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1. Introducton

In this paper, our aim is to use the probabilistic method to solve the Neumann boundary
value problem for semilinear second order elliptic PDE of the following form:

1
§Au + (b, Vu) + qu — div(g(-,u, Vu)) + f(,u, Vu) =0, on D,
(Vu —2g(-,u,Vu), @) + h(-,u) =0, on 0D,

(1)

where D is a bounded domain in RY with smooth boundary. 7 is the unit inward normal
vector field of D on the boundary dD. f, g and h are nonlinear measurable functions.
b= (b1, -+ ,bn) is a measurable RN -valued function on D and ¢ is a measurable R-valued
function on D. Since g is not differentiable, the singular divergence term ”divg” involved
in the equation will be understood as a distribution, and a classical Sobolev weak solution
will be considered.

The probabilistic approaches to the boundary value problems for second order differential
operators have been adopted by many authors and the earliest work went back to 1944
(see [9]). There have been extensive studies on the Dirichlet boundary problems (see [1],
[5], [2], [4], [8] and [15]). However, to our knowledge, there are few articles on the Neumann
boundary problems.
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When b =0, g =0 and f = 0, the following linear Neumann boundary problem

1
§AU(JE) +qu(x) =0 on D

10u

5%(:17) = ¢(x) on 0D

was solved both in [1] and [8]. The solution was given in the following representation:
u(z) = Ex[/ elo 9B g (B)dLY)
0

where (By)i>0 is the reflecting Brownian motion in the domain D associated with the
infinitesimal generator %A, the process {Lg}tzo is the boundary local time expressed as

LY = [ Iop(Bs)dLY.

In the case that a divergence term div(g) is involved, even if g is simply independent of
Vu and in a linear form, ie. g(x,u,Vu) = B(x)u(z), where B is an integrable vector
value function, it was found that the generator £ = %A +b-V + div(B-) + ¢ would not

associate with any Markov processes in general. And the term div(B-) can not be handled
by Girsanov or Feyman-Kac transformation directly either. The analysis of the boundary
value problems for this general operator £ in the PDEs’ literature (see e.g. [6], [13]) was
always established under an extra condition:

—div(B-) +q <0

in the sense of distribution. So that the maximum principle could be used.

The probabilistic approach for studying problem (1) in the case of f = 0 and the linear
divergence term div(B-) was applied in [3] (see also [2] for the corresponding Dirichlet
boundary problem). The term div(B-) was tackled by using the time-reversal Girsanov

transform of the symmetric reflecting diffusion associated with the operator %V - (AV).

In [14], problem (1) with nonlinear f(z,u, Vu) was studied, which generalized the result in
[3]. But the divergence term still had to be linear, since the strategy of time-reversal and h-
transform was used to transfer the operator £ with divergence term to Lo = %A—I—B -V+Q,
so that the Girsanov and Feyman-Kac transform can be applied in the further calculations.

The direct motivation of this article is to generalize the result in [14]. When nonlinear
divergence term div(g(-,u, Vu)) is considered , it can not be treated as a part of the
generator operator because of the nonlinearity. In order to deal with this singular term,
inspired by the method introduced in [12], we consider firstly the case of g independent of
u and Vu, then substitute the divergence term by div(VG) in the weak sense, where G is a
function in Dirichlet space so that the decomposition and calculus can be carried out in the
framework of Dirichlet forms. This method also allows us to give the solution a probabilistic
interpretation in the form of a BSDE with forward-backward stochastic integration, which
produces a candidate for the solution. The PDE with nonlinear divergence can be solved
by Picard iteration with both analytic and probabilistic methods independently.

Due to the probabilistic method that is applied in this paper to solve problem (1), it
turns out that we need to prove the existence and uniqueness of solution for the BSDE



which connect to the PDE. The study on this kind of BSDEs, with infinite time horizon,
forward-backward stochastic integration and local time integration, is actually of indepen-
dent interest.

The article is organized as follows. In the second section we set notations and recall the
decomposition of reflecting diffusions. Then the probabilistic interpretation of the diver-
gence term is given in Section 3. In Section 4 we prove the existence and uniqueness of the
solution for the PDEs with linear divergence terms. The last section is devoted to using
both analytic and probabilistic methods to solve the PDEs with nonlinear divergence terms
by Picard iteration.

2. Preliminaries

The domain D € RY is bounded with smooth boundary and we assume there is a smooth
function v such that

D={zeRNpx) >0} and 9D = {z e R|p(z) =0}

On 0D, 1 := V1 coincides with the unit vector pointing inward the interior of D. Set
function d(x) := d(z,D)? in a neighborhood of D , then d(x) = 0 in D and d(z) > 0
otherwise. The penalization term & (z) := Vd(z) satisfies (Vi)(z),d(z)) < 0, for all z € RN,
Let dz denote the Lebesgue measure on RY and do the (N — 1)-dimensional Lebesgue
measure on 0D.

Let L?(D) be the space of square integrable functions on D with the inner product and
norm as follows

(ro) = [ f@ot@yde a7 (1.5)
The first order Sobolev space on D is denoted by H!(D):

H' (D) ={f € L*(D)|Vf € L*(D)}.

