arXiv:0804.0123v5 [math.PR] 24 Mar 2011

Pathwise uniqueness of the squared Bessel and CIR processes with skew reflection on a deterministic time dependent curve

Gerald TRUTNAU^1

Department of Mathematical Sciences and Research Institute of Mathematics, Seoul National University, San56-1 Shinrim-dong, Kwanak-gu, Seoul 151-747, South Korea (e-mail: trutnau@snu.ac.kr, tel.: +82 (0)2 880 2629; fax: +82 (0)2 887 4694.)

Abstract: Let σ, δ > 0, b ≥ 0. Let λ^2 : R^+ → R^+ , be continuous, and locally of bounded variation. We develop a general analytic criterion for the pathwise uniqueness of

R_t = R_0 + ∫_t 0 σ √ |R_s|dW_s + ∫_t 0 σ^2 4 (δ − bR_s)ds + (2p − 1)ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2),

where p ∈ (0, 1), and ℓ^0_t (R−λ^2) is the symmetric semimartingale local time of R−λ^2. The criterion is related to the existence of nice (Kummer) functions for the time dependent infinitesimal generator of R. As a corollary we obtain explicit sufficient conditions for pathwise uniqueness. These are expressed in terms of λ^2, its derivative, and the parame- ters σ, δ, b, p. 2000 Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary: 60H10, 60J60, 60J55; Secondary: 35K20.

Key words: Pathwise uniqueness, Bessel processes, squared Bessel processes, Cox-Ingersoll- Ross processes, skew reflection, local time on a curve.

1 Introduction

In this article we investigate pathwise uniqueness of squared Bessel and Cox-Ingersoll- Ross (CIR) processes that are perturbed by a constant multiple of a local time on a deterministic time dependent curve. These processes form a natural generalization of the classical squared Bessel and CIR processes. Local times on curves already appear in [7], [11], [4], [5], in [27] where an Itô formula involving such local times is derived, and in

1Supported by the Research Settlement Fund for new faculty of Seoul National University, the research project ”Advanced Research and Education of Financial Mathematics” at Seoul National University, the SFB-701 at Bielefeld University, and the BIBOS-Research Center at Bielefeld University.

[33], [35]. For another related Itô-type formula but which is less relevant for the topic of our paper we refer to [12]. The tractability of stochastic differential equations involving local times on curves (resp. on surfaces) has been facilitated by the work [27] (resp. [29]) with resulting recent applications in financial mathematics, see e.g. [23], [28]. Quite different natural generalizations of squared Bessel processes without occuring local time such as squared Bessel processes and squared Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes with negative dimensions or negative starting points were studied in [14].

1.1 Motivations

Our motivations are various. First, we can regard the perturbation as introduction of a new parameter that provides potentially additional insight on (the singularity and the properties of) the classical original processes. This is indicated further below in 1.3 where we explain our pathwise uniqueness results. From a theoretical point of view we are interested in general pathwise uniqueness results for diffusions in dimension one whose diffusion and drift coefficients satisfy the Yamada-Watanabe conditions (see the original article [41], or e.g. the textbook [31, Chapter IX, §3]) and which have an additional concrete reflection term. The here considered skew reflected processes are special but typical examples of such diffusions with non-Lipschitz diffusion coefficient and parabolic local time. In particular, our developed method for proving pathwise uniqueness gives a first hint how to treat the challenging general problem. To our knowledge it is the first time that such singular equations (degenerate non-Lipschitz diffusion coefficient plus local time on a curve), which are in close relation to boundary crossing problems and hitting times of deterministic curves of the original processes, are studied. The boundary crossing problem itself is classical, see e.g. [19], [21] and references therein, [10], and in particular [14] and references therein for the case of Bessel processes where the given curve reduces to a constant line, i.e. a so-called barrier. Quite important and intensive work on pathwise uniqueness of one dimensional stochastic differential equations with non-trivial coefficients and reflection term has been done (see e.g. [37], [16], [3], [34], [25], [22]). However, it is remarkable that even in the simplest case when the time dependent curve reduces to a constant, none of these covers our considered processes with the“standard”coefficients in dimension one. Thus, there definitely arises a theoretical need for the investigation of such equations. Our final motivations concern applications. Processes of the studied type and their square roots can be well applied in financial mathematics (see e.g. [8], [9], and below). Therefore, the tractability of such processes is an important issue.

1.2 The SDE: detailed description and explanations

1.2.1 The SDE and its special cases

We fix a continuous function λ^2 : R^+ → R^+ that is locally of bounded variation. For parameters σ, δ > 0, b ≥ 0, p ∈ (0, 1), consider a solution to

R_t = R_0 + ∫_t 0 σ √ |R_s|dW_s + ∫_t 0 σ^2 4 (δ − bR_s)ds + (2p − 1)ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2). (1) where ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2) is the symmetric semimartingale local time of R − λ^2 (for a reason to consider the symmetric semimartingale local time ℓ^0(R − λ^2) see Remark 2.6(ii)). Due to the presence of the square root in the diffusion part, the local time in equation (1) vanishes if λ ≡ 0. In fact, this is a well-known direct consequence of the occupation time formula (cf. e.g. proof of Lemma 2.1(ii)). Hence for λ ≡ 0, or p =^1_2 we obtain the CIR process. Starting from [6] the CIR process has been used intensively to model the evolution of the interest rate in a financial market (see e.g. again [14] and references therein). For σ = 2, b = 0, and λ^2 ≡ 0, or p =^1_2 we obtain the squared Bessel process of dimension δ. Recently, in [8], the square root of (1) for σ = 2, b = 0, p ∈ (0, 1), dimension δ ≥ 2, and λ ≡ a ∈ R^{++} , was independently of us constructed and further studied. In an earlier paper [33] we considered a more general equation where δ > 0 and λ is a monotone function, and later in [35] we generalized our results and considered weakly differentiable λ. In [8] many interesting properties are derived and applied to the valuation of perpetuities and pricing of weighted Asian options. The authors of [8] call these processes asymmetric skew Bessel processes in order to distinguish them from the skew Bessel processes defined in [2].

1.2.2 Positivity of the SDE

As in the classical case p =^1_2 a solution to (1) always stays positive when started with positive initial condition. We show this in Lemma 2.1(ii) with the help of Tanaka’s formula. Note that in equation (1) we may have 2p−1 < 0 and then comparison results such as e.g. the one in [42] only show that a solution to (1) is smaller, hence more singular, than the classical CIR process. Thanks to the derived positivity one can as in the non-perturbed classical case a posteriori discard the absolute value under the square root in (1).

1.2.3 Skew reflection

The reflection term in (1) has a prefactor 2p − 1. Diffusions involving such a term with p ≠ 0,^1_2 , or 1 are called skew reflected diffusions. If p = 0, or p = 1 we speak about reflected diffusions. In contrast to reflected diffusions, skew reflected diffusions behave more like ordinary diffusions (i.e. p =^1_2 ) in the sense that the nature of the state space is not influenced. Reflected diffusions split the state space in two separate parts from which one can not be left if it is once entered. Skew reflected diffusions were studied by many authors (see [20] and references therein) starting from [18], and [38], and provide typical examples of diffusions with discontinuous local times (see Lemma 2.2, and [38]). For nice coefficients the skew reflection has been described rigorously in terms of excursion theory, such as e.g. for the skew Brownian motion (cf. [38], [17], [20]). Heuristically, one has a reflection downwards with “tendency” 1−p and upwards with “tendency” p where 2p−1 = p−(1−p). For various applications of skew Brownian motion and other skew reflected processes see [20] and references therein. Besides it was noted in [40] that stochastic differential equations with prefactored local time may be used to model diffusion processes in a medium with permeable barrier. For more on skew reflection and permeable barriers we also refer to [30] and [1].

