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Abstract

In this paper, we study a class of mean-field reflected backward stochastic differential equations (MF-RBSDEs)
driven by a marked point process and also analyze MF-RBSDEs driven by a poission process. Based on a g-
expectation representation lemma, we give the existence and uniqueness of the particle system of MF-RBSDEs
driven by a marked point process under Lipschitz generator conditions and obtain a convergence of this system.
We also establish the well-posedness of the MF-RBSDE:s driven by a poission process and the rate of of conver-
gence of the corresponding particle system towards the solution to the MF-RBSDEs driven by a poission process
under bounded terminal, bounded obstacle conditions.
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1 Introduction

Inspired by particle systems, the mean-field backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs, for short) were
introduced by Buckdahn, Djehiche, Li, Peng [12] and Buckdahn, Li, Peng [13]. Since then, mean-field BSDEs
and the related nonlocal partial differential equations (PDEs, for short) have received intensive attention. Consider
the following general mean-field BSDE:

T T
Y,:éJr/ f(s,YS,ZS,]P’yS)ds—/ ZdWs, t€10,T], (1.1
t t

where the random variable £ is called the terminal value and the coefficient f is called the generator. The adapted
pair (Y, Z) are called an solution of (1.1), with Py, being the law of ¥;. BSDE (1.1) is called a quadratic mean-field
BSDE or a mean-field BSDE with quadratic growth if the generator f in BSDE (1.1) grows quadratically in the
second last argument Z, and the terminal value £ is called bounded if it is bounded.

Lions [65] at College de France introduced the derivative of a functional ¢ : &2, (Rd) — R with respect to the
measure argument. After that, this definition is adopted by many works. Chassagneux, Crisan, and Delarue [16]
(see also Carmona and Delarue [15]) studied the general mean-field BSDE (1.1) coupled with a McKean-Vlasov
forward equation, and proved that this class of equations admits unique adapted solution under globally Lipschitz
continuous coefficients. Buckdahn, Li, Peng and Rainer [14] studied the general forward mean-field stochastic
differential equations and the associated PDEs. Li [62] studied the general mean-field forward-backward SDEs
with jumps and associated nonlocal quasi-linear integral-PDEs. Besides, for the applications of the mean-field
framework in stochastic control problems, Yong [82] studied a linear-quadratic optimal control problem of mean-
field SDEs, and Buckdahn, Chen and Li [11] studied the partial derivative with respect to the measure and its
application to general controlled mean-field systems.

When the law of Y appear as the expectation of Y, the mean-field BSDE (1.1) was studied by Buckdahn,
Djehiche, Li, Peng [12] and Buckdahn, Li, Peng [13], where the existence, uniqueness, a comparison theorem,
and the relation with a nonlocal PDE are given for the case of uniformly Lipschitz continuous coefficients. When
the generator f depends on the expectation of (¥,Z), Cheridito and Nam [17] discussed the existence of a class
of mean-field BSDE with quadratic growth. Hibon, Hu, and Tang [43] studied the existence and uniqueness of
one-dimensional mean-field BSDEs with quadratic growth, and Hao, Wen, and Xiong [41] studied a class of
multidimensional mean-field BSDEs with quadratic growth and with small terminal value. When the generator f
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depends on the laws of (¥, Z), Hao, Hu, Tang and Wen [40] study the one-dimensional mean-field BSDE (1.1) with
quadratic growth and with bounded terminal value.

When the generator f is independent of Py, the general mean-field BSDE (1.1) is reduced to the following
BSDE:

T T
V=&t [ fxz)ds— [ zZaw, 0<i<T,
t t

which were introduced by Pardoux and Peng [74], where the existence and uniqueness were obtained for the case
of Lipschitz continuous coefficients. Due to a wide range of applications, the research of BSDEs with a quadratic
generator (quadratic BSDEs) has attracted many people’s attention. In particular, quadratic BSDEs for a bounded
terminal value & was studied by Kobylanski [55] via an approximation procedure of the driver. Thereafter, the
result was generated by Briand and Hu [9, 10] for unbounded terminal value & of some suitable exponential
moments. In contrast, Tevzadze [81] proposed a fundamentally different approach by means of a fixed point
argument. Fairly large number of applications of quadratic BSDEs can be found in literature, for instance, on
PDEs [25], risk sensitive control problems [46], indifference pricing in incomplete market [45, 70] and etc.

Moreover, El Karoui et al. [53] studied reflected backward stochastic differential equations (RBSDEs) in order
to solve an obstacle problem for PDEs. The solution Y of a RBSDE is required to be above a given continuous
process L, i.e.,

T T
L §Yz=~’§+/ f(s,Ys,Zs)dS-FKT—Kz—/ ZdB;, t€l0,T],
Jt t

where the solution (Y,Z, K) satisfies the so-called flat-off condition (or, Skorokhod condition):

T
/ (Y — L) dK, =0,
0

where K is an increasing process. El Karoui et al. [53] proved the solvability of RBSDE with Lipschitz f and
square integrable terminal . After that, the result of [53] is generated by Kobylanski et al. [56] for quadratic
RBSDEs with bounded terminal values and bounded obstacles. Lepeltier and Xu [60] constructed the existence
of a solution with unbounded terminal values, but still with a bounded obstacle. Bayrakstar and Yao [4] studied
the well-posedness of quadratic RBSDE under unbounded terminal and unbounded obstacles. For more studies
related to RBSDEs, we refer the readers to Essaky and Hassani [33], Ren and Xia [77], Jia and Xu [49] and so on.

Apart from BSDEs in a Brownian framework, the generalizations of BSDEs to a setting with jumps enlarges
the scope of applications of BSDEs, for instance in insurance modeling which is discussed in Liu and Ma [66].
Taking advantage of a fixed point approach similar to that used in [74] (see also Papapantoleon, Possamai, and
Saplao [73] for a more general framework), Li and Tang [80] and Barles, Buckdahn and Pardoux [2] obtained
the well-posedness for Lipschitz BSDEs with jumps (BSDEJ). Since then, different kind of BSDEJs have been
investigated by many researchers. In particular, BSDEJs driven by quadratic coefficients were studied by Becherer
[5] and Morlais [71] in an exponential utility maximization problem. Besides, Antonelli and Mancini [1] con-
structed the well-posedness of BSDEJs with local Lipschitz drivers. [5, 71, 1] all adopted Kobylanski’s approach
[55] to the jump setting. In contrast, Cohen and Elliott [19], Kazi-Tani, Possamai and Zhou [54] made use of the
fixed-point approach of Tevzadze [81]. Well-posedness of BSDEJs with bounded terminal was verified in these
works. Moreover, based on the stability of quadratic semimartingales, Barrieu and El Karoui [3] showed the exis-
tence of a solution with unbounded terminal under a quadratic structure condition in a continuous setup. To cope
with BSDEJs, the quadratic structure condition was generalized to a quadratic exponential structure condition in
Ngoupeyou [72], Jeanblanc, Matoussi & Ngoupeyou [48], and El Karoui, Matoussi & Ngoupeyou [30]. However,
those results for unbounded terminals only provided existence without uniqueness. Recently, relying on 8-method,
Kaakai, Matoussi and Tamtalini [50] obtained the well-posedness of a special class of quadratic exponential BS-
DEJs with unbounded terminal conditions aroused in a robust utility maximization problem, under several special
structural conditions.

In particular, a class of BSDESs driven by a random measure associated with a marked point process as follows
is investigated by many researchers.

Y, = §+/ftYs,U //U q(ds,de). (1.2)

Here ¢ is a compensated integer random measure corresponding to some marked point process (7, §,)n>0, and
A is the dual predictable projection of the event counting process related to the marked point process, which is a
continuous and increasing process. The well-posedness of BSDEs driven by general marked point processes were
investigated in Confortola & Fuhrman [21] for the weighted—L2 solution, Becherer [5] and Confortola & Fuhrman
[22] for the L? case, Confortola, Fuhrman & Jacod [23] for the L! case and Confortola [20] for the L? case. A



more general BSDE with both Brownian motion diffusion term and a very general marked point process, which is
non-explosive and has totally inaccessible jumps was studied in Foresta [34].

In this paper, we consider the particle system of following type of mean field RBSDEs driven by a marked
point process, which generalized the results of Brownian driven BSDEs studied in [4] and Poisson driven BSDEJs
attributed to e.g. Hamadéne and Ouknine [38, 39], Djehiche, Dumitrescu and Zeng [26].

=&+ [T f(5,Y5,Us, Py, )dA; + [ dKs— [T [-Us(e)q(ds,de), Vte[0,T], P-as.
Y, > h(t,%;,Py,), Vtel0,T], P-as. (1.3)

I (Yf —h (t*,Y,f,Pyﬁ)) dK, =0, P-as.

Some related studies on doubly RBSDEJs can be found in Crépey and Matoussi [24]. Moreover, RBSDEIJs driven
by Lévy process considered in for instance, Ren and El Otmani [75], Ren and Hu [76] and El Otmani [31] are also
enlightening. Compared with the jump setting in e.g. Matoussi and Salhi [68], the process A is not necessarily
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. This type of RBSDEs has been investigated in Foresta
[34]. The author established the well-posedness with Lipschitz drivers with the help of a fixed point argument. The
extension to the case of reflected BSDEs with jumps can also be found in e.g. [27, 28, 29, 32].

The theory of propagation of chaos can be traced back to the work by Kac [51] whose initial aim was to
investigate the particle system approximation of some nonlocal partial differential equations (PDEs) arising in
thermodynamics. Kac’s intuition was put into firm mathematical ground notably by Henry P McKean [69], Alain-
Sol Sznitman [79] and Jiirgen Girtner [37]. Further development and applications of propagation of chaos theory
can be found in [47, 57, 78]. Besides, Buckdahn et al. [12], Hu, Ren and Yang [44], Lauriére and Tangpi [59]
and Briand et al. [7] studied the limit theorems for weakly interacting particles whose dynamics is given by a
system of BSDEs in the case of non-reflected BSDE driven by Brownian motion. Li [61] extends the results
of [12] to reflected BSDEs where the weak interaction enters only the driver, while the work by Briand and
Hibon [8] considers a particular class of mean reflected BSDEs. Djehiche, Dumitrescu and Zeng [26] establish a
propagation of chaos result for weakly interacting nonlinear Snell envelopes which converge to a class of mean-
field RBSDEs with jumps and right-continuous and left-limited obstacle, where the mean-field interaction in terms
of the distribution of the Y-component of the solution enters both the driver and the lower obstacle.

