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On monotonicity and order-preservation for multidimensional
G-diffusion processes
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Abstract

In this paper, we prove a comparison theorem for multidimensional G-SDEs. Moreover we
obtain respectively the sufficient conditions and necessary conditions of the monotonicity and
order-preservation for two multidimensional G-diffusion processes. Finally, we give some applica-
tions.
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1 Introduction

In the classical framework, it is known that It6 diffusions can be used to construct linear semigroups,
which are known as Markov semigroups. The relationships among It6’s diffusions, Markov semigroups
and infinitesimal generators have been well studied and many interesting results have been deduced.
They can be summarized as follows. We suppose (X;):>0 to be n-dimensional It6 diffusion

dXt = b(Xt)dt + O'(Xt)th,

where (W})¢>0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion and b, o are Lipschitz continuous functions on R™.
The Markov semigroup P, is defined by P, f(z) = E[f(X")], where X% represents the Ité process
with initial condition x at initial time ¢ = 0 and f is a function defined on R™. Here E[-| stands for
the expectation related to a probability P. The infinitesimal generator L of the Markov semigroup,
which satisfies

t—0+ t
for f appropriately taken such that the above limit exists, is of the following form:

2
o
0x?

where ”*” denotes the transposition. For more details, the readers can refer to, for example, Stroock
and Varadhan ([36]) and Rogers and Williams ([35]).

The monotonicity property of the semigroups associated with the corresponding diffusions was
initiated by Holly (JI3]) and studied by Cox ([4]) and Harris ([I0]). Afterwards, Herbst and Pitt

Lf= %tr[ fol +b*%f,
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([11]) investigated the use of diffusion equations as a tool for establishing stochastic monotonicity of
semigroups. Chen and Wang ([3]) continued the study on the order-preservation for multidimensional
diffusion processes. One of the main results of Chen and Wang ([3]), which covers the monotonicity
result in Herbst and Pitt ([I]), is as follows:

Lemma 1.1 (Chen and Wang ([3], Theorem 1.3)) Let A = %7, a5 % (% oy T Zi1 Zam (resp.

A= 1E”J 133 53,95, 61 5 T 2ie 1118 - ). Assume that (a;;) and (a;;) are nonnegative definite everywhere,
J

aij, @ij, li, li € C(R™) and the martingale problems for A and Aiare well posed. Let P; (resp. P;)
be the Markov semigroup generated by A (resp. A). Then P, > Py if and only if the following two
conditions hold:

(a) for all i and j, a;; = a;; and a;j(x) depends only on x; and x;;

(b) for all i, l;(x) > l;(y) whenever x; =y, and x; > y; for all j € {1,...,n} and j #i.

Peng ([27]) introduced the notion of g-expectation defined via a backward stochastic differential
equation (BSDE). A g-expectation preserves most properties of the classical expectations except non-
linearity since it is a nonlinear functional. Its nonlinearity can be characterized by its generator g.
Zhang and Jia ([37]) constructed a nonlinear semigroup by decoupled FBSDEs. They obtained the
equivalent conditions of the monotonicity and order-preservation of semigroups.

Recently, Peng systemically established a time-consistent fully nonlinear expectation theory ( see
[28], [29] and [30]). As a typical and important case, Peng introduced the G-expectation theory
( see [32] and the references therein) in 2006. In the G-expectation framework (G-framework for
short), the notion of G-Brownian motion and the corresponding stochastic calculus of Itd’s type were
established. On that basis, Gao [7] and Peng [31I] have studied the existence and uniqueness of the
solution of G-SDEs under a standard Lipschitz condition on its coefficients. Moreover, based on Gao
[7], Bai and Lin [2] obtained the existence and uniqueness of the solution of GSDEs under some
integral-Lipschitz conditions. For a recent account and development of this theory we refer the reader

o ([201,[211,[22],[23],[24]). Recently, Hu et. al. ([I4]) proved an existence and uniqueness result on
BSDEs driven by G—Brownian motions (G-BSDEs), further (in [15]) they gave a comparison theorem
for G-BSDEs. He et. al. ([12]) proved the representation theorem for generators of G-BSDEs, and then
the converse comparison theorem of G-BSDEs and some equivalent results for nonlinear expectations
generated by G-BSDEs.

This paper is organized as follow: In section 2, we recall some notations and results that we will use
in this paper. In section 3, we give our assumptions and recall some notations and results of G-SDES
and G-BSDEs. In section 4, we obtain a comparison theorem for multidimensional G-SDEs. In section
5, we obtain respectively the sufficient conditions and necessary conditions of the monotonicity and
order-preservation of two multidimensional G-diffusion processes. In section 6, some applications are
given.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Sublinear expectation, G-Brownian motion and capacity
2.1.1 Sublinear expectation

We present some preliminaries in the theory of sublinear expectation, G-Brownian motions and the
capacity under G-framework. More details can be found in Peng [31] and Li and Peng [19].

Definition 2.1 Let  be a given set and let H be a linear space of real valued functions defined on
Q with ¢ € H for all constants ¢, and |X| e M, if X € H. H is considered as the space of our
random variables. A sublinear expectation B on H is a functional E:H—>R satisfying the following



properties: for all X|Y € H, we have
(a)Monotonicity: if X > Y, then B[X] > E[Y].
(b)Constant preserving: Blc] = ¢, ¥ ¢ € R.
(¢)Sub-additivity: B[X + Y] < E[X] + E[Y].
(d)Positive homogeneity: E]ANX] = AE[X], ¥ A > 0.

The triple (Q,’H,E) is called a sublinear expectation space. X € H is called a random variable in
(Q,'H,I@). We often callY = (Y1,...,Yy),Y; € H a d-dimensional random vector in (Q,'H,I@). Let us
consider a space of random variables H satisfying: if X; € H,i=1,...,d, then o(X1, -+ ,Xq) € H,
for all p € C@Lip(Rd), where Cy, Lip (Rd) is the space of all bounded real-valued Lipschitz continuous
functions.

