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Existence, Uniqueness and Malliavin Differentiability of
Lévy-driven BSDEs with locally Lipschitz Driver

Christel Geiss!  Alexander Steinicke?

Abstract

We investigate conditions for solvability and Malliavin differentiability of backward stochastic
differential equations driven by a Lévy process. In particular, we are interested in generators
which satisfy a local Lipschitz condition in the Z and U variable. This includes settings of linear,
quadratic and exponential growths in those variables.

Extending an idea of Cheridito and Nam to the jump setting and applying comparison theo-
rems for Lévy-driven BSDEs, we show existence, uniqueness, boundedness and Malliavin differ-
entiability of a solution. The pivotal assumption to obtain these results is a boundedness condition
on the terminal value £ and its Malliavin derivative DE.

Furthermore, we extend existence and uniqueness theorems to cases where the generator is not
even locally Lipschitz in U. BSDEs of the latter type find use in exponential utility maximization.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider existence, uniqueness and Malliavin differentiability of one-dimensional
backward stochastic differential equations (BSDESs) of the type

T T
Y, = §+/ f(s,Ys, Zs,Uy)ds — / ZydW, — Us(2)N (ds, dz). (1)
t t 1¢,T]xR\{0}

Here TV is the Brownian motion and N the Poisson random measure associated to a Lévy process X
with Lévy measure v. In order to compute the Malliavin derivative of f, we require a special structure:
We assume that f can be represented by functions f and g, such that

f(wvsvyvzvu) = f ((XT(w))T<5737y727/R g(s,u(az)) (1 A ‘.’1”) V(d.%')) ’ (2

\{0}
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where ¢(s, -) is a locally Lipschitz continuous function on R with ¢(s,0) = 0. The function f satisfies
the following, in (z, u) only local Lipschitz condition:

There are nonnegative functions a € L;([0,7]),b € Lo([0,7]) and a nondecreasing, continuous
function p : [0,00) — [0,00) such that V¢ € [0,T], Vx € D|0,¢] (the Skorohod space of cadlag
functions on [0, 7)), (y, z,u), (7, Z, @) € R3:

Our first main result is Theorem 3.4 about existence of solutions (Y, Z,U) to the BSDE (1): If the
terminal condition £ and its Malliavin derivative D¢ are bounded, and the Malliavin derivative of
the generator is bounded by a certain function depending on time and jump size, then there exists a
solution (Y, Z, U) which is Malliavin differentiable, and the paths of Y, Z and U are bounded by a
constant a.s. Moreover, within a certain class of bounded processes, this solution is unique.

Following Cheridito and Nam [11], where a similar result is shown for BSDEs driven by a Brownian
motion, the proof uses a comparison theorem. For BSDEs with jumps, comparison theorems need an
additional assumption on the generator (see (A ) in Theorem 2.4). The comparison theorem provides
not only a bound for Y, but also bounds for Z and U: Indeed, since Z and U can be seen as versions
of Malliavin derivatives of Y w.r.t. the Brownian component and the jump component, respectively,
one can derive bounds by applying the comparison theorem to the Malliavin derivative of the BSDE.

For BSDESs with quadratic or sub-quadratic growth in z, Briand and Hu [10], Bahlali [5], S. Geiss and
Ylinen [19] (all in case of BSDEs driven by a Brownian motion) and Antonelli and Mancini [3] (for
BSDEs with jumps and finite Lévy measure), investigate the requirements on the terminal condition
such that existence and uniqueness of solutions holds. It is well-known that — in the case of quadratic
growth in z, — square integrability of £ is not sufficient but the assumption that £ is bounded can
be relaxed. However, for super-quadratic drivers and a.s. bounded terminal conditions &, Delbaen
et al. [12] have shown that there are cases of BSDEs without any solution as well as BSDEs with
infinitely many solutions.

For quadratic BSDEs with jumps and infinite Lévy measure there seem to be only results for bounded
¢ so far (see Morlais [23] and Becherer et al. [8]), and also for the method we apply here, boundedness
is needed.

Our second main result is Theorem 4.2, which states existence and uniqueness for a class of BSDEs
where the generator is not even locally Lipschitz w.r.t. u € Ly(v). As an example, consider

£(s,y,z,u) = F(s,1,2) + / Ha(u(z))v(do), 3)
R\{0}
where o )
Ho(u) == $7
8]

for a real a > 0 and f being quadratic in z. This particular form of f arises from exponential utility
maximisation, see Morlais [23] or Becherer et al. [8]. Notice that compared to the generator given in
(2), the integral in (3) does not contain the factor 1 A |z|. In Section 4 we address the question to what
extent the structure of the generator given in (3) can be generalised. We were not able to show that the
factor 1 A |z] in (2) can be simply dropped under the given assumptions, but one can generalise (3) to
the case where



f(t7 y? Z? u) = ()0 (f(t7y7 Z? G(t7 u)) 7\/[R\{0}

H(H(%))V(CM)

with G(t,u) := fR\{o} g(s,u(x)) (1A |z|) v(dz) and f satisfying the assumption for (2). The func-
tion ¢ : R? — R is a differentiable function such that |0,p(v,w)| < 1 and v +— (v, w) is a
bounded function for any fixed w € R. Moreover, we require  to satisfy a condition such that the

comparison theorem holds (see (#3)). The function H is a generalisation of H,,. It turns out that the
bounds for (Y, Z,U) do not depend on .

The paper is structured as follows: In Section 2 we introduce the notation and shortly recall the
Skorohod space, Malliavin calculus for Lévy processes and results on existence and uniqueness of
solutions to BSDEs as well as a comparison theorem for later use. Sections 3 and 4 contain the main
results, Theorems 3.4 and 4.2, and their proofs. Section 5 draws a connection between BSDEs with
jumps and partial differential-integral equations (PDIEs). In Appendix A we formulate a result of
Malliavin differentiability for Lipschitz BSDEs which slightly generalises [17, Theorem A.1]. It is
applied in the proof of Theorem 3.4.

2 Setting and preliminaries

2.1 Lévy process and independent random measure

Let X = (Xt)te[O,T] be a cadlag Lévy process with Lévy measure v on a complete probability space
(€2, 7, P). We will denote the augmented natural filtration of X' by (F¢),¢[o 7] and assume that 7 =
Fr.

The Lévy-Itd decomposition of a Lévy process X can be written as

Xt:’yt—l-O'Wt—l-/

xN(ds, dx) —I—/ xN(ds,dz),
10,¢]x {|=[<1}

10,¢]x{|z|>1}

where v € R, 0 > 0, W is a Brownian motion and N (]\7 ) is the (compensated) Poisson random
measure corresponding to X . The process

< / «N (ds, dz) + / xN(ds,dw))
10,8)x {la<1} 10,6]x{J2|>1}

is the jump part of X and will be denoted by .J. Note that the P-augmented filtrations (F}V )telo,1]

te[0,7

and (F/ )te[o,7] generated by the processes W and J, respectively, satisfy
FYVvF =R,

(see [27, Lemma 3.1]) thus spanning the original filtration generated by X again. Throughout the
paper we will use the notation X (w) = (X¢(w))e[o 7| for sample paths.
Let

p(dz) == o8y (dx) + v(dx)



and
m(dt,dx) := (A ® p)(dt,dz),

where A\ denotes the Lebesgue measure. We define the independent random measure (in the sense of
[20, p. 256]) M by

M (dt,dz) == odW;d(dz) + N(dt,dx) “4)

on sets B € B([0,T] x R) with m(B) < oc. It holds EM (B)? = m(B). In [27], Solé et al. consider
the independent random measure odW;do(dx) + N (dt,dz). Here, in order to match the notation
used for BSDEs, we work with the equivalent approach where the Poisson random measure is not
multiplied with .

We close this section with notation for cadlag processes on the path space, and for BSDEs.

2.2 Notation: Skorohod space

e With D[0, T'] we denote the Skorohod space of cadlag functions on the interval [0, 7] equipped
with the Skorohod topology. The o-algebra B(D|0,T]) is the Borel o-algebra i.e. it is gen-
erated by the open sets of D[0,T]. It coincides with the o-algebra generated by the family
of coordinate projections (p;: D[0,T] — R, x +— x(t), t € [0,T]) (see [9, Theorem 12.5] for
instance).

e For afixed ¢ € [0, T the notation
x'(s) :=x(t A s), forall s € [0, 7]
induces the natural identification
D[0,t] = {x € D[0,T] : x' =x}.
By this identification we define a filtration on this space by
G, =0 (B(D[0,t]) UNx[0,T]), 0<t<T, )

where Nx [0, 7] denotes the null sets of B (D]0,7]) with respect to the image measure Py on
(D[0,T],B(D[0,T1])) of the Lévy process X : Q — DI[0,T],w — X(w). For more details on
DI0,T], see [9] and [15, Section 4].

2.3 Notation for BSDEs

e Notice that | - | may denote the absolute value of a real number or a norm in R"™.
o L,:=L,(Q,F,P), p>0.
o Lp([0,T1) := Lyp([0, T1, B([0,T]), A), p=0.

o Ly(v) i= Lo(Ro, B(Ry), v) with [u]| := [[ul|1, ) and B := R\ {0}.



e For 1 < p < oo let S, denote the space of all (F;)-progressively measurable and cadlag
processes Y: 2 x [0,T] — R such that

1Yls, = I sup [¥i||lL, < oo.
0<t<T

e We define Lo (W) as the space of all (F;)-progressively measurable processes Z: §2 x [0,T] —
R such that

T
1212, ) = E/O 1Z,% ds < oo,

and L. (W') denotes the space of all (F;)-progressively measurable processes Z: Q x [0,T] —
R such that

12| .o (Poox) < OO

e We define Lo(N) as the space of all random fields U: © x [0,7] x Ryp — R which are mea-
surable with respect to P ® B(Rg) (where P denotes the predictable o-algebra on €2 x [0, 7]
generated by the left-continuous (F;)-adapted processes) such that

U1, ) = E /[0 o ) () <
) 0

e Loyoo(NN) denotes the space of all random fields U : Q2 x [0, 7] xRy — R which are measurable
with respect to P ® B(Ry) such that

U (2)|? v(dx)
Ro

< 0.
Loo (PRN)

o Loy(N):={U € La(N) : JA € La(v) N Loo(v) such that |Us(z,w)| < A(x)}.

e We recall the notion of the predictable projection of a stochastic process depending on parame-
ters. According to [29, Proposition 3] (see also [22, Proposition 3] or [2, Lemma 2.2]) for any
non-negative or bounded z € Lo(P®@m) := Lo( x [0,T] x R, Fr @ B([0,T] x R),P® m)
there exists a process

P2eLo (2% [0,T] xR, P®B(R),P®m)

such that for any fixed « € R the function (Pz). , is a version of the predictable projection (in
the classical sense , see e.g. [2, Definition 2.1]) of z. ... In the following we will always use this
result to get predictable projections which are measurable w.r.t. a parameter. Again, we call Pz
the predictable projection of z.

