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Backward doubly stochastic differential equations and SPDEs
with quadratic growth*
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Abstract. In this paper, we initiate the study of backward doubly stochastic differential equations
(BDSDES, for short) with quadratic growth. The existence, comparison, and stability results for
one-dimensional BDSDEs are proved when the generator f(¢,Y,Z) grows in Z quadratically and
the terminal value is bounded, by introducing some new ideas. Moreover, in this framework, we
use BDSDEs to give a probabilistic representation for the solutions of semilinear stochastic partial
differential equations (SPDEs, for short) in Sobolev spaces, and use it to prove the existence and

uniqueness of such SPDEs, thus extending the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula.

Key words: backward doubly stochastic differential equation, stochastic partial differential equa-
tion, quadratic growth, Feynman-Kac formula, Sobolev solution.

AMS subject classifications. 60H10, 60H15, 60H30.

1 Introduction

The nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula was introduced by Pardoux—Peng [25] after they proved the
existence and uniqueness of nonlinear backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs, for short)
in [24]. It provides a probabilistic representation for a large class of semilinear partial differential
equations (PDEs, for short). A few years later, in order to give a probabilistic representation for
semilinear stochastic PDEs (SPDEs, for short), a new class of BSDEs called the backward doubly
stochastic differential equations (BDSDEs, for short) were introduced by them too in [26]. In order
to present the work more clearly, we describe the problem in detail.
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Let (Q,.%,P) be a complete probability space on which two standard independent Brownian
motions {W;;0 < t < oo} and {By;0 < t < oo}, with values in R? and R!, respectively, are defined.
Let T > 0 be a fixed terminal time and denote by A the class of P-null sets of .%, where

T2 FNV v FE, vtelo,T).

t

S

In the above, for any process {n;;0
cach (t,z) € [0,T] x R™, let {XL";¢
equations (SDEs, for short):

T}, ﬂgt =o{n —ns;s <r <t}VN and F = 3“&. For

<
< T'} be the solution of the following stochastic differential

<
<

S S
X =g +/ b(XE*)dr +/ o(XEMYaw,, t<s<T,
¢ ¢
and consider the following backward doubly stochastic differential equations: for t < s < T,

T T T
vir—nXp)+ [ Xy 2 [ gt X i 2indB, - [ zaw, Ly
S S S

where the dW integral is a forward Ito’s integral and the d% integral is a backward one. The
coefficient h is called the terminal value and the coefficient f is called the generator. The solution
of (1.1) is the pair (Y, Z) of .#-measurable processes. For convenience, hereafter, by a quadratic
BDSDE, or BDSDE with quadratic growth, we mean that in (1.1), the generator f grows in Z
quadratically. Meanwhile, we call h the bounded terminal value if it is bounded.

Pardoux—Peng [26] introduced BDSDEs (1.1), gave the well-posedness of solutions under globally
Lipschitz coefficients, and used it to prove the existence and uniqueness of the following semilinear
SPDEs:

T
u(s, x) =h(x) +/ {ﬁu(r,x) + f(r,x,u(r,:n), (UTVU)(r,x)) } dr
) (1.2)
T
+ [ gt (7 Vo 0)dB,, 1<,

where o' denotes the transposed of ¢, and

S R 9? -
Engia—ﬂfi_‘_gi;laiji&ﬂiaxj’ (aij):cm .
This result is summarized as the nonlinear stochastic Feynman-Kac formula, which permits us to
solve SPDE by BDSDE and, conversely, one can use SPDE to solve BDSDE too. Since then, this
important theory has attracted a lot of attention. For example, Buckdahn—Ma [10, 11] introduced
the stochastic viscosity solution to the nonlinear SPDEs, which connect BDSDEs to extend the
nonlinear stochastic Feynman-Kac formula. Bally-Matoussi [3] obtained the connection between
the solution of BDSDEs and the Sobolev solution of related SPDEs. Zhang—Zhao [37] studied
infinite horizon BDSDEs and got the stationary solutions of related SPDEs. Xiong [33] solved a
long standing open problem about the SPDE characterization of the super-Brownian motion by



making use of the BDSDE. Buckdahn-Li—Xing [9] studied mean-field BDSDEs and the associated
nonlocal semilinear SPDEs. Besides, Shi-Gu—Liu [28] obtained the comparison theorem of solutions
of BDSDEs. Han—Peng—Wu [16] got the maximum principle for backward doubly stochastic control
systems. Hu-Matoussi-Zhang [18] studied the Wong-Zakai approximations of BDSDEs. For more
recent developments of BDSDEs, we refer the readers to Boufoussi-Van Casteren—-Mrhardy [6],
Gomez et al. [15], Shi-Wen—Xiong [29], Wu—Zhang [31], Zhang—Zhao [38], etc.

Moreover, when the coefficient g is absent, BDSDEs (1.1) are essentially reduced to the following
backward stochastic differential equations:

T T
Y, =¢ +/ £(s,Y,, Zy)ds — / ZdW,, 0<t<T, (1.3)
t t

which were firstly introduced by Pardoux—Peng [24], where they obtained the existence and unique-
ness under Lipschitz coefficients. Since then, BSDE stimulates some significant developments in
many fields, such as partial differential equation (see Pardoux—Peng [25] and Yong [34]), mathemat-
ical finance (see El Karoui-Peng—Quenez [14]), and stochastic optimal control (see Yong—Zhou [35]),
to mention a few. Meanwhile, based on the wide applications and motivated by the open problem
proposed by Peng [23], many efforts have been made to relax the conditions on the generator f of
BSDE (1.3) for the existence and/or uniqueness of adapted solutions. For example, Lepeltier—San
Martin [21] proved the existence of adapted solutions for BSDE when the generator f is contin-
uous and of linear growth in (Y, Z). In 2000, Kobylanski [20] established the well-posedness for
one-dimensional BSDE (1.3) with f growing in Z quadratically and with bounded terminal value.
When the terminal value is unbounded, Briand—Hu [7, 8] proved the existence and uniqueness of
one-dimensional BSDEs with quadratic growth. Delbaen-Hu-Bao [13] studied BSDEs with the gen-
erator f growing in Z super-quadratically. For multi-dimensional situation, Hu-Tang [19] proved
the existence and uniqueness of BDSDEs with diagonally quadratic generators, and Xing—Zitkovic
[32] established the existence and uniqueness for a large class of Markovian BSDEs with quadratic
growth. Some other recent developments of quadratic BSDEs can be found in Bahlali-Eddahbi—
Ouknine [1], Barrieu—El Karoui [5], Cheridito-Nam [12], Hu-Li-Wen [17], Richou [27], Tevzadze
[30], and references cited therein.

Note that in quadratic BSDEs, in order to overcome the difficulty of quadratic growth, one always
would like to distinguish whether the terminal value is bounded or not. The reason is that when the
terminal value is bounded, by involving bounded mean oscillation martingales (BMO martingale,
for short), some nice estimates and regularities for the solution (Y, Z) could be obtained. In other
words, in this case, one could prove that Y is bounded and Z belongs to the BMO martingale
space, which are useful when proving the existence and uniqueness. In addition, when proving the
existence, the main idea is to use the exponential transformation, which implies that there is an
essential difference between the study of the one-dimensional case and the multi-dimensional case.
In summary, when studying the quadratic BSDEs, it is better to distinguish whether the terminal
value is bounded or not, and the framework is a one-dimensional case or a multi-dimensional case.



On the other hand, during the past two decades, stimulated by the broad applications and
the open problem of Peng [23], tremendous efforts have been made to relax the conditions on the
generator f of BDSDEs and extend the nonlinear stochastic Feynman-Kac formula. However, to
the best of our knowledge, there are few works concerning BDSDEs (1.1) when the generator f
grows in Z quadratically. Some related studies are the works of Zhang-Zhao [39] and Bahlali et
al. [2], where they obtained the existence and uniqueness of BDSDEs when the generator f is of
polynomial growth in Y and is of super-linear (or sub-quadratic) in Z, respectively. For quadratic
BDSDEs, the main difficulty is that due to the collection F = {.%;;0 <t < T'} is neither increasing
nor decreasing, and it does not constitute a filtration. So the main technique of BMO martingale
used in quadratic BSDEs is useless here, and one cannot expect to study the regularity of Z in the
BMO martingale space. Besides, the backward Itd’s integral appeared in BDSDE (1.1) will bring
extra troubles when proving the existence and uniqueness of the solutions.

In this paper, we initiate the theory of BDSDEs with quadratic growth. In particular, we
consider the one-dimensional framework of quadratic BDSDEs with bounded terminal value. First,
we study the existence under a general assumption on the generator f. Borrowed some ideas
from Kobylanski [20], we construct an artful exponential transformation (see Example 3.1), which
transforms the quadratic BDSDE into a classical one. It should be pointed out that the solution
(Y, Z) we considered is in the space L (0, T;R)x L2(0, T;RY) (see Section 2 for detailed definitions),
since F = {%#;;0 < t < T} is not a filtration. Moreover, in order to overcome the troubles that
come from the backward [t6’s integral, we introduce the idea of the comparison theorem of classical
BDSDESs, and some restricted condition (see (3.5)) on the coefficient g is made, otherwise, Y cannot
be bounded (see Example 3.2). Furthermore, based on a priori estimate (see Proposition 3.5) and
the monotone stability obtained (see Proposition 3.7), we prove that BDSDE with quadratic growth
admits a solution (Y, Z) € Lg°(0,T;R) x L2(0, T; R?) (see Theorem 3.10). Second, in order to prove
the uniqueness, we study a comparison theorem, due to the fact that the one-dimensional framework
allows us to provide a comparison theorem which directly implies the uniqueness as a by-product
(see Theorem 4.4). However, a stronger assumption on the coefficients f and g than that for the
existence result is used to prove the comparison theorem. In other words, we assume that the
partial derivatives of the coefficients f and g with respect to Z are linear growth and bounded,
respectively. Moreover, based on the comparison theorem, we obtain a stability result, i.e., the
solutions (Y™, Z™) of BDSDE with coefficients (f™,g,£") converge to the unique solution (Y, Z2)
of BDSDE with coefficients (f,g,£) when the sequences {f";n € N} and {{";n € N} converge to
f and &, respectively (see Theorem 4.6). Finally, we use BDSDE (1.1) with quadratic growth to
give a probabilistic representation for the solutions of SPDE (1.2) in Sobolev spaces, and use it
to prove the existence and uniqueness of SPDE (1.2) when f grows in o' Vu quadratically (see
Theorem 5.6), thus extending the nonlinear stochastic Feynman-Kac formula of Pardoux—Peng [26]
to quadratic growth situation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some preliminaries are presented.
In Section 3, a priori estimate, the monotonicity stability, and the existence of the solutions are



proved. In Section 4, we focus on the comparison theorem and thus derive the uniqueness of the
solutions. The stability result is obtained in this section too. In Section 5, we study the relationship
between the solution of BDSDEs with quadratic growth and the Sobolev solution of related SPDEs.

Section 6 concludes the results.

2 Preliminaries

Repeat that the triple (2,.%,P) is a complete probability space, and on which two standard inde-
pendent Brownian motions {W;;0 < ¢t < oo} and {B;;0 < t < oo} are defined with values in R?
and R!, respectively. Let T > 0 be a fixed terminal time and denote by N the class of P-null sets
of %, where

T &2 FNV v FE., vte|o,T].

