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Abstract

In this paper, we provide variation of constants formulae for linear (forward) stochastic Volterra
integral equations (SVIEs, for short) and linear Type-II backward stochastic Volterra integral equations
(BSVIEs, for short) in the usual Itô’s framework. For these purposes, we define suitable classes of
stochastic Volterra kernels and introduce new notions of the products of adapted L

2-processes. Observing
the algebraic properties of the products, we obtain the variation of constants formulae by means of
the corresponding resolvent. Our framework includes SVIEs with singular kernels such as fractional
stochastic differential equations. Also, our results can be applied to general classes of SVIEs and BSVIEs
with infinitely many iterated stochastic integrals. The duality principle between generalized SVIEs and
generalized BSVIEs is also proved.
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of constants formulae.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 60H20; 45D05; 45A05; 26A33.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Preliminaries 6
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we provide variation of constants formulae for linear stochastic Volterra integral equations
(SVIEs, for short) and linear backward stochastic Volterra integral equations (BSVIEs, for short). First of
all, consider the following SVIE:

X(t) = ϕ(t) +

∫ t

0

j(t, s)X(s) ds+

∫ t

0

k(t, s)X(s) dW (s), t ∈ (0, T ), (1.1)

where W is a one-dimensional Brownian motion, j and k are given deterministic functions called the kernels,
and ϕ is a given adapted process called the free term. If the kernels j(t, s) and k(t, s) do not depend on the

first time-parameter t, and if the free term is of the form ϕ(t) = x0 +
∫ t

0 b(s) ds +
∫ t

0 σ(s) dW (s) for some
constant x0 and adapted processes b and σ, then SVIE (1.1) is reduced to a linear stochastic differential
equation (SDE, for short)

{

dX(t) = {j(t)X(t) + b(t)} dt+ {k(t)X(t) + σ(t)} dW (t), t ∈ (0, T ),

X(0) = x0.

More importantly, SVIE (1.1) includes a class of fractional SDEs of the following form:







CDα
0+X(t) = j(t)X(t) + b(t) + {k(t)X(t) + σ(t)}

dW (t)

dt
, t ∈ (0, T ),

X(0) = x0,

where CDα
0+ denotes the Caputo fractional differential operator of order α ∈ (12 , 1]. Indeed, by the definition,

an adapted process X is called a solution to the above fractional SDE if it satisfies the integral equation

X(t) = x0+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t−s)α−1{j(s)X(s)+b(s)} ds+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t−s)α−1{k(s)X(s)+σ(s)} dW (s), t ∈ (0, T ),

where Γ(α) is the Gamma function (see [36]). Thus, the above fractional SDE can be seen as SVIE (1.1)
with the singular kernels

j(t, s) =
1

Γ(α)
(t− s)α−1j(s), k(t, s) =

1

Γ(α)
(t− s)α−1k(s),

and the free term

ϕ(t) = x0 +
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1b(s) ds+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1σ(s) dW (s).

Fractional differential systems are suitable tools to describe the dynamics of systems with memory effects
and hereditary properties. There are many applications of fractional calculus in a variety of research fields
including mathematical finance, physics, chemistry, biology, and other applied sciences. For detailed accounts
of theory and applications of fractional calculus, see for example [8, 10, 24, 26] and the references cited therein.

It is well-known that a variation of constants formula for deterministic Volterra integral equations is an
important tool in many qualitative theory such as the linear perturbation theory (see Chapter 11 of [11]),
the invariant manifold theory (see [9]), and the linear-quadratic optimal control theory (see [15]). In the first
half of this paper, we extend the variation of constants formula to the stochastic case (1.1).

A difficulty to solve SVIE (1.1) comes from the term
∫ t

0 k(t, s)X(s) dW (s). In order to treat the stochastic
convolution term, Berger and Mizel [5] introduced an extended stochastic integral for anticipated integrands,
and gave a variation of constants formula in terms of the anticipated stochastic integral. Also, Øksendal
and Zhang [20, 21] studied SVIE (1.1), where the free term ϕ is not necessarily adapted, and the stochastic
integral is taken in the Skorohod sense. They showed variation of constants formulae for (1.1) in extended
frameworks of the functional process approach and the generalized white noise functional (Hida distribution)
approach. Unfortunately, the frameworks of [5, 20, 21] cannot be applied to fractional SDEs due to some
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strong regularity and boundedness assumptions on the kernels j and k. For other studies on (nonlinear)
SVIEs in the framework of anticipated calculus, see Berger and Mizel [3, 4], Pardoux and Protter [22] and
Alòs and Nualart [2].

In this paper, we provide another viewpoint to solve SVIE (1.1) in the classical Itô’s framework without
the use of anticipated stochastic integrals. Our idea is to regard SVIE (1.1) as an algebraic equation in the
space of adapted L2-processes of the following form:

X = ϕ+ J ∗X +K ⋆X. (1.2)

Here, the ∗-product J∗X with J = j corresponds to the convolution
∫ t

0 j(t, s)X(s) ds in terms of the Lebesgue

integral, and the ⋆-product K ⋆ X with K(t) =
∫ t

0
k(t, s) dW (s) corresponds to the stochastic convolution

∫ t

0
k(t, s)X(s) dW (s) in terms of the stochastic integral. The ⋆-product for general adapted processes is

defined by means of the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion (see Definition 3.4), and it has a representation by
infinitely many iterated stochastic integrals in the classical Itô’s sense (see Proposition 3.6). We introduce
suitable classes of stochastic Volterra kernels J and K and show that these spaces become Banach algebras
with respect to the ∗- and the ⋆-products, respectively (see Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.10). Then, we
show that the solution to the linear equation (1.2) is given by the variation of constants formula

X = ϕ+Q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ,

where Q and R are resolvents of J and K in terms of the ∗- and the ⋆-products (see Theorem 3.22). The
main advantages of our frameworks are three fold. First, we do not need any anticipated calculus in the
above expressions, and all stochastic integrals are understood in the usual Itô’s sense. Second, our framework
includes linear SVIEs with singular kernels such as fractional SDEs; in Example 3.25, we apply our general
results to a time-fractional version of the Black–Scholes SDE and give an explicit expression of the solution.
Third, we can apply our analysis to a more general class of SVIEs with (infinitely many) iterated stochastic
integrals (see equation (3.1)), which is beyond the framework of [5, 20, 21]. This class of SVIEs includes
fractional SDEs with delay and “noisy memory” (see Example 3.1).

Next, consider the following equations:

Y (t) = ψ̃(t) +

∫ T

t

{j(s, t)⊤Y (s) + k(s, t)⊤Z(t, s)} ds−

∫ T

t

Z(t, s) dW (s), t ∈ (0, T ), (1.3)

and

Y (t) = ψ̃(t) +

∫ T

t

{j(s, t)⊤Y (s) + k(s, t)⊤Z(s, t)} ds−

∫ T

t

Z(t, s) dW (s), t ∈ (0, T ), (1.4)

where j and k are given deterministic kernels, and ψ̃ is a given (not necessarily adapted) stochastic process.
Equations (1.3) and (1.4) are called linear Type-I and Type-II backward stochastic Volterra integral equations
(BSVIEs, for short), respectively. The difference between Type-I and Type-II BSVIEs is the role of the time-
parameters of Z(t, s) and Z(s, t) in the drivers. On the one hand, Type-I BSVIE (1.3) is an equation for a
pair (Y (·), Z(·, ·)) with Z(t, s) defined on 0 < t < s < T , and we call it an adapted solution to (1.3) if Y is
adapted, Z(t, ·) = (Z(t, s))s∈(t,T ) is adapted for each t ∈ (0, T ), and the equality (1.3) holds for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),
a.s. Nonlinear Type-I BSVIEs were introduced by Lin [19] and Yong [37, 39]. Recently, many authors have
applied Type-I BSVIEs to stochastic control and mathematical finance where the time-inconsistency is taken
into account. For example, time-inconsistent dynamic risk measures and time-inconsistent recursive utilities
can be modeled by the solutions to Type-I BSVIEs (see [38, 18, 1, 30]). Time-inconsistent stochastic control
problems related to Type-I BSVIEs were studied by Wang and Yong [31] and the author [12]. On the other
hand, Type-II BSVIE (1.4) is an equation for (Y (·), Z(·, ·)) with Z(t, s) defined on (t, s) ∈ (0, T )2, and we call
it an adapted M-solution to (1.4) if Y is adapted, Z(t, ·) = (Z(t, s))s∈(0,T ) is adapted for each t ∈ (0, T ), and

the equality (1.4), together with the relation Y (t) = E[Y (t)] +
∫ t

0
Z(t, s) dW (s) hold for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), a.s.

Type-II BSVIEs and the concept of adapted M-solutions were first introduced by Yong [39] and applied to the
duality principle appearing in stochastic control problems for (forward) SVIEs. Since then, Type-II BSVIEs
have been found important to study stochastic control problems of SVIEs (see [6, 27, 28, 35, 33, 34, 29, 13, 14]).
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Specifically, Chen and Yong [6] and Wang [33] showed that the optimal controls for linear-quadratic control
problems of SVIEs are characterized by using the adapted M-solutions of linear Type-II BSVIEs. See also
our previous papers [13, 14] for the counterparts in the infinite horizon setting.

For linear Type-I BSVIEs, Hu and Øksendal [16], Wang, Yong and Zhang [32], Ren, Coulibaly and
Aman [25] and the author [13] obtained explicit formulae of the solutions in different settings. However,
due to the difficulty of the appearance of the term Z(s, t) in the driver, explicit solutions of linear Type-II
BSVIEs have not been obtained in the literature, except for some concrete examples. In the latter half of
this paper, we focus on linear Type-II BSVIEs. We provide a variation of constants formula for a general
class of linear Type-II BSVIEs and give explicit expressions of the adapted M-solutions. For this purpose,
we introduce new notions of the products which we call the backward ⋆-product and the backward ∗-product
for adapted processes (see Definition 4.3 and Definition 4.8). Then, regarding a generalized class of linear
Type-II BSVIEs as a simple algebraic equation including (iterated) martingale representation operations, we
obtain the variation of constants formula (see Theorem 4.12). Furthermore, we provide a duality principle
between linear SVIEs and linear Type-II BSVIEs with infinitely many iterated stochastic integrals, which
extends the result of Yong [39] to a more general framework (see Theorem 4.15).

The established variation of constants formulae and the duality principle in this paper are natural ex-
tensions of the counterparts of deterministic Volterra integral equations (see [11]) to the stochastic one.
Our results have potential applications to many qualitative theories such as the linear perturbation theory,
the invariant manifold theory, and the linear-quadratic optimal control theory for SVIEs. We leave these
applications as the future research.

We summarize the contributions of this paper.

• We introduce novel kinds of products for adapted L2-processes and show their fundamental properties.

• We introduce and study the corresponding resolvents, which play crucial roles for solving SVIEs and
BSVIEs.

• We prove variation of constants formulae for SVIEs and BSVIEs, which provide explicit expressions of
the Wiener–Itô chaos expansions of the solutions.

• We provide useful sufficient conditions for the existence of the resolvent with respect to the ⋆-product.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion and introduce the
notion of deterministic Volterra kernels, which play fundamental roles in our study. Section 3 is concerned
with linear SVIEs. In Section 3.1 and Section 3.2, we introduce the notion of the ⋆- and the ∗-products,
respectively. Resolvents with respect to these products are studied in Section 3.3. Then, in Section 3.4,
we show the variation of constants formula for (generalized) SVIEs, together with an application to the
fractional Black–Scholes SDE. Section 4 is concerned with linear BSVIEs. Introducing the notions of the
backward ⋆- and the backward ∗-products in Section 4.1 and Section 4.2, respectively, we show in Section 4.3
the variation of constants formula for (generalized) BSVIEs. Also, we show the duality principle between
SVIEs and BSVIEs in the general framework. Lastly, in Section 5, we study the existence of the resolvent
with respect to the ⋆-product.

Notations

(Ω,F ,P) is a complete probability space, and W is a one-dimensional Brownian motion on (Ω,F ,P). For
each s ≥ 0, Fs = (Fs

t )t≥s denotes the P-augmentation of the filtration generated by (W (t)−W (s))t≥s. When
s = 0, we denote F

0 = (F0
t )t≥0 by F = (Ft)t≥0. E[·] denotes the expectation. For each t ≥ 0, Et[·] := E[·|Ft]

is the conditional expectation given by Ft.
For each d1, d2 ∈ N, we denote the space of (d1 × d2)-matrices by R

d1×d2 . We define R
d1 := R

d1×1, that
is, each element of Rd1 is understood as a column vector. For each A ∈ R

d1×d2 , A⊤ denotes the transpose
of A. |A| :=

√

tr(AA⊤) denotes the Frobenius norm, and |A|op denotes the operator norm of A as an linear
operator from R

d2 to R
d1 with respect to the Euclidean norms. For each d ∈ N, Id ∈ R

d×d is the identity
matrix. For each n ∈ N and 0 ≤ S < T < ∞, we denote by ∆n(S, T ) the set of n-tuples (t1, t2, . . ., tn) such
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that T > t1 > t2 > · · · > tn > S. For each t = (t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n(S, T ), we sometimes use the notations
max t := t1 and min t := tn. We note that ∆1(S, T ) = (S, T ). Also, we define N0 := N ∪ {0}.

For each 0 ≤ S < T <∞, d1, d2 ∈ N and n ∈ N, we define the following spaces:

• L2(∆n(S, T );R
d1×d2): the set of R

d1×d2-valued measurable (deterministic) functions ξ on ∆n(S, T )
such that ‖ξ‖L2(∆n(S,T )) <∞, where

‖ξ‖L2(∆n(S,T )) :=
(∫ T

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

|ξ(t1, t2, . . ., tn)|
2 dtn· · ·dt1

)1/2

.

• L2
F(∆n(S, T );R

d1×d2): the set of Rd1×d2-valued F ⊗ B(∆n(S, T ))-measurable random fields ξ on Ω ×
∆n(S, T ) such that ‖ξ‖L2

F
(∆n(S,T )) <∞, where

‖ξ‖L2
F
(∆n(S,T )) := E

[∫ T

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

|ξ(t1, t2, . . ., tn)|
2 dtn· · ·dt1

]1/2

.

• L2
F
(∆n(S, T );R

d1×d2): the set of ξ ∈ L2
F(∆n[S, T ];R

d1×d2) such that ξ(t1, t2, . . ., tn) is F
S
tn-measurable

for any (t1, t2, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n(S, T ). We denote ‖ξ‖L2
F
(∆n(S,T )) := ‖ξ‖L2

F
(∆n(S,T )).

• L2
F,∗(∆n(S, T );R

d1×d2): the set of ξ ∈ L2
F(∆n[S, T ];R

d1×d2) such that ξ(t1, t2, . . ., tn) is F
t2
t1 -measurable

for any (t1, t2, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n(S, T ). We denote ‖ξ‖L2
F,∗

(∆n(S,T )) := ‖ξ‖L2
F
(∆n(S,T )).

When n = 1, we denote the spaces L2(∆1(S, T );R
d1×d2), L2

F(∆1(S, T );R
d1×d2) and L2

F
(∆1(S, T );R

d1×d2)
by L2(S, T ;Rd1×d2), L2

F(S, T ;R
d1×d2) and L2

F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2), respectively.

Here we summarize the notations which we will introduce in the following sections. Let 0 ≤ S < T <∞
and d, d1, d2, d3 ∈ N be fixed.

• For each n ∈ N0,Wn : L2(∆n+1(S, T );R
d1×d2) → L2

F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) andWn : L2(∆n+2(S, T );R

d1×d2) →
L2
F
(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) denote the n-th iterated stochastic integral operators. See Definition 2.1.

• For each ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) and Ξ ∈ L2

F
(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2), Fn[ξ] and Fn[Ξ] denote the integrands
appearing in the n-th Wiener–Itô chaos expansions of ξ and Ξ, and Wn[ξ] := Wn[Fn[ξ]], Wn[Ξ] :=
Wn[Fn[Ξ]]. See Proposition 2.2.

• For each n ∈ N0, Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d) denotes the space of (n + 1)-parameters deterministic Volterra

kernels. See Definition 2.3.

• For each f : ∆m+1(S, T ) → R
d1×d2 and g : ∆n+1(S, T ) → R

d2×d3 withm,n ∈ N0, f⊲g : ∆m+n+1(S, T ) →
R

d1×d3 denotes the ⊲-product. See Definition 2.6.

• KF(S, T ;R
d×d) denotes the space of ⋆-Volterra kernels. See Definition 3.2.

• For each K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1), K ⋆ ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) denotes the ⋆-product.

See Definition 3.4.

• For each f ∈ L2
F(∆n+2(S, T );R

d1×d2) and g ∈ L2
F(∆m+2(S, T );R

d2×d3) with n,m ∈ N0, f ∗ g :
Ω×∆n+m+2(S, T ) → R

d1×d3 denote the ∗-products. See Definition 3.7.

• JF(S, T ;R
d×d) denotes the space of ∗-Volterra kernels. See Definition 3.9.

