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Reflected BSDEs with regulated trajectories

Tomasz Klimsiak, Maurycy Rzymowski and Leszek Stominski

Abstract

We consider reflected backward stochastic different equations with optional bar-
rier and so-called regulated trajectories, i.e trajectories with left and right finite
limits. We prove existence and uniqueness results. We also show that the solu-
tion may be approximated by a modified penalization method. Application to an
optimal stopping problem is given.
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1 Introduction

In the present paper we consider reflected backward stochastic differential equations
(RBSDEs for short) with Brownian filtration, one barrier and LP-data, p € [1,2]. The
main novelty is that we only assume that the barrier is optional. As a consequence the
solutions of these equations need not be cadlag, but are so-called regulated processes,
i.e. processes whose trajectories have left and right finite limits. Our motivation for
studying such general equations comes from the optimal stopping theory (see [5l [8 106,
7).

Let B be a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion and let F = {F;,¢ € [0,7T]}
be the standard augmentation of the natural filtration generated by B. Suppose we
are given an F-optional process L = {L;,t € [0,T]}, an F-adapted locally bounded
variation process V = {V;,t € [0,T]}, an Fp-measurable random variable § such that
¢ > Lr (the terminal value) and a measurable function f : [0,7] x @ x R x R — R
(coefficient). In the paper we consider RBSDEs with barrier L of the form

T T T T
Yt=§+/ f(s,Ys,Zs)ds~|—/ sz+/ st—/ Z,dBs, te[0,T]. (L1)
t t t t

Roughly speaking, by a solution to (I.1]) we understand a triple (Y, Z, K) of F-progressively
measurable processes such that (L)) is satisfied, ¥ has regulated trajectories,

Y; > Ly, tel0,T), (1.2)
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and K is an increasing process such Ky = 0 satisfying some minimality condition (see
(LH) below). In case L is cadlag this condition reads

T
/ (Yi_ — L,_) dK; = 0. (1.3)
0

An important known result is (see [10]) that for cadlag barrier the solution (Y, Z, K)
of (LI)—(L3)) leads to the solution of the following optimal stopping problem

Y; = ess sup E</ f(87 Y:% Zs) ds + / d‘/s + LT]-{7'<T} + gl{T:T}LB)? (14)
Telt t t

where T’ is the set of all F-stopping times takin values in [¢t,T]. In case L is not cadlag,
the problem of right formulation of the minimal condition is more complicated. Of
course, the minimal condition must ensure uniqueness of solutions under reasonable
assumptions on f. On the other hand, we want (I.4]) to be satisfied. In the present
paper, for optional barrier L, we propose the following minimality condition for K:

T
/ (Yoo —limsup L) dK7 + Y (Vs — L) ATK, =0, (1.5)
0 uls s<T

where K* is the cadlag part of process K and ATK; = K;, — K; (i.e. ATK; is the
right-side jump of K). Under this condition (Y, Z) satisfies (L4]). Note that if L and
K are cadlag, then (5] reduces to (L3)).

The fundamental results on RBSDEs with Brownian filtration, one continuous bar-
rier and L2-data were obtained in [6]. These results were generalized to equations with
two continuous barriers in [2, [9]. Equations with continuous barriers and LP-data with
p € [1,2) were studied for instance in [4, 1], 13} 23]. In most papers devoted to RB-
SDEs with possibly discontinuous barriers it is assumed that the barriers are cadlag
(see, e.g., [10] 19, 20] and the references therein). In [22] (the case p = 2) and in [12]
(the case p € [1,2]) progressively measurable barriers are considered. In these papers
the minimality condition for K differs from (L3]) and from (L3]), and what is more im-
portant here, the first component Y of the solution of (I.I]) need not satisfy (I.2]), but
satisfies weaker condition saying that Y; > L, for a.e. t € [0,T]. A serious drawback to
the last condition is that it does not lead to (L4)). In fact, in case f = 0 and V = 0,
the first component Y of the solution of (LI]) defined in [12] 22] is the strong envelope
of L (for the notion of strong envelope see [24]). It is worth noting, however, that the
definition of a solution of (LI]) adopted in [12} 22] is suitable for applications to the
obstacle problem for parabolic PDEs (see [14]).

The our knowledge, the paper by Grigorova at al. [§] is the only paper dealing
with RBSDEs with barriers that are not cadlag, and whose solution satisfies (I.2]) and
(L4]). In the present paper we prove existence and uniqueness results for (LI]) which
generalize the corresponding results of [§] in several directions. First of all, we impose
no regularity assumptions on L (in [§] it is assumed that L is left-limited and right
upper-semicontinuous). Secondly, we consider the case of LP-data with p > 1 (in [§]
only the case of p = 2 is considered). As for the generator, we assume that it is Lipschitz
continuous with respect to z and only continuous and monotone with respect to y (in
[8] it is assumed that f is Lipschitz continuous with respect to y and z). Let us also



stress that the proofs of our results are totally different from those of [§]. Our main new
idea is to reduce the problem for optional barriers to the problem for cadlag barriers.

In Section Ml we consider the problem of approximation of solutions of (1)) by
solutions of usual BSDEs (this problem was not considered in [§]). We show that the
solution of (L)) is the increasing limit of the sequence {Y "} of solutions of the following
penalized BSDEs

T T T
Yt"=£+/ f(s,lg",zg)dH/ st—/ 2" dB,
t t t

T
tn / VP Ly ds+ S (VP L+ AY, — L), te[0.T]
| |

t<onp,i <T

with specially defined arrays of stopping times {{o,;}} exhausting right-side jumps
of L and V. If L,V are cadlag then the term involving the right-side jumps vanishes
and our penalization scheme reduces to the usual penalization for BSDEs with cadl‘ag
trajectories.

2 Preliminaries

Recall that a function y : [0,7] — R? is called regulated if for every ¢t € [0,T) the
limit y;4 = lim, vy, exists, and for every s € (0,7 the limit y,— = limys y,, exists.
For any regulated function y on [0,7] we set Aty = y0 —y, if 0 < ¢t < T, and
A~ys = ys — ys— if 0 < s < T with the convention that ATyr = A~yy = 0 and
Ay; = ATy, + A7y, t € [0,T]. Tt is known that each regulated function is bounded
and has at most countably many discontinuities (see, e.g., [3 Chapter 2, Corollary
2.2]).

For x € R4, z € R¥™" we set |z|> = Z?:l |22, ||z||* = trace(z*z). (,-) denotes the
usual scalar product in R? and sgn(z) = 1y, .01%/|.

By LP, p > 0, we denote the space of random variables X such that || X]||, =
E(|XP)V/P < 0o. By S we denote the set of all F-progressively measurable pro-
cesses with regulated trajectories, and by SP, p > 0, the subset of Y € § such that
Esupg<i«p |Yi|P < 00. H is the set of d-dimensional F-progressively measurable pro-

cesses X such that -
P(/ X, |2 dt < oo) =1,
0

and HP, p > 0, is the set of all X € H such that | X|xr = H(fOT | X, |% ds) /2|, < 4o0.

We say that an F-progressively measurable process X is of class (D) if the family
{X;, 7 € T'} is uniformly integrable, where I' is the set of all F-stopping times taking
values in [0,7]. We equip the space of processes of class (D) with the norm || X|p =
SUPrer E|XT|

For 7 € T, by [[7]] we denote the set {(w,t) : T(w) = t}. A sequence {7} C I'is
called stationary if

VweQ IneN Vi>n 7(w)=T.

Mioe (resp. M) is the set of all F-martingales (resp. local martingales) M such that
My =0. MP, p>1, denotes the space of all M € M such that

E([M]r)"? < oo,



where [M] stands for the quadratic variation of M.

V (resp. V7T) denotes the space of F-progressively measurable process of finite
variation (resp. increasing) such that Vy = 0, and VP (resp. V1P), p > 1, is the set of
processes V € V (resp. V € V1) such that E|V |5, < oo, where |V|7 denotes the total
variation of V on [0,T]. For V € V, by V* we denote the cadlag part of the process V,
and by V¢ its purely jumping part consisting of right jumps, i.e.

