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Abstract. Motivated by the optimality system associated with controlled (forward)

Volterra integral equations (FVIEs, for short), the well-posedness of coupled forward-

backward Voterra integral equations (FBVIEs, for short) is studied. The main feature

of FBVIEs is that the unknown {(X (t, s),Y(t, s))} has two arguments. By taking t

as a parameter and s as a (time) variable, one can regard FBVIE as a system of or-

dinary differential equations (ODEs, for short), with infinite-dimensional space values

{(X (·, s),Y(·, s)); s ∈ [0, T ]}. To establish the well-posedness of such an FBVIE, a new

non-local monotonicity condition is introduced, by which a bridge in infinite-dimensional

spaces is constructed. Then by generalizing the method of continuation developed by

[15, 25, 20] for differential equations, we have established the well-posedness of FB-

VIEs. The key is to apply the chain rule to the mapping t 7→
[ ∫ T

·
〈Y(s, s),X (s, ·)〉ds +

〈G(X (T, T )),X (T, ·)〉
]
(t).

Keywords. forward-backward Volterra integral equation, infinite-dimensional system of

ordinary differential equations, two-point boundary problem, method of continuation.
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1 Introduction

In a number of problems involving biology systems, finance models, and fractional-order

differential dynamics, (forward) Volterra integral equations (FVIEs, for short) and the

related optimal control theory have attracted strong attention recently. The main feature

is that FVIE can be used to describe some dynamics involving memory. Further, if we

consider an optimal control problem of FVIE with a Bolza type cost functional, then by

applying the Pontryagin maximum principle, one will get a coupled forward-backward

Volterra integral equation FBVIE, for short) (see [2, 5, 26, 17]). Let us briefly look at
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such a problem. Consider the following state equation:

(1.1) X(t) = x(t) +

∫ t

0
b(t, s,X(s), u(s))ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

with the following cost functional

(1.2) J(u(·)) = h(X(T )) +

∫ T

0
g(t,X(t), u(t))dt.

In the above, X(·) is the state valued in R
n, and u(·) is the control valued in R

m. For

simplicity, we assume that (X,u) 7→ (b(t, s,X, u), h(X), g(t,X, u)) is differentiable, and

the control domain is the whole space R
m. We assume that the state has no constraint

(and therefore, the state space is the whole space R
n). Our optimal control problem is to

minimize (1.2), subject to (1.1). Now, let (X̄(·), ū(·)) be an optimal pair of this optimal

control problem. For any admissible control u(·), let X(·) be the solution to the following

variational equation:

X(t) =

∫ t

0

(
bx(t, s, X̄(s), ū(s))X(s) + bu(t, s, X̄(s), ū(s))u(s)

)
ds

≡ ϕ(t) +

∫ t

0
A(t, s)X(s)ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

where

ϕ(t) =

∫ t

0
bu(t, s, X̄(s), ū(s))u(s)ds, A(t, s) = bx(t, s, X̄(s), ū(s)), 0 6 s 6 t 6 T.

We let Ȳ (·) be a continuous function satisfying the following adjoint equation:

Ȳ (t) = ψ(t) +

∫ T

t

A(s, t)⊤Ȳ (s)ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

for some undetermined ψ(·). Then

∫ T

0
Ȳ (t)⊤X(t)dt =

∫ T

0

[
Ȳ (t)⊤

(
ϕ(t) +

∫ t

0
A(t, s)X(s)ds

)]
dt

=

∫ T

0
Ȳ (t)⊤ϕ(t)dt+

∫ T

0

( ∫ T

s

A(t, s)⊤Ȳ (t)dt
)⊤

X(s)ds

=

∫ T

0
Ȳ (t)⊤ϕ(t)dt+

∫ T

0

(
Ȳ (s)− ψ(s)

)⊤

X(s)ds.

Hence, ∫ T

0
ψ(t)⊤X(t)dt =

∫ T

0
Ȳ (t)⊤ϕ(t)dt.

On the other hand, by the minimality of the optimal pair (X̄(·), ū(·)), one has

0 6 lim
ε↓0

J(ū(·) + εu(·)) − J(ū(·))

ε

= hx(X̄(T ))X(T ) +

∫ T

0

(
gx(s, X̄(s), ū(s))X(s) + gu(s, X̄(s), ū(s))u(s)

)
ds

2



= hx(X̄(T ))

∫ T

0

(
bx(T, s, X̄(s), ū(s))X(s) + bu(T, s, X̄(s), ū(s))u(s)

)
ds

+

∫ T

0

(
gx(s, X̄(s), ū(s))X(s) + gu(s, X̄(s), ū(s))u(s)

)
ds

=

∫ T

0

(
hx(X̄(T ))bx(T, s, X̄(s), ū(s)) + gx(s, X̄(s), ū(s))

)
X(s)ds

+

∫ T

0

(
hx(X̄(T ))bu(T, s, X̄(s), ū(s)) + gu(s, X̄(s), ū(s))

)
u(s)ds.

Now, by taking

ψ(s) =
(
hx(X̄(T ))bx(T, s, X̄(s), ū(s)) + gx(s, X̄(s), ū(s))

)⊤

, s ∈ [0, T ],

the above gives

0 6

∫ T

0
Ȳ (t)⊤

∫ t

0
bu(t, s, X̄(s), ū(s))u(s)dsdt

+

∫ T

0

(
hx(X̄(T ))bu(T, s, X̄(s), ū(s)) + gu(s, X̄(s), ū(s))

)
u(s)ds

=

∫ T

0

( ∫ T

s

Ȳ (t)⊤bu(t, s, X̄(s), ū(s))dt

+ hx(X̄(T ))bu(T, s, X̄(s), ū(s)) + gu(s, X̄(s), ū(s))
)
u(s)ds.

Then we have the following optimality system:

(1.3)





X̄(t) = x(t) +

∫ t

0
b(t, s, X̄(s), ū(s))ds,

Ȳ (t) = gx(t, X̄(t), ū(t))⊤ + bx(T, t, X̄(t), ū(t))⊤hx(X̄(T ))⊤

+

∫ T

t

bx(s, t, X̄(t), ū(t))⊤Ȳ (s)ds,

gu(t, X̄(t), ū(t))⊤ + bu(T, t, X̄(t), ū(t))⊤hx(X̄(T ))⊤

+

∫ T

t

bu(s, t, X̄(t), ū(t))⊤Ȳ (s)ds = 0,

t ∈ [0, T ].

This is a coupled FBVIE. The coupling is given in the third relation, which is called a

stationarity condition or an optimality condition. The solution of (1.3) will provide a

candidate for the optimal trajectory of the corresponding control problems. Therefore,

the well-posedness of (1.3) is important, at least for the optimal control theory of FVIEs.

A careful observation of the above shows that in the case that if we are considering a

problem with a linear state equation and the cost being quadratic in control, i.e.,

(1.4)
b(t, s,X, u) = A(t, s)X +B(t, s)u, 0 6 s 6 t 6 T,

g(t,X, u) = Q(t,X) + 〈R(t)u, u〉, h(X) =M(X), t ∈ [0, T ],

then the optimality condition reads

(1.5) 2R(t)ū(t) +B(T, t)⊤Mx(X̄(T )) +

∫ T

t

B(s, t)⊤Ȳ (s)ds = 0, t ∈ [0, T ].
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By assuming the existence of R(·)−1, we end up with

(1.6)





X̄(t) =x(t) +

∫ t

0

[
A(t, s)X̄(s)−

1

2
B(t, s)R(s)−1

∫ T

s

B(r, s)⊤Ȳ (r)dr

−
1

2
B(t, s)R(s)−1B(T, s)⊤Mx(X̄(T ))

]
ds,

Ȳ (t) =Qx(t, X̄(t)) +A(T, t)⊤Mx(X̄(T )) +

∫ T

t

A(s, t)⊤Ȳ (s)ds,

t ∈ [0, T ].

