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MULTILEVEL PICARD APPROXIMATION ALGORITHM FOR SEMILINEAR PARTIAL
INTEGRO-DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS AND ITS COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS

ARIEL NEUFELD AND SIZHOU WU

ABSTRACT. In this paper we introduce a multilevel Picard approximation algorithm for semilinear parabolic
partial integro-differential equations (PIDEs). We prove that the numerical approximation scheme converges
to the unique viscosity solution of the PIDE under consideration. To that end, we derive a Feynman-Kac
representation for the unique viscosity solution of the semilinear PIDE, extending the classical Feynman-
Kac representation for linear PIDEs. Furthermore, we show that the algorithm does not suffer from the
curse of dimensionality, i.e. the computational complexity of the algorithm is bounded polynomially in the
dimension d and the reciprocal of the prescribed accuracy €. We also provide a numerical example in up to
10’000 dimensions to demonstrate its applicability.

1. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear partial integro-differential equations (PIDEs) have many important applications in finance,
physics, biology, economics, and engineering; we refer to [18, 19, 24, 54] and the references therein, as
well as [13] for an excellent survey on applications of nonlocal PDEs in various fields.

In the last years, several papers proposed modern numerical methods to solve nonlinear PDEs involving
either neural networks [7, 29, 30, 33, 38, 40, 52, 56, 57], or multilevel Monte Carlo methods [8, 10, 11, 28,
34,41, 42, 43], which are able to approximately solve high-dimensional nonlinear PDEs in up to 10’000
dimensions. Moreover, it has been proven in [8, 11, 28, 41, 42, 43], under some (typically Lipschitz-)
continuity conditions on the corresponding coefficients of the PDE under consideration, that multilevel
Picard approximations do overcome the curse of dimensionality in the sense that the computational
complexity of the algorithms is bounded polynomially in the dimension d and the reciprocal of the
prescribed accuracy €.

However, the development of numerical methods and their complexity analysis for PIDEs is only
at its infancy and is still emerging. [35, 36] proposed both machine learning based and Monte Carlo
based methods for solving linear PIDEs and showed that their algorithms do not suffer from the curse of
dimensionality. In [4] the deep Galerkin algorithm of [57] has been extented to PIDEs. In [62] physics
informed neural networks for solving nonlinear PIDEs have been constructed. Deep neural network
based algorithms for solving nonlinear PIDEs have been presented in [16, 32]. However, none of these
papers provide a complexity analysis of their algorithms. Moreover, very recently, [13] introduced for
non-local nonlinear PDEs with Neumann boundary conditions both a deep splitting algorithm as well as a
multilevel Picard approximation algorithm to numerically solve the PDEs under consideration. However,
no convergence analysis nor a complexity analysis of their algorithms has been provided. Moreover,
the nonlocal term is expressed through a probability measure, which corresponds to a normalized Lévy
measure of finite activity.

In this paper, we develop a multilevel Picard approximation (MLP) algorithm for semilinear PIDE:s,
and provide both a convergence analysis and a complexity analysis of the methodology. We show that
the algorithm does not suffer from the curse of dimensionality, i.e. the computational complexity of the
algorithm is bounded polynomially in the dimension d and the reciprocal of the prescribed accuracy €. We
also provide a numerical example in up to 10’000 dimensions to demonstrate its applicability. Similar to
the ideas in [8, 11, 28, 41, 42, 43], the approach of developing such an approximation method for PIDEs
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Carlo methods, Feynman-Kac representation.
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is the following. Consider the following nonlinear PIDE on [0, 7] x R¢ satisfying u®(T, x) = g%(x) and

gud(t, x) + (Vud(t, x), ud(t, x)) + %Trace(ad(t, x) [Ud(t, x)]T Hessw(ud)(t, x))+ fd(t, T, ud(t, x))

ot
—|—/ (ud(t,x +nd(z,z)) — ul(t,z) — <Vud(t,x),77§l(z,x)>) vi(dz) = 0.
“ (1.1)
In this paper, we restrict ourselves to semilinear parabolic PIDEs which are only nonlinear in their
solutions (¢, x) but not in their derivatives. To be able to obtain a converge result of our numerical

method, we first prove that under suitable conditions on the coefficients (see Section 2.1), the PIDE has a
unique viscosity solution, and its unique solution admits a Feynman-Kac representation

T
wl(t,) = B [g00f)] + [ (1o X80 u(s, X3)| s, (1.2)
t
where
dX = (s, XY ds 4 0 (s, XET) W e +/ n(XE 2) 7Y(dz, ds), (1.3)
Rd
with 74(dz,dt) := 7(dz,dt) — v¥(dz) ® dt being the compensated Poisson random measure of

7¢(dz, dt). The comparison result is obtained by an application of the result in [47]. The existence of a
viscosity solution and its Feynman-Kac representation is established by first obtaining the existence of
smooth solutions and their Feynman-Kac representations for PIDEs with smooth coefficients [22] and
then applying a limit argument involving mollifiers as well as a stochastic fixed point argument based on
[12, 42]; see Section 5.

Motivated by the Feynman-Kac representation (1.2), one can then define the following map (from a
suitable space of functions)

T
(@00 (t,0) = B [/ ()] + [ B [, X005, X80 ds
t
for which the solution u? of the PIDE is a fixed point. This motivates us to define a sequence of Picard
iterations
d d_ . d
up(t, @) = (P oup_y)(t, x).

The above sequence of Picard iterations is well studied, see e.g. [42], for the case without jumps, where it
was shown that under appropriate assumptions on the coefficients of the PDE under consideration, ®¢
forms a contraction mapping on some Banach space and limy_,oo uf(t,z) = u(t, z) for all (t,z) €
[0,T] x R¢ (see, e.g., Proposition 2.2 in [42] for details). Furthermore, notice that

k—1
wl(t,x) = uf(t, )+ [ufl+1(t, ) — ud(t, :1:)]
=1

= (@ ouf)(t,2) + Y [(@ o uf)(t2) — (@0 ul))(t, )]

k—1 .
B[00+ 3 [ B[ X8 (s, X))
1=0 /'t

— L) (5, X7 ufy (5, X207)) | ds (1.4)

with ug = 0. Then, as suggested by Hutzenthaler et al. (see Theorem 1.1 in [42] for PDEs without
non-local operators), one can introduce a multilevel Picard approximation scheme of u (¢, ') by replacing
(X sd’t’m)se[t’T] in (1.4) with its (time-) discretized approximation, and by approximating the expectations
and time integrals in (1.4) by Monte Carlo methods. To be able to simulate the jumps of the SDE in
(1.3), we propose to use the Monte Carlo approximation method of the compensator integral as in [36,
Section 4.4]. Since Euler-discretizations and Monte Carlo approximations do not suffer from the curse of
dimensionality, we are then able to show that the corresponding complexity of the algorithm only grows
polynomially in the dimension d and the reciprocal of the prescribed accuracy ¢, extending the results in
[8, 11,28, 41, 42, 43] to PIDE:s.
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The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sections 2.1 and 2.2, we introduce the settings
of the MLP approximations, and formulate the main results of this paper (see Theorems 2.9 and 2.10). The
pseudocode of our MLP algorithm is provided in Section 2.3, whereas the numerical example is presented
in Section 2.4. In Section 3, we show some lemmas for important estimates and properties of SDEs with
jumps and their Euler approximations, which will be used in Sections 5 and 7. In Section 4, some useful
results for stochastic fixed point equations are presented. In Section 5, we investigate the existence and
uniqueness of viscosity solutions of semilinear PIDE (1.1), and establish a Feynman-Kac formula for
semilinear PIDEs (see Proposition 5.16). Section 6 presents an error bound for MLP approximations
not involving Euler scheme which is taken from [42]. The proof of Theorems 2.9 and 2.10 are given in
Section 7.

Notation. In conclusion, we introduce some notations used throughout this paper. We denote by N and
Nj the set of all positive integers and the set of all natural numbers, respectively, and denote by Z the
set of all integers. For each d € N, the d x d identity matrix is denoted by I;. For each d € N, we use
S? to denote the space of d x d symmetric matrices, and for matrices A, B € S? the notation A > B
means A — B is positive semi-definite. For each d € N and any vectors a, b € R, we denote by (a, b)
the scalar product of a and b, and denote by ||a|| the euclidean norm of a. For each d € N and every
matrix A € R9*?, we denote by || A||r the Frobenius norm of A, and we use A% to denote the element
on the i-th row and j-th column of A for i, j = 1, ...,d, For each d € N and every matrix A € R¥*?, we
denote by A” the transpose of A. For any metric spaces (E, dg) and (F,dr), we denote by C(E, F)
the set of continuous functions from E to F. For every topological space E, denote by B(FE) the Borel
o-algebra of E. For all measurable spaces (X1, 1) and (X3, 32), we denote by M (X1, 39) the set of
Y1 /¥ o-measurable functions from X; to Xs. For all a, b € R, we use the notations a A b := min{a, b}
and a V b := max{a, b}. For any set B, we use 1p to denote the indicator function of B.

Let T denote either (0, 7)) or [0, 7], and denote by LSC(T x R%) (USC(T x RY)) the space of lower
(upper) semicontinuous functions u : T x R? — R. We denote by LSC1 (T x RY) (USC1 (T x R%)) the
space of functions u € LSC(T x R%) (USC(T x R%)) satisfying the linear growth condition

L Julta)
p
(t2)eTxrd 1+ [[Z]|

00, (1.5)

and we denote by C1(T x R?) the space of continuous functions u : T x R? — R satisfying (1.5).
Moreover, SC(T x RY) := LSC(T x RY) UUSC(T x RY), and SC1(T x RY) := LSC;(T x R%) U
USC1(T x RY). We use the notation C*2(T x R?) to denote the space of once in time ¢ € T and
twice in space z € R¢ continuously differentiable functions u : T x R¢ — R, and we also use the
notation Cll’Q(T x RY) := CY2(T x RY) N Cy(T x R?). Moreover, we denote by C2(R?) the space of
twice continuously differentiable functions u : R* — R satisfying (1.5) (without dependence on t). The
notation C2°(IR?) means the space of infinitely differentiable real-valued functions on R¢ with compact
support.

2. MULTILEVEL PICARD APPROXIMATION SCHEME: SETTING AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Setting. Let 7" > 0 be a fixed constant, and let (2, F, P) be a complete probability space equipped
with a filtration F := (F)yco,7) satisfying the usual conditions. For each d € N we are given an
R<-valued standard F-Brownian motion denoted by (Wtd)te[o,T}- For each d € N let v%(dz) be a
Lévy measure on R?, and let 7%(dz, dt) be a F-Poisson random measure on ([0, 7] x R? B([0,T]) ®
B(R%)) with intensity measure v%(dz) ® dt, and we denote by 7¢(dz, dt) := 7¢(dz,dt) — v¥(dz) ®
dt the compensated Poisson random measure of 7¢(dz,dt). Moreover, for each d € N let pu¢ =
(pdt, ., ub?) € C([0,T) x RLRY) ol = (0%9); jcq12,.ay € C([0,T] x RE, R %) and n? =
(n®1,...,n%?) € C([0,T] x R? x R% R%). Then for each d € N and (t,z) € [0,T] x R? consider the
following stochastic differential equation (SDE) on [¢, T']

X0 = (s, XE0T) ds + 0(s, XTI W + /R (X ) 7l (dzds) @)

with initial condition X" = z. Let ¢% € C(R% R) and f¢ € C([0,T] x R? x R, R). Then we make
the following assumptions for the coefficient functions and Lévy measures.
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Regularity and growth conditions.

Assumption 2.1 (Lipschitz and linear growth conditions). There exists constants L, p € (0, 00) satisfying
foralld €N, z,y € R%, v,w € R, and t € [0,T] that

T|f4(t,2,0) — fAUty,w)| + |g%(z) — ¢ (y)| < LYV (Tlo —w| + Tz —y)),  (22)
0,60~ )t [ 2) . 2) | 02) < L=l @29

It DI + ot + [ (o) i) < L1+ ) 24)
and
T fA(t,2,0)° + [g%(x)|* < L(dP + ||z]|*). (2.5)

Assumption 2.2 (Pointwise Lipschitz and integrability conditions). For each d € N there exits a constant
Cy € (0,00) such that for all x, 2’ € R%, t € [0,T), and z € R?

Inf (@, 2)1> < Ca(L A J12)1%), [0, 2) = (@, 2)|* < Calle =" PA A J2]?). (26)

Assumption 2.3. Foralld € N, (t,z) € [0,T] x R? and z € R? we assume that D,n{(x, z) exists,
where D,ni(z, 2) denotes the Jacobian matrix of ni(x, z) with respect to x. Moreover, for each d € N
assume that there exists a constant \g > 0 such that for all (t,x) € [0,T] x R%, z € R?, and v € [0,1]

A < | det(Ty +yDpni(z, 2))]. 2.7)

Remark 2.4. Note that Assumption 2.3 is needed to show the existence and uniqueness of linear PIDEs
whose coefficient functions are infinitely differentiable and compactly supported as functions of v € R?
(see Proposition 5.15). Moreover, note that Assumption 2.3 is satisfied in the Lévy case where nf(x, z) =z
orni(z,z) = 21y, <y foralld €N, (t,x) € [0,T] x R? and z € R%.

Assumption 2.5. There exist constants K,q € (0,00) satisfying for all d € N, 6 € (0,1), and
(t,x) € [0,T] x R? that
[Lanlpia) < ke aa [ i) < Kesa ). es)
R? |2l <d

Note that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 guarantee that for each d € N, the SDE in (2.1) has an unique
solution satisfying that

B[ sup || X8| < c1+ o), 2.9)
s€[t,T]

where C' is a constant only depending on L, d, p, and T (see, e.g., Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 in
[50], or Lemma 114 and Theorem 117 in [58]). The next assumption is needed to obtain the rate of
convergence of the Euler approximation of SDE (2.1), in the case that the coefficients %, 0 and 7?
depend on time ¢ (see Lemma 3.6 in Section 3).

Assumption 2.6 (Temporal 1/2-Holder condition). There exist constants L1, Lo > 0 satisfying for all
deN, zeRY 2z eRY and (s,s") € [0, T)? that

(s, @) = (' )P + [0 (s, 2) — o', 2) | F < Lals = &', (2.10)
and
[ i@,2) = b, 2l () < Lals = . @1
For each d € N let
F4: M(B(]0,T] x RY), B(R)) — M(B(]0, T] x RY), B(R))
be the operator such that
0, 7] x R? 5 (t,2) = (F0))(t, z) == fUt z,v(t,x), ve MB(0,T] x RY), BR)).
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Time Discretization Approximations. Let © = U,cnZ" be an index set which we will use for the families
of independent random variables needed for the Monte Carlo approximations. For each d € N, let
Wdo = (Wwddl  wehd) . [0,T] x Q — R% § € O, be independent R?-valued standard F-Brownian
motions. For each d € N, let 799(dz,ds),0 € ©, be independent F-Poisson random measures on
R? x [0, T] with identical intensity measure v%(dz) ® dt, and denote by 74 (dz, ds) := n4%(dz, ds) —
v?(dz) ® dt the compensated Poisson random measures of 7% (dz, ds), respectively. For each d € N and
(t,z) € [0,T] x R, Tet (X$17) sepry BTIXQ— R4, 0 € ©,be B([0,T]) ® F/B(R?)-measurable

functions satisfying for all € © and s € [t, T almost surely that X" dObte — o and

S— S—

AXE0T — (s, X0 o 4 645, XOTY g 4 /R (X3 2) 70z, ds).  (2.12)

Foreachd € N, N € N, and (¢,z) € [0,T] x R, let (Y;d’e’t’m’N)se[t BT xQ = RY, 6 € O,

be measurable functions satisfying for all n € Ny, s € [t + na;\ft) Jt+ ("H%T*t)} N [t,T] that

Ytd’e’t’m’N =z and
dotaN _ydota,N | d (T —t) dptenN n(T —t)
VAN YIS (0 T VAR ) [ 0 )
d (T —1t) ot d,0 d,0
+ o (t—i_T’YtJr”(f t)) (Ws _Wt+"(T t))
deta:N ~d.0
/ n(T t) /]Rd t+"(T t> n(T ) )77 (dz,dr). (2.13)
To ease notations we define
N(s—t)/(T—t)| - (T —t
KNn(s) :=t+ V(s =)/ )] - ) s €[t T,

N ?
where |y| := max{n € Ny : n < y} fory € [0,00). Then foralld, N € N, 0 € ©, and (t,z) €
[0, T] x RY, (2.13) can be written as

dst,&,t,:c,N :Iud<KN(S_)’Yd,0,t,x,N) d8+0d<l{N(s_)7Yd,0,t,z,N) dWSd,H

kN (s—) kn(s—)
[ty (VY ) 740 ds), s € T .14

Although (2.14) provides a first approximation to (2.12), one is not able to directly simulate the items
of the integrals with respect to the compensated Poisson random measures. To find an appropriate
approximation of (2.12) that allows us to simulate it explicitly, we follow the idea of L.Gonon and C.
Schwab (see, Sections 4.2 and 4.4 in [36]), and introduce the following approximation procedures. For
each d € Nand § € (0, 1) we define the set Ad by

={z eR?:||2]| > 6},
and also define a probability measure Vgl on (R4, B(R?)) by

d d
d v (B N A§) d
B):=———-2 " BeBRY.
AB) = = (R)
d,0,t,z,N,8
Then, for each d, N € N, (¢, z) € [0,7] x R%, and § € (0,1), let (Y5"** )Sem DT x Q — RY,

0 € ©, be measurable functions satisfying that Ytd’e’t’ﬁ’N’a

d’07t7 7N76 d797t7 ?N76
dY'sd,Q,t,C&N,ts :Md (/iN(S—) y z > ds + Ud(HN(S_),YKN x ) dWSd’e

" RN (s—) (s—)
<Yd6t:vN5 a0 (dy. d
+ nﬁN(s ) (s—) 2T ( Z, 8)

_ d,0,t,x,N,§ d
/Ag WHN(S_)(YHN(S_) ,z) v¢(dz) ds. (2.15)

Furthermore, for each d, N, M € Nand § € (0,1) let VZ-‘ZTO’N’&’M, 0 ecO,i=012..,N,j=
1,2..., M, be independent R?-valued random variables with identical distribution ygl, independent

= z and almost surely for all s € [t, T
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of (W 749y peoxn. Foreachd € N, (t,z) € [0,T] x R%, N,M € N, and § € (0,1), let
(iéd’e’t’m’N’é’M)Se[t 6 TIXQ = R<, 6 € ©, be measurable functions satisfying that Y% *N:0M
x and almost surely for all s € [t, T

d,0 N, d,0 N,
d}/;d,97t,x7N,57M :Md (ﬁN(S_)’Ynj;(zfs ,5,/\4) ds + Jd (HN(S_)aYm;(’zfﬂ 75,/\/() dWSd’G

d d791t7 )Nvé)M d70
+ /Ad Mo (s—) (YNN(Sf) ,z) 77 (dz, ds)
)

M

_ Vd(Ag)Z d (Yd,e,t,m,N,é,M ydO.N.6M ) ds

M M (s=)\ Mk (s-) » (ks (s=) =N, '
j=1

Multilevel Picard Approximation Scheme. Next, we introduce the multi-level Picard approximations.
Let £ : Q — [0,1],6 € O, be i.i.d. uniformly distributed random variables, and assume that (£?)gco
is independent of (Wd’a,ﬂ'd’e)(g’d)eexN. Let R : [0,7] x Q — [0,T], 6 € O, satisfy that RY =
t+ (T —t)¢% forallt € [0,T] and @ € ©. Foreachd € N, M,N € N, § € O, (t,z) € [0,T] x RY,
(d,0,t,2,N,6,M,l,i) (0,1,3)

and s € [t,T), let (Vs ) and (R;
yBObmNOM and RY, respectively.

Foreachd € N,n € Ng, M, N M € N,0 € 0,6 € (0,1), let Ug:]e\}[‘m/l 210,77 x R x Q — R be
measurable functions satisfying for all (¢, z) € R? that

be independent copies of

(1,))eNx (Z/{0}) )(l,i)eNxNo

M’ﬂ
4,0,6,M 1n(n) d,0,t,2,N,5,M,0,~i
Uty () = >4 (YT( ' 1)>

Mn
=1
S | (d,0,5,M,1,4) (d,0,5,M,—1,) (O.0,3) < (0, N.8 ML)
B d Uy LY d 1V Uy y b ybs? s0,0,Z,1V,0, sty
+Z M-l Z (F (UZ,M,N ) - 1N(Z)F <U1_17M7N )) (Rt 7Y,R§6,l,i) ) )
=0 =1

(2.16)

[70.0.M

(d79767M7l’i) 1 ]
where (Un, M.N are independent copies of U, "y

>(l,i)eZ><No
Viscosity solutions of PIDEs. Forevery d € N,let G?: (0,T) x RY x R x R? x §% x C?(R%) — R be
a functional defined for all (¢, z, 7,7y, A, ) € (0,T) x R? x R x R? x §% x C%(R?) by

GUt,x,my, A, ¢) == — (y, n?(t,z)) — %Trace(ad(t,x) (ot 2)|TA) — fet, z,r)

- [ (0@ +(e,2) - o) = (Vadla)ni(w. ) v'(d). @17
Then for every d € N we consider the semilinear PIDE of parabolic type

- aatud(t,a:) + G4(t, z, uld(t, x), Vould(t, z), Hess, ud(t, ), ul(t,-)) =0 on (0,T) x RY, (2.18)

ul(T,z) = g*(x) onR<. (2.19)
We use the following definition of viscosity solutions of PIDE (2.18) (cf. Definition 2.1 in [47]).