1.2.4 The singularity of the SDE

In addition to the singular diffusion coefficient, the specialty of (1) is that the reflection takes place whenever R meets the given time dependent curve λ^2. Moreover, equation (1) can be transformed (see [35, p. 382]) into a degenerate, non-Lipschitz, and timedependent equation with reflection term in dimension one. For this type of equations general uniqueness and weak existence results are unknown and could possibly even not hold.

1.3 Existence and uniqueness results

Weak existence of a solution to (1) as well as for its square root has been established in [35] in various cases. It is worth to remark that we were not able to construct in whole generality a solution in the extreme cases p = 0 and p = 1, and for other than increasing (though nonetheless for constant) λ^2 if −1 < 2p − 1 < 0. However, if −1 < 2p − 1 < 0 pathwise uniqueness can hold even if λ^2 strictly decreases on some interval. If |2p−1| > 1, then at least in case λ^2 is absolutely continuous there is no solution to (1) (cf. Remark 2.3(ii)).

In this note we develop an analytic criterion for pathwise uniqueness of (1). This is done in Theorem 2.12. Uniqueness is reduced to the resolution of a parabolic differential equation corresponding to the infinitesimal generator of R (see (10), and also (12)). The general criterion of Theorem 2.12 is directly applied in Corollary 2.13 in order to show that pathwise uniqueness holds for (1), whenever dλ^2(s) ≤ σ^2δ 4 ds, if p ∈ ( 1 2 , 1 ) , or, whenever dλ^2(s) ≥ σ^2 4 ( δ − bλ^2(s) ) ds, if p ∈ ( 0, 1 2 ) . The inequalities are to be understood in the sense of signed measures on R^+ . For instance, if 0 < 2p − 1 < 1 (i.e.^1_2 < p < 1), σ = 2, this means that the increasing part of λ^2 is Lipschitz continuous with Bessel dimension δ as Lipschitz constant, and that the decreasing part is arbitrary. If −1 < 2p − 1 < 0 (i.e. 0 < p <^1_2 ), and λ^2 is absolutely continuous we obtain

(λ^2)^′ ≥ σ^2 4 (δ − bλ^2) (2)

as a sufficient condition for pathwise uniqueness. According to (2), if λ^2 decreases on some interval it must be above the mean-reverting level^δ_b of the CIR process on that interval. Both results in case of^1_2 < p < 1, as well as in case 0 < p <^1_2 , appear to be plausible to us in the following sense: in the first case, if λ^2(t) grows faster than the largest possible drift

σ^2δ

4 t of R_t, then there could be no difference between the reflected and the non-reflected equation, hence more than one solution; and if 0 < p <^1_2 we argue that we can only add a negative singular drift to the classical process and keep pathwise uniqueness when the corresponding classical process also has a negative component of drift. The squared Bessel process only has a positive component of drift for all dimensions, but the CIR process also has a negative component of drift when it is above the mean-reverting level. Therefore, one might wonder whether these pathwise uniqueness results can be substantially improved or not. We leave this as an open question. However, in section 3 we provide some tools to develop additional existence and uniqueness results. So one could start from there. In order to obtain our pathwise uniqueness result we made use of nice Kummer functions of the first kind (see Corollary 2.13). Even after ”localizing“ the main argument, we were not able to get any uniqueness result by using Kummer functions of the second kind (see however the proof of Corollary 2.10(ii)). Kummer functions of the second kind in general do not behave well at the origin.

1.3.1 The method for proving pathwise uniqueness

Looking at the difference of |R^{(1)}_t − R^{(2)}_t |, where R^{(1)}, R^{(2)}, are two solutions, we can not use Le Gall’s local time method (see [15]), since although ℓ^0_t (R^{(1)} − R^{(2)}) ≡ 0, there always remains a term involving the local time on λ^2. The coefficients, as well as the parabolic situation, make transformations through harmonic functions as e.g. used in [17], [16], [34], impossible. In other words there seems to be no nice transformation of (1) in an equation for which pathwise uniqueness would be known. Therefore we have to find another method. Our line of arguments, is to first show that together with R^{(1)}, R^{(2)}, the supremum S = R^{(1)} ∨ R^{(2)}, and the infimum I = R^{(1)} ∧ R^{(2)}, is also a solution. This is a standard procedure. We refer to Remark 2.6(i) for a consequence of it. Then we have to find a nice function H(t, x) (see Remark 2.9), stricly increasing in x, such that g(x−λ^2(t))^{−1}H(t, x) solves (10), and to apply a generalized Gronwall inequality to the expectation of H(t, S_t)−H(t, I_t) in order to conclude (see proof of Theorem 2.12, and Corollary 2.13). This is our contribution and it appears at least to us to be an efficient method for skew reflected equations with singular diffusion coefficient. Since sub/superharmonic functions w.r.t. the time homogeneous infinitesimal generator of the CIR process may lose of their advantageous properties under parabolic boundary conditions we cannot expect a positive answer for every curve, even not for constant ones. We emphasize that our technique can also be used for (1) with more general drift coefficients. However, we feel that the details should be investigated elsewhere.

In order to find that S = R^{(1)} ∨ R^{(2)}, I = R^{(1)} ∧ R^{(2)}, are also solutions we use formulas on the representation of local times of the supremum and infimum of two semimartingales (see [39], [26]). In order to make disappear the local time on λ^2 with the help of a nice function H, we use special Itô-Tanaka formulas (see Lemma 2.8), which are proved using representation formulas for local times from [26] (see Lemma 2.7). The derivation of these formulas takes in particular advantage of the fact that the time dependency is put into a semimartingale structure. Lemma 2.8 is simple but useful, and allows λ^2 just to be locally of bounded variation. It is also used in Corollary 2.10(ii).

1.3.2 Martingale problem and an additional pathwise uniqueness criterion

In the third section we solve the martingale problem related to R on a nice class of test functions (see Proposition 3.1, and Remark 3.2 for its usefulness). We also add another pathwise uniqueness criterion in Theorem 3.4 which uses “true” time dependent functions and which is developed with the help of a recent extension of Itô’s formula from [27].

2 Pathwise uniqueness in the non absolutely continuous case

Throughout this article I_A will denote the indicator function of a set A. We let R^+ := {x ∈ R| x ≥ 0}. An element of R^+ × R is typically represented as (t, x), i.e. the first entry is always for time, the second always for space. The time derivative is denoted by ∂_t, the space derivative by ∂_x, and the second space derivative by ∂_{xx}. Functions depending on space and time are denoted with capital letters, functions depending only on one variable are denoted with small case letters. If a function f only depends on one variable we write f^′, resp. f^{′′}, for its derivative, resp. second derivative.

