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Abstract This paper proves the existence and uniqueness of a solution to doubly reflected
backward stochastic differential equations where the coefficient is stochastic Lipschitz, by
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1 Introduction

Backward Stochastic Differential Equations (BSDEs) were introduced (in the non-
linear case) by Pardoux and Peng [21]. Precisely, given a data (¢, f) of a square
integrable random variable £ and a progressively measurable function f, a solution to
BSDE associated with data (&, f) is a pair of F;-adapted processes (Y, Z) satisfying

T T
Yt:§+/ f(s,Ys,Zs)ds—/ ZydB,, 0<t<T. (1)
t t

These equations have attracted great interest due to their connections with mathe-
matical finance [9, 10], stochastic control and stochastic games [3, 17] and partial
differential equations [20, 22].
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In their seminal paper [21], Pardoux and Peng generalized such equations to the
Lipschitz condition and proved existence and uniqueness results in a Brownian frame-
work. Moreover, many efforts have been made to relax the Lipschitz condition on
the coefficient. In this context, Bender and Kohlmann [2] considered the so-called
stochastic Lipschitz condition introduced by El Karoui and Huang [8].

Further, El Karoui et al. [11] have introduced the notion of reflected BSDEs (RB-
SDEs in short), which is a BSDE but the solution is forced to stay above a lower
barrier. In detail, a solution to such equations is a triple of processes (Y, Z, K) satis-

fying
T T

Yt=§+/ f(S7Ys,Zs)d8+KT—Kt—/ ZsdBs, Y > Li0<t<T, (2)
t t

where L, the so-called barrier, is a given stochastic process. The role of the continuous
increasing process K is to push the state process upward with the minimal energy, in
order to keep it above L; in this sense, it satisfies fOT(Yt — Ly)dK; = 0. The authors
have proved that equation (2) has a unique solution under square integrability of the
terminal condition £ and the barrier L, and the Lipschitz property of the coefficient
f

RBSDEs have been proven to be powerful tools in mathematical finance [10],
mixed game problems [6], providing a probabilistic formula for the viscosity solution
to an obstacle problem for a class of parabolic partial differential equations [11].

Later, Cvitanic and Karatzas [6] studied doubly reflected BSDEs (DRBSDEs in
short). A solution to such an equation related to a generator f, a terminal condition £
and two barriers L and U is a quadruple of (Y, Z, K, K ~) which satisfies

T T
Y: :§+/ f(s,Ys, Zs)ds + (Kf — K') — (K7 — K;) —/ Z,dB,
¢ T T ¢ 3)
L, <Y; <U, Vt <Tand / (Y; — L;)dK; =/ (Ur = Yi)dK;, = 0.
0 0

In this case, a solution Y has to remain between the lower barrier L and upper barrier
U. This is achieved by the cumulative action of two continuous, increasing reflect-
ing processes K. The authors proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution
when f(t,w,y, z) is Lipschitz on (y, z) uniformly in (¢,w). At the same time, one
of the barriers L or U is regular or they satisfy the so-called Mokobodski condition,
which turns out into the existence of a difference of a non-negative supermartingales
between L and U. In addition, many efforts have been made to relax the conditions
on f, Land U [1, 15, 16, 18, 19, 27, 29] or to deal with other issues [5, 12-14, 24].

Let us have a look at the pricing problem of an American game option driven by
Black—Scholes market model which is given by the following system of stochastic
differential equations

dSY = r(t)SPdt, S§ > 0;
dS; = Si((r(t) + 0(t)o(t))dt + o(t)dB;), So >0,
where r(t) is the interest rate process, 6(¢) is the risk premium process, o (t) is the

volatility process of the market. The fair price of the American game option is defined
by
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Y:= inf  sup E[e_T(t)U(t)Ae(t)J(T, V)| F],
TES0,17 vES[0,1)
where g 7 is the collection of all stopping times 7 with values between 0 and T,
and J is a Payoff given by

J(Tv V) = UV]]-{V<T} + LT]]-{TSU} + gﬂ{l//\T:T}'

Here r(t), o(t) and 0(t) are stochastic, moreover they are not bounded in general. So
the existence results of Cvitanic and Karatzas [6], Li and Shi [19] with completely
separated barriers cannot be applied.

Motivated by the above works, the purpose of the present paper is to consider a
class of DRBSDEs driven by a Brownian motion with stochastic Lipschitz coefficient.
We try to get the existence and uniqueness of solutions to those DRBSDEs by means
of the penalization method and the fixed point theorem. Furthermore, the comparison
theorem for the solutions to DRBSDEs will be established.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we give some notations and as-
sumptions needed in this paper. In Section 3, we establish the a priori estimates of
solutions to DRBSDE:s. In Section 4, we prove the existence and uniqueness of so-
lutions to DRBSDE:s via penalization method when one barrier is regular, in the first
subsection, then we study the case when the barriers are completely separated, in the
second subsection. In Section 5, we give the comparison theorem for the solutions
to DRBSDE:s. Finally, an Appendix is devoted to the special case of RBSDEs with
lower barrier when the generator only depends on y; furthermore, the corresponding
comparison theorem will be established under the stochastic Lipschitz coefficient.

2 Notations

Let (2, F, (Fi)i<T, P) be a filtered probability space. Let (B; )< be a d-dimensional
Brownian motion. We assume that (F;),<7 is the standard filtration generated by the
Brownian motion (B;);<7.

We will denote by |.| the Euclidian norm on R,

Let’s introduce some spaces:

* L2 is the space of R-valued and Fr-measurable random variables ¢ such that

lEN* = E[I€*] < +oo.

* S?is the space of R-valued and JF;-progressively measurable processes (K¢ )¢ <7
such that
|KI? =E[ sup |Kif?] < +oc.
0<t<T

Let 5 > 0 and (a;);<7 be a non-negative F;-adapted process. We define the increas-

ing continuous process A(t) = [ Ot a?(s)ds, forall t < T, and introduce the following
spaces:

 L£2(B,a) is the space of R-valued and Fr-measurable random variables £ such
that
1615 = E["ADEP] < +oo.
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8?(B, a) is the space of R-valued and F;-adapted continuous processes (Yz )<
such that

V)12 = E[ sup eﬂA<t>|Yt|2} < fo0.
0<t<T

» §29(B,a) is the space of R-valued and F;-adapted processes (Y;);<r such
that

T
||aY||§=]E/0 P40 |a(t)Y;|*dt| < +oo.

