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Abstract

This paper aims at solving one-dimensional backward stochastic differential equations
(BSDEs) under weaker assumptions. We establish general existence, uniqueness, and
comparison results for bounded solutions, LP (p > 1) solutions and L! solutions of
the BSDEs. The time horizon is allowed to be finite or infinite, and the generator g is
allowed to have a general growth in y and a quadratic growth in z. As compensation, the
generator g needs to satisfy a kind of one-sided linear or super-linear growth condition
in y, instead of the monotonicity condition in y as is usually done. Many of our results
improve virtually some known results, even though for the case of the finite time horizon
and the case of the L? solution.
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1. Preliminaries and introduction

Throughout this paper, let us fix a positive integer d and a positive time horizon T’
which can be finite or infinite. Moreover, let Ry := [0, +00), Rt := (0,400) and let
LY([0,T];Ry) and L*([0, T]; R, ), respectively, represent the set of nonnegative functions
u(+) from [0, 7] to R, such that

T T
/ u(t) dt < 400 and / u?(t) dt < +oo.
0 0

Let (2, F, P) be a complete probability space carrying a standard d-dimensional
Brownian motion (B;):>o. We consider (F;):>o the natural filtration of (B;):>o aug-
mented by the P-null sets of F and we assume Fp = F. P denotes, as usual, the o-
algebra of predictable subsets of Q x [0, T]. For each predictable subset A of Q x [0, T,
let 14 equal to 1 when (t,w) € A, and 0 otherwise. For every positive integer n, we use
| | to denote the norm of Euclidean space R™. For each p > 0, LP(2, Fr, P) represents
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the set of Fpr-measurable random variable £ such that E[|£|P] < 400, and SP denotes
the set of real-valued, (F;)-adapted and continuous processes (Y;):cjo,r] such that

1A1/p
1Y ||se := <E[ sup |Yt|p]> < +o00.

t€[0,T]

Ifp>1,|-|s is @anorm on 8 and if p € (0,1), (X, X’) — [|X — X'||sr defines
a distance on SP. Under this metric, SP is complete. Moreover, for each p > 0, let
MP denote the set of (equivalent classes of) (F;)-progressively measurable, R%-valued
processes (Z;)icfo,r) such that

1A1/p

12| o= {E (/OT 1Z dt)p/2] } < 400,

For p > 1, M? is a Banach space endowed with this norm and for p € (0,1), M?
is a complete metric space with the resulting distance. Finally, for each p > 1, we
denote by LP(2; L' ([0, T];Ry)) the set of (F;)-progressively measurable, nonnegative
and real-valued process (fi)ic(o,7] such that

o[([ )

And, LY(Q; L'([0, T]; Ry)) will be denoted simply by L'(Q2 x [0,T7).

We set § = U,>1S? and denote by S the set of predictable bounded processes, and
by L*(Q2, Fr, P) the set of Fpr-measurable bounded random variables. Let us recall
that a continuous process (Y;)co,r) belongs to the class (D) if the family {Y; : 7 € Xr}
is uniformly integrable, where and hereafter 3 stands for the set of all (F;)-stopping
times 7 such that 7 < T

< +00.

In this paper, we consider the following one-dimensional backward stochastic differ-
ential equation (BSDE in short for the remaining of this paper):

T T
vy =&+ / 9(8,ys, zs)ds — / zs-dBg, t€[0,T], (1)
¢ ¢

where the random variable £ is Fr-measurable, called the terminal condition of BSDE(1),
the random function

glw,t,y,2) QA x[0,T] x Rx R — R

is P @ B(R) @ B(RY) measurable, called the generator of BSDE(1). We will sometimes
use the notation BSDE(E, g) to say that we consider the BSDE whose generator is g
and whose terminal condition is &.

For convenience of the following discussion, we introduce the following definitions
concerning the solutions of BSDE(1).

Definition 1.1 A solution of BSDE(1) is a pair of (F;)-progressively measurable
processes (., z.) with values in R x R? such that dP —a.s., t — y; is continuous, ¢ +— 2,
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belongs to L*(0,T), t — g(t, ys, 2¢) belongs to L'(0,7T), and dP — a.s., (1) holds true
for each ¢ € [0, 7.

Definition 1.2 Assume that (y., z.) is a solution of BSDE(1). If (y.,2.) € 8 x M2,
then it will be called a bounded solution; if (y., z.) € S x MP for some p > 1, then an
LP solution; if (y.,2.) € 8% x M? for any 3 € (0,1) and y. belongs to the class (D), then
an L' solution.

Definition 1.3 We say that (y., 2.) is a maximal bounded (resp. L? (p > 1) and L')
solution of BSDE(1) if it is a bounded (resp. LP and L!) solution and y. > 3’ for any
bounded (resp. LP and L') solution (y/,2’). Similarly, if y. < ¢/, then (y., z.) will be
called a minimal bounded (resp. L? and L') solution.

Since the first existence and uniqueness result for nonlinear multidimensional BSDEs
with square integrable parameters was introduced by Pardoux and Peng [32] under the
Lipschitz assumption of g, BSDEs have been extensively studied, and many applica-
tions have been found in mathematical finance, stochastic control, partial differential
equations and so on (see [2, 4, 1214, 22, 126, 130, 31, 133-36] for details).

From the beginning, many authors attempted to improve the result of [32] by weak-
ening the Lipschitz hypothesis on g, see |1, 2, 4-8, [12-21, 123, 124, 26-31, 133, 137, 138],
or the L? integrability assumptions on &, see [5, 16, [10, 14, [16, 17, 20, 134, 37, 138], or
relaxing the finite time horizon T' to a stopping time or infinity, see [11, [17, [19, 130, 131].
From these results it is not difficult to see that the case of one-dimensional BSDEs
is easier to handle due to the presence of the comparison theorem of solutions, see
6,17, 19-11), 1416, 19, 120, 123, 24, 126-29, 134, 137, 13]].

This paper aims at solving one-dimensional BSDEs under weaker assumptions. We
establish general existence, uniqueness, and comparison results for bounded solutions,
L? (p > 1) solutions and L' solutions of the BSDEs. The time horizon T is allowed to
be finite or infinite, and the generator g is allowed to have a general growth in y and a
quadratic growth in z. As compensation, the generator g needs to satisfy a kind of one-
sided linear or super-linear growth condition in y, instead of the monotonicity condition
in y as is usually done. Many of our results improve virtually some known results, even
though for the case of the finite time horizon and the case of the L? solution.

More specifically, with respect to the existence for bounded solutions, L? (p > 1)
solutions and L' solutions of BSDEs, we would like to list respectively several existing
results and our results as follows in order to compare with each other. Here, we always
assume that the generator g is continuous in (y, z), and 7' is a finite real number.

First, when ¢ is bounded there exists a maximal (resp. minimal) bounded solution
of BSDE(¢, g) under one of the following two groups of conditions:

e ¢ has a super-linear growth in y and a quadratic growth in z, i.e., there exists a
constant C' > 0 and a continuous function [ : R — R™ such that

9(w.t,y,2)| < U(y) + C|z],

+o0 dx 0 dz
where [ i = I Iy = +oo

(see Lepeltier and San Martin [28] and Kobylanski [26]).
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e There exist two constants o > 0 and 8 > 0 together with a convex and C! function
p: Ry — Ry with p(0) = 0 and a continuous function ¢ : Ry — R, with ¢(0) =0

such that
(1) (9(w,t,y,2) = g(w,t,0,2)) sgn(y) < p(lyl),
(1) lg(w,t,y,2)] < a+o(lyl) + Bl

where f0+°° p(ssw = 400

(see Briand and Hu [7] and Briand, Lepeltier and San Martin [g]).

It is not hard to verify that neither of the above two groups of conditions is satisfied
for the following two generators:

gi(w,t,y, 2) = |z’ +ycosy and  go(w,t,y,2) = =y’ + M% siny.
However, they both satisfy the following condition:

e ¢ has a one-sided super-linear growth in y and a quadratic growth in z, i.e., there
exist two continuous functions [ : R — R* and ¢ : R — R, such that

(1) glw,t,y,2) sgn(y) < U(y) + o(y)|=
(1) lg(w,t,y,2)] < o(y)(1+]z2]?),

+0o0 dz 0 dz
where fo 0 = f_oo o = +00.

Then, by Theorem 3.1 of this paper we know that when £ is bounded there exists a
maximal (resp. minimal) bounded solution of BSDE(E, g;) for i = 1,2. In addition,
Theorem 3.1 also considers the case of T' = +o0.

Second, when & € LP(2, Fr, P) for some p > 1 there exists a maximal (resp. mini-
mal) LP solution of BSDE(¢, g) under one of the following two groups of conditions:

e ¢ has a linear growth in (y, z), i.e., there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
|g9(w, t,y,2)] < C(1+ [y| + |z])
(see Lepeltier and San Martin [27] and Chen [10]).

e There exist two constants ;4 € R and A > 0 together with a continuous adapted
process g; € LP(2; L([0, T];R,)) and a continuous function ¢ : Ry — R, with
©(0) = 0 such that

(Z) (g(wata Y1, Z) - g(wa tayQa Z)) Sgn(yl - yQ) S M|y1 - y2|,
(i) g(w,t,y, 2)| < ge(w) + @(ly]) + Al 2|

(see Briand, Lepeltier and San Martin [§]).

It is not hard to verify that neither of the above two groups of conditions is satisfied
for the following two generators:

g(w,t,y,2) == |z]*(1 —e¥) + |z|sin |z| and ga(w,t,y,2) := —y° + cos(y|z|).
However, they both satisfy the following condition:
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e g has a one-sided linear growth in (y, z) and a quadratic growth in z, i.e., there
exists a constant C' > 0 and a continuous function ¢ : R — R such that

(1) g(w,t,y,2) sgn(y) < C(1+[y[+ |z]),

(i) lg(w.t,y, 2)] < o(y)(L+]2]?).
Then, by Theorem 5.1 of this paper we know that when & € LP(Q), Fr, P) for some
p > 1 there exists an L? solution of BSDE(¢, ¢;) for i = 1,2. In addition, Theorem 5.1

also considers the case of T'= 400, and Theorem 5.2 further investigates the existence
of a maximal (resp. minimal) L” solution.

Third, when ¢ € LY(Q, Fr, P) there exists an L' solution of BSDE(, g) under one
of the following two groups of conditions:

e g has a linear growth in y and a sub-linear growth in z, i.e., there exist two
constants C' > 0 and « € (0, 1) such that

l9(w,t,y,2)] < C(1+ |y +[2]%)
(see the first version of Briand and Hu [6]).

e There exist constants g € R, A > 0, 6 > 0 and a € (0,1) together with an
(F;)-progressively measurable nonnegative process g; € L'(Q x [0, T]) such that

(@) (g(w:t,y1,2) = g(w, 1, Y2, 2)) sen(yr — y2) < plyr — vl
(ZZ) ‘g(W, t7y7 Zl) - g(wv t7y7 22)| S )\‘21 - z2|7
(4ii) for each r > 0,,(t) := sup |g(w,t,y,0)| € L' (2 x [0,T]),

ly|<r

(ZU) |g<w7t7 Y, Z) - g(W,t, Y, O)| < 5(gt<w) + |y| + ‘ZD&
(see Briand, Delyon, Hu, Pardoux and Stoica [5] in the multidimensional case).

It is not hard to verify that neither of the above two groups of conditions is satisfied
for the following two generators:

gi(w, t,y, 2) = —|z°y° + V2| and  go(w,t,y,2) ==e YV /|z| + 1+ |yl + |2].

However, they both satisfy the following condition:

e ¢ has a one-sided linear growth in y, a one-sided sub-linear growth in z and a
quadratic growth in z, i.e., there exist two constants C' > 0, a € (0,1) and a
continuous function ¢ : R +— R, such that

(1) 9w t,y,2) sgn(y) < C(1+ Jy| + |2]*),

(i6) 1g(w.t,y,2)] < o(y)(1+ [2[?).
Then, by Theorem 6.1 of this paper we know that when ¢ € L'(Q, Fr, P) there exists
an L' solution of BSDE(, g;) for i = 1,2. In addition, Theorem 6.1 also considers

the case of T = +00, and Theorem 6.2 further investigates the existence of a maximal
(resp. minimal) L' solution.



In the sequel, with respect to the uniqueness and comparison results for bounded
solutions, LP (p > 1) solutions and L' solutions of BSDEs, we also list respectively
several existing results and our results as follows.

Briand and Hu [7] established a comparison theorem for bounded solutions of BSDEs
with finite time horizon when one of the generators is Lipschitz in y and concave or
convex in z; Morlais [30] obtained a comparison theorem for bounded solutions of
BSDEs with infinite time horizon when one of the generators satisfies a monotonicity
condition in y and a local Lipschitz condition in z. Under the conditions that one of the
generators only satisfies a one-sided Osgood condition in y (see assumption (2A1) and
Remark 2.1 in Section 2 for details), and a local Lipschitz condition (resp. a concavity
or convexity condition) in z, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 of this paper respectively
prove a comparison theorem for bounded solutions of BSDEs with finite or infinite time
horizon, extending two results mentioned above.

