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A STABILITY APPROACH FOR SOLVING MULTIDIMENSIONAL
QUADRATIC BSDES

June 29, 2016

Jonathan Harter,' Adrien Richou’

Abstract

We establish an existence and uniqueness result for a class of multidimensional quadratic backward stochastic
differential equations (BSDE). This class is characterized by constraints on some uniform a priori estimate on so-
lutions of a sequence of approximated BSDEs. We also present effective examples of applications. Our approach
relies on the strategy developed by Briand and Elie in [Stochastic Process. Appl. 123 2921-2939] concerning
scalar quadratic BSDEs. This manuscript is only a working paper.

1 INTRODUCTION

Backward Stochastic Differential Equations Backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) have been
first introduced in a linear version by Bismut [Bis73], but since the early nineties and the seminal work of Pardoux
and Peng [PP90], there has been an increasing interest for these equations due to their wide range of applications
in stochastic control, in finance or in the theory of partial differential equations. Let us recall that, solving a BSDE
consists in finding an adapted pair of processes (¥,Z), where Y is a R“-valued continuous process and Z is a
Rk _valued progressively measurable process, satisfying the equation

T T
Yz:§+/ f(s,Ys,Zs)dsf/ ZdWs, 0<t<T, a.s. (1.1)
t t

where W is a k-dimensional Brownian motion with filtration .%, & is a .#r-measurable random variable called
the terminal condition, and f is a (possibly random) function called the generator. Since the seminal paper of
Pardoux and Peng [PP90] that gives an existence and uniqueness result for BSDEs with a Lipschitz generator, a
huge amount of paper deal with extensions and applications. In particular, the class of BSDE, with generators of
quadratic growth with respect to the variable z, has received a lot of attention in recent years. Concerning the scalar
case, i.e. d = 1, existence and uniqueness of solutions for quadratic BSDEs has been first proved by Kobylanski in
[Kob00]. Since then, many authors worked on this question: when the terminal condition is bounded, we refer to
[Kob00, Tev08, BE13] and [BHO6, BEK13, DHR11].

In this paper we will focus on existence and uniqueness results for quadratic BSDEs in the multidimensional
setting, i.e. d > 1. Let us remark that, in addition to his intrinsic mathematical interest, this question is im-
portant due to many applications of such equations. We can mention e.g. following applications: nonzero-sum
risk-sensitive stochastic differential games in [EKHO03, HT16], financial market equilibrium problems for several
interacting agents in [ET15, FDR11, Frel4, BLDR15], financial price-impact models in [KP16, KP16], principal
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agent contracting problems with competitive interacting agents in [EP16], stochastic equilibria problems in incom-
plete financial markets [KXZ15, XZ16] or existence of martingales on curved spaces with a prescribed terminal
condition [Dar95].

Let us note that moving from the scalar framework to the multidimensional one is quite challenging since tools
used when d = 1, like monotone convergence or Girsanov transform, can no longer be used when d > 1. Moreover,
Frei and dos Reis provide in [FDR11] an example of multidimensional quadratic BSDE with a bounded terminal
condition and a very simple generator such that there is no solution to the equation. This informative counterex-
ample show that it is hopeless to try to obtain a direct generalization of the Kobylanski existence and uniqueness
theorem in the multidimensional framework or a direct extension of the Pardoux and Peng existence and unique-
ness theorem for locally-Lipschitz generators. Nevertheless, we can find in the literature several papers that deal
with special cases of multidimensional quadratic BSDEs. We give now a really brief summary of all these papers,
up to our knowledge.

First of all, a quite general result was obtain by Tevzadze in [Tev08], when the bounded terminal condition is
small enough, by using a fixed-point argument and the theory of BMO martingales. Some generalizations with
somewhat more general terminal conditions are considered in [Frel4, KP16]. In [CN15], Cheridito and Nam treat
some quadratic BSDEs with very specific generators. Before these papers, Darling was already able to construct a
martingale on a manifold with a prescribed terminal condition by solving a multidimensional quadratic BSDE (see
[Dar95]). Its proof relies on a stability result obtained by coupling arguments. Recently, the so-called quadratic
diagonal case has been considered by Hu and Tang in [HT 16]. To be more precise, they assume that the nth line of
the generator has only a quadratic growth with respect to the nth line of Z. This type of assumption allows authors
to use Girsanov transforms. Some little bit more general assumptions are treated by Jamneshan, Kupper and Luo
in [JKL14] (see also [LT15]). Finally, in the very recent paper [XZ16], Xing and Zitkovi¢ obtained a general result
in a Markovian setting with weak regularity assumptions on the generator and the terminal condition. Instead of
assuming some specific hypotheses on the generator, they suppose the existence of a so called Liapounov function
which allows to obtain a uniform a priori estimate on some sequence (Y",Z") of approximations of (¥,Z). Their
approach relies on analytic methods. We refer to this paper for references on analytic and PDE methods for solving
systems of quadratic semilinear parabolic PDEs.

Our approach Our approach for solving multidimensional quadratic BSDEs relies on the theory of BMO mar-
tingales and stability results as in [BE13]. To get more into the details about our strategy, let us recall the sketch of
the proof used by Briand and Elie in [BE13]. The generator f is assumed to be locally Lipschitz and, to simplify,
we assume that it depends only on z. First of all, they consider the following approximated BSDE

T T
=gt [ M@ [ ZMaw, 0<i<T, as.
t t

where p is a projection on the centered Euclidean ball of radius M. This new BSDE has a Lipschitz generator,
so existence and uniqueness of (Y™, Z™) is obvious. Now, if we assume that & is Malliavin differentiable with a
bounded Malliavin derivative, they show that Z¥ is bounded uniformly with respect to M. Thus, (Y™, Z) = (v,Z)
for M large enough. Importantly, the uniform bound on Z¥ is obtain thanks to a uniform (with respect to M) a
priori estimate on the BMO norm of the martingale / ZMaw;. Subsequently, they extend their existence and

0
uniqueness result for a general bounded terminal condition: & is approximated by a sequence ("), of bounded

terminal conditions with bounded Malliavin derivatives and they consider (Y",Z") the solution of the following
BSDE

T T
yr—gny / f(Z;’)dsf/ Z'dW,, 0<1<T, as..
Jt t
By using a stability result for quadratic BSDEs, they show that (Y",Z") is a Cauchy sequence that converges to
the solution of the initial BSDE (1.1). Once again, the stability result used by Briand and Elie relies on a uniform
(with respect to n) a priori estimate on the BMO norm of the martingale / Z"dW;.

Jo
The aim of this paper is to adapt this approach in our multidimensional setting. In the first approximation step,
we are able to show that ZM is bounded uniformly with respect to M if we have a small enough uniform (with

respect to M) a priori estimate on the BMO norm of the martingale / ZM dW;. But, contrarily to the scalar case,
Jo

it is not possible to show that we have an a priori estimate on the BMO norm of the martingale / ZM aw, under
0

general quadratic assumptions on the generator (let us recall the counterexample provides by Frei and dos Reis in



[FDR11]). So, this a priori estimate on the BMO norm of the martingale / ™M dW; becomes in our paper an a priori
0

assumption and this assumption has to be verified on a case-by-case basis according to the BSDE structure. In the
second approximation step, we are facing the same issue: we are able to show the existence and uniqueness of a
solution to (1.1) by using a stability result if we have a small enough uniform (with respect to n) a priori estimate

on the BMO norm of the martingale / Z"dW;, and this a priori estimate becomes, once again, an assumption that

has to be verified on a case-by-case basis according to the BSDE structure. Let us emphasize that the estimate on
the boundedness of Z¥ and the stability result used in the second step come from an adaptation of results obtained
by Delbaen and Tang in [DT08].

To show the interest of these theoretical results, we have to find now some frameworks for which we are able

to obtain estimates on the BMO norm of martingales / ' ™ dW; and / ' Z"dW;. This is the purpose of Section 4
0 0

where results of [Tev08, Dar95] are revisited. Let us note that one interest of our strategy comes from the fact
that we obtain these estimates by very simple calculations that allows to easily get new results: for example, we
are able to extend the result of Tevzadze when the generator satisfies a kind of monotone assumption with respect
to y. Moreover, we can remark that obtaining such estimates is strongly related to finding a so-called Liapounov
function in [XZ 16]. Result on the boundedness of Z is also interesting in itself since it allows to consider the initial
quadratic BSDE (1.1) as a simple Lipschitz one which gives access to numerous results on Lipschitz BSDEs:
numerical approximation schemes, differentiability, stability, and so on.

Structure of the paper In the rest of the introduction, we introduce notations, the framework and general as-
sumptions. Section 2 contains some general results about SDEs and linear BSDEs adapted from [DT08]. Section
3 is devoted to our main results: stability properties, existence and uniqueness theorems for multidimensional
quadratic BSDEs. Finally, some applications of previous theoretical results are treated in Section 4.

§ 1.1.  Notations.

o LetT > 0. (Q, Z, (%)IG[O,T],P) will be a complete probability space and .%; is a Brownian filtration satisfying
the usual conditions. In particular every cadlag process has a continuous version. Every Brownian motion will
be considered relatively to this filtered probability space. A k-dimensional Brownian motion W = (W’) I<ick 18

a process with values in R¥ and with independent Brownian components. Almost every process will be defined
on a finite horizon [0, T], either we will precise it explicitly. The stochastic integral of an adapted process H
will be denoted by H x W, and the Euclidean quadratic variation by (.,.). The Dolean-Dade exponential of a
continuous real local martingale M is denoted by

E(M) = exp (M _ %(M,M>) .

o Linear notions — For every d, k, we denote by (E;;)1<i<a,1<j<k the canonical basis of .#z(R). On each R?, the
scalar product will be simply denoted by a dot, including the canonical scalar product on .#(R):

M.N = .Z - MiN;.