Definition 2.2 In a sublinear expectation space (Q,’H,E) an m-dimensional random vector X =
(X1,...,Xm) is said to be independent from another n-dimensional random vector Y = (Y1,...,Yy)
under E if for any test function ¢ € Cy 1ip(R™T™) we have

Elp(X,Y)] = EE[p(z,Y)]a=x]

Definition 2.3 Let X and X2 be two n-dimensional random vector defined on sublinear expectation
spaces (1, H1,Eq1) and (Q2,Ha,Eg), respectively. They are called identically distributed, denoted by

X, L X, if ) )
E1[p(X1)] = E2[p(X2)], V ¢ € Cp,1ip(R™)

We call X an independent copy of X if X 2 X and X is independent from X.

Definition 2.4 (G-normal distribution) An m-dimensional random vector X = (X1,...,X,,) on
a sublinear expectation space (Q, H,E) is called (centralized) G-normal distributed if for any a,b >0

aX +bX £ /a2 102X
where X is an independent copy of X. The letter G denotes the function

G(A) == ZE[(AX, X)] : S(d) — R.

N =

2.1.2 G-Brownian motion

Definition 2.5 (G-Brownian motion) Let G : S(d) — R be a given monotonic and sublinear func-
tion. A process (B(t) € H)i>0 on a sublinear expectation space (Q,H,R) is called a G-Brownian
motion if the following properties are satisfied:

(a) B(0) = 0.

(b) For each t,s > 0 the increment Byys — By 4 VsX and independent from (By,,Bi,, ..., By,) for
eachn €N, 0<tg <ty <..<t, <t, where X is G-normal distributed.

We denote by Q = C4(R*) the space of all R%-value continuous paths (w);ep+, With wy = 0,
equipped with the distance

plo',w?) = 2—1’[(%% jw' (1) —w?(D)]) AL].
=1 ’

We denote by B(2) the Borel o-algebra of (.
We also denote, for each t € [0, 00):



O i={w(-At):weQ},
Fi = B(Y),
9(€2) : the space of all B(f2)-measurable real function,
LO(£2;) : the space of all B(Q;)-measurable real function,
By(€¢) : all bounded elements in L°(Q), By(Q:) := By() N LO(),
Cp(£2) : all continuous elements in By, (), Cy(Q:) := Bp(2) N LO().

In Peng [31], a G-Brownian motion is constructed on a sublinear expectation sapce (2, L, E, (E;)¢>0)for

p = 1, where L%, is a Banach space under the natural norm || X, = [ X|P)*/P. In this space the
corresponding canonical process B(t,w) = w(t),t € [0,00), for w € §, is a G-Brownian motion. It is
proved in Denis et al.[5] that L°(Q) D LL(2) D Cy(9), and there exists a weakly compact family P
of probability measures defined on (€, B(€2)) such that

E[X] = sup Ep[X], X € L&(Q).
PeP

We now introduce the natural choquet capacity
¢(A) := sup P(4), A€ B(Q).
Pep

Definition 2.6 A set A C Q is polar if ¢(A) = 0. A property holds ‘quasi-surely’ (q.s.) if it holds
outside a polar set.

Definition 2.7 A real function X on Q) is said to be quasi-continuous if for each € > 0, there exists
an open set O with ¢(0) < € such that X|oe is continuous.

Then L7,(2) can be characterized as follows:
L2(Q) = {X e L°(Q)| 2161]% Ep[|X|?] < 00,and X is ¢ quasi-surely continuous}.
We denote, for p > 0,
LP = {X € L°%(Q) : E[|X|P] = sup Ep[|X|F] < co};
pPeP

N? = {X e L°(Q) : E[|X|*] = 0};

N = {X € L%Q) : X=0, c-qusi surely (q.s.)}

It is seen that £P and AP are linear spaces and N? = N, for each p > 0. We define the space
LP(Q) = LP/N as the equivalence classes of £ modulo equality in || - ||,. Similarly, we can define

LP(Qy) = LP(2) N L°(£Y). As usual, we do not make the distinction between classes and their
representatives.

Definition 2.8 Let L{ () be the completion of By(Q) under the Banach norm (fE[|X|P])1/P,

Then we have the following characterisation (see [0]): for each p > 1,
Ly(©) ={X € L?(Q) : lim_ E[| X |"X{|x|>n}] = 0}.
Definition 2.9 Forp > 1 and T € RT be fized. Consider the following simple type of processes:
Mgp(O’T) {77 - 77 t w Z 5] I[t A1) ( )

YVN>0,0 =t0 <. <ty =T, §w) e LE(Qy,), j=0,1,2,...,N - 1L}.



For each p > 1, we denote by ME(0,T) the completion of Mg’p((), T) under the norm

T
llazz o) = | / B[l (t)P)de] 7.

Definition 2.10 Forp > 1 and T € RT be fized. Consider the following simple type of processes:

Mb (0 T) Z 5] I[t Jtig1) ( )
vV N >0, O:t0<...<tN:T, §j(w)€Bb(Qtj), jZO,l,Q,...,N—l.}.
For each p > 1, we denote by MY(0,T) the completion of MP(0,T) under the norm || - 1222 0,7)-

Definition 2.11 (Integration with respect to G-Brownian motion) For each n € Mg’Q(O,T) with the
form

N-1
nt(w) = Z gk(w)l[tkqtk+1)(t)
k=0
define
ﬁ T N-1
1) = [ n(s)aB(s) = 3 &by, - Buy).
0 k=0

The mapping I : Mg’2(O,T) — LZ,(Qr) can be continuously extended to I : MZ(0,T) — LZ,(Qr). For
each m € MZ(0,T), the stochastic integral is defined by

T
I() == / n(s)dB.. 1€ M3(0.T).

We have the following general case.

Definition 2.12 For each n € MQ(0,T) with the form

N—-1
w) = Z gk(w)l[tk7tk+l)(t)’
k=0
define

1(n) = / st.—Zék o = By).

