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Representation Formula for Viscosity Solution to a
PDE Problem involving Pucci’s Extremal
Operator

Marco Pozza*

Abstract

We provide a representation formula for viscosity solutions to an
elliptic Dirichlet problem involving Pucci’s extremal operators. This
is done through a dynamic programming principle derived from [7].
The formula can be seen as a nonlinear extension of the Feynman—Kac
formula.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35J60, 60H30.

Keywords: Nonlinear Feynman—Kac formula; Pucci’s extremal operators;
Viscosity solutions; Dynamic programming principle.
1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to provide a representation formula for the
viscosity solution to the problem

1
577;:1\ (D2u) + f(z) =0, x €D,
u(z) = g(x), x € 0D,

(1)

where D is a bounded domain satisfying an exterior cone condition, f and
g are two continuous function in D, and 73;: A 1s Pucci’s maximal operator.

Let us recall here the definition of Pucci’s maximal operator: given two
parameters A > A > 0, for any symmetric N x N matrix 5,

PialS) =A> N+ A,
Ai>0 Ai<0

where {)\i}i\il are the eigenvalues of S, or equivalently

PiA(S) = Dhax tr(AS),
MA
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where Mﬁ\v A is the set containing the N x N symmetric matrix such that their
eigenvalueé are in [\, A]. Pucci’s extremal operators represent an important
prototype of fully nonlinear operators and as such they are the main subject
of many papers, as in e.g. [0, 8, 17]. These operators also have a central role
in the study of the regularity of viscosity solutions to fully nonlinear second
order PDEs, as can be seen in the monograph of Cabré and Caffarelli [4].
For a comprehensive treatment of the theory of viscosity solution we refer to
[5].

We will prove that the viscosity solution to (1) is given by the formula

T
e)i= s (g (Xzos) + [ 1 (xz)at). @
oceA 0
where A is a set that will be defined later, {X,}sc4 is a collection of sto-
chastic processes and 7, is the exit time of X, from the domain D. The
connection with the well known Feynman—-Kac formula is evident, indeed
this is to all intents and purposes a nonlinear extension of the Feynman—Kac
formula.

The main tool to prove (2) is a dynamic programming principle, which
will be illustrated later and is an adaptation of the one presented by Denis,
Hu and Peng in [7]. It is obtained using stochastic control techniques, in this
regard we cite, among the others, [2, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13]. We point out that in
[7] this principle is used to give a representation formula to a Cauchy type
problem involving a sublinear operator which generalize Pucci’s maximal
operators and is related to nonlinear expectation, a topic thoroughly studied
by Peng in this and in many other articles, see [14] for a complete overview
of this subject. We recall that in [16], we have used the same techniques
to prove a representation formula for solutions to a more general class of
nonlinear parabolic PDEs.

Another representation formula for solutions of the problem (1) has been
proposed by Blanc, Manfredi and Rossi in [3] under the additional assump-
tion that D satisfies a uniform exterior sphere condition. They approximate
the viscosity solution to (1) using a family of functions {u.}, where, for any
€ > 0, u. is given as a supremum over all the possible strategies of the ex-
pected outcome of a game. Roughly speaking, we can say that u. tends to
the function represented by formula (2) as € tends to 0.

We conclude pointing out that our method can be extended, going along
the same lines of [16], to obtain representation formulas for viscosity solutions
to more general Dirichlet problems.

Notation

Here we fix the notation and some conventions that we will use later. We
also recall some basic results. Assume that we have a filtered probability
space (9, F, {Ft}ie[0,), P), then



F is a complete o—algebra on 2;

the stochastic process {W }4¢(0,00) Will denote the N dimensional Brow-
nian motion under IP;

{Fi}teo,00) 18 the filtration defined by {W},c(o o) satisfying the usual
condition of completeness and right continuity;

{Wiseltoo) = {Ws — Wikseltoo) 18 @ Brownian motion independent
from {WS}SG[W] by the strong Markov property;