ForA € .4y (R), A©P) will be the column p € {1,....k} of A, and A" the line I € {1,...,d}. If Be Z(R¥** RY),
the space of all linear maps from R?*¥ to RY, we can see B as a matrix of size (dk) x d and we write for

pe{l,... .k}, B,(:’p’:) the d x d matrix formed by the columns indexed by (1, p), (2, p), ..., (d, p) of B, in the basis
(Ell,...,Elp, v By 21y E2p, s Eogey ooy Egic)-

If A and B are two processes with values in .z (R) and R¥, the quadratic variation (A, B) is the R? vector

(£

in order that the integration by part formula d (AB) = dA.B+A.dB+d (A, B) be in force. We can also define the

d

i=1



covariation of two (A, B) € 4y (R) X s (R) by
d d.d
<Z <Ail,Blj>> .

Functional spaces — In a general way, Euclidean norms will be denoted by |.| while relatively to @ and 7 by ||.||.
For a .% -adapted continuous process Y with values in R? and 1 < p < o0, let us define

1/p
¥l =E( supT|Ys|P) . ¥l =esssup sup [Ki.

0<s< 0<s<T
For Z, a random variable with values in Rd, we define
12l = E(1ZI)"".
A continuous martingale M with values in R? is in .77 (R), or only .#’? when it is not necessary to specify the
state space, if \/(M,M)r € LP. And we define the .27 norm by

1/
M) e0 = E (v1,0)5) " <o

A martingale M = (M;)o<s<r is said to be BMO (bounded in mean oscillation) if there exists a constant C > 0
such that for every stopping time 0 < 7 < T

E((Mr —M;)*|.7;) < C* ass.

The best constant C is called the BMO norm of M, denoted by ||M||z,0- In particular, the local martingale
ZxW = / ' ZydW; is BMO if there exists a constant C > 0 such that
Jo

T
V1, E(/ 1Z,2ds
JT

For more details about BMO martingales, we can refer to [Kaz94]. For k > 1, €;°(R) is the set of all €~
functions with values in R defined on Rk, which have bounded derivatives.

Inequalities — BDG inequalities claim that ||.|| ,, and ||.|| ., are equivalent on martingale spaces with two
universal constants denoted C;,, C,. It means that for all continuous local martingales M vanishing at 0,

g‘}) <C?as.

M| p < Cp M| 50

and
M

o0 SC, M| 1 -

We can choose universal constants valid for every dimension. In [MR16], Marinelli and Rockner consider the
most general case; martingale with values in a separable Hilbert space. In particular, the upper constant C’
(Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 3.1) defined below is valid for all dimensions:

<pf])g<p“}U>2 if p>2,

P )4, = if p <2,

4 if p=2.

The first two cases are shown in [MR16], and the third one is the constant obtained in the scalar case which still
valid in the general case. In the following every BDG inequality should be understood with this choice of C'.
The Doob maximal inequality claims that for every R?-valued martingale M and p > 1,

p
Mllzrr < 2= 1Ml



And for p = oo,
M| e < [[Mr]] 1 -

1 1
If p €]1,00[, we will denote by p* the conjugated exponent of p, they are linked by - + — = 1. We say that

a process L = (L;)o<i<r With values in RY satisfies a reverse Holder inequality for some 1nteger 1< p<ooif
there exists some constant K, such that for every stopping time 0 < 7 < T a.s,

E(|Lr|"|.72) < Kp Lo’ a.s
The energy inequality (see [Kaz94]) tells us that for every BMO process Z and every integer n > 1, we have
E((ZxW)}) n'||Z*W|\BM0 (1.2)
A conditional version of this inequality is the following: for all 7 € [0, 7],
E((ZxW)7 — (Z+W))'|72) < nl | Z4W o

Consequently,

BMO C <ﬂ %ﬂ!’).

p>1

We recall also the so-called Fefferman inequality: for X € 7 Vand Y € BMO,

B( [ oen,)) <ix)

This inequality yields the following technical lemma (see [BB88] and [DT08]) for more details.

o 1Y lgao -

LEMMA — 1.1 Let m > 1. We consider X an adapted process and M a local martingale.
(@) IfX € " and M € BMO then X M € 5" and

1X % M| s < V21X | om [M | g0
(i) IfX € ™ and M € BMO then (X,M), € L" and
100 M) < V2 X [ M | ag0 -

To conclude this paragraph, let us show a technical proposition that will be useful in this paper.

PROPOSITION — 1.1 Let us consider m > 1 and a sequence of uniformly bounded in BMO local martingales

(Z"xW),cn- We denote K = sup ||Z" x W || gy < o and assume that Z" xW converge in €™ to a martingale
neN
ZxW. Then ZxW is BMO too and satisfies the same inequality || ZxW || g0 < K.

Proof. Let us define by .# the measure d.# = dP ® dx. Firstly we show that convergence in 52" implies the
convergence for the measure ./ .
Indeed, if m > 2, the Jensen inequality gives us

T
E (/ |z" —ZS|2ds) <|ZM kW = ZxW |
Jo
and thus we get the convergence in measure, since for all € > 0, we have

1
M(Z"—Z| > €) < HZ”*W—Z*WHZ%Q <3 |Z" %W — Z+W |2 pm -

Moreover, if m < 2, we get

1 T T] m/2 m/2
JO




For both cases, we get convergence in measure for .#. Hence there exists a subsequence (71),cn such that
ng |2 2
|2 " — |Z|° M — as.
k—yo0
The Fatou lemma gives us, for all stopping time 7,
T T 2

/ |Zs|“ds < liminf/ |Z*|"ds  aus,

Jt k—seo Jr
and then the conditional version for the second inequality gives us

T )
E</ |Zs|" ds
JT

Finally we conclude that ZxW is BMO with || ZxW||g1,0 < K. o

T
y‘r) gE(liminf/ |Z7%|* ds
k—yoo JT

T
ga) < liminfE < / |2 |* ds
k—yo0 T

ﬂ7> <K as.

Sliceability — For a process X and a stopping time T we denote by *X the process started at time 7, that is
X = X — XJ¥ where X)7 is the process stopped at 7. For two stopping times T < & a.s, we denote by *X1° the
process started at 7 and stopped at o

erc _ (Tx)JO'-

Associativity property of the stochastic integral gives us
TH*W)® =HxWI°.

Between T and o, the started stopped process is simply a translation of the stopped process: for all u such that
T<u<oas,
X1 = X, — X;.

This process is thus constant after o and vanishes before 7. Let us suppose that X is a BMO martingale. We say
that X is e-sliceable if there exists some subsequence 0 =Ty < 77 < ... < Ty =T a.s of stopping times such that

T (X)JTnH <e.

X
BMO

The set of all e-sliceable processes will be denoted by BMO¢. In [Sch96], Schachermayer proved that

N BMO, = 7=,
>0

Moreover, BMO norm of a stopped started stochastic integral process *Z x wle

sition

is given by the following propo-

91:/),

where I 5 = {1’ stopping time : 1< 17 <o as!.
, pping

PROPOSITION — 1.2

(o2
TZ*WJGH =esssup sup E(/ |Z,|* ds
BMO o

eI o

A proof of this proposition is given in the appendix part.
Malliavin calculus — We denote by

P ={f((g1 *W)r,....(gn*xW)r): f € 6, (R"),g; adapted ,n > 1},

the set of all Wiener functions. For F' € &7, the Malliavin derivative of F is a progressively measurable process
DF € L*([0,T] x Q,%([0,T]) ® Z,dx® dP) defined by

DF =Y (g1 %Wt (80 Wt )gi(0).
i=1

In particular D ((h*W)r) = h for all adapted process h. We define such a kind of Sobolev norm on &7 with the



following formula
5 5 1/2
1Fl o= [E(1FP) +E (IDFIE )|
—12

We can prove that D is closable, consequently it is possible to extend the definition of D to D'? = 27
Besides, D2 is dense in LZ(Q). For considerations on Malliavin calculus we can refer to [Nua06]. Let us cite
also a useful result: all Lipschitz functionals of random variables in D'?(RY) are in D!'*(R?) (see [Nua06],
Proposition 1.2.4).

PROPOSITION — 1.3 Let @ : RY — R. We assume that there exists a constant K such that for all x,y € RY,

lp(x) — o) < Klx—y.

Let (F',...,F) avector in D'(RY)NL*(Q). Then ¢(F) € D'"?(RY) and there exists a vector (G',...,G%) such
that

d
Do(F)=Y G'DF', |G|<K.
i=1

1

§ 1.2. Framework and first assumptions. In this paper we consider the following quadratic BSDE on RY:

T T
N=g+ [ foxzyas- [ zaw, o<i<T, (13)
t t

where f is a random function Q x [0, T] x R? x R¥”* — RY called the generator of the BSDE such that for all
(y,z) € R x R* and 1 € [0,7), (f(t,y, 2))o<i<r 18 progressively measurable, (¥,Z) is a process with values in

R? x RY*k and € € I? (ﬁr,Rd).

DEFINITION — 1.1 A solution of BSDE (1.3) is a process (Y,Z) € .7 (R?) x 72 (RY*¥) satisfying usual integra-
bility conditions and solving initial BSDE:

(i) /OT (|f(s,Ys,zs)|2+|Zs|2) ds < oo a.s,

T T
(i) =&+ / f(s,Ys,Zs)ds—/ ZdW,, 0<t<T, as.
Jt t
Locally Lipschitz assumptions on f are assumed.

2 2
(H) For all (y,y',z,7) € (Rd) X (Rka) , we suppose that there exists (K, Ly, Kz, L;) € (RT)* such
that P— asforalls € [0,T):
£ (2,3,2) = f(1.5,2)| < (Ky +Lyle*) [y =,
[F(t,3,2) = f(1.3,2)] < (Ko + Le(le] +12]) e = 2.

