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WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE MARTINGALE PROBLEM FOR
NON-LOCAL PERTURBATIONS OF LEVY-TYPE GENERATORS

PENG JIN

ABSTRACT. Let L be a Lévy-type generator whose Lévy measure is controlled
from below by that of a non-degenerate a-stable (0 < o < 2) process. In this
paper, we study the martingale problem for the operator £ = L + K, with
K¢ being a time-dependent non-local operator defined by

Kif(z) == /Rd\{o}[f(m +y) = f(x) = Lax11yy <3y - V(@) M, z,dy),

where M(t,z,-) is a Lévy measure on R\ {0} for each (¢, z) € R4y x R We
show that if

sup / 1A ylPM(t, 2, dy) < oo
t>0,x€R JRI\ {0}

for some 0 < 8 < a, then the martingale problem for £; is well-posed.

1. Introduction

As a generalization of the fractional Laplacian A%/? (0 < a < 2), the anisotropic
fractional Laplacian is defined by

Af(z) = / [F(z +9) = F(2) - Lyyenyy - VI@)] v(dy),
RI\{0}

where - p
uB) = [ utae) [ 1se)-En. VB € BED.

and y a is a finite measure on SY~1. We call v the Lévy measure and j the sprectral
measure of A. Clearly the behaivior of the anisotropic fractional Laplacian is solely
determined by its spectral measure. Since p can be any finite measure on S,
this leads to some interesting properties of A that the fractional Laplacian A®/2
does not possess. As an example, the heat kernel of A may have very different
type of estimates compared to A%/2, see [14].

The anisotropic fractional Laplacian A corresponds to a Markov process, namely,
it is the generator of an a-stable process. It is natural to ask the following question
of stability: if we add a small perturbation B to A, does A + B still correspond
to a Markov process, or more precisely, is the martingale problem for A + B well-
posed? This problem has been well-studied when 1 < a < 2 and the perturbation
operator B is of drift-type B = b(t,-) - V. Depending on the regularity of the
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spectral measure u, various classes of drifts b have been introduced such that the
martingale problem for A + b(¢,-) - V is well-posed. If y is the surface measure
on S?~1, drifts belonging to the Kato class K% _, were considered in [5, 1]; for the
case when p is non-degenerate, drifts from some Holder or LP spaces were treated
in [10, 15, 4].

In addition to drift-type perturbations mentioned above, perturbations of A
including a lower order non-local term have also been investigated. This type of
perturbation was first considered in [6]. There, the perturbation operator B took
the form

Bf(z) = 1a>1b(af)~Vf(x)+/Rd\{O} [f (@4y)—f (@)= Las11qy <3y V()| M (2, dy),

and, under some appropriate conditions on p, b and M, uniqueness of the martin-
gale problem for A+ B was obtained. As an essential step, some non-local estimates
on the resolvent of A were established in [6]. To obtain these estimates, relatively
strong regularity conditions on the spectral measure ; were needed. More pre-
cisely, it was assumed in [6] that the spectral measure p has the Radon-Nikodym
density m(y), y € S?~1, with respect to the surface measure on S, and m(-)
is d-times continuously differentiable on S?~! and not identically 0. Afterwards,
similar perturbations of stable-like operators were considered in [9, 8, 7, 2]; among
many other things, well-posedness of the corresponding martingale problem was
obtained in [7, 2]. We remark that in [2], the jump measures of the stable-like
operator don’t need to have densities with respect to the Lebesgue measure and
are merely assumed to be controlled from above and below, respectively, by two
Lévy measures of non-degenerate a-stable processes.

The anisotropic fractional Laplacian is a special Lévy-type generator. A general
Lévy-type generator is given by

d 2

LI@) = Y aiygoe f(a) +b- V()
ij=1 ULy
- /Rd\{o} [f@+y) = f@) = gy VI@)] vy, (11)

where (a;j)1<i j<a is a positive semi-definite symmetric d x d matrix, b € R?, and

v is a Lévy measure on R\ {0}. The tuple ((ai;)1<i j<a,b,v) is called the Lévy

triple of L. In this paper, we study the martingale problem for (time-dependent)

non-local perturbations of a general Lévy-type generator whose Lévy measure is

controlled from below by that of a non-degenerate anisotropic fractional Laplacian.
Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let L be as in (1.1) and assume that there exist some « € (0,2)
and a non-degenerate finite measure yu on S*~' such that

uB) = [ ) /Ooo Lp(re) 0 VB € BRY). (1.2)
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Define the operator K; by
Kif(x) := / [f(@+y) = f(2) = Lasilqy<ny - V(@) M (2, dy),  (1.3)
RA\{0}

where M is a measurable kernel from Ry x R? to B (RN{0}) and M(t,z,") is a
Lévy measure on RIN\{0} for each (t,x) € Ry x R, If there exists some B € (0, )
such that

sup / LA y|PM(t, z, dy) < oo, (1.4)
t20,z€R? JRI\{0}

then the martingale problem for L, = L + K, is well-posed.

Note that the maxtrix (ai;)1<i,j<a in (1.1) is not assumed to be non-degenerate
in Theorem 1.1. Indeed, if (a;;)1<i j<a4 is non-degenerate, then by the classical
results of Stroock [12], the assumption (1.4) in Theorem 1.1 can be relaxed to
SUD; >0 geRd fRd\{O} 1A |y|?M(t,z,dy) < co. Here we are more interested in the
case where (a;;)1<;,j<a is degenerate and the non-local part of L acts as the leading
term.

The novelty of our Theorem 1.1, compared to the results of [6, 7, 2] in this
direction, lies firstly in the fact that the generator L here contains a possibly
degenerate diffusion part. As far as the author knows, non-local perturbations of
this kind of Lévy-type generators have not yet been considered. Another point we
would like to mention is that the Lévy measure v of L is only required to satisfy
the lower bound condition (1.4), which is weaker than those assumed in the above
mentioned works. As a compensation, our assumption (1.4) on the perturbing
jump kernel M (t, z,-), which guarantees that K is a lower order perturbation of
L, is actually slightly stronger than those in [6, 7].

Our strategy to prove the asserted uniqueness is motivated by the method of
Komatsu in [6]. We will derive some non-local estimates of the resolvent of L.
Since our assumption on the Lévy measure v is much weaker than that of [6],
together with the presence of the possibly degenerate diffusion part of L and
the time-dependency of the kernel M (¢, z,-), our arguments are technically more
involved. To obtain the existence, we will first consider smooth approximations
L, of L; and then derive some Krylov’s estimates for the martingale solutions
corresponding to £, ¢. It turns out that the limit point (under the topology of
weak convergence for measures) of these martingale solutions exists and solves the
martingale problem for L.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give some notation
and recall the definition of the martingale problem for non-local generators. In
Section 3 we establish some estimates on the time-space resolvent of the Lévy
process with generator L. In Section 4 we construct the time-space resolvent
corresponding to £;. Finally, we prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries

The inner product of z and y in RY is written as x - y. We use |v| to denote the
Euclidean norm of a vector v € R™, m € N. For a bounded function g : Ry x R% —
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R™ we write [|g|| := sup(, ,)er, xra |9(s,%)|. Let S = {z € R* : |z] = 1} be
the unitary sphere.