Fan, Jiang and Tian [19] established a comparison theorem for L? solutions of BSDEs
with finite or infinite time horizon when one of the generators satisfies a one-sided
Osgood condition in y and a uniform continuity condition in z, which generalizes four
classical comparison theorems obtained respectively in El Karoui, Peng and Quenez
[14], Cao and Yan [9], Chen and Wang |11} and Briand and Hu [6]. Theorem 2.1 of
this paper further extends this result to the case of the L? (p > 1) solution. More
importantly, in this paper we eliminate the concavity condition with respect to the
function p(-) in the one-sided Osgood condition.

To our knowledge, Briand and Hu [6] first put forward and prove a comparison
theorem for L' solutions of BSDEs with finite time horizon when one of the generators
satisfies a monotonicity condition in y and a Lipschitz condition together with a sub-
linear growth condition in z. Recently, Fan and Liu [20], Xiao, Li and Fan [38], Fan
and Jiang [16] and Tian, Jiang and Shi [37] further establish the comparison results for
L' solutions of BSDEs with finite time horizon under the conditions that one of the
generators satisfies a monotonicity condition or a Osgood condition in y and a quasi-
Holder continuity condition in z. Theorem 2.4 of this paper unifies these results to the
case of BSDEs with finite or infinite time horizon when one of the generators satisfies
a one-sided Osgood condition in y and a uniform continuity condition together with
a sub-linear growth condition in z. For example, the following generator g does not
satisfy their conditions but satisfies our conditions:

2] . 0< 2] <1
g(W,t,y,Z): (n_1)4 ) (TL—].)4<|Z|§TL4—2’I’L+]_, n:273747"'-
|z +n2—nt | n'—2n+1<|z] <nd

More specifically, this generator g satisfies the uniform continuity condition as well as
the sub-linear growth condition in z, but it does not satisfy the quasi-Holder continuity
condition in z.

Finally, we would like to mention that several new comparison results for the max-
imal and minimal solutions of BSDEs are put forward and proved (see, for example,
Theorems 2.2-2.3, 3.2-3.3, 5.3-5.4 and 6.3-6.4), and they also play an important role in
the proof of our existence results. Furthermore, by products, three general existence
and uniqueness results for bounded solutions, L” (p > 1) solutions and L' solutions of
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BSDEs are also obtained respectively (see Theorems 4.3, 5.5 and 6.5). In addition, we
also point out that our results are all obtained due to the application of new ideas and
new techniques or the development of those existing ideas and methods.

The remaining of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish
several comparison theorems for the (maximal and minimal) L” (p > 1) solutions and
the L' solutions of BSDEs. Then, we prove an existence result together with two
comparison results for the maximal and minimal bounded solutions in Section 3, and
two comparison theorems together with an existence and uniqueness result for the
bounded solutions in Section 4. Finally, in Sections 5 and 6, we establish several
existence results, comparison theorems, and existence and uniqueness results for the
(maximal and minimal) Z? (p > 1) and L' solutions of BSDEs respectively.

2. Comparison theorems of L? (p > 1) solutions and L' solutions

In this section, we will establish several comparison theorems for the (maximal and
minimal) L” (p > 1) solutions and the L' solutions of BSDEs. Let us first introduce
the following assumptions on the generator g, where we assume that 0 < 7' < 4-00:

(2A1) There exists a function u(-) € L'([0, T]; R, ) and a nondecreasing continuous
function p(-) : Ry — R with linear growth such that dP x dt — a.e.,

(g(w,t,y1,2) — glw, t,y2, 2)) sgn(yr — y2) < u(®)p(lyr — val), ¥ y1, 92, 2.

Assume further that p(0) = 0, p(u) > 0 for u > 0 and [, ﬁ du = 4o00.

(2A2) There exists a function v(-) € L*([0,7]; R,) and a nondecreasing continuous
function ¢(-) : Ry — R, with ¢(0) = 0 such that dP x dt — a.e.,

|g(w7t7y7 Zl) - g(wataya 22)| S U(t)¢(|21 - 22|)7 v Y, 21, 22-

Without loss of generality, here and henceforth we can always assume that for all
r €R,, 0 < ¢(x) < azx + b. Furthermore, we assume also that v(t) € L1([0, T]; R, ) in
the case where b # 0.

(2A3) dP x dt —a.e., g(w,t,-,) : R x RY — R is continuous.

(2A4) There exist two functions u(-) € L'([0,T];Ry), v(-) € L*([0,T];R,) and a
process f; € L*(Q; L'([0,T];R,)) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

9(w, .y, 2)| < filw) +u@)]yl +v()]z], ¥y, =

(2A5) There exists a constant « € (0,1), a function A(:) : [0,7] — R, and an
(F)-progressively measurable nonnegative processes (fi)iwcjory € L'([0,T] x Q) such
that dP x dt — a.e.,

l9(w,t,y,2) — g(w, t,y,0)| < XE)(felw) + |yl + |2))*, Vy,z

We also assume that

/T(A(t) AT () + A7=a (1) dt < +o0.
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(2A5’) There exists a constant o € (0,1) and a function A(+) : [0,7] — R, such
that dP x dt — a.e.,

9(w, t,y, 2) = g(w, £,y,0)] < AD)[2]*, Yy, 2.

We also assume that

T 2
(/ATWQM<+W.
0

Remark 2.1 In (2A1), we do not assume that p(-) is a concave function required
by Theorem 2 of Fan, Jiang and Tian [19].

The following lemma will play an important role in the proof of main results of this
paper.

Lemma 2.1 Assume that 0 < T' < 400, {b, },'2] is a nonnegative and non-increasing
real sequence, 3(t) € L'([0,T);Ry) and ¢(-) : R, — R, is a nondecreasing continuous
function with linear growth. Let {(u,(t))sepo.r1}:2] be a sequence of non-negative (F;)-
progressively processes satisfying

E, | sup u,(t)| < +o0

t€[0,T]

and for each t € [0, 7],

i <h B " B(s(un(s)) ds

E}dP—w& (2)

where E, [ X |F;] represents the conditional expectation of the random variable X with
respect to F; under a probability measure P, which is defined on (2, F7) and may
depend on n. If lim b, =0, ¥(0) =0, ¢(u) > 0 for u > 0, and

n—oo

1
D) du = +o0, (3)

then for each ¢ € [0, 77,
lim u,(t) =0 dP —a.s.. (4)

n—oo

Proof. Since v is of linear growth, we can get the existence of a constant k£ such
that ¥(z) < k(1 + z) for all z € R,. Then, in view of b, < by, B(-) € L' ([0, T];Ry)
and the Fubinin Theorem, by (2) we can obtain that for each t € [0, T], dP — a.s.,

B, [tn (1) F¢) < b1 + k?/o B(s) ds + k/ B(s)Enlun(s)|F] ds, =€ [t,T].

Thus, Gronwall’s inequality yields that for each ¢ € [0,T], dP — a.s.,
T T
E, [u,(r)|F:] < (b1 + k/ B(s) ds) bl Bl ds e 1t ).
0
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Letting » = ¢ in the above inequality we get that for each ¢ € [0, T],

T
sup un,(t) < C:= <b1 + k;/ B(s) ds) ehlo B ds qp — ... (5)
0

n>1

In the sequel, in view of the linear growth of ¢, for each n > 1 we can define the
function ¢, : Ry — R as follows

Un(r) = iy {¥(y) = (n + 2k) |z — yl}.

It is well known that 1, is well defined and Lipschitz. Moreover, the sequence {1, },>
is non-increasing and converges to . Thus, for each n > 1, noticing that g(-) €
LY([0,T);Ry), we can let v, : Ry — R, be the solution of the following backward
ordinary differential equation (ODE for short):

v (t) = by, —i—/t B(s)Yn(vn(s))ds, t e [0,T].

Since {¢,}>2; and {b,}22; are both non-increasing sequences, we know that v, 11 < v,
for each n > 1. This implies that, noticing that lim b, = 0 and that {1, } ./ converges
n—o0

to ¢ as n — oo, the sequence {v, }>2 | converges pointwisely to a function v : R, — R}
which satisfies

v(t) :/t B(s)(v(s))ds, te[0,T].

In view of (3) and the fact that 5(-) € L'([0, T]; R, ), Bihari’s inequality (see Bihari [3]
for details) yields that v(t) = 0 for each ¢ € [0, T.

Now for n,j > 1, let v/ be the function defined recursively as follows:

vl(t) = O,

n

V() = b, + / Bs)u(vi(s)ds, 5> 1, te[0,T], (6)

where C' is defined in (5). Since v, is Lipschitz and 8(-) € L'([0,T];R,), we know
that vJ — v, as j — oo. On the other hand, it is easily seen by induction that for all
n,j > 1 and each t € [0, 7],

u,(t) <vi(t) dP —a.s.. (7)
Indeed, for j = 1 the formula holds true by (5). Suppose it also holds for some j, then
U(un(s)) < P(vh(s)) < Pu(vi(s), s€(0,T].

In view of (2), the previous inequality and (6), we can deduce that for all n > 1 and
each t € 0,77, ‘
un(t) < vit(t) dP —a.s..

Thus, (7) follows. Finally, taking the limit in (7) as first j — oo, and then n — oo, we
obtain (4). The proof of Lemma 2.1 is then completed. O
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The following Theorem 2.1 establishes a general comparison theorem for LP (p > 1)
solutions of BSDEs. It can be regarded as a generalization of Theorem 2 in Fan, Jiang
and Tian [19], where only are the L? solutions considered, and the concavity condition
of p(+) in (2A1) is also required.

Theorem 2.1 Assume that 0 < T < 400, g and ¢’ are two generators of BSDEs and
(y.,z.) and (v, 2') are, respectively, a solution of BSDE(, g) and BSDE({’, ¢’). Assume
further that (y. —y/ )" € S. If £ <& dP — a.s. and one of the following two statements
holds true:

(i) g satisfies (2A1) and (2A2), and

Ly (9t Y5 2) = 9'(8 94 2)) <0 AP x di —a.e; (8)
(ii) ¢’ satisfies (2A1) and (2A2), and

]]-yt>y£(g<t7 Y, zt) - gl<t7 Y, zt)) <0 dP xdt— a.ce., (9)

then for each ¢ € [0, 7], we have

v <y, dP —a.s..

Proof. We will only prove the case (i). Another case can be proved in the same
way. Let us fix k£ € N* and denote 7, the stopping time

t
T, = inf {t €[0,7]: / (|25 +12.%) ds > k;} AT.
0

Tanaka’s formula leads to the equation, setting 4 = v — y;, 2t = 2t — 2,

Tk Tk

]1373>0(g(57 Ys, Zs) - g/(s, yga Z;)) ds — / ]1373>0733 ' dBS (10)

tATY

Jinr, < 07 +/

tATY

/

’)) is non-positive, we have

First of all, since 1;,50(g(s, v, 2) — ¢'(s, Y%, 2

Ly, ~0(9(8,ys, 25) — 9’ (5,14, 22))
= Ly.50(9(5,¥s; 2s) — 9(s, 9%, 20)) + Ly>0(9(s,v5, 2%) — g’ (s, 4, 22))
S ]]':l)s>0<g(s7 Ys, Zs) - g<87 yfw Zs)) + 1Q5>0<g(57 y;; zs) - 9(87 y;; Z;))

and we deduce, using assumptions (2A1) and (2A2) for g, that

Ly, 50(9(5, Yss 2) = 9'(5, 95, 20)) S wl)p(i") + Tg.00(s)S(12])- (11)

From the proof of Theorem 1 in Fan, Jiang and Davison [18] we know that, with
c=a+b,

2c
n+ 2c¢

d(r) < (n+2¢)x + Ly ( ) , Ve eRy, Vn>1. (12)
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Combining (10)-(12) yields that for each n > 1 and each ¢ € [0, 77,

Tk

B < it [ (a3 + Lysoln + 200002 ds
t

NTg

Tk
_/ ]]':’;s>023 * st
-, (13)

— ontig [ uls)olil) ds
t/\Tk

Tk ) n+ 2c)v(s)z,
—/ ]]-Z)s>OZS . [—( ) ( ) ]]_|gs|7g0 ds +dBS],
t

kA

/\Tk

where
2c

n+ 2c¢

T
an = Lpz00( ) / v(s) ds — 0 by (2A2) as n — oo. (14)
0

Let P, be the probability on (€2, F7) which is equivalent to P and defined by

P Tu(s)z 1 g
dFy ‘=exp< (n+ 20)/ U(S)ZSLQS#O -dBs — =(n+ 20)2/ ]l|28|¢0v2(s) ds ¢ .
dP 0 2 0

kA

It is worth noticing that dP,/dP has moments of all order since v(-) € L*([0,T];R,).
By Girsanov’s theorem, under P, the process

En+2¢)v(s)2s
Bn(t) = Bt —/(; ( ‘2)| ( ) ]].‘;35‘7&0 dS, t e [O,T],

is an (F, P,)—Brownian motion. Moreover, the process

tATE
(/ ]lgs>0?38 . dBn(S))
0 0<t<T

is an (F;, P,)—martingale. Let E,[X|F;] represent the conditional expectation of the
random variable X with respect to F; under P,. By taking the conditional expectation
with respect to F; under P, in (13) we get that for each n > 1 and t € [0, T,

Tk
i, < 0+ B [ ] B | [ e (1) s
t

/\Tk

3

Furthermore, in view of the facts that 7, — T as k — oo, (¢.)" belongs to S, £ < ¢
and u(-) € L*([0,T];R,), letting & — oo in the above inequality and using Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem yields that for each ¢ € [0, 7],

T
U < a,+E, U u(s)p (97) ds
t

7.

