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Abstract

This article is devoted to study the class of backward stochastic differential equation with
delayed generator. We suppose the terminal value and the generator to be LP-integrable with
p > 1. We derive a new type of estimation related to this BSDE. Next, we establish the exis-
tence and uniqueness result in two ways. First, an approximation technics used by Briand et
al. (Stochastic Process. Appl. 108 (2003) 109-129) and hence the well-know Picard iterative
procedure. Using Picard iterative procedure, we revisit the result of Dos Reis et al. (Stochastic
Process. Appl. 121 (9) (2011) 2114-2150), simplifying the proof and give an explicit existence
and uniqueness condition related to the Lipschitz constant K and the terminal time 7.
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1 Introduction

The aim of this article is concerned with the problem of existence and uniqueness result for the
backward stochastic differential equations with delayed generator

T T
Y(t)zé—i—/t f(s,YS,Zs)ds—/t Z(s)dW(s),0<1 <T, (1.1)
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where W is a standard Brownian motion. § denotes a 6(W;,0 < s < T')-measurable random vari-
able and f called generator depends at each s on (Y;,Z;) defined by (¥,Z;) = (Y(s+u),Z(s +
u))_r<u<o- Such equations have been introduced by Delong and Imkeller in [4] and with added
Poisson random measures in [S)] under delayed Lipschitz condition. Among others, an existence
and uniqueness results are been established when the Lipschitz constant K or the terminal time
T are small enough. This condition, considered as very restrictive, can unfortunately not be im-
proved. Indeed, in [4]], they exhibited two examples of BSDEs with delayed generator that do
not or admit multiple solutions if K the Lipschitz condition or 7' the terminal time are very large.
Two years later, in [3], Delong established the link between BSDEs with time delayed generator
and the mathematic formulation of many problems in finance and insurance. Since, this kind of
BSDE have been intensively studied. Among others one can cite these works of Ren et al., [10],
Coulibaly and Aman,[2], Tuo et al., [9] and Dos Reis et al., [6]. All this works have been done
under p-integrability condition ( p > 2) on the data {f(,0,0)},c0, 7] and &. In practice, an above
condition is too restrictive to be assumed in many applications. For example, let state the following
linear BSDE with a delayed generator

Y(l)=YT-I-/tT/_OT(r(S-l-u)Y(s-I-u)-I-G(s-l—u)Z(s-l—u))oc(du)ds—/tTZ(s)dW(s), (1.2)

which can be considered as the dynamic of an investment portfolio management in insurance or
finance. The process r(¢) and 6(¢) which represent respectively the interest rate and the risk pre-
mium are not necessary bounded. Moreover, when the processes r and 0 are identically null, the
solution of BSDE is a martingale described by E(&| %) that need to be only integrable. In this
two previous context, all the above results do not match to study the existence of this model. On
other hand, Dos Reis, in [6], established an existence and uniqueness result without more precise
condition on time horizon and Lipschitz condition.

The aim of this paper is to correct the two previous gaps. Firstly, we briefly revisits the work
of Dos Reis giving an explicit condition on the Lipschitz constant and terminal times. Moreover
we simplify their proof. When data & and f(#,0,0) are p-integrable condition, for any p € (1,2),
we prove, in two different ways, an existence and uniqueness result for BSDEs (I.1I). To our
knowledge, this result does not exist in literature, and hence it is new. On the other hand, the
novelty of our two results lies in the fact that we use a new estimation method related to BSDEs
with time delayed generator.

We end this section with the plan of our paper. In Section 2, we give all notations and the
setting of the problem. Section 3 contains essential a priori estimates. In Section 4, we prove the
existence and uniqueness result.

