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1. Introduction
We consider the following stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs for short) in R¢:
1 .
dus(w) + [ 5 u(@) + fula, ui(@), Vue(w)) + divgs (, e (@) Vo (@) | dt "
ev
+ he(x, u(x), Vug(x)) - dBy = 0,

over the time interval [0,7], with a given final condition ur = ¥ and f,g = (gl,-~- 7gd),
h= (hl, e ,hdl) non-linear random functions. The differential term with dB; refers to the back-
ward stochastic integral with respect to a d'-dimensional Brownian motion on (Q, F,P, (Bt)tzo)
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(for the backward integral see [11], Page 111-112). We use the backward notation because our
approach is fundamentally based on the doubly stochastic framework introduced in the seminal
paper by Pardoux and Peng [15]. The class of stochastic PDEs as in (1) and their extensions is an
important one, since it arises in a number of applications, ranging from asymptotic limits of partial
differential equations (PDEs for short) with rapid (mixing) oscillations in time, phase transitions
and front propagation in random media with random normal velocities, filtering and stochastic
control with partial observations, path-wise stochastic control theory, mathematical finance. The
main difficulties with equations like (1) are even in the deterministic case, there are no smooth and
no explicit solutions in general.

The starting point of the theory of SPDEs was with classical solutions in a linear context, wellposed-
ness results having been obtained notably by Pardoux [16], Dawson [2]|, or Krylov and Rozovski
[10]. In the case when the coefficient g = 0, extensions have been obtained later, notably by Par-
doux and Peng [15] (see also Krylov and Rozovskl [10], Bally and Matoussi [1]) by introducing
backward doubly stochastic differential equations (BDSDEs for short), which allowed them to give
a nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula for SPDE (1) . The theory of BDSDEs has then been extended
in several directions, notably by Matoussi and Scheutzow [13] who considered a class of BDSDEs
where the nonlinear noise term is given by the more general It6-Kunita stochastic integral, thus
allowing them to give a probabilistic interpretation of classical and Sobolev solutions of semi-linear
parabolic SPDEs driven by Kunita-type martingale fields with specific spatial covariance structure.
Given two obstacles v and T, our aim in this paper, is to study the two-obstacle problem for SPDE
(1), i.e. we want to find a solution of (1) which satisfies "v < u < T". The obstacles should be
"regular” in some sense (see Section 3.1).

Matoussi and Stoica [14] have proved an existence and uniqueness result for the one-obstacle prob-
lem for SPDE (1). The method is based on the probabilistic interpretation of the solution by using
the backward doubly stochastic differential equation. They have proved that the solution is a pair
(u,v) where u is a predictable continuous process which takes values in a proper Sobolev space
and v is a random regular measure satisfying minimal Skohorod condition. In particular they gave
the regular measure v a probabilistic interpretation in terms of the continuous increasing process
K in the solution (Y, Z, K) of a reflected generalized BDSDE.

The aim of this work is to apply the same approach (as in [14]) in the case of two obstacles by
introducing two reflected generalized BDSDEs, allowing a probabilistic representation of solutions
to SPDEs with two obstacles. But, similarly to BSDEs theory, this generalization to the case of
two obstacles is not so obvious, and we’ll have to impose separability on the obstacles and a kind
of Mokobodsky condition (hypothesis (HO)-(iii)), see [3, 8, 9, 12] for the BSDEs case. More
precisely, we first have to give a sense to the following DOSPDE:

du(t,z) + %Au(t, x)dt + f(t, z, ug(x), Vug(x))dt + divg(t, z, u(z), Vuy(x))dt

VRt 2, u(x), Vg () - 4B, + v (dt, @) — v (dt,z) = 0,

(t,z) < wu(t,x) <T(t, ), (2)
/0 /Rd (a(t,z) —v(t,x)) vt (dt,dr) = /0 /Rd (v(t,z) —a(t,x)) v~ (dt,dz) =0,
ur = \I/,

where vt (resp. v7) is a measure pushing up (resp. pushing down) the solution when it reaches the
lower barrier (resp. upper barrier) and @ a quasi-continuous version of the solution. Then, we prove
the existence and uniqueness under Lipschitz conditions on the coefficients by using a penalization
argument.

Let us mention that in Denis, Matoussi and Zhang [6], an existence and uniqueness result for the
one-obstacle problem of forward quasilinear stochastic PDEs on an open domain in R? and driven
by an infinite dimensional Brownian motion is proved. The method is based on analytical technics
coming from the parabolic potential theory. The key point was to construct a solution which admits



a quasi-continuous version defined outside a polar set and the regular measures which in general
are not absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure, do not charge polar sets. Unfortunately,
up to now, we are not able to generalize this analytical approach to the two-obstacle case. Let us
explain the difficulties we face in the analytical case: a natural approach consists in considering the
solution of the SPDE which is reflected on the lower barrier and penalized on the above barrier:

du”(t,x) + %Au”(t, x)dt + f(t, z,uy (z), Vuy (x))dt + divg(t, z, ui (x), Vuy (z))dt

VRt 2l (@), Vi (@) - 4By — n(u™ (8, 2) — B(t, ) + vHn(dt, z) = 0,
v(t,z) < u"(t,2),

//Rd "t ) —u(t, ) v (dt, dx) =0,

UT—

and to make n tend to +oo.
The convergence of the measures v ™" and v=" = n(u"(t, ) — v(t,x)) T dtdz is not obvious even if
we can control both the H'-norm of «™ and the sequence of signed measures v = v" — =" but
when passing to the limit, we are not able to “separate” the limit measure in two regular measures
* and v~. Whereas in the probabilistic approach, we succeed thanks to the fact that each regular
measure is associated with a continuous increasing process (see [14], Theorem 2, assertion (v)) and
to pass to the limit we apply a very strong result of convergence for semimartingales due to Peng
and Xu in [17], known as the stochastic monotonic convergence theorem, see Lemma 3 and the
beginning of Section 4.3 below.
The paper is divided as follows: in the second section, we recall the objects coming from the
potential theory that we will use and introduce the notion of random extended regular measure.
In Section 3, we set the hypotheses and present the main result of this paper. The fourth section
is devoted to proving the existence and uniqueness of the solution. To do that we begin with the
linear case, and then by Picard iteration we get the result in the nonlinear case. We also establish
an It0’s formula and a comparison theorem. The last section is an Appendix in which we give the
proofs of several lemmas.

2. Preliminaries
2.1. Functional spaces

The basic Hilbert space of our framework is L? (Rd) and we employ the usual notations for its
scalar product and its norm:

(u,v) = /Rdu(x)v(:z:)dx and  |ul| := </Rdu2(x)da:>

Our evolution problem will be considered over a fixed time interval [0,7] and the norm for a
function L? ([0, 7] x RY) will be denoted by

T 3
||u||2’2 = (/ / |U(t,$)|2d1‘dt>
0 R4

Another Hilbert space that we use is the first order Sobolev space H!(R%) = H}(R?). Its natural
scalar product and norm are

Nl

%
(1, 0) s ety = () + (T, V) and ull g gy i= (JJull® +11V0)?) 7
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where we denote the gradient by Vu(t, z) = (O1u(t, z), - -, Oqu(t, x)).
Of special interest is the subspace F' C L2([0,T]; H'(R?)) consisting of all functions u(t,z) such
that t — u; = u(t,) is continuous in L?(R¢). The natural norm on F is

T
2
lully == ( sup [lu]® + / ||Vut||2dt>
0<t<T 0

The Lebesgue measure on R? will be sometimes denoted by m. The space of test functions which
we employ in the definition of weak solutions is Dy := C*([0,T]) ® C°(R?), where C>°([0,T])
denotes the space of real functions which can be extended as infinite differentiable functions in the
neighborhood of [0, T] and C2°(R?) is the space of infinite differentiable functions with compact
support in R,

1
2

2.2. Parabolic potential theory notions and regular measures

We present in this subsection the main notions and objects coming from the parabolic potential
theory we shall use, for more details we refer to [14] Section 2. We also introduce what we call
extended reqular measures.

The operator %A is probabilistically interpreted by the Bownian motion in R?. We shall view the
Brownian motion as a Markov process, (W;)¢>0, defined on the canonical space ' = C ([0, 00); R?),
by Wi(w) = w(t), for any w € ', ¢t > 0. The canonical filtration F; = o (Wy; s < t) is completed
by the standard procedure. We shall also use the backward filtration of the future events F, =
o (Ws; s>t) for t > 0. P is the Wiener measure, which is supported by the set Q) = {w €
', w(0) = 0}. We also set Ip(w)(t) := w(t) — w(0), t > 0, which defines a map Iy : Q' — Q.
Then II := (Wp, IIp) : ' — R x ) is a bijection. For each measure ;1 on R?, the measure P of
the Brownian motion started with the initial distribution p is given by

Pr=T1" (peP).
In particular, for the Lebesgue measure on R?, which we denote by m = dx, we have
P" =" (dz®P"),

and we’ll denote by E™ the “expectation” w.r.t. the measure P™.

It is known that each component (W}):>¢ of the Brownian motion, i = 1,--- ,d, is a martingale
under any of the measures P*.

The parabolic operator 0; + %A can be viewed as the generator of the time-space Brownian motion,
with the state space [0, 7] x R%. Its associated semigroup will be denoted by (]St)t>0. It acts as a
strongly continuous semigroup of contractions on the spaces L? ([0, T x R?) := L? ([0, T[; L? (R%))
and L2 ([0, T[; H' (R)).

The next definition introduces the important notions of quasi-continuity and regular potential:

Definition 1. (i) A function 1 : [0,T] x R? — R is called quasicontinuous provided that for each
e > 0, there exists an open set, D. C [0,T] x R%, such that v is finite and continuous on D¢ and

P" ({weQ |3tel0,T] st.(t,W; (w)) € D.}) <e.

(ii) A function u : [0,T] x R? — [0, 00] is called a regular potential, provided that its restriction to

[O,T[de is excessive with respect to the time-space semigroup, it is quasicontinuous, u € F and
lim;_,7 u; = 0 in L? (Rd).