Let C2(R) denote the class of C? functions such that the function and its first
and second order partial derivatives are bounded. Note that CZ(R?) is a Banach
space endowed with the norm

d d
I £llczay =11+ D _N0:fll+ D 105 £1,  f € CHRY,
=1

ij=1
where 0;f(x) := 9., f(z) and 03, f(x) := (’ﬁﬂjf(x) for z € RY. For k € N and

k > 3, the space CF(R?) and the norm on CF(R?) are similarly defined.
Consider a Lévy-type generator

d 62
Lf(x) =) aij—s—f(2) +b-Vf(2)
irj=1 R
t [ ) - f@) - Ly V@] vy, (2)
R4\ {0}

defined for every f € CZ(R?), where (a;;)1<i j<a is a positive semi-definite sym-
metric d x d matrix, b € R%, and v is a Lévy measure on R?\{0}.

Throughout this paper, we assume that the generator L satisfies the following
assumption.

Assumption 2.1. There exist o € (0,2) and a non-degenerate finite measure
on S*1 such that

uB) = [ utde) [T v e B, 2:2)

By non-degeneracy of p we mean that the support of p is not contained in a
proper linear subspace of R%.

Remark 2.2. Since we don’t assume additional conditions on (ai;)1<i j<a, the
matrix (a;j)1<i,j<d can be degenerate.

Recall that K is given by
Kf@ = [ 1) = £~ Loy VMG ), (23)
0

where M is a kernel from Ry x R? to B (R¥\{0}) with M(t,,-) being a Lévy
measure on R\ {0} for each (t,x) € Ry x R? Without any further specification,
we will always assume the following:

Assumption 2.3. There exists 8 € (0, ) such that
sup / LA [yPM(t, z, dy) < co.
t>0,0€R4 JRI\{0}
Let
Et =L + Kt, (24)
where L and K are defined in (2.1) and (2.3), respectively.
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Let D = D([0,00)), the set of paths in R? that are right continuous with left
limits, endowed with the Skorokhod topology. Set X;(w) = w(t) for w € D and let
D=0(X,:0<t<o0)and F; :=0(X, : 0 <r <t). A probability measure P on
(D, D) is called a solution to the martingale problem for £; starting from (s, z), if

P(X;=uz, Vt<s)=1 (2.5)

and under the measure P,

t
f(Xy) — / Lof(Xy)du, t2>s, (2.6)
is an F;-martingale after time s for all f € CZ(R?).
3. Estimates on the time-space resolvent of the Lévy process with
generator L

In this section we consider a d-dimensional Lévy process S = (S;);>0 with
generator L that is defined in (2.1). So S has the Lévy triple ((ai;)1<i,j<d,b, V),
namely,

E[eisf'“} = 67“1)(“), u e RY,

Y(u) = i Qi Ui _/

(ei”'y —1 =1y <1yiu- y)l/(dy) —1b-u,

i,j=1 R4\ {0}
(3.1)
where (ai;)1<i,j<d, b and v are the same as in (2.1).
Let a € (0,2) and p be as in Assumption 2.1. Define
. e dr
o8) = [ i) [ 1m(or B e BE, (3.2)
gd—1 0 r
and
D(u) = —/ (ei“'y =1 =1y <1yiu- y)D(dy), u e RY, (3.3)
R4\ {0}

Then ¢ is the characteristic exponent of an a-stable process S = (gt)tzo- Let
1& =Y — z/NJ So 1& is the characteristic exponent of a Lévy process S = (5',5),520
with the Lévy triple (A4, b, v — ). Without loss of generality, we assume that S, S
and S are defined on the same probability space.

Define
= Jrocpyi<ny ¥P(dy), 0 <o <1,
7= ) Joor E0(d9), a=1, (3.4)
f{\y\>1}yﬂ(dy), 1<a<?.

Then for o # 1, the function ) (u) + iu - 4 becomes a homogeneous function (with
variable u) of index «. As a result, for o # 1, we obtain

Y(pu) +i(pu-y) = p*(¥(u) +i(u-7)), Vp>0. (3.5)
The case with a = 1 is a little different. For oo = 1, according to [11, p. 84, (14.20)]
and its complex conjugate, it holds that
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7r _ .
9w = [ (Fhe-el i €loglu-€) —icru-€) utde), e R,
where ¢ = [ r?sinrdr + fol r~2(sinr — r)dr; in this case, we have

b(pu) = pio(u) +i(plog p)u-v, Vp>0, ueR: (3.6)
According to Assumption 2.1 and [11, Prop. 24.20], there exists some constant
co > 0 such that

e | < emertlul® yy e RY ¢ > 0. (3.7)

By the inversion formula of Fourier transform, the law of S; has a density p; €
LY(R%) N Cy(R?) that is given by
5 1 —iuw ,—th(u) d
= — e “d R% t>0. 3.8
pt() (27T>d/Rde e u, x€R t> (3.8)
Moreover, according to [14, p. 2856, (2.3)], we have the following scaling property
for p;: for x € R, t > 0,
() = g (o 4+ (1=t V%)), (a#£1), (3.9)
t=p,(t "o — ylogt), (a=1), '
where v is given in (3.4).
The following result is a slight extension of [10, Lemma 3.1]. For its proof the
reader is referred to [4, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.1. Let t > 0 be arbitrary. Then the densities p; € C3°(R%) N L"(R?)
forallr > 1.
Since
E[eist-u] — o) — e—tu?(u)e—tu}(u) _ E[eigt-u]E[eiS}»u]’

the law of S; has a density p; that is given by
pi(x) := /dﬁt(x —y)ine(dy), x€RY, t>0, (3.10)
R

where 1, denotes the law of S;. It follows from Lemma 3.1 that p; € C(RY) N
L"(R?) for all r > 1.
For 0 < § < 1, define the integro-differential operator |0|° by

o s = s [ [flay)— f@) oy, ] e GHRY,
R4\ {0}
where the constant cs is given by

_ d+6 )
C3 = 2571' d/2F (T) /F <—§> .

03/ (eiu'y - 1)|y|_d_6dy = —|ul’, weRL (3.11)
RA\{0}

Next, we give an estimate of the L™-norm of |9|°p;.

