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Abstract In this paper, we study one-dimensional backward stochastic differen-
tial equation with jump under logarithmic growth assumption in the z-variable
(|z|

√

| ln |z||) and an Lp terminal value (for a suitable p > 2). We show the exis-
tence and the uniqueness of the solution when the noise is driven by a Brownian
motion and an independent Poisson random measure. In addition, we highlight the
connection of such BSDEs with stochastic optimal control problem, where we show
the existence of an optimal strategy for the stochastic control problem.
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1 Introduction

The notion of non-linear Backward Stochastic Differential Equations (BSDEs
in short), was first introduced by Pardoux and Peng [12]. The solution of this
equation, associated with a terminal value ξ and a generator f , is a couple of
stochastic processes (Yt, Zt)t≤T such that

Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

f(s, Ys, Zs)ds−
∫ T

t

ZsdBs (1)
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a.s. for all t ≤ T , where B is a Brownian motion and the processes (Yt, Zt)t≤T

are adapted to a natural filtration of B. Since then, these equations have
gradually became an important mathematical tool which is encountered in
many fields such as financial mathematics, stochastic optimal control, partial
differential equations, and other fields.

In this paper we are concerned with the problem of the existence and the
uniqueness of a solution for one-dimensional BSDEs when the noise is driven
by a Brownian motion and an independent Poisson random measure. Roughly
speaking we look for a triple of adapted processes (Y, Z, V ) such that:

Yt = ξ +

∫ T

t

f(s, Ys, Zs)ds−
∫ T

t

ZsdBs −
∫ T

t

∫

U

Vs(w)µ̃(dw, ds) (2)

where µ̃ is a compensated Poisson random measure.
Recently in [10], Kruse and Popier established the existence and the unique-

ness of a solution to multidimensional BSDEs in a general filtration which in-
cludes a Brownian motion and an independent Poisson random measure. The
generator is under monotonic assumption w.r.t. the y-variable and the terminal
condition and the driver are not necessarily square integrable. We however in
this work focus on the existence and the uniqueness of the solution for BSDEs
when the generator is under logarithmic growth assumption in the z-variable
and an Lp terminal value. It is worth noting that our technique is based on a
localization method introduced in [1, 2] and used in [3].

It is well known that BSDEs are connected with stochastic optimal control.
Therefore as an application of the obtained result, we show the existence of
an optimal strategy for stochastic control of diffusion. Assume that we have a
system whose dynamic is given by:

xt = x0 +

∫ t

0

ϕ(s, xs, ūs)ds+

∫ t

0

σ(s, xs)dB
u
s

+

∫ t

0

∫

U

γ(s, xs− , w)µ̃
u(dw, ds) (3)

+

∫ t

0

∫

U

γ(s, xs− , w)g(s, xs− , ǔs, w)λ(dw)ds.

The agent intervenes in the system in the form of controlling with the help of
the process u = (ū, ǔ). The idea is we characterize the value function as the
unique solution of a specific BSDE under more relaxed assumptions.

This paper is divided into five sections. In section 2, we begin by presenting
our assumptions and the notations used trough out the paper. In section 3, we
show some priori estimates for solutions of BSDEs. In section 4, we move on
to study the existence and the uniqueness of the solution for the BSDEs using
the localization method. Section 5 is devoted to the link between our BSDEs
and the stochastic optimal control problem. We show the value function as a
solution of an appropriate BSDE.
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2 Notations and Assumptions

2.1 Notations

Let (Ω,F , (Ft)t≤T , P ) be a stochastic basis such that:

• F0 contains N the set of all P -null sets of F ,

• Ft+ = ∩ǫ>0Ft+ǫ = Ft, ∀t ≤ T .

We assume that (Ft)t≤T is supported by the two following independent pro-
cesses:

(i) a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion B = (Bt)0≤t≤T ,

(ii) a Poisson random measure µ on U × R
+ with intensity λ(dw)dt where

U ⊂ R
m \{0} (m ≥ 1). The corresponding compensated Poisson random

measure µ̃(dw, dt) = µ(dw, dt) − λ(dw)dt is a martingale w.r.t. F . The
measure λ is σ-finite on U satisfying

∫

U

(1 ∧ |w|2)λ(dw) < +∞.

In this paper, let P (resp. Pd) denote the σ-algebra of Ft-progressively mea-
surable (resp. predictable) sets on Ω× [0, T ].

For a given adapted RCLL process (Xt)t≤T and for any t ≤ T we set
Xt− = limsրtXs with the convention that X0− = X0 and ∆Xt = Xt −Xt− .

Let us introduce the following spaces of processes and notations considered
in this work, for all p ≥ 1

• Sp is the space of R-valued Ft-adapted and RCLL processes (Yt)t∈[0,T ]

such that

||Y ||Sp = E

[

sup
t≤T

|Yt|p
]

1
p

< +∞.

• Mp denote the set of Rd-valued Ft-progressively measurable processes
(Zt)t∈[0,T ] such that

||Z||Mp = E





(

∫ T

0

|Zs|2ds
)

p

2





1
p

< +∞.

• Lloc is the space of all Pd⊗B(U)-measurable mapping V : Ω×[0, T ]×U →
R such that

∫ T

0

∫

U
(|Vs(w)|2 ∧ |Vs(w)|)λ(dw)ds < +∞. Let Lp be the set

of all V ∈ Lloc such that

||V ||Lp = E





(

∫ T

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds
)

p

2





1
p

< +∞.

• Lp
λ = L(U , λ;R) is the set of measurable functions V : U → R such that

||V ||p
Lp

λ

=

∫

U

|V (w)|pλ(dw) < +∞.
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2.2 Assumptions

Now let ξ be and R-valued and FT -measurable random variable and let f :
[0, T ]×Ω×R×R

d×L2
λ → R be a random function which associates (t, ω, y, z, ν)

with f(t, ω, y, z, ν). On the data ξ and f we make the following assumptions:

(H.1) There exists a positive constant A such that E
[

|ξ|ln(AT+2)+2
]

< +∞.

