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Abstract

In this paper, we prove the existence of a mild Lp-solution for the backward stochastic
evolution inclusion (BSEI for short) of the form

{

dYt +AYtdt ∈ G(t, Yt, Zt)dt+ ZtdWt, t ∈ [0, T ]

YT = ξ,

where W = (Wt)t∈[0,T ] is a standard Brownian motion, A is the generator of a C0-semigroup
on a UMD Banach space E, ξ is a terminal condition from Lp(Ω,FT ;E), with p > 1 and G is
a set-valued function satisfying some suitable conditions.

The case when the processes with values in spaces that have martingale type 2, has been
also studied.

Keywords: Backward stochastic differential equations, Backward stochastic evolution equations,
Backward stochastic evolution inclusions, Stochastic integration in UMD Banach spaces, γ-radonifying
operators, ...
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1 Introduction

Backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs for short) have been introduced long time ago by
J. B. Bismut [3] both as the equations for the adjoint process in the stochastic version of Pontryagin
maximum principle as well as the model behind the Black and Scholes formula for the pricing and
hedging of options in mathematical finance. However, the first published paper on nonlinear BSDEs
appeared in 1990, by Pardoux and Peng [32]. A solution for such an equation is a couple of adapted
processes (Y, Z) with values in R× R

d satisfying

Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

f(u, Yu, Zu)du−
∫ T

t

ZudWu, 0 ≤ u ≤ T. (1)
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In [32], the authors have proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution under conditions
including basically the Lipschitz continuity of the generator f .

Later on, the study of BSDEs has been motivated by their many applications in mathematical
finance, stochastic control and the second order PDE theory (see, for example, [10, 12, 22, 32, 33]
and the references therein).

Extending the results on BSDEs to the theory of Backward Stochastic Differential Inclusions
(BSDI for short) has attracted many authors. In the finite dimension case, we mention the work
[19] where the following BSDI has been studied:







Ys ∈ E

[

Yt +

∫ t

s

G(u, Yu)du|Fs

]

YT ∈ H(YT ),

(2)

where F is a filtration satisfying the usual hypothesis on PF, G and H are measurable set-valued
mappings from [0, T ] × R

m into K (Rm), where K (Rm) denotes the set of all non-empty closed

subsets of Rm, and E

[

Yt +
∫ t

s
G(u, Yu)du|Fs

]

denotes the set-valued conditional expectation (see

[13] and [14] for more details) of the set-valued mapping Yt(.)+
∫ t

s
G(u, Yu(.))du with respect to Fs.

The author has proved the existence of strong and weak solutions by fulfilling suitable conditions
on the data.

We mention also the paper [4] where the following BSDI has been considered:







Ys ∈ ξ +

∫ 1

s

H(t, Yt, Zt)dt−
∫ 1

s

ZtdWt

Y1 = ξ,

(3)

where ξ ∈ L2
Rm(Ω,F ,P) and H is a borelian set-valued defined on [0, 1] × Ω × R

m × R
m×d with

convex and compact values in R
m. Using Picard’s iterative method, the authors have proved the

existence of an adapted solution (Y ∗, Z∗) for the BSDI (3) under Lipschitz condition on the genera-
tor H expressed using the Hausdorff distance δRm on Kcmpt(R

m) and with the square integrability
of δRm(H( . , 0Rm , 0Rm×d), {0Rm}) .

In the infinite dimensional case, in order to delve into the possibility of generalizing the theory
of BSDI in Banach spaces, it was necessary to study and choose adequate stochastic integration
theory, see for example [26], and the work [27] in which the authors indicate that the Banach
space Lp(Ω, γ(0, T ;E)) provided the right setting to establish a rich theory of stochastic integration
of adapted processes with values in a UMD space E, by giving characterizations of the class of
stochastically integrable processes.

Q. Lü and J. v. Neerven in [31] have been invested the fertility of the results in the framework
of stochastic integration in UMD Banach Spaces in order to extend both, what was presented by
Pardoux and Peng in [32] and what was released by Hu and Peng in [15]. They studied the following
backward stochastic evolution equation of the form

{

dYt +AYtdt = f(t, Yt, Zt)dt+ ZtdWt, t ∈ [0, T ],

YT = ξ,
(4)

where A is the generator of a C0-semigroup on a UMD Banach space E and W is the standard
Brownian motion process with values in R. The authors have proved the existence and uniqueness
of a specific type of solution for BSEE (4) under suitable integrability and Lipschitz continuity on
the coefficient f .
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In this paper, our goal is to extend the result by Lü and Nerveen in [31], by proving the existence
of a mild Lp-solution to the following Backward Stochastic Evolution Inclusions (BSEI for short) of
the form

{

dYt +AYtdt ∈ G(t, Yt, Zt)dt+ ZtdWt, t ∈ [0, T ]

YT = ξ,
(5)

where G is a set-valued function, and ξ is a terminal condition belongs to Lp(Ω,FT ;E) with p is
a fixed real number greater than 1. In order to prove our result we introduce, for every δ ∈ (0, T )
and each B([T − δ, T ])⊗FT -measurable processes Y, Z defining elements of Lp

F
(Ω; γ(T − δ;E)), the

subsets ΛY,ZT−δ,T of the same Banach space Lp
F
(Ω; γ(T − δ, T ;E)), where its elements can be defined

by B([T − δ, T ])⊗FT -measurable mappings which belong to G(., Y, Z) for almost everywhere (t, ω)
in [T − δ, T ]× Ω. These subsets allow us to construct, by using Picard’s approximation, sequences
(Y n)n∈N

, (Zn)n∈N
, (gn)n∈N

of E-valued measurable processes, such that for any natural number n
and any real number t in [T − δ, T ] we have



























(i) gn defines an element from ΛY
n−1,Zn−1

T−δ,T such that
∥

∥gn − gn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ ρ
(

ΛY
n−2,Zn−2

T−δ,T ,ΛY
n−1,Zn−1

T−δ,T

)

+ εn−1;

(ii) Y n (resp. Zn) defines element of the space Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)) such that

Y n
t +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)gnudu +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)ZnudWu = S(T − t)ξ in Lp (Ω;E) ,

(6)

where ρ denotes the Hausdorff distance between two subsets of the Banach space Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)),

and (εn)n∈N is a sequence of strictly positive real numbers. Initially the sequence (εn)n∈N was cho-
sen arbitrarily, and we then specify it according to a determined criterion which will allow us to
have the convergence of the sequences thus constructed. It should be noted that the second integral
that appears instead of the Bochner integral in equation (6)-(ii) is for the sake of readability with
a slight abuse of notation, according to Kalton-Weis extension theorem. The next step in proving
the existence of a mild Lp-solution for BSEI (5) consists in proving that the sequences (Y n)n∈N

,
(Zn)n∈N

and (gn)n∈N
converge in the space Lp

F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)), for δ small enough and by an

appropriate choice of (εn)n∈N
. This leads us to solve locally the BSEI (5) on [T − δ, T ] and finally

to build a mild Lp-solution in the interval [0, T ] by a concatenation procedure.
The notion of subtrajectory integrals [[21], section 2.3], has been included in many works to

define the integrals of multivalued functions and give their properties. This led us to wonder about
the conditions that allow deriving more properties of the sets ΛY,Z0,T and describing the link between
them and the subtrajectory integrals associated with the same set-valued functions G(., Y, Z).

For the case where E has martingale type 2, the existence of a mild Lp-solution for Equation (5)
is proved by assuming that the set-valued G satisfy some suitable conditions. We have also studied
the special case when E is a Hilbert space with Lipschitz continuity condition using the Hausdorff
distance on the set of non-empty compact subsets of E:

̺ (G (., y, z) ;G (., y′, z′)) ≤ K̃ (‖y − y′‖E + ‖z − z′‖E) ,

and we have discussed the connection with the general case’s conditions.
Let us describe our plan. First, most of the material used in this paper is defined in Section 2.

Section 3 is devoted to prove the existence of a mild Lp-solution to the Equation (5).
In Section 4, we are concerned by the case where E has martingale type 2 with more integrated

hypotheses, and we solved the BSEI(5) using the continuous embedding L2([0, T ];E) →֒ γ(0, T ;E)
and the isometry γ(0, T ;E) = L2([0, T ];E) when E is only a Hilbert space.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we will provide some concepts and cognitive tools that will be effective and helpful
during the analysis in the sequel. Essentially, we will recall the Pettis integrability, the Bochnner
integrability, and some requirements that interfere with the results related to stochastic integration
in UMD Banach spaces.

2.1 Notations

Throughout this paper, the normed vector spaces are assumed to be real, and we will always identify
Hilbert spaces with their dual by means of the Riesz representation theorem.

Let (E, ‖ . ‖E) be a Banach space, and let H be a Hilbert space with inner product < ., . >H .
The dual of E will be denoted by E∗, the duality between E and E∗ will be represented by < x, x∗ >,
and we will assign 0E as an additive identity element of E.
We shall denote by vect < x > the real vector space spanned by an element x of E.
B(E) will denote the Borel σ-field of E equipped with the norm topology.
We shall denote by L(H , E) (resp. L(E)) the set of all bounded linear operators from H (resp.
E) into E (resp. itself).

We shall denote by Kcmpt (E) (resp. Kccmpt (E)) the family of all non-empty compact ( resp.
non-empty convex and compact) subsets of E.

Let A and B be two subsets of the space Kcmpt (E). The Hausdorff distance ̺ (A, B) between
A and B is defined as follows:

̺ (A, B) := max

(

sup
x∈A

inf
y∈B

‖x− y‖E , sup
y∈B

inf
x∈A

‖x− y‖E
)

. (7)

We will use the notation |A|̺ := ̺(A, {0E}) = supx∈A ‖x‖E .
Let T and p be two fixed real numbers such that T > 0 and p > 1.
For two positive real quantities L1 and L2, we shall write L1 .p L2 (resp. L1 .p,E L2) to express

that there exists a positive constant κp (resp. κp,E) depending only on p (resp. on p and E) such
that L1 ≤ κpL2 (resp. L1 ≤ κp,EL2 ), while the equivalence L1 hp L2 (resp. L1 hp,E L2) will mean
that L1 .p L2 and L2 .p L1 (resp. L1 .p,E L2 and L2 .p,E L1).

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, equipped with the filtration (Ft)0≤t≤T such that FT = F .
ΣF will denote the σ-algebra of all measurable and adapted subsets of [0, T ]× Ω.
For a set-valued function H : [0, T ] × Ω −→ Kcmpt(E), the subtrajectory integrals S2

ΣF
(H) is

defined as follows:

S2
ΣF
(H) :=

{

h ∈ L2([0, T ]× Ω,ΣF;E) : h(u, ω) ∈ H(u, ω) a.e.(u, ω) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω
}

. (8)

2.2 Bochner and Pettis integrability

We will introduce these two notions in a compatible way with the analysis necessary for our work,
and we will give the most important results which relate to them.

Let (S,A , µ) be a σ−finite measure space, and let q be a real number such that q ≥ 1.

Definition 2.1. • A µ-simple function f : S −→ E is of the form

N
∑

n=1

1An
xn, where An ∈ A ,

xn ∈ E and µ(An) < +∞ for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N .

• A function f : S −→ E is measurable (A -measurable) if f−1(O) ∈ A for all open set O in E.
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• A real-valued function f : S −→ R is µ-measurable if it is the µ-almost everywhere pointwise
limit of real valued µ-simple functions.

• A function f : S −→ E is weakly measurable (resp. weakly µ-measurable) if the function
s 7−→< f(s), x∗ > is measurable (resp. µ-measurable) for any x∗ ∈ E∗.

• A function f : S −→ E is strongly measurable (resp. strongly µ-measurable) if there exists a
sequence (fn)n≥1 of µ-simple functions converging to f everywhere (µ-almost everywhere).

It should be noted here that µ-measurability, strong µ-measurability and weak µ-measurability
(resp. measurability, strong measurability and weak measurability) are equivalent if E is separable.

Let us call two functions which agree µ-almost everywhere µ-versions of each other. In this case,
a function f : S → E is strongly µ-measurable if and only if it has a µ-version which is strongly
measurable. For more details we refer to [[16], Subsection 1.1].

Definition 2.2. A strongly µ-measurable f : S −→ E is called Bochner q-integrable if we have

‖f‖qLq(S;E) :=

∫

S

‖f‖qE dµ < ∞,

where the integral is in the Lebesgue sense.

