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Abstract

In this paper, we are interested in solving backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs
for short) under weak assumptions on the data. The first part of the paper is devoted to the
development of some new technical aspects of stochastic calculus related to BSDEs. Then we
derive a priori estimates and prove existence and uniqueness of solutions in L” p > 1, extending
the results of El Karoui et al. (Math. Finance 7(1) (1997) 1) to the case where the monotonicity
conditions of Pardoux (Nonlinear Analysis; Differential Equations and Control (Montreal, QC,
1998), Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, pp. 503—549) are satisfied. We consider both a
fixed and a random time interval. In the last section, we obtain, under an additional assumption,
an existence and uniqueness result for BSDEs on a fixed time interval, when the data are only
in L',
© 2003 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with backward stochastic differential equations
(BSDEs for short in the remaining); a BSDE is an equation of the following type:

T T
m:f+/ f(r,Yp,Zr)dl”_/ 7,dB,, 0<t<T, (1)
t t
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where B is a standard Brownian motion and ¢ is a random variable measurable with
respect to the past of B up to time 7. ¢ is the terminal condition and f the coefficient
(also called the generator). The unknowns are the processes {Y, }iejo,r1 and {Z }iefo.77,
which are required to be adapted with respect to the filtration of the Brownian motion:
this is a crucial point.

Such equations, in the nonlinear case, have been introduced by Pardoux and Peng
(1990). They proved an existence and uniqueness result under the following assump-
tion: f is Lipschitz continuous in both variables y and z and the data, ¢ and the
process {f(,0,0)},e0,7), are square integrable.

Since this first existence and uniqueness result, many papers have been devoted to
existence and/or uniqueness results under weaker assumptions. Among these papers,
we can distinguish two different classes: scalar BSDEs and multidimensional BSDEs.
In the first case, one can take advantage of the comparison theorem: we refer to El
Karoui et al. (1997) for this result. In this spirit, let us mention the contributions of
Kobylanski (1997) and Lepeltier and San Martin (1998) which dealt with quadratic
growth generators in z. For multidimensional BSDEs, there is no comparison theorem
and to overcome this difficulty a monotonicity assumption on the generator f in the
variable y is used. This condition is essential in the study of BSDEs with random
terminal time and appears for the first time in this context in a paper by Peng (1991).
When the terminal time is deterministic, this condition allows to get rid of the growth
condition in the variable y: see the work of Briand and Carmona (2000) for a study of
polynomial growth in L? with p > 2 and the work of Pardoux (1999) for an arbitrary
growth.

Let us mention also that when the generator is Lipschitz continuous, a result of
El Karoui et al. (1997), provides the existence of a solution when the data ¢ and
{f(£,0,0)}:e0,7) are in L? even for p € (1,2). The first part of this paper is devoted to
the generalization of this result to the case of a monotone generator, both for equations
on a fixed and on a random time interval.

Let us briefly comment the main issue of our study. Peng (1997) introduced the
notion of g-martingales which can be viewed, in some sense, as nonlinear martingales.
g-martingales are solutions to BSDEs. It is not so surprising to consider solutions to
BSDEs as “martingales” since in the simplest case, namely when the generator is 0,
the solution to the BSDE is the martingale E(¢|Z,). Since the classical theory of
martingales is carried in the space L!, the question of solving a BSDE when the data
are only integrable comes up naturally. Peng gives an answer for real BSDEs only in
the case where f(4,y,z) = f1(t,z) + f2(t, y) is Lipschitz in (y,z) with f(¢,0) =0,
f2(¢,0) = 0 and for & > 0. One of the objectives of this paper is to prove an existence
and uniqueness result for BSDEs in RY when ¢ and the process {f(#,0,0)}.cp0, 7 are
integrable with f only monotone in the variable y.

The paper is organized as follows: the next section contains all the notations and
some basic identities, while Section 3 contains essential estimates. Section 4 is devoted
to the case where the data are in L” with p €(1,2) on a fixed time interval, Section 5
with the same problem, but for a BSDE on random time interval, and finally the last
section studies the case p=1, where an additional assumption on the coefficient is
required.
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2. Preliminaries
2.1. Notations and definition

First of all, B={B,},>¢ is a standard Brownian motion with values in R? defined on
some complete probability space (2, 7,P). {Z,},>0 is the augmented natural filtration
of B which satisfies the usual conditions. In this paper, we will always use this filtration.

In most of this work, the stochastic processes will be defined for ¢ €[0, 7], where
T is a positive real number, and will take their values in R” for some positive integer
n. If X ={X,},cf0,r is such a process, we will simply write X, or sup, |X;| instead of
sup, (o, 71 |Xi| where |x| denotes the Euclidean norm of x € R".

For any real p>0, ?(R") denotes the set of R"-valued, adapted and cadlag
processes {X;}:co,7] such that

INL/p
|X||or = [sup |X,|p} <+ o0.
t

If p>1, ]|l is a norm on #?(R") and if pe(0,1), (X,X') — ||X —X’| s> defines
a distance on %7, Under this metric, & ?(R") is complete.
MP(R") denotes the set of (equivalent classes of) predictable processes {X;}icqo,7
with values in R” such that
INL/p

T p/2
IX |la» = E [(/ |X,|2dr> ] < + o0.
0

For p > 1, MP(R") is a Banach space endowed with this norm and for p € (0,1) M?
is a complete metric space with the resulting distance.