(H.2) (i) f is continuous in (y, z, ν) for almost all (t, ω);

(ii) there exist two positives constants c0 and c1 and a process (ηt)t≤T

such that for every t, ω, y, z, ν :

| f(t, ω, y, z, ν) |≤ |ηt|+ c0|z|
√

| ln(|z|)|+ c1||ν||L2
λ
,

where the process (ηt)t≤T satisfies

E

[

∫ T

0

|ηs|ln(As+2)+2ds

]

< +∞.

(H.3) There exist v1 : Ω× [0, T ] → R
+

(

resp. v2 : [0, T ]×U → R
+

)

satisfying

E

[

∫ T

0
(v1s)

q1ds
]

< +∞
(

resp. E
[

∫ T

0
||v2s||q2L2

λ

ds
]

< +∞
)

(for some q1

and q2) and a constant M ∈ R
+ such that: ∀N ≥ 3, and for every | y |

, | y′ |, | z |, | z′ |, ||ν||L2
λ
, ||ν′||L2

λ
≤ ln(N)

ȳ
(

f(t, ω, y, z, ν)− f(t, ω, y′, z′, ν′)
)

1{|v1
t|+||v2

t||L2
λ
≤ln(N)}

≤M |ȳ|2 lnAN +M | ȳ || z̄ |
√

lnAN +M |ȳ|||ν̄||L2
λ

√

lnAN ,

where (ȳ, z̄, ν̄) = (y − y′, z − z′, ν − ν′) and (AN )N>2 is a real valued
sequence that satisfies 1 < AN ≤ ln(N)r for any N ≥ 3 and some r > 0,
moreover lim

N→+∞
AN = +∞.

3 Estimations of solutions

In this section we are going to provide estimates to the solution of the BSDE
w.r.t. ξ and η. However we first define the notion of solution of the BSDE
associated with the couple (ξ, f).

Definition 1. A triplet of processes (Y, Z, V ) = (Yt, Zt, Vt)t≤T is said to be a
solution of the BSDE with jump associated with (ξ, f) if the following holds:
∀t ∈ [0, T ]

{

Y ∈ S ln(AT+2)+2, Z ∈ M2 and V ∈ L2;

Yt = ξ +
∫ T

t
f(s, Ys, Zs, Vs)ds−

∫ T

t
ZsdBs −

∫ T

t

∫

U Vs(w)µ̃(dw, ds).
(4)
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The following lemma has already been mentioned and proved in [4], but
for the sake of the reader we give it again.

Lemma 1. Let (Ys, Zs) ∈ R × R
d and s ∈ [0, T ] be such that Ys is large

enough. Then for every C2 > 0 there exists a constant C3 > 0 such that

C2 | Ys | |Zs|
√

| ln(|Zs|)| ≤
|Zs|2
2

+ C3 ln(| Ys |) | Ys |2 . (5)

Now we are ready to give estimates for Y , Z and V . Actually we have the
following proposition.

Proposition 1. Let (Yt, Zt, Vt)t≤T be a solution of the BSDE (4), and assume
that the couple of data (ξ, f) satisfies (H.1) and (H.2). Then there exists a
constant K > 0 such that:

E

[

sup
t≤T

| Yt |θ(t) +
∫ T

0

|Zs|2ds+
∫ T

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds
]

≤ KE

[

| ξ |θ(T ) +

∫ T

0

|ηs|θ(s)ds
]

. (6)

where θ(t) = ln(At+2)+2, ∀t ∈ [0, T ] and for some constant A large enough.

Proof. First let us show that for some positive constant C we have

E

[

sup
t≤T

| Yt |θ(t)
]

≤ CE

[

| ξ |θ(T ) +

∫ T

0

|ηs|θ(s)ds
]

. (7)

Let u be the function from [0, T ]× R into R
+ defined by

u(t, x) =| x |θ(t) .

Then

• ut =
A

At+2 ln(| x |) | x |θ(t);

• ux = θ(t) | x |θ(t)−2 x;

• uxx = θ(t)(θ(t) − 1) | x |θ(t)−2.

Since there is a lack of integrability of the processes Y , Z and V we proceed by
localization. Actually for k ≥ 0, let τk be the stopping time defined as follows:

τk = inf{t ≥ 0,

∫ t

0

∫

U

θ(s)2|Ys− |2θ(s)−2|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds

+

∫ t

0

θ(s)2 | Ys |2θ(s)−2| Zs |2 ds ≥ k} ∧ T.
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Using Itô’s formula on the process Yt and the function y →| y |θ(t) yields:

| Yt∧τk |θ(t∧τk)=| Yτk |θ(τk) −
∫ τk

t∧τk

A

As+ 2
ln(| Ys |) | Ys |θ(s) ds

+

∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−2 Ysf(s, Ys, Zs, Vs)ds

−1

2

∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)(θ(s) − 1)|Zs|2 | Ys |θ(s)−2 ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−2 YsZsdBs (8)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)µ̃(dw, ds)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)

−θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)
)

µ(dw, ds).

We use now the fact that f satisfies (H.2) and we obtain

| Yt∧τk |θ(t∧τk)

≤| Yτk |θ(τk) −
∫ τk

t∧τk

A

As+ 2
ln(| Ys |) | Ys |θ(s) ds

+

∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−1 (|ηs|+ c0|Zs|
√

| ln(|Zs|)|+ c1||Vs||L2
λ
)ds

−1

2

∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)(θ(s) − 1)|Zs|2 | Ys |θ(s)−2 ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−2 YsZsdBs

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)µ̃(dw, ds)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)

−θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)
)

µ(dw, ds).

Next by Young’s inequality it holds that

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−1 |ηs| ≤| Ys |θ(s) +θ(s)θ(s)−1|ηs|θ(s).

