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Abstract

We present a comprehensive theory on the well-posedness of a one-dimensional nonlinear backward
stochastic differential equation (1D BSDE for short), where the generator g has a one-sided linear/super-
linear growth in the first unknown variable y and an at most quadratic growth in the second unknown
variable z. We first establish several existence theorems and comparison theorems with the test function
method and the a priori estimate technique, and then immediately give several existence and unique-
ness results. We also overview relevant known results and introduce some practical applications of our

theoretical results. Finally, we list some open problems on the well-posedness of 1D BSDEs.
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1. Introduction

Fix a real T' > 0 and an integer d > 1. Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space equipped with
augmented filtration (F):c[o,7) generated by a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion (B )¢cjo,7], and
assume that Fr = F. The equality and inequality between random elements are usually understood in
the sense of P —a.s. We consider the following one-dimensional backward stochastic differential equation

(1D BSDE in short):

T T
Ytzf—i—/ g(s,Ys,Zs)ds—/ Zs-dBs, te€][0,T], (1.1)
t t
where ¢ is called the terminal condition being an Fp-measurable real random variable, the random field
glw, t,y,2) : A x[0,T] x R xR - R

is called the generator of (1.1), which is (F%)-adapted for each (y, z), and the pair of (F;)-adapted and

R x Re-valued processes (Y7, Zt)iepo,r) is called a solution of (1.1) if P — a.s., t + Y; is continuous,
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t— |g(t, Yy, Zi)| + | Z4|? is integrable, and (1.1) is satisfied. Denote by BSDE(¢, g) the BSDE with the
terminal condition ¢ and the generator g, which are the parameters of BSDEs.

For convenience of exposition, throughout the paper, let us always fix the constants a € [1,2],
B,8>0,7>0,0€0,1], and A € R, and an (F;)-progressively measurable R -valued stochastic process

(ft)tejo,7)- We assume that the generator g satisfies dP x dt — a.e.,
VY (y,2) ERxRY, sgn(y)g(w, t,y,2) < fe(w) + Blyl(n(e + [y]))° +y]z|*(n(e + |2]))*. (1.2)

We usually say that g has a one-sided linear growth in the state variable y when 6 = 0, and a one-sided
super-linear growth in y when § € (0,1]. Furthermore, for the case of A = 0, we say that g has a power
sub-linear growth in the state variable z when « € (0, 1), a linear growth in z when o = 1, a sub-quadratic
growth in z when « € (1,2), a quadratic growth in z when o = 2, a super-quadratic growth in z when
a > 2, and for the case of @ =1 and A # 0, we say that ¢g has a logarithmic sub-linear growth in z when

A < 0, and a logarithmic super-linear growth in z when A > 0.

1.1. Owverview of relevant existing results

BSDEs were initiated by Bismut [15, 16, 17|, in particular for the linear case. General nonlinear
BSDEs were founded by Pardoux and Peng [80], where an existence and uniqueness result was estab-
lished on adapted solutions of multidimensional BSDEs with square-integrable parameters and uniformly
Lipschitz continuous generators. Subsequently, BSDEs have received an extensive attention due to its
various connections to numerous topics such as partial differential equations (PDEs in short), mathemat-
ical finance, stochastic control, nonlinear mathematical expectation and so on. The reader is referred to
for example [83, 84, 85, 86, 40, 38, 82, 68, 65, 63, 64, 81] for more details.

Particularly, much attentions have been paid on the well-posedness of adapted solutions of BSDEs
under various growth and/or continuity of the generator g with respect to the two unknown variables
(y, z) and various integrability of the parameters (&, f.). Generally speaking, these efforts can be classified
into three different directions. The first one focuses on L”(p > 1) solution of BSDEs. Relevant classical
results are available in [69, 79, 18, 19, 61, 60, 55, 62, 56, 53, 54, 43, 44, 45, 46, 95] when the generators g
have a linear /sub-linear growth in the unknown variable z. The reader is also referred to [2, 3, 9, 71, 6, 8,
11, 5, 96] when the generators g have a super-linear growth in the unknown variable z. The second one
is devoted to the bounded solution of BSDEs when the generators g have a quadratic/super-quadratic
growth in the unknown variable z, see for example [70, 68, 44, 23, 94, 34, 20, 14, 44, 66, 57] for more
details. The last one concerns the weakest possible integrability of (£, f.) for existence and uniqueness of
adapted solution of BSDEs when the generators g have some growth and/or continuity in (y, z). Such
a study can be dated back to [21, 22, 35, 92, 36] for the quadratic BSDEs, and subsequently continued
in [67, 24, 47, 78] for the linearly growing BSDEs, and recently sprang up in [48, 50, 51, 52] when the
generator g has a sub-quadratic, super-linear or logarithmic sub-linear growth in the unknown variable z.
The so-called localization procedure, 6-difference technique and the test function method were combined
to obtain the following existence and uniqueness of a BSDE when the generator g satisfies (1.2).

Firstly, suppose that the generator g has a one-sided linear growth in y and a linear growth in z, i.e.,
it satisfies (1.2) with § =0, « = 1 and A = 0. It is well known that if the data || +fOT fods € LP for some
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p > 1, then BSDE(E, ¢) admits a solution in S x MP, and the solution is unique when g further satisfies
the uniformly Lipschitz continuity in (y, z). The reader is referred to [80, 40, 69, 19, 53] for more details.
Recently, [67, 24, 47, 78] obtained existence of an unbounded solution to a linearly growing BSDE(¢, g)
under the more general condition || + fOT fods € Lexp(uv/2InL) for some p > /T (which is weaker
than LP (p > 1)-integrability and stronger than L In L-integrability). They also established uniqueness
of the unbounded solution provided that g satisfies a monotonicity in y and the uniformly Lipschitz
continuity in z. Generally speaking, the generator g allows a general growth in y when ¢ satisfies the
monotonicity in y. Relevant works are available in [79, 18, 19, 72, 23, 54, 43, 73, 44, 75].

Secondly, suppose that the generator g has a one-sided linear growth in y and a power sub-linear
growth in z, i.e., it satisfies (1.2) with § = 0, @ € (0,1) and A = 0. Briand et al. [19] show that if the
data |¢] + fOT fsds € L', then BSDE(¢, g) admits a solution (Y3, Zy)tefo,r) such that (Y3)epo, 7 is of class
(D), and the solution is unique when g further satisfies an extended monotonicity in y and the uniformly
Lipschitz continuity in z. See for example [21, 44, 46] for more details. Very recently, the three authors
[51] prove the existence and uniqueness result when the generator ¢ has a one-sided linear growth in y
and a logarithmic sub-linear growth in z, i.e., it satisfies (1.2) with § = 0, « = 1 and A € (—o0,—1/2),
see also [52] for deeper discussions.

Thirdly, suppose that the generator g has a one-sided linear /super-linear growth in y and a logarithmic
super-linear growth in z, i.e., it satisfies (1.2) with 6 € [0,1], « =1 and A € [0, +00). Let p: =V (A +
1)V (2X) € [3,+00). Very recently, it was shown in [50] that if the data [¢] + fOT fsds € Lexp(u(ln L)P)
for some p > po with a certain value po, then BSDE(E, g) admits a solution (Y, Z¢)¢ejo,7] such that
(1Yz| exp(u(t)(In(e + |Y3]))P))iepo, 1) is of class (D) for some nonnegative and increasing function pu(t)
defined on [0,7] with u(7T) = u, and the solution is unique when the generator g further satisfies
an extended monotonicity in y and a uniform continuity in z, or a convexity/concavity in (y, z), see
assumptions (UN1)-(UN3) in [50] for more details. Furthermore, [6, 11] verified existence of a solution to
BSDE(¢, g) in the space of SP x M? for some sufficiently large p > 2, when the data || + fOT fsds € LP
and the generator g satisfies (1.2) with 6 = 1, A = 1/2 and |g(w,t,y, 2)| instead of the left side of
(1.2). They also proved uniqueness of the solution when g further satisfies a local monotonicity in (y, z).
Related works on super-linearly growing BSDEs are available in [2, 3, 9, 70, 7, 10, 8, 74], where the
solution of BSDE(¢, g) in the space of SP x MP is considered under the data ||+ fOT fsds € LP for some
p > 1, and several kinds of locally Lipschitz continuity or local monotonicity of g in (y, z) are usually
used in order to guarantee uniqueness of the solution of BSDE(¢, g).

Fourthly, suppose that the generator g has a one-sided linear growth in y and a sub-quadratic growth
in z, ie., it satisfies (1.2) with § = 0, « € (1,2) and A = 0. Let o* represent the conjugate of «.
It was proved in [48] that if the data || + fOT fsds € exp(uLa) for some p > po with a certain
value 19, which is weaker than exp(uL)-integrability and stronger than LP (p > 1)-integrability, then

,g) admits a solution (Yi, Zt)iejo,1) such that (exp(u(?)|Yt|="))iejo, 1 18 of class or some
BSDE(¢ dmi lution (Y, Z, h th Y, |& is of class (D) fi

nonnegative and increasing function p(t) defined on [0,T] with u(7) = p, and the solution is unique
when [£| + fOT fsds € exp(uLai*) for each 1 > 0 and the generator g further satisfies an extended

convexity /concavity in (y, z), see assumption (H2’) in [48] for more details.
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Finally, suppose that the generator g has a one-sided linear growth in y and a quadratic growth
in z, i.e., it satisfies (1.2) with 6 = 0, & = 2 and A = 0. It is well known from [68] that if the data
€] + fOT |fslds € L, then BSDE(E, g) admits a solution (Y3, Zt);c[o,7] such that (Y3)icpo,r) € S, and
the solution is unique if g further satisfies the uniformly Lipschitz continuity in y and a locally Lipschitz
continuity in z. The reader is referred to [20, 44, 57, 76] for more details on the bounded solution
of quadratic BSDEs. Subsequently, [21, 22, 35, 36] proved existence and uniqueness of an unbounded
solution to quadratic BSDE(E, g) under the data || 4+ fOT fsds € exp(uL) for u = vePT, where g is
required to be uniformly Lipschitz continuous in y and convex/concave in z for the uniqueness of the
solution, see also [14, 49] for more details. A class of quadratic BSDEs subject to LP (p > 1)-integrable
terminal values are studied in several recent works, see for example [5, 96, 4, 12]. In addition, [34] show
that super-quadratic BSDEs (1.2) (here 6 = 0, a > 2 and A = 0), are not solvable in general and the
solution is not unique even if the solution exists. Some relevant solvability results under the Markovian
setting are available in [34, 77, 92, 28].

