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A CLASS OF MULTIDIMENSIONAL NONLINEAR DIFFUSIONS

WITH THE FELLER PROPERTY

DAVID CRIENS AND LARS NIEMANN

Abstract. In this note we consider a family of nonlinear (conditional) expectations that can be un-

derstood as a multidimensional diffusion with uncertain drift and certain volatility. Here, the drift is

prescribed by a set-valued function that depends on time and path in a Markovian way. We establish

the Feller property for the associated sublinear Markovian semigroup and we observe a smoothing

effect as our framework carries enough randomness. Furthermore, we link the corresponding value

function to a semilinear Kolmogorov equation.

1. Introduction

A nonlinear multidimensional diffusion, or nonlinear multidimensional continuous Markov pro-

cess, is a family of sublinear expectations {Ex : x ∈ R
d} on the Wiener space C(R+;R

d) with

Ex ◦X−1
0 = δx for each x ∈ R

d such that the Markov property

(1.1) Ex(EXt(ψ(Xs))) = Ex(ψ(Xt+s)), x ∈ R
d, s, t ∈ R+,

holds. Here, ψ runs through a collection of suitable test functions and X denotes the canonical

process on C(R+;R
d). Building upon the seminal work of Peng [17, 18] on the G-Brownian motion,

nonlinear Markov processes have recently been studied from the perspective of processes under

uncertainty, see [7, 9, 12, 15]. Using the techniques from [16], a general framework for constructing

nonlinear Markov processes was developed in [8]. To be more precise, for given x ∈ R, the sublinear

expectation Ex has the form Ex = supP∈R(x)E
P with a collection R(x) of semimartingale laws P on

the path space, with initial distribution δx and absolutely continuous semimartingale characteristics

(BP , CP ), where the differential characteristics (dBP /dλ\, dCP/dλ\) are prescribed in a Markovian

way.

As in the theory of (linear) Markov processes, there is a strong link to semigroups. Indeed, the

Markov property (1.1) ensures the semigroup property TtTs = Ts+t, s, t ∈ R+, where the sublinear

operators Tt, t ∈ R+, are defined by

(1.2) Tt(ψ)(x) := Ex(ψ(Xt)) = sup
P∈R(x)

EP
[

ψ(Xt)
]

for suitable functions ψ. Using the general theory of [6, 16], the operators Tt, t ∈ R+, are well-defined

on the cone of upper semianalytic functions.

In our paper [3], for a one-dimensional setting, we discovered a novel type of smoothing effect of

the semigroup (Tt)t∈R+ under a weak ellipticity assumption. Namely, we proved that (Tt)t∈R+ has

the so-called strong USCb–Feller property, i.e., for every t > 0, the operator Tt maps bounded upper

semicontinuous functions to bounded continuous functions. Further, under a uniform ellipticity

condition, we even established the uniform strong USCb–Feller property, that shows that each Tt,

for times t > 0, maps bounded upper semicontinuous functions to bounded uniformly continuous
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2 D. CRIENS AND L. NIEMANN

functions. To the best of our knowledge, smoothing effects of these specific forms were not reported

before. Related, but generally different, smoothing effects are known for viscosity solutions to

parabolic Hamilton–Jacobi–Bellman (or more general nonlinear) PDEs, see, e.g., [1, 10, 11] and the

references therein.

In this note, we establish the uniform strong USCb–Feller property for a class of multidimensional

diffusions with uncertain drift b : F × R
d → R

d and certain volatility a : Rd → S
d
+. Furthermore,

leaning on theory from [2, 3, 8], the (uniform) strong USCb–Feller property allows us, for ψ ∈

Cb(R
d;R), to identify the so-called value function (t, x) 7→ Tt(ψ)(x) as a bounded viscosity solution

to the nonlinear Kolmogorov type PDE

(1.3)

{

∂tu(t, x)−G(x, u(t, · )) = 0, for (t, x) ∈ R+ × R
d,

u(0, x) = ψ(x), for x ∈ R
d,

where

G(x, φ) := sup
f∈F

{

〈b(f, x),∇φ(x)〉
}

+ 1
2 tr

[

a(x)∇2φ(x)
]

.