Note that
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Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < 6 <1 and r > 1. Then there exists a constant c4 > 0 that
depends on 6 and r such that

1101 pell 1 (ray < cat' /07Dyt > 0. (3.12)

Proof. Since |0|°py(x) = [ga [01°Pe(z — y)riu(dy), t > 0, by Jensen’s inequality, it
suffices to prove
OBt o zay <t =0~ |01 || ey < 00, VE> 0.
By (3.7), (3.8) and Fubini’s theorem, we easily obtain that for each ¢ > 0,
1
(2m)

We first assume o # 1. Using a change of variables u = t~'/*u’ and noting
(3.5), we obtain

1011 () = —

/ |u|6e_“/;(“)e_i“'mdu, z e RY, (3.13)
Rd

t—d/a
S5 - _
|a| pt(x) - (27T)d

:t_(6+d)/a|a|6]51 (t—l/ax _ ’}/(tl_l/a _ 1)) )

/ t—é/a|ul|66—(121(u’)+iu’»'y)-l—itl*l/o‘u’»'ye—itfl/o‘u'-mdu/
R4

So

r 1/r
07l < =050 ([ (10a(e/0)) o)
Rd
= tl/r=3= D)) 191551 || 1 (ay. (3.14)

For the case @ = 1, we can apply (3.6) and a similar argument as above to also
obtain (3.14). So (3.14) is true for all « € (0, 2).
It remains to show that || |8|5131||U(Rd) < 00, or equivalently,

J.

To prove this fact, we use the same idea as in the proof of [4, Lemma 3.4]. Firstly,
note that the characteristic exponent ¥ can be written as the sum of ¢; and s,
where

|u|‘5e_1z’(“)e_i“'ydu‘ dy < 0. (3.15)
Rd

Bl == [ (et iuy)ady), da =
{0<]y|<1}

We can easily check that that Yy € C®(R%). Since (3.7) holds, we see that
exp(—11) belongs to the Schwartz space S(RY).
According to (3.11), we can write |u|® = 151 (u) + 5.2(u) + 5.3, where

(1) = —c5 / (v — 1 |y|~3dy
{0<|y|<1}
and

N p— / Uy, s = cs / lyl~4=%dy.
{ly|>1} {

ly[>1}
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Then
|u|§e*¢~ 22/1571671;1671;2 + w6)26*¢~)1€*d~12 + 2/1573671[)1671;2

=ths e V1eTV2 — eV (—ahsa)e V2 + ahs ze VeV, (3.16)

We only treat the first term on the right-hand side of (3.16), since the other
two terms are similar. With the same reason as for exp(—d;l) above, we have
V5.1 exp(—11) € S(RY). Tt is also easy to see that exp(—1)s) is bounded and is the
characteristic function of an infinitely divisible probability measure p on R?. As a
consequence, we are allowed to define i to be the inverse Fourier transform of the

P51 exp(—), e,
1 - ~ )
h —_ —h1 =2 o —iuy g RY.
(y) G /Rd Psie” Ve e u, Yy E

Since the Fourier transform is a one-to-one map of S(R?) onto itself, we can find
f € S(R?Y) with f=151 exp(—11), where f denotes the Fourier transform of f. In
particular, we have f € L"(R?). Let f % p be the convolution of f and p. We have

Fxp=fp=1s1e V2 = g5V =h,

which implies h = f * p. Thus h € C;°(R?). By Young’s inequality, we get
h e L™(R%), i.e.,
L.

Similarly, by noting that —)s 2 and exp(—z/zg) are both characteristic functions of
some finite measures on R?, we can show that

w57le_¢(“)e_i“'ydu‘rdy < 00. (3.17)
R4

/ / eﬂzjl(—¢5,2)67¢~267i“'ydu‘rdy < 00 (3.18)
Rd | JRd
and
/ wgﬁgefwlefwe*i“'ydu’ dy < oc. (3.19)
Rd | JRd
Now, the inequality (3.15) follows from (3.16), (3.17), (3.18) and (3.19). O

Remark 3.3. If we understand |§|° as the identity map, then Lemma 3.2 holds also
for the case = 0, namely, for each r > 1, there exists a constant ¢4 > 0 depending
on r such that

Ipel| pr(ray < cat TN/ > 0. (3.20)

Indeed, the proof of Lemma 3.2 can be easily adapted to work also for this case.

In the next lemma we deal with a non-local estimate on the gradient of p, when
1 < a < 2. Since its proof is completely similar to that of Lemma 3.2, so we omit
it here.

Lemma 3.4. Letl < a<2,0<d<a—1andr > 1. Then there exists a
constant cs > 0 which depends on § and r such that for each i =1,--- ,d,

|||8|68ipt”LT(]Rd) < egtld/r=omimd/e gt > g,
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For A > 0, the time-space resolvent Ry of the Lévy process S is defined by
Ryf(t,z) := / e*A“/ pu(y — ) f(t +u,y)dydu, (t,z) € Ry x RY (3.21)
0 Rd

where f € Bp(R; x R?).
Before we state the next lemma, we recall two equalities from [6, Lemma 2.1]:
for each 0 < 6 < 1, there exist konstants cg,c7 > 0, which depend on §, such that

w215 = o) dw = el (3.22)
and )
fa+2) = f@) =cr [ (w+= =l 0r e —whdw,  (323)
where f € Cg°(RY) is arbitrary.

Lemma 3.5. Assume 0 < < aAl.
(i) If A > 0 and g € By(Ry x RY), then |0]° (Rag(t,-)) is well-defined for each
t > 0. Moreover, there exists a constant C'\ > 0, independent of g, such that

1101° (Rag(t, ) (x)] < Callgll (3.24)
and
[Rag(t,x + 2) — Rag(t, z)| < Cxl2)’[lg]| (3.25)

for all (t,z) € Ry x R? and z € RY. The constant Cy goes to 0 as A\ — oo.

(i) Let T > 0 and g € By(Ry x RY) be such that supp(g) C [0,T] x R? and
g € LY([0,T); LP(R®)) with p,q > 0 and d/p + a/q < o — §. Then for each A > 0,
there exists a constant Ny > 0, independent of g and T, such that

101° (Rag(t, ")) ()] < Nxllgll pago, ) Lo (ray) (3.26)
and
|Rxg(t, & + 2) — Rag(t, )| < Nx2°l|gll aqo,r); 00 (Re)) (3.27)
for all (t,x) € Ry x R? and z € RY. Moreover, the constant Ny goes to 0 as
A — 00.

