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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 1t6’s framework. For these purposes, we define suitable classes of
stochastic Volterra kernels and introduce new notions of the products of adapted L2-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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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) = (1) —l—/o j(t, )X (s)ds —l—/o 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 @ is a given adapted process called the free term. If the kernels j(¢, s) and k(t, s) do not depend on the

first time-parameter ¢, and if the free term is of the form ¢(t) = z¢ + fot b(s)ds + fot o(s)dW (s) for some
constant xy and adapted processes b and o, then SVIE (L)) is reduced to a linear stochastic differential
equation (SDE, for short)

dX () ={j(t)X(t) + b(t)} dt + {k(t) X (t) + o(t)} dW(¢), t € (0,T),
More importantly, SVIE (L)) includes a class of fractional SDEs of the following form:

dw (t)
dt

Dy X (1) = j(O)X (1) +b(t) + {k(H) X () + o(t)}
X (0) = o,

, te€(0,7),

where “Dg ‘. denotes the Caputo fractional differential operator of order o € (%, 1]. Indeed, by the definition,
an adapted process X is called a solution to the above fractional SDE if it satisfies the integral equation

I I

X(0) = ro+ s [ = X ) +be s+ = [ (=9 )X () + o)} AW s), 1€ 0.T),
L'(a) Jo L'(a) Jo

where T'(«) is the Gamma function (see [36]). Thus, the above fractional SDE can be seen as SVIE (LTI

with the singular kernels

J(ts) = ——(t — 5)*1i(s), k(t,s) = ﬁ(t — 5 L(s),

and the free term

1 ! a—1 1 ! a—1
o(t) = z0 + F(oz)/o (t—5)*""b(s)ds + o) /0 (t—s)* " o(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 [I1]),
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 (II)).

A difficulty to solve SVIE ([ILI]) comes from the term fg E(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, @ksendal
and Zhang [20] 21] studied SVIE (), where the free term ¢ is not necessarily adapted, and the stochastic
integral is taken in the Skorohod sense. They showed variation of constants formulae for (II]) 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



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
Alos and Nualart [2].

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

X=p+J+X+Kx*X. (1.2)

Here, the *-product J+ X with J =j corresponds to the convolution fot j(t,8)X(s)ds in terms of the Lebesgue
mtegral and the *x-product K * X with K(¢ fo (t,s) dW (s) corresponds to the stochastic convolution

fo s)dW (s) in terms of the stochastlc integral. The *-product for general adapted processes is
deﬁned by means of the Wiener-It6 chaos expansion (see Definition B4]), and it has a representation by
infinitely many iterated stochastic integrals in the classical 1t6’s sense (see Proposition B.l). We introduce
suitable classes of stochastic Volterra kernels J and K and show that these spaces become Banach algebras
with respect to the x- and the x-products, respectively (see Proposition [3.5 and Proposition BI0). Then, we
show that the solution to the linear equation ([L2]) is given by the variation of constants formula

X=p+Qxp+ Rxyp,

where @ and R are resolvents of J and K in terms of the x- and the *-products (see Theorem B.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 [t0’s sense. Second, our framework
includes linear SVIEs with singular kernels such as fractional SDEs; in Example .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 (B])), which is beyond the framework of [5l 20, 2I]. This class of SVIEs includes
fractional SDEs with delay and “noisy memory” (see Example B.]).
Next, consider the following equations:

~ T T
Y (t) :¢(t)+/t {i(s,)TY (s) + k(s,t) " Z(t, s)}ds—/t Z(t,s)dW(s), t € (0,T), (1.3)

and

/ {i(s,t)TY (5) + k(s,t) " Z(s,t)} ds — /tT Z(t,s)dW (s), t € (0,T), (1.4)

where j and k are given deterministic kernels, and g[NJ is a given (not necessarily adapted) stochastic process.
Equations (IL3]) and ([I4) 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 ([3) is an equation for a
pair (Y (-), Z(-,+)) with Z(¢,s) defined on 0 < t < s < T, and we call it an adapted solution to (L3]) if ¥ is
adapted, Z(t,-) = (Z(t, s))se(,1) is adapted for each ¢ € (0,T), and the equality (L3) holds for a.e. t € (0,T),
a.s. Nonlinear Type-I BSVIEs were introduced by Lin [I9] 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-1 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-I1 BSVIE () is an equation for (Y'(), Z(-,-)) with Z(¢, s) defined on (¢, s) € (0,T)?, and we call
it an adapted M-solution to ([4]) if Y is adapted, Z(t, ) (Z(t 5))56(0 1) is adapted for each ¢ € (0,7), and
the equality (4], together with the relation Y (¢) = 1+ fo (t,s)dW (s) hold for a.e. t € (0,T), a.s
Type-1I BSVIEs and the concept of adapted M—solutlons 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] 351 33], 34 [29, 13} [14] ).



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, [I4] for the counterparts in the infinite horizon setting.

For linear Type-I BSVIEs, Hu and @ksendal [I6], Wang, Yong and Zhang [32], Ren, Coulibaly and
Aman [25] and the author [I3] 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 [£.3] and Definition [£.8]). Then, regarding a generalized class of linear
Type-I1I BSVIEs as a simple algebraic equation including (iterated) martingale representation operations, we
obtain the variation of constants formula (see Theorem FT2). 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 FLTH]).

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 [I1]) 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.

e We introduce novel kinds of products for adapted L?-processes and show their fundamental properties.

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

e We prove variation of constants formulae for SVIEs and BSVIEs, which provide explicit expressions of
the Wiener—It6 chaos expansions of the solutions.

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

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2], we recall the Wiener-It6 chaos expansion and introduce the
notion of deterministic Volterra kernels, which play fundamental roles in our study. Section [l is concerned
with linear SVIEs. In Section B and Section B:2] we introduce the notion of the x- and the *-products,
respectively. Resolvents with respect to these products are studied in Section Then, in Section [34]
we show the variation of constants formula for (generalized) SVIEs, together with an application to the
fractional Black—Scholes SDE. Section [] is concerned with linear BSVIEs. Introducing the notions of the
backward x- and the backward x-products in Section 1] and Section [£2] respectively, we show in Section .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 Bl we study the existence of the resolvent
with respect to the x-product.

Notations

(Q, F,P) is a complete probability space, and W is a one-dimensional Brownian motion on (92, 7, P). For
each s > 0, F* = (F});>, denotes the P-augmentation of the filtration generated by (W (t) — W (s));>s. When
s =0, we denote FO = (F?)¢>0 by F = (Fi)i>0. E[] denotes the expectation. For each t > 0, E;[] := E[-|F]
is the conditional expectation given by F;.

For each dy,dy € N, we denote the space of (d; x dg)-matrices by R4*2, We define R4 := R4*1 that
is, each element of R% is understood as a column vector. For each A € R4*92 AT denotes the transpose
of A. |A| := \/tr(AAT) denotes the Frobenius norm, and |A|,, denotes the operator norm of A as an linear
operator from R% to R% with respect to the Euclidean norms. For each d € N, I; € R?*? is the identity
matrix. For each n € Nand 0 < S < T < oo, we denote by A,,(S,T) the set of n-tuples (1,2, ...,t,) such



that T > t; > tg > -+~ > t, > S. For each t = (t1,...,t,) € A,(S,T), we sometimes use the notations
maxt :=t; and mint := t,,. We note that A;(S,T) = (S,T). Also, we define Ny := NU {0}.
For each 0 < S < T < 00, di,d2 € N and n € N, we define the following spaces:

L2(A, (S, T); R41>d2): the set of R4*92_valued measurable (deterministic) functions & on A, (S, T)
such that [[£][z2(a, (s,1)) < 00, where

T ot tno1 1/2
l€llsansan = ([ [ [ttt )P d )
S S S

LZ(A,(S,T); RI>42): the set of R4 *92 valued F @ B(A, (S, T))-measurable random fields & on € x
AL (S, T) such that [|€]] 2 2 (An(8,7)) < 00, where

tl t7171 1/2
el =B [ [ ettt an] "

L2(A, (S, T); R1*2): the set of & € L% (A, [S, T]; R *%2) such that {(t1, 2, ..., t,) is F; -measurable
for any (t1,ta,...,tn) € An(S,T). We denote ||§||L2(A (8,1)) = ||§||Lz (An(S,T))"

Lg (AL (S, T); R *2): the set of € € LE(A,[S, T]; R1*%2) such that £(t1, ta, . . ., 1) is Fi2-measurable
for any (t1,ta,...,tn) € Ap(S,T). We denote ||§||L2 LA = IEllLza, s

When n = 1, we denote the spaces L2(A1 (S, T); R¥*42) L2 (A1(S,T); RU>42) and L2(A; (S, T); R4 *d2)
by L2(S,T;R3>d2) L2 (S T;R4>*42) and L2(S,T;R¥* %), respectively.

Here we summarize the notations which we will introduce in the following sections. Let 0 < S < T < oo
and d, dy,ds, d3 € N be fixed.

For eachn € No, 20,, : L2(Ay,11(S, T); RO*42) — L2(S, T; RD>42) and W, : L2(Apq2(S, T); RO *d2) —
L2(Ax(S,T); R4 *42) denote the n-th iterated stochastic integral operators. See Definition 211

For each £ € L2(S,T;R¥*%) and = € L2(Aq(S,T);RU*42) ¥ 1¢] and §,[Z] denote the integrands
appearing in the n-th Wiener-Ito chaos expansions of £ and E, and 2,[¢] := W, [Fn[¢]], Wa[Z] :=
0,,[§,[Z]]. See Proposition 2.2

For each n € Ny, V,41(S, T;R¥>?) denotes the space of (n + 1)-parameters deterministic Volterra
kernels. See Definition 2.3

Foreach f : Api1(S,T) — RA4*% and g : A, 1(S,T) — R%2X9 withm,n € Ny, fog: Apins1(S,T) —
R% %43 denotes the >-product. See Definition

Kr (S, T; R¥*?) denotes the space of x-Volterra kernels. See Definition .21

For each K € Kp(S,T;R?¥9) and ¢ € L2(S, T;R¥>%), K x ¢ € L2(S, T; R?*%) denotes the x-product.
See Definition [3.41

For each f € L%;(An+2(S,T);Rd1Xd2) and g € L%—(Aerg(S’,T);Rd?XdS) with n,m € Ny, f*g :
Q x Apimg2(S, T) — RE*s denote the *-products. See Definition B.71

Jr (S, T; R¥*?) denotes the space of x-Volterra kernels. See Definition

For each n € Ng, M,, : LE(S,T;R%*d2) — [2(A,1(S,T);R¥>4) denotes the n-th martingale
representation operator. See Definition 1]

For each K € Kp(S,T;R¥9) and ¢ € L(S, T;R>4) K i{ € L2(S,T;R*41) denotes the backward
*-product. See Definition (4.3

For each J € Jr(S,T;R¥?) and ¢ € L2(S, T;R*d) J ?5 € L&(S,T;R¥*) denotes the backward
x-product. See Definition [L.8

In the following sections, we fix 0 < .S < T < oo and d € N.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 The Wiener—Ito6 chaos expansion

For each & € L2(A,41(S,T); R4 >*42) with dy,ds € N and n € N, the iterated stochastic integral

/t/tl.../tnlg(t,tl,...,tn)dw(tn)...dW(tl), te(S,T),
S JS S

is well-defined as an element of L%(S, T;R%*42) Furthermore, the following isometry holds:

T st oty to1 2 11/2
E[/ ’/ / / §(t,t1,...,tn)dW(tn)...dW(tl)’ dt] = 1lEl c2ansr 51y
S S JS S

From the Winer-Itd chaos expansion in It6 [I7], we see that each adapted process & € L2(S,T; R%*42) has
an orthogonal expansion in terms of iterated stochastic integrals with deterministic integrands. We introduce
the following notation.

Definition 2.1. Let di,d> € N.
(1) We define operators 20,, : L?(A,,11(S, T); R4 >*d2) — [2(S, T;R4¥42) n € Ny, by
Wo[fo](t) := fo(t), t € (5,T),

for each fo € L?(S,T;R%*42) and

W, (£ (8) ;:/S /Sl---/SHfn(t,tl,...,tn)dW(tn)---dW(tl), te(S,T),

for each f,, € L2(Ap,41(S,T);R4>*42) and n € N.
(ii) We define operators W, : L*(A,12(S, T); R *%2) — LE (Az(S,T);RT %), n e Ny, by

wO[QO](ta S) = gO(tv S)v (ta S) € AQ(Sa T)a

for each go € L(A2(S,T); R11*42) and

W gl (t, ) ;:/ /1---/Hgn(t,tl,...,tn,s)dW(tn)---dW(tl), (t,5) € As(S,T),

for each g, € L%(A,42(S,T); R41*42) and n € N.
In the present framework, the Wiener—Itd chaos expansion theorem in Itd [I7] can be stated as follows.
Proposition 2.2 (The Wiener-It6 chaos expansion for stochastic processes). Let di,ds € N.