Under additional Lipschitz conditions, the value function is even the unique bounded viscosity

solution to (1.3). Thanks to results from [8, 12, 13], this uniqueness result transfers to the level of

semigroups. Namely, it shows that (Tt)t∈R+ is the only jointly continuous sublinear semigroup on

Cb(R
d;R) whose pointwise generator coincides with G on the set C∞

c (Rd;R) of smooth functions

with compact support. For sublinear convolution semigroups, such a stochastic representation has

been obtained in [13]. For a statement on the level of nonlinear Markov processes with jumps, we

refer to our paper [4] that was finished after the current paper has been submitted.

Sublinear semigroups can also be constructed by analytic methods, see [5, 8, 14]. A general ap-

proach leading to the so-called Nisio semigroup and a corresponding viscosity theory was recently

established in the paper [14]. The framework from [14] allows for general state spaces, and provides

conditions for Feller properties on spaces of weighted continuous functions. If the weight function

is vanishing at infinity, this includes the Cb–Feller property, i.e., the semigroup is a self-map on

the space of bounded continuous functions. Further, in case the weight function is bounded from

below and the Nisio semigroup is continuous from above (in a suitable sense), the Cb–Feller prop-

erty can be derived, too. Specific examples for nonlinear Markov processes whose associated Nisio

semigroups entail the Cb–Feller property were discussed in [14, Section 6.3]. For the case of convo-

lution semigroups, corresponding to the Lévy framework from [5, 15], it has been shown in [13] that

(Tt)t∈R+ coincides with the Nisio semigroup. A similar result for certain one-dimensional nonlinear

diffusions is given in the update of our paper [3]. It appears to us that the analytic treatment

provides currently no access to the (uniform) strong USCb–Feller property.

2. Main Result

2.1. The Setting. Fix a dimension d ∈ N and define Ω to be the space of continuous functions

R+ → R
d endowed with the local uniform topology. The canonical process on Ω is denoted by

X, i.e., Xt(ω) = ω(t) for ω ∈ Ω and t ∈ R+. It is well-known that F := B(Ω) = σ(Xt, t ∈ R+).

We define F := (Ft)t∈R+ as the canonical filtration generated by X, i.e., Ft := σ(Xs, s ∈ [0, t]) for

t ∈ R+. The set of probability measures on (Ω,F) is denoted by P(Ω) and endowed with the usual

topology of convergence in distribution. We denote the space of symmetric positive semidefinite

real-valued d × d matrices by S
d
+. Let F be a metrizable space and let b : F × R

d → R
d and

a : Rd → S
d
+ be two Borel functions.

Condition 2.1.

(i) F is compact.

(ii) b and a are continuous.
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(iii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all f ∈ F and x, ξ ∈ R
d,

‖b(f, x)‖ ≤ C,
‖ξ‖2

C
≤ 〈ξ, a(x)ξ〉 ≤ C‖ξ‖2.

Remark 2.2. In the this note, we will always work under Condition 2.1. While it is possible so

substantially weaken part (iii), we assume it for the sake of clarity.

We define the correspondence, i.e., the set-valued map, Θ: Rd ։ R
d × S

d
+ by

Θ(x) :=
{

(b(f, x), a(x)) : f ∈ F
}

⊂ R
d × S

d
+.

Remark 2.3. Thanks to [2, Lemma 2.9], under Condition 2.1, the graph of Θ is measurable.

We denote the set of laws of continuous semimartingales by Psem ⊂ P(Ω). For P ∈ Psem, we

denote the semimartingale characteristics of the coordinate process X by (BP , CP ), and we set

Pac
sem :=

{

P ∈ Psem : P -a.s. (BP , CP ) ≪ λ\
}

,

where λ\ denotes the Lebesgue measure. For x ∈ R
d, we further define

R(x) :=
{

P ∈ Pac
sem : P ◦X−1

0 = δx, (λ\ ⊗ P )-a.e. (dBP /dλ\, dCP /dλ\) ∈ Θ(X)
}

.