Similar with [26], in this paper we first consider the following particle system:

5+/ (s, YL, UM L, [Y,]) dAy + Ky — K} — //ZU” I(ds,de), Vre[0,T], P-as.
Y/ >h(6,Y,L,[Y)]), Vie[0,T], P-as. (1.4)
T . .
/0 (Y} —h( Y LY, ]))dKi =0, P-as.

and prove that the mean-field limit of the N-particle system (1.4) converges to the mean-field RBSDE (1.3) under
the framework of marked point process which means the BSDE is driven by a random measure associated with a
marked point process. Then we study a family of weakly interacting process

. T S
Y,’:§’+/ F(5,YI UM L Y,]) ds + K — K — //ZU”J i(ds,de), Vre[0,T), P-as.
t
Y= h(nY L), Ve [0.T], Pas, (1.5)

T ) )
/O (Y —h( Y L, [Y,]))dKi =0, P-as.

and show the convergence rate of the solution of this system (1.5) to the solution of the corresponding mean-field
RBSDE under bounded terminal and obstacle condition.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary notations. In Section
3, we prove the existence and uniqueness of system (1.4) and give the convergence result of system (1.4). In
Section 4, we show the convergence rate of the solution of this system (1.5) to the solution of the corresponding
mean-field RBSDE.

2 Preliminaries

First of all, we need to explain the settings and notations in this paper. We call the BSDE driven by a marked
point process as the marked point process framework, and the BSDE driven by Poisson process as the Poisson
process framework. Because the above two frameworks are both involved in this paper, we use the same notations
to represent some definitions under the two frameworks to simplify the symbols without causing ambiguity.



2.1 General setting

Under the MPP framework, we introduce some notions about marked point processes and some basic assump-
tions. More details about marked point processes can be found in [34, 6, 58, 18]. We assume that (Q,.%,P) is a
complete probability space and E is a Borel space. We call E the mark space and & is its Borel 5-algebra. Given
a sequence of random variables (7;,, {,) taking values in [0,e0] X E, set Ty = 0 and P — a.s.

e 1, <Tyq1,Vn > 0;
o T, <ocoimplies T, < Ty+1 Vn > 0.

The sequence (7, §,)n>0 is called a marked point process (MPP). Moreover, we assume the marked point process
is non-explosive, i.e., T,, — oo, P —a.s.
Define a random discrete measure p on ((0,4o0) X E, B((0,4) ® &) associated with each MPP:

D) =) 1(5,().4(0)eD- @.1)

n>1

For each C € &, define the counting process N;(C) = p((0,¢] x C) and denote N, = N;(E). Obviously, both are
right continuous increasing process starting from zero. Define for# > 0

90 =06 (N,(C):s€[0,2],C € &)

and %, = o (4,4, where .4 is the family of P-null sets of .%. Note by G = (%), the completed filtration
generated by the MPP, which is right continuous and satisfies the usual hypotheses. Given a standard Brownian
motion W € R?, independent with the MPP, let F = (.%,) be the completed filtration generated by the MPP and W,
which satisfies the usual conditions as well.

Each marked point process has a unique compensator A, a predictable random measure such that

][ [ctomnae] =] [ [ crontnae]

for all C which is non-negative and 2 ® &-measurable, where 2% is the c-algebra generated by ¢-predictable
processes. Moreover, in this paper we always assume that there exists a function ¢ on Q X [0, +e0) X & such that
AMo,dtde) = ¢;(w,de)dA;(®), where A is the dual predictable projection of N. In other words, A is the unique
right continuous increasing process with Ag = 0 such that, for any non-negative predictable process D, it holds

that,
0 0

Fix a terminal time T > 0, we can define the integral

/ /Cl q(dtde) = / /Ct p(dtde) — / /Ct ), (de)dA;,
]E[ /O i /E |c,(e)|¢,(de)dA,] < oo

Indeed, the process [, [z C;(e)q(dt,de) is a martingale. Note that fab denotes an integral on (a,b] if b < oo, or on
(a,b) if b= oo.

Under the Poisson process framework, let (Q, F AP ocrer ,IP’) be a filtered probability space, whose filtra-
tion satisfies the usual hypotheses of completeness and right-continuity. We suppose that this filtration is generated
by by the following two mutually independent processes:

under the condition

* a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion {B; },, and

+ aPoisson random measure i on R, x E, where E 2 R\ {0} is equipped with its Borel field &, with compen-
sator A (w,dt,de). We assume in all the paper that A is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure df, i.e. A(®,dt,de) = v,(®,de)dt. Finally, we denote fi the compensated jump measure

U(w,de,dt) = p(w,de,dt) — v,(®,de)dt.

Denote by I := {%}te[O,T] the completion of the filtration generated by fi. Following Li and Tang [80] and
Barles, Buckdahn and Pardoux [2], the definition of a BSDE with jumps is then



Definition 2.1. Ler & be a Fr-measurable random variable. A solution to the BSDEJ with terminal condition &
and generator f is a triple (Y,Z,U) of progressively measurable processes such that

T
Y, :é+/ (% Z,,Us)d / Z,dB, — / /US f(ds,de),t € [0,T),P—a.s., 2.2)
t
where f: Q x [0,T] x R x R? x o7 (E) — R is a given application and
A (E):={u:E —R,B(E)— measurable }.

Then, the processes Z and U are supposed to satisfy the minimal assumptions so that the quantities in (2.2) are
well defined.:

T T
[[zfar< e (p I/ |Ut<x>|2vz<dx>dr<+oo),1@—
0 0 E

As the Brownian motion B and the integer valued random measure (1 is independent, proof related to the two
does not interfere with each other. In order to highlight the key points of this article, we only consider equation
without the Brownian motion term.

2.2 Notation

We denote a generic constant by C, which may change line by line, is sometimes associated with several
subscripts (such as Cg 7 ) showing its dependence when necessary. Let us introduce the following spaces for
stochastic processes:

* For any real p > 1,.7 denotes the set of real-valued, adapted and cadlag processes {Yt}te[o,T] such that

1/p
¥l i=E | sup (17| <-4on
0<t<T

Then (7, || -||.#») is a Banach space.

o /*P the set of predictable processes U such that

Ul yop = <E {/[OI]/E|Us.(e)|2vx(de)ds] IZZ)F <o,

. H\%”’ is the space of predictable processes U such that

10l = (E [ e aaeran, ) <o

+ L°(A(E)) denotes the space of %(E )-measurable functions. For u € L° (%(E)), define

1/2
L2<E,%(E>,¢z<w,dy>>:={ued’(%( :lull, = (/| |¢,de) <oo},

1/2
L*(E,B(E),v,(0,dy)) = {u € L2(B(E)) : ul, := (/ |u(e)* vi (de) ) < oo} .
e .* is the space of R-valued cadlag and F-progressively measurable processes Y such that

[¥][= := || sup |Yi|

0<t<T

< H-oo.

=)

* 7> is the space of functions which are dIP ® v(dz) essentially bounded i.e.,

< oo,

=

[l z=:= || sup [[@ill.z=(
t€[0,7]

where . (v) is the space of R¥-valued measurable functions v(dz)-a.e. bounded endowed with the usual
essential sup-norm.



« Z,(R) is the collection of all probability measures over (R, Z(R)) with finite p" moment, endowed with
the p-Wasserstein distance W),;

+ o/ the closed subset of .#% consisting of non-decreasing processes starting from 0.

« /P is the closed subset of . consisting of non-decreasing processes K = (K; ).,y starting from the
origin, i.e. Ko = 0;

* o/p is the space of all cadlag non-decreasing deterministic processes K = (K; ), starting from the origin;

* /3 is the closed subset of .7’ consisting of deterministic non-decreasing processes K = (K; ), starting
from the origin.

For 8 > 0, we introduce the following spaces.

. yﬁp is the set of real-valued cadlag adapted processes y such that Hy||’;,é, = [supy<,<r ePrs |yul?] < oo. We
set /P =.77.

* Lj is the set of real-valued cadlag adapted processes y such that ||y|\£§ i=supqc 5 B [ePP7|y:|P] < oo, where

F; is the set of F-stopping times 7 such that 7 € [¢,T] a.s. Lg is a Banach space. We set L” = Lg.

3  Well-posedness and convergence result of MF-RBSDEs driven by a MPP
In this section, we study the following MF-RBSDE driven by a MPP.

Y, = E+ [1 f(s,Y,, Uy, Py)dA, + [T dK, — |7 [ Us(e)q(ds,de), Vt€[0,T], P-as.
Y, > h(t,%:,Py,), Vt€[0,T], P-as. (3.1
I (Yf —h (t*,Yﬁ,Pyﬁ)) dK, =0, P-as.
Next, we will now discuss the interpretation of (3.1) at the particle level and study the well-posedness of the
associated particle system.

Consider a family of weakly interacting processes Y := (Y' yeen 7Y”) evolving backward in time as follows: for
i=1,...,n,

, . T L . , T n . ,
yi=¢&i 4 / F(s.Y] U Ly [Y,]) dA, + Kb — Ki — / / Y Ui(e)g/(ds,de), Vi€ [0,T], P-as.
t t E :—
j=1
YI> k(Y L Y), Vie[0,T], P-as. (.2)

T _ .
/0 (Y —h( Y LY, ]))dK =0, P-as.
where the empirical measure associated to Y is denoted by

1 n
Li[Y):= Y &
k=1

and &'y ;<. f'1<i<y and ¢'; ;< are independent copied of &, f and g. Denote by F" := {7/}, ;7| the comple-
tion of the filtration generated by {q'},_,_ . Let .7;" be the set of F" stopping times with values in [z, T].

3.1 Well-posedness result

We first introduce some basic assumptions that run through this section.
(H1) The process A is continuous with ||A7]|e < oo.

The first assumption is on the dual predictable projection A of the counting process N relative to p. We would
like to emphasize that for A;, we do not require absolute continuity with respect to the Lebesgue measure.