(i) The space L2(S,T;R4>*42) is decomposed into the infinite orthogonal sum:
L3(S, T;R™ %) = @ W, [L* (A 11(S, T); R7X42)].
n=0

More precisely, for any & € L(S,T;R%*42) there exists a unique sequence {Fn[€]}nen, with Fn[€] €
L3(Ap41[S, T); R4 >42) for each n € Ny such that

> IBalelZaa, a5y < o

n=0



and

n=0

where the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L2(S, T;R4*42). Furthermore, the following
isometry holds:

H§H%§(5,T) =Y 18al€l122an, (57
n=0
(i) The space Lz (Aa(S, T); R41*42) s decomposed into the infinite orthogonal sum:

L]F*(AQ(S T Rd1><dg @Qﬂ n+2(S,T);Rd1Xd2)].

More precisely, for any = € Lg (Aa(S, T);R4xd2)  there exists a unique sequence {Fp[Z]}nen, with
TulZ] € L2(Any2]S, T); R4 for each n € Ny such that

Z Hgn |‘L2(An+2 (8,1)) <00

and

where the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L%)*(AQ(S, T);R%xd2)  Fyrthermore, the
following isometry holds:

||E||%§,*(A2(S,T)) = Z IBn[Z172 (A (5.7
n=0

We sometimes write o o
W, [¢] := Wi [§n[€]], Wh([E] == W, [F.[E]],
which are the projections of { € LE(S, T; R *%) and Z € L, (Az(S,T); R**%) on the n-th chaos for each

n € Ny, 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 V,,11(S, T; R¥*?), n € Ny, of (n + 1)-parameters deterministic Volterra
kernels by

Vst (8, T R o= {k : Ayy1(S,T) — RY?| k is measurable and |||l ., (s,7) < oo},

where [[|k]]]y, (s,1) := esssup|k(t)|op for n = 0, and
t

)

) 1/2
1, sy = esssup([ k(s 0, ds)
te(S,T) YA, (t,T)

for n € N. Here and elsewhere, for each matrix A € R¥¢ |A|,, denotes the operator norm of A as an linear
operator on R?. (Recall that |A| := y/tr(AAT) denotes the Frobenius norm of A.)



The following lemma can be easily proved by the definition. We omit the proof.

Lemma 2.4. (i) For each n € No, (Voi1(S, T;R™?), || - ||y, (s,7)) is a Banach space. Furthermore, for

each k € Voi1 (S, T; R, it holds that ||k| 2, 5.1y < VAT — S)||klllv, . (s,7). In particular,
Vit1(8, T3 RY) € L2 (A (S, T); R,

(i) Let k : Apy1(S,T) — R be a measurable map with n € N. Assume that there exists a function
a € L?((0,T — S)";R) such that

|k(t0,t1,t2, .. -7tn)|op S a(to — tl,tl — t2, .. .,tn,1 — tn)

fora.e. (to,t1,t2,.. . tn) € Apy1 (S, T). Thenk is in Voy1(S, T; R*Y), and it holds that |||k|l|v,, (s <
lallzz(o,r—s)m)-

Remark 2.5. From the above lemma, we see that V,,41(S, T; R4*?) includes ((n + 1)-parameters) singular
kernels. For example, the fractional kernel k(t, s) = ﬁ(f —5)*~ 1 with a € (3,1] is in V2(S, T; R).

We use the following notation frequently in this paper.

Definition 2.6. For each f : A,,41(S,T) — R4*% and g : A,1(S,T) — R%>*% with m,n € N and
di,ds,ds € N, we define the >-product f>g: Apyni1(S,T) — R4 *ds by

(frg)(to,tr, o tman) := f(tost1, s b)) G(Emy tmt1s - - o bnn)
for (to,t1,- - s tmin) € Amans1(S,T). When m =0, fg: Api1(S,T) — RU*9s is defined by
(fo9)(to,tr,. . tn) = f(to)g(to, t1, . tn)
for (to,t1,- - tn) € Apr1(S,T). When n =0, f>g: Apy1(S,T) — R4>¥4s is defined by
(fog)(toste, . otm) = f(tost1, - tm)g(tm)
for (to,t1,. -+ tm) € Apy1(S, T).

Lemma 2.7. (i) Foreach ki € V1 1(S, T; R and ky € Vi1 (S, T; R with m,n € Ny, the >-product
ki > ko is in Vipant1 (S, T; R and satisfies

11&1 > E2lllv,, 05,7y < MRl s, 2l .1y

(ii) For each k € Vpyi1(S, T; R and f € L*(Ans1(S,T); R4 with myn € Ny and di € N, the
b-product k> f is in L2(Apyni1(S, T); R¥*4) and satisfies

16> fllL2(amsnsas.1)) < Wkl sl 2an 0 s,1))-

Proof. (i) Noting the inequality [AB|op < |Alop|Blop for A, B € R™4 and using the Fubini theorem, we
see that, for a.e. t € (S,T),

/ |(I€1 DkQ)(S,t)|§p ds = / / |k1(51,maX52)k2(52,t)|§p dSl dSQ
Apgn (8,T) Ay, (8,T) J Ay (max s2,T)
< / / |k1(51,maxsz)|c2)p|k2(52,t)|c2)p dSl dSQ
Ay (t,T) J Ay, (max s2,T)
_ / {/ s (s, max 52) 2, dsa }lka(s, 1), dso
Ay, (t,T) ~J A, (max s, T)
2 2
< kalli},, s /A - |k (s2, 1) [2, dsa

n(t,

< Melli, sy lk2l,, . 5.2y < 0

This 1mphes that kll>]€2 S Vm+n+1(S, T; ]RdXd) and |||k1>k2|||vm+n+l(qu) S |||]€1|||Vm+l(syT)|||k2|||V'n,+l(SqT)'



(ii) Noting the inequality |AB| < |A|op|B| for A € R and B € R we can prove the assertion (ii) by
the same way as in (i).
O

Lemma 2.8. Let ky € Vyy1(S, T;R*?) for each n € No. Suppose that > o o lknlllv,..\(s,7) < 0o. Then
Yoo ||k"||2L2(An+1(S 7y < 00. Consequently, the infinite sum of the iterated stochastic integrals Yoo o Wy, (k]
converges in L2(S, T;R4*?),

Proof. By Lemma[24] for each n € N, k,, is in L?(A,41(S,T); R?*9), and it holds that EnllL2(an i (s,1)) <

VAT = S)||knlllv, .1 (s,m)- Furthermore, by the assumption, we have sup,,cy, |||knlllv, ., (s,7) < oo. There-
fore, we have

lek IZ2(ani(siy) < AT —5) lelk 1,42 (s.0) < AT —=5) sup (I[n |||vn+1<scr)Z|||k Vi (s,1) < 00
n=0 n=0 n=0

This completes the proof. O

3 Stochastic Volterra integral equations

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

X(t)_gp(t)+/s J(t,s)X(s)ds—i—Z/S /Slm/sn1kn(t,tl,...,tn)X(tn)dW(tn)---dW(tl), te(S,T),

(3.1)
with suitable choices of kernels J € L%7*(A2(S, T); R4 and k,, € V,,11(S,T;RY*4), 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 o € (%, 1]:
dW (t)

CD0+X( JOX () + Xa(t) + Xa(t) +0(t) + {k(H) X () + X1(t) + Xa(t) +o(t)} a

/flts dS X2 /fgts ()tE(O,T),

X _IOa

te(0,7T),

(3.2)
where j(t), k(t), 1(t, s), 2(t, s) are R¥*valued, deterministic and bounded coeﬁicients, b,o € L2(0,T;RY),
and xo € R4, This is a fractional SDE which has a delay X ( fo l1(t,s)X (s)ds and a “noisy memory”

Xo(t fo lo(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 (B.2]) if it satisfies the
integral equation

X(t)=$o+ﬁ/o (t—s)o‘l{j(s)X(s)—i—/Osﬁl(s,r)X(r)dr+/()S£2(S,T)X(T)dw(r)+b(s)}d8
L ¢ s a—1 s s s “r N s . ) ) » S
+1"(04)/0(t ) {k( )X()+/0£1(, )X (r)d +/0 0o (s,7) X (1) AW () + ()}dw()

for t € (0,7T). Applying the stochastic Fubini theorem, we see that the above integral equation becomes

X(0) = a0+ g [ =97 b6 st s [ =9 o aw(y



’ ﬁ /ot{@ — )" Li(s) + /:@ — )y (r, ) dr + / (=i AW () X (s) ds

F(1@) /t{(t—h)o‘1k(t1)+/tt(t—s)°‘162(s,t1)ds}X(t1)dW(t1)

1

1

T //t (t — t1)* Mo (ty, t2) X (t2) AW (t2) AW (1), t € (0,7).

Thus, the fractional SDE with noisy memory ([B:2]) can be seen as a generalized SVIE [B]) with the free term

=z 1 t —5)* " 1p(s)ds 1 t — ) lo(s s
o0 =0+ s [ (=9 b as+ s [0t awl)

and the kernels

J(t,s) = ﬁ{(f —5)*7Li(s) + / (t — )1y (r,s) dr + / (t—r)* "1y (r, 5) dW(r)},
k() = ﬁ{(t-tl)alk(tlnft (t_s)a*%(s,tl)ds},
kz(f,tl,tg) = ﬁ(t — tl)a_lfg(tl,tg), kn = 0, n 2 3.

Note that since J(t, s) is Ff-measurable, .J is in Lg  (A(0,T); R4*4).

In order to investigate generalized SVIE (B)), we write it as an algebraic equation on LZ(S,T;R%) as
follows:
X=p+JxX+Kx*xX, (3.3)

where J * X corresponds to the convolution in terms of the Lebesgue integral, and K x X with K =
Yoo W, [ky] 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 x-product K x X appearing in equation

B.3).
Definition 3.2. We define the space K (S, T; R¥*?) of x-Volterra kernels by

Kr(S,T;R™?) := {K € LE(S, T; R | §n[K] € Vg1 (S, T; R, ¥V € No, |[|K]|lxce(s,m) < o0},

where

1K e sy = ZIIISn Mv,ia(s,m)-
n=0

Remark 3.3. We emphasize that each %-Volterra kernel K € Kg(S, T;R?*9) is an F°-adapted and square-
integrable stochastic process (with one time-parameter), see Lemma Intuitively speaking, the Volterra
structure corresponds to the adaptedness of the process K. Since each (Vyup1 (S, T3 R™D) ||| - [y, (s,1)) s
a Banach space, we see that (Kr(S, T;R*?), ||| - ||lics(s,7)) is a Banach space.

Definition 3.4. For each %-Volterra kernel K € Kp(S,T;R?*9) and ¢ € L(S, T;R*4) with d; € N, we
define the x-product K =& € LE(S,T; R?¥41) by the following Wiener-Ité chaos expansion:

K*g Zgn k ng[g]u n € No.

10



The following lemma shows that the -product is well-defined and makes the space Kp(S,T;R¥*?) a
Banach algebra.

Proposition 3.5. (Kg(S,T;R™?), ||| ||lice(s,7): %) is a (real) unitary Banach algebra with the unit Iy, where
I; € R¥*? denotes the identity matriz which can be viewed as an element of Kp(S,T;R?*%). Furthermore,
(LA(S,T;RY), | - z2(s,m)) is a left Banach module over Kr(S, T; RY*) with respect to the x-product. In

other words, (Kg(S,T;R™), ||| - lks(s,7)) is a Banach space, and for each K, K1, Ky, K3 € Kg(S, T; R4*),
£,61,& € LE(S,T;RY) and o € R, the following hold:
K1 x Ko € e (S, T; R and ||| K1 % Kolllico 5.0y < 1K llice (s Il ke (s.1)
(K1 % K3) *x K3 = K1 % (Ko * K3),
Kix (Ko + K3) = Ky Ky + Ky % K3,
(Ky + Ko) * K3 = K1 x K3+ Ko % K3,
a(Ky +x Ko) = (aKq) x Ko = K * (aK3),
K x¢ € LE(S, T;RY) and |K x|l 2(s,r) < 1K lllkes.y 1€l L2¢s.1)5
(K1 % Ko) %€ =K% (Ko %),
Kx(§1+ &) =Kx& + K x &,
(K1 + Ko) % =K1 €+ Ky &,
(K %€) = (aK) § = K * (af),
I € Ke(S, T; RN, | Lallicesry =1, Kxlg=Igx K =K, and Igx& = €.