The mapping I : MP(0,T) — L*(Qr) can be continuously extended to I : MZ(0,T) — L*(Qr). For
each n € MZ(0,T), the stochastic integral is defined by

T
I(n) = A n(s)dBs, n€ sz(ovT)'

For notational simplicity, we denote by B? := B¢ the ith coordinate of the d-dimensional G-
Brownian motion B, under a given orthonormal basis (eg,...,eq) of RY. We also denote by BY :=

(a, By) for fixed a € R%. Then (Bj');>0 is a 1-dimensional G-Brownian motion with o2 , = E[(a, B1)?]
and 02, = —E[—(a, B1)?]. Let a and @ be two given vectors in R?. We can define

t
(B = (B - [ Buab:
0



where (B®) is called the quadratic variation process of B*. We can also define mutual variation process
by
) 1 ) )
(B*, B%) := Z[(B“ + B — (B* — B%)]
It0’s integral with respect to (B%) or (B?, B/) can be similarly defined. By Li and Peng [19], we have

Lemma 2.13 Let X € M}(0,T). Then for each € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that for all n €
MP(0,T) satisfying IE[OT [neldt <6 and |ni(w)] < 1, we have EIOT | X¢|P || dt < e.

Definition 2.14 A stopping time T relative to the filtration (F) is a map on 0 with values in [0,T],
such that for every t,
{T S t} S Ft.

Lemma 2.15 For each stopping time 7 € [0,T], we have Ijg ()X € M{(0,T), for each X €
MP(0,T).

Definition 2.16 A process (M)>o is called a G-martingale if for each t € [0,T], M; € L5 (Q4) and
for each s € [0,t), we have

B, [M,] = M.

Corollary 2.17 For each n € MZ(0,T), the process (fOT n(s)dBs)iepo,r] is a G-martingale.

3 G-SDEs and G-BSDEs
3.1 G-SDEs

We make use of the following assumptions on the generator b,k and o of GSDE:

(H1) b, hy; and o; are given R™-valued bounded Lipschitz continuous functions defined on [0, T] x R"
which satisfy the Lipchitz condition, i.e., there exists some constant K such that |o(¢,x) —

o(t,y)| < K|z —y|, for each t € [0,T], z,y € R, ¢ = b, h;; and o, respectively, i,7 =1,...,d.

(H2) b, h;j and o; are given R"-valued bounded Lipschitz continuous functions defined on R", i.e.,
there exists some constant K such that |p(z) — ¢(y)| < K|z —y|, for each z,y € R", ¢ = b, hy;
and o; respectively, 7,5 =1,...,d.

We consider the following SDE driven by a d-dimensional G-Brownian motion:

X(t):X(O)+/O b(s,X(s))ds—i—/o hij(s,X(s))d<Bi,Bﬂ'>S+/o oi(s, X (s))dB:, t€[0,T], (1)

where the initial condition Xy € R" is a given constant.

Theorem 3.1 Under the assumption (HI1), there exists a unique solution X € MEZ(0,T) of the
stochastic differential equation ().



3.2 G-BSDEs

In this subsection, we present some notations and results of G-BSDEs. More details can be found in
[14] and [15].

Definition 3.2 For fized T > 0, let M2(0,T) be the collection of processes in the following form: for
a given partition {to,- - -, tny} = 7 of [0,T],

N—-1

§JItJ ,t]+1)
) =0

<.

where & € Lip(Q;), j = 0,1,2,-- -, N — 1. For p > 1, we denote by H{(0,T), MP(O T) the com-

pletion of M(0,T) under the norms 0l £z, = {E] fo ns|2ds)P/2)}1/P, [nllasz, = {fo B[|ns[P]ds} /P
respectively.

For each n € M}(0,T), we can define the integrals fOT nedt and fOT nd(B?, B®); for each a, a € RY.
For each n € H%(0,T;R?) with p > 1, we can define Itd’s integral fOT M. dBy.

Let S2(0,T) = {h(t,Bt,ats- * s Bioat) t tiy...ytn € [0,T],h € Cprip(R"T1)}. For p > 1 and
n € S&(0,T), set nllsz, = {IAE[supte[O)T] |77t|p]}%. Denote by SZ%(0,T) the completion of S&(0,7)
under the norm || - [[gz,.

We only consider non-degenerate G-normal distribution, i.e.,

(H3) There exists some g? > 0 such that G(A) — G(B) > g*tr[A — B] for any A > B.

We consider the following type of G-BSDEs (in this paper we always use Einstein convention):
T T o
Vimer [ fs Y Z)ds+ [ gyl Ve Zoal B,
t t

T
- / ZydB, — (K1 — K,), (2)
t
where

ft,w,y,2), it w,y,2) : [0,T] x Qr x R x R - R
satisfy the following properties:
(H4) There exists some 8 > 1 such that for any v, z, f(-,-,v,2),9i;(-,-,y,2) € Mg(O,T).
(H5) There exists some L > 0 such that

d

[F(ty,2) = Fty 2+ D gi(ty,2) — ity 2] < Lily — v/ + 12 = 2]).
ij=1

For simplicity, we denote by &&(0,T") the collection of processes (Y, Z, K) such that Y € S&(0,T),
Z € H&(0,T;RY), K is a decreasing G-martingale with Ko = 0 and Kr € L&(Q7).

Definition 3.3 Let & € Lg(QT) and f satisfy (H4) and (H5) for some B > 1. A triplet of processes
(Y, Z,K) is called a solution of equation () if for some 1 < a < 8 the following properties hold:

(a) (Y,Z,K) e 6(0,T);



(b) Yy =€+ [ f(s.Ye, Zo)ds + [, gij(s, Y, Z)d{B', BI), — [ Z,dB, — (K1 — K)).

Theorem 3.4 ([T]]]) Assume that & € Lg(QT) and f, gi; satisfy (H4) and (H5) for some 8 > 1. Then
equation (3) has a unique solution (Y,Z, K). Moreover, for any 1 < oo < 3 we have Y € S&(0,T),
Z € H2(0,T;RY) and K7 € L&(Qr).

We consider the following G-BSDEs:
T T ) )
V=gt [ F i 2 st [ ol Y4 2B B,
t t
r l l
- /t ZWdB, — (KL — KM%, 1=1,2,

where géj = gjl
He and Hu [12] generalized the comparison theorem in [I5].