* H2(B, a) is the space of R%-valued and F;-progressively measurable processes
(Zt)i<r such that

T
||Z|\§=1E/ A0 7,2dt | < 400,
0

B2 is the Banach space of the processes (Y, Z) € (S?(B,a) N 8*%(B,a)) x
H?2(j3, a) with the norm

1Y, 2)]| 5 = \/laY I3 + 1 Z]]3-
8

We consider the following conditions:
(H1) The terminal condition & € £2(83, a).
The coefficient f : 2 x [0,T] x R x RY — R satisfies

(H2) ¥t € [0,T)V(y, 2,9, 2") € R x R? x R x R, there are two non-negative
Fi-adapted processes p and 7y such that

‘f(tvyvz) - f(tuylazl)’ < M(t)’y - yl‘ +'7(t)’2 — ZI‘.

(H3) There exists € > 0 such that a(t) := p(t) +7%(t) > e.

(H4) Forall (y,z) € R x R% the process (f(t,y,z)); is progressively measurable
and such that
£(.,0,0)
a

€ H*(B,a).

The two reflecting barriers L and U are two F;-adapted and continuous real-valued
processes which satisfy

(H5) E[ sup 6251“(”}1]?}2} —l—IE[ sup eQﬁA(t)|Ut_|2} < +o00,
0<t<T 0<t<T

where LT and U~ are the positive and negative parts of L and U, respectively.

(H6) U is regular: i.e., there exists a sequence of (U™),,>¢ such that
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(i) V¢ <T,Ur <U and lim U = U, P-as

n—-+o0o

(ii) Yn > 0,Vt < T,

t ¢
ur =0y —I—/ Un(s)ds —I—/ vn(8)dBs
0 0

where the processes u,, and v,, are F;-adapted such that

/OT }vn(s)}2ds

Definition 1. Let 8 > 0 and a be a non-negative F;-adapted process. A solution to
DRBSDE is a quadruple (Y, Z, KT, K ™) satisfying (3) such that

* (Y, Z) € (8%(B,a) N S**(B,a)) x H*(B,a),

+ K* € 82 are two continuous and increasing processes with KSE =0.

2

sup sup (un(t))+ <C and E
n>00<t<T

< +o00.

3 A priori estimate

Lemma 1. Let 8 > 0 be large enough and assume (H1)— (HG6) hold. Let (Y, Z, K,
K7) € (S8%(B,a)NS%%(B,a)) x H?(B,a) x S? x 8? be a solution to DRBSDE with
data (&, f, L,U). Then there exists a constant Cg depending only on (3 such that

T
El sup e“<f>m|2+/ PO (2O + |22 dt + | K| + | K7 |
o<t<T 0
T 2
t,0,0)]
>|5|2+/ a1 (0.0F
0 a’(t)

+ sup ezﬁA(t)(|Lﬂ2+|U;‘2) _
0<t<T

< CgE eBAT

“

Proof. Applying It6’s formula and Young’s inequality, combined with the stochastic
Lipschitz assumption (H2) we can write

T T
A<f>|Yt|2+/ ﬂeﬁA<S>a2(s)|1g|2ds+/ A | Z,)2ds

t

2 [T i (6 2
< PAD 2 + ﬂ/ A 62 (9)|Ys P ds + = / ePAs) P8 ds
e+ i+ | o

T T
+2/ P Y dK T —2/ ePAC) Y dK T —2/ ePAG)Y, 7. dB;
t t t

< PAMepP 4 B/ A2 >|Y|ds+ﬂ/ AO) g2 (5)| Vs [2ds

6/T )7 2 6/T |/(5,0,0)
+ — eP N Z %ds + — eBAG) L7 U1 g
B J 12| B J a?(s)
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T T T
+ 2/ PO Y dKF — 2/ PAY AR — 2/ PALY, Z,dB,.
t t t

Using the fact that K} = 1y, —p 1dK and dK] = 11y, —y,}dK ], we have

3 6 s 6\ [T 54
eﬁA(i&)|Yt|2 +(2-2 / BA®) ( )|Y |2d8—|- 12 / B (S)|Z5|2ds
2 B)Js B) Ji

T
SeBA(T)|§|2+§/ (SAG) Md +2/ AL dKT
B J a?(s) t

T
—2/ PA UK T —2/ PALY, Z,dB,.
t t

Taking expectation on both sides above, we get

T
El/ P4 62 ()Y ds+/ PG|z, 2ds
0

0,0)|?
<03E[eﬂ‘4 e + / eﬂA(S)iv(s’ 0)l ds
0

a?(s)

+ sup PAO|LH + KT+ sup eBA(t)‘Ut_IQ—i—]KﬂQ]
0<t<T 0<t<T

and by the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy’s inequality we obtain
E sup MOy,

0<t<T
T 2
eBA(T)|§|2+/ e@A(s)wdS
0 a“\s

< CE

T T
+2 / PAC L dKE -2 / eBA(S)LSdKS_]
t t

T 2
eBA(T)|§|2+/ e@A(s)wdS
0 a*(s)

+ sup AN \L*] +10U7| )+\K}]2+]K;]21.
o<t<T

< CE

To conclude, we now give an estimate of K- ?and K. T ?From the equation
T T
Ki—Kp=Yy—&— | f(s,Ys, Zs)ds +/ Z,dB;
0 0
and the stochastic Lipschitz property (H2), we have
2
E[| K} - Kp|]

T
<4E sup PAD|Y 2 4 e + (1 + §> / P4z, %ds
0<t< B Jo

&)

(6)

@)

®)
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T T 2
+ E/ P02 (s)|Y; [ds + 3 / ePAGs) 1£(5,0,0)1" ds|.
B Jo B Jo a?(s)

Combining this with (7), we derive that

T 9
+E|K 0,0
IE\K;f | ;]2§€5E e[}A(T)|§|2+/ eﬁA(s)MdS
0

a?(s)

+ sup 4O (LH + U7 )

1 2 1 _2
—E|K} -E|K-|".
0<t<T +2 ’ T‘ +2 ’ T‘

)
The desired result is obtained by estimates (6), (8) and (9). O

4 Existence and uniqueness of solution

4.1 The obstacle U is regular

In this part, we apply the penalization method and the fixed point theorem to give the
existence of the solution to the DRBSDE (3). We first consider the special case when
the generator does not depend on (y, z):

f(t,y,z) = g(t)'