Let us also introduce a localisation of f defined by f(t,y,z) = f(t,y,pu(z)) where p™ : RP>* — R¥* satisfies
the following properties :

e pM is the identity on Bpaxk (0, M),
e the projection on Bgaxi (0,M + 1) outside Byaxi(0,M +1) ,
e pMisa € function with [Vp™ (z)| < 1.

Thus f™ is a globally Lipschitz function with constants depending on M. Indeed we have for all (t,y,y,2,7) €
2
[0,7] x (RY)? (Rdxk) :

|f (6,3.0M () = f (.50 @) |+ |f (.5, pM () = £ (1.5, pM(2)) |
(Ky +Ly|pM(Z)|2) ’y _y/’ + (Kz +L, (|PM(Z)| + |pM(Z,)|)) ‘Z_Z/’
(Ky+Ly(M +1)%) [y = + (K +-2Le (M + 1)) [o = 2.

|fM(tayaZ) 7fM(t7yl7Z,)|

N ININ



According to the classical Pardoux-Peng result in [PP90], there exists a unique solution (¥ M zM yeS 2(Rd) X
A1 (RP¥) of the localized BSDE

T T
YIM:,§+/ fM(sYMZM)ds—/ ZMaw,, 0<i<T. (1.4)
t t

TS s

2 GENERALITIES ABOUT SDES AND LINEAR BSDES
§2.1. Representation of the solution in the linear case. We investigate here the following linear BSDE
T T
Ul:C—i—/ (AsUs—l—BsVs—i—fs)ds—/ VedW,, 0<tr<T, 2.1)
Jt Jt

where ¢ € L2(Z7,R%), f € L*(Q x [0,T]) and A,B, f are three bounded processes with values in .2 (R? R?),
A (Rd xk Re ) and R?. For the linear case we have an explicit formulation of the solution. Let us begin to recall

the classical scalar formula which comes from the Girsanov Theorem.

REMARK — 2.1 (ONE-DIMENSIONAL CASE (d = 1)) It is well-known that the solution of (2.1) is given by the
formula

T
U, :E(S,'STC+/ S, fids
t

t 1 13 1 t
S; =exp </ BydW, — 5/ |Bs|2d8+/ Asds> =& (B*xW),exp (/ Axds) .
0 0 0 0

In particular, the case A = 0 a.s is an easy consequence of the Girsanov theorem: U becomes an expectation with
respect to an other probability measure.

%),O<t<T,

where

To extend this last formula in the general case we define a process S as the unique strong solution of
k . .
ds; = Y BT AW + SiAdr,  So = Iyxa.
p=1

The case B = 0 a.s is treated in [DT08], we deduce easily the following generalization.

PROPOSITION — 2.1 (FORMULA FOR U)

(i) The process S is invertible for all t € [0,T) and S is the solution of

k L2 k P
ds; ! = [(Z (B —A,> di — Z]B,(""")dW,”] St So! =laxa
=

p=1

(ii) The BSDE (2.1) has a unique solution (U,V) in %> (Rd) x A (Rka), and U is given by:

T
U; :E(S,'ST§+/ S!S, fids
J1

y,) : (2.2)

Proof. Existence and uniqueness of a solution (U,V) in .#?(R?) x 2#?(R%*¥) is guaranteed by the Pardoux and
Peng result in [PP90]. The solution (U, V) satisfies

T k k T
U=+ / (ASUS +Y BUPIvEr) 4 f) ds— Y [ v awy.
t p=1

p=1"1



The It6 formula gives the invertibility of S and the formula for S ~! on the one hand. On the other hand:
k . . .
d(SU) = —Sfidi+ Y (S,Bl(-ﬁp,.)Ut N S,v,("f’)) aw’,
p=1
and thus we get, forall t € [0,7T],

r T & (e plond) )
SU =S¢+ [ Sifids— [ Y (58P0 5w ) aw.
t t p=1

T
By taking the conditional expectation S;U; = E (STC + / Ssfsds
t

%) . Adaptability and invertibility of S give

the result. ©

§ 2.2. A result about SDEs. We consider a SDE on R%*4 of the form
t k ot
X, =X +/ F(s,X;)ds+ Y / GP (5, X;)dW? (2.3)
0 = Jo
p=1

where F : Q x [0,7] x R¥*? — R¥? and for all p € {1,...,k}, G” : Q x [0,T] x R¥*? — R¥? are progressively
measurable functions. We start by recalling a result of Delbaen and Tang (see [DTO8], Theorem 2.1.) about
existence and uniqueness of a solution to the equation (2.3), under BMO assumptions.

PROPOSITION — 2.2 Let m > 1. We suppose that there are two non-negative adapted processes o and 3 such that
(i) (Regularity) F(t,0) =0, G(t,0) = 0 and for all (x;,x3,t) € (RY)? x [0, T],

|F(t,x1) —F(t,x2)| < & |x; — x| a.s,
a 2 2
Z P(t,x1) — GP(t,x2)|* < B2 |x1 — x2|* as.

(ii) (Sliceability) /oW, B *W are BMO and respectively €, & sliceable with the condition
2mel +V2&,C), < 1.
Then there exists a solution X € .#™(R?) to the equation (2.3) and a constant Ky ¢, ¢, such that

||X||ym < Kingy e HXOHLm :

A proof can be found in the appendix for reader convenience. From this last proposition we can deduce the
following corollary (see [DTO08], Corollary 2.1)

COROLLARY — 2.1 Let m > 1. We suppose that there are two non-negative adapted processes o and B such that
(i) (Regularity) F(t,0) =0, G(t,0) = 0 and for all (x;,x3,t) € (R))? x [0,T],

|F(t,x1) = F(t,x2)| < o |x1 — x2] a.s,
£ 2 2 2
Z P(t,x1) —GP(t,x0)|” < B |x1 —x2|” aus.

(ii) (Sliceability) /oW, B *W are BMO and respectively €, & sliceable with the condition

2mel +v26C), < 1.



Fort € [0,T), let X" the unique solution defined on [t,T) of the SDE (2.3) such that X" = I,. Then X"! is in
S '"(Rd) and satisfies for a constant K,, depending only on C,,, m, k and €, ,&:

m,€1,& "

E < sup | X1 |™

t<s<T

»)<x
In particular, if X is an invertible solution to the equation (2.3), we get the reverse Holder inequality

m,€,& "

E( sup ‘XI’IXS‘m

t<s<T

5)<m

Proof. We can use Proposition 2.2. For all t € [0, 7] and all event A € .%;,

x4 x 1]

S ([t,T]) g Km781382 ||Id X II-A”Lm .

We get, for all 7 € [0, 77,
E( sup \X;Jd X ]1A]m) <Ky e o E(ITAl"),

1<s<T
and we have
E ( sup [X{%|" x M) S Ky e B(La).

t1<s<T

Definition of conditional expectation gives the result. o

§ 2.3.  Estimates for the first component of the solution to (2.1) . We come back to the linear BSDE (2.1),
and we will be able to deduce .¥?-estimations for U with g large enough, including g = .

PROPOSITION — 2.3 Let m > 1. We assume that B and A are adapted, bounded in absolute value respectively by
two real processes B and o such that: \/oxW, BxW are BMO and respectively €, & sliceable with the condition

2mel +v26C), < 1.

Then
(i) If e L™ and f € ., then U € .7%(R?) and

Ul 5= < Kmere (1S +T 1 f1] ) »

(i) Let us assume thatm > 1. If § € L™, \/|f|*W € BMO, then U € . and

2
101 < 00 Ko (16105 + VW] )
. m T d
(iii) Let us assume that m > 1. For all ¢ > m* = T if Ca/ Ifs] ds | € LI X L9, then U € 4(R") and
m— 0

q)
L4

. g q a/m* . T
010 <2 Kl (5 ) (1608 [ 15105

q/m*
In the following we will denote simply gy m.e, e, = 2‘171](,‘,7,761 & <L*> .
ME, 2\ g—m

Proof. By using Proposition 2.1, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality applied to (2.2) gives us, for all 7 € [0,T]:

5).

T
|Uz|<E(\S,lST\|CH3§)+E(/[ 15715, 1 ds

10



with
ds, = Z S,BUPIAWP 4 S,Adr,  So = Lyva
If S satisfies a reverse Holder inequality, we will be able to bound the right member. And S is the solution of a

SDE on R* for which we can use Corollary 2.1 with, for all 1 < p < k and (x,y) € (RdXd)z, GP(s,x) = xBﬁz’p’:),
F(s,y) = yA. Let us note that ‘B(:””:)’ < |B| forall p € {1,...,k}. Thus there exists a constant K,,, ¢, ¢, such that:

E(sup S, S\ ) K e e

1<s<T

o If £ € L™ and f € ¥, with the Holder inequality we have
1/m
n g )

o Letus consider m > 1, and assume that { € L, /| f|*W is BMO. Then with the Holder and energy inequalities

T m* l/m*
U] <Kingy.e, 15 ]l + Kimey . E [filds ) |
t

< Ko (1l [VIW], )

o Let us consider m > 1 and ¢ > m*. We get, for all t € [0,T],

" <||5||Lwl<m,s.,82+|f||wa(<T—t> sup |57,

t1<s<T
Ky ISl =+ T fl =) -

T

U7 <297 <E(‘5r15T’ |C|!%)"+E(/ RaIVALE

m n /
7)" (|¢| 7)""

+24° 1E( sup [8;718]" |7 E< / |fs|ds

1<s<T
q/ * T
+E |fs|ds

7))

a/m*
e%>

m* q/m*
(%>

%) are two martingales with terminal values,

gzq*IE(}S;

<2q71K2781,82 (|C|m

The processes M; = E(|C|m* ‘%) and N; = E((/ |fs|ds)

*

respectively, [§|" and ( / | £s ds) . Hence the Doob maximal inequality gives us, if ¢ > m*,
0

£ sup ) = < (— " e = (—)" e
p 1M apmt S q—m Mg =\ 4= La>

0<t<T m*
i q a/m* || T q
E< sup |N;|9/™ > < ( *) ’/ |fs|ds
0<t<T q—m 0

14
So we obtain the announced result

. g q q/m* . T
N R (R T

and

q)
L4

11



COROLLARY — 2.2 (AFFINE UPPER BOUND) Let m > 1. Let us consider A and B adapted, bounded in absolute
value respectively by two real processes o and B of the form

o =K+Lot, PBy=K +L%,
with (K,L,K' L") € (RT)*, o7, 2 two positive real processes such that \/ < xW, BxW are BMO with the condition

1

2
LH\/,Q% WH L |\ B*W| 0 C. < =
L |VT W LB W oG < &

We have the following estimates, with constants K., g, depending only on m,q,K,,K;,Ly,,L, and the BMO
o *W , || B*W :
VW[ B W o

(i) If e L™ and f € ., then U € .7%(R?) and

norms

Ul 5= < K (1S ]l + T 1] =)

(ii) Let us assume thatm > 1. If £ € L™, \/|f|*W € BMO, then U € ¥ and
2
101 < 0k (181 + [V

m

T
— zf<§/ £l ds> € LY x L9, thenU € .7 (RY) and
- 0

q)
L4

(iii) Let us assume that m > 1. For all ¢ > m* =

m*

| q q/m” T
o, <2k (L) (et | [ 11as

q/m*
In the following we will denote simply Ji/q?m (q —qm*) .