Proposition 3.5 Let f! and géj satisfy (H4) and (H5) for some B> 1,1=1,2. Iff2—f1+2G((gi2j—
91;)%521) <0, then for each ¢ € Lg(QT), we have V¢ > Y2¢ for t € [0,T).

3.3 Nonlinear Feynman-Kac Formula

In this subsection, we give the nonlinear Feynman-Kac Formula which was studied in Peng [32] for
special type of G-BSDEs. We consider the following type of G-FBSDEs:

dX5E = b(s, X ds + hyj(s, X06)d(BY, BY), + 0;(s, X"$)dBI, XM = ¢, (3)

T T
VO =)+ [ XY 2+ [ g XY ZEV (B B,

T
- / Z04dB, — (K€ — K5), (4)

S

where b, hij, 0; : [0,T] x R* = R", & : R"” - R, f, g;; : [0,7] x R® x R x R — R are deterministic
functions and satisfy the following conditions:

(A1) hij = hj; and gi; = gj; for 1 <i,j < d;
(A2) b, hij, 04, f, gij are continuous in ¢;
(A3) There exist a positive integer m and a constant L > 0 such that
d d
bt,2) = b2 + 3 Thig(t ) — iyt )] + 3 oyt ) — 05(t,0")| < Lo — o,
ij=1 j=1
|@(z) — ()] < LA+ |2[™ + [2'[") ]z — 2],

d
|f(t7$7y72) - f(taxlaylazlﬂ + Z |gl](t7x7yuz) - gij(taxlayl72/)|

5,5=1

S LI+ 2™ + 2™ = 2| + [y = v/ + |2 = 2']].



We define
u(t,z) == Y}", (t,x) € [0,T] x R™.

Remark 3.6 It is important to note that u(t,x) is a deterministic function of (t,z), because b, h;j,
oj, ®, f, gij are deterministic functions and By := Byys — By is a G-Brownian motion.

We now give the Feynman-Kac formula.

Theorem 3.7 Let u(t,z) :=Y"" for (t,z) € [0,T] x R*. Then u(t,z) is the unique viscosity solution
of the following PDE:
{ Oyu + F(D2u, Dyu,u,z,t) = 0, (5)
u(T,z) = ®(z),

where

F(D?Cu, D u,u, x,t) :G(H(D?Cu, D,u,u,x,t)) + (b(t, x), Dyu)
+ f(tv'rvua <Ul(t5 I)a Dxu>a ceey <Ud(t7x)7 Dzu>)7

Hij(Dgu, D u,u, x,t) :<Diuai(t,:c), g;i(t,x)) +2(Dgyu, hij(t, x))
+ 29 (t, x,u, (o1(t, ), Dgu), ..., {o4(t, x), Dyu)).

4 Comparison Theorem for Multidimensional GSDEs

In the classical framework, comparison theorem for stochastic differential equations are well studied
(see [, [6], [8], [9], [I8] and etc.). In particular, Geifl and Manthey (|§]) obtained a comparison
theorem for multidimensional SDEs. We also refer to Lin ([2I]) and Luo and Wang ([24]) for the
comparison theorem of 1-dimensional G-SDEs. In this paper, we follow the idea of their proof to get
our results. We consider the following SDEs driven by a d-dimensional G-Brownian motion:

X(t):X(O)—i-/O b(s,X(s))ds—i—/O hij(s,X(s))d<Bi,Bj>s+/O oi(s,X(s))dB:, t € 0,7

and

Y(t):Y(O)+/O B(S,Y(S))ds—l—/o Bij(s,Y(s))d<Bi,B<j>s+/o oi(s,Y(s))dB:, t € [0,T],

where the initial conditions X (0), Y (0) € R™ are given constants together with
Xk(0) <Y%(0), k=1,...,n.
We now give a comparison theorem for multidimensional G-SDEs.
Theorem 4.1 Suppose that the following two conditions hold.
(B1) Foranyte€[0,T], andi=1,...,n, the inequality
bi(t, x) = bi(t,y) + G([(hx)i + (Paa)il ey (8 2) = [(Paw)i + (Paa)ilf oz (£,9)) <0

are fulfilled, whenever x; = y; and x; <y; for all j # 1.



(B2) b, hyj, o; and b, hij, o satisfy (H1) and (0;)r depends only on zy, for each k = 1,...,n,
ii=1,....d, ie.,
[(03)k(t,2) = (03)k(t, y)| < Kloe — yil

forallt € [0,T], x,y € R™.

Then for all t € [0,T],
Xi(t) <Yi(t) k=1,...,n g.s.

Proof. We first proof the theorem under the following condition (B1’) instead of (B1).
(B1’) For any t € [0,T] and ¢ = 1,...,n the inequality
bi(t, ) — bi(t,y) + G([(haw)i + (ht)ilf jer (@) — [(har)s + (P )il =y (£,)) <O
are fulfilled, whenever x; = y; and x; < y; for all j # 1.

Define the stopping times
7 =mf{t>0: X;t) >Y;(O)}AT, j=1,...,n
and
T =T1 N ANTp.

Obviously, X;(7;) = Y;(7;) and X;(7) < Yj(7),j = 1,...,n. Because of condition (B1’), the continuity
of b, hj, b, hij, 4,7 =1,2,...,d, and the continuity of X and Y there exists a stopping time 7" > x > 7
q.s. defined on {7 < T} such that

bj(t, X (5)) = bj(t, Yi(s), -, Yim1(8), X (), Vi (s)s -, Ya(s)) + G([(har)j + (haa) )]s (£, X (5))

= [(hu)j + (hwa)j) e (8, Y1(8), - Y521(8), X5(8), Yiqa(s), ..., Ya(s))) <0

(6)

on {r; =7 < T} for all s € [r, k| q.s.. Actually, we can define

k1= inf{t > 7 :b;(t, X (5)) — b;(t,Yi(s), ..., Yj-1(8), X;(5), Yi+1(s), ..., Ya(s))
+ G([(har); + (ha) )i g (8, X (5))

)

— [(har)j + ()17 e (£, Y2(5), - Y o1(8), X5 (8), Yiga(s), ..., Ya(s))) > 0} AT,

then we take Kk = % It is easy to check that x satisfies the above condition.