The preceding brief review is flavored with the authors’ own tastes, and is also restricted within the
scope of their knowledge. Certainly, it does not exhaust all the developments of BSDEs in the last half
a century, which seems to be an impossible task to the authors within such a very limited space, and is
also not the objective of the paper. We would apologize to all those authors of possibly neglected papers
on BSDEs.

1.2. Organization of the paper

The paper will present a comprehensive theory on the well-posedness of 1D nonlinear BSDEs to cover
most existing results mentioned above. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
formulate the test function method and prove with the combined techniques of a priori estimate and
localization a general existence result (see Definition 2.1 and Theorem 2.2), which yield via right test
functions several existence theorems on the adapted solutions of 1D BSDEs (see Theorems 2.3 and 2.7)
for both cases of logarithmic quasi-linear growth and the sub-quadratic/quadratic growth, respectively.
In Section 3, we focus on the comparison theorems of the adapted solutions of 1D BSDEs for both cases of
at most linear growth (see Theorem 3.3) and super-linear at most quadratic growth (see Theorem 3.9),
respectively, and establish some existence and uniqueness results (see Theorems 3.12 and 3.13). We
first give a crucial a priori estimate (see Proposition 3.1) associated with the test function, and prove
Theorems 3.3 and 3.9 with the proper test function and the 6-difference technique, respectively. This
yields naturally the desired uniqueness results. Some examples and remarks are provided in the last two
sections to illustrate the preceding results. See Remarks 2.4 and 2.9 and Examples 2.5 and 2.8 in section 2
as well as Remarks 3.2, 3.8, 3.10 and 3.11, Examples 3.4 to 3.6 and Proposition 3.7 in section 3. In section
4, several practical applications of our results are introduced including the conditional g-expectation
(see Definition 4.1 and Propositions 4.2 and 4.3), the dynamic utility process (see Proposition 4.5 and
Theorem 4.6), risk measure (Example 4.8) and nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula (see Definition 4.9 and
Theorem 4.10), and some commentaries on known related works are also made, see Remarks 4.4, 4.7

and 4.11. Finally, in section 5 we list several open problems on 1D BSDEs to be further studied, and



in Appendix we prove a key inequality (see Proposition 2.6) used in section 2, which is interesting in its

own right.

1.53. Notations and spaces

In this subsection, we give some necessary notations and spaces used in this paper. Let Ry :=
[0,+00). For a,b € R, we denote a A b := min{a, b}, a® := max{a,0} and = := —min{a,0}, and
sgn(z) := 1z50 — 1z<o, where 14 is the indicator function of set A. Denote by S the set of R-valued
continuously differentiable functions ¢(s,x) defined on [0,7] x Ry such that ¢4(-,-) > 0, ¢.(s,-) >0
and ¢, (s,-) > 0, where ¢4(-,-) is the first-order partial derivative of ¢(-,-) with respect to the first
variable, and by ¢,.(,-) and ¢, (-, ) respectively the first- and second-order partial derivative of ¢(-, )
with respect to the second variable. Denote by S the set of R -valued functions h(t,z, ) defined on
[0, 7] x Ry x Ry such that h(t, -, Z) is nondecreasing for each (¢, Z) € [0, 7] x Ry. Denote by S>([0,T]; R)
(or §%) the set of (F;)-adapted and continuous bounded real processes (Y;);e[o,r)- For each p > 0, let

SP([0,T];R) (or SP) be the set of (F;)-adapted and continuous real processes (Y;)c(o,7] satisfying
LAl
IY]|sr := (E[ sup |Y}|p]> < +o00,
te[0,7)

and MP([0,T];R?) (or MP) the set of all (F;)-adapted R¢-valued processes (Z;)ie(o,7) satisfying

1
;/\1

T p/2
1Z|me = E (/ |Zt|2dt> < +oc.
0

Denote by X1 the set of all (F;)-stopping times 7 valued in [0,7]. For an (F;)-adapted real process

(Xt)teo, 1), if the family { X, : 7 € Xr} is uniformly integrable, then we call that it is of class (D).
Now, fix t € [0,T]. For p,u > 0, we denote by LP(F;) and L*°(F;) the set of Fi-measurable real

random variables ¢ such that E[|£|P] < 400 and || < M for some real M > 0, respectively, and define

the following three spaces of Fi-measurable real random variables:
L(n L)?(Ft) := {¢§ € F [E[[€](In(e + [¢]))?] < 400},

Lexplp(In L)")(F) := {€ € Fi [E[|¢] exp (u(In(e + [£]))")] < +00}

and

exp(uLP)(Fi) == {§ € Fi [E [exp (ul¢[?)] < +o0}.
It is clear that for each 0 < p < ¢ and 0 < i, t < p, we have
Loo(ft) C Lq(ft) C Lp(ft), L(ln L)q(ft) C L(lnL)p(ft),

Lexplu(In L)*](F;) € Lexpla(n L))(F:) C Lexpla(in L)?](Ft),

and

exp(uL?)(F:) C exp(iaL?)(F:) C exp(aLP)(Fy).



It can also be verified that for each p, 1,7 > 0 and 0 < p < 1 < ¢, we have
L>(F;) C exp(uL™)(F:) € Lexpli(ln L)4)(F;) C Lexpluln L])(F;) = L' (F)

and

LY(F;) C Lexplu(ln L)P)(F;) € L(In L) (F;) € L*(F).

Furthermore, for each p, x> 0 and 0 < p <1 < p, the spaces

L(nL)"(F), Lexplu(nL)P)(F), | J Lexp[a(inL)?)(F;) and () exp(aL?)(F:)

> >0

are all the Orlicz hearts corresponding, respectively, to the following Young functions
z(ln(e + )P, zexplu(In(e +z))?], xexplu(ln(e+2))?] and exp(azP) — 1.

More details on the Orlicz space, the Orlicz class and the Orlicz heart are refereed to [39, 27]. Finally,
in all notations of the spaces on random variables, the o-algebra (Fr) is usually omitted when there is
no confusion.

2. Existence results

2.1. The test function method and a general existence result

Let us first introduce the following assumptions on the generator g.
(EX1) dP x dt — a.e., g(w,t,-,-) is continuous.

EX2) There exist two R -valued functions H(w,t, ) and I'(w, t, z) defined on € x [0, T] x R, which are
+ +
Fi)-progressively measurable for each x € Ry and nondecreasing with respect to the variable z,
g Y + g

such that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y,z) € R x R?,
l9(w,t,y,2)| < H(w, t,[y]) + T(w, t, [y])|=],
and P — a.s., for each x € Ry, I'(w, -, x) is left-continuous on [0, 7] and

Hwtacdt—i— sup T'(w,t,z) < +o0.
te[0,7]

(EX3) There exists a function h(-,-,-) € S such that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y, z) € R x R4,
sgn(y)g(w,t,y,2) < fulw) + h(t, |yl |2]).

Definition 2.1. Assume that the generator g satisfies assumption (EX3). A function ¢(-,-) € S is called
a test function for g or h if it satisfies that for each (s,z,x) € [0,T] x Ry x R4,

1
—a(s, 2)h(s,7,7) + SPaa(s, ) |2 + ps(s,7) 2 0. (2.1)



Theorem 2.2. Assume that £ is an Fr-measurable random variable and the generator g satisfies the

above assumptions (EX1)-(EX3). If there exists a test function ¢(-,-) € S for g such that

T
. (T, €]+ / fsd8>

then BSDE(, g) admits a solution (Yi, Zt)iejo,r) such that the process (o(t,|Y:| + fg fsds))tejo,r) s of

E < +o00, (2.2)

class (D). Furthermore, the process (p(t, |Y}|—|—f0t [sds))iefo,) is a sub-martingale on [0,T]. In particular,

t T
sa<t,|yt|+ /0 fsds>§]E ¢<T,|§|+ /0 fsd5>

Proof. The whole proof is divided into the following two steps.

we have

]-‘t] , te€]0,T]. (2.3)

Step 1. We first prove the inequality (2.3) for a solution (Y3, Z¢)teo,r) € S*([0, T]; R) x M?([0, T]; RY)
of BSDE(E, g) if further |¢| 4+ fOT fsds € L. Define

t
Y; == |V —|—/ fsds and Z;:=sgn(¥;)Z;, te€[0,T].
0
We have from Ito-Tanaka’s formula that

T T T
Y, =Yr —|—/ (sen(Ys)g(s,Ys, Zs) — fs)ds —/ Zs - dB; —/ dLs, te0,T],
t t t

where L. is the local time of Y at 0. Applying It6’s formula to the process (s, Ys) and using assumption

(EX3), we have that for each s € [0,T7,

do(s,Ys) = ¢u(s,Ys) (—sgn(Ys)g(s, Ys, Zs) + fs) ds + (s, Ys) Z, - dBs

_ 1 _ _ _
+¢u(s,Ys)dLs + 5%1(8, Y| Zs|?ds + s (s, Ys)ds

_ 1 _ _
> —@2(5,Ys)h(s, |Ysl|,1Zs]) + 5909”(5, Ys)|ZS|2 +0s(s,Ys)| ds + pu(s, Ys)Zs - dBs.

Since |Ys| < Y5 and h(t, -, ¥) is nondecreasing, we see from (2.1) that

d(P(SaY;) Z SDm(Says)Zs : sta s € [OaT]a
which yields that .
o(T, Y1) — ¢(t,Y;) > / 0u(s,Y) Zs-dBs, t€][0,T).
t

Since |¢| + fOT fsds € L™ and (Y3, Zy)iejo,r) € S([0,T];R) x M2([0,T]; R?), taking the expectation

conditioned on F; on both sides of the last inequality, we have (2.3).
Step 2. Based on Step 1, we use the localization procedure of Briand and Hu [21] to construct the
desired solution. For each n,p > 1 and (w,t,y,2) € 2 x [0,T] x R x R?, denote

= An—¢ Ap and  ¢"P(w,ty,2) = gt (it D) An—g (w by D) Ap.  (24)

It is clear that |[€"P| < |¢| A (n V p) and |g™P| < |g| A (n V p) for each (y,z) € R x R%. Tt can also be
verified that the generator g™ satisfies assumptions (EX1)-(EX3) with f. A (n V p) instead of f. Then,
7



according to [68], the following BSDE({™?, g™ %) has a maximal bounded solution (Y;"", Z{"),c(o,r] in
the space of processes S™ ([0, T]; R) x M?2(]0, T]; R%):

T T
Y/ P =P +/ g P (s, YP Z™P)ds — / Z™P . dB,, te€[0,T]. (2.5)
t t

The comparison theorem shows that (Y;"");c(o,r] is nondecreasing in n and non-increasing in p. Fur-

.

