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1 Introduction

In this paper we show a general result of existence and uniqueness of Backward
Stochastic Differential Equation (BSDE) with quadratic growth driven by continuous
martingale. Backward stochastic differential equations have been introduced by Bismut
[1] for the linear case as equations of the adjoint process in the stochastic maximum prin-
ciple. A nonlinear BSDE (with Bellman generator) was first considered by Chitashvili [4].
He derived the semimartingale BSDE (or SBE), which can be considered as a stochastic
version of the Bellman equation for a stochastic control problem, and proved the existence
and uniqueness of a solution. The theory of BSDEs driven by the Brownian motion was
developed by Pardoux and Peng [22] for more general generators. The results of Pardoux
and Peng were generalized by Kobylansky [11], Lepeltier and San Martin [12] for genera-
tors with quadratic growth. In the work of Hu at all [§] BMO-martingales were used for
BSDE with quadratic generators in Brownian setting and in [15], [16], [I7], [18], [19], [21]
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for BSDEs driven by martingales. By Chitashvili [4], Buckdahn [3],and El Karoui and
Huang [7] the well posedness of BSDE with generators satisfying Lipschitz type conditions
was established. Here we suggest new approach including an existence and uniqueness of
the solution of general BSDE with quadratic growth. In the earlier papers [15], [16], [17],
[18], [19] we studied, as well as Bobrovnytska and Schweizer [2], the particular cases of
BSDE with quadratic nonlinearities related to the primal and dual problems of Mathe-
matical Finance. In these works the solutions were represented as a value function of the
corresponding optimization problems.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give some basic definitions and
facts used in what follows. In Section 3 we show the solvability of the system of BSDEs
for sufficiently small initial condition and further prove the solvability of one dimensional
BSDE for arbitrary bounded initial data. At the end of Section 4 we prove the comparison
theorem, which generalizes the results of Mania and Schweizer [14], and apply this results
to the uniqueness of the solution.

2 Some basic definitions and assumptions

Let (Q, F,F = (F})i>0, P) be filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions.
We assume that all local martingales with respect to F are continuous. Here the time

horizon T' < oo is a stopping time and F = Fp. Let us consider Backward Stochastic
Differential Equation (BSDE) of the form

dY, = —f(t,Ys, 07 Z)d K, — d{N).g: + Z; dM; + AN, (2.1)
Yy =¢ (2.2)

We suppose that
o (Mt > 0) is an R"-valued continuous martingale with cross-variations matrix

(M), = ((M*, M7))1<i j<n,

e (K;,t > 0)isa continuous, adapted, increasing process, such that (M), = fot 050 d K
for some predictable, non degenerate n X n matrix o,

e ¢ is F—measurable an R%valued random variable,

o f:Ox Rt x R x R4 — R is a stochastic process, such that for any (y,z2) €
R x R™ the process f(-,-, v, 2) is predictable,

o g: QO x Rt — R s a predictable process.

The notation R™*¢ here denotes the space of n x d-matrix C' with Euclidian norm |C| =
\/tr(CC*). For some stochastic process X; and sopping times 7, v, such that 7 > v we
denote X, . = X; — X,,. For all unexplained notations concerning the martingale theory
used below we refer [9], [5] and [13]. About BMO-martingales see [6] or [10].

A solution of the BSDE is a triple (Y, Z, N) of stochastic processes, such that (2.1),
[22) is satisfied and



e Y is an adapted R%valued continuous process,
e 7 is an R™%-valued predictable process,

e N is an R%valued continuous martingale, orthogonal to the basic martingale M.

One says that (f,g,€) is a generator of BSDE (2.1]),([2.2]).
We introduce the following spaces

o (R ={X:Q — R Fr — measurable, || X||o = esssup| X (w)| < oo},
Q

o S¥(RY) ={p: Qx R* — R4, continuous, adapted, ||¢||o = esssup|p(t,w)| < oo},
[[0,77]

H*(R™ o) = {p: Qx RT — R™9  predictable,
lell7 = e?[SSlﬁp E([f] ot PdK | F) = e?[s s%pE(tr<¢ - M)yr|F) < oo}, (2.3)
0,7 0,7

e BMO(Q) = {N, R?—valued Q —martingale || N||, = esssupE® (tr(N),r|F;) < oo}
([0,77]

We also use the notation |r|s for the norm || fOT r2d K| so-
The norm of the triple is defined as

1Y, Z, N)|* = [IY11? + [1Z][7 + |IN][2.