Now we define p(z) = Kz for & > 0. Then [, p~*(u)du = oo. Hence there exists a strictly
. . . 2
increasing sequence {an}52, such that ag =1, nlgxgo an = 0 (actually, a,, = m) and

an—1
/ p %(u)du =n, foralln>1.

n

Let 1, be a continuous function such that its support is contained in (an,an—1), 0 < ¥p(u) <
2p72(u)n=" and [ ¢, (u)du = 1. Put

0, x <0,

Pnl@) = /OI /Oy n(u)dudy, = > 0.

10



One can easily see that ¢, is twice continuously differentiable, ¢,,(0) = 0 for < 0, 0 < ¢/ (x) < 1
and o, () T T as n — co. Assume

c({r <T})>0. (7)

An application of G-1t&’s formula (see [19]) yields
on(Xe((T+t) Ar) = Yi((T +t) AK))
=on (X (1) = Yi(7))

T+t /\I{
/ P (Xi(s) = Yi(s))[br(s, X (s)) — bi(s, Y (s))]ds

(T+t)A
sﬂn (Xk(5) = Yi(s))[(hij)(s, X (5)) = (hij)i(s, Y (5))]d(B’, BY)s

/ A
e

P (Xk(s) = Yi(s)[(03)x(s, X () = (03)u(s,Y ())]d By

(t+t)AkK . )
‘s / o (Xi(s) — Yi()[(00)r(5, X (5)) — (00)i (5, Y (3)) (B
=on(Xi(1) = Yi(r AT))
(T4t) 3
4 / 2 (Xi() — Yi())bi (s X()) — Bi(s, ¥ (s))

+ G([(hig)r + (hg)elf =i (5, X (5)) = [(hig)i + (hjo)x]f =1 (5, Y (5))]ds
+ ‘/(‘r+t)/\/-c Vz

(T4+t)AK )
+/ P (Xk(s) = Yi(s))[(00)r(s, X (s)) = (03)r(s, Y (5))]d B

1 (t+t)Ak . )
+ 5/ on(Xi(s) = Yi()[(00)r(s, X () = (00)u(s, Y ()2 d(B)

AT

where
Vi :/0 P (Xk(s) = Yi(8))[(hij)n(s, X (5)) = (hij)r(s, Y (s)))d(B’, B’)s

t
—/0 01 (Xk(s) = Ya(s)G([(hig )k + (hji)x]§ s (s, X (5)) = [(hij )k + (hja)w]f i (5, Y (s))ds.
It is easy to check that (V;)o<i<7 is a decreasing process. Thus

on(Xe((T+t) AR) = Yi((T+t) AK))
<n(Xi(T) — Yi(7))

(t4+t)AK 3
4 / L (Xi(3) — Yi(3)) or(s, X (5)) — bi(s, Y (5))
+ G([(his )k + (iRl -1 (5, X(5)) = [(hag e + ()il 1 (5, Y (5))])ds

(T+t) AR _
+/ Pn(Xk(s) = Ya(s)[(00)x (s, X (5)) = (00)k(5,Y (5))|d By

1 (T+t)AkK . )
+ 5/ on(Xk(5) = Yi(s)[(00)k(s, X (5)) = (00)u(s, Y (s))*d(B)

=S51(n) 4+ Sa(n) + S3(n) + S4(n).

11



Obviously, from the construction it follows that Si(n) =0, n=1,2,....,
E[S3(n)1{7,=r}] = 0.
From (B2) we derive
. Ct
E[|S < —
15am)) < &
Relation (@) implies
SQ(n)l{Tk:T}
(t+t)Ak B
Sl [ A~ Y X () = B VA (5) - Vit (5 Xal9). Vi (s) - Yals)

+ G([(hij)x 4: (hig)e)lf =1 (, X (s))

- [(Bij)k + (hij)k]g,jzl(tv Y (8)7 s 7Y7€—1(8)7 Xk(s)v Yit+1 (S)v R Yd(S)))]dS
(t4+t)AK B B
+1i=1) / o (Xi(s) = Yi(s)[bi (6, Y1(8)y - oo, Yie1(8), Xk (8), Yir1(8), ..., Ya(s)) — br(s, Y (s))
+ G([(hij) + (hji)eld =1 (5, Y1(5), - -, Yie1(8), Xn(5), Yigr(8), - -, Ya(s))) = [(hi)k + (Rji)k]f j=1 (s, Y
(T+t)A K
Stk [ Kl - i) s
< l{Tk_T}K/O [Xk((T+8) Ar) = Ye((T +5) AK)|Tds.
Consequently, as n — oo we arrive at
E[(Xe((T+ ) AK) = Yi((T+t) AK)) T 1, —n] < K/O E[(Xe((T+8) AK) = Yi((T+8)AK)) T 1 —ry]ds.

In view of Gronwall’s inequality this implies
E[(Xi((T+t) Ak) = Yi((T + ) AR) T 1irmry] =0

and hence
Xip((tT+O)AR) <Ye((T+t) AK) g.s.

on{r, = 7} for all t € [r, k]. This contradicts (7).
Now we consider the condition (B1). Let € > 0 be arbitrarily chosen and define

L =br—¢€ k=1...,n.

From (B1) it follows immediately that b satisfies condition (B1’). Consequently, we get for the
corresponding solutions X ¢ and Y the relation

Xi(t) <Yi(t) gs.

for all t € [0,T], k = 1,...,n. Choose a strictly decreasing sequence (€,;)m>1 with lim,, e €, = 0.
By the same arguments as above we get

XO(t) < X2t < ... <Vi(t) g.s.

as well as
X)) < X2 (t) < ... < Xp(t) gs.

