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Abstract: In this paper, we study a partially observed progressive optimal control problem of
forward-backward stochastic differential equations with random jumps, where the control do-
main is not necessarily convex, and the control variable enter into all the coefficients. In our
model, the observation equation is not only driven by a Brownian motion but also a Poisson
random measure, which also have correlated noises with the state equation. For preparation, we
first derive the existence and uniqueness of the solutions to the fully coupled forward-backward
stochastic system with random jumps and its estimation in L? (8 > 2)-space under some as-
sumptions, and the non-linear filtering equation of partially observed stochastic system with
random jumps. Then we derive the partially observed global maximum principle with random
jumps. To show its applications, a partially observed linear quadratic progressive optimal control
problem with random jumps is investigated, by the maximum principle and stochastic filtering.
State estimate feedback representation of the optimal control is given in a more explicit form

by introducing some ordinary differential equations.
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1 Introduction

In modern stochastic control theory, it is acknowledged that the main way to obtain the global

maximum principle is the spike variational technique when the control domain is not neces-
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sarily convex. But different from the classical stochastic control problem, when the diffusion
term contains the control variable, first-order expansion is not enough to formulate the varia-
tional equation for the state process % which generally is the adapted solution to the following

controlled stochastic differential equation (SDE for short):

{da;:;‘ = b(t, ¥, ug)dt + o(t, z, up)dWy, t€[0,T],

C—
Ty =,

where W is a Brownian motion. The main reason is the Ito’s integral ftHe o(s,x¥ us)dWy is only
of order O(e%). In 1990, Peng [24] first introduced the second-order term in the Taylor’s expan-
sion of the variation and completely obtained the global maximum principle for the stochastic
control problem.

Consider the following controlled backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE for short),
which is coupled with the above controlled SDE:

{—dy:f = g(uxg?ygazgaut)dt - Z;LdWh te [OaTL (1 1)

yr = o(z).

Pardoux and Peng [23] first obtained its existence and uniqueness result under the assumption
that the generator ¢ is linear growth and Lipschitz continuous in (y, z). Independently, Duffie
and Epstein [5] introduced the notion of recursive utilities in continuous time which is a type
of BSDE where g is independent of z. In El Karoui et al. [I3], a general stochastic control
problem with recursive utilities by the solutions to BSDEs, where the generator g contains z,
is studied. When the control domain is convex, the global maximum principle reduces to the
so-called local maximum principle which is derived by the classical convex variation instead of
the spike variation. Peng [25] first established a local maximum principle for the stochastic
recursive optimal control problem, where the state equation of the problem is a controlled
forward-backward stochastic differential equation (FBSDE for short). Wu [53] proved a local
maximum principle for the optimal control problem of fully coupled FBSDEs. Wu [49] and
Yong [66] obtained global maximum principles for optimal control problems of decoupled and
fully coupled FBSDESs, respectively.

Next, consider the following backward stochastic differential equation with random jumps
(BSDEP for short):

—dy;' = g(t, o',y 2, 2y, ue)dt — 2 dWy — / Z(t,e)N(de,dt), t e 0,77,
&

where N (+,-) is a Poisson random martingale measure. Under standard assumptions, Tang and Li

[41] first proved their existence and uniqueness results for general BSDEPs, which are derived as



adjoint equations when they studied the global maximum principle for the controlled stochastic
differential equation with random jumps (SDEP for short). Wu [51] studied the existence and
uniqueness result of the solutions to fully coupled forward-backward SDEP (FBSDEP for short).
Situ [35] first obtained the global maximum principle for the controlled SDEP where the control
variable is not included in the jump coefficient. Tang and Li [4I] completely proved the global
maximum principle where the control variable enters into both diffusion and jump coefficients.
Shi and Wu [33] extended the result of Peng [25] to discontinuous case, and proved a local
maximum principle for a kind of controlled FBSDEPs. Recently, Song et al. [38] found that, in
the work of [41], the third estimate in (2.10) is not correct, which was also put forward by Situ
[37] in the early, and the subsequent variational calculus then underestimated the influence of
jumps. In [38], they overcome the deficiencies with a new spike variation technique and obtained
a new global maximum principle for controlled SDEPs.

An inspiring thought appearing in the nonlinear expectation theory motivates us to study
the optimal control problem of FBSDEP. We consider an SDEP as follows:

dxy = b(t, zy,wp)dt + o(t, x, up)dWy + / ft,xf g, e)N(de, dt), te€]0,7T], 1.2)
& 1.2
Ty = X0,

and the cost functional can be formulated as:
T
Jgr(u) = Egp [/ 1tz ug)dt + @(xlfp)} , (1.3)
0

where Egp[-] is a nonlinear expectation called gP-expectation, which is related to the BSDEP:

—d77t = g(t7 Ct7 )‘(t,))dt - Ctth - /(g‘A(t,e)N(dea dt)7 te [07 T]7 (1 4)

nr =&
If we set g(¢,0,0) = 0, then we can define a gP-expectation in the following.
Definition 1.1. For any £ € L2T, we set Egn €] = 1p.

It is known that in 1997, Peng [26] introduced the notion of g-expectation, for a random
variable &, it is defined as the initial value of a classical BSDE driven by a generator g and with

a terminal value £&. More precisely, when we consider the following BSDE without jumps:

{—dyt = g(t, Yt, Zt)dt — thWt, t e [O, T], (1 5)

yr = ¢,

then we denote g-expectation by the operator &[] and define £;[¢] = yo. More properties about

g-expectation can be seen in [27]. In 2006, Royer [3I] generalized the notion of g-expectation



and introduced f-expectation related to some BSDEP driven by a generator f and with terminal
value £, under which the filtration is generated by both Brownian motion and Poisson random
measure. Under some conditions, f-expectation, like g-expectation, preserve most properties of
the classical expectation except the linearity. Here, in (I.3]) of this paper, we put a superscript p
on g, i.e. gP, to represent some f-expectation with jumps which is distinct form the g-expectation
without jumps. Moreover, Egr|-] and £y[-] can be reduced to classical expectation E[-] provided
that g = 0.
Then the aim is to find an optimal control @ € U,,; such that

Ty (@) = inf Jp(u), (1.6)
where U,q is a certain admissible control set. Next, we consider that £ = fOT U(t, zf, ue)dt+ (),
then we get

nr = /OTl(t,x;‘,ut)dt + &(x7p), (L.7)
and define .
== [ U atads, =G 5y =N, (1.8)
where (y“, 2%, ") satisfies the following BSDEP coupled with (L2l):

—dyp = [g(t, 5,58 )) + U(t, ot )] dt — 2dW, — / 5 N(de,dt), te0,T], o)
I .

According to the discussion above, we can transform the original optimal control problem with
gP-expectation into a problem of FBSDEP with classical expectation. In this case, the state

equation becomes
dzi = b(t,x,ue)dt + o(t, zy, up)dW; + / ft, i g, e)N (de, dt),
&

—dy = [g(t, 2, )+ U(t, ), up) | dt — 2 dWy — / 2&76)N(de,dt), t€0,77, (1.10)
&

with the cost functional
Jor (1) = yg, (1.11)

and the aim is transformed to minimize the cost functional (LIT]) subject to (ILI0O)), which can
be regarded as a special recursive optimal control problem.
In the literature, when the control domain in nonconvex, it is difficult to derive the first-order

and second-order Taylor’s expansions for BSDE (IZIl), which is proposed as an open problem



in Peng [28]. Recently, Hu [8] solved this open problem and obtained a novel global maximum

principle. In [8], the relationship among the terms of the first-order Taylor expansions, i.e.,

yt =pay, 2 = pdo (g, (t) + [ox(Ope + @)z,

is built, where (p, q) is the solution to the first-order adjoint equation which possesses a linear
generator. More importantly, a novel feature is that the variation of z; contains an additional
term pdo(t)lg, (t). Another novel idea is to apply Taylor’s expansion to z; + pido(t)lg, (t)
and then to derive the global maximum principle. Motivated by these ideas, Hu et al. [9]
further extended the global maximum principle to the fully coupled controlled FBSDE. In [9],
they decoupled the fully coupled linear first-order and second-order forward-backward variation

equations by establishing the following relationships:
v = peats 5 = AW)IE (1) + ki (t)zy,
where ki (t) = (1 — pro,(t)) " How(t)pe + oy (t)p? + @] and A(t) satisfies an algebra equation
A(t) = pe|o(t, T, Ge, 2+ At), ue) — o(t, Te, Gty 26, W) |,

with (p, q) is the solution to the adjoint equation with a quadratic generator. They also applied
Taylor’s expansion to z; + A(t)Ig,(t) and derived the global maximum principle by assuming g
is bounded and unbounded, respectively.

However, in the above, the controlled systems are all considered under complete information.
In practice, the state equation usually could not be observed directly. There are two kinds of
incomplete information forms. The first one is that one could only observe a related stochastic

process Y which usually satisfies an SDE:

dY; = h(t, e, u)dt + o(t)dW,, t€[0,T),
Y, = 0.

The second one is that the known information is generated by a standard Brownian noise, which,
in fact, can be regarded as a special case of the first situation.

For stochastic control problems with partial information, there has been considerable lit-
erature about forward-backward stochastic controlled systems. Wang and Wu [43] obtained a
global maximum principle for partially observed stochastic recursive optimal control problem,
under the assumption that control domain is not necessarily convex and the forward diffusion
coefficient does not contain control variable. Wu [50] studied a partially observed stochastic con-
trol problem of FBSDEs and a local maximum principle was proved. Shi and Wu [34] obtained
a partially observed maximum principle of controlled fully coupled FBSDESs on the assumption
that the forward diffusion coefficient does not contain the control variable and the control do-

main is not necessarily convex. Wang et al. [44] studied a partial observed stochastic control



problem of FBSDEs with correlated noises between the system and the observation. Three
versions of maximum principle were established by using a direct method, an approximation
method and a Malliavin derivative method, respectively. By introducing a state decomposition
and backward separation approach, Wang et al. [45] studied an linear-quadratic (LQ for short)
stochastic control problem of FBSDEs, where the drift coefficient of the observation equation is
linear with respect to state x, and the observation noise is correlated with the state noise. Some
recent progress for partially observed problems, has been made in mean-field type controls (see
[20], [47], [7]), differential games (see [48], [11], [54], [61], [68]), random jumps (see [22], [40], [55],
[56], [57], [67]), time delay (see [I7]) and applications in finance (see [60], [62]). The partially
observed stochastic control problem is usually associated with the state filtering and estimation
technique, and we only list some main references such as [19], [2], [59], [42], [57], [46], [37].

The motivation of our work in this paper comes from two aspects. The first one is Hu
[8], in which a global maximum principle for optimal control problem with recursive utilities
has been obtained completely. The second one is Song et al. [38], in which a new global
maximum principle for stochastic control problem of SDEPs, where the control variable enters
into both the coefficients of diffusion and jump, has been derived by using a novel spike variation
technique, which modifies a critical incorrectness in Tang and Li [41], which has been pointed
out in the book of Situ [37] for over sixteen years. Combining the two aspects above with
the partially observed feature, in this paper, we aim to study a global maximum principle for
partially observed controlled forward-backward stochastic system with random jumps, where
all the coefficients contain the control variable. We note that, very recently, Hao and Meng
[7] obtained a global maximum principle for optimal control of the general mean-field forward-
backward stochastic system with jumps. However, the jump term in the SDEP of their paper
does not contain the control variable and the cost functional is a special recursive case.

To our best knowledge, there are rare literature on the partially observed forward-backward
stochastic optimal control problem with random jumps. In this paper, we initiate to prove
the partially observed global maximum principle with random jumps, where the state noise is
correlated with the observation noise. Our work distinguishes itself from the existing literatures
in the following aspects:

(1) We extend the work in [§] into the partially observed case with random jumps. There
exist correlated noises between the state equation and the observation equation, which make the
original decoupled forward-backward stochastic system become a kind of fully-coupled one. We
first prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to fully coupled FBSDEPs in L?-space
on small interval. However, due to some technical difficulties, we only obtain the existence and
uniqueness of the solution to the fully coupled FBSDEPs and give its estimate under (A4), (A6)
in LA(B > 2)-space, which, motivated by the recent work of Meng and Yang [2I] in which they
proved that an adapted L2-solution is an LP-solution for some 8 > 2, extends to a general case

for any given terminal time T'. For further resolving the difficulties, we relax the Assumption



(A6), and obtain the L#(3 > 2)-solution to fully coupled FBSDEPs and give its estimate under
(A4), (A5) by defined a new space F2P[0,T] for any given 7.

(2) Then we derive the partially observed global maximum principle. Compared to [41] and
[40], our result is both a correction and an extension. To our best knowledge, in the optimal
control problems, we initiate to consider that the observation equation is not only driven by the
Brownian motion, but also by the Poisson random measure. Moreover, the correlated noises
between state and the observation equation not only come from the Brownian motion, but from
the Poisson random measure. It is an extension of the case in [57], in which an LQ problem
with special Poisson process and convex control domain is considered.

(3) Similar to [8], we also guess that ztl 1 th 1 5(1 tle) , 5(21;’16) have the following form, respectively:

Ztl’l — Al(t)]].[ﬂ__l'_e} _|_Zg-71/7 Zt271 — A2(t)]].[{’{+d _|_Zt27117
~1,1 Al N1 ~1,17 2,1 _A2 1 ~2.1/ (1'12)
Ze =8 WIo+ 5[, Z = A1o + 5,

where Al(-),A2(:),A'(),A%(-) are four Fj-adapted processes, and zb!', 221 z0V 221" haye
good estimates similarly as x'. However, different from the results in [8] or [9], we find
A'(-) = A%(:) = 0. The main reason is that we subtract the jump part in the random in-
terval @. There is no need for such a term Al(t)L1p, A%(t)1p in the third and fourth equality
in (LI2), which is in accordance with the variational equation of x in Section 3.1. Therefore,
we mainly do Taylor expansions at Z, §ir, 2} + pido1 (t)g, (t), 22 + pido2(t)lg. (t) and z}, 77 for
by, 01,09, f1, fa,1, respectively.

(4) Compared to the work in [8], we extend the cost functional into a general case, which
is similar to the LQ part in [9]. However, two new adjoint equations are introduced. The
variational inequality is firstly derived. Compared to the work in [8], besides the vital first-order
adjoint equation with Poisson measure, we can obtain four new adjoint equations, however,
the second-order adjoint equation is a new BSDEP. Then we derive a new partially observed
global maximum principle. More importantly, the maximum principle can reduce to the work
[18] when the forward-backward system with random jumps degenerate into the forward one
without random jumps. Different from the framework in Li and Tang [I§] (or Tang [39]) where
the observed process Y is viewed as a Brownian motion at the beginning, we not only consider
a more natural framework(Hu et al. [I0], Zhang et al. [67]), but also prove the equivalence
between the two frameworks. More details can be seen in Remark 2.2] Remark 321 Remark 331

(5) We consider a special partially observed LQ forward-backward stochastic optimal control
problem with random jumps. By the method of [37], we first deduce a non-linear filtering equa-
tion for partially observed stochastic system with random jumps, which extends the case with
Poisson process into the case with Poisson martingale measure. And we obtain the state esti-
mate feedback of the optimal control in a closed-loop form. Moreover, an explicit representation

for the optimal control is given by some ordinary differential equations (ODEs for short).



The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate a general par-
tially observed progressive optimal control problem of forward-backward stochastic system with
random jumps, and prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the fully coupled FB-
SDEPs and its L’-estimate under some assumptions and different spaces, for any 8 > 2. In
Section 3, we derive the partially observed global maximum principle of FBSDEPs with general
cost functional. In Section 4, as an application, our theoretical results are applied to study a
partially observed LQ optimal control problem of FBSDEPs. In a special case, we first give the
maximum condition for the optimal control and verify its sufficiency. We then represent the
optimal control as a state estimate feedback form. Moreover, we obtain a more explicit opti-
mal control with some ODEs. Section 5 gives some concluding remarks. In the Appendix, we
give some results about non-linear filtering equation of signal-observation system with Poisson

martingale measure that will be used in the LQ problem in Section 4.

2 Problem Formulation and Preliminaries

Let T > 0 be fixed. Consider a complete filtered probability space (2, F, (Ft)o<t<T,P) and
two one-dimensional independent standard Brownian motions W' and W?2 defined in R? with
Wa = W2 =0. Let (§,B(€)) be a Polish space with the o-finite measure v; on &, v on & and
& C &,&E C E. Suppose that Ny (de, dt) is a Poisson random measure on (RT x &y, B(RT)xB(&))
under P and for any E; € B(&1), v1(FE7) < oo, then the compensated Poisson random measure
is given by Nj(de,dt) = Ni(de,dt) — vi(de)dt. Let Ny(de,dt) be an integer-valued random
measure and its predictable compensator is given by A(¢,z;—,e)vo(de)dt, where the function
Mt,z,e) € [1,1),0 <1 <1, and for any Ey € B(E2), vo(F2) < oo, then its compensated random
measure is given by Nj(de,dt) = No(de,dt) — \(t,z_,e)va(de)dt. Moreover, W', W2 Ny, Ny
are mutually independent under P, and let fth,ftW2,.7:fv 1,.EN2 be the P-completed natural
filtrations generated by W', W2, Ny, Ny, respectively. Set F; := ]:th \% ]ﬂtW2 \% ]:tN1 \% ]:tN VN
and F = Fr, where N denotes the totality of P-null sets. £ denotes the expectation under the
probability measure P.

Different from [41] and [40], the integrand of the stochastic integral in our paper is &-
progressive measurable rather than E-predictable, which is referred to [38]. We first introduce

some preliminaries from [38].

Definition 2.1. Suppose that H is an Euclidean space, and B(H) is the Borel o-field on H.
Given T > 0, a process = : [0,T] x Q& — H is called progressive measurable (predictable)
if © is G/B(H)(P/B(H)) measurable, where G(P) is the corresponding progressive measurable
(predictable) o-field on [0,T] x 2, and a process x : [0,T] x Q& x &€ — H is called E-progressive
measurable (E-predictable) if z is G x B(E)/B(H)(P x B(E)/B(H)) measurable.

Now, given a process x which has RCLL paths, zg_ := 0 and Ax; := x; — x4_,t > 0, for



i = 1,2, let m; denote the measure on F ® B([0,T]) ® B(&;) generated by N; that m;(A) =
EfOT fg HAN- de,dt). For any F @ B([0,T]) ® B(&;)/B(R) measurable integrable process z,
we set E;[z] := [xdm; and denote by E;[z|P @ B(&;)] the Radon-Nikodym derivatives w.r.t.
P®B (&). In fact, E; is not an expectation (for m; is not a probability measure), but it owns
similar properties to expectation. A more general definition of stochastic integral of random
measure has been introduced by [38] where the theory of dual predictable projection is utilized.

Therefore, we omit the details here and give the following lemma directly.

Lemma 2.1. If g is a positive &;-progressive measurable process that

T
E/ / gNi(de,dt) < 0o, i =1,2,
0 Ei

then we have the following results:

(i) (//gN (de dt) =// [9IP @ B(E)]wi(de)t,

o [ foswr- [ [ ([ [ i)

(i) //gN (de dt:/ / N (de, dt) // 1P BE)]vi(de)dt,
//gN de. dt) // [oIP © B(E)]vi(de)dt,

() AN = / gNi(de, {t}),

(i) [9Nir9.Ni/] // Ni(de, dt),

where xP is the dual predictable projection of x.
Consider the following state equation which is a controlled FBSDEP:
dzl = by (t, 2%, u)dt + o (t, 22, ug ) dAWE + oo (t, 2, up ) dW?

+ [ filt,xdug,e)Ni(de, dt) + | folt, 2, ug, €) No(de, dt),
51 52

_dyf:g(t,a;t“,yt“,zt ztzu,/ (t )Vl(de) / (t )Vg(de) ut)dt—zt uth (2.1)

—apraw? - [ g Nde,dn [ 5 Satde.dr), te0.7)
2

l‘g = Zo, y% = ¢(xT)7

where, as we concluded in the following Remark 2.2 the first framework where probability mea-

sure P is given originally is equivalent to the second framework (as presented in our paper)



where probability measure P is given originally. Therefore, by the following Girsanov’s theorem
method, W', W? are mutually independent Brownian motions and Np, Ny are mutually inde-
pendent Poisson martingale measures under P and W', W2 are mutually independent Brownian
motions and Ny, ]\E are mutually independent Poisson martingale measures under P. Then we
give the fact that the stochastic process W2 and Poisson random measure Ny under P is stan-
dard Brownian motion and Poisson martingale measure under P, respectively. Equivalently, we
also have the understanding that stochastic process W2 and Poisson random measure Né under
P is standard Brownian motion and Poisson martingale measure under P as presented exactly
in our paper, which is accordance with the non-jumps framework in [44]. Moreover, we have

explicit representations of W2, Ny by W2, ]\Nfé as follows:

AWE = dWE + a3 (t)ba(t, ©U(t), up)dt,

~ ~ (2.2)
Ny(de,dt) = Nj(de,dt) + (A(t,z}_,e) — 1)vo(de)dt.

where o3(t) and ba(t, 0" (t),us) are defined in the following.
Suppose that the state process (z%,y%, 2%, 22% 2% 224 cannot be observed directly. In-

deed, we can observe a related process Y which is governed by the following SDEP:
Lu 2, -1, 2,
v =ttt [ s, [ 5 etde) w)d
1 2

+o3()dWE + [ fa(t,e)NS(de,dt), te[0,T], (2.3)
&

Yyt =0,

and consider the cost functional as follows:

T
J(u) = E{/o l(t,xﬁ,yf,zg’u,zf’u,/g Eggi)ul(de),/g 5?£z)ug(de),ut)dt+@(x%) —i—F(yg)},
1 ’ (2.4)
where we suppose that (b1, 01,02)(t,z,u) : [0,T] x R xR — R, (f1, f2)(t,z,u,e) : [0,T] x R x
R x & (&) — R, and (g,bo, ) (t,z,y, 2", 22,71, 22,u) : [0,T] x RxRxRxRxRxR xR =R,
o(z) : R —= R, 03(t) : [0,T] = R, f3(t,e) : [0,T] x E - R, &(z) : R = R, I'(y) : R — R are
suitable maps. The following assumptions are assumed.
(A1) (1) by,01,092 are G ® B(R) ® B(R)/B(R) measurable, fi, fo are G ® B(R) ® B(R) ®
B(&1)(B(&2))/B(R) measurable, ¢ is B(R)/B(R) measurable.
(2) by,01,09, f1 and fy are twice continuously differentiable in x with bounded first and

second order derivatives, o9 is also bounded and there is a constant C' such that
‘(b170-170-27f17f2)(t7337u)| < C(l + |$| + |u|)

(3) ¢ are twice continuous differentiable in x with bounded second order derivatives and
there is a constant C' such that

[¢(z)] < C(1+ [x]).

10



(4) For 8 > 2, the following hold:

T B T s T 8
(/ ]bl(t,0,0)\dt> < 00, </ \al(t,o,O)Pdt) < o0, </ \ag(t,o,owdt) < o0,
0 0 0
([ " Ao SR
0 &1
< B

2
T B8 T
/ |b2(t,0,0,0,0,0,0,0)|dt> < 00, (/ |g(t,0,0,0,0,0,0,0)|dt> < .
0 0

2

T
<o ([ [ 1nte0.00Pmer)” <o
0 Eo

(5) b2, g are GRB(R) @ B(R) @ B(R) ® B(R) @ B(R) ® B(R) ® B(R)/B(R) measurable, and are
twice continuously differentiable with respect to (z,vy, 2%, 22, 2%, 22); by, g, Dby, Dg, D?by, D?g are
continuous in (z,vy, 2%, 22, 2%, 22, u); be, Dby, Dg, D?bs, D%g are bounded, and \03_1(15)] is bounded

by some constant C, and

1

‘b2(t7$7 ,y,Zl,Z2,21,22,u)| + !g(t,x,,y, Zl,z2,2 7227u)|

<O+ |zl + [yl + |21 + 2% + 2]+ [122]] + [ul).

(6) For any (t,x,e) € [0,T] x R x &, there exists a constant C' such that |A\;(¢,z,e)| +
Az (t, z,€)] < C.
(A2) 1,®,T are twice continuous differentiable in (x,y, 2!, 22, 2!, 22) with bounded second

order derivatives and there is a constant C such that

Uy ot 220 2y (G, 21, 22 20 22 u) | S C(LA+ o] + y| + 121+ 122 + 112+ 1122 + [ul),
Ut z,y, 2", 22 28 22 0| < C(L+ [z + [y + 22 + 222 + 2P+ 122 + [ul?),
()| < C(A+ [z?), [|Pu(z)] <CA+|2]), T(y) <CA+y?), Tyly) <C1+]y)).

Remark 2.1. We consider the deterministic coefficient in our paper, that is, fiving (x,y, 2!, 22,

#1722 1), by, by, 01,09, 9, f1, f2,1 are deterministic function from [0,T] x £1(&) to R. In fact,
we can regard [0,T] as a kind of cylinder set [0,T] x Q in a binary form, and here, G(P) is
the corresponding progressive measurable (predictable) o-field on [0,T] which can be viewed as a
special case on [0,T] x Q. The only difference is that the coefficients by,be,01,09,9, f1, f2,1 do

not contain w exactly.

