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APPROXIMATIONS FOR ADAPTED M-SOLUTIONS OF TYPE-II
BACKWARD STOCHASTIC VOLTERRA INTEGRAL EQUATIONS

YusHl HAMAGUCHIY ® AND DA TAGUCHI?

Abstract. In this paper, we study a class of Type-II backward stochastic Volterra integral equations
(BSVIEs). For the adapted M-solutions, we obtain two approximation results, namely, a BSDE approx-
imation and a numerical approximation. The BSDE approximation means that the solution of a finite
system of backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) converges to the adapted M-solution of
the original equation. As a consequence of the BSDE approximation, we obtain an estimate for the
L2-time regularity of the adapted M-solutions of Type-II BSVIEs. For the numerical approximation,
we provide a backward Euler-Maruyama scheme, and show that the scheme converges in the strong
L?-sense with the convergence speed of order 1/2. These results hold true without any differentiability
conditions for the coefficients.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) and backward stochastic Volterra integral equations
(BSVIEs) have been studied extensively and applied to many areas including stochastic control, PDE theory,
mathematical finance and economics. Linear BSDEs were first introduced by Bismut [7] as adjoint equations by
means of the Pontryagin maximum principle for stochastic control problems of stochastic differential equations
(SDEs). Later, Pardoux and Peng [27] developed systematic treatments of general nonlinear BSDEs of the
following form:

T T
Y(t):\lw—/t G(s,Y(s),Z(s))ds—/t Z(s)dW (s), t € [0, ). (1.1)

Here, W () is a standard Brownian motion on a complete probability space (€2, F,P) with the filtration F =
(Ft)e>0 generated by W(-), ¥ is an Fp-measurable random variable called the terminal condition, and G is a
progressively measurable function called the driver. The adapted solution of BSDE (1.1) is the pair (Y(+), Z(-))
of adapted processes satisfying (1.1). Specifically, the second component Z(-) of the adapted solution is called the
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martingale integrand. Such an equation has been found useful in applications to, for example, recursive utilities,
dynamic risk measures, nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula and path-dependent PDEs. We refer the readers to
the textbook of Zhang [47] and the survey paper of El Karoui, Peng and Quenez [13] for the detailed account
of theory and applications of BSDEs.

As a natural extension of BSDEs, BSVIEs of the form

T T
Y(t):\If(t)—i—/ G(t,s,Y(s),Z(t,s))ds—/ Z(t,5)dW(s), t € [0,T], (1.2)

were introduced by Lin [23] and Yong [42] and further studied in [30-32, 38, 39, 43, 44] among others. The
stochastic process ¥(-), which is called the free term in the literature of BSVIEs, is a family of Fp-measurable
random variables W(t), ¢ € [0, 7] (not necessarily F-adapted), and the driver G is progressively measurable with
respect to the time parameter s for each fixed ¢. The unknown we are looking for is the pair (Y'(+), Z(-,)), where
Y (-) and Z(t,-) are adapted for each ¢ € [0,T]. Yong [42, 44] also considered the following form of BSVIEs:

T T
Y(t) = \Il(t)Jr/ G(t,s,Y(s),Z(t,s),Z(s,t))ds—/ Z(t,s)dW (s), t € [0,T]. (1.3)

In the literature, (1.2) and (1.3) are referred as Type-I and Type-II BSVIEs, respectively. Unlike Type-
I BSVIE (1.2), the solution of Type-II BSVIE (1.3) needs an additional constraint on the term Z(t,s),
0 <s<t<T, for the well-posedness of the equation. Inspired by the duality principle appearing in stochastic
control problems of (forward) stochastic Volterra integral equations (SVIEs), the so-called adapted M-solution
was introduced and studied in [44] (see Def. 3.1 of the present paper). Both Type-I and Type-I1I BSVIEs have
become important tools to study some problems in stochastic control and mathematical finance. For exam-
ple, Yong [43], Wang, Sun and Yong [35] and Agram [1] applied BSVIEs to dynamic risk measures for the
so-called position processes. Kromer and Overbeck [21] investigated dynamic capital allocations via BSVIEs.
Beissner and Rosazza Gianin [3] applied BSVIEs to arbitrage-free asset pricing via a path of EMMs, called an
EMM-string. Stochastic control problems for systems of SVIEs and BSVIEs were studied by Shi, Wang and
Yong [33] and Wang and Zhang [40]. Also, it is worth to mention that BSVIEs have a strong connection to
time-inconsistent stochastic control problems. For example, time-inconsistent recursive utility processes of gen-
eral discounting can be modelled by the solutions of BSVIEs (see [35]). Wang and Yong [36] and Hamaguchi [18§]
studied time-inconsistent problems where the cost functionals were defined by the solutions of Type-I BSVIEs.
In [36], generalizing the earlier study of Yong [45], they derived the so-called equilibrium HJB equation which
characterizes the closed-loop equilibrium strategy. In [18], the author characterized the open-loop equilibrium
controls by variational methods, where the adjoint equations turned out to be Type-I BSVIEs of an extended
form. Recently, in [19], the first author investigated infinite horizon BSVIEs and showed some relationships
between Type-II BSVIEs and various kinds of BSDEs.

For relationships between BSVIEs and PDEs, we note that Wang and Yong [39] derived the representation
PDEs for both Type-I and Type-II BSVIEs. Further studies on this topic were developed by Wang [34] and
Wang, Yong and Zhang [37]. It is remarkable that the representation PDEs of BSVIEs have the same structure as
the equilibrium HJB equations appearing in time-inconsistent stochastic control problems obtained by [36, 45].
Here let us briefly recall the results of [39]. They considered Type-I and Type-II BSVIEs of the following forms:

T T
Y(t):w(t,X(t),X(T))+/ g(t,s,X(t),X(s),Y(s),Z(t,s))ds—/ Z(t,8)dW(s), te [0,T],  (14)
and

T T
Y(t):w(t,X(t),X(T))+/t g(t,s,X(t),X(s),Y(s),Z(t,s),Z(s,t))ds—/t Z(t,s)dW(s), t € [0,T], (1.5)
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respectively, where 1 and g are given deterministic functions, and X(+) is the solution of the SDE

X(t) :x+/0 b(s,X(s))ds+/0 o(s,X(s))dW(s), t € [0,T], (1.6)

with given deterministic functions b, 0 and a given initial condition x. First, they showed that Type-I
BSVIE (1.4) can be approximated by finite systems of BSDEs. Then, based on this approximation result and
the well-known representation PDEs for BSDEs, they derived the representation PDE of Type-I BSVIE (1.4).
Finally, they obtained the representation PDE of Type-II BSVIE (1.5) by connecting that of a Type-I BSVIE
and the usual linear PDE induced by the martingale representation theorem. We remark that, unlike the case
of Type-I BSVIE (1.4), the well-posedness of the representation PDE of Type-II BSVIE (1.5) was proved only
in the framework of the mild solution, not the classical (smooth) solution. We also remark that, unlike Type-I
BSVIE (1.4), there have not been any approximation results for Type-II BSVIE (1.5) by systems of BSDEs.

In general, it is difficult to obtain the explicit forms of the solutions of nonlinear BSDEs and nonlinear
BSVIEs. To make matter worse, even in the linear case, the explicit solutions of Type-II BSVIEs have not
been obtained yet to the best of our knowledge. Hence, in order to calculate the solutions, it is important
to consider numerical approximations of BSDEs and BSVIEs. For BSDEs, there have been many attempts to
provide numerical approximations, see for example [2, 4, 8, 10-12, 14-17, 22, 24, 25, 29, 46] among others.
However, for BSVIEs, the numerical method is quite limited. Here we mention [5, 41]. On one hand, Bender
and Pokalyuk [5] studied a numerical method for the following Type-I BSVIE:

Y(t) =y, W) +/t 9(s,Y(s))ds —/t Z(t,s)dW (s), t € [0,T],

which is weakly approximated by a sequence of discrete BSVIEs driven by a binary random walk. On the other
hand, Wang [41] constructed a kind of backward Euler—-Maruyama schemes for Type-I BSVIEs of the form

T T
Y(1) :w(t,X(T))wL/t g(t,s,X(S),Y(SLZ(t,S))ds—/t Z(t,5)dW(s), t € [0,T], (1.7)

with X(-) being the solution of an SVIE. He showed that, in the cases of g(t,s,z,y,2) = g(t, s,z,y) or
g(t,s,z,y,2) = g(t,s,x,2), the scheme converges in the strong L?-sense to the solution of (1.7) with the con-
vergence speed of order 1/2. We note that in [41] the coefficients were assumed to be smooth. Also, to the best
of our knowledge, the numerical method for Type-I BSVIE (1.7) (or more generally (1.4)) of the general form
of g was not obtained in the literature. Moreover, the problem of numerical approximations for Type-II BSVIEs
has been completely open. In view of applications to stochastic control, mathematical finance and PDE theory,
numerical studies of both Type-I and Type-II BSVIEs are important topics. There are some technical difficulties
in the numerical studies of BSVIEs. Compared with BSDEs, due to the Volterra structure, the solution of a
BSVIE is beyond the class of semimartingale, and we cannot use It6’s calculus directly. Furthermore, compared
with Type-I BSVIEs, the dependency on Z(s,t) of the driver and the structure of the adapted M-solutions make
the numerical study of Type-II BSVIEs dramatically difficult, and we need new ideas to treat them.

The purpose of this paper is to show two approximation results for Type-II BSVIEs, that is, a BSDE
approximation and a numerical approrimation. The BSDE approximation means that the solution of a finite
system of standard BSDEs converges to the adapted M-solution of the original Type-II BSVIE. For the numerical
approximation, we provide a backward Euler-Maruyama scheme, and show that the scheme converges in the
strong L2-sense with the convergence speed of order 1/2. Our main results are the following:
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— For the general Type-II BSVIE (1.3) with stochastic coefficients ¥ and G, the term

No1 ety T
E||[V(t) -2t )+ [ |Z(t,s) — 27 (t, 5)|* ds| dt, (1.8)
> el o+ [ o))

k

which is defined for each time mesh m = {¢o,¢1,...,tn} of [0,T], tends to zero as the mesh size |7| of 7
tends to zero, where (%™, 27) is the solution of a BSDE system corresponding to 7 (see Thm. 3.6).
— For Type-II BSVIE (1.5) with X (-) being the solution of SDE (1.6), the term

N-—1 thil ) N—-1N-1 thil tog1 9
ZE[/ V() = Y™ (th, th)] dt] +> % E[/ / |Z(t,5) — Z™ (t,t0)| dsdt}, (1.9)
k=0t k=0 (=0 te St

which is defined for each time mesh 7 = {to,¢1,...,tn} of [0,T], is estimated by a constant times |r|,

where (Y7, Z™) is a backward Euler-Maruyama scheme corresponding to 7 (see Thm. 5.5).

We emphasize that the above approximation results hold true without any differentiability or structural
conditions of the coefficients as assumed in [41].

For BSDE (1.1), it is well-known that the so-called L?-time regularity of the martingale integrand Z(-) plays
a central role in the study of numerical approximations (see the textbook [47]). In this paper, we first consider
the general Type-II BSVIE (1.3) with stochastic coefficients ¥ and G, and estimate the error (1.9) in terms of
the modulus of the L2-time regularity of the martingale integrand 2™ of the approximation BSDE system (see
Proposition 4.5). This result is important on its own right since we can apply it to equation (1.5) under more
general settings where, for example, X (-) is the solution of an SVIE, as well as where the coefficients ¢ and g
are “irregular” (in the sense of [17]) in terms of X (-). Such generalizations are, however, beyond the scope of
this paper. In order to investigate the L2-time regularity of 2™, we consider Type-II BSVIE (1.5) with X ()
being the solution of SDE (1.6). Under this setting, by using the Malliavin calculus technique, we first represent
Z™ in terms of the solution of a variational BSDE system (see (5.12)), which is new even in the case of Type-I
BSVIEs. Then we provide some key LP-estimates (p > 2) for the variational BSDE system. Finally, we provide
an estimate for the modulus of the L?-time regularity of 2™, which concludes our second main result mentioned
above.

Compared with Type-I BSVIEs, the treatment of the time regularity of Type-II BSVIEs is difficult due to
the dependency on Z(s,t) of the driver. On one hand, in [44] the continuity (in the strong L2-sense) of the
adapted M-solution of the general Type-II BSVIE (1.3) was proved under technical differentiability assumptions
for the coefficients. On the other hand, in this paper, as a corollary of the BSDE approximation we obtain a
quantitative estimate for the modulus of the L2-time regularity of the adapted M-solution of Type-II BSVIE
(1.5) with X (-) being the solution of SDE (1.6), without smoothness of the coefficients (see Thm. 5.3). This kind
of regularity estimate for adapted M-solutions appears for the first time in the literature of BSVIEs. Also, we
provide LP-a priori estimate (p > 2) for adapted M-solutions of the general Type-1I BSVIE (1.3) with stochastic
coefficients ¥ and G (see Thm. 3.4 which is proved in Appendix). This LP-estimate is also new, and it is found
useful for the analysis of the L2-time regularity of 2.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce some notation and prove fundamental inequalities
which we use throughout this paper. In Section 3, we construct BSDE systems with stochastic coefficients ¥ and
G, and prove the BSDE approximation. In Section 4, we construct the backward Euler-Maruyama scheme for
the general Type-II BSVIE (1.3) with stochastic coefficients ¥ and G. Under this general setting, we estimate
the error (1.9) in terms of the modulus of the L?-time regularity of the martingale integrand 2™ of the
approximation BSDE system. In order to estimate the modulus of the L?-time regularity of 27, in Section
5, we consider the case of Type-II BSVIE (1.5) with X (-) being the solution of SDE (1.6). We give precise
statements of our main theorems. In Appendix, we provide a proof of LP-a priori estimate for Type-II BSVIEs.
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2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Notation

Let W(-) be a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion on a complete probability space (Q,F,P). F =
(Fi)i>0 denotes the augmentation of the filtration generated by W (-). 14 denotes the indicator function for a
given set A, E[-] denotes the expectation, and E;[-] := E[-|F;] denotes the conditional expectation with respect
to F; for each t > 0.

For each dy, ds € N, we denote the space of (d; x ds)-matrices by R% 42 which is endowed with the Frobenius
norm denoted by | - |. We define R% := R% 1 that is, each element of R% is understood as a column vector.
For each matrix A, AT denotes the transpose of A.

Throughout this paper, we fix T € (0,00). We define A[0,T] := {(¢t,s) € [0,T]> | 0 <t < s < T} and
A°[0,T] := {(t,s) € [0,T)? | 0 < s <t < T} II[0,T] denotes the set of all time meshes m = {tg,t1,...,tN}
of [0,7] with N > 2 and 0 =ty < t; < --- <ty =T. For each m = {to,1,...,tn} € II[0,T], we define
Atk = tk+1 —tk7 |7T‘ ‘= INaXg=o,..., N-—1 Atk and AWk = W(tk+1) - W(tk) We define 7 : [0, T) — {to, e ;thl}
and 7* : [0,T) — {t1,...,tn} by 7(t) := tx and 7*(t) := tg41, respectively, for each t € [tg,tg+1) with
k=0,...,N —1. Also, we define A7(t) := 7*(t) — 7(¢t) for t € [0, T).

Throughout this paper, C' > 0 denotes a generic constant depending only on L and T, where L is the constant
appearing in the assumptions (He ), (Hw.¢)’, Hyp,g), Hy,g)', (Hpo) or (Hpo)" which will be introduced later.
For a given parameter p, C, > 0 denotes a generic constant depending only on p, L and T. C' and C,, may
change from line to line.