In the above, for any process {n;0 < ¢t < T}, ffgt =o{n —ns;s <r <t} VN and F = 9(1)74&'
Note that the collection F = {%#;0 < t <
decreasing.

T} is not a filtration since it is neither increasing nor

Let us introduce some notations that will be used below. Denote by |- | and (-,-) the Euclidean
norm and dot product, respectively, throughout the paper. For any p > 1 and Euclidean space H,
denote by CP(H) the set of functions valued in H and of class CP with the partial derivations of
order less than or equal to p are bounded. In addition, we introduce the following spaces:

1
L% (9 H) = {§ : Q — H | £ is Fp-measurable, €] £ (E[¢[P)? < oo},
LZ (S H) = {{ : Q0 — H | € is Fp-measurable, ||€]o £ esssup [£(w)] < oo},
wel
and for any ¢ € [0,7) and s € [t,T], define
T 1
Ly(t, T;H)= {90 L TIxQ — H ‘ ps Is Fs-measurable, H90‘|L§(t,T) = (E/t |(,Ds|pd8) ? <oo},

L (t,T;H) = {90 [, T] x Q= H | @5 is Fe-measurable, [[@]| @ £ esssup  |og(w)] < oo},
" (s.w)€E[t,T]xQ

SE(t, Ty H) = {90 T x Q—H | s I8 Fs-measurable, continuous, and

lellsz ey s {ELEE%] |903|P} }% < oo}.

Consider the following backward doubly stochastic differential equations:
T T T
Vet [ feYazyds+ [ g¥az)dB- [ Zaw. o<i<r @)
t t t

where ¢ : Q© — RF is a random variable, f : Q x R¥ x R¥*4 5 RF and ¢ : Q x R¥ x RFxd 5 Rkx!
are two coefficients. Note that the dW integral is a forward It0’s integral and the d% integral is a
backward one, and both integrals are particular cases of It6-Skorohod integral (see Nualart [22]).



Definition 2.1. A pair of measurable processes (Y, Z) € S2(0,T;RF) x L4(0,T;RF*9) is called a
solution of BDSDE (2.1), if P-almost surely, it satisfies (2.1). In addition, if Y is bounded, then we
call the pair (Y, Z) a bounded solution.

Now, we recall the following propositions concerning BDSDEs, which come from Pardoux—Peng
[26] and Shi et al. [28]. The first one is the Itd’s formula for backward doubly stochastic differential
equations, the second one is the existence and uniqueness for the classical BDSDEs, and the third
one is the comparison theorem for one-dimensional classical BDSDEs.

Proposition 2.2. Let ® € C?(R¥), o € S2(0,T;R¥), B € L(0,T;R¥), v € L2(0,T;R**!), 6 €
L2(0, T; R¥*4) be such that

t t t
at:ao—i—/ ﬂsder/ ’ysd§5+/ 5. dW,, 0<t<T.
0 0 0
Then
t t t
B(ay) = B(ag) + / (®(a), Bs)ds + / (®(as), 75d B ) + / (® (as), SodIV)
0 0 0

. t
_ %/ Tr[q)//(as)’}/s’}';r]ds + % / Tr[q)//(as))ésé;r]ds'
0 0

Assumption 1. The terminal value { comes from L?@/‘ (Q:R¥), and for any y € R* and z € RF*4,
T
fly,2) € L%(O,T;Rk) and g(-,y,2) € L%(O,T;Rk”)_

Moreover, there exist two positive constants C' and « with o € (0,1) such that for any ¢ € [0,T7],
Y1, Y2 € Rka Z1,%22 € RkXda

|f(tyr, 1) — Fty2, 22)]* < Clly — yal* + |21 — Z2|2],
’g(tuyhzl) - 9(’579272’2)‘2 < C’yl - y2’2 + 04’21 - 22’2' (22)
Proposition 2.3. Under Assumption 1, BDSDEs (2.1) admit a unique solution (Y,Z2) €

S2(0,T;R¥) x L2(0,T; RF*d).

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that the coefficients (f!,g,&!) and (f2,g,£2) satisfy Assumption 1,
and let (Y1, Z') and (Y2, Z?%) be the solutions of one-dimensional BDSDEs (2.1) with parameters
(f',9,€Y) and (f2,g,€2), respectively. If for any (t,y,z) € [0,T] x R x RY,

&< flty,2) < FPlty,z),  as,

then we have that for any ¢ € [0, T,
Vi<Y? s



3 Quadratic BDSDE

In this section, we study the existence of one-dimensional BDSDEs with quadratic growth, i.e.,
k = 1. Before proving the existence, we study a priori estimate and the monotone stability, which
are important for us to prove existence later. In order to justify the assumptions that were used
to prove the existence, we give two examples. It should be pointed out that the first example also
implies the main idea to prove existence, which is the central technique throughout this section.

Example 3.1. Consider the following backward doubly stochastic differential equation,
T T T
Yt:§+0/ ]Z8]2d3+04/ stﬁs—/ ZdW,, 0<t<T, (3.1)
t t t

where C' > 0 and o € (—1,1) are two constants. Let 5 be a positive constant which will be given
later. Applying the exponential change of variable to y = exp(8Y’) implies that

T T T
YT = Yt — C/ Bys!ZSIQdS—a/ Bysst§s+/ BYs ZsdW
t t t
042 T 1 T
——/ BQyS\ZS\st—l——/ B2ys|Zs|2ds
2/, 2/,

1 a2 T T T
—u- (0= [ uzfas - [ puzdB. [ pyzaw.
t t t

Let g = 1322 and denote by z = ByZ, then the above equation can be rewritten as

T T
yr = exp(BE) +/ a28d§5 — / zsdWs, 0t <T, (3.2)
¢ ¢

which essential is a linear backward doubly stochastic differential equation. Then the classical
existence and uniqueness (see Proposition 2.3) implies that when

exp(B¢) € L%, (4 R), (3.3)

there exists a unique solution (y,z) € S2(0,T;R) x L2(0,T;R?) for BDSDE (3.2). Note that, j is
positive constant, so taking { € L% (©2;R) is a sufficient condition to insure that £ satisfies (3.3).
In fact, if § € LE (4 R), then exp(§) € L (4 R) and (3.3) holds, thus Eq. (3.2) admits a unique

solution (y, z) € S2(0,T;R) x L2(0, T; R?). Moreover, for BDSDE (3.2), by the comparison theorem
(see Proposition 2.4), one has

exp(—f¢lloc) < v <exp(Bliéllc),  VEE€0,T],

which implies that y; is positive and bounded. Now, we can define (Y, Z) by

In(y:) 2t
= , Zy=——, ¥Ytel0,T].
5 5y o1
Then, it is easy to check that the pair (Y,Z) € Lg°(0,T;R) x L%(O,T;Rd) defined above is a
solution of BDSDE (3.1). Finally, the uniqueness of (3.1) in L°(0,T;R) x L2(0, T; R?) follows from

the uniqueness of (3.2) and the fact that the exponential change of variable is no longer formal.

Y:




Example 3.2. Consider the following linear backward doubly stochastic differential equation,
T T
Y, =¢ +/ (H +d.Y,)d B, — / ZdW,, 0<t<T, (3.4)
¢ ¢

where H is a constant and d is a bounded deterministic function. From Proposition 2.3, BDSDE
(3.4) admits a unique solution (Y, Z). Moreover, Proposition 2.1 of Bally-Matoussi [3] implies that
the solution Y is given explicitly by

T
Y, =E [\Il(t,T){ + H/ dyU(t, s)ds
t

fft], 0<t<T,

where

U(t,s) = exp </ d,«d%r + %/ |dr|2d7‘> , t<s<T,
t t

which is not bounded even if the terminal value £ is bounded.

Remark 3.3. On the one hand, Example 3.1 tells us that why we require the boundedness of the
terminal value £&. On the other hand, Example 3.2 implies that even in the classical situation with
bounded terminal value &, the normal Lipschitz condition of the coefficient g with respect to y (see
(2.2)) could not guarantee that Y is bounded.

3.1 A priori estimate

In this subsection, we prove a priori estimate for the solution (Y, Z) of quadratic BDSDEs. First,
we introduce the assumption.

Assumption 2. Suppose that the terminal value { € L% (;R). Let a : [0,7] — R and b :
[0,7] — R* be two functions, and C' and « be two positive constants with a € (0,1). For all
(t,y,2) € [0,T] x R x RY,

ft oy, 2) = ao(t,y, 2)y + folt,y, 2)
with
ao(t,y,z) <as,  |fot,y,2)| < b+ Clz]%,  as.
and
lg(t,y,2)|* < alz]?,  as. (3.5)

Remark 3.4. We point out that the boundedness of the solution Y requires us to make the condition
(3.5) concerning the coefficient g; if not, the solution ¥ may not be bounded even if the terminal
value £ is bounded (see Example 3.2 and Remark 3.3). Here we give an example that satisfying
(3.5):

g(t,y,z) =sin(y)l(z) with |I(2)]> <alz]?,  V(ty,2) €0,T] x R x R%



Proposition 3.5 (A priori estimate). Let (Y,Z) € L(0,T;R) x L(0,T;R?) be a solution of
BDSDE (2.1) with parameters (f,g,€), which satisfy Assumption 2 with a,b,C,«, such that

a™ = max(a,0), bec LY 0,T;R).

Then for every t € [0,T],

Y; < {sgp(YT)Tr - exp (/tTans> +/thSexp (/t
(resp. Y > [igf(YT)}_ -exp< /t ! asds) _ /t ' b exp ( /t ) a,dr)ds, a.s.>. (3.7)

Moreover, there exists a positive constant K depending only on ||Y ||, |la™ |11, C and « such that

s

a,dr) ds, a.s. (3.6)

T
IE/ | Zs|%ds < K. (3.8)
0

Proof. Consider the following linear ordinary differential equation,

n T
o = [Sup(YT)} —I—/ (asps +bs)ds, 0<t<T.
0 ¢

Then someone could compute that for 0 <t < T,

Yt = [S?Zp(YT)T- - exp (/tT a3d8> + /tT bs exp </t8 ardr) ds.