Now without loss of generality we assume that the y-variable is sufficiently
large.
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Then there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that:

| Yt∧τk |θ(t∧τk)

≤| Yτk |θ(τk) +
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)θ(s)−1|ηs|θ(s)ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)µ̃(dw, ds)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)(θ(s) − 1) | Ys |θ(s)−2

[

C1 ln(| Ys |) | Ys |2
θ(s)(θ(s) − 1)

+
|Zs|2
2

−θ(s) | Ys | c0|Zs|
√

| ln(|Zs|)|
θ(s)(θ(s) − 1)

]

ds−
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−2 YsZsdBs

+

∫ τk

t∧τk

c1θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−1 ||Vs||L2
λ
ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)

−θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)
)

µ(dw, ds).

Next there exist two positives constants C2 and C3 such that:

| Yt∧τk |θ(t∧τk) (9)

≤| Yτk |θ(τk) +
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)θ(s)−1|ηs|θ(s)ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)(θ(s) − 1) | Ys |θ(s)−2

[

C3 ln(| Ys |) | Ys |2 +
|Zs|2
2

−C2 | Ys | |Zs|
√

| ln(|Zs|)|
]

ds−
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−2 YsZsdBs

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)µ̃(dw, ds)

+

∫ τk

t∧τk

c1θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−1 ||Vs||L2
λ
ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)

−θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)
)

µ(dw, ds).
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By using Lemma 1 it follows that:

| Yt∧τk |θ(t∧τk)

≤| Yτk |θ(τk) +
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)θ(s)−1|ηs|θ(s)ds

+

∫ τk

t∧τk

c1θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−1 ||Vs||L2
λ
ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−2 YsZsdBs (10)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)µ̃(dw, ds)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)

−θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)
)

µ(dw, ds).

Next let us deal with the Poisson quantity

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)µ̃(dw, ds)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)

−θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)
)

µ(dw, ds).

Actually by following the same argument as in ([10], Proposition 2) it follows
that

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)

−θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)
)

µ(dw, ds)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

θ(s)Ys− |Ys− |θ(s)−2Vs(w)µ̃(dw, ds) (11)

≤ −
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)(θ(s) − 1)31−θ(s)|Ys− |θ(s)−2||Vs||2L2
λ
ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)
)

µ̃(dw, ds).

Then by plugging (11) in (10), we obtain that:
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| Yt∧τk |θ(t∧τk) +

∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)(θ(s) − 1)31−θ(s)|Ys− |θ(s)−2||Vs||2L2
λ
ds

≤| Yτk |θ(τk) +
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s)θ(s)−1|ηs|θ(s)ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−2 YsZsdBs (12)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)
)

µ̃(dw, ds)

+

∫ τk

t∧τk

c1θ(s) | Ys− |θ(s)−1 ||Vs||L2
λ
ds.

Let α be a positive constant, once again by Young’s inequality we have

θ(s) | Ys− |θ(s)−1 ||Vs||L2
λ
≤ (c1θ(s))

2

α
|Ys|θ(s) + α|Ys− |θ(s)−2||Vs||2L2

λ
.

Therefore, for a suitable α we have

| Yt∧τk |θ(t∧τk)≤| Yτk |θ(τk) +
∫ τk

0

θ(s)θ(s)−1|ηs|θ(s)ds (13)

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

θ(s) | Ys |θ(s)−2 YsZsdBs +

∫ τk

t∧τk

(c1θ(s))
2

α
|Ys|θ(s)ds

−
∫ τk

t∧τk

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|θ(s) − |Ys− |θ(s)
)

µ̃(dw, ds).

Then we take the expectation in (13) and since (τk)k≥0 is non decreasing of a
stationary type that converges to T , we take the limit when k → +∞ and we
obtain for some constant C > 0

E

[

| Yt |θ(t)
]

≤ CE

[

| ξ |θ(T ) +

∫ T

0

|ηs|θ(s)ds+
∫ T

0

|Ys|θ(s)ds
]

.

Finally we apply Gronwall’s lemma and BDG inequality to get:

E

[

sup
t≤T

| Yt |θ(t)
]

≤ CE

[

| ξ |θ(T ) +

∫ T

0

|ηs|θ(s)ds
]

. (14)

Now we will show that

E

[

∫ T

0

|Zs|2ds+
∫ T

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds
]

≤ CE

[

|ξ|2 + sup
s≤T

| Ys |ln(2)+2 +

∫ T

0

| ηs |2 ds
]

.
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Let (δk)k≥0 be the sequence of stopping time defined as follow:

δk = inf{t ≥ 0,

∫ t

0

|Zs|2ds+
∫ t

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds ≥ k} ∧ T.

Applying once again Itô’s formula on the process Yt and the function y 7−→ y2

yields:

Y 2
0 +

∫ δk

0

|Zs|2ds+
∫ δk

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds

= ξ2 + 2

∫ τk

0

Ysf(s, Ys, Zs, Vs)ds− 2

∫ δk

0

YsZsdBs

−
∫ δk

0

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|2 − |Ys− |2
)

µ̃(dw, ds)

≤ ξ2 + 2

∫ δk

0

| Ys | (| ηs | +c0|Zs|
√

| ln(|Zs|)|+ c1||Vs||L2
λ
)ds

−2

∫ δk

0

YsZsdBs −
∫ δk

0

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|2 − |Ys− |2
)

µ̃(dw, ds).

For any ε > 0 we have
√

2ε| ln(|z|)| =
√

| ln(|z|2ε|) ≤ |z|ε. Then by using
Young’s inequality there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∫ δk

0

|Zs|2ds+
∫ δk

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds

≤ |ξ|2 + C sup
s≤T

|Ys|2 +
∫ T

0

| ηs |2 ds

+2

∫ T

0

| Ys | (
c0√
2ε

| Zs |1+ε +c1||Vs||L2
λ
)ds− 2

∫ δk

0

YsZsdBs

−
∫ δk

0

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|2 − |Ys− |2
)

µ̃(dw, ds).