The linear space Lq(S;E) consisting of (classes of a.e. equal) Bochner q-integrable functions
f : S −→ E, endowed with the norm ‖.‖Lq(S;E), is a Banach space.

We notice that the µ-simple functions are dense in the Bochner space Lq(S;E), and for any

µ-simple function g =

N
∑

n=1

1An
xn we define the Bochner integral of g as follows :

∫ Bochner

S

gdµ =

N
∑

j=1

µ(Aj)xj .

This definition is independent of the representation of g.
Moreover, the Bochner integral of a function f ∈ L1(S;E), is by definition the limit of the Bochner
integrals of fn, where (fn)n≥1 is a sequence of µ-simple functions convergent in L1(S;E) to f . Be-
sides this, for every A ∈ A , the Bochner integral of f over A is only the Bochner integral of 1Af .

Definition 2.3. A function f : S → E is said to be weakly in Lq(S) if it is weakly µ-measurable
and < f, x∗ > belongs to Lq(S) for every x∗ ∈ E∗.

Definition 2.4. Let f : S → E be a function weakly in L1(S). f is called Pettis integrable if for
every A ∈ A , there exists νf (A) ∈ E such that for every x∗ ∈ E∗

< νf (A), x
∗ >=

∫

A

< f, x∗ > dµ.

In this case, the set function νf : A → E is called the Pettis integral of f with respect to µ,
and νf (A) is called the Pettis integral of f over A ∈ A with respect to µ. We use the notation
∫ Pettis

A
fdµ := νf (A).
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It is worth mentioning that the set of all Pettis integrable functions from S to E is a linear space,
the Pettis integral operator possesses the linear property, and the Bochner integrability implies the
Pettis one according to Theorem 1.4.1 in [20].

Next, let f : S −→ E is strongly µ-measurable and weakly in L2(S), then for all g ∈ L2(S) the
function s 7−→ g(s)f(s) is Pettis integrable according to Theorem 1.2.37 in [16]. It thus makes sense
to define the linear operator

If : L2(S) −→ E

g 7−→ If (g) =

∫ Pettis

S

g(u)f(u)dµ(u).
(9)

The closed graph theorem asserts that If is bounded, and for any x∗ ∈ E∗ we have

‖< f, x∗ >‖L2(S) ≤ ‖If‖L(L2(S),E) ‖x∗‖E∗ . (10)

Moreover, If = Ih for any function h equal to f almost everywhere.

2.3 Functions defining a γ-radonifying operator

The γ-radonifying operators play a crucial role in developing the theory of Gaussian measures in
Banach spaces as well as stochastic integrals on some Banach spaces (cf. [18, 9, 5, 6, 26]), and they
have been used to characterize some nice geometric structure of the underlying Banach spaces, like
type 2 and cotype 2 (see [30]).
In this subsection, we will define the γ-radonifying operators from the notion of γ-summing op-
erators. After that, we will introduce some useful notions and results associated with the spaces
of γ-radonifying operators necessary for our study, like function defining a γ-radonifying operator,
which participates in the construction of an integral with a slight abuse of notation.

Let (γ′
n)n≥1 be a sequence of independent standard Gaussian random variables on a probability

space (Ω′,F ′,P′).

Definition 2.5. A linear operator T : H −→ E is called γ-summing if

supE′

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k
∑

j=1

γ′
jThj

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

E

< +∞,

where the supremum is taken over all finite orthonormal systems {h1, ..., hk} in H .

Taking into account [[17], Proposition 9.1.2], the linear space γ∞(H , E) of all γ-summing oper-
ators from H to E, endowed with the norm

‖T‖γ∞(H ,E) :=






supE′

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k
∑

j=1

γ′
jThj

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

E







1
2

, (11)

is a Banach space, and by considering singletons when taken the supremum in (11), one can see that
every γ-summing operator is bounded.

Definition 2.6. An operator in L(H , E) is said to be of finite rank if it is a linear combination of
operators of the form h⊗ e, where h ∈ H , e ∈ E, and h⊗ e is defined by (h⊗ e)(h′) =< h, h′ >H e
for every h′ ∈ H .
The space of all finite rank operators contained in L(H , E) is denoted by H ⊗ E.
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According to Gram-Schmidt orthogonalisation argument, every finite rank operator can be rep-

resented in the form

k
∑

j=1

hj ⊗ ej, with (hj)1≤j≤k is orthonormal in H and (ej)1≤j≤k is a sequence

in E. Under this representation, we have due to Proposition 9.1.3 in [17] that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k
∑

j=1

hj ⊗ ej

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ∞(H ,E)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k
∑

j=1

γ′
jej

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω′;E)

. (12)

Definition 2.7. A linear operator T : H −→ E is called γ-radonifying operator, if there exists a
sequence of finite rank operators converging in γ∞(H , E) to T.
The space of all γ-radonifying operators is denoted by γ(H , E), and its inherited norm by ‖.‖γ(H ,E).

To provide some intuition on the role of the sequence (γ′
n)n≥1 we refer to [[17], subsection 9.1.a].

Here, we mention that the right-hand sides of (11) and (12) do not depend on the sequence (γ′
n)n≥1

and the probability space (Ω′,F ′,P′), according to covariance domination theorem [[1], Theorem
3.2.2]. Moreover, the right-hand side of (12) is independent of the representation of the finite rank
operator as long as we choose (hj)1≤j≤k orthonormal in H (see [[24], page 10]).
We mention also the special case H = R, where from (12) we infer that γ(R, E) = E isometrically.

Let us consider the measure space ([s, t],B([s, t]), λ) where s, t are two real numbers such that
0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , and λ is the Lebesgue measure on the σ-field B([s, t]).

The spaces of γ-radonifying operators which principally involved in our work are when the space
H take the form L2([s, t]), and we will write γ(s, t;E) (resp. γ∞(s, t;E)) instead of γ(L2([s, t]), E)
(resp. γ∞(L2([s, t]), E)).

Definition 2.8. A function f : [s, t] −→ E is said to define an element of γ(s, t;E) if it satisfies
the following conditions:

(i) f is strongly λ-measurable and weakly in L2([s, t]);

(ii) the Pettis integral operator If defined as in (9), is γ-radonifying.

In this case we write f ∈ γ(s, t;E) and we define the γ-norm of f by ‖f‖γ(s,t;E) := ‖If‖γ(s,t;E).

Remarks 2.9. (a) We may think of the space L2([s, t]) ⊗ E, in another way as the space of
square integrable functions defined on [s, t] with finite-dimensional range in E, and for every
(h, e) ∈ L2([s, t])× E, the Pettis integral operator of u 7−→ h(u)e will be equal to h⊗ e.
As a space of functions, L2([s, t])⊗E is dense in L2([s, t];E) according to [[16], Lemma 1.2.19].

(b) Let f (resp. h) be a function belonging to γ(s, t;E) (resp. γ(0, T ;E)). Due to [[17], Examples
9.1.11-9.1.12], we have

‖f‖γ(s,t;E) =
∥

∥1[s,t]f
∥

∥

γ(0,T ;E)
(resp.

∥

∥h|[s,t]

∥

∥

γ(s,t;E)
≤ ‖h‖γ(0,T ;E)),

where h|[s,t] is the restriction of h on [s, t].

The computation of the norm of a γ-radonifying operator can be made in a manner related to
this operator or the particularity of E. We chose the following one which will be helpful:

7



Example 2.10. Let A be a non-empty B([s, t])-measurable set and e be a vector in E.
Assume λ(A) > 0 and let’s take h1 = c11A where c1 := 1/

√

λ(A) is a normalising constant. Thus,

‖1A ⊗ e‖γ(s,t;E) = c−1
1 ‖h1 ⊗ e‖γ(s,t;E) =

√

λ(A)
(

E
′
(

‖γ′
1e‖

2
E

))
1
2

=
√

λ(A) ‖e‖E .

Assume λ(A) = 0 and let’s take h2 of norm 1 in L2([s, t]). We have

(1A ⊗ e)(g) =

∫ Pettis

[s,t]

1A(u)g(u)edλ(u) =

(

∫

[s,t]

1A(u)g(u)du

)

e = 0E ,

for every g ∈ L2([s, t]). Thus 1A ⊗ e = h2 ⊗ 0E. Consequently

‖1A ⊗ e‖γ(s,t;E) = ‖h2 ⊗ 0E‖γ(s,t;E) =
(

E
′
(

‖γ′
20E‖

2
E

))
1
2

=
√

λ(A) ‖e‖E .

The notion which introduced in Definition 2.8 is extended as follows:

Definition 2.11. A strongly measurable process φ : [s, t] × Ω −→ E is said to define a random
variable X : Ω −→ γ(s, t;E) if the following conditions hold:







(i) ∀x∗ ∈ E∗, < φ, x∗ >∈ L2([s, t]) for a.s. ω;

(ii) ∀h ∈ L2([s, t]), ∀x∗ ∈ E∗,
〈

X(ω)h, x∗
〉

=

∫

[s,t]

h(u) < φ(u, ω), x∗ > du for a.s. ω.

Here, it should be noted that two strongly measurable processes φ1, φ2 : [s, t] × Ω → E, define
the same random variable X : Ω → γ(s, t;E) if and only if φ1(u, ω) = φ2(u, ω) for almost all
(u, ω) ∈ [s, t] × Ω. Conversely, two strongly measurable random variables X1, X2 : Ω → γ(s, t;E)
are defined by the same strongly measurable process φ if and only if X1(ω) = X2(ω) for a.s. ω ∈ Ω.

We will write φ ∈ Lp (Ω; γ(s, t;E)) instead of X ∈ Lp (Ω; γ(s, t;E)) and the same for its norm,
where φ is a strongly measurable process defining the random variable X .

Due to Proposition 2.6 in [27], the mapping Iγ : Lp(Ω; γ(s, t;E)) → L(L2([s, t]), Lp(Ω;E))
defined by

(Iγ(X)h)(ω) := X(ω)h, ω ∈ Ω, h ∈ L2([s, t]), (13)

defines the following isomorphism:

Lp(Ω; γ(s, t;E)) h γ(s, t;Lp(Ω;E)). (14)

Now, let us consider the following mapping:

ms,t : φ ∈ L2([0, T ]) 7−→
∫

[s,t]

φ(u)du.

By virtue of Kalton-Weis extension theorem [[17], Theorem 9.6.1], the mapping ms,t ⊗ IE which
associates any operator φ ⊗ e to (

∫

[s,t]
φ(u)du) ⊗ e, has a unique extension to a bounded linear

operator m̃s,t from γ(0, T ;E) to E, with the same norm
√
t− s as for ms,t.

For the sake of readability, we will use the notation
∫ t

s
f(u)du, with a slight abuse of notation,

instead of the image m̃s,t(If ), for every function f defining element of γ(0, T ;E).

In the following proposition, we will list some properties satisfied by this integral notation.
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Proposition 2.12. Let B be a bounded operator on E. Let α be a real number, s′ be a real number
with s < s′ < t, and f, g be two functions defining elements of γ(0, T ;E).
Then the function Bf defines an element of γ(0, T ;E) and we have:

∫ t

s

Bf(u)du = B

∫ t

s

f(u)du, (15)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

Bf(u)du

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

≤
√
t− s ‖B‖L(E) ‖f‖γ(0,T ;E) , (16)

∫ t

s

(f + αg)(u)du =

∫ t

s

f(u)du+ α

∫ t

s

g(u)du, (17)

∫ t

s

f(u)du =

∫ s′

s

f(u)du+

∫ t

s′
f(u)du, (18)

where integrals of the functions are images of the associated Pettis integral operators by m̃.,..

Proof. Clearly, Bf is λ-strongly measurable. Taking into account the fact that

∀x∗ ∈ E∗, < Bf, x∗ >=< f,B∗x∗ >,

where B∗ is the adjoint operator of B, we infer that Bf is weakly in L2([0, T ]).
Let h ∈ L2([0, T ]) and x∗ ∈ E∗. By Definition 2.4, we derive

<

∫ Pettis

[0,T ]

h(u)Bf(u)dλ(u), x∗ > =

∫

[0,T ]

< h(u)f(u),B∗x∗ > du

= < B

∫ Pettis

[0,T ]

h(u)f(u)dλ(u), x∗ > .

Thus IBf = BIf . Consequently, it suffices to apply Ideal property [[17], Theorem 9.6.1] in order
to obtain that Bf defines an element of γ(0, T ;E) and the estimate (16) is valid.