Definition 2.7. Let d € N. A function u¢ € USC1((0,T) x RY) (u¢ € LSC1((0,T) x R%)) is
called a viscosity subsolution (supersolution) of PIDE (2.18) if for every (t,z) € (0,T) x R? and
0 € CY2((0,T) x RY) such that o(t,z) = ul(t, ), and u® < p (u? > @), we have that

0
—aﬁp(t, i’) + Gd(tv z, (P(t, :E)a vz(p(ta :L‘)a Hessz (10(757 l’), (10(757 )) S 0 (Z 0)

A function u? : (0,T) x RY — R is said to be a viscosity solution of PIDE (2.18) if u is both a viscosity
subsolution and a viscosity supersolution of (2.18).

Remark 2.8. Let d € N. Ifu? € C1([0,T] x RY) is a viscosity solution of (2.18) with u(T, z) = g%(x)
for x € RY, then the function v (t,x) := u(T — t,z), (t,z) € [0,T] x RY, satisfies the follows.
(i) v}(0,2) = g%(x) for x € R%
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(ii) For every (t,x) € (0,T) x R and ¢ € CY2((0,T) x RY) such that p(t, x) = vi(t,z) and v < ¢
(v > ), we have

0
596 7) + Gt 7,0 (t, ), Vap(t, ), Hess o(t,2), (1,4)) <0 (> 0).

The converse holds as well.

2.2. Main results. The following theorem shows that there exists a unique viscosity solution of PIDE

(2.18), and that this solution satisfies a Feynman-Kac representation. This allows to prove that our MLP
approximation scheme converges to the unique viscosity solution of PIDE (2.18).

Theorem 2.9. Assume Setting 2.1. Then the following holds.

(i) Foreachd € N, (t,x) € [0,T] x R% and 6 € O there exists an unique F-adapted R%-valued cadlag
process (Xf")’t’x)se[m such that (2.12) holds.

(ii) For each d € N there exists an unique Borel function u® : [0,T] x R? — R satisfying for all
(t,x) € [0,T] x R? that

E[‘gd(X%O,t,a:)” +/TEde(S,Xd’O’t’I,ud(S,Xd’O’t’x))u ds + sup sup ‘ud(say” < 00,
’ ’ ’ yerd se(0,7) \ /P + [|y||?

and
T
ud(t,x) _ E[gd(X;lw’O’t’I)} +/ E[fd(S,Xgo’t’x’ud(S, Xg,(),t,m)):| ds.
t

(iii) For each d € N there exists a unique viscosity solution v¢ € C1([0, T] x R?) of PIDE (2.18) with
v (T, x) = g(x) for all x € R
(iv) It holds for all d € N and (t,x) € [0,T] x R? that v (t, ) = ui(t, z).
(v) There exists a positive constant ¢ = c¢(T, L, L1, Lo, K) satisfying for alld € N, (t,x) € [0,T] x R?,
5 €(0,1), n € Ny, and M, N, M € Nwith M > 6 2KdP that

( {Ugg/f](,w (t,x) —ud(t, x)ﬂ)l/Q

< c(d” + ||z])?) [eM/2M_”/262"TL1/2 (NI 4 80P 5—2KdPM—1)1/2] . (2.20)
The next theorem shows that the MLP approximation scheme defined by (2.16) can overcome the
curse of dimensionality. To describe the computational complexity, for each d € N, n € Ny, and M E N

)

we introduce a natural number C( M to denote the sum of the number of function evaluations of g of
the number of function evaluations of 4%, of the number of function evaluations of o, of the number of
function evaluations of ¢, and of the number of realizations of scalar random variables used to obtain
one realization of the MLP approximation algorithm in (2.16). Moreover, for each d € N we use g(®) to
denote the number of function evaluations of g<, f(d) to denote the number of function evaluations of f¢,
¢(@ to denote the sum of the number of realizations of scalar random variables generated, of the number
of function evaluations of 1%, of the number of function evaluations of o, and of the number of function
evaluations of 7%

Theorem 2.10. Assume the settings in Section 2.1. Moreover, for each d € N, let ¢(9), g(@), f(d
n,M €N, 67(1 3\4 € N, satisfy for alln, M € N that

n—1
¢ < MMM e@ 4 g @)1y (n) + S MM @D 5@ L gl r el L @21
=0
Then, for all d € N and n € N we have

n+1
Z ¢ <12(3e@ + gl + 2§D)36mn", (2.22)
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Moreover, for each d € N, € € (0, 1], and x € R there exists a positive integer n%(x, ) > 2 such that
forally € (0,1] andt € [0,T),

sup ( [‘ ngnn/q’nnﬁn/”{d{) (t,z) — u(t, x)ﬂ ) 2 <g, (2.23)
nend(z,e),00)NN
and
4a,e)
Z Qfgd% 4 §12(3€(d) + g(d) + Q]c(d)) [c(dp + HxHQ)]v-Hl

)

- sup (36%*7"/ 2(en/2e2nTLYV? 4 (1 4T 4 dp)1/2)7+4) <o, (224)
neN

where ¢ = ¢(T, L, L1, Lo, K) is the constant introduced in (v) in Theorem 2.9.

2.3. Pseudocode. In this subsection we provide a pseudocode to show how the multilevel Picard
approximations (2.16) can be implemented.

Algorithm 1 Multilevel Picard Approximation

1: function MLP(t, z,n, M, N, §, M)
2 t1(j) « (' —t)/N forall j € {0,...,N —1}; > the length of time intervals in the time discretization
3 fori + 1to M™ do
4: X (1) «+ z;
5: Generate N realizations W (j) € R?, j € {0, ..., N — 1}, of i.i.d. standard normal random vectors;
6 Generate N realizations P(j) € No, j € {0,..., N — 1}, of i.i.d. Poisson random variables with parameter v4(A¢)(T — )N ~1;

(see, e.g., (1.8.3) in [55])
7 fork < Oto N — 1do
8: Generate P(k) realizations Z(j) € R%, j € {1, ..., P(k)}, of i.i.d. random vectors with distribution v¢(dz);
9: Generate M realizations V (j) € R%, j € {1,2, ..., M}, of i.i.d. random vectors with distribution v¢(dz);
10: X (3) « X(3) + pd(t + k(T — t)/N, X (i))t1(k) + o (t + k(T —t)/N, X (2))\/t1(k) - W (k)

X0 o (X(0), 2(3)) = PO oM (X, V)
11: end for
12: end for
13: ifn >0 then .
14 u= g ST (X (0));
15: else
16: u = 0;
17: end if
18: forl < Oton — 1do
19: Y (i) ¢ xforalli € {1,..., M1},
20: Generate M ™! realizations R (i) € [t,T),4 € 1, ..., M™~!, of i.i.d. random variables uniformly distributed on [t, T];
21: for i «+ 1to M™!do
22: S@) + [(RGE) —t)N/(T —1t)| + 1, > total time points of the time discretization of SDE
23: t2(j) « (T'—t)/N forall j € {0, ..., S(i) — 2}; > the length of the first S(¢) — 1 time intervals
24: t2(S(3) — 1) + R() — [t + N~HT — t)(S=2(3) — 1)]; > the length of the last time interval
25: Generate S(i) realizations W (5) € R4, j € {0, ..., S(i) — 1}, of independent standard normal random vectors;
26: Generate S(i) — 1 realizations P(j) € No, j € {0,...,5(¢) — 2}, of i.i.d. Poisson random variables with parameter
VA(AD (T — )N
27: Generate one realization P(S2(i) — 1) € N of Poisson random variable with parameter v (A$)t2(S(i) — 1);
28: for k < Oto S(¢) — 1 do
29: Generate P(k) realizations Z(j) € R%, j € {1, ..., P(k)}, of i.i.d. random vectors with distribution Vg(dz);
30: Generate M realizations V'(j) € R9, j € {1,2, ..., M}, of i.i.d. random vectors with distribution v¢(dz);
31: Y (i) < Y (@) + pt(t + k(T — t)/N,Y (i))t2(k) + o? (t+k( —1)/N,Y (3))\/t2(k) - W (k)
S PE g (Y0, 207)) - A M a0, VG));

32: end for
33: end for .
34: w4 u+ Mn 7 ZZIT; f(R(3),Y (i), MLP(R(), Y (i), 1, M, N, 5, M));
35: if { > 0 then
36: e u— L=t MU (R (E), Y (6), MLP(R(3), Y (), L — 1, M, N, 5, M));
37: end if
38: end for
39: return u;

40: end function
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2.4. A numerical example of pricing with counterparty credit risk in Vasicek jump model. In this
subsection, we present a numerical example' to demonstrate the applicability of the MLP algorithm (2.16).
We consider the problem of pricing a financial derivative with counterparty credit risk, which was already
considered in [27], see also [14, 39] for the corresponding PDE. For this purpose, we assume that the
stock prices can be described by the Vasicek jump model (see also [60]), i.e., for every d € N and
(t,x) € [0,T] x R, the stock price (Xg’o’x)te[O’T] : Q x [0, T] — R? follows the SDE

t N
At
X;i,O,ac =x+ a/ (,u,o]ld — Xgl,O,x) ds + Uowtd + Z Zg - —14
0 n=1 2

t t t
=z+ a/ (,uQ]ld - Xg’o’m> ds + 00/ dWe + / / 21 q74(2) 7(dz, ds).
0 0 0 JRd

Hereby, 2 € R? is the initial value, v, u10, 09 > 0 are parameters, 1,4 := (1,1,...,1)” € RY, (Nt)te[o,00)

(2.25)

is a Poisson process with intensity parameter A > 0, and (Z%),en, ~ Ug([0,1]%) is a sequence of
i.i.d. multivariate uniformly distributed random variables which are independent of (Nt)tE[O,oo)' More-
over, 7#¥(dz, dt) := 7¥(dz,dt) — v%(dz) ® dt is the compensated Poisson random measure whose
corresponding Poisson point measure is of the form

74(0,8] x A) := #{s € (0,1] : X20% — X2 ¢ A}, e (0,T], AeR/{0},

with compensator v¢(dz) ® dt satisfying v¢(dz) = Al 1j4(2)dz, where here # B denotes the number

of elements in some set B. Therefore, for every d € N the stochastic process (Xf ’O’x)te[oﬂ is of
the form (2.1) with (s, z) = a(uoly — x), 0%(s,x) = ooly, n¥(z, 2) = 21 174(2), and vi(dz) =
)\1[071}d(2)d2, which satisfy Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.5, and 2.6. For the numerical example, we
choose a = 0.01, 1o = 100, 09 = 2, A = 0.5, and 2 = (100, ..., 100)” € R,

Then, by following the derivations in [14, 39], we consider the pricing problem which consists
of solving PIDE (1.1) with f4(t,z,v) = —Bmin(v,0) and ¢%(x) = max (min;—1,_4z; — K1,0) —
max (min;—; _4; — K2,0) — Lo, where we choose the parameters § = 0.03, K; = 80, K = 100,
and Ly = 5. Note that all the assumptions in Setting 2.1 are satisfied, in particular Theorem 2.9 and
Theorem 2.10 hold.

For different dimensions d € N and levels M = n € {1,...,5}, we run the algorithm 10 times to
approximate the solution (7', 100, ...,100) of the PIDE (1.1), where we choose 7" = 1/2, N = 12,
M = 200, and § = 0.1 such that the condition M > § 2K dP in (v) of Theorem 2.9 is satisfied with
K = X =0.5and p = 0. The results are reported in Table 1.

3. PRELIMINARIES: DIMENSION-DEPENDING BOUNDS FOR SDES WITH JUMPS

Throughout this chapter, we assume the settings in Section 2.1, and fix d and #. To ease notations,
we will omit the superscripts d and 6 for the notations introduced in Section 2.1 (e.g., for each (¢, z) €
[0,7] x RY, and s € [t,T], X sd’a’t’x will be denoted by X5). We follow the idea of [36] which provides
dimension-depending bounds for (time discretization of) SDEs with jumps but without time dependence
for the coefficients.

3.1. Bounds for non-discretized SDEs.
Lemma 3.1. Forall (t,z) € R and s € [t, T] it holds that
E[|X5%|?] < (6LdP(s —t) + |J||?)e1 6L (=0, (3.1)

Proof. We fix (t,x) € [0, T] x R? throughout this proof. For X% = (X &1 Xt%d) applying Itd’s
formula (see. e.g. Theorem 3.1 in [37]) to || X% ||? yields that almost surely for all s € [t, T

S
XN <l + [ (2Kl XD + o XE2) )
t

'All numerical experiments have been implemented in Python on an average laptop (Lenovo ThinkPad X13 Gen2a with
Processor AMD Ryzen 7 PRO 5850U and Radeon Graphics, 1901 Mhz, 8 Cores, 16 Logical Processors). The code can be
found under the following link: https://github.com/psc25/MLPJumps


https://github.com/psc25/MLPJumps
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Level
d M=n=1 M=n=2 M=n=3 M=n=4 M=n=5
10 Avg. Sol. 12.6439 12.8667 12.7782 12.8062 12.8130
Std. Dev. 0.7686 0.3133 0.1732 0.0519 0.0193
Avg. Eval. 4.23-10* 3.56 - 10° 5.03 - 10° 9.88 - 107 2.45 - 10°
Avg. Time 0.0016 0.0141 0.1534 2.8302 70.5218
50 Avg. Sol. 11.7451 12.1087 11.8201 11.7833 11.8102
Std. Dev. 0.5888 0.4380 0.1114 0.0414 0.0115
Avg. Eval. 1.87-10° 1.67 - 10° 2.37 - 107 4.57-108 1.13-101°
Avg. Time 0.0016 0.0251 0.3770 5.9702 151.1463
100 Avg. Sol. 11.3215 11.4291 11.4581 11.4258 11.4468
Std. Dev. 0.3986 0.3069 0.1650 0.0432 0.0092
Avg. Eval. 3.76 - 10° 3.17-10° 4.66 - 107 9.06 - 108 2.24 - 10
Avg. Time 0.0079 0.0533 0.6849 12.3840 300.3673
500 Avg. Sol. 10.8580 10.6897 10.6524 10.6949 10.6960
Std. Dev. 0.3835 0.2409 0.0701 0.0405 0.0069
Avg. Eval. 1.66 - 109 1.60 - 107 2.31-108 4.50 - 10° 1.11-10%
Avg. Time 0.0251 0.2411 3.3046 63.6527 1563.3035
1000 Avg. Sol. 10.6316 10.4786 10.3588 10.4011 10.4021
Std. Dev. 0.4451 0.3437 0.0910 0.0265 0.0092
Avg. Bval. 3.54 - 10° 3.26 - 107 4.68 - 108 9.00 - 10° 2.23 - 10
Avg. Time 0.0549 0.4985 6.6654 126.1326 3039.6606
5000 Avg. Sol. 9.7696 9.8894 9.7807 9.7843 9.7854
Std. Dev. 0.5765 0.2825 0.0763 0.0235 0.0105
Avg. Eval. 1.85 - 107 1.60 - 108 2.30 - 107 4.48 - 1010 1.11-10'2
Avg. Time 0.2481 2.2290 31.9406 616.2213  15233.9473
10000 Avg. Sol. 9.8036 9.4448 9.5468 9.5395 9.5347
Std. Dev. 0.3240 0.1942 0.0539 0.0311 0.0057
Avg. Eval. 3.77 - 107 3.25- 108 4.61-10° 8.98 - 1010 2.22 - 102
Avg. Time 0.5087 4.4832 63.7070 1234.3232  30334.4023

TABLE 1. MLP solution of the pricing problem under counterparty credit risk with the

Vasicek jump model (2.25), for differentd € Nand M =n € {1, ...,

5}. The average

solution (Avg. Sol.), the standard deviation (Std. Dev.), the average time (Avg. Time

[in seconds]), and the number of function evaluations Qﬁfldz\/[ (Avg. Eval., where the

evaluation of ,ud, o, nd, f d and gd, and the generation of a one-dimensional random

variable is counted as one unit) are computed over the 10 runs of the algorithm.

s d d o
+2/ N X (r, X)) d WJ+2// (X" (X5, 2)) 7(dz, dr)
t R4

i=1 j=1

[ It 2l s, an). (2
Next, for each n € N define the following stopping time
= inf s> 1 /ZZ\QX““ i (r, X0 2 dr
=1 j=1
//me (XL, 2) X[ y(dz)drzn}/\T. (3.3)
Rd

Then, with (3.3) we observe that the stochastic integrals with respect to the Brownian motion and the
compensated Poisson random measure, respectively, on the right hand side of (3.2) are true martingales
on [0, 7] for each n € N. Thus, by (3.2) we obtain for all s € [¢,T] and n € N that

SATL®
B ||xtr,. +E| [ \U(T,Xi’””)\l%dr]
" t

SATL®
/ (X, X27)) dr
t

2
] =||z||* + 2E
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S/\Tn
/ /Hm (XE*,2)|2v(d )dr]- (3.4

Considering (2.3), (2.4), and (3.4), by Young’s inequality and the fact that (a + b)? < 2a? + 2b for all
a,b € R, we have forall s € [t,7] and n € N that

e T < v+ [ [l

S/\Tn
F2B | [t X0%) = (0| dr
t

2]dr

Lo / L, 0)2 dr

S/\Tn
+2]E/ HO’TXtI)—O'T‘OHFdT +2/ o (r,0)||7 dr

+2E /SM” /Rd e (X5, 2) — 0,0, 2) y(dz)dr]
w2 [0 [ im0 vy dr
]dr

< |2 + 6Ld"(s — t) + (1 + 6L) / [HX”
Therefore, by (2.9) and Gronwall’s lemma we have for all s € [t,7T] and n € N that

E [HX”

Finally, the application of Fatou’s lemma yields for all s € [t, T that

2
to ] < (6LdP(s —t) + ||z||?)e*TORI =),

2
E MX;@H?} <liminf E [HX;’;TM ] < (6LdP(s —t) + |J|[2) e +OLI 1)

which completes the proof of this lemma. U

Lemma 3.2. There exist a constant p only depending on L and T, satisfying for all t € [0,T), s € [t, T},
and x,y € R? that

B[l X6 = X09|°] < 4)la - ylPerts-.
Proof. We first fix t € [0, 7] and x,y € R Notice for every s € [t, T that

S
X0 X —p g / <F‘(7“’ XPT) =l X72) ) dr 4 /
t

[ (i) = (X1 2)) 7).

Then by Jensen’s inequality, Itd’s isometry, and the fact that (Zl (ai)? < 4 Zl La? for a; € R,
i=1,2,3,4,itholds for all s € [t, T that

B[l — x| <l g +4(s—1) [ B [|Jutr X2%) - o x00)|] ar
t
+4/S (o xt%) = oo, Xﬁ’y)HHdr
+4/ / Hnr (XE%, 2) — (X0, 2) }
R4

Thus, by (2.3) we obtain for all s € [t, T] that

S

(J(r, XY = o(r, Xﬁf)) dw,

B[l - X0 <l -yl + s - 0 [ E[|xe - xioP) ar
t

+8L /SE[HX;;:): _ X}yHQ] dr
t
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Therefore, by (2.9) and Gronwall’s lemma, we have for all s € [¢, T that
E[ng,x _ ngHZ] < 4z — y| Pt

which completes the proof of this lemma. U

Y

Lemma 3.3. There exists a positive constant ¢ only depending on T and L satisfying for all (t,z) €
[0,T] x RY, s € [t,T], and s' € [s,T] that

E[[|x5 - xt )] < c[(s' = 8)+ (5~ )] (@ + |l2]>): (3.5)

Proof. We notice that almost surely for all (¢, {L‘) [0, 7] x R%, s € [t,T) and 8’ € [s,T] that

Xz;gC :Xg’x—}—/ u(r, Xﬁ’f)dr—f—/ o(r, X" dW, —l—/ / nr (X ) w(dz, dr).

Hence, by Itd’s isometry, Holder’s inequality, (2.3), (2.4) and Lemma 3.1 it holds for all (¢t,z) €
[0,T] x RY, s € [t,T]and s’ € [s, T that

B [l - 7] <60 -0 [ B [t 0] a5 [ ot xE0)2]

S S

+3/:/IE [/Rd [ (X257, )] u(dz)} dr

<3(s' — ) /E 2||pu(r, X57) _u(r,0)|\2+2uﬂ(r,0)u2} dr

/ E [2]|o(r, XE%) = 00, 0)|[3 + 2o (r, 0)|[2] dr

w3 [CB[[ @m0 - 00, +210.0.) v ar
< 3(s' —s)/s (2LE [|X5|1?] + 2LdP) dr

!

S
+6/ (2LE [||[ X2"|*] + 2LdP) dr

< (s’ = 8)*(dP + [[2]|*) + (s = s)(d + [|=]?)