Once again we use Young’s inequality and we choose 0 < ε < 1, then it holds
true that:

2c0
| Ys |√
2ε

| Zs |1+ε≤ 1− ε

2
(
2c0√
2ε

)
2

1−ε | Ys |
2

1−ε +
1 + ε

2
| Zs |2,

and for α > 0 we have:

2c1|Ys|||Vs||L2
λ
≤ 4c21

α
|Ys|2 + α||Vs||2L2

λ
.

Then for ε and α small enough, there exist positives constants Cα, Cε and cε,α
such that:
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Cε

∫ δk

0

|Zs|2ds+ Cα

∫ δk

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds

≤ |ξ|2 + cα,ε sup
s≤T

| Ys |
2

1−ε +

∫ T

0

| ηs |2 ds

−2

∫ δk

0

YsZsdBs −
∫ δk

0

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|2 − |Ys− |2
)

µ̃(dw, ds).

Now we take ε ≤ ln(2)
2+ln(2) , hence for | y | large enough we have

Cǫ

∫ δk

0

|Zs|2ds+ Cα

∫ δk

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds

≤ |ξ|2 + cα,ε sup
s≤T

| Ys |ln(2)+2 +

∫ T

0

| ηs |2 ds

−2

∫ δk

0

YsZsdBs −
∫ δk

0

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|2 − |Ys− |2
)

µ̃(dw, ds).

Therefor, there exists a positive constant C such that
∫ δk

0

|Zs|2ds+
∫ δk

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds

≤ C

(

|ξ|2 + sup
s≤T

| Ys |ln(2)+2 +

∫ T

0

| ηs |2 ds (15)

−2

∫ δk

0

YsZsdBs −
∫ δk

0

∫

U

(

|Ys− + Vs(w)|2 − |Ys− |2
)

µ̃(dw, ds)

)

.

Next we take the expectation in (15) and we get

E

[

∫ δk

0

|Zs|2ds+
∫ δk

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds
]

≤ CE

[

|ξ|2 + sup
s≤T

| Ys |ln(2)+2 +

∫ T

0

| ηs |2 ds
]

.

Now since (δk)k≥0 is a non decreasing sequence of stationary type which con-
verge to T , we take the limit when k → +∞ and it follows that

E

[

∫ T

0

|Zs|2ds+
∫ T

0

∫

U

|Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds
]

≤ CE

[

|ξ|2 + sup
s≤T

| Ys |ln(2)+2 +

∫ T

0

| ηs |2 ds
]

. (16)

Finally we combine (7) and (16) to complete the proof.
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4 Existence and uniqueness

Before moving on to give the main theorem of this section we first introduce
some lemmas that will be useful in the proof of the existence and the uniqueness
of the solution.

4.1 Useful Lemmas

Lemma 2. If (H.2) holds, then there exists a constant c such that for ᾱ ∈]1, 2[
we have

E

[

∫ T

0

|f(s, y, z, ν)| 2
ᾱ ds

]

≤ cE

[

1 +

∫ T

0

|ηs|2ds+
∫ T

0

|z|2ds+
∫ T

0

||ν||2L2
λ
ds

]

. (17)

Proof. From assumption (H.2) we can see that there exists a constant ε > 0
such that

|f(t, y, z, ν)| ≤ |ηt|+
c0√
2ε

|z|1+ε + c1||ν||L2
λ
.

Then there exists a constant c (that changes from line to line) such that

|f(t, y, z, ν)| 2
ᾱ ≤ c

(

|ηt|
2
ᾱ + |z| 2(1+ε)

ᾱ + c1||ν||
2
ᾱ

L2
λ

)

.

Next we choose 0 < ε < 1 and we put ᾱ = 1+ ε, then with Young’s inequality
we have

|f(t, y, z, ν)| 2
ᾱ ≤ c

(

1 + |ηt|2 + |z|2 + ||ν||2L2
λ

)

.

Finally we take expectation in both sides and it follows that

E

[

∫ T

0

|f(s, y, z, ν)| 2
ᾱ ds

]

≤ cE

[

1 +

∫ T

0

|ηs|2ds+
∫ T

0

|z|2ds+
∫ T

0

||ν||2L2
λ
ds

]

.

Now we will introduce a lemma whose proof is similar to the one in [3],
and has an essential role in the proof of the existence of the solution.

Lemma 3. There exists a sequence of functions (fn)n≥0 such that the follow-
ing holds true:

(i) For each n, fn is bounded and globally Lipschitz in (y, z, ν) a.e. t and
P -a.s. ω.

(ii) ∀n ≥ 0, | fn(t, ω, y, z, ν) |≤ |ηt|+c0|z|
√

| ln(|z|)|, P -a.s., a.e. t ∈ [0, T ].

(iii) For every N , lim
n→+∞

ρN (fn − f) = 0 ; where

ρN (f) = E





∫ T

0

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

| f(s, y, z, ν) | ds



 .
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Proof. Let ψn from R
3 to R

+ be a sequence of smooth functions such that:

ψn(u) =

{

1 if |u| ≤ n;
0 if |u| > n.

We put, εq,n(t, y, z, ν) =
∫

f(t, (y, z, ν) − u)αq(u)duψn(y, z, ν); where αn :
R

3 −→ R
+ is a sequence of smooth functions with compact support which

approximate the Dirac measure at 0 and which satisfy
∫

αn(u)du = 1. Next
for n ∈ N

∗, let q(n) be an integer such that q(n) ≥ n+nα. Then the sequence
fn := εq(n),n satisfies all the assertions (i)-(iii).