In our paper, for notational simplicity, we define ©"(t) := (x}, y}', ztl’“, zf’“, 5(11;“6),5(21;"6)) and

~ u ~ u u lu 2u ~lu ~2u
g(t,0%(t), ue) == g(t, af, y' 2" 2 ,/g z(t’e)ul(de),/g z(t’e)yg(de),ut),
1 2
for § = g,be,l and (t,7,y,2',2%,21,2%) € [0,T] x R x R x R x R x L2(&,B(&),v1;R) x

L?(&,B(&), v2;R). Here, the space L2(&;, B(&;),vi;R), i = 1,2 are defined in the (A4), (3) in
the following.
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For ¢t € [0,T], define FY := o{Y,;0 < s < t}. For U C R, the admissible control set is
defined as follows:
Uaq[0, T ::{u|ut is FY -progressive U-valued process, such that sup E [|ut|ﬁ ] < 00,
0<t<T
T (2.5)
for any 5 > 1 and E/ lug|2Ni(&;, dt) < oo, for i = 1,2}.
0

Our aim in this paper, is to select an optimal control u € U,4[0,T] such that

J(u)= inf J(u).
0= citfon

Remark 2.2. In our setting, for overcoming the circular dependence between the controlled
filtration F) and the control u, we have adopted the Girsanov measure transformation method.
We point out that our framework is different from that most used in ([18], [43], [50], [34], [44]]),
but similar as ([10], [67]). The obvious difference between these two kinds of frameworks depends
on the original probability measure, that is, P or P, which is given first. In the first framework,
for a given original probability measure P, the observation process Y is given as a standard
Brownian motion. However, in the second framework which is used in our paper, under a given
original probability measure P, the observation process Y is a stochastic process which becomes
a standard Brownian motion under the new probability measure P by Girsanov’s theorem.

In fact, by analyzing, we could obtain an important conclusion that these two kinds of frame-
works are equivalent in some sense. First, no matter which kind of framework is considered in
the existing literature, as a goal, the observation process Y should be a control-independent stan-
dard Brownian motion under the probability measure P. Indeed, this goal is the key to deal with
partially observed problems. More precisely, in the first framework, W and observation process
Y are two uncontrolled Brownian motions, and the cost functional is usually defined under the
new controlled probability measure P. However, for obtaining necessary and sufficient mazimum
principles, a controlled P would bring the obstacle when using variation technique and Ité’s for-
mula. Therefore, the given uncontrolled P and uncontrolled Brownian motion Y by the measure
transformation can be regarded as a “bridge” to fill in this gap. In the second framework, P
is a new probability measure under which the original controlled stochastic process Y becomes a
uncontrolled Brownian motion, which is more natural than the given Brownian motion Y at the
beginning in the first framework. Moreover, the nature mainly shows that, it is usual that the
Brownian motion can not be observed directly, but the role of Girsanov transformation shows
that there exists another probability measure P such that the observation process Y can be turned
into certain Brownian motion. So we think that considering Y as a Brownian motion at first,
although it is unnatural, is a technical demanding. Moreover, it means that the original P (the
new P) in the first framework and the new P (the original P) in the second framework play the
same roles and actually have the same effects. So these two kinds of frameworks are equivalent

in some sense. We will show its equivalence in general mathematical sense in Remark [3.3.
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As analyzed above, in order to solve the problem, we first set

T T
ry ::exp{ / S (b2 (t,©%(2), uy ) AW} —%/ o5 (b2 (t, ©"(2), ue ) |2dt

/ / log A(t, z;_,e)Na(de, dt) / / At, zy, ))Vg(de)dt}.
52 52

The following assumption is necessary to guarantee the Girsanov measure transformation.

(A3) [exp{/ /52 (- ti;i 5 ))2V2(de)dt}:| < .

Under (A3), define

(2.6)

M(t) ::—/ o3 (8)b2 (5,0%(s), us ) dW?2 + //521_ v 76’ )Nz(de ds),

which is a locally square integrable martingale. Moreover, M; — M;_ > —1, P-a.s., and

E [exp {1<MC, M€y + (M, M%H

= [exp{ / o5 (£)ba (8, ©(¢ ut|dt+/ /52 1_t7;txf’)) (de)dtH<oo,

where M¢ and M? are continuous and purely discontinuous martingale parts of M, respectively.

Therefore, it follows that I'}', the Doléans-Dade exponential of M, is a martingale (Protter and

Shimbo [29]). Then we can define a probability measure P via

P

S5 =Th=aH

where T satisfies the following equation:

dEY = Py ()b (t, (1), ut)th2+/ U (Mt 2 e) — 1) No(de,dt), ¢ € [0,T],
1) (2.7)

Moreover, under the new probability measure P and denoting the expectation with respect
to P by E, W', W2 are mutually independent Brownian motions and Ny, Ny are mutually

independent Poisson martingale measures, where
AW?E = dW2 + o3 (t)ba(t,©%(t),us)dt, Na(de,dt) = No(de,dt) — vo(de)dt. (2.8)

Observing Ny and N}, then their relationship can be built as (Z2).

We introduce the following spaces:

SP10,T] = {y‘y has RCLL paths, adapted and E[OiltlET |yt|ﬁ} < oo}
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with norm HyHg = E[SUPogth ]ytlﬁ];
T8
M2B[0 T = { "|2" is predictable and E[(/ \z§\2dt> 2] < oo}, i=1,2,
0
with norm ||z’||25 =E|( fo |zt|2dt)§]
B
F2 5[0 T] = { ‘z is &;-predictable and E[ / / |z(t6 [v;(de) dt) 2] < oo}, i=1,2,

with norm ||2i||25 = E[(fOT fg |z(t6 2v;i(de)dt) 2 ] Specially, for 3 = 2, we set S?[0,7],
M20,T) = M2 2[0, 7] and F20,7T) = F2 [0, T defined similarly, for i = 1,2, as the above.
For simplicity, we set M?[0,T] := S#[0, T] x SP[0, T x MEB[O,T] X M;B[O,T] X FEB[O,T] X
FFP10,T) and N[0, T) := SP[0,T] x M2P[0,T) x MZ"[0,T] x F>°[0,T] x F2*[0,T), for 8 > 2.
Then substituting (2.2)) into the state equation (2.1I), we get

2 2
dzy = by (t,0"(t), up)dt + Z oi(t, ' ug ) AW} + Z/ filt, 2 up, €)Ni(de, dt),

—dy = g(t,0"(t), us dt—zz;“dwt Z/ 2% Ni(de,dt), tel0,T], (29)
i=1

Ty = x0, Y = o(x7),

where

by (t,0"(t),u) :=bi(t, z",u) — . fa(t,z" u,e)(A(t, 2", e) — 1)va(de)

— o3 (t)o2(t, x%, u)bs (t,0"(t),u).

Remark 2.3. We note that, although we aim to study the decoupled forward-backward stochastic
systems originally, the system becomes a fully coupled one due to the partially observed structure.
Therefore, we need existence and uniqueness of the solutions and the corresponding LP(f > 2)-

estimate for a series of variations needed in the deduction of the global maximum principle.

For the LP-estimate and existence and uniqueness of solutions to SDE(P)s, BSDE(P)s and
FBSDE(P)s, let us mention a few results. Tang and Li [41] studied the existence and uniqueness
of solution to BSDEP in L? space (see also Barles et. al. [1]). Situ [36] derived an existence and
uniqueness result for the L?-adapted solution to BSDEP, where he considered that its terminal
time is a bounded random stopping time and the coefficients are non-Lipschitzian. Wu [51]
obtained the existence and uniqueness results of solution to fully coupled FBSDEP in L?-space
under the monotonicity condition. Then Wu [52] gave the existence and uniqueness result
and a comparison theorem for such equation in stopping time (unbounded) duration. Yin and

Mao [64] dealt with a class of BSDEP with random terminal times and proved the existence
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and uniqueness result of adapted solution under the assumption of non-Lipschitzian coefficient.
Quenez and Sulem [30] studied some properties of linear BSDEP and also gave the existence
and uniqueness of solution to such a BSDEP with general driver in LP-space (p > 2) and its
L?-estimate. Li and Wei [I6] studied some LP (p > 2) estimates for fully coupled FBSDEP
which were proved under the monotonicity assumption for arbitrary time intervals and in a
small time intervals by assuming that some Lipschitz constants are sufficiently small. Kruse
and Popier [14] gave the existence and uniqueness of solution to a BSDE with Brownian and
Poisson noises in a general filtration in LP-spaces (p > 1), especially for the case of p € (1,2)
which has to be handled carefully, and some mistake was pointed out when p < 2, which was
corrected by themselves in [I5]. Yao [63] studied LP-solution (p € (1,2)) of a multi-dimensional
BSDEP whose generator may not be Lipschitz continuous in (y, z) and obtained its existence and
uniqueness of solution with p-integrable terminal data. Geiss and Steinicke [6] proved existence
and uniqueness of BSDEP allowing the coefficients in the linear growth- and monotonicity-
condition for the generator to be random and time-dependent. In the L?-case with linear growth,
this also generalized the results in [I4]. Confortola [3] obtained the existence and uniqueness
in LP (p > 1) of solution to a BSDE driven by a marked point process on a bounded interval.
Moreover, it is also necessary to mention the following recent works about LP-theory of FBSDE.
By firstly establishing a measurable global implicit function theorem, then, under the Lipschitz
condition and monotonicity assumption, Xie and Yu [58] obtained an LP(p > 1)-solution and its
related p-th power estimates for coupled FBSDE with random coefficients on small durations.
It is worth noting that Yong [65] investigated the problem of when an adapted L2-solution of an
FBSDE is an adapted LP(p > 2)-solution. For giving an affirmative answer, several important
cases were explored, which is thought-provoking but is far from having a satisfactory answer.
Therefore, some open questions worthy of studying are posed to construct a better theory of
FBSDEs. For giving a positive answer to the problem proposed by Yong [65], Meng and Yang
[21] proved that a unique L2-solution of fully coupled FBSDEs is an LP-solution under standard
conditions on the coefficients for any given terminal time 7', based on a key observation of the
relation between L? and LP estimations of FBSDEs, by which we have developed a LP(p > 2)-
theory, including LP-solution and its p-th power estimation, of fully coupled FBSDEPs for any

given terminal time 7" as an extension to the case with Poisson jumps.
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2.1 The existence and uniqueness of the solution and L’-estimate

Consider the following fully coupled FBSDEP:

2 2
dx, = b(t,0(t))dt + Zai(t, O(t))dw; + Z / fi(t,©(t—), e)N;(de, dt),

2.10
—dy; = g(t,0(t) dt—zz;dwt Z/z(m i(de,dt), te€0,T], (2.10)

xo = x9, yr = ¢(z7),

where O(t) := (x4, Y1, 21, 22, g(lue)’ E?t’e)), and the coefficients b, o1, 09, f1, f2, g, ¢ could be random.

(A4) (1) Let (Q,F,{Fi}+>0, P) be a complete probability space, on which standrad Brow-
nian motions {W}, W2}>0 € R? and Poisson random measures N; with the compensator
EN;(de,dt) = v;(de)dt, for i = 1,2, are mutually independent. Here v; is assumed to be a
o-finite Lévy measure on (&;, B(&;)) with the property that fg (1A le*)v;(de) < oo, for i = 1,2.

(2) Define the space L?(&;, B(&),vi;R) := {z(t € R such that [fg Ex (te Vi(de)]% < o0},
fori=1,2.

(3) b,01,02,9 are G @ B(R) ® B(R) ® B(R) ® B(R) ® B(L*(&1,B(&1),v1;R))
® B(L?(E9, B(&2),v2;R))/B(R) measurable, f1(f2) is G ® B(R) ® B(R) ® B(R) @ B(R) ® B(R)
® B(R) @ B(&1)(®B(&2))/B(R) measurable, and ¢ is Fr @ B(R )/B( ) measurable.

(4) b,01,09,g are uniformly Lipschitz with respect to (x,y, 2!, 22,21, 72), and ¢(z) is uni-
formly Lipschitz with respect to x € R.

(5) For 8 > 2, we have

B

T B8 T D)
E</ yb(t,w,o,o,o,o,o,())\dt> +Z <E</ !ai(t,w,O,0,0,0,0,0)\2dt>
0 0

i=1

T g T B
+E</ / |fi(t7w7070707070707 €)|2Nl(d€,dt)> ) +E</ |g(t7w707070707070)|dt> < o0,
o Jg 0

and E[|#(0)]°] < .
(6) Forany t € [0,7], ® € Rx R xR xR x L?(E, B(&1), v1;R) x L2 (&2, B(&2), v2;R), P-a.s.,

2

b(t,©)| + > |oi(t,©)| + [g(t, ©)] + ()| < LA+ |z| + [yl + |2 + 2% + [|2']] + [12]]),

i=1

and there exists a measurable function p : &(C £) — RT with f&_ P’ (e)vi(de) < co(B > 2) such
that, for any t € [0,7], ©® € RS and e € &, |fi(t,0,¢)| < p(e)(1+|z|+|y|+ |2 [ +]22|+|2 | +]22)),
i=1,2.

(7) For i = 1,2, the Lipschitz constant L,, > 0 of diffusion o; with respect to (2!, 22, 1, 72)
is sufficient small. That is, there exists some L,, > 0 small enough such that, for all ¢ € [0,T7,
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0; = (m],y],z 22,21 22 e R x L2(&1, B(&1),v1;R) x L2(E9,B(E),19;R), j = 1,2, P-a.s.,

30750 %50 %]
|0i(t, ©1) = 0i(t, O2)| < K (|21 —wa| + |y1 — yol) + Lo (|21 — 22| + 2 — 23| + (|21 — 23| + 1122 - 23
Moreover, the Lipschitz coefficient Ly, of f; with respect to (21, 22,21, 22) is sufficient small,
i.e., there exists a function Ly, : & — R* with C}, := max { sup,ce, L?ﬁ_(e), f& L?Z_(e)l/i(de)} <
oo(B > 2) sufficient small, and for all ¢ € [0,T], (©1,07) € R'? and e € &, P-a.s.,

| fi(t,©1,€)— fi(t, ©2,€)| < ple)(|ar—w2|+|y1—y2l)+ Ly, () (|21 — 25 |+ |27 — 23|+ |2 — 23 |+ 5T — 73 ).
Next, we first prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to (Z.I0]).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that (A4) holds, then there exists a constant T > 0 only depending on
K, Ly ,Lgy, Ly, Ly, p such that, for every 0 < T < T, the fully coupled FBSDEP ([210) has a
unique solution in M?2[0,T].

Proof For any (v, 21, 2% ZY 227) € N2[0,T), it is classical that there exists a unique solution
(y, 2%, 2%, 21, 22) € N[0, T] to the following decoupled FBSDEP:

~1 2 2,0 ~1 ~2
dzy = b(t, xtvytazt 7Zt /7 (t,e te dt""Z“ (t xt’yf’zt ’Zt ,’Z(t/e)’ (t,e))th

+Z/ fl t :Etaytvzt /7'21&2/7 N(lt/e)v ~(2t/e) )N (de dt) (2 11)

—dy, = g(t,0(t) dt—zzgdwt Z/z(m i(de,dt), t€[0,T),

xo = To, yr = d(27).

Define a map I; from A2[0, T to itself. Let (v, 2 le, 222 ',zzl ! ~Z2 ") € N2[0,T] and (y;, 2}, 22, 2}, 22)
=L (y}, 3’,22’ 2 227) i =1,2 and define

1 7T 0™

~! Al,/_ 1 1, AQ/ 20 20 2y =1y 1y 22y =20 =2y

- 51 1 1 52 2 2 21 _ 1 51 322 _ 22 22 (2.12)
Y=y — Y2, 2z =21 —R9y, B =2 —R9y, B =2 —R9, & =2 — X9, LU:'ZUl—LUQ.
By (A4), we get (We omit some time variables if there is no ambiguity.)
. . 2
] <o[\/ Ly(8] 4+ 151+ 1891+ 122] + 1Y) + 11227 )
. 12
+Z\/ (8] 1371) + Loy (122 4 [227] 1139 + 118>/ 1)] (2.13)

+Z\/ [ T+ 19D+ L0121+ 1220 7] 1)) e[|
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Applying B-D-G’s inequality and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

T
B[ sup 6] < CTE| [ (o 4+ 1+ 20 4 2 4 IR + (2P
0<t<T 0

T
#OB| [ (K20 4+ 1)+ (B2, + L) + 20 4 1P + 1)

+cZE[ [ WP 157) 4 L0 1277 4 2 2] e )

2
§CTE[T sup (21> + 19'1°) + </ ”’|2dt+/ / 122 v;(de) dtﬂ
i=1 70

0<t<T

+CE[TK2 sup_ (121 + |91} + (L2, + L2, )Z </ Ed dt+/ / |25 2vi(de) dt>]

0<t<
2

+CE[TZ/ e)v;(de) s (%)% + |7) + <Z/ L% (e)v; de)Z/ |25 |2 dt
(Zsupo >Z/ / 125 Py (de dt}

1 eef

[C’T2+C’TK2+C’TZ/ Vl(de)] [ sup (|2* + 192 )]

0<t<

T
+ [CT+0(L§1 +L(2,2)+C’Z/.Lfci(e)ui(de)] ZE/ 1224
+[CT+C(L§1+L2 —i—CZ:supL2 ]ZE/ / 129121 (de)d

— ce,
(2.14)
Then we have
{1 — [CT2 + CTK? + CTZ/ e)vi( de)} }E{oigfcr \@!2]
[CT2 L OTK? + CTZ/ e)v; de)} [0;1%!@'\2} + [CT+ C(LZ, +L2,) s
2.15

+CZ / Lfci(e)ui(de)]ZE / 15
i=1 & ;
2
+ [CT—FC(L?,I +12, —l—CZsupo )} ZE/T/ |22 (de)dt
i=1 70 J&

) e€t;

and there exists Tp such that CT¢ + CToK? + CTy ZZ 1 fg (e)vi(de) < 1, we have, for 0 <
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T < Ty

CT? + CTK? + CT Y2 1fg V,(de) .
E[ sup \xtl} > 5 E[ sup ]y!}
0<t<T 1—-[CT?+ CTK?+CT ZZ 1 Je, PP(e)vi(de)]  Lo<isr
CT+C(L2, +12)+C(C; +Cf
{ . ZE/ 150 2dt (2.16)
1z CT? + CTK?+ CT Y7, [o. p*(e)vi(de
CT + C(L2, +L2))+C(Cy +Cf
|: 1 2 :| Z / / |Z“|2I/Z de
o [CT? + CTK? + CT Y7, [, p(e)vi(de)]
Noting that
—djjy = [9(t,01) — g(t,©2)]dt — ) (2] — z5)dW} = /8 (2] — 25)N;(de, dt)
=1 i=1 @
= [g(tv@l)_g(tv$27yl_(yl_y2) 1_(’2%_’25) Z%_(’Z%_Z%) Z% (2%_2%)7
2
52 (2 - 2))dt - 3 (o — A)dW — }:/)q—¢2 (de, dt) (2.17)

=1

= [g(tv @1) - g(t7$27y1 - yvzl - Zl)'zf - 2‘272’% - Zl)'zf - 2:2)]dt
2 2
LD / 2 Ny(de, dt),
i=1 i=1 7 &

by standard estimates for solutions to BSDEPs (see [1], [14], [30] and its derivative under our

assumptions, which can be regarded as a special case of Theorem 2.3 in the following), we have

e o+ 3 ([P [ o)

S CE|:|(Z§(.Z’17T) — ¢($27T | +/ | (t7®1) (t7x27ylaz%azgag%a'g%)‘zdt} (218)
0
T
gCE[\CchPJr/ C’%@th} §0(1+T)E[ sup !@\2].
0 0<t<T

Combined with (2.I6]), we have

2 o
sup + < / Zi|“dt + / / 1/, (de) dt>]
B| s i Z el B

C(T+T2)+TK2+L2 + 12, +Cfl+Cf2+Tzl 1 Je, P (e)vi(de)
1-[CT2+ CTK2+CTY 7, e, p?(e)vi(de)]

X su 24 (/ |25 dt—l—//z“ Vldedtﬂ
[o<t£T|y| Z | |
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We take Lipschitz coefficients L(,.l,L(,z,éf1 and C 1, small sufficient, C' is a constant not related
to T but changed every step, therefore we can choose 0 < T < Tj such that
_C(T+T)+TE*+ L2, + L2, + Cp, + Cp, + T Y 2y [¢, p*(e)vi(de)

ca+1) 1—[CT? + CTK? + CT Y2, [, p*(e)vi(de)] <l (220

Then, for any 0 < T < T, I; is a contraction mapping on [0, 7] which has a unique fixed
point I; (y, 21, 22, 21, 22) = (y, 2!, 22, #1, 2). Furthermore, FBSDEP (ZI0) has a unique solution

(w,y,2', 22,71, %) on small interval [0,T]. The proof is complete. ]

Remark 2.4. Theorem 2.1 only gives the existence and uniqueness of solutions to fully coupled
FBSDEP when 8 = 2. In fact, we encounter some difficulties in obtaining the counterpart in
MPB(0,T] for B > 2. However, a special fully coupled FBSDEP, where the jump coefficients
do not contain (21, 2%, %', 2%), can be proved to admit a unique solution (x,y,z", 2% 2 %) in
MPB(0,T] for B> 2, and the proof is similar, we only list the main theorem, in the following and
omit the details.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that (A4) holds, for any > 2, then there exists a constant T >0
depending on K, Ly, , Ly,, p such that, for every 0 < T < T, the fully coupled FBSDEP ([210),

in which the jump coefficients do not contain (z*, 2%, 2%, 2%), has a unique solution in MPB[0,T).

Remark 2.5. As we mentioned before, we fail to obtain the unique solvability of fully-coupled
FBSDEP in MP[0,T] for B > 2, especially for jump coefficient f; containing (2%, 22,3, 72).
More specificly, the critical obstacle appears in the norm defined in Ff’B[O,T], which is not
supportive enough for us to get the LP-estimate for BSDEP for 3 > 2. Therefore, for obtaining
a better result for a more general fully-coupled FBSDEP (f; can contain 2%, 2% but is independent

of 2, 2%), we should change the space Fiz’ﬁ[O,T] with an another norm.

Next, we introduce an another kind of necessary solution space as follows to replace the

original space Ff’ﬁ [0, T7]:

8
15’2-2’6[0,T] = {Ei‘ii is &;-predictable and EK/ / |2 \ N;(de dt)> } < oo}, i=1,2,

with norm ||z’||25 = E[(fo fg |Z’te |2N;(de, dt)) ?].
We set MP[0,T] := S50, T] x S°[0,T] x M0, T] x MyP[0,T) x F2P[0,T] x F3*[0,T] and
NP0, T := SP[0,T] x M2P[0,T] x M2°[0,T) x F>P[0,T] x F2°[0,T). Specially, for 8 = 2, it
is easy to find that E>°[0,T] = F>” [0 ), Mﬁ[o T] = MP[0,T] and N?[0,T] = N?[0,T).
(A5) For any t € [0,T), (z,y, 2%, 2%, 21, 2%) € RC, the jump coefficient f; is independent of
(24, 22%) for i = 1,2.

vl
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Theorem 2.3. Suppose that (A4), (A5) hold, then there exists a constant T>0 depending
on K,Lg,,Lgy, Ly, Ly,, p such that, for every 0 <T < T and B > 2, the fully coupled FBSDEP
@10) has a unique solution in MP[0,T].

Before we prove the Theorem 2.3] we should give the following necessary lemmas about the

existence and uniqueness of solution and a priori estimate of BSDEP.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that (A4) hold, then for § > 2, the following BSDEP

—dye = g(t, Yo 245 215 Fy.e)r Zre))d ZZith Z/ ZuNilde,di), ¢ € [0.T), (2.21)

yr = &.

has a unique solution in N2[0,T].

Proof. We first prove the case that g dose not contain (y,z', 22, ', 2?), then y is given by

the right-continuous version of y; = E[S + ft ds\}"t] Thus, for 8 > 2, the martingale
representation theorem for locally square 1ntegrable martmgale in [41] implies that there exist
unique predictable, & -predictable and Es-predictable (21,22, 2% 32) € M; 28 [0,T] x M; 26 [0,T] x
FEB[O,T] X F;B[O,T] satisfying:

E[g+/0Tg(s)ds }}} :y0+i§; </ ZLdW, +/ / ZeeyNi(de ds)>, P-a.s.  (2.22)

Next, we have |y| = E[[¢]+ fOT |g(s)|ds|F¢], and using martingale inequality (Ikeda and Watan-

5| sw '] < cum[(i+ ' rg<s>rds)ﬁ} (2.23)

0<t<T

abe [12]), we get

where (g is a positive constant which depends only on the number 3 and not related to T'. Due
to (A4), we continue to deduce that

B| soo nl’] < car |+ | ' |g<s>|ds)6] ~cs|pler+a( | ' |g<s>|ds>ﬁ] < oo, (220)

and by B-D-G’s inequality, we have

B[(S ([ s [ [ etoriaean))]
gcﬁE[@/W o [ [ e )]
] <+ ([ |g<s>|ds)6],

21

T
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where cg changed every step. Then we define a mapping X : N?[0,T] — N[0, T] and maps
(v, 2%, 2% 21 Z27) into the solution (y, 2!, 22, Z1, 22) of the BSDEP associated with the gener-
ator g(t,y', 21, 22 5 321). Given (yl, 200 2210 ZLL Z210) (24 G20 5220 120 52.20) ¢
NB[0,T], define (51, 211, 221, 511 521) = x(y1, 21,1,/, 22U ZUL S0 and (42, 202, 522 512, 522)

— X(yZ,/7 21,2,/7 22,2,/7 :2*1,2,/7 22,2,/)7 and set
ﬂ/ — yl y 1, _ Z1,17 _ Z1’2’,, 227/ — z2,17/ _ 22’2’,, 217/ — 21,17/ _ 21,2,/’ 227/ — 2271,/ _ 2272,/’
?j — yl o y27 21 — 21’1 o 21,27 22 — 22,1 o 22,27 21 — 51,1 o 21,27 22 — 22,1 o 22,27

(2.25)

where (7, 2%, 22, 21, %) satisfies

T
~ 1 1,1 2,17 1,17 =21 20 1,20 220 1,20 2,2/
yt:/ [g(t7y 72 72 72 Z )_g(tuy 72 72 72 72 )]dS
t

2
—Z/ Wi — Z//é' i(de, ds),
i=1 "t
1,17 2,1,

and the terminal value is equal to zero. For fixed (y!/, 211 2
27 127 227 31,27 52,2/
(y ) z 9 z 9 z ) z )

(2.26)

1,1,/752,1,/) and

, 2

, by the above estimate, we get

s 07 5 ([ )+ ([ [ erwaeas)”)

T
< CﬁE[</ |g(t7yl,/721,1,/722,1,/751,1,/75271,/) _ g(t,y2”, 21,27/7 22,2,/7 21’2” 22,2,/ |ds> B}
0
T ~ N B
< OBEK [ ettt 121+ 124+ 2 + ||22v'||>ds> }

B ~
< Ti0,E [(/ 2 ry\2+\z“r?+M'PH\»'HMH2'H>ds)}

B

B
. 3 T - 3
STgCgﬁCﬁE[TgoiltlgT]y \ﬁ+§ <</0 \5”\2dt> +</0 /g!é“FNi(de,dt)) >]

(2.27)
Choosing T" such that CgCng < 1 and CgCgTﬁ < 1, then the mapping, from NB[O,T] to
itself, is a contraction, and admits a fixed point which corresponds to the solution to BSDEP

in NP[0,T]. For arbitrary T, we can obtain the unique solution (y, 2!, 22, 2!, 22) by subdividing

[SlisY

interval [0, 7] into finite number of pieces. The proof is complete. O
Moreover, we need the following a priori estimate.