Observe that if a function 1 is quasicontinuous, then the process (¢ (Wt))iepo, 1 is continuous.
The basic properties of the regular potentials are stated in the following theorem (see Theorem 2
in [14]):

Theorem 1. Let u € F. Then u has a version which is a reqular potential if and only if there
exists a continuous increasing process A = (At)te[o,T] which s (]—}) -adapted and such that

Ag =0, E™ [A%] < oo and

t€[0,T]

ut(Wt) =E" [AT |]:t} - At; ]P)m*(l.e., (’L)

foranyt € [0,T]. The process A is uniquely determined by these properties. Moreover, the following
relations hold

d T

w (W) = Ap — A4, — 3 / Drus (W) dW2, P — acc., (i0)
=17t
2 r 2 m 2
e | +/ | Vus|” ds = E™ (Ar — Ar)”, (ii7)
t
T4 T
(ug, o) +/ i(VuS7 Vgos) + (us, 88903) ds = / / o (s,x)v(ds,dz), (iv)
0 0 Rd

for any test function ¢ € Dp, where v is the measure defined by

T
v (p) = E™ / o (W) dAr, g€ C, ([0.T] x RY). ()

and C.([0,T] x R?) is the set of continuous functions on [0,T] x R with compact support.

We now introduce the class of measures which intervene in the notion of solution to the one-obstacle
problem.

Definition 2. A nonnegative Radon measure v defined on [0,T] x R? is called regular provided
that there exists a reqular potential u such that relation (iv) from the above theorem is satisfied.

We denote by M([0,T] x R?) the collection of all regular measures on [0, 7] x R? and by A, the
set of continuous additive functionals A associated to regular measures by relation (v) above.

As a consequence of the preceding theorem, we see that the regular measures are always represented
as in relation (v) of the theorem, with a certain increasing process. We also note the following
properties of a regular measure, with the notations from the theorem.

1. A set B € B([0,T] x R?) satisfies the relation v (B) = 0 if and only if fOT 1p (¢, W) dA: =
0, P™ —a.e..

2. If aset B € B(]0,T[ x R?) is polar, in the sense that

P" ({weQ |3t el0,T],(t W, (w) € B}) =0,

then v (B) = 0.
3. If b, 4% 2 [0,7] x R — R are Borel measurable and such that (¢, z) > ¥2(t,z), dt ®
dx — a.e., and the processes (W (Wt))te[o ) ,t = 1,2, are a.s. continuous, then one has

1/(1/11 < ¢2) =0.

In the case of two obstacles we are obliged to consider a wider class of measures, that’s why we
introduce the following definition:
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Definition 3. We denote by A the set of continuous increasing processes (At)te[o,T] with Ag =0
and E™[Ar] < +oo which are uniform limit of a sequence of elements in As in the sense that there
exists a sequence (A™) in Ag such that for allt € [0,T:

lim sup |A} — A =0, a.e.
n—+% 4c[0,T)

Let us remark that as a consequence of this definition, any element in A; is an additive functional.
Naturally such a process is associated with a measure:

Proposition 1. Let A € Ay, then there exists a unique Radon measure v on [0, T] x R? such that

T
Vi € Co([0,T] x RY), w(p) = E/O ot W) d A, (3)

Moreover, v does not charge polar sets. We shall call such measure an extended regular measure.

Proof. As a consequence of Daniell’s theorem, it is clear that the relation above defines a unique
Radon measure on [0,7] x R? and that by uniqueness for any Borel set B C [0, 7] x R? we have

T
I/(B) :]Em/ lB(t,Wt)dAf7
0

ensuring that v does not charge polar sets. O

2.3. The probabilistic interpretation of the divergence term

Let f and |g| belong to L? ([0,7] x R?), ¥ be in L?*(R?) and u € F be the solution of the deter-
ministic equation
Ou(t, ) + %Au(t,x) + f(t,x) + divg(t,x) = 0, )
ur = V.
Let us denote by

t

<
gl W»dwz) | (5)

t d t
/ gr * dWr = Z (/ gi(ra WT)dWTZ +/
S i=1 S S

Then one has the following representation (see Theorem 3.2 in [18]):

Theorem 2. The following relation holds P™-a.e. for any 0 < s <t < T,

~

d t t t
. 1
w W = u (W) = S [ o waw; — [ pwars s [geaw.. @
i—17s s s
Remark 1. If g is reqular with respect to the space variable, then (see [18])

t t
/ gr % dW,. = —2/ divg(r, W,.) dr.

Moreover, since W is a reversible Markov process w.r.t. to the invariant measure m, by the time
change u = T — r, it appears that, under P™, the process (f(;5 gi(r, WT)(W)E[O,T] has the same
"law" as (ff:_t 9i(T — u, Wu)dWi)te[o,T]; hence for example Em[f; gr % dW,] = 0 and the process
(fot gr * AW, )ep0,1) satisfies the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality.



2.4. The doubly stochastic framework

Let B := (B¢)i>0 be a standard d'-dimensional Brownian motion on a probability space (Q, FB.P )
Over the time interval [0,7] we define the backward filtration (F/p) where F/. is the

completion in F?Z of o(B, — By;t <r <T).
We denote by Hr the space of H!(R?)-valued ffT-adapted processes (u;)o<¢<r such that the

trajectories ¢ — u; are in F' a.s. and

t€[0,T]

T
Emman+E/|wmwm<+m.
0

tel0,T

We now remind the quasicontinuity result of the solution of the linear equation, i.e. when f, g, h
do not depend on v and Vu. To this end we first extend the doubly stochastic It6’s formula to our
framework. We start by recalling the following result from [5] and [14]:

Theorem 3. Let f € L? (2 x [0,T] x R4 R), g € L? (2 x [0,T] x R%;RY) and h € L2(Qx [0, T] x
R4 RY) be predictable processes w.r.t. the backward filtration (FEr)ieo,r) and ¥ € L*(R?). Let
u € Hr be the unique solution of the equation
1 =
dut + EAUtdt + (ft + dZUgt)dt + ht . dBt = 0,

UT:\I/.

Then, for any 0 < s <t < T, one has the following stochastic representation, P™-a.e.,

w(t, Wy) —u (s, Wy) Z/aurw ) dW! — /fr ) dr+ = /gr*dW / -dB,.
(7)
We remark that Fp and fo o are independent under P ® P which is the product measure deﬁned

on ' ® Q) and therefore in the above formula the stochastic integrals with respect to dW; and th
act independently of .7-' ’r and similarly the integral with respect to dB; acts independently of Fr.

In particular, the process (ui(W3));e(o ) admits a continuous version which we usually denote by
Y = (Yi),ep0,r) and we introduce the notation Z; := Vu,(W;). As a consequence of this theorem
we have the following result:

Corollary 1. Under the hypotheses of the preceding theorem, one has the following stochastic
representation for u?, P @ P™-a.e., for any 0 <t < T,

2 2 T 1 2 Lo 2
uy (W) — 0% (Wr) = 2/ [(usfs)(Ws) — 7|Vus| (Ws) — (Vus, gs)(Wy) + §|hs| (W) | ds
t (8)
—/T (usgs) (Wy) * dW, —22/ (usO;us) )dWZ—i—Q/T (ushs) (Ws).gés.

Moreover, one has the estimate

t<

T
ESWIMW+E/IW%WMSC[WP+EA Lmﬁ+mm%wmw}wy )

for any t € [0,T7.
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Remark 2. With the notation introduced above one can rewrite relation (8) as

T T T T
YiP + / 12, 2dr = Vol + 2 / Yoo (W )dr — 2 / (Zrr g0 (W) dr — / Yoge(Wy) AWV,
t t t t

T ) T — T )
- QZ/t }/rZi,rdWrrz‘ + 2/t Yvrhr(Wr) -dB +/t Ihr‘ (Wr)dr

(10)

In the deterministic case, it was proven in [18] that the solution of a quasilinear equation has a
quasicontinuous version. The same property holds for the solution of an SPDE (see Proposition 1
in [14]):

Proposition 2. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3, there exists a function @ : [0, T] x QxR? — R
which is a quasicontinuous version of u, in the sense that for each € > 0, there exists a predictable
random set DS, C [0,T] x QxR such that P-a.s. the section DS, is open and i (-, w,-) is continuous
on its complement (DE)" and

P@P™ ((w,o)|3te[0,T] st (twWy(w)) € D) <e

In particular, the process (th(Wt)) has continuous trajectories, P @ P™-a.e..

t€[0,T]
The measures intervening in our equations to force the solution of the SPDE to stay between
obstacles are random, so we need to introduce the notion of a random regular measure:

Definition 4. We say that u € Hp is a random regular potential provided that u(-,w,-) has
a version which is regular potential, P(dw)-a.s.. The random variable v : Q@ — M ([0,T] x R?)
with values in the set of reqular measures on [0, T]x R? is called a regular random measure, provided
that there exits a random regular potential u such that the measure v(w)(dt, dx) is associated to the
reqular potential u(-,w,-), P(dw)-a.s..

The relation between a random measure and its associated random regular potential is described
by the following proposition (see [14], Proposition 2):

Proposition 3. Let u be a random regular potential and v be the associated random regular
measure. Let @ be the excessive version of u, i.e. 4(-,w,-) is a.s. a (Pt)t>0—excessive function
which coincides with u (-, w,-), dtdz-a.e.. Then we have the following properties:

(i) For each € > 0, there exists a (‘FfT)te[o,T} -predictable random set DS, C [0,T] x Q x R? such

that P-a.s. the section DS, is open and i (-,w,-) is continuous on its complement (DZ)° and
PP ((w,w') |3t e€0,T] st (t,w, Wi (")) € D) <e.

In particular the process (ﬂt(Wt)) ] has continuous trajectories, P @ P™-a.e..

t€l0,T
(it) There exists a continuous increasing process A 1= (Ay),cpo) defined on Q x Q' such that

Ay — A; is measurable with respect to the P @ P™-completion of ffT Vo (We,r€lts]), for any
0 <t <s<T, and such that the following relations are fulfilled almost surely, with any ¢ € Dr



and t € [0,T7],

(a)  (ug, 1) + /tT (; (Vus, Vips) + (u5,33<,05)> ds = /tT /Rd o (s,x)v(ds,dz),
() w(Wy) =E™[Ar |]-'t} — A,

() w(Wy)=Ar — Ay — /3us ) AW,
2 r 2 2
@ Jul?+ [ [l ds =B (4 = 407,
t

T
() v(p) =E™ / o (6. W1) dA, .

