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TIME DISCRETIZATION OF QUADRATIC FORWARD-BACKWARD SDES WITH

SINGULAR DRIFT

RHOSS LIKIBI PELLAT, EMMANUEL CHE FONKA, AND OLIVIER MENOUKEU PAMEN

Abstract. We investigate the convergence rate for the time discretization of a class of quadratic
backward SDEs –potentially involving path-dependent terminal values– when coupled with non-
standard Lipschitz-type forward SDEs. In our review of the explicit time-discretization schemes in
the spirit of Pagès & Sagna (see [43]), we achieve an error control close to 1

2 , even under the modest
assumptions considered in this work (see [8], for comparison).

A central element of our approach is a thorough re-examination of Zhang’s L2-time regularity of
the martingale integrand Z which follows from an extension of the first-order variational regularity
for this class of singular forward-backward SDEs with non-uniform Cauchy-Lipschitz drivers. This
is complemented by the recently introduced caracterisation of stochastic processes of bounded mean
oscillation (abbreviated as BMO) by K. Lê (see [32]) which we used to derive an Lp-version of the
strong approximation of SDEs with singular drifts from Dareiotis & Gerencsér (see [11]).

As such, this study addresses a crucial gap in the numerical analysis of forward-backward SDEs
(FBSDEs). To our knowledge, for the first time, the impact of regularization by noise on Euler-
Maruyama numerical schemes for singular forward SDEs has been successfully transferred to enhance
the convergence rate of the discrete time approximations for solutions to backward SDEs.
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1. Introduction

1.1. General overview. This paper continues the work begun in previous articles [21, 47], focus-
ing on path regularity and numerical approximation of solutions to quadratic backward SDEs
coupled with forward SDEs driven by additive Brownian motion and non Lipschitz-continuous
drift coefficients (see also [46]).

Given a fixed real number T > 0, let (Ω,F,P) be a complete probability space on which a
d-dimensional Brownian motion (Wt)t∈[0,T] is defined and let {Ft}t∈[0,T] be its natural filtration
augmented by all P-null sets of the sigma-algebra F. The system of interest in this paper is given
by the following (decoupled) forward-backward SDEs

Xt = x +Wt +

∫ t

0
b(s,Xs)ds, (1.1)

Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

g(s,Xs,Ys,Zs)ds −
∫ T

t

ZsdWs. (1.2)

The existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1.2) were initiated by Pardoux and Peng (see [44])
for nonlinear Lipschitz-continuous generators g and square-integrable terminal values ξ ∈ L2(FT).
The solution to such equations is interpreted as an {Ft}t≥0-adapted pair of processes (Yt,Zt)0≤t≤T

where the value at the maturity time is given by YT = ξ. This unique feature of BSDEs has
proven to be an essential mathematical tool for understanding a wide range of complex systems
where present dynamics are influenced by both past and future information. Consequently, the
theory of BSDEs has garnered significant interest over the last three decades and remains an active
area of research due to its various applications in optimal control, finance, insurance, economics,
engineering and social sciences (see, for instance, [26, 10, 51], and references therein).

Of particular interest is the regularity of solutions to equation (1.2). More specifically, the focus
is on investigating whether the processes (Yt)t∈[0,T] and (Zt)t∈[0,T] possess smoothness properties,
such as regularity of sample paths and classical or Malliavin differentiability, for all t ∈ [0,T].
For instance, when approximating the solutions to BSDE (1.2) numerically, these properties are
critical and heavily rely on the smoothness of the coefficients (g, ξ) involved in (1.2). However, a
deeper analysis reveals that the noise (Wt)t≥0 and the regularity of the coefficients of the forward
equation (1.1) cannot be overlooked and rather play an essential role in this investigation.

To our knowledge, the first result addressing the regularity of BSDEs was obtained in [45]
under quite restrictive (strong) assumptions on the coefficients. Additionally, in the context
of fully coupled FBSDEs, similar regularity results were achieved in several relevant papers
[34, 12, 13, 14, 48] via the so-called four-step scheme, which provides a more general Feynman-
Kac representation of the control process Zt as the "derivative" in some sense of the continuous
solution to the associated quasi-linear parabolic PDE. Numerous other papers have emerged in
recent years on the smoothness of the control process Z under much weaker assumptions on the
coefficients. We refer for instance to the groundbreaking works [35, 36, 53], in which the authors
respectively introduced the notion of L2-time regularity and a representation theorem for the
control Z under Lipschitz-continuous conditions.

As mentioned earlier, our primary focus is on the numerical aspects of forward-backward sto-
chastic differential equations (FBSDEs) with quadratic drivers and singular drifts. This particular
class of FBSDEs holds significant interest due to its diverse applications in the field of financial
mathematics. For instance, this class of FBSDEs occurs in problems involving the valuation and
risk management of contingent claims on non-tradable assets, when the dynamics of the under-
lying asset is governed by an SDE for which the drift coefficient does not satisfy the standard
Lipschitz continuous condition(see [47]). Due to their complexity and nonlinearity, finding ex-
plicit, closed-form solutions to this class of FBSDEs is virtually impossible. Thus, developing
effective numerical methods to efficiently approximate their solutions becomes essential. For a
comprehensive review of the numerical methods for BSDEs in general, we encourage interested
readers to consult the survey by Chessari et al. [9].

Up to now, the literature has presented only a limited number of comprehensive results
regarding the time discretization and numerical approximation of quadratic FBSDEs. Among
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them, we can refer to [23], which, as far as we know, is the first study to address the convergence
rate of the error between solutions to quadratic FBSDEs (in the framework of [29]) and their
approximations obtained through a truncation procedure. Building on the results concerning
path regularity and the truncated approximation established in [23], the authors in [8] extended
the investigation of the BTZ1 scheme to quadratic drivers. Their work demonstrated a convergence
rate for the global error of order less than 1/2. Specifically, by adopting a uniform time-step over
the interval [0,T] with h := supi |ti+1 − ti|, the authors derived the following error estimate, valid
for all η > 0

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yti
− Y

π
i |

2
]

+ E
[

N−1
∑

i=1

∫ ti+1

ti

|Zs −Z
π

i |
2ds

]

≤ Ch1−η. (1.3)

More recently, in his PhD thesis, the author of [54] enhanced the convergence rate to 1/2 in the
context of path-dependent terminal conditions and quadratic drivers. This improvement was
achieved by introducing an inner modification of the explicit BTZ scheme originally developed
by the authors in [43] for Lipschitz drivers.

However, the aforementioned approaches depend strongly on the smoothness of the coef-
ficients in the forward SDEs, creating a notable gap in the development of robust techniques
that specifically address the challenges posed by BSDEs when coupled with non smooth-type
forward SDEs. In fact, the path-regularity result of the pair solutions (Y,Z) to the BSDE (1.2)
–which is crucial to their analysis– significantly depends on the existence of a Ck-diffeomorphic
solution to the associated forward equation (1.1) with k ≥ 1. These limitations highlight the need
for novel methods capable of handling the intricate interactions between the nonlinearities intro-
duced by the quadratic structure and the singularities of the drift term. Bridging this gap would
significantly advance the field, enabling more accurate and reliable numerical approximations in
complex scenarios where traditional assumptions no longer hold.

On the other hand, the field of numerical analysis for stochastic differential equations (SDEs) has
seen significant advancements since the pioneering works of [28, 37, 40]. The need to approximate
solutions of SDEs with non-regular coefficients has become increasingly essential, driven by
the complexity of real-world models in various domains. This development is not merely a
mathematical pursuit but a necessity to address critical questions arising for instance in stochastic
optimal control and social sciences(see for instance [4] and references therein). As many of
these models involve irregularities or singularities in their coefficients, accurate and efficient
approximation methods are crucial for understanding the behavior of such systems and making
reliable predictions.

Among the many contributions in this direction, we can notably highlight the following works:
in [39] the authors prove for the first time the strong convergence of the Euler-Maruyama scheme
of anα-stable Lévy process for which the drift coefficient is only Hölder continuous; in [33], the au-
thors establish a strong convergence result of the Euler-Maruyama method for multidimensional
SDE with discontinuous drift and degenerate diffusion coefficient; in [11] the cases of bounded
Dini-continuous and measurable drifts were successively circumvent; more recently, in [24], the
authors derived a rate of convergence for the case where the drift satisfies the Ladyzhenskaya-
Serrin-Prodi condition with d

̺ +
2
q < 1. See also [7] for the convergence rate of SDEs driven

by fractional Brownian motions with non-regular drift and [1] for strong rate convergence with
unbounded drift coefficient.

Here is the novelty considered in this work: we assume the drift b to be only bounded and
belongs to the class of slowly varying function at zero (the drift is at least Lipschitz continuous in
[23, 50, 8, 54] and at most Hölder continuous in [21]), the generator g has a quadratic growth in the
control variable Z and does not satisfy the common uniform Lipschitz continuous condition in its
backward and forward components (the driver is of quadratic type but uniformly Lipschitz in x
and y in [23, 50, 8, 54]); as in [53] and [54], the terminal value here is of the form ξ = Φ(X), where

1Named after the authors Bouchard-Touzi-Zhang, who initially proposed the scheme in the Lipschitz framework; see
[5], [53]
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Φ is a bounded functional of the forward process X that satisfy the so-called L∞ or L1 Lipschitz
conditions (see Definition 2.2 herein).

It is worth emphasizing that, although the diffusion coefficient σ is represented by the identity
matrix, one could not retrieve the established results regarding the uniform boundedness of the
control process Z nor the nonuniform bound of the type |Zt| ≤ C(1 + |Xt|), for all t ∈ [0,T], where
(Xt)t≥0 stands for the solution to (1.1). This arises because the drivers g examined here are not
uniformly Lipschitz in their forward and backward components, respectively. Most importantly,
this fact prevents us from encountering cases previously underlined or addressed in the literature
([50, 8, 21, 53, 54]). However, due to the integrability property of BMO martingales (see [27]), we
rather establish the crucial integrability of the supremum norm of the control Z;

E[ sup
0≤t≤T

|Zt|p] ≤ C, for all p > p′0,
1
p0
+

1
p′0
= 1,

and p0 stands for the integrability power of the Doléans-Dade exponential of the martingale
∫ ·

0
ZsdWs.
Consequently, by replacing the the drivers g(·, x.y.z) by their Lipschitz approximation

gn(·, x, ωn(y), ω̄n(z)) as defined for instance by the equation (1.11) below, we observe that the
corresponding solution (Yn,Zn) deviates from the original one (Y,Z). However, the two remains
sufficiently close to one another when measured under the appropriate topology (see Theorem
4.14, herein). This approximation preserves essential properties of the system while mitigating
the complexities introduced by the original drivers, making it possible to further considering the
machinery of the numerics for Lipschitz-type BSDEs, through the well established BTZ scheme
in our general setting.

Under the above assumptions, we first establish the regularity (in both the Malliavin and
Sobolev sense) of the solution to the FBSDE system (1.1)-(1.2). These regularity results allow us to
revisit the celebrated representation theorem of Ma and Zhang (see [36, 35]) to our setting. This
representation of the control Zt could prove pivotal when considering the application of the Malli-
avin weights dynamics programming method as an alternative way to efficiently approximate
solution to quadratic FBSDEs, particularity in cases of rough drift coefficient. This consideration
holds significant promise for extending the work of [20].

Beyond the singularity of the drift coefficient, it is important to note that the representation
theorem in question still depends on the regularity of the functional terminal value(see Theorem
3.12). However, when dealing with singular type functional terminal condition, it becomes essen-
tial to explore more advanced concepts such as the generalized fractional smoothness framework
introduced in [18] and further extended in several other papers as in [19] and references therein.
Applying this notion to our broader setting could provide valuable insights into the behavior
of solutions under less restrictive conditions. Specifically, it would be highly worthwhile to
investigate how singularities propagate over time in the context of BSDEs with quadratic drivers.

We partially address this issue by providing a representation of adapted solutions to quadratic
BSDEs as functionals of a diffusion process when the terminal value is a discontinuous discrete
functional of the same diffusion process, the drift is Lipschitz continuous and the driver is
Lipschitz in Y (see Theorem 1.7, herein).

We also generalise the path regularity of quadratic BSDEs with path-dependent terminal
values. Specifically, we prove that the path regularity bound holds when the drift is bounded and
Dini-continuous (see Definition 2.1) and the driver is quadratic in z and stochastically Lipschitz
in x and y. Additionally, we establish an error bound for the BTZ scheme under this framework.
Despite the poor regularity assumptions of the coefficients, the error bound remains consistent
with the results in [54], indicating robustness in the approximation method under these conditions
(see Theorem 1.9 herein). In particular, we obtain the following error bound

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yti
− Y

π
i |

2
]

+ E
[

N−1
∑

i=1

∫ ti+1

ti

|Zs −Z
π

i |
2ds

]

≤ Ch1−γ, (1.4)
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provided that

E
[

|Φ(X) −Φ(X π)|8q∗
]

1
4q∗
+ E[|Xt −X

π
i |

16q∗]
1

8q∗ ≤ Ch1−γ, (1.5)

holds for any η ∈ (0, 1) and X π
i

stands for a discrete approximation of the forward process X
given by .

Assuming that the terminal value Φ is L1-Lipschitz condition (see Definition 3.1, herein),
we highlight the fact that the convergence rate given by (1.5) is not addressed in the work
of Dareiotis and GerencsĂŠr ([11]), specifically in cases where the drift coefficient is bounded
and Dini continuous. In fact, the authors only provide the following convergence rate in the
L2(Ω)-norm (see [11, Theorem 2.1])

sup
t∈[0,T]

E|X π
i − Xt|2 ≤ Ch1−γ. (1.6)

The key limitation in their approach stems from the pivotal quadrature estimate provided in [11,
Lemma 2.1], which relies on explicit moment computations, thereby restricting the estimate to
second order accuracy. Building on this observation, the author in [32] identifies the error in the

quadrature rule for approximating functionals of type x 7→
∫ t

0
b(s, x +Ws)ds as a bounded mean

oscillation process (see Definition 2.8, herein), where b : [0,T] × Rd → R is any bounded and
measurable function and {Wt}t≥0 stands for a d-dimensional Brownian motion (see [32, Example
1.4]). Leveraging this characterization, the author applies the John-Nirenberg inequality (see [32,
Theorem 2,3]) to propose an enhanced version of the quadrature estimate that can achieve higher
orders of accuracy. More precisely, the author obtains:

essupω∈Ω

(

E sup
s≤t≤1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

b(r,Wr) − b(r,WkN(r))dr
∣

∣

∣

∣

2p/

Fs

)

≤ C(p)(N−1 log(N + 1))p, (1.7)

for all p ≥ 1.
Assuming further that the terminal valueΦ satisfies the L∞-Lipschitz condition (see Definition

3.1, herein), we note that a convergence rate of type (1.5) remains outside the scope of Dareiotis
and GerencsĂŠr ([11]). This is because, in this scenario, a significantly stronger convergence rate–
incorporating the supremum within the expectation– is essential. More precisely, one needs to
establish the following bound

E
[

sup
0≤t≤1

|X π
i − Xt|2p

]

≤ Ch(1−γ)p,

for all p ≥ 1. The latter is achieved in this paper as an application of the estimate (1.7).

1.2. Standing Assumption and the BTZ scheme. In this section, we present the assumptions
under which the main results of this paper are derived. Additionally, we recall the definition of
the renowned BTZ scheme. The following set of assumptions will be used in proving the path
regularity result.

Assumption 1.1.

(A1) The drift b ∈ L∞([0,T]; Cb(Rd;Rd)). Suppose in addition, for r0 ∈ (0, 1) there is a Dini function
h, which is also a slowly varying function at zero, such that for every x ∈ Rd

|b(t, x)− b(t, y)| ≤ h(|x − y|), for all y ∈ Br0(x), t ∈ [0,T]. (1.8)

Moreover, for all p ≥ 1 there is a small enough positive real number δ = δ(p) < r0 such that the
function Fδ defined below, is increasing and concave on [0, δ]

Fδ(r) =
∫

0<τ≤r

h(τ)
τ

dτ + h(r) + 2r +

∫

0<τ≤δ

h(τ)
τ2 dτ, r ∈ [0, δ].
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(A2) The function g : [0,T] ×Rd ×R ×Rd → R is measurable and satisfy: ‖g(t, 0, 0, 0)‖∞ ≤ Λ0 and
there exist non negative constants Λx,Λy,Λz and a locally bounded function ℓ ∈ L1

loc
(R+) such

that for all (t, x, y, z) ∈ [0,T] ×Rd ×R ×Rd, (t, x′, y′, z′) ∈ [0,T] ×Rd ×R ×Rd, α0 ∈ (0, 1)

(i)|g(t, x, y, z)− g(t, x′, y, z)| ≤ Λx(1 + |y| + ℓ(|y|)|z|α0)|x − x′|,
(ii)|g(t, x, y, z)− g(t, x, y′, z′)| ≤ Λy(1 + (|z|α0 + |z′|α0))|y − y′|

+ Λz(1 + (ℓ(|y|) + ℓ(|y′|))(|z|+ |z′|))|z− z′|.

(A3) [Path-dependent functional] ξ = Φ(X·) is either L∞-Lipschitz or L1-Lipschitz i.e., Φ satisfies (3.1)
or (3.2) and X solves the SDE (1.1).

We emphasise writing X· rather than XT because the terminal value may depend on the entire
path of the process X up to time T.

To establish the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula for discrete functional quadratic FBSDEs with
non-Lipschitz terminal values, we introduce the following slightly stronger assumptions.

Assumption 1.2.

(B1) The drift b is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant Λb.
(B2) The function g : [0,T] ×Rd ×R ×Rd → R is measurable and satisfy: ‖g(t, 0, 0, 0)‖∞ ≤ Λ0 and

there exist non negative constants Λx,Λy,Λz and a locally bounded function ℓ ∈ L1
loc

(R+) such

that for all (t, x, y, z) ∈ [0,T] ×Rd ×R ×Rd, (t, x′, y′, z′) ∈ [0,T] ×Rd ×R ×Rd, α0 ∈ (0, 1)

(i)|g(t, x, y, z)− g(t, x′, y, z)| ≤ Λx(1 + |y| + ℓ(|y|)|z|α0)|x − x′|,
(ii)|g(t, x, y, z)− g(t, x, y′, z′)| ≤ Λy|y − y′| + Λz(1 + (ℓ(|y|) + ℓ(|y′|))(|z|+ |z′|))|z − z′|.

(B3) There are R = {r0, · · · , rL} with 0 = r0 < r1 < · · · < rL = T and a bounded and measurable
function ϕ : (Rd)L → R such that

ξ = ϕ(Xr1 , · · · ,XrL
)

and X solves the SDE (1.1).

To study the numerical approximation of our system of interest, we assume that the driver of
the BSDE is Hölder continuous in time. This is summarised below:

Assumption 1.3. The coefficients satisfy Assumption 1.1 and in particular the generator g satisfies
the following growths: there exist non negative constants Λt,Λx,Λy,Λz and a locally bounded and non-

decreasing function ℓ such that for all (t, x, y, z) ∈ [0,T]×Rd×R×Rd, (t, x′, y′, z′) ∈ [0,T]×Rd×R×Rd,
α0 ∈ (0, 1)

(i)|g(t, x, y, z)− g(t′, x′, y, z)| ≤ Λt|t − t′| 12 + Λx(1 + |y| + ℓ(|y|)|z|α0)|x − x′|,
(ii)|g(t, x, y, z)− g(t, x′, y′, z′)| ≤ Λy(1 + |z − z′|α0)|y − y′|

+ Λz(1 + (ℓ(|y − y′|))(|z|+ |z′|))|z− z′|,
(iii)|g(t, x, y, z)| ≤Λ0 + Λy|y| + Λz(|z| + 2ℓ(|y|)|z|2).

A more general type of quadratic drivers introduces an additional layer of complexity ad-
dressed in this paper. To efficiently approximate the solution of a quadratic BSDEs, a common
approach is to truncate the generator and the analysis then focuses on quantifying the error be-
tween the solution obtained through this truncated approach and the solution from the numerical
scheme that will be made precise below.

We consider an explicit time discretization scheme in the spirit of [43] (see also [53]), where the
conditioning is performed inside the driver g and given recursively as follows

Y
π

i = E[Y π
i+1/Fti

] + gn

(

ti,X
π

i ,E[Y π
i+1/Fti

],Z π
i

)

δti,

Z
π

i = E[Y π
i+1HR

i /Fti
] (1.9)

Y
π

N = Φ(X π), Z
π

N = 0,
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where the coefficients (HR
i

)0≤i<N areR1×d independent random variables vectors defined by

HR
i =

( R√
δti

∧
∆W1

ti

δti
∨ −R√
δti

, · · · , R√
δti

∧
∆Wd

ti

δti
∨ −R√
δti

)

(1.10)

for any given R > 0, the function gn : [0,T]×Rd ×R ×Rd → R is defined by

gn(t, x, y, z) := g(t, x, ˜̟ n(y), ̟n(z)), (1.11)

where ̟n : Rd → Rd is given by z 7→ ̟n(z) = ( ˜̟ n(z1), · · · , ˜̟ n(zd)), for n ∈ N and ( ˜̟ n)n∈N
is a sequence of smooth real valued functions that truncate the identity on the real line. By
construction, it is standard to check that the family of functions (gn)n∈N is Lipschitz continuous in
y and z with Lipschitz constants that may depend on the level of the truncation n ∈N. Moreover,
assuming g satisfies Assumption 1.3 (H3) then for all t, x, y, y′, z, z′ we have

|gn(t, x, y, z)− gn(t, x, y′, z′)| ≤ Λy(1 + |z − z′|α0)|y − y′| + Λz(n)ℓ(|y − y′|))|z− z′|,
|gn(t, x, y, z)| ≤ Λ0 + Λy|y| + Λz(|z| + 2ℓ(|y|)|z|2)

Hence, the resulting BSDE given below

Yn
t = Φ(X) +

∫ T

t

gn(s,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s )ds −

∫ T

t

Zn
s dWs (1.12)

admits a unique solution (Yn,Zn) ∈ S 2 ×H 2 (see [21, Lemma 4.3]) such that

sup
n∈N

(‖Yn‖∞ + ‖Zn ∗W‖BMO) < ∞. (1.13)

The discrete-time process X π
i

may stand for "sampling" of the forward diffusion process X or
any numerical scheme approximating (Xt)t≥0 with some partition π. In this paper, we consider a
discretization in the spirit of the Euler-Maruyama method, which for instance is provided by

X
π

i+1 =X
π

i + b(ti,X
π

i )δti + ∆Wti
, X

π
0 = x, (1.14)

where δti = ti+1 − ti and ∆Wti
=Wti+1 −Wti

for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1. We will define the path

X
π

t =X
π

i if t ∈ [ti, ti+1), 1 ≤ i ≤ N, (1.15)

with the convention [tN, tN) = T, so that X π belongs toD.

1.3. Main results.

1.3.1. On path-regularity of solution to QFBSDEs with path dependent terminal condition. The first
main result shows that under weaker conditions on the generator and the drift of the forward
equation, the following path regularity result holds bound of the quadratic BSDE with path
dependent terminal value.

Theorem 1.4 (Path-regularity of QFBSDEs). Consider FBSDE (1.1)–(1.2) such that b,g and ξ satisfy
Assumptions 1.1. Let π1 : 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T be a partition and h = sup j |t j+1 − t j|. Then, for

any p > p′0 > 1 there is a constant C only depending on p, d,T, ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)) and ΛΦ (independent of
the partition) such that

E
[

sup
v∈[s,t]

|Yv − Yt|2p
]

≤ C|t − s|p,

N−1
∑

j=0

E
(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt − Zt j
|2dt

)p
≤ Chp.

where p′0 is the conjugate of p0 and p0 is such that E
(∇z g ∗W

) ∈ Lp0 .