2 Notations and Setting of the Problem

Throughout this paper, we consider the probability space (Q, F,P) and T a real and positive con-
stant. We define on the above probability space, W = (Wt)(ogth) a standard Brownian motion in



values in R?. Let denote A the class of P-null sets of F and define
Fo=F VN,
where F,¥ = 6(W,, 0 < s < T). The standard inner product of R¥ is denoted by (-,-) and the
Euclidean norm by |- |. A norm on R?*¥ is defined by +/Tr(zz*), where z* is the transpose of z
will also be denoted by | - |.
Next for any real p > 1, let consider these following needed spaces.
o Let LP(R) be the space of R-valued and #7-measurable random variables such that

E([g]7) < ee.

o Let S7(R¥) denote the set of R¥-valued, adapted and cadlag processes (¢(t));>0 such that

( sup |<P(t>|">
0<t<T

o Let H7(R**?) denote the set of predictable processes (W(t)),>0 with value in R¥*¢ such that

(/) twiorkas) "

Remark 2.1. We endow spaces SP(RF) and HP(R**4) respectively with norms ||.|| sr(rk)y and

IE Hﬂ-[[’(]kad) defined by
1/p
( sup W(OI”)]
0<t<T

</0T N/<s>|2ds) P/2] 1/,,,

that induce on them a Banach space structure.

E < oo,

E < oo,

10l 5p(rey =E

and

Wl gp (rixay = E

We also consider these two additive spaces

e Let 1.2 (R*4) denote the space of jointly measurable functions z : [—7,0] — R¥*? such that

0
/ 20t <+



e Let L™, (R¥) denote the space of bounded and jointly measurable functions y : [—7,0] — RF
such that

sup |y(1)]?> < oo
—T<t<0

We now recall our backward stochastic differential equation with time delayed generator

T T
Y(t):§+/t f(s,Ys,Zs)ds—/t Z(s)dW(s), 0<1<T, 2.1

where the process (Yy,Zs) = (Y(s+u),Z(s+u))_r<u<o is at each time s, the past values of the
solution. In order to extend the solution to interval [—T,0] we always suppose that Y (s) = Y (0)
and Z(s) =0 for s < 0.

Now, we make the following assumptions on the data (&, f).
(HD) &€ LP(Q, F;RY)
(H2) f:Qx[0,T] x L7 (RF) x L? ;(R¥*9) — R¥ be a progressively measurable function such

(i) f isLipschitz continuous in the sense that for some probability a defined on ([—7,0], B([-T,0])),
there exists a positive constant K such that

0
| F(8,35:25) = f(s.Y ) P < K/T(Iy(s+u>—y’(s+u) >+ | z(s+u) — 2 (s+u) |* adu),

for P@A-ae. (0,5) € Q x [0,7] and for any (ys,zs), (Vh,2%) € L7 (R¥) x L? ,(RF*4),

(/OT |f(t,0,0)\2dt)p/2

(iii) f(¢t,-,-) =0, for t <O.

(ii) E < oo,

To end this section, let us tell what we mean by a solution to BSDE (2.1).

Definition 2.2. A LP-solution of BSDE @.) is a pair of R* x R¥*9_valued process (Y,Z) which
satisfies:

(i) (Y,Z) € SP x HP,
(ii) (Y,Z) satisfies 2.1).



3 A priori Estimates

In this section, for p > 1, we state a LP-estimates concerning solutions of BSDEs with delayed
generator (2.1). We use a new technic without weights spaces and generalize both estimates appear
respectively in [4] and [6]. Better, these estimates, contrary to one appear in [6], give an explicit
condition depending only on data (Lipschitz constant K, 7" and level of integrability p) to assure
existence and uniqueness result for BSDEs with delayed generator. Indeed, in [6], estimates used
by author are more complicated so that authors obtain in Theorem 2.14 this following condition of
existence and uniqueness:

2r21c, <aKT/ (ds)) max(1,77/%) < 1. (3.1)

where C), is a constant depending on several parameters which choices seem very complex and
require remark 2.11 and Z.12.

We begin with this result which permits us to control the process Z in terms of the data and the
process Y.