Proof. Let K, K1, K2, K3 € Kp(S,T;R¥9), £,&,& € LE(S,T;RY) and « € R. By the triangle inequality,
Lemma 2.7 and Young’s convolution inequality, we have

[ 3 Fucsla) > mulia|
n=0 k=0

n

n—k K K
sy < 2 MR elEelly, s

n=0 k=0

S

ZZ |||gn k Kl]”an k+1(S,T) |||gk[K2]|||Vk+1 (5,T)
n=0k

< Z ISl v s,y D I alEolllv, s,y

n=0 n=0
= 1K1 | xce (s, 11K 2l ke (5,7) < 00-
Therefore, K1 x K3 € Kr(S, T; R?*?) is well-defined and satisfies

I * Kl sy < [IH ke qs.m) K2l (5.1 -

Similarly, we have

i”i&—k[m ng[ﬂ} )

L2(An41(S,T)) Z(Z I8k [K]>Sil¢ ]HLz(A"“(ST”)
n=0 k=0 "

n=0 =

8 Il
3

2
< 30 (X el v, s 1Bl 57
=0 k=0

oo

2 [e ]
< (Z ISalKMvss(577) D ISl a, sy
n=0

= |||K|||;cF(s,T)H&Hig(sm) < 0.

Therefore, K x & € L4(S, T;R?) is well-defined and satisfies

1K * &l z2es.y < WK lcecs, €l L2es,my-

11



Furthermore, for each n € Ny,

M=

Snl(Ky * Ko) x K3] = ) Fnp[K1 * Ka] > §x[K3]

E
Il
=]

(Z nok- el o §el K] ) o SR

0 ¢=0

z”: > (§o—r[K2] >k [K3])

I
M:

E
Il

M: i M:

Fue[Ka]w (Z SeklKa] > FulKs))
k=0

~
Il

0

[
M:

Sn—e[K1] > e[ Ko * K3)

~
Il
o

|
=)

n

Kl * (Kg *K3)],

and hence (K7 * K3) * K3 = K1 * (K2 * K3). Similarly, we can show that (Kj x K3) x& = Ky % (K2 x&). The
remaining assertions are clear. O

Although the x-product is defined by means of the Wiener—It6 chaos expansion, it can be represented in
terms of iterated stochastic integrals.

Proposition 3.6. For each x-Volterra kernel K € Kp(S, T;R?*) and & € L4(S, T; R4 with dy € N, it
holds that

(Kx€)(t) = o +Z/ / / CEAKI (b, t)E(B) AW (1) - AW (), £ € (S,T), (3.4)

where the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L&(S, T;R9xd1),

Proof. We define ®{[€](t) := Fo[K](t)(t), t € (S,T), and

// / K](t,t, - 1)) AW (tn)- - - dW (L), t € (5,T),

for each n € N. Note that the integrand in the above iterated stochastic integral is in LZ(A,11(S, T); R*41),
and thus ®X[¢] € L2(S,T;R*%) is well-defined. By using the isometry of the stochastic integral, sim-
ilar calculations as in Lemma [2Z7] show that ||<I>§[§]HL§(S)T) < IBnlE]llv, 415,11l 22(s.7) for each n €

No. Thus, each ®X is a bounded linear operator on LZ(S,T;R¥*) with the operator norm [|®X|,, <
IZalE v, 577+ Since 322 o [1alE v, sz = 1K sz < o0, the infinite sum in the right-hand
side of ([@4) converges in L(S, T;R4*1). Noting the continuity of the linear operator ®X and considering
the Wiener-It6 chaos expansion of £ € L2(S, T; R?41), we have

= K[> ] = 3 BKEE] e N,

m=0 m=0

where 20,,[¢] := 20, [§m [€]] for each m € Ny. Observe that, for each n,m € N,

K
//“ / K(t s t)

tn tn1 tngm—1
/ / e / Sml&l(tny tnt1s - o tnrm) AW (Enpm ) - - dW(tn+1)) AW (ty,)---dW (1)
S S S

Lo,
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/ / / T BulKT 5 BmlE) (bt o ) AV () - AW (1)
= wn-ﬁ-m[gn ng[ﬂ]( ) (S T)

and hence ®X20,,[¢]] = W, [Sn[K] > Fm(€]] for each n,m € N. Clearly, these relations hold when n = 0
or m = 0. Therefore, the right-hand side of (4] becomes

505 el = 30 3 WoenlalK] > Sule]

n=0m=0 n=0 m=0

=30 W [Fn kK] > Fré]]
n=0 k=0
= Zw [an f[K] b Frle]
= Z W, [ K * )]
n=0
= K %¢&.
This completes the proof. O

3.2 x-product

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

Definition 3.7. For each j € L%(A,42(S,T);R4*4%), f € L2.(S, T;R%*%) with n € Ny and dy, d, d3 € N,
we define the *-product j * f : Q x Ap1(S,T) — R4 *ds by

(_] * f)(to,tl, .. .,tn) = / nj(to,tl, .. .,tn,s)f(s) ds

S

for (to,t1,...,tn) € Apy1(S,T). Also, for each g € L% (A42(S, T);R%=%4s) with m € Ny, we define the
s-product j * g : Q X Apymia(S,T) — R4xds by

tn

(.] * g)(th tla cey tn+m+1) = / j(t07t17 e '7tn7 S)g(svtn+17 e -7tn+m+l) ds
tnt1

for (to, 1, .. threrl) S An+m+2(S, T)

Recall that Lg (Ag(S,T);R“*%) is the space of Z € L%(Ao(S,T); RM*%) with Z(t,s) being Fj-
measurable for each (t,s) € Ax(S,T). Also, recall the definitions of 20,, and §,, (see Definition 2.1

Lemma 3.8. For each = € L%7*(A2(S7 T);ROxd2) gnd ¢ € LE(S, T;R42%49%) with dy, da, d3 € N, the *-product
Ex ¢ is in L3(S, T;R4*43) - and the Wiener-Ité chaos expansion satisfies

M:

Snl[E*E] = n—k[=] * Sk[€], n € No.

>
Il

0

Furthermore, for each 2y € L§ ,(A(S, T); R"*%) and By € L§ ,(A2(S,T); R*%%%), the x-product Z  Ey
is in L, (Aa(S, T);R4>43) and the Wiener—Ité chaos expansion satisfies

w21 * Za] Z * 3 [Za], n € No.

k=0



Proof. We prove the first assertion. The second can be proved by the same way. Note that Z(¢,s) is Fy-
measurable, and hence it is independent of F;. By using Minkowski’s inequality and Holder’s inequality, we

have
s[[ ([ Eesneoras) w]” < [ [ meapeora]
—/STE/ 2t dee(s >|]”2ds

:/STE

/ / (. 5)* ] ds) /2(/STE[|5<5>|2} as) "

Thus, the *-product Z ¢ € L%(S, T;R41*493) is well-defined, and the operations = +— Ex ¢ and € + Z £ are
continuous. Noting the adaptedness, we have Zx ¢ € L2(S, T R?1%d3) " Furthermore, by using the stochastic
Fubini’s theorem, we have

=400 = { (S Ttz » (3 i) ) = 325 (o sl=] 200

n=0 k=0

—ZZ/// /&nk J( 1, 8) AW () AWV (1)

n=0 k=0

[I]

E(t |2dt "Eflé(s)?] Y2 s

\

></ /n Hl---/" BIE (5 bty o) AWV (£ <~ AW (f_ps1) s

_ZZ/ // / o 1/ /n - /n lgn KIEIE stk )RS, tn ks - - s Tn)

n=0 k=0
AW () AW () - AW (1) ds
Z/ / / - /+§n CENE .t $)FRIEN (S gt o tn) ds AV (1) - AW (1)

tn

tn—1 T

_7;3/5/5 [5 Z T kBl * SRIEDN e, o ) AW (E)- - - dW (1),

which implies that §,[Z* &] = Y}, Fn_r[E] * Fx[€] for any n € No. This completes the proof. O
Definition 3.9. We define the space Jr(S, T;R¥*?) of x-Volterra kernels by
To(8, T;RPY) o= {J € L§ . (D2(S, T); R | {11l s,y < o0},

t7( A ) n op

The following proposition shows algebraic properties of the space Jr (S, T; R?*9) and the *-product.
Proposition 3.10. (¢ (S, T;R9) ||| - ||| .(s,7), *) is a (real) Banach algebra without unit. Furthermore,
(LE(S, T3 R, | - L2(s,r)) and (Ke(S, T; R, (|| - lllke(s,my) are left Banach modules over Jx(S, T; R**?)
with respect to the x-product. In other words, (Jz(S,T;R™?), ||| - ||l 7(s,m)) is a Banach space, and for each

J, 01, Jo, Js € Je(S, T R*D), € ¢, 6 € LA(S, T;RY), K, Ky, Ky € Kp(S,T;R¥¥4) and o € R, the following
hold:

Jix Jy € Te(S, TR and |||y * Ja|l| 7ecs,r) < Wil i cs.m) 121l 7257 (3.5)
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(J1 x Jo) x J3 = Jp * (Ja x J3),
Jrx(Jo+ J3) = J1x Jo + Jp x Js,
(J1+ Jo)x Jg = Jy * J3 + Ja % J3,
alJy x J3) = (aJy) * Jo = Jy * (),
J €& € LE(S, T;RY) and || % &l 2,1y < Wl gw (s I€l L2 (3.6)
(J1x Jo) &= Jp x (Ja % §),
Jx (&1 4+ &) =JTx& + J*&o,
(Ji+ J2)« &=y x &+ Jo %,
alJx&) = (aJ) «&=Jx*(af),
Jx K € Kp(S, T; R and |||7 K[| ke(s.0) < 1N g s K lice (5.1, (3.7)
(J1xJo) « K = Jy % (Jo x K),
T (Ky + Ky) = J « Ky + J * Ko,
(Ji+ )« K=J«K+Jox K,
a(J+x K)=(aJ)* K =Jx*(aK).

Proof. We prove B3]), B0) and B7). In this proof, we use the notation

1/2
P lransanen = ([ 1F0E, dt)
A, (S,T)

for each f € L2%(A,(S,T);R¥*9). First, we observe that, for each j € L?(A, (S, T);R*?) and f €
L2(A2(S,T); RY) with n,m € Ny,

”.7 * fHL2 Ay ym2(S,T))

t1 n+m n
/ / / / / to,tl, - nv )|op|f(5 tn+1; <. n+m+1)| dS) dtn+m+1 dtl dtO
tnt1
mint
-/ (/ Ij(t,s)loplf(s,r)lds) at} ar
A1 (S, T) Y Apyypr(maxr,T) Y maxr
T 1/2 2
</ [ bR lrenpa)ast o
Am+1(S,T){ maxr( Apy1(s,T) o ) }
T 1/2 2
[ [ ([ tsEa) irenast e
Apy1(S,T) maxr Apy1(s,T)
T T
S/ / / l5(t,s)|2, dt ds / |f(s,7)]*ds) dr
Am+1(S,T)( maxr J Ap41(s,T) o ) ( max r )

<ilZ2an o500l FIZ2(a0 0057

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

3% Fll2animiasm)) < lillezcanz0sm).0p 1122002 05,1)) -
Similarly, for each f € L2(S,T;R9), it holds that

17 % flle2ans,my) < Nille2anacs,m)).00ll fll22(s,1)-

Also, for each j; € L2(A,12(S,T); R™9) and ja € L*(Apy2(S,T); R4 with n,m € N,

171 * J2ll22(A s mia(S.T))i00 < T2 (A 01 2(5,7)) 001021 L2(A 1 2(5,7)) 0
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By the same way, we can show that, for each j € L?(A,42(S,T);R¥%) and k € V,,41(S, T; R ?) with
n,m € Ny,

7 * Klllvnsmirs.1) < Nillz2an 005,700V, (5.7) -

Fix Ji, J2 € Jr(S, T; R¥*?). Noting Lemma[B.8, the above observations and Young’s convolution inequal-
ity yield that

T2 % Jalllzegsiry = D 18nld1 % Jall L2 (A, sa(57)) 00

NERANgER
M= 1

M=

n—tl/1] *??k[b]‘

0 L2(An42(S,T)),0p

< [kl J1] * Skl T2l L2(A42(5,1)) 00

0k

< Z Z ||§n—k[‘]1]||L2(An7k+2(S,T)),op||§k [J2]||L2(Ak+2(S7T))7OP
n=0 k=0

< Z T[Tl L2(An 42(5,7)) 00 Z I1Fn T2l 22 (a0 2(5,7))0
n=0

n

(=)

8
s

= |||J1IIIJF<5,T>|||J2IIIJF<S,T>-

Thus, @3) holds. For each J € Jr(S, T;R*?) and ¢ € L2(S, T;RY), the isometry yields that
1 €l 72057 = > IBalT * 32 (A, (51)

= inn:§n—k[J] *Sk[ﬁ]‘ i

2
720" ko L2(An41(S,T))

Z(Z [kl ] * Sr[€ ]||L2(An+1(S,T)))2

n=0 k=0

g 1

n

2
< Z(Z ||Sn k ||L Ay k+2(57T))70p||37€[§]||L2(Ak+1(57T))>
n=0 k=0

(Z”gn Mrz(a, .01 op) ZH% Z2an (s

n=0

= 171Z s 1€ 0 25,7y

which implies (6. Lastly, for each J € Jx(S, T;R¥?) and K € Kp (S, T;RI*9),

T % Klllices.ry = D N8ald * K]y, (s.1)
n=0

SIS el

< ZZIII& k] kB v, 40 (s,m)
n=0 k=0

o0

Vnt1(S,T)

n

< ZZ||§H k[ ]HL2 A ky2(S,T)), OleSk[ ]|||Vk+1(SyT)
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<Z||Sn IlL2(ansa(s,1) OpZHI%n Mvia(sm

= |||J|||JF(S,T)|||K|||’CF(S,T)'
Thus, (3.7) holds.

