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1. Introduction

The study of symmetries and invariance properties of ordinary and partial differential equations (ODEs
and PDEs, respectively) is a classical and well-developed research field (see, e.g., [5; 34; 37]) and pro-
vides a powerful tool for both computing some explicit solutions to the equations and analyzing their
qualitative behavior. Some important applications of this theory, in the case of ODEs, are the reduction
of the dimension of a system of ODEs, (see, e.g., [37]), or the development of symmetric numerical
discretization schemes for the ODEs, which permit the preservation of some important features of the
dynamical system or the reduction of the numerical error of the approximation (see, e.g., [17; 22]).

In recent years there has been a growing interest in generalizing and applying techniques and re-
sults of the classical Lie’s symmetry analysis to stochastic differential equations in both finite (SDEs)
and infinite (SPDEs) dimensions. In this paper we use the approach of our previous works (see
[2; 1; 13; 14; 15]), where the concept of weak stochastic symmetry of a general SDE driven by semi-
martingale and some generalizations has been proposed (for different approaches to the same problem
see, e.g., [3; 4; 18; 19; 20; 21; 24; 25; 26; 28; 29; 30; 31; 32]).
More precisely, our starting point is the recent paper [15] on symmetries of SDEs driven by Brownian
motion, where we introduce the notion of general stochastic symmetry, i.e. an invariance of the set of
solutions to an SDE with respect to transformations involving a space diffeomorphism, a stochastic
time rescaling, a random rotation of the driving Brownian motion and a Girsanov transformation of
the underlying probability measure. Thanks to this general notion of symmetry, in [15] we establish a
one-to-one correspondence between the generalized weak symmetries of an SDE and the (deterministic)
Lie’s point symmetries of the related Kolmogorov PDE.
In this paper we face the problem of reduction and reconstruction by quadratures of an SDE admitting
general symmetries, generalizing the results of [13], where the same problem was discussed using only
the weak symmetries introduced in [14] which do not include the measure change.
The proofs of reduction and reconstruction procedures proposed here are constructive and they can
inspire concrete algorithms for the integration by quadratures of a symmetric SDE. A similar proce-
dure, considering a smaller family of transformations, was addressed before by some authors (see, e.g.,
[20; 23; 28; 31]) and in our previous papers [1; 13].

The described procedure is interesting both from a theoretical and an applied perspective. Indeed,
from a theoretical point of view, the procedure provides a standard method to express the expecta-
tion of functionals of the solution process to symmetric Brownian-motion-driven SDEs, by using only
Brownian motions, iterated integrals of Brownian motions and random time changes depending on
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the previous expressions. In this regard, this paper can be seen as the analogue of [10; 11; 12], where
the symmetries of Kolmogorov equation are used for (more or less) explicitly computing the transition
density or the expectation of special functionals of the process. In this paper a similar result is obtained
by using the stochastic symmetries of the SDE which are, in general, a wider class (see [15]).
From an applied point of view this is the first step in the direction of constructing symmetry adapted
numerical methods for SDEs admitting symmetries involving probability measure change (see [16],
where this idea is applied to SDEs admitting only strong symmetries and [1], where the topic is dis-
cussed in the case of weak stochastic symmetries without measure changes).
Moreover, in order to provide a suitable framework for numerical applications, we introduce the no-
tion of quasi Doob transformation, which is a general stochastic transformation where the change
of probability measure can be expressed as a Markovian function of the process plus a Riemann in-
tegral of a Markovian function of the process with respect to the time. We prove that this family of
stochastic transformations is closed with respect to composition and that the reduction and reconstruc-
tion procedures, exploiting quasi Doob stochastic symmetries, can be done involving only quasi Doob
transformations. This result is particularly relevant in numerical applications, since quasi Doob trans-
formations, in evaluating the stochastic measure change, involve only the numerical computation of
Itô integrals which can be numerically simulated more easily and therefore with a lower numerical error.

We stress that the results of this paper are not just a straightforward generalization of those in
[13], since the bigger family of transformations appearing in the reduction process necessitates the
introduction of a generalized concept of reconstruction of an SDE, which can no longer be in a pathwise
sense but only in mean. Although the reconstruction result of this paper is weaker than the one
proposed in [13], it is strong enough to be interesting in numerical applications (in particular using the
subfamily of quasi Doob symmetries) and it permits to cover a wider class of symmetric SDEs that
previously could be only partially tackled with the use of the associated Kolmogorov equation. For
example, in Section 6.2, we apply our results to the study of the CIR model, which, despite admitting a
very symmetric Kolmogorov equation (see, e.g., [12]), has not weak stochastic symmetries of the form
proposed in [13; 14]. Furthermore the model discussed in Section 6.4, which in [13] was only reduced
by one dimension, in the new framework can be completely integrated.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we recall the definition of general stochastic trans-
formation for an SDE and its solutions, while in Section 3, after recalling the definition of general
stochastic symmetry for an SDE given in [15], we prove that the family of general stochastic in-
finitesimal symmetries of an SDE forms a Lie algebra. In Section 4 we introduce the notion of quasi
Doob transformation and we define quasi Doob symmetries for an SDE, proving that they provide
an interesting subclass of general stochastic symmetries. Section 5 is devoted to prove reduction and
reconstruction theorems in this new framework and in Section 6 our results are explicitly applied to
some relevant examples.
Einstein summation convention on repeated indices is used throughout the paper.

2. General stochastic transformations for SDEs

Let M,M ′ be open subsets of Rn. Fixing a finite time horizon [0, T ] with T ≥ 0, we consider a filtered
probability space

(

Ω,F , (Ft)t∈[0,T ]),P
)

. Let X be a continuous stochastic process taking values in M

and W =
(

W 1, . . . ,Wm
)

= (Wα) be an m-dimensional Ft- Brownian motion and let µ : M → Rn and
σ : M → Mat (n,m) be two smooth functions.

Definition 1. The process (X,W ) solves (in a weak sense) the SDE with coefficients µ, σ (shortly
solves the SDE (µ, σ)) if, for all t ∈ [0, T ],

X i
t −X i

0 =

∫ t

0

µi (Xs) ds+

∫ t

0

σi
α (Xs) dW

α
s i = 1, . . . , n.

In the integral relation the processes (|µ (Xs) |
1
2 )s∈[0,T ] and (σ (Xs))s∈[0,T ] are supposed to belong to

the class M2
loc([0, T ]), i.e. to the class of processes (Ys)s∈[0,T ] that are progressively measurable and

such that
∫ t

0
Y 2
s (ω) ds < ∞ for almost every ω ∈ Ω and t ∈ [0, T ].

In the following, we recall the four different transformations for the solution processes to an SDE
that have been introduced in [13; 14; 15].
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Spatial transformations

Given an autonomous SDE (µ, σ) and the corresponding infinitesimal generator defined by

L =
1

2

(

σσT
)ij

∂i∂j + µi∂i, (2.1)

we can consider a diffeomorphism Φ : M → M ′ and its action on the component X of the process.
Denoting by ∇Φ : M → Mat (n,m) the Jacobian matrix

(∇Φ)ij = ∂jΦ
i.

and applying Itô formula (see, e.g., [36] Section 32 or [33] Chapter 4) we have the following result.

Proposition 2. Given a diffeomorphism Φ : M → M ′, if the process (X,W ) is solution to the SDE
(µ, σ), then the process (Φ (X) ,W ) is solution to the SDE (µ′, σ′) with

µ′ = L (Φ) ◦ Φ−1

σ′ = (∇Φ · σ) ◦ Φ−1

We remark that the above transformation is only a spatial transformation which does not change
the driving Brownian motion.

Random time changes

Given a smooth and strictly positive density η : M → R+, we denote by Hη the transformation

t′ =

∫ t

0

ηs(Xs)ds.

Hη is a Markovian absolutely continuous random time change acting on both components of the
solution process (X,W ). The inverse random time change can be defined as

αt = inf

{

s ∈ R+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0

ητ (Xτ )dτ > t

}

. (2.2)

If W ′
t is the solution to

dW ′
t =

√

η (Xt)dWt,

then Hη (W
′) is again a Brownian motion and the following proposition holds.

Proposition 3. Let η : M → R+ be a smooth and strictly positive function and let (X,W ) be a
solution to the SDE (µ, σ). Then the process (Hη (X) , Hη (W

′)) is solution to the SDE (µ′, σ′) with

µ′ =
1

η
µ

σ′ =
1√
η
σ.

Random rotations

Considering the well-known invariance under random rotations of Brownian motion (see [14] and [2] for
the general concept of gauge transformation), it is quite natural to consider also the random rotation
of the driving Brownian motion of the SDE. In fact, exploiting the notion of weak solution and Lévy
characterization of Brownian motion, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4. Let B : M → SO (m) be a smooth function and let (X,W ) be a solution to the SDE
(µ, σ). Then (X,W ′), where

dW ′
t = B (Xt) · dWt,

is a solution to the SDE (µ′, σ′) with

µ′ = µ,

σ′ = σ · B−1.
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Random changes of measure

In order to further enlarge our class of transformations, we can exploit Girsanov theorem in order
to introduce also a random change of the probability measure under which the driven process is a
Brownian motion.

Given a process (θs)s∈[0,T ] ∈ M2
loc[0, T ], let us define the process (Zt)t∈[0,T ] by setting

Zt = Zt(θ) := exp

{∫ t

0

θsdWs −
1

2

∫ t

0

θ2sds

}

. (2.3)

An application of Itô formula gives
dZt = ZtθtdWt,

which says that Z is a local martingale. We recall the fundamental result allowing the change of a
probability measure into an equivalent one.

Theorem 5 (Girsanov’s theorem). Let (Zt)t∈[0,T ] be the exponential supermartingale defined in (2.3).