Suppose the measurable functions
f:RYXRXxRY 5 R; h: RVXR-R; g= (g1, ,9n8): RV XR xRV - RY

satisfy the following conditions: there are positive constants «, 3, K, M, k, 3’ satisfying
K? < 2a, such that, for any y,7/ € R, 2,2/ € RV,

(1) (v =) (f(2,y.2) = fz,y',2)) < —aly —y'[%;

(if) (y — ) (h(z,y) = h(z,y) < —Bly — /1%

(lll) ‘f(l’,y,Z) - f(xvyazl)’ < K’Z - Z/’;

(iv) f(z,y, 2) and h(z,y) is continuous with respect to y for all z € D,z € RV, a.e.;
(V) [f(@,y,2)] < M1+ [y[ + |2]), [A(z, y)] < M(1+ [y[) and [g(z,y,2)| < M;

(vi) l9(z,y,2) —g(x, 9, 2)| < k(ly — ¢/ + |2 = 2']);

(vii) |h(z,y) = h(z, )| < B'ly — y/|.
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Consider the operator

1 d? )

£r=52 2N,

i,7=1

on the domain D equipped with the Neumann boundary condition:
9. (M,V:)=0, on 0D
oV - '

Let b: RY — RY be uniformly bounded and satisfy Lipschitz condition, i.e. there exists a
constant Cy > 0, such that for any z,z’ € RV,

[b(z) — b(z)| < Colz — .

It is well known that there is a unique reflecting diffusion process (2, F;, X*(t), P*,z € D)
associated with the generator £; (see [10]).

Let E* denote the expectation under the probability measure P*.

Then the process X*(t) has the following decomposition:

XT(t) = X7(0) + M*(t /wa ds+/ 7(X?(s))dLs, P®— a.s.. (2)

Here, M*(t) is a F;—measurable square integrable continuous martingale additive func-
tional. L; is a positive increasing continuous additive functional which is expressed as
L, = fot Itxe(s)eopydLs. {Ly,t > 0} is called the boundary local time of X.

In the following discussion, we write X*(¢) as X; or X (¢) for simplicity.

We assume the measurable function ¢ : RV — R, ¢ € LP(D), for p > %, satisfying the
following conditions:
(C.1) there exists zp € D such that

E*o [/ efotq(XS)ddet] < 40

0

(C.2) there exists x; € D such that
Eml[/ 2o a(Xs)dsqr,] < 400

0

(C.3)
sup E°| / &2 15 X8, 2] < oo
0

zeD

Finally, we give the definition of the solution in which we are interested in this article.

Definition 1. A function v € H'(D) is said to be a weak solution of PDE (1) if for any
test function ¢ € C*(D),

1
/ (Vu, V) ()l — / (b, V) (£) () dee + /D o(x)u(2)p(x)da
/f x,u, Vu)d )d:E—l—/( (-, u, Vu),VqS)(:n)d:E—%/ h(z)p(x)do(x).

oD

3)



3. Interpretation of the Divergence Term

In this section, we will give a stochastic representation for the divergence term in (1) which
can be expressed as a measurable field. The second order operator in (1) is nonsymmetric
and associated with a reflecting diffusion.

The bilinear form

Ou Ov 1
/ Z(‘)azz oz, dz, Yu,ve€ H (D)

is associated with the generator Ly = %A satisfying the Neumann boundary condition
% = 0 on dD. Set the operator Lu := Lou + (b, Vu). Then L generates a semigroup
(Py)i>0 which possesses continuous densities {p(t,z,y),t > 0,2,y € D}. It is well known
that the reflecting diffusion (2) is associated with operator L, and for any v € H'(D), the

Fukushima decomposition is as follows
u(Xy) = u(Xs) = Mul; + Nuls,

where Mul! := f;(Vu(Xr),dBr> is the martingale additive functional and Nul|! is the
zero-energy additive functional. For u € C'(D),

t
o
Nu|§::/ w(X,)dr + 8Z(X)dLT,

where L; is the additive functional corresponding to the Lebesgue measure o(x) on 0D. It

follows that
o /0 F(X,)dL,] = /0 /a sl )i wotdy)dr

Consider the reverse process (XT—t)te[O,T] under the probability P°, for o € D, with the
non-homogenous transition function

fD p(T - t? o, y)u(y)p(tv Y, x)dy )

Qo,pu(w) = p(T,0,x)

We denote the density of Qo+ by po(t,z,y) = 1’%

Lemma 1. Fiz o € D and set py(z) = p(t,0,7),

<va—7”7 VU>

t
1
Qoru=u= [ Qu(3u- 0,90+ )dr
0

PT—r
1 [t ou
+ 5/0 /aDpQ(T,:E,y)%(y)a(dy)dﬁ



6 X. Yang and J. Zhang

Proof.

pr(z / Q0r (b, Vu))dr
/ / —m o) Au = (b, Vu))(y)p(r, y, x)dy

- / / Lpr—(y)u(y)p(r, y, v)dydr + / / L*p(r,y,z)p(T — r,0,y)u(y)dydr
0 JD 0 D
- /0 /D <VpT_r,W>p(7",y,w)dydr—1 / / p(Tvo,y)%(y)p(hy,w)a(dy)dr

_ /D (T — t,0,9)u(y)p(t,y, 2)dy — pr(z / / Vpr—r, Va)p(r,y, z)dydr

L ou
_ 5/0 /aDP(T, 0,y) == (Wp(r,y, w)o (dy)dr,

where the last equality is obtained by L*p(t, 0,y) = dip(t,0,y). O

Proposition 1. Fiz o € D and set the following process

Mulk_, = u(X7_¢) — u(X7) — /0 (%Au — (b, Vu))(X7_p)dr

t T
(Vpr—p, Vu)(X7_) ou
- dr — — (X, )dL,.
/0 pT—T’(XT—T’) T—¢ 871( )

(1). {Mul]_, }rejo.r) is a martingale with respect of the filtration F, = o{Xr_s,s €[0,t]}
and

