {z:x; =0} has zero
Lebesgue measure, we have, P-a.s., for i =1,...,J,

/ Loy (Zi(s)) d(V) (5) = / Loy (Zi(s)) d{(Z:) (s) = 0.
0 0

Combining the last four displays with (4.48), we conclude that M (t A fOg) =
M(t AOR), Po-a.s., for every ¢ > 0. This in turn implies that Or = 65 Pp-a.s.
Sending R — oo and invoking the continuity of both M and M, we conclude
that M = M Pp-a.s. In turn, this implies A = A, thus completing the proof
of the theorem. [J

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is now a simple consequence of Theorem 4.1
and Proposition 4.12.

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1. If Z were a semimartingale under Py, then by
Proposition 4.12, Z = M + A is the Doob decomposition for Z. In particular,
this implies that Py(L(T) < co) =1 for every T € [0,00), where recall that
L(T) = Varjg 1]Y. However, this contradicts the assertion of Theorem 4.1
that there exists T < oo such that Py(L(T) = oo) > 0. Thus, we conclude
that Z is not a semimartingale. [J

REMARK 4.13. It is natural to expect that similar, but somewhat more
involved, arguments could be used to show that the semimartingale property
fails to hold for a more general class of reflected diffusions in the nonnega-
tive orthant, in particular those that arise as approximations of generalized
processor sharing networks (rather than just a single station, as considered
in [23, 24]). Such diffusions would satisfy properties 1, 2 and 4 of Definition
2.5 but would have more complicated V-sets (see [10] for a description of
the ESP associated with such a network). This is a subject for future work.
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5. Dirichlet process characterization. This section is devoted to the proof
of Theorem 3.5. Specifically, here we only assume that (G,d(-)), b(-) and o(-)
satisfy Assumptions 1 and 3, and let (Z;, By), (92, F,P),{F:} be a Markov
process that is a weak solution to the associated SDER that satisfies As-
sumption 2 for some constants p > 1, > 2 and Kp < 00,T € (0,00). As
usual, let X be as defined in (2.4), and let Y = Z — X, so that we can write

Z(t):Z(0)+/O b(Z(s))ds—k/O o(Z(s))dB(s) + Y (),  t€]0,00).

Note that [, b(Z(s))ds is a process of bounded variation, and therefore of
bounded p-variation for any p > 1 by Remark 3.4. As a result, in order
to establish Theorem 3.5, it suffices to show that under P-a.s., Y has zero
p-variation.

In Section 5.1, we first show that it suffices to establish a localized version
(5.3) of the zero p-variation condition on Y. This is then used to prove
Theorem 3.5 in Section 5.2.

5.1. Localization. Fix T >0, let {#",n > 1} be a sequence of partitions
of [0,7] such that A(x™) — 0 as n — co. As mentioned above, to prove
Theorem 3.5 we need to establish the following result:

(5.1) S yit) -yt Bo  as A@Em) - oo
tiemm™

For each m € (0,00), let

(5.2) ¢™ = inf{t > 0:|Z(1)| > m).

It is easy to see that P-a.s., (" — oo as m — co. We now show that the
localized version, (5.3) below, is equivalent to (5.1).

LEMMA 5.1.  The result (5.1) holds if and only if for each m € (0,00),

53 S WA =Yt nPHo as AGE) 0.

tyemmn

PRrOOF. First, assume (5.3) holds for every m € (0,00). Then, for every
m € (0,00) and § >0,

P(( 5 i) - V(0P 20)

tiemm

SP( STV ()~ Yty > 6.¢™ >T> LB <T)

t,emm
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=P( STV AC™) — Yt ACTP > 6.7 >T) P <T)

t,emm

< P( STV AC™) =Y (lg ACTP > 5) LR <T),
t;emm
Taking limits as A(7™) — 0, the first term on the right-hand side vanishes
due to (5.3). Next, sending m — oo, and using the fact that ("* — oo P-a.s.,
the second term also vanishes, and so we obtain (5.1). This proves the “if”
part of the result.
In order to prove the converse result, suppose (5.1) holds. Let 6" =
sup{t; € 7" :t; < (™}, where 0] =T if the latter set is empty. Then