VA=Y ATV, V=WV telo T
s<t
Let V1, V2 € V. We write dV! < dV? if dV1* < dV?* and ATV < ATV2 on
[0,T7].
In the whole paper all relations between random variables hold P-a.s. For process
X, Y we write X <Y if X; <Y}, t € [0,T]. For a given optional process L of class (D)

we set

Snell(L)t = esssup E(LT’E)v
TEl:

where T, is the set of all stopping times taking values in [¢t, T]. From [5] it follows that
the process Snell(L) is the smallest supermartingale dominating the process L.
We will need the following assumptions.

(H1) There is A > 0 such that |f(t,y,2) — f(t,y,2")| < A|z—2| for all t € [0,T], y € R,
2,2 € R%,

(H2) thereis u € R such that (y—y")(f(t,y,2)— f(t,v, 2)) < ply—vy')? for all t € [0,T],
v,y €R, z € RL

H3) ¢, [T |f(r,0,0)|dr, [V|r € LP,

H5

(H3)
(H4) for every (t,z) € [0,T] x R? the mapping R > y — f(t,y, z) is continuous,
(H5) [0,T] >t~ f(t,y,0) € L'(0,T) for every y € R,

(H6)

H6) there exists a process X such that Esupy<;<p [X¢|P < 00, X € Mjpe + VP, X > L
and fOT f(s,X5,0)ds € LP,

(H6*) there exists a process X of class (D) such that X € M, + V!, X > L and
fOT f(s,X,,0)ds € L',

(Z) there exists a progressively measurable process g and v > 0, « € [0,1) such that

[ty 2) = f(ty, 0 < 3(ge + Iyl + 12, t€[0,T], y €R, 2 € RY

Definition 2.1. We say that a pair (Y, Z) of F-progressively measurable processes is a
solution of BSDE with right-hand side f+dV and terminal condition £ (BSDE(E, f+dV)
in short) if

(a) (Y,Z) € SP x H for some p > 1 or Y is of class (D) and Z € H? for g € (0,1),
(b) Jy 1£(s,Ys, Z4) ds < o,

(¢) Yy=¢€+ [T f(s,Ys, Zs)ds + [ dVs — [ ZydBy, t € [0, T).
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Theorems and [2.3] below were proved in [12], Section 4] in case V is cadlag. In
the general case, i.e. if V' € V), their proofs go without any changes. The only difference
is that we use It6’s formula for regulated processes (see Appendix) instead the usual
[t6’s formula.

Theorem 2.2. Let p > 1. If (H1)—(H5) are satisfied then there exists a unique solution
(Y, Z) of BSDE(E,f + dV'). Moreover, Z € HP and E(fOT |f(s,Ys, Zs)| ds)P < 0.

Theorem 2.3. Let p = 1. If (H1)-(H5), (Z) are satisfied then there exists a unique
solution (Y,Z) of BSDE({,f 4+ dV). Moreover, Y € 89 for every q € (0,1) and
E fy 1f(s.Ys Z4)| ds < oo.

Now we recall the definition of a solution of the reflected BSDE in the class of
cadlag processes and results about existence and uniqueness. Theorems and
below were proved in [12].

Definition 2.4. Assume that L,V are cadlag processes. We say that a triple (Y, Z, K)
of F-progressively measurable processes is a solution of reflected BSDE with right-hand
side f+dV, terminal condition ¢ and lower barrier L (RBSDE(¢,f 4+ dV,L) in short) if

(a) (Y,Z) € SP x H for some p > 1 or Y is of class (D) and Z € H? for g € (0,1),
(b) K € V* is cadlag, ¥; > Ly, t € [0,T], and [7(Ys_ — L,_) dK, =0,

(c) fOT\f(s,YS,ZS)]ds < 00,

d) Yi=¢+ [T f(s,Ys, Zs)ds + [ aVs + [ dK, — [ Z,dBy, t € [0, T).

Theorem 2.5. Let p > 1 and (H1)-(H6) be satisfied. Then there exists a unique
solution (Y, Z, K) of RBSDE(E,f + dV,L). Moreover, (Y,Z,K) € SP @ HP @ VP and
E(fy 1£(s.Ye Z:)| ds) < oc.

Theorem 2.6. Let p =1 and (H1)-(H5), (H6*), (Z) be satisfied. Then there exists a
unique solution (Y, Z, K) of RBSDE(E,f,L). Moreover, Y is of class (D), (Y, Z,K) €
S1®HI @ VI for ¢ € (0,1) and EfOT |f(s,Ys, Zs)| ds < 0.

For convenience of the reader we now formulate counterparts of [12, Lemma 4.11]
and [12 Theorem 4.12] for regulated processes.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that (H1)-(H4) hold. Let L™,L € V, gn, g, f be progressively
measurable processes such that fOT lgn ()| ds, fOT lg(s)| ds, fOT|f(s)|ds € L', and let
(Y™, Z™),(Y,Z) € S®H be such that t — f(t, Y™, ZP),t — f(t, Y3, Z;) € L} (0,T) and

t t t t
}Q":YO”—/Ogn(s)ds—/o f(s,Ys",Z;L)ds—/O dL?+/0 Z'dBs, tel0,T],

¢ ¢ ¢ ¢
Y}:Yo—/ g(s)ds—/ f(s)ds—/ dLS+/ ZsdBs, te€][0,T].
0 0 0 0
If
(a) ESUanO(Ln);’: + Ef(]T |f(87 070)| ds < 0,
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(b) liminfy, oo (f] (Ve = Y AL + 3 oo (Yo = Y)ATLE) > 0 for all 0,7 € T such
that o < T,

(c) there exists C € VYT such that |A=(Y; — Y| < |A~Cy|, t € [0, T,

(d) there exist processes y,7 € VI + Mo of class (D) such that
T T
7 <Y<y, te[0,T], E/ f+(s,y5,0)ds+E/ f(s,9,,0)ds < o0,
y ) o ¥

(e) there exists h € L'(F) such that |g,(s)| < h(s) for a.e. s € [0,T],
f) Y" =Y, t€[0,T],

then
T
Z" -7, A® P-a.e., / |f(s, Y, Z0) — f(s,Ys, Zs)|ds — O in probability P
0
and there exists a sequence {1} C I' such that for all k € N and p € (0,2),
Tk
E/ |20 — Zs|Pds — 0. (2.1)
0

If A=Cy =0, t €0,T], then 2.I) also holds for p = 2. If additionally g, — g weakly
in LY([0,T) x ) and L* — L, weakly in L' for every 7 € T, then f(s) = f(s,Ys, Zs)
for a.e. s €10,T).

Proof. Tt is enough to repeat step by step the the proof [12] Lemma 4.11] and use It6’s
formula for regulated processes (see Appendix). The only difference is that inequality
(4.16) in [12] in our case takes the form

B / 2, — Z0? ds < E|Y; — Y7 4+ 2E / Vs — Y21 (5, Yar Zo) — f(s, Y7, Z0)] ds

1 / Yy — Y7lg(s) — guls)| ds + 2 / (Ye — Y")d(Ls — L7)"

+2E Y (Y, —Y)AT(L, L)+ E Y AT (L~ L))

o<s<T o<s<T
]

Remark 2.8. In Lemma [2.7] assumption (e) may be replaced by the following one:
there exists a stationary sequence {7} C T such that sup,>; E [J* |gn(s)[*ds < oo
and the assertion of the lemma holds. This follows from the fact that assumption (e)
is used in the proof of [12, Lemma 4.11] only to show that [12] (4.15)] holds true, i.e.
that fOT l9(s) — gn(s)||Ys — Y| ds — 0. But under the new condition this follows from
the inequality

[ 1066) — e = v21as < (8 [ 1at6) — anrPas) (5 [ - vieas) ™



Theorem 2.9. Assume that (H1)—(H4) hold, (Y™, Z") € S@H, A" € V,K" € VT,
ts f(t, Y, Z0) € L0, T) and

¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢
Yo yn _/ on(s) ds —/ F(s,Y™, Z") ds —/ dK™ +/ dA +/ 7" dB,
0 0 0 0 0
fort €[0,T]. Moreover, assume that
(a) dA™ < dA™! n e N, sup,so E|A"|r < oo,

(b) liminf,_e ( STV =YY (KD = Am) 4+ 50, o (Vs — YP)AH (KT — Ag)) >0 for
any o, 7 € I' such that o < T,

(c) there exists process C € VIF such that A~KP < A~Cy, t € [0, T),

(d) there exist processes y,7 € VT + Mo of class (D) such that
T T
B[ £ 65.0ds+ B [ sy 00ds <5<V <y, te[0.T)
0 0 B B

(e) EfOT |f(s,0,0)|ds < oo and there exists a progressively measurable process h €
LY([0,T] x Q) such that |g.(s)| < h(s) for a.e. s € [0,T],
(f) " /Y, tel0,T].