(3.6)
where ¢ = 12L(1 4 6LT)e(M 60T, O
Lemma 3.4. Forallt € [0,T),t' € [t,T), s € [t',T), and z,x" € R? it holds that
/ ! 2
E MX;@ _ xte ] <Y(||lw — || + [t — | + |t — ¢[V/2)? - exp{6LT(T + 4)}
2
: [1 +3LM2aP2(1 ||1:'||2)1/2] . 3.7)

Proof. We follow the idea of the proof of Lemma 3.6 in [9], and fix t € [0,T],¢' € [¢t,T], s € [t/, T}, and
x, 2’ € R? throughout this proof. One first notice that almost surely

S ! !
Xt XU = X5y +/ (1. XE7) = XU dr

+/ (a(r,Xﬁi‘)—a(r,Xﬁ'”” dW +/ / (X5 2) — (X5 )) #(dz, dr).
tl

Then by Minkowski’s inequality and Holder’s inequality we have

(E [HXﬁw - Xt 2])1/2 . (E [HX:/QC . 2}>1/2

+ </:(s —)E {Hﬂ(r, XY = p(r, X2

9 1/2
J)
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+ (E ‘ /t/s (U(r, X" —o(r, qu'_vw')) 2] ) 1/2
i <E ‘/tl /Rd i — e (X7 )> 7(dz, dr)

Therefore, by Itd’s isometry and (2.3) we obtain
2:| > 1/2

o 1/2 t
<E |:HX£,90 _ Xﬁ T ]) ( |:HXt,,:c _

QDW

s VRN 1/2
+< / E[ / nr(Xﬁ’x,Z)—m(Xﬁ’m,Z)H via)|ar)
t/ R4

97\ 1/2 s 2 1/2
S N R G e I
tl
s 2 1/2
+2L'/2 </E[HX7§"E—X$"T ]dr) :
t/

Then by the fact that for all a, b, ¢ € R it holds that (a+b+c)? < 3(a?+ b* + c?) and Holder’s inequality

we have
2 $ ;o1]|2
] +3LT/ E [HXV—XJE @ ] dr
t/

2
]dr

g e xe

2 t,x /
] < 3E [HXt, —x

S
+ 12L/ E {Hxﬁ@ _ xte
t/

2] s ;112
—3E {HX;’Q” — || 3L+ 4)/ E [HXF” B } dr (3.8
i t
Moreover, by (3.8), (2.9), and Gronwall’s lemma we get
;112 2
E [HX?Z _ xthe ] <3E U X4 — o ] - exp{3LT(T + 4)}. (3.9)

Furthermore, we notice that almost surely

t t/ t’
Xy —d =z -2+ / u(r, X7 dr +/ o(r, X1*) dW, +/ / n(X57, 2) 7(dz, dr).
t t t R4

Hence, by Minkowski’s inequality and Holder’s inequality we get

(el

tl
/ o(r, X1") dW,
t

/

]>1/2S lz —2'|| + ((t/—t)/tt EMM , X1 H
1/2

2

tl

+|E +|E n( X507, 2) 7(dz, dr)

R4

Moreover, by 1t6’s isometry, (3.10) implies that

(b =o]]) " <=+ ((t’—w/ [t 529
+ (/tt/E [HU(T,Xﬁ’fE)HH dr> 1/2 {/Rd (X5 2)|1? v(dz)

/

7).
)
([ )
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Thus, applying Minkowski’s inequality, (2.3), and (2.4) yields

1/2

K HXf;”—:c’ ’

(= [l —=1)) | t,

su:c—x’u+<<t'—t> / uu<r,x’>uzdr) +(<t’—t> / E[HumXﬁ“)—u(r,x’)HQ]dr)
t 1/2 t

—l—(/t ||U(7“,:U')||2Fdr) +(/t
Y 1/2 " 1/2

+</ E[/Rdum<xﬁ@,z>m(z',z)H%(dz)}dr) +</ Ad||nr<w’,z>||2u<dz>dr)

" 1/2 y 1/2

g||a:—x'u+<<t'—t> / ||u<r,x'>u2dr) L ((t'—t) / E[\\Xﬁ’x—w’ﬂ“)
o 1/2 ¢ 1/2

+</t HU(W’)H%dr) + 212 (/t E ||| x5 - 2| dr)
o 1/2

+</ Ad\|nr<x’,z>||2u<dz>dr) .

Then using Holder’s inequality, and the fact that for all a,b,c € R it holds that (a + b + ¢)? <
3a? + 3b% + 3c2, we have

1/2

/

1/2
E [Ha(r, X5 — o (r, w')Hﬂ dr)

/

t/
E [HX;@_:U, 2] §3L(T+4)/ E [\\Xﬁ’x_w’\\z} dr
t

t 1/2 #
||x—x'||+<rt—t’\- / Hu(r,x’)IIer> +</ ||a<r,:c'>u%dr>
+ 1/242
+</ / ||nr<m',z>u2u<dz>dr> ] B
t JRd

This together with (2.4) imply that

1/2
+3

t/
E |:HXtt;m_x/ 2:| §3L(T+4)/ E [HX;EJ—:U/HQ] dr
t

+3[le — o' + e — ¢ - L2214 )2

2
+ |t _ t/|1/2 . L1/2dp/2(1 + Hxl||2)1/2 + |t _ t/|1/2L1/2dp/2(1 + Hxl||2)1/2 )

Hence, we have

tl
E [HXf,’x—a:’ 1 §3L(T+4)/ E U}X}va—x’ﬂ dr +3(||x — a'|| + [t — /| + |t — '|1/?)?
t

2
. [1+3L1/2dp/2(1+ H'T/||2)1/2}

Therefore, by (2.9) and Gronwall’s lemma we have

2
E [HXL“ —af ] < 3(la— /|| + |t — ¢ + [t — #[72)2 - exp{BLT(T + 4))
2
' [1 4 3LY2aP2(1 + Hx’||2)1/2] . (3.12)
Hence, combining (3.12) with (3.9) yields (3.7), which completes the proof of this lemma. U

From now on, for ease of notation, we define A = {(¢,s) € [0,7]? : t < s}.
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Corollary 3.5. For each (t,z) € [0,T] x R% and s € [t,T), let (tg, sk, xx), be a sequence such that
(th, sk, 1) € A x R for all k € N and limy,_, o (ty,, 51, ©1) = (¢, 5, ). Then for any € > 0 it holds that

lim P (|| X" — X% > ¢) = 0. (3.13)

k—o0

Proof. Fix ¢ € (0,00), (t,x) € [0,T] x R%, s € [t,T] and a sequence (¢, s, 7)., satisfying that
(th, s, 2x) € A x R? for all k € N, and limy,_,o0 (tg, S8, 7)) = (t, s, 2). By Chebyshev inequality and
the fact that (a + b)? < 242 + 2b% for all a, b € R, we have

P ([|X67 - Xt > ) < e || 387 - xtem ||
< 2677 [[| X0 — XL7|°| + 2e7%E || X5 - x|
Therefore, the application of Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 yields
P (|| X357 = Xopm || > ) <2672 cflsk — sl + st — 5] (" + [|]|*)
25729 (|la — ] + 1 — ] + |t - t\1/2)2 exp{6LT(T + 4)}
: [1 + 3LV (1 4 ||| ® + Hx\|2)1/2]2, (3.14)

where c is the positive constant introduced in (3.5) in Lemma 3.3. Finally, passing limit as & — oo in
(3.14) gives (3.13). U

3.2. Bounds for Euler approximations.

Lemma 3.6 (Euler Approximation). There exist positive constants C1 = C1(T, L), Co = Co(T, L, L1, Lo),
p1 = p1(L), and ps = pa(L) satisfying for all N € N and (t,z) € [0,T] x R that

E| sup Y7 | < i@ + flaf?)er (3.15)
selt,T]
and
u-«:[ sup || X1 — Y;v%NHz} < Oo(dP + ||z||2) N~ ter2 T, (3.16)
se[t,T)

Proof. Wefix (t,z) € [0, T]xR%and N € N throughout this proof. For Yt#N = (ytoN1 ytaNd)
be N H shows almost surely for all s € [¢, T’ that

1
e el +2 [ (0.t V) + 5 et ¥ )

2R3 [t Y v

=1 j=1

+2 / Rd<Y”N,nﬂN H(YenY ) 2) w(dz, dr)

s

Then, by Davis’ inequality (see, e.g., Theorem VIL.90 and VII (90.1) in [23]) we obtain for every s € [¢,T]
that

applying It6’s formula to HY

2
- Ym(N) Z)H m(dz,dr).

4
an(s) == E| sup [P < flal? + 3 Aus), (3.17)

rejlt,s

where

=25 [ (0,050 & ot VL) o]

) 1/2
As(s) :=8E (/ 2 dr) ,

T
|:0'(/‘€N (r)’ Yt,x,N)] Yt,{L',N

kN (r) kN ()
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(L
we=s [,

Furthermore, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality, and (2.4) we have for all s € [¢, T that

Ai(s) <E [/ts <“Y:,x,NH2+ H“(”N(T)’Y;fi(iv ‘ + H o(kn(r), ;\f(iv H > ]

<E

t,x,N t,x,N 2 1/2
0N ey (Vi 0 mlazan)) |

2
Mien (r ;5(7{\[),2)“ v(dz) dr] .

(1P 2t 01, Y252 = e 01,0+ 2 e ). 0

+ 2o ex (1), V/455) = ot (), 0| + 2 o), 0) ) dr]

gEU <}|Y”NH +4L‘ v +4Ldp> dr}
§4TLdp+(1+4L)/ an(r) dr. (3.18)
t

Similarly, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality, (2.3), and (2.4) we get for all s € [t, T
and € > 0 that

) < 8E </| Ff;ﬁ(f (kv (r ),Yj}f&%)”i dr>1/2]
< 88 | sup (([v=N) (/t (QHU(RN(T),Y;’:(’?)[)—U(KN(T),O)Hi+2||U(KN(T),O)H%)dr>1/2]

E[t,s]

< dean(s) + gIE { / <2L HYS}fE% H2 + 2Ldp> dr}
t

8TLd? 8L
+ -
€ e Ji

<dean(s)+ an(r)dr, (3.19)

and

A()<8E[sup \Y“NH // [P oy (V2 2) || (d dr))1/2]
reft

<dean(s)+ EA4(5). (3.20)

Moreover, by (2.3) and (2.4) we have for all s € [¢,T] that
t x,N

<IE[/ /Rd< Mien (1) HN(T),) nﬁNT)OzH —|—2H7],{N Oz”) dz)d]
SE[/ <2LHY”N‘ +2Ld>dr]
t

< 2TLdP + 2L/ an(r) dr. (3.21)
t

Then, combining (3.17) and (3.18)-(3.21) yields for all s € [t, T that
an(s) <||z|* + 8can(s) + 2T LdP (34 8/¢) + (1 + 6L + 16L /<) / an(r)dr. (3.22)
t

Define a sequence of stopping times {T,ﬁv }e2, by

N =inf{s >t: HY;’Z’NH >k}yAT, keN
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Then by Assumption 2.2, we have that

[ 2
E| sup HY | < +E Hytﬁ’N—Y@NZ’NH ]
s€[t,T) Tk T T
2
K LE H e (025 z)ﬂ(dz,{ﬂév})‘”
<k +E / Ca(L A ||2]?) 7 (dz, {7} })]
LJR4

Sk2+Cd<OO.

Hence, by taking ¢ = 1/9 and replacing s by s A Tév in (3.22), as well as using Gronwall’s lemma we
obtain

an(s ATY) < Ci(dP + ||z]|?)e” =) forall s € [¢,T] and k € N,
where C7 := 9 - max{150LT, 1} and p; := 9(1 + 150L). Then the application of Fatou’s lemma gives

an(T) < hmlnfaN(T/\Tk ) < Cy(dP + ||z)?)err T,

which proves (3.15).
Next, we show the proof of (3.16), which is analogous to the proof of (3.15). For every s € [t,T], and
i,7 € {1,...,d}, we define

/]‘s = M(S X ) ("{N( )7Yt7mé\/;))a ﬁév(z) = nS(X?za ) Nk (s— )(Yt r(i\i)vz)a

KN

and

5‘5 = O-(SaX.ziE) - O.(’%N(S_)v Yt’I’N )7 NU = U (S X ) ](K’N(S_) Ytyx’N ))

kN (s—) P T RN (s—

For Xt* — yteN — (xt=l _ytaNl = xted __ytzNd) the application of 1td’s formula shows
almost surely for all s € [¢, T'] that

s 1
HX;,x_Yst,m,NH? :2/t <<(Xﬁ‘”—Y”N),ﬂf~v>+2H‘}v{v}ﬁ?) dr

233 [y g

=1 j=1

2 [ <<Xif = YN () (dz, dr)

Rd
/ / ‘ m(dz, dr).
Then by Davis’ inequality we obtain for all s € [¢, T'] that
) 4
ex(s) i= B[ sup [ X1~ v1oN 2] < 37 By, (3.23)
re(t,s] i—1
where
Ey(s) = 2E / ( ”—Y”N>,ﬂiv>\ Sl ) ] :
t
t, ta,Ny || 2
Es(s) :=8E ( xpr -y )H dr) ,
) 1/2
Bs(s) := SE ( (X}~ Y;t’_z’N),ﬁiV(ZD‘ 7r(clz,cl7“)> ] ,

=] / / NP vtz ar].
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Moreover, by Lemma 3.3 we notice for all s € [¢,T] that

t, t,
- [HXx ~ X

where ¢ = ¢(T, L) is the positive constant introduced in (3.5) in Lemma 3.3. Then, by (2.3), (2.4), (2.10),
and (2.11) we obtain for all s € [t, T that

Hﬂs H < HN th) _N(SvX,i’]i(s_))H + HN (s Xt’x( )) — p(kn(s—), X,iw(s ))H

1 < 2¢(dP + ||z||P)NIT(T + 1), (3.24)

+ Hu rn(5=), X o)) = wlrn (=), Yool H
ALY DD I BN e SEERS AL B RN WA (3.25)
o)l < 22 |t = x|+ (N 2| -yl G26)
and
/Rd | | w(dz) < 3L||x87 - X0 )H +3LyN" Xt —er]j(f)H (3.27)

Thus, by (3.24), (3.25), (3.26), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Young’s inequality we obtain for every
s € [t,T] that

)

S
— ’7N
E1<s>s2E[ [t =y (w2 e = x|+ 2 - v

kN (T)
)2 dr]

gEU (HX”” vioN|* 4 6L NTIT + 6L|| X5 - XY H 6L [ X52 ) = Vi

kN (r)

1 _
by e,

12 || yte  ytaN
s HXKN(T) Y

KN (T)

2
)]
< 6T?(Ly + 2¢(T + 1)L)(dP + ||z|* )N~ + (1 + 61L) /s en(r)dr, (3.28)
t

2
where we recall that ey (s) := E[supre[t7s] X - YTthH } for each s € [t,T]. Analogously, by
(3.24), (3.26), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Young’s inequality we get for all s € [¢,7] and € > O that

s 1/2
o <z | ([l v P gad o) |
t
s 1/2
(s e v ([ 1)
relt,s] t

12
<~ E U <L1N—1T+LHX7€96 xte
t

< 8E

2
tx t,x,N
+L|XEE -,

kN (r)

)]

13
+4eE | sup || XB7 - vEeN ||
re(t,s]
127%(Ly + 2¢(T + 1) L) (dP 2y 12L [®
< deen(s) + (L1 +2e(T + L) + [[I) | / en(r)dr, (3.29)
eN e J;
and
1/2
Es(s)gsEKsup |0~ Y”NH> <// 17 (2)|I? (d= dr)) ]
relt,s
< deepn(s) + 4Ei(8). (3.30)

Moreover, by (3.24) and (3.27) we see for all s € [¢, T'] that

t,x - Yt,z,N
kN (T)

)]

S 2
Eu(s) < E[/ (3LaNT'T 4 3L|| X1 - X012
t
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3T2(Lg + 2¢(T + 1)L)(dP 2 s
< 3Ly 24T+ DL)(@ + 2] )+3L/ en(r)dr. 3.31)
N t
Then combining (3.23) and (3.28)-(3.31) yields for each s € [t, T that
24L
en(s) < 8ezen(s) + <1 +9L + > / en(r)dr
€ t
2 dr
+ [GTZ(Ll +2¢(T +1)L) (1 + 6) +3T%(Ly +2¢(T + 1)L) <1 + ﬂ (JFN”:CH)
Hence, by (2.9) and (3.15), taking € = 1/9 and applying Gronwall’s lemma gives
en(T) =E| sup [|X5% — VE#N|® | < Co(dP + |l2]P)N e T, (3.32)
s€t,T]
where Co := 27T?(38L1 + 37Ly + 150¢(T + 1) L) and py := 9(1 + 225L). Therefore, (3.16) is proved,
and we complete the proof of this lemma. (]

3.3. Bounds for Euler approximations with truncated jumps.

Lemma 3.7. There exist positive constants C1 = C1(T, L), Co = Co(T, L, K), p1 = p1(T, L), and
p2 = p2(T, L) satisfying for each (t,z) € [0,T] x RY, N € N, and § € (0,1) that

E| sup < Cy(dP + ||z ]|?)err T, (3.33)

s€(t,T]

and

< Cy89dP(dP + ||z ?)er> T, (3.34)

E sup Hyt:L‘Né Yt:BN)Q
s€t,T)

Proof. As before, we first fix (t,z) € [0,7] x R4, N € N, and 6 € (0, 1). One can follow the proof of
Lemma 3.6 for (3.15) to obtain that

2
E sup H}/St,w,N,(gH

s€t,T)

with positive constants C; = C1(T, L) and p; = p1 (T, L) defined in Lemma 3.6, which proves (3.33).
Next, by Davis’ inequality, Holder’s inequality, and (2.3) we observe that

< CUd + lz])en T

2 s
| s [ v <3060 8 [t 03580 - s 7
uglt,s] t N N
,x,N,0 z,N 2
+12 [ ()Y = olan (), vE )| | ar

s
e

[
o

z,N,é x 2
Nk ( 7") t (]\g )1A5 (Z) - UHN(T)(Y,:;V&,]Y)%)H V(dz):| dr

d
[HM kN (r), tm(%% M(/{N(r)’y’fig))HQ] 0
o(kn

I/(dz)] dr. (3.35)
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Furthermore, by (2.8) and (3.15) it holds that
T ta,N |2 T ta,N||?
E / ‘ N () (YN 2 H v(dz)|dr < K5qdp/ E Yoo H dr
/t R/ A N ( )( kN (r) ) ( ) . kN (T)
< (C1 + D)KT8dP(dP + ||=||*)e”r T, (3.36)

where C; = C1(T, L) and p; = p1(L) are positive constants defined in (3.15) in Lemma 3.6. Combining
(3.35) and (3.36), as well as taking into account (3.15) and (3.33), by Gronwall’s lemma we obtain

E sup Hytl‘Né Yt:l?NH

s€t,T)

where Cy := 24(C1+1)KTePT and pg := 3(T+12) L. Thus, the proof of this lemma is completed. [

< Cod9dP(dP + ||z|?)er2 (T,

3.4. Bounds for Euler approximations with truncated jumps and Monte Carlo approximations of
compensator integrals.

Lemma 3.8. There exist positive constants C1, Co, p1, and po only depending on T and L satisfying for
all (t,x) € [0,T] x R%, 6 € (0,1), and N, M € N with M > §2KdP that

E| sup [V VM < Ou@ + flal?)en T (3.37)
s€(t,T]
and
E| sup HY-st,z,N,&M _ Yst,:c,N,&HQ < 025_2de/\/l_1(dp+ HxHQ)epg(T—t)_ (3.38)
s€[t,T)

Proof. We fix (t,z) € [0,T], 6 € (0,1), and N, M € N with M > §~2KdP throughout this proof. To
prove (3.37), we first notice that by (2.8) it holds that

LA |22 N _
V(A5):A 1/\::2H2y(dz) <4 Q/Rd(l/\HzH?)y(dz) <6 KdP, (3.39)
9

which shows that v is a finite measure on (As, B(As)). Thus, by (2.15) we have almost surely for all
s € [t, T that

S S
i/zgt,.r,N,(S,M _Jf+/ /-L(HN( ),YtZNiM)d’I“—'—/ J(KN(T_)’Yt,w,N,(S,M)dWT

e A (=)
/ / nKN 7‘_ t m(N_é)‘ M dZ dT / / T]FiN(’r’ ,:5(7],\[(;/\/1, Z) V(dZ) dr
As
v(As) t2,N5M 1,NM
_ /t ( v Z; Mo (o) (V2P SV ) ) (3.40)
]:

By Holder’s inequality, Burkholder-Davis- Gundy 1nequa11ty (see e.g., Theorem VIL.92 in [23]), Minkowski
integral inequality, and the fact that (Zl 1ai)? <5 ZZ (a2 fora; € R,i=1,2,..,5, we obtain for
each s € [t,T] that