Proof. (i) Assume g € By(Ry x R?). Let ¢ > 0 be a constant such that § < §+¢€ <
aAl. For z € R?, we have

|pu(y - Z) _pu(y - :E)l
(3.23)

< 07/ ‘(|w — 2Pt d [T )0 p, (y — 2 — w) |dw. (3.28)
R4
It follows from (3.28) and Young’s inequality that
[ oy =22 = puly - )ldy
Rd

<ol pullagesy [ 1w =217 =l Dl

12)

(3.
ez pullLr ey < cacgeru” OO | z)0te, (3.29)

22 cger] 2|7 |9]
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So
Raglt.o+2) = Ragta)l < ol [ [ oy =2 2) = puly — o)y
< eqcser| 2T gl /000 e My~ 0FD gy, (3.30)

On the other hand, we have
[Rag(t, @+ 2) — Rag(t,2)| < 2||Ragll < 227 |g]- (3.31)
By (3.30) and (3.31), we can find a constant ¢ > 0 such that
|Rxg(t,x + 2) — Rag(t,z)| < e (|2t A1), VzeRY

which implies that [9]° (Rag(t,-)) (z) is well-defined.
By Fubini’s theorem, we obtain that for all ¢ > 0 and = € R?,

o1 (Rag(t.) (@) = [~ e [ 10 (uly =) @hate + w )y (3.32)

So for all t > 0 and x € R?,

oo (3.12)
101 (Fag(t. ) @] < lgll [ e 107 syt < Callal. 33)

where

oo
Cy = 04/ e My =0/,
0

Hence (3.24) is true. It is clear that Cy | 0 as A — oo.
It follows from (3.23) that

ng(ta T+ Z) - R)\g(t,.f)

- /OO e*“/ [pu(y —  — 2) — puly — x)]g(t + u, y)dydu
Rd

0
- / e / (e / (Jur = 217 — =) 91 puly — & — w)ewo)
0 Rd R4

x g(t 4+ u,y)dydu.

In view of (3.12), (3.22) and (3.32), we can apply Fubini’s theorem to obtain that
for all t >0, z,z € R?,

Rag(t, =z + 2) — Rag(t, x) = e7 /Rd(lw = 2" = |w|*")[3]° (Rag(t, ) (z — w)dw.

(3.34)

Combining (3.34), (3.22) and (3.33) yields (3.25).
(ii) Since (3.27) follows easily from (3.22), (3.26) and (3.34), we only need to
prove (3.26). Note that supp(g) C [0,7] x R?. By (3.32) and Hélder’s inequality,



MARTINGALE PROBLEM FOR PERTURBATIONS OF LEVY-TYPE GENERATORS 11

we get
10 (Ragt,) @l =] [~ e [ 191 (uly =) @l + v,y
< / 01 o o ey 9 (E + ) o ety
r )
- / 101 pul 1o iy |t + ) oy s

g e~ 4 Au 1/q*
<(f 0L ) Nlznomzocuen,

where p*, ¢* > 0 are such that 1/p*+1/p=1and 1/¢* +1/q = 1. By (3.12), we
see that the inequality (3.26) holds with

Ny = (64/ e_q*}\uuq*afl(d/p*_é—d)du) 1/q ,
0

which is finite if ¢*a~1(d/p* — 6 — d) > —1, or equivalently, d/p + a/q < a — 6.
By dominated convergence theorem, limy_, o, Ny = 0. O

Lemma 3.6. Letl<a<2and0<d<a-—1.

(1) If A\ > 0 and g € By(Ry x R?), then [0|° (9; Rag(t,)) is well-defined for each
t > 0. Moreover, there exists a constant Cy > 0, independent of g, such that for
all g € By(Ry x RY),

|101° (9:Rag(t, ) ()| < Callgl
and
|0:Rag(t, x + z) — 9;Rag(t, x)| < Calz||g]

for all (t,x) € Ry x R zeR* andi=1,---,d. The constant C\ goes to 0 as
A — 0.

(ii) Let T > 0 and g € By(Ry x R?) be such that supp(g) C [0,T] x R? and
g € L0, T); LP(RY)) with d/p + a/q < a — 1 — 6. Then for each X > 0, there
exists a constant Ny > 0, independent of g and T, such that

‘|5|6 (0iRxg(t, ")) (x)] < NA||9||Lq({o,T];LP(Rd))
and
0:Rag(t, @ + 2) — 0;Rag(t, 2)| < Na2°l|gll pa(o.1);10 (ma)) -

for all (t,z) € Ry x R, zeR% andi=1,---,d. Moreover, the constant Ny goes
to0 as A — <.

Proof. Let g € By(R, xR?) be arbitrary. It is easy to see that for eachi = 1, ,d,
OiRxg(t, x) / / Oipu(y — 2)g(t + u,y)dydu.

In view of Lemma 3.4, we can argue in the same way as in Lemma 3.5 to derive
the statements. We omit the details. (]
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4. Construction of the time-space resolvent corresponding to £;

In this section we give a purely analytical construction of the time-space resol-
vent G that corresponds to the generator £; := L+ K;. Not to be precise, we can
write G\ = (A—30; — £;)~ . The main aim of this section is to establish rigorously,
at least for large enough A\ > 0, that

G)\g = Z R)\(KRA)kga g e Bb(R+ X Rd)v
k=0

where R) is the time-space resolvent of the Lévy process S and the operator K R
is defined by

KRag(t,z) == / (Raglt,z +2) — Rag(t.)
R4\ {0}

— Las1lyz<1y2 - VRAg(t, 2)|M (¢, 2,d2), (t,x) € Ry x R%
(4.1)

To see that KRyg in (4.1) is well-defined for g € By(R; x R?), we need the
following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. For each A > 0, define

(Cx + 2271 sup;> g pepa f]Rd\{O} LA|z|PM(t,2,d2), 0<a<l,

kx =4 - 4.2
A {(C)\ + 2271 Sup;>g pegre fRd\{o} LA 2P M (t,2,d2), 1<a<?2, (4.2)

where Cy and Cy are the constants from Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6, respectively.
Then
IKRxgll < kallgll, Vg € By(Ry x RY). (4.3)

Proof. Let 8 € (0,a) be the constant in Assumption 2.3. We distinguish between
the cases with 0 < a<land 1 < a < 2.