Fix 0 <Ty < Ty <ooand G C F, and let H be a Euclidean space. We define the following spaces:

LE(Q;H) := {¢ : @ — H| ¢ is G-measurable and E[|¢|?] < oo},
Ty

LE(To, Ty; H) = {cp Q% [To, Th] = H | ¢(-) is G @ B([Ty, T1])-measurable and E{/ |<p(t)|2dt} < oo} ,
To

T
LA(Ty, Ty; H) = {<p : Q x [To, T1] — H | o(+) is progressively measurable and IE[/ |gp(s)|2ds] < oo} ,
To

©(+) is progressively measurable, has continuous paths
200)- . — .
Le(:C([To, i H)) = § ¢ - @ x [Tp, T1] — H and satisfies IE{ sup ‘4,0 | ] < 0o
s€[To,T1]

Also, we define the spaces of stochastic processes with two time parameters:

©(+,+) is measurable,

o(t,-) € L%-(Q; C([To, T1); H)) for a.e. t € [Tp,T1]
Ty

and satisfies E{/ sup |o(t, s)|2 dt} < 0o
Ty s€[To.T1]

L3(Ty, Ty; L3(Q; C([Ty, Ty]; H))):= < ¢ : Qx [Ty, 1> —=H

and

©(+,-) is measurable,

t,-) € LE(Ty, Ty; H) f te[T,, T
L2(Ty, Ty; LA(Ty, T H)) 1= {2 @ x [Ty, 1y]2 — 1 | P10 ) € Le(T0, TisH) for aue. ¢ € To, Ti]

and satisfies ]E[/ / o(t, s)|2 ds dt} < 00
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2.2. A priori estimate for BSDEs
For each 0 < Ty < Ty < T, consider the following BSDE on [Ty, T1]:

T1 Th
Y(it)=0 —|—/t G(s,Y(s),Z(s))ds — /t Z(s)dW (s), t € [Ty, T1]. (2.1)

We say that a pair (Y(-), Z()) is an adapted solution of BSDE (2.1) if (Y (-), Z(-)) € L&(Q, C([To, T1]; R™)) x
L3(Ty, Ty; R™*9) and the equality (2.1) holds a.s. for any ¢ € [Ty, T1]. The following fact is well-known, see for
example [47].

Lemma 2.1. Fizp > 2. Let ¥ : Q — R™ and G : Q x [Ty, Ty] x R™ x R™*4 — R™ be measurable maps such
that

~ VU is Fr,-measurable, and the process (G(s,y, z))se[r,,1,] 15 progressively measurable for each y € R™ and
= Rde;

- B[ + (7, [G(5,0,0)| ds)?] < oo;

— There exists a constant L > 0 such that, for a.e. s € [Ty, T1], a.s., it holds that

G(s,y1,21) — G(8, 92, 22)| < L{|y1 — 2| + |21 — 22/}

for any y1,y2 € R™ and 21, zp € R™¥4,

Then there exists a unique adapted solution (Y (-),Z(-)) of BSDE (2.1), and the following estimate holds:

E[ sup |Y(s)|p + (/TTl |Z(s)|2ds)p/2} < C’,,IEU\IIIP—F (/TT1 |G(S,0,0)|ds)p].

s€[To,Th] 0

Fori=1,2, let (V;,G;) satisfy the above conditions and let (Y;(-), Z;(+)) be the unique adapted solution of BSDE
(2.1) corresponding to (¥;,G;). Then it holds that

el s, i) w0+ ([0 - 2 as) ]

<[l w4 ([ 616109, 2109) ~ Gals o), 1o as)'|

2.3. Gronwall-like inequalities

In this subsection, we provide Gronwall-like inequalities which are frequently used in this paper. The idea of
the proof is inspired by [33], where the authors treated a weighted norm of the adapted M-solution of a BSVIE.
Let (S,%, 1) be a measure space. We first provide a continuous version of the inequality.

Lemma 2.2. Let a,b,c: [0,T] — R be nonnegative integrable functions and let ¢ : A°[0,T] x S = R be a
nonnegative jointly measurable function. Assume that there exists a constant K > 0 such that

a(®) <K{b(t)+/tTa(s) ds+/S (/tTC(s,t,x) ds)zdu(x)}, ae te0,T), (2.2)

/S/O ((t,s,2)*dsdu(z) < K{a(t) +c(t)}, a.e. t€[0,T]. (2.3)
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Then for any v > 2K (1 + K), it holds that
T T T
/ ea(t)dt < 2K [ e''b(t)dt + / evte(t) dt.
0 0 0
In particular, we have

/T a(t) dt < (2K + 1)e2KO+K)T /T [b(t) + ()} dt.

Proof. Let v > 0 be fixed. By the inequality (2.2), we have

/e”t dt<K/ eh( dt+K/ e”’t/ dsdt+K/ e”t/ /Cstxds d,u()dt.
0

By Fubini’s theorem, we have

t g ! s 1 g t
e” s)dsdt = a(t) | e*dsdt < — e’ a(t) dt.
0 0 7 Jo

Furthermore, by using Fubini’s theorem, Hélder’s inequality and the inequality (2.3), we have

/OT ew/s (/tT C(s,t,x) ds)Qdu(m) dt—//T evt /T e 2%e3%((s,t, 1) ds)2dtd,u(:v)
// e”t / e s ds)(/T e (s,t,1)? ds) dt dp(x)
// / e7C(s,t,x)? dsdt du(z)
:;/o ew/s/o C(t,s,2)? dsdp(z) dt

K (",
§?/0 e’ {a(t) + c(t)} dt.

Hence we obtain

T K1+K) [T T K2 [T
/ eTa(t)dt < (7+)/ ea(t)dt + K/ eT'b(t) dt + —/ eVe(t) dt.
0 Y 0 0 7 Jo

Therefore, by choosing v > 2K (1 + K), we get the assertion. O

The following is the discrete version of the above inequality. The proof is similar to that of the above lemma,
but we prove it for the sake of self-containedness.

Lemma 2.3. Let m = {to,t1,...,tn} € [0, T] be fived. Let {ax}n—y  {bx}noo s {ck}noy be nonnegative real-
valued sequences, and for eachk =1,... N—1and?=0,...,k—1, let ;¢ : S — R be a nonnegative measurable
function. Assume that there exists a constant K > 0 such that

N-1

akgK{bk—i— 3 Atgag—i—/( Z AtgCon(x ) (x)}, k=0,....N—1, (2.4)

l=k+1 l=k+1
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/SZAthkg ( )SK{ak—l—ck}, k=1,...,N — 1. (25)

£=0

Then for any v > 2K (1 + K), it holds that

N-1 N-1 N-1
Trap < 2K Z Lby + Z Tyep,
k=0 k=0 k=0
where 'y, := ftt:“ etdt, k=0,...,N — 1. In particular, we have
N-1
Atkak (2K + 1) 2K(1+K)T Z Atk{bk + Ck}
k=0 k=0

Proof. Let v > 0 be fixed. By the inequality (2.4), we have

kaak<KZFkbk+KZFk Z AthFKZrk/( Z AteConla ) u(z).

k=0  f=k+1 (=k+1
Noting that Atpe?™ < Ty < Atgpe+1 for each k =0,..., N — 1, we have

-2

N-1 N-1 th 1
Z Fk Z Atzag = Z Atkak/ e’ ds < 5 Z Atke"’t"ak < — Z I‘kak
k=1 0

k=0  f=k+1
Furthermore, by using Holder’s inequality and the inequality (2.5), we have

N-2 N-1

T /S( > AtGu(a)) dala / Zrk( 3 Gte / eHed ds) du)

k=0 {=k+1 k=0 L=k+1

tog1 N-1 tota
_/ ZFk Z / e Wsds Z Ce,k(m)zf e”sds) dp(z)
S k=0 e=k+1 e=k+1 te

/SZer s Z ToCor(x)? dp()

k=0 L=k+1

I /\

N—-1

%/Szmk > TiCen()? du()

k=0 {=k+1

IN

N—

1 k—1
r AteCre(z)? dp(x)
k/S; 2Gk, e\ T vy

1
71«1

IN

Fk{ak + Ck}.
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Hence we obtain

N-1 N-1 N—-1 N-1
K(1+K K?
Trap < ¥ Trap + K Z Tpby + — Z Trer.
k=0 v k=0 k=0 7 k=0
Therefore, by choosing v > 2K (1 + K), we get the assertion. O

3. BSDE APPROXIMATIONS FOR GENERAL TYPE-II BSVIEs

In this and the next sections, we consider the general Type-II BSVIE (1.3) with the stochastic coefficients
(U, @). We first give basic assumptions for the free term ¥ and the driver G.

(Hy.g)(i) ¥:Qx[0,T] — R™ is measurable, and ¥ (¢) is Fpr-measurable for any ¢ € [0, T7;
(i) G:Q x A[0,T] x R™ x Rm*d x Rm*d 5 R™ is measurable, and the process (G(t, s, y, 21, 22)) se[t,T]
is progressively measurable for any (t,vy, 21, z2) € [0,T] x R™ x R™*d x Rm*4;
(iii) Therg exists Zdi constant L > 0 such that, for any (¢,s) € A[0,T] and (y, 21, 22), (', 21, 25) € R™ x
Rmx X Rm)( ,

‘G(t7say7zla22) - G(tasvylvziazé” < L{‘y - y/| + |Z1 - ZH + |22 - Zé|}7

(iv) There exists a constant M > 1 such that

T 2 T T 9 1/2
E[/O (1) dt+/0 /t |G(t,5,0,0,0)] dsdt} < M;

(v) There exists an increasing and continuous function py ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) with py ¢(0) = 0 such that,
for any 0 < t,¢' < s < T and (Y, Z1,Z>) € LL(;R™) x (LL(Q;R™*4))2

)

2 , 511/2
E[jw(t) - v+ |G(t,5,Y, 71, %) - Gt 5., 71, 20)[]

< pwalt—tD{M +E[Y|]* + B[ 221" + B[] 2]/}

Definition 3.1. A pair (Y (-), Z(-,)) is called an adapted M-solution of BSVIE (1.3) if it satisfies the following
conditions:

(i) Y(-) € LE(0,T;R™) and Z(-,-) € L*(0,T; LZ(0,T; R™*%));
(ii) It holds that

Y(t) = E[Y(t)] + /Ot Z(t,s)dW (s), a.e. t € [0,T], a.s;

(iii) (Y'(-), Z(-,-)) satisfies (1.3) for a.e. ¢t € [0,T], a.s.

Here, the M-solution is named after the martingale representation theorem which determines the values of
Z(t,s) for (t,s) € A°[0,T] by (ii) (see [44]).

The following lemma shows the well-posedness of Type-II BSVIE (1.3) (¢f. Thm. 3.7 in [44]).
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Lemma 3.2. Under the conditions (i), (i), (i) and (iv) in (Hyg), BSVIE (1.3) has a unique adapted
M-solution. Furthermore, it holds that

]E[/OT]Y(t)fdtJr/oT/oT|Z(t,s)]2dsdt} <CM?, (3.1)

Fix 7 = {to,t1,...,tn} € [0, T] and let H be a Euclidean space. For each 6 € [0,7] and ((-) € L2(0,T; H),
define

) 1 tr+1VO
™ [C()](tk) :Atk/tkve C(S)ds, k:O,7N71

Note that Z™?[((-)](tk) is Fy,,,-measurable. Denote Z™°[C(-)](tx) by Z™[C(-)](tx), that is,

z”[é(-)](tk):%tk/tw C(s)ds, k=0,...,N —1.

We introduce the following BSDE system with parameter 6 € [0, T:

tot1
W™ (ty,, ) :@”’e(tk,tgﬂwr/ G(thyr, D™ (te,1), Z™0 (t, 1), T (2™ (t0, )] (th)) Lpcpy dr

bt (3.2)
— 2™ (ty,r) AW (r), s € [to,tesa], k,€=0,...,N — 1, ’

S

™0 (ty,tn) = U(ty), k=0,...,N —1.

The above BSDE system is equivalent to the following:

T
YOty s) = ‘I’(tk)+/ Gty r, @™ (1(r),r), 270 (tr, ), T2 (7 (r), )] (t6) Dy 7 (r) dr

T
—/ P (4, 1) AW (), s € [0,T], k=0,...,N — 1.

We note that, under (Hy ), ¥(tx) and G(tk,s,y,z1,22) are well-defined for each £k = 0,...,N — 1 and
(5,9, 21,22) € [t, T] x R™ x R™*d x R™*d since ¥ and G are continuous with respect to ¢ € [0,7] in the
sense of (v). Furthermore, it holds that

=

1 T
AtkIE[|\I!(tk)|2+/ ‘G(tk,s70,0,0)|2ds} < OM2(1 + py.c(|])?). (3.4)

0 tet1

E
I

First, we show fundamental properties of BSDE system (3.2).

Lemma 3.3. Under (Hy ), for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € [0, T] and 6 € [0,T], there exists a unique solution
{0ty ), ™0 (b, ) I € (LE(Q, C([0, T); R™)) x LE(0, T; R™* )N of BSDE system (3.2). Furthermore,
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the following estimate holds:

N-1 T
ZAtkE[ sup {@an(tk,s)ﬁ—i—/ |f”’9(tk,8)|2ds}
k=0 SE[O’T] 0

(3.5)

tet1

N-1 T 2
<Y AGE[[wm)| + (/ |Gty,5,0,0,0)[ ds) .
k=0

For i = 1,2, let (¥;,G;) satisfy (Hy.q) for (¥,G) = (¥;,G;) with the same constants L and M, and let
{(%”’O(tk,o),ﬁiﬂ’e(tk,~))},1f=_01 € (LE(Q,C([0,T);R™)) x L2(0,T; R™*))N be the unique solution of BSDE
system (3.2) corresponding to (¥;,G;). Then it holds that

=2

—1 T
AtkE[ sup ’%ﬂ’e(tk, s) — "0 (t, s)|2 —I—/ ’%ﬂ’e(tk, s) — 257 (ty, s)’2 ds}
0

k=0 s€[0,T]

N-1
<Cy AtkEU\I/l(tk) — (ty)|”
k=0

" (/ (Gt 5,27 (7(5), 8), 27" (th, ), T (277 ((5), )] (th)

tht1
2
— Gt 5, B0 ((5), ), 27 (15, 9), T 127 (7(5), )](1a)  ds) |-
Proof. Fix m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0,T] and 6 € [0,7]. We show that there exists a unique solution
{(@™O(ty, ), Z™0(tg, ) oo € (LE(Q,C([0, T);R™)) x LE(0, T; R™*4))N of BSDE system (3.2) by a backward

induction with respect to k =0,..., N — 1.
For k = N — 1, the equation (3.3) for (Z™%(tx_1,-), Z™%(tx_1,-)) becomes

T
A0 (tn_1,5) = U(tn_1) 7/ ™0 (ty_1,7)dW(r), s € [0,T],

which admits a unique adapted solution in L2(2, C([0,T]; R™)) x L2(0,T; R™*%),
Let k' € {0,..., N — 2} be fixed and assume that, for each k =k’ +1,..., N — 1, the equation (3.3) admits
a unique solution

(@™ tk, ), 270 (tr, ) € L, O([0, TI;R™)) x LE(0, T;R™9).
Then we know that
@™ (r),")reity . 1) € Li(trr1, T;R™)
and
(@12 (), Nt el ) € D, (i, TERT),

Hence the BSDE

T
g/ﬂ'ﬁ(tkl’ 5) = \I/(tk/) + / G(tk/,’l’, @ﬂ’G(T(T’), T), gﬂ-’e(tkh T),Iw’e[gﬂ—’o(T(r)a ')](tk/))]l[tk/+17T) (T) dr
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_ /T ﬂpﬂ"e(tk/,T) dW(’/‘), ENS] [O,T],

S

admits a unique adapted solution (™9 (t,-), Z™%(ts,-)) € LA(Q, C([0,T];R™)) x L2(0,T;R™*%). Thus we
complete the proof of the first assertion by the backward induction.

The estimate (3.5) follows from (3.6) by choosing (¥1,G1) = (0,0) and (¥2,G2) = (¥, G). We prove (3.6).
For each fixed k = 0,...,N —1and i = 1,2, (Z™%(tx,-), Z7 (1, -)) solves the BSDE

T
27 (tr, 5) =‘I’i(tk)+/ Gilti, . B (7 (r), ), 277 (b, ), T 270 (r(r), ) (1) Dty ()

T
- / F (4, ) AW (), s € [0, T).
By the stability estimate for BSDEs (see Lem. 2.1), we have
0 0 2 T 0 0 2
E[ sup |2 (tr, s) — D57 (th, )| +/ | 27 (tr, 8) — 257" (i, 9)| ds}
s€[0,T] 0
< CEU\IJl(tk) — Uy ()|
T
([ 1G5, 7 (0(5).5), 270, T 127 (1(5), ) 0)
tet1

- GQ(tlﬁ Sy %ﬂ’G(T(S)v S), %ﬂ’e(tkv 8)71-#,9[%%9(7_(8)’ )](tk))‘ dS)Q}
< CE“\I!l(tk) — Wy ()|}

([ 1G5, 7 (0 (5).5), 27 0,3, T 127 1(5). ) 0)

tr41

— Gt 5.7 (7 (), 9, 27 (14,9). T70 (27 (7(), ] (1) ds) |

N-1
+C Z Ath{ sup |#," tg,s)—%ﬂ’e(tbs)ﬂ
(=kt1 s€[0,T]

FCB[(Y ARz e ) - 772 ).
{=k+1

Moreover, we have for each k=1,...,N —1

)

) )

tk
g/ime(tmtk) :]E{g/z‘w’e(tmtk)} +/ %W’G(tk,s) dW(s), a.s., i =1,2
0

and thus

N

-1

AUE[|T™[27 (0, ) 0) — T 257 (1, ) (10)| ]

[y

te41VEO

AtZEHAltg/tM {27 (t, ) — 27 (th, s) }dsH

LI
~ > @

=0
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t”l 0 tk 0 0
< B[ [ 12 ) - 2 o) P ds| = B[ [ 127 0s) - 25 0,0 s
=0 te 0

IEH/ (27 (b, 5) — 25 (b, 5) s AWV (5) ﬁ
= EH@; (thote) — 25" (t, ti) — E[@f’e(tk,tk) - %ﬂ’e(tk,tk)] m
]E[|@/”"(tk,tk) %”"’(tk,tk)ﬂ.

