arXiv:2103.06761v1 [math.PR] 11 Mar 2021

A unified approach to gradient type formulas
for BSDEs and some applications

Xiliang Fan®?), Michael Réckner?©), Shao-Qin Zhang?
“)School of Mathematics and Statistics, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241002, China
Y Fakultat fiir Mathematik, Universitit Bielefeld, 33615 Bielefeld, Germany
) Academy of Mathematics and Systems Science, CAS, Beijing 100190, China
DSchool of Statistics and Mathematics, Central University of Finance and Economics, Beijing 100081, China
fanxiliang0515@163.com(X. Fan), roeckner@math.uni-bielefeld.de(M. Réckner), zhangsq@cufe.edu.cn(S. Zhang)

March 12, 2021

Abstract

In this paper we present a unified approach to establish gradient type for-
mulas and Bismut type formulas for backward stochastic differential equations
(BSDEs). This approach relies on a mix of derivative formulas with respect to the
conditional probability of forward SDEs and the expression of the solution of BS-
DEs. Some concrete examples are given to illustrate the results. As applications,
we provide representation formulas for the control solutions to McKean-Vlasov
BSDEs and derive gradient estimates for related PDEs.
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1 Introduction

Let (2, %, (Zt)ico,1):P) be a filtered probability space with (.%;).c(o,r) the natural
completed and right continuous filtration generated by an m-dimensional Brown-
ian motion (Wi)o<i<r. On (Q, F, (Fi)iejo,1), P) we consider the following system of
equations:

T T
Y: = g(X7) +/ f(r, X, Y., Z,)dr —/ ZydW,, tel0,T], (1.1)
t t
where X is the solution to a stochastic differential equation (SDE):
t t
Xi=z+ / b(r, X, )dr —i—/ o(r, X,)dW,, te][0,T]. (1.2)
0 0

Here, the coefficients g : R? — RL f : [0,7] x R x Rl x Rl @ R™ — R! and b :
[0, 7] x R = R9 5 : [0,T] x R? = R? ® R™ are deterministic functions. The system
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(CI)-([C2) is called a (decoupled) forward-backward SDE (FBSDE), in which the
processes X and Y are called the forward component and the backward component,
respectively. The problem of existence and uniqueness for systems of this kind was
first addressed by Pardoux and Peng [29] B0], and since then there are a large number
of papers dedicated to the study of FBSDEs due to their increasing importance in
stochastic control and mathematical finance (see, e.g., [19, 21|, 22, 35 B37]).
In [30], Pardoux and Peng proved that the stochastic flow (X&® Y% Z6) t €

[0, 7],z € R which is the solution to the system (CI)-(LZ) restricted to the interval
[t, T] with Xf’$ = x, provides a nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula for the solution to a
quasi-linear parabolic partial differential equation (PDE) of the form:

owu(t,x) + Lu(t,z) + f(t, z,u(t,z), (Vuo)(t,z)) =0, (t,z) € [0,T] x R,

uw(T,z) = g(z), = €R%

(1.3)
where Lu = (Luy, -+, Lu;)* with Lu; = $Tr(0c0*V2u;) + (b, Vu,),i = 1,--- 1, and
the notation * denotes the transpose. More precisely, if the coefficients g, f and b, o
are sufficiently smooth, then

u(t,z) =Y, (t,x) €[0,T] x R? (1.4)

in the classical solution sense of PDE (L3]). Conversely, the solution u to PDE (L3])
admits the following representation formula for the solution to backward stochastic
differential equation (BSDE) (LI)):

Vi = (s, XE®),  Z0* = Vu(s, XE%)o(s, X0T), s €[t T), (1.5)

which is also valid for fully coupled FBSDEs, i.e. b and o may depend on (Y, %)
(see [21] for further details). If the coefficients g, f and b, o are Lipschitz continuous,
the relations (L4 and (L) between BSDE (I.]) and PDE (L3) remain true in the
viscosity solution sense of PDE ([I3]) (see, e.g., [5l, 28] B0]). We also point out that
Crisan and Delarue [12], Zhu [38] B9] extended the above relations to the case of
generalized solution of PDE (.3]).

When dealing with applications especially in the numerical analysis of BSDE,
one needs to investigate regularity properties of the solution (Y, Z). In [23], Ma and
Zhang first studied the path regularity for the Z component when g, f are Lipschitz
continuous and ¢ is uniformly non-degenerate. The key for their approach is to es-
tablish a probabilistic representation formula for Vu and then Z by using Malliavin’s
integration by parts formula (see Remark 2.2l and Remark [3.1] (i) below). That is, for
any (t,z) € [0,T) x RY,

T
Vu(t,z) =E (g(Xfp’x)N% + / flr, XE® yhe ZﬁvﬂC)Nﬁdr) , (1.6)
t

where N} = L [ 071 (s, X;) VX, dW, - (VX;)~!. Afterwards, Zhang [36] proved the
path regularity of Z in the degenerate case (0 # 0) where all processes concerned
are one dimensional, f is linear on Z and g maybe discontinuous. The argument
consists of using a representation formula for Vu similar to (L), in which N!'VX;
is a bounded variation process rather than a martingale that makes the estimates of
Vu more complicated. We remark that although the conditions imposed on o in [36]



don’t require the invertibility for oo*, the invertibility of a linear functional of oo™ is
required instead. As for another type of regularity, namely distributional regularity,
we refer to, e.g., [II, B, 15l 25| 26] 27] and the references therein.

The aim of this paper is to establish a gradient type formula for the solution
Y of the system (LI)-(L2]), which is stronger than (L6). Our main result in that
direction is Theorem 2.3 below, using a fundamentally different approach from [23] 36]
and under more general assumptions. We first establish a gradient type formula in
the sense of conditional expectation for Markov processes that is stronger than the
Bismut type formula. To the best of our knowledge the result is new, and its proof
relies heavily on the Markov property. Then, with the help of the relation (L3
obtained under weaker conditions, we are able to provide a gradient type formula for
the associated FBSDE in a general setting within which the formula can be applied
to a larger class of examples. As a product of our main result, we establish a Bismut
type formula for FBSDEs, which generalize and improve the corresponding ones in
the existing literature (see Corollary 2.4] and Remark below). In addition, we
discuss a series of examples,

e FBSDEs with non-degenerate forward SDEs, for which two different types of
gradient type formulas are given,

e FBSDEs with forward Gruschin type processes,

e FBSDEs with forward stochastic Hamiltonian systems.

These examples should illustrate the power and flexibility of our unified method. We
believe that the method can also be used to handle other types of FBSDEs.

As an application of the main results, we wish to study McKean-Vlasov BSDEs
and related nonlocal PDEs. McKean-Vlasov SDEs (whose coefficients depend on the
law of the solution), initiated by Kac [I8] and also known as mean-field equations,
have been studied extensively in the past decade as they naturally arise in the context
of statistical physics, and as they provide probabilistic representations for solutions
of a class of nonlinear PDEs which may involve the Lions derivative introduced by
Lions in his lectures [8]. Recently, Buckdahn, Djehiche, Li and Peng [6] first in-
vestigated nonlinear McKean-Vlasov BSDEs. Since then, existence and uniqueness
results of McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs and the theory of the associated nonlocal PDEs
of mean-field type have been studied in a variety of settings. For examples, Chas-
sagneux, Crisan and Delarue [I0] proved the existence and uniqueness of solutions
to fully coupled McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs. Carmona and Delarue [9] investigated
McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs through the stochastic maximum principle; Li [20] con-
sidered McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs driven by a Brownian motion and an independent
Poisson random measure and showed the existence and uniqueness of solutions of
this kind and provided a solution for the related nonlocal quasi-linear integral PDE
of mean-field type via the value function. The second objective of the present paper
is to deepen the investigation of McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs. With the main results
above in hand, we shall establish representation formulas for the control solution Zﬁ’g
of a McKean-Vlasov FBSDE which enable us to derive its path regularity, and obtain
gradient estimates for the solution to the associated nonlocal PDE of mean-field type.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state and
prove our main results concerning the gradient type formulas and Bismut type formu-
las of FBSDEs, which are then applied to concrete FBSDEs associated with various
types of forward SDEs such as non-degenerate SDEs, Gruschin type processes and
stochastic Hamiltonian systems. In Section 3, using these formulas, we establish



representation formulas for the control solutions of McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs, and
provide gradient estimates for the corresponding PDEs. Section 4 will be devoted to
the proofs of some auxiliary lemmas.

Notation. The following notations are used in the sequel.

e We use | - | and (-,-) for the Euclidean norm and the Euclidean inner product,
respectively, and ||-|| for either the operator norm or the Euclidean norm if this will not
lead to confusion. For any p € [1,00), let || ||, denote the LP(P) := LP(Q) — R4, .F | P)
norm, and p-lim denotes the limit in measure p. For any 0 <t <r < T, .Z! denotes
the completion of o{W, — W, : t < s < r} with the P-null sets of .Z.

o B(R%RY) denotes the space of all Borel measurable functions ¢ : R? — R!
and %,(R?;R!) denotes the space of all those ¢ € %(R?R!) that are bounded on
R? with the norm ||¢|ec = supyepa [@(z)]. Cp(R%GRY) is the set of all bounded
continuous functions ¢ : RY — RL. CH(R?R!) denotes the collection of all con-
tinuously differentiable functions ¢ : R? — R! and C}(R%R!) denotes the collec-
tion of all those ¢ € C'(R%R!) with bounded derivatives. C%1([0,7] x R%R!)
stands for the class of all continuous functions ¢ : [0,7] x R? — R! such that
they are continuously differentiable on the space variable. For f € C'(R%R!), let
Vfx) = (Vfi(z), -, Vfi(x))* € RE @ R? denote the gradient matrix. When [ = 1,
we often suppress R! for simplicity.

o We let C,Ch; ko7, CT,q1,40> €tc., denote generic constants, whose values may
change from line to line.

2 Gradient type formulas for FBSDEs

The main objective of this section concerns the problem of gradient type formulas for
FBSDEs. We first construct gradient type formulas for general Markov processes. In
the second part of this section, we will show how to combine these results to establish
gradient type formulas and Bismut type formulas for FBSDEs, and their proofs are
addressed in the third part. Finally, we present some concrete examples to illustrate
our main results.

2.1 The case of Markov processes

Let {X!}o<t<r<7 be a Markov process with respect to the filtration {Z!}o<i<,<7.
We also write X/* if X! = z. Let P, (x) = Ep (XY, ¢ € B(R?), be the associated
Markov semigroup. The current part is dedicated to gradient type formulas for xb*
under the following assumptions on the { X} }oci<p<7

(H1) There exists a R? ® Ré%valued adapted process {V X5 }o<i<p<r such that

2
Xt,a:—i—ev o Xt,x
lim E|——— " —V,X!®| =0, veRY, (2.1)

e—0F €
where V, X" = (VX" ).

1(md 1(od d
= = y Lt
(H2) For any 0 <t <r < T and ¢ € C,(R?), P, € C*(R?) and for any z € R
there exists an integrable R%valued, .#!-measurable random variable M} (z)
such that

VoPrrtb(z) = B[ (Xp7) (M (2),0)], ¢ € Cy(RY), veR% (2.2)



(H3) Forany 0 <t<s<r<T,

lim E [ Mg (X5Y) — M3 (X5)|* = o, (2.3)
Y=
lim B |MZ(X5") - M_g(XL%)|* = 0. (2.4)
0—0t+

With M?(-) in hand, we can provide a representation formula for V,E[¢(X}™)[.Z1]
defined as follows:

E[o(Xr"")|ZL] — E[p(Xr")|. 7]

S

VE[p(X; )] == lim

7
e—0t €

if the limit exists in LP(P) for some p > 1 (see Proposition 2.1l below, which will play
a crucial role in constructing gradient type formulas for FBSDEs in the next part).

Proposition 2.1. Assume that (H1) and (H2) hold, and that for any 0 <t < s <
r < T there exist ko > 0 and C(t,s,r) > 0 such that

K(t,s,rx) = || M(X5%)|o < C(t,s,7)(1 + |z[*), zeRY, (2.5)
and P-a.s for any 1 € By(R?),

E [p(Xp")GUXEN)|F] = [E@X)G W) | o

z,y € RY, (2.6)

where G = M, |M|. Assume moreover that for any ki > 1, there exist ks > 0 and
Ckl,lcg,T > 0 such that

sup [|X2Y |y < Cry (L4 [y]*2), y €RY. (2.7)
0<s<r<T

(1) For any ¢ € C(R?) with some q > 0 such that
6(@)] < C(1L+[al7), o eRY, (238)

and for any 0 <t < s <r <T and z,v € RY, V,E[p(X}")|.ZL] exists in LP(P) for
any p € [1,2) and moreover

VE [¢(X77)| (] = E [¢(X07) (M (X07), Vo X07) | 7] (2.9)

(2) If (H3) holds, and if furthermore C(t,s,-) is bounded on any closed subinterval of
(s,T] and

lim E||[ VX5 - VX5 | =0, (2.10)
y—T
then for any ¢ € B(R?) satisfying @), @) also holds in LP(P) for any p € [1,2).