{Fi}sept00) 1s the filtration generated by {W{} cpy o) which we assume
satisfy the usual condition and is independent from JF;

we will say that a stochastic process {H;}icjo,) is adapted if H; is
Fi—measurable for any t € [0, 00);

we will say that a stochastic process {Ht}te[o,oo) is progressively mea-
surable, or simply progressive, if, for any 7' € [0,00), the applica-
tion that to any (¢,w) € [0,T] x  associate Hy(w) is B([0,T]) x Fr—
measurable;

a function on R is called cadlag if is right continuous and has left limit
everywhere;

a cadlag (in time) process is progressive if and only if is adapted;

Foo i= 0o (F|t € [0,00));

if A € RV*M then AT will denote its transpose and eig 4 its spectrum;
(Frobenius product) if A, B € RV*M then

N M
(A, B) :=tr (ABT) = Z Z A; ;B j;

i=1 j=1

M=

M
if A€ RV*M then |A| will denote the norm +/(A, A) = Zl Aij;
J:

i=1

SV is the set containing all the symmetric matrix of RV*" and Sf is
its the subset containing all the positive definite matrix;

M&YA = {Ae 8V :eigy C [N ANV].



2 Proof of the Result

We start defining what we mean with wiscosity solution to the second order
PDE problem
F (z,u(z), Vu(z), D*u(z)) = 0, (3)

where F' is a arbitrary continuous function. For a detailed overview of the
viscosity solution theory we refer to [5].

Definition 2.1. Given an upper semicontinuous function u we say that a
function ¢ is a supertangent to w at x if x is a local maximizer of u — ¢.
Similarly we say that a function 1 is a subtangent to a lower semicontinuous
function v at x if = is a local minimizer of v — .

Definition 2.2. An upper semicontinuous function wu is called a viscosity
subsolution to (3) if, for any suitable x and C? supertangent ¢ to u at x,

F(ﬂ:,u(:ﬂ),Vgp(ﬂ:),D%p(:ﬂ)) > 0.

Similarly a lower semicontinuous function v is called a viscosity supersolution
to (3) if, for any suitable 2 and C? subtangent ¢ to v at x,

F (z,v(z), V{(z), D*¢(z)) < 0.

Finally a continuous function w is called a viscosity solution to (3) if it is
both a super and a subsolution to (3).

The next definition is crucial to our problem, as we will show later.

Definition 2.3. We will call a set C C RN a convex cone if for every
x,y € C then x +y € C and ax € C for any non negative a.

We will say that a set D satisfies the exterior cone condition if, for any
x € 0D, there is a convex cone C' with int C' # () and a positive § such that
(x+C)NDnN Bs(x) = {x}.

We will deal with the following problem:

Problem 2.4. Let D C R” be an open bounded set which satisfies an
exterior cone condition. Given A, A in R such that 0 < A < A, we consider
the Pucci’s extremal operator P;\L A defined by

P/J\F,A(S) = A?ﬁv (4, 5), for any S e $%.
A

We further consider two continuous functions f, ¢ : R — R, and denote by
¢ a positive constant such that max(|f(z)| V |g(z)]) < ¢.
D

Te
We want to study the solution u to the elliptic PDE
1
577;:/\ (D*u) + f(x) =0, x €D,
u(z) = g(z), x € dD.



For the above problem a comparison result holds true, as a consequence
of the maximum principle proved in [4].

Theorem 2.5. Let u and v be respectively a subsolution and a supersolution
to problem 2.4 such that uw < v on dD. Then u <wv on D.

Usually, to obtain representation formulas for viscosity solutions to a
second order PDE with linear operator, is useful to use a matrix o such
that ool is the diffusion part of the operator. We point out that every
positive semidefinite matrix can be decomposed in this way. Using a similar
approach, we define the set K made up by the matrices o € RV*¥ such that
ool e ./\/(f\\{A, so that we can write

P;:A(S) = max <O’0’T, S> . (4)

ogeK

For each ¢ € K, t € [0,00) and ¢ € L? (Q,]:t;IRN), we define the linear
operator L, such that, for any S € $%,

<0‘O‘T,S>,

L,(S) :=

N | =

the stochastic process
S
XS ::<+/ odW,, 5 € [t,00), (5)
t

and Té’c as the exit time of X2° from D, i.e.,
7hC = inf {5 € [0,00) : Xﬁ,’ﬁﬂ ¢ D} . (6)

For notation’s sake we will omit the dependence from o of X and 7 when
obvious and we will write Xg7s and T§,s instead of ngg and 7'(9,’34, respectively.