The notations used in the above theorem and the subsequent one are introduced in Section 3,
herein. The strategy to address the problem follows the approach developed in [35]. Specifically,
we will first prove a version of Theorem 1.4 where the terminal value is a functional depending
on a discrete set of variables. Then, using density arguments (see Lemma 3.2), we will derive the
desired result. More precisely, we have
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Theorem 1.5. Consider FBSDE (1.1)–(1.2) such that b and g satisfy Assumptions 1.1 and the terminal
value ξ has the following structure

• Let π0 : 0 = s0 < · · · < sr−1 < sr = T be a partition, we set ξ = ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr
), where

ϕ : Rm×r → R is bounded and satisfies (3.7)–(3.8).
• Let π1 : 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T be another partition and h = sup j |t j+1 − t j|.

Then, for any p > p′0 > 1 there is a constant C only depending on p, d,T, ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)) and S(ϕ) and
not depending on the partitions π0 and π1 such that

E
[

sup
v∈[s,t]

|Yv − Yt|2p
]

≤ C|t − s|p

N−1
∑

j=0

E
(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt − Zt j
|2dt

)p
≤ Chp.

where p′0 satisfied 1/p0 + 1/p′0 = 1 and p0 is such that E
(∇zg ∗W

) ∈ Lp0 .

Proof. See Subsection 4.1. �

We will close this discussion with another important result. It provides an alternative way to
control the difference between two HBMO processes under an equivalent probability measure, de-
notedQN. This result also pertains to the path regularity of the difference between the derivatives
(with respect to the starting point of the diffusion process X) of the backward component Y, and
can be viewed as a mere extension of the path regularity result of the process Z stated earlier.

Proposition 1.6. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1.4 be in force. Let {χi}N−1
i=0 be a sequence of random

variables such that χi ∈ L∞(Ω,Ft+i,P), E[χi/Fti
] = 1 and χi ∈ [ǫ, 2 − ǫ] for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1 with some

ǫ ∈ (0, 1) independent of N. Define the process χ̂(t) and the probability measure QN, respectively by

χ̂(t) =
∏

ti≤t

χi,
dQN

dP
= χ̂(t).

Provided the equivalent probability measureQN satisfies the reverse Hölder inequality, then for any p > q∗

and η > 1 the following holds:

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

EQ
N
{

N−1
∑

j=i

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zs − Ẑt j
|2ds

)η/

Fti

}p]

≤ Chpη,

with

Ẑt j
:=

1
δt j
E
[

∫ t j+1

t j

Zsds/Ft j

]

.

Proof. See Subsection 4.1. �

1.3.2. On nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula for discrete functional QFBSDEs with non-Lipschitz terminal
value. Here we assume that the solution (Y,Z) to the BSDE (1.2) is realised such that, on [sl−1, sl),
we have

Yt = ul(X̄l−1; t,Xt) and Zt = ωl(X̄l−1; t,Xt),

where X̄l−1 := (Xs1 , · · · ,Xsl−1). Let Fl(x̄l−1; ·, ·) : [rl−1, rl] ×Rd → R be defined by

Fl(x1, · · · , xl−1; t, x) = Fl(x̄l−1; t, x) := Eul(x1, · · · , xrl−1 ; rl,X
t,x
rl

).

Then, the function Fl is the solution to the PDE defined below on the interval [rl−1, rl) for fixed
x1, · · · , xl−1 ∈ Rd.

∂

∂t
Fl(x̄l−1; t, x) +

1
2
∇2

xxFl(x̄l−1; t, x)+ 〈b,∇xFl(x̄l−1; t, x)〉 = 0. (1.16)

The main result of this part is the following, which gives the wellposedness of the functions ul

and ωl defined above.



TIME DISCRETIZATION OF QFBSDES WITH SINGULAR DRIFT 9

Theorem 1.7 (Nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula for discrete functional QFBSDEs). Let Assumption
1.2 be in force. Then for l = 1, · · · , L there exist measurable ul : (Rd)l−1 × [sl−1, sl) × Rd → R and
ωl : (Rd)l−1 × [sl−1, sl)×Rd → R1×d and Borel sets Dl ⊆ (Rd(l−1), l = 2, · · · , L, such that Dc

l
is of Lebesgue

measure zero, and such that

(i) ul(x̄l−1; ·, ·) : [sl−1, sl) × Rd → R is continuously differentiable w.r.t. the space variable with
∇xul(x̄l−1; t, x) = ωl(x̄l−1; t, x), where x̄l−1 = (x1, · · · , xl−1)

(ii) there is a constant C > 0 independent of l such that

sup
t∈[sl−1,sl)

|ul(x̄l−1; t, x)|+ sup
t∈[sl−1,sl)

√
sl − t|ωl(x̄l−1; t, x)| ≤ C.

(ii) for all l = 1, · · · , L, x1, · · · , xl−1, x ∈ Rd and sl−1 ≤ s < sl the triplet

(

Xs,x
t , ul(x̄l−1; t,Xs,x

t ), ωl(x̄l−1; t,Xs,x
t )

)

t∈[s,sl)
.

solves the FBSDE with generator g and terminal condition

ul(x̄l−1; sl,X
s,x
sl

),

where

ul(x̄l−1; sl, x) :=















ul+1(x̄l−1, x; sl, x)XDl
(x̄l−1) : 2 ≤ l < L,

ϕ(x̄l−1, x)XDl
(x̄l−1) : l = L,

and u1(r1, x) := u2(x; r1, x).

As well explained in [18], we modify the functional for the backward process Y at each level
l = 2, · · · , L on a null set. Since P(Xr1 ∈ D2 · · · , (Xr1 , · · · ,Xrl−1) ∈ Dl) = 1, this modification does
not affect the bounded solution of the BSDE of interest, making Proposition 1.7 well suited to our
setting. The proof of Theorem 1.7 follows from the next Lemma, which extends [17, Lemma A.2].

Lemma 1.8 (Representation of a QBSDE parameterized by a parameter y ∈ RK). Suppose Assump-

tion 1.2 holds and let H : RK ×Rd → R be a bounded and measurable function. Then there is a Borel set
F ⊆ RK such that Fc is of Lebesgue measure zero and such that for

G(y; x) :=XF(y)H(y; x)

and

U(y; t, x) =















Y
y:t,x
t a.s. : r ≤ t < R

G(y; x) : t = R,

where (Yy:t,x
s )s∈[t,R] is the Y-component of the BSDE with respect to the forward (Xt,x

s )s∈[t,R], the terminal

condition G(y; Xt,x
R

) with terminal time R ∈ (0,T] and the generator g, the following assertions are satisfied

(i) For fixed y ∈ RK we have that U(y; ·, ·) ∈ C0,1([r,R) ×Rd).
(ii) The functions U : RK × [r,R] ×Rd → R and ∇xU : RK × [r,R] ×Rd → R1×d are measurable.

(iii) There is a constant C such that for all (y, t, x) ∈ RK × [r,R] ×Rd the following holds

sup
(y,t,x)∈RK×[r,R]×Rd

(

|U(y; t, x)|+ (R − t)1/2|∇xU(y; t, x)|
)

≤ C.

(iv) For any y ∈ RK, the solution of the BSDE with the terminal value G(y; Xt,x
R

), generator g and

forward diffusion (Xt,x
s )s∈[r,R] can be represented as

Y
y;t,x
t = U(y; t,Xr,x

t ), Z
y;r,x
t = ∇xU(y; t,Xr,x

t ).

Proof. See Subsection 4.2. �
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On the BTZ scheme. Considering the above BTZ scheme, the main result pertains with the follow-
ing error bound.

Theorem 1.9 (BTZ scheme error bound). Let (X,Y,Z) be the solution to FBSDE (1.1)-(1.2) associated
to the parameters (b, ξ, g) satisfying Assumption 1.3. Suppose the partition π : 0 = t0 < · · · < tN = T
with h := sup j(t j+1 − t j) ≤ KN−1 for some K > 0. Then,

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yti
− Y

π
i |

2
]

+ E
[

N−1
∑

i=1

∫ ti+1

ti

|Zs −Z
π

i |
2ds

]

≤ C
(

E
[

|Φ(X) −Φ(X π)|8q∗
]

1
4q∗
+ h + E[|Xt −X

π
i |

16q∗]
1

8q∗
)

.

The proof of the above theorem is quit lengthy and will be divided into several steps, condensed
into two distinct propositions that can be found in Subsection 4.3.

Remark 1.10.

• By retaining all the assumptions of Theorem 1.9 and further assuming that the coefficients of the

forward SDE satisfy the standard conditions2, a convergence rate of order 1
2 is achieved in this

setting. This result can still be viewed as an extension of the findings in [54], broadening their
applicability to more general class of quadratic BSDEs with stochastic Lipschitz drivers in all their
components.

• Moreover, given a sequence of partitions {π(N)}N≥1 with maximum time-step h(N) such that
h(N) ≤ KN−1, with K > 0. Denote by Zπ(N)(t) the Z-component obtained in the numerical
approximation (1.9) under the same framework. Suppose that there exist constants C, η, q∗ > 0
such that

E
[

|Φ(X) −Φ(X π(N))|8q∗
]

1
4q∗
+ E[|Xt −X

π(N)
i
|16q∗]

1
8q∗ < CN−γ.

Then we obtain that

lim
N→∞

E|Zπ(N)(t) − Zt|2 = 0 a.s. for t ∈ [0,T].

The following corollary offers valuable insight into the result mentioned above. Specifically, it
provides a precise error estimate for the numerical approximation of the BSDEs of interest within
our framework, further clarifying the impact of the noise regularization on the Euler scheme for
singular-type SDEs.

Corollary 1.11. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1.9 be in force with in particular T = 1. Then

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yti
− Y

π
i |

2
]

+ E
[

N−1
∑

i=1

∫ ti+1

ti

|Zs −Z
π

i |
2ds

]

≤ Ch(1−γ).

1.4. Layout of the paper. The rest of the paper is organised as follows: In Section 2, we provide
some important insight on smoothness and numerical aspect of SDEs with singular drift coeffi-
cients. In Section 3, we first give some basic concepts and definition that will be used throughout
the paper. We also present some preliminary results on smoothness of FBSDE that are key to
derive our main results. Section 4 is devoted to the proofs of the main results whereas Section 5
provides the main findings of the paper and potential future direction. The Appendix contains
the proofs of some auxiliary results.

2. Smoothness and numerical approximation for singular SDEs

Here, we provide some results on smoothness of solution to SDE with Dini-continuous drifts.
Before proceeding further, we recall the definition of Dini continuity.

2the drift and the diffusion are Lipschitz continuous and satisfy the linear growth bounds as in [8, 54]
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Definition 2.1. An increasing continuous function ω f : R+ → R+ is called a Dini function if
∫

0+

ω f (s)

s
ds < +∞. (2.1)

A measurable function ω f : R+ → R+ is called a slowly varying function at zero if for every λ > 0

lim
s→0

ω f (λs)

ω f (s)
= 1.

A measurable function f : Rd → R is said to be Dini continuous if there is a Dini function h such that

| f (x) − f (y)| ≤ ω f (|x − y|). (2.2)

Whenω f (r) = rα for some α ∈ (0, 1) then the above regularity coincides with Hölder continuity.
Every Dini continuous function is continuous.

Let us now assume that the initial condition for the equation (1.1) is given by (s, x) ∈ [0,T]×Rd,
for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T and recall the following definition from [31].

Definition 2.2. A stochastic homeomorphisms flow of class Cβ with β ∈ (0, 1) on (Ω,F,P, (Ft)0≤t≤T)
associated to (1.1) is a map (s, t, x, ω) 7→ Xs,x

t (ω), defined for 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, x ∈ Rd, ω ∈ Ω with values in

Rd, such that

(i) The process {X·,xt } = {X
s,x
t }s≤t≤T is a continuous (Fs,t)s≤t≤T-adapted solution to (1.1), for every

s ∈ [0,T], x ∈ Rd;
(ii) The function Xs,x

t and (Xs,x
t )−1 are continuous in (s, t, x) and are of class Cβ in x uniformly in (s, t),

P-a.s., for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T;

(iii) Xs,x
t = X

s,Xs,x
r

t for all 0 ≤ s ≤ r ≤ t ≤ T, x ∈ Rd, P-a.s., and Xs,x
s = x.

Moreover, if the map (s, t, x, ω) 7→ Xs,x
t (ω) satisfies (iv), it is called a stochastic flow of Ck diffeomorphisms

(iv) (s, t, x, ω) 7→ Xs,x
t (ω) is k-times differentiable with respect to x for all s, t and the derivatives are

continuous in (s, t, x).

A stochastic flow (s, t, x, ω) 7→ Xs,x
t (ω) of homeomorphisms is said to be Sobolev-differentiable if

for all s, t ≤ T the maps Xs,x
t and (Xs,x

t )−1 are Sobolev-differentiable i.e. Xs,x
t and (Xs,x

t )−1 belong to
L2(Ω,W1,p(O))),where O is an open and bounded subset of Rd.

Further, if there is some γ0 ≥ 1 such that the maps ∇Xt,x
s and ∇(Xs,x

t )−1 are in
Cb(Rd; Cs([0,T]; Lγ0(Ω; Ct([s,T])))) and Cb(Rd; Ct([0,T]; Lγ0(Ω; Cs([0, t])))) respectively, then the sto-
chastic flow (s, t, x, ω) 7→ Xs,x

t (ω) is called a stochastic quasi-diffeomorphisms flow.

2.1. Stochastic flow for SDEs with bounded and Dini continuous drifts. In this section, we
recall the result on the existence of a quasi-diffeomorphism flow to the solution of the SDE (1.1)
and derive some bounds on its supremum norm. Since the drift is not smooth, we apply a drift
transformation to obtain an SDE with Lipschitz continuous coefficients through the solution to
a Kolmogorov equation. More specifically, let us consider the following Cauchy problem with
bounded and Dini continuous coefficients.















∂tu(t, x) = 1
2∆u(t, x) + f̃ (t, x) · ∇u(t, x)+ f (t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0,T)×Rd

u(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rd.
(2.3)

A solution u(t, x) to (2.3) is called a strong solution if u ∈ L∞([0,T]; W2,∞(Rd))∩W1,∞([0,T]; L∞(Rd))
such that for a.a.(t, x) ∈ [0,T] ×Rd the equation (2.3) is satisfied. The following representation of
the strong solution to (2.3) holds for all (t, x) ∈ [0,T] ×Rd

u(t, x) =
∫ t

0
Γ(t − s, ·) ∗ ( f̃ (s, ·) · ∇u(t, ·))(x)ds+

∫ t

0
Γ(t − s, ·) ∗ f̃ (s, ·)(x)ds,

where Γ(t, x) = (2πt)−
d
2 e−

|x|2
2t , t > 0, x ∈ Rd is the heat kernel of the operator ∂t − 1

2∆ in the whole
space Rd.
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Theorem 2.3. [25, Theorem 2.1] Suppose that f ∈ L∞([0,T]; Cb(Rd)) and f̃ ∈ L∞([0,T]; Cb(Rd;Rd)).
Suppose that r0 ∈ (0, 1) and there is a Dini function h such that for all x ∈ Rd

| f (t, x)− f (t, y)| + | f̃ (t, x) − f̃ (t, y)| ≤ h(|x − y|), for all y ∈ Br0 (x), t ∈ [0,T].

Then the cauchy problem (2.3) has a unique strong solution u(t, x) such that

‖u‖L∞([0,T];C2
b
(Rd)) ≤ C(d,T)

(

1 + ‖ f ‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)) + ‖ f̃ ‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd;Rd))

)

. (2.4)

The following result is taken from [25, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 2.4. Assume that the drift b satisfies the assumption (A1). Then, for every s ≥ 0, x ∈ Rd

the SDE (1.1) has a unique continuous adapted solution Xs,x = (Xs,x
t (ω), t ≥ s, ω ∈ Ω) which forms a

stochastic quasi-diffeomorphisms flow. For any p ≥ 1, there is a constant C only depending on p, d and T
such that

sup
x∈Rd

sup
0≤s≤T

E
[

sup
s≤t≤T

(|Xs,x
t |

p
+ |∇xXs,x

t |
p)
]

≤ C(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))

Moreover, for any p ≥ 1 and for any x, y ∈ Rd

sup
0≤s≤T

E
[

sup
s≤t≤T

|Xs,x
t − X

s,y
t |

p
]

≤ C(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))|x − y|p,

and

sup
0≤s≤T

E
[

sup
s≤t≤T

‖∇xXs,x
t − ∇xX

s,y
t ‖

p
]

≤ C
[

∫

0<r≤|x−y|

h(r)
r

dr + h(|x − y|) + |x − y|
∫

|x−y|<r≤r0

h(r)
r2

dr
]p

1{|x−y|<r0} + C|x − y|p.

Remark 2.5.

• The above pointwise estimate of the supremum norm of the first variation process suggests that
x 7→ ∇xXs,x is uniformly continuous for every 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, as a valued function of Lp(Ω).

• Note that not much was said about the inverse of the first variation process x 7→ (∇xXs,x
t )−1 in [25].

However, when the drift b ∈ Lp([0,T]; Lq(Rd;Rd)) with p, q ∈ [2,∞] and 2
p +

d
q < 1, the author in

[49] demonstrates the existence of Sobolev-differentiable stochastic homeomorphism flows of class
Cβ(0 < β < 1/2) for (1.1). Moreover, for all γ ≥ 1 the following holds

sup
x∈Rd

sup
0≤t≤T

E
[

‖(∇xX0,x
t )−1‖γ

]

≤ C. (2.5)

In particular, the estimate (2.5) remains valid for p = q = +∞ i.e., when the drift b is merely
bounded and measurable, and the initial state of the diffusion X solution to (1.1), is x at time t = 0.

Before concluding this section, we derive the following result on the integrability of the supre-
mum norms of both the Malliavin derivative and the inverse of the first variation process of
(Xt)0≤t≤T, the solution to (1.1). This result will play a crucial role in the regularity analysis of both
processes Y and Z. Its proof relies on the so-called Itô-Tanaka trick, as introduced in [15] and
further developed in [25]. In summary, this method uses the regularity of solutions for a type
of parabolic PDE (PDE (2.3) in our case) to transform the SDE (1.1) into a new one with a drift
coefficient possessing an improved regularity.

Proposition 2.6. Under Assumption (A1), the solution (Xx
t , 0 ≤ t ≤ T) to equation (1.1) is Malliavin

differentiable and for any p ≥ 2 there is a constant C only depending on p, d,T such that

sup
0≤s≤T

E
[

sup
s≤t≤T

|DsX
x
t |p

]

+ sup
x∈Rd

sup
0≤s≤T

E
[

sup
s≤t≤T

|(∇xXx
t )−1|p

]

≤ C(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd))). (2.6)

Furthermore, we also have for all p ≥ 2

sup
0≤s≤T

E
[

sup
s≤t≤T

|DsX
x
t |p/Fs

]

+ sup
x∈Rd

sup
0≤s≤T

E
[

sup
s≤t≤T

|(∇xXx
t )−1|p/Fs

]

≤ C. (2.7)
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Proof. Fix λ > 0 and consider the following backward Kolmogorov PDE














∂tuλ(t, x)+ 1
2∆uλ(t, x)+ (b ·Duλ)(t, x)− λuλ(t, x) = −b(t, x),

uλ(T, x) = 0, (t, x) ∈ [0,T)×Rd.
(2.8)

From Theorem 2.3 the equation (2.8) has a unique strong solution uλ ∈ L∞([0,T); C2
b
(Rd;Rd)) ∩

W1,∞([0,T); Cb(Rd;Rd)). In addition for λ large enough, the map defined byΨλ(t, x) := x+ uλ(t, x)
forms a non singular diffeomorphism of class C2 uniformly in t ∈ [0,T] and its inverse denoted
byΨ−1

λ
has bounded first and second spatial derivatives, uniformly in t ∈ [0,T] i.e.

1
2
≤ ‖DΨλ‖∞ ≤

3
2
, and

2
3
≤ ‖DΨ−1

λ ‖∞ ≤ 2. (2.9)

Let us consider the following SDE

X̃t = x̃ +

∫ t

s

b̃(v, X̃v)dv +

∫ t

s

σ̃(v, X̃v)dWv, t ∈ [0,T], (2.10)

where b̃(t, x̃) = λuλ(t,Ψ−1
λ

(t, x̃)) and σ̃(t, y) = I + Duλ(t,Ψ−1
λ

(t, x̃)). It is then clear that b̃ and σ̃ are
only globally Lipschitz continuous. Hence, we cannot refer to [30, Theorem 4.4] to conclude that
the Jacobian matrix x 7→ ∇xX̃t is non singular for any x a.s. Instead, we invoke the result from [6]
to assert this. Moreover, the inverse (∇xX̃t)−1 satisfies a linear SDE with bounded coefficients. In
particular, for all p ≥ 1 there exists a constant C such that

sup
0≤s≤T

E[ sup
s≤t≤T

|(∇xX̃t)−1|p] ≤ C.

On the other hand, assuming (for simplicity) that the initial conditions of (2.10) is given by (0, x̃),
for any x̃ ∈ Rd, then from [42, Theorem 2.2.1], the equation (2.10) has a unique strong Malliavin
differentiable solution and for any p ≥ 2 and for s ≤ t, there is a constant C only depending on
p, d,T, ‖Duλ‖∞ and ‖D2uλ‖∞ such that:

sup
0≤s≤T

E[ sup
s≤t≤T

|DsX̃t|p] ≤ C.

Let us remark that, from (2.4), the norms ‖Duλ‖∞ and ‖D2uλ‖∞ are independent of λ. Thus, besides
the dependence on p, d and T, the constants C above only depend on ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)).

At last, (X̃t, 0 ≤ t ≤ T), the solution to the SDE (2.10), is related to (Xt, 0 ≤ t ≤ T), the solution
of equation (1.1), by the relation Xt = Ψ

−1
λ

(t, X̃t). Moreover, X is Malliavin differentiable, since the
drift b is at most bounded and continuous ([38]). Hence, by applying the chain rule for Malliavin
calculus and using the fact that Ψ−1

λ
has bounded first derivative, we deduce that the following

holds:

E[ sup
s≤t≤T

|DsXt|p] ≤ 2pE[ sup
s≤t≤T

|DsX̃t|p] < ∞.

Similarly, using the result from [41] stating that the stochastic flow Xs
t belongs to

L2(Ω; W
1,p
loc

(Rd,Rd)), we deduce that

E[ sup
s≤t≤T

|∇xXt|−p] ≤
(3

2

)p

E[ sup
s≤t≤T

|∇xX̃t|−p] < ∞.

Thus, (2.6) follows. By following the same strategy as above the conditional expectation version
bounds can be derived as well. This finishes the proof. �

2.2. Euler-Maruyama scheme for SDEs with bounded and Dini continuous drifts. The main
aim in this subsection is to provide an Lp version of Dareiotis and Gerencsér’s theorem on strong
convergence of the Euler approximation of solutions to SDEs (1.1) when drift is bounded and
Dini continuous.
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Theorem 2.7. Assume that the drift b satisfies Assumption (H1). Let γ ∈ (0, 1). Then for all p ≥ 1,
N ∈N we obtain that

E
[

sup
0≤t≤1

|XN
t − Xt|2p

]

≤ CN(−1+γ)p,

where the process XN stands for the Euler-Maruyama scheme given by

dXN
t = b(t,XN

kN(t))dt + dWt, XN
0 = x, (2.11)

where, kN(t) = ⌊Nt⌋
N , and the symbol ⌊·⌋ denotes the integer part.

Since the pivotal concept for establishing the above result was only recently introduced in the
literature (see [32]), we will briefly recall some key ideas here for the sake of clarity and better
understanding.