(H2) For every @ € Q, t € [0,T], r € R, u € Z,(R) the mapping f(®,t,r,-, i) : L*(B(E), ¢ (o,dy);R) — R
satisfies: for every U € H&’Z,

(o,t,r,p) = f(@,1,nU(®,),1)
is Prog ® #(R)-measurable.

(H3)
(a) (Continuity condition) Forevery ® € Q,t € [0,T],y € R,u € L*(B(E), ¢ (w,dy);R), u € 2,(R), (y,u,pt) —
F(t,y,u, ) is continuous.

(b) (Lipschitz condition) There exists Cy > 0, such that forevery @ € Q, 1 € [0,T], y1,y2 €R,u € L*(B(E), ¢ (o,dy));R,
Ui, 2 € Z,(R), we have

|f(o,t,y1,u1, 1) — f(0,8,y2,u2, 42)| < Cp(|[y1 —y2| + [Jur — wal|, + 7 (11, 12)) -

(¢) (Growth condition) For all € [0, T], (y,u) € R x L*(#(E), ¢ (®,dy);R) : P-a.s, there exists A > 0 such
that,

g0,3.0) = =5 a6 =0) = = B (] 7 (1 80) < 03,0, € 5 )04+ B (3] + 74 (14,80) =l ,0),

where { }o</<7 is a progressively measurable nonnegative stochastic process.

(d) (Integrability condition) We assume necessarily,
T T
Vp>0, E [exp{pleﬁATﬂé |V ) +p7L/ eﬁASasdAs} + / Ocsszs} < oo, (3.3)
0 Jo
where A := sup;c(o 71 |-
(e) (Convexity/Concavity condition) For each (¢,y) € [0, T] xR, u € L*(Z(E), ¢:(®,dy);R), p € 2,(R), u—
S(t,y,u, ) is convex or concave.

(H4) h is a mapping from [0,7] x Q X R x Z,(R) into R such that

(a) (Continuity condition) For all (y,u) € R x Z2,(R), (h(t,y,1t)); is a right-continuous left-limited process
the process.

(b) (Lipschitz condition) % is Lipschitz w.r.t. (y, &) uniformly in (¢, @), i.e. there exists two positive constants
11 and 7, such that P-a.s. for all z € [0, T],

A (t,y1, 1) =R (t,y2, 12)| < 1 [yt —ya| + 7 (1, 12)

for any yi,y» € Rand pi, i € Z,(R).

(¢) The final condition &' : Q — R is .Z}-measurable, i = 1,...,n, and satisfies &' > h (T,&",L, [£"]) a.s.
i=1,...,n



(H5) (Uniform linear bound condition ) There exists a positive constant C such that for each 7 € [0,7T],
ucL*(E,%(E),d (w,dy)), if f is convex (resp. concave) in u, then f(r,0,u, 1) — f(¢,0,0,1) > —Co||ul|; (resp.
F(8,0,u, 1) — £(2,0,0, ) < Colull; ).

Note that we have the inequality

|7 (3.4)

where we note that L, [0] = 5 ¥/_; & = 6.
Endow the product space Lg’m = }Lg X Lg X - X Lg with the respective norm

Veligpen = 3 1]

1<i<n

14
p -
Lp

2.p, s . L.
EEn AP and o7 5" are defined in a similar way.

Note that Yé’ " and LE’W are complete metric spaces. We denote by 77" 1= " P& .= LD Let

D ]Lg’@" — Lg’m to be the mapping that associates to a process Y := (Y',¥2,...,¥") the process ®(Y) =

(&' (Y),82(Y),...,d" (Y)) defined by the following system: for every i=1,...nand ¢ < T,

B(Y), = esssup&ly™™ (6 eery +h(T, Y5, L [Y))s=c Nzt 5 (3.5)

eI

where )
foY:[0,T]xQxRx (E)"—R

(f'iOY) (t,0,y,u) :f(t,a),y,ui,L,, [Y,](a))), i=1,...,n.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that Assumption (H1),(H2),(H3), (H4) and (H5) are satisfied for some p > 2. Suppose
further that y, and " satisfy

¥ +¥E {ePﬁAT} <27
where 23 > 2Cy + % andn < CL? Then the system (3.2) has a unique solution in &" @ jﬁz’p’n@" ® A",
Proof. Step 1. We first show that @ is a well-defined map from I[,g’@" to itself. To this end, we linearize the
mapping & as follows: fori=1,...,nand0 <s < T,
R (s,Y{, La[Ys]) = h (5,0, L4 [0]) +aj,(5)Y{ + bj,(5)#}, (Lu [Ys], L [0])
where a,(-) and b}, (-) are adapted processes given by
i (5) i= h(Sﬂysi-,L,z[Ys]z;h(S,O,Lﬂ[Ys]) Lyis0y- o

Py (5.0, LalY])—h(5.0,Lu[0])
bj,(s) Ty I La0) LW (L[] La[0]) 20}

and which, by the Lipschitz continuity of h, satisfy |aj (-)| < 71, |b}(-)| < 72. By Proposition 3.1 in [64] we obtain
the following for any stopping time 7 € .7/":

| @@zf,irOY (&M ooy +h (T, Y4, Lo [YS]) ) ]{r<T}} P

<251 (Et {e”ﬁ‘AT*A’) | EM ety +h (.72 L [Y‘Y])S:f) ”KT}H

» T p/2
+n7E, {/ ezﬁ(ASA’)|f|2(s,0,O,Ln[Ys])dAs} ,
Jt



with n, 8 > O such that ) < 4y and 28 > 2Cy + % Moreover, since f (1,0,0,8) € 5P & € LP (Fr), (h(t,0,80))g<rer €
Z <t<

p i p,@n } e AT i,
yﬁ and (Y ) l<i<n € Lﬁ , the non-negative cadlag process (M, )OSIST defined by

i, i ; i P
MEB = (% 0,0.L,J0) | + 1P %]+ 3P, (L Y LoJ0]) + P [E 1))

5 ' 2 p/2
+n? ( /0 [P 17 (5.0.0.LuJ0]) |+ CeP 7 (L [¥.], Laf0]) ) dAs)

belongs to L', Thus fori = 1,...,n, it follows that ® (Y) € Lg’m.
Step 2. We now show that ® is a contraction on the time interval [T —h,T]. Fix Y = (Y',...,Y"),Y" =

. . A 2.
(Y',...,Y") € IL”@",(Y,Y) € (Y”) ,(U,U) e ((%”Vp)% By the Lipschitz continuity of f and &, we get

B B
’f (Saf}SaUSaLn [YS]) _f(safls;Us;Ln [?s})‘ S Cf (’f]s_f/s‘ + HUS_USHI—’—WP (Ln [Ys] ;er [?S}))a
|\ (s, Y] Ln [Ys]) = h (5, %] L [Y5])| < 7 [Y = Vi + 5 (La [V La [YS]) - 3.7)

By (3.4), we have

Y (LalY) Lo [Ys])) < % Z v/ -r|". (3.8)
j=1

Then, using equation (3.5) and Proposition 3.1 in [64] again, forany s < T andi = 1,...,n, we have
("), - & (v"), [
= esssupSY [ (1,5 Ly [Yol,_e) Very + E N emry]

e g}

— esssups Y [i (2.7 L [¥e] ) V) + ENpery | ‘
e " -

- 3

<esssup2?'E, |n? (/T PPAA) I (f oY) (s,?f’r,ﬁsi’r) —(foY) (s,?j’f,ﬁf’f) 2dAs) ’
t

+ePP A=A | (1Y Ly [Yo],_g) — h (7,75, Lo [YS] ) \P}

Tegn
_ )

p p T o~ o~ o~ o~ “ 2 2
<esssup2? 'K, [n? ( / 2P A=) f(s,lc-’”,Us’””,Ln[Ys])*f(s,lc-’”,Us’””,Ln [Ys])] dAs)
t

e "

e PO [ (2,1 L Y o) = h (5, T L [Y] )]

where (17 T U ”) is the solution of the BSDE associated with driver f o Y”, terminal time 7 and terminal condition
h (T,Yri’”,L,, [‘?S]s:r) 1{;7y + & r_py. Therefore, using (3.7) and (3.8), we have, for any ¢ € [T —h,T] and
i=1,...,n,

P | (y), - &(Y), |

T BA,. L p =2 (1 & ; v D
/ep el (ar—Ar )T (=L W Vi) da,
t

p_
< esssup 22 ]IE,
e

n

S 1

J=1

v i

Y] ¥/

p_
< esssup 22 ]IE,
e

nng (ATfAT,;,)pT72 sup 1
! n

L 1 . o
e G lat s (15 -y )
J=1 |s=t



Therefore,

PP &)i(Y), - EIVDi(Y), g <esssup E, [G(1)] :=V,,

e "
in which
Y e P el J_yil? ’ PBA;
G(1):=22""n2C} (Ar —Ar_;) 7 sup Z|Y Y| K sdAg
se€[T—h,T)
» S I & i o
+vaﬁ'ﬂ'ﬁmnV+whﬁQﬁnwa) ,
J=1 |s=7
which yields

sup E [e”ﬁAT
S

P(Y"): — (V)]

p
]g sup E[Vq].
eI,

By Lemma D.1 in [52], for any ¢ € ;" , there exists a sequence (), of stopping times in .7 such that
Vo = lim E[G(1,) | Z6]
n—soo
and so, by Fatou’s Lemma, we have

E[Vo] < lim E[G(5,)] < sup E[G(r)].

n—eo LIS

Therefore,
|30 -®(¥)

P T

D D -2
where o := 2%’117%C]’i (Ar fAT,h)pT Ji,ePPAsdA +25-1gr1 (W +7E [e”ﬁAT} ). As (11,7 satisfies

¥ +¥E {ePﬁAT} <2 ¥

we can choose a B and a small enough % such that T = nh and
pBAT 2-3 1 ) pBAT
ePPAT Ay = A—iyll 7 < m(l—zz (Vf‘H’f]E [e D) (3.9

to make ® a contraction on L2 “" ([T — h,T]), i.e. ® admits a unique fixed point over [T — h, T].
Step 3. Check that the system (3.2) has a unique solution. We first denote