It is well known from the Feynman—Kac formula that the viscosity solu-
tion to the problem

{ Ly (D*v) + f(z) =0, zeD,
v(z) = g(x), x € 0D,

is given by
v(z) = E (g (x2.) +/O " F(xz) dt> .

1
Moreover, since 577; A = Mmax L, basic properties of viscosity solutions yield
’ (2SS
that

u(z) == sup E <g <X§7T§> + /Oﬂf F(X3,) dt)

ceK



is a subsolution to problem 2.4.

Our method to obtain representation formulas relies on a dynamic pro-
gramming principle which is an adaptation of the one presented by Denis,
Hu and Peng in |7, Proposition 45| and is based on a construction on a
broader set which contains K. This set, which we call A, is made up of the
progressive processes o : [0,00) x  — RY*¥ which are cadlag, i.e. right
continuous and left bounded, on [0, 00) and such that, for any ¢ € [0, 00) and
w € Q, the eigenvalues of (co7)(t,w) belong to [\, A]Y. A is obviously non
empty, since it contains K. Furthermore we have by our assumptions that,
for any p > 0 and T € [0,00), A C LP([0,T] x ), thus we endow A with
with the topology of the L? convergence on compact set, which is to say
that a sequence in A converges to an element of A if and only if it converges
in L2([0,T] x Q) for any T € [0, c0).

For any a.e. finite stopping time p, an useful subset of A, which we will use
later, is A”, which consists of the o belonging to A such that {01+ }ec(0,00)
is progressive with respect to the filtration {F/ }te[O,oo)' Trivially A° = A.

We point out that if o € AP, then the process {X g:z +t} +€[0,00) is progressive

with respect to the filtration {F/ }te[o )- Moreover, as a consequence of the
definition, we have
PralS)

— T
= 01’%514}2 <0-p+to-p+t’ S 5

since this is true for each w € Q and ¢ € [0, 00), thanks to (4).

The dynamic programming principle is, in our case as in [7], an instru-
ment that permit us to break a stochastic trajectory in two or more parts
(this intuitively explain why we require o to be cadlag in time), i.e., for any
a.e. finite stopping time p,

PTG
u(z) =sup E (Yap <Xg,p/\7'§> —i—/o f(X7,) ds>

oceA
PATE
— sup sup E <Y;’, (X;MTQC) + / £(x2) d5> (7)
ocAa'cA 7 0 ’
PATS
=supE <ess sup IE (Y(ﬁ(y)‘y = X;p/\ﬂ) + / f(XZ,) ds>,
oceA o'eA ’ 0 '

where

YEQ) =g (X2, )+ /0 - J(X85,.) ds.

0,p+To

To prove it, we proceed by steps analyzing, for any ¢ € L? (Q,fp;ﬁ), the

functions Y (¢) and ®,(¢) := esssup E(YZ(¢)|F,). We point out that the
ocA
initial datum ¢ here represents the first part of the trajectory defined by X,

broken off at p, i.e. is a generalization of the term X7 , in (7), moreover

7575 = max{r¥ — p,0}. (8)



Further notice that, given two a.e. finite stopping times p and p’ such that
p < p/, the definition yields

, o/ TS
Ve =y (xes, L) [ () as o)
Remark 2.6. The reason why we require the elements of A to be cadlag in
time can be understood looking at the second identity of (7). While it is
clearly true in A, since given two elements o1, 02 in A 031 := 011X {1<p} +
02,4 X{t>py belongs to A, this could not be valid in a space with time contin-
uous elements.

We preliminarily study the continuity of Y/ and 75, where p is an a.e.
finite stopping time.

Lemma 2.7. For any a.e. finite stopping time p, x € RN and o € A, define

the stopping time 75" := inf {s € [0,00) : X7, ¢ D}. Then

P(rP* =77%) =1 (10)
for any a.e. finite stopping time p, x € RN and o € A.