Proof. We obtain easily estimates about BMO-norms of v/axW and B+« W, since for every stopping time 0 < T <

T:
E( /T ' B2ds 5&})

<2 ((K’)2T+ (L')’E ( /T ! HBds

T
E</ o,ds
JT

By taking essential supremum in the set of all stopping times, we get

T
3&}) - E< / (K +L'B,)ds
JT

).

IV@xWlswo < VKT + VLIV «Wllawo, 1B*Wlsuo < V2 (KT +L|1%5Wllawo)

T
yr) <KT+LE</ ayds
T

and it follows that /ot x W, B x W are BMO.
Let us show that /oW and B xW are respectively €] and &, sliceable with 2m812 + \/EezCﬁn < 1. We consider
the following uniform sequence of stopping times

T .
Tj:.lﬁa JG{OvaN}v

and a parameter 17 > 0. The Young inequality gives the following estimation: for all i € {0,...,N},

Tty ) INT  p T,
E/ plas|F ) <2|K* (14 o) 5L (1+n)E/ Bds| 71 )|
iy iy

12



and

T;

T 5 1/2
= E ds|. 7
o =0 2 (E( [ 7))

T 1 Tin1
<V2 (esssup sup (K'ZN <1+5> +L'2(1+n)E</ " PBrds
T

TeT"

Tiv
E(/ o,ds
T

KT Titi

).

Proposition 1.2 yields

T Wil

#)")

Taking n = , we get

1

VN
T 1

17 (B * W) 1| garo < V2 <K’\/;\/ 1+VN+L |1+ i |,%’*W|BMO> , (2.4)

and

[T
||Tn( /a*W)JTnJr] llBmo < KN—’—\/ZHV(Q{*WH . 2.5)
BMO

By taking N large enough, we get 2me; + \/EEZC;,, < 1 since the following upper bound holds true

2 li /
2mL“\/ﬂ*W“BMO+2L 1B %W || gpgo Clo < 1.

REMARK — 2.2 In the inequalities (2.4) and (2.5), we used that HT'}%’*WJT"*‘ 0 < | B+ W|lgyo and
Ty o %Wt B0 < H\/JZ{*W MO We can easily obtain a more general result by replacing the following

asumption: o, B are two positive real processes such that vV of * W, B xW are BMO with the condition

2 li /
szH\/,QmWHBMOHL 1B+ W || gar0Cl < 1,

by the new one: <f, % are two positive real processes such that \/ of xW,BxW are in BUOg, and BMOg, with
the condition
2mLe? + 2L e,Cl, < 1.

REMARK — 2.3 We have not mentioned the dependance of the constants with respect to H\/,Qf *W o and
BM

|2 W | gpo in the notations, since in the following, under our assumptions it will be not. But we will precise
it explicitly when it is important.

3 STABILITY, EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS RESULTS FOR GENERAL
MULTIDIMENSIONAL QUADRATIC BSDES

The 6Z control step is treated as in [BE13] by Briand and Elie. The 8Y control step should be changed for the
multidimensional case: this step requires a BMO control assumption and the previous results concerning linear
BSDE:s.

§ 3.1.  Stability result. With a linearization tool we can prove a stability lemma for the BSDE (1.3). Let us
consider two solutions of (1.3) in RY x R¥, (v!, Z!),(v?,Z?), with terminal conditions &' and &2 and generators

13



respectively f and f>. We assume that f, f> satisfies the usual conditions (H).
T T
y!=¢&! +/ fi (s,Ys',ZX')ds—/ Zidw,, 0<t<T,
t t

T T
ylzzz;u/ fQ(S,ZE,zf)dsf/ Z2dW,, 0<r<T.
t t

Let us denote
6YS:Ysl*Ys2a SZSZZA!*Z& 6F5:fl (s,YJ,ZS])—fz(s’Yf’ZSZ),

8fs = Als. Y7 Z0) = (s, X7 %) and 68 =& &%
The process (8Y,6Z) solves the BSDE

T T
5Y, = 8¢ +/ 5Fsdsf/ 57,dW,, 0<i<T. 3.1
Jt t

*

LEMMA — 3.1 (STABILITY RESULT) Letm > 1 and p > % and let us suppose that
. 1 2 1 2
(©) 2mLy[|Z" 5 W[y, +2Le (| Z' 5 W | g1+ 1225 W gy10) G < 1
(i) (£1,6) € (L),
T
(iii) / |8f;|ds € L?P,
0

then there exists a constant i(vp (HZ' *WHBMO, HZQ*WHBMO) (depending only on p,K,,Ly,K;,L;, T and the BMO
norms on1 *~ W, ZZ*W) such that

p

LZ]J) '

—~ T
131 102y < By (125 g 1725 W ) (13815 + | [ 16510

Proof. By using a linearization tool, we can rewrite (3.1) as

T T
5y:5§+/ (ASSYS+BS(5ZS)+6fS)ds—/ 5Z,dW,,
t t

where

o Bisa X(R‘”k, Rd) process defined by blocks with

(fll(s’ysz’zsl)fll(svysz’zsz) ff’(s,Yf,Z})—ff’(s,)’f,Z?)6Z> if 8Z #0
S S Y
162, 62|

0 otherwise,

67
B, = ’

since we can see a linear map in & (Rka, Rd) as a matrix of size d x (dk) (see the introduction). For all i, the

i-block is thus a R¥*¥ vector.
o Aisa Z(R? R?)-process defined by

fl (Saysl ,ZJ) _fl (S,YSZ,ZJ)
Ay = |8Y,|*
0 otherwise.

(Tsys) if 8Y, £ 0,

14



Let us compute the term B (8Z;) on the basis (Ej1,...,E1x, E21y .o, E2ky oy Egi):

B(8Z) = Z SZXP*I’/BS (Epp)

B < Z Z’7 ”/fl (S’YY 7Zv) fl(svyvzvzvz) 525’17/>
(p,p/)e{l,....d}x{], a} |6Zs| 1<i<d

lx

In the following B(6Z) will be simply denoted BSZ. Assumption (H) on f; and f, gives the following inequalities:

fl (S’Ysza s ) fl(s’ysz’zsz)
167,

8Z,| < K. +L.(|Z!| +]Z2)),

d
|Bs| = Z

i=1

A <Ky + Ly 2]
Step 1 — Control of §Y. A and B are bounded in absolute value respectively by two real processes o and 8

defined by . I )
a=K,+LJZ"*, B=K.+L.(2"|+|2%),

and (0Y, 0Z) solves a linear BSDE of the form (2.1) with d f instead of f. We can apply Corollary 2.2, (iii) with

B=|2'|+|22|, @=|2"|, =L, K=K, K=K, and L=L,

q
) _ (3.2)
L4

which gives, for all g > 1 such that g > m*,

T
181 < Hymers (108150 [ 13510

Step 2 — Control of §Z. The It formula applied to |8Y|? gives us
T ) ) ) T T
/ 167, 2ds = |5E 2 — | 6% _2/ 5Y,.(8Z,dW,) +2/ (8Y.6F), ds
0 0 0
T T
<|5EP -2 / 5Y,.(8Z,dW,) +2 / (8Y.5F), ds. (3.3)
0 0
Recalling assumption (H) we have
2

With the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities, we get
2/ (5Y.6F)s 2/ 16Y,||6F;| ds
<z/0 Kyt Ly |Z0[7) 1Y, + (Ko + L (|21 + |22])) 18%:]1824] + 18 £, 8% ds
' 112 1 NI LT 2 T ?
<2( sup |8Y,]? / Ky+Ly|Z|"+ (K- + L (|2 | +|Z5])) "+ 5 ds+—/ |8Z,|* ds + / |6fs|ds | .
0<s<T 0 2 2 Jo 0
By using this last inequality in (3.3) we obtain

T T
%/ 62,25 <[8EP 2 [ 8%,.(67,am)
0 JO

. T 2
+2< sup |8 )/ {Ky+Ly|ZSI}2+(KZ+LZ(}ZSI|+|ZSZ|))2+1] ds+ (/ |8fs|ds) :
0<s<T 0 2 Jo

15



Thus, for all p > 1, there exists a constant K depending only on p such that

p/2
18E]1, +E (sup )
0<t<T
5> 1 5 p/2 T p
+E (sup |5Y| [Ky—i—Ly]Zsl‘ +- (K. +L: (|2} +]22])) —H]ds) +E((/ |6fs|ds) ) :
0<s<T 2 Jo

In the following we keep the notation K for all constants appearing in the upper bounds. Since ( / . (8Y6Z);,. dWS)
0

is a local martingale vanishing at 0, then, according to the BDG inequalities, we get for all p > 1:

r/2
(o roen o)) -
0<t<T

Since we have
r/2 d T . 2 p/4 T p/4
_E Z/ (8%,.871) as <E <sup |8YS|2></ |SZS|2ds> :
rl? k=170 0<s<T 0

then the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality gives us

E ( sup
0<t<T

Moreover we obtain with the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalites:

5
|6Z+W|5,, <K [ sv.(sz.am)

r/2 r/2

t .
/ (5Y82)s.dW, / (5Y52)s.dW,
0

/ /2
o < (Cp/Z)p

/ 5Y.(82,dW,)
0

/2 /2

/ 5Y.(8Z,dW})
0

15
/ (8Y52)s.dW,
0

r/2 / 2 /2 /2
) <(C ) 182 WP 87172,

18Z W%,

2 2
<K | |8E|IL, + 152+ W05 1 8Y (172 +

18Y[7,,, E ((/OT[1+]ZHZ+!Z?!Q]ds)p)l/zﬂz((./()‘T|6fs|ds)p)
|13zt 1611t + 190178 ([ [ 27)a) ) e ([ i5sie) )1

1
+§ 6Z+W|,, .