§i= (818" Ui= (UM UMy s K= (KD KT,

Given Y = (Y',....Y") € ]Lg@" the solution obtained in Step 2 , let (¥,U,K) € &%" @ 547""" @ o3" be
(t,Y',L, (

the unique solution of the BSDE system over [T — h, T}, with barrier (h Y)))i:1 _, (which belongs to

#P®) and driver (f"oY)i:lm”. Then, foreachi=1,...,n, we get

¥/ =ess syup@@,‘ffY (A (T, Y ) Lrary + &M epy] -
te g

By the fixed point argument from Step 2, we have Y =Y as., where the equality is component-wise. This implies
that Y € P " andforall 1 <i<nandT—h<t<T,

T o
Y,’:é;'+/ F (s, YU Ly [YS]) dAy+ Ky — K — //ZU” I(ds,de).
t *

Therefore, we obtain existence of a solution. Note that, for each i, the process Y,i is a nonlinear fio Y-supermartingale.
Hence, by the uniqueness of the nonlinear Doob-Meyer decomposition, we get uniqueness of the associated pro-
cesses (fJ, K) This yields existence and uniqueness of (3.2) on the time interval [T — h,T] in this general case.
Applying the same reasoning on each time interval [T — (j+ 1)h, T — jh],1 < j < m, with a similar dynamics
but terminal condition Y7_j, at time 7 — jh, we build recursively, for j = 1 to n, a solution (Y, U, K) on each time
interval [T — (j+ 1)h,T — jh]. Pasting properly these processes, we naturally derive a unique solution (Y, U, K)
satisfying (3.2) on the full time interval [0, T]. O
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3.2 Convergence result

Let us consider (¥/,07,K") independent copies of (¥,U,K). More precisely, for eachi=1,...,n, (Y!,0',K"),
is the unique solution of the reflected MF-BSDE

V=gl T (5.7, 00Py ) dAt Ky — K= ] [ Ol(e)q'(ds.de),
V> n(nTiRy), veeloT], (3.10)
1o (%= (o7 Py, ) ) aKi=0.

In the sequel, we denote (fol_/i) (t,yu) = f (t,y,u,]P’,—,t,-).

With the help of Lemma 4.1 in [63], we have the following a priori estimate for Y, U and K.

Lemma 3.2. Under assumptions (HI)-(H5), assume that (Y, U,K) is a solution to MF-BSDE (3.10). Suppose that
for some p > 1, then for eacht € |0,T], we have the following a priori estimate.

. T
E[exp{A¥}] < e_il {1+E {exp{Z?LeBAT(|§|\/h*)+/O ZAeﬁAS(xsdAs}]}, (3.11)

where Y £ sup,(o 7 |¥/|.
Foreachp > 1,

E l(/OT/EIUti(e)|2¢z(de)dAz)g+(1?%)p

where C, is a constant depending on p and the constants in (HI)-(HS5). Yi Ul K have similar estimates.

<C,E |e [ 36pA(1+B|A7leo) } < oo, (3.12)

Proof. Consider the following reflected BSDE with jumps:
{ V=& [T f(s, 90,01 Py)dAs+ [ dRi— [ [ Ul(e)q!(ds,de), Vt€[0,T], P-as.

) _ 1
%> (7, Py), Viel0,T], Peas. (3.13)
In view of Lemma 4.1 in [63], we know that f/ti =ess supy,r ’i, where
€T r
y[r’i:éil{‘r:r}+h(r Y ]P)Y’) 1{T<T}+/ S ys yUug’ ,]P)Yz dA / / ‘L't dS d@) (314)

Obviously, (Y,’ , U,i ,IZ," ) is also a solution to (3.13). From [63], we know that BSDE (3.13) has a unique solution,
thus we have

V=Y = ess;upyf’i. (3.15)
TE. 1T

Applying Itd’s formula to |y®],

bt = sign(y )yt L + [ (b uf (@) = | —sign(Tur()) plar.de)

= —sign(y) £ (s, ui ', Pyr)dA, +dI + /E (I + uf ()] = v | = sign(oF yur(e) ) du(deydr (3.16)

+/ g ( I—nyiil) q'(dt,de).
Define G, = eﬁA’|y”|—|—fo AePAsodAs+ [5 A eﬁA‘W( Y,,50) dA;. Then applying Itd’s formula to G;, we obtain,
dG, = ePA [w YEdA, + Ad|yE| + A oydA, + ABePA o, (PZ,-, 50) dA,}

= P2 ((—sign(y:f)f(r ¥ Byg) 0+ Bl + B (Byy. 0 ) ) i+ dL
(o€ = b = signo7 e @) e+ [ (1 (o) -7  ane)

> —j (sign(yp )P uf ") dA, + P2 (dLer/ i uf ()] = | sign(s g (e) ) 9 (de)de
+/ Y+ u (o) = Iy I)C/(dt,de))

= P [ () = e ) a'(arde) — o (8 (15F )| = 7)) da

11



where, for the first inequality, we make use of the observation, for any k > 1,

Ja(ku) > kjy (u).
Moreover, the last inequality follows from the fact |y + u| — [y| > sign(y)u.

Finally, applying Itd’s formula to ¢®, thanks to condition (3.3), it turns out that % is a submartingale, which
implies,

. . T T
exp{7L|y,T’l }gexp{leﬁA’|ytr”|} <E, [exp{leﬁAT(|‘g’|\/h*)+/t leﬁA“(xdimL/[ leﬁA“V/p (P)‘/ti,é()) dAXH )

Hence, from equation (3.15), we have

€T T t€[0,7T]

. . T T
exp {A|¥/[} :exp{ﬂ,esssup|y,”|} < esssuplE, [exp{leﬁAT(|§|\/h*) —|—/t leﬁASasdAs—i—/l rePrsy, (P,—,r,-,&)) dAsH .

Thus,

. T T
E[exp{AY/}| <E l sup F, [exp{ﬂ,eﬁf\rﬂﬂvh*)—i—/ xeﬁAxasdAer/ Prsy, (P?i,&)) dAS}H . (3.17)
€[0T 0 t t
By Jensen’s inequality and Doob’s inequality, we can deduce
exp{E [AY/]} <E[exp{AL.t'}]
T
< Ll {1+E [exp{Z?LeﬁAT(|§|\/h*)+/ ueﬁ/‘sasdAsH }
e— 0

Both sides take logarithm at the same time and by the fact that log(a + b) < log2a +logb, (a > 1,b > 1), we can
imply that

(3.18)

E[AY]] < C) +1ogC, (3.19)
where C) = log24 +log=%4, G, =E [exp {ZXeﬁAT(Vg' V) + f) ZXeﬁAS(xdisH. The proof of the estimate
about U’ and K can be found in Appendix A which is similar with Proposition 4.5 in [63]. (]

Now we are going to derive the following law of large numbers.
Theorem 3.3 (Law of Large Numbers). Let V!, ¥2,...,Y" with terminal values Y. = &' be independent copies of
the solution Y of (3.1). DefineY = (Y',Y?,....Y"), then we have
i P Y -1 P Y N =
tim | swp 7 (0 [5].) | = B | sup 7 (1 [8].55) =0

The proof of Theorem 3.3 similar with Theorem 4.1 in [26].
We now provide the following convergence result for the solution Y of (3.2).

Proposition 3.4 (Convergence of the Y' ’s). Assume that for some p > 2,7y, and 'y, satisfy

2P () <1 (3.20)

Then, under Assumption (HI),(H2),(H3), (H4) and (H5), we have

lim sup £ |/~ F|"] =0

N 0<<T
In particular,

fim [|Y* = ¥1]| 1 =0

n—yoo

12



Proof. Foranyt € [0,T], let & € .J". By the estimates on BSDEs from Proposition 3.1 in [64], we have

|v§ — 7"
. , , o . . P
< ess sup EST [ (0, Y5 Lo [Ye)) Veary + &M emry] — 655 [P (0,74 Py jome) Vear) + &1 frory] ‘
(IS4
[ T . P e N2 p/2
< esssup2?/2"'Ey [nP/? (/ &B(As—Av) (FoY) (s,YS”T,Us”) — (fo¥") (s,YS”,Us”) dAs)
€ Tn o

+ (eﬁ(ArAﬂ) ‘h (‘L’,Y;,Ln [Yr]) —h (17?’55]PYY‘SZT) ‘)/’} (32D

T p=2 L.
Sess;upZP/Z’IEa /19 PP | Ar || P PCIA Y (L Y] Py, dAs + (716["(“7"”)\”4—5’1"
€Ty L

+/yzeﬁ(A1*A19)Wp (Ln [Yr] 7PY;‘S:'E))F:| ’

where 17, > 0 such that ) < é and 23 > 2Cy + % and (17 N ’37) is the solution of the BSDE associated with
7

driver f o Y, terminal time 7 and terminal condition % (‘L’, Yi L, [Y] S:r) loeryt+ & 1(:—7}. Therefore, we have

ePB? ‘Yé —- ¥ |1’ < esssupEy [Gi’;fr}
€Ty

where

. T p=2 1 & P
e e L L e (; Y Py -7 |p> dAs
j=1

A
ﬁ—ﬂ‘)

p=2 _
+2P/>71 (22P2y§ +271nP/2|| Ap | C;’.) S ePPApr (L, Y], Py,).

5p S 1 &
2¥3 W+ (e”ﬁAT]YT’—Y;\”JrZ Y erPAc
j=1

Settmg ‘/[n,p = % Z’]’le ePBA[ Yt] _ )_/[] and

’P
E —
T, =20/ { (22P272” +27 1P 2| Ap || C}’.) oi?ETePﬁA%’p (La [YS] ,IP’YS)} .

we obtain

T p=2
Vgl < esssupEy [/19 2312 20P/2) | Ar || Cj’st””’dAsJr25’7/272 (v +v) VT"’prFn,p] .
(IS4

Hence, we have

T p=2
BVg) <202 (0 + ) sup BIVE) | | 270 Rar| T Cvenaa, Ty |

n
€Ty

Since for any ¢ € /", 7§ C ", we have
T p2
A sup E[V{"P] <A sup E[Vy7] <E { / 23P12720P2 || Ap || C}’»Vs”’pdAs—i-F,,,p} .
1<s<T Ve 1

In particular,

T
ARV <E { /, 22y dA +r,,7,,]

where A := 1 —25/272(yf 4-93) > 0 by the assumption (3.20). Now, by the backward Gronwall inequality, we
obtain

B[] <




2p-2
where K, := +237/272nP/2 || A7 ||..” C}. Hence, since the choice of 7 € [0, T] is arbitrary, we must have

n er
sup E V"] < ——E[[y,]
0<t<T A '
Indeed, we have E [V/"’] = E [ePP4 |y] — ¥/|”]. Thus,
A . =P eKP
sup E[ef’ﬁ v | } <2 R[r,,] =0 (3.22)
0<t<T A '

as n — oo, in view of Theorem 3.3, as required. O

In the next proposition we provide a convergence result for the whole solution (Y*,U%,K") of (3.2).