Case 1: 0 < a < 1. According to Lemma 3.5, there exists a constant C > 0
such that for all g € By(Ry x RY),

[Rag(t,x +2) — Rag(t,2)| < Callglll=”,  (t,2) € Ry xRY, 2 € R,

and C) goes to 0 as A 1 oco.
Let g € By(R; x RY) be arbitrary. Then
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/ [Rag(t, o+ 2) — Rag(t,z)| M(t,z,dz)
RI\{0}
= [ Raglta )~ Raglta) M (65, d2)
{0<]z|<1}
+/ |Rag(t,z + 2) — Rag(t,z)|M(t, z,dz) (4.4)
{lz|>1}
AL / 28 M (1,2, dz) + 2] Rag] LM (. d2)
{0<]z|<1}

{lz[>1}

<(Cx+22Y|gll sup / LA 2P M(t, x,dz).
t>0,z€R? JRI\{0}

So K Ryg is well-defined and ||K Rygl|| < kal|g]]-
Case 2: 1 < o < 2. Let § € (0,1) be such that 3 < 4§+ 1 < a. According to
Lemma 3.6, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all g € B,(R; x R9),

|VR)\g(t,$ + Z) - VR)\g(t,fE)| < CN()\||g|||z|67 (t,.I) € RJr X Rda z € Rd? (45)

and Cy goes to 0 as A\ 1 oo.
Let g € By(R; x R?). For all (t,7) € Ry x R? and 2 € R?, we have

|Rag(t,z + 2) — Rag(t,x) — 2 - VRag(t, 7)|

1
/ VRAg(t,x +1z) - zdr —z - VRyg(t,x)
0

1
/ [VRyg(t,x +rz) — VRg(t,z)] - zdr
0

! (4.5) .
§|z|/0 [VRyg(t,x 4+ rz) — VRyg(t,z)|dr < CA||g|||z|5+1. (4.6)

So we obtain

/ ‘RAg(t, r+z) — Rag(t,z) — 1qz21<1y2 - VRAg(E, x)| M(t,x,dz)
RA{0}
< / |Rrxg(t,x + z) — Rag(t,z) — z - VRxg(t, x)| M (t, z,dz)
{0<|z|<1}

+/ |R,\g(t,:1c+z) —R)\g(t,.’L')|M(t,{E,dZ)
{lz[>1}

(4.6)
<Gyl / |2 M (L, 2, d2) + 20| Bag] LM(t, . d2)
{0<]z[<1} {lz|>1}
< (Cr+22Ylg]  sup / LA 2P M 2, dz). (@7)
t>0,z€R4 JRI\ {0}

Hence ||K Ryg|| < kallg]| for all By(Ry x R?). O
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Corollary 4.2. There exists g > 0 such that for all X > Ao, we have ky < 1/2
and

> RA(KRy)'g
=0

<D AR gl <23 Mgl g € By(Ry x RY). (48)
i=0
According to Corollary 4.2, for each A > Ay, we can define
Grg:=Y Ra(KR))'g, g€ By(Ry xRY). (4.9)

=0

Remark 4.3. By (4.3), (4.8) and (3.25), we see that if A > \g and g € B,(R; x R?),
then the function R? > x — Gg(t, ) is bounded continuous for each t > 0.

We have the following estimate of Krylov’s type.

Proposition 4.4. Let T > 0 and g € By(Ry x RY) be such that supp(g) C
[0,T] x R? and g € L9([0,T]; LP(R?)) with p,q >0 and d/p+ a/q < o — 3, where
B € (0,a) is the constant in Assumption 2.3. Then for each A > Ny, there exists
a constant 1y > 0, independent of g and T, such that

1Gxgll < Wllgll Lago, 170 (RAY)- (4.10)

Moreover, the constant Iy goes to 0 as A — oco.

Proof. By (3.20) and the same proof of [4, Proposition 3.9 (i)], we can find a
constant ¢y > 0, independent of g and T, such that

[ Rxgll < exllgllLao, ;00 R)) s (4.11)

where ¢y goes to 0 as A — oc.
For 0 < o <1, by (4.4), (4.11) and Lemma 3.5 (ii), we have

oy 0 2+2) = Rag(t.2) M e,

< Nallglzo(o.rrize @) / 2P M (¢, 2, dz)
{0<]2|<1}

+ 20)\”9HL‘?([O,T];LF(Rd))/ IM(t, z,dz)
{lz[>1}

<M+ 20)lgllogomzeny s [ LARPM(ted). (112)
t>0,0€R4 JRI\{0}

For 1 < o < 2, similarly to (4.7), we obtain

/ |RAg(t,3: +2) — Rag(t,x) — 1q,1<1y2 - VRag(t, a:)| M(t,x,dz)
R4\ {0}

< (Nx +2e)lgll paqo,ry;zr(ray)  SUp / LA 2P M(t2,dz),  (4.13)
t>0,0€R4 JRI\{0}
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where Ny > 0 is the constant from Lemma 3.6 (ii). Summarizing (4.12) and (4.13),
we obtain that for all « € (0,2),
| K Ragll < éxllgll Lago,r); e ey (4.14)
where
5 {(N,\ + 2¢3) SUD;>0 e fRd\{o} LA |zPM(t,2,dz), 0<a<]l,

. (4.15)
(N +2¢)) Sup;>g pepd fRd\{o} IAZPM(t 2, d2), 1<a<?2.

By (4.11), (4.14) and Lemma 4.1, we obtain that for all : € N,

[RA(K R))'gll < ex (k)™  |KRagll < ex (k)" éxllgll pao, )0 ()
which implies that for A > Ag,

Grgll < Z IRA(KRy)'gll < ex (1 + Z@ (kA)i_1> 91l a(o,7; 27 (RaY)
1=0 =1
< ex (14 2¢x) gl oo, 170 (R)) -
So (4.10) holds with
[\ := ¢ (1 + 2E>\) > 0. (4.16)

Since ¢y, Ny and NA all converge to 0 as A — oo, we see that limy_, [y =0. O

5. Well-posedness of the martingale problem for £

In this section we prove our main result, namely, the martingale problem for
L; is well-posed. In view of (4.9), the uniqueness problem can be solved by stan-
dard perturbation arguments. To obtain existence, we will first consider smooth
approximations of £; and then construct a solution to the martingale problem for
L; by weak convergence of probability measures.

Let ¢ € C§°(R?) be such that 0 < ¢ < 1, [, ¢(z)de = 1 and ¢(z) = 0 for
|z] > 1. Define ¢, () := n¢(nz), * € R%. Given n € N, define M,,(t,x,-) as the
kernel obtained by mollifying M (¢, z,-) through ¢,,, that is,

M, (t,z,B) = / M(t,x — z,B)pn(2)dz, B e B(R?).
Rd

So My (t,z,-) is a kernel from Ry x R? to B (R4\{0}) and M,(t,z,-) is a Lévy
measure on R%\{0} for each (¢,7) € Ry x R%. By Fubini’s theorem, we have that
for all (t,7) € Ry x R? and n € N,

/ 1Ayl Mo (2, 2, dy) = / / LA M (ta — 2, dy) | 6u(=)d=
R\ {0} Rd |\ JRA\{0}

< sup / LA [yPM(t, 2, dy) < co.  (5.1)
t>0,zeRe JRI\{0}

Define

Kn,if(2) := / [f(@+y) = f(2) = Lasalyy<iyy - V(@) M (L, 2, dy).
R4\ {0}
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Lemma 5.1. Let f € C3(RY) be arbitrary. Then for all (t,x) € Ry x R, we have

| Kt f(x) — Kif * pp(x)] < an~1 ||f||Cg(Rd) stup /Rd\{ }(1 A |h|ﬁ)M(t,x, dh).
@ 0