Then Y € S and there exist K € V', A € V', Z € H and progressively measurable
process g € LY([0,T] x Q) such that

¢ ¢ t ¢ ¢
Yt:Yo—/ g(s)ds—/ f(s,Ys,Zs)dS—/ sz—l—/ dAs—l—/ ZsdBs te0,T]
0 0 0 0 0
and
T
Z" - Z, A® P-a.e., / |f(s, Y, Z2) — f(s,Ys, Zs)|ds — 0 in probability P.
0
Moreover, there exists a stationary sequence {1} C T' such that for every p € (0,2),
Tk
E/ |Z% — Zs|Pds — 0. (2.2)
0

If |[A=Cy +|AT K| =0, t € [0,T], then 22) also holds for p = 2.

Remark 2.10. Since the proof of the above theorem follows directly from Lemma
2.7, it suffices to assume in (e) that there exists a stationary sequence {73} such that
sup,>1 E [* |gn(s)[* ds < oo (see Remark 28).



3 Reflected BSDEs
In what follows we assume that the barrier L is an F-adapted optional process and that
§>Lr.

Definition 3.1. We say that a triple (Y, Z, K') of F-progressively measurable processes
is a solution of the reflected backward stochastic differential equation with right-hand
side f + dV, terminal value £ and lower barrier L (RBSDE(E, f +dV, L)) if

(a) (Y,Z) € SP @ H for some p > 1 or Y is of class (D) and Z € H? for g € (0,1),
(b) K e V', L; <Y, te[0,T], and

T
/ (Ys— — limsup Ly,) dK*+ZY LO)ATK =0,
0 ufs s<T

) S f (s, Ye, Zs)| ds < oo,

@) Vi =&+ [T f(s,Ys, Zo)ds + [ dKy + [T aV, — [T Z,dB,, t€[0,T).
Remark 3.2. Assume that (Y, Z, K) is a solution of RBSDE(E, f +dV, L). Let a € R,
and let .
é: e“Tf, -Zt = eatLt, ‘7; = / easts* + Z CGSA‘/;+,
0 s<t
ft,y,2) = e f(t, ey, e™"z2) —ay
and .
Vi =eY; [ Zi=e"Z, K= / edK; + ) e AK}.
0 s<t
Then (37, Z, K ) solves RBSDE({~= f+ df/,f/). Therefore choosing a appropriately we
may assume that (H2) is satisfied with arbitrary but fixed p € R.

Let {o%} be a finite sequence of stopping times and let (Y, Z¢, A%) be a solution of
the following BSDE

T T
vi=gt / rsvizyas+ [ avi- [ zias,
t t
i = .
Z Yy, AW, — L), te[0T], i=12 (3.1)
t<o; <T
Proposition 3.3. Assume that f1 satisfies (H1) and (H2), &' < &2, fi(t, Y2, Z}) <

P,Y2,22), AV < V2, U} < U7, t € 0,7, and Uy llol]] © Upllofl). IF(Y1—¥?)* e
SP for some p > 1, thenYngt,tG [0,T7].

Proof. Let ¢ > 1 be such that (Y' —Y?)* € S% and p € (1,q). Without loss of
generality we may assume that y = _p4T)\1’ By (H1) and (H2),
(V=Y (s, YL Z0) = (s, Y2, 22)
< ((}/sl - Y:s2)+)p_l(fl(s7}/sl7 Zsl) - fl(sv Yf, Zs2))

< - YA - YAz - 2



for s € [0,T]. By Corollary 5.5, for 7,0 € T such that 7 < o we have

(=Y )P+ @ / (V= Y) ) Lpyasvey |20 - Z2 ds

o

< (V- Y2 4 p / (V2 = Y2) L (fL(s, YD, Z0) — [2(s, Y2, 22)) ds

T

ip / (L YR VR S (V- YAV - V)

T<s<o

bp Y (0 - VAP, £ ATV~ Ly

T<O’k<0'
2 —1/v2 12 _
-» > Yo = YR))P T (Y5, + ATV — L)
TSO’k<0'
o [ (- Y2yyEl - 2 ab,

By the above and the assumptions,

— 1 o
(V= Y2y + % / (V) =Y PP yasyey |20 - 22 ds

S -2y - S [y [ - vzt - 22 ds
Y (Y =YY, ATV — L)
<ol<o
—p Zk: Yo YR P (Yo, + ATV — Ly2)”
r<o2<o
o [ -yt - 2 as, (3.2)

Since Uy[[o)] € Uy llo7]],
> (Y =Y P (Y + ATV, = Loy)”
T§0i<cr
1 2 \+\p—1 2 +1/2 —
—~ ;2: (Vo YR P (Y2, + ATV — Lys)
TS0,<0
1 2 p—1 +1/1 - (2 +12 - _.
< ;1: (Y =Y2)h) {(Yh, +A Vi = Lot)” = (YA, +AVA L)} = L.
TS0 <0

We shall show that I < 0. Under the assumption that Yo_l1 < Yazl the this inequality is
k k
obvious. Assume now that YO'li > Yé . By (@.3)),

o o o
Y;i = (Y;;;Jr + A V‘;i) Vi, i=12 (3.3)
We have Y, > Y% > L,1. By this and B3), YU11+ + ATV > L,1. Hence (Y011+ +
k k k k 4 k
ATV — LO_I}:)_ = 0, which implies that
k

== X (YT OR ATV Ly S0 @)

TSO’,}:<T



Note that

PM(YS =Y Z - Z)

= p((YS = Y P Lyasyey Y = Y2)T|Z; - Z2)

_ 4)\2
<p((Y) —Y2)T)P 21{y;>yg} (p —

B 4p\?
=71
for s € [0, 7). From this and (3:2)), (34)) it follows that

p—1
(=Y + =12 - Z2P)

plp—1 -
A R e e TR A

(7 - vy + B v a2 - 220
S ) (A S AP AL

T

(Y} =Y TP + My — M. (3.5)

Let {0k} € T be a fundamental sequence for the local martingale M. Changing o with
o in the above inequality, taking expected value and passing to the limit with £ — oo
we get E(Y;! —Y?2) = 0. By The Section Theorem, (Y;! —Y>)* =0, t € [0,7]. O

Remark 3.4. Observe that if f, f' do not depend on z then it is enough to assume
that (Y —Y”)" is of class (D).

Remark 3.5. Let f1, f2, &', &2, aV!, av?, U,llo}]l, Uello?]] be satisfying the same
assumptions as in Proposition B3l Moreover, assume that f! satisfies (Z) and Z*', Z2 ¢
L((0,T) ® Q) for some q € (a, 1]. Then (Y! —Y?)* € SP for some p > 1.

Proof. By Corollary (5.5]), assumptions on the data and (3.4)),

T
Y -yHt < (¢ -+ / Liyvasy2y (FH(s, Y, Z0) — f2(s, Y2, Z2)) ds
t

T
+/ l{Y\1 >Y2 }d(v;l - V92)* + Z 1{Y31>Y52}A+(V91 — V82)
t s— s— et

T
—/t Liyisyey (22 — Z2) dB

1 1 —
+ Z 1{y31>y32}(Y011€+ + A+V011c — nglc)
tScri<T

= 2 Lo (G, + ATVE — L)

2
t<oy<T

T
< / 1{Y51>Y32}(f1(87y:917Z;) _fl(37}/t92723))d8
t

T
—/t Liyisyz2y (25 — Z2) dB.
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Note that by (Z),

‘fl(37}/sl=Zsl) - f1(37Ys27252)‘ < ’fl(svygsl?Zsl) - f1(37}/s270)‘
+ N, Y2,0) = f1(s, Y2, Z)] < 29(gs + 1Y+ Y2 + 1251 +122)°

for s € [0,T]. Hence
T
(7 = Y2 <2B( [ (gt V| V2] + 121+ 1220)° dsl ).
0
Let p > 1 be such that - p = ¢q. By Doob’s inequality,

T
Bsup(V = Y2 < CoB( [ (gu+ 1Y)+ Y2 4123 + 2207 ds).
t<T 0

Hence (Y1 —Y?2)* € SP. O

Lemma 3.6. Let x : [0,T] — R be nonnegative, and measurable and y : [0,T] — R be
nondecreasing and continuous. If for every t € (0,T] such that x(t) > 0 there exists
et > 0 such that ftt_at x(s)dy(s) =0, then fOT x(s)dy(s) = 0.