(2). The following relation holds:

1,1 . ! L (" (Vpr, Vu)(X,)
U(Xt)—U(Xo)—§MUI0—§(MU\5—MU\3)+/O <b=VU>(Xr)d7’—§/O Xy

Proof. Since

Mufl = u(Xy) — u(X7) — / Au— (b, V) (X )dr

vpT ) VU> (XT 7’) T ou
dr — | Z(x,)dL,,
/ pr- 7” XT 7’) t 871( )

it follows that

Mull = Mu|T = u(X;) — u(X,) — /8_ (%Au — (b, V) (X )dr
0

B /S_t (Vps—r, Vu)(Xs_;) * u
0

dr — —(X,)dL, = Mul|}
Ps—r(Xs—r) . a7 Xr) g



and
_ _ 1
u(X;) — u(Xo) = Mu|] — Mu|} — /T t( A — (b, Vu))(X7_,)dr
" du T (Vpr—r, Vu)(X7_;)
871( )dL /T—t pT—r(XT—T’) ar
= — Mulf, — /0 (%Au — (b, Vu)) (X, )dr

t ou ¢ <Vpra VU> (XT’)
) B ke ‘/0 %)

Then

2(u(X;) — u(Xo)) = Mull — Mull + 2/0 (b, Vu) (X, )dr — /

Therefore, we get the forward-backward martingale decomposition

1 1 t 1
w(Xy) —u(Xo) = §Mu|6 - §Mu|6 —I—/O (b, Vu)(X,)dr — 5/0

Corollary 1. (1). For u,v € H*(D),
t
(Mu, M), = / (Vu, Vo) (X, )dr
0

and

T
(Wu|T, §o|T), = /t (Vu, Vo) (X, )dr-

(2). For x = (x1,--- ,xn) € D, set uj(z) = x;, M'(t) = Mu;|l and M'(t,T) =

then
xi = Lapi L t L[t ()
Xi—Xo=5M'(t) — 5M*(0,¢ +/bind7"—_/ dr.
t02()2()0()20pr(Xr)
For g = (g1, - ,9n) : RN — RN , we define the backward stochastic integral
t PR
/ 9i(Xr)dMy = ( %1_13%29 Xy )M (tj,t541),

where the limit is over the partition s =ty <t} < --- <t, =t and § = max;(t;+1

Define

/ gxdX, = / )M, +/st q( ,)dM,Jr/:%(X,)er&/:(g,

t(Vpr, Vu)(X,) i
0 pr(Xr) '

" (Vpr, Vu) (X,
Dr (Xr)

) dr.

Mug|f,

—1j)-

N(Xr)dLy . (4)
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Proposition 2. For G € H'(D), then we have the decomposition

G(Xt)—G(XS):/tWG(XT),er>+/t(b,VG>(Xr)dr+ ta—G(XT)dLT—%/tVG*dXT.

. on
(5)

The following lemma is very important in the interpretation of the divergence term divg

in PDE (1).
Lemma 2. For g € L2(RY;RY), if there is a function G € L*(RY), such that divg = G

m weak sense, then
t ¢
/ G(X,)dr = —/ g*xdX,.

4. PDEs with Linear Divergence Terms

In this section, we will prove the existence and uniqueness of solution for the following
Neumann boundary problem with linear divergence term, i.e. g(z,u, Vu) = g(x),

1
§Au + (b, Vu) + qu — div(g) + f(-,u,Vu) =0, on D
(Vu — 2g,71) + h(-,u) =0, on dD.

(6)

Furthermore, the probability interpretation of the solution will also be established.
The following analytic result will be used in the later discussion (see Chapter 8 in [6]).

Proposition 3. For g € L1(O), where O C RY is bounded and ¢ > N, there exists a
unique weak solution G € HY(O) for the following equation

AG — G = div(g).
Furthermore, G is uniformly bounded, i.e. sup |G| < C||g||re, where C = C(N,¢q,|0|).
(@

If we suppose g € L=(O) and O is a CY1-domain, then G € CYY(O), i.e. there exists a
constant C' > 0, for any x,2' € O, |G(z) — G(2")| < Clz — 2'|.

Remark 1. Since g € L*(D), for any ) € C>®(D),

SW)] = /D (9 Vi)dz| < llgll - il

implies that S is a bounded linear operator on H'(D). By Riesz representation theorem,
there is function G € HY(D) such that

[ .90z = [ (96.96)(@) + Glayuia)ds.
Suppose g € L>®(D), we can find a bounded domain O with smooth boundary, such that

D cC O and extend g on O such that g € L>=(O). Therefore, by Proposition 3, there exists
a Hélder continuous function G € H&(O), for any test function ¢ € C§°(O),

[ 0.0/ = [ (V6. 96)@) + Gla)owds
O O



By the uniqueness of Reisz representation theorem, we find G restricted on D denoted by
G|p in HY(D), therefore G|p = G implies that G € CV1(D).