On the other hand, due to Kalton-Weis extension theorem we have:

m̃s,t (IBf ) = IBf ◦ (ms,t)
∗ = BIf ◦ (ms,t)

∗ = Bm̃s,t (If ) ,

and by the linearity property we have

m̃s,t (Iαf+g) = m̃s,t (αIf + Ig) = αm̃s,t (If ) + m̃s,t (Ig) .

Therefore, (15) and (17) are proved.

Let (Tn)n≥1 be a sequence converging in γ(0, T ;E) to If , where for each n, Tn =
∑kn
j=1 h

n
j ⊗ enj .

Since

m̃s,t(Tn) =

kn
∑

j=1

∫

[s,t]

hnj (u)du⊗ enj =

kn
∑

j=1

(

∫

[s,s′]

hnj (u)du ⊗ enj +

∫

[s′,t]

hnj (u)du ⊗ enj

)

= m̃s,s′(Tn) + m̃s′,t(Tn). (19)

Then, by tending n to infinity in (19) we get (18).

The reader may wonder under what conditions the integrals of functions in the sense of Propo-
sition 2.12 will be compared with the Bochner integrals of these functions. For this aim, we use
the geometric properties cotype 2 and type 2 ([17], Definition 7.1.1), in order to state the following
proposition.
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Proposition 2.13. Let f : [0, T ] −→ E be a strongly λ-measurable mapping. The following asser-
tions hold

(a) If E has cotype 2 and f ∈ γ(0, T ;E), then f ∈ L2([0, T ];E) and the two integrals are equal;

(b) If E has type 2 and f ∈ L2([0, T ];E), then f ∈ γ(0, T ;E) and the two integrals are equal.

Proof. (a) Let (fn)n≥1 be a sequence from L2([0, T ]) ⊗ E converging in γ(0, T ;E) to f . By the
geometric property cotype 2, we use the continuously embedding γ(0, T ;E) →֒ L2([0, T ];E) ([17],
Theorem 9.2.11) in order to derive that f is Bochner 2-integrable. Besides this, we have for every
natural number n
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

f(u)du−
∫ Bochner

[s,t]

f(u)du

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

≤ ‖m̃s,t(If )− m̃s,t(Ifn)‖E +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ Bochner

[s,t]

(fn − f)(u)du

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

≤ (t− s)
1
2 ‖f − fn‖γ(0,T ;E) + T

1
2 ‖f − fn‖L2([0,T ];E) . (20)

Thus, the integral m̃s,t(If ) is only the Bochner integral of f over [s, t].
(b) Let (fn)n≥1 be a sequence from L2([0, T ])⊗E converging in L2([0, T ];E) to f . By virtue of the
geometric property type 2, we derive from [[17], Theorem 9.2.10] that f ∈ γ(0, T ;E). Moreover,
(fn)n≥1 converges to f in γ(0, T ;E). Thus, from (20) the second aim is obtained.

2.4 γ-boundedness, Upper contraction property and UMD spaces

Let R : [0, T ] −→ L(E) be an operator-valued function. For the simple case where R is constant,
Proposition 2.12 asserts that R acts as a "pointwise" multiplier from, the set of all functions defin-
ing elements of γ(0, T ;E), to itself. But, the general case requires more data and concepts and, in
general, it is not sufficient that the range of R is uniformly bounded.
Let (γ′

n)n≥1 and (γ′′
n)n≥1 be sequences of independent standard Gaussian random variables on inde-

pendent probability spaces (Ω′,F ′,P′) and (Ω′′,F ′′,P′′) respectively.
Let (γ′′′

nm)n,m≥1 be a doubly indexed sequence of independent standard Gaussian random variables
on a probability space (Ω′′′,F ′′′,P′′′).

Definition 2.14. Let T be a non-empty set of L(E). We say that T is γ-bounded if there exists
a finite constant C ≥ 0 such that for all finite sequences, (Tj)1≤j≤k in T and (ej)1≤j≤k in E, the
following inequality holds:

E
′







∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k
∑

j=1

γ′
jTjej

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

E






≤ C2

E
′







∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k
∑

j=1

γ′
jej

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

E






.

The least admissible constant in the above inequality is called the γ-bound of T .

Obviously, the γ-boundedness of T implies the uniform boundedness of T .

Definition 2.15. The space E is said to have the upper contraction property if for all real numbers
q > 1, there exists a finite constant Cq,E ≥ 0 (depending on q and E) such that for all finite sequences
(eij) 1≤i≤l

1≤j≤k

in E, we have:

E
′′′





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

l
∑

i=1

k
∑

j=1

γ′′′
ij eij

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

q

E



 ≤ Cqq,EE
′
E
′′





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

l
∑

i=1

k
∑

j=1

γ′
iγ

′′
j eij

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

q

E



 . (21)
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In particular, Hilbert spaces and Lebesgue spaces Lq(S, µ), with 1 ≤ q < ∞, have the contraction
property.

Definition 2.16. The space E is said to be a UMD space if for all real numbers q > 1, there
is a finite constant βq,E ≥ 0 (depending on q and E) such that for all E-valued Lq-martingales
(Mj)1≤j≤k on a probability space (Ω′,F ′,P′), and for all choice of signs ǫj ∈ {−1,+1} , 1 ≤ j ≤ k,
one has:

E
′





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k
∑

j=1

ǫj(Mj − Mj−1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

q

E



 ≤ βqq,EE
′





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k
∑

j=1

(Mj − Mj−1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

q

E



 , (22)

where M0 = 0E by convention.

In particular, Hilbert spaces, Lebesgue spaces Lp(S, µ) and Sobolev spaces W u,p, where u ∈ R, have
UMD property. As well, we mention that the UMD space has two most useful characteristics. On
the one hand it is reflexive (see Theorem 4.3.3 in [16]), and on the other it does not contain a closed
subspace isomorphic to the Banach space c0 of real sequences tending to zero, under the supremum
norm (see Proposition 7.3.15 and Theorem 4.6.10 in [17, 16]). The second characteristic allows us
to derive that γ∞(s, t;E) = γ(s, t;E) isometrically if E is a UMD space (see Theorem 4.3 in [24]).

2.5 Stochastic integration

Let E be a UMD space and (S(t))0≤t≤T be a C0-semigroup on E such that T := {St : t ∈ [0, T ]} is
γ-bounded with γ-bound γ(S).

Let F :=
(

Ft

)

0≤t≤T
be the augmented filtration generated by the Brownian motion (Wt)t∈[0,T ].

Definition 2.17. • A mapping ϕ : [0, T ]× Ω −→ E is called F-adapted step process if it is of
the following form

ϕ(t, ω) = 1{0}×A(t, ω) ẽ+
n
∑

i=1

m
∑

j=1

1(ti−1,ti]×Dji
(t, ω) eji,

where n,m are natural numbers; 0 ≤ t0 < ... < tn ≤ T ; the set A is from F0; the sets
D1i, ..., Dmi are disjoints from Fti−1 , and the vectors ẽ, eji are in E.

• The stochastic integral of the F-adapted step process ϕ of the previous form, with respect to
W , is defined for each s ∈ [0, T ] as follows

∫ s

0

ϕudWu =

n
∑

i=1

m
∑

j=1

1Dji

(

Ws∧ti −Ws∧ti−1

)

eji.

• The Banach space Lp
F
(Ω; γ(0, T ;E)) is defined as the closure in Lp (Ω; γ(0, T ;E)) of the E-

valued F-adapted step processes.

We notice that for every s, t ∈ [0, T ], s < t, the space Lp
F
(Ω; γ(s, t;E)) will be considered in a similar

way as the closure in the space Lp (Ω; γ(s, t;E)) of the restrictions on (s, t]×Ω of E-valued F-adapted
step processes.

The following proposition makes it manifest to acquire the legitimacy of some writings like, inte-
grability of some integrands, or some equivalences and inequalities intervening during the stochastic
calculation in the next sections. Let t0, t1 and t2 be real numbers such that 0 ≤ t0 < t1 < t2 ≤ T .
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Proposition 2.18. Let f : [t0, t2] × Ω −→ E be a strongly measurable mapping. If f defines an
element of Lp

F
(Ω; γ(t0, t2;E)) then the E-valued mapping

S(.− t1)f : (u, ω) ∈ [t1, t2]× Ω 7→ S(u− t1)f(u, ω),

is strongly measurable and defines an element of Lp
F
(Ω; γ(t1, t2;E)).

Furthermore, the integral
∫ t2

t1
S(u−t1)f(u)du belongs to Lp(Ω;E) and t 7→

∫ t2

t
S(u−t)f(u)du defines

an element of Lp(Ω; γ(t0, t2;E)) such that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t2

t1

S(u− t1)f(u)du

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;E)

≤
√
t2 − t1γ(S) ‖f‖Lp

F
(Ω;γ(t0,t2;E)) , (23)

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
∫ t2

t

S(u− t)f(u)du

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(t0,t2;E))

≤ (t2 − t0)γ(S) ‖f‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(t0,t2;E)) . (24)

Proof. Let e be a fixed vector in E, and consider for each natural number m the following simple
function

hm =

2m−1
∑

j=0

1{t1+ j
2m (t2−t1)≤u<t1+

j+1
2m (t2−t1)}S

( j

2m
(t2 − t1)

)

e+ 1{t2}S(t2 − t1)e.

From the strong continuity of (S(u− t1))u∈[t1,t2], it’s easy to see that for any v ∈ [t1, t2[:

lim
m→∞

hm(v) = S(v − t1)e.

Thus, the application u ∈ [t1, t2] 7−→ S(u− t1)e is strongly measurable. Therefore, S(.− t1)f is also
strongly measurable by taking into account the uniformly boundedness of (S(t− t1))t∈[t1,t2].

On the other hand, there exists a negligible set N from F0 such that for each ω from (Ω \ N ),
the mapping f(., ω) defines an element of γ(t0, t2;E) according to Lemma 2.7 in [27].
Let ω be a fixed element of (Ω \ N ). Once more, according to the strong continuity of (S(t −
t1))t∈[t1,t2] we have S(. − t1) : [t1, t2] −→ L(E) is a strong measurable mapping (in the sense of
Definition 8.5.1 in [17]). Thus, by applying Kalton-Weis multiplier theorem [[17], Theorem 9.5.1],
we infer that

u ∈ [t1, t2] 7−→ S(u− t1)f(u, ω),

belongs to γ∞(t1, t2;E) and

‖S(.− t1)f(., ω)‖γ(t1,t2;E) ≤ γ(S) ‖f(., ω)‖γ(t0,t2;E) .

Let (gn)n≥1 be a sequence of E-valued F-adapted step processes defined on [t0, t2]×Ω and converging
to f in Lp(Ω; γ(t0, t2;E)). From Kalton-Weis multiplier theorem and Proposition 2.12, we have

‖S(.− t1)f(., ω)− S(.− t1)g
n(., ω)‖γ(t1,t2;E) ≤ γ(S) ‖f(., ω)− gn(., ω)‖γ(t0,t2;E) , (25)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t2

t1

S(u− t1)
(

(f − gn)(u, ω)
)

du

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

≤
√
t2 − t1γ(S) ‖f(., ω)− gn(., ω)‖γ(t0,t2;E) , (26)

for a.s.ω. We start from (25) in order to obtain that S(.−t1)f defines an element of Lp (Ω; γ(t1, t2;E)),
and since S(.− t1)g

n is a F-adapted process then S(.− t1)f defines an element of Lp
F
(Ω; γ(t1, t2;E))

according to [[27], Propositions 2.11− 2.12]. Moreover, tanks to the inequalities (26) we infer that
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∫ t2

t1
S(u− t1)f(u)du is P-strongly measurable and belongs to Lp(Ω;E) with the estimate (23).

Further, by take a look at Lemma 2.6 in [31], we derive for a.s.ω the following inequalities:
∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
∫ t2

t

S(u− t)
(

(f − gn)(u, ω)
)

du

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ(t0,t2;E)

≤ (t2 − t0)γ(S) ‖f(., ω)− gn(., ω)‖γ(t0,t2;E) .

Therefore, t 7−→
∫ t2

t
S(u− t)f(u)du belongs to Lp(Ω; γ(t0, t2;E)) and the estimate (24) holds.

Definition 2.19. A strongly measurable and adapted process ϕ : [0, T ] × Ω −→ E is said to be
Lp-stochastically integrable with respect to W if the following conditions are fulfilled

1) For all x∗ ∈ E∗ we have < ϕ, x∗ >∈ Lp(Ω;L2([0, T ])).