Proposition 3.5. Assume that, for some p > 2,7y and 7, satisfy

7 _ e\ P/
2E (o) < (” ; ) (3.23)
for some x € [2,p). Then, under Assumption (H1),(H2),(H3), (H4) and (H5), we have

lim (Hyi_yiHyn+"Ui_Uiei"mP"l+HKi_kiHyp) _0,

n—oo
where ey, ... e, are unit vectors in R".

Proof. Step 1. Let us first show that lim,,_ye HYi - Yi|| or» =0.Letu € [0,T]. In view of (3.21), for any x > 2 and
B
any u <t < T, we have

. T K k=2 L.
¥~ 7| < esssup2®/> 1, [ [ e S ag |5 o (LX) B A+ (neP 4 [vi- 7
e " !

K
+pePAcAy (L, [YT],]}»YS‘S:T)) } :
where 17,8 > 0 such that 1 < é and 28 > 2Cr + % Therefore, for any p > Kk > 2, we have
z
S : p/K
e |y —F" <E[g517]

where ,
. k-2
G =282 ( / PAN 2| Ar|| oS CEHF (La Y], Py,) dA,
u

K
(1 sup eI+ sup Py (L [V Br)) ).

u<s<T u<s<T

By the definition of %Mijr}, we have

P
K

in [)/K‘ -1 X_1 T KﬁA £ w2 K K
(%:T) <2r-122 /ue ‘02 A7t CEHp (La [Ys] Pr,) dAs

K . . 14
s (% sup P Y Fi| 4 sup P (L, mwm) }

u<s<T u<s<T

Therefore,

(x=2)(p=¥)

i p/x K T
210 ()" <28 [/ PPANE Azl T COHP (L (Y], Py,) dA,
u

p
4or-1 <y1 sup ePAs Ysi—)_’si‘ +7% sup eﬁAs% (Ln (Y], La [?SD> ] + A

u<s<T u<s<T

T
<C / sup ePPApl (L, (Y], Ly [Y,]) dA,

u<s<T

K . . _ p
4227 1gp-1 (}/1 sup ePAs Ys’st” + 7 sup eﬁA"V/p (L,, [Ys],L, [YSD) + A,

u<s<T u<s<T
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(x=2)(p—x)

where Cy :=25"127"1|A7|.. ¥ n%C?and

Ay :=Ci||Ar || sup epﬁASV/pp (Ln [S_(S] ,]P’ys) 425 1pp1 (y‘z” sup epﬁAW//pp (Ln [S_(S] ,]P’ys)) .

0<s<T 0<s<T

For each s € [0,T] and u € [0,T] we have,

E [ sup epﬁA’V/pp (L [Yi],Ln [Y,D} <E [ sup ePPA ’Yf—f’,i‘p] , i=1,...,n.

u<t<s u<r<s
Thus, by Doob’s inequality, we get

plx ,
E{ sup epﬁA,‘Yli?ti‘P:| < (L) E[(%;)MK}

u<t<T pP—K

g( P )szl <C]IE[ / i sup e"P4wP (L, (Y], Ly [Yt})dAs} +E[A4]

p—K u<t<T

#2512 o ) sup e[ )

u<t<T
Therefore,
S T S
[.LE |: sup ePBAt |Y[l Yzl‘p:| <CE |:/ sup ePBAt |Ylt Yll‘PdAS:| +E[An] )
u<t<T u s<t<T
-p/k K
where p =217 (p%x) —227122P72 (y? 4+ 9). Using the condition of this thm (3.23), to see that u > 0,
and the backward Gronwall inequality, we finally obtain
o o ATl
IE[ sup ePP4 |Y,’1/,"p] <—E[A,)]. (3.24)
0<t<T 28

Next, by Theorem 3.3 we have
lim E[A,] = 0,
n—soo
which yields the desired result.
Step 2. We now show that lim,, . HUi - Uie,'||%p,n =0 and lim,_,«||K'— K| »» = 0. We first prove that
limy o0 [|U" = U'€i|| i nseo = 0.
For s € [0,T], denote 8Y! := Y/ —Y!, 8U! := U! — Ule;, 6K! := Ki— K!, §f := f(s,l/si,USi’i,Ln [YS]) -

f (s,l_/si, U;,P)‘/Sg) and 8h == h (s,Y!,L, [Y,]) —h (S,YJ,]P))‘/;'). By applying It6’s formula to |5 ?, we obtain

, T 0 . , T T o N ,

or/+ [ [ L Isu @ pasde) =2 [ ovispian,—2 [ [ 8vY 5Ut(e)g/as.de)

t Ejil t t E j=1
r . .
+2/ 8Y/d (8K;).
t
By standard estimates, from the assumptions on the driver f, we get, for all € > 0,
T ovis g ’ i|2 T2 5 \svil? Tre i|2
/ 8Ys8fsdAs§/ CyloY]] dAer/ “c3lavi dAS+/ /EZ\SUS| 0 (de)dA,s
t t t t

Tge
+/ Ep2 (L, 1Y, Py ) dA,.
t 4 p(n[ S] YY) 5
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It follows that, for a given constant C, > 0, independent of n, we have

4

T n 2
o+ [ £ vl vsao
0 Je /S

4 4

4 2 : i|p e ([T [ s :
<Cpi (2C+=CF ) lAz]lw ¢ sup |8Y]|"+Cpe? |8U;|” ¢y (de)dAs
€ 0<s<T Jo JE

» (3.25)
T » ) 3
+C, (/0 e (L,, Y] ,]P’Y;-)dAs)
N T
/ / 5 Z SUM (e)g/ (ds,de)| + ‘ / §Y'd (5K7)
0
By applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we derive that there exist a constant /,, > 0 such that
2 i
2 T n ) 4
/ 5 Z SU(e)g!(ds,de)| | <1,E < / / Z (5UH())? pl(ds, de)>
0 j=1
2
2

2
_P i
<3 167",

+iE < / / Z (8UM (e j(ds,de))

Also recall that, for some constant e, > 0 we have (cf. Eq. (1.3) in [67])

“‘3[(/OT/E\3U§(e)\2¢s<de)dAs)g] <e)E (/OT/Ei’3U§’j(e)‘2pj(de,ds)>7

Now, we take the expectation in (3.25), by using the above inequalities and taking € > 0 small enough, we obtain
P

T 2 5
( /0 |8U;] ¢s(de)dAs)

E

< Ceyear]op|

P

( sup |57/ (K;He;))z

0<s<T

—i—CI,E[ sup /7 ( Y, IP)-/;'):|+E

0<s<T

In view of Lemma 3.2 and "5Yi";,,
the equations

T
—.»;’—/0 F (s, YUY L, [Y]) dAs +/ /ZU” I(ds,de)

— 0, we can obtain the desired result. The above inequality, together with

and
S . T o T, _. .
Rp=Tj-&~ [ f(sT.0LPy)dact [ [ Oile)q'(ds.de)
0 s 0 JE

We can also show that lim,,_se HK’ — I?i‘ =0. O

ISP

4 Well-posedness and convergence result of MF-RBSDEs driven by a Pois-
son process

In this section, we consider a special mean-field reflected BSDE with jumps:

=&+ [T f(s,Ys,Us,Py)ds + [T dKs — [T [-Us(e)fi(ds,de), ¥t [0,T], P-as.
Y, > h(t,Y,,Py), Vie[0,T], P-as. (4.1)

foT (Yt* —h (f,Y,—,PYI,)) dK, =0, P-as.,

where we define a random measure p(,dt,de) on R, x E, where E 2 R\ {0} is equipped with its Borel field
&, with compensator A (w,dt,de). We assume in all the paper that A is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure dr, i.e. A(®,dt,de) = v;(®,de)dt. Finally, we denote fi the compensated jump measure

L(w,de,dt) = p(w,de,dt) — v,(w,de)dr.
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Similar with Section 3, we study a family of weakly interacting process
. . T S . ) T LA .
yj =& +/ F(8,Y1UM L Y,]) ds + K — K — / / Y U(e)i(ds,de), Vi€ [0,T], P-as.
1 Ji JE =
j=1
Yz h(nY L), vee[0.T], Pas. 42)
T X X X
/0 (Y —h(e .Y \L,[Y, ]))dKi =0, P-as.

where & _. v, f1<;<y and fii _._, are independent copies of &, f and fi. The augmented natural filtration of the
1<i<n> J 1<i<N Hici<n P P u g

family of {fi’}1<;<y is denoted by j‘I(N ) Denote by FN := {#N }I c0.7] the completion of the filtration generated

by {fi'} 1<i<n- Let TN be the set of FV stopping times with values in [¢, T].

4.1 Well-posedness result

In order to show the convergence rate of the solution of this system to the solution of the mean field reflected
BSDE (4.1), we need some stricter assumptions.

(H2’) Forevery ® € Q, t € [0,T], r € R, u € 2,(R) the mapping f(@,t,r,-, 1) : L>(B(E),vi;R) — R satisfies:
for every U € H&’z,

(w7t,r7lJ')Hf(w,t7r,Ul(w7.),”)
is Prog ® %(R)-measurable.

(H3)
(a) (Continuity condition) For every @ € Q.1 € [0,T],y € R, u € [>(B(E),V;R), u € Z,(R), (y,u, 1) —
f(t,y,u, 1) is continuous.