So the result (3.6) holds if we can prove that Y; < ¢ for all ¢ € [0,7]. Applying Itd’s formula
(see Proposition 2.2) to the process Y; — ¢; and to an increasing C?(R) function ®, which will be
determined later, deduce that

T
(I)(Y;t — ) = (I)(YT —¢7) +/t (I)/(Ys - ‘Ps)[f(sa Ys, Zs) — (asps + bS)]dS
+ /T (Vs — 02)g(s, Vo, Z)d B 5 — /T D' (Yy — 5) ZsdW,
t t

17 17
3 [ M plgle Ve ZoPds - 5 [ @'Y - o)l 2P
¢ t
We denote that for every s € [t,T7,
ds - CLO(S: Yis: Zs)
From Assumption 2, note that the function ® is increasing, we have that for every s € [t, T},
(I)/(Ys — ¥s) [f(S, Ys, Zs) — (asps + bs)]
(I)/(}/s - 903) [ds}/s + b + C’|Zs|2 - (asws + bs)]
< (I),(Ys — s) [dS(Ys —@s) + (as — as)ps + C|Zs|2],

N



and
q>”(Ys —0s)|g(s, Y, ZS)|2 < oz<I>”(YS - 903)|Zs|2-

Due to that (as — as)ps < 0, we obtain
T
B(Yi— 1) < B(Vr —p1) + [ @@ (Ve = @)(Ye — pu)ds
0
+ / (ch’ <I>”> (Vs — @s)|Zs2ds (3.9)
0
+/ O (Y, — 05)g(s,Ys, Zs)d B s / 'Yy — 0) ZsdW.
¢
Set M = ||Y |0 + ||¢l|loc and define the function ® on the interval [—M, M] by
20, 2C 20?2

eT—a” —1— U — u’, u € |0, M],
D(u) = 11—« (1—a)? [ )

07 U € [—M,O]

Then it is easy to check that for all u € [-M, M],

®(u) >0, and ®(u) =0 if and only if u <0,

' (u) > 0,
0<ud (u) < (M+1) 12_Ca<1>(u),
co — 1;O‘q>” <0,
Hence, if we set
ki = af (M + 1)1 _Ca,

then the function k is positive and deterministic. Note that Y7—@r < 0 implies that ®(Yr—pr) =0,
and thus for all 0 < ¢ < T, one has

T
0< (Y — o) < / ks®(Ys — ps)ds
! (3.10)

T T
[ V0 g Y 2B - [ Y- ez
t t
Note that the term ®'(Y; — o) is bounded on the interval ¢ < s < T, so the terms ®'(Ys — p5)Zs

and @' (Ys — ¢5)g(s, Ys, Zs) belong to the spaces L2(t,T;R?) and Li(t,T;R!), respectively. Taking
expectations on both side of the inequality (3.10) implies that

T
0 <ER(Y; — 1) < E/ ks@(Ys — @s)ds.
t

10



Then Gronwall’s inequality yields that
Ed(Y; — ) =0, Vte[o,T).
Therefore, note that ®(u) > 0, for all ¢ € 0,77,
(Y, — ) =0, as.
Finally, again, note that ®(u) = 0 if and only if u < 0, we obtain that for every ¢ € [0, 77,
Y, — o <0, a.s.,

which implies that the inequality (3.6) holds. Similarly, by using the same computation, one can
prove that (3.7) holds too.

Finally, in order to prove the estimate (3.8), we use again (3.9) with t =0, p =0, M = ||V ||,
and define ® on [—M, M] by

B(u) = 12_720‘ [exp (%(u +M)) —1- 12_Ca(u+ ar)].

It is easy to check that, for every u € [—M, M],

which leads that

M 4CM

T
2
B [ 12.Pds < 000 + F [exp (=) = 1]l s oy

This completes the proof. [l

An immediate consequence of this proposition is the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Let (Y,Z) € L(0,T;R) x L2(0,T;R%) be a solution of BDSDE with parameters
(f,9,&), where & belongs to LR, (4 R), and f and g satisfy the condition Assumption 2 with a,b,
C >0 and a € (0,1) such that a*,b € L'(0,T;R), then

[Yloo < (Hf”oo + HbHLl([O,T};R)) exXp (|’a+”L1([O,T};R))'
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3.2 Monotone stability

In this subsection, we would like to study the monotone stability of BDSDEs (2.1) with quadratic

growth, which is also important for us to prove the existence later.

Proposition 3.7 (Monotone stability). Let (f,g,£) be a set of parameters and let (f™,g,&™) be a

sequence of parameters such that:
1 ere exist two positive constants C and o wit < «a <1 such that for each n € N,
i) Th ' it C and ith 0 1 h th h N
1M (ty,2) SCA+Jyl + 1217,  lglt,y,2)]? < alz|?>, Vtel0,T],y cR,zeR?  (3.11)
l9(t,y1,21) — g(t 42, 22) [P < Clyr — gol* + alz1 — 2%, V€ [0,T], 51,42 € R, 21,20 € RY,
(ii) The sequence {f™;n € N} converges to f locally uniformly on [0,T] x R x R, and for each
n € N, the sequence {£";n € N} converges to § in L% (;R).
11) For each n € N, the with parameters R as a solution
iii) F h N, the BDSDE with " ™) h luti
(Y",Z") € LF (0, T;R) x LE(0, T;RY),

and the sequence {Y™;n € N} is monotonic such that for everyn € N, ||[Y"||oc < M, where

M s a positive constant.
Then there exists a pair of processes (Y, Z) € L2(0,T;R) x L2(0,T;R%) such that

lim Y" =Y wuniformy on [0,T],

n— oo

{Z™n € N} converges to Z in L2(0,T;R%).

Moreover, (Y, Z) is a solution of BDSDE with parameters (f,g,€). In particular, if the sequence
{Y"™:n € N} has continuous paths for every n € N, then Y has continuous paths too.

Proof. From the assumptions we see that for all ¢ € [0, 7], the sequence {Y;";n € N} is monotonic
and bounded, and therefore it has a limit, which denoted by Y. Without lose of generality, we con-
sider that the sequence {Y";n € N} is monotonic increasing to Y. Moreover, from Proposition 3.5,

there is a positive constant K such that,
T
IE/ |Z"%ds < K, V¥neN.
0

Then there exists a process Z € LI%-(O, T ]Rd) such that a subsequence of {Z™;n € N} converges to Z
weakly in L]%(O, T; Rd). For simplicity presentation, by otherwise choosing a subsequence, we may
assume that the whole sequence {Z™;n € N} converges to Z weakly in LIQF(O, T;R%).

Next, we would like to divide the proof into two steps, and denote the following notations:

AY" 2y —yn,  Ay™nAym _yn

12



AZVE 7 7" AZ™E M gm

Step 1. The sequence {Z™;n € N} strongly converges to Z in L%(O,T;Rd), ie.,

T
lim IE/ |AZ"%dt = 0.
0

n—o0

The main arguments of this step come from Zhang [36] and Kobylanski [20]. It is easy to see that
the pair (AY"™" AZ™™") satisfies the following equation,

—dAY™" = [f Y 2 - (Y 2] dt
(LY 20 = g(t. Y ZPd B — AZ AW, te 0.7,
AY " = gm = gn.
By assumptions, there exists a constant Cy depending on C' and M, such that for all m,n € N,

t 10,7,

P2 S Y20 < Coll + |AZT P+ |AZP + |2, (3.12)
g, Y™, Z]") — g(t. 7", Z) [ < C|AY™"? + o] AZ" 2.

Let ® : RT™ — R™ be a smooth increasing function which will be specified later. For m > n, using
It6’s formula (see Proposition 2.2) to ®(AY"™") we have that

dO(AY™") = — ®(AY™")[f7"(&, V", Z{") — f7 (&, Y, Z7")]dt

- (I),(A}/tmm)[g(t’ }/tmv Ztm) - g(tv YVtH’ Ztn)]dgt + (I),(A}/tmm)AZtm’nth

1 1
— @AY gt V" Z1) - (8 Y Zp)Pdt + §<I>"(Ath’")|AZZ”’"|2dt

> — Co®'(AY,"")[L +|AZ"" P + |AZ P + | 2] dt

— B (AY (Y 2 — g Y] ZPA B+ @ (AYAZ AW,
1
_ %@//(A}/;TILTLNA}/;WL,HFC% o %@//(A}/;TRJL)‘AZ:LTL’Zdt + 5@//(A~thm,n)’AZt7n,n‘2dt7

where we have use the inequality (3.12).

In the following, we expect AZ"™" and AZ™ to be closed. For this purpose, define
4C) 4C)y

- —1].
1—au) 1—au

1l -«

P(u) = el

[exp(
It is straightforward to check that for u > 0, we have

®(u) >0 with @(0) =0,
®'(u) >0 with @(0) =0,

1_Ta<1>”(u) = 4C,®' (u) + 2.

13



Note that Y™ > Y™ when m > n. Then
dO(AY[™") > = Co@' (A" )1+ [AZ" [ + |AZ][* + | 2]t
— O (AY g8, Y 20 — g(t, Yy, ZM)d By + © (AY, ) AZT AW,
+HCO® (AY,™) 2| AZP" Pt — S 8 AV AV P
= — Co®' (AY™™)[1 + |AZ)? + | Z|?)dt — %(b”(A}van)thmmth

= (A gt Y 2 — gl Y ZAB L+ @AY AZT AW,
+ [3Co® (AY,™™) + 2]|AZ™"|2dt,

and thus

T T
E®(AY,"™) +E / [3Co®' (AY,™") + 2]|AZ™ " |2dt — CoE / O (AY™™M)AZ 2 dt
0 0

T T
<E[(AY7") +Co [ @AY L+ 1zl + G [ Ay Ay )
0 t

Due to that {Z™;m > 1} converges to Z weakly in L2(0,T; R%), so next we would like to fix n and
pass to the limit as m — oco. The convergence of Y™ — Y being pointwise, and Y being bounded
by M, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have that

T T
liminf E / [3Co®' (AY) + 2]|AZ™"2dt — CoR / O'(AYM)|AZPdt
0 0

m—0o0
T ! 2 C r " 2
<E[o(avp) + G [ @@V 1z G [ AvnAYy P

and as

m—ro0

T T

lim inf [—E/ @’(AY[L)\AZf”’"Pdt} < —E/ '(AYM)|AZ!?dt,
0 0

we obtain that

T
lim inf / 2Co® (AY}") + 2| AZ™" 2dt
0

m—o0

. o T (3.13)
gE[@(AY{f) +Co/ <I>’(AYt")[1+\Zt]2]dt+§/ " (AYM)|AY?dt|.
0 0
Noting that by the convexity of the lower semi-continuous functional
T
J(Z) :E/ |AZdt,
0
we have
T T
E/ IAZ"2dt < lim_)infE/ |AZ" |2 dt. (3.14)
0 m=reo 0

14



Hence, combining (3.13) and (3.14) we have that
T T C T
E/O |AZ!?dt < E @(AYQCL)JFCO/O O'(AYM)[1 + ]Zt\2]dt+§/0 (I)”(AYt”)]AYt”th].

By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, and note that ®(0) = ®’(0) = 0, we have that as
n — oo, the right-hand side of the above inequality converges to 0, as well as the left-hand side.
Now, passing to the limit as n — oo on the above inequality, we obtain that

T
limsupE/ |AZ2dt = 0,
0

n—o0o
which implies that the sequence {Z™;n € N} strongly converges to Z in L2(0,T;R?).
Step 2. The uniform convergence of a subsequence of {Y";n € N} to Y.