Motivated by the above, we consider the following FBVIE with general coefficients:

(1.7)





X(t) = x(t) +

∫ t

0
f
(
t, s,X(s), Y (s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)Y (r)dr,X(T )
)
ds,

Y (t) = h(t,X(t),X(T )) +

∫ T

t

g(t, s,X(s), Y (s))ds,

t ∈ [0, T ],

where x(·) is a given continuous function, and f(·), g(·), h(·), and K(·) are suitable map-

pings. We will focus on studying the well-posedness of FBVIE (1.7).

Another motivation for studying FBVIEs is the so-called time-inconsistent optimal

control problems, in which the optimality system is also a coupled FBVIE; see [14, 22, 13],

for example. In addition, for the feature of involving memory, FBVIE has potential ap-

plications in biology models [11, 16, 1], finance models [6, 9, 10], and infinite-dimensional

partial differential equations [21, 23, 24, 3, 4]. For example, we can regard the forward

equation and the backward equation as an evolution system and a utility, respectively.

When the evolution system is affected by the utility, one will get a coupled FBVIE imme-

diately. Such a phenomenon has appeared in many applications. A typical example is the

so-called large investor model in finance (see Cvitanić and Ma [7]).

To recover the semi-group property of (1.7), inspired by [21, 23], we introduce the fol-

lowing auxiliary system of ODEs with the unknown (X (·, ·),Y(·, ·)) having two arguments:

(1.8)





Xs(t, s) = f
(
t, s,X (s, s),Y(s, s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)Y(r, r)dr,X (T, T )
)
,

(t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

Ys(t, s) = −g(t, s,X (s, s),Y(s, s)), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

X (t, 0) = x(t), Y(t, T ) = h(t,X (t, t),X (T, T )), t ∈ [0, T ],

where ∆∗[0, T ] = {(t, s) ∈ [0, T ]2 with t > s} and ∆∗[0, T ] = {(t, s) ∈ [0, T ]2 with t 6 s}.

Indeed, (1.8) provides an equivalent representation of (1.7) with the relationship:

(1.9) X(t) = X (t, t), Y (t) = Y(t, t), t ∈ [0, T ].

For the forward-backward structure, (1.8) is essentially a Fredholm-type integral equa-

tion, and thus one cannot use the contraction mapping theorem unless T > 0 is small

enough. When the coefficients do not depend on t, (1.7) reduces to the following forward-

backward ODE (FBDE, for short):

(1.10)





p(t) = x+

∫ t

0
a(s, p(s), q(s))ds,

q(t) = ψ(p(T )) +

∫ T

t

b(s, p(s), q(s))ds,

t ∈ [0, T ].
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For FBDEs, which can be regarded as a special case of FBSDEs, two types of methods

have been developed to prove solvability. The first one is the so-called four-step method

(also called a decoupling method), which was initiated by Ma, Protter, and Yong [18]. The

decoupling method mainly depends on the theory of partial differential equations (PDEs,

for short). Since the PDE associated with (1.8) is defined on the path space, which is

infinite-dimensional, its solvability might be more difficult than that of (1.8) itself; see

Wang, Yong, and Zhang [23], for example. Thus, it seems too difficult to extend the

decoupling method of FBDEs to FBVIE (1.8).

The second one is called a method of continuation (or a monotonicity method), which

was introduced by Hu and Peng [15], and then developed by [25, 20]. Some further devel-

opments on FBSDEs/FBDEs can be found in [8, 27, 19, 29]. The main idea of continuation

method is to reach the solvability of FBDEs by starting with a known solvable FBDE.

The way is to apply the chain rule together with some sort of monotonicity conditions to

get certain a priori estimates. More precisely, in Hu and Peng [15], they introduced the

following monotonicity condition:

(1.11)

〈a(s, p1, q1)− a(s, p2, q2), q1 − q2〉 − 〈b(s, p1, q1)− b(s, p2, q2), p1 − p2〉

6 −α|p1 − p2|
2 − β|q1 − q2|

2, ∀p1, p2, q1, q2 ∈ R
n,

〈ψ(p1)− ψ(p2), p1 − p2〉 > γ|p1 − p2|
2, ∀p1, p2 ∈ R

n,

where α, β, γ > 0 are given constants, and then applied the chain rule to the following

function:

(1.12) 〈p(t), q(t)〉, t ∈ [0, T ].

In this paper, we will develop this method to prove the solvability of FBVIE (1.7). How-

ever, it is by no means easy; some comments and discussions can be found in our previous

paper [23, Subsection 5.1].

We now make a careful analysis of FBVIE (1.7). Recall that (1.7) is equivalent to

(1.8). From now on, we will focus on the auxiliary system (1.8) rather than (1.7). Since

at the point (t, s), (1.8) involves the values X (s, s) and Y(s, s) at (s, s), it is a non-local

system. Alternatively, we can view t as a parameter, and then (1.8) can be regarded as a

Hamiltonian system of ODEs with the solution {(X (·, s),Y(·, s)}s∈[0,T ], and the two-point

boundary condition X (·, 0) = x(·), Y(·, T ) = h(·,X (·, ·),X (T, T )). Thus, (1.8) can be

regarded as an infinite-dimensional version of FBDE (1.10).

Note that the monotonicity condition (1.11) is defined at a local point (t, x, y), but

(1.8) is a non-local system (or an infinite-dimensional system). Then one immediately

realizes that (1.11) does not work to the system (1.8), for which one should not apply the

chain rule to the function 〈X (t, s),Y(t, s)〉 either. So two questions appear naturally:

(i) How can one introduce a proper non-local monotonicity condition for (1.8)?

(ii) Which function should we apply the chain rule?

Our answer is to impose the following non-local monotonicity condition:

(1.13)

∫ T

t

〈
ŷ(s), f̂(s, t)

〉
ds−

〈
ĥ(t) +

∫ T

t

ĝ(t, s)ds, x̂(t)
〉

+
〈
G(x1(T ))−G(x2(T )), f̂(T, t)

〉
6 −γ|x̂(t)|2, for some constant γ > 0,

5



and some smooth function G(·) satisfying

(1.14)
〈G(x1(T ))−G(x2(T )), x1(T )− x2(T )〉 > |G

1

2

0 [x1(T )− x2(T )]|
2,

|G(x1(T ))−G(x2(T ))| 6 K|G
1

2

0 [x1(T )− x2(T )]|,

where G0 > 0 is a positive semi-definite matrix, K > 0 is a constant, and

(1.15)

x̂(t) = x1(t)− x2(t), ŷ(t) = y1(t)− y2(t),

ĥ(t) = h(t, x1(t), x1(T ))− h(t, x2(t), x2(T )),

ĝ(t, s) = g(t, s, x1(s), y1(s))− g(t, s, x2(s), y2(s)),

f̂(t, s) = f
(
t, s, x1(s), y1(s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)y1(r)dr, x1(T )
)

− f
(
t, s, x1(s), y1(s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)y1(r)dr, x2(T )
)
,

for any xi(·), yi(·) ∈ C([0, T ];Rn); i = 1, 2. Note that (1.13) is a non-local mono-

tonicity condition (or a monotonicity condition defined on the infinite-dimensional space

C([0, T ];Rn)). Then, with the method of continuation, by applying the chain rule to the

following function:

(1.16)

∫ T

t

〈X (s, t),Y(s, s)〉ds + 〈G(X (T, T )),X (T, t)〉, t ∈ [0, T ],

we can establish the well-posedness of (1.8).