Proof. Suppose that fOT x(s)dy(s) > 0. Set F(t) = fg z(s)dy(s), t € [0,T]. It is well
known that the function

f(t) = liminf Flt) = Flt—¢)

R Y T (3.6)

is Borel measurable and f = z, dy-a.e. Let
A={te (0,T]):z(t) >0}, B={te(0,T]: f(t)=u=z(t)}.

By the assumption, dy(AN B) > 0. Let t € AN B. Then z(t) > 0 and by (3.4),
ftt_e x(s)dy(s) > 0 for every € > 0, which contradicts the assumption. O

Proposition 3.7. Assume that Y is the Snell envelope of the optional process L of
class (D). Let A be the continuous part of the increasing process K from Mertens
decomposition of Y. Then

T
/ (Y, — L,) dA, =0, (3.7)
0

where Ly = limsup, » Ls.

Proof. We may assume that L is nonnegative, otherwise since L is of class (D) there
exists uniformly integrable martingale M such that L + M is nonnegative. We consider
then L = L + M. Tts Snell envelope is equal to Y = Y + M, and obviously the finite
variation part of Mertens decomposition of Y is equal to the finite variation part of
Mertens decomposition of Y, so its continuous parts are also equal. Therefore if we
prove that the assertion of the proposition holds for L then we would have

T T 5 5
/(n—gr)dA,:/ (V. — L) dA, = 0.
0 0

11



By [B, Proposition 2.34, p. 131], for any ¢ € [0,7) and A > 0,
D}
/ (Y, —L,)dA, =0, P-as., (3.8)
t

where D} = inf{r > ¢, \Y, < L,} AT. Let ¢ ) be the set of those w € € for which the
above equality holds. Set
Qo = N Q.

t€[0,7)NQ, xeQt+

It is obvious that P(€Qy) = 1. We will show that for every w € Qg the following property

holds:
t

Vte (0,T):Y: > L, et >0 / (Y, —L,)dA, =0,

t—eg

which when combined with Lemma[B.6limplies (8.7]). Suppose that there exists ¢ € (0, 7]
such that

t
Y, > L, / (Y, — L,)dA, >0, &>0. (3.9)
t

—&

By the definition, L, = lims\ o sup;_s<<; Ls. Therefore there exist ¢,d; > 0 such that

Y, > sup Lg+ 2e.
t—01<s<t

Since Y has only negative jumps, there exists do > 0 such that

Y, > sup Ls+e, r€Elt— oot
t—01<s<t

Let § = max{dy,02} and t; = t —J. Recall that Df; = inf{r > t5, \Y, < L, } AT. Hence
D} >t for A= (sup,epy, Lr +€/2)/infoc(i;.q Yr. 1t is clear that we can choose €, 4 so
that A, ts are rational. Therefore from (B.8]) it follows that

t Dy

[ 0L < [ Lda o
ts ts

which contradicts (3.9)). O

Corollary 3.8. Let Y be the Snell envelope of an optional process L of class (D), and
let Let K be an increasing process from Mertens decomposition of Y. Then

T
/ (¥, — L) dK? = S (% — L)AYK, = 0.
0

t<T

Proof. By [0, Proposition 2.34, p. 131] we have

S (Ve = LY)ATE, + Y (Y — L)AT K, =0.
t<T t<T

Therefore the desired result follows from Proposition [B.71 O

12



For optional processes Y, Z we set
fY,Z(t) = f(taYt, Zt)7 t e [07T]

Proposition 3.9. Let a triple (Y,Z,K) be a solution of RBSDE(E, f 4+ dV, L) such
that fOT |fy.z(s)|ds € L. Assume that LT is of class (D), £ € L', V € V1. Then for
t€[0,T7,

Y; = ess sup E( f(s,Ys, Zs)ds + / dVs+ L1y + fl{T:T}\}}),
7€l t

where Ty is set of all stopping times taking values in [t,T).

Proof. 1t follows from the definition of solution of RBSDE(E, f + dV, L) and Corollary
B.8 O

For a given process L of class (D) and integrable Fr-measurable random variable £
we denote by Snell¢ (L) the smallest supermartingale Z such that Z; > L, t € [0,T) and
Zp =& 1t is easy to see that Snellg(L) = Snell(L%), where Lf = lyery L + 1—myé€.
From Proposition it follows that Snell¢(L) is the first component of the solution of
RBSDE(E,0, L).

Proposition 3.10. Assume that there is a progressively measurable process g such that
EfOT lg(r)| dr < oo and f(r,y,z) > g(r) for a.e. r €[0,T] and all y € R, z € R%. Let

L = Snell¢(L + X) — X,

where (X, Z) is a solution of BSDE(0, —g — dV). If a triple (Y, Z,K) is a solution of
RBSDE(, f + dV,I:) with the property that fOT \fy.z(s)|ds € LY, then (Y,Z,K) is a
solution of RBSDE(E, f +dV,L).

Proof. Let (Y,Z,K) be a solution of RBSDE(E, fy.z + dV,L). Then Y + X is a su-
permartingale such that Yy + X7 = ¢ and Y; + X; > L; + X;,t € [0,7). Thus
Y+ X, > Snell¢(L+X);, t € [0,T], and hence Y, > Snell¢(L+X), — X, = f/t, t €0,7].
Moreover,

T T
/ (Ve = L) dK; + ) (Yi— L)ATEK; < / (Ve = L) dE; + ) (Vi — L)ATE, = 0.
0 t<T 0 t<T

Therefore (Y, Z, K) is also a solution of RBSDE(¢, fy,z+dV, L). By uniqueness (see Re-
mark B5), (Y, Z,K) = (Y, Z, K). Therefore (Y, Z, K) is a solution of RBSDE(E, fy.z +
dV, L) or, equivalently, (Y, Z, K) is a solution of RBSDE(E, f + dV, L). O

Lemma 3.11. Let L be a regulated process such that A= (L+V )y <0 fort € (0,T], and
let (Y,Z,K) be a solution of RBSDE(E, f +dV.y,Ly) such that fOT |fy.z(s)lds € L',
where Ly denotes a cadlag process defined by (Ly); = Lyy. Then

Yy, 2, Ky) = (Y, Z,K),

where (Y, Z, K) is a solution of RBSDE(E, fy z +dV, L).

13



Proof. We will show that (Y, Z, K ) is a solution of RBSDE(S, fy z+dV4, L). Since
Y > L, then of course Y, > L. Therefore it suffices to show that

T
LS = [ ((¥i)- = (L)) dKos =0,
0
We have

T T
LS = / (Y — Ly )dKyy = / (Y — Ly) dK; + Z (Y. — L ) AKy,.
0 0 0<t<T

The first term on the right-hand side is equal to zero since (Y, Z, K) is a solution of
RBSDE(, fy z + dV, L). As for the second term, we will consider two cases. First
suppose that AK;y > 0and A™K; > 0. Then Y;_ = L;_ by the definition of a solution
of RBSDE(, fy z+dV, L). Now suppose that AKyy > 0and A~ K; = 0. Then ATK; >
0. Consequently, Y; = L; by the definition of a solution of RBSDE(, fy 7 +dV, L). By
the assumptions, L;,— + V;— > L; + V;. Hence

}/t——i_‘/;—z-[/t—"’_‘/t—zl/t—i—‘/;:}/t—i-%

But Y;_ +V;_ =Y, + V,, since A”K; = 0. Therefore Y;_ = L;_. Thus, in both cases,
Y;_ = L;_. Hence ZO<t§T(Kt— — L;_)AK;y = 0, and the proof is complete. O

Corollary 3.12. Let p > 1. Assume that (H1)—(H5) are satisfied and there ezists a

progressively measurable process g such that fOT lg(s)| ds € HP and f(r,y,z) > g(r) for
a.e. r€[0,T]. Ifp>1and LT € 8P or p=1, LT is of class (D) and (Z) is satisfied,
then there exists a unique solution (Y,Z,K) of RBSDE(, f + dV,L). Moreover, Y €
SP, ZeHP, KeSPifp>1, andif p=1, then Y is of class (D), Y € S8, Z € H4
forqe (0,1), K € V*.