Thus, in view of (14), applying Lemma 2.1 with u,(t) = 9;", b, = a,, 8(s) = u(s) and
(u) = p(u) yields that for each t € [0, T],

g = lim g/ = lim u,(t)=0 dP —a.s..
n—oo n—o0

11



That is to say, for each t € [0,T], y; < y; dP — a.s.. Theorem 2.1 is then proved. O

It should be especially noted that the presence of the indicate function makes that
(8) and (9) can be more easily satisfied than the usual form. This important observation
is one of the start points of this paper.

The following Remark 2.2 gives a easily verifiable condition to ensure that (8) or (9)
holds true, which will be used several times and play an important role later.

Remark 2.2 Assume that c is a constant. If
dP —a.s., Vte[0,T], y: <c

and
dP x dt —a.e., Vy <c, Yz eRY gty 2) <d(ty,2),
then (8) holds true. Similarly, if
dP —a.s., Vt€[0,T], y; > ¢
and
dP x dt —a.e., Vy>c, Yz eRY gty 2) <d(ty,2),
then (9) holds true.

Let us further introduce the following Lemma 2.2, which comes from Theorem 1 in
Fan, Jiang and Tian |19]. It will be generalized in Section 5.

Lemma 2.2 Assume that 0 < 7" < +o00 and the generator g satisfies (2A3) and

(2A4). Then for each ¢ € L*(Q, Fr, P), BSDE(, g) has both a minimal L? solution
and a maximal L? solution.

The following Theorem 2.2 establishes a general comparison theorem for the maximal
L? solutions, which will be also generalized in Section 5.

Theorem 2.2 Assume that 0 < T < 400, g and ¢’ are two generators of BSDEs,
and (y.,2.) is any L? solution of BSDE(£, g). Assume further that ¢’ satisfies (2A3)
and (2A4), and (y/,2) is the maximal L? solution of BSDE(¢/, ¢’) by Lemma 2.2. If
¢ <& dP — a.s. and (9) holds true, then for each ¢ € [0, 77,

v <y, dP —a.s..

Proof. Since ¢’ satisfies (2A3) and (2A4), by the proof of Theorem 1 in Fan, Jiang
and Tian [19] we know that if we take for each n > 1 and (w,t,y, 2) € Qx [0, T] x Rx R4,

ngl(watayaz) = sup {g'(w,t,u,v) _nu(t)|y_u| —7’L’U(t)|2’—’l}|},

(u,v)€RI+d
then "¢'(t,-,-) | ¢'(¢,-,-) and "¢'(t, -, ) satisfies

‘ng/<tuy17 21) - ng/<tuy2722>| S nu(t)|y1 - 92‘ + nU(t)‘Zl - Z2|7 v Y1, Y2, 21, 22. (15)
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Furthermore, from the proof of Theorem 1 in Fan, Jiang and Tian [19], we also know
that ("y/,™z’), the unique L? solution of BSDE(¢', "¢’), satisfies

"yl Lyl (16)
Combining (9) and (16) as well as the fact "¢’ > ¢’ we can get that for each n > 1,
Lyony gy, 20) < Lysmy 9" (6, ye, 20) < Lyponyt"g' (8,40, ) AP x dt — ace..
Thus, in view of (15) and the above inequality, Theorem 2.1 yields that
Vn>1,vVtel0,T], v <™y, dP —a.s.. (17)
In view of (16), the conclusion follows by letting n — oo in (17). O

By similar argument to Theorem 2.2 we can get the following Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2.3 Assume that 0 < 7" < 400, g and ¢’ are two generators of BSDEs,
and (y/,2') is any L? solution of BSDE(¢’,¢'). Assume further that g satisfies (2A3)
and (2A4), and (y.,2.) is the minimal L? solution of BSDE(¢, g) by Lemma 2.2. If
¢ <&, dP — a.s. and (8) holds true, then for each ¢ € [0, T,

v <y, dP—a.s..

Corollary 2.1 Assume that 0 < 7' < 400 and both ¢ and ¢’ satisfy (2A3) and
(2A4). Let (y.,2.) and (y/, 2/) be, respectively, the maximal (resp. minimal) L? solution
of BSDE(¢, g) and BSDE((,¢') by Lemma 2.2. If ¢ < ¢ dP — a.s. and for each
(y,2) € R x RY

g(t,y,2) < J(t,y,2) dP xdt—a.e.,

then for each ¢ € [0, T7,
v <y, dP—a.s..

The following Theorem 2.4 establishes a general comparison theorem for L' solutions
of BSDEs, which improves virtually several corresponding comparison results obtained
respectively in Briand and Hu [6], Fan and Liu [20], Xiao, Li and Fan [38], Fan and
Jiang [16] and Tian, Jiang and Shi [37] even for the case of the finite time horizon.

Theorem 2.4 Assume that 0 < T < 400, g and ¢’ are two generators of BSDEs,
and (y., 2.) and (y/, 2!) are, respectively, an L' solution of BSDE(¢, g) and BSDE(E', ¢').
If £ <& dP — a.s. and one of the following two statements is satisfied:

(i) g satisfies (2A1), (2A2) and (2A5) (or (2A5%)), and (8) holds true;
(i) ¢’ satisfies (2A1), (2A2) and (2A5) (or (2A5)), and (9) holds true,

then for each ¢ € [0, T7,
v <y, dP—a.s..

Proof. It follows from Theorem 2.1 that we need only to show that (y.—y’)* belongs
to & under the assumptions of Theorem 2.4.

13



We now assume that £ < ¢ dP — a.s., g satisfies (2A1), (2A2) and (2A5), and (8)
holds true. The same arguments as follows can prove the other cases. Let us fix £ € N*
and denote the stopping time

t
Ty := inf {t €[0,77]: / (Jzs]” +[24%) ds > k‘} NT.
0

Tanaka’s formula leads to the equation, setting 9, = v, — y;, 2t = 2¢ — 2,

Tk Tk

ILg}s>0(g(5> Ys, Zs) - gl(sa yga Z;)) ds — / ILz}s>0?38 . st

t/\Tk

Jine, < 01 +/

t/\Tk

Since 14,50(g(s,y., 25) — ¢'(s,y., 2.)) is non-positive, we have

]1173>0(g(5> Ys, 28) - gl(‘S? y;7 Z;))
/

= ]]-g]s>0(g($7 Ys, 28) - 9(87 y;a 25)) + ]lz}s>0(g($7 y;v Zé) - gl(sa ?/{37 Z;))
S ]]-gjs>0(g($7 Ys, 28) - g(S, yéa Zs)) + 1@s>0(g(57 y{ga 28) - g(S, yga ng))

and we deduce, using assumptions (2A1) and (2A5) of g, that

1g.50(9(8, ¥s, 25) — (8,92, 22)) < u(s)p(GF) + 2A() (fs + |ya| + |2s| + |22])"

Thus, we get that, with ¢, 1= 2A(s)(fs + |vL]| + |2s| + |2L])%,

Tk Tk

(u(s)p(7) + 6.) ds — / 1,05 - dB,,

tATE

G §@;+/

tATY

and then that

Gt <E [y [ (o) + 0 as ft] . 18)

/\Tk

Furthermore, since p(-) is of linear growth, we can find a pair of positive constants
ki and ko such that
p(u) < ki + kou, VY u>0. (19)

Then, since both (y.,2.) and (y/,2’) are the L' solutions, we can send k to oo in (18)
and use Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and Fubini’s theorem, in view of
< —Task— oo, u(-) € L'([0,T];R,) and (19), to get that, for each ¢ € [0,T],

T T
i < E{ / 6, ds f}ﬂ@{ / u(s)p(57)ds
0 t

T T
< k1/ u(s)ds+E{/ ¢s ds
0 0

and then for each r € [t, T,

7

T
ft] + ko / u(s)E [9| F] ds,
t

T T T
E [g): ]:t] < k1/ u(s) ds + E {/ o, ds .7-}} + k’g/ u(s)E [gj
0 0 r

.7-}} ds.
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Gronwall’s inequality yields that for each r € [t, T],

T T
F] < (’fl/ u(s) ds +E [/ ¢ ds ftD k2 Jr u(s)ds,
0 0

from which, by letting » = ¢, we have

T T
g < </€1/ u(s) ds + E [/ b5 ds
0 0

Now, let 8 be any constant which belongs to («,1). Then we have

e ([ e ds)ﬁ o o)

Indeed, Holder’s inequality yields that

E [g}

F ) k2 o uls)ds, (20)

a

LTAwwﬁdss([fAfa@wh)ka(ATﬁcb),
ATA@»%wdss([fxf%@wh)%a(ATVA%h)g,

and 2, has a similar estimate. Besides,
T T
| Aol ds < [ x) ds- s
0 0 t€[0,T]

Thus, coming back to the definition of ¢, and noticing the assumptions of the deter-
ministic function A(-) and the facts that f, € L'(Q % [0,77), (z)tejor) and (2})eejo1]
belong to the space M?, and (y;)cp0.7] belongs to the space S?, we can obtain (21).

Finally, taking the supremum over ¢ and the mathematical expectation after taking
the power of g in both sides of (20) and then making use of Doob’s inequality, we can
get that there exists a constant k£ > 0 such that, in view of (21),

T a
E[ sup |j;]+] <k + kE (/ bs ds) < 400,
t€[0,7] 0

which means that (y. —y/)™ € S. Thus, we complete the proof of Theorem 2.4. O

3. Existence of bounded solutions

In this section, we will put forward and prove an existence result and two comparison
results for the maximal and minimal bounded solutions. We denote by L(R;R™) the
set of continuous and strictly positive functions I(z) : R — R* satisfying

L1 i
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We will use the following assumptions on the generator g, where 0 < 7' < +4-00:

(3A1) There exists a function u(-) € L'([0, T]; R;) and two nonnegative continuous
functions () € L(R;R*") and A(-) : R — Ry such that dP x dt — a.e.,

g(w,t,y,z) sgn(y) < u@®)l(y) +h(y)|z>, Yy, 2

(3A2) There exists a function u(-) € L'(]0,T]; Ry) and two nonnegative continuous

functions ¢(+), h(-) : R — R, such that dP x dt — a.e.,
l9(w,t,y, 2)| < u®)@(y) + h(y)lz*, ¥y, 2

To state a main result of this section, we introduce the following lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.1 Assume that 0 < T < +oo, u(-) € L' ([0, T];Ry) and I(x) : R — RT is
a continuous function. Then [(-) € L(R;R™) if and only if for each —co <a <0< b <
+00, the following two backward ODEs:

Li=a —/t u(s) I(Ls) ds (22)

and

U =b+ /tTu(s) I(Us) ds (23)

have both global bounded solutions on [0, 7.

Moreover, if [(-) € L(R;RT), then (22) and (23) have unique global bounded solu-
tions L; and Uy on [0, T], and for each t € [0, 7], we have

Li<Li<a<0<b<U <U.

Proof. In the proof of Lemma 1 in Lepeltier and San Martin [28], by replacing the

term T — ¢ with .
/ u(s) ds
t

we can complete the proof of this lemma. O

The following Theorem 3.1 is one of main results in this section, which generalizes
virtually the corresponding existence results for bounded solutions of BSDEs obtained
respectively in Kobylanski [26], Lepeltier and San Martin [28], Briand and Hu [7] and
Briand, Lepeltier and San Martin [8] even for the case of the finite time horizon.