Let us consider a random function f : [0, 7] x Q x RF x R**? — R¥ measurable with
respect to Prog x #(RF) x #(R**?) where Prog denotes the sigma-field of progressive
subsets of [0, 7] x ©Q, and an RF-valued % ;-measurable random vector &.

RF*4 is identified with the space of real matrices with k rows and d columns. If
z€ R4 we have |z|? = trace(zz*).

Let us recall what we mean by a solution to the BSDE (1).

Definition 2.1. A solution to the BSDE (1) is a pair of progressively measurable pro-
cesses (Y,Z) with values in R¥ x R¥*¢ such that: P-a.s., t — Z; belongs to L*(0,T),
t— f(t,Y,,Z,) belongs to L'(0,T) P-as., and

T T
Y,=5+/ f(r,Y,,Z,)dr—/ Z.dB,, 0<t<T
t t

2.2. A basic identity

As explained in the introduction, we want to deal with BSDEs with data in L? with
p <2 and we would like to use It6’s formula applied to the function x +— |x|? which is
not smooth enough. That is why we start by a generalization to the multidimensional
case of the Tanaka formula. Let us now introduce the notation X = |x|~'x1,4. The
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following lemma will be our basic tool in the treatment of L”-solutions. It is very
likely that this result has already appeared somewhere, but we have not seen it, so we
provide a proof.

Lemma 2.2. Let {K,}icpo,r) and {H, }iecjo, 1) be two progressively measurable processes
with values respectively in R and R**? such that P-a.s.,

/OT(|K,| + |H|*)dt < + 0.
We consider the RF-valued semimartingale {X;}iero,1) defined by
X,:Xo+/t1(gds+/tHSst, 0<t<T
Then, for any p =1, we have

t t
X7 = 1,01 L= Xl + p / X7 (R, K,) ds + p / X, (%, H, dBy)
0 0

t
S L P GRS &)

+(p - 1)|HS|2} dS:

where {L;}icpo,7) is a continuous, increasing process with Ly=0, which increases only
on the boundary of the random set {t €[0,T], X, = 0}.

Proof. Since the function x — |x|? is not smooth enough (for p€[l,2)) to apply
It6’s formula we use an approximation. Let & > 0 and let us consider the function
u,(x) = (|x|*> + &2)"2. It is a smooth function and we have, denoting I the identity
matrix of RX,

Vul (x) = puf~*(x)x, D?uf(x) = pul () + p(p — 2)ul~*(x) (x @ x).

1t6’s formula leads to the equality

t t
u?(X,)=uf(Xo) + p / u? (X)) (X, Ky) ds + p / u?~*(X,) (X, H, dBy)
0 0

1 t
+3 / trace(D*u? (X, )H,H.") ds. (2)
0

It remains essentially to pass to the limit when ¢—0 in this identity. To do this, let
us first remark that

t t
/ uP2(X,) (X, Ko ds — / X171 (X Ko ds,
0 0
P-a.s., and that, at least uniformly on [0, 7] in P-probability, we have

t t
/ uP=2(X,) (X, Hy dB,) — / 1,71 (R, H dB,);
0 0
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this convergence of stochastic integrals follows from the following convergence:
T
| B PLe sl P12 a0 dr o,
0

which is clear from the dominated convergence theorem.
It remains to study the convergence of the term including the second derivative of
u,. Let us write

trace(Dul (X, )H,H)
:p(2 - p)(‘Xs|u;1(Xv))47p|Xv|p721)(;750(|[—[s|2 - <)255H€Hg*)2s>)
+ p(p — DXl X)) 21X P2 1y 0| H [P + Cp),

where C¥(p) = pe|H,[ul *(X,).
One has

|H|* > (X, HH!X ). 3)

Moreover,

X
us()(s) / I{XS#O}

as ¢—0. Hence by monotone convergence, as ¢ — 0,
/0 I 0 X {2 — p)HLP — (R X)) + (p — DI ds
converges to

/0 P {2~ pYIHLP — (R HHE) + (p = DIHPY ds

P-as., forall 0 <t < T.

It now follows from (2) that {L(p) := fot Ci(p)ds}iepo,r) converges as ¢ — 0 to a
continuous increasing process {L,(p)}icfo,77, and the result follows.

For p >4, L(p) = 0 since C%(p) converges to 0 in L'(0,T). Now, if p€(1,4), we
write

Ci(p) = p(&®|H,|*u; (X)) (&% H,|*)'

where 0 = (4 — p)/3€(0,1), and then, we get, using Holder’s inequality,
1-0

T
L%(p)<pL%<1)"< / 82|Hs|2ds) ,
0

which tends to 0 as ¢ — 0 so that L(p) = 0.