The main difficulty is to find an appropriate monotonicity condition for (1.8). This is

achieved based on some new observations for FBDEs. From Subsection 3.2, we can see

that (1.13) is essentially an infinite-dimensional version of (1.11), and when FBVIE (1.8)

reduces to an FBDE, it is equivalent to (1.11). In Section 4, we will show the standard

condition in LQ optimal control problems for FVIEs is sufficient for (1.13). With the

non-local monotonicity condition (1.13), we still need to find a simple and known solvable

FBVIE as the start of applying the method of continuation. Interestingly, we will see that

this known solvable FBVIE (3.6) is essentially an FBDE.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some notations

and state the main result of our paper. The proof is given in Section 3. More precisely,

we show the idea of finding the non-local monotonicity condition (1.13) in Subsection

3.1, compare our non-local monotonicity condition (1.13) with the local one (1.11) in

Subsection 3.2, prove the uniqueness result in Subsection 3.3, and establish the solvability

in Subsection 3.4. Finally, two simple examples are given in Section 4.

2 Preliminary and the main result

Let T > 0 be a given time horizon and denote

∆∗[0, T ] = {(t, s) ∈ [0, T ]2 with t > s} and ∆∗[0, T ] = {(t, s) ∈ [0, T ]2 with t 6 s}.

6



We introduce the following spaces of functions:

C([0, T ];Rn) : the space of Rn-valued, continuous functions on [0, T ];

L2([0, T ];Rn) : the space of Rn-valued, measurable, square integrable functions on [0, T ].

Similarly, we can define the spaces of continuous functions on ∆∗[0, T ] and ∆∗[0, T ] as

C(∆∗[0, T ];R
n) and C(∆∗[0, T ];Rn), respectively.

We impose the following assumptions for FBVIE (1.8).

(A1) The non-local monotonicity condition (1.13)–(1.14) holds.

(A2) The coefficients of FBVIE (1.8) are continuous functions. Moreover, there exists a

constant L > 0 such that

|f(t1, s, x1, y1, y
′
1, x

′
1)− f(t2, s, x2, y2, y

′
2, x

′
2)|

6 L
(
|t1 − t2|

α + |x1 − x2|+ |y1 − y2|+ |G0(x
′
1 − x′2)|+ |y′1 − y′2|

)
,

∀(ti, s, xi, yi, y
′
i, x

′
i) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ]× (Rn)4, i = 1, 2,

|g(t1, s, x1, y1)− g(t2, s, x2, y2)|+ |h(t1, x1, x
′
1)− h(t2, x2, x

′
2)|

6 L
(
|t1 − t2|

α + |x1 − x2|+ |y1 − y2|+ |G0(x
′
1 − x′2)|

)
,

∀(ti, s, xi, yi, x
′
i) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ]× (Rn)3, i = 1, 2,

for some α ∈ (0, 1], where G0 > 0 is given by (1.14).

The main result of our paper can be stated as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Let (A1) and (A2) hold. Then the FBVIE (1.8) admits a unique solution

(X (·, ·),Y(·, ·)) ∈ C(∆∗[0, T ];R
n)× C(∆∗[0, T ];Rn).

Remark 2.2. The solvability of FBVIEs in a small time horizon was proved by Hamaguchi

[12] by the classical fixed point theorem. The case with an arbitrarily given T > 0 is much

more challenging. Inspired by [23], the first solvability result of FBVIEs in an arbitrarily

long time horizon was obtained by Wang, Yong, and Zhou [24] for linear systems, by

introducing the so-called path-dependent Riccati equation. Essentially, this is a four-step

method, and heavily depends on the symmetric structure of the linear system. To the best

of our knowledge, Theorem 2.1 is the first result on the well-posedness of FBVIEs with

general nonlinear coefficients and an arbitrarily given time horizon.

Remark 2.3. In [12, 23, 24], the authors considered the stochastic case of FBVIEs, which is

a generalization of (1.8) with an additional Itô integral. We remark that the monotonicity

method introduced in the current paper still works for stochastic FBVIEs. Additionally,

we need to handle some technical issues. We hope to focus on introducing the basic idea

here, and will report the results of stochastic FBVIEs in future publications.

3 Well-posedness

3.1 Find a monotonicity condition in infinite-dimensional space

It is known that the monotonicity condition plays a central role in establishing the solv-

ability of FBDEs by the method of continuation; see [15, 25, 20], for example. However,

7



since FBVIE (1.8) is a non-local system, the local monotonicity condition (1.11) defined

at a point cannot be applied here. We need to find an infinite-dimensional version of it,

and then construct a bridge which can link two infinite-dimensional spaces.

The key is to well understand the intuition of calculating d[〈p(t), q(t)〉] in Hu and Peng

[15]. Our idea is to return to the linear-quadratic optimal control theory.

An insight from value function

Consider the controlled linear ODE:

(3.1) p(t) = x+

∫ t

0

[
A(s)p(s) +B(s)u(s)

]
ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

and the cost functional of a quadratic form:

(3.2) J(u(·)) =

∫ T

0

[
〈Q(t)p(t), p(t)〉 + 〈R(t)u(t), u(t)〉

]
dt+ 〈Gp(T ), p(T )〉.

Then the corresponding Hamiltonian system reads

(3.3)





p(t) = x+

∫ t

0

[
A(s)p(s)−B(s)R(s)−1B(s)⊤q(s)

]
ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

q(t) = Gp(T ) +

∫ T

t

[
A(s)⊤q(s) +Q(s)p(s)

]
ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

with the optimal control

ū(s) = −R(s)−1B(s)⊤q(s), s ∈ [0, T ].

From Yong and Zhou [28], one immediately finds that (1.11) almost coincides with the

so-called standard condition, but more importantly, we realize that 〈p(t), q(t)〉 is indeed

the function of optimal values; that is

〈p(t), q(t)〉 =

∫ T

t

[
〈Q(s)p(s), p(s)〉+ 〈R(s)ū(s), ū(s)〉

]
ds+ 〈Gp(T ), p(T )〉.

Thus, essentially, Hu and Peng [15] calculated the derivative of the optimal value with

respect to the time variable, and we know that the derivative is always non-negative under

proper conditions. Based on this observation, our approach is beginning to come out: We

should calculate the optimal value of optimal control problems for VIEs (i.e., (1.16)), by

which we can find a proper monotonicity condition in infinite-dimensional spaces (i.e.,

(1.13)).

3.2 Comparison between the non-local monotonicity condition (1.13) and

Hu and Peng’s condition (1.11)

In this subsection, we will show that (1.13) is essentially an infinite-dimensional version of

Hu and Peng’s monotonicity condition (1.11) given in [15]. When the system (1.7) reduces

to an FBDE, (1.13) is almost equivalent to (1.11).
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For simplicity, we only consider the Hamiltonian system associated with the LQ optimal

control problem (3.1)–(3.2). By taking (3.1)–(3.2) as an LQ optimal control problem for

VIEs, the associated FBVIE reads





X(t) =x+

∫ t

0

[
A(s)X(s) −B(s)R(s)−1

∫ T

s

B(s)⊤Y (r)dr

−B(s)R(s)−1B(s)⊤GX(T )
]
ds,

Y (t) =Q(t)X(t) +A(t)⊤GX(T ) +

∫ T

t

A(t)⊤Y (s)ds,

t ∈ [0, T ].