Remark 2.4. By virtue of [2, Lemma 2.10], under Condition 2.1, the set R(x) is non-empty for

every x ∈ R
d.

2.2. Nonlinear Diffusions and Sublinear Semigroups. For each x ∈ R
d, we define the sublin-

ear operator Ex on the convex cone of upper semianalytic functions ψ : Ω → R by

Ex(ψ) := sup
P∈R(x)

EP
[

ψ
]

.

For every x ∈ R
d, we have by construction that Ex(ψ(X0)) = ψ(x) for every bounded upper

semianalytic function ψ : Rd → R.

The next proposition confirms that the family {Ex : x ∈ R
d} is a nonlinear multidimensional

diffusion. It provides the so-called nonlinear Markov property of the family {Ex : x ∈ R
d}, cf. [8,

Lemma 4.32] and [3, Proposition 2.8]. We omit a detailed proof.

Proposition 2.5 (Nonlinear Markov Property). Suppose that Condition 2.1 holds. For t ∈ R+,

denote the shift operator θt : Ω → Ω by θt(ω) := ω( · + t). Then, for every upper semianalytic

function ψ : Ω → [−∞,∞], the equality

Ex(ψ ◦ θt) = Ex(EXt(ψ))

holds for every (t, x) ∈ R+ ×R
d.

Definition 2.6. Let H be a convex cone of functions f : Rd → R containing all constant functions.

A family of sublinear operators Tt : H → H, t ∈ R+, is called a sublinear Markovian semigroup on

H if it satisfies the following properties:

(i) (Tt)t∈R+ has the semigroup property, i.e., TsTt = Ts+t for all s, t ∈ R+ and T0 = id,

(ii) Tt is monotone for each t ∈ R+, i.e., f, g ∈ H with f ≤ g implies Tt(f) ≤ Tt(g),

(iii) Tt preserves constants for each t ∈ R+, i.e., Tt(c) = c for each c ∈ R.

The following proposition should be compared to [8, Remark 4.33] and [3, Proposition 2.8]. For

brevity, we omit a detailed proof.

Proposition 2.7 (Semigroup Property). Suppose that Condition 2.1 holds. The family of operators

(Tt)t∈R+ given by

Tt(ψ)(x) := Ex(ψ(Xt)), t ∈ R+, x ∈ R
d,(2.1)

defines a sublinear Markovian semigroup on the set of bounded upper semianalytic functions.
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2.3. The Feller Property. In the following theorem, which is the main result of this note, we

show that (Tt)t∈R+ is a nonlinear semigroup on the space Cb(R
d;R) of bounded continuous functions

from R
d into R. In fact, we show a bit more, namely the existence of a so-called uniform strong

Feller selection (see Definition 3.3 below).

Condition 2.8. The set {b(f, x) : f ∈ F} ⊂ R
d is convex for every x ∈ R

d.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that the Conditions 2.1 and 2.8 hold. Then, for every t > 0 and any

bounded upper semicontinuous function ψ : Rd → R, the map x 7→ Tt(ψ)(x) is uniformly continuous.

In particular, (Tt)t∈R+ has the Cb–Feller property, i.e., Tt(Cb(R
d;R)) ⊂ Cb(R

d;R).

Remark 2.10. Theorem 2.9 shows that (Tt)t∈R+ has a weak version of the uniform strong Feller

property (Definition 3.3 below), i.e., that regularity is gained through Tt, with t > 0, since bounded

upper semicontinuous functions are mapped to bounded uniformly continuous functions.

For a one-dimensional continuous nonlinear framework with uncertain volatility, i.e., with F -

dependent diffusion coefficient a, a version of Theorem 2.9 was proved in our previous paper [3].