• For each n ∈ N0, Mn : L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) → L2

F
(∆n+1(S, T );R

d1×d2) denotes the n-th martingale
representation operator. See Definition 4.1.

• For each K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1), K

←
⋆ ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) denotes the backward

⋆-product. See Definition 4.3.

• For each J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1), J

←
∗ ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) denotes the backward

∗-product. See Definition 4.8.

In the following sections, we fix 0 ≤ S < T <∞ and d ∈ N.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 The Wiener–Itô chaos expansion

For each ξ ∈ L2
F
(∆n+1(S, T );R

d1×d2) with d1, d2 ∈ N and n ∈ N, the iterated stochastic integral

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

ξ(t, t1, . . ., tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1), t ∈ (S, T ),

is well-defined as an element of L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2). Furthermore, the following isometry holds:

E

[∫ T

S

∣
∣
∣

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

ξ(t, t1, . . ., tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1)
∣
∣
∣

2

dt
]1/2

= ‖ξ‖L2
F
(∆n+1(S,T )).

From the Winer–Itô chaos expansion in Itô [17], we see that each adapted process ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) has

an orthogonal expansion in terms of iterated stochastic integrals with deterministic integrands. We introduce
the following notation.

Definition 2.1. Let d1, d2 ∈ N.

(i) We define operators Wn : L2(∆n+1(S, T );R
d1×d2) → L2

F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2), n ∈ N0, by

W0[f0](t) := f0(t), t ∈ (S, T ),

for each f0 ∈ L2(S, T ;Rd1×d2), and

Wn[fn](t) :=

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

fn(t, t1, . . ., tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1), t ∈ (S, T ),

for each fn ∈ L2(∆n+1(S, T );R
d1×d2) and n ∈ N.

(ii) We define operators Wn : L2(∆n+2(S, T );R
d1×d2) → L2

F,∗(∆2(S, T );R
d1×d2), n ∈ N0, by

W0[g0](t, s) := g0(t, s), (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T ),

for each g0 ∈ L2(∆2(S, T );R
d1×d2), and

Wn[gn](t, s) :=

∫ t

s

∫ t1

s

· · ·

∫ tn−1

s

gn(t, t1, . . ., tn, s) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1), (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T ),

for each gn ∈ L2(∆n+2(S, T );R
d1×d2) and n ∈ N.

In the present framework, the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion theorem in Itô [17] can be stated as follows.

Proposition 2.2 (The Wiener–Itô chaos expansion for stochastic processes). Let d1, d2 ∈ N.

(i) The space L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) is decomposed into the infinite orthogonal sum:

L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) =

∞⊕

n=0

Wn[L
2(∆n+1(S, T );R

d1×d2)].

More precisely, for any ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2), there exists a unique sequence {Fn[ξ]}n∈N0 with Fn[ξ] ∈

L2(∆n+1[S, T ];R
d1×d2) for each n ∈ N0 such that

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[ξ]‖
2
L2(∆n+1(S,T )) <∞

6



and

ξ =
∞∑

n=0

Wn[Fn[ξ]],

where the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2). Furthermore, the following

isometry holds:

‖ξ‖2L2
F
(S,T ) =

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[ξ]‖
2
L2(∆n+1(S,T )).

(ii) The space L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) is decomposed into the infinite orthogonal sum:

L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) =

∞⊕

n=0

Wn[L
2(∆n+2(S, T );R

d1×d2)].

More precisely, for any Ξ ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2), there exists a unique sequence {Fn[Ξ]}n∈N0 with

Fn[Ξ] ∈ L2(∆n+2[S, T ];R
d1×d2) for each n ∈ N0 such that

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[Ξ]‖
2
L2(∆n+2(S,T )) <∞

and

Ξ =

∞∑

n=0

Wn[Fn[Ξ]],

where the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2). Furthermore, the
following isometry holds:

‖Ξ‖2L2
F,∗

(∆2(S,T )) =

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[Ξ]‖
2
L2(∆n+2(S,T )).

We sometimes write
Wn[ξ] := Wn[Fn[ξ]], Wn[Ξ] := Wn[Fn[Ξ]],

which are the projections of ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) and Ξ ∈ L2

F,∗(∆2(S, T );R
d1×d2) on the n-th chaos for each

n ∈ N0, respectively.

2.2 Deterministic Volterra kernels

We introduce the spaces of deterministic Volterra kernels and investigate their fundamental properties.

Definition 2.3. Define the spaces Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d), n ∈ N0, of (n + 1)-parameters deterministic Volterra

kernels by

Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d) := {k : ∆n+1(S, T ) → R

d×d | k is measurable and |||k|||Vn+1(S,T ) <∞},

where |||k|||V1(S,T ) := ess sup
t∈(S,T )

|k(t)|op for n = 0, and

|||k|||Vn+1(S,T ) := ess sup
t∈(S,T )

(∫

∆n(t,T )

|k(s, t)|2op ds
)1/2

for n ∈ N. Here and elsewhere, for each matrix A ∈ R
d×d, |A|op denotes the operator norm of A as an linear

operator on R
d. (Recall that |A| :=

√

tr(AA⊤) denotes the Frobenius norm of A.)
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The following lemma can be easily proved by the definition. We omit the proof.

Lemma 2.4. (i) For each n ∈ N0, (Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d), ‖ · ‖Vn+1(S,T )) is a Banach space. Furthermore, for

each k ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d), it holds that ‖k‖L2(∆n+1(S,T )) ≤

√

d(T − S)|||k|||Vn+1(S,T ). In particular,

Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d) ⊂ L2(∆n+1(S, T );R

d×d).

(ii) Let k : ∆n+1(S, T ) → R
d×d be a measurable map with n ∈ N. Assume that there exists a function

a ∈ L2((0, T − S)n;R) such that

|k(t0, t1, t2, . . ., tn)|op ≤ a(t0 − t1, t1 − t2, . . ., tn−1 − tn)

for a.e. (t0, t1, t2, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ). Then k is in Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d), and it holds that |||k|||Vn+1(S,T ) ≤

‖a‖L2((0,T−S)n).

Remark 2.5. From the above lemma, we see that Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d) includes ((n+ 1)-parameters) singular

kernels. For example, the fractional kernel k(t, s) = 1
Γ(α) (t− s)α−1 with α ∈ (12 , 1] is in V2(S, T ;R).

We use the following notation frequently in this paper.

Definition 2.6. For each f : ∆m+1(S, T ) → R
d1×d2 and g : ∆n+1(S, T ) → R

d2×d3 with m,n ∈ N and
d1, d2, d3 ∈ N, we define the ⊲-product f ⊲ g : ∆m+n+1(S, T ) → R

d1×d3 by

(f ⊲ g)(t0, t1, . . ., tm+n) := f(t0, t1, . . ., tm)g(tm, tm+1, . . ., tm+n)

for (t0, t1, . . ., tm+n) ∈ ∆m+n+1(S, T ). When m = 0, f ⊲ g : ∆n+1(S, T ) → R
d1×d3 is defined by

(f ⊲ g)(t0, t1, . . ., tn) := f(t0)g(t0, t1, . . ., tn)

for (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ). When n = 0, f ⊲ g : ∆m+1(S, T ) → R
d1×d3 is defined by

(f ⊲ g)(t0, t1, . . ., tm) := f(t0, t1, . . ., tm)g(tm)

for (t0, t1, . . ., tm) ∈ ∆m+1(S, T ).

Lemma 2.7. (i) For each k1 ∈ Vm+1(S, T ;R
d×d) and k2 ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R

d×d) with m,n ∈ N0, the ⊲-product
k1 ⊲ k2 is in Vm+n+1(S, T ;R

d×d) and satisfies

|||k1 ⊲ k2|||Vm+n+1(S,T ) ≤ |||k1|||Vm+1(S,T )|||k2|||Vn+1(S,T ).

(ii) For each k ∈ Vm+1(S, T ;R
d×d) and f ∈ L2(∆n+1(S, T );R

d×d1) with m,n ∈ N0 and d1 ∈ N, the
⊲-product k ⊲ f is in L2(∆m+n+1(S, T );R

d×d1) and satisfies

‖k ⊲ f‖L2(∆m+n+1(S,T )) ≤ |||k|||Vm+1(S,T )‖f‖L2(∆n+1(S,T )).

Proof. (i) Noting the inequality |AB|op ≤ |A|op|B|op for A,B ∈ R
d×d and using the Fubini theorem, we

see that, for a.e. t ∈ (S, T ),
∫

∆m+n(t,T )

|(k1 ⊲ k2)(s, t)|
2
op ds =

∫

∆n(t,T )

∫

∆m(max s2,T )

|k1(s1,max s2)k2(s2, t)|
2
op ds1 ds2

≤

∫

∆n(t,T )

∫

∆m(max s2,T )

|k1(s1,max s2)|
2
op|k2(s2, t)|

2
op ds1 ds2

=

∫

∆n(t,T )

{∫

∆m(max s2,T )

|k1(s1,max s2)|
2
op ds1

}

|k2(s2, t)|
2
op ds2

≤ |||k1|||
2
Vm+1(S,T )

∫

∆n(t,T )

|k2(s2, t)|
2
op ds2

≤ |||k1|||
2
Vm+1(S,T )|||k2|||

2
Vn+1(S,T ) <∞.

This implies that k1⊲k2 ∈ Vm+n+1(S, T ;R
d×d) and |||k1⊲k2|||Vm+n+1(S,T ) ≤ |||k1|||Vm+1(S,T )|||k2|||Vn+1(S,T ).

8



(ii) Noting the inequality |AB| ≤ |A|op|B| for A ∈ R
d×d and B ∈ R

d×d1 , we can prove the assertion (ii) by
the same way as in (i).

Lemma 2.8. Let kn ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d) for each n ∈ N0. Suppose that

∑∞
n=0 |||kn|||Vn+1(S,T ) < ∞. Then

∑∞
n=0 ‖kn‖

2
L2(∆n+1(S,T )) <∞. Consequently, the infinite sum of the iterated stochastic integrals

∑∞
n=0 Wn[kn]

converges in L2
F
(S, T ;Rd×d).

Proof. By Lemma 2.4, for each n ∈ N, kn is in L2(∆n+1(S, T );R
d×d), and it holds that ‖kn‖L2(∆n+1(S,T )) ≤

√

d(T − S)|||kn|||Vn+1(S,T ). Furthermore, by the assumption, we have supn∈N0
|||kn|||Vn+1(S,T ) < ∞. There-

fore, we have

∞∑

n=0

‖kn‖
2
L2(∆n+1(S,T )) ≤ d(T − S)

∞∑

n=0

|||kn|||
2
Vn+1(S,T ) ≤ d(T − S) sup

n∈N0

|||kn|||Vn+1(S,T )

∞∑

n=0

|||kn|||Vn+1(S,T ) <∞.

This completes the proof.

3 Stochastic Volterra integral equations

In this section, we investigate linear SVIE (1.1). More generally, we consider SVIEs with infinitely many
iterated stochastic integrals of the following form:

X(t) = ϕ(t) +

∫ t

S

J(t, s)X(s) ds+
∞∑

n=1

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

kn(t, t1, . . ., tn)X(tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1), t ∈ (S, T ),

(3.1)
with suitable choices of kernels J ∈ L2

F,∗(∆2(S, T );R
d×d) and kn ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R

d×d), n ∈ N. In this paper,
we call the above equation a generalized SVIE. This class of SVIEs includes fractional SDEs with “noisy
memory”, as demonstrated in the following example.

Example 3.1. Consider the following fractional equation of order α ∈ (12 , 1]:







CDα
0+X(t) = j(t)X(t) +X1(t) +X2(t) + b(t) + {k(t)X(t) +X1(t) +X2(t) + σ(t)}

dW (t)

dt
, t ∈ (0, T ),

X1(t) =

∫ t

0

ℓ1(t, s)X(s) ds, X2(t) =

∫ t

0

ℓ2(t, s)X(s) dW (s), t ∈ (0, T ),

X(0) = x0,

(3.2)
where j(t), k(t), ℓ1(t, s), ℓ2(t, s) are R

d×d-valued, deterministic and bounded coefficients, b, σ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;Rd),

and x0 ∈ R
d. This is a fractional SDE which has a delay X1(t) =

∫ t

0 ℓ1(t, s)X(s) ds and a “noisy memory”

X2(t) =
∫ t

0 ℓ2(t, s)X(s) dW (s). The term noisy memory was first introduced by Dahl et al [7] in the classical
SDEs framework. By the definition, an adapted process X is said to be a solution to (3.2) if it satisfies the
integral equation

X(t) = x0 +
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1
{

j(s)X(s) +

∫ s

0

ℓ1(s, r)X(r) dr +

∫ s

0

ℓ2(s, r)X(r) dW (r) + b(s)} ds

+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1
{

k(s)X(s) +

∫ s

0

ℓ1(s, r)X(r) dr +

∫ s

0

ℓ2(s, r)X(r) dW (r) + σ(s)
}

dW (s)

for t ∈ (0, T ). Applying the stochastic Fubini theorem, we see that the above integral equation becomes

X(t) = x0 +
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1b(s) ds+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1σ(s) dW (s)
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+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

{

(t− s)α−1j(s) +

∫ t

s

(t− r)α−1ℓ1(r, s) dr +

∫ t

s

(t− r)α−1ℓ1(r, s) dW (r)
}

X(s) ds

+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

{

(t− t1)
α−1k(t1) +

∫ t

t1

(t− s)α−1ℓ2(s, t1) ds
}

X(t1) dW (t1)

+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

∫ t1

0

(t− t1)
α−1ℓ2(t1, t2)X(t2) dW (t2) dW (t1), t ∈ (0, T ).

Thus, the fractional SDE with noisy memory (3.2) can be seen as a generalized SVIE (3.1) with the free term

ϕ(t) = x0 +
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1b(s) ds+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1σ(s) dW (s)

and the kernels

J(t, s) =
1

Γ(α)

{

(t− s)α−1j(s) +

∫ t

s

(t− r)α−1ℓ1(r, s) dr +

∫ t

s

(t− r)α−1ℓ1(r, s) dW (r)
}

,

k1(t, t1) =
1

Γ(α)

{

(t− t1)
α−1k(t1) +

∫ t

t1

(t− s)α−1ℓ2(s, t1) ds
}

,

k2(t, t1, t2) =
1

Γ(α)
(t− t1)

α−1ℓ2(t1, t2), kn = 0, n ≥ 3.

Note that since J(t, s) is Fs
t -measurable, J is in L2

F,∗(∆2(0, T );R
d×d).

In order to investigate generalized SVIE (3.1), we write it as an algebraic equation on L2
F
(S, T ;Rd) as

follows:
X = ϕ+ J ∗X +K ⋆X, (3.3)

where J ∗ X corresponds to the convolution in terms of the Lebesgue integral, and K ⋆ X with K =
∑∞

n=1 Wn[kn] corresponds to the infinite sum of the stochastic convolutions with respect to the iterated
stochastic integrals.

3.1 ⋆-product

In this subsection, we introduce a suitable class of K and define the ⋆-product K ⋆X appearing in equation
(3.3).

Definition 3.2. We define the space KF(S, T ;R
d×d) of ⋆-Volterra kernels by

KF(S, T ;R
d×d) := {K ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d) |Fn[K] ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R

d×d), ∀n ∈ N0, |||K|||KF(S,T ) <∞},

where

|||K|||KF(S,T ) :=

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K]|||Vn+1(S,T ).

Remark 3.3. We emphasize that each ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) is an F

S-adapted and square-
integrable stochastic process (with one time-parameter), see Lemma 2.8. Intuitively speaking, the Volterra
structure corresponds to the adaptedness of the process K. Since each (Vn+1(S, T ;R

d×d), ||| · |||Vn+1(S,T )) is

a Banach space, we see that (KF(S, T ;R
d×d), ||| · |||KF(S,T )) is a Banach space.

Definition 3.4. For each ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with d1 ∈ N, we

define the ⋆-product K ⋆ ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) by the following Wiener–Itô chaos expansion:

Fn[K ⋆ ξ] :=

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[ξ], n ∈ N0.
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The following lemma shows that the ⋆-product is well-defined and makes the space KF(S, T ;R
d×d) a

Banach algebra.