Let σ, δ > 0, b ≥ 0, and λ^2 : R^+ → R^+ be continuous and locally of bounded variation. On an arbitrary complete filtered probability space (Ω, F, (F_t)_{t≥0}, P ), consider an adapted continuous process with the following properties: R solves the integral equation (1) P -a.s, where

(i) (W_t)_{t≥0} is a F_t-Brownian motion starting from zero,

(ii) P [ ∫_t 0 {σ^2|R_s| + |^{σ2}_4 (δ − bR_s)|}ds < ∞] = 1,

(iii) ℓ^0(R − λ^2) is the symmetric semimartingale local time of R − λ^2, i.e. 1 2 ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2) = (R_t − λ^2(t))^+ − (R_0 − λ^2(0))^+ − ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs−λ}2_{(s)>0}} + I_{{Rs−λ}2_{(s)≥0}} 2 d{R_s − λ^2(s)}, t ≥ 0. (3) A process R with the given properties is called a (weak) solution to (1). In particular, one can show exactly as in [31, VI. (1.3) Proposition] that ∫_t 0 H(s, R_s)dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2) = ∫_t 0 H(s, λ^2(s))dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2), (4)

for any positive Borel function H on R^+ × R.

We say that pathwise uniqueness holds for (1), if, any two solutions R^{(1)}, R^{(2)}, on the same filtered probability space (Ω, F, P ), with R^{(1)}_0 = R^{(2)}_0 P -a.s., and with same Brownian motion, are P -indistinguishable, i.e. P [R^{(1)}_t = R^{(2)}_t ] = 1 for all t ≥ 0.

For later purposes we introduce the upper (or right) local time of R − λ^2

ℓ^{0+}_t (R − λ^2) = (R_t − λ^2(t))^+ − (R_0 − λ^2(0))^+ − ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs−λ}2_{(s)>0}}d{R_s − λ^2(s)}, (5) and the lower (or left) local time ℓ^{0−}(R − λ^2), which can be extracted from the following formula for the symmetric local time

ℓ^0(R − λ^2) = ℓ^{0+} (R − λ^2) + ℓ^{0−} (R − λ^2) 2 . (6)

Accordingly, ℓ^0(X), ℓ^{0+}(X), ℓ^{0−}(X), are defined for any continuous semimartingale X. Another useful formula, is the occupation times formula: If X is a continuous semimartingale, then ∫_t 0 H(s, X_s)d⟨X, X⟩_s = ∫ R ∫_t 0 H(s, a)dℓ^{a+}_s (X)da (7)

holds a.s. for every positive Borel function H on R^+ × R, see e.g. [32, IV. (45.4)]. By [31, VI. (1.7) Theorem] we may and will assume that the family of local times (ℓ^{a+}_t (X))_{(t,a)∈R}+_{×R} is right-continuous, i.e. (t, a) → ℓ^{a+}_t (X) is a.s. continuous in t and càdlàg in a. Since ℓ^{a+}(X) has only countably many jumps in a, the formula holds for ℓ^a(X), and ℓ^{a−}(X), as well.

The statements of the following lemma are direct consequences of well-known formulas.

Lemma 2.1 Let R be a weak solution to (1). Then: (i) ∫_t 0 I_{{λ}2_{(s)=0}}dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2) = 0 P -a.s. for any t ≥ 0. In particular supp{dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2)} ⊂ {λ^2(s) > 0}. (ii) If R_0 ≥ 0 P -a.s., then R_t ≥ 0 P -a.s. for any t ≥ 0.

(iii) The time of R spent at zero has Lebesgue measure zero, i.e. ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=0}}ds = 0 P -a.s. ∀t ≥ 0. (iv) The time of R spent on λ^2 has Lebesgue measure zero, i.e. ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}ds = 0 P -a.s. ∀t ≥ 0.

Proof (i) By (7) we have ∫ R I_{{a≠0}} |a| ∫_t 0 I_{{λ}2_{(s)=0}}dℓ^{a+}_s (R − λ^2)da = ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs−λ}2_{(s)≠0}} |R_s − λ^2(s)| I_{{λ}2_{(s)=0}}σ^2|R_s|ds ≤ σ^2t.

Since^1_{|a|} is not integrable in any neighborhood of zero, we obtain that ∫_t 0 I_{{λ}2_{(s)=0}}dℓ^{0+}_s (R − λ^2) = ∫_t 0 I_{{λ}2_{(s)=0}}dℓ^{0−}_s (R − λ^2) = 0.

The statement thus holds for ℓ^{0+}(R−λ^2), and ℓ^{0−}(R−λ^2), and therefore also for ℓ^0(R−λ^2). (ii) As a direct consequence of the occupation time formula ℓ^{0+}_t (R) ≡ 0 (replace λ^2 by zero in the proof of (i)). Then, applying Tanaka’s formula (cf. e.g. [31, VI. (1.2) Theorem]), using (i) and (4), taking expectations, and stopping with τ_n := inf{t ≥ 0||R_t| ≥ n}, we obtain

E[R^−_{t∧τn} ] = E[R^−_0 ] − E[ ∫_{t∧τn} 0 I_{{Rs≤0}} σ^2 4 (δ − bR_s)ds] −(2p − 1)E[ ∫_{t∧τn} 0 I_{{Rs≤0}}I_{{λ}2_{(s)>0}}dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2)] ≤ −E[ ∫_{t∧τn} 0 I_{{Rs≤0}} σ^2 4 (δ − bR_s)ds] ≤ 0. It follows that R_{t∧τn} is P -a.s. equal to its positive part R^+_{t∧τn} . Letting n → ∞ concludes the proof.

(iii) Due to the presence of the square root in the diffusion part, we have ℓ^{0+}_t (R), ℓ^{0−}_t (R) ≡ 0 (replace λ^2 by zero in the proof of (i)). Using [31, VI. (1.7) Theorem], (i) and (4), it follows P -a.s.

0 = ℓ^{0+}_t (R) − ℓ^{0−}_t (R) = ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=0}} { σ^2 4 (δ − bR_s)ds + (2p − 1)dℓ_s(R − λ^2)) }

= σ^2δ 4 ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=0}}ds. (iv) As a simple consequence of the occupation time formula, we have ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}I_{{Rs≠0}}σ^2|R_s|ds = ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs−λ}2_{(s)=0}}d⟨R − λ^2⟩_s = ∫ R I_{{0}}(a)ℓ^a_t (R − λ^2)da = 0.

But P -a.s. σ^2|R_s|I_{{Rs≠0}} > 0 ds-a.e. by (iii) and the assertion follows. □ From the next lemma one observes at least when λ^2 is absolutely continuous the discontinuity of the local times in the space variable at zero.

Lemma 2.2 Let R be a weak solution to (1). We have P -a.s.: ℓ^{0+}_t (R − λ^2) = 2pℓ^0_t (R − λ^2) − ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}dλ^2(s), and ℓ^{0−}_t (R − λ^2) = 2(1 − p)ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2) + ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}dλ^2(s). If λ^2 is absolutely continuous, i.e. λ^2 ∈ H^{1,1}_{loc} (R^+ ), with dλ^2(s) = (λ^2)^′(s)ds, then P -a.s. ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2) = 1 2p ℓ^{0+}_t (R − λ^2) = 1 2(1 − p) ℓ^{0−}_t (R − λ^2).

Proof Since R − λ^2 is a continuous semimartingale w.r.t. P , by Tanaka’s formula (5) it follows P -a.s.

(R_t − λ^2(t))^+ = (R_0 − λ^2(0))^+ + ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs−λ}2_{(s)>0}}d(R_s − λ^2(s)) + 1 2 ℓ^{0+}_t (R − λ^2).