2.4 Malliavin derivatives

We sketch the definition of the Malliavin derivative using chaos expansions. For details we refer to
[26]. According to [20] there exists for any £ € Lo(2, F,P) a unique chaos expansion

5 = Z [n(fn)a
n=0

5



where f, € LY := Ly(([0,T] x R)",m®"), and f,,((t1, 1), ..., (tn, Zn)) is the symmetrisation of
fu((t1,21), ey (tn, xy)) W.r.t. the n pairs of variables. The multiple integrals I,, are build with the
random measure M from (4). Let Dy o be the space of all random variables { € Lo such that

€13, = D (n+ D! | £,

n=0

2

< Q.
Ly
For £ € Dy o, the Malliavin derivative is defined by

Duti= 3 nts (Fu (b, ).
n=1

for P ® m-a.a. (w,t,x) € Q x [0,7] x R. Itholds D¢ € Lo(P ® m). We will also use

o0 B o0 T B
DY, = {5 = L(fa) €Lyt fne Ly, neN,Y (n+ 1)!/ 1 (2, 0), 17yt < oo}

n=0 n=1 0

and

D]ﬁ% = {fzzfn(fn)GLQ:fneLg‘,neN,

n=0
S [ )l d) < oo
o [0,7]xRo 2

The Malliavin derivative D; , for = # 0 can be easily characterised without chaos expansions: Here
we use that for any £ € L(§2, F,P) there exists a measurable function g¢ : D[0,T] — R such that

6(@) = g¢ (Xe(@))orer) = ge(X (@)
for a.a. w € () (see, for instance, [7, Section II.11]).
Lemma 2.1 ([28], [17, Lemma 3.2] ). If g¢(X) € Lo then
ge(X) €DYY <= ge(X + 2l q)) — ge(X) € La(P® m),
and it holds then for r # 0 P ® m-a.e.
Dy o8 = ge(X + aly 1y) — ge(X). (6)

For the canonical I:évy space, this result can be found in [1]. Notice that [1] uses the random measure
odWdo(dx) + N (dt, dz), so that the according Malliavin derivative for z # 0 and M from (4) is a
difference quotient while we have just a difference. However, both approaches are equivalent.

Assume for example, that the generator f ((X,(w))r<s, S, z,u) is a.s. Lipschitz in (y, z,u). Then
also the Malliavin derivative Dy, f ((X,(w))r<s, S, ¥, 2, u) for z # 0 has this property for P ® m-a.a.
(w,t,z) € Q x [0,T] x Ry. This is an immediate consequence of the next Lemma.

Lemma 2.2 ([17, Lemma 3.3]). Let A € G be a set with P ({X € A}) = 0. Then

P@m ({(wt,z) € 2x[0,T] xRy : X(w) +alpr € A}) =0.

6



2.5 Existence and comparison results for monotonic generators

We consider the BSDE
T T ~
Y;=¢ +/ f(s,Ys, Zs,Us)ds — / ZdWy — Us(z)N(ds,dx), 0 <t <T, @)
t t 1t, T xRo
where

f:O%x[0,T] xRxRx Ly(v) = R.

If a triple (Y, Z,U) € So X Lo(W) X Lo (]\7) satisfies (7) it is called a solution to the BSDE (7).
We will recall first the existence and uniqueness result [18, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 2.3. There exists a unique solution to the BSDE (&,f) with £ € Lo and generator f :
Qx[0,T] x R xR x Ly(v) — R satisfying the properties

(H1) Forall (y,z,u) : (w,s) — f(w, s,y, z,u) is progressively measurable.

(H2) There are nonnegative, progressively measurable processes K1, Ko and F with

such that for all (y, z,u),

2

/OT (Ki(-s) +K2(.,s)2) ds N <oo and E [/OT ]F(t)\dt} < 00

If(s,y,z,u)| < F(s)+ K1(s)|ly| + K2(s)(|z| + |[u]|), P® A-ae.

(H3) For \-almost all s, the mapping (y, z,u) — f(s,y, z,u) is P-a.s. continuous. Moreover, there
isa nonnegative function o € L*([0,T)), ¢ > 0 and a progressively measurable process [3 with
fo (w, 8)2ds < ¢, P-a.s. such that for all (y, z,u), (v, 2, u’),

(y - y,)(f(37y7 Z7u) - f(37y,7 2/7 u/))
<a($)0(ly — ')+ B6)y = ¢1(|z = 2| + [lu—u])), P®rae

where 0 is a nondecreasmg, contmuous and concave function from [0, o[ to itself, 6(0) = 0,

lim sup, 6( ) = 0and f0+ 6] dgj =
We cite also the comparison theorem [18, Theorem 3.5].

Theorem 2.4. Let £, ' be two generators satisfying the conditions (H 1)-(H 3) of Theorem 2.3 (f and
f may have different coefficients). We assume & < &', P-a.s. and for all (y, z,u),

f(37y7 Z7u) S f/(S,y, z, u)7

forP@M-a.a. (w,s) € Qx[0,T]. Moreover, assume that £ or {' satisfy the condition (here formulated
for f)

Av) s,y 20) — £(5,5,50) < fp (0(2) - u(@)u(ds), Porae
forallu,u’ € Ly(v) withu < u'.

Let (Y, Z,U) and (Y', Z',U") be the solutions to (§,f) and (&', '), respectively. Then,

Y; <Y/, P-as.



3 Existence result, bounds and Malliavin differentiability for locally
Lipschitz generators

To prove Malliavin differentiability we restrict ourselves to the following BSDE
T T
Y, = &+ / f <(Xr)7’<57 $,Ys, Zs, / g(s, Us(x))m(w)u(dw)> ds — / ZsdW
t Ro t

_/ US(ZL')N(dS, dl’), (8)
1t,T1xRo
where we use in the future the notation
G(t,u) == / g(t,u(z))k(z)v(dr), wue€ La(v).
Ro

We assume
k(z) = 1A |z|.

Remark 3.1. 7o apply Malliavin calculus in the Lévy setting, one may assume that (2, F,P) is
the canonical space in the sense of Solé et al. [27]. On this space, since roughly speaking each
w € () represents a path of the Lévy process X = (Xt)te[o,T}» the Malliavin derivative Dy ;& has a
meaningful definition for every w € Q if { € D 9.

Here we use a slightly different approach. We keep (2, F,P) as introduced in Subsection 2.1 but
assume any random object to be a functional of X so that for Dy, (x # 0) one can use Lemma 2.1,
and for Dy o we have the chain rule.

e For the terminal condition £ the existence of such a functional is guaranteed by Doob’s factori-
sation Lemma.: for any Fr-measurable £ there exists a g¢ : D[0,T] — R such that { = g¢(X)
P-a.s.

e For a jointly measurable and adapted generator £ : QO x [0, T] x R xR x La(v) — R we have by
[28, Theorem 3.4] that there exists a jointly measurable g¢ : D[0, T] x [0, T] x RxR x La(v) —
R such that

f('7 6y, 2, U_) = gf((Xs)se[O,T] Y, 2, u)
up to indistinguishability for the parameters (t,y, z,u). Moreover, since f is adapted, for all t,
the functional g¢((Xs)sepo,1]5t5 "+ *) is Ft @ B(R) @ B(R) @ B(La(v))-measurable. Therefore,
using [28, Lemma 3.2], we may find a functional g : D[0,T] x R x R X Lo(v) — R such that

gf((XS)SE[O,T]7 by ) = gf‘((Xs)se[O,t]at> KR ')7 P-a.s.

In other words, gr is adapted to the filtration (gt)te[m from (5). As gr is adapted and mea-
surable, there is a progressively measurable version of gg, denoted by gs. Hence we found a
progressively measurable functional to represent f in the way that

f(’a 1y, 2, U.) = gf((XS)SE[O,t} Y, 2, u)7 P-a.s.
forall (t,y,z, ).
The previous remark gives us the right to describe the dependency on w through (X¢(w)).e(o,7) in (8).
For shortness of representation we sometimes drop the dependence on (Xt(w))te[o,T] as it is usually

done with w.
We agree on the following assumptions on &, f and g:



Assumption 3.2.

(Al) Ag = |[€]| Lo p) < 00,
§ €Dy,
Ape(z) = [|(t,w) = Dt o€l Lo (rap) < 00,
| Apel| < oo.

(A2) forall (y, z,u) € R3 the map (x,t) = f(x,t,y,2,u) is (Gt)iejo,m- progressively measurable,
forall (x,t) € D[0,T] x [0,T1, the functions f, 0, f, 0. f, 0y f are continuous in (y, z,u).

(A3) integrability condition: there exists a function ky € L1([0,T]) such thatVy € R and V't € [0,T]
and Vx € DI[0,T] it holds

|f(x,t,0,0,0)| < Kkg(t).

(A4) local Lipschitz condition: there exist nonnegative functions a € L1([0,T]),b € Lo([0,T]) and
a non-decreasing continuous function p : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that V't € [0,T], (y, z,u),
(9,2,4) € R® and Vx € D|0,T) it holds

[f (=8, 2,u) = f(x, 8,9, 2, a)] < a(b)ly — gl+p(lz|VIZ|VIulV]al)bE) (2= 2]+ [u—a]).