2) There exists a sequence of F-adapted step processes ϕn : [0, T ]× Ω −→ E such that:

i) (ϕn)n≥1 converges in measure on [0, T ]× Ω to ϕ,

ii) there exists a strongly measurable random variable I ∈ Lp(Ω;E) such that

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

ϕnudWu = I in Lp(Ω;E).

In this case, I is called the stochastic integral of ϕ with respect to W , notation
∫ T

0 ϕudWu := I.

Due to Theorem 3.6 in [27], a strongly measurable and adapted E-valued mapping ϕ is Lp-
stochastically integrable if and only if it defines an element of Lp (Ω; γ(0, T ;E)). Besides this, if a
process is Lp-stochastically integrable, its restriction on [0, t1]×Ω, still Lp-stochastically integrable.

Theorem 2.20 (Itô isomorphism). For any strongly measurable and adapted process ϕ ∈ Lp (Ω; γ(0, T ;E))
we have the following estimates

E

(∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0

ϕdW

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p)

hp E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

ϕdW

∥

∥

∥

∥

p
)

hp,E ‖ϕ‖p
L

p
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) .

Remark 2.21. (a) The UMD property is necessary in Theorem 2.20 in the sense that it is implied
by the validity of the statement in the theorem. For more details see [27].

(b) Let ϕ be a strongly measurable and adapted process defining element of Lp
F
(Ω; γ(0, t2;E)). By

virtue of Theorem 2.20 and Kalton-Weis multiplier theorem, we have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t2

t1

S(u− t1)ϕudWu

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;E)

hp,E ‖S(.− t1)ϕ‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(t1,t2;E))

≤ γ(S) ‖ϕ‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(0,t2;E)) .

The remaining proposition plays an important role in proving the existence of a solution (Y, Z)
of the BSEI (5). It enables to give an explicit formula determining the process Z.

Proposition 2.22 ([31], Lemma 3.5). If g : [t1, t2] × Ω −→ E is a strongly measurable mapping
defining element in Lp

F
(Ω; γ(t1, t2;E)), then there exists a unique τ ∈ Lp

F
(Ω; γ(t1, t2; γ(t1, t2;E)))

such that:

(i) Almost surely, τ is supported on the set {(u, s) ∈ [t1, t2]× [t1, t2] : s ≤ u}.
(ii) For almost all v ∈ [t1, t2] we have

g(v) = E(g(v)) +

∫ v

t1

τ(v, s)dWs in Lp(Ω;E).

(iii) ‖τ‖Lp(Ω;γ(t1,t2;γ(t1,t2;E))) .p,E ‖g‖Lp(Ω;γ(t1,t2;E)) .
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3 Backward Stochastic Evolution Inclusions in UMD Spaces

Let (Ω,F ,F,P) be a stochastic basis on which is defined a Brownian motion (Wt)0≤t≤T such that

F = FT and F :=
(

Ft

)

t∈[0,T ]
is the augmented natural filtration of (Wt)0≤t≤T .

3.1 Measurability of set-valued functions

Before introducing the problem assigned to this section, we start by defining the measurability of
set-valued functions, after that we state a lemma which will be useful to confirm, under suitable
conditions, the measurability of some set-valued functions. It should be noted that there are several
definitions in various situations, and the logical relations among the various definitions have been
worked out (see [11, 21] for more details). We deal with the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let F be a separable Banach space and (S,A ) be a measurable space.
Let H : S −→ Kcmpt (F ) be a set-valued function.

• H is called A -measurable if for any closed set B of F we have:

{s ∈ S : H(s) ∩B 6= ∅} ∈ A .

• For S = [0, T ]× Ω, we say that H is adapted if for any closed set B of F we have:

∀u ∈ [0, T ], {ω ∈ Ω : H(u, ω) ∩B 6= ∅} ∈ Ft.

Lemma 3.2. Let P be a σ-algebra on [0, T ]× Ω and let F, F̃ be two separable Banach spaces.
Let Π : [0, T ]× Ω× F̃ → Kcmpt(F ) be a P ⊗ B(F̃ )-measurable set-valued.

If f : [0, T ]× Ω → F̃ is a P-measurable mapping, then the following set-valued

H : [0, T ]× Ω −→ Kcmpt(F )
(u, ω) 7−→ Π(u, ω, f(u, ω))

is P-measurable.

Proof. According to Castaing representation theorem [[2], Theorem 6.6.8], there exists a sequence
(hn)n≥1 of P ⊗ B(F̃ )-measurable selections of Π such that:

Π(u, ω, x̃) = clF

(

∞
⋃

m=1

{hm (u, ω, x̃)}
)

,

for any (u, ω, x̃) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω× F̃ , where clF denotes the closure in F .
Thus, for any (u, ω) we have:

H (u, ω) = clF

(

∞
⋃

m=1

{hm (u, ω, f(u, ω))}
)

.

Thanks to the properties of measurable functions, we infer that (u, ω) 7−→ hm(u, ω, f(u, ω)) is P-
measurable mapping for each m ≥ 1. It remains only to apply once more Castaing representation
theorem in order to conclude the proof.
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3.2 Main result

Let E be a separable UMD space. Let A be the generator of a C0-semigroup {St}t≥0 on E.

Let us now take up our main topic, the study of the following backward stochastic evolution
inclusion

BSEI(1) :

{

dYu +AYudu ∈ G(u, Yu, Zu)du+ ZudWu, u ∈ [0, T ]

YT = ξ,
(27)

where G : [0, T ]×Ω×E×E → Kcmpt (E) is a B([0, T ])⊗F ⊗B(E)⊗B(E)-measurable set-valued.
Following common practice, we suppress the dependence on the underlying probability space from
the notation of the set-valued G.

For each B([0, T ])⊗F -measurable processes Y, Z defining elements of Lp
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)), let us

consider the following set :

ΛY,Z = ΛY,Z0,T := {g ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)) : g ∈ G(., Y, Z) a.e.(u, ω) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω} .

For every real number δ, 0 < δ < T, and each B([T − δ, T ]) ⊗ F -measurable processes Y, Z
defining elements of the space Lp

F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)) we consider the following set

ΛY,ZT−δ,T := {g ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)) : g ∈ G(., Y, Z) a.e.(u, ω) ∈ [T − δ, T ]× Ω} . (28)

The set ΛY,ZT−δ,T is considered as a subset of Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)). It is made up of (equivalence

classes of) random variables each of them is an element of Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)) and can be defined

by a such E-valued B([T − δ, T ]) ⊗ F -measurable process g defined on [T − δ, T ] × Ω such that
g(u, ω) belongs to G(u, Y (u, ω), Z(u, ω)) for almost everywhere (u, ω) from [T − δ, T ]× Ω.

Consider the following assumptions:

(H1) ξ belongs to Lp (Ω,FT ,P;E);

(H2) The set {St}t∈[0,T ] is γ-bounded i.e. the set of operators T := {St, t ∈ [0, T ]} is γ-bounded
in the sense of Definition 2.14;

(H3) The set-valued G has the following properties:

(i) ∀Y, Z ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)) , ΛY,Z is a non-empty set;

(ii) ∀Y, Z, Y ′, Z ′ ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)),

ρ(ΛY,Z,ΛY
′,Z′

) ≤ L
(

‖Y − Y ′‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) + ‖Z − Z ′‖Lp

F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))

)

;

where ρ(ΛY,Z,ΛY
′,Z′

) denotes the Hausdorff distance of ΛY,Z and ΛY
′,Z′

, and is defined simi-
larly to (7) taking into account the different spaces.

We put at our disposal another hypothesis:

(H4) The set-valued G has the following property: ∀Y, Z ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)) , ΛY,Z is a closed set.

Lemma 3.3. The following assertions hold:

1) If (H3) is satisfied then the set-valued G has also the following properties:
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(a) ∀s, t ∈ [0, T ], s < t, ∀Y, Z ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (s, t;E)) ,

ΛY,Zs,t := {g ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (s, t;E)) : g ∈ G(., Y, Z) a.e.(u, ω) ∈ [s, t]× Ω} 6= ∅;

(b) ∀s, t ∈ [0, T ], s < t, ∀Y, Z, Y ′, Z ′ ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (s, t;E)),

ρ(ΛY,Zs,t ,ΛY
′,Z′

s,t ) ≤ L
(

‖Y − Y ′‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E)) + ‖Z − Z ′‖Lp

F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E))

)

.

2) If the hypothesis (H4) is fulfilled then

∀s, t ∈ [0, T ], s < t, ∀Y, Z ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (s, t;E)) , ΛY,Zs,t is closed too.

Proof. Let s, t be two real numbers from [0, T ] such that s < t.
Let Y,Z be two B([0, T ])⊗ F -measurable processes defining elements of Lp

F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)).

Let h be a B([0, T ])⊗ F -measurable process defining an element of ΛY,Z .
Taking into account Remarks 2.9-(b), we derive for a.s. ω that

∥

∥h(., ω)|[s,t]
∥

∥

γ(s,t;E)
≤ ‖h(., ω)‖γ(0,T ;E)

then the restriction h|s,t of h on [s, t]× Ω defines an element of Lp
F
(Ω; γ (s, t;E)). Besides this h|s,t

belongs to G(.,Y,Z) for a.e. (u, ω) from [s, t]× Ω, therefore h|s,t defines an element of Λ
Y|s,t,Z|s,t

s,t .

1) Let Y, Z be two B([s, t]) ⊗ F -measurable processes defining elements of Lp
F
(Ω; γ (s, t;E)). Let

(Y n)n≥1 be a sequence of adapted step processes converging to Y with respect to the strong topology

of Lp
F
(Ω; γ (s, t;E)). Define the E-valued mappings Ỹ , Z̃ and the F-adapted step processes Ỹ n on

[0, T ]× Ω as follows:

Ỹ = 1[s,t]Y, Z̃ = 1[s,t]Z, Ỹ n = 1[s,t]Y
n.

Taking into account Remarks 2.9-(b), we derive for every natural number n that:

∫

Ω

‖Y (., ω)‖pγ(s,t;E) P(dω) =

∫

Ω

∥

∥

∥Ỹ (., ω)
∥

∥

∥

p

γ(0,T ;E)
P(dω) (29)

∫

Ω

‖Y (., ω)− Y n(., ω)‖pγ(s,t;E) P(dω) =

∫

Ω

∥

∥

∥Ỹ (., ω)− Ỹ n(., ω)
∥

∥

∥

p

γ(0,T ;E)
P(dω). (30)

Next, from (29) we infer that the process Ỹ defines an element of Lp (Ω; γ (0, T ;E)), and due to
(30) we derive that (Ỹ n)n≥1 converges to Ỹ in Lp (Ω; γ (0, T ;E)). Thus Ỹ defines an element of

Lp
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)), and Z̃ so does similarly.

Since ΛỸ ,Z̃ is non-empty, then Λ
Ỹ|s,t,Z̃|s,t

s,t is non-empty too, and ΛY,Zs,t so is.
Let Y ′, Z ′ be two B([s, t]) ⊗ F - measurable processes defining elements of Lp

F
(Ω; γ (s, t;E)), let g

be a B([s, t])⊗ F -measurable process defining element of ΛY,Zs,t , and define the following processes:

Ỹ ′ = 1[s,t]Y
′, Z̃ ′ = 1[s,t]Z

′, g̃ = 1[s,t]g.

We have:

dLp
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))(g̃,Λ

Ỹ ′,Z̃′
) ≥ inf

h∈ΛỸ ′,Z̃′

∥

∥(g̃ − h)|s,t
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E))

,
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where dLp
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))(g̃,Λ

Ỹ ′,Z̃′
) denotes the distance between the element of Lp

F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)) de-

fined by g̃ and the subset ΛỸ
′,Z̃′

. Thus,

dLp
F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E))(g,Λ

Y ′,Z′

s,t ) ≤ L

(

∥

∥

∥
Ỹ − Ỹ ′

∥

∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))

+
∥

∥

∥
Z̃ − Z̃ ′

∥

∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))

)

= L
(

‖Y − Y ′‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E)) + ‖Z − Z ′‖Lp

F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E))

)

.

Therefore the properties (a) and (b) are proved.

2) To prove the second claim, let (gn)n≥1 be a Cauchy sequence in ΛY,Zs,t and let h̃ be in Λ0E ,0E
0,T .

Next, let’s take:
Ỹ = 1[s,t]Y, Z̃ = 1[s,t]Z, g̃n = 1[s,t]g

n + 1([0,T ]\[s,t])h̃.