To prove this proposition, we first prove the following simple lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that {X!}o<i<,<r satisfies (H2). Let ¢ € B(RY) such that

E [|o(XE9)|(|Mi(z)| +1)] <00, 0<t<r<T, zeR% (2.11)



and suppose there exists a sequence {¢n}02 C C’,}(Rd) such that for any R > 0

lim sup E [|(¢ — ¢n)(X3")| (|M()| +1)] =0. (2.12)

Then Pi,¢ € CHRY) satisfying @2). If in addition, @3) and @) hold and ¢
satisfies (2.8)), then there exist C' > 0 and qo > 0 such that

IVP.o(y)] < C1+[y®), yeR% (2.13)

Proof. Since ¢, € CLR?), (H2) yields that P;,¢, € C*(RY). Moreover, for any
R > 0, we have by (H2) and (ZI2]) that

lim sup (|Pré(x) — Prron(2)] + |E[G(XL7) M (2)] — V Py ()|)

= lim_sup ([ES(XE") — En(X07)] + [BI(XE7)M! ()] — Elgn(X2) M (@)]])

< lim_ sup B [|(¢ — ¢n)(XP")| (1+ [M(2)])]

0. (2.14)

Hence, P;,¢ € C*(R?) and it satisfies (2.2)).
Furthermore, if ([Z5) and (Z7) (with k; = 2¢) hold and ¢ satisfies (Z8]), then the
Holder inequality implies that
Vo Prrd(y)| = [E(@(X2Y) My (y), v)]
1 1
< o] (Elo(X¥)[?)? (EIM;(y)*)?
1
< Clof (B(L+ |X;7|)?)* K(t,t,7,9)
< Clol(L+ [y|7%2) (1 + [y|*)
< C(1+ [y, (2.15)
where qy = qks + kg. [

Proof of Proposition [2.1]
Let us first point out two facts for any ¢ € #(R9) satisfying (Z).
Fact (i): The relation (28 holds for all such ¢ P-a.s. Indeed, similar to (215,

by (1), Z71) and ([2:8]) we first have
E[¢(X7¥)G(y)| < C(L+[y|?), yeR? (2.16)

with qo = gka + ko, where G = M,|M|. Then by the monotone class theorem we
derive the desired result.

Fact (ii): There exists a bounded measurable sequence {$,}22, such that (ZIZ)
holds. Indeed, setting ¢y, := (¢ V (—n)) A n, we have

E [I(6 = o) (X3¥) (1M ()] + 1)

= E [[6(X ) L ggxpmyion (MFW)] + 1)

=

< [E (16X PLgaayizn)] 7/ [E (M ()] +1)°) (2.17)

6



On one hand, for any § > 0, we deduce by using (Z71) (with k1 = ¢(2 4+ 0)) and (2.8

that
e (191N
(X)) (Ln)’ Ljoexz)izn)

< nTElp(XY)[PH
< Cn~°F <1 + yvay\q@”))

E (\é(Xf’y)!2]1[|¢<xﬁ’y>|zn1> <E

< COn (1 + |y|q(2+5)k2) . (2.18)
On the other hand, by the definition of the function K(¢,s,r, z), we get
E[M; (y)|? = E|M;(X3Y)|? = K*(s, 5,1, ), (2.19)

which implies that E(|M?(y)|+1)? is locally bounded in y. Plugging [2I8) and (ZI9)
into (ZI7T), we obtain the second fact.

The rest of the proof is divided into three steps.

Step 1: Claim: For ¢ € B(RY) satisfying @8) and such that Ps,¢ belongs to
CYRY) and satisfies @2) and @I3), V,E[op(XP")|FL) exists in LP(P) for any p €
[1,2) and moreover ([Z3) holds. Since Ps ¢ € C*(R?) and due to the Markov property
of X, we first obtain for e >0, v e R and 0 <t <s<r < T,

(E[p(Xp"F )2 = E[p(Xp7)|Z,]) = Vg, xte P rd(X7)
1 T+ev T T
= E (Ps,r(ﬁ(X? * ) - Ps,r(ﬁ(‘xi7 )) - VVUX?”” s,r(ﬁ(X? )

|

1
- / V it Popd(X57 4 0(XE — XE9)A0 — Vo, e Prrd(XE7)

€

1
— < / VP, p(X0" + (XL — XE7))d0 — VP, p(X17), VUX§7”C>
0

1 X;f,:erev _ X;E,m
([ IPoxt oy - Xi)a, SR v ),
Then in order to prove that for any p € [1,2),
. 1 P
i E| L (Blo(X1+) #1) ~ Blo(XE)| 71)) ~ Vg yue Poso(XE0)| =0, 2:20)

according to the Holder inequality, (H1), 2I3) and (1), it is enough to show that,

1
lim [ VP, ¢(X0" + (X"t — XE7))dg = VP . ¢(X5) (2.21)

e—0* Jo

in L%(]P’) for any p € [1,2).
Noting that VP ,¢ € C(R?), and that

s t,x+ev __ t,x
P- i X1 = X



we deduce that
B lim VP, 6(X07 + (X7 — X)) = VP, 6(XET), 60,1 (222)
For any p > 1, it follows by ([ZI3]) and (7)) that
sup  E|VPy ¢(X07 +9(XL" - XL17))[7

€€(0,1],0€[0,1]

<C s?p}E (1 + (’X;f,:v‘ + ‘X;E,Hev’)qo)ﬁ
ec(0,1

< 00.

Then we conclude that

2
{\vpm(xzvf +O(XLTE - X)) [ }
e€(0,1]

is uniformly integrable with respect to df ® dP. Combining this with (Z22), by the
dominated convergence theorem we obtain

2p
2—-p

lim E

e—0F

1
/O (VP rd(XL" + 0(XE"T — X17)) — VP ,(X07)) db

! 2
S lim E ‘VPS7T¢(X§7$ + Q(X?m—l—ev — Xﬁ’w)) — VPS’T(ﬁ(Xg,xHﬁ do

e—=0t Jo
! 2p
= [ B i [V P00+ 00X07 = X)) = TP 0(x0)| 7 ) at
0

e—07F
2
which means that (Z2I) holds in L7 (P).
Hence, we obtain that V,E[¢(X/™)|.Z1] exists in LP(P) for any p € [1,2), and more-
over by (2.20) and (2.2)) the directional derivative satisfies

V.E |9(X}7)

3’74 = vvvxz’xps,rgb(Xg,x)
= E[6(X3) (M (y), w)] |

— (B [o(Xt") M3 (XE7)

y=Xo" W=V, X"

9;} ,VUX§7”C>, (2.23)

where we have used fact (i) in the last equality.

Note that again due to Fact (i), (216]) and ([Z7]), we obtain by the Holder inequality
that

E |p(Xp®) (M7 (Xg7), Vo X )| < E [|o(X07) M (X)) - [V X 7]

{E [le(xtoyng (x| #1] - 19,x801}

—e{E Qo] _,. 9.3}
(

y=Xo*
S

1 1
<C(B(1+|xt7®)%)* (E|v,xte[)?

8



Then we have

(E [o(x0m)M; (XE7)

FU VL XET) = E [6(X07) (M (XE7), ¥, X07) | 7]

This, together with ([223]), yields (Z3)).
Step 2: Proof of assertion (1). According to Step 1, it suffices to prove that for

¢ € C(RY) satisfying 28), Ps,¢ € C'(RY) and that it satisfies (2.2) and 2I3). To
this end, we will invoke Lemma 22 Since ¢ € C(R?), ¢, defined as in Fact (i) above
belongs to Cbng). Then for each n > 1, there exists {¢n.m}20_; C CF(R?) such that
|on,mlloe < [|@nlloo and for any N >0

lim  sup |¢pm(x) — dn(z)| = 0. (2.24)
m—+00 |z|<N

Thus, a simple application of the Holder inequality yields that for any R > 0,

sup E [|(@nm = &n) (X (1M (y)] + 1)
ly|<R

< 2/dulloe sup E [(1M3(9)] + 1) Uxpv5n]
ly|<R

+ < sup |Gn,m () — %(ﬂf)l) sup E (|M;(y)| + 1)

lz|<N ly|<R

2~ 1
< dnlloe sup (14 K (s, 5,7,9)) (BIX:Y)?]
ly|<R

+ <Sup [P () — én(w)\> sup (14 K(s,s,7,9)),

lz|<N ly|<R

which, along with (2:24]), implies

lim sup E [|(6nm — 6a) ()] (M ()] + 1)] = 0.
T Y|<R

Then, combining this with Fact (ii), we derive that there exists a sequence {¢,, }>°; C
CL(R?) such that ([2I2) holds for ¢. Thanks to (ZI6), 8] and (Z7), it is readily
checked that (ZIT)) also holds for ¢. Therefore, applying Lemma 2] one sees that
Ps ¢ belongs to C*(RY) and satisfies (2.2) and (ZI3), from which the assertion (1)
follows.

Step 3: Proof of assertion (2). Observe that assertion (1) holds for any ¢ € Cj(R?)
thanks to Cy(RY) ¢ C(RY) and (28] with ¢ = 0. Then for any ¢ € Cy(R%),e > 0,v €
Réand 0 <t <s<r<T, we have

s

E [g(Xf=+e)
-/ VLE [p(xt )
0

- /0 E[(o(XE70) Mz (XEwH), 9, X400 | 7] o, (2.25)

7! - E [o(xt)

7]

yg] 9



Let Py tatev and Py denote the law of XEPT and XE*, respectively, and let
Her(A) = / E (14(XE7000)| ME(XEH00)| - |V, X074 ) a6, A € B(RY).
0
From (2 and (ZI0), it is easy to see that 2} is a finite measure on R%. Then Cj(R?)

is dense in L} (Pytate + Pyt + po3). Hence, (Z28) holds for any ¢ € %, (R%).
Next, we intend to prove that for any ¢ € %,(R?),

E [(#(XE") M (XE7), V, X1)

9;], 0<t<s<r<T,
is continuous with respect to « in LP(IP) for any p € [1,2). Then it follows from (2.25])

that () holds in LP(P) for p € [1,2) for any ¢ € By(R?).
For any ¢ € %,(R?),z,y € R? and 0 < § < r — s, we obtain

E [(#(X0)MI(XE), Vo XEY) | ZL] — B [(6(XE7) M7 (XE7), ¥, XE7) | 7]

= E [(#(XE)M; (XEY), V, X1 = V, X1*)

7]
+E [(6(XE) (M (XEY) = M (XE7), Vo Xo7) | 7]
+E[(((X1%) = 6(XE7) (M (XE7) = Mi_5(XE")) 0, XE7) | 7]
+E [((6(X}7) = 6(X17)) My_5(XE7), V., X47)

=L+ I+ I3+ 14.

ﬁ;}

For any p € [1,2), by (2.0), 2I0) (with ¢ = 0), (Z7) and the Holder inequality, we
get

p
E|LP <E[E (Jo(X)] - [MF(XE)|| 22 ) [V, X0 - 7, X5

= B[ (0(X29)] - [ME ()] | yeo Vo X2V = 9, X0

2
D
2

2P N\ T2
<o(E(1+ i) ™) T @R - vxP)

p
2

<C (1 + |y|k0pk2) (E|V, X1 — v, X5 [2) (2.26)

Then (ZI0) yields that lim, . E|;|P = 0.
For the term Iy, from the Hélder inequality we have for any p € [1,2),

E|L[P < E| (¢(X7) (M7 (XJY) = M (X"), Vo Xo7) P,
By [23) of (H3) we arrive at

P- lim (¢(XY) (M7 (X5Y) — M3 (XEY)), Vo X0") = 0.

y%x
Moreover, as in (220, for any p € [1,2) and R > 0, we have

sup E |<¢(Xf,’y)Mf(X§’y)7VUX?IMP < 00,
ly|<R

10



which yields that

t, t, t,
{{o(XPY)ME(XLY), Vo X0) |p}|y‘<R

is uniformly integrable. Consequently, we obtain that for p € [1,2) and R > 0,

{HOQXLY) (M (XLY) — ME(XE%)), VuX) P}

is also uniformly integrable. Then the dominated convergence theorem implies that
lim,_,, E[/2|P = 0.

For the term I3, by the boundedness of ¢ and the Holder inequality we get for p €
1,2),

p
E | < 27 9lI%E [E [|M:(X57) — M_s(xE%)|| #2] |V, X2

2—p

% B t,x |2
(EIV. X" )

2
2

< 2lolz. (E[E [pr20xe) - bz y(x02) 2]

Using (2.4) of (H3), we have
P- lim B [|M7(X0) — M2_5(X07)] (% -
d—0+t

By (28] (with ¢» = 1) and (2.3]), we obtain that for any p > 1,

P
E[E[|M(X57) - Mp_s(X27)]| 7]

<E(E (1M (X)) + M5 (XE" |(9ﬁ]

— B |(BIM3()] + EIME 5(2) LJ

<E [(K(s, s,ryz) + K(s,s,7 —0,2)) \Z:X?z]p

< (C(s,5,7) + Cls, 5,7 = 6)7E (14 |X0e)0)”

Combining this with (27)) and using the condition that C(s,s,-) is bounded on any
closed subinterval of (s, 7], we have

P
sup B [E [|M3 (X47) = M _s(X00)||7E][ < o0, 0< 8 <r—s, 521,
6<6’

Then the dominated convergence theorem yields that lims_,o+ lim,_,,E|I3|P = 0.
For the term Iy, since s <7 — 6 < r and M} 5(Xt ) is measurable with respect to
FL s we have

1 =E [(E[(6(x}¥) = ¢(x0)) | #L5| Mz_s(x07), v, x87) | 71

Putting € := |z — y| and v := by we deduce that
\

:1:\’

B [(p(X5) — o(X00) | 7Ly

11



|lz—yl
_ / E |:<¢(X£,I+GU)M:75(X£7_$;—9’U)’ v Xt $+9’U> ‘ :| d@
0
Then for any p € [1,2), it follows from (Z6]) (with ¢ = 1), [235) and 27) that
P
E[E[(60xt7) - o(xt)) | 7L

lz—yl )
< lollole —o" [ B [E It | L] i oo

lz—yl
< Clollcke — g™ [ B[ (14 ) 9,0 ao
0
lz—yl
— ,x+0v ,x+0v
< Cltle =t [ (1 X p) 9.5 s
lz—yl
< Clallke=oP [77 (1 (o 4 00) 5 ) 912 s

Observe that by 210, HVX 5|5 is locally bounded with respect to 2. Consequently,
we have

lim E |E [ (6(X27) - (X1%) | 7] [ =0,

Yy—T

which implies

P-lim E [(9(X£Y) — 6(XE7) |#5] =0

Yy—x

Note that, again as in (Z20]), for any p € [1,2) we get,

p
E sup |14f" < 27 6|%E (E [|M_y(XE")|| 2] [Vux27))
ycRd
)2
2

<C (1 + \xy’fop’@) (E|V,X5"[2)? < . (2.27)

Then, by the dominated convergence theorem and (227 (with p = 1) we obtain

lim E|L| < lim B {|E [(6(X2%) = 6(X}") | #L) |- IM_5(XE)] - [V, X47]} = 0,
which leads to P-limy,_,, [I4] = 0. Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem
and ([Z27) again, we derive that lim,_,, E[[4|P = 0 for any p € [1,2).