Let

p(t) = X(t), q(t) =

∫ T

t

Y (s)ds+GX(T ), t ∈ [0, T ],

then we have




p(t) = x+

∫ t

0

[
A(s)p(s)−B(s)R(s)−1B(s)⊤q(s)

]
ds,

q(t) = Gp(T ) +

∫ T

t

[
Q(s)p(s) +A(s)⊤q(s)

]
ds,

t ∈ [0, T ],

which is an FBDE. By (1.15) and (3.3), the corresponding functions x̂(·), ŷ(·),

f̂(·), ĝ(·), ĥ(·), and a(·), b(·), ψ(·) can be well-defined. Then

∫ T

t

〈
ŷ(s), f̂(s, t)

〉
ds−

〈
ĥ(t) +

∫ T

t

ĝ(t, s)ds, x̂(t)
〉
+

〈
Gx̂(T ), f̂(T, t)

〉

=
〈∫ T

t

ŷ(s)ds +Gx̂(T ), f̂(t)
〉
−

〈
ĥ(t) +

∫ T

t

ĝ(s)ds, x̂(t)
〉

=
〈
q1(t)− q2(t), a(t, p1(t), q1(t))− a(t, p2(t), q2(t))

〉

−
〈
b(t, p1(t), q1(t))− b(t, p2(t), q2(t)), p1(t)− p2(t)

〉
, t ∈ [0, T ].

Note that the above only depends on the values at a local point t. Then from (1.13), we

have

(3.4)

〈
a(t, p1, q1)− a(t, p2, q2), q1 − q2

〉
−

〈
b(t, p1, q1)− b(t, p2, q2), p1 − p2

〉

6 −γ|p1 − p2|
2, ∀p1, p2, q1, q2 ∈ R

n,

〈ψ(p1)− ψ(p2), p1 − p2〉 = G|p1 − p2|
2
> 0, ∀p1, p2 ∈ R

n.

The non-local monotonicity condition (1.13) reduces to a local one. Clearly, the above

monotonicity condition is almost equivalent to (1.11). Indeed, (3.4) is a little bit weaker

than (1.11), and in [20], Peng and Wu proved the well-posedness of (1.10) under a condition

like this.

3.3 Uniqueness

Proposition 3.1. Let (A1) and (A2) hold. Then FBVIE (1.8) admits at most one solu-

tion.
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Proof. Suppose that (Xi(·, ·),Yi(·, ·)) ∈ C(∆∗[0, T ];R
n) × C(∆∗[0, T ];Rn); i = 1, 2 satisfy

(1.8). Denote

X̂ (t, s) = X1(t, s)− X2(t, s), Ŷ(t, s) = Y1(t, s)− Y2(t, s),

ĥ(t) = h(t,X1(t, t),X1(T, T ))− h(t,X2(t, t),X2(T, T )),

ĝ(t, s) = g(t, s,X1(s, s),Y1(s, s))− g(t, s,X2(s, s),Y2(s, s)),

f̂(t, s) = f
(
t, s,X1(s, s),Y1(s, s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)Y1(r, r)dr,X1(T, T )
)

− f
(
t, s,X2(s, s),Y2(s, s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)Y2(r, r)dr,X2(T, T )
)
.

Then 



dX̂ (t, s)

ds
= f̂(t, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

dŶ(t, s)

ds
= −ĝ(t, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

X̂ (t, 0) = 0, Ŷ(t, T ) = ĥ(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

which implies that

d

dt

[ ∫ T

t

〈Ŷ(s, s), X̂ (s, t)〉ds + 〈G(X1(T, T ))−G(X2(T, T )), X̂ (T, t)〉
]

= −〈Ŷ(t, t), X̂ (t, t)〉+

∫ T

t

〈Ŷ(s, s), X̂t(s, t)〉ds

+ 〈G(X1(T, T ))−G(X2(T, T )), X̂t(T, t)〉

= −
〈
ĥ(t) +

∫ T

t

ĝ(t, s)ds, X̂ (t, t)
〉
+

∫ T

t

〈Ŷ(s, s), f̂(s, t)〉ds

+
〈
G(X1(T, T ))−G(X2(T, T )), f̂(T, t)

〉

6 −γ|X̂ (t, t)|2, t ∈ [0, T ].

Thus,

〈G(X1(T, T ))−G(X2(T, T )), X̂ (T, T )〉+ γ

∫ T

0
|X̂ (t, t)|2dt 6 0.

Note that

〈G(X1(T, T ))−G(X2(T, T )), X̂ (T, T )〉 > |G
1

2

0 [X1(T, T )− X2(T, T )]|
2
> 0.

It turns out that

X1(t, t) = X2(t, t), t ∈ [0, T ].

Then, both (X1(·, ·),Y1(·, ·)) and (X2(·, ·),Y2(·, ·)) satisfy

(3.5)





dXi(t, s)

ds
= f

(
t, s,X (s, s),Yi(s, s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)Yi(r, r)dr,X (T, T )
)
,

(t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

dYi(t, s)

ds
= −g(t, s,X (s, s),Yi(s, s)), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

Xi(t, 0) = x(t), Yi(t, T ) = h(t,X (t, t),X (T, T )), t ∈ [0, T ],
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where

X (t, t) := X1(t, t) = X2(t, t), t ∈ [0, T ].

Clearly, FBVIE (3.5) is a decoupled one, and then admits a unique solution. Thus,

(X1(·, ·),Y1(·, ·)) = (X2(·, ·),Y2(·, ·)). �

3.4 Existence

We now give an existence result of FBVIE (1.8). We begin with a simple FBVIE, whose

solvability can be obtained by modifying the result in Peng and Wu [20].

Lemma 3.2. For any given continuous functions f0(·, ·), g0(·, ·), h0(·), and x(·), the fol-

lowing linear FBVIE

(3.6)





Xs(t, s) = −

∫ T

s

Y(r, r)dr −G(X (T, T )) + f0(t, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

Ys(t, s) = −g0(t, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

X (t, 0) = x(t), Y(t, T ) = X (t, t) + h0(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

admits a unique solution (X (·, ·),Y(·, ·)) ∈ C(∆∗[0, T ];R
n)× C(∆∗[0, T ];Rn), where G(·)

is given by the monotonicity condition (1.14).

Proof. One can easily check that (3.6) satisfies the non-local monotonicity condition (1.13).

Thus, by Proposition 3.1, it admits at most one solution. For the existence of a solution

to (3.6), we divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. We first consider the case with the smooth coefficient f0(·, ·) and smooth

initial value x(·). By Peng and Wu [20], we know that the following FBDE admits a

unique solution (X(·), Y (·)):

(3.7)





dX(t) =
[
− Y (t) + f0(t, t) + x′(t) +

∫ t

0

∂f0(t, r)

∂t
dr

]
dt, t ∈ [0, T ],

− dY (t) =
[
X(t) + h0(t) +

∫ T

t

g0(t, r)dr
]
dt, t ∈ [0, T ],

X(0) = x(0), Y (T ) = G(X(T )).

Let X (t, t) = X(t) and Y(t, t) = −dY (t)
dt

, then from the above we have

X (t, t) = x(0) +

∫ t

0

[
− Y (s) + f0(s, s) + x′(s) +

∫ s

0

∂f0(s, r)

∂s
dr

]
ds

= x(t)−

∫ t

0
Y (s)ds +

∫ t

0
f0(s, s)ds +

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∂f0(s, r)

∂s
dsdr

= x(t) +

∫ t

0
f0(t, s)ds −

∫ t

0

[
Y (T )−

∫ T

s

dY (r)

dr
dr

]
ds

= x(t) +

∫ t

0

[
f0(t, s)−G(X (T, T )) −

∫ T

s

Y(r, r)dr
]
ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

and

Y(t, t) = X (t, t) + h0(t) +

∫ T

t

g0(t, r)dr, t ∈ [0, T ].
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Further, we define

X (t, s) = x(t) +

∫ s

0

[
f0(t, r)−G(X (T, T )) −

∫ T

r

Y(τ, τ)dτ
]
dr, (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

Y(t, s) = X (t, t) + h0(t) +

∫ T

s

g0(t, r)dr, (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

which, clearly, is a solution to (3.6).