Proposition 3.5. (KF(S, T ;R
d×d), ||| · |||KF(S,T ), ⋆) is a (real) unitary Banach algebra with the unit Id, where

Id ∈ R
d×d denotes the identity matrix which can be viewed as an element of KF(S, T ;R

d×d). Furthermore,
(L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), ‖ · ‖L2

F
(S,T )) is a left Banach module over KF(S, T ;R

d×d) with respect to the ⋆-product. In

other words, (KF(S, T ;R
d×d), ||| · |||KF(S,T )) is a Banach space, and for each K,K1,K2,K3 ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d),

ξ, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd) and α ∈ R, the following hold:

K1 ⋆ K2 ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and |||K1 ⋆ K2|||KF(S,T ) ≤ |||K1|||KF(S,T )|||K2|||KF(S,T ),

(K1 ⋆ K2) ⋆ K3 = K1 ⋆ (K2 ⋆ K3),

K1 ⋆ (K2 +K3) = K1 ⋆ K2 +K1 ⋆ K3,

(K1 +K2) ⋆ K3 = K1 ⋆ K3 +K2 ⋆ K3,

α(K1 ⋆ K2) = (αK1) ⋆ K2 = K1 ⋆ (αK2),

K ⋆ ξ ∈ L2
F(S, T ;R

d) and ‖K ⋆ ξ‖L2
F
(S,T ) ≤ |||K|||KF(S,T )‖ξ‖L2

F
(S,T ),

(K1 ⋆ K2) ⋆ ξ = K1 ⋆ (K2 ⋆ ξ),

K ⋆ (ξ1 + ξ2) = K ⋆ ξ1 +K ⋆ ξ2,

(K1 +K2) ⋆ ξ = K1 ⋆ ξ +K2 ⋆ ξ,

α(K ⋆ ξ) = (αK) ⋆ ξ = K ⋆ (αξ),

Id ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d), |||Id|||KF(S,T ) = 1, K ⋆ Id = Id ⋆ K = K, and Id ⋆ ξ = ξ.

Proof. Let K,K1,K2,K3 ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d), ξ, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd) and α ∈ R. By the triangle inequality,

Lemma 2.7 and Young’s convolution inequality, we have

∞∑

n=0

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K1] ⊲ Fk[K2]
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
Vn+1(S,T )

≤

∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

|||Fn−k[K1] ⊲ Fk[K2]|||Vn+1(S,T )

≤
∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

|||Fn−k[K1]|||Vn−k+1(S,T )|||Fk[K2]|||Vk+1(S,T )

≤

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K1]|||Vn+1(S,T )

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K2]|||Vn+1(S,T )

= |||K1|||KF(S,T )|||K2|||KF(S,T ) <∞.

Therefore, K1 ⋆ K2 ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) is well-defined and satisfies

|||K1 ⋆ K2|||KF(S,T ) ≤ |||K1|||KF(S,T )|||K2|||KF(S,T ).

Similarly, we have

∞∑

n=0

∥
∥
∥

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[ξ]
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(∆n+1(S,T ))
≤
∞∑

n=0

( n∑

k=0

‖Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[ξ]‖L2(∆n+1(S,T ))

)2

≤

∞∑

n=0

( n∑

k=0

|||Fn−k[K]|||Vn−k+1(S,T )‖Fk[ξ]‖L2(∆k+1(S,T ))

)2

≤
( ∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K]|||Vn+1(S,T )

)2 ∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[ξ]‖
2
L2(∆n+1(S,T ))

= |||K|||2KF(S,T )‖ξ‖
2
L2

F
(S,T ) <∞.

Therefore, K ⋆ ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd) is well-defined and satisfies

‖K ⋆ ξ‖L2
F
(S,T ) ≤ |||K|||KF(S,T )‖ξ‖L2

F
(S,T ).
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Furthermore, for each n ∈ N0,

Fn[(K1 ⋆ K2) ⋆ K3] =
n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K1 ⋆ K2] ⊲ Fk[K3]

=

n∑

k=0

(n−k∑

ℓ=0

Fn−k−ℓ[K1] ⊲ Fℓ[K2]
)

⊲ Fk[K3]

=

n∑

k=0

n∑

ℓ=k

Fn−ℓ[K1] ⊲ (Fℓ−k[K2] ⊲ Fk[K3])

=

n∑

ℓ=0

Fn−ℓ[K1] ⊲
( ℓ∑

k=0

Fℓ−k[K2] ⊲ Fk[K3]
)

=

n∑

ℓ=0

Fn−ℓ[K1] ⊲ Fℓ[K2 ⋆ K3]

= Fn[K1 ⋆ (K2 ⋆ K3)],

and hence (K1 ⋆K2) ⋆ K3 = K1 ⋆ (K2 ⋆ K3). Similarly, we can show that (K1 ⋆ K2) ⋆ ξ = K1 ⋆ (K2 ⋆ ξ). The
remaining assertions are clear.

Although the ⋆-product is defined by means of the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion, it can be represented in
terms of iterated stochastic integrals.

Proposition 3.6. For each ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with d1 ∈ N, it

holds that

(K⋆ξ)(t) = F0[K](t)ξ(t)+

∞∑

n=1

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

Fn[K](t, t1, . . ., tn)ξ(tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1), t ∈ (S, T ), (3.4)

where the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L2
F
(S, T ;Rd×d1).

Proof. We define ΦK
0 [ξ](t) := F0[K](t)ξ(t), t ∈ (S, T ), and

ΦK
n [ξ](t) :=

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

Fn[K](t, t1, . . ., tn)ξ(tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1), t ∈ (S, T ),

for each n ∈ N. Note that the integrand in the above iterated stochastic integral is in L2
F
(∆n+1(S, T );R

d×d1),
and thus ΦK

n [ξ] ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) is well-defined. By using the isometry of the stochastic integral, sim-

ilar calculations as in Lemma 2.7 show that ‖ΦK
n [ξ]‖L2

F
(S,T ) ≤ |||Fn[K]|||Vn+1(S,T )‖ξ‖L2

F
(S,T ) for each n ∈

N0. Thus, each ΦK
n is a bounded linear operator on L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with the operator norm ‖ΦK

n ‖op ≤
|||Fn[K]|||Vn+1(S,T ). Since

∑∞
n=0 |||Fn[K]|||Vn+1(S,T ) = |||K|||KF(S,T ) < ∞, the infinite sum in the right-hand

side of (3.4) converges in L2
F
(S, T ;Rd×d1). Noting the continuity of the linear operator ΦK

n and considering
the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion of ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1), we have

ΦK
n [ξ] = ΦK

n

[ ∞∑

m=0

Wm[ξ]
]

=

∞∑

m=0

ΦK
n [Wm[ξ]], n ∈ N0,

where Wm[ξ] := Wm[Fm[ξ]] for each m ∈ N0. Observe that, for each n,m ∈ N,

ΦK
n [Wm[ξ]](t)

=

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

Fn[K](t, t1, . . ., tn)

×
(∫ tn

S

∫ tn+1

S

· · ·

∫ tn+m−1

S

Fm[ξ](tn, tn+1, . . ., tn+m) dW (tn+m)· · · dW (tn+1)
)

dW (tn)· · · dW (t1)
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=

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn+m−1

S

(Fn[K] ⊲ Fm[ξ])(t, t1, . . ., tn+m) dW (tn+m)· · · dW (t1)

= Wn+m[Fn[K] ⊲ Fm[ξ]](t), t ∈ (S, T ),

and hence ΦK
n [Wm[ξ]] = Wn+m[Fn[K] ⊲ Fm[ξ]] for each n,m ∈ N. Clearly, these relations hold when n = 0

or m = 0. Therefore, the right-hand side of (3.4) becomes

∞∑

n=0

∞∑

m=0

ΦK
n [Wm[ξ]] =

∞∑

n=0

∞∑

m=0

Wn+m[Fn[K] ⊲ Fm[ξ]]

=
∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

Wn[Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[ξ]]

=

∞∑

n=0

Wn

[ n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[ξ]
]

=

∞∑

n=0

Wn[Fn[K ⋆ ξ]]

= K ⋆ ξ.

This completes the proof.

3.2 ∗-product

Next, we introduce a suitable class of J and define the ∗-product J ∗X appearing in equation (3.3).

Definition 3.7. For each j ∈ L2
F(∆n+2(S, T );R

d1×d2), f ∈ L2
F(S, T ;R

d2×d3) with n ∈ N0 and d1, d2, d3 ∈ N,
we define the ∗-product j ∗ f : Ω×∆n+1(S, T ) → R

d1×d3 by

(j ∗ f)(t0, t1, . . ., tn) :=

∫ tn

S

j(t0, t1, . . ., tn, s)f(s) ds

for (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ). Also, for each g ∈ L2
F(∆m+2(S, T );R

d2×d3) with m ∈ N0, we define the
∗-product j ∗ g : Ω×∆n+m+2(S, T ) → R

d1×d3 by

(j ∗ g)(t0, t1, . . ., tn+m+1) :=

∫ tn

tn+1

j(t0, t1, . . ., tn, s)g(s, tn+1, . . ., tn+m+1) ds

for (t0, t1, . . ., tn+m+1) ∈ ∆n+m+2(S, T ).

Recall that L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) is the space of Ξ ∈ L2
F(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) with Ξ(t, s) being Fs
t -

measurable for each (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T ). Also, recall the definitions of Wn and Fn (see Definition 2.1).

Lemma 3.8. For each Ξ ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) and ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd2×d3) with d1, d2, d3 ∈ N, the ∗-product

Ξ ∗ ξ is in L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d3), and the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion satisfies

Fn[Ξ ∗ ξ] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[Ξ] ∗ Fk[ξ], n ∈ N0.

Furthermore, for each Ξ1 ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) and Ξ2 ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d2×d3), the ∗-product Ξ1 ∗ Ξ2

is in L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d3), and the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion satisfies

Fn[Ξ1 ∗ Ξ2] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[Ξ1] ∗ Fk[Ξ2], n ∈ N0.
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Proof. We prove the first assertion. The second can be proved by the same way. Note that Ξ(t, s) is Fs
t -

measurable, and hence it is independent of Fs. By using Minkowski’s inequality and Hölder’s inequality, we
have

E

[∫ T

S

(∫ t

S

|Ξ(t, s)||ξ(s)| ds
)2

dt
]1/2

≤

∫ T

S

E

[∫ T

s

|Ξ(t, s)|2|ξ(s)|2 dt
]1/2

ds

=

∫ T

S

E

[∫ T

s

|Ξ(t, s)|2 dt |ξ(s)|2
]1/2

ds

=

∫ T

S

E

[∫ T

s

|Ξ(t, s)|2 dt
]1/2

E
[
|ξ(s)|2

]1/2
ds

≤
(∫ T

S

E

[∫ T

s

|Ξ(t, s)|2 dt
]

ds
)1/2(

∫ T

S

E
[
|ξ(s)|2

]
ds

)1/2

<∞.

Thus, the ∗-product Ξ ∗ ξ ∈ L2
F(S, T ;R

d1×d3) is well-defined, and the operations Ξ 7→ Ξ ∗ ξ and ξ 7→ Ξ ∗ ξ are
continuous. Noting the adaptedness, we have Ξ ∗ ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd1×d3). Furthermore, by using the stochastic

Fubini’s theorem, we have

(Ξ ∗ ξ)(t) =
{( ∞∑

n=0

Wn[Ξ]
)

∗
( ∞∑

m=0

Wm[ξ]
)}

(t) =

∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

(Wn−k[Ξ] ∗Wk[ξ])(t)

=

∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

∫ t

S

∫ t

s

∫ t1

s

· · ·

∫ tn−k−1

s

Fn−k[Ξ](t, t1, . . ., tn−k, s) dW (tn−k)· · · dW (t1)

×

∫ s

S

∫ tn−k+1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

Fk[ξ](s, tn−k+1, . . ., tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (tn−k+1) ds

=

∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

∫ t

S

∫ t

s

∫ t1

s

· · ·

∫ tn−k−1

s

∫ s

S

∫ tn−k+1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

Fn−k[Ξ](t, t1, . . ., tn−k, s)Fk[ξ](s, tn−k+1, . . ., tn)

dW (tn)· · · dW (tn−k+1) dW (tn−k)· · · dW (t1) ds

=

∞∑

n=0

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

n∑

k=0

∫ tn−k

tn−k+1

Fn−k[Ξ](t, t1, . . ., tn−k, s)Fk[ξ](s, tn−k+1, . . ., tn) ds dW (tn)· · · dW (t1)

=
∞∑

n=0

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

n∑

k=0

(Fn−k[Ξ] ∗ Fk[ξ])(t, t1, . . ., tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1),

which implies that Fn[Ξ ∗ ξ] =
∑n

k=0 Fn−k[Ξ] ∗ Fk[ξ] for any n ∈ N0. This completes the proof.

Definition 3.9. We define the space JF(S, T ;R
d×d) of ∗-Volterra kernels by

JF(S, T ;R
d×d) := {J ∈ L2

F,∗(∆2(S, T );R
d×d) | |||J |||JF(S,T ) <∞},

where

|||J |||JF(S,T ) :=

∞∑

n=0

(∫

∆n+2(S,T )

|Fn[J ](t)|
2
op dt

)1/2

.

The following proposition shows algebraic properties of the space JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and the ∗-product.

Proposition 3.10. (JF(S, T ;R
d×d), ||| · |||JF(S,T ), ∗) is a (real) Banach algebra without unit. Furthermore,

(L2
F
(S, T ;Rd), ‖ · ‖L2

F
(S,T )) and (KF(S, T ;R

d×d), ||| · |||KF(S,T )) are left Banach modules over JF(S, T ;R
d×d)

with respect to the ∗-product. In other words, (JF(S, T ;R
d×d), ||| · |||JF(S,T )) is a Banach space, and for each

J, J1, J2, J3 ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d), ξ, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), K,K1,K2 ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d) and α ∈ R, the following
hold:

J1 ∗ J2 ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and |||J1 ∗ J2|||JF(S,T ) ≤ |||J1|||JF(S,T )|||J2|||JF(S,T ), (3.5)
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(J1 ∗ J2) ∗ J3 = J1 ∗ (J2 ∗ J3),

J1 ∗ (J2 + J3) = J1 ∗ J2 + J1 ∗ J3,

(J1 + J2) ∗ J3 = J1 ∗ J3 + J2 ∗ J3,

α(J1 ∗ J2) = (αJ1) ∗ J2 = J1 ∗ (αJ2),

J ∗ ξ ∈ L2
F(S, T ;R

d) and ‖J ∗ ξ‖L2
F
(S,T ) ≤ |||J |||JF(S,T )‖ξ‖L2

F
(S,T ), (3.6)

(J1 ∗ J2) ∗ ξ = J1 ∗ (J2 ∗ ξ),

J ∗ (ξ1 + ξ2) = J ∗ ξ1 + J ∗ ξ2,

(J1 + J2) ∗ ξ = J1 ∗ ξ + J2 ∗ ξ,

α(J ∗ ξ) = (αJ) ∗ ξ = J ∗ (αξ),

J ∗K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and |||J ∗K|||KF(S,T ) ≤ |||J |||JF(S,T )|||K|||KF(S,T ), (3.7)

(J1 ∗ J2) ∗K = J1 ∗ (J2 ∗K),

J ∗ (K1 +K2) = J ∗K1 + J ∗K2,

(J1 + J2) ∗K = J1 ∗K + J2 ∗K,

α(J ∗K) = (αJ) ∗K = J ∗ (αK).

Proof. We prove (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7). In this proof, we use the notation

‖f‖L2(∆n(S,T )),op :=
(∫

∆n(S,T )

|f(t)|2op dt
)1/2

for each f ∈ L2(∆n(S, T );R
d×d). First, we observe that, for each j ∈ L2(∆n+2(S, T );R

d×d) and f ∈
L2(∆m+2(S, T );R

d) with n,m ∈ N0,

‖j ∗ f‖2L2(∆n+m+2(S,T ))

≤

∫ T

S

∫ t0

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn+m

S

(∫ tn

tn+1

|j(t0, t1, . . ., tn, s)|op|f(s, tn+1, . . ., tn+m+1)| ds
)2

dtn+m+1· · · dt1 dt0

=

∫

∆m+1(S,T )

{∫

∆n+1(max r,T )

(∫ min t

max r

|j(t, s)|op|f(s, r)| ds
)2

dt
}

dr

≤

∫

∆m+1(S,T )

{∫ T

max r

(∫

∆n+1(s,T )

|j(t, s)|2op|f(s, r)|
2 dt

)1/2

ds
}2

dr

=

∫

∆m+1(S,T )

{∫ T

max r

(∫

∆n+1(s,T )

|j(t, s)|2op dt
)1/2

|f(s, r)| ds
}2

dr

≤

∫

∆m+1(S,T )

(∫ T

max r

∫

∆n+1(s,T )

|j(t, s)|2op dt ds
)(∫ T

max r

|f(s, r)|2 ds
)

dr

≤ ‖j‖2L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op‖f‖
2
L2(∆m+2(S,T )),

where we used Minkowski’s inequality in the second inequality and Hölder’s inequality in the third inequality.
This implies that

‖j ∗ f‖L2(∆n+m+2(S,T )) ≤ ‖j‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op‖f‖L2(∆m+2(S,T )).

Similarly, for each f ∈ L2(S, T ;Rd), it holds that

‖j ∗ f‖L2(∆n+1(S,T )) ≤ ‖j‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op‖f‖L2(S,T ).

Also, for each j1 ∈ L2(∆n+2(S, T );R
d×d) and j2 ∈ L2(∆m+2(S, T );R

d×d) with n,m ∈ N0,

‖j1 ∗ j2‖L2(∆n+m+2(S,T )),op ≤ ‖j1‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op‖j2‖L2(∆m+2(S,T )),op.
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By the same way, we can show that, for each j ∈ L2(∆n+2(S, T );R
d×d) and k ∈ Vm+1(S, T ;R

d×d) with
n,m ∈ N0,

|||j ∗ k|||Vn+m+1(S,T ) ≤ ‖j‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op|||k|||Vm+1(S,T ).