]-‘t] , tef0,T].

thermore, we know from Step 1 that for each n,p > 1,

T
P <T, [P +/0 [fs A (n\/p)]ds>

T
. (T, o+ [ fsds>

Now, for each pair of integers m,l > 1, we define the following stopping times:
T
o+ [ gas) | E| = etem) AT
0

t
O, = inf {t €[0,7]: / H(s,m)ds+ sup T'(s,m) > l} A Tm
0 s€0,t]

E

IN

o (o [ rn v as)

(2.6)

IN

E

Tm = inf {t €[0,T]:E

and

with the convention that inf () = +oco. Then (Y, 7(¢), Z,1(t))icio.1]) = Ying 10 Zt " Li<o,)tejo,r) 1S @

tATm 10

solution in the space of processes S*([0,T];R) x M?2([0,T];R¢) to the following BSDE:

T T
Vil O = Y52+ [ Lo, 0™ V0. ZiA s - [ Z30s) - dB., te 0.7T)
t t

Observe that for each fixed m,l > 1, (Y] (t))ie[o,r] is nondecreasing in n and non-increasing in p, and
that dP x dt — a.e., (¢™?)n,p converges locally uniformly in (y,z) to g as n,p — oco. Since ¢(¢,-) is
nondecreasing for each ¢ € [0,77], by (2.6) together with the definitions of 7,,, and 0,,; we can obtain
that dP x dt — a.e.,

sup Y7 (£)] < m.
n,p>1

Furthermore, since |g™?| < |g| and ¢ satisfies assumption (EX2), we know that dP x ds — a.e.,

Y(y, z) € [-m, m] x R, sup (183,,%[ |g"’p(s,y,z)|) < li<o,, H(s,m) + l|z|2
n,p>1

with fOT li<o,, H(s,m)ds < 1. Thus, for each fixed m,l > 1, we can apply the stability result for the
bounded solutions of BSDEs (see for example Proposition 3.1 in [76]). Setting Yy, ;(t) := inf,, sup,, Y27
then (Yy,1(t))ecpo,r) is continuous and the sequence (Z;""1i<q,, ,)icio,r] converges to (Zm,i(t))tcpo,1
strongly in M2([0,T];R?) as n,p — oo such that
T T
Yin(t) = inf sup Yop +/ Ls<o,, ,9(8, Y 1(8), Zmi(s))ds f/ Zm(s)-dBs, te0,T].
p2lp>1 t - ¢
Finally, in view of the last equation and the stability of stopping times 7, and o,,,;, since we have

dP x dt — a.e., for each m,l > 1,

Vina 1,041 (E A Omt) = Yinps1 (EA 0mt) = Yo i(E A o yg) = inf sup YRp
pzl nzl m,
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and

_ _ _ : n,p
Zmtritilicon, = Zmipilico,, = Zmilico,, = 1m Zi <o, s

we see that (Y, Z¢)iejo,7] is an adapted solution of BSDE(¢, g), where

—+o0 —+o0
Y; := igfsupytmp and Z;:= ) <Z Zm,l(t)lte[am,mam,» Liciry 1rm)s L€ [0,T]
" m=1 \i=1

with 79 := 0 and o,,,0 := 0 for each m > 1. And, (2.3) follows from (2.6) by sending n,p — co. Moreover,

according to (2.5), in a way similar to step 1, we also verify that for each n,p > 1 and 0 <t <r < T,

o (nre +/Ot onvilas) <B o (nveo)+ [T evaas)| 7]

Thus, in view of (2.6), setting n,p — oo and using Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem in the
last inequality, we see that the process (p(t, |Yz| + fot fsds))iefo,) is indeed a sub-martingale. The proof

is then complete. O

As applications of Theorem 2.2, we shall prove Theorems 2.3 and 2.7 below, where the function

h(-,-,-) in (EX3) takes the following form:
h(t,z, &) := Bz (In(e + 2))° +v2* (In(e + 2))*, (t,2,2) € [0,T] x Ry x R (2.7)

Both theorems can be compared to existing existence results (for example, see [68, 21, 67, 47, 48, 51, 50])

on adapted solutions of one-dimensional BSDEs.

2.2. The logarithmic quasi-linear growth case

Let us first consider the case that the generator g has a logarithmic quasi-linear growth in the unknown

variables (y, z), i.e., the case of @ =1 in (2.7).

Theorem 2.3. Assume that £ is an Fp-measurable random variable and the generator g satisfies (EX1)-
(EX3) with h(-,-,-) being defined in (2.7) for a = 1. Then, the following assertions hold.

(i) Let § = 0 and A € (—o0, —1). If£+f0T fsds € L', then BSDE(&, g) admits a solution (Yi, Zt)ie(o,1]
such that the process (Y:)iepo,1 is of class (D);

(ii) Let § = 0 and X\ = f%. If € + fOT fsds € L(In L)? for some p > 0, then BSDE(E, g) admits a
solution (Yi, Zt)iepo,1) such that the process (|Y;|(In(e + |Yi]))?)icjo,r) is of class (D);

(iti) If p == 6V (A4 3) V (2X) € (0,400) and & + fOT fsds € NusoLexp[p(ln L)P], then BSDE(E, g)
has a solution (Y:, Zt)iejo,r) such that (|Yi|exp (u(In(e + [Y:]))?))iejo,r) is of class (D) for each p > 0;

(iv) Let § =0 and A = 0. If £+ fOT fsds € LP for some p > 1, then BSDE(E,g) admits a solution
(Ys, Zt)rejo,r) such that the process (|Yi|P)ico,1) is of class (D).

Remark 2.4. When the generator g grows faster in both unknown variables (y, z), a stronger integrability
on §+fOT fsds is required for the existence of a solution of BSDE(E, g). In addition, the case of A € [—%, 0)

seems to be first given in (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 2.3.



Example 2.5. Consider the following simple BSDE:
T T
Vit [ (ot AV 4alZds - [ Zo-dBe, tef01) (28)
t t

where € >0 and f. € L'(0,T). It is the special case of 6 =0, A =0 and o = 1 in (2.7). Theorem 2.1 of
[67] states that BSDE (2.8) admits a solution (Y:, Zt)iejo,1) such that' Y > 0 if and only if there exists a
locally bounded process Y such that

T
ess sup {Eq [eﬁ(T*t)|§|’ .7-}} } +/ Pl ds <Y,
qeA t

where A is the set of (Fy)-progressively measurable R*-valued process (qi)ieo,r) such that |q| < v, and

dQ?
P

t t
1
M= exp{/ qs~stf§/ Iqsl2d8}, t€[0,7]
0 0

and Ey is the expectation operator with respect to Q7. In particular, if BSDE (2.8) admits a solution
(Yi, Zt)rejo,r) such that Y >0, then gelBrl ¢ 1,

The following example is taken from Ezample 2.3 of [67]. Set d =1, T =1, v =1 and the terminal
variable & = ez (1Bil-1)* _ 1 Then, BSDE (2.8) has no solution (Y, Zt)icpo,r) such that Y > 0, as
gelBrl ¢ 1

= M7

with

1 too 2 12
N 65(‘1‘_1) e‘m‘e_im dx: +OO
— 00

E [«EelBTl} = NeT:

Whereas it can be directly checked that this & belongs to the space of ﬂo<#<\/§L explu(ln L)P] and then
Ng>oL(InL)?, but does not belong to L exp[v/2(In L)P], where p = % is defined in (iii) of Theorem 2.3.

Furthermore, [67, 47] show that for a linearly growing BSDE(E, g) to have a solution, an Lexp(py/In L)-
integrability of € + fOT fods is sufficient for u = 42T, but not for any p € (O,Vﬁ), which can not
follow from (iii) of Theorem 2.3.

To prove Theorem 2.3, we introduce the following Proposition 2.6, whose proof is given in Appendix.

Proposition 2.6. For each p > 1 and A € R, there exists a sufficiently large positive constant kx, > e

depending only on (\,p) such that for each k > k» ,,
22y (In(k +y))* < pz® (n(k + 2))** + 42, Va,y > 0. (2.9)
In particular, when p =1, there is no constant k such that (2.9) holds true unless A = 0.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Since the generator g satisfies (EX1)-(EX3) with h(,-,-) being defined in (2.7)
for a = 1, a function @(+,-) € S is a test function for g if for each (s,z,z) € [0,7] x R4 x R4, it holds
that

—@u(s,x) (Bx (In(e + 2))° + ~vZ (In(e + f))k) + %npm(s, z)|Z]* + ps(s, ) > 0.
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It follows from Proposition 2.6 with p = 2 that there exists a sufficiently large positive constant ky > e

depending only on A such that for each k > ky and (s,2,Z) € [0,7] x Ry x Ry,
_ —\\ A 1 —12
palo )2 (k4 ) + L5,

_ Paa (s, T) <2’ysﬁz(5, z>:f (In(k + j)))\ + |j|2)

2 Paa(s, T
e ()

Thus, if a function ¢(-,-) € S satisfies that for some k > ky > e and each (s,z) € [0,T] x Ry,
—Bpz(s,x z) (In z)) ———————— (I = ws(s,2) >0, :
(Pzz(sax) (pzz(sax)

then it is a test function for the generator g.

(i) Let 6 = 0 and A € (—o00,—3%). By a similar computation as in [51], one can verify that for

sufficiently large k > k) and ¢ > 23 — the following function

8%
1+2X°
o(s,z) = (k+ ) (1 — (In(k + x))1+2/\) exp(cs), (s,z) € [0,T] x Ry

satisfies the inequality (2.10) with § = 0 and A < —1/2, and thus is a test function for the generator g.

Since
lim (5,7)
Tr——+00 €T

=exp(cs) € [1,exp(cT)], s€[0,T],

we see from Theorem 2.2 that BSDE(¢, g) admits a solution (Y;, Z¢)ejo,7) such that the process (Y;):e[0,1
is of class (D) if € + fOT fsds € L.

(ii) Let 6 = 0 and A = —=. It is not very hard to verify that for p > 0, sufficiently large k > k) and

1
5

c>260+ 4772, the following function
p(s,2) = (k + ) (n(k+2))” exp(cs), (s,2) € [0,T] x Ry

satisfies the inequality (2.10) with 6 = 0 and A = —1/2, and thus is a test function for the generator g.
Since

pls,2)
Jm et exp(cs) € [1,exp(cT)], s€]0,T],

we see from Theorem 2.2 that if € + fOT fsds € L(InL)P for some p > 0, then BSDE(E, g) admits a
solution (Y%, Zt)se[o, 1) such that the process (|Y;|(In(e + [Y]))?)iefo, 1) is of class (D).