We remark that, taking the expectation in relation (ii-d) above proposition, one gets

T
||u0|\2+/ ||Vut||2dt] .
0

In a natural way, we define the notion of random extended regular measure as following:

EE™ [A%] =E

Definition 5. A random measure v defined on (Q, FB) and taking values in the set of Radon
measures on [0, T] x R? is a random extended regular measure if there exists an increasing process
A such that

)

T
Ve € Co([0,T] x RY), v(p) = E™ [/0 p(t, Wi)dA,

where A satisfies the following hypotheses:
1. Ao =0 and EE™[Ar] < +o0.

2. There exists a sequence of processes (A™) associated with random regular measures as in
Proposition 8 such that

lim sup |4;— A} =0, PQP"™ —a.e
n—+ 40,7

3. Hypotheses and main result

We consider the following quasilinear parabolic SPDE with two obstacles that, for the moment,
we formally write as

du(t,z) + %Au(t, x)dt + f(t, z, u(x), Vue(x))dt + divg(t, z, u(z), Vug(x))dt

VRt 2, u(x), Vg () - 4B,y + v (dt,x) — v (dt,z) = 0,
@) Swult,z) <ot @), (11)

/ /]Rd —ut,@) v (di, dz) = /OT /Rd (o(t,z) —a(t,z)) v~ (dt,dz) =0

UT—

Remark 3. As explained in [14] (Remark 1, p. 1157), we can consider the more general case where
the operator %A is replaced by a strictly elliptic operator in divergence form L := Zij 0;a"0;, where
a:= (a) : R — R x R is symmetric and measurable.
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3.1. Hypotheses

In the remainder of this paper we assume that the final condition ¥ is a given function in L?(R?)
and the functions appearing in (11)

f o 0,T]xOxR¥xRxR! =R,
g = (91,9a) : [0,T] x QxR x R x R* — R?
b= (hi,.har) 1 [0,7] x @ x R? x R x R — RY

are random functions predictable with respect to the backward filtration (]:ET)te[o ok We set

f('a 'y 'aOaO) = foa g(a *y '7030) = go = (g?, 792)3 h(7 ) '7070) =: hO = (h(l)a 7h31)

and assume the following hypotheses:
Assumption (H): There exist non-negative constants C, «, 8 such that
Q) 1f(t,w, zy,2) = flt,w, 2,9, 2)| < Cly —y/| +12 = 2'|);

1

o d 2
(i) (Sl lgi(tw,29,2) - gilt.w,2,y', 2)P) " < Cly -yl + alz - 2/

=

1
(i) (S0 bt 2.y, 2) = hy(tw, a9 2)) " < Cly—y'|+ Blz = 2

2 1
(iv) the contraction property: « + % < 7

Remark 4. In the case when the operator %A is replaced by a strictly elliptic operator in divergence
form L := Zij 0;a"0; with a = (aij) :R?T = R? x R? symmetric and measurable and such that

Mel <Y a ()€ < Mg
i

2

The contraction property becomes : « + % < X (see [14], Remark 1, p. 1157).

Assumption (HD2):
2 2 2
E (171155 + 16°l + 19°115.,) < +oo-

Assumption (HO) : The two obstacles v(t,w,x) and (¢, w, ) are predictable random functions
with respect to the backward filtration (.FtBT) . We also assume that
>4/ t€]0,T)
(i) t — v(t,w,z) and t — T(t,w, z) are P ® m—a.e. continuous on [0, T].
(iif) There exist f € L% (Q x [0,7] x R4R), g € L? (2 x [0,T] x R4 RY), h € L2(Q x [0,T] x
Rd;Rd1)7 predictable processes w.r.t. the backward filtration (‘FET)tE[O T and U € L2 (R%)
such that if we denote by z the solution of the following linear SPDE

1 ~ .
Ao+ 5Azdt + fudt + divgdt + b - dB, =0,

(12)
T = \Ila

then v, < z; < Uy a.e. Vit € [0,T].
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(iv) Strict separability of the obstacles: there exists a positive constant x such that v, — z, <
—k <0< U — 2.

Remark 5. The condition (iv) is similar to the so-called Mokobodski condition used in stochastic
Dynkin games.

Remark 6. By Theorem 8 in [5] we have the existence and uniqueness of z. Moreover, we know
that EE™ [sup,c(o.7) |2:(W:)[?] < 4+00. Hence, hypothesis (iii) of (HO) ensures that

EE™ sSup (QJ’_ (t> ) Wt))2

te[0,T)

< +00.

< +o0 and EE™ l sup (T (t,-, Wy))?
t€[0,T)

3.2. The weak solution for the two-obstacle problem

We now precise the definition of the solution of our obstacle problem. We recall that the datum
satisfy the hypotheses of Section 3.1.

Definition 6. We say that a triplet (u,vt,v7) is a weak solution of the two-obstacle problem for
SPDE (1) associated to (U, f,g,h,v,0), if

(i) uw € Hrp, v(t,x) <u(t,z) <T(t,z) dPRdt ® de — a.e. and u(T,z) = ¥(z), dP® dx — a.e;
(ii) vt and v~ are random extended regular measures on [0,T] x R?;

(iit) for any ¢ € Dr and t € [0,T)], the following relation holds almost surely,
T 1
/ |:(u8a 834,03) + 5 (VUS, V‘Pa):| ds — (\117 QOT) + (ut7 QOt)
t
T
= [ [0 T0).00) = (90, F). Vios) ] ds (13
t

+/tT(hs(us,Vus),gps).%S_'_/f/w(ps(x)(lﬁ_y)(ds’dx);

(iv) u admits a quasi-continuous version, @, and we have
T T
/ / (i1 () — v, (2)) v+ (ds, dz) = / / (@s (&) — s () v~ (ds, dz) = 0, a.s..
0o Jrd 0o Jrd

3.3. The main theorem

Here is the main result of our paper :

Theorem 4. Suppose that Assumptions (H), (HD2) and (HO) hold. Then there exists a unique
weak solution (u,v™,v7) of the two-obstacle problem for SPDE (1) associated to (U, f, g, h,v,D).
Moreover, the quadruple of processes (Yt, Zt,K;',Kt_)te[o ) the unique solution of the following
doubly reflected backward doubly stochastic differential equation (in short DRBDSDE) :
T 1 (T T —
= U Wr)+ [ R WaYaZds— 5 [ o WYaZysaWes [ bW Y.2) - 0B
t t t

S

T
*Z/ Zi Wi+ Kf — K — K; + K[
i t
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with Ly <Y, < U, YVt € 0,T], (K{)
and

and (K{) being increasing continuous processes

te[0,T) te[0,T]

/ Vi Lo = / (U, - vodK; =0 (15)
0 0

is given by: Yy = u(t, W), Zy = Vu(t, W), Ly = v(t, W), Uy = 0(t, W}) and for any ¢ € Dr,
T T
vt (p) = Em/ o (t, W) dK;" and v~ (p) = Em/ o (t,Wy)dK, .
0 0

4. Proof of Theorem 4

In order to solve the problem, we will use the backward stochastic differential equation technics.
We shall begin with the linear case whose proof is based on the penalization procedure and then
use a fixed point argument. Since we are first going to consider the solution of our SPDE reflected
on the lower obstacle and penalized on the upper obstacle, we recall the result in the one-obstacle
case.

4.1. The probabilistic interpretation of the solution of the one-obstacle problem

In [14], the one-obstacle problem was studied, it corresponds to the case of two-obstacle problem
by taking ¥ = +oc0 and v = vt:

(") u>v, dP®dt®dr— a.e.,

(i) dug(z) + | %Aut(x) + fi(z, wi(x), Vuy(x)) + divgy (@, u (), Vg () | dt
+ hy(z, ue(x), V() - B

(@i') v(u>v) =0, as.,

(') ur =¥, dP®dz — ae..

= —v(dt,x), a.s., (16)

The main result in Matoussi and Stoica [14] (see Theorem 4 and Corollary 2) is the following which
gives a probabilistic interpretation of the solution:

Theorem 5. Assume (H), (HD2) and that the lower obstacle v satisfies:

1. v(t,w, ) is a predictable random function with respect to the backward filtration (ffT)te[o )’

2. t—v(t,w, Wy) is PR P™-a.e. continuous on [0,T],
3. u(T,-) < V()
4. EE™ supte[o,T](v_(t,-,I/Vzg))2 < 400.

Then OSPDE (16) has a unique solution u in Hr.
Moreover, the triple of processes (Y, Zt’Kt)te[O,T]f the unique solution of the following reflected
backward doubly stochastic differential equation (in short RBDSDE) :

T T
1
Yrt:\I’(HT)J'_/ fs([[sa}/;7Zs)d5+KT_Kt_§/ gs<”syyrsazs)*d”s
t t

T - T A (17)
[ ez 0B - Y [ Ziaw
t i t
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with Y; > Ly, Vt € [0,T], (Kt)te[o,T] being an increasing continuous process, Ko =0 and

/T(Yt — L)dK; =0 (18)
0

is given by: Yy = u(t,Wy), Z; = Vu(t, W), Ly = v(t, W) and for any ¢ € Dr,

T
v(p) = Em/o o (t, W) dKy .