Hence, by using the discrete Gronwall-like inequality (see Lem. 2.3) with

T
ak:E[ sup ’@ (t,s )—%ﬂ’e(tk,s)f—i—/ ’;“flw’e(tk,s)—Q’;ﬂ’e(tk,sﬂzds},
s€[0,T] 0

by :E[|\I/1 tk) — Ua(ty)|”

" (/ (Gt 5,27 (7(5), 9), 27" (th, ), T (277 ((5), )] (th)

— Gty s, 270 (7(s), 8), 27 (tr, 8), IO (270 (7(5), )] (1)) dS) 2} 7

o =0, Ceelw) = |T™[27 (tr, )](te) — 7125 (ty, )] (te)| and (S, 3, p) = (Q, F,P),

we get the estimate (3.6). O

Next, we provide LP-a priori estimates for solutions of Type-II BSVIE (1.3) and BSDE system (3.2) for p > 2.
The LP-estimates for p > 2 are needed for the analysis in Section 5.

Theorem 3.4. (i) Suppose that (¥, G) satisfies the conditions (i), (i) and (iii) in (Hy g), and

E[(/OT|xI/(t)\2dt)p/2+ (/OT/tT|G(t,s,o,0,0)|2dsdt)p/2} < o0,

for some p > 2. Let (Y(-), Z(-,-)) € L2(0, T;R™) x L2(0,T; L2(0, T; R™*%)) be the adapted M-solution of
BSVIE (1.3). For a.e. t € [0,T], define

Y(t,s) = / Gt,r,Y (r), Z(t,7), Z(r, ) 1y 1y (r) dr}, s € 0,7).

Then it holds that

]ELESEFT] (/OT|Y(t,s)]2dt)p/2+ (/TyY(t)\zdt)p/2+ (/OT/OTyZ(t,s)fdsdt)p/Z]
< CPEK/T] / / Gt 5,0,0,0)|2dsdt>p/2].
0

(it) Let m = {to,t1,...,tn} € I1[0,T] and 6 € [0,T] be fized. Suppose that (¥,G) satisfies (Hy ¢) and

Q..
o

N-1

[(kamtk ) +( Atk/T }G(tk,s,0,0,0)|2ds>p/2]<oo,

k=0 bt
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for some p > 2. Let {(Z™%(tg,), Z™(ty, )}y € (LE(Q,C([0,T;R™)) x L0, T;R™ )N be the
solution of BSDE system (3.2). Then it holds that

N-1

/2 N-—1 tht /2
Atk|@”’9(tk,s)|2)p + ( Z/ ' |@”’9(tk,t)|2dt>p
k=0 v tr

T
Aty / ’Qpﬂ’e(ths)fds)pp}
0

N-1

< GE[( Atk|\P(tk)’2>p/2+<ZAtk/T |G(tk,s,o,o,0)|2ds)p/2}.

k=0 k=0 lrt1

Proof. See Appendix. O

Remark 3.5. (i) We remark that LP-estimates for the solution of Type-I BSVIE (1.2) for p > 1 have been
investigated in many papers (see for example [18, 30, 34, 38, 44]). Also, for Type-I1I BSVIE (1.3), Yong [44]
showed the well-posedness and a priori estimate for the adapted M-solution in the L2-space, and Wang [38]
showed the well-posedness in the LP-space with p € (1,2). Shi, Wang and Yong [32] showed an LP-estimate
for p > 2 under a sublinear growth condition of the driver G with respect to Z(s,t). However, LP-estimates
(p > 2) of Type-II BSVIE (1.3) whose driver G has linear growth with respect to Z(s,t) have not been
studied in the literature. Indeed, Popier [30] mentioned that the LP-theory for Type-II BSVIEs is a natural
question. Theorem 3.4 gives an answer to the question mentioned in the literature, and thus we guess that
this theorem itself is an important result which fills the theoretical blank. The main idea of the proof is
to consider the dynamics of the “integrated process” s +— fOT |Y'(, s)|? dt, which turns out to be an Itd
process. For more detailed discussions, see Appendix.

(ii) Theorem 3.4 does not give any estimates for the term E[fOT [Y'(¢)|P dt] with p > 2, which is finite in the
case of Type-I BSVIE (1.2) under appropriate assumptions for ¥ and G (see [18, 30]). We note that
the martingale integrand Z(-,-), which stems from the martingale representation theorem, is just locally
square integrable with respect to the second time parameter, and the integral fOT | ftT Z(s,t)dsPdt is
not finite in general. For this reason, for Type-II BSVIE (1.3) whose driver G depends on Z(s,t), the
term E[ fOT [Y'(¢)|P dt] is difficult to estimate. Indeed, Example 3.1 in [32] gives a counter example where
E[fOT |Y ()P d¢] is not finite for p > 2.

Denote the solution (Z™0, 2™9) of BSDE system (3.2) with § = 0 by (Z™, 2™). The following theorem is
the main result of this section, which we call a BSDE approximation.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose (Hy ) holds. Then it holds that

lim E[/OT|Y(t) —@”(T(t),t)fdtJr/OT/oT{Z(t, s) —ff”(T(t),s)fdsdt} =0.

|7|—0
Proof. For a.e. t € [0,T], define Y'(t,-) = (Y (t,5))sec[0,1) by
T
Y(t,s) :=E, {\Il(t) + / G(t,r,Y(r), Z(t,r), Z(r,t)) 1 )(r) d1"}7 s €1[0,T].

Then (Y (t,-), Z(t,-)) € LE(Q; C([0, T}; R™)) x L2(0,T;R™*?) solves the following BSDE parametrized by ¢:

T T
Y(t,s) = U(t) Jr/ G(t,r,Y(r), Z(t,r), Z(r,t)) 1) (r) dr —/ Z(t,r)dW(r), s € [0,T].
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Indeed, for each s € [t,T], by taking the conditional expectation Es[-] on both sides of (1.3), we have

S

Y(t) = E, [\p(t)+ /t ' G(t,r,Y(r),Z(t,r),Z(r,t))dr} - /t Z(t,r) dW (r)

V() + [ G Y. 2(6), 26,0 dr— [ Z(0) W),
t t
and hence
T T
t —l—/ G(t,r,Y(r), Z(t,r), Z(r,t))dr —/ Z(t,r)dW(r).
Furthermore, for each s € [0,t], by the definition of the adapted M-solution, it holds that
T t
+/ G(t,r,Y(r), Z(t,r), Z(r, t))dr} =E, [Y(t)] =Y (¢) —/ Z(t,r)dW(r)
t S
T T
+ / Glt,r, Y (r), Z(t, 1), Z(r,£)) dr — / Z(t,7) AW (r).
t S

We also note that Y(t,t) = Y(¢), a.e. t € [0,7], a.s. On the other hand, for each fixed ¢t € [0,T),
(@™ (r(t),-), Z™(7(t),")) solves the BSDE

T
WT(7(t),s) = W(r(t)) +/ G(r(t),r, 2™ (1(r),r), Z"(7(t),r), L7 [Z™(7(r), )T (&) 7= (), 1) (1) dr
—/ P (1), 1) AW (), 5 € [0,T].

Thus by the stability estimate for BSDEs (see Lem. 2.1), we have, for a.e. ¢t € [0,T],

E[[y () - 27 (r(),0)° +/ |2(t,5) — 27 (7(1), )| ds}

SE[ sup |Y t,s)— %" (r | —|—/ |Zt5 - (r | ds}
s€[0,T]

< CE“\I!(t) / |G(t, s, Y (s Z(5,)) 1.1 (5)

G (), 5, 7 (7(s), >,Z<t,s>,zﬂ[%”<7<s>,->]<T<t>>>ﬂ[f*(tm<s>\ds)Q}

< C’{pq,)(;(|7r|)2(M2 + ]E[/:(t) Y (s)|> + |2t )] + | 2(s, )| dsD

cirle [ {16 1000 VP + 20,0 + 2050} o]

T

+ /:@) E[|Y(s) — (7 (s), 5)|2] ds + E[(/T*(t) |Z(s,t) — T [ 27 (r(s), )] (7(1))] ds)g} }
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and thus,
EUY(t) )| +/ |Z(t,5) — 2™ (7(t), )| ds}
_C{(|7r\+P\Iz,G(\7T|) )(M2+]E /t {|c t,s,o,o,0)|2+\Y(s)|2+\2(t,s)12+yZ(s,t)f}ds])

2

+/tTIEUY(s)—@”(T(s),s)|2} ds+E[(/tT|Z(s,t)—I”[Q”’T(T(s),~)](T(t))|]l[T*(t)7T)(s) as) | }.
(3.7)

Observe that, for a.e. t € [0,T),

2

t 5 7(t)
E| /0 |Z(t,5) = T2 (1), N7 () Uy (8) ds| = E] /0 |2(t,5) = T (27 (+(0), ) ((s) | ds]
7(t) 9 7(t) . _ (a2 ds
szﬁﬂA \Z@Q—I[ﬂtﬂh@ﬂdﬂ+EL£ T 12(t ) = 27 (1), )](r(5))[ as] }.
The second term in the right-hand side can be estimated as follows: for ¢ € [t, tg+1),

0
]E[/O 1Z7[2(t,) — g”(f(t),.)](T(s))Fds] —E ZAmIﬂ — X (t, )](tg)ﬂ

—F ZAU‘A /tm )—f”(thu))du’z}

k-1

> [t - 2 ]

/’Zts - (T ’ds}
]/ (Z(t,5) — Z7(+(t),5)} dW(s) ﬁ
<E[|v( —@W(%ﬂﬁ

IN
E

Thus we obtain

E[/Ot |Z(t,s) = I [Z™ (7 (t), .)](T(s))|2]1[T*(s)7T)(t) ds}
< 2{[@[/07@) |Z(t5) = T72(t))(r(s)) " ds| + B[y (1) = 27 (0. 1)) }.

From this inequality and (3.7), by using the Gronwall-like inequality (see Lem. 2.2) with

a®=Eﬂﬂw—@WﬂmwF+A!Z@@—fﬂﬁ&$ﬁ@}

T 2 2 2 2
b(t):(|7r|+P\1/,G(|7T|)2)<M2+IE[/t {1G(t5,0,0,0)* + [V (5)|* + [ Z(t. )" + | Z(s,6)[*} as) )
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(1) )
e(t) = E| /O 12(t.5) - 771201, ))(r () ds].
C(t,s,w) = [Z(t,s) = I[Z7(7(t), )(7(s)| U7 (5),7) (t) and (8,3, p) = (Q, F,P),

we see that

/OTEU (t) = 7™ (+(1),1)|” +/T\Z< 5) = 27(r(t), )| s at
T
SC{(|7T|+pq,7g(|7r|)2)(M2+/0 ]E{/t {|G(t,s,0,0,0)|2+|Y(s)|2+|Z(t,s)|2+|Z(s,t)|2}ds] dt)

+ /OTE{/OTM Z(t,s) - T7|Z(t, -)}(T(s))fds} dt}
< oM (rl +puotir?) + [ B [ 1709 -T2 o) al] as)

where in the last inequality, we used the assumption (iv) in (Hy ) and the estimate (3.1). Since s — Z(-,-, s)
is a square-integrable function with values in the Hilbert space L2(Q x [0, T]; R™*4), we see that the second
term in the right-hand side above converges to zero as |r| | 0. This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.7. In the case of Type-1 BSVIEs, a similar convergence result was shown by Wang [41] and Wang
and Yong [39]. Theorem 3.6 extends their result to Type-1I BSVIEs. We emphasize that our result holds true
for general (stochastic) coefficients ¥ and G.

For further analysis, we need a quantitative estimate for the L2-error between the solution (#™, Z™) of
BSDE system (3.2) with # = 0 and the adapted M-solution (Y'(-), Z(-,-)) of BSVIE (1.3). For this purpose, we
define

teta

— 1
< (tk,tg) = 7Et2[

AL P (1., 5) ds} —E, [I’T[ff”(tk, -)](t@)], k(=0,...,N—1.

te

Proposition 3.8. Suppose (Hy ) holds. Then for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0, T, it holds that

E{/OT’Y“) o dt+/ / 27(r(t), )| ds ]
<C{M2(|w\+p\pc |m)? szlAt’“ZE[/ h
k=1

Proof. As before, we see that the estimate (3.7) holds. Noting that

|2 (b, 5) — Z" (th, to)|” ds} }

/ |Z(t,s) =T [Z7™(7(t),-) T(S))|2]1[T*(s),T)(t) ds} = ]E{/OT(” |Z(t,5) = ZT[Z7(7(t),))(7(s)) 2d3}
< 3 / Z(t,5) — 2™ (r(t),5)]” ds} {AT@ | Z7(7(t), s) —?W(T(t),r(s)wds}

TE [/OT(t) ’IW[QM(T@% (7 (s)) — ?W(T(t)7 7'(5))}2 ds} }
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* E[/OT@ (2™ (7(8),))(7(s)) = Z" (r(t), 7(s))|" ds} }

3{1@[[1/@) - @/”(T(t)ﬂf)ﬂ + 2E[/T(t) |27 (7(t),5) — Z" (7(t), 7(s))|" ds} }

0

for a.e. t € [0,T), by the Gronwall-like inequality (see Lem. 2.2) with

T
a(t):E[;Y( —(r(t), 1) +/0 |Z(t,s)—fﬂ(7(t),s)|2ds},
T 2 2 2 2
b<t>=(|w|+pw,c(lw|>2)(M2+E[/t {1G(t5,0,0,0)" + [V (5)|* + [ Z(t. )" + | Z(s,6)[*} a5 ),

7(t) -
o(t) = E[/O |2 (r(t),5) - Z (T(t),T(s))FdS],
C(t>5’w) = ‘Z(tvs) _Iw[gﬂ(T(t)a ')]<T<s>)‘ll[r*(s),T)(t) and (57 Z7M) = (Qv]:7 P)7

we see that

T T
/OIED (t) -2 (r |+/ |2(t5) = 27 (7 (1), )| ds] at

SC{(|7T|+P\I/,G(|7T|)2>(M2+/O ]EuT{’G(t7S’O’O’0)|2+|Y(3)|2+\Z(t,8)!2+]Z(s,t)|2}ds] dt)
T 7(t) . ,
+/0 E{/O |27 (r(t),s) — 2 (7(t),7(s))] ds] dt}

C{M2(|7T|+p\pc (|m])? +N21Ath1E[/ |ff’r(t;€,s)—?W(tk,tg)fds}},
k=1

where in the last inequality, we used the assumption (iv) in (Hy ¢) and the estimate (3.1). This completes the
proof. O

As a corollary of the above proposition, we provide an estimate for the L2-time regularity of (Y'(-), Z(-,-)).
For this purpose, for each m = {to,t1,...,tn} € I1[0,T], we introduce

(3.8)

ﬁ

N—1 thit
E(Y;m) = Z E[/ V() — V" (1 y2dt}
1N—
Z

tet+1 te+1
/ / Z(t,s) — Z" (tg, to) | dsdt}

where

e 1 1 tht1 toy1
7" (o te) = ——Ew[/ / Z(t,s)dsdt|, k,¢=0,...,N - 1.
tk

te
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Although depending on 7, Y (t) and Z" (t, t;) are defined through the true solution (Y (-), Z(-,)), not through
some approximations. Therefore, £(Y;7) and £(Z;7) measure a kind of time regularity. We call £(Y;x) and
E(Z;m) the modulus of the L*-time regularity of Y (-) and Z(-,-), respectively.