2.4. An Application to Semilinear PDEs. For (x, φ) ∈ ×R
d × C2(Rd;R), we define the non-

linearity

G(x, φ) := sup
f∈F

{

〈b(f, x),∇φ(x)〉
}

+ 1
2 tr

[

a(x)∇2φ(x)
]

.(2.2)

Recall that a function u : R+ × R
d → R is said to be a weak sense viscosity subsolution to the

semilinear PDE

(2.3)

{

∂tu(t, x)−G(x, u(t, · )) = 0, for (t, x) ∈ R+ × R
d,

u(0, x) = ψ(x), for x ∈ R
d,

where ψ ∈ Cb(R
d;R), if the following two properties hold:

(a) u(0, · ) ≤ ψ;

(b) ∂tφ(t, x)−G(x, φ(t, · )) ≤ 0 for all φ ∈ C∞
b (R+×R

d;R) such that u ≤ φ and φ(t, x) = u(t, x)

for some (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R
d.

A weak sense viscosity supersolution is obtained by reversing the inequalities. Further, u is called

weak sense viscosity solution if it is a weak sense viscosity sub- and supersolution. Additionally, u

is called viscosity subsolution if it is both, a weak sense viscosity subsolution, and upper semicon-

tinuous. The notions of viscosity supersolution and viscosity solution are defined accordingly.

Similar as in our previous paper [2], using the Conditions 2.1 and 2.8, one can prove that the

so-called value function

v(t, x) := Tt(ψ)(x), (t, x) ∈ R+ × R
d,

is a weak-sense viscosity solution to (2.3). The uniform strong USCb–Feller property from Theo-

rem 2.9 yields additional regularity of the semigroup which can be used to show that v is even a

viscosity solution in the classical sense. Under Lipschitz conditions on b and a, we can even deduce

a uniqueness statement.

Condition 2.11 (Lipschitz Continuity in Space). There exists a decomposition a = σσ∗ and a

constant C > 0 such that

‖b(f, x)− b(f, y)‖+ ‖σ(x) − σ(y)‖ ≤ C‖x− y‖,

for all f ∈ F and x, y ∈ R
d.

Theorem 2.12. Suppose that the Conditions 2.1 and 2.8 hold. Then, the value function v is a

viscosity solution to the nonlinear PDE (2.3). If, in addition, Condition 2.11 holds, then v is the

unique bounded viscosity solution.
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Proof. We already mentioned that v is a weak sense viscosity solution to (2.3). Furthermore, thanks

to Theorem 2.9, it follows verbatim as in the proof of [3, Theorem 2.36] that v is continuous (in

both arguments). Finally, the comparison principle [8, Corollary 2.34], in combination with [8,

Lemmata 2.4, 2.6] and [8, Remark 2.5], implies uniqueness under Condition 2.11. �

3. Proof of Theorem 2.9

We call an R
d-valued continuous process Y = (Yt)t≥0 a (continuous) semimartingale after a

time t∗ ∈ R+ if the process Y·+t∗ = (Yt+t∗)t≥0 is a semimartingale for its natural right-continuous

filtration. The law of a semimartingale after t∗ is said to be a semimartingale law after t∗ and the

set of them is denoted by Psem(t
∗). For P ∈ Psem(t

∗) we denote the semimartingale characteristics

of the shifted coordinate process X·+t∗ by (BP
·+t∗ , C

P
·+t∗), and we set

Pac
sem(t

∗) :=
{

P ∈ Psem(t
∗) : P -a.s. (BP

·+t∗ , C
P
·+t∗) ≪ λ\

}

.

For (t, x) ∈ R+ × R
d, we define

K(t, x) :=
{

P ∈ Pac
sem(t) : P (Xs = x for all s ∈ [0, t]) = 1,

(λ\ ⊗ P )-a.e. (dBP
·+t/dλ\, dC

P
·+t/dλ\) ∈ Θ(X·+t)

}

.

For a probability measure P on (Ω,F), a kernel Ω ∋ ω 7→ Qω ∈ P(Ω), and a finite stopping time τ ,

we define the pasting measure

(P ⊗τ Q)(A) ,

∫∫

1A(ω ⊗τ(ω) ω
′)Qω(dω

′)P (dω), A ∈ F ,

where

ω ⊗t ω
′ := ω1[0,t) + (ω(t) + ω′ − ω′(t))1[t,∞).