(b) (Lipschitz condition) There exists A > 0, such that forevery ® € Q, t € [0,T], y;,y2 € R, u € L>(%(E), v;,R),
Ui, 2 € Z,(R), we have

|f(w7tayl;ulvy'])7f(w7tay2;u25”2)| S A (|yl 7y2| + |M] 7u2|V+W[’(”17IJ’2)) .

(c) (Growth condition) For all # € [0,T], (y,u) € R x Lz(%’(E), Vi;R) : P-as, there exists A > 0 such that,
1. 1.
—alt,—u) = o= Byl + 71 (1, 8)) < £t 3, 10) < 2 (t,0) + 0+ By + 71 (1, 8)).
where { o }o</<7 is a progressively measurable nonnegative stochastic process with ||@|| o= < oo.

(d) (Bounded condition) For each ¢ € [0,T], f(#,0,0,8) is bounded by some constant M, P-a.s.

(e) (Convexity/Concavity condition) For each (t,y) € [0,T] xR, u € L*(B(E),vi;R), u € Z,(R), u —
f(t,y,u,1l) is convex or concave.

() (Ar-condition) For allz € [0,T],M >0, y €R, uy,ur € L? (B(E),vi;R), u € 2,(R), with |y|, ||lus | =, llua]l g <
M, there exists a & ® &-measurable process [7*142 satisfying dt @ dPP-a.e. \

ftyu, p0) = f(t,y,u2, 1) < /EF?”“"”Z(X) (1 (x) = ua(x)] v(dx)
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and C, (1 A |x|) < T7“"2(x) < C3,(1 A |x|) with two constants Cj,,C3,. Here, Ci; > —1 and C;; > 0 depend on M.
(Hereafter, we frequently omit the superscripts to lighten the notation.)

(H4’) h is a mapping from [0, 7] x Q x R x Z,(R) into R such that

(a) (Continuity condition) For all (y,u) € R x Z2,(R), (h(t,y,1t)); is a right-continuous left-limited process
the process.

(b) (Lipschitz condition) % is Lipschitz w.r.t. (y, &t) uniformly in (¢, @), i.e. there exists two positive constants
% and ¥ such that P-a.s. for all € [0, 7],

[ (t,y1, 1) = h(t,y2, 1) < 71yt = yo | + 70 (1, 12)
for any y;,y» € Rand u, 1y € Z,(R).

(c) The final condition & : @ — R is .Fr-measurable and essentially bounded, i.e., ||| < o. Besides,

E>h(TE,Pe).
(d) (Bounded condition) For each ¢ € [0,7T], h(¢,0,8) is bounded by some constant M, P-a.s.

(H5’) (Uniform linear bound condition ) There exists a positive constant Cy such that for each r € [0,T], u €
L*(E,B(E),Vv;),if f is convex (resp. concave) in u, then f(t,0,u, ) — f(,0,0, 1) > —Co|uly (resp. f(t,0,u,u) —
f(taoaoau) S C0|M|V )

The following a priori estimate for MF-BSDE (4.1) is crucial.

Lemma 4.1. Under assumptions (H2’)-(H5’), assume that (Y,U,K) is a solution to MF-BSDE (4.1). Then for
eacht € [0,T), then, we have the following a priori estimate.

e T T
E[exp{AY.}] < —— {1 +Czexp{/ 2PiC, exp{/ 26P! (long)dt}dt}}, 4.3)
e—1 0 0

where Y. £ sup,co 71 |Yi|, C1 = log 24 +log 747 and C, = {exp {2le37|:§| +2A T eﬁ’a,dtH.
Proof. Consider the following reflected BSDE with jumps:

gt:gﬂf £(5, 9,05, Py)ds + [ dR, — [ [, Us(e)fi(ds,de), Vte[0,T], P-as. 4.4)
Y, > h(t,Y;,Py,), Vtel0,T], P-as. ’
In view of Lemma 4.1 in [63], we know that ¥; = ess supyy, where
€T r
yi = &1y +h(7, Y,,Py,)l{KT}Jr/ f(s,y%,uf,Py,) dsf/ / fi(ds,de). 4.5)

Obviously, (Y;,U;, K;) is also a solution to (4.4). From [26], we know that BSDE (4.4) has a unique solution, thus
we have

Y, = Y, =ess supy, (4.6)
€T

Applying It6’s formula to |y®|,

dlyf| = sign(y}- )dy; +dLy+/ yr +uf(e)| — |yf | —sign(y/- Juf (e)) u(dt,de)
= —sign(y;- ) f(s,y{ ,uf ,Py,)dt +dLj + /E (I +uf (&) = |y7| = sign(y[-)uf (e)) vi(de)dr — (4.7)

[ (b +ue)] = bf 1) . de).

18



Define G; = AeP!|yF| + [3 AePoads + [§ LePS#4 (Py,, 80) ds. Then applying 1td’s formula to G, we obtain,
dG, = P [ABIf|de + Ad|yF| + hoyd + A BeP W (Py;, &)t
= P A ((—sign(y )£ (6,57 uf , Py,) + o+ BIy7| + BH4 (P, &)) dt + dL}
7 €)1 = | = sanof ) vl [ (o + a6~ ) Bl )
> —jy (sign(yf- )eP'uf)di +P'2 (szy + /E (I +uf(e)| — |y | — sign(yf)uf (e)) vi(de)dt
+ [ @] b 1) e
> P2 / (b +uf ()] — V1) e, de) — jo (P (IvF- +uf(e)| — yF 1) ) dr,
where, for the first inequality, we make use of the observation, for any k > 1,

Ja (k) > kjj (u).

Moreover, the last inequality follows from the fact |y + u| — |y| > sign(y)u.
Finally, applying Itd’s formula to e%, it turns out that ¥ is a submartingale, which implies,

T T
exp A} <exp{aeF |} <E, {exp{leﬁT(|'g'|\/h*)+/t Aeﬁsasder/t Aeﬁfza[m.ndsH.

Hence, from equation (4.6), we have
T T
exp{A|¥;|} = exp{ Aesssup|y| ¢ < esssupE, [exp{lem(m Vhy) +/ leﬁsasds—i—/ leﬁsEHYsts}] .
€T 1€[0,T] 1 t
Thus,
T T
Efexp{A¥} <E | sup E, {exp {Mmg IV hy) +/ leﬁsasder/ eﬁwam]dsH L @48)
t€[0,T] 0 0
By Jensen’s inequality and Doob’s inequality, we can deduce
exp{E[AY]} < Elexp{AY;"}]
T T
< Ll {1 +E [exp{ZleBT(|§| Vhy) +/ ZAeﬁsasds—i—/ ZAeﬁsEHYSHdsH }
e— 0 0

Both sides take logarithm at the same time and by the fact that log(a + b) < log2a+logb, (a > 1,b > 1), we can
imply that

T
E[AY] < C, +1ogCs + / A 4.9)
0

e—1

where Cj = log 24 +log-%, G, =E [exp {ZAeﬁT(|:§| Vi) + fy ZAeﬁsasdsH. Using Backward Gronwall in-
equality, we have

T
E[AY*] < (C) +1ogCy)exp { / 2eﬁfds} . (4.10)
0

Take inequality (4.10) to inequality (4.8), we can deduce the final result

T T
Elexp{AY,}] < c 1 {1+Czexp{/ 26P(C +10gC2)exp{/ Zeﬁsds}ds}}.
e— 0 0

Next, we give a well-poedness result of the mean field reflected BSDE (4.1).

Theorem 4.2. Assume (H2’), (H3’), (H4’) and (H5’) hold. Then the MF-BSDE (4.1) has a unique solution
(Y,U,K) in the space /= x _§= x o/P.
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In order to prove Theorem 4.2, we need to recall some proposition to analyze the solution map.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that:

(i)The map (w,t) — f(,t,-) is F-progressively measurable. There exist a positive F-progressively measurable
process (04,t € [0,T]) such that — oy — %jl (t,—u) < f(t,u) < o4+ %j;t (t,u) dt @ dP-a.e. (0,t) € Q% [0,T].

(ii) ||, (a4t € [0,T]) are essentially bounded, i.e., ||| g < oo

(iii) There exists A > 0, such that for every ® € Q, t € [0,T], y1,y2 € R, uy,us € L*(%B(E), v;;R), we have

|f(wat7y1;ul) 7f(w7tay2;u2)| < A (|yl 7y2| + |Ll] 7u2|V) .
(iv) ( Ay-condition). For all t € [0,T],M >0,y € R,uj,uy € L? (B(E),vi:R) with |y|, |lu|_g=, luz]| g <M,
there exists a & ® &-measurable process ¥"1"2 satisfying dt @ dP-a.e. ‘

f(tvyvul) _f(tay’ uz) < Aﬂ,ul,uz (x) [ul(x) — Ui, (x)] V(dx)

and Cl,(1 A lx]) < 9" (x) < C3 (1 A|x|) with two constants Cy,,Cay. Here, Cy; > —1 and Cx; > 0 depend on M.
(Hereafter, we frequently omlt the superscripts to lighten the notation.)
Then BSDE

Y= §+/ (s,04( ds—/ /U fi(ds,de) 4.11)
has a unique solution (Y ,U) in the space /= x _§*.
Proof. The well-posedness can be deduced from [36]. (]

Theorem 4.4. Assume that the same conditions as Theorem 4.2 hold. P € .*. Then the following BSDE

=&+ [T f(5, Py, Us,Pp)ds — [T [ Us(e)ii(ds,de) + Ky —K,, Vr€[0,T], P-as.;
Y, > h(t,P,Pp), 0<t<T, P-as. (4.12)

I (Y = (i B Pp ) )dK =0, Peas,
has a unique solution (Y,U,K) in the space /> x 7> x /P

Proof. Obviously, the generator f (s, Ps,Us(e),Pp, ), the terminal & and the loss function % satisfies the conditions
of Theorem 4.1 in [34], thus the BSDE (4.12) admits a unique deterministic flat solution (¥,U,K) € 1> () x
L>B (p) X 2.