4
ay p(s) = E sel[ltp]\m*”’N"WW] <5 <||a:]2+ZA,~(s)>, (3.41)
T sS i=1
where
Ai(s) == (s —t)E [/ (i (), Y254 |2 d] (3.42)
_SE[/ o (e (r), Y5 |11 d ] (3.43)
—SE[// 7y () (V225 M )H2V(d2)dr}, (3.44)

Aq(s) = (s —t)E

t

| [ ey sz
)
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Next,by the definition of V” , we observe for all y € RY, s € [0,7],¢ = 0,1,...,N, and j =
2, ..., M that

(A B[ V™M = [ty via:) (3.46)

Then by the independence properties of ViN’M, (2.3), (2.4), and (3.46) it holds for all r € [¢,T] that

B 5 2t (A0 3 )

M
H/ Nk (r yv dz ( Z Nk (r) ya ) )N,j )H :|
i=1 ey b N8, M
KN (1)
E N.M N.M, |2
= [V(Aé)]QMflE ZE ‘E[TZQN(T)(?JJ Viy )] —U,’:N(T)(y,‘ﬁ,f )‘]
k=1 thNzSM
L r (T)
- 2
< (4P M'E Z [y (0 Vi I°]
el gy b N8 M
rN ()
ME [/ ) € ;NIfY)‘W )HQl/(dz)] (3.47)
< 2V(A§)M71E |:/A5 HWN(r)(Y;;ng@MaZ) - nnN(r)(Ovz)H2 V(dz):|
+ QV(A(;)M_lE [/ Hn,iN(r)(O,z)Hz Z/(dz)]
< 2w(A)ML (B[ V25N M) + @) (3.48)
Thus, by (3.39) and the assumption that M > §~2K dP, we have for all s € [t, T that
Au(s) < 20(As)M (s — 1) (/ B[V M dr+ s -0 d)
<25 2KdPM'L(s — t) </ [HY“”MH }dr—i— (s—1) d> (3.49)
< 2L(s — 1) (/ E |y M) }drﬂst)d”) (3.50)
Furthermore, using (2.3) and (2.4) we obtain for all s € [¢, T'] that
A3(s) < 2(s — DE / (s (), ;:(,{V)W) — (), 0)[*dr]
2(s —t)E / Hu kN (r H dr}
<2(s—t)L / [HY”N‘WH }dr+2( t)*LdP, (3.51)
Ay(s) < 16L/ B[V M P ] dr+ 205 - ysear, (3.52)

k()

As(s) < 16L/ B[V M| dr +2(s - )sLar. (3.53)
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Then combining (3.41) and (3.50)-(3.53) yields for all s € [t, T'] that
S
aly am(s) < 5|z||* + 20LT(T + 8)dP + 20L(T + 8) / aly aq(r) dr. (3.54)
t

Therefore, by the same stopping time argument used to prove (3.15) in Lemma 3.6 and Gronwall’s lemma
we get that

aym(T) < Ci(d + |lz]*)er 70
with C1 := 5 - max{1,4LT(T + 8)} and p; := 20L(T + 8), which proves (3.37).
Next, we start to prove (3.38). By (2.15) and (3.40) we notice for all s € [¢, T'] that

S
}/st,m,N,é,M _ }/St,m,N,(S :/ (,Uf(KN( ) Yt T, N§M) //J(HN(T_), Yt7x’]\[_76)> dr
t

P TN (r—) kN (r—)

+/( (kn(r ),thNaM)—a(/ﬁN(r—),Yt’xéV_’(;)) AW,

kn(r—) KN

[ (et 02,20 = eyt (V15,2 7l i)
)
//nHN tx(N(;M 2)v(dz)dr

As

v(As) ta,N.5,M 1N, M
- /t <W Z M=) V(o)™ V(w(r—)—t)Nu‘))d”
j=1
Analogous to the argument to obtain (3.41), by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Holder’s inequal-
ity, for each s € [t, T'] it holds that

eNm(s) =E i HW’I’N’&M—Y}t’x’N"SHZ] <4ZE ) +4A4(s), (3.55)
where A,(s) is defined by (3.45), and
Br(s) = (5= 08 | [ o (V25 ) = o (0, V25 P
) i SE U e (), Y — o (), V5N | ]
—SE{/ S e 52 =m0 2 ot |
Moreover, by (2.3) we have for all 5 € [t, ] that
Ei(s) <2(s —t)L / [Hini\f)‘sM 55(55\\] (3.56)
E2(S)§16L/ B[V M =y I ar, (3.57)
Es(s) < 16L/ Dl DA AR WK (3.58)

Hence, combining (3.55), (3.56)-(3.58), and (3.49) we obtain for all s € [¢,T'] that
enm(s) < 8L(16+T) /t enm(r)dr +8L6 2 KdP M~'T </ [HY”N‘WH } dr + (s — t)dP > :
Thus, by (3.37) we have for all s € [¢, T'] that

en(s) < 8L(16+T) /t ’ e (r) dr + 160 2K dP M LT?Cy (dP + ||z ?)e 70, (3.59)

Furthermore, considering (3.33) and (3.37), we apply Gronwall’s lemma to (3.59) to get
e?th(T) < 025_2deM (dp + ”95H )epg (T— t)

where Co := 16 LT?C and py := 8L(16 + T') are positive constants. Then, the proof of Lemma (3.8) is
completed. U
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Lemma 3.9. There exist positive constants C and py only depending on T and L satisfying for all
(t,x) € [0,T] xR, s € [t,T), s € [s,T], 6 € (0,1), and N, M € N with M > 62K dP that

E [|[ym oM e NSMIP] < SE(s ) (T+240(A) M) [ + Co(dP + []P)eT] (3.60)

Proof. We fix (t,x) € [0, T]xR%, s € [t,T], s' € [s,T],0 € (0,1),and N, M € N with M > 62K dP
throughout this proof. By (3.40), Itd’s isometry, Holder’s inequality, and the fact that (Zl Lai)? <
4ZZ La?fora; € R,i=1,...,4, we have

E [Hystl,x,N,é,M _ szt,gc,N,&MHQ} < 4(8/ _ S)/ [HM kv () ta:NaM H ]

s

e [ B Joton ,mw [
e f =[]
H/S </ M) Yy 2)(d2)

~ v(4y) M ytaNOM y,NM ?
v an\/r ko (r) ’V(HN(T)—t)N,j))dTH :

Nin (r tgc,],\gw/l,z)H2 u(dz)] dr

+4E

Jj=1

(3.61)
Moreover, by Holder’s inequality, (3.48), and (3.37) it holds that

t,2,N,6,M t2,N,5M 1 N,M 2
[H / / M () (Ve 2) ¥ Z Ve MV o) dr| ]

< 2(5/—3)1/(A5)M_1L/ (& + B[54 ar

< 2(s' = 8)20(As)M 'L [dP + C (& + ||z[|*)e” ], (3.62)

where C1 = C1 (T, L) and p; = p1(T, L) are positive constants introduced in (3.37) in Lemma 3.8. Thus,
by (3.61), (3.62), (2.3), and (2.4) we obtain

E [Hyt/va,é,M _ ytaNSM ‘ﬂ
s s

<4 - 9) /jE{2\\M<m<r>,Y£;fz%";’M> (), 0 +2m<w<>o>|ﬂ] dr

+af E
w4 B[ (205 =m0+ 2y 09 ) vl
s R4

+8(s' — 5)%v (A(g)/\/l’lL [dP + C1(dP + ||| )eplT]

<8L(s' —s / ( [}|y;§£V)6M|| +dPD dr + 16L/: (IE [Hyrf]:(i\féMH i dp]) dr
+8(s" — 8)20(As) ML [dP + Cy(dP + ||=]|*)e T ] .
Hence, by (3.37) we obtain for all s € [t,T] and s’ € [s, T that
E [HYSt/,z,N,é,M _ Y;t,x,N,é,MHﬂ < 8L(s' — 3)2 [dp +Ch(dP + Htz)emT]
+16L(s" — s) [d° + C1(dP + ||z|*)e” 7]
+8(s" — s)v(As) ML [dF + C1(dP + ||z||*)e” 7]
<8L(s' — s)(T + 2+ v(As) M) [dF + C1(d + ||z ||*)e” 7],

TN (r)

| ——

QHU(HN(T) y e N oM, —U(ﬁN(T),O)Hi+2H0(/<;N(T),O)H2} dr
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which completes the proof of this lemma. O

Lemma 3.10. There exist constants C and py only depending on T' and L satisfying for all t € [0, T,
"e[t,T], s€[t',T], x,a' € R% § € (0,1), and N, M € N with M > § 2K dP that

€s := sup E[HYJ@,N,&,M . Yj’,m’,N,é,MHQ}

u€glt!,s]

< 16exp {4LT (2T + 8 + v(A;)M~'T) }
: {(Hx — | [t =t [ — V2[4 3LV (1 + || ?) 2]
+2L( — (A )M [P + Cy(dP + ||z %) e ] } (3.63)

Proof We fix z,2’ € R%, ¢t € [0,T], ¢ € [t,T],d € (0,1), and N, M € N with M > 6 2KdP
throughout this proof. One notices that almost surely for all s € [t/, T

t,x,N,5, M t' ' ,N,§, M
Yy - Y

=y NeM g / (len =), YEENSM) = e (r=), YN )
[ (ol tro) VM = ot Y ) aw,
,x,N,0, z’',N,9, ~
[ (st t(N)M &)~ N (o (VM 2)) 7 (d, dr)
t JAs

o R T
5
M
v(As) toNSM 1, NM
_/t’ M ;(W“N(’"—>(Yw(r—) Manr-)-)N,g)

t',z' ,N,6, M {,N,M
- nI{N(T*) (Y/@N(r—) "/(){N(T—)—t)N,j)>

dr.

Therefore, by Minkowski’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, It6’s isometry, Holder’s inequality, and the
analogous argument to get (3.47), we have for all s € [/, T'] that

o7\ 1/2 s
(oo e oon 5]
t/

1/2
L opl/? (/SE “ ytaNSM _ Yt',x’,N,a,MHT dr>
t/

K (r) kN (T)
S W 1/2
+ (V(Ag)M_lT/t/ E [/ HnﬁN(,ﬂ)(Ys;&%’&M,z) — nNN(r)(Yéf(r’)N’é’M,z)HQ V(dz)] dr) .

Thus, by (2.3) and the fact that (Y}, a;)? < 43}, a? fora; € R, i = 1,...,4, we have for all
s € [t',T] that

1/2
2 N,6M e N6 M
kN (r) nN(r

S S
e < AE ||V MM = of|*] 4 4L T—|—4)/ e dr+4Ly(A5)M_1T/ erdr.  (3.64)
% %
Hence, by (3.37) and Gronwall’s lemma, we get for all s € [t', T that
e < AE ||V MM = 2/ |P] - exp {(ALT(T + 4+ w(As) M7'T) }. (3.65)
Furthermore, we notice for all s € [t, '] almost surely that
S S
N6, M 2,N,5,M
YEENSM _ 4l _y oyt / i (r =), YEOM) g /t o (i (r=), 5N aiy,

/ / nnN(r ,55(?[(;/\/[72) 7~r(dz,d7“)
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/ / Ny (r— ) tIN[;M 2)vidz) dr
v(As) ta,N.oM 1,N.M
—/t (MZ;T]RN(T_)(YHN(T'_) ’V(HN(T—)—t)Naj))dT'
j=

Then, by Minkowski’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, Itd’s isometry, (3.62), (2.3), and (2.4), we obtain
for all s € [t, ] that
2:| ) 1/2

<lo-ol+ (-0 [ !!u(ffw(r),:v’)IIer>1/2

u€lt,s]

( sup E [HYJ’”"’N’(S’M —

s 1/2
=y E[\\uwN(r),Y:;jgin»M) () H]dr>/
1/2 s ) 1/2

+</t o (r HFdr) +</t E[Ha(w(r),y;%v),a,M)_U(KN(TW)HF] dr)

5 1/2
(2] [ o2 =ty via)| ar)

1/2

([ w212 vtz ar

1/2

+ [2(s — t)*v(As) M L(dP + C1(dP + ||z||?)e” )]

<lo-al+ (-0 [ uumN(r),x’)n?dr)l/Q #2250 B
+2L1/2(/5E“ ]dr)m (/ oo (r) uFdr)m

1/2
(// [ (ry (2", 2) [P (d2) d ) + [2(s — )20(As) MTL(dP + C1(dP + ||z)?)eT)]

9 1/2
t,x,N,6, M
Ym\f(r) —a ] dr)

/

N

1/2

Hence, by (2.4) and the fact that (3.7, ;)2 < 431, a? fora; € R, i = 1,..., 4, it holds for all
€ [t,t'] that

sup E [“Yjaw,N,a,M _ m/HQ] <AL(T +4) /5 sup E [HYJ,J;,N,J,M _ mllﬂ dr
u€lt,s] b uelir]

v 1/2
Al flz — 2| + (!t’—tl-/t \IM(HN(T),x’)IZdT>
v 1/2
+ (/t \IU(KN(T),fC')IIQFd?">
; 1/272
+ ( | o @ 21 vtdz) dr) ]

+8L(t' — t)r(As)M ™! [dP + C1(dP + ||z]|*)e”T]

< 4L(T + 4) /S sup E [HYJ%N@M — :CIH2} dr

t u€lt,r]
+ 4w — || + [t =t + | — t[Y?) [1 4 3LV 221 + |l ?) 2]
+8L(t — t)r(As )M [dP + Cy(dP + ||z[|*)e” ] .
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Thus, by (3.37) and Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain that

sup B |[[ye oM — a|?]
u€[t,t']

< 4e4LT<T+4>{<Hx — || [t =t ¢ — Y21+ 3LV (1 + (| ?) )

+ 2Lt — (A M ™ [dP + Cy(dP + |J|2)eT] } (3.66)
Finally, combining (3.65) and (3.66) yields (3.63). Thus, the proof of this lemma is completed. U

Corollary 3.11. Let (t,z) € [0,T] x R%, s € [t,T), and let (ty, s, x1)3>, be a sequence such that
(te, Sk, 2k) € A x R forall k € N, and limy_, o (1, sk, 1) = (t, s, ). Then it holds for for all € > 0,
§€(0,1), and N, M € N with M > 6§ 2KdP, that

lim P (H}gt;vxka»W _ yteNsM H >c) =0 (3.67)

k—o0

Proof. By Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 3.10, one can precisely follow the proof of Corollary 3.5 to obtain
(3.67). O

4. STOCHASTIC FIXED-POINT EQUATIONS

The following results from [42] provide existence and uniqueness of solutions of stochastic fixed point
equations. These results will play an important role in the proof of Theorem 2.9 in Section 7.

Proposition 4.1. Let d € N, a,b,¢,p,T € (0,00), and let ZL" . Q — R? be a random variable for
eacht € [0,T), s € [t,T], and x € R% For every nonnegative Borel function ¢ : [0,T] x R? — [0, c0),
we assume that the mapping {(t,s) € [0,T]? : t < s} x R% 3 (t,s,2) — E[p(s, Zt™)] € [0, 00] is
measurable. Let f : [0,T] x R x R — R and g : R? — R be Borel functions, and assume for all t €
(0,T], s € [t,T], z € R% and y,y' € R that | f(t,z,0)] < a(d? + ||z||*)"/?, |9(z)] < a(d? + ||z||*)"/?,
E[(@ + [|Z5"|1°)"/?]) < b(dP + ||2[|*)"/? and |f(t,2,y) = f(t.2,9)| < cly = /|

Then there exists a unique Borel function v : [0, T] x R? — R satisfying for all (t,z) € [0, T] x R?
that

T
t,x t,x t,x ”U,(S, y)‘
E [‘Q(ZT )H +/t E[‘f(SaZs ,u(s, Zg ))‘] d5+;€u]£i S:E{’T} ((dp_;’_ ”yH2)1/2> < 00

and
T
u(t,z) =E {g(Z;x)] +/ E [f(s, Z5", u(s, ZL"))] ds.
t
Moreover, it holds for all t € [0, T that

|u(t, )| > < l9(2)| ) < T|f(s,x,0)| ) o(T—t)
sup ( <|sup | —"" 57| +sup sup | —————S=+~||e¢€ < o0.
verd \ (& + [[z]?)1/? verd \ (@ +[[2]2)1/2 ) peraser) \ (AP + [|z]|?)1/2
Proof. For b = 1, the above proposition is proved in [42] as Proposition 2.2 (with X" Z*, v N,
OANARLT AT, cna,lnbLoceVao RSz (dP+|z)2)Y2eR),unu fof,

g " g in the notation of Proposition 2.2 in [42]). For b € (0, 00), one can precisely follow the proof of
Proposition 2.2 in [42] to obtain the desired results. |

Lemma 4.2. Letd € N, ¢,p,n, L € [0,00), T,§ € (0,00), let (X™")ocppry = [t T] x @ — RY,
t€[0,T], z € RY k € {1,2}, be B([0,T]) ® F/B(RY)-measurable, let f : [0,T] x R x R — R,
g:RY =R anduy, : [0,T] xR = R, k € {1,2}, be Borel functions. Forallt € [0,T), s € [t, T], and
all Borel functions h : RY x R — [0, 00) assume that R? x R% 5 (yy, y2) — E[R(XLV0, XL e
[0, 00| is measurable. Moreover, for all z,y € R% t € [0,T) and s € [t,T), r € [5,T), v,w € R,
k € {1,2}, and all Borel functions h : R? x R? — [0, 00) assume that

Xk =g, B[+ | K] <+ ol

E |:E [h(Xﬁv:Cﬁl’vay’,l)} — E[h(X;’x’l,X,f_’yJ) 7

(m’>y/):(xﬁ!171vXﬁ’y’l):|
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max{T|f(t,z,v) = £ty w)l, l9(2) ~ 9|} < L(Tlo—w|+T~2@d + |2+ y]2) 2=y,

B | et - xev ] <+ el

(r’,y’)—(Xﬁ’z‘l,Xﬁ’z‘Z)]

E g(X3"")|| + /tTE 17 (s, X024k g (5, X)) | ds < o0,

T
un(t,z) = E [9<X§f’”’k> [ p X (s, X)) ds] ,
t

and
max {|uk(t,:c)|2, eﬂ<t—8>E[dp + UX?”’”’“HQ} } < co(d® + ||z|%). @.1)

Then for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R? it holds that
jur (£, @) — ua(t, )| < 4T L(1 + LT)(d + ||z[*) exp { (L + p/2 + (ne) /*L)(T = 1)} (4.2)

Proof. The above lemma is basically a special version of Lemma 2.3 in [42] (with (X} ’Sk)se[t,ﬂ a
(X" Meepmn A L AL T AT, A (RS 20 (dP + ||2]?) € R), T2 in (27) in [42]
ALTYV2 h A b, VA RSz (@4 2)?) €R),p A 2,¢gn 2,6 nd, g g [,
Ug N U, ceP(t=5) in the last condition of Lemma 2.3 in [42] «~ ¢”(*=5) in the notation of Lemma 2.3 in
[42]). One can follow the proof of Lemma 2.3 in [42] step by step to get (4.2). U

5. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS OF PIDE (2.18) AND ITS
FEYNMAN-KAC REPRESENTATION

There are many existence and uniqueness results for viscosity solutions of nonlinear second-order
PIDE:s in the literature (c.f. e.g., [2, 5, 6, 21, 46, 47]). For the comparison principle, we verify that the
conditions of Theorem 3.1 in [47] are satisfied; see Proposition 5.4. Moreover, we show that there exists
a viscosity solution of PIDE (2.18) which satisfies a Feynman-Kac representation; see Proposition 5.16.
The idea is to first show for a corresponding linear PIDE having smooth coefficients that it possesses a
classical solution satisfying a Feynman-Kac representation. Then, combining a limit argument involving
mollifiers as well as a stochastic fixed point argument based on [12, 42] we can conclude the desired
result.

We assume the settings in Section 2.1, fix d and 6, and omit the superscript d and  in the notations.
Then we introduce some notions and notations which will be used throughout this section. To ease
notation we introduce some functionals. Let H : (0,7) x RY x R x R? x S¢ — R be a functional defined
for each (t,z,7,y,A) € (0,T) x R? x R x R% x S? by

H(t,z,r,y,A) = —(y, u(t,x)) — %Trace(a(t,fn) [U(t,:v)]TA) — flt,z,r).

Let Go: (0,7) x R? x R x R? x §% x C%(R?) — R be a functional defined for all (¢, z,7,vy, A, $) €
(0,T) x R x R x R? x S x C?(R?) by
Go(t,z,r,y, A, ¢) := G(t,z,r,y, A, ¢) + f(t,x,r) — h(t, ),
where G is defined by (2.17), and h € C([0, T] x R?) is a fixed function satisfying the follows.
Assumption 5.1. There exist a positive constant Cy satisfying for all (t,z) € [0, T] x RY that
[(t, 2)[* < Co(1 + [|z]?). (5.1)

Forevery k € (0,1),let G, : (0,T) x R x Rx R x S x SC((0,T) x RY) x C12((0,T) x RY) — R
be a functional defined for each (¢, z, 7,3, A,1,¢) € (0,T) x R x R x R? x S¢ x SC((0,T) x R%) x
C12((0,T) x RY) by

GK)(t7 x? r? y? A7 w? SO) ':H(t’ x? T’ y7 A)

_ / ) = vlt) = (o, 2) v(dz)

_/ - ((t,z +m(x, 2)) — @(t, x) — (Vao(t, ), ez, 2))) v(dz).