Fix J1, J2 ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d). Noting Lemma 3.8, the above observations and Young’s convolution inequal-

ity yield that

|||J1 ∗ J2|||JF(S,T ) =

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[J1 ∗ J2]‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op

=
∞∑

n=0

∥
∥
∥

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[J1] ∗ Fk[J2]
∥
∥
∥
L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op

≤

∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

‖Fn−k[J1] ∗ Fk[J2]‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op

≤
∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

‖Fn−k[J1]‖L2(∆n−k+2(S,T )),op‖Fk[J2]‖L2(∆k+2(S,T )),op

≤

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[J1]‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[J2]‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op

= |||J1|||JF(S,T )|||J2|||JF(S,T ).

Thus, (3.5) holds. For each J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), the isometry yields that

‖J ∗ ξ‖2L2
F
(S,T ) =

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[J ∗ ξ]‖2L2(∆n+1(S,T ))

=

∞∑

n=0

∥
∥
∥

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[J ] ∗ Fk[ξ]
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(∆n+1(S,T ))

≤
∞∑

n=0

( n∑

k=0

‖Fn−k[J ] ∗ Fk[ξ]‖L2(∆n+1(S,T ))

)2

≤

∞∑

n=0

( n∑

k=0

‖Fn−k[J ]‖L2(∆n−k+2(S,T )),op‖Fk[ξ]‖L2(∆k+1(S,T ))

)2

≤
( ∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[J ]‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op

)2 ∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[ξ]‖
2
L2(∆n+1(S,T ))

= |||J |||2JF(S,T )‖ξ‖
2
L2

F
(S,T ),

which implies (3.6). Lastly, for each J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d),

|||J ∗K|||KF(S,T ) =

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[J ∗K]|||Vn+1(S,T )

=

∞∑

n=0

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[J ] ∗ Fk[K]
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
Vn+1(S,T )

≤

∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

|||Fn−k[J ] ∗ Fk[K]|||Vn+1(S,T )

≤

∞∑

n=0

n∑

k=0

‖Fn−k[J ]‖L2(∆n−k+2(S,T )),op|||Fk[K]|||Vk+1(S,T )
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≤

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[J ]‖L2(∆n+2(S,T )),op

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K]|||Vn+1(S,T )

= |||J |||JF(S,T )|||K|||KF(S,T ).

Thus, (3.7) holds.
For each J1, J2, J3 ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d), Fubini’s theorem yields that

((J1 ∗ J2) ∗ J3)(t, s) =

∫ t

s

(J1 ∗ J2)(t, r)J3(r, s) dr

=

∫ t

s

∫ t

r

J1(t, u)J2(u, r) duJ3(r, s) dr

=

∫ t

s

J1(t, u)

∫ u

s

J2(u, r)J3(r, s) dr du

=

∫ t

s

J1(t, u)(J2 ∗ J3)(u, s) du

= (J1 ∗ (J2 ∗ J3))(t, s)

for (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T ). Thus, we have (J1 ∗ J2) ∗ J3 = J1 ∗ (J2 ∗ J3). Similarly, we can show that (J1 ∗ J2) ∗ ξ =
J1 ∗ (J2 ∗ ξ) and (J1 ∗ J2) ∗ K = J1 ∗ (J2 ∗ K) for ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd) and K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d). The other
assertions are clear from the definition. We complete the proof.

Next, we investigate algebraic relationships between the ∗- and the ⋆-products. As before, for each ⋆-
Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d) and Ξ ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d×d1) with d1 ∈ N, we define the ⋆-product

K ⋆ Ξ ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d×d1) by the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion

Fn[K ⋆ Ξ] :=

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[Ξ], n ∈ N0.

By Proposition 3.6, we see that

(K ⋆ Ξ)(t, s) = F0[K](t)Ξ(t, s) +

∞∑

n=1

∫ t

s

∫ t1

s

· · ·

∫ tn−1

s

Fn[K](t, t1, . . ., tn)Ξ(tn, s) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1)

for (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T ). Similar to Proposition 3.5, (JF(S, T ;R
d×d), ||| · |||JF(S,T )) is a left Banach module over

(KF(S, T ;R
d×d), ||| · |||KF(S,T ), ⋆). Furthermore, the following proposition shows that the order of the ⋆- and

the ∗-products is exchangeable.

Proposition 3.11. For each K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d), J ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d) and ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with d1 ∈ N,

it holds that
K ⋆ (J ∗ ξ) = (K ⋆ J) ∗ ξ (3.8)

and
J ∗ (K ⋆ ξ) = (J ∗K) ⋆ ξ. (3.9)

Proof. By the definition of the ⋆-product and Lemma 3.8, we have, for each n ∈ N0,

Fn[K ⋆ (J ∗ ξ)] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[J ∗ ξ]

=

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲
( k∑

ℓ=0

Fk−ℓ[J ] ∗ Fℓ[ξ]
)

=

n∑

k=0

k∑

ℓ=0

(Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk−ℓ[J ]) ∗ Fℓ[ξ]
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=

n∑

ℓ=0

( n∑

k=ℓ

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk−ℓ[J ]
)

∗ Fℓ[ξ]

=
n∑

ℓ=0

(n−ℓ∑

k=0

Fn−ℓ−k[K] ⊲ Fk[J ]
)

∗ Fℓ[ξ]

=

n∑

ℓ=0

Fn−ℓ[K ⋆ J ] ∗ Fℓ[ξ]

= Fn[(K ⋆ J) ∗ ξ].

Thus, (3.8) holds. Similarly,

Fn[J ∗ (K ⋆ ξ)] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[J ] ∗ Fk[K ⋆ ξ]

=

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[J ] ∗
( k∑

ℓ=0

Fk−ℓ[K] ⊲ Fℓ[ξ]
)

=
n∑

k=0

k∑

ℓ=0

(Fn−k[J ] ∗ Fk−ℓ[K]) ⊲ Fℓ[ξ]

=

n∑

ℓ=0

( n∑

k=ℓ

Fn−k[J ] ∗ Fk−ℓ[K]
)

⊲ Fℓ[ξ]

=

n∑

ℓ=0

(n−ℓ∑

k=0

Fn−ℓ−k[J ] ∗ Fk[K]
)

⊲ Fℓ[ξ]

=

n∑

ℓ=0

Fn−ℓ[J ∗K] ⊲ Fℓ[ξ]

= Fn[(J ∗K) ⋆ ξ].

Thus, (3.9) holds.

Remark 3.12. By the associative properties of the ⋆- and the ∗-products, we may use the notations K1 ⋆
K2 ⋆ K3, J1 ∗ J2 ∗ J3, J ∗K ⋆ ξ, K ⋆ J ∗ ξ, and so on.

3.3 ⋆-resolvent, ∗-resolvent and (∗, ⋆)-resolvent

As in the classical theory on deterministic Volterra equations (see the textbook [11]), the resolvent with
respect to the ⋆- and the ∗-products play central roles in the study of linear SVIEs.

Definition 3.13. (i) For each ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d), we say that a ⋆-Volterra kernel

R ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) is a ⋆-resolvent of K if it satisfies the following resolvent equation:

R = K +K ⋆ R = K +R ⋆ K.

(ii) For each ∗-Volterra kernel J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d), we say that a ∗-Volterra kernel Q ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d) is a
∗-resolvent of J if it satisfies the following resolvent equation:

Q = J + J ∗Q = J +Q ∗ J.

First, we show that the ⋆- and the ∗-resolvents are unique if they exist. More precisely, the following
proposition holds.
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Proposition 3.14. (i) Let ⋆-Volterra kernels K,R1, R2 ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) be given. Suppose that R1 =

K +K ⋆ R1 and R2 = K + R2 ⋆ K. Then R1 = R2. In particular, each ⋆-Volterra kernel has at most
one ⋆-resolvent.

(ii) Let ∗-Volterra kernels J,Q1, Q2 ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) be given. Suppose that Q1 = J + J ∗ Q1 and Q2 =

J +Q2 ∗ J . Then Q1 = Q2. In particular, each ∗-Volterra kernel has at most one ∗-resolvent.

The above proposition holds for any algebra (see Lemma 3.3 in [11]). Here, we give a proof for readers’
convenience.

Proof of Proposition 3.14. We prove (i). The assertion (ii) is proved by the same way. By the assumption,
we have R2 ⋆ (R1 −K) = R2 ⋆ K ⋆ R1 = (R2 −K) ⋆ R1. Cancelling out R2 ⋆ R1, one gets R2 ⋆ K = K ⋆ R1.
Thus, R2 = K +R2 ⋆ K = K +K ⋆ R1 = R1.

Remark 3.15. Let J ∈ L2(∆2(S, T );R
d×d) be a deterministic ∗-Volterra kernel, and suppose that Q ∈

JF(S, T ;R
d×d) is a ∗-resolvent of J . Then we see that E[Q] is also a ∗-resolvent of J . By the uniqueness of

the ∗-resolvent, we have Q = E[Q], and thus Q is deterministic.

Actually, the ∗-resolvent always exists.

Proposition 3.16. Every ∗-Volterra kernel J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) has a unique ∗-resolvent Q ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d).

Proof. The uniqueness follows from Proposition 3.14. We show the existence. First, we assume that
|||J |||JF(S,T ) < 1. By Proposition 3.10, we have |||J∗n|||JF(S,T ) ≤ |||J |||nJF(S,T ) for any n ∈ N, where J∗n ∈

JF(S, T ;R
d×d) denotes the (n−1)-fold ∗-product of J by itself. By the assumption, Q :=

∑∞
n=1 J

∗n converges
in JF(S, T ;R

d×d). Observe that

J + J ∗Q = J + J ∗
( ∞∑

n=1

J∗n
)

= J +
∞∑

n=1

J ∗ J∗n =
∞∑

n=1

J∗n = Q.

Similarly, we have J +Q ∗ J = Q. Thus, Q is the ∗-resolvent of J .
Now we consider the general case. For each σ > 0, define Jσ ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d) by Jσ(t, s) := e−σ(t−s)J(t, s)
for (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T ). It is easy to see that

Fn[Jσ](t0, t1, . . ., tn+1) = e−σ(t0−tn+1)Fn[J ](t0, t1, . . ., tn+1)

for (t0, t1, . . ., tn+1) ∈ ∆n+2(S, T ) and n ∈ N0. Noting the definition of ||| · |||JF(S,T ) (see Definition 3.9), by the
dominated convergence theorem, we see that |||Jσ |||JF(S,T ) tends to zero as σ → ∞. Let σ > 0 be such that

|||Jσ|||JF(S,T ) < 1. Then there exists a unique ∗-resolvent Qσ ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) of Jσ. For (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T ),

we have

(Jσ ∗Qσ)(t, s) =

∫ t

s

Jσ(t, r)Qσ(r, s) dr =

∫ t

s

e−σ(t−r)J(t, r)Qσ(r, s) dr

= e−σ(t−s)
∫ t

s

J(t, r)eσ(r−s)Qσ(r, s) dr

and

(Qσ ∗ Jσ)(t, s) =

∫ t

s

Qσ(t, r)Jσ(r, s) dr =

∫ t

s

Qσ(t, r)e
−σ(r−s)J(r, s) dr

= e−σ(t−s)
∫ t

s

eσ(t−r)Qσ(t, r)J(r, s) dr.

Therefore, the ∗-Volterra kernel Q ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) defined by Q(t, s) := eσ(t−s)Qσ(t, s) for (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T )

satisfies

Q(t, s) = J(t, s) +

∫ t

s

J(t, r)Q(r, s) dr = J(t, s) +

∫ t

s

Q(t, r)J(r, s) dr

for (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T ), and thus it is the ∗-resolvent of J . This completes the proof.
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The case of the ⋆-resolvent is more difficult. We provide useful sufficient conditions for the existence of
the ⋆-resolvent in Section 5.

The next lemma provides an explicit expression of the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion of the ⋆-resolvent.

Lemma 3.17. Suppose that a ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) satisfies F0[K] = 0 (which is equivalent

to E[K] = 0). If R ∈ KF(0, T ;R
d×d) is a ⋆-resolvent of K, then the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion is given by

F0[R] = 0 and

Fn[R] =
n∑

i=1

∑

1≤m1,m2,...,mi≤n
m1+m2+···+mi=n

Fm1 [K] ⊲ Fm2 [K] ⊲ · · · ⊲ Fmi
[K], n ∈ N.

Proof. By the definition, the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion of R satisfies the following equations:

Fn[R] = Fn[K] +

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[R], n ∈ N0.

Since F0[K] = 0, we have F0[R] = 0, F1[R] = F1[K], and Fn[R] = Fn[K] +
∑n−1

k=1 Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[R] for n ≥ 2.
By the induction, we get the assertion.

Next, we introduce the notion of the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent.

Definition 3.18. For each ∗-Volterra kernel J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d),
we say that a pair (Q,R) ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d) × KF(S, T ;R
d×d) is a (∗, ⋆)-resolvent of (J,K) if it satisfies the

following resolvent equations:

{

Q = J + J ∗Q+K ⋆ Q = J +Q ∗ J +R ⋆ J,

R = K + J ∗R+K ⋆ R = K +Q ∗K +R ⋆ K.

The following is concerned with the uniqueness of the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent.

Lemma 3.19. Let (J,K) ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) × KF(S, T ;R

d×d) be fixed. Suppose that (Q1, R1), (Q2, R2) ∈
JF(S, T ;R

d×d)×KF(S, T ;R
d×d) satisfy

{

Q1 = J + J ∗Q1 +K ⋆ Q1,

R1 = K + J ∗R1 +K ⋆ R1,
and

{

Q2 = J +Q2 ∗ J +R2 ⋆ J,

R2 = K +Q2 ∗K +R2 ⋆ K.

Then Q1 = Q2 and R1 = R2. In particular, the pair (J,K) has at most one (∗, ⋆)-resolvent.

Proof. By Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.11, we have

Q2 ∗ (Q1 − J) = Q2 ∗ (J ∗Q1 +K ⋆Q1) = Q2 ∗ J ∗Q1 +Q2 ∗K ⋆Q1 = (Q2 − J −R2 ⋆ J) ∗Q1 +Q2 ∗K ⋆Q1.

Cancelling out Q2 ∗Q1, we get

Q2 ∗ J +Q2 ∗K ⋆ Q1 = J ∗Q1 +R2 ⋆ J ∗Q1. (3.10)

Similarly,

Q2 ∗ (R1 −K) = Q2 ∗ (J ∗R1 +K ⋆R1) = Q2 ∗ J ∗R1 +Q2 ∗K ⋆R1 = (Q2 − J −R2 ⋆ J) ∗R1 +Q2 ∗K ⋆R1.

Cancelling out Q2 ∗R1, we get

Q2 ∗K +Q2 ∗K ⋆ R1 = J ∗R1 +R2 ⋆ J ∗R1. (3.11)

Also,

R2 ⋆ (Q1 − J) = R2 ⋆ (J ∗Q1 +K ⋆Q1) = R2 ⋆ J ∗Q1 +R2 ⋆K ⋆Q1 = R2 ⋆ J ∗Q1 +(R2 −K −Q2 ∗K) ⋆Q1.
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Cancelling out R2 ⋆ Q1, we get

R2 ⋆ J +R2 ⋆ J ∗Q1 = K ⋆ Q1 +Q2 ∗K ⋆ Q1. (3.12)

Lastly,

R2 ⋆ (R1 −K) = R2 ⋆ (J ∗R1 +K ⋆R1) = R2 ⋆ J ∗R1 +R2 ⋆K ⋆R1 = R2 ⋆ J ∗R1 + (R2 −K −Q2 ∗K) ⋆R1.

Cancelling out R2 ⋆ R1, we get

R2 ⋆ K +R2 ⋆ J ∗R1 = K ⋆ R1 +Q2 ∗K ⋆ R1. (3.13)

By (3.10) and (3.12), we see that

Q2 ∗ J +R2 ⋆ J = J ∗Q1 +K ⋆ Q1.

Thus, we obtain
Q2 = J +Q2 ∗ J +R2 ⋆ J = J + J ∗Q1 +K ⋆ Q1 = Q1.

Furthermore, by (3.11) and (3.13), we see that

Q2 ∗K +R2 ⋆ K = J ∗R1 +K ⋆ R1.

Thus, we obtain
R2 = K +Q2 ∗K +R2 ⋆ K = K + J ∗R1 +K ⋆ R1 = R1.

This completes the proof.

We note that the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent is defined as a pair of kernels. The next proposition shows that the
(∗, ⋆)-resolvent is constructed by the ∗-resolvent and the ⋆-resolvent.

Proposition 3.20. Let a ∗-Volterra kernel J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and a ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d)
be given.

(i) Let Q1 ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) be the ∗-resolvent of J , and suppose that K + Q1 ∗ K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d)
has a ⋆-resolvent R1 ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d). Then (Q,R) ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) × KF(S, T ;R

d×d) defined by
Q := Q1 +R1 ⋆ Q1 and R := R1 is the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent of (J,K).