Proposition 3.1. Assume (H1)-(H2) hold and T and K small enough. Let (Y,Z) be a solution
to the delayed BSDE 2.1) such that for p > 1, Y € SP. Then there exist a positive constant C,,

depending on p,K,T such that
T 5
B|(f izras) ]<d B sup V017)+ 8 |67+ ([ 11(s.0.0)Fas) ]
0

0<t<T

where d, = [2(1 —2TK) ™' (2K(T + 1) +1)]P/%.
Proof. Let consider a stopping time (T,),>0 defined by

t
T, = inf{t e [0,1], / 1Z(s)[2ds > n} AT.
0

Ito’s formula leads to

¥ (0 |2+/ Pds = |¥(x, |2+2/ F(s,Y0 Z,))ds

2 /0 (Y (s), Z(s)dW (s)). (3.2)

It follows from assumption (H2)

tn
2 / 5,Ye,Z5))ds
oy, / F(5.Ys.Z,)|ds

IA

< Y2+T/ 5, Yy, Zs)|ds

< Y2+2T1</ (/ (Y (s + )|2+\Z(s+u)\2)(x(du))ds+2/OT\f(s,0,O)\2ds,



where Y, = sup |Y(7)].
0<t<T
Next, applying Fubini’s theorem, a change of variables, the fact that Z(r) =0 and Y (t) = Y (0)

for t < 0, it follows that
2 / (5, Y, Z,))ds
Tp+u T
< v21arK / (/ <\Y<s>\2+|z<s>\2>ds)oc(du>+2 [ 176.0.0)Pas
< (2KT2—|-1)Y2-|—2TK/ 2ds-|—2/ 1£(s5,0,0)[2ds.
Return to we have

Tn
/ Z(s)Pds < 2<KT2+1)Y2+2T1</ 2ds+2/ 1£(s,0,0)|2ds
0

n ‘/0 (Y(s),Z(S)dW(S»‘

Since we suppose 2KT < 1, the above inequality becomes

T 2(KT?+1 T 1 T
[Fizepas < 2Dz e [Tr00Pas e | [T 06 260aw0)
(3.3)

The rest of the proof will be subdivided into two parts of the fact that p is greater or less than
2.

First case: p > 2
Since p > 2 we have p/2 > 1. Next, it follows from (3.3)) that

([Frora)” < PRy e [ 0.0 e | [0 260w

KT2+1 p/2 T p/2
2P—1< ) Y/ +c (/ 5,0,0 2ds)
p/2

) (3.4)

IN

+Yp

[ zs)aws))

1 P/2
Yp = Pl (1 2TK) , Where we use the fact that for a,b, c € R,
2027V (|a|P? 4 b+ c|P/?)

la+b+c|P? <
< 2P Na|P2 4272 b| 272, (35)



In virtue of BDG inequality derived in [7] (see, Theorem 3.9.1), there exist a constant A, defined

by
P2/2 -1 p/2
e ) ()

P/2> < VAR </0Tn|Y(s)‘2|Z(s)‘2dS>p/4]

p/2 K 2 P/
<y \E | ¥ < /O 1Z(s)| ds) ,

T, p/2
( / 1Z(s) |2ds) .
0
Finally according to Fatou’s lemma we obtain

T 5 p/2 ) T ) p/2
( /0 |Z(s)|ds) < dYte, ( /0 |f(s,0,0)|ds) , (3.7)

/2 2
d, — 2P KT?+1\" Lot (P P p(p—1)\" Ly
P 1 —2KT p—1 2 1-2TK

Second case: 1 < p <2
When p € (1,2), p/2 € (%, 1) so that we can not use directly the previous method. However, we
know that

T 12 2(KT?+1) T 1
2 < |21 T y2 / 0,0)|%d

2(KT? +1)\ T , O\
< S
< ( 1—2TK) Y*—i—c(/o 1£(s,0,0)%ds

1 1/2
(72

Now raising both sides to the power p € (1,2) and use again inequality (3.3), we get

/2 T p/2
K 2\ < 93p/2-1 KT*+1\""_, / 2
3 AT Y* s Uy
(/0 Z(s)2ds) < 2 — top( [ 17(5,0,0)Pds
p/2