4.2. Approximation by the penalization method in the linear case

We begin with the linear case, i.e. assume that f, g and h do not depend on (u, Vu) . In other
words we consider the following DOSPDE:

du(t, x)+ 1Au(t, x)dt + fi(z)dt + divgy(x)dt + he(z) - c<l_Bt + vt (dt,r) — v~ (dt,x) = 0,
) <wult,z) <o(t,x),

/ /Rd a(t,z) —v(t,x)) vt (dt,dr) _/OT/Rd (O(t,x) — a(t,z)) v~ (dt,dz) = 0,

UT—

(19)

where f = f9 g = g¢°, h = h¥ satisfy hypothesis (HD2) and the obstacles v and ¥ satisfy (HO).
For n € N, let (u™, v™™) be the solution of the following SPDE with lower obstacle:

du?(m) + 1Au?(;ﬂ)dt + fi(z)dt — n(u}(z) — v,(x))Tdt + divg,(x)dt + hy(z) - gét + v (dt,x) =0,
) 2 ot z),

//R n(t,z) — vt @) v (dt, da) = 0, (20)

UT—

We denote by V)" = u™(t, W), Z" = Vu"(t,W,), Ly = v(t,Wy), Uy = 0(t, W) and £ = U(Wrp).
From Theorem 4 in Matoussi and Stoica [14] and for each n € N, there exists a unique quasi-
continuous solution u” of the obstacle problem (20). Thus, Y™ is P ® P™-a.e. continuous and
by Corollary 2 in [14], the triplet (Y",Z",K*"") solves the RBSDE associated to the data
(U, f* g,h,L) with f* = f —n(Y" -U)™,

H

T 1 /7 T
Y, —§+/ fs(W, dsfn/ (Ys”st)ersfif gs*dWs+/ hs(Wy) - dBg
t t t
—Z/ Z7 W+ K3 = K,
—Ji

)/thLta

T
/ (V)" = Ly)dK,;”" = 0.
0

t
From now on, we denote K, ™ := n/ (Y — Ug)tds.
0

S

Remark 7.
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1. In (21), (B)o<i<r and (Wy)o<i<r are two mutually independent Brownian motions, with
values respectively in R? and in RL. The backward filtration FfT has been defined in
Subsection 2.4 and let FE = ffT. We also consider the following family of o—fields
FV = a(W,,0<s<t). For anyt €[0,T], we define

Fi = ftW \/ffT and G = .FtW \/]-'TE«;.

Note that the collection (F)icjo,1) is neither increasing nor decreasing and it does not con-
stitute a filtration. However, (Gi)iepo,] is a filtration.

2. Thanks to the comparison theorem (Lemma 10 in the Appendiz), (Y™), is a non-increasing
sequence since [ = f —n (Y™ — U)Vis a non-increasing sequence.

We denote by Y, = 2(t, Wy), Z; = Vz(t, W;) where z satisfies the equation (12), then from Theorem
3, (Y, Z) solves the following BDSDE:

T — T~
Y, = §+/ fé S—*/ gs *x dWs + h W) - dBé—/ ZsdWs, (22)
t t

where € = U (Wr). Moreover, we have the following relation :
Li—Y;, < —k<0<U; —

Lemma 1. There exists a constant C' independent of n such that

T
EE™ sup |Y;"|? —HEIE’"/ |Z!'2dt + EE™| K™ — K7"|? < C. (23)
te[0,T] 0

Proof. Applying It6’s formula to (Y™ — }7)2 (see Lemma 9), for any ¢t € [0,T], we have almost
surely
VeV [z - s =g EP vz [ (0 - V() - 0. ds
t t
T ~ T R ~ -
- [ Fote - ) W w2 [ = T W) - Ru(W.) - 3B
t t (24)
T ~ B T B
72/ (stst)(ngZs)def2/ (Z2 — Zg,9s(Ws) — gs(Ws)) ds
t t
T ~ T ~ T ~
+/ |hs(W5) — hs(WS)|2d8 + 2/ (Y —Y)dK™ — 2n/ (YD =YY — U5)+ds.
t t t
From the Skorokhod condition (21), we get

T T
[ e = Yoarie = [ - Toair <o
t t

T T
n [ -V - U s =n [ - U U= V7 - U s
t t

T T
_ / (Y — U,)")2ds +/ (U, — Vo) (Y2 — U,)*ds > 0.
t t
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b2
Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, trivial inequalities such as 2ab < 2a? + 5 and then

taking expectation under P ® P™, we obtain

T

T T
- - - - 1 -
IEIEm|Yt"—Yt|2+EEm/ |2 — Z,|ds gE|§—g|2+EIEm/ \}/S’L—Ys\st+§EEm/ |21 — Z4|*ds
t t t

T
BB [ [ = POV + 2000 = 3 WP + (0 = R (V)R] ds.
(25)
Hence,
~ r \/
t

where C' is a constant independent of n which may vary from line to line.
From Gronwall’s inequality it then follows that

sup EE™|Y" — Y| < C
0<t<T

and again from (25), we have
T
EEm/ \Z" — Z,|?ds < C.
0

Coming back to (24) and using Bukholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality and the above estimates, we
get ~

EE™ sup |Y;" —Y;]? <C.

t€[0,T]
Then, combining with the estimate for (Y, Z) (see for example Theorem 2.1 in [5]), we obtain
T
EE™ sup |Yt"\2+EEm/ |Z7|%dt < C.
t€[0,T] 0

Finally, we conclude since

T
K" Ko™ =Y0 —¢— / fs(Ws)ds + = / gs x AW — / dB +/ ZgdWs .
0 0
0

Now we introduce a function v € C? which satisfies ¢(z) = x when x € (—o00, —k], ¥(x) = 0 when
x € [-5,+00).

Lemma 2. The sequence (K;:™),, is bounded in L*(P @ P™).
Proof. Applying It6’s formula to (Y™ — Y/), we have almost surely, Vt € [0, T],

B - V) =p(E— )+ / v A e / O V(v - UL ds
/w V) (fu (W) — Fo(W. ds_,/ WY = V) (g — o) + dW,
/w V) (ho(W,) = hu(WV dB—/w V(22— Z)aw,
-1 / YD - V|20 - Z,ds + / WY = T (W) — hy(W,)[2ds

- / WY = V) gs(Wa) — Ga(Wa), 2 — Z,)ds.
(26)
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We note that
T ~ T ~
[ e Yok = [ e - VodKn = K- K
t t

and

S

T
/ V(Y = Yn(Y —Us)tds =0,
t

then, combining with Lemma 1 and using the fact that 1)’ and " are bounded, we deduce that,
there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

EE™[K; "] < c. (27)
O

Thus the sequence of processes K; " is uniformly bounded in L'(€ x Q' x [0,T]). Moreover, by
comparison theorem (see Lemma 10), we have dK "1 > dK T,
Therefore the sequence (Kt+ ™), converges to a process denoted by Kt and by Fatou’s lemma, we
get

EE"[Kf] <c. (28)

Moreover, by Lemma 3.2 in [17], we have the following result:
Lemma 3. (K;r)tzo s an increasing and continuous pProcess.

Moreover, by the comparison theorem (see Lemma 10), we know that (Y™),, is non-increasing and
bounded in L?, as a consequence it converges to a process that we denote by Y and we have

T
/ Y, — Y| dt
0

We are now going to prove that the process (Y;):eo,7] admits a continuous version which solves
(14).

lim EE™

n—-+o0o

=0.

4.3. The fundamental lemma

We recall that for all n € N,

T T 1 /7 T —
Y;"Zf—i—/ fS(Ws)ds—n/ (YS”—US)ers—§/ gs*dWs+/ hs(Ws) - dBs
t ¢ t t

T
X [ s
i t

First of all, by extracting a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that (Z"), converges weakly
to a process Z in L2(Q x ' x [0, T]).
Let ¢ be a positive function in L?(R?), we introduce, for each N > 0, the G;—stopping time

TN = inf{tZO, K :NC(W())}/\T

Since K; is integrable and { > 0, P ® P™-a.e., 7y = T for N large enough. Moreover, as K <
N((Wo) A K4, K, belongs to L*(P @ P™) (| L' (P® P™). Clearly for each N, (Z" . )n converges
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weakly to Z.ry in L2(Q2 x Q' x [0,T]).
We have
tATN tANTN tINTN —
Yinrn :YE)n_/ fS(WS)dS‘F*/ QS*dWS_/ hs(Ws) - dBs
0 2 0 0 (29)

tATN tATN
- / Zrdw, — K"+ n/ (Y —U,) " ds.
0 0

Let us remark that for fixed N, the sequence of processes (K 'RT"N) is non-decreasing in n, bounded
in L? and for each n and 0 < s <t < T, K;;\’f;rl — Khmt > Kjur — K52 by the comparison
theorem. Moreover, by Lemma 1 this implies that the sequence of processes (K.}, ) is also bounded
in L2.

Then, as a consequence of the stochastic monotonic convergence theorem due to Peng and Xu (see
Theorem 3.1 in [17]) we conclude that there exists an increasing process K~ such that, for each
N >0andte[0,T], Y, converges to

ATN

tATN tIATN tATN —
Yt/\TN =Yy — / fs(VVs)ds - 5/ gs * dWs — / he(W‘z) -dB
0 0 0

tIATN (30)
+/ ZedWs — Kb + Kipry s
0

where both K j'\TN and K75, hence Y .., are cadlag. Making NV tend to infinity we conclude that
Y and K~ are cadlag.

Lemma 4. (Fundamental Lemma) We have
2
lim EE™ ( sup (V" — U +) } =0.
n—+00 { tE[O,T]( K 2

Proof. We first note that for all n, Y — Y is the solution of the RBSDE associated to the data
(Y(Wr) —=O(Wrp), f*— f,g—g,h—h,L —Y). By Ito’s formula (see Remark 9 in the appendix),
we have

T T
Vg — Yo) PP = |6 — O — / Ly, oo| 20 = Zo[ds — 2 / (Y7~ V) (20— Z2)dW,
T R T ~ T R
2 / S AR / (VI — Vo)t (fo(Wa) — Fu(W))ds — / (Y7~ Vo) (g — o) * AW,
0 0 0

T T
2 [ T W) = R TBt [ Ly (V) = (V)P
0 0 s

T T
- 2/0 1{Ys"*f’s>o} (9s(Ws) = 9s(Ws), Z — ZS>d3 - 2”/0 (Y = Yo) P (Y — Us)¥ds, as..
(31)

Since Y > L, we have fOT(Ys” —Y,)TdK}" < 0. Now taking the expectation in the previous
inequality, we easily get that n fOT(YS" —Y,) " (Y — U,)*ds is bounded in L', which yields:

lim EE™

n——+00

T
/ (Y =Yty - Us)+d5] =0.
0
Hence, since Y <U,

n—-+oo

lim EE™ VT (v — Us)+)st] —0.
0
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So we have E]Em[fOT((YS — U,)T)%ds] = 0.

Since Y is cadlag process and U is continuous process, we deduce that P @ P™-a.e., for all
t € [0,7), Y3 < Up. Hence lim,, 5 (Y;* — U;)T™ = 0. By Dini’s lemma ([4], p. 202), we get
limy, - oo SUPepo, 77 (Y7 — U;)™ = 0, a.s. and we conclude by the dominated convergence theo-

rem.
Lemma 5. For each N > 0, there exists a constant Cn such that for all n € N,

EE™[(K")?] + EE™ (K] < C.