(ii) Suppose that K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) has a ⋆-resolvent R2 ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d), and let Q2 ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d)

be the ∗-resolvent of J + R2 ⋆ J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d). Then (Q,R) ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d) × KF(S, T ;R
d×d)

defined by Q := Q2 and R := R2 +Q2 ∗R2 is the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent of (J,K).

Proof. (i) Note that Q1 = J + J ∗ Q1 and R1 = K + Q1 ∗K + (K + Q1 ∗ K) ⋆ R1. By Proposition 3.5,
Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.11, we have

J ∗R = J ∗R1 = J ∗K + J ∗Q1 ∗K + J ∗K ⋆ R1 + J ∗Q1 ∗K ⋆ R1

= (J + J ∗Q1) ∗K + (J + J ∗Q1) ∗ (K ⋆ R1)

= Q1 ∗K +Q1 ∗K ⋆ R1,

and hence

K + J ∗R+K ⋆ R = K +Q1 ∗K +Q1 ∗K ⋆ R1 +K ⋆ R1

= K +Q1 ∗K + (K +Q1 ∗K) ⋆ R1

= R1 = R.

Consequently, we get
R = K + J ∗R+K ⋆ R. (3.14)
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Furthermore, we have

J + J ∗Q+K ⋆ Q = J + J ∗ (Q1 +R1 ⋆ Q1) +K ⋆ (Q1 +R1 ⋆ Q1)

= J + J ∗Q1 + (K + J ∗R1 +K ⋆ R1) ⋆ Q1

= Q1 +R1 ⋆ Q1 = Q,

and thus
Q = J + J ∗Q+K ⋆ Q. (3.15)

Similarly, from the equalities Q1 = J +Q1 ∗ J and R1 = K +Q1 ∗K +R1 ⋆ (K +Q1 ∗K), we have

K +Q ∗K +R ⋆ K = K + (Q1 +R1 ⋆ Q1) ∗K +R1 ⋆ K

= K +Q1 ∗K + R1 ⋆ (K +Q1 ∗K)

= R1 = R,

and thus
R = K +Q ∗K +R ⋆ K. (3.16)

Furthermore, we have

J +Q ∗ J +R ⋆ J = J + (Q1 +R1 ⋆ Q1) ∗ J +R1 ⋆ J

= J +Q1 ∗ J +R1 ⋆ (J +Q1 ∗ J)

= Q1 +R1 ⋆ Q1 = Q,

and thus
Q = J +Q ∗ J +R ⋆ J. (3.17)

By (3.14), (3.15), (3.16) and (3.17), we see that (Q,R) is the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent of (J,K).

(ii) The claim (ii) can be proved by the same way as (i) by inverting the roles of J and K, Q and R, and
the ∗-product and the ⋆-product.

Remark 3.21. From Proposition 3.20 (ii) and Proposition 3.16, ifK ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) has a ⋆-resolvent, then

(J,K) has a (∗, ⋆)-resolvent for any J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d). The existence of the ⋆-resolvent will be discussed in

Section 5.

3.4 A variation of constants formula for generalized SVIEs

Now we are ready to show the variation of constants formula for generalized SVIEs.

Theorem 3.22. Let a ∗-Volterra kernel J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and a ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d) be
fixed, and suppose that (J,K) has a (∗, ⋆)-resolvent (Q,R) ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d)×KF(S, T ;R
d×d). Then for any

free term ϕ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd), the generalized SVIE

X = ϕ+ J ∗X +K ⋆X

has a unique solution X ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:

X = ϕ+Q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ.

Proof. Define X ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd) by X = ϕ + Q ∗ ϕ + R ⋆ ϕ. By Proposition 3.5, Proposition 3.10 and

Proposition 3.11, we have

J ∗X = J ∗ (ϕ+Q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ) = (J + J ∗Q) ∗ ϕ+ (J ∗R) ⋆ ϕ

and
K ⋆X = K ⋆ (ϕ+Q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ) = (K ⋆ Q) ∗ ϕ+ (K +K ⋆ R) ⋆ ϕ.
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Combining the above two equalities and using the resolvent equations, we get

J ∗X +K ⋆X = (J + J ∗Q +K ⋆ Q) ∗ ϕ+ (K + J ∗R+K ⋆ R) ⋆ ϕ = Q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ.

This implies that X = ϕ+ J ∗X +K ⋆X .
Conversely, if X ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd) satisfies X = ϕ+ J ∗X +K ⋆X , then we have

Q ∗ ϕ = Q ∗ (X − J ∗X −K ⋆X) = (Q −Q ∗ J) ∗X − (Q ∗K) ⋆ X

and
R ⋆ ϕ = R ⋆ (X − J ∗X −K ⋆X) = −(R ⋆ J) ∗X + (R −R ⋆ K) ⋆ X.

Combining the above two equalities and using the resolvent equations, we get

Q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ = (Q−Q ∗ J −R ⋆ J) ∗X + (R −Q ∗K −R ⋆ K) ⋆ X = J ∗X +K ⋆X.

This implies that X = ϕ+Q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ. This completes the proof.

Noting the stochastic integral representation of the ⋆-product (see Proposition 3.6), we immediately get
the following corollary.

Corollary 3.23. Let J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) andK =

∑∞
n=1 Wn[kn] ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d) with kn ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d),

n ∈ N, be fixed, and suppose that (J,K) has a (∗, ⋆)-resolvent (Q,R) ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d)×KF(S, T ;R

d×d). Then
for any free term ϕ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), the generalized SVIE

X(t) = ϕ(t) +

∫ t

S

J(t, s)X(s) ds+

∞∑

n=1

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

kn(t, t1, . . ., tn)X(tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1), t ∈ (S, T ),

has a unique solution X ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:

X(t) = ϕ(t) +

∫ t

S

Q(t, s)ϕ(s) ds+
∞∑

n=1

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

rn(t, t1, . . ., tn)ϕ(tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1), t ∈ (S, T ),

where rn := Fn[R] ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d) for n ∈ N. Here, the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in

L2
F
(S, T ;Rd).

Corollary 3.24. Let deterministic kernels j ∈ L2(∆2(S, T );R
d×d) and k ∈ V2(S, T ;R

d×d) be fixed. Let
q ∈ L2(∆2(S, T );R

d×d) be the ∗-resolvent of j, and assume that W1[k + q ∗ k] has a ⋆-resolvent. Then for
any free term ϕ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), the SVIE

X(t) = ϕ(t) +

∫ t

S

j(t, s)X(s) ds+

∫ t

S

k(t, s)X(s) dW (s), t ∈ (S, T ),

has a unique solution X ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:

X(t) = ϕ(t) +

∫ t

S

q(t, s)ϕ(s) ds

+
∞∑

n=1

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

(k + q ∗ k)⊲n(t, t1, . . ., tn)
{

ϕ(tn) +

∫ tn

S

q(tn, s)ϕ(s) ds
}

dW (tn)· · · dW (t1),

t ∈ (S, T ).

Here, (k + q ∗ k)⊲n ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d) denotes the (n − 1)-fold ⊲-product of k + q ∗ k ∈ V2(S, T ;R

d×d) by
itself, and the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L2

F
(S, T ;Rd).
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Proof. Note that W1[k]+q∗W1[k] = W1[k+q∗k]. Thus, by Lemma 3.17, the ⋆-resolvent of W1[k]+q∗W1[k]
is given by R =

∑∞
n=1 Wn[(k+ q ∗ k)⊲n] ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d). Defining Q ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) by Q := q+R⋆ q, by

Proposition 3.20, we see that (Q,R) is the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent of (j,W1[k]). Thus, by Theorem 3.22, the SVIE
X = ϕ+ j ∗X +W1[k] ⋆ X has a unique solution X ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), and the solution is given by

X = ϕ+Q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ

= ϕ+ (q +R ⋆ q) ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ

= ϕ+ q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ (ϕ+ q ∗ ϕ).

Noting Proposition 3.6, we get the assertion.

Example 3.25. Consider the following one-dimensional linear fractional SDE of order α ∈ (12 , 1]:







CDα
0+X(t) = µX(t) + σX(t)

dW (t)

dt
, t ∈ (0, T ),

X(0) = x0,
(3.18)

where µ, σ, x0 ∈ R are constants. When α = 1, the above equation becomes the Black–Scholes SDE:

{

dX(t) = µX(t) dt+ σX(t) dW (t), t ∈ (0, T ),

X(0) = x0,

and the solution is the geometric Brownian motion X(t) = x0 exp((µ − σ2/2)t + σW (t)). Thus, (3.18) can
be seen as a time-fractional Black–Scholes SDE. Note that (3.18) is equivalent to the following SVIE:

X(t) = x0 +

∫ t

0

j(t, s)X(s) ds+

∫ t

0

k(t, s)X(s) dW (s), t ∈ (0, T ),

where j(t, s) = µ
Γ(α) (t− s)α−1 and k(t, s) = σ

Γ(α) (t− s)α−1. Here we use some fundamental calculus for the

fractional kernel and the Mittag–Leffler function (see Section 1.2 in the textbook [23]). The ∗-resolvent q ∈

L2(∆2(0, T );R) of j is given by q(t, s) = µf(t−s), where f(t) = tα−1Eα,α(µt
α), and Eβ,γ(z) :=

∑∞
k=0

zk

Γ(βk+γ)

is the Mittag–Leffler function. Furthermore, it holds that (k + q ∗ k)(t, s) = σf(t − s) for (t, s) ∈ ∆2(0, T ),
and thus the ⋆-resolvent R ∈ KF(0, T ;R) of W1[k + q ∗ k] is given by

R(t) =
∞∑

n=1

σn

∫ t

0

∫ t1

0

· · ·

∫ tn−1

0

f(t− t1)f(t1 − t2)· · ·f(tn−1 − tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1), t ∈ (0, T ).

Here, the existence of the ⋆-resolvent R follows from the results in Section 5. Observe that 1+
∫ t

0
q(t, s) ds =

1 + µ
∫ t

0
f(t− s) ds = Eα,1(µt

α) =: Eα(µt
α). Consequently, by Corollary 3.24, the solution X ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;R)

to the fractional Black–Scholes SDE (3.18) is given by

X(t) = x0

{

Eα(µt
α) +

∞∑

n=1

σn

∫ t

0

∫ t1

0

· · ·

∫ tn−1

0

f(t− t1)f(t1 − t2)· · ·f(tn−1 − tn)Eα(µt
α
n) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1)

}

for t ∈ (0, T ). In particular, if µ = 0, we have

X(t) = x0

{

1 +

∞∑

n=1

( σ

Γ(α)

)n
∫ t

0

∫ t1

0

· · ·

∫ tn−1

0

(t− t1)
α−1(t1 − t2)

α−1· · ·(tn−1 − tn)
α−1 dW (tn)· · · dW (t1)

}

for t ∈ (0, T ).
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4 Backward stochastic Volterra integral equations

In this section, we investigate linear Type-II BSVIEs. First of all, consider the following Type-II BSVIE:

Y (t) = ψ̃(t) +

∫ T

t

{j(s, t)⊤Y (s) + k(s, t)⊤Z(s, t)} ds−

∫ T

t

Z(t, s) dW (s), t ∈ (S, T ), (4.1)

where ψ̃(·) ∈ L2
F(S, T ;R

d) is a given free term such that ψ̃(t) is FS
T -measurable for each t ∈ (S, T ), and j ∈

L2(∆2(S, T );R
d×d) and k ∈ V2(S, T ;R

d×d) are given deterministic kernels. We say that a pair (Y (·), Z(·, ·))
is an adapted M-solution of BSVIE (4.1) if Y ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), Z : Ω × (S, T )2 → R

d are measurable, Z(t, ·)

is FS-adapted for a.e. t ∈ (S, T ), E[
∫ T

S

∫ T

S
|Z(t, s)|2 dt ds] < ∞, and the equation, together with the relation

Y (t) = ES [Y (t)]+
∫ t

S
Z(t, s) dW (s) hold for a.e. t ∈ (S, T ), a.s. (see [39]). Note that the term Z(t, s) for (t, s) ∈

∆2(S, T ) is determined by Y via the martingale representation theorem. Thus, we can write Z = M1[Y ]
in ∆2(S, T ) by means of the martingale representation operator M1 : L2

F
(S, T ;Rd) → L2

F
(∆2(S, T );R

d),
which will be defined below. Therefore, taking the conditional expectation Et in (4.1), we see that the above
equation is equivalent to the following equations:







Y (t) = Et[ψ̃(t)] + Et

[∫ T

t

j(s, t)⊤Y (s) ds
]

+

∫ T

t

k(s, t)⊤M1[Y ](s, t) ds, t ∈ (S, T ),
∫ T

t

Z(t, s) dW (s) = ΘY (t)− Et[Θ
Y (t)], t ∈ (S, T ),

where the process ΘY (t) := ψ̃(t) +
∫ T

t
j(s, t)⊤Y (s) ds, t ∈ (S, T ), is in L2

F(S, T ;R
d) and depends on Y . Note

that the above two equations are decoupled in the sense that if Y ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd) solves the first equation,

then the term Z(t, s) for (t, s) ∈ (S, T )2 \ ∆2(S, T ) is determined by Y as the integrand of the martingale
representation theorem for ΘY (t). Consequently, Type-II BSVIE (4.1) can be seen as an integral equation
for Y ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd) (not for the pair (Y (·), Z(·, ·))) including the martingale representation operator:

Y (t) = ψ(t) + Et

[∫ T

t

j(s, t)⊤Y (s) ds
]

+

∫ T

t

k(s, t)⊤M1[Y ](s, t) ds, t ∈ (S, T ),

where ψ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd) is defined by ψ(t) := Et[ψ̃(t)] for t ∈ (S, T ).

Definition 4.1. Let d1, d2 ∈ N. For each n ∈ N0, we define the martingale representation operator Mn :
L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) → L2

F
(∆n+1(S, T );R

d1×d2) via the martingale representation theorem inductively as follows:
for each ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2),

M0[ξ](t0) := ξ(t0)

for t0 ∈ (S, T ), and

Mn[ξ](t0, t1, . . ., tn) = ES [Mn[ξ](t0, t1, . . ., tn)] +

∫ tn

S

Mn+1[ξ](t0, t1, . . ., tn, tn+1) dW (tn+1)

for (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ) and n ∈ N.

Remark 4.2. (i) For each ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) and n ∈ N0, it holds that

ES [Mn[ξ](t0, t1, . . ., tn)] = E[Mn[ξ](t0, t1, . . ., tn)] = Fn[ξ](t0, t1, . . ., tn), (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ).

See (4.5) below.

(ii) Noting the isometry, we have ‖Mn+1[ξ]‖L2
F
(∆n+2(S,T )) ≤ ‖Mn[ξ]‖L2

F
(∆n+1(S,T )) for any n ∈ N0 and

ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2). By the induction, we see that Mn : L2

F
(S, T ;Rd1×d2) → L2

F
(∆n+1(S, T );R

d1×d2)
is a bounded linear operator with the operator norm ‖Mn‖op ≤ 1.
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We will consider the following generalized equation including (infinitely many) martingale representation
operators:

Y (t) = ψ(t) + Et

[∫ T

t

J(s, t)⊤Y (s) ds
]

+
∞∑

n=1

∫

∆n(t,T )

kn(s, t)
⊤Mn[Y ](s, t) ds, t ∈ (S, T ), (4.2)

where ψ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd), J ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d) and K :=
∑∞

n=1 Wn[kn] ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d). We call this equation

a generalized BSVIE. The solution we are looking for is the adapted process Y ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd) satisfying

(4.2). In order to investigate generalized BSVIE (4.2), we write it as an algebraic equation on L2
F
(S, T ;Rd)

as follows:
Y = ψ + J⊤

←
∗ Y +K⊤

←
⋆ Y, (4.3)

where J⊤
←
∗ Y corresponds to the term Et[

∫ T

t J(s, t)⊤Y (s) ds], and K⊤
←
⋆ Y corresponds to the infinite sum

of the integrals including martingale representation operators. Then, we provide a variation of constants
formula for (4.3). Furthermore, we show the duality principle between a generalized SVIE and a generalized
BSVIE.

4.1 Backward ⋆-product

In this subsection, we investigate the term K⊤
←
⋆ Y appearing in equation (4.3).

Definition 4.3. For each ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with d1 ∈ N, we

define the backward ⋆-product K
←
⋆ ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) by the following Wiener–Itô chaos expansion:

Fn[K
←
⋆ ξ](t0, t) :=

∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n(t0,T )

Fk−n[K](s, t0)Fk[ξ](s, t0, t) ds

for (t0, t) = (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ) and n ∈ N0, where
∫

∆0(t0,T )
α ds := α for each vector α.

The following lemma ensures the well-definedness of the backward ⋆-product.

Lemma 4.4. For each ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with d1 ∈ N, the

backward ⋆-product K
←
⋆ ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) is well-defined and satisfies

‖K
←
⋆ ξ‖L2

F
(S,T ) ≤ |||K|||KF(S,T )‖ξ‖L2

F
(S,T ).