On the other hand, the symmetrized Tanaka formula (3) together with Lemma 2.1(iii) gives (R_t − λ^2(t))^+ = (R_0 − λ^2(0))^+ + ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs−λ}2_{(s)>0}} + I_{{Rs−λ}2_{(s)≥0}} 2 d(R_s − λ^2(s)) + 1 2 ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2) = (R_0 − λ^2(0))^+ + ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs−λ}2_{(s)>0}}d(R_s − λ^2(s)) − 1 2 ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}dλ^2(s) +pℓ^0_t (R − λ^2).

Comparing the two formulas for (R_t − λ^2(t))^+ we obtain the first statement. The second follows from (6) by simple algebraic transformations. If λ^2 is absolutely continuous, then ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}dλ^2(s) = ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}(λ^2)^′(s)ds = 0 by Lemma 2.1(iv), and the last statement follows. □

Remark 2.3 (i) Using the previous Lemma 2.2 and (6), one can easily derive that (2p − 1)ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2) = ℓ^{0+}_t (R − λ^2) − ℓ^{0−}_t (R − λ^2) 2 + ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}dλ^2(s) and (1 − p)ℓ^{0+}_t (R − λ^2) = pℓ^{0−}_t (R − λ^2) − ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}dλ^2(s). (ii) Let λ^2 be absolutely continuous. Then ∫_t 0 I_{{Rs=λ}2_{(s)}}dλ^2(s) = 0 by Lemma 2.1(iv). If now |2p − 1| > 1, then a solution to (1) does not exist. This improves results of [35, Remark 2.7(i)] where this could only be shown for those λ^2’s for which a solution to (1) could be constructed. In fact, by (i) it holds that ℓ^0(R − λ^2), ℓ^{0+}(R − λ^2), ℓ^{0−}(R − λ^2) ≡ 0. Now, in order to conclude see [35, Remark 2.7(i)]. There analytic methods were used. In Corollary 2.10 below we provide another direct probabilistic proof for special λ^2’s and special initial conditions.

The next lemma is useful and appears in case of upper local times in [39, Lemme, p.74]. In the case of other local times (lower, and symmetric) it can easily directly be derived from [39, Lemme, p.74]. Using different and for themselves important formulas for the computation of local times Lemma 2.4 is directly shown in [26, Corollary 2.6, and following remark].

Lemma 2.4 Let X, Y be two continuous semimartingales, with X_0 = Y_0. Suppose that ℓ^{0+}(X − Y ) ≡ 0. Then the following representation formula holds for ℓ_s = ℓ^{0+}_s :

ℓ_t(X ∨ Y ) = ∫_t 0 I_{{Ys<0}}dℓ_s(X) + ∫_t 0 I_{{Xs≤0}}dℓ_s(Y ). (8) Suppose that additionally ℓ^{0+}(Y − X) ≡ 0. Then (8) holds also for ℓ_s = ℓ^{0−}_s , and ℓ_s = ℓ^0_s. In particular ∫_t 0 I_{{Ys=0}}dℓ_s(X) = ∫_t 0 I_{{Xs=0}}dℓ_s(Y ) (9) holds for ℓ_s = ℓ^{0+}_s , ℓ_s = ℓ^{0−}_s , and ℓ_s = ℓ^0_s.

Lemma 2.5 Let R^{(1)}, R^{(2)}, be two solutions to (1) with same Brownian motion, on the same filtered probability space (Ω, F, (F_t)_{t≥0}, P ), and such that R^{(1)}_0 = R^{(2)}_0 P -a.s. Then:

(i) The following representation formula holds for ℓ_s = ℓ^{0+}_s , ℓ_s = ℓ^{0−}_s , and ℓ_s = ℓ^0_s:

ℓ_t(R^{(1)} ∨R^{(2)} −λ^2) = ∫_t 0 I_{{R}(2)_{s −λ2(s)<0}}dℓ_s(R^{(1)} −λ^2)+ ∫_t 0 I_{{R}(1)_{s −λ2(s)≤0}}dℓ_s(R^{(2)} −λ^2).

(ii) The supremum R^1 ∨ R^2, and the infimum R^1 ∧ R^2, are also solutions to (1).

(iii) For the supremum S := R^1 ∨ R^2, and the infimum I := R^1 ∧ R^2, it holds P -a.s. that S_tI_{Ω\{St>0}∩{It≥0}} = I_tI_{Ω\{St>0}∩{It≥0}} ∀t ≥ 0.

Proof (i) Since R^{(1)}, R^{(2)}, are continuous semimartingales w.r.t. P , the same is true for R^{(1)} − λ^2, R^{(2)} − λ^2. Using that ℓ_s((R^{(i)} − λ^2) − (R^{(j)} − λ^2)) = ℓ_s(R^{(i)} − R^{(j)}) ≡ 0, for i ≠ j, i, j ∈ {1, 2}, (i) follows from Lemma 2.4. Note that if λ^2 is absolutely continuous, then upper, lower, and symmetric local times are constant multiples of each other (see Lemma 2.2, and Lemma 2.1(iii)), and the statement would follow immediately from [39, Lemme, p.74].

(ii) Writing R^{(1)}_t ∨ R^{(2)}_t = (R^{(1)}_t − R^{(2)}_t )^+ + R^{(2)}_t and applying Tanaka’s formula (cf. e.g. [31, VI.(1.2)]), we easily obtain after some calculations

R^{(1)}_t ∨ R^{(2)}_t = R^{(1)}_0 ∨ R^{(2)}_0 + ∫_t 0 σ √ |R^{(1)}s ∨ R^{(2)}s |dW_s + ∫_t 0 σ^2 4 (δ − bR^{(1)}_s ∨ R^{(2)}_s )dt

+(2p − 1) {∫_t 0 I_{{R}(2)_{s −λ2(s)<0}}dℓ^0_s(R^{(1)} − λ^2) + ∫_t 0 I_{{R}(1)_{s −λ2(s)≤0}}dℓ^0_s(R^{(2)} − λ^2) } . Now, we just use (i) and conclude that R^1 ∨ R^2 is another solution. Clearly, by linearity R^1 ∧ R^2 is also a solution. One just has to use the formula

ℓ^0(X ∨ Y ) + ℓ^0(X ∧ Y ) = ℓ^0(X) + ℓ^0(Y ),

which can easily be derived from the corresponding formula for upper local times (see e.g. [31], [43], [24]).

(iii) Define the function

h(x) := { − ∫_{−x} 0 y^δ2 e^{by}2 dy for x < 0;

0 for x ≥ 0.

h is continuously differentiable with locally integrable second derivative. We may hence apply Itô’s formula with h. Note that h is a harmonic function, i.e. h(R) is a local martingale for any solution R of (1). Further, h is strictly increasing in (−∞, 0]. After taking expectations and stopping w.r.t. τ_n := inf{t ≥ 0||S_t| ≥ n} we obtain E[h(S_{t∧τn} ) − h(I_{t∧τn} )] = 0

for any t ≥ 0. Letting n → ∞ we get h(S_t) = h(I_t) P -a.s. By continuity of the sample paths, this holds simultaneously for all t ≥ 0. Decomposing Ω in disjoint sets {S_t > 0} ∩ {I_t ≥ 0}, {S_t > 0} ∩ {I_t < 0}, {S_t ≤ 0}, we get h(S_t)I_{{St≤0}} = h(I_t)I_{{St≤0}} + h(I_t)I_{{St>0}∩{It<0}}, and then I_{{St>0}∩{It<0}} = 0, as well as S_tI_{{St≤0}} = I_tI_{{St≤0}} immediately follow. □ Remark 2.6 (i) In order to obtain pathwise uniqueness for (1) is is enough to show that the expectation E[R_t] is uniquely determined by (1) for all t ≥ 0. Indeed, if the latter holds then E[S_t −I_t] = 0 and the result follows (cf. Lemma 2.5(ii), and (iii) for the definition of S and I). Unfortunately, it turns out that the determination of E[R_t] seems to be rather difficult. Therefore we proceed as indicated in Remark 2.9.