At this stage we know that for all ¢ € [0,T7], lim,—~Y;" = Y}, and the sequence {Z";n € N}
converges to Z in L]%(O, T;R%). Then from Lemma 2.5 of Kobylanski [20], there exists a subsequence
{Z"i;n; € N} of {Z™;n € N} such that Z" converges almost surely to Z and such that

Z 2 sup |Z2™| € L2(0,T;RY).
J

For simplicity presentation, by otherwise choosing a subsequence, we would like to still assume that
the whole sequence {Z™;n € N} converges almost surely to Z in L2(0,T; R?), and thus we have

Z"—Z as. dt®@dP and Z =sup|Z"| € L3(0,T;R%).
n
Recall that the sequence {f";n € N} converges locally uniformly to f, we obtain that

lim f" (4" Z7) = f (.Y, Z),  t€[0,T], as.

n—oo

In addition, due to that f™ satisfies the condition (3.11), one has

(6 Y Z0] < C(L+ M +sup | Z7'7) < Co(1 + Z7).
n

Thus, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem gives

T T
lim Y Z0hdt = / &, Y, Zy)dt,  a.s.
0

n—oo 0

Similarly, we have

T T
lim IE/ lg(t, V", Z]) — g(t, Yz, Zy)[2dt < lim IE/ [CIAY" > 4 a|AZ]dt = 0,
0 n—o0 0

n—o0

and therefore

gt, Y™, Z") = g(t,Y, Z) as. dt®@dP and sup|g(t, Y™, Z")| € L2(0,T;R%).
n

15



On the other hand, from the continuity properties of stochastic integral, we get that

T T
lim sup ( / ZdW, — / Z.dW,
t t

=0 in probability,

T T
lim sup ‘/ g(S,YS",Z;L)dgs—/ g(S,YS,ZS)dgs =0 in probability. (3.15)
t t

Extracting a subsequence again if necessary, we may assume that the above convergence is P-a.s.
Finally, we have

T
INGEIPSINZ / F7(s, Y2 — f7(s, Y, 20 ds

t
r T
+(/t (905, V", Z) = gls, Y2, Z2))d B | + | /t AZJAW,|.

Now fix n, and taking limits on m and supremum over ¢ € [0,7], we obtain that for almost all
w € Q,

T
sup [AY?| < |AYE| + / (5. Yo Z6) — [7(s, Y7, Z0)ds
t

0<t<T

T
4 sup | [ lg(s,¥2, Z0) — gl Y7 22145
t

o<t<T

T
+ sup ‘/ AZTdW,
t

o<t<T

9

from which we deduce that the sequence {Y";n € N} converges to Y uniformly for ¢t € [0,7]. In
particular, Y is continuous if the sequence {Y";n € N} is.

Finally, we could pass to the limit in
T T T
Y=Y} —1—/ (s, Y, Z)ds +/ g(s, Y, Z?)d%s — / ZrdWs,  0<t<T,
t ¢ t
deducing that the pair (Y, Z) is a solution of BDSDE with parameters (f,g,£). O

Remark 3.8. It should be point out that the solution here we obtain might not be unique, due to
that the limit generator f is of quadratic growth in z, but not satisfies a comparison theorem. A
stability result of BDSDE will be given (see Theorem 4.6) after the comparison theorem is proved
in Section 4.

3.3 Existence

Based on the results of a priori estimate and the monotone stability, now we can prove the existence
of solutions of one-dimensional BDSDEs (2.1) with quadratic growth.

Assumption 3. Suppose that the terminal value ¢ belongs to L% (2;R), and ¢ : RT — R¥ is a

continuous increasing function. Moreover, there exist some constants a, b, C, d € R and « € (0,1)
such that for all t € [0,T],y,7 € R, 2,z € R,

f(tayv Z) - CL()(t,y,Z)y + fo(tvyv Z)
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with
d<ao(t,y.z) <a, |folt,y,2)| <b+c(yllzl  l9ty,2)]* <olz’,  as.
lg(t,y1,21) — g(t,y2, 22)[2 < Clyr — ya|* + alz1 — 22/?,  as.

Remark 3.9. Under Assumption 3, the coefficient g is bounded with respect to y and z. However,
if the coefficient ¢ is independent of y, then it is of linear growth and Lipschitz continuous with
respect to z. In fact, Assumption 3 implies that

g(t,y,0) =0, V(t,y) €[0,T] x R.
Here we present two examples that satisfying Assumption 3:
(i) g(t,y,2) = asin(y)cos(2), V(ty,z) € [0,T] x R x R%
(i) gty 2) =1(2), [(2)]* <alz]?, Y(t,y,2)e0,T] xR xR
The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.10 (Existence). Suppose that the parameters (f,g,§) satisfy Assumption 3, then
BDSDE (2.1) has at least one solution (Y,Z) € L (0,T;R) x LZ(0,T;R%), where Y is contin-
uous. Moreover, there exists a mazimal solution (Y*,Z*) (resp. a minimal solution (Yi, Z,)) such
that for any set of parameters (f,g,é), if

fgf and é<§ (resp.f}f and 525),

one has

A

Y <Y* (resp. Y > Yi),
where (f/, Z) is any solution of BDSDE with parameters (f,g,é).

Proof. The main idea here we used is that, first, using an exponential change and a truncation
argument in order to control the growth of the generator f in z and y, respectively. Second, finding
a good approximation of f and constructing a sequence of uniformly Lipschitz continuous functions.
Third, combine the previous result (Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.7) to get the solution.

First, instead of Assumption 3, we assume that the coefficient f satisfies the following condition:
There exist some constants a, d € R and B,C € RT such that for all (t,y,2) € [0,T] x R x R,

fty,2) = ao(t,y, 2)y + fo(t,y, 2) (3.16)
with
d<ag(t,y,z) <a, |folt,y,2)| <B+Cl|z?, as. (3.17)
Let (F,g,() be a set of parameters of BDSDE such that

F<f and (<E (3.18)
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and suppose that it has a solution (f/, Z) € Ly(0,T;R) x L%(O,T;Rd). The purpose is to find a
solution (Y, Z) € L(0,T;R) x L2(0,T;R?) of BDSDE with parameters (f, g, &) such that

Y Y.
From Proposition 3.5, if we set
K = (|[¢lloc + BT) exp(a™T),
then any solution (Y, Z) of BDSDE with parameters (f, g,£) has the following estimate,
IV ]loo < K.

Define
M = max(K, ||Y ||so)- (3.19)

Step 1. The exponential transformation.

In order to make a presentation more clearly, we rewrite BDSDE (2.1) as follows,

T T T
Y, =¢ +/ F(s,Ys, Zg)ds +/ 9(s,Ys, Z,)dB s — / ZdW,, 0<t<T. (3.20)
t t t

Let 8 be a positive constant which will be determined later. Applying the exponential change of
variable (see Proposition 2.2) to u = exp(f8Y’) transforms formally BDSDE (3.20) with parameters
(f,9,€) in a BDSDE with parameters (f, g, &) of the following,

~ T T T
up =&+ / f(s,us,vg)ds + / g(s,us,vs)dgs - / vedWs, 0<t<T, (3.21)
t t t

where

Flt o) = Buf(t, 2y L o w0 vy
f(t,u,v) = Buf(t, 3 vﬂquB “{g(t’ B8 ’ﬂu) <ﬁu) } (3.22)

Inu v -

T v o ) §:expﬁ§, U:BUZ
) (56

It is easy to check that g and & satisfy Assumption 3. Similarly, the exponential change u = exp(8Y)

transforms formally the BDSDE with parameters (F,g,¢) in a BDSDE with parameters (F,g,()

where

g(t,u,v) = Pug(t,

_ Inu v

F(t,u,v) :/BUF(S777@

We consider a function ® : R — [0, 1] such that

)+ puats S = ()] C=emn(50)

B(u) = { 1, if u € [exp(—SM),exp(BM)],
0, ifuglexp(=B(M+1)),exp(8(M +1))],
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and we set that for (¢,u,v) € [0,T] x R x R,

ftu,v) = @) f(t,u,v), Flt,u,v)=®w)F(tu,v), (u) =) (aulnu + Bpu).

Now, let

B = ; (3.23)
then, note that (3.17), we have
c 1

@(u)(cjulnu — Bfu — (E + 5

We remark that [ is a Lipschitz continuous function bounded from above by a constant, denoted by

v|? ~
LY < it o) < ),

L. Moreover, note that if we define
j=exp(BY) and Z=pBZexp(BY),

then the pair (g, 2) is a solution of BDSDE with parameters (F, 3,0).
Step 2. The approximation.
We can approximate f by a decreasing sequence of uniformly Lipschitz continuous functions
{f™n e N} such that for all (£,u,v) € [0,T] x R x R,
_ - . 1
F(t,u,v) < f(t,u,v) < f*(t,u,v) < l(u) + o

Indeed, such a sequence exists. For instance, denote by m an integral, and for each integral n > m,
we would like to define the sequence of the functions {f™;n € N} by

Falt.y,2) = sup { f(t.p, @) —nlp = y| = nlg — 2| : (n,q) € Q+}, (3.24)

where Q denotes the rational number. It is easy to see that f, is well defined and it is globally
Lipschitz continuous in y and z with the constant n. In addition, the sequence { frin > m} is
decreasing and converges pointwise to the function f.

Then the classical results of the existence and uniqueness (see Proposition 2.3) and the com-
parison theorem (see Proposition 2.4) for Lipschitz continuous coefficients give us that, for every
n € N, there exists a unique solution (y",z") of the BDSDE with parameters (f",g,€) such that

<yl <yt <yl

Next, we indicate that the sequence {y";n € N} is bounded and positive. It should be point out
that by the definition of g (see (3.22)) and Assumption 3, it is certainly that

Gt uv)P <alol’, V(tu,v) € [0,T) x R x RY, (3.25)

which implies that g(¢,u,v) = 0 when v = 0. Hence, again, Proposition 2.3 implies that, on the
one hand, the pair of processes {(exp(ﬁM),O);t € [O,T]} is the unique solution of BDSDE with
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parameters (0, g, exp(ﬁM)); on the other hand, the pair of processes {(exp(—ﬁM), 0) ;t €0, T]} is
the unique solution of BDSDE with parameters (0, g,exp(—BM )) Moreover, since for n € N large
enough,

exp(B) <exp(BM) and  f*(t,exp(8M),0) <0, t€[0,T],

and for all n,
exp(—8M) < exp(B¢) and 0< f"(t,exp(—ﬁM),O), t € 0,7,
then Proposition 2.4 gives us that for n € N large enough,
exp(—BM) <y <yt < exp(BM), as. t € [0,T). (3.26)
Now, we come back to the previous problem by denoting

- (¢ By BePY
Gn(t7y7 Z) = f (t7 eﬁeéyﬁe Z) + g[’zz - g(t7y7 Z)2]7

. F(t.ePY. BeP
G(ty,2) = % +§[ 2 —g(ty,2)’]

= B f(t9,2) + (- 2D [~ glt,9,2)7].

Notice that /3 is defined in (3.23). Then, the pair (Y™, Z™) defined by

is a solution of the BDSDE with parameters (G", g,&). Let us recapitulate what we have obtained.

(i) There exist two positive constants K and C such that for all (¢,y,2) € [0,7] x R x R?,

IG"(t,y,2)| < K +Clz]>, neN.