Lemma 2.3. Let T > 0 and £', &% € L2FT (), and g', g* satisfy (A4), let (y', 21, 221 z01 32.1)
and (y?, 242,222 212 222) be the solutions to the BSDEP [221)) associated with the terminal

22



conditions &',€2 and the generators g', g%, respectively. Then for B > 2, there exist some
constant Cg g1 depending on B,T,6 and Lipschitz constants Cy such that:

NV SN :
E[ sup |§t|ﬁ] +E[Z <</ |2’|2dt> + </ / |ZZ|2Ni(de,dt)> >]
0<t<T — 0 o Je,
T
< CpgroE D{l — &P+ </ ' (s, 9%, 2%, 222 212 222 (2.28)
0

B
B g2(t,y2,z1’2,z2’2,21’2,22’2)|ds> ]
Proof. Tt is easy to derive that (7, 2!, 22, 21, 22) satisfies:

—dgt — [gl(t,yl, Zl’l, 22’1, 21,1, 2271) _ g2(t,y2, Z1,2, 22’2, 21,2, 2272)] dt

2 2
=) Fdwi — Z/ Z'Ni(de,dt), te[0,T], (2.29)
i=1 i=1"7&
gr =& — &

Applying Ito’s formula to |7|2, we have

2 T T
lGol> + </ !2’\2dt+/ /g ’52\2Ni(de,dt)>
i=1 0 0 i

T
— ’gT‘Q + /0 2@ [gl(t7y17 21,1722717 21,175271) _ 92(t,y2, 21,2722727 21,275272)] dt (230)

2 T ' ' 2 T o
-3 / 25F AW} = / / 253" N;(de, dt),
i=1 70 i—1 70 J&

i:(/ Ié’ldt+/ /| 2N;( dedt)>

< ’51 52‘2 / [gl(t7y17 PR A 21,1752,1) _ gl(t7y2721,27 222 512, 22,2)
0

+gl(t, g 212, 22 512 222) 2t R 202 22 502 222) gt
2 T 2 T

-y / 25F AW} = / / 207" N;(de, dt)
=170 =170 J&

§!£1—§2\2+/0 F[Cy(lgl + 21| + [22] + [12M] + 112%[)] de

and

T
+ / 2?3 [gl(t,yz, 21,2722,27 21,2752,2) o g2(t,y2,21’2, 22,2751,27 22,2)] dt
0

2(\/ 27 awi| + \/ /Qyzmedt)\)
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T
- - - - 1, = 1, =
<1€' =P+ [ 20,05 +4C3IG + 51 + 51 + I + 51

T
+2 sup |g| [gl(t7y27zl72vz27272172
0<t<T 0

2 T ‘
+;</0 2gz; dW} | +
2
< e — &2 + (20, + 4CHT sup [j]* + [Z(/ 7 dt+/ / 17 Ny (de dt))]

0<t<T i—1

1/ (7 o i 2
+ 25 Sup |:y|2 (/ [gl(t7 y27zl727z2’2721727z2’2) - 92(t7 y27z1’2722727z1’27Z272):|dt>
0<t<T 20

3

V322 (1R, 2 222 52 22’2)]dt

| 22 N; (de, dt)‘)

T . .
/ 255 AW} | +
0

| 202 N; (de, dt)') .

(2.31)
Then we get
2 T g T g
E[Z<</ |ZZ|2dt> +</ /|ZZ|2Ni(de,dt)> >]
=1 0 &
< O{ Bl = @17 + (20, +ACATEE| sup (3| + 48| swp 1
0<t<T 0<t<T
) (2.32)
+ _ﬂE</ [g (t y Z 2‘227217272272) _92(t7y27Z1727z27272172722’2)]dt>
oz 0
2 £ g
+EZ / TR géim(de,dt)' }
i=1 170 j
Note that
T . g s/ [T 1
‘/ gz AW, <CE</ \gmz@y?dt) SCE[OquT]gt\5</ \22\2dt> }
0 =i= 0 (2.33)

C? T o £
< —E[ sup |yt|ﬂ + E[(/ |EZ|2dt> ],
2 0<t<T 0
8 s
/ / G2 N;(de, dt) ‘ <CE</ / |171%2%)? Ni(de, dt)>

[OiltlgT\ytP( /! "> N;(de dt))ﬁ] (2.34)
E

SC? B (VTN
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Then the inequality (232]) becomes

2 TN\ % T oo 8
([ v0) ([ fessn)’)

— 0 o Je
< C’g{E|£1 — &7 4 [(2C, + 4C2)TT7 467 + 02]E[ sup |gt|5} (2.35)

0<t<T
1 T g
5_5E</ [gl(thyQ7 21,2722,27 21,2752,2) o 92(t7yQ7 21,2722,27 21’2752’2)]dt> }
2 0

Meanwhile, we can obtain from the integral form of (2.29) that

T
|g|5 é CB{|£1 - £2|B + ‘ / [gl(saylazl717Z271721’172271) - g2(t,y2,Z1’2,Z2’2,21’2,22’2)]d8
t

2 T B8 T o B
+Z</t S Wi +‘/t /g_zZNi(de,ds) >}
=1 i

By B-D-G’s inequality, we have

(2.36)

T
E[ - W] SCB{E!§1—§2!B+E‘ [ gt ot 2,22 20,22
0<t<T 0
B 2 T g
+EY (/ 7 ds>
i=1 0

+E§; </OT/5 |§i|2Ni(de,ds)>§}

T . . B
écg{Ersl—érME(/o cg<\gr+\zlr+122\+uzlu+uzzmds)

- 92 (t7 y27 Z1’2, Z2727 21727 2272)](18

(2.37)

T B
4 E</ ‘gl(s7y2721,27 22,2751,27 22,2) B g2(t,y2,zl’2, 22,2751,27 22,2)‘d3>
0

+E§; </OT\5iy2ds>§ +EZZ: </0T/g \?\2Ni(de,ds)>§}.

Substituting (2.35]), we can rearrange the above inequality as follows

T
B| s 5P| < CaprBl6t = 17 + ool ([ loh(s.02, 212,222,512, 229

0<t<T 0
(2.38)

B
—gz(t,yz,z1’2,z2’2,21’2,22’2)|d8> +C’5797T,5E[ sup |gjt|5}
0<t<T

25



Let 1 — Cg g1 > 0 and we get

T
E{ sup !gﬂ < Chyrs {E\§1—§2!5+E< / lg* (s, 92, 212, 22 212 222)
0

Osi=T , (2.39)
e R 22’2)\ds> }
Finally, the a priori estimate is given in the following
2 T N3 T 3
E[ sup |gt|/3] + E[Z <</ |2’|2dt> + </ / |ZZ|2Ni(de,dt)> >]
0<t<T P 0 0 Je
T
< CpgrsE [|£1 I (/ g1 (s, 42, 212, 222, 512 52.2) (2.40)
0
B
- 92(t7 y27 Z1727 Z2’2, 21727 22’2)|d8> :| .
The proof is complete. O

We now back to the proof of Theorem 231

Proof. For any (v, 2", 2%/, 2% 52/} € NP[0,T), it is easy to get a unique solution (y, 2!, 22, 2, 22)
€ N8[0,T7] to the decoupled FBSDEP as follows:
2

dxy = b(t, mt,yt,zt ,zf/,z(lt'e) ~(£,/e))dt + Zai(t,xt,yg,zg /,z?',i(l’/ ) (t e))th
i=1

+Z / filt, a2 ft;) ) Ni(de, db), .

o = X0, Yr = ¢(wT),

by solving forward SDEP first in $#[0, 7] and then solving BSDEP in N?[0, T, sequentially. De-
fine a map &; from N2[0, T) to itself. Let (4}, 2", 22", 2", 22") € NP0, T) and (y;, 2}, 22, 5}, 22) =

1 2~ et Rl B Nad]
Ly 20 210 220
Xy, 2" 2, %, 2"), i = 1,2 and define

7 / I A W 1, A2/ 2/ 2,/ ~1/_~1/ ~1, :2/_~2/ ~2./
=Y~ Yo, 27 =20 — 2, % 20—z, 2 21 TRy, R 21 T R,

21 1 1 32 2 2 z1 z1 1 322 32

, (2.42)
Y=Y — Y2, = :Zl—Z2, V4 :Zl—Z2, V4 —Zl Z2, V4 —Zl—Z2,$—$1—$2
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By (A4), we get

t B
!i’t\ﬁé(?a{‘/o C(12[+ 19|+ 1EY| + 12|+ [1EY[| + 112*]]) ds

t 8
/0 (K (1] +19') + Loy (|2 + [227] + [|22]] + [122]]) | dW

o

(2.43)

/ [p(e)([2] + [9']) + Ly, (e) (5] + 3/))] Ni(de, ds)

and

2 B
E[ sup \:ztyﬁ] < Cg{(CTg + L2 +L§2)ZE</ Ed dt>
i=1 0

0<t<T

2 T 5
+(CT% + Loy + Loy + Cp, +Cp,) Y E( /0 /g 152N, (de, dt)> (2.44)
=1 i

<C’T5+KBT2 +TZ / u2<de>) [ sup |7 + sup |yt|ﬁ]}-

0<t<T 0<t<T

And there exists a T such that 1 — Cj <CT6 + KPS + T2, f&_ pﬁ(e)ui(de)> > 0, then we
have, for T' < T,

B 8 8 s
T Ly, + Lg ,
E|: sup |jt|5:| é Cﬁ(c 2 + 1+ 2) § E(/ |27,,/|2dt>2
o=t=t 1-Cg <0Tﬁ +EATE 4 TY 2, |, pﬁ(e)w(de>> i=1

é ~ ~
. Cs(CTZ + LS, + L, + Cp, + Cy,) ZE</ / SN e dt)>
1-Cp <CT5 + KBTE + TS, Je. pﬁ(e)ui(de)> i=1

Cy <C’T5 + KATS +TY2 1 Je, 0P l/l(de)>

1-Cp <C’T5 + KBTT + TZ?:1 f&- PB(G)%(de)) 0<t<T
(2.45)
Next, we can get the BSDEP of (g, 3152, gl, gz) in the following:
e = [o(t,61) ~glt, O]t = ZéZth Z/ 5, o Ni(de,dt), ¢ € [0,T], (2.46)

ur = ¢(x17) — P(T27)-
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By the a priori estimate (2.28)) in Lemma [23], we have

o] o[ ([ )+ ([ feoni))

T B
§C|:E|¢($1T)_¢($2T)|6+E</ |g(t,m1,y1,z%,z%,2%,éf)—g(t,m,yl,z%,z%,Z%,Z%)|dt> :|
0

< C[E[C@T]B +E</0T§:tdt>ﬁ] <C(1 +Tﬁ)E[ sup yﬁ;yﬁ}

0<t<T
(2.47)
Then substituting (2:45]) into (2.47)), we can obtain

B s 7] 5[5 (( [ 1) ([ [ wiaean) )]

Cs(1+1T%) {C(Tg F TP+ LG, + Lo, + Cp, + Cyp, + KAT% +TY2 Je, 0’ Vl(de)]
1-Cp [C’Tﬁ + KBTS + TS, Je. pP(e) Vi(de)]

B8 ﬂ
i +</ / |~“| N;(de dt)) >+ sup |g]£|ﬁ]
0<t<T
(2.48)

We take Lipschitz coefficients Ly, Ly,, C’fl and C~’f2 small enough, C is a constant not related
to T but changed every step. Thus, there exists a T < T small enough such that

Cs(1+T7) [C(Tg + TP+ L5, + L5, + Cp, + Cp, + KPT2 + Y2, [ o Vz(de):|
1-Cp [CTﬁ + KBTS + TS? Je. PP ( e)yi(de)]

2

e[S v

=1

<1

(2.49)
Then for any 0 < T < T, X is a contraction on [0,7], which has a unique fixed point

Xy (y, 21, 22, 21 22) = (y,2%, 2%, 24, 2%). Moreover, FBSDEP (ZI0) admits a unique solution

(w,y,2', 22,71, 72) on small interval [0,T]. The proof is complete. O

The following assumption is needed.
(A6) For any t € [0,T], (x,y, 2!, 22,2, 2%) € RS, the jump coefficient f; is independent of
(21, 22,21 2%) for i = 1, 2.
If we consider ([2.10) in a parameterized form by initial condition (¢,&) € [0, 7] x L?(2, F, P;
R):
)

2 2
Aot = b(s, 01€)ds +Zai(s,(9';’5)dW; +Z / Fi(s, O &) Ny (de, ds),

2.50
—dy'€ = g(s5,0)d Zz“ﬁdvvl Z/ SR de,ds), selherd,

t, t t
k xt§ = 57 ytfg = ¢($H§-5)
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where (9';’5 = (ms ,yﬁg, z; tf g’t’é, Egs’tf),iétf)). Then, similar to Theorem 3.4 in Li and Wei
[16], we can also obtain the following estimate with respect to the initial value in a conditional

expectation form.

Lemma 2.4. Let assumption (A4),(A6) hold. Then, for every B > 2, there exists a sufficiently
small constant § depending on (K,Lg,, Loy, p, Ly, Ly,) and constant Cg i p oy ,00,f1,f2,1 depending
on (B,K,p,Lg,, Loy, Ly, Lyg,, L) such that for every 0 < 9 < 6 and € € LP(Q, Fi, P;R),

t45 g
E[ sup |$1;,5|B sup |y,§|ﬁ+z</ |Z§’t’§|2ds>

t<s<t+d t<s<t+4§

t+5 5
S ([ s

Motivated by the Theorem 2.1 in the recent result in [21], by the critical and thought-

provoking technique in their paper, we give an extension result to the case with Poisson jumps.

(2.51)

ft:| é CB7K7P7017027f17f27L(1 + |£|B)7 P_a's”

Then we introduce the first main theorem in our paper.

Theorem 2.4. Let (A4),(A6) hold, and assume that, for every &€ € LP(Q, F;, P;R), the
L?-estimations of FBSDEP ([2.50) are given as follows:

(i)

[ sup |z5¢)? + Sup |yt +Z/ |205€)2 dS—l—Z/ / |~Zt§|2l/2 de)ds

t<s<T

7
(2.52)
< Ki(1+ ¢ ),

- - 2 T e
E[ sup [ — 2t€2 4 sup [y — iR + 3 / i it 2y
t<s<T t<s<T — t

—I—Z/ / |z”§ ~Ef’f|2l/l(de)ds

where constant K is positive and independent of t € [0,T].
Then FBSDEP [250) admits a unique LP (8 > 2)-solution with t = 0 and any given terminal

time T, 1.e.,

2 B

2

E| sup |22¢° + Su 055—1—5 </ 2508 ds> +E </ / 70,8 v;(de)d >}
|:0<S£)T| | P |y 0 | | |(Se|

=1 =1
< Kop(1+ Ié’lﬁ),

(2.53)

]:t:| < K1|£ - g|27

(2.54)
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[NlisY

s . 2 T L
E[ sup [20¢ — 2948 1 sup %€ — 3048 + 3 </ 2106 _ Z;,07§|2d8>
0<s<T . 0

0<s<T
g
( / [ - 08 Putaens) | < Kol ~ €,

Proof. First, the given L?-estimations (i), (ii) come to show the existence and uniqueness of L2-

(2.55)

solution to FBSDE (2.50)) on [t,T] for any given initial time and its corresponding initial value
(t7£) € L2(Q7]:t7 PaR)
Next, we investigate the FBSDEP (2.50) at the initial time ¢ = 0,

2 2
dz%¢ = b(s,0%)ds + Z oi(s,0%8)dW! + Z / fi(s, 0% e)Ny(de, ds),

2.56
—dy* = g(s,00%)d Zzlode’ Z/ S Ni(de,ds), s €10,T], (2.56)
0 0 0
Observing the estimation (2.53)), a key derivation shows
E|: Sup ‘xgvg_x87£’2_’_ Sup ’ygs_yss‘ +Z/ ‘Zloﬁ ZOg’ dS
t<s<T t<s<T
(2.57)
+Z/ / |~20§ ~7:;06 | Vl(de)ds ft:| §K1|xg7§_x?7§|2’
then we get
|y1(t]’5 5| < E[ SUP |y05 O’5|2 .7‘}} < K1|:17g’5 — :17?’5|2, (2.58)
t<s<

which implies the uniformly Lipschitz condition of y? € with respect to :13?’£ for any t € [0,T],
i.e.,

’yg,i _ y?é’ < /Klla:?’5 _ x?é" t e [0,7]. (2.59)

Then, for any given T, we divide the whole interval [0, 7] into several small intervals with same
interval length 4, i.e., [0,0],[0,20],...,[(k — 1)d, kd], and without loss of generality, we assume
T = kd and k is positive integer. For the first small interval [0, §], under assumption (A4),(A6)
and uniformly Lipschitz condition (2.59]) with terminal time §, then, by Lemma [2.4] there exists
a constant § > 0 such that

B| sup |ogf” + sup \yog\ﬁJrZ((/ ’2105’%3) +<//‘~ZO£ vilde)d ) )‘fo]
0<s<

< Ck ,0,01,02, f1,f2,L, Kl(l + |$07£|5)

(2.60)
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where the constant C ), 5, 00, 11,2, K, depends on K1, L and Lipschitz constants (K,p, Loy, Lo,
Ly, Lyg,). Note that the coefficients of FBSDEP (2.50) satisfy the same assumption in the
interval [0, T]. Therefore, by the induction for the following interval [(j — 1)d,j6],1 < j < k and
combining the uniformly Lipschitz condition (2.59]) for terminal time 24, 36, - - - , kd, respectively,
we have, for 1 < j <k,

2 Jé . 5
E[ o W o B+ ( / \z;’ov%s)
s€[(j—1)3,5] s€[(j—1)8,56] - 1
2 36
~1,0
+Z (/( | Z E vi(de)d > ']:(J 1 5} < Ok por,00,f1,f2,L, K (1+ |3j 5|B)-
i=1 J—

(2.61)
Now, by ([259), we have obtained these L’-estimates by Lemma 2.4] for small intervals [(j —
1)d,76],1 < j < k, then we show that how to connect them together.

When considering the case of j = 1,2, respectively, we have

E[ sup \xof\ﬁ—k sup \yof\ﬁ—kz <</ | 28042 ds>

0<s<é

(2.62)

~20£ 5 B

’ o Pride)d Fo| < Crkporonfi,fo, Lk (L +1€]7),

and
NN
E[ sup |20¢)7 + sup ‘yog‘ﬁ+z<</ \22’0’5\2&9)
6<s<2) §<s< [

(2.63)

([ tgpuan) )

07
E[CK707017027f17f27L7K1(1 + |x5 £|ﬁ)‘}—0]
é CK7P7017027f17f27L7K1 [1 + CK7P7017027f17f27L7K1(1 + |£|B)] (2'64)

2
S (CK7P70'170'27f1,f27L,K1 + CK,p,O'l,O'Q,fl,fz,L,Kl)(]‘ + ‘5’5)7

f6:| = Ck 10,01,02,f1,f2,L, Kl(l + ‘xOE‘ﬁ)

we consider

and
0,£(8
CK p7017027f17f27L7K1(1 + |£|6) + E[CK7P7017027f17f27L7K1(1 + |x6 £| )|f0]

< c?

B (2.65)
K,p,01,02,f1,f2,L, Kl(l + |£| )

(2) 2
where CKP<717027f17f27L K1 — 20K7p701702,f1,f2,L,K1 + CK,P701,0'27f17f27L7K1'
Taking conditional expectation E[-|Fy] on both sides of ([2.63]), then adding it to ([2.62]), we
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get

VIS TR
E[ sup 29417 + sup ‘yg’g\ﬁ—i-z <</ ]22’0’5]2&9) + </ \zg’o’§\2ds> >
0<s<26 0<5<26 ; 0 5

=1
] ]

; 3 26 y 3 (2.66)
+Z<<//|ZO§|VZde > —|—</ /|Z(5065|7/zd€ > >]~'0}
2

< C§(7)p70'170'27f17f27L,K1(1 + ’5‘6)’
by utilizing the inequality
(a+b)* < 2F(d* 4+ %), a,0 >0, k> 1. (2.67)

Then we have, for i = 1, 2,

26 8
</ |02 ds> (/ |0€ 2 ds> + (/ |z§’0’5|2ds>2,
0 )

N1y

9—

B B B
_8 20 zogz : ~i,0,6 |2 2 2 ~1,0,6 12 2
P |z | vi(de)ds | < . |Z(;,é)| vi(de)ds ) + s |Z(;,é)| v;(de)ds
’ Z (2.68)
~(2) _ 92 (2 :
Let Ckporontifoics = 22 Ck povos, i, fouL sy 1t follows that
2 s
E[ sup 227 + sup [y2¢)P + Z <</ ]22’0’5]2&9)

0<s<26 0<5<26 0 (2.60)

[Ny

([ s

Next, we continue to consider the case of j = 3,

35 s
E[ sup o2 + sup wmz(( / rz;vo’fﬁds)
)

26<s<36 26<s<35 2
=1 (2.70)

36 ' 8
" </5 / |52;0§)|27/i(d€)d3> > ]:26} = Ck ,0,01,02, f1,f2,L, K1(1 + |£EO£|B)
26 Jg P

Similarly, we have

2 35
E[ up [B05 + sup 307 + Z(( / rz;v%r?ds)
0

0<s<36 0<s< i—1 (2 71)

30
0, ~(3
- </0 /E ‘2(5?66)‘2%(616)613) )‘f0:| = é{’)p701,027f17f27L7K1(1 + ’aﬁ)

~(2)
> ‘]:0:| = K’p7017027f17f27L7K1(1 + |£|ﬁ)

(NI

[Ny
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By induction for j > 4, we obtain

T 3
E[ sup ]w05]5+ sup \yog\ﬁ—kz <</ \zg’o’§\2ds>
0

0<s<T i—1 (272)

~1 k
</ / | (Sof VZ de > >']:} <02270170271‘171‘271/71(1(14_|£|5)'

. . ~(k
Finally, by taking K> = Cic), o, o, 1, 1,16,

obtain (2.55]) similarly, which guarantee the existence and uniqueness of L?-solution to FBSDEP
[250) with t = 0, respectively. O

then we prove the L’-estimation ([2:54)) and can also

Now, we can give the L#(3 > 2)-solution and its estimate for FBSDEP (Z50) in M?[0,T).

The following lemma can be obtained similar to Lemma [2.4] by referring to the result in [16].

Lemma 2.5. Let assumption (A4),(Ab5) hold. Then, for every B > 2, there exists a sufficiently
small constant § depending on (K, Lg,, Loy, p, Ly, Ly,) and constant Cg i p oy ,00,f1,f2,1 depending
on (B,K,p,Lg,, Loy, Ly, Lyg,, L) such that for every 0 < < 6 and € € LP(Q, Fi, P;R),

t45 g
E[ sup |e54P + sup ryt%z(( / \z;’t%s)

t<s<t+9 t<s<t+d t
=1 (2.73)

t+6 s
w( [ [ Eseaedn) )R] < Conpnm st +16P). Pas.

Similarly, we can also obtain the following important theorem based on Theorem 2.1 in
[21], which shows that, for any given terminal time 7', under some L?-estimate, the L?-solution
are the LP-solution in MP?[0,T](3 > 2). So we omit the detailed proof.

Theorem 2.5. Let (A4),(A5) hold, and assume that, for every £€ € LP(Q, F;, P;R), the
L?-estimations of FBSDEP ([250) are given as follows:

(i)
E| su :Et5 + su 6812 4 </ z”§ ds+/ / Nth N;(de ds)‘]:]
|:t<s£T | | t<s< p |y | Z | | | | ! (274)

< Ki(1+[€f),
(i)

. . 2 T L
E[ sup |alt — 2l + sup |yt —ybtP 4+ ) ( / 2558 — 20 Pds
t<s<T t<s<T — t

/ / 7 ~§;{§)12Ni(de,ds)>‘ft] < Kl =P,

where constant K is positive and independent of t € [0,T].