28 A.NEUFELD AND S. WU

Lemma5.2. Letu € USCy((0,T)xRY) be a viscosity subsolution of PIDE (2.18) Let ¢ € C2((0,T) x
RY), (to,z0) € (0,T) x R% and assume that u — ¢ has a local maximum at (tg, zq). Then

0
—aw(to, z0) + G(to, zo, u(to, o), Vap(to, zo), Hess, p(to, z0), ¢(t,-)) < 0.

Proof. First, notice that the upper semi-continuity of w ensures that there exist a non-empty open set
O C (0,T)xR%and ¢ € C12((0,T) x R?) such that (g, z9) € O, p(t, ) = $(t,z) forall (t,z) € O,
and u — ¢ has a global maximum at (to, zo). Then we define the function
¢0(t7 J}) = ¢(t> .7)) - ¢(t07 xO) + u(t(]a .1'0), (ta .%') S (07 T) X Rd'
Note that pg € C12((0, T)xR%), ¢o(to, z0) = u(ty, o), and u < ¢q. Thus, the factu € USC1((0,T) x
R?) is a viscosity subsolution of PIDE (2.18) implies that
0
—aﬁbo(to, zo) + G(to, zo, do(to, 20), Vado(to, zo), Hessy ¢o(to, x0), do(t, ")) <
Hence, by the definition of ¢, and the fact that ¢o(to,zo) = u(to,zo) and ¢o(t,z) = @(t,x) —
o (to, xo) + u(to, xo) for all (¢, z) € O we have

—%gp(to, x0) + G(to, xo, u(to, zo), Vap(to, zo), Hessy (to, x0), p(t,-)) < 0.

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.2. (]
Lemma 5.3. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, and 5.1 hold. Then for every o € C12((0,T) x R%), the mapping
(0,7) xR x R x R x $¥ 5 (¢, 2,7y, A) — Go(t,z, 7y, A, o(t,-)) € R

is continuous.
Proof. By the definition of G, to prove this lemma we only need to show that for every o € C12((0,T) x
R?) the mapping

(0,7) x R > (t,x) — /Rd <cp(t,:1: +ne(z, 2)) — @(t,x) — (Vap(t, x), n(z, z)>> v(dz) e R (5.2)

is continuous. To see this, note that by Taylor’s formula we obtain for every ¢ € C12((0,7) x R?) and
(t,z) € (0,T) x R? that

/. (@(tvarm(fL’ ) = plt,2) = (Vaiplt, 2), (2, 2)) ) w(d2)

2 , .
/Rd/ (1—a) [Oxaa ot,z + am(m,z))ni(x,z)ng(x,z)] dav(dz) (5.3)

2%

Moreover, by (2.6) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have for all o € [0,1], z € RY, (t,z) €
(0,7) x R, and (t',2') € (0,T) x R with |t' —t| < [(T —t) At]/2and |2’ — | < 1 that

d o 4
(1—-a) Z : ‘cp(t/, o'+ any(a', 2))np (o, 2)nl (2, 2)
by 0x;0x;
< sup sup H Hessy (s, y HF Z ‘nil(:);",z)nf,(x’,z)
sils—t| < T ey —al <1404 ig=1
< sup sup [|| Hess o(s,y HF - dlny (', 2)
si|s—t| <TZDAL gy g <14C5/% ©
< sup sup H Hessy (s, y HF ~dCq(1 A ||2]%). (5.4)

si|s—t| < TZDAL gy | <1405/% ©

Thus, by (5.3) and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem we obtain that (5.2) is continuous. The
proof of this lemma is therefore completed. (]

Proposition 5.4. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold, and let u1,us € C1([0,T] x RY) be two viscosity
solutions of PIDE (2.18) such that ui(T,z) = ua(T, x) = g(z) for all x € R%. Then we have for all
(t,x) € [0,T] x R? that uy (t, ) = ua(t,x).
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Proof. By (2.2) and Rademacher’s theorem (see, e.g., Theorem 3.1.6 in [31]) we first notice for almost
all x € R? that V,g() exists, and

IVag ()| < (L) /2T, (5.5)

To apply Theorem 3.1 in [47], it remains to verify that Assumptions (C1)-(C4) and (FO)-(F6) in [47]
are satisfied. Note that by Remark 2.2 in [47], Assumptions (F0)-(F4) in [47] implies Assumptions
(C1)-(C4) in [47]. Thus, we only need to verify Assumptions (F0)-(F6). In the rest of this proof, we fix
u, —v € USC1((0,T) x RY), w € SC1((0,T) x RY), ¢, ¢ € C}*((0,T) x RY). To ease notation, for
each ¢ € C12((0,T) x R?) and (¢,z) € (0,T) x R? we define

Jotta) = [ (6ltsa+ mla. ) = 9(t.2) = (Tuota), (e, 2) w(d2)
By the definition of G and G,;, we first notice that (FO) obviously holds (with F «~~ G and F}; v~ G,; in
the notation of [47]). Next, by Lemma 5.3 and the continuity of & and f, we notice that the mapping
(0,7) x R x R x RY x S 3 (t, 2,7, 9y, A) = G(t,z,7,y, A, o(t,-)) €R (5.6)

is continuous. Furthermore, for each k € N let ¢, € C12((0,T) x RY), (t, 1) € (0,T) x R?, and let
(to, z0) € (0,T) x RY. Assume that (3, zx) — (to, o) as k — oo, and

ok — ¢, Vapr = Vap, Hess, pp — Hess, ¢ locally uniformly on (0,7) x R% as k — co. (5.7)
By (2.6), (2.8), and the analogous argument to obtain (5.4), for all k£ € N with
[t —to| < [(T'—to) Nto]/2 and ||z —xol] <1
we have that
‘Jcpk(tk,mk) — J(p(tk,xk)’
= |J(or — ©)(tr, )|

<[ sw swp || Hessaln = D)) ] | - [ dCult Al v(az)
|s—to|<T=0IMO |1y g || <1402 Re

< KdPt10oy - sup sup [H Hess, (o — ¢)(s,9)|| F]
|s—tol< T=0N0 1y || <14-C}/2

Hence, (5.7) implies that
lim |Jop(ty, zr) — Jo(ty, zx)| = 0. (5.8)
k—o00

Then, by (5.6), (5.8), and the triangle inequality we have
lim |Jg0(t0,xo) — Jgok(tk,xk)‘
k—o00
< lim |[Jo(to, z0) — Jo(ty, xx)| + lim |Jog(ty, xi) — Jo(ty, zx)| = 0. (5.9)
k—o0 k—o0

This together with (5.6) ensure that (F1) holds (with F' v~ G in the notation of [47]). To verity (F2),
let (tp,20) € (0,7) x R%, and assume that the functions (u — v)(to, -) and (¢ — 1) (to, -) have global
maxima at zo. Then for all z € R% we have

(u - v)(to, o + Nio (l‘o, Z)) < (u - v)(to, :xo), (‘10 - ¢)(t0a Zo + Mo (fL‘o, Z)) < (‘10 - ¢)(t07 :UO)’
and

V(e = ¥)(to, z0) = 0.
Hence, by the definition of GG, we have forallr € R, y € R?, and A, B € S with A < B that

GH (th o, 7Y, Av u(tﬁv ')7 @(th )) - GH (th o, T, Y, Bv 'U(t(), ')7 ¢(t07 ))

= —% Trace (O(to, xo)[U(to,;po)}T(A B B))
B / =)t g (w0, 2) = (= o)t z0)] v(d2)

B / 1< (¢ —¥)(to, xo + Mo (0, 2)) — (© — ¥)(to, x0) — (Va(e — V) (to, o), Ne, (20, 2))] v(dz)



30 A.NEUFELD AND S. WU

d d
1 -
5 E E to,l‘o 0’J (to,xg)(B —A)l] >0
j=1k=1

Thus, (F2) is verified (with F); v~ G in the notation of [47]). Next, by (2.2) we obtain for all (¢,z) €
(0,7) x R%, and r, s € R that

]f(t,x,r) - f(tvxa S)’ < L1/2’T - S|‘
This implies that for all (¢,z) € (0,7) x R%, y € R, A€ S% andr, s € Rwithr < s
G(t7 ‘,1:7 /r’ y? 'A7 so(t7 ')) - G(t’ x? 87 y7 A7 sp(t7 .)) Z LI/Q(T - S)'

Thus, we verify (F3) (with '~ G and v« L/2 in the notation of [47]). Next, by the definition of G,
it is easy to see that (F4) holds (with F); v\~ G, in the notation of [47]). To see that (F5) is satisfied, fix
to € (0,T) , and let ¢, € C1*((0,T) x R?) for all k € N such that limy,_,o0 ¢x(to, 2) = w(to, z) for
almost all z € R%. Moreover, assume that there is a constant € > 0 such that

|pr(to, z)| < €(1 + ||z|) forall z € R%. (5.10)

Note that Assumption 2.2 ensures ||, (2, 2)||?> < Cy for all x, z € R, This together with (5.10) and the
assumption w € SC1((0,T) x R?) imply that for all z, z € R?

(W = ¢) (t0, @ + 1o (2, 2)) — (w — ) (fo,2)| < sup  {2[w(to,y)|} +2€(1 + ||| + C;/).
villy—mol|<Cy?
(5.11)
Moreover, v being a Lévy measure on R? ensures that v({z € RY : ||z|| > x}) < oo forall & € (0,1).
Hence, (5.11) allows us to apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem to show that for all
(t,x) € (0,T) x RYand x € (0,1)

lim / =90t 4 1(,2) = (w = 1), )] ()| =

k—o0

This implies that for all z € R, r € R,y € R%, A € S%, and x € (0,1)
k,’linc}o GK (t(]v x,ry, Av ¢k(t0)) @(to, )) = GK (t07 x, vy, A7 w(tO')y SO(th ))

Therefore, we verify (F5) (with F,; v~ G in the notation of [47]).
Next, to verify (F6) let a, &, 5 € (0, 00), and define

o(t,,y) =S 5 llz = vl* + etz Sl +1lyl?), - (t2,9) € (0,7) x R x RY.
Let (z0, yo, to) be a global maximum of
(0,7) x REx R 3 (t, z,y) — u(t, z) — v(t,y) — ¢(t, z,y) € R. (5.12)

Moreover, let X,Y € Sd satisfy

X 0 I —I I, O
< Bto d d BtO
<0 —Y) < 2e”q <_Id I, +e 0 1 (5.13)
where we recall that I; denotes the d x d identity matrix. By (2.6) we first notice for all x € (0, 1) that

/” - [p(t0, 0, Yo + Mt (Y0, 2)) — ¢(to, To, Yo) — (Vy@(to, To, Yo), Mo (Yo, 2))] v(d2)

+/ | [(to, zo + Mo (0, 2), y0) — P(to, 0, Y0) — (V2o (to, To, Yo), Mt (20, 2))] v(d2)
z <K

d 2 ' ‘
/ / (1-9 Z (a 5 ) (o, 0, Yo + D1ty (Y0, 2))1t, (Y0, 2)107, (v0, 2) d v(d2)
l=ll<x = \OYi0y;

d
0? ; .
o [a-v z(aml 6 ) (a0 + 91y 0, 2) o) oo, 2 o 2) 0 ()
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d
/| / (1-9 Z ﬂto a—i—&?)}ngo(yo,z)f+ef3t0(a+5)|n§0(xo,z)‘2} dd v(dz)
lz|l<k i—1

/ BT (o 4+ 26)C(1 A [|2]12) w(d2). (5.14)
el
By (2.8), we obtain
/ T (o + 26)Ca(1 A [|2]2) w(d2) < oo.
R

This together with Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem imply that

lim AT (o + 26)Cy(1 A ||2]|?) v(dz) = 0. (5.15)

8201z <x
Furthermore, note that for all ¢ € (0,7) and z,y € R? we have
Veo(t, z,y) = ePla(z —y) + Plex and  V,é(t, z,y) = —Pla(z —y) + Pley.
Hence, it holds for all < € (0,1) that

EH = _A | [U(t()uyo + nto(?JO;z)) - U<t07y0>
z||>kK
— (eM0a(zo — yo) — ™ eyo, my (30, 2)) | v(d)
T /” - [wtto.0 4o, )) = utto, )
>K

_ <€,8t0a<x0 — y()) + €Bt0(€x0, nto (:U()? Z)>:| l/(dZ)

- _/l - [v(to,yo + 1o (Y0, 2)) — v(to, yo) + <Vy¢(t0,x0,y0),mo(yo,Z)ﬂy(dz)

+/” . [u(to,xo + nto (%0, 2)) — ulto, zo) — (Vad(to, o, Yo), Mt (o, Z)>} v(dz). (5.16)

Moreover, (to, zo, yo) being a global maximum of the function defined by (5.12) ensures that for all
z € R?

u(to, xo) — v(to, yo) — é(to, To,Yo)
Z u(t07 ) + o (1"07 Z)) - U(t07 Yo + Tito (yﬂv Z)) - (b(tOu Zo + Tito ($07 Z)7 Yo + Thto (y07 Z)) (517)
Then by (2.3), (2.4), (5.16), (5.17), and Taylor’s formula we have for every x € (0, 1) that

E. < /” H [¢(t0,$0 + Nto (20, 2)5 Yo + Mo (Y0, 2)) — é(to, To, Yo)
z||>k

— (Vyo(to, o, Y0), Mt (Yo, 2)) — (V29 (to, Zo, Yo ), Mt (%o, Z)>]V(dz)

1 d A d |
_A/u”ﬂZM%+WW%%@W§%%Hme%@Fm&
z[|>k JO i1

=1

d
—2)_ eMoan; (o, 2)ni, (yo, 2) | 40 v(d2)

i=1
d ‘ | ,
< /” | [eﬁtoa (7t (0, 2) 1 + l17220 (30, 2)[1?) + Ze%a\vﬁo(mo,z) — 115, (%0, 2)| ] v(dz)
o i=1
< 2¢70LdP(1 + ||xo|)* + I|yol®) + e” Lo — yol* 5.19)

Furthermore, by (2.3), (2.4), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality it holds that
— (it yo), " (o — yo) — €™ eyo) + (ulto, x0), €™ a(wy — yo) — ”*°exo)
< e™allzo — yol| - [l1(to, z0) — uto, yo) | + €™ ellyoll - ll(to, yo)l| + *elloll - [|a(to, zo)l
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< LY2e50al|ag — yol|? + L2206 (1 + |2 + Ilyoll). (520)

Next, we use a trick by Ishii (see, e.g., Example 3.6 in [21]) to get an estimate for

o “~zo

—% Trace (2, Z5,Y ) + %Trace (Z20Th, ),
where
Yo = 0(to,x0) and Xy, := o(to,yo)-
More precisely, left multiplying both sides of (5.13) by the symmetric matrix
IS ARD IS 38

o “~zo

IS AD 30 51

T0“~Yo
yields
EIOZEOX _Eyo EEOY Eﬂﬂozgo - 2yozzcﬂo _Exozgo + Eyo Efo
SZeﬁtoa

21025))( _ZyOZZ:JY Z]&?0 250 - Zyoza) _ZIOEZ; + z)yo 237/:)

Yz Ego Yyo Ego

+ ePlog . (5.21)
DI I IS I 3

By Assumption 2.1, taking traces to (5.21) yields
1 1
-3 Trace (Eyo EZOY) + 3 Trace (Exo EfDX)

T 1
< Pt Trace { (Exo - Eyo) (Zxo - Zyo) } + §eﬁt05Trace {E;};OZZ;O 20 27:50}

1
= e"al[Be =l + e (|2l + 12 )

< LePallzg — yo||? + LdPeP™e(1 + ||zol|? + [Jvol|?). (5.22)
Moreover, by (2.2) it holds for all » € R that
|f(to, 0,7) — f(to,yo. )| < LY2T732 ||z — yo. (5.23)

Then using (5.14), (5.19), (5.20), (5.22), and (5.23) we verify condition (F6) on page 287 of [47] (with
mAal,anoene XA Bpnn2, Fe NG Fe nGoom=m=m=n=0,p =p =
p3=p1s=ps =0, K1 = L'V2T73/2 Ky = PoL1/2(1 + 2L1/2), K3 = LY2(3L'/2dP + 4dP/?), and
Mg e being the integral term in (5.15) in the notation of condition (F6) in [47], noting that mq = Mq ¢ A
is allowed to depend on A in the notation of condition (F6) in [47]; see p. 291-292 in [47]). Hence, by
Remark 2.8 and Theorem 3.1 in [47] we obtain u; (¢, z) = us(t, z) for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R% O

To show the existence of viscosity solutions of (2.18), we first consider the linear PIDE
0
- au(t, ) + Go(t, z, u(t, z), Vou(t, ©), Hess, u(t, z),u(t,-)) =0 on (0,T) x R%, (5.24)
u(T,z) = g(xz) onR% (5.25)

Lemma 5.5. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, and 5.1 hold. Moreover, for every t € [0,T] and z € R we
assume that u(t,-), o(t,-), n:(-, 2), g(-), and h(t,-) are compactly supported and infinitely differentiable.
Then PIDE (5.24) has a unique classical solution u € CY2([0,T] x RY) with u(T,x) = g(z) for all
x € R% Moreover, we have for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R? that

u(t,z) =E

T
g(X;“%L/ h(s, Xb%)ds]|. (5.26)
t

To prove the above lemma, we recall some notions and introduce some notations. For each n € N,
a finite list « = ay o, ..., ay, of numbers «; € {1,2, ..., d} is called a multi-number of length |a| := n,
and we use the notation
D, := D, D,,...D,,,,
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where for i € {1, ...,d} and locally integrable functions v : RY — R, D;uv refers to the weak derivative
(see, e.g., 1.62 in [1] for the definition) of v with respect x;. We also use the multi-number ¢ of length
0, and agree that D, means the identity operator. For a separable Banach space V' we use the notation
Ly([0, T, V) for the space of Borel functions v : [0, 7] — V such that

T
/ @)% dt < .
0

We also denote by Lo(R?) the space Borel functions ¢ : R — R such that

2 L 2
Il ey = [ Il do < oo.

For integers m € Ny, the notation W3 refers to the Sobolev space defined as the completion of C2°(R9)
in the norm

HSOHWQW(Rd) = Z ||Da<P||L2(Rd)-
0<|a|<m

Moreover, for § € (0, 1) we use the notation CZ(R?) to denote the Hélder space defined as the set of all
functions v : R — R with continuous derivatives up to order 2 such that

|Dav(z) — Dav(y)|

[vllgz := max sup [Dyv(z)|+ max = sup 5 < 00.
0<|a]<2 yerd 0<al<2, , cpd | — y|
7y

Proof of Lemma 5.5. We first introduce the notion of generalised solutions (cf., Definition 2.1 in [22]) of
the linear PIDE

%v(t,w) + Go(t, z, v(t, ), Vyo(t, z), Hessy v(t, ), v(t,-)) =0 on (0,T) x RY, (5.27)
v(0,z) = g(z) onR% (5.28)

Note that by virtue of Remark 2.1 in [22], integrating by parts ensures for all ¢ € C2°(R?), v € W4 (R9),
and t € [0, T that

/ 90(96)/ (@ +m(@,2)) —v(t,2) — (Vav(z),ne(x, 2))] v(dz) do
R R
:—Z Rd jk Dk@()deF/

Rd

70 (W)0(@)] - () da, (5.29)
where, by denoting 1 (z, 2) = (n} (x, 2), ..., ni(x, 2))

/ /Rd”t 2, 2) (0(z -+ Oz, 2)) —v(2)) v(d2) 49, (t,z) € [0,T] xR, k=1, ...d,
and

7 //Rd[znkmm (@ -+ Iz, 2)) ~ v(@))

k=1
+ Z ﬁnt Z, Z)(Dknt)(xv Z)(Dlv)(x + 197775(‘777 Z)) (dz) dﬁ? (tvx) € [07T] x Rd'
k=1
Define a = (ai’j)z’,je{l,...,d} e C([0,T] x Rd,Sd) by
a(t,z) == o(t,z)[o(t, )", (t,z) €[0,T] x RY

Then an Ly(R%)-valued continuous function v = (v(t))sefo,1) s called a generalised solution (see
Definition 2.1 in [22]) to equation (5.27) with initial condition v(0) = g, if v(t) € W, (R?) for dt-almost
every t € [0,T],v € La([0,T], W) (R%)), and for every ¢ € C°(R%) and t € [0, T

/Rdv(t,x)tp(w)dx—/ dx+/ /}Rd (s, ) + [7s)o(s, 2)] - ola)) da ds
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K/‘<Z:[ a(s,x)Djv(s, ) + T'(s)v(s, x)) Dip(x)

+W@@—%W@MWMwamDmm.(wm

By the assumptions of Lemma 5.5, for each m € N Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, and 2.5 in [22] are satisfied
(withp=2,m«m,aa,bpu,nan g, and f o hin the notation of Assumptions 2.1, 2.2,
and 2.5 in [22]). Thus, Theorem 2.1 in [22] ensures that PIDE (5.27) has a unique generalized solution
v = (v(t))¢efo,r) With v(0) = g, and for every m € Ny the generalised solution v is strongly continuous
as a W3 (R%)-valued function of ¢ € [0, T]. Thus, by Sobolev embedding theorem (see, e.g., 4.12 Part IT
in [1]) we have for each § € (0, 1) the generalised solution v is strongly continuous as a C%(R¢)-valued
function of ¢ € [0, T]. Hence, for every (to, 2) € [0, T] x R¢ and multi-number « with |o| < 2 we have
lim sup ‘Dav to, z) — Dav(t,x)’ = 0. (5.31)
t—to cpd
Moreover, the fact that v(t,-) € C3(R?) for all t € [0,7] and § € (0,1) ensures that for every
(to, o) € [0,T] x R? and multi-number o with || < 2

hm ‘Dav to, x) — Dav(t0,$o)‘ =0.