Theorem 3.1 Assume that 0 < 7' < 400 and that g satisfies (2A3), (3A1) and
(3A2). Then for each £ € L*>(S, Fr, P), BSDE(E, g) has both a minimal one and a
maximal one among all bounded solutions (Y, Z). Moreover, for each t € [0, T],

Ly<L; <Y, <U <Uy dP —a.s.,

where (L,U) are the unique solutions of (22) and (23) with a = —||¢||e and b = [|{]| -
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To prove Theorem 3.1, we need the following three lemmas. First, by similar argu-
ment to the proof of Lemma 3 in Lepeltier and San Martin [28] and in view of Lemma
2.2 and Theorem 2.1 (or Theorem 1.2 in Chen and Wang [11]), we can obtain the
following Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.2 Assume that 0 < T < +oo, u(-) € L ([0, T]; R,), v(-) € L*([0, T]; R,),
fi(-) : R +— R is a continuous function with linear growth and the random function
folw, t,2) : Q@ x [0,T] x RE+— R is P x B(R?)-measurable, with dP x dt — a.e.,

fo(w,t,0) =0 and |fo(w,t,21) — folw, b, 2)| < v(t)]21 — 29|, V 21,2 € R

If the backward ODE
T
Ji=a +/ w(s)f1(J.) ds, a€R
t

has a unique solution J on [0, 7], then the BSDE

Vimat [ @00+ (s Z) ds— [ ZoedB, e

has a unique solution given by Z =0 and Y = J.
The following Lemma 3.3 is the first step to prove Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.3 Assume that 0 < T" < 400 and n € L*™®(Q, Fr, P) which satisfies
0<a<n<p dP—a.s.. We assume without loss of generality that « < 1 and 5 > 1.
Suppose that G(w,t,y,2) : 2 x [0,T] x R x R — R vanishes when y < 0 and verifies
for a constant k > 0 and a function u(-) € L'([0, T]; R.) the following restriction:

dP x dt —a.e., Vy >0, VzeRY, —u(t)y —klz]* < Glw, t,y, 2) < ult)y.

Also we assume that G is P ® B(R%*!) measurable and dP x dt — a.e., G(w,t,-,-) is
continuous. Then the BSDE

T T
Yt=77+/ G(s,Ys, Zs) ds—/ Z,-dB,, te0,T]
t t

has a maximal bounded solution (6,T"). Moreover, for each ¢ € [0,7T], we have Qg <
Qt < 925 < St < S(] dP — a.s., where

Q; = aexp (— /tTu(s) ds) , Sy = Bexp (/tT u(s) ds) .

Proof. We will follow those steps used in the proof of Theorem 2 in Lepeltier and
San Martin [28]. We take &, : RY — R a sequence of smooth functions such that

1)0<k,<1; 2)ku(2)=11if |2| <n; 3) Ku(z)=01if [z2| >n+1.

For each (w,t,y,2) € 2 x [0,T] x R x R? and each n > 1, define

[SIES
[SIES

Gn(w,t,y,2) = u(t)yly=o(l — Kp(z-€2)) + ky(2 - €2)G(w, t,y, 2).
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It is immediately seen that G,, | G and that G,, is a continuous function of (y, z) which
satisfies that dP x dt — a.e.,

(Gulw, t,y,2)| < k(n+ 1% +ut)lyl, ¥ y,= (24)

Then by Lemma 2.2 we have the existence of a maximal L? solution (6", T™) for the
equation

T
9”—7)+/ Gn(s,02,T7) ds—/ ' . dB;.
t
Since dP x dt — a.e.,

)\n(tvyv Z) = —U(t)|y| - k|2|2"{n(z : 6%) < Gn(watayaz) < u(t)|y|7 v Y, z,

noticing that both wu(t)|y| and A, satisfy (2A1)-(2A4), from Theorem 2.1 we can get
that for each ¢ € [0, T], )
QU< o< 38, dP — a.s.,

where (Q", Z") and (S, Z) are, respectively, the unique L? solution of BSDE(a, A,,) and
BSDE(S, u(t)|y|) by Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 2.1. Furthermore, it follows from Lemma
3.2 that (S, Z) = (S,0) and for each n > 1, (Q", Z") = (Q,0).

Consequently, 0™ is a decreasing and bounded sequence (in view of (24) and Corollary
2.1), then we have the existence of 6 such that for each ¢ € [0,T], 6} | 6, dP — a.s. and

T
E{/ u(t)|0F — 0,* dt| — 0, as n — oo.
0

Moreover 6 satisfies that for each t € [0,T], Qo < Q; < 6; < S; < Sy dP — a.s..

In the sequel, following closely the proof procedure of Theorem 2 in Lepeltier and
San Martin [28] and noticing that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y, 2) € [Qo, So] x RY,

sup |G (w, t,y, 2)| < u(t)Sy + k||,
n>1

we can prove that I'™ has a convergent subsequence in M2. Thus, take I' any accumu-
lation point in M? of '™ then it is easy to verify that (§,T) is a solution of BSDE(n, G)
(for more details see the proof of Theorem 1 in Fan, Jiang and Tian [19]).

Finally, for any bounded solution (Y, Z) of BSDE(1, G), noticing that G, | G, (24)
and the fact that (6™, T™) is the maximal L? solution of BSDE(n, G"), by Theorem 2.2
we can conclude that for each t € [0,7] and each n > 1,

Y, <6 dP —a.s
and then Y < 6. Thus, Lemma 3.3 is proved. O

By virtue of Lemma 3.3 we can prove the following Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 3.4 Assume that 0 < 7' < 400 and the generator g satisfies (2A3). Assume
further that there exists a constant v > 0 and a function u(-) € L*([0, T]; R, ) such that
dP x dt — a.e.,

~
|g(w,t,y,z)| SU(t)+§|Z‘2, Vy,z. (25)
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Then for each £ € L>(S2, Fr, P), BSDE(, g) has both a maximal one and a minimal
one among all bounded solutions (y., z.). Moreover, for each ¢ € [0, T], we have

T
|yt\§|!§|!oo+/ u(s) ds dP —a.s..
t

Proof. We will first prove the existence of the maximal bounded solution by following
those steps used in the proof of Theorem 1 in Lepeltier and San Martin [28]. Let

ni= & € L%, Fp, P), a = e el g .— el

Q= aexp <—7/tTu(s) ds), S, = Bexp <y/tTu(s) ds), tel0,7],

and for each (w,t,y,2) € 2 x [0,T] x R x R?, define

In z 11z 2
G(w,t,y,z) = ]]-y>0 (’ng (w,t, —y’ —) — _u) .
Y ow/) 2y
It then follows from (25) that 0 < a <1< 5, a <n < fdP —a.s., and dP x dt — a.e.,

2
Vy>0,VzeR!, —yu(t)y— % < G(w,t,y, 2) < qu(t)y.

Furthermore, for each pair of positive real numbers K7 and K5 satisfying that [Q, So] C
2K, K3/2], let ¥ be a smooth function with values in [0, 1] which satisfies that ¥(x) = 1
for x € [2K4, K5/2], and ¥(z) = 0 when z is outside K, K3|. Define

G\p (wa t7 Y, Z) = \Il(y)G<w7 tv Y, Z),

then dP x dt — a.e.,

1
Vy>0,VzeR:, —yult)y— (f) 2 < Gulw, by, 2) < ult)y.
1

Thanks to Lemma 3.3, we know that the BSDE
T T
Y, =n+/ Gu(s.Y, Z,) ds—/ Z.-dB., te 0T
t t

has a maximal one (Y'Y, Z¥) among all bounded solutions. Moreover, we also have that
for each t € [0,7],0 < Qy < Q; < Y,Y <5, < Sy dP — a.s., which means that, in view
of the definition of ¥, (Y¥, Z¥) is a bounded solution to the following BSDE:

T T
Yt:nJr/ G(s,Ys, Zs) ds—/ Zs-dBs, t€][0,T].
¢ ¢

We define - P
v n( ) and zY := .
¥ Yy

Y
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It follows from Ito’s formula that (y¥, 2¥) is a bounded solution of BSDE(, g), and it
is easy to verify that for each t € [0, 7],

T
] < JIEo + ['<gdsdp—wa (26)

In the sequel, let us show that (y¥, z¥) is also the maximal bounded solution. Indeed,
let (g, 2) be a bounded solution of BSDE(§ g), with A < g < B. We can choose positive
real numbers K7, K> satisfying that [e74, 7] C 2K, K,] and consider ¥ with values

n [0,1] which satisfies that U(z) = 1 for z € [2K;, K3/2], and U(x ) = 0 when z
is outside [Kl, f(g] It then follows from Itd’s formula that Y := ¢, Z := ~v4j) is a
bounded solution of BSDE(n, Gy,), where G4 (w,t,y, 2) := \Il(y)G(w,t,y, z). Note that
dP x dt —a.e.,

1
vy>avzeR%-ﬂm@y—(K)VPsea%u%a37mwy

1

Thanks to Lemma 3.3 again, we know that 0 < @y < @ < Y, <8, < So, which means
that (Y, Z) is also a bounded solution of BSDE(5), Gy). Therefore, since (Y'Y, Z‘I’) is
the maximal bounded solution of BSDE(n, Gy), we have ¢ = YV <YY =" and
then for each t € [0,7], §: <y dP — a.s.. This is the desired result. This argument
also shows that y¥ does not depend on W.

Finally, let us define
g(wa t) Y, Z) = _g(wa t) -Y, _Z)a \V/ W, t) Y, z.

Then g also satisfies (2A3) and (25). Consequently, by above arguments we know that
BSDE(—¢, §) has a maximal bounded solution (7, 2) and ¢ also satisfies the estimate
n (26). Furthermore, it is easy to verify that (—g, —2) is just the minimal bounded
solution of BSDE((, g). Lemma 3.4 is then proved. O

Remark 3.1 A similar result to Lemma 3.4 was given in Morlais [30], but a different
method is used there.

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Assume that £ € L>*(Q), Fr, P) and g satisfies (2A3),
(3A1) and (3A2). We only prove the case of the maximal solution, another case can be
proved in a similar way. First, by Lemma 3.1 we can let (L;)cjo,r) and (Up)icp) be,
respectively, the unique global solution to the following two backward ODEs

L= =€l = [ uls) 1) ds 27)

and .
m:mm+/u@umms (25)
t
Then for each ¢t € [0,T], we have

Lo < L < —||€]loe €0 < ||€]loe < Uy < U,
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For each constant K > 0 satisfying that [Lg, Uy] C [—K, K], consider a continuous
function x such that x(z) = —K when < —K, k(x) = = when z € [-K, K], and
k(z) = K when z > K. For each (w,t,y,2) € 2 x [0,T] x R x RY, we define

et ,2) = gl ) 2) and 2% =2 (1) 1))

z€[—-K,K]|
Then it follows from (3A1) and (3A2) that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y,2) € R x R?,

9:(t,9,2) sen(y) < u(®U(x(y)) + |2/ (29)

and ou(t )| < 000 (o)) + (o o)) 122

z€[-K,K z€[—K,K)|

It then follows from Lemma 3.4 that BSDE(, g,,) has a maximal bounded solution
(Y, 2 )eco.r)- Let Yy = e and ZF := vKY 25, then (Y*, Z%) is a bounded solution
to the following BSDE

T T
Y}:n+/ G(s,Ys, Zs) ds—/ Zs-dBg, t€]0,T],
t t

where 1 := "¢ and for each (w,t,y,2) € A x[0,T] x R x RY,

Iny =z 1]z)?
Gli 7t7 ) = K K 7t7—7— P 1 .
(w,t,y,2) {’7 yg (w K va) 5 y>0

Furthermore, it follows from (29) that dP x dt — a.e.,
Vy>0, VzeR:, gty 2) <ut)l(s(y)) + |2 (30)

and then dP x dt — a.e.,
1
Vy> 1Yz e R Gulwnty.2) < Clwty.2) = 7S yu(t)] (m (“—3)) 1,0, (31)

Note that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y, z) € R x R?,

Gty 2)] < AF ( max zm) u(®)ly]. (32)

z€[-K,K]|

By Lemma 2.2 we know that BSDE(||n]|s, G%) has a maximal L? solution (Y’ *Z’).
On the other hand, noticing the definition of x and the assumptions of u(-) and I(-), we
can verify directly that the following backward ODE

T 1 K
RE = 1" M€l +/ vEu(s)l (/{ ( n 1ty )) Rf]lR£<>0 ds

t yK
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has a unique solution RX = e Ut with t € [0, T, where Uy, is defined in (28). Thus, by
terms of Lemma 3.2 we know that (*Y’,*Z’") = (R¥,0). Furthermore, in view of (31),
(32) and the fact Y’ > 1, it follows from Theorem 2.2 and Remark 2.2 that for each
t € 0,77,
U =y <y ="V AP — as.,
and then
yr <U; <Uy <K dP —a.s.. (33)

On the other hand, noticing that k(—z) = —k(x), by (29) we get that dP x dt —a.e.,

K

Vy>0, VzeR! guw.ty.2) = —gulwt,—y,—2) < u(®)l(x(y)) + -2
where [(u) := I(—u) for each u € R. Furthermore, note that (—yJ, —zf)iwcjo7] is a

bounded solution of BSDE(—¢, gx), I() € L(R; RT) and the following backward ODE

U= | — €l + / u(s) I(T) ds = €]l + / u(s) 1(~T) ds

has a unique solution U; = —L, with t € [0, T, where L; is defined in (27). The similar
argument to that from (29) to (33) yields that for each ¢ € [0, T7,

—yf < U, =—L; dP —a.s.,

and then
yr > Ly > Ly > —K dP —a.s.. (34)

Thus, in view of (33), (34), the definition of g, and x, we know that the (y;, 2")icpo,1)
is a bounded solution of BSDE(¢, g).