Theorem 1. Assume that £ € H*(8,a) and (H1)—(HG6) hold. Then, the doubly
reflected BSDE (3) with data (€, g, L, U) has a unique solution (Y, Z, K+, K~) that
belongs to (S2(B,a) N 8§%>%(B,a)) x H?*(B,a) x 8§ x §2

For all n € N, let (Y",Z™ K") be the F;-adapted process with values in
(82(B,a) N 8%%(B,a)) x H?*(B,a) x S? being a solution to the reflected BSDE
with data (¢, g(t) — n(y — Uy)™, L). That is

T T T

Y =¢ —I—/ g(s)ds — n/ (Y — US)ers + K} — K — / ZdBs

t Lt t (10)
Y/* > Ly, vt < T and / (Yt" - Lt)th"Jr =0.

0
We denote K"~ := nfot(YS" — Us)Tds and g"(s,y) := g(s) —n(y — Us)™.
We have divided the proof of Theorem 1 into sequence of lemmas.

Lemma 2. There exists a positive constant C such that

sup n(Yt" — Ut)+ <(C DP-a.s.
0<t<T

Proof. For all n,m > 0, let (Y™™, Z™™) be the solution to the following BSDE

T T
vt =€ - / {g(s) +m(Y"™ = L))" —n(Y?™ —U) " }ds — / Z"™dBs.
t

t



360 M. Marzougue, M. El Otmani

We denote Y™™ = Y™™ — U™, Then we have
T T .
A —|—/ (9(s) + um(s))ds — n/ (Yo — (Us = UM)) "ds
T ' o
+m / (T (Ly — U™)) " ds - / (20 — v, (s))dB.
t t

Forn > 0, let D,, be the class of F;-progressively measurable process taking values
in [0,n]. For v € D,, and A € D,,, we denote Ry = e~ Jo (“()+A()ds Applying 1td’s
formula to R;Y,"™ and using the same arguments as on page 2042 of [6], one can
show that

Y""™ < esssupessinf E
AED,, VEDn

T g
/ o J:(u(r)-i-)\(r))dr‘um(s)‘ds|]_-t‘| ]

t

From the assumption (H6)(ii), we can write ¥;"™ v 0 < £_ Tt follows that

vi<T, " V0) ——n(Y)-U)" <C P-as. O

m——+oo

Lemma 3. There exists a positive constant Cﬁ, depending only on 3 such that for all
n>0

T T
E sup eﬁA(t ’Yn’ / e t) 2 ‘Yn‘ dt+/ eﬁA(t)’Zf‘zdt-}-‘K;"“z
0<t<T 0 ;
T 2
< C4E eﬁA(T)|§|2+/ pam |9
0 a(t)

+ sup e2ﬂA(t)‘Ut_‘2+ sup eQBA(t)]Lﬂ2
0<t<T 0<t<T

Proof. 1t6’s formula implies for ¢t <7

T T
BE/ ePAE 2 (s) |Y"|2ds+E/ e A(S)|Zg‘2ds
¢

< EePAD g2 4 / A 2 (5) | v Pds + E/ EYENIC s
B a?(s)
T
+ 2E [sup sup n(Y}"—Ut)JF/ PAOUds| + 2E / eﬂA(S)LSdK;”].
n>00<¢<T t t

Here we used the fact that —nY*(Y* — Us)" < nU~ (Y — U,)* and K" =
Lyyn=r,dK 7+, We conclude, by the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy’s inequality, that

T
O
0<t<T 0 0
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T 2
< B[ ePADg? + / s 96

0 a*(s)

+ sup 62,8A(t)‘U;‘2+ Sup e2BA(t)|L;r|2+|K%+|2‘|'
0<t<T 0<t<T

In the same way as (9), we can prove that

a*(s)

+ sup eQﬁA(t)|Uf|2+ sup ezﬁA(t)‘LﬂQ].

z 2
il o lg(s
E|Kit)? < CIE leﬂA(T)mz +/0 BA( )Mds

0<t<T 0<t<T

We obtain the desired result. O

Lemma 4. There exist two Fy-adapted processes (Yy)i<T and (K;r)tST such that
Y*\ Y, K" "K' and

IE{ sup |Kt”+—Kt+‘2] — 0.
0<t<T n—-+4o0o
Proof. The comparison Theorem 5 (below) shows that Y, > Y;» > Y;"*! and

Kt”Jr < Kt(n+1)+ for all ¢+ < T. Therefore, there exist processes Y and K such
that, as n — +oo, forall t < T,Y,” \,Y; and K;'" ~ K, . Since the process K+
is continuous, it follows by Dini’s theorem that

E[ swp_ [K - K[| ——o. O
0<t<T n—-4o0o

Lemma 5.

BAW) | (yn _ H}
Bl sup, 0107 -0 o

Proof. SinceY; <Y," < Yto, we can replace Uy by Uy V YO that is, we may assume
that E supy<;< - e#40|U|? < +o0.
Let (}7", 7" K ™) be the solution to the following Reflected BSDE associated
with (gag - n(y - U)v L)
Y =¢ —|—/ (9(s) =n(YS = Us))ds + K — K]' — / ZdBg
t T t (11)
Y* > Ly, Vt < T and / (V" — L;)dK] = 0.
0

The comparison Theorem 5 shows that Y < Y™ and dK™ < dK"t < dK . Let
7 < T be a stopping time. Then we can write

T T
yr _Ele"(TT)ﬁ—l—/ e "7 (g(s) +nUs)dS+/ e"(S”dK?IfT]-
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Since E supg<,<p e?4(WUZ < 400, we obtain
T
e*”(T*T)g + n/ e "N ds ——— &l + Ul cr P-as.in £2

n—-+oo

and the conditional expectation converges also in £2. Moreover,

T 2
/ €7n(57‘r)g(8)d8 < / ﬁA(s)

Then .
/ e "5 g(s)ds ——— 0 P-as.in L2

T
ds / e 2= AAL) 42 (5) ds.