Throughout the paper we use the condition
A) There exist a constant 6 and predictable processes

a: QxR = RL T:QxR" = Lin(R™,RY), r:Qx R" = R,

such that the following conditions fOTT’SdKS, fOT r?dK, € L™, T(c7') € H2, || <
e, |g:| < 0% and

|f(ty1, 21) = f(t Y2, 22) — au(yr — ya) — Ti(z1 — 22)] (2.4)
< (relyr — 2| + 01210 — 22) (re(lyr| + [yal) + 0([21] + [22])).

are satisfied.
Sometimes we use the more restrictive conditions

B1) [ |f(t,0,0)|dK, + |gi| < 62 for all t € [0, T,
B2) [fy(t,y,2)| < e, |[2(ty, 2)| < e+ 02| for all (4,y, 2),

BB) ‘fyy(tayazﬂ < Tt27 ‘fyz(tayaz” < Ory, \fzz(t,y,z)| < 6? for all (tvyvz)'



Remark 1. Condition A) follow from conditions B1)-B3), since using notations dy =
Y1 — Ya, 02 = 21 — 2o for oy = f,(¢,0,0), I'; = £.(£,0,0) by the mean value theorem we
have
‘f(tv Y1, Zl) - f(tv Y2, Z2) - O‘téy - Ft((sz)‘

= |fy(t,vyr + (L = v)ya, vz1 + (1 — v)22)d0y — f,(£,0,0)dy|
+f.(t, vy + (1 — v)ye, vz + (1 — v)22)(02) — f.(¢,0,0)(02)],

for some v € [0, 1]. Using again mean value theorem we obtain that
|f(tyr,21) = [ (Yo, 22) — audy — T'y(62)]
< (gn + (1= D)yl mas o 6y, 2] + v + (1= v)za| maae ety 2)) 1oy
vy + (L= v)ye| max|fy.(ty, 2)| + vz + (1 = v)z| max| fo.(t,y, 2)[)]02]

< [ (lyal + 1) + 012l + [22D]I0y] + [ref (1] + lyal) + 0% (2] + [ 22])][02]
= (rel oyl + 010z[) (re(lya] + [y2]) + 0(]z1] + [22]).

Remark 2. If d = 1 the operator I'; is given by an n—dimensional vector 7, such that
I'y(z) = 7/z. Thus inequality in A) can be rewritten as

|f(tay1a Zl) - f(tay2>22) - O‘téy - 7:52|

< (refoyl + 0102]) (re(lya| + [g2]) + 6(|21] + |22]))-

The main statement of the paper is the following
Theorem 1. Let £ € L™, d = 1 and conditions B1)-B3) are satisfied. Then there
exists a unique triple (Y, Z, N), where Y € S, Z € H?, N € BMO, that satisfies equation

&.I),@2).

3 Existence of the solution

First we prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution for a sufficiently small
initial data.

Proposition 1. Let f and g satisfy condition A) with = 0 and 7, = 0. Then for £
with the norm [[¢||o < 5335, 6 = 8max(|r[3 ., %) there exists a unique solution (Y, Z, N)
of BSDE

Yp=¢,
with the norm ||(Y, Z, N)|| < R, where R is a constant satisfying the inequality 4/|¢||%, +
FRY < B2, namely R = 2/2][¢]|.
Moreover if [|¢]|oo + || J5 1f(s,0,0)|dK||o is small enough then BSDE (1) admits a

unique solution.