Next, Let (fn)n≥0 be the sequence of functions associated to f by Lemma 3,
and let us consider the BSDE associated with (ξ, fn) i.e. the following equation:
∀t ∈ [0, T ]

Y n
t = ξ+

∫ T

t

fn(s, Y
n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )ds−

∫ T

t

Zn
s dBs−

∫ T

t

∫

U

V n
s (w)µ̃(dw, ds). (18)

Since fn is Lipschitz with respect to (y, z, v), then from Theorem 2.1 in [5], for
each n the Equation (18) has a unique solution (Y n, Zn, V n). Hence, by using
Proposition 1 and Lemma 2 we have the following lemma:

Lemma 4. There exists a constant K > 0 such that:

E

[

sup
t≤T

|Y n
t |ln(At+2)+2 +

∫ T

0

|Zn
s |2ds+

∫ T

0

∫

U

|V n
s (w)|2λ(dw)ds

+

∫ T

0

|fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )| 2

ᾱ ds

]

≤ K. (19)

Now we first introduce the following lemma which has an essential role in
the proof of the existence and uniqueness of the solution:

Lemma 5. Let ε > 0, r > 0, 1 < ᾱ < 2, 0 < κ < 2 − ᾱ and 2 < 2
2−ᾱ

≤ β ≤
(ln(AT+2)+2)(2−ᾱ−κ)

2 +1. Assuming that (H.1), (H.2) and (H.3) are satisfied,
let (Y n

t , Z
n
t , V

n
t ) be the solution of (18). Then, there exists K > 0 such that

for appropriate A, ᾱ and κ and for δ < κ

r(βM+2βM2+ 3β−1βM2

β−1 )
we have:

lim
n,m→+∞

E

[

sup
(T ′−δ)+≤t≤T ′

|Y n
t − Y m

t |β
]

≤ lim
n,m→+∞

KE
[

eCNδ|Y n
T ′ − Y m

T ′ |β
]

+ ε. (20)

Proof. We put (Y̌ , Ž, V̌ ) = (Y n−Y m, Zn−Zm, V n−Vm), then by applying
Itô’s formula on eCt|Y̌t|β we obtain:
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eCt|Y̌t|β + C

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|βds = eCT ′ |Y̌T ′ |β

+ β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2Y̌s
(

fn(s, Y
n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s )
)

ds

− β

2
(β − 1)

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2
∣

∣Žs

∣

∣

2
ds− β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2Y̌sŽsdBs

− β

∫ T ′

t

eCs

∫

U

|Y̌s− |β−2Y̌s− V̌s(w)µ̃(dw, ds)

−
∫ T ′

t

eCs

∫

U

(

|Y̌s− + V̌s(w)|β − |Y̌s− |β − β|Y̌s− |β−2Y̌s− V̌s(w)
)

µ(dw, ds).

Put Φ(t) = |Y n
t |+ |Y m

t |+ |Zn
t |+ |Zm

t |+ ||V n
t ||L2

λ
+ ||V m

t ||L2
λ
+ |v1t|+ ||v2t||L2

λ
,

then

eCt|Y̌t|β + C

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|βds+
β

2
(β − 1)

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2
∣

∣Žs

∣

∣

2
ds

= eCT ′ |Y̌T ′ |β − β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2Y̌sŽsdBs

− β

∫ T ′

t

eCs

∫

U

|Y̌s− |β−2Y̌s− V̌s(w)µ̃(dw, ds) (21)

−
∫ T ′

t

eCs

∫

U

(

|Y̌s− + V̌s(w)|β − |Y̌s− |β

−β|Y̌s− |β−2Y̌s− V̌s(w)
)

µ(dw, ds)

+ J1 + J2 + J3 + J4,

where

J1 := β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2Y̌s
(

fn(s, Y
n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )

− fm(s, Y m
s , Zm

s , V
m
s )
)

1{Φ(s)>ln(N)}ds,

J2 := β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2Y̌s
(

fn(s, Y
n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )

− f(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )
)

1{Φ(s)≤ln(N)}ds,

J3 := β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2Y̌s
(

f(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )

− f(s, Y m
s , Zm

s , V
m
s )
)

1{Φ(s)≤ln(N)}ds,
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J4 := β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2Y̌s
(

f(s, Y m
s , Zm

s , V
m
s )

− fm(s, Y m
s , Zm

s , V
m
s )
)

1{Φ(s)≤ln(N)}ds.

Now we will estimate J1. let 0 < κ < 2− ᾱ, then we have

J1 ≤ βeCT ′

ln(N)κ

∫ T ′

t

|Y̌s|β−1Φκ(s)|fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s )|ds

≤ βeCT ′

ln(N)κ

∫ T ′

t

(

|Y̌s|
2(β−1)
2−ᾱ−κ +Φ(s)2

)

ds

+
βeCT ′

ln(N)κ

∫ T ′

t

(

|fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s )| 2

ᾱ

)

ds.

Next we estimate J2 and J4. It is easy to see that

J2 + J4 ≤ 2βeCT ′

(2 ln(N))β−1

×
[
∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fn(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds

+

∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fm(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds
]

.

Finally we estimate J3. Using assumption (H.3), we get

J3 ≤ βM

∫ T ′

t

eCs

[

|Y̌s|β lnAN + |Y̌s|β−1|Žs|
√

lnAN

+|Y̌s− |β−1||V̌s||L2
λ

√

lnAN

]

ds.

Now let us deal with the Poisson part in (21), as in Proposition 2 in [10] we
have

−
∫ T ′

t

eCs

∫

U

(

|Y̌s− + V̌s(w)|β − |Y̌ |β
s−

− β|Y̌s− |β−2Y̌s− V̌s(w)
)

µ(dw, ds)

−β
∫ T ′

t

eCs

∫

U

|Y̌s− |β−2Y̌s− V̌s(w)µ̃(dw, ds) (22)

≤ −β(β − 1)31−β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s− |β−2

∫

U

|V̌s(w)|2λ(dw)ds

−
∫ T ′

t

eCs

∫

U

(

|Y̌s− + V̌s(w)|β − |Y̌s− |β
)

µ̃(dw, ds).
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Then (21) becomes

eCt|Y̌t|β + C

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|βds+
β

2

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2
∣

∣Žs

∣

∣

2
ds

≤ eCT ′ |Y̌T ′ |β −
∫ T ′

t

eCs

∫

U

(

|Y̌s− + V̌s(w)|β − |Y̌s− |β
)

