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1. Introduction

We study the existence of minimal supersolutions of BSDEeua general family of mutually
singular probability measures. To that end we consider batitity space2, F, P) carrying a
Brownian motioniV. By (F;) we denote the Brownian filtration. Given a fam#yof volatility
processed, we consider the proces§ : Q) x 0, 7] — Sgo defined as the stochastic integral

W (0) = /91/2dw, 6 e o,

where() := Q x ©. It generates a raw filtratioft; := o(W,;s < t), t € [0,T]. The family
of measures is now given biy?[A] := P[A(0)], § € ©, for A € Fr and in general it is not
possible to define a probability measure under which all @ibdity measures?? are absolutely
continuous.

Following the approach developed in Drapeau et Hl] pnd Heyne et al.J6] we aim at
constructing the candidate value process for the minimpéolution of a BSDE by taking
the essential infimum at each point in time and obtaining treesponding control process by
some compactness arguments. Since the definition of antiedsefimum over a set of random
variables depends strongly on the underlying probabilisasure we first provide conditions
under which it is possible to define a related notion. Moreigady, this is done by only min-
imizing over random variables with a specific regularityusture. Moreover, by assuming that
the set of probability measures is relatively compact we alstain the existence of a sequence
approximating the infimum in the capacity sense.

With this at hand, the next step is to adjust the frameworl 6f §nd [16] in order to incorpo-
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rate measurability with respect to the filtrati()ﬁt) generated byV. Quite often, the analysis in
[10, 16] is based on arguments involving supermartingales and tegpective right hand limit
processes. However, since in gendta)) is neither right- nor left-continuous, we cannot resort
to these standard procedures while staying adapted. Tiera&fe adopt the notion of optional
strong supermartingales, which, by a result of Dellachanié Meyer 7], are ladlag processes
and relieve us of having to take right hand limits. Accordinmgve formulate our BSDE in a
stronger sense, that is with respect to stopping times. Mieisely, a ladlag procedsand a
control process constitute a supersolution of a backward stochastic @ifféal equation if

T

Y, — / g5 (Y, Z,) ds + / ZdW,>Y, and Yy, (1.1)

g

for all stopping time®) < o < 7 < T. Here,Y andZ are adapted and predictable with respect
to (F;), respectively, and the equation is to be understooddiwése sense, that is for example
[ ZdW represents the family of projectioig Z(6)dW (6))gco.

Our main result proves that under the same conditions onghergtor as inl[0], [16] or [11],
there exists a minimal supersolution th1) in the quasi-sure sense among the supersolutions
with a regularity controlled in terms of modulus of contityui As aforementioned, an appro-
priate essential infimum is necessary to overcome the laaldofminating probability measure.
Therefore, we first prove that the pointwise infimum of theutagsupersolutions is a good can-
didate value process that can be approximated by a sequésopearsolutions. Second, with
the candidate value process at hand, we obtain the candidlati®| process by arguing for each
f separately and then aggregating similar to Soner e2dl.and Nutz and Sonef[)] by using
a result by Karandikarl[7].

The super replication problem under model uncertaintpduced by Lyons19 is relatively
recent and has been subject to many studies, see for exaluplgneda et al.1], Bion-Nadal
and KervarecZ, 3], Denis and Martini 8], Epstein and Ji13]. Except for the latter, they all
take into account a superhedging problem under volatilityentainty, whereas the latter also
takes into account drift uncertainty. It happens that th¢heraatical techniques underlying
the problem of superhedging under volatility uncertainty @elated to the theory of capacities
introduced by Choque#g] and to quasi-sure stochastic analysis, 25§ [Denis and Martini §],
Denis et al. 9], and the numerous references therein. The superhedgdbepr under volatility
uncertainty is also closely linked to other mathematicplds. On the one hand, to the so called
G-expectations introduced by Perll] 22], see also9] and Soner et al Z5] for further studies
and references. On the other hand, to fully non-linear mdi@Partial Differential Equations as
introduced by Cheridito et al4] and second order Backward Stochastic Differential Equnati
— 2BSDE for short — se@p] for the well posedness, Soner et &6] for a dual formulation, and
Soner and Touzid4] for the corresponding dynamic programing principle. Imizast to these
works, the technique presented here allows to considergiemng without growth conditions,
and also, no particular stability conditions on the set détility models.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect®mve fix our notations and the setting, and
introduce our notion of essential infimum. We define minimgdeysolutions and introduce our



main conditions in Sectiof, which also contains our main result.

2. Setting and Notation

The set of dyadic numbers betweérand a finite time horizor{” > 0 is denoted byll :=
{kT/n:n €Nk =0,...,n}. Let(Q2, F, P) be a probability space carryingdadimensional
Brownian motionWW. By (F;) we denote the augmented filtration generatediy which
satisfies the usual conditions. LEY(F;) denote the set af;-measurable random variables,
where two of them are identified if they coincidealmost surely. Fop > 0, the spacd.?(F;)
denotes those random variablesZi\ ;) with finite p-norm. We denote by the set of(F;)-
stopping times o2 with values in[0, 7. An (F;)-optional procesy” : Q x [0,7] — Ris a
strong supermartingalé Y, € L'(F,) andE[Y, | F,] < Y,, forallo,7 € T witho < 7.
Let © be a family of volatility processes

0:Qx[0,T] —S;°,
which are progressively measurable and suchjﬁdwiﬂ]]?du < oo, P-almost surely. Here,
S;" is the set of strictly positive definité x d-matrices. On the product spage= Q x ©, we
consider the proceds” : Q x [0, 7] — R defined as the stochastic integral

W (6) = /91/2dW, 0co,

generating the filtratiod7;), whereF; := o(W,;s < t). Since(F;) is in general not right-
continuous, we also consideF;") defined byF;" := ,., Fs, fort € [0,T), and %} = Fr.

On the sigma-algebrar, it is in general not possible to define a probability measunger
which all probability measure®’[A] := P[A(0)], § € ©, are absolutely continuous where
A(f) = {w e Q: (w,0) € A}. We therefore define the set functiéh: 7 — [0, 1] by

P[A]:=supP’[A], Ac Fr. (2.1)
0o

By Co([0,T]; R¢) we denote the space of continuous functians [0,7] — R?, w(0) = 0,

equipped with the uniform noriiw||oc := supg<i<r [w(t)|.

Remark 2.1.For eact¥ € O, let .?[B] := P[W(0) € B], whereB € %(Cy([0,T];R%)). By
means of §, Theorem 1],c(B) := supyce 1’ (B) defines acapacityon % (Co ([0, T]; RY)).
Since anyA € Fr is of the formA = W~1(B) for someB € Z(Cy([0,T];R?)), it follows
that P[A] = ¢(B) is a capacity onFr. In applications, the measurgd, § € ©, are often
mutually singular. ¢

We work under the following assumption on the measufedefined in Remark.1

(RCP) the se{u? : 6 € ©} is relatively weak-compact.

That is, theo (M1, Cy)-topology on the probability measures over the Polish sgagéo, 7); R%).



By means of Prohorov’s theorem, the relatively weakmpactness of.’ : § € ©} is equiv-
alent to the fact thafu’ : € ©} is tight, see alsoq, Theorem 6]. For instancéRCP)is
satisfied, ifa < 6 < b for everyf € © for constant$) < a < b.

In the following we summarize some notations of capacitpthesee alsog]. A subsetA
of Q is called apolar setif there existsB € Fr with A C B such thatP[B] = 0. The set of
all polar sets is denoted by. We say that a property holdgiasi-surelyif this property holds
outside a polar set, that is, this property holefs-almost surely for alh € ©. By LO(F;) we
denote the set o?t-measurable random variabl&s: ) — R, where two of them are identified
if they coincide quasi-surely. Equalities and inequalitieetween?;-measurable random vari-
ables are understood in the quasi-sure sense. FaKanyl.’(Fr) such thatF[X (9)] exists for
all ¢ € ©, we define thaipper expectationf X as

EX]:= SggE (X (6)]. (2.2)

The setL!(Fr) consists of thos& € L°(Fr), for which E[| X|] < +oo.

For anyX € L°(F;), there exists a measurable function Cy([0,7],R?) — R such that
X = (W), wherelV! is the stopped proces§ := ;. In general it is not possible to
define an “essential infimum” for subsets fifi(F;) with respect to the capacit{?. However,
under the assumption that the infimum is taken over a subsegofar random variables, then it
is an essential infimum in the sense of the subsequent ptigmosio this end, we fix an arbitrary
countable sef)t of moduli of continuitym, that is,m : [0, cc] — [0, co] wherem(0) = 0 and
m is continuous ab.? Form € M, we further defing”,, (F;) as the set of thos& = p(W*) €
L°(F;) where has a modulus of continuity, that is|p(w) — o(w')| < m(||w — w'||s),
for all w,w’ € C([0,T]; R?). Recall that the infimum of an arbitrary family of functionsthv
moduli of continuitym has itself also a modulus of continuity provided it is finite valued at
every point.

Proposition 2.2. LetX C Cm(f't), m € 9, bounded from below and define
X* .= gp*(Wt) € C’m(]}t)

whereyp* is the pointwise infimum over all functions: Cy([0, T); R?) — R satisfyingo(W?) €
X. Then, for any € O, there exists a sequen¢& ™) in X such that

neN

X*(0) = (inf X”) 0). (2.3)

If in addition (RCP)is fulfilled, then there exists a sequerié€”) in X such that for every > 0
it holds
lim P[(X'A--AX") = X*>¢| =0. (2.4)

n—o0

2 For instancedt = {m(z) = qz : ¢ € Q+} or M = {m(x) = gz : ¢,7 € Q4,0 < 7 < 1} correspond to the
moduli of continuity of all Lipschitz or H6lder continuousrictions, respectively.



Proof. Step 1:Fix ¢ > 0 andf € ©. There exists a compact skt € %(Co([0, T]; R?)) such
that % (K¢) < e. Foranyz € K let ¢ : Co([0,T];R) — R be a function with modulus of
continuity m such thatp (W) € X and|¢*(x) — ¢%(x)| < e, and define the open sets

0z = {y € Coll0. THRY) : 165(v) — w5 (@) < = and o (2) — " (v)| < =} .

The family (O%)..cx is an open cover oK, so that by compactness, there exigt. .., xy such
thatK C O7, U--- U O3 . By construction holds>;, A--- A ¢ < ¢ + 3¢ on the setk.
Hence

P [‘Pil (Wt(9)> Ao NS <Wt(6)) > o* <Wt(6)) + 38] <e.

This shows thatX{*() = essinf {X € L%(F;) : X € X(0)} and by Féllmer and Schied4,
Theorem A.32] there exists a sequeliég’) in X such thatX*(0) = (inf,, X™)(0).

Step 2:Fix ¢ > 0. Since{u’ : 6§ € O} is tight, it follows that there exists a compact set
K € #(Co([0,T];R?)) such that(K®) < e. Letys ..., ¢%  be the functions as defined in
the previous step, so that

P65, V) Ao Al (W) = X7) > 32| <&
Finally, defining(X™) as a sequence running thrOLqu;;eN{gp%"(Wt), cey gpi{\,n(n) (WhH}is as
desired. 0

3. Minimal Supersolutions under Volatility Uncertainty

Let M,N : Q x [0,7] — R be (F;)-adapted processes. The procégsis called cadlag,
caglad or ladlag if the paths @ff are cadlag, caglad or ladlag quasi-surely, respectiveilyerG
a ladlag process, we denote bf~ andM T its caglad and cadlag version, respectively, that is

M, :zli;nMs, fort €]0,7], and M, := My,
s 't

M+ ::li{nMs, fort € (0,7, and Mj := My,
s\

outside the polar set wherd is not ladlag. TwdF;)-adapted processéd, N : Qx[0,7] — R
are modifications of each othersMif, = Ny, for all ¢ € [0, T]. We say thaf\/ is asupermartin-
galeor astrong supermartingalef M (6) is a supermartingale or a strong supermartingale, for
all € ©, respectively. Seer[ Appendix 1] for a definition of strong supermartingales.

Let us define the following sets of value and control procgsse

+ Sisthe set of F;)-adapted ladlag processks: Q2 x [0,7] — R;

« Sis the set of ladlag processgs: 2 x [0,7] — R, and such thal’ () is optional, for
allg € o



« Foreveryd € ©, £(0) is the set of F;)-predictable processes: 2 x [0,7] — R? such
that P [fOT 1Z,6Y%)2du < oo] =1

« L is the set of( F;)-predictable processes :  x [0,7] — R such thatZ(9) € L(6),
forall § € ©.

A generatoris a jointly measurable function g froft x [0,7] x R x R*¢ to R U {+o0}
such that the mappin@, w, 0) — gs(w,0,y,2) : ([0,t] x Q,B([0,t]) ® F;) — (R?, B(RY)) is
measurable, for eachfor all (y, z) € R, We say that a generatgris

(Pos) positive, ifg (0,y, z) > 0;

(Lso) if (y,z) — g(0,y, z) is lower semicontinuous;
(MoN) increasing, ify — g (6,y, z) is increasing;
(MoN’) decreasing, iy — g (0, y, 2), is decreasing;

(CoN) convex, ifz — g (0,y, z) is convex;

(CoN') jointly convex, if(y, z) — g (0, y, z) is convex;

(NoR) normalized, ifg (0,y,0) = 0;

P ® dt-almost surely, for aly € R, all z € R'*? and all§ € ©.
Apair (Y, Z) € S x L is said to be aupersolutiorof the BSDE with generatay and terminal
condition¢ € LO(Fr), if

T T

Y, (6) - / 9u(0, Yu(0), Zu(0))du + / Z,(0)dW,(6) > Y,(6) and Yr(6) = £(6), (3.1)

el el

forall o,7 € T, with o < 7, and for allf € ©. For such a supersolutiaiY, Z), we callY the
value processnd Z its control process However, in order to avoid so-called “doubling strate-
gies”, present even for the simplest generagter 0, see Dudley12] or Harrison and Pliskals,
Section 6.1], we only consider control processes, whictadreissible, that i Z(0)dW (9) is

a supermartingale, for &l € ©. We denote the set of such supersolutions by

A& ={(Y,Z) € S x L : Z is admissible and3(1) holds}. (3.2)

Our goal is to prove the existence of minimal supersolutibn®rder to make use of the notion
of "essential infimum" in the sense of Propositib@, we restrict to the subclas$™ (¢) of those
supersolutionsY, Z) e A(¢) which areMi-regular, that isy has a modificatiort” satisfying
Y; € Cu(F;) forall t € [0, 7] for somem € 9.



The main result of this paper states that the infimum ovelalegular supersolutions
eP(E) =inf {Yi: (v, 2) € AM(¢)}

is a supersolution, that is, there exigi§ Z) ¢ A(¢) such that€™(¢) is a modification ofy .
Here, the infimum is understood as the pointwise infimum dverréspective representants in
Umem Cw(F;). The result strongly relies on the following propositionigthshows that™ (¢)
can be approximated by a sequenc&bfegular supersolutions.

Proposition 3.1. Letg be a generator fulfiling Pos) and¢ € L°(Fr) be a terminal condition
such thatt— € L!(Fr). Suppose thatRCP)holds and that there existse © such thatu? is
strictly positive, and4™(¢) # (0. Then, there exists a sequer(¢®™, Z™)) C A™(¢) such that
Y :=inf Y” € S is a modification oE™(¢).

Proof. Let A™ := A™(¢) be the set of supersolution¥’, 7) € A(§) which arem-regular, that
is, Y has a modification” satisfyingY; € Cy(F;) for all t € [0, T].

Step 1: Fix anm € 91 such thatA™ # () and define€® = inf {Y; : (Y, Z) € A™}. In this
first step, we provide a countable dense subset of path4[in 7]; R?) along which€™ jumps
only countably many times. By Lemma.1, for any supersolutionY, Z) € A™, it holds
Y (0) > —E[§ ()| F, forall @ € © andt € [0,T]. Hence, by Propositio.2there existy; :
Co([0,T]; R?) — R with modulus of continuitym such thatsf* = ¢, (W?), for all t € [0, 7.
Define the mappings—, ¢ : Cy([0, T]; R?) — RI%T] given by

w > <lim sup apq(wq)> and w— (hm sup apq(wq)> (3.3)
5qtt t€[0,T] 5q4t t€[0,T]

wherew? := w.q, respectively. Since, has a modulus of continuity for everyt, it follows
thaty; , ;" also have a modulus of continuity for everyt. For quasi alw € Cy([0, T]; R%)
the imagey~ (w) is caglad. Indeed, note first that, by Lemia, for all § € ©, P-almost
surely,

©- (W (9)) = | limsup ¢q (Wq (9)> = | limsup &' (6) =E&™(0).
54Tt t€[0,77 5qtt t€[0,77

Now, let N := {w € Cy([0,T];R?) : ¢~ (w) is not caglad. Then, again with Lemma.2, for
allo c o,

P {VT/ ) € N] =P [gp_ <I7V (9)) is not cagla%i = P [£™7 (0) is not cagladl = 0,

and hence(N) = 0. By the same arguments we obtain that for quasiall Cy ([0, 7]; R?) the
imagey™ (w) is cadlag. It follows that for quasi alb € Cy([0, T]; R?) the set of jump points

J(w) = {t €[0,T]: ¢, (w) > (w)}



is countable. Indeed, faV := {w € Cy([0, T]; R?) : J(w) is uncountablé we have

P [W(G) € N] =P [j (W (9)) is uncountabl}e -
=P [5;“" () > ™ () for uncountably many € [0,7]| = 0, .

for all & € ©, which impliesc(N) = 0. To see the last equality i8(4), note first that P-almost
surely, & (0)(w) > EMT(A)(w) implies that&™" (8)(w) jumps att. Indeed, suppose that it
does not, that i€} (0)(w) = limg; E57(9)(w). Then we can find, for every > 0, some
s €]0,t) and ap € Q with s < p < t, such that

EMTO)w) — EXO)w)| < [EMTO)w) — ERFO)w)] + [EMF 0)(w) - ENO)w)| <.
Hence, fore,, := 1/n and the corresponding,, with p,, < p,+1, we obtain the contradiction
EMT(0)(w) = lim, EF (0)(w) = & (9)(w). This implies the result since the cadlag process
E™*(6) has only countably many jumps.

Recall thatCy ([0, 7];R?) is separable and that by assumption there esistsch thaty? is
strictly positive, that ig:.’(B) > 0, for each nonempty open sBt € B(Cy([0, T]; R%)). This
allows us to choose a derisgequencéuwy,) in Co ([0, T]; R?), such that7 (wy,) is countable for
all k € N. Indeed, we start with an arbitrary dense sulgsgt) and consider the countable set
of balls (B, (W) )m,ken- EaChB ;, (wy) has positive measure undet and hence contains
somew,, , such that7 (w,, i) is countable. By constructiotw,, i )m ken iS @ dense subset,

which for simplicity is denoted wittfwy, ). The countable union

J = T(wr)

keN
is a countable subset @f, 7.

Step 2: In this second step, still for a fixed € 9t with A™ # (), we construct an approximating
sequence and a limit as in the statement of the proposititlobé™. By (RCP)and Proposition
2.2, for eacht € T U J there exists a sequen¢E™!, Z™!), oy in A™ which satisfies

lim P [(Ytl’t A A —ER > e} =0, foreverye > 0.

n—oo

Now, let((Y™, Z™)) be a sequence running through the countable fatiy*!, Z™")),en terug,
such that

PI(Y} A AY)—&P>e] —0, forallteTUJ andevery >0. (3.5

DefiningY :=inf,cy Y™, itholdsY; = &*, forallt e ITU J.

3That is, the]| - ||-Closure of{wy, : k € N} is Co([0, T]; R%).



We next fix an arbitrary € © and show thal’ () is a strong supermartingale. Indeed, since
Y™(#) is a strong supermartingale, see Lemdna, for eachn € N, it follows

EY,(0)| F,] < inI{;IE Y(0) | Fo] < inlfw YJ7H(0) <Y,(0),
ne ne

for all o,7 € T with ¢ < 7. The integrability condition ol follows from Y;}(9) > Y,(6)
and the fact tha¥"(¢) is uniformly bounded from below by E[¢~(0) | ] € L'(F;), for all
TeT.

The procesd” € S. Indeed, for each € © the procesd ™ (6) is (F;)-optional. Since¥” is the
countable infimum over the processgs, it follows thatY (0) is (F;)-optional for allf € ©.
Thus, we deduce by means df [Appendix 1, Theorem 4, p. 395] th&t(d) is ladlag, for all
6 € ©. This shows that quasi all paths Bf are ladlag. In particular, sincg, = &™, for all
tell itfollowsY ™ = &E™~ andYt = ™,

Let us show that; = &, for all ¢ € [0, T']. Two distinct cases may happen

a) eitherP[™~ > £™"] > 0. In this case, recall that, , ¢,” are continuous, the set
{we G0, THRY : ¢ (w) > ¢ (w)}
is open and nonempty. Hence, it contains samg and consequently € 7, which
impliesY; = &™.

b) or P& > £MF] = 0, that isE™™ = &™T. SinceY is a supermartingale ar(dF;)
fulfills the usual conditions, it hold¥,” > Y;, for all ¢ € [0, 7], see Karatzas and Shreve
[18, Proposition 1.3.14]. By LemmA.2, we get

ET =Y 22T,

which in turns impliesy; = &".

Step 3: Finally, we construct the approximating sequence &8f. W.l.o.g. we assume that
A™ £ () for all m € 9. For everym € 91, denote by((Y™™, Z™™)) the sequence constructed
in the previous step so thaf™ = inf,cy Y™™ € S is a modification of€™. By the same
argumentation as in the previous step,

Y= inf Y"= inf Y™™eS.
meM neN,meM

We are left to show that” is a modification oE™. To this end, for every € (0,77,

EMNH) < Yi(0) = nf Y™(0) = inf E™B) = EM(H), P-almost surely for alb € ©,

showing tha” is a modification oE™. O

Our main existence result for minimal supersolutions of ESihder model uncertainty can
now be stated as follows.



Theorem 3.2. Suppose tha(RCP) holds and that there exists € © such that;ﬂ is strictly
positive. Lety be a generator fulfilling Pos), (Lsc), (CoN) and either(MoN) or (MoN’), and
a terminal conditions € L°(Fr) such thatt— € L'(Fr). If A™(€) # 0, then, there exists a
there exists a uniquey, Z) € A(¢) such thatt™ (&) is a modification ot

Remark 3.3.The subsequent proof together with the methods and reseveapped respec-
tively in [16] and [11], show that the statment of the theorem holds true undeerdhe of the
following assumption on the generator:

« ¢ fulfills (Pos), (Lsc), and(CoN'), see [L6];
* g fulfills (Pos), (Lsc), and(NOR), see [L1].

As for the assumptiomt™ (&) # 0, it is fulfilled for a wide class of generators and terminal
conditions. For instance, if satisfiefNOR), then any terminal conditiofbounded from above
by a constank admits(Y, Z) = (K, 0) as supersolution which is of any degree of regularity.
Indeed, sincg(0,y,0) = 0, it follows that

Y, (6) - / 9(6. Y, (6), Z,(6))du + / Z,(0)dV, (6) = K — / 9(6, K,0)du = K = Y, ()
andYr = K > €. ¢

Proof. Sete™ := £™(¢). By LemmaA. 1, for any stopping time € 7 and any supersolution
(Y, Z) € A(€) holdsY;(0) > —E[¢~ () | F], for all § € ©. In particular,&™ € L'(F;), for
all t € [0,7]. Further, by means of Propositi@l, there exists a sequentg’”, Z")) C A™
such thatt” = inf,, Y™ € S andY is a modification o™,

Step 1: In this step, we construct for eaéhc © an admissible control procegd < £(#), such
that (Y (), Z9) fulfills (3.1). We start by considering the sequert&&'(9)) := ((Y"™)*(6)) and
the limit Y = inf,, Y. LemmaA.1 implies that(Y"™(0), Z"(0)) fulfills (3.1), for all n € N. In
the following, we argue for a fixeél € ©, and only indicate dependency 6iif necessary.

Given the first set of assumptions on the generator we wargty dhe method introduced in
[10] to obtain a procesg? e £(6) such that(Y *(6), Z%) fulfills (3.1). Therefore, we need
to construct a sequendeY”, Z")) C S x L(6), such that’™ is cadlag andY™, Z") fulfills
(3.2), forall n € N, (Y") is monotone decreasing, atich,, Y;* = Y;(6), for all t € II. We
proceed as follows and refer td(, Lemma 3.1] for a justification of the involved pastings. Fix
keN,e>0,andletll? .= {iT/2" : i =0,--- ,25 —1}. Set(Y'10, Z1.0) .= (Y'(0), 2 (0))
and, forn e N, n > 2,

?n,O = i/n_l’ol[o’ﬁrg[ + }}"(9)1[7611],
Zn,O = Zn_l’ol[oﬂ-(’ﬂ + Z”(@)I}T(?,T},
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wherer := inf{t > 0: ¥;"""? > ¥*(9)}. By construction holdéim,, Y;"* = Y;(#) and we
may chooseyy € N such thafY"O’ — e < Yp(0). Set(Ye0, Z50) .= (Ym0 Z70.0) Now, let
(YO Z01y .= (ye0, z=0) and set, fom € N,n > 1,

?n’l = Y/n_l’ll[oﬂ-ln[ + ?n(ﬁ)lhnﬂ,
Zm = 2" o + 27 (O 1,

1,1 nl

wherer" = inf{t > 1T/2* : v;*""" > Y¥;*(8)}. By construction holdgim,, Y, Tk =

YT/Qk(H) and using the same arguments asiif, [Proposition 3.2.2] we may then construct

(Y=T/2" | 7eT/2%) sych thatYaT/TQ/k2 — & < Yypae(0), for i = 0,1. The continuation of this

procedure yields a paify="", Z="") such thatYf’Hk — e < Y(0), for all t € TI*F. Let
now (Y™, Z") := (Y/nI" Z1/mI™)) Then,((Y™, Z™)) fulfills all the requirements, except
that it needs not be monotone decreasing. However, this eathieved by the same pasting
arguments as in the last part of Step 2 in the proofl6f Theorem 4.1]. We denote the resulting
sequence again witl{Y'", Z")) and observe that the method it0] Theorem 4.1] yieldsz? e

L(#) such thai(YJr z?%) fulfills (3.1), whereY * is the right hand limit process of the monotone
limit Y = lim, Y". Consequently, sinc¥ coincides W|thY(9) on all dyadic rationals, we
obtain that(Y'+(0), Z?) fulfills (3.2).

Now, we show thal;* () = Y;*(9), for all t € [0,7] andd € ©. On the one hand, from
Y*(0) > Y/*(6), see Lemmad.1, follows Y;(9) > Y;(#) andY;t () > Y;*(#). On the other
hand, 8.1) implies, for alls > ¢, andf € O,

s

70(0) > - [ Z20)a.0) +Y20)
t
By taking conditional expectation we obtaiff*(§) > E[Y(9) | F;]. This yields

Vi(6) = inf BV(6) | Fi] = BIY,(60) | Fil.

SinceY (0) > E[£(0) | F.] we may apply Fatou’s lemma and obtain, by sending ¢, that
Yi(0) > Y;T(6), which in turn impliesY;* (9) > Y;* (), for all t € [0,T]. HenceY,"(§) =
Y, (), for all t € [0,T], and we deduce that *(6), Z?) fulfills (3.2).

It remains to show thafy (), Z?) fulfills (3.1), for all § € ©. To that end note that, sindé&()
is a strong supermartingale aqd;) fulfills the usual conditions, by7] Appendix 1, Remark
5.c, p- 397] it holdsY.—(9) > Y,(9) > Y.7(0), for all stopping times- € T, and by similar
arguments as in Lemma 1 we haveY () = Y+ (), P ® dt-almost surely. Since every-;)-
stopping time is predictable we may choose,for o < 7 < T with 0,7 € T, an increasing
sequencér,,) of stopping times converging tq with 7,, < 7, for alln € N. This yields, for all

11



0 € 0O,

Vo(6) — [ 9u(6.u(0). ZE)u+ [ 22V, (6)
> lim Y,;'(9) — / 9u(0,Y.5(0), Z%)du + / Z0dW,(9)

T T

> lim Y71 (0) = (V1) (6) = Y, (0) > Y+ (6),

where the second equality follows from the ladlag propefty oThus,(Y (), Z9) fulfills (3.1),
forall 6 € ©.

Step 2: In this second and final step, we providee £ such thatZ(4) = z?, for all § € ©.
The argumentation of this aggregation result relies on altré@g17] extended in the present
context in R3] and [20]. SinceY* is cadlagandY T (), Z?%) fuffills (3.1), we know that
(Y*(0),W(0)) = [ Z°0du and that

(Y(0), W () = Yﬂ@)W(&)-/W(@)dVV(@)—/W(@)dW(e), forall§ € ©. (3.6)

We next argue that the right hand side of the previous exmeks(]i"j)-adapted. Indeed, the
processY +TV is (F;")-adapted and sincE~ and W are caglad, we know byl[] that there
exists an(F;")-adapted processwhich coincides with the integral terriswise in theP-almost
sure sense. We briefly expose how one constructs such adnakfor the first integral term.
For eachm € N, we consider the sequence(d?j)-stopping timegy = 0 and7 | = inf{t >

. ‘Yﬁ — Yzn| > 27"} We then define the process through

k—1
=Y+ 3V (W% - W;in) , for#r<t<#,, andk>0.  (3.7)
=0

By construction,I” is an(F;")-adapted process and we defihe= lim sup,, I" which is also
(F;")-adapted. By use of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalitylds

T 1/2
<02 "E ( / Qudu) . (3.8)
0

Since the right hand side of the previous inequality coreengp0 for eachd € O, it follows
that! is an(F;")-adapted process such tHgt) = [ Y~ (6)dW (9), for all § € ©.

E | sup

t€[0,T]

7O - [ Yo 0.0
0

“For any(F;)-adapted procesk’ holds E [SuptE[O’T] ’j(f ijqu(@)H <CE {(jOT ]Xfﬁf Gdu) 1/2}.
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Hence, there exists af;" )-adaptedR?-valued process denoted By *, W), which §-wise
coincides with [ Z%9du. Since (Y'+, W) is 6-wise continuous, we deduce that it i&;")-
predictable, which implies, se®,[IV.61 Remark (c)], that it igF;)-predictable. The same
argumentation holds fofi¥’, W), for which holds(W (9), W (0)) = [ 6du. We defineZ by
the pathwise left derivatives, which by means of Lebegueiivdtive theorem existét-almost
surely, as follows

Zy = <lim O W - <Y+’W>t> (hm (W, When = (W, W>t>1, t €]0, 77,

AN h RN\ h
(3.9
and soZ is (F;)-predictable. Thus, we obtain somtec £ such thatZ(9) = Z? for all 6 € ©.

Step 3: From the previous argumentation we know ttEth, ) fulfills (3.1). Hence, unique-
ness ofZ follows from the Doob-Meyer decomposition under eélch O, see L0, Lemma 3.3]
for details. O

A. Auxiliary Results

In the following, we state two technical results that &neise argumentations similar ta(.

LemmaA.1. Letg be a generator fulfilling(Pos), and¢ € L°(Fr) be a terminal condition
such that¢ = () € LY(Fr), forall § € ©. Let(Y,2) € A(£). Then&(9) € LY(Fr), for all
6 € ©, and

(i) the value proces%” is a strong supermartingale such thgg(0) > —E[{~(0) | F5), for
alloe7T,andallf € ©.

(ii) it holds Y (0) > Y, () > Y, (0), forall o € T, and all§ € ©. Moreover, we have
Y (0) = YT (0), P ® dt-almost surely, andY *(0), Z(0)) fulfills (3.1).

Proof. As for Iltem (i), from (3.1) and the positivity of the generator follows

Yo(6) + / Zu(0)dW(8) > Y (6) > ¢~ (8) — / Z,(0)dW(6). (A1)
0 T

forall 7 € T andf € ©. Both sides being integrable by assumption, sb,i§)) € L'(F,).
Since¢—(0) < £(0) < Yr(0), we deduce (0) € L'(Fr), for all § € ©. Furthermore, from the
admissibility of Z follows Y- (6) > —E[¢~(0) | F]. Similar to (A.1) we deduce that

Yo(6) 2 Y,(6) - [ 2,0V, 0). (A.2)

[ea

for all stopping time®) <o <7 <T.
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As for Item (i), the first statement follows fron¥[ Appendix 1, Remark 5.c, p. 397], since
Y'(0) is a strong supermartingale a(#;) fulfills the usual conditions. To see the second state-
ment, note that by the ladlag property¥fholds (Y, (0))~ = Y, (), for all o € T. Conse-
quently, fore € T such thatY,F(0))~ = Y, (0), that isY *(6) does not jump at-, we have
Y, () = Y,(0) = Y, (0), that isY (§) does not jump at-. Denote with(7™) the sequence
of stopping times which exausts the jumps}of (¢), see Dellacherie and Meyes,[Theorem
IV.88B]. Then, the process? defined byY? := Y,*(0) + >°,, 1jn)(£)(Yen (0) — Y1 (6)), for
all t € [0,T], is an optional modification o¥ (§). Moreover, it holdsY? = Y, (6), for all
o € T. Hence, by, Theorem IV.86]Y" is indistinguishable front”(6). Since, by definition
Y? = Y*(0), P®dt-almost surely, we concludg (9) = Y *(6), P® dt-almost surely. Finally,
foranyo, T € T let (o) be a sequence of stopping times decreasing fbhen,

Y7 (0) - / 0u(0, Y (0), Z,(0))du + / Z,(0)d,(0)
= lim Yy, (6) - / (8, Yu(8), Zo(6))du + / Zu(0)AW(6) 2 lim Y (0) = V. O

Let A™ be the set of supersolution%’, Z) € A(§) which arem-regular, that isY has a
modificationY” satisfyingY; € Cy,(F;) for all t € [0, T]. Define&™ = inf {Y; : (Y, Z) € A™}.

LemmaA.2. Letg be a generator fulfilling(Pos), and¢ € L°(Fr) be a terminal condition
such thatt—(9) € L', for all § € ©. Suppose that™ # (). ThenE™ is a supermartingale, and
the limits

m,— . - m m+ m
G g g, and &= s #3

exist, for allt €]0, T'[, quasi-surely.

Moreover,£™~ and £™1 are caglad and cadlag supermartingales respectivelhich sat-
isfy

EmT>&™F and &Y > &M > &M, forallt e [0,T). (A.4)

Proof. Note first thate€™ is adapted by definition. Furthermore, givéy, Z) € A™ # 0,
LemmaA.l implies £(0) € LY(Fr) andYy(0) > —E [ (0)|F, for all @ € ©. Hence
Yi(0) > EPO) > —E[¢~(0) | F] andE™(0) € LY(Fr), forall§ € ©.
Fix 6 € ©. We show that givern € [0,7] ande > 0 there exist§Y®, Z¢) € S x L(0) fulfilling
(3.1, YF < &MO) + candYs > EM(H), for all s € [0,7]. By means of Propositio.2,
there exists a sequen€&™, Z™) € A™ such thatt*(0) = (inf, Y;")(0) and&E™ < Y7, for
all s € [0,T]. From this sequence, we define recursively?, Z") € S x L(#) starting with
Y0 =v9(4) andz° = Z°() and

Y =Y%0) 10 + ?n_ll{ﬁ”—knn(e)}l[tﬂ R O e O R Al
2" = 2O + 2" g cypopy et + 2O g1y oy i)

*With the convention thaf"~ := &, and&p ™" = £F.
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forn > 1. Itis clear that(Y", Z") C S x £(6) and fulfills (3.1). By construction,(Y;") is
decreasing and such thgt'(0) = inf, Y;* andY* > £™(0), for all s € [0,T]. Moreover, [L0,
Lemma 3.1] shows thdt’s, Z¢) defined as

Y{;‘ = YO]‘[O,t[ + Z ?nl[t’T}an7
n

ZE = 201[072&] + Z an]t7T]1Bn7
n

whereBY = A%, B" = A"\ A" 1 andA™ = {Y;* < M) + ¢}, for n € N, is such that
(Ye,Z°) € S x L(8), fuffills (3.1) and by construction fulfilly;F < £"(0) + «.

Fore > 0,and any0 < s < t < T we pick(Y®,Z¢) € S x L(0) fulfilling (3.1) such that
YE<ENO) +candYfF > EM(), forallt € [0,7T]. Hence

t t t
EMO) <YF<YE - /gu(yj,zg)du +/ZZqu(9) < E™O) + /Z;jdm(e) +e. (A5)

S S S

Taking conditional expectation on both sides un#effollowed by sending: to zero shows the
supermartingale property f&™(¢). Hence,£™ is a supermartingale and the definition Bf
immediately yields thaP[A] = 0, whereA € Fr is the set where the limits inA(3) do not
exist. O
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