Let us denote by L the process L(1) and let us set 4 ={r€[0,T], X, =0}. If ¢ is
in the interior of 4, then there exists 0 > 0 such that X; =0 whenever |t —s| < J; the
quadratic variation of X is constant on the interval [# —J,7+ J] and then H; =0 almost
everywhere on this interval. If ¢ is in the complement of the set 4, there exists 0 > 0
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such that X; # 0 if | —s| < &. In both cases, C*(1) converges to 0 in L'(t — 6, + J)
and

t+0
Lt+5 — L,_‘s = lim / Cﬁ(l)ds =0.
=0 J,_s
This concludes the proof of the lemma. [J

Corollary 2.3. If (Y,Z) is a solution of the BSDE (1), p= 1, c(p)=pl[(p—1)A1]/2
and 0 <t <u<T, then

|Yz\p+C(P)/ Y|P 1y 0| Z, [ ds < |Yu|p+P/ Y[P~N(Y s, £ (5, Vs, Z5)) ds
' t

- / 1,717 2, dB,). @)
t

Proof. The proof follows from the following consequence of Lemma 2.2, for 0 < ¢
<u<T and c(p)=pl(p—1)A1]/2,

u u
|Xu|p>|Xt|p+p/ |XS|p_1<XS’KS>dS+P/ |Xs|p_1<)2s,Hsst>

t t

+c(p)/ |Xv|p721)(s7éo|Hs|2dS. [l
t

3. Apriori estimates

First of all, we state some estimates concerning solutions to the BSDE (1). In what
follows, we assume that p>1, ¢ is an R-valued, % r-measurable random vector and
£ is a random function from [0, 7] x Q x R¥ x R**? into R¥, which is measurable with
respect to Prog x Z(RF) x B(R*4). We will make use of the following assumption:
P-a.s.,

Y(t, y,2) €[0,T] x RF x R, (3, ft,y2)) < fo+ ply| + Az, (A)

where p€ R, >0 and { f;}c[0,7] is a non-negative progressively measurable process.
Let us set F = fOT f-dr.

Here, we want to obtain estimates for solutions to a BSDE in L” in the spirit of
the work (EI Karoui et al., 1997) which shows that these estimates are very useful for
the study of existence and uniqueness of solutions. The difficulty here comes from two
facts: firstly, the function f is not supposed to be Lipschitz continuous and secondly,
we want to obtain L”-estimates for p € (1,2).

We start by showing how to control the process Z in terms of the data and Y.

Lemma 3.1. Let assumption (A) hold and let (Y,Z) be a solution to BSDE (1). Let
us assume moreover that, for some p >0, F? is integrable.
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If Y €SP then Z belongs to M* and there exists a constant C, depending only

on p such that for any a > u+ A%,
T P
sup e |Y,|? + (/ e"’f,dr) 1 .
t 0

T p/2
E [(/ |z, ? dr>
0

Proof. Let us fix a > u+ /2 and define ¥, =e“Y,, Z,=e“Z,. (Y,Z) solves the BSDE

<C,E

T
v =&+ fvjuZﬁV—/wim&» 0<1<T,
t

where f*e”Tf and f(t,y,z)=e" f(t,e”“y,e %z) —ay which satisfies assumption (A)
with f (=e“f,, 4=/ and fi=p—a. Since we are working on a compact time interval,
the integrability conditions are equivalent with or without the superscript ~. Thus, with
this change of variable we reduce to the case @ =0 and u + A> < 0. We forget the
superscript ~ for notational convenience.

For each integer n > 1, let us introduce the stopping time

t
7, = inf {te [0, 71, / 1Z,|*dr = n} AT.
0

It6’s formula gives us

Tn

|YO\2+/ |Zr|2dr:|YTn|2+2/ <Y,,f(r,Y,,z,)>dr—2/ (Y,,Z,dB,).
0

0

5

But, from the assumption on f, we have, since u+ 42> <0
2<20ylfr + 22

2y, f(r, 3,2)) < 20p|fr + 2y + 22|y + |21/
Thus, since 7, < T, we deduce that

1 Ty T Ty
5/ \Zr|2dr<Yf+2Y*/ f,dr—i—Z‘/ (Y,,Z.dB,)|.
0 0 0

It follows that
Ty T 2 T
/ |Z, > dr <4 | Y2+ (/ f,dr) +’/ (Y,,Z,dB,)
0 0 0
and thus that
T p/2
(/ |Z,2dr> <cp Yf—s—( f,dr> ’/ (Y,,Z,dB,)
0 0
But by the BDG inequality, we get

Tn p/2 T, p/4
c,E ’/ (Y,,Z,dB,) <d,E (/ |Y,|2|Zr|2dr>
0 0
Tn pl4
<a e v ([ izper)
0

p/2
). (5)
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and thus

Ty Tn P2
cpE ’/ (Y, 2, dB,) </ As dr) .
0 0

Coming back to estimate (5), we get, for each n > 1,

i Ty P2 T p
E (/ Z,|2dr> YP+ (/ f,dr)
| \Jo 0
and, Fatou’s lemma implies that
T p
Yf+</ f,dr)].
0

i T p/2
E ( / |Z,|? dr)
| \Jo
The result follows. [

We keep on this study by stating the standard estimate in our context. The difficulty
comes from the fact that f is not Lipschitz in y and also from the fact that the function
v+ |y|? is not € since we will work with p € (1,2).