Y

such that

[ we).zsaws)

o

and thus according to Young inequality, we get

T, p/2 1
YEO [0 zspaws) ) < (B 2E

E

where

]1/2

|70 zs)aws))

1/2

/O " v (s), Z(s)aw (s)) (3.8)

+¥p

o). z6)aws)

7



1 p/2
ey =22 ()

Recall BDG inequality for 1 < p < 2, derived by Ren in [8], there exist a constant 7\,,, defined

by
_ 4 p/4 4
A= — — (3.9)
Y (p) 4—p

”2) < e ([ rorzors) m]

such that

o

o). zaws)

_ 1 Ta p/4
< BALE (Y ( / |Z(s>|2ds)
0
L5 2 p 1 K 2 P2
< —(¥ — .
< sk reer) e | ( [1zeks)
Finally, using again Fatou’s lemma, we obtain
T p/2 T p/2
E (/ |Z(s)|2ds) < de*p-l-cp(/ |f(s,0,0)|2ds) , (3.10)
0 0

where

/2 4
g (KT IN2 o (4YH 1\
P 1 —2KT p 1-2TK) 4—p

The second estimate allows us to estimate the solution (Y,Z) in terms of the data. In both
cases, this estimation is an essential tool to derive existence and uniqueness result. Since we need
the explicit conditions of existence and uniqueness, it seems sensible to no longer use Ito’s formula
using norms with weights. This compels us in the calculations, to exhibit all the details which from
our point of view presents a real difficulty. On the other hand, as in the previous proposition, we
have to consider two cases according to the value of p.

O

Proposition 3.2. Assume (HI1)-(H2) hold and K and T small enough. Let (Y,Z) be a solution to
the delayed BSDE @R.1). For any p > 1, if Y € SP then, Z € HP and there exist a positive constant

Cp depending on p,K,T such that
T 5 T 5
sup [V + ([ 200)Far ) e () reo.ofar)|

0<t<T

E <C,E




Proof. In view of (2.1, it is easy to check that

Y () < \é|—i—/tT\f(s,YS,ZS)|ds—/tTZ(s)dW(s), 0<i<T.

The conditional expectation with respect to #; taken in the previous inequality provides

Y()<E (m + [ 1rts v z)las

Moreover, applying respectively Doob’s and Jensen’s inequalities, we obtain

%), 0<t<T.

E( sup |Y(t)|p> < E( sup |E <|§|+/T|f(s’Ys,Zs)|ds ’r;rt) p)
0<t<T 0<i<T 0
p P T P
< (ﬁ) OilzlgTE HE <|§|+/0 | f(s,Y,Zs)|ds 5‘?) }

/2
(P poei2( [ 2 )p
< 2 (2 ) e et ([T zobas) | Gan

Let now estimate the second term of the right side of (3.11)). For this purpose, we have

T T T
/0 f(s, Yo, Z0)Pds < 2 / £(5, Yo, Zs) — £(5,0,0)Pds +2 / 1£(s5,0,0)%ds
< ZK// Y (s +u) [*ou(du) ds—I—ZK/ / Z(s +u)|*o(du)ds
12 /0 1£(5,0,0)%ds

T T
< 2KTY?+2K / 1Z(s)[2ds +2 / |£(s,0,0)|%ds, (3.12)
0 0
where we use Lipschitz assumption, Fubini inequality, change of variable and the fact Z(¢) = 0 for
t < 0. The rest of this proof is subdivided in two step.

First step: p > 2
We have

T p/? T
TP/ < / |f(s,Ys,Zs)|2ds) < 2P 'KPPRTPY! 4 23022k P TR < / |Z(s)|2ds)
0 0

T ) p/2
ey ( /O \f(s,0,0)\ds) (3.13)

which together with Proposition 3.1 and inequality (3.11)) provide

p
E| sup |Y(1)]P]| < 2%72 (L) KP/? (TP/2+2P/2*1KP/2dp)E sup |Y(r)|?
0<t<T p—1 0<t<T

o ( [ |f<s,o,o>|2ds)p/2 .