Moreover, for each ¢ € [0, T], in view of the g-expectation representation lemma in [64], we have

‘oP
Yy =ess Sngt{r [él{r:T} + h(@PﬁPRS\s:r)l{r<T}] )

te;

where (f o P)(t,y,u) = f (t,P,u,Pp) and éiffp [E1cry +h(T, P, Pp i) 1{zo7y] 1= ¥f € is the solution to
the following standard BSDE:

= El ey PPy + [ SRl Br)as— [ [@nsde. @1y

Consequently, ¥; € . and from Corollary 1 in [70], we know that ||U|| s~ < 2||Y|[.» < e, Thus (Y,U,K) €
7 x J* x /P is the unique solution to the BSDE (4.12). O

We are now ready to complete the proof Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let Pl € .#*,i = 1,2. It follows from the g-expectation representation lemma that
I (P'), :==essupyc 531", Vi €[0,7]
in which y* is the solution to the following BSDE:
W=El g +hr(PéaPRg\s:¢)1{r<T}+/I.T s7Psvu YT Ppi) ds—/ / fi(ds,de). (4.14)
For each ¢ € [0, T], denote by

7 (s, Zf(t,Pf,uf’r,IP’Pr,-)) ,
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Then, the pair of processes (y''* —y*%,u"" — u*") solves the following BSDE in 7 € [T — h,T]:
yt]’r *J’tz’r =h ( o Pplj— r) ooy — PPZ‘S r) 1oery +/ PI ,“;’T) *fP2 (Sa“sz-’f)) ds
+/éw%> 2% (e)) Rlds.de)L i ()ds
= h( o Ppij— r) licery—h (T rQaPPZ\x:r) Lioery
+/ fP' (5,1°7) _ P (s, :r)+f (5,7) — P (s,u“)}ds
+ / / 1 (¢) — u2(e)) i(ds, de) g 1 (s)ds

<EM {h (’L’,PTI,PP; ‘M) Veary = h (%P2 Ppai ) Leary + /trx (BREEAE M) ds}

Y
<E/

(% +Ak) sup |P!— P2+ (3o + Ah) sup EHPJ—P?H]a
T—h,T T—h,T

where {17 := fi— < fi,7- fi >, ¥=y(u,u’). Thus, we can deduce that

TP =T(PY)]| oo < (11 + 12+ 240) ||P' — P?|

B2l

We can then find a small enough constant i depending only on A4,%; and }» such that y; + % +2Ah < 1. Itis
now obvious that I" defines a contraction map on the time interval [T — k, T]. The uniqueness of the global solution
on [0, 7] is inherited from the uniqueness of the local solution on each small time interval. It suffices to prove the
existence.

We already know that there exists a constant § > 0 depending only on 4,7 and 9», such that the mean-field
reflected BSDE (4.1) admits a unique solution

(YUK € S5 50} s X s

on the time interval [T — &, T]. Next, taking T — § as the terminal time, then the mean-field reflected BSDE (4.1)
admits a unique solution

(Y2, U K?) € S7 a57-8) X fr-257-8) X D7-26.17-8)

on the time interval [T — 28, T — §]. Denote by

ZYI LT (-18) + Yy, U = ZUl s (i-18) +Urlqry,
K =K ir_i57_i-1)s)+ (K7_s + K') Lir_s.17-

It is easy to check that (Y,U,K) € 95”[‘;’725175] X /{;’725175] X %?7257T75] is a solution to the mean-field

reflected BSDE (4.1). Repeating this procedure, we get a global solution (Y,U,K) € #* x 7= x of D The proof
of the theorem is complete. O

4.2 Convergence result
The following proposition is crucial to prove convergence result.

Proposition 4.5. Let p > 2 and assume that the same conditions as Theorem 4.2 hold. Let 0 <t} <ty < T be such
that ty —t1 < 1. There exists a constant C depending on p,T, K, and h such that the following hold:

(i))V1) <s<t<t), E[|V;-Y]|"]<Cl|t—s|

(ii)Vh <r<s<t<t, E[Y,-Y PV, -Y’]<Clt—r~

Y is the first part of the solution of BSDE (4.1).

Proof. (1).

esssupy; — esssupyr
>t T>5

MMnME[

p}

(4.15)

<E [eSSSHPny—ysTl”} :
™t
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where yf is the solution of BSDE

= &1 o1} + he(Pr, Py = 1)1{1<T}+/ f (s, Y, ug, Py,) ds—/ / e)iL(ds,de).

Y

fi(du,de)

Then, by Holder’s inequality

|y[ ys|P7 (}/ f ua ua]P)Yu dl/l

<2°r- 1{(/ |f (u,Yy,uy,Py,) |du)

< 2P~ 1[ )P l/ |f (u, Yy, up,Py,) |pdu+

fi(du,de)

~p}

e)ii(du,de)

|

Thus, we can deduce that

E[[yf —y7I"] <2 '{E[x—sp ‘/ IF (1, Y, Py, I”du]
+E (/I/EW )2 v(de)d ) _ +E[/:/E|uft(e)|pv(de)du]}
gzpl{E[ 5P 1 S
+E (/I/EW )2 v(de)d ) _ +E{/:/E|u;(e)|”v(de)du]}
<2 i (e[ am ] 1)
H(t— )P CE [< / I /E ) 1~ u;(e)v(de>du>p]
ey viae)) " | +ete—se o | v<de>}}.

1
ot Bl + B (B 0) + 7w ui(e)

P
du]

+C3|t — S|p/2E

By (4.15) we can also obtain

By - v <2 {97 (| sp 7] +1)

0<t<T

+(t—s)"'GE [( / t /E elule) 1 — u;(e)v(de)du) ,,}
Gl s [nuz(e)nf (foviae) ™| e e lascone, [ viae) } .

Finally, in view of Theorem 4.2, we conclude that there exists a constant C, such that

VO<s<t<T, E[Y,—Y]’]<Clt—s]|

]

(i).

p

E(Ys =Y [P |Y,-Y|’]=E esssupy, — esssupyy
T>5

€ss supy, — CSS supys
L 5

<E [esssup|y; —y;|"esssup|y; —y; I”}
L T>s ™>r

e)ii(du,de)

us ua

af |+ (|}
< E |esssup |yfy§|p{ [esssup”u / v(de) } |sr|}]
L T>s

<Clt—s||ls—r]
<Clt—rf?

1

<E [esssup|yf —y!|”ess sup{ [
L T>s ™>r

22



O
Let us consider (Y?,U',K") independent copies of (Y,U,K) which are the solution of MF-BSDE (4.1). More
precisely, for each i = 1,...,n, (Y/,U",K"), is the unique solution of the reflected MF-BSDE
vi=gig [Ty (s,Y;,Ul Pyg) ds+Ki—Ki— [T [, Ui(e)ii'(ds,de), ¥t € [0,T], P-as.
7i>h (t,)_’ti,IP)—,ti) , Vre[0,T], Pas. (4.16)
W (%= (i ¥ Py ) )dKi=0 Pas.
Theorem 4.6. Assume assumptions (H2’), (H3’), (H4’) and (H5’) hold. Define AYi :=Yi— Yifor 1 <i<N. Then

sup E UAY’IH =0 (N*I/z) .

0<t<T
Proof. From equation (3.22) in the proof of Proposition 3.4, we can deduce that:

S S K>
sup E |[v/ =¥’ < sup B|eXT |y} 7’| < S-E[T), 4.17)
0<i<T 0<i<T A '

where A :=1-8 (%7 +71) >0, K> := lZnTC} and

Loz i= (45 +20C7) sup ePT072 (L [Yo] Py,).

0<s<

We recall the bound of the right hand side of the previous inequality from [8, 35]. Based on the regularity in
Proposition 4.5 and the estimate of Y in Lemma 4.1, we have:

. c
E [ AY 2} <=
o?rlgr SANE VN

with C depending all parameters. Hence, we deduce that supy<,<7 E UAY" ’2] =0 (N -l 2). O

A Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof of the estimate about U' and K' in Lemma 3.2. In the sequel, we assume without loss of generality that all
local martingales in the derivation are true martingales, otherwise one can take advantage of a standard localization
and monotone convergence argument. Define G, = —Y/ + [j a,dA; + [§ B|Y|dAs+ [, B (Pyi, 60)dAs. We first

AG,

claim that e*€ is a positive submartingale. Indeed, applying It6’s formula to e**, we obtain,

deMCi = G- (AdG +/ “f — AU (e) — )p(dt,de))
= G ([),[3|Y’|dAt AdY} + A oydA, + AR (P Y,,ao)dA,} +/E(e“7?'@)+w;(e)—1)p(dt,de))
— MG <[w|y’|dA,+x<f(t Y,’,U,’,Py, YdA; — /U q(dt de)+dK’>+7La,dA,+7LﬁW,,(]P>Y;~,5O)dA,}
+ /E (e*w”e) + AT (e) — 1) p(dt,de))
— A <[w|yl|+xf(t Y07 Pyi) + Aoy + ji (- x‘;)mﬁ%apyt,-,so)} dA,+xd12,i+/E(eWr"<e>1)q(dt,de))

> G- / (ef)mfi(e) - 1) q(dt,de),
JE

(A.1)
where we make use of the growth condition of f in the last inequality.
Then, .
de*S = MG (dA, + ALdK! + dM,). (A2)
where,

r d .
m,= [ [ (209~ 1) glas.de),
0 JE
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and A is a non-decreasing process with Ay = 0, with the form

A= /0’ (l (f(t,Y;,U’ Py;) + o + B +ﬁ%(lP’y;,50)) +j1(_w;'(e))) dAs.

Now we are going to estimate the quadratic variation of M :

M), = /E (e*lUf(eLl)zq)t (de)dA, + /E (e*lUri(e)—l)zq(dt,de).

Obviously, by (A.2),
d[e*9]; = *S-a|M),.

We also find the predictable quadratic variations by direct calculation,

(M), = /E (20 - 1)2¢, (de)dA,

and
("), = *C-d(M),.

Then, for any stopping time ¢ < T, it holds that

M)r — (M) = /T % < sup (efu@) <<61Q>T _ <e/1g>6) . (A.3)

o e 0<t<T

Next, we find a priori estimate of (e*€)7 — (e*€) 4 via Itd’s formula,

_. . 2
de**C = 2e*4C (dM, + dA, + AdK}) + d[e*), > 262 5~ dM, + €244~ /E (e*“’t ) — 1) q(dt,de) +d(e*°),.

(A4)
Taking conditional expectation on both sides of (A.4), we obtain,

E [MQ)T () | %} <E [eMQr PG | %} <E [emQT loer | %} .