Finally, let us show that (y;, 2/ )icjo,r) is also the maximal bounded solution of
BSDE(¢, g). Indeed, let (9¢, 2)ico,r] be a bounded solution of BSDE(E, g), with A <
§ < B. We choose a positive constant K satisfying that [4, B] U [Ly, Up] C [-K, K]
and consider # such that i(z) = —K for < —K, i(z) = z for z € [-K, K], and
i(z) = K for z > K. For each (w,t,y,2) € Q x [0,T] x R x R%, we define

gi(w, t,y, 2) = g(w,t, &(y), ).

Then (9¢, 2)icp,r) is a bounded solution of BSDE(E, gz). Furthermore, by the above
argument as above (from (29) to (34)) we can conclude that for each t € [0, 7],

K<Ly <Li<y U, <Uy <K dP —a.s.,

which means that (9, 2 )co,77 is also a bounded solution of BSDE(, g.). Note that
(Y, 2 )tejo,r) is the maximal bounded solution of BSDE(¢, g,.). We know that for each
t€[0,7], 9 < yy dP —a.s., which is the desired result. This argument also shows that
y; does not depend on k. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is then complete. U

Finally, in view of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3, by checking carefully the proof of Theo-
rem 3.1, Lemma 3.4 and, especially, Lemma 3.3, we can prove that the following two
comparison theorems for the maximal and minimal bounded solutions hold true.
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Theorem 3.2 Assume that 0 < T' < +00, g and ¢’ are two generators of BSDEs,
and (y.,z.) is any bounded solution of BSDE(E, g). Assume further that ¢’ satisfies
(2A3), (3A1) and (3A2), and (v, 2/) is the maximal bounded solution of BSDE(¢', ¢')
by Theorem 3.1. If £ < ¢ dP — a.s. and (9) holds true, then for each ¢t € [0, 7],

v <y, dP—a.s..

Theorem 3.3 Assume that 0 < T' < 400, g and ¢' are two generators of BSDEs,
and (y/,2') is any bounded solution of BSDE(¢', ¢'). Assume further that g satisfies
(2A3), (3A1) and (3A2), and (y., 2.) is the minimal bounded solution of BSDE(¢, g) by
Theorem 3.1. If £ < ¢ dP — a.s. and (8) holds true, then for each t € [0, T,

v <y, dP—a.s..

Corollary 3.1 Assume that 0 < T' < 400 and both g and ¢’ satisfy (2A3), (3A1) and
(3A2). Let (y.,2) and (y/,2!) be, respectively, the maximal (resp. minimal) bounded
solution of BSDE(E, g) and BSDE(¢', ¢') by Theorem 3.1. If £ < ¢ dP — a.s. and for
each (y,z) € R x R,

g(t,y,2) <g'(t,y,z) dP xdt —a.e,
then for each ¢ € [0, 7], we have

v <y, dP—a.s.

4. Comparison theorems of bounded solutions

In this section, we will establish two comparison theorems and an existence and
uniqueness theorem for bounded solutions of BSDEs. Let us first introduce the following
assumptions on the generator g, where 0 < T' < +4o00:

(4A1) There exists a function v(-) € L*([0,T]; R) such that dP x dt — a.e.,
|g(w7tay7 zl) - g(w7tay7 22)‘ < (U(t) + |z1| + |’22|)|Z1 - ZQ‘? v Y, 1, %2.

(4A2) dP x dt —a.e., ¥V y, g(w,t,y,") : RY — R is convex, or dP x dt — a.e., V y,
g(w,t,y,-) : RY— R is concave.

Let us now recall several facts on the martingales of bounded mean oscillation,
briefly called BMO-martingales. Readers are refereed to Kazamaki [25], Hu, Imkeller
and Miiller [22] and Briand and Confortola [4] for more details. Suppose that (z;):cpo,1]

is an (JF;)-progressively measurable R%valued process such that fOT |2]? ds < o0,
dP — a.s.. First, it is well known that the local martingale fo zs - dBy is a BMO-
martingale if and only if

T
sup E [/ |z|* ds|Fr| < +00 dP —a.s..

’TEZT
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Furthermore, according to Theorem 2.3 in Kazamaki [25], the stochastic exponential
E(M) of a BMO-martingale M is a uniformly integrable martingale, note that the
stochastic exponential (M) is given by

E(M), = exp(M; — 5(M),), t€[0,T]

where the quadratic variation is denoted by (M). Finally, by Theorem 3.6 in Kazamaki
[25] we also know that if () is a probability measure defined by

for a BMO-martingale M under P, then the Girsanov transform of a BMO-martingale
under P is a BMO-martingale under Q).

The following Lemma 4.1 will be used several times later.

Lemma 4.1 Let 0 < T < +o00, g satisfies (3A2), and let (y.,2.) be a bounded
solution of BSDE(E, g). Then [ z, - dB, is a BMO-martingale under P.

Proof. Assume that A <y. < B with A, B € R. Let v =2 ( H[ljd}é} h(z) + 1) and
TE|A,

consider the following function from R, into itself defined by
L.
@) = (" = 1=92).

Clearly, z — f(|z|) is C* and for each 7 € 3, we have from It6’s formula,

Pl = 20D+ [ (7 Dssntuats. e ) = 57" (bl ) s
- [ #lnbsentu)z, b

Since A <y. < B and f'(z) > 0 for > 0, by (3A2) and the definition of 7 we can get
the existence of a constant k > 0 satisfying that

05wl < k(14 [ ot as) = [ Fudsentunrz o

1

3 [ 0" =27 ) ] s

Note that (y., z.) be a bounded solution and f”(x) — vf'(xz) = 1 for + > 0. By taking
the conditional expectation with respect to F, under P in the previous inequality we

get that for each 7 € Xrp,
T
]—"T] < 2k (1 —i—/ u(s) ds) :
0

T
E [/ EARKE

That is to say, fo zs - dBg is a BMO-martingale under P. The proof is complete. U
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The following Theorems 4.1-4.2 establish two comparison theorems for bounded solu-
tions of BSDEs, which virtually improves the corresponding comparison results obtained
in Briand and Hu [7] and Morlais [30] even for the case of the finite time horizon.

Theorem 4.1 Assume that 0 < T' < 400, both g and ¢ satisfy (3A2), and (y., 2.)
and (y, 2') are, respectively, a bounded solution of BSDE(, g) and BSDE(¢, ¢'). If
£ <& dP — a.s. and one of the following two statements is satisfied:

(i) g satisfies (2A1) and (4A1), and (8) holds true;
(i) ¢ satisfies (2A1) and (4A1), and (9) holds true,

then for each ¢ € [0, 7],
v <y, dP—a.s..

Proof. We only prove the case (i). Another case can be proved in the same way.
Tanaka’s formula leads to the equation, setting y; = v — y;, 2 = 2 — 2; and noticing

that dP — a.s., (£ =& =0,

T T
QtJr S / ]l@s>0<g<s7y37 zs) - g/<57y;7 Z;)) ds — / ]lgs>023 . d337 te [07 T] (35)
t t

/
S

First of all, since 1;,-0(g(s,y., 2,) — ¢'(s, Y%, 2)) is non-positive, we have

]]-:L)s>0<g<s7 Ys, Zs) - gl(87 y;7 Z;))
= ]l@s>0<g<57 Ys, zs) - g<37 y;; Z;)) + 1Q5>0<g<57 ygv Z;) - gl<87 y;7 Z;))
S ]]-gjs>0(g($7 Ys, Zs) - g(S, yga Zs)) + 1@s>0(g(57 ?/;a Zs) - g(S, ?/;a Zé))

and we deduce, using assumptions (2A1) and (4A1) for g, that
L. >0(9(8,Ys, 25) = 9'(5, Yy 2)) < u()p(dd) + Lgso(v(s) + |zs| + [2)[Z] - (36)
Thus, by (35) and (36) we can get that for each ¢ € [0, T,

T T
i < / [ul()p(G) + Lp.o0(0(s) + || + [22)I2:]] ds — / 1, 0%, - B,
t

t
T ~ T N v(s +z5+zg 2,
= / u(s)p(y) ds—/ 1, o5, - [dB, — ) F Iz + =)
t t

]

1‘25#0 dS]

(37)
Furthermore, since both ¢g and ¢’ satisfy (3A2), and both (y., z.) and (v/, 2/) are bounded
solutions, it follows from Lemma 4.1 that both fo zs - dBg and fo 2l - dBg are BMO-
martingale under P. Then we have

s B[ [ (066)+ 1 + )7 asi

T T T

< 4/ v?(s) ds +4 sup E [/ |z |2 ds|}"¢} +4 sup E [/ EAs ds|]—}} < +o00,
0 TGET T TEET T

which means that the process

t ! 2
M, ::/ <U<S)+‘ffHHzSDzSLQS#O -dB,, te0,T]
0 Zs
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is a BMO-martingale under P. Then the stochastic exponential

E(M), = exp(M; — {M),), € [0.7]

of M is a uniformly integrable martingale. Now, let us define by ) the probability
measure under (2, Fr) given by

dQ

5= EM)r.

Then, noticing that
t
M, ::/ Ly.50%s -dBs, te€ (0,7
0

is a also BMO-martingale under P, we know that the process

t 11\ 2
[ 13,03, - L 2L IEDE
0

EA

81‘23#0 dS], t e [O,T],

the Girsanov transform of M, is a BMO-martingale under Q). Let Eg[X|F;] represent
the conditional expectation of the random variable X with respect to JF; under Q).
Taking the conditional expectation with respect to F; under @ in (37) yields that for
each t € [0,7],

T
G < Eq [ [ ot as
t

Thus, applying Lemma 2.1 with u,(t) = 9;", b, = 0, P, = Q, B(s) = u(s) and
(u) = p(u) yields that for each ¢ € [0, T7,

Ft:| dP —a.s..

g, = Jgrrologjj = Jgrroloun(t) =0 dP —a.s.
That is to say, for each t € [0,T], y; <y, dP — a.s.. The proof is complete. O

Theorem 4.2 Assume that 0 < T < 400, both g and ¢ satisfy (3A2), and (y., 2.)
and (y, 2/) are, respectively, a bounded solution of BSDE(, g) and BSDE(¢, ¢'). If
£ <& dP — a.s. and one of the following two statements is satisfied:

(i) g satisfies (2A1) and (4A2), and (8) holds true;
(i) ¢ satisfies (2A1) and (4A2), and (9) holds true,

then for each ¢ € [0, 7],
v <y, dP—a.s..

Proof. The proof will be split into four steps.

First step: Suppose that both g and ¢ satisfy (3A2), £ < ¢ dP — a.s., g also
satisfies (2A1) and is convex with respect to z, and (8) holds true. We further assume
that both y. and 3/ is non-positive.

For each n > 2, let us set

n—1 n—1,
2.

~1

_ Ioan
Yy = Yt — o Yo, 2o = 2t —
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Note that
n—1

(S

¢t <

(E-¢)r =0

due to the fact that ¢ < 0. Tanaka’s formula yields that for ¢ € [0, T,

n—1

T
(gtn)+ S / IL@}Q>O |:g(37 Ys, Zs) - gl
t

First of all, in view of ¢, < 0 and then

n—1

n

it follows from (8) that Lgn~o(g(s,v., 2.) — ¢'(s, ye, 2

n—1 ,

s

]1372>0(g(37y5725) - g/(S,y;,Z )

n—1

]lgg>o(g(57y37zs) -
]lgg>o(g(57y37zs)

By (2A1) we can obtain that, in view of ¥/

- g<87 ygn ZS))
1

]lgg>o(g(57y37zs)

n —

Lgnso {(9(5, Ys, 2s) — 9(s, Yl 2
u()p(()) + u(s)p(L)

Furthermore, since ¢ is convex with respect

n—1
9(s,y,25) = g (s,y;,
1
< L glsyl
n—1 ,
9(s, Y., 2

g<37 ygv Z;)) + 13??>0

/

(5,95 24

T
t

v >y,

/

’)) is non-positive. Then we have

)

-1
& —gl<8,y;,Z;))

(9(s, % 24)
n—1

- g<87 y;7 ZS)) + ]]-@Q>0(g<87 y;7 Zs) - Tg<87 y;; Z;))

(39)
<0,

n—1

)+ (g(s, Ysr 2s) — g(s,y;,zs))} (40)

to z, and satisfies (3A2), we have

(s = (0= 1)

/
S

1

u(s)P(ys)

/

ys)

s

/
S

)+ + nh(

Thus, in view of the fact that —k < y. < 0 for some positive constant k£ > 0, combining

(38)-(41) yields that

T T
Gt [ ) + Lol ) ds = [ Lol B,
t ¢
T T
= ant [ u@pl(@)) ds [ oot [@AB— mEp ds), t € 0.T)
t t
(42)
h = h d
where wé?_%] (x) an
o max @(x)
an :p(—)/ u(s) d SR / u(s) ds -0 as n — oo.
n-Jo n 0
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In the sequel, since both g and ¢’ satisfy (3A2), and both (y,z.) and (v/,2/) are
bounded solutions, it follows from Lemma 4.1 that for each n > 2, the process

t
Ny ::/ nyz; -dBs, t€0,T]
0
is a BMO-martingale under P. Then the stochastic exponential

E(N™), = exp(N] — Z(N")), € [0,7]

of N™ is a uniformly integrable martingale. Now, let us define by P, the probability
measure under (2, Fr) given by

dpP,
dpP

= g(Nn)T

Then, noticing that

n

t
N, ::/ LynsoZy -dB,, t€[0,T]
0
is a also BMO-martingale under P, we know that the process
t
/ LynsoZy - [dBs —nyz! ds], t€[0,7T],
0

the Girsanov transform of N, is a BMO-martingale under P,. Let E,[X|F] represent
the conditional expectation of the random variable X with respect to F; under P,.
Taking the conditional expectation with respect to F; under P, in (42) yields that for
each t € [0,7],

i <an,| [ D u()p((2)) ds

.7-}} dP — a.s..