12



forallt € [0,T], k=1
Define

N

for each ¢ € [0,T]. Obviously, }
Kult) < Vilt) g5
for all t € [0,T], k =1, ..., n. Moreover, we have,
t

E[ sup | X (t) — X(¢)]*] =E[ sup | [ (b (s, X" (s)) — b(s, X(s)))ds
0<t<T 0<t<T Jo

b [ a5, X7 5)) = s, X (sl B7)
0

+ / (035, X (3)) — o3(s, X (5)))dBL ]
< 3(E] sup | [ (b (s, X (s)) — b(s, X(s)))ds[?]
o<t<T Jo

+E[0233T| (g, X (3)) = g s X (s)) (B, B

B sup 1| [ (035, X (6) - o105, X)) aBI))
0<t<T
Applying BDG-inequality, we get

E[ sup [X°(t) = X(8)]°] < C(e, +

0<t<T /0
/0

By Gronwall’s inequality, we have

E[ sup [X(t) — X(t)]°] < Clem|*.
0<t<T

Up to a subsequence, still denoted as (X ),,>1, we have

lim X (t) = X(t) g¢.s.

m— o0

for all ¢ € [0, T]. This ends the proof. m

Remark 4.2 In general, the condition (B1) in the above theorem can not be replaced by the following
condition:

(B17) ) )
bi(t,y) = bilt, x) + G([(huw)i + (haa)aigmr (8, y) = [(har)i + (hw)ili = (t,2)) 2 0
are fulfilled, whenever x; = y; and x; < y; for all j # 1.

In fact, let by = hy = by = hy = hy = by = 0, by = 52;22_, _712 =1 and x = T = 0, we consider
1-dimensional G-Brownian motion. One can show that b, h,b, h satisfy condition (B”). However we

72402
2

can not deduce that

t < (B), q.5. whenever g% < 2.
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5 Stochastic monotonicity and order-preservation

Lin (J20]) defined the infinitesimal generator of G-SDEs and obtained the representation theorem
under the Lipschitz condition. Similarly, we can obtain the relationships among G-It6’s diffusions,
Markov semigroups and infinitesimal generators. They can be summarized as follows. We suppose
(Xt)¢>0 to be n-dimensional G-It6 diffusion

dXi = Xo +b(Xs)ds + hij(Xs)d(B', B?)s + 0;(X,)dBI, t €[0,T],

where (By)¢>0 is a d-dimensional G-Brownian motion and b, h, o are Lipschitz continuous functions
on R". The Markov semigroup & is defined by & f(z) = E[f(X")], where X*% represents the
G-Ito process with initial condition x at initial time ¢ = 0 and f is a function defined on R™. The
infinitesimal generator L of the Markov semigroup, which satisfies

i) — i S @ = 1)

t—0+ t
for f appropriately taken such that the above limit exists, is of the following form:
Lf = (0x1,b) + G((0:1, 1) + (07, f o, 0)
where (9, f,h) + (02, fc,0) is a d x d symmetric matrix in S(R), defined by:
(Onf, 1) + (070 f0,0) = [(Ouf hij + i) + (02, fori, o)]i =,

n n

0 0 = 0?
L= Zbia— + G([Z(hlk + hkl)ia— + Z Uilo'jkm][d,kzl)-

i=1 Ti i=1 Ti =1

Now we introduce the following definitions, which are similar to that in Herbst and Pitt ([T1]) and
Chen and Wang ([3]). Let ”<” denote the usual semi-order in R"™.

(1) A measurable function f is called monotone if
fl@) < f(Z) forall z<Z.
Denote by M the set of all bounded Lipschitz continuous monotone functions.

(2) For two semigroups {&; }o<i<r and {& }o<i<T, we write & > &, if for all f € M, for all x > 7
and 0 <t <T, -
Ef(x) > & f(T).

If in addition, & = &, we call £ monotone.

Let
Lf = (0 f,b) + G((8xf, h) + (02, f5,3)),

and let {&}o<i<r, {Eo<i<T and {gg}ogtg_Tbg the semigroup generated by L, L and L respectively.

And we always assume that b, h;;, o; and b, h;;, ; satisfy (H2) for each ¢,5 =1,...,d.
We have the following results.

14



Theorem 5.1 Suppose the following conditions hold:
(C1) foralli,j, ook, depends only on z; and z;, Lk=1,...,d.

(C2) foralli, by(x)=bi(y)+G([(hur)i()+(he)i(@)]f oy = [(hi)i () + (hiea)i ()] 1)) < O whenever
x <y with x; = y;.

then &; is monotone

Proof. Suppose (C1)and(C2) hold. By setting b =b and h = h in Theorem (I]), we have Va < Z,
X% < X2 q.s.. Then by the monotonicity of f, the results follows. m

Theorem 5.2 If & is monotone, then the following conditions hold:

(C1) foralli,j, ook depends only on z; and x;, Lk=1,...,d.

(C2) for all i, bi(x) — bi(y) + G([(hew)i(x) + (ha)i(@)]f ey = [(hir)i®) + ()i =1)) = 0
whenever x > y with x; = y;.

Proof. Suppose that & is monotone,

lim (&ef() f(@)) = (0uf.b) + G0 f, 1) + (02, f0,0)). (8)

t—0+ t

(a) For given i, we take (1) < 2(2) with ,Tl(-l) = xgz) and a sequence of functions f,, € M Cp®
(m € N) such that f,(z) = (x; — xl(l) + 1)+ in a neighborhood of {z() z(?}. We have
limy 0 1 (Erfm(2D) = fin (@) < limysp 1 (Erfm(2?) = fin (@), e,

(0:f (), b(x ™)) + G((00 £ (+ V), (2 D)) + (92, (2D)o (21), 0 (z)))
< (0uf (2),0(?)) + G((0:f (&), M) + (05, f(@P)o (), o (1)),
Then we get

G([(hlk) (45(2))2;(%,1)1‘(96(2)) + o1 (2@ ok (2 )]y

()i W) + (hig)i(z )
2m

(hl7k)i(x(2))2m(hkl) i(2) —|—Uzi($( ))0;”(210( ))] h=1)

~ i ®) + (i )i (D)

2m

+ oy (@ (1))Uk (iv(l))]lk 1)

+ Uzi(!E(l))Uki(UC(l))]zd,k:l)

Bi(e™) = bi(a?))].