Corollary 3.9. Under (Hy ), for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € I1[0, T, it holds that

tht1
E(Vsm) +E(Zm) < C{MP(jm| + pu.alIm))?) + AtkE[/ |29 ds)
k=0 bk
N-1 N-1 toit . )
+ 3 At E[/ |27 (b, 5) — 2 (th, te)| ds}}.
k=0 £=0 te

Proof. Note that Y (t;,) is the best approximation of Y (-) on [tg, tx41] in the following sense:

E{/jm Y (1) fvw(tk)fdt} SE{/:M Y (t) fn|2dt]

k

for any n € L.thk (€;R™) (see Rem. 5.2.5 in [47]). Similarly, it holds that

tht1 toy1 . 9 tht1 toy1 9
E[/ / |2(t,5) — Z" (s, 11)| dsdt] gE[/ / Z(t,5) — ¢| dsdt]
tr ty tr ty

for any ¢ € Lfft/ (€; R™*4). Therefore, we have

E(Y,W +&(Z;m)

tk+1 N-1N-— te+1 tz+1
g JE[ — ™ (th ta)| dt} 3 Z / / Z(t, s) Qpﬁ(tk,tg)‘zdsdt}
=0 tk k=0 £=0
T o T
§2{E/ YT (r(t),1)| dt+/ / Z(t,5) — 27 (r(t), )| dsdt]
0 0 0
N-1 trtn , N-1 N-1 ter . ,
4 E[/ |27 () = 27 (1, 1) ] +2AthE[/ |27 (th,5) = 2 (b, o) ds| }.
k=0 tk k=0 =0 te

Noting that

sup E[|# ()~ # ()] = sup E| ‘/ P (b, 5) AW (s )m E[/tHl‘Qf”(tk,s)‘st},

t€[tr,tryi] L€ty trr1] th
by Proposition 3.8, we get the assertion. O
Remark 3.10. The terms
N-1 ot N-1 N—-1 tosn
3 AtkE[/ |27 (ty,5)|" ds| and 3" At Z E[/ |27 (b, 5) = 27 (b, t0)] ]
k=0 tr k=0 =

measure the L?-time regularity of the martingale integrand 2™ of BSDE system 3.2 with # = 0. Proposition
3.8 and Corollary 3.9 show that, for the general Type-II BSVIE (1.3) with the stochastic coeflicients (¥, G),
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the corresponding error terms can be estimated in terms of the L2-time regularity of 2°™. In Section 5, we
investigate the L?-time regularity of 2°™ in the case of Type-II BSVIE (1.5) with X (-) being the solution of
SDE (1.6).

4. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATIONS FOR GENERAL TYPE-II BSVIESs

In this section, we construct a backward Euler-Maruyama scheme for the adapted M-solution of the general
Type-II BSVIE (1.3), and estimate its L?-error in terms of the L?-time regularity of 2.
We impose the following assumption on (¥, G), which is slightly stronger than the one in the previous section.

(Hy,)" We suppose that (¥, G) satisfies the conditions (i), (ii), (iii) and (iv) in (Hy ) with the constants L
and M. Furthermore, we assume that, for any (,s), (t',s') € A[0,T] and (Y, Z1, Z2) € LL(;R™) x
(LR

2 2 1/2
E[w(t) - w(t) + |G(t,5,Y, 21, %) - G(t',5',Y, 21, %) ]

< =12+ 1 = 12 {4 B[PV 1 B 2TV E] 2T

In addition, suppose that, for each = = {to,t1,...,tn} € 1[0, T], we are given (¥™, G™) such that

U™ (t) : @ — R™ is Fp-measurable for each k =0,..., N —1;

— G™(tg,te, 0y 0) t QX R™ x R™X4 x RmXd 5 R™ i F,, @ B(R™) @ B(R™*4) @ B(R™*%)-measurable for
eachk=0,..., N—landl=k,...,N —1;

~ Foreachk=0,....N—1,¢=k,...,N —1and (y, 21, 20), (/, 2}, 25) € R™ x R™*d x Rm*d

|G™ (t, te,y, 21, 22) — G (b, ey, 24, 25)| < L{ly — | + |21 — 21| + |22 — 23] };
— Foreach k=0,.... N—land/=k,...,N —1,
E[ |07 ()] + |G (ths 16,0,0,0)[*] < ocs
~Foreach k=0,...,N—1,0=k,...,N —1and (Y, 21, Z5) € L%(R™) x (LZ(Q; R™*%))?2,
E[[\IJ(tk) — U () [* + |Gltrs te, Y, Z1, Zo) — G (th 14, Y, ZhZQ)ﬂl/2

< Lir2{ M+ B[V '] + B[22 + E[| 2] "] .

Remark 4.1. Compared to (Hy ), the above assumption imposes the continuity with respect to the time
parameter s on G. Under (Hy ), Proposition 3.8 and Corollary 3.9 hold for py ¢(|7|) replaced by L|r|'/2. In
Section 5, we will choose

\Iﬂr(tk) = w(tkaXﬂ-(tk))Xﬂ(tN)) and Gﬂ-(tkatbyvzla 22) = g(tkatfaxﬂ(tk)7Xﬂ(tf)7yaZla 22)

with suitable deterministic functions ¢ and g, where {X™(t)}2_, is the Euler-Maruyama scheme for an SDE.
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Now we define an approximation scheme for Type-II BSVIE (1.3) based on a backward Euler-Maruyama
scheme. For each 7 = {to,t1,...,tx} € 1[0, T], define {(Y ™ (tx, te), Z™ (tx, te)) 1o o= by

Y™ (b te) = B, [V (b o)
+ALG (tg, te, Y (te, te), Z7 (tr, te), Zﬂ(tg,tk))]l{k<g}, k4=0,...,N—1, (4.1)

1
—E, {Y”(tk,tHl)AWﬂ, kf=0,... N—1,

Zw(tk,tg) = At

with Y™ (t, tn) i= U7 (), k= 0,...,N — 1.

The above system is an explicit scheme. More precisely, {(Y™ (tk, t¢), Z”(tk,tg))}ﬁé_zlo can be constructed
backward inductively as follows. For k = N — 1, (Y™ (tn_1,t¢), Z™(tn_1,t0)) € L%_-t[(Q;]R’”) X L%-% (; Rm*d),
{=0,...,N — 1, are defined by the backward induction with respect to /;

Y™ (tn—1,te) = Ey, {Y”(tN—l, te+1)},

Z™(tn-1,te) = E., [Y”(tNA? te+1)AWeT}7

At

for ¢=0,...,N — 1, with the terminal condition Y™ (ty_1,tn5) = 7 (tn_1). Next, fix &' € {0,..., N — 2} and
assume that we have already constructed

(Y™ (t,te), Z™ (tr, te)) € Lffte (%R™) x L}ti(Q;Rde% 0=0,...,N—1,

for k =k +1,...,N — 1. Specifically, we are given Y7 (t¢,ty) and Z™(tg,t5/) for £ =k 4+ 1,...,N — 1. Then
(Y™ (tr te), Z™ (i, te)) € LQEZ (Q;R™) x LQEZ (Q;R™*4) ¢ =0,..., N —1, are defined by the backward induction
with respect to ¢;

Y’T(tk/7 tg) =E, [Yﬁ(tk/7 tz+1)} + AtgGTr(tk/, te, Yﬂ(te, ﬁg), Zw(tk/,te), Zﬂ(tg, tk/)),

1
~E, {Y” (e, tHl)AWﬂ ,

Zw(tk,7 tl) = Al

for{=k+1,...,N—1, and

Y™ (s te) = e, [V (b o),

1
A (tk/, te) = EEQ [Yﬂ' (tk/, t@_l)AWJ} ,

for £ =0,..., k', with the terminal condition Y7 (tx/,tn) = U™ (tx/). By the backward induction for k, we can
-1

construct the backward Euler—-Maruyama scheme {(Y7 (tx, t¢), Z™ (tx, te)) ﬁz:w

Remark 4.2. Even in the case of Type-I BSVIEs (where G and G™ do not depend on z3), the construction
of the backward Euler-Maruyama scheme (4.1) is slightly different from that of Wang [41]. He considered a
scheme for Type-I BSVIEs of the following form:

Y™ (s te) = B, [V (B o) + DG (bt Y™ (e, tesn), 27 (s 1))

1
Z™ (tr,te) = E]Etg [{Y”(tk,teﬂ) + AteG”(tmth”(te,tul),Zw(tk,te))}AWeT}7

0<k<l{<N-1,

(4.2)
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with Y™ (tg,tn) = U™ (tg), k = 0,...,N — 1. Compared with this scheme, in our definition of the backward
Euler-Maruyama scheme (4.1), Y7 (tg,t¢11) in G™ is replaced by Y™ (ts,t¢), and G™ vanishes on the “diagonal
region” k = {. Furthermore, his construction of Z™(t,ts) is indeed an implicit form, and thus, in order to
calculate (4.2), we have to solve the implicit equations for Z7 (¢, t¢). On the other hand, our construction is an
explicit scheme. For the convergence of the scheme (4.2), as mentioned in [41], a kind of uniformity condition
for the partition = € II[0,T] is needed. However, it turns out that our scheme (4.1) converges without any
structural conditions for 7. For this reason, we guess that our construction of the backward Euler-Maruyama
scheme (4.1) is more natural than that of [41].

Consider the scheme (4.1). By using the martingale representation theorem, for each kK =0,...,N — 1, we
define a stochastic process Z™(ty,-) € L2(0,T; R™*?) by

togr
Yﬂ—(tk,fg+1) = Et({ |:Y7r(tk7t£+1):| +/ Zﬂ—(tk,s) CH/V(S)7 = 07 .. .,N —1.
ty

Then we have

and
te
Y7 (1 1) = E[Y (15, ) +/ 2 (b, $) AW (s), k=0,... N —1.
0

Now we provide an estimate of the term

2

N-—1
AtkE“@”(tk,tk)—Y (ts te) } ZAthAth“ff (tr,te) — (tk,tg)|2:|.

>
Il

0
For this purpose, let us introduce the following notations:
I T T 2 i ™ 2
Yo =B || (e, te) — Y7 (tr, te)| }, 2k = AteE“f (teste) = Z7 (trsto)| ],

I :=E /t o (|27 (te,8)|* + | 27 (th, 9) | + |Z7[27 (80, )] (80) [} ds},

ki ::IE_/ o {|@”(tg7s)—@”(tg7tz)|2+ ’Qm(tk,s)—?ﬂ(tbtg)’z—i— ™[ 27 (t, ) (tr)—Z " (Lo, )] }ds]

LSt

for k,¢=0,...,N —1, and
AG}C,Z(S) = G(tk7 S, @ﬂ-(tb S); gﬂ-(tka S)aIﬂ-[gﬂ'(tb )}(tk)) - Gﬂ—(tkatfa Yﬂ—(t&tf)a Zﬂ—(tk7t€)7 Zﬂ—(teatk))7

for s € [to,te1), L=k+1,...,N—1land k=0,...,N —2.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that (Hy g)" holds and let m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0,T] be fized.



APPROXIMATIONS FOR ADAPTED M-SOLUTIONS 41

(i) It holds that

k—1

Zzugym, k=1,...,N—1. (4.3)
£=0

(i1) There exists a constant 6 > 0 depending only on L such that, for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0,T] with
m| <,

Aty
yk€+§zk£<<1+0AtZ)yke+1+ {Ateyu-i-A Zék+|7T|(AtzM +Ik€) +5k€}

(=k+1,....,N—1, k=0,...,N —2.

(4.4)

Proof. Proof of (i). For each k =1,..., N — 1, we have

sz (= ZAtz]EH B [/tt (27 (tes) = 2 (1)} ][]
<E / |27 (e, s) — Ew(tk7s)|2ds}

:E’/ {Z7(tr,s) (tr,s)} AW (s) m

=E ]@’T te,te) — Y™ (g, tg) — E[gﬂ-(tk, tr) — Yﬂ(tk,tk)] ‘2}

<E[|27 (b 1) = Y™ (b1 0[] = v

This proves (4.3).
Proof of (ii). Let v > 0 be an arbitrary constant. By using Young’s inequality, for each k =0,..., N —2 and
{=k+1,...,N —1, we have

Ykt + Zk,0

~ teta
§E_}@”(tk,w)—Yw(tk’t€)|2+/ }g”(tk,s) Z (ks |ds}

te

- toy1 2
=F }@“(tk,tg)—Y"(tk,tg)Jr/ (Z™(ty,s) — 27 (tx,5)} AW (s H
- t

- ‘ tost

= E_}@ﬂ(tk,twl) =Ytk tey1) + AGp(s)ds| }

ty

tota

AGk,g(S) ds

]

< (1 +yAtp)yr,er1 + (1 + vAltg)E[

te

1 toy1
< (1 + ALYk o1 + <|7T| + *)E{/ |AGo(s)[* ds}
Y te
< (L4 7yAte)yr,e1
1 teta
+2(J| + ;)E[/ |Gt 5,2 (12, 5), Z™ (11 5), T [ 27 (0, ) (1)

te

— G (bt D (b2, ), 27 (11, 5), T (27 (12, )] (0)) | s
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27l + 2)E[ [ 167 (bt 7 (005), 2 (00,9, T2 N 10)

te

— G (b, ta, Y™ (b0, t0), Z7 (b 1), Z7 (t0, )| ds}

1
< (1 + 7At4)yk7g+1 + C(|7T‘ + ;) |7T| (At[M2 + Ik7g>

1 tetr —
C(|7T|+;)/ E[‘@ﬂ(tg,s)—@‘”(tg,tg)|2+|Qpﬂ<tk,s)—.@p (tk,te)’2

te
+ T2 (b, N (1) = 2 (b ta)[* + |7 (b te) = Y7 (10, 0)|”
+ ’?w(tk,tg) — Zﬂ(tk,tg)yz + ‘?(t@,tk) - Zﬁ(tg,tk)‘z} ds

1 Aty
< (1 +vAt)yk,e+1 + C’(lﬁ\ + ;) {|7r| (AteM + I z) +ep0 + Ateyee + 2i0 + Ezé k}

In the last line of the above inequalities, the constant C' > 0 depends only on L. By letting v = 4C and § = =
for m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0, T] with |7| < 4, we have C(|r| + ) < 1, and thus (4.4) holds.

— 27
In the following, § > 0 denotes the constant appearing in Lemma 4.3.