(iii) Let p := 8V (A + 1) V (2X) € (0, +o0). By a similar computation as in [50], one can verify that
for sufficiently large k > kx, c1 > land co > (p+1)5 — 4>‘+72, the following function

o(s,x) = (k + x) exp (c1 exp(cas) (In(k + 2))"), (s,z) € [0,T] x R4

satisfies the inequality (2.10) with p > 0, and thus is a test function for the generator g. Since

(s, )
r—+0c0 T exp (01 eXp(CQS) (ln(e + w))p)

=1, se€]0,7T],
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we see from Theorem 2.2 that if £ + fOT fsds € Ny>oL explu(In L)P], then BSDE(E, g) admits a solution
(Y:, Zt)rejo,r) such that for each p > 0, (|Yi] exp (u(In(e + [Y:]))?))iepo,r is of class (D).

(iv) Let § = 0 and A = 0. Tt is easy to verify that for each p > 1, k > k) and ¢ > pS + %72, the
following function

p(5,2) = (k+2) exples), (s,a) € [0,T] x Ry
satisfies the inequality (2.10) with 6 = 0 and A = 0, and thus is a test function for the generator g. Since

r—+o0o xP

=exp(cs) € [1,exp(cT)], s€[0,T],

we see from Theorem 2.2 that if € + fOT fsds € LP for some p > 1, then BSDE(¢, g) admits a solution
(Yi, Zt)rejo,r) such that the process (|Y:|”)e[o0,r) is of class (D). O

2.3. The sub-quadratic/quadratic growth case

Let us further consider the case that the generator g has a one-sided linear growth in the unknown

variable y and has a super-linear at most quadratic growth in the unknown variable z.

Theorem 2.7. Assume that £ is an Fp-measurable random variable and the generator g satisfies as-
sumptions (EX1)-(EX3) with h(-,-,-) being defined in (2.7) for § =0, A =0 and o € (1,2]. Let o* be
the conjugate of a, i.e.,

1
+— =1
«

Q|

If €+ fOT fsds € Nuso exp(uLai*), then BSDE(, g) admits a solution (Yz, Zt)cpo,1) sSuch that the process
(exp(MYHﬁ))te[Oﬂ is of class (D) for each p > 0. In particular, if &+ fOT fsds € L, then BSDE(E, g)
admits a solution (Yi, Zt)iepo,r) such that (Yi)ieo,r) € S™([0,T|; R).

—

Example 2.8. Let us consider the following typical BSDE:
T4 T
ngﬁ/iwﬁﬁf/‘@«w&temﬂ. (2.11)
t t

The change of variables leads to the equation
T
&:é—/aﬁ@d&,mmjL
t

which has a solution as ¢ € L*. On the other hand, since {eyf'}te[o,T] s a positive super-martingale,
Theorem 3.1 of [23] observes that the inclusion e € L' is also necessary for this BSDE to have a solution.

Furthermore, we consider the case where the generator g satisfies assumptions (EX1)-(EX3) with
h(-,-,-) being defined in (2.7) for § = 0, A = 0 and a = 2. [21] show that for BSDE(E,g) to have
a solution, an exp(ulL)-integrability of & + fOT fsds is sufficient for p = 2vePT, but not for any p €
(0,2veT), which can not follow from Theorem 2.7.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. Consider both cases of @« =2 and « € (1, 2).

(i) The case of a = 2. In this case, a function ¢(-,-) € S is a test function for g if

1
—pz(s,x) (ﬁ:z: + 79?2) + §@mm(s,x)|§c|2 +@s(s,2) >0, VY(s,x,Z) €[0,T] x Ry x Ry.
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It is easy to verify that for each ¢; > 2v and ¢o > 3, the following function
90(57:6) = €xXp (Cl eXp(czs)SC) ) (va) € [05 T] X ]RJr

satisfies the last inequality, and thus is a test function for the generator g. It follows from Theo-
rem 2.2 that if & + fOT fsds € Nysoexp(pl), then BSDE(E, g) admits a solution (Y3, Zi)e(o,7) such that

(exp (u|Y:]))tepo,r is of class (D) for each p > 0, which is the desired assertion since a* = 2 in this case.

(ii) The case of a € (1,2). In this case, a function ¢(-,-) € S is a test function for g if

1
—pz(s,x) (Br +~yT) + §<pm(s,x)|5c|2 +os(s,2) >0, V(s,2,7) €[0,T] x Ry x Ry.

Using Young’s inequality, we have that for each (s,z,Z) € [0,T] x Ry x Ry,
pte] 1 =2
_V@Z(Sax)x + §<pzz(8,x)|x|

— pretne) (-2 ; )
)=

C2-a (avpa(s,2)TF _ (29a(s, @) 7w
)&=

T2 (pw(s,2)TE T (Pee(s,2))TE
Thus, if a function ¢(-,) € S satisfies
274z
—Bou(s,x)x — M +ps(s,z) >0, (s,xz)€[0,T] xRy, (2.12)

(P (s,2)) 7=

then it is a test function for the generator g. Furthermore, by a similar computation as in [48], it can be
verified that for each ¢; > 1, k > kq ¢, with ko, being a positive constant depending only on « and ¢y,
and co > B+ (1+ 01)2% (2a — 2) e qﬁ, the following function
(s, ) = exp (01 exp(c2s)(z + k)ai*) , (s,2) €[0,T] x Ry
satisfies the inequality (2.12), and thus is a test function for the generator g. Since
exp ( ar ) < p(s,z) <exp (cl exp(coT) ko~ ) exp (cl exp(czT):ca*) , Y(s,z) € [0,T] x Ry,

we see from Theorem 2.2 that if & + fOT fsds € Nu>o exp(MLal*)7 then BSDE(¢, ¢g) admits a solution

(Y:, Zt)tejo,r) such that the process (exp(u|Y: ai*))te[oj] is of class (D) for each pu > 0.

Finally, by (2.3) it can be concluded that if £ + fOT fsds € L, then (¢(t,|Yy] + fg fsds))icpo,r) 1s a
bounded process, and then (Y;):cjo,7) € S™([0, T];R). The proof is complete. O

Remark 2.9. Some finer integrability of the data & + fOT fidt might be found for the existence of an
adapted solution to BSDE(, g) with new test functions different from those in the proof of Theorems 2.3
and 2.7. The reader is referred to [21, 47, 48, 50] for more details.

3. Comparison theorems and existence and uniqueness results

In this section, we prove two comparison theorems under different growth of the generator ¢ in the
unknown variables (y, z), which immediately yield the desired uniqueness and can be compared to some
existing comparison results given in for example [40, 68, 65, 22, 44, 48, 50, 51].

First, we have the following a priori estimate.
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Proposition 3.1. Assume that there exists a function h(-,-,-) € S such that dP x dt — a.e.,
1Yt>0 g(ta Y;fa Zt) S ft + h(ta 5/;+a |Zt|)a

and that p(-,-) € S is a test function for h. If (p(t, Y, + fot fsds))iefo,) is of class (D), then we have

t T
© (t, \ A —|—/ fsds) <E|¢p (T, £t —|—/ fsds> ‘ ft] , t€]0,T].
0 0

Proof. Note that (p(t, YT + fg fsds))iefo,r) belongs to class (D). The desired conclusion can be easily

obtained by a similar computation to step 1 in the proof of Theorem 2.2 with Y;*, V¥, 1y, and 1y,

instead of |Yi|, |Ys|, sgn(Y:) and sgn(Y;), respectively. O

3.1. Comparison results for the case of an at most linear growth

Now, let us introduce the following assumptions on the generator g, where g has a one-sided linear

growth in y and an at most linear growth in z.

(UN1) g has an extended monotonicity in y, i.e., there exists a continuous, increasing and concave function

p(-) : Ry — Ry satisfying p(0) =0, p(u) > 0 for u > 0 and

/ du . /8 du
—— := lim — =4
o+ p(u)  e=0t Jo plu)
such that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y1,92,2) € R x R x R%,

Sgn(yl - y?) (g(watvylaz) - g(wvtayQ;Z)) S p(|y1 - y2|)

(UN2) g has a logarithmic uniform continuity in z, i.e., there exist a non-positive constant A\ € (—oo, 0]
and a nondecreasing continuous function x(-) : Ry — Ry with linear growth and x(0) = 0 such

that dP x dt — a.e., for each (y, 21, 22) € R x R x R?,
|9(w, t,y,21) = g(w, by, 22)| < (|21 = z2|(In(e + |21 — 220)*) < k(21 — 22]) .

Remark 3.2. Since the function p(-) appearing in (UN1) is nondecreasing and concave with p(0) = 0,

we can verify that p(-) has a linear growth. We always assume that there exists a A > 0 such that
VueRy, pu)<Au+1) and r(u) < A(u+1). (3.1)
Thus, if the generator g satisfies (UN1) and (UN2), then we have dP x dt — a.e., for each (y, z) € Rx RY,

sgn(y)g(w,t,y,2) < [g(t,0,0) + p(|yl) + r(|2| (In(e + |2])*)
< g(t,0,0)| + 24 + Aly| + Alz| (In(e + |2]))*,

which means that the generator g has a one-sided linear growth in y and a logarithmic sub-linear/linear
growth in the unknown variable z, and then satisfies assumption (EX3) with fi := |g(¢,0,0)| + 2A and
h(-,+, ) being defined in (2.7) for f=v=A, § =0, a =1 and X\ < 0. In addition, in the case of A =0,
assumption (UN2) is equivalent to saying that the function g(t,w,y,z) is uniformly continuous in the
variable z uniformly with respect to the variables (t,w,y); the assumption (UN2) becomes stronger as A
decreases.
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Theorem 3.3. Let & and &' be two terminal conditions such that € < &', the generator g (resp. ¢') satisfy
assumptions (UN1) and (UN2), and (Yi, Zt)icpo,1) and (Y{, Z{)icio,1) be, respectively, adapted solutions
to BSDE(&, g) and BSDE(¢',g') such that

ly,syy (96, Y], Z) — g (6, Y/, Z;)) <0 (resp. ly,sy; (9(t, Y, Ze) —g'(t, Y1, Z4)) <0 ). (3.2)

Then, we have Yy <Y} for each t € [0,T], if either of the following four conditions is true:

(i) A < —=1/2 and both processes (Yi)iecjo,r) and (Y{)iejo,r) are of class (D).

(i) X = —1/2 and both processes (|Y|(In(e + |Y;))P)iepo,r) and (|Y/[(In(e 4 |YY))?)iepo, ) are of class
(D) for some constant p > 0.

(iii) A € (=1/2,0] and both processes (|Yi| exp(u(ln(e + |Yi)**2))iefo,r) and (|Y|exp(u(ln(e +
|Y;£I|)))\+%))t€[O,T] are of class (D) for each p > 0.