For each Jy, Jo, J3 € Jr(S, T; R?*4) Fubini’s theorem yields that
t
((Jl * JQ) * Jg)(t, S) = / (Jl * JQ)(t, ’I”)Jg(?”, S) dr
-
= / / Ji(t,w) 2 (u, r) duds(r, s) dr
St " u
= / Jl(t,u)/ Jo(u, r)J3(r,s)dr du

= / J1(t,u)(J2 * J3)(u, ) du
= (Jl * (J2 * Jg))(t, S)

for (t,s) € Ao(S,T). Thus, we have (Jy * J2) x J3 = Jy * (J2 x J3). Similarly, we can show that (Jy * Jo) x& =
Jix (Jox &) and (Jy * Jo) x K = Jy % (Jo x K) for £ € L2(S,T;R?) and K € Ky(S, T;R¥?). The other
assertions are clear from the definition. We complete the proof. O

Next, we investigate algebraic relationships between the *- and the x-products. As before, for each -
Volterra kernel K € Kp(S, T;R™?) and 2 € L§ , (A2(S,T); R%) with di € N, we define the x-product
KxZe Li (A(S,T); R%*d1) by the Wiener—It6 chaos expansion

WK % 2] Zgn K[K]>3k[E], n € No.

By Proposition [3.6] we see that
(K *2)(t, s) = Fo[K](t)E(t, s +Z/ / / K|t t1, ..o tn)E(tn, 8) AW (t)- - - AW (£1)

for (t,s) € Ag(S,T). Similar to Proposition BB, (Jr(S, T; R %), ||| - ||| 7(s,m)) is a left Banach module over
(Ke(S, T; R, ||| - |l xce (5,7, %) Furthermore, the following proposition shows that the order of the - and
the *-products is exchangeable.

Proposition 3.11. For each K € Kg(S,T;R**9), J € Jp(S, T;R™9) and ¢ € LA(S, T; R4 with dy € N,
it holds that
Kx(J*x&) =(KxJ)*¢ (3.8)

and

Jx (Kx&) = (JxK)x¢. (3.9)
Proof. By the definition of the x-product and Lemma [3.8] we have, for each n € N,

FnlK * (J % &)] Zgn kK> k[ ]

" k
= 2 Suulile (el i)
k=0

n k
=33 B nlK] 5 Fael ) * Fele)

k=0 £=0
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Thus, [B.8) holds. Similarly,

k=0
n k
= Turld] = (Z%k—é[K] Dgf[f])
k=0 £=0
n k
— Z Z({_S’n_k[J] * Sk [K]) > Fe[¢]
k=0 (=0

Thus, 33) holds. O
Remark 3.12. By the associative properties of the x- and the *-products, we may use the notations Kj x

Kox Ks, J1xJoxJs, Jx K& K*J %&£, and so on.

3.3 x-resolvent, x-resolvent and (x,x)-resolvent

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

Definition 3.13. (i) For each x-Volterra kernel K € Kg(S,T;R?*4) we say that a x-Volterra kernel
R € Kp(S,T;RY*?) is a x-resolvent of K if it satisfies the following resolvent equation:

R=K+K+xR=K+ RxK.

(ii) For each *-Volterra kernel J € Jr (S, T;R?*9), we say that a *-Volterra kernel Q € Jr(S,T; R?*9) is a
x-resolvent of J if it satisfies the following resolvent equation:

Q=J+JxQ=J+Qx*J.

First, we show that the x- and the x-resolvents are unique if they exist. More precisely, the following
proposition holds.
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Proposition 3.14. (i) Let x-Volterra kernels K, Ry, Ry € Kp(S,T;RY*?%) be given. Suppose that Ry =
K+ Kx Ry and Ro = K + Ry« K. Then R1 = Ro. In particular, each x-Volterra kernel has at most
one x-resolvent.

(ii) Let x-Volterra kernels J,Q1, Q2 € Jr(S, T;RI*?) be given. Suppose that Q1 = J + J * Q1 and Qo =
J+ Qo xJ. Then Q1 = Q2. In particular, each x-Volterra kernel has at most one x-resolvent.

The above proposition holds for any algebra (see Lemma 3.3 in [I1]). 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 Ry x (R — K) = Ro x K * Ry = (Ry — K) x R;. Cancelling out Ry x Ry, one gets Rox K = K * R;.
Thus, Ro = K+ Rox K = K+ K% R; = R;. O

Remark 3.15. Let J € L%(Ay(S,T);R?*9) be a deterministic *-Volterra kernel, and suppose that Q €
Jr (S, T;R4*4) is a x-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 @ is deterministic.

Actually, the *-resolvent always exists.
Proposition 3.16. Every x-Volterra kernel J € Jz(S, T; RY*9) has a unique x-resolvent Q € Jr(S, T; RI*?),

Proof. The uniqueness follows from Proposition B.I4l We show the existence. First, we assume that
[/ 7 (s,r) < 1. By Proposition BI0, we have [[[J*"|[[7(s,m) < /|77, s,7) for any n € N, where J*" €
Jr(S,T; R™*?) denotes the (n—1)-fold -product of J by itself. By the assumption, @ := Y7 | J*" converges
in Jr(S, T;R¥?). Observe that

J+J*Q=J+J*(§:J*"):J+§:J*J*"=§:J*":Q.
n=1

n=1 n=1

Similarly, we have J + @ * J = Q. Thus, @ is the x-resolvent of J.
Now we consider the general case. For each o > 0, define J, € Jx(S, T; R by J, (¢, 5) := e =9 J (¢, 5)
for (¢,s) € Ay(S,T). Tt is easy to see that

Tuldol(to,t, . . oy tngr) = e 7O T [ T](to, b1, oy tng)

for (to,t1,...,tns1) € Apya(S,T) and n € No. Noting the definition of [[|-[|| 7 (s,) (see Definition B3)), by the
dominated convergence theorem, we see that |||.Jo ||| 7 (s,7) tends to zero as o — oo. Let o > 0 be such that
/o]l 7(s,7) < 1. Then there exists a unique #-resolvent Q, € Jx(S, T;R?*?) of J,. For (t,s) € As(S,T),
we have

(Jo % Qoy)(t,s) = /tJU(t, r)Qq(r,8)dr = /te"(tT)J(t,r)Qg(r, s)dr
S . S
= efg(tfs)/ J(t,r)eU(Tfs)Qg(r,s) dr
and
(Qo x J,)(t,s) = /th(t,T)Jg(r, s)dr = /th(t,T)e_U(T_S)J(T, s)dr
S . S
= o(t=9) / eg(tfr)Qg(t, r)J(r,s)dr.

Therefore, the *-Volterra kernel Q € J (S, T; R4 %) defined by Q(t, s) := et~ Q,(t,s) for (t,5) € Ay(S,T)
satisfies

Qt,s) = J(t,s) —|—/ J(t,r)Q(r,s)dr = J(t,s) +/ Qt,r)J(r,s)dr

for (t,s) € Ay(S,T), and thus it is the x-resolvent of J. This completes the proof. O
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The case of the x-resolvent is more difficult. We provide useful sufficient conditions for the existence of
the %-resolvent in Section
The next lemma provides an explicit expression of the Wiener—It6 chaos expansion of the x-resolvent.

Lemma 3.17. Suppose that a x-Volterra kernel K € Ky (S, T; R¥*4) satisfies Fo[K] = 0 (which is equivalent
to E[K] =0). If R € Kp(0,T;R*%) is a x-resolvent of K, then the Wiener-Ité chaos expansion is given by
So[R] =0 and

SR =Y Y SmlKIeFamlKle s FalK] n e

i=1 1<mi,ma,...,m;<n
mi+ma+t-+mi=n

Proof. By the definition, the Wiener—Itd chaos expansion of R satisfies the following equations:
FnlR] = §nlK]+ > Fn kK> 3k[R], n € No.
k=0
Since Fo[K] = 0, we have Fo[R] = 0, §1[R] = F1[K], and §,[R] = F.[K] + 22;11 Sn—k[K] > Fi[R] for n > 2.
By the induction, we get the assertion. O

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

Definition 3.18. For each *-Volterra kernel J € J(S, T; R%*?) and %-Volterra kernel K € Kg (S, T; R4*9),
we say that a pair (Q, R) € Jr(S,T;R™4) x Kg(S,T;R*) is a (*,x)-resolvent of (J, K) if it satisfies the
following resolvent equations:

Q=J+J*Q+K*xQ=J+Qx+J+ Rx*J,
R=K+JxR+KxR=K+Q+K+ RxK.

The following is concerned with the uniqueness of the (*,x)-resolvent.

Lemma 3.19. Let (J,K) € Jp(S,T;R¥>?) x Kp(S, T;R¥) be fired. Suppose that (Q1, Ry),(Q2, R2) €
T (S, T; R x Cp(S, T; RY*) satisfy

Q1=J+JxQ1+ K*Q1, and Qa=J+Qa%xJ+ RoxJ,
Ri=K+J*xR+KxRq, Ro=K+ Q2% K+ Ry x K.

Then Q1 = Q2 and Ry = Rs. In particular, the pair (J, K) has at most one (x,*)-resolvent.
Proof. By Proposition B.I0 and Proposition B.I1], we have
Qax(Q1—J)=Qax(JxQ1+K*xQ1) =QaxJ*xQ1+QaxK*xQ1=(Qa—J—RoxJ)*xQ1+Q2x K*Q1.
Cancelling out Q9 * Q1, we get

Qo*xJ+Qo*xK+xQ1=J%Q1+ RoxJ Q. (3.10)
Similarly,
Qa*x(R1 —K)=Qao*x(J*xRi+K*R1)=QoxJ*xR1+QaxK*Ry=(Qa—J—RoxJ)*R1 + Q2% KxRy.
Cancelling out Q2 * Ry, we get

Qo+ K+ Qox K% Ry =J xRy + RyxJ xRy (3.11)
Also,

Rox(Q1—J)=Ro*x(JxQ1+K*Q1) =RoxJxQ1+ Rox KxQ1=RoxJx Q1+ (Re — K — Q2% K) Q.
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Cancelling out Ro * @1, we get

RoxJ+RoxJ*xQ1=K*xQ1+ Q2x K*xQ1. (3.12)
Lastly,
Rox(R1—K)=Rox(J*xR1+KxRy) =RoxJ*R;+ Rox K%« Ry = RoxJ* Ry + (Ry— K —QaxK)xRj.
Cancelling out Re x Ry, we get

Rox K+ RoxJ+x Ry = KxRy+ Qo* KxRy. (3.13)

By (BI0) and (BI2), we see that
QaxJ+RoxJ=JxQ1+ KxQ1.
Thus, we obtain
Qa=J+QoxJ+RoxJ=J+JxQ1+KxQ1 = Q.
Furthermore, by (8I1) and (BI3)), we see that
Qo*x K+ RoxK=JxRi+ Kx*R;.
Thus, we obtain
Ro=K+4+Qy«K+RyxK=K+J+«R +K~*Ry =R,y.
This completes the proof. O

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

Proposition 3.20. Let a *-Volterra kernel J € Jz(S,T;RY*9) and a x-Volterra kernel K € Kg(S, T; RI*?)
be given.

