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NONHOMOGENEOUS DIFFUSION PROCESSES IN A
HALFSPACE WHOSE BEHAVIOUR ON THE BOUNDARY IS
DESCRIBED BY GENERAL WENTZEL BOUNDARY CONDITION

Using analytical methods, we consider the problem of constructing a nonhomogeneous
multidimensional diffusion process in a halfspace with given diffusion characteristics
at the inner points and general Wentzel boundary conditions.

1. Introduction. In this paper, we consider the problem of constructing a multi-
plicative operator family that describes a multidimensional nonhomogeneous diffusion
process in a domain with general Wentzel boundary conditions [1]. Analytical methods
are used to solve this problem. Within these methods, the desired operator family can be
determined using the solution of the corresponding boundary-value problem, where the
boundary conditions as well as the equation in the domain is described by a second-order
parabolic linear partial differential equation with a term that contains the directional de-
rivative on the normal to the boundary. In turn, we have obtained the classical solvability
of the Wentzel parabolic problem by using a simple-layer potential [2]. Here, we will con-
fine ourselves to a model problem, where the diffusion process is given in a domain that
is the upper half-space in an Euclidian space. Note that the stated problem with its
special cases previously was studied using different approaches mostly for homogeneous
processes [3—7]. As for the Wentzel parabolic boundary problem, it was studied, besides
[2], also in [8-10], by using different methods.

2. Basic notations and definitions. Let R", n > 2, be the n-dimensional Euclidian
space; RPFY = [0,t) x R*, 0 < ¢t < T, T > 0 is fixed; R? = [0,¢) x R* ! 2 =

)

(', 2n) = (21,...,Tp_1,T,) a point in R"; 2/ = (z1,...,7,_1) a point in R""; (s, 2)
n n—1 n

a point in R?'H; (s,2') a point in RY; |22 = Y 22 |22 = 3 2% (2,y) = 3 2y
i=1 i=1 i=1

, n—1

(@ y) = 21 TiYi-
i=

We will use the following notations for the differential operators: D and DP are the
partial derivatives with respect to s of order r and any partial derivative with respect
to = of order p, respectively, where r and p are integer nonnegative numbers; D} = Dy,

2 . .

Di = alx,',’ D'L'j = Dj'i = %{9%]’ 1,] = 1,...,’[1; V’ = (D17---7Dn—1>-

L — . —
Similarly as in [11, p. 16], H §* ’k—;/\(B) = H%vk"‘)‘(B) (k=0,1,2, A€ (0,1), B is

a domain in the space R or R?, B is the closure of B) mean the respective Holder

spaces; Ig%’“‘)‘ (B) is a set of functions from H*5 kA (B) that (in case k = 2 also

with the derivative with respect to s) vanishes when s = .
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By ||w]] we denote the norm of a function w in H“& k+A(B). Also we use

HE A (BY
the Holder spaces H¥TA(R™), H*A(R"~1), aggregates of continuous functions C*(B),
C12(B), and the Banach space of bounded measurable functions B(R™) with the norm
lll| = sup |¢(z)].
TERP

In R", we consider the domain D = R} = {z € R"|z, > 0} with the boundary
S = R and, in K:H, we consider Q; = {(t,z) € R} |z, > 0} with the side
boundary ¥; = @:L. By v(z’) = (0,...,0,1) € R™, we denote the inner unit normal
vector to S at 2’ € R"~!. Everywhere below, C' and c are positive constants that do not
depend on (s,z), and their specific values are not interesting for us.

3. Parabolic potentials. Regularizer. In a layer R%H, let us consider a second-order
uniformly parabolic operator with real coefficients,

(1)
Lu:— wa s,z)Djju(s, x) Zazs x)Du(s, x) + Dsu(s, x), (s,2) € RPHL
t,J=1 i=1

Assume that the coefficients of the operator L are defined in E;H, and the following

assurnptions are true:
A1) 32 bij(s,2)6E; > Gol€[2, biy = by, 60 > 0, ¥(s,2) € Ry, e € R™
i,j=1
A2) by, a; € 3R] i j=1,....n
Assumptions Al), A2) guarantee the existence of a fundamental solution (f.s.)
g(saxatvy)a O§S<tST7 mayERn7

for the operator L ([4, 11)):

(2) 9(57377t,y):90(5,$,tay)+91(57$7t7y)7
where

go(s, 2, t,y) = g5V (t — 5,7 — y)