T P
The energy inequality allows us to bound E (( / [1 + | z! ‘2 + | 72 ﬂ ds) ) by
0

K (14125 W o+ 1225 W[ 3h10)

which is finite recalling (i). Finally, for all p > 1, there exists some constant K (which depends only on p, K, Ly,K;,L,, T
and the BMO norms of Z' x W, 7% % W) such that

T
Iz Wi, < & (1821, + 1815 + | [ 13510

14
> : (3.4)
Lr

Step 3 — Stability. Considering p > mj and combining (3.2) where g = 2p with (3.4), we obtain existence of

a constant i(vp (HZ' *WHBMO’ ZQ*WHBMO) which depends only on p,K,,L,,K;,L;,T,K and the BMO norms of
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z! *W, Z% %W such that

L2

— T
1811 13251y < R (125 1225 W o) (1315, [ 15715

p )
L2

REMARK — 3.1 We can obtain also a symmetrized version of (i) by changing the linearization step in the proof.
For example we can commute Z U and Z* and (i) becomes

1

2
mLy HZZ*WHBMO—’—LZ (HZI *WHBMO+ HZZ*WHBMO) Cn < 3

But we can also note that O0F; = A~S5YS +B,86Z, + O f, where

AVS(SYS = % (fl(s7YSl7ZS])7f](s7YS27ZS])+f](S7YSI7ZS2) 7fl(S7Ys2vzsz)) )

(f] (Svyszvzsl ) 7fl (S,YE,ZSZ) +fl (Svysl 7Zs] ) 7fl (saYsl 7232)) )
and symmetric estimates forg and B hold true:

~ L,
Al <k+2 (20 +12), |B|<k+i(z!]+]2).

Then (i) becomes

2 2
Ly (1215 W g+ 1225 W [110) + LeCor (125 W o+ 127 5 W) < 1.

Let us denote for all m > 1 by %30 the set of all BMO processes for which an a priori upper bound on this norm
is in force:

1
0= {27 R — valued BMO process /mLy 1Z %W [3010 + LCoh | Z% W]l gaso < E} .

If L, # 0 we have:

—L.C 2mLy + (L,C!,)?
mo = {Z, Rka—valuedBMOprocess/||ZM*W||BMO< G+ y/2mly + (LG) },

and if L, = 0 we can assume that L; # 0 (otherwise we obtain the classical Lipschitz framework) and we have

1
é';wo{z’ RkaValuedBMOprocess/||ZM*W||BMO<W}'
Z~m

We denote by B" (L, L;):

—L.Cy, ++/2mLy + (L.C},)?

Bm (Ly , Lz) — 1 2mLy

2L,C,

if L, #0,

if L, = 0.

We keep the notation K (||Z Tx WH BMO > ||Z2 * WH BMO) for the constant appearing in the following stability result.
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*

COROLLARY — 3.1 (STABILITY RESULT (2)) Letm > 1, p > m? and let us suppose that
(i) (51552) € (sz)za
T
(i) / |8 f;|ds € L2P.
0

If Z" and Z? are in Zsvio» then there exists a constant i(vp (HZ' *W||BMO,HZ2*W||BMO) (depending only on
p.Ky,Ly,K;,L;,T and the BMO norms on1 *W, Z* xW) such that

p

LZP) .

§ 3.2.  Existence and uniqueness results when terminal condition and the generator have bounded Malli-
avin derivative. Let us consider some assumptions on Malliavin derivatives of & and f.

— T
1SY 12,y + ISZ5 W < Ky (|25 W | g 122 % W] gar0) (||55|§2,,+ H/O |81, |ds

(Dxi,b) Malliavin derivative of & is bounded. That is

IDE 7= = sup [ D&l < eo.

<<

(Df,b) (i) Forall (z,y,z) € [0,T] x RY x R¥*, we have
T T
f3) €D 2R, and B( [ [ Dus0) duds) <o
0 0
(ii) There exists C > 0 such that for all (u,7,y,z) € [0,T]> x RY x R¥*k,
ID.f(t,y,2)| <C (1 + |Z|2) a.s.

(iii) For all (u,7) € [0,T]?, there exists a random variable C,(r) such that for all (y',z',y?,7%) €
(Rd % Rdxk)2

‘Duf(tvylazl) 7Duf(tayzazz)‘ < Cu(t) (’yl 7y2’ + ‘Zl 7Z2‘) a.s.

We recall first that (¥ M 7M™ ) is the unique solution of (1.4). For all m > 1, let us consider the following assumption:

(BMO,m) there exists a constant K such that

—

@) mLy]K2 +LKC,, < =, orequivalently K < B"(Ly,L;),

() sup [|ZY W[50 <K
R+
THEOREM — 3.1 (EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS (1)) Let m > 1. Under the main assumption (H), the BMO

estimation (BMO,m), and the boundeness of the Malliavin derivatives of & and f, (Dxi,b)—(Df,b), the quadratic
BSDE (1.3) has a unique solution in .= (R?) x (Z=(RT**\ N Z8,,).

To show this theorem we begin to prove the following proposition which gives an uniform .* estimates for Y.
This is the keystone of our procedure.

PROPOSITION — 3.1 Let m > 1. If assumptions (H)—(BMO,m )—(Dxi,b)—(Df,b) hold true then ZM € ym(Rd)
and

sup || ZM|| = < oo.

M

18



Proof.

Malliavin differentiation. We assume that f is continuously differentiable with respect to (y, z). This assumption
is not restrictive by considering a smooth regularization of f.

Recalling assumptions (Dxi,b) and (Df,b), Proposition 5.3 in [EKPQ97] gives us that forall 0 < u <7 < T, YtM
and ZM are respectively in D'?(RY) and D' (R?*¥). Moreover the process (D,Y™, D,Z") = (D, YM D, ZM)o<i<r
solves for all u the following linear BSDE in RO

T
DY =D+ [ (Vf™ (5 ¥ Z) D+ Ve (5,7, 22 D2
T
+ (D, ™) (s,YSM,Z?”))dsf / D, ZMdw,, 3.5)
t

and (D;Y;)o<<r is @ version of (Z)o<i<T-
Let us emphasize that BSDE (3.5) means that for each p € {1,...,k},

T
D)YM =DjE + / (vny (s, X2 DY 4+ V M (s, v, 2 ) DEZY
t
T
+ (DEfM) (5,YM,ZM) )dsf / DL ZY aw, (3.6)
t
besides DPY™ is a process with values in R for each integer p.

*-Estimation. We are looking for an .7*-estimate for D, Y™ for all u € [0,T] applying results of section 2.
Since |V.p™(z)| < 1, we obtain the following inequalities by recalling the main assumption (H),

(Vo™ (s, XM, 20| = [Vof (5, ¥2,pM(22) | <Ky + 1, |2
Let us consider the two positive processes o™ and ﬁM defined below,

oM =K, +L,|Z" ", BM =K. +2L.|7"|.

Forall p € {1,...,k}, by recalling (BMO,m), we can apply Corollary 2.2 (iii), to the BSDE (3.6) with the following
constants and processes:

L=L, K=K, K=k, ['=2L, o=|2"" 2=|2"|

Thus, we obtain for all u € [0,T)

1.y

k k
N LGl PR <|D5§||Lm + HJIDL’fM(.,YM,ZM)l*W
p= p=

2
BMO
2
BMO

Under the assumption (Df,b) together with (BMO,m), the last term has an uniformly .’ -upper bound with respect
to M since, for all (u,1) € [0,T]?,

<hx (") 1K (mgnp VD 2w

T
E(/ D (s, v M, 20" | ds
t

7)< (T2 W)

hence we deduce

<VC <\/7+ sup||ZM*W||BMO) :
M

sup
M

DL 2w

BMO

The last supremum is finite under assumption (BMO,m) and we obtain the announced result taking u = ¢.
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We omitted the dependance with respect to HZM *WH amo ©f the constant Ky, since Ky is equal (see the appendix
part) to

N—1 1 N A 1 i
)} M 2 M / <Z<1—2mLK2—2LKC/> ’
i=0 \ 1 =2mLy |ZM %W || gyy0 = 2L [ ZM % W|| g0 G, i=0 Y “m

where N is an integer large enough and the uniform bound with respect to M follows. o

Proof. [of Theorem 3.1] Uniqueness is already shown with stability Lemma 3.1 since, for all p > 1, y""(Rd ) C
ZP(R?) and

S (RN Ly € AP (R
for all p > 1. For existence, we can fix M* > sup |\ZM||:5/1M thanks to Proposition 3.1. Because of the assumptions
M

about M we get
P (s 72020 ) = f (500" (20)) = £ (5, 720,20).