If (Zt)t∈[0,T ] is a P-martingale, then the process
(

Ŵt

)

t∈[0,T ]
given by

Ŵt = Wt −
∫ t

0

θsds

is an (F)t-Brownian motion with respect to the probability measure Q, where

dQ

dP

∣

∣

∣

∣

FT

= ZT .

Proof. The proof can be found in [36], Theorem 38.5.

In order to guarantee that the supermartingale Zt is a P-(global) martingale one can use the well
known Novikov condition (see [35], Chapter VIII, Proposition 1.14). However, in this paper, we choose
a different approach (see [15]), based on the non explosiveness property both of the original SDE and
of the transformed one.

Definition 6. Let µ : M → Rn and σ : M → Mat(n,m) be two smooth functions. The SDE (µ, σ) is
called non explosive if any solution (X,W ) to (µ, σ) is defined for all times t ≥ 0.
A smooth vector field h is called non explosive for the non explosive SDE (µ, σ) if the SDE (µ+σ ·h, σ)
is a non explosive SDE.
A positive smooth function η is called a non explosive time change for the non explosive SDE (µ, σ) if

the SDE
(

µ
η
, σ√

η

)

is non explosive.

Lemma 7. Let (µ, σ) be a non explosive SDE admitting a weak solution (X,W ) and let h : M → Rn

be a smooth non explosive vector field. Then the exponential supermartingale (Zt)t∈[0,T ] associated with
θt = h(Xt) is a P-(global) martingale.

The following result shows how this probability measure change works.

Theorem 8. Let (X,W ) be a solution to the non explosive SDE (µ, σ) on the probability space (Ω,F ,P)
and let h be a smooth non explosive vector field for (µ, σ). Then (X,W ′) is a solution to the SDE
(µ′, σ′) = (µ+ σ · h, σ) on the probability space (Ω,F ,Q), where

W ′
t = −

∫ t

0

h(Xs)ds+Wt,

dQ

dP

∣

∣

∣

∣

FT

= exp





∫ T

0

hj(Xs)dW
j
s − 1

2

∫ T

0

m
∑

j=1

(hj(Xs))
2ds



 .

Definition 9 (General stochastic transformation). Given two open subsets M and M ′ of Rn, a dif-
feomorphism Φ: M → M ′ and the smooth functions B : M → SO(m), η : M → R+ and h : M → Rm,
we call T = (Φ, B, η, h) a (weak finite) general stochastic transformation. If B = I, η = 1 and h = 0 we
call T a strong (finite) stochastic transformation.
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It is important to remember that the previous transformation cannot be applied to a generic SDE
and that non explosiveness conditions must be taken into account. In the following definition we
describe how the random transformation T acts on the solution process.

Definition 10. Let T = (Φ, B, η, h) be a general stochastic transformation. Let X be a continuous
stochastic process taking values in M and W be an m-dimensional Brownian motion on the space
(Ω,F ,P) such that the pair (X,W ) is a solution to the non explosive SDE (µ, σ). Given two smooth non
explosive functions h and η for the same SDE, we can define the process PT (X,W ) = (PT (X), PT (W )),
where PT (X) takes values in M ′ and PT (W ) is a Brownian motion on the space (Ω,F ,Q). The process
components are given by

X ′ = PT (X) = Φ(Hη(X)),

W ′ = PT (W ) = Hη(W̃ ),

where W̃t satisfies

dW̃t =
√

η(Xt)B(Xt)(dWt − h(Xt)dt),

and

dQ

dP

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

FT

= exp
(

∫ T

0

hj(Xs)dW
j
s − 1

2

∫ T

0

m
∑

j=1

(hj(Xs))
2ds
)

. (2.4)

We call PT (X,W ) the transformed process of (X,W ) with respect to T and we call the function PT

the process transformation associated with T .

If we focus only on the SDE and the action ET of the stochastic transformation T , we can define
the transformed SDE ET (µ, σ) without making any request on the non-explosiveness of the solution
process.

Definition 11. Let T = (Φ, B, η, h) be a general stochastic transformation. Given two smooth func-
tions µ : M → Rn and σ : M → Mat(n,m), we define the SDE ET (µ, σ) = (ET (µ), ET (σ)) on M ′

as

ET (µ) =
(1

η
[L(Φ) +∇Φ · σ · h]

)

◦Φ−1,

ET (σ) =
( 1√

η
∇Φ · σ ·B−1

)

◦Φ−1.

We call ET (µ, σ) the transformed SDE of (µ, σ) with respect to T and we call the map ET the SDE
transformation associated with T .

Remark 12. We note that a specific order according to which the transformations are applied was
chosen.

Theorem 13. Given a stochastic transformation T = (Φ, B, η, h) and a solution (X,W ) to the non
explosive SDE (µ, σ) such that ET (µ, σ) is non explosive, then PT (X,W ) is solution to the SDE
ET (µ, σ).

In order to better understand the nature of general stochastic transformations we can take advantage
of Lie group theory. Let G = SO(m)×R+×Rm be the group of rototranslations with a scaling factor,
whose elements g = (B, η, h) can be identified with the matrices

(√
ηB−1 h

0 1

)

If we consider the trivial principal bundle π : M ×G → M with structure group G, we can define the
action of G on M ×G given by

Rg2 : M ×G → M ×G

(x, g1) 7→ (x, g1 · g2).
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which leaves M invariant, where the standard product in G is g1 · g2 = (B1, η1, h1) · (B2, η2, h2) =
(B2B1, η1η2,

√
η1B

−1
1 h2 + h1). Given another trivial principal bundle π′ : M ′ ×G → M ′, we say that

a diffeomorphism F : M ×G → M ′ ×G is an isomorphism if F preserves the structures of principal
bundles of both M ×G and M ′ ×G, i.e. there exists a diffeomorphism Φ: M → M ′ such that

π′ ◦ F = Φ ◦ π,
F ◦Rg = Rg ◦ F,

for any g ∈ G. Since an isomorphism of the previous form is completely determined by its value on (x, e)
(where e is the unit element of G), there is a natural identification between a stochastic transformation
T = (Φ, B, η, h) and the isomorphism FT such that FT (x, e) = (Φ(x), g), where g = (B, η, h). Given
two stochastic transformations T1 = (Φ1, B1, η1, h1) and T2 = (Φ2, B2, η2, h2), we can consider their
composition

T2 ◦ T1 =
(

Φ2 ◦ Φ1, (B2 ◦ Φ1) ·B1, (η2 ◦Φ1)η1,
√
η1B

−1
1 · (h2 ◦ Φ1) + h1

)

, (2.5)

Moreover, the inverse transformation of T = (Φ, B, η, h) is given by

T−1 =
(

Φ−1, (B ◦ Φ−1)−1, (η ◦ Φ−1)−1,− 1√
η
B · (h ◦ Φ−1)

)

. (2.6)

The following theorem shows the probabilistic counterpart in terms of SDEs and process transforma-
tions of the previous geometric identification.

Theorem 14. Let T1 and T2 be two stochastic transformations, let (µ, σ) be a non explosive SDE such
that ET1(µ, σ) and ET2(ET1 (µ, σ)) are non explosive and let (X,W ) be a solution to the SDE (µ, σ) on
the probability space (Ω,F ,P). Then on the probability space (Ω,F ,Q), we have

PT2(PT1(X,W )) = PT2◦T1(X,W ),

ET2(ET1(µ, σ)) = ET2◦T1(µ, σ).

Since the set of stochastic transformations is a group with respect to the composition ◦, we can
consider the one parameter group Ta = (Φa, Ba, ηa, ha) and the corresponding infinitesimal (general)
transformation V = (Y,C, τ,H) obtained in the usual way

Y (x) =∂a(Φa(x))|a=0

C(x) =∂a(Ba(x))|a=0

τ(x) =∂a(ηa(x))|a=0

H(x) =∂a(ha(x))|a=0,

where Y is a vector field on M , C : M → so(m), τ : M → R and H : M → Rm are smooth functions. If
V is of the form V = (Y, 0, 0, 0) we call V a strong infinitesimal stochastic transformation. Conversely,
given V = (Y,C, τ,H) we can reconstruct the one parameter transformation group Ta choosing Φa,
Ba and ηa as the one parameter solutions to the following system

∂a(Φa(x)) =Y (Φa(x))

∂a(Ba(x)) =C(Φa(x) ·Ba(x)

∂a(ηa(x)) =τ(Φa(x))ηa(x)

with initial condition Φ0 = idM , B0 = I, η0 = 1. Moreover, using Theorem 14 and the properties of
the flow we obtain that ha satisfies

hb+a(x) =
1

√

ηa(x)
B−1

a (x) · hb(Φa(x)) + ha(x)

∂b(hb+a(x)) =
1

√

ηa(x)
B−1

a (x) · ∂b(hb(Φa(x)))

∂b(hb+a(x))|b=0 =∂a(ha(x)) =
1

√

ηa(x)
B−1

a (x) ·H(Φa(x)),
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with initial condition h0(x) = 0. Finally, given a finite stochastic transformation T = (Φ, B, η, h) and
an infinitesimal one, V = (Y,C, τ,H), with associated one parameter group given by Ta, we can write
the pushforward of V through the transformation T as

T∗(V ) =
(

Φ∗(Y ), (B · C ·B−1 + Y (B) ·B−1) ◦ Φ−1,
(

τ +
Y (η)

η

)

◦Φ−1,

(

− 1√
η
B·
(

− τ

2
+ C

)

·h+
1√
η
B ·H +

1√
η
B · Y (h)

)

◦Φ−1
)

, (2.7)

where the pushforward Φ∗(Y ) of vector fields is defined as

Φ∗(Y ) = (∇Φ · Y ) ◦ Φ−1. (2.8)

Moreover, given two infinitesimal stochastic transformations V1 = (Y1, C1, τ1, H1) and V2 = (Y2, C2, τ2, H2),
we can consider their Lie brackets given by

[V1, V2] =
(

[Y1, Y2], Y1(C2)− Y2(C1)− {C1, C2}, Y1(τ2)− Y2(τ1),

Y1(H2)− Y2(H1)−
(

− τ1

2
+ C1

)

·H2+
(

− τ2

2
+ C2

)

·H1

)

, (2.9)

where {C1, C2} denotes the standard Lie brackets of matrices.