Then, making use of Garsia-Neveu Lemma, see for example [3, Lemma 4.3], it turns out that for each p > 1,

£[(ir)] < refere]

B <E[ wp (¢79) (1293r)']

0<t<T

Then, by (A.3),

1

<(mm ) ([(eon)])

< (2[mn ]) (el a9

< (2p)PE [ sup e‘WLa’}
0<t<T

<CE [esmuwufxruwwq ,

where G, = |¥i| + Jo asdAs+ [ BIYEdAs+ [5 B, (Py; 5,)dAs, and Cp, is a positive constant depending on p. That
is to say, for each p > 1,

E [(/OT/E (0 _1Y", (de)dAt)p] < GE [ MBI <o (Ao

Next, applying Itd’s formula to e’”fi, we deduce that
_ _ T o T o o . .
e Mr gAY = / ),efnrf(s,Ys’,U’ Pyi)dAs +/ / e M- (efujs(e) + AU (e) — 1)¢s(de)dA
s 0 E

; . i T i . 7=
+/ —AYL / —AU (6)71)q(dt,d6)+/ e YrdK,’SelY* .
0

24



With the help of the growth condition of f, it turns out that:
—lY i A B T —M?" —ATi(e
/le —a,— BV} - M(t —U;) = B#(Pyi, 80))dA; + e )+ A0/ (e) — 1)@y (de)dA,
i i T i _ . oiy—
+/ AR / )“Ut(e)fl)q(dt,de)qL/ Ae MR < M
0
Equivalently,
AT 5i o v o o ar i AV T v —ATi(e)
e *KTS/O Ae rdK,S/O Ao M (0 + BIT!| 4+ BH Py, &))dA, + M 7/0 M, /E(e 1€ 1)q(dt, de).
(A7)

Note that [ Ae ™ (a + BIT;| + BW(Py;, &))dA, + e < AT [ aydAg + 2B A7+ P <

C‘euy’f, for some positive random variable C € L” for each p > 1. With the help of Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality and making use of (A.5) for p = 2, we obtain, for each p > 1,
2]

. [,12@*2””*"’+ & )2} <E Pzeizm’# (& )2} <IE {C"zeﬁum’} +2E

T i i
[ e [ (e - 1gtanae
0 E
T i 7i
<2E Cle 47LY} +2CE |:/ —2A¥_ /( —AUi(e) )2¢t(de)dAf:|
E

|
<2E [C2e*H] 1 2CE {ez”‘ / / ¢,(de)dA,]
|
|

<IE C2e4”l}+ {e“”*i}—i—CE

( /0 /E (2T _ 14, (de)d A’ﬂ

<2E |2 4)LY} {64/17;} +CE{e161(1+ﬁHAT||N)z§}

<CE [em 1B A7--)7. }

(A.8)
where C is a positive constant depending only on the constants given in the assumptions and differing from line to
line.

Similarly, define G; = ¥/ + [y oudAs + [y BIY/|dAs+ fo B#),(Pyi, 80)dAs and for each p > 1, applying Itd’s

formula to eP*Cr , we obtain,
deP*Gr — oPAGi- (p),dG, —l—/E (epu_jfi(e) —pAUl(e) — 1) P(dt,de))
— ¢P*G ([pxmmdA, + pAdY} + pAoydA, + pww,,(Py;-,éo)dA,] + /E (e"“ff —pAU/(e) - 1) p(dt,de))
= e ([pApIFlan, + 2 (10,501 By + [ O/ Elatar.ae) - aK; ) + Raian |
+/ ef’“’t — pAT(e) - )p(dt,de))
= O ([ pABIF/| = pAf (1,7}, U} Pyy) + pAo+ 1 (pRU]) + pABH(Py; &) | dd

+ / (epwr’(e) - 1) q(dt,de) — p?LdI_(,i)
E

Zel’lér ([ pjn(U )+jl(pkU dAHr/ EMU’) l)q(dt,.de)p}{dl_(ti>

> ep)LGF / (EPAU;(E) — 1) q(dt,d@) — pxeplcfdktia
E

(A.9)
where we make use of the growth condition of f in the first inequality and the last inequality follows from the fact
that j (ku) > kjj (u), foreach k > 1.

Then, ) )
deP*Cr = ePACi- (dA, + dM, — pAdK)), (A.10)

ot _ .
M, = / / (e”“fﬁl'(e) — 1) q(ds,de),
0 JE

where
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and A is a non-decreasing process with Ay = 0, with the form

A = /0’ (pa (—f(t,l?si, Uy’ Pyi) + s+ B IYsl) +J1 (pkUs(e))) dAs.

Now we are going to estimate the quadratic variation of M :

i 2 i 2
d[M],:/ (eMUr<eL1) o (de)dA,+/ (e”lUf@fl) g(dt,de).
E E

Obviously, by (A.10), ) _
d[e?* ), = A0 a[i),

We also find the predictable quadratic variations by direct calculation,

d(M), = /E (ef’wr’“) - 1)2¢, (de)dA,,

and _ _
d(eP*C), = PMOd(M),.

Then, for any stopping time ¢ < T, it holds that

(M)r — (M)o = /T %ﬁ? < sup (e*zf’wf) ((e"w)r - <e"m)c) . (A.11)

o 0<t<T
Next, we find a priori estimate of (e?2C)y — (ePAG); via Itd’s formula to e2PAG,
_ _ . _ B _ _ _ B _ - i 2 _
P51 1 2p) PP KT =225 (A, + dA,) +d [0, Zzeszc,—dM[Jrezmcﬁ/E (ep;w,(e) _ 1) q(dt,de)+d(eP,.

(A.12)
Taking conditional expectation on both sides of (A.12), we obtain,

_ - - T - . = c ~ _.
E [<6MG>T — (ePO)s | %] <E {&MGT + / 2pAe* A dR] — P2 0o — / 2pAe*P O dR] | %]
0 0
_ T _ _
<E [(ezf’mr - / 2pae2"wfd1?;) loer | %} :
0
Then, making use of Garsia-Neveu Lemma again, it turns out that

L N\32 . T L _\3/2
E{(@Pmﬁ) ]g(%)mﬂi (&MGW /0 2p7Le2”)“G’th’> .
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Then, by (A.11) and (A.8),

E[M)r] <E

(

3
2

<

~

/N

[ sup

0<r<T

E[ sup e

0<t<T

(=,
el

0<t<T

sup e

sup e

sup e

LO<t<T

sup e*éplG,

LO<t<T

(
(
(=
(

sup e 0PAG

lo<t<T

sup eféplG,

LO<t<T

<c, [636P1(1+ﬁ|IAer)7§}

(e )|
) oo

o)) Ry
a) % (E

—6pAG;

)
;

~ ~ 3 i+ 3 gt .
E e3p7LGT+e3p7LG*+%plYi e*%plY,ﬁ (K,T)3/2D

_ T _ N3/2
PAoT 4 (/ 2plezP}LG’dI€,'>
0

z 2
’ E e3p7LGT+ 3p7LG*(K1 )3/2})?

2
3

E [63,7;1(}} n (E [elzpmmm;ﬂ ) /4 (E [efz,,ny ( 12;)2} )3/4) :
[

eAGr] 4 (B [el2rAG1 00T ]) ' (B [erorapiarlern] )3/ 4) :

(A.13)

where C is a positive constant depending only on the constants given in the assumptions and C, is a positive
constant also depending on p however varies from line to line. That is to say,

byany 1 < g < 2.
Making use of the inequality (x — 1)?” < (x” — 1) for x > 0 and p > 1, we observe that for p > 1,

E UOT/E (ewﬂe)fl ¢t(d€)dAt:| <E [/ / e,,,wt

o[

We want to clarify that in fact, the constant %

Ui(

¢,(de)dA,} <C,E {e36"“1+ﬁllATHw>¥’} < oo, (A.14)

in the derivation above does not matter too much and can be replaced

) ¢,(de)dA,] SCPE[ 36pA (145 |A7]l) } oo,
(A.15)

Thus, with the help of Holder’s inequality, we obtain, for each p > 1,

E [ ( /OT /E (ew,«e)f 1)2¢,(de)dA,)”] <C,E [ /OT /E (ew;'(e) 7 1)2p¢, (de)d At] < c,,E[ 36pA (1+B|A7 ) } < on,

(A.16)

Then, combining (A.6) and (A.16), we conclude that for each p > 1,

([ |U;(e)|2¢,(de)dA,>g

We finish the proof by showing that for each p > 1, E[(K}.)"] < oo. Note that K. = Vi — &' — [ f (s, Yi

< <E [(/OT/E|U,"(e)|2¢,(de)dA,>p]>]/2 <C,E [936pl(1+ﬁ|lATHw)_f:| < oo

Ui Pysi) dA,+
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Jo JzUi(e)q(ds,de), then,
E[(Kr)"] gcpE[(?j)”Jr(/o‘ oc,dA,+/ leydA,U/ (ia (@) + ja (- i))dA,+/()Tﬁ7/(Ing,6o)dAs)p
]
gC,,IE{ (// (€ _ 1 4 ¢ 20 1)¢,dedA,> ‘/ /U g(dt, de) }
e ([ (1Y aean) s ([ 4001 swoan)
/U’ dtde}
P:|,

<CE {e3épl(1+BHArllw)l?i} +CE H / / 0 (e)qldr.de)
o JE
where we make use of (A.6), (A.16) and Holder’s inequality in the last inequality. To deal with the second term,
we take advantage of a generalized Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality ([42, Theorem 2.1]) and obtain,

o[ foremanef | <c| ([ foremanc] )
cCE m{< [ [ ¢z<de>dAt>p/2, I |U;<e)|ﬂ¢,(de>dA,}
o (1 (AN Ly N
<GE (/ JRGEEE ¢t(d€dAt>p/4 (/ [ e ¢z(de)dAz>l/2

< C,E [30PA(1+BIATI)T, }

q(dtde)

<C,E

q(dtde)

where we make use of (A.6), (A.16) and Holder’s inequality again in the last inequality. Thus, we conclude that
foreach p > 1,

]E[(I?%)p} SCPE[ 36pA(1+B]|A7|) } < oo,

and end the proof. o
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