Lemma 4.4. Under (Hy g)', for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0, T] with |w| < d, it holds that

N—-1 N— N—-1 .
AtkE“@?/“(tk,tk) — Y™ (tg, 1) } Z th[]ﬁf (te,te) — Zﬂ(tk,t5)|2:|
k=0 k=0 £=0
N-1 thtn , N-1 N-1 toon . ,
< C{M2|7T| +3 AtkE[/ |27 (ty, 5)| ds} +3 An E[/ |27 (th,5) — Z (th, t0)] ds”.
k=0 b k=0 =0 It
Proof. First, we show that, for each K =0,..., N — 1,
N—1 N-1 N—-1 N—-1 o 9
ek + Y 2he < C{|7r|(M2 + > IH> Y +]E[( > AL ZT (b, ty) - Z’T(tk,tg)}) ]
=0 l=k+1 l=k+1 l=k+1 (4 5)
N—-1 N-1 - 2 .
+ Z Ateye e +E[( Z Ate|Z (te, th) — Zw(te,tk)D }}
l=k+1 l=k+1

Indeed, we have

N-1
Yk,k T Z 2k.0
l=k
r 2 N 5 2
SE|Z ™ (tks te) = Y7 (te, t)| +/ |27 (tr,s) — Z7 (th, )| ds}
i ”

:E:\@ (toti) = Y7 (tg, ty) + N{ff (tr,s) — Z’T(tk,s)}dW(s)ﬂ

:E:‘\II( — U7 (t,) + Z /tw AGy.(s ‘ }

l=k+1
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< CE[|w(t) - " (1)
N-1

+ > /Zﬂ |Gty 5, D7 (tey5), Z7 (ty, 8), T7[Z7 (te, )] (1))
t=k+17te

= G (b te, W (t0,5), 27 (14, 5), T (27 (12, )] (10| s

N-1 tog1
OB [ 167t 7009, 27009 T2 0 (0]

(=kt1
2
*Gﬂ(tk,myﬂ(tz,te),Zﬂ(tk,te%Z”(%tkmdS) ]

N-1
< C‘W|(M2—‘r Z Ik’g)

l=k+1
N-—1 togt .
+CE[( > / {97 (te,5) = D™ (te, 1) + | 27t 5) — 2 (1, to)]
o=k+17t
T2 (b, )| () — 2 (ter )|} dsﬂ
N-—1 L L 2
+CE[( 0 Ate{|F (b0, te) = Y™ (t0,t0)| + [Z7 (taste) = 27 (b, t0)] + |27 (best) = 2700, t0)]} )|
=k+1
N-1 N-1 N-1 N-1 - 2
SC{|7T|(M2+ > Iu)—F S oeret Y Ateyu—HE[( > Ate\fﬂ(tk,tz)—Zﬁ(tk,tzﬂ) }
=k+1 l=k+1 l=k+1 l=k+1
N-1
—I—E[( Z Ate‘?ﬂ@g,tk)—Zﬁ(tz,tk)‘)q}.
l=k+1

This estimate, together with (4.3), prove (4.5).
From (4.5) and (4.3), by using the discrete Gronwall-like inequality (see Lem. 2.3) with

N-1 N-1 N-1 N-1 o )
ag = Yk + Z 2k, bk = |7T|(J\42 + Z Ik,e) + Z ke +E{< Z Ate|Z" (tr, te) — Zﬂ(tk,tz)D },
=0

— I=k+1 f=k+1 (=k+1
Cr = 07 Ck,f(w) = |§ﬂ(tkvt2) - Zﬂ—(tkutf)‘ and (5727/’0 = (Q’fv P)v

we have, for any sufficiently large v > 0 depending only on L and T,

N-1 -1 N-1 N-1

<C I‘k{|7r|(M2+ > Ik,()+ > Ek,é”EK > Atf\?ﬂ(th)—Z”(tkié){ﬂ}

k=0 l=k+1 l=k+1 {=k+1

43
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and hence
N-1 N-1 N-2 N-1 N-2 N-1
Fk{yk,k + Zk,g} < C,Y{|7T|(M2 + Z Aty Z Ik/) + Z Aty Z é‘k,[}
k=0 =0 k=0 f=k+1 k=0 t=k+1
N-2 N-1 9 (4.6)
+C> Fk]E[( > AL (g, te) - Zﬂ(tk,te)D }7
k=0 e=k+1
where T := [[**" e7tdt, k=0,...,N — 1.
Let v > 0 be fixed. We show that the last term in the right-hand side of (4.6) is estimated as follows:
N-2 N-1 o )
ZF ]E|:( Z Atg’g (tk,tg)—Zﬂ(tk,tg)D }
k=0 t=k+
C N— N-2 N-1 N-1 (4.7)
= z Pugiose + O { Il (M2 + 3" At 37 1) + z At Y el
7 k=0 k=0 f=k+1 k=0 £=k—+1

Note that Atie?t* < T < Atge’t =+t for k= 0,..., N — 1. Also, by defining I'y := I'ny_; and Aty = Aty_1,

we have g—t"‘ < Art’““ for k=0,...,N — 1. We observe that
k k+1
N—2 N-1 o )
FkE[< > AulZ (tkytz)—zﬂ(tk,teﬂ) }
k=0 (=k+1
N-2 N-1 tost L . 2
-y InE ( 3 (/ e—fteftdt)\f (tk,tg)—Z”(tk,tg)‘) ]
k=0 t=k+1 “Jte
N-2 tn N-1 )
< Fk(/ 6_7tdt> Z FgE“?(tk,tg)—ZW(tk,tg)‘ }
k=0 tht1 f=k+1
| V=2 N-1 ,
< - Dpe Vit Z FeE[’ffﬂ(tk,te) — Z" (t, o) }
7 =0 t=k+1
| N2 N-1 o ,
<= Aty FeEUff (thote) — Z7 (tr, to)| ],
7 =0 t=k+1
and hence
N-2 N-1 o ) | V=2 N-1op,
ZFkE{( > At Z (tte) — Z7 (t te)] ) ] -3 Aty N (4.8)
k= t=k+1 7 =0 t=kt+1 —F

Let k=0,...,N — 2 be fixed. We estimate Zévz;:_l g—ézkwg. By (4.4), we have, for each £ =k +1,...,N — 1,

Iy 11y 1 I, IV,
< (14 CAt {r (FM2 ) ) }
Al yHJrQAthH 1+C Z)At Ynerr t g ﬂwarAt zog + | (T A, At €kt
Iy Iy
14+ CAt {P (PM2 L ) }
<(1+C Z)At Yo+l + = zyez+At zog + |m[(Te +At kt At €kt

(4.9)
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Hence we have

N—-1

S rwits ¥ A
At A, TR Aty Zk,0
L=k+1 l=k+1
N-1 N-1
Ty I, T,
<1+ CAty- — C At
< (1+CAty 1)A Yk,N + Z 3 Ut T > At 1Ay, Yk
L= k+2 l=k+2
1 2
5{ Z Leyeet+ - Z Loze + Z |7T|<F4M —l——IH) Z ng}
t=k+1 okt (=k+1 t=k+1
N—-1 T F N—1 _
£ 2
< ~ M I ) }
<2 Ateyk’£+ce A At TG {|7r|< + D Ine) + Z Ehit
t=k+1 t=k+1 t=k+1
{ Z Leyee+ - Z Fézlk}
£=k+1 ko1
This implies that
N-Lop N-1 N-1
¢ 2
Kot e ) 5
> sbae<C_ max ot C{n(M 4 Y L)+ Y e
t=k+1 t=k+1 f=k+1
N—1
+ Z N Z Lezg g
t=k+1 k o=kt1

Furthermore, by (4.9) and the discrete Gronwall inequality (¢f. Lem. 5.4 in [46]), we have

= k+1 N 1At At,

I'n Iy Iy Iy
<o X r - (rens? + 11 ) e}
*CAt Ye,N +C Z { Weet 7 2o + || (TeM” + k) TRy, SRt

Aty
(=k+1
N—-1 N-1 N-1
C»‘/{|7T|(M2+ Z IM>+ Z Ekz}-i—C{ Z Fzyee+ Z Tzzm}
(=k+1 t=k+1 t=k+1 =kt
Therefore, we get
N-1 L N-1 N-1 N-1
¢ 2
> EZIC,@SCW{VTKM + > Ik,e)+ > 6ke}+0{ > N Z FeZek} (4.10)
t=k+1 (=k+1 t=k+1 (=k+1 ke=kt1

for k=0,...,N — 2. Thus, by (4.8) and (4.10), we have

=

-2 N-1

FkEK 3 Atg‘?ﬂ(tkytl)_Zﬂ(tk’teﬂ)z}
0 £=k—+1

el
Il

N-1 -2 N— N—-2 N-1

C’Y{lﬂ-‘(Mz + Z Aty Z I é) + Z Aty Y Ek,e} + g{ Aty Toyes+ Y, > FzZe,k}

k=0 {=k+1 l=k+1 0 {=k+1 k=0 {=k+1

2

>~
Il
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Noting that

N—2 N-1 N-1
Aty Z Doyee <T Z Trykk
k=0 e=k+1 k=0
and
N—2 N-1 N-1 k-1 N-1
> Tizer=> Tid ze < Ly ks
k=0 (=k+1 k=1 £=0 k=0
we obtain the desired estimate (4.7).
By (4.6) and (4.7), we have
N-1 N—2 N-1 N—2 N-1 o N=
1y {ykk+zzkz}<0 {|7T|(M2+ZA7% > Ik,é)+ Aty } *Z kY k-
k=0 =0 k=0 t=k+1 k=0 e=k+1 7 =0

Therefore, by choosing v > 0 large enough (depending only on L and T'), we obtain

2

-1 N-2 N-1 N—-2 N-1

Z Atk{ykk + Zk’g} < C{|7T|(M2 + Z Aty Z ij) + Z Aty Z Ekyg}.
=0 k=0 £=k+1 k=0 t=k+1
By using the estimate (3.5), we have
N—2 N-1
Aty Z Iy
k=0 £=k—+1
N—2 N-1 ters ) , ,
=Y Ay, E[/ {|# 7™ (te,9)|" + |27 (b 5)|” + [T7[27 (te, )] (1) }ds}
k=0 t=k+1 te
N-1 N-1 tr
<T AthE[ sup |77 (ty, 5) } ZAtkE[/ ]Ef”(tk,s)fds} + Atk]E[/ tk7s)‘2ds}
k=0 s€[0,T tht1 =1
N-1 T
<C AtkEU\P(tkﬂ +/ |G(tk,5,0,0,0)| ds} < OM?
k=0 et

where in the last inequality, we used (3.4) with py (t) = Lv/t. Furthermore, noting that

sup IE“@/”(tbs)—@”(tbtg)F} —  sup EH :ffﬂ(tw)dW(r)ﬂ :E[/tm\%”(te7s)|2ds}

s€[te,tot1] s€E[te,tot1] te

and
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it holds that

N—2 N—1
Aty Ek.r
k=0 t=k—+1
N-—-2 N-1 tog1
= Aty E[/ {|#7 (te,s) = D7 (te, te)|” + | Z7 (ty s) = Z (i, te)|
k=0 L=k+1 te
|27 (e )](tr) = 2 (e )|} ]
N-1 tht1 ) N-2 N-1 tos1 . )
gc{ AtkE[/ | 2™ (th, )| ds} + YA Y E[/ | 2™ (te, ) — Z (o to)| ds]
k=0 tr k=0 t=k+1 te
N—-2 N-1 tht1
S Atg]E{/ |27 (b0, )~ 2 (1, 1) 5]}
k=0 ¢=k+1 th
N—-1 tri1 N-—1 N-—1 tot1
<cf AthE[/ |27ty 5)|" ds| + > Aty E[/ |27 (th5) — 27 (1, t)| ds] |
k=0 k k=0 £=0 te
Therefore, we get the assertion. O

Combining Proposition 3.8 and Lemma 4.4, we obtaln an estimate for the L?-error between the backward
Euler-Maruyama scheme {(Y™ (¢, t¢), Z™ (¢, tg))}k 1—o and the adapted M-solution (Y'(-), Z(-,-)) of BSVIE (1.3)
in terms of the L?-time regularity of 2°™.

Proposition 4.5. Under (Hy g)', for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € H[0,T] with || <6, it holds that

N—-1 trt1 ) N—1N-1 tht1 (7 )
E[/ Y (8) = Y7 (th ) [ at] + E[/ / |Z(t,5) = 27 (1. t0)[* ds ]
k=0 b k=0 £=0 tk te
N—-1 tht1 N—-1 N—-1 tot1 L )
SC{MZ‘W|+ZAtkE{/ |Q€ﬂ' [N ‘ d8:| + Aty E[/ |Qpﬂ—(tk,8)7gﬂ-(tk,t5)| ds}}
k=0 tk k=0 =0 te
Proof. We observe that
N-1 te+1 9 1 —-1 tr4+1 tz+1 9
ZE{/ Y (t) = Y™ (e, i) | dt + IE / / Z(t,s) — Z7 (tr, to)| dsdt}
k=0 tk k=0 e 0
T
<s{e[ [ o - ew.of dt+/ / 12(t.5) ~ 27(r(t). )" ds ]
0
tk+1 N-1 N-1 te+1
+Z [ et — ool ] + 3 s SB[ [ 270, - F ot d
k=0 £=0 te
N-1 N—-1 N—-1 )
=+ Z AtkED@W(tk,tk) tk,tk :| + Atk Ath“g tk,tg) Zw(tk,tg)’ }}

k=0 k=0 £=0
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Noting that

sup E[|#7 ()~ #7 (110" = sup EH/ttg“(tk,s)dW(s)ﬂ:E[/tk’“w“(tk,s)ﬁds},

te[tk,tk+1] te[tk,tk+1] tr

by Proposition 3.8 (see also Rem. 4.1) and Lemma 4.4, we get the assertion. O

5. MAIN RESULTS
5.1. Statements of our main results

In this section, we consider the system of Type-II BSVIE (1.5) and SDE (1.6) which we rewrite for readers’
convenience:

T T
Y(t)=w(t,X(t),X(T))+/ g(t,s,X(t),X(S)»Y(S),Z(t,S),Z(s,t))ds—/ Z(t,s)dW(s), t € [0, 7], (5.1)

and
X(t) ::17+/0 b(s,X(s))ds+/O o(s,X(s))dW(s), t €[0,T]. (5.2)

We impose the following assumptions on the coefficients (¢, g) and (b, o).

H The maps 9 : [0,7] x R” x R® = R™ and ¢ : A[0,T] x R" x R? x R™ x R™*4 x R™*d 5 R™ are
]
measurable, and there exists a constant L > 0 such that

T 9 T T 9
/ |v(t,0,0)] dt+/ / |9(t,5,0,0,0,0,0)|"dsdt < L
0 0 t

and

|¢(t7 Ty, 1'2) - 1/1(157 mllv 1'/2)| + |g(t, $,T1,22,Y, 21, 22) - g(ta S, x/la .%12, ylv lea Z£)|
< L{lor = 2|+ |22 = 2b| + [y — /| + |21 = 21|+ |22 = 251},
for any (t,s) € A[0,T] and (21, 9,9, 21, 22), (1, Th, 9, 21, 25) € R™ x R x R™ x R™*d x R™*d_ Fyr-
thermore, there exists a continuous and increasing function py 4 : [0,00) — [0,00) with py 4(0) =0
d

such that, for any 0 < t,¢/ < s < T and (1, 22,¥, 21, 22) € R? x R" x R™ x R™*d x Rmxd

|¢(t,$171'2) - w(t/71’1>$2)| + ’g(tu Saxlyx27y721722) - g(t/757331>332ay721722)|
< pug(ft = t'D{L+ 22| + |w2] + [yl + |21] + |22]}.

(Hp») The maps b:[0,7] x R® — R™ and o : [0, T] x R® — R"*? are measurable, and there exists a constant
L > 0 such that, for any s € [0,7] and z, 2’ € R",

b(s,0)| + |o(s,0)| < L, |b(s,z) — b(s,a")| + |o(s,2) — o(s,2")| < Llz — 2’|

Furthermore, there exists a continuous and increasing function p, : [0,00) — [0,00) with p,(0) =0
such that, for any s,s’ € [0,T] and = € R,

|o(s,2) = o(s',2)| < po(ls — s'[)(1 + |]).
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We also consider the following assumptions of (¢, g) and (b, o) which are slightly stronger than the above
ones.

(Hy,g)" (1, g) satisfies (Hy, 4) with the constant L. Furthermore,

‘¢(t,$1,$2) - 1/)(tl79517952)‘ + |g(t»37$1,$273/a21722) - g(t173/7$1,$2ay721722)|
< L{Jt = t'1V2 4 |s = &'V H{L + | + ol + y| + |21] + |22}
for any (t,s), (¢, s') € Al0,T] and (1, 72,9, 21, 22) € R x R" x R™ x R™*d x Rm*d,
(Hp,») (b,0) satisties (Hp ) with the constant L. Furthermore,

[b(s, 2) = b(s', )| + |o(s,2) — o(s,2)| < Lls = /[/2(1 +|a])

for any s,s" € [0,T] and = € R™.
For a numerical approximation of SDE (5.2), we consider the Euler-Maruyama scheme {X™(tx)}2_, which
is defined for each m = {to,1,...,tn} € I1[0,T] by
X (th1) = X7 () + (b, X7 (L)) Aty + o (te, X7 (L)) AWy, k=0,..., N — 1,
with the initial condition X™(0) = x.
The following lemma is well-known, see for example [20, 47].

Lemma 5.1. (i) Under (Hy,), there exists a unique strong solution X (-) € LZ(Q;C([0,T];R™)) of SDE
(5.2). Furthermore, for any p > 2, it holds that

E| sup |X(s)[] < Cp(1+]al), (5.3)
s€1[0,T]
E[ sup |X(s") — X(s)ﬂ < Cp(1+ |zP)|t — s/, for any 0 < s <t <T. (5.4)

s'€ls,t]

(i1) Under (Hy)', for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0,T] and p > 2, it holds that

(e B|X () — X7()[] < Col1+ fal)

Remark 5.2. (i) We remark that, in (Hy ) and (Hp ), the map s+ o(s, ) is assumed to be continuous,
while the maps s — g(¢,s,2,y, 21,22) and s — b(s,x) are not. The continuity condition of o(s,z) with
respect to s will be used in the proof of Theorem 5.12 below. Alternatively, in (Hy 4)" and (Hp)", we
impose the 1/2-Hélder continuity with respect to both ¢ and s on v, g, b and o, which is used to estimate
the error for the Euler—-Maruyama scheme.