p/2 2

d 1
< 2E[YPI+-E
5 [*]Jr2

<C,E

<C,E

Proposition 3.2. Let assumption (A) hold and let us assume that, for some p > 1, F
belongs to L. Let (Y,Z) be a solution to BSDE (1) where Y belongs to ¥?. Then,
there exists a constant C,, depending only on p, such that for any a > p+ 2*/[1 A

(p—1]I,

T p/2
E [supe“’”|Y,|p+ (/ e*|Z,.? dr) 1
t 0
T P
eapTlé'P_i_ </ earfrdr) ] )
0

Proof. Let us fix a > pu+ A%/ [LA(p—1)]. As in the proof of the previous lemma, we
make the change of variables Y,=e"Y,, 7Z,=e"Z, This reduces the proof to the case
a=0and u+ 2%/[1 A(p—1)] <0; omitting the superscript ~, we have to prove that

T p/2 T P
YP 4+ (/0 |Z,|2dr> |E|P 4 (/0 f,dr) ]

From Corollary 2.3, we get the following inequality:

<C,E

E

<

T
Hﬂ”+dp)/ Y1721y, 40 |2, dr
t

T T
<KV+p/IEWWﬁJmEL»Wfp/IKWWﬁJM&%
t

t
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The assumption on f yields the inequality

<J;af(r7yaz)> < f” +lu’|y| +;L’|Z"
from which we deduce that, with probability one, for all # € [0, 7],

T
%17+ e(p) / Y,1721y, 40|12, dr
t

T T
<|<f|"+p/ <|Yr|f’*1fr+u|mp)dr+pz/ 7,172, dr
t

t

T
t
First of all we deduce from the previous inequality that, P-a.s.,
T
/ ‘Yr|p—21yr#0 |Z,-|2dl” < 4+ <.
0

Moreover, we have

c(p)
2

_ 22 _
PNz, < P 5 5P+ S5 P (2

IA(p—
and thus, since u+ A2/[1 A (p —1)] <0, we get the inequality

T
C
R L T
t

T T
<|<f|"+p/ |Yr|p*1frdr—p/ Y,P-1(7,.2, dB,).

t t

Let us set X = |£]? + pfOT |Y,|?=1 £, dr; then, we have, a.s., for each 7€ [0, T],
o(p) [T 2 2 ! 1/
S22 [tz <X - p [0z 8B). (O
t t

It follows from the BDG inequality that {M; := fot Y|P~ Y., Z,dB,) }o<i<1 is a
uniformly integrable martingale. Indeed, we have, by Young’s inequality

T 12
yr! (/ z,|2dr> ]
0
T p/2
([ o)
0

the last term being finite since Y belongs to &7 and then Z belongs to M? by
Lemma 3.1.
Coming back to inequality (6), and taking the expectation for t =0, we get both

E[(M,M);*] < E

—1 1
<M[E[Yf]+—ﬂf
p V4

T
"(5) E [/0 Y1721y, 40 |Zr|2dr} < E[X], D
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and,
E[Y?] < E[X]+ k,E[(M, M)}]. (8)

On the other hand, we have also,

T 1/2
ke EL(M, MY Y*] < ke E [Yfﬂ(/ |Y,|p_21y,_7g0|Z,2dr> 1
0

1 kp N 2
< EYZE| [tz be.
2 2 51, '

Coming back to inequalities (7) and (8), we obtain
E[Y/] <d, E[X].

Applying once again Young’s inequality, we get

T T
pd, E [/ |Y,|P1f,dr] < pd,E {Y*Pl / f,dr}
0 0

1 T r
< E[E[Y*”]—i—d’p[E l(/o f,dr) ]

from which we deduce, coming back to the definition of X, that

mp+(ATﬁdQW.

The result follows from Lemma 3.1. [

E[Y?] < C,E

*

4. Existence and uniqueness of a solution

With the help of the above a priori estimates, we can obtain an existence and
uniqueness result.

As before, let us consider an Rf-valued % r-measurable random vector ¢ and a
random function £ :[0,7] x Q x RF x R¥*? — R¥ which is Prog x Z(R") x Z(RF*?)-
measurable.

We will work under the following assumptions: for some p > 1,

T V4
€V+(A f@mme

there exist constants A > 0 and u € R such that, P-a.s., for each (¢, y,)’,z,z") €[0,T] x
RE x RF x REXd « RFxd.

|f(t,y,Z)*f(t,y,Z/)| </A“|Zizl|5 (HZ)

E < + oo, (HI)

(y=y. flt,yz)— f(t).2)) <uly— |- (H3)
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We assume also that,
P-as., Y(1,z)e[0,T]x R¥4  y— f(1,y,z) is continuous (H4)
and finally that
Vr >0, (1) := lS}lp | f(t,v,0) — f(£,0,0)| € L'([0,T] x Q,m @ P). (H5)
ylsr

We want to obtain an existence and uniqueness result for BSDE (1) under the
previous assumptions for all p > 1.

Firstly, let us recall the result of Pardoux (1999, Theorem 2.2). For this, let us
introduce the following assumption:

P-as, V(y)€[0,TIx R [f(1,0)] <[f(40,0)] + o(|y]), (H5")

where ¢ : Ry — R, is a deterministic continuous increasing function.