(ii) The sequence {G™;n € N} converges to G locally uniformly on [0, 7] x R x R<.
(iii) For each n € N, the BDSDE with parameters (G", g, &) has a solution
(Y™, 2") € L§(0, T;R) x L5 (0, T5RY),

such that the sequence {Y™;n € N} is decreasing, and there exists a constant K > 0 such

that for every n € N, we have that ||Y" e < K.
(iv) Foreach n € N, Y < Y™

Therefore, applying Proposition 3.7, we have that there exists a pair of processes (Y,Z) €
Le(0,T;R) x LA(0,T; R?) such that, the sequence {Y™;n € N} converges uniformly to Y, the
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sequence {Z";n € N} converges to Z in L%(O,T;Rd), and (Y, Z) is a solution of BDSDE with
parameters (G, g,€), i.e.,

T T T
Y, = £+ / G(syi/rsy Zs)ds + / 9(3,}/57 Zs)dgs - / stWsa 0<t<T.
t t t

Finally, we declare that
[Y]loo < M.

In fact, it follows from Proposition 3.5 as
Glt,y, 2) = dolt,y, 2)y + fo(t,y,2)
with
ao(t,y,z) = ®(e™)ag(t,y, 2) <a*,
and
olt, ,2) = B(e™) ol ,2) + (1~ B[22 — g(t,,2)7),

where the functions ag and fy come from (3.16). Then, notice that (3.23), we have

~ 3C
t <B 2,
‘fO(ayaz)’ +1—OZ‘Z’

So, by Proposition 3.5, we obtain
1V loo < (|€lloc + BT) exp(a™T) = K < M.
Hence the pair (Y, Z) is also a solution of the BDSDE with parameters (f,g,¢). In addition,

Y <Y and |V]e <M.

Step 3. The truncation.

Finally, we suppose that the generator f satisfies Assumption 3. Let (F,g,() be a set of pa-
rameters of BDSDE such that the condition (3.18) hold true and denote by (Y, Z) € Lg°(0,T;R) x
L2(0,T;R?) a solution of BDSDE with the parameters (F, g, (). For all (¢,y,2) € [0,T] x R x R%,

we set

f(tvyvz) = (lo(t,y, Z)y +f0(t7¢M(y)yvz) and F = F(t7 ¢M(y)y7 Z)7

where M is defined in (3.19), and

bu(0) 1, if |ul
n\U) =
0, if |ul

<n,
>n+ 1.
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It is easy to check that the generator f satisfies the condition (3.17), and (Y, Z) is also a solution
of the BDSDE with parameters (F, g,¢). Then, by Step 1 and Step 2, we deduce that BDSDE with
parameters (f,g,€) has a solution (Y, Z) such that

Y <Y and |V <M,

which implies that the pair of process (Y, Z) is also a solution of BDSDE with parameters (f,g,¢).
then the existence of a maximal solution is proved.

Similarly, by using the same argument but with the change of variable u = exp(—fy), one can
prove the existence of a minimal solution. This completes the proof. [l

Remark 3.11. Some ideas for proving Theorem 3.10 are borrowed from Kobylanski [20], however,
due to the emergence of the backward Itd’s integral appeared in BDSDE (2.1), some new ideas and
technics have been introduced and used. For example, the main idea of Kobylanski [20] is to take
the exponential change to transform a quadratic BDSDE into a classical BDSDE essentially. While,
this is not enough for us, since the presence of the backward It6’s integral. In order to overcome the
troubles, we introduce the idea of the comparison theorem of classical BDSDEs, which is evident
from Example 3.1.

4 Comparison Theorem

As we all know that the one-dimensional circumstance allows us to establish a comparison theorem
for the solutions of BDSDESs, which implies the uniqueness of solutions of BDSDESs as a by-product.
So in this section, we would like to prove a comparison theorem for the solutions of BDSDEs with
quadratic growth. For ¢ = 1,2, we consider the following equation:

y;:gur/ [ (s, Y, ZY) ds+/ g(s,Y}, Z2) d%s—/ ZdWs, 0<t<T. (4.1)
t t t

Then, under Assumption 3, there exists a pair of measurable processes (Y, Z") € Lg(0,T;R) x
L2(0,T;R%) that satisfies the corresponding BDSDE (4.1), where i = 1,2.  Moreover,
Proposition 3.5 implies that there exists a positive constant K such that

t
1Y loo +E/ |Z!2ds < K, Vte[0,T).
0

In order to prove the comparison theorem, we assume that the terminal value ¢ is bounded, and
the generator f is locally Lipschitz continuous and is of quadratic growth in Z in a strong sense.

Assumption 4. There exist three functions l, ., k : [0,T] — R and three positive constants C, e,
and o € (0,1) such that for allt € [0,T], y € [-M,M] and z € R%, the coefficients f and g satisfy
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the following conditions:

[f(t,y,2)] <U(t) + Oz, l9(t,y,2)]> <olzl?, as.,

of 2 dg 2

— < — < .S.

ay (t,y,Z) ~ la(t) + E’Z‘ ? ‘ay (t,y,z)‘ ~ C’ a.s., (42)
of dg 2
‘g(tayaz) < k(t) + C’Z‘7 ‘&(tayaz)‘ <a. a.S.

Similar to Kobylanski [20], following the method used by Barles-Murat [4] for PDEs, we would
like to divide the proof of the comparison theorem into two steps. First, we consider the comparison
theorem under the condition that the generator f satisfies a structure condition (STR). Then, we
show the proof by giving a change of variable that transforms a BDSDE with the generator f
satisfying Assumption 4 into a BDSDE with the generator f satisfying this structure condition
(STR).

Definition 4.1. We say that a generator f satisfies the structure condition (STR), if there exists
a constant a > 0 and a function b : [0,7] — R such that
of of

a_y(t7y7z)+a g

2 (t,y,2) <b(t), (t,y,2)€[0,T] x R x R% (4.3)

We have the following comparison theorem under the structure condition (STR).

Proposition 4.2. Assume that both £ and €2 are bounded, the coefficient g satisfies Assumption 4,
and either f1 or f? satisfies the structure condition (STR) with the constant a > 0 and the function
b€ LY[0,T);R). Fori = 1,2, denote by (Y*,Z%) a solution of BDSDE (4.1) with parameters
(i, g,€"), respectively. Moreover, suppose that for all (t,y,z) € [0,T] x R x RY,

&< fUty,2) < fPlhy2),  as, (4.4)
then for any t € [0,T], we have
V! <Y?  as

Remark 4.3. (i) It should be point out that in the condition (STR), when a > 1/(p — 1)(1 — «)
and the function b is bounded, Proposition 4.2 holds true in the space LL(0,T;R) x L2(0,T; RY).

(ii) Proposition 4.2 still holds true if f1 (¢, Y2, Z2) < f* (¢, Y2 Z2) as. for all t € [0,T] and
the generator f! satisfies the condition (STR), or if either f! (¢, Y,', Z}) < f? (t,Y,}, Z}) a.s. for all
t € [0,7T] and the generator f2 satisfies the condition (STR).

Proof of Proposition 4.2. For simplicity of presentation, we denote that for ¢ € [0, 77,
V,=Y'-Y? and Z =2 - 272
and for any s € [t, T,

fls) = 1, Y, 20) = f2(,Y2,23)  and - G(s) = g(s, Y.}, Z3) — g(s, Y2, Z2).
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Then, note that ¥+ = max{0,Y}, using It6’s formula (see Proposition 2.2) to (}’}+)p for p € N
with p > 2 implies that

T T T
@y =p / (@ f(s)ds + p / (VP 1g(s)d B, — p / (VP ZudW,

(4.5)
_ T _ — T ~
2D ez pas - L2 [ @iz as
t t
For the term fin the above, note (4.4), we have that
f(s) = f1(37}/;17 Zsl) - f2(37Y2 Z2)
= fH(8. Y0, 25) = (.Y, Z0) + fA(s Y Z9) = £, Y, Z)
< f2(87}/517 Z;) - f2(87}/s2 Z2)
1 8f2 af2
(f, By m)¥s () 55 )2
where
(¥) = (5, Y + (1 = Y2, AZ; + (1= N Z3).
Then, for the first term in the right hand side of (4.5), we have that
R PP R 1 af2 af2 2
(YHPHf(s) < (Yg*)l"/0 <a_y +a ‘ e >( JAA+ - (Y+)p 12" 1y (4.6)

where we have used the well-known inequality 23y < |B|? + |7|? with

ﬁ = \/%a—ﬂ(*) (Y;+)p/27
_ Ly
'V

For the term g in (4.5), note Assumption 4 satisfied by the coefficient g, we have that

g = {([ Leoa)ss ([ L)z}

< ( Olg—z(*)dk)ﬂ?ﬁw%( 0 gz( ) ( 0 gg( Q) [TZs| + ( 01%(*)d>\>2|23|2

< OIS + (a+ o)l Z P,

Y+) (p—2)/2 Zslpy+s0y-

where
11—«

2
So, for the fourth term on the right hand side of (4.5), we have that

5204—% and &=

1+a

(VP 2g(s)P < COLP + —— (VP 212 L gy (4.7)
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Combining (4.5)-(4.7) and (STR), one has

~ g % 7
4.8

T R T T R
<p [ )+ 50- DT s+ [ GG~ p [Ty 2w,

where the function b comes from (4.3). Note that Y is bounded, which implies that (Y;7)P~15(s)
and (Y;7)P~1Z, belong to the space L%(0,T;R%). Take the expectation on both side of (4.8),

~ P 1 T oA
BT+ 2 (0-D0-0) - ) [ TP aPL.

T ~ ~
<p [ o)+ 50~ DT

It is easy to choose a large enough p such that

§<(p—1)(1—a)—1> > 0.

a

Finally, Gronwall’s inequality deduce that
E(Y,F)? <0, Vtelo,T)
Therefore, for all ¢ € [0,7] we have that
V! <Y?  as.
This completes the proof. [l

Based on the first step concerning the structure condition (STR), next we are going to prove

the comparison theorem under Assumption 4.

Theorem 4.4 (Comparison theorem). Let (&%, f1, g) and (€2, f2,g) be two parameters of BDSDE

(4.1) with bounded terminal values, and suppose that
(i) Either (f',g) or (f?,g) satisfies Assumption 4.

Then if (Y1, ZY) and (Y%, Z?%) are the associated solutions of BDSDE (4.1) with parameters
(€L, fL g) and (€2, f2,g), respectively, one has that for any t € [0,T),

1 2
Y <Y2 as,

Remark 4.5. We point out that Theorem 4.4 still holds true if f! (t,YtQ,th) < f? (t,YtQ, t2)
a.s. for all t € [0,T] and the generator f! satisfies Assumption 4, or if either f! (t, Ytl,Ztl) <
2,V Z}) as. for all t € [0,7] and the generator f? satisfies Assumption 4.
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Proof of Theorem /.4. The main idea of the proof is to look for a change of variable, which could
transform a coefficient f that satisfies Assumption 4 into a coefficient f that satisfies the structure
condition (STR), and then use Proposition 4.2 to getting the goal.