(iv) A =0 and both processes (|Y¢|?)ico,r) and (|Y{|")tejo,r) are of class (D) for some p > 1.

[40] show that the strict comparison theorem is true for solutions of two BSDEs when either of both
generators is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in (y, z). However, the following two examples indicate that
the strict comparison theorem fails to hold in general when the generator g satisfies only assumptions
(UN1) and (UN2), which are provided in Section 5.3 of [81] and Example 3.2 of [62], respectively. In

finance, this means that there are infinitely many opportunities of arbitrage.

Example 3.4. Let d =1 and consider the following BSDE:

Yt§+/tT(2 Y;)ds/TZS-dBS, te0,T). (3.3)

t
Clearly, the generator g(w,t,y, z) := 72\/y_+ satisfies assumptions (UN1) and (UN2) with p(xz) = x and
k(x) = 0. It is not hard to verify that (Yy, Zy)iepo,r) := (0,0)e0,m) and (Y{, Z)iepo,r) = (t2,0)sej0,m) are
respectively the unique solution to (3.3) with & =0 and & = T? such that (|Y:|P)iepo, 1) and (|Y/|P)reo,r)
belong to class (D) for each p > 0. Note that Y, = T? > 0= Yz, but Yo = Y] = 0.

Example 3.5. Let d =1 and consider the following BSDE:
T ) T
Yt:§+/ (—3|Z5|§)dsf/ Z.-dB,, te[0,T]. (3.4)
t t

Clearly, the generator g(w,t,y, z) :== —3|z|3 satisfies (UN1) and (UN2) with p(z) = = and r(zx) = 3z3.
It is not hard to verify that (Yy, Zi)icjor) = (0,0)icior) and (Y{, ZD)icior) = (3B BY)iep.r) are
respectively the unique solution to (3.4) with & =0 and & = 2B, such that (|Y3|P)iej0,r) and (|Y/[P)ie(01]
belong to class (D) for each p > 0. Note that P(Y] >Yp)=1>0, but Yo =Yy = 0.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We only prove the case that the generator g satisfies assumptions (UN1) and
(UN2), and dP x dt — a.e.,
Lysyy (9(6Y], Zy) = g'(8Y], 1)) < 0. (3.5)

The other case can be proved in the same way. According to Theorem 2.1 in [44] and the above
assumptions, it suffices to prove that the process ((Y; — Y/)")icpo,r) is bounded whenever either of four
conditions (i)-(iv) holds.
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Define Y :=Y — Y’ and Z := Z — Z'. Then, the pair of processes (Yt, ZAt)te[O,T] verifies

T T
f@=5+/ ﬁ(s,K,Zs)ds—/ Zs-dB,, teo,T), (3.6)
t t

where £ := ¢ — ¢ and
g(s,ﬁ,ZAS) = g(saifsvzs) - gl(sa}/slvzg)'

From assumptions (UN1) and (UN2) together with inequalities (3.5) and (3.1), we have

lYt>0 g(ta}}hZAt) = lYt>0 (g(s,Ys, ZS) - g/(s,Ys’,Z;))

= lYt>0 (9(57Y57ZS) - g(s,Ys’,Zs) + g(S,}/S/, ZS) - g(s Y/ Z;) + g(s Y/ Zé) - g/(s Y/ Z;))

y» s y» s » T8

(3.7)
< p(7) + e (126l (me + 1 Z41))*)
<2A 4 AV + AZy] (111(6 + |Zt|))A S ANAN
where f; := 2A and for each (¢,z,%) € [0,T] x Ry x Ry,
h(t,z, %) == Az + Az (In(e + 7)) . (3.8)

Using Proposition 3.1 together with (3.7) and (3.8), we now verify that Y+ is a bounded process
whenever either of conditions (i)-(iv) is true.

(i) Let A < —1/2 and both processes (Y3)ic(o,r] and (Y{)iepo,r] be of class (D). For each k > e

8A2

sufficient large and each ¢ > 24 — Tron

define the following function
o(s,z) = (k+ ) (1 — (In(k + m))HM) exp(es), (s,x)€[0,T] x Ry.

Since 0 < ¢(s,z) < (k + x) exp(cT) for each (s,z) € [0,T] x Ry, the process {p(t, Y;F + 2At) }reqo,1) 18
of class (D). On the other hand, a similar analysis to that in (i) of the proof of Theorem 2.3 yields that
the last function (-, -) satisfies (2.1), and thus is a test function for h defined in (3.8). It then follows

from Proposition 3.1 that
¢ (t, V;H +24t) <E[¢ (T, £ +2A4T)| F| = ¢ (T,2AT), te€[0,T],

which means that (}A/;r)te[oﬂ is a bounded process.

(i) Let A = ~1/2 and both processes (|¥;|(In(e + [Yi)))?)scio.z) and ([%/](n(e + ¥/ ]))?)sefory be of
class (D) for some constant p > 0. For each k > e sufficient large and each ¢ > 24 + %, define the

following function
o(5,2) = (k +2) (In(k + 2))” exp(cs), (5,2) € [0,T] x Ry

Since 0 < p(s,7) < Kz (In(e +x))? for each (s,x) € [0,7] x Ry and some positive constant K > 0
depending only on (k, T), we can deduce that {@(t, ;" + 2At) }+ejo,) is of class (D). On the other hand,
a similar analysis to that in (ii) of the proof of Theorem 2.3 yields that the last function ¢(-,-) satisfies
(2.1), and hence is a test function for h defined in (3.8). Thus, the boundedness of the process (§7t+)t€[07T}

follows immediately as in (i).
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(iii) Let A € (—3,0] and both processes (|Y;|exp(u(In(e + |Yt|)))\+%))te[O,T] and (|Y{]exp(p(In(e +
|Ytl|)))‘+%))te[o,T] be of class (D) for any p > 0. For each k > e sufficient large, ¢; > 1 and ¢ >
(A+3/2)8 - 4742, define the following function

o(s,x) = (k + x) exp (cl exp(cas) (In(k + z))/\Jr%) , (s,2) €]0,T] x Ry

Since 0 < (s, z) < Kxexp (K (In(e + x)))‘Jr%) for each (s,z) € [0,T] x R4 and some positive constant
K > 0 depending only on (k,T), we can deduce that {¢(t, Y;" + 2At) }iefo,) s of class (D). On the
other hand, a similar analysis to that in (iii) of the proof of Theorem 2.3 yields that the last function
©(+, -) satisfies (2.1), and is a test function for h defined in (3.8). Thus, the boundedness of the process

(}A/,f)te[oﬂ follows immediately as in (i).
(iv) Let A = 0 and both processes (|Y;|P).c[0,r) and (|Y/|?)¢cjo, 7] be of class (D) for some p > 1. Note
that for each p > 0, there exists a positive constant K > 0 depending only on (u,p) such that

0 < wexp (,u(ln(e—i—ac))%) < KaP, x> 1.

The desired assertion is a direct consequence of (iii). O

The following example is taken from Remark 6 of [61], which indicates that the uniform continuity

of the generator g in the unknown variable y is not sufficient for the uniqueness of the solution to a

BSDE(¢, g)-

Example 3.6. Let us consider the following BSDE:

T T
Yt:/ \/|Ys|ds—/ Z.-dB., te[0,T]. (3.9)
t

t
Clearly, g(w,t,y, z) := \/|y| is uniformly continuous. It is not hard to check that for each ¢ € [0,T],

c—t)T)?
(Ye, Zt)repo,r) = (%,0)
t€[0,7]

is a solution to (3.9) such that (|Y;|P)scjo, 1) belongs to class (D) for each p > 0.

3.2. Comparison results for the super-linear at most quadratic growth case

In the following comparison theorem, we will use the following assumption on the generator g, where

the generator g admits a super-linear at most quadratic growth in (y, z) in general.

(UN3) It holds that dP x dt — a.e.,

g(watvylvz) B 99(w7t5y27z)

Lsyy>0 T—¢ < fe(w) + B(lyal + [y2l) + h(t, (Boy) T, [d02]),
- (3.10)
Y(y1,v2,21,22) ER xR x RT x R4 and 0 € (0,1),
or
w,t,y1,2) — O0g(w,t,ys2, 2 = _
o DI O] gy 4 Bl 4 )+ A Go) 02,
(3.11)

Y(y1,v2,21,22) ER xR x RT x R4 and 0 € (0,1),
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where h(-,-,-) € S is defined in (2.7) for A > 0,

-0 -0
YL70Y2 ond Ggz:i= 272

0oy =4 1—90

Proposition 3.7. Assume that the generator g satisfies (EX3) with h(-,-,-) € S being defined in (2.7)
for X > 0. Then, assumption (UN3) holds true for g if either of the following three conditions is true:

(i) dP x dt — a.e., g(w,t,-,-) is convex or concave;

(i) dP x dt — a.e., for each (y,z) € RxR?, g(w,t,-, z) is Lipschitz continuous and g(w,t,y,) is convex

or concave;

(iii) g(t,y,2) = l(y)q(z), where both I : R — R and q : RY — R are bounded and Lipschitz continuous,
and the function q(-) has a bounded support.

The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.5 of [48], and is omitted here.

Remark 3.8. One typical example of (UN3) is g(w,t,y, 2) := g1(y) + g2(y), where g1 : R — R is convex
or concave with a one-sided logarithmic sup-linear growth, i.e., there exists a nonnegative constant A > 0

such that for each y € R,
sgn(y)g1 (y) < A+ Blyl(n(e +y)))°,

and g2 : R — R is a Lipschitz continuous function. In other words, g is a Lipschitz continuous perturba-
tion of some convex (concave) function. Another typical example of (UN3) is g(w,t,y, z) := g3(2)+g4(2),
where gz : R* — R is convex or concave with a logarithmic sub-quadratic growth, i.e., there exists a non-

negative constant A > 0 such that for each z € RY,
193(2)] < A +72|%(In(e + |2])*,

and g4 : R? — R is a Lipschitz continuous function with a bounded support. In other words, § is a
local Lipschitz continuous perturbation of some convex (concave) function. Furthermore, it is easy to
verify that if both generators g1 and go satisfies (3.10) (resp. (3.11)), then g1 + g2 also satisfies (3.10)
(resp. (3.11)). Consequently, the generator g satisfying (UN3) may be not necessarily convex (concave)
or Lipschitz continuous in (y, z), and it can have a general growth in y. Finally, a similar argument to
that in Section 4 of [58] gives that if the generator g satisfies (UN3), then it has to be local Lipschitz

continuous in (y,z), and then satisfies (EX1).