The identity (10) will be used in theorem A.2 and remark A.3 to prove
the continuity of the exit times and consequently will allow us to prove the
continuity of our candidate viscosity solution. In the proof of the Lemma we
will employ the exterior cone condition for D.

Proof. The statement is obvious if z ¢ D, while, if instead = € D, by (8) it
is equivalent to

P (77X = 0) =1, (11)

for any a.e. finite stopping time p and o € A. Instead of (11) we will prove
the stronger result
PFEPY =0)=1 (12)

for any a.e. finite stopping time p, 0 € A, € D and y € 9D.

We will proceed by steps.

Step 1. Using the same proof of |1, Proposition I11.3.1] we have that, for any
o€ Aand z € 9D, P(7* =0) = 1.

Step 2. Since for any a.e. finite stopping time p and o € A” we can take a
o € A such that, for any y € 0D, X Upfp/ ., and X%t have the same distribution,
we have that 75 and 72 have the same distribution, and consequently (12)
is true for any a.e. finite stopping time p, o € A” and y € 0D.

Step 3. Fix an a.e. finite stopping time p and consider the set

n

o€ Aol = ZXAiUi’[P,OO)7 where {o;}i-y C AP
1=0

and {4;};, is a F,partition of Q

7



n
For each o := ) xa,0; € J, (12) holds true for any y € 9D since, by the
=0

previous step,

n

P50 =0) =3P (41 {757 = 0}) = > P(A)P (752 = 0)
1=0 1=0

Step 4. As a consequence of the density of the simple functions and since
each set in F is the result of intersections and unions of sets in F, and F5,
fixed a 0 € A we know that it is the limit of a sequence in J. Therefore,
fixed a @ € A and two positive constants « and &, we will prove that there
exists a o € J such that

P(72Y > 70V +a) <e. (13)

Notice that by the previous step 75Y = 0 a.e. for any o € J, thus (13) is
equivalent to
P(72Y > a) <,

therefore the arbitrariness of @, y, p, @ and € proves (12) for any a.e. finite
stopping time p, o € A and y € 9D concluding the proof.

Fix an a.e. finite stopping time p, y € 0D and define for any o € J the
stopping times

75 = inf {t € [0,00) : ;é%‘left —z| > ﬁ}.

By proposition A.1 we can take a positive T" depending only on D, ¢, \ and
€
e such that P (72Y > T') < 3 Similarly we can choose a 3, depending on «
€
and e, such that P Tf >7Y 4 a) < 3 for any o € 7, in fact if that would

not be true we should have, thanks to the reverse Fatou’s lemma,

P(7Y > ) > limsup P <7—(§ > 7Y 4 a) >

£
B—0 3

for some y € D, in contradiction with the previous step. Thus we have that
P(72Y > 70V 4 a) <P <T§ > 70V a) +P(72Y > T)
+P ({ng > Tf} u{mY < T})

2
<P <{?§’y > Tf} u{m? < T}) + 36



Finally Markov’s and Burkholder—Davis—Gundy’s inequalities yield

P <{?§’y > Tf} U {7 < T})

<P ({ XPY  _ xPY
- Evp+rf 0,p+ 7o

1 2 c T
< E| sup ‘Xi”y _XPY ‘ <°‘E (/ o) — at|2dt> ,
52 (te[O,T] o,p+t ,ptt ﬁ2 0
where c is an independent constant, hence we can choose a ¢ € J such that
€
P <{F§’y > Tf} u{72¥ < T}) <3 proving (13). O

> B} N {7 < T})

The previous lemma permit us to use theorem A.2 and remark A.3 to
prove that:
Proposition 2.8. The function (t,z,0) € [0,00) x RN x A — 756 is, under
our assumptions, continuous in probability.

Lemma 2.9. Under our assumptions there exists a constant ¢, which de-
pends only on £, X\ and D such that

E(|Y2(QP) <e (14)

for any a.e. finite stopping time p, 0 € A and ¢ € L? (Q,]—"p;ﬁ). Further-
more the function

Y :[0,00) x RN x A — LY R)
(t,z,0) — Y (2)

s continuous and, for any a.e. finite stopping time p, the family of functions
{YZ}sen is uniformly equicontinuous.