(ii) In (Hp,s)’, the Holder continuity with respect to the time parameter s of b and o is not uniform in z unlike
previous studies. However, for ¢ = b, o, noting that

E{ sup |g0(8/,X(5/))*SD(S,X(S)HP}

s'€ls,t]

< Cp{|t - s|p/2E[1 + s \X(s)ﬂ n E[S/selﬁt] X (s') — X(s)\P] }

< Cp(1+ JzfP)|t — [P/,
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we can show Lemma 5.1 (ii) by the same way as in the proof of Theorem 5.3.1 in [47].

Under (Hy 4) and (Hp o), the coefficients

U(t) = (t, X (1), X(T)), t €[0,T7,
G(t7say721722) = g(ta SaX(t)7X(S)7y7zla22)7 (t,S,y,Zl,Zg) € A[O7T] x R™ x Rde X Rdev

satisfy (Hy ) with the constant M replaced by C+/1 + [z]2 and py g (t) replaced by v/t + py 4(t). In this case,
BSDE system (3.2) with § = 0 becomes

tot1
@ﬂ(tlw S) = @ﬂ(tk7t5+1) + / g(tk,T,X<tk)7X(T‘), @ﬂ(t%T% ffﬂ(tkvr)’Iw[gﬂ(t@ ')](tk))ﬂ{k<l} dr
tot1 s

- L (tg,r)dW(r), s € [te,tes1], k,€=0,...,N —1,
D7t tn) = (b, X (te), X(En)), k=0,...,N — 1.

Furthermore, under (Hy )" and (Hp )’, by defining

\I/Tr(tk) = ’l/)(tk,XTr(tk),Xw(tN)), k=0,...,N—1,
Gﬂ(tkatf>y721u2:2) = g(tkntfuXﬂ(tk)7X7T(t€)7y721a22)7

(y, 21, 22) €ER™ x R™*4 x R™*4 k. =0,... N-1, £=k,...,N—1

)

for each m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0, T, we see that (Hy )" holds with M replaced by C'y/1 + |z|2. In this case,
the backward Euler—Maruyama scheme (4.1) becomes

Y7 (b te) = Buy Y7 (b te)|
ALt te, X7 (8), X7 (t0), Y™ (b0, 1), Z7 (b, te), Z7 (b, b)) gy, Kol =0, N =1,
7 (b, t) = Aitlﬂ«:tz [Y”(tk,tHl)AWJ], kf=0,... N —1,
(5.6)

with Yﬂ(tk,tN) = ’l/)(tk,Xﬂ—(tk),Xﬂ—(tN)), k= 0, ey N —1.
Now we state our main results. The first main result is in regard to the estimate of the modulus of the
L2-time regularity of (Y (-), Z(-,-)) (see (3.8)).

Theorem 5.3. Under (Hy 4) and (Hy ), for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € [0, T, it holds that
EYim) +E(Zim) < C+ ) {Im| + pug (7)) + po(I7])*}- (5.7)

Remark 5.4. Unlike the case of Type-I BSVIEs, the time regularity of adapted M-solutions of Type-II BSVIEs
is a difficult problem due to the appearance of the term Z(s,t) in the driver. On one hand, Yong [44] showed the
continuity (in the strong L?-sense) for general Type-11 BSVIE (1.3) under technical differentiability assumptions
for the coefficients. On the other hand, (5.7) provides a quantitative estimate for the modulus of the L2-time
regularity of the adapted M-solution of Type-II BSVIE (5.1) with X (-) being the solution of SDE (5.2), without
smoothness of the coefficients. This kind of regularity estimate for adapted M-solutions appears for the first
time in the literature of BSVIEs.

The second is in regard to the numerical approximation based on the backward Euler—-Maruyama scheme.
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Theorem 5.5. Under (Hy 4) and (Hy)', there exists a constant § > 0 depending only on L such that, for any
m = {to,t1,...,tn} € [0, T] with |r| < 0, it holds that

N-1 that N-1N-1 tey1  plesr

3 ]E[/ Y (1) - Y”(tk,tk)fdt} +3 E[/ / |Z(t,5) — Zﬂ(tk,tf)fdsdt}

k=0 tk k=0 £=0 tk te (5.8)
< C(1+[z*)|n.

Remark 5.6. (i) We note that, in [41, 46], a kind of uniformity condition named as the K-uniform condition
was imposed on the partition 7 € II[0,T]. On the other hand, Gobet and Makhlouf [17] considered a
numerical scheme for BSDEs with irregular terminal function in terms of a special form of partitions
which does not satisfy the K-uniform condition. Compared with the above papers, our results hold true
for general partitions.

(ii) In the literature of numerical approximations for BSDEs based on the backward Euler—-Maruyama scheme,
the L2-error for the first component Y (-) of the adapted solution is often considered in the forms
maxg—o, .. N1 E[[Y (tx) — y™ (tx)|?] or maxy—o,. N—1E[supsep, ¢, 1Y (1) —y™ (t)[?], where y™ is the cor-
responding scheme (see [46, 47]). Also, Wang [41] considered the same kind of error terms for a Type-I
BSVIE. These are the cases because of the time regularity of Y(-) in the strong L2-sense (see [18] for
the time regularity in the strong L2-sense of Y (-) for Type-I BSVIEs). However, in the case of Type-II
BSVIEs, the time regularity of the first component Y'(-) of the adapted M-solution is a delicate problem,
and Y(¢) is defined only for a.e. ¢ € [0,T] in general. For this reason, we guess that the error term of the
“integral form” as in (5.8) is reasonable in the case of Type-II BSVIEs.

(iii) In order to implement the backward Euler-Maruyama scheme (5.6), we need to calculate the conditional
expectations involved in the algorithm (see [15, 16, 46, 47]). However, we do not address this problem in
this paper. We hope to report some relevant results in the near future.

In order to prove the above results, we have to estimate the modulus of the L?-time regularity of 2°™, which
we study in the next subsection.

5.2. L2-time regularity of 2™

We investigate the L2-time regularity of the martingale integrand 2™ of BSDE system (5.5). For this purpose,
we introduce additional notations which we use throughout this subsection. For each dy € N, I;, denotes the
identity matrix in R% %41 For each £ € R¥"*% with dy,dy € N, £(®) € R% denotes the a-th column vector of &
for each a = 1,...,ds, that is, € = (€1 ... £(42)) For each dy,ds,ds € N, we denote by R(41%42)xds the space
of all elements & = (£, ..., £(4)) where £(*) € R4 %4 for each o = 1,. .., ds3, which is endowed with the norm
€] = (%, [€(®)]2)1/2. For each C! function ¢ : R% — R% with dy,dy € N, ¢ denotes the derivative of o
with respect to & € R%, which takes values in R%2*%1

In the following, we use the Malliavin calculus technique for SDEs and BSDEs. For notations and fundamental
results, we refer the readers to [26, 28]. Specifically, the operator D denotes the Malliavin derivative, and D2
denotes the domain of D in L3 (Q;R). For each £ € D'2, DE = (Dy€)gejo,r) can be seen as an element of
L%_—T (0,T;R%). Also, for each ¢ € D2 and j = 1,...,d, Di¢ = (Déf)ee[o,T] € L%—T (0, T;R) denotes the j-th
component of D¢. For each dy, ds € N, we denote by D!2(R%*42) the space of all £ € L%_—T (£2; R9%42) guch that
each component of ¢ is in D2, and D¢ and DJ¢, j =1,...,d, are understood by the component-wise manner.

Since the following lemma is standard and can be found in [26, 28], we omit the proof.

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that (Hy ) holds, and assume that b and o are C* in x € R". Then X(s) is in DV2(R")
for any s € [0,T]. Furthermore, for each j =1,...,d, there exists a version of {D}X(s)|(0,s) € [0,T]*} such
that

D}X(s) = VX(s)(VX(0) " o (0, X (0)Ljp.1(s), (0,5) € [0,T7?, (5.9)
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where VX (-) € LE(Q; C([0, T}; R™ ™)) is the solution of the following variational equation:
t d t
VX(t) :1n+/ Dub(s, X (5))VX(5) ds+Z/ 0,0 (s, X (s))VX (s)dW(s), t € [0,T).
0 =1Jo

Moreover, for any p > 2, the following estimates hold:

]E[ sup |VX(s)|ﬂ +E[ sup |(VX(3))*1V’} <c,, (5.10)
s€[0,T] s€[0,T]

IE[ sup |(VX(SI))_1 - (VX(s))‘lﬂ < Cplt — s[P/2, for any 0 < s <t <T. (5.11)
s'Es,t]

Fi;( = {tg,tl,...,tN} € I1[0, T]. When ¢ and g in (Hy4) are C* in (z1,22,y,21,22) € R" x R" x R™ x
R™X¢ 5 R™*¢ we define

Ve(t) := Oetp(ty, X (tr), X(T)),
gﬁ(tka S) = aﬁg(tk’ 87X(tk)aX<5>7 @W(T(S% 8)7 ffﬂ(tkv 5)71”[5;””(7-(3), )](tk>)7

for £ = x1, 9,1y, zga) zéa), a =1,...,d. By the Lipschitz continuity of 1 and g, the above processes are bounded

by L. We introduce the following wvariational BSDE system with parameter 6 € [0, T):

VQ@ﬂ(tk, S) = V@gﬂ(tk, tz+1)

tota
[ {0 )X ) b0ty + 92 (07 TXC) 4 94 0T 10,7

d
+y 9, Tk, r)\Vo 2™ (ty,,r)

ozl (5.12)
+ Z 9. (e, NIV 2™ (1, ‘)](tk)}]l{kd} dr

a=1
tot1
—/ VoZ™ (tr,r) AW (r), s € [te,toq1], k., €=0,...,N =1,
Vo@ ™ (ty,tn) = Ve, (tk)VX(tk)]l{ggtk} + Pz, (tx) VX(tn), k=0,...,N —1,

where Vo 27 (tr,s) = (Vo Z™ W (ty, s),...,VeZ ™D (ty,s)) which takes values in R(™*™*4 By Lemma 3.3,
for each 6 € [0, T, there exists a unique solution

(Vo™ (tr, ), Vo 2 (b, ) WG € (L3, C(0, THR™ ™) x L3(0, TRV

of variational BSDE system (5.12).
Now we provide an expression of 2™ in terms of the solution of variational BSDE system (5.12).

Proposition 5.8. Suppose that (Hy 4) and (Hp ) hold. Assume that b, o are C' in x € R" and ¢, g are C' in
(71,22,Y, 21, 22) € R x R? x R™ x R™*d x R™*4 Then for any ™ = {to,t1,...,tn} € U[0,T], k=0,...,N—1
and s € [0,T), #™(tg,s) is in DV2(R™) and Z7(ty,s) is in DV2(R™*Y). Furthermore, for each j =1,...,d,
there exists a version of {(D}# ™ (tg,s), Dy 2™ (t,s))|0<0 <s<T, k=0,...,N — 1} such that
D™ (t.5) = Vo ™ (15, ) (VX (6)) "0 (0. X (0)) 513
Dégm(a) (tk7 S) = VQQPTU(@) (tk:a 8)<VX(9))_1U(J)(0? X(e))7 a=1,...,d, '
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for0<0<s<Tand k=0,...,N —1. Moreover, it holds that
P (tg,8) = V@™ (th,8)(VX(s)) to(s, X(s)), ae. s€[0,T], k=0,...,N —1. (5.14)

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we suppose d = 1, that is, W (-) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion.
We show that the following property holds for each k =0,..., N — 1, backward inductively:

(Py) For any s € [0,T], #™(tx,s) and Z7™(tx,s) are in D1?(R™), and it holds that

{Dg@”(tk,s) = Vo@ ™ (L, 5)(VX(0)) L0 (6, X(6)), 0<o<s<T

Do Z™(ty,s) = Vo 2™ (tr,s)(VX(0) Lo(0, X(0)),

For k = N — 1, note that (™ (tn-1,"), Z™(tn—1,-)) is the adapted solution of the following BSDE:

T
Dty 1, 5) = V(tn 1, X(tx 1), X(T)) —/ F(tn1,r) W (), s € [0,T].

Thus, by the well-known result on the Malliavin calculus for BSDEs (cf. [28]), we see that # ™ (ty_1,s) and
Z™(tn—1,s) are in DL2(R™) for any s € [0,T]. Moreover, for any 6 € [0,7], (DgZ™(tn—1,"), Do Z ™ (tn_1,"))
is the adapted solution of the following BSDE:

T
Do ™ (tx1,5) = Dotb(tn 1, X (tn 1), X(T)) —/ Do (ty—1,r) AW (r), s € [6,T].

By using the chain rule (¢f. Prop. 1.2.3 in [26]) and (5.9), we see that

Dotp(tn—1, X(tn-1), X(T)) = b, (tn—1) Do X (tn—1) + Yy (tn—1) Do X (T')
= {tha, (tN—1) VX (EN 1) Tgg<in_yy + Vun (En 1) VX (T) HVX(0)) " 0 (6, X (6)).

On the other hand, by (5.12),
Vo " (tN-1,8) = Yz, AN-1)VX(EN_1) Vo<t 1} + Yuo (tn-1)VX(T)

- /T VoZ™ (tn_1,7)dW(r), s € [0,T].

Hence, by the uniqueness of the adapted solution of the BSDE, we see that,

s€[6,T).

Do ™ (tn-1,5) = Vo (tn_1,5)(VX(0)) 1o (6, X (6)),
Do 2 (tn_1,8) = Vo & (ty_1,s)(VX(0) 106, X(0)),

Thus (Py—-1) holds.
Next, for a fixed ¥’ € {0,..., N — 2}, we assume that (Pj) holds for any k = k" +1,..., N — 1. We observe
that (%™ (tyr,-), Z™(tx,-)) is the adapted solution of the BSDE
Y7 (i, s) = P(tw, X(tw), X(T))

T
+/ g(tk/,r,X(tk/),X(r),@”(T(T),r),f”(tk/,r),l’r[f”(r(r),~)](tk/))]1[tk,+l,T)(r)dr
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T
_ / P (b, ) AW (r), 5 € [0,T).

By the assumption of the induction, for any r € [ty 11, T), Z™(7(r),r) and Z*[Z ™ (7(r),-)](ts) are in DHZ(R™).
Thus, by the well-known result on the Malliavin calculus for BSDEs (c¢f. [28]), " (tx/,s) and Z™(ty, )
are in DY2(R™) for any s € [0,7]. Also, noting the chain rule, for each § € [0,7], we see that the pair

(Do ™ (tgr,+), DgZ™ (tys,-)) solves the following BSDE:

DX ™ (tyr, 5) = Wy, (tir ) Do X (tgr ) + Yy (tir ) Do X (T')
T
+ / {gx1 (trr, 7) Do X (tyr) + gy (tir, 7) DX (1) + gy (trr, 7) Do @™ (7(1), 1)

+ gy (i, 1) Do 27 (b1, 7) + gay (b, 1) DT [Z7(7(r), )] (tw) } it oy (1) dr
T
- / Do ™ (b, 1) AW (r), s € [0, 7).
On the other hand, by (5.12), (Vo@ ™ (tgr,), Vo Z™ (trs,-)) is the adapted solution of the BSDE

Vo™ (tk/ R 8) = ’Q/le (tk/)VX(tk/)]l{ggtk,} + ’lﬁmz (tk/)VX(T)
T
+ / {gml (tk/, T)VX(tkl)]l{ggtk,} + Gus (tk/, T)VX(’I“) + 9y (trr, T)V@@ﬂ (T(T), 7")

+ Gy (b, 1)V 9 L7 (b, 7) + oy (b, 1) IO [V 27 (7(r), ) (tr) ey, oy (r) dr

T
—/ VoZ™ (tr,r)dW(r), s €[0,T].

By the assumption of the induction, for any r € [tx41 V 0,T), we have
Do ™ (1(r),r) = Vo™ (1(r), 1) (VX (0)) "' (0, X (0))

and, noting that Z™(7(r),-) is adapted,

1 trr 1 tk/+1V0
DoI™[Z™ (7(r), )](tx) = Aty Dy / Z™(1(r),s)ds = Aty /t v Dy Z7™(7(r),s)ds
k/

2%

1 by 1 VO B
" At /ta Vo2 (7(r), s)(VX(0))" 0 (0, X(6)) ds

=TV 27 (r(r), )] (b ) (VX (6)) (6, X (6)).