Proof. This is an obvious consequence of Lemma 1 and the fact that K" is dominated by K.

Since we have the following estimate (see Lemma 1)

T
EE™ ( sup |Y;”|2> —|—EEm/ |Z™?ds < C,
0<t<T 0

by Fatou’s lemma , one gets

EEm< sup |Yt|2> <C.
0<t<T

4.4. Convergence of (Y™, Z™", Kt K—™)
Lemma 6. The limiting processes Y, KT and K~ are continuous and we have:

lim EE™ [ sup |Y;" —Yﬂ =0,
n—-+4o0o 0<t<T

and for any N > 0,
™
lim EE™ U |z} — Zt|2dt] =0.
0

n—-+4oo

Moreover, we have Ly <Y; < Uy, YVt € [0,T] and
T T
/ (YS—LS)dKj:/ (Us —Y5)dK; =0, PRP"-a.e.
0 0

Proof. The continuity of process K™ has been proved in Lemma 3.
From (29), we have, for n > p and any t € [0,T],

n P
}/t/\TN - }/t/\TN tATN tINTN tATN tANTN

Then, It6’s formula gives almost surely,
tATN
Vihey = Vi P =10 = ¥§ P =2 [ (7 = vy a (1 = )
0
tATN IATN
vz Coreyna@cn ko) [ 20 - zpas
0 0

tATN
+2 / Y~ YP) (28, — ZP,) dWL
ZO Y =YD (20, — 27,) dW,

%

tATN
= (Y = YE) = (K0, = K2 ) + (Kon, — Kol )+/ (Z — ZP)dW,.
0

O

O

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)

(36)
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Then taking expectation and noting that, as n > p, due to the comparison theorem (Lemma 10 in
the Appendix), we know that Y™ < Y?, hence thanks to the definition of K", we get

tATN tATN
2 / Y YP)d (K" — Ko?) < —2 / (Y7~ YP)dE "
0 0

S

tATN tATN
_ 2/ (Y" —U)dEK;" + 2/ (VP — U,) dK "
0 0

IN

tATN
2 / (YP —U,)dE "
0

S S S

2/WN [(YP —U)* — (YP — U] n(Y" — Us)*ds

S

tATN
§2/ (YP—U) dK;™
0
<2 sup (YP—-U)" K"
s€[0,T]

(37)

By Lemma 4, Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and the fact that (K7 ;"), is bounded in L?, we get

lim EE™ l sup (VP —U,)" K*”] =0,

n,p—+oo s€[0,T) * ™
hence
tINTN
limsup EE™ | sup (—/ (Y —YP)d (K™ — Ks_’p)> <0. (38)
n,p—+00 te[0,T] 0

Moreover, for fixed N, the sequence (Y/X,, )nen is decreasing and bounded in L? hence converges
in L?, so

lim EE™ UY;}\TN - Yt’;mﬂ =0.

n,p——+o00

Finally, remarking the following relation:

tINTN
2 [0 -y - K )
0

tIANTN
o [ vt k)
0

S S

tATN tATN
2 [0 - dieb Ky 2 [ - LdKE - )
0 0

tINTN tNTN
:2/ (Ls —Y")dK]? + 2/ (Ls — YP)dK™ <0,
0 0
and coming back to (36), we get for any ¢ € [0,T],
tINTN tATN
0 < limsup EEm/ |Z™ — ZP|2ds < limsup —ZEEm/ (Y —=YP)d(K; ™ — K;P) <0.
n,p—+400 0 n,p—+0o0 0

Finally, taking supremum over [0,7] in (36), thanks to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
and (38), we have

TN
BE" | sup [V =P [ 17 2y
0

tel0,7n]

— 0, asn,p— oo. (39)
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Hence, there exists a pair (Y, Z) of progressively measurable processes with values in R x R¢ such
that
TN
EE™ [ sup V" —Yi|? +/ \Z — Zt|2dt} — 0.
0<t<7n 0

Therefore, the process Y admits a continuous version that we still denote by Y and by equality
(30) we deduce that the process K~ is also continuous. Then as a consequence of Dini’s lemma,
supyepo, 7] |Yy" — Yi| converges to 0 a.e., hence by the dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim EE™

n—-+oo

sup V" — Yy /?
t€[0,T]

=0.

Similarly, Dini’s lemma and the dominated convergence theorem also yield

EE™

sup |K,;"" - Kﬂ] =0.
te[0,T]

From identity (35), making p tend to +oo, we have

sup |Kp 7 = Koapy | <IYG = Yol + sup [Y)' = Yi|+ sup |K;™" — K[|
te[0,T] te[0,T7] t€[0,T

tATN
|z zaaw,
0

We have proved that each term on the right hand side tends to 0 in L? or L', hence by standard
arguments based on a diagonal extraction procedure we can extract a subsequence (K *"5("))n such
that for all NV,

+ sup
te[0,T]

lim sup |Kt ™ _ Kk,

Nror irry| =0, ae..
n—=+ 4c[0,T)

Hence, since 75 = T a.e. for N large enough, we obtain

lim sup |K (n) —K,;|=0, ae.
n—+ 4c(0,T)

Moreover, from Lemma 4 we know that P ® P™—a.e., Y; < Uy, Vit € [0,T], which yields that
fOT(Y; —Us)dK; < 0. But, we also have

T T T T
/ (Y, — UK, — / (¥I U)K ™| < / (Y, — U)K, — / (Y, — U)K "
0 0 0 0

T
O A
0

Now since K (") tends to K, we deduce that almost surely, the sequence (dK —0(n) ), of measures
on [0, 7] converges weakly to dK~. Since s — Y, — Uy is continuous, we have

T T
tin [ (V.= U)K = [y - vae;

n—+o00 0 0

Then, for all n, N > 0,

™
/ |Ys — Ysts(n) ‘dK;,é(n) < sup |V, — Y;z;(n)|K;]\;5(n)
0 t€[0,T)
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By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Lemma 5, limy,— oo EE™[sup,c(o 1y [V — V" K] = 0, so
by extracting another subsequence if necessary we have

™~

lim Y, = YIMWdK 7™ =0, ae.,
n—-+oo 0
this yields
TN TN TN
/ (Y, — Uy)dK; = lim (V2 —U)dK; 4™ = lim S(n)((YS™ —U,)T)2ds > 0.
0 n—-+00 0 n—-+oo 0

Hence, [ (Y, — Us)dK; = 0. Using similar arguments, we prove
TN

TN
/ (Y, — Ly)dKS = lim (Yo —
0

n—-+4oo 0 S

Ly)dK™ =0.
Finally, as 7v = T almost surely for N large enough, we conclude that

T T
/ (Ys — Ly)dK} = / (Us —Y5)dK; =0, P®P"-a.e..
0 0

O

As a consequence of the last proof, by passing to the limit in (29) a.e., we obtain the following
generalization of the DRBSDE introduced in [7]:

Corollary 2. The limiting quadruple of processes (Yt7 Zy, K;F,K[)
lowing DRBDSDE:

t€[0,7] s a solution of the fol-

T T -
U (Wr) + / fr (Wp)dr — = / gr x dW,. + / hy (W,) - dB,
¢ ¢

(40)
- § / ZipdWE+ K — K7 — K7 + K,
— Jt

with Ly <Y, < U, Vt € [0,T], (K;")
and

and (

are increasing continuous processes

te[0,T] )te[o T)

T T
|-z = [ @i - voar; ~o. (41)
0 0

4.5. End of the proof of Theorem J in the linear case

At this stage, we have built the solution of the DRBDSDE associated to our DOSPDE. It remains
to make the link with the solution of this DOSPDE.
We keep all the notations of the preceding section.

Lemma 7. There exists u € Hp which admits a quasi-continuous version that we still denote by
u such that
Ve e [0,T], Y =ut, W) and Z; = Vu(t, W), PQP™ — a.e..

Proof. First of all, as a consequence of [14], for each n € N there exists u™ € Hr, quasi-continuous,
such that
vt e [0,T], V" = u™(t, W;) and Z' = Vu" (¢, W;), PQP™ — a.e

Since the sequence (Z™) is bounded in L?, by Mazur’s lemma, we can construct a sequence of
convex combination
= E oy 2",

icl,
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which converges to Z in L([0,T] x Q x Q). We put

= g al'Y' and a":= E afu’,
In

In

then we clearly have

T
sup (i~ @+ [ v - Vﬁi’IIthSE’”[sup T VrP 120 - 2Pl
te[0,T) te[0,T] 0

so the sequence (ﬁ”)n N is a Cauchy sequence in Hp and hence has a limit « in this space. The
end of the proof is then obvious. O

Finally, we have the desired result:

Lemma 8. The triple (u,v*,v™), where

T T
Vi € Cy ([0, T] x RY), / / o(t, ) v (dt, do) :Em/ on(W)) dK;
0 R4 0

and . .
Yo € Cp([0,T] % Rd), / / p(t,z) v~ (dt,dx) = ]Em/ or(Wh) dK,
o Jrd 0

is a solution of the linear SPDE with two obstacles (19) .
Proof. Let (Y!,Z') be the solution of the backward doubly SDE without obstacle

T
U (Wr) /fr r—f/ gr*dW+ h 4B, —Z/ Z},aw;,
t

then we know that Y,! = u*(t, W;), Z} = Vul(t,W;), where u! € Hr is quasi-continuous and the
solution of the SPDE:

1 Lo . S5
du’ (t,z) + iAu (t,x)dt + fi(x)dt + divgs(z)dt + hy(x) - dBy =0

with terminal condition u}. = V.
Weput Y2 =Y -V Z2=27—Z! then (Y?,Z% K*, K~) is a solution of the following backward
doubly stochastic SDE with lower obstacle L, — Yt and upper obstacle Uy —

T
-> / Z7 . AW} + Kf — KiF — K7 + K.
— Jt

Now, we put u? = u — u!, then u? € Hr is quasi-continuous, and moreover,
Y2 =u?(t,W;) and Z7 = Va2 (t, Wy).
Let ¢ € Dy, then by Itd’s formula, we have for all ¢ € [0,T):
T
(W)Y = — / (Y2V@s(Wo) + 0u(We) Z2) dW, — / Dsips(Wy)Y2ds — f/ Aps(Wy)Y2ds

T T
/ Vos(Ws) - Z ds+/ ws(Ws)dKj—/ 0s(Ws)dK,
t t
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then taking expectation w.r.t. E™ and remarking that for example

T T
Em/ A@S(WS)Y;Q ds = / (Agps, uf) ds
t t

T
7/ (Vs, Vu?) ds
t

we get

/tT {(uﬁ,a‘g%) + % (Vuf,Vgos)] ds + (uf,¢r) = /tT /Rd os(z) (vt —v7)(ds, dz), a.s..