Furthermore, if K1,K2 ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d), then K1

←
⋆ K2 is in KF(S, T ;R

d×d) and satisfies

|||K1
←
⋆ K2|||KF(S,T ) ≤ |||K1|||KF(S,T )|||K2|||KF(S,T ).

Proof. By using Minkowski’s inequality and Hölder’s inequality, we have, for each n ∈ N0,

{∫

∆n+1(S,T )

( ∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

|Fk−n[K](s,max t)Fk[ξ](s, t)| ds
)2

dt
}1/2

≤
∞∑

k=n

{∫

∆n+1(S,T )

(∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

|Fk−n[K](s,max t)Fk[ξ](s, t)| ds
)2

dt
}1/2

≤

∞∑

k=n

{∫

∆n+1(S,T )

(∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

|Fk−n[K](s,max t)|op |Fk[ξ](s, t)| ds
)2

dt
}1/2

≤

∞∑

k=n

{∫

∆n+1(S,T )

∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

|Fk−n[K](s,max t)|2op ds

∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

|Fk[ξ](s, t)|
2 ds dt

}1/2

≤

∞∑

k=n

|||Fk−n[K]|||Vk−n+1(S,T )‖Fk[ξ]‖L2(∆k+1(S,T )).
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This implies that

‖Fn[K
←
⋆ ξ]‖L2(∆n+1(S,T )) ≤

∞∑

k=n

|||Fk−n[K]|||Vk−n+1(S,T )‖Fk[ξ]‖L2(∆k+1(S,T )).

Therefore, by Young’s convolution inequality and the isometry,

∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[K
←
⋆ ξ]‖2L2(∆n+1(S,T )) ≤

∞∑

n=0

( ∞∑

k=n

|||Fk−n[K]|||Vk−n+1(S,T )‖Fk[ξ]‖L2(∆k+1(S,T ))

)2

≤
( ∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K]|||Vn+1(S,T )

)2 ∞∑

n=0

‖Fn[ξ]‖
2
L2(∆n+1(S,T ))

= |||K|||2KF(S,T )‖ξ‖
2
L2

F
(S,T ) <∞.

This implies the first assertion. Similarly, we can show that

|||Fn[K1
←
⋆ K2]|||Vn+1(S,T ) ≤

∞∑

k=n

|||Fk−n+1[K1]|||Vk−n+1(S,T )|||Fk[K2]|||Vk+1(S,T )

for each n ∈ N0, and thus

|||K1
←
⋆ K2|||KF(S,T ) =

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K1
←
⋆ K2]|||Vn+1(S,T )

≤

∞∑

n=0

∞∑

k=n

|||Fk−n[K1]|||Vk−n+1(S,T )|||Fk[K2]|||Vk+1(S,T )

≤

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K1]|||Vn+1(S,T )

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K2]|||Vn+1(S,T )

= |||K1|||KF(S,T )|||K2|||KF(S,T ).

Hence, the last assertion holds.

The following proposition shows fundamental algebraic properties of the backward ⋆-product.

Proposition 4.5. For each K,K1,K2 ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d), ξ, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with d1 ∈ N, and α ∈ R,

the following hold:

Id
←
⋆ ξ = ξ,

(K1 +K2)
←
⋆ ξ = K1

←
⋆ ξ +K2

←
⋆ ξ,

K
←
⋆ (ξ1 + ξ2) = K

←
⋆ ξ1 +K

←
⋆ ξ2,

α(K
←
⋆ ξ) = (αK)

←
⋆ ξ = K

←
⋆ (αξ),

K1
←
⋆ (K2

←
⋆ ξ) = (K⊤2 ⋆ K⊤1 )⊤

←
⋆ ξ.

Proof. We prove K1
←
⋆ (K2

←
⋆ ξ) = (K⊤2 ⋆ K⊤1 )⊤

←
⋆ ξ. The others are trivial from the definition. Note that

Fn[K]⊤ = Fn[K
⊤] for any n ∈ N0 and K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d). For each n ∈ N0 and t ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ), we have

Fn[K1
←
⋆ (K2

←
⋆ ξ)](t)

=

∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

Fk−n[K1](s,max t)Fk[K2
←
⋆ ξ](s, t) ds

=

∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

Fk−n[K1](s,max t)
{ ∞∑

ℓ=k

∫

∆ℓ−k(max s,T )

Fℓ−k[K2](r,max s)Fℓ[ξ](r, s, t) dr
}

ds
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=

∞∑

ℓ=n

ℓ∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

∫

∆ℓ−k(max s,T )

Fk−n[K1](s,max t)Fℓ−k[K2](r,max s)Fℓ[ξ](r, s, t) dr ds

=

∞∑

ℓ=n

ℓ∑

k=n

∫

∆ℓ−n(max t,T )

(Fℓ−k[K2]
⊤ ⊲ Fk−n[K1]

⊤)(s,max t)⊤Fℓ[ξ](s, t) ds

=

∞∑

ℓ=n

∫

∆ℓ−n(max t,T )

{ℓ−n∑

k=0

(Fℓ−n−k[K
⊤
2 ] ⊲ Fk[K

⊤
1 ])(s,max t)

}⊤

Fℓ[ξ](s, t) ds

=

∞∑

ℓ=n

∫

∆ℓ−n(max t,T )

Fℓ−n[(K
⊤
2 ⋆ K⊤1 )⊤](s,max t)Fℓ[ξ](s, t) ds

= Fn[(K
⊤
2 ⋆ K⊤1 )⊤

←
⋆ ξ](t).

Hence, we have K1
←
⋆ (K2

←
⋆ ξ) = (K⊤2 ⋆ K⊤1 )⊤

←
⋆ ξ.

Next, we prove a representation of the backward ⋆-product in terms of martingale representation operators.

Proposition 4.6. For each ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with d1 ∈ N, it

holds that

(K
←
⋆ ξ)(t) = F0[K](t)ξ(t) +

∞∑

n=1

∫

∆n(t,T )

Fn[K](s, t)Mn[ξ](s, t) ds, t ∈ (S, T ), (4.4)

where the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L2
F
(S, T ;Rd×d1).

Proof. First, we show that, for any k, n ∈ N0, and (s1, . . ., sk, t0, t) = (s1, . . ., sk, t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+k+1(S, T ),

Fn[Mk[ξ](s1, . . ., sk, ·)](t0, t) = Fn+k[ξ](s1, . . ., sk, t0, t). (4.5)

Clearly, for k = 0, (4.5) holds for any n ∈ N0. Assume that (4.5) holds for any n ∈ N0 for some k ∈ N0.
By the definition of the martingale representation operator Mk+1, we have, for (s, sk) = (s0, . . ., sk−1, sk) ∈
∆k+1(S, T ),

Mk[ξ](s, sk) = ES [Mk[ξ](s, sk)] +

∫ sk

S

Mk+1[ξ](s, sk, t) dW (t)

= ES [Mk[ξ](s, sk)] +

∫ sk

S

∞∑

n=0

Wn[Mk+1[ξ](s, sk, ·)](t) dW (t)

= ES [Mk[ξ](s, sk)] +

∞∑

n=0

∫ sk

S

Wn[Mk+1[ξ](s, sk, ·)](t) dW (t)

= ES [Mk[ξ](s, sk)] +

∫ sk

S

F0[Mk+1[ξ](s, sk, ·)](t) dW (t)

+
∞∑

n=1

∫ sk

S

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

Fn[Mk+1[ξ](s, sk, ·)](t, t1, . . ., tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1) dW (t).

From this, together with the assumption of the induction, we have, for any n ∈ N0 and (s, sk, t0, t) =
(s0, . . ., sk−1, sk, t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+k+2(S, T ),

Fn[Mk+1[ξ](s, sk, ·)](t0, t) = Fn+1[Mk[ξ](s, ·)](sk, t0, t) = Fn+k+1[ξ](s, sk, t0, t).

By the induction, we see that (4.5) holds for any k, n ∈ N0.
We write the right-hand side of (4.4) by

∑∞
k=0 Ψ

K
k [ξ](t), where ΨK

0 [ξ](t) := F0[K](t)ξ(t), t ∈ (S, T ), and

ΨK
k [ξ](t) :=

∫

∆k(t,T )

Fk[K](s, t)Mk[ξ](s, t) ds, t ∈ (S, T ),

28



for k ∈ N. Noting that ‖Mk[ξ]‖L2
F
(∆k+1(S,T )) ≤ ‖ξ‖L2

F
(S,T ), we see that

‖ΨK
k [ξ]‖2L2

F
(S,T ) = E

[∫ T

S

∣
∣
∣

∫

∆k(t,T )

Fk[K](s, t)Mk[ξ](s, t) ds
∣
∣
∣

2

dt
]

≤ E

[∫ T

S

(∫

∆k(t,T )

|Fk[K](s, t)|2op ds
)(∫

∆k(t,T )

|Mk[ξ](s, t)|
2 ds

)

dt
]

≤ |||Fk[K]|||2Vk+1(S,T )‖Mk[ξ]‖
2
L2

F
(∆k+1(S,T ))

≤ |||Fk[K]|||2Vk+1(S,T )‖ξ‖
2
L2

F
(S,T ).

This implies that, for each k ∈ N0, Ψ
K
k is a bounded linear operator on L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with the operator

norm ‖ΨK
k ‖op ≤ |||Fk[K]|||Vk+1(S,T ). Noting that

∑∞
k=0 |||Fk[K]|||Vk+1(S,T ) = |||K|||KF(S,T ) < ∞, the infinite

sum
∑∞

k=0 Ψ
K
k [ξ] converges in L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1). Furthermore, by the stochastic Fubini theorem and (4.5), we

have

Fn[Ψ
K
k [ξ]](t0, t) =

∫

∆k(t0,T )

Fk[K](s, t0)Fn[Mk[ξ](s, ·)](t0, t) ds

=

∫

∆k(t0,T )

Fk[K](s, t0)Fn+k[ξ](s, t0, t) ds

for (t0, t) = (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ) and k, n ∈ N0. Thus, we get

Fn

[ ∞∑

k=0

ΨK
k [ξ]

]

(t0, t) =
∞∑

k=0

Fn[Ψ
K
k [ξ]](t0, t)

=

∞∑

k=0

∫

∆k(t0,T )

Fk[K](s, t0)Fn+k[ξ](s, t0, t) ds

=
∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n(t0,T )

Fk−n[K](s, t0)Fk[ξ](s, t0, t) ds

= Fn[K
←
⋆ ξ](t0, t)

for (t0, t) = (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ) and n ∈ N0. This implies that the equality K
←
⋆ ξ =

∑∞
k=0 Ψ

K
k [ξ]

holds in L2
F
(S, T ;Rd), and we complete the proof.

The following is a duality principle with respect to the ⋆-product and the backward ⋆-product.

Proposition 4.7. For each ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ϕ, ψ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), it holds that

〈K ⋆ ϕ, ψ〉L2
F
(S,T ) = 〈ϕ,K⊤

←
⋆ ψ〉L2

F
(S,T ).

Here, for each ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd), 〈ξ1, ξ2〉L2

F
(S,T ) := E[

∫ T

S 〈ξ1(t), ξ2(t)〉dt] denotes the inner product in the

Hilbert space L2
F
(S, T ;Rd).

Proof. By the isometry, together with the Fubini theorem, we have

〈K ⋆ ϕ, ψ〉L2
F
(S,T ) =

∞∑

n=0

〈Fn[K ⋆ ϕ],Fn[ψ]〉L2(∆n+1(S,T ))

=

∞∑

n=0

〈 n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[ϕ],Fn[ψ]
〉

L2(∆n+1(S,T ))

=

∞∑

k=0

∞∑

n=k

〈Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[ϕ],Fn[ψ]〉L2(∆n+1(S,T ))
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=

∞∑

k=0

∞∑

n=k

∫

∆k+1(S,T )

∫

∆n−k(max t,T )

〈Fn−k[K](s,max t)Fk[ϕ](t),Fn[ψ](s, t)〉ds dt

=

∞∑

k=0

∫

∆k+1(S,T )

〈

Fk[ϕ](t),

∞∑

n=k

∫

∆n−k(max t,T )

Fn−k[K](s,max t)⊤Fn[ψ](s, t) ds
〉

dt

=

∞∑

k=0

∫

∆k+1(S,T )

〈Fk[ϕ](t),Fk[K
⊤ ←⋆ ψ](t)〉dt

=

∞∑

k=0

〈Fk[ϕ],Fk[K
⊤ ←⋆ ψ]〉L2(∆k+1(S,T ))

= 〈ϕ,K⊤
←
⋆ ψ〉L2

F
(S,T ).

Thus, we get the assertion.

4.2 Backward ∗-product

Next, we investigate the term J⊤
←
∗ Y appearing in equation (4.3).

Definition 4.8. For each Ξ ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) and ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd2×d3) with d1, d2, d3 ∈ N, we define

the backward ∗-product Ξ
←
∗ ξ by

(Ξ
←
∗ ξ)(t) := Et

[∫ T

t

Ξ(s, t)ξ(s) ds
]

, t ∈ (S, T ).

Also, for each Ξ1 ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) and Ξ2 ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d2×d3), we define

(Ξ1
←
∗ Ξ2)(t, s) := Et

[∫ T

t

Ξ1(r, t)Ξ2(r, s) dr
]

, (t, s) ∈ ∆2(S, T ).

Lemma 4.9. For each Ξ ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2) and ξ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd2×d3) with d1, d2, d3 ∈ N, the backward

∗-product Ξ
←
∗ ξ is in L2

F
(S, T ;Rd1×d3), and the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion satisfies

Fn[Ξ
←
∗ ξ](t0, t) =

∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n+1(t0,T )

Fk−n[Ξ](s, t0)Fk[ξ](s, t) ds,

for each n ∈ N0 and (t0, t) = (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ). Furthermore, for each Ξ1 ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d1×d2)

and Ξ2 ∈ L2
F,∗(∆2(S, T );R

d2×d3), the backward ∗-product Ξ1
←
∗ Ξ2 is in L2

F,∗(∆2(S, T );R
d1×d3), and the

Wiener–Itô chaos expansion satisfies

Fn[Ξ1
←
∗ Ξ2](t0, t) =

∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n+1(t0,T )

Fk−n[Ξ1](s, t0)Fk[Ξ2](s, t) ds,

for each n ∈ N0 and (t0, t) = (t0, t1, . . ., tn, tn+1) ∈ ∆n+2(S, T ).

Proof. We prove the first assertion. The second can be proved similarly. By using the conditional Hölder’s
inequality and noting that Ξ(s, t) is independent of Ft, we have

E

[∫ T

S

∣
∣
∣Et

[∫ T

t

Ξ(s, t)ξ(s) ds
]∣
∣
∣

2

dt
]

≤ E

[∫ T

S

Et

[∫ T

t

|Ξ(s, t)||ξ(s)| ds
]2

dt
]

≤ E

[∫ T

S

Et

[∫ T

t

|Ξ(s, t)|2 ds
]

Et

[∫ T

t

|ξ(s)|2 ds
]

dt
]
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=

∫ T

S

E

[∫ T

t

|Ξ(s, t)|2 ds
]

E

[∫ T

t

|ξ(s)|2 ds
]

dt

≤ E

[∫ T

S

∫ T

t

|Ξ(s, t)|2 ds dt
]

E

[∫ T

S

|ξ(s)|2 ds
]

<∞.

This implies that Ξ
←
∗ ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd1×d3), and that the operations Ξ 7→ Ξ

←
∗ ξ and ξ 7→ Ξ

←
∗ ξ are continuous.

Observe that

Ξ
←
∗ ξ =

( ∞∑

m=0

Wm[Ξ]
)
←
∗
( ∞∑

n=0

Wn[ξ]
)

=

∞∑

m,n=0

Wm[Ξ]
←
∗ Wn[ξ].

For each m,n ∈ N0 and t ∈ (S, T ), we have

(Wm[Ξ]
←
∗ Wn[ξ])(t) = Et

[∫ T

t

Wm[Ξ](s, t)Wn[ξ](s) ds
]

=

∫ T

t

Et

[(∫ s

t

∫ t1

t

· · ·

∫ tm−1

t

Fm[Ξ](s, t1, . . ., tm, t) dW (tm)· · · dW (t1)
)

×
(∫ s

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

Fn[ξ](s, t1, . . ., tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (t1)
)]

ds.

If m > n, we get

(Wm[Ξ]
←
∗ Wn[ξ])(t)

=

∫ T

t

∫ s

t

∫ t1

t

· · ·

∫ tn−1

t

Et

[∫ tn

t

∫ tn+1

t

· · ·

∫ tm−1

t

Fm[Ξ](s, t1, . . ., tn, tn+1, . . ., tm, t) dW (tm)· · · dW (tn+1)
]

× Fn[ξ](s, t1, . . ., tn) dtn· · · dt1 ds

= 0.