Let (Y, Z) € L(0,T;R) x L2(0,T;R?) be a solution of BDSDE (4.1) with parameters (&, £, g),
where £ is a bounded terminal value. Take M € R such that ||Y || < M, and consider the change

of variable y = ¢(¥y), where ¢ is a regular increasing function yet to be chosen. Denote

Y=0(Y), w¥)=¢), Z=¢1)Z=uwl)Z

then
- ~ Z Z
V=¢1Y), Z=—"n=—r,
where (Y, Z) is a solution of the following BDSDE with parameters (¢, f,§):
T T
Y, )d 3(5.Ve. Z0)dBs— | ZudW., 49
T AT I AT (4.9
where B
E=071(6),
o gty glty,z)  a(t o), ¢'(M)Z)
TID="56 el oG (4.10)

Ty~ _ L / ~ 1 " 22 >~ 2
F.3:9) = 5t (06,662 + 300 [ - 36.5.27) ).
In fact, applying Ito’s formula to ¢(Y), we get that
~ ~ T ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
o) = o0 + [ | (5. T Z0) + 50" (0. To 20 = 50/ ()22
/¢ G(s,Ys, Z,)dB s — /qb ) ZsdW,,

which, note that ¥ = ¢(Y), comparing with BDSDE (4.1) implies (4.10). In other words, BDSDEs
(4.1) and (4.9) are equivalent. It is easy to check that the coefficient g satisfies Assumption 4. Next,
we are going to verify that the coefficient f given by (4.10) satisfies the structure condition (STR).
Note that

=67, wly) =@ =we®), z=¢@Z=wy)?=uw@):?

@—w %—w'wz @—w

817_ ’ 837_ ’ 0z

iy . Ow _Ow Oy ow' _ow' Oy .,

=T " ey o YW

39 95 dy  O(g(t,y,2)/w) dy dg W
(7 7’\/) 8 (7 75) 8"’_ ay 8g_8y(t7y7z) wg(t7y7z)7
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55,5 = Biegn). 2 = Q00vI) 009,

From (4.10), we could compute that

g.:]gc (t y,g) - _% <f (t,y,Z) + %wlw[g2 - 5(@@@%)

l a_f ﬁ o~ N1 132 (4 5 2
+ 2 (St + St + Gl + Pl - 505,57
/

+ gt 5, 7) [ 2
w

olt.2) - git.0.)] )

= —% <f (t,y,2) + %%[ZQ —g(t,y, Z)2]>

a 1 ! /\ 2
Sy e Loy [+ ()] B - st

w
/ /

w2 Y ag
+ <E) g(t,y,Z) EQ(E%Z') : a_y(t7y7z)

1w, W (Of of
- 5?’2 + E <$(t7y7z)z _f(tvyvz)> + 8_y(t7y7z)

wl 1 ,u)l/ /

H[(5) -5 oty - ot g_g“’y’z)’

8f(t yvg) (t Y,z )+%[2_g(t7yvz)'%(tvyvz)}‘

We now show that a good choice of ¢ allows fto satisfy the structure condition (STR). Indeed, if
¢ is such that w > 0, w’ > 0, and w” < 0, note that (4.2) with 0 < o? < a < 1, then

of
<8y +a ) (t,y,2)

- ) -5

of
5

2 w w w 2 w w” Oy
2
g[a(%>2+l2aw}! \2+—/((t)\z]+l( +2C\z> ( ) ———]l(t)

—I—%C’a|z|—|—lg(t)+z—:|z|2+a<k‘() (O+ (Hoz))ll)2

/

< |z [a(%)er ! 2O‘w_+—2(}+s+a<c+ /(1+a))1

+ 2| [% [k:(t) + Ca] + 2ak(t) (C + %(1 + a))]
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F1E) - S0+ ) +106e) + ak(0?
< |22 [1;Q%+%20+ (%)2—1—5—1—2& (C’—I—%(l—l—a))z]
+ [(%)2 - %%ﬂ]za) + %l(t) +1() + ak(t)? + ﬁ k() + Ca]2 + ak(t)?,

where in the last inequality we have used the inequality 28;v; < |3:|? + |vi|? for i = 1,2, with

/

Br=vI-a—[, (t) + Cal;

1
=gl
fo=lava (C+ L) = vak)

Thus, if we find ¢ satisfying all the required assumptions and such that on [—M, M],

1— " / D
aﬂ—+£&0+<ﬂa < —0 <0,
2w w w

then choosing a and e small enough, the coefficient before |z|? is non-positive for all y € [—M, M].
Therefore (STR) is satisfied. In fact, by setting

1 (41
P(y) = Xln (T) — M,

then a straightforward yet tedious computation gives us that
w=A—exp{-AMy+ M)}, v =lexp{-Ay+M)}, w"=- Nexp{-A(y+ M)},

which implies that w” < 0 for all y € [-M, M] and A > 0. Moreover, when A > 1 and A > 0, it
is easy to see that w > 0 and w’ > 0 on the interval [—M, M]. Furthermore, one could choose a
proper A and A such that

1— 1" / I\ 2
2 %0+ <£>
w w

2 w

exp(—A(u + M))
(A — exp(—A(u+ M)))?

_1
2
x [v( C(1—)A+ (3— a)exp(—Au + M))) FMC(A — exp(—Au + M)))
< -0<0.
The proof is complete. O

As an important application of the comparison theorem, we study the stability of BDSDEs.

Theorem 4.6 (Stability). Let (f,g,£) be a set of parameters that satisfying the assumptions of
Theorem 4.4, and let (™, g,&"™) be a sequence of parameters of BDSDEs such that:
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(i) There exist some constants a, b, C, d € R, a € (0,1), and a continuous increasing function
c: Rt — RY such that for all n € N, the coefficients (f", g,&™) satisfies Assumption 3.

(ii) For all n € N, there exists a solution (Y™, Z™) to the BDSDE with parameters (f",g,&").

(iii) The sequence {f;n € N} converges to f locally uniformly on [0, T] x R xRY, and the sequence
{&";n € N} converges to  in L>°(2).
Then there exists a pair of processes (Y, Z) € Lg°(0,T;R) x L?F(O,T;Rd) such that
lim Y" =Y wniformy on [0,T],
n—o0
{Z™n € N} converges to Z in L2(0,T;R%).
Moreover, the pair (Y,Z) is a solution of BDSDE with parameters (f,g,§).

Proof. For simplicity presentation, we define

H,= inf f™  H"=sup f,

m>=n m>n

§nx = inf M, fn* = sup £,

mz2n m>n

and we consider the minimal solutions (Y'Z}) of BDSDE with parameters (H", ™), and the
maximal solutions (Y™, Z™) of BDSDE with parameters (H,, &), as both:

(i) The sequence {H,;n € N} is increasing and converges locally uniformly to f, and the sequence

{&ns;n € N} is increasing.

(ii) The sequence { H™;n € N} is decreasing and converges locally uniformly to f, and the sequence

{£™*;n € N} is decreasing.
Then we have that

(i) The sequence {Y"™*;n € N} is bounded and decreasing, and for every n € N
ym >yn"

Hence, from Proposition 3.7, there exists (Y*, Z*) such that {Y"™*;n € N} converges uniformly
to Y*, and (Y*, Z*) is a solution of the BDSDE with parameters (f,g,¢).

(ii) The sequence {Y;*;n € N} is bounded and decreasing, and for every n € N,
Yy <yn

Hence, from Proposition 3.7, there exists (Y, Z,) such that {Y”;n € N} converges uniformly
to Ys, and (Yi, Z,) is a solution of the BDSDE with parameters (f,g,§).

Finally, by Theorem 4.4, for every n € N, one has that
Y!<Y"<Y™ and Y,=Y"=Y,

therefore the sequence {Y";n € N} converges uniformly to Y. This completes the proof. [
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5 Application to SPDE

When the generator f is of linear growth with respect to y and z, Pardoux—Peng [26] used BDSDEs
to give a probabilistic representation for the classical solution of semilinear SPDEs; and Bally—
Matoussi [3] and Zhang—Zhao [37] obtained the relationship between the solution of BDSDEs and the
Sobolev solution of SPDEs. Then, Wu-Zhang [31] got the Sobolev solution of related SPDEs when
f is continuous and locally monotone in y. Zhang—Zhao [39] and Bahlali et al. [2] used BDSDEs to
prove the existence and uniqueness of related SPDEs when the generator f is of polynomial growth
in Y and grows in Z super-linearly (or sub-quadratically), respectively. In this section, when the
generator f is of quadratic growth in z, we use BDSDEs to give a probabilistic representation for
the solutions of related semilinear SPDEs in Sobolev spaces, and use it to prove the existence and
uniqueness of Sobolev solutions of the SPDESs, thus extending the nonlinear stochastic Feynman-Kac

formula.

First, we recall some notations. For Euclidean spaces H and G, denote by C'l'fb(H; G) the set of
functions of class C* from H to G, whose partial derivatives of order less than or equal to k are
bounded. Denote by C&™ ([0,T] x H) the set of compactly supported functions ¢(t,z) which are
continuously derivable in the t-variable and infinitely continuously derivable in the z-variable.

Consider the following forward-backward doubly stochastic differential equation:

X =+ / b(X)dr + / o(Xp)dW,,  t<s<T, (5:1)
t t
T T T
YT = h(X5) + / F(r, XP, V5 750 dp / g(r, X570, 2600 B, — / ZH AW, (5.2)

where the coefficients b and o come from C?,(R";R") and C}, (R";R"*9), respectively. Then it is
well known that the forward equation (5.1) admits a unique adapted solution, denoted by {X E’x; t <
s < T}, which satisfying

E [ sup \Xﬁ’x]p} < oo, Vp>1.

t<s<T

Now, we would like to connect the forward-backward system (5.1) and (5.2) with quadratic growth
to the following semilinear stochastic partial differential equation:

u(s,x) =h(x) + /ST {ﬁu(r,x) + f(r,x,u(r,a:), (UTVU)(T,LE)) } dr

. (5.3)
—1—/ g(r,z, u(r, z), (JTVU)(r,x))dgr, t<s<T,
where o' denotes the transposed of ¢, and
L R 9? -
L= b, — — et ii) = . 5.4
ZZ:; ox; + 2 igz:la 983;,095]- (a5j) = o0 (5:4)
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Before introducing the definition of Sobolev solutions of SPDE (5.3), we let p : R® — R be an
integrable continuous positive function, and L?(R™; p~!(x)dx) be the weighted L? space endowed
with the norm

ol 2 [ o) (@)

Let us take the weight p(x) = exp{F(z)}, where F' : R” — R is a continuous function and there
is a positive constant R > 0 such that F' € Cl2,b (R™ R) when |z| > R. For example, one can take
p(x) = exp{d|z|} with § € Rt or p(z) = (1 + |z])? with ¢ > n + 2.

Let . be the set of random fields {u(t,z);0 <t < T,z € R"} such that u(t,z) is ﬁfT—
measurable, and both u and o' Vu belong to L? (2 x (0,7) x R";dP ® dt ® p~'(z)dz). Then 57
is a Banach space endowed with the following norm:

T 2
ol 22| [ [ (e + 0T ) atp o)as].
R Jo
Now we present the definition of Sobolev solution of SPDE (5.3).

Definition 5.1. We say that u is a Sobolev solution of SPDE (5.3), if u € J# and for any ¢ €
Ce((0,T] x R™),

/n /tT U(87$)0sw(s7x)dsdx+én u(t, z)o(t, x)de —/ h(z)p(T, z)dx

n

! / n /t 0TV (5,2) - (0T Vo) (5. 2) s — / ) /t " udiv((b — A)l(s, 2)dsde -
5.5

= /n /tTf(s,a:,u(s,a:), (JTVU)(s,x))gp(s,a;)dsda;

T
+/”/t g(s,x,u(s,az),(JTVU)(s,x))cp(s,x)stdx,

. . . ~ dai; . .
where A is a n-vector whose coordinates are given by A; = % S 86;5 with 1 < j < n.