From the above, together with (5.9), by the uniqueness of the adapted solution of the BSDE, we have

Dggﬂ—(tk/, 5) = VQ@ﬂ(tk/, S)(VX(H))il(T(G,X(Q)), se [9 T]
Do 2™ (tr,8) = Vo 2™ (t, 8)(VX(0)) " o(6, X (6)), "

Thus (Pg) holds. By the backward induction, we see that (Py) holds for every k =0,..., N — 1.
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It remains to prove (5.14). Let k,£ =0,...,N — 1 and s € (ts, ts+1] be fixed. We observe that

tot1
B (tgyte) = ™ (g, ter1) + / g(ti,ry X (t), X (r), ™ (te,r), Z™ (tg,r), I"[Z™ (te, ')](tk))]l{k<£} dr
te
toy1

— L™ (tg, r) dW (r).

ty

We apply D, on both sides of the above equality. By the chain rule and Proposition 1.3.8 in [26], we have
0=Dy# ™ (t,tes1)

tet1
+/ {gar (tis 1) D X (1) + Gy (£, ) D X (1) + gy (ti, 1) D ™ (0, 7)
+ 9z (tk7 T)Dsfﬂ-(tka T) + 9z, (tkv r)DsI‘”[ffﬂ(tz’ ')](tk)}]l{k<€} dr

tot1

—ff”(tk,s)—/ D Z7 (tg,r)dW(r)
tota
= D™ (tg,ter1) + / {gw (tx,m)Ds X (r) + gy(tk, D7 (te, 1) + gsy (tg, 7)) Ds 7 (L, T)}]l{k<g} dr

toy1

—Q””(tk,s)—/ D I (tg,r)dW (r).
Thus, by using (5.9), (5.13) and the equation (5.12), we obtain
Pty 5) = {vs@/ﬂ(tk,tm)
toy1
+ / {gw2 (tr, 1)VX(r) + gy (L, 1)V @™ (te, 1) + gay (L, )V Z7 (L, r)}]l{kd} dr

—/M Vo2 (1, r) AW (r) (VX (5)) o (s, X (5))
= VW™ (ty,s)(VX(s)) to(s, X(s)).

Hence (5.14) holds, and we complete the proof. O

Remark 5.9. Variational BSDE system (5.12) is a continuum of BSDE systems parametrized by 6 € [0,T]
(where each BSDE system consists of a finite number of BSDEs). On one hand, due to the appearance of the
operator Z™9[], the variational BSDE system of a true Type-II BSVIE (where g, (t,7) # 0) cannot be reduced

to a finite number of systems. On the other hand, in the case of Type-I BSVIEs (where g(t, s, 21, 2,y, 21, 22)
does not depend on z, and hence g_() (tg,r) = 0), it is reduced to a finite number of BSDE systems. Indeed,
2

in this case, the dependency of the system on the parameter ¢ stems only from the indicator functions Igg<y, 3.
Since 6 < ti if and only if ¢ < k for each k =0,...,N — 1 and 0 € (t;,t;41] with ¢ = 0,..., N — 1, by the
uniqueness of the solution of the BSDE system (see Lem. 3.3), the variational BSDE system with parameter
6 € (0,T] depends only on the number i € {0,1,..., N — 1} such that 0 € (¢;,;41]. Moreover, if in addition
the free term (¢, x1,22) and the driver g(t,s,z1,22,y,21) of the Type-I BSVIE do not depend on x7, then
the terms ¢, (tx) and g, (tg,r) vanish, and thus the variational BSDE system becomes independent of the
parameter 6 € [0, 7.

In order to investigate the L2-time regularity of 2™, we prove some key properties of variational BSDE
system (5.12). The following lemma shows a useful structural property.
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Lemma 5.10. Let the assumptions in Proposition 5.8 hold. Then for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € IT1[0,T), it holds
that

(V@gﬂ(tk,s),VQgﬂ(tk,s)) = (Vogﬂ(tk,s),VOgﬂ(tk,s)), s € [O,T}, 0 e [O,tk], k=0,...,N —1.

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we suppose d = 1, that is, W(-) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion.
Let 6 € [0,¢;] with j =0,..., N — 1 be fixed. We show that, by a backward induction, the following property
holds for each k = 35,5+ 1,...,N — 1:

(Pg) For any s € [0,T],
(Vo& ™ (tr,$), Vo Z (tr,8)) = (Vo™ (tk,s), VoL (ti, 8)).

For k = N — 1, we observe that

T
Vg@ﬂ(t]v_hs) = ¢x1 (tN_l)VX(tN_l) + 1/)x2(tN_1)VX(T) —/ Vggw(t]v_l,’l“) dW(’I"), s € [O,T],

T
V()@W(t]\[,l, S) = ¢zl(tN,1)VX(tN,1) + wazg(thl)VX(T) —/ Vogﬂ—(t]\ffl,?") dW(’I’), S € [O,T]

By the uniqueness of the adapted solution of the BSDE, we see that (Py—_1) holds.
Next, for a fixed k' € {j,7+1,..., N — 2}, assume that (Py) holds for any k = k' +1,..., N — 1. We observe
that

Vo ™ (thr, 5) = Vo, (b ) VX (trr) + e, (8 ) VX(T)

T
+ / {gos (b1, PV X (t4) + G (b1 7YV X (1) + gy (b1, 1) Vo D™ (7 (1), 7)
+ 9z, (ter, )V L™ (trr, ) + 92y (tk',T)Iﬂ’e[Vefﬂ(T(T)a ')](tk')}ﬂ[tk/+1,T)(7") dr
T
_ / Vo™ (ty,r) dW(r), s € [0,T].
By the assumption of the induction, for any r € [ty 41,7,
Vo@ ™ (1(r),r) = Vo™ (r(r),r)

and

1 tyryq VO 1 tr g1
TH OV 2™ (2(r), )] (t) = / Vo2 (r(r), s)ds = / Vo™ ((r), s) ds
Atk, tk/\/G Atk, t

=TT [VoZ7(r(r), )] (tw)-
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Thus we have
Vo@ ™ (tr, 8) = Yoy (b ) VX (r) + s, (b ) VX (T)
+ /ST {ggg1 (trr, M)VX (tr ) + uo (b, 7)VX (1) + gy (b1r, 7)VoZ T (T (1), 7)
(e Ve L () + e (e VT Vo 27 (1), ) () i,y ()

—/T Vo ™ (tpr,v) AW (r), s € [0,T].

On the other hand, we have
V& ™ (i, 8) = Y, (trr ) VX (trr) + Vo, (Er) VX(T)
T
" / {921 (ter, 1) VX (t) + oo (trr, ) VX (1) + gy (trr, 1) VoZ ™ (7(1), 7)
+ 921 (b, T)VOZ ™ (thr, 7) + G2y (b, 7)TT [V 27 (7(7), ) (bar) A,y ()
T
*/ VoZ™ (tgr,r)dW(r), s €[0,T].
By the uniqueness of the adapted solution of the BSDE, we see that (P/) holds. By the backward induction,
(Pg) holds for any k = j,j+1,...,N — 1. Since § € [0,t;] and j =0,..., N — 1 are arbitrary, we see that the

assertion holds. O

Next, we provide some key LP-estimates for p > 2.

Lemma 5.11. Let the assumptions in Proposition 5.8 hold. Fiz arbitrary p > 2. Then for any © =
{to,t1,...,tn} € II[0,T], it holds that

N-1

T
sup IE[ sup (ZAtk‘v(g@”(tk,s)f)p/z—&—(/o ‘Vg@”(T(t),t)‘zdt)p/Z

oe0,1] Lseo.1] N 1 (5.15)
T T
+ (/ / |vaf”(7(t),s)|2dsdt)p/2} <C,,
0 0
T /2 T /2
B[ sup (/ yvt@”(T(t),s)fdt)p +(/ |th(T(t),t)|2dt)p
sefo,1] N Jo 0 (5.16)

s (/OT /OT|vtgﬂ<T<t),s)|2dsdt)p/2} <G,

T p/2
max sup E| sup |Vo@7(ty, 3)|p + (/ (Vo Z™ (tr, $)|2 ds) } < Cp (5.17)
k=0,...N=2¢¢c[t, .1, 7] Lsel0,T] 0

and

P
max max sup E| sup |Ve@ ™ (t,s) — Vi, 2™ (tk,s)
k=0,...,N=2 =k+1,..N=1gc, 1, 1] Lselte,T] | . |

. o (5.18)
+(/ Vo 2™ (th, 5) = Vi, Z7 (b, 5)] ds) }gcpw/?.

te
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Proof. For simplicity of notation, we suppose d = 1, that is, W (-) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion.

Proof of (5.15). For each fixed 6 € [0, T], the variational BSDE system (5.12) is a BSDE system (3.2) with
the coefficients

U(tr) = Va, (te) VX (tr) Lg<tyy + thay (te) VX (En),
G(tlm 5,Y, 21, 22) = Gz, (tkv S)VX(tk)]l{thk} + Gy (tlm S)VX(S) + gy(tk, S)y + 9 (tkv S)Zl + 9z, (tk?v 8)22

Since |g¢| < L for § = x1,22,y, 21, 22, and E[sup,¢(o ) [VX(s)[P] < Cp, we can apply Theorem 3.4 (ii) and get

N-—

[ sup (Z AtV @ (b, )] )p/2+ (/OTW@”(T(t),t)|2dt)p/2
(

,_.

s€[0,T] N 12

’*]o

+ /OT Vo™ (r(1), 5)[2 ds dt)p/z}

0
N-1

/2
<G [(I;JAtk|¢m1(tk>VX(tk)]l{9§tk}+1/Jm2(tk)VX(tN)|2>p

Nl T p/2
(A [ g (15 VX (0 Do) + 90 () VX 0) P s)
k=0 tht1

<G,

Since the constant C), does not depend on 6, we get the estimate (5.15).
Proof of (5.16). For any ¢ € [0,T] \ , it holds that

Vi (7(t), ) = u, (T(1)) VX(T)
T
+ {gzz (1(t),s)VX(s) + g,(7(t), s)ViZ™(7(s), s)
+ 92, (7(1), ) Ve Z7(7(1), 8) + gz, (7(2), 8)T™ [V 27 (7( ) iy, (5

— | Ve ZT(r(t), s) AW ().

t

From Lemma 5.10, for any s € [7*(t),T), we have
Vi (7(s),8) = Vo# ™ (7(s),5) and I™[V,2Z7(7(s),)|(7(t)) = T [VoZ™(7(s), )](7(1)).
Thus, we have
V™ (7(t),1) = a, (7(1)) VX(T)

+ [ {g0a(7(1), 5)VX(5) + gy (7(2), ) VoD " (7(5), 8) + g2, (7(£), 5) Ve Z7 (7 (1), 5)
+ 92, (7(1), $) T Vo 27 (7(s), )|(T(1) Hir- (1)) (5) ds
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Also, it holds that

Vi (r(t),t) = [V (7(t /Vtﬁf” ) AW (s).
Thus, by defining

n(t) == V@™ (7(¢),t), t € 10,7,
((t,8) ==V Z7(7(t),5), (t,s) €[0,T]?,

we see that (n(-),¢(+,-)) is the adapted M-solution of BSVIE (1.3) with the coefficients

U(t) = thay (7()) VX(T),
G(tv S, Y, 21, 22) = {gz2 (T(t)a S)VX(S) + gy (T(t)v S)V()gﬂ- (T(S)a S) + 9z, (T(t)a S)Zl
+ 92 (T(), )™ [Vo 2™ (7(5), (T () } i (1), (5)-

Note that ¥g,, gz, gy, 9=, and g, are bounded by L. Furthermore, from (5.15), it holds that

E[(/OT |v0@”(r(t),t)|2dt)p/2} <c,

and
s([ / T2 ), )](r(t))ﬁdsdt)p”}

B[ / /*@) At / v Vo2 (7(s),u)[* dudsadr)” 2}
[//WO“‘J’“Wr 75)|2d8dt)p/2]gcp.

Therefore, by the LP-estimate for BSVIEs (see Thm. 3.4 (i)), we see that (5.16) holds.
Proof of (5.17). Let k =0,..., N —2 and 6 € [tx11,T] be fixed. Noting that Z™°[-](t;) = 0, we have

I /\

IN

IE

Vo™ (tr, s) = b, (te) VX(T)
T
+ / {9932 (tk,T)VX(’I“) + gy(tkvr)VGQ/ﬂ(T(r)’r) + 9z (tkvr)VGf tkv }]1 [trt1,T) ( )d

— /T VoZ (tg,r)dW (r), s € [0,T].

By the a priori estimate for BSDEs (see Lem. 2.1) and the estimate (5.15), we have

E[ sup | V@™ (ti,s)|” +</OTIVQfﬂ(tk75)‘2dS)p/2}

s€[0,T]

gcpE[|%(tk)VX(T)|p+ (/tT |G (b, 7YV X (1) + gy (b, 1) V@ ™ (7 ydr) ]
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< CpE[ sup |VX(s)|” + (/OT |v9@/”(r(t),t)|2dt>p/2] < C,.

s€[0,T]
Thus, the estimate (5.17) holds.

Proof of (5.18). Let k=0,...,N—2,f=k+1,...,N—1and 0 € [ty, t,41] be fixed. Noting that Z™0[-](t;,) =
I™te+1[(tg) = 0, it holds from Lemma 5.10 that, for any s € [t,, T],

Vo ™ (th, s) = 1, (k) VX(T)
T
—|—/ { 9oy s T)VX () + gy (ti, )V o ™ (7(r),7) + gz, (b, 7)Vo Z T (i, 7) } dr
—/ Vo2 (ty,r)dW (r)
= Y, (L) VX(T)

T
+ / {gzg (tka T)VX(T> + gy(tky T)VO@T( (T(’I’), T)]l[t£+1’T) (T)
+ gy(tka T)VQWTF (tfa T) ]l[tz/,,tz/,+1) (T) + 9z (tk?’ T)V@ff tk?’ } dr

- / V() AW (),
and
Vi @ (b, 8) = e, () VX (T)
+ /ST {9, tis 1)VX (1) + gy (ti, ) Vi (DT (T(1), 1) + G2y (b, ) Vi, Z7 (b, )} dr
- /T Vipor L™ (tr,r) dW (1)
= %:(tk)VX(T)

T
+ / (G (b1 PV X (1) + gy (b, P) VD ™ (7(1),7) + Gy (i, 7) Vi o 7 (tr,7) b
/T Vi Z7 (t,r) dW(r).

By the stability estimate for BSDEs (see Lem. 2.1) and the estimate (5.15), we have

T p/2
E[ sup |V9@“(tk,s) —Vthrlg (tg, s | + (/ |Vggﬂ(tk,8) _vtk+1ff (tx, s | dS) ]
124

s€([te,T)

tota
<GE[( [ s )90 (0.1) = 9,00, )V0B 1] )|
14

SC’pﬂp/Q{E[(/ttZ Vo™ (1,7 ar) /]HE[(/:MWO (te,7)[*ar) /2}}

T
<Gyla’? sup B[( [ (Vo i of at)"] < fap
0€[0,T] 0
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Thus, the estimate (5.18) holds, and we complete the proof. O

Now we are ready to estimate the modulus of the L?-time regularity of 2.

Theorem 5.12. Under (Hy 4) and (Hy ), for any m = {to,t1,...,tx} € I1[0, T, it holds that

N-1 trt1 )
3 Atkua[/ |27 (b 5) ds| < O+ o) (5.19)
k=0 bk
and
N-1 N-1 toyy . )
Soan Y E[/ |27 (b, 5) = 2 (tr, )| ds| < COU+ [22){I] + po (7%} (5.20)
k=0 £=0 te

Proof. For each € > 0, let (be, 0c,%., ge) be a smooth mollifier of (b, o,, g). Note that (be,oc, ¥, ge) satisfies
(Hy,¢) and (Hp ) with the same constant L and continuous functions py 4 and p,. For each m = {tg,t1,...,tn} €
I1[0, T, denote by (X, %", Z7) the corresponding solution of SDE (5.2) and BSDE system (5.5). By using
the stability estimate for SDEs (cf. Thm. 3.2.4 in [47]), we see that lim. o X.(-) = X(-) in LZ(Q; C([0, T]; R™)).
Then, by the stability estimate for BSDE systems (see Lem. 3.3), we can easily show that

N-1 T
. T us 2 p—
lim ;:o: AtkE[/O |27 (b, 5) — 2™ (t, 5)] ds} =0

and

N-1

lim Z Aty Z Atg]EUff (tste) — ff”(tk,mﬂ —0

£=0

Thus, without loss of generality, we may assume that b(s,z), o(s,z) are C' in 2 € R", and ¥(t,x1,x2),
g(t, 8,21, 22,y, 21, 20) are Ol in (21, 9,y, 21, 22) € R® x R™ x R™ x R™*4 x R™>4_In this case, the assumptions
in Proposition 5.8 hold.