On the other hand, if m ≤ n, we have

(Wm[Ξ]
←
∗ Wn[ξ])(t)

=

∫ T

t

∫ s

t

∫ t1

t

· · ·

∫ tm−1

t

Fm[Ξ](s, t1, . . ., tm, t)

× Et

[∫ tm

S

∫ tm+1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

Fn[ξ](s, t1, . . ., tm, tm+1, . . ., tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (tm+1)
]

dtm· · · dt1 ds

=

∫ T

t

∫ s

t

∫ t1

t

· · ·

∫ tm−1

t

Fm[Ξ](s, t1, . . ., tm, t)

×

∫ t

S

∫ tm+1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

Fn[ξ](s, t1, . . ., tm, tm+1, . . ., tn) dW (tn)· · · dW (tm+1) dtm· · · dt1 ds

=

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−m−1

S

∫

∆m+1(t,T )

Fm[Ξ](s, t)Fn[ξ](s, t1, . . ., tn−m) ds dW (tn−m)· · · dW (t1),

where we used the stochastic Fubini theorem in the last equality. Consequently, we obtain

(Ξ
←
∗ ξ)(t)

=
∑

m≤n

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−m−1

S

∫

∆m+1(t,T )

Fm[Ξ](s, t)Fn[ξ](s, t1, . . ., tn−m) ds dW (tn−m)· · · dW (t1)

=

∞∑

n=0

∫ t

S

∫ t1

S

· · ·

∫ tn−1

S

{ ∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n+1(t,T )

Fk−n[Ξ](s, t)Fk[ξ](s, t1, . . ., tn) ds
}

dW (tn)· · · dW (t1).
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This implies that

Fn[Ξ
←
∗ ξ](t0, t1, . . ., tn) =

∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n+1(t0,T )

Fk−n[Ξ](s, t0)Fk[ξ](s, t1, . . ., tn) ds

for each n ∈ N0 and (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ). This completes the proof.

Proposition 4.10. For each J, J1, J2, J3 ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d), ξ, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) with d1 ∈ N, K ∈

KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and α ∈ R, the following hold:

J1
←
∗ J2 ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d) and |||J1
←
∗ J2|||JF(S,T ) ≤ |||J1|||JF(S,T )|||J2|||JF(S,T ), (4.6)

J
←
∗ ξ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd×d1) and ‖J

←
∗ ξ‖L2

F
(S,T ) ≤ |||J |||JF(S,T )‖ξ‖L2

F
(S,T ), (4.7)

J
←
∗ K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d) and |||J
←
∗ K|||KF(S,T ) ≤ |||J |||JF(S,T )|||K|||KF(S,T ), (4.8)

and

J1
←
∗ (J2 + J3) = J1

←
∗ J2 + J1

←
∗ J3,

(J1 + J2)
←
∗ J3 = J1

←
∗ J3 + J2

←
∗ J3,

α(J1
←
∗ J2) = (αJ1)

←
∗ J2 = J1

←
∗ (αJ2),

J
←
∗ (ξ1 + ξ2) = J

←
∗ ξ1 + J

←
∗ ξ2,

(J1 + J2)
←
∗ ξ = J1

←
∗ ξ + J2

←
∗ ξ,

α(J
←
∗ ξ) = (αJ)

←
∗ ξ = J

←
∗ (αξ),

J1
←
∗ (J2

←
∗ J3) = (J⊤2 ∗ J⊤1 )⊤

←
∗ J3, (4.9)

J1
←
∗ (J2

←
∗ ξ) = (J⊤2 ∗ J⊤1 )⊤

←
∗ ξ, (4.10)

J
←
∗ (K

←
⋆ ξ) = (K⊤ ⋆ J⊤)⊤

←
∗ ξ, (4.11)

K
←
⋆ (J

←
∗ ξ) = (J⊤ ∗K⊤)⊤

←
⋆ ξ. (4.12)

Proof. Noting Lemma 4.9, the assertions (4.6), (4.7) and (4.8) can be proved by the same way as in Lemma 4.4,
and thus we omit the proofs. We prove (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12). The equality (4.9) can be proved by the
same way as (4.10), and the other assertions are clear from the definition.

First, we prove (4.10). Noting the measurability of J1 and using Fubini’s theorem, we see that, for each
t ∈ (S, T ),

(J1
←
∗ (J2

←
∗ ξ))(t) = Et

[∫ T

t

J1(s, t)(J2
←
∗ ξ)(s) ds

]

= Et

[∫ T

t

J1(s, t)Es

[∫ T

s

J2(r, s)ξ(r) dr
]

ds
]

= Et

[∫ T

t

J1(s, t)

∫ T

s

J2(r, s)ξ(r) dr ds
]

= Et

[∫ T

t

(∫ r

t

J2(r, s)
⊤J1(s, t)

⊤ ds
)⊤

ξ(r) dr
]

= Et

[∫ T

t

(J⊤2 ∗ J⊤1 )(r, t)⊤ξ(r) dr
]

= ((J⊤2 ∗ J⊤1 )⊤
←
∗ ξ)(t).

Thus, (4.10) holds.
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Next, we prove (4.11). By Lemma 4.9, for each n ∈ N0 and (t0, t) = (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ),

Fn[J
←
∗ (K

←
⋆ ξ)](t0, t)

=

∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n+1(t0,T )

Fk−n[J ](s, t0)Fk[K
←
⋆ ξ](s, t) ds

=
∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n+1(t0,T )

Fk−n[J ](s, t0)
{ ∞∑

ℓ=k

∫

∆ℓ−k(max s,T )

Fℓ−k[K](r,max s)Fℓ[ξ](r, s, t) dr
}

ds

=

∞∑

k=n

∞∑

ℓ=k

∫

∆ℓ−n+1(t0,T )

(Fℓ−k[K
⊤] ⊲ Fk−n[J

⊤])(s, t0)
⊤Fℓ[ξ](s, t) ds

=

∞∑

ℓ=n

∫

∆ℓ−n+1(t0,T )

{ℓ−n∑

k=0

(Fℓ−n−k[K
⊤] ⊲ Fk[J

⊤])(s, t0)
}⊤

Fℓ[ξ](s, t) ds

=

∞∑

ℓ=n

∫

∆ℓ−n+1(t0,T )

Fℓ−n[(K
⊤ ⋆ J⊤)⊤](s, t0)Fℓ[ξ](s, t) ds

= Fn[(K
⊤ ⋆ J⊤)⊤

←
∗ ξ](t0, t).

Thus, (4.11) holds.
Lastly, we prove (4.12). By Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 3.8, for each n ∈ N0 and t ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ),

Fn[K
←
⋆ (J

←
∗ ξ)](t)

=

∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

Fk−n[K](s,max t)Fk[J
←
∗ ξ](s, t) ds

=

∞∑

k=n

∫

∆k−n(max t,T )

Fk−n[K](s0, s,max t)
{ ∞∑

ℓ=k

∫

∆ℓ−k+1(s0,T )

Fℓ−k[J ](r, s0)Fℓ[ξ](r, s, t) dr
}

d(s0, s)

=
∞∑

ℓ=n

∫

∆ℓ−n(max t,T )

{ ℓ∑

k=n

∫ min r

max s

Fℓ−k[J ](r, s0)
⊤Fk−n[K](s0, s,max t)⊤ ds0

}⊤

Fℓ[ξ](r, s, t) d(r, s)

=

∞∑

ℓ=n

∫

∆ℓ−n(max t,T )

{ ℓ∑

k=n

(Fℓ−k[J
⊤] ∗ Fk−n[K

⊤])(s,max t)
}⊤

Fℓ[ξ](s, t) ds

=

∞∑

ℓ=n

∫

∆ℓ−n(max t,T )

{ℓ−n∑

k=0

(Fℓ−n−k[J
⊤] ∗ Fk[K

⊤])(s,max t)
}⊤

Fℓ[ξ](s, t) ds

=

∞∑

ℓ=n

∫

∆ℓ−n(max t,T )

Fℓ−n[(J
⊤ ∗K⊤)⊤](s,max t)Fℓ[ξ](s, t) ds

= Fn[(J
⊤ ∗K⊤)⊤

←
⋆ ξ](t).

Thus, (4.12) holds, and we finish the proof.

The following is a duality principle with respect to the ∗-product and the backward ∗-product.

Proposition 4.11. For each ∗-Volterra kernel J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and ϕ, ψ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), it holds that

〈J ∗ ϕ, ψ〉L2
F
(S,T ) = 〈ϕ, J⊤

←
∗ ψ〉L2

F
(S,T ).

Proof. By using Fubini’s theorem, we have

〈J ∗ ϕ, ψ〉L2
F
(S,T ) = E

[∫ T

S

〈(J ∗ ϕ)(t), ψ(t)〉dt
]
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= E

[∫ T

S

〈∫ t

S

J(t, s)ϕ(s) ds, ψ(t)
〉

dt
]

= E

[∫ T

S

〈

ϕ(s),

∫ T

s

J(t, s)⊤ψ(t) dt
〉

ds
]

= E

[∫ T

S

〈

ϕ(s),Es

[∫ T

s

J(t, s)⊤ψ(t) dt
]〉

ds
]

= E

[∫ T

S

〈ϕ(s), (J⊤
←
∗ ψ)(s)〉ds

]

= 〈ϕ, J⊤
←
∗ ψ〉L2

F
(S,T ).

Thus, we get the assertion.

4.3 A variation of constants formula for generalized BSVIEs

Now we show the variation of constants formula for generalized BSVIEs.

Theorem 4.12. Let a ∗-Volterra kernel J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and a ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d) be
fixed, and suppose that (J,K) has a (∗, ⋆)-resolvent (Q,R) ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d)×KF(S, T ;R
d×d). Then for any

free term ψ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd), the generalized BSVIE

Y = ψ + J⊤
←
∗ Y +K⊤

←
⋆ Y

has a unique solution Y ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:

Y = ψ +Q⊤
←
∗ ψ +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ.

Proof. Define Y ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd) by Y = ψ+Q⊤

←
∗ ψ+R⊤

←
⋆ ψ. By Proposition 4.5, Proposition 4.10 and the

resolvent equations, we have

J⊤
←
∗ Y = J⊤

←
∗ (ψ +Q⊤

←
∗ ψ +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ)

= J⊤
←
∗ ψ + (Q ∗ J)⊤

←
∗ ψ + (R ⋆ J)⊤

←
∗ ψ

= (J +Q ∗ J +R ⋆ J)⊤
←
∗ ψ

= Q⊤
←
∗ ψ

and

K⊤
←
⋆ Y = K⊤

←
⋆ (ψ +Q⊤

←
∗ ψ +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ)

= K⊤
←
⋆ ψ + (Q ∗K)⊤

←
⋆ ψ + (R ⋆ K)⊤

←
⋆ ψ

= (K +Q ∗K +R ⋆ K)⊤
←
⋆ ψ

= R⊤
←
⋆ ψ.

Thus, we get Y = ψ + J⊤
←
∗ Y +K⊤

←
⋆ Y .

Conversely, if Y ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd) satisfies Y = ψ + J⊤

←
∗ Y +K⊤

←
⋆ Y , then we have

Q⊤
←
∗ ψ = Q⊤

←
∗ (Y − J⊤

←
∗ Y −K⊤

←
⋆ Y )

= Q⊤
←
∗ Y − (J ∗Q)⊤

←
∗ Y − (K ⋆ Q)⊤

←
∗ Y

= (Q − J ∗Q−K ⋆ Q)⊤
←
∗ Y

= J⊤
←
∗ Y
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and

R⊤
←
⋆ ψ = R⊤

←
⋆ (Y − J⊤

←
∗ Y −K⊤

←
⋆ Y )

= R⊤
←
⋆ Y − (J ∗R)⊤

←
⋆ Y − (K ⋆ R)⊤

←
⋆ Y

= (R − J ∗R−K ⋆ R)⊤
←
⋆ Y

= K⊤
←
⋆ Y.

Thus, we get Y = ψ +Q⊤
←
∗ ψ +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ. This completes the proof.

From the above result, together with the stochastic integral representation of the backward ⋆-product
(see Proposition 4.6), we immediately get the following corollary.

Corollary 4.13. Let J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) andK =

∑∞
n=1 Wn[kn] ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d) with kn ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d),

n ∈ N, be fixed, and suppose that (J,K) has a (∗, ⋆)-resolvent (Q,R) ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d)×KF(S, T ;R

d×d). Then
for any free term ψ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), the generalized BSVIE

Y (t) = ψ(t) + Et

[∫ T

t

J(s, t)⊤Y (s) ds
]

+

∞∑

n=1

∫

∆n(t,T )

kn(s, t)
⊤Mn[Y ](s, t) ds, t ∈ (S, T ),

has a unique solution Y ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:

Y (t) = ψ(t) + Et

[∫ T

t

Q(s, t)⊤ψ(s) ds
]

+

∞∑

n=1

∫

∆n(t,T )

rn(s, t)
⊤Mn[ψ](s, t) ds, t ∈ (S, T ),

where rn := Fn[R] ∈ Vn+1(S, T ;R
d×d) for n ∈ N. Here, the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in

L2
F
(S, T ;Rd).

Corollary 4.14. Let deterministic kernels j ∈ L2(∆2(S, T );R
d×d) and k ∈ V2(S, T ;R

d×d) be fixed. Let
q ∈ L2(∆2(S, T );R

d×d) be the ∗-resolvent of j, and assume that W1[k + q ∗ k] has a ⋆-resolvent. Then for
any free term ψ ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd), the Type-II BSVIE

Y (t) = ψ(t) + Et

[∫ T

t

j(s, t)⊤Y (s) ds
]

+

∫ T

t

k(s, t)⊤M1[Y ](s, t) ds, t ∈ (S, T ),

has a unique solution Y ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:

Y (t) = ψ(t) +

∞∑

n=1

∫

∆n(t,T )

(k + q ∗ k)⊲n(r, t)⊤Mn[ψ](r, t) dr

+

∫ T

t

q(s, t)⊤Et

[

ψ(s) +

∞∑

n=1

∫

∆n(s,T )

(k + q ∗ k)⊲n(r, s)⊤Mn[ψ](r, s) dr
]

ds, t ∈ (S, T ).

Proof. By the arguments in the proof of Corollary 3.24, we see that (Q,R) defined by R =
∑∞

n=1 Wn[(k +
q ∗ k)⊲n] ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d) and Q = q +R ⋆ q ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) is the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent of (j,W1[k]). Thus, by

Theorem 4.12, the BSVIE Y = ψ + j⊤
←
∗ Y +W1[k]

⊤ ←⋆ Y has a unique solution Y ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd), and the

solution is given by

Y = ψ +Q⊤
←
∗ ψ +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ

= ψ + (q +R ⋆ q)⊤
←
∗ ψ +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ

= ψ + q⊤
←
∗ ψ + q⊤

←
∗ (R⊤

←
⋆ ψ) +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ

= ψ +R⊤
←
⋆ ψ + q⊤

←
∗ (ψ +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ).

Here, we used Proposition 4.10. Noting Proposition 4.6, we get the assertion.

35



By the variation of constants formulae, together with the duality principles for the ⋆- and the ∗-products
(see Proposition 4.7 and Proposition 4.11), we get the following duality principle between generalized SVIEs
and generalized BSVIEs.

Theorem 4.15. Let a ∗-Volterra kernel J ∈ JF(S, T ;R
d×d) and a ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d)
be fixed, and suppose that (J,K) has a (∗, ⋆)-resolvent (Q,R) ∈ JF(S, T ;R

d×d) × KF(S, T ;R
d×d). For each

ϕ, ψ ∈ L2
F
(S, T ;Rd), let X,Y ∈ L2

F
(S, T ;Rd) be the solutions of the generalized SVIE

X = ϕ+ J ∗X +K ⋆X

and the generalized BSVIE

Y = ψ + J⊤
←
∗ Y +K⊤

←
⋆ Y,

respectively. Then it holds that
〈X,ψ〉L2

F
(S,T ) = 〈ϕ, Y 〉L2

F
(S,T ).

Proof. By Theorem 3.22 and Theorem 4.12, X and Y are given by X = ϕ + Q ∗ ϕ + R ⋆ ϕ and Y =

ψ +Q⊤
←
∗ ψ +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ, respectively. Therefore, by Proposition 4.7 and Proposition 4.11, we get

〈X,ψ〉L2
F
(S,T ) = 〈ϕ+Q ∗ ϕ+R ⋆ ϕ, ψ〉L2

F
(S,T ) = 〈ϕ, ψ +Q⊤

←
∗ ψ +R⊤

←
⋆ ψ〉L2

F
(S,T ) = 〈ϕ, Y 〉L2

F
(S,T ).

Thus, the assertion holds.

5 Existence of the ⋆-resolvent

As we have seen in the above sections, the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent plays crucial roles for solving SVIEs and BSVIEs.
Recall that every ∗-Volterra kernel has a unique ∗-resolvent (see Proposition 3.16). Also, the (∗, ⋆)-resolvent
can be constructed by the ∗-resolvent and the ⋆-resolvent (see Proposition 3.20). In this section, we focus
on the existence of the ⋆-resolvent. We borrow some ideas from Section 9.3 of the textbook [11], where the
general theory on deterministic Volterra kernels is discussed.