9(s)
a(s)

als

n—-+oo

In addition,

n—-+4oo

T T
og/ e—"<5—7>ngg/ e " dKE ——— 0in £

Consequently,

}A}Tn T l,—r + Ul P-as.in L1
n o0

Therefore, Y, < U, P-a.s. We deduce, from Theorem 86 page 220 in Dellacherie and
Meyer [7], that Y; < U; for all t < T P-a.s and then e?4()(Y;* — U;)* ~\, 0 for all
t < T P-a.s. By Dini’s theorem, we have supy<, <7 ¢?A® (Y,* — U;)T \, 0 P-a.s.
and the result follows from the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. O

Lemma 6. There exist two processes (Zy )< and (K )i<T such that

n—-+oo

T
o [ oo s | - o
0 0

Moreover,

E sup e?4® ’Y” Yt‘ +E sup ’Kt —Kt‘ — 0.
0<t<T n—+4oo

Proof. Foralln > p > 0and ¢t < 7T, applying Itd’s formula and taking expectation
yields that

T T
E|efAO |y — VP + 8 / A a2(5)| Y — VP ds + / A0 20— 71| ds
t t

T
<2E / SAC (P —U) (Y - U,) T ds
t

+ 2E

T
/ eﬁA(s) (}/Sn _ Us)er(}/sp _ U5)+d5‘|
t
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0<t<T
T 273
([ ro o) |
t

since (Y* — YP)d(K"*t — KP%) < 0. Therefore, using Lemmas 2 and 5, we obtain

1
+E[ swp (MO (v - 0))’| B
0<t<T

It follows that (Z™),>0 is a Cauchy sequence in complete space H?(3,a). Then
there exists an J;-progressively measurable process (Z;):<7 such that the sequence
(Z™),>0 tends toward Z in H?(3, a). On the other hand, by the Burkholder-Davis—
Gundy’s inequality, one can derive that

2
E sup ?40|y — VP
0<t<T

1
<5 (@007 -0V
0<t<T

([ wo-re)]
([ wor-ura)]

1 T
+ -E sup eﬂA(t)‘Yt" — Ytpf + 2C2IE/ eBA(S)‘Z? - Z§‘2d5
0<t<T t

1

+E[ sup (MO - 1)) 'E
0<t<T

where c is a universal non-negative constant. It follows that

E sup 40|y —Ytp|2 —0
0<t<T n,p—>+00

and then

—— 0.

n—-+o0o

T
E| sup Ay — Yt|2 +/ eﬁA(t)QQ(t)}Yt" - Yt|2dt
0<t<T 0

Now, we set
t t
K, =Y -Y, +/ g(s)ds + K;" — K —/ Z,dB,.
0 0

One can show, at least for a subsequence (which we still index by n), that

— —2
E sup |K{'” —K;|"——0.
0<t<T n—-4o0o

The proof is completed. o
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Proof of Theorem 1. Obviously, the process (Y3, Z;, K;", K; )i<r satisfies, for all
t<T,

T T
Yi=¢ +/ g(s)ds + (K} — K;) — (Kp — K[) —/ Z4dB,.
t t

Since Y;* > L; and from Lemma 5 we have L; <Y; < U,.
In the following, we want to show that

T T
/ (Y; — Ly)dK,;” = / (U, —Y,)dK, =0 P-as.
0 0

Note that
T T T
|- modscs = [ -y + [ - L (g - di).
0 0 0

Let w € (2 be fixed. It follows from Lemma 4 that, for any & > 0, there exists n(w)
such that Vn > n(w), Yz (w) < ¥{*(w) + . Hence

T
| i) = Y @) < K o). (12)

On the other hand, since the function (Y;(w) — Li(w))¢<7 is continuous, then there

)i
exists a sequence of non-negative step functions (f™ (w))m>0 Which converges uni-
formly on [0, T to Y;(w) — L(w). That is

[Viw) — Li(w) ~ f"(w)] <

It follows that
T
/0 (¥i(w) — Le(@))d(K} () - KpH ()
< e(Kif (W) + KA (w / fr@)d(KGH @) — K ).

Further,
e(Kf(w) + KiH(w) —— 2eKf (w)

n—-+oo

and, since (™ (w))m >0 is a step function,

T
/0 I ) d(EH @) — K@) ——— 0.

m——+o0

Therefore, we have

T
lim sup / (V" — Ly)d(K; — K['") < 2e K (w).
0

n—-+oo
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From (12) we deduce that
T
/ (Y — Ly)dK;™ < 3e K (w).
0

The arbitrariness of € and Y > L, show that fOT(Yt — L,g)thJr = 0. Further, by
Lemma 4 and the result treated on p. 465 of Saisho [25] we can write

T T
/ (Us =Y )n(YD = Uy)ds —— | (Uy - Ys)dK ;. (13)
0

n—-+oo 0
Since [ (Us = YMn(Y —Uy)ds = [ (Us— YdKP™ < 0 foreachn > 0 P-as.

and for each n,m > 0, n # m,

T
oo - vy
0

] <E[ sup MOy — v [KpT| ——— 0,
t t T
0<t<T n,m—-+4o0o

Then we have

T
lim sup / (Us = Y)dK}™ <0 P-as. (14)
0

n—-+oo

Combining (13) and (14), we get fOT(US —Ys)dK; < 0P-as. Noting that Y < U,

we conclude that fOT(US — Y;)dK; = 0. Consequently, (Y;, Z;, K;', K, ) is the
solution to (3) associated to the data (£, g, L, U). O

We can now state the main result:

Theorem 2. Assume (H1)-(HG6) hold for a sufficient large . Then DRBSDE (3)
has a unique solution (Y, Z, K+, K~) that belongs to (S*(8,a) N §>%(3,a)) x
H2(B,a) x S? x §2.