Proof. First note that

/ [yl (y)dy = / [yl6n(¥)dy < n~. (5.2)
Rd {ly|<1/n}
Let
An,tf(x) ::Kn,tf(x) - th * ¢n(x)
(1) For the case 0 < a < 1, we have
Bnct@ = [ 5 @M =y o)y
- / / @ —y+h) — f(z - )Mtz — y, d)gn(y)dy. (5.3)
R\ {0} JR4

Since

F@t+h) = e —y+h)— f@)+ [z — )]

1
/0 Vix+h—-y+ry) = Vf(x—y+ry) ydr

< 20y| (LA B 1 oz ae -

it follows from (5.3) that
Bad @ <20 flegesy [ [ AN BDIM (2~ v a0 )y
R4\{0} JRRE

<2 fllopeersup [ (AWMt dn) [ lolont)dy
t,x d R4

RI\{0}
CE 5
<o gy sup [ (LA TR M (6, dh),
tz JRI\{0}

(ii) For 1 < av < 2, we have
Apif(x) = / [f(z+h) = f(z) = 1gn<iyph - V(@M z =y, dh)dn(y)dy
R\ {0} JR4

- / / F@—y+h) - f(z—y) - Lgnenh - Vi —y)
R\ {0} JRY
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If [n] > 1, then [f(z 4+ ) — f(x —y + h) — f(z) + f(z —y)| < 4| f]; for 0 < |h] <
1, we have

[f(@+h)=f(@)=h-Vf)=flz-—y+h)+flz—-y)+h Vfz—y)

1
/0 (Vf(z+rh) — VI(x) - V(e —y+rh) + VI —y)] - hdr

1 1
/ {/ (Vf@—y+rh+r'y) =V —y+1y) - ydr'] - hdr
0 0

< Il | Fllesan, -

So
Baf @ < U fllogeesy [ [ NP~ g, dh)on )y
R4\ {0} /R4

< fllcpensp [ @A RPM . dn) [ olon)dy
te Jrd\(0} R

(5.2)
<40 g sup [ (Ao, dh).
te Jra\ (o}

O

Lemma 5.2. For each (s,r) € Ry x RY, there exists at least one solution to the
martingale problem for L, = L + K, ; starting from (s, x).

Proof. To prove the solvability of the martingale problem for £,, ;, we use the same
argument as in [12, Theorem (2.2)]. Let ¢ € Cg°(R?) be such that 0 < ¢ < 1,
p(y) =0for |y] <1/2,and p(y) =1for |y| > 1. For 0 < § < 1, let ps5(y) := ©(y/9)
and define the kernel M?(t,z,-) by

My (t, @, dy) = @5(y) Ma(t, @, dy).
Set cs(t,x) = 1a>1 f{|y|§1} yM?(t,x,dy). Since

e5(t7) = Las /{ UMy
Y=

e / (/ ysom)M(t,x—z,dy))qsn(z)dz
Rd {ly|<1}

= 1a>1/ </ y%(y)M(t,Z,dy)> Pn(x — 2)dz,
Re \J{lyl<1}

we see that |V ,cs(t, z)| is bounded on Ry x R?. Hence c;(t, ) is globally Lipschitz
continuous in x. Define the differential operator A2 by
d 52
A f(x) =) aijwf(x) +b-Vf(x) —cst,z) - Vf(z).
ij=1 Ti0L;
By the Lipschitz continuity (in the space variable ) of the coefficients of A¢, there
is for each (s, z) a unique solution Q;* to the martingale problem for A? starting
from (s, ), see, e.g., [13, Theorem 5.1.1 and Corollary 5.1.3]. By [13, Theorem
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5.1.4], the mapping (s,z) — QJ”“(E) is measurable for all E € D. Note that
)+ g gy 2+ 9) — SN 2, dy) = LF(2) + K5, (), where
K f(x) = /Rd\{ }[f(ﬂf +y) = f(2) = las1lqy <y - V(@) M) (t, =, dy).
0

It follows from [12, Theorem (2.1)] that the martingale problem for L + K3, is
solvable. For f € C§°(R?), we have

K 1 f (2) = Ko f(2)] < / [f(z+y) = f(2) = Las1y - VI(z)| Mn(t, z, dy)
{lyl<6}

<Wllozen [ (Lasalul + Lasalyl?) Mot . dy)
{ly|<d}

<Wllozen [ 1ol Malt,zdy)
{ly|<é}

< Wl [

ly|P M, (t, z, dy)
e

(5.1)
< 6 Pfllcagay sup / LA JylPM (.2, dy),
t>0,zeR4 JRI\ {0}

which implies that Kfmf — K, +f uniformly as 6 — 0. The rest of the proof goes
in the same way as in [12, Theorem (2.2)]. We omit the details. O
Recall that A\g > 0 is the constant given in Corollary 4.2.

Lemma 5.3. Let (s,z) € Ry xR? and P5? be a solution to the martingale problem
for L1 = L+ K, starting from (s,x). Then for any A > \g and g € By(Ry xR?),
we have

Enw[/ e_’\(t_s)g(t,Xt)dt} =3 Ra(KoRa)*g(s, @), (5.4)
s k=0

where E*[-] denotes the expectation with respect to the measure P5® and K, Ry
is defined by

Kang(ta JI) = / [R)\g(tu T+ y) - R)\g(t, JI)
RA\{0}
— Llas1lqy <y - VRAG(2)] M, (¢, 2, dy), (t,z) € Ry x RY
(5.5)

Proof. For A > 0 and f € By(R; x RY), define

VA f = Enw[/ e NS (¢, X )dt |

S

For f € Cg’Q(RJr x R%), we know that
f(ta Xt) - f(S, XS)
of

¢
=“Martingale” +/ (a— + Lo f)(u, Xy)du.
s Ou
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Taking expectations of both sides of the above equality gives

B (70, X0) ~ S(ovn) =B | [ (G Lupuxiad]. o)

Multiplying both sides of (5.6) by e~ Mt=9) integrating with respect to ¢ from 0 to
oo and then applying Fubini’s theorem, we get