(i) Let Q1 € Jw(S,T;R™9) be the x-resolvent of J, and suppose that K + Qi * K € Kg(S, T;R¥*)
has a *-resolvent Ry € Kp(S,T;R>?). Then (Q,R) € Jn(S,T;R™*Y) x Kp(S,T;R¥*) defined by
Q:= Q1+ R1 *Q1 and R := Ry is the (x,*)-resolvent of (J, K).

(i) Suppose that K € Kp(S, T;R¥?) has a x-resolvent Ry € Kp(S, T; R, and let Qo € Jr(S, T; R¥*4)
be the *-resolvent of J + Rax J € Jp(S,T;R¥?). Then (Q,R) € Jp(S,T;R¥*4) x Kp(S, T; R¥*T)
defined by Q := Q2 and R := Ra + Q2 * Ry is the (x,x)-resolvent of (J, K).

Proof. (i) Note that Q1 = J + J*Qq and Ry = K + Q1 * K + (K + Q1 * K) x Ry. By Proposition B3]
Proposition 310 and Proposition 311} we have

JxR=J«Ri=J+«K+JxQ1*K+J*xKxR +J*xQ1*Kx*Rq
=(J+JxQ1)« K+ (J+JxQ1)* (K *Ry)
= Q1+ K+ Q1xKxRy,

and hence

K+J+R+K+R=K+Q*K+Q1+*KxRi +K«*R;
:K+Q1*K+(K+Q1*K)*R1
=R, =R.

Consequently, we get
R=K+J+«R+ KxR. (3.14)
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Furthermore, we have
J+JxQ+K*xQ=J+J*(Q1+ R1%Q1)+ K% (Q1+ R1xQ1)
:J+J*Q1+(K+J*R1+K*R1)*Ql
= +Ri*xQ1=Q,

and thus
RQ=J+J*xQ+ Kx*Q. (3.15)

Similarly, from the equalities Q1 = J + Q1 *xJ and Ry = K + Q1 * K + Ry x (K + @1 * K), we have
K+Q*K+RxK=K+(Q14+R1+Q1)« K+ R xK

:K+Q1*K+R1*(K+Q1*K)
:RlzR7

and thus
R=K+Q+K+R*xK. (3.16)

Furthermore, we have

J+Q+xJ+R*xJ=J+(Q1+R1+Q1)*xJ+ Ry xJ
:J+Q1*J+R1*(J+Q1*J)
=Q1+RixQ1=0Q,

and thus
Q=J+QxJ+RxJ. (3.17)

By BI4), BI5), BI6) and IT), 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, @ and R, and
the x-product and the x-product.
O

Remark 3.21. From Proposition3.20 (ii) and Proposition 316, if K € Kr (S, T; R4*?) has a x-resolvent, then
(J, K) has a (x,*)-resolvent for any J € Jp(S, T; R%*4). The existence of the x-resolvent will be discussed in
Section

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 € Jp(S, T;R™¥) and a - Volterra kernel K € Ky (S, T;R¥*4) be
fized, and suppose that (J, K) has a (,%)-resolvent (Q, R) € Jx(S, T; R>?) x Kp(S, T; R*). Then for any
free term ¢ € L2(S,T;R?), the generalized SVIE

X=p+Jx X+ K*xX
has a unique solution X € L2(S,T;R®). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:
X=p+Q*xp+ Rxp.

Proof. Define X € LZ(S,T;R%) by X = ¢+ Q * ¢ + R ¢. By Proposition .5 Proposition and
Proposition B.11], we have

JxX=Jx(p+Q*xp+Rxp)=J+J*xQ)xpo+ (JxR)*¢
and

KxX=Kx(p+Q*xp+Rxp)=(KxQ)*xp+ (K+K=*R)xp.
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Combining the above two equalities and using the resolvent equations, we get
Jx X+ K+xX=J+J+xQ+KxQ)xp+(K+J*xR+KxR)xp=Qxp+ Rxe.

This implies that X = o+ J« X + K %« X.
Conversely, if X € L4(S,T; R?) satisfies X = ¢ + J * X + K x X, then we have

Qrp=Q+(X—-J+xX-KxX)=(Q—-Q+J)xX —(Q+K)xX

and
Rxp=Rx(X—-JxX—-K*xX)=—(R*xJ)*X+(R— RxK)*X.

Combining the above two equalities and using the resolvent equations, we get
Qxp+R*xp=(Q-QxJ—RxJ)* X+ (R-Q+«xK -—R+xK)xX=JxX+Kx*X.
This implies that X = ¢ + @ * ¢ + R x . This completes the proof. O

Noting the stochastic integral representation of the x-product (see Proposition B6]), we immediately get
the following corollary.

Corollary 3.23. Let J € Jr(S, T;R™) and K = 377 | W, [ky] € Kp(S, T; R with ky, € Vi1 (S, T; R,
n € N, be fired, and suppose that (J, K) has a (x,%)-resolvent (Q, R) € Jr(S, T; R ) x KCp(S, T; R¥*?). Then
for any free term p € L2(S,T;R?), the generalized SVIE

t o0 t t1 tn—1

X(t)ch(t)-i—/ J(t,s)X(s)ds—i—Z/ / / kn(t t1, ... tn) X (t,) dW (t,)---dW (t1), t € (S, T),
S /s Js S

has a unique solution X € L2(S,T;R®). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:

X0 =e)+ [[Qopas+ Y [ [T [Tt t)p(t) W)W (n), e (5.7

where vy, := Fu[R] € Vi1 (S, T;R¥*?) for n € N. Here, the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in
L3(S,T;RY).

Corollary 3.24. Let deterministic kernels j € L?(Aa(S,T);R¥>?) and k € Vo(S, T;R*4) be fived. Let
q € L2(Ay(S,T);RX9) be the x-resolvent of j, and assume that W[k + q * k] has a *-resolvent. Then for
any free term ¢ € L2(S,T;RY), the SVIE

t

X (t) = o(t) —I—/S j(t,s)X(s)ds +/S k(t,s)X (s)dW (s), t € (S,T),

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

X@—w®+AﬂMM®%

tn

+7§/St/st1.,./;"1(k+q*k)>”(t,t1,...,tn){<ﬂ(tn)—|—/S q(tn,s)<p(s)ds}dW(tn)...dw(tl),
te(S,T).

Here, (k + q* k)®™ € V,y1(S, T;R™4) denotes the (n — 1)-fold >-product of k + q * k € Vo(S, T; RX9) by
itself, and the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L3(S,T;R?).
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Proof. Note that 20, [k]+ ¢+ 201[k] = 201 [k+ ¢+ k]. Thus, by LemmaB.I7T, the x-resolvent of 20 [k] + ¢+ 20 [k]
is given by R = 3250 0, [(k+ g k)*"] € Kp(S, T; R¥*%). Defining Q € Ji(S, T;R**%) by Q := ¢+ R*q, by
Proposition B20] we see that (Q, R) is the (x,x)-resolvent of (j,20;[k]). Thus, by Theorem 322 the SVIE
X = p+j*X +2[k] * X has a unique solution X € L2(S,T;R?), and the solution is given by

X=¢p+Q*p+Rxyp
=p+(@+Rxq)xo+Rxp
=p+qgxo+Rx(p+q*p).

Noting Proposition [3.6] we get the assertion. O

Example 3.25. Consider the following one-dimensional linear fractional SDE of order o € (3, 1]:

°Dg, X () = pX (1) + o X (1) T,

X(0) = o,

€(0,7), (3.18)

where u, 0, zg € R are constants. When « = 1, the above equation becomes the Black—Scholes SDE:

AX(t) = pX (£) dt + o X (£) AW (t), t € (0,T),
X(0) = o,

and the solution is the geometric Brownian motion X (t) = zgexp((u — 02/2)t + oW (t)). Thus, BI8) can
be seen as a time-fractional Black—Scholes SDE. Note that (3I8) is equivalent to the following SVIE:

X(t) =z +/0 j(t,s)X(s)ds +/0 k(t,s)X (s)dW(s), t € (0,T),

where j(t,s) = ﬁ(t —5)* ! and k(t,s) = ﬁ(t — 5)®~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 g €

L?*(A2(0,T);R) of j is given by q(t, s) = pf(t—s), where f(t) = t* 1 Eqy o (ut®), and Eg (2) :== > poy F(BZTIC-M)
is the Mittag—Leffler function. Furthermore, it holds that (k + ¢ * k)(t,s) = o f(t — s) for (¢,s) € A2(0,T),
and thus the %-resolvent R € Kg(0,T;R) of 20 [k + ¢ * k] is given by

—;o”/o/o /O S —t0)f(ty —ta) - ftn—1 —tn) AW (t,)---dW (t1), t € (0,T).

Here, the existence of the *-resolvent R follows from the results in Section[ll Observe that 1+ fo t,s)

ds
1+ /‘fo f(t —s8)ds = Eq 1(ut®) =: En(ut®). Consequently, by Corollary B24] the solution X € L2(S,T;R
to the fractional Black—Scholes SDE (B8] is given by

\_/

X()_aro{ (ut®) +Z //t /tnl Flt—t)f(tr —ta)-- f(tn,l—tn)Ea(utf{)dW(tn)-~-dW(t1)}

for t € (0,7). In particular, if p = 0, we have

{1+Z / /t1 /tn 1 (t— 1) (ty —ta)*™ ~-~(tn,1—tn)‘HdW(tn)de(tl)}

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-I1I BSVIE:

- T T
Y(t):w(t)—i—/t {j(s,t)TY(s)+k(s,t)TZ(s,t)}ds—/t Z(t,s)dW (s), t € (S,T), (4.1)

where 9(-) € L%(S,T;R%) is a given free term such that (t) is Fi-measurable for each t € (S,T), and j €
L?(A2(S,T); R™*4) and k € Vo (S, T; R?*9) are given deterministic kernels. We say that a pair (Y'(-), Z(-, "))
is an adapted M-solution of BSVIE (IE]) if Y € LA(S,T;RY), Z : Q x (S,T)?> — R? are measurable, Z(t, )
is Fs—adapted for a.e. t € (S,T), fS fs |Z(t,s)|>dtds] < oo, and the equation, together with the relation

Y(t) =Eg[Y +f5 (t,s dW( ) hold for a.e. t € (S,T), a.s. (see [39]). Note that the term Z(¢, s) for (¢, s) €
Ay(S,T) is determined by Y via the martingale representation theorem. Thus, we can write Z = M;[Y]
in As(S,T) by means of the martingale representation operator My : L2(S,T;RY) — L2(Ay(S,T);RY),
which will be defined below. Therefore, taking the conditional expectation E; in ([@Il), we see that the above
equation is equivalent to the following equations:

~ T T
Y (t) = Efd(1)] + E, [/t js:) 7Y (5) ds] +/t k(s.t) T Mu[Y](s, ) ds, ¢ € (S,T),
/T Z(t,s)dW(s) = Y (t) — E,[©Y ()], t € (S,T),

where the process OY (¢) t)+ ft (5,t)TY (s)ds, t € (S,T), is in L%(S,T;R?) and depends on Y. Note
that the above two equatlons are decoupled in the sense that if Y € L]%(S,T;Rd) solves the first equation,
then the term Z(t,s) for (¢,s) € (S,T)?\ Ax(S,T) is determined by Y as the integrand of the martingale
representation theorem for ©Y (t). Consequently, Type-II BSVIE ([@I)) can be seen as an integral equation
for Y € L2(S,T;R?) (not for the pair (Y (-), Z(-,-))) including the martingale representation operator:

T T
Y(t)=¢(t)+1Et[/t j(s,t)TY(s)ds]+/t k(s,t)T Mi[Y](s,) ds, t € (S,T),

where 1 € L2(S, T;RY) is defined by 4(t) := E;[¢)(t)] for t € (S, T).

Definition 4.1. Let di,ds € N. For each n € Ny, we define the martingale representation operator M,
LA(S, T; RN xd2) — L2(A,,41(S,T); R4>42) via the martingale representation theorem inductively as follows:
for each ¢ € L2(S,T;R41>d2),

Mo[€](to) == &(to)

for tg € (S,T), and

tn
My [€](to,t1, .. tn) = Es[My[€](to, 1, - . ., tn)] + / M1 [€l(to, 1y sty topr) AW (Br41)
s
for (to,t1,...,tn) € Apy1(S,T) and n € N,
Remark 4.2. (i) For each £ € L2(S,T; R4 %) and n € Ny, it holds that
Es[My[&](to, t1, .. tn)] = EIM[E](to, t1, . . . tn)] = Fnlé] (o, trs - -, tn), (to t1, .. tn) € A1 (S, T).
See (@A) below.