Proof. We define the mapping (Y, Z, N) = F(y, z,n), n is orthogonal to M,
(y,z2- M +n) € S x BMO(P) by the relation

d}/;/ = (f(tv 07 O) - f(tv Yt, O-;ﬁkzt)>th + d<n>tgt + Z:th + dNt?
Yy —¢. (3.2)

Using the Ito formula for |Y;|? we obtain that

T
Y2 = Je2 + 2 / VE(F (5150007 2) — £(5.0,0))dEK,

T T ' T T
12 / Y*d(n).gs — / 62 d(M)o 7, — tr(N)r — / Y25 dM, — / Y*dN..
t t t t

If we take the conditional expectation and use (2.3]) and the elementary inequality 2ab <
10 + 4b* we get

T
1
|V, [? +E(/ (03 Z, A, + tr{N)r | Fo) < IE]1° + 711V 115
t

T T
B / (5290007 2) — £(5,0,0)[dK, + / (geldtr(n) | F). (3.3)

Thus using condition A), identities

t t ¢
tr(z- M), = tr/ 2Xd(M)szs :/ tr(zlos0%zs)d K :/ ot 2| Pd K, (3.4)
0 0 0
and explicit inequalities

1
5(\\Yl|§o +[|1Z - M+ N|J5,,) <max(|[Y][%,|Z - M+ N|[3,,)
T
< esssup[|Y1t|2 + E(/ |<7:Z8|2dK8 + tr(N)r|Ft)]
[[0,71] t

we obtain from (3.3)

1 1
JIVIE + 512 M+ NI, < 1€l

T
+4ess supEz(/ |f(s,ys,0525) — f(s,0,0)|dK; + 92tr<n>tT|ft)
([0, 77] t

< J|¢]1” + 166?;)%1}pE2(/T r2y2d K, + 0*tr{z - M + n)ep| Fy)
, t
< €]+ 16]7 5,00l [y] |5 + 166% 2 - M+ 1[50
Therefore
Y115 +11Z - M+ N3y < 4l1€]7
647|300 [y][5 + 646%|2 - M + 1[5
< A€+ B2([lyl15 + [z - M +n|[0)%
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where 3 = 8 max(|r|3 ., 6?). We can pick R such that
4l[¢ll* + B°R* < B?

if and only if |[{]|e < ﬁ. For instance R = 2v/2||€||o satisfies this quadratic inequality.
Therefore the ball

Br={(Y,Z-M+N) € S®xBMO, NLM, [|[Y|*+||Z M+ N|J?, <R’}

is such that F'(Bgr) C Bg.
Similarly for (y?, 27 - M +n) € Bg, j = 1,2 using the notations dy = y' — 4%, dz =
2t — 22, 6n = n' —n? we can show that

10V ||, 4+ ||6Z - M + 6N||?

BMO

T
< tesssupE( [ [f(s.uka12h) — fls. 02,022 K,
[[0,77) t

T
+/ |gs|dvar(tr(on, nt + n?))s|F)
t

T
< 8esssupE(/ (r2|0ys|® + 0%|0r62,|*dK,) | Fr)
[[0,7]] t

B[ a0+ 162D+ 8052 + b2 221 )
+02E(tr(0n) | Fo) E(tr(n' 4+ n?)r|F,)
Again using the equalities (3.4]) we can pass to the norm. Thus
I8V [|2 + |62 - M + 6N||?

BMO
< 8(Irl3 ol 10y 113 + 0[102 - M[5,0)
X (713,00 (19156 + ly2112) + 0 (ll2" - MIJE + |2 - M][7)

1261801 2o (1o + 1n211200)2).
Since [|21 - M|, |22+ M|| < B, |In']l, In?]] < R we get

||5YH20 + H(SZ M + 5NH§M()
< 1288°R2(|[0yl 1%, + 1102 - MI|3,,) + 462 R?[|on] |5, (3.5)
< 1288°R2(||0yl 1%, + (102 - M + dnl[3,,)-

Now we can take R = 2v/2||¢]|o < ﬁ. This means that [|{||. < ﬁ and F is

contraction on Bg. By contraction principle the mapping F' admits a unique fixed point,
which is the solution of (B.). O
From now we suppose that d = 1.
Lemma 1. Let condition A) is satisfied. Then the generator (f,g,¢&), where

F(t,5,7) = eooste(f(t, e ho e g e o™ 2) — £(1,0,0)) — ey — 7%,
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t
Gi=e hoodeg and €= elo kg,

satisfies condition A) with o = 0, 4 =0, 7 = rell Jo Tdeus, and 0 = fell Jo redKsllso
Moreover, (Y, Z, N) is a solution of BSDE (8.1) if and only if

t
(3_/;, Z, Nt) = (efo adesY;, elo OldeSZt,/ elo O‘“dK“st)
0

is a solution w.r.t. measure dP = Er((yo~') - M)dP of BSDE
dY, = —f(t,Y;,0; Z;)dK; — d{N )G, + Z;dM; + dN,, (3.6)
Yr =¢,

where M; = M, — ((yo=Y) - M, M),.