Let us now prove that for ¢ € %(R?) satisfying (Z8), 3) holds in LP(P) for
p € [1,2). Notice that for such ¢, (ZII]) holds true because of (2.8]) and ([2.I6]), and
due to Fact (ii) there exists a sequence {¢,}2%, C %,(R?) such that (ZIZ) holds.
Since we have proved that (2.9]) holds for each b, by letting s = t we get

(VoPirbn(@) =)V.E [30(X07)| = E |$u(X") (Mf(2),0)| . v € R,

From the result proved in the above paragraphs, we know that E[¢, (X¢™")(M!(z), v)]
is continuous with respect to x, that is, VPqu;n € C(R?,R%). Then along the same
lines as in (ZI4) and (ZI5), we derive that Ps,¢ € C1(R?) and it satisfies (Z2) and
(213), which completes the proof of assertion (2), thanks to Step 1. O

12



2.2 Main results for FBSDEs
We now consider the following decoupled FBSDE for (¢,z) € [0, 7] x R¢:

xr = [Cor i ol XL s e T, (229)
t t

T T
vir =g+ [ xie vz [ zmaw, senn
S

s

Here b : [0,7] x R — R9 0 : [0,T] x R = R*@R™ and g : R? — RY f : 0,7] x
R? x R x RE@R™ — R! are measurable mappings, W is an m-dimensional Brownian
motion. Instead of concrete conditions imposed on b and o, we assume that X5 has
the following properties:

(C1) The system consisting of ([2Z.28]) and the equation

VX" = I+ / Vb(r, X" )VX L dr + / Vo(r, X\*)VXEEdW,, s € [t,T]
t t
(2.30)

has a unique strong solution, where Iy 4 is the identity matrix in R? @ R%, Vb
and Vo are the weak derivatives of b and o, respectively. There exist ko > 1,
ks > 0 such that for any £y > 1, (21 holds for some Cy, , 7 > 0 and

sup  [|VX3Y ||k, < Cry e (L4 9*), y € RY, (2.31)
0<s<r<T

for some Cf, x, 7 > 0. Moreover, for any t < s < T and z,v € R,

2
Xt,a:—i—ev - Xt,a:
lim E sup |——+>— — V, X" =0, (2.32)
0T seft,T] €
P- yhg; VX0V =V, X5 (2.33)

(C2) There exist continuously differentiable (b, 0y, )n>1 with

sup ([[Vbp(r,z)|| + [|[Von(r,x)||) < oo, Vn € N, (2.34)
rel0,T], zeR?
such that for any sequence x, with lim, ,,. x, = x and for the solution of
@28) and ([Z30) with (z,b,0) replaced by (z,bn,0,), which we denote by
(X&h*n VX5 the following hold

T
: T t,x)2 bTn tx|2 _
NETOOEOX; o X2 +/t | X b — X0 dr> =0, (2.35)
t t 2 T 2

: n,l,Tn » L ,6,Tn t, _
HETOOE<||VXT - VX +/t [Vxmben - vXxte| dr> =0, (2.36)
lim |jon(s,2n) —o(s,z)|| =0, s € [t,T]. (2.37)
n—-+4o0o

Remark 2.1. It is clear that if b(r,-) and o(r,-) are continuously differentiable and
satisfy (Z16) below, then (C1) and (C2) hold. Besides, we may allow that o has
polynomial growth which also ensures that (C1) and (C2) are satisfied (see Example
below).
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Now, we introduce the hypotheses on the coefficients g and f of the BSDE (2.29)),
under which we will be able to establish gradient type and Bismut type formulas for
the solution Y".

(A1) g is Lipschitz continuous, i.e. there exists a constant K; > 0 such that

lg(z) — g(y)| < Ki|z —y|, =,y € R%

(A1") g has g-th growth, i.e. there exist constants Ky >0 and q > 0 such that

l9(z)] < K11+ Jz]7), z € R’

(A2) There exist constants Ko > 0 and Ky > 0 such that for all (z;,y;,2) € R% x
R! x Rl @ R™,
sup, [f(r 1,1, 21) = [, 22,92, 22)| < Ka(lzn — @2f + [y — ol + |21 — 22)),
rel0,T

Ky := sup |f(r,0,0,0)| < oco.
rel0,7]

To simplify the notations, for any ¢t < s < r < T and z,v € R, we set oL =
(XP" V0" Z) and Mp®(z,v) = (M3 (XE"), V,X5"). In particular, MY (z,v) =
(M(z),v). Now we formulate our main result, the proof of which we present in the
next subsection.

Theorem 2.3. Let 0 <t < s < T and xg,v € R%. Assume that (C1), (C2), (H2)
and (A2) are satisfied and that Z8) holds for any ¢ € B(RY) P-a.s.

(1) Let (A1) hold, and assume furthermore that o(r,-) is continuous and there exist
C >0 and kg > 0 such that

sup |lo(r,z)|| < C(1+ |z*), zeRY, (2.38)
rel0,T]

and that K(t,s,r,-) satisfies 28] and for some R > 0

T
/ sup  K(t,s,r,x)dr < occ. (2.39)
S

|z—x0|<R

If in addition, either g(-) and f(r,-,-,-) are continuously differentiable, or [23)) holds,
then the following gradient type formula in LP(P) holds for any p € [1,2):

T
V., Yh* =1 [g(X;’xO)M%S(xo,v) —i—/ fr, @f,’mo)Mf’s(xo,v)dr‘yg] . (2.40)

(2) Let (A1') hold, and assume furthermore that ke = 1, that o is bounded on [0,T] x
RY, and that K (t,s,r,-) satisfies (Z35]) with ko = 0 and there exists 3 < 1 such that

sup {C(t, s, ) (r — 8)6] < 0. (2.41)
0<t<s<r<T

If in addition, either g € C(R%:RY) and @3) holds, or (H3) is satisfied, then ([2.40)
also holds in LP(P) for any p € [1,2).
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Concerning a Bismut type formula of YJ**, we have the following corollary. The
proof of this corollary follows from the same kind of arguments as Theorem with
the conditional expectation E[-|.#!] replaced by the expectation E[], and it is thus
omitted here for the sake of conciseness.

Corollary 2.4. Let 0 <t < s < T and zg,v € R%. Assume that (C1), (C2), (H2)
and (A2) are satisfied.

(1) Let (A1) hold, and assume furthermore that o(r,-) is continuous and there exist
C >0 and kg > 0 such that

sup |lo(r,z)|| < C(1+ |z*), zeRY,
rel0,7]

and that K(t,t,r,-) satisfies (Z3) and for some R >0
T
/ sup  K(t,t,r,x)dr < oo. (2.42)
s |z—zo|<R
If in addition, either g(-) and f(r,-,-,-) are continuously differentiable, or [Z3]) (with
s =t) holds, then the following Bismut type formula in LP(P) holds for any p € [1,2):

viEri =& o)t + [ 16 e a] . @

(2) Let (A1') hold, and assume furthermore that ke = 1, that o is bounded on [0,T] x
Re, and that K (t,t,r,-) satisfies Z8) with ko = 0 and for some B < 1

sup [C(t,t,r)(r - t)ﬁ] < 0.
0<t<r<T

If in addition, either g € C(R%:RY) and @3) (with s = t) holds, or (H3) (with s =t)
is satisfied, then (Z43) also holds in LP(P) for any p € [1,2).
2.3 Proof of the main result

To prove Theorem 23] we need the following useful lemma. Its proof is elementary
but lengthy, and we defer it to the Appendix.

Lemma 2.5. Assume that (C1), (C2), (A1) and (A2) hold, and that g(-) and
f(r,-,-,-) are continuously differentiable with any r € [0,T]. For each (t,x) €
[0, T]xR?, let (X2*, VP, Z1%) be the solution of Z2R)-@Z29) and set u(t,z) == Y;"".
Then for any t € [0,T], u(t,-) is continuously differentiable with

T
Vu(t,z) = E |Vg(XE ) VXE® + / Vf(r, 0ty velttdr|, zecRY, (2.44)
t

and there exist positive constants Cr, K, ks 0nd q1 such that

s IVu(t, z)|| < O, g (1 + |2]™), @ € R (2.45)
tel0,T

Moreover, Y2© = u(s, X2") and Z&* = Vu(s, X5 )o (s, X57), ds @ dP-a.e.
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Proof of Theorem
First observe that, by ([2.29) and the Fubini theorem we have

T
vie =g [0y + [ fnear

gzg]
—E[g(xtn)| 7] + / "Bl (r, 04| #dr. (2.46)

Below we shall apply Proposition 21l to f and g in two different cases (1) and (2),
respectively. Without loss of generality, we assume that [ = 1. Otherwise, we may
use (Y2 e, (g, e) and (f,e) to replace Yo", g and f for a unit vector e € RL.

We first prove assertion (1). If (A1) holds, then g € C(R?) and it satisfies (Z.8)
with ¢ = 1. So, with the help of Proposition 2] (1) we have that

s

V.E [g(X})

FL| = B [g(Xp) ML (w0, )| 71 (2.47)

in LP(P) for any p € [1,2).

Now, we focus on dealing with the directional derivative of the second term of
the right-hand side of (246]). For the coefficients g(-), f(r,-,-,-) which fulfill (A1)
and (A2) respectively, by standard approximation arguments there exist continuously
differentiable sequences (g5 (-))n>1, (fn(7,,*,*))n>1, in which for each n > 1, g, and
fn satisty (A1) and (A2) with the same Lipschitz constants K7, K3 and some positive

constant K» (independent of n), and moreover g,, converges to g uniformly on R% and
fn converges to f uniformly on [t,T] x RY x R x R™. We now let (Y% Zmb%) he
the solution of ([229]) with coefficients g, f replaced by gy, fn, respectively. By the
[t6 formula, one can show that

T
lim | sup E|Y"5% -y |® 4 / E|zmb® — Zb 2 ar | = 0. (2.48)
=400 \ re[t,T) t

The above step is partially borrowed from [23] Theorem 4.2, Page 1410-1411]. By
Lemma [Z5] there exist u, : [0,7] x R? — R continuously differentiable in the space
variable, positive constants C, ., , 7 and ¢1 independent of n such that

S[up} (lun(t, )| + [Vun(t, 2)|) < Cr, g iy (1 + [2|™), € R? (2.49)
te[0,T

and

st,t,x = un(s,Xé’m), an,t,m = Vun(s,Xé’m)J(s,Xﬁ’x), ds ® dP-a.e.
Let O™ .= (X"*, Y™ Z™"*). Then, we have

FOr,O05) = f(r, X0 un (r, Xp7), Vg (r, Xp%)o (r, X37)).
For any r € [taT]7 let Fn(n') = f(r,-,un(r, ')7vun(r7 -)O’(T‘, )) Thena by (A2)7
the continuity of o(r,z) in z, [Z38) and (249), we see that for a.e. r € [t,T],
Fo(r,-) € C(R%) and

|Fa(r,2)| < Ko+ Ko (Ja] + un(r, )| + [Vun(r,2)o (r,2)))
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< Ky + Ko “x! + Crey iy 1o, (1 + 2|7+
+ Crty s ienr CO+ [2™) (1 + [l
< CK1,K2J~(2,K2,T (1 + |x|(QI+k4)V1> : (250)

Consequently, using (C1), (H2) and (2.X1)-(2.0), we then apply Proposition 211 (1) to
conclude that for a.e. r € [t, T,

V.E |£(r,0p07)

yg} — V,E [Fn(r, xte)

ﬁj]
_E [Fn(r, XYM (z, v)(y*;]

—E [ F(r, @ET) M (2, )

3&;} L veR!  (251)

in LP(P) for any p € [1,2). In view of (Z50), (7)), (Z3I) and the fact that
Ck\ Ko ito. o 1A q1 above are independent of n, we obtain that for a.e. 7 € [t,T]

and p € [1,2),

HE [suplf(r, O M (1, 0)

n>1

p
< CKl,Kg,f(g,Kg,T H(l + |X7’f7x|(Q1+k4)\/1)|M7:9(X§7J:)| . |VvX§7J:|

p

< Oy e ot || (11X RV 9, 82 | |02 (X82)

2p ‘
2—

k k k
= CK17K2,K2,f(2,k27k3,k47Q1,P,T <1 + ’x‘((qﬁ_ v 2) (1+ ’m‘ B)K(ta 377”735)‘7)‘- (2.52)