(2.75)
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Then FBSDEP [Z350) admits a unique LP(8 > 2)-solution with t = 0 and any given terminal

time T, i.e.,

T 2
E[ sup [29¢% 4+ sup |y05|5+z <</ |z§’0’5|2ds>
0<s<T 0<s<T 1 0
= ) (2.76)
20§ 2
(/ / 504 2N (de ds)> )} < K1+ ),
2 T B
: : .  0.£12 2
E[ sup [23¢ — 247 + sup [y0f —y057 4+ <</ |25 — 2% d8>
0<s<T 0<s<T —1 0
i= (2.77)

E
([ [ S = 2SN ) ) | < ale P
Then we give the L?(3 > 2)-estimate for fully-coupled FBSDEP.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that (A4), (A6) hold. Then, for any 3 > 2, suppose that (x,y, 2t 22 5
#2) is the solution to (ZI0), there exist a sufficiently small constant T > 0 depending on
K, Ls,, Ls,, p and some constant Cg K p.o1,0, depending on 3 and Lipschitz constants K, p, L, ,
Lo, , such that, for every 0 <T < T,

T 5 T . 5
E[ sup |:Et|6+ sup |yt|ﬁ—|—z <</ |z§|2dt> + (/ / |ZZ|2ui(de)dt> >]
0<t<T 0 0 J&

i=1

T B T B8
scﬁ,K,p,mE@xo\M\¢<o>\ﬁ+( / \g(t,o,o,o,o,o,owdt) +< / \b(t,o,o,o,o,o,mrdt)
0 0

+Z <</ lo:(t,0,0,0,0,0,0)| dt)B + (/OT/g |fi(t,0,0,€)|2Ni(de,dt)>g)}

Moreover, Let (z',yt, 21t 221, 201 220) (22 42 212 222 312 722

(2.78)
) be two solutions with differ-
ent initial values x(l),x%, respectively. Then we also give an estimate with respect to the initial

value in the following

B

T . 2
E[ sup ‘xt -y ’B + SUP ’yt — Y ‘B + Z <</ ‘Z;’l - 2272’2dt>
0

0<t<T
== i=1 (2.79)

T ) . 5
+( [ \zl’l—z“r?uxd@dt) )} < ke poroald — 2B
0 E;

Proof. The second estimate (2.79]) are the direct result of (278]), so we mainly prove the first
estimate. We should note that, as we analyzed in Remark 23] under (A6), we have obtained
the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the fully coupled FBSDEP (2.I0), which can
guarantee the [-integrability in the following. From the backward equation in (ZI0), y is
given by the right-continuous version of y; = E[(b(a:T) + ftTg(t,m,y,zl, 22, 21,22)ds\.7-"t]. Since
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B > 2, by the martingale representation theorem in [4I] for local square integrable martingale,

(21, 22,21, %) corresponds to the unique pair of £, Es-predictable processes satisfying

T
Eloer) + [ g(t,x,y,zl,22,21,22)ds|ft]
0

2
=y + Z (/ 2dW! + / / (s.) N;(de ds)>, P-a.s.,
i=1

we have |y| < E[|¢(xT)| —I—fOT lg(t, z,y, 2, 22, 21, 22)|ds|]:t]. Using martingale inequality, we get

E[ sup \ytﬂ SE[ sup E[W(HJT)"F/OT \g(t,@)]ds‘]:t] B]

0<t<T 0<t<T

< CﬁE:‘E[W(wT)! +/0T lgt, 9)\ds‘fTHB]
< 0sBlflotan + [ ot 0)as| ]

r T
< o otar) ~ 9(0) + 6O + | [ 19(1.0) - 9(4,0,0,0.0.0.0) + 6(0.0.0.0.0.0.0)as|”

< CyE \0|:vT|+¢ +1/ Cllal + Iyl + 12" + 1% + 12111 + 11221
+9(t,0,0,0,0,0,0)|ds| ]
T B
scﬁE[oﬁ|xT|ﬁ+|¢<o>|ﬁ+1/ Cllal + Iyl + |2+ |22 + 121 + 1221 ds|
0

T 8
+(/ ’9(t=0,0,0,0,0,0)]ds‘ ]
0

B T 3
+‘/0 C’|y|d8‘
+ZZ: <‘ /OTC!zi\ds‘B+‘/OTcHgins‘ﬁ> . ‘ /OT ]g(t,O,O,O,O,O,O)\dS‘B}

2 T 8

8 ; 3

SC’BE[(C’B+TBC'6) sup |z¢|? +10(0)]° + T°CP sup |y|® + CPT> E ‘/ |zl|2ds‘2
0<t<T 0<t<T — 'Jo

2 T B T

| 5 6

+CBT§§:(/ / \21\2Vi(de)ds‘2 +‘/ yg(t,o,o,o,o,o,o)\ds( }
o Je 0

T
< GE[C? sup [’ +100F +| [ Clalas
0<t<T 0

(2.80)
We need the following lemma ([16], Lemma 3.1).

Lemma 2.6. For any 8 > 2, we have

E[(/OT/g |2i|2ui(de)ds>§} gcﬁEK/OT/& |2i|2Ni(de,ds)>§], i=12  (281)

35



Then, by Lemma and B-D-G’s inequality, we can get the estimate

3 ([ o) (] feucoos) )]
gE[i(/OTdes) }+OB [ (/ /|él|2N (de ds> ]

Z/wwa// deds)ﬁ}

_ B
<0p| s (1l + 1l + | [ o6s.0005] )]
L 0<t<T 0

< 035 sl + ([ 065, 006105 B} + Bl +| " (s, 0as|

] - 8
< CBE sSup |yt|B + </ |g(s,®) _9(3707070707070) —|—g(8,0,0,0,0,0,0)|d8> :|
L 0<t<T

< CBE sup
| 0<t<T

} (2.82)

]

0
T
+ E[Oﬁlxﬂﬁ +16(0)]7 + ' / 9(s,0) — ¢(s,0,0,0,0,0,0) + g(s,0,0,0,0,0,0)ds
0

SCBE[(l—i-C’BTB) sup \yt‘ﬁ (C'B—FCﬁTﬁ) sup ]a:t\ﬁ—i-\(b( )\
0<t<T 0<t<T

2

+ o4 Z_: <</0T|zi|2ds>E + (/0 /g lzil%(de)ds)E)

i=1

T B
+ (/ !g(s,O,o,o,o,o,O)\ds> }
0

From (2.80)), we have

<1—Tﬁcﬁ>E{03up il <CBE{<CB+T506>Osup el + 19O

+05Tz (‘/ |2°|? ds|” / |2°)?v;(de)ds 2> +
&

Choosing T7 small enough such that T° IB Cg < 1, and for every 0 < T < T3, we get

T
4 / 19(£,0,0,0,0,0,0)|ds
0

1

2 T ' g
E[ sup mﬂ <06TE[<05+T506> sup il +160 >|ﬁ+cﬁT§Z(\ /0 21 2ds

0<t<T
T ) § B8
/|ZZ|2ui(de)ds >+ }
&;

T
/ 19(£,0,0,0,0,0,0)]ds
0

(2.83)
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From (Z382]), we also have

(1- cﬁTé)ELz: ((/OT \zi]2d3>§ + </0T /5 \Ei\2vi(de)ds>§>}

< CgFE [(1 +CPTP) sup |yi|® + (CP + CPTP) sup |a4|°
0<t<T 0<t<T

T B8
L160)° + ( / |g<s,o,o,o,o,o,o>|ds) }

Then combining with the estimate ([2.83]), we get

(1- CB,TTS)E[i <</()T‘Zi‘2ds>§ + (/OT/gi \EiPm(de)ds)gﬂ

=1
T
sup feol? + [6(0)° + ' [ 10.0.0,0,0,0)as
0<t<T 0

|
B
Choosing 0 < Ty < T3 small enough such that Cg 1,7y < 1, and for every 0 < T < T5, we get
2
S ([ ) ([ emtaae) )]
i=1 N0 2.84
T B ( )
4 / 19(£,0,0,0,0,0,0)ds ]
0
where the constant Cj 7 changed every step. Next, we begin to deal with the forward equation
in (2.10). First, since
t B 2
/ b(s,O)ds| + >
i=1

l2:/” = Cg [|$0|ﬁ +
/ fi(s,z,y,e)N;(de, ds)

by B-D-G’s inequality and Holder s inequality, we have

T B
E[ sup |xt|ﬁ] < C’BE[|:E0|B] —I-C’BE[/ |b(8,@)|d8:|
0<t<T 0

+cﬁE[§2:</OT\oi(s,@)!2d8>g] +C;3E[ (/ / |fils, 2y, )] Ni(de, d8)>6]

i=1 i=1
B
2

T
+C’5E[Z</ loi(s,0) — (3000000)4-0@(8000000|2d8>]
— 0
B
2

+C’5EL§; (/()T/g (s, 2ay,e) — fi(s,0,0,€) + fi(s,0,0,¢) N (de, ds)> ]
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< CyrE [(05 +1°CP)

scﬁ,TE[wMTﬂcﬁ) sup |zil? + 6(0)[°
0<t<T

B

t
/ oi(s,©)dw!
0

1

T
< CgE|[|ol?] + C’BE[/O b(s,©) — b(s,0,0,0,0,0,0) + b(s,0,0,0,0, 0,0)|ds]

N[



T B8
< CyElleol?) + CBE[(/O Olle] + Iyl + 111 + 122] + 124 + !\52\!)d8> }

T B 2 T
"‘CBEK / |b<s,o,o,o,o,o,o>|ds) }wﬁE[Z( [ w2+ 1)

B
2
+L§i<|z1|2+|z2|2+||zl||2+||z2||2>+|az-<s,o,o,o,o,o,o>|2ds) }

é

+CBE[ </ / e)(|z|* + y*) + | £i(s,0,0,e)|* N;(de, ds)> ]

PPN
< CgE||ol’] + CsE [Cﬁ <T6 OiltlgT x| + 17 Sup lyl? + T3 Z <</0 \zl\zds>

=1

+ (/T/ \Ei\2ui(de)ds>§>>] +CBE[</OT]b(s,O,O,O,O,O,O)\ds) B}

2
+CBE[Z</ K2 (2l 4 [yP) + L3 (147 + 122 + 1217 + [1221%)d )

NI

i=1
+Z</ |Ji(s707070707070)|2d8> :|
i=1 0
s (2.85)
2
+CBE[Z</ / e)(|zI* + [yI*) i(de,ds>>
i=1
S :
+Z</ /’fi<370=076>\2N,-<de,ds>> ]
i=1 0 JE&
TN
<CﬁEUx0’B] —|—C5E|:CB<TB sup ’x‘B+Tﬁ sup ’y‘B+T2Z<</ ‘21‘2d8>
0<t<T 0

=1

+ (/(]T/g \Ei\2ui(de)ds>2>>] +CBE[</OT]b(s,O,O,O,O,O,O)\ds)B}

2 T 8
B . 2
+CyE [TEKB sup (2/° + yl®) + (L8, + L2) Y <( / Izl|2ds>
0<t<T 0

=1

N (/OT/gi|5i|2”i(de)d > >+Z <</ loi(s,0,0,0,0,0,0)| ds>é
([ [ s oopvia) )]

+OBTE[Z / [ el + O)is]
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Here we have used the fact that, for i = 1, 2,

s[([ [ e i i(de’ds)ﬂwﬁﬂ[/ [ PPt + i weyis|

(2.86)

Indeed, we have

K/ / Nl Ni(de d8)>§} <OBTEU / (o)l wi( de)d] i=12.

Set H; 4 = fo fg (e)|z|?>N;(de, ds), and
8
Hpp =) (H, |Hise + p2()[af*[% — H2, ) Ni(de, {s})
T S;F ;/ < P’ >

8 B8
-[] (|Hi,s_+p2<e>|:c|2|§—H,-z_)zwe,ds)
0 Ei ’
T 8
<cp [ [ (i el Nide, ),
0 J& ’

7 ’ 51 Bl
ey < Cop| [ [ (1E o+ el Jutaeas]
<C’5E/ H2 ds + CgE [/ / (e)|z|Pvi(de)ds }

From Gronwall’s inequality, we get

[(/ / (€) 22N (de ds)>§] <CBTE[/ / ()2l wil de)d} (2.87)

Then we can manage (2.85)) as follows

then

E[ sup |:ct|ﬁ] < CyE[|zol’] + [OB(TBCﬁ+T2K5)+CBTZ/ yl(de)}
0<t<T

X <E[ sup \x!ﬁ] +E[ sup ]y\ﬂ)
0<t<T 0<i<T

2

Fourion s 1, + 1)y ((/OT Izi|2d8>§ ¥ (/OT /. |Zi|2vi(de)ds>§>}

i=1

+C’5E[</OT|b(3000000|ds> +Z</ |013000000)|2d8>

+Y (/OT /g |fi(s,0,0,e)|2Ni(de,ds)>2].

i=1

[NlisY
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From (Z83]) and ([2:84]), we then have

o] o]
0<t<T

< o [lnf"] + { [CoT* €+ T + CwZ / yi(de)] [1+ Car(C? + T7C)
+ C5(T3C% + L, + LE,)Co(C” +T605)}E[ sup leg} + [Coric? + TA KP)

0<t<T

+cﬁTZ/ eyvi(de) + Cs(T2CP% + LY, +L£2)} Cs1rE|$(0)° + [Cﬁ(TﬁCﬁ + T2 K7
T B
+CBTZ/ e)v;(de) +C’5(T205+L51 +Lg2)}C’5,TE[</O |g(t,0,0,0,0,0,0)|ds> }
T
+OBEK/ b(s,0,0,0,0,0,0) |ds> +Z</ los(s,0,0,0,0,0 0)|2d8>
0

+i§; </OT/5 ]fi(s,O,O,e)\ZNi(de,ds)>2]

B8
s [la0l”) + Cocpaonr B[ sup, |x|ﬂ + [Ca(rPc? + TR K7
<t

é

| /\

i CﬁTZ / Qi(de) + Ca(T3C7 + L, + LL,)| Cor E|o(0)| + | Co(1°C° + T5 K)
T B
—l—CBTZ/ e)vi(de) +OB(T205+L§1+L§2)}CB,TE[</O |g(t,0,0,0,0,0,0)|d5> }

+OBEK/OT|b(3000000|ds> +Z</ |023000000)|2d8>

+i§; </0T/g |fi(s,0,0,e)|2Ni(de,ds)>g].

Therefore, we have

é

0<t<T

[C’B(TﬁC’ﬁ +TSKP) + Cyp Z/ e)vi(de) + Cy(T3CP + L8 + ng)] Cs.1rE|p(0)]°

[Cﬁ(:rﬁcﬁ +T5KP) + Cyp Z/ e)vi(de) + Co(T2CP + L + L{iz)]cm
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x E[(/OT yg(t,o,o,o,o,o,O)\dsy} —i—CgE[(/OT\b(s,O,O,O,O,O,O)]ds)B
+Z <</ |oi(s,0,0,0,0,0, 0)\2ds>ﬁ + (/OT/g yfi(s,o,o,e)FN,-(de,ds))g)].

Choosing 0 < T3 < T3 and L, small enough such that Cg g , 51,0, 7 < 1, and for every 0 < T' <
T3, we get

T B8
E[ sup mrﬁ] gcB,K,pm,TE[\xorhr¢<o>rﬁ+ ( / rg<t,o,o,o,o,o,o>rds)
0

0<t<T
T
+</ |b(3000000|ds> +Z</ |018000000)|ds> (2.88)
0

B

+i§; </OT/(€ |fi(s,0,0,e)|2Ni(de,ds)>2].

Finally, from 2383, [284) and Z.88]), we can choose T' = min{T}, T», T3}, and for every 0 <
T < T such that

2 B T B
2 . 2
E[ sup |z|® + sup |ye|® + Z(( |2*] ds) + </ / \El\zyi(de)ds> )}
0<t<T 0<t<T — 0o Jeg
T
|ﬁ+</ t000000)|ds>
0

T B 2 5
+</ |b(8000000|d5>+ ( |018000000)|2d8>
0 1

1=

(NI

< 057K70701702 |:|$0|ﬁ + |¢

+§; ([ ' /. \fi<s,0,o,e>12Ni<de,ds>>g}, (2:89)

where the positive constant Cg ) 4,0, depends on 8 and Lipschitz constants K, p, Ly, , Lo, .
The proof is complete. O

Remark 2.6. Similar to Theorem [2.8, under (A4), (A5), we can also obtain the LP(f > 2)-

estimate for fully-coupled FBSDEP ZI0) in MP[0,T], we immediately give the similar result
which is more general than Theorem [2.0 as follows.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that (A4), (A5) hold. Then, for any 8 > 2, suppose that (z,y, 21, 22,32, 52)
is the solution to (2.10)), there exists a sufficiently small constant T>0 depending on K, Ly, Lgy, Ly, ,
Ly,, p and some constant Cg i p.g1,04, 11,52 depending on B and Lipschitz constants K, p, L, , Loy, Ly,
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Ly, such that, for every 0 < T < 1:;

T 8

E[ sup |z¢” + sup |yt|5—|—z<</ |zl|2dt> + </ / |2°|2 N;(de dt)) )}
0<t<T 0<t<T 1 0

T B

< Chscpronsn |Jaol’ + 160 + [ 19(0.0.0,0.0,0,0)ar)

T 6
+</ \b(sOOOOOO]dt) +Z</ 1013000000)!26%)
0

2 T E
> . .
+i:1</0 /gi‘f’(3’0=070=0,e)\ Nz(de,dt)> ]

In fact, due to Lemma 2.6, Theorem 2.7 deduces to Theorem [Z6] when changing (A5) into
(A6).

(2.90)

Remark 2.7. Theorem and Theorem [2.7 are better and more general results compared to
Theorem and Theorem [2.0, when extending the stronger Assumption (AG6) into a weaker
one (A5). Moreover, they are nice results for studying the stochastic control problem of fully
coupled FBSDEPs in the future. However, in our setting of this paper, the partially observed
stochastic control problem involves a special fully coupled FBSDEP, and it is enough to solve
them by Theorem [2.2 and Theorem [2.0.

Therefore, we still use the space MP[0,T] in the following discussion.

2.2 Decoupling random field method for solvability of FBSDEPs

In the following, under (A1), for any u € U,4[0, T'], we show that the state equation (2.9]) admits
a unique solution (z,y, 2%, 22, 2!, 22) for any given time T under P.

Observing that ([2.9)) is a kind of special fully coupled FBSDEP in which o;, f; do not contain
(21, 22,21 2%), then we can give the following theorem which is similar to the main result of [32]
Theorem 2.8. Let (A4) hold or (A1) hold without control u, then there exists an L*-solution

(z,y, 2%, 2%, 71, 2?) to FBSDEP:

2 2
dxy = b1 (,O(t))dt + Z oi(t, z)dW; + Z / filt,zi—, e)Ny(de, dt),

2.91
~dy; = g(t,0(t))dt — Zztth Z/%te i(de,dt), te€[0,T), (2:91)

To = To, Yr = ¢($T),
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such that x satisfies the following equation

t~
T = To + / b1 <s,x5, 0(s,xs),0:0(s,xs)01(8,xs), 0:0(8, x5)02(S, Ts),
0

9(8,.’1'5 + fl(S,Z's, 6)) - 9(8,%5)7 H(Saxs + f2(37x87 6)) - 9(37‘T8))d8 (292)
—i—Z/a,sa;de’—i-Z//f,sxs, (deds)

where, under some suitable conditions (see [32]), 0(t, x) is the unique 05’2([0, T1,R)-solution with
bounded 0,0 and 0,50 to the following partial integro-differential equation (PIDE for short):

0,0{b1 (t,,0,0,001(t, 2),0,004(t,2), 0(t, + f(t,w,0)) = 0,0(t, 2 + fo(t,z,€)) — 6)

—Z/fltznel/lde} Z 0(oi(t,z))

+ g(t,:z:, 0,0,001(t,x),0:009(t,2),0(t,x + fi1(t,z,e)) — 6,0(t,x + fo(t,x,e)) — 0)

(2.93)

2
+ Z/g O,z + filt,z€)) — O)i(de) + B0 =0,  O(T,) = d(x),
i=1 g

where 6,0,0,0,0,0%,0 are everywhere evaluated at (t,)(here, we omit the arguments (t,z) for
simplicity). Moreover, y,z', 22,21, 32 are explicitly expressed via the solution § to PIDE (2.93))
by the formulas

Yt = e(tht)? Zz% = aﬂte(taxt)ai(t7xt)7 517; = o(tht— + fi(tvxt—a 6)) - 0(t7xt—)7 i = 17 27 (294)
and the L*-solution (x,y,z', 2%, 2%, %) is unique in M?[0,T).

Proof. First, defining l:)1 (t,z) = b (t,x,@(t,x), 0.0(t, x)o1(t, ), 0,0(t, x)oo(t,x), 0(t, x+ f1(t, x,€))
— 0(t,z),0(t,x + fot,x,€)) — O(t,z)), the assumption (A4) (or (Al)) and boundedness of

9,0, 0,0 can guarantee that by, o1, 09, f1, fo satisfy the Lipschitz condition w.r.t z and

T~ 2 2 T 2 T
) 2 ) 2
E/O u(1.0)| dt+;E/o 03(£,0)| dt+;E/&/0 Fi(t,0,€) 2ri(de)dt < oo, (2.95)

Then (2.92) admits a unique solution z. Next, by applying time-dependent It&’s formula
(Lemma 6, [32]) to H(t x) and combining (2.93)) satisfied by 6(t,z), we can prove the exis-
tence of solution y, 2!, 22, 21, 22 defined by ([2.94)) of BSDEP in (Z9I)). Finally, the proof of

uniqueness is similar to that of [32], so we omit the details. O

The idea above mainly motivates us to consider the decoupling function 6, so we study the
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following FBSDEP with random coeflicients and initial value xg = &:

§+/bl(rw % (r dr+2/ oi(r,w, 224 dW;
+Z/ / Firyw, 225, ) Ni(de, dr),

e = o)+ [ olr0.6%0) Z/ e
—Z/ /szv (de,dr), te[0,T],

where coefficients by, 01, 09, f1, f2, g and ¢ are random, and o1, 03, f1, fo are independent of

(2.96)

(y7 zl? 227 217 22)'
Let 0 < t; < to < T, n be an F; -measurable square integrable random variable, and
¢(w, x) be a random field such that ¢ is Fy,-measurable for any fixed x and uniformly Lipschitz

continuous in = with a Lipschitz constant K. Consider the following FBSDEP over [t1,to]:

—?7+/ bl(rw®05 dr—i—Z/ Uzrwxog dVVZ
—I—Z//flrw,:nr ,e)N;(de, dr),
=17t V&

to 2 to . )
yo5 = p(w, w?f) +/ (7’ w, @0’§(T))dr — Z/ zfjo’gdWT,’

i=1"1t

/ / NZOgN de dr) t e [tl,tg].

Note that, by applying Theorem 2.1], there exists a constant T (K) depending on the Lipschitz
constants in (A4) and Lipschitz constant K of ¢ such that whenever t, —t; < T(K), FBSDEP
297) admits a unique L2-solution.

Now, we give the following result, whose non-jump case is introduced by Cvitani¢ and Zhang
[4] (see also Lemma 4.1 [21]).

(2.97)

Theorem 2.9. Let (A4) hold, and there exists a random field 0(t,w,x) such that
(i) O(T,w,x) = p(w, x);
(ii) For each (t,x), 0 is Fi-measurable;
(iii) 10(t, x1) — 0(t,22)| < K|z1 — 32|, 71,72 € R;
(iv) For any 0 < t; < ty < T such that |ty — t;| < T(K), where T(K), depending on the

Lipschitz constants in (A4) and Lipschitz constant K, is a sufficient small constant, the unique

44



solution to FBSDEP (Z97) over [t1,t2] with terminal condition ¢(w,z) = O(t2,w,x) satisfies
y,?l’é =6(t1,w, a:tl’g).

Then, for any given T > 0, FBSDEP ([2396) admits a unique L*-solution on [0,T] and
yt = 0t w, ).
Proof. Existence. Let 0 =ty < --- < t,, = T be a partition of [0 T] such that ty —tp_1 < T(K)
for Kk = 1,...,n. Denote x8’€’0 =& For k=1,...,n, let ( ,y zlk 2’k,21’k,22’k) be the

unique solution to the following FBSDEP over [t;_1, tx]:

( s 2 s
$2’£ k — ‘T?;ff 1 =+ / bl (7’, w, @07§7k(r))dr + Z/ 0'7;(7’, w, ‘Tg’g’k)dW;’

th—1 i=1 Y lk—1

2 S
+ Z/ / filr,w, 2%5F ) N;(de, dr),
i=1 Yl—1 &

. 5 (2.98)
B = 0t ap ) + [ g @080 dr = Y [ si0skaw;
s =178
2 g ' i
- Z ZZ’O’S’kNZ-(de, dr).
<. (r,e)
i=1"Y% i
Define
¢ :Zx?é’kl[tkflytk (t) + 2" Lpy (8),
k 7 b
Zyog st (D) + U7 Ly (B),
(2.99)

'707 ‘707 7k ‘707 ) y
Zi £ Z:ZZZ € 1[tk717tk)(t) —I—Z;w §nl{T}(t), 1=1,2,

2oy Zz“)“ et (D) + 205y (1), i = 1,2

Note that we should consider a necessary situation that the jumps occur at the time t;,k =
1,...,n. Without loss of generality, we consider that the jump appears at t; and for forward

7§k

equation, x, is an adapted RCLL process on [tp_1,tk],k = 1,...,n. Due to the appearance

of jump at g, it can be understood by the following equation from (2.98]):

tr )
(1) x?}f kL _ 06k +/ by (r,w, SRRy (s ))dr + Z/ oi(r, w, 22SF g

tk s
k
2 [t . 2.100
+ Z/ / filr,w, 225 )N (de, dr) ( )
. tr Ei
0,6,k
= xt;f ,
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2

te tk )
) x?}f’k = a;gi’f_l + / by (r,w, @0’§’k(r))dr + Z/ oi(r, w, 225F)aw?
th1 i=1 7 tk—1
. (2.101)
k ~
+ Z/ / fi(r,w,$2f’k,e)Ni(de,dr).
i=1Yt—1 Y&
In (i), x?}f’kﬂ can be regarded as the initial value of x?’g’kﬂ on [tg,tk+1]. In (ii), m?}f’k can be

regraded as the terminal value of x?’g’k on [tr_1,tk].