Theorem 4.1. Let p=2. Under assumptions (H1)—(H4) and (H5"), BSDE (1) has a
unique solution in &? x M?.

We now prove our existence and uniqueness result.

Theorem 4.2. Under assumptions (H1)—(H5), BSDE (1) has a unique solution in
P X MP.

Proof. Let us start by studying the uniqueness part. Let us consider (¥,Z) and (Y’,Z")
two solutions of our BSDE in the appropriate space. We denote by (U, V') the process
(Y — Y',Z — Z'); this process is solution to the following BSDE:

T T
UrZ/ g(S:UsaVs)ds_/ VydB,, 0<t<T,
! t

where ¢ stands for the random function

gt y.2) = f(t.y + Y.z +Z) - f[(t.Y].Z)).

Thanks to assumptions (H2) and (H3), the function g satisfies assumption (A) with
f+ = 0. By Proposition 3.2, we get immediately that (U, V') =(0,0).

Let us turn to the existence part. In order to simplify the calculations, we will
always assume that condition (H3) is satisfied with p=0. If it is not true, the change
of variables ¥, = e"'Y,, Z, = ¢"Z, reduces to this case. We set f=1(£,0,0).

The proof will be split into two steps.

First step: We assume that ¢ and sup, | f°| are bounded random variables. Let r be
a positive real such that

Ve T ([[Eloe + TIL o) < 7.

Let 0, be a smooth function such that 0 < 0, < 1, 0,(y)=1 for |y| <r and 0,(»)=0
as soon as |y| = r + 1. For each n € N*, we denote ¢,(z) =zn/(|z| V n) and set

It ,2)= 0,63, 4u2) = ) s+ S
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This function still satisfies quadratic condition (H3) but with a positive constant. Indeed,
let us pick y and ' in R¥. If |y| > r + 1 and |y| > r + 1, the inequality is trivially
satisfied and thus we reduce to the case where |)/| <7+ 1. We write

<y - ylahn(t: yaz) - hn(ta yl’z)>

=0:(y) m (v =¥, f(t,y,q:(2)) — f(,Y',qu(2)))
_n BNV , i
o O = 60N = VU6 - 7)),

The first term of the right-hand side of the previous equality is negative since condition
(H3) is in force for f* with u = 0. For the second term, one can use the fact that 0,
is C(r)-Lipschitz, to get, since |y'| <r+1,

0.(») — 0. = V. Lf (Y qu(2)) — £71)
<SC) |y =Y P Y an@) = [ < Cr)On+ () |y — ¥

and thus
n

n\N Yyi(t)

Then the pair (&, h,) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 4.1. Hence, for each
n€ N*, the BSDE associated to (&, 4,) has a unique solution (Y”,Z") in the space
S x M?.

Since

(0:() =0, =V L (Y qu(2) = [71) SCE)GADinly = .

(yaha(t, 3,2)) < VU1 lloe + 2131 |2]

and ¢ is bounded, Lemma 2.2 in Briand and Carmona (2000) shows that the process
Y" satisfies the inequality ||Y"||c < 7. In addition, from Proposition 3.2,

1Z" a2 < 7, 9)
where #’ is another constant. As a byproduct (¥Y”,Z") is a solution to the BSDE
associated to (&, f,,) where

[t 3,2) = (f (1,1, 44(2)) = [7)

o
Y () Vi

for this function (H3) is satisfied with “u = 0".
We now have, for i € N, setting U = Y™ — Y", V = Z"" — 7" using assumptions
(H2) and (H3) on f,4;

+ 17

17
ezAZt|Ut|2 + E / e2A25|Vg|2 ds
t

T T
<2 [ UL ZD ~ fs T2 s =2 [ UL ds).
t t
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But ||U||s < 2r so that

} | R
e2}~t|Ut|2+§/ 62/”25|VS|2dS
t

<d4r / 5. VLZ)  Fls 2] ds 2 / LU, ,aB)
0 t
and using the BDG inequality, we get, for a constant C depending only on A and T,
e [swluf+ [ 1P| <k [z - e rnza).
0 0
On the other hand, since ||Y"||- < r, we have
|fnsi(s, YL Z0) = fu(s, YT, Z0))

< 2Z{ N z0) 50 + 2428 Ny, ()50 + 201 () Ly, (5)> s

from which we deduce, with the help of inequality (9) and assumption (H5), that
(Y",Z") is a Cauchy sequence in &% x M?. It is easy to pass to the limit in the
approximating equation, yielding a solution to BSDE (1).

Second step: We now treat the general case. For each n € N*, let us define

En = qu(©), faltoy2)= fty,2) — [+ qu(f7).