Since (g̃n)n≥1 is a Cauchy sequence in the closed set ΛỸ ,Z̃0,T , therefore it converges to g̃ ∈ ΛỸ ,Z̃0,T .

Consequently, (gn)n≥1 converges to the restriction of g̃ on [s, t]× Ω which belongs to ΛY,Zs,t .

Remark 3.4. Assume that (H3) and (H4) are fulfilled. Let s, t be two real numbers such that
0 ≤ s < t ≤ T and let Y, Z ∈ Lp

F
(Ω; γ(s, t;E)). Let (Y n)n≥1 and (Zn)n≥1 be two sequences of

adapted step processes converging respectively to Y and Z in Lp
F
(Ω; γ(s, t;E)).

By virtue of (H4) we derive the closedness of the sets ΛY,Zs,t , ΛY
n,Zn

s,t in Lp
F
(Ω; γ(s, t;E)), and by (H3)

the sequence (ρ(ΛY,Zs,t ,ΛY
n,Zn

s,t ))n≥1 converges to 0. Then, due to Proposition 1.1.3 in [14] we have:

ΛY,Zs,t =
⋂

n≥1

clLp
F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E))(

⋃

m≥n

ΛY
m,Zm

s,t ),

where clLp
F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E)) denotes the closure in Lp

F
(Ω; γ(s, t;E)).

Let us now introduce the definition of our BSEI.

Definition 3.5. A pair (Y, Z) of B([0, T ])⊗F -measurable and F-adapted processes is called a mild
Lp-solution for the inclusion (27) if it satisfies the following properties:

(a) Y, Z ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E));

(b) Y belongs to C([0, T ];Lp (Ω;E));

(c) There exists a B([0, T ]) ⊗ F -measurable process g : [0, T ]× Ω −→ E such that g ∈ ΛY,Z and
for any t ∈ [0, T ]:

Yt +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)gudu+

∫ T

t

S(u− t)Z(u)dWu = S(T − t)ξ in Lp (Ω;E) . (31)

It should be noted that the integral as a second term in the left-hand side of the equation (31) is in
the sense of Proposition 2.12.

The first main theorem of this section is the following.

Theorem 3.6. Let (H1)−(H4) be satisfied and assume in addition that E has the upper contraction
property. Then, the backward stochastic evolution inclusion (27) admits a mild Lp-solution (Y, Z).
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Proof. We shall use the successive approximation method, called the Picard iteration method, to
construct a mild Lp-solution to the BSEI (27). For this purpose, we will divide the proof into four
steps.
First step: In the beginning, we will show that the sets defined by (28) intervene by iteratively
applying the characterization of the lower bound property in order to obtain sequences allowing
to approximate the different factors involved in the resolution of the BSEI (27). These sets are
non-empty whatever the parameters that make up its determination according to Lemma 3.3.

Let 0 < δ ≤ T (which will be chosen later) and (εn)n∈N be a sequence of strictly positive real
numbers.
We initialize by taking the three processes defined on [T − δ, T ]× Ω as follows:

Y 0 = g0 = Z0 = 0E .

It yields that we can construct by induction sequences (Y n)n∈N
, (Zn)n∈N

of E-valued measurable
and adapted processes, and (gn)n∈N

of E-valued measurable processes such that for any natural
number n and for any real number t from [T − δ, T ] we have



























(i) gn defines an element from ΛY
n−1,Zn−1

T−δ,T such that
∥

∥gn − gn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ ρ
(

ΛY
n−1,Zn−1

T−δ,T ,ΛY
n−2,Zn−2

T−δ,T

)

+ εn−1;

(ii) Y n (resp. Zn) defines element of the space Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)) such that

Y n
t +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)gnudu +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)ZnudWu = S(T − t)ξ in Lp (Ω;E) .

(32)

By taking a look at Proposition 2.18 one can see obviously that the second and third terms on
the left-hand side of each equation in (ii) are well-defined as elements of Lp(Ω;E).

Now, we will show that the sequences of the processes previously announced are sufficient to lead
us to at least one mild Lp-solution of the stochastic evolution inclusion studied. The proof will be
divided into four steps.
Second step: The claim in this step is that for δ small enough, the sequences (Y n)n∈N

, (Zn)n∈N

converge in Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)) to limits Y and Z respectively.

For every n, we start from the following formulas :

Y n+1
t +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)gn+1
u du+

∫ T

t

S(u− t)Zn+1
u dWu = S(T − t)ξ (33)

Y n
t +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)gnudu+

∫ T

t

S(u− t)ZnudWu = S(T − t)ξ (34)

Y n+1
T = Y n

T = ξ.

Subtracting (33) and (34) we get

Y n+1
t − Y n

t +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)
(

gn+1
u − gnu

)

du+

∫ T

t

S(u− t)
(

Zn+1
u − Znu

)

dWu = 0Lp(Ω;E). (35)

According to Proposition 2.22, we infer that there exists τi ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ; γ (T − δ, T ;E))) for

each i = n, n+1, such that for almost all u ∈ [T − δ, T ] we have in Lp(Ω;E) the following equalities

giu = E
(

giu
)

+

∫ u

T−δ

τi(u, s)dWs, i = n, n+ 1.

It follows, for almost all u ∈ [T − δ, T ] we have:

gn+1
u − gnu = E

(

gn+1
u − gnu

)

+

∫ u

T−δ

(

τn+1(u, s)− τn(u, s)
)

dWs,
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in Lp(Ω;E). Thus, once more due to Proposition 2.22 we derive that

∥

∥τn+1 − τn
∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;γ(T−δ,T ;E)))
.p,E

∥

∥gn+1 − gn
∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))
. (36)

On the other hand, by uniqueness of the mild Lp-solution
(

Y n+1 − Y n, Zn+1 − Zn
)

one can see that

Zn+1
u − Znu =

∫ T

u

S(s− u)
(

τn+1(s, u)− τn(s, u)
)

ds.

Thus, according to [31] (Lemma 2.6, Lemma 2.9) and thanks to inequality (36) we have successively

∥

∥Zn+1 − Zn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ δ
1
2 γ(S)

∥

∥τn+1 − τn
∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(Γδ ;E))

.p,E δ
1
2 γ(S)

∥

∥τn+1 − τn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;γ(T−δ,T ;E)))

.p,E δ
1
2 γ(S)

∥

∥gn+1 − gn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

, (37)

where γ(S) is the γ-bound of T and Γδ := {(u, v) ∈ [T − δ, T ]× [T − δ, T ] : T − δ < v ≤ u < T }.
Consequently, by using (32) we have

∥

∥Zn+1 − Zn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

(38)

.p,E δ
1
2 γ(S)

(

L
∥

∥Y n − Y n−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ L
∥

∥Zn − Zn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ εn

)

.

Due to Proposition 2.12 and the isomorphism (14) we infer that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
∫ T

t

S(u− t)
(

Zn+1
u − Znu

)

dWu

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

(39)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
∫ T

t

S(u− t)

(

∫ T

u

S(s− u)
(

τn+1(s, u)− τn(s, u)
)

ds

)

dWu

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
∫ T

t

∫ T

u

S(s− t)
(

τn+1(s, u)− τn(s, u)
)

dsdWu

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

hp

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
∫ T

t

∫ T

u

S(s− t)
(

τn+1(s, u)− τn(s, u)
)

dsdWu

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ(T−δ,T ;Lp(Ω;E))

=: (M2).

Taking into account Theorem 2.20, Proposition 2.12 and the isomorphism (14) we derive that

(M2) hp,E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
[

u 7−→ 1t≤u

∫ T

u

S(s− t)∆τn(s, u)ds

]∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ(T−δ,T ;Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E)))

(40)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
[

u 7−→ 1t≤u S(u− t)

∫ T

u

S(s− u)∆τn(s, u)ds

]∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ(T−δ,T ;Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E)))

hp

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
[

u 7−→ 1t≤u S(u− t)

∫ T

u

S(s− u)∆τn(s, u)ds

]∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;γ(T−δ,T ;E)))

=: (M3)
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where ∆τn := τn+1 − τn.
According to both, Kalton-Weis multiplier theorem and Example (2.10), one can see that:

(M3) ≤ γ(S)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
[

u 7−→
∫ T

u

S(s− u)
(

τn+1(s, u)− τn(s, u)
)

ds

]∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;γ(T−δ,T ;E)))

(41)

= δ
1
2 γ(S)

∥

∥Zn+1 − Zn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

.

It follows, by combining (39), (40) and (41) with (38), that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
∫ T

t

S(u− t)
(

Zn+1
u − Znu

)

dWu

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

(42)

.p,E δγ(S)2
(

L
∥

∥Y n − Y n−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ L
∥

∥Zn − Zn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ εn

)

.

On the other hand, it turns out from Proposition 2.18 that:
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

t 7−→
∫ T

t

S(u− t)
(

gn+1
u − gnu

)

du

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ δγ(S)
∥

∥gn+1 − gn
∥

∥

Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ δγ(S)
(

L
∥

∥Y n − Y n−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ L
∥

∥Zn − Zn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ εn

)

. (43)

Therefore, taking into account (42) and (43) we derive from (35) that:
∥

∥Y n+1 − Y n
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

(44)

.p,E δγ(S)(1 + γ(S))
(

L
∥

∥Y n − Y n−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ L
∥

∥Zn − Zn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ εn

)

.

Summing the two inequalities (38) and (44), member to member, to lead us to the following
∥

∥Y n+1 − Y n
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+
∥

∥Zn+1 − Zn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

(45)

≤ β δ
1
2

(

∥

∥Y n − Y n−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+
∥

∥Zn − Zn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+
εn
L

)

,

where
β := cp,ELγ(S)

(

1 + T
1
2 (1 + γ(S))

)

,

and cp,E is a constant depending on both, the space E and the real number p.
Iterating (45) to obtain:

∥

∥Y n+1 − Y n
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+
∥

∥Zn+1 − Zn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ (βδ
1
2 )n

(

∥

∥Y 1 − Y 0
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+
∥

∥Z1 − Z0
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+
βδ

1
2

L

n
∑

i=1

εi

(β
√
δ)i

)

.

By choosing δ =
1

4

( 1

β2
∧ T

)

and εi =
(β

√
δ

2

)i

, one can see that there exists a constant C not

depending on n such that:

∥

∥Y n+1 − Y n
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+
∥

∥Zn+1 − Zn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ C

2n
.
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Henceforth, (Y n)n and (Zn)n are Cauchy sequences in the Banach space Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)).

Thus by Theorem 2.20 and the Brownian martingale representation theorem [[31], (3.2)], they con-
verge to B([T − δ, T ])⊗ F -measurable and adapted limits Y and Z respectively.
Moreover, by virtue of (10) we have for any x∗ ∈ E∗

‖< Y − Y n, x∗ >‖Lp(Ω;L2([T−δ,T ])) ≤ ‖Y − Y n‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E)) ‖x∗‖E∗ .

Then, (< Y n, x∗ >)n converges in measure to < Y, x∗ > for every x∗ ∈ E∗.
Third step: Now, we shall verify that the pair (Y, Z) obtained in the second step leads us to solve
locally the backward stochastic evolution inclusion (27) for t ∈ [T − δ, T ].
Since,

∥

∥gn+1 − gn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ ρ
(

ΛY
n,Zn

T−δ,T ,Λ
Y n−1,Zn−1

T−δ,T

)

+ εn

≤ L
∥

∥Y n − Y n−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ L
∥

∥Zn − Zn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ εn

≤ L
C

2n−1
+
(β

√
δ

2

)n

≤ LC + 1

2n

then the sequence (gn)n converges in Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)).

According to hypothesis (H3)− (ii) we have for any natural number n

ρ
(

ΛY,ZT−δ,T ,Λ
Y n−1,Zn−1

T−δ,T

)

≤ L
∥

∥Y − Y n−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+ L
∥

∥Z − Zn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

.

Thus,

lim
n−→+∞

dLp
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

(

gn,ΛY,ZT−δ,T

)

= 0, (46)

where dLp
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

(

gn,ΛY,ZT−δ,T

)

denotes the distance between the element of Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E))

defined by gn and the subset ΛY,ZT−δ,T .

It yields that the limit of (gn)n belongs to the closure of ΛY,ZT−δ,T in Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)). By virtue

of hypothesis (H4) and Lemma 3.3, there exists a measurable process g ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E))

such that
g(u, ω) ∈ G(u, Y (u, ω), Z(u, ω)) for a.e.(u, ω) ∈ [T − δ, T ]× Ω.