Step 2. We next consider the case with the coefficient f0(·, ·) and initial value x(·) being

continuous. By the standard mollification method, we can find a sequence of smooth func-

tions {f0,n(·, ·), xn(·)}n>0 to uniformly converge to f0(·, ·) and x(·). By the results obtained

in Step 1, we know that the following equation admits a unique solution (Xn(·, ·),Yn(·, ·))

for any given n > 0:

(3.8)





dXn(t, s)

ds
= −

∫ T

s

Yn(r, r)dr −G(Xn(T, T )) + f0,n(t, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

dYn(t, s)

ds
= −g0(t, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

Xn(t, 0) = xn(t), Yn(t, T ) = Xn(t, t) + h0(t), t ∈ [0, T ].

Denote Xm,n(·, ·) = Xm(·, ·)−Xn(·, ·), Ym,n(·, ·) = Ym(·, ·)−Yn(·, ·), xm,n(·) = xm(·)−xn(·),

f0,m,n(·, ·) = f0,m(·, ·)− f0,n(·, ·) and Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )) = G(Xm(T, T ))−G(Xn(T, T )) for any

given m,n > 0. Then,





dXm,n(t, s)

ds
= −

∫ T

s

Ym,n(r, r)dr − Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )) + f0,m,n(t, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

dYm,n(t, s)

ds
= 0, (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

Xm,n(t, 0) = xm,n(t), Ym,n(t, T ) = Xm,n(t, t), t ∈ [0, T ].

Noting that Ym,n(t, t) = Xm,n(t, t) for any t ∈ [0, T ], we get

d

dt

[ ∫ T

t

〈Xm,n(s, t),Ym,n(s, s)〉ds + 〈Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )),Xm,n(T, t)〉
]

= −〈Xm,n(t, t),Xm,n(t, t)〉+

∫ T

t

〈
Ym,n(s, s),

[
f0,m,n(s, t)−

∫ T

t

Ym,n(r, r)dr

− Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T ))
]〉
ds+

〈
Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )),

[
f0,m,n(T, t)−

∫ T

t

Ym,n(r, r)dr

− Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T ))
]〉

= −〈Xm,n(t, t),Xm,n(t, t)〉 −
〈
Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )) +

∫ T

t

Ym,n(s, s)ds,

Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )) +

∫ T

t

Ym,n(s, s)ds
〉
+

∫ T

t

〈Xm,n(s, s), f0,m,n(s, t)〉ds

+ 〈Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )), f0,m,n(T, t)〉, t ∈ [0, T ].
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Further, noting Xm,n(t, 0) = xm,n(t) for any t ∈ [0, T ], we have

〈Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )),Xm,n(T, T )〉 −

∫ T

0
〈xm,n(s),Xm,n(s, s)〉ds − 〈Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )), xm,n(T )〉

= −

∫ T

0

[∣∣Xm,n(t, t)
∣∣2 +

∣∣∣Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )) +

∫ T

t

Ym,n(s, s)ds
∣∣∣
2]
dt

+

∫ T

0

∫ T

t

〈Xm,n(s, s), f0,m,n(s, t)〉dsdt+

∫ T

0
〈Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )), f0,m,n(T, t)〉dt.

By Young’s inequality, from (1.14), the above implies that

|G
1

2

0 Xm,n(T, T )|
2 +

∫ T

0

[∣∣Xm,n(t, t)
∣∣2 +

∣∣∣Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )) +

∫ T

t

Ym,n(s, s)ds
∣∣∣
2]
dt

6 ε

∫ T

0

∣∣Xm,n(t, t)
∣∣2dt+ ε|G

1

2

0 Xm,n(T, T )|
2 + Cε

∫ T

0

∣∣xm,n(t)
∣∣2dt

+ Cε|xm,n(T )|
2 + Cε

∫ T

0

∫ T

t

∣∣f0,m,n(s, t)
∣∣2dsdt+ Cε

∫ T

0
|f0,m,n(T, t)|

2dt,

which yields that

|G
1

2

0 Xm,n(T, T )|
2 +

∫ T

0

[∣∣Xm,n(t, t)
∣∣2 +

∣∣∣Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T )) +

∫ T

t

Ym,n(s, s)ds
∣∣∣
2]
dt

6 C
[ ∫ T

0

∣∣xm,n(t)
∣∣2dt+ |xm,n(T )|

2 +

∫ T

0

∫ T

t

∣∣f0,m,n(s, t)
∣∣2dsdt

+

∫ T

0
|f0,m,n(T, t)|

2dt
]
.

Then noting that

|Ĝ(Xm,n(T, T ))| 6 K|G
1

2

0Xm,n(T, T )|,

by the standard results of VIEs, we have

sup
t,s

|Xm,n(t, s)|
2 6 C

[ ∫ T

0

∣∣xm,n(t)
∣∣2dt+ |xm,n(T )|

2 + sup
t

∫ t

0

∣∣f0,m,n(t, s)
∣∣2ds

+

∫ T

0
|f0,m,n(T, t)|

2dt+ sup
t

|xm,n(t)|
2
]
.

Thus, {Xn(·, ·)}n>0 is a Cauchy sequence in the space of continuous functions. With the

fact that Ym,n(t, s) = Xm,n(t, t), we know that {Yn(·, ·)}n>0 is also a Cauchy sequence in

the space of continuous functions. Let (X (·, ·),Y(·, ·)) be the limit of {Xn(·, ·),Yn(·, ·)}n>0

as n→ ∞. Taking n→ ∞ in (3.8), we know that (X (·, ·),Y(·, ·)) is a solution to (3.6). �

From the proof, we can see that (3.6) is essentially an FBDE. Next, we consider the
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following family of FBVIEs parameterized by α ∈ [0, 1]:

(3.9)





Xs(t, s) = αf
(
t, s,X (s, s),Y(s, s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)Y(r, r)dr,X (T, T )
)

+ (1− α)
[
−

∫ T

s

Y(r, r)dr −G(X (T, T ))
]
+ f0(t, s),

(t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

Ys(t, s) = −
[
αg(t, s,X (s, s),Y(s, s)) + g0(t, s)

]
, (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

X (t, 0) = x(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

Y(t, T ) = αh(t,X (t, t),X (T, T )) + (1− α)X (t, t) + h0(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

where f0(·, ·), g0(·, ·), and h0(·) are continuous functions. Clearly, when α = 1, the exis-

tence of the solution of (3.9) implies that of (1.8).

Lemma 3.3. Let (A1) and (A2) hold. We assume that, for a given α0 ∈ [0, 1) and for

any f0(·, ·), g0(·, ·), h0(·), (3.9) admits a unique solution. Then there exists a constant

δ0 ∈ (0, 1), such that for all α ∈ [α0, α0+ δ0], and for any f0(·, ·), g0(·, ·), h0(·), (3.9) admits

a unique solution.