(AS) Malliavin differentiability: Assume that there exists a function p € L1([0,T], \; L2 (R, dp + 1))
such that if

T
R = AgefOTa(s)dS +/ k:f(s)efo adrgs 41
0
T T s
0

T T s
pPo= p(2R)HHH<HAD§H€f° (s +/0 Ip(s. -)|| elo “(T)d’"dS) +1

and if rgp = {(y, z,u) € R® : |y < R, |2| < Q,|u| < P}, then
(a) vt € [07T]7 (y7 Z,U) crgp: f(X7t7y7 Z,U) € D1,27
(b) fora.e. (t,x)

Apj(t,x) = [(w,s) = (Dsaf (Xt y,2,u) (W) Lo por) < p(E,2).
Y,2,u)ETqp

(A6) Malliavin regularity: Vt € [0,T], 3 K* € Up>1 L, such that for a.a. w and for all (y, z,u),
(', 2", u) € rqp

H (D-,Of(X7t7y7 Z,U)) ((U) - (D-,Of(X7t7y/7 Z/7u/)) (w)HLz([O,TD
<K' w)(ly =y + |2 = 2|+ u—d)),

(A7) g :[0,T] x R — R is jointly measurable u — 0,9(t, ) is continuous for all t € [0,T), and it
holds
9(t,0) =0 and |9ug(t,u)| < p(lul).



(A8) forallt € [0,T],x € D[0,T] and y, z,u,u’ € R it holds

-1 < 8uf(x7 ta Y, z, u)@ug(t, u,)'

We continue with some observations and comments about these assumptions:
Remark 3.3. (i) Notice that ||Ap¢| < 2A¢ follows immediately from (6).

(ii) Assumption (A5) is trivially satisfied if there exists ap € L1 ([0, 7], \; L2 (R, dp + v)) such that

”(wa 3) = (DS,If (X7 1y, 2, u))(w)”Loo(]P®)\) < p(t7 .Z')
holds uniformly in (y, z, u).

(iii) We need (.A6) for the following reason: It is not clear whether the assumption f(X,¢,y, z,u) €
Dy 2 in (AS5) (a) together with the continuity of the partial derivatives required in (A2) im-
plies that f(X,¢,Y;, Z;, G(t,u)) € Dy 5. Therefore, in [17, Theorem 3.12] it was shown that
G1,G2,Gs € Do = f(X,t,G1,G2,G3) € Dy 5 if additionally the Malliavin regularity
assumption (.46) holds.

(iv) The mean value theorem implies that condition (.48) is sufficient for (A ).

The next theorem is a generalisation of Corollary 2.8 [11] to the jump case. For the proof of Corollary
2.8 [11] a comparison theorem is used to show the boundedness of the process Y and its Malliavin
derivative. We will follow this idea, but for jump processes stronger conditions are needed for com-
parison theorems to hold (see the counter example given in [6, Remark 2.7]). In fact, the condition
we need is (A 7).

Malliavin differentiability of solutions to BSDEs was considered for example in [25], [14], [16] and
[21]. The usual procedure - which we follow here also - is to impose conditions on the generator and
show via Picard iteration that the solution is Malliavin differentiable. The approach in [21] is different
since there conditions on the Malliavin differentiability of the generator with the solution processes
already plugged in were considered.

Theorem 3.4. Assume that (Al) - (A8) hold. Then there exists a solution (Y, Z,U) to (8) which is

unique in the class Soo X Loo(W) X (L2(N) N Laxso(N)), and it holds a.s.
T T s
Vil < Agel @@y / ky(s)eld eMdrgs < R 1, ©)
t
and for a.e. t € [0,T] :
T T s
2] < Ape(0)elr “9% 4 / p(s, 0)el “¥rds < Q — 1, (10)
t

and for A @ v-a.e. (t,x) € [0,T] x Ry :

T T s
Uy(2)] < (Aps(meft a(s)ds 1 / p(s,z)elt “““”’”ds) A (2R —2), (11)
t

10



which means that U € Ly (N).
Moreover, it holds that (Y, Z,U) is Malliavin differentiable, i.e.

Y,Z € Ly([0,T];D12), U € La([0,T] x Ro; Dy 2),

and for m- a.e. (r,x) the triple (D, Y, D, Z, D, ,U) solves

T T
DY = Drat+ / Frou (5, Dy Yo, DyoZs, DyaUs) ds — / Dy ZodW,
t t
—/ D, Us(v)N(ds,dv), 0<r<t<T,
]t,T]XRO

where © := (Y, Zs,G(s,Us)) and
Foo(s,y,z,u) = (Dyof)(s,05) 4+ 0yf(s,0s)y + 0. f(s,05)z
+0uf(5.0) | Dug(s.Uu(0))uo)x(o)u(av)

and for x # 0,

Fr,x(37y7z7u) = (Dr,:cf)(X737®s)
+f(X + x]]-[r,T]7 S, @S + (y7 z, G(37 US + u))) - f(X + x]]-[r,T]a S, 68)

Setting Dy, Y, (w) := limg, Dy Yi(w) for all (r,v,w) for which D,.,,Y is cadlag and D, .Y, (w) :=
0 otherwise, we have

P
<(DT70YT)re[0,T]) is a version of (ZT),,E[O,T],
P
<(D7‘,vyr)re[0,T],ueRo) is a version of (Ur(v))re[0,1],veRo -

(The definition of the objects (D, . f)(s,©,), where we first apply the Malliavin derivative to f and
afterwards insert the expressions in Oy, indeed constitute well defined measurable objects because of
the continuity assumptions on f, as is explained in [17, Lemma 3.5 ff] or [28, Remark 5.3 (ii)].)

Proof. Step 1 For M € Ry let by : R — [—M, M] be a smooth monotone function such that
0 <V,(z)<1land

M, x>M+1,
by (x) == x, |z| < M —1,
M, < -—M-1.
Notice that |bys(z)| < |x|. We set (using R, @ and P from (A5))
]?(S,y, 2, G(Svu)) = f(sbe(y)7bQ(Z)7@(Svu))a

where

~

G(s,u) :=bp(G(s,bar(u))) and bog(u)(z) := bog(u(z)).
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We will show first that /f\(s, Y,z,u) = A(s, y,z,G(s,u)) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.3.
We have (H 1) because of (A2) and (A7); while (H 3) follows from (A4) and (A7). Indeed, since (A7)
implies

G(s,u) = G(s,u)] < sup  [Bug(s,u)l / lu(z) — u'(2)|r(z)v(dz)
u€[—2R,2R)] Ro

p2R)||[|la — o'l

IN

it holds

£ (%, 5, bR(y), ba (), G(s,0)) = f(x, 5, br(Y), bg(Z’% é(SLH'))I
a(s)ly —y'[ + p(QV P)b(s)(|z = 2| + |G (s, 1) — G(s,u')])
a(s)ly = y'[ + p(Q Vv P)(L+ p2R)[|KINb(s) (|2 = 2| + [lu — u[}). (12)

Now we combine the last inequality for ' = 0,2’ = 0, and u’ = 0 with (A3) to get (H2):
|£(x,5,br(),bg(2), G(s,w))| < kf(s) + a(s)|y| + p(Q VP)(1 + p(2R)||x])b(s)(|2] + [full)-
Hence by Theorem 2.3 there exists for any £ € Ly a unique solution (57, Z , U ) to (8) with data (f, £).
Assumption (A8) implies that f satisfies (A ~y) from Theorem 2.4.
Step 2 From (.A3) and (12) we conclude that Vs € [0, 7] and V(y, 2z, u) it holds

(e, 5,br(y) bo(2). G(s )| < Ky(s) + als)ly| + b(s)p(Q v P)(J2| + |G (s, w)]).
We want to apply the comparison theorem to the BSDE:s:

T ~
Vo= At [ kils)+als) Vol +6nQ Y PYIZ] + |Gls T ids
t
T
—/ ZdW, — U, (x)N (ds, dz), (13)
t 1t, T xRo

T/\ o~ —~ A~
}/t = £+/ f(87Y;7ZS7G(87US))dS
t

T

- / ZydW, — Us(z)N (ds, dzx),
t 1t,T]xRo

T ~
Y, = —Ag—/t kp(s) +a(s)|Y | +b(s)p(QV P)(|IZ,] + [G(s, Uy)|)ds

T ~

- / Z.dW, — U, (2)N(ds, dz). (14)
t 1t, T xRo

By Step 1 the generator fsatisﬁes the conditions (H 1)-(H 3) and (A ). Since also the generators of
Y and Y satisfy the conditions (H 1)-(H 3), Theorem 2.4 implies that

Y, <Y, <Y, Vtel0,T] P-as.

12



By Theorem 2.3 we have that (Y,0,0) and (Y, 0, 0) are the unique solutions to (13) and (14), respec-
tively, and

T
Yi=-Y, = AgeftT“(s)ds +/ k‘f(s)eft a(r)dr g
t

T

< AgefOT a(s)ds 4 / k‘f(s)efos ardrgs — R —1,
0

where R was defined in (A5). This gives (9) for Y.

Step 3 To consider Malliavin derivatives we check the conditions of Theorem A.1 for the BSDE with

data (f, ¢). Condition (Al) implies that (A¢) is satisfied. Condition (A ) a) follows from (A2).

Condition (A3) implies (A ) b).

The Lipschitz continuity required in (A f) c) is fulfilled because of (A4). Furthermore, we have the

implications (A5) = (Ay) d), (46) = (Ay) e)and (A7) = (Ay) f).

Consequently, we may consider the Malliavin derivative of the BSDE (8) with data (f, €).