Proof. Define X, L as in Proposition By Theorem and Theorem there
exists a solution of (Y, Z, K) of RBSDE(E, f +dVy, Ly). By Lemma B.11]

(Y727K) = (Y+7Z7K+)7

where (Y, Z, K) is a solution of RBSDE(E, fy z+dV, L). Hence (Y, Z, K) is a solution of

RBSDE(¢, f +dV, ﬁ), and by Proposition B.I0] it is a solution of RBSDE(E, f +dV, L).
Uniqueness follows from Proposition [3.3] and Remark O

Corollary 3.13. Under the assumptions of Corollary [3.12,
}/tn/lyz—l—v te [07T)7

where (Y, Z, K) is the solution of RBSDE(E, f +dV, L) and (Y™, Z™) is the solution of
the BSDE

T T R T T
Yt":§+/ f(s,ys",zgl)dH/ n(Ys"—Ls)_ds—l—/ st—/ ZMdB,, te[0,T]
t t t t

with L defined in Proposition [3.10.
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Lemma 3.14. Letp > 1. Assume that (H1)—(H5) are satisfied if p > 1, and (H1)—(H5),
(Z) are satisfied ifp = 1. Let (Y1, Z1, K'), (Y2, Z2, K?) be solutions of RBSDE(¢!, 1+
dV',L) and RBSDE(£2, 2 4 dV2, L), respectively. Assume that ' < €2, f1 < f2,
dV'' < dV? and there exists a progressively measurable process g such that fOT lg(s)| ds €
L' and f1(r,y) A f2(r,y) > g(r) for a.e. v € [0,T]. Then Y} < Y2, t € [0,T], and
dK' > dK?2.

Proof. By Remark B4, Y! < Y2, By Lemma [3.I1] Proposition B.I0 and [12], dK_lIr >
dK_%. Hence dK¢ > dK?¢. Moreover,
AVED = (L= Y] — ATV > (L YA — ATV = AT,
ATKf = (L =Y = ATV > (L = Y2 - ATV)T = ATKT.
]

Lemma 3.15. Assume that EfOT |fn(s)—f(s)|ds = 0, E|"—¢&| — 0, ||[L—L"||p — 0.
Let

Y/" = esssup E(/ fn(s) ds + L?1{7<T} + gnl{T:T}‘ft)-
t

7>t

Then [[Y™ = Y| p — 0, where

Y = essiup E( f(S) ds + LT]-{T<T} + gl{T:T} |]:t)
T2t t

Proof. For every o € I" we have

E\Y, - Y]
< EesTs>S;1pE | f §)ds + (Ly — L) 1prery + (€ = ") =1y | Fo)
= sup B(E( [ (5) = fuls) s+ (L = L)Ly + (€ = €)1 7o)
SSEIE)E|L L|—|—E/ s)|ds + E|§ — &7,
which converges to 0 as n — by the assumptions of the lemma. O

Theorem 3.16. Let p > 1. Assume that (H1)—(H6) are satisfied if p > 1, and if p=1
then (H1)— (H5), (H6*), (Z) are satisfied. Then there exists a unique solution (Y, Z, K)
of RBSDE(E,f +dV ,L). Moreover, Y € SP, Z € HP and K € SP if p > 0, and if p =1,
then'Y is of class (D), Y € 8%, Z € HY for g € (0,1) and K € V7.

Proof. Let f,(t,y,z) = f(t,y,z) V (—n). By Corollary B.I2] for n > 1 there exists
a solution (Y™, Z" K") of RBSDE(¢, f, + dV,L). By Lemma 314, Y™ > Y"1 and
dK™ < dK"™1', n > 1. By this and Proposition [3.3]

y<yr<yl n>1, (3.10)
where (Y, Z) is a solution of BSDE(E,f + dV). By the above (H2) we have

[fals, Y3, 0)] < [f (5, Y4, 0)] + [ f (s, Y, 0)]. (3.11)
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Let 7} = inf{t > 0: fg |f(s, Y1 0) d8+f(f |f(s,Y,0)|ds > k}, and let {72} C T be a sta-

_ 7_2
tionary sequence of stopping times such that Yl’Tlf, YT§7 Vi e S?, 0¥ 1f(s,0,0)|ds €
L% Write 7, = 71 A2, k € N. By [12, Lemma 4.2] and the definition of {7}, for ¢ < 2
we have

E(/OTk ]Z§\2d3>q/2+E</OTk dKQ)q

§C(E sup Y7+ E sup \ﬁ\q—i-E(/OTk d\V\5>q+E</OTkf;(s,Y;,",O)ds>q>

0<t<Ty, 0<t<Ty
_ Tk q
< C(E sup |Y74+ E sup |7+ (2k)7 + </ d|V|s> > (3.12)
0<t<Ty 0<t<7y, 0

Set gn(s) = fn(s, Y, 0), hn(s) = fn(s, Y, Z7T) — fn(s, Yy, 0). From the above, the the

yLs

definition of {71} and BII]) it follows that g,, h, satisfy the assumptions of Lemma
2.7 (see also Remark [2.8]). Hence, for ¢ < 2,

Tk
E/ \Z" — Z|%ds — 0,
0

and, by stationarity of {7}, Z" — Z in measure A ® P on [0,7] x 2. By this and by
B.11) and (3.12),

T T T T
Yt:£+/ f(s,Ys,Zs)der/ sz+/ st—/ Z,dB,, t€[0,T], (3.13)
t t t t

where YV; = lim,, ,» Y,)", K; = lim,_,o K}'. It is obvious that Y is regulated and
Y; > Ly, t € [0,T]. We have to show the minimality condition for K and integrability
of Z and K. We know that Y, (Y;" — L;)AT K] = 0. Letting n — oo we obtain

> (V- L)ATE, =0.
t<T

Therefore to prove the minimality condition for K it suffices to show that
T
| o= Loar; =0 (3.14)
0

where L, is defined as in Proposition [3.71 Note that

T T
| o - nyaryt = [op - Lyarre s S o - oakr
0 0 0<t<T

We know that dK"™ — dK in the total variation norm and that 0 < Y" — L, <
Y,! — L,. Therefore applying the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we get
fOT(Yt — L,)dK§ = 0. This gives 814)) if AK = 0. If A“K; > 0 for some ¢ € (0,77,
then there exists NV € N such that ATK}* > 0 for n > N. Hence Y;” = L;,, n > N. By
Proposition B3] and Remark B3] Y;— < Y™ = L,, and consequently, Y;_ = L,. Hence

> (Vi = L)A K, =0,

t<T
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so ([B14)) is satisfied. This proves the the minimality condition for K. Note that by
(H6) the process X is of the form

t t
Xt:X0+/ dCs+/ H, dB;
0 0

for some C' € VP, H € H. It can be rewritten in the form

T T T T
Xt=§+/ f(s,Xs,Hs)der/ d0;+/ dV;—/ H, dB,
t t t t

for some C’ € VP. Let (X, Z) be a solution of BSDE(E, f+dV++dC"+). By Proposition
B3, X > X, so X > L. Note that the triple (X, H,C"t) is a solution of RBSDE(&, f +
dV*,X). Since X > L, then by Proposition B3] for p > 1, X > Y. For p = 1 we can
not for now apply Proposition [3.3] since we do not know a priori that Z € H? for some
q > « (see Remark B5). Let (X™, H") be a solution of BSDE(E, f, + dV* +dC"T). By
Proposition 3.3, X™ > X > L. Hence, by Proposition B.3 again,

X">Y" n>1 (3.15)

In the same manner as in the proof of (B.13) we show that Xr N\ Xy, t € [0,7),
H" — H in measure A ® P on [0,7] x 2, and

- T . T , T T _
Xt=§+/ f(s,Xs,Hs)ds+/ dC;++/ dvj—/ H, dB,.
t t t t

Since Y < X < X!, it follows that X € 8%, ¢ € (0,1). By [I, Lemma 3.1], Z € HY,
q € (0,1). Therefore by Proposition B3] and Remark [3.5] X = X. By this and BI15),
X >Y for p=1. By [12, Lemma 4.2, Proposition 4.3] we have integrability of Y, Z
and K for p > 1. O