(ii) Suppose that we replace (2p−1)ℓ^0(R−λ^2) by^{2p−1}_{2p} ℓ^{0+}(R−λ^2) (resp.^{2p−1}_{2(1−p)} ℓ^{0−}(R−λ^2)) in (1). Using Lemma 2.4 one can see as in the proof of Lemma 2.5, that with any two solutions to the modified equation (1) the sup and inf is again a solution. Consequently, as will be seen below, pathwise uniqueness can also be derived for the modified equation under the same assumptions. However, we work with symmetric local times, because the (Revuz) measures associated to symmetric local times appear naturally in integration by parts formulas for the corresponding Markov process generators w.r.t. some invariant or subinvariant measure (see e.g. [35, p. 391, and section 2.1.3], and [33, section 3.1.(a)] for the skew Brownian motion).

Lemma 2.7 Let X be a continuous semimartingale. Let f be a strictly increasing function on R, which is the difference of two convex functions.

(i) We have a.s. for any a ∈ R ℓ^{f(a)±}_t (f(X)) = f^{′±}(a)ℓ^{a±}_t (X); t ≥ 0. In particular, if R is a solution to (1), then P -a.s.

ℓ^0_t (f(R − λ^2) − f(0)) = f^{′+}(0) 2 ℓ^{0+}_t (R − λ^2) + f^{′−}(0) 2 ℓ^{0−}_t (R − λ^2); t ≥ 0,

where f^{′−} denotes the left hand derivative (resp. f^{′+} the right hand derivative) of f.

(ii) If f is additionally continuously differentiable, and R is a solution to (1), then P -a.s.

ℓ^0_t (f(R) − f(λ^2)) = ∫_t 0 f^′(λ^2(s))dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2).

Proof For (i) see [26, Remark, p.222]. For (ii) see [26, Corollary 2.11] □ For the purposes of this section we indicate two special Itô-Tanaka formulas in the next lemma. The derivation of these formulas takes advantage of the fact that the time dependency is put into a semimartingale structure. Lemma 2.8 is useful, and allows λ^2 just to be locally of bounded variation. For F : R^+ × R → R we set LF (t, x) = σ^2 2 |x|∂_{xx}F (t, x) + σ^2 4 (δ − bx)∂_xF (t, x), whenever this makes sense. In what follows we shall use the notations f^{(′)}, f^{(′′)}, for distributional derivatives in general.

Lemma 2.8 Let f be a strictly increasing function on R, which is the difference of two convex functions. Assume (for simplicity) that f^{(′′)} is locally integrable. Let g(y) := γI_{{y<0}} + α + γ 2 I_{{y=0}} + αI_{{y>0}}; α, γ, y ∈ R. (i) Put F (t, x) = f(x − λ^2(t)) − f(0) and H(t, x) := g(x − λ^2(t))F (t, x). Then P -a.s.

H(t, R_t) = H(0, R_0) + ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s))f^{(′)}(R_s − λ^2(s))σ √ |R_s|dW_s + ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s)) { LF (s, R_s)ds − f^{(′)}(R_s − λ^2(s))dλ^2(s) } +(αp − γ(1 − p))f^′(0)ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2).

(ii) Put F (t, x) = f(x) − f(λ^2(t)) and H(t, x) := g(x − λ^2(t))F (t, x). Then P -a.s.

H(t, R_t) = H(0, R_0) + ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s))f^′(R_s)σ √ |R_s|dW_s + ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s)) { LF (s, R_s)ds − f^′(λ^2(s))dλ^2(s) }

+(αp − γ(1 − p)) ∫_t 0 f^′(λ^2(s))dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2).

Proof Since f is the difference of convex functions, we know that f ∈ H^{1,1}_{loc} (R). Since f^{(′′)} ∈ L^1_{loc}(R) we obtain f^{(′)} ∈ H^{1,1}_{loc} (R). Thus in particular f ∈ C^1(R) and f^{(′′)} ∈ L^1_{loc}(R).

(i) Applying the symmetric Itô-Tanaka formula (cf. [31, VI. (1.5) Theorem] for the right (or upper) version), we obtain

H(t, R_t) = α(f(R_t − λ^2(t)) − f(0))^+ − γ(f(R_t − λ^2(t)) − f(0))^−

= H(0, R_0) + ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s))df(R_s − λ^2(s)) + α − γ 2 ℓ^0_t (f(R − λ^2) − f(0)).

Applying again the symmetric Itô-Tanaka formula, (7), and Lemma 2.7(i), the right hand side equals

H(0, R_0) + ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s))f^{(′)}(R_s − λ^2(s))d(R_s − λ^2(s)) + ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s)) σ^2 2 |R_s|f^{(′′)}(R_s − λ^2(s))ds + α − γ 2 f^′(0)ℓ^0_t (R − λ^2),

which easily leads to the desired conclusion.

(ii) Using Lemma 2.7(ii) instead of Lemma 2.7(i) the proof of (ii) is nearly the same than the proof of (i). We therefore omit it. □

Remark 2.9 If α, γ, are strictly positive, then

H(t, x) := g(x − λ^2(t))(f(x − λ^2(t)) − f(0)), or H(t, x) := g(x − λ^2(t))(f(x) − f(λ^2(t))),

is strictly increasing in x, whenever f is. Moreover functions of this type allow to get rid of the local time ℓ^0(R−λ^2). Below, we will apply Gronwall’s inequality (see Theorem 2.11) to functions g(t) = E[H(t, S_t) − H(t, I_t)], using the Itô-Tanaka formula of Lemma 2.8 (resp. apply Peskir’s Itô-Tanaka formula in Theorem 3.3), and derive pathwise uniqueness in Theorem 2.12 (resp. 3.4). For this purpose it is important to find nice functions f (see Theorem 2.12, 3.4).

As an application of the preceding Lemma 2.8, we present the next corollary. It provides for some special λ’s a different proof of the fact that is derived in Remark 2.3(ii) for general time dependent λ. The idea for its proof is similar to the idea used in [17] to show that the α-skew Brownian motion doesn’t exist if |α| > 1 (α = 2p − 1).

Corollary 2.10 (i) Let R_0 = λ^2(0), and dλ^2(t) =^{σ2}_4 {δ − bλ^2(t)} dt, or dλ^2(t) =^{σ2δ}_4 dt. Then there is no solution to (1), if |2p − 1| > 1.

(ii) Let 0 < R_0 = c ≡ λ^2, Then there is no solution to (1), if |2p − 1| > 1.