3. General stochastic symmetries

In this section we exploit the general stochastic transformations introduced in Section 2 in order to
enlarge the class of symmetries for SDEs.

Definition 15 (Finite and infinitesimal (general) symmetry). A (general) stochastic transformation T

is a (finite weak general) symmetry of a non explosive SDE (µ, σ) if, for every solution process (X,W ),
PT (X,W ) is a solution process to the same SDE. An infinitesimal (general) stochastic transformation V

generating a one parameter group Ta is called an infinitesimal (general) symmetry of the non explosive
SDE (µ, σ) if Ta is a symmetry of (µ, σ).

Proposition 16. A stochastic transformation T = (Φ, B, η, h) is a symmetry of the non explosive
SDE (µ, σ) if and only if

(1

η
[L(Φ) +∇Φ · σ · h]

)

◦Φ−1 = µ

( 1√
η
∇Φ · σ ·B−1

)

◦Φ−1 = σ

Next theorem provides the general determining equations satisfied by the infinitesimal symmetries
of an SDE (µ, σ).

Theorem 17. An infinitesimal stochastic transformation V = (Y,C, τ,H) is an infinitesimal symme-
try of the non explosive SDE (µ, σ) if and only if V generates a one parameter group defined on M

and the following equations hold

Y (µ)− L(Y )− σ ·H + τµ = 0 (3.1)

[Y, σ] +
1

2
τσ + σ · C = 0. (3.2)

In order to prove that the set of (general) infinitesimal symmetries of a non explosive SDE (µ, σ) is
a Lie algebra, we need the following technical Lemma.

Lemma 18. Given an infinitesimal stochastic symmetry V = (Y,C, τ,H) of the non explosive SDE
(µ, σ), for any smooth function f ∈ C∞(M), we have

Y (L(f))− L(Y (f)) = −τL(f) +∇(f) · σ ·H (3.3)

Y (σT ) · ∇(f) = σT · (∇Y )T · ∇(f)− 1

2
τσT · ∇(f) + C · σT · ∇(f), (3.4)

where L = Aij∂ij + µi∂i (with A = 1
2σ · σT ) is the infinitesimal generator defined in (2.1), Y = Y i∂i

and (∇Y )ik = ∂kY
i.
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Proof. In order to prove (3.3), let us consider

Y (L(f))− L(Y (f)) =Y i∂i(A
jk∂jk(f) + µj∂j(f))

− (Ajk∂jk(Y
i∂i(f)) + µj∂j(Y

i∂i(f))) =

=(Y i∂i(A
jk)−Aik∂i(Y

j)−Aji∂i(Y
k))∂jk(f)

+ (Y i∂i(µ
j)−Aik∂ik(Y

j)− µi∂i(Y
j))∂j(f).

Thus, we can rewrite the claim as

Y i∂i(µ
j)−Aik∂ik(Y

j)− µi∂i(Y
j) = −τµj + σ

j
kH

k, (3.5)

Y i∂i(A
jk)−Aik∂i(Y

j)−Aji∂i(Y
k) = −τ(Ajk). (3.6)

Equation (3.5) holds owing to the first determining equation (3.1). Moreover, if we consider the (right)
product of the second determining equation (3.2) with σT

[Y, σ] · σT +
1

2
τσ · σT + σ · C · σT = 0

and we add this equation with its transpose, since C is an antisymmetric matrix, we get (3.6).
In order to prove (3.4), we start by considering the transpose of the second determining equation (3.2).
If we multiply on the right by ∇(f) we get

[Y, σ]T · ∇(f) +
1

2
τσT · ∇(f)− C · σT · ∇(f) = 0. (3.7)

Since, by definition, we have

[Y, σ]T = [Y i∂i(σ
k
α)]

T − [∂iY
kσi

α]
T = Y (σT )− σT (∇Y )T ,

we can rewrite equation (3.7) as

Y (σT ) · ∇(f)− σT · (∇Y )T · ∇(f) +
1

2
τσT · ∇(f)− C · σT · ∇(f) = 0

and we get the thesis.

Theorem 19. Given two (general) infinitesimal symmetries V1 and V2 of a non explosive SDE (µ, σ),
the commutator [V1, V2] is an infinitesimal symmetry of (µ, σ).

Proof. We report here a sketch of the proof. It can also be found in [8]. Given two symmetries Vi =
(Yi, Ci, τi, Hi), i = 1, 2 we have to prove that their commutator [V1, V2] satisfies the two determining
equations given in Theorem 17. Let us consider equation (3.1) for the commutator

[Y1, Y2](µ)− L([Y1, Y2])− σ · (Y1(H2)− Y2(H1))

−σ ·
(

1

2
τ1H2 − C1 ·H2 −

1

2
τ2H1 + C2 ·H1

)

+ [Y1(τ2)− Y2(τ1)]µ = 0

that can be rewritten as

Y1 (Y2(µ)− σ ·H2 + τ2µ)− Y2 (Y1(µ)− σ ·H1 + τ1µ)

− L([Y1, Y2]) + τ1Y2(µ) − τ2Y1(µ)

+

(

Y1(σ)−
1

2
τ1σ + σ · C1

)

·H2 −
(

Y2(σ) −
1

2
τ2σ + σ · C2

)

·H1 = 0

Exploiting the determining equations for V1 and V2 we get

Y1 (L(Y2))− Y2 (L(Y1))− L([Y1, Y2])

+ τ1Y2(µ)− τ2Y1(µ) + (∇Y1 · σ − τ1σ) ·H2 − (∇Y2 · σ − τ2σ) ·H1 = 0
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and using Lemma 18 we find

L(Y1 (Y2))− τ1L(Y2) +∇Y2 · σ ·H1 − L(Y2 (Y1)) + τ2L(Y1)−∇Y1 · σ ·H2+

− L([Y1, Y2]) +∇Y1 · σ ·H2 − τ1σ ·H2 −∇Y2 · σ ·H1 − τ2σ ·H1 − τ2Y1(µ) + τ1Y2(µ) = 0.

This equation holds due to the first determining equation for V1 and V2. The proof of the second
determining equation for the commutator [V1, V2] does not involve the components Hi and can be
found in [14].

Remark 20. The previous Theorem shows that the family of general symmetries of an SDE is a Lie
algebra (i.e. the commutator of two symmetries can be expressed as a linear combinations of other
symmetries with constant coefficients). This requirement is exactly one of the hypotheses of Theorem
38 below, and will be essential in the reduction and reconstruction of SDEs.

4. Quasi Doob transformations

Within the family of general transformations we identify the relevant class of quasi Doob transfor-
mations. For the analogous important definition of generalized Doob transformations in an abstract
setting see [9] and references therein.

Definition 21. [Quasi Doob transformation] Let (µ, σ) be a non explosive SDE and let (X,W ) be a
solution to (µ, σ). Given a smooth function h : M → Rm non explosive with respect to (µ, σ), we say
that the stochastic transformation (idM , I, 1, h) is a quasi Doob transformation with respect to the SDE
(µ, σ) if there exists a smooth function h : M → Rm such that the transformed measure Q (which, by
Definition 10 of general stochastic transformation, is given by expression (2.4)) satisfies the following
condition

dQ

dP

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

FT

= exp

{

h(XT )− h(X0)−
∫ T

0

Gh((Xs))ds

}

.

where T is an arbitrary fixed time and Gh is a suitable C2(Rm) function depending on h.

Remark 22. Hereafter we call the stochastic transformation T = (idM , I, 1, h), satisfying Definition
21, a quasi Doob transformation characterized by the smooth function h. Furthermore, with an abuse
of terminology, we call quasi Doob transformation with respect the SDE (µ, σ) any general stochastic
transformation of the form T ′ ◦T , where T = (idM , I, 1, h) is a quasi Doob transformation in the sense
of Definition 21, and T ′ is a stochastic transformation of the form T ′ = (Φ, B, η, 0).

The next result provides a necessary and sufficient explicit condition for the characterization of
Girsanov transformations h that are quasi Doob transformations associated with the function h. In
the following we consider only conservative transformations. For non conservative (generalized) Doob
transformations see [9].

Proposition 23. Let h : M → Rm be a smooth function associated with a random change of measure
transformation on (µ, σ). Then h is a quasi Doob transformation associated with the function h : M →
R if and only if the following conditions hold

hj(x) = σi
j(x)∂i(h)(x), (4.1)

1

2

m
∑

j=1

(hj(x))
2 =

L(exp(h))

exp(h)
− L(h)(x) = Gh(x)− L(h)(x). (4.2)

Proof. Matching the Radon-Nikodym derivative given in Theorem 8 with the one in Definition 21 we
have

∫ T

0

hj(Xs)dW
j
s − 1

2

∫ T

0

m
∑

j=1

(hj(Xs))
2ds = h(XT )− h(X0)−

∫ T

0

Gh(Xs)ds.