(ii) Noting the isometry, we have |[Myi1[€]llL2(a, 005 < IMalélllzza, sy for any n € No and
€ , ' R *%2) 0 By the induction, we see that n , 1 RO 792y — nt1(5,1"); Rt~
¢ € L3(S,T;R4>42). By the inducti hat M., : L2(S, T; R%1*d LE(Ap41(S,T); RE>d
is a bounded linear operator with the operator norm [|M,,||op < 1.
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We will consider the following generalized equation including (infinitely many) martingale representation
operators:

Y(t):d)(t)—i-Et{/t J(s,t)"Y (s ds Z/A (tT (5,t) T M,[Y](s,t)ds, t € (S,T), (4.2)

where ¢ € LZ(S,T;RY), J € Jp(S,T;R™>?) and K := Y7 | W, [k,] € Ke(S, T;R*?). We call this equation
a generalized BSVIE. The solution we are looking for is the adapted process Y & L%(S,T;Rd) satisfying
[E2). In order to investigate generalized BSVIE ([2), we write it as an algebraic equation on L2(S, T;R9)
as follows:

Y=¢+J %Y +K %Y, (4.3)

where JT % Y corresponds to the term E; [ftT J(s,t)TY (s)ds], and KT SY corresponds to the infinite sum
of the integrals including martingale representation operators. Then, we provide a variation of constants

formula for (£3]). Furthermore, we show the duality principle between a generalized SVIE and a generalized
BSVIE.

4.1 Backward x-product

In this subsection, we investigate the term K ' Y appearing in equation (3.

Definition 4.3. For each %-Volterra kernel K € Kp(S,T;R?*9) and ¢ € L(S, T;R*4) with d; € N, we
define the backward x-product K :5 € L2(S,T;R**41) by the following Wiener-Ito chaos expansion:

FnlK % €(to, 1) Z/A . Sk—nlK](5,t0)T1[E] (5, t0, ) ds

for (to,t) = (to,t1,- - tn) € Apy1(S,T) and n € Ny, where on(to ) ads := « for each vector «.
The following lemma ensures the well-definedness of the backward x-product.

Lemma 4.4. For each x-Volterra kernel K € Kg(S,T;R™9) and ¢ € L3(S,T;R>N) with di € N, the
backward *-product K if € L2(S,T; R s well-defined and satisfies

—
1K * &llzzes,ry < 1 Kllcecs,m 1€l L2es,m)-
Furthermore, if K1, Ko € Kp(S,T;RY?), then K, % Ky is in Kr(S,T; R¥) and satisfies

—
1K1 * Kalllxecs,my < NElllkcas,m) 1 K2 llicecs,1)-

Proof. By using Minkowski’s inequality and Hélder’s inequality, we have, for each n € Ny,

{/An " Z /A — [T k—n[K](s, max t)Fx[£](s, )] ds)2 dt}1/2
{/ Ansr(S.T) (‘/Akn(maxt,T) IFk—n[K](s, maxt)Fk[€](s, 1) ds)2 dt}1/2
{/ Anr(S.T) (/Akn(maxt,T) IFk—n K] (s, maxt)|op [§x[€](s, 1) ds)2 dt}1/2

1/2
SAL o e K5, ) s | ules, 0P asar)
Api1(S,T) J Ay (maxt,T) Ap_p(maxt,T)

< Z |||gk n |||Vk nt1( ST)HSIC[ ]||L2(Ak+1(5-,T))'

IN

IA
8 i Mg u
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This implies that

- 00
I1FnlE > &2 anias) < O M8k-n K, s 18K E L2(A 1 (5.7 -
k=n
Therefore, by Young’s convolution inequality and the isometry,

B 2
<+
S Bl 5 EBaan sy < 303 MSkalKlls s sy 5516 285

n=0 n=0 k=n

2 o0
(Z 180 KW, 1057 2 I8ulelaa, )

= K%, 5.2 1€l 7 25,7 < 00
This implies the first assertion. Similarly, we can show that

~ 0o
10 By > Kallllv,,i sy < D 8 k—nt1 K1l (s ISR K2 v (57)
k=n

for each n € Ny, and thus

— «—
1K * Kolllicas,ry = Y IEalKy * Kollly, (s,
n=0

<D D IS k=alB s 5.y ISR v (5.

n=0k=n
<Y B E v, sy Y 8 Elllv, 1 (s.)
n=0 n=0

= 1K e (s, K2 e (s,7) -

Hence, the last assertion holds. O
The following proposition shows fundamental algebraic properties of the backward x-product.
Proposition 4.5. For each K, K1, Ky € Kg(S,T;R¥*9), €,&,& € LA(S, T;R>N) with dy € N, and a € R,
the following hold:
I x€=¢,

(K14 Kz) % € = K1 % €+ Kz % &,

Kx@+&)=Kxa+Kx6&,

a(K % &) = (ak) x £ = K * (af),

Ky % (K2 % €)= (K «K[) % ¢

Proof. We prove K % (Ko % € = (K{ «K)T % & The others are trivial from the definition. Note that
SulK]T = Fn[K "] for any n € Ny and K € Kg(S, T; R?*4). For each n € Ny and t € A,,1(S,T), we have

FalF (K2 % )](1)
- Z /A ey Senlal(s maxt)Si (Ko x £)(s, 1) ds

o0

= Z /A (maxt,T) gk_n[Kl](S,maXt){Z

l=k

/ Fo—k[K2](r,max s)Fe[E](r, s, t) dr} ds
Ay_(maxs,T)
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oo 4

Z/ / Sk—nlK1)(s, maxt)Fo—x[Ka](r, max s)Fe[¢](r, s, t) dr ds
_ Ay _p(maxt,T) J Ay_j(maxs,T)

oo 4

Z ~/Ae n(maxt,T) Sﬁ_k[KﬂT > Sk—n[Kl]T)(& max t)ng[f](& t) ds

7l

_Z/A[ iy L Fn el Bl Ismaxn) ) §elel(s. 1) ds

B Z/AZ A (maxt,T) Fe-nl(K3 * K{')"](s, maxt)§e[€] (s, t) ds
=Fa (K » KD % €(1).
Hence, we have lﬁ:([@ig): (K7 « KT)T ig. .

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

Proposition 4.6. For each x-Volterra kernel K € Kp(S, T;R?*) and & € L4(S, T; R4 with dy € N, it
holds that

(K % &)(t) = )+ Z / (s, )M, [€](s, 1) ds, t € (S,T), (4.4)

Ay (t T)
where the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in L3(S,T;R4>).

Proof. First, we show that, for any k,n € Ny, and (s1, ..., Sk, t0,t) = (51, -, Sk, tos t1, - - s tn) € Dpgir1(S, T,

FnMi[€](s15- - 85, )] (R0, 1) = Fntrl€] (515 s 8k, 0, 1) (4.5)
Clearly, for k = 0, (LX) holds for any n € Ny. Assume that ([@H) holds for any n € Ny for some k& € Ny.
By the definition of the martingale representation operator M1, we have, for (s, sg) = (So,- .-, Sk—1,Sk) €

AkJrl (Sa T)a

M[€](s, s6) = Es[Mi[€](s, sx)] + /;k M1 [€](s, 55, ) AW (1)

— Es[My[é](s, 54)] + /S S a0, My (€5, 51 )](0) AW (1)

= Es[Mx[¢](s,50)] + ) /:k W [Mi41[€](s, sk, -))(8) AW (2)

S

= BsMle)osu)) + | " SolMusa€](s, s, ](5) AW (1)

DY /5 /S /S /5 S IMutr [6105, 51 (b b1 o) AV (8- AW (1) TV (2).

From this, together with the assumption of the induction, we have, for any n € Ny and (s, sg,to,t) =
(80, ey Sk—1,Sk,t0, L1, - .,tn) S An+k+2(s, T),

Sn[Mk‘f’l[g](S’ Sk -)](to, t) = SnJrl[Mk[f](Sv )](Ska to, t) = anrkJrl[f](Sv Sk, to, t)'

By the induction, we see that (3] holds for any k,n € Ny.
We write the right-hand side of @A) by Y=, YK [€](t), where U [€](t) := Fo[K](£)E(t), t € (S,T), and

WE[E](t) = /A gy SIS DM 5,5, 1€ (5.7),
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for k € N. Noting that [|[Mg[¢]llz2(a,, . s.1)) < €llL2(s.1), we see that

’ dt}

1N s = /\/AM K](s, )My e](s, 1) ds

SE[/S (/Ak(m 184K (s, )13, s ) (/Ak(m IMilE](s. 1) ds) ]

< ISk [K]|||$2k+1(S,T)||Mk[§]||%§(Ak+l(s,T))

< IBEIIR,. . s 1€l 20,7

This implies that, for each k € Ny, \Ilf is a bounded linear operator on L]%(S,T;Rdx‘il) with the operator
norm 5|y < [I84K] v, (5,7 Noting that 35 I1§x[K ]Iy s.) = I1K]lcscs.z) < 00, the infinite
sum Yoo, UK [¢] converges in L2(S, T; R%*91). Furthermore, by the stochastic Fubini theorem and ({H]), we
have

S [ WK (€]] (0, 1) = /A gy S B MulE s, ik, )
— [ BRI Bl to,t) ds
Ay (to,T)

for (to,t) = (to,t1,- - tn) € Apy1(S,T) and k,n € Ny. Thus, we get

sn[kz_owi‘m}(to, anw I(to. )

:Z/A o) 3K (s, t0)Fnrnl€] (s, to, t) ds

k=0

=3 [ BRI 0t 00

= FulK * €(to, 1)
for (to,t) = (to,t1, .- tn) € Api1(S,T) and n € No. This implies that the equality K % & = 352 UK[¢]
holds in L2(S, T;R?), and we complete the proof. O
The following is a duality principle with respect to the x-product and the backward x-product.
Proposition 4.7. For each x-Volterra kernel K € Kg(S,T;R¥4) and p,v € L3(S,T;R?), it holds that

—
(K %o, 9) pas,r) = (0, KT ¥)pags.m)-

Here, for each &1,& € LA(S,T;RY), (€1, &) r2(s,m) = IE[fST<§1 (t),&(t)) dt] denotes the inner product in the
Hilbert space L2(S,T;R?).
Proof. By the isometry, together with the Fubini theorem, we have

oo

(K x 0,925 = D (FalK % 0], Snlt]) L2(a s (5.1))
n=0

=3 (3 B kKo Bl 5”[1/’]%2@”“(5@

n=0 k=0

=D > @uklK] > Fulel, Ful)) 2220 (51

k=0n=k
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- Z /A (8,T) / +.T) <Sn7k[K](S’maXt)Sk[@](t)aSn[w](s,t» dsdt

k=0n=~k
oo

B kz_%)/mﬂ(s T) Z / A (maxt,T) Sn-sl](s, max) Sult](or1) ds> o

oo

= Z/A - T)@k[so](t),%k[KT S ) (t)) dt

k=0

= " @Brle, SrlE T % U r2an. (s

k=0
—
= (o, KT % ) 3(s,7)-

Thus, we get the assertion. O

4.2 Backward *-product
Next, we investigate the term J T Y appearing in equation ([3]).

Definition 4.8. For each E € L, (Ax(S,T);R**%) and ¢ € L3(S, T;R*?*%) with dy,d, d3 € N, we define
the backward x-product = :5 by

<
*

)(t) == E, [/tT =(s,£)(s) ds] L te(S,T).

Also, for each Z; € Lz, (Aa(S, T); R¥1>%d2) and =, € Lz .(Aa(S, T); R¥2%d3) we define
(Z1

=0)(t,5) i= Ey [/tT =1 (r, 1) Ea(r, 5) dr} . (t,5) € Ao(S,T).

Lemma 4.9. For each = € Lg  (Aa(S, T);RExd2) gnd & € LA(S, T;R42%493) with dy,ds,d3 € N, the backward

*-product = :{ is in LE(S, T;R¥*43) " and the Wiener-Ité chaos expansion satisfies

a2 ¥ (o) Z / T nlZ)(s. to)Frle] (s, ) ds,
Ap_pny1(to,T)
for eachn € No and (to,t) = (to, t1,...,tn) € Apt1(S,T). Furthermore, for each 1 € L%7*(A2(S, T);R4*%)

and By € L§ ,(Ay(S,T);R=*%), the backward %-product =, % 2y is in LE (Ao(S,T);RU>ds) and the

Wiener—Ito chaos expansion satisfies

SulZ1 % 2a)(to, ) Z/ Srn[Z1](s,0)k[E2] (s, 1) ds,
Ap—nt1(to,T)
for each n € Ny and (to,t) = (to,t1, .. tn,tnt1) € Apia(S,T).