Proof (i) Let us to the contrary assume that there is a solution. Then we can apply Lemma 2.8(i) with f(x) = x, and α = p − 1, γ = −p, if p > 1 (resp. α = 1 − p, γ = p, if p < 0). If dλ^2(t) =^{σ2}_4 {δ − bλ^2(t)} dt, it follows 0 ≤ H(t, R_t) ≤ ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s))σ √ R_sdW_s, 0 ≤ t < ∞, which holds pathwise, hence also with t replaced by t∧τ_n, where τ_n := inf{t ≥ 0||R_t| ≥ n}. Clearly τ_n ↗ ∞ P -a.s. It follows that the P -expectation of H(t, R_t) is zero, hence R ≡ λ^2 P -a.s., which is impossible. In case dλ^2(t) =^{σ2δ}_4 dt we first note that R_0 = λ^2(0) ≥ 0, implies P -a.s.^{σ2}_2 |R_t| =^{σ2}_2 R_t for all t, by Lemma 2.1(ii). Then we apply Lemma 2.8(i) with f(x) = e^{bx}2 and conclude in the same manner as before with f(x) = x. (ii) Let us to the contrary assume that there is a solution. Let g : R → R^+ be such that g(x) = 0, if x ≤ 0, g ∈ C^1(R), g(x) = x^δ2^{+2}, for x ∈ [0,^c_2 ]. Suppose further that g^′(x) is negative if x ≥ c, and positive if x ≤ c. Define

f_g(x) := { − ∫_{−x} 0 y^δ2 e^{by}2 dy for x < 0; ∫_x 0 g(y)y^{− δ}2 e^{by}2 dy for x ≥ 0. Then f_g ∈ C^1(R) is strictly increasing, with locally integrable second derivative, and Lf_g(x) = σ^2 2 x^{1− δ2} e^{bx2} g^′(x)I_{x≠0}.

Now, we can apply Lemma 2.8(ii) with f(x) = f_g(x) , and α = p − 1, γ = −p, if p > 1 (resp. α = 1 − p, γ = p, if p < 0). It follows 0 ≤ H(t, R_t) = ∫_t 0 g(R_s − c)f^′_g(R_s)σ √ R_sdW_s + σ^2 2 ∫_t 0 g(R_s − c)R^{1− δ2}s e^{bRs2} g^′(R_s)ds. By our assumptions on g, the bounded variation part is non-positive. Thus we may conclude analogously to (i), that f_g(R_t) = f_g(c), and hence R ≡ c, which is impossible. □ We will make use of the following generalization of Gronwall’s inequality. Its proof can be found in [13, Appendixes, 5.1. Theorem].

Theorem 2.11 Let μ^+ be a Borel measure (finite on compacts!) on [0, ∞), let ε ≥ 0, and let g be a Borel measurable function that is bounded on bounded intervals and satisfies 0 ≤ g(t) ≤ ε + ∫ [0,t) g(s)μ^+(ds), t ≥ 0. Then g(t) ≤ εe^{μ+([0,t))}, t ≥ 0.

We are now prepared to formulate our main theorem.

Theorem 2.12 Let f be a strictly increasing function on R, which is the difference of two convex functions. Let f^{(′′)} be locally integrable. Let either F (t, x) = f(x−λ^2(t))−f(0) or F (t, x) = f(x) − f(λ^2(t)). Suppose further that

(∂_t + L)F (t, x) = F (t, x)μ(dt) + sgn(2p − 1)ν(dt) for (a.e.) x ≥ 0, (10)

where μ(dt) = μ^+(dt) − μ^−(dt) is a signed Borel measure, with continuous positive part μ^+(dt), ν(dt) is a positive Borel measure, (10) is in the sense of distributions, and sgn is the point-symmetric sign function, i.e. sgn(x) = −1, if x < 0, sgn(0) = 0, and sgn(x) = 1, if x > 0. Then pathwise uniqueness holds for (1).

Proof Let g be as in Lemma 2.8, with α = 1 − p, γ = p, and H(t, x) := g(x − λ^2(t))F (t, x), Let R^{(1)}, R^{(2)}, be two solutions to (1) with same Brownian motion, same initial condition, and on the same filtered probability space (Ω, F, P ). By Lemma 2.5 we know that S = R^{(1)} ∨ R^{(2)}, and I = R^{(1)} ∧ R^{(2)}, are also solutions to (1). Define the stopping time τ_n := inf{t ≥ 0 : |S_t| ≥ n}. Then clearly τ_n ↗ ∞ P -a.s. Applying Lemma 2.8, we obtain for Z = S, and for Z = I, E[H(t ∧ τ_n, Z_{t∧τn} )] = E[H(0, Z_0)] +E [∫_{t∧τn} 0 g(Z_s − λ^2(s))d {∫_s 0 LF (u, Z_u)du − ∫_s 0 f^{(′)}( ~Z_u)dλ^2(u) }] , where either ~Z_s = Z_s − λ^2(s) (in case F (t, x) = f(x − λ^2(t)) − f(0)), or ~Z_s = λ^2(s) (if F (t, x) = f(x) − f(λ^2(t))). By Lemma 2.5(iii) we know that P -a.s. S_tI_{Ω\{St>0}∩{It≥0}} = I_tI_{Ω\{St>0}∩{It≥0}} ∀t ≥ 0. We can therefore neglect what happens outside {S_t > 0} ∩ {I_t ≥ 0}. Thus, by assumption (10) E [H(t ∧ τ_n, S_{t∧τn} ) − H(t ∧ τ_n, I_{t∧τn} )] = E [∫_{t∧τn} 0 (H(s, S_s) − H(s, I_s)) μ(ds) ]

+sgn(2p − 1)E [∫_{t∧τn} 0 ( g(S_s − λ^2(s)) − g(I_s − λ^2(s)) ) ν(ds) ] , which is further, since sgn(2p − 1)g is decreasing, estimated from above by E [∫_{t∧τn} 0 (H(s, S_s) − H(s, I_s)) μ^+(ds) ] , and then again, since H(s, S_s) − H(s, I_s) is positive, by E [∫_t 0 (H(s ∧ τ_n, S_{s∧τn} ) − H(s ∧ τ_n, I_{s∧τn} )) μ^+(ds) ] . Applying Fubini’s theorem and Theorem 2.11, we obtain that E [H(t ∧ τ_n, S_{t∧τn} ) − H(t ∧ τ_n, I_{t∧τn} )] = 0, 0 ≤ t < ∞. Since H increases in the space variable, for any fixed time, it follows that S_{·∧τn} and I_{·∧τn} are P -indistinguishable. Letting n → ∞ we see that S = I, hence R^{(1)} = R^{(2)}, and pathwise uniqueness is shown. □ Corollary 2.13 Let p := sgn(2p − 1). Pathwise uniqueness holds for (1), whenever pdλ^2(s) ≤ p σ^2 4 { δ − ( 1 − p 2 ) bλ^2(s) } ds. Proof Let f(x) = x, and F (t, x) = f(x − λ^2(t)) − f(0). Then (∂_t + L)F (t, x) = − σ^2b 4 F (t, x)dt + σ^2 4 ( δ − bλ^2(t) ) dt − dλ^2(t) Putting μ(dt) = −^{σ2b}_4 dt, and ν(dt) = sgn(2p − 1) { σ^2 4 ( δ − bλ^2(t) ) dt − dλ^2(t) } , we conclude by Theorem 2.12 that pathwise uniqueness holds, if sgn(2p − 1)dλ^2(s) ≤ sgn(2p − 1) σ^2 4 { δ − bλ^2(s) } ds. This holds for p ∈ (0, 1), and b ≥ 0. If 2p − 1 > 0, and b > 0, we may refine our argument letting f(x) = e^{bx}2 . Then