Definition 3.1 (Time inhomogeneous Markov Family). A family {P(s,x) : (s, x) ∈ R+×R
d} ⊂ P(Ω)

is said to be a strong Markov family if (t, x) 7→ P(t,x) is Borel and the strong Markov property holds,

i.e., for every (s, x) ∈ R+ × R
d and every finite stopping time τ ≥ s,

P(s,x)( · |Fτ )(ω) = δω ⊗τ(ω) P(τ(ω),ω(τ(ω)))

for P(s,x)-a.a. ω ∈ Ω.

The following general strong Markov selection principle can be proved as in Section 5 of [3]. We

omit a detailed proof.

Theorem 3.2 (Strong Markov Selection Principle). Suppose that the Conditions 2.1 and 2.8 hold.

For every ψ ∈ USCb(R;R
d) and every t > 0, there exists a strong Markov family {P(s,x) : (s, x) ∈

R+ ×R
d} such that, for all (s, x) ∈ R+ × R

d, P(s,x) ∈ K(s, x) and

EP(s,x)
[

φ(Xt)
]

= sup
P∈K(s,x)

EP
[

φ(Xt)
]

.

In particular, for all x ∈ R
d,

Tt(ψ)(x) = EP(0,x)
[

ψ(Xt)
]

.

Definition 3.3 (Uniform Strong Feller Family). A time inhomogeneous strong Markov family

{P(s,x) : (s, x) ∈ R+ × R
d} is said to have the uniform strong Feller property if, for every t > 0

and every bounded Borel function φ : Rd → R, the map [0, t − h] × R
d ∋ (s, x) 7→ EP(s,x) [φ(Xt)] is

uniformly continuous for every h ∈ (0, t).

The next result is the key observation for the proof of Theorem 2.9.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that Condition 2.1 holds. Let {P(s,x) : (s, x) ∈ R+×R
d} be a strong Markov

family such that, for all (s, x) ∈ R+ ×R
d, P(s,x) ∈ K(s, x). Then, it is also a uniform strong Feller

family.
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Proof. We adapt the argument from [19, Theorem 7.1.9]. Recall from [19] that a probability measure

Q on (Ω,F) is said to be a solution to the martingale problem for (0, a) starting from (s, x) ∈ R+×R
d

if Q(Xt = x for all t ∈ [0, s]) = 1 and the processes

f(Xt)−

∫ t

s

1
2 tr

[

a(Xr)∇
2f(Xr)

]

dr : t ≥ s, f ∈ C∞
c (Rd;R),

are Q-martingales. Thanks to [19, Theorem 7.2.1], for every (s, x) ∈ R+×R
d, there exists a unique

solution Q(s,x) to the martingale problem for (0, a) starting from (s, x).

By definition of the correspondence K, we have P(s,x) ∈ Pac
sem(s) and we denote the Lebesgue

densities of the P(s,x)-characteristics of the shifted coordinate process X·+s by (b
(s,x)
·+s , a

(s,x)
·+s ). Notice

that (λ\ ⊗ P(s,x))-a.e. a
(s,x)
·+s = a(X·+s) by the definition of Θ and K(s, x). We define

Z
(s,x)
t := exp

(

−

∫ t∨s

s

〈a−1(Xr)b
(s,x)
r , dX

(s,x)
r 〉 − 1

2

∫ t∨s

s

〈b(s,x)r , a−1(Xr)b
(s,x)
r 〉dr

)

, t ∈ R+,

where

X
(s,x)

:= X −

∫ ·∨s

s

b(s,x)r dr.

Thanks to [19, Lemma 6.4.1], each Z(s,x) is a P(s,x)-martingale and

dQ(s,x) = Z
(s,x)
T dP(s,x) on FT for all T ∈ R+.