We first prove (5.19). By using the representation formula (5.14), together with the estimates (5.3), (5.10)
and (5.16), we have

N-1 th+1 9 N-1 te+1 9
3 AtkIE[/ |27 (11, )| ds] = Atk]E[/ (9.9 (t4, ) (VX () o (s, X (5))* s
k=0 th k=0 tk

= bt 112 2
<SS A4E VW (1, 5)|  d vX(s) (14 sup |X
<C3 an [ mammas s [(@x6) (14 s (X))

§C|7T|E[/OT|Vt6?/”(7(t),t)}2dt sup |(VX(5))*1|2<1+ sup |X(s)|2)}

s€[0,T] s€[0,T]
§ C|7T|EK/OT |Vt@”(7(t),t)|2 dt)3} 1/3E[S:EPT] |(VX(s))71|6} 1/3(1 + EL:[%I,)T] |X(s)|6} 1/3>

< CQ A [af*)nl.

Thus, the estimate (5.19) holds.
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Next, we prove (5.20). Let k,£ =0,...,N — 1 be fixed. Note that ?W(thtg) is the best approximation of
Z™(tg,-) on [te, tey1] in the following sense:

toy

B[ [ 1270 - F wwf ] <u] [ 12700 o)

te 0

for any ¢ € L% (€;R™*?). Thus, by the representation formula (5.14), we have

E[/tl+1 |Qpﬂ(tk7s) —?W(tk,tg)fds}
< ]E[/tm (V™ (tr, s)(VX(5) " o(s, X(s)) — vtzgw(tk”te)(VX(te))_la(%X(te))‘zds] (5.21)

te

(1) (2) (3)
< S{Ik,e + 0o+ 1,

where
1 = k[ [ 90 PUOX ) Plols, X(6) - s X(0) ],
iy :=E[/tm (V™ (th, 8) [ (VX ()71 = (VX () ][0 (e, (te))y2ds]7

(3) bt 2 12 2
1Y) = E[/ [V ™ (ts8) = Ve, &7 (b te) || (VX (80) 7o (8, X (20))] ds]
te
We estimate S0 o Aty S o' I(Z for i =1,2,3.
For ¢ = 1, we divide the sum Zk o " Aty ZN ! I(lg into three cases: kK > ¢, k =/ and k < {.

The sum of I,g,g for k > £. By using Lemma 5.10, together with the estimates (5.3), (5.4), (5.10) and (5.15),
we have

teta
A I =3 A E[/ Vo™ (10, 9)| (VX (5) (s, X () = o(te, X (80)) [ ds]
k=1 =0 k=1 =0 te
N-1 k—1 tos1 5 ) )
-3 Ay E[/ Vo™ (th, 5)| [ (VX ()7 7|0 (s, X (5)) — o (te, X (£2)))| ds]
k=1 =0 te
=2 2 2
<C> AuE Aty |Vo# ™ (ty, s VX(s)!
0 ;808 i (3 Sl l) g o
X 9 Po 21+supX32+ sup X(s) - X(to)|?
{pollmD?(1+ sup IXGP)+ sup  [X(s) = XCe0)|'}]
Nl Nl 311/3 611/3
<C AtyE| sup Aty | Vo™ (L, )2 E| sup |(VX(s -1
; ! [SE[OT](;;) k| o7 (b | ) ] LE[OT | | }

{orr? (18] s (X)) B[ s [X00) - X“”ﬂ ")

C+ o) {|7] + po(|7])?}.
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The sum of I,E’lg for k = £. By using the estimates (5.3), (5.4), (5.10) and (5.16), we have

>
s
=
=~
!
ling
>
s
&

/t o (V™ (th, 9) || (VX ()71 |0 (5, X (5)) — U(tk,X(tk))|2ds]

T
<C AtkE{/ ‘Vt@” ‘ dt sup ’VX )~ |2
0

s€[0,T]

X{p0(|7r|)2(1+ sup [X(s)) +  sup |X(s) — X(t)|"}]
s€[0,T] SE[tr,tht1]

<c AtkE[(/T|vt@/“<r<t),t>|2dt)3]1%[ sup (v x(s) ]
0

k=0 s€[0,T]
{oot (4] sy X)) +E[ sy 09— x00["] )

CA+ |z {I7| + po(I7[)*}-

The sum of I,Sg for k < £. By using the estimates (5.3), (5.4), (5.10) and (5.17), we have

N-2 N-1 N-2 N-1 toit ) , ,
At Y 10 =3 A, E[/ Vo™ (11, 9)| [ (VX (5)) 7 *|o(s, X () = o(te, X (80)) ds|
k=0 f=k+1 k=0 t=k+1 te
N-2 N=1 ., 1/3 1/3 1/3
<Y Ay / E[[V.2(tes)°] B[ sup [(VX ()] E[o(s X(9) - alte, X())|*] T ds
k=0 f=k+17 e s€[0,T]
N2 Nl 1/3 611/3
<C Aty Aty sup ]E{ sup |V9@ (tg, )” E{ sup |VX 1!}
k=0 (=k+1 0€(try1,T] s€[0,T7] s€[0,T7]
<Aoo (1+E[ swp 1x@] ) +E[ swp [x()-x(e0']"")
s€[0,T] s€[te,tet1]
C(1+ |z){Ix| + po(|7])*}.
Thus, we get
N-1
Z Aty Z I{}) < O+ [al){Im| + po(I7])?}. (5.22)

By the same way as above, noting the estimate (5.11), we can show that

N-1 N-1
2
Aty Y1) < C(+ [zf?)al. (5.23)
k=0 =0
It remains to estimate Ek —0 ' Aty Z kt? Again we divide the sum into three cases: k > ¢, k = { and

k<.



64 Y. HAMAGUCHI AND D. TAGUCHI

The sum of I,fg for k > £. By using Lemma 5.10, we have

tet1
ALY =3 Ay, E[/H V@™ (t,s) — Vi, @™ (i to) | | (VX (t0) 7 o (te, X (t0))] ds}
k=1 =0 k=1 =0 te
N-1 k—1 (7
~ N Ar, IE[/ Vo ™ (th, 5) — Vo ™ (ti, t0) || (VX (80)) | (e, X (12))] ds}
k=1 £=0 te
N-—1 k—1 ) ) )
<Inl DALY sup E[|[Vo#(ts) — Vo (te t0) [ (VX (1)) ! r(ee, X ()]
k=1 =0 s€[te,teta]

Observe that, for any k =0,...,N —1,£=0,...,k and s € [ts, toy1],

E||Vo# ™ (te. 5) = Vo ™ (1, )] (VX (00) 7Pt X (1) ]

—E|| /t Vo2 ™ (tk,7) dW(r)‘2|(VX(t¢))’l|2]a(tg, x(t))[’] (5.24)

= E[/t ]Vo.ﬂ‘”’r(tk,r)‘gdr’(VX(te))_lIQ‘U(tg,X(tg))ﬂ.

Thus, by using the estimates (5.3), (5.10) and (5.15), we have

At 1)
k=1 £=0

N-1 k—1 tost
<l S Aty E[/ V027 (1, )| ds| (VX (1)) Flor(te, X (10)) ]

k=1 =0 te

N—-1 th )

< C|r|E At/ VoZ™(t,s)| d VX(s)H (1 + X(s
< Clrl [; o)) Vo2 (b ds sup |(9X 6D (14 sup X))

SC|W|E[</OT/OT|VOQF”(T(7§),s)|2dsdt)3r/3E[ sup [(VX(5)7!["] v (1+E[ s [x(s)] ]1/3)

€[0,T] s€[0,T)
< O(1+ |z]?)|x].

The sum of I,g?’g for k= {. By using Lemma 5.10, we have

=2

1

N—1 thtl
AT =3 AtkE[/t IV 2™ (th, ) — Vtk@”(tk,tk)|2|(VX(tk))_1|2]a(tk7X(tk))|2ds]
k=0 k

o
ZO

-1

]}

Atkﬂ«:[/ VI (b ) Vo (b 1) | (VX (12)) o (1 X (12))[ ]

=0
N-1

3{ 3 AtkE[/tM |VS@”(tk,s)|2‘(VX(tk))*1|2|a(tk,X(tk))|2ds]

k=0

?r

IN
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N-—-1 thy1 )
+ Z Atk]E[/ IVo# ™ (t, 5)|”| (VX (1

D7l (te, X (00))[* ds]
+ Z AtkE{/tk h |VoZ ™ (tr, s) — Vo@”(tk,tk)|2{(VX(fk))_1|2’U(tk7X th |2d3”

By using the equality (5.24), together with the estimates (5.3), (5.10), (5.15) and (5.16), we have

T
At IS < cm{m[/ IV (r(
0

N-1

-1
> D dt sup [(VX() 7 (14 sup |X(5)]")]

s€[0,T] s€[0,T]
T
+]E[/ V@™ (r(t), 1) dt sup |(VX(s))"|? (
0

1+ sup | X (s) |>]
s€[0,T)

s€[0,T]

N-1 t
+ZAtkE{/k ‘VOQF (tx, s ’ ds sup ’VX 1‘ (
k=0

a0 )}

sE[O T

§C|7r{]EK/OT|Vt@”(r(t),t)|2dt)3]l/3—HE[(/O |V0@’T(T(t),t)|2dt) ]1/3
s[([ [ 1vore. asar)']")

<5 (@3] (18] 1x0]")
< C(1+ [z[*)|xl.

The sum of I}, for k < {. By using the estimates (5.3), (5.10) and (5.18), we have

N—2 N-1 N—2 N-1 o ) ) )
A ST I8 =Y A E[/ VD™t 8) — Vo, @ (1, t0) || (VX (1) 7|0 (e, X (1)) ds]
k=0 =k+1 k=0 t=k+1 te
N-2 N—-1 tost ) ) )
<3{ Aty E[ Vo™ (b, 5) — Vi n @ ™ (b, 9) 2| (VX (1) 2 [l (te, X (1)) ds}
k=0 =k+1 te
N-2 N-1 ) ) )
+ 3 An AthE“Vt[@“(tk,tg)—VtHlﬁ’/“ tio 1) || (VX (1)) 2 [P (b, X (1)) }
k=0 l=k+1
= ~ bt 2 112 2
+ 5 At E[/ Vi s 2 (b 8) = Vi @™ (b1 )| (VX (60) 7|0 (ke X (22))] ds}}
k=0 1=k+1 te
N-2 N-—1 6 1/3
<C Aty Aty sup E[ sup ’Vg@ (tx,s) — Vtkﬂgfﬂ(tk,s)”
k=0 I=k+1 O€te,tot1] s€[te,T]

=] x0) 7] (5] 0] )

s€[0,7T
N-—-2 N-1

+3|W‘2Atk Z

Sup [ [Viy, 7 (th,5) = Voo @ (11 10) | (VX (00) ™ ot X 00)
k=0 t=kt1 SEltesteta]

65
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< O+ )il
N-2 N-1 ) . 2
30 30 Atk 30 sup E[[Via 1) = Vet ) |(VX )l X))
k=0 t=kt1 SEltesteta]

We estimate the last sum in the above inequalities. By using Lemma 5.10, together with the estimates (5.3),
(5.10), (5.15) and (5.17), we have

N-2 N-1
Aty D, sup E[Wt’”lgﬂ(tk’s) _Vtxw@ﬂ(tk,te)|2|(VX(te))7l‘2|0(te,X(tz))|2}
k=0 t=k+1 S€testeta]
N-2 N—-1 s
=Y a6 Y, sw E[- / {00a (14 DX () + 9y (11, 7) V1 D7 (11,7)
k=0 f=k+1 s€[tetot1] te
+Zg @ (b, ) Vg yy 27 (b, 7) d7‘+/ Vi Z7 (e, r) dW (r ‘ |VX te)) 1| ’U te, X te))| }
a=1
N-2 N-—
Aty Z sup EH—/ {gmz te, P)VX (1) + gy (i 1) Vo @ ™ (g, 1)
k=0 1=k+15€ [te,tesa]
d R ,
* Z9z<a>(tk»r)vtwf”"“)(tw)}dr+ Vs Z7 (o) dW(r)‘ (VX (1) P lote, X (1))
1 "
= = toy1
<C> At Z H (At)? sup |VX(s)|” +At4/ Vo™ (te,7)|" dr
k=0 I=k s€[0,T] te

bett 2 2
+(1+Au)/ [Viwn 27 () ar} sup [(9X ()7 (14 sup |X(s)]%)]
te s€[0,T] s€[0,T]

T N-2 T
< C]E{{"ﬂ sup |VX(5)|2 + |7T|/ |VO@”(T(t)7t)|2dt—|— Z Atk/ |Vtk+139 tk, | dS}
s€[0,T k=0

tht1

x sup (VX () (14 sup [ X(s)[")]

s€1[0,T] 5€[0.7]
C{WELGSEPT VXl T K |7T|]E[</ |V0@”(T(t>at)|2dtﬂl/3

+ _Joax 206[213 T]]EK/ |VoZ™ (ty, s | ds) ]1/3}

XE[SSEPT]}(VX(S))—1| }1/ <1+EL€S[%pT |X ‘ }1/3>

C(1+ |z]?).

Thus, we get

& <o+ [af?)|n.
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Consequently, it holds that

ST A Y 1) <o+ [af?)n). (5.25)
k=0 =0
From (5.21), (5.22), (5.23) and (5.25), we obtain (5.20), and we finish the proof. O

We provide proofs of our main results.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. We observe that, under the assumptions (Hy ) and (Hy ), the coefficients (¥, G) defined
by

U(t) = o(t, X(1), X(T)), t €0, 7],

5.26
G(tasayyzlaZQ) = g(taSaX(t)7X(S)ay721a32)7 (tasvyaZhZQ) € A[O7T} x R™ x Rde X Rdev ( )

satisfy (Hy, ) with M replaced by C'v/1 + |z[2 and py c(t) replaced by v/ + py,4(t). Thus, by Corollary 3.9,
for any m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0, T}, it holds that

trt1
Eim) + £(Zim) < C{(L+ 1) (] + pug(im)?) + Y- AE[ [ |27 (tu,s)]* ds]
k=0 k
N-—-1 N—-1 tot1 . 9
+ Aty, E[/ |27 (tr,s) — Z (tr, to)] ds]}.
k=0 £=0 te
Therefore, by Theorem 5.12, we get the assertions. O

Proof of Theorem 5.5. Under the assumptions (Hy 4)" and (Hp,)', (¥, G) defined by (5.26), together with
(U™, G™) defined by

U™ (1) = (tr, X" (tx), X" (tn)), k=0,...,N — 1,
G™ (tr,te,y, 21, 22) = g(te, te, X7 (tr), X" (Le), y, 21, 22),
(y,21,22) ER™ x R4 x R™*4 | =0,... N—1, {=Fk,...,N—1,

satisfy (Hy )" with M replaced by C'y/1 + |z|2. Thus, by Proposition 4.5, for any © = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0,T]
with || <, it holds that

N—-1N-1

N-1 te4+1 9 trt1 tet1 2
E[/ V() — Y (g t0)|* it + ZE[/ / 12(t, ) — 27 (1. 10)| ds ]
k=0 tr k=0 £=0 b te

N—-1 thi1 9
< C{(1 PRILESY Atk]E[/ |27 (b, 5)] ds]
k=0 T

N-1 _N—l tosr . )
+ ZAthE[/ ‘Qpﬂ(tk,s)—,@o (tk,tg)’ ds}}
k=0 £=0

te

Noting that p,(t) = L/t, by Theorem 5.12, we get the assertion. O
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APPENDIX A. LP-A PRIORI ESTIMATES
In this appendix, we provide a proof of Theorem 3.4. First, we show the following lemma.

Lemma A.1. Assume that (H,G) satisfies the conditions (i), (ii) and (i) in (Hy o) with (¥,G) = (H,G),
and that H and G are bounded. Suppose that we are given a triplet

V() Z(,), €0, ) € L2(0,T; LE(; C([0, T); R™))) x L2(0,T; LE(0, T; R™*4)) x L2(0,T; LE(0, T; R™*%))

which satisfies

T T
V(t, s) = H(t) +/ G(t,r,Y(r,r), Z(t,r),C(t, )L 1 (r) dr—/ Z(t,r)dW (r),

(A1)
s €10,T], ae. te€]0,T],a.s.,
and
/ }C(t,s)’zdtg/ ’Z(ts:7t)|2dt7 a.e. s €10,T], a.s. (A.2)
0 0
Then for any p > 2, it holds that
T /2 T /2 T T /2
B[ sup (/ V(e