µ̃(dw, ds)

+
βeCT ′

ln(N)κ

∫ T ′

t

(

|Y̌s|
2(β−1)
2−ᾱ−κ +Φ(s)2

)

ds− β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s|β−2Y̌sŽsdBs

+
βeCT ′

ln(N)κ

∫ T ′

t

|fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s )| 2

ᾱ ds

+ βM

∫ T ′

t

eCs

[

|Y̌s|β lnAN + |Y̌s|β−1|Žs|
√

lnAN + |Y̌s− |β−1||V̌s||L2
λ

√

lnAN

]

+ 2βeCT ′

(2 ln(N))β−1

[
∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fn(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds

+

∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fm(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds
]

− β(β − 1)31−β

∫ T ′

t

eCs|Y̌s− |β−2

∫

U

|V̌s(w)|2λ(dw)ds.

Now let α′ and γ be two positives constants. By applying Young’s inequality
we have

βM |Y̌s|β−1|Žs|
√

lnAN ≤ β2M2 lnAN

α′
|Y̌s|β + α′|Y̌s|β−2|Žs|2,

and

βM |Y̌s− |β−1||V̌s||L2
λ

√

lnAN ≤ β2M2 lnAN

γ
|Y̌s|β + γ|Y̌s− |β−2||V̌s||2L2

λ
.

Next we put C = CN =
(

βM + 2βM2 + 3β−1βM2

β−1

)

lnAN and we choose α′ =
β
2 , γ = β(β − 1)31−β hence it follows

eCN t|Y̌t|β ≤ −β
∫ T ′

t

eCNs|Y̌s|β−2Y̌sŽsdBs

−
∫ T ′

t

eCs

∫

U

(

|Y̌s− + V̌s(w)|β − |Y̌s− |β
)

µ̃(dw, ds)

+eCNT ′ |Y̌T ′ |β +
βeCNT ′

ln(N)κ

∫ T ′

t

(

|Y̌s|
2(β−1)
2−ᾱ−κ +Φ(s)2

)

ds

+
βeCNT ′

ln(N)κ

∫ T ′

t

|fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s )| 2

ᾱ ds
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+2βeCNT ′

(2 ln(N))β−1

[
∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fn(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds

+

∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fm(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds
]

.

We take the expectation and we use BDG inequality, there exists a constant
K > 0 such that

E

[

sup
(T ′−δ)+≤t≤T ′

eCN t|Y̌t|β
]

≤ KE

[

eCNT ′ |Y̌T ′ |β
]

+
KβeCNT ′

ln(N)κ
E

[

∫ T ′

t

(

|Y̌s|
2(β−1)
2−ᾱ−κ +Φ(s)2

)

ds

]

+
KβeCNT ′

ln(N)κ
E

[

∫ T ′

t

|fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s )| 2

ᾱ ds

]

+ 2KβeCNT ′

(2 ln(N))β−1
E

[
∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fn(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds

+

∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fm(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds
]

.

Then it follows that

E

[

sup
(T ′−δ)+≤t≤T ′

|Y̌t|β
]

≤ KE
[

eCNδ|Y̌T ′ |β
]

+ βK
ABδ

N

A
κ
r

N

E

[

∫ T ′

t

|Y̌s|
2(β−1)
2−ᾱ−κ ds

]

+ βK
ABδ

N

A
κ
r

N

E

[

∫ T ′

t

(

Φ(s)2 + |fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s )| 2

ᾱ

)

ds

]

+ 2KβeCNδ(2 ln(N))β−1
E

[
∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fn(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds

+

∫ T ′

t

sup
|y|,|z|,||ν||

L2
λ
≤N

|fm(s, y, z, ν)− f(s, y, z, ν)|ds
]

where B = βM + 2βM2 + 3β−1βM2

β−1 . Then from Lemma 3 and Lemma 4 we
obtain for δ < κ

Br
that

lim
n,m→+∞

E

[

sup
(T ′−δ)+≤t≤T ′

|Y̌t|β
]

≤ lim
n,m→+∞

KE
[

eCNδ|Y̌T ′ |β
]

+ ε. (23)
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Now we are ready to give the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 1. Assume that (H.1), (H.2) and (H.3) are satisfied. Then the
BSDE (4) has a unique solution.

Proof. The proof will be divided into two parts, the first one is for the exis-
tence and the second one is for the uniqueness.

-Existence. Taking successively T ′ = T , T ′ = (T − δ′)+, T ′ = (T − 2δ′)+...
in (20) yields

lim
n,m→+∞

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Y n
t − Y m

t |β
]

= 0. (24)

Finally, Proposition 1 allows us to show that

lim
n→+∞

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Y n
t − Yt|β

]

= 0. (25)

Next with (Y̌ , Ž, V̌ ) = (Y n − Y m, Zn − Zm, V n − V m), we apply once more
Itô’s formula and we obtain:

∫ T

0

|Žs|2ds+
∫ T

0

∫

U

|V̌s(w)|2λ(dw)ds

= 2

∫ T

0

Y̌s(fn(s, Y
n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s ))ds

−2

∫ T

0

Y̌sŽsdBs −
∫ T

0

∫

U

(

|Y̌s− + V̌s(w)|2 − |Y̌s− |2
)

µ̃(dw, ds) − |Y̌0|2.

We take the expectation, and by Hölder’s inequality we have

E

[

∫ T

0

|Žs|2ds+
∫ T

0

∫

U

|V̌s(w)|2λ(dw)ds
]

≤ 2E

[

∫ T

0

|Y̌s||fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s )|ds

]

≤ CE

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|Y̌s|
2

2−ᾱ

]

2−ᾱ
2

×

E

[

∫ T

0

|fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− fm(s, Y m

s , Zm
s , V

m
s )| 2

ᾱ ds

]
ᾱ
2

.