Thus, applying Lemma 2.1 with u,(t) = ()%, by, = a,, B(s) = u(s) and ¥ (u) = p(u)
yields that for each ¢ € [0, T7,
(v —yp) T = lim (g7)" = lim u,(t) =0 dP —a.s..
n—oo

n—oo
That is to say, for each t € [0,T], v <y, dP — a.s..
Second step: In this step, we will eliminate the condition that both y. and 7/ is

non-positive required in the first step.

Indeed, note that both y. and y’ are bounded processes. We can assume that there
exists a constant k > 0 such that for each t € [0,T], |y:| + |yj| < k dP — a.s.. Let
U =y — k and y; = y; — k, then (9, 2 )ico,r) and (9, 2)eejo,r] are, respectively, a
bounded solution of BSDE(¢, g) and BSDE({', ¢'), where £ := & — k, & := ¢ — k and
for each (w,t,y,2) € A x [0,T] x R x R%,

g(w7t7 y? 2) = g(w7 t?y + k? Z)? gl(w7t7 y? 2) = g/(w7t7y + k? 2)’

28



It is not difficult to verify that both g and g satisfy (3A2) but @(u) and h(u) are
replaced by @(u + k) and h(u + k) respectively, £ < ¢ dP — a.s., g satisfies (2A1),
dP x dt —a.e.,

]]'yt>y,/gg<t7 sz€7 Z;)

lyt>y£g/(t? yzlfv Zzlt)

1§t>?£g,(t> ?727 22)7

g is convex with respect to z, and both y. and g’ are non-positive. Thus, by the first
step we can conclude that for each ¢ € [0, 7],

]lﬂt>§{§<t7 gzlfa zzlf)

Al

—k=w<y=y—k dP—as,
which is the desired result.

Third step: Suppose that both g and ¢’ satisfy (3A2), £ < ¢ dP — a.s., ¢’ also
satisfies (2A1) and is convex with respect to z, and (9) holds true. Then we can replace
(39) by the following inequality

n—1

]lggl>0(g<57 Ys, Zs) - Tg (87 y;7 Z;))
= ]lgg>0(g<57 Ys, Zs) - g,<37 Ys, zs)) + 13}?>0<gl<37 Ys, zs) - = lgl<3 y37 s))
S ]]-@Q>0(g,<87 Ys, zs) - gl(s7yg7 Zs)) + ]].ggl>0(gl(s7y;7 Zs) - = lgl(s ys7 s))
and then make use of (9) and the assumptions on ¢’ to conclude that (42) holds still

true provided that ¢y’ < 0. Thus, the similar argument to the previous two steps will
give the desired conclusion.

Fourth step: Suppose that both g and ¢’ satisfy (3A2), £ < ¢ dP — a.s., g also
satisfies (2A1) and is concave with respect to z, and (8) holds true.

Let us set

é/ = _§/7 gz/t = _y1/57 gzlf = _21157 gl(taya Z) = _gl<t7 —-Y, _Z)

and .
5 = _57 gt = —Ut, 215 = %, g(tvyv 2) = _g(t7 -, _Z)

Then (g;, Zt)te[o 7 and (%, Z¢)iecpo,r) are, respectively, a bounded solution of BSDE(¢, )

and BSDE(, §). And, it is easy to verify that both § and § satisfy (3A2), £ <
¢ dP — a.s., g satisfies (2A1) and is convex with respect to z, and dP x dt — a.e.,

_]lyt>y£g/<ta Yy, %)
)
-1 t>y/g(t> Yts Zt)
~1
1y£>ytg(ta Yy, Zt)-

]ly,§>ytg (t, gzlfa 5{5)

IIA -l

Thus, by the third step we know that for each t € [0, T7,
—?/2 = ﬂ; <y =-y dP —a.s.,

which is the desired result. In the same way, we can prove the remainder case that
both g and ¢’ satisfy (3A2), £ <& dP —a.s., ¢’ also satisfies (2A1) and is concave with
respect to z, and (9) holds true. Theorem 4.2 is then proved. U
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By virtue of Theorems 3.1, 2.1, 4.1 and 4.2, we can obtain the following existence
and uniqueness result for bounded solutions of BSDEs.

Theorem 4.3 Assume that 0 < 7" < 400 and that g satisfies (2A3), (3A2) and
(2A1). Furthermore, we also assume that one of three assumptions (2A2), (4A1) and

(4A2) holds true for g. Then for each £ € L*>(S2, Fr, P), BSDE(E, g) has a unique
bounded solution (Y, Z). Moreover, for each t € [0, 7], we have

Ly <L <Y, <U <Uy dP —a.s.,

where (L, U) are the unique solutions of (27) and (28) but wu(t) is replaced by wu(t)+u(t),
and
l(z) = p(Jz|) +2(0) +1, VzeR. (43)

Proof. It follows from (2A1) and (3A2) that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y, 2z) € R x R¢,

9w, t.y, 2) sen(y) < u(t)p(lyl) + lg(t,0,2)| < [u(t) +a(®)]i(y) + n(0)[=],

where [(z) is defined in (43). Note that p is of linear growth. We can deduce that [(-)
belongs to £L(R; RT) and then (3A1) holds true for the generator g. Thus, the existence
of a bounded solution of BSDE(¢, g) follows from Theorem 3.1. Finally, the uniqueness
follows directly from Theorems 2.1, 4.1 and 4.2. The proof is then completed. U

Remark 4.1 By the proof of Theorem 2.1 and Theorems 4.1-4.3 we can conclude
that if assumptions (2A2), (4A1) and (4A2) hold true only when y € [Lg, Up], then the
conclusions of Theorem 4.3 hold still true.

5. Existence and uniqueness of LP (p > 1) solutions

In this section, we will fix a real number p > 1 and establish two existence results,
two comparison theorems and an existence and uniqueness result for the (maximal
and minimal) L? solutions of BSDEs. As before, let us first introduce the following
assumptions on the generator g, where we also assume that 0 < 7' < +o0.

(5A1) There exist two functions u(-) € L'([0,T];R,), v(-) € L*([0,T];Ry) and a
process f; € LP(Q; L'([0,T]; R,)) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

9w, t,y,2) sgn(y) < fulw) + )yl +v(t)]z], Yy, 2

(5A2) There exist two functions a(-) € L'([0,T;Ry), 9(-) € L*([0,T};R) and a
process f; € LP(Q; L' ([0, T];R,)) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

Vy<0, VzeRY glwty, 2) < filw)+a®)|y| + o)z

(5A3) There exist two functions a(-) € L'([0,T|;Ry), () € L*([0,T};R) and a
process f; € LP(Q; LY([0,T];R,)) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

Vy>0, VzeRY, —g(wt,y 2) < flw) +at)lyl +o(t)lzl.

30



(5A4) There exist two functions u(-) € L'([0,T];Ry), v(-) € L*([0,T];R,) and a
process f; € LP(Q; LY([0,T];R,)) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

9(w, .y, 2)| < filw) +u@)]yl +o()]z], ¥y, =z

(5A5) There exists a nonnegative (JF;)-progressively measurable process (¢ ):e(o,7]

with dP — a.s., fOT iy (w) dt < 400, and two continuous functions @(-), h(-) : R — Ry
such that dP x dt — a.e.,

lg(w, t,y, 2)| < @ (w)@(y) + h(y)|2%, Y y,z.

Remark 5.1 It is clear that (5A4)<=(5A1)+(5A2)+(5A3), (5A4)=—(5A5), and
(3A2)=(5A5).

The following lemma will be used in this section, which comes from Proposition 2.3
in Fan and Jiang [17].

Lemma 5.1 Assume that 0 < T < +00, g is a generator of BSDEs and the process
g(t,0,0) € LP(Q; L' ([0, T]; R,)). Assume further that there exist two functions u(-) €
LY([0,T];Ry) and v(-) € L*([0, T]; R,) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

9w, t,y1,21) — 9w, Y2, 22)| S wt)|yr — yof +0(t)|21 — 22|, V y1, 0,21, 22 (44)
Then for each & € LP(S2, Fr, P), BSDE(E, g) has a unique LP solution.

By Theorem 2.1 and Remark 2.2, we can establish the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2 Assume that 0 < 7" < +oo and g satisfies (2A3) and (5A1). Let
(Yts 2t )1eo,r) be any LP solution of BSDE(E, g) and (y;, 2;)cjo,r) the unique LP solution
of BSDE(|£], ¢') by Lemma 5.1, where

9w, t,y,2) = folw) +ult)lyl +ov)]z], Vwty e
Then for each ¢ € [0, T, we have

lye| <y, dP —a.s..

Proof. Note that |{| > 0 dP — a.s. and ¢'(¢,0,0) = f; > 0 dP x dt — a.e.. By
Theorem 2.1 we know that for each ¢ € [0, 71,

Yy, >0 dP —a.s.. (45)
It follows from (5A1) that dP x dt — a.e.,
Vy>0,V2eR gwtyz)<g(wty2). (46)

Thus, in view of (45), (46), Remark 2.2 and the fact that £ < |{| dP —a.s., by Theorem
2.1 we deduce that for each t € [0, 7],

v <y, dP—a.s..
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Furthermore, by (5A1) we can also deduce that dP x dt — a.e.,
Vy<0, VzeR!, —g(wty2)<gwtyz2). (47)

On the other hand, it is not difficult to verify that (—y;, —2})icjo,r) is the unique L?
solution of BSDE(—[{|, —¢'). Then, in view of (45), (47), Remark 2.2 and the fact that
—&] <& dP — a.s., by Theorem 2.1 we can deduce that for each t € [0, T,

—y; <y dP —a.s.
Thus, we have completed the proof of Lemma 5.2. O

The following Theorem 5.1 establishes an existence result for L” solutions of BSDEs,
which is one of main results in this section. It improves virtually the corresponding
existence results obtained respectively in Lepeltier and San Martin [27], Chen [10] and
Briand, Lepeltier and San Martin [8] even for the case of the finite time horizon.

Theorem 5.1 Assume that 0 < T' < +oo and g satisfies (2A3), (3A2) and (5A1)
with f; € L'([0,T];R;). Then for each £ € LP(Q, Fr, P), BSDE(E, g) has an LP solu-
tion.

Proof. Let us first assume that ¢ is nonnegative. Note first that (5A1) with f; €
LY([0,T];Ry) can imply (3A1). Indeed, if g satisfies (5A1), then dP x dt — a.e.,

g(w,t,y, 2) seny) < a(t)i(y) + |2]% Vy,z

where a(t) := f; + u(t) + v3(t) € L' ([0, T);Ry) and {(x) := 1+ |z| € L(R;RT).

It follows from Theorem 3.1 that BSDE((,, g) has a maximal bounded solution
(Y, 27 )eeo,r for each n > 1, where &, := £ A n. Furthermore, in view of &, < &,11, by
Corollary 3.1 we also know that for each t € [0,T], (y?):2 is nondecreasing.

In the sequel, for each (w,t,y,2) € 2 x [0,T] x R x R, we define

9wty 2) = fe+u)ly| +v(t)z].

It follows from Lemma 5.1 that for each n > 1, BSDE(|,]|, ¢') has a unique L? solution
("ys, "2 )eeo,r). Furthermore, in view of (5A1), by Lemma 5.2 we can conclude that for
each t € [0,7] and each n > 1, |y}'| <™y, dP —a.s..

On the other hand, in view of £ € LP(Q, Fr, P), it follows from Lemma 5.1 that
BSDE(|{[, ¢) has also a unique L? solution (y;, z;)scp,r)- Then, in view of [&,| < [£], by
Theorem 2.1 we know that for each ¢ € [0,7] and each n > 1, "y, < y; dP — a.s..

As a result, we have proved that for each ¢ € [0,7] and n > 1,
—y <y <yt <y dP —as. (48)

We define y. = lim y”, then
n—oo

Vielo,T], |ul <l|y|=vy; dP —a.s.
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In the sequel, we will use the localization procedure used in Briand and Hu [6] to
construct the desired solution. For each k£ > 1, let us introduce the following stopping
time:

7 =inf{t € [0,T]: |ys| >k} AT.