Remark 2. By Remark 1, PDE (6) is equivalent to the following equation

1
§A(u —2G) + (b,Vu) + qu+ G + f(-,u,Vu) =0, on D, ™)
(V(u—2G),n) + h(-,u) =0, ondD.
If we set u(x) = u(x) — 2G(x), then equation (7) can be rewritten as
%Aﬂ + (b, V@) + qi+ f(-,a,Va) =0, on D, ®)
(Vi i) + h(-,a) =0, on dD,

with

f(a,y,2) = 2(b(x), VG(2)) + 2q(2)G(2) + G(z) + f(2,y + 2G(2), 2 + 2VG ()

and

h(z,y) = h(z,y + 2G(x)).
Proposition 4. Under conditions (i)-(v) and (C.2), (C.3), assume there exist two neg-
ative constants X and p such that —2a+ K? < X < 0 and —28 < p < 0, then the following
BSDE admits a unique solution (Y*,Z%),

T T T T
ve =Y+ [Caceoveds+ [ Rz znis+ [ HGYDIL - [z,
t t t t

lim e%()\t-i-uLt)-i-fg q(Xs)dsyx =0 in LQ(PSC)
t—o0 t ’ ’

(9)

where F(t,y,z) = f(Xi,y,2) and H(t,y) = h(X¢,y).

Proof. Firstly, we prove the existence of solution. Set
F(t,y, 2) = elo 10X (g o= Jo a(Xo)dsy o= J5 a(Xo)ds )

and

H(t, y) = ef(f q(XS)dSH(t7 e~ fg q(Xs)dsy).

Then, it is easy to check that
(i) (y—y)(F(t,y,2) = F(t.y,2)) < —aly — y'|%

(ii) (y — o) (H(t,y) — H(t,y') < —Bly —'[%;
(i) |F(t,y,2) — F(t,y,2")| < K|z — 2/|.

Furthermore, by the boundedness of functions b, G, VG and the assumption (v), there is
a constant C, such that

t
|F(t,y,2)| < Celo 1% (14 g(Xy)) + K[yl + |2])

and . .
|H(t,y)| < Celo1X)ds 4 [¢ly|.
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Under (C.2), from [2] and [14], we know that there are two positive constants C,6 such

that sup,cp F7[e? I 1(Xs)ds) < Ce=9 and sup,ep E*[[}° 2o a(Xs)dsqr,] < +oo, then

sup EI[/ e2ls a(Xs)ds (gt 4 dL,)] < +oo.
reD 0

So by the negativity of A, u and condition (C.3) we have
B[ AR A0S (1t |g(X0) )t + L) <+
0

Therefore, by Theorem 2.1 in [11], there exists a unique pair of solution (Y*, Z%) for the
following BSDE

T T T
Y =Y+ / F(s, Y, Z7)ds +/ H(s, YF)dLs — / (Zﬁ, dMsg), t<T,
t t t (10)

tlim e%(AH“Lt)f/f =0, in L*(P").
—00

Furthermore, we have the following estimate
E* {sup e)\t-i-uLt ’}N/;IP + / e)\t-i-uLt ‘Zﬂzdt]
t 0
<op| / (B (1,0,0)dt + 1(1,0)PdLy)|
0

<c'Er| / AL Jy A (1 4 |g(X,)|P)dt + dLy)|.
0

Set V¥ =e” I A Xs)dsyz and ZF = e~ I 4(Xs)ds 7o Then Ito’s formula yields

AYF = — q(X;)e Jo 9X)dsye _ o= Jo a(X)ds oy Yo ZoVqy — e Jo 9(X)ds f (¢, Yo)d L,
§ e Batks e ang,
== Q(Xt)}/tx - F(t, Yy, th)dt — H{t, Y;x)st + <th’ dMy)

: 1 t . 1 >
and thm ez AL+ o 1 Xe)dsym = thm ez MFrL)YE = (. Moreover,
—00 — 0

0o
B |:Sllp e)\t+uLt+2 f(f q(Xs)ds|thx|2 + / e)\t+uLt+2 fot q(Xs)ds|Zt:c|2dt:|
t 0

< Cpr[ [T AR (1t (X))t + L)
0

Now we turn to prove the uniqueness of solution. We assume there exists another pair of
solution (Y, Z%) for BSDE (9). Set AY; = Y*~Y® AZ, = ZF—7ZF, AF, = F(t,Y*, Z¥)—
F(t,Y®, ZF) and AHy = H(t,Y®) — H(t,Y;®), then it follows that

t
de)\t+uLt+2 fo q(Xu)du|A}/t|2

= ML [y aX)du (9 X,)|AY,2dt — 20Y,AF,dt — 2AY;AHdLy + 20Y;(AZy, dM,)
+[AZ Pt + (A + 2(X,))|AY|PdE + p| A, PdLy).
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Fort < T,
t T s
eAt+‘uLt+2 fo q(XS)dS|AY%|2 + / e)\s+,uLs+2 fo Q(Xr)dr|AZs|2dS
t

T
— M Hplr+2 fOT q(Xs)ds|AYT|2 + / e)\s+uLs+2fos q(X")dT(QA}/SAFS _ )\|A}/S|2)d8
t

T T
n / e)\8+MLs+2 g q(XT)dr(2AY;AHS B M‘A}/;‘2)dLs . 2/ e)\8+uLs+2 I q(XT)dTA}/;<AZS,dM5>
t t

T
< AT +pLr+2 fOT q(XS)ds’AYTF + / e)\s+pLS+2fOs q(XT)dr(_za + K2 _ )\)\AYSP + ’AZslzdS
t

T \ T
+ / e)\s+uLs+2 foé q(XT)dT(—Zﬁ o ﬂ)|A}/;|2dLs o 2/ e)\s+uLs+2 fos q(XT)drA}/S<AZS, dMs>
t t

Therefore, it follows that

T
MARLE+2 I q(X")du|AY;g|2 < AT +uLr+2 Jo Q(Xs)ds|AYT|2

T
— 2/ 6)‘8+”L5+2 fos q(X“)duA}/s<AZSa dMs>
t

This implies

B |:e)\t+uLt+2 fotq(Xs)ds’ AY, ’2] < E* [eAT+uLT+2 I a(Xs)ds AYTIQ]'