Then from (24) and Lemma 4 we have:

lim
n,m→+∞

E

[

∫ T

0

|Zn
s − Zm

s |2ds+
∫ T

0

∫

U

|V n
s (w) − V m

s (w)|2λ(dw)ds
]

= 0.

(26)
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Finally by using Proposition 1 we get

lim
n→+∞

E

[

∫ T

0

|Zn
s − Zs|2ds+

∫ T

0

∫

U

|V n
s (w) − Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds

]

= 0. (27)

Therefore, there exists a subsequence which we still denote (Y n, Zn, V n) such
that:

lim
n→+∞

(

|Y n
t − Yt|+

∫ T

0

|Zn
s − Zs|2ds (28)

+

∫ T

0

∫

U

|V n
s (w) − Vs(w)|2λ(dw)ds

)

= 0, a.e. (t, ω)

On the other hand, as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [3] we can show that:

lim
n→+∞

E

[

∫ T

0

|fn(s, Y n
s , Z

n
s , V

n
s )− f(s, Ys, Zs, Vs)|ds

]

= 0.

The existence is proved.

-Uniqueness.

Let (Y, Z, V ) and (Y ′, Z ′, V ′) be two solutions of the BSDE (4) associated with
data (ξ, f). Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5 and by taking successively
T ′ = T , T ′ = (T − δ′)+, T ′ = (T − 2δ′)+..., one can prove that

Yt = Y ′
t ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Next arguing once again as in the proof of the existence above, one can also
prove that:

Zt = Z ′
t and Vt = V ′

t ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

The proof Theorem 1 is now complete.

5 Application to stochastic optimal control problem

Now we are going to highlight the link between stochastic optimal control,
when the noise is of gaussian and Poisson types and BSDEs with Poisson
jump.

Let D be the space of controls, the space of the form D1 ×D2, where D1

and D2 are two separable metric spaces whose Borel σ-algebra are B(D1) and
B(D1) respectively. Now let D1 (resp. D2) be the set of P-measurable processes
with values in D1 (resp. D2). D := D1×D2 is called the set of admissible con-
trols.
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Let x0 ∈ R
d and xt be the solution of the following standard functional

differential equation.

xt = x0 +

∫ t

0

σ(s, xs)dBs +

∫ t

0

∫

U

γ(s, xs− , w)µ̃(dw, ds), (29)

where the mappings γ : [0, T ] × R
d × U → R

d and σ : [0, T ] × R
d → R

d×d

satisfy the following:

(i) σ is P-measurable;

(ii) there exists a positive constant C such that |σ(t, x)−σ(t, x′)| ≤ C|x−x′|
and |σ(t, x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|), for any (x, x′) in R

d × R
d and t ≤ T ;

(iii) for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×R
d, the matrix σ(t, x) is invertible and |σ−1(t, x)| ≤

C for some constant C;

(iv) for any (t, x, x′, w) ∈ [0, T ]×R
d ×R

d ×U , there exists a constant C > 0
such that:

||γ(t, x, w)−γ(t, x′, w)||L2
λ
≤ C|x−x′| and ||γ(t, x, w)||L2

λ
≤ C(1+ |x|).

According to Theorem 1.19 in [11] the process (xt)t≤T exists. Furthermore for
m ≥ 2 (xt)t≤T satisfies E [||x||mt ] < +∞, for all t where ||x||t = sups≤t |xs|,
(see [5]). Now we are given four functions ϕ, c, g and h:

(A.1) ϕ : [0, T ]× R
d ×D1 → R

d such that:

(i) for every (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×R
d the function ϕ(t, x, .) : ū→ ϕ(t, x, ū) is

continuous,

(ii) there exists a real constant K1 > 0 such that:

|ϕ(t, x, ū)| ≤ K1(1 + |x|) ∀(t, x, ū) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d ×D1; (30)

(iii) there exists a positive constant C such that

|σ−1(t, x)ϕ(t, x, ū)| ≤ C ∀(t, x, ū) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d ×D1; (31)

(A.2) c : [0, T ]× R
d ×D1 → R such that:

(i) for every (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d the function c(t, x, .) : ū → c(t, x, ū) is

continuous,

(ii) there exists a positive constant K2 such that:

|c(t, x, ū)| ≤ K2(1 + |x|) ∀(t, x, ū) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d ×D1; (32)

(A.3) g : [0, T ]× R
d ×D2 × U → R such that:

(i) for every (t, x, w) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d × U the function g(t, x, ., w) : ǔ →

g(t, x, ǔ, w) is continuous,
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(ii) for every (t, x, ǔ, w) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d ×D2 × U

|g(t, x, ǔ, w)| ≤ |w|1{|w|≤1} + 1{|w|>1}; (33)

(A.4) h : [0, T ]× R
d ×D2 × U → R such that:

(i) for every (t, x, w) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d × U the function h(t, x, ., w) : ǔ →

h(t, x, ǔ, w) is continuous,

(ii) there exists a constant C such that:

||h(t, x, ǔ, w)||L2
λ
≤ C(1+ |x|) ∀(t, x, ǔ, w) ∈ [0, T ]×R

d ×D2 ×U ;
(34)

For any u = (ū, ǔ) ∈ D, let Lu := (Lu
t )t≤T be the positive local martingale

solution of:






dLu
s = Lu

s−

{

σ−1(s, xs)ϕ(s, xs, ūs)dBs +
∫

U g(s, xs− , ǔs, w)µ̃(dw, ds)

}

Lu
0 = 1

Under the previous assumptions, for a given admissible control u ∈ D,
the process Lu is an (Ft, P )-martingale and Pu defined by dPu = LudP is
a probability ([7], Corollary 5.1, pp. 244). Moreover under Pu, µ̃u(dw, dt) =
µ̃(dw, dt)−g(t, xt− , ǔt, w)λ(dw)dt is an Ft-martingale measure and (Bu

t = Bt−
∫ t

0 σ
−1(s, xs)ϕ(s, xs, ūs)ds)t≤T is an Ft-Brownian motion. Then the Equation

(29) becomes

xt = x0 +

∫ t

0

ϕ(s, xs, ūs)ds+

∫ t

0

σ(s, xs)dB
u
s

+

∫ t

0

∫

U

γ(s, xs− , w)µ̃
u(dw, ds) (35)

+

∫ t

0

∫

U

γ(s, xs− , w)g(s, xs− , ǔs, w)λ(dw)ds.