Because there exists a jump at ¢, the integrals, especially for ftik f & filr,w, :E%’kH, e)Ni(de,
dr) in (i), are equal to 0. However, the integrals, like fti’il f&_ fi(r,w,ng’k,e)ﬁi(de,dr) in (ii),
are not equal to 0.

In particular, when f; = 1, ﬁik f&_ LN;(de,dr) = N;(&;,t1,) = 0, i.e., the quantity of jump at t;,
which is the initial time of [tx, tx41], is O for (i). And ftik,l f&_ LN;(de, dr) = N;i(&;, [tr_1,t1]) = 1,
i.e., the quantity of jump on time interval [tx_1,¢x] is 1 for (ii), and the jump just occur at tj

which is the terminal time of [ty_1,tx]. We have similar analysis for yto S8 of the backward

equation.
Based on the above analysis, we have :Egif = x?ﬁf‘l and y?kéf = H(tk_l,w,:nglﬁ’f) =
0,6,k—1 0,6,k—1
e(tk_:l’w’ xtké;l ) = tkél ‘
Therefore, for any two adjacent intervals, [tx_1,tx] and [tg,tgs1],k = 1,...,n — 1, the initial

0,£,k+1)

value of (z0&F+1 y at initial ¢ of current interval [tg,tx+1] is equal to the terminal value

of (%6* yO&k) at terminal t of previous interval [t,_i,t;]. Moreover, we can connect these

small pieces naturally and can check straightforwardly that (z0€,¢y%¢, 2108 2208 21,08 52,0.8)

solves (2.96]).

Uniqueness. The proof is similar to that in [4].
Finally, for any ¢ € [t;_1,tx], consider the FBSDEP on [t,tx], we see that y?f =6(t,w, $?’5).
The proof is complete. O

Now, we give a sufficient condition for the existence of the random field # in Theorem

Theorem 2.10. Let (A4) hold. b1, 01,09, f1, f2 are continuously differentiable in (z,y, 2, 22,

#1,22) and assume that

2 2
by + Y b1ai0i + Y by /5 fizvi(de) = 0. (2.102)
1=1 1=1 i

Then there exists a random field 0 satisfying the conditions in Theorem [2.9, and consequently
FBSDEP ([2.90) admits a unique solution.

Proof. Step 1. Let K denote the Lipschitz constant of by, 01,09, f1, f2,g with respect to
(z,y,2', 22,71, 7%) and K the Lipschitz constant of ¢ with respect to z. Denote

K o=e5T(1+ Ko) — 1, (2.103)
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where K := (24 3.7, vi(&))K? 42K and let T(K) be the constant introduced in Theorem 23l
Fix a partition 0 = tg < --- < ¢, = T such that At =t —tp_1 < T(K),k =1,...,n. For each
(t,z) € [th—1,tn] X R, consider the following FBSDEP on [t,t,]:

—x—i—/bl(rw@m dr+2/ Uzrwa:maﬂ/vZ
—I—Z//flrw,:nr ,€)N;(de, dr),
i=1 t E;
tn tn . .
Yot = 0(ty, w, xim) +/ g(r w,@t’x(r))dr—Z/ 2T QW

—Z/t”/ 2002 N (de, dr ).

By Theorem 21} FBSDEP (ZI04) admits a unique solution. Define 6(t, ) := y;'",t € [tp_1,tn)-
Step 2. Given xq,79 and t € [t,_1,t,], denote Az := 21 — z9, AO := OH¥1 — ©b*2, Then
AO satisfies the following FBSDEP:

( s ~
Ba, = Aot [ )8z, + By (1) Ay, + By ()82} + B2 (A5
t

+ 5/121 (T) /g Ag(17‘,6)V1 (de) + 5/122 (T) e Ag?r,e)VQ(de)]dr
1 2

2 L 2 L
+ Z/t ol (r)Az,.dW! + Z/t /g fl.(r,e)Az,_N;(de,dr)
=1 =1 @

. (2.105)
Ays = ¢ (tn) Ay, + / (95 (1) Az + gy, (1) Ayr + gla (1) Az} + gla(r) A2}
#alr) [ A () + g [ AZ geatae)in
tn tn
—Z/ AZLdW! — Z/ / Az(re i(de,dr),
\
where b’lx fo blx (r,w, ©4%2 (1) £ \(OH¥1 (r) — ©H2(r)))d\ and 5’1 (r )7b/1z1( )7b/1z1( r),oh.(r),

1o (T )7990( )79y( )79;i( ), 22( ), ¢ (tn), i = 1,2, have similar definition. Moreover, |ag(r, e)| <
K, for o = by, 01,09, f1, fo and ¢, 8 = z,y,2, 22,3, 22, and |¢!.(tn)] < Ko. Then, FBSDEP
(2.108) also satisfies (A4). Here, we note that FBSDEP (2105 is on time interval [¢,t,], and
all the arguments in Theorem 2] and Theorem hold by replacing the expectation with

conditional expectation. By Theorem 2.6 we have

2 tn , tn ,
E| sup (|Azs? + |Ay?) + E </ |Az;|2d8—|—/ / |A2287e)|21/i(de)d8>
i=1 t t E;

t<s<tn

]:t:| § C|AZE|2,

(2.106)
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where the precise form of constant C will be considered later. In particular, this implies
10(t, 1) = 0(t, 22)* = |Aye|* < E[|Ay,[*|F] < E[t<SU<pt |Ays|?|F] < ClAzf? (2.107)
i.e.,
10(t, 1) — O(t, 29)| < VC|z1 — x4]. (2.108)

That is, for t € [t,—1,tn], 6(t, z) is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in z.
Step 3. Let n = Z;n:l zjlpg;, where x1,--- ,xy, € R and Ey,--- , By, € F; form a partition
of . One can check straightforwardly that ©%7 := POy O, satisfies FBSDEP (2.104)

with initial value $§’n := 1. In particular, this implies that
m m m
t,z;
Y=Y U e, = 0w )L, = 00,3 1) = 0(tm). (2109)
=1 j=1 =1

Moreover, for general Fi-measurable square integrable 7, there exist {n,,,m > 1} taking the
above form such that lim,, o E[|nm — 7|?] = 0. Denote again by ©%7 the unique solution to
FBSDEP (ZI04) with initial value /" = 1. By the previous analysis, we obtain that

Elly"" =y ] < CElln — nm|’] = 0, (2.110)

Since 0(t,x) is Lipschitz continuous in z, we get

Yo = lim gl = Tgi_rpooe(t,w,nm) = H(t,w,ﬁ}gnoo Nm) = 0(t,w,n). (2.111)

m—ro0

Step 4. We now get a more precise estimate for constant C' in (Z.108]). Since bi,01,09, f1, f2, 9
and ¢ are continuously differentiable, by standard arguments, one can see that (¢, x) is differ-
entiable in z with 6,(t,2) = Vy;"" where

Vz, =1+ / [l;lx(r)er + Bly(r)Vyr + Blzl(r)Vzrl + 5122 (T)sz
¢

Fhin(r) [ V3L i(de) + bysa(r) / V2, ua(de)]dr
81 52

2 S 2 S
+ Z/t Oig(r)Va,dW,; + Z/t /g fiz(r,€)Va,_N;(de,dr)
i=1 i=1 i

N (2.112)
Vys = ¢z(w, zy, )V, + / [92(7)Va, + gy(1)Vy, + gzl(r)Vz,} + g,2 (T)sz

F () [ V3L mi(de) + gaa(r) / V2, va(de)]dr
51 52

2 tn . . 2 tn . ~
-3 / VWi -y / /8 VE, . Ni(de,dr),
i=1"9% i=1"9% i
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where b, (r) := b1, (r,w,O(r)) and other terms are defined similarly.

Denote
Js = Vys(Vas) ™!, 2= V2i(Vay) ™, 2, o = VE, (V) (2.113)
2; L= 22 - Uz’x@& éés,e) = 57(;8,6)(1 + fi:c)_l - @sz:c(l + fix)_la 1= 17 2.

Applying It6’s formula, we obtain

2
d(V$s)_1 = _(V$s)_1 |:l~71m + l;lygs + Z (Z)lzizé + 612" / gés,e)’/i(de) - Uzzm
i=1 &

2
—/ 121 +f,~x)_11/,~(de)>}ds — (V)™ ') oipdW]
&;

) ) =1
KAZEDY / fia(1+ fia) " Ni(de, ds),

djs = —1Us [bm + blyys + Z (blzzz + blzz/g ( )l/l(de) — 0—2 (2.114)
i=1 g

2

i=1

+ Zgzz / (s,6)Vs de)] ds — / fiz(1 4 fiz) ™! z(s e)ul(de)d

— oizZids + AW+ z(, 2 Ni(de, ds).
z z z [

Note that 2! = 2% + 04, 9s, 528 o) = 528 e)(1 + fiz) + Usfiz, i = 1,2, we obtain
) 2 2
d@s = - |:g:c + <b1:c + 9y + Zgziaix + Zgéi / fi:cVi(de)>@s
i=1 i=1 &
+ <b1y + Z b1iCix + Z byzi / fixVi(de)>§§] ds

2
- blzzys + 0o + 03| Bhds + Z AWl + Z/ N;(de, ds)
1

1=

(2.115)

N

_ Z [(512@5 + ggz)/ (1+ fm)éfs o Vi(de) +/ fixéés e)ui(de)} ds.
& ’ & ’

i=1
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We note that g5 = 0,(s,xs) and is bounded for s € [t,t,] C [tp—1,t,]. Denote
2 tn 1 2 tn
AL PR _ , i1 7oA _ 2
dP : = exp { Z;/t (brziGs + gar + 0ia) AW, = ;/t b1, 0s + gui + 0| 2ds
2 ptn _
Y / / log[(ByziGs + gt + 1)(1 + i) Ni(de, ds) (2.116)
=17t J&

2 L4 ]
+ ;/t /&[1 — (byz:9s + gz +1)(1 + fix)]Vi(de)ds}dP,

and introduce

S 2 2
T's =exp { / [bu + gy + Zgzz‘ffm + Z gzi / fizvi(de)
t =1 i=1 &

9 5 (2.117)
+ (51;, + Z byiCie + Z by / fmui(de)>gjr] dr}.
i=1 i=1 &
Then we have .
g = EF [Ftn@tn +/ g:1sds ]-}} (2.118)
t

Note that |§:,| = |¢z(zt,)| < Ko and combine with condition (2.102])
3 2 2 . 2 2
b1z + gy + ZgziO'ix + Z Gsi / fixyi(de) + <bly + Z bi,i0iz + Z by / fixui(de)>gjr
i=1 i=1 & i—1 =1 &
) 2 2
= b1z + gy + Z 9,0z + Zggi / fizvi(de)
i=1 i=1 &

2
< (2 + Zui(&)>K2 +2K = K,
i=1
(2.119)
thus we have T’y < eX(=1)_ Then,

N tn N N N N
g < K=t + Kel60gs < =t g 4 =t 1 = K=t ()¢ 41) — 1, (2.120)
which implies that

10,(t, )| < K 1= Kn=tn0)(Kg 4+ 1) — 1, t € [ta_1, ta)- (2.121)

Step 5. We note that K < K. Assume that 6 is defined on [ty, t,,] with [0, (t, )| < Kp < K.
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Define 0(t, ) == yo" for t € [tp_1,tx], k=n—1,n—2,--- 1, where

_x—i—/ bl(rw(atx dT—i—Z/ O'erxtxdWZ
+Z/ / flrw7$r ) )Ni(devdr)v

(2.122)
k 2 te )
o = Oltnsen) + [ gl 005 ar = Y [ ot
s i=17s
2 s -
M2I2EY
_ Z/ / z(r’e)Ni(de, dr),
=175 Y&
by the analysis in Step 4, we can obtain
100 (t, 2)| < Koy = X0 (K +1) — 1t € [t ). (2.123)
By induction, note that K, = Ky, we get
Kp=eKtt)(Kg+1) 1<K, k=1,...,n. (2.124)

Therefore, the backward induction can continue until £ = 1, and thus we may define 6 on
[0, 7] and |0, (t,z)| < K for all t € [0, T]. Finally, it is clear that 6 satisfies the other requirements
of Theorem and the existence of 6 is proved. ]

Then next lemma shows the L2-estimation of FBSDEP (Z.96]).

Lemma 2.7. Let (A4) hold, and (t,x) satisfies the conditions in Theorem[Z9. Then we obtain
the L?-estimations of FBSDEP (2.96))

. . 2 T o
E[ sup [0 — 294 + sup [0 — 082 + 3 / |Z0€ _ L10E 2
0<s<T 0<s<T . 0

(2.125)
~1,0, ~1,0,
+Z / / 5005 — 205 Pui(de)ds fo] < Cle- &P,
Ind -~ 2 T . . jreg
E[ sup [29€ — D62 4 sup [s0€ 042 1Y / 1208 0812
t<s<T t<s<T . t
= (2.126)

+Z/ / |zésof 1065|21/Z(de)ds

where constant C depends on B, K,p and L in (A4).

ft] < C[aD% — 204,

Proof. Based on the idea in the proof of Theorem [2.4] it is easy to prove the two estimations. [

Therefore, for any u € Uyyl0,T] and any given terminal time 7', under (A1) and the condi-
tions in Theorem 2.9, and combining Theorem 2.9 Lemma 2.7 and Theorem [Z4] there exists a
unique L#(B > 2)-solution (z,y, 2%, 22, 7, 22) to state equation (29) on [0, T].
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3 Global Maximum Principle for Partially Observed Optimal
Control Problem of FBSDEPs

In this section, we study the partially observed global maximum principe for the optimal control
problem of FBSDEPs. The main result is an extension of the work in [§] and [3§].

3.1 Spike variation

We consider the state equation (2.1J), observation equation

dY = by(t, 22, up)dt + o3(t)dW2 + [ f3(t,e)N(de,dt), te[0,T], o)
& 3.1

Yy =0,

and the cost functional (Z4]). Noting that by is independent of (y, 2}, 22, 2(11‘/76), 2(21‘/76)) here, com-
paring with (Z.3]). The general by case will not be considered in this section, which is our future
research topic.

According to Section 2, we can transfer the partially observed optimal control problem into
the complete information case with the controlled FBSDEP

7

2 2
dzl = by (t, ), ug)dt + Z oi(t, ol ug) AW, + Z/ filt, xi ug, ) Ni(de, dt),
i=17&

i=1

2 2
17 27 "’17 "’27 '7 ) ""7 \T
—dyf = g(t7 x?) yfa 2t uv 2t u’ Z(t’u@’ Z(tz)aut)dt - Zi uthZ - Z/g Zztife)Ni(dev dt)7 le [07 T]7
i=1 i=1 i

L 20 =0, Y=ot
and (27), where b, does not contain (y,ztl,ztz,i(lt e),i(zt e)), which admits a unique solution

(z, y¥, 2bv, 22w zle z2¢ T4 under P by (A1). Moreover, the cost functional (Z4) becomes

T
J(u) :E[ / T (t,af it 2" 20" 2y ey ue)dE + Tr@(@) + T(y8) [ (3:2)
0 ) k)

Since U is not necessarily convex, we apply the new spike variation technique [38]. Suppose

that @ € U,q is an optimal control, for any ¢ € [0, 7], define u° as follows. For s € [0, 7],

u, if (s,w) € O :=]t,t + ]\ U~ [Tn],

g, oOtherwise,

where [T,] := {(w,t) € Q x [0, T]|T(w) = t}, which is the graph of stopping time T, when the
jump of the observable process appears, is a progressive set, and u is a bounded ]:{Y—measurable

function taking values in U. The big difference is that the value of u§ at T),(w) is equal to s
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rather than u when some jump appears in (¢,7+ €], that is, some T}, (w) is in (¢, + €]. Moreover,
different from completely observed case and due to technical difficulties, we also assume that
there is no jumps of the unobservable process appearing in (¢, + €]. It is easy to show that
u€ € Uyql0, T defined in (2.5]).

Denoting by (7,7, 2!, 22, 2!, 72) the trajectory of @ and by (€, y¢, 21¢, 22¢ 21 22) the tra-

jectory of u€. For simplicity, for ¢ = 1,2, for f;, o = by, 0i,g,¢ and k = x,y, 2%, 7, denote

filtye) = fi(t, Ty, ap,€),  fin(t,e) = fix(t, Ty, ug ),  Ofi(t,e) = fi(t, Ty, ur, ) — filt,e),
Ofin(te) = fi(t, T, ur,€) — fiz(t,e),  o(t) = p(t,0(), @), @u(t) = @u(t,O(t), ),
3p(t) = @(t,0(t),ur) — (1),  dpi(t) = u(t, Ot), ur) — wu(t),
Sp(t, AY A?) = o(t, B, Gr, 7 + A1), 2 + A2(1), 2, 2%, ) — (D),
5o (t, AV A% = @, (t, T, Tty 70 + AL, 22 4+ A%(1), 2, 22 ug) — wi(t),

where Al(), A%(.) are Fi-adapted processes to be determined later.
Denote O(t) := (a’:t,gt,ég,éf,z(lt e e)) and O¢(t) := (af,y5, 2, 20 57521;56)75(21;56))7 and set

le . € — le . € — i,l,e . i€ —i i,1,e . ~i€ =i .
' =ay =T, ) =y =Y G =2 — &, )\(t,e) = Rte) T Flte) T 1,2, (3.3)

we have
2

)
de = [0, (& + 01 ()1 a) dt + D [65, (& + 60i(H) L] dW]
i=1

+Z/ Lt €)E + 3fi(t, e)Lo] Ni(de, dt),

€ € i,1,¢ ile (34)
d’r}tl’ = _|: ( )gtl +9y + Z (.gzz CtJ’ +gzz / )\ o1, VZ de >
"‘59(’5)1[{,{—1—6]}%4‘ Z AW+ Z / NS Nide, dt), t€0,T],
=1
\ 6375 = 07 77;"75 = &;(T)Sjl"’ea
where )
b, (1) = / bio(t, Ty + 02 — ), u§)df,
p (3.5)

1
G(t) = /0 62 (1, 6(1) + 0(O%(t) — (1)), uf)db,

and 65, (1), f5,(t, €), 35 (1), 35 (1), G5 (t) and ¢5(T),i = 1,2 have similar definitions.
Then, by L?(8 > 2)-estimate of FBSDEPs in Section 2, we get

2 T 5 T . 5
Bl sw (6P + 1)+ 30 |( [ igpa) ([ wisea) ||
0<t<T — [\ Jo o Je
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2

+)° </ 1605 (t) Lz 714 dt> +Z </ / 6f(t, e)Lo|* Ni(de, dt))é]

1=

con|( [ sattuaa) s ([ shiotgsa)
.

8
<CE < (L 2]+ Jg] + 2+ 22+ 2]+ 122+ Jal + [u) Lz dt>

1
T B T , g
+( [ elal + ol + s m]dt) +< /0 (L + 2] + [a] + Ju]) n[;,t—ﬂ]dt)
1

0

+)° </ / 16f:(t, €) 1o >Ny(de, dt)> é}

1=

2
OEK t+€ (1 + |2 + |g| + |a| + |u]) dt> +Z (/t+6|2"|dt>6
Zj:(/tJrEHE’Hdt)ﬁ + </f+6(1 + 12|+ Jal + \u!)dt)ﬁ
( (1+ |2 + |l + u]) dt> +Z</ /léf,tello\N(dedt)>B}
B

2

{ - IEK _He(l + 2% +19)° + al® + |u|5)dt>] + egE[Z </;+6 |Zi|2dt> 1

=1

=

+

(e

ZE[ZQ (/HE /g |§i|2yi(de)dt> g} —|—e§_1E[</;+6(1+ Z|° + |al® + |u|ﬁ)dt>}
2 B
+3E K /6 16:(t, ) 1o[2N;(de, dt)) ] }

=1

C{eg + €7 + (e B—i—eg)E[ sup \x!ﬁ] +EBE|: sup ]y\ﬁ] + (e —i—eg) sup El|ul’
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T

#@ ) s Bluf +e§E[§; (/OT|zi|2dt>§] +E§E[g ([ |§i|2ui(de)dt>§]
+§;E[</OT /(€ 55, e)]lo|2Ni(de,dt)>§]} < 0(c

where we have used that, under (A1), by Theorem 2.2]

T 5 02 T oo 5
E[ sup |x|5—|- sup |y|ﬁ+z (/ |Zl|2dt> +Z (/ / |22|2l/i(de)dt> } < 00.
0<t<T 0<t<T 0 — \Jo Je&

Noticing that the estimate is derived by subtracting the jump part on O, which means the jump

™
[NljsY

)+ O(e”),
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term does not influence the order of variation. If not, the part with jump

T B
EK/ /“5fi(t=e)’zlit,we]Ni(d&dt))T’i=1,2,
0 Ei

is always of order O(¢), no matter how large § is. Indeed, we have

T g T s
E{( Iy \5fi<t,e>121[;,t—+€]zvi<de,dt)) }SCEK / <1+\x\+\ur+\ub?mg,ﬂe]m(ei,dt)) ]
0 Ei 0

Set Iy := (14 |Zo— |+ |al + |u])* Lz 74q, and Ji = fot I,N;(&;,ds), then Jy is a pure jump process
8

8 8
and so is J;; . Moreover, the jump time of J;* is also a jump time of N; and the jump size of N;

is always equal to 1. Therefore we have

B 8 8 8 8 8
Jir = Z (Jzi - Jii—) = Z (Jzi - Jii—)]lNi(&,{s})aéo = Z (’Jz’s— + Is‘g - Jii_)Ni(&', {s})

s<T s<T s<T
T 8
:/ (ise + I]2 = J2_)Ni(&, ds) <0/ 4 IZ)NI(E, ds).
0

By the predictability of J;._ and I, we get
8 T s T
EJ2 < CE/ J2 + 12 ds < C’E/O J2ds+ CE ; (14 |zs| + |us| + |us|)5]1[t—,g+€]ds.
From Gronwall’s inequality, we have
B t+e
B2 < C'E/ (14 || + || + us))Pds < O(e).
7

Therefore, we derive

2 B 2 é
E| sup 51’6 B4 771’6 ) + (/ 2’1’6 dt> + (/ / )\2’1’6 2ui(de) dt> }
ogth(| U ; ; | ; MGl (36)
= 0(e2) + O(e%).

According to the estimate (B.6) in the above, we could set

xi—ft=$i+$?+o(6), Yi — Ut =y +yi +o(e), (3.7)

E

: _ 1 o '
2=z =2+ 2%+ ofe), Zire) — Z{pe) = zzt’e) + zzt’e) +o(e), i=1,2,

where 2!, yt, 20t 221 2L 220 L O(y/€) and 22,92, 212, 222 212 222 ~ O(e).
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3.2 Variational equations

Then, we introduce the first and second order variational equations for the SDEP as follows:

t_ 2 t .
z)l = /0 bie(s)zlds + Z/o [Giz(s)2} + 604(8) Lz pq] dWL
i=1

2 (3.8)
+Z/ / fiz(s,e)zl_Nj(de,ds),
i=1 70 J&
= t[g ()22 4 Shraa(s) (&h)? + 801 (5) gy |
t 0 1z s 92 lxx s 1(S [,T4¢] S
2t
1 .
+ Z/o {aim(s)xz + iaixx(S)(ﬂj‘;)2 + 50’im(8)$i]]_[[’{+e]]dwsl (3.9)
i=1

T Z: /0 t /g 1- [fm(s, )z + %fm(s, e)(a;;_)ﬂm(de, ds),

with x} = 22 = 0. Inspired by [8] (or [9]), we guess that zi’l,éffe),i = 1,2 have the following

forms, respectively:

it = A geg + 27 Ziey = A1) 1o + «52;,1;), i=1,2, (3.10)
where Al(t), A2(t), Al(t), A?(t) are Fi-adapted processes, to be determined later, and impor-
tantly, zé’ll, 2@1;),1' = 1,2 have good estimates similarly as z}. Then

e € _lie 2 ~lie ~2e€ € — — -1 2 =1 =2 _
g(t7 TesYis 2t 5% Z(t’e)a Z(tﬁ) ) ut) - g(ty Tty Yty 25 24 5 Z(t7e)7 Z(t,e) ) ut)

= g(t. 7 +af +af. Gty +vE E + A O Lag + 2" 247
_ 2,1/ 22 = X 1,1 212
B+ A OLgeg T 50 2 R T A (DTo + 5 + i)
= < 21 | 222
z(2t7e) + A%(t)1p + Zie) T 2Ly ug) — g(t) + o(e)
2

‘71, 0,2
= go(t)(x} +27) + gy ()i + 7)) + D _ g B2t + 27
=1

2
“ill i 1 -
+ 2 g (1) /g (i) + Ziovilde) + 520D g(EWD)
+0g(t, A, A% AT AP L g + o(e),
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where Z(t) := [azt,yt,zt P fg V1 (de) fg 21 Vg(de)] for simplicity. So we can obtain
the following equation for the BSDEP

2
a4 8) = {aa(0al 44+ 00 +18) + g OG + 4%
i=1
2
~i,2
—i—Zggz(t)/g (Zrey T 2oy Vilde) +3g(t, AL A% AL A% 17, g
=1 z
- %E(t)D2g:(t)T}dt (3.11)
2 . . . 2 ~
_ ._1(2;71 + 2P dw) — ; /8 _( (o) + 2 Ni(de, dt), t€10,T],
yr +y7 = oo (Tr) (2} + 27) + §¢m(fT)(w1T)2,

Next, we need derive the corresponding first and second order variational equations for the
BSDEP. Noticing that the terminal value in BII)), y& = ¢, (Zr)zt, we guess that yi = pf,
where (py, q}, a7, (j(lt ¢y (j(2t e)) satisfies the following adjoint equation:

dpy = dt—Zqith Z / Gy Nilde,dt), € [0,T],

pr = ¢x(Z1),
where the Fi-adapted process F(+) is to be determined.
Applying Ito’s formula to p;z}, we can get

( 2
—dy} = {gx(t):v% +gy Oyt + > {gzi )z = AT () 4q)
i=1

+ggz(t) /g (NE‘ 16) — AZ( )]]_O V’L de :| thégl ]]‘[t t+€] }dt

—Zzglth Z/ Ni(de,dt), te[0,T],

(3.12)

and (ps,q},q?, cj(lt’e), q~(2t7e)) € NB[0,T] is the unique solution to the following first order adjoint
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equation:

2 2
—dp; = {le(t)pt + > 0w()g; + 9u(t) + gy (Ope + Y g (DKL (1)

i=1 i=1

+ Z |:gz1 / Ei(t, e)v;(de) + / Ei[fiz(t,€)|P ® B(Ei)](j&e)yi(de)} }dt

—Zqéth Z/ N;(de,dt), t 0,71,

From the deduction above, it is not hard to get the following relationships:

vt =pewt, 2z = KO3+ pidoi (O, Ze = kbt @)z, i=1,2, (3.14)

where

ki (t) = O-iw(t)pt + qg) ké (t7 6) = fiw(tv e)pt— =+ (jét,e) =+ fix(t, e)@ét,e)y i = 17 2. (315)

Observing ([B.10]), we obtain
2 =K, L =k, Al)=péoi(t), Al)=0,i=12 (3.16)

Remark 3.1. We notice that, different from the continuous martingale “dW*” terms zf’l,
Ai(t) = 0,i = 1,2, that is zztl) = zztle) i = 1,2, which means the “jump term” in the first
order variation has no change. Indeed, inspired by [8] (or [9]), the diffusion term of the first
order variational equation of x should include the term 5Ji(t)]l[g7g+4, so it is natural to guess
another form of zf’l in BIQ). However, considering the first order variational equation of x in
our paper, motivated by the new variation technique in [38] the “gump term” does not include
the similar term “df;(t,e)1o”. Therefore, the form of Z z has no need to change like zz Lin

heuristic derivation, which has been checked in the above dzscusswn.

