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Abstract

We solve the Skorokhod embedding problem for a class of stochastic processes satisfying
an inhomogeneous stochastic differential equation (SDE) of the form dA; = u(t, A;) dt +
o(t, Ay) dW;. We provide sufficient conditions guaranteeing that for a given probability
measure v on R there exists a bounded stopping time 7 and a real a such that the solution
(A;) of the SDE with initial value « satisfies A; ~ v. We hereby distinguish the cases where
(A;) is a solution of the SDE in a weak or strong sense. Our construction of embedding
stopping times is based on a solution of a fully coupled forward-backward SDE. We use the
so-called method of decoupling fields for verifying that the FBSDE has a unique solution.
Finally, we sketch an algorithm for putting our theoretical construction into practice and
illustrate it with a numerical experiment.
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1 Introduction

Let v be a probability measure on R, let i, 0 : [0,00) x R — R be continuous in both arguments
and let (A;);>0 be a stochastic process satisfying the inhomogeneous stochastic differential equa-
tion (SDE)

dA4; = M(t,At) dt + O'(t,At)th, (1.1)

where W is a Brownian motion. In this article we consider the Skorokhod embedding problem
(SEP) for v in (A;). More precisely, we provide sufficient conditions on y, o and v guaranteeing
the existence of a stopping time 7 and a real number a such that the solution of the SDE (1.1,
in a weak or strong sense, with initial condition Ay = a satisfies A, ~ v.
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We solve the embedding problem by reducing it to the forward-backward stochastic differ-
ential equation (FBSDE)

Xé(;l) = 1 Wy

@_ o e 2
XS( | =+ o 02(X7(<.2)),YT+X£3))(d: ) (1.2)
3 s 2 3 Z: .
XS = I'(3) + SO /’L(XT 7YT‘ + XT' )mdr

Vo= g(xi") - xi —§, Z.aw,

for s € [0,1] and (™), 2(®), 2®3)) € R3, where ¢ is a real function chosen such that g(W;) ~ v.
Notice that the FBSDE (1.2)) is fully coupled, i.e. the second and third forward equation depend
on the solution components Y and Z of the backward equation; and, vice versa, the backward
equation depends on the forward components X") and X,

It is a longstanding challenge to find conditions guaranteeing that a fully coupled FBSDE
possesses a solution. Sufficient conditions are provided e.g. in [20], [26], [23], [28], [10[, [21]
(see also references therein). The method of decoupling fields, developed in [12] (see also the
precursor articles [22], [13] and [21]), is convenient for determining whether a solution exists.
A decoupling field describes the functional dependence of the backward part Y on the forward
component X. The decoupling field for the particular FBSDE (1.2) is, roughly speaking, a
function v such that for all s € [0, 1]

u(s, XV, Xx@ xB)) =y, (1.3)

Under some nice conditions on the parameters of the FBSDE, there exists a maximal non-
vanishing interval possessing a solution triplet (X,Y, Z) and a decoupling field with nice reg-
ularity properties. The method of decoupling fields consists in analyzing the dynamics of the
decoupling field’s gradient in order to determine whether the FBSDE has a solution on the
whole time interval [0, 1].

We use the method of decoupling fields to prove that, under some suitable conditions on ,
o and g, the FBSDE has a unique solution on [0, 1] for every initial value. By using the
particular solution with initial value (z("),2(?), (3)) = 0, we then construct a weak solution of
the SDE (I.I) and a stopping time 7 embedding v. Indeed, the second component X (? of the
forward part in (1.2) can be interpreted as a random time change. One can show that the time
change is invertible, say with inverse clock ~(¢). Moreover, there exists a filtration (G;) and a

(G¢)-Brownian motion B such that, first, XfQ) is a (G;)-stopping time and, second, under the
inverse clock the solution component Y together with B solve the SDE (I.1I) in a weak sense.
By the very construction the time changed process Y at sz) is equal to g(W7), and hence

X 52) is a stopping time embedding v into a weak solution of (IL.1).

In a further step we characterize the embedding stopping time sz) in terms of a four
dimensional Lipschitz SDE driven by the constructed Brownian motion B. The SDE establishes
a mapping from the paths of B to X (2), and hence allows to find stopping times embedding v
into strong solutions of the SDE (I.1).

A major idea of our approach for solving the SEP is to change the time of a stochastic process
that has the wanted distribution at the deterministic time 1. This idea goes back to Bass [4]
who solves the SEP for Brownian motion. Indeed, our approach generalizes Bass’s solution
method. If x is zero and o constant equal to one, then the component X ®) of vanishes
and the solution part Y of the backward equation coincides with the martingale of conditional
expectations of g(1W;), which is the process used by Bass. Moreover, the time change X ()
coincides with the quadratic variation of Y, the time change used in [4]].

The time change idea has been employed in several further articles. In [2] the solution
of a quadratic BSDE is time changed in order to solve the SEP for the Brownian motion with
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drift. The FBSDE (I1.2) simplifies to the BSDE of [2] if A is a Brownian motion with drift. [1]]
uses a time change argument to construct stopping times embedding a given distribution into
a stochastic process solving a homogeneous SDE. In [14] a fully coupled FBSDE is solved and
then time changed to obtain a stopping time embedding a distribution into a Gaussian process
satisfying an SDE with deterministic coefficients. [14] also relies on the method for decoupling
fields for proving existence of a solution of the FBSDE.

There are more recent articles that are inspired by or related to Bass‘ time-change approach
for solving the SEP for the Brownian motion. E.g. the article [5] proves optimality of the Bass
solution, among all solutions of the SEP for Brownian motion, for some minimization problems
formulated in terms of associated measure-valued martingales. [11] solve the SEP for a class
of Levy processes via an analytic approach and by extending Bass’ time-change arguments. The
process of conditional expectations of g(Xfl)), used by Bass, is shown in [30] to minimize a
martingale transport problem.

To the best of our knowledge there do not exist any articles that consider the SEP for general
inhomogeneous diffusions of the type (I.I). There are various contributions to the SEP for
homogeneous diffusions. The article [27] classifies the distributions that can be embedded
into homogeneous diffusions. The survey [25] collects results on the SEP, including results for
homogeneous diffusions. We remark that in the homogeneous case where the coefficients of
the SDE (I.I) do not depend on time, the FBSDE can be decoupled. We explain this in
Section [8 below.

The manuscript is organized as follows: In Section[2lwe present our main results. In Section
we explain the decoupling fields technique. In Sections [4] and [5 we compute the dynamics
of the decoupling field gradient process and derive some estimates allowing to conclude the
existence of an FBSDE on the whole interval. In Sections [6] and [7] we present the weak
and strong solution for the SEP. Illustrative numerical results can be found in Section (8

2 Main results

Our goal is to solve the Skorokhod embedding problem (SEP) for a stochastic process A solving
the SDE (I.1). More precisely, for a given probability measure v on R we aim at finding an
integrable stopping time 7 and a real a such that the solution A of (I.I), in a weak or strong
sense, with intial condition Ay = a fulfills A, ~ v. Let F, be the cumulative distribution
function of v. We set

g:=gqy ::Flfloq),

where & is the cumulative distribution function of the standard normal distribution and F*
the right-continuous generalized inverse of F,. In the following, for a differentiable function
f: R™ — R we denote by d,, f its partial derivate with respect to the ith coordinate.

Assumption 2.1. Let g, u and o be differentiable, 0 > ¢ > 0 and ¢, %, Qpp Qapt 210 g el gs

ag ag 7
‘9‘;7" be bounded. Furthermore, let

0 Ogpt — 2040 - |1 1

0,z) > —72“9/“30 2.1

inf 3
(0,2)eR4 xR o

and one of the following conditions be satisfied:
i) 0,0=0
ii) Ouo0 20,2010 -4 —0-0iu =0 or

iii) 0go <0, 20,0 1 — 0 - Ayt < 0.



Our main results are the following theorems.

Theorem 2.2. Let Assumption [2.1] be satisfied. Then there exists a complete filtered probability
space (2, F, (Gt)i=0, P), a (G;)-Brownian motion (By), a bounded (G;)-stopping time T and a real
number a such that for the strong solution A of the SDE (1.1 with driving Brownian motion B
and initial condition Ag = a we have A, ~ v. Furthermore, T can be chosen such that

2 1 O Ogpt — 20,0 - 4 -1
<e” + 2min < 0, inf (0, x) a.s. (2.2)
lg'l1% (0,2)eR4+ xR o3

Remark 2.3. In the following we refer to the tupel ((G;), (Bt),,a) as a weak solution of the SEP.

Theorem 2.4. Let Assumption 2. 1] be satisfied and assume furthermore that o, % the first, second
and third derivatives of g, p and o are bounded. Let B be a Brownian motion on a probability
space (2, F, P) and denote by (F;) the augmented Brownian filtration. Then there exists a € R
and a bounded (F;)-stopping time 7 satisfying (2.2) such that for the strong solution A of the SDE
(11D with driving Brownian motion B and initial condition Ag = a we have A, ~ v.

Remark 2.5. We refer to the pair (7,a) as a strong solution of the SEP.

Remark 2.6. Note that the combination of Assumption [2.1l1and o being bounded already implies
that p is bounded as well.

Remark 2.7. We now comment on Assumption 2.1] In particular, we relate the assumption to
some conditions appearing in the literature that have been shown to be sufficient for a bounded
solution of the SEP to exist.

a) The assumption that ¢' is bounded entails that there exists a compact set outside of which
the tails of v are dominated by the tails of a normal distribution. If, as in Theorem 2.4] we
additionally have that ¢’ is bounded from below by a positive constant, then the tails of v also
dominate the tails of a normal distribution. For a precise statement, see Lemma [A.1] in the
appendix.

Furthermore, observe that the left hand side of Condition (Z1)) is equal to 0, (£) and in the
cases ii) and iii) the term 20,0 - ju — o - Oy equals —o30; (L5); hence Assumption 2.1]imposes
conditions on the growth of 4.

b) Theorem 3.1 in [3] states that the boundedness of ¢’ is sufficient for the SEP for the BM, possibly
with a constant drift, to possess a bounded solution. Notice that for 0 = 1 and constant p
Inequality (2.2) simplifies to

7 < g%

and hence coincides with the estimate on the embedding stopping time provided in Theorem
3.1 in [3]. Moreover, observe that if o and . are constant, then all the other properties of
Assumption 2. 1] are satisfied trivially.

c) The ratio on the left-hand side of (2.1) is equal to 0, (0—“2) Thus, (2.1) is somewhat weaker than
requiring that £ is non-decreasing in x. For some mean-reversion processes, e.g. the Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process, 0, (0—“2) is unbounded from below. A mean reversion effect can imply that
at any time the tails of the diffusion A are lighter than the tails of v; in this case v can not be
embedded into A in bounded time.

A condition related to (2.1) appears in Theorem 6 of the article [1] studying the SEP in the
special case where 1w and o do only depend on x. The theorem states that if —%" + o’ is non-
increasing and %;) is bounded, then there exists a bounded solution of the SEP. Note that if, in
addition, o is constant, the assumption of Theorem 6, [11], coincides with our Assumption 2.1}

4



d) In [14] the authors consider the special case when p, o do not depend on a, but on time only. To
obtain weak solutions for the SEP using the FBSDE approach the authors of that work assume

that o is bounded away from zero as well as that ¢’ and ¢’ are bounded, where ¢'(r) = (i(gi%ll((%

and where H~! is the inverse of the mapping t — SS 02(s)ds. This boundedness of §'(r) is
equivalent to our assumption that 5 is bounded.

In order to derive Theorem [2.2] and we consider the FBSDE (1.2). To this end let W
be a Brownian motion on a probability space (€2, F,P) and denote by (F;):>o the associated
augmented Brownian filtration. In Section [4] and [5l we show that under Assumption [2.1] there
exists a unique solution of the FBSDE (1.2 with initial condition (Xél),Xéz),Xé3)) = (0,0,0).
We then use this solution and a time transformation to prove Theorem [2.2] (see Section[@land in
particular Theorem [6.1)). More precisely, we construct a filtration (G;), a (G;)-Brownian motion
(B¢), a bounded (G;)-stopping time 7 and find a real number a such that for the strong solution
A of the SDE (I.I) with driving Brownian motion B and initial condition Ay = a we have
A ~ .