= (27 (t — 5))""/2(det b(t,y)) "% exp {—

(b_l(t7y)(y — J?),y — J)) }
2(t — s) ’

bt y) = (bij(t,y))7 =1, b (ty) = (bij(t,y))?’j:1 is the inverse matrix to b(t,y), g1 is
the integral term with a ”weaker” singularity than that of gg at s — ¢, and g = 0if s > t.
A function g(s,z,t,y) is nonnegative continuous with respect to the aggregate of the
variables, with fixed ¢t € (0,T], y € R", as a function of the arguments (s, z) € [0,¢) x R™,
it satisfies the equation Lu = 0 and the condition

(3) lim [ g(s,,t,y)p(y)dy = p(x),

st
Rn

for every t € (0,T], z € R", and a bounded continuous function ¢(x) on R™.
Among other properties of f.s. g, we also note the following ones:
1) [g(s,zty)dy=1foral 0 <s<t<T,zeR"
R?L
2) [ g(s,z,t,9)9(t,y,u,z)dy = g(s,x,u,z) forall 0 < s <t <T,z €R", y € R
]Rn
3)for0<s<t<T,zeR" O €cR” the next assumptions hold:

J(y—=,0)g(s,2,t,y)dy = de J (a(7,9),0)g(s, x,t,y)dy,

Rn s Rn
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/(y —2,0)2g(s,z,t,y)dy = /tdr/g(s,x,r, z)(b(r, 2)0,0)dz+

Rn s Rn

t
+ Z/dr/g(s,x,T, z)(a(r,2),0)(z — x,0)dz;
s Rmn
4) there exist the positive constants C' and ¢ such that, for the functions g and ¢g; with
0<s<t<T,z, ye€R" the estimations

2

(1) |DIDRg(s,aty)| < Clt—5)” xp{—'i—y'} 2t s<2,
— S
+p— —_ 2

(5)  IDiDig (s, y)| < Cft — )7 =55 p{_|tiy|} 2522,
— S

hold.
Let us consider the integral representing a parabolic simple-layer potential:

t
(6) wi(s,2,1) = / dr / o(s,2,m, )V (r,2)de,
S Rn—1

where 0 < s <t < T, z € R", V(¢ 2') is a bounded measurable function given on
Y= @;. From properties of f.s. g and (4), it follows that uq (s, z,t), as a function of the
arguments (s,z) € [0,t) x R™, is continuous for 0 < s < ¢t < T, x € R™ and satisfies the
equation Lu; = 0 in the domain (s,z) € [0,t) x (R™\S) and the zero initial condition
13%”“‘(8’ x,t) =0.

Let, for (5,') € B, the conormal vector N(s, /) = (Ni(s,2'),., Na(s,2),
n
J)):Zbij(&xl)yj(qj/), i=1,...,n,

be defined. Then if V' € Hi’ )‘(R ), then uy € Hi 4N (R}) [12]; and, for the conormal
derivative of the functlon uq1, a jump formula holds ([4 p. 59], [11, p. 459]):

Ouy (s, t,a’) . Oui(s,t x) dg(s,a',1,2")
—— =] = d 2 V(1,2 )d
(1) ON(s,) IE% NGy v / T / NG ) (T #)d
s Rl
(s,2') € RY.
The integral on the right-hand side of (7) is called the direct value of the conormal
derivative of a simple-layer potential. Its existence follows from the inequality (0 < s <

t<T,a, 2 e R
a / ! b1 I 2

® Bt <o -0 e {20
T—S

ON (s, z")
Now we will define a boundary operator £ that further will be used as the regularizer
of a first-kind Volterra integral equation equivalent in some sense to the boundary-value
problem formulated below in Section 4. To this end, in R, we consider the parabolic
operator

L
L'= B > hij(s,a")Dij — Dy, (s,2") € Ry,

ij=1
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whose coefficients are defined by the relation

binbjn
bnn

From assumptions A1), A2), it follows that the operator L’ is uniformly parabolic, the

functions h;j(s,«’) are Holder with respect to two variables. Moreover, for the operator
L', there exists f.s.

(9) h(s’x,’t7 y,) = ho(sﬂx,’t7 y,) + hl(sﬂx,’t7 y’)? O S S < t S T’ xl? y/ 6 Rnil’

hij = bi; — . ij=1,....,n—1.

where hg and hq, as in (2), mean, respectively, the main and additional (integral) terms
of f.s. h.

For f.s. h, properties 1)-4) of f.s. g from (2) hold with obvious changes.