From (B.I1]) and ([B.12]), we introduce the first and second variational equations of the BSDEP
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as follows:

2
—dy} = {gz(t)wtl+gy(t)y§+zgzi(t)(Z§’ — P60 () Lz 14 +Zgzz / Zolyvilde)
i=1

2
—ZQ§5ai(t)]1[£,£+e]}d Z; 1th Z/ 70l N N;(de, dt),
i=1

~1,2 1 o =
—dy} = {gx(t)$z% +gy(D)y7 + Zgzi( 2+ Zgzz / Zreyvilde) + 52D =)

1=1

+ 69(t, ptdoi(t), pedoa(t)) L e + Z 4160 (1) Lz 4 }dt
=1

—Zz;Qth Z/ Ni(de,dt), te[0,T],
1

Yr = (st(jT)x%l“v y% = (bx(jT)x%F + §¢m(fT)($%r)2,

(3.17)
where Z(t) = [z, yt, 2t — pedo (D) Lz, 5445 22t — pidoa (D) Lz, 544, fSl 2(15,153)’/1 (de), ffz 2(22,1@’/2 (de)]. It is easy to
check that the first and second order variational equations ([B.8)), (3.17) admit unique solutions

zlz?) (yt, 2t 220 20 220 and (y?, 212, 222, 212 222) respectively.

Lemma 3.1. Let (A1) hold, then we have
vt =pet, 2 = KO3+ p0oi(O)iegs . = Rt e)ai, i =1,2, (3.18)

where p; satisfies B.13), and K (t), ki (t,e),i = 1,2, are given by B.15).
Proof. We introduce the following SDEP:

dit = bio(t dt+z (i ()2} + 603 (t) Lz 4 th+Z/ fie(t, €)@t Ni(de,dt), te[0,T),

IIATO — 0,
which admits a unique solution &}, and set

~ A ~7,1 1 ~ 23.1 1 N .
O =mdf, & = k(02 4 pboi(t) Lz Zz;%,e) = Ei(t,e)it , i=1,2.

Applying Ito’s formula to p;2}, we can get

T 2
N :w(g}T)a};lp—k/t {g@( )2l + gy(s —l—Zgz VL (s)ak + Z gz ( /‘k2 s,e)v;(de)i!

_quéaz n[tm] ds Z/ hlawi — Z/ /7;6 Vi (de, ds).

It is easy to check that (&', ¢!, 251, 221 21

(z', 9%, 2"

, 721) solves (3:8) and (BI7), and by Theorem 2.6

LI g21 ZLE 220y = (b b, 20t 221 261 221) ) The proof is complete. O
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3.3 First-order and second-order expansions
The following standard estimates of FBSDEPs are needed.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that (A1) holds, for B > 2, we have the following estimates:

é
B sup (1t + 1) +Z[(/ rdt) ([ [ it putaear) ]| - o
0<t<
E[ sup |zg —Z — xy[* + Sup v — 5t — i +Z/ |2 — 2 — 2 Idt]
0<t<T 0<t<
+E|:Z/ / ‘NZE te 222716)’2Vi(de)dt:| = 0(6)7
2 ) ) 2
E[ sup |zg — 2z —z¢[* + sup |yf — 5 — Z( —Zi—z2’1|2dt> }
0<t<T 0<t<T P
[ <//‘~”_ e_~étle Vzdedt>:|:
(3.19)

Proof. By (A1), for any 8 > 2, we have

£ 2 T g
8 L2
su + dt> + (/ / ol vi(de dt> ] < 0.
|:0<th |t § </ ;] E o Je, IQ(t, )‘ (de)

=1

and thus

T ﬁ
ol it s g+ 3 [( [iea) o ([ f Pt ]
s el s bl Z s 540 Pt

2

<ol Y |( /0 g (Opedoy () L+ ai0o: (Ol dt)

i=1

([ wonra)
éCB{E[</;+e(1+|:E|+|u|+|u| dt) ] [i(/ |94 (%) ptéO'z()|]l[t,t+e]dt>B:|

=1

+ E[g ( |qidors(t )Ul[{,ﬂe]dt) 6] }
<0p{ @ ( [ nioitoing He]dt)ﬁ] 2 : (f ' \qzaaxt)m[agmdt)ﬁ] broe)
<cale] g, 5 ([ omn)
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+Z;E[</tt+g |q§|2dt>§ </;+E |5ai<t)|2dt>§] } +0(e?)

<csf{| s |pt|ﬂ}%{E[</;+E<1+|f| lal+ |u|>dt>wﬂé

() P (o) )

< CB{Eﬁ_é{EK/tHE(l + |z|%8 + |a|*® + |u|25)dt>] }% L5 Ei: {EK/:JFG |q§|2dt>ﬁ} }é
X {EK/tHe(l + 1728 4 |a* + |u|2ﬁ)dt>} }é} +O(e?)

cold Sl ) otz

i=1

NI

)

The first estimate in (3I9) holds. We continue to use the notations &, n*, ¢/, (21, Aphe

7 (te)
and )\2’16’6 in (3.3) and let
61‘,263— _xt x%a 77t275 = yzf_gt_ytl? Cti7276 = Zi _Z§_2217
i,2,€ | =i 51,1 :
i) = 2y ~ Hee) ~ Fep 1= 12 OGA D, A O1gva)  (3:20)

= (jm Yt Etl + Al(t)]]'[ff-‘re}a 2152 + A2 (t)]]'[ff-i-e}a 5(1t7e)7 5(215,@))7
thus

de2e — [ SO+ (55, (1) — bro(8))x) + 551(?5)]1[{,%6}}&

T Z (G5 (OE + (55 (t) = oialt))a} | aW
+ Z /g [fzem(t’ e)gt2f + (fzem(tv 6) - fim(t7 6))3}%_ + 5fi(t7 6)]1(9:| Ni(dev dt)7
i=1 @
dp© = =G5 (OE + gy + Zgz@ G + Zgz@ / Nisswalde) + A (1) dt

+Z<”Eth +Z/ NS Ni(de, dt), € [0,T],

=0, np°=¢L(T)E + (85(T) — bu(@1))2,
where b, (t), 55, (1), f5,(t,€), 35(1), 4 (), 3 (t), 35 (t) and ¢%(T) are defined in (F5), and

AL(t) = 0g(t) Lz irq + [35(8) — 9o ()] 2f + [35(1) — gy(®)]yr + Z [ 35 (t) — g ()] 2!
+ [g%(t) — gz (1)) /5 Zz;}e)vz'(de) + 9 (DA () L + (J§50i(7f)]1[f,f+e]]-
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By the LP-estimate in Section 2, we have

B| sup (€ + It P +§j [[epas [ [ wiseuon]
<CBE[|(%( ) — bu(@r))ah|” +</ AS(t dt>2

+</OT\(5M() bi (1))} + by (t ]l[tt+e]‘dt>2+z</ |(55,( am(t))ngdt)
+ </ / (Feu(t,0) — Fualts )l + 85ilt, ) Lo Ni(de dt)ﬂ

([ 00)]

gc{ [ / bl + (a5 — F7)) — G (7)d0
wu|( [ U100 — bua)a) +6b1<t>ﬂ[m+4|dt)2]

+§;E[</{)T(&fx(t) — iz (t))? a7 | dtﬂ
+§EK / / (Fer(t,€) — fialt €))Ll + (8/i(t,€))* LoNi(de, dﬂ)”
<c, {[Eoi?%'gt“ﬁ] [Eoiu£T|xt1|4]5 +E[</ Ai(t)dt>2]

te
/0 X2 + 1510 ()P Ly ) Pt + € / rab1<>\2dt)]
t

E [( JRCEE |<sam<t>|211@7t+4>|x%|2dt)]

+

Mo

=1

_l’_

M

EK/ / (I + 18 (8, )P Lo) i P + (8t ) LoNi(de, C“))H

=1

2 t+e
goﬁ,T{euE[(/ A;(t)dt) }+ZE[ sup |xt|2/ |5aim(t)|2dt}
0 i—1 0<t<T t

t+e t+e B
—i—E[ sup \55’5]2 sup ]azﬂ2+ sup \xﬂz/ \5611,( )\2dt+e/ \5b1(t)\2dt]
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T I i

" ZE K/T L 2218 fia(t,€) Lo + (0i(t, €>>21@Ni<de’dt>>} }

T 2
< C’B,T{e2 +E[</ Ai(t)dt) } +€E|: sup |zi| ]
0 0<t<T

+ [E[ sup \5;’6]4” ’ [E[ sup |} ]4” + EE[/ (14 |z + |al® + ]u\2)dt] }
0<t<T 0< i

62



confise]( [ woa)])

Next, we give the estimate of E[( fOT Ai(t)dt)2]. In fact, by (A1), we first have

EK/OTWW)—gm<t>>d’f>2]S{E[oi‘%'xt'”{ B|( [ @~ <>>dt>4]}é

T
ool s st 5]

1973
+5gm(t)]l[t,t+e]dt> ]}

T a - 1 1, e

< ofe]( (e +Z[<Z < [ Ngmtan] + amtogea) ]}
T 2

<cc{E| s (6 + +Z{</ i) + ([ mggea) |

ve( [ Hﬁng(t)ﬁdt) H
coferte Al [ ) ([ Lm0

where L oa
G5,(t) = / / 092a(t,© + NO(O° — O),u)d\dl, a = x,y, 2", 2%, 3, 22,
0o Jo
and Gyo(t), 951, (), G52,(1); G51,(), G52, (2), for a = x,y, 24, 2%, 51, 2% are defined similarly. More-

over, we have, for i=1,2,

E[( / i - gz@-<t>>dt) } < E[( / ' \zz"lﬁdt) ( / s gz@-<t>>\2dt)]
[ [ ea) TV B 160 - gotppa) ]V
0 0 X
<JB[( [N 16w - gupia) |V <o),
el )}

and similarly,

M
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And _
2 t+e 2
ptéal(t)]l[mﬂ}dt) } < E[ sup |pt|2</ 50i(t)dt> }
0<t<T f

([
{ [OE?ET " ] }%{EK/tHe(l +lal + lal + |u|>dt>4} }%
egC{EK/tHE“ +lal* + fal" + \u!4)dt>] }% <0, i=1.2,

E[(/OTég(t) £ }dt>2] <O0().

However, we only have, for i=1,2,

E K /0 ' 41005 (t) Lz dt> 2}
<5 /ﬁmﬂ}%{EK /sz,x,mum,umdt)]}% < o)

Thus, we get the second estimate in ([8:19). The third estimate in (3.19) can be proved similarly.
The proof is complete. O

gl

IN

IN

and similarly,

Nl

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that (A1) holds, then for > 2, we have the following estimates:

E:Oiup (Jz21* + |y2)? +§2: [/0 2| dt+/ / \z ?v;(de dt” o(e),

E:Osup (1221% + |y2|%) +Z |:</OT‘Z \ dt> + </ / EMRZICE dt)gn = o(e?),

=1

r T
€ - 1 212 € - 1 212 i,€ =i 7,1 4,212
E| sup |y — % —xp — 2"+ sup |y; — 9 — ¥ — Yi| +§ [/ |Zt —Z 7 T % |“dt
L 0<t<T 0<t<T - 0

//Wtee Zlte) — Zoe) ~ Fao ”Z(d@df” o(€).

Proof. We can use the same technique in Lemma B2, to obtain the first estimate. How-

(3.21)

ever, we should note that we fail to make the order reach O(e?) due to the appearance of
E[( fOT qi&ai(t)]l[ﬂﬂe]dt)z] term, and so does the second estimate. Then, we give the proof of
the third estimate directly. Let

3 1 2 e . _ e = 1 2
& = —xt Ty —Tfy, My =Y — Yt — Y — Yt
. . e . . (3.22)
C2,3 ,E = i,€ _ 27, _ ZZ 1 27472 A747376 — 2176 _ 27/ _ 27"1 — 22’2 1=1.2
t t t t t > (t,e) : (t@) (t,@) (tve) (tve) ’ e
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and recall that ftl’e,ntl’E,Ct’LE )\Z’l’g,ft o ,CZ2 “ and )\2;25,1' = 1,2 are defined in ([3:20). Fur-

ther, we define
T;m(t) = 2/ / HTm(t,aé—i—)\H(af—j),uﬁ)d)\de, for T:bl,dl,ag,fl,fg,
0
. 1,1
D2g (t) == 2/ / 0D%g(t, O(t, ALz, A%Lizeq) + MO — O, ALz,
o Jo

AL 74q)), u)dAdO,

and ¢<(T) := 2 fol fol O¢yz (T + NO(25 — Tr))dAdO, then we have the following equation:

agpe = [bra(€)° + Bi(1) dt+Z[am (P + Calt)]| awy
i=1

+Z/ fzm t 6 51536 +D21(7f 6):| Ni(de,dt),

e = ~{ (D6 + 3,00 +Z (0.6 + 9211 /{S NZgvide)] + As(t) fat (3.23)
+ ZC“”Eth + Z/ NS Ni(de,dt), € [0,T],
1
=0, 1 = da(Tr)er" + 5¢§x(T)(§%’E)2 = 5®u(@r)(27)?,
where
€ ¢ 1-
B(t) := 0b1a ()6 “Lgeq + blm( DI * = bias () (21)?,
1 co 1
iﬁl(t) = 50—11( )gt ]]-[t t+e) + zmm( )|£tl7 |2 20-%%(75)(3’%)27
1 1
Dfj(t,e) = 6 fia(t, )6 Lo + 5 fiaat )l P ~ mea e)(x}) +6fi(t,e) Lo,
2
As(t) = {Og.(t, AT, AR+ 3g, (1, AT, A%y o> (091 (8, AL, A2 (G = AT 1 1q)

2,1,€ 1.:-. = 1.:-. =
+ dgi(t, AL, A?) /g Nigwitde)] }n[me] + 520D (20" - SEOD MW

() = [6m G = AL, G = A2 L4, /g A%;?JVl(de%/g Ny va(de)].
1 2

[1]¢

By the LP-estimate of FBSDEP in Section 2, we have
2
E[ sup (1671 + 1) + ) [/ [k dt+/ / NS Pri(de) dt”
0<t<T prt

([ o) ([ o)

< OB |33 - ouslar

65



+i§;(/OT\c;l<t>\2dt)+Z_§;(/OT/&1D5< O Nifde. ) )|
Fo0lT) — bunlem)) a7 + ( /0 o)
([ o) S [( [ entorar) (/ / Dt e d’”)ﬂ
) : < 1)t

(Lo S ) ([ o]
o{ BlIgPIek + 24P | + E|5u(T) - dns(ar) <:cT>}+E[( / as(r)
([ o) ji[(/f(ffl““dt) ([ [ pacorniean)]])
et )

{8 oo} { ] s ]} +E[(/ 5 d’ff
() = d'f) +ZK/ caofa) « ([ [ watorsiea)]]}
(/

([ o) o) S )
[/ Lot}

Next, we need to give the estimate fE[(fO AS(t) dt)] In fact,

[(/ Ayt dt> } - [(/OT [59( t, Al A2)§’ + 8g,(t, AL, A2)p) Le

2
+Z[5g (t, A, A% C— A'(t)Lzpq) + 0gzi (8, AT, A7) /A d)”]l[tﬂd (3.25)

=1

+
<ofe
+

(3.24)

2
+ 32O (00T - GEOD0Z0 ) |
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We divide the right hand of ([B:27]) into several parts to get the following estimates:

T 2 t+e 2

E[( / 5gx<t,AI,A2>52’En[t,t+4dt> } < cE[( 527%&) } < ce2E[ sup Wﬂ < ofe),
0 t 0<t<T
T . . 2

E [( /0 5g.i(t, A1, AZ)(C1 N(t)ﬂ[t,tm>n[t¢+4dt> ]

t+e . ) 2 t+e . ) 2
< CE[( / |5gzi(t,A1,A2)ll(<Z’2’e+ki(t)wt1)ldt> ] < CEK / |<Z’2’€+ki(t)w%|dt> ]

t t
< CeEK/HEKf’Q’GPdtﬂ +06E{ sup \xgy2</t+eyk§(t)\2dt>]

t 0<t<T t

P+e 274 2
§C€E|:</ i dtﬂ +C€{E|: sup |:Et|4]} {EK/ |k:§(t)|2dt> }} < o(€?),
0<t<T t

and similarly,

T 2
E|:</ 59y(taA17A2)77t1’€]l[£,£+e]dt> :| < 0(62)
0
T ) 2
E[(/ 5ggi(t,A1,A2)/ Agf;ui(de)ﬂ[t—,t—%]dt) ] <o(?), i=1,2.
0 &

Then we consider the last part of (3.25]) as follows. In which, we have

(NI

2
[( G (OIC — A Oyl — gt (D] A1<t>n[t,t+412dtﬂ
<E [( / T (DG — A Dz — (2 — AN Lgeg)’]
2
@ () = g () [ — A1<t>n[t,t+eﬂ2dt> }

2
( T (G [ 4 2k (B)a ]+<§;Zl<t>—gzlzmt))[k%(t)xﬂ?dt)}

IN

CEK Tt gg2ﬁ[gt12e+2k1()$§]dt>2+( /OT@;Zl(t)—gzlzl(t))[k%(t)xi]zdtﬂ
<on( ["a g e mmaa)
+E[ sup |xg|4( /0 T@;Zl@)—gzlzl<t>>|ki<t>|2dt)2]

0<t<T

T 2 T 2
< CEK / |§t1’2’5|2dt> } +C’E[< / gQ’Qkai(t)xng }
0 0

+ E[ sup |x§|4</oT<§;z1<t> — g1t (£) [ <f>|2dt>2]

0<t<T
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§0(e2)—|—C’E[ sup |z} </ a0 dt) }
0<t<T

0<t<T

Sl CE[oi?fT|xt|2</ G dt) </OT |k%<t)|2dt>]
“ 2], ] }% {|( JRCRCE gzlzl<t>>\k%<t>y2dt>4} }é

<ote) + {5 sup Il }{E ([ rct“’frzdtﬂ }{EK [ o) 6] }é
vele|( [ ) - ARCIECRY T } < o),

and similarly, we have

E:</OT§§x(t)\§tl’E\2 — Gua(t )’wt!2dt>2] < o(@)
E—</0T55y< Ol T = g >\ytly2dt)2] <o)

E < Gsizi(t ‘/ )\ZlEVZ de)| — gzizi( ‘/ 1/, (de)

and the other cross terms have the same estimate.
Then, we give the estimates of E[(fo By (t dt) B [(fo |C5,(t)[dt) ] and
(fo e, 1D51(t, €)* Ni(de, dt)), respectively. In fact, we have

E[(/OTBl( )] [(/ b1z (€ gy + SBialOIEF P—%Bmw!wifdt)z]
<CE[</ 8b1, (£)€ 1 Lz }dt>]
+CE[</OT; OIS \2_\xg12)+%(~§m(t)—5m( ))!thth>2]
<on] s 1P ( [ ohuwa) | <o ( [ Mg )
+CE:< /0 T%(im(t) — D (£)) 1] dtﬂ

<cen| ap i P} +0E[ sup |2 sup <£§’E+:c%>2]
L 0<t< 0<t<T 0<t<T

+CE_ sup |x%|4</OT%(~im(t)—51m(t))dt>2}

L0<t<T
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30<e2>+0{E[ sup |£3’E|] { [sup @“w)]}ﬁ
0<t<T o<t<T

i
+{E[og§T|xt }} { [( o (t) = braa (t ))dt>4]}% < o(€?),
B ([ eawra)] =] ( [ wowoes t—t—+4+§ G )6l P~ Soraat)ah 2 )|

< B[ ([ 1ot P L + 13816 ~ 1)+ J0Eelt) — it Pt )|
t+e
<os| [ louPig Pl
+ B[ ([ ot = I + 1305t) — a2 )|

T
<cer] s 1] von( [ g sbia)]
0<t<T 0

; oE[ sup 1l ' (6h(t) oias) ] < (),

0<t<T

K DS (te) N,(de,dt))]

_ [( / / ]5fmte§t1f]lo+ Fe o (t e) e fm<t,e><xi_>2+afi<t,e>ﬂo\2zvi<de,dt>)]

IN

e|( [ / 5Fut. 6 Lo + 1 Foa(t. )1 — o)
2
<el([ /|6fmte||51f|2no+\2fmte<|s P ek )
#5800~ fusltelad 2|+ 105 PLoN e, ) )|
<ol [ [ Bfieriel ot + (fite) - funlt )l
<ol 0,

T
+ 8| s [adt [ [ B[ fue)
0<t<T 0 &

Thus, from (3.24]), the third estimate in ([3.2I]) holds. The proof is complete. O

L (Fe(te0) = fuun(t )@l ) + 3, e)ﬂoPNxde,dt)ﬂ

P B(E )} ul(de)dt}

P® B(&-)] ui(de)dt] < o(€?).

Then we give the variation equation for I' and its estimates. For simplicity, we rewrite
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reduced (27) as follows:

AT = by(t, 2%, T u)dW2 + [ fa(t, 2, T ,e)Ny(de,dt),
1)

where ~ ~ ~
b2(t7 $tuv ng ut) = Fgf’?,_l(t)bﬂt, l‘g, ut)a

f4(t,x;‘_,f;‘_, e):= f;‘_()\(t,x;‘_, e)—1).

Similarly, we first have the following results.