In order to find a strong solution of the SEP, we transform the FBSDE via a time change
into an SDE driven by the new Brownian motion B. The new SDE allows to characterize the
stopping time 7 as a path functional of B, and hence to prove Theorem [2.4] (see Section[/]and
in particular Theorem [7.1] and Proposition [Z.7).

In Section [§ we show that solving the system

x® (3)
Y +x!
W j ) deP)
2
X@ _ f Z; dr
0 0.2( (2) Y +X(3))
@ _ (" x@ 3) z;
Xs = IU’(XT‘ ) Y;“ + Xr ) - dr
0 o2(X\), Y, + X))
1
Y, =g(W1) — Xf?’) - f Zy AW, (2.3)

for all s € [0, 1] and setting 7 := X {2) also yields a strong solution. Furthermore, we propose a
scheme, based on the system (2.3)), to numerically simulate a solution of the SEP (see Section
8).

In the next section we recall some facts concerning decoupling fields and explain the method
we use for proving the existence of a unique solution for the FBSDE (1.2)).

3 The method of decoupling fields

In this section we briefly summarize the key results of the abstract theory of Markovian decoup-
ling fields, we rely on later in the paper. The presented theory is derived from the SLC theory
(standing for Standard Lipschitz Conditions) of Chapter 2 of [12] and is proven in [14].

We consider families (M, X, f) of measurable functions, more precisely

M :[0,T] x R" x R™ x R™*¢ — R™,
¥ :[0,T] x R™ x R™ x R™*4 — R™*4,
f:]0,T] x R™ x R™ x R™*¢ — R™,
where n,m,d € N and T' > 0. Let further (2, 7, P) be a probability space with a d-dimensional

Brownian motion (W;)[o,r] and denote by (F).c[o,r] the augmented Brownian filtration.
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For z € R™ and measurable ¢ : R™ — RR™ we consider the FBSDE

¢ t
X = achJ M(S,XS,YS,ZS)ds+j ¥(s, X, Ys, Zs) AW
0 0
T

T
Y;=£(XT>+f f(s,Xs,Ys,Zs)dsf Z,dw,.
t t

The aim is to study existence and uniqueness properties of the above FBSDE. The basic idea
is to find a "good” function w such that Y; = w(t, X;), thereby establishing a pathwise relation
between the processes X and Y.

Note that contrary to Chapter 2 of [[12] we allow deterministic mappings M, 3, f and
¢ :R™ — R™ only. In this, so-called Markovian, case we can somewhat relax the Lipschitz con-
tinuity assumptions of Chapter 2 of [[12] and still obtain local existence together with unique-
ness. What makes the Markovian case so special is the property

”ZS = u$(87XS) : E(Svav st ZS)”

which comes from the fact that u will also be deterministic. This property allows us to bound
Z by a constant if we assume that ¥ and u, are bounded. This boundedness of Z in the
Markovian case motivates the following definition, which allows to develop a theory for non-
Lipschitz problems.

For a stochastic process A : Q x I — R”, where I is an interval in [0,7] and N € IN, we
introduce the norm

[Alloo, 1 := esssup( yerxa [As ()]

with regard to the product measure A x P and for a function f : I x RY — RM™ with N, M € N
we define

[ flloo,1 := sup sup [f(s,-)].

sel xzeRN

We simply write |A|w ¢, and ||f|w ¢, if I = [¢1,7] and |A|s and | || if 7 = [0,T7].

Definition 3.1. Let £ : R™ — R™ be measurable and let t € [0,T]. We call a function u :
[t,T] x R" — R™ with u(T,-) = £ a Markovian decoupling field for (£, (M,X, f)) on [t,T] if
forall ty,ty € [t,T] with t; < ty and any Fy, - measurable X, : Q — R™ there exist progressive
processes X,Y, Z on [t1,to] such that

© Xo =Xy + 1§, M(r,X,.,Y,, Z,)dr + §] B(r, X, Y,, Z,) AW, as.,
* Y, =Y, 2 f(r. X, Y, Zp)dr — 2 Z,dW, s,
* Y, =u(s, Xs) as.

for all s € [t1,t2] and such that |Z| 4, 4,) < o holds. In particular, we want all integrals to be

well-defined and X,Y, Z to have values in R™, R™ and R™*? respectively.

Furthermore, we call a function u : (t,T7] x R™ — R™ a Markovian decoupling field for

(&, (M, X, f)) on (t,T] if u restricted to [t',T] is a Markovian decoupling field for all t' € (¢, T).
We refer to the stated property that Yy = u(s, Xs) a.s. as the decoupling condition.

In the following we work with weak derivatives. This allows us to obtain variational differ-
entiability (i.e. w.r.t. the initial value x € R™) of the processes X, Y, Z for Lipschitz (or locally
Lipschitz) continuous M, ¥, f, . We start by fixing notation and giving some definitions:

If z € R™*? or x € R"*4, the expression |z| denotes the Frobenius norm of the linear
operator z, i.e. the square root of the sum of the squares of its matrix coefficients.

We denote by S"! := {x € R"||z| = 1} the (n — 1) - dimensional sphere. If x € R"*" or
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r e R™" or z € R™*" or x € R 9", we define |z, := |z - v| for all v € S"~1, where - is
the application of the linear operator x to the vector v such that z - v is in R” or R™ or R"™*¢ or
R™*4 respectively. We refer to sup,cgn-1 ||, as the operator norm of z.

For a measurable map £ : R” — R™ we define

L¢ := inf {L =>0|[&(x) — £(x')| < Llx — ac'| for all z, 2’ € IR"},

where inf (F := c0. We also set L¢ := o0 if £ is not measurable. L¢ < oo implies that ¢ is Lipschitz
continuous. For amap u : [¢t,T] x R" — R™ we define Ly, := supet, 1] Lu(s,)-

Now, consider a mapping X : M x A — R, where (M, A, p) is some measure space with
finite measure p and A < R is open, N € IN. We say that X is weakly differentiable w.r.t. the
parameter \ € A, if for almost all w € M the mapping X (w,-) : A — R is weakly differentiable.
This means that there exists a mapping 0y X : M x A — R'¥ such that

f SN X (w, \) dA — —f X (w0, N (M) d, 3.1)
A A

for any real valued test function ¢ € C°(A), for almost all w € M. In particular, X (w,-) and
the weak derivative 0)X (w,-) have to be locally integrable for a.a. w. This of course includes
measurability w.r.t. A for almost every fixed w.

We remark that weak differentiability for vector valued mappings is defined component-
wise. We refer to Section 2.1.2 of [12]] for more on weak derivatives.

Note that if L, , < oo is satisfied and, therefore, v is Lipschitz continuous in x then u is
weakly differentiable in z (see e.g. Lemma A.3.1. of [12]) and even classically differentiable
almost everywhere. If not otherwise specified we refer to d,u : [t,T] x R" — R™*" as the
particular version of the weak derivative which is identical to the classical derivative in all
points for which a classical derivative exists and is zero in all other points. See for instance the
statement and proof of Lemma A.3.1. of [12] for details.

We denote by Ly; , the Lipschitz constant of ¥ w.r.t. the dependence on the last component
z (and w.r.t. the Frobenius norms on R”*¢ and R"*%), by which we mean the minimum of all
Lipschitz constants or co in case ¥ is not Lipschitz continuous in z. In case Ly, , < co we denote
by Lilz = ﬁ the value ﬁz if Ly, . > 0 and oo otherwise.

We write E; [ X] for esssup E[X|F] in the following definition:

Definition 3.2. Let u : [t,T] x R" — R™ be a Markovian decoupling field to (¢, (M, %, f)). We
call u weakly regular, if L, , < Lilz and supep, 1) |u(s, 0)| < oc.

Furthermore, we call a weakly regular u strongly regular if for all fixed t1,t5 € [t,T], t1 < to,
the processes X,Y, 7 arising in the defining property of a Markovian decoupling field are a.e.
unique for each constant initial value X;, = x € R"™ and satisfy

t2
sup Epy oo Xs* 1+ sup By oo[[Vs*] + Bty 0 [f \ZS|2ds] <o YreR"™ (3.2)
SE[tl,tQ] SE[tl,tQ] t1

In addition X,Y,Z must be measurable as functions of (z,s,w) and even weakly differentiable
w.rt. € R" such that for every s € [t1,t2] the mappings X and Y are measurable functions of
(xz,w) and even weakly differentiable w.r.t. = such that

2
< o0,
v
esssupgern SUpP  sup [y o
peSn—1 SE[tl,tQ]

essSUpPgern SUP  sup [y o Ua—st

vesSn—1 SE[tl ,tz]

< o,

9
ox

2

¢ ds] < oo, (3.3)

27z,
ox

to
essSUPgern SUP Lt o0 [f
t

pesn—1 1



where S" 1 is the (n — 1) - dimensional sphere.

We say that a Markovian decoupling field uw on [t,T] is strongly regular on a subinterval
[t1,t2] < [t,T] if u restricted to [t1,t2] is a strongly regular Markovian decoupling field for
(u(t27 ')7 (M7 X, f))

Furthermore, we say that a Markovian decoupling field u : (t,T] x R™ — R™

* is weakly regular if u restricted to [t', T] is weakly regular for all t’ € (¢, T],

* is strongly regular if u restricted to [t',T] is strongly regular for all t' € (¢, T

For the following class of problems an existence and uniqueness theory is developed:
Definition 3.3. We say that &, M, X, f satisfy modified local Lipschitz conditions (MLLC) if

* MY, f are

— Lipschitz continuous in x, y, z on sets of the form [0, T]x R x R™ x B, where B < R™*¢
is an arbitrary bounded set

— and such that |M(-,0,0,0)|c0, [ £(-,0,0,0) o, |Z(, -, 0) o0, Ly, » < 00,
« &:R™ — R™ satisfies L¢ < Ly

The following natural concept introduces a type of Markovian decoupling field for non-
Lipschitz problems (non-Lipschitz in z), to which nevertheless standard Lipschitz results can be
applied.

Definition 3.4. Let u be a Markovian decoupling field for (£, (M,3, f)). We call u controlled in
z if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all t1,ty € [t,T], t1 < to, and all initial values
Xi,, the corresponding processes X,Y, Z from the definition of a Markovian decoupling field satisfy
|Zs(w)| < C, for almost all (s,w) € [t,T] x Q. If for a fixed triple (t1,t2, Xy, ) there are different
choices for X,Y, Z, then all of them are supposed to satisfy the above control.

We say that a Markovian decoupling field u on [t,T] is controlled in z on a subinterval
[t1,t2] < [t,T] if u restricted to [t1,t2] is a Markovian decoupling field for (u(ta,-), (M, %, f))
that is controlled in z.

Furthermore, we call a Markovian decoupling field on an interval (s, T] controlled in z if it is
controlled in z on every compact subinterval [t,T] < (s,T] (with C possibly depending on t).

Definition 3.5. Let I} < [0,T] for (¢,(M,X, f)) be the union of all intervals [t,T] < [0,T]

max —

such that there exists a weakly regular Markovian decoupling field u on [t,T].

Theorem 3.6 (Existence and uniqueness on a maximal interval, Theorem 3.21 in [14].). Let
M, ¥, f,& satisfy MLLC. Then there exists a unique weakly regular Markovian decoupling field u on

IM . This u is also controlled in z, strongly regular and continuous.
: M M M M
Furthermore, either I\, = [0,T] or I, = (i, T, where 0 < t% < T.