For each pair (&,, f,), BSDE (1) has a unique solution (Y”,Z") in L? thanks to the
first step of this proof, but in fact also in all L?, p > 1 according to Lemma 3.1. Now
from Proposition 3.2, for (i,n) € N x N*,

. T . p/z
E[QMWH—W”+(AIﬁ“—42®>]

T p
SCE ||Enyi — &al? + (/0 |qn+i(f?)qn(f?)|dt) ] >

where C depends on T and A.
The right-hand side of the last inequality clearly tends to 0, as n — oo, uniformly in 7,
so we have again a Cauchy sequence and the limit is a solution to BSDE (1). [I

Remark 4.3. In the case k£ =1, Theorem 4.2 remains valid if we replace (H5) by the
weaker condition

Y. €LY0,T), as. Yr>0.

The additional estimate in this case which allows that generalization is the following:

T P T P
E[(/ |f(s,Ys,zs>|ds)]<c[E |5|"+</0 |f?|dr)],
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for a certain constant ¢ depending only upon 7', u and A. Indeed, it follows from (4),
that

T
|7, + / | £ (5, ¥, 0) — 10 — u¥i ds
t

T T T
<e‘”|é\+/ e’“|f2|ds+i/ e“S|Zs|ds—/ e sgn(¥;)Z; dB;
t t t

and it remains to combine this last inequality with Proposition 3.2.

5. L7 solution of a BSDE with a random terminal time

We now assume that 7 is a stopping time for the filtration %;, which need not
be bounded (7' = +oo is an interesting particular case, which we have in mind).
Assumptions (H2)—(H4) are still in force. We shall assume in this section that p > 1.
We shall follow closely the approach in Pardoux (1999), which treats the same problem
in the case p =2.

Assumption (H1) will be replaced by the following condition. For some

;\.2
pP>Vi=U+ ——
2Ap—1)

(where p and A are the constants appearing in conditions (H3) and (H2), respectively),
T
E {eﬁﬂﬂap +/ ep”’|f(t,0,0)pdt} < + oo0. (H1")
0
Assumption (HS) is replaced by

€LY ((0,n) x Qm@P) VYneN* Vr>0 (H5")

and we shall need the following additional assumption: & is # p-measurable and
T
E [/ e”m|f(t,e_"’fne_"’ﬁz)lpdf] < + o0, (H6)
0

where &=¢"T¢, & =E(e'"¢|.#,) and 7] is predictable and such that

_ _ 00 o0 pl2
= E[E+ / idB, E K / Wdr)
0 0

Definition 5.1. A pair (Y;,Z;),>¢ of progressively measurable processes with values in
RF x R¥*9 is a solution to the BSDE with random terminal time T with data (&, 1) if
onthe set {t > T} Y,=¢ and Z,=0, P-as., t — 1,<7 f(1,Y:,Z,) belongs to Llloc(O,oo),
t — Z; belongs to L? (0,00) and, P-ass., for all 0 <t < u,

loc

< + 0.

uNT unT

f(s, Y, Zs)ds — / Z, dB;. (10)

INT

Yint = Yunr + /

INT
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A solution is said to be in L? if we have moreover

0<t<T

T T
[E{ sup e””’\Yt|p+/ e””’|Y,|pdt+/ ep”’Yt|pzZt|2dt} < + .
Jo 0

We have

Theorem 5.2. Under assumptions (H1"), (H2)—(H4), (H5") and (H6), the BSDE with
random terminal time (10) has a unique solution satisfying

0<t<T

T
[E|: sup ePPt‘Ytlp_;r_/ ePPfYt|p—2{|Y[2+|Zt2}dt:|
0

T
< cE [epﬂap +/ e”’"| £(£,0,0)|” dt]
0

for some constant ¢ depending upon p, A, p and p.

Proof. The proof follows the steps of the proof of Pardoux (1999, Theorem 4.1).
Firstly, we make the change of variables Y, = e"Y, to reduce to the terminal condition
¢ which belongs to L?. We derive the apriori estimate in L? with p € (1,2), which is

the only difference with the proof in Pardoux (1999). It follows easily from inequality
(4) that, for 0 <t < u,

uNT p— 1
DTt p [ e (LIt 4 plrip) o
AT

uNT

< epp(u/\T)‘Yu/\ﬂp +p / eppS‘Ys|p71<YAvs; f(S7 Yv:Zs» ds
INT

ulT .
—p / ePs| Y|P~ (Y, Z, dBy).
t

AT

The assumptions on f together with Young’s inequality leads to the inequality, denoting
as before 9= f(5,0,0), for any 0 < < (p — 1)/2,

)»2
77D, f (s, 3,2)) < (ﬂ+5+ 7—(17125)> Iyl?

—1 _ 1 5\
+(p2—6)wv2VV+Lﬁv<ipl) :
p p—

We choose & > 0 small enough so that u+28+44%/(2(p — 1 — 25)) < p and deduce
from the previous inequalities that

unT

epp(t/\T)|Yt/\T|P+p5/ eppS(|YX|p+|ys|pf2|Zs|2)ds
(AT
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ulNT
<MDT 77+ Cp0) [ e ds
tANT

uNT R
—p / e?s| Y|P~ (Y, Z, dBy).
t

AT
Taking the expectation and sending u to infinity in the last inequality, we get

T
E |:epﬂ(t/\T)Yt/\T|/7+5/ eppS(|YS|p_|_|Ys|p—2|ZS|2)dS}
0

T
< C(p,o)E [ewrw +f ePpSfSVds} |
0

Using a standard argument based on the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality, we can
moreover include a sup, inside the expectation of the left-hand side. [J

Remark 5.3. In most interesting applications, in particular to elliptic PDEs, if 7 is an
unbounded stopping time (e.g., = +00), (H1’) cannot be satisfied unless p < 0. This
implies, in particular that u < 0, which should be expected, from the relation with
elliptic PDEs, see Pardoux (1999).
In the case p =2, the condition p > u + (2(p — 1))~'22 reduces to p > u + 12/2,
which is the condition in Pardoux (1999). On the other hand, as p—1, the condition
;LZ
“Tar
requires p to be negative, with larger and larger absolute value. No result for the case
p =1 can be deduced from the above.