Proof. Given (¢,1) € B2, consider the following DRBSDE :

T
Vgt [ flson s+ (F - K7) - (Kp ~ K;) - [ ZaB, e<T
t t
T T
Ly <Y, <Uy, ¥t <Tand / (Y; — Ly)dEK; :/ (U, - Y)dE; = 0.
0 0
(15)

From (H2) and (H3), we have

2 2
[F(tde )| < 3(a(t) @l + a(t)*[e]* + | £(2,0,0)[7).
It follows from (H4) that % € H?(B,a) and then (15) has a unique solution (Y, Z,
K+, K-).
We define a mapping
o : B2 — B2
(0,0) — (Y. 2)
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Let ¢ ,w) = (Y, Z) and o(¢',4') = (Y', Z") where (Y, Z, K™, K™) (resp. (Y
Z', Kt K~")) is the unique solution to the DRBSDE associated with data (5,
f(.,(bﬂ/)), ,U) (resp. (&, f(.,¢',¢"),L,U)). Denote AI' = I' — "' for I' =
Y, Z, KT, K=, ¢,pand Afy = f(t,¢',,0",) — f(t, s, ¢). Applying Itd’s formula
to e#4()|AY;|? and taking expectation we have

T
BAAOIAYS? + 58 [ A AY, s + B / A|AZ, [2ds
t

T
<2E / PAGAY, A fods
t
T

T
<aff [ MNORAYPds+ B [ O (@ 0)| A0 + |80 ) ds
t

We have used the fact that AY,d(AK} — AK;) < 0.Choosing a8 = 4 and 8 > 5,
we can write

1
lete. )15 < 5@ )15

It follows that ¢ is a strict contraction mapping on B2 and then ¢ has a unique fixed
point which is the solution to the DRBSDE (3). O

Remark 1. If we consider U = +o00, we obtain the BSDE with one continuous
reflecting barrier L, then we proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution to
RBSDE (2) by means of a penalization method. Before this work, Wen Lii [26 | showed
the existence and uniqueness result for this class of equations via the Snell envelope
notion.

4.2 Completely separated barriers
In this section we will prove the existence of solution to (3) when the barriers are
completely separated, i.e., L; < Uy, Vt < T. Then

(H7) there exists a continuous semimartingale
¢
Ht:H0+/ hedBs =Vt + V", Hr=¢
0

with h € H2(0,a) and V* € S? (V55 = 0) are two nondecreasing continuous
processes, such that
L<H <U 0<t<T. (16)

We will show the existence by the general penalization method. We first consider the
special case when the generator does not depend on (y, z):

fty,z) = f(2).

Let (Y",2Z") € (S8%(B,a) N 8*%(3,a)) x H?(B,a) be solution to the following
BSDE

Yt"_§+/tTf(s)ds—n/tT(YS”—US)+ds+n/tT(YS”—LS)ds
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T
- / ZdB,. (17)
t

We denote K} :=n [[ (Y —L,)~ds, K~ :=n [, (Y~ Uy)*ds, K] = K" —

K{'" and f"(s,y) = f(s) —n(y — Us)" +n(y — Ls)~.
Now let us derive the uniform a priori estimates of (Y™, 2", K" K"™).

Lemma 7. There exists a positive constant r independent of n such that, ¥Yn > 0,

T
El sup eﬁA(t)‘Yt”f—l-/ eﬁA(t)QQ(t)‘Yt"‘zdt
0<t<T 0

T
+/ SAD | o Pat + | K3t + |K;_}2] < k.
0
Proof. Consider the RBSDE with data (¢, f, L). That is,

T T
Yt :€+/ f(S)dS‘F?T—Ft—/ ZSdBS
_ ! T o (18)
Yt Z Lt, Vit S T and / (Yt - Lt)th =0.
0

From Appendix A there exists a unique triplet of processes (Y, Z, K) € (S%(3,a) N
S%%(B,a)) x H%(B,a) x 8% being the solution to RBSDE (18). We consider the
penalization equation associated with the RBSDE (18), forn € N,

—n T T __ B r_
Vi=e+ [ fdstn [ (VL) ds— [ Zla.
t t t

The Remark 2 implies that Yto < ?? < Y™ and Y < ?? forall ¢ < T'. There-
fore,asn — +ooforallt < T, ?? Y. Hence Y <Y,.

Similarly, we consider the RBSDE with data (&, f,U). There exists a unique
triplet of processes (Y, Z, K) € (S*(B,a) N 8*%(B,a)) x H*(B,a) x S2, which
satisfies

T T
Y, =¢+ / f(s)ds — (K —K,) — / 2,dB,
t T ¢ (19)
Y, <U, Vt<Tand / (U, — Y,)dK, = 0.
0

By the penalization equation associated with the RBSDE (19)

T T N T
vi=er [ fops—n [ (r-v)as- [ zian,
t t t
and the Remark 2, we deduce that Y, > Y, for all ¢ < T'. Then we can write

E sup eﬁA(t)‘Yt”‘? Smax{IE sup POV 2 E sup eﬁA(t)|Xt|2} < kK.
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T
(20)
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On the other hand, using It6’s formula and taking expectation implies for ¢ < T
r 2
ﬂIE/ ePAB) g 2 |Y”| ds—I—IE/ eﬁA(s)‘Z?‘ ds
t
T
< EefAD g2 + 2E/ PASY N f(s)ds
t

T T
- 2nE/ SACY (Y~ U) Tds + 2nE/ ALY (Y — L) ds
t t

T T 2
<Ee/AD ¢ + g]E/ A a2 ()| Y *ds + %E/ eﬂA<S>|£§2|) ds
t t

T T
+ 2nE/ SAUS (v - U) s + 2nE/ PAOLE(Yr — L) ds.
t t

Hence

ﬁE ’ BA(s) ,2 n|2 ’ BA(s)| 7n |2
ol e a(s)’YS’dS—i—Et e |z ds

samy e L 2m [T paw| () ? 1 2BA(t) (| 742 —|2
< Ee €+ =E | e ——<|ds+—E sup e (L) + 100 )
B a(s) a 0<t<T
T T 2
+aE / n(Y? —U,)"ds| +aE / n(YS"—LS)‘ds] : @1
t t

Now we need to estimate E[ ft n(Y — Us)Tds]? + E[ftT n(Y* — L)~ ds]?. For
this, let us consider the following stopping times

T0 — O,

Tor41 = inf {t > 1o |Y;n§Lt}/\T, [>0
Toryo = inf %t > 141 | P> U p AT, 1>0.