It remains to focus our analysis to the equation (34) in order to show the aim of this step.
Let t ∈ [T − δ, T ] . We have:

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

t

S(u− t)
(

gu − gnu

)

du

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;E)

≤
√
Tγ(S) ‖g − gn‖Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

and,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

t

S(u− t)
(

Zu − Znu

)

dWu

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;E)

hp,E ‖S(.− t)(Z − Zn)‖Lp(Ω;γ(t,T ;E))

≤ γ(S) ‖Z − Zn‖Lp(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E)) .
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Moreover, Y n is continuous in Lp (Ω;E) since the stochastic integral is continuous in pth moment
due to Proposition 4.3 in [27], the second term in the left hand side of (34) is continuous in Lp (Ω;E)
according to Proposition 2.18, and the right hand side of (34) is continuous in Lp (Ω;E) according
to dominated convergence theorem. Therefore, (Y n)n≥1 converges in C([T − δ, T ];Lp(Ω;E)) to

S(T − .)ξ −
∫ T

.

S(u− .)gudu−
∫ T

.

S(u− .)ZudWu.

Since E is separable reflexive then the dual space E∗ is separable, and due to Corollary 1.1.25 in
[16] the sequence (Y n)n≥1 converges in C([T − δ, T ];Lp(Ω;E)) to a limit equal to Y for a.e.(u, ω) .
Consequently, there exists a pair (Y, Z) mild Lp-solution of the problem (27) on [T − δ, T ].
Fourth step: For fear of not being complete we will see in this last step how to build a mild
Lp-solution of the BSEI (27) by investing the existence of a local mild Lp-solution over a sufficiently
small diameter interval included in [0, T ].

Let δ is the value generated the convergence and the mild Lp-solution of (27) on [T − δ, T ] in the
previous step. In an identical way, we have the existence of the solution on the interval [T−2δ, T−δ].
By a finite number of steps, we cover in this way the whole interval [0, T ].

Remark 3.7. It would be necessary to discuss the special case where, h : [0, T ]×Ω×E×E −→ E is a
B([0, T ])⊗F⊗B(E)⊗B(E)-measurable mapping such that for any (t, ω, x, y) from [0, T ]×Ω×E×E

G(t, x, y) =
{

h(t, x, y)
}

.

Assume that the hypotheses (H1)− (H3) are satisfied.
Let Y, Y ′, Z and Z ′ be measurable processes defining elements of Lp

F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)).

Since ΛY,Z 6= ∅, then the process h(., Y, Z) : (t, ω) 7−→ h(t, ω, Y (t, ω), Z(t, ω)) defines an element of
Lp
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)). Further, we have from (H3)− (ii) the following:

‖h(., Y, Z)− h(., Y ′, Z ′)‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) = dLp

F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))(h(., Y, Z),ΛY

′,Z′

)

= ρ(ΛY,Z ,ΛY
′,Z′

)

≤ L
(

‖Y − Y ′‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) + ‖Z − Z ′‖Lp

F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))

)

.

Therefore, if in addition E has the upper contraction property, we deduce according to the study
that was done to solve the BSEE (4) that there exist Y ∗, Z∗ two measurable and adapted processes
defining elements of Lp

F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)) such that for any t ∈ [0, T ]:

Y ∗
t +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)h(u, Y ∗(u), Z∗(u))du+

∫ T

t

S(u− t)Z∗(u)dWu = S(T − t)ξ in Lp (Ω;E) .

It is worth mentioning that the set ΛY,Z contains a unique equivalence class of the space Lp
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)),

thus it was well closed and the hypothesis (H4) was already satisfied.

Before introducing other result, the following lemma illustrates that the geometric property
cotype 2 guarantees the reduction of the assumptions needed to solve the BSEI (27).

Lemma 3.8. Let F be a separable reflexive Banach space with cotype 2.
Let H : [0, T ]× Ω −→ Kcmpt(F ) be a set-valued function and let t′, t′′ be two numbers from [0, T ],
t′ < t′′, such that the following set

∆t′,t′′ := {h ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ (t′, t′′;F )) : h(t, ω) ∈ H(t, ω) a.e.(t, ω) ∈ [t′, t′′]× Ω} (47)

is non-empty. Then, ∆t′,t′′ is closed for the strong topology of Lp
F
(Ω; γ (t′, t′′;F )).
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Proof. Let h : [t′, t′′]×Ω −→ F be a measurable mapping defining an element of Lp (Ω; γ (t′, t′′;F )).
Taking into account Theorem 9.2.11 in [17] and Hölder inequality, we derive that:

υγ2,F

(∫

Ω

‖h‖pγ(t′,t′′;F ) dP

)
1
p

≥
(∫

Ω

‖h‖pL2([t′,t′′];F ) dP

)
1
p

≥
(∫

Ω

(t′′ − t′)p(
1
2−

1
2∧p

) ‖h‖pL2∧p([t′,t′′];F ) dP

)
1
p

≥ (t′′ − t′)
1
2−

1
2∧p

(∫

Ω

‖h‖2∧pL2∧p([t′,t′′];F ) dP

)
1

2∧p

, (48)

where υγ2,F is the Gaussian cotype 2 constant ([17], Definition 7.1.17).
Thus, from (48) and Tonelli’s theorem we get to:

υγ2,F ‖h‖Lp(Ω;γ(t′,t′′;F )) ≥ (t′′ − t′)
1
2−

1
2∧p ‖h‖L2∧p([t′,t′′]×Ω;F ) . (49)

Let (hn)n≥1 be a sequence from ∆t′,t′′ converging to B w.r.t. the strong topology of Lp
F
(Ω; γ (t′, t′′;F )).

According to (49) one can see that (hn)n≥1 is a Cauchy sequence of L2∧p([t′, t′′] × Ω;F ), and thus
it converges in this space to a measurable mapping h : [t′, t′′]× Ω −→ F .
Then there exists a subsequence (hϕ(n))n≥1 such that:

hϕ(n)
F−−−−−→

n→+∞
h for almost everywhere (t, ω) ∈ [t′, t′′]× Ω.

Keeping in mind the nature of the range of H , we infer that h(t, ω) ∈ H(t, ω) for a.e.(t, ω) ∈ [t′, t′′]×Ω.
Since (hϕ(n))n≥1 is a sequence from ∆t′,t′′ converging to B, then there exists a further subsequence
(hϕ◦φ(n))n≥1 such that for almost surely ω ∈ Ω we have:

hϕ◦φ(n)(., ω)
γ(t′,t′′;F)−−−−−−→
n→+∞

B(ω).

Let N ′(Ω) be the P-negligible set which correspond to the previous assertion.
Let ω be a fixed element from the complement of N ′(Ω). By applying once more Theorem 9.2.11
in [17], we derive that for any natural numbers n,m :

∥

∥

∥h
ϕ◦φ(n)(., ω)− hϕ◦φ(m)(., ω)

∥

∥

∥

L2([t′,t′′];F )
≤ υγ2,F

∥

∥Ihϕ◦φ(n)(.,ω) − Ihϕ◦φ(m)(.,ω)

∥

∥

γ(t′,t′′;F )
,

where Ihϕ◦φ(n)(.,ω) designes the Pettis integral operator associated to hϕ◦φ(n)(., ω) in the sense of

Definition 2.8. Thus, (hϕ◦φ(n)(., ω))n≥1 is a Cauchy sequence in L2([t′, t′′];F ) for any ω outside of
N ′(Ω). On the other hand, according to Tonelli’s theorem we have

lim
n−→∞

∥

∥

∥h
ϕ◦φ(n) − h

∥

∥

∥

L2∧p([t′,t′′]×Ω;F )
= 0 =⇒ lim

n−→∞

∫

Ω

∥

∥

∥h
ϕ◦φ(n)(., ω)− h(., ω)

∥

∥

∥

2∧p

L2∧p([t′,t′′];F )
P(dω) = 0.

Then, there exists a P-negligible set N (Ω) which contains N ′(Ω) and such that (hϕ◦φ(n)(., ω))n≥1

converges to h(., ω) with respect to the strong topology of L2∧p([t′, t′′];F ) for any ω outside of
N (Ω). It follows that (hϕ◦φ(n)(., ω))n≥1 converges to h(., ω) with respect to the strong topology of
L2([t′, t′′];F ) and h(., ω) ∈ L2([t′, t′′];F ) for any ω outside of N (Ω). Subsequently, for any ω from
Ω \ N (Ω), there exists a subsequence (hϕ◦φ◦ψω(n))n≥1 such that:

hϕ◦φ◦ψω(n)(., ω)
γ(t′,t′′;F)−−−−−−→
n→+∞

B(ω),

hϕ◦φ◦ψω(n)(t, ω)
F−−−−−→

n→+∞
h(t, ω) for a.e. t ∈ [t′, t′′].
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Then, according to Lemma 9.2.7 in [17], we infer that B(ω) = Ih(.,ω) for almost surely ω. Moreover,
h defines the random variable B by virtue of Lemma 2.7 in [27]. Therefore h defines an element of
∆t′,t′′ . Finally ∆t′,t′′ is closed.

Example 3.9. Let κ : [0, T ]×Ω −→ Kcmpt(R) be a B([0, T ])⊗F -measurable F-adapted set-valued

such that the quantity E

(

‖|κ|̺′‖pL2([0,T ])

)

is finite, where ̺′ is the Hausdorff distance on Kcmpt(R).

Let x be a fixed element of E and putting G(u, ω, ., .) = κ(u, ω)x for any (u, ω) from [0, T ]× Ω.
According to Proposition 2.5 in [23], there is a ΣF-measurable selection f of κ, and by virtue of
Corollary 1.1.2 in [16], we infer that the function f ⊗ x is also ΣF-measurable. Moreover,

‖f ⊗ x‖pLp(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) = E

(

‖f ⊗ x‖pγ(0,T ;E)

)

= E

(

‖f‖pL2([0,T ]) ‖x‖
p
E

)

≤ ‖x‖pE E

(

‖|κ|̺′‖pL2([0,T ])

)

,

thus the hypothesis (H3) is fulfilled.
Since G takes images in Kcmpt(vect < x >), and vect < x > has cotype 2 according to Theorem
7.3.1 in [17], then (H4) is also fulfilled.

The second main theorem of this section is the following.

Theorem 3.10. Let (H1)−(H3) be satisfied and assume in addition that E has the upper contraction
property and with cotype 2. Then, the backward stochastic evolution inclusion (27) admits a mild
Lp-solution (Y, Z), and the associated process g can be chosen ΣF-measurable.

Proof. It suffices to arguing similarly as in the proof of Theorem 3.6 and applying Lemma 3.8 when
calculating the limit of the sequence (gn)n constructed in the settings (32), in order to obtain a
mild-Lp solution (Y, Z) with an associated measurable process g̃ ∈ ΛY,Z .
Let (g̃n)n be a sequence of F-adapted step processes converging to g̃ in Lp(Ω; γ(0, T ;E)).
Similarly to (49), we have for every natural numbers n,m

υγ2,E ‖g̃n − g̃m‖Lp(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) ≥ T
1
2−

1
2∧p ‖g̃n − g̃m‖L2∧p([0,T ]×Ω,ΣF;E) , (50)

υγ2,E ‖g̃n − g̃‖Lp(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) ≥ T
1
2−

1
2∧p ‖g̃n − g̃‖L2∧p([0,T ]×Ω,B([0,T ])⊗F ;E) . (51)

From (50), there exist a measurable and adapted process g, and a negligible set N1 ∈ ΣF such
that (g̃n)n converges pointwise to g outside of N1. Moreover, (51) asserts that there exists N2 ∈
B([0, T ])⊗ F such that (g̃n)n converges pointwise to g̃ outside of N2. Therefore g and g̃ are equal
outside of a negligible set N ∈ B([0, T ])⊗F . Finally, g and g̃ define the same element of ΛY,Z.

The remaining lemma is concerned to determine, under suitable conditions, a relationship be-
tween the notion of subtrajectory integrals and the set defined by (47).

Lemma 3.11. Let F be a separable reflexive Banach space. Let H : [0, T ]× Ω −→ Kcmpt(F ) be a
set-valued function, let p = 2 and assume that ∆0,T is non-empty. The following assertions hold:

(a) If F has cotype 2, then each element of ∆0,T can be defined by an element of S2
ΣF
(H).

(b) If F is a Hilbert space, then each element g ∈ S2
ΣF
(H) defines an element Ug ∈ ∆0,T and we

have ‖g‖L2([0,T ]×Ω;F ) = ‖Ug‖L2
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;F )).