(YM* ,ZM*) becomes a solution of the quadratic BSDE (1.3) in .= (R?) x (= (R*) N Z5%,,). o

§ 3.3. Extension to general terminal values and generators. The aim of this subsection is to relax the as-
sumptions (Dxi,b) and (Df,b) with density arguments. To ensure the convergence, the keystone result will be the
stability Lemma 3.1.

We are going to assume that we can see f as a deterministic function f of a progressively measurable continuous
process. Randomness will be contained into this process.

(H’) (i) There exists a progressively measurable continuous process & € .~ with values in R? d =1,
!
and a function f: RY x R? x R¥** —; RY such that for all (,y,z) € [0,T] x RY x R¥*:

f(t,y,2) =f(04,y,2).

Besides, we assume that (H) is true for f.
(ii) There exists D € R* such that for all (y,z) € R x R¥* (B.B) e (Rd/)z:

[£(B.2,2) —£(B'.3.2)| <D (1+ ) [B— B G.7)

Notation. For 1 € L*(Q,.%7), B € . and M € R*, we denote by (Y M1:B) 7»M1:B)y the unique solution of
the BSDE

T T
Y[(M.,n,ﬁ) =7 +/ ™ <ﬁs7Ys(M.,n,ﬁ)7Zs(M,n-,ﬁ)) ds—/ ZS(M.,TLﬁ) aw,, 0<t<T, (3.8)

where for all (1,y,z) € [0,T] x R x R¥”** and o a process with values in (Rd/), ™M (o, y,2) = M(t,y,2).

(BMO2,m) We assume that & € L¥" and that there exists a constant K such that

1

(i) mL,K*+LKC), < 3

(i) sup sup HZ(M’”*ﬁ) *WH <K
MeR* HnHLZM* <”‘:HLZM* Bmo

8 ”LZ(QX 0.7 < a”LZ(QX 0.7

THEOREM — 3.2 (EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS (2)) Let m > 1. Under the main assumption (H’) and the BMO
estimation (BMO2,m), the quadratic BSDE (1.3) has a unique solution in .#*" (R?) x (™ (RV**YN Z80).
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Proof.

Step 1- Approximations. We can approach & with a sequence of random variables (£"),en such that for every
n, E™ has a bounded Malliavin derivative:
[DE" e < oo

More precisely &" can be chosen of the form ®"(W;,,...,W;,) where ®" € 6,°(R"), (ti,...,t,) € [0,T]" and " tends
to & in every L? for p > 1 (see [Nua06], Exercise 1.1.7).
Since a is adapted, we can approach this process with a sequence of sample processes o of the form

pn—1

n n n
Z% Ittzl

where (1]')!" is a sequence of subdivisions of [0,7], with ~ sup ‘tl-”ﬂ — t,"] — e 0,and, forall 0 < i< p, — 1,
0<i<pn—1

neN, o is a %ln—measurable bounded random variable. We have a convergence of this sequence to ¢ in

L*(Qx[0,T]):
(/ | — ot ds> —

We can assume in addition that for all n and for all 0 < i < py, a'"* has a bounded Malliavin derivative since this
set is dense in LZ(Q). Itis obviousthat foral 0 <u <T and 0 < < T,

Do = Z Duaf’"]l[t;l,tggl[(u)-

According to Proposition 1.3 applied to ¢ = f(.,y,z), there exists for all n € N and 7 € [0,T] a bounded random
variable G such that
D/f(0,y,2) = G.Dy, and |G| <D(1+ 7).

For each n € N: £" satisfies (Dxi,b), f(a",.,.) satisfies (Df,b) hence for all M € R™, £ (", .,.) too. And we can
consider the localized approximated BSDE for all M € R™ and n € N:

T T
IK,M’":§”+/ fM(aS”,YSM’”,Z?”’")dsf/ ZMraw,, 0<t<T.
t t

For each n € N, under (H”), (Dxi,b) for £, (Df,b) for f (o, .,.) and (BMO2,m), we can apply Proposition 3.1

and we obtain that sup || zMn || g < oo. The classical procedure of localization allows us to take M large enough
MeRT
and we get (Y",Z") solution in .72 (R?) x 72 (R¥¥) of

T
yl”zg’ur/ f(ol, Y 7" dsf/ Z{dW,, 0<r<T.
t

Step 2— Application of the stability result. We can assume that for all n, ||E" |2+ < ||€]| 20+ If it is not true,

1S 1l
1Sl + 118" = &l

we consider the sequence £ =

E" instead of £". The same argument allows us to assume

that
o™l 2 (efo,ryy < 0l 2 (@10, -
Under (BMO2,m), we have the estimate

1
mLy ||Z”*W||BM0+L 1 Z" «W|| gy Cr < mLyK* + LKC,, < 3
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Hence, for all ny,n; € N, we can use the stability Lemma 3.1 for p = m* which gives us

Y 4 20 W = 25 W

~ * T zm*
<K | ||E™ — 5"2”2"2"1* +E ((/ ’f(atnl,ytnz,zt'&) —f(a,"27y[”2,Z,”2) ’ dt) )
0

1/2

The constant Km* appearing does not depend on n under (BMO2,m): this fact was already hlghllghted in the proof
of Proposition 3.1 where an explicit formula for K+ is given. (£"), .y is a Cauchy sequence in L 2

&7 =&, 0.

For the second term, we use the Holder inequality:

T 2m*
E((/ |f(at”1,n"2,zt"2)f(oc,"z,n”%z,”)ldt> )
0
. T 2m*
§D2mE<</ (1+‘Zf2‘2)|a,"'a,"2|dt> )
0
T amt\ 1/2
<Dm*|an1anz||i';zm*1«:<</ (1+\Ztnz‘2)d;) ) . (3.9)
0

Since Z" *W € BMO, and (BMO2,m) holds true, the last term is uniformly bounded with respect to n, with the
energy inequality. Besides, let us show that the first one tends to O when n, 1, go to infinity by using the dominated
convergence theorem. We show

1€[0,T) n—yeo

E< sup |oc,"—oc,|4’”*> — 0.

Forallz € [0,7] and n €N,
o —au| <oy’ +ou| <2f[er]| o as,

and by using the uniform continuity of o on [0, T], we get:

sup ot — oyl —>Oas
t€(0,7T]

2m*

Consequently (Y",Z" x W )uen is a Cauchy sequence in .2 (RY) x 7™ (R¥), hence the convergence in
2 (RY) x ™ (RPF) 10 a process (Y,Z+ W), and (Y, Z) solves the BSDE (1.3). Uniqueness follows from the
stability lemma, since, according to Proposition 4.5, the upper bound for ||Z"
o

And finally

REMARK - 3.2 If f is a deterministic function, then the assumption (Df,b) is not required: for example when we
consider the problem of martingale in manifolds with prescribed terminal value.

REMARK — 3.3 Ifwe replace the inequality 3.7 by the new one: there exists 1 > 0 such that for all (B,B',y,z) €
(Rd/)z X Rd X Rka.'
£(B.7,2)— (B3, <D (1+1*7") [B—P].

o progressively measurable is enough, and does not need to be continuous. Let us show this property. We change
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the inequality (3.9) by the following for all p > 1, by using the Holder and Cauchy-Schwartz inequalities:

T 2m*
E<(/ (a0, 27) (o 37.27) o ) )
0
o T 2717 2m*
<D*"E (/O (112 ") [ Oc,"2|dt)
T 2m* [p T .\ 2m'/p*
<D™ E <</ (1+1z 2")"(1;) x (/ o — | dt> )
0 0
<D™ E <</ (1+\Z{’2\2")"dt) ) E<</ Jog" —oy2|” dt> )
0 0

* l/2p
2m* 4"1«* —2m* T ny 12-1\7 o n ny 2m*
<o el (1+|z, | ) dr (0™ — ™) 5 W22

With the energy inequality, the first term is uniformly bounded with respect to ny under the assumption (BMO2,m)

by choosing 1 < p < PR The second one tends to zero when ny,n; go to infinity since the convergence in every

HC" for r > 1 holds true.

4  APPLICATION OF EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS RESULTS TO
MULTIDIMENSIONAL QUADRATIC BSDES WITH SPECIAL STRUCTURE.

In this part we consider the initial quadratic BSDE (1.3):
T T
N=g+ [ foxzyas- [ zaw, o<i<T,

Jt t
and the localized one (1.4)

T T

YM=¢ +/ ™ (s,YsM,Z?”)ds—/ ZMaw,, 0<t<T.
t t

The aim of this section is to give explicit assumptions on the terminal condition and the generator to ensure that
(BMO2,m) is fulfilled for one m > 1.
More precisely, let us consider a Lipschitz random generator g : [0,7] x RY x R¥*¥ and the following BSDE:

T T
Yt:{:—i_/ g(s,Ys,Zs)ds—/ Z; dW. “.1)
Jt Ji

The generator g will play the role of f in the localized BSDE (1.4), so g will always be assumed to be a Lipschitz
function. In this section we will display different assumptions on & and g that implies (BMO2,m) for one m > 1.

§4.1. An existence and uniqueness result for BSDEs with a small terminal condition. In [Tev08], Tevzadze
obtains a result of existence and uniqueness for multidimensional quadratic BSDEs when the terminal condition is
small enough by using a contraction argument in .’ x BMO. We are able to deal with this kind of assumptions
with our approach.

Let us assume in this subsection the following hypothesis.

(HQ) (i) there exists y € RT such that for all (z,y,z) € [0,T] x R? x R¥¥, we have |g(t,y,2)| < vlz?,
(i) 477 1€ 7= < 1.

PROPOSITION — 4.1 Let us assume that (HQ) is in force. Then ZxW € BMO, Y € ./ and we have following
estimates:
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. 1
0 12+ Wl < 35 (1 e —4y2|5||iw),

.. 2
@) Y] = <&l + YI1Z%Wl[zp0-

We can note that the first upper bound does not depend on Lipschitz constants of g. So, for g = f™, it will not
depend on M.