(∂_t + L)F (t, x) = b 2 F (t, x)d { σ^2δ 4 t − λ^2(t) } + b 2 { σ^2δ 4 dt − dλ^2(t) } for a.e. x ≥ 0,

and we apply again Theorem 2.12 with μ^+(dt) = ν(dt) =^b_2 {_{σ2δ} 4 dt − dλ^2(t) } , so that pathwise uniqueness holds whenever dλ^2(t) ≤ σ^2δ 4 dt. Combining both cases, we obtain the statement. □

3 The martingale problem and pathwise uniqueness via Peskir’s Itô-Tanaka formula

In this section we shall provide two additional tools to potentially improve existence results and the pathwise uniqueness results of the preceding section. The first one (see Proposition 3.1) is related to the martingale problem for R and is interesting for its own (see also Remark 3.2 for its usefulness). The second tool is a complement to Theorem 2.12 in the sense that Theorem 3.4 can be applied to “true” time dependent functions. The general criterion for pathwise uniqueness in Theorem 2.12 uses special time dependent functions F built on functions f that do not depend on time. We will use Peskir’s Itô-Tanaka formula (see [27, Theorem 2.1]). Let Γ(λ^2) := {(s, x) ∈ R^+ × R^+ |x = λ^2(s)}, and C := {(s, x) ∈ R^+ × R^+ |x < λ^2(s)}, D := {(s, x) ∈ R^+ × R^+ |x > λ^2(s)}.

For F : R^+ × R → R we consider the linear operator LF (t, x) = σ^2 2 |x|∂_{xx}F (t, x) + σ^2 4 (δ − bx)∂_xF (t, x) + ∂_tF (t, x) = (∂_t + L)F (t, x)

whenever this expression makes sense. Let further

M := C(R^+ × R) ∩ {F ∈ C^{1,2}(R^+ × R \ Γ(λ^2)) | F is C^{1,2} on C and on D}.

M is exactly the space of functions for which the Itô-Tanaka formula is derived in [27] (cf. [27, page 500]).

Proposition 3.1 Define

D(L) := C_0(R^+ × R) ∩ {F ∈ M | (1 − p)∂_xF (t, λ^2(t)−) = p∂_xF (t, λ^2(t)+)}.

Let F ∈ D(L), and R be a weak solution to (1). Then ( F (t, R_t) − F (0, R_0) − ∫_t 0 LF (s, R_s)ds ) t≥0 is a P -martingale.

Proof First observe that ∫_t 0 LF (s, R_s)ds, F ∈ D(L), is well-defined by Lemma 2.1(iv).

By [27, Theorem 2.1] and Lemma 2.1(iv), we obtain P -a.s.

F (t, R_t) = F (t, R_0) + ∫_t 0 ∂_tF (s, R_s)ds + ∫_t 0 ∂_xF (s, R_s)σ √ |R_s|dW_s + ∫_t 0 σ^2 4 (δ − bR_s)∂_xF (s, R_s)ds + ∫_t 0 1 2 (∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)+) + ∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)−))(2p − 1)dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2) + ∫_t 0 σ^2 2 |R_s|∂_{xx}F (s, R_s)ds + 1 2 ∫_t 0 (∂_xF (s, R_s+) − ∂_xF (s, R_s−))dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2). (11)

Since F ∈ D(L) we have

∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)+) − ∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)−) = 1 − 2p (1 − p) ∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)+), and ∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)+) + ∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)−) = 1 (1 − p) ∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)+), so that the expressions with ℓ^0_s(R − λ^2) in (11) cancel each other. Therefore

F (t, R_t) − F (0, R_0) − ∫_t 0 LF (s, R_s)ds = ∫_t 0 ∂_xF (s, R_s)σ √ |R_s|dW_s. By our further assumptions on F the left hand side is square integrable and thus the result follows. □ Remark 3.2 D(L) is an algebra of functions that separates (at least for λ^2 ∈ C^1(R^+ )) the points of R^+ ×R, thus well suited as a starting point to study existence and uniqueness in law of R (cf. e.g. [13, chapter 4]). In particular, if only the expectation of R_t is uniquely determined through (1) for any fixed t ≥ 0, then pathwise uniqueness follows for (1) (see Remark 2.6(i)).

By Lemma 2.1(iv) (∫_t 0 G(s, R_s)LH(s, R_s)ds ) t≥0 is well-defined for any H ∈ M, and G bounded and measurable.

Lemma 3.3 Let F ∈ C^{1,2}(R^+ × R), such that F (t, λ^2(t)) = 0 for all t ≥ 0. Set H(t, x) = g(x − λ^2(s))F (t, x), where g is defined as in Lemma 2.8. Then H ∈ M, and

H(t, R_t) = H(0, R_0) + ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s))∂_xF (s, R_s)σ √ |R_s|dW_s + ∫_t 0 g(R_s − λ^2(s))LF (s, R_s)ds + (αp − γ(1 − p)) ∫_t 0 ∂_xF (s, λ^2(s))dℓ^0_s(R − λ^2).

Proof The first statement is clear. Applying [27, Theorem 2.1], Lemma 2.1(iv), and noting that ∂_xH(s, λ^2(s)+) − ∂_xH(s, λ^2(s)−) = (α − γ)∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)), and ∂_xH(s, λ^2(s)+) + ∂_xH(s, λ^2(s)−) = (α + γ)∂_xF (s, λ^2(s)),

similarly to the proof of Proposition 3.1 we get the result. □

Theorem 3.4 Let β(t) ∈ L^1_{loc}(R). Let F ∈ C^{1,2}(R^+ × R) be such that F (t, x) is strictly increasing in x for every fixed t ≥ 0, and

F (t, λ^2(t)) = 0 ∀t ≥ 0.

Let H(t, x) := g(x − λ^2(s))F (t, x), where g is as in Lemma 2.8, with α = 1 − p, γ = p. Suppose further that

LH(t, x) = β(t)H(t, x) + g(x − λ^2(t))v(t), for (t, x) ∈ R^+ × R^+ \ Γ(λ^2) (12)

where v ≥ 0, if p >^1_2 , or v ≤ 0, if p <^1_2 . Then pathwise uniqueness holds for (1).

Proof The proof is exactly the same than the proof of Theorem 2.12. We therefore omit it. □ Remark 3.5 Theorem 3.4 shows that Peskir’s Itô-Tanaka formula [27, Theroem 2.1] can be used to obtain a pathwise uniqueness criterion corresponding to ”true“ time-dependent functions. We could also have used [27, Theroem 2.1] to to obtain the full criterion of Corollary 2.13. In fact, one first shows Lemma 2.8(i) for f ∈ C^2(R) accordingly to [27, Remark 2.2.2.] by applying [27, Theroem 2.1] to the semimartingale ~X_t = X_t − λ^2(t). By this one obtains Theorem 2.12 for F (t, x) = f(x − λ^2(t)) − f(0), f ∈ C^2(R), which is sufficient for the proof of Corollary 2.13. The formula from [27, Theroem 2.1] has been generalized in [29, Theorem 2.1] to the multidimensional case, and in [36] multidimensional skew reflected diffusions with singular coefficients have been constructed. Although the multidimensional case is quite different from the special case of dimension one we think that the formula of [29, Theorem 2.1] might be useful to obtain pathwise uniqueness results for general skew reflected diffusions in higher dimensions. In particular, it might be useful for the skew reflected diffusions of [36]. [29, Theorem 2.1] might also be useful to formulate the martingale problem for higher dimensional skew reflected diffusions similarly to Proposition 3.1.

References

[1] Aryasova, O.V.; Portenko, N. I.: A uniqueness theorem for the martingale problem describing a diffusion in media with membranes. Theory Stoch. Process. 14 (2008), no. 2, 1–9.