1

2m
So [o1; (v)oki (v )];jk 1> [ou(u)ogi(u )]ﬁk:1 as m — oo. Replacing f,,, with (x; —,Tl(-l) —1)?m+lin
a neighborhood of {z(*),2(?}, we obtain the inverse inequality. Therefore, [0y (v)ok; ()] ,—; =
[Uli(“)aki(“)]f,k:l'

(b) For given i,j i # j, we take z(!) < z(®) with a:(-l) = 3:52) xgl) = x§2)and a sequence of functions
fm € M Cg® (m € N) such that f,(z) = (z; +x; — :E(l) x;l) +1)?m*1 in a neighborhood of
{21, 2@}, We have limy_ (& fin (M) = frn(zM)) <limy_o +(Efin(2P) — frn (@), Le.,

(0cf (z1)),0(@M) + G0, f (=), bz )> + (02, () (@), o (@)
< (0:f (), (@ @) + G((0:f (@), h(@@)) + (07, F (@) (), o (@))).
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Then we get
(hii)i (@) + (hie,)i (@) + (hig); (@) + (hye);(2P)

G([ 5 + a1 (a) oy (@) oy
3 [(hl,k)i(iﬂ(l)) + (hk,l)i(ﬂ?(l)g;(hl,k)j(117(1)) + (hip); (=) T ou(@™®)ory @)y
> G([(hl,k)i(x@)) + (hk,l)i(ﬂ?@)g;(hl,k)j(117(2)) + (hip);(2@) + 0u@®)ory (@) )
B G([(hl,k)i(x(l)) + (hk,l)i(ﬂ?(l));-m(hl,k)j (M) + (i) (=) T (e (2O )
> (e )+ by (o) — bi(e) — by (2]

So [o1:(v)ok; (v)]ld’k:1 > [oyi(w)ow; (u)]ﬁkzl as m — oo. Replacing f,, with (z; + x; — xgl) -

xgl) + 1)+ in a neighborhood of {z(M),2(?)}, we obtain the inverse inequality. Therefore,
(01 (V)oK (v)]ﬁkzl = [o1; (w)or; (u)]ld)k:l. Thus (C1) holds.

(c) For given i, we take (1) < z(?) with 2\ = xgz) and f, € M Cg° (m € N) such that f(z) = ;

%

in a neighborhood of {z("), z(?)} By (®), we have
bi(e™) + G([(hr)i(@ ™) + (hra)i(@ D) zr) < bi(@®) + G([(Ru)i (@ @) + ()i (2] 4zy).
Thus by the subadditivity, (C2’) holds.

]

Theorem 5.3 If & > & then the following two conditions hold:

(D1) for alli,j, cuojr = 640, and 0y0j, depends only on x; and z;, l,k=1,...,d.

(D2) for all i, bi(z)=bi(y)+G([(huk)i (@) +(he)i(@)]f oy = [(Pak)i (W) + (Raea)i ()]f 1) = O whenever
x>y with x; = y;.

To prove the above theorem, we need some Lemmas.
Lemma 5.4 If & > &, then Lf(z) > L(y) for all x >y and f € M C with f(z) = f(y).

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that f > 0. Choose m > 0 such that {z : |z| < m} contains
z and y and take h € Cp° such that

1, if |z] < m,
1>h(z) =<0, if x| >m+1,
> 0, otherwise.

Set

fl :hf+a(1_h)7 f?zhf7
where a is a constant larger than the upper bound of f. Then fi,fo € C§°, fi > f > fo and
fi = f = fo on the set {z:|z| < m}. Since

Ecf(x) = Ef(y), flx)=f(y),
we have

[Eufa(a) = fa()].

S

SEh(@) - A 2

The assertion now follows by letting ¢ | 0. m



Lemma 5.5 If & > &, then (D2) holds.
Proof. For given i, let u < v with u; = v;. Choose f € M () C;° such that in a neighborhood of

{u, v},
f(z) = z;.
Then by Lemma ([&.4]), we get

bi(v) = bi(w) + G([(hik)i(v) + (hat)i ()] ey — [(Puk)i (W) + (k)i ()] =) > 0.
| |
Lemma 5.6 If & > &, then (D1) holds.

Proof. The proof consists of two steps.

1) For given 4, let u < v with u; = v;. Choose f,, € M C;® (m € N) such that in a neighborhood
b
of {u,v},
fm(2) = (25 — uy + 1)+

By Lemma (5.4]), we have

(hik)i(v) + (hg)i(v) (huk)i(uw) + (hga)i(w)

G(l + G (w)a (u)]f =)

+ Uil(v)aik(v)]ld,kzl -

2m 2m
> Gl Crdi®) )5 0] y) - LR OOy )
> = {Bi(a) — bi(0)].

Since m is arbitrary, we deduce that:

[oa(V)oin (V) =1 > [Fa (W) (u)] g1
Replacing f, with (z; — u; — 1)?™*1 in the neighborhood of {u,v}, we obtain the inverse

inequality. Therefore o (v)oi (v) = Gir(u)Tir (u).

(2) For given i # j and v < v: u; = v;, u; = vj, choose fp, € M Cs° (m € N) such that in a
neighborhood of {u, v},
fn(@) = (2 + 2 — wg —uj +1)*™+
By (1) and Lemma (E4), we get
(hu)i(v) + (hed)i(v) + hak) (0) + (i) (0)
T a— =+ o (v)ok (0))f -
(Pue)i(w) + (P)i () + )i () + (i) (u)

2m

hik)i(v) + (hk,l)i(v)2‘;(hz,k)i(v) + (hiy)j(v) + oa(0)o1 ()] )

(hi)i(u) + ()i (w) + (hag)i(w) + (hr);(u)

2m

G|

=

> G([(

+ G (u)ajr(u)]f =)

- G([ + G (w)ajk (W) =)
1 _

> o—[bi(u) + bj(u) — bi(v) — bj(v)]

2m

and
[0 (V)osk (V] r=1 = [6i(w)o k()] i -

Similarly, we have the inverse inequality and hence o (v)oi (v) = 74 (u)F 5 (u).
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[
Proof of theorem [5.3l The proof follows directly from Lemma(5.H) and Lemma (G.6). =

Corollary 5.7 If & > 5_; then the following two conditions hold:
(D3) for alli,j, ouoji depends only on x; and zj, l,k=1,...,d.