This proves that (u?, v, v7) solves

1
du®(t,z) + iAUZ(t,x)dt +vT(dt,r) — v~ (dt,x) = 0,

Q(t ‘T) - ul(t7aj) < uz(t,ﬂf) < @(tax) - ul(t,l’),

' U2 r)—\v x —'LL1 X V+ xX) = ! v X _Ul x _’LL2 x))v xT) =
| [ - o - ) vtndn = [ [ (@) - ute) - 0 v de)
uj

It is now easy to conclude since u = u' + u2. O
The next proposition will ensure the uniqueness of solution.

Proposition 4. Let (u,v™,v7) be a solution of the linear SPDE with two obstacles (19). We
consider that u is the quasi-continuous version and denote by K+ and K~ the processes such that:

T
Yo € Cp([0,T] % Rd / / (t, ) dt das) Em/ cpt(Wt)dK;r
R4 0
and

Yo € Cp([0, T de / /Rd (t,z)v dtdm): m/OTgot(Wt)th_.
We define the processes:
YVt e [0, 7], Y:=u(t,W:) and Z; = Vu(t, W;).
Then (Y, Z, K+, K™) is a solution to DRDBSDE of Corollary 2.

Proof. As seen in the proof of the preceding lemma and as a consequence of Theorem 3 in [14], we
just need to prove the result in the case where f = g = h = 0. So, let u be a solution of

du(t, x)+ 1Au(t, x)dt + vt (dt,x) — v (dt,z) = 0,
) < wu(t,z) <ot z),

/ /Rd u(t, ) — v(t, z))) u+(dt,dz):/0T/Rd Tt — ult, ) - (dt, do) = (42)

UT—O.

Since u is in Hr, we can approximate it by a sequence of functions u” € C°([0, T] x R%) such that

T
lim B | sup [Jul —u? +/ |V (uft —ug)|[*dt| = 0.
n—=+o0  |ic(0,T] 0
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Set Y;* := u™(t,W;) and Z}' := Vu"(t,W;). As a consequence of 1t6’s formula, we have
t t
Y, = ug (W) —|—/ <8 up (W) + Au (W, )) ds —|—/ Z7? dWs. (43)
0 0

Define K] := u{)’(WO)waJ (Osu(Wy) + 2 Aul(Wy)) ds, and K, = K;* — K, , then for any ¢ € Dr,
by integration by parts argument we obtain

T T 1 (T
Em/ (W) dK} = f/ (ul, Osp5)ds — 5/ (Vui, V) ds.
0 0 0

Making n tend to infinity, we get, since u solves (42),

n—-+4oo

T T
0 0

But, since Y™ and Z" converge in L?, we deduce that for all ¢, K}* converges in L? to a limit which
necessarily is nothing but K; as K™ and K belong to Ay P-a.s.

Finally coming back to equation (43) and making n tend to +oo, we conclude that (Y, Z, K+, K ™)
satisfies the desired DRDBSDE. O

4.6. It6’s formula

In this section we will prove the It6’s formula for the solution of DOSPDE. Let us also remark
that any solution of the nonlinear equation (1) may be viewed as the solution of a linear one, so
we only need to establish the Itd’s formula in the linear case i.e. for the solution of equation (19).

Theorem 6. Under assumptions (HD2) and (HO), let (u,v™,v™) be the solution of linear SPDE
with two obstacles (19) and ® : RT x R — R be a function of class CY2. We denote by ®' and ®"
the derivatives of ® with respect to the space variables and by the partzal derivative with respect

to time. We assume that there exists a constant C > 0, such that |97 < C, |22 < C(|z|* v 1),
and ®'(t,0) =0 for allt > 0. Then P — a.s. for any t € [0,T],

/Rd @(t,ut(x))dx—i—l/T/Rd <I>”(s,us(:c))|Vus(x)2dmds:/Rd<I>(T,\I/(x))da:—/T Rdaa—f(s,us(x))dxds

+/tT( "(s,us), fs) dS*Z/ /RdCI)”sus ))Osus(z)g: (z dxderZ/ "(s,us), )§§§
+;X_:/t /R <I>"(s,us(m))(hj7s(x))2dxds—|—/t /]R &' (s, uy (2)) (v — v )(ds, der).

Proof. We begin with the penalization equation of the corresponding DRBDSDE:

%

T 1 /7
Y, —f—i—/ fs(W. ds—n/ (yr— )+ds—§/ gs*dW+ h W) - dBg
t t

- Z/ ZP AW+ K" — K
— Jt
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For (Y™, Z™ K*™), we have the following Itd’s formula (see Lemma 9): Vt € [0, 7], P-a.s.,

T T T
Bt ) = BTV — [ G s+ / ¥ (5, VLW ds — [ @Y (7~ U s

1 T T T
—5/ <I>'(s,YS")gS*dWS+/ O (5, Y)hy (W) - dB, / s, Y ZMdW, +/ @ (s, Y)dK ™
t t

1 T T 1 T
by [ @Y IV ds [ @6 Y W, 2 - [ (s vz s,
t t t

It is clear that all the terms in the above equality converge to the desired terms except those
involving the process Z™ and the terms fo (s, Y dK ™ and fo (s, YMdK ;™

For each N € N, thanks to Lemma 6, it is easy to verify that for example [ PATN @”( ,YM) | Z7 2ds
converges in L' to f PATN. '(8,Ys)| Zs|?ds, which implies the convergence almost sure by a diagonal

extraction procedure of fo " (s,Y)|Z"|%ds to fot D" (s,Ys)|Zs|?ds for all t € [0,T).
Since

T T
/@’(S,YS")dKj’"—/ (s, Vo) K+
t t

S

T T
/ (®'(s,Y) — @' (s,Yy)) K™ + / ®'(s,Ys)d (KF™ — K.
t t

It is clear that

< C sup |YS"—YS|K;“”—>O7 as n — oo.

T
[ @y - ey
t set,T]

As K™ tends to K+, we deduce that almost surely the sequence (dK*™),, of measures on [0, T
converges weakly to dK*. Combing with the fact that the map s — ®'(s,Y) is continuous, then
we have

T
/@’(57Ys)d(Kj’"—K;')—>0, as mn — .
t

Similar arguments can be done for fo (s, Y")dK ™, or more precisely, for f (s, Yé(”))dK ()
where (§(n))y,, is the subsequence in the proof of Lemma 6.
At last, using the relation between (u,v*,v™) and (Y, Z, K™, K~), we get the desired formula. [

Remark 8. We also need the Ité’s formula for the difference between two DOSPDEs which is
fundamental to do the fized point argument in the nonlinear case (see Subsection 4.7) and to get
the comparison theorem (see Theorem 7). The proof will be similar to that of Theorem 6. The only
difference is that we begin with the It6’s formula for the difference between the penalized solutions
of two OSPDEs (see Theorem 6 in [6]). We postpone this in the appendiz.

4.7. Proof of Theorem J in the nonlinear case

Let us consider the Picard sequence (Y™, Z"),, defined by (Y°, Z%) = (0,0) and for all n € N we
denote by (Y"+1, zZntl gHn+l —=n+1) the solution of the linear DRBSDE as in the previous
subsection

T T T

1 —
Yt"+1 =£+ fs(Ws, Y, Z)ds — 5/ gs(Y', Z70)  dW + / hs(Ws, Y, Z7) - dBy
t t t

(44)

T
1 +,n+1 +,n+1 —n+1 —n+1
—/ ZM AW + K2 - KT - KT K
t
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with L, < Y™ < U, YVt € [0, 7], (K;7"H)
ous processes and

_ 1 . . . .
and (Kt i ) being increasing continu-

te[0,T] te[0,T]

T T
/ ()/tn-i-l o Lt)th—i-,n+1 _ / (Ut . }/tn—s-l)th—,n+1 =0.
0 0

From now on, we introduce positive constants p and € that we’ll fix precisely later.
Applying Tto’s formula to e# (Yt — Y;*)2, we have almost surely, for all ¢ € [0, 7],

T T
e R RO AL R N R AR
t t

T
=2 [ e Y [0 2 - L 2] ds
t
T T
[ YA K <2 [ e Y K
t t
T
2 / 20T = 70, g (Y], Z0) — g (YO, Z0 1)) ds (45)
t
T
= [ et v [ 20 - gy 22 ] W
t
T T
[ eyt - Zaw [ e (v, 20 - (v 2 s
t t
T —
b2 e oY) (v 20) - (v 2] B
t
Remarking the following relations:
T
/ eus(yvsn-i-l _ Y'Sn)d(K;-,n—i-l _ K;i—,n)
t
T T
— / ets (Y — Lo)dK " — / et (Y — Lg)dK
t t
T T
B / et (Y — Lo)dK " +/ e (V) — L)dK" <0
t t
and
T
= [ e sy - g
t
T T
:/ (Y] = Ug)dK ;" 4 / e (U, = Y H)dK
t t
T T
- / et (Y —Ug)dK ;™ — / e’ (Uy — YPYdK ™ < 0.
t t

Let € < 1. The Lipschitz condition and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality yield
2007 =Y [fY 20 — (YT 207
=z Y =Y e [ A 20) — LY 2