This, together with ([239]), leads to
dr < oo. (2.53)

T
/ sup
s |z—x0|<R p
Then, using (2.51), (Z48]) and the dominated convergence theorem, we deduce that

the following relations hold in LP(P) for p € [1,2) and « € Br(xo) := {2z : |z — x0| <
R}:

E [sup |f(r, @?’t’x)Mﬁ’S (z,v)]
n>1

T T
v, / E|f(r,0p0)| #t] dr = / V.E | f(r,0007)| Z] dr
T

= / E [f(r, O M (x, v)(y*;] dr (2.54)

S

and

T
lim [ E|[f(r, 00 ME (2,0)

n—-+o0o s

ﬂj} dr.
(2.55)

ﬁ;} dr = /TIE [f(r, OL" ML (z,v)

Hence, ([Z54)-(2355]) and the dominated convergence theorem imply that for any € > 0
and v € R? with = + ev € Br(zo),

T
["s[mere)

7! ar - /TE 1. 007)| 7] ar
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T t,z+ t g t
_ 3 n,t,r+ev ar _ n,t,r
- ([ Elerf#]a- [Tefeer)

yﬁ]dr>
‘(" t,a+0vy 3t
= g [ ([ el et oo )2 ar) as

€ T
:/0 (/ [f(r eb :HG”)Mts(x—}—Hv v ‘ﬁt dr> de, (2.56)

where the first relation is due to (A2), ([2:48)) and ([Z350).
Next, we will show that

T
/ E [f(r, @f,z)M}fs(x,v)‘ﬁ;} dr

is continuous with respect to x in a neighbourhood of zy in LP(P) for p € [1,2).
Observe that this continuity, along with (2.50), easily yields that

v. | "B [fr0t)

in LP(P) for p € [1,2), which due to our previous equality (2.47), leads to (2.40). We
now invoke the condition (Z3]) to get the continuity. Indeed, due to (A1), (A2) and
([Z32]), we can apply the It6 formula and the B-D-G inequality to get

T
F|ar = [ B [1r, 00101 (w0, 0)

] dr (257

lim E

Y=

T
sup |[Y,hY — Yrt’:’3|2 —|—/ |Zﬁ’y — Zf,’x|2 dr] =
rel¢,T] t

Combining this with (23]) and [233]) yields
dr © dP- lim f(r, 05 ME*(y,0) = f(r, O4) MYz, ) (2.58)
y—x
Observe that by (2.50), we have
|f( @n,t,z)| CKI,K27K27K27 <1 + |X7§7I|((11+k4)\/1> ,
which, along with (2:48]), implies
|f(r,04%)] < CKl,KQ,f(Q,KQ,T <1 + |Xﬁ,x|(q1+k4)v1) ‘
Then, as in ([252]) and (253]), we derive that for any p € [1,2),
t,x ts
{I£(r €0 Mp* (@, 0) " }|a: zol<R (2.59)

is uniformly integrable and

T
/s sup HE [\f(r,@ix)Mﬁs(m,v)\‘ﬁg] ) (2.60)

|e—zo|<R

Thus, by (258) and (259) the dominated convergence theorem implies that

lim B [ £(r, 00 M!*(y,0)| L] = E [ £, 06501 (2,0)| #L] | & € Br(wo),

Yy—x
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in LP(PP) for any p € [1,2) and a.e. r € [t,T]. Consequently, again by the dominated
convergence theorem and (Z60) we get the desired continuity result.

Note that if g(-) and f(r,-,-,-) are continuously differentiable, then we just set
gn =g and f, = f, and the assertion (240) follows from (2.54]) and (Z47).

We now prove assertion (2). Let g € C(RY) satisfying (A1’), then we apply directly
Proposition [ZT] (1) to get (Z47). While in the case of g only satisfying (A1’), we first
observe that (2I0) holds due to (231 and (233)), and then by (H3) and (241 it
is easily checked in our context that the hypotheses of Proposition 2] (2) are all
satisfied, which also yields (2:47).

Next, we investigate the directional derivative of the second term in the right-
hand side of (2.46]) by adopting a similar approximation argument as for assertion
(1). For f satisfying (A2), let (f,)n>1 be as defined above. For g satisfying (A1),
we set g, := (g V (—n)) An for each n > 1. Then it follows from the Lusin theorem
(see, e.g., [IT, Theorem 7.4.4]), that there exist {g, }n>1 C Cp(R?) and compact sets
{0 }n>1 such that
1
-3

9n

v Manlleo <m0y w(A) <

2.61
" - (2.61)

where v = P+ is the law of Xfp’x. By a standard approximation method, we may
T

choose g, € C}(R?) such that

. 1
sup [gn(z) = gn(@)| < =, [lgnllec < n. (2.62)
TEH n

Now, let (Y42 Zn62) he the solution of ([Z29]) with coefficients (g, f) replacing
(g, f). Applying the Itd formula and the B-D-G inequality, we obtain that

T
E < sup D/rn,t,m o Yrt,l"Q +/ ’Z;L’t’x o Zﬁ’m’2d7">
t

relt,T)
< C (Elga(Xp") = 9(XZ") 2 + I = Floo) (2.63)
and
T
E ( sup m"vtvx|2+/ |Z]f7t’x|2dr> < C (Blgn(XP")2+1)  (264)
relt,T| t

with some constant C' > 0 independent of n and ¢t. Note that from (Z61]) and (262),
we have

(9n = 9)(@)] < |(gn = §n) ()] + [(Gn = G0) ()] + [(Gn — 9)(2)]
= [(9n = 9n)(@)[ Lz, () + [(gn — Gn) (@ )Illxc( )
+|( = Gn) (@)L () + |(n — 9)(@)[L[19()2n)

< = +4n]lfc(x)+|9( ML {1g(z)>n
which yields

2 3
E |gn(X7") = 9(X5")| < =5 +480°P (X%”C ¢ Jifn) +3E [!g(X%JC)‘Z]ng(X?I)\Zn}] '
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Then, again by (Z61), (A1’) and 7)) we get
. t,xy t,x\|2 —
Jm Elg, (X)) — g(X77)[" =0.

Consequently, substituting this into (Z63]) and using the uniform convergence of f,
to f we obtain

T
lim E ( sup |[YmhT —yhT)? 4 / |zt — Z;Evﬂ?dr) = 0. (2.65)
t

n—+00 relt,T|

We now intend to find an upper bound for (Z:64]) independent of n and t. By (2.61)),
262), (A1) and 1) with ks = 1, we have

ln (XY < n XV, (X 10 (KR Lot (X + llgn (XE7) = (X5
< 9K s + N (X5 g (X2
T ga (X7) — (X)L (X2
<CA+|z|?) + nv(HL) + % + 2n\/ v (HE)
<C(1+ |z, (2.66)

where C' is independent of n and ¢. Then, plugging this into (Z64)) yields

T
sup E | sup |Y0*)2 +/ | ZM0e2dr | < C(1 4+ |z|9)% (2.67)
n>1,t€[0,T relt,T) t

On the other hand, since g,, f, are continuously differentiable, we can apply
Lemma to derive that there exists u, : [0,7] x R? — R such that Vu,(r,-) is
continuous for each r € [0,7] and

Y0 =y, (r, XET), Z5T = Vg (r, X))o (r, XE®),  dr @ dP-a.e. (2.68)
By ([267) and the fact that ;""" is deterministic, we have

sup —
n>1,zeRd tejo,r] 1+ [2[7

Combining this with ([2.65]) and (2.68]), we get
sup [Y008] 4 V5% < C(1 4 | X5)9), dr @ dP-a.e., z € RY (2.69)
n>1

Next, we want to establish an analogue of (2.69]) for ZPM and ZEP®. For this,
define

Al = (T — )7 sup M, s et T, Bt[n] = sup Al
verd 1+ [z]4 s€[t, T

Using an argument from step 1 in the proof of [36, Theorem 3.2], we shall prove that
Bt[n] has an upper bound independent of n. Note first that from assertion (1), there
holds a gradient type formula in LP(P) for Yo""* for any s € [t, T]:

T
V, Y =R gn(X;x)M%S(x,v) —i—/ Tu(r, @?’t’x)Mf’s(x,v)dr‘yﬁ} )
S
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Then letting s = ¢t and using ([Z3]) with ky = 0, 241) with s = ¢, (2.66]), (Z68) and

the Holder inequality, we obtain for any ¢ € (0,7 — t),

T
IV < B [lan (X5 M 2] + [ Blfulr ©24) M a)ldr
< O — P gn(X5)
T
0 [0 (L IXE L I+ |20 ) o

C(1+ |z|7) -
<L 0T -t)"P 1+ sup (| XEE + Y0
(1 - t)ﬁ ( ) re[t,T](H H2 H H2)

Lo /t+6 1V (7, X£7$)0'(7"7 Xﬁ’$)\\2dr+5—6 /T | Zm%[gdr |
t (r—t)° s

For the last two terms of the right-hand side of the above inequality, according to the
boundedness of o, (Z71) with ko = 1 and (Z67), we deduce that

dr

T T n T 1
/t+5 [ Vun(r X2 X0l gy /H& APIE(L + [XE7]9v1)2)3
t (r—1)° - (r =0T =r)?
_ CoOBf i)
- (T —t—6)8

and

1
T T 2
[ zeeaar < (-0t ([ mizptepar) < omi o,
t+6 t

In addition, due to [27)) with ks = 1 and again (Z67)), it is easily seen that

sup (|| X772 + [V, 2) < C(1 + |27,
relt,T)

Thus, there exists a positive constant C' independent of n and ¢ such that

F+1+

n,t,x <
vy o) < e <—(T =5

61—ﬁB["} -
Tt ) @ lal™.

Consequently, we get

VYn,t7$
AE"] = (T — t)ﬁ sup M
rERd 1 + \x!qv

_ n\Bsl-pBplnl
§C<1+GH¢W+XT D7 By +5%GH¢W>

(T —t—6)»
— [n]
;§C<1+(i;??i§£t—HSWT—tﬁ).

Letting 6 = % with some m > 2 chosen later, we have

AP <0 (14 m? 42T - 1) P00 Bl
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< C’(l +mP 4 mf(lfﬁ)Bl[n])

for some C' > 0 independent of n and t. Here we have used TT;E 5 < 2. Since Bln} is
non-increasing with respect to ¢, it follows that

BI" < &1 +mP +m (-9 Bl
Taking m such that Cm~(1=#) < 1, we arrive at

o 5
supBln} < CQ+m7)

L+m7) 9.
n>1 T 1-Cm— (15 =0 (2.70)

which means that Bgn] has an upper bound independent of n. Combining this with
[268) and [210), we may find a constant C' > 0 independent of n such that for any
z € RY,

|22 < [V (r, X)) - o (r, X27) |

_ llolloe B (1 + X770
- (T —r)8

C(L+ |1X7"[7vh)
(T —r)8 7’

<

dr ® dP-a.e. (2.71)

. t ta .
Since (2.65) ensures that Z,""" converges to Z;* in the measure dr @ dP, we have

C(L+ X"
(T —r)”

|1Z}] < , dr @ dP-ae., z € RY, (2.72)

which, along with (7)), is the desired analogue of (Z69) for Z""* and Z5*.
By 241), 2:69) and [2.71)), we obtain as in (2.52]) that

< ¢ (
- (T —7r)8(r —s)B

I suplsr 24012, 007 L Jf) (1 + o)l

n>1

which implies that ([2.53]) holds in the present case due to § < 1. Consequently, (2.54)),
(2355) and ([2.56]) are also true. Using ([2.3]), (2.69) and (Z72]) and following the same

argument as in assertion (1), one obtains that (ZX7) holds in LP(P) for p € [1,2).
This completes our proof. [

2.4 Examples

In this subsection, we present some examples to illustrate the above results. As
preparation we first state a lemma for verifying (28] that holds for any 1 € %,(R%)
P-a.s. and (Z39) in the case of M!(z) being given by a stochastic integral, whose
proof is elementary and therefore postponed to the Appendix.

We set, for T'>r >t >0,

W(r—t)=W(r) - W),
Wim = {v € C(It,r],R™) | 7(t) = 0},
and let W ([t,”]) denote the path of W (- —t) on [t,7]. Let
Hyp ot [t,r] x REx WY x REx R @ RY — RY @ R™
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be measurable and let {H, (6, z, W ([t,r]), Xé’gﬁ, VX;’x)}ge[tﬂ be an adapted process.
We suppose that {M!(z)}o<t<r<7 in (H2) has the following form:

M(z) = / Hy (0,2, W([t,r]), Xg", VX" )dWp. (2.73)
t

Lemma 2.6. Assume that the system [228]) and Z30) has a unique nonexplosive
strong solution and satisfies the moment conditions (Z1) and [Z31]). Assume more-
over that there exist positive constants qi,q2 and Cy, g, 7 such that for all 0 < t <
s<O<r<T,

=X

~ t,x
[t (036 s, 25 95, )

< CQ17Q27T <K.9(t,8,7“,1‘) + ‘Xéﬂ:‘ql + HVX;Z/
)

q2> : (2.74)

where {Ky(t,s,r,x)}s<p<r is an adapted process depending on t,s,r,x such that for
any t < s <, Ef; Kg(t,s,r, -)dO has polynomial growth. Then for all 0 <t < s <
r < T, @8) holds for any 1 € By(R?) P-a.s. and K(t,s,r,-) has polynomial growth.
If in addition,

T r 3
/ sup (E/ Kg(t,s,r,x)d0> dr<oo, 0<t<s<T, (2.75)
S S

|t—x0|<R

then 239) holds.

The first example is an FBSDE with non-degenerate forward SDE.