Existence of weakly regular decoupling fields implies existence and uniqueness of classical
solutions:

Lemma 3.7 (Theorem 3.18 in [14].). Let M, X, f, & satisfy MLLC and assume that there exists a
weakly regular Markovian decoupling field u on some interval [t,T'].
Then for any initial condition X; = x € R" there is a unique solution (X,Y, Z) of the FBSDE on
[t,T] such that
sup E[|X4|?] + sup E[|Yi]*] + | Z]|oos < 0.
s€(t,T] s€(t, T

The following result basically states that for a singularity ¢t} to occur d,u has to "explode"

at tM It is the key to showing well-posedness for particular problems via contradiction.

min*
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Lemma 3.8 (Lemma 3.22 in [14].). Let M, Y, f, & satisfy MLLC. If IM = (tM. T, then

min’

t}g‘? Lute) = L

min

where u is the unique weakly regular Markovian decoupling field from Theorem

In the following sections we will use the aforementioned theoretical results to study the
solvability and regularity of system (1.2). This FBSDE naturally implies parameter functions
M, f and £ such that n = 3, d = m = 1 and T' = 1. Note that in our case f vanishes, while
¥ is, in some sense, degenerate. We have Ly, = 0 and Lglz = oo. Our aim is to rigourously

conduct the following steps and arguments: Considering the maximal interval I associated
with our problem, we employ Theorem [3.6] to obtain a decoupling field u on an arbitrary non-
empty interval [t,T] < IM such that u is Lipschitz continuous in = with a Lipschitz constant
possibly depending on ¢. By studying the object d,u (s, Xs) we derive a bound for the Lipschitz
constant of u which is independent of ¢. The final step is to use LemmaBIS]to conclude that the
case IM = (tM | T] cannot be fulfilled and hence, by Theorem 3.6, I}/ = [0, T] must hold,

which means that our FBSDE has a solution.

max -

4 Gradient dynamics of the decoupling field

In this section we investigate the dynamics of the spatial gradient of the decoupling field for the
FBSDE (1.2). Based on the findings of this section we will derive, in the subsequent section, a
uniform bound for the Lipschitz constant of the decoupling field.
Let g, 1 and o be differentiable, 0 > ¢ > 0 and ¢/, %, ‘22“, 60“2“, %2 a5 well as a‘jTU be bounded.
It is straightforward to verify that the associated FBSDE satlsﬁes (MLLC) such that the theory
of the previous section is applicable. By Theorem [3.6] the maximal interval 1% contains an

max

interval [t,1] with ¢ < 1. Let z € R? and denote by X = (X, X® X@)T 7V the solution
of the FBSDE (1.2)) on [t, 1] with initial condition (Xt(l),Xt(Q) , Xt(?’)) = x. Moreover, denote by u
the decoupling field associated to the FBSDE (1.2). From Theorem [3.6] we also know that the
partial derivatives 0, u, 0z,u, 0z, u and the process Z are bounded on [¢,1].

For shorter notation we define for all s € [¢, 1]

DY 4 XO), pm XD, 5 XO),
Ot.g 1= atJ(Xng),Ys + X§3)), Oas 1= an(X§2),Y; + X§3)),
( (

and
ugl) = aac1u(37 Xél) ) Xs(2) ) Xég))7
ul® = dpyu(s, XV, X@ XO),
ugg) = amgu(s’ XS) ’ XéQ) ’ X‘gg))

In the following we refer to u¥), u(?), 43 as the gradient processes associated to the inital value
x at time ¢t. The next result describes the dynamics of the gradient processes. For its derivation
we first argue that the processes are It0 processes and then match the coefficients appropriately.
In contrast to the approach of [14], we do not explicitly compute the dynamics of the inverse
of the Jacobi matrix of X.



Lemma 4.1. Let g, u and o be differentiable, o > ¢ > 0 and ¢/, 5, %‘2’1, %“2’% aﬁT" as well as ‘9‘;7" be
bounded. Then the gradient processes uV), u(?) and u(3) have the dynamics

! 22 a,r a,r ! > ol
) =gt (X0) + [ a0 % (o9 (o 2,222 ) — 2 %22 Y ar— [ 20 e,

s r Or
1 2 2 1
i = [ L (4 ) 22 (%@ T (o ) ar - [ 20 aW,
s Oy 0y \ Or Or s
1 72 o L ~
u® = 14 f <u£3> + 1) = (ugf”) fias — 2200 <u§?> +u® u)) dr — f Z®aWw,, (4.1
S Ur T S
forall s € [t,1], where Z1), Z2), ZO) are locally square integrable processes. Moreover, the process
~ s 7.
Wg = W5 — j 2— (ug) + ug,?’)ur) dr
t oy

0, X 0, x 0, x Y
02 X5 1= 811X§2) é’xQXS(Q) 813X§2)
00 X 0, X 0, xPY
X1 S T2 S T3 S
is invertible for every s € [t, 1] almost surely.

Proof. For ' = (o, 2h,2%)" € R?, y, 2 € R we define

0 1
2
M (2')y,2) = m ) , =10
p (o, y + 25) i 0
and
€ (') 1= (et —
Then . i
X, :x+j M(XT,}/T,ZT)dr+j S dw,
t t
and

1
Y, =& (X1) f Z, AW,

S

Now, define a stopping time 7 via
7 :=inf{s € [t,1]| det (0, X5) < 0} A 1.

Notice that 7 > ¢ since det(d,X;) = 1. For all s € [t,7) we have that 0, X is invertible with
(0. X)) ! being an Itd process. By setting

Us := 0zu (s, Xs) = ( Oy Uy Ogolly,  Opgll )(s,XS)
which is the gradient process we get
amY:e = Us . ame

for all s € [t,7) by the chain rule in Lemma A.3.1 in [12]]. Hence, U, = 0,Y; - (0,X,)~! is an Itd

process and thus there exist (b;) and (Z) such that

US=U1+f brdrf Z, dW,

S S

10



forall s € [¢t, 7).
For the following we also introduce for an Itd process I, = Iy + §; i, dr + §; j, dW, the two
operators D! and D" defined via (D I); := i, and (D" I), := js. Using this notation we have

0.2 = D" 0, Y,
= D" (Us - 0, Xs)
=Us - DY 0, X, + DV U, - 0. Xs.
Since D" 9, X = 0, we further obtain 0,7 = Z, - 0, X and thus we get
Zs = a:1:Zs : (axXS)_l
for all s € [¢t, 7). Also,

Oz [M (X5, Ys, Zs)]
= amM (Xs,Y:G, Zs) a:13)(3 + ay]\4 (Xs,Y:% Zs) amY:e + azM (Xsa YSa Zs) ast
= a$M (X871/t97 Zs) ast + ayM (X37Yt97 Zs) Usast + azM (X57 Ysa Zs) Zsaasz

and
0=D"0,Y, = D (Us0,Xs) = —bs - 0:Xs + Us - 0 [M (X5, Ys, Zs)]

yielding
by = Uy |0 M (X, Vs Z) + 0,M (X, Vi, Z0) Uy + 0:M (X, Y, Z4) Z |

for all s € [¢, 7) with

T
0 0 0
o 20t0(ma,y+w3)  Gp(m2,yt+as)2® o 20i0(x2,y+m3) p(wa,y+Ts)
M (z,y,2) = | O =225, y3my)  — P(oagran) . 27 olwawtas) @ayras) | o
0 —9242 0a0(T2,y+x3)  dap(m2,y+m3)-22 9,2 0a0(z2,ytas) p(@zytes)
o3 (x2,y+x3) o2 (z2,y+x3) o(z2,y+x3) o?(x2,y+x3)
0
_9.20a0(z2,y+23)
a3/‘2\4 (x,y’ Z) = 2z o3 (z2,y+x3) )
Oap(w2,y+23) 22 _ o 20a0(v2,y+w3) p(22,y+7s)
o2 (x2,y+x3) o(x2,y+x3) o2(x2,y+3)
0
2z
0. M (x,y, Z) = o2 (x2,y+x3)
pw(z2,y+z3)

o2 (z2,y+x3)
being the derivatives of M.

Next we turn our attention to the question whether 0,X is invertible. We use that on the
interval [¢, 1] the processes U and Z as well as the functions %, L, %’#, %“2’1, @T" and a‘jT" are
bounded, giving that 0, M (X,,Y;, Z,), 0,M (X,,Y;, Z,) U, and 0.M (X,,Y,, Z,) are bounded,
too. Thus, there exist some bounded processes « and /3 depending on U, X, Y and Z, such that

for every stopping time 7 < 7, ¢ = 1,2,3 and s € [t, 1] the process u(’)f has dynamics

=i [

((X&Z) + /87(12) ’ Z7€Z)) 1{r<7~—} dr + f Zﬁi)ﬂ{r<7~—} dW,.
t t

Standard results on linear BSDEs (see e.g. Theorem A.1.11 in [12]) yield, for every stopping
time 7 < 7 and i = 1,2,3, that Z( has a bounded BMO(P)-norm which is independent of 7.
Hence,

E [JT | Z,.2 dr] < . (4.2)
t

11



Now observe that
0:Xs = Id+f Oy [M (X, Yy, Z,)] dr
t

—1d +f [é‘mM (Xp, Yo, Z0) + 8,M (X, Yy, ) Uy + 0. M (X, Yy, Z,) ZT] 0. X, dr
t

implying that
0. X, = exp (J [axM(Xr,ifr,Zr) + 0, M (X, Yy, Z,) Uy + .M (X, Yy, Z,) Z ]dr)
t

Together with Inequality (4.2) this implies that 0, X is invertible for all s € [¢, 7], which again
yields that 7 = 1 and 0, X is invertible on the whole interval [, 1].
What remains to do is to calculate the explicit dynamics of U. Observe that

bs
= Uq [02M (X0, Yo, Z) + 0,M (X, Yy, Z) Uy + 0:M (X, Vs, Z4) 2]
0 0 0
Z Ot.s Z Ta,s
- (ugn,ug),ugs)) 0 25 “235%;
0 ,Utt,sfé 2#32 o;: ,U,a,sfé 2,&323 J;SS
0 0
o 2B (@) s | B | (20, 20,29)
22 o 2204, 27,
Ha,s 52 02 —2usS5 02 oo o2 Hs
T
—2u{Mu Zg 2o 4 4! )ug’)f_g ( a,s 2usaﬁ;s>
= |~ Lz V24 (uts 215 ";;) 2 ( @ f 22s 4 uulV % (ua,s — 24, ”;j)
2 as 3) Z2 a.s 2) (3 s 3 2 a,s
—2uP 2 V2 (uas 21y T2 ) — 20 )%"J— + (u§ )> % (ua,s — 241, )
- T
2, (4@ | y® ) 20
+| 2% ( ) +u§3)us Z§2)

22, (@ 4 @, 2®

Using that Y7 = £(X;) and hence U; = V{(X;) we obtain for the gradient processes the dy-

namics

! 22 a,r 1. fad
ul) = ¢ (X£1)> —|—f uﬁl)a—; ( (3) <,u(” - 2,ur . > - Qu?)aa—’) dr —f ZW aw,

1 2 2 1
2 = [0 L (s ) 22 (T %) ()l ) ar - [ 20,
s oy g, Op Op s

S
T

1 72 1 ~
u® = -1+ f <u§,3) + 1> —5 < (3),Ua s — gZar <u§,2) + u§,3)pr)) dr — f Zﬁg) dW,.,
S or Or S

S

where W, := W, — ; % ( @ 4 uﬁ?’)ur) dr for all s € [t,1]. Since furthermore

% ( @ )us) is bounded for all s € [t, 1], where t € I,

that I is a Brownian motion for an equivalent probability measure.

we get by Girsanov’s theorem
|

12



5 Bounding the gradient of the decoupling field

In this chapter we use the notations and definitions of Chapter [4]

In the following we derive bounds for the gradient processes that do not depend on the
starting time ¢ € I} and initial value 2 € R3. In particular, we obtain global estimates for the

space derivatives 0,,u, i € {1,2,3}, of the decoupling field u. By appealing to Lemma [3.8] we
then conclude that FBSDE (1.2) has a solution on the whole interval [0, 1].

Lemma 5.1. Assume that g, u and o are differentiable, ¢ > ¢ > 0 and ¢/, L, %’52’1, %“Q’i, ajT", a‘;"
are bounded. Let u be the unique decoupling field to FBSDE on IM .

Furthermore, let t € IM |z € R3 and (XM, X®) X©®) Y, Z) be the solution of FBSDE
with initial condition z at time t, and let vV, u(?) | u(3) be the associated gradient processes. Then

for s e [t, 1]

|Zs| < sup sup |0y, u(r,x)] as.
re(s,1] zeR3

and in particular | Z||o ¢ < |0z, 0] oo t-
Furthermore, if the weak derivative 0., u has a version whose restriction to the set [t,1) x R3 is
continuous in the first two components t and x1, and 0, u is bounded, then

Zs(w) = Ozyu <37Xs(1)(w)7Xs(2) (w)va(?’) (uJ)> = ugl)(w)
for almost all (s,w) € [t,1] x €.

Proof. Observe that with It6’s formula we get for h > 0 and s,s + h € [¢t, 1]

s+h s+h s+h
f Y, dW, + f (W, — W) Z, AW, + f Z, dr
1
_ _E[

s+h
. f Z,dr fs]
— Zs a.s. for h—0.