Proof. Note that for each f0(·, ·), g0(·, ·), h0(·), and α0 ∈ [0, 1), (3.9) admits a unique

solution. Then, for each pair (ϕ(·, ·), φ(·, ·)), there exists a unique pair (X (·, ·),Y(·, ·))

satisfying the following FBVIE:




Xs(t, s) = α0f
(
t, s,X (s, s),Y(s, s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)Y(r, r)dr,X (T, T )
)

+ (1− α0)
[
−

∫ T

s

Y(r, r)dr −G(X (T, T ))
]

+ δf
(
t, s, ϕ(s, s), φ(s, s),

∫ T

s

K(s, r)φ(r, r)dr, ϕ(T, T )
)

+ δ
[ ∫ T

s

φ(r, r)dr +G(ϕ(T, T ))
]
+ f0(t, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

Ys(t, s) = −α0g(t, s,X (s, s),Y(s, s)) − δg(t, s, ϕ(s, s), φ(s, s)) − g0(t, s),

(t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

X (t, 0) = x(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

Y(t, T ) = α0h(t,X (t, t),X (T, T )) + (1− α0)X (t, t)

+ δ
[
h(t, ϕ(t, t), ϕ(T, T )) − ϕ(t, t)

]
+ h0(t), t ∈ [0, T ].

We are going to prove that the mapping Γα0+δ[·, ·], defined by

Γα0+δ[ϕ(·, ·), φ(·, ·)] = (X (·, ·),Y(·, ·)),

∀(ϕ(·, ·), φ(·, ·)) ∈ C(∆∗[0, T ];R
n)× C(∆∗[0, T ];Rn),

is a contraction. Let (ϕi(·, ·), φi(·, ·)) ∈ C(∆∗[0, T ];R
n)× C(∆∗[0, T ];Rn), and

(Xi(·, ·),Yi(·, ·)) = Γα0+δ[ϕi(·, ·), φi(·, ·)], for i = 1, 2.
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Denote (ϕ̂(·, ·), φ̂(·, ·)) = (ϕ1(·, ·)−ϕ2(·, ·), φ1(·, ·)−φ2(·, ·)) and (X̂ (·, ·), Ŷ(·, ·)) = (X1(·, ·)−

X2(·, ·),Y1(·, ·) − Y2(·, ·)). Similar to (1.15), we can denote

ĥ(t;ϕ), f̂(t, s;ϕ, φ), ĝ(t, s;ϕ, φ), and

ĥ(t;X ), f̂(t, s;X ,Y), ĝ(t, s;X ,Y),

with (xi(·), yi(·)) replaced by (ϕi(·, ·), φi(·, ·)) and (Xi(·, ·),Yi(·, ·)), respectively. Next,

we denote Ĝ(X̂ (T, T )) = G(X1(T, T )) − G(X2(T, T )) and Ĝ(ϕ̂(T, T )) = G(ϕ1(T, T )) −

G(ϕ2(T, T )). Then,





dX̂ (t, s)

ds
= α0f̂(t, s;X ,Y) + (1− α0)

[
−

∫ T

s

Ŷ(r, r)dr − Ĝ(X̂ (T, T ))
]

+ δf̂(t, s;ϕ, φ) + δ
[ ∫ T

s

φ̂(r, r)dr + Ĝ(ϕ̂(T, T ))
]
, (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

dŶ(t, s)

ds
= −α0ĝ(t, s;X ,Y) − δĝ(t, s;ϕ, φ), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

X̂ (t, 0) = 0, t ∈ [0, T ],

Ŷ(t, T ) = α0ĥ(t;X ) + (1− α0)X̂ (t, t) + δ[ĥ(t;ϕ) − ϕ̂(t, t)], t ∈ [0, T ].

By the same argument as that employed in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we have

d

dt

[ ∫ T

t

〈Ŷ(s, s), X̂ (s, t)〉ds + 〈Ĝ(X̂ (T, T )), X̂ (T, t)〉
]

= −
〈
α0ĥ(t;X ) + (1− α0)X̂ (t, t) + δ[ĥ(t;ϕ)− ϕ̂(t, t)]

+

∫ T

t

[α0ĝ(t, s;X ,Y) + δĝ(t, s;ϕ, φ)]ds, X̂ (t, t)
〉

+

∫ T

t

〈
Ŷ(s, s), α0f̂(s, t;X ,Y) + (1− α0)

[
−

∫ T

t

Ŷ(r, r)dr − Ĝ(X̂ (T, T ))
]

+ δf̂ (s, t;ϕ, φ) + δ
[ ∫ T

t

φ̂(r, r)dr + Ĝ(ϕ̂(T, T ))
]〉
ds

+
〈
Ĝ(X̂ (T, T )), α0f̂(T, t;X ,Y) + (1− α0)

[
−

∫ T

t

Ŷ(r, r)dr − Ĝ(X̂ (T, T ))
]

+ δf̂ (T, t;ϕ, φ) + δ
[ ∫ T

t

φ̂(r, r)dr + Ĝ(ϕ̂(T, T ))
]〉
, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then from the non-local monotonicity condition (1.13), we have

d

dt

[ ∫ T

t

〈Ŷ(s, s), X̂ (s, t)〉ds + 〈Ĝ(X̂ (T, T )), X̂ (T, t)〉
]

6 −δ
〈
ĥ(t;ϕ) − ϕ̂(t, t) +

∫ T

t

ĝ(t, s;ϕ, φ)ds, X̂ (t, t)
〉

+ δ

∫ T

t

〈
Ŷ(s, s), f̂(s, t;ϕ, φ) +

∫ T

t

φ̂(r, r)dr + Ĝ(ϕ̂(T, T ))
〉
ds

+ δ
〈
Ĝ(X̂ (T, T )), f̂(T, t;ϕ, φ) +

∫ T

t

φ̂(r, r)dr + Ĝ(ϕ̂(T, T ))
〉
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− α0γ|X̂ (t, t)|2 − (1− α0)
[
|X̂ (t, t)|2 +

∣∣∣
∫ T

t

Ŷ(r, r)dr + Ĝ(X̂ (T, T ))
∣∣∣
2]
, t ∈ [0, T ].

Thus, noting X̂ (·, 0) ≡ 0 and γ > 0, by (1.14), we get

∣∣G
1

2

0 X̂ (T, T )
∣∣2 +

∫ T

0
|X̂ (t, t)|2dt

6 δC

∫ T

0

{∣∣∣
〈
ĥ(t;ϕ)− ϕ̂(t, t) +

∫ T

t

ĝ(t, s;ϕ, φ)ds, X̂ (t, t)
〉∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
∫ T

t

〈
Ŷ(s, s), f̂(s, t;ϕ, φ) +

∫ T

t

φ̂(r, r)dr + Ĝ(ϕ̂(T, T ))
〉
ds
∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
〈
Ĝ(X̂ (T, T )), f̂(T, t;ϕ, φ) +

∫ T

t

φ̂(r, r)dr + Ĝ(ϕ̂(T, T ))
〉∣∣∣
}
dt

6
1

2
|G

1

2

0 X̂ (T, T )|2 +
1

2

∫ T

0
|X̂ (t, t)|2dt+ δC

∫ T

0
|Ŷ(t, t)|2dt

+ δC|ϕ̂(T, T )|2 + δC

∫ T

0

{
|ĥ(t;ϕ)|2 + |φ̂(t, t)|2 + |f̂(T, t;ϕ, φ)|2 + |ϕ̂(t, t)|2

+

∫ T

t

[
|ĝ(t, s;ϕ, φ)|2 + |f̂(s, t;ϕ, φ)|2

]
ds

}
dt,

where the last inequality is obtained by applying the Young’s inequality. Thus,

∣∣G
1

2

0 X̂ (T, T )
∣∣2 +

∫ T

0
|X̂ (t, t)|2dt

6 δC

∫ T

0
|Ŷ(t, t)|2dt+ δC|ϕ̂(T, T )|2 + δC

∫ T

0

[
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2 + |φ̂(t, t)|2

]
dt.