9

p/2

+cplE




p
Finally, choosing T and K such that B, < 1, where B, = 2272 (Ll) KP? (TP/ 2 4 op/2=1gp/ 2d,,> ,
p—
we get

E( sup |Y(s)|p> < C)E

0<s<T

T p/2
|F,|P+</O |f(s,0,0)|2ds) ] (3.14)

Second step: 1 < p <2
We have

T p/
TP/2 </0 |f(S7Y57ZS>|2dS)

2 T p/2
< 23P/2—1KP/2prf 425022 gp/2Tp/2 </ 1Z(s) |2ds)
0

T ) p/2
ey ( /O \f(s,0,0)\ds) (3.15)

which together with Proposition 3.1 and inequality (3.11)) provide

p
_ P _ -
IE( sup \Y(t)v’) < 252 2<—1) KP/ (Tp/2+2p le/zdI,)E( sup \Y(t)v’)

0<t<T 2 0<t<T

T p/2
vl |18+ ([ 17.0.00Pas) .

-— - p —_—
Finally, choosing T and K such that B, < 1, where f,, = 2°7/2~2 (Ll) KP/? (TP/ 24 op-igr/ 2d,,> :

we get

E( sup \Y(s)\p> < C,E

0<s<T

T p/2
&7 + </0 \f(s,O,O)\ZdS) ] . (3.16)

O

Remark 3.3. According to Proposition and it is reasonable to clarify the terminology
"K and T small enough'. Indeed, in view of their proofs, the terminal time T and the Lipschitz
constant K must verify this following conditions according to the values of p.

2KT < 1, (3.17)
P
_ P —
72p=2 (p_1> 1(17/2 (TP/2_|_2P/2 le/de) <1, for p>2, (3.18)
and
asp/2-2( _P pr/2 (TP/2—|—21”1K1’/2d_) <1, for0<p<2 (3.19)
. b , p . .

10



4 Existence and uniqueness

This section is devoted to establish the existence and uniqueness result for BSDE (2.1)) in L”-sense,
for p > 1.

When p > 2, we revisit the result of Reis et al. established in [6] by clarifying the condition of
existence and uniqueness. Indeed, since the data (terminal value & and the process f(s,0,0)) are
p-integrable for p > 2, one know that they are also square integrable. Therefore it suffices to prove
by Picard’s iteration principle existence and uniqueness result in L?> with a similar method used by
Delong and Imkeller in [4]. Then show with Proposition 3.1 and 3.2 that this solution lives in L”.

Whereas for p € (1,2), data (terminal value & and the process f(s,0,0)) are in L, 1 < p <2
so that they are not square integrable. Therefore we can not use L2-existence and uniqueness result
due by Delong and Imkeller in [4]. To get around this difficulty, we will use two methods. First,
we use the technic inspired by Briand et al. in [[1] that is the L™-approximation which consist to
build a sequence and study it convergence in L”. Next, the second method is the well know Picard
iterative procedure combining with L”-solution derive by Briand et al. (see [1]) for non delayed
BSDE.

Let first recall the L?-existence and uniqueness with a slight modification on the condition due
to our new estimation method and choice of the space of solution.

Theorem 4.1. Assume (HI1)-(H2) and T and K satisfy
28TKmax{1,T} < 1. 4.1
Then BSDE @2.1)) has as a unique solution in §* x H?.
Next we give LP-solution for p > 2.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that p > 2 and assume that (H1)-(H2) hold. Let K or T be small enough
such that B.17) and (3.18) hold. Then BSDE admits a unique solution (Y,Z) € SP x HP.