> Y (EACT) =Yt ACTP

tiemm™
<Y (t) =Y ()P + Y (AT) =Y (0.
t,em™

Taking limits as A(7") — 0, P-a.s the last term vanishes since [("™ AT —
07| < A(n™) and Y is continuous. Therefore, (5.3) follows from (5.1). O

5.2. The decomposition result. For each € > 0, recursively define two se-
quences of stopping times {75 }nen and {& }nen as follows: £§ =0 and for
neN,

S inf{t > &y d(Z(),V) = ¢},
& =inf{t>7.:d(Z(t),V)=¢/2}.
For each € > 0, we have the decomposition

DWW =Y )P =D D V() =Y (i) Pl e (ti1)

t,em™ tiem™ k=1

+ Y Y () = Y ()Pl e, (Fim)-

t,em™ k=0

(5.4)

Therefore, for any given 6 > 0, we have

IP’( V() =Y ()P > 5)

t,em™

(5.5) < ]P’( DD V() = Y (ti1) Pl oy (1) > g)

tiem™ k=1

+]P)( Z Z |Y(tl) B Y(tiil)|pH[§Z’T£+1)(ti*1) > g) '

t;em™ k=0
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Under additional uniform boundedness assumptions on b and o, the proof
of (5.1) is essentially a consequence of the following two lemmas, which
provide estimates on the two terms on the right-hand side of (5.5).

LEMMA 5.2. Suppose b and o are uniformly bounded. Then, for each
>0,

. - 5
(5.6) A(ll]lf)l_mp( SO V() = Y (ti1) Pl o) (1) > 5) =0.

tiem™ k=1

Proor. Fix e >0, neN, and let

o = {Z(t)aév, vie | [sz,szw(w”)]}.

kEN:EET
Also, define
N¢ =inf{k > 0:either 7; > T or { >T'}.

Observe that P-a.s., N¢ < 0o since Z has continuous sample paths and there-
fore crosses the levels {z € G:d(z,V) =¢c} and {z € G:d(z,V) = ¢/2} at most
a finite number of times in the interval [0, 7"]. The continuity of Z also implies
that for each € > 0,

(5.7) P(QS) +1  as A(x") — 0.

On the set (),, we have

SO V() = Y (tioa) P e (ti1)

tien™ k=1

-1
< max V() =Y (ti-1) Z ZL(tiflati]]l[rli,gi)(tifl)
tiem™ k=1
(5.8) -
= max |V (t:) = Y (L))" Y 0> Lt tilljrz o) (fi1)

t,em™
tiem™ k=1

[ee]
< max |V (t:) = Y (i)"Y L(rg AT, (65 + A(™)) AT,
=T k=1

By definition, P-a.s. (Z,Y) satisfy the ESP for X. Therefore, by Lemma
A1, P-as., for each k€N, (Z(r; AT +-),Y (1 NT +-) =Y (1, AT)) solve
the ESP for Z(r; ANT)+ X(1; AT+ ) — X(7; AT). On QF,, Z is away from
Von [r; AT, (& + A(n™)) AT for each k> 1, and hence by Theorem 2.9 of
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[22] it follows that L(r; AT, (& + A(7n™)) AT] < oo. Together with the fact
that P-a.s. N¢ < oo, this implies that

o
ZL(TE AT, (& +A(n")) AT < o0 P-a.s. on .
k=1

On the other hand, since Y is continuous on [0,7] and p > 1, we have

max Y(t) =Yt )Pt =0 as A(r") = 0.
i€mn

Combining the above two displays with (5.7), we conclude that for every
d>0,as A(7"™) — 0,

00 o
p<mx Y (&) =Yt ™ 2 LEEAT, (€6 + A AT]> 5) e

Together with (5.8), this shows that (5.6) holds and completes the proof of
the lemma. [

In the next lemma, ¢ > 2 is the value for which Assumption 2 is satisfied.

LEMMA 5.3.  Suppose b and o are uniformly bounded. Then there exists
a finite constant C' < oo such that for each € > 0,

o
i E ' E ' N VP e e . h
A(}rl’g)léop( ¥ (8) =¥ (ti-) H[fk’Tk+l)(tl 1> 2

tiem™ k=0
(5.9)

T o0
/ ZH[EEJEH](O dt] ) if =2,
0 k=0

if ¢ > 2.