Let ©, = (Ys, Zs, G(s,Us)). Then

T
DT,OY;f = DT’,OS + / |:(Dr,0f)(37 @S) + 8yf(37 (—)S)DT’,O}/:S + 8zf(@s)Dr,OZs
t
+0.f (5, 05)p(G(s,b2r(Ts)))

x /R 99 (5. bar (Us (0)))y o (T (1)) Do U (0)r(0)(d) | dis

T ~
- [ Drouaw. - Dol (0) ¥ (ds, dv). (1s)
t ]th]XRO

~

By (A5) we have |(Dy,of)(s,05)| < p(s,0), and the Lipschitz coefficients from (12) are bounds for
the partial derivatives, so that by Theorem 2.4, the solutions of

_ T _ -
V0= Ape(0) + / [p<s,o> +a(s) |50 + p(Q v P)b(s) | 257

10(QV P)b(s)p(2R) / ()

Ro

k(v)v(dv)|ds

T
— / Zr0aw, — U (V)N (ds, dv),
t 1t, T xRo

and
. T
VW= —Ape(0) — /t [p(s, 0) + a(s) [ V221 + p(Q v P)b(s) |21

QY PI)o(2R) [ ()| w(e)v(d) | ds

T
- / Zr0qw, — U (v)N(ds, dv),
t 6TIxRo —

satisfy X;’O < Dnoﬁ < 5{’0. Note that condition (A ~) required in Theorem 2.4 is satisfied by
the linear generator of equation (15) using assumption (.48). The above equations do have unique
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solutions where ) and ) are given by

T .
y?o — _y;“,(] _ ADS(O)eftT a(s)ds + / p(S, 0)€ft a(r)d?“ds S Q —1.
- t
According to Theorem A.l (iv) we have that Dno}?}(w) = limp, Dno}?}(w). Since Dr,o?r(w) is
measurable and bounded, its predictable projection exists and is a version of (Z;.),¢[o,7] Which proves
(10) for the BSDE with (f, €). For x # 0 we get a similar result:

T
D,.Y; = Dpi& +/ [(Dmf)(s,(as) + f(X + 217, 5,05 + Dy 205)
t

)
~

T ~
—f(X + ol 7y, 8, @s)} ds — / D, ZdWs — D, ,Ugs(v)N(ds,dv),
t 1t, T xRo

- T —_— —
V7 = dpea) + [ |pls.a) + als) BT+ (@ PIb(s) (2T

1(QV P)b(s)p(2R) /

Us™ (v)] H,(’U)V(d?}):| ds
Ro

T— [
_ / 2T AW, — o) N (ds, dv),
t 1t,T1xRo

and

T
Vi = —Ape() _/t [p(s,x) +a(s) | V| + p(Q V P)b(s) | 25" |

+p(QV P)b(S)p(ﬂ%)/R U (v)] ff(v)l/(dv)] ds

T
_ / Zreqw, — U (o) N (ds, dv),
t 6,T]xRo —

We get V" < Dmﬁ < YV;", where
— T T s
V==Yt = ADg(az)eft a(s)ds +/ p(s,x)eft a(r)dr g
—— t

Additionally, notice that according to Theorem A.1 (iv), ﬁt(a:) can be expressed P ® m-a.e. as
lim,~; Dy .Y, for z # 0. Thus, by the representation (6) of D as difference operator in this case, we
end this step by stating

Uy(z)] <2 sup |V <2(R—1), P®mae,
0<t<T

which implies the estimate (11) for U. Again, since f]}(:n) = lim,\ Dt,xﬁ is measurable and
bounded, we can take its predictable projection. Moreover, by the definition of P in (A5),

~ T T s P—-1 ~ ~
Ul < ||Apellelo *(=)ds +/ p(s,- elo alr)drgg — ———— sothat U € Loy(N).

14



Step 4 The assertion is now shown for the generator /f:, thus the goal of this step is to obtain the
results also for f without any cut-off restraints. By Step 3 we get V3| < R —1,|Z;| < Q — 1, as,
|Us(xz)| < 2R — 2 P ® m-a.e. and

G(s,Ty)] = 9(s,Us(x))(2)v(d)
< 2R/ 1T, (@) ()w(d)
< pCR)|&| U] <P —1.

In that case, the equality
f(tv /Y\;‘/y 2t7 G(tv ﬁt)) = f(tv 27 Z\tv G(ty ﬁt))

holds almost surely for every ¢ € [0,7"]. Therefore, the solution (Y, Z,U) to the BSDE with data
(f, &) also serves as solution of the equation given by (f, £), which is (8). . .
Step 5 Finally we show the uniqueness of solutions in the space Seo X Loo (W) X (L2 (N )N Lax oo (V).

Assume that we have two solutions (Y ), ZU) U0)) (j = 1,2) with sup ]Y;(j)\ < R; — 1 and
sup |Zt(’)| < @Q; —1and ess supsvaUég])H < Cj. Then sup |Ut(3)(x)| < 2R; — 2, and by (A7)

G(s,UD)| =

/ ot U9 (2)) () (d)
Ro

< p2R;—2) / U9 () () (d)
Ro

< p(2R; — 2| esssup, LJUY|

< p(2R; - 2)||k||C) =: M,

Hence from (A4) and it follows that
‘f(w7 t’ }/;(1)7 Zt(1)7 Ut(l)) - f(w7 ta }/;(2)7 Zt(2)7 Ut(2))’
< aE = Y2+ b()p(@Q1 v Qo V My V M) (|Z) - ZF| +1G(t, UY) - Gt UP)))
And by (A7)
G(t,UM) = Gt UP)| < p(|2R: | v [2Ra ) |Is]| U — U],

Because the processes (Y(j), AN (j)) are bounded and f is locally Lipschitz, f restricted to a
bounded set is Lipschitz, and uniqueness follows from Theorem 2.3. O

Remark 3.5. By a mollifying argument, to weaken differentiability conditions on the generator, as-
sumptions (A2) and (A7) may be relaxed to

(A2’) forall (y,z,u) € R3 the map (x,t) — f(x,t,y, 2 u) is (Gt)te[o,1)- progressively measurable,
forall (x,t) € D[0,T] x [0, T] and the function f is continuous in (y, z, ).

(A7°) g:[0,T] x R — R is jointly measurable and for all t € [0,T] it holds ¢(t,0) = 0 and

Vu,u' € R+ [g(t,u) — g(t, u')] < p(lul V [/ )]u —o|.
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However, instead of (A5) we have to impose the slightly stronger condition
(A5’) Assume that there exists ¢ > 0 and a function p € L1([0,T], \; L2(R, dg + v)) such that if
rap- = {(y,2,u) €R: [yl < R+e,]2[ < Q,|ul < P +e¢},
with R, Q, P from (A5), then
(a) Vt € 10,7, (y,z,u) € rqp: : f(X,t,y,2,u) € Dy 9,

(b) fora.e. (t,x)

ADf(t7x) = sup ”(was) = DSJL‘f (X(w)7t7y7z7u) ”Loo(]P’@A)
(y,2,u)€rqpe

< p(t,).
As was the case for (AS5), if there exists a p € L1([0,T], \; L2(R, 6o + v)) such that

||(w78) = DS,If (X(w)7t7y7 Z7u) ||LOO(IP’®)\) < p(t7$)

holds uniformly in (y, z,u), then (A5’) is trivially satisfied. Condition (A8) becomes

(A8’) forallt € [0,T),x € D[0,T] and y,z € R, the generalised function (in the sense of distribu-
tions on R? and using weak derivatives)

(8uf(xvt7y7 Z, ) ® 8u1.g(t7 )) +1

is nonnegative.

4 A generalisation of the local Lipschitz condition

In this section we address the question whether one may remove the factor x(x) = 1 A |z| in

G(t,u) = /R gt u(@)) (1 A Jz]) v(da)

of the generator f(t,y,z, G(t,u)). For this, one could replace x(x) by k,(z) := 1 A |nz| and let
n — oo. Notice that k,(z) — 1 for all z € Ry. If we consider for example for some o > 0 the
expression

e —au—1

Gan(t,a) ::/ Ho(u(x))kp (z)v(de) with Ho(u) = —————,
R\{0}

a

then |Gl (t,u)| < €10
the limit n — oo foru € L>®(v) N L%(v).

However, in condition (A5) the factor ||x|| appears for the constant P, and since ||k, — oo if
v(Rg) = oo, this would lead to P = oo.

fR\{O} lu(x)|?v(dx) for all n € N, so that it seems possible to consider

Nevertheless, generators including the case f(t,y,z) + fR\ (0} Ha (u(x))v(dx) have been treated in
[8] (see also [23]).

16



We will consider the following situation:
Let f be a generator satisfying assumptions (.41)-(A8) (so that Theorem 3.4 applies) and define

F(t,y,20) = (f (ty.2. Gt ). H(u(w))u(dm) (16)

Ro

with
G(t,u) ::/R g(t,u(x))k(x)v(de), for ue€ La(v). (17)

For the functions f, H : R — R and ¢ : R? — R we require the following conditions:

Assumption 41:1 (AH).
Suppose that | satisfies (Al)-(A7) and assume that £ is given by (16) and (17).

(H1) Let H : R — R be such that H(0) = 0.

(H2) We assume that H : R — R and o : R?> — R are continuously differentiable, and the following
conditions hold:
VYo, w € R : [0yp(v,w)| < 1,

Vw € R : v Oyp(v,w) is a bounded function.
(H3) Instead of (AS8), we impose that for all t € [0, T],x € D[0,T] and w,y, z,u,u’ € R it holds

-1 S 81)%0 (fT (X7 ta Y, z, U) ) U)) 8uf(X, ta Y, z, u)@ug(t, u/)

and
—1 <0 (f (x,t,y,2,u) ,w) Ouf(x,t,y, 2,u)0ug(t, u') + 0w (f (%, 8,9, 2,u) ,w) H'(u).

(H4) For any R' > 0, there is a constant cgs such that |H'(u)| < cg|u| for all |u] < R'.
Note that the generator f satisfying (AH) is not locally Lipschitz in u € Lo(v).

Theorem 4.2. Under Assumption 4.1 (AH) (with notation taken from Assumption 3.2) there exists a
solution to (8) if f is replaced by (16). The solution processes (Y, Z,U) of this equation have the
same bounds which Theorem 3.4 states for the solution of the BSDE given by (¢, f). The solution
(Y, Z,U) is unique in the class Soo X Loo(W) X Lo y(N).