By the standard results of BVIEs, we have

(3.10)

∫ T

0
|Ŷ(t, t)|2dt 6 δC

[ ∫ T

0

(
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2 + |φ̂(t, t)|2

)
dt+ |ϕ̂(T, T )|2

]

+ C
[ ∫ T

0
|X̂ (t, t)|2dt+ |G0X̂ (T, T )|2

]

6 δC
[ ∫ T

0

(
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2 + |φ̂(t, t)|2

)
dt+ |ϕ̂(T, T )|2

]

+ C
[ ∫ T

0
|X̂ (t, t)|2dt+ |G

1

2

0 X̂ (T, T )|2
]
.

Combining the above two estimates together, we have

|G
1

2

0 X̂ (T, T )|2 +

∫ T

0
|X̂ (t, t)|2dt

6 δC
[ ∫ T

0

(
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2 + |φ̂(t, t)|2

)
dt+

∫ T

0
|X̂ (t, t)|2dt+ |G

1

2

0 X̂ (T, T )|2 + |ϕ̂(T, T )|2
]
,

which implies that

|G
1

2

0 X̂ (T, T )|2 +

∫ T

0
|X̂ (t, t)|2dt
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6 δC
[ ∫ T

0

(
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2 + |φ̂(t, t)|2

)
dt+ |ϕ̂(T, T )|2

]
.

Substituting the above into (3.10), we get

|G
1

2

0 X̂ (T, T )|2 +

∫ T

0

(
|X̂ (t, t)|2 + |Ŷ(t, t)|2

)
dt

6 δC
[ ∫ T

0

(
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2 + |φ̂(t, t)|2

)
dt+ |ϕ̂(T, T )|2

]
.

Then by the standard estimates of FVIEs, we have

(3.11)

sup
t,s

|X̂ (t, s)|2 6 δC
[ ∫ T

0

(
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2 + |φ̂(t, t)|2

)
dt+ |ϕ̂(T, T )|2

]

+ C
[
|G

1

2

0 X̂ (T, T )|2 +

∫ T

0
|Ŷ(t, t)|2dt

]

6 δC
[ ∫ T

0

(
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2 + |φ̂(t, t)|2

)
dt+ |ϕ̂(T, T )|2

]
.

On the other hand, the standard estimate of BVIEs implies that

(3.12)

sup
t,s

|Ŷ(t, s)|2 6 δC
[ ∫ T

0
|φ̂(t, t)|2dt+ sup

t
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2

]
+ C sup

t
|X̂ (t, t)|2

6 δC
[ ∫ T

0
|φ̂(t, t)|2dt+ sup

t
|ϕ̂(t, t)|2

]
,

in which the last equality is due to (3.11). Combining the estimates (3.11) and (3.12)

together, we get

sup
t,s

[
|X̂ (t, s)|2 + |Ŷ(t, s)|2

]
6 δC sup

t,s

[
|ϕ̂(t, s)|2 + |φ̂(t, s)|2

]
.

We now choose δ0 = 1
2C , which is independent of α0. Clearly, for each fixed δ ∈ [0, δ0],

the mapping Γα0+δ[·, ·] is a contraction. It turns out that this mapping has a unique fixed

point (Xα0+δ(·, ·),Yα0+δ(·, ·)), which is the unique solution of (3.9) for α = α0 + δ. �

We are ready to give the proof of Theorem 2.1 now.

Proof. From Lemma 3.2, we see immediately that, when α = 0, for any f0(·, ·),

g0(·, ·), and h0(·), FBVIE (3.9) admits a unique solution. Then by Lemma 3.3, for

any f0(·, ·), g0(·, ·), and h0(·), we can solve the FBVIE (3.9) successively for the case

α ∈ [0, δ0], [δ0, 2δ0], . . . , [(N − 1)δ0, 1], with (N − 1)δ0 < 1 6 Nδ0. It turns out that, when

α = 1, for any f0(·, ·), g0(·, ·), and h0(·), (3.9) admits a solution, which implies that the

solution of (1.8) exists. The uniqueness of solutions to (1.8) is an immediate consequence

of Proposition 3.1. �
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4 Examples

In this section, we shall give two explicit examples of coupled FBVIEs, whose solvability

can be obtained from Theorem 2.1.

Example 4.1 (Hamiltonian System Derived From Linear-Convex Optimal Control Prob-

lems). Consider the controlled Volterra integral equation:

X(t) = x(t) +

∫ t

0

[
A(t, s)X(s) +B(t, s)u(s)

]
ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

and the cost functional:

J(u(·)) =

∫ T

0

[
Q(t,X(t)) + 〈R(t)u(t), u(t)〉

]
dt+M(X(T )).

We assume that all the functions involved above are smooth, and

|Q(t, x)| 6 L(1 + |x|2), |M(x)| 6 L(1 + |x|2), ∀x ∈ R
n,

R(t) > δIm, 〈Qx(t, x1)−Qx(t, x2), x1 − x2〉 > δ|x1 − x2|
2,

|Qx(t, x1)−Qx(t, x2)| 6 L|x1 − x2|,

〈Mx(x1)−Mx(x2), x1 − x2〉 > |G
1

2

0 (x1 − x2)|
2,

|Mx(x1)−Mx(x2)| 6 L|G
1

2

0 (x1 − x2)|, ∀x1, x2 ∈ R
n,

for some δ > 0, L > 0, and G0 > 0. A typical example is that

(4.1) Q(t, x) = 〈Q(t)x, x〉, with Q(t) > δIn > 0, M(x) = 〈G0x, x〉,

under which the problem has a linear-quadratic form. In addition, if the state X(·) is

one-dimensional, we can also take

Q(t, x) =
x4 − 2

x2 + 1
,

by which the problem is out of the linear-quadratic framework. The optimal control

problem can be stated as follows: Find a control ū(·) ∈ L2([0, T ];Rm) such that

J(0, x(·); ū(·)) = inf
u(·)∈L2([0,T ];Rm)

J(0, x(·);u(·)).

Clearly, this is the optimal control problem with the form (1.4) given in Introduction.

Then from (1.5) and (1.6), the optimal control ū(·) can be written as:

ū(s) = −
1

2
R(s)−1

∫ T

s

B(r, s)⊤Y (r)dr −
1

2
R(s)−1B(T, s)⊤Mx(X(T )), s ∈ [0, T ],(4.2)

with the Hamiltonian system

(4.3)





X(t) =x(t) +

∫ t

0

[
A(t, s)X(s) −

1

2
B(t, s)R(s)−1

∫ T

s

B(r, s)⊤Y (r)dr

−
1

2
B(t, s)R(s)−1B(T, s)⊤Mx(X(T ))

]
ds,

Y (t) =Qx(t,X(t)) +A(T, t)⊤Mx(X(T )) +

∫ T

t

A(s, t)⊤Y (s)ds,

t ∈ [0, T ].
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Then,

f(t, s, x, y, y′, x′) = A(t, s)x−
1

2
B(t, s)R(s)−1y′ −

1

2
B(t, s)R(s)−1B(T, s)⊤Mx(x

′),

K(s, r) = B(r, s)⊤, g(t, s, x, y) = A(s, t)⊤y, h(t, x, x′) = Qx(t, x) +A(T, t)⊤Mx(x
′).