By applying Itô formula to h we get

h(XT )− h(X0) =

∫ T

0

Lh(Xt)dt+

∫ T

0

∇h(Xt)σ(Xt)dWt.
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By uniqueness of the canonical semimartingale decomposition of continuous processes (see Section
31 and Definition 31.3 in [36]) and by uniqueness of the martingale representation theorem for pro-
cesses adapted to Brownian filtrations (see Theorem 36.1 in [36]) we deduce the equality between the
integrands of corresponding stochastic integrals, obtaining

hj(x) = σi
j(x)∂i(h)(x), (4.3)

1

2

m
∑

j=1

(hj(x))
2 = Gh(x)− L(h(x)). (4.4)

In particular by (4.4) and (2.1) we get

Gh(x) =
1

2

m
∑

j=1

(hj(x))
2 +

1

2

(

σσT
)ij

∂i∂jh+ µi∂ih (4.5)

=
1

2

m
∑

j=1

(σi
j(x)∂i(h)(x))

2 +
1

2

(

σσT
)ij

∂i∂jh+ µi∂ih, (4.6)

where we used (4.3). Since

∂i∂j exp(h) = exp(h)[∂i∂jh+ (∂ih)(∂jh)] (4.7)

we have

L(exp(h))

exp(h)
=

1

2

m
∑

j=1

(σi
j(x)∂i(h)(x))

2 +
1

2

(

σσT
)ij

∂i∂jh+ µi∂ih

= Gh(x).

This prove that, if h is a quasi Doob transformation, conditions (4.1) and (4.2) hold. The converse is
a consequence of Itô formula applied to the function h.

We remark that, according to Proposition 23, the fact that a change of measure is a quasi Doob
transformation strongly depends on the SDE (µ, σ). In particular equation (4.1) depends on σ and
equation (4.2) depends, through the operator L, on both µ and σ.

The next proposition states that quasi Doob transformations is, in some sense, a closed class with
respect to composition of general stochastic transformations.

Proposition 24. Let (µ, σ) be a non explosive SDE. Let T1 = (Φ1, B1, η1, h1) be a quasi Doob transfor-
mation with respect to (µ, σ) and let T2 = (Φ2, B2, η2, h2) be a quasi Doob transformation with respect
to ET1(µ, σ). Then T2 ◦ T1 is a quasi Doob transformation with respect to the SDE (µ, σ).

Proof. Since T1 and T2 are quasi Doob transformations, there exist two smooth functions h1, h2 such
that

h1 = σT · ∇(h1), h2 = σ̃T · ∇(h2) (4.8)

where σ̃ =
(

1√
η1
∇Φ1 · σ · BT

1

)

◦Φ−1
1 is given by Definition 11 (see also Theorem 13). In order to show

that also the composition is a quasi Doob transformation we have to show that the forth component
ĥ of the stochastic composition T2 ◦ T1 is the given by

ĥ = σT · ∇(h3) (4.9)

for some smooth function h3. By equation (2.5) the expression of ĥ is

ĥ =
√
η1B

T
1 · (h2 ◦ Φ1) + h1.

Since T1 and T2 are quasi Doob transformations, by (4.8) we have

ĥ =
√
η1B

T
1 · ((σ̃T · ∇(h2)) ◦ Φ1) + σT · ∇(h1).

Substituting the expression of σ̃T ◦ Φ1 = 1√
η1
B1 · σT · (∇Φ1)

T , using the fact that BT
1 B1 = 1 and the

chain rule for derivatives of composite functions we finally obtain

ĥ = σT [(∇Φ1)
T · (∇(h2) ◦ Φ1) +∇(h1)] = σT∇(h2 ◦ Φ1 + h1),

and so ĥ has the expression (4.9) for h3 = h2 ◦ Φ1 + h1.
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If in equation (4.1) both ha and ha depend on a parameter a and we take the derivative with respect
to that parameter in a = 0 with initial condition h0 = 0 and h0 = 0, we obtain that there exists a
function k = ∂a(ha)|a=0 such that

Hj(x) = σi
j(x)∂xi(k)(x), (4.10)

Since quasi Doob transformations form a closed class in the sense of the previous proposition, the
following Theorem provides the determining equations for the infinitesimal symmetries of quasi Doob
type.

Theorem 25. An infinitesimal stochastic transformation V = (Y,C, τ,H) ( with H = σT · ∇k) is a
symmetry of the SDE (µ, σ) involving only quasi Doob transformations with respect to (µ, σ) if and
only if V generates a one parameter group of transformations such that the following equations hold

Y (µ)− L(Y )− σ · σT · ∇k + τµ = 0

[Y, σ] +
1

2
τσ + σ · C = 0

(4.11)

In the following an infinitesimal stochastic symmetry satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem 25 is
called a quasi Doob symmetries for the SDE (µ, σ).

Remark 26. When in Definition 21 we take

Gh(x) = 0

we obtain the well-known class of Doob transformations. They provide a quite natural setting when
we look for symmetries of an SDE. Indeed, in our previous paper [15] it was established a one-to-one
correspondence between infinitesimal symmetries of Doob type of an SDE and Lie’s point infinitesimal
symmetries of the corresponding Kolmogorov equation. In general the family of symmetries of an
SDE can be wider than the family of the symmetries for the corresponding Kolmogorov equation as
pointed out in [15]. The non Doob type symmetries denoted here as quasi Doob symmetries are a
particularly interesting class. The other class of non Doob symmetries can be characterized as the
class of infinitesimal transformations V = (Y,C, τ,H) such that does not exist any function k for
which H = σT · ∇k. The last family is not empty only for SDEs driven by m dimensional Brownian
motions with m > 1, while for SDEs driven by one-dimensional Brownian motions only quasi Doob
symmetries can exist. For a complete discussion see [15].

In order to restrict our reduction and reconstruction procedure to quasi Doob symmetries we have
to prove the following result.

Theorem 27. Given two quasi Doob infinitesimal symmetries V1 = (Y1, C1, τ1, H1) and V2 = (Y2, C2, τ2, H2)
(where Hi = σT ·∇ki) of a non explosive SDE (µ, σ), the commutator [V1, V2] is an infinitesimal quasi
Doob symmetry of (µ, σ). Moreover, if V1 and V2 are Doob symmetries, also [V1, V2] is a Doob sym-
metry.

Proof. Since, by Theorem 19, the commutator of two (general) stochastic infinitesimal symmetries is
a general stochastic infinitesimal symmetry, and being the quasi Doob symmetries a special case of
general symmetries, we have that the commutator of two quasi Doob symmetries of the SDE (µ, σ) is
a general symmetry of the SDE (µ, σ). Therefore, we have only to prove that the commutator is also
an infinitesimal quasi Doob transformation, namely that

H = Y1(H2)− Y2(H1)−
(

−1

2
τ1 + C1

)

·H2 +

(

−1

2
τ2 + C2

)

·H1

= σT · ∇k

for a suitable function k. Using the fact Hi = σT · ∇ki, we can write H in the form

H = Y1(σ
T · ∇k2)− Y2(σ

T · ∇k1)−
(

−1

2
τ1 + C1

)

· σT · ∇k2 +

(

−1

2
τ2 + C2

)

· σT · ∇k1
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and, by Lemma 18, we find

H = σT · (∇Y1)
T · ∇k2 −

1

2
τ1σ

T · ∇k2 + C1 · σT · ∇k2 + σT · Y1(∇k2)

−σT · (∇Y2)
T · ∇k1 +

1

2
τ2σ

T · ∇k1 − C2 · σT · ∇k1 − σT · Y2(∇k1)

+
1

2
τ1σ

T · ∇k2 − C1 · σT · ∇k2 −
1

2
τ2σ

T · ∇k1 + C2 · σT · ∇k1

=σT · ∇(Y1(k2)− Y2(k1))

Finally we have to prove that if V1 and V2 are Doob symmetries, then also [V1, V2] is a Doob symmetry,
i.e. if L(ki) = 0 for i = 1, 2, then L(Y1(k2)− Y2(k1)) = 0. Using Lemma 18 we get

L(Y1(k2)− Y2(k1)) = −∇k2 · σ · σT · ∇k1 +∇k1 · σ · σT · ∇k2 (4.12)

and this expression vanishes since σ · σT is a symmetric matrix. This concludes the proof.

5. Reduction and reconstruction

In this section we generalize the results of [13] providing a reduction and reconstruction scheme for
SDEs admitting the general symmetries described above.
We start by introducing some useful tools, that are standard in the Lie symmetry analysis of deter-
ministic differential equations. Secondly, we recall the notions of reduced SDE, reduced process and
triangular SDE proposed in [13]. The idea is that, given an SDE defined on a n-dimensional smooth
manifold M and admitting a suitable Lie algebra of general infinitesimal symmetries, we can find a
reduced SDE which is defined in a lower dimensional manifold. Furthermore, if the initial SDE is
triangular, we can obtain the solution to the original SDE from the solution to the reduced one by
using composition with smooth functions and Riemann and Itô integrals (see also the more precise
Definition 41). Finally, we extend this idea to the general setting introduced in this paper, introducing
a new notion of reconstruction for SDEs admitting infinitesimal symmetries with random change of
measure (see Definition 43).

5.1. Some preliminary geometric results

Let us start by recalling some definitions we need in the following.

Definition 28. Let M be an open subset of Rn and TM its tangent space. Given k vector fields
Y1, ..., Yk defined on M , we say that ∆ ⊂ TM is a distribution of constant rank r ≤ n generated by
Y1, ..., Yk if

∆ = spanC∞(M){Y1, ..., Yk},
and, for any x ∈ M , the subspace

∆x = spanR{Y1(x), ..., Yk(x)} ⊂ Rn

has dimension r.

Definition 29. A set of vector fields Y1, ..., Yr is regular onM if the distribution ∆ = spanC∞(M){Y1, ..., Yr}
has constant rank r, i.e. for any x ∈ M , the vectors Y1(x), ..., Yr(x) ∈ Rn are linearly independent.