Proof. Condition A) for ( f ,€) is satisfied since by (2.4)
|f(ta gl? 21) - .f(t7 ’gQa 22)|

< efo @15 (] + 0102]) (re(|5| + [51) + 6121 ] + |221)
< (7log] + 0102)) (Fe(|7n] + 17:2]) + 0(121] + |22])-

On the other hand using the Ito formula we have

dy, = efot adedet + atefot adesYtth
= elo @M (f(1,0,0) = f(t, Y3, 07 Z))dK, + elo o d(N),g,
_‘_efot adesZt*th + efot adestt + C]{t}_/;th

Taking into account that

el U (£(£,0,0) — f(t, Y, 07 Z)) + Vs
_f(t }/;‘/7 O-;(Zt> - ’YtU;Zta
elo UK q(NY g, = d(N),e~ o @-Ke g, — d(NY,g

and
Z M — / tUtthKt Z M — / tat OtUtthKt

=7 -M~— /%at Ziv=2-M—{(y-0c7")-M,Z-M)=272-M

we obtain B o B B - B
dY;f = _f(tv Y;‘/v J:Zt)th - d<N>tgt + thMt + dNt
Here M is a local martingale w.r.t. P by Girsanov theorem.
Corollary 1. Let f and g satisfy condition A) and ||£]]o < 356 exp(—2|| fOT Tsd K| o0)-

Then there exist the solution of (3.I)) with the norm ||Y|% +||Z - M + NEmo@) < =



Proof. Obviously that

T
V12 + 112 - M+ Niyo) < (11712 + 12 - 4 + NEyo ) exp(@] / i, )

T T
< 8[I¢l15 eXp(2||/ rsdKl|oo) < 8[1€]1% eXp(4||/ 7sds|]oo)-
0 0

From ||€][o < 335 exp(=2|| [ 7:dK.]|s) follows that 8]|¢][o exp(4]| [y medK,|loe) < iz
Hence we get |[Y]|2 + || Z - M—I—N||BMO(P < ﬁ.

Corollary 2. Let generator (f, g, ) satisfies conditions B1)-B3) and (Y}, Z;, N;) be a
solution of (8.I)). Then BSDE

dY, = (f(t,Ys,007,) — f(L, Y, + fft, a:Zt + o—;Zt))th (3.7)
Yr=¢

satisfy condition A) with —f(t, y,2) = f(t, Y, Uth)—f(t, y+Y,, z+af2t), ar = f(t, Y, U:Zt),
Yo = f.(t,Y;,0:Z;) and the new probability measure Er(2g- N)dP. Moreover (3.7) admits
a unique solution (V;, Z;, Ny) if [|€]|oe < 535 exp(—2|| [, redK||oc).

Proof. Using a change of measure the equation (3.7]) reduces to equation of type (B.1]).
By previous corollary we obtain the existence and uniqueness of the BSDE.

Lemma 2. Let conditions B1)- B3) be satisfied and random variables € and € be such

that maz(]|€|e, ||€]lc) < % e~ 2y 73Kl Then there exist solutions of BSDEs B7)
and

dY; = (f(t,0,0) — f(t,Y;, 07 Z,))dK, — d(N)g + Z;dM, + dNy, (3.8)
Yr=¢§
and the triple (Y, Z, N) = (Y + Y, Z+Z, N+ N) satisfies BSDE
dY; = (f(£,0,0) — f(t, Yy, 0" Z))dEK; — d(N)sgs + ZFdM, + dN,,
Yr=¢(+¢&

Proof. Similarly to the Remark from Section 1 we can show that for flty, z) =
f(t, Y, 02— f(t,y+ Y, 0024072, ap = f,(t, Y2, 07 2,), v = fo(t, Vi, 07 Z,) the estimate

if(tv Y1, Zl) - Ja(tay2722) — o0y — ’Y:&i

< (reloyl + 0102]) (relya] + [y2]) + 021 + |22]).