T—rT
This together with (5.31) imply that for every (to, z) € [0, T] x R? and multi-number a with |a| < 2
lim  |Dau(t,z) — Dav(to,z0)| < lim ’Dav(t, x) — Dav(to, z)|
(t,z)—(to,20) (t,z)—(to,zo
+ lim ‘Doﬂ) to, ) - Dav(to,xo)’

T—T0
=0.
Thus, as a real-valued function on [0, 7] x R, v € C12([0, T] x R%). Furthermore, (5.30), integrating
by parts, and the fact that v € C12([0, T] x R?) ensures that the unique generalised solution v is the
unique classical solution of (5.27) with v(0, z) = g(z) for 2 € R?. Then by time reversing, the function
u(t,x) == v(T—t,x), (t,z) € [0,T] x RY is the unique classical solution of (5.24) with u(T, z) = g(z)
for z € R%. Moreover, by Feynman-Kac formula (see, e.g., Theorem 17.4.10 in [17], or Theorem 285 in
[58]) we verify (5.26). The proof of this lemma is therefore completed. U

In the rest of this section, for every n € N let g™ € C(R% R), h(™ € C([0,T] x R4, R), u™ €
C([0,T] x R*, RY), 6™ e C([0,T] x RY, R¥4), and n™) = (n1, .. ndy e C([0,T] x RY x
R¢,RY). Then we make the following assumptions.

Assumption 5.6. It holds for all non-empty compact sets I C [0, T] x R? that

li_>m [ sup (‘g(”)(m) —g(z)| + ’h(")(t, x) — h(t,z)| + ||u™( M(t, ) — p(t, )|
n=o0 | (tx)ek

+ |lo™(t,z) - a(t,x)HF>] =0, (5.32)
and
li_>m [ sup Hnt(n)(m,z) — ez, z)H] =0 wv(dz)-almost everywhere. (5.33)

Assumption 5.7. There exists a constant C1 > 0 satisfying for alln € N, z,y € R and t € [0, T)] that
19" (@) = g™ W) + 11 (8 ) — 1 (& )P+ 0™ (E 2) = ™ (8 y)|[F < Crlle — )%, (5.34)

and
W (&, @) + 19" (@) + |u™ (@ 2)|12 + lo™ (¢, 2) | < Cr(1+ [|=)|?). (5.35)

Assumption 5.8. There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for alln € N, x,y € R, t € [0,T), and
z € R4

™ (@, 2)> < Co(t A 212), 0™ (@, 2) = 0™ (y, )12 < Calle —yl2(L A 2]2). (5.36)
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Assumption 5.9. There exists a constant § > 0 satisfying for alln € N, (t,z) € [0,T] x R%, z € RY,
and ~y € [0, 1] that Dznt(n) (x, 2) exists, and

5 < [ det(Iy +yDun™ (z,2))]. (5.37)

Then for each n € N, let G{ : (0,T) x RY x R x R? x S x C2(R?) — R be a functional defined
as G with (™, ¢ 7 and h(™ in place of y, o, n, and h, respectively.

Lemma 5.10. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, 5.1, and 5.6-5.8 hold. Then for every ¢ € C%2((0,T) x R%)
and every compact set K C (0,T) x R x R x R? x S% it holds that

nﬁoo (t7z7r7y7A)

lim ( sup ‘Go(tﬂ;ﬁy;Aa(ﬂ(ta')) - Gg)n)(t7$7r7 y7A790(t7 ))’) =0. (5.38)
ex

Proof. By Assumption 5.6 and the definitions of G and G(()n), it is sufficient to show for every ¢ €
C%2((0,T) x R?) and compact set Ky C (0,T) x R? that

"0\ (tw)€CKo

lim ( sup  |J"e(t, x)|> =0, (5.39)
where for all (¢, z) € (0,7) x R, n € N,and ¢ € CH2((0,T) x R%),
It z) = /R etz (@,2) = plt0) = (Vap(t ) (z,2)) ) v(dz)

= [ (el + 0@ 2) = olt.w) = (Vaplto ) mle. ) wldo).

To see this, note that by Taylor’s formula and the triangle inequality we have for every p(t,xz) €
C12((0,T) x RY), n € N, and (t,2) € (0,T) x R? that

ij=1

1 d 2
n 8 n ’I’L,i TL,'
3 *”“’x)‘:'/w/o (1-a) Y] (amaxw,anﬁ @,2)) - (2 (@, 2)
1Oy
2

9 L
J— M()@(ta X + ant(-:va Z)) * nt (xy Z)T]t (x, Z)) dOJ l/(dz)

1 d 5 )
(n) 0
< - [R—
+/0 /Rd(l —a) Z (\ni(wvz)ni (x,2) — nzgn)’l(x,z)ng")’j (gjvz)}
ij=1
82
' 8@8%(‘0@’ x4 an(z, 2))| | v(dz) do. (5.40)

Moreover, by Assumptions 2.2 and 5.8, the triangle inequality, and Cauchy Schwarz inequality we obtain
for every ¢ € C12((0,T) x RY), n € N,a € [0,1], 2 € R? ,and (¢, z) € (0,T) x R? that

d
3 ( " (a, zm‘"“(x,z)\)

2 2
(tz + an™(z,2)) — =2

P 8:1:1693] v B 8:&856] (,O(t, T Ot’l’]t(SU, Z))
7,7=1
d
<2 sup [H Hess, @(t,y)HF} : Z )nﬁ”)’z(:c,z)m(")’](x,z)‘
yilly—z[|<(CavC2)'/2 ij=1
<2. sup [H Hess, go(t,y)HF} g™ (z, 2)|2

yilly—z||<(CqvC2)1/2
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<2 sup [HHessm go(t,y)HF} ~dCy(1 A ||2]%),
y:lly—z[| <(CqVvC2)t/2
and
- (n)i (n)d 02
ix,z jx,z — n’zx,z ) T, 2)| - t,x + an(x, 2
]szl (Im( i, 2) =" (w, 2)n," (2, 2))| 8%8%@( i ))D
d .

< sup [H Hess, ¢(t, )| } Z [ (x, 2)ni(x, 2) ‘ + ‘nﬁn)’l(:c,z)n,gn)’](x z)H
villy— acH<0”2 =1

< sup || Hess. oty } Ld(Cy + Co) (1A ||2]2),
yilly— xH<Cl/2

which is integrable on R? with respect to v(dz). Therefore, by (5.33), (5.40), and Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem we get (5.39), which completes the proof of this lemma. (]

Lemma 5.11. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, 5.1, and 5.6-5.8 hold. For every n € N, letu € C1([0,T] x R%),
u™ e C1([0,T] x RY). Assume for all non-empty compact sets K C [0,T] x RY that

lim | sup ‘u(")(t,x) — u(t, ac)| =0. (5.41)
=00 (¢ a)ek

Moreover, assume for all n € N that u™ is a viscosity solution of

——u™(t, —i—G(n)txu(")ta; V., u™ (¢, 2), Hess, u™ (¢, z), u™(¢,-)) = 0 on (0, T) x R%
91,: (7) 0(77 (7)7.28 (7)7 T (7)7 (7)) (a)
(5.42)

with u™ (T, z) = g™ (z) for © € RL Then u is a viscosity solution of the linear PIDE (5.24) with
uw(T, x) = g(z) for v € R%

Proof. This proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 2.18 in [12]. We only prove the viscosity

subsolution case, and the viscosity supersolution case can be proved analogously. First note that (5.32),

(5.41), and the condition that ("™ (T, z) = ¢\") () for all z € R% and n € N guarantees that u(T, ) =

g(x) for z € RY. Throughout this proof, let (tg, zo) € (0,T) x RY, and let »p € C*2((0,T) x RY) such

that ¢ (to, 70) = u(to, zo) and @ (¢, ) > u(t,z) for all (¢, z) € [0, T] x RY. Forevery ¢ € (0, 00) define
€ OL2((0,T) x RY) by

po(t,2) = o) + S (1t —to* + |z — o), (t,2) € (0,7) x R (5.43)

Moreover, let £ := w, and define the set

Ko :={(t,z) € [0,T] x R? max{|t — to|, [|[x — zo||} < &}

According to (5.41), we notice for each ¢ € (0, c0) that there exists an integer N > 0 such that for all
integers n > Ng
(n) e¢”
sup | |u'™(t,x) —u(t,z)|) < —.
(t2)eKo 4
Thus, by (5.43) we obtain for all ¢ € (0, 00), n € NN[N., o), and (¢, ) € Kq with [t—to|?+||z—x0|* >
€2 that
&2

u™ (to, z0) — e(to, o) = u™ (to, z0) — ¢(to, xo) = u™ (to, z0) — u(to, zo) > e

13
§(|t —to|* + ||z — zo||?)

3
Z U(n)(t7x) - So(t¢$) - §(|t - t0|2 + ||1‘ - xOHQ)

> uM(t, ) — ult,z) —

=u™(t,2) — ¢.(t, x).
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Since for every ¢ € (0,00) and n € N the function u(™ — (. is continuous, we obtain that for each
e € (0, 00) there exist sequences {tn }n_ C{te|0,T]:|t—to] <&}and {xn }n:1 C{zeRe:
|z — xo|| < &} satisfying for all n € NN [N, 00) and (¢, x) € Ko that

W™ (), 1) — e (t9), 20 > u(t,2) — oo (L, 2). (5.44)

n rern n

Thus, taking into account that for each n € Nand ¢ € (0, 00), p. € CH2((0,T) x R?), and that u(™ is
a viscosity subsolution of (5.42), by Lemma 5.2 we have for all € € (0,00) and n € NN [N, 00) that

0
_Y (&) (o)
at(pa(t” 7xn )
+ Gén) (t,(f),ng),u(") (tgf),:c;)) Vape(ty (8) (5)) Hess, @. (L) #le ), (E)),%(tﬁf), ) <0. (5.45)

Furthermore, by (5.41), (5.43), and (5.44) it holds for all € € (0, co) that

0 = limsup [u(to, zo) — u™ (t, 20)]
n—oo

= lim sup [gog(to, xo) — u™ (to, xo)}

n—oo

> lim sup [@6(15 e) x(f—:)) ) (tns)’ x%s))}

n—oo " "
= lim sup _go(tna), z¥)) + = (‘t;‘g) - to‘2 + H%(f) - 530“2) —u™ (tgf)ang))]
n—oo L 2

> lim sup -u(t(g) 2&) — uM () 2)) + %(lt&f) - t0|2 + Hxﬁf) - x0H2>}

n—oo

= lim sup g(‘ts) - tO‘Z + H%(f) - 5’70“2)} :

n—oo

Therefore, we see that for all € € (0, 00)

timsup [ < (|62 —to* + [|o) — o]|*) | = 0 (5.46)

n—oo

Moreover, the continuity of u, (5.41), and (5.46) ensure for all € € (0, 00) that
(t5),a)) —u(t), =)

—

lim ’u (&), () — u(to, zo)| < li_)m |u(”)

n n n
n—oo
+ lim [u(t, 2)) — u(to, z0)| = 0. (5.47)
n—oo

Then by (5.43), (5.46), (5.47), Lemma 5.3, and Lemma 5.10, it holds for all ¢ € (0, co) that

Tim 9 o (1), 4y

T T, ¢(to, zo)| =

0,

0
8t
and
Go (t07 x0, ¢(to, o), Vap(to, o), Hess, p(to, o) + €lg, ¢(to, ')>
=Gy <to, xo, u(to, o), Vape(to, zo), Hessy < (to, o), v<(to, '))

= lim Gy (tf),xf),u(") (tgf),ng)), Ve (t 5), mﬁf)), Hess,, cpa(tq(f), ng)), goa(tgf), ))

n—00 n
= lim G{' >( 1) 2 4 © 1) 0. (tO) 1)), Hess, %(tne>,x7<;>),(pe(tg>,.)),

Hence, taking the limit as n — oo in (5.45), and using the assumption u(tg, z9) = ¢(to, xo) yields that
forall € € (0, 00)

0
*aso(to, z0) + Go <7507 xo, ©(to, o), Vap(to, xo), Hess, ¢(to, 2o) + €lg, ¢(to, ')) <O0.

Lemma 5.3 therefore ensures that

~ 5% ©(to, o) + Go (to,wm @(to, o), Vap(to, 2o), Hess, (to, z0), ©(to, ')) <0,

which shows that u is a viscosity subsolution of (5.24). The proof of this lemma is thus completed. [J
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Lemma 5.12. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, 5.1, and 5.6-5.8 hold. Assume that u and o are compactly
supported, and that 1.(-, z) is compactly supported for all z € Re. Moreover, assume that there exists a
non-empty compact set Ko € R such that foralln € N, t € [0,T], and z € R?

supp{u™ (¢, )} Usupp{o™ (¢, )} Usupp{n;" (-, 2)} € Ko, (5.48)

where supp{f} denotes the support of the real-valued function f on R®. Furthermore, for every n € N and
t:c n

(t,7) € [0, 7] x RY, ler (XE"™) _

that Xf’x’(n) = x and almost surely for all s € [0,T]

K [t,T] x Q — R be an F-adapted cadlag process satisfying

s—

dxtmm = (s x50 gs 4 o (s, X520 g, + / nM (x5 ) #(dz, ds).  (5.49)
R4

Then there is a constants Ky > 0 only depending on T and L such that for all n € N and (t,x) €
[0,T] x R?

E[ sup || X5 - xte
s€[t,T)

ﬂ SKo-[ sup {Hu(n)(ﬁy)—u(r,y)H2

(r,y)€[0,T] x R4

o) = oty + [ 1902 - . | vids)
(5.50)

Proof. We first notice for each (£, ) € [0, 7] x R, and n € N that it holds almost surely for all s € [t, T]]
that

Xt - xte = 7 (W (X020 =l X07) )
t
+f (o X — o (r x17))
t
+ / / 777(1n) (Xﬁfy(n)7 2) — (XL, z)) 7(dz,dr).
Rd

2

Thus, by Jensen’s inequality, Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, and the fact that (ZZ 16i)° <
3523 a?fora; € R,i=1,2,3,itholds forall (t,z) € [0,T] x R%, s € [t,T],and n € N that
3
et z):=F s?p] | x L) — X;@HZ] <> AWt ), (5.51)
relt,s i=1

where

AP (¢, 7)== 3T / B[ (r, X£20) = u(r, x07) ] ar,
t

A2 (¢ x) = 24 /SE[HU(") (r, Xp5) — o (r, X77) Hﬂ dr,
t

AMB(¢, z) = 24/8E [/ [l (xbm ) 2) —nr(Xﬁ’x7Z)\\2’/(dz)] dr.
t

We notice that Assumptions 2.1, 5.7, and 5.8 implies for all (t,2) € [0,T] x R%, s € [0,T],andn € N
that

AP (¢, ) < 6T / E [[]0®) (r, XE) — (i, Xt ) 7]
t
467 [ [l Xt ) — () ] ar
t

<677 sup H,u(”) (ryy) — p(r, y)H2 + 6TL/t el™(t, z) dr, (5.52)

(r,y)€[0,T] xR4

A2 (¢ 1) < 48T -

S

sup Ha(") (r,y) —o(r,y HF +48L /S e (t, x) dr, (5.53)
t

(r,y)€[0,T] xR
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and

A3 (¢ 1) < 48T

S

sup / 178 (y, 2) = ey, 2) || v(dz) | +48L / e (t,x) dr. (5.54)
Rd

(r,y)€[0,T] xR

Moreover, by (2.9), and Assumptions 5.7 and 5.8 it holds for all (¢, 2) € [0,T] x R? and n € N that

E

sup || X5 >H2] < 0. (5.55)
s€(t,T)

Then by (2.9), (5.51)-(5.55), and Grénwall’s lemma we obtain for all (¢, z) € [0, 7] x R? and n € N that

el (t, ) <6T(T + 16) exp{6L(T + 16)(T — t)} - sup 16 (r,y) — p(r, )|
(r,y)€[0,T]xR4

)= ol [ 189602 o9 tao |

The proof of this lemma is thus completed. (]

Proposition 5.13. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, and 5.1 hold. Moreover, we assume that g, u, o, and h
are compactly supported, and that 1).(-, z) is compactly supported for all z € R%. Letu : [0, T]xR? — R?
satisfy for all (t,x) € [0,T] x R that

u(t,z) =E

T
g(X55) + / h(s, Xb%) ds] : (5.56)
t

Then w is a viscosity solution of the linear PIDE (5.24) with u(T, z) = g(z) for v € R%

To prove the above proposition, we recall the notion of mollifications of functions. For ¢ > 0 and
locally integrable functions ¢ : R? — R we use the notation ¢(¢) for the mollification of ¢, defined by

o) () : _d/ o(yYk((x —y)/e)dy = / p(x —e2)k(z)dz, xeR (5.57)
R4
where k£ : R? — R is a fixed nonnegatlve smooth function on R? such that k(z) = 0 for |z| > 1,
k(—z) = k(z) forx € R%, and [p, k(z) dz = 1.

Proof of Proposition 5.13. Let {€,}5°; C (0, 1] such that lim,,_,oc &, = 0. Then for each n € N
we denote by ¢g), h(en) (&) o(En) and 5(en) the mollifications (in z € R%) of ¢, h, u, o, and 7,
respectively. For every n € N, let (X e, (n)) . [t,T] x Q — R? be an F-adapted cadlag process
t,z,(n)

seft,T]

satisfying that X’ = z and almost surely for all s € [0, 7T

AXE ) o) (5 XM gs 1 len) (5 x B0 g 4 / e (XE5 2y #(dz, ds). (5.58)
Rd

Foreachn € N, k € N, and (¢, z) € [0, T] x R%, we define

T
u"F(t,x) = E [g@k) (x5 4 / (k) (5, x L) ds} : (5.59)
t
and .
Wkt z) :=E [g<5k> (X2") + / hE) (5, X 1) ds] . (5.60)
t
We first notice that by (5.57) it holds for all £ € N and (¢, z) € [0,T] x R? that

}h(ak)(t, ) — h(t,x)‘ = sl;d /]Rd [h(t,y) — h(t, 2)] k((x —y)/ex) dy

s€[0,7] ly—y'l|[<ek

= sup sup (|h(s,y) —h(s,y)]).
s€[0,T] ly—y'l|<ew

< [ sup sup(|h(t,y) - h(t,y’>)] [ e =)/ dy
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This together with the assumption that A is compactly supported imply

lim sup }h(a’“)(t, x) — h(t,z)|| = 0. (5.61)
k=00 | (¢ z)€[0,T] xRe
Moreover, by (2.3), (5.57), and Jensen’s inequality we first observe for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R%n € N,

and z € R? that
2

11t ) — (e 2)|2 = \

/ pu(t, © — eny)k(y) dy —/ pu(t, z)k(y) dy
R4 R4
< /d lu(t, & = eny) = (e, )| *k(y) dy < 2L, (5.62)

lo©(t,2) — ot 2)|[5 < 2L, [0 (2, 2) — mlw, 2)||* < 2Ca1 A ||2]P), (5.63)
and
|9 (z) — g(a)|” < 20T
Hence we have

lim sup )(t,x) — M(t,HC)HQ + ||oE (2, ) — a(t,gc)H2 + g (z) - g(a:)}z) =0,

n—00 [(t,x)e[o,T}de <HM
(5.64)

and
. (en) . 21 d

lim sup " (2, 2) nt(x,z)H =0 forall z € R% (5.65)

=00 | (¢,3)€[0,T) xRe
Hence by (5.61) and analogous argument to obtain (5.64) and (5.65), we have that Assumption 5.6
holds with g(E"), h(E"), ,u(an), 0(5"), and 77(5") in place of g(”), h(”), ,u(”), a(”), and 77(”), respectively.
Moreover, by (2.2), (2.4), (2.6), and Jensen’s inequality we have for all t € [0,T], z, 2’ € R4, 2z € R4,
and n € N that

[ (@, 2) = i (!, 2)||* =

2
[l = )y~ [ e’ = e 2l dy

/ 7 = eny, 2) — m(a’ — eny, 2) || k(y) dy

< Cu1 A [Pl — o) /R kly)dy
= Calt A eIl - &I,
Hg(&n) g(E’n)(x/)H2 S LT—]_H:U _[BIH2; (566)