1 1
EE [Yoirn(Wein — Ws)| Fs| = EE [

7|

S

On the other hand we get, using the decoupling condition Y, = u <r, xW , X,@,Xr(?’)), that

Yorn(Weyn — Ws)
1 2 3
=u <S + h7XL§+)h7XL§+)h7X§+)h) (Wesn — Ws)

—u <s +h, X, X§2>,X§3>) (Wasn — W) (5.1)

v (u <5 +h,x0, x® Xg?»)) —w <5 +h, XY, X§2>,X§3>)) (Wasn — We)

+ (u <s+h,X(1) x® x®

sth? < sth s+h) —u (S + h7X(1) X

s+h? s+th§3))) (Wesn — Ws).

At first let us take a look at the third summand on the right hand side of (5.1I)). Since u is

Lipschitz continuous in its fourth argument on [t, 1] with some constant L/ ,. that might de-
2

pend on ¢ and since furthermore X (3)h - x¥ 4 S§+h I dr we can estimate the

ZT
st "o2(x v+ x1)

13



absolute value of the third summand against

1 1) @ G 1) v@ 5@

SB[ (u (s n X XG0 X8, ) = u (s m XD X2 XO) ) Wi = W) }"S]
1
7B H“ <5 +h qur)h’Xs(i)h’Xs(?jr)h) (5 +h Xé-i-)h’Xs(i)h’X(B )’ (Wt — ]
1 . s+h Zg
E]E U, 3 L Hor 0'2(Xr(2), Y + X,€3)) dr |Ws+h - Ws| I
1 H 2

< Lo h| S 1Z1 B IWern — Wl ]
which clearly goes to 0 as h — 0 because | %[, and |Z| are finite on [¢, 1].

With analogous arguments we also get that

% ’E [ <u (s +h,xY, x® X§3>) —u (s +h, XY, x® x6 >>> (Wosn — W)

]—"8]

1 0 @ ¥ 1) x@
< 3B [fu (s X0 X5 XO) = u (4 b X X2, XO) | Woin - Wil 7]
1 s+h ZQ
< E|L., f - dr| W — Fs
h s 2(xPy, + x9) !
1

h uacthZ”oot‘E 2IE[|I/Vs+h Ws”]:s]

—0 as. for h—0,

where LI, ., is the Lipschitz constant of v in the third argument on the time interval [z, 1].

Now consider the remaining first term on the right hand side of Equation (5.1I). For this
remember

. Xél), Xéz), XS(3) are F, measurable,
1 1

o X =X+ Wy, — W),

* Wy, — Wy is independent of F,

e v is deterministic, i.e. is a function of (s,z(), 23 2®3)) e [t,1] x R x R x R only.

Using integration by parts these properties imply

B (s+h X5, X, XO) (Woep - W)

]—"8]
_ f u (s 40, X0+ VA X2, XO) Vi
R

= [ (s 0 X0+ VXD XO) e
R

‘%E [ (5 +h Xs(i)h,X(Q) 3(3)) (Wein — Ws)

7|

axlu(s+hX +2vVh, XP X ()> ! e 2% dz

V2T
1 1,2
< sup |0z, u(s + h,x e 2% dz
fmé’é‘ e
= sup |0z, u(s + h,x)|.
zeR3

14



Putting everything together we get

2] = Jm %E Ujh Z, dr }"3]
— Jim [ (Yo (Worn — W) 7]
= lim %E [u (s + h,Xs(i)h,Xs@,ng*)) (Wysn — W) J—“S]
+%E [ (54 2 X0 X0 XO) = (54 0, X X2, XB)) (W = W)| 7
B[ (u (540 X0 X0 X0, < (540, X80, XD, X)) (W - 0| A

< limsup sup |0z, u(s + h,x)| + |0] + |0]
ANO  zeR3
< sup_sup |3y, ulr, 7))
re(s,1] zeR3

If we have that 0,,u is continuous in the first two arguments, we can derive, by using
dominated convergence since u(!) is bounded on [¢, 1], the more precise result

1 (1
Zo = lim 2 [ (s + b X0 XL XP) (W - W) ]
1 1,2
fRflL%amu (s—i—h,Xs —i—Z\/E,XS , X ) \/ﬂe 2% dz
—0u,u (5, X, X2, x9)
almost surely. |

To obtain estimates for the gradient processes we use the following result.

Lemma 5.2 (See [24], p. 362). Let the function f be continuous and non-negative on J = [«, (],
a,b > 0, and n be a positive integer (n > 2). If

t
f(t) < a—l—bf fM(s)ds, teJ,

then
1

f(t) <a[1— (n—l)fta"_lbds]m, a <t< By,

«

where (3, = sup {t eJ:(n—-1) Sfx a" lbds < 1}.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that g, ;. and o are differentiable, c > ¢ > 0 and ¢, 4; Opp daft 010 Zao

02’ 02? g27 o’ o
are bounded. Let u be the unique decoupling field of the FBSDE (L2). Then for any t € I, and
initial condition (Xt(l),Xt(Q),Xt(g)) = 2 € R3 the associated gradient process u(®) satisfies for all
s €[t 1]
ul® = —1.

S

If we additionally assume that o, s - u? = 0as. forall s e [t,1] and

nf a~6au—28aa~u(9x)>i 1
(0,2)eR xR o3 ’ 2g'l%’
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then it also holds that

1 . -9 . -
0<ul’ < ——= +2min{0, inf O akt = 200 - 11 (0, x) <
lg'11% (0.z)eR4+ xR o3

=

forall s e [t,1].

Proof. By interpreting (4.1 as a system of BSDEs we get for «(3) the trivial solution uf’) =-1
for all s € [¢, 1] as the unique bounded solution of this BSDE.

Also note that ¢’ > 0 since g = ;! o ® and F,, as well as ® are non-decreasing. Thus s = 0
is the trivial and unique solution to

1 2 1

Z o

iy =0+ f iy <,ua,r +op, 2er 2u§?>@> dr — f ZW aw,,
S S

r Or Or

which implies by comparison that 0 = @ < uV for all s e [¢,1].

For the upper bound of u(!) remember that ul = Oz, u(s, Xs(l),X§2),XS(3)) for all s € [t,1]

and in particular for any fixed ¢ € I} and all starting conditions z = (z(1, 2(?), 2(3)) € R? we
have
! Z2 a,r a,r 1. 37
euputts) =) = (X0) = [ D (s = 20225 4 20220 Y ar — [ 20 W,
t Oy Or Or t
Using this and that Z is bounded on every interval [t,1] = IM . we get
ugl) =E _ugl)’}}]
[ ! Z2 a,r a,r
=E|{ <X§1)) - J us,l)—; (,ua,r — 2,ur0 — + 2u$,2)0—’> dr’]—}]
| t Oy Or Or
B 1 Z2 ar
<E|g <Xf1)) —J uM =% <,U'a,7" — 2% Mr) dr J-"t]
L t oy Or

(2)

forall t € I and (¢, 2 2(®)) € R3, where we use that ., - u;~ > 0. Next we use the

max

inequality

sas*2 a,sMr . *Uag *2a :
_Tsta, Tast <max{0,( inf <J Cat 360 ,u) (9,::3)} =:f
g

O':Z’ 0,z)eR4+ xR

and the estimate from Lemma/[5.1] for Z to obtain

1
ugl) <|dlw + 8| sup duu(r,x) sup sup (dp,u)* (0, x)dr.
t zeR3 0[r,1] xzeR3

Thus we can derive the inequality

1
f sup Oy, u(r,z) sup sup (&Tlu)2 (0,x) dr}

sup sup 0,u(p,x) < g’ + B sup {
p zeR3 0€[r,1] zeR3

pe(t,1] zeR3 pE[t,1]
1

<|g'lo+B8| sup sup (%,u)’ (6, 2)dr.
t Oe[r,1] zeR3

. 00 t—2040" 1 1
Note that inf(g g)er, xr =457 (6,2) > —gp 2T

setting f(t) = Sup,e[s,1] SUPzers Ox, u(p, =) and applying Lemma [5.2] that

implies § < Hence, we obtain by

NI

—25(1 - t)) _

sup sup Oy, u(p,z) < (

pE[t,1] zeR3 Hg/Hgo

16



and thus,

|

1 i
1oy < 10y tens < (W%) <.
0
[ |

Theorem 5.4. Let g, ;1 and o fulfill Assumption 211 Then, for FBSDE (I.2), we have I}, = [0,1]
and there exists a unique, strongly regular Markovian decoupling field u on the whole interval
[0,1]. This u is a continuous function on [0, 1] x R3.

Furthermore let (X, X X ®) 'y, 7) be the solution of FBSDE with an arbitrary initial
condition z € R? and u™, u®,u® be the associated gradient processes on [0,1]. Then we have
u®) = —1 and the finite estimates

1
1 © Og i2 . . )
0<u < (v ominfo, e (TOEZZRTY G L) g
Hnggo (0,x)eR4+ xR o3

R - >)]

aalu' a g 8ta

2], <1212 (|2

=l

1Z1%, ( ’ > (5.3)
and

1
1 O+ Oglbt — 2040 - T2
<., @® N . . alb a0 * [ ‘ )
1200 < H“ Hoo = <||g/||go * 2““{0’(9,@5&@( o3 (6,2) (5.4

Proof. Using Lemma we only need to show that the weak derivative of u with regard to
the initial value x € R? is bounded by some constant which is independent of the time interval
[t,1] = IM on which it is defined. Then it follows that I} = [0, 1] and hence ¢ can be chosen
to equal 0 and the estimates (5.2), (5.3) and (5.4) hold true for corresponding processes on the
whole interval [0, 1].

For now fix t € IM and x € R? and let u™"), 4 43 be the associated gradient processes.
Lemma [5.3] yields «(3) = —1. In order to derive Estimate we show that o, ; - u§2) > 0a.s.
for all s € [¢t, 1] which then allows us to apply Lemma yielding the estimate. Consider the
three cases ), 7i) and #ii) of Assumption 2.1 With ¢,0 = 0 of case i) this is obviously true. For

the remaining two cases observe that

1 2
72
ul?) = f == [( 9)) (20‘”> +u® <,Ua,r + 2780, — 20”) + <2Ut’rur - ,ut,r)] dr
s 02 oy oy oy oy

1
— f Z2) aw,..

g

8ta

Because u'” is bounded on every interval [t,1] c IV

M we can view u(? as fulfilling a Lipschitz
BSDE. This allows us to use the comparison theorem by changing 20;: fr — pit,r to zero and
hence compare with the trivial solution which is constantly 0. Thus in the case ii) we have
u® > 0 and in case iii) u® < 0. Therefore, we have d,0 - u(?) > 0 for the cases i) and iii) as

well. Hence we can apply Lemma [5.3] to obtain, for s € [t, 1],

1 . -2 . -
0< ugl) < +2min< 0, inf 7 Cat Ca0 - 1 (0,x)
”9/”%0 (0,2)eR+ xR o3

17
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In addition with Lemma [5.1] this yields

1

1 < Ogft — 2040 - -2

120t < Hu(l)Hoo,t < 5 T2min{0,  inf g Call - al " | (0, z) o
lg’1I% (6,2)eR+ xR, o

Since, as stated before, in case ii) we have u(?) > 0 and 0,0 > 0 and in case 7ii) u® < 0 and
0.0 < 0, we again can apply the comparison theorem to see that in case ii) we have 0 < u(?
and in case iii) @ < u(? < 0, where 4 is the solution of the linear BSDE

1 2 2 1
Z Z P
i, = j ﬂr—g <,u,a,r n 20’a,r‘ur - 20’t,7‘> + _72" <20't,7“‘ur _ Mt,?“) dr — f Z. dW,..
s O o o o o R

r T T r T

<

In case i) we have that «(?) = @ giving that «(?) is bounded by @ as well.
By estimating

1 T 72 2
Z Z
o] = ‘]E [f P < p <Ma,r + 2750y, — 20“) dp) 2 <2Ut7rl‘r - ,ut,r) &
s s O oy oy lop: oy

7|

<ew 1215 (|| +2(|%7| 151+ 2)%))))
17 (2] |51, + %))

we have found a finite bound for «(?) that is independent of .
Thus vV, 4? and u® are bounded independently of t. Hence there exists a solution on
the whole interval [0,1] = IM . Therefore, we also have that all bounds are valid on this

interval. [ ]

6 Weak solution

In this section we show that a weak solution of the SEP can be obtained from the solution of
the FBSDE (I.2)). Recall that if Assumption [2.]is fulfilled, then by Theorem [5.4] FBSDE
has a solution on the whole interval [0, 1] and the gradient processes are bounded.