Proof. The unique solution (¥,Z) € .%¥ 2 % " of (4.1) can be constructed with a Picard principle as in the seminal
paper of Pardoux and Peng (see [PP90]). We consider a sequence (Y",Z" )y such that (Y",Z"), _ tends to (Y, Z)

in 2 (Rd) x A (Rka). This sequence is given by

T T
Y,”“:i—i—/ g(s,Y;',z;')ds—/ Zmhaw,, 0<e<T, (Y°,2° =(0,0).
t t

We will prove with an induction that: for alln € N, Y" € %, Z"xW € BMO and

2 1 2
||Zn*WHBM0<2_},2 1=/ 147 |El[= | -

Loosely speaking the case n = 0 is satisfied. Let us suppose that Y" € .” and Z" xW € BMO. Then for all
t € [0,T], under (HQ),
%) . 4.2)

&l + YIZ" %W || gps- 1tO formula gives the following equality

T
e <5+ rxn( [ 2P
t

We get "' € 7 since ||Y"|

g S

’YrkH’ |§| +2/ Yn+l (S le Zn ds_z/ le+l Zth]dW / ‘ZVhLl’ ds.

%)
%)

By taking conditional expectation we get for every stopping time 7:

T
}Y;1+1}2+E</ 1201 s
T

yr><|5| +2E</ Y7+ g(s, ¥, Z") ds

T
<lgIE-+2 -5 ( [ rizPas

2
<|[&llz-

2
1Z" %W | g0 -

And finally

T
oot [ e ) <Ol 271 Wl

2 4
<&z~ + 712" 5 Wilgp0-

Thus Z"t! xW € BMO and we have

127 W20 < IEIR=+ P27 % W [0 -

Finally, it yields with the induction assumption that

1
|24 W o < 3z (1= V147 - ).

1
The induction is achieved. Now we can use Proposition 4.5 with K = T (1 —/1—49y2|& ||iw), since Z" x W

1
tends to Z+W in 2, we conclude ||Z*WHBM0 T (1 —\/1—492|& ||im> and the final upper bound on
Y]l - °
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We come back to the initial quadratic BSDE (1.3).
PROPOSITION — 4.2 Let m > 1. Under (H’)—(HQ), and the following condition on :

1

\/_Lzy <1 — m) ’ < Bm(LvaZ)a

the BSDE (1.3) has a unique solution in .#*" (RY) x (™ (RY*YN 24, If in addition (Dxi,b) holds true,
there exists an unique solution in .#*(R?) x (7R n 2n ).

Proof. The proof of the proposition is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.2 together with Proposition 4.1, since
the map

is nondecreasing, the assumption (BMO2,m) is satisfied. o

§ 4.2. An existence and uniqueness result for BSDEs with a monotone generator. In this subsection we
investigate the case where we have for g a kind of monocity assumption with respect to y.

(HMon) (i) There exists it > 0 and a, > 0 such that for all (s,y,z) € [0,7] x R? x R¥*¥
v-8(s,3,2) < ely| = |y[> + vlyl 21,

(i) 478 ]I7- < 1.
PROPOSITION — 4.3 Let us assume that (HMon) is in force. Then ZxW € BMO, Y € % and we have

T 1
(i) esssup sup E(/ e MO |7, ds %) < T (1 —/1 —47/2A2) ,

t€(0,7T] t

i) Y] = < 21_;/(] /1 —4y2A2) + \/A2+ L (1 1 —4y2A2)2.

4y?

with A = max (|5||Lm , %)

Proof. The unique solution (¥,Z) of (4.1) can be constructed with a Picard principle. We consider a sequence
(Y™, Z")xen Such that (Y, Z") _« tends to (¥, Z) in .72 (Rd) X S* (RM), with

T T
Yt"“:§+/ g(s,Ys"“,Zf)dsf/ Zmtaw,, 0<e<T, (¥°,2°=(0,0), .
t t

We can easily show that replacing Y™ by Y" in the generator does not affect the convergence of the scheme since

. . . . _ 2 .
g is a Lipschitz function. It formula to the process e ! }Y,”H } gives
T
ey e W g [ (et -2 iy o, 2+ |2 ) ds
T
_ 2/ e*[JSY'Sf’hL] . (Z;l+l dWy) .
t
Taking conditional expectation, and using assumption (HMon), we get:

T
e e ([ 2 k00 (it Bt oyl 2R as
t
E(/Te“(St) }Zf“}zds‘(%) .
t

25
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With the Young inequality we get the following estimate for all n and s € [0, T]:
n+1 u n+1 2 OCZ
a|Ys ‘<§|Ys | +ﬂ’

and thus

T 2
[P <e T g +E</ e <a— | |z;’|2) -
t

a
2u Jt)
T i 2
—E(/ e Hs—1) ’Zgﬂ‘ ds %)
2

t
T
Le M=) 1€ ”i“ + % (1 — eiﬂ(T*I)) +2yE </[ e M=) |st+1| |Z;'|2ds
).

T
y,) <A*+27E (/ e Myt |z ds
t

%)

<A?

T
—E( / e MO0 | Z0 1| g
Jt

Finally we get

‘Y[”“‘Z-FE(/Te“(S’) ’Z?H ’2ds
Jt

%),

With the Itd6 formula applied to e with K large enough, we justify with classical inequalities since g is
Lipschitz, and that for all n € N, Y™ € .. And then
9

T
<A +2y||y"*!|| . esssup sup E (/ e HUTD 72 ds
‘ 1€[0,77 t

Kt ‘an+1|2

T
HY”+1H;M+GSSSUP sup E</ e HBD ‘Zf“‘zds
‘ 1€[0,7] t

37:) 4.3)

”)
With an induction we show easily that for all n, Z" xW € BMO,Y" € % and

r 1
esssup sup E</ e Hi—1) |Z;’|2ds‘<%> < 2 (1 -1 74}/2A2) .

t€[0,7] t

T
<A+ |yt H;“ +7*esssup sup E (/ e MO |70 2 ds
1€(0,7] t

The inequality (4.3) gives

HY}'I+1

7))

T
e SYESSSUP SUD E(/ e M=) | Z0 2 ds
relor] \Ji

T
%) + 4| A2+ 72 [ esssup sup E</ e~Hls=1) |z |? ds
t€[0,7] vt

Letting 7 to infinity, and with the Proposition 4.5, we finally get

T 1
esssup sup E(/ e |z ds %) < 2 (1 —/1 74}/2A2) .
t

t€[0,7]

We deduce

Y] e < %/(1 - m) + \/A2+ 4—;2 (1 - m)z.
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REMARK — 4.1 What about the BMO norm of Z ? — we can slice [0, T] with a uniform sequence (T;)"_, such that

T
0= <N £..<Iy=Tandforalli, h=|T;1, —T;| = N The last inequality can be used for each started and

7)

stopped process "7« Wi ;

Tiy )
esssup sup E / |Zs|" ds
t

Tit1
55,) <LeMh <esssup sup E(/ RpTC) |ZX|2ds
t

T<i<Tiy T<<Ti
et 242
<& (1ﬂ/1f4 A )
<3 %

ezHh

(ﬁy

mark 2.2, we can enounce an other result of existence and uniqueness for the BSDE (1.3).

Previous remark showed that Zx W is

1
(1 —1- 4y2A2) * ) -sliceable for each & > 0. According to Re-

PROPOSITION — 4.4 Let m > 1. Under (H’)—(HMon) and the following estimate on y:

1 % m
75 (1= Vi) <wni

with A = max <||§ Il s %), the quadratic BSDE (1.3) has a solution in #*" (RY) x (™ (RV*Y N 2080). If

in addition (Dxi,b) holds true, there exists a unique solution in .#*(R?) x (7= (RT*\n 2% ).

Proof. By using Remark 4.1, we obtain that assumption (BMO2,m) is fulfilled. Since the map x € R" —

1 1
\/_—2 ( 1—+/1-— 4y2x2) ®is nondecreasing, assumption (BMO2,m) is satisfied. o
Y

§ 4.3. Convexity assumption and martingales in manifolds with prescribed terminal condition. Problem
of finding martingales on a manifold with prescribed terminal value generated a huge literature. On the one hand
with geometrical methods, Kendall in [Ken90] treat the case where the terminal value lies in a geodesic ball and
is expressed as a functional of the Brownian motion. Kendall gives too a characterization of the uniqueness in
terms of existence of a convex separative function: a convex function on the product which vanishes exactly on the
diagonal. Besides, in [Ken92], Kendall proved that the following property every couple of points are connected
by a unique geodesic is not sufficient to ensure existence of a separative convex function, which was conjectured
by Emery. An approach by barycenters, of the martingale notion on a manifold, is used by Picard in [Pic94] for
Brownian filtrations. Arnaudon in [Arn97] solved the problem in a complex analytic manifold having a convex
geometry property for continuous filtrations. The main ideas are related to differentiable families of martingales.
For all this results, a convex geometry property is assumed. The first approach by systems of BSDEs is shown by
Darling in [Dar95].

A so-called linear connection structure is required to define martingales on a manifold .# in a intrinsic way. A
contrario for the semimartingales a differential structure is enough. Definition of martingale can be rewritten with
a system of coupled BSDEs having a quadratic growth. We begin to recall it. We can refer to [Eme89] for more
details about stochastic calculus on manifolds.