< é ’Ytnﬂ _ Ytn‘2 +Ce ‘}/tn _ Y;n71‘2 +Ce ‘Ztn _ ZZ%1|2



27

and
220 = 20,9V Z0) — (Y, Z07Y)
<2z = Zp| (Ol =Y ez - 207 Y)
C
<Celzrt -z + — |- Y P valzptt =z v alzp - 2t
Moreover,
n n n— n— 2 n n— n n—
|he (Y, Z0) = he (V71 207 < (O =Y + 8127 — 207 H)?
=CY =Y P 208 Y| 2 - 2 4 822 - 2
1 n n— n n—
SV =Y+ B (L4 0)| 2y - 20
Therefore,
T
BB [ e (v Y [V 20) - v 2] ds
t
1 T T
ggEEm/ e“5|YS"+1—YS”|2ds+CeEEm/ e Y =Y P2 — 20 ds
t t
and
T
2BE™ [ o200 - 27 g, (2, 20) - 0. (Y 20 s
t
T 2 C T 2
<(Ce + a)EE™ / et |zt — 77| ds—i—;EIEm / e Y =Y ds
t t
T 2
+aEEm/ et |zt — Z77H ds.
t
Also, we get

T
BE™ [ (V2 22)  ha(V7 20 7) s
t
1 T T
<C*(1+ f)IE]Em/ et |V — Y 2ds + B2 (1 + g)JEEm/ etz — 7012 ds.
€ t t
We deduce that
1 T T
(n— g)1[311«:’"”/ et |y v Pds + (1 —a— Ca)EEm/ et |zt — Zn2ds
t t
1 T T
<C(C+1)(1+ g)]EE’"/ ety — Y 2ds + (Ce +a+ B2(1 + 5))IEE"‘/ et |Zm — Zn 12 ds.
t t

We take the norm

T
0215 = BB™ [ e (@ vl + 2.
0

We can choose € small enough and then p such that

p—1/e  C(C+1)(1+1/e)

2(1 1—a-— B '
Cetat+f(1+e)<l-a—-Ce and l-a-Ce Cetatp?(l+e)
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If we set 6 = 1‘_‘;1_/58 and §p = %ﬁjc(l:é) € (0,1), we have the following inequality:

[t =y, zm = zm)|” <o (v =yt zn - 2|

<.

<s ot zy?

y0 "

Since §7 — 0 when n — oo, we conclude that (Y™, Z") is a Cauchy sequence in the L2-space hence
converges to a couple (Y, Z) w.r.t the norm || - ||,,,5.

Now, coming back to equality (45), similar calculations to the previous ones plus Burkholder-
Davies-Gundy’s inequality yield

EE™ l sup |}/tn+1 _}/tn|2 SCEEM

te[0,7)

T
/ ‘szn _ st—1|2 4 |Z;z _ Z;L—l‘2 dS]
0

T 1/2
+ CEE™ </ D/anrl - st|2 |gs(}/sn7 Z?) - g(}/snilv Z‘?il)‘g dS)
0

. 1/2
_ n—11y12
+ CEE™ (/0 D/;Hrl 71/sn|2 |h9(Y€n7Z;L) 7h(yvsn 17Zs 1)| dS)

T 1/2
m n n n n2
+ CEE (/O Yo -y |z - 7| ds)

and then we remark that

T 1/2
EE™ (/ Yo -V g, (v 20) - gV 2 ds)
0

. 1/2
<EE™ sup ‘Y't'rH»l _ Y;n‘ / ’gs(y'sn7 Z;L) _ g(st_1> Z;L—1)|2 ds
te[0,T] 0

SEJEEm l sup |)/;"+1 _}/tn|2 4 /
9

t€[0,T)

1 T
+7E]Em [/ |gé(stvz?)_g(nn717zgil)|2 d3‘|
0

S&JEE'IYL l sup |5/tn+1 _ }/tn|2 + CEE™

t€[0,7)

T
|-y ez - Z;L—“ds] ,
0

where €’ is arbitrary small. We do the same trick for the last two terms and finally obtain the
following estimate:

EE™ sup |5/tn+1 _ Ytn|2

t€[0,7)

<l -yt zn -z YL ot -y 2t - 2| < Osp

So, by standard arguments, we obtain the following convergence:

lim EE™

n—-+oo

T
sup |Y;"—Yt|2—|—/ |Z — Z|* dt| =0,
0

t€[0,T]
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here again this ensures that we can choose for Y a time-continuous version.

It now remains to prove the convergences of K™ and K", to the end we recall the function 1
introduced in Section 4.2 which "separates" the two obstacles and which is defined as a function
¢ € C? satisfying ¢(z) = = when € (—o0, —«] and ¥(z) = 0 when z € [—%,+00). We have
almost surely for n,m € N and Vt € [0, 7],

S R

/ N AT / R A / W, Ko

4 / V(Y = V) AR ™ / V(YR — V)2 — Z,)dW, + / WY - V) (2" — Z3)dW,

”/ YR = V)| 20 - Z,[2ds + /w S I ATE

/ O R AT A S s B A ds—/ WY = V) (Y, 20 - s

”/ WV = T (g (Y 2070 = ) « W + /w V) (g (V"L, 20071 = 3,) « dW,
/w (Y21 20— h) B, — [ W~ Ty 20 — ) - 4B
/ WY = T (Y, 2070 — hofds — = / WY — T (Y, 200 — s

/ WY = Vg (Y 2070 = 3o, 20 — Zo)ds + / WY = Vg (Y 20N — G, 20 — Z)ds.

Noting that by the strict separability condition (HO)-(iv) and the structure of 1, we get

T T
[ v = Foasr = [t - Vo = kgt g
t

T T
/t WY = VK™ = [ (L, = VK™ = K™ — K,
and

T T
[ v = vodron = [ v, - Vdk; <o,
t t

T T
R A AR AT
t t
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Therefore,
[K3" = K" — (K™ = K|

T ~ ~ ~
<Y — Vi) — (Y — )| + / (0 (Y — V(20— Z2) — ! (V" — Vo) (2T — Z.))dWV,

1 T ~ ~ ~ ~
+f/ (V0 — V|20 — 2o — (Y — V)| 20— Za[?|ds
t

2 S
T ~
[ O =T 2 = ) = 0 = TR0 20 - o) ds
1| /7 - )
3 / (0O = Vg (71, 2070 = ) =0/ (V" = ) (g, (V"1 2007) = Gi) ) + W,

T - ~ ~ ~ ——
[ (w0 = T 22 ) = w0 - V(v 20 <)) B
t

1 T
1 T

then, taking the supremum in ¢ and the expectation, thanks to the Burkholder-Davies-Gundy
inequality, we obtain

+

S

w”(Y" - f’s)\hs(Ys"_17 Z?_1> - FLS‘Z - 1///(Ym - &)th(nm_17 Z;n_l) - BS|2‘ ds

S S

V(Y =Y ) g (Y, Z07Y) = §s, Z0 — Zs) — 0" (Y = Y ) g (Y, 2070 — G, 20 — Zy) | ds,

S

EE™ [ sup |K;" — K" — (K™ — Kj’m)|]
t€[0,T)

WY =Y )NZ0 = Zs) =)' (V" = Z)(Z0 - Zs)

S

) 1/2
ds

T
<EE™ | sup |[(Yy" —Y;) — (Y™ —Yt)’ + (/
te[0,7] 0

T
veen| [
0

VY= Y)|Z] = Z =" (Y - Y)| 28 - Z

S

ds

T ~ ~ ~
+EE™ A VY =Y (f (Y207 = f) = (V" = Y)Y 207N = ]) dS]

) ~ ) , 1/2
+ER" </ (00 = V0027 2070 = ) — 0 (O = V)0V 20 7) - 3,) dS)

T 1/2
e (/ |¢’(Ys")hs(Ys"_l»Z?_l)—w’(Ysm)hs(Ysm_laZé”_l)IQd8>
0

S S

[ rT - 2 - 2
+ EE™ / IV =Y |hs (Y Z07 ) — hy| — " (Y = Y5) |he (YL, 27 — ds]
0

T
veen| [
0

By extracting a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that sup,c(o 7 |Y;" —Y;| tends to 0 almost-
everywhere, this ensures that all the terms on the right hand side of the previous inequality tend

WO = V) (o (VT 20 = 5, 20 = Za) = 0V = V) (9o (VTN 20N — 4, 20 - Z,)

ds] |
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to 0 as n,m — +o00. To see it, let us study the second term:

EE™

/OT ‘¢II(Y )|Zn 25\2 — (Y, — f/s)lzs . Zs|2’ ds]

T
< EE™ l/ v =V |12z - 2.2 - 12, - 27| ds]
0

T 2
+ EE™ l/ ds] .
0

The first term of the right member tends to 0 since %" is bounded and the second by use of the
dominated convergence theorem. Repeating these kinds of arguments, we get that, for a subse-
quence, K™ converges uniformly on ¢ in L' to an increasing continuous process K*. In the same
way we have the convergence of K" to an increasing continuous process K .

The fact that K+ and K~ satisfy the minimal Skohorod condition can be proven as in the proof of
Lemma 6. Now passing to the limit in (44) for a well-chosen subsequence we get that (Y, Z, KT, K ™)
solves the DRBSDE

7/}//(Ys _ '}7‘8) _ w//(yn o YS)

S

T 1 T T ——
Vi—es [ vzt — g [ azysaw.s [ nov.y.,z,) - .
t t t

T
—/ ZdWs+ K — K;" — K; + K, .
t

We end this proof by establishing that this solution may be viewed as the solution of a linear
DRBSDE, so that all the results of the previous section apply. More precisely, let (Y, Z, KT, K™)
be a solution of the linear DRBSDE (with same obstacles U and L):

B T 1 T T —
Y;:£+ fs(WsaY;7Zs)d3_§/ gs(szst)*dWs'i‘/ hs(WsavaZs)'st
t t t

T
_/ZMﬁm>@;@+m.
t

Then, Y; — — N2 = Z)aw, + (K — Kf) — (K — K}) — (K7 — )+ (K — K;)
hence is a Qt seml—martmgale Now applying the It6-Tanaka formula to ((V; — +_)2 we obtam
by similar arguments to those used in the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [9] that ¥ = Y, hence as a

consequence of Doob-Meyer’s theorem, Z = Z and KT — K~ = Kt - K ’.7Applying one more
time Ito’s formula to ¥(Y; — Y;) = (Y — Y;), we immediately get K = KT and K~ = K.
O

Then we can do a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 4 in the linear case to get the result
on u. Precisely, the above proof provides that the Picard sequence (Y, Z™) is a Cauchy sequence,
then using the relation between (u”, Vu'™) and (Y™, Z™), we obtain that the corresponding Picard
sequence u" is a Cauchy sequence in Hp and hence has a limit « in this space.