In the following we sometimes use the fact that for two It6 processes A and B and a time
change ~, in the sense of Definition 1.2 in Chapter V, [29]], it holds that

V(t) t
fo Ard By = L Ay 4By ()

(see e.g. Proposition 1.4, Chapter V, [29]).
The next theorem is a version of Theorem [2.2] with an explicit weak solution of the SEP.

Theorem 6.1. Let g, ;1 and o fulfill Assumption 21 Furthermore let (XM, X®) X©®) Y, Z) be
the solution of the FBSDE (L.2)) with initial value (Xél),XSQ),Xé?’)) = (0,0,0). Define the random
time
T = XfQ),

the time change

inf{s > 0/ x? > t} ifo<t<7,

(t) = o
1 ift>r,

the filtration G; := F, ;) and the process Ay := Y, ) + Xf/?zg) on [0, T].
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Then 7 is a (G;)-stopping time satisfying

1 Ol — 2040 -
%<5—2< — +2min{0, inf <U ab = 20a0 " 1
lg'l1%

-1
0 S.
(0,z)eRy xR o3 > ( ,x)}) a.s

1 . . .
X v, X dY, is a (G;)-Brownian motion,
() ) TR ()

t t
A =Y, +J w(r, Ay)dr +j o(r,A,)dB,
0 0

Furthermore, on [0, 7], the process B, := SS
A fulfills the SDE

and we have
A;— ~ V.

Proof. By standard results it follows that 7 is a (G;)-stopping time (see e.g. Proposition 1.1,
Chapter V, [29]). With

77 H(s) = X 6.1)
for all s € [0,1] we have for all ¢ € [0, 7] that X%) = v~ 1(y(t)) = t. Therefore, and because
dY, = Z,.dW,, we obtain

B,B " Z d !
.8y - | S &) =

By Levy’s characterisation of Brownian motion we get that (B;) is a (G;)-Brownian motion on
[0, 7].

Note that for all w € Q the function + is A-a.e. differentiable on [0, 7] with

2/ v(2) (3)
YO = () = e = T 0t H) 6.2)
GG 0) iz
and hence
(3)
A = Xv(t) + Y’Y(t) - Yo+ Yo
v(t) 2
=Yo+f M(X?),YwXﬁg)) %
0

T

f(t) (XY, + X
dr +
22Xy, + xP)

t t
_ 2 3) 2 )
- Yo+ fo i (X Yo + X ) dr fo o (XY + X5 ) aB,

7(r)
¢ ¢
=Yy + J w(r, A dr + J o(r,A,)dB,

0 0

)
dY;
o o(x?y, +x9)

for all ¢t € [0, 7]. Also

3 3
Az =Y, 5 + X,(Y()%) =Y+ X{ ) = g(W1) ~ v.

The bound for 7 follows with the bound for | Z|, stated in Theorem[5.4]and by o > «.

|
The next lemma characterizes the stopping time ¥ = y~!(1) of Theorem in terms of

the solution of an FBSDE driven by the Brownian motion B. We use the lemma later to show
existence of strong solutions of the SEP.
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Lemma 6.2. Assume g, ;1 and o to fulfill Assumption [2.1] Let the decoupling field u of the FBSDE
(2D have a continuous weak derivative d,,u > 0. Also let (XY, X X®) Y, Z), v and B be

defined as in Theorem[6.1) Moreover, let B be any Brownian motion coinciding with B on [0, X 52)].
Then ~, W, X®) and Y solve the system

t o? Y., —I—X(g)
v(t)=f (Y50 + Xi0) dr

0 (20 (1), Wiy . X )

)
t o (7", Yy + XSZ’T)) .
) = j 3) dB, (6.3)
0 811U(’)/(T’), ny(r) y Ty X'y(r))
¢
3) _ (3)
X = L i (r Yy + X0, ) ar

t
_ 3) F
Yﬁ/(t) =Yy + fo o <7°, Y'y(r) + X’y(r)) dB,

w.

v

for all t = 0 such that y(t) < 1. Additionally, for v~* defined as in (6.1) we have

T 2 1 © Og —92 w0 -1
i) < 1ontlo -2 Comindo,  im [ ZCal 200 1) g L)
”9/ ”%o (0,2)eR4+ xR o3

£2
(6.4)

Proof. Note that Theorem [5.4] implies the bound (6.4). Since d,,u is continuous we get with
Lemma [5.1] that Z, = axlu(s,X§1),X§2),X§3)) > 0 for all s € [0,1] and hence both v and !
are strict monotone increasing and continuous. Moreover, Lemma [5.1] Equation (6.2) and the

@) .
fact that X n =t yield

2 (@ ) > 3)
o " (X5 v + X)) o (1 Yy + X))

2 1 2 3
20 (@) (1), X3, X3, X17) )

forall 0 <t <~ Y(1).
Furthermore, X él) = W, yields that

to (X80, V0 + X)) ;

t
(r)> 7 ~(r) A
W) = f 1AW, = f il B,
v(t) 0 v(r) o Zto)
®3)
t o (7“, Y'y(r) + Xw(r)) R
- 0 @ @ P
0 O (100, X1 X0, X500
3)
B Jt o <7°, Yy + X,Y(r)> B
0 all?lu (7(7“)’ W'y(r) T X,E/i)n))
Also
(1) t
Y’y(t) =Yy + J;) Z.dW, =Yy + fo Zq/(r) dW,y(r)

t
— Yo+ f o (r Yy + X\7)) B,
0
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(1) 2
X(3) _ J L <X7€2),}/7" + X7§3)> Z?“ dr
(X2, + x1Y)

0
2 2 (v(2) 3)
_( (X Yo + X)) 2y o (X5 Yo + X5 &
o A\ ) T R ) @ v <6 72
’ ( Ay ) T 'v(r)) ()
t
_ 3)
- L I ( Yoy + Xv(r)) dr
and
(3
5 — t . 4 — t 0’2 <T7Y’7(T)+X’y(7")> 4
) = | 7 r)dr = 2 O 0 @
0 0 (@ey)? (), x4, X X))
2 3)
_ t o <’I“, Yv(r) Jr)(,y(r)> "
0 (am1u)2 (V(T)’ny(r),r, XS?Z))
for all t € [0,y 1(1)]. [ |

7 Strong solution

We use the definitions and constructions of the former chapters. In particular let » be the unique
strongly regular decoupling field of the FBSDE (1.2) which exists on the whole interval [0, 1] if
Assumption 2.1] is fulfilled.

Theorem 7.1. Let g, u and o fulfill Assumption 2.1l and p, o and their derivatives be bounded.
Denote by u the decoupling field of FBSDE (1.2)) and assume the partial derivative 0, u with respect
to the first space variable to be Lipschitz continuous in every argument and 0,,u = 6 > 0. Let B
be an arbitrary Brownian motion and denote by (FP) = (FB )sef0,00) the augmented filtration
generated by B. Then there exists a bounded stopping time T with respect to the filtration 7 such
that for the process A given by

t t

p(r, Ap)dr + f o(r,Ay) dBy,

At:%+f
0

0
forallt € [0, 7], we have that A, ~ v and the stopping time T satisfies

1 Oglt — 20,40 - -1
T<e? + 2min < 0, inf 0 - Gajt — 2020 - (6, x) a.s.
||9/||<2>o (0,2)eR+ xR o3

By solving the Lipschitz SDE

[ 02(s,04 + Ay)
7} = fo (O u(4(5), Ty 5, )2

" oo(s,05 + Ayg)
T, = d B, 7.1
J;) axlu("}/(s)vr&stS) ( )

Ay = | u(s,0s +Ag)ds

for all r = 0 such that v(r) < 1 and where Yj is the starting value of the process Y in the FBSDE
(1.2) and setting T := inf{r > 0|v(r) = 1} we can obtain such a stopping time.
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Proof. Since any solution of FBSDE (1.2)) has a unique distribution independent of the driving
Brownian motion, we know that the constant Yj is always the same and does not depend on
the driving Brownian motion.

Let us take a look at the system (Z.I). Note that for all a,b € [0,1] x R?

0 1u(b) B afl'lu(a’) Luﬂﬁ
<=5 !

1 - 1
Oy u(a) Oz, u(b)

|b_a"7

yielding that (d,,u)~! is Lipschitz continuous. Since hence both (d,,u)~! and ¢ are Lipschitz
continuous and bounded we get that o - (0,,u) ! and o2 - (0,,u) 2 are Lipschitz and bounded as
well. Thus, we have that all coefficients of the system (Z.1) are Lipschitz continuous. Therefore
there exists a unique solution (v,T', A, ©) of (Z.1) which is progressively measurable w.r.t. (F7).
Hence 7 := inf{r > 0]y(r) = 1} is a stopping time w.r.t. (F?) because ~ is continuous.

Furthermore, the systems (6.3) and (7.1) just differ by notation and the driving Brownian
motion. By the principle of causality (see [[17]) the distributions of (W,WW,X,(YZS),YA,) from
Lemma [6.2] and (v,T', A, ©) are the same. Hence, we immediately have the bound for 7 as
stated in Lemmal6.2] and also for A4; := A; + O, that

- — ®3) —_ yv® —
A=A, +0, = A,yfl(l) + (“)7—1(1) ~ X’y('yfl(l)) + Y,y(771(1)) = Xl +Y = g(Wl) ~V

and

¢ t
At:AtJr@t:Yo+f M(S,As+®s)ds+f o(s,As + O4)dBg
0 0
t

t
=Yy + f wu(s, Ag)ds + f o(s,As) dBs.
0 0

What remains to do is to find sufficient conditions for the assumptions of Theorem [Z.] to
hold true. For this we use that the decoupling field u of FBSDE is three times weakly
differentiable. To show this we extend FBSDE (1.2) by the dynamics of the gradient processes
and view this system as a extended FBSDE, for which we can show the weak differentiability of
its decoupling field.

Let a := max (||0y,u] o0, |02y t]o0, |Ous o) and define the truncation operator 7" : R — R by
T(z) := min(max(z, —a),a). Note that the map 7 is uniformly Lipschitz. Assume that g, u, o
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and their first derivatives are Lipschitz continuous and consider the FBSDE

XM =M 4 rldWr,
t

s (0)y2
XP® = 2@ +J (Zr ) dr,

¢ 07

s (0)\2
Xs(3) =z + f Hr (ZTQ) dr,

t o

1 ZTQO) 2
v =g xV)+ [ 1 (v) ( ) (bar — 2

=
Y2 =0+ fl —2@ <‘l (Y,ﬂ2 ) > (7 (%) +7 (v®) ) ar
(Z

> o7 (v2) %) dr
1

y,? ) T (Y(B)) ) ZM dr — j ZW aw,

s

+ f T Yr(?’ i ( (Y(Q)) fla,r + ,ut,r) dr

O'

Y<2>) LT <Yr(3)> ur) Z® ar - f 1 Z® aw,

e [ () o) (T< o2 (1 (5) <1 (157) ) )

1 Z(O) 1
r @ 3) @ qr— | z®
+L 25 (T(Yr )+T<Yr ),ur>Z,, dr f Z® aw,
(7.2)
with the decoupling condition
V(O = u® (s, x{V, XP, X[),
Y = u® (s, x{V, XP, X[),
where
= <X<2> v (0 +X(3>>7 o, =0 <X7£2)7yr(0) +X(3)>
and
e 1= o (X2, Y0 + X)), o 1= apt (X2, Y0 4+ X)),
o i= 0 (X2, 7,0+ xO), Gar i= a0 (XP, Y0 + X))

Lemma 7.2. Let g, u and o fulfill Assumption 2.1 In addition, suppose that g, p and o are
twice differentiable and that the second derivatives are bounded. Then, for the FBSDE (7.2)),
we have IM = [0,1] and there exists a unique, strongly regular Markovian decoupling field
(u®, uM 42 4B)) on the whole interval [0, 1]. Furthermore,

3)

’LL(O) = u, u(l) — axlu7 U(2) = axQ’LL and u( = axguv
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a.e., where w is the unique decoupling field to FBSDE (1.2). In particular, u is twice weakly
differentiable w.r.t. the initial value x with uniformly bounded derivatives.