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

/‘Et/ (s, 1)¢ s)dsHth}gE{/STEt[/tT|E(s,t)||§(s)|ds}2dt}
gE[/STEt[/tT|E(s,t)|2ds]1Et[/tT|§(s)|2ds] dt}
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=/TE[/T|E<S t>|2ds}E[/tT ()7 s
<IE// Est|2dsdt} [/STK(S)FdS}

This implies that = :5 € L2(S,T; R4 *43) and that the operations = + = :{ and £ — = :5 are continuous.

Observe that . .
5?5:(2@ :) (Zm ) S W[5 5 w6
m=0

m,n=0

For each m,n € Ny and ¢ € (S,T), we have

21 € 20, 16)0) = B[ | T2l 20, 1) ]

_/tTEt[(/ts /ttl---/ttm1§m[E](s,t1,...,tm,t)dW(tm)---dW(tl))
x (/;/;1---/;"lsn[g](s,tl,...,tn)dW(tn)---dW(tl))}ds.

If m > n, we get

@Wom[Z] * Wa[€)) (1)

tl tn 1 tn tn+1 tmfl _
/// / Et// / gm[a](s,tl,...,tn,tn+1,...,tm,t)dW(tm)---dW(th)}
t t

X S’n[f](s,tl, .. .,tn) dtn . 'dtl ds
= 0.

On the other hand, if m < n, we have

(@i [Z] * Wale)(®)

/// /m1 Z](8,t1, - oy b, t)

tm tm+1 tn— 1
xIEt/ / / stl,...,tm,tm+1,...,tn)dW(tn)---dW(th)}dtm---dtlds
m—1
N R
t7n+1 tnl
/ / / S tl;---;tm;thrl;---;tn) dW(tn)dW(thrl)dtmdtl ds

/ / / T o BB ) AW () AW 1),

where we used the stochastic Fubini theorem in the last equality. Consequently, we obtain
(2% &)t

= Z/ /tl /t” o l/mﬂm =) (5 )Ful€](5 s s b)) ds AW (tn_)- - AW (£1)
_Z/ / /" 1 Z/Ak o tT)Sk n[E](s, f)&k[f](safla---afn)ds}dW(fn)'"dW(fl)-
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This implies that

Fn[E % €t tr, s tn) Z/A . T)gk (2105, 10) k€] (5,11, - - oy 1) ds

for each n € Ny and (to,t1,...,tn) € Apt1(S,T). This completes the proof. O

Proposition 4.10. For each J,J1,J2, J3 € Jp(S,T;RI*9), €, &,& € L2(S,T; R4 with d; € N, K €
Kr(S, T; R and o € R, the following hold:

— —
Ji % Ja € Je(S, T;RY) and [||h * Jalll s,y < 1l zecs.my T2l 7oz (4.6)
— —
J % €€ L(S, T; RN and || T % &ll2es,r) < 1| gecs.m €l £2¢s,m) (4.7)
— —
J* K € Kp(S, T;R>) and |||7 * Klllicos,m) < Iz .0 11K ica (5.7 (4.8)

and

T % (Jo+Js)=J1 % Jo+ Jy % Js,
(Ji+ o) % Jy = Jy % Js+ Jo % Js,
a(Jy % Jo) = (aJy) % Jo = Jy ¥ (als),
J:(fl +€2):J:§1+J:§2,
(i+J2) % E=J1 % E+Ja % €,
a(J % &) = (a]) ¥ £ =T (ag),

T % (T Js) = (I = 00T % g, (4.9)
S (Rx €)= «J)T ¥ ¢ (4.10)
J¥ (Kx&)=(KT»J)T % g, (4.11)
Kx(J%8=UT«K)T % (4.12)

Proof. Noting Lemmal[L9] the assertions ([@6l), (7)) and [J)) can be proved by the same way as in Lemmal[Z7]
and thus we omit the proofs. We prove ([@I0), (@I and [@I2). The equality (@I) can be proved by the
same way as ([LI0), and the other assertions are clear from the definition.

First, we prove ([{I0). Noting the measurability of J; and using Fubini’s theorem, we see that, for each
e (5,7,

— — o7 —
(% (R %)) =E, /t (s, )(J2 % €)(s) ds]

:/tT Ji(s, t)Eq [/ST Jo(r, s)E(r) dr} ds}

=R /tT Ji(s,t) AT Ja(r, $)E(r) dr ds}

:/tT (/t Ja(r,s) (s, )" ds)Tg(r) ar|

_ T
=L, /t (JQ—r * Jl—r)(r, t)Té(r) dr}
= ((J5 * )T % O).

=E

-

[
5

Thus, [@I0) holds.
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Next, we prove ([AI1)). By Lemma A9l for each n € Ny and (to,t) = (to, t1,. .-, tn) € Apy1(S,T),
5)](t07 )

SnlJ
_ SronlJ)(5,t0)Fk[K % €](s,t) ds

k—=n ’ Dk—nt1(to,T)

->/ Fal](5:10) Z / S 4K (r max $)S[€)(r, 5, 1) dr s
k=n Ap_ny1(to,T) Ay (maxs,T)

= ZZ/M nﬂ(tO,T)(SLk[KT]D§k—n[‘]T])(57tof&[{](s,t} ds
l—n

- Z/A (t T>{Z(3e nek[K 5 Skl ] (s, to)} 3ol (s, t) ds

k=0
[eS)

- Z/A o) Soonl(KT % T (s, t0)Fe[€] (s, 1) ds

l=n
= Bal(K T %) % (o, 1).

Thus, (ZI1) holds.
Lastly, we prove (£12)). By Lemma L9 and Lemma B8 for each n € Ny and ¢ € A,41(S,T),

Sl % (J % €)](1)

oo

= Fr_nlK](s,maxt)F J:{ s, t)ds
Z/A gy Bl DR 5 (5.0

_Z/Ak P Sk—n|K](s0, s, maxt Z/A

Z

_Z/A (maxt.7) / Fokl1r50) S K] (s, s,maxt) dso b Sl 1) )

Fe 110, 50)30[€) (5, 6) dr b d(so, )

t—k+1(s0,T)

T
_Z/Az n(maxtT (Sé wl ]*Skfn[KT])(&maXt)} Sel€l(s,t) ds

=n
/A[ n(maxt,T)

_Z/A ( tTSZ-WT*KT)TJ(svmaxtm[g](s,t)ds

n

S Fecn a5 Gl ) (s, maet) ) Fel](5.1) s

=0

= Fal(JTx KT % €(1),
Thus, (£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 € Jz (S, T; R™¥9) and o, € L]%(S’,T;Rd), it holds that

-
(T, ) pas,r) = (0T % ¥)pags.m)-

Proof. By using Fubini’s theorem, we have
T
v etz =E[[ (o0 00)ar
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Thus, we get the assertion. O

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 € Jp(S, T; R?¥*4) and a x-Volterra kernel K € Kp(S, T; R*4) be
fized, and suppose that (J, K) has a (x,%)-resolvent (Q, R) € Jx(S, T; R?) x Kp(S, T; R*). Then for any
free term 1p € L(S, T;RY), the generalized BSVIE

V=¢+J $SY+K %Y

has a unique solution Y € L(S,T; R?). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:
Y=¢+Q ¥+ R" % .

Proof. Define Y € L2(S,T;R%) by Y = ¢+ Q" % ¢+ R % . By Proposition 5], Proposition EI0 and the
resolvent equations, we have

JT5Y =0T 5% W+QT ¥¢v+R" %)
=J %+ (Qx)) x+RxI) ¥ o
—(J+QxJ+RxJ) %4
=Q" %
and
KT%Y=KT%@W+QT x¢y+R" %)
=K %9+ Q+«K)T %+ R+«K) %o
= (K+Q+K+R+K)T %4
=R % 1.
Thus, weget Y =¢p+JT x Y + KT % Y.
Conversely, if Y € L2(S, T;R?) satisﬁesY:z/J—l—JT:Y—i—KTiY, then we have
QT ¥ v=Q %Y -JT%¥Y-K'%Y)
=Q" *Y—(J*Q) >s<Y—(K*Q)—r
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and
T5yp=RTS(Y-JT%XY-K %Y)
=RT%Y-(J+xR)T %Y —(KxR)T %Y
=(R-J+*R—KxR)"
=KT%Y.

Thus, we get Y = ¢ + QT % v+ RT % 1. This completes the proof. O

From the above result, together with the stochastic integral representation of the backward *-product
(see Proposition [£.6]), we immediately get the following corollary.

Corollary 4.13. Let J € Jr(S, T;R™) and K = 377 | W, [ky] € Kp(S, T; R with ky, € Vi1 (S, T; R,
n € N, be fized, and suppose that (J, K) has a (x,x)-resolvent (Q, R) € Jz (S, T; R4 x Kg(S, T;RY*4). Then
for any free term ¢ € L(S, T;R?), the generalized BSVIE

o0

Y(t):w(t)+1Et[/tTJ(s,t)TY(s)ds}+ /(tT)kn(s,t)TMn[Y](s,t)ds,te(S,T),

n=1

has a unique solution' Y € L2(S,T;R?). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:

T 00
Y(t)=9(t) + E, [/t Q(s,t)" ds} Z /A o (5,6) " My [1](s,t)ds, t € (S,T),

where Ty, = Fn[R] € Vi1 (S, T;R*Y) for n € N. Here, the infinite sum in the right-hand side converges in
L2(S, T; RY).

Corollary 4.14. Let deterministic kernels j € L?(Aa(S,T); R and k € Vo(S, T;R¥*?) be fized. Let
q € L?(Ao(S,T); R¥*?) be the *-resolvent of j, and assume that W[k + q * k] has a x-resolvent. Then for
any free term 1 € L2(S,T;R%), the Type-1I BSVIE

T T
Y(t)=u(t)+ E, [/t j(s,t)TY(s) ds} —|—/t k(s,t)TMl[Y](s,t) ds, t € (S,T),

has a unique solution Y € L(S,T; R?). This solution is given by the variation of constants formula:

o0

Y(t) =)+ Z/ » T)(k +qx k)" (r,t) T My [](r, t) drr
T
—i—/t q(s,t) )+ Z/ T) (k+q*k)"™(r, ) " Mu[](r, s) dr} ds, t € (S,T).

Proof. By the arguments in the proof of Corollary B.24] we see that (Q, R) defined by R = >°7 , 0,,[(k +

n=1

q* k)" € Kp(S,T;R¥4) and Q = g+ R*q € Jp(S, T; R?*9) is the (x,*)-resolvent of (j,20;[k]). Thus, by
Theorem AI2 the BSVIE Y = ¢+ j T % Y + 20, (k] T % Y has a unique solution Y € L2(S,T;R%), and the
solution is given by

Y=¢+Q  ¥¢y+R %o
=+ (q+Rxq)T ¥+ RT %o
=d+q xvtq ¥ (R AU +RTx Y
=Y+ R %v+q ¥ (W+RT %)

Here, we used Proposition .10l Noting Proposition .6 we get the assertion. O
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By the variation of constants formulae, together with the duality principles for the x- and the *-products
(see Proposition 7] and Proposition [IT]), we get the following duality principle between generalized SVIEs
and generalized BSVIEs.

Theorem 4.15. Let a x-Volterra kernel J € Jp(S, T;R*4) and a *-Volterra kernel K € Ky(S, T; R**4)
be fived, and suppose that (J, K) has a (x,%)-resolvent (Q,R) € Jw(S, T;R™¥9) x KCp(S, T;R¥*?). For each
@, € LA(S, T;RY), let X,Y € L2(S,T;R?) be the solutions of the generalized SVIE

X=p+JxX+KxX

and the generalized BSVIE
Y=¢+J %Y +K %Y,

respectively. Then it holds that
(X, 2s,ry = (@, Y)r2(s,1)-

Proof. By Theorem and Theorem £12] X and Y are given by X = o+ Q*p + Rxp and Y =
v+QT % Y+ RT % 1), respectively. Therefore, by Proposition .7 and Proposition LTIl we get

— —
(X, W25 = e+ Qo+ Rro, W) 2sr) = (00 + QT ¥ v+ RT x )25y = (0, Y) 12051

Thus, the assertion holds. O

5 Existence of the x-resolvent

As we have seen in the above sections, the (x, %)-resolvent plays crucial roles for solving SVIEs and BSVIEs.
Recall that every *-Volterra kernel has a unique *-resolvent (see Proposition BI6). Also, the (x,*)-resolvent
can be constructed by the #-resolvent and the x-resolvent (see Proposition B.20). In this section, we focus
on the existence of the x-resolvent. We borrow some ideas from Section 9.3 of the textbook [I1], where the
general theory on deterministic Volterra kernels is discussed.