First, we show the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Every ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) with |||K|||KF(S,T ) < 1 has a ⋆-resolvent R ∈

KF(S, T ;R
d×d). Furthermore, it holds that R =

∑∞
n=1K

⋆n, where K⋆n denotes the (n− 1)-fold ⋆-product of
K by itself, and the infinite sum converges in KF(S, T ;R

d×d).

Proof. By Proposition 3.5, we have |||K⋆n|||KF(S,T ) ≤ |||K|||nKF(S,T ) for any n ∈ N. Thus, by the assumption,

the infinite sum R :=
∑∞

n=1K
⋆n converges in KF(S, T ;R

d×d). Observe that

K +K ⋆ R = K +K ⋆
( ∞∑

n=1

K⋆n
)

= K +

∞∑

n=1

K ⋆K⋆n =

∞∑

n=1

K⋆n = R.

Similarly, we have K +R ⋆ K = R. Thus, R is the ⋆-resolvent of K.

The above lemma is not so useful by its own right for the existence of the ⋆-resolvent on the whole interval
(S, T ) with arbitrary length. In order to ensure the existence of the ⋆-resolvent in more general settings, we
introduce the notion of the restriction and the concatenation of ⋆-Volterra kernels with respect to subintervals
of (S, T ).

Definition 5.2. For each ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) and a subinterval (U, V ) of (S, T ), we define

the restricted ⋆-Volterra kernel K(U,V ) ∈ KF(U, V ;Rd×d) of K on (U, V ) by the Wiener–Itô chaos expansion

Fn[K(U,V )] := Fn[K]|∆n+1(U,V ), n ∈ N0,

where, for each function f : ∆n+1(S, T ) → R
d×d with n ∈ N0, the function f |∆n+1(U,V ) : ∆n+1(U, V ) → R

d×d

is the restriction of f on ∆n+1(U, V ).
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Remark 5.3. (i) Note that it does not hold K(U,V )(t) = K(t) for t ∈ (U, V ) in general.

(ii) Let 0 ≤ S ≤ U < V ≤ T < ∞. Suppose that a ⋆-Volterra kernel K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) has a ⋆-resolvent

R ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) on (S, T ). By the definition, it is easy to see that the restricted ⋆-Volterra kernel

K(U,V ) ∈ KF(U, V ;Rd×d) has a ⋆-resolvent on (U, V ), which is given by the restricted ⋆-Volterra kernel

R(U,V ) ∈ KF(U, V ;Rd×d) of R.

We prove the opposite direction of (ii) in the above remark. In other words, we provide a (non-trivial)
concatenation procedure for the ⋆-resolvent. The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.4. Let K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) be a ⋆-Volterra kernel on (S, T ) with 0 ≤ S < T < ∞. Suppose

that there exists {Uk}
m
k=0 with m ∈ N such that S = U0 < U1 < · · · < Um = T and that, for every

k ∈ {0, 1, . . .,m − 1}, the restricted ⋆-Volterra kernel K(Uk,Uk+1) ∈ KF(Uk, Uk+1;R
d×d) has a ⋆-resolvent on

(Uk, Uk+1). Then K has a ⋆-resolvent on (S, T ).

Proof. It suffices to show the theorem when m = 2. Let S < U < T be fixed, and assume that K(S,U) ∈

KF(S,U ;Rd×d) (resp. K(U,T ) ∈ KF(U, T ;R
d×d)) has a ⋆-resolvent R(S,U) ∈ KF(S,U ;Rd×d) on (S,U) (resp.

R(U,T ) ∈ KF(U, T ;R
d×d) on (U, T )). Define ⋆-Volterra kernels Ki, Ri ∈ KF(S, T ;R

d×d), i = 1, 2, on the whole
interval (S, T ) by the Wiener–Itô chaos expansions

Fn[K1] := Fn[K(S,U)] on ∆n+1(S,U), Fn[K1] := 0 on ∆n+1(S, T ) \∆n+1(S,U), n ∈ N0,

Fn[K2] := Fn[K(U,T )] on ∆n+1(U, T ), Fn[K2] := 0 on ∆n+1(S, T ) \∆n+1(U, T ), n ∈ N0,

Fn[R1] := Fn[R(S,U)] on ∆n+1(S,U), Fn[R1] := 0 on ∆n+1(S, T ) \∆n+1(S,U), n ∈ N0,

Fn[R2] := Fn[R(U,T )] on ∆n+1(U, T ), Fn[R2] := 0 on ∆n+1(S, T ) \∆n+1(U, T ), n ∈ N0.

Define R ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) by

R := K +K ⋆R1 +R2 ⋆ K +R2 ⋆ K ⋆ R1.

We will show that R is the ⋆-resolvent of K on (S, T ).
First, we show that Ri is the ⋆-resolvent of Ki on (S, T ) for i = 1, 2. Observe that, on ∆n+1(S, T ) with

n ∈ N0,

Fn[K1 ⋆ R1] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K1] ⊲ Fk[R1] =
( n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K(S,U)] ⊲ Fk[R(S,U)]
)

1l∆n+1(S,U)

= Fn[K(S,U) ⋆ R(S,U)]1l∆n+1(S,U) = Fn[R(S,U) −K(S,U)]1l∆n+1(S,U)

= Fn[R1 −K1],

and hence R1 = K1 + K1 ⋆ R1 on (S, T ). Similarly, we can show that R1 = K1 + R1 ⋆ K1 and R2 =
K2 +K2 ⋆ R2 = K2 +R2 ⋆ K2 on (S, T ). Thus, Ri is the ⋆-resolvent of Ki on (S, T ) for i = 1, 2.

Second, we show the following claim:

R = K +K ⋆ R1 +K2 ⋆ R = K +R2 ⋆ K +R ⋆ K1. (5.1)

Since R2 is the ⋆-resolvent of K2, we have

K2 ⋆ R = K2 ⋆ K +K2 ⋆ K ⋆ R1 +K2 ⋆ R2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=R2−K2

⋆K +K2 ⋆ R2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=R2−K2

⋆K ⋆ R1

= R2 ⋆ K +R2 ⋆ K ⋆ R1.

By inserting this formula into the definition of R, we get the first equality in (5.1). On the other hand, since
R1 is the ⋆-resolvent of K1, we have

R ⋆ K1 = K ⋆K1 +K ⋆ R1 ⋆ K1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=R1−K1

+R2 ⋆ K ⋆ K1 +R2 ⋆ K ⋆ R1 ⋆ K1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=R1−K1
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= K ⋆ R1 +R2 ⋆ K ⋆ R1.

By inserting this formula into the definition of R, we get the second equality in (5.1).
Third, let us show the following claim:

Fn[K] = Fn[K1] on ∆n+1(S,U) and Fn[K] = Fn[K2] on ∆n+1(U, T ),

Fn[R] = Fn[R1] on ∆n+1(S,U) and Fn[R] = Fn[R2] on ∆n+1(U, T ),
(5.2)

for each n ∈ N0. The equalities for K are trivial from the definition. We show the equalities for R. Let
n ∈ N0. Observe that, on ∆n+1(S,U),

Fn[K] = Fn[K1],

Fn[K ⋆ R1] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[R1] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K1] ⊲ Fk[R1] = Fn[K1 ⋆ R1],

Fn[R2 ⋆ K] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R2] ⊲ Fk[K] = 0,

Fn[R2 ⋆ K ⋆ R1] =
n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R2] ⊲ Fk[K ⋆ R1] = 0,

and hence
Fn[R] = Fn[K1] + Fn[K1 ⋆ R1] = Fn[K1 +K1 ⋆ R1] = Fn[R1].

On the other hand, on ∆n+1(U, T ),

Fn[K] = Fn[K2],

Fn[K ⋆ R1] =
n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[R1] = 0,

Fn[R2 ⋆ K] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R2] ⊲ Fk[K] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R2] ⊲ Fk[K2] = Fn[R2 ⋆ K2],

Fn[R2 ⋆ K ⋆ R1] =
n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R2 ⋆ K] ⊲ Fk[R1] = 0,

and hence
Fn[R] = Fn[K2] + Fn[R2 ⋆ K2] = Fn[K2 +R2 ⋆ K2] = Fn[R2].

Thus, the claim (5.2) holds.
Lastly, we show the following claim:

K ⋆ R1 +K2 ⋆ R = K ⋆ R and R2 ⋆ K +R ⋆ K1 = R ⋆ K. (5.3)

By using (5.2), for each n ∈ N0, we have

Fn[K ⋆ R1] =
n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[R1] =
n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ (Fk[R1]1l∆k+1(S,U))

=

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ (Fk[R]1l∆k+1(S,U))

and, for a.e. on ∆n+1(S, T ),

Fn[K2 ⋆ R] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K2] ⊲ Fk[R] =

n∑

k=0

(Fn−k[K2]1l∆n−k+1(U,T )) ⊲ Fk[R]
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=

n∑

k=0

(Fn−k[K]1l∆n−k+1(U,T )) ⊲ Fk[R]

=

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ (Fk[R]1l∆k+1(S,T )\∆k+1(S,U)).

Note that the last equality holds except on the set
⋃n

k=0{(t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ) | tk = U} whose
Lebesgue measure is zero on ∆n+1(S, T ). Thus, we get

Fn[K ⋆ R1 +K2 ⋆ R] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[K] ⊲ Fk[R] = Fn[K ⋆ R] a.e. on ∆n+1(S, T )

for each n ∈ N0. Therefore, the first equality in (5.3) holds. Similarly, for each n ∈ N0, we have

Fn[R2 ⋆ K] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R2] ⊲ Fk[K] =

n∑

k=0

(Fn−k[R2]1l∆n−k+1(U,T )) ⊲ Fk[K]

=
n∑

k=0

(Fn−k[R]1l∆n−k+1(U,T )) ⊲ Fk[K]

and, for a.e. on ∆n+1(S, T ),

Fn[R ⋆ K1] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R] ⊲ Fk[K1] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R] ⊲ (Fk[K1]1l∆k+1(S,U))

=

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R] ⊲ (Fk[K]1l∆k+1(S,U))

=

n∑

k=0

(Fn−k[R]1l∆n−k+1(S,T )\∆n−k+1(U,T )) ⊲ Fk[K].

Thus, we get

Fn[R2 ⋆ K + R ⋆ K1] =

n∑

k=0

Fn−k[R] ⊲ Fk[K] = Fn[R ⋆ K] a.e. on ∆n+1(S, T )

for each n ∈ N0. Therefore, the second equality in (5.3) holds.
By (5.1) and (5.3), we get R = K +K ⋆R = K +R ⋆K, which implies that R is the ⋆-resolvent of K on

(S, T ). This completes the proof.

By Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.4, we get the following important corollaries.

Corollary 5.5. Let K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) be a ⋆-Volterra kernel. Suppose that there exists {Uk}

m
k=0 with

m ∈ N such that S = U0 < U1 < · · · < Um = T and that, for every k ∈ {0, 1, . . .,m − 1}, the restricted
⋆-Volterra kernel K(Uk,Uk+1) ∈ KF(Uk, Uk+1;R

d×d) satisfies |||K(Uk,Uk+1)|||KF(Uk,Uk+1) < 1. Then K has a

⋆-resolvent R ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) on (S, T ).

Corollary 5.6. Let K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) be a ⋆-Volterra kernel. Assume that

ess sup
t∈(S,T )

|F0[K](t)|op < 1

and that there exists a nonnegative function a ∈ L2(0, T − S;R) satisfying

|Fn[K](t0, t1, . . ., tn)|op ≤
n∏

i=1

a(ti−1 − ti), (t0, t1, . . ., tn) ∈ ∆n+1(S, T ),

for any n ∈ N. Then K has a ⋆-resolvent R ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) on (S, T ).

39



Proof. We denote δ := ess sup
t∈(S,T )

|F0[K](t)|op < 1. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) be a number such that δ+ ε
1−ε < 1. Then there

exists {Uk}
m
k=0 with m ∈ N such that S = U0 < U1 < · · · < Um = T and that ‖a‖L2(0,Uk+1−Uk) ≤ ε for every

k ∈ {0, 1, . . .,m− 1}. Fix an arbitrary k ∈ {0, 1, . . .,m− 1}. Note that

|||F0[K(Uk,Uk+1)]|||V1(Uk,Uk+1) = ess sup
t∈(Uk,Uk+1)

|F0[K](t)|op ≤ δ.

Furthermore, noting Lemma 2.4, we see that

|||Fn[K(Uk,Uk+1)]|||Vn+1(Uk,Uk+1) ≤ ‖a‖nL2(0,Uk+1−Uk)
≤ εn

for any n ∈ N. Thus, we have

|||K(Uk,Uk+1)|||KF(Uk,Uk+1) =

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K(Uk,Uk+1)]|||Vn+1(Uk,Uk+1) ≤ δ +
ε

1− ε
< 1.

By Corollary 5.5, we get the assertion.

Corollary 5.7. Let K ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) be a ⋆-Volterra kernel. Assume that

ess sup
t∈(S,T )

|F0[K](t)|op < 1

and that

sup
n∈N

{

(n!)−
p−2
2p ess sup

t∈(S,T )

(∫

∆n(t,T )

|Fn[K](s, t)|pop ds
)1/p}1/n

<∞

for some p > 2. Then K has a ⋆-resolvent R ∈ KF(S, T ;R
d×d) on (S, T ).

Proof. We denote δ := ess sup
t∈(S,T )

|F0[K](t)|op < 1 and

Cp := sup
n∈N

{

(n!)−
p−2
2p ess sup

t∈(S,T )

(∫

∆n(t,T )

|Fn[K](s, t)|pop ds
)1/p}1/n

<∞.

Let ε > 0 be a number such that

Cpε
(p−2)

2p < 1 and δ +
Cpε

(p−2)
2p

1− Cpε
(p−2)

2p

< 1.

Take {Uk}
m
k=0 with m ∈ N such that S = U0 < U1 < · · · < Um = T and that Uk+1 − Uk < ε for

every k ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1}. Let k ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1} be fixed. The restricted ⋆-Volterra kernel K(Uk,Uk+1) ∈

KF(Uk, Uk+1;R
d×d) satisfies

|||F0[K(Uk,Uk+1)]|||V1(Uk,Uk+1) = ess sup
t∈(Uk,Uk+1)

|F0[K](t)|op ≤ δ

and, by Hölder’s inequality,

|||Fn[K(Uk,Uk+1)]|||Vn+1(Uk,Uk+1)

= ess sup
t∈(Uk,Uk+1)

(∫

∆n(t,Uk+1)

|Fn[K](s, t)|2op ds
)1/2

≤
( (Uk+1 − Uk)

n

n!

) (p−2)
2p

ess sup
t∈(S,T )

(∫

∆n(t,T )

|Fn[K](s, t)|pop ds
)1/p

≤ (Cpε
(p−2)

2p )n.

for each n ∈ N. Thus, we have

|||K(Uk,Uk+1)|||KF(Uk,Uk+1) =

∞∑

n=0

|||Fn[K(Uk,Uk+1)]|||Vn+1(Uk,Uk+1) ≤ δ +
Cpε

(p−2)
2p

1− Cpε
(p−2)

2p

< 1.

By Corollary 5.5, we get the assertion.
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319–337, 1980.

[5] M. A. Berger and V. J. Mizel. An extension of the stochastic integral. Ann. Probab., 10(2), 435–450,
1982.

[6] S. Chen and J. Yong. A linear quadratic optimal control problem for stochastic Volterra integral equa-
tions. Control theory and related topics – in memory of professor Xunjing Li, Fudan university, China,
44–66, 2007.

[7] K. Dahl, S. E. A. Mohammed, B. Øksendal, and E. E. Røse. Optimal control of systems with noisy
memory and BSDEs with Malliavin derivatives. J. Funct. Anal. 271, 289–329, 2016.

[8] M. Dalir and M. Bashour. Applications of Fractional Calculus. Appl. Math. Sci., 4, 1021–1032, 2010.

[9] O. Diekmann and S. A. Van Gils. Invariant manifolds for Volterra integral equations of convolution type.
J. Differential Equations, 54 139–180, 1984.

[10] K. Diethelm. The Analysis of Fractional Differential Equations. Springer, New York, 2007.

[11] G. Gripenberg, S. O. Londen, and O. Staffans. Volterra Integral and Functional Equations, volume 34
of Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1990.

[12] Y. Hamaguchi. Extended backward stochastic Volterra integral equations and their applications to time-
inconsistent stochastic recursive control problems. Math. Control Relat. Fields, 11,197–242, 2021.

[13] Y. Hamaguchi. Infinite horizon backward stochastic Volterra integral equations and discounted control
problems. ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var., 27(101), 47 pages, 2021.

[14] Y. Hamaguchi. On the maximum principle for optimal control problems of stochastic Volterra integral
equations with delay. preprint. arXiv:2109.06092.

[15] S. Han, P. Lin, and J. Yong. Causal state feedback representation for linear quadratic optimal control
problems of singular Volterra integral equations.Math. Control Relat. Fields, doi: 10.3934/mcrf.2022038,
2022.

[16] Y. Hu and B. Øksendal. Linear Volterra backward stochastic integral equations. Stochastic Process.
Appl., 129(2), 626–633, 2019.
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