Example 2.7. Consider the FBSDE ([228)-229). Assume that for any r € [0,T],

b(r,-) and o(r,-) are continuously differentiable with

sup  ([[Vb(r, z)[| + [[Vo(r, z)[]) < oo, (2.76)
rel0,T], zeR4

and that o is non-degenerate, i.e. oo™ is invertible and

sup H(O'*(O'O'*)_l) (r,2)|| < oc.
rel0,T),zeR4

Assume moreover that (A2) holds and one of the following assumptions is satisfied:
(i) (A1) holds.

(ii) (A1') holds and o is bounded on [0,T] x R
Then the gradient type formula (Z40Q) in Theorem [Z3 holds for

1

r—s

My*(z0,v) = / (0" (00")™1) (0, Xp™) V. X[, AWy )

Proof. By (2.76]), we know that the system (Z28) and (Z30) has a unique strong
solution and the moment conditions (Z7) and (23] hold with k; = 1 and k3 = 0,
respectively. It is readily checked that (C1) and (C2) hold.
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Owing to the condition that o is non-degenerate and ([2.70)) again, it is well known
that the derivative formula ([22) holds with (M (z),v) given as follows (see, e.g., [14]
Theorem 2.1]):

1

r—t

(i (w)0) = [/

<(a*(aa*)*1) (G,X;’x)VUX;’x,dW9> L vareRL 0<t<r<T.

(2.77)
Moreover, since Vb(t,-) and Vo(t,-) are bounded and continuous, we can derive from
232) that VP, ¢ € C(R?) for any ¢ € C}(RY). Hence (H2) holds.

Next, we shall apply Lemma [2.0] to verify (2.6]) and (239]). First note that for any
reRYand 0 <t <r < T, by [TT) we can write M!(z) as follows:

M(z) = / Hy (0,2, W ([t,r]), X5", VX" )dW,, (2.78)
t

where

- 1 *
Hip (0,2, W ([t,7]), X", VXG") = — (0" (00")7") (0, X" ) VXG")

r —

Then we deduce that for any 0 <t <s<O<r <T,

~ t,x
[ (0,87 s X3 957,
1 t,x *
= (o)) .59 x5" e ) |

r—s

<

w0 eo ) 0] v

T = S ges,r],zcRd
=: Ky(t,s,r, x).

Combining this with (ZT8)) yields that for any x € R and 0 <t < s <7 < T,

K2(t, s,ryx) =E ‘M,?(X;fmﬂ2
2
=FE

T ~ t,x
/ H,, <G,X§’x,W([s,r]),X;’Xs VXY X”‘) dWy
S y=Xg’

T
=K
/9 y=X§’”>

r C, Cho
< IE/ K3(t,s,rx)d0 < =21 sup  E[VXSY|? < 22T (2.79)
s T = 5 ge[s,r],ycRd r—s

2
do

H,, (e,x;fvw,W([s,rb,xé’ﬂvxs’y

where the last inequality is due to (231]) with k1 = 2 and k3 = 0. Hence, by Lemma
we get (Z0) and ([Z39). In addition, K(¢,s,r,-) satisfies (2.0) with ky = 0 and
241 holds with 5 = 1/2.

Note that by the continuity and the non-degeneracy of ¢ and the continuity of
Vb(r,) and Vo(r,-), it is routine to show that (H3) holds. Moreover, we have

Mﬁ’s('% U) = <Mﬁ(X§7m)7 VUX§71>

</: 1 <(0*(gg*)—1)(G’Xg,XQIWX;y

r—S =

> AWy, vagv$>
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_ / "L (o000, X35 ) on XS AWy
s T —5 1“0 VoXs 6 ingx’

_ ! / <(g*(aa*)*1) 0, X, )V, X,7, de> : (2.80)

T—S

Therefore, taking into account the assumptions (i) and (ii), the assertions follow
from Theorem (1) and (2), respectively. O

Remark 2.2. For the model studied in Example [2.7, two other works [23, [16] give
some partial papers related to our gradient type formulas. In [23, Theorem 4.2] dealing
with the case of l = 1 and m = d, the authors aim to provide a representation formula
for Z. Their proof, however, actually leads to the same gradient type formula as
that of Evample 274, when g € CL(R?) and f € C'g’l([O,T] x R? x R x RY). In [16,
Theorem 3.10], under some regularity conditions on the coefficients the authors proved
the following “Bismut type” formula:

EV,Y % = E | g(X5") ME* (20, v / Fr, OL%0) MY (39, v)dr |

where ]\/Zf’s(xo,v) = L [T{c71(8, Xt AV Xt w0 dAWa), which is slightly different
from MP* (x0,v) in Example[2.7 Both papers use the same arguments, which consist
of utilizing a relationship between the Malliavin derivatives (DX, DY, DZ) and par-
tial derivatives in the initial value x of (X,Y, Z) (see, e.g., [30, Lemma 2.4] and [23,
Lemma 2.4]), together with the Malliavin integration by parts formula. In compari-
son with [23, [16], the gradient type formula in Example [2.7 is obtained under more
general conditions, and moreover our method is more powerful and flexible, which
is illustrated by Examples [2.8, and below. We also point out that under
non-degenerate assumptions which additionally require o to be independent of =, [24)]
extended the above “Bismut type” formula stated in [10, Theorem 3.10] to the case of
[ with quadratic growth with respect to Z.

For the FBSDE stated in Example 27 we can provide an alternative version of
the gradient type formula.

Example 2.8. Let the same assumptions as for Example [2.7] hold. For each 0 <t <
s < T, define

01.5(0) :=c! <1 - e_c(s_e)> , O€lts),
with some positive constant ¢ depending only on b and o, and let {G?I(T)}re[t,s) satisfy
the linear equation on R @ R?:
Gs'(9)
01,s(0)

| (ww,xs’x)c:zw) . ) W+ [ 9ot0. x5 6 0w,
t t
(2.81)

where ([ VU(Q,X;’x)GZ’x(H)de o= [/V GL7 (0)o (G,Xé’gﬁ)de,v € R Then the
gradient type formula (240) in Theorem [Z.3 holds for

T 1 x
My (o, v) = / . (0)<(J*(Ja*)_1)(G,Xg’IO)G?X; “(e)vvxgvxo,dwg>. (2.82)
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Proof. For any 0 <t < s < T, we first introduce the following linear equation on R%:

r i (6)
e (r :v+/ Vot b(0, X0 — de
( ) \ ( r (6) ( 0 ) Qt,s(a)

+/ VF2,1(9)0(07X571.)(1W97 r € [t,s).
¢

Obviously, our assumptions imply that the equation has a unique solution {I’?f (1) }reft,s)s

and moreover, T5"(r) = G5*(r)v for any r € [t,s). According to [32, Theorem 3.5.1
or Theorem 4.3.7], the derivative formula (2.2]) holds with (M} (z),v) given as follows:

(M!(z),v) = /t Qt 1(0) <(0*(UJ*)_1) (0,X§’$)F£’x(6),dW9> L vareRL 0<t<r<T.

This, along with T:*(0) = GE*(0)v for 0 € [t,r), implies that for any z € R? and
0<t<r<T,

M(z) = / Hyp (0,2, W ([t 7]), X5%, VX5 d1W,
t

where

1
Qt,r (0)

Then we get that forany 0 <t <s<0<r<T,

Hy g (0,2, W ([t 7)), Xp7, VXG) = (o (00) ™) (0, X;7)GE7(0) )

y=X?’>H
1

- gl (e e e o) |
1

HH (e,xz@,vms,r]LX&Xﬁ“,VXs’y

IN

s e 0] 6 )

=: Ky(t,s,r,x).
Similar to (Z79]) in Example 277 we have
T
K2(t,s,r,7) = B | M (X5)|? < E/ K2(t,s,r,2)df
S
r G&X;’z 0)|12
SCU,T]E/ H 7'2 ( )H de

s Qs,r(e)

1
< —_— .
> Cb,U,T <1 + 1— e—c(r—s)) ’ (2 83)
where the last inequality is due to [32] Theorem 3.5.1 and (3.65), or Theorem 4.3.7
and (4.51)]. Then, (28) and ([239) follow from Lemma and K(t,s,r, ) satisfies
(Z3) with kg = 0. Besides, a direct and easy computation shows that (241 also
holds with 5 = 1/2 as in Example 271
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Finally, we are to verify that (H3) holds and M;*(z,v) is given by ([Z82). As in
(2:R0) of Example 2.7, we obtain
M (z,v) = (M (XE7), Vo X(7)

T

T 1 % *\— 5,X57\ v, X D" * z
— </ @ <(O’ (oo*)™) (Q,XQ’X )GFX; (9)) AWy, Vo X7 >

T

B / 1 <(0->k (UU*)il) (0, ng)Gi’Xé’x (e)vaz,m’ dW9> )
o 0s(0)

which is consistent with (Z82). As for (H3), it is standard to prove that its first

part (23] holds due to the continuity and non-degeneracy of o and the continuity of

Vb(r,-) and Vo(r,-). Let us now deal with its second part (24]). Following the same

arguments as in [32) Lemma 4.3.8] and [32) Theorem 4.3.7 and (4.51)], we derive that

for any p > 1,

E sup |G (0)|F < Chor (2.84)
0€<ls,r)
and
s, X5*
sup /r wﬂ[sﬂ,_é) ((9)(1(9 < sup Cb7o'7T <1 + %) < 00,
0<5§? s 9577’—6(9) 0<5S% 1—e C(T‘ s

(2.85)

respectively. By (Z8I]), we have for 0 € [s,r —§),

t,x t,x 0 ~ , T T~ , T~ ~
G0 - G 0) = [ Vel (60 - 6 0) a0

s ,zst’z ~ S t,x ~
- /9 G5 ) a0
s Qs,rfzg(a) Qs,r(a)

0
O s, X0" s, X507 s, X% h
+ / Vo6, X3%) (GP T 0) — g X (9)) dw.
Applying the It6 formula and using the boundedness of Vb and Vo lead to

s, X5* s, XET
E|G2%7(0) — a2 X (0))2
o T~ T~ ~ 0 Gst?w é _Gi,X?w é 2 ~
Scle/ 16757 (0) - Gy <9>\|2d9—21@/ IG5 () 4 OF ;
° S Os,r—§

V| 1 b e~ e <\~
+ 2K / — — — | (G5 (0) — GEX(0),G5%(9) ) o
S (Qs,r(a) Qs,r5(0)> < b >

0 t,x ~ t,x o~ ~
<Cho [ BN 0) - 632 )0

2

6 1 1 tx o~ ~

+ / 5 — | E[|GY7(0)]7d6, 6 € [s,r—9),
s Qs,r((g) Qs,rfts(e)
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where the second inequality is due to the positivity of gs,_s(-) and the Young in-
equality. The Gronwall inequality implies that for any 6 € [s,r — §),

2
s t,x s t,T o 1 1 s tyx  ~ ~
m&§<m—@%<WFg%ﬂ/< _ 3>Emfé@ww

Qs,r(a) Qs,rfzg(e

Then using (Z84]) and taking into account the fact that limgs g+ 0s,—5(0) = 0s.,(6),
by the dominated convergence theorem we obtain that for every r’ € [s, ),

im sup E|G2NT(0) — X (0)) =0,

d—=0F,0<r—r" <<y’

Consequently, we obtain that for every 6 € [s, ),

X" b
G20 & o) _,
2s,r(0)

Note that the term involving § above is well defined as long as § is small enough.
Thus, combining this with the boundedness of o*(co*)~! and (Z&5]), we apply the
dominated convergence theorem to get

lim E|M;_5(X5%) — M3 (X0

6—0t

— T ' 1 * *\—1 5 X5\ s, XET *
— lim IE‘ / 5 ((a (00*) L) (0, X375 Go X (9)) 1y ,g)(0)dWp

6—0t
2

_/s 95:(9) <(a*(aa*)*1) (H’X;X;’x)GfJX?I(H))*dWe

T
= lim E/
d—0t s

:O’

2
do

e (] 8 X0*
(0" (o) 0.5 (L -E )

iy, s(0
Qs,rfzg(e) s 6)() Qs,r(a)

which means that ([2.4]) holds.
Therefore, similar to Example 7], the assertions follow from Theorem [2Z3] (1) and
(2), respectively. O

We may also consider the following FBSDE with forward Gruschin type process.

Example 2.9. Let d = di +do, x = (21, 23)) and W = (WD W) be a Brownian
motion on R"+% and consider the FBSDE [228)-229), where the forward SDE
228)) is of the following form:

{Xs(l),t,x — 2D + fts dWra), s € [t,TL

2.86
X0 = 2@ 4 2 o(x A s e [t, 77, o

with o € CY(R¥; R @ R9) which might be degenerate. Assume that there exist
aell, %1 + 1) and constants ay,as > 0 such that

lo(@)| > alz|*, o)l + Vo ()| - 2] < azlz|*, 2 €R®, (2.87)
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and that (A1) and (A2) are satisfied. Then the gradient type formula [2A40) in The-
orem holds for

w®, Wi - w)
r—sSs

~ Ty (Qs}(ﬂcél) +wh —w) / ro?

r—s

My (o, v) =

(Vo 0)o™) (@) + WD - Wé”)de)

+ <Q;,% (2 + W — WD) [VUXQWO + / Tl Wi - Wé”)dwg”] :
/T a(x((]l) + We(l) — Wt(l))dWe(Q)>
provided that x((]l) £ 0 when s =t. Here v = (vV) 0v?)) e RUtd2 gpg
Qurly) = [ (00" + WS W, y e R (289

Proof. By (2.80) and (287, one can show that for any k > 1,

sup_ BIXE" < Chan,r (14 Jo* + o)
0<t<s<T

and

sup IE|v‘)(gm|k < Ck,a,ag,T (1 + |$(1)|k(a*1)) ,
0<t<s<T

which imply that the moment conditions (Z7) and ([231]) hold with ks = a and
ks = a—1, respectively. Moreover, ([232]) and ([233]) in (C1) follow easily from (2.86])
and (Z87)). Hence (C1) holds.