Since lim E*[eMtrle+2 I 4(Xu)du| AY;|?] = 0 and the arbitrariness of T', we find that AY; =

o
0, P* — a.e.. The uniqueness is proved. [l

Corollary 2.
sup|[[Yg'|] < +o0. (11)
reD

Proof. Estimate (4) yields

|Y'Ox|2 _ Ex[|}/0x|2] < CE® [/ e)\t+MLt+2f(f Q(Xs)ds((l + |q(Xt)|2)dt + st):| )

0

By [14] and the assumptions in the last proposition,

sup E* [/ MHHLe2 fo a(X)ds (1 4 |q( X)) dt + st)} < +o0,
0

then (11) is obtained. O

Theorem 1. Under assumptions (i)-(v) and (C.1)-(C.3), Neumann problem (6) admits
a unique bounded weak solution.

Proof. Existence: Let (Y*, Z%) denote the solution of BSDE (9). Set up(z) = Y and
vo(z) = Z§. Then
ug(Xi) =Yy, wo(XY) = 2.
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We consider the following PDE:

%Aﬂ—k <b,~va> +qi+ f(-,ug,v9) =0, on D; (12)
(Vu, ) + h(-,up) =0, on oD,

with f(z,y,2) = 2¢(2)G(z) + 2(b, VG)(z) + G(z) + f(z,y + 2G, 2z + 2VG) and h(z,y) =
h(z,y + 2G(x)). It is known that linear PDE (12) has a unique bounded weak solution
@ € H'(D) (see Theorem 3.1 in [14]). Next we will prove that % = ug and Vi = vp.

We begin with the following decomposition:

di(Xy) =(Va(Xy), dMy) — h( Xy, uo(Xe))dLe — q(Xe)u(Xy)dt — f( X, uo(Xe), vo(Xe))dt
=(Vau(Xy), dMy) — q(Xe)u(Xy)dt — H(t,Y{")dL, — F(t, Y, Z).

Set uy = u(X;) — up(Xy) and z; = Va(X;) — vo(X:), then
duy = —q(Xp)updt + (Z¢, dMy).
A simple calculation yields
delo 90X)ds g, — ofoa(Xo)ds iz gary,
and for any t < T', by (C.1), we have
0< efgq(xs)d3|ﬂt| _ |Ew[efqu(XS)dSﬁT|}}]|
< (o + lluollo0) B*[elo 1X5|F) = 0, T = co.
Therefore, we found u; = 0, z; = 0. This yields
a(Xy) = up(Xy), Va(Xy) = vo(Xy).
u(x) = E*[u(Xo)] = E*[uo(Xo)] = uo(z) and Vu(z) = E*[Vu(Xo)] = Elvo(Xo)] = vo().
It follows that @ is a weak solution of the following PDE
%Aa + (b, V@) 4 qi+ f(-,@, Vi) =0, on D
(Vu, ) + h(-,a) =0, on dD.
Therefore, u = 4 + 2G is a solution of PDE (6).

Uniqueness: If «/ is another weak solution of PDE (6), it is easy to check that ((u' +
2G)(X}), V(u'4+2G) (X)) is another solution of BSDE (9). By the uniqueness of the solution
for this BSDE, u = u/ is obtained. O

Now we come to the probabilistic interpretation of the solution.

Theorem 2. If u is the weak solution of Neumann boundary problem (6), the process
u(Xy) satisfies the following differential equation, for 0 < s <'t,

w(X) — u(Xy) = — / GXu(X0) + (X u(X,), Vu(X,))dr — / (Vu(X,), @)L,

_/ g(Xr)*er+/ (Vu(X,), dM,).
(13)
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Proof. If u is the weak solution of PDE (6), then @ = u — 2G is the weak solution of (8).
It is obtained that

a(xX;) — alX /f (X)), V (X»)dr—/( Ja(x dr—/h i(X,))dL,

/ (Vii(X,), dM,).

s

By Proposition 2,

u(Xy) — u(Xs) =u(Xy) — u(Xs) + 2G(Xy) — 2G(Xs)
/ f(X,,a(X (XT))dr—/ q(X,,)zl(X,,)dr—/ hX,,u(X,))dL,
/ (Va(X,), dM,) + 2 / VG(X,). ML) + 2 / VG (X, )dr
t oG t
+2 S 84(X LT—/SVG*dX,,

:/ (Vu(X,),dM,) —/ (X u(X,) + G(X,) + f(Xp, u(X,), Vu(X,))dr

OG

Z?n — (X)) — h( Xy, u(X,))dL,.

t
— / VG xdX, +
Noting that div(g — VG) = —G and by Lemma 2, we have
t t
G(X,)dr = / (9 — VQ) *dX,.
Therefore, (13) is proved. O

5. PDEs with Nonlinear Divergence Terms
In this section, we assume the divergence term g satisfies Lipschitz condition (vi). Let us
consider the Picard sequence (u™),>1 defined by u® = 0 and for all n € N* we denote by

u™ the solution of the linear PDE:

1
§Au” + qu” + (b, Vu") — divg(-, v, Vu" ) + f(,u", Vu") =0, on D;
(Vu" —2g(-,u™ 1 V"), i) + h(-,u™) =0, on dD.

From Section 4, we know that u" exists uniquely.