IN

C
—E
6
0,

PrOOF. Fix € > 0. Then by Markov’s inequality [whose application is
justified by (5.12) when ¢ > 2, and by (5.13) when ¢ = 2] and the monotone
convergence theorem

P( DD V() =Y (tiot) Pl ey (Eim1) > g)

tiem™ k=0
(5.10)

DD BV () = Y (tio) Pl e, ) (ti)].

t,em™ k=0

<

N

Recall that a = 070, and let C' > 1 be an upper bound on [b|, |o| and |al.
By Assumption 2, the definition (2.4) of X and the elementary inequality
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|z +y|? <29(|z|7 4 |y|?), there exists K7 < oo such that for each ¢; € 7",
E[lY (t:) =Y (ti1) P[]
< KrE[ swp [ X(u) = X(tt)'|Foy |

uE[ti_hti]
u q
§2qKTE[ sup / b(Z(v))dv
ue[ti,hti] ti—1
U q
+ s | [0 etz as, (ﬂi_l]
w€ti—1,ts] | Jti—1

q
< 29KsE [C’q(ti — )T+ (—q 1>
-

ti q
| otz |7
ti—1

<29KpC9(t; —t; )7

ey () [ [ o) ]

where the third inequality holds due to the uniform bound on b(-), the
Markov property of Z and Doob’s maximal martingale inequality, while the
fourth inequality follows, with K < oo a universal constant, by an application
of the martingale moment inequality, which is justified since the uniform
boundedness on a ensures that the stochastic integral is a martingale.

Define C' = 2¢1K7[C?V (¢4C%%K /(¢ — 1)9)]. Using the bound on a, the
last inequality shows that for each t; € 7",

(5.11)  E[Y (t:) = Y (tic1)[P|Fe_,] < Cl(t: — tim1) + (t: — tim1) 7).

We now consider two cases. If ¢ > 2, it follows from (5.11) that, for all
sufficiently large n such that A(n") <1,

B[V (t:) = Y (ti1)P1Fr,_,] < 2CA ™)t — 1),

Multiplying both sides of this inequality by Ije: e, 1)( i—1), which is F, |-
measurable since 77 and §; are stopping times, then taking expectations and

subsequently summing over k=0,1,..., and t; € 7, it follows that
512) 0 DBV () ~ V(i) e ()] S 208G,
tyem™ k=0

Since A(7)%/?2~1 — 0 as n — oo, combining this with (5.10), we then obtain

5
A(ylrlrfn%op( > Z|Y tio1)Plies g, ) (ti-1) > 5) —0.

tiem™ k=0
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On the other hand, if ¢ =2, again multiplying both sides of (5.11) by
H[£Z7T§+1)(ti_l)7 then taking expectations, subsequently summing over k =
0,1,..., and t; € n", and then using the monotone convergence theorem to
interchange expectation and summation, we obtain

DD ENY () = Y (ti1) Pl e ) (Eim1)]

t;em™ k=0

< é(A(ﬂ”)q +E

Z (ti — tifl) ZH[527TE+1)(ti1)] ) < 0.

t;emn k=0
Sending A(7n™) — 0 on both sides of this inequality and invoking the bounded
convergence theorem, the right-continuity of ]I[Eliﬂ—li-‘-l)(.) and the definition

of the Riemann integral, we obtain

lim >N E[Y () = Y () Plige 1) (fi-1)]

n
A™)=0, 2 150

<CE

T 00
/0 Zﬂ[éi,@l)(t) dt|.
k=0
Together with (5.10), this shows that (5.9) holds with C =2C. O

PrROOF OF THEOREM 3.5. Due to Lemma 5.1, using a localization ar-
gument and the local boundedness of b and o stated in Assumption 3, we
can assume without loss of generality that a,b and ¢ are bounded. Then,
combining (5.5) with Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3, we have

lim ]P’( SV (t) =Y (tio) P > 5)