Note also a connection between the functions g(s,z’,t,y’) and h(s,z’,¢,y'). Using
formula (2) and the definition of f.s. h, we easily obtain the equality

g(S, xlv ta y/) = (27Tbnn(t7 y,)(t - S))71/2 [h(sv x/a tv y,) - hl(sv xlv ta y/)] + 91(8; QC,, tv y,)v
(10) 0<s<t<T, ',y cR"L

Consider an integro-differential operator £ : ¥y — £V, that acts on functions ¥y from
R% in the following way:

t
E(s, 2! 1) Ty = \/? {g/ = s)*l/zdr/ h(s,', 7,y )Wo(r, y’)dy’}
T s Js Rn—1 s=s

(11) (s,2') € [0,t) x R™ 1,
From results obtained in [12], it follows that £ is a linear bounded operator that acts
from Ig#’ HN(RY) into %I%’ A(R}), for which there exists an inverse operator €71, Ad-

)

ditionally, we determine that the operator £ converts the functions from I(-)[ =, 2R}

into Ig%’l"’k(@:). In addition, £ is a regularizer in the case of the first boundary-

value problem [12]. Namely, by using relations (10), (11), and (3), properties 1)-3), and
inequalities (4) and (5), we obtain

(12)

t
oty =~Vis.o)+ [dr [ Resa mgWiny)d, ¥V e HIAE)
s Rn—1

where V (s, 2') = (bun(s,2’))"'/?V (s,2’), and estimation (8) holds for the kernel R.

Using f.s. g from (2), we can determine two more potentials that are used to solve
the Cauchy problem for a generalized second-order parabolic equation. There are the
Poisson potential

(13) wr(sat) = [ gl atpowids ()
]Rn
, and the volume potential

t
ua&awz/dj/waanaﬂnww, (s,2) € RY,

s Rn

where ¢(y), y € R, and f(7,2), (1,2) € E;—H, are the given functions.

Assume that ¢ is bounded and continuous in R™, and f € H %’)‘(E . Then one
can affirm (see [11, Ch. IV, §14]) that the functions u;, i = 2,3, are continuous in

K?H and satisfy the equation Lus = 0, Lug = —f in the domain (s,z) € [0,t) x R™

n+1
¢ )
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also as the initial conditions li%lUQ(S,fL‘,t) = p(x), li%l ug(s,z,t) = 0, z € R". Also
s S

242 —n+1
uz € H = 2t\(R,

) and, in the case where ¢ € HXNR™), uy € H' 2" 2+>‘(EZH)
4. Problem statement and its solution. Assume that, in D = R, a generating
second-order differential operator of some nonhomogeneous diffusion process that acts
on the set of all twice continuously differentiable functions with compact carriers C7(D)
is given as

1 n n
(14) Lo(x) = B Z bij(s, ) Dijp(z) + Z%(S,ZU)DW(QT),

i,j=1 i=1
where by;(s, ), ai(s, ) are bounded continuous functions on Qr, b(s, z) = (bi; (s, )} =,
is a symmetric nonnegative definite matrix. Assume also that the Wentzel boundary
operator [1] is given, i.e., a mapping from C?(D) into the space of all continuous functions
on Y7 = R, has the form

- n—1
1 9¢p(x)
Lop(r) = 3 EZI Bials ) Daaelz) + 3 el 2)Dielz) + a(s,2) T3, = = ploy 1)),
(15) (s,x) € X,

where Oki(s,x), ar(s,z), q(s,z), p(s,z) are bounded continuous functions on X such
that G(s,z) = (6;91(8,:3))2;:11 is a symmetric nonnegative definite matrix, g(s,z) > 0,
p(s,x) > 0.

We will set up the problem to construct a multiplicative operator family Ty, 0 < s <
t < T, that describes a continuous nonbreaking Feller process at D such that it coincides
with a diffusion process controlled by the operator £ at the inner points of D, and its
behaviour on the boundary S is determined by the boundary condition

(16) Lop(z) =0, zeSs.

We will use analytical methods to solve the problem. It means (see [3, 4]) that the
required operator family will be determined using a solution of the following parabolic
boundary-value problem with respect to Tsrp(z) = u(s, z,t):

(17) Lu= Lu+ Dsu=0, (s,x) € Q,
(18) lgglu(s,x,t) = p(x), x € Ri,
= n—1
(19) Lou = 5 k%:l Bri (s, x)Diu + ; ak(s,x)Dru + q(s, 2) Dpu + p(s,z)Dsu = 0,
| (s,z) € RY.