<p<0

6. Integrable parameters

In this section, we will deal with the case p =1 which appears to be very different
from the previous one. We assume here that 7' is a fixed terminal time. Let us denote
27 the set of all stopping times t such that T < T; we recall that, for a process Y =
{Y:}o<i<1, Y belongs to class (D) if the family {Y;, 1€ 27} is uniformly integrable.
For a process Y in class (D), we put

Y [li = sup{E[|Y-]], T€ 27}

The space of progressive measurable continuous processes which belong to class (D)
is complete under this norm, see Dellacherie and Meyer (1980, p. 90).

We will need a further assumption on the function f: we will assume that there exist
two constants y > 0, o€ (0,1) and a non-negative progressively measurable process
{9:}1ef0,r7 such that

Y(t, y,z) €[0,T] x RF x RF*9,

|f(ty,2) = f(£,3,0)] < 9(g: + [¥] + |2])". (H7)
Note that this assumption is trivially satisfied if f does not depend on z.
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We will also assume that

T

Firstly, let us recall the following result which can be found in Revuz and Yor
(1991) with a different constant but in a more general context.

Lemma 6.1. Let {M,}icjo,r) be a martingale. Then, for all € (0,1),
1
EMY] < g ELM7 )

Proof. Let us denote ¢ = E[|M7|]. We have, by Doob’s inequality, for each x > 0,
xP(M, > x) < c. Then,

+00
EMP =E {/ 1y oo fxP1dx
0

+00
< / min(1,¢/x) pxP~dx =P /(1 = p). O
0
Our main results are Theorems 6.2 and 6.3 below.

Theorem 6.2. Let assumptions (H1"), (H2)—(H5) and (H7) hold. Then BSDE (1)
has at most one solution (Y,Z) such that Y belongs to the class (D) and Z belongs
to the space |y, M".

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that = 0.
Let us consider (Y,Z) and (Y’,Z’) two solutions to (1) with the appropriate condi-
tions. Once again we introduce, for n € N*,

t
1, = inf {te [0, T],/ (12> + |1Z ) dr = n} AT.
0

Setting y, =Y, — Y/, z, =7, — Z/, formula (4) yields the inequality

t°

Tn Tn
ol <balt [ Gesenz) - soaizonir = [ Gz,
tAT, ATy,
Thus, using the monotonicity of f in y, we get

Tn

T
+/0 |f(errsZr)_f‘(r?Yr?Z;{Ndr_/ <_)’>r,ZrdBr>

tAT,

|Vine,| < [y,

and conditioning with respect to %, we have

T
|yt/\fn‘ < E (|yTn +/ |f(}’, YIWZV) - f(l", Yr>ZI{)dr|'g;I) .
0

Of course, we want to send #n to infinity. To do this, let us mention that the process
y is continuous and belongs to class (D). It follows that, P-a.s., ¥, = yra, = yr =0
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and, moreover, this convergence holds in L'. As a byproduct, we deduce that the
continuous martingale E(y, | ;) converges to 0 in ucp. Extracting a subsequence, we
obtain, P-a.s.,

T
veel0,T], [w <E (/ If(nYr,Zr)f(r,Yr,Zr')Idr~7"t> (11)
0

and from assumption (H7) we get, P-a.s.,
T
vieo.7], |y,|<m(/ (gr+|m+zr|+|z:|>“dr|%).
0

Since there exists f > o such that Z and Z’ belongs to M and since Y is of class
(D), we deduce immediately from the previous inequality and assumption (H3) that y
belongs to the space 7 for some g > 1. Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 imply that
(»,2)=(0,0)e 7 x M9. [

We turn now to the existence part of our study. We are going to prove the following
result.

Theorem 6.3. Let assumptions (H1"), (H2)—(HS5) and (H7) hold. Then BSDE (1)
has a solution (Y,Z) such that Y belongs to the class (D).
Moreover, for each B < (0,1), (Y,Z) belongs to the space P x MPF.

Before giving the proof of this result, we study the case where the generator is
independent of the variable z.

Proposition 6.4. Let assumptions (H1"), (H3)—(H5) hold and let us suppose that f
does not depend on z. Then, BSDE (1) has a solution (Y,Z) such that Y belongs to
the class (D). Moreover, for each p€(0,1), (Y,Z) belongs to the space 5P x MP.