holds.
Now by Lemma 1 and Corollary 2 of Lemma 1 we obtain the solvability of both
equations (3.8),(3.71). O

Proposition 2. Let f and g satisfy condition B1)-B3) and & € L*°. Then BSDE
(1) admits a solution (Y, Z - M + N) € S x BMO.
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Pmof An arbitrary £ € L°(R) can be represented as sum & = > " & with [|§]]e <
326 exp(—2|| J, 7sdK||o). Denote by (Y7, Z7, N7), j = 1,...,m the solution of

AYy = (f&, Y2 4+ .+ Y7 o (20 + .+ Z)7)

—ftYL 4+ Y7 0F (20 + ...+ Z)))dE, (3.9)
—d((N?); + 2(NI, N° + ... + NI\ g, + Z]*dM, + dN},
vp=¢

V=0, 2°=0 N’ =0.
By Corollary 1 we get

. ) ) ) 1
2 2
V1% 12 307 4 N o < 57

where dP7 = Ep( [, fo(s, Y + .Y ol(Z2 + ...+ ZI71))o 'dM,)dP, and M7 = M —
(Y04 L+ Y7 oM (Z0+ L+ 277 ))o - M M),

Using Lemma 2 we get the existence of a solution for BSDE

dﬁ = (f(tv 07 O) - f(tv }7;‘/7 O-Z(Zt))th - d<N>tgt + Zt*th + dNt7
Yr=¢.

Since fOT t,0,0)dK; is bounded we can apply the above argument with f replaced by
flt,y,2) = f(t,y — fo s,0,0)dKs, z) to get the existence of solution

t
dY, = (f(t,0,0) — f(t,Y; — / f(5,0,0)dK, 07 Z;))dK; — d(N)ig: + Z; dM; + d Ny,
0
B T
=+ [/ o000k
0

Obviously Y; = fo s,0,0)dK; is a solution of BSDE (2.1]),(2.2]).

4 A comparison theorem for BSDEs

Let us consider BSDE (2.1),([2.2) in the case d = 1.

Lemma 3. Let £ € L, and assume that there are positive constants C(f),C(g),
increasing function A : Rt — R™, bounded on all bounded subsets and a predictable
process k € H?(R, 1) such that

[t y,2)] < KEA(yl) + C(f)2, (4.1)
l9(t)] < C(g)- (4.2)



Then the martingale part of any bounded solution of (2.1)),(2.2) belongs to the space
BMO(P).
Proof. Let Y be a solution of (2.1)),(2.2]) and there is a constant C' > 0 such that

Y:| < C as forall ¢

Applying the It6 formula for exp{5Yr} — exp{SY,;} and using the boundary condition
Y7 = £ we have

T T
%2 / eﬁYsz;d<M>sZs+%2 / PV d(N),
T T
-8 / PV f(s,Y,, Z)dK, — B / e g(s)d(N), (4.3)

T T
+53 / ™ ZXdM, + / e AN, = % — M < PO

where [ is a constant yet to be determined.
If Z-M and N are square integrable martingales taking conditional expectations in

([#3) we obtain
2
N
2

T T
geﬁc+5E(/ ™| f(s,Ys, Zy)|dK,| Fy) +5E(/ oPYs

T

T
(/TT M Z1A\M) 2| F) + %QE (/T e d(N)|F)

g(s)|d(N)s|Fr)

Now if we use the estimates (4.1]),([£2]) we get

T
= Lz ZE) + B [ )

T T

T
<O 4 ﬁ)\(C)E(/ M k2K | Fy)

T

80N E( / o 9(3)|d(N).|F)

T

T
U:ZS|2dKS|FT) +6E(/ oPYs

T
< e+ BAC)E( / " k2dK| )

T

+BC(f)E(/ M\ Z3d(M)Z, P |Fy) +C(9)BE(/ " d(N),|FY).

Conditions (d1]) and (4.2)) imply that

(5~ pos( [ zaan.ziE)

2
+5 = po)E( [ amr) < (4.4

T
< e’ + BAC)E( / "V k2dK|F).