Definition 2.8. A real valued adapted right continuous process with left limits (Vt)t∈[0,τ] is called a
bounded mean oscillation (BMO) if

[V]BMO := sup
0≤s≤S≤S′≤τ

‖E[|VS′ − VS−|/FS]‖∞ < ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all the stopping times S, S′; VS− = limr↑S Vr and we set V0− = V0, by
convention.

The modulus of mean oscillation ̺(V) : {(s, t) ∈ [0, τ]2 : s ≤ t} → [0,∞) of each BMO -process V is
defined as

̺s,t(V) = sup
0≤s≤S≤S′≤t

‖E[|VS′ − VS−|/FS]‖∞, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ τ,

where the supremum is taken over all stopping times S, S′ satisfying s ≤ S ≤ S′ ≤ t.
The following can be found in [32, Theorem 2.3]

Theorem 2.9 (John-Nirenberg inequality). Given V a BMO -process and let r be a fixed number in
[0, τ]. Then, for every integer p ≥ 1

‖E[sup
r≤t≤τ
|Vt − Vr|p/Fr]‖∞ ≤ p!(11̺r,τ(V))p.

Together with the author in [32], we observe that for any bounded and measurable function b

and for each integer N ∈ N, the process VN
t :=

∫ t

0
b(s,Ws) − b(s,WkN(s))ds defines a BMO -process.

In fact, from [11, Lemma 2.1] the following bound holds for all s ≤ t

E[|VN
t − VN

s |/Fs] ≤ E[|VN
t − VN

s |2/Fs]
1
2 ≤ C(N−1 log(N + 1))

1
2 . (2.12)

Therefore, the John-Nirenberg inequality guarantees the following strong estimate

essupω∈Ω

(

E sup
s≤t≤1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

b(r,Wr) − b(r,WkN(r))dr
∣

∣

∣

∣

2p/

Fs

)

≤ p!
(

121CN−1 log(N + 1)
)p
. (2.13)

Proof of Theorem 2.7. We will start by providing an Lp bound of the following bounded process

H(XN) = sup
0≤t≤1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
( f (s,XN

s ) − f (s,XN
kN(s)))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

where we recall that the bound (2.13) provides a similar bound for the process H(Wx
t ), and Wx

t

denotes the Brownian motion starting at x ∈ Rd. Applying Hölder’s inequality, we obtain that

EH(XN)2p ≤ CE
[

(H(XN))2p−γ
E

2p−γ
2p

N
E

γ−2p
2p

N

]

≤ CE
[

H(XN)2p
EN

]

2p−γ
2p
E
[

E

γ−2p
γ

N

]

γ
2p
= EN

[

H(XN)2p
]

2p−γ
2p
E
[

E

γ−2p
γ

N

]

γ
2p

where EN := EN(
∫ t

0
b(XN

s )dWs) stands for the Doléans-Dade exponential under which the measure
dPN := ENdP defines an equivalent measure of the underlying probability measure P. EN stands
for the expectation with respect toPN. Moreover, thanks to Girsanov theorem the process (XN

t −x)
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defines a Brownian motion underPN. Therefore, from (2.13), using [N−1 log(N+1)]
2p−γ

2 ≤ CN(−1+γ)p

and the uniform bound of the drift b we deduce that

EH(XN)2p ≤ C
[

p!
(

121CN−1 log(N + 1)
)p]

2p−γ
2p ≤ C(p)N(−1+γ)p. (2.14)

Let us now turn to the core of the proof. We start by choosing T0 < 1 sufficiently small. For
i = 1, . . . , d, applying a time reversal argument, we know from Theorem 2.3 that there is a unique
strong solution u to the following PDE

∂tu
i(t, x)+

1
2
∆ui(t, x) + (b · ∇ui)(t, x) = −bi(t, x), ui(T, x) = 0, ∀x ∈ Rd,

such that

‖ui‖L∞([0,T];C2
b
(Rd)) ≤ C(d,T)

(

1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd))

)

. (2.15)

Let us observe that since b is bounded and Dini, one can show as in [11] (see also [39]) that

‖∇ui‖ ≤ C(h, d, ‖b‖∞)
√

T. (2.16)

In the following C(p) is a generic constant that might change from one line to the other. Applying
Itô’s formula to ui(t,Xt) and ui(t,Xn

t ), respectively and using the PDE above, we obtain that

∫ t

0
bi(s,Xs)ds =ui(0, x)− ui(t,Xt) +

d
∑

j=1

∫ t

0
ui

x j
(s,Xs)dW

j
s (2.17)

∫ t

0
bi(s,XN

s )ds =ui(0, x)− ui(t,XN
t ) +

d
∑

j=1

∫ t

0
ui

x j
(s,XN

s )dW
j
s

+

d
∑

j=1

∫ t

0
ui

x j
(s,XN

s )(b j(s,XN
kn(s)) − b j(s,XN

s ))ds. (2.18)

We have by its definition

|XN
t − Xt|2p

≤ 22p−1
(

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
b(s,Xs)ds −

∫ t

0
b(s,XN

s )ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
b(s,XN

s )ds −
∫ t

0
b(s,XN

kN(s))ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

2p)

. (2.19)

By taking the supremum and then the expectation we obtain that

E sup
0≤t≤T0

|XN
t − Xt|2p

≤ C(p)E sup
0≤t≤T0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
b(s,Xs)ds −

∫ t

0
b(s,XN

s )ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

+ C(p)E sup
0≤t≤T0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
b(s,XN

s )ds −
∫ t

0
b(s,XN

kN(s))ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

≤ C(p)(E sup
0≤t≤T0

JN
t +N(−1+γ)p), (2.20)
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where we have used the bound (2.14) to obtain the last inequality. Using (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18)
and the boundedness of b give

JN
t ≤ C(p)

d
∑

i=1

|ui(t,Xt) − ui(t,XN
t )|2p

+ C(p)
d

∑

i, j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
ui

x j
(s,Xs) − ui

x j
(s,XN

s )dW
j
s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

+ C(p)
d

∑

i, j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(b jui

x j
)(s,XN

s ) − (b jui
x j

)(s,XN
kN(s))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

+ C(p)
d

∑

i, j=1

∫ t

0
|b j(XN

kN(s))|
2p|ui

x j
(s,XN

s ) − ui
x j

(s,XN
kN(s))|

2pds

≤ C(p, d)
√

T0|Xt − XN
t |2p
+ C(p)

d
∑

i, j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
ui

x j
(s,Xs) − ui

x j
(s,XN

s )dW
j
s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

+ C(p)
d

∑

i, j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(b jui

x j
)(s,XN

s ) − (b jui
x j

)(s,XN
kN(s))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

+ C(p, d)
d

∑

i, j=1

∫ t

0
|XN

s − XN
kN(s)|

2pds. (2.21)

Taking the supremum and the expectation on both sides, and applying the bound (2.14), the
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and the boundedness of the drift b we deduce that

E sup
0≤t≤T0

JN
t ≤ C(p, d)

√

T0E sup
0≤t≤T0

|Xt − XN
t |2p
+ C(p, d)

(

∫ T0

0
E|Xs − XN

s |2ds
)p

+ C(p)N(−1+γ)p
+ C(p, d)

∫ T0

0
E|XN

s − XN
kN(s)|

2pds

≤ C(p, d)
√

T0E sup
0≤t≤T0

|Xt − XN
t |2p
+ C(p, d)

∫ T0

0
E sup

0≤r≤s

|Xr − XN
r |2pds

+ C(p)N(−1+γ)p
+ C(p, d)N−p

Combining this with (2.20) and choosing T0 small enough such that C(p, d)
√

T0 <
1
2 .

E sup
0≤t≤T0

|XN
t − Xt|2p ≤ C(p, d)

(

∫ T0

0
E sup

0≤r≤s

|Xr − XN
r |2pds +N(−1+γ)p

)

. (2.22)

The desired bound is obtained by applying the Gronwall’s lemma to the function t 7→
E sup0≤r≤t |XN

r − Xr|2p. This concludes the proof for T0 sufficiently small. The case of T0 not
sufficiently small can be handle as in [11, 39]. �

The following result is also interested on its own, since it provides a stability result for the
Euler-Maruyama scheme for SDEs with non-smooth drifts

Corollary 2.10. Let the assumptions of Theorem be in force. Assume further that for all i = 1, 2 Xi,N
t is

the Euler approximation of the solution to the SDE (1.1) given by (2.11). Then the following holds

E
[

sup
0≤t≤1

|X1,N
t − X2,N

t |
2p
]

≤ CN(−1+γ)p.
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Proof. Following the same arguments as in the proof of the previous theorem, we will simply
assume that T0 < 1 sufficiently small such that for all p ≥ 1

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T0

|X1,N
t − X2,N

t |
2p
]

≤ C(p)N(−1+γ)p
+ E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T0

0
b(s,X1,N

s )ds −
∫ T0

0
b(s,X2,N

s )ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

≤ C(p)N(−1+γ)p
+ C(p, d)

√

T0E
[

sup
0≤t≤T0

|X1,N
t − X2,N

t |
2p
]

+ C(p, d)
∫ T0

0
E sup

0≤r≤s

|X1,N
r − X2,N

r |2pds.

Hence, applying once more the Gronwall’s lemma we obtain the result. This concludes the
proof. �

3. Notations and Preliminary results

In this section, we start this by recalling some notations, and definitions of some basic concepts.
We also revisit several results on the differentiability of Forward-Backward Stochastic Differential
Equations (FBSDEs) with rough drift and quadratic drivers, as well as the differentiability of
quadratic BSDEs with discrete functional terminal values.

3.1. Some notations and definitions. For fixed T > 0, d ∈N, p ∈ [2,∞), we denote by:
• D stands for the space of all càdlàg functions defined on [0,T];
• Lp(Rd) the space of FT-adapted random variables X such that ‖X‖p

Lp := E|X|p < ∞;
• L∞(Rd) the space of bounded random variables with norm ‖X‖L∞ := essupω∈Ω |X(ω)|;
• S p(Rd) the space of all adapted continuous Rd-valued processes X such that ‖X‖p

S p(Rd)
:=

E supt∈[0,T] |Xt|p < ∞;
• H p(Rd) the space of all predictable Rd-valued processes Z such that ‖Z‖p

H p(Rd)
:=

E(
∫ T

0
|Zs|2ds)p/2 < ∞;

• S ∞(Rd) the space of continuous {Fs}0≤t≤T-adapted processes Y : Ω× [0,T]→ Rd such that
‖Y‖∞ := essupω∈Ω supt∈[0,T] |Yt(ω)| < ∞;

• BMO(P) the space of square integrable martingales M with M0 = 0 such that ‖M‖BMO(P) =

supτ∈[0,T] ‖E[〈M〉T − 〈M〉τ]/Fτ‖1/2∞ < ∞, the supremum is taken over all stopping times
τ ∈ [0,T];

• HBMO the space of Rd- valued H p-integrable processes (Zt)t∈[0,T] for all p ≥ 2 such that
Z ∗ B =

∫

0
ZsdBs ∈ BMO(P).We define ‖Z‖HBMO := ‖

∫

ZdB‖BMO(P);

• L∞([0,T]; C
β

b
(Rd;Rd)) the space of all vector fields b : [0,T] ×Rd → Rd having all compo-

nents in L∞([0,T]; C
β

b
(Rd)) and L∞([0,T]; C

β

b
(Rd)) stands for the set of all bounded Borel

functions b : [0,T] ×Rd → R such that

[b]β,T = sup
t∈[0,T]

sup
x,y∈Rd

|b(t, x) − b(t, y)|
|x − y|β

< ∞.

Definition 3.1. A functional Φ : Dd → R is called L∞-Lipschitz, if there exists a constant ΛΦ > 0 such
that

|Φ(x1) −Φ(x2)| ≤ ΛΦ sup
0≤t≤T

|x1(t) − x2(t)|, ∀x1, x2 ∈Dd; (3.1)

and Φ : Dd → R is called L1-Lipschitz, if it satisfies

|Φ(x1) −Φ(x2)| ≤ ΛΦ
∫ T

0
|x1(t) − x2(t)|dt, ∀x1, x2 ∈ Dd. (3.2)

As pointed in [53], two typical examples of L∞-Lipschitz and L1-Lipschitz continuous func-

tionals are given by Φ(x) = max0≤t≤T |x(t)| andΦ(x) =
∫ T

0
x(t)dt which for example could represent
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the payoff of a lookback options and Asian options, respectively. Let us recall the following
approximation result from [35] and [53]

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that Φ is an L∞-Lipschitz functional satisfying condition (3.1)3. Let Π = {π} be a
family of partitions of [0,T]. Then there is a family of discrete functionals {ϕπ : π ∈ Π} such that

(i) for each π ∈ Π, assuming π : 0 = t0 < · · · < tn = T we have that ϕπ ∈ C∞
b

(Rd(n+1)) and satisfies

n
∑

i=0

|∇xi
ϕπ(x)| ≤ S(ϕ), ∀x = (x0, · · · , xn) ∈ Rd(n+1), (3.3)

where the constant S(ϕ) is such that S(ϕ) < CΛΦ and ΛΦ is given in (3.1).
(ii) for any x ∈ Dd, it holds that

lim
|π|→0

∣

∣

∣ϕπ(x(t0), · · · , x(tn)) −Φ(x)
∣

∣

∣ = 0. (3.4)

Remark 3.3. For bounded terminal value Φ, we will then consider the bounded approximation of the
L∞-Lipschitz or L1-Lipschitz functional Φ as proposed in [54, Remark 3.3]:

ϕ̂π =
(‖ξ‖L∞ ∧ ϕπ ∨ (−‖ξ‖L∞ )

) ∗ ̺r, (3.5)

where {̺r}r stands for a sequence of mollifiers ̺r : Rd×r → R with
∫

̺rdx1 · · ·dxr. Therefore, for any
continuous process X defined on a filtered probability space (Ω,F,P, {Ft}t) it holds

lim
|π|→0

∣

∣

∣ϕ̂π
(

Xt0 , · · · ,Xtr

) −Φ(X)
∣

∣

∣ = 0. (3.6)

In the sequel, the function ϕ : Rd×r → R stands for any Lipschitz continuous function such that

|ϕ(x1, x2, · · · , xr) − ϕ(y1, y2, · · · , yr)| ≤
r

∑

i=1

Λ
(i)
ϕ |xi − yi|, (3.7)

for any x1, x2, · · · , xr ∈ Rd and y1, y2, · · · , yr ∈ Rd, and the sum of Lipschitz coefficients will be
denoted by

S(ϕ) =
r

∑

i=1

Λ
(i)
ϕ . (3.8)

3.2. Differentiability of quadratic FBSDEs with Dini-continuous drift. Here, we extend the
general results derived in [22] and [54], by assuming that the drift of the forward process is
bounded and Dini continuous, and the terminal value is a functional of multiple final valued
processes (X(i)

T
) for 1 ≤ i ≤ r.

We start by studying the differentiability with respect to the starting point of the forward
process X.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose Assumption 1.1 holds. Fix r > 0 and Let x = (x(1), x(2), · · · , x(r)) and p > 1.

Assume in addition the terminal condition ξ is of the following form ξ = Φ(X(1)
T
,X(2)

T
, · · · ,X(r)

T
), where

Φ ∈ C1(Rd×r;R) is bounded and (X(i)
T

)1≤i≤r solves (1.1) for each drift bi, 1 ≤ i ≤ r satisfying Assumption
(A1). Assume furthermore that g is continuously differentiable in x, y and z. Then the couple (Y,Z)
solution to (1.2) is differentiable and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r, the derivative process (∇x(i) Y,∇x(i)Z) ∈ S p ×H p

solves the following BSDE for any p > p′0

∇x(i) Yt =∇x(i)Φ(X(1)
T
,X(2)

T
, · · · ,X(r)

T
)∇x(i)X

(i)
T
−

∫ T

t

∇x(i) ZsdWs

+

∫ T

t

〈∇g(s,X(i)
s ,Ys,Zs),∇x(i)X

(i)
s 〉ds, (3.9)

where ∇x(i)X(i) = (∇x(i) X(i),∇x(i)Y,∇x(i) Z) and ∇g = (∇x(i) g,∇yg,∇zg) .

3A similar approximation procedure in the case where Φ is an L1-Lipschitz can be found in [35, Lemma 5.2]
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Before proving Proposition 3.4, we first highlight some important integrability properties of
BMO martingales within our framework. For more details, we refer the interested reader to [27].
These properties are essential in the proofs of several results presented in this work.

Remark 3.5. Let assumptions of Proposition 3.4 be in force.

(1) Let (et)t≥0 be the process defined by et = exp(
∫ t

0
∇y g(s,X(i)

s )ds). From Assumption 1.1 g is not

uniformly Lipschitz continuous in y (as opposed to [54, 35, 53]), then the process (et)t≥0 is not

bounded. Hence for all 0 ≤ t ≤ s ≤ T we have, ese
−1
t ≤ AT := exp

(

2
∫ T

0
Λy(1 + |Zu|αdu

)

, with

α ∈ (0, 2) and from the BMO property of Z, we deduce that (et)t≥0 ∈ S p for all p ≥ 1.
(2) The Doléans-Dade exponential E (∇zg∗W) ∈ Lp0 and E (∇zg∗W)−1

= E (−∇zg∗WQ) ∈ Lp1 satisfy
the reverse Hölder inequality and we denote by p

′

0 and p
′

1 the conjugates of p0 and p1, respectively.

Moreover, the process WQ

t = Wt −
∫ t

0
∇zg(s,X(i)

s )ds is a Brownian motion under the measure Q

defined by dQ := E (∇zg ∗W)−1dP.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. From [41, Theorem 3], the forward process X(i) is Sobolev differentiable for
each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, since the drift bi is bounded and measurable for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, i.e. X(i) ∈ L2(Ω,W1,p

loc
).

Thanks to Theorem 2.4, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, the process (∇x(i)X
(i)
T

) is continuous, only as an Lp(Ω)
valued function thus fails to satisfy the condition (C3) of [21, Assumption 4.9]. Nevertheless, a
careful inspection of the proof in [21] shows that the continuity requirement of the terminal value
∇ξ can be relaxed to the continuity as an Lp-valued function in order to guarantee the continuity
in the Banach space S p×H p of the partial derivatives. On the other hand, from the assumptions
of the theorem, for all p > 1 we deduce

sup
x

E
[∣

∣

∣∇x(i)Φ(X(1)
T
,X(2)

T
, · · · ,X(r)

T
)∇x(i)X

(i)
T

∣

∣

∣

p] ≤ Λp

Φ
supE‖∇x(i) X

(i)
T
‖p < ∞.

Hence, the condition (C2) in [21, Assumption 4.9.] is satisfied by the terminal value ∇ξ. In
addition, one can also check that the drivers of the BSDE (1.2) satisfy condition (C1) in [21,
Assumption 4.9.]. Thus the solution (X(i),Y,Z) to the FBSDE (1.1)-(1.2) is differentiable with
respect to xi = (x(i)

1 , · · · , x
(i)
d

) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r and the derivative process (∇x(i)X(i),∇x(i)Y,∇x(i) Z) is the
unique solution to the linear equation (3.9). This proof is completed. �

Let us turn now to the variational differentiability in the sense of Malliavin.

Proposition 3.6. Let Assumptions of Proposition 3.4 be in force. Then the couple process (Y,Z) solution
to (1.2) is Malliavin differentiable and the derivative process (DuYt,DuZt) solves the affine BSDE for all
0 ≤ u ≤ t ≤ T.

DuYt =

r
∑

i=1

∇x(i)ϕ(X(1)
T
,X(2)

T
, · · · ,X(r)

T
)DuX(i)

T
−

∫ T

t

DuZsdBs

+

∫ T

t

〈∇g(s,X(i)
s ,Ys,Zs),DuX

(i)
s 〉ds , (3.10)

where, DuX
(i)
s = (DuX

(i)
s ,DuYs,DuZs), ∇g = (∇x(i) g,∇yg,∇zg).

In addition, the following representations hold for any u ∈ [0, t]

DuYt =

r
∑

i=1

(∇x(i)Yt)T(∇x(i)X
(i)
u )−1, (3.11)

Zt = DtYt =

r
∑

i=1

(∇x(i)Yt)T(∇x(i)X
(i)
t )−1, a.s., (3.12)

where, (∇x(i) X
(i)
t )−1 stands for the inverse of the first variation process ∇x(i) X

(i)
t .

Proof. Let (gǫ)ǫ>0 be a standard mollifier of the drivers g such that for all (t, x) ∈ [0,T] × Rd,
(y, z) ∈ K, limǫ→0 supK |gǫ(t, x, y, z) − g(t, x, y, z)| = 0, where K is any compact subset of R × Rd.
Thus (gǫ)ǫ>0 is infinitely differentiable with bounded derivatives of any order in x, y and z. Then
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from classical result in the theory of BSDEs, the following equation with bounded terminal value
ξ = ϕ(X(1)

T
, · · · ,X(i)

T
)

Yǫt = ξ +

∫ T

t

gǫ(s,X(i)
s ,Y

ǫ
s ,Z

ǫ
s )ds −

∫ T

t

Zǫs dWs (3.13)

has a unique Malliavin differentiable solution (X(i)
t ,Y

ǫ
t ,Z

ǫ
t ) ∈ S 2p × S ∞ × HBMO such that the

BMO-norm of the martingale Zǫ ∗W :=
∫ ·

0
Zǫs dWs does not dependent on ǫ > 0. In addition, the

derivative process DuX
(i,ǫ)
s = (DuX

(i)
t ,DuYǫt ,DuZǫt ) solves the linear equation

DuYǫt =

r
∑

i=1

∇x(i)ϕ(X(1)
T
,X(2)

T
, · · · ,X(r)

T
)DuX

(i)
T
−

∫ T

t

DuZǫs dWs

+

∫ T

t

〈∇gǫ(s,X(i)
s ,Y

ǫ
s ,Z

ǫ
s ),DuX

(i,ǫ)
s 〉ds. (3.14)

From [21, Lemma 3.7] for p > 1, with p > p0 (p0 is such that E (Zǫ ∗W) ∈ Lp0 ) there is q ∈ (1,∞) only
depending on T, p and ‖Zǫ ∗W‖BMO such that

E
[

sup
t∈[0,T]

|DuYǫt |2p
+

(

∫ T

0
|DuZǫt |2dt

)p]q

≤CE
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=1

∇x(i)ϕ(X(1)
T
,X(2)

T
, · · · ,X(r)

T
)DuX(i)

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

2pq

+

(

∫ T

0
∇x(i) gǫ(t,X(i,ǫ)

t )DuX(i,ǫ)
t dt

)2pq]

≤C
(

r
∑

i=1

Λ
(i)
ϕ

)2pq
sup

i

E|DuX
(i)
T
|2pq
+ CE

(

sup
u≤t≤T

|DuX
(i)
t |

∫ T

0
(1 + |Yǫt | + ℓǫ(|Yǫt |)|Zǫt |α)dt

)2pq
,

where the last inequality comes from the properties of the drivers gǫ, ℓǫ stands for the mollifier of
the function ℓ. Using Young’s inequality and the uniform bound of Yǫ we deduce that

E
[

sup
t∈[0,T]

|DuYǫt |2p
+

(

∫ T

0
|DuZǫt |2dt

)p]q

≤C
(

r
∑

i=1

Λ
(i)
ϕ

)2pq
sup

i

E|DuX
(i)
T
|2pq
+ CE( sup

u≤t≤T

|DuX
(i)
t |

4pq) + CE
(

∫ T

0
(1 + |Yǫt | + |Zǫt |)dt

)4pq

≤C(p, q,T, ‖Zǫ ∗W‖BMO)(1 + S(ϕ)2pq), (3.15)

which is finite uniformly in ǫ > 0. We deduce that supǫ>0E
∫ T

0
|DuYǫt |dt < ∞, and by construction,

for each t ∈ [0,T], Yǫt converges to Yt in L2 as ǫ goes to 0. This implies that the backward component
Y of equation (1.2) is Malliavin differentiable i.e., Yt ∈ D1,2(R) for all t ∈ [0,T] (see [42, Lemma
1.2.3]). Next, we establish the Malliavin differentiability of the control process Z. It suffice to

prove that the stochastic integral A =
∫ T

0
ZtdWt is Malliavin differentiable (see [42, Lemma 1.3.4]).

Letting Aǫ =
∫ T

0
Zǫt dt, we clearly have Aǫ → A in L2(Ω, [0,T]) as ǫ → 0 since Zǫ → Z in H 2.

Moreover, for all u ∈ [0,T] we have

sup
ǫ>0
E
[

∫ T

0
|DuAǫ|2du

]

=E
[

∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

Zǫu +

∫ T

u

DuZǫt dWt

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
du

]

≤2E
[

∫ T

0
|Zǫu|2du

]

+ 2E
[

∫ T

0

∫ T

u

|DuZǫt |2dtdu
]

.