Let us consider (.#,V) a differential manifold equipped with a linear connection V. This is equivalent to give
ourself a Hessian notion or a covariant derivative. We say that a continuous process X is a semimartingale on M if
forall F € €2(.4), F oX is a real semimartingale. Consistance of the definition is simply due to the It6 formula.
We say that a continuous process Y is a (local) V-martingale if for all F' € ‘52(/// )s

1 t
F(Y) -5 /O VdF(dY,dy),

is a real local martingale on [0,7]. Again it is not very hard to see with the It6 formula that this definition is

equivalent to the Euclidean one in the flat case. / VdF (dY,dY); is a notation for the quadratic variation of Y with
0

27



respect to the (0,2)-tensor field VAF. This notion is defined by considering a proper embedding (x;);<i<q into
R? such that every bilinear form b can be written as b = b;;dx' ® dx/ (implicit summation). On the other hand we
prove that

/'b(dY,dY)s::/'bi,()g)d<yi,yf>s
0 0
does not depend on (xi )i<i<a- It is well-known that for all m € .,

% dF)ij (m) = Di;F (m) — Fﬁ‘j(m)DkF(m),

where l"fj (m) denote a V-Christoffel symbol at the point m. The coefficients are symmetric with respect to i, j.
Hence martingale property in the domain of a local chart is equivalent to the existence of a process Z such that
(Y,Z) solves the following BSDE

T T
V=gt [ feoxz)ds— [ zZaw, 0<i<T,
t t

1 iy (i
with f: [0, 7] x R? x R¥** — R? defined by f(s,y,z) = 3 (Ffj(y)z(”‘).z(”‘)) ered Itis an easy consequence of the

representation theorem for the Brownian martingales and the definition applied to F = x'. We consider in addition
the following assumption

(HGam) there exists two constants L, and L, such that for all i, j,k

() —T50/)

2Ly [y—y],

I ()] 2L
For example (HGam) is in force if the domain of the chart is a compact set. It is also true if we choose an

exponential chart. Without loss of generality we can suppose that .# has a global system of coordinates: all the
Christoffel symbols will be computed in this system.

2
Under (HGam), assumption (H) is in force: for all (y,y',z,7') € (RY)? x (Rka) ,

’f(tayaz) 7f(t7ylaz)’ < Ly|Z|2 ‘yiy,‘ )

and with the symmetric property of the Christoffer symbols, we have
1 . i joo i j,: 1 . i i o joo
Fe32) = ft32) = =3 TI50) (20209 = )00 ) = -2 Y500 () - @) (2094 )09).
ij ij

|f(t,3,2) = f(t,3,2)| <L (ol + <)) =2

Localization. Let us consider for all M € R™ a localization pM 1 L Ll Rka, and let us define a function
MM - RY** _5 R such that:

PY(2) = e
V1+mM(z)
We define /™ as a smooth map satisfying:
0 if |z| <M,
M@= I
—— ) =1 if|z| >M+1.
(MJr 1) if |z +

As usual we denote by (YM,ZM) the solution obtained by replacing f by ™. This choice of pM will be useful in
the following computations.

Since f does not depend on time and random, assumption (Df,b) is not required here and we get the following
proposition.

PROPOSITION — 4.5 Let m > 1. If (HGam) and (BMO2,m) hold true, there exists an unique V-martingale in
o (Rd) with terminal value &, such that E ((Y,Y)r}l /2) < oo, If'in addition (Dxi,b) is in force, there exists a

unique martingale in /> (RY) such that (Y,Y), € L.
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In [Dar95] Proposition 3.4., Darling shows that a convex geometry property gives uniform estimations for the
BMO norm of Z¥ « W. We deal with this kind of assumption.

DEFINITION — 4.1 We say that a function F € %Q(J/Z,R) (seen as a function on RY) is doubly convex on a set
G CR? ifforally € G and z € RY,

min {Hess F'(y)(z,2), VdF (y)(z,2)} > 0,
and, for oo > 0, a-strictly doubly convex on G if forally € G and z € Rd,
min {Hess F (y)(z,2), VAF (v)(z,2)} > @ [2]*.
This property means that F' is convex with respect to the flat connection, and, with respect to the connection V.
THEOREM — 4.1 Let m > 1. Let us assume that:
(i) there exists a function F% € €*(.# ,R), such that G = (F9)~1(] — 0,0]) is compact and & € G,
(ii) F%is doubly convex on M, and there exists o0 > 0 such that Fé is a-strictly doubly convex on G with:

1/2
( sup {ch(x)—ch(y)}> < \/%XBm(Lvaz)v

(x.y)€G?

(iii) (HGam) holds true.

Then there exists a unique V-martingale in . (RY) with terminal value & such that (Y,Y), € L.
Proof. For F € ‘52(/// ,R), the It6 formula with F seen as a function on R¢ gives for all stopping time 7:

The local martingale part is a martingale if F" has bounded first derivative. By using the form of f, its formulation
in the local chart and the formula between Z¥ and p™ (ZM), we get

E(F (&) - F(Y!)|#:) =E (/T (% Xk:HessF(ysM) (20,20 ) —aF (v) M (YSM,ZSM)> ds
T I=1

E(F (&)~ F(x{")|7)

= %E( / Ii (W2 Hess F(r) (pM(Z2)0, pM ()0 ) 4+ VaF (x) (pM(Z2) ), pM (Z2) 1)) ) ds y) .

4.4)

Let us show that Y is in G almost surely. We reproduce the proof of Darling in [Dar95] to get this property. We
know with (4.4) applied to F = F%, integrating between 7 and & together with (ii), that for all ¢ > 7 a.s we have

E(Fd“(Yf)‘%) > F(YM) ass.

Let us consider for all n € N the following sequence of stopping times: ¢" = inf {u =27

1
Fle(yMy < = a.s}.
n

. 1
Each 6" is finite almost surely if & € G. Continuity of Y™ gives for all n € N, F4(Y4) < = a.s. So we get for all
n
stopping time 7:

1
Fde(yM) gE(FdC(Ygz) %) <-  as.
n

Consequently, for all # € [0, 7], P(Y; € G) = 1. The a-strictly doubly convexity on G gives us
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E(F1(&)— FU(r!)| 7:)

o TS (ot oty | M ots ()2 o | bt bt ) |2
>SE( [ Y (1@ @+ oM@ ] as
=1

T
%) = %E(/r |2 ds

%) . (4.5)

Continuity of F on G yields

2
Z W [ gy < ax( sup {FdC(x)—FdC(y)})
(x,y)eGXG

Assumption (ii) ensures assumption (BMO,m). Since the terminal value is bounded (in G), Theorem 3.2 together
with Remark 3.2 gives the result. o

5 APPENDIX — TECHNICAL PROOFS

Proof. [of Proposition 1.2] Let us show the BM O property for a started stopped process. Let us consider a stopping
time 7’ such that 0 < 7/ < T a.s we have

B(20), (20 2) (1201 )5
=E(((ZxW), - <Z*W>r’)]l(0<r’<6)’yr’) .

Since *Zx W vanishes before T and %, C F max(v' 7)» We get:

E((Zx W)y — (Z+W) ) L jgcrice)| Fo) :E(((Z*W)G - (Z*W)max(f,,r)) 1 0<v<o) ‘y},)

:E<E((<Z*W>o - <Z*W>max(r/,r)) ﬂ(OST’go) jmax(r,r’)) ‘g&\r’)
Lesssup sup E((ZxM);— (Z*M) | Fy).

e T w0

Finally we have shown that

esssup sup E(<TZ*WJ">T—<TZ*WJ"> ‘ﬁf/)gesssup sup E((ZxM)y— (ZxM) | Fy),
‘L-/

0<T'<T e T o

and the inequality is obviously an equality. o

Proof. [of Proposition 2.2] We are going to use classical inequalities given by Lemma 1.1. Let us suppose existence
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of a solution X for the equation (2.3). We have forall m > 1,

. koo
X1 <ol + | [ Fsxgas| 8 [ rsx)awy
JO m p=1" 0 o
u my 1/m k T m/2 m
<||X0|L,,1+E( sup (/ Ocs|Xs|ds) ) +CLE <Z/ |GP(S,XS)|2ds>
o<u<T 0 p=1 0

T my 1/m T m/2 1/m
<l +E ([ onlxias)) +c:nE<(/ B2 o) )
0 JO

On the one hand, according to Lemma 1.1, we have

T my 1/m
E<</o as-|xs|ds) ) — (V@ W, (x|« WY, ||,
V2 || Vosk W[y | (Ve X < Wy
<2m X o | V@AW [y

On the other hand, we get for the last term

T m/2 l/m
2
E (( [ B2 x ds) ) — (BX) W]y = X % (B* W)y < VZ XLy 1B %W llgaro -
Hence we obtain the following inequality

2
X1 (1 =2 [[V/otx W 5300 = V2C0 1B+ W llago ) < IXoll - 5.1)

The constant behind || X || .- is not always positive, but we can use the sliceability assumption in order to construct
piece by piece the process X, and on each piece the constant will be positive.

More precisely there exists a sequence of stopping times 0 = 7o < 77 < ... < Ty = T a.s such that for all i €
{0,..,.N—1}:

< 8.

’ T /ot WiTiti
BMO

<e, HTiﬁ*WJTiH

BMO

The process X is equal to
N-1

Xe = Z Xfi]l[Tinm[(t)
i—1

=

where each X' is the restriction of X to the stochastic interval [T}, 7;,1[. By convention we extend Xito [0,T] by
zero outside [T}, T;41[. X; satisfies the following SDE:
~ il ! = Lo vi\ Ty i+ X!
Xi =X +/ F(s,X)ds+ Y / G (s.X)dTWSH e [T T, and X' =X,
T; = JT;
i p 174
Forall i € {0,...,N — 1}, by considering above computations on each [T}, T;11[, (5.1) becomes

<

—i-1
o (1 —ome? — ezﬁc,’n) < HXTil

Ll?l :
Denoting by K¢, ¢, the constant
1

K =
TR _ome? — £/2C),

>0,

x|, <K X0

gm I
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Thus we obtain

N—1, _
||X|‘:§'/}"’ g Z HXl o
i=0

N-1 .
e (T e
i=

€1,6°

N—1
The result follows for Ky, ¢, ¢, = Z K!
i=0
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