Proof. It is straightforward to verify that FBSDE (7.2) satisfies (MLLC), and hence Theorem
is applicable. Let (¥, i = 0,1,2, 3 be the corresponding unique weakly regular Markovian
decoupling field on IM . w(®, i = 0,1,2,3, are continuous functions on I x R3. In order
to show that IM = [0,1] we again need to prove that every partial derivative of u() for
i = 0,1,2,3 is bounded independently with regard to the interval [t,1] < IM _ where we
consider it.

Lette IM

max*

For an arbitrary initial condition z € R? consider the corresponding processes
XMW x®@ xG) yO y®) y@ y6 70 70 72 76

on [t,1]. Note that X, X x©) y(©) 70 solve FBSDE (L.2), which implies that they co-
incide with the processes X1, X(2) X 3) 'y, Z from (L.2)) since strong regularity of Markovian
decoupling fields guarantees uniqueness. Now Y©) = Y implies u(t',2’) = u(9 (¢, 2) for all
t' e [t, 1], 2’ € R3.

Note that a truncation with 7" does not effect any gradient process of FBSDE (1.2)). Thus,
(Ys(l)), (YS(Q)), (Ys(g)) fulfill the same dynamics resp. BSDEs as the gradient processes (ugl)),
(u§2)), (uf’)) in (4.1). Therefore, we can apply the same arguments and conclude that they also
satisfy the estimates (5.2)), and (see Theorem [5.4). In particular YS(?’) =—-1= ug3)
for all s € [t, 1] and therefore also Zs(?’) =0= 28(3). Hence,

[ (6 ) 2 ()

! Z;O) 2 Oar Ot,r
+£ (Y,@ —u,(?)) ( 2) (_,U'a,r + 2y — 2 Ut ) dr

= Ll <(Yr(2)>2 _ (u£2>>2> (Ziﬁ <_200L:"> dr — Ll (Zﬁ” _ Z7§2)> aw,

r

! Z”‘(O) 2 a,r r
+ J (YT(Z) — u,(?)) &) <,ua,r + 200’ oy — P > dr

2
O r Oy

N Ll 2Zé0) (2 —u®) 22+ (u® — ) (282 - 22) ) ar

oy

(0)
f 2(275 (u?) — ,ur> dr, s €
T

Since %ﬁ (u?) - ,ur) is bounded we have that V[N/s = Wy — Wy —

[t, 1], is a Brownian motion under some probability measure equivalent to P. Under the new
measure the process pair (YS(Q) — u§2), Z 5(2) -7 5(2)) is a solution of the following linear BSDE with
bounded coefficients

1 (0)y2
v = f 7, (%2 +u®) ") <20L) dr




Note that (0,0) is the unique solution of the previous BSDE. Consequently, Y® and u(? are
indistinguishable and Z(?) = Z(*), A @ P-almost everywhere on [£,1] x €.
Similarly we can show that Y1) and «(") as well as Z(!) and Z(!) coincide. Thus we have

0p, 0 (5, XM, X2 X®) = 0, u(s, XV, XxP xB)) = ) =y
aa:QU(O)(s7X§1)7Xs(2)7Xs(3)) = ax2u(87Xs(1)7Xs(2)7Xs(3)) = U,g2) = }/;(2)7
amsu(O)(S’Xs(l)’Xs(z)aXs(3)) = axsu(S’Xs(l)’Xs(z)’Xs(s)) = ug3) = Ys(s)

a.e.on [t,1].
It remains to show that I, = [0, 1]. Define for z = (21,72, 23)" € R3, vy = (yo,y1,v2,93)" €
RY, 2 = (20, 21, 22, 23)7 € R*

. y.(© 7(0)
i x{V . e . ey
Xs = X§2) ) Ys = 8(2) ) Zs = 3(2)
(3) Ys Zs
X Y;(?)) Z£3)
0 g (1) — w3
- = = ! : g (z1)
M (.%',y, Z) = o2(z2,y0+23) ) ) Y= 0 ) g(.%') = 0
M($2,yo+x3)m 0 -1
and
F(z,y,2)
0
20)2 Oaqo(x2, T Oao (22, T
_ y1% (ia# (22,50 + ©3) — 211 (22,50 + 73) U(ijyf{?@;) + 22 0(§2?y§i§3§)>
(20) Oto(x2,y0+T3) Oao(x2,Y0+3)
UQ(IQ,ZoJr:Bs) ( ;(962?1101963? Ty U(x;yoim? ) (y2 — (22,90 + 23))
0
0
0
% (y20apt (T2, Y0 + x3) + O (w2, Y0 + 23))
0
0
n *W (y2 — p (z2, 90 + 23)) 21
—m (y2 — p1 (w2, 90 + 73)) 22
0
Then 5 5
X, :mf N (XY, Z,) dr+f S dW,
t t
and . .
Vo= £(0) - | F(Y2)dr- | Z.aw,
By setting
M) u® u® u®)
_ 1) _ o uD o @ o M _
U o U o U 22U
U= yo [BX) =] lue gnu aoue [(%)
u® O, u®  0pu® o u®



we get
0.Ys = Us - 0, Xs.

Since (0, X;)~! is a multidimensional 1t6 process on [t, 1] (see Lemma4.T and its proof) we get
that Us = 0,Ys - (0,X,) ! is also an Itd process and hence there exist (b) and (Z) such that

1 1
U, =0, — fbrdr—f Z, AW,

For the following we also introduce for an It6 process I, = Iy — ;i dr — {7 j. dW, the two
operators D! and D% via (D' I), := i, and (D¥ I), := j,. Using this notation we have
0.2 = D" 0,Y,
=D (Us - 0, X;)
=Us DY 0, X5 + DV Us - 0, X

0y [M (X, Y4, 2)]
=0y M (Xsa ER 75) O 73 yM (Xsa 735 75) a:1:}75 + azM (XSa 78, 73) a:st
= Oy M (Xsa _57 _s) O _s + Oy y (Xsa _57 _s) Usax)?s + aZM (Xsa _SaZs) Zsast

and likewise
0z | F (X5, Ys, Zs) |
O F (R0, 3 20) 00K, + O F (R0 Ve 2,) Usdu X + 0.F (X, Vi, 22) 2,0, Ko,

Thus we get

and

S’?VS’ZS) US+62F (XS7 S)ZS) ZS (7'3)

where the derivatives of M and F are bounded due to the assumptions made. Therefore, we see
that the dynamics of U are linear with exception to the quadratic terms UsOyM (X, Ys, Zs)Us

and 0. M (X,,Ys, Zs) Z,. However, we claim that we can reduce the dynamics of U to a linear
BSDE.

It is straightforward to see that

0 00 0
T N 7 (0)y2 -
OyM (X, Y5, Zs) = o) g 00 0
(002 (0))2
E P pas = 2% 00 0
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(0)y2 (0)y2 (0)y2
Note that o := —Q%M and 8 := (Zf;g) fra,s — 2y 2

Os (o
and we have

1 are both uniformly bounded,

0 0 0
oM (X4, Ve, Z) Us = | a-ul a-u? a-ul? |,
g-u pul pul’

which is bounded independently of [¢, 1] (cf. in Theorem[5.4).
Moreover, note that

0 00 0
o 97(®
.M (X, Ve, Z) = | %= 000

(0)
ps?%= 0 0 0

only depends on the solution components (X2, X3 v 7))  Hence, together with the
estimates of Theorem[5.4} we conclude that 0, M (X, Y, Z,) is bounded. Since U is bounded on
[¢,1], the term U,0.M (X, Y5, Zs) Z, in Equation (7-3) can be shifted, via a Girsanov measure
change, into the Brownian motion W. Similary, the term 0, F (X, Y;, Zs) Z, in Equation (Z:3)
can be shifted into W. To sum up, there exists a Brownian motion W under an equivalent
probability measure such that (U, Z) solves the BSDE on [t, 1] driven by W with linear driver

f(s,y,2) = 0o F (X5, Y5, Zs) + Oy F (X, Yo, Zs) y + y [0 M (X, Y5, Zs) + 0,M (X5, s, Zs) Us]

and terminal condition V&(X7). Observe that the terminal condition and all coefficients are
bounded by some constant independent of ¢ and z. Therefore, also U is bounded independently
of t and x. By Lemma[3.7 this yields that I} = [0,1]. [ |

max

Remark 7.3. The second and third derivatives do not have to be bounded. It would suffice if the
second and third derivatives of ;i divided by 0% and the second and third derivatives of o divided by
o are bounded.

Lemma 7.4. Let g, p and o fulfill Assumption 2.1] and their second and third derivatives be
bounded. Then the decoupling field u of FBSDE (1.2)) is three times weakly differentiable w.r.t.
to the initial condition z € R? with uniformly bounded derivatives.

Proof. This proof is completely analogous the proof of Lemma [Z.2] Therefore, we only give a
sketch.

Extend the system (7.2) by the dynamics of V@) := w(%) := ¢, u(® for all i,j € {1,2,3} as
obtained in the proof of Lemma [7.2] and by the corresponding entries in the decoupling field.
Then argue analogously to the proof of Lemmal[7.2that for every i € {0,1,2,3} the u() of FBSDE
(Z-2) coincides with the u() of the extended system. Redefine, if necessary, the vectors X, Y,Z
and the functions M, ¥, &, I such that for the extended system we have

stx—i—f M(XT,E,ZT)erFJ AW,
t t

and
1

1
}‘g:g(}‘(l)—f F()_(T,Yr,Zr)dr—f 2, dW,.

S

Also define U, as the partial derivatives of the decoupling field u(s, X;) of the extended system

for all s € [¢,1]. Again there exist (bs) and (Z,) such that
— — 1 1 A
Us=U f brdrf Zp dW,.
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By the same calculation as in the proof of Lemma [7.2] we obtain that
Zy = 0025 (0,X5)"
and
by = 00 F (X0, Voo Z) + 0y F (X0 Vo, 22) Us + 0.F (X0, Vi Z5) Z
0, [axM (Xo, Vo, Zo) + 0y (X, Yo, Z2) Uy + 0. M (X, Ve, Zs) z] :

Analogous to the proof above, 0, F, 0, F, 0,F, 0, M, d,M and 0,M are bounded while addition-
ally 0, M only has entries in the first column which allows us to conclude that 6, M (X, Vs, Z;)Us
is bounded. Furthermore every coefficient in front of Z is bounded on every Interval [¢,1]
IM and can therefore be transformed away with Girsanov’s Theorem. Hence we have linear

dynamics for U with bounded coefficients which yields that it is bounded independently of the
interval [t, 1], giving I} = [0,1]. [ |

Lemma 7.5. Let g, u and o fulfill Assumption [2.1] their first and second derivatives be bounded
and ¢ = § > 0. Then the weak derivative 0,,u of the decoupling field u from the FBSDE (1.2)

fulfills
|
o0

and in particular 0,,u is bounded away from 0.

1
Oz U

1

9 o

aa,U' 8aa

oyl ( Oat
o 0

2G|

+ =5 10z, ull oo
0 82 ’

) (7.4)

Proof. By Lemmal7.2]the decoupling field of the FBSDE (1.2) exists on the whole interval [0, 1]
and is twice weakly differentiable. In particular 0,,u is continuous (see e.g. Theorem 4.2.17

in [12]), and hence we can apply Lemma [5.7] yielding Zﬁo) = Oy, U <r, Xr(l),X,@),Xr(?’)) for all
e [0,1]. Also using Lemma [5.3] we know that «(!) is bounded by some constant for every

starting time ¢ € I%X =[0,1] and every initial value = € R3.
) for all r € (to, 1] where tg := inf{t > 0|0, u(t,z) =

Now we set V, :
 anu(rx! ),Xﬁ”, X{

0 for at least one x € R3} with the convention that inf 5 = 0. We immediately get that Vi <
|0z, t] o < o0 and the dynamics
1 V(N 1 Har — 2 TR 4 2u) e L,
T CICO R P
g(Xy7) s T i s

r

Ta,r ()Uar
1 1 ~\2 a,r — 20y + 2u, 1
zilf =((2) A 7 or drf Z, dW,,
g/(Xf )) S Vi o s

where u&z) = Oy U <r, X,(}) , X,(?),Xr(?’)), Zy = — ZV%) and W is defined as in the proof of Lemma
7.2
Using that VLS < |0, ulloo We can apply Corollary 2.2 of [[18] to obtain

0u0 0u0

E— )<OO
o0

because 0,,u and 0,,u are bounded by Theorem [5.4l Since this bound is independent of s we
also get that

Oa b
o2

1
Vo <=

2yl (

+2| ]
0 o< lloo

2wzl

a0 o0

1 1
0 ( ,X(1>,X(2>,X(3>) — > >0
lvlu S K] S K] V HV”oo
for all s where V' is defined. Because, as stated above, 0., u is continuous, we get that ¢y = 0
and that hence Equation (7.4) holds true. [ ]
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Lemma 7.6. Let g, pu and o fulfill Assumption [2.1] and their second derivatives be bounded. Then
for the problem (Z.2)) it holds for all s € [0, 1] almost surely that

1Z9] < 102,uV 0 < 0.