Proof. (a) Let g be a measurable mapping defining an element X in ∆0,T . Since F has cotype 2,
then it suffices to argue similarly as in the proof of Theorem 3.10 in order to have the existence of
a measurable and adapted mapping g̃ defining the same random variable X . Next, by using the
continuous embedding γ(0, T ;F ) →֒ L2([0, T ];F ) we get g̃ ∈ S2

ΣF
(H).

(b) Let g be a ΣF-measurable mapping from S2
ΣF
(H). Taking into account Proposition 1.2.24 in [16],
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the function f : u ∈ [0, T ] 7−→ g(u, .) defines an element of L2([0, T ];L2(Ω;F )). Since L2(Ω;F ) is a
Hilbert space, we derive from [[17], Proposition 9.2.9] that L2([0, T ];L2(Ω;F )) = γ(0, T ;L2(Ω;F ))
isometrically. Thus f belongs to γ(0, T ;L2(Ω;F )).
Let If : L2([0, T ]) −→ L2(Ω;F ) the Pettis integrale operator in the sense of Definition 2.8, and let
U be the random variable such that Iγ(U) = If , where Iγ is the isomorphism defined as in (13)
(with s = 0, t = T and E = F ).
Let h ∈ L2([0, T ]). Since f̃ : u ∈ [0, T ] 7−→ h(u)f(u) defines an element of L1([0, T ];L2(Ω;F )), then
the image If (h) and the Bochner integral of f̃ agree.
Let (gn)n≥1 be a sequence converging to g in the space L2([0, T ]× Ω,B([0, T ]) ⊗ F ;F ) such that

gn =
∑kn

j=1 1Aj
n
1
B

j
n
xnj , A

j
n ∈ B([0, T ]), Bj

n ∈ F , xnj ∈ F . It is easily to check that

(

∫ Bochner

[0,T ]

h(u)gn(u, .)du

)

(ω) =

∫ Bochner

[0,T ]

h(u)gn(u, ω)du, (52)

for every pair (n, ω). Since for a subsequence, the right-hand side (resp. left-hand side) of (52)
converges pointwise for almost surely ω, then

(

∫ Bochner

[0,T ]

h(u)g(u, .)du

)

(ω) =

∫ Bochner

[0,T ]

h(u)g(u, ω)du a.s. ω. (53)

On the other hand, by virtue of the isometry γ(0, T ;F ) = L2([0, T ];F ) we have g(., ω) ∈ γ(0, T ;F )
for a.s.ω. Thus, the Pettis integral Ig(.,ω)(h) and the right hand side of (53) agree for a.s.ω, moreover
U(ω)h = Ig(.,ω)(h) for a.s.ω. Next, according to the separability of the space L2([0, T ]), we infer
that there exists a P-negligible set N such that

∀ω ∈ Ω \ N , ∀h ∈ L2([0, T ]), U(ω)h = Ig(.,ω)(h).

Therefore g(., ω) defines U(ω) for all ω ∈ Ω \ N , and g defines U .
Finally, it suffices to apply [[27], Propositions 2.11 and 2.12] in order to accomplish the proof.

4 Martingale type 2 Spaces’s case

Let (Ω,F ,F,P) be a stochastic basis on which is defined a Brownian motion (Wt)0≤t≤T such that

F = FT and F :=
(

Ft

)

t∈[0,T ]
is the augmented natural filtration of (Wt)0≤t≤T .

We start by declaring the following lemma which will prove both, measurability and adaptness
of the orthogonal projection, of a measurable and adapted process onto a measurable and adapted
set-valued under appropriate conditions.

Lemma 4.1. Let F be a reflexive separable Banach space.
Let Θ : [0, T ] × Ω → Kccmpt (F ) and ϕ : [0, T ]× Ω → F be two B([0, T ]) ⊗ F -measurable and

adapted processes.
Then, there exists a measurable and adapted selection θ of Θ such that for any (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ]×

Ω, we have:
dF (ϕ(t, ω),Θ(t, ω)) = ‖θ(t, ω)− ϕ(t, ω)‖F .

Proof. Let (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ]×Ω. Since Θ(t, ω) is a nonempty closed convex set of F , and F is reflexive,
then there exists θ(t, ω) an element of Θ(t, ω) such that dF (ϕ(t, ω),Θ(t, ω)) = ‖θ(t, ω)− ϕ(t, ω)‖F .
Next, since Θ is a B([0, T ])⊗F -measurable and adapted set-valued process, then it is ΣF-measurable.
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Thus according to Castaing representation theorem we derive that there exists a sequence (θn)n≥1

of measurable and adapted selections of Θ such that Θ(t, ω) = clF (∪∞
n=1 {θn (t, ω)}) for all (t, ω) ∈

[0, T ]× Ω. It follows that:

∀(t, ω) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω, dF (ϕ(t, ω),Θ(t, ω)) = inf
n≥1

‖ϕ(t, ω)− θn (t, ω)‖F .

Then, the process (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω 7−→ dF (ϕ(t, ω),Θ(t, ω)) is measurable and adapted.
Taking into account Theorem III.41 in [7], we infer that the set-valued:

(t, ω) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω 7−→ Bf (ϕ(t, ω), dF (ϕ(t, ω),Θ(t, ω)))

is B([0, T ])⊗F -measurable and adapted, where Bf designates a closed ball in F . So, the set-valued

(t, ω) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω 7−→ Bf (ϕ(t, ω), dF (ϕ(t, ω),Θ(t, ω)))
⋂

Θ(t, ω)

is B([0, T ])⊗ F -measurable and adapted by applying Proposition 6.5.7 in [2]. On the other hand,

Bf (ϕ(t, ω), dF (ϕ(t, ω),Θ(t, ω)))
⋂

Θ(t, ω) = {θ(t, ω)}

for any (t, ω) from [0, T ] × Ω. Therefore, the mapping θ : [0, T ] × Ω −→ F is measurable and
adapted.

Let E be a separable UMD space. Let A be the generator of a C0-semigroup {St}t≥0 on E. We
now propose to study the following backward stochastic evolution inclusion:

BSEI(2) :

{

dYu +AYudu ∈ G (u, Yu, Zu) du+ ZudWu

YT = ξ
(54)

where G : [0, T ]×Ω×E×E → Kccmpt (E) is a B([0, T ])⊗F ⊗B(E)⊗B(E)-measurable set-valued.
It can be seen that the set-valued introduced in problem (54) has a more specific range compared
to the set-valued in problem (27), which will enable us to exploit Lemma 4.1.

Let us consider the following package of hypotheses:

(H ′
1) (i) ξ belongs to Lp (Ω,FT ,P;E);

(ii) the set {St}t∈[0,T ] is γ-bounded.

(H ′
2) The set-valued G has the following properties:

(i) G is a ΣF ⊗ B(E)⊗ B(E)-measurable set-valued;

(ii) E

(

∥

∥

∥|G (., 0E, 0E)|̺
∥

∥

∥

p

L2([0,T ])

)

< ∞;

(iii) for any measurable mappings Y, Y′, Z, Z′ : [0, T ] −→ E defining elements in γ(0, T ;E):

‖̺ (G(., Y, Z),G(., Y′, Z′))‖L2([0,T ]) ≤ K
(

‖Y− Y
′‖γ(0,T ;E) + ‖Z− Z

′‖γ(0,T ;E)

)

.

Where ̺ is the Hausdorff distance on Kcmpt(E).

Lemma 4.2. Let s, t be two real numbers such that 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T .
If (H ′

2) is fulfilled then the following properties hold:
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1) For any measurable mappings Y, Z : [s, t] −→ E defining elements in γ(s, t;E), we have

‖̺ (G(., Y, Z),G(., Y′, Z′))‖L2([s,t]) ≤ K
(

‖Y− Y
′‖γ(s,t;E) + ‖Z − Z

′‖γ(s,t;E)

)

, (55)

2) For any Σs,t
F

-measurable mappings Y, Z : [s, t]×Ω −→ E defining elements in Lp(Ω; γ(s, t;E)),
the space Lp(Ω;L2([s, t];E)) contains all elements of SG(.,Y,Z),

where Σs,t
F

:= {A ∈ B([s, t])⊗ F : 1A(u, .) is Fu-measurable for every u ∈ [s, t]}, and SG(.,Y,Z)

is consisting of all Σs,t
F

-measurable selections of the set-valued G(., Y, Z) defined on [s, t]× Ω.

Proof. 1) Let Y, Z : [s, t] −→ E be two measurable mappings defining elements in γ(s, t;E). Since
1[s,t]Y, 1[s,t]Z ∈ γ(0, T ;E), we derive successively

K2
(

‖Y− Y
′‖γ(s,t;E) + ‖Z− Z

′‖γ(s,t;E)

)2

= K2
(

∥

∥1[s,t]Y− 1[s,t]Y
′
∥

∥

γ(0,T ;E)
+
∥

∥1[s,t]Z− 1[s,t]Z
′
∥

∥

γ(0,T ;E)

)2

≥
∥

∥̺
(

G(.,1[s,t]Y,1[s,t]Z),G(.,1[s,t]Y
′,1[s,t]Z

′)
)∥

∥

2

L2([0,T ])

=

∫

[0,T ]

(

1[s,t] + 1[0,T ]\[s,t]

)

̺2
(

G(u,1[s,t](u)Y(u),1[s,t](u)Z(u)),G(u,1[s,t](u)Y
′(u),1[s,t](u)Z

′(u))
)

du

=

∫

[s,t]

̺2 (G(u, Y(u), Z(u)),G(u, Y′(u), Z′(u))) du.

Thus the first aim follows.
2) Let Y, Z : [s, t]× Ω −→ E, be two Σs,t

F
-measurable mappings belonging to Lp (Ω; γ (s, t;E)).

By virtue of Lemma 3.2, we infer that G(., Y, Z) is Σs,t
F

-measurable and SG(.,Y,Z) is non-empty.

Let h be in SG(.,Y,Z). Due to Lemma 4.1, there is an element h̃ : [s, t] × Ω → E from SG(.,0E,0E)

such that for all (u, ω) ∈ [s, t]× Ω we have

dE(h(u, ω),G(u, 0E, 0E)) =
∥

∥

∥h(u, ω)− h̃(u, ω)
∥

∥

∥

E
.

Keeping in mind (55) we derive successively:

‖h‖Lp(Ω;L2([s,t];E)) ≤ ‖dE(h,G(., 0E , 0E))‖Lp(Ω;L2([s,t])) +
∥

∥

∥h̃
∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω;L2([s,t]))

≤ ‖̺(G(., Y, Z),G(., 0E , 0E))‖Lp(Ω;L2([s,t])) + ‖|G(., 0E , 0E)|̺‖Lp(Ω;L2([s,t]))

≤ K
(

‖Y ‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E)) + ‖Z‖Lp

F
(Ω;γ(s,t;E))

)

+ ‖|G(., 0E , 0E)|̺‖Lp(Ω;L2([s,t])) .

Therefore, the second aim follows.

Remarks 4.3. (a) Let (r′n)n≥1 and (r′′n)n≥1 be sequences of independent Rademacher random
variables on independent probability spaces (Ω′,F ′,P′) and (Ω′′,F ′′,P′′) respectively, and let
(r′′′nm)n,m≥1 be a doubly indexed sequence of independent Rademacher random variables on a
probability space (Ω′′′,F ′′′,P′′′)(see [16], Definition 3.2.9).
By taking instead of the finite Gaussian sequences (γ′

i)1≤i≤l, (γ
′′
j )1≤j≤k, (γ

′′′
ij ) 1≤i≤l

1≤j≤k

, the finite

Rademacher sequences (r′i)1≤i≤l, (r
′′
j )1≤j≤k, (r

′′′
ij ) 1≤i≤l

1≤j≤k
respectively, and replacing in (21), we

get an equivalent property if the space E has finite cotype (see [[17], Corollary 7.2.10]).
Subsequently, every Banach space with the geometric property type 2 has the contraction prop-
erty according to [[17], Corollary 7.3.11] and [[25], Proposition 2.7].
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(b) Every martingale type 2 space has type 2, and for UMD spaces these two properties are equiv-
alent (see [16], Definition 3.5.23, Proposition 4.3.13).

The first main result of this section where we will also count on Definition 3.5 of a mild Lp-
solution, is the following.