Solving the Wentzel parabolic boundary-value problem using the potential
method. We will study the classical solvability of problem (17)-(19) assuming that, for
the coefficients of the operator L from (17), assumptions A1), A2) hold. Moreover, for
the coefficients of the operator Ly from (19), excepting the mentioned assumptions, the
following assumptions hold:

n—1 —
Bl) Z ﬂkl(sax,)fk& > ,LL()|£’|2, Mo > Oa V(S,{E,) € R’?“v vfl € Rnil;
k=1

B2) Bkh ag,q € H%)\(R;)a p= 1) infq(s,x') > 0.
s,x!
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Also we assume that the function ¢ from (18) is smooth enough and satisfies the fitting
condition

n—1

—§:ﬁu8$ Dip(a’) + Y ar(s, @) Drp(a') + q(s,2") Dup(a') — Lp(a') = 0,
k=1

(20) s=t, 2 eR"L

Theorem 1. Let, for the coefficients of the operators L and Lo from (1) and (19),
conditions A1), A2) and B1), B2) hold, respectively. Then, for every function ¢ €
H2T2(R™) from (18) that satisfies the fitting condition (20), problem (17)-(19) has the
unique solution

(21) we H5 2P\ @),
and the estimation

(22) lull 252 515 5 < Cllellzea@n

Qo) T

s true.

Proof. We will look for a solution of problem (17)-(19) of the form
(23) u(s,x,t) :ul(s,x,t)—f—ug(s,x,t),

where the functions u; and ug are defined by formulas (6) and (13), respectively, and the
density V' from the simple-layer potential (6) is unknown. In order to find it, we will use
the boundary condition (19). Consider V to be a function of the arguments s, x, ¢ and
also consider a priori that, as a function dependent on (s,z), it belongs to the Holder
class Ig 2:M(R}). Separating the conormal derivative in the formula for Lou in (19) and

executing simple transformations, we obtain the equality

(24)
ou = Z Bri(s,x) Dklu—i—Za (s,2')Dyu+ Dgu = -0 (5,2 1), (s,2') € R},
kl=1
where ,
bin (s,
oz,(co)(s,x’):ak(s,x’)—q(s,x’)%,k:l,...,n—l,

q(s,x’) Ou(s,a’,t)
bun(s,z’) ON(s,x')

— q(s, z') au2(s,x',t) / / dg(s,x’, T, Z) / /
" bpn(s,2’) | ON(s,a’) (s,2',t) dr ON(s, ) V(1,7 t)dz

0O (s, 2/ t) =

s Rn—1

Further we will consider equality (24) to be an independent parabolic equation in R}
for the function u(s,z’,t). As follows from the conditions of Theorem 1, additional as-
sumption about V', and mentioned properties of the potentials (see Section 3) in this equa-
tion, its coefficients and the right-hand side ©(©) belong to the Holder class H2 *(R}).
The conditions of the theorem guarantee the existence of f.s. for the operator Lj. We
will denote it by I'(s,2’,t,9') (0 < s <t < T, 2’,y € R""1). Hence, we may conclude
that there exists a unique classical solution of Eq. (24) that satisfies the boundary-initial
condition h%l u(s,2',t) = p(2'), 2’ € R*"1. In addition,

S

(25) we H 2R,
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and this solution can be written in the form
¢
u(s,x’,t) = / T(s, 2’ t,y) oy )dy' + /dT / D(s, ', 7,2") 00 (1,2 t)d,
(26) s
(s,2") € R}
Thus, we have two different expressions for the function u(s, z’, t): relation (23), where
one must substitute (s,x) = (s,2’) € R}, and relation (26). Equating the right-hand

sides of these equations, we obtain the integral equation for V,

(27)

/dT / l9(s, 2’7, 2") + Ko(s,2',7,2")] V(7,2',t)dz" = Wo(s,2",t), (s,2') € R},
s Rn—1
where

U (s, o', 1) = / T(s, s t,y) o(y')dy' — / o(s,2' ) o)y +
]Rn—l ]Rn

t
/ ’ Q(Ta Z,) Ouz (7—7 Z/, t) /
+/d7’ / I'(s,x ’T’Z)bnn(T,Z’) IN(r.2) dz'.

s Rn—1

For the kernel Ky, whose explicit form can be easily calculated when 0 < s <t < T,
2,2 € R" ! the estimation

/ ’ —n-t |£L'/ - z/|2
(28) |Ko(s,2',7,2")| <C(r—8)” 2 expy —c— .
T—5
holds.
Considering the expression for the function ¥y from (27), relation (20), and properties

of parabolic potentials (see Section 3), we establish that ¥, € I(?%’ 2HA(R}).