Then (yj(t), 2 (t)) :== (Yiar, s 2 Li<r, ) solves the following BSDE:

yE() = i+ / Lcn 95,57 (5), 2(s))ds / 2(s) - dB,. (49)

It is very important to observe that y; is nondecreasing in n and that, from the
definition of 75, and inequality (48),

sup sup |[|y;(t)]|o < k-
n>1 t€[0,7T)

Furthermore, by (3A2) we know that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y,2) € [k, k] x R,

o6t < 000 (e 9(0)) + (L o)) 122

x€[—k,k] x€[—k,k]

Thus, arguing as in the last second paragraph of the proof of Lemma 3.3, we can take
the limit with respect to n (k being fixed) in (49) in the space S? x M2. In particular,
setting yx(t) = sup,~; yp(t), we know that yi(-) is continuous and that there exists
a process 2(t) € M? such that nhﬂrrolo 22(t) = 2x(t) in M? and (yx(t), zx(t)) solves the

following BSDE

yi(t) = sup . + / Lcn g5, s(5), 2(5))ds — / wu(s) - dB.. (50)

n>1
Since 7, < Tky1, it follows from the definitions of yx(+), zx(-) and y. that

Yinme = Ykt (EA ) = ye(t) = SUP Y, Zear (B icn, = 2e(t) = lim 2Ty,

Thus, since yx(-) are continuous processes and moreover dP — a.s., 7, = T for k large
enough, we know that y. is continuous on [0,7]. Then we define z. on (0,7") by setting

2z = 2z,(t), if t € (0,7),

so that z 1<, = 2(t)Li<,, = 2,(t) and (49) can be rewritten as

Tk Tk
Yinm, = Ym, +/ g(saySa Zs)ds - / Zs* st (51)
t

NTg tATE

Furthermore, we have

T T
P(/ |Zs|2d8=oo) = P(/ \zs\st:oo,Tk:T)
0 0
T

+P (/ |z5?ds = oo, 73 < T)
0

P (/0 |2 (s)Pds = oo) FP(r<T),

IA
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and we deduce, since 7, T T, that
T
/ |z]’ds < 00 dP — a.s..
0

Thus, letting & — oo in (51), we can deduce that (y., z.) is a solution of BSDE(E, g).
Furthermore, by (48) we know that y. € SP, and then arguing as in Lemma 3.1 of
Briand, Delyon, Hu, Pardoux and Stoica [3], in view of (5A1), we can deduce that
z. € MP. That is to say, (y., z.) is also an L solution of BSDE(, g).

In the general case, we can use a double approximation: &,, =& An—§ Ap as
in Briand and Hu [6] and Briand and Hu [7]. The proof is then complete. O

The following Theorem 5.2 gives a new existence result on the maximal and minimal
L? solution of BSDEs. In view of Remark 5.1, we know that it generalizes Theorem 1
in Fan, Jiang and Tian [19] (see Lemma 2.2) even for the case of L? solutions.

Theorem 5.2 Assume that 0 < 7' < 400 and g satisfies (2A3), (5A1) and (5A5).
Assume further that g satisfies (5A2) (resp. (5A3)). Then for each & € LP(Q, Fr, P),
BSDE(E, g) has a maximal (resp. minimal) L? solution.

Proof. We only prove the case of the maximal solution, another case is similar.
Assume now that £ € LP(Q), Fr, P) and that g satisfies (2A3), (5A1), (5A5) and (5A2).
By (5A1) and (5A2) we know that dP x dt — a.e.,

9w, t,y,2) < (filw) + filw) + (u(t) +a(®))lyl + () + o))zl Y,z

Then for each n > 1 and (w,t,y,2) € 2 x [0,T] x R x R we can define

gn(w, t,y, 2) := ( S;lelﬂgw{g(w,t,u,v)—n(U(tHﬂ(t)Hy—UI—n(v(t)+@(t))lz—v|}- (52)

Arguing as in Fan, Jiang and Tian [19], we can also conclude that the sequence of
functions g, is well defined for each n > 1, and it satisfies, dP x dt — a.e.,

() Yy, 2, gnlw,t,y,2) < (filw) + fo(w)) + (u(t) +a()|y] + (v(t) +3(t))]2].
(ii)) YV y, 2, gn(w,t,y, z) non-increases in n.

(iil) ¥ y1, Yo, 21, 22, we have
|gn(w, 51, 21) = gn(w, 2, 22) | < n(u(t) +a(t))|yr — yo| +n(v(t) +0(8)) |21 — 22
(iv) If (yn, 2n) — (v, 2), then g,(w,t,yn, 2,) = g(w,t,y, 2).
Furthermore, it follows from (52) and (5A1) that for each n > 1, dP x dt — a.e.,
Vy<0, VzeRY ¢(w,ty 2) <glwty 2)<gnwty,z2), (53)

where
§ (. 2) = —filw) — u(®)ly] — (O], Y w by, =

Note that (iii) and |g,(¢,0,0)| € LP(Q; L'([0, T]; R,)) by (i) and (53). It follows from
Lemma 5.1 that BSDE(¢, g,,) has a unique L? solution (y;', 27" )icjo,r] for each n > 1. In
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view of (ii) and (iii), by Theorem 2.1 we know that for each ¢ € [0,7T], the sequel
(y);72] is non-increasing. On the other hand, let (y/,2’) be the unique L? solution of
BSDE(—|¢[,¢') by Lemma 5.1. Note that y' < 0 by Theorem 2.1. In view of (53),
Remark 2.2 and the fact that —|¢| < & dP — a.s., by Theorem 2.1 we know that for
each t € [0,7] and each n > 1,

yi <yt <yl <y dP—a.s. (54)

In the sequel, for each £ > 1, let ue introduce the following stopping time:
t
7 = inf{t € [0, 7] : |y;| + |v,| +/ (U + fe + fi) ds > k} AT,
0

Then (yj(t), 2 (t)) :== (Yiar, s 2 Li<r, ) solves the following BSDE:

T T
yi(t) =y + / Lucr a5, g7 (), () ds — / 22(s) - dB,.
t t

In view of (i) and the facts that g, > ¢ and g satisfies (5A5), we know that dP xdt—a.e.,
for each (y, z) € [—k, k] x R,

sup gn(w, £y, 2)| < at<w>(max ¢<x>)+ft<w>+ﬁ<w>+k<u<t>+a<t>>

n>1 r€[—k,k|

+(v(t) + v(t)? + ( max h(x) + 1) 2|2
x€[—k,k]
Thus, in view of (54) and the definition of 75, by a similar argument to Lemma 4.1 we
can deduce that (y(t),2(t)) € 8 x M? for each n > 1 and k£ > 1. Furthermore, in
view of (iv), (54) and the above inequality together with the definition of 7, arguing
as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, we can define y. = lim,, ,, y¥™ and use the localization
procedure to obtain a process z. such that (y., z.) is an L? solution of BSDE(¢, g).

Finally, it remains to show that (y., z.) is the maximal one among all L? solutions
of BSDE(E, g). Indeed, let (7., 2) be any L solutions of BSDE(E, g). In view of (iii)
and the fact that g, > ¢, by Theorem 2.1 we can obtain that for each n > 1 and each
t €10,17,

9 <y, dP —a.s.

Letting n — oo yields the desired result. The proof is then completed. O

By Theorem 5.2 and Remark 5.1, the following corollary is immediate. It generalizes
Lemma 2.2 to the case of LP solutions.

Corollary 5.1 Assume that 0 < 7' < 400 and g satisfies (2A3) and (5A4). Then
for each & € LP(Q, Fr, P), BSDE(, g) has both a maximal L” solution and a minimal
L? solution.

Similar to Theorems 2.2 and 2.3, by virtue of Theorem 2.1 we can prove the following
Theorems 5.3 and 5.4, which establish the comparison theorems on the maximal and
minimal LP solutions of BSDEs under the assumptions of Theorem 5.2. In view of
Remark 5.1, they generalizes Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 even for the case of L? solutions.
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Theorem 5.3 Assume that 0 < 7' < +00, g and ¢’ are two generators of BSDEs,
and (y.,z.) is any LP solution of BSDE(E, g). Assume further that ¢’ satisfies (2A3),
(5A1), (5A2) and (5A5), and (y/,2/) is the maximal L? solution of BSDE(¢, ¢') by
Theorem 5.2. If £ < ¢ dP — a.s. and (9) holds true, then for each t € [0, 7],

v <y, dP—a.s..

Theorem 5.4 Assume that 0 < 7' < 400, g and ¢’ are two generators of BSDEs, and
(v, 2') is any LP solution of BSDE({', ¢’). Assume further that g satisfies (2A3), (5A1),
(5A3) and (5A5), and (y., z.) is the minimal L solution of BSDE(E, g) by Theorem 5.2.
If £ <& dP — a.s. and (8) holds true, then for each ¢ € [0, T,

v <y, dP—a.s..

Corollary 5.2 Assume that 0 < 7' < 400 and both g and ¢’ satisfy (2A3) and
(5A4). Let (y., z.) and (v, 2!) be, respectively, the maximal (resp. minimal) L? solution
of BSDE(¢, g) and BSDE(¢', ¢') by Corollary 5.1. If £ < ¢ dP — a.s. and for each
(y,2) € R x RY

g(t,y,2) < J(t,y,2) dP xdt —a.e.,

then for each ¢t € [0, 7], we have

v <y, dP—a.s..

Finally, by virtue of Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 2.1 we can obtain the following
existence and uniqueness result for L” solutions of BSDEs.

Theorem 5.5 Assume that 0 < 7" < 400 and that g satisfies (2A1)-(2A3) and
(3A2). Then for each £ € LP(S2, Fr, P), BSDE(E, g) has a unique L? solution.

Proof. It follows from (2A1), (2A2) and (3A2) that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y, z) €
R x R,
glw:t.y,2) senly) < u(®)p(ly]) +[g(2, 0. 2) — g(t. 0,0)| +|g(t, 0,0)]
(t)(/f|y| + k) +o(t)(alz] +b) + a(t)p(0) (55)
ku(t) + bu(t) + u(t)p(0) + ku(t)[y| + av(t)|z],

A IA

where k > 0 is the constant of linear growth for the function p. Consequently, (5A1)
with f; = ku(t) +bv(t) +u(t)p(0) € L*([0,T]; R, ) holds true for the generator g. Thus,
the existence of an LP solution of BSDE(¢, g) follows from Theorem 5.1. Finally, the
uniqueness follows directly from Theorem 2.1. The proof is then completed. O

6. Existence and uniqueness of L' solutions
In this section, we will establish two existence results, two comparison theorems

and an existence and uniqueness result for the (maximal and minimal) L' solutions of
BSDEs. For convenience of expression, let us first fix a real number € (0,1) and
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let Lﬁ([(), T];Ry) denote the set of nonnegative functions A(-) from [0, 7] to R such
that

T 2
/ N5 (1) dE < oo,
0

In the sequel, let us introduce the following assumptions on the generator g, where
0 <T < +00, and a A b represents the minimal number between a and b.

(6A1) There exists a nonnegative (JF;)-progressively measurable process ( f;)ico,r] €
LY([0,T] x Q) and three functions u(-) € L*([0,T];Ry), v(-) € L*([0,T];R,) and A(-) €
Lﬁ([O, T];R,) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

9w, t,y,2) sgn(y) < fulw) + )]yl + (w(O)]z]) A AWD)]2[), Yy, 2

(6A2) There exists a nonnegative (F;)-progressively measurable process ( f; )telo,T]
L]0, T] x Q) and three functions u(-) € L*([0,T);Ry), v(-) € L*([0, T]; R,) and A(+)
Lﬁ([o, T];R,) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

Vy<0, VzeRY, glwt,y 2) < flw)+a(t)lyl + @(t)|2]) A (At)[2]*).

(6A3) There exists a nonnegative (F;)-progressively measurable process (f;)iepo,r
LY([0,T] x ©2) and three functions u(-) € L'([0, T];R,), v(-) € L*([0,T]; R;) and (- )
Lﬁ([O, T];R,) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

Vy>0, VzeR! —g(w,ty,2) < flw) +alt)lyl + (0(t)]z]) A (A(B)]2]°).

(6A4) There exists a nonnegative (F;)-progressively measurable process (fi)icpo,1] €
LY([0,T] x Q) and three functions u(-) € L*([0,T];Ry), v(-) € L*([0,T];R,) and A(-) €
Lﬁ([o, T];R,) such that dP x dt — a.e.,

l9(w, t,y, 2)] < filw) +u®)]y| + ((@)[2]) A (AD)|2[*), Yy, 2
Remark 6.1 It is clear that (6A4)<= (6A1)+(6A2)+(6A3), and (6A4)==-(5A5).

The following lemma will be our basic tool in the treatment of L!-solutions.

Lemma 6.1 Assume that 0 < 7" < +o0, the generator ¢ satisfies (44) and (2A5)
(or (2A5)), and the process g(t,0,0) € L}(Q2 x [0,T]). Then for each £ € LY(Q, Fr, P),
BSDE(, ¢g) has a unique L' solution.