Proof. Since the proof is based on the standard Picard iteration, we initialize by Y° =0and Z° =0
and define recursively , for n > 0,

T T
Y1) = é—i—/ f(s,YS”,Z;l)ds—/ 2" (5)dW,, 0<t<T. 4.2)
t t

For n > 1, let assume (Y",Z") € SP x HP. We shall prove that (4.2)) has a unique solution
(Y”Jrl ,Z"+1) € SP x HP. In this fact, in view of (3.13)), we derive

p/2

T p/2 T
([ 1rearznpar) < 2ty e, ([ 1rts.0.0s)

T p/2
+23p/2- 22 < / |Z"(s)|2ds>
0

< oo,

11



which prove that the process f(s,Y,Z") belongs in H?, p > 2, hence in H>. Next, § belongs
also in L? because it is state in L”, p > 2. Therefore, the martingale representation yields a unique
process Z"1 € #? such that for t € [0, T]

<&+/ st"z"ds|9;):E<§+/on Y”Z”ds) /z"+1dW()

Setting Y"1 = <§—i—/ s, Y7 ds\ft) , then (Y"1, Z"*1) is a unique solution of BSDEs

(@.2). Moreover it follows from Proposition 3.1l and Proposition 3.2 that (Y"1, z"+1) € §P x HP
and hence in $% x H?.

A similar approach used by Delong and Imkeller in the proof of their result (see Theorem 2.1
n [4]) implies that (Y",Z") converges in S? x #?. Therefore it limit denoted by (¥, Z) satisfies
BSDE @.I). It remains to prove that (Y,Z) belongs to S? x #P. This is confirmed using once
again respectively Proposition[3.1] and Proposition 3.2 U

We are now ready to give the main result of this paper which is the existence and uniqueness
result for BSDEs (2.1) under p-integrable data, with p € (1,2).

Theorem 4.3. Assume (HI)-(H2) and T or K small enough i.e T and K. Then BSDE @2.1)) has as
a unique solution in SP x HP, for p € (1,2).

Proof. Let us start by studying the uniqueness part. Let us consider (¥,Z) and (Y',Z’) two solu-
tions of BSDE in the appropriate space. Then the process (U,V) defined by U =Y —Y’ and
V =Z—Z7'is a solution of the following BSDE

T T
U(r) = / g(s,Us, Vy)ds — / V(s)dW(s),
t t
where g stands for the random function

g(t7yt7zt) :f(t7yt+Yt/7Zt +Zt/) _f<t7Y7/"7Zt/)

It is not difficult to prove that g satisfies assumption (H2), with g(¢,0,0) = 0. Thanks to Proposition
we get immediately that (U,V) = (0,0) and finally Y =Y’ and Z =Z'.

Let us turn to the existence part. We will use two methods.

L”-approximation method

Let (g,)n>1 denote the sequence of function defined by

n R.
gn(x) = \x\\/n Vxe

Next we define

&n= %1(&)7 fu(t,3,2) = £(£,0,0) +ga(f(2,0,0)).

12



Since for each n > 1, |g,(x)| < n, &, and f,(¢,0,0) are bounded random variable and hence are
square integrable. Therefore, according to Theorem 4.1 there exists a unique process (Y",Z") €
53 X ,’/-62 such that

T T
Y1) =&+ / Fuls, Y2, Z0)ds — / Z'(s)dW(s), 0<1 <T. 43)

Moreover thanks to Proposition 3.2, (Y",Z") is also in S? x HP, for all n > 1. Applying again
Proposition[3.2] for (n,i) € N* x N, we have

n+i n r n+-i n 2 :
B[ s 0 -+ ([ 120000 - 20 Pas) ]
. T 5
< G |usi—&al+ ([ laass70.0.0) ~ an(r(0.0,0) P ]

where C,, depends only p, T and K. It is clear that the right hand-side of the last inequality tends to
0 as n tends to +oo, uniformly in i € N. Therefore (Y”,Z") is a Cauchy sequence in Banach space
SP x HP and converges to a process (Y,Z) € SP x HP. Finally taking the limit in (4.3), we derive
that (Y, Z) satisfies (2.1I). All this implies that the BSDE (2.1]) admit a solution.

Picard iterative procedure
To use the this method let us recall this needed result which follows from Theorem 4.1 in [1]. For
this let suppose f do not depend to the state y; and z; and consider the BSDE

Y(1)=E+ /t " Fs)ds /t " Z(s)aw(s). (4.4)

Theorem 4.4. Assume (HI) and f is p-integrable. Then BSDE has as a unique solution in
SPx HP, for p € (1,2).