ES? [/Oo e M=) £ (e, Xt)dt}

:if(m) LR {/"O oA =5) /: (% + Louf) (u,Xu)dudt}

S

il 1 S, > —Au—s) 8f
—/(s,2) + E3 [/ e (5 + Laauf) (u,Xu)du] (5.7)
Therefore, for f € 02’2(R+ x RY),
of
Ap A9
AV = f(s,2) + V7 (815 + Emtf). (5.8)
If g € CP*(Ry x RY), then f:= Rag € C*(Ry x R%) and
0
M(ty) = LE(ty) = 5. f(ty) = g(ty), (ty) € Ry xR, (5.9)

see, e.g., the proof of [4, Proposition 3.8]. Substituting this f in (5.8), we obtain
Vg = Rag(s,z) + VNK,Ryg) for g € CL2(Ry x RY). TIf g € Co(Ry x RY),
namely, g is continuous with compact support, then there exist g € C’; ’2(R+ x R%)
such that g — ¢ boundedly and uniformly as k — oo. It follows from (4.3)
that K, Rygr — K R)g boundedly and pointwise as k — co. By the dominated
convergence theorem, we have

Vn)‘g = lim VnAgk = lim {RAgk(s,:c) + Vn)‘(KnRAgk)}
k—o00 k—o0
=Rag(s,z) + VN(KnRrg), g€ Co(Ry x RY).

Then by a standard monotone class argument, we arrive at

Virg = Rag(s,2) + V(K Rrg), g€ By(Ry x RY). (5.10)
For g € By(Ry x R%), we thus have

Vg =Rag(s,z) + V) (KnRag)

(5.10)

=V Rag(s,x) + RyKnRag(s, z) + V)N K, Ry)%g

==Y Ra(K.R\)Fg(s,2) + V) KRy g (5.11)
k=0
Let kx > 0 be as in (4.2). By (5.1) and Proposition 4.1, we have
|KnRagll < kallgll, Yn €N, g€ By(Ry x RY).
According to Corollary 4.2, we have ky < 1/2 for A > Xg. Therefore, for all
i,n €N, A > )\ and g € By(R, x RY),

Vi (KnRx) gl < A7 (k) llgll < A2 gl
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and _
| BA(K R g]| < A7 (Ka) llgll < A2 |g]l.
Letting ¢ — oo in (5.11) gives (5.4). This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.4. In view of (5.1), we can repeat the proof of Proposition 4.4 to obtain
that for each A > A,

> Ra(KnRa)rg
k=0

where d/p + a/q < a — 3 and g € By([0,00) x R?Y) N L([0,T]; LP(R?)) is an
arbitrary function satisfying supp(g) C [0,7] x R%. Indeed, by (4.15) and (4.16),
the constant I > 0 here can be chosen to be the same as in (4.10). In particular,
Ix in (5.12) is independent of n € N.

< Ulgllpago,ry; e ®ay) (5.12)

Corollary 5.5. Let P5% be as in Lemma 5.5. Let p > (d+ «)/(a— ). For each
T > s, there exists a constant Cp > 0, which is independent of n, such that

T
By [ 176 X01dt] < Crlflqoapaner, V1 € 7 (0.7) < RY).

Proof. Let f € By([0,T] x RY) n L ([0,T] x R?). Applying (5.12) with p = ¢ >
(d+ a)/(a— B), we get

T 00
By [ 1 Xolat] < Tz [ e ng o) 6, x0) ot

(5.4) o0
< TN Ry (K Ray)* (Lot f]) (s, 2)
k=0
(5.12)
< D@ T Fll oo,1) xRa)-

For a general f € L? ([0,T] x R?), the assertion follows from the monotone con-
vergence theorem. 0

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. “Eristence”: Let (s,z) € Ry x R be fixed. It follows
from Lemma 5.2 that there exists a solution P;»* to the martingale problem for
Ly =L+ K, starting from (s,x).

By (5.1) and [12, Theorem (A.1)], the family {P*, n € N} is tight. Let P~

be a limit point of {P;,*, n € N}. Then there exists a subsequence of (P;;*), .y

which converges weekly to P**. For simplicity, we denote this subsequence still

by (PL%)en-

We next show that P** is a solution to the martingale problem for £; starting
from (s,z). Let f € C§°(R?) be arbitrary. By [12, Theorem (1.1)], it suffices to
show that

FX) — / Lof(X,)du
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is a P®*-martingale after time s. Suppose s <t; <t9, 0 <7 <.-- <7y <t; and
g1, g1 € Co(R?), where | € N. Set Y = H§:1 9j(Xy;). It reduces to show that

2
B[V (f(Xe)) = (X)) = [ Luf(Xu)du)| = 0. (5.13)
t1
We will complete the proof of (5.13) in four steps. Firstly, note that by
[3, Chap. 3, Lemma 7.7], there exists a countable set I C R such that

P (X, =X,) =1, VteR \L (5.14)

Since Ry \ I is dense in Ry and ¢t — X, (w), w € D, is right-continuous, it is enough
to show (5.13) by additionally assuming that

’I”l,"',Tl,tl,tQERJr\I. (515)

So from now on, we assume that (5.15) is true.

“Step 17: We establish an estimate of Krylov’s type for P**. Let p > (d +
a)/(a— ). By Corollary 5.5, for each T > s, there exists a constant Cp > 0 such
that

T
sugEf;””[/ 7. X0)lde] < Crllflrqorcrn. VF € 27 (0.7] x BY) . (5.16)
ne s

It follows that for each T' > s,

T
E[/ (6 X0)Idt] < Crllfllogorpxmey,  ¥f € L7 (10,T]x RY). (5.17)

Indeed, if f € Co([0,7] x RY), namely, f is continuous on [0,7] x R? with
compact support, then (5.17) follows from (5.16) and the weak convergence of
P:® to P5*. By a standard monotone class argument, we obtain (5.17) for all
feLr(0,T] xRY).

“Step 2”: We show that

lim B3 [ (£(Xe) - £(X,) - /t2 Lf(X,)du)|

n—oo
t1

_ e [Y(f(th) — f(Xy,) — /t2 Lf(Xu)du)] (5.18)

t1
By Skorokhod’s representation theorem, there exists a probability space (€2, .4, Q)
and random elements &, &1, -+ ,&,, -+ : Q — D such that P5% = Qo &1, P9 =
Qo ¢t and d(&,, &) — 0 Q — as., where d is the Skorokhod metric on D. It
follows from (5.14) and [3, Chap. 3, Prop. 5.2] that

Tm Xi(6) = Xi€) Qeas,  VEERL\L (5.19)