Proof. We define for n € N,
H"(u, x) = H(u) min{1, n|z|}

and

f"(s,y,z,u) := ¢ (f(s,y, z,G(s,u)), H”(u(az),:n)u(dzn)> )

Ro
Step 1

Forn € Nlet (Y, Z",U™) be the unique solution to (£, f™) which exists, since by the conditions in
Assumption 4.1 (AH) also Assumption 3.2 is met. Like in Step 4 of Theorem 3.4 we see that for f

and G there are Lipschitz functions f, G (in the sense of _(A4) and (A7) with constant p) which, if the
solution processes are inserted, give the same values as f and G, P ® A ® v-a.e.
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Moreover, Theorem 3.4 implies that for all n € N

T

URa)] < Ape(@el O [ ps ek 0as
¢
We also know that |U*(z)] < R’ for P ® m-a.a. (w,t,z), where R = 2R — 2 is the constant
bound for U™ appearing in (11). The H" are a deterministic functions, and therefore do not contribute
to the integral term [, p(s, z)eli @)dr g5 which bounds the size of U*(x). By (1) and (H4), on
{u: |u| < R'} there is cgp/ > 0 such that |H(u)| < cru?. Therefore, we observe by the use of (#2)
that

‘fn(svnn7zgl7Ug) - fn(37}/;m7zgn7U;n)’

o (v z o). [ wwie.ov)

—p <Jg(37 Yo", 20, G(s, UM), H"(U?(w%x)V(dw)) ‘

< |F(s. Y2, 22, G, UD) = s, Y 200, Gs, UD) as)

+ |0 (Fls, Y 22, G, U),0)

Ro

X ( [H(U (z)) min{1, n|z[} —H(U?(w))min{l,n!w\}\V(dfc)>,
Ro
where

min{ HM (U (), x)v(dx), H"(Usm(x),a:)u(da:)} <
Ro

Ro

< max{ HY (UM zx), z)v(dr), H"(Ug”(:n),x)l/(dx)} .
Ro Ro

Condition (H4) and the bounds for U™ and U™ imply that

max{|H (U (x))], (H(US" (x))[}v (dx)

Ro

S/\
Ro

T
<o <|!AD5|!2 + [ ot -)\\er> < o0

T 2
CRy <AD§(x)efsTa(”)d” +/ p(r,z)els “(”)d”dr> v(dx)

s

for a constant C; = C <ch, fOT a(v)dv). Therefore, because 1 is bounded and by (72), there is a

constant K such that |9,,¢ (f(s, Y™, 21", G(s,U)),9)| < K.
The estimate (18) can then be continued to

|fn(87Y:9nvz;LvU;L) _fn(s7}/;mvz;an;n)|

<[ Fls, 0 22, G, UD)) = f(s, Vi, 220, G (s, U)| + K U7 (@) = RO (@) v(da)
<[l 22,Gls, U2) = J(s, Y, 200, G, UM | + K | @] 1U2(2) = U2 (@) | w(da),

Ro
(19)
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with min {U"(z), U™ (z)} < ¢ < max{U"(x),U™(x)}. Using (H4) and the bound for U™ and
U™ again, we estimate the integral from (19) by

K [ [HU () = H(US" (2))| v(dx)

Ro

<K | e maxd{[US (2)], [US @) H U3 (2) = U (@) v(de),

T
<K CR <AD5(a:)efsT a(v)dv +/ p(r,x)efs “(“)d”dr> UM x) — UM (2)| v(dx).
Ro

s

Finally, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we arrive at

|fn(s’}/sn’an’Usn) _fn(svy;mvz;an;n)|

< f(saysna Z;L,G'(S, Usn)) - f(sv}/;m7zgn7é(37U;n))

1
T 2
L KC (\|AD5||2+ /0 In(r, ->||2dr) o — o

for Cy = Cy (cR/, fOT a(v)dv). Since f and G satisfy a Lipschitz condition, the above inequality
shows that also all f” applied to (Y™, Z",U") and (Y™, Z™,U™) behave like Lipschitz functions
with Lipschitz coefficients that do not depend on n or m.

Exploiting this property, very similar methods as the standard procedure used in [6, Proposition 2.2]
show that there exists a constant C' > 0 (only dependent on the Lipschitz coefficients of f) such that

Y™ = Y™, + 12" = 2712, g + U = U™

La(N)
T
< CE /
0

- (f(s’}/snv ng G(S, Ug))7

© <f(s,YS",Z;L,G(s,U§)), H"(U?(w),x)u(dx))
Ro
2

HWUQ(m),x)u(dx)) ds. (20)

Ro

The mean value theorem applied to the second variable of ¢ helps to estimate the latter term by
r 7 2
CE [ (0w (7.2 22.G(s,U7).9)]
0
2
X < |H(UZ (x)) min{1,n|z|} — H(UZ(x)) min{1, m|z|}| I/(dﬂ:)) ds
R
T ’ ~ )
= CE/ |Owe (f(s,YS, 22, G(s,UL)), )] (21)
0
2
X ( |H(UY (x))|| min{1,n|z|} — min{l, m|z|}| V(dx)> ds.
Ro

As in (18)-(19) above, we continue to estimate inequalities (20) and (21) similarly by

Y™ = Y™, + 12" = 271 + 10" = U™
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iy T 2
< CK2/</ CR! (Apg(x)efsT“(”)dv—i-/ p(r,x)el: “(”)dvdr>
0 R s
’ 2
x| min{1, n|z|} —min{l,m|x|}|y(daj)> ds (22)
T 2
< CKTC, (HAD§”2 +/ Hp(r,-)H2dr> < 00, (23)
0

where C = C (cR/, fOT a(v)dv). The last estimate allows us to use dominated convergence. Hence,
Y™ = Y™, 41127 = 270 + U = U2, 5y =0, as mon— oo,

because of limy, ;00 | min{1, n|z|} — min{1, m|z|}| = O for all z. This proves the existence of the
limits
Yy —Yy 7"——2 U"——U.
Sa Lo (W) La2(N)

Note that the triplet (Y, Z, U) obeys the same bounds as all (Y™, Z",U") do.

Step 2
It remains to show that (Y, Z, U) indeed solves the BSDE given by (¢, f):
By the convergence of (Y™, Z",U™) to (Y, Z,U), we know that for all ¢ € [0, T

T T
Y — Y, / Z AW, —» / Z.dWs,
L2 t L2 t

/ Ug(x)N(ds,dx) — Us(2)N(ds, dz),
}th} xRo Lo ]t,T] XRo

so three terms of the BSDE of (£, f") already converge to the respective terms of the one given by
(&, ).

The last term which needs to converge to the right limit is ftT f(s, Y™, Z™, U™)ds. Therefore consider

T T
/ fn(s7}/;n7Z;L7Ug-)ds - / f('S’}/S’ZmUS,')dS
t t

T — —
< /O |F(s, Y2, 22, G(5,U™)) — F(s, Ye, Zo,G(s,Uy)| ds
T
LK / H (U (), 2) — H(Us(2))]| (d)ds,
0 Ro

where the constant K is chosen in the same way as in the previous step, replacing H"", U™ by H,U.
Having (Y, Z",U™) and (Y, Z, U) estimated by the same bounds for all n € N, like in Step 4 of the
proof of Theorem 3.4, f acts as Lipschitz function and yields a constant C' with

T
/ |F(s, Y 27, G(s,U7)) — f(s,Ys, Z5,G(s,Us) | ds
0

T
< [ (¥ -Vl 4120 - 2]+ U7 - Ul ds 25
0 2
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The only term left is now
T
| @) - H. @) videds =
0 Ro

T
/0 A (H(U () min{1, nfe]} —H(Us(z))| v(dz)ds,

which approaches zero by a similar dominated convergence argument as in the inequalities (20) and
(22) replacing min{1, m|z|} by 1. Thus (Y, Z, U) solves the BSDE (¢, f).
Step 3
This final step shows uniqueness of solutions to this equation in the class S, X Loo(W) X Lo j(N).
Let (Y7, Z7,U7),j = 1,2 be two solution to the BSDE (¢, f) with bounds (R’,Q7,2R’) as in (9),
(10) and (11), and assume that A7 € Ly(v) such that |UZ(z)| < A (z) for the respective solution
processes.
We start, similarly to the last step (and to Step 4 from the proof of Theorem 3.4), to consider f as a
Lipschitz function. We look at the difference

‘90 <f(s,Y81’ ng Usl)v

W) ¢ (Fs. 2 22,09, [ #2a)mian)]

Ro RO

and estimate it by

[f(s. Y Z5,U9) = f(s, Y2, Z2,U2)| + K A [H(U; (z)) = H(UZ(2))| v(da).

The constant K is chosen similarly as in Step 1, here using the bounds for U' and U2. Assumption
(#4) and the mean value theorem now imply that the last term is smaller than

|f(s, Y, 20U — f(s, Y2, Z2,U2)]

LK /R earvare (UL@)] +U2(2)]) UL () — U2 ()| v(da).

By the bounds A', A2, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we arrive at the inequality
|[F(s, Y, 25,05) = f(s, Y, 28, U9))|
K [ e (A1) + 42@) [U}@) - V@) v(do)
0

< ‘f(37}217Z;7U§) - f(37}{927237Us2)‘ +KC2R1\/2R2”A1 + A2” HU; - US2

which shows that the standard procedure for Lipschitz generators (e.g. the one from [18, Proposition
4.2]) is applicable. The uniqueness of the solution then follows. U

Remark 4.3. The setting of Theorem 4.2 contains the example

0%

e —au—1

Hao(u) :=

(07

for some fixed o > 0. This type of generators appears in BSDEs related to utility optimisation, see
the work of Morlais [23 ] and Becherer et al. [8].
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5 Locally Lipschitz BSDEs and PDIEs

In this section we apply our results to the correspondence between Lévy-driven forward-backward
SDEs with locally Lipschitz generators and partial differential-integral equations (PDIEs). In the case
of Lipschitz generators this has been investigated before e.g. in [6] and [24], and in the Brownian
setting for locally Lipschitz generators in [11]. We recall the setting of [6] (in a one-dimensional
version) but relax the Lipschitz condition from there to a local Lipschitz condition:

Assume a generator function of the type
flw,t,y,2,u) = f(Pe(w), t,y, 2,u),
with
(i) f is Lipschitz in y and locally Lipschitz in (z, u),
(ii) f is non-decreasing in u,

(iii) f has a continuous partial derivative in the first variable bounded by K > 0, which is also
locally Lipschitz in (y, z, u).