Theorem 3.9. Suppose that & and &' are two terminal conditions such that & < &', the generater g
(resp. g') satisfies assumption (UN3) with h(-,-,-) being defined in (2.7) for X > 0, and (Y3, Zt)ieo,1]
and (Y/, Z{)ecjo,1) are, respectively, adapted solutions to BSDE(E, g) and BSDE(E',g") such that

g(tvi/t/vz£> S g/(tvi/t/azé) (resp. g(tvi/tvzt) S g/(t;}/th) )

Then the following two assertions hold true:

(i) Let « = 1 and p := 6V (A + 3) v (2\). If fOT fsds € NusoLexp[p(ln L)P] and both processes
(1¥ilexp(ulin(e + [Yi)"reior) and (Y] explaline + YD) eeior) are of elass (D) for each > 0,
then for each t € [0,T], we have Y; <YY.
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(i1) Let 6 = 0, A =0, a € (1,2] and o* be the conjugate of a. If fOT fods € exp(uL==) and both
processes (exp(u(|Y}|)ai*))t€[07T] and (eXp(u(|§Q’|)ai*))t€[07T] are of class (D) for each u > 0, then for
each t € [0,T], we have Yy <Y/. In particular, if the random variable fOT fsds and both processes Y and
Y are all bounded, then for each t € [0,T], Y; <Y.

Remark 3.10. Let us suppose that the generator g satisfies assumption (EX3) with h(-,-,-) being defined
in (2.7) for § =0, A =0, a = 2. For the case of the bounded terminal condition, it has been shown
in [44] and [68] that in order to ensure that the (strictly) comparison result in Theorem 3.9 holds, the
assumption (UN3) can be weakened such that the generator g further satisfies assumption (UN1) and the
following locally Lipschitz condition in z: dP x dt — a.e., for each (y, 21, z2) € R x R4 x R1*d,

l9(w, t.y,21) = g(w, by, 22)| <YL+ |z + [z2]) 21 — 22 (3.12)

with 6 € [0,1] and v > 0. For the case of the unbounded terminal condition, it has been shown in [49]
that in order to ensure that the comparison result in Theorem 3.9 holds, the assumption (UN3) can be
weakened such that the generator g is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in y and further satisfies (3.12)
with § € [0,1) and an additional strictly positive/negative quadratic condition of the generator g in z,

see assumptions (H3) and (H3’) in [49] for more details.

Proof of Theorem 3.9. (i) We first consider the case when the generator g satisfies (3.10) in assumption
(UN3), and dP x dt — a.e.,
9(t.Y/, Z}) < g'(t.Y/, Z}). (3.13)

The 6-technique put forward initially in Briand and Hu [22] will be used in the following argument. For
each fixed 6 € (0, 1), define

= = 14
69U 1-0 and 59V 1-0 (3 )
Then the pair (69U, 69V;)¢ejo,7) verifies the following BSDE:
T T
60Uy = dgUr +/ (599(5, 09Us, 09 Vs)ds — / 6oVs-dBg, te€ [O,T], (3.15)
t t
where dP x ds — a.e.,
Y5, Zs) —0g(s, Y., Z! 0 YL ZD) —g'(s, Y], Z!
599(5,50U5,59‘/5) — (9(57 ) g(S S s))lt e(g(s S é) g (S S s)) . (316)
It follows from the assumptions that dP x ds — a.e., for each (y, z) € R x R,
Ls,0.>0 009(5,00Us, 00V5) < fs + R(s, (66Us)™, |36 V) (3.17)

with
fs = fs + BV + YD)
On the other hand, for each k > e sufficient large, ¢y > 1 and ¢ > (p+1)5 — 4/\+72, define the following
function
o(s,z) = (k + x) exp (c1 exp(cas) (In(k + x))*), (s,2) € [0,T] x R,
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Since 0 < ¢(s,z) < Kzexp (K (In(e + x))?) for each (s,z) € [0,T] x R, and some positive constant
K > 0 depending only on (k,T'), according to the assumptions it is not hard to verify that the process
{o(t, (6pU)T + fg fsds)}ieo,ry is of class (D). On the other hand, by a similar analysis to that in (iii)
of the proof of Theorem 2.3 we can conclude that the last function (-, -) satisfies (2.1), and hence is a

test function for h defined in (2.7) with & =1 and A > 0. It then follows from Proposition 3.1 that

T
® (T, (3eUr)* +/ fsds>
0

_ pen+ o _ et

T
® (T,£+ +/ fsds>|ﬁ] , t€0,T).
0

Thus, the desired assertion follows by sending 6 to 1 in the last inequality.

(6eU)T < ¢ (t, (6oU) T + /Ot fsds) <E

]-'t] . te0,T].  (3.18)

Moreover, since

it follows that
(¥ — 0Y))* < (1-0)E

For the case that (3.13) holds and the generator g satisfies (3.11), we need to use Y —Y” and 2 — 7,
respectively, instead of Y —0Y” and Z —0Z' in (3.14). In this case, the generator dgg in (3.15) and (3.16)
should be

Ys, Zs) — Y!.Z! Y. Z))—q'(s,Y]. Z!
699(8’ 69US,69‘/'S) = (99(8, S 5) g(s’ CR ‘S)]? jég(s’ CR é) g (S’ S S)).

It follows from (3.11) that the generator dgg still satisfies (3.17). Consequently, (3.18) still holds. More-
over, by using
0 —&)" 0§ —¢+(E—¢)]

+
+ _ < ()T = ¢

instead of (3.19), by virtue of (3.18) we deduce that

T —_
sa(T,§+/0 fsds>‘ft], t e [0,T].

Thus, the desired assertion follows by sending 6 to 1 in the last inequality.

(0% —Y))* < (1-0)E

Finally, in the same way we can prove the desired assertion under the conditions that the generator

g’ satisfies assumption (UN3) and dP x dt — a.e., g(t, Y, Z:) < ¢'(t, Yz, Z¢).

(ii) The desired assertion can be proved in the same way as in (i). The only difference lies in that the
test function used in (i) needs to be replaced with those used, respectively, in (i) and (ii) of the proof of

Theorem 2.7 for two different cases of & = 2 and « € (1, 2). O

Remark 3.11. Both assertions (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 3.3 seem to be new, and the key idea in the
proof of Theorems 3.3 and 3.9 can be dated back to [21, 44, 48, 51].

3.3. Fxistence and uniqueness

Using Theorems 2.3, 2.7, 3.3 and 3.9, we easily have the following two existence and uniqueness

results, whose proofs are omitted here.
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Theorem 3.12. Assume that & is an Fp-measurable random wvariable and the generator g satisfies
(EX1)-(EX3) with h(-,-,-) being defined in (2.7) for « = 1. Then, the following assertions hold.

(i) Let 5§ =0 and X € (—o0,—3). If &+ fOT fsds € L' and the generator g further satisfies (UN1)
and (UN2), then BSDE(E, g) admits a unique solution (Yy, Zi)eejo,1) such that (Y)iecjo,r) is of class (D);

(ii) Let 6 = 0 and A = —%. If € + fOT fsds € L(In L)? for some p > 0 and the generator g further
satisfies (UN1) and (UN2), then BSDE(, g) admits a unique solution (Y, Zt).e[0,1] such that the process
(¥aln(e + i))P)rciory is of elass (D)

(iii) Let p := 6V (A+ 3) V (2X) € (0,+00). If{+ fOT fsds € NusoL exp[p(ln L)P] and the generator g
further satisfies (UN1) and (UN2) for the case of A € (—%,0] and (UN3) for the case of A € [0, +00), then
BSDE(, g) admits a unique solution (Y, Zt)epo,1] such that the process (|Y:|exp(u(In(e + [Y:]))?))tejo,1]
is of class (D) for each pu > 0;

(iv) Let 6 =0 and A = 0. If &+ fOT fsds € LP for some p > 1 and g further satisfies (UN1) and
(UN2), then BSDE(E, g) admits a unique solution (Yi, Zt)icio, 1) such that (|Y:|P)ecjo,r) is of class (D).

Theorem 3.13. Assume that & is an Fp-measurable random wvariable and the generator g satisfies
assumptions (EX2), (EX3) and (UNS3) with h(-,-,-) being defined in (2.7) for § =0, A =0 and o € (1,2].
If € + fOT fsds € Nyu>o eXp(/LLc%*) with o* being the conjugate of «, then BSDE(E, g) admits a unique
"L*))te[o,T] is of class (D) for each p > 0. In

solution (Yy, Zt)iejo,r) such that the process (exp(p|Y;
particular, if & + fOT fsds € L°(Fr), then BSDE(, g) admits a unique solution (Y, Zt)epo,r) such that
(Ye)eepo,r) € S([0, T]; R).

4. Applications

In this section, we will introduce some applications of our theoretical results obtained in the last two

sections, which are enlightened by for example [83, 84, 87, 22, 60, 48, 51, 50].

4.1. The (conditional) g-expectation defined on L'(Fr)

First of all, we extend the notion of (conditional) g-expectation of [87] defined on the space L?(Fr)

of squarely integrable random variables to the larger one L!(F7) of integrable random variables.

Definition 4.1. Let the generator g satisfy assumptions (EX1)-(EX2) and (UN1)-(UN2) with \ €

(—o0, —%) and fOT fsds € L', Assume further that g satisfies the following assumption:
dP x dt — a.e., g(w,t,y,0)=0, VyeR. (4.1)

By virtue of (i) in Theorem 3.12, for each & € LY (Fr) and t € [0,T], we can denote the conditional

g-expectation E4[E|F] of & with respect to Fy by the following formula:
EGlE|F] =Y, (4.2)

where (Yf, Zf)te[O,T] is the unique solution of BSDE(, g) such that Y* belongs to class (D). In particular,
we call E,[E] = E4[€|Fo] the g-expectation of €.
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It is clear that the conditional g-expectation operator &,[-|F;] defined by (4.2) maps L'(Fr) to L'(F)
for each t € [0, T], which shares the same domain with the classical mathematical expectation operator.
Furthermore, proceeding identically as in [88] and [64], from (i) of Theorem 3.3 and (i) of Theorem 3.12
together with (4.1) we easily (thus omitting the proof) have the following two propositions.

Proposition 4.2. &[] possesses the following properties:
(i) Preserving of constants: For each constant ¢ € R, Eglc] = ¢;
(ii) Monotonicity: For each &1,& € LY (Fr), if & > &, then E,[&1] > &,4(&2].
Proposition 4.3. For each t € [0,T], £[-|Fi] possesses the following properties:
(i) If € € L'(Fy), then E[E|F] = &;
(ii) For each &1,& € LY Fr), if & > &, then E,[&1|Fr] > Ey&a| Fil;
(iii) For each & € LY(Fr) and r € [0,T], we have E,[E,[E|F|Fr] = Egl€| Finrl;
(iv) For each A € Fy and & € L*(Fr), E4[1a&|F) = 1aEH[E|FL] and E,[1a] = E[1aE[E|F]]-

It can be indicated from both propositions that the (conditional) g-expectation preserves essential
properties (but except linearity) of the classical expectations. Some extensive issues on the (conditional)

g-expectation still remain to be further studied along the lines of [87, 26, 88, 29, 91, 89, 90, 64, 33].