For any xi(·), yi(·) ∈ C([0, T ];Rn), i = 1, 2, denote x̂(·), ŷ(·), f̂(·, ·), ĝ(·, ·), and ĥ(·) as that

in (1.15). Moreover, we take G(·) =Mx(·), and denote

Ĝ(T ) = G(x1(T ))−G(x2(T )), Q̂x(t) = Qx(t, x1(t))−Qx(t, x2(t)).

Clearly, (1.14) holds. Then,

∫ T

t

〈
ŷ(s), f̂(s, t)

〉
ds−

〈
ĥ(t) +

∫ T

t

ĝ(t, s)ds, x̂(t)
〉
+

〈
Ĝ(T ), f̂(T, t)

〉

=

∫ T

t

〈
ŷ(s), A(s, t)x̂(t)−

1

2
B(s, t)R(t)−1

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤ŷ(r)dr

−
1

2
B(s, t)R(t)−1B(T, t)⊤Ĝ(T )

〉
ds

−
〈
Q̂x(t) +A(T, t)⊤Ĝ(T ) +

∫ T

t

A(s, t)⊤ŷ(s)ds, x̂(t)
〉

+

〈
Ĝ(T ), A(T, t)x̂(t)−

1

2
B(T, t)R(t)−1

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤ŷ(r)dr

−
1

2
B(T, t)R(t)−1B(T, t)⊤Ĝ(T )

〉

= −
〈
Q̂x(t), x̂(t)

〉
−

1

2

〈
R(t)−1

[
B(T, t)⊤Ĝ(T )

+

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤ŷ(r)dr
]
,
[
B(T, t)⊤Ĝ(T ) +

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤ŷ(r)dr
]〉

6 −δ|x̂(t)|2, t ∈ [0, T ],

which implies the non-local monotonicity condition (1.13) holds. Thus, from Theorem 2.1,

FBVIE (4.3) admits a unique solution. It turns out that the control process ū(·), given

by (4.2), is the unique optimal control. Moreover, if Q(·, ·) and M(·) admit the quadratic

form (4.1), then the value function can be given by

∫ T

0
〈X (s, 0),Y(s, s)〉ds + 〈G0X (T, 0),X (T, T )〉

=

∫ T

0

[
〈Q(s)X(s),X(s)〉 + 〈R(s)ū(s), ū(s)〉

]
ds+ 〈G0X(T ),X(T )〉,

where (X (·, ·),Y(·, ·)) satisfies the following auxiliary system corresponding to (4.3):




Xs(t, s) = A(t, s)X (s, s)−
1

2
B(t, s)R(s)−1

∫ T

s

B(r, s)⊤Y(r, r)dr

−B(t, s)R(s)−1B(T, s)⊤G0X (T, T ), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

Ys(t, s) = −A(s, t)⊤Y(s, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆∗[0, T ],

X (t, 0) = x(t), Y(t, T ) = 2Q(t)X (t, t) + 2A(T, t)⊤G0X (T, T ), t ∈ [0, T ].
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The following is an FBVIE with some general nonlinear terms. We will show that

under some proper assumptions, it also satisfies the non-local monotonicity condition

(1.13)–(1.15).

Example 4.2 (Nonlinear FBVIEs). Consider the following nonlinear FBVIE:

(4.4)





X(t) =x(t) +

∫ t

0

[
A(t, s)X(s) +B(t, s)a(s,X(s))

−B(t, s)

∫ T

s

B(r, s)⊤Y (r)dr
]
ds,

Y (t) =b(t,X(t)) + φ
(
t,

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤Y (r)dr
)

+

∫ T

t

[
A(s, t)⊤Y (s) + ψ(t, s,X(t))

]
ds,

t ∈ [0, T ].

Assume that all the coefficients of the above are continuous functions. Moreover, there

exist constants λ,La, Lb, Lφ, Lψ > 0 such that

|a(s, x1)− a(s, x2)| 6 La|x1 − x2|, |b(s, x1)− b(s, x2)| 6 Lb|x1 − x2|,

〈b(s, x1)− b(s, x2), x1 − x2〉 > λ|x1 − x2|
2,

|ψ(t, s, x1)− ψ(t, s, x2)| 6 Lψ|x1 − x2|, ∀x1, x2 ∈ R
n;

|φ(s, y′1)− φ(s, y′2)| 6 Lφ|y
′
1 − y′2|, ∀y′1, y

′
2 ∈ R

n.

We now show that under proper conditions, the above satisfies the monotonicity condition

(1.13). Indeed,

∫ T

t

〈
ŷ(s), f̂(s, t)

〉
ds −

〈
ĥ(t) +

∫ T

t

ĝ(t, s)ds, x̂(t)
〉

=

∫ T

t

〈
ŷ(s),

[
A(s, t)x̂(t) +B(s, t)[a(t, x1(t))− a(t, x2(t))]

−B(s, t)

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤ŷ(r)dr
]〉
ds −

〈
x̂(t),

[
b(t, x1(t))− b(t, x2(t))

+ φ
(
t,

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤y1(r)dr
)
− φ

(
t,

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤y2(r)dr
)

+

∫ T

t

(
A(s, t)⊤ŷ(s) + ψ(t, s, x1(t))− ψ(t, s, x2(t))

)
ds
]〉

=
〈∫ T

t

B(s, t)⊤ŷ(s)ds,
[
a(t, x1(t))− a(t, x2(t))

]〉

−
∣∣∣
∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤ŷ(r)dr
∣∣∣
2
−

〈
x̂(t),

[
b(t, x1(t))− b(t, x2(t))

+ φ
(
t,

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤y1(r)dr
)
− φ

(
t,

∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤y2(r)dr
)]〉

−
〈
x̂(t),

∫ T

t

[
ψ(t, s, x1(t))− ψ(t, s, x2(t))

]
ds
〉
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6
1

2

∣∣∣
∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤ŷ(r)dr
∣∣∣
2
+

1

2
L2
a|x̂(t)|

2 −
∣∣∣
∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤ŷ(r)dr
∣∣∣
2

− λ|x̂(t)|2 +
1

2

∣∣∣
∫ T

t

B(r, t)⊤ŷ(r)dr
∣∣∣
2
+

1

2
L2
φ|x̂(t)|

2 + LψT |x̂(t)|
2

= −
(
λ−

1

2
L2
a −

1

2
L2
φ − LψT

)
|x̂(t)|2, t ∈ [0, T ].

Let

λ−
1

2
L2
a −

1

2
L2
φ − LψT > 0,

and take G(·) ≡ 0. Then the non-local monotonicity condition (1.13)–(1.15) holds. One

can see that for the case with only one nonlinear term b(·), that is a(·), φ(·), ψ(·) = 0, we

just need to assume that λ > 0. Thus, by Theorem 2.1, (4.4) admits a unique solution.

5 Conclusion

The main contribution of this paper is that we provide a method for finding a non-local

monotonicity condition for coupled forward-backward Volterra integral equations, under

which the system admits a unique solution. From this procedure, we can see the celebrated

method of continuation developed for establishing the solvability of FBSDEs (see [15, 25,

20]) is also an optimal control approach in some sense. The stochastic version of coupled

FBVIEs has more potential in applications; for example, it can be applied in the popular

rough Heston model, and it can provide a probabilistic interpretation for non-local PDEs.

A natural problem is to extend the current result to stochastic FBVIEs. Although the

main methods introduced in the current paper still work, it becomes more technical. In

the current paper, we mainly focus on the basic idea of finding a non-local monotonicity

condition, and do not hope to touch too many technical issues. We will report the related

results of coupled stochastic FBVIEs separately in the near future.
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