[t (z, 2) || < /Rd Ine(2 — eny, 2) |1k (y) dy < Ca(1 A ||2]%) /Rd k(y) dy
= Ca(1 A [|2]?), (5.67)

g (8, 2)||” < /Rd lg(t, x — eny)||?k(y) dy < /Rd L(d + ||z — enyl Pk (y) dy

< L@+ 20el?) + [ 2leyPra) dy

<2L(dP + 1)(1 + [[z]?), (5.68)
and )
[RE (¢, )" < 2(Co + 1)1 + [|2]|?). (5.69)
Thus, by analogous argument also for u(en) and o(e) we get that Assumptions 5.7 and 5.8 hold with
h(en), glen) | pylen) o(En) and n(En) in place of h(™), (™), 1™ o) and (™), respectively. Furthermore,
by virtue of Corollary 3.6 in [22] there exist constants ¢’ > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all € € (0, &),
(t,z) € [0,T] x R%, z € RY, and v € [0, 1]

& < |det (I + YD (2, 2)) E
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This verifies that Assumption 5.9 holds for sufficiently large n, with () in place of (™). Moreover, the
application of Lemma 5.12 yields for all n» € N and (¢, ) € [0, T] x R? that

E[ sup [ Xm0 - xte|?] §00~[ sup {HM(E") y) — n(r.y)||”
s€[t,T) (r,y)€[0,T] xR

o) =l + [ 19870:2) =ty 2 vz
(5.70)

where cq a positive constant only depending on 7" and L. Hence, by (2.8) (5.62) and (5.63) we obtain for
all n € N that

sup IE{ sup HX?"”’(”) —Xﬁ’xHQ] <¢p- [QE%L—FEZC}[/ (1A ”ZHQ)I/(dZ)]
R4

(t,z)€[0,T|x R4 s€[t,T]
< ce2 (2L + CyKdP), (5.71)
which implies
lim sup B sup [|XE0) - xte|P] ) ~o. (5.72)
N0\ (¢,2)€[0,T)xRe b s€[t,T]

Furthermore, by Assumptions 5.7-5.9, applying Lemma 5.5 (with 1~ p&7), o~ oEn) |y o~ plen)
g ~ g h o~ K& for n, k € N in the notation of Proposition 5.5) yields that for all ¥ € N and
sufficiently large n € N the function u™* € C12([0, T] x R?) is a classical solution of

au”’k(t, ) + (Vou™  (t, ), ) (¢, ) + %Trace (0(5”)(t, 2)[o®) (¢, 2)]T Hess, u™*(t, x))

PR )+ [ (a4 0 (0 2) — 0 ) — (Vo ) e, 2) v(de) =
R4
(5.73)
on (0,T) x R? with u™*(T, z) = ¢'*¥) () on R%.
Next, by well-known properties of derivatives of mollifications (see, e.g., Theorem 2.29 in [1]) and
change of variables, we have for every k € N, i € {1,...,d}, and (t,2) € [0, T] x R? that
0 —(d+1) 0
T (¢, ) = (+/ht (5k) (@ - d
G ) =< (t.9)(55-k) (@ = v)/=) dy

R4

0
=c.' | ht,x— k(z) dz.
=& /Rd (t,x 6kz)3xi (2)dz
(5.74)

This together with the fact that the functions h and k are compactly supported and continuous imply
forall k € Nand i € {1,...,d} that %h(%) € C([0,T] x R?) and %h(gk) is compactly supported.
Therefore, we obtain that for all £ € N

sup ||V hER (¢ z)|| < . (5.75)
(t,z)€[0,T)x R4

Furthermore, by (5.59), (5.60), (5.66), and the mean value theorem it holds for all n, k € N and x € R4
that

{u (t,z) — O’k(t, x)!

T
<E [‘Q(Ek)(X;x,(n)) _ g(Ek)(X%x)‘} +/t E Uh(sk)(st;f,x,(n)) _ h(€k)(S7X§,:B)’i| ds

< (B |7 - X?xHQDm
T
+/ E ( sup 1V h(ew) (r,y H) Hth ™) szH] ds
t (ry)€[0,T]xR4

< (& [Lrxire - xe )
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1/2
+T sup IV, ()] ] - E{ sup HX?””’(”) — Xﬁx‘ﬂ (5.76)
(ry)€[0,T]xR? selt,T]

This together with (5.72) and (5.75) show for every k € N that

lim sup  |u"F(t, ) —uPE(t,2)|| =0. (5.77)
o0 | (4a)€[0,T] xRY

Furthermore, by (2.9), (5.56), Assumptions 2.1 and 5.1, and Holder’s inequality we have for all (¢, x) €
[0, T'] that

lu(t, )| < (E [‘Q(X%x)ﬂ)lm +/tT (IE Uh(st?x)’ZDl/Z s

< (B[p(e+ }|X§:xH2)D1/2+/tT (B [co(1+ HXQZ’HQ)DI/Q ds

< [Ld? + LC(1 + ||22)] " + T [Co + CoC(1 + |l2]2)]* .
This implies that

t
sup [u(t, 2)| < 00. (5.78)
(t2)eo,T] xR 1+ |||
Similarly, using Assumption 5.7 we also obtain for all k,n € N that
n,k 0,k
w(t ot

(t,2)€[0,T] xR 1+ ||z
Hence, by (5.77) and the fact that u™* € C1([0,T] x R?) for all k € N and sufficiently large n € N
shows that u®* € C1([0,T] x R R) for all k& € N. Therefore, by (5.73), (5.77), and Assumptions
5.6-5.8, applying Lemma 5.11 yields for all & € N that the function u%* is a viscosity solution of

%uo’k(t, ) + (Vouk (t, ), u(t, ) + éTrace (J(t, z)[o(t, z)]T Hess, u®*(t, x))

+ h(=R) (¢, ) +/
R4

on (0,T) x R with u®* (T, ) = ¢(*¥) () on R%. Furthermore, by (5.56) and (5.60) we obtain for all
k € Nand (t,7) € [0,T] x R that

(uo’k(t,x + ez, 2) — uo’k(t,:c) — <qu0’k(t,93),77t(x, z))) v(dz) =0 (5.80)

T
’u(t,x) — uo’k(t,x)‘ <E [‘g(%)(X;x) — g(X%’z)u +/ E “h(e’“)(s,Xz’m) — h(s,Xﬁ’x)” ds
t

< sw {|¢ @) —g)}+T- s {[W(s,m) - s )]}
yeR4 (r,y)€[0,T]xR4

This together with (5.61) and (5.64) imply that

lim sup u(t,z) — u®*(t,z)| t = 0. (5.81)
N0 (¢ 2)€[0,T] x R4 {‘ ‘}

Hence, (5.79) and the fact that u®* € C;([0,T] x R?) for all k& € N ensures u € C1([0,7] x R9).
Therefore, by (5.61), (5.64), (5.80), Assumptions 2.1-2.3, and Assumption 5.1, the application of Lemma
5.11 yields that v is a viscosity solution of (5.24) with u(T, ) = g(x) for all z € R%. O

Lemma 5.14. Let B C R? be a closed set. Let i € C([0,T] x R, R%), 5 € C([0,T] x RY, R¥>9), and
7€ O([0,T] x RY x RY, RY) such that for all (t,z) € [0,T] x B and z € R?

ﬂ(ta:E) = /’L(tal')a 6(t7$) = O'(t,l‘), ﬁt($,2) = Ut(ﬁ,z)- (582)
Assume that [i, &, and 7 satisfy Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2. Moreover; for each (t,x) € [0,T] x R let
(Xé’x)se[t K [t,T] x Q — R? be an F-adapted cadlag process satisfying that )_(f"r = x, and almost

surely for all s € [t,T)

dXb" = (s, XU7) ds + 6 (s, XU7) dW, + /

s (X7, 2) 7(dz, ds).
Rd
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For each (t,x) € [0,T] x R, let 7% : Q) — [0, T be a stopping time defined by
™ =inf{s>t: X" ¢ Bor X!* ¢ B} AT. (5.83)
Then it holds for all (t,z) € [0,T] x RY that
P [Locrun || X0 = X0

t,T]] = 1. (5.84)

Proof. Throughout this proof, we fix (¢,z) € [0, T] x RY, and use the notation 7 = 75, We first notice
that almost surely for all s € [t, 7]

Xﬁff—Xﬁﬁ“}z/W (0 X12) = n(r. Xﬁf)) dr+/t
/ /Rd i (X7 2) = e (X2, )) #(dz, dr).

Hence, by Minkowski’s inequality, Jensen’s inequality, [t’s isometry, and (5.82) we have for all s € [t, T
that

N 1/2 s B 1/2
( |:HX8/\’T Xﬁ/\TH }) < (/t (S - t)E |:1{T§T}||/'L(r7 X:E’x) - M(TU X7t"7x) Hﬂ d?")
s B ) 1/2
+ ([ B [trenllotn i) - o) 2] ar

' </: ’ Mw Lrerplle (X7, 2) = e (X0, 2) | V(dz)] dr) N
< ([t 0B It 252 - e x5 P ar)

(e

[l
([ [[ Inxir2) o (x >Hud4dr)”2,

Thus, by (2.3) and the fact that (a + b + c)?

SAT

(7(r, X17) = o (r, X[7) ) aw,

t;r t,x 1/2
Xr/\'r - ( X’I”/\’T)HFi| dT’)

3(a? +b? +c?) fora, b, c € R, we obtain for all s € [t,T]

that
U}X;f;i sl } < 3(T +2) L/ U\Xﬁﬁi - Xt ]dr. (5.85)
Moreover, by (2.9) it holds that
E[ sup || X2|°] + | sup [[X57*] < . (5.86)
€lt,T) s€t,T]

Then by (5.85), (5.86), and Gronwall’s lemma we have for every s € [¢, T'] that

E || X5 - X% )] =
Hence, considering that (X b x) seftT] and (X 2 x) selt.T] have cadlag sample paths, we obtain (5.84). Thus,
the proof of this lemma is completed. (]
Proposition 5.15. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, and 5.1 hold, and let u : [0,T] x R4 — R4 satisfy for
all (t,z) € [0,T] x R? that

u(t,z) =E

T
g(X5") + / h(s, Xb%) ds] : (5.87)
t

Then u is a viscosity solution of the linear PIDE (5.24) with u(T, x) = g(z) for all v € R%,

Proof. Throughout this proof, let Y € C2°(R?) such that y(x) = 1 for ||z|| < 1,0 < x(z) < 1 for
1 < ||z|| < 2,and x(z) = 0 for ||z|| > 2. Then foreach n € N, (¢,z) € [0,T] x R? and z € R? define
Xn(z) := x(z/n) and

p(t,2) = p(t,2)xa(@),  o™(ta) = olt,2)xnlz), 0" (x,2) = ne(z, 2)xnlz),
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9" (@) = g(@)xal(z), h"(t2) = h(t,x)xn(2).

For every n € N, (t,z) € [0,T] x R? let (Xé’m’(")) seler] . [t,T] x Q — R? be an F-adapted cadlag
process satisfying that Xf * = z, and almost surely for all s € [t, T]

dX?”’(") = ,u(") (S,th (")) ds+o (s Xm (n)) dWy +/ ngn) (Xzf’(n), z) w(dz, ds).
d
Foreachn € N, k € N, and (¢, z) € [0,7] x R?, we define

T
uF(t,x) = [g@)(x;f’(”)) + / h(k)(s,Xg’w’(”))ds}, (5.88)
t
and

T
uPk(t,z) = E [gUf)(X;:””)Jr / hM) (s, X1) ds]. (5.89)
t

By construction, for every n € N we have that u("), a("), 77("), g(”), and h(" satisfy Assumption 5.6. In
addition, for all n € N, ¢ € [0, 7], and z, 2" € R? with ||z|| A ||2’|| > 2n we have

™t ) = ™ 2, 27| = 0.

Moreover, by (2.3), (2.4), and the mean value theorem we have for alln € N, ¢ € [0, 7], and z, 2’ € R?
with ||2/]] < 2n that

1™t 2) = pt (2,2 ||* = Hu (t, ) xn(@) — plt, x’)xn( ’)H2
< 2||p(t @ Xn( ) — w2 xn (@) + 2| a(t, 7)) (@ )|
< 2L|jxz — 2| - sup (x( ) +2- sup (||u(t, )| ) - sup (HVXn y)||2) e — 2|2
ye lyll<2n yeR?
LdP(1+4
<o o+ LI iy (19x) ) -l - o2
y€Rd

<2Lfw — /|- |1+5d” - sup (|[Vx()])
y€Rd

Furthermore, by (2.4) we have for all n € N and (¢, ) € [0,7] x R? that
2 2
1™ )7 < [l 2)||° < LaP(1 + ||]]?).

Hence, by analogous arguments we obtain that ,u(”), o), 77("), g™, and h("™ satisfy Assumptions 5.7
and 5.8. Furthermore, by the product rule it holds for all n € N, v € [0, 1], (t,2) € [0,T] x RY, and
z € R? that

7Dxn§n)(x7 Z) = VDx(Tlt(%Z)Xn(UU)) = ’YXn(x)Dmnt<xv Z) + ’W]t(x? Z) [vXn(m)]Ta (5.90)

where n:(z, z) [V ()] is understood as the matrix product of the column vector 7 (z, z) and the row
vector [Vxn(z)]”. By the definition of x,,(-), n € N, and Assumption 2.2 we also notice that it holds for
alln €N, (t,2) € [0,T] x R% and z € R? that 0 < y,,(x) < 1 and

C1/2
e, 2) (Vo (@) || p < [l )] - [[Vxn(@)]| < == sup (IVx@)I), (59D
yeR4

where Cy is the positive constant introduced in (2.6). Moreover, by Assumption 2.2 we have for all
(t,r) € [0,T] x RY, 2 € R, and v € [0, 1] that

YD, )| < d2C32, (5.92)

We also notice that the mapping

{B e R | B|p < CY(dV? + sup (||vx(y)\|))} > Aws | det (I, + A)| € R
yeR
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is uniformly continuous. Hence, (2.7) and (5.90)-(5.92) ensure that there exists an integer N > 0 such
that for all n > N, (t,2) € [0,T] x R%, v € [0,1], and 2z € R4

A n
S < [ det(Ta +yDanf™ (@, 2))].

This implies that (") satisfies Assumption 5.9 with § = \ /2 for sufficiently large n € N. By the above
discussion, applying Proposition 5.13 (with 1~ p(™, o~ o™ n A~ ™, g~ g*), b~ RF) for
n, k € N in the notation of Proposition 5.13) yields that for all £ € N and sufficiently large n € N the
function u™* € C1(]0,T] x R?) is a viscosity solution of

1
%u"’k(t, z) + (Vou™ (¢, 2), n™ (t, z)) + B Trace (J(”)(t, 2)[o™ (¢, 2)]T Hess, u™*(t, ac))

+ Bt z) + /

R (st + 0™ (2, 2)) = W (1 2) = (Vo (2, @), 0" (2, 2)) ) v(dz) = 0

(5.93)

on (0,T) x R% with u™*(T, z) = g™ () on R%.
Next, for each n € Nand (¢, z) € [0,T] x R, let 7" : Q — [0, T] be the stopping time defined by

mH7 = inf {s > ¢ : max (|| X025 | X)) > n} AT (5.94)

n

Then (5.94) and Lemma 5.14 ensures that for all (¢,z) € [0,7] x R?and n € N

P (1{895,1}“)(;%(") — X;|| = 0forall s € [t,T]) =1 (5.95)

Hence, considering that for every n € N and (,z) € [0,7] x R? the processes (Xﬁ’x’(n)) and

. s€t,T)
(X5)

seft,r) have no fixed time of discontinuity, we have for all n, k € N, and (¢, ) € [0, T] x R? that

E [‘g(k) (X;w,(n)) —g® (Xth)l} - E [1{75’1<T}’9(k) (X;’I’(”)) — gk (Xth)”

<2 [sup 9P )] P(rh* < T), (5.96)

yeRd

and

T
[ B[, X8 0) - 015, X8 s
' T
= / E [1{Tﬁ’z<T}|h(k) (37 X?x,(n)) - h(k)(‘S’X?x)‘] ds
t

< 2T sup ‘h(k)(s,y)‘

P(ry* < T). (5.97)
(s,9)€[0,T)x R4

Furthermore, by (2.9), the construction of u(”), a(”), and 77(”), and Assumptions 5.7 and 5.8, it holds for
alln € Nand (¢t,z) € [0,T] that

E[ sup HXQM”)ﬂ < O5(1 + ||z)), (5.98)
s€[t,T)

where (3 is a positive constant only depending on L, d, p and T". Thus, by (5.94), Chebyshev’s inequality,
and (2.9) it holds for all (¢,z) € [0,7] x R% and n € N that

P(ry” <T) <P (x50 = n) + B (IX52"]| = n)

B [l ] + & 1]
< Tn Tn

n2
(C+Cs)(A + [|=]?)

n2

< . (5.99)
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Combining (5.96), (5.97), and (5.99), we have for all (¢, ) € [0,T] x R% and n, k € N that

T 2
|u t .1‘) UOk(t,x)‘ < 2<C+C3)(1+” H ) lsup (}g(k)(y)‘) +T. sup (‘h(k)(&y)‘)]

2
n y€ERI (8,9)€[0,T]xR4

This implies that for all & € N and all compact sets K C [0, 7] x R? it holds that

=0. (5.100)

lim [ sup ‘u”’k(t, x)—uo’k(t,x)‘
(

n=00 | (¢t a)ek

Moreover, by (2.5), (2.9), (5.1), (5.35), (5.88), (5.89), (5.98), and the fact that (a 4 b)'/? < a!/2 + b'/?
for a,b > 0, we notice for all n, k € N and (¢, ) € [0,T] x R? that

T
[t )] < E (g t“’”)\h/ E (1) (s, X2700) | ds
t

< (=@ 1x@P]) 4 [ (@ o0+ o))

< D@ 4+ DO (14 (o) + G T+ O3 (14 [l2)) 7]
< LV2aP2 4 O+ O P (L2 + P (1 + (|2, (5.101)

and
WOk (¢, 2)| < LV2aP2 + CF*T + CVA(LV2 4+ CLPTY (1 + ||2)2) V2. (5.102)
This implies that for all k,n € N

k 0,k
[umk (8, 2)| + |u (t"””@o.

sup
(t,2)€[0,T] xR 1+ |zl

Hence, (5.100) and the fact that u™* € C1 ([0, T] x RY) for all k € N and sufficiently large n € N ensure
that u%F ¢ C1(]0,T7 x R4, R) for all & € N. Therefore, by (5.93), (5.100), Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, and
Assumptions 5.1-5.8, applying Lemma 5.11 yields that for all & € N the function u* is a viscosity
solution of

auo’k(t, ) + (Vou®k (t, ), u(t, ) + %Trace (a(t, z)[o(t, 2)]T Hess, u®*(t, x))

+ P (t,z) + /

R4
on (0,T) x R? with u®*(T,z) = ¢¥)(z) on R%. Furthermore, Lemma 3.1 implies for all k € N and
(t,x) € [0,T] x R? that

[ft |h s, X0") — h(s,Xﬁ’x)Ms}
P + |||

[T [0 ) e P,
= . S
: o+ X0 &+ [P
E [dp + HXQIHQ}

< /T wp (1100~ hiry)]
Tt [ry)eo. xR P+ y]|? P + ||

sup (‘h(k)(&y) — h(s, y)|>] ’ (5.104)

(uo’k(t, x4 (x, 2)) — uF(t, ) — (Vmuo’k(t,x),m(x, z)}) v(dz) =0 (5.103)

S

< ClT

(s,9)€[0,T]x R4 dar + [|ly|?

where ¢; := (6LT + 1)e('*6L)T  Moreover, by Assumption 5.1 it holds for all k& € N and (s,y) €
[0, T] x R that
|W®)(s,9) = h(s,m)]  Lgyizrl (s v) ar(y) — 1)
v + ||y|I? B d? + lyl?
26y"(@ + [lyl»)*?
T (dr+ KB (dP A+ |y ]|2)12

=202 (a0 + k)12,
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Combining this with (5.104) implies that
E [ftT | (s, X57) = h(s, X17)| ds]

550 | el pcs 1l - G
Analogously, by Lemma 3.1 and (2.5) we have
_ E [\g(’“) (X57) - g(Xﬁ’a’)ﬂ
5% | oy 1 [l - (109

Then (5.88), (5.89) together with (5.105) and (5.106) imply that

i |0k (t, ) — u(t, )| _ 0
#oe | (rajelo r &+ ol e
o0 | (t,2)€[0,T] xR

Hence, for all non-empty compact set C C [0, 7] x R it holds that

lim | sup |u ke, z) — u(t, z)|
k=oo | (¢ m)ek

{uo’k (t,z) — u(t, z)|
< lim | sup ’ | sup (P +||z]|*)| = 0. (5.107)
Jm, [@,@e;c( &+ TalP? S L )

By (2.5), (2.9), (5.87), and the analogous argument to obtain (5.101) and (5.102) we have that u has
linear growth. Then by (5.107) and the fact that u®* € C1([0,T] x R?) for every k € N, we have that
u € C1([0,T] x Rd). Therefore, by (5.103), (5.107), and Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, and 5.1-5.9, we apply
Lemma 5.11 to get that w is a viscosity solution of the linear PIDE (5.24) with u(7', x) = g(z) for all
x € R%. The proof of this proposition is thus completed. (]

Proposition 5.16. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3 hold. Then the following holds:
(i) There exists a unique Borel function u : [0,T] x R? — R satisfying

u(t,z) == E|g(X5") / f(s, X5 u(s, X4®)) ds|, (t,z) € [0,T] x R% (5.108)

(ii) Letw : [0,T] x R? — R satisfy (5.108). Then u € C1([0,T] x R9).
(iii) Let u : [0,T] x R? - R satisfy (5.108). Then u is a viscosity solution of PIDE (2.18) with
uw(T, x) = g(x) for all = € R%
Proof. Firstrecall A := {(t,s) € [0,T]? : t < s}. Then we notice that by Corollary 3.5, the mapping
AxRT > (t,s,2) — (s, X?) € Lo(, [0, T] x R?) is continuous, where Lo(£2, [0, 7] x R?) denotes the
space of all measurable functions from Q2 to [0, T'] x R? equipped with the metric deduced by convergence
in probability. Moreover, notice that for every nonnegative Borel function ¢ : [0, 7] x R? — [0, 00), the
mapping Lo(€2, [0,T] x R?) 5 Z — E[p(Z)] € [0, <] is measurable. Hence for all § € ©, d € N, and
all nonnegative Borel functions ¢ : [0, 7] x R? — [0, c0) it holds that the mapping

AxRYS (ts,2) E[(p(s, X;»m)} € [0, 0] (5.109)
is measurable. Furthermore, by Lemma 3.1, we observe that for all (¢, 2) € [0,T] x R? and s € [t, T]
E|d + || X57|] < en(@ + [la]2)en =), (5.110)

where ¢; := 14 6L7T and p; := 1 4+ 6L. Then, combining (2.2), (2.5), (5.109), (5.110), and applying
Proposition 4.1 (with Z" ~ X5, a max{LY? L2712} b ~ c}/2eplT/2, e LYV2 A,
g ¥\ g, u v u in the notation of Proposition 4.1), we obtain that there is a unique Borel function
w: [0,T] x RY — R satisfying (5.108) as well as for all ¢ € [0, T that

lu(t, z)| < 212 exp {LY2(T — 1)} (5.111)

SUp ————= <
zeRd A/dP + ||z||?
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Hence, we finish the proof of (i). Furthermore, for every r € (0, 00) let B, C R? be the set defined by
B, :={z € R%: ||lz|| < r}. Then by (2.5) and (5.111) we have for all (s,y) € [0,T] x R? that
£ (5,9, 0) + uls, 9)| +9(y) _ T7'LY2(dP + |[y[|*)"/? + 2L exp{ L'/*T}(d” + ||y||*) "/
d? +[|y|? - d? + lyl?
LY2(dP + |ly|*)"/?
> + ly|?
CLY2(TY + 2exp{LY?*T} 4+ 1)
N (dr +[ly|[2)*/

This implies that

inf

sup  sup
r€(0,00)

s€[0,T] yeRd/ B, d? + |ly||?