Let E[-] denote the expectation with respect to the measure Q. By (5.15) and the
dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim B[V (6){ F(X0a (60)) = F(X0u (€0)) / " LA(Xu(6n))du )

n—oo
t1

208y () (X0 ) ~ 0% (€) - [ LKt}

t1
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which implies (5.18).
“Step 3”: We show that

to ta
lim B [Y / Ko f(Xu)du} — E*® [Y / K., f(Xu)du] (5.20)
n—o00 ty t

Note that Y is bounded. Let Cy := sup,p |Y(w)| < co. For r > 0 let x, be a
continuous non-negative function on R? with x,.(z) =1 for |z| < r , x,.(z) = 0 for
|z] > r+1and 0 <x,(z) <1 for r < |z| <7+ 1; moreover, we can choose x, such
that x, is monotone in r, namely, xr, < Xy, if 71 < ro. Note that | K, . f| and
|, f| are both bounded, say, by a positive constant Ck. For ¢ € N, we have

tg t2
ES* [Y Ko f(Xu)du} ~E}Y [Y K, f(Xu)du}
tl tl

- pta
< | [ Kt - Kuf(Xa)dd]

ty

- to
< CYE?I / (|Kn,uf — K, f * ¢n| + |Kuf * Op — KufD(XU)du}

t1

- t2 t2
< OB [ Bnnf = Kuf w0l (X)du] + 20y OB [ (1= ) (X )du

t1 tl

| [ KK 60— (X))

ty

(5.16) . t2
< t2OYHKn,uf - Kuf * anH + 20y Ck Sug Eiﬂ [/ (1 - Xr)(Xu)du}
1€ t1
+ Cy Co, [ Xr (Kuf * én — Kuf)l 1o((0,12] xr)
= J1+ Jo+ Js.

For any given ¢; > 0, by dominated convergence theorem, we can find sufficiently
large 7o > 0 such that

- [/t2(1 — Xo) (Xu)du] < ex. (5.21)

ty
By the weak convergence of P}"* to P**, we have

12

Jim B / - Yro) (X )du] == | / (1= Xro) (Xl

1 1

So there exists ig € N such that

ta
sup E””[/ 1- XTO)(Xu)du} < 2¢y. (5.22)
1>10 t1
Similarly to (5.21), for i = 1,2,--- ,ig, we can find r1 > ro such that
ta
sup Efm[/ (1-— Xrl)(Xu)du} < €. (5.23)
1<i<io t1
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Combining (5.22) and (5.23) and noting that . is non-decreasing in r, we get

to
sup ES” [/ (1- XT)(Xu)du} <3e1, r>711.
iEN t

Hence we have shown that lim, ., Js = 0. By Lemma 5.1, we have J; — 0 as
n — oo. It is also easy to see that J3 — 0 as n — oco. With a simple “e — §”-
argument, we obtain

to to
lim |[ES° [Y Ko f(Xu)du} _EN [Y

n—oo 4 t 4
1

Kuf(Xu)du} =0, (5.24)

ty
and the convergence is uniform with respect to ¢ € N.
Similarly to (5.24), we have

lim |E*® [Y /t2 Kn,uf(Xu)du} _ e [Y /t2 Kuf(Xu)du} —0.  (5.25)

n—roo
1 1

By (5.24) and (5.25), for any given € > 0, we can find n; € N, which is independent
of i, such that for all n,m > ny and i € N,
to

to
‘E” [Y Ko f(Xu)du} —E* [Y K, f(Xu)du} <e
t1 tl
and
t2 t2
]E V[ Kl (X)du] = EP Y [ Ko f (Xu)du | < e
tl tl
Similarly to (5.18), there exists no € N such that for n > na,
tg t2
‘Efﬁ [Y Koy u f(Xu)du} _ES® [Y Ko f(Xu)du} <e
t1 ty

If n > sup{ni, no}, then

2]

ta
‘Efﬁ [Y / Ko f(Xu)du} _E® [Y Ku(Xu)du}
t1t2 t1t2
<|Es® [Y Ko f(Xu)du} _Es® [Y Koy f(Xu)du}
ty . ty .
+‘Efﬂ [Y t Km,uf(xu)du} _E® [Y t Knhuf(Xu)du]
1 1

2]

ES® [Y /t t Koy f(Xu)du} _ES® [Y K, f(Xu)du}

ty

+ < 3e.

So (5.20) is true.
“Step 4”: We finally prove (5.13) under the condition (5.15). Since P57 solves
the martingale problem for £, ;, it follows that

B [V (F(X0) ~ F(X0) — [ Luf(Xa)du)| = 0. (5.26)

t1
So (5.13) follows from (5.26), (5.18) and (5.20).
This completes the proof of existence.
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“Uniqueness”: Let (s,z) € Ry x R? be arbitrary and P* be a solution to the
martingale problem for £; starting from (s, z). For each f € O} *(Ry x RY),

e X0~ 5.5 - [ t (5 + £uf) (. X)iu

is an F-martingale after s with respect to the measure Ps*. For any s < t1 <
t, C € F;,, we thus have

E>*[1cf(t, X;)] = BE¥*[1c f(t1, X,,)] + E>® {10 /t t <ﬁ + Ly, f> (u,Xu)du]] :

ou
(5.27)
Similarly to (5.7), by multiplying both sides of (5.27) by exp(—A(t —¢1)) and then
integrating with respect to ¢ from ¢; to oo, we get

ES* {10/ e“ttl)f(t,Xt)dt]
ty

= ATTEST 1o f(t1, Xy,)] + ATIES® {10/ e Mu—ty) (g +£uf> (u,Xu)du] .
t u
Therefore,
B [/ e”“‘tl’f<t,Xt>dt|fm]
t1

~ o0 0
= AT (0 X)) + AR [ / eTHm) (a—{ + ztf) (t,Xt)dﬂfh] . (5:28)
t1
If g € CP*(Ry x RY), then f:= Ryg € Cp*(Ry x R?) and (5.9) holds. Substi-
tuting this f in (5.28), we obtain

E*® [/ e_’\(t_tl)g(t,Xt)dﬂftl]

t1
= Rag(t1, Xy,) + B> [/ e/\(ttl)KR,\Q(t7Xt)dt|ft1] : (5.29)
ty
With a similar argument as in the proof of (5.10), we see that (5.29) is true for all
g < Bb(]R+ X Rd)
If g € By(Ry xR%), then KRyg € By(R. xR?). By (5.29) and a simple iteration,
we obtain for each k € N,

B U eA““)g(t,Xt)cltW]
t1

k 00
- Z R)\(KRA)ig(tlv th) + Es,m [/ eiA(titl)(KRA)kJrlg(tv Xt)dt|‘Ft1
i=0 t

By Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.2, we see that

E> [/ e Mgt Xt)dtlft1:| = ZR,\(KR,\)ig(tl,th) =Girg(t1, Xv,)
h i=0
(5.30)
for all A > Ao and g € B,y(Ry x RY).
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Note that the choice of t; € [s,00) in (5.30) is arbitrary. It follows from (5.30),

Remark 4.3 and [6, Lemma 3.1] that there exists at most one solution to the

martingale problem for £; starting from (s, z). O
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