5.1. Analytic method

Theorem 3. Under conditions (C.1)-(C.3) and (i)-(vii) with k < & and o large enough,
assume also q is bounded, then Neumann problem (1) admits a unique weak solution.
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Proof. For simplicity, we set f,(z) = f(x,u"(z), Vu™(z)), hn(z) = h(z,u"(z)) and g, (x) =
g(x,u"(x), Vu"(x)). By further calculation, we get

”V(un-i-l o un)H2 :2((b,V(u”+1 _ un)>7un+1 _ un) + 2(gn _ gn_hv(un-i-l o un))
+ 2" —u"), (T = ") + 2(farr — fr,u" T =)

— / (g1 — hy) (W™ —u™)do
oD
1 2k?
<MPer|[ V(™ —u™) | + a\lu"“ —u"|® + ;IIU" —u"

+ el V(" — )P+ 2(—a + M) [u" T — P+ e[V (T — )2

K2 n+1 n|2 / n+1 n|2
+ —[lu"" ="+ 28 [u" —u"|*do,
€3 oD
where M = sup,, |b(x)|, My = sup,cp q(z). Then
(1 — M261 — €9 — eg)HV(u”+1 — u")|]2
n n—12 / 1 K2 n+1 ni2
§g||u —u ||H1+(2(—@+M1+5\|T7”||)+a+€)||u —u"[|%.

Hence,

2k? -
(1= M — e —eg) ™ —w[f < Tl — w3

1 K?
+(1— M?%e; —e2 — €3+ 2(—a+ My + | Tr|) + o + g)\lu"“ —u"?.

2v2
3(% —V/2k)), then we can choose €1, €2, €3 > 0 such that

As k < == and a large enough (i.e. —oz—l—Ml—l—ﬁ’HTrH—i—%—l—\/(—a + My + B||Tr|| + 2)2 + 6M? <

1—M2€1—62—63>0,

2 / 1 K?
1— M%ep —ea — €3 —2a+ 2M; + 20| Tr|| + — + — <0,
€1 €3

2k‘2 < 62(1 — M2€1 — €9 — 63),

(For example, one can take M?e; = e3 = %(—a—i—Ml—FB’HTTH—i-%—i-\/(—a + M+ 3)2 4+ 6M?), e =
M251+53—1 )
Sata—

k)2
e2(1—M?e1—ea—e3

Set v = y < 1. It follows that

™ = [F <Al =T < <"l

Therefore, {u"} is a Cauchy sequence in H'(D), and we denote the limit of {u"} by u. For
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any test function ¢ € C*°(D), we have

1
—/D<Vu, V¢>(x)dx—/D(b, Vu>(x)¢(x)dx+/Dq(x)u(x)dx

2
~ lim (% /D V", Vo) (z)dz — /D (b, V™) (2) () d + /D q(w)u"(az)daz)
= ([ p@ewiet [ ga0vo@ -3 [ hu@oiow)

1
:/Df(a:,u, Vu)(b(a:)da:—F/D(g(',u, Vu), Vo) (x)dr — §/<9D h(z,u)p(z)do(x),

where the last equality is due to

‘f(x7un7 Vun) - f(xvuv Vu)’ < ‘aHu - un‘ + K’VU — Vun’7
9o, V) — gla,u, V)| < k(lu— o™ + [Vu — u ),

and
/ (™) — (e, w1 | $(a) dor(z) < ( / 16(2)do)
oD oD
< /8 lofo)fPde)
< 18I( /a lola)da)t Tl |

— 0, n — oo.

=

’ Hh(vun) - h('7un_1)HL2(8D)

ATl - A w™) = A un |

N

Therefore, u € H'(D) is a weak solution for (1).

Suppose u, u are two weak solutions, we obtain that

IV (u = @)|* =2((b, V(u — @), u — @) + 2(g(-,u, Vu) = g(-, 3,
+2(q(u — @), (u =) +2(f (- u, Vu) = f(- a,

- / (h(z,u) — h(z,u))(u —a)do(x).
oD
By the same method in the proof of existence, there is a constant v < 1 such that
lu =l < yllu—alf,

which implies that u = u. [l

5.2. Probabilistic Method

In this section, we simply assume b = 0 in PDE (1), and consider the symmetric reflecting
diffusions correspondingly. Actually, we can combine the drift term (b, Vu) and nonlinear
term f(z,u,Vu) into a new nonlinear term F(x,u, Vu) := (b, Vu) + f(x,u, Vu) so that
this assumption is realized, without weakening our result. The solution for the nonlinear
PDE will be given by probabilistic method independent of the analytic one.
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Setting u" = 0, we consider the following PDE:

1
§Au" + qu" — divg(-,u™ 1, Vu" ) + f(-,u", Vu") =0, on D,
(Vu™ — 2g(-,u™ 1, Va1, @) + h(-,u™) =0, on dD.

(15)

By Theorem 1, (15) admits a unique solution u™ for every n € N.

Let m denote the Lebesgue measure on D and set the pobability space Q' = D ® Q and
probability P™ = m ® P. {X;}+>¢ is the reflecting Brownian motion in domain D of the
following form:

t
Xt—XS:Bt—BSJr/ﬁ(X,,)dL,,, Vo< s<t.

It is known that, {X;}:>0 is a symmetric diffusion with initial distribution m.
By the symmetricalness, we know that

t
B(s,t) = 2X, — 2X,+ B, — B, = B, — B; — 2/ (X, )dL,,

which is a backward martingale under P™ with respect to the backward filtration F, =
o{X,|r € [s,00)}.