Here, (' (v))¢,v)e[0,1]x= denotes a family of forward processes given by the SDEs
AW (v) = b(WL(v))ds + o (Wi(0)dWs + B(WL_(v), 2)N(ds,dx), s € [t, T],
with U! = v and the following requirements:

(iv) The functions b: R — R and o: R — R are continuously differentiable with bounded deriva-
tive.

(v) B: R x Ry — R is measurable, satisfies
1B8(¢,z)] < Ca(1Alz]), (¥,2) €R xRy

and is continuously differentiable in ¢y with bounded derivative for fixed x € Ry.

Define the partial differential-integral operator

—dwu(t,v) — Lu(t,v) — f(v, t,u(t,v), dyu(t,v), Bu(t,v)) = 0, (t,v)e€[0,T] xR,
u(T,v) = gv), veR, (24)

for a bounded, Lipschitz function g and the operator £ = 2 + £ given by
(v
Ao(w) = L 020(0) + b)0(0),
Ro0) = [ (plo+ B0, 2) = pl0) = Blu. )0, (0) v(do)
0
and the integral operator 5 given by

Bo(v) = /]R (p(v + B(v,2)) = @((v) K(z)v(dz).
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Denote by (Y (v), Z'(v), U(v, z)) the solution to the BSDE

T
Vi) = g(¥5(v)) +/ f (\Ifﬁ(v),ﬁ(v),Zﬁ(v),/}R Uf(vviﬂ)/i(iﬂ)V(diﬂ)) dr
. ) 0
- / 7t (v)dr — /} . Ut (v, 2)N (ds, dz), s € [t,T], (25)

for (t,v) € [0,T] x R.
For the notion of a viscosity solution we refer to [6, Section 3]. The following theorem is a one-
dimensional version of [6, Theorem 3.4], where the generator may be locally Lipschitz in (z, u).

Theorem 5.1. With the assumptions from this section, and the additional conditions (A2), (A3), (A6)
and

T 1/2
/0 < A |(r, ) — Dr,x\Ils”ioo()\@)p) I/(dﬂ:)) ds < oo and ||(r,x) — Dr,x‘I/TH%oo(A(@]p) € Ly(v),
0

(26)

the function
u(t,v) =Y (v), (t,v) €[0,T] xR,

with Y} (v) given by (25) is a viscosity solution to the PDIE (24).

Proof. By the consequences of Theorem 3.4, the solution (Y*(v), Z*(v), U*(v,x)) may be regarded
as solution to a Lipschitz BSDE provided that f satisfies (A1)-(A8). We show that this is indeed the
case.

The boundedness condition (26) on DW and the Lipschitz continuity and boundedness property of g
imply that (A1) is satisfied. Moreover, by the boundedness and differentiability assumption (in the
first variable) on f, (A5) is satisfied. The conditions (A2), (A3), (A6) were assumed and since f is
Lipschitz in y and locally Lipschitz in (z,u), also (A4) is satisfied.

In the present generator, the function g is given by g(¢,u) = u, thus f) is readily checked and (.48)
follows as f increases in .

Having verified (A1)-(A8), we may now assume that Y!(v) is a bounded solution to a BSDE with a
Lipschitz generator fitting the assumptions of [6, Theorem 3.4], which in turn guarantees that (¢, v) —
Y (v) solves (24). O

Remark 5.2. The conditions on f in this section were taken from [6] and may surely be relaxed for
Theorem 5.1 to hold. The proof of [6, Theorem 3.4] relies on the comparison theorem for BSDEs,
which is valid in a more general setting than required in [6], see e.g. Theorem 2.4. Note also that the
function k(x) = 1 A |z| can be generalised like in [6] to a function depending also on the forward
process, k(¥y(w), x), under suitable conditions.

We finish with an example where (26) is satisfied for D,. , ¥ with x = 0. For z # 0 it follows from
Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 that D, ,V is bounded if W is.
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Example 5.3. We have fort < r < s < T that
D, oV, = o(¥,)+ / b’(\Ilu)Dno\I/udu + / a'(\I/u)Drvo\I/uqu
—|—/ Oy B, _ 2)D, oW, N (du, dz)
|r,s]xRo

which implies that

DioW, = o(W,)exp ( / Wdu + / AW, —% / S(U/(\I/u))2du>

X H (1+ 0pB(¥y—,ALy)) exp < / &pﬁ(\llu,x)y(dx)du). (27)

r<u<s

We first check conditions to have the stochastic integral frs o' (U, )dW,, bounded from above. By It6’s
formula,

og(a(0.)) = togllo(w) + [ o'waw, + [Ty, )a
+% / (U)o (¥,) — (0! (U,))2du
+/ log(|o(Vy—) + B(¥y—,z)|) —log(|o(¥y_)|)]N (du, dz)
]r,s]xRo
/ [ [1oslo(wan) + 82 2)) - og(lo(w,))
Ro
U/(\I'u)
_a(\I/u) B(¥, ,w)]y(dx)d
so that
[UI(%)dWU - 1og<{2g;;>
NG AU AL N U,
" / [ - s (W) (%)]d

which is bounded from above if

* ¢l < o(V,) < cforallu € [t,T),for some c > 0,

o’ u 2 o’ u u
s ( (‘12’ ) (\CI,I(\%Z()\I/ ) _ %0(\11“)

)+ fRO o ))5(‘I’u,33) (dz) < forallu € [t,T),
for some ¢ > 0,



*B=>0.
Additional conditions that guarantee the boundedness of the right hand side of equation (27) are

* ' (W,) — M < c¢forallu € [t,T], for some ¢ > 0,

* =1 < 0yB(Vy,x) <0 forallue [t,T],
* — [o OpB(Vy, 2)v(dx) < &, forall u € [t,T), for some & > 0.
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A Appendix

Malliavin differentiability for Lipschitz generators

For the terminal value £ and the function f with

font ) = 1 (Xt [ gts.uta)eteian) )
Ro
we agree upon the following assumptions:
(Ag) £ € Dypo.

(Af)a) f: DI0,T] x [0,T] x R* — R is jointly measurable, adapted to (G;)sc[o,7) defined in (5),
and forall t € [0,7] and ¢ = 1,2,3, 3 0, f(x,t,n), and the functions

Rg = 77 = 877if(x7t777)
are continuous.
b) There exist functions kf € L1([0,T]), K¢ € Lo(W), such that

F(X.£,0,0,0)] < ky(t) + Kf(t), P-as.
¢) f satisfies the following Lipschitz condition: There exist nonnegative functions
a € Li([0,T]),b € La(]0,T]) such that for all ¢ € [0, T,
(Y, 2,u), (4, %,1) €R?

|f(X7t7y7 z,u) - f (X7t7g727&) | < (I(t)|y - g| + b(t)(|2ﬁ - Z| + |U - ,LNL|)
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d) Assume there is a nonnegative random field I' € Lo(A ® P ® m), and a nonnegative
pP € Ly(m) such that for all random vectors G = (G1,G2,G3) € (L) and for ae. t
it holds

|(Ds.of) (t,G)| < Tsa(t) + p£m|G|, P ® m-a.e.
where (D .. f) (t,G) = Do f(X,t,7) |1=c -

e) f(X,t,n) € Do forall (t,n) € [0,T] x R® and V¢t € [0,7],VN e N 3K, €
such that for a.a. w

VT]JN] S BN(O) :
(Do f(X.t,m)) (W) = (D.of (X, 7)) ()| o107 < Kv(w) ln =1,

where for D o f(X,t,1) we always take a progressively measurable version in .

p>1 LP

f) g :[0,T] x R — R is jointly measurable, g(¢,-) € C'(R) with g(¢,0) = 0, bounded
derivative |¢/(t,-)| < Lg, and k € La(v).
For similar results on differentiability of BSDEs with jumps in the Lévy case, see [14], [13] or [17].
The following result generalises [17, Theorem 4.4] and — up to the time delay — [14, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem A.1. Assume (A¢) and (A ). Then the following assertions hold.

(i) Form-a.e. (r,v) € [0,T] xR there exists a unique solution (Y™, Z"V U™") € Sy x La(W) X

Ls(N) to the BSDE

T
VU = Do+ / Fy (5, V00, 200 UTY) ds
t

T
- / 20 AW, — UTPN(ds,dx), 0<r<t<T,
t 1t, T xRo '
Yot o= ZP'=Uy"=0, 0<s<r<T, (28)
where © := (Y5, Zs, G(s,Us)) and
Feols,y,z,u) = (Drof)(s,05) + 0y f(s,05)y + 0:.f(s,05)2

10,f(5.0,) /R Bug (5, Us (0) Ju()s(v)(dv),

and for v # 0,

FT,U(Saya Zs 11) = (DT,vf)(X7 S, @S)
+f(X + ’U]l[r,T]y $,05 + (ya 2y G(S, Us + u))) - f(X + Uﬂ[r,T}a S, 65)

(ii) For the solution (Y, Z,U) of (8) it holds
Y, 7 € LQ([O,T];DLQ), U ¢ Lg([O,T] X Ro;DLg), (29)

and D, Y admits a cadlag version for m- a.e. (r,y) € [0,T] x R.

26



(iii) (DY, DZ,DU) is a version of (¥, Z,U), i.e. for m- a.e. (r,v) it solves
T
Dr,v}/t :Dr,vg + / Fr,v (87 DT,UYS) Dr,v287 DT,UUS) ds (30)
t

T ~
- / Dy ZsdWs — Dr,UUs(ﬂf)N(dS,dlE), 0<r<t<T.
t ]th]XRO

(iv) Setting D, ,Y;(w) := limp» Dy Y3 (w) for all (r,v,w) for which D, ,Y is cadlag and
D, Y, (w) := 0 otherwise, we have that

<(E[DT70YT|}-T—])TG[0,T]) is a version of(ZT),,E[O,T],

((E[Drvv}/;""FT_])TE[O,T],UERO) is a version Of(UT(U))re[O,T},UERO'

Proof of Theorem A.1

Let us start with a lemma providing estimates for the Malliavin derivative of the generator.