Proof. Proposition A.1 yields (14), while the continuity is just a consequence

of (14), proposition 2.8 and the dominated convergence theorem. Thus we

only have to show the equicontinuity.

To prove the uniform equicontinuity we fix a positive € and find a § for which
E(Yy(x) - Y7 (W)]) <e

for any 0 € A, * € RY and y € Bs(r). Preliminarily fix an a.e. finite

stopping time p and note that, by Hoélder’'s and Markov’s inequalities and

proposition A.1, we can choose a 1" > 0 such that

N[

E(YZ(2)=Y2(y)l; " = T) = (B ([Yf(2) = Y£(W)P))? (B(r"" = T))? <

(e

Wl m



for any z,y € RV and o € A. Similarly we can, given an o > 0 that will be
fixed later, use theorem A.2 to obtain a ¢ such that, for any o € A, z € RY
and y € Bs(z),

E(Y(2) = Y2(y)l: |7 = 7Y > a) < <.
Therefore we just have to prove that

E(Y7(2) = Y7 @) {l7"" =77V < a} 0 {r"* <T}) < %

Now define 7, := 7P AT, 7 = (1, — ) V (77Y A (7, + ) and let
Vemg (X05) + [ (Xpr) ds
Y,

s=a(x,)+ [ o) as
Since Y, = Y{(z) and Y, = Y (y) on {|77" — 77Y| < a} N {77" < T}, we
have that
E(Yy (z) = Y2 ()l {|7" = 77Y] < af n{77" <T}) < E(|Yz = Yy),
so to conclude the proof we will show that, for a suitable 4,

(Y, - Y,)) < 5 (15)

for any 0 € A, * € RY and y € Bs(z).
For any fixed o € A, from our assumptions it follows that

E(Y: -Y,) <E ( (9 (Xp5) —9 (X,’fffy) \ +al

e [0 o) s gl ar).
0

hence to prove (15) we will give an upper bound to the right side of this
inequality. Notice that
)

(16)

E < XP7$ _ Xp’y

2
> <2E <|vam _xPV ‘2 + ‘Xpyy _ xPVY

p+Ta p+Ty p+Ta p+Ta p+Ta p+Ty
Te+a
<o [ o — yP? +/ o 2dt
(T2 —a)t
<2|6|* + 4N A,

thus there exists a ¢’ depending on o and § such that

From the Heine-Cantor theorem we know that f and g are uniformly con-

tinuous in D, then, thanks to (17), we can choose § and a such that (16)
holds true. O

> 5/) < %. (17)

e yew
7‘XP+Tx XP+7'y

10



We can now focus on our dynamic programming principle, which we point
out is a generalization of the one presented by Denis, Hu and Peng in |7,
Section 3.1], and will be proved along the same lines. However our controls
are cadlag in time, instead of just progressive as in |7], because they are more
suitable to our needs, as will appear clear later in the proof of theorem 2.16.

Define, for any a.e. finite stopping time p and ¢ € L? (Q,fp;RN), our
candidate viscosity solution

®,(¢) _esfesﬁpE( S (O Fp)-

We proceed stating some preliminary results which can be proved slightly
adapting the proofs of |7, Lemmas 41-44].

Lemma 2.10. For each o1 and o9 in A there exists a o € A such that
E(Y/(¢)|F,) = (O|F,) VE (YL(O|F,) -
Therefore exists a sequence {o;}ien in A such that a.e.

E (YZ.(O)]Fp) T @4(C)-

We also have

E(®,(¢)) = ggEE(Yf(C)) < o0, (18)

and, for any stopping time p' such that p' < p,

E <esssupE( PO Fp)|F,
occA

) —esspE(Y2(OIFy). (19)
ceA

Lemma 2.11. For each z € RN, u(z) := ®,(z) is a deterministic function.
Furthermore ®,(x) = ®o(x), i.e. the definition of u does not depend on p.

At a first sight the fact that ®,(x) is deterministic may seem trivial, but
we remember to the reader that in general the conditional expectation, hence
E (YZ(x)|F,), is not deterministic.