A(7m)—0

t,em™
C T
- ~E /O Z]I[gzﬁal](t)dt . ifg=2,
k=0
0, if ¢ > 2,

for every € >0, and so (5.1) holds for the case g > 2. If ¢ =2, sending £ | 0
and using the bounded convergence theorem and the definition of the stop-
ping times &; and 77, we see that the term on the right-hand side converges

to
%E [/OT]IV(Z(t))dt] =0,

where the last equality follows from (2.5) and the fact that V C 9G. This
proves (5.1), and Theorem 3.5 then follows from the discussion at the be-
ginning of Section 5. [J
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5.3. Proof of Corollary 3.7. Suppose that, as in (3.3), the functions
L and R on [0,00) are given by L(y) = —cpy®t and R(y) = cry®® for
some ay,ap,cr,cg € (0,00). As defined in Section 2.4, let (G,d(-)) and T
be the associated ESP and ESM, and let Z = (Z31,Z5) be the associated
two-dimensional RBM: Z = I'(B), where B = (B1, Bs) is a standard two-
dimensional Brownian motion. Then Assumptions 1 and 3 are automatically
satisfied for this family of reflected diffusions. In order to prove the corollary,
it suffices to show that Assumption 2 holds. Indeed, then all the assumptions
of Theorem 3.5 are satisfied, and Corollary 3.7 follows as a consequence.

We now recall the representation for Y = Z — B that was obtained in Sec-
tion 4.3 of [2]. First, note that Z5 is a one-dimensional RBM on [0, 00) with
the pathwise representation Zs =T'1(Bs), where I'; is the one-dimensional
reflection map on [0,00). Thus, Ys = Ag(Ba), where Ag(v)) =T'1(¢p) — 4 is
given explicitly by
(5.13) Ao (¥)(t) = sup [—(s)]T, 1 € C[0,00),t € [0, 00).

0<s<t

(Recall that C[0,00) is the space of continuous functions on [0, 00), equipped
with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets.) Since Y3 is
a nondecreasing process, it is clearly of finite variation. Therefore, to es-
tablish Assumption 2, it suffices to show that the inequality (2.7) holds
with Y replaced by Y;. From Section 4.3 of [2], it follows that pathwise
Z1 = fg,T(Bl), where f&r is the ESM whose domain is the time-dependent
interval [I(-),r(-)], with [(t) = L(Z5(t)) and r(t) = R(Z5(t)), for t € [0, 00).
A precise definition of Iy, is stated as Definition 2.2 of [2], but for the
present purpose it suffices to note that Theorem 2.6 of [2] establishes the
explicit representation I'y () = 1) — =y, (1), where for ¢ € C[0, 00) such that
¥(0) € [£(0),7(0)], and ¢ € [0, 00),

200 ()(t) =max([0A inf (v(u) - €(w)],

u€(0,t]
(5.14)

sup |(u(s) = r(s)) A_inf ()~ ¢(u))]).
s€[0,t] u€|s,t]

Thus, we see that Y3 = A1(By, Bs), where A is the map from C[0,0)? to
C|[0,00) given by

A1 (1,%2) = —ELor, (12), Roly (w2) (¥1)-

From the explicit expression for Zy, given in (5.14), it can be easily veri-
fied that the map (¢,7,9) — —Z,(¢) from C[0,00)> to C[0,00) is Lipschitz
continuous. In addition, it follows from (5.13) that the map ¢ — I'1(¢)) from
C[0,00) to itself is also Lipschitz continuous. If L and R are Holder con-
tinuous with exponent a = ay, A ag € (0,1), it follows that the composition
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maps £ = Lol'y and r = RoI'; are also Holder continuous with exponent c.
When combined, the above statements then imply that the map Ay is locally
Holder continuous on C[0,00)? with exponent a, and so (2.7) holds for any
p > 2/a with, correspondingly, ¢ = ap. On the other hand, if L and R are
locally Lipschitz continuous [i.e., if (3.3) is satisfied with « > 1], then clearly
I is also locally Lipschitz continuous, and so (2.7) holds with p = ¢ = 2.
Thus, the result follows in this case as well (note that, due to the localiza-
tion result of Section 5.1, it suffices for the ESM to be locally Lipschitz or
locally Holder, that is, Lipschitz continuous or Holder continuous on paths
that lie in a compact set on any finite time interval).