Lemma A.2. Let G = (G1,G2,G3) € (Lo)3 and ® = (&1, ®y, @3) € (L2(P ®@ m))3. If f satisfies
(Ay) it holds for P ® m-a.a. (w,r,v),v # 0, that

‘f(X + U]]-[T’,T]7t7 G+ CI)T’,U) - f (X7t7 G) ‘
< a(t) |q)1,7",v| + b(t)(|q>2,r,v|+|q)3,r,v|) + Fr,v(t) + p£U|G| (3D

Moreover, for G € (D1 2)? it holds f(X,t,G) € Dy 2 and

1Drof (X,t,G)| < a(t) | DryGi| + b(t)(|DrwGal + |DyuGs|) + Tru(t) + p2,|Gl, P ® m-a.e.
(32)

Proof. According to Lemma 2.2 we may replace X by X +v1 [, 7 and get from the Lipschitz property
(Ay) c) that

‘f(X + Uﬂ[r,T},ta G+ <I>r,v) - f(X+ Uﬂ[r,T}at, G)‘ <af(t) |<I>1,r,v| + b(t) (|<I>2,r,v| + |<I>3,r,v|)

for P ® m-a.e. (w,r,v) with v # 0. From (A ) d) one concludes then (31).
For v # 0 we apply Lemma 2.1 to get

Dr,vf (X7t7G) = f(X +U]]‘[7‘,T]7t7G +Dr,vG) - f(X7t7 G),

and hence (32) follows from (31). In the case v = 0, [17, Theorem 3.12] implies that under the
assumptions (A ) a) and (A ) e) the Malliavin derivative D, o f(X,t, G) exists and it holds that

Drof(X,t,G) = (Drof)(t,G) + 0y, f(X,t,G)DyoG1 + 0Oy, f(X, t, G) D, 0G2
+8773 f(Xv t) G)DT,0G3 (33)

for P ® M\-a.a. (w,r) € Q x [0,T7]. Relation (32) follows from conditions (A ) ¢) and d) using that
the partial derivative 0y, f(X,t,n) is bounded by a(t) and the derivatives 0y, f(X,t,n), i = 2,3 are
bounded by b(t). O
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Proof of Theorem A.1. The core of the proof is to conclude assertion (ii) which is done by an iteration
argument. To simplify the notation, in most places we do not mention the dependency of f on X.

(i) For those (r,v) such that D, ,& € Ly the existence and uniqueness of a solution (Y, Z™* U"")
to (28) follows from Theorem 2.3 since F}., meets the assumptions of the theorem.

By the a priori estimate shown in [18, Proposition 4.2], a solution to a BSDE satisfying (H 1) - (H 3)
depends continuously on the terminal condition, i.e. the mapping

Ly — La(W) x Ly(W) x Ly(N): ¢ = (¥, 25,U°)
is continuous. The existence of a jointly measurable version of
(YrU 200 U™, (o) € [0,T) x R

follows then by approximating D¢ (which is measurable w.r.t. (r,v).) by simple functions in Lo (P ®
m ). Joint measurability (for example for Z) in all arguments can be gained by identifying the spaces

Lg()\, LQ(P & m)) = Lg()\ RP® ]In)
The quadratic integrability with respect to (r,v) also follows from [18, Proposition 4.2] since £ €

]D)Lg.

(ii) We use the iteration scheme introduced in [25]. Starting in our setting with (Y0, Z° U?) =
(0,0,0), we get Y1 by taking the optional projection which implies that P-a.s.

T
Y+l E, (g +/ F(s, Y™, 2" G(s,UM)) ds> : (34)
t

The processes Z" 1, U™ one gets by the martingale representation theorem w.r.t. dW, + N (ds, dx)
(see, for example, [4]):

T
§—|—/ f(s, Y, Z2 G(s,UY)) ds (35)
0

T T
= E <§+/ f(s,Yf,Z?,G(s,Uf))ds) +/ ZM W +/ UMHN (ds, dz).
0 0 10,T]xRo

Step 1.
In this first step we will show convergence of the so defined sequence (Y, Z", U"™) — (Y, Z,U) in

LQ(W) X LQ(W) X LQ(N)
Equations (34) and (35) mean that

T T
v+ :§+/ f(s,YS“,ZQ,G(s,Ug))ds—/ ZMHaw, — UM N (ds, dz),
t t 1t,T]xRg

which can be considered as BSDE with a generator not depending on the y, 2z and u variables.
With AY"Hl = yn+2 _ yn+l and AY"™ = Y™+ — Y™ and similar notations for the Z and U
processes, we get, with the help of Itd’s formula (v € Ly([0,7]) will be determined later)

T
efot’Y(s)ds ‘Aytn-l-lf +/ efos ~y(T)dr (’Y(S) |AYSH+1‘2 + ‘AZg-l-l‘Z + ”U;H-1H2> ds
t
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T
= / elo 1O AY I (£ (s, Y, 20 G5, UZTY) = f(s, Y0, 20, G(s,UL))) ds - (36)
t
— M(t).
In this equation, M (t) consists of the stochastic integrals
T -
/ efo ’Y(T)d’r2AY8n+1AZ;L+1dWS +/ ((AU;L—H + AYZL-H)Z _ |AU;L+1|2) N(ds,d:n).
t 1t, T]xRo

By a standard procedure (see [18, Proposition 4.1] for the present setting), one concludes from
(Y™, Z", U™) € Ly(W) x Ly(W) x Lo(N) that Y"1 € S,. This fact, together with the Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality implies that EM (t) = 0.

We use conditions (Ag) c) and f) and apply Young’s inequality to the resulting terms to get

2JAY Y [ f(s, Y, Z0H G(s, UMY) — f(s, Y, Z2,G (s, UM))|
< 2|AY T (a(s)|AY| + (1 V Ly||s])b(s)(JAZZ| + [|AUZ]))

n|2 n||2
< (2 (a9 + 20 v LolelPo(e) vt 4 S javpp 4 ELLISELD),

The right hand side increases if we replace the factor & ( ) before |AY"|? by )H . Thus (36), after
using this inequality and taking expectations turns into

T
Eelo 7(s)ds |AY%n+1|2 +E/ ol ()T (’Y(S) |Ast+1|2 +AZMH? 4 HUS”HH2) ds
t

<E/ el < as) + (1V Ly|&])?b(s)*) | AV ?
n|2 n||2
AZE A,

+ (S) ‘AY”P 5

Setting v = 1+ 3a +2(1 V L,||||)?b* and omitting the first term of the inequality, we have for ¢t = 0
that

T
E/ el 1O (14 a(s)) AV 4 |AZIF 2 4 U2 ds
0
T
< 3B [l (1 a(s) AV + AZP + AU ds
0

The last inequality states that the sequence (Y, z"U ")n>0 is subject to a contraction in the Banach
space of all (g, z,u) € La(W) x La(W) x Lo(N), such that

H(gv z, ’L_L)H%—l—aﬁ = Hefo V(T)dT(

+ H fo ~(7) dT

< 0.

+ Hefd v(r)dr 2 :
W) La(N)

Lo (W)

This norm is stronger than \/H . H%Q(W) +1|- H%Q(W) + - Hiz(N) on this space, hence the Picard

iteration converges to the unique fixed point (Y, Z,U).
Step 2.
Our aim in this step is to show that Y™ Z™ and U" are uniformly bounded in n as elements of
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Ly(A; Dy ) and Lo(A ® v; Dy o), respectively. This will follow from (39) below.
We recall the notation for M and m from (4) and define for n > 0,

" zp, x =0,
Zt;c =
’ Ul(z), x=#0.

Given that Y, Z" € La(\;Dy ) and U™ € Lo(A ® v;D; ) one can infer that this also holds for
n+1: Indeed, (A) f) implies that G(s,U") € Dy 5 for a.e. s and

| DrwG(s, US| < Lgl[& ][ Dru US| (37)
From [17, Theorem 3.12] and Lemma A.2 we conclude that f(X,s, Y, Z}', G(s,U}')) € Dy 2. The

yLg
above estimate and (32) as well as the Malliavin differentiation rules shown by Delong and Imkeller

in [14, Lemma 3.1. and Lemma 3.2.] imply that Y"1 as defined in (34) is in Ly(A\; Dy 2). Then we
conclude that both stochastic integrals in (35) are in D 2 and [14, Lemma 3.3.] implies that for the
corresponding integrals one has Z" ! € Ly(); Dy o) and U e Ly(A®v; D1 2). Especially, we get
fort € [0,7] that P -a.e.

T
DY/ = Dyt / Dyof (X, 8,2, 20 G(s,U™)) ds
t

—/ D, Z" ' M (ds, dz), for m - a.a. (r,v) € [0,] x R,

6, T)xR '

D, Y™ = 0 form-a.a.(r,v) € (t7T] xR,

Dr,vzgjl = 0 form® u-a.a.(r,v,z) € (t,T] x R? (38)

Since by [4, Theorem 4.2.12] the process ( f}o xR DMZZ;IM(CZS, dz))
sion, we may take a cadlag version of both sides.
By It6’s formula, we conclude that for 0 < r < ¢t and 5 € L;([0,T1]) it holds

te(0.T]’ admits a cadlag ver-

T
efoTB(s)ds(Dr,vf)z _ ef(fﬁ(S)dS(Dr’UY%n—i-lﬁ_i_/ 5(s)efosﬁ('r)d-r(DanSn+1)2dS
t
T
9 / eJo DI [D, f (X8, Y] 22, G (s, UR)) | Dy Yo s
t
N / elo 52D, , YYD, , 27
1, TI]xR 7 7 ’

g (@) (Do Z55)? M (ds, d)

T / elo B (D, 772 dsp(de), P m- a.e.
16, TI]xR

By (32), the requirements of the a priori estimate [18, Proposition 4.1] are met, which shows that

E sup ‘Dth"H‘z < oo, P®m-ae.
t€[0,T

Thus, the integral w.r.t. M is a uniformly integrable martingale and hence has expectation zero. There-
fore, using (38), we have for 0 < u < t < T that

Eelo B(s)ds(p, Y12 4 K / elo 8 (p, Z ) dsp(dz)
Ir, T]xR
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< eld BOE(D, e +2/ el SOIE (D, f (X, 5, Y, 20, G(s,UM)) | Dy, YO ds

—E/ ﬁ fO d‘r( Yn-i-l) ds.