Theorem 4.4. Assume the hypotheses (H ′
1)− (H ′

2) are satisfied. If E has martingale type 2, then
the backward stochastic evolution inclusion (54) admits a mild Lp-solution (Y, Z), and the associated
process g can be chosen ΣF-measurable belonging to Lp

(

Ω;L2 ([0, T ];E)
)

.

Proof. Let 0 < δ ≤ T . By applying iteratively Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, we can construct
(Y n)n , (Z

n)n , (g
n)n sequences of ΣT−δ,T

F
-measurable processes such that for any n we have:























(i) gn ∈ SG(.,Y n−1,Zn−1)

⋂

Lp
(

Ω;L2 ([T − δ, T ];E)
)

such that
dE
(

gn−1,G(., Y n−1, Zn−1)
)

=
∥

∥gn − gn−1
∥

∥

E
;

(ii) Y n (resp. Zn) defines element of the space Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)) such that

Y n
t +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)gnudu +

∫ T

t

S(u− t)ZnudWu = S(T − t)ξ in Lp (Ω;E) .

(56)

By virtue of Theorem 9.2.10 in [17] we derive that
∥

∥gn+1 − gn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ ςγ2,E
∥

∥gn+1 − gn
∥

∥

Lp(Ω;L2([T−δ,T ];E))

≤ Kςγ2,E

(

∥

∥Y n − Y n−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+
∥

∥Zn − Zn−1
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

)

(57)

where ςγ2,E is the Gaussian type 2 constant ([17], Definition 7.1.17).
Taking in mind Remarks 4.3 and reasoning in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 3.6, we can
choose δ in order to ensure that there is a positive constant C independent on n such that:

∥

∥Y n+1 − Y n
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

+
∥

∥Zn+1 − Zn
∥

∥

L
p
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E))

≤ C

2n
. (58)

By Combining (57) and (58) we infer that the sequence (gn)n converges to a measurable and adapted
process g belonging to the space Lp(Ω;L2([T−δ, T ];E)) and defining element in Lp (Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)).
Next, due to Proposition 2.22 there exists τ ∈ Lp

F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ; γ (T − δ, T ;E))) such that for al-

most all u ∈ [T − δ, T ] we have in Lp(Ω;E) the following equality

gu = E (gu) +

∫ u

T−δ

τ(u, s)dWs.

By martingale representation in UMD spaces, there exists Ψ ∈ Lp
F
(Ω; γ(T − δ, T ;E)) such that

∫ T

u
ΨsdWs = ξ − E(ξ|Fu). Now, let’s define a mapping Z : [T − δ, T ]× Ω −→ E as follows

Zu = S(T − u)Ψu +

∫ T

u

S(s− u)τ(s, u)ds.

Thus, similarly to the estimates (37) we have

‖Zn − Z‖Lp
F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E)) .p,E δ

1
2 γ(S) ‖gn − g‖Lp

F
(Ω;γ(T−δ,T ;E)) .

Therefore, the sequence (Zn)n converges in Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)) to Z, and by a similar argu-

ments as in the proof of [Theorem 3.6, 3th step], the sequence (Y n)n converges in both spaces

28



Lp
F
(Ω; γ (T − δ, T ;E)) and C([T − δ, T ], Lp(Ω;E)) to a measurable and adapted process Y .

Taking into account Lemma 4.2 we derive that the sequence (dE(g
n, G(., Y, Z)))n≥1 converges to 0

for a.e.(u, ω). Then g(u, ω) ∈ G(u, Y (u, ω), Z(u, ω)) for a.e.(u, ω) ∈ [T − δ, T ]× Ω.
Consequently, the problem (54) possesses a mild Lp-solution (Y, Z) on [T − δ, T ], with an associated
process g measurable and adapted belonging to Lp(Ω;L2([T − δ, T ];E)).
What remains to complete the arguments is mentioned in the proof of Theorem 3.6.

We are left with a last particular result, which is characterized by the specificity of the adopted
space, weaken the assumptions, as well as the formulation of its hypothesis linked to the Lipschitz
condition. To conclude, (H ′′

1 ) will have the content of (H1)
′ − (i), further we launch another hy-

pothesis (H ′′
2 ), instead of (H2)

′, which is obtained by modifying the part (H ′
2)− (iii) while keeping

(H ′
2)− (i) and (H ′

2)− (ii) unchanged. We take:

(H ′′
2 )− (iii) For all y, y′, z, z′ ∈ E we have:

̺ (G (., y, z) ;G (., y′, z′)) ≤ K̃ (‖y − y′‖E + ‖z − z′‖E) .

Corollary 4.5. Assume the hypotheses (H ′′
1 )− (H ′′

2 ) are satisfied. If E is a separable Hilbert space,
then the backward stochastic evolution inclusion (54) admits a mild Lp-solution (Y, Z), and the
associated process g can be chosen ΣF-measurable and belonging to Lp(Ω;L2([0, T ];E)).

Proof. Since E is a Hilbert space, then it is a UMD Banach space and has type 2 according to
Theorem 7.3.1 in [17]. Moreover, the set {St}t∈[0,T ] is uniformly bounded, thus it is also γ-bounded
due to Theorem 8.1.3 in [17]. Therefore, the claim is a straightforward result of Theorem 4.4 by
taking into account the isometry γ(0, T ;E) = L2([0, T ];E).

In the end, we determine a relationship between the set of assumptions used in the previous
section and the set of the last one:

Theorem 4.6. Let G : [0, T ] × Ω × E × E → Kccmpt (E) be a ΣF ⊗ B(E) ⊗ B(E)-measurable
set-valued, and let us consider the two following packages of assertions:

(Γ1)



































(i) For all Y, Z defining elements of L2
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)) , the set

ΛY,Z :=
{

g ∈ L2
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)) : g ∈ G(., Y, Z) a.e.(u, ω) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω

}

is non-empty;
(ii) supg∈Λ0E,0E ‖g‖L2

F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) < ∞;

(iii) There exists K1 > 0 s.t. for all Y, Z, Y ′, Z ′ defining elements of L2
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)) :

ρ(ΛY,Z ,ΛY
′,Z′

) ≤ K1

(

‖Y − Y ′‖L2
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) + ‖Z − Z ′‖L2

F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))

)

,

where ρ(ΛY,Z,ΛY
′,Z′

) is the Hausdorff distance between ΛY,Z and ΛY
′,Z′

.

(Γ2)















(i) E

(

∥

∥

∥|G (., 0E, 0E)|̺
∥

∥

∥

2

L2([0,T ])

)

< ∞;

(ii) There exists K2 > 0 s.t. for almost everywhere (u, ω) and for all y, z, y′, z′ of E :
̺ (G (u, y, z) ;G (u, y′, z′)) ≤ K2 (‖y − y′‖E + ‖z − z′‖E) .

If E is a Hilbert space, then (Γ1) and (Γ2) are equivalent.

Proof. Assume that (Γ1) is fulfilled.
By virtue of Lemma 3.11 and [[21], Remark 2.3.2] we infer

sup
g∈Λ0E,0E

‖g‖2L2
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) = sup

g∈S2
ΣF

(G(.,0E,0E))

∫

[0,T ]×Ω

‖g‖2E dudP =

∫

[0,T ]×Ω

sup
x∈G(u,0E,0E)

‖x‖2E dudP. (59)
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Then (Γ2)− (i) is obtained.

Let Ỹ , Z̃ be two measurable and adapted mappings defining elements of L2
F
(Ω; γ (0, T ;E)).

Keeping in mind Lemma 1.3.1 in [20] we have

∣

∣

∣ΛỸ ,Z̃
∣

∣

∣

ρ
≤ ρ

(

ΛỸ ,Z̃ ,Λ0E ,0E
)

+ ρ
(

Λ0E ,0E ,
{

0L2
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))

})

≤ K1

(

∥

∥

∥Ỹ
∥

∥

∥

L2
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))

+
∥

∥

∥Z̃
∥

∥

∥

L2
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E))

)

+ sup
g∈Λ0E,0E

‖g‖L2
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) .

Thus, by taking into account once more Lemma 3.11 we derive

sup
g∈S2

ΣF
(G(.,Ỹ ,Z̃))

∫

[0,T ]×Ω

‖g‖2E dudP < ∞. (60)

Now, let’s take Y = 1Ay, Y ′ = 1Ay
′, Z = 1Az, Z ′ = 1Az

′, where (y, y′, z, z′) ∈ E4 and A be a
non-empty ΣF-measurable set. According to (60) and [[21], Theorem 2.3.4] we have successively

sup
g∈ΛY,Z

inf
g′∈ΛY ′,Z′

‖g − g′‖2Lp
F
(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) = sup

g∈S2
ΣF

(G(.,Y,Z))

inf
g′∈S2

ΣF
(G(.,Y ′,Z′))

‖g − g′‖2L2([0,T ]×Ω,ΣF;E)

=

∫

[0,T ]×Ω

sup
x∈G(u,Y,Z)

inf
x′∈G(u,Y ′,Z′)

‖x− x′‖2E dudP

=

∫

A

sup
x∈G(u,y,z)

inf
x′∈G(u,y′,z′)

‖x− x′‖2E dudP

=

∫

A

˜̺2(G(u, y, z), G(u, y′, z′))dudP,

where ˜̺(A, B) := sup
a∈A

inf
b∈B

‖a− b‖E for any A,B ∈ Kcmpt(E).

On the other hand,

‖Y − Y ′‖L2(Ω;γ(0,T ;E)) = ‖Y − Y ′‖L2(Ω;L2([0,T ];E)) = ‖y − y′‖E ((λ ⊗ P)(A))
1
2 .

Then,
∫

A

˜̺2(G(u, y, z), G(u, y′, z′))dudP ≤ 2K2
1

∫

A

(

‖y − y′‖2E + ‖z − z′‖2E
)

dudP.

It follows that

˜̺(G(u, y, z), G(u, y′, z′)) ≤ 2
1
2K1 (‖y − y′‖E + ‖z − z′‖E) a.e.(u, ω).

Therefore (Γ2)− (ii) is obtained according to the separability of the space E.

Conversely, assume that (Γ2) is fulfilled.
Since G(., 0E , 0E) is ΣF-measurable, then (Γ2) − (i) allows us to ensure that S2

ΣF
(G(., 0E , 0E)) is

non-empty. Therefore (Γ1)− (ii) is obtained by virtue of Lemma 3.11 and (59).
Let Y, Z, Y ′, Z ′ be E-valued ΣF-measurable processes defining elements of L2

F
(Ω; γ(0, T ;E)).

Thanks to Lemma 3.2, the set-valued G(., Y, Z) is ΣF-measurable. Moreover,

̺(G(u, Y (u, ω), Z(u, ω)), {0E}) ≤ ̺(G(u, 0E , 0E), {0E}) + ̺ (G(u, Y (u, ω), Z(u, ω)), G(u, 0E, 0E))

≤ |G(u, 0E , 0E)|̺ +K2 (‖Y (u, ω)‖E + ‖Z(u, ω)‖E) ,
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for a.e. (u, ω). Thus S2
ΣF
(G(., Y, Z)) is non-empty, and by Lemma 3.11 the set ΛY,Z so is.

Let g be a ΣF-measurable process defining element of ΛY,Z.
Keeping in mind Lemma 4.1, we infer that there exists a ΣF-measurable process h selection of the
set-valued G(., Y ′, Z ′) such that for any (u, ω) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω we have:

dE (g(u, ω), G(u, Y ′(u, ω), Z ′(u, ω))) = ‖g(u, ω)− h(u, ω)‖E .

It follows

‖g(u, ω)− h(u, ω)‖E ≤ ̺(G(u, Y (u, ω), Z(u, ω)), G(u, Y ′(u, ω), Z ′(u, ω)))

≤ K2 (‖Y (u, ω)− Y ′(u, ω)‖E + ‖Z(u, ω)− Z ′(u, ω)‖E)

for a.e. (u, ω). Thus,

‖g − h‖L2
F
(Ω,γ(0,T ;E)) ≤ K2

(

‖Y − Y ′‖L2
F
(Ω,γ(0,T ;E)) + ‖Z − Z ′‖L2

F
(Ω,γ(0,T ;E))

)

.

Since h defines an element of ΛY
′,Z′

, then we get to

dL2
F
(Ω,γ(0,T ;E))(g,Λ

Y ′,Z′

) ≤ K2

(

‖Y − Y ′‖L2
F
(Ω,γ(0,T ;E)) + ‖Z − Z ′‖L2

F
(Ω,γ(0,T ;E))

)

.

Consequently, (Γ1)− (iii) is obtained.
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