For g = (g1, ,gn) : RV — RY asin Section 3 we define the backward stochastic integral
as follows

t
/ (X, )dBi = (L hmZg Xi,, ) Bt 41), (16)

where the limit is over the partition s =ty <t; < --- <t, =t and § = max;(tj4+1 — t;).
In this case, for 0 < s < t, one has

/Stg *dX, = /St<g(Xr),dBr> + /St(g(Xr),dB,,> +2/St<97ﬁ>(Xr)dLr. (17)

The following lemma is from [12].

Lemma 3. (Ito’s Formula) Assume that (Y, Z) is a solution of the following BSDE
T T T T
Yi=Ye [(ZndB)+ [ 100 Zodr [ B YA+ [ XY 2) v X,
t t t t
Then, ¥t € [0,T], one has P™—almost surely,
T T T
Y, |? =|v7|* - 2/ Y, (Z,,dB,) +2/ er(X,,,Y,n,Zr)dr+2/ Y, h(X,,Y,)dL,
t t t
T T T
w2 [ Vg Ve z) e - [ 1ZPdr vz [ (XY 20), 2
t t t

Theorem 4. Under assumptions (C.1)-(C.3) and (i)-(vii) with k < 2\[

enough, then Neumann problem (1) admits a unique bounded weak solution.

and « large
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Proof. Existence: As u" is the solution of (14), by Theorem 2, we have
w000 () = [ (a6, — [ a8 ()~ [ 500006, T (%)
+/t(Vu",ﬁ>(Xr)dLr - /tg(Xr,u”_l(Xr),Vu"_l(Xr)) * dX,
/t(Vu"( 2).dB,) — / §(X, )0 (X, )dr —/ £ (X 0™ (X,), T (X,))dr
/ B(X,, u"(X,))dL, — /t(g(Xr,u" (X,), Va1 (X,)),dB, + dB,).
Applying Itd’s formula to e I A(Xp)drtAttple | (bl ) (X,)|2, we get

2f0 (X,) dr—i—)\t—l—uLt’( n+l un)(Xt)‘g n /tT o2y Q(Xs)ds—i-)\r—l-qulv(un—l—l - u")(Xr)Fdr
—2ly 4(X)dr AT Hpler | (bl ny(X))2 — /T 2 Jo a(Xe)dsdrulr (L _ gy (X Y |2(Adr + pdL,)
t
_2/ o2y a(Xs) JdstArtule (X)) — 4™ (X)) (V (T — u™)(X,), dB,)
t
2 / 25 AN 0L (1 (X, ) — (X)) (s (X)) = foX,))dr
+2/t 203 a(X)dsTAT+ALr (L (XY (X)) (Bt (X0 ) — i (X,))d Ly
+2/t 2o X)X L (gt gyn g g V(X )dr

+2 / ¢? Jo aXddstArtnle (et L — o) (X)) (g( X, u" (X)), VU~ (X)), dB, + dB,).
t

Taking expectation E™ on both sides of the above equality, and letting 7" tends to infinity,
since u" is bounded, we have

lim Em[ 2f0 (X7r) dr’( n+l )(Xt)’2] -0

t—00

and

[ 2f0 (X7r) dr+)\t+uLt|( n+l un)(Xt)|2 i /Oo 62 fOT q(XS)d5+)‘T+“LT|V(u"+1 _ u")(Xr)|2dr]
t

oo - K2
< Em/ e2f0 q(Xu)du+ r+pLy ((_)\ —%2a+ _)‘(un+1 _ Un)(Xr)’2 + el‘v(un+1 _ u”)(X,,)P)dr
t €1
+ egEm/ o2 Jo q(Xs)ds-i-)\r-i-uLT-’v(un—i-l _ u")(Xr)\zdr
t

+ (_26 _ ,U*)Em/ 2f0 (Xs)ds+Ar+uLy, ‘( nt+l Un)(Xr)’2dLr
t

2k?
+ ;Em/t 2f0 (Xs) ds+)\r+,qu|( _ ’LLn_l)(Xr)|2 + |v(un _ u”_l)(Xr)|2dr.
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By further calculation, we obtain

2

K
B |:()\ + 20 — 6_)/ 2f0 (Xs) ds—i—)\r—i-qu‘( n+1l _ u")]Z(Xr)dr
1 t

+(1—e — 62)/ e2for q(Xs)ds+)\r+uLT-|v(un+1 _ u")|2(Xr)dr
t

2
< %Em/ 2f0 (Xs) ds—i—)\r—i-qu(’(u _ un_l)(Xr)’2 + ’v(un N u”_l)(Xr)lz)dr.
t

€2

Suppose k < ﬁ, and choose A, €1, €2 such that A + 2a — If—f =1—¢€ —e and k% <
e2(l—e1—e2)

(For example, set €5 = 1_261, we can choolse €1 € (0,1) such that

1—e — 1—¢)? 1
21 ;1 €2) - ( 861) € (k‘z,g), ie. 0<e <1—2V2k

Furthermore, if positive number « large enough satisfying

2 K?
NG
2 1—2v2k
then we can choose A\ < 0 such that
K? K? 1-—
A= 204+ 4l =20+ 1% g
€1 €1 2

It also satisfies A > —2a + K2.)