Similar as in Step 1 we estimate the integrand containing the generator. Here we use Lemma A.2 and
(37), and then again Young’s inequality:

2 ‘ [Dr,vf (X7 S, szn’ Z?) G(Sv Usn))]DT,U}/sn—iJ‘
< 2 ‘DT’,stn—H‘ (‘Fr,v(s)‘ + a(s) ‘Dr,stn‘ +b(s) (’DT’,UZ;L’ + Lg”"fH”Danan)

08, (17 + 1221 + Llsllluz ) )
< |Tra(s) P+ o2, 2 (Y22 + 12212 + U2I1?) + “|DMY"| + 51D, 22
1
+5 1D UL NP + (14 2a(s) + (1V Lgll[)* (3 + 2b(s !DMY”“|

Choosing 8 =2+ 3a + (1 V Ly||x||)*(3 + 2b?) leads to

T
E/ eJo BT (1 4 a(s)) |Dr,vY;"+l‘2 ds + E/ elo Alr)dr ‘DmZ?;lf m(ds, dz)
r IrTIxR
T T
< el PR D, £ +E / elo P |, ()2 ds
T S
LB PE / i S| (172 4| 202 4 lUm?) ds

1 T . .
+§<E / elo P (1 4 a(s)) | Dy, Y* ds +E / eJo Alrdr \Dr,vggﬁm(ds,d@).
r |r, TIxR

Since ||(Y", Z™, U")HL2(W)XL2(W)XL2(N) converges, we have that
T
Conp = supE [ (VI 4122 + UL s < o
>0 Jo

Finally, we use (38) to extend the integrals w.r.t. ds onto [0, 7], and conclude by an elementary ele-
mentary recursion inequality (see Lemma A.1 in [17]) that

T T
/0 o ﬁ(T)dTH(l +a(3))DstH%2(m®]P’)ds + /[0 . Refo B(T)dT||DZ?,:B||2L2(m®]P’)m(dS’dx)
x

<cp (HDSH%Q(P@m) + ”P”2L2()\®]P’®1m)> + Cﬁ”P ”LQ Csup  foralln € N. (39)

Step 3.
We now prove that

19 = Y™ e pgnsmy + 112 = P2 ooz = 0. n— oo (40)
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To show (40), one can repeat the above computations, now for the difference yt" - DmY;”H, to get

T
E / el PO B(s) (VI = Dy Y ds + B / elo PO (20t — D, 203" dsp(da)
r Ir,T]xR

T g
< E/ eJo B(T)do Vi — D, Y

X | Fro(8, V5", Z0 USY) — Dy f (5, Y, Z3, G(s,U))| ds. (41)

We first consider the case v = 0. By using Lipschitz properties of f (which also imply the bounded-
ness of the partial derivatives) and (33) it follows that

| Fro(s, V00, Z00,UP°) = Drof (s, Y, 22, G(s,UL)))
< a(s) [ V00 = DroY| +b(s) (|20° = DroZ | + Lyllsll[JU° — DU )
+‘y§’0| ‘ayf(sv Y:% Zs, G(Sv US)) - ayf(sv K@nv ng G(S, Usn))‘ + An(rv 8)7

where
Mr25) = ([(Drof)(s, Yo Z0s G5, U)) — (Dro ) (5. Y2 22, G, UD))
A(20r0(6) + 8o (1714 1l + 1221+ 1220+ Lyl (1071 + 101 )
+| 200110 fy(5, Y, Z5,Us) = 02 fo (5, Y3, 22, UL

iyl (!auﬂs, Vs Zo, G5, Us)) — Duf (5, Y 20 G, U™))| Lyl

#005) [l (02) = o/ (5. U] ).
Thus, using Young’s inequality again, and the fact that |0, f (X, s,7)| < a(s), we estimate
2| V0 — Do Y | Fro(s, V00, Z200,UL°) — Dy f (s, Y, 22, G(s,UL))|
by
(1+ 4a(s) + 21V L2||x])%b(5)%) | V20 — Dy oY+
+ A, s)? + (VP70 £ (5, Ve, Zsy G, Uy)) — 9, f(, Y7, 27, Gs, UD))|
45 (a) |90 Doo¥? [+ |25° — Do 22+ U® — Do)

We notice that C'(s) := 1+ 4a(s) +2(1V L§||/1H)2b(s)2 from the expression above is in L1 ([0, T7).
For the case v = 0, we set

T T
Op 1= E/ / eJo B(r)dr (‘y§’0|2|8yf(s,Ys, Zs,G(s,Us)) — 0y f (s, Y, Z3, G(s, US"))|
o Jo
+ (7, 3)2) drds
and are now in the position to infer relation (43) below for the r.h.s. of (41) by using the above

inequalities. The fact that
Op — 0 for n — 0o
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can be seen by Vitali’s convergence theorem taking into consideration that 5 € L;i([0,77]) and
E supyejo, 7] !J}[’O!z < oo; that (Y™, Z™, U™) converges to (Y, Z,U) in Ly(W) x Ly(W) x La(N);
that 9, f is continuous and bounded by the function a. For the convergence of the integral part contain-
ing A\, (r, s)*> we need additionally that  — (D,.of)(s,n) is continuous (which follows from (A f)
e)), that 0. f, 0, f are continuous and bounded by b, and that ¢’ is continuous and bounded by L,.
Thanks to the minimum in its first term, A, (7, s)? is uniformly integrable in n.

Now we continue with the case v # 0. We first realise that for a given € > 0 we may choose o > 0
small enough such that foralln > 1

T T .
E/ / / efO B(r)dr D}g,v B Dr,v}/gn—"_l‘
0 JOo J{v|<a}

X | Frp(s, V0% Z0UNY) — Dy o f (5, Y], 27, G(s,UL))| v(dv)drds < e. (42)
This is because from (31), (Af) d) and (32) we have that

[ Fra(s, V¥ 20 US)| <Tro(s) 4+ a(8)[ V5| +0(s) (25| + Lgllsll[[U]])
+ oy ([Ys] 125 + Ll wl1U11)

and
|Drof(5,YS", Z3,G(s,US))| <Trw(s) + a(s)|Drp Y| + 0(8)(| Dy Z5| + Lgll6l 1y () | DrwU"s 1)
+ o (1Y + 122 + Lol U2,

holds. Then, Young’s inequality and inequality (39) imply the boundedness of the integral in (42).
On the set {|v| > a} we use the Lipschitz properties (A f) c¢) and (A ) f) to get the estimate

| Fro(s, Y5, 200 UDY) — Dy o f (s, Y], Z1, G(s,U7))
< |FUX +olpg), s, Ys + V00 Zo + 200, G(s,Us + ULY))

—f (X + 0l s, Y + DoV 28 + Dy 2, G(s, U + Dy UL)) |
+|f (X, 8,Ys, Zs,G(s,Us)) — f (X, 8, Y], 27, G(s,UY)) |
a(s)| V9" = Do Y|+ b(s) [| 207 — Dro Z8| + Ly|l6ll U — Dy U]
+2a(s)|Ys = Y| + b(s) [|Zs — Z2| + Lyllsll|Us — UZ)].

IN

This helps us to estimate an integrated version of the r.h.s. of (41) for any n € N: Using Young’s
inequality once again, we arrive for v = 0 and v # 0 at

T T
E/ / efo B(T)dr ‘y;‘,v - D, vy*sn—l—l‘
r J[0,T]xR ’
X | Fy (8, V0% Z0USY) — Dyo f(5, Y, Z3, G(s,U))| m(dr, dv)ds

1 T r T T n n
< §E/ efo pr)d (a(s)”)ﬂs - DY:S ”%g(m) + ”Zs,. - DZS,.”%Q(H’H@M))CZS
T
+o({lo] = a]E / e ST (o(s)|Vy = VI + |12, — Z0 |2, )

T
+6,+e+E / elo BT 0 (5) |1V, — DY 17, (am) - (43)
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Choosing 8 = 1+ a(s) + C(s) in (41) and applying (43) leads to
fvara -
L2(P@A®m)
< e+Ch+3 <H\/ (1+a)(Y—-DY

+ HZ - DZ”+1“L2(]P’®(m)®2)

+ IZ - DZ" ||t ]P’®(1m)®2)>

L2(]P’®>\®
with
Cp = Cr(a)

T
= o +v({[v] 2 a})E/ e SO (a(5)[Y, = YIP+Zy, — 2213 )5

T

tending to zero if n — oo for any fixed a > 0. We now use the recursion inequality from ([17, Lemma
A.1]) and end up with

lim sup <H\/Wy DY

N 12— DZ"|’i2(P®(m)®2)> < 2.

n—00 LQ(]P’@A@
This implies (29) si H\/1 ( dH\/l ‘ > |- .
is implies (29) since ||/ (1 + a)Y L2(]P@)\@m< 00 an +a L2(Perem) [ [lL2(PeA@m)

Hence we can take the Malliavin derivative D, ,, of (8) and get (30) for 0 < r <t <Taswellas
T
0= Do+ [ Fru (5, D0 Yo Dy 2o, DU ds = Zy - /] o Deae M s, ), (44
r r,TIxR

for 0 <t < r < T. By the same reasoning as for D, , Y™ we may conclude that the RHS of (30) has
a cadlag version which we take for D, , Y.

(iii) This assertion we get by comparing (28) and (30) because of the uniqueness of (Y, Z,U).

(iv) For the discussion on the measurability of limy\ . D, ,Y; w.r.t. (,v,w) which is needed to take
the conditional expectation E[ - |F,._] we refer the reader to the proof of [17, Theorem 4.4]. The as-
sertion follows then from comparing (30) with (44) and the uniqueness of solutions. If the predictable

projections ((DT,OYT)re[O T]) and P ((Dnvyr)re[o 7] veRo> exist, this has the benefit that one
has jointly measurable processes which are unique up to indistinguishability. O
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