(D) for all i, bi(w) ~bi(y)+ G )s(@)+ (roa)s @)y~ [(Fr)i () + ()il y) = O whenever
x>y with x; = y;.

Corollary 5.8 Suppose the following two conditions hold:
(D3) for alli,j, ouoji depends only on x; and z;, l,k=1,...,d.

(DL) for all i, bi(x)=bi(y)+G([(huk)i(x)+(hrp)i (@) oy = [(hep)i (W) + (i) ()] 4=1) < 0 whenever
z <y with x; = y;.

then & > &,.

Proof. Suppose (D3)and (D4’) hold. By Theorem (@), we have Yz >z, X"* > X" q.s.. Then by
the monotonicity of f, the results follows. m

Corollary 5.9 If & > & then the following hold:
(D1) for alli,j, cuojr = 300k and oy0;, depends only on x; and z;, L,k=1,...,d

(D2?) _for allz, K e R", K >0, K*(b(x)_B(‘T))+G([K*((hl,k)($)+(hk,l)(I))]ﬁkzl—[K*((i_uyk)i(x)+
(hge)i (@) 5=y) = 0.

Proof. First, we suppose that & > &;. Then (D1) holds directly from Theorem (5.3). For fixed z €
R", K € R", K >0, we take f € M [)Cy® such that in a neighborhood of Z, f(x) = Y 1" K;(x; — ;).
Then we have limt — 03(&, f(Z) — f(z)) > limt — 03(&, f(Z) — f(Z)). Thus (D2)holds. m

Theorem 5.10 Assume (H3) and assume that co* (or resp. G5*) is uniformly positive definite, i.e.,
there exists a constant > 0, such that for all y € R*, x € R", y*o(z)o*(z)y > Bly|*. If one of &
and & is monotone, if the following hold:

(D1) for alli,j, 0uojr = u0j, and oy0;, depends only on x; and x;, L,k=1,...,d

(D5) forallz, K € R", K >0, K*(b(z) —b(x)) + G([K* ((ht,x) () + (hiea) ()] ey = [K* ((hig)i(z) +
(hie)i(@)]f e=1) < 0.

then & > &;.

Proof. We now suppose (D1) and (D5) hold. Without lost of generalization, we assume € is monotone.
Here we denote (00*) 1o by X. Let f € M and we consider the following G-SDE and G-BSDEs:

t
X0 =g +/ oi(X")dBy;,  t € [0,T],
0

t
vt = (00 + [0 R 20 e+ [ (KRR 2 a8 B,

t
/ZOwtde—(K Ky), s€]0,]
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and
— — t7 — — — t7 — — — . .
Yool — (X)) + / b (X200 n (X0 Z0w b dr + / by (X0 S(X0") Z9m 0 d(BY, BY),

t
- / 29084, — (Ry— R)), s €[0,4].

S

We have the following results: wu(t,z) := & f(z) = Yoo’w’t’f is the unique viscosity solution of the
following PDE:
O — Lu =0,
U u (9)
u(0,z) = f(x).
a(t,x) ==& = Yoo’w’t’f is the unique viscosity solution of the following PDE:
oyi — Lu = 0,
fu (A (10)
u(0,z) = f(x).

By Theorem 6.4.3 in Krylov [I7](see also Theorem 4.4 in Appendix C in Peng [31I]), there exists a
constant o € (0,1) such that for each xk > 0,

||ﬁ”cl+a/2,2+a([n)’1"]XRTL) < Q0.

Let a(t,z) = a(T —t,x) and apply G-Ito’s formula to (s, X,) for s € [0,T — &]
T—k
(s, X07) =0(T =, X92) [ B (RS0 (X0, X2
T—-k B ’ B 3 3 ) )
[ SR (R0l XYV B,
STfl-c B B ,
[ o Rl X2)aB, ~ (K - K)

where

1 s _ _ _ T—k B B B B
Ks :5 / o* (ngx)agzﬁ('r, XBVI)J(XB’m)d<B>T —+ / h* (ngm)E(XB@)U* (XB’I)azﬁ(r, Xg’m)d<B>T
0 s

- / G(< Opti(r, X7), (X)) > + < 0, 0(r, X0 ")o (X)), 0 (X)) >)dr
0

is a non-increasing G-martingale. By the uniqueness of solutions of G-BSDES, Z%%t/ = o*(X"™)d,a(t, X))
for all 0 < r <t < T — k. By the assumption that & is monotone, we have % (then ) is nondecreasing

in . Thus (%Eu) > 0. By condition (D5) and the comparison of G-BSDEs, we have Y,%:#:t:/ > Y 0.2.t.f

for all 0 < r <t < T — k. Particularly, we have & f(z) > & f(z). By the monotonicity of &, for all
x>z, Ef(x) > Ef(x) > & f(x). Thus & > & for all t € [0,T). By continuity, we have & > & for

allt €[0,7]. m

6 Applications to PDEs

In this section, we will give some applications of the above results to a special type of PDEs. We
assume that b, h;j, o; and b, h;;, &; satisfy (H2) for each i,j = 1,...,d. We have the following
results. We will omit the proofs since the results hold in view of Theorem [5.1] Theorem [5.2] Corollary
(.9 Theorem and the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula in section 3.3.
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Theorem 6.1 Let u be the unique viscosity solution of PDE (9), if (C1) and (C2) hold, then u is
nondecreasing in x for all f € M.

Theorem 6.2 Let u be the unique viscosity solution of PDE ([3), if u is nondecreasing in x for all
f e M, then (C1) and (C2’°) hold.

Theorem 6.3 Let us consider PDE (@) and PDE ({I0), if u(t,z) > a(t,z) for allt € [0,T], f € M
and © > T, then (D1), (D2), and (D2’) hold.

Theorem 6.4 Assume (H3) and assume that oo™ (or resp. 66*) is uniformly positive definite. Sup-
pose that (C1) and (C2) hold for b,h,o or b,h,5. Let us consider PDE () and PDE (1), if (D1)
and (D5) hold, then u(t,z) > u(t,z) for allt € [0,T], f € M and z > T.
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