4.8. Comparison theorem

We can also establish the comparison theorem for the solution of our two-obstacle problem.

Theorem 7. Let W2, 2 52, v% be similar to ', f1, 5%, v and let (u vt pb _) be the solution of
the two-obstacle problem correspondmg to (\Ill,fl,g, h,v v ) and (u V2’+ 1/2’_) be the solution
corresponding to (\112, 2, q,h, EQ,QQ) . Assume that the following conditions hold
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(i) U1 <92 dr®@dP -a.e.,

(i) f*(u',Vul') < f2 (ut,Vul), dtdz@P -a.e.,
(#i1) 7! < 7% and v <v?, dtde @P -a.e..

Then one has u' < u?, dtdr @ P—a.e..

PT’OOf. We put ﬁ,:ul—u27 \i] = ‘Ijl_\ll27 ft = fl(t,u%,Vu%)—f2(t,uf7Vuf), gt :g(tau%7vu%)_

g(t,u2, Vu2) and hy = h(t,ul, Vuy) — h(t,u2, Vu2).

One starts with the following version of Ito’s formula (see Lemma 9 and Remark 9), written with

1 1

some quasicontinuous versions
measures vt phT p2E 2

[ v as =

—2E/ /Rd LT — 1?7 (ds,da) .

Remark that on {u! < u?}, (u' —u?)* =0 and on {u' > u?}, v1¥(ds,dx) = 0, then

QE/tT/Rdaj(x) (vt =12 (ds,dx) <

Similarly, on {u! <u?}, (u! —u?)* =0 and on {u! > u?}, v>~(ds,dx) = 0, then

2E /tT /]Rd at (z) (v —v>7) (ds,dx) > 0.

And then one concludes the proof by Gronwall’s lemma.

Uy

T
o2 —2IE/ (“+,fs)ds+2]E/ (Var,gs)ds

/|mmewH|@+aE/ [t @ -

5. Appendix

, 42 of the solutions u',u? in the terms involving the regular

The aim of this Appendix is to prove the Itd’s formula in the one-obstacle case. To this end, we are
given ¢ € L?(R?) and predictable (linear) coefficients f = f°, g = ¢°, h = h? satisfying Assumption

(HD2).

Lemma 9. Let ® be the function satisfying the conditions in Theorem 6 and (Y,Z,K) be the

solution of the lower obstacle problem for BDSDE:

T 1 (T T — T
Yt:§+/ fsdsfg/ gs*dWS+/ hs~stf/ ZsdWs + Kr — Ky,
t t t t

}/tth7

T
0

Then, the following It6’s formula holds almost surely, for any t € [0,T],

2

(46)

o0 T I
<I>(t,Yt):<I>(T,YT)—/ %(S,Ys)ds—&—/ @/(S,Ys)fsds—*/ &' (s,Y,)gs x AW,
t t t
T

- T 1 /T
-l-/ (I)/(S7Y5)hs~st—/ CI)I(S’Y;)ZSdWS-Fi/ (I)H(S,Y;)|hs|2d8
t t t

T 1 T T
—/ @"(S,YS)<gs,Zs>ds—§/ @"(S,Y;)|ZS|2ds+/ ' (s,Y,)dK, .
t t t
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Proof. We consider the following penalization equation

T 1 /7T T T ‘ T
V' =¢ +/ fsds — 5/ gs * dW +/ hs-dBs — / Z' dWy +/ n(Y' — Ls)"ds. (47)
t t t t t

Using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.3 in [18] and the It6 formula for doubly
stochastic Itd processes, see Lemma 1.3 in [15], we get that, for all ¢ € [0, T], almost surely,

T 5¢ T 1 /T
O(t,Y,") =d(T,Y}) — a—(s, Y ds + / O (s, Y") fods — 5/ D' (5, Y )gs x AW
t s t t

T - T 1 /T
—|—/ ' (s,Y")hs - dBs — / Q' (s, Y Z2dW + 5/ " (s, Y")|hs|*ds
t t t

T T T

1

—/ (s, Y")(gs, Z{)ds — 5/ @”(S»K”)IZSIQdSﬂL/ (s, V) (Y — L)~ ds.
t t t

From [14], we know that the triple (Y™, Z™ K") strongly converges to (Y, Z, K) which is the
solution of the lower obstacle problem for SPDE (1). Hence, all the terms in the above equality
converge. We get the desired formula by taking limits. O

Lemma 10. (Comparison theorem for the linear reflected BDSDEs) Let ¢ € L?(R%) and pre-
dictable coefficients f, g, h satisfying Assumption (HD2). Let (Y,Z, K) be the solution of the
reflected BDSDEs (46). Let ¢’ € L*(RY) and f' another predictable coefficient satisfying (HDZ2).
Let (Y',Z', K') be the solution of the reflected BDSDEs with coefficients f’, g, h, terminal value
& and same lower obstacle L. If

1. £<¢, P—a.s.,
2. f<f, dt@P—a.e..
Then we have P-almost surely, Y; <Y/ for allt € [0,T] and dK, > dKj.

Proof. We consider the following two penalized equations:

T 1 /T T — T _ T
vy =g+/ fs(Ws)ds—§/ gs*dWs—i—/ hS(Ws)-st—Z/ Z;fsdwg—n/ (Y7~ Ly)ds,
t t t i t t

) T 1 /7 T — T ‘ T
vin—es [ pwgds—g [ g [ n B - [0 Zawion [ oL as
We denote

R = fi—n(Y" = L)~ and F(Y/")=f; =n(Y" = L)~
due to assumption 2, we have that Fy(Y;") < F{(Y}"), dt@P—a.e.. Therefore, applying 1td’s formula
to (V" — Yt/”)Jr)2 and standard arguments as the comparison theorem for BSDEs (non-reflected),

we get that V¢ € [0,T], Y/* < Y™, P — a.s., thus n(Y;* — L;)~ > n(Y;" — L;)~, which implies by
passing to the limit that dK; > dK for any ¢ € [0,T]. O

Next we prove the Itd’s formula for the difference between the solutions of two DOSPDEs.
We still consider (u, v, ™) the solution of linear equation as in Subsection 4.2

du(t,x) + %Au(t, x)dt + f(t, z)dt + divg(t, z)dt + h(t, ) - Et + vt (dt,x) — v~ (dt,x) = 0,
ot,z) < ult,z) <o(t, ),

and consider another linear equation with adapted coefficients f, g, h respectively in L2(Q x [0, T] x
R%R), L2(Q x [0,T] x R%;RY) and L2(Q x [0,T] x R%R%') and the obstacles o0 and o satisfying
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Assumption (HO). We denote by (y, 7", 7~ ) the unique solution to the associated DOSPDE with
terminal condition ypr = up = U:

dy(t, ) + %Ay(t, x)dt + f(t,x)dt + divg(t, z)dt + h(t,z) - B, + vt(dt,z) — v~ (dt,x) =0,

o(t,x) <y(t,z) <o(t, ).
Lemma 11. Let ® as in Theorem 6, then the difference of the two solutions satisfy the following
Ito’s formula: Vt € [0,T], P—a.s.,

1 g " 2 g o®
O(t,u(z) — ye(x))de + = D" (s,us — ys)|V(us — ys)|°ds = — — (s, us — ys)dads
Rd 2 t t Rd 33

T d T
+/ ((I)I(S7us —Ys)y [s — fS)ds - Z/ /]R (I)H(Saus — Ys)0i(us — yS)(gi - gi)dxds
t =1/t JR?
PR -
+ Z/ (8,us — ys), ! — h?)dBI + 3 Z/ / " (s,us — ys)(h! — h?)*dxds
=17t Rd

+/t /]R &' (5,105 — Js) (vt — ) (ds, dx) — /tT /R @' (s, s — ) (v~ — 77)(ds, dx).

Proof. We begin with the penalization equations of the corresponding DRBDSDESs, with obvious
notations:

(48)

T 1 /T —
Y, —f—l—/ fs(W, ds—n/ (Y, — )+ds—§/ gs * dWs + h W) - dBs
t t

- Z/ Zr AW+ K& — K"
A

and
T - 1 /7T T -
Y; 7§+/ FW, s—n/ (Y2 — 0,)*ds — 5/ gs*dWSJr/ he(W,) - dB,
t t
5 / 20 dWi + KEm - B,
—Ji
where Y; = y(t, W;), Z; = Vyl(t, Wt) and U; = o(t, Wy).
Applying Itd’s formula to (Y™ —Y™), for any t € [0, T], we have almost surely,
_ T o _ r _ o
BV V) = - [ Gy T~ [ s V0 U = (Y~ 0 s
t t

(s, Y] = YI)(fs(Wo) = fo(Ws))ds — %/t (s, Y = V) (95 (We) — gs(W5)) * dW

1

T
(s, Y7~ VIAKS" — K4 1 / (5, Y7 — V) ha(Wa) — (W) s
t

/
w [ @y TR0 R BB [ @ -z -z,
/ )

1

2

T T
_ _ 1 _ _
- */ (s, Y = YN gs(We) — g5 (We), Z7 — Z7)ds — 5/ (s, Y = V)| ZT — 20 [ds.
t t
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Noting the following relation

T T
[ ey i ke - [ Y- Tdies - KD
t t

T T
< / O(s, Y — YK — / d(s,Y, — Vo )dK 7
t t

T T
+ / B(s, Y7 — VIYAR " — / (s, Y, — Vo)A
t t

T T
/ (B(s, Y — V) — (s, Vs — Va))dKF" + / (s, Y, - Vo)d(KP" — K7)
t t

T T
+ / (B(s, Y] — V) = /(s Y, — Vo))dKS™ + / P'(s,Y, - V(K" — KF)|.
t t

Then we can do a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 6. Finally, due to the relation between
(u,vt,v7), (y, v, 07 ) and (Y, Z, Kt K™), (Y, Z, KT K~), we get the desired result. O

Remark 9. In the last two lemmas, we have proved an Ité formula for a function ® twice differ-
entiable in space. Standard arguments based on an approximation of the function x — ()2, see
for example the proof of Lemma 7 in [6], permit to show that formulas of Lemma 9 and Lemma
11 still hold with ®(x) = (z)? and in that case ®'(x) = 2z and " () = 21,50}
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