[2] Barlow, M.; Pitman, J.; Yor, M.: On Walshs Brownian motions, Séminaire de Probabilitiés XXIII Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1372, Springer, Berlin, NewYork, 1989, pp. 275.293.

[3] Barlow, M. T.; Perkins, E.: One-dimensional stochastic differential equations involving a singular increasing process. Stochastics 12 (1984), no. 3-4, 229–249.

[4] Bass, R. F.; Burdzy, K.: The supremum of Brownian local times on Hölder curves.

Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist. 37 (2001), no. 6, 627–642.

[5] Burdzy, K.; Chen, Z.-Q.; Sylvester, J.: The heat equation and reflected Brownian motion in time-dependent domains. Ann. Probab. 32 (2004), no. 1B, 775–804.

[6] Cox, J.C., Ingersoll, J.E., Ross, S.: A theory of the term structure of interest rates, Econometrica 53, (1985), 373-384.

[7] Davis, B.: Distribution of Brownian local time on curves. Bull. London Math. Soc.

30 (1998), no. 2, 182–184.

[8] Decamps, M.; Goovaerts, M.; Schoutens, W.: Asymmetric skew Bessel processes and their applications to finance, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 186 (2006), no. 1, 130– 147.

[9] Decamps, M.; Goovaerts, M.; Schoutens, W.: Self exciting threshold interest rates models. Int. J. Theor. Appl. Finance 9 (2006), no. 7, 1093–1122.

[10] Durbin, J.: The first passage density of the Brownian motion process to a curved boundary. Journal of Applied Probability, 29, 291–304, 1992.

[11] Eisenbaum, N.: Integration with respect to local time. Potential Anal. 13 (2000), no. 4, 303–328.

[12] Elworthy, K. David; Truman, Aubrey; Zhao, Huaizhong: Generalized Itô formulae and space-time Lebesgue-Stieltjes integrals of local times. Séminaire de Probabilités XL, 117–136, Lecture Notes in Math., 1899, Springer, Berlin, 2007.

[13] Ethier, S.N,, Kurtz, T.G.: Markov processes, characterization and convergence, Wiley-Interscience, (2005).

[14] Göing-Jaeschke, A.; Yor, M.: A survey and some generalizations of Bessel processes. Bernoulli 9 (2003), no. 2, 313.349.

[15] Le Gall, J.-F.: Applications du temps local aux équations différentielles stochastiques unidimensionnelles. Seminar on probability, XVII, 15–31, Lecture Notes in Math., 986, Springer, Berlin, 1983.

[16] Le Gall, J.-F.: One-dimensional stochastic differential equations involving the local times of the unknown process. Stochastic analysis and applications (Swansea, 1983), 51–82, Lecture Notes in Math., 1095, Springer, Berlin, 1984.

[17] Harrison, J.M., Shepp, L.A.: On skew Brownian motion, Ann. Prob., Vol. 9, No.2, 309–313, (1981).

[18] Itô, K.; McKean, H. P.: Diffusion processes and their sample paths. Second printing, corrected. Die Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Band 125. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1974. xv+321 pp.

[19] Khintchine, A. Ya.: Asymptotische Gesetze der Wahrscheinlichkeitsrechnuung.

Springer, Berlin, 1933.

[20] Lejay, A.: On the constructions of the skew Brownian motion. Probab. Surv. 3 (2006), 413–466 (electronic).

[21] Lerche, H.R.:. Boundary crossing of Brownian motion. Lecture Notes in Statistics 40. Springer.Verlag, New York, 1986.

[22] Makhno, S. Ya.: Stochastic equations with local time, and generalized diffusion processes. (Russian) Ukr. Mat. Visn. 4 (2007), no. 1, 57–78, 155; translation in Ukr. Math. Bull. 4 (2007), no. 1, 57–78

[23] Mijatović, A.: Local time and the pricing of time-dependent barrier options. Finance Stoch. 14 (2010), no. 1, 13–48.

[24] Ouknine, Y.: Temps local du produit et du sup de deux semimartingales, Séminaire de Probabilités, XXIV, 1988/89, 477–479, Lecture Notes in Math., 1426, Springer, Berlin, 1990.

[25] Ouknine, Y. Quelques identités sur les temps locaux et unicité des solutions d’équations différentielles stochastiques avec réflection. Stochastic Process. Appl. 48 (1993), no. 2, 335–340.

[26] Ouknine, Y., Rutkowski, M.: Local times of functions of continuous semimartingales, Stochastic Anal. Appl. 13 (1995), no. 2, 211–231.

[27] Peskir, G: A change-of-variable formula with local time on curves, J. Theoret.

Probab. 18 (2005), no. 3, 499–535.

[28] Peskir, G: On the American option problem. Math. Finance 15 (2005), no. 1, 169–181.

[29] Peskir, G.: A change-of-variable formula with local time on surfaces. (English summary) Séminaire de Probabilite’s XL, 69–96, Lecture Notes in Math., 1899, Springer, Berlin, 2007.

[30] Portenko, N.I.: Generalized Diffusion Processes, Naukova Dumka, Kiev, 1982;

Translated from the Russian, Translations of Mathematical Monographs, 83. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1990. x+180 pp. ISBN: 0-8218- 4538-1.

[31] Revuz, D., Yor, M.: Continuous martingales and Brownian motion, Springer Verlag, (2005).

[32] Rogers, L. C. G.; Williams, D.: Diffusions, Markov processes, and martingales.

Vol. 2. Itô calculus. Reprint of the second (1994) edition. Cambridge Mathematical Library. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000.

[33] Russo, F., Trutnau, G.: About a construction and some analysis of time inhomogeneous diffusions on monotonely moving domains, Journal of Functional Analysis 221, (2005), pp 37–82.

[34] Rutkowski, M.: Strong solutions of stochastic differential equations involving local times. Stochastics 22 (1987), no. 3-4, 201–218.

[35] Trutnau, G.: Weak existence of the squared Bessel and CIR processes with skew reflection on a deterministic time dependent curve, Stochastic Processes and their Applications 120, (2010), pp. 381–402.

[36] Trutnau, G.: Multidimensional skew reflected diffusions. Stochastic analysis: classical and quantum, 228–244, World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2005.

[37] Veretennikov, A. Yu.: Strong and weak solutions of one-dimensional stochastic equations with boundary conditions. (Russian. English summary) Teor. Veroyatnost. i Primenen. 26 (1981), no. 4, 685–701

[38] Walsh, J.B.: A diffusion with discontinuous local time, Astérisque 52-53, p. 37-45, (1978).

[39] Weinryb, S.: Etude d’une équation différentielle stochastique avec temps local, Séminaire de probabilités XVII, 72–77, Lecture Notes in Math., 986, Springer, Berlin, 1983.

[40] Weinryb, S.: Homogénéisation pour des processus associés des frontères perméables, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist. 20 (1984), no. 4, 373–407

[41] Yamada, T.; Watanabe, S.: On the uniqueness of solutions of stochastic differential equations. J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 11, (1971), 155–167.

[42] Yan, Jia An: A comparison theorem for semimartingales and its applications.

Séminaire de Probabilités, XX, 1984/85, 349–351, Lecture Notes in Math., 1204, Springer, Berlin, 1986.

[43] Yan, Jia An: A formula for local times of semimartingales. Northeast. Math. J. 1 (1985), no. 2, 138–140.