Proof. The uniqueness follows from Theorem 2.4. Using a similar argument to
Theorem 6.3 in Briand, Delyon, Hu, Pardoux and Stoica [5] and making use of Lemma
5.1 and (21), we can prove the existence. The proof is standard, we omit it here. [

Similar to Lemma 5.2, we can prove the following Lemma 6.2.

Lemma 6.2 Assume that 0 < 7' < +oo and the generator g satisfies (2A3) and
(6A1). Let (s, 2)tepor) be any L' solution of BSDE(E, g) and (y}, 2;)epo,r] the unique
L' solution of BSDE(|{[, ¢') by Lemma 6.1, where

gty 2) = filw) + ulb)ly + O A MDY, ¥ w,t,y, 2.
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Then for each ¢ € [0, T, we have
lye| <vy; dP —a.s..
Proof. We consider the function (¢, x) := (v(t)x) A (A(t)z*) for (t,x) € [0,T] x R,.
It is not hard to verify that for each t € [0, T, (¢, -) is nondecreasing and sub-additive

on Ry, ie, k(t,x; + x2) < k(t,z1) + K(t, x9) for each z1, 2o € R,. Based on this fact,
we can prove that for each ¢ € [0, 7] and (21, z) € R? x RY,

(@21 ) AA@B)]21]%) = (0(E)[22]) A A 22]*)] < (v(E)]21 = 22]) A (A(E)]21 = 22[)- (56)

Then we can see that ¢’ satisfies (44) and (2A5’). Thus, note that |{| > 0 dP — a.s.
and ¢'(¢,0,0) = f; > 0 dP x dt — a.e., Theorem 2.4 yields that for each ¢ € [0, T],

Yy, >0 dP —a.s.. (57)
It follows from (6A1) that dP x dt — a.e.,
Vy>0,VzeR, gwtyz2) <dwty,z2). (58)

Then, in view of (57), (58), Remark 2.2 and the fact that £ < |{| dP—a.s., by Theorem
2.4 we deduce that for each t € [0, T],

v <y, dP—a.s..
Furthermore, by (6A1) we can also deduce that dP x dt — a.e.,
Vy<0, VzeR!, —g(wty.z2)<gwtyz2). (59)

On the other hand, it is not difficult to verify that (—y;, —z})icjo.7] is the unique L'
solution of BSDE(—|¢|, —¢’). Then, in view of (57), (59), Remark 2.2 and the fact that
—&] <& dP — a.s., by Theorem 2.4 we can deduce that for each t € [0, T,

—y; <y dP —a.s..
Thus, we have completed the proof of Lemma 6.2. l

The following Theorem 6.1 establishes an existence result on L! solutions of BSDEs,
which is one of main results in this section. It improves virtually the corresponding
existence results obtained in Briand and Hu [6] and Briand, Delyon, Hu, Pardoux and
Stoica [5] for the one dimensional case, even for the case of the finite time horizon.

Theorem 6.1 Assume that 0 < T < +oo and g satisfies (2A3), (3A2) and (6A1)
with f; € L'([0,T];Ry). Then for each £ € L'(Q, Fr, P), BSDE(E, g) has an L' solu-
tion.

Proof. Let us first assume that ¢ is nonnegative. Note that (6A1)==-(5A1). By
Theorem 3.1 and the proof of Theorem 5.1 we know that BSDE(¢,, g) has a maximal
bounded solution (y7, 2" )ico,r) for each n > 1, where &, := £ A n. Furthermore, by
Corollary 3.1 we also know that for each ¢ € [0, 7], (y7)2 is nondecreasing.
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In the sequel, for each (w,t,y,2) € 2 x [0,T] x R x R?, define

9w ty,2) = fi +u@®)lyl + (@O)]2]) A (A@)]2]).

By (56) we know that ¢’ satisfies (44) and (2A5’). It then follows from Lemma 6.1 that
for each n > 1, BSDE(|,|, ¢') has a unique L' solution ("y;,"z})tejo,r). Furthermore, in
view of (6A1), by Lemma 6.2 we can conclude that for each ¢ € [0,7] and each n > 1,
ly?| <™y, dP — a.s..

On the other hand, in view of £ € LY(Q, Fr, P), it follows from Lemma 6.1 that
BSDE(|{[, ¢') has also a unique L' solution (y;, 2;)tejo,7). Then, in view of |&,| < [€], by
Theorem 2.4 we know that for each ¢ € [0,7] and each n > 1, "y; < y; dP — a.s..

As a result, we have proved that for each ¢ € [0,T] and n > 1,
—y <y <yt <y dP —as. (60)

In the sequel, arguing as in Theorem 5.1, we define y. = lim, ., " and use the lo-
calization procedure to find a process z. such that (y.,z.) is a solution of BSDE(¢, g).
Furthermore, by (60) we know that y. belongs to the class (D) and the space S? for
each $ € (0,1), and then arguing as in Lemma 3.1 of Briand, Delyon, Hu, Pardoux and
Stoica [A], in view of (6A1), we can deduce that z. € M? for each 3 € (0,1). That is to
say, (y., z.) is also an L! solution of BSDE(E, g).

In the general case, we can use a double approximation: &,, =& An—§~ Ap as
in Briand and Hu [6] and Briand and Hu [7]. The proof is then complete. O

The following Theorem 6.2 gives a new existence result on the maximal and minimal
L' solution of BSDEs.

Theorem 6.2 Assume that 0 < 7' < 400 and g satisfies (2A3), (6A1) and (5A5).
Assume further that g satisfies (6A2) (resp. (6A3)). Then for each & € LY(Q, Fr, P),
BSDE(E, g) has a maximal (resp. minimal) L' solution.

Proof. We only prove the case of the maximal solution, another case is similar.
Assume now that ¢ € LY(Q, Fr, P) and that g satisfies (2A3), (6A1), (6A2) and (5A5).
By (6A1) and (6A2) we know that dP x dt — a.e.,

9w, t,y,2) < filw) +alt)lyl + @@)=]) A A=), ¥y, 2.

where fy(w) := fi(w) + fi(w) € L'([0,T] x Q), a(t) = u(t) Jg u(t) € LY[0,T; R,),

o(t) := v(t) + o(t) € L*([0,T];R.) and A(t) := A(t) + A(t) € L=< ([0,T]; R,). Then for
each n > 1 and (w,t,y,2) € 2 x [0,T] x R x R¢, we can define

gow, by, 2) == sup  {g(w,t,u,v)—na(t)ly—ul—n[(3(t) z=v)AAE)|2—v|*)]}. (61)

(u,v)ERIHd

In view of (56), arguing as in Fan, Jiang and Tian [19], we can also prove that the
sequence of functions g, is well defined for each n > 1, and it satisfies, dP x dt — a.e.,

D)V .2, galw, t,y,2) < fiw) +alt)lyl + (0(8)]2]) A (AD)]2]).

(ii)) YV y, 2, gn(w,t,y, 2) non-increases in n.
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(ili) ¥V y1, Y2, 21, 22, we have
|gn(w, t,y1, 21) —gn(w, Y2, 22)| < nﬂ(t)|y1—y2|+n[(f;(t)|zl—22|)/\(S\(t)|21_22|a)]_

(iv) If (yn, 2n) — (v, 2), then g,(w,t,yn, 2,) = g(w,t,y, 2).
Furthermore, it follows from (61) and (6A1) that for each n > 1, dP x dt — a.e.,

Vy<0, VzeRY ¢(w,t,y,2) <glwty,2) < gnlw,t,y,2), (62)
where
g (w,t,y,2) = —fi(w) —ult)|y] = (v(t)|z]) A (AD)]2]%), YV w,t,y,z

It follows from (56) that ¢ satisfies (44) and (2A5).

Note that (iii) can imply that g, satisfies (44) and (2A5’), and note that |g,(¢,0,0)| €
LY (2% [0,T]) by (i) and (62). It follows from Lemma 6.1 that BSDE(, g,,) has a unique
L' solution (y;', 2;")sejo,r) for each n > 1. In view of (ii) and (iii), by Theorem 2.4 we
know that for each ¢ € [0, 7], the sequel (y?)!> is non-increasing. On the other hand,
by Lemma 6.1 we can let (y/,2/) be the unique L' solution of BSDE(—|¢[,¢'). Note
that ¥/ < 0 by Theorem 2.4. In view of (62), (iii), Remark 2.2 and the fact that

—|¢] <& dP — a.s., by Theorem 2.4 we know that for each ¢ € [0, 7] and each n > 1,
y <yttt <oyt <yl dP —a.s.. (63)

In the sequel, arguing as in the proof of Theorems 5.2 and 6.1, in view of (63) and (iv),
we can define y. = lim,,_,, y" and use the localization procedure to obtain a process z.
such that (y., z.) is an L' solution of BSDE(, g).

Finally, it remains to show that (y., z.) is the maximal one among all L' solutions
of BSDE(§, g). Indeed, let (7., 2) be any L' solutions of BSDE(E, g). In view of (iii)
and the fact that g, > ¢, by Theorem 2.4 we can obtain that for each n > 1 and each
t €10,77,

9 <y, dP —a.s.

Letting n — oo yields the desired result. The proof is then completed. U

By Theorem 6.2 and Remark 6.1, the following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 6.1 Assume that 0 < 7' < 400 and the generator g satisfies (2A3) and
(6A4). Then for each ¢ € L'(Q, Fr, P), BSDE(E, g) has both a maximal L' solution

and a minimal L! solution.

Remark 6.2 A similar result to Corollary 6.1 has been obtained in the first version
of Briand and Hu [6], where only is the case of 0 < T' < +o0o considered, all of f;, u(t),
v(t) and A(t) are constants and we do not know whether the L' solution constructed
by them is the maximal (or minimal) one or not. Hence, Corollary 6.1 improves it.

Similar to Theorems 2.2 and 2.3, by virtue of Theorem 2.4 we can prove the following
Theorems 6.3 and 6.4, which establish the comparison theorems on the maximal and
minimal L' solutions of BSDEs under the assumptions of Theorem 6.2.
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Theorem 6.3 Assume that 0 < T' < +00, g and ¢’ are two generators of BSDEs,
and (y.,2.) is any L' solution of BSDE(E, g). Assume further that ¢’ satisfies (2A3),
(6A1), (6A2) and (5A5), and (y/,2’) is the maximal L' solution of BSDE(¢’,¢’) by
Theorem 6.2. If £ < ¢ dP — a.s. and (9) holds true, then for each t € [0, 7],

v <y, dP—a.s..

Theorem 6.4 Assume that 0 < T < 400, g and ¢’ are two generators of BSDEs, and
(y/,2') is any L' solution of BSDE(¢’, ¢'). Assume further that g satisfies (2A3), (6A1),
(6A3) and (5A5), and (y., 2.) is the minimal L' solution of BSDE(¢, g) by Theorem 6.2.
If £ <& dP — a.s. and (8) holds true, then for each ¢ € [0, T,

v <y, dP—a.s..

Corollary 6.2 Assume that 0 < T < 400 and both g and ¢’ satisfy (2A3) and
(6A4). Let (y.,2.) and (3, 2’) be, respectively, the maximal (resp. minimal) L! solution
of BSDE(, g) and BSDE(¢, ¢') by Corollary 6.1. If £ < ¢ dP — a.s. and for each
(y,2) € R x RY,

g(t,y,2) < g (t,y,z) dP xdt—a.e.,

then for each ¢t € [0, 7], we have

v <y, dP—a.s.

Finally, by virtue of Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 2.4 we can obtain the following new
existence and uniqueness result for L' solutions.

Theorem 6.5 Assume that 0 < 7" < 400 and that g satisfies (2A1)-(2A3) and
(3A2). Assume further that g satisfies (2A5) with f, € L'([0,T]; R) or (2A5’). Then
for each £ € L'(Q, Fr, P), BSDE(E, g) has a unique L' solution.

Proof. We only prove the case where g satisfies (2A1)-(2A3), (3A2) and (2A5)

with f; € L'([0,T];R,). Another case is similar. It follows from (2A1), (2A5) with
fr € LY[0,T);Ry), and (3A2) that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y,z) € R x RY,

g(w,t,y,2) sgn(y) < u(t)p(ly]) +|g9(¢,0,2) — g(¢,0,0)| + |g(t,0,0)]
u(t)(klyl + k) + Xt)(fe + [2])* + a(t)p(0) (64)

<
< fet ku)lyl+ A2,

where f, == ku(t) + A(t)f* + a(t)@(0) € L'([0,T];Ry) by Holder inequality and the
assumptions of u(t), A(t), f; and u(t), and k > 0 is the constant of linear growth for p.
Thus, combining (55) and (64) yields that (6A1) holds true for the generator g. Thus,
the existence of an L! solution of BSDE(E, g) follows from Theorem 6.1. Finally, the
uniqueness follows directly from Theorem 2.4. The proof is then completed. O
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