Definition 30. Let Y1, ..., Yr be a set of regular vector fields on M which are generators of a solvable
Lie algebra g. We say that Y1, ..., Yr are in canonical form if there are i1, ..., il such that i1+ ...+ il = r

and, for any x ∈ M

(Y1|...|Yr) =















Ii1 G1
1(x) ... G1

l (x)
0 Ii2 ... G2

l (x)
...

. . .
. . .

...
0 0 ... Iil
0 0 0 0















,

where Gh
k : M → Mat(ih, ik) are smooth functions.
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Theorem 31. Let g be a solvable Lie algebra on M such that g has constant rank r as a distribution
of TM . Then, for any x0 ∈ M , there is a set of generators Y1, ..., Yr of g and a local diffeomorphism
Φ : U(x0) → M̃ such that Φ∗(Y1), ...,Φ∗(Yr) are generators in canonical form for Φ∗(g) (where the
pushforward Φ∗(Yi) of vector field is defined in equation (2.8)).

Proof. The proof can be found in [13], Theorem 2.6.

5.2. Reduction of SDEs via general symmetries

In this section we introduce and discuss the definitions of reduced and triangular SDEs and we provide
the main results for reduction of SDEs throughout general symmetries.

Let (µ, σ) be an SDE defined on M ⊂ Rn. The SDE (µ, σ) can be reduced with respect to the
coordinates xr+1, ..., xn (where r ∈ {1, ..., n− 1}) if

µj(x) = µj(xr+1, ..., xn), σj
α(x) = σj

α(x
r+1, ..., xn),

for any j = r + 1, ..., n and α = 1, ...,m.

Definition 32. If the SDE (µ, σ) defined on M ⊂ Rn can be reduced with respect to the coordinates
xr+1, ..., xn, and we denote by M ′ the open set obtained by projecting M on the subspace generated
by the coordinates xr+1, ..., xn, we can define a new SDE (µ′, σ′) on M ′ such that

µ′j(x) = µj+r(xr+1, ..., xn), σ′j
α (x) = σj+r

α (xr+1, ..., xn)

where j = 1, ..., n− r. The SDE (µ′, σ′) on M ′ is called the reduced SDE of (µ, σ) with respect to the
coordinates xr+1, ..., xn.

Remark 33. If (X,W ) is a solution to an SDE which is reducible with respect to the variables
(xr+1, ..., xn), the process (X ′,W ) = ((Xr+1

t , ..., Xn
t ),W ) satisfies an SDE of the form

dX ′i
t = µi+r(X1

t , ..., X
n−r
t )dt+

m
∑

α=1

σi+r
α (X1

t , ..., X
n−r
t )dWα

t ,

for i = 1, ..., n− r. The process (X ′,W ) is called the reduced process.

Remark 34. If Y1, ..., Yr are a set of vector fields in canonical form such that Vi = (Yi, 0, 0, 0) are
also strong symmetries of the SDE (µ, σ), then (µ, σ) is reducible with respect to the coordinates
xr+1, ..., xn.

Definition 35. An SDE (µ, σ) is triangular (with respect to the variables (xr+1, ..., xn)) if (µ, σ) is
reducible with respect to (xr+1, ..., xn), and furthermore for any j ≤ r and α = 1, ...,m, the functions
µj , σj

α depend only on (xj+1, ..., xn).

Remark 36. If (X,W ) is a solution to an SDE which is triangular with respect to the variables
(xr+1, ..., xn), the process X = (X1

t , ..., X
r
t ) satisfies a triangular system of equations

dX i
t = µi(X i+1

t , ..., Xn
t )dt+

m
∑

α=1

σi
α(X

i+1
t , ..., Xn

t )dW
α
t ,

for i = 1, ..., r. This means that the stochastic process (X1
t , ..., X

r
t ) can be recovered from the reduced

process (X ′,W ) (defined in Remark 33) using only Riemann and Itô integrations and composition with
smooth functions.

Remark 37. If Y1, ..., Yr are a set of vector fields in canonical form which are also strong symmetries
of the SDE (µ, σ), then, by Remark 34, (µ, σ) is in triangular form.

Theorem 38. Let K = spanR{V1, . . . , Vk} be a Lie algebra of general infinitesimal stochastic trans-
formations and let x0 ∈ M be such that Y1(x0), . . . , Yk(x0) are linearly independent, where Vi =
(Yi, Ci, τi, Hi). Then, there exist an open neighborhood U of x0 and a stochastic transformation of the
form T = (idU , B, η, h) such that T∗(V1), . . . , T∗(Vk) are strong infinitesimal stochastic transformations.
Furthermore, the smooth functions B,η and h are solutions to the equations

Yi(B) = −B · Ci,

Yi(η) = −τiη,

Yi(h) =
(

− τi

2
+ Ci

)

h−Hi,
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for i = 1, . . . , k.

Proof. Given the transformation T = (idU , B, η, h), by definition of push forward we have

T∗(Vi) =
(

Yi, Yi(B) ·B−1 +B · Ci · B−1, τi + Yi(η)η
−1,

− B√
η

(

− τi

2
+ Ci

)

h+
B√
η
·Hi +

B√
η
Yi(h)

)

.

Therefore, T∗(Vi) is a strong infinitesimal stochastic transformation if and only if

Yi(B) ·B−1 +B · Ci ·B−1 = 0, (5.1)

τi + Yi(η)η
−1 = 0, (5.2)

Yi(h) +
1

2
τih− Cih+Hi = 0. (5.3)

Denote by Li, Ni and Qi the linear operators on Mat(m,m)-valued, R+-valued and Rm-valued
smooth functions, respectively, such that

Li(B) = Yi(B) +B · Ci = (Yi +RCi
)(B),

Ni(η) = Yi(η) + ητi = (Yi +Rτi)(η),

Qi(h) = Yi(h)−
(

− τi

2
+ Ci

)

h = (Yi −R− τi
2 +Ci

)(h),

where R(·) is the operator of right multiplication. Equations (5.1), (5.2) and (5.3) are respectively

Li(B) = 0,

Ni(η) = 0,

Qi(h) = −Hi.

As proved in [13], a sufficient condition for the existence of a non-trivial solution to equations (5.1)
and (5.2) is that there exist some real constants cki,j and dki,j such that

[Li, Lj ] =
∑

k

cki,jLk, (5.4)

[Ni, Nj ] =
∑

k

dki,jNk. (5.5)

In order to solve the last equation (which is affine) we have to prove again that there exist some real
constants eki,j such that

[Qi, Qj ] =
∑

k

eki,jQk (5.6)

and that the condition
−Qi(Hj) +Qj(Hi) =

∑

k

eki,jHk (5.7)

is satisfied. Since K is a Lie algebra, there exist some constants eki,j such that

[Vi, Vj ] =
(

[Yi, Yj ], Yi(Cj)− Yj(Ci)− {Ci, Cj}, Yi(τj)− Yj(τi), Yi(Hj)− Yj(Hi)

−
(

− τi

2
+ Ci

)

·Hj+
(

− τj

2
+ Cj

)

·Hi

)

=

=
(

∑

k

eki,jYk,
∑

k

eki,jCk,
∑

k

eki,jτk,
∑

k

eki,jHk

)

(5.8)

Equations (5.6) and (5.7) are proven using equation (5.8) and the definition of Qi.

Corollary 39. Let V1 = (Y1, C1, η1, H1), ..., Vr = (Yr, Cr, ηr, Hr) be a solvable Lie algebra of sym-
metries of the SDE (µ, σ) such that Y1, ..., Yr are regular vector fields. Then, for any x0 ∈ M , there
exist a neighborhood U of x0 and a stochastic transformation T = (Φ, B, η, h) such that ET (µ, σ) is in
triangular form.
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Proof. We prove that there exists a T = T1 ◦ T2, where T1 = (Φ1, I, 1, 0) and T2 = (idM , B, η, h),
satisfying the thesis of the theorem. Owing to Theorem 38, the transformation T2 can be chosen such
that T ∗

2 (V1) = (Y1, 0, 0, 0), ..., T
∗
2 (Vr) = (Yr, 0, 0, 0). This means that Y1, ..., Yr form a regular solvable

Lie algebra of strong symmetries of ET2(µ, σ). By Theorem 31 there exists a (locally defined) map
Φ1 such that Φ∗

1(Y1), ...,Φ
∗
1(Yr) are in canonical form and they are symmetries of ET1(ET2(µ, σ). By

Remark 37, this implies that ET1(ET2 (µ, σ)) is in triangular form. Since ET (µ, σ) = ET1(ET2 (µ, σ))
the theorem is proved.

Since quasi Doob symmetries play a crucial role in the reduction and reconstruction process for
many interesting SDEs, in the following we prove the analogous of Theorem 38 when considering only
quasi Doob transformations.

Theorem 40. Let K = span{V1, . . . , Vk} be a Lie algebra of quasi Doob symmetries for an SDE (µ, σ)
and let x0 ∈ M be such that Y1(x0), . . . , Yk(x0) are linearly independent, where Vi = (Yi, Ci, τi, σ

T ·∇ki).
Then, there exist an open neighborhood U of x0 and a stochastic transformation of the form T =
(idU , B, η, σT · ∇k̄) such that T∗(V1), . . . , T∗(Vk) are strong infinitesimal stochastic symmetries for
(µ, σ).

Furthermore the smooth functions B,η and k are solutions to the equations

Yi(B) = −B · Ci,

Yi(η) = −τiη,

Yi(k̄) = −ki,

for i = 1, . . . , k.