Lemma 3.4. For the solution T to [3:20), we have

E[ sup |f;‘|ﬁ} < oo, VBER, u€Uyl0,T],

0<t<T

and for any B > 2,

E[ sup ]afg‘\ﬁ] SC(l—i— sup E[‘Utm)a E[ SUP lyi' ’B] <C(
0<t<T 0<t<T

=1

From this, the expansions for 62, f4 are given as follows:

t € 10,71,

1+ sup E[ju]’]

0<t<T

E[i </OT‘Z;',u,2dt> </ / 1202w (de dt>ﬂ} §C<1+021£TE[1W\6} :

(3.26)

)

7 € TE € 7 7 7 1 2 7 =177
bQ(tyxtartaut) - bQ(t) = bZI(t)(x% + ‘T?) + be(t)(Pt + Pt) 2 [mg;F%]D2b2(t) [‘T#P%]

+ 552( )]l[t t+e] + 5b2m(t)$ 1

7,5+
fa(t. 2. T ) = fa(te) = fault )y +a7) + fyn(t,e) (T} +F2)
1
o]+

+2[

x;, I ]D2f4 te [:Et

Then we have

diF = [bao(t)a} + by (T + 5
+ 552f(t) [g{ }} th /g [f4x(t, e)xf_ + f4f(t, e)f?_
)

1 ~ - -
4 §[$g_,r§_]p2 falt, e)[m%_,F%_]T]Nﬂde,dt), t e [0,T),

=0, T2 =0,

and the following result holds.
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1 - - N
_[$%,F%]D2b2(t)[$g,rt] +5b2m() ]l[tt+s}

dr} = [EQx(t)a;,} + by ()T} + 8o (t) Lz +€]]th2 + /g [ faz(t,€)zi_ + fi(t, e)Ti_ | No(de, dt),



Lemma 3.5. For > 2, by (A1), we have

5| s rfirﬂ —0(eh). B| s 12| =0

0<t<T 0<t<T

E[ sup ]f; — Ft ]2] = (62), E[ sup ]f; — ft — f% — ff\Q = 0(62).
0<t<T 0<t<T

3.4 Adjoint equations and the maximum principle

Let I(t,0"(t), T, ug) := TP(t,0%(t), uz), (2, T) := T%d(2k), and the cost functional (3:2)

can be rewritten as
T ~ ~ ~ ~
J(u) = E{ / 1(t,0%(t), T}, u)dt + (t, ) + F(yg)}. (3.27)
0
Therefore, the expansion of l ,® and T can be given as:
l(t xt,yt,zt ,zf 5,5(1’5), “ e) Ft,ut) l~(t)
= L(t)(x) + 1) + L, (i +v7) + Z [ 20 2%+ l;i(t)/ (Zey + 200 ))Vi(de)]

+5x(OD()x ()" + () () +TF) +al(t, AL A% Lz + oe),

- 1 - - -
= &, (z7, ') (2} + 27) + ®p (T, PT)(PT +T7) + 5 [, T3] D*®(T) [a7, PlT]T + o(e),

2
€ ~ ~ 1 ~
D(y5) = T'(5o) = Ty(50) (w5 + vd) + §Tyy(yo)(yé)2 +o(e),
where x(t) = [:Et,yt,zt fg 1/1 (de) fg 21 l/g(de) H Then the expansion of cost

functional ([B:27)) is given by
T ~ ~ ~ ~
)~ a0 = B{ [ [ito)ad + o)+ BOE -+ D) + 008 + 52

2 . L . 2 . . . 1 -
LG + 2+ Y ) /8 (Ehy + 27 milde) + DX

: i-1 i (3.28)
+ 0l(t, A, A%nwd] dt + . (z7,I'7)(2} + 27) + @7(Zr, D) (T + T7)

s - s 1

+ 5 [ TH D7) [ah, FE) T+ Ty (o) 0 + 98) + §ryy<yo><y5>2} +ofe).

Then we introduce the new adjoint equations for 2! + 22,y 4+ y2, 211 4 212, 221 4 222 zL1 4
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12 521 4 522 gnd T 4+ T2
dhy = [I,(t) + hegy(t)]dt + Z ) + hig.i (t)]dW}

2
+ ; /51 [lgi (t) 4+ hi—gsi (t)]N,'(de, dt),

_ N 3.29
—dr, = [zf(t) + s7byr + / Es[f,1(t,€)|P © B(£2)] 37, oy va(de) | di (3.29)

—Zstth Z / 51,0y Ni(de, dt),

ho =Ty(%0), r7= q)f(fT,FT),

g — [ix<t)+htgw< ) + maba(t +Zntam )+ 52hau (1)

2
£y /{S i fialt, P © BE)] il o 4(de)
=1 z

/g Es [ f12(t, €)|P @ B(£2)] 5 5, e)y2(de):| dt (3.30)

—ZNide—Z/g iy oy Ni(de,dt), ¢ € [0,T]

2 r, st 52,5, 5%) € MP[0,T] x NP[0,T]. Applying Itd’s

with unique solution (h,m,n',n?,a!, "2,
formula to my(z} + x2) — hi(y} + y?) + (T} + %), and by ([B28), we have

=
VA
w

Lipidoi(t) + hg,ipidoi(t) — niéai(t)

=
:m
|
=
S
Il
=
—
S—
S
/N
|
B

- - - 1 -

+ hydg(t, AL, A%) 4 5i(t, AL, A%) + myoby + s?ébg) Ligirqg + §mtblm(a;,})2
1 - - -

+ Z |: nto-wcgc ‘/Et + ntéazmxt ]l[t t+e]:| 283 [‘/E%v F%]D2b2(t)[xgvrg]—r

1 ~ 1 —
+ 570bogwt Ly + S70byr i1 [md+—X(t)D21(t)X(t)T+§ht t)D2g(t)2(t)" (3.31)

2

1 o .
T3 ; /5 Ei[fiza(t, €)|P ® ZS’(&-)]ﬁ?t,e)l/i(de)(:1:,})2

1
+ 5/ (24, T]Eo [D? fu(t, e )|P @ B(&)] [z}, T} "5 ( )Vg(de):| dt
1)
1 1 ~ ~ ~ = ~
t S hrdee(@r) (@)’ + 5 ®ua(Tr, Tr)(@r)” + &5 (T7, FT):v%rFlT} +o(e).
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Then we apply It6’s formula to 2} T’} to obtain
d(m%f%) = |:51:c (t)x%f% + 09, (t)ggx (t) (1’%)2 + 09 (t)52f‘x%f% + 09 (t)552 (t)x% ]]-[f,f—l—e]
+ by (£)802(t) ] L £y + bop (8)302 ()T} Lz + 002(£)b2 (8) Lz 1
+ [ Balfan(t. ) (t.0)[P 0 B(E)]wa(de) o
1)
+ [ Balfualt. )it P o B va(de)od T3t
&

+ [o12@{ T} + 601 (T L) AW, + [baw(@))? + bypx{ Ty + Sba(t)2f Lz

+ 092524 Ft + doa(t ) [g{ }] th fiz(t, e)x%_f%_Nl (de, dt)
&1

+ [ [futt el + it eol B+ fualtont T
&
o fau(t,€) fra (b €) () 4 foa(t,e) fyp (1 €))L No(de, dt).

We continue to give its adjoint equation as follows:

2
—doy = |:l:n(t) + 1, (t)pe + ; [lzzki(t) + Lz /51 k5(t, e)v;(de) + aimﬁf]
+ 55 b2x1“( ) + leat + UQm(t)Bzf(t)at + B2f(t)ﬁt2
+ [ Elhualp o Ene + [ [Balfu(toP e BE),
+ By [fp(t,€) + fou(t, ) fu(t,€) + fou(t, )| P @ B(E)] 5(2@@)} vy (de) (3.32)

+ / E, [fgx (t, €)f4f (t, 6) ‘IP & 8(52)] Vg(de)at} dt
&2

_Zﬁtth Z/ﬁ(m i(de,dt), tel0,T],

ar = (i)xf‘(jTy 1ﬂT),

which admits a unique solution (o, 81, 32, 5, 32) € NP[0,T]. Then applying It&’s formula to
ozl T}, and combining with (331)), we get

2

J(u) = J(u) = E{ /OT [( - Z |:l~zipt50-i(t) + hig.ipi6oi(t) — njdoy(t)

i=1

+ hdg(t, A, A%) + 611, AT, A%) by + 57052 ) L + ;mtblm(w

1 14
+ Z |: ntazmm(xt) + n;(sazm%%]l[t t+5}:| +

23tb2m( )(@f)? + s70bsgai 1 [£,i+€]
=1
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2
1 -
+3 Z /g E, [fiza(t, €)|P @ B(Ei)]itfy yvi(de)(wy)? + s70byn Ty Lz
1 1 ~
= / Es [ fiua(t,0)| P © B(£)] 3, a(de)(@})? + 5 (2 PW0 () D20 2° (1)
&
1 ~ -
+ 5(%) “he@(£)D?g() U (t) " + 090 (t)baa (t) e (1) + o0 ()t Sbo L 4

+ I;gxatxiéagll[{,ﬁ_e] + B2fatf%5021[g{ te] + 50’2( )(552at]].[g7{+6} (3'33)

+ / Es [ fou(t,€) f1s (t, €)|P @ B(E) | va(de) (wf)? + 601 () B{ T} Lizyq + b2uBi (xf)?

+5b25t xt ff +e€] +5U2( )Bzgrt ff +e€] / ]E2 [f4x(t7 6)6(21576) + f2x(t7 e)f4x(t7 6)

&

X ﬁ(te [P & B(E)|va(de)(xf)? ]dt + ;[ vo(@r, 1) + hrbe(Z7)] (2 )2} + o(e),

where in [B.33]) ¥(t) := [1,p, k‘%,k’%,fgl ki (t,e)v(de), fg2 k‘%(t,e)ug(de)] and ¥O(t) := [1 p, ki, k2,
e, k3 (t,e)vi(de), [¢, k3(t, e)va(de),0].
Observing the above equation, we apply Itd’s formula to (z})? to get

d(z;)” = [lez (z1)? + Z + (603(t))* Lizzsq + 20102160 Lz g

+Z/ wte‘P@BS)]V,de z}) ]dt—i—Z{Qsz

+ 250_i$t l[ﬂf—i—s}] thZ + / [2fim(tv 6) + z':c(tv e)] (xt—) Ni(dev dt)}’
E;

then we introduce the adjoint equation for (z})? as follows

7

—dP, = {\Ifo(t)D2l~(t)\If0( )T 4 §2b22s (1) 4 2090 (£)boy (t) s + hy W (t) D?g(t) T (t) "

2
+ Mubiae (t) + 2boy ()67 + 2010 ()P, + > [0j0ias(t) + 2052 (H)Q) + 02, (t) P]
=1

- Z/ i[fiwa(t, €)|P © B(E)] A, o) + Ei[2fin(t, €) + 1 (¢, €)|P @ B(E)] Q)

+ Ez[ (t,e) |'P ® B &; )] Pt} V,(de) /g [E2 [f4:c:c(ta e) ‘,P ® 8(52)] 5?1&,6) (3.34)
+E2[2f4x(t €)+2f2x(t e)f4:c |P®B & )]/8( te)

+ E2[2f20(t,€) f1z(t, €) |77 ® B(&)] at] vo(de) }dt

—ZQtth Z/Qte i(de,dt), tel0,T],

Pr= hT¢mm($T) + <I>mm(xT7 FT)7
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which admits a unique solution (P, Q*, @2, QL Qz) € NP0, T]. Applying It6’s formula to P (x})?
and combining ([B.33]), we have

2
50 3@ = Bf [ (=32 (o) + hugamoon () ~ o)
i=1
+ hydg(t, AL, A%) + 61(t, AY, A%) + my0by + s26by + doo(t)dbacy
+ 1<5al< £)2P, + — (502( D2P) g + (1000wt + nfoosal + sioby,a (3.35)
+ 520b,7 1} + oo (t )atxt 8bs + boyywi 0 + bypoy Tt d0s + 601 (t) B{T} + 8baBi
+ 809 (1) BT} + 01 ()2 Pidoy (1) + 094 (t) 2 Pidog(t) + doa(t) Q%)
+ o (t )QH%) [+ }]dt} o(€).
We can check that
E/o 601xxt + n; 602xxt + s} 5b2xxt + s} 6b2FFt + 02,00 %4 L6by + ngatxt o9
+ by} 602 + 801 BT} + 0boBia) + 602 BFT} + o141 Pidoy
+ 0201 P60y + 602Q7xf + 001Q; xt) Lizrrqdt = o(e),
therefore, we have

J(u€) — J(a) = E{ /OT < - ; [Zzipt&n‘(t) + hig.ipido(t) — nido(t) — %(50i(t))2pt] (3.36)

+ hidg(t, AV, A%) + mydby + 0l (t, AT, A?) + s26by + 5ag(t)5l§2at> ]l[t7t+4dt} +0(e) >0,

ie.,
2
E { > 1= Wi+ huga)pr + ni]60i(t) + hedg(t, A1, A?) + 61(t, A, A?) + my6by + s70bs
i=1 (3.37)
+ doa(t )5b20zt + Z (6o (t Pt‘}'y] >0, a.e. t €[0,T], P-a.s.,
Define the Hamiltonian function
H(t,x,y, 2t 2%, 2 22 Tip, h,m,n',n? % « Pu)
= Z (Lyi + heg,i)ps +ny]oi(t, @, u) +Z [ (t,x,u)P, — o(t, x,u)o;(t )Pt}
=1 (3.38)
+ htg(t,a;,y,zl + p(oi(t, z,u) — 01(1)), 2% + p(o2(t, z,u) — 0a(t)), 21, 22, u)

(t
+l~(t,az,y,21 + p(o1(t,z,u) — Jl(t)),z + p(oa(t, z,u) — oa(t)), 3122 T, )
+ mybi (t, 2, u) + s2bo(t, 2, T, u) + (0o(t, &, u) — o9(t)) (ba(t, &, T, u) — ba(t))oy,
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the maximum conditions ([B.37)) is equivalent to

E[H(t7j7ga 21’22751752’f\;p, h,m,nl,nz,sz,oz,P, U) - H(t”]:tY] >0

(3.39)
a.e. t €[0,T], P-a.s.,

where H(t) = H(t,i,g,il,i2,§1,§2,f;p, h,m,n',n? s o, P,u).

The main result in this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let (A1)-(A3) hold, and u be an optimal control, (Z,y, 21,22,51,52,12) be
the corresponding solution to the FBSDEP ([2.1) and (m Then the mazximum condition
@B39) holds, where (p,q*,q% G*,¢%) satisfies (313), (h,m,n',n? Al a2 r st s% 5, 5%) satisfies
(3.29), (3:30), (a, B, B2, B, 5%) satisfies (3:38) and (P,Q",Q% Q",Q?) satisfies (3-34).

Remark 3.2. Theorem [31 is a new partially observed maximum principle which, in fact, can
not be covered by any other results in the existing literature but can cover many existing results
in some special cases. In fact, in (2.1), (2.3) and (27)) of our problem,

(1) considering the LQ case, if 0o = f1 = fo = by = 03 = f3 = 0 with 2> = ! = 32 =0,
Theorem[31 reduces to Theorem 4.1 of [9] if b, o are independent of backward components (Y, Z).

Interestingly, we could find some new and important relationships when making comparisons
with the existing literature.

(2) Ifoo=fi=fo=by=o03=f3=1=®=0, I'(y) =y, g is independent of (22,7, 7?)
with 2% = 2! = 22 = 0, and the Hamiltonian function ([3.38)) reduces to

7:[(1:73372/7 Zl;ﬁv h,m,nl, F)7u) = (_htgzlﬁt + n%)al(t7x7u) + mtbl(t7x7u)
i 1 ~ i (3.40)
+ htg(t7x7y7 Zl +p(0'1(t,$,U) - Jl(t))7u) + 50'%(1?,33,U)Pt - 01(t7x7u)0-1(t)Pt‘

For avoiding confusion, we reset the solutions to BI3) and B34) as (p,G") and (P,Q"). Then
Theorem[31 reduces to Theorem 2 of Hu [§], the global maximum principle of completely observed
case for decoupled FBSDEs with the following relations hold:

P =Dty @ = dr> pehe = My, heqr + fopihe = 0},

- - (3.41)
Pihy = Py, Q¢+ f.Pihy = Qi
and mazimum condition have the relation
1 - - -
[H(t x y7 7ﬁ7h7m7n17P7u)_H(t7j7g721;ﬁ7h7m7n17p7a)
hy (3.42)

=H(t,%,9,2,u,p,q, P) — H(t,%,9,2,1,p,q,P) > 0

where the generator g = f, (By,Gt), he, (me,n}), (P, QF) satisfy BI3),329),B30) and B34),
respectively. And (pt, qr), (P, Q¢) satisfy (15), (16) and H is defined in (44) in [8].
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(3) Ifoa = fi = fo =by = 03 = f3 =0, ¢(x) = yr(deterministic), I, g are independent
of (22,24, 2%) with 2? = 2! = 22 = 0, and the corresponding Hamiltonian function (with convex
control domain) reduces to:

H(ta x,Y, Zlapu h7 m, nlau) - [_(lzl + htgzl )pt + ntl]al (t7 x, U) + mtbl(ta Z, u) (3 43)
+ htg(ta z,Yy, 21 + p(al(t7 z, U) - Ul(t))a u) + l(t7 z,Y, Zl + p(al(t7 z, U) - Ul(t))a U) ‘

In our paper, adjoint equation (p,q) is deduced by the relation between y' and x' due to its
coupling at T with yp = ¢(xr). However, when we degenerate to the case yr = yr being
deterministic, it is natural that p disappears. Then Theorem 31l reduces to Theorem 4.4 of Peng
[25], the local mazimum principle of completely observed case for decoupled FBSDFEs with the
following relations:

he = qp, my = pi, nf = ky,

(3.44)
Hu(t,z,9,2" h,m,n',0) = H,(Z,7,%,4,p, k,q,1),

where hy,my,ny satisfy 329),B30), and qq, ps, ke satisfy (4.12) and H is defined in the [25].
Noting the backward state equation, we can ensure that the relation can be built equivalently
when the generators g between our setting and [25] exist a minus sign.

(4) Ifoo=fo=by=03=fs=g=¢=I=0,1 is independent of (y, 2,22, 3!, 32) with

y=z2'=22=%"=32=0, and the corresponding Hamiltonian function H reduces to:

H(t,z,m,n', P,u)
1 (3.45)
= nioy(t,z,u) + U(t, z,u) + mebi (t, z,u) + gaf(t,x,u)Pt —o1(t,z,u)oq(t) P

Then Theorem [31] reduces to Theorem 5.2 of Song et al. [38], the global maximum principle of
completely observed case for SDEPs with the following relation

(m,n',it) = (p,q. k), (P,Q"Q") = (P.Q,K), (3.46)

where, for avoiding confusz’on, we reset (I:’, QL Ql) as the solution to the reduced second adjoint
equation B.34)), (m,n', A') satisfies the redecued equation B3.30), and (p,q, k), (P,Q, K) satisfy
(5.1),(5.2) in [38], respectively.

(5) If the control domain is convex, o9 = fo = by = 03 = f3 = 0, g,l are independent
of (22,2%) with 2> = 22 = 0, Theorem [31] reduces to Theorem 2.1 of Shi and Wu [33], the
local maximum principle of completely observed case for FBSDEPs with h = —p, (m,n',a!) =
(¢,k, R), where h,(m,n', a') satisfy 3:29),B30), and p;, (a1, ke, Ry ey) satisfy (7) in [33].

Remark 3.3. As mentioned in Remark [2.2, for the partially observed case, we can also de-

generate and cover the following cases and obtain its equivalence under two different kinds of

frameworks. In fact, in (21), (2.3) and (2-4) of our problem,
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(1) if the control domain is convez, f1 = fo = f3 = 0, 03 = 1, by is independent of
(y, 2%, 2%, 21 22 u), 1, g are independent of (Z',7?) with 2! = 2% = 0, Theorem [31 reduces to
Theorem 2.1 of Wang et al. [{4)], the local mazimum principle of partially observed case for

FBSDEs with correlated Brownian noises with the following important relations:

ft = Zt7 b2('7 ) = h(v ')7 hy = _ptZtv (Tt78tvst) (PtaQtaQt)

. ) B (3.47)
me=qZy, np=kZy, ni=h(t,T)qZ+kZ,
and the reduced mazimum conditions also have the following equivalent relations
E[H,(t,z,7,7', 72, li“'hmn1 n?, 3211 .FY
[Putt: 2.5 7] (3.48)

= E[H,(t,%,9,%, 2, p, q,k, k, Q)| ] =0, with E=E"

where T is the Radon-Nikodym derivative in the second framework (for our setting ), and Z is the
Radon-Nikodym derivative in the first framework ([{4)]). h, (r,s',s?), (m,nt, n?) satisfy (3.29),
B30), and (P,Q,Q),p, (q,k,l;:) satisfy (2.3), (2.4) in [44)] in which the Hamiltonian function
H is defined. Therefore, in the non-Poisson case, the equivalence between the two kinds of
frameworks can be proved with the relations above.

(2 If fi=fo=fa=g=¢=0=0, 03 =1, l,by are independent of (y,z', 2%, 1, ?)
with y = 2! = 22 = 2! = 22 = 0, Theorem [31] reduces to Theorem 2.1 of Tang [39], the global
mazximum principle of partially observed case for SDEs with correlated Brownian noises with the

following relations:

my = puge, ny = pike, np = peqeh(t, T, @) + piky,

T =T, st Ry, St Ry,

ay=qi, B = ke, B = ki,

Py = piQr, Qf = pi Ky, QF = prQih(t, T, 1) + p Ky,
where (r,st,s%), (m,n',n?), (o, %, %), (P,Q', Q%) satisfy 3.29),B30), B.32) and [B34), re-
spectively and (r, R, R), (¢, k, k), (Q, K, K) satisfy (2.23), (2.24) and (2.25) in [39], respectively.

Similarly, due to the equivalent transformation between these two kinds of frameworks, we

(3.49)

can direct give the following reduced cases:

(3) if o1 is independent of u, o9 = fi = fo = f3 =0, 03 = 1, [,by are independent of
(y, 2%, 2%, 21, %), g is independent of (22,7, 22) with 22 = ' = 32 = 0, Theorem [31 reduces to
Theorem 2.1 of Wang and Wu [{3], the global mazimum principle of partially observed case for
FBSDFEs;

(4) if the control domain is convex, o9 = f1 = fo = f3 =0, 03 = 1, by is independent of
(y, 2%, 2%, 21, %), 1, g are independent of (22,2, 22) with 2% = 2! = 32 = 0, Theorem [31] reduces
to Theorem 2.3 of Wu [50)], the local mazimum principle of partially observed case for FBSDEs;

(5) if the control domain is convex, o9 = fo = f3 =0, o3 = 1, [,g are independent of

(22,72), by is independent of y, 2%, 2%, 2, 22 with 2% = 22 = 0, Theorem [31 reduces to Theorem

78



1 of Xiao [55] with h independent of (y,z,r), the local mazimum principle for FBSDEPs with
Brownian-noised observation;

(6) if the control domain is convez, fo = fs=g=¢ =1 =0, 03 =1, [,by are independent
of (y, 2%, 2%, 21, 22) with y = 2! = 22 = 2! = 32 =0, Theorem [31 reduces to Theorem 2 of Xiao
[56], the local mazimum principle for SDEPs with correlated Brownian noise;

(7) ifoa=fi=fo=fz=g=¢=0=0, 03 =1, [,by are independent of (y, z', 2%, Z, 7?)
with y = 2" = 22 = ' = 22 = 0, Theorem [31 reduces to Theorem 2.1 of Li and Tang [18], the
global mazimum principle of partially observed case for SDEs;

(8) ifor=0y=fo=f3=g=¢=0=0, 03 =1, 1,by are independent of (y, z', 22, Z1, 7?)
and y = 2t = 22 = 71 = 22 = 0, Theorem [31] reduces to Theorem 2.1 of Tang and Hou [{0], the

global mazimum principle for point processes with Brownian-noised observation.

Remark 3.4. However, Theorem [31 could not cover results in Shi and Wu [33] or Hu et al.
[9], since their controlled systems are fully coupled FBSDEs. Moreover, results in Wu [49] and

Yong [66] could not be covered either, since unknown parameters have to be involved.

4 Partially Observed Linear Quadratic Optimal Control Prob-
lem of FBSDEPs

In this section, as applications, we study a partially observed LQ optimal control problem of
FBSDEPs, and obtain the state estimate feedback form of the optimal control with the filtering
technique with random jumps.
4.1 Problem Formulation and Verification Theorem
Consider the following linear state equation
(da} = [bii(O)x) + bia(t)ug + bis(t)]dt + [o11 D)2y + o12(t)uy + o13(t) | AW}

+ [021(75):132‘ + o99(t)u + Ugg(t)] de + / [fn(t, e)xy + fialt, e)] Nl(de, dt)

&1
+ /g [fgl(t, e)ry + fgg(t, 6)] Né(de, dt),
2
—dy;' = [911(?5)96? + g2ty + gi3(t) 2" + gra(t) 2 +/ g15(t, 6)5(1512)V1(d6) (4.1)
&1 ’

+ / g16(t, 6)5(251;)7/2(@) + g17(t)ur + 918(75)] dt — 2" AW} — 22 AW
& ’

- [, sate.an - [ Nt ve o)
&1 ’ &2 ’

U U U
Ty = To, Yp = Q11T + P12,
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and observation equation

dY; = byg(t)dt + o3(t)dW2 + | f3(t,e)Nb(de,dt), t€[0,T], w2
& 4.2

where we set by(t,x,u) = beo(t), which is independent of 2z and u. The cost functional is given

as a quadratic form: .
s = B| [ o)+ 037 (4.3

Here, l11(t) > 0 and we set U = (—o0, —1] U [1,+00). We assume that all the coefficients are
deterministic functions, |o3|™1, |f3(t,e)| ™! exist and are bounded. As Section 3, under the new

probability measure P, the state equation (4.I]) becomes

dx} = [(bu(t) — 03 (t)baa(t)oan (t) —/ (Ann(t e) = 1) far(t, e)z/g(de)>xff

&

+ (bm(t) - 03_1(75)522(15)022(15))% + big(t) — o5 (t)baa(t)oas(t)

- /g (/\11(t,e)—1)f22(t,e)u2(de)]dt

+ 3 o)y + ow(t)u, + ois(t)| dW]

i=1

2
+Zém@mxwmmew (4.4)
=1 @
—dyl* = [gll(t)a;;‘ + g2ty + g3tz + gra(t) 2" + /g g15(t,€)2 ;"% v (de)
1
2 . .
+ / g16(t,€)Z (t’ )ug(de) + g7 (t)uy + glg(t)} dt — Z 2 AW}

=1
—Z/ 200 Ni(de,dt), te[0,T],

Ty = zo0, Y7 = P12y + 12

Applying TheoremB.Ilin the previous section, the maximum condition for the optimal control

is as follows:
E [[ntlalg(t) + n209(t) + 2001 (DT + grr(B)hy + (b1a(t) — o5 (£)baa (B oo () (u — 1¢)

+ [lll(t)ft + %(J%Q(t) + 02, (1)) P (u — ﬂt)z‘]:ty} >0, a.e. t €[0,T], P-a.s.
(4.5)
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where we only consider that A(¢,z,e) = A\11(¢, €), which is independent of x. Moreover, we know

that the candidate optimal control w should satisfy

E[lll(t)ftug + [O‘lg(t)n% + 0'22(75)713 + 917(t)ht + (b12(t) — Ug_l(t)bm (75)022 (t))mt] Ut

1 1
+ 50t (O Fiuf — o%(t) Prteus + 505 (8) Pruf — o3(t) Prasue| Y |
> F [lll(t)l“taf + [Jlg(t)n% + 0'22(75)713 + g17(t)ht + (b12(t) — 0-3_1(t)b22 (t)UQQ (t))mt] Uyt
1 1
— 5012( VPyi? — 5032(t)Ptﬁ?‘]:tY], Vu e U, ae.te|0,T], P-a.s.
Then we have
M, He € (_007 _1] U [17 +OO)7
u=9q1, 0<pu<l, (4.7)

-1, 1< <0,
with
[y = —%(ln(t)f‘t)_l [o12(t)f + 022 (t)d + giz(t)he + (bra(t) — o5 ()b () aaa(t))ine],  (4.8)

1 1

where &y := E|[k¢|F)] are optimal estimates for x = h,m,n',n?, and (h,m,n',n? a' 7?) satis-

fies the following linear FBSDEP:
dhy = gio(t)hedt + g13(t)hedW} + gra(t)hedW? + / g15(t, €)hy— N1(de, dt)
&1
+ / 16(ts €)h Na(de, dt)
&

—dmy = {gll(t)ht + (b1a(t) = o5 (Obaa(B)on (1) - / (it €) = 1) far (£ €)va(de) ) m,

&

+ 22: [Uil(t)ni + / fa(t, e)ﬁét’e)yi(de)} }dt
_Zntth Z/ n(te i(de,dt), te[0,T],

ho = 230, mr = ¢11h7.