Proof. We use a standard truncation method still assuming that ¢=0. Let us introduce,
for each integer n > 1, &" =¢,(&) and f"(t,y) = f(t,y) — f(£,0) 4+ q.(f(¢,0)) with
g.(¥)=yn/(|y|Vn). We know from our previous result (Theorem 4.2) that the BSDE
associated to the parameter (£”, ") has a unique solution in the space &2 x M?.

We set 6Y = Y™ — Y", 6Z = Z"" — Z'. Using the same computation as in the
uniqueness part, see (11), we have

T
vl <€ (lac+ [ oo - el 7))
0
from which we derive the inequality

T
loY,| <E <|f|1g*|>n + / RACA UL e d”|97z> . (12)
0

We deduce immediately from this inequality that

T
187]y <E [mw +f |f<r,0)|1f(,‘,o>|>ndr}
0
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and from Lemma 6.1 that, for any € (0,1),
B

I—p

Thus (Y")y is a Cauchy sequence for the || - ||; norm and for natural distance on
P for each f€(0,1). Let Y be the progressive measurable continuous process limit
of this sequence: Y belongs to class (D) and to &* for each f€(0,1).

Now, (0Y,8Z) solves the following BSDE:

1 T
E {sup|5Yt|ﬁ} <——E [|5|1¢|>n +/ Lf (7 01} (09 > d7
‘ 0

oY, =&t e 4 /T F(r,0Y,)dr — /T 87, dB,,
t t
where F stands for the random function
Ft,y)= "ty +Y") - f"@Y");
since f"*' is monotone, F satisfies the inequality
(3 F () < (YO 11,0y >n-

Thus, using Lemma 3.1, we deduce that, for € (0,1),

T T B
E [( | ozpar) sup ¥+ ([ 101 -0 ] -
0 t 0

It follows that, for each B € (0,1), (Z¥); is a Cauchy sequence in M* for the natural
metric and then converges in this space to some progressively measurable process Z.

Since fot Z"dB, converges to fot Z,dB, in ucp and since the map y — f(¢ ) is
continuous, we easily check by taking a limit in ucp that (¥,Z) solves the correct
BSDE. [

B2
< C[; E

With this proposition in hands we can prove our main existence result.

Proof of Theorem 6.3. Once again, we can assume that u=0 without loss of gen-
erality. We will use some kind of Picard’s iterative procedure. Let us set as usual
(Y°,2% = (0,0) and define recursively, in view of the previous proposition, for each
n=0,

T T
1/,"“:5+/f(r,y;’+l,z:)dr—/ Z"'dB,, 0<t<T
t

t

For each n, Y" belongs to class (D) and (¥”,Z") belongs to & x MP for all € (0,1).
For n > 1, arguing as in the proof of uniqueness, we deduce that

T
Vie[0,T], |Y,"+1—Y;’<2yE(/ (gr+|Y;’|+|z;’|+|z,"1|)“dr|9:,>.
0
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Z" and Z"~! belongs to M? for each € (0,1), Y” belongs to class (D) and {9:}ier0,m)
is integrable. Thus the random variable

T
zn:/ (g + 172+ |22] + |22 dr
0

belongs to the space L? as soon as ag < 1. Let us fix ¢ € (1,2) such that ag < 1. Then,
for n > 1, y"=Y""! — Y” belongs to the space .#7. Let us set z" =Z"+! — 7", (y",z")
is solution to the following BSDE:

T T
V= / Fulr. 3!y dr / 21 dB,.
t t

where

falry) = frny + Y20 = f(rn Y2070,

Since f is assumed to satisfy condition (H3) with u =0, f, satisfies assumption (A)
and, using (H7), we have the inequality

(D, falr ) S IfYZD = f(n Y1207 D < 2090 + Y|+ |27 + |20 D

Lemma 3.1 shows that z” is in the space M? since [, is in L9.
Proposition 3.2 implies that there exists a constant C, depending only on ¢ such that
for each n > 1,

1217 < GE

T q
(/ \f(rn Y20 = f(r, Yr",Zf_l)|dr> ] ;
0

where || - || stands for the following norm on %7 x M?:

T g2\ V4
||<Y,z>||=<mlsgp|w+(/o |z,.|2dr) D .

For n > 2, we use the fact that f is A-Lipschitz in z to get, using Holder’s inequality,

T q/2
II(y”,z")I"Sc[EK/ IZL"IIZdr> ]
0

where ¢ = C,29T%?. Thus, we have, for n > 2,

IO,z < eI 2D

Let us assume first that ¢ = C,A97%2 < 1. Since |(»',z")[|7 is finite, it follows
immediately that (Y” — Y',Z" — Z') converges in the space &7 x M4 to some (U, V).
We deduce that (Y”,Z") converges to (Y =U+Y',Z=V +2Z") in # x MP for each
B€(0,1) since (Y',Z!) belongs to it. Moreover Y" converges to Y for the norm || - ||
since Y! belongs to class (D) and the convergence in %7 with ¢ > 1 in stronger than
the convergence in || - ||;-norm.

To conclude the proof in this case, it remains to pass to the limit in the equation
satisfied by (Y”,Z") to see that (Y,Z) solves BSDE (1). This is easily done in ucp.

For the general case, we have only to subdivide the time interval [0, 7] into a finite
number of small intervals. This completes the proof. [
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