Now, we are to verify that (C2) holds. Let

bn(@)i= |1+ (2l = m)*)’| 7, weR, n>1,
and o, (x) := o(¢p(z)x). Then ¢,(x) =1 for any |z| < n, and

lim sup ||o(¢n(z)x) —o(z)|| =0, R>0. (2.89)

Moreover, we have Vo, (-) € C(R%;R% @ R @ R%) with

Von(x) = Vo(on(2)x) (Von(r) @ 2 + dn() Ly xa;)

= Vo(¢n(x)x)

=+ ¢n(x)1dlxd1 . (290)

Consequently, by [287]) we get

x| —n)t|x
Vol < az sup =Tl 1) gn@at | < astn+2)°,

L\ (1 (al =) 0)?)
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ie. ([Z34) holds. For any (zy)n>1 with limy,—, o0z, = z, let (Xg’t’w")se[t,ﬂ be the
solution of the system (Z28@) with o replaced by o,. Since xPmten - gDt
2 — 2@ and vxmten - g x (Db e only need to check (238 and (236 for

X 5(2)’n’t’z. By the It6 formula and the B-D-G inequality, we have

E sup ‘X(Z Nt T X§2)’t’x 2
s€t,T)

T
SC(‘.%’%Q)—x(Z)‘ —l—/t E‘

By (Z:89) and the continuity of o, we obtain that for each r € [t, T},

O,n(Xﬁl),n,t,xn) o O'(XT(,l)’t’x)

’ dr) : (2.91)

il (XD — o (X
— ngrfoo H =0 L w® Wt(l)) — (@ W — Wt(l))H
< tim_|onto® + W0 = W)~ aafd 4w - W)
+ o + W W) — o ® + W —wO)| }
=0.

Combining this with (Z9I]) and applying the dominated convergence theorem, we
conclude that

2
lim E sup ‘X "’t’I"—Xs@)’t’x =0,

n—+o0 s€(t,T)

i.e. (Z33) holds. As for ([236)), owing to (Z90) and the continuity of Vo , we derive
that for each r € [¢,T],

lim | Vo, (X{Dt0) = Va(x0)

n—-+4o00

= tin_[[9o(6,009) (Fon) @3 + 6,0,

n—-+o00

— Vo(x Dt

:X£1)7n,t75€n

=0.

Then using the It6 formula and the B-D-G inequality and applying the dominated
convergence theorem again, we deduce that

lim E sup HVX Mot n VX(Q)’t’m
n—+o0 s€(t,T)

2
< dr

n—-+o00 i

< lim ]E HVO-TL(X7§1)7n’t7mn) _ VO.(XT(I),t,m)

=0,

where the choice of the dominating function can be determined by (2.87) and (2.90]).
That is, (2Z36]) holds. Besides, it is clear that (2.37]) holds. Hence (C2) holds.
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Note that, according to [33] Lemma 3.1] and (Z87]), we obtain that for any 0 <
t<r<T,zeRM and p >0, Q. (2) defined in [ZIT) is invertible and

c
=P+ (- — O

E[|lQz, (2)|P < (2.92)

By [33, Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2}, it follows that for any 0 < ¢ < r < T and
xr = (.%'(1),1'(2)), V= (0(1)71)(2)) c Rd1+d2’

VP ib(aV, 1) = B [p(X D0, XPA5) (M), v)] b € O R H2)
with

(v(1)’ Wr(l) o Wt(1)>

r—t

(M;(x),v) =

r—t

"r—0
n (Qt;(w(”) [ (oo WD - Wf”)de)
t

"r—0
+ <Q;§ (x(l)) [U(Q) +/ r tVU(l)J(l“(l) + ”76(1) _ Wt(l))dWH(Q)] ,
t

r —

/ o(a® + Wi — Wt(l))dWG(z)> .
t

Moreover, since

Qsr(y) — Qi r(z) = Q5 1 (%) (Qur(z) — Qs (1) Qsr (1),

by the dominated convergence theorem and (Z92) we get
lim E[|Q;}(y) — Q;(x)]> = 0. (2.93)
y—x

Then we conclude that VP, ¢ € C(R?) for any ¢ € CL(R?). Hence (H2) holds.
Now, let {ei}f;f‘b be the canonical ONB of R4+, Since Q5 is independent

of F! forany 0 <t < s < r < T, it is obvious that for every e; and y € R%+d2,

(M£(y),e;) is also independent of .Z!, Consequently, it is readily checked that (2.0

holds due to the fact that M?(y) = Z?L}Ld? (MZ(y),ei)e;.
Next, we shall verify that K (t,s,r,-) satisfies ([2.5) and (239). First note that,

K2(t,5,7,) = BIM (X07) = de [(Blaz (xE), e 2| 1)
o
- Y B |El06).<P)|

i=1

ych} L (299

Along the same lines as in the proof of [33, Corollary 1.2], we have

E Mrs » €14 SC ‘ + - :
(M2 (). ex) R e [ e
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Plugging this into (Z94]), we obtain

K%(t,s,rz) < 1+E . (2.95)

r—s (120 + W —WOR + (r - )"

Consequently, it is easy to see that K (t, s, r, -) satisfies (28] with kg = 0 and C'(t, s, 1) =
\/—(1 + m) Since o € [1, d1 + 1), we can take 8 € (o — 1, d—21), which implies
that

d—1-28>-1 and (1+a—p)/2<1.

Then by (2395]), we deduce that there exists R > 0 such that

T
/ sup  K(t,s,r,x)dr
s |z—zo|<R

1
T 1 T (r — 8)71 2
< C/ dr + C’/ sup E dr
s Vr—s s |z—zo|<R (|$ + Ws( ) t(1)|2 + (’I“ — S))a

(T _ S)_1|$(1) + Ws(l) _ Wt(1)|—25 3
(]m(l) + W WP 4 (r = 5))e-

<C+C/ sup

|x—x0|<R

1
2 T
<C+C ( sup  ElzM +wl) - Wt(l)]_%) / (r — s)~UH+a=0/2q,

|t—z0|<R s

< 00,

where we have used the condition that xo 75 0 when s = ¢t. We emphasize that
here we only consider o« > (8 in the second to last inequality since the integral in the
second inequality is finite when o < 5. Hence (2.39)) holds.

Finally, we are to verify that (2.3]) holds. Owing to ([2.87)), (2.92), (Z93]) and since
Vo € O(RM,R® @ R2 @ R™), we can apply the dominated convergence theorem to
get

lim E|M; (y) — M (z)> = 0. (2.96)
Yy—x

Consequently, using the independence of {M? ()}, cpa+4, and F! and applying the
dominated convergence theorem again, we obtain

lim E[MS(X5Y) — M (XE™)> = Um E | (E[M;(21) — M (22)]?)
Y—T Yy—x

Z1X§’y722X§’x}

Indeed, for ¢(z1,20) := E|M?(21) — M?(22)|?, it suffices to prove that for every se-
quence (Ypn)n>1 with lim,,_, 4y, = z, there exists a subsequence (y,, )r>1 such that

lim IEgp(XMmc XLy = 0.

k—+o00

By (2:88)- [2R7) and the Ito formula, it is easy to see that lim,_, 4o B[ X5V — X572 =
0. Then there exists a subsequence (yy, )r>1 such that limg_, 4 o X;’y”k = X;’x, P-a.s.
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Due to the definition of M?(-) and ([Z92]), one can show that for each p > 1,

sup EpP (X X2V XY < o0
k>1

So, by the dominated convergence theorem and (290 we get the desired result. Hence

[23)) holds.

Therefore, the assertion follows from Theorem (1). O

Remark 2.3. It is not hard to extend the above result to the FBSDE with the following
general Gruschin type process:

X0 = 20 4 2 (XD dr 4 2o (X AW, s € 1T,
XO0 = 2@ 4 (XD dr 4 [ op(XE AW, s € 1T,

where by € CHR™M;RY) and by € CL(RI;R2), 01 € CL(RYI;RE @ RN 4s invertible
and o7" is bounded, o9 € C*(R%;R% @ R%) might be degenerate.

Now we apply Corollary 24 to the FBSDE with forward stochastic Hamiltonian
system. Let d = d; + dy and W be a do-dimensional Brownian motion. Consider the
FBSDE ([228)-([2.29)), where the forward SDE ([2.28]) is of the following form:

X = x—l—/ b(r, Xﬁ’x)dr—i—/ (0,0 (r)dW,.)
t t

=+ / (BXPEe p(r, XDt X Db2))dp 4 / (0,0(r)dW,.), s € [t,T],
t t

where B is a d; X dy-matrix with rank dy, b : [0, 7] x R® x R% — R% and o(r) is an
invertible dy x do-matrix which is continuous in r € [0,7]. Since B has rank d;, we
know that dy > d; and for every y(l) e R%,

B lyM .— {(2) e R% ;. By — 1 }7&@

We set
’B*ly(l)’::inf{’y@)‘ y? e B~ ya)}

Then it is easy to show that
1B~ 1” —SUP{|B yl)l D e R™ and |y(1 |<1}<oo

In addition, let L*°([0, 7], C} (R% ® R92;R%)) be the space of all a.e. bounded mea-
surable functions ¢ : [0,7] — C}H(R% @ R%;R%) such that

esssup  (|o(s,y)| + [[Ve(s, y)l]) < oc.
s€[0,T],ycR%1 @R%2

Example 2.10. Assume that b € L>([0,T],
(A2) are satisfied. Then for 0 < t < s <
Corollary holds for

CLR" @ R%2;R%)) and that (A1) and
T, the Bismut type formula (2Z43]) in

(i Gao). ) = [ (7160) (o O = w000 + Ve, PO X5)) d1Wa).
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where v = (v, v(?)) e Ré1+d2 52 ¢ B=1y(D) gnd

(0—1)2(3r —t—26) O—t)(r—0)?
Xtﬂ»(e) = (T — t)g 5 ﬁt,r(e) = W

Z0(0,52,0) = (1= x0,(8) 0 + 1, (0)Bo®, i (010 = X, (0)5) . (2.98)

L 0et,r], (297)

Proof. By our assumptions, one can show that the moment conditions (Z7]) and (Z3T])
hold with ko = 1 and k3 = 0, respectively. Furthermore, it is easy to check that (C1)
and (C2) hold.

According to [17, Theorem 2.2], the derivative formula (22]) holds with (M (x), v)
given as follows: for any z,v € Rh+® 0 <t <r <T,

(M!(x),0) / (o710) (W (08P = K, (0)0P + Yz, (500 0)D(60, X5) ) , AW, )
¢ N ) )
- /t ((Hoo (0,2, W (1t 1)), 57, 0X5)) v,y ),
where x¢,(6), ke, (0) and Et,r(v,f)@),@) are defined in (297) and (298]). Moreover,
similarly to Example 7] we obtain that VP, 1 € C(RY) for any 1 € s (RY). Hence
(H2) holds.

Notice that by a direct calculation, we have
~ * 2
| (H 0,2, W (18,7, X5, VX7 ) o]

_ | B2 oW ]2 p®))?
< Cr sup |lo Lg)||? +
Pt L B s e s

= B-112[p(D]2
+[Vb(0, )%, <|v<1>|2 F(r— 0B 4 @2 4 IB I

(r—t)?
1 2
< CB,B,U,T L+ (r—t)2 [v|”.

Consequently, we get for any x,v € ]Rd1+d2,

r _ * |2
Bl (@), o) =B [ | (Hor 0, (o)), X5, VX)) o o
t

L 2
< Cphor (7” —t+ m) o] (2.99)

Then we obtain that for any 0 <t <s<r <T and R > 0,

T T f
/ sup K(t,t,r,x)dr:/ sup  (E[M!(z)]*)2 dr

|lt—x0|<R |t—x0|<R
T dy+do 2
:/ sup 3 E[ME@),en? ] dr
s |z—z0|<R i—1

T
ECT,B,J/ (\/T—t—}— L )dr

(r—t)2
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< 00,

where {ei}fng is the canonical ONB of R4+, Hence, K (t,t,r,-) satisfies ([23)
with kg = 0 and (2.42) holds.

Finally, since x;, and k;, are deterministic and Vb is bounded, it is readily
verified that (23] (with s = ¢) holds.

Therefore, the assertion follows from Corollary [2.4] (1). O

Remark 2.4. (i) If dy = do, B = 0(r) = Ig,xq, and

b(r,z) = —Vp(aV) — Cz®?,

the forward SDE is knows as “stochastic damping Hamiltonian system” in probability
(see, e.g., [4] and [3])).

(ii) We mention that 1/(r —t)3 in (Z39) seems to be optimal, meaning that the
term EfsT f(r, 01" (M (20), v)dr in (243) might be ill-defined when t = s. For
example, let t = s and suppose that f is bounded, then by (2.99])

T
[ e ag o) b

T
1
< CB,B,J,T,f’U!/ <\/7“ — s+ 7) dr = oc.
S

(’I“—S)%

So, the Bismut type formula is thus not available in the case of t = s.

3 Applications to McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs and related
PDEs

In this section, we will apply the gradient type and Bismut type formulas to the
study of McKean-Vlasov FBSDEs. Our goal is twofold. Firstly, we want to establish
the representation formulae for the control solution Z;’g, which enables us to derive
its path regularity. Secondly, we are concerned with the gradient estimates for the
solution of a nonlocal PDE of mean-field type, which is associated with a McKean-
Vlasov FBSDE.