Remark 4.4. In the same way as above, by Theorems 3.3, 3.9, 3.12 and 3.18 one can define the
(conditional) g-expectation via the solutions of BSDEs on the spaces

L(InL)? (p > 0), ﬂ Lexplu(ln L)?] (p > 0), LP (p>1), ﬂ eXp(uLai*) (a* >2) and L=
pn>0 u>0

respectively. It is clear that the generator g of BSDEs needs to satisfy some stronger conditions as the

space becomes larger. In particular, when g(t,y,z) := ~|z|, the corresponding conditional g-expectation
Egl-|F] fort € [0,T] can be defined on the space (| LexpluvIn L], which is bigger than LP (p > 1) used
pu>0

for example in [87, 26, 29, 91, 89, 90, 93, 60, 62]. Furthermore, according to (iii) of Theorem 3.3 and

(iii) of Theorem 8.12, we can verify that for each t € [0,T) and § € (| Lexp[pvInL],
pu>0

EglE|Ft] = esssup Eq €] Fi]
geA

with A being defined in Example 2.5. This is just the maximal conditional expectation on A.

4.2. Dynamic utility process and risk measure

In the sequel, we introduce an application of our theoretical results in mathematical finance. For
simplicity of notations, we set for each ¢ € [0,7T] and « € (1, 2]

2
E*(F) = () expluL>"](F)
pu>0

with a* := =% > 2 being the conjugate of a. Clearly, E*(F;) is a linear space containing L>(F;) of
bounded random variables. The following proposition is a direct consequence of (iii) of Theorem 3.12,
and the proof is omitted.
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Proposition 4.5. Suppose that the generator g(z) : RY — R is a concave function satisfying g(0) = 0
and

lg(2) < a+ ]z (4.3)

with a > 0 and « € (1,2] being two given constants. Then, for each & € E“(Fr), BSDE(E, g) admits a
unique solution (Y, Zt)epo,1) such that Yy € E“(Fy) for each t € [0,T].

Now, by virtue of Proposition 4.5, for each £ € E*(Fr) we can define
UL(§) =Y, teoT], (4.4)

where (Y, Zf)te[o,T] is the unique solution of BSDE(&, g) such that Y € E*(F,) for each t € [0, T).
The following theorem indicates that the family of operators {U{(:)}.cjo,7) defined via (4.4) consti-
tutes a dynamic utility process defined on E*(Fr).

Theorem 4.6. For each t € [0,T], the mapping U/ (-) : E*(Fr) — E“(F;) defined via (4.4) satisfies
the following properties:

(i) Positivity: U/ (0) = 0 and UJ(€) > 0 for each nonnegative random variable ¢ € E“(Fr);

(1) Monotonicity: for each &,m € E*(Fr), if £ >, then U (&) > U (n);

(iii) Monetary: U/ (& +n) = U7 (§) +n for each & € E*(Fr) and n € E*(F);

(iv) Concavity: Uf(0¢ + (1 —0)n) > 0US (&) + (1 — 0)UY (n) for all &,n € E*(Fr) and 6 € (0,1).

Proof. In view of g(0) = 0 and the fact that ¢ is independent of y, (i)-(iii) are the direct consequences
of (iii) of Theorem 3.12 and (i) of Theorem 3.9. Furthermore, proceeding identically as Proposition 3.5
in [40], by virtue of (i) of Theorem 3.9 and the concavity of g we can get (iv). O

Now, we let the function f : R — R be convex, satisfy f(0) = 0, and liminf |, f(z)/|z|> > 0.

For each £ € L*°(Fr), define
ft]

where E,[-|F;] is the conditional expectation operator with respect to F; under the probability measure

B T
Ut(€) = essinf { E, | ¢ —|—/ f(qu)du
t

Q7 ~ ]P’} , telo,T], (4.5)

Q1?, which is equivalent to P and

dQ¢ ¢ I
E|: Q ]:t:| :eXp{/ QU'dBu_§/ |QU|2du}a tG[O,T]-
0 0

dP
It is not difficult to check that {Uy(-) }se(0,7) defined via (4.5) constitutes a dynamic utility process defined

on L*®(Fr). And, it follows from Theorems 2.1-2.2 in [34] that there exists a (Z;);e(0,7) € M? such that
(U(€), Zt)tefo,r) is the unique bounded solution of the following BSDE

T T
Vi=g+ [ gz)ds— [ 2B te 1), (1.6)
t ¢
where
g(2):= —sup (—z-x — f(x)) = inf (z- 2+ f(x)) <0, VzeR? (4.7)
z€ERd z€R?

23



is a concave function with g(0) = 0, and lim sup g(2)|/|z|? < co. For example, if ¢ > 0 and
|z|— 00
f@) =clz|]* >0, zeR,

then

1 a*—1
02>g(2) = :

d
> *CO¢——1W|Z|Q’ z € RY,

which means that ¢ satisfies the conditions in Proposition 4.5.

Remark 4.7. It is well known that (4.5) is usually used to define the utility of bounded endowments in
mathematical finance, see for example [34] for details. However, it is only defined on the space L (Fr).
This motivates the definition (4.4) via a BSDE, which can be defined on a larger space E*(Fr) than
L>°(Fr). Some relevant results are available in [40, 37, 50]. In a symmetric way to the above, we can

also define a conver risk measure on E*(Fr), see [59, 64] among others for more details.

Example 4.8. Let the generator
9(2) = c(1xz0 — Laco)lz|(In(e + [2])*, 2 € RY,

where ¢ > 0 and A € R are two given constants. From Theorem 3.12, we easily have the following three

assertions:

(i) If X € (o0, —3), then for each { € L', BSDE(E, g) admits a unique solution (Yf,Zf)te[O’T] such
that (th)te[O,T] is of class (D);

(i) If A = f%, then for each & € L(In L)P withp > 0, BSDE(, g) admits a unique solution (Yf, Zf)te[O,T]
such that the process (|Y*|(In(e + |Yt§|))p)t€[07T] is of class (D);

(iii) If X € (—3,+00) and p := (A+ 1)V (2X), then for each & € NysoL explu(In L)P], BSDE(E, g) admits
a unique solution (Y, Zf)te[o,T] such, that the process (|Y|exp(p(ln(e + |Yf|))p))t€[01T] is of class
(D) for each p > 0.

Thus, for the preceding three different ranges of A\, we can define the following operator

in three different spaces of contingent claims: L*, L(In L)? and N,>oL exp[u(In L)P]. Moreover, according
to the properties of the generator g together with Theorems 3.3, 8.9 and 3.12, in the same spirit as in
for example [1, 59, 64, 27, 33, 25], we verify that whenever A > 0, A < 0 and A = 0, o(-) is respectively a
convez risk measure, a star-shaped risk measure (see the precise definition in page 2641 of [25, Definition
1]) and a coherent risk measure on the corresponding space of contingent claims. In addition, in the same
way, we can also define the corresponding dynamic risk measure with the solution Yt_5 of BSDE(&, g) for

tel0,T].
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4.3. Nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula

As another application of our theoretical results, in this subsection we will derive a nonlinear
Feynman-Kac formula for PDEs which are at most quadratic with respect to the gradient of the so-

lution. Let us consider the following semi-linear PDE:
Opu(t, z) + Lu(t,z) + g(t, z,u(t,x), 0" Vau(t,z)) =0, w(T,-) = h(-), (4.8)
where £ is the infinitesimal generator of the solution X* to the following SDE:
X0 = x4 /S b(r, XE)dr + /S o(r,X*)dB,, t<s<T. (4.9)
t t

For each (tg, o) € [0,T] x R”, (Y;*"°, Zf”’zo)te[toyT] is the solution to the BSDE

T T
g(s,Xﬁ”’zO,Ys,Zs)dsqL/ Zy-dB,, te€ [to, T, (4.10)
t

Y, = h(X3") +/

t

The nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula says that the function
u(t,z) = Y"", ¥ (t,z) €[0,T] x R, (4.11)

is a viscosity solution to PDE (4.8).

Let us first recall the definition of a continuous viscosity solution in our framework, see e.g. [30].

Definition 4.9. A continuous function u : [0,T] x R™ — R with u(T,-) = h(-) is said to be a viscosity

super-solution (resp. sub-solution) to PDE (4.8) if the inequality
Orulto, xo) + Lu(to, xo) + g(to, o, u(te, o), 0" Vap(to, z9)) <0 (resp. >0)

holds true for any smooth function (-,-) such that the function u — ¢ attains a local minimum (resp.
mazimum) at the point (to, xo) € (0,T)xR™. Moreover, a viscosity super-solution is said to be a viscosity

solution if it is also a viscosity sub-solution.

Let us now introduce the following assumptions on the coefficients of SDE (4.9).

(A1) Both functions b : [0,7] x R® — R™ and o : [0,T] x R® — R™*? are jointly continuous and there

is a positive constant K > 0 such that for each (¢,z,2") € [0,T] x R™ x R™,

b(t,0) + lo(t,a)| < K and  [b(t,2) — b(t,a’)| + |o(t,2) — o(t,2)] < Ko — ']

Classical results on SDEs show that under the assumption (A1), SDE (4.9) has a unique solution
X5" € Ny>18 for each (t,x) € [0,T] x R™. And, since o is bounded, the argument in page 563 of Briand
and Hu [22] yields that for each p > 0, there is a constant C' > 0, depending only on (g, i, T, K), such
that for each ¢ € [1,2) and (¢t,z) € [0,7] x R™,

E | sup exp (u[XD*|7)| < Cexp(uC|z|?). (4.12)

set,T]

Let us further give our assumptions on the generator g and the terminal condition of BSDE (4.10).
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(A2) Both functions g : [0,7] x R" x R x R — R and h : R® — R are jointly continuous and there are
three real constants k& > 0, « € (1,2] and p € [1,a*) with a* being the conjugate of o such that
for each (¢,z,y,2) € [0,T] x R” x R x R%,

sgn(y)g(t, z,y,2) < k(1 + 2" + [yl + |2[), (4.13)

l9(t, 2, 2)| + h(@)| < k (1+ |l + exp(kly|=) + |2I?) (4.14)

)
)

and either inequality

z— 07
1—-6

y_ey/ +
1-0

1y—9y’>0 (g(t,x,y,z) - eg(taxay/az/)) S (1 - e)k <1 + |$|p + |yl| + (

or

z— 07
1—-6

— 0\~
1070 (9lt,,,2) = Og(t, 2,1/, 2) < (1= O)k (1 wlap 11+ (5 )

is satisfied for V(t,2,v,v’,2,2') € [0,T] x R* x R x R x R¢ x R% and 6 € (0, 1).