Proof. The proof follows the same line of the proof of Theorem 38, except for equation (5.3) that
becomes

Yi(σ
T · ∇(k̄)) +

1

2
τiσ

T · ∇(k̄)− Ci · σT · ∇(k̄) + σT · ∇(ki) = 0

Therefore, using Lemma 18 we get

Yi(σ
T ) · ∇(k̄) + σT · Yi(∇(k̄)) +

1

2
τiσ

T · ∇(k̄)− Ci · σT · ∇(k̄) + σT · ∇(ki) =

σT
(

(∇Yi)
T · ∇(k̄) + Yi(∇(k̄)) +∇(ki)

)

= 0

Moreover, since
(∇Yi)

T · ∇(k̄) + Yi(∇(k̄)) = ∇(Yi(k̄)),

we can rewrite the previous equation as

σT∇
(

Yi(k̄) + ki
)

= 0.

Since Vi form a Lie algebra, this concludes the proof.

5.3. Reconstruction of SDEs via general symmetries

We recall the meaning of the reconstruction procedure of a process starting from a reduced one in a
stochastic framework ([13]).

Definition 41. Let O and O′ be two (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈[0,T ]),P) processes on M and M ′, respectively. We

say that O can be reconstructed from O′ if there exists a smooth function F : R(m+1) ×M ′ ×M → M

and a stochastic absolutely continuous process αt such that

Ot = F

(∫ αt

0

f0(s,O
′
s)ds,

∫ αt

0

f1(s,O
′
s)dW

1
s , . . . ,

∫ αt

0

fm(s,O′
s)dW

m
s , O′

αt
, O0

)

(5.9)

where W 1, . . . ,Wm are m Brownian motions and fi : R×M ′ → R are smooth functions.

Remark 42. Let (X,W ) be a solution to the symmetric SDE (µ, σ) admitting a solvable r-dimensional
Lie algebra of infinitesimal symmetries. Then, by Corollary 39, there exists a (local) stochastic trans-
formation T transforming the SDE (µ, σ) into a new SDE ET (µ, σ) of triangular form (see Definition
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35 and Remark 36). This means that the process X ′ = PT (X) = (X ′1, ..., X ′n) can be reconstructed
from the reduced process O′ = (X ′r+1, ..., X ′n) (which is the projection of X ′ on the reduced space
Rn−r) since (X ′, PT (W )) solves the triangular SDE (µ′, σ′). This implies that X can be reconstructed
from O′ too, since X = PT−1(X ′) and the operations involved in the computation of PT−1(X ′) are
the ones used in Definition 41. This property of symmetric SDEs is better explained in the examples
discussed in Section 6. For a more detailed study of this problem see also [1; 13; 16].

On the other hand, when we consider reductions of SDEs by means of general symmetries, including
a random change of the underlying probability measure, there is no hope to recover the explicit form of
the original process in terms of the reduced one in the sense of the previous definition. In this Section
we discuss what we can reasonably obtain for the solution to the initial SDE throughout a Lie’s
symmetries analysis involving a measure change and we start by giving the following new definition of
reconstruction.

Definition 43. Let O be a (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈[0,T ]),P) process on M and O′ be a (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈[0,T ]),Q)
process on M ′. We say that O can be reconstructed from O′ if there exist two smooth functions
Fi : R×R(m+1)×M ′×M → M, (i = 1, 2) and an adapted absolutely continuous process αt, such that,
for any continuous and bounded function g : Mk → R and for every choice of times t1, t2, . . . , tk ∈ [0, T ],
we have that

EP[g(Ot1 , Ot2 , . . . , Otk)] = EQ[g(F
αt1
1 , F

αt2
1 , . . . , F

αtk

1 ) exp(F
αtmax
2 )] (5.10)

where

F t
1 := F1

(

t,

∫ t

0

f0(s,O
′
s)ds,

∫ t

0

f1(s,O
′
s)dW

1
s , . . . ,

∫ t

0

fm(s,O′
s)dW

m
s , O′

t, O0

)

, (5.11)

and

F tmax
2 :=

F2

(

t,

∫ tmax

0

f0(s,O
′
s)ds,

∫ tmax

0

f1(s,O
′
s)dW

1
s , . . . ,

∫ tmax

0

fm(s,O′
s)dW

m
s , O′

tmax
, O0

)

, (5.12)

where tmax = max(t1, . . . , tk), W
1, . . . ,Wm are m Brownian motions and fk : R×M ′ → R are smooth

functions for any k = 0, 1, . . . ,m.

Remark 44. The above definition says that the P-finite dimensional distributions (f.d.d) of the process
Ot can be expressed in terms of (slightly modified) Q- f.d.d. of the process O′

t. The modified probability
law is absolutely continuous with respect to Q with a Radon-Nikodim derivative which is Markovian
with respect to the natural filtration generated by the process O′

t.

The reconstruction result given in the following theorem holds for general stochastic symmetries,
i.e. takes into account all possible kinds of random transformations, including random time changes.
Anyway, in the examples of Section 6 we privilege general transformations without time changes, that
we call Girsanov transformations.

Theorem 45 (Reconstruction theorem). Let (X,W ) be a weak solution to an SDE (µ, σ) and let
(X ′,W ′) be a weak solution to the reduced SDE, obtained by Corollary 39. Then (X,W ) can be re-

constructed from (O′,W ′), where O′ = (X ′2 , . . . , X ′n). In particular, for any continuous and bounded
function g : M → R, we have

EP[g(Xt)] :=EQ

[

g

(

F t
1

(∫ t

0

f0(s,O
′
s)ds,

∫ t

0

f1(s,O
′
s)dW

′1
s ,

. . . ,

∫ t

0

fm(s,O′
s)dW

′m
s , O′

t, X0

))

exp

(

F t
2

(∫ t

0

f0(s,O
′
s)ds,

∫ t

0

f1(s,O
′
s)dW

′1
s , . . . ,

∫ t

0

fm(s,O′
s)dW

′m
s , O′

t, X0

))]

. (5.13)

Proof. The two solution processes (X,W ) and (X ′,W ′) are related by the transformation T given in
Corollary 39, which reduces the original SDE to an SDE in triangular form. Since the action of the
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stochastic transformation T on the process is given in Definition 10, using the same notations, we can
write, ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

EP[g(Xt)] = EP[g(PT−1(X ′
t))] = EQ

[

g(PT−1(X ′
t))

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

]

(5.14)

where a measure change in the expectation has been performed, T−1 is the inverse transformation
given in (2.6) and

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

= exp

(

−
∫ t

0

hT (Xs)dWs +
1

2

∫ t

0

hTh(Xs)ds

)

. (5.15)

In order to express the integrands in the expectation with respect to Q in terms of the reduced process
(X ′,W ′), by Definition 10 we get

dWt =
1

√

η(Xt)
B−1(Xt)dW̃t + h(Xt)dt

so that

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Fαt

= exp

(

−
∫ αt

0

hT (PT−1(X ′
s))

1
√

η(PT−1 (X ′
s))

B−1(PT−1(X ′
s))dW̃s

)

×

× exp

(

−1

2

∫ αt

0

(h(PT−1(X ′
s)))

2ds

)

,

where αt is the inverse random time change as introduced in (2.2) and W ′
t = Hη(W̃t) is a Q− Brownian

motion. Since the reduced process (X ′,W ′) is by construction of triangular form it can be integrated
(see Definition 36, Remark 36 and Remark 42).

Remark 46. In Theorem 45, for sake of simplicity, we consider the case of functions g(Ot) depending
only on the process at time t ∈ [0, T ], but the proof can be easily generalized to the case of continuous
bounded functions g : Mk → R taking the expectations of the form g(Ot1 , · · · , Otk) (for any t1, ..., tk ∈
[0, T ]) as required by Definition 43.

6. Examples

In order to include in our setting also time dependent transformations, in the following examples we
add to the original SDE a further component admitting solution Zt = t− t0.

6.1. Bessel process

Let us consider the SDE associated with the well-known Bessel equation
(

dXt

dZt

)

=

(

a
Xt

1

)

dt+

(

1
0

)

dWt,

where Wt is a one dimensional Brownian motion and a 6= 0 is a real constant (for a recent review on
one-dimensional Bessel process see e.g. [7; 27]). If we consider the Lie algebra generated by the two
standard symmetries with random time change (but without the change of the reference measure)

V1 =

((

0
1

)

, 0, 0, 0

)

V2 =

(

(

x
2
z

)

, 0, 1, 0

)

,

we can look for the stochastic transformation T = (Φ, B, η, 0) transforming V1 and V2 in strong
symmetries in canonical form. In particular, from Theorem 38, solving Yi(B) = −BCi (i = 1, 2), i.e.

Bz = 0,
1

2
xBx + zBz = 0
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we find that B has to be constant and solving Yi(η) = −τiη (i = 1, 2), i.e.

ηz = 0,
1

2
xηx + zηz = −η

we get η = C
x2 , where C ∈ R. Moreover, in order to put Y1 and Y2 in canonical form, we consider the

flows Φi
ai

of Yi (i = 1, 2) given by

Φ1
a1
(x, z) =

(

x

z + a1

)

Φ2
a2
(x, z) =

(

xe
1
2a2

zea2

)

.

Hence, if we consider the point p = (1, 1)T and the functions F : R2 → M given by

F (a1, a2) = Φ1
a1
(Φ2

a2
(p)) =

(

e
1
2a2

ea2 + a1

)

the function Φ can be obtained as the inverse of F and is given by

Φ(x, z) =

(

z − x2

2 log(x)

)

.

Applying the previous stochastic transformation (with B = 1, η = 1
x2 ) we can reduce Bessel SDE, and

we get the following integrable SDE

(

dX ′
t

dZ ′
t

)

=

(

−2a exp(Z ′
t)

(2a− 1)

)

dt+

(

−2 exp(Z ′
t)

2

)

dW ′
t .