Now we shall study a stochastic control with one player. The controller, chooses
an admissible control strategy u∗ to maximize the amount

∫ T

0

c(s, xs, ūs)ds+

∫ T

0

∫

U

h(s, xs− , ǔs, w)λ(dw)ds + ξ, (36)

it is then in the interest of the controller to make the amount as big as possible
at least on average, which lead us to a stochastic control with

J(u) = E
u

[

∫ T

0

c(s, xs, ūs)ds+

∫ T

0

∫

U

h(s, xs− , ǔs, w)λ(dw)ds + ξ

]

. (37)

But first let us introduce the two Hamiltonian functions H1 and H2 associated
with this control problem defined on [0, T ]×R

d×R
d×D1 and [0, T ]×R

d×U×D2

respectively as follows

H1(t, x, z, ū) = zσ−1(t, x)ϕ(t, x, ū) + c(t, x, ū) (38)
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and

H2(t, x, ν, ǔ) =

∫

U

νg(t, x, ǔ, w)λ(dw) +

∫

U

h(t, x, ǔ, w)λ(dw). (39)

According to Benes selection theorem [6], there exist two measurable functions
ū∗(s, x, z) and ǔ∗(s, x, ν) with value in D1 and D2 such that

H∗
1 (t, x, z) = H1(t, x, z, ū

∗(s, x, z)) = sup
ū∈D1

H1(t, x, z, ū),

and
H∗

2 (t, x, ν) = H2(t, x, z, ǔ
∗(s, x, ν)) = sup

ǔ∈D2

H2(t, x, ν, ǔ).

Moreover the function H∗(t, x, z, ν) = H∗
1 (t, x, z)+H

∗
2 (t, x, ν) satisfies assump-

tions (H.2) and (H.3). Indeed, there exists constants C, c0 and c1 such that:

|H∗
1 (t, x, z)| ≤ C(1 + ||x||t)2 + c0|z|

√

| ln |z||,
and

|H∗
2 (t, x, ν)| ≤ C(1 + ||x||t)2 + c1||ν||L2

λ
.

Next to prove that the function H∗ satisfies (H.3) it is enough to take v1t :=
|ϕ(t, x, ū)|2 and v2 such that ||v2t||L2

λ
:= ||g(t, x, ǔ, w)||2

L2
λ

.

Now we are ready to give the main result of this section. Actually we have
the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Assume that (A.1), (A.2), (A.3) and (A.4) are satisfied, and let
(Y ∗, Z∗, V ∗) be the solution of the BSDE associated with (ξ,H∗). Then the
admissible control u∗ = (ū∗, ǔ∗) is optimal strategy for the stochastic control;
i.e. it satisfies

J(u∗) = Y ∗
0 ≥ J(u) ∀u ∈ D.

Proof. Let (Y ∗, Z∗, V ∗) be the solution of the BSDE associated with (ξ,H∗).
Then we have:

Y ∗
0 = ξ +

∫ T

0

H∗(s, xs, Z
∗
s , V

∗
s )ds−

∫ T

0

Z∗
sdBs −

∫ T

0

∫

U

V ∗
s (w)µ̃(dw, ds)

= ξ +

∫ T

0

c(s, xs, ū
∗(s, xs, Z

∗
s ))ds−

∫ T

0

Z∗
sdB

u∗

s

+

∫ T

0

∫

U

h(s, xs− , ǔ
∗(s, xs, V

∗
s ), w)λ(dw)ds −

∫ T

0

∫

U

V ∗
s (w)µ̃

u∗

(dw, ds).

Since
(

∫ t

0 Z
∗
sdB

u∗

s

)

t≤T
and

(

∫ t

0

∫

U V
∗
s (w)µ̃

u∗

(dw, ds)
)

t≤T
are martingales, and

since Y ∗
0 is F0-measurable hence deterministic, then by taking the expectation

we obtain

Y ∗
0 = E

u∗

[

ξ +

∫ T

0

c(s, xs, ū
∗(s, xs, Z

∗
s ))ds

+

∫ T

0

∫

U

h(s, xs− , ǔ
∗(s, xs, V

∗
s ), w)λ(dw)ds

]

. (40)
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It follows that
Y ∗
0 = J(u∗).

Let us now show that Y ∗
0 ≥ J(u) ∀u ∈ D. Actually

Y ∗
0 = ξ +

∫ T

0

H∗(s, xs, Z
∗
s , V

∗
s )ds−

∫ T

0

Z∗
sdBs −

∫ T

0

∫

U

V ∗
s (w)µ̃(dw, ds)

≥ ξ +

∫ T

0

H(s, xs, Z
∗
s , V

∗
s , ūs, ǔs)ds−

∫ T

0

Z∗
sdBs −

∫ T

0

∫

U

V ∗
s (w)µ̃(dw, ds)

= ξ +

∫ T

0

c(s, xs, ūs)ds+

∫ T

0

∫

U

h(s, xs− , ǔs, w)λ(dw)ds −
∫ T

0

Z∗
sdB

u
s

−
∫ T

0

∫

U

V ∗
s (w)µ̃

u(dw, ds),

where H = H1 +H2.

Once more since
(

∫ t

0 Z
∗
sdB

u∗

s

)

t≤T
and

(

∫ t

0

∫

U V
∗
s (w)µ̃

u∗

(dw, ds)
)

t≤T
are mar-

tingales we take the expectation and we get

J(u∗) = Y ∗
0 ≥ J(u).

This finishes the proof.
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