Thanks to (18) and the equicontinuity proved in lemma 2.9 the following
proposition holds true:

Proposition 2.12. The function u(z) := ®,(z) = sup E(YZ (2)) is bounded

geA
and continuous.

Lemma 2.13. For each ¢ € L* (Q, F,; D), we have that u(¢) = ®,(¢) a.e..

Now we have all the ingredients ready to prove the dynamic programming
principle, however, before that, we will show another consequence of the
above preliminary results.

11



Proposition 2.14. The function u(z) := supE (Y?(z)) is a continuous
ocA
viscosity subsolution to problem 2.4.

Proof. Thanks to proposition 2.12 we already know that w is continuous. In
order to demonstrate that u is a viscosity subsolution, we will prove that,
for any fixed a o € A, v(t,z) := E(Y(z)) is a viscosity subsolution to

1
v + 57?{ A(D2v)+f=0 (20)

on {0} x RY. Indeed, thanks to well known properties of the viscosity solu-
tion theory, u(t,z) := sup E (Y}(z)) is then a viscosity subsolution to (20)
ocA

on {0} x RY, while (18) and lemma 2.11 yield that d;u = 0. This implies
that u is a viscosity subsolution to problem 2.4.

We argue by contradiction assuming that, given an x € D and a ¢ super-
tangent to v in (0, z),

1 1
Oep(0,2) + 5 <000(T), D§¢(0,$)> < Op(0, ) + 573;,/\ (D3¢(0,2)) < —f(x).
We assume that ¢(0,z) = v(0,z) and, for an opportune § > 0,
p(t,y) > o(t,y),  forany (t,y) € [0,6) x Bs(x) € D. (21)

Since o is cadlag, there exists a set A € F with P(A) > 0 such that

Oup(t,y) + 5 {ou0f, De(t0)) < ~F(9) (22

a.e. on A for any (¢,y) € [0,9) x Bs(z), possibly taking a smaller 6 > 0. Let
p be the stopping time

p:=0ANinf{t € [0,00) : | X} — x| > 0}
and note that by (9)
v(0,z) =E <Yap (X7) —|—/0 f(X; )dt) =E (v (p, X7) +/0 f(X7 )dt>.

(23)

From Itd’s formula we obtain

p(0,z) =E (so (p X7) — /Op (% <0t02,D§s0(t,Xf)> + 0ts0(t,Xf)> dt> :

thus, by (21), (22) and (23), v(0,z) < ¢(0, z) for any o € A, in contradiction
with the dynamic programming principle. O

Now we bring back our focus to the dynamic programming principle.

12



Theorem 2.15 (Dynamic Programming Principle). Let p be an a.e. finite
stopping time, then under our assumptions, for any x € RV,

PATS
u(z) = sup <u <Xg,p/\7'§> +/ f(X3,) dt) . (24)
ocA 0
Proof. By (9) and since the o in A are cadlag, we have
PATS
u(z) = sup E (Y (z)) = sup sup E <Y0p, (Xjf,mz> —|—/ f(XZ) dt> .
oEA cEAo'EA e 0 ’

Furthermore it follows from (19) and lemma 2.13 that

sup (YUP, (Xjflmx» =K (ess sup £ (YOB <X§p/\7—x> ‘f,,))
o'eA e o'eA e

(o)
hence (24) is true. O

Finally we can prove the main statement of this paper.
Theorem 2.16. The function u(z) := sup E (Y2(z)) is the unique viscosity
oeA
solution to problem 2.4 such that u(x) = g(x) for any x € dD.

Proof. That u(x) = g(x) on 9D follows from the definition, while the unique-
ness is a consequence of theorem 2.5. From proposition 2.14 we already know
that u is a continuous viscosity subsolution, hence we only have to show that
u satisfies the supersolution property.

Fixed x € D, let 1 be a subtangent to v in  which we assume, without loss
of generality, equal to u in z and § a positive constant such that

Y(y) < u(y), for any y € Bs(z) C D. (25)

We will proceed by contradiction assuming that

SPin (D%6() > —f(x).