It should be pointed out that, for the classical solution, indeed, if one supposes that u is a
solution of SPDE (5.3) of class C2, then, similar to the method of Pardoux-Peng [26], applying
Proposition 2.2 to u(s, X&) implies that the pair of processes {Y&™*, ZL% ¢ < s < T} defined by

VI =u(s, XI") and  ZL" = (0T Vu)(s, XL7)

is a solution of the backward doubly stochastic differential equation (5.2).

In the following, we discuss this relationship between the Sobolev solution of SPDEs and the
solution of BDSDEs with quadratic growth. In particular, we first focus on a simple situation to
better reflect the idea of solving the problem.

31



5.1 Simple situation

Consider the following type of backward doubly stochastic differential equations: for ¢t < s < T,
T T T
YT = h(X7") + / [f (r, X7 Y1, Z07) + C(Z77) ] dr + / 0zt dB, - / 2y AWy, (5.6)
S S S
where X% is the solution of (5.1), C > 0 and o € (—1,1) are two constants, and the functions
f:[0,T] xR* x R x R* = R and h : R" — R satisfy the following assumption.

Assumption 5. The function & is bounded, and there exist bounded functions [ : [0, 7] — R™ and
k:[0,T] — R such that for all t € [0,T], 2 € R", y € R and z € R%, the generator f satisfies the
following condition:

of of
< < WD
fr )l <10, St + St <he).  as

Proposition 5.2. Under Assumption 5, the following stochastic partial differential equation

T 2
u(s,x) =h(x) + / {ﬁu(r,x) + f(r,z, u(r, z), (JTVU)(T,JJ)) + C((UTVU)(T,x)) }dr
° (5.7)
+ a/T(UTVu)(r,:E)d§T, t<s<T,

admits a unique Sobolev solution uw € F, and for every t € [0,T],
u(s, X" = Y5 and (0" Vu)(s,X1%) = 2z, a.s.ae. s€[t,T], z € R,
where {(Yst’m, Zﬁ’m);t < s < T} is the unique solution of quadratic BDSDE (5.6).

Proof. Applying the exponential transformation of variable to Y = exp{Y} transforms formally
BDSDE (5.6) into the following BDSDE:

1 — a?
2

T T
Ve = i [ BT g X i 2y [0 - 2] [ Ttz ar
T T
+ « / BYteZbq B, — / BY Lz AW,,  t<s<T.

By taking § = %, the above equation becomes

T T T
Vi =R+ [ Fe X e ey va [ 2B, - [ zitaw, t<s<T 68)

S

ZbT = Byt zhT h(X5T) = exp{Bh(X;")},
f(T‘, Xﬁ,x’ Yrt@v Z?x) = 5}7?@]0(7" X7€7x’ Y;ﬂt’x’ Zﬁ’x)' (5.9)
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Under Assumption 5, Eq. (5.8) is a classical BDSDE with a globally Lipschitz generator. Then
Bally-Matoussi [3] (see also Zhang—Zhao [38] and Wu-Zhang [31]) implies that the following SPDE

T
u(s,z) =h(z) +/ {ﬁﬁ(r,x) + f(r,z, u(r, x), (UTVQ)(T,x)) } dr
° (5.10)

T
+ a/ (UTVﬁ)(T,x)dgr, t<s<T,

admits a unique Sobolev solution @ € 7, and for every ¢ € [0,T7],
a(s, Xb%) = Y5 and  o'Va(s, X)) = 2 a.s.,ae se[t,T], x € R
On the other hand, we see that
V0T =exp(BYy®)  and 2T =BYZET, t<s< T,

where the pair (V5% Z5%) € L(0,T;R) x L(0,T;R?) is the solution of BDSDE (5.6). So we
would like to define
A Ina(s, XI") B In V" B

u(s, X%) = 3 5= YR, t<s<T, (5.11)

and then one can compute that

o'Va)(s,Xo")  ZY°
Bi(s, Xo") BYL*

(0" Vu)(s, Xb%) = ( =70 t<s<T. (5.12)

s

Hence, applying Itd’s formula (see Proposition 2.2) to u = Inu/f could transforms formally SPDE
(5.10) into SPDE (5.7). In fact, by using It6’s formula to v = Inu/3, one has that

du(s,x) = ngﬂ) {ﬁﬂ(s,:n) + f(s,z, (s, z), (o' Va)(s, ) } ds
. ) (5.13)
B a(oTVa) (s, z) a_2 ((O'TVu)(s,x))2
Bu(s, ) d%s * 2 Bu(s,z)? d
From the definitions (5.4) and (5.11), it is easy to compute that
La(s,z) = Ba(s, z) [ﬁu(s,x) + g((UTvu)(s,x))z] (5.14)

Then, combining (5.9), (5.11), (5.12), (5.13), (5.14), and note that § = —2<;, we deduce that

1—a?>
du(s,z) = — {.Cu(s,x) + f(s,z,u(s, z), (JTVU)(S,JJ)) + C((JTVU)(s,x))2} ds
- a(aTVu)(s,:L")d§S, t<s<T, (5.15)

u(T,x) =h(x).

33



In other words, u is a Sobolev solution of SPDE (5.7), and for every ¢ € [0,T7],
u(s, Xb%) =YH  and (0! Vu)(s, X1%) = ZL%,  a.s.,a.e s€[t,T], z € R,

where (Y%, Z%%) is the unique solution of BDSDE (5.6).

Finally, the uniqueness of solutions of SPDE (5.7) comes from the uniqueness of BDSDE (5.6).
This completes the proof. [l

Remark 5.3. The idea of the above proof is firstly to transform a simple quadratic BDSDE into a
classical BDSDE, and then by using the relationship between the classical BDSDEs and SPDESs, one
can conversely obtain the relationship between the BDSDE with quadratic growth and its related
SPDE.

5.2 General situation

In this subsection, we use BDSDE (5.2) to give a probabilistic representation for the solutions of
SPDE (5.3) in Sobolev space, and use it to prove the existence and uniqueness of Sobolev solutions
of SPDE (5.3), thus obtaining the nonlinear stochastic Feynman-Kac formula in this framework.
The following lemma is an extension of equivalence of norm principle given in Bally-Matoussi [3]
and plays an important role later.

Lemma 5.4. There exist two positive constants k1 and K; which depend on T, p,b and o, such
that for any t <s <7 and ¢ € L' (2 x R"; dP® p~'(x)dz) which is independent of .7,

ki E /R () |p~" (z)de < E/ o (XE™)| p~(2)de < KGE /R 16(2)|p~ ! (z)da.

Rd

Moreover, for any ® € L' (€2 x [0,T] x RY; dP ® dt @ p~'(x)dz) such that ®(s,) is independent of
FW

ts, one has

T T
klE/ / |®(s,z)|dsp™(z)dz gE/ / ‘@(S,Xﬁ’x)‘dsp_l(a:)da:
Rd Jt R4 Jt
T
< KlE/ / |® (s, z)|dsp(x)dz.
Rd Jt

For the coefficients of BDSDE (5.2), we present the following assumptions.

Assumption 6. For all t € [0,T], z € R", y € R and z € RY, the function h : R” — R is bounded,
and the functions f : [0, 7] xR* xRxR? — Rand g : [0,7] x R” x RxR? — R! satisfy Assumption 4.

Remark 5.5. Note that under Assumption 6, BDSDE (5.2) has a unique solution (Y% Z4%%) €
Lg(0,T;R) x L&(0,T; R?). Moreover, the coefficients f, g and h satisfy that

T
/n/o (yh(x)P + | f(t,2,0,0)] + \g(t,x,0,0)P)dtp—l(x)dx < 00.
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Now we are in a position to present the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.6 (Feynman-Kac formula). Under Assumption 6, SPDE (5.3) admits a unique Sobolev
solution w € J, and for every t € [0,T],

u(s, X2") =Y5H  and (O‘TV’LL)(S,X?:C) =7 as.,ae sc[t,T], z€R",
where {(Y&", Ze%);t < s < T} is the unique solution of BDSDE (5.2) with quadratic growth.

Proof. Uniqueness. The uniqueness of SPDE (5.3) follows from the uniqueness of BDSDE (5.2). In
fact, if u' and u? are two Sobolev solutions of SPDE (5.3), then the following two pairs

(ul(S,Xz’m),(UTVUI)(S,XLZ’ZE)) and (uz(s,Xf;’””),(UTVU2)(3,X§’m))
solve BDSDE (5.2). So the uniqueness of BDSDE (5.2) gives us that
ut(s, X0%) = u?(s, X%, a.s.,ae. se[t,T], z €R",
and in particular
ul(t,x) = u2(t,x), a.s.,a.e., v € R".

Next, we prove the existence. ~Compared with the proof of the simple situation (see
Proposition 5.2), the main idea here we used is similar, however, the techniques are more com-
plex and include an approximation. So the proof will be divided into six steps with some techniques

borrowed from the proof of Theorem 3.10.
Step 1. The exponential transformation.

Let 8 = % be a given positive constant. Applying the exponential change of variable (see
Proposition 2.2) to Y% = exp(BY"*) could transforms formally BDSDE (5.2) with parameters
(f,g,h) into the following BDSDE with parameters (f, g, ),

T T T
Vit = h(Xp") + / Fls, XE7, Y07, Z0%)ds + / 9(s, X1, V1, 20)dB / ZEdWs, (5.16)
t t t

1, T t,x
where Zg" = Y Zg" and

In Yst,m Z;t,m >

r S,X;’w,}_/st’m, Z;t,m — }7St,m S,Xﬁ’m, i
i )= B f( 7

1 ~ 1 Y;t,x Zﬁ,x 2 Z;,I 9
+§/82Y:st7x |:g<87X§7x7 & ) _< ) }7

B tpvet) o \pyie
_ _ _ In YY" Zb*
_ tx Tta Ftay _ atrt t, s s
G(s, Xt Ve Z0%) = By mg<3,Xsm, 3 ’ﬁffst’x)’

h(X7") = exp(Bh(Xp")), t<s<T.

Then the pair of processes (Y%, Zb%) is the solution of BDSDE (5.16) with parameters (f, g, h),

where h is bounded and g satisfies Assumption 3.
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Step 2. Approximation of SPDE.