REMARK 5.4. The proof above also shows that when a <1, Z =B+ A,
where A is a process of zero p-variation for every p > 2/a. However, this is
likely to be a sub-optimal result, since given that Z is a Dirichlet process
even when the domain is cusp-like, one would expect that Z would also
be a Dirichlet process when the domain is flatter (corresponding to > 1).
Indeed, more generally, it would be of interest to determine the lowest p-
variation that vanishes for a given «, to better understand the relationship
between the “roughness” of the paths of Z and the curvature of the boundary
of the domain. Such questions motivate a “rough paths” analysis (see, e.g.,
[21] and [16]) of reflected stochastic processes.

REMARK 5.5. The above class of reflected diffusions provides one ex-
ample of a situation where the ESM is locally Holder continuous, but the
(generalized) completely-S condition does not hold. However, we believe that
it should be possible to combine a localization argument of the kind used in
[6] and the sufficient condition for Lipschitz continuity of the ESM obtained
in Theorem 3.3 of [22] to identify a broad class of piecewise smooth domains
and directions of reflection where the generalized completely-S condition
fails to hold, but for which the associated ESM is locally Holder continuous.

APPENDIX A: ELEMENTARY PROPERTIES OF THE ESP
LEMMA A.1. If(¢,n) is a solution to the ESP (G, d(-)) for v € Cq[0,00),
then for each 0 < s < 0o, (¢°,n°) is a solution to the ESP for ¢(s)+1°, where
¢°() = (s +),
P)=t(s+-) —v(s) and n°(-)=n(s+-)—n(s).
Moreover, if the ESM is well-defined and Lipschitz continuous on Cg[0,00)

then for every T' < oo, there exists Kp < oo such that for every 0 <s <t <
T+ s,

[n(t) = n(s)] < Kr - sup [1h(s +u) —(s)].
u€[0,t—s]
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PrOOF. Fix s € [0,00) and a path ¢ € Dg[0,00). The first statement
follows from Lemma 2.3 of [22]. It implies that 7° = (') — ¢!, where
P! = ¢(s)+10°. On the other hand, consider the path 12 which is equal to the
constant ¢(s) on [0,00), that is, 1?(u) = ¢(s) for all u € [0,00). Then clearly
(¢(s),0) is the unique solution to the ESP for 2, that is, 0 = I'(1)?)(u) —
¥?(u) for all u € [0,00). Using the Lipschitz continuity of the ESM, for
d € 10,7 — s] we obtain

[7°(8) = 0] < sup |F(4")(u) — ! (w) = T(4)(u) + ¥ (u)]

u€(0,4]
< sup [T(")(u) = T(@*) ()| + sup |9 (u) — ¢ (u)]
u€l0,d] u€[0,0]
< Kr sup [¢°(u)|+ sup |[¢°(u)l,
u€(0,d] u€[0,4]

where K < 0o is the Lipschitz constant of ' on [0,7]. The lemma follows
by letting Kr=Kr+1and d=t—s. U

APPENDIX B: AUXILIARY RESULTS

For completeness, we provide the proof of the fact that the sequences of
times defined in Section 4.1.3 are stopping times.

LeMMmA B.1.  {8%}nen, {ﬁ(sk) o neN, k€N, are sequences of { Fy }-stopping
times. Also, {ﬁff’a}neN, k€N, are sequences of {FF}-stopping times.

ProOF. Clearly, 5 =0 is an {F; }-stopping time. Now, suppose [3;_; is
an {F; }-stopping time and note that for each € >0, n € N and ¢ € [0, 00),

{8 <ty = JUB -1 SN {Z(B;-1) € Har} N AL (D],

keZ
where
en(t) = { sup (Z(s),v)> 2k+15} U{ inf  (Z(s),¥) < 21@715}‘
’ selBs_ .1 selBe_, 4]

Then {8;_, <t} € F; because [3;,_; is an {F; }-stopping time. Since Z is con-
tinuous we also know that {55_; <t} N{Z(B;_,) € Hor.} lies in F;. In ad-
dition, the continuity of (Z,¥) and the fact that [28*1e, 00) and (—oo, 28 1¢]
are closed show that {8;_; <t} N A} () € F;. When combined, this implies
that {85 <t} € F; or, equivalently, that 55 is an {F;}-stopping time, and
the first assertion follows by induction. The proof for the other sequences is
exactly analogous. [
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