4 Penalization method for reflected BSDEs

We assume that the barrier L has regulated trajectories. We consider approximation
of the solution of RBSDE(E, f 4+ dV,L) by a modified penalization method of the form

T T T
Yt"=s+/ f(s,Ys",Z?)der/ dvs—/ Zr, dB,
t t t

T
* n/ (Y;n - LS)_dS + Z (Yn + + A+V0n,i - Lo'n,i)_7 te [OvT] (4’1)
t

On,i
t<on,i<T

with specially defined arrays of stopping times {{o,,;}} exhausting right-side jumps of
L and V. We define {{o,,;}} inductively. We first set o9 = 0 and

o =inf{t > 01,1 : ATL; < —1lor ATV, < =1} AT, i=1,....k
for some ki € N. Next, for n € N and given array {{o,,;}} we set 0,410 =0 and

Ont1,i = inf{t > opq1-1: ATL, < —1/(n+1)or ATV, < —1/(n + 1)} AT
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for i = 1,..., jnt1, where j,41 is chosen so that P(o,11j,., <7T) — 0 as n — oo and

On+1,i = On+1,5p41 vV Oni—jn+t1r 1= Jpy1+1,... 7kn+17 kn-‘,—l = Jnt1+ k.
Since ATLg < —1/n or ATV, < —1/n implies that ATL; < —1/(n+ 1) or ATV, <

—1/(n+ 1), it follows from our construction that

Ullowall € U[[0n+1,z]] n & N. (4.2)

7 7

Moreover, on each interval (oy,i—1,0n,, 7 =1,...,k, + 1, where 0y, 3,41 = T, the pair
(Y™, Z™) is a solution of the classical generalized BSDEs of the form
On,i On,i
V' = Loy V(G ATV )+ [ gz s [ v
On,i UrtL,i '
+n / (Y — L) ds — / ZMdB,, € (Gnirsoni] (4.3)
t t

and Yj' = Lo v (Y§, + ATVp), n € N. Observe that (@I]) can written in the following
shorter form

T T T T
ey / Fls, Y, 20 ds + / av, + / dKT — / ZrdB,,  (44)
t t t t

where

t
Kl = n/ (Y=L ds+ Y (Y@ +AV,  —Le )" = K"+ K"
; , , ,

t<on,<T

For similar approximation scheme see [I5]. As compared with the usual penalization
method, the term K™ includes the purely jumping part K™ consisting of right jumps. If
the processes L, V' are right-continuous then K" = K™*, so (d.I]) (or, equivalently, (£.4])
reduces to the usual penalization scheme. Note that if Y is a limit of increasing sequence
{Y™} of cadlag solutions of BSDEs, then by the monotone convergence theorem for
BSDE:s (see, e.g., [21]), Y is also cadlag. On the other hand, if L is a regulated process,
then in general the solution Y need not be cadlag. Therefore the usual penalization
equations have to be modified by adding right jumps corrections.

Theorem 4.1. Let (Y™, Z"), n € N, be a solution of ([AI]).

(i) Assume that p > 1 and (H1)-(H6) are satisfied. Then Y* /Y:, t € [0,T], and
for any v € [1,2),

T /2
E(/ 1Zn Zs|“’ds)p -0, (4.5)
0

where (Y, Z, K) is unique solution of RBSDE(E,f+dV,L). Moreover, if A=K, =
0 fort € (0,T], then (AH) hold true with v = 2.

(ii)) Assume that p = 1 and (H1)—-(H5), (H6*), (Z) are satisfied. Then Y* /Y,
t €1[0,T], and for any v € [1,2) and r € (0,1),

T r/2
E(/ \Zn — Z,| ds) -0, (4.6)
0

where (Y, Z,K) is a unique solution of RBSDE({,f +dV,L). If A—K; =0 for
€ (0,7, then ([AQ) hold true with v = 2.
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Proof. Let p > 1. Without loss of generality we may assume that = 0. Let (Y™, Z"),
n € N be a solution of @I). By Proposition B3] Y;* < Y™, ¢t € [0,T], n € N. The
rest of the proof we divide into 3 steps.

Step 1. We first show that for n € N the triple (Y™, Z" K") is a solution of
RBSDE(, f +dV,L") with L™ = L — (Y™ — L)~. Note that Y;” > L}, t € [0,T].
Indeed, if ;" > L; then Y;* > L7, and if ;" < L; then Y;* > Y = L;. Moreover,

T T
/ (Y7~ L7 )dK™ =n / (Y7 — L) (YT — L)~ ds
0 0

T
= n/ (Y — L)t (Y]~ Ls)"ds=0
0

and

SR - LATKD = S (¥R L YR A ATV, — L)

On,i On,i On,i
s<T 0n, i <T
= § (YP — Ly )Y  +ATV, —L, )~ =0
On,i On,i Un,i‘l' On,i On,i .
0'”’7;<T

Indeed, suppose that

Z (YO??;LJ - LU'!L,Z')—I—(YUn’;L,i-i‘ + A—"_Vg'rl,i - Lo'n,i)_ # 0 (47)
o’n,¢<T
Then there is 1 < ¢ < k;, such that Y — L, , >0 and Y;;’H_ + A*’Vam — Lg,; <O0.

By the last inequality and @4), ATY) = AYK} —AYV, =Y [ +ATV,,
Ly, ,)” =A™V, .. Hence Y! . = L, ;, which contradicts (..

Step 2. We now show that Y, = sup,,~; Y{*, t € [0,T], is a regulated process
satisfying condition (d) of Definition B and that (Y, Z, K) has the desired integrability
properties. To this end, we first prove that if p > 1 then (@A) holds true, and if p = 1,

then there exists a stationary sequence of stopping times {7} such that for any v € [1,2)

and r € (0,1),
Tk r/2
E(/ 1z — Z, ds) 0.
0
To show this we will use [12, Lemma 4.2]. Let p > 1. Then by (H6) there exists a
process X € (Mjoe + VP) N SP such that X > L and fOT f(s,Xs,0)ds e LP. If p=1
then by (H6*) there exists X of class (D) such that X € M, + V!, X > L and

fOT f~(s,Xs,0)ds € L'. Since the Brownian filtration has the representation property,
there exist processes H € M, and C € VP such that

T T
Xt:XT—/ dC’s—/ H,dB,, tel0,T],
t t

which can be rewritten in form

T T T T T
Xe=¢+ [ pexomas+ [ ave [Caxi- [ ax - [ s,
t t t t t
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for some A’, K’ € VTP with p > 1. Let (X", H") be a solution of the BSDE

B T B _ T T T
Xt":§+/ f(s,XS",HS")ds—k/ dv5+/ dK;—/ H"dB,
t t t t

+ > (XE A AY, L), e[0T,
tSO’n’i<T

By Proposition B3] and Remark .5, X > X > L, so we may rewrite the above
equation in the form

~ T o T T T
X[ :§+/ f(s,X;‘,H;‘)ds—i—/ dV +/ dK. +n/ (X2 —Ls)" ds
t t
+ > (X AT, — L) / H'dB,, tel0,T).
tSO’n’i<T
By Proposition 3.3 and Remark 3.5, X™ > Y. Also note that
(Xgn,z+ + AJ’_VU i Un ’L)_ é (Xo'n,i‘l' + A+V0n,i - Lo'n,i)_

= (A+X + A+V0n i + XU - Lo'n,i)_ S (A—"_Xo'n,z + A+V0n,z)

On,i

< AT|Clo,, + ATV,

Let (X, H) be a solution of the BSDE

T T T
X; = §+/ f(s ds+/ dV;+/ dK;+n/ (Xs — Lg)~ ds
t t t

T T
+/ d\C!er/ d]V\S—/ [, dB,, te0,T].
t t t

The pair (X, H) does not depend on n, because by Proposition B3 and Remark 3.5,
X > X™ so the term involving n on the right-hand side of the above equation equals
ZEro. By the last inequality we also have X > Y. Thus all the assumptions of [12,
Lemma 4.2] are satisfied. Applying [12] Lemma 4.2] we get