(4.9)
Before we represent the optimal control @ as a form of state estimate feedback based on the

known information filtration ', we should verify that the candidate control is indeed optimal.
Proposition 4.1. The u; defined by (A1) is an optimal control.

Proof. 1t is easy to check the optimality of (A7) by common technique, and we omit the details.
O
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4.2 State Filtering Estimate

In this section, we aim to obtain the state estimate feedback of the optimal control @ in the
filtering form. Moreover, we wish to get a more explicit form by introducing some ODEs.
First, assuming that m; = I} hy, t € [0,7], with H%p = ¢11, and applying It6’s formula to

I1} hy, where II is deterministic function, we achieve
dm; = [H%gu (t)ht + H%ht] dt + H%glg (t)htthl + H%gm(t)htdWE

X i X ~ (4.10)
+/ I1; g15(¢, e)ht_Nl(de,dt)—F/ I1; g16(t, €)hi— No(de, dt).
51 52

Comparing this with the coefficients in the second equation of (£.9]), we have
= gi3(t)he, nf =11} he, il o = igis(t, )i, @ity o = i gig(t, e)h 4.11
ny =1 gi3(t)he, g = Lpgra(t)he, Nte) = tg15(t, e)hi—, Nte) = tg16(t, e)hi—, (4.11)

and
I gia(t)he + e + g (Dhe + (b (t) = 03 (ba ()eras (1)

_ /g Oult.e) = Dt )va(de) ) my + oui(t)n} + o2 (1)n? (412)
+ A f11(t, €)iify i (de) + /g 2 i (t, €)iif, ova(de) =0, t€[0,T).
Substituting (A1) into @IZ), we have
Thgna(t) + 18+ 12 (0) + () = 05 (baalt)ors 0
_ /g Ot = Dl ) (de) | TIE + o4y (T g1a(1) + 021 (11T g1 (1) (4.13)
+ [ fut, e gis(t,e)vi(de) + | for(t, )T} gis(t, e)ug(de)} hy =0, te[0,T].

51 52

If we introduce the following ODE:

I + [912(75) +bii(t) — o5 (Dbaa(t)on (1) + /,s (916(t,€) = An(t, ) + 1) far (1, e)va(de)

+ o11(t)g13(t) + 021 (t)g14(t) + /g f11(t,e)qrs(t, e)ul(de)] Il + g1 (t) =0, telo,T],

H%“ = ¢117
(4.14)
noting (£7), (£8)), then the optimal control in U = (—o0, —1] U [1, +00) becomes
1 .
Uy = —§L(Hg)ht, a.e. t€[0,T], P-a.s., (4.15)
where we set

L(T}) := (L ()T) " o2 ()T 913 () + 022 ()T} g1a(t) + g17(t) + (br2(t) — o5 (£)baa (t) o2 (8)IT}] .
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Putting (£15) into (L), we get

d:ft = {|:b11(t) — 0'3 ( 522 0'21 /g )\11 t, e -1 fgl(t e)ug(de)

— %[bm( ) — 0'3 b22 0'22 t)]L ht + b13( ) — Us_l(t)bQQ(t)O-Qg(t)
/g ()\11(t e) — 1) falt, e)yg(de }dt + Z |:0'11 Ty — %O'Zg( )L(H%)}A’Lt (4.16)
2 i=1

2
+ Uz’s(f)] AW} + Z/a [fir(t,€)Te— + fialt,€)| Ni(de, dt),
i1 /&

[ To = Zo,
—dyy = [911(75)5316 + 91208 + 13() 7 + g1a ()7 +/ 915(t,€)Z{; ¢y v1 (de)
&1

+ /52 g16(t, 6) (s, )VQ(de) — %.917( )L(H%)ilt + glg(t):| dt

(4.17)
Zdw] — Z/ 1.0y Ni(de,dt), te[0,T],
yr = ¢11iT + 912,
and the observation equation becomes
dY; = 03(t)th2 + f3(t7 E)N2(dev dt)7 te [07 T]7

& (4.18)

Yy = 0.

We conjecture that

Yt = H?ft + H?ht + Nt (419)

with H% = ¢11, H?:’p = 0,n7r = ¢12. Applying It6’s formula, we have

dgt = { |:b11(t) — O'?’_l(t)bgg(t)()'gl(t) — /52 (All(t, e) — 1)f21(t, 6)1/2(d€):| H?(Z’t

- 1[blz(?f) — 03 ()ba2(t) 022 () TFL(IT} oy + [513(75) — 05 (t)baa(t)oas(t)

2
- / (A11(t,e) — 1) faolt, €)V2(d€)} 7 + 172, + I gua(t) by + IRy + ﬁt}dt
2

2
2. 1. 1\7 2, 13 L 1
+ 1(t)Ht Tt 2Ht Jlg(t)L(Ht )ht + Jlg(t)Ht + Ht 913(7f) n th
D g 1\ 2 3 2
+ | 021 ()L 2, 2Ht 022 (t) L(I1; ) hy + o3 ()T + 17 gra(t) he | W

:
&

+/g 117 f11(t, €)Z— + fro(t, )1} + g15(t, €)1 hy— | N (de, dt)
1
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'%jé 117 for (£, €)Ze— + faz(t, €)II} + gi6(t, e)TI hy— | Na(de, dt). (4.20)
2
Comparing this with the second equation in (£I7]), we get
7 = on(Oa, — ST LTh + 01511 + Tgis (0,
72 = oo (O)I12Z, — %Hfam(t)L(H%)ﬁt + 093 (OIT} + T gua(t) s,

(4.21)
g(1t,e) = H?fll(t, e)Ti— + fia(t, G)Hf + g15(t, e)Hfht_,

%o = Wi fa1(t, )T + far(t, )T} + gao(t, )T Ry,

and
|:b11(t) — 03 (H)baa (t) o1 (t) — /g (A (t,e) = 1) far(t, €)V2(d€)] 117 24
- %[512(75) — 03 ()ba2 (t) 022 () TIEL(IT} oy + {bw(f) — 03 (t)baa(t)oas(t)

- /5 (A11(t,e) = 1) foa(t, e)Vz(de)} 107 + 1172, + [ g12(t)he + HEhe + i + g1 ()2
2

+ 90O [IBT+ T+ ] + g13(0) [on (VT2 — 1T ora(0) LT + 013617

+ I g13(t)he] + g14(t) [o21 ()T 2, — %H?Um(t)L(H%)ﬁt + 093 (011} + 11 gra(t)hy]

+/€ g15(t,e) (I fr1(t, €) 2 + fra(t, e)II + g15(t, )17 hy vy (de) + /5 g16(t,€) (17 for (t, €) 7
: 2

1 .
+ faalt, e)Hf + g16(t, e)Hf’ht] vo(de) — 5917(t)L(H%)ht +q15(t) =0, te€][0,T].

(4.22)
Taking E[-|F}] on both sides of (AI19), {2I) and ([&22)), we have
e = 72y + I3 hy + 1,
a1 _ 22 3 Lo 17, 2
2 = on(Oize + (I g13(t) — SHio1 () L(IL))he + 013 ()11,
. . 1 .
& = on(OIFE + (Lgua(t) — IFoan ()LL) hy + 02 (1)1, (4.23)

E(lt’e) =107 f11(t, )z— + fra(t, e)TIZ + gu5(t, G)H%t—,
Fooy = 7 for(t, )T + falt, )1} + gr(t, )T hy

and

{ |:b11(t) — O'?)_l(t)bgg(t)()'gl(t) — /g ()\11(15, 6) — 1)f21(t, e)ug(de) H? + H? + gll(t)

+ g13(t)o11 (OIIF + gra(t) oo (1T +/g g15(t, €) f11(t, e)v1 (de)IT}

+/€ 916(t, €) f1 (¢, €)va(de)IT; +912(t)H?} Ty
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+ [1'1;? + I g1a(t) — %(blg(t) — o3 ! (t)baa (t)oaa ()11 L(IT}) — % g13(O)TFo19(t) L(TT})

1
- 5914(t)H%022(t)L(Ht1) + g5 (DI} + g7, (OIT} +/€ 915 (t, €)1 (de)IT;
1

+/ 9i6(t, e)va(de)IT] — %.917(t)L(H%) +912(t)H§] hy
& (4.24)

+ [blg(t) — 0-3_1(t)b22 (t)O'Qg(t) — /g (/\11(t, 6) — 1)f22 (t, 6)1/2 (de):| H2

+ 0+ g12(E)ne + g13(£) 013 (OTTZ + g1a(t) oz (HTTF + / g15(t, €) f1a(t, €)1 (de)TT?
&1

+/€ glﬁ(t, e)fgg(t, e)VQ(de)Hf +g18(t) =0, te [O,T].

Applying Theorem [A.2] in the Appendix to (AI0),HI7) and (£3), we get the forward-
backward stochastic differential filtering equations (FBSDFEs for short) of (z, 4, 2, 2 22 Jh):

d.’i’t = { |:b11(t) — 0'3 ( )522( )Ugl(t) — /52 ()\11(t 6) — 1)f21(t e)ug(de) .’i’

- % [b12(t) — o5 (£)boa ()02 (#)] L(IT} )by + brs(t) — o5 ' (£)baz ()02 (t)

- / Our(t,€) — 1) fas(, e)ug(de)}dt
&
+ {0'21 (t)ft — %Ugg(i)L(H%)iLt + Ugg(t)} dWE
—I-/g [fo1(t, €)T— + foo(t,€)] No(de, dt),

dhy = guo(t)hedt + gua(t)hadW? + / gi6(ts €V No(de, dt),
&2 (4.25)
—dy = {[911(?5) + gr3(t)or (H)IIF +/€ g15(t, e) f1i(t, 6)V1(d€)H?]i’t + g12() s
+ [913(15)013(75) +/ g15(t,e) fr2(t, €)1 (d )]Ht + g1a(t)2}

&1

+/€ 916(t, e) (¢, )V2(de 913 / 915 (t,e)n de))
2

- 0O LTI = Sour L)+ us(e)

— 22dW? — /g §(2t76)N2(de,dt), t € 0,77,
2

Zo = z0, ho = 2§o, Jr = S11TT + H12.

Note that the innovation process W2 = W?2. Moreover, II1?,II? and 7 are the solutions to the
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following ODEs, respectively:

2 + [bu(t) — 5 (t)baa(t) o2 (t) — /g (A11(t,e) — 1) far (¢, e)va(de) + g13(t)o11(t)

+ gra(t)oa (t) + /81 g15(t,€) f1(t, e)vi(de) + /82 g16(t, €) fa(t, e)va(de) + 912(15)} 17 (4.26)
+gu(t) =0, tel0,T],

7 = ¢11,

4 [2912@) + (0 + gt + [

&1

st e) + [ gt ey (do)|
1l [blz(t) — 03 (t)boa(t)o2a(t) + gr13(t)ona(t) + 914('5)022('5)} L(ITHIT7

2 (4.27)

1
- 5917(75)L(Ht1) = 07 te [07T]7

I3 =0,

e+ gr2(t)ne + [513@) — 03 1 (t)baa(t) o3 (t) — /

&

()\11 (t, e) — 1)f22 (t, e)yg(de)] H%

+ glg(t)O'lg(t)Hg + 914(75)0'23(15)1_[? —l—/ g15(t, €) fi2(t, e)ul(de)ﬂg
&1 (4.28)

—I—/g glﬁ(t, €)f22(7f, E)VQ(de)H? + glg(t) =0, te [O,T],

nr = ¢12.
From ([EI4) and ([#26]), we find that II} = II?, for t € [0, T]. Therefore, we have

Jo = xo + Mho + 1o = Mywo + 21350 + 1o, (4.29)

i.e.,
Jo = (1= 2IB) " (I x4+ mo),  ho = 2(1 — 2113 L (I3 a0 + o). (4.30)

And it is not hard to get the explicit form of hy:

hy = hoexp { /Ot [912(8) - %9%4(8) + /62 (In(1 + g16(s; €)) — g16(s, e))l/z(de)] ds

+ /Otgm(s)de +/0t /52 In(1 +916(S,€))]\~72(d67d8)}. (4.31)

Then, the optimal control (£I5]) in U = (—oo, —1] U [1, +00) has an explicit form:
- ! 1
= L)1 =21 (1o + myexp [ o) - 5k + [ (ml1 + guo(s.0)
0 2

- 916(876))1/2(616)} ds +/0 g1a(s)dW? +/0 /(g In(1 —1—916(8,6))]\72((16,(13)}7 (4.32)

a.e. t €[0,T], P-a.s.,

86



where 1T}, T13, 7 are the solutions to (@&I4), [@2T), (42]), respectively, and II, I3, 7y are the

corresponding values at initial time ¢t = 0.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have derived a global maximum principle for progressive optimal control of
partially observed forward-backward stochastic systems with random jumps. Compared to [§],
we extend it to the case with partial information and random jumps. Compared to [38], we
extend it to the partially observed forward-backward stochastic system. Compared to [18], we
extend it to the forward-backward system with random jumps. Compared to [40], we extend it
to the forward-backward system with both Brownian motion and Poisson martingale measure.
We should notice that, different from [I8] and [40], we extend the continuous observation equa-
tion into discontinuous case, in which Brownian motion and Poisson random measure are both
considered. Meanwhile, by using the technique introduced by [2I], and extending it into the
case with jumps, then combining with the random field method, the L?-solution to fully coupled
FBSDEPs and its L?(3 > 2)-estimate under some assumptions are given to prepare for the max-
imum principle, and the non-linear filtering equation for partially observed stochastic system
with random jumps, Theorem [A.2] is derived for obtaining the optimal control’s state estimate
feedback for the LQ case. Also, different from the work in [57], we extend it to the general non-
linear forward-backward system and observation equation with Poisson random measure, where
the control domain is non-convex, instead of the L(Q) stochastic system with Poisson process.
Moreover, we have given an explicit form of the optimal control by introducing some ODEs.
Global maximum principles for optimal control of fully coupled FBSDEPs and of mean-field’s
type FBSDEs are very challenging and interesting to research. We will work on these topics in

the near future.

Appendix: Non-linear Filtering Equation of SDEPs

Consider the following signal-observation system:

t
ht = h(] +/ Hsds + Y,
0 (A1)

t t t
Y, = Yo + / Ay(w)ds + / By(Y)dW? + / C,_ (Y, ) Na(de, ds),
0 0 0 J&

where

2t 2
Yt EZ/ bi,s(w)dW§+Z/ / ¢i.s(w, €)Ni(de, ds)
i=170 =170 Jg
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is a one-dimensional RCLL square integrable martingale with yo = 0 and by s(w) (b2 s(w)) :
[0,7] x 2 — R is G/B(R) measurable, ¢i s(w,e)(cz,s(w,€)) : [0,T] x @ x £1(&2) - Ris G®
B(&1)(B(&2))/B(R) measurable.

On a given filtered probability space (Q, F, (F), P), (W}, W2) is a two-dimensional standard
Fi-Brownian motion and (N (de, dt), Na(de, dt)) is a standard Poisson martingale measure with
Ni(de,dt) = Nj(de,dt) — vi(de)dt, v;(A;) < 0o,VA; € &, where Nj(de,dt) is Poisson random
measure with EN;(de, dt) = v;(de)dt, i=1,2.

We need the following assumption.

(H1) Ai(w) :[0,7T] x Q = R is G/B(R) measurable, B;(Y) := B(t,Y,,r < t): [0,T] x
D([0,T;R) — Ris GaB(D([0,T];R))/B(R)-measurable and for each t > 0, B,(Y) is B(D([0, T;
R))/B(R)-measurable. Cy(Y,e) := C(t,Y,,e,r < t) : [0,T] x D([0,T];R) x & — Ris G ®
B(D([0,T];R)) ® B(E)/B(R)-measurable. We set C;_(Y,e) := C(t,Y,,e,r < t), where Y is an
Fi-adapted RCLL process, then C;_ (Y, e) is Fy-E-predictable, where we define D([0,T];R) as
the totality of RCLL maps from [0, 7] to R.

The following result belongs to Situ [37].

Theorem A.1. Assume that (h,Y) is an Fi-adapted solution to (Adl) and for all T >0,

T
/ |As(w)|ds < oo, E/ Y)|?ds < oo, E/ |C5(Y, €)|*va(de)ds < 0o,  (A.2)
0 Eo

and B~ exists and is bounded. Then
(1) My := fg B (V) [dY, — ms(A)ds| is a locally square integrable martingale on the probability
space (0, F,(FY), P) and the observation equation of ([AI) can be rewritten as

Yi=Y+ /Ot ms(A)ds + /Ot By_(Y)dM;. (A.3)

(2) Furthermore, M; = W2 + fg Je, B 1 (Y)C,_(Y,e)Na(de, ds), where m,(A) := E[AFY],
W2 = fg BN (Y)(As —ms(A))ds + WP is a Brownian motion on (Q, F, (F) ), P), and Ny(de, dt)
is an F} -adapted standard Poisson martingale measure.

Usually, we call W2 and Ny(de,ds) the innovation processes for W2 and Ny(de, ds). There-

fore, the observation equation becomes

¢ ¢ ¢ ~
Yi =Yy —I—/ ms(A)ds —I—/ By(Y)dWw? —I—/ Cs_(Y,e)Na(de,ds). (A.4)
0 0 0 J&
Before giving our main theorem, we need the following lemmas, similar to [37].

Lemma A.1. {E[yﬂ}"ty] is an FY -adapted square integrable martingale.

}tZO

Lemma A.2. {E[fg’ Hsds|]-}Y] - fot WS(H)ds}t>0 is an F} -adapted square integrable martin-
gale.
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Lemma A.3. There exists an f(s,w) € M [0 t] and a g(s,w,e) € F [0 t] such that

Elho| 7] +E[/ H,ds|F, ] + Ey| 7] - /th(H)ds

/fsde2 // (5,w,e)No(de,ds).
&

(A.5)

Hence

m(h) = E[ho|F] + E[/Ot Hds

= mo(h) + /Ot ms(H)ds + /Ot f(s,w)dW?2 + /Ot /52 g(s,w,e)No(de, ds),

where M2y[0 t] is the space of F) -predictable stochastic processes satisfying Efo |f(s,w)|?ds

ftY] By F]
(A.6)

< 00, andF y[O t] is that of FY -E-predictable stochastic processes satzsfyngfO f& lg(s,w,e)|?

va(de)ds < 0.
Next, we give the non-linear filtering equation of partially observed SDEP system as follows.

Theorem A.2. Assume that (1) |Bi(z)|> + ||Ci(x,e)||? < co(1 + |z|?),Vz € D([0,T];R) with
some constant cy, and C~1 exists. For any T < 0o, EfOT |As(w)|?ds < oo.

(2) B7! exists and is bounded. |By(z1) — By(w2)|? + ||Ci(z1,€) — Cy(z2,€)|* < k|x1 — 22|? for
any x1,x2 € D([0,T];R) and t > 0.

(3) E|ho|? < 00, E|Yp|? < o0, EfOT |H|?ds < 0o, E[supyc;<r |he|*] < o0, for all T < co. Then
the optimal filter my(h) := E [ht|}"ty ] will satisfy the following non-linear filtering equation:

m(h) = mo(h) + /0 mo(H)ds + /0 [75(b2) + B H(Y) (5 (AR) — ms(A)ms(h))]dW 2

t
+//W8_(02)N2(de,ds), P-a.s.
0 J&

Proof. Let g; := fo 5,w)dW2 —|—f0 fg (s,w,e)Na(de, ds), and let

(A7)

t t
2= / A(Y)aw? + / / MY, e) No(de, ds),
0 0 J&

where A} (Y) is a scalar-valued bounded F} -adapted stochastic process and A2(Y, ) is any given
one-dimensional F}'-E»-predictable stochastic process. Then z is an FY -predictable square
integrable martingale.

Applying It6’s formula to g2, we have
t t
Elg:2] :E/ )\;(Y)f(s,w)ds—FE/ / MY, e)g(s,w, e)va(de)ds. (A.8)
0 0 J&

89



On the other hand, since g, = m(h) — mo(h fo ms(H)ds € .7-"ty, then we have

Eljiz] = Elm(h)z] — Elro(h)z] — E[ /0 t WS(H)dszt}

. (A.9)
=F [htzt — / Hszsds].
0
Since W2 = fg BN (Y)(As — m5(A))ds + W2, we get
t
=t / N (V)BL(Y) (A — my(A))ds, (A.10)
0
where Z; = fg AL (Y)dW 2 + f(f fg2 A2(Y,e)No(de,ds). Then (A9) becomes
Egiz] = [htzt / H zsds] —I—E{ht/ /\ Y)(As — 7s(A))ds
(A.11)

/ / Ay Y)(Ay —wu(A))duds].

Here, we should note that Z is an F;-adapted square integrable martingale w.r.t. P. Note that

E[zho) = E[E|[Ztho| Fo]] = ElZoho] = 0, (A12)

E[ /O t ESHSds} - E[ /O tE[Et\]-"s]Hsds} - E[ /O tE[EtHS\]-"S]ds]

t t
:E|:/ gtHSdS:| :E|:§t/ H5d8:|.
0 0
Therefore, we have

t t
FE |:ht2t — / H323d8:| =F |:2t(ht — h(]) — 215/ Hsd8:|
0 0

_ E[Zt(ht ho — / tH ds)} — Elzw]

:E[;Z(/ s (W)dW! + //cwwe ded8)>]

i=1 (A.14)

=E< / (Y2, / bz,s(w)dWs2>
+E</ /52)\2 (Y, e)Ny(de, ds) / /gzczsw e)No(de ds)>

—E/ A (Y)bgs(w )ds+E[/0 5 A2(Y, e)Ea[co s(w, e)|P @ B( 82)]1/2((16)(13}

and

(A.13)
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and

[ht / AL A))ds]

_E[/ Ay o(A) (hy —hs)ds}
+E[/ AL V(Ashs — ma(A)hs )ds]

= [ [ 208 0, = ) - s .
+E[ /0 A (VB! Y)(ws(Ah)—ws(A)ws(h))ds}

Notice that h; — hy = f H,du + y; — ys, then we have

[/ Ay ms(A)) (b — h)ds]

_EU Ay a(A)) (e — )ds]

+E[/O Ay /Hduds]

_E[/ MBI (Y ) (As — ms(A)E[(ye — ys)|Fsd ] o

+E[// Ay ms(A))dsH, du]
_E[/ / Ay ms(A))dsH, du}

Combining (AT5) with (A16]), we get

E[ht /0 tA;(Y)Bs—l(Y) ds] E[ / / Ay 7s(A))dsH, du]

- g /tA;<Y>B;1<Y>< L(48) = m (A )|

0

(A.17)
Substituting (A.14)) and (A.I7)) into (A.I1]), we have
Bliva] = B| [ A0 (bae) + B0 (A1) — m(A)m () ) s
+FE t MY, e)Ealca s (w, €)|P ® B(E)]va(de)ds
i o

= [ [ 200 (mte) + B2 00 — 0 ) ]
+ E[/Ot /82 MY, e)Eg[my(c2)|P ® B(S2)]V2(de)ds} ,
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Compared this to (A.g]), we get

f(s,Y) =ms(b2) + Bs_l(y) (WS(Ah) - WS(A)WS(h))a

(A.19)
9(s,Y,e) = Bz [ms—(c2)|P @ B(&)] = ms—(c2).

By Lemma[A.3] we can derive (A7). The proof is complete. O
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