Indeed, since it is in triangular form, we obtain

Z ′
t = Z ′

0 + (2a− 1)t+ 2W ′
t

X ′
t = Z ′

0 −
∫ t

0

[2a exp(Z ′
s)ds+ 2 exp(Z ′

s)dW
′
s]

In this case, since there is no change of the measure, we can reconstruct the original process starting
from the reduced one following the procedure illustrated in [13]. We have to apply the following inverse
transformation:

T−1 = (Φ−1, 1, (η · Φ−1)−1, 0)

Recalling that the action of the stochastic transformation T−1 on the process X ′ is given by

PT−1(X ′) = Φ−1(Hα(X
′))

we find
Xt = exp(Z ′

αt
).

This formula shows that a Bessel process can be seen as a time changed geometric Brownian motion. So
we recover the well-known Lamperti’s Theorem which relates the Bessel process with a time changed
geometric Brownian motion (see, e.g. [7]) by using a Lie’s symmetry approach.

The time change

αt =

∫ t

0

X2
sds =

∫ t

0

exp(Z ′
0 + (2a− 1)s+ 2W ′

s)ds

is then the Yor’s process, which is very useful in financial applications (see [7]).

On the other hand, if we look for quasi Doob symmetries for the previous SDE, we find

V1 =

(

(

−1
0

)

, 0, 0,
a

x2

)
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V2 =

(

(

0
1

)

, 0, 0, 0

)

.

Since V1 and V2 form an abelian solvable Lie algebra, we can apply Theorem 40 in order to find
the quasi Doob stochastic transformation T = (Φ, B, η, h) transforming Bessel SDE in a new SDE
in triangular form admitting only strong symmetries. In particular, in order to find Φ, we start by
computing the flows of Y1 and Y2:

Φ1
a1
(x, z) =

(

x− a1
z

)

Φ2
a2
(x, z) =

(

x

z + a2

)

.

If we consider the point p = (0, 0)T and the function F : R2 → M given by

F (a1, a2) = Φ1
a1
(Φ2

a2
(p)) =

(

−a1
a2

)

,

the function Φ: M → R2, which is the inverse of F , is given by

Φ(x, z) =

(

−x

z

)

.

Now, it easy to check that

Φ∗(Y1) = ∇(Φ) · Y1 =

(

1
0

)

=: Y ′
1 ,

Φ∗(Y2) = ∇(Φ) · Y2 =

(

2k
√
xekz

1

)

=: Y ′
2 .

Next, by Theorem 38, the other components of T are B = 1, η = 1 since Ci and τi vanishes. Moreover,
the equations for h are

hx =
a

x2
,

hz = 0.

Taking h = − a
x
we can compute the transformed SDE (µ′, σ′) := ET (µ, σ) as

µ′ =

(

1

η
[L(Φ) +∇(Φ) · σ · h]

)

◦Φ−1 =

(

0
1

)

σ′ =

(

1√
η
[∇(Φ) · σ · B−1]

)

◦Φ−1 =

(

−1
0

)

The reduced SDE takes the very simple form

(

dX ′
t

dZ ′
t

)

=

(

0
1

)

dt+

(

−1
0

)

dW ′
t ,

Since the function Φ: M → R2 is given by

Φ−1(x, z) =

(

−x′

z′

)

and there is no time change (i.e. η = 1), following the proof of Theorem 45 we obtain

EP[g(Xt)] = EQ

[

g(Φ−1(X ′
t))

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

]

(6.1)
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with
dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

= exp

(

−
∫ t

0

h(Xs)dWs +
1

2

∫ t

0

(h(Xs))
2ds

)

. (6.2)

Substituting dWt = dW ′
t + h(Xt)dt we have

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

= exp

(

−
∫ t

0

h(Xs)dW
′
s −

1

2

∫ t

0

(h(Xs))
2ds

)

, (6.3)

and, by definition of h,

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

= exp

(

−
∫ t

0

a

X ′
s

dW ′
s −

1

2

∫ t

0

a2

(X ′
s)

2
ds

)

. (6.4)

Since the reduced SDE is integrable

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

= exp

(

−
∫ t

0

a

X ′
0 −W ′

s

dW ′
s −

1

2

∫ t

0

a2

(X ′
0 −W ′

s)
2
ds

)

. (6.5)

Finally by assuming X0 = X ′
0 we get

EP[g(Xt)] =

EQ

[

g(−X0 +W ′
t ) exp

(

−
∫ t

0

a

(X0 −W ′
s)
dW ′

s −
1

2

∫ t

0

a2

(X0 −W ′
s)

2
ds

)]

. (6.6)

We remark that W ′
t is a Q− Brownian motion. This first example shows clearly in which sense we

can reconstruct our original Bessel process starting from the reduced SDE which is simply a Brownian
motion starting from −X0. The P-f.d.d. of the Bessel process admit a representation in terms of those of
a Brownian motion starting by −X0 through a functional similar to Feynman-Kac formula. Moreover,
it is possible to explicitely compute this functional, depending essentially on a Brownian motion.

6.2. CIR model

Let us consider the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross (CIR) model

(

dXt

dZt

)

=

(

aXt + b

1

)

dt+

(

σ0

√
Xt

0

)

dWt,

where Wt is a one dimensional Brownian motion and a, b, σ0 are constants, which is widely used in
mathematical finance to describe the behavior of the interest rates (see [6] Chapter 3). An analysis of
Lie’s point symmetries of the Kolmogorov equation associated with CIR model is presented in [12]. We
can compute the following one parameter family of quasi Doob infinitesimal symmetries of this model
(k ∈ R)

V1 =

(

(

e−kz
√
x

0

)

, 0, 0, e−kz

[

a+ 2k

2σ0
+

1

x

(

σ2
0 − 4b

8σ0

)]

)

V2 =

(

(

0
1

)

, 0, 0, 0

)

.

Since V1 and V2 form a solvable Lie algebra of quasi Doob symmetries for the SDE, we can apply
Theorem 40 in order to find the quasi Doob stochastic transformation T = (Φ, B, η, h) transforming
the CIR model in a new SDE in triangular form. In particular we compute a stochastic transformation
T = (Φ, B, η, h) transforming V1 and V2 into strong symmetries V ′

1 and V ′
2 for the transformed SDE

ET (µ, σ) such that the vector fields Y ′
1 and Y ′

2 are in canonical form. As in the previous example, in
order to find Φ, we compute the flows of Y1 and Y2

Φ1
a1
(x, z) =

(

(x + 1
2a1e

−kz)2

z

)
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Φ2
a2
(x, z) =

(

x

z + a2

)

and we consider the point p = (0, 0)T and the function F : R2 → M given by

F (a1, a2) = Φ1
a1
(Φ2

a2
(p)) =

(
(

1
2a1e

−ka2
)2

a2

)

.

The function Φ: M → R2, which is the inverse of F , is given by

Φ(x, z) =

(

2
√
xekz

z

)

.

Now, if we compute Φ∗(Y1) and Φ∗(Y2), we get

Φ∗(Y1) = ∇(Φ) · Y1 =

(

ekz

√
x

2k
√
xekz

0 1

)

·
(

e−kz
√
x

0

)

=

(

1
0

)

=: Y ′
1 ,

Φ∗(Y2) = ∇(Φ) · Y2 =

(

ekz

√
x

2k
√
xekz

0 1

)

·
(

0
1

)

=

(

2k
√
xekz

1

)

=

(

kX ′

1

)

=: Y ′
2 ,

that are in canonical form.
Next, by Theorem 38, the second and the third components of T are B = 1 and η = 1 since Ci and

τi are zero. Remember that in this example B is not a matrix-valued function, because the Brownian
motion has dimension one.

Moreover, the equations for h are

Y1(h) = −e−kz

[

a+ 2k

2σ0
+

1

x

(

σ2
0 − 4b

8σ0

)]

,

Y2(h) = 0,

then

hx = − a+ 2k

2σ0
√
x
− σ2

0 − 4b

8σ0x
√
x
,

hz = 0.

We obtain h(x, z) = −a+2k
σ0

√
x +

σ2
0−4b

4σ0
√
x
+ C, and we can compute the transformed SDE (µ′, σ′) :=

ET (µ, σ) as

µ′ =

(

1

η
[L(Φ) +∇(Φ) · σ · h]

)

◦Φ−1 =

(

0
1

)

σ′ =

(

1√
η
[∇(Φ) · σ ·B−1]

)

◦Φ−1 =

(

σ0e
kZ′

t

0

)

Since
√
Xt =

X′

t

2 exp(−kt) and using (6.3) the Radon-Nikodym derivative up to time t of the measure
P with respect to Q becomes

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

= exp

(

−a+ 2k

2σ0

∫ t

0

X ′
s exp(−ks)dW ′

s +
(σ2

0 − 4b)

2σ0

∫ t

0

exp(ks)

X ′
s

dW ′
s

)

×

× exp

(

−1

2

∫ t

0

[

−a+ 2k

2σ0
X ′

s exp(−ks) +
(σ2

0 − 4b)

2σ0

exp(ks)

X ′
s

]2

ds

)

. (6.7)
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The reduced SDE is integrable, that is X ′
s = X0 + σ0

∫ s

0 exp(kτ)dW ′
τ , so we get

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

=exp

(

−a+ 2k

2σ0

∫ t

0

exp(−ks)

(

X0 + σ0

∫ s

0

exp(kτ)dW ′
τ

)

dW ′
s

+
(σ2

0 − 4b)

2σ0

∫ t

0

exp(ks)

(X0 + σ0

∫ s

0 exp kτdW ′
τ )

dW ′
s

)

×

× exp

(

−1

2

∫ t

0

[

−a+ 2k

2σ0
exp(−ks)

(

X0 + σ0

∫ s

0

exp kτdW ′
τ

)

+
(σ2

0 − 4b)

2σ0

exp(ks)

(X0 + σ0

∫ s

0
exp(kτ)dW ′

τ )

]2

ds



 , (6.8)

where W ′
t is a Q− Brownian motion. We finally obtain

EP[g(Xt)] = EQ

[

g

(

exp(−2kt)

4

(

X0 + σ0

∫ t

0

exp(ks)dW ′
s

)2
)

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

]

. (6.9)

6.3. Ornstein-Uhlenbeck model

Let us consider the OU model
(

dXt

dZt

)

=

(

aXt + b

1

)

dt+

(

1
0

)

dWt,

where Wt is a one dimensional Brownian motion and a and b are constants. If we look for a two-
dimensional algebra of infinitesimal Doob symmetries for this model, we find

V1 =

(

(

1
2e

−az

0

)

, 0, 0, ae−az

)

V2 =

(

(

0
1

)

, 0, 0, 0

)

.