For the general f, let YO(¢) = Z°(¢) = 0 and define recursively for n > 1

Y'(t) =&+ /t ' f(s, ¥t 70" Yds — / TZ”(s)dW(s). (4.5)

t
Based on Lipschitz assumption of f, we derive easily that a process g defined by g(r) = f(¢, ¥/, 2+ 1),
for a given (Y"~1,Z"1) € §P x HP, belongs to HP. Next, since & is p-integrable, in view of Theo-
rem[4.4] BSDE associated with data & and g admit a unique solution denoted by (Y”,Z"). Actually

let us show that the sequence of processus (Y”,Z") converge. In this fact, setting ¥ = y" —y"~!
and Z" = 7" — 7", using respectively Doob inequality, Lipschitz assumption, Fubini’s equality

13



and Z"(t) =0if t < 0 for all n > 1, we derive

E( sup |7"(f)|p>
0<I<T

r \ /2 T n—1 —on—1y _ n—2 —-n—2\|2 P2
< (2) s ([N a ) - sz as)
P [/ T 0 p/2
< (lﬁ) TP KE (/0 / T<|Y"l<s+u>\2+|z"1<s+u>\2>a<du>ds) ]
p [/ 0 [T+ p/2
< (ﬁ) TPPKE ( / ) / ! (\Y”l(s)\2+|Z”l(s)\z)ds(x(du)) ] (4.6)
p T p/2
< (L) 2”/2le/sz/zmax(Tp/z,l)E<sup |Y"1(z)v’+( / |Z”1(s)|2ds) >
p—1 0<t<T 0

On the other hand, with the same computation as in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we obtain

E

T p/2
(/0 |Z”(s)‘2ds) ] < 22P*2E[(Y*’l)[7]+22p72Tpr/2E[(Y*nfl)p]
T p/2
22 g ( / |z"1<s>|2ds)
0

T /2
/O 77 (5) 2" (s)dW (s) > 4.7

-|-22‘D_2E (

But with BDG inequality we have
]E (

which together with (.7) provide

(] 1z)as) m]

< P24 A)E((F)Y)

IA

e (( [ erzoks) ,,/4)
([ z)ras) m]

/ "z (s 2aw (s)

0

p/2>

IA

Lo comp |
Eka[*«::[(Y*) ]+2E

E

+22P= P2 KP2 max (1, TP/?)E

(71 + ( /0 ' \Z"1<s)\2ds) m] L (48)
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Finally, combining (4.8)) and (4.6) we get

_ T _ p/2 B T p/2
B| s ol ([[126Fs) | <GEnE| s pop ([ iz oks) |
0<t<T 0 0<t<T 0
where

~ p
Cp(K,T) = 2%~1TP2KPI2 max(1,TP/?) [1 +2P272(2422) (1%) }
(4.9)

By iteration, we end up with

sup 70+ | |Z"<s>|2ds)p/2

0<t<T

E < (Cp(K,T))"'E

sup [71(1)]7 + ( I |21<s>|zds) m] |

0<t<T

(4.10)

Since we assume that K and T are small enough such that C,,(K,T') < 1, @.10) yields that (Y",Z"),>1
defined by (4.3)) is a Cauchy sequence on the space S” x #H”, a Banach space. Therefore there ex-
istsa (Y,Z) € SP x HP limit of the converging sequence (Y",Z"),>1, solution of BSDE 2.1). O

Remark 4.5. (i) In Picard’s iterative method, the terminology "K and T small enough" results
in la condition (4.9). While in the L -approximation method the terminology "K and T small

enough" satisfies (3.17) and (3.18).

(i) It is also useful to note that the conditions (3.17) and (3.19) are sufficient conditions for the
existence and uniqueness of BSDEs eqref A. Whereas the condition @.9) is a necessary and
sufficient condition of existence and uniqueness of this same BSDE.

At the end of this study, we can affirm that the condition of existence on the Lipschitz constant
and the terminal time depends on the method used.
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