Since Y, L and U are continuous processes and L < U, 7; < 741 on the set {741 <
T'}. In addition the sequence (7;);>0 is of stationary type (i.e. Vw € (2, there exists
lo(w) such that 7, (w) = T). Indeed, let us set G = {w € 2,7(w) < T, 1 > 0},
and we will show that P(G) = 0. We assume that P(G) > 0, therefore for w € G,
we have Y., . < L., , and Y, > Uy,. Since (7;);>0 is nondecreasing sequence
then 7; " 7, hence U, < Y, < L, which is contradiction since L < U. We deduce
that P(G) = 0. Obviously Y™ > L on the interval |2, T2;4+1], then the BSDE (17)

becomes
T21+1 T21+1 + T21+1
YTZZ = YTZL+1 +/ f(S)dS - n/ (st - Us) dS _/ Z?dBS (22)
T21 21 Tor
On the other hand, using the assumption (H7), we get

Yo > Hpon{ry <T} and Y] = H,, ={on{my =T},
Yo < Hg,  on{ryy <T} and YT’;HI =H, , =fon{ryy =T}

T214+1 —
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From (22) and the definition of process H we obtain
T2041 n T2041 T2041
n/ (YS" — Us) ds < Hr, , — H, + / f(s)ds — / Z'dBg
T21 T21 T21
T2141 T20+1
< / (hs — Z2')dB; +/ \f(s)|ds + V., =V,
T21 T21

T2r"

By summing in [, using the fact that Y < U on the interval [2;41, T2;4+2], We can
write fort < T

T . 2 T T
E n/ (Y2 -U,)"ds| <4 IE/ |hs|2ds+E/ ePA
t t t

In the same way, we obtain
T 77 T T )
E n/ (Y — L) ds| <4 E/ |h5|2ds+E/ 4|z ds
t t t
T (" |f(s)? 2
BAs +

Combining (23), (24) with (21), we obtain the desired result. O
Lemma 8.

2
S|ds

d +E|V;| ) (23)

1. E sup 24O|y - U2 —— 0.
0<t<T n—-4o0o

2. E sup PAO|(Y — L)~ |2 ——0.
0<t<T n—-4o0o

Proof. Consider the following BSDE foreachn € N
N T T R T _
Yt”:§—|—/ f(s)ds—l—n/ (LS—YS”)ds—/ ZdBs
t t t
T T B T o T _
:§—|—/ f(s)ds+n/ (YS"—LS) ds—n/ (LS—YS") ds—/ ZdBs.
t t t t
By the Remark 2, we have Y,* > }A/t" forall ¢ < T'. Let v be a stopping time such that
v < T.Then

Y =E|e

v

T T
—UT=)¢ 4 / e ") f(s)ds 4+ n / e_"(s_”)LsdsU:,,]. (25)

It is easily seen that

T=Y)¢ 4 p / e " Lds —— &l + Lydyer  Pasin L2
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Moreover, the conditional expectation converges also in £2. In addition, by the Holder
inequality, we have

2

T
/ e ") f(s)ds

T 2 T
< / ePAG) ds / e 25 =BAG) 2 (§)ds | —— 0.
v v n—-+oo

Thus fUT e~™M57V) £(s)ds " 0 P-as. in £2.
n—-—+0o0

Now, we denote

(s)

a(s

T
g = e—n(T—t)§+/ e~ n(s—t) (f(S) +7’LLS)dS,
t

T
zj?, — efn(T*t)LT +/ e*n(sft) (f(S) —|—7’LLS)dS

t
and

T
X = e TN+ n/ e "N ds — L.
t
By the fact that L is uniformly continuous on [0, T, it can be shown that the se-
quence (X}'),,>1 uniformly converges in ¢, and the same for (X;'~),,>1. Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem implies that

. BA(t) . 12 _ BA®)| (=1 _ -2
"LHEOOEoi?gTe |@? Lt) ‘ —nﬁllrmeOilnge ‘(yt Lt) ‘
2

] =0.

T
/ e "7 f(s5)ds
t
So, from (25), Jensen’s inequality and Doob’s maximal quadratic inequality (see The-
orem 20, p. 11 in [23]), we have

<2 lim E| sup eﬂA(t)‘thf‘z—l— sup e?4®
n—+oo | o<t<T 0<t<T

E sup eﬂA(t)‘(ﬁn - Lt)_|2 <E sup eﬂA(t)‘E[@\? - Lt)_|ft} ‘2
0<t<T 0<t<T

BA®) | (=n _ T\~ |2
§4E021;§T6 @ = Le) | e O

From the fact that Y;* > }A/t" for all t < T we deduce that

~ BAB (v — 1) |? =
SR 2 IO R =0

Similarly to proof of the Lemma 5, we can obtain

lim E sup eﬁA(t)‘ (V" — Ut)+‘2 = 0. O

n—-+oo 0<t<T
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Lemma 9. Foreachn > p > 0, we have

E| sup eﬁA(t)|ytn_ytP|2_|_/ PAO G2 ()Y — Y| dt
0<t<T

T
BA(t) n _ 7P 2 n _ p|2
+/0 P4z — 77| dt+021tl£T|Kt K?| ] —
Proof. It6’s formula implies that
T
Ee““’!Yt"—Yf!QJrJE/ I (Ba?(s)| Y — YP|* + |20 — 22| ds
t
T
<2E / A (Y —YP) (dKIT — dKPT)
' T
— B [ O (v - vy (K - aK)
t

T T
<2E / PAS (Y — L) dKPT +2E / A (YP — L) dKIT
t t

T T
+2E / PAS (v — U,)TdK? 4 2R / P (vP — U)K
t t
Hence
2 T 2
BIE/ P2 (s) |V — VP ds+E/ Az — 7Zr| ds
t t

<2E sup POV — L) KPP +2E sup PAO(VP - L) KT

0<t<T 0<t<T
+2E sup eﬂA(t)(SQ"—Ut)+K§7+2E sup e” (t)(Y Ut) K7~
0<t<T 0<t<T

Lemma 8 implies that

T
E/ A (5)| Y — VP ds +E/ A Z0 — 70"y ds —— 0. (26)
t t n,p—+o0
On the other hand, by the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy’s inequality, we get
E sup SOy — YP|P ——— 0. 27)
0<t<T n,p—r—+oo
From the equation
t t
K=Y -Y"— [ f(s)ds —i—/ ZdBs 0<t<T, (28)
0 0
we can conclude that
E sup |K" Kp‘ — 0. (29)
0<t<T n,p——+0o00

The proof is completed. o
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The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 3. Assume that L. < U. Then the DRBSDE (3) has a unique solution
(Y, Z, K+, K™) that belongs to (S(83,a) N 8%%(B,a)) x H*(B,a) x 8% x §2

Proof. From Lemma 9, we obtain that there exists an adapted process (Y, Z, K) €
(82(B,a) NS*%(B,a)) x H%(B,a) x S? such that

E

sup eﬁA<t>|Yt”—Yt}2+/ PG|y - Y| dt (30)
0<t<T 0

T
+/ A0 7 — 7, dt + sup \Kf—Kt\Q] o O
| 0<t<T n—+o00

Then, passing to the limit as n — +o0 in the equation

T T
Ytnzé—l—/ f(s)ds—l—K%—Kf—/ ZdBs,
t t

we obtain

T T
Yt:§+/ f(s)ds+KT—Kt—/ Z.dB,.
t t

Let 7 < T be a stopping time, by Lemma 7 we obtain that the sequences K" are
bounded in £2, consequently, there exist F--measurable random variables K. Ti in £2,
such that there exist the subsequences of K+ weakly converging in KF.