T
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Taking 3 = 4C, where C' = maz(C(f),C(g)), from (#4) we have

2

4C [E(/T e ZXd(M) Z,|F;) +E(/T65Y5d<N>S\FT)] <

< O (4ONCO) ||k +1).
Since Y > —(C', from the latter inequality we finally obtain the estimate

8CC 4_ 1
< CCHONC) [l + 1 5)
4C

for any stopping time 7, hence Z - M, N € BMO.
For general Z - M and N we stop at 7, and derive (4.5) with T replaced 7,,. Letting
n — oo then completes the proof. o O
Further we use some notations. Let (Y,Z7),(Y,Z) be two pairs of processes and
(f,9,6), (f,3,€) two triples of generators. Then we denote:

Sf=f—1f. 6g=9—3. 0&=E¢—¢
0,1V, Vo 22) = ofy 1) = {20 T2
Y, -V
forall j=1,..,n, @f(t,ﬁ,Zt,Z) =0,f(1t)
F@Y, 2, 27 2 2 ) — f(4 Y, 2, 2 20 7
7z - 7
V() = (Ouf(t), ... Ouf(t))"

)

Thus we have
f(tv Y;‘/v Zt) o f(tv }7;‘/7 Zt) = ayf(t)dy;f + vf(t)*(SZt (46)

Theorem 2. Let Y and Y be the bounded solutions of SBE (21 with generators
(f,9,6) and (f, g, &) respectively, satisfying the conditions of Lemma 3. .

€ > € (as), f(t.9.2) > flt.9,2) (F-ae), gt) > 3(t) (1™-ae) and f (or )
satisfies the following Lipschitz condition:

L1) for any Y,Y, Z N

Yy, Z;) — Y, Z
.f(t7 ty t) fv(ta ty t) c SOO,
i - Y

L2) for any Z, Z € H? and any bounded process Y

(0002) ' f(t, Yy, Zy, Z,) € HY(R", o),

then Y; > Y, a.s. for all t € [0,T7.
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__ Proof. Taking the difference of the equations ([2.1]), (2.2) with generators (f, g,£) and
(f,3,&) respectively, we have
Vi-Yi=Y-Y

—Alﬂanim—f@iZZMﬂﬂ

_/0 [f(Says, Zs) - f(sai}sa Zs)]sz - /0 [g(S) - Q(S)]d<N>s

- / F(s)d((N)s — (M) + / (Z, — Z,)dM, + N, - K. (4.7)

Let us define the measure @) by d@Q = Er(A)dP, where

A= / V£ (s)"(0u0) 1AM, + / 3(s)d(N, + V).

By Lemma 3 Z, Z € H? and N, N are BMO- martingales. Therefore Condition L1), L2)
and ([L2) imply that A € BMO and hence @ is a probability measure equivalent to P.
Denote by A the martingale part of 6Y =Y — Y, i.e.,

A=(Z—-Z)-M+N—N.

Therefore, by Girsanov’s Theorem and by (4.6]) the process

Wit [@6)9Y: + VS8 )ar,
0

+/0 5f(s,YS,Zs)sz+/0 69(s)d(N)s

=5n+1/7@f@wn+ﬁf@i;ZQMK;
+ /0 Vf(s)* (0507) (M) 0 Z, + /0 dg(s)d{N)s
_ /0 F(s)d((N), — (N),) + /0 (Z, — Z,)dM, + N; — N,
— A — (A, A),,

is a local martingale under (). Moreover, since by Lemma 3 N € BMO, Proposition 11
of [6] implies that B B
Re— (A, A) € BMO(Q).

Thus, using the martingale property and the boundary conditions Y = &, Yy = E we have

Y, Y=

12



= (e M (6 - )

T — o ~ ~
+ / el Wl (f(5,Y,, Z,) — f(s,Ys, Z))AI | Fy)
t

1 E9( / el 0K (g (5) — §(s))A(N)| ),

which implies that Y; > Y; a.s. for all t € [0, 7). O
Corollary. Let condition A) be satisfied. Then if the solution of (Z1I),([22) exists it
is unique.
The proof of Theorem 1 follows now from the last corollary and Proposition 2.
Remark. Condition L1),L.2) is satisfied if there is constant C' > 0 such that

and tr(owof)™' < C forall y, 5 € R, 2,2 € R* t € [0,T]. Conditions L1),L2) are also
fulfilled if f(t,y, z) satisfies the global Lipschitz condition and M € BMO.
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