[ 1/ (5,5, 0)] + [u(s,9)| + lg(y)]

< inf sup  sup
re(0,00) s€[0,T]) yeRe/ B, (dp + Hy||2)1/2
e [Ll/z(T_1 + 2exp{L'/?T} +1)

= in

 re(0,00) (dP + ||r]))/2

[ LY2(T' 4 2exp{L/?T} + 1)

= 0. (5.112)

Then, by (2.2), (2.5), (5.110), (5.112), and Corollary 3.5, we can apply Corollary 2.7 in [9] (with
X% A X5 f A f, g~ g and V(t,z) ~ (dP + ||x]|?) in the notation of Corollary 2.7 in [9]) to get
that u : [0, 7] x R% — R is continuous (Noting that the condition E[V (s, X2¥)] < V (¢, z) in Corollary
2.7 in [9] can be relaxed to E[V (s, X2*)] < ¢V (t, ) for any ¢ > 1). Combining this with (5.111), we
obtain that u € C1([0, T] x R?). Thus, we obtain (ii). Next, we define h : [0, T] x R? — R by

h(t,z) :== f(t,z,u(t,z)), (t,z)€[0,T] x RY
By (2.2), (2.5), and (5.111) it holds for all (¢, z) € [0, 7] x R? that

< LY2|u(t, x)| + L2772 (dP 4 ||]|?) /2

< LY2aP2 (202 exp{ L*TY + T7Y2)(1 + ||z||?)*/2. (5.113)
This implies that h satisfies Assumption 5.1. Thus, Assumptions 2.1-2.3 and the fact that u € C ([0, 7] x
R?) satisfies (5.108) allow us to apply Proposition 5.15 to obtain that u is a viscosity solution of PIDE

(2.18) with u(T, z) = g(x) for all z € R?, which proves (iii). The proof of this proposition is therefore
completed. U

6. MULTILEVEL PICARD (MLP) APPROXIMATIONS NOT INVOLVING EULER SCHEMES

6.1. Setting. We assume the settings in Section 2.1. Moreover, for each d € N and (t,x) € [0,T] x R?
let (Zg’e’t7w)se[t7T]: [t,T] x Q — R%, 0 € ©, be B([0, T]) ® F/B(R?%)-measurable functions. Assume
forall (¢,z) € [0,T] x R and s € [t, T] that 7400 9 ¢ ©, are independent and identically distributed,
and assume that (Zﬁve’t’x)@s)egx[t’ﬂ and (¢%)gco are independent. Foreachd € N, (¢,z) € [0, 7] x R?,

€ [t,T], and 0 € O, let (Zs(d’e’t’x’l’i))(M)eNxz be independent copies of Z&%"®. For each d € N,
n €Ny, M € N,and 6 € O, let US’?\/[ : [0, 7] x R? x © — R be a measurable function satisfying for all
(t,x) € [0,T] x R? that 7

n

4.0 1n(n) d,0,4,2,0,—i
un,M(tx) = Mn ng(zé1 ))
=1

(T —1) e d (7 (d0Li)) 4 /(d6,—L0) 0.10) ,(d0,t.ali)
+3 e | 2 (FUEY) - P! (U0)) (RO 2505 |

=0 i=1
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where <Z/{7(1‘7i]’\3’l’i)) ez (0 X0 are independent copies of L{ndzg/[, and where (R?””")) (Li)eNx, AT

independent copies of RY for each ¢ € [0, 7. Furthermore, let b, ¢, p € (0, 00), and let u? : [0, T] xR% —
R, d € N, be measurable functions such that for all d € N, (¢,z) € [0,T] x R, and s € [t, T

Ug do”)\] —I—/tTIED(Fd(ud))(r, z;lvo’tw)u dr < o,

B[ + || 280 |] < b0+ o),

T
i) =B o2+ [ ()0 280 ar.

t
and

|(F0))(t, 2)* + g% (@) [* + [u?(t, 2)* < e(d” + [l]). (6.1)
6.2. Error bounds for MLP approximations. The following lemma is taken from [42].
Lemma 6.1. Assume Setting 6.1. Then for all d,n, M € Nandt € [0,T] it holds that
1/2

E ud70 t, - dt7 ?
U w(tx) —u’( x)” < 2eMI2N[=n/2(1 | 9 [V/2)n-1pL/2pn(T D)2

n,

sup
seRd P+ [|]|?

max {|T - (F(0))(t,z)], l9° ()| } 1/2 ud(t, )|
-| sup sup +T1LY sup sup | ———=—— (6.2)
(te[O,T] z€Rd ( VP + ||z|]? t€[0,7] zeRd \ \/dP + ||z

Proof. For b = 1, the above statement is proved in Corollary 3.12 in [42] (withc v ¢, p ™ p, L LY2,
Tt UL o L{g:?w, Yo (z) ~ ZHET o~ (R Sz s (dP + |2]|2) € R), F ~ F9, g A g%,
u + u? in the notation of Corollary 3.12 in [42]). For the general case b € (0, 00), one can precisely
follow the proof of Corollary 3.12 in [42] to obtain (6.2). (]

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Proof of Theorem 2.9. (i) is well-known (see, e.g., Theorem 3.1 in [50] and Theorem 117 in [58]). To
prove (ii) we notice that by Corollary 3.5, for all # € © and d € N the mapping A x R¢ 5 (¢, s, )
(s, Xg’€7t’x) € Lo(2,[0,T] x RY) is continuous, where Lo (€2, [0, 7] x R?) denotes the metric space of
all measurable functions from €2 to [0, 7] x R equipped with the metric deduced by convergence in
probability. Moreover, notice that for all d € N and nonnegative Borel functions ¢ : [0, 7] xR? — [0, c0),
the mapping £o(Q2,[0,T] x R?Y) 3 Z — E[p(Z)] € [0, o0] is measurable. Hence forall§ € ©, d € N,
and all nonnegative Borel functions ¢ : [0, T] x R? — [0, co) it holds that the mapping

A xRS (K, s,2) — E{g@(s,Xg’e’t’””)} € [0, o0] (7.1)

is measurable. Analogously, considering Corollary 3.11, we obtain for all # € ©,d € N, N € N and all
nonnegative Borel functions ¢ : [0, 7] x R? — [0, cc) that the mapping

AXRE> (t,s,2) — E[cp(s, }fsdﬂ’t’x’N’é’M)} € [0, o] (7.2)

is measurable. Furthermore, by Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, we observe that for all d € N, § € O,
t€[0,T),s€[t,T],and 2,y € R?

B[ + || X207 |*] < ea(@ + flalf?)en 0, (13)

and
B|[[ x4 = X2000|?| < dfle - y|2er20), (74)

where ¢; := 14 6LT, p; := 1+ 6L, and ps := 4L(T + 2). Moreover, (3.37) in Lemma 3.8 ensures for
allf € ©,deN, 6 € (0,1), (t,z) €0,T] x R%, s € [t,T],and N, M € N with M > § 2K dP that

E|dP + ||y 0teNOM|2] < gy (aP 4 2] e, (7.5)
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where c3 := 5 - max{1,4LT(T 4 8)}, and p3 := 20L(T + 8). Then, combining (2.2), (2.5), (7.1), (7.3),
and applying Proposition 4 1 (Wlth Z5" A X0 g A max{L'/2, LY2T=12} b ~ cl/2eplT/2
e LV2 A~ i g g u e u? in the notation of Proposition 4.1), we obtain (ii) and

u’(t, 2)|

VP + HJUH2 -

Analogously, combining (2.2), (2.5), (7.2), and (7.5), and applying Proposition 4.1 (with Zﬁ’x )
yLOteNSM cé/QePST/Q, cnLV2 f A fh g gt uan uﬁl\,’a’M in the notation of Proposition
4.1), we obtain for eachd € N, § € (0,1),and N, M € N with M > §~2KdP that there exists an unique
Borel function u4 Nom 1 [0,T] % R? — R satisfying for all (¢, ) € [0,T] x R? that

< 2LV exp {LVA(T — 1)}, (7.6)

T
d N,o
E Ugd(YTO,t,m, ) ,M)” + / E [lfd(s’ Kgd,O,t,ac,N,é,M’ U?V,é,/\/l (s’ Y;d,O,t,;t,N,é,M))” ds < 0, (7.7)
t

|u§iV6M($7y)‘
sup sup | —/——/——— | < o0, (7.8)
yeRd s€[0,7] ( VP + 2

T
d,0,t,2,N,5,M
“ﬁlv,a,M(tyw):E{gd(YT ta )} +/ E[fd(s,nd,mt,x,zv,&/\/t’U%&M(s’Y;d,o,t,x7N,5,M))] ds,
t
(7.9)

ul t,x
M < oLl/? exp {L1/2 t)} (7.10)

VP +lzl
Furthermore, we notice that Proposition 5.4 ensures that for each d € N there exists at most one viscosity
solution v® € C1([0, T] x R?). Hence, combining this with Proposition 5.16 we obtain (iii) and (iv).

Next, we start to prove (v). We first observe that by (3.16), (3.34) and (3.38), there exist a positive
constant ¢4 = c4(T, L, L1, Lo, K) satisfying forall§ € ©,d € N, § € (0,1), (t,x) € [0,T] x R%, and
N, M € N with M > §~2KdP that

E[ sup HX‘“’“ Yd‘)’t"”N‘SMH ] < ca(d? + [[|2) (N7AT + 9P + 62 KdP M™Y) . (7.11)
s€t,T)

Furthermore, we notice that it holds forall d € N, § € (0,1),n, M, N, M € N, and (¢,z) € [0,T] x RY
that

d,0,6, M 21\ 1/2 4,0,6,M 1/2
(B[|UgSiRt o) - o)) < (B[O (o) = ubesmt 2)))
+ |uf st 2)) — ul(t, z). (7.12)
Considering (2.5), (7.5), (7.7)-(7.10), and the fact that 1 + a < e® for all a € R, and applying Lemma
6.1 (with Uy, o~ ULSIRY 28007 A v mNOM Ty A s pom pgud A ud g e e 3
(4L exp{2L'/?T} v T~2L Vv L) in the notation of Lemma 6.1), we have forall d € N, 6 € (0,1),
n € No, t € [0,T], and M, N, M € N with M > § 2K dP that

a05M 4 27\ /2
[‘UnMN Uﬁlv,é,/\/t(tﬂ)‘ }
sup

s€Rd v + IIJJH2

max{T(F*(0)(t,z)), g%(x)[} 1/2 ufy st @)
" | Sup sup +TL'/* sup sup | —=2F——
[te[O,T]xeRd < VP + ||z||? t€[0,7] zeRe \ \/dP + || z||?

< 2eM/2N[~/2(1 4 9T V21 L 2eps(T—1)/2 <L1/2 2T Lexp{LY2(T — t)}>

< 2€M/2an/2(1 + 2TL1/2)nflcé/2€p3(Tft)/2

< 2eM/2)=/2(1 4 9T LYy 1eps(T=D/2( ey [)1/2 (1 + 2T LY exp{LY(T — t)})

S Crl61\4/2]\4771/2eZTLT‘Ll/Z7 (713)
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where Cy = 2eP3(T=/2(¢3 L)1/2 (1 4 2T LY/? exp{ L'/?T}). To deal with the second term in (7.12),
we notice that by (7.4) and (7.11), forall d € N, § € (0,1), (t,x) € [0,T] x R%, s € [t,T), r € [s,T]
and N, M € N with M > §~2KdP it holds that

S

d d 5
(@ )=(X L0t ydote N, ’M)]

2
< 4er g [H Xgots _ ygotansM| ]

< Adey(dP + ||z)|?)er2 T (NTIT 4 §9dP + 62K dP M™Y.

Moreover, by (7.4) we notice that for each d € N, s € [0, T], and r € [s, T| the mapping R? x R? >
(z,y) — (Xﬁ’o’s’x, Xﬁ’o’s’y) € Lo(Q,R? x R?) is continuous and hence measurable, and we have for
all nonnegative Borel functions h : R? x R? — [0,00) that the mapping Lo(Q, R? x R?) > Z
E[h(Z)] € [0, oc] is measurable. Hence, it holds forall d € N, s € [0, T], r € [s,7] and all nonnegative
Borel functions A : R? x R% — [0, 00) that the mapping

R x R 5 (2,y) E[h(XﬁvaW,Xﬁvov&y)] e [0, 0] (7.14)

is measurable. Furthermore, Lemma 2.2 in [44] ensures that for all d € N, ¢ € [0,7T], s € [t,T],
r € [s,T], z,y € R? and all nonnegative Borel functions / : R x R — [0, co) it holds that

d,0,s,2" 3rd,0,s,y’ _ d,0,t, d,0,t,
E[E (e xp0nsT)) (maw:(xﬁ’om,st"’f*yj =E[p(xioen )] )

Then using (2.2), (7.3), (7.5), (7.11), (7.6), (7.7)-(7.10), (7.14), (7.15), and (iv), and applying Lemma
42 withT AT, L ~ LY/?, Xt®1 ~ X0tz xte2 ~yd0teNoM p ~ (¢ V e3)elrVeT §
[4cae”?T (NTIT + 69dP + 62 KdP M) 1/2, cAcyi=c1VegV (2L1/2 exp{Ll/QT}), PN p1Vops
in the notation of Lemma 4.2, we obtain for alld, N € N, § € (0,1), (¢,z) € [0,7] x R%, and M € N
with M > 62K dP that

}uﬁlv,é,/v( (t, ) —u'(t, $)|
< deo[4ese”?T(NIT 4 59 + 62K P M) 2 (TL)V2(1 + LV2T) (P + |«?)
- exp { (L1/2 + (p1V p3)/2+ (Leg) % (er v 03)1/26(p1Vp3)T/2) (T — t)}
< Co(dP + ||z||>)(N7IT + 69dP + 62 KdP M~ 1) =12 (7.16)

where
Cy :=exp { <L1/2 +(p1Vp3)/2+ (Lco)1/2(cl Vv 03)1/26(p1Vp3)T/2) T}

8¢ (eaTLe”T)? (1 4+ L12T).

Hence, combining (7.12), (7.13), and (7.16) yields for for all d € N, 6 € (0,1), n € Ny, (¢t,z) €
[0,T] x RY, and M, N, M € N with M > §=2 K dP that

406.M 4 2]\ /2
( [‘UnMN ) T ud(tvx” :|)
< (Cl V. 02)(dp + ||xH2) [eM/2M—n/2€2nTL1/2 4 (N_1T+5qdp +5_2de./\/l_1)1/2] ’
which proves (v) with ¢ = C' vV Cs. Thus, the proof of this theorem is complete. U

ProofofTheorem 2 10. Applying (v) in Theorem 4.2 in [42] with .~ 1, M~ M, €ar A €0,
m el g~ g § 9D in the notation of Theorem 4.2 in [42], we obtain (2.22). Next, for each

d €N, e € (0,1],and x € R? define n¢(x, ) by
n?(z,e):=inf{n e NN[2,00): sup sup E UU(dk’;)(t,x) —ud(t, x)ﬂ < &%, (7.17)
k€[n,00)NN t€[0,T]
where we use the convention inf(()) = oo ({) denotes the empty set), and use the shorter notation

k/q pk+2k/q g qp
Ud,O( ) — UdOk k Kd

(k) e (t,z), VdeN,keN,(t,z)€[0,T] x R™
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Applying (v) in Theorem 2.9 (with n ~ n, M A n, N A n™, § ~ n~ 9 M o~ n" T2V 4K dP in the
notation of Theorem 2.9), we have for all d € N, n € N, and (¢, x) € [0,T] x R? that

97\ 1/2
(E [‘U&?(t,x) — ud(t,x)‘ D
< c(d + ||z|?) [6"/271_”/2(32"TL1/2 + (T +dPn "+ 02 (7.18)

where ¢ = ¢(T, L, Ly, Ly, K) is the constant introduced in (v) in Theorem 2.9. Moreover, we observe for
all integers n > 2 exp{4TL'/? 4 1} that

6n/262nTL1/2n—n/2 = exp {(4TL1/2 + 1) . n/2} . n—n/2 S 2—”/2’

which implies that

lim /220 TLY?  —n/2 _
n—oo )
Therefore, by (7.18) we have forall d € N, n € N, e € (0, 1], and (t,x) € [0,T] x R? that
d d,0 d 2]\ /2
n“(z,e) < oo and sup (IE [‘U(ﬁ)(tv z) —u’(t, z)| ]) <e,

nend(z,e),00)NN

which establishes (2.23). Furthermore, by (2.22) and (7.18) we obtain for all d,n € N, v € (0, 1], and
(t,x) € [0,T] x R? that

Lk 4,0 a1\ 5
2
(Z %,k) (B [JUfS . 2) - ultt, 2)[*])
k=1
< 12(3e'D 4 g 4 2§ D36 n2" [c(dP + HxH?)]”*4(6"/271*"/262”“1/2 + (14T + dP)/2pn/2)v+4

— 12(3¢@ + g(@ 4 2§(@D)367 012 [c(dP + ||z]|2)] T (€22 TEY 4 (14T + dP)/2)+4,
(7.19)

Then (7.17) and (7.19) show foralld € N, &, € (0,1] and (¢,z) € [0, 7] x R? that

n?(z,e) 4 n?(x,e) . o ) VTH
Z Q:l(cl)c et < Q:l(cl)s (E [‘U(r;d(:c,s)fl)(um) - ud(t,x)‘ D
k=1 k=1

< 12(3¢D 4 g@ 1 25D [e(@P + [|z)?)] "

- sup (36”7177”/2(6”/262"711/2 +(1+T+ dp)1/2)7+4> .
neN

Moreover, note that we have for all v € (0, 1] and n € N satisfying
4 1/2 1/~
n > (2 6% exp{(1 + ATLY?)(y + 4)})
that
36nn—7n/2(en/2e2nTLl/2)fy+4 — 64n/2 . exp{(l + 4TL1/2)(’)/ + 4)71/2} . n—'yn/2
/2
- [64 cexp{(1 + ATLY?)(~ + 4)}} R
<272,
which implies for all v € (0, 1] that

sup (36nn*’m/2(en/262nTL1/2 F1+T+ dp)1/2)7+4) < .
neN

Hence, the proof of this theorem is complete. (]
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