Proof. Note that this proof runs on similar lines as the proof of Lemma 5.1l

Remember that Lemma [7.2] yields that for problem (7.2) there exists a unique solution on
the whole interval [0, 1] for every initial condition in R3. Observe that with Itd’s formula we get
for h > 0and s,s + h e [0,1]

s+h s+h s+h
f Y, dWT+f (W, — W) dy,M +J 1-2zM dr

s+h 702
* f (WT B WS) <(;-72)YV7’(1) (Y(g) <Mar - 2#7’ o > 2Y(2) Ja,r)) dr

s+h (0)
+ f (W, — W) <— 22r (Y(2> +Y 3y ) Zﬁ”) dr ]-"8]

7MW gs. as h—0.

On the other hand we get by using the decoupling condition that

Y(-;l-)h(Ws+h - Ws)

S

—e <5 +h qur)ha Xs(i)ha Xs(i)h) (Wegn — Ws)

—u <s +h, XY ,X§2>,X§3>) (Wysn — W) (7.5)
 (u® (s 0, x D, X3, X §3)) oV (54 n, X1, X, X0 >)) (Wysn — W)
+ (u<1> (s +h, XY, x® x® ) e <5 +h Xs(fh,Xﬁ)h,X(?’))) (Wasn — We).

At first let us take a look at the third summand at the right hand side of (Z.3). Since u(") is
Lipschitz continuous in its fourth argument with some constant Lz(l) s and since furthermore

s+h Z(O) 2
—XS(?’)—l—f ,ur< r) dr

2
gy

3)
X =

S

we can estimate

1
(0 (500, X2, ) = (s 0 X X, X)) (W= 02| 7]
1 s+h ZT(,O) 2
EE Lt ,an; ‘ur( 0,2) dr |Ws+h* -7:3
1 Iz
< Sl b 5| 12O BB IWe0n - Wil ],

which clearly goes to 0 as  — 0 because £, and Z () are bounded by Theorem[5.4] Analogously
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we get, with Lz(l) 2 being the Lipschitz constant of u(!) in the third argument, that

)

%] [ (6 (5 1, X0, X, XO) = al) (54, X0, X0, XO)) (W, 00— W,)| £
%L g h 1 ZO 2B (W — Wil ]
—0 a for h— 0.

Now consider the remaining first term on the right hand side of Equation (Z.5). Using
integration by parts we obtain

E [u(l) (3 + h7XL§<1k)h7X§2)aXs(3)) (Wen — Ws) —7:5]
1
- f u® <s + h,Xs(l) + z\/ﬁ, XS(Q),XS(?’)) z h\/2_e_%22 dz
R ™
1 1.2
= | 0pu® (s+h, XD + 2R, XD X3 ) —27 dz.
JIR U (s s z o s ) Tﬂe z

Since ., u(! is bounded as proved in Lemma[Z.2 we have

‘11@ [u<1> (s +hxD x@ X<3>) (Wasn — We)

h sthy s s ]:S]

1
- U O, u® <s + X 4 2V, X§2>,X§3>) 3% dz
R

< [0 ut oo

Putting the derived estimates together we get

20 = |t 7 [V 0~ W 7| < o]
By Lemma (7.2} | 0,,u" | < oo, which further implies the result. [ |

Proposition 7.7. Let g, u and o fulfill Assumption [2.1] let their first, second and third derivatives
as well as o and ;- be bounded. Then the requirements of Theorem [Z.1] are fulfilled.

Proof. Remember that the derivative d,,u of the decoupling field of FBSDE equals u()
of the decoupling field of FBSDE (Z.2) by Lemma [Z.2] and which, by Lemma is bounded
from below by a § > 0. Hence, it only remains to show that ¢,,« which equals u(!) is Lipschitz
continuous. Since we already know that the derivatives w.r.t. the space variables are bounded
(by Lemma[7.2) we only need to prove that u(!) is Lipschitz continuous in the time variable.
Consider FBSDE (Z.2) for a starting time ¢ € [0, 1) on the interval [¢, 1] with initial condition

(Xt(l),Xt(Q),Xt(?’)) = (M, 2® 20)) = 2 € R®. Let s € (t,1]. Using the triangle inequality
several times gives

’u(l)(s, z) —uM(t, :c)] < ‘u(l)(s, ) —E [u(l) <5, X§1>,x<2>,x<3>)”
+ ‘]E [u(l) (S,Xy),x(?),x(?’))] ~F [u(l) (s,Xs(l),XS(Q),x(g))”
4 ‘E [uu) <87X§1>7X3(2>7x<3>>] _E [ua) (s X0, x@ X(s))”
+ ‘]E [u<1> <s,X§1>,X§2>,X§3>) — @ (4 ( D x® x )”
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We take a closer look at every summand on the right hand side starting with the first one. By
defining
o(2) = uW(s,2M, 2@ 20y — W (52D 4+ 2 2@ 23)

we see that the first summand equals |E[p(W, — W,)]|. Furthermore, ©(0) = 0 and by Lemma
[Z.4, ¢ is two times weakly differentiable with derivatives bounded by some constant L, ,u) <

. Hence, the inequality ‘SR o(a- z)\/%?e_%z2 dz‘ < 1a?|¢"|» holds true (see e.g. Lemma

4.3.11 in [[12]). Therefore,

‘u(n(s’x) T [u(n (s,Xgl),x@),m(?’))” B [o(W, — W))]| < (s ; t) Lo

For the second summand we use the Lipschitz constant of «(!) denoted by L, to get

’E [uu) (S,Xs(l),x(Q),m(?’)) —u® (s,Xs(”,XéQ),w(g))]

<L,nE ‘Xf) _ x(2)’

S ZT(,O) 2
:Lu(l)Ef 7( 2) dr
t

g

T

<Ly a2 (s — 1)

since |Z©] < |u ||, < oo by Theorem 5.4,
The third summand can be estimated similarly by

B [u® (5, X0, X2, 20) —u® (s, x0, x2, x|

s (Zﬁo))Q
Lur 5—dr

oy

<L,k

<L,

"
=t MM EXCE!
For the last summand we use the decoupling condition and v® = 1 to obtain

B [u® (5, x0, X, xO) —u® (¢, x{0, x2, x|

<[y - Yt(””

S

s AR 270
= |E f Y}UQ far — 24 280 4 oy @ Tar ) (YT(Q) _ ur) ZW dr
t U% ’ Op Oy O'%
| Oa Qoo 2 Do
<[ (|2] +2|4], |2+ Zen.]%e) )
L 0% o oflo | o |, € w

#2JuD s (e72u® oo + | Lo ) 1000V | (5 = )

where we applied Theorem[5.4]and Lemma(7.6l Thus, the last summand is Lipschitz continuous
by Theorem and Lemma([Z.2] too.

Putting all estimates together we arrive at [u(!) (s, z) — u())(r,z)| < L(s — t) for some finite
constant L which is independent of s and ¢. Hence «(!) is Lipschitz continuous in the time
variable.

|

Observe that Proposition [Z.7]and Theorem [7.1] imply Theorem [2.4]
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8 Numerics

We now illustrate numerically an example of an embedding using the methodology developed.
This is done by numerically approximating the solution of the FBSDE

(3)
x?) Y Xy
W f - ) dBX(z)

2
X0~ [t (8.1)
0 o2(X Y, + X))
@ _ ", x® ®) z;
X = f :U’(Xr Y + X5 ) - dr
0 22Xy, + xP)

1
Y, =g(Wy) — X — f Z, dW,.

To the best of our knowledge no literature exists able to deal directly with approximations of
and hence, inspired by known literature, we propose a numerical scheme whose rigor-
ous study is left for future research. FBSDE (8.1) is a fully coupled quadratic growth FBSDE
which we deal with as follows: from [[16] we inject the theoretical a priori hard bounds in
the coefficients, reducing FBSDE to a uniformly Lipschitz fully-coupled one, then apply
a decoupling technique based on Picard iterations [6] to reduce the problem to the iterative
simulation of uniformly Lipschitz fully-decoupled FBSDE. The final approximation step is car-
ried out using a classic explicit Euler scheme discretization [6] while the approximation of the
conditional expectations is done via projection over basis functions [15]. The final outcome is
the approximation of the embedding stopping time and the verification that the stopped process
does embed the target distribution.

From a mathematical point of view, the only step of the described numerical approximation
that cannot be fully justified is the convergence of the Picard iteration step. The results of [6]
do not apply if the diffusion coefficient o depends on Z. We stress, however, that for some
special cases the algorithm outlined below can be shown to converge, e.g. in the homogeneous
case (see Remark[8.5]below).

8.1 The problem, its conditions and the hard bounds

At first we show that FBSDE (8.1)) has a unique solution from which we can construct a strong
solution of the SEP.

Proposition 8.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem [Z.1] or Proposition [Z.7 be satisfied. Denote by
u the decoupling field of FBSDE (1.2). Let B be an arbitrary Brownian motion and denote by
(FB) = (FB )sel0,00) the augmented filtration generated by B. Then there exist unique square-
integrable processes (W, X, X Y') solving the FBSDE (8.I). Moreover, 7 := X\? is an (FB)-
stopping time bounded as in (2.2), W is a Brownian motion on [0, 1] and the pair (7,Yp) is a
strong solution of the SEP.

Proof. Remember that by Theorem [7.1] the SDE (Z.1I) has a unique solution (v, A, ©). We
introduce the time change v~ !(¢) = inf{r > 0: v(r) > t} for t € [0, 1]. Observe that y~! has the
dynamics

_ 2
vt = Jt (O u(s: Dy-10), 771 (), Ay-is))
0 2(77H8), 0513 + Ayage)

By setting 7, := axlu(s,]?,y_l(s),w_l(s), A,-1(y)) for s € [0,1], replacing the dynamics of v by
the dynamics of y~! and applying the time change y~! to all other processes, we can rewrite

32



the system (Z.1) as

t 2
-1 (Zs)
v () = J — ds
( ) 0 0-2(7 1(8)’6'\/—1(5) + A'y—l(s))

ta(’yil(s)?@ —1(s + A s )
Pl(”:L wZ() LN N

t
A'yfl(t) = J;] :u'(’yil(s)7 e'yfl(s) + A'\/*1(5))

t

@'y*l(t) =Yy + L g dr,y—l(s)

(Z5)*

ds
02(7_1(3)7 @'y*l(s) + A'\/*l(s))

for all t € [0,1]. Here it is straightforward to see that with v~1(t) = Xt(z), Loy = W,
A = Xt(g) and ©.,-1(;) = Y; we exactly have the system (8.I). Thus the system (8.I) has a
solution (W, X, X®Y, Z) which fulfills that 7 := X? = 4=1(1) = inf{r > 0]y(r) = 1} isa
stopping time with regard to (F/) bounded as in (2.2) and that A, ~ v.

It remains to show the uniqueness of this solution. Now take an arbitrary square integrable
solution (W, X2, X®) 'y, 7) of (81). Define the time change

1) | s =0 xP =1, t<x?
' 1, t> XfQ)

and observe that by

X 02 (1, Y + X)) eo? (X2, + X))
awwy = | ar = |

0 Z?2 0 Zg

t
dx® :J ldr =t
F(r)

0

W is a Brownian motion on [0, 1]. Thus the processes (W, X(?), X(®) Y, Z) solve FBSDE (L.2)
for the initial value 0. Due to Theorem and Lemma [3.7] this solution of FBSDE (1.2) is
unique. |

Remark 8.2. If one is only interested in a weak solution, then only FBSDE needs to be solved,
where W is given, and the Brownian motion B can be calculated afterwards, as described in The-
orem[6.1] Aside from simplifying the system that needs to be simulated, this also has the advantage
of being valid for more general coefficients u and o (compare the assumptions of Theorem 2.2l and

Theorem [2.4)).