Since [V1, V2] = aV1, V1 and V2 form a solvable Lie algebra of Doob symmetries for the SDE and
we can apply Theorem 40 in order to find the quasi Doob stochastic transformation T = (Φ, B, η, h)
transforming the OU model in a new SDE in triangular form.

Following the same line of the previous examples, we find B = 1, η = 1, h = −2ax + c, with c an
arbitrary constant, and

Φ(x, z) =

(

2xeaz

z − 1

)

If we chose c = 0 we can compute the transformed SDE (µ′, σ′) := ET (µ, σ) as

µ′ =

(

1

η
[L(Φ) +∇(Φ) · σ · h]

)

◦Φ−1 =

(

2bea(Z
′

t+1)

1

)

σ′ =

(

1√
η
[∇(Φ) · σ ·B−1]

)

◦Φ−1 =

(

2ea(Z
′

t+1)

0

)

which can be easily integrated. Using (6.3) with the current expression for h we have

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

= exp

(∫ t

0

2aXsdW
′
s − 2a2

∫ t

0

(Xs)
2ds

)

. (6.10)

Since

Φ−1(x′, z′) =

(

x′

2 e
−a(z′+1)

z′ + 1

)
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by expressing the integrands in terms of X ′ we get

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

FT

= exp

(

a

∫ t

0

X ′
s exp(−as)dW ′

s −
a2

2

∫ t

0

(X ′
s)

2 exp(−2as)ds

)

.

and finally

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

= exp

(

a

∫ t

0

[

X0 +
2b

a
(exp(as)− 1) + 2

∫ s

0

exp(aτ)dW ′
τ

]

exp(−as)dW ′
s

)

×

× exp

(

−a2

2

∫ t

0

(

[

X0 +
2b

a
(exp(as)− 1) + 2

∫ s

0

exp(aτ)dW ′
τ

]2

exp(−2as)

)

ds

)

. (6.11)

On the other hand, if we chose c = −b, the reduced system becomes much more simple

(

dX ′
t

dZ ′
t

)

=

(

0
1

)

dt+

(

2 exp(a(Z ′
t + 1))

0

)

dW ′
t ,

and we obtain

EP[g(Xt)] = EQ

[

g(Φ−1(X ′
t))

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

]

(6.12)

where, using that X ′
t = X0 + 2

∫ t

0
exp(as)dW ′

s,

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

=exp

(

a

∫ t

0

exp(−as)

(

X0 + 2

∫ t

0

exp(as)dW ′
s

)

− a2

2

∫ t

0

exp(−2as)(X ′
s)

2ds

)

×

× exp

(

bW ′
t −

b2

2
t

)(

exp(−ab)

∫ t

0

exp(−as)X ′
sds

)

(6.13)

and

Φ−1(X ′
t) =

exp(−at)

2

(

X0 + 2

∫ t

0

exp(as)dW ′
s

)

. (6.14)

6.4. A two dimensional example

Let us consider the SDE





dXt

dYt

dZt



 =







αXt

X2
t +Y 2

t−αYt

X2
t +Y 2

t

1






dt+









X2
t −Y 2

t√
X2

t +Y 2
t

0

0
X2

t −Y 2
t√

X2
t +Y 2

t

0 0









·
(

dW 1
t

dW 2
t

)

, (6.15)

where α ∈ R, that has been discussed in [13] (see also [11], where a similar equation has been studied
using Lie’s point symmetries of the related Kolmogorov equation). Solving the determining equations
for the quasi Doob symmetries of this SDE, we find

V1 =









y
x2+y2

x
x2+y2

0



 ,

(

0 x2−y2

(x2+y2)2

− x2−y2

(x2+y2)2 0

)

, 0,

(

0
0

)





V2 =









x

y

0



 ,

(

0 0
0 0

)

, 0,





−2αx

(x2−y2)
√

x2+y2

2αy

(x2−y2)
√

x2+y2









V3 =









0
0
1



 ,

(

0 0
0 0

)

, 0,

(

0
0

)



 .
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Since [Y1, Y2] = 2Y1, [Y1, Y3] = 0 and [Y2, Y3] = 0, these symmetries form a solvable Lie algebra. There-
fore, as in the previous examples, we can compute a finite stochastic transformation T = (Φ, B, η, h)
such that the transformed SDE (µ′, σ′) = ET (µ, σ) is in triangular form. In particular for η = 1,

Φ(x, y, z) =





xy
1
2 log(|x2 − y2|)

z



 ,

B =





y√
x2+y2

x√
x2+y2

−x√
x2+y2

y√
x2+y2



 ,

and

h =







y− αx

x2−y2√
x2+y2

y+ αx

x2−y2√
x2+y2







we can explicit compute the transformed SDE and we get

µ′ =





e2Y
′

t

−1
1





and

σ′ =





e2Y
′

t 0
0 −1
0 0



 .

Therefore, the reduced SDE has the following triangular form

dX ′
t = exp(2Y ′

t )dt+ exp(2Y ′
t )dW

′
1,t

dY ′
t = −dt− dW ′

2,t,

dZ ′
t = dt,

and can be easily integrated. Indeed

Y ′
t = Y ′

0 − t−W ′
2,t,

X ′
t = X ′

0 +

∫ t

0

exp(Y ′
0 − s−W ′

2,s)ds+

∫ t

0

exp(Y ′
0 − s−W ′

2,s)dW
′
1,s

Z ′
t = t,

that is (X ′
t, Y

′
t ) is integrable according with Definition 41 with O = X ′ and O′ = Y ′.

By the reconstruction theorem (Theorem 45) and since there is no time change (i.e. η = 1 ) we
obtain that, ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

EP[g(Xt, Yt)] = EP[g(Φ
−1(X ′

t, Y
′
t ))] = EQ

[

g(Φ−1(X ′
t, Y

′
t ))

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft

]

(6.16)

where
dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Fαt

= exp

(

−
∫ t

0

hTB−1(Φ−1(X ′
s, Y

′
s ))dW

′
s

)

×

× exp

(

+
1

2

∫ t

0

hTh(Φ−1(X ′
s, Y

′
s ))ds

)

.

We calculate Φ−1 obtaining

Φ−1(x′, y′, z′) =











±
√√

exp(4y′)+4(x′)2−exp(2y′)

2
x′

±
√√

exp(4y′)+4(x′)2−exp(2y′)
2

z′











,
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where we used that
x2 + y2 =

√

exp(4y′) + 4(x′)2.

The Radon-Nikodym derivative up to time t becomes

dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Fαt

= exp

(

−
∫ t

0

[D1,sdW
′
1,s +D2,sdW

′
2,s]−

1

2

∫ t

0

2D3,sds

)

,

with

D1,s =
1

√

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

[

√

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

2
+X ′

s −
exp(2Y ′

s )

2

]

+
α

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

[

√

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

2
−X ′

s +
exp(2Y ′

s )

2

]

D2,s =
1

√

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

[

√

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

2
−X ′

s −
exp(2Y ′

s )

2

]

+
α

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

[

√

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

2
+X ′

s +
exp(2Y ′

s )

2

]

D3,s =
1

√

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

[(

√

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

2
− exp(2Y ′

s )

2

)

+
α2

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

(

√

exp(4Y ′
s ) + 4(X ′

s)
2

2
+

exp(2Y ′
s )

2

)]

.

Finally we get

EP[g(Xt, Yt)] =

= EQ



g



±

√

√

exp(4Y ′
t ) + 4(X ′

t)
2 + exp(2Y ′

t )

2
,±

√

√

exp(4Y ′
t ) + 4(X ′

t)
2 − exp(2Y ′

t )

2





dP

dQ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft



 .

Conclusions and future developments

In this paper we extend an application of (standard) Lie symmetry analysis of differential equations to
the case of general symmetries of stochastic differential equations introduced in [15] and we prove some
properties of these new general infinitesimal symmetries (namely that they form a Lie algebra). The
main results of the paper are reduction and reconstruction procedures for symmetric SDE in this general
framework. Moreover, we introduce the notion of quasi Doob transformations and symmetries, useful
for the mentioned reconstruction procedure. Future developments of this research will be certainly
the applications of the previous theory to numerical integration of SDEs (as done in [16] for strong
symmetries, see also [1]). In this direction the notion of quasi Doob symmetries seems to be very
useful, since the reconstruction formula obtained above contains only Riemann integration in the
exponential change of measure. From a theoretical point of view, another interesting application of the
general setting developed in this paper is the problem of finding some new explicit formulas for generic
symmetric processes similar to the ones discussed in Malliavin calculus for Brownian motion.
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