Let the sequence {f™;n € N} be defined as in (3.24). Then, the same arguments we developed
in the proof of Theorem 3.10 deduce that f" is globally Lipschitz continuous with the constant n
and decreasing converges pointwise to the function f. Now, for each (t,z) € [0,7] x R® and n € N,
we define the processes u" and v" by

a(t,z) =Y""  and  0"(t,x) = Z]"", (5.17)
where (Y%7 7621 is the unique solution of the following BDSDE with parameters (f", g, h): for
t €1]0,7] and x € R",

T
yiem = R(XET) + / (s, X5T VB0, Z50) ds
t
. . (5.18)
+ / gs, XL, Yhon, Zbem)g R / Ztenaw,,
t t

Note that the parameters (f", g, h) of the above BDSDE (5.18) satisfy that

T
L[ (h@P+17 .. 00+ gt 2,5.0) g™ ) < o0, ¥ € [exp{-50},exp{5M)].
R Jo
Then Bally-Matoussi [3] (see also Zhang—Zhao [38] and Wu-Zhang [31]) deduce that
7" (s,z) = (o' V@")(s, z), (5.19)

and " is the unique Sobolev solution to the following SPDE:

T

u"(s,x) =h(z) +/s {ﬁﬁ"(r,m) + f*(r, @, 0" (r, x), (UTVﬁn)(T,LE)) } dr

(5.20)
T
+/ g(r,x,a"(r,m),(UTVQ")(r,x))dET, s € [t,T],
S
with
a" (s, X0") =Y and (JTVﬂ”) (s, X0%) =Z"",  as.,ae s€e[t,T], xR, (5.21)
where (YH%n, Z6@m) is the unique solution of BDSDE (5.18) with parameters (™, g, h).

On the other hand, similar to (3.26), the comparison theorem for Lipschitz continuous coefficients
(see Proposition 2.4) implies that the sequence {Y*®";n € N} is bounded and decreasing in n such
that

exp(—Blhlloe) < VP VI S exp(Blh]lo),  as. s € [t,T]. (5.22)

In addition, by using the same arguments we developed in the proofs of Proposition 3.5 and
Proposition 3.7, there exists a positive constant K such that

T
supE/ |Ztem2ds < K, (5.23)
neN t
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and - -
lim Y™ =Yh* as. s [t,T),

n— oo

(5.24)

n—o0

T
lim E/ | Zbwn — 7672 ds = 0,
t

where (Y%, Zb%) € L°(0,T;R) x L2(0,T;R?) is the solution of BDSDE (5.16) with parameters
(f.9,h).
Step 3. Convergence of SPDE (5.20)

We point out that the limits which we consider below hold along with a subsequence, however
for simplicity, the subsequence will still be indexed by n. From Lemma 5.4, note (5.19), (5.21),
(5.22) and (5.23), we have that

T
E/ / (\ﬂ"(s,x)F + \@"(s,x)\2> dsp~H(x)dzx
nJi
— T —
< KlE/ <T\|Yt’m’n||2Lg°(t,T) "’/ |Z§’x’n|2dS>P_1($)d$ (5.25)
R” t

< Kl/ [T exp(2B[hloe) + K] p~ (@)dz < oo.

RTL

Moreover, similar to (3.25), we have

9(s, 2, 0" (s,2),0"(s,2)) > < alt"(s,2)|*, a.s.,a.e. s€[tT], veR"

Then, note that f" is globally Lipschitz continuous, we deduce from (5.25) that

E/n /tT [\f"(s,x,a"(s,x),z?"(s,x))P + \g(s,x,ﬂ"(s,x)ygn(sw)),2}dsp_1(x)dx <R

where K is some constant which depends on ||h||s, K, K1 and T. Now, from Lemma 5.4, (5.17),
(5.24) and Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we have that

T
lim/ / [T (s, ) — @™ (s, z)|*dsp~  (z)dx = 0,
nJi

n,m

n,m

T
Jim / n /t (TVa)(s,2) — (0T VE™)(s, 2)2dsp="(x)dz = 0.

Then, using Lemma 5.4 again, and note that the space J# is complete, it follows that there exists
@ € J such that

T

liyrln/n/t [a" (s, ) — (s, x)|*dsp ! (x)dx = 0, (5.26)
T

liyrln/n/t (0 "Va")(s,z) — (o' Va)(s,z)|*dsp~(z)dz = 0, (5.27)
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/n /tT (!ﬁ(saw)lz + (UTW)(s,x)P)dsp—l(x)dx < oo.

Step 4. We show that for any t € [0,T],
a(s, X" =Y and (0" Va)(s,X"*) = 25, a.s.ae s€[t,T], =R (5.28)

By triangular inequality, it is easy to see that

T
B [ [ lats i) - Vi Pasy™ (@)
n t
T
gE/ / (s, X0%) — a™ (s, X07)|2dsp™ (x)dx (5.29)
n t

T
+E/ / |a" (s, X07) — Y2 2dsp™ (z)dax. (5.30)
n t

From Lemma 5.4 and (5.26), one has that the term (5.29) tends to 0 as n tends to co. In addition,
Lemma 5.4, (5.21) and (5.24) deduce that the term (5.30) tends to 0 as n tends to co. So the first
result in (5.28) holds. We next prove the second result in (5.28), i.e.,

(0'Vi)(s, Xt%) = ZL*,  a.s.,ae. se[t,T)], v € R" (5.31)

It is sufficient to show that the following term
T —
E / / (o "Va)(s, Xb%) — Z4%2dsp~t (x)dx
n Jq

T
< E/n/t (0T Va) (s, X1%) — (o Va™) (s, X27) 2dsp~ () dz .

T
+ E/ / (0" Va™) (s, X1®) — Zb%|2dsp~ (z)da
n t
— 0 as n— oo.

In fact, similarly, combining Lemma 5.4, (5.21), (5.24), and (5.27), it is easy to see that (5.32) holds,
which implies that (5.31) holds too.

Step 5. We show that @ is a Sobolev solution to the following SPDE:

T
u(s,z) =h(z) +/ {ﬁﬁ(r,x) + f(r,z, a(r, z), (UTVQ)(T,x))}dT
° (5.33)
T
—1—/ g(T’,:E,’L_L(T,:E),(OTVﬂ)(T’,:E))d§T, s € [t,T].

First, it was shown in Step 3 that u belongs to the space 52, so by Definition 5.1, we only need to
verify that @ satisfies Eq. (5.5) with parameters (f,g,h). Note that for every n € N, since @™ is the
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Sobolev solution of SPDE (5.20), so for any ¢ € Ce™([0,T] x R™), @" satisfies

/n/ ssosa:)dsda:+/ a"(t,x) (ta:)da:—/ h(z)o(T, z)dx
——/n/ (c"Va")(s,z) - (0 Vi)( smdsdm—/n/ a"div[(b — A)g](s, z)dsdx

// (s,2,@"(s,2), (0" V") (s, 2)) (s, x)dsd

(5.34)

+/"/t g(s,x,ﬁ"(s,x),(UTVQ")(S,m))cp(s,x)stda:.

Hence, if we can prove that along a subsequence (5.34) converges to (5.5) with parameters (f, g, h),
then @ satisfies (5.5) with parameters (f, g, h).

Due to that ¢ € C2°([0,T] x R™), b € Cfb(R";]R”) and o € Cﬁb(Rn;R”X”), then as n — oo,
clearly the left hand side of (5.34) tends to the following term:

T -
/ / u(s,z)0sp(s, x)dsdz —I—/ u(t,x)p(t,x)dx — h(z)o(T, z)dx
n t n R

_%/ /tT(aTVu)(s,x)-(JTch)(s,a:)dsda:—/n /tTudiv[(b—E)gp](s,x)dsdx.

Next, we compute the limit on the right hand side of (5.34). We show that along a sequence

Jim / n / (s, 2,0 (s,2), (T Va")(s, 2)) (s, 2)dsdlz

n— o0

(5.35)
:/n/t f(s,x,a(s,a:),(UTVQ)(s,x))(p(syx)dsdx_

In fact, note that the sequence { f; n € N} is globally Lipschitz continuous and decreasing converges
pointwise to the function f, and for every t € [0,T],

(a" (s, X1"), (cTva")(s, X)) = (Yo, Z6*™), as.,ae. s €[t,T), © € R,
(ﬂ(s,Xﬁ’I), (UTVZ_L)(S,X;’I)) = (Y;’x,Zz’x), a.s.,a.e. s €t,T], x € R",

with -
lim Y™ =Yh* as. se[t,T),

n—oo

lim E/ |Zbmn — 767 2ds = 0.
n—oo
Then, similar to the argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.7, we get that

Iim E /
n—00 t

(s, XE" (s, XE7), (o Va™) (s, XE7))

= Fs, XE7 (s, XE7), (07 V) (s, X07)) |ds = 0.
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So combining Lemma 5.4 and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we have that
lim E / /
n— 00 n

which implies that (5.35) holds. Finally, for the second term on the right hand side of (5.34), similar
to (3.15) and the previous discussion, one has that

(s,z,u"(s (s,3), (0 Va")(s,z))

— f(s,z,u(s, z), (UTVﬂ)(S,:E)) ‘dsp_l(:n)dzn =0,

lim
n—oo

T
/"/t g(s,x,ﬂ”(s,x),(UTVQ”)(s,x))cp(s,x)stdx

T
— / / g(s,x,ﬂ(s,:n), (UTV’L_L)(S,$))<,D(S,$)dBSdl‘ =0 in probability.
nJt
Therefore 4 satisfies Eq. (5.5) with parameters (f,g,h), and thus % is a Sobolev solution to SPDE
(5.33).

Step 6. The logarithmic transformation.

On the one hand, we see that SPDE (5.33) with parameters (f, g, h) has a Sobolev solution 4,
and for every t € [0,T7,

a(s, Xb*) = Y5 and (o' Va)(s, X0%) = ZL%,  a.s.,ae s €[t,T], = €R",

where the pair (Y5, Z%%) is the solution of BDSDE (5.16) with parameters (f, g, k). On the other
hand,

Vi = exp(BYS")  and  ZLT = pYITZLT 1 <s < T,
where the pair (Y5, Z4%) € L(0,T;R) x L2(0,T;RY) is the solution of BDSDE (5.2) with param-
eters (f,g,h). Hence, similar to the computation from (5.11) to (5.15), if we define

Ina(s, X))  InYH*
u(S7X§’w) é Hu(sé S ) _ nﬁs _ Yst,w’ t< s < T,

with

(0Tva)(s, X0") 7"
Bi(s, X0%) BY "

(0" Vu)(s, Xo%) =
then u is a Sobolev solution of SPDE (5.3) with parameters (f, g, h), and for every t € [0,T],
u(s, Xb%) =YH  and (0! Vu)(s, X1%) = ZL%  a.s.,ae s€[t,T], z € R,

where (Y%, Z%) is the unique solution of BDSDE (5.2) with parameters (f, g, h). This completes
the proof. O
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6 Conclusion Remarks

We initiate the study of quadratic BDSDESs, where the existence, comparison, and stability results
for one-dimensional BDSDEs with quadratic growth and bounded terminal value are obtained. We
remark that when proving a priori estimate, in order to ensure Y is bounded, we introduce the
condition (3.5) concerning the coefficient g, which we think is necessary for the case of bounded
terminal value. However, if someone discusses the solution of quadratic BDSDEs with unbounded
terminal value, the condition (3.5) could be relaxed because the boundedness of Y is needn’t at that
time. We hope to publish some follow-up works when the terminal value ¢ is unbounded or/and
Y is multi-dimensional. Finally, in this framework, we used BDSDEs to prove the existence and
uniqueness of the Sobolev solutions of semilinear SPDEs, which extend the nonlinear Feynman-
Kac formula of Pardoux—Peng [26]. On the other hand, the existence and uniqueness of viscosity
solutions of related SPDEs are interesting and merit further studies in the near future.
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