By the combination of Lemma [7.5, Lemma [5.1] and Theorem [5.4] we have for Z the A x P
a.s. bounds 0 < Z < Z < Z < o0, which are

~ 1 . —9%. - -
Z:(—H i +2min{0,(9 )i%f R<U Cat . CaT ”) (H,x)}) and
g 0 ,T)E + X g

NI

~ 1 ~ aau 12 6‘&0— 2 aaO' —1
ZZ(‘; oo+Z( =5 OO+2H;HOO s IR w))
with
ot <en (5] o2 (5], Il +2[7]))
7% lleo O |pllo“llo € o s

Orft

72
2] i

g

B

J)

o]
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Therefore, we have that

72 72 72
- < o s & < — A x P as.
lol% ~ o2(xP v, + xPy e
and in particular
72 72
<r=x" <% as (8.2)

lol% T

Example 8.3 (Embedding a Normal distribution into a Brownian motion with drift). For u =
meR, oc=1andv = N(0,a?) for a > 0 we know that 7 = o and Ag = —m - o solves the
SEP. In this case we have that g(x) = ax and the above bounds for Z become the explicit values
a < Z < «and the system (8.1) simplifies to

S 1 S S
W, = f —dB, @, XP :f o2dr, XB) = f m - o2dr,
0« r 0 0

Y, =aWi — X§3) — (BXP — BXS(2)>

giving that 7 = X§2) = o? a.s. which equals the above mentioned stopping time. We immediately
find the correct value for Ag since

1
AO = Yb = E[Yﬂfo] =K [an f ma2 dr — BX(Q) + BX(Q) .7:0} = —mon.
0 1 0
Example 8.4. Again let v = N'(0,a?) for a > 0. Furthermore, set
»3 rg W, Db Ps

U(t7a) = ptl7 + and ,u(t,a) =P +

l4+et 1+4+e@ l4+et 14+e@

for the vectors p°, p* € R? containing parameters such that

¢ := p{ + min(0,p5) + min(0,p5) > 0,

2p5p3pY — pIph + min(0, p§p3ph) + min(0, 2p3 p§pl — (p§)*ph) > 0
and
1 pfpk — 2pgpt + min(0, pgph — 2p3ph) — max(0, pgph)

o? 2e3

Then observe that all conditions of Proposition[Z.Zland therefore also of Proposition[8.1]are fulfilled,

=+
o? 2e3

1
7 < < 1 pipy — 2p3ph +min(0, p§ps — 2p3ph) — maX(O,p§p§)> P

and also Z can be directly obtained since

lofleo = p7 + max(0,p3) + max(0,p3),

[0acllco = P31, 0ol = [P5l,  [Gamtlco = Ip5], Ol = [PhI-
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8.2 [Iterative procedure

To numerically approximate (8.1I]) we first embed the hard bounds for Z, as found above, in the
system, then create a Picard-type approximative sequence converging to and numerically
approximate the terms of said sequence. Since we have a coupled system of FBSDEs with a
truncated quadratic growth component, we combine [[16] and [6].

Since X(? is increasing and

-1
+2min{0, inf (Uo@a,u28aao,u) (9,x)}>

(6,2)eR, xR o3

(2) -2
A se (ng'n%o

a.s. as stated in Equation (8.2), we only need a trajectory of B untill this point.

Furthermore, choose any starting value for Z between the lower and upper bounds Z, Z
respectively. Here we set the starting value Z(® = ||, since Z < I7lt < 191w < Z.
Moreover, we define a truncation operator to incorporate the hard bounds for Z, namely, let
T : R — R such that given Z, Z, we define T(z) := min(max(z, Z), Z). The map T is uniformly
Lipschitz.

For the other starting conditions we choose Y(©) = X(2).(0) — x).(0) — 0, Then we do the
following iterations for k € INg:

s 7(2*))
X@101) _ f ( ( )) 4

0 o2 (X7€2),(k+1),yr(k) +Xr(3)7(k+1))

(rz)

S

dr

X®041) :f " (X7£2),(k+1)’y;(k) +X7£3),(k+1))

o 02 (XT(Q),(lc+1)7YT(k) N Xr(3),(k+1))
s <X7£2),(k+1) ) 4 x @0

w kD =f 7 dB y (2),(k+1)
0 T(ZM) X

T

1
}/S(kJrl) :g(Wl(k;-i-l)) _ X£3)=(k?+1) _J o <X7g2),(k+1)7}/r(k) + X(3),(k+1)) dBX(Q),(k+1)-

s

Under the conditions imposed on u, o (Lipschitz and bounded) and T, all the coefficient maps
of the truncated FBSDE system are Lipschitz continuous. It is currently not clear how to show
that the iterative system converges to the solution of (8.1I) where one could possibly use a result
similar to [6, Theorem 2.1]; this difficulty stems from the fact that the [6] methodology does
not allow for either random drift or diffusion coefficients or ¢ depending on Z. Note that in the
limit (k — o0) the truncation does not affect the system as 7<7<7Z.

8.3 Numerical procedure (time discretization)
We introduce the time discretization 7 = {0 = tg,...,t, = 1} for n € IN and define |7| :=
max;—o ... n |ti+1 — t;| as the mesh’s modulus. The numerical approximation of the iterative

system, for each k € IN follows [[7] (or [6]). We apply an explicit Euler type approximation to
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the integrals and let throughout ¢; € 7\{to}. At first
Xt(OQ),(kJrl) 0, Xt(éi),(kJrl) _0

@.k+1) _ (@(k D) 7(2) 2
X =X, + (ti 1 — ti) i
tit1 t; + <0(Xff)’(k+1)%§k) _"_Xt(?),(k‘-l-l)))

(e ) (ra)
+ (bivn — 1) o2 <Xt(i2),(k+1>’yt5k> +Xfi3)’(k“)) ’

XD _ g )1

z+1

then
(2),(k+1) (k) (3),(k+1)
(k+1) (k+1) (k+1) O-(th ’ Y;Z + Xti ) ( >
w, =0, W_ =W, + B — B ),
to t7,+1 t; T(Zt(lk)) X(fil(k+l) Xt(f) (k+1)
and

Y(k+1) (Wl(kﬂ)) _ X£3),(k+1)

Y(k+1) -k [Y(k+1 ‘-Ft, 1]

ti—1

Z(zktl) #E [ <Y;€Ek+1) B ]E[ (k+1) ‘]_—tl 1]) (W, = Wy, )

]—"tH] .

(k+ ) s

The time discretization expression for Z;, is somewhat non-standard when compared with

the [7] scheme. The inner term with the conditional expectation of Y;(ikﬂ) is a variance reduc-
tion trick which has been discussed in several places, e.g. [19, Section 5.4.2]; independently,
the scheme’s convergence (for fixed k as h ~\, 0) follows via [[7, Theorem 3.1] yielding a conver-
gence rate of order h1/2 (the formulation associated to [6], Theorem 2.2] would deliver the same
convergence). In the calculation of Z we use that S X,(«Q),Y + X (3)) dB = Si Z,.dW, for
all s € [0,1] and hence for small 4 > 0

1 t+h
Zt %—E[J ZrdT .F.tj|

h )
1 t+h

| Gin =) (Win =W = [ (= (7, = W 24w, | 7

t

1
= E [Yier Wipn — We)| Fi]
1

:E]E [(Yign — E[Yion| Fe]) Wign — W) .

For the calculation of W we implicitly assume that the value of B is known for every X (12) *) for
all k£ > 0 and ¢; € 7. This problem is more involved if the trajectory of B is to be calculated at
the beginning of the simulation. However, it can be eliminated by calculating the trajectory of
B just in time for the points needed by the method of Brownian bridge and storing all thereby
obtained points. It is well known that the distribution of a Brownian bridge B at time ¢; under
the condition of the values of B at the times to < t; and ¢ > t; is

—t ti—to  (ta—t1)(t1 —to)
+ Btg : ) )
to — 1o ta —to ta — to

By, |By,, B, ~ N (Bto
see e.g. [[17]. Thus the simulation of B at the exact points of time is straightforward as well.

Lastly, the conditional expectations are computed via Least-Squares regression functions as
shown in [15]]; we project over 3-dimensional polynomials up to degree 2.
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After finishing the simulation of the FBSDE we can use the simulated trajectory of B to
simulate our process A and apply the stopping time 7 to see if A, has the desired distribution.

Remark 8.5. For time homogeneous coefficients y and o the FBSDE (1.2)) simplifies to the de-
coupled FBSDE

x® f Z; d Y, = g(W1) f (Y,) Z d fz daw,
= = T s = - r = r— r re
S T 7 S ) ey .

For this decoupled system one can use the same trick as above and inject in the BSDE the hard
bounds on Z. Once truncated and using the condition on p, o, the driver of the BSDE, say fr(y,z) =
T2%(2)u(y)/o?(y) using the notation from before, is a standard uniformly Lipschitz driver in y, z
for which it is known ([[7]1, [€], [15]) that the Euler explicit scheme converges to the true solution.
For weak solutions (see Remark of the SEP this explicit scheme is equivalent to the scheme we
propose here. Hence, we have a special case where the convergence of our scheme is known.

8.4 Numerical testing for Example [8.4]
For the parameters a = 1, p? = (2,0.5,2) and p* = (1.5,—2.5,0.5) such that v = N'(0, 1),

0.5 2 —2.5 0.5
a(t,a)=2+1+6_t+1+6_a and u(t,a):1.5+1+e_t+1+6_a

we gete =2, |0 = 4.5, 7 < \/g and Z > 0.111 giving 6 x 10~* < 7 < 0.4. A simulation with

10° paths, 20 time steps and 50 iterations yielded values for 7 in the interval [0.061;0.161] and
the starting value Yy = —0.042.

0.4 1
25 4
0.3 - 20 4
0.2 15 A
10 A
0.1 1
5 .
00 - 0 T T
4 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

Figure 8.1: On the left, Histogram of 105 samples of A, against the density of the N'(0,); on
the right, the Histogram of the corresponding samples of 7 and at x = 0.0055 and x = 0.4 the a
priori hard bounds for the stopping time.

We simulated A, with initial condition Ag = Yy = —0.042. In Figure [8.1] one finds the his-
togram of the simulated values of the A, (left) and the stopping time 7 (right). The histogram
of A, indicates that our algorithm generates the sought normal distribution (with the appro-
priate characteristics). Also, D’Agostino and Pearson’s [8,[9] test for normality, applied to the
simulated data A,, yielded a p-value of 0.37. Given such a high p-value we do not reject the
hypothesis of normality at any reasonable significance level.
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A Appendix

Lemma A.1. For x € R define g(x) := F, }(®(x)) for F,, and ® being the cumulative distribution
functions of v and the standard normal distribution, and additionally define ®¢.(z) = ®(%) for
any o > 0. If |¢'||c < o0, then there exist K > 0 and o > 0 such that

* forall z < —K we have I, (z) < ®g,(z) = &(%) and
e forall x > K we have F,(x) = ®g,(z) = ®(2).

If additionally there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that 0 < ¢ < ¢’ then there exist K > 0 and
01,09 > 0 such that

e forall z > K we have &g, () = ®(E

) S Ful@) < @ogy () = 0(3;)  and

) < Fy(2) < @y (2) = D(37)-

o1

e forall z < —K we have ®¢,,(z) = (£

02

Proof. Select K, 0,e > 0 such that for all m > K we have g(£) < z and for all z < —K we have

g(%) — € = x, which is possible since 0 < ¢’ < C < 0. Then
foro>K:  F2) = F(%) > Fg(Z) = F(FH®(2) > 9() = 0, (2),
forz <-K: F(2)=F, (%)< F(9(5)—¢)=F, (F*1(¢(§)) €) S O(3) = Poo().

If additionally 0 < ¢ < ¢’ then we can choose Ky > 0 and some o5 > 0 such that for all z > K,
we have g(@) ¢ > z and for all x < — K5 we have 9(0—2) < z. By an analogous argumentation
as above we then obtain the remaining estimates. Setting K as the maximum of K from above
and K and furthermore o7 := o we have proved the statement. [ |
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