Using the fact Zǫt ∈ D1,2 for a.e. t ∈ [0,T] and the above estimate, we deduce from [42, Lemma 1.3.4]
that A is Malliavin differentiable, and thus Zt ∈ D1,2 for a.e.t ∈ [0,T]. By applying the dominated
convergence theorem, one can prove that each term in (3.14) converges to its corresponding
counterpart in equation (3.10).
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From [4] the following representation holds:

DuX
(i)
t = (∇x(i)X

(i)
t ))(∇x(i)X

(i)
u )−1

for all 0 ≤ u ≤ t ≤ T and for all 0 ≤ i ≤ r. Furthermore, from the uniqueness of solutions to
equation (3.10) we also deduce that

DuYt =

r
∑

i=1

(∇x(i)Yt)T(∇x(i)X
(i)
u )−1.

Moreover, for each 0 ≤ v ≤ t ≤ T, we have Yt − Yv = −
∫ t

v
g(s,X(i)

s ,Ys,Zs)ds +
∫ t

v
ZsdWs then

differentiating both sides of the above equation, we get

DuYt = −
∫ t

u

Dug(s,X(i)
s ,Ys,Zs)ds + Zu +

∫ t

u

DuZsdWs

for all 0 ≤ v ≤ u ≤ t ≤ T. In particular, for u = t we obtain that

Zt =

r
∑

i=1

(∇x(i) Yt)T(∇x(i)X
(i)
t )−1.

This conclude the proof. �

3.3. Quadratic BSDEs with discrete functional terminal value. In this subsection, we present
some essential properties of solutions to quadratic BSDEs with a discrete functional terminal value.
We begin by discussing their differentiability. The following lemma, derived from Propositions
3.4 and 3.6, is straightforward, so we omit its proof here (for comparison, see [54, Lemma 3.2.8]).

Lemma 3.7. Let us assume that the conditions of Proposition 3.4 are in force except that the terminal value
ξ is of the form ξ = ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr

) with 0 ≤ s0 ≤ s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sr−1 ≤ sr = T, satisfies (3.7)–(3.8) and
X(i) = X( j) for all i, j ∈ {1, · · · , r}. Then there exists a unique solution (∇ jY,∇ jZ) to the BSDE

∇ jYt =

r
∑

i≥ j

∇x(i)ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr
)∇xXsi

−
∫ T

t

∇ jZsdBs

+

∫ T

t

〈∇g(s,Xs),∇xXs〉ds. (3.16)

In addition, the following representations hold

DuYt =

r
∑

i=0

yi(t) (∇xXu)−1 1{u≥si}, 0 ≤ u ≤ t,

Zt = DtYt =

r
∑

i=0

yi(t) (∇xXt)
−1 1{t≥si},

where the operator D denotes the Malliavin derivative. Moreover, given a fixed time t such that t ∈
[s j, s j+1), 0 ≤ j ≤ N with the convention [sr, sr+1) = {T}, we have

DuYt =

(

∇ jYt

)T
(∇xXu)−1 , Zt =

(

∇ jYt

)T
(∇xXt)

−1 , (3.17)

and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r, (y0, z0) and (yi, zi) ∈ Rm × Rd×m are the adapted solutions to the following linear
BSDEs

y0(t) = −
∫ T

t

z0(s)dWs +

∫ T

t

(

∇y g(s,Xs)y0(s) + ∇zg(s,Xs)z0(s)
)

ds

+

∫ T

t

∇xg(s,Xs)∇Xsds, (3.18)

yi(t) = ξi −
∫ T

t

zi(s)dWs +

∫ T

t

(

∇y g(s,Xs)yi(s) + ∇zg(s,Xs)zi(s)
)

ds, (3.19)
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respectively, and ξi =
(

(∇xϕ)(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr
)
)T ∇xXsi

∈ Rm.

Remark 3.8. From Girsanov’s theorem and the reverse Hölder inequality we have for all 0 ≤ i ≤ r

EQ
[

∫ T

0
|ese
−1
t |2|zi(s)|2ds

]

≤ C(p0)E
[

sup
0≤s≤T

[|ese
−1
t |4p

′
0 ] +

(

∫ T

0
|zi(s)|2ds

)2p
′
0
]

1
p
′
0 < ∞.

Then, the stochastic integral
∫

0
ese
−1
t zi(s)dWQ

s defines a true martingale under the probability measure Q.
From the classical linearisation technique, the equations (3.18) and (3.19) can be rewritten as

y0(t) = −
∫ T

t

ese
−1
t z0(s)dWQ

s +

∫ T

t

ese
−1
t ∇xg(s,Xs)∇xXsds, (3.20)

yi(t) = eTe−1
t yi(T) −

∫ T

t

ese
−1
t zi(s)dWQ

s . (3.21)

The following lemma links the estimate of a sum of quadratic variation processes to the sum
of the terminal values of martingales. A version of this result is provided in [53, Lemma 3.3] for
Lipschitz continuous coefficients. For technical reasons, we will reproduce the version developed
in [54, Lemma 3.2.10]

Lemma 3.9. Let yi(t) ∈ L2p(Ω,Rm) be an Rm-valued adapted martingale for all 0 ≤ i ≤ r and p ≥
1. Then by the martingale representation theorem, there is a square integrable process zi(t) such that,

yi(t) = βi +

∫ t

0
zi(s)dWs. For any increasing function η : {0, 1, · · · ,N − 1} → {0, · · · , r}, we define

η̃ : {0, · · · , r} → {−1, 0, 1, · · · ,N − 1} as η̃ = sup{ j; η( j) ≤ i} with the convention sup ∅ = −1. Then, there
is a constant C(p,m) independent of r such that

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j)

zi(s)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
ds

)p]

≤ C(p,m)E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=0

yi(tη̃(i)+1) − yi(0)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2p]

.

The following result addresses the integrability of the supremum norm of the process Z, which
is crucial for proving the main results of this paper. Its extension to the case of functional terminal
values will be discussed in Remark 3.11.

Lemma 3.10. Let assumptions of Lemma 3.7 hold. Then for any p > p′0 > 1 there is a constant C only
depending on p, d,T and ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)) such that

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Zt|p
]

≤ C(1 + Sp(ϕ)), (3.22)

where p′0 is the conjugate of p0 and p0 is such that E
(∇zg ∗W

) ∈ Lp0 (see Remark 3.5). In particular, if g
is Lipschitz continuous in y then the control process Z is uniformly bounded i.e. there is a constant C > 0
such that

|Zt| ≤ Ce‖∇y g‖∞ (1 + S(ϕ)).

Proof. First, we assume that the coefficients b, g and ξ are continuously differentiable and the
terminal value ξ is of the form ξ = ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr

) with 0 ≤ s0 ≤ s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sr−1 ≤ sr = T,
satisfying (3.7)-(3.8). From Proposition 3.4, the solution (Y,Z) is differentiable, and the derivative
process (∇ jY,∇ jZ) satisfies the linear BSDE (3.16) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r. To derive the desired estimate,
it is enough to establish a bound for |(∇ jYt)T(∇Xt)−1| for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r. Given the assumption on
the driver g, we have, |∇zg(s,Xs)| ≤ Λz(1 + 4ℓ(|Ys|)|Zs|) ∈ HBMO. Using a standard linearisation
technique and applying Itô’s formula, we deduce

et∇ jYt = eT

r
∑

i= j

∇x(i)ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr
)∇xXsi

−
∫ T

t

es∇ZsdWQ
s

+

∫ T

t

es∇x g(s,Xs,Ys,Zs) · ∇Xsds, (3.23)



TIME DISCRETIZATION OF QFBSDES WITH SINGULAR DRIFT 23

where the measure Q with its associated Radon-Nikodym derivative dQ := E (∇zg ∗W)dP and
WQ are all defined in Remark 3.5. By taking the conditional expectation in (3.23) and using the
fact that the process (∇Xt)−1 is Ft-measurable we obtain that

∣

∣

∣∇ jYt(∇Xt)−1
∣

∣

∣

≤|(∇Xt)−1|EQ
[

AT

(∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i= j

∇x(i)ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr
)∇xXsi

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

t

∇xg(s,Xs,Ys,Zs) · ∇Xsds
∣

∣

∣

∣

)/

Ft

]

Using p′0 ∈ (1, p) we obtain from the reverse Hölder inequality the existence of a constant C

depending on p0 with 1/p0 + 1/p
′

0 = 1 such that
∣

∣

∣∇ jYt(∇Xt)−1
∣

∣

∣

≤ C(p0)|(∇Xt)−1|E
[

A
p′0
T

(

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i= j

∇x(i)ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr
)∇xXsi

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

t

∇x g(s,Xs,Ys,Zs) · ∇Xsds
∣

∣

∣

∣

)p′0
/

Ft

]
1

p′0 .

Therefore,

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣∇ jYt(∇Xt)−1
∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ C(p, p′0)E[ sup
0≤t≤T

|(∇Xt)−1|2p] + C(p, p′0)E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

E
[

A
p′0
T

(

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i= j

∇x(i)ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr
)∇xXsi

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

t

∇x g(s,Xs,Ys,Zs) · ∇Xsds
∣

∣

∣

∣

)p′0
/

Ft

]
2

p′0

]p

Successive application of the Doob’s maximal and Hölder’s inequalities gives

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣∇ jYt(∇Xt)−1
∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ C(p, p′0)E[ sup
0≤t≤T

|(∇Xt)−1|2p] + C(p′0, p0, p)E
[

A
p

T

{

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i= j

∇x(i)ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr
)∇xXsi

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0
∇x g(s,Xs,Ys,Zs) · ∇Xsds

∣

∣

∣

∣

}2p]

≤ C(p, p′0)E[ sup
0≤t≤T

|(∇Xt)−1|2p] + C(p′0, p0, p)E
[{

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i= j

∇x(i)ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr
)∇xXsi

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0
∇x g(s,Xs,Ys,Zs) · ∇Xsds

∣

∣

∣

∣

}4p] 1
2
.

By using the growth of g we obtain that

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣∇ jYt(∇Xt)−1
∣

∣

∣

p]

≤ C(p, p′0)E[ sup
0≤t≤T

|(∇Xt)−1|2p] + C(p′0, p0, p)E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i= j

∇x(i)ϕ(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr−1 ,Xsr
)∇xXsi

∣

∣

∣

∣

4p

+ sup
0≤s≤T

|∇Xs|8p
+

(

∫ T

0
Λx(1 + |Ys| + ℓ(|Ys|)|Zs|α)ds

)8p] 1
2

≤ C(p′0, p0, p,T, ‖Z ∗W‖BMO, ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))(1 + Sp(ϕ)), (3.24)
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where we used Theorem 2.4, equation (2.6), the boundedness of Y and the energy inequality to
obtain the last inequality. By applying a standard approximation procedure, one can show that
the bound remains valid even when the coefficients are not differentiable.

For the second point, if g is Lipschitz continuous in y then the process AT is uniformly bounded
by e‖∇y g‖∞ . There exists a constant C > 0 such that

∣

∣

∣∇ jYt(∇Xt)−1
∣

∣

∣

≤ Ce‖∇y g‖∞
(

S(ϕ) + EQ
[

∫ T

t

(1 + ℓ(|Ys|)|Zs|α)2ds
/

Ft

]
1
2
)

EQ
[

sup
t≤s≤T

|∇Xs(∇Xt)−1|2
/

Ft

]
1
2
.

≤ Ce‖∇y g‖∞ (1 + S(ϕ)),

where we applied the fact that Y is bounded, the energy’s inequality and Proposition 2.6 to obtain
the last inequality, C > 0 is a constant only depending on T and ‖Z ∗W‖BMO and ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)).
This concludes the proof. �

Remark 3.11.

• The above lemma remains valid for the general case when ξ = Φ(X.) by using standard stability
arguments of BSDEs and the Fatou’s Lemma. This is achieved by considering the bounded smooth
approximation {ϕ̂π}π of Φ(X) (as discussed in Remark 3.3), with the partition {π} of [0,T],
satisfying |π| → 0 and choosing S(ϕ) < CΛΦ. In other words, for any p > p′0 > 1 there exists a
constant C depending only on p, d,T and ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)) such that

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Zt|p
]

≤ C(1 + Λp

Φ
), (3.25)

where p′0 is the conjugate of p0 and p0 is such that E
(∇zg ∗W

) ∈ Lp0 (see Remark 3.5).
• Similarly, for ξ = Φ(X.) and if g is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in y, we obtain the following

uniform bound of Zt for all t ∈ [0,T]

|Zt| ≤ Ce‖∇y g‖∞ (1 + ΛΦ). (3.26)

• In the context of path-dependent FBSDE, the result above was first derived in [53, Lemma 3.2]
under the Cauchy-Lipschitz framework with an additional C1/2,1 assumption on the coefficients.
Recently, [54, Lemma 3.2.7], extended this to quadratic FBSDEs with (t, y, z) 7→ g(t, y, z) ∈
C1/2,1,1 and further assumed that the drift b ∈ C1+α for some α > 0. Beyond the L∞-Lipschitz (or
L1-Lipschitz) condition on the terminal value, the current result applies to quadratic FBSDEs with
non-differentiable coefficients and non-smooth drift.

3.4. Representation theorem revisited. In this subsection, we assume that the diffusion process
X in (1.1) starts at x ∈ Rd at a fixed time s ∈ [0,T], and we consider the Brownian filtration
Fs

t = σ(Wu−Ws, s ≤ u ≤ t) with the usualP augmentation. We further assume that the coefficients
b and g satisfy Assumption 1.1, and that the terminal value ξ is of the form ξ = ϕ(Xt1 ,Xt2 , . . . ,Xtn

),
where ϕ is any bounded and Lipschitz continuous function.

Theorem 3.12. Suppose ξ = ϕ(Xt1 ,Xt2 , . . . ,Xtn
), satisfies (3.7)–(3.8), where t ≤ t1 < t2 < . . . < tn ≤ T is

any partition of [t,T]. Suppose Assumption 1.1 holds and let (X,Y,Z) be the solution to the corresponding
FBSDE (1.1)-(1.2). Then, on each interval (ti−1, ti), i = 1, . . . , n the following holds P-almost surely

Zt = E
[

ϕ(Xt1 ,Xt2 , · · · ,Xtn
)Nt

ti
+

∫ T

t

g(v,Xv,Yv,Zv)Nt
v∧ti

dv
/

Fs
t

]

, (3.27)

and

Nt
v =

1
v − t

(Mt
v)T(∇Xt)−1, 0 ≤ s ≤ t < v ≤ T, (3.28)

and the two parameters process Ms
v is given by

Mt
v =

∫ v

t

(∇Xτ)TdWτ. (3.29)
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∇X = (∇1X, · · · ,∇dX) stands for the first variation of the diffusion X as defined in Definition 2.2. There
exists a version of Z that satisfy the following properties

(i) the mapping t 7→ Zt is a.s. continuous on each interval (ti−1, ti), i = 1, · · · , n;
(ii) both limits Zti− := lims↑ti

Zs and Zti+ := lims↓ti
Zs exist;

(iii) for all p > 0, there is a constant Cp > 0 such that

E|∆Zti
|p ≤ Cp. (3.30)

Consequently, the process Z has both càdlàg and càglàd versions, with discontinuities t0, . . . , tn and jump
sizes satisfying (3.30).

The proof of this theorem can be carried out using standard approximation techniques similar
to those in [21]. We will not reproduce the details here. We conclude this section by recalling the
following useful result.

Lemma 3.13. Let T > 0 be fixed and suppose that X and Y are two processes such that X is a square
integrable martingale and Y is also square integrable. Then the following holds

E [XtYt] = E [XTYt] , for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T. (3.31)

4. Proof of the main results

This section is devoted to the proofs of the main results.

4.1. Proofs of Theorem 1.4. This section is dedicated to the proofs of Theorems 1.4, 1.5, and
Proposition 1.6, below. As previously mentioned, the proof of Theorem 1.4 follows from Theorem
1.5 using approximation and stability results for quadratic BSDEs. One of the challenges is to find
an appropriate approximation for the path-dependent terminal value Φ, as outlined for instance
in Remark 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. As in the proof of Lemma 3.10, we will first assume that the coefficients b, g, ξ
are continuously differentiable. We recall that for all s ≤ v ≤ t,

Ys = ξ +

∫ t

s

g(v,Xv,Yv,Zv)dv −
∫ t

s

ZvdBv.

Then from BDG inequality we deduce that

E
[

sup
s≤r≤t

|Yr − Ys|p
]

≤ C(p)
{

E
(

∫ t

s

|g(v,Xv,Yv,Zv)|dv
)p
+ E

(

∫ t

s

|Zv|2dv
)p/2}
.

By using the growth of g and the fact that Yv is bounded we obtain that:

E
[

sup
s≤r≤t

|Yr − Ys|p
]

≤ C(p)
{

|t − s|p + E
[(

∫ t

s

(1 + ℓ(|Yv|))|Zv|2dv
)p
+

(

∫ t

s

|Zv|2dv
)p/2]}

.

From to the local boundedness of ℓ and the bound (3.22), we have

E
[

sup
s≤r≤t

|Yr − Ys|p
]

≤C(p)
{

|t − s|p + |t − s|pE[sup
s≤v≤t

|Zv|2p] + |t − s|p/2E[sup
s≤v≤t

|Zv|2p]
}

≤C(p)(1+ S(ϕ)2p)
{

|t − s|p + |t − s|p/2
}

.

Let us focus now on the regularity of the process Z. We recall that our main aim is to establish
the following bound

N−1
∑

j=0

E
(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt − Zt j
|2dt

)p
≤ Chp,
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where π0 : 0 = s0 < · · · < sr−1 < sr = T is a partition of [0,T], and π1 : 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T is
another partition of [0,T] and h = sup j |t j+1 − t j|. From Jensen’s inequality,

N−1
∑

j=0

E
(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt − Zt j
|2dt

)p
≤ Chp−1

N−1
∑

j=0

E

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt − Zt j
|2pdt.

Thus, it is sufficient to evaluate the quantity E|Zt −Zt j
|2p, for all p > 1. We will establish the result

for the case where π0 is finer than π1; the converse can be handled similarly without significant
difficulty (see [46]). Assume ti = sli for some increasing sequence (li)N

i=1. For technical reasons,
we will use of the expressions provided by equation (3.17). Specifically, for any t ∈ [sk, sk+1) ⊂
[sl j
, sl j+1 ) = [t j, t j+1), we write

Zt − Zt j
=

(

∇kYt

)T
(∇xXt)

−1 −
(

∇l j Yt j

)T (

∇xXt j

)−1

= I
1, j
t + I

2, j
t ,

where I
1, j
t :=

(

∇l j Yt

)T (

(∇xXt)−1 − (∇xXt j
)−1

)

and I
2, j
t :=

(

∇kYt − ∇l j Yt j

)T (

∇xXt j

)−1
. Thus,

Cphp−1
N−1
∑

j=0

E
[

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt − Zt j
|2pdt

]

≤ Cphp−1
N−1
∑

j=0

E
[

∫ t j+1

t j

(

|I1, j
t |

2p
+ |I2, j

t |
2p
)

dt
]

.

The contribution of E[|I1, j
t |2p] can be derived similarly to the approach in [21, Page 4786]. For

completeness, we briefly reproduce it here. Since b is assumed to be continuously differentiable,
the map t 7→ (∇xXt)−1 satisfies a linear equation. Therefore, for all 0 ≤ t j ≤ t one can write

|(∇xXt)−1 − (∇xXt j
)−1|

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

k=1

∫

t j<t j1<...<t jk
<t

b′(t j1 ,X
x
t j1

) : · · · : b′(t jk ,X
x
t jk

)dt j1 · · ·dt jk

∣

∣

∣

∣

, (4.1)

where the symbol “ : ” stands for the matrix multiplication. For any p ≥ 2, Hölder’s inequality
and (3.17) yield

E
[

|I1, j
t |

2p
]

≤ E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|∇xXt|8p
]

1
4
E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Zt|8p
]

1
4
E
[

|(∇xXt)−1 − (∇xXt j
)−1|4p

]
1
2
.

Substitute (4.1) into the above inequality and apply Theorem 2.4, the bound (3.22), and Hölder’s
inequality again to obtain with h j = |t j+1 − t j|

E
[

|I1, j
t |

2p
]

≤E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|∇xXt|8p
]

1
4
E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Zt|8p
]

1
4

× E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

k=1

∫

t j<t j1<...<t jk
<t

b′(t j1 ,Xt j1
) : · · · : b′(t jk ,Xt jk

)dt j1 · · ·dt jk

∣

∣

∣

∣

4p] 1
2

≤C(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))(1 + S(ϕ)2p)

× E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

k=1

∫

t j<t j1<...<t jk
<t

b′(t j1 ,Xt j1
) : · · · : b′(t jk ,Xt jk

)dt j1 · · ·dt jk

∣

∣

∣

∣

4p] 1
2

≤C(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))(1 + S(ϕ)2p)hp

j
, (4.2)

where, we used Girsanov’s theorem and [38, Proposition 3.7] to derive the last inequality. We
emphasize that the constant above does not depend on the Lipschitz norm of the drift b, unlike
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in [53] or [54]. Let us turn now to the control of I
2, j
t . From Lemma 3.7, we deduce that

∇kYt − ∇l j Yt j
= y0(t) − y0(t j) +

r
∑

i=k

(

yi(t) − yi(t j)
)

−
k−1
∑

i≥l j

yi(t j). (4.3)

Using the mean value theorem, Remark 3.8 and the definition of WQ, we observe that for τ ∈ [t j, t]

yi(t) − yi(t j) = e−1
t j

[(

etyi(t) − et j
yi(t j)

)

+ (et j
− et)yi(t)

]

= −(t − t j)∇yg(τ,Xτ)eτe−1
t j

yi(t j) +
∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j

zi(τ)dWτ

−
∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j
∇zg(τ,Xτ)zi(τ)dτ.

Similarly, for τ ∈ [t j, t]

y0(t) − y0(t j) =
∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j

z0(τ)dWτ −
∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j
∇x g(τ,Xτ)∇Xτdτ

−
∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j

z0(τ)∇zg(τ,Xτ)dτ.

Thus, (4.3) becomes

∇kYt − ∇l j Yt j
= −eτe

−1
t j
∇yg(τ,Xτ)(t − t j)

r
∑

i=k

yi(t j) −
k−1
∑

i≥l j

yi(t j)

−
r

∑

i=k

(

∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j
∇zg(τ,Xτ)zi(τ)dτ −

∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j

zi(τ)dWτ

)

−
∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j
∇x g(τ,Xτ)∇xXτdτ −

∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j
∇zg(τ,Xτ)z0(τ)dτ

+

∫ t

t j

eτe
−1
t j

z0(τ)dWτ. (4.4)

Observe that the process et j
= exp(

∫ t j

0
Λy(1 + |Zu|α0)du) is bounded from below by one. Then by

taking the p-th power, then the supremum, and applying the conditional BDG inequality, we
deduce that

E
[∣

∣

∣∇kYt − ∇l j Yt j

∣

∣

∣

2p
/Ft j

]

≤CpE
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

(t j+1 − t j)∇yg(τ,Xτ)
r

∑

i=k

eτyi(t j)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

k−1
∑

i≥l j

et j
yi(t j)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2p

+

(

∫ t

t j

r
∑

i≥k

eτ∇z g(τ,Xτ)zi(τ)dτ
)2p
+

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i≥k

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)p

+

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣eτz0(τ)
∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)p
+

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|eτ∇xg(τ,Xτ)∇xXτ|dτ
)2p

+

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|eτ∇zg(τ,Xτ)z0(τ)|dτ
)2p/

Ft j

]

. (4.5)
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Let us recall that the expression of I
2, j
t is given by I

2, j
t :=

(

∇kYt − ∇l j Yt j

)T (

∇xXt j

)−1
and using the

fact that the process (∇xXt j
)−1 is Ft j

-measurable, we deduce that

N−1
∑

j=0

E
[

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣I
2, j
t

∣

∣

∣

2p
dt

]

≤
N−1
∑

j=0

l j+1−1
∑

k=l j

E
[

∫ sk+1

sk

E
[∣

∣

∣∇kYt − ∇l j Yt j

∣

∣

∣

2p
/Ft j

]

|(∇Xt j
)−1|2pdt

]

, (4.6)

which can be written as
∑N−1

j=0 E
[ ∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣I
2, j
t

∣

∣

∣

2p
dt

]

≤ Cp

∑7
ν=1 Tν, and each term Tν for 1 ≤ ν ≤ 7 comes

from (4.5).
We introduce another partition π2 finer than π1 defined by: π2 : 0 = µ0 < µ1 < · · · < µ ˆ̺1 < · · · <

µ ˆ̺2 < · · ·µ ˆ̺N
= T and satisfying the following properties (see [54, 53]).

• µ ˆ̺i
= sli = ti with ˆ̺i+1 − ˆ̺i = γ for some γ > 0 large enough, for all 0 ≤ i ≤ r;

• there exists ̺k =
µ ˆ̺i+k+1−µ ˆ̺i+k

ti+1−ti
independent of i for all 0 ≤ k ≤ γ − 1 such that

∑γ−1
k=0 ̺k = 1;

• π1 belongs to π2 and there exist a surjective function η(i, k) : {0, · · · ,N − 1} × {0, · · · , γ} →
{0, 1, · · · , r} such that µ ˆ̺i+k = sη(i,k) for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1 and 0 ≤ k ≤ γ − 1;

• li ≤ η(i, k) ≤ l j+1 − 1 with η(i, k + 1) ≥ η(i, k), η(i + 1, k) ≥ η(i, ι) for all i, k, ι.

Hence, we observe for instance with the term T4 that

T4 =

N−1
∑

j=0

l j+1−1
∑

k=l j

(sk+1 − sk)E
[(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=k

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)p∣
∣

∣(∇Xt j
)−1

∣

∣

∣

2p]

=

N−1
∑

j=0

γ−1
∑

k=0

(µk+1 − µk)
t j+1 − t j

E
[(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)p∣
∣

∣(∇Xt j
)−1

∣

∣

∣

2p]

h j.

Thus T4 can be estimated as follows

T4 ≤
γ−1
∑

k=0

̺kE
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)p∣
∣

∣(∇Xt j
)−1

∣

∣

∣

2p]

h

≤
γ−1
∑

k=0

̺kE
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p] 1
2
E
[

sup
j

∣

∣

∣(∇Xt j
)−1

∣

∣

∣

4p]
1
2
h. (4.7)

Note that E[sup j |(∇Xt j
)−1|4p] < C(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd))), thanks to Proposition 2.6. On the other

hand, by first applying the reverse Hölder inequality and then using the Lemma 3.9, we deduce
that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p]

≤C(p1)EQ
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2pp
′
1
]

1
p
′
1

≤C(p, p1)EQ
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=0

e−1
tη̃( j,k)+1

yi(tη̃( j,k)+1) − e−1
0 yi(0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

4pp
′
1
]

1
p
′
1 .
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Using the expression of yi given by (3.21) in Remark 3.8 under the probability measure Q, we
obtain that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p]

≤C(p, p1)EQ
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=0

EQ
[

eT yi(T)/F(tη̃( j,k)+1)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

4pp
′
1
+

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=0

EQ[eT yi(T)]
∣

∣

∣

∣

4pp
′
1
]

1
p
′
1

≤C(p, p1)EQ
[

S(ϕ)4pp
′
1

(

sup
0≤s≤T

EQ
[

eT sup
0≤si≤T

|∇xXsi
|/Fs

])4pp
′
1

+ S(ϕ)4pp
′
1EQ

[

|eT sup
0≤si≤T

|∇xXsi
|
]4pp

′
1
]

1
p
′
1 ,

where the last inequality follows from (3.21) in Remark 3.8, the definition of the terminal value
and noting that S(ϕ) =

∑r
i=1Λ

i
ϕ denotes the sum of the Lipschitz constant of the functional ϕ. By

applying the Doob’s maximal inequality and the reverse Hölder’s inequality we obtain that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p]

≤C(p, p1, p
′
1)
(

S(ϕ)4pEQ
[

e
4p

T
sup

0≤si≤T

|∇xXsi
|4p

])

≤C(p, p1, p
′
1)C(p0)

(

S(ϕ)4pE
[

e
4pp′0
T

sup
0≤si≤T

|∇xXsi
|4pp′0

]
1

p′0
)

≤C(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))S(ϕ)4p, (4.8)

where, the constant C depends only on p, p1, p′1, p
′
0 and the BMO norm of Z. Hence, by plugging

(4.8) in (4.7) we obtain an bound for the term T4 which is given by:

T4 ≤ C

γ−1
∑

k=0

̺k(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))S(ϕ)2ph

≤ C(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))S(ϕ)2ph. (4.9)

Similarly, a bound for the term T3 can be derived as follows

T3 ≤
γ−1
∑

k=0

̺kE
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)∇zg(τ,Xτ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p] 1
2
E
[

sup
j

∣

∣

∣(∇Xt j
)−1

∣

∣

∣

4p]
1
2
h.

Let us notice that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)∇zg(τ,Xτ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p]

≤E
[

N−1
∑

j=0

sup
t j≤τ≤t j+1

|∇zg(τ,Xτ)|4p
(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p]

≤CpE
[

1 + sup
0≤τ≤T

(ℓ(|Yτ|)|Zτ|)8p
]

1
2 × E

[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i=η( j,k)

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)4p] 1
2

≤Cp(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))S(ϕ)4p,

where we used the growth |∇zg(τ,Xτ)| ≤ Λz(1 + ℓ(|Yτ|)|Zτ|) and the inequality (4.8), to derive
the last two inequalities. Thus, there is a constant C (independent of h)such that the term T3 is
controlled by

T3 ≤ Ch. (4.10)
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Let us turn now to establish the estimate of the terms T5,T6 and T7. Analogously to (4.7), we
observe that

T5 ≤
γ−1
∑

k=0

̺kE
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣eτz0(τ)
∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p] 1
2
E
[

sup
j

|(∇Xt j
)−1|4p

]
1
2
h ≤ Ch. (4.11)

Indeed, using the reverse Hölder inequality once again and applying Lemma 3.9 lead to

E
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣eτz0(τ)
∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p]

≤C(p1)EQ
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣eτz0(τ)
∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2pp′1
]

1
p′

1

≤C(p1)EQ
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

eT y0(T) − y0(0)
∣

∣

∣

∣

4pp′1]
1

p′
1

≤C(p1)EQ
[

EQ
(

∫ T

0
|eτ∇xg(τ,Xτ)∇Xτ|dτ

)4p1p′1
]

1
p′1 .

By using the growth of ∇x g and the integrability of ∇X, we deduce that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=0

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣eτz0(τ)
∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2p]

≤ C(p1, p0,T, ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)), ‖Z ∗W‖BMO). (4.12)

The bounds of T6 and T7 follow similarly i.e. there exist a constant C independent of h such that

T6 + T7 ≤ Ch. (4.13)

Indeed, using similar estimates as above T7 for instance can be controlled by

T7 ≤
γ−1
∑

k=0

̺kE
[∣

∣

∣ sup
0≤τ≤T

∇zg(τ,Xτ)
∣

∣

∣

8p
+

(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ tt j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

eτz0(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)4p] 1
2
E

[

∣

∣

∣(∇Xt j
)−1

∣

∣

∣

4p
] 1

2

h

≤ C(p)
γ−1
∑

k=0

̺kE
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2
h

≤ Ch.

It remains to estimate T1 and T2 in order to conclude the proof. Let us start with T2. Using the
same technique as before again, we deduce that

T2 ≤
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̺kE
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∣

η( j,k)−1
∑

i=l j
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[
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Recall that E
[

sup j

∣

∣

∣(∇Xt j
)−1

∣

∣

∣

4p] ≤ C, where the constant C does not depend on h (see (2.6)).
Therefore by the definition of the terminal value

T2 ≤ C(p1, p)
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Q
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Q
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j=0
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0≤s≤T
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|∇xXsi
|/Fs

])4pp′1
]

1
2p′1 h.

Using the Doob’s maximal inequality and the integrability of ∇xX we deduce that

T2 ≤ C(p1, p)(1 + S(ϕ)2p)h. (4.14)
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Finally, for τ ∈ (t j, t j+1) the term T1 can be rewritten as follow

T1 =

N−1
∑

j=0

l j+1−1
∑

k=l j

E
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sk
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∣

∣
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∣

∣

∣

2p
dt,

where we used the elementary inequality 2ab ≤ a2 + b2 to obtain the inequality above. Therefore,
by using once more the same technique we deduce that

T1 ≤ Cp
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+
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∣

∣

∣

8p]
1
2
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From the growth of ∇yg, the boundedness of Y, the integrability of eτ and the control from T2 we
have that

T1 ≤ CpT4pE
[

(1 + ℓ(|Yτ|) sup
0≤τ≤T

|Zτ|2)16p
]

1
4
h + C(p1, p0)(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))S(ϕ)4ph

≤ C(p,T)(1+ S(ϕ)8p)h + C(p1, p0)(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))S(ϕ)4ph. (4.15)

In summary, combining (4.2), (4.9), (4.10), (4.11), (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15), there is a constant C not
depending on h and the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients such that

N−1
∑

j=0

E
(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt − Zt j
|2dt

)p
≤ Cphp−1

[

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

h
2p

j
dt +

7
∑

ν=1

Tν
]

≤ Cp(1 + ‖b‖L∞([0,T];Cb(Rd)))h
p.

By using standard smooth approximation techniques in combination with result on stability for
quadratic BSDEs (see for instance [21, Corollary 3.9]), the above estimate remains valid for non
continuously differentiable coefficients. This concludes the proof. �

Let us briefly provide below some arguments for the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. In this context, clearly the path regularity of the process Y follows similarly
as it was done in the case of the discrete-type functional terminal value, since the control Z satisfies
the bound (3.25). Thus

E
[

sup
s≤r≤t

|Yr − Ys |p
]

≤ C(p)(1 + Λp

Φ
)
{

|t − s|p + |t − s|p/2
}

.

We focus on the control process part. Let us consider the following sequence of partitions
(π(r))r≥1 : 0 = s0 < s1 · · · < sr = T of the interval [0,T] such that limr→∞ |π(r)| = 0. We define
accordingly the smooth bounded function ϕ̂π(r)(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr

) approximating the functional Φ (see
Remark 3.3). In addition, we impose that the Lipschitz constant of ϕ̂π(r) satisfies S(ϕ̂π(r)) < CΛΦ. If
we denote by (Yπ(r),Zπ(r)) the solution corresponding to the terminal value ϕ̂π(r)(Xs0 , · · · ,Xsr

), then
invoking once more a stability result for quadratic BSDEs (see [21, Corollary 3.9]), it is readily



32 RHOSS LIKIBI PELLAT, EMMANUEL CHE FONKA, AND OLIVIER MENOUKEU PAMEN

seen that lim|π(r)|→0 E
∫ T

0
|Zπ(r)

t − Zt|2dt = 0. Then, there is a subsequence still indexed by π(r) such

that lim|π(r)|→0 E|Zπ(r)
t − Zt|2 = 0 dt-a.e. Moreover, one can extract another subsequence that we

will still denote by Zπ(r) such that P-a.s. Leb{t ∈ [0,T),Zπ(r)
t = Zt} goes to T as |π(r)| tends to 0. In

addition, for all p > p′0 there is a constant C > 0 not depending on the particular choice of the
partition such that E|Zπ(r)

t |2p ≤ C, for all t ∈ [0,T]. This leads to the fact Gπ(r)(t) := E|Zπ(r)
t − Zt|2p

goes to 0 as |π(r)| → 0, dt a.e. by the dominated convergence theorem. Thus Gπ(r)(t) is bounded
dt a.e. and uniformly in π(r). Let us now establish the path regularity result for the limit process
Zt. We observe for all t ∈ [t j, t j+1] that

N−1
∑

j=0

E
(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt − Zt j
|2dt

)p

≤ C(p)
N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

E(|Zπ(r)
t − Zt|2p

+ |Zπ(r)
t − Zπ(r)

t j
|2p
+ |Zπ(r)

t j
− Zt j

|2p)dt (4.16)

By using once more the dominated convergence theorem, we observe that the first and the last
terms on the right hand side from the above inequality tends to 0 as π(r)→ 0. Therefore, there is
a constant C not depending on π(r)

N−1
∑

j=0

E
(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt − Zt j
|2dt

)p
≤ C(p)

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

E|Zπ(r)
t − Z

π(r)
t j
|2pdt ≤ Chp. (4.17)

This finishes the proof. �

Proof of Proposition 1.6. We mimic the proof of [54, Proposition 3.2.12]. We will first assume that
the terminal value is given as in the proof of Theorem 1.5. Furthermore, we assume that the
coefficients involved are continuously differentiable with bounded derivatives. We underline the
fact that, thanks to the assumptions in force, the trade between the underlying probability P and
its equivalent measure QN is possible at a cost of the constant ǫ ∈ (0, 1).

We first observe that

|Zs − Ẑt j
|2 ≤ 2|Zs − Zt j

|2 + 2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Zt j
− 1
δt j
E
[
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t j

Zsds
/

Ft j

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 2|Zs − Zt j
|2 + 2
ǫδt j
EQ

N
[

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zt j
− Zs|2ds

/

Ft j

]

Integrating from t j to t j+1 and taking the ηthpower, for any η > 1 we have

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zs − Ẑt j
|2ds

)η
≤

(
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t j
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)η
+

(2
ǫ
EQ

N
[
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t j

|Zt j
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/

Ft j

])η
.

For any p ≥ 2, and using Jensen’s inequality, there is a constant C(ǫ, p, η) > 0 such that

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

EQ
N
{

N−1
∑

j=i

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zs − Ẑt j
|2ds

)η/

Fti

}p]

≤ C(ǫ, p, η)hp(η−1)I,

where

I = E
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

EQ
N
[

N−1
∑

j=i

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zs − Zt j
|2ηds
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Fti

]p]

.
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Let us assume without loss of generality thatπ1 is finer thanπ0 and that ti = sli for some increasing
sequence (li)N

i=1. For any t ∈ [sk, sk+1) ⊂ [sl j
, sl j+1) = [t j, t j+1), we write

Zs − Zt j
=

(

∇kYs

)T
(∇xXs)
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(

∇l j Yt j

)T (

∇xXt j

)−1
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2, j
s ,
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(
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)−1

)

and I
2, j
s :=

(
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)T (

∇xXt j

)−1
. Therefore, from

Girsanov’s theorem and by applying the reverse Hölder inequality we deduce that
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,

where one can use similar computation as in (4.2) to obtain the first bound of the inequality above
and the constant Cpq∗ does not depend on the Lipschitz constant of b.

On the other hand, we will follow the same strategy we used to estimate for instance (4.5), by
considering the same finer partition π2. We first observe that
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.

By using the expression given by (4.5) and applying once more the Girsanov theorem, we deduce
that
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By using the Hölder’s inequality, we deduce the following for any p ≥ q∗
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Moreover, by using the tower property and the reverse Hölder inequality we deduce that
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This leads to
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Hence, using once more the Hölder inequality we obtain the existence of the constant C(η, p, ǫ, q∗)
not depending on the Lipschitz constants of the coefficients such that the following holds
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|eτ∇z g(τ,Xτ)z0(τ)|dτ
)2η

})2p] 1
2

.

By rearranging the terms above, we observe that

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

EQ
N
[

N−1
∑

j=i

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|I2, j
s |2ηds

)/

Fti

]p]

≤C(η, p, ǫ, q∗)hpE

[ γ−1
∑

k=0

̺k

( N−1
∑

j=i

{

∣

∣

∣

∣

(t j+1 − t j)∇yg(τ,Xτ)
r

∑

i=k

eτyi(t)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2η

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

k−1
∑

i≥l j

et j
yi(t j)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2η
+

(

∫ t

t j

r
∑

i≥k

eτ∇z g(τ,Xτ)zi(τ)dτ
)2η
+

(

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣

∣

r
∑

i≥k

eτzi(τ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)η
})2p] 1

2

+ C(η, p, ǫ, q∗)hpE

[( ∫ T

ti

∣

∣

∣eτz0(τ)
∣

∣

∣

2
dτ

)2pη

+

( ∫ T

ti

|eτ∇xg(τ,Xτ)∇xXτ|dτ
)4pη

+

( ∫ T

ti

|eτ∇zg(τ,Xτ)z0(τ)|dτ
)4pη] 1

2

.

By using the same scheme as in the proof of Theorem 1.5, all the terms from the right hand side
of the above inequality can be approximated similarly. Hence

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

EQ
N
[

N−1
∑

j=i

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|I2, j
s |2ηds

)/

Fti

]p]

≤C(η, p, ǫ, q∗)(hpη
+ hp)

Therefore, there is a constant C > 0 not depending on h and on the Lipschitz constants of the
coefficients such that for any p > q∗ and η > 1 the following holds

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

EQ
N
{

N−1
∑

j=i

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zs − Ẑt j
|2ds

)η/

Fti

}p]

≤ Chp(η−1)(hpη
+ hp) ≤ Chpη.

Let us turn now to the general case. By following the same density argument as developed in the
proof of Theorem 1.4, we recall that lim|π(r)|→0 Z

π(r)
t = Zt dt ⊗ dP-a.s. It is then enough to control

the terms below to derive the sought estimate. Using the reverse Hölder inequality for all p > q∗,
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there is a constant C > 0 not depending on π(r) such that

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

EQ
N
[

N−1
∑

j=i

(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zπ(r)
t − Zt|2η + |Zπ(r)

t j
− Zt j

|2ηds
)/

Fti

]p]

≤ CE
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=i

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zπ(r)
t − Zt|2η + |Zπ(r)

t j
− Zt j

|2ηds
)q∗/

Fti

]p] 1
q∗

≤ Chpq∗−1

















∫ T

0

N−1
∑

j=0

E[|Zπ(r)
t − Zt|2ηpq∗

+ |Zπ(r)
t j
− Zt j

|2ηpq∗]1[t j ,t j+1)ds

















1
q∗

≤ Chpq∗−1

















∫ T

0

N−1
∑

j=0

E(|Zπ(r)
t − Zt|2ηpq∗

+ |Zπ(r)
t j
− Zt j

|2ηpq∗)1[t j ,t j+1)ds

















1
q∗

,

the latter tends to 0 when π(r)→ 0 by using the dominated convergence theorem. �

Proof of Corollary 1.11. Let us first notice that the Euler scheme (1.14) can be rewritten as follows
on the partition π : 0 = s0 < s1 < · · · < sr = 1

X
π(t) = x +

∫ t

0
b(s,X π

π(s))ds +Wt

X
π

t :=X
π(π(t))

π(s) :=
r−1
∑

i=0

ti1[ti ,ti+1)(s) + 1T(s)

From Theorem, the following holds for all p ≥ 1

E
[

sup
0≤t≤1

|Xt −X
π(t)|2p

]

≤ Ch(1−γ)p (4.18)

On the other hand, for every p ≥ 1 we obtain that

E[ sup
0≤t≤1

|Xt −X
π

t |2p] ≤ C(p)E[ sup
0≤t≤1

|Xt −X
π(t)|2p] + C(p)E[ max

0≤i≤r−1
sup

ti≤t≤ti+1

|X π
ti
−X

π
t |2p]

≤ C(p)E[ sup
0≤t≤1

|Xt −X
π(t)|2p] + C(p)h2p

+ C(p)E[ max
0≤i≤r−1

sup
ti≤t≤ti+1

|Wt −Wti
|4p]

1
2

≤ C(p)
[

h(1−γ)p
+

(

h log
(1
h

))p]

.

�

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.7. As quoted earlier, Theorem 1.7 is a consequence of Lemma 1.8.
Therefore, in this subsection, we prove Lemma 1.8.

Proof of Lemma 1.8. We will denote byΛ > 0 the bound of H. Let (Hn) ∈ C∞0 (RK×Rd) be a sequence
approximating H such that supn∈N |Hn| ≤ Λ. Set

Gn(y; x) :=XF(y)Hn(y; x), G(y; x) :=XF(y)H(y; x)

where F ⊆ Rd is a Borel set such that Fc is of Lebesgue measure null. We observe that
limn→∞Gn(y; ·) = G(y; ·),Lebd-a.e., for all y ∈ RK. Similarly, we also define Un with Gn in lieu of
G. Hence, the couple

(Yy,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s ) =

(

Un(y; s,Xr,x
s ),∇xUn(y; s,Xr,x

s )
)

s∈[t,R]

solves the following BSDE of interest on the interval [t,R]

Y
y,n;r,x
t = Gn(y; Xr,x

R
) +

∫ R

t

g(s,Xr,x
s ,Y

y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s )ds −

∫ R

t

Z
y,n;r,x
s dWs. (4.19)
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Moreover, since Gn is bounded and g is continuous and of quadratic growth in the control
variable, for each n ∈N, the BSDE (4.19) has a unique solution

(

Un(y; s,Xr,x
s ),∇xUn(y; s,Xr,x

s )
)

s∈[t,R] ∈
S ∞ ×HBMO (see for e.g., [2]).

Uniform bound of Un(y; t, x) : If Un
0 (y; t, x) stands for the solution to (4.19) with null driver, then

from [21, Lemma 3.8] we deduce that

|Un(y; t, x)−Un
0 (y; t, x)|

≤ E
[(

∫ R

t

|g(s,Xt,x
s ,Y

y,n;t,x
s,0 ,Z

y,n;t,x
s,0 )|ds

)2p] 1
2p

≤ E
[(

∫ R

t

1 + |E(Gn(y; Xt,x
R

)/Fs)| + |Zy,n;t,x
s,0 |2ds

)2p] 1
2p

≤ (1 + Λ)R + E
[(

∫ R

t

|Zy,n;t,x
s,0 |2ds

)2p] 1
2p
.

On the other hand, Z
y,n;t,x
s,0 represents the control variable of the solution to our BSDE of interest

when the driver is null. Standard computations lead to the following estimate

E
(

∫ R

t

|Zy,n;t,x
s,0 |2ds

)2p
≤ C(p)E(Gn(y; Xt,x

R
))2p ≤ C(p, q)Λ2p.

Therefore, there exists a constant C > 0 (independent of n) such that

|Un(y; t, x)| ≤ C. (4.20)

Uniform BMO bound of Zy,n;r,x : Let us first recall the following refinement concerning Lyapunov
functions (see [52]).

Definition 4.1 (Lyapunov function). Let g : [0,T] ×Rd ×R ×Rd → R be a Borel function and c > 0
be a constant. A pair (h, k) of non negative functions with h ∈W1,2

loc
(R) and k a Borel function is said to be

a c-Lyapunov pair for g if h(0) = 0, h′(0) = 0 and

1
2

h′′(y)|z|2 − h′(y)g(t, x, y, z) ≥ |z|2 − k, (4.21)

for all (t, x, y, z) ∈ [0,T] ×Rd ×R ×Rd → R, with |y| ≤ c.We will denote (h, k) ∈ Ly(g, c).

In contrast to [52, Definition 2.3], the definition requires the function h to be only differentiable
in the weak sense. This approach suits to our context, as the function ℓ in Assumption 1.1 is not
assumed to be continuous.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that g satisfies the growth (iii). Then, there is a Lyapunov pair (h, k) depending on
such that (h, k) ∈ Ly(g, c).

Proof. Let us choose h(y) = h1(y) − y, where

h1(y) =
∫ y

0
exp

(

κ

∫ w

0
ℓ(u)du

)

dw,

where κ > 0 is a free constant. We notice that a.e. h′(y) = exp
(

κ
∫ y

0
ℓ(u)du

)

− 1 and h′′(y) =

κℓ(y) exp
(

κ
∫ y

0
ℓ(u)du

)

and clearly satisfy h(0) = h′(0) = 0. Then, from the growth of g we deduce
that

1
2

h′′(y)|z|2 − h′(y)g(t, x, y, z)

=
κ

2
ℓ(y)|z|2 exp

(

κ

∫ y

0
ℓ(u)du

)

−
[

exp
(

κ

∫ y

0
ℓ(u)du

)

− 1
]

g(t, x, y, z)

≥ κ
2
ℓ(y)|z|2 exp

(

κ

∫ y

0
ℓ(u)du

)

−Λ(1 + |y| + ℓ(y)|z|2)
[

exp
(

κ

∫ y

0
ℓ(u)du

)

− 1
]

≥ Λℓ(y)|z|2 −Λeκ‖ℓ‖L1 [0,c] (1 + c),
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the last inequality follows from the fact that the function ℓ is non negative and we choose κ = 4Λ.

We conclude the proof by taking Λ =
(

‖ℓ‖L1[0,c]

)−1
. �

Then, from the Itô-Krylov formula for BSDEs (see [3]), we deduce that

dh(Yy,n;r,x
s )

=

(1
2

h′′(Yy,n;r,x
s )|Zy,n;r,x

s |2 − h′(Yy,n;r,x
s )g(s,Xr,x

s ,Y
y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s )

)

ds + dM
y,n;r,x
s , (4.22)

where M
y,n;r,x
s is a martingale. For any stopping time τ ∈ [t,R] and applying the property of the

Lyapunov pair (h, k), we deduce that

sup
n∈N
E
[

∫ R

τ

|Zy,n;t,x
s |2ds/Fτ

]

≤ E
[

h(Gn(y; Xt,x
R

)) − h(Un(y; τ,Xt,x
τ )) + k(R − τ)/Fτ

]

≤ 2‖h ◦Un‖L∞ + kR.

Uniform bound of ∇xUn(y; t, x) : Let us now establish a bound for the gradient of the solution
Un(y; r, x), uniformly in n. We assume H ∈ C1(RK×d,R) and that the driver g is continuously
differentiable, while the drift b is uniformly Lipschitz continuous. We will consider the following
FBSDE for all 0 ≤ r ≤ t ≤ R























dXr,x
t = dW̃t,

dY
y,n;r,x
t = −(Zy,n;r,x

t b(t,Xr,x
t ) + g(t,Xr,x

t ,Y
y,n;r,x
t ,Z

y,n;r,x
t ))dt + Z

y,n;r,x
t dW̃t,

Xr,x
r = x,Y

y,n;r,x
R

= Gn(y; Xr,x
R

),
(4.23)

where W̃t = Wt +

∫ t

0
b(v,Xr,x

v )dv is a Brownian motion under the probability measure P̃ given by

dP̃/dP := E (
∫ t

0
b(v,Xr,x

v )dWv), and (Yy,n;r,x
· ,Z

y,n;r,x
· ) = (Un(y; ·,Xr,x

· ),∇xUn(y; ·,Xr,x
· )).

Under the above setting, we know that the FBSDE of interest is differentiable with respect to the
initial value x ∈ Rd under the probability measure P̃. Moreover, the dynamics of the derivative
process is given by

∇xY
y,n;r,x
t = ∇xGn(y; Xr,x

R
)∇xXr,x

R
+

∫ R

t

Z
y,n;r,x
s ∇xb(s,Xr,x

s )∇xXr,x
s ds −

∫ R

t

∇xZ
y,n;r,x
s dW̃s

+

∫ R

t

b(s,Xr,x
r )∇xZ

y,n;r,x
s ds +

∫ R

t

〈∇g(s,Xy,n;r,x
s ),∇X

y,n;r,x
s 〉ds,

where X
y,n;r,x
s = (Xr,x

s ,Y
y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s ). Or, equivalently under the measure dQ/dP̃ = E (

∫ ·
0

b(s,Xr,x
s ) +

∇zg(s,Xy,n;r,x
s )dW̃s), it writes

∇xY
y,n;r,x
t = e

∫ R

t
∇y g(s,Xy,n;r,x

s )ds∇xGn(y; Xr,x
R

)∇xXr,x
R
−

∫ R

t

e
∫ s

t
∇y g(v,Xy,n;r,x

v )dv∇xZ
y,n;r,x
s dBs

+

∫ R

t

e
∫ s

t
∇y g(v,Xy,n;r,x

v )dvZ
y,n;r,x
s ∇xb(s,Xr,x

s )∇xXr,x
s ds

+

∫ R

t

e
∫ s

t
∇y g(v,Xy,n;r,x

v )dv∇xg(s,Xr,x
s ,Y

y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s )∇xXr,x

s ds,

with Bt := W̃t−
∫ t

0
b(s,Xr,x

s )+∇z g(s,Xy,n;r,x
s )ds, which is a Brownian motion underQ. It is important

to note that the dynamics of the first variation process ∇xXr,x
t remains unchanged under the new

probability measure Q. Hence, by taking the conditional expectation, we obtain that

∇xY
y,n;r,x
t = EQ

[

e
∫ R

t
∇y g(s,Xy,n;r,x

s )ds∇xGn(y; Xr,x
R

) +
∫ R

t

e
∫ s

t
∇y g(v,Xy,n;r,x

v )dvZ
y,n;r,x
s ∇xb(s,Xr,x

s )ds

+

∫ R

t

e
∫ s

t
∇y g(v,Xy,n;r,x

v )dv∇x g(s,Xr,x
s ,Y

y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s )ds

/

Ft

]

. (4.24)



TIME DISCRETIZATION OF QFBSDES WITH SINGULAR DRIFT 39

In the case where H is Lipschitz continuous and the driver g is also Lipschitz continuous in x and
y, we obtain the following uniform bound of Z

y,n;r,x
s

sup
n∈N
|Zy,n;r,x

s | ≤ C for all y ∈ RK,

where C is a constant depending on ‖∇xb‖∞, ‖∇xGn‖∞, ‖Zy,n,r,x ∗W‖BMO and the Lipschitz constants
of g in x and y respectively.

Let us recall that ∇xY
y.n;r,x
t (∇xXr,x

t )−1 is a continuous version of the process Z
y,n;r,x
t for all y ∈ RK.

Define

F
y,n,r,x
t = e

∫ t

r
∇y g(s,Xy,n;r,x

s )ds∇xY
y,n;r,x
t +

∫ t

r

e
∫ s

r
∇y g(v,Xy,n;r,x

v )dvZ
y,n;r,x
s ∇xb(s,Xr,x

s )ds

+

∫ t

r

e
∫ s

r
∇y g(v,Xy,n;r,x

v )dv∇x g(s,Xr,x
s ,Y

y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s )ds. (4.25)

We notice that for all t ≤ R, EQ[Fy,n,r,x
R
/Ft] = F

y,n,r,x
t which implies that the process Fy,n,r,x is a

Q-martingale. Therefore, (Fy,n,r,x
t )2 is a Q-submartingale and the following holds

EQ
∫ R

t

|Fy,n,r,x
s |2ds ≥ (R − t)|∇xY

y,n;r,x
r |2 = (R − t)|Zy,n;r,x

r |2. (4.26)

Hence, from (4.25) there is a constant depending on ‖∇b‖∞, ‖Zy,n;r,x ∗W‖BMO and e‖∇y g‖∞ such that

EQ
∫ R

t
|Fy,n,r,x

s |2ds ≤ C. Note also that the constant C above does not depend on ‖∇xGn(y; ·)‖∞ for
all y ∈ RK. Thus

sup
n∈N
|Zy,n;r,x

r | ≤ C

(R − r)1/2
. (4.27)

Hence from [36, Theorem 6.2]4, we observe that the following representation holds for all r ≤ ̺ ≤ R
and y ∈ RK

∇xUn(y; r, x)

= EP̃
[

Un(y; R,Xr,x
R

)Nr,x
R
+

∫ R

r

(

Z
y,n;r,x
s b(s,Xr,x

s ) − g(s,Xr,x
s ,Y

y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s )

)

Nr,x
s ds

]

,

where Nr,x
s stands for the Malliavin weights associated to the forward equation in (4.23) under the

measure P̃, which is given by

Nr,x
t =

1
t − r

∫ t

r

∇XsdW̃s[∇Xr]−1. (4.28)

Moreover, one can show that the process Nr,x
s satisfies the following for all p ≥ 1 and r ≤ t















EP̄[|Nr,x
t |p] ≤ C(t − r)−p/2,

EP̄
[

sups∈[ R+r
2 ,R] |N

r,x
s |p

]

≤ C(R − r)−p/2.
(4.29)

Hence, using (4.20),(4.29), the growth of g and the fact that b is bounded, we deduce that

|∇xUn(y; r, x)|

≤ C
√

R − r
+ CEP̃

∫ R+r
2

r

(

1 + ‖b‖∞|Zy,n;r,x
s | + |Yy,n;r,x

s | + ℓ(|Yy,n;r,x
s |)|Zy,n;r,x

s |2
)

|Nr,x
s |ds

+ CEP̃
∫ R

R+r
2

(

1 + |Yy,n;r,x
s | + (1 + ℓ(|Yy,n;r,x

s |))|Zy,n;r,x
s |2

)

|Nr,x
s |ds

=
C

√
R − r

+ I1 + I2.

4Note that the uniform Lipschitz condition on the forward component of the driver can be relaxed by means of
standard approximations
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Using mainly the bound (4.20)and (4.29), the local boundedness of the function ℓ and Hölder’s
inequality, we obtain the following estimate for I1, for all y ∈ RK

I1 ≤ CEP̃
∫ R+r

2

r

(

(1 + |Zy,n;r,x
s |3/2)(1 + |Zy,n;r,x

s |1/2)
)

|Nr,x
s |ds

≤ C sup
s∈[r, R+r

2 ]

(1 + |Zy,n;r,x
s |3/2)EP̃

∫ R+r
2

r

(

1 + |Zy,n;r,x
s |1/2

)

|Nr,x
s |ds

≤ C
(

1 +
(R − r)−3/4

2

)

EP̃
[

∫ R+r
2

r

(1 + |Zy,n;r,x
s |2)ds

]1/4
EP̃

[

∫ R+r
2

r

|Nr,x
s |4/3ds

]3/4

≤ C(R − r)−3/4(R − r)1/4,

where the constant C above does not depend on n and not on the Lipschitz constant of the terminal
value Gn.

On the other hand, the bound for I2 follows by

I2 ≤ CEP̃[ sup
s∈[ R+r

2 ,R]

|Nr,x
s |]

∫ R

R+r
2

(

1 + |Yy,n;r,x
s | + (1 + ℓ(|Yy,n;r,x

s |))|Zy,n;r,x
s |2

)

ds

≤ CEP̃
[

sup
s∈[ R+r

2 ,R]

|Nr,x
s |q

]1/q
EP̃

[(

∫ R

R+r
2

1 + |Zy,n;r,x
s |2ds

)p]1/p

≤ C(R − r)−1/2.

Combining the bounds for I1 and I2, we deduce that there is a constant C such that for all y ∈ RK

sup
n∈N

(R − r)1/2|∇xUn(y; r, x)| ≤ C. (4.30)

Consequently, we deduce that the function Un(y, r, x) is measurable on RK × [r,R] ×Rd.

The limit U(y; r, x) and its gradient ∇xU(y; r, x): Let us now establish some properties satisfied
by the limit function U and its derivative. Applying [21, Lemma 3.8], we have

‖Yy;r,x
t −U(y; t, x)‖2
≤ ‖Yy;r,x

t −Un(y; t, x)‖2 + ‖Un(y; t, x)−U(y; t, x)‖2
≤ C‖Gn(y,Xr,x

R
) − G(y,Xr,x

R
)‖2 + ‖Un(y; t, x)−U(y; t, x)‖2.

Thanks to (4.20), we have that |U(y; t, x)| ≤ C. Applying the dominated convergence theorem
and considering the smoothness properties of the transition density of the diffusion process Xr,x,
we conclude that both terms on the right side of the inequality tend to zero as n goes to infinity.
Consequently,

Y
y;r,x
t = U(y; t,Xr,x

t ) a.s., for all t ∈ [r,R].

On the other hand, we notice that the following representation remains valid under the underlying
probability measure P:

∇xUn(y; r, x)

= E
[

Gn(y; Xr,x
R

)Ñr,x
R
+

∫ R

r

g(s,Xr,x
s ,Y

y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s )Ñr,x

s ds
]

,

where the Malliavin weights Ñr,x is now given by

Ñr,x
t =

1
t − r

∫ t

r

∇XsdWs[∇Xr]−1. (4.31)
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and ∇Xs stands for the first variation process of the diffusion X given by (1.1) and [∇Xr]−1 is its
inverse. Applying the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain that

lim
n→∞
∇xUn(y; r, x)

= lim
n→∞
E
[

Gn(y; Xr,x
R

)Ñr,x
R
+

∫ R

r

g(s,Xr,x
s ,Y

y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s )Ñr,x

s ds
]

= E
[

G(y; Xr,x
R

)Ñr,x
R
+

∫ R

r

g(s,Xr,x
s ,Y

y,n;r,x
s ,Z

y,n;r,x
s )Ñr,x

s ds
]

:= V(y; r, x).

It follows from (4.30) that for all y ∈ RK

V(y; r, x) ≤ C(R − t)1/2.

This implies that for all δ ∈ (0,R)

lim
n→∞

∫ R−δ

r

‖∇xUn(y; s,Xr,x
s ) − V(y; s,Xr,x

s )‖2ds = 0.

Notice also that, from [21], we have that

lim
n→∞

∫ R

r

‖∇xUn(y; s,Xr,x
s ) − Z

y;r,x
s ‖2ds = 0.

Consequently, for almost every s ∈ [r,R) we have

Z
y;r,x
s = V(y; s,Xr,x

s ), a.s.

�

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.9. To prove Theorem 1.9, we require some auxiliary results on the
centered (and explicit) BTZ schemes and their properties within our framework. For ease of
reading, their proofs are deferred to the appendix.

4.3.1. Centered BTZ scheme and some properties. In this section, we revisit some properties of the
well known BTZ scheme adapted to our general framework. Specifically, we account for the
generator not being uniformly Lipschitz continuous in its backward component, and we address
a broader class of nonninearities with quadratic growth. To conduct our analysis, we use the
scheme from [54], whic unlike [8] proposes a modified version of the BTZ scheme, referred to as
the centered BTZ scheme.

Linearisation of the centered BTZ scheme: Let π : 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T be a partition,
where δti = ti+1 − ti and h = sup0≤i≤N−1 δti . Let (Hi)0≤i≤N−1 be a sequence of random vectors such
that

• Hi is a Rd-valued random vectors and is Fti+1 -measurable, for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1;
• for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, Hi satisfies

E[Hi/Fti
] = 0, E[Hi(Hi)T/Fti

] = E[Hi(Hi)T] =
ci

δti
Id×d

where C1 < ci < C2 for some constants C1,C2 > 0 independent of i.

We will consider the following modified BTZ centered scheme






















Yπ
i
= E

[

Yπ
i+1 + Gi(E[Yπ

i+1/Fti
],Zπ

i
)δti

/

Fti

]

,

Zπ
i
= E[Yπ

i+1Hi

/

Fti
],

Yπ
N
= ξ, Zπ

N
= 0.

(4.32)

To ease the notation, we will denote by E [Gi, ξ,Hi] the solution of the BTZ scheme (4.32).
Unless otherwise stated, we will omit the superscript π in the sequel.
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Remark 4.3. The BTZ scheme (4.32) can be rewritten without the conditional expectation as follows

Yπi = Yπi+1 + δtiGi(E[Yπi+1/Fti
],Zπi ) − δti

ci
(Zπi )T ·Hi − νi, (4.33)

where νi is an Fti+1 -measurable random variable such thatE[νi/Fti
] = E[νiHi/Fti

] = 0 and E[(νi)2/Fti
] <

∞.
Assumption 4.4 (Driver locally Lipschitz in z and y). The functions Gi : Ω × R × Rd → R are

Fti
⊗B(R)⊗B(Rd)-measurable and satisfy for some positive constantsΛy andΛz(n) which do not depend

on i but Λz(n) may depend on n,

(i) For all y, y′, z, z′ and α0 ∈ [0, 1)

|Gi(y, z) − Gi(y′, z′)| ≤ Λy(1 + |z − z′|α0)|y − y′| + Λz(n)ℓ(|y − y′|)|z − z′|,
with ℓ being a non-negative and locally bounded function.

(ii) Recall that h = supi δti. There is a constant ǫ ∈]0, 1[ which does not depend on n and N, such that

hΛy +

(

sup
0≤i≤N−1

δti|Hi|
)

ℓ(0)Λz(n) ≤ 1 − ǫ.

Assumption 4.5 (Bounded terminal value). Let the functions Gi : Ω × R × Rd → R being Fti
⊗

B(R) ⊗B(Rd)-measurable and satisfy Assumption 4.4 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N.
(i) ξ ∈ L∞(FT) and sup1≤i≤N |Gi(0, 0)| ≤ Λ0, where Λ0 is a positive constant not depending of N.
(ii) Moreover, ℓ(0)Λz(n) < 1 whereΛz(n) is the Lipschitz constant of Gi with respect to z, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

Assumption 4.6 (Special quadratic structure). Let the functions Gi : Ω × R × Rd → R being

Fti
⊗B(R) ⊗B(Rd)-measurable and satisfy Assumption 4.5 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1. Furthermore, for all

y, y′, z, z′ and α0 ∈ (0, 1)

|Gi(y, z) − Gi(y′, z′)| ≤ Λy(1 + |z − z′|α0)|y − y′| + Λz

(

1 + ℓ(|y − y′|)(|z|+ |z′|)
)

|z − z′|.

Notice that, under Assumption 4.6, the driver Gi has necessarily of the following growth

|Gi(y, z)| ≤ Λ0 + Λy|y| + Λz(|z| + 2ℓ(|y|)|z|2), (4.34)

for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N.
Some important properties satisfied by the centered scheme (4.32) need to be assessed under

our general set of assumptions. One key property is the comparison theorem, presented in the
lemma below. Additionally, we provide a representation result for the difference between two
BTZ schemes when the driver satisfies Assumption 4.4.

In the sequel, we set δYi = Y1
i
− Y2

i
, δZi = Z1

i
− Z2

i
and δGi = G1

i
(Y2

i
,Z2

i
) − G2

i
(Y2

i
,Z2

i
), where

(Y1
i
,Z1

i
) and (Y2

i
,Z2

i
) denote respectively, the solutions to E [G1

i
, ξ1,Hi] and E [G2

i
, ξ2,Hi].

Lemma 4.7. Let (Y1
i
,Z1

i
) and (Y2

i
,Z2

i
) be two solutions to the scheme (4.32), respectively, such that (G1

i
, ξ1)

and (G2
i
, ξ2) satisfy Assumption 4.4. For 0 ≤ i ≤ n, let

Υi :=
N−1
∏

j=i

(1 + δt jΓ j + δt jΠ j ·H j),

where

Γ j : =
G1

j
(E[Y1

j+1/Ft j
],Z1

j
) − G1

j
(E[Y2

j+1/Ft j
],Z1

j
)

E[δY j+1/Ft j
]

1{E[δY j+1/Ft j
],0},

Π j : =
G1

j
(E[Y2

j+1/Ft j
],Z1

j
) − G1

j
(E[Y2

j+1/Ft j
],Z2

j
)

|δZ j|2
δZ j1{δZ j,0}.

Then the following representation holds

δYi = E
[

ΥiδYtN
+

N−1
∑

k=i

δtkδGk
Υi

Υk

/

Fti

]

. (4.35)
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Moreover, the following comparison principle holds true: Y1
i
≥ Y2

i
, whenever Y1

N ≥ Y2
N and G1

j
(Y2

i
,Z2

i
) ≥

G2
j
(Y2

i
,Z2

i
).

Proof. See Appendix A �

Below, we derive another important property satisfied by the centered BTZ scheme (4.32)
under our framework. This property involves the uniform boundedness of the component Yi of
the scheme, which plays a key role in ensuring stability and error bounds in our setting.

Lemma 4.8. Let Assumption 4.5 be in force. Then

|Yi| ≤ (‖ξ‖∞ + Λ0T) exp
(

1 + ΛyT
)

.

Proof. See Appendix A �

Remark 4.9. We emphasize that the bound obtained above does not depend on α ∈ (0, 1), despite the driver
being stochastic Lipschitz in y. Moreover, this bound is similar to that of the component solution Y to (1.2)
(see, for instance, [21]).

We conclude this subsection with another important property: we prove that the BMO bound
of the control process Zi in the BTZ scheme (4.32) is preserved under our assumptions.

Lemma 4.10. Let Assumption 4.6 be in force and let (Yπ
i
,Zπ

i
) be the solution associated to E [gi, ξ,Hi].

Set Zπ
i

(s) := Zπ
i

for all s ∈ [ti, ti+1), for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 not depending
on π such that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

δt j|Zπj |
2
/

Fti

]

≤ C.

Proof. See Appendix A �

Stability of the explicit BTZ scheme: Here we study the difference between the scheme given
by (4.32) and its perturbed version given below.























Ỹi = E
[

Ỹi+1 + Gi(E[Ỹi+1/Fti
], Z̃i)δti

/

Fti

]

+ ζY
i
,

Z̃i = E[Ỹi+1Hi

/

Fti
],

ỸN = ξ, Z̃N = 0,

(4.36)

where (ζY
i

)i is a family of Fti
-measurable and square integrable random variables. furthermore,

we assume

sup
0≤i<N

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Z̃ j|2δt j

/

Fti

]

< c. (4.37)

In the sequel, we will adopt the following notations for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N

δ̃Yπi := Ỹi − Yπi , δ̃Z
π
i := Z̃i − Zπi ,

and

δ̃Yπi := δ̃Yπ(t),∀t ∈ [ti, ti+1] δ̃Zπi := δ̃Zπ(t),∀t ∈ [ti, ti+1].

Additionally, we introduce the following processes for 0 ≤ i ≤ n,

Ẽπi :=
N−1
∏

j=i

(1 + δt jΠ̃
π
j ·H j),

and as in Lemma 4.7, we define

Π̃
π
j : =

G j(E[Ỹ j+1/Ft j
], Z̃ j) − G j(E[Ỹ j+1/Ft j

],Zπ
j
)

|δ̃Zπ
j
|2

δ̃Zπj 1{δ̃Zπ
j
,0}.
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The processes Γ̃π
j

and Υ̃π
j

are also defined in a similar way. Under Assumption 4.4, for all

1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1 we have that Ẽπ
i
> 0 and E[Ẽπ

i
/Fti

] = 1, which implies that the measureQπ given by

dQπ

dP
:= Ẽπi (t), Ẽπi (t) :=

∏

0≤ j≤i−1

(

1 + δt jΠ̃
π
j ·H j

)

, (4.38)

defines a probability measure. The equivalence between the newly introduced probability mea-
sure Qπ and the underlying one P for all π, is a consequence of the following proposition. This
can be derived in our general setting (without any major difficulty, provided that (4.37) holds) in
a manner similar to the approach in [8, Proposition 2.11] (see also [54, Proposition 3.3.3]).

Proposition 4.11. Under Assumption 4.6, the process Mt :=
∑

ti+1≤t δtiΠ̃
π
i
· Hi, is a BMO martingale

with respect to the filtration Fti
. Moreover, the Doléans-Dade exponential Υ̃π

i
satisfies the reverse Hölder

inequality.

As a by-product of the aforementioned proposition, along with equation (4.35), we can derive
a more manageable estimate of the difference between the backward components of the scheme
(4.32) and its perturbed version (4.36). This estimate will be described in detail below. A key step
in obtaining this representation involves identifying a process Jǫ

j
such that

1 + δt jΓ̃
π
j
+ δt jΠ̃

π
j
·H j

1 + δt jΠ̃
π
j
·H j

= 1 +
δt jΓ̃

π
j

1 + δt jΠ̃
π
j
·H j

< Jǫj .

The superscript ǫ in Jǫ
j

is kept here, to emphasize the dependence of the process on the constant
ǫ which appears in Assumption 4.6. An interesting discussion on how to construct the desired
process Jǫ

j
can be found in [54, Page 67], and it is readily seen that the same reasoning applies in

our setting. Therefore, we choose the process Jǫ
j

such that 0 < Jǫ
j
< (1 + Λyδt j)

1
ǫ . Hence

|δ̃Yπi | ≤ E
[

Υi|δ̃YN | +
N−1
∑

k=i

|ζY
k |
Υi

Υk

/

Fti

]

≤ E
[

Ẽπi

N−1
∏

j=i

Jǫj |δ̃YN | +
N−1
∑

k=i

|ζY
k |

Ẽπ
i

Ẽπ
k

k−1
∏

j=i

Jǫj

/

Fti

]

≤ exp
(Λyh

ǫ

)

E
[

Ẽπi |δ̃YN | +
N−1
∑

k=i

|ζY
k |

Ẽπ
i

Ẽπ
k

/

Fti

]

.

Using the fact that E[Ẽπ
k
/Ftk

] = 1 for all i ≤ k, we finally obtain that

|δ̃Yπi | ≤ exp
(Λyh

ǫ

)

E
[

Ẽπi

(

|δ̃YN | +
N−1
∑

k=i

|ζY
k |
)/

Fti

]

.

Thanks to (4.38) and applying the reverse Hölder’s inequality, we deduce the following

Lemma 4.12. Under Assumption 4.4, there exist constants Cǫ > 0 and q∗ independent of N such that for
all

|δ̃Yπi | ≤ Cǫ
(

E
[

|δ̃YπN |q
∗
/Fti

]
1
q∗
+ E

[(

N−1
∑

j=i

|ζY
j |
)q∗/

Fti

]
1
q∗
)

, (4.39)

where q∗ is the conjugate arising from the reverse Hölder inequality of Proposition 4.11 and the constant
ǫ > 0.

We conclude this section with another important result regarding the stability of the component
Z. We clarify the impact of the perturbation term ζY

i
on the difference between the control process

components of the schemes (4.32) and (4.36), respectively.
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Lemma 4.13. Let Assumption 4.6 be in force. Then we obtain that

E
[

N−1
∑

i=0

δti|δ̃Zπi |
2
]

≤ C
(

E|δ̃YπN |2 + E
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

|δ̃Yπi |
4
] 1

2
+ E

[

N
∑

i=0

δ̃Yπi (ζY
i )

])

. (4.40)

The proof of the above lemma essentially follows the arguments in [8, Proposition 2.12] (see
also [54, Proposition 3.3.4]). For the sake of completeness, we will briefly reproduce it in the
Appendix A section below.

4.3.2. Time-discretization of FBSDEs with singular drifts coefficient. In this subsection, we treat the
numerical aspect of the FBSDE (1.1)-(1.2).

The following result pertains to the error between the BSDE (1.2) and the approximated solution
(1.12). It can be viewed as an extension of [21, Theorem 6] to the case where the drift of the forward
equation is merely bounded and Dini-continuous, with a path-dependent terminal value. We will
not reproduce its proof here, as it can be carried out in a manner similar to that in [21, Theorem
6], without any significant difficulties. In fact, one of the pivotal estimate for the proof of the
theorem is given by (3.25).

Theorem 4.14. Let Assumption 1.3 be in force. Let (X,Y,Z) be the solution to (1.1)-(1.2) and (X,Yn,Zn)
be the solution of (1.1)-(1.12), n ≥ 1. Then, for any p > 1 and κ ≥ 1, there exists a positive finite constant
C(p, κ) such that for any ν ≥ 1 and any n ∈N, we have

E
[

sup
t∈[0,T]

|Yn
t − Yt|2p

+

(

∫ T

0
|Zn

s − Zs|2ds
)p]

≤
C(p, κ)

nq
∧ exp(−Cn2).

The perturbed explicit BTZ scheme: Let us observe that the truncated solution (Yn,Zn) to the
BSDE (1.12) can be expressed as a perturbed BTZ scheme (4.36) as follows: set Ỹi := Yn

ti























Ỹn
i
= E

[

Ỹn
i+1 + gn(ti,X π

i
,E[Ỹn

i+1/Fti
], Z̃n

i
)δti

/

Fti

]

+ ζY
i
,

Z̃n
i
= E[Ỹn

i+1HR
i

/

Fti
],

Ỹn
N
= ξπ, Z̃n

N
= 0,

(4.41)

where

ζY
i = E

[

∫ ti+1

ti

gn(s,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s ) − gn(ti,X

π
i ,E[Ỹn

i+1/Fti
], Z̃n

i )ds
/

Fti

]

. (4.42)

The following result plays a key role in the proof of the main error estimates of the BTZ scheme,
as it allows the application of the result derived earlier in their proof

Lemma 4.15. The perturbed scheme (Ỹi, Z̃i) solution to (4.41) satisfies for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Z̃n
i |

2δt j

/

Fti

]

≤ c.

Proof. See Appendix A. �

Remark 4.16. We observe that the processes Ẑn and ¯̄Zn, given respectively by (A.11) and (A.11), are
also BMO -martingales under the underlying probability P. In addition, their BMO -norms depend on
supn∈N ‖Zn ∗W‖BMO.

Remark 4.17. We carefully underline that, under Assumption 1.3, the scheme (4.41) satisfies Assumption
4.4. Moreover, there exists a constant ǫ ∈ (0, 1) that does not depend on N, n and R, such that

hΛy + sup
0≤i≤N−1

δti|HR
i |ℓ(0)Λz ≤ 1 − ǫ. (4.43)

Thanks to Lemmas 4.8 and 4.10, we deduce that



46 RHOSS LIKIBI PELLAT, EMMANUEL CHE FONKA, AND OLIVIER MENOUKEU PAMEN

Corollary 4.18. Under Assumption 1.3 and for N large enough, the following holds

sup
0≤i≤N

(

|Y π
i | + E

[

N−1
∑

k=i

|Z π
k |

2δtk/Fti

])

≤ C.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.9 which follows from the following propositions

Proposition 4.19. Let assumptions of Theorem 1.9 be in force. Then, there exists q∗ > 1 such that for all
p ≥ 1

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yti
− Y

π
i |

2p
]

≤ E
[

|Φ(X) −Φ(X π)|2pq∗
]

1
q∗
+ Cp sup

0≤i≤N−1
E[|Xti

−X
π

i |
4pq∗]

1
2q∗ + Chp.

Proposition 4.20. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.9 there exists q∗ > 1 such that

E
[

∫ T

0
|Zs −Z

π(s)|2ds
]

≤ C
(

E
[

|Φ(X) −Φ(X π)|8q∗
]

1
8q∗

h
1
2 + sup

0≤ j≤N−1
E
[

|Xt j
−X

π
j |

16q∗
]

1
16q∗

h
1
2 + h

)

.

4.3.3. Proof of Proposition 4.19 and Proposition 4.20.

Proof of Proposition 4.19. We first notice that

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yti
− Y

π
i |

2p
]

≤ C(p)
(

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yti
− Yn

ti
|2p

]

+ E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yn
ti
− Y

π
i |

2p
])

.

Thanks to Theorem 4.14 and keep in mind that α ∈ (0, 1/2) and h = n−α, with h small enough, we
deduce that

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yti
− Yn

ti
|2p

]

≤ Cα,php.

Let us now turn to the control between the truncated solution Yn and Y π. We first notice that the
perturbed term ζY

i
given in (4.42), can be rewritten as:

ζY
i := E

[

ζY,t
i
+ ζY,x

i
+ ζ

Y,y

i
+ ζ

Y,y,E

i
+ ζY,ẑ

i
+ ζY, ¯̄z

i
+ ζY,z̃

i
/Fti

]

, (4.44)

where

ζY,t
i

:=
∫ ti+1

ti

gn(s,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s ) − gn(ti,Xs,Y

n
s ,Z

n
s )ds,

ζY,x
i

:=
∫ ti+1

ti

gn(ti,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s ) − gn(ti,X

π
i ,Y

n
s ,Z

n
s )ds,

ζ
Y,y

i
:=

∫ ti+1

ti

gn(ti,X
π

i ,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s ) − gn(ti,X

π
i ,Y

n
ti
,Zn

s )ds,

ζ
Y,y,E

i
:=

∫ ti+1

ti

gn(ti,X
π

i ,Y
n
ti
,Zn

s ) − gn(ti,X
π

i ,E[Ỹi+1/Fti
],Zn

s )ds,

ζY,ẑ
i

:=
∫ ti+1

ti

gn(ti,X
π

i ,E[Ỹi+1/Fti
],Zn

s ) − gn(ti,X
π

i ,E[Ỹi+1/Fti
], Ẑn

i )ds,

ζY, ¯̄z
i

:=
∫ ti+1

ti

gn(ti,X
π

i ,E[Ỹi+1/Fti
], Ẑn

i ) − gn(ti,X
π

i ,E[Ỹi+1/Fti
], ¯̄Zn

i )ds,

ζY,z̃
i

:=
∫ ti+1

ti

gn(ti,X
π

i ,E[Ỹi+1/Fti
], ¯̄Zn

i ) − gn(ti,X
π

i ,E[Ỹi+1/Fti
], Z̃n

i )ds.
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Applying Lemma 4.12 and [8, Remark 2.5] to the terms ζY,x
i
, ζ

Y,y

i
, ζY, ¯̄z

i
and ζY,z̃

i
, we deduce that

|Yn
ti
− Y

π
i |

≤ CE
[

|Yn
tN
− Y

π
N |

q∗/Fti

] 1
q∗
+ CE

[(

N−1
∑

j=i

ζY,x
j

)q∗

/Fti

]
1
q∗
+ CE

[(

N−1
∑

j=i

ζ
Y,y

j

)q∗

/Fti

]
1
q∗

+ CE
[(

N−1
∑

j=i

ζY, ¯̄z
j

)q∗

/Fti

]
1
q∗
+ CE

[(

N−1
∑

j=i

ζY,z̃
j

)q∗

/Fti

]
1
q∗
+ CEQ

π
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∣

∣

∣ζY,t
j

∣

∣

∣/Fti

]

+ CEQ
π
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∣

∣

∣ζY,ẑ
j

∣

∣

∣/Fti

]

+ CEQ
π
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∣

∣

∣ζ
Y,y,E

j

∣

∣

∣/Fti

]

.

Taking the 2p-th power, the supremum on both sides, and applying the Jensen and Doob’s
maximal inequalities, we obtain for all p ≥ 2

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

|Yn
ti
− Y

π
i |

2p
]

≤ CpE
[

|Yn
tN
− Y

π
N |

2pq∗
] 1

q∗
+ CpE

[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζY,x
j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗] 1
q∗
+ CpE

[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζ
Y,y

j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗] 1
q∗

+ CpE
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζY, ¯̄z
j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗] 1
q∗
+ CpE

[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζY,z̃
j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗] 1
q∗
+ CpE

[

sup
0≤i≤N

EQ
π
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∣

∣

∣ζY,t
j

∣

∣

∣/Fti

]2p]

+ CpE
[

sup
0≤i≤N

EQ
π
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∣

∣

∣ζY,ẑ
j

∣

∣

∣/Fti

]2p]

+ CpE
[

sup
0≤i≤N

EQ
π
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∣

∣

∣ζ
Y,y,E

j

∣

∣

∣/Fti

]2p]

.

Let us analyse separately the different terms that appear on the right side of the above inequality.
By definition, the first term corresponds to the error analysis of the terminal value. To estimate
the second term, we primarily use the fact that the generator is stochastic Lipschitz continuous in
x and apply Hölder’s inequality to deduce that

E
(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζY,x
j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗

≤ CpE
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

(1 + ℓ(|Yn
s |)|Zn

s |α)|Xs −X
π

j |ds
)2pq∗]

≤ CpE
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

(1 + ℓ(|Yn
s |)|Zn

s |α)|Xs −X
π

j |δt j

)2pq∗]

≤ CpE
[

N−1
∑

j=0

sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

(1 + ℓ(|Yn
s |)|Zn

s |α)2pq∗ |Xs −X
π

j |
2pq∗δt j

](

N−1
∑

j=0

δt j

)2pq∗−1

≤ CpT2pq∗ sup
0≤ j≤N−1

E
[

sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

(1 + ℓ(|Yn
s |)|Zn

s |α)2pq∗ |Xs −X
π

j |
2pq∗

]

≤ CpT2pq∗ sup
0≤ j≤N−1

E
[

sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

(1 + ℓ(|Yn
s |)|Zn

s |α)4pq∗
]

1
2
E
[

|Xs −X
π

j |
4pq∗

]
1
2
.

From (3.25) and the uniform bound of Yn we deduce that

E
(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζY,x
j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗

≤ C(p, q∗)
(

sup
0≤ j≤N−1

E
[

sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

|Xs − Xt j
|4pq∗

]
1
2
+ sup

0≤ j≤N−1
E
[

|Xt j
−X

π
j |

4pq∗
]

1
2
)

.
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Under our assumptions, we observe that

sup
0≤ j≤N−1

E
[

sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

|Xs − Xt j
|2pq∗

]

≤ Cpq∗ sup
0≤ j≤N−1

(

E sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

t j

b(v,Xv)dv
∣

∣

∣

∣

4pq∗

+ E sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

|Ws −Wt j
|4pq∗

)

≤ Cpq∗h
2pq∗ .

Therefore, there exists a constant Cpq∗ not depending on h, such that

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζY,x
j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗] 1
q∗ ≤ Cpq∗h

p
+ sup

0≤ j≤N−1
E
[

|Xt j
−X

π
j |

4pq∗
]

1
2q∗
.

Similarly, from the growth of gn and applying Hölder’s inequality, we deduce that

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζ
Y,y

j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗] 1
q∗ ≤ CpE

[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

|Yn
s − Yn

t j
|ds

)2pq∗] 1
q∗

≤ CpE
[

N−1
∑

j=0

sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

|Yn
s − Yn

t j
|2pq∗δt j

]
1
q∗
(

N−1
∑

j=0

δt j

)

2pq∗−1
q∗

≤ Cpq∗T
2p
(

sup
0≤ j≤N−1

E
[

sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

|Yn
s − Yn

t j
|2pq∗

])
1
q∗

≤ Cpq∗h
p,

where, we used Theorem 1.4 to obtain the last inequality. From our assumptions on the driver,
we obtain that

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζY, ¯̄z
j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗] 1
q∗

≤CE
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

(

1 + ℓ(0)(|Ẑn(s)| + | ¯̄Zn(s)|)
)

|Ẑn(s) − ¯̄Zn(s)|ds
)2pq∗] 1

q∗

≤CE
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

(

1 + ℓ(0)(|Ẑn(s)| + | ¯̄Zn(s)|)
)2

ds
)2pq∗] 1

2q∗

× E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

|Ẑn(s) − ¯̄Zn(s)|2ds
)2pq∗] 1

2q∗
, (4.45)

where we used the Hölder’s inequality and recall that Ẑn(s) and ¯̄Zn(s) are respectively given by
(A.8) and (A.11). We first observe that, by performing some elementary computations and then
applying the Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

| ¯̄Zn(s) − Ẑn(s)| ≤E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t j+1

t j

gn(s,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s )ds

Wt j+1 −Wt j

δt j

∣

∣

∣

∣

/

Ft j

]

≤E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t j+1

t j

gn(s,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s )ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
/Ft j

]
1
2
E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

Wt j+1 −Wt j

δt j

∣

∣

∣

∣

2/
Ft j

]
1
2

≤ C
√

δt j

E
[(

∫ t j+1

t j

1 + |Zn
s |2ds

)2
/Ft j

]
1
2

≤C
√

δt j +
C

√

δt j

E
[(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zn
s |2ds

)2/
Ft j

]
1
2
, (4.46)
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where, we used the growth of gn, the bound of Yn and applied the conditional BDG inequality.
Hence, squaring the above inequality, we deduce that

| ¯̄Zn(s) − Ẑn(s)|2 ≤ Cδt j +
C

δt j
E
[(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zn
s |2ds

)2/
Ft j

]

.

Hence, by applying successively the Hölder and Jensen inequalities, we obtain

E
(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

|Ẑn(s) − ¯̄Zn(s)|2ds
)2pq∗

≤ C(p, q∗,T)h2pq∗
+ C(p, q∗)E

[

N−1
∑

j=0

1

δt
2pq∗

j

(

E
[(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zn
s |2ds

)4pq∗/

Ft j

])

δt j

](

N−1
∑

j=0

δt j

)2pq∗−1
.

This leads to

E
[

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

|Ẑn(s) − ¯̄Zn(s)|2ds
]2pq∗

≤ C(p, q∗,T)h2pq∗
+ C(p, q∗)T2pq∗−1

N−1
∑

j=0

δt j

δt
2pq∗

j

E
[(

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zn
s |2ds

)4pq∗]

≤ C(p, q∗,T)h2pq∗
+ C(p, q∗)T2pq∗−1

N−1
∑

j=0

δt j

δt
2pq∗

j

E
[

sup
t j≤s≤t j+1

|Zn
s |4pq∗(δt j)4pq∗

]

.

From (3.25), there exists a constant C(p, q∗,T) > 0 that does not depend on N, such that

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

|Ẑn(s) − ¯̄Zn(s)|2ds
)2pq∗] 1

2q∗ ≤ C(p, q∗,T)hp. (4.47)

On the other hand, we have seen that the processes ¯̄Zn
j

and Ẑn
j

belong to HBMO (see Remark 4.16).
Therefore, uniformly in n, we obtain

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

(

1 + ℓ(0)(|Ẑn(s)| + | ¯̄Zn(s)|)
)2

ds
)2pq∗]

≤ C(p, q∗,T)‖(1+ ℓ(0)(|Ẑn(s)| + | ¯̄Zn(s)|)
)

‖4pq∗

HBMO
.

Similarly, one can also obtain that

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζY,z̃
j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗] 1
q∗ ≤ C(p, q∗,T)hp. (4.48)

In fact, from the growth of gn and by applying Hölder’s inequality, we deduce that

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣ζY,z̃
j

∣

∣

∣

)2pq∗] 1
q∗

≤ CE
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

(

1 + ℓ(0)(|Z̃n(s)| + | ¯̄Zn(s)|)
)

|Z̃n(s) − ¯̄Zn(s)|ds
)2pq∗] 1

q∗

≤ C(p, q∗,T)‖(1+ ℓ(0)(|Ẑn(s)| + | ¯̄Zn(s)|)
)

‖4pq∗

HBMO
E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

|Z̃n(s) − ¯̄Zn(s)|2ds
)2pq∗] 1

2q∗
,
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where, Z̃n(s) := Z̃n
j

for all s ∈ [t j, t j+1], Z̃n
j

is given by (4.41) and belongs to HBMO, thanks to Lemma

4.15. On the other hand, from the definitions of the processes Z̃n and ¯̄Zn, respectively, we obtain
that

|Z̃n
j (s) − ¯̄Zn

j (s)|2

=E
[

(Yn
t j+1
− Yn

t j
)
(

HR
i −

Wt j+1 −Wt j

δt j

)/

Ft j

]2

≤E
[

|Yn
t j+1
− Yn

t j
|2/Ft j

]

E
[(

HR
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Wt j+1 −Wt j

δt j

)2/
Ft j

]

≤CE
[(
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n
s ,Z
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+
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/
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]

E
[(
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]

≤CE
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+

(
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+
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/

Ft j

]

E
[(

HR
i −

Wt j+1 −Wt j

δt j

)2/
Ft j

]

,

where, we applied the Hölder’s inequality, and used the growth of gn and the uniform bounded-
ness of Yn to derive the above inequalities. Using the definition of the coefficients HR

i
given by

(1.10), we observe that

E
[(

HR
j −

Wt j+1 −Wt j

δt j

)2/
Ft j

]

≤ R2

δt j
.

Therefore, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of n such that

|Z̃n
j (s) − ¯̄Zn

j (s)|2 ≤ CE
[

δt j +
1
δt j

(
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t j

|Zn
s |2ds
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+

1
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t j

|Zn
s |2ds

/

Ft j

]

.

Hence, applying the Jensen and Hölder’s inequalities, we obtain

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

|Z̃n(s) − ¯̄Zn(s)|2ds
)2pq∗]

≤C
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∑
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δt j

[

(δt j)2pq∗
+

1
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E
(
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t j

|Zn
s |2ds

)4pq∗

+
1

(δt j)2pq∗
E
(

∫ t j+1

t j
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s |2ds

)2pq∗](
N−1
∑

j=0

δt j
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.

Thanks to (3.25), we deduce that

E
[(

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

|Z̃n(s) − ¯̄Zn(s)|2ds
)2pq∗]

≤ CT2pq∗
(

h + h2pq∗
)

. (4.49)

The following bound is a consequence the regularity of the generator on its time variable

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

EQ
π
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∣

∣

∣ζY,t
j

∣
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(

N−1
∑

j=i

Λt(δt j)3/2
)2p
≤ C(p,T)hp. (4.50)

Let us now turn to establishing the bounds for the remaining two terms. Using the local Lipschitz
assumption of the driver g, we first observe that

EQ
π
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∣

∣

∣ζY,ẑ
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∣
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(1 + ℓ(0)(|Ẑn(s)| + |Zn
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s |))‖HBMO

EQ
π
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∫ t j+1

t j
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/

Fti

]
1
2
.
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By applying Corollary 1.6, we deduce that

E
[

sup
0≤i≤N

EQ
π
[

N−1
∑
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/
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≤ Chp.

Finally, using the growth of gn once more, we obtain that
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h

≤ C(ǫ, ‖Zn ∗W‖BMO)h.

Hence

E
[

sup
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∣
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/
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�

Proof of Proposition 4.20. We first observe that

|Zs −Z
π(s)| ≤ |Zs − Zn

s | + |Zn
s − Ẑn

s | + |Ẑn
s − ¯̄Zn(s)| + | ¯̄Zn(s) − Z̃n(s)| + |Z̃n(s) −Z

π(s)|.

Hence, after performing the necessary computations, we obtain that

E
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|Zs −Z
π(s)|2ds

]

≤ C (II1 + II2 + II3 + II4 + II5) ,

where, each term (IIl)1≤l≤5 can be deduced easily. It follows from Theorem 4.14 that II1 ≤ C(T)h.
Observe that

|Zn
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∣

∣

∣

Zn
ti
− 1
δti
E
[

∫ ti+1

ti

Zn
vdv/Fti

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 2|Zn
s − Zn

ti
|2 + 2
δti
E
[

∫ ti+1

ti

|Zn
v − Zn
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.

Thanks to Theorem 1.4, we deduce that

II2 ≤ 4E
[

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

|Zn
s − Ẑn

s |2ds
]

≤ Ch.

Similar to (4.47), there exists a constant C > 0, such that II3 ≤ Ch. Moreover, from (4.49), we also
obtain that II4 ≤ C(1 + h). Let us turn now to the bound for II5, whose proof mainly relies on
the application of Lemma 4.13. Indeed, recall that the expression for ζY

j
is given by (4.44), and
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applying the result from Proposition 4.19, we obtain

II5 = E
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,

The last term on right side of the above inequality can be estimated as follows
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∣

∣ζY,t
j
+ ζY,x

j
+ ζ

Y,y

j
+ ζ

Y,y,E

j
+ ζY,z̃

j
+ ζY, ¯̄z

j

∣

∣

∣

)2] 1
2

+ E

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

j=0

(Ỹn
t j
− Y

π
j )ζY,ẑ

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

where we used the Hölder’s inequality to obtain the last inequality. We notice that, the second
term on the right-hand side of the latter inequality can be controlled in the same manner as done,
for instance, in the proof of the previous Proposition. It can be shown that all such terms are
bounded by Ch

1
2 , where the constant C > 0 does not depend on n. We now turn to deriving the

estimate of the third one. Indeed, using the growth of the driver g and the local boundedness of
the function ℓ, we obtain the existence of a constant C > 0 such that

E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

j=0

(Ỹn
t j
− Y

π
j )ζY,ẑ

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ CE
[

N−1
∑

j=0

∫ t j+1

t j

∣

∣

∣Ỹn(s) − Y
π(s)

∣

∣

∣

(

1 + ℓ(|Yn
s |)(|Zn

s | + |Ẑn
s |)

)

|Zn
s − Ẑn

s |ds
]

≤ CE
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

E
[

∫ T

ti

|Ỹn(s) − Y
π(s)|

(

1 + ℓ(|Yn
s |)(|Zn

s | + |Ẑn
s |)

)

|Zn
s − Ẑn

s |ds
/

Fti

]]

.

We recall that the processes Zn
s and Ẑn

s are both elements of HBMO and applying the Hölder’s
inequality, we deduce that

E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

j=0

(Ỹn
t j
− Y

π
j )ζY,ẑ

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ CE
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

E
[

sup
0≤ j≤N−1

|Ỹn
j − Y

π
j |

4/Fti

]
1
4
E

[∫ T

ti

∣

∣

∣Zn
s − Ẑn

s |2ds
/

Fti

]

1
2
]

≤ CE
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

E
[

sup
0≤ j≤N−1

|Ỹn
j − Y

π
j |

4/Fti

] 1
2
]

1
2
E
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

E
[

∫ T

ti

∣

∣

∣Zn
s − Ẑn

s |2ds
/

Fti

]]
1
2

≤ CE
[

sup
0≤i≤N−1

E
[

sup
0≤ j≤N−1

|Ỹn
j − Y

π
j |

4/Fti

]2] 1
8
h

1
2 ,
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where we used Corollary 1.6 to deduce the last inequality. Therefore, applying the Doob’s
maximal inequality, we obtain

E
[

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

j=0

(Ỹn
t j
− Y

π
j )ζY,ẑ

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ 4CE













sup
0≤ j≤N−1

|Ỹn
j − Y

π
j |

8













1
8

h
1
2 .

�

5. Conclusion and some perspectives

Summary of findings: In this paper, we establish for the first time the rate of convergence for the
time discretization of BSDEs coupled with non smooth-type forward SDEs. By incorporating
more complex behaviors and relaxing traditional regularity assumptions, our work significantly
enhances the understanding of forward-backward SDEs (FBSDEs) in cases where the coefficients
of the forward process demonstrates irregularities. This advancement fills a crucial gap in the
literature, providing a more rigorous framework for analyzing and approximating FBSDEs under
challenging conditions. These findings hold particular importance for potential applications
that demand precise numerical approximations, such as those in finance, physics, and stochastic
control, where the interplay between backward and forward processes is complex and existing
methods often prove inadequate. Our approach not only broadens the scope of FBSDE models
but also lays the groundwork for future research into more efficient and accurate computational
techniques in systems driven by non-smooth dynamics.

Numerical scheme– An open problem: However, the BTZ scheme exposed in this work remains very
theoretical since it assumes an accurate computations of the conditional expectations involved
in the model. For this reason it would have been interesting to develop a fully implementable
numerical scheme by following the works [14, 8, 54] in our context. The main ingredient consists
to use the quantization method which provides an algorithm to compute expectation appearing
in (4.32) by establishing a grid associated with probability based on the distribution of the random
variables (∆Wi). Precisely, these random variables are approximated by a sequence of centered
random variables (∆Ŵi =

√
δtiGM( ∆Wi√

δti
)) with discrete support, and GM stands for the projection

operator on the optimal quantization grid for the standard Gaussian distribution with M points
in the support and the following bound holds for all p ≥ 1

E
[

|∆Wti
− ∆Ŵti

|p
]1/p
≤ Cp

√

hiM
−1/d. (5.1)

Henceforth, this necessitates the development of a numerical scheme for the forward equation
(1.1) using the Markovian quantization method, particularly when the drift term lies outside the
standard Lipschitz continuous framework. To the best of our knowledge, no such result currently
exists, as it requires a more advanced stability analysis result of the Euler-Maruyama scheme for
SDEs with non-smooth coefficients than the one established for instance in the aforementioned
Corollary 2.10 (or equivalently in [16], for integrable drift coefficients).

In fact, let us consider the following tho version of the Euler scheme approximating the equation
(1.1) under the assumption (A1)

Xi+1 = Xi + b(ti,Xi)hi + ∆Wti

Yi+1 = Yi + b(ti,Yi)hi + ∆Wti
+ ξi,

where ξi stands for a family of random variables such that for all i we have ξi ∈ L2p(Ω). The
second equation can be viewed as a perturbation of the first one. Standard computations lead to
the following for all p ≥ 2

E[sup
0≤k≤i

|Xk − Yk|p] ≤ C(p)|X0 − Y0| + C(p)E
[

sup
0≤k≤i

∣

∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

(

b(t j,X j) − b(t j,Y j)
)

h j

∣

∣

∣

∣

p
]

+ C(p)E
∣

∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

ξ j

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

.
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Since the drift b here is not Lipschitz continuous, this prevents us to apply the a Gronwall-type
inequality as it was done for instance in [8], [54] and [53]. Therefore, by just using the boundedness
of b we deduce the following bound

E[sup
0≤k≤i

|Xk − Yk|p] ≤ C(p,T)
(

1 + E
∣

∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

ξ j

∣

∣

∣

∣

p
)

Lemma 5.1. Let Φ be constructible functional with construction ϕ and let π : 0 = t0 < tt · · · < tN = T be
a partition with δti = ti+1 − ti and h = supi |δti| ≤ KN−1 for some K > 0. We define the following

Appendix A. Proof of auxiliary results

Proof of Lemma 4.7. The first assertion follows by induction by noticing that δZi = E[δYi+1Hi/Fti
]

and by the following standard linearization

δYi = E
[

δYi+1 + δtiΓiE[δYi+1/Fti
] + δtiΠi · δZi + δtiδGi/Fti

]

= E
[

(1 + δtiΓi + δtiΠi ·Hi)δYi+1/Fti

]

+ E
[

δtiδGi/Fti

]

.

On the other hand, the previous representation leads to the desired comparison principle. Specif-
ically, observing that |Γi| ≤ Λy and |Πi| ≤ 2Λz(n)ℓ(0), where ℓ is a strictly positive function, we
deduce from the assumptions of the lemma that, for all 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1 the following holds

δYi = E
[

ΥiδYtN
+

N−1
∑

k=i

δtkδGk
Υi

Υk

/

Fti

]

≥ 0.

This concludes the proof. �

Proof of Lemma 4.8. We will compare the solution to the BTZ scheme with the solution Ŷi, which
has terminal value ‖ξ‖∞ and drivers Fi given by Fi(y, z) = Λ0+Λy|y|. SBy induction, we deduce that
Ŷi is deterministic and the control process given by Ẑi = E[Ŷi+1Hi/Fti

] = 0. From the assumption,
we observe that

Gi(Ŷi, Ẑi) ≤ Λ0 + Λy|Ŷi| = Fi(Ŷi, 0) = Fi(Ŷi, Ẑi).

This implies that Yi ≤ Ŷi based on the comparison principle mentioned above. On the other hand,
the following holds

Ŷi ≤
(

1 + Λyδti

)

Ŷi+1 + Λ0δti

≤
N−1
∏

i=0

(

1 + Λyδti

)

‖ξ‖∞ +
N−1
∑

i=0

{

i−1
∏

j=0

(

1 + Λyδt j

)}

Λ0δti

≤ (‖ξ‖∞ + Λ0T) exp
(

1 + ΛyT
)

.

On the other hand, by using a similar argument as above one can obtain that

Ŷi ≥ −(‖ξ‖∞ + Λ0T) exp
(

1 + ΛyT
)

.

�

Proof of Lemma 4.10. We will use a technique similar to that employed in [8] and [54]. Let M

denote the bound of the BTZ scheme Yπ
i

obtained in Lemma 4.8. Define (Y(l),π
i
,Z(l),π

i
)1≤l≤κ as the

BTZ scheme associated with the terminal value ξ(l) =
ξ
κ and the following generator.

Ĝ
(l)
i

(y, z) =
Gi(0, 0)
κ

+ Gi

(

y +

l−1
∑

m=1

E[Y(m),π
i+1 /Fti

], z +
l−1
∑

m=1

Z
(m),π
i

)

− Gi

(

l−1
∑

m=1

E[Y(m),π
i+1 /Fti

],
l−1
∑

m=1

Z
(m),π
i

)

, (A.1)
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with the convention that
∑0

i=1 = 0 and κ ∈N not depending on N. From uniqueness and linearity
of the BTZ scheme, we obtain that

Yπi =

κ
∑

l=1

Y
(l),π
i

and Zπi =

κ
∑

l=1

Z
(l),π
i
.

Moreover, for all y, y′, z, z′ we have that

|Ĝ(l)
i

(y, z) − Ĝ
(l)
i

(y′, z′)|

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

Gi

(

y +

l−1
∑

m=1

E[Y(m),π
i+1 /Fti

], z +
l−1
∑

m=1

Z
(m),π
i

)

− Gi

(

y′ +

l−1
∑

m=1

E[Y(m),π
i+1 /Fti

], z′ +
l−1
∑

m=1

Z
(m),π
i

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Λy(1 + |z − z′|α0)|y − y′| + Λz(n)ℓ(|y − y′|)|z − z′|.

This immediately implies that for all l ∈ {1, · · · , κ} the family of drivers (Ĝ(l)
i

)i satisfies Assumption
4.4. Therefore, applying Lemma 4.8 yields that

sup
0≤i≤N

|Y(l),π
i
| ≤

(

‖ξ(l)‖∞ +
|Gi(0, 0)|
κ

)

exp
(

1 + ΛyT
)

=
M

κ
. (A.2)

It is then sufficient to establish that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

δt j|Z(l),π
j
|2
/

Fti

]

≤ C (A.3)

for all l ∈ {1, · · · , κ} with C a constant independent of N. We observe that, the BTZ solution
(Y(l),π

i
,Z(l),π

i
)1≤l≤κ can be rewritten as

Y
(l),π
i+1 = Y

(l),π
i
− G

(l),π
i

(

E[Y(l),π
i+1 /Fti

],Z(l),π
i

)

δti + νi, (A.4)

where

νi = Bi −
δti

ci
Z

(l),π
i
· (Hi)T, Bi = Y

(l),π
i+1 − E[Y(l),π

i+1 /Fti
].

Thus squaring both sides of (A.4) and using the definition of νi, we obtain that

1
2
δti

C2
|Z(l),π

i
|2 ≤ E[|Y(l),π

i+1 |
2/Fti

] − |Y(l),π
i
|2 + 2Y

(l),π
i

Ĝ
(l)
i

(

E[Y(l),π
i+1 /Fti

],Z(l),π
i

)

δti. (A.5)

Using primarily the growth properties of Gi, we obtain for all l ∈ {1, · · · , κ}

|Ĝ(l)
i

(y, z)|

≤ Λ0

κ
+ Λz + Λy(1 + |z|α0)|y| + Λz(1 + ℓ(|y|))|z|2 + Λzℓ(|y|)(l − 1)

l−1
∑

m=1

|Z(m),π
i
|2.

In particular, using the bound (A.2) and the local boundedness of the function ℓ, we deduce the
existence of a constant C(‖ℓ ◦ |Y(l),π|‖∞) that does not depend on N, such that

|Ĝ(l)
i

(

E[Y(l),π
i+1 /Fti

],Z(l),π
i

)

|

≤
Λ0 + ΛyM

κ
+ Λz +

ΛyM

κ
|Z(l),π

i
|α0 + Λz(1 + ‖ℓ ◦ |Y(l),π|‖∞)|Z(l),π

i
|2

+ C(‖ℓ ◦ |Y(l),π|‖∞)(l − 1)
l−1
∑

m=1

|Z(m),π
i
|2

≤
Λ0 + ΛyM

κ
+ Λz + Cα0

(ΛyM

κ

)
2

2−α0
+ Λz(1 +

α0

2
+ ‖ℓ ◦ |Y(l),π|‖∞)|Z(l),π

i
|2

+ C(‖ℓ ◦ |Y(l),π|‖∞)(l − 1)
l−1
∑

m=1

|Z(m),π
i
|2. (A.6)
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Plugging (A.6) into (A.5), using an induction argument on i and taking the conditional expectation
with respect to Fti

, we deduce that

( 1
2C2
− 2

M

κ
Λz(1 +

α0

2
+ ‖ℓ ◦ |Y(l),π|‖∞)

)

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

δt j|Z(l),π
j
|2/Fti

]

≤ 2
M

κ

((Λ0

κ
+ Λz

)

T + C(‖ℓ ◦ |Y(l),π|‖∞)(l − 1)
N−1
∑

j=i

E
[

l−1
∑

m=1

δt j|Z(m),π
j
|2/Fti

])

+ 2
M 2

κ2

(

1 + 2ΛyT
)

+ 2
M

κ
Cα0

(ΛyM

κ

)
2

2−α0 T.

Hence, an appropriate choice of the parameterκ ensures the existence of a constant C independent
of N such that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

δt j|Z(l),π
j
|2/Fti

]

≤ C
(

1 +
N−1
∑

j=i

E
[

l−1
∑

m=1

δt j|Z(m),π
j
|2/Fti

])

.

Therefore (A.3) follows from an induction principle on l. This concludes the proof. �

Proof of Lemma 4.13. We first observe that the perturbed scheme (4.36) can be rewritten as follows

Ỹi = Ỹi+1 + δtiGi(E[Ỹi+1/Fti
], Z̃i) + ζY

i −
δti

ci
(Z̃i)T ·Hi − ν̃i, (A.7)

where ν̃i is an Fti+1 -measurable random variable, such that E[ν̃i/Fti
] = E[ν̃iHi/Fti

] = 0 and
E[(ν̃i)2/Fti

] < ∞.Hence, together with (4.33), we obtain that

δ̃Yπi = δ̃Y
π
i+1 +

(

Gi(E[Ỹi+1/Fti
], Z̃i) − Gi(E[Yπi+1/Fti

],Zπi )
)

+ ζY
i −
δti

ci
(δ̃Zπi ) ·Hi − δ̃νi

= δ̃Yπi+1 + δtiΓ̃iE[δ̃Yπi+1/Fti
] + δtiΠ̃iδ̃Z

π
i + ζ

Y
i −
δti

ci
(δ̃Zπi ) ·Hi − δ̃νi

= δ̃Yπi+1 +Ai −
δti

ci
(δ̃Zπi ) ·Hi − δ̃νi,

where δ̃νi = νi − ν̃i. Using the fact that

(δ̃Yπi+1)2
= (δ̃Yπi )2

+ 2δ̃Yπi (δ̃Yπi+1 − δ̃Y
π
i ) + (δ̃Yπi+1 − δ̃Y

π
i )2

= (δ̃Yπi )2
+ 2δ̃Yπi

(δti

ci
(δ̃Zπi ) ·Hi + δ̃νi −Ai

)

+

(δti

ci
(δ̃Zπi ) ·Hi + δ̃νi −Ai

)2
.

Then by taking the conditional expectation, and from the assumptions of the Lemma, we obtain
that

E
[

(δ̃Yπi+1)2/Fti

]

≥ (δ̃Yπi )2 − 2δtiδ̃Y
π
i

(

Γ̃iE[δ̃Yπi+1/Fti
] + Π̃iδ̃Z

π
i

)

− 2δ̃Yπi (ζY
i ) +

δti

ci
|δ̃Zπi |

2.

Hence, by rearranging the terms above, applying Young’s inequality, summing over i and taking
the expectation, we deduce the existence of a constant C that does not depend on N such that

E
[

N−1
∑

i=0

(δ̃Yπi )2δti

]

≤ C
(

E[(δ̃YπN)2 − (δ̃Yπ0 )2] + E[ sup
0≤i≤N−1

|δ̃Yπi |
2] + E

N−1
∑

i=0

δ̃Yπi (ζY
i )

)

+ E
[

N−1
∑

i=0

δti(δ̃Yπi )2|Π̃i|2
]
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To conclude, we first recall that |Π̃i| ≤ Λz(1 + ℓ(0)(|Z̃i| + |Zπi |)) ∈ HBMO. Hence from the BDG
inequality for discrete martingale, we deduce that

E
[

N−1
∑

i=0

δti(δ̃Yπi )2|Π̃i|2
]

≤ E
[(

N−1
∑

i=0

δti|Π̃i|2
)2] 1

2
E[ sup

0≤i≤N−1
|δ̃Yπi |

4]
1
2

≤ CE[ sup
0≤i≤N−1

|δ̃Yπi |
4]

1
2 .

The proof is completed. �

Proof of Lemma 4.15. Let us notice that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Z̃n
i |

2δt j

/

Fti

]

≤ 2E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Z̃n
j − ¯̄Zn

j |
2δt j

/

Fti

]

+ 2E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

| ¯̄Zn
j |

2δt j

/

Fti

]

= 2(J1 + J2),

with

¯̄Zn
j := ¯̄Zn(t) ∀t ∈ [t j, t j+1], ¯̄Zn

j := E
[

Yn
t j+1

Wt j+1 −Wt j

δt j
/Ft j

]

. (A.8)

We start with the computation of J1. We observe that

|Z̃ j − ¯̄Zn
j |

2δt j = E
[

(Yn
t j+1
− Yn

t j
)
(

HR
i −

Wt j+1 −Wt j

δt j

)

/Ft j

]2
δt j.

Therefore, using, for instance, the definition of the coefficients HR
i

given in (1.10), we obtain the
existence of a constant C > 0 such that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Z̃ j − ¯̄Zn
j |

2δt j/Fti

]

≤ CE
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Yn
t j+1
− Yn

t j
|2/Fti

]

≤ CE
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t j+1

t j

gn(s,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s )ds −

∫ t j+1

t j

Zn
s dWs

∣

∣

∣

∣

2/
Fti

]

≤ CE
[(

∫ T

ti

|gn(s,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s )|ds

)2
+

∫ T

ti

|Zn
s |2ds

/

Fti

]

.

Here, we used the conditional BDG inequality to obtain the last inequality. The second term on
the right-hand side can easily be controlled by the HBMO-norm of the process Zn, uniformly in
n. Meanwhile, a careful inspection of the first term is crucial, as we do not have an almost sure
bound for the process Zn

t of the form supn |Zn
t | ≤ C(1+ supt |Xt|) as seen in [8] or [54], for instance.

Using the growth of gn, the uniform bound on the process Yn and the local boundedness of the
function ℓ, we observe that

E
[(

∫ T

ti

|gn(s,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s )|ds

)2/
Fti

]

≤ CT2
+ CE

[(

∫ T

ti

|Zn
s |2ds

)2/
Fti

]

.

Let h be the Lyapunov function given in Lemma 4.2. Applying the Itô’s formula, we obtain

dh(Yn
s ) =

(1
2

h′′(Yn
s )|Zn

s |2 − h′(Yn
s )gn(s,Xs,Y

n
s ,Z

n
s )
)

ds + dMn
s , (A.9)

where dMn
s is a stochastic integral. Using the property of the Lyapunov function, we deduce that

∫ T

ti

|Zn
s |2ds ≤ h(Yn

T) − h(Yn
ti
) + kT +

∫ T

ti

dMn
s .
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Squaring and taking the conditional expectation in the above inequality, we deduce that

sup
n∈N
E
[

( ∫ T

ti

|Zn
s |2ds

)2

/Fti

]

≤ CE
[

|h(Yn
T) − h(Yn

ti
)|2 + k2T2

+

∫ T

ti

|Zn
s |2ds

/

Fti

]

≤ 2C‖Dh‖2L∞E
[

|Yn
T − Yn

ti
|2/Fti

]

+ Ck2T2
+ C‖Zn ∗W‖BMO

≤ C(T)(1 + ‖Zn ∗W‖BMO),

where, the last inequality follows from the uniform boundedness on the process Yn(see (1.13)).
We have in particular

E
[(

∫ T

ti

|gn(s,Xs,Y
n
s ,Z

n
s )|ds

)2/
Fti

]

≤ C(T)(1 + ‖Zn ∗W‖BMO). (A.10)

Furthermore, there exists a constant C that does not depend on n, such that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Z̃ j − ¯̄Zn
j |

2δt j/Fti

]

≤ C(1 + ‖Z ∗W‖BMO).

We now turn to the control of J2. We observe that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

| ¯̄Zn
j |

2δt j/Fti

]

≤ 2E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Ẑn
j − ¯̄Zn

j |
2δt j/Fti

]

+ 2E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Ẑ j|2δt j/Fti

]

,

where

Ẑn
j := Ẑn(t) ∀t ∈ [t j, t j+1], Ẑn

j =
1
δt j
E
[

∫ t j+1

t j

Zn
s ds

/

Ft j

]

. (A.11)

Similarly to [8, Lemma 2.1], by using Jensen’s inequality and the tower property, we obtain that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Ẑ j|2δt j/Fti

]

≤ C(1 + sup
n
‖Zn ∗W‖BMO). (A.12)

On the other hand, from the definitions of the processes Ẑn and ¯̄Zn, respectively, we obtain that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Ẑn
j − ¯̄Zn

j |
2δt j/Fti

]

= E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

∣

∣

∣

∣

E
[

∫ t j+1

t j

gn(s,Xs.Y
n
s ,Z

n
s )ds

Wt j+1 −Wt j

δt j
/Ft j

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
δt j

/

Fti

]

≤ E
[(

∫ T

ti

|gn(s,Xs.Y
n
s ,Z

n
s )|ds

)2/
Fti

]

,

where, the inequality follows from the the Cauchy inequality and the tower property. Therefore,
from (A.10), there exists a constant independent of n such that

E
[

N−1
∑

j=i

|Ẑn
j − ¯̄Zn

j |
2δt j/Fti

]

≤ C(1 + sup
n
‖Zn ∗W‖BMO).

This concludes the proof. �
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