Let ψ : Rd → R be a bounded Borel function such that |ψ| ≤ 1, fix a finite time horizon T > 0 and

set

Ψ(s, x) := EP(s,x)
[

ψ(XT )
]

, (s, x) ∈ R+ × R
d.

Further, let h ∈ (0, T ), pick 0 ≤ α ≤ h and let (t, x), (s, y) ∈ [0, T − h]× R
d such that t ≤ s. Using

the (strong) Markov property of {P(s,x) : (s, x) ∈ R+ × R
d}, we obtain that

∣

∣EP(t,x)
[

ψ(XT )
]

− EP(s,y)
[

ψ(XT )
]∣

∣

=
∣

∣EP(t,x)
[

Ψ(s+ α,Xs+α)
]

− EP(s,y)
[

Ψ(s+ α,Xs+α)
]
∣

∣

≤
∣

∣EP(t,x)
[

Z
(t,x)
s+αΨ(s+ α,Xs+α)

]

− EP(s,y)
[

Z
(s,y)
s+α Ψ(s+ α,Xs+α)

]∣

∣

+ EP(t,x)
[

|1− Z
(t,x)
s+α |

]

+ EP(s,y)
[

|1− Z
(s,y)
s+α |

]

=
∣

∣EQ(t,x)
[

Ψ(s+ α,Xs+α)
]

− EQ(s,y)
[

Ψ(s+ α,Xs+α)
]
∣

∣

+ EP(t,x)
[

|1− Z
(t,x)
s+α |

]

+ EP(s,y)
[

|1− Z
(s,y)
s+α |

]

.

(3.1)

Notice that
(

EP(t,x)
[

|1− Z
(t,x)
s+α |

])2
≤ EP(t,x)

[
∣

∣1− Z
(t,x)
s+α

∣

∣

2]

= EP(t,x)
[(

Z
(t,x)
s+α

)2]
− 1

≤ eC(s+α−t) − 1

= eCα − 1 + eCα
(

eC(s−t) − 1
)

,

where the constant C > 0 only depends on the constant from part (iii) of Condition 2.1. Similarly,

we have
(

EP(s,y)
[

|1− Z
(s,y)
s+α |

])2
≤ eCα − 1.

Now, let ε > 0 be arbitrary. Choose αε ∈ (0, h) with

eCαε − 1 < ε2.

Next, choose βε > 0 with

eCαε
(

eCβε − 1
)

< ε2.
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This yields that

(3.2) EP(t,x)
[

|1− Z
(t,x)
s+α |

]

+ EP(s,y)
[

|1− Z
(s,y)
s+α |

]

≤ 2ε+ ε = 3ε.

Due to [19, Theorem 7.2.4], there exists an 0 < δ ≤ βε that does not depend on (t, x), (s, y) such

that
∣

∣EQ(t,x)
[

Ψ(s+ αε,Xs+αε
)
]

− EQ(s,y)
[

Ψ(s+ αε,Xs+αε
)
]
∣

∣ ≤ ε(3.3)

whenever |t− s|+ ‖x− y‖ ≤ δ. Here, we used that αε > 0. Thanks to (3.2) and (3.3), we conclude

that
∣

∣EP(t,x)
[

ψ(XT )
]

− EP(s,y)
[

ψ(XT )
]
∣

∣ ≤ 4ε,

in case |t − s| + ‖x − y‖ ≤ δ. This proves the uniform strong Feller property of the family

{P(s,x) : (s, x) ∈ R+ × R
d} and therefore, the proof is complete. �

Finally, we are in the position to prove our main result, Theorem 2.9.

Proof of Theorem 2.9. Let ψ : Rd → R be bounded and upper semicontinuous and take t > 0. By

the Theorems 3.2 and 3.4, there exists a uniform strong Feller family {P(s,x) : (s, x) ∈ R+ × R
d}

such that

Tt(ψ)(x) = EP(0,x)
[

ψ(Xt)
]

, x ∈ R
d.

The uniform strong Feller property yields the uniform continuity of x 7→ Tt(ψ)(x). This completes

the proof. �

References
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