Let W be a d-dimensional Brownian motion, (#)icjo 7] and {F!}o<i<, <7 the
corresponding filtrations as before, and denote by ¢ C .# a sub-o-algebra independent
of W. For an initial datum (¢,¢) € [0,T] x L?(Q — R% ¢, P) we consider the following
McKean-Vlasov FBSDE: for s € [t,T],

XH =+ [T o(r, X5* Pore)dr + [ o(r, pd Pre)dW,
Vit = (XS Pye) + [y Fn Xrt Y05 208 P e e e )dr + [ Z0tdw,
(3.1)
(XLE yE 7€) denote the distributions of Xﬁ’g and (Xﬁ’g, Yrt’f, Zﬁ’f)
under P, respectively. Note that the coefficients b, o and g, f depend on the law of the
solution, and the above forward-backward system is decoupled, as the first equation
does not contain the solution (Y%, Z5¢) of the second one.
Let P(RY) be the collection of all probability measures on R? with finite second
moment. Define the 2-Wasserstein distance on P2 (R%) by

where ]ijﬁ,g and P

1
2

Wo(p,v) := inf </ |z — y[%r(dx,dy)) ,
Rd xR

me(p,v)
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where @(u,v) is the set of all probability measures on R? x R? with marginal laws p
and v. Then (P2(R%), Ws) is a Polish space. In addition, let dy be the Dirac measure
at 0 and denote by S%([t,T]; R¥) (respectively, H2([t,T];R¥)) the space of all R*-
valued and (F; V¥ )o<i<r-adapted continuous processes (respectively, predictable pro-
cesses) ¢ = (¢s)sefr,r) With E(sup,ep r |ps|?) < oo (respectively, E(ftT |ps|?ds) < o0).
Throughout this section, we will make the following assumptions on the coefficients
b,o and g, f.

(H1) b : [0,T] x R? x Po(RY) — R% and o : [0,T] x R? x Py(R?Y) — R ® R? are
continuous in time and there exists a constant L; > 0 such that

|b(r,x1,,u1) - b(T‘, $2,M2)| + ||O'(T‘,$1,,U,1) - O-(Ta 'I2nu’2)||
S L1(|IE1 - $2| —|—W2(,U,1,M2)), e [07T]a €1, T2 € Rda M1, 42 S P2(Rd)

Besides, b(r,0,dp) and o(r,0,0p) are bounded functions of r € [0, T].

(H2) g:R% x Po(RY) = R and f:[0,7] x R? x R x RY x Py(R? x R x RY) — R are
Lipschitz continuous, that is, there exists a constant Lo > 0 such that for all
r€[0,T], 21,72 € R y1, 0 € R, 21,20 € R iy, 1o € Po(RY X R x RY), pu, fi €
Po(RY),

lg(z1, ) — g2, )] < Lo(|z1 — 22| + Wa(p, i)

and

|f(ry @y, g1, 21, 1) = f (2, 2, 22, p2)| < La(|z1 =2+ y1—yel+]21 =22 [+ Wa (u, p2))-
Besides, assume that |g(0, do)| + sup,cio 77 [f(r,0,0,0,d0)| < oc.

We observe that under (H1) and (H2), the system (B has a unique solution
(XBE YEE Z68) € S2([t, T); RY) x S2([t, T); R) x H2([t, T); R?), see, for instance [20]
Theorem A.1], where b,o and f are independent of the time variable and the driven
noises are a Brownian motion and an independent Poisson random measure. Since the
proof of [20] Theorem A.1] also applies to the present case, we omit the proof here. In
order to solve a class of PDEs of mean-field type (see (3.9) below), the authors of [7]
and [20] introduce SDEs accompanying the system (B.I]) to deal with the homogeneous
and non-homogeneous case, respectively, which then allows to provide probabilistic
representations for the solution of (33 (see also [13] for the homogeneous case). In
this part, we will adopt this idea to establish the representation formulas for Z%¢
and the gradient estimates for (8] via the gradient type and Bismut type formulas
for BSDEs obtained in the last section. To formulate the accompanying SDEs, let
(XE Y, Z58) be the solution of (B.1]). Now, for any = € R?, consider the following
SDEs: for s € [t,T],

S S
xbmFe _ o +/ b(r, Xﬁ’x’Pé,th,g)dr +/ o(r, Xﬁ’x’Pé,th,g)dWr (3.2)
t " t "

and

t,:)),Pé

T
yioPe — g(xh Pyee) +/ Flr, X0Pe ylabe gbaPe p )dr
T S

(X808, 200
T t,x,lP

+ / Z AW, (3.3)
S
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Since the distribution dependence in the coefficients of (3.2)) is P xt¢; rather than that
of the solution to itself, it becomes a classical SDE. Then, it is easy to see that under
(H1) there exists a unique solution X*®*¥¢ to [F2). Similarly, under (H1) and (H2)
(B3) also has a unique solution (Yt%Fe 742Fe)  Moreover,

Xtvg — Xtvxvpé‘x:£7 Yt7£ — Yt,x,Pé’{L’=£7 Ztvg — Zt7x7pf‘x:£_ (34)

For further details, we, for instance, refer to |7, 13} 20].
Below is our first result which asserts that the control solution Zﬁ’g of the system
(B1) admits a representation formula.

Theorem 3.1. Let assumptions (H1) and (H2) hold. Assume moreover that for each
r € [0,T) and pu € Po(RY), b(r,-, 1) and o(r,-, i) are continuously differentiable with

sup (IVO(r, z, )| + Vo (r,z, p)l) < oo,
(ryz,p) €[0,T] xR x Pa (RL)

and that o is non-degenerate. Then for each s € [t,T),

Z§’5:E[ (X5 Pyre) N, / Flr, XP8 Y08 208 P e e pre )N dr‘ézt\/%}
(Vthpg) (‘S"Xvs7 ’PX;@)' (35)

In particular,

ZHE E[g(X%g,IP’th / Flr, X085 Y5 Zﬁ’g’P(x’fE vee 7o) N2 (©)dr ‘(4

tl‘Pg‘

Here fort <s<r<T,VXJ =VX and

T 1 k
N (€) = / (0 (00") ™) (0, X35 Py VX 56) aws

r—s
Proof. We first assume that g(-, u) and f(r,-, -, -, u) are also continuously differentiable
for any r € [0,7] and p € Pa(R?). For fixed (t,€), considering the coefficients
b(s, x) := b(s, x,Pyre), 0(s, @) := 0(s,2,Pyee) and g(z) := g(z, Pth) f(s,z,y,2) =
f(s,z,y, 2, P(X;,§7yst,§’zé,§)) and then applying Lemma 25 or [23] Theorem 3.1] to the

system (B.2)-(33), we see that there exists @ : [0,7] x R? — R such that Vi(r,-) is
continuous for each r € [0,7] and

Yo = a(s, X0TT9), 2077 = Vs, X0 ) (s, X0, s € [t 1), Pas.

Then in view of Example 27 we obtain that for any s € [t,T),

78" = vyt v Xt T) T e (s, X 00T

T
—F Lf](X;lx’Pg)N;—:S(x) + / f(T, X?%P,E,Y;t,a:,]?g’ Zﬁ7$7PE)N£’S($)dT‘yz
s

| S

X (VXTP 155, X000, (3.7)
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where for any t < s <r < T,

T *
NEs(z) = / - i - ((5*(5&*)*1) o, Xé’”““”ﬁ)vxg’”““”ﬁ) dW,. (3.8)
S
By the same approximation argument as in the proof of Theorem 23] (1) or [23] The-
orem 4.2, Page 1410-1411], we may extend the formula (37 to all f and g satisfying
only (H2). Therefore, letting = = ¢ in (B2)-BR) and taking into account () and
the definitions of 7, § and f , we derive ([B.5]). We stress here that based on the regular
conditional probability and the monotone class theorem, the fact that .Z! is indepen-
dent of 4 converts E[|.Z!] in B1) into E[:|.Z! v ¥] in [33). The proof is standard,
and hence, omitted here.
Finally, it is easy to see that ([3.8]) follows from (B.5]) since the process VXz’g’]P>£ =
VXL |z—¢. s € [t, T] satisfies the following SDE:

S S
VX?&]P% _ Idxd+/ Vb(?“, Xﬁ’g,PX?é)VXﬁ’g’PEdT-F/ VU(T’, Xﬁ’éPXﬁ,E)VXi’g’P{dWr,
t t

which is a slight variation of [7, Remark 4.1]. O

Remark 3.1. (i) If the coefficients b,o and g, f of FBSDE B are assumed to be
functions with no dependence on the measure and £ = x (namely, £ is deterministic),
then it is readily checked that our representation formula [B.3B]) coincides with that of
[23, Theorem 4.2]. So, our formula B3) is a generalized version of [23, Theorem
4.2].

(ii) Combining the above proof and Example 2.8, we can alternatively derive that

S " 1 * *\ — y S &P *
N} (5):/ m((a (00*)71) (9,Xgé,pxé,g)arvy(a){yzxz,gvxs5 g) dWp,

where {G7Y (0) }ocs,r) solves ZZT) for Vb and Vé replacing Vb and Vo there, respec-
tively. Besides, under conditions on o similar to Example and the assumptions

(H1) and (H2), the representation formula for Z%¢ can be extended to McKean-Viasov
FBSDE with forward Gruschin type process.

Now let V (¢, 2, Pe) := Y;tt’x’ﬂng' Notice that V'(t,z,P¢) is deterministic since Y;t,x,]P’g

is measurable both with respect to 7 and F&. By the It6 formula for distribution
dependent functionals (see, e.g., [7, Theorem 7.1] and |20, Theorem 2.1]), it is shown
in [20, Theorem 9.2] that under appropriate regularity conditions on the coefficients
of b,0,g and f, V is the solution to the following nonlocal PDE of mean-field type:

(at + Lb,a)v(t’ €z, P{) =f (xa V(t, €z, P{)a (VVO-)(t’ €z, Pf)’ P(g,v(t,g,]}"g),(VVU)(t,E,]P’g))) ’
(t,2,€) € [0,T] x RY x L2(Q — R4, F,, P),
V(T,2,P¢) = g(z,P¢), (z,P¢) € RY x Po(RY),
(3.9)
where the operator Ly, introduced in [7], is defined as follows: for any (¢,z,p) €
[0, 7] x RY x Py(RY),

1
Lb,ov(ta €T, M) = <b7 vv>(t7 €, ,U,) + §TI‘ (UU*VQV) (t7 T, ,U,)
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+ [ 0.0 0 )utc)
Rd

+ % /Rd Tr((w*)(t,y,M)V(%V(tww)(-))(y))u(dy)-
Here VV, V2V and 0,V denote the gradient, the Hessian and the Lions derivative of
V', respectively. We remark that, in contrast to the classical case, the last two terms
in the description of Ly ,V (¢, x, i1) involve the derivatives with respect to the measure
variable. Recall that the notion of this type of derivative was introduced by P.-L.
Lions in his lectures [§] at the College de France, see also [2] [7, BI]. Below we will
provide the uniform gradient estimates for PDE (3.9)).

Theorem 3.2. Let the assumptions in Theorem [31] hold and V (t,x,P¢) = th Pe be
the solution to the PDE B9l (which is assumed to exist and to be umque} Then
there exists a constant Cr, 1,1 > 0 such that

YV (2. Pe)| < Cpy 1o ( VT ) (4 Jo] + lE]l). (3.10)

VT—1

Proof. We consider the functions b, and §, f introduced in the proof of Theorem
BI With these notations in hand, we can apply Corollary 24 and (Z78)) in Example
27 to the system ([3.2)-(B3), and we obtain that for any 0 <t < s < T and v € RY,

(3.11)

where for each t <r < T,

Cl ((&*(5 1) (8, X”PE)VX”P&) AW

* *\—1 t,{L',]P)E t:BPg
) ) 0
<(0 (00™) ™) (0, X5"F P ) VXL ) aw,

6,6
Xy

) ta,Pe . L ) ) L
Since Y, ¢ is deterministic, setting s = ¢ in (BI1)) implies

VV(t, 2, B) = VY,

:E|:g(Xt:vP§ P tE)MT / f t:z:Pg Yt:vP§ Zt:vpé ]P)( téytEZtE)) ﬁ(.%')dT’ )
(3.12)

In order to obtain an upper bound for VV (¢, z,P¢), we start with the following
moment estimates of the solutions to the equations ([B.1])-(B.3]):
E | sup \XM 2+ sup ]Yst’m’Pf\z + esssup \Zﬁ’x’PﬂQ
s€t,T) s€L,T) s€t,T)

< Cryor(1+ [2])

and

E | sup [Xp82 4+ sup |V +esssup|Zp% | < Oy rar(1+ [€]1R),

s€[t,T) s€[t,T) s€[t,T)
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which can be proved in the spirit of the proof of [23] Theorem 3.3]. Then by the
Holder inequality and the Lipschitz continuity of g and f, we have

1
t,,P ta,P e
B s P bih ]| < |B o P | 1atp )l

Jun

s 7]P) 2 5
< Chaaar [E (14 X571+ 16500)° | 1ot o)1
< Cuy rair (14 fal + €)M (@)1 (3.13)

and

Mﬁ(m)dr

T
t,:B,Pé t,{L',]P)E t,{L',]P)E
‘E/ f(ra XT‘ ) YT‘ 3 ZT’ 7]P)(X,€’€ YTME Z;f’f))
t b b

T

P P P

< Cupaa® [ [ (141X ) 207 S 1S+ 2541
t
x (M ()] | dr
T

< Cupaar(+Jal + ) [ 1ME@)adr (3.14)

t
Note that due to 279]) (with s = ¢) in Example 27 we can get for t <r < T,

C
1M (@) < — 222

V=t

Therefore, substituting this into (BI3)-(BI4) and going back to relation [BI2), we
get the desired assertion. O

Remark 3.2. (i) In [13, Remark 5.6 and Theorem 5.8], by developing integration
by parts formulas for McKean-Viasov SDEs with uniformly elliptic coefficients, the
authors proved the existence of a classical solution to the homogeneous PDE (B3.9)
(namely, f =0 in @) with a class of non-differentiable terminal conditions g (in-
cluding, for instance, g(z,p) = [ (x,y)u(dy), where ¢ : R4 x RY — R is continuous
with polynomial growth, more interesting examples can be found in [13, Example 5.4]),
and obtained a gradient bound of the form C(T —t)~Y2(1 + |z| + ||€||2)? with positive
constants C' and q, which essentially coincides with our estimate [BIQ). Therefore,
the result stated in Theorem [T can be regarded as a generalization of that in [13].