Now we set K, = K — K. By [28] (Mazu’s Lemma, p. 120) there exists, for

every n € N, an 1nteger N > n and a convex combination Z G (K £), with
T,
Cj > (0 and Ej:n j = 1 such that

Kn = Zc*" — s KF. @31

7 n—-+oo

Denoting K" = K"+ — K™~ it follows that
E|K! — K- y — 0. (32)

n—-+oo

Thanks to (30), we have | K" — K. ||z2 < ¢ for all € > 0. Therefore

7 = Kol o =

G (<2), £

£2
N

Z G ER); = Kol e <

Hence
E|K? — Ky —0. (33)

n—-+o0o
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Combining (32) and (33), we obtain K, = K, a.s. Therefore, from Theorem 86,
p- 220 in [7] we have KC; = K, for all ¢ < T'. On the other hand, (31) implies

that, for 7 = T, there exists a subsequence of K}t := E?’:n CJT" (K}); (resp.
Ky o= Zj\[:n CJT" (K7 );) converging a.s. to K (resp. K). Then for P-a.s. w €

12, the sequence K" (w) (resp. K72~ (w)) is bounded. Using Theorem 4.3.3, p. 88 in
[4], there exists a subsequence of K" (w) (resp. K}~ (w)) tending to K,  (w) (resp.
K, (w)), weakly.

On the other hand, by the definition of stopping times (7;);>0, we have

Y > Ly, on [1ar, Toryl;
Y < U, on o1, Tartal.

Then
Lt1[72i;72i+1](t) < }/tn < Ut]l["’zi+1ﬂ'2¢+2](t)'

By summing in ¢, ¢ = 0, ...,[ and passing to limit in n, we obtain L; < Y; < U,.
Now, we would have to show the Skorokhod’s conditions. Indeed, since K}t (w)
tends to K, (w), using the result treated in p. 465 of [25] we can write

T T
/0 (V" (w) = Ly(w))dKP™ (w) ——— (Yi(w) — Li(w))dK; (w). (34

n—-+oo 0

Since [ (Y;" — L;)dK["™" < 0,¥n > 0 as., and Yn,m > 0,n # m,

|

then by

T
0

n,m—-+00

1 < E[ sup G'BA(t) Y;n _ Y'tm|K%n+} — 0,
0<t<T

T T T
/ (Y — Ly)dK{"" = / (Y =Y dE™ + / (Y™ — Ly)dK{""
0 0 0

we have

T
lim sup/ (V" = Ly)dKPT <0 P-as. (35)
n—+oo JQ
Combining (34) and (35), we get fOT(Y} — Lt)thJr < 0 P-as. Noting that Y > L,
we conclude that fOT(Y} — L;)dK;" = 0. By a similar consideration, we can prove
[ (U - Y)dK; = 0.
Finally, using the fixed point theorem we construct a strict contraction mapping

¢ on B2 and conclude that (Y3, Z;, K;", K, ) is the unique solution to DRBSDE (3)
associated with data (¢, f, L, U). O

5 Comparison theorem

In this section we prove a comparison theorem for the DRBSDE under the stochastic
Lipschitz assumptions on generators.
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Theorem 4. Let (Y', Z', K'* K'7) and (Y?,Z% K?% K?") be respectively the
solutions to the DRBSDE with data (¢*, f1, L', U") and (&2, f2?, L?,U?). Assume in
addition the following:

e 1< as.
o Y, Y2, 2%) < fA(t,Y2,Z%) Vte|0,T]as.
e L} < L?andU} <U? Vtel0,T)]a.s.

Then
Vt<T, Y}<Y? as.

Proof. Let R =R' — R2forR =Y, Z, K+, K+, £and

1 1 1y _ r1 2 1
.Ct:]l{{/#o}f(t7}/t7Zt)7f(ta}/tht);
' Yy

ont:]]_ = fl(t7}/f42’Ztl)jfl(t7}/tzaZt2),
{Zt?éo} Zt ’

° 515 = .fl(tviftQ’ZtQ) - fz(ta}/tzvztz)'

Applying the Meyer—It6 formula (Theorem 66, p. 210 in [23]), there exists a contin-
uous nondecreasing process (A )¢<7r such that

T T
V| = 2/ Y, H(CYs +nsZs + 65)ds — 2/ Y+ Z,dB,
t t
T B _ T B B
+2/ Ys*dK:—2/ VAR — (Ar — Ay).
t t
Suppose in addition that

T T
E/ pedt < 400 and IE/ [ve|?dt < +o0.
0 0

Let {I},0 <t < s < T} be the process defined as

S 1 S
Ft,s = eXp{/ (<u - §|nu|2) du +/ nudBu} >0
t t

being a solution to the linear stochastic differential equation

Ft,s =1 +/ <uFt,udu+/ nuFt,udBu
t t

Applying the integration by parts and taking expectation yield

T
B[ ONF | 98 [N 0|7 s
0
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T T
S El/ eBA(S)Ft,S<S’}7S+}2dS + 2E / e'@A(S)Ft,sészs-’_dS
t t

T T
+ 2E/ PASL, YK - 2E/ PAS, YK
t t

Remark that

YIdK] = (L) = Y2)1lyisy2dK — (Y] = L2)1y15y2dK2T <0

S

and
YFART = (Y = UD)Lysy2dKT = (Ug = Y7)Lysy2dK;~ <0.
Since d, < 0 and |(s| < a?(s), one can derive that
E[eﬂA(t)’ytJr‘?] <0.
It follows that Y;" = 0,i.e Y;! < Y?2forallt < T as. O