We know by definition that there exists a continuous and deterministic o € A
for which

Pl (D*p(x)) = <aoa$, D2w<x>> ;
then, by continuity, )
5 (0], D2(y)) > £ (y) (26)

for any (¢,y) € [0,0) x Bs(x), possibly taking a smaller ¢.
If we define

o P
Y::u(X;f)—l—/O FXF)dt,

13



where p is the stopping time
p:=0Ainf{t € [0,00) : | X} — x| > d},
then we get from the dynamic programming principle 2.15 that

supE (V) = u(z) = ¢(z). (27)
ocA

However It6’s formula yields that
x I T N2 x
@) = (v(x) -3 | (oo}, D2(XE)) dt ),

which contradicts (27), since u (X o ) > (Xg), which follows from (25), and
(26) imply that E (V) > (). O

A Exit Times

In this appendix we will give some properties of the exit times defined in (6)
which are needed in the paper. The following result is well known and can
be found in many textbook, like [1, 15].

Proposition A.1. Fized o0 € A, let D be a bounded set, X as in (5) and
T, as in (6), the exit time of X from D. Then there exists a constant c,
which depends only on D, ¢ and \, such that I (77%) < ¢ for any a.e. finite
stopping time p and x € RV,

In particular 7% is a.e. finite and, for any € > 0, there exists a T € [0,00),
which depends only on D, X\ and e, such that P (77 > T) < € for any a.e.
finite stopping time p and x € RN,

We proceed giving the following

Theorem A.2. Fized o € A, let D be a bounded set, X as in (6), T the exit
time of X from D and T the exit time of X from D. Assume that, for some
a.e. finite stopping time p, P (77% = 7P%) = 1 for any x € RN. Then, fized
two positive constants € and a we have that exists a § > 0, depending on D,
A, € and «, such that

P(|7"* —7PY > a) <e

for any x € RN and y € Bs(z). Therefore P is continuous in probability
with respect to x.

The continuity of the exit times is already known, see, e.g., [I]. What we
add here is a sort of uniformity with respect to the initial conditions.
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Proof. To ease notation assume that p = 0 and restrict « in D, since for
x ¢ D this is obviously true. We start fixing € D, defining for any y € D

y._ s s y
75 := inf {te [O,OO).Zlglf) | X7 — 2| Zﬁ}

and noting that

P(|r — 7| > a) =P({|r" = 7| > a} N {r* > T})
+P({r > +a}n{rf > +a} n{r" <T})
+P({r > +a}n{rf <" +a}n{r" <T})
+P<{T$>Ty+06}ﬂ{Tg>Ty+Oé}ﬂ{T$<T}>
—{—IP({Tm>Ty—|—a}ﬂ{7'g§7'y+a}ﬂ{7'm<T}>

<P(r" >T)+P (15 > 7" +a)

+P({r >} n {5 <T+a}) +P (7 > + 0
+IP<{T$ >Tg}ﬂ{rg <T}).

By proposition A.1 we can take a positive T' depending only on D, ¢, A and
€
e such that P(7* > T) < 5 Similarly we can choose a 3, depending on «

and e, such that IP (Tg > 7Y+ a) < % for any y € D, in fact if that would

not be true we should have, thanks to the reverse Fatou’s lemma,

P(7 > 1Y+ «a) > limsup P <Tg > 7Y +a) > =
B—0 5

for some y € D, in contradiction with our hypothesis.
Now, for the other terms, we can use Markov’s inequality to get

>8}n{r§ <T+a})

1
<—E| sup [X7- X))
B te[0,T+q]

P({r> g} {5 <T+a}) <P ({|xz - x¥

and similarly

1
P ({Tz > Té’} N {Tg < T}) < @L’U —y*.
Therefore there exists a § > 0 depending on D, A, € and « such that

P({r> )0 {m <T+a)) +P({r>}n{m <)) < Z

for any y € Bs(x) and consequently P ({Tm — Tt’y‘ > a) <e. O

15



Remark A.3. We point out that under the same assumptions and with a
similar proof, we can prove that the function (¢,0) € [0,00) x A — 757 is
continuous for any z € RV.
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