(i) One can provide an alternative version of the previous estimate, whose proof
follows the same lines as the one of Theorem [32. Owing to [2Z83) (with s = t) in
Ezxample 2.8, we have fort <r <T,

1
M (x)]]2 < Cry 7 (1 + —) .

1 — e—clr—t)

Then, we obtain

IVV(t,z,Pe)| < CLy 1,7 < L+ |x] + [[€][2).

T
L),
\/1 — e—c(T—-1) t /1 = e—clr—t)
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In particular, as T tends to t, we have

T
L o),
V1—e @0 Ji /1—eer—n Tt
which means that this type of gradient estimate has the same order as the right-hand
side of [BIQ) when T goes to t.
(i1i) For PDEs (39 associated with a McKean-Viasov FBSDE with forward Gr-
uschin type process, it follows from (Z93)) (with s =t) in Example that

o Cr.1 1
M)l < L <1+ (|x<1>|2+<7~_t>>%> |

Then, we have

IVV(t,2,P¢)| < CLy 11

T —1t (|$(1)|2—|—(T—t))2
T
+/ ! 1+ ! dr
t Vr—t (JaW2 + (r — 1))
provided that ™) £ 0.

(iv) For PDEs [B.9) associated with a McKean-Viasov FBSDE with forward stochas-
tic Hamiltonian system, in light of (299) in Ezample there will appear

T T 1
/ 1M () [2dr < CB,,;,U,T/ (w —t+ 5 | dr = cc.
t t

(r—t)2

(1 + [z] + [€]l2),

Nl

So, we cannot be sure that the left-hand side is finite and thus cannot directly adopt
the above arguments to obtain an efficient estimate in this setting.

4 Appendix: proofs of auxiliary lemmas

4.1 Proof of Lemma

Proof. We split the proof into three steps.

Step 1: Claim: u(t,-) is continuously differentiable for everyt € [0, T] and satisfies
@44). Let (t,x) € [0,T] x R? be fixed. Owing to (A1), (A2) and the moment
conditions ([Z7) and (23] in (C1), the following equations have a unique solution
(stmv Z§7m)se[t,T} and (v}/;t,x7 vZg,x)se[t,T]:

T T
vie =g+ [ et [ zimaw, (4.1)

T T
VYT = Vg(X7T) VX" + / Vf(r,0L")VOL dr — / VZEE AW, (4.2)

Moreover, as in the proof of [23, Theorem 3.1, Page 1398-1399], one can show that

for any v € R%,
2 T
o
t
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Yt,x-l—sv o Yt,at 2
A dr | =0.

t,x+ev t,x
Zy — 7y
s T
— V,Yh* -.r 7T

lim E | sup e Y

e—0t s€[t,T)

€ €



That is, u(t, ) is differentiable along the direction v and Vyu(t,z) = V,Y;"".
Next, we focus on proving that VYf" is continuous. To the end, applying the Ito
formula to (£I]) and using (A1)-(A2), we first obtain

T
i -y [z -zt Par
S
T
= 9(X7¥) = g(X7")* + 2 / (F(r,©0Y) = f(r,©07), Y, = Y5 )dr
S
T
—2 [yt v (2 - ziaw)
S
T
< KHX - Xy 42Ky [ (010 - 00 [V - vieldr
S

T
1 / (Y Y (209~ Z60)aw,)
S

By the Holder inequality, the Gronwall inequality and the B-D-G inequality, we de-
duce that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

T
E( sup [V - VP2 4 / |zt — Ztv 27
s€t,T) t

T
<C <E|X;y — X272 + E/ | Xty — Xt | dr) :
t

Observe that from (Z31) (with k1 = 2) and [232) of (C1), it follows that for each
relt,T],

2

ly—z| ly—=|
E|XMY — X2 =E /O Vo XPrH0vag| < |y — af /O E|V, X"+ 2d6

2
<C 1+ (al +1y - 2] Iy - o,

(4.3)
where v := ==, Then we have
ly—=|
T
limE [ sup |Y2¥ — Y27 —|—/ |Zby — Z82|2dr | = 0. (4.4)
y—z se[t, T t

Similarly, applying the It6 formula to ([@2]) and using (A1)-(A2) again, we get

T
VY — vy 4 / IV 20y — v 20| Pdr
S
— V(XL VXL — V(XL VXL |2

T
T 2/ (Vf(r,0)VeLy — Vf(r,0L")VOL" VY, — VY,") dr
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T
_ 2/ <VYTM/ _ VYTMJ’ (Vzﬁy _ VZ;E’JC) dWT>
S
<2K[VXPY — VXZ°|” + 20|Vg(X7¥) — Vg(X)I - VX7

T
9K, / IVOLY — VO - [VY Y — VY |ldr
T S
o / IV £(r, ©Y) — V(. 0L)|| - [VOL|| - [ VY ¥ — VY1 dr

+ 2 .

T
/ (VYPY — VY (VZEHY =N Z07) dW,)

Then, with the help of the Holder, Gronwall and B-D-G inequalities again, we derive
that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

T
E( sup VY — vV + / IV ZbY — V20| Pdr
s€L,T) t

< c[Euvx;y - VXFI 4+ E (I Vg(XFY) - V(X - IVXEE|2)
T
+ IE/ VXL — VXE7|dr
¢
g 2 2
HE/ IV£(r,00) =V f(r, 0:)]* - [[VOr~] d?“]- (4.5)
¢
By (231) and 2.33) of (C1), the dominated convergence theorem implies
T
lim [EHVX;?/ ~ VXS IP+E / VXY — VXﬁ’xHer} =0. (4.6)
y—x ¢
In view of (3] and ([@4]), we obtain that as y goes to x, Xfp’y and OLY converge

to Xfp’x and ©Y" in measures dP and dr @ dP, respectively. Then, since Vg(-) and
Vf(r,-,-,-) are continuous, we have

1 tyy t,x 2:
P-lim [Vg(X7") — Vo(Xz)|" =0

and
dr @ dP- lim ||V f(r,©,¥) — V f(r,0:7)]* = 0.
y—x

Consequently, due to the fact that Vg and V f are bounded, we can apply the domi-
nated convergence theorem to get

: t, t,x t,x
tim |5 (I990X) - Valxi)lP - [V )
T
+8 [ IVSr 60 - Vi 0| - 76 ar] ~o
t
Plugging this and (£ into (@3], we obtain

T
lm E | sup [|[VYSY — VY52 + / |VZHY —VZE|2dr | =0,  (4.7)
y—e se[t, T ¢
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which implies the continuity of VY;"". We therefore conclude that Vu(t,-) is contin-
uous and Vu(t,z) = VY.

Note that VY}t’x is deterministic. Then letting s = ¢ and taking expectation in
@) vield €.

Step 2: Claim: ([245]) holds. Applying the It6 formula to ([L2]), we have

T T
VY + / V20| 2dr 4 2 / (VY V25 AW,)

S

T
— Vg VXE P+ 2 [ (940, 00) V0%, VY dr

T
< KEVAY? + 28 [ 90 [9Y|ar

s

where we have used the assumptions (A1) and (A2). Then it follows from the Holder,
Gronwall and B-D-G inequalities that

T
E ( sup VY|P + [ HVZﬁ””HQdT)
t

selt,T)
. T
< Crar (EHVXT*”HZ -/ Envxﬁku?dr>
t

for some constant C'k, , 7 > 0. Combining this with Vu(t,z) = VYtt’w and recalling
that VYf’x is deterministic, we obtain that there exists some constant ¢g; > 0 such
that

I

1 T
IVt )l < Cor | (EIVXEIR) + ([ 19Xt )
t

< CK17K2J€3,T(1 + ‘x’q1)7 WIS Rda

where the last inequality is due to [Z31]) (with k1 = 2 and ¢; = k3) of (C1). This
yields the desired assertion.

Step 3: Claim: Y&* = u(s, X0") and Z0" = Vu(s, Xi")o(s, Xt"),ds @ dP-a.e.
For z,, and (Xg’t’x",VX?’t’m")se[nT] as in (C2), let (V"0 Zg’t’x")se[t,ﬂ be the so-
lution of the following equation:

T T
}/;nvt7$n _ g(X;7t7$n) +/ f(7"7 @:},tﬂ&n)dr _/ Z:f’t’x”dWT,
S

S

where @5 .= (XWbtn ybn zbTny CGQince g(-) and f(r,-,-,-) are continuously

differentiable, we arrive at
T T

Vst’t’m" — Vg(X;,t7$n)VX;,t7$n + / Vf(ﬁ @?,t,mn)vef,t,mndr _ / VZf’t’x"dWr.
S S

Using (Z338) and (Z38) of (C2) and following the same arguments as for ([4]) and
(&7), we have

T
lim E ( sup |Y/ubon —yhe)? 4 /t | Zptn — Zf,’x\|2dr> =0 (4.8)

n—+4o0 s€(t,T)
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and

n—-4o00 Se[t,T]

T
lim E ( sup ||[VY/ubin — vy he|? 4 / |V Zrtn — VZﬁ’tzdr) =0. (4.9
t
We now set wuy,(t, z,) := Y;"tx" According to [36, Theorem 3.1 and Remeark 3.3],
we obtain that u, € C%1([0,7] x R%R!) and
Y =y, (s, X0, Z00 = Vg, (s, X0 o (s, X0, s € [t,T). (4.10)

Then by (£8]), (£9) and Step 1, we have that for any ¢ € [0,77],

i un(tan) = lim Y =Y =t ) (4.11)
and
Jim V(o) = lim VY = VY = Yt x). (4.12)

Observe that from (Z35) of (C2), there exists a subsequence of X"**" which we still
denote by Xsn’t’m", such that

lim X0 = Xb* 0 ds @ dP-a.e.,

)
n—-+o0o s

and moreover from (Z37) of (C2), it follows that

lim o,(s, X™) = o(s, X5%), ds ® dP-a.e.

n——+0o00
Consequently, by (£II]) and (£I2) we derive that ds ® dP-a.e.,

ngrq{loo un(s’ X;7/7t,l'n) = U(S, X;,a:)

and

lim VYV, (s, X»")a, (s, XW0) = Vu(s, X5)o (s, X0).

n—-+o0o

Note that by (4.8) and selecting a subsequence if necessary, we obtain that for each
s € [t,T)], limy_y oo Yo' = Y& P-as. and lim,_, o0 Z0°0"" = Z5%, ds @ dP-
a.e. Hence, because of (LI, it is easy to see that the desired relations hold. This
completes the proof. O

4.2 Proof of Lemma

Proof. Note that for each 0 <t < s < r < T, W([s,r]) is independent of .Z! and
X" e Z!. Then by [@73)), we have for any 1) € %,(R%),

E [y (Xp") M (X7)| 7]

:E[qﬁ(Xf’m) / H,, (9,X§¢,W([s,r]),Xg’Xﬁ’x,vxgvy > dwg(ﬁ;]

y=Xs
——th> 9‘J§:|
Yy s

T xT
=F [w(Xf’X? )/ Hg, <6,X§’$,W([s,r]),Xg’X? VXY
S
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= |z (vexe) [ sl g v xgmam )|
= [E W MEW)] |,y

Observe that all equalities above still hold true for |M?(X4™)| replacing M$(X5™).
Hence (Z6) holds for each ¢ € %,(R?) P-a.s.

Let us now investigate the function K(t,s,r,-). According to [273) and 274,
we obtain

K2(t,s,r,2) = B| M2 (X5
2
=K

s x
/ H,, (9,X§v$,W([s,r]),Xg’X5’ VXY th) AWy
s =

T
S y:X?x

r
t, 7
< 3Cq217(I2,TE/ (Kg(t,s,r,m) + ‘Xex‘qu + HVX;y
s

2
de

H,, (e, X0V ([s,]), XL%, VXS

__ vt
—As

2q2
do

T
< Cyi,go,ko ks, T <IE/ Kg(t, s,ryx)dd + 1+ |x|2q1k2 +E ‘X§7m|2q2k3>
S
T
< thq%k%k&T (E/ ng(t, s,ryx)dd + 1+ ‘x’2q1k2 + ’1“2(]2]63]?2) . (4.13)
S

Here, we have used the moment conditions (2.7]) and (Z31]) in the last two inequalities.
Due to the assumption that the term E fsr Kg(t, s,r,+)df is of polynomial growth, so
is K(t,s,r,+). Finally, it is easily seen that (239) follows from (@I3]) and (275,
which completes the proof. [
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