Remark 2.

e IfU' = 400 fori = 1,2, then dK'~ = 0 and the comparison holds also for
the reflected BSDE (2).

o IfU' = +ooand L' = —co fori = 1,2, then dK'* = 0 and the comparison
holds also for the BSDE (1).
A Appendix

In this section, we study a special case of the reflected BSDE when the generator
depends only on y.
We consider the following reflected BSDE

T T
Yt:§—|—/ f(S,YS)dS—I—KT—Kt—/ ZsdBg
¢ ¢

T (36)
Y, > L, ¥t <T and / (Y; — Ly)dK, =0
0
where (&, f, L) satisfies the following assumptions:
« £€S*(Ba);
* f is Lipschitz, i.e. there exists a positive constant g such that V(¢,y,y’) €
0, T]xRxR

lft,y) — F(& )| < uly—v'];

. S0 € H*(B,a);
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o E[ sup e?PA0|LF|?] < +oo.
0<t<T

As in [11], we prove the existence and uniqueness of a solution to (36) by means of
the penalization method. Indeed, for each n € N, we consider the following BSDE:

T T T
Yt":§+/ f(s,y;”)ds+n/ (YS”—LS)_ds—/ ZrdB,.  (37)
t t t

We denote K* :==n fot(YS” —Lg)~dsand f*(t,y) = f(t,y) +n(y — L;)~. Remark
that f™ is Lipschitz and

IE|§|2+IE/ \f"toydt<E[ PAMg2] +

+ 2n°TE [ sup e?PAM }Lf ﬂ .
0<t<T
From [21], there exists a unique process (Y™, Z™) being a solution to the BSDE (37).
The sequence (Y™, Z™, K™),, satisfies the uniform estimate

E sup GBA(t)|Y;n|2 +E

T T 9
/ P4 a?(s) Y| ds+IE/ Az ds
0<t<T 0 0

< CE

eBA(T)|§|2_|_/ s 1S5, 01 5 OF s+ sup 62,8A(s)|L;1-‘2]_
0 s) 0<t<T

where C' is a positive constant depending only on 5, 1 and e.

Now we establish the convergence of sequence (Y™, Z™, K™) to the solution to
(36). Obviously f(t,y) < f**i(t,y) foreachn € N, and it follows from Remark 2
that Y < Y1 Hence there exists a process Y suchthat Y;” 7Y, 0 <t < T as.
From the a priori estimates and Fatou’s lemma, we have

IE{ sup eﬁA(t)|Y}|2} <11m1anE{ sup €740 ‘Y”’ } <C.
0<t<T n—+oo  lo<¢<T

Then by the dominated convergence, one can derive that

T
El/ A Y — Y| ds
0

On the other hand, foralln > p > 0and ¢t < T, we have

T
EeﬁA<t>\1@"—Yg’\2+( —2—“)1E/ A2 ()| v — YP | ds
€ t

— 0.

n—-+oo

T
+]E/ A 71— 77| ds
t

T T
< 215/ A (Y — L) dKP + IE/ A (VP — L) dK?.
t t
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Similarly to Lemma 8, we can easily prove that

E sup eP40|(Y — L) |P —— 0. (38)
0<t<T n—-4o0o

By the above result an the a priori estimates, one can derive that

T T
E / e,@A(s) (}/Sn _ Ls)ing +/ eBA(S) (}/sp — LS)ng] —— 0.
: . n,p—r =00
Thus
T 9 T 9
5| [ vy - vefass [0z - ) oo
. ¢ n,p—r =00

Moreover, by the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy’s inequality, one can derive that

E[ sup eBA(t)|Y;n _ Y;ZD|2} - s0.
0<t<T n,p—~+00

Further, from the equation (37), we have also

E[ sw_ |K}' - K] ——0.
0<t<T n,p—-+o0o

Consequently there exists a pair of progressively measurable processes (Z, K) such
that

T
E/ PAD| Zp — Z,)*dt +E sup |KP — Ki|F ——— 0.
0

0<t<T n—-+o0o

Obviously the triplet (Y, Z, K) satisfies (36). It remains to check the Skorokhod con-
dition. We have just seen that the sequence (Y, K™) tends to (Y, K) uniformly in ¢
in probability. Then the measure K™ tends to dKX weakly in probability, hence

T T

/ (V' = LK} —— | (Y~ Ly)dE,.

0 n—-+o0o 0

We deduce from the equation (38) that fOT(Yt" — L)dK} <0,n € N, which implies
that [ (Y; — L;)dK; < 0.On the other hand, since Y; > L, then [ (Y; — L¢)dK; >
0. Hence fOT(Yt — L;)dK; = 0.
Remark 3 (Special cases). The coefficients g™ (s,y) = g(s) — n(y — Us)" and
" (s,y) = g(s) — n(y — Us) are Lipschitz and satisfy

T n 2 T ~n 2
]E/ PA) |9 (5,0)’ dS+E/ BA) |3 (8,0)‘ ds
0 a(s) 0 a(s)
T 2 2
4n2T
<4E / s 9B o An E[sup 4O |U; ] < +ov.
0 a(s) e Lo

Then the Reflected BSDEs (10) and (11) have a unique solution.
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Theorem 5 (Comparison theorem). Let (Y, Z1 K1) and (Y?, Z?%, K?) be solutions
to the Reflected BSDE (36) with data (£1, f*, L) and (€2, f?, L) respectively. If we
have

« fHty) < F2y) as V(L y),
« 1 < as,
then Y} <Y?and K} > K2Vt € [0,T] as.

Proof. We consider the penalized equations relative to the Reflected BSDE with data
(€%, f4, L) fori = 1,2 and n € N, as follows

. . T . . T . T .
Y =&+ / fi(s, Y ds + n/ (Yp'— L) — / Z™"dB,.
t t t

Let fi(t,y) == fi(t,y) + n(y — Ls)~. So, by the comparison theorem, we have
vt <y fort < T. Since K;"' = n fOt(YS’” — Ly)~ds fori = 1,2, we deduce
that K;"" > K" fort < T.But Y;"" » Y/ and K}"" — K? asn —» oo for
i = 1,2, and it follows that ;' < Y;? and K}! > K? fort <T. O
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