Since p € [1,a*), we have from (4.12) that for each (tg,z¢) € [0,7] x R™ and each u > 0,

E [exp (u (|X¥)’$°|p)“_*)} <E l €s[wilpT] exp (M|X§“’I“|§_€) < Cexp(uC|xo 2_p) < 400
S 0>
and )
T aF
E |exp | p </ |X§“’I“|pds> <E [ sup exp (MT‘% X;O’I0|c75) < 400,
to s€[to,T]

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on (p, a, i, T, K). Then, in view of the assumption (A2) and the
last two inequalities, we can apply Theorem 3.13 to construct a unique solution (¥, Zf”’zo)te[to,T] to

BSDE (4.10) such that (exp(u|Ytt“’I“|ai*))te[ 1) is of class (D) for each 1 > 0. Furthermore, a classical

to,

argument yields that the function u defined by (4.11) is deterministic.

The following theorem constitutes the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 4.10. Let assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold. Then, the function u defined in (4.11) is contin-

wous on [0,T] x R™ and there exists a constant C > 0 such that
YV (t,z) € [0,T] x R™, |u(t,z)| < C(1 + |z|P).
Moreover, u is a viscosity solution to PDE (4.8).

The proof is available in [48, 22]. Similar results can also be found in [31, 32].

Remark 4.11. The nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula for solution of PDEs can be dated back to [84],
in the spirit of which numerical discussions appeared successively in for example [85, 86, 79, 82, 68,
60, 22, 81, 48]. In fact, according to Theorems 3.3, 3.9, 3.12 and 3.13, we can establish a one-to-one
correspondence between solutions of PDEs and BSDFEs via the Feynman-Kac formulas, as mentioned in
section 4 of [60]. In general, the generator g and the terminal condition h of BSDE (4.10) can admit a
more general growth in the unknown variable x when g has a lower growth in the unknown variable z.
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5. Open problems

In this section, we describe five open problems. The first two concern the existence of a solution to
a BSDE and a PDE, and the last three address the uniqueness.

Problem 5.1. Consider the following BSDE:

T \Z,| T
Yt:§+/ 7&9—/ Zs-dBs, te€[0,T]. (5.1)
o Vh(e+[Z) i
For ¢ € L', does BSDE (5.1) admit a solution (Y, Z;)¢ecpo,7] such that Y is of class (D)? Note that
Assertion (ii) of Theorem 2.3 concerns existence for £ € L(In L)P only when p > 0, while Assertion (i) of
Theorem 2.3 concerns the BSDE of a slower growing generator.

Problem 5.2. Let assumption (Al) be satisfied and that the functions g and h only satisfy (4.13)
and (4.14) of assumption (A2) in the last section. Does the semi-linear PDE (4.8) admit a viscosity
solution? Note that the PDE is associated to a BSDE (4.10), which has (from Theorem 2.7) a solution
(Y00, Z°") e (1. 7) Such that (eXp(u|Ytt°’Z°|ai*))t€[t07T] is of class (D) for each p > 0.

Problem 5.3. Let p > 1 and consider the following BSDE:

T T
Yt=§+/ |Zs|sin|Zs|ds—/ Zs-dB,, tel0,T).
t t

For each { € LP, is the solution (Y3, Zt)seo,1) to the last BSDE with (|Y;|P).c[0,7) being of class (D)
unique? We note that the generator g is not uniformly continuous in z, while the uniqueness assertion
(iv) of Theorem 3.3 requires the uniform continuity of the generator g in z.

Problem 5.4. Let d = 2 and consider the following BSDE:
T4 T
Y, :§+/ 5|Z;|2 ds—/ Zs-dBs, t€(0,T], (5.2)
t t

where Z := (Z',Z?). For each { € exp(L), is the solution (Y, Z;)icpo,7] to the last BSDE with

(exp(]Y¢]))tefo,r) being of class (D) unique? Note that the generator g is only convex, rather than

strongly convex (see assumption B in page 5276 of [36] for the precise definition) in z. Whenever the

quadratic generator g is strongly convex in z, Theorem 4.1 of [36] gives the uniqueness of the solution to

BSDE(E, g) for £ € exp(L). While for a terminal value £ € exp(pL) with p > 1, Theorem 3.3 of [35] gives

the uniqueness of the solution (Y, Zt)¢cjo,7) to BSDE (5.2) such that (exp(p|Y:|))tejo,) is of class (D).
Problem 5.5. Let d = 2 and consider the following BSDE:

T T
n:u/ (1217 — |22 ds—/ Z,-dB,, te(0,T), (5.3)
t t

where Z := (Z',Z?). For each { € Nysoexp(pl), is the solution (Y, Zy)eo,r] to BSDE (5.3) with
(exp(p|Y:]))tejo, ) being of class (D) for each p > 0 unique? We note that the generator g is neither
convex nor concave in z, but satisfies (3.12) with § =1 and v = 2. When £ € L, it is well known from
[68] that the solution (Y3, Zt)icjo,7) to BSDE (5.3) with Y € 8 is unique. For £ € N0 exp(uL), if the
quadratic generator ¢g has a strictly positive (or negative) quadratic growth and an extended convexity
(or concavity) in z, Theorem 5 together with Remark 7 of [49] already give the uniqueness of the solution

(Y:, Zt)rejo,r) to BSDE(E, g) such that (exp(u|Y:]))iepo,r is of class (D) for each p > 0.
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Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 2.6

Proof of Proposition 2.6. The case of A = 0 is clear. Let us consider the case of A # 0. Given k > kj
with = pT > 1, Xi= 2|2+ A= 1)), kayp = eI,

1

Minks,) < kT, KD

Ap 0

1=

—kap — 2Pk p(Inkyp) >0 and kf < /phap(nky,). (A1)

P

For each (z,y) € (0,+00) x (0, +00), define the function

flay) = y* =2y (n(k+y)* + pa? (In(k + )

2 A.2)
(=2l +9))") +pa? (nlk +2)™ — 22 (nk + ). (

Clearly, in order to prove (2.9), it is enough to prove that f(x,y) > 0 for each z,y > 0. Fix arbitrarily
x € (0,+00) and let f(y) := f(z,y), y € (0,+00). A simple calculation gives that for each y € (0, +0c0),

- / Ay

f (y) =2y —2x (’y (ln(k + y)))\) =2y — 2:6(111([6 + y)))\ 1+ m (A3)
and

Flly) = 2-2 (y (In(k + y))x)” _ o 2@k ty)n(k+y) - (1 - Ny (A4)

(k+)? (In(k +y))*

Furthermore, let yo > 0 be the unique constant depending only on (p, k, A, 2) and satisfying

1

p(In(k +2))* = (In(k + y0))**  or equivalently, z = (k + yo)vﬁ —k or yo=(k+x)P” —k. (A5)

It then follows from (A.2) that f(yo) = f(x,50) > 0.
In the sequel, we will distinguish two different cases to prove the desired inequality (2.9).

Case 1: A > 0. In this case, by (A.2) and (A.5) we know that

fly) > pa? (n(k+2)* — 2% (In(k + y))**
> 2 |p(In(k + x))”‘ — (In(k + yo))%} =0, ye(0,yo]

Hence, it suffices to verify that f(y) > 0 for y € [yo, +00). In fact, by (A.4), (A.5) and (A.1) we have

- 2)Az[2(k + y) In(k + y) + |A — 1|(k + y) In(k + y)]
(k+y)? (In(k +y))*
A(n(k +y)*

f'ly) =

1
_ o Alnlk+y)™ " 5 —
- ((k:—i—yo) k/’)
A (In(k + o)) " Aln k)*
5 (In( y?z); >2,%>1, Y € [yo, +00).
(k4+wyo) 7 ke

And, by (A.3), (A.5) and (A.1) we can deduce that, in view of p > 1,

fyo) = 2y0—2z(1n(k+y0))x [1+ m]

> 2o — da(n(k +y0))*

= 2(k+a)? — 2k — 4y/pr(n(k + z))* (A.6)
> 2(k+xz)P —2(k +x) — 4/p(k + z)(In(k + 2))*
> 2kP — 2k — 4/pk(Ink)* > 0.
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Consequently, for each y € [yo, +00), we have f'(y) > f'(yo) > 0 and then f(y) > f(yo) > 0.

Case 2: A < 0. In this case, by (A.2) and (A.5) we know that

pz® (In(k + 2))** = 2* (In(k + y))**
> 22 [p (In(k + x))Q/\ — (In(k + yo))2>‘ =0, y € [yo,+0).

f(y)

Y

V

Hence, it suffices to verify that f(y) > 0 for y € (0,50]. In fact, by (A.4) and (A.1) we have

2[Alz [(k +y) In(k +y) — [1 = A[(k + y)]
(k+ )2 (In(k +y))*
2[Alz [In(k +y) — [1 = All

- (ker) (1n(k+y))27/\ >2, Y€ (anO]-

And, by (A.3), (A.5) and (A.1) we can deduce that, in view of p > 1,

f'ly) > 2+

Fy) < 2yo— 2x(In(k + yo))*
< 2(k:+:c)% — 2k — 2/pa(n(k + z)) A
< 2k +2)7 —2/p(k 4 x)(In(k + 2))*
< 2k —2/pk(lnk)* < 0.

Consequently, for each y € (0, yo], we have f'(y) < f'(yo) < 0 and then f(y) > f(yo) > 0.
In conclusion, (2.9) holds. Finally, we verify that when p = 1 and A # 0, the constant k such that
(2.9) holds does not exist. In fact, assume that (2.9) holds for some k > e. Let z,y > 0 satisfy
y=a(n(k+y)".
It is clear that y > x for A > 0, and y < = for A < 0. Then, in view of (A.2),
v =2y ((k +y)* +2® (W(k+2)) = 2” | ((k+2))* = (n(k+y)*| <0,
which immediately yields the desired assertion. The proof is then complete. O

Remark A.1. The case of A\ < 0 in Proposition 2.6 has been established in Proposition 3.2 of [51].
However, our proof is more direct and simpler. The case of A > 0 in Proposition 2.6 can be compared
to Proposition 3.2 of [50], where the constant p appearing in (2.9) is required to be strictly bigger than
4O0=D" | From this point of view, Proposition 2.6 improves Proposition 3.2 in [50] for the case of A > 1.
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