E(Kp)P +E(/OT \Z:Pds)pﬂ < CE(sup(\Y;l\p + \X’t‘l’) + (/OT d\V]s)p
+ (/0T|f (s, Xs,0) |ds / X+ds + /OT|f(s,0,0)|ds)p) (4.8)

if p > 1, which means that {Z"} is bounded in HP. If p = 1 then by [12| Lemma 4.2],
for any ¢ € (0,1) we have

T q/2 N T q
B( [ 12:P as) < CB(sup(V 17+ %17 + | 176s.0.0)ds)
0 0

+(/OT\f (s, X, 0) yds / X*ds + /OT d!V\s>q>- (4.9)

We next check that the assumption of Theorem are satisfied. We know that Y™
is of class (D), 2" € H, K" € V' and t — f(¢,Y),Z) € L'(0,T). Since V is a
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finite variation process and A" = —V, we have A" < A"l and E|A"|r < oo for
n € N, ie. assumption (a) is satisfied. Let 7,0 € T be stopping times such that
o < 7. By the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, lim,, f;(Ys —-Y")dVi=0
and limp, o0 Y peser (Yo — YAV, = 0. Since we know that [7(Vy — Y]") dK{" +

Y o<ser(Ys — YMATK! > 0, it follows that

timin ([ (V.= Y)Y~ A+ 3D (V- VAT (KT - AD) 2 0
g o<s<T

i.e. (b) is satisfied. It is easy to see that ATK] = 0 for n € N and t € [0,7], so (c) is
satisfied. Let §j = Y'! and y=X. Then g,y € V4 Mige Y,y are of class (D) and

T T
E/ f+(8,373,0)ds—|—E/ f_(s,ys,O)ds<oo.
0 0 -

Since we already have shown that g, < Y;" <y, t € [0,T], condition (d) is satisfied.
Condition (e) follows from (H3), whereas (f) is satisfied by the very definition of Y.
Thus all the assumptions of Theorem 2.9] are satisfied. Therefore Y is regulated and
there exist K € V', Z € H such that

T T T T
Yt:§+/ f(s,YS,ZS)ds—i—/ dV8+/ dKS—/ ZsdBs, te€0,T].
t t t t

Furthermore, Z"™ — Z in measure A ® P, which when combined with (£8)) and (4.9])
implies that if p > 1 then Z € HP and (L5) is satisfied, whereas if p = 1, then Z € H1
for ¢ € (0,1) and there exists a stationary sequence {73} such that

Tk
E/ 20— Zds =0, ~v€l,2). (4.10)
0
We will show that
T p T p
supE(/ P, Y227 ds) +E(/ 75, Y, 2] ds)” < oo. (4.11)
n>1 0 0

If p > 1 then by (H1),

B( /O o2,z ds)’

SCP((/OT\f(S,XS,O)\dS>p+ (/OTyf(s,Y;,O)yds)erE(/oTyzg\2ds)p/2>.

If p =1 then by (Z),

T T T
E / f(s,Y7, Z0)|ds < E / (g + [Y7) + |20 ds + E / (5, Y2,0)] ds.
0 0 0

By Hélder’s inequality and (H2),

T T
VE / (g5 + Y7 + 1200 ds + E / (s, Y7, 0| ds
0 0

T T
a/2 ~
<u( [ 1zeRas)" vk [ 1R+ v ds
0 0

T
+E/O F(, YL, 0)] + (5 Ko, 0)| ds.
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By Fatou’s lemma, (4.8]), (£9]) we have (£I1]), which when combined with integrability
of Y, K implies that K € VT,

Step 3. We show that the triple (Y, Z, K) is a solution of RBSDE(¢, f + dV,L). By
@I1), sup,>; EK} < oo, so {n fOT(Ys" — Ly)~ds} is bounded in L'. Therefore, up to
a subsequence, (Y* — L})” — 0 P-a.s. for a dense subset of t. Hence Y; > L; for a
dense subset of t. Consequently, Y;+ > L,y for every t € [0,T). In fact, ¥; > L; for
every t € [0,T). Indeed, if AT (L; 4+ V;) > 0 for some ¢ € [0,T) then

Vi4Vi=-ATY+ V) + Y + Vg 2 Y + Vig > Ly + Vi > L+ V;

whereas if A*(L; + V;) < 0 for some t € [0,T) then ¢ € |J,[[on]] for sufficiently large
n, which implies that ATK = (Y% — Ly + A1V;)~. Suppose that Y;* < L; for some
t. Since AT (Y; +V;) = —ATK]', we then have

VA - L+ ATV, <Y =Y+ ATV, = — (Y2 — L+ ATV,)7,

which ... contradiction. Thus Y;* > L; for every t € [0,T'), and hence Y; > L; for
t € [0,T). Consequently,

Yi > Lilyery +81p-7y, t€[0,T].

Now we are going to show the minimality condition for K. Since Y;+ fg f(s,Ys, Zs)ds—
Vi, t € [0,T], is a supermartingale, it follows from the properties of the Snell envelope
that

Y; > ess SupE(/ f(s,Ys, Zs)ds —I—/ dVs + Ly 1oy + 51{T:T}|}}). (4.12)
rely t t

If p > 1 then by Proposition B9 and the definition of L™, for ¢ € [0,T] we have

}/;n = €58 SUpE(/ f(sa Y:sna Zg) ds + / dVs + L'TrLl{T<T} + él{TZT}‘ft>
TEl: t t

< ess SUPE</ f(87 Y:env Z;L) ds + / dVs + LT]'{T<T} + gl{T:T}LFt) .
Tl t t

Observe that by (L5]), (1) and the assumptions on f,
T
B [ 1fs, Y220 = f(s.Ya 22l ds 0,
0
By Lemma [3.15]
}/t < eSSSHpE(/ f('SvY:?st) d8+/ d‘/TS+LTlT<T+£1T:T|‘Ft)'
¢ t

Tel'y

By the above inequality and (&12),

T T
}/t = eSSSUpE(/ f('SvY:?st) d8+/ d‘/s +L71T<T+£1T:T|J:t)-
Tels t t

By Corollary 3.8 we have the minimality condition for K. Hence the triple (Y, Z, K) is
a solution of RBSDE(E, f + dV, L) on [0,T].
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Consider now the case p = 1. Since Y! < Y™ <Y, n > 1, by (H2) we have
F(£Y1,0) < F(£Y],0) < f(Y,,0), te[0,T).
Set . .
op = inf{t > 0; /0 ]f(s,Ysl,O)\ds—i—/O £(5,Ys,0)|ds > K} AT.

It is clear that {0} is stationary. We may assume that o, = 7. By Proposition
and the definition of L™,

Y = esssup E / f(s,YS",Z?)ds—i—/ dVS+L¢1{T<Tk}+Y;;1{T:Tk}\ft)
t

T 2>T,TE:

T T
< esssup E f(s, Y, Z¢) ds + / dVs + LTl{T<Tk} + YTkl{T:Tk}|‘Ft> .
T >7,mEN t

Observe that by (4.I0), the definition of o and the assumptions on f,
T
E/ F(5, Y7, 27) — f(5,Ys, Zs)|ds — 0.
0
By Lemma [3.15]

Y; < esssup E< f(s,Ys, Zg)ds + / dVs+ Lrlgrcry + YTkl{T:Tk}U:t).
T >T,TEL: t
By the above inequality and (EI12),
T T
Y; = esssup E< f(s,Ys, Zs) ds +/ dVs+ Lrlprcry + Yrkl{rsz}u:t)-
t

T >T,TEL:

By Corollary 3.8 we have the minimality condition for K on [0, 7%], and by stationarity
of {m} also on [0,7T]. Therefore (Y, Z, K) is the solution of RBSDE(¢, f + dV, L) on
[0,7]. O

5 Appendix. Ité’s formula for processes with regulated trajectories
We consider an F-adapted process X with regulated trajectories of the form
Xy =X+ ) ATX,, telo,T) (5.1)
s<t

where X* is an F-adapted semimartingale with cadlag trajectories and

Z IATX,| < o0, P-as.

s<T
(note that A~ X, = AX}).
Theorem 5.1 ([7, [18]). Let (X¢)i<r be an adapted process with requlated trajectories

of the form (B.10), and let f be a real function of class C?. Then the process (f(Xy))i<T
also has the form ([B.1)). More precisely, for every t € [0,T],

f(Xe f(Xo) /f -)dXs + /tf/,(Xs—)d[X*]§+Jt_+Jt+v
where J; —Z{f F(Xeo) = (XA X}, T =D {f(Xey) — F(Xo)}
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Note that the two sums defining J~ and JT are absolutely convergent, and that
J~ is a cadlag adapted process, whereas J 7 is caglad adapted. Indeed,

[T7[ < C1 Y [ATX S =C ) |AXIP, Pas.
s<t s<t

and

Tt < Cy Z AT X,|, P-as.,

s<t

where C1, Cy are random variables defined by C1 = (1/2) sup,e(_sar | f”(2)] and Co =
SUPge(—n,m |/ ()|, where M = sup,<p | X| (note that M < oo P-a.s.) We include the
proof of Theorem [5.1] for completeness of our presentation.