First, we show the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Every x-Volterra kernel K € Kg(S,T;R>%) with ||K|||x.s,7) < 1 has a *-resolvent R €
K (S, T;R?). Furthermore, it holds that R =Y > | K*", where K*" denotes the (n — 1)-fold x-product of
K by itself, and the infinite sum converges in Kp(S, T; R4*?).

Proof. By Proposition B.3 we have [||[K*"|||x,(s,1) < |||K|||’,éF(S 7y for any n € N. Thus, by the assumption,
the infinite sum R := > 7 | K*" converges in Kr(S,T; R?*?). Observe that

K+ KxR=K+Kx(YS K")=K+> Kxk™=3 K" =R
n=1 n=1 n=1
Similarly, we have K + R+ K = R. Thus, R is the x-resolvent of K. O

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

Definition 5.2. For each x-Volterra kernel K € Kp(S, T; R?*9) and a subinterval (U, V) of (S, T), we define
the restricted x-Volterra kernel K vy € Ke(U,V;R4*9) of K on (U, V) by the Wiener-It6 chaos expansion

gn[K(U,V)] = SH[K]|A7L+1(U,V)7 n € No,

where, for each function f : A, 1(S,T) — R¥? with n € Ny, the function flawawvy s Anpa (U, V) — Rxd
is the restriction of f on A, 41(U, V).
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Remark 5.3. (i) Note that it does not hold Ky (t) = K(t) for t € (U, V) in general.

(i) Let 0 < S < U <V < T < 0o. Suppose that a x-Volterra kernel K € Kp(S,T; R9*?) has a x-resolvent
R € Kp(S,T;R¥?) on (S,T). By the definition, it is easy to see that the restricted x-Volterra kernel
Kwyvy € Kr(U,V; R?*4) has a x-resolvent on (U, V'), which is given by the restricted %-Volterra kernel
R(U.,V) S ’CF(U, V; RdXd) 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 x-resolvent. The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.4. Let K € Kp(S,T;R**%) be a %-Volterra kernel on (S,T) with 0 < S < T < oco. Suppose
that there exists {Ur}j o with m € N such that S = Uy < Uy < --- < Uy, = T and that, for every
k€ {0,1,...,m — 1}, the restricted x-Volterra kernel K, y € Kr(Uk, Ugt1; R has a «-resolvent on
(U, Uk+1). Then K has a x-resolvent on (S,T).

WUkt

Proof. Tt suffices to show the theorem when m = 2. Let S < U < T be fixed, and assume that K ) €
Kg(S,U; R4*4) (vesp. Ky € Kr(U, T;R¥*9)) has a *-resolvent R(s 1y € Kr(S, U;R??) on (S,U) (resp.
Rw,r) € Ke(U, T;R™%) on (U,T)). Define -Volterra kernels K;, R; € Ke(S, T; R**%), i = 1,2, on the whole
interval (S, T') by the Wiener—It6 chaos expansions

SnlK1] == Fn[Ks,1)] on Any1(S,U), Su[Ki1]:=0o0n Ay 1(S,T)\ Apy1(S,U), n € N,
Snl[K2] := Fn[Kwr] on Api1 (U, T), §u[Ka] :=0o0n Apy1(S,T)\ Any1 (U, T), n € No,
Snl[R1] = FnlR(s,0n] on Apy1(S,U), Fn[R1] :=00n Api1(S,T)\ Any1(S,U), n € N,
SnlR2] == Fn[Rw.r)] on A1 (U, T), Fn[Re] :==00n Ayy1(S,T)\ A1 (U, T), n € No.

Define R € Kp(S,T;R¥*?) by
R=K+K*xRi+ Ry*x K+ Ryx K% Rj.

We will show that R is the *-resolvent of K on (S,T).
First, we show that R; is the x-resolvent of K; on (S,T) for i = 1,2. Observe that, on A, 1(S5,T) with
n € Ny,

$ullr s Fu] = 3 Fu sl o FulR] = (ank 0] > Frl[R(s,0)] ) L, 5.0

k=0
= SulKs,v)* Res,ona, . (s,0) = SnlRs,v) — Ks,yla, . (s,0)
- Sn[Rl - 1];

and hence Ry = K; + K1 x Ry on (S,T). Similarly, we can show that Ry = K; + Ry x K1 and Ry =
Ko+ Ko x Ry = Ko+ Ry x Ko on (S, T). Thus, R; is the x-resolvent of K; on (S,T) for i = 1, 2.
Second, we show the following claim:

R=K+KxRi +KyxR=K+ Ry x K + R« K. (5.1)
Since Rs is the x-resolvent of K5, we have

KoxR=Ko*x K+ Kox K*xRi+ Kox RoxK + Ko % Ry xK x Ry
N—— N——
=Ro— K> =Ro—K>o
:RQ*K+R2*K*R1.

By inserting this formula into the definition of R, we get the first equality in (BI]). On the other hand, since
R; is the x-resolvent of K7, we have

RxKi=KxK{+KxRi xK{+Ro*xKxK{+ Ry*x K xRy ~K;
S—— ——
=R1—K; =R1—K;
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=K*xRi+ Ryx K% R;.

By inserting this formula into the definition of R, we get the second equality in (G51]).
Third, let us show the following claim:

gn[K] = gn[KI] on An-{-l(sa U) and gn[K] = Sn[KQ] on An-{-l(Ua T)7

SnlR] = Fn[R1] on Ayy1(S,U) and §,[R] = §n[R2] on A, 1 (U, T), (52)

for each n € Ny. The equalities for K are trivial from the definition. We show the equalities for R. Let
n € Np. Observe that, on A,,41(S,U),

FulK] = Ful K1),
FnlK * By] = an kK] > Fi[Ra] = Z&n R[E0] D Fr[Ra] = §nl[K1 xR,
k=0
FnlRo x K] = an_k[Rz] > 3k K] =
k=0
FnlRo* K Ra] = Fnk[Ro] > Fk[K * Ra] =

k=0
and hence
Sn[R] = Fn[K1] + Fn[K1 * R1] = §n[K1 + K1 % Ri] = §n[R1).
On the other hand, on A, 1(U,T),

SnlK] = Sn[Ka],

n

ol x RBa] = ) n—i[K]>Fi[Ra] =
k=0

S

FulRe* K] = Fn k[Ro] > §i[K ankask[KQ] FnlRo * Ko,

k=0 k=0

FulRox K x Ri] = Fnk[Ro K]>Fi[Ra] =0
k=0

and hence
Sn[R] = Sn[KQ] + gn[R2 *KQ] = gn[KQ + R2 *KQ] = gn[R2]

Thus, the claim (52)) holds.
Lastly, we show the following claim:

KxRi+KoxR=KxRand Rox K+ RxK; = Rx K. (5.3)

By using (52)), for each n € Ny, we have

SnlK *x Ry] = Zgn kK] > Sk[R1] = Zgn kK] > (Sk[Ri]a,, (s,0))

—Z& kK> (Sk[RA,,, (s,0))

and, for a.e. on A, 41(S,7T),

FnlK2 xR = Z&n W[ K20 3k[B] = > (Fnk[Ka)la,_,, ) > Tkl R]
k=0

k=0
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Sn kKA, o)) > Sk[R]

M= 1T M:

Sk K] > (Se[R]1A, (S, 7)\ A1 (5.0))-

>
Il

0

Note that the last equality holds except on the set Jp_o{(to,t1,....tn) € Apg1(S,T) [ty = U} whose
Lebesgue measure is zero on A,,11(S,T). Thus, we get

Fn[K x Ri+ Ky« R] = Z%k 15> §k[R] = Fu|K * R] a.e. on A,yq(S,T)

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

n n

Sn[R2*x K] = Z Sn—r[R2] > §x[K] = Z(Snfk[R2]ﬂAn,k+l(U,T)) > $r[K]
k

=0 k=0

M:

(Sn—k[BA, ., (.m) > Sl K]
k=0

and, for a.e. on A, 1(S,T),

Sn[R* K1) = Zgn k[R] > §k[K1] = Zgn k[R] > (Sk K11, (s,0))
= Z&H«[R] > (Sk[K]1a, ., (5.0))
k=0

=Y BnkBa, . (510 .) > Sk

Thus, we get
Fn[Re* K + Rx K] = Zgn k[R] > Fr[K] = Fn[R * K] a.c. on Apiq(S,T)

for each n € Ny. Therefore, the second equality in (53] holds.

By (BI) and (B3), we get R = K + K x R = K + R* K, which implies that R is the x-resolvent of K on
(S,T). This completes the proof. O

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

Corollary 5.5. Let K € Kp(S,T;R**?) be a x-Volterra kernel. Suppose that there exists {Ux}7", with
m € N such that S = Uy < Uy < -+- < Uy, = T and that, for every k € {0,1,...,m — 1}, the restricted
*-Volterra kernel Ky, v,,,) € Ke(Uk, Urs1; R¥*) satisfies || K, v, 0)lllcei,ve) < 1. Then K has a
x-resolvent R € Ky (S, T; R¥?) on (S,T).

Corollary 5.6. Let K € Kp(S, T;R?*%) be a x-Volterra kernel. Assume that
ess sup|§o K] (t)|op < 1
te(S,T)
and that there exists a nonnegative function a € L*(0,T — S;R) satisfying
8nK](to, t1, - tn)lop < [[altion = i), (tosta, .. o tn) € Apya (S, T),

for any n € N. Then K has a *-resolvent R € Kp(S, T;R¥%) on (S, T).
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Proof. We denote 6 := esssup|Fo[K](t)|op < 1. Let € € (0,1) be a number such that §+ = < 1. Then there
te(S,T)

exists {Uy }iLo with m € N such that S = Uy < Uy < --- < Uy, =T and that ||a||z20,0,,,-v,) < € for every
ke {0,1,...,m — 1}. Fix an arbitrary k € {0,1,...,m — 1}. Note that

|||SO[K(Uk7Uk+1)]|||V1(Uk,Uk+1) = esssup |SO[K](t)|OP < d.
tE(U;C,Uk+1)

Furthermore, noting Lemma 2.4] we see that

118K 0 Ui ) Vs Uiy < NlallZ2(0,00,—v,) < €"

for any n € N. Thus, we have

s g
|||K(Uk,Uk+1)|||’CF(Uk,Uk+1) = Z |||$n[K(Uk,Uk+l)]|||V71+1(Uk)Uk+l) <di+ m <L
n=0

By Corollary 5.5 we get the assertion. O
Corollary 5.7. Let K € Kp(S, T;R**%) be a x-Volterra kernel. Assume that
€ss Sup|SO[K](t)|op <1
te(S,T)
and that
p-2 1/py1/n
sup{(n!) % ess sup(/ 1S [K](s, )5, ds) } < o0
nen te(5,1) M A (t,T)
for some p > 2. Then K has a x-resolvent R € Kg(S,T;RY*%) on (S,T).

Proof. We denote § := esssup|Fo[K]|(t)|op < 1 and
te(S,T)

p— 1/py1/n
C, = sup{(n!)_TIfesssup(/ 1§ K] (s, )2, ds) } < .
neN te(S,T) N A, (t,T)

Let € > 0 be a number such that

Cpa (:Dz;?)

(p—2)

1—Cpe 2
Take {Ug}yr, with m € N such that S = Uy < Uy < --- < Uy, = T and that Upp1 — U, < € for
every k € {0,...,m — 1}. Let k € {0,...,m — 1} be fixed. The restricted *-Volterra kernel Ky, v, ,,) €
Kp(Uy, Ug11; R¥*?) satisfies

Cpe " <1and 6 +

|||SO[K(UIC)U7<:+1)]|||V1(Uk7Uk+l) = esssup |SO[K](0|0P < d
tG(U;C,U)H,l)

and, by Holder’s inequality,
|||SH[K(U1C,U1¢+1)]|||Vn+1(Uk,Uk+1)

1/2
= esssup |5n[K](5at)|c2>p ds)
t€(Uk,Uk+1) W An(t,Ug11)

(Upg1 — Up)™\ % / 1/p
< | — ess sup SnlK](s, )P ds
( ) (o BN 05)

n! te(S,T)
)"

(p—2)
< (Cpe™z

for each n € N. Thus, we have

oo r=2)
Cpe 2p
K e vn e lice i) = 2 I8l K e i ) lyss Wi ) < 8+ —2—5=r < 1.
n=0 1-— Cp&‘ 2p
By Corollary 5.5 we get the assertion. O
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