_ 2k2
Set Y= 62(1—61—62)’

then it follows
Em/ 2f0 (Xs)ds+Ar+uLy (|(un+1 _ un)(XT)|2 + |V(un+l _ u")(Xr)|2)dr
t
S'YEm/ e2f0rq(Xs)ds+)\r+,qu(|(un o u”_1)|2(XT) + |v(un _ u"_1)|2(Xr))dr
t
<... < ,YnEm / e2 fOT q(XS)ds+>\r+,qu(‘u1’2(Xr) + ’VUIF(XT))CZT.
t
By standard calculation, since
62 fot q( X )dr-+Xt+pLe |’LL1 (Xt) |2 i /oo 62 fOT q(Xs)ds+Ar+uLy, |Vu1 (XT)|2dr
t

T T T s
_ / 2 Jo q(Xs)ds-i-)\r-i-uLT-’ul(Xr)’2()\dT + ,udLr) _ 2/ 2 Io q(Xs)ds+)\r+quu1(Xr)<vul (‘X*T,)7 dBr>

t t

T .
+2/ 2f0 (Xs) ds—l—)\r—l—qu ( r)fl (Xr)dr +9 / 62 fg Q(Xs)ds+>\r+,quu1 (Xr)hl (Xr)dLr
t t

T . _
+2 / ¢ o (XA (Tt o) (X, )dr +2 / ¢ Jo AL L (X, ) go((X, ) (d By + dBy),
t t
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then, by the boundedness of u!, f, h, g, we obtain

K2
Em [()\ + 920 — _)/ 2f0 (Xs) ds+)\r+qu‘u1(Xr)’2dT
€1 Jt
+ (1 e — 62)/ o2 Iy q(Xu)du—I—)\r—l—qu‘vul (XT»)FCZT
t

SEm[/C’O egforq(Xs)ds-i-)\r-HiLr((‘ul(Xr)fO(Xr)’ + ;‘QO(XT)P)CZT‘F ‘ul(Xr)ho(Xr)‘dLr)}.
t 2

Therefore, (efot q(XS)dS"'%)‘H%“Ltu"(Xt) e2 Jo a(Xs)ds+ g N+ FuLegyn (X1)) is a Cauchy Sequence
in L2(92 x [0,00)). We denote the limit as (Y, Z;). Set

}/2 —¢ fO q(Xs)d 7)\ 2uLtY Zt —¢ fO (Xs)ds— )\ Q;J,LtZ

Then, it is easy to check that (Y, Z) is the solution of the following BSDE

7

T T T T
Y=Y+ / (Z,,dB,) - / o(X,)Y,dr / F(X0s Yo Z,)dr + / (Z,, @)L,
t t t t

T
_/ g(XhYYTaZr)*era (18)
t

{ tlim elo a(Xr)dr+3 M+auley; — 0, in L*(Q, P).

Set ug = E*[Yp] and vg = E*[Zp]. Consider the following linear equation

1
EA& + qu — div(g(-, uo,v0)) + f(-,up,v9) =0, on D,
<va—2g('7u07?}0)7ﬁ>+h(’7u0) =0, on 8D7

and by the same method in Section 4, we find that ug = @ and vg = Vu. Therefore, 4 is a
weak solution for PDE (1).

Uniqueness: Suppose that @ is another weak solution of PDE (1). By the same method
in Theorem 2 (set g(z) = g(z,a(x), Vi(z))), we find V; = w(X;), Z; = Vu(X;) satisfies
the following BSDE

T T
n:yT+/ <Zr,dBr>—/ Ydr—/ F(X,. Y, dr—i—/ (Z,,7)dL,
t t t

T
_/ g(XTay;WZT)*dXTy
t

thm eJo dXr)dr+3 2 M+ gnley, — 0, in L*(Q, P¥).
—00
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By Ito’s formula, we get
T
62 fg q( X )dr4+Mt+pLy ’Y; _ }72‘2 + / 62 Jo a(Xs)ds+Ar4pLy ’Zr _ Zr’2d7‘
t
_ / e2for q(Xs)ds-i-)\r-i-uLT-‘Y;n _ Y}P()\d?‘ + ,udLr)
t

_2/ 2 I5 aX)dsthrtulecy (7~ 7. dB,)
t

2 /t 2 Js XN UL (Y (F(X, Yo, Z,) — F(Xy Y Z0))dr

+2/ 2 g aX)dstxr+ule (y VY (R(X,, Ys)) — B(Xy, Yy)dL,
t

+2/ 2f0 (Xs)ds+Ar+pLy, (Z Z (Xr,Yer) _ g(XT,YT, Zﬁ)dr

t

+2/ 2f0 (Xs)ds+Ar+pLy (Y Y)( (XT,YT,ZT) —g(Xr,Yr,Zr),dBr +dBr>.
t

By the properties of f, g, h, it follows that

2 2 [e%¢)
[()\ + 20 — K_ o %)/ €2for q(XS)dSJ’_)‘TJ’_uLT"YT o YT‘2
t

€1 €2

2k2 [ r B
+ (1 — €1 — €2 — ;)/ 62f0 ‘I(XS)d5+>\7‘+HLr|ZT _ Zr|2] <0
t

As stated before, we choose A, €1, €2 such that A—2a— [e{—f =1—€—eand k2 < Q(L;_EQ),
then we obtain

Em[/ 62 for q(XS)d8+)‘T+”L"’YT . YT’2 + ’Zr _ ZT’2] <0
t

This implies that |Y; — Y;|> = 0 and |Z; — Z|? = 0 for every t > 0, which provide that
u =4 and Vu = Vu. O

The following theorem summerizes the relationship between PDEs and BSDEs. The first
part can be proved easily as in Theorem 2 and the second part follows the uniqueness in
the last theorem.

Theorem 5. (1) If u is the weak solution of PDE (1), then Yy = u(Xy) and Z; = Vu(Xy)
solves BSDE (18).

(2) Suppose f,g,h and q satisfy conditions (C.1)-(C.83) and (i)-(vi), if (Y,Z) is the
solution of BSDE (18), then u(z) = E*[Y}] is the weak solution of PDE (1).
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