Equation (27) is a Volterra equation of the first kind. Applying the operator £ from
(11) to both sides of it and taking (12) and (28) into account, one can easily ascertain that
this equation will transform into an equivalent second-type integral Volterra equation of
the form

t
(29)  V(s,2',t) +/dT / K(s,z',7,2")V (7,2, t)dz = ¥(s,2',t), (s,2') € R},

s Rn—1
where U(s,2/,t) = (bpn(s,z'))/2E(s,a’,t) Vg, therewith £V, € Ig#’l‘ﬂ(ﬁﬁ), v e
Ig%’ )‘(E?), and the kernel K satisfies inequality (8), when 0 < s <t < T, 2,2z’ € R""L,

Solving Eq. (29) by the convergence method, we find V. At this, we check that
Ve Ig%a A(R}), and estimation (22) holds for the norm ||V||H% @Y
0 t
It remains only to validate condition (21) for the constructed solution and the state-
ment of Theorem 1 considering the uniqueness. To prove this, it is enough to notice that
the solution of problem (17)—(19) constructed with the use of formulas (23) and (29) can
be interpreted as a solution of the first boundary-value parabolic problem

Lu(s,x,t) =0, (s,z) € L,

. =n
hglu(s,x,t) = p(z), reR,,

S

u(s,z, t) = v(s,z,t), (s,x) € X,
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under the fitting condition
v(s,x,t)|s=t = p(x), Dgu(s,x,t)|s=t = Dsv(s,x,t)|s=, = €R"L

where the function v(s,z,t), (s,z) € ¥; is defined using relation (26). Then (see, e.g.,
[11, Ch. IV, §5]) the conditions of Theorem 1 together with conditions (20) and (25)
guarantee the existence of the unique solution of the problem that belongs to class (21)
and satisfies estimation (22). Theorem 1 is proved.
Remark.

If it is unnecessary to satisfy the fitting condition (20) for initial function ¢ from (18)

in the statement of Theorem 1, then the solution of problem (17)—(19) determined by
formulas (23) and (29) satisfies the condition

(S CI’Q(Qt) n C(ﬁt),

therewith the function w with its possible derivatives are bounded with respect to the
variable x.

Construction of the process. From Theorem 1, it follows that, over functions ¢ from
the class H2**(R"), a multiplicative operator family Ty, 0 < s < t < T is defined, whose
analytical representation is given by the formula

(30) Tup(@) = TV p(@) + T 0(2),  (s,2) € Ry
where Ts(tl)go(x) = uy(s,z,t), Tg(f)ga(a:) = ua(s,x,t), uy and ug are defined by formulas
(6) and (13), respectively, the function V (s, z,t) is from the simple-layer potential; and
Tgtl)ga(m) is a solution of the integral equation (29). Notice that the fulfilment of the
property
(31) Tst = TouTut (5 <u< t)
for the operators T, is a simple corollary from the statements of Theorem 1 considering
the uniqueness of a solution of problem (17)—(19).

Now we prove that the operators Ts; can be applied to functions ¢ from the space

B(R™). Let ¢ € B(R™). Then the existence of the second addend in (30) follows from
the obvious inequality

(32) T ¢(@)] < Cllel]

that holds in every domain of the form 0 < s <t < T, x € R™ with some constant C.
To prove the existence of the function Ts(tl)ga(x) from (30), we will study, at first, the
integral equation (29). In this equation, its right-hand side ¥(s,z’,t) up to the factor
(bun(s,2'))*/? is a result of the action of the operator £ from (11) on the function ¥y
from (27). Combining the first two terms in the expression for ¥, into a single one, we

denote it by Wo;. Then, using properties 1)-3) applied to f.s. h from (9), we can easily
obtain the formula

(33) 2
(m)l/ W(s,a’,t)

¢
1
=3 /(T —5)73/%dr / h(s, 2’7,y ) [Wor(7, 9, t) — Woi (7,2, 1)
s RA-1
—(y =2,V (7,2, t))]dy

+

N =

t
/(T )2y (1,2 ) — Uou (s, 27, B)]dr + (£ — )2 Wu (s, )
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t
q(a7zl) 8“2(0&,2/,t) /
—l—/da / bpn(ay,2") ON(a,2") dz

s Rn—1

0

) os

/(T - 5)71/2d7— / h(§7x/77—7 y,)F(T7 y,,Oé, Z,) dy,

s Rn—1 s=s
In turn, the expression in the brackets in the last term can be written in the form
similar to the representation of the function £(s,a’,¢)¥o;. Consequently, using the basic

inequalities for f.s. g, I', and h, we obtain the estimate
(34) |U(s,z,t) < Clloll(t—s5)"2,  0<s<t<T, 2’ eR"L

It is obvious that the same estimate also holds for the solution of Eq. (29) found by
the convergence method. Applying inequalities (4) and (34) to f.s. g and the density V,
respectively, we prove the existence of the function Ts(t1 )4,0(3:) and, therefore, the existence
of the function Tsip(x), as well as the fulfilment of estimation (32) for them.

Further, with regard for relation (33), it is easy to verify that if nlirlgo on(z) = ¢(zx) for

all z € R™ and sup|p,(z)| < 00), then lim U(s,2',t,p,) = U(s,2’,t, ), consequently
lim V(s,2',t,0,) = V(s,2',t,¢) for all 0 < s <t < T, a2 € R*""!. Together with
estimation (34) for V, it allows us to state that

(35) nhjjgoTGtSOn(x) = TthO(J?)-

Using (35), the necessary properties of the operator Ty; can be verified only for smooth
©. In particular, it is easy to conclude by using (35) that the operators Ts; have property
(31) also in the case where they act on functions ¢ from the class B(R™).

Now we will prove that the operator family (7s:) defined by formulas (29) and (30)
has the property such that it transforms the nonnegative functions into nonnegative
functions.

Lemma. If properties A1), A2) and B1), B2) hold for coefficients of the operators L
and Lo from (14) and (15), then, for every nonnegative function ¢ € B(R™), the function
Tt s nonnegative.

Proof. Taking (35) into account, it is enough to prove Lemma only in the case where a
function ¢ belongs to the class H2t*(R") and is finite. From Theorem 1, it follows that,
in this case, the function Typ(x) satisfies Eq. (17) in the domain (s,z) € [0,t) x R,
initial condition (18), and boundary condition (19). Set some 0 < ¢t < T and denote,
by ~, the minimum of the function Ts;¢ in a domain (s,z) € [0,1] x EZ. Assume that
v < 0. Since p(x) > 0 and Tsp — 0 when || — oo and due to the maximum principle
(see [13, Ch. I1]), there exist so € [0,¢) and x), € R"~! such that Ty, pn(x}) = 7.
Because the function Ts;¢(x) obviously is not a constant, there exists a neighborhood

U of the point (sg,z() such that Ty p(xg) > v for (s,z) € UnN{[0,t) x R}}. But
then, as it follows from Theorem 14 [13, p. 69], the inequality D,Ts:¢(xf) > 0 holds
at the point (so, (). In addition, at the point (sg, (), the equalities D; Ty ro(x() = 0,
i=1,...,n—1, D;Tgo(x})|s=s, = 0 and the inequality

n—1

Z Bri(s0, 20) D Tsorp(xg) > 0

k=1

obviously hold. Consequently, we obtain that, at the point (s, z(), the function Ts;p(z)
does not satisfy the boundary condition (19). So, our assumption that v < 0 is false.
Lemma is proved.
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Noticing that V(s,2’,¢,p9) = 0 for the function ¢o(y) = 1 and, consequently,
TStSOO (l‘) = 17
we conclude that the operator family (Ts)o<s<t<7 determines some nonhomogeneous
nonbreaking Feller process on Ei. If we will denote its transition probability by

P(S7 x? t’ dy)’

then we can write the relation
Tarp(x) = / P(s,z,t,dy)e(y), 0<s<t<T, =z€ RZ_.

Finally, we prove that trajectories of the constructed process are continuous. This state-
ment is a corollary from the inequality

sup / ly — z|*P(s, 2, t,dy) < C(t —s)?, s€l0,t),
zeR}y JR™
which can be verified by straight computations.

Hence, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 2. Let conditions A1), A2) and B1),B2) hold for coefficients of the opera-
tors L from (14) and Ly from (15). Then there exists a multiplicative operator family
(Tst)o<s<i<T that is defined by formulas (30), (29) and describes a diffusion process in a
closed domain Ei such that, in inner points of the domain, it is controlled by the operator
L, and its behavior on the boundary is determined by the boundary condition (16).
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