Proof. Set X;" = X4, t <T. Clearly
X =A"Xi+ Xy =X[+ ) ATX,, t<T.

s<t

Hence X7 is a semimartingale . By Itd’s formula for semimartingales,

FXH) = £(X0) / FXE)dXF + / FIOCH) X
+Y) {FXD - (X)) - F(X)AXT Y
s<t

Observe that X© = X, , f(XF) = f(Xs) + f(Xs1) — f(Xs) and AX} = AT X, +
A~ X,. Hence

FXH) = f(Xo) / Fl(Xe)dXT+> 0 (X )AY X + / FUXT ) d[x*)e

s<t

+ ) {F(Xap) = F(Xoo) = F(Xo)(ATX, + A7 X,)}

s<t

— £(X) /f )dx: + /f” X

+ 3 (X)) - f(Xe) = FI(X AX}+Z{f o) — f(Xo)}). (5.2)

s<t s<t
Subtracting f(X:+)— f(X;) from both sides of (5.2]) we obtain the desired formula. [
Corollary 5.2. Let X = (X!, ... ,Xd) be an adapted d-dimensional process with regu-

lated trajectories of the form ([5.) and let f : R — R is a function of class C%. Then
the process (f(X¢))i<r also has the form (B.1)). Moreover, for every t € [0,T],

F(X0) = F(Xo) + Z / OF (X, )axis

= Jo ox;
1 d .t 0% f ix visle - N
+§;j: 0 0z;0x; (X)) d[ XY, XPHIS+ T + T,
where J; =3 {f(Xe) = J(Xa) = 3 oK) ATXE} 7 = D {F(Kar) = F(X)-
=t 1=1 ¢ s<t



Corollary 5.3. Let X', X? be two adapted processes with requlated trajectories of the
form (B1)). Then

t t
X XP=XIx2+ /0 X odax?+ +/0 X2 odxr 4 xt X2,

+Y (XL X2 - XIXD), tel0,T].

s<t

Corollary 5.4. Let X = (X!, ... ,Xd) be an adapted d-dimensional process with regu-
lated trajectories of the form (B.I). Then for allp > 1 and t € [0,T],

| Xe[” —|X0|p+p/ 2o [P (sgn( X ), dX3) +p Y 1Xs P (sgn(X,), ATX)

s<t

#2102 - DI~ (600X, Q1 S0 + (= DM

+ Lilg_1y + J; (p) + J (p),

where QX" denotes the Radon-Nikodym derivative d[[X*]|¢/d[X*|¢, (Li)i<r is an adapted
increasing continuous process such that Lo = 0, and

Ty () = Y _AIXlP = | Xo- P = p|Xo- PN (s6n(X,-), A X,)}, t€(0,T]

s<t

and
Jt—i_(p) = Z{’Xs-i-‘p - ‘Xslp _p’XS ’p_1<sgn(XS)7 A+XS>}7 te [OvT]
s<t
are adapted increasing processes with cadlag and caglad trajectories, respectively.

Proof. We follow the proof of [I, Lemma 2.2] (see also the proof of [12, Proposition
2.1]). The formula is an easy consequence of Corollary in the case where p > 2.
Assume that p € [1,2) and for € > 0 set uc(z) = (2> + ¢2)'/2, € R% Clearly, u?

gf (z) = puP~?(z)z; for

is a smooth approximation of |- |P. It is easy to check that
i=1,...,d, x € R% and

0% _ _ .
m(x) = p(p — 2w~ (@) zsx; + puP 2(33)1{1':]‘}’ i,j=1,...,d, v € R%.
i0T;
By Corollary [5.2]

uP(X;) = uP(Xo) —l—p/t uP 2 (X ) (X, dX) +p Y ul 2 (X,)(X,, ATX)

1 ] ] t s<t
52007 [l = 20 (X0 XEX (X)L ALK, X
=1 j=1
ST (X) — uP(Xe) — pul (X, )(X,, ATX,)}
+ Z{UI;(XS-F) —ug(Xs) — puf_2(X8)(X5, AT X))

= uP(Xo) 4+ 1) + 1P + I + I + 17,
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where using (5.1) we separated 1% from right side jumps JT. Since uf(z) — |z|?

x € R?, it is clear that

ub(Xy) — | Xe|P, te€]0,T], P-as. (5.3)
Moreover, the convergence uf ™ ?(z)x — |z[P~'sgn(z), = € R? implies that
. t
1w [ X P (X ), dXD). e 0.T) (54)
0
and, by (5.0), that
IPC 5 p) X PN sen(X,), ATX,), te[0,T], P-as. (5.5)
s<t
Similarly,
¢ — Jt, tel0,T], P-as. (5.6)

On the other hand, using the identity u? %(z) = u?~*(z)|z|? + 2u? () we get

d d t
3, 1 -~ o B - .
1= 52 0 | b = 2w (K XX+ pu ™ (X)X Loy JIX, XS

i=1 j=1
1 d d . ' ‘
+ 522/0 peul ™ (X)L g—jy Yd[X P, X746
i=1 j=1
d d + i J
1 — Xs XS 7,% 1, %1C
= 51)22/0 (2 — p)ul (X)) | Xs? (Lizjy — mm)l{xs;ﬁo}d[}(’ , XS
i=1 j=1 shiees

d t d t
1 _ . D ~ ,
P> — Dl X)X PAX+ 5D / 2ul (X )d[ X )¢
+2pi_1/0(p Jue™ (X[ X[ d] ]s+2i:1 €U (Xs)d[ X7

t i J
p E : —4 2 Xs Xs X*r. *1C

Since Qf “isa symmetric non-negative matrix with a trace equal to 1,

XiXL | oy,
Z_ (Lgi=jy — mm)Qf (4,7)1¢x, 20}

d
i=1 j=1

= (1 — (s6n(Xs), QF sgn(X,))1x, 20y = 0, s €[0,7T]. (5.7)
By this and the fact that |z[/uc(z) / 1gz20, « € RY, it follows that for ¢ € [0, 77,

t
17 gp [ @ pIXH - (X0, QF s (X)L XL (59
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P-a.s. Similarly,

€ 1 t — C
17 7 5p /0 (p— DXl 21 x 2oy d[ X, te[0,T], Pas. (5.9)

From (5.3)-([59) we deduce that there is a process B with regulated trajectories such
that If’ﬁ + Itg’E — By in probability P for ¢ € [0,T], and

t
X7 = [Xol? +p / X [P sgn(Xas), dX2) +p Y [XaP sn(Xs), AT X,)
0 s<t

g0 [ 1K (2= )1 - (80(X,), Q2 sEn(X))) + (0 — DX

+ By + J; (p). (5.10)
Since the function u? is convex, the processes %€, I*€ are increasing. It follows that B
is also increasing. Moreover, By =0 and B, = Ly + >, , A" B, + > _, ATB,, where
L is the continuous part of B. Comparing the jumps of the left and right-hand side of
(5.I0) we obtain that Y ., A"Bs = J; (p) and y_,_, AT By = 0. Moreover, it follows
from the arguments from the proof of [I, Lemma 2.2] that L = 0 in the case where
p>1. O

Corollary 5.5. Let X = (X!, ... ,Xd) be an adapted d-dimensional process with regu-
lated trajectories of the form (B.). Then for all p € [1,2] and t € [0,T],

-1 t B B
i+ PO P21 X+ 7 ) = I 0) 4 5 0) - ()

T
<D p [ X P (), dX) Y P (), AT,
t t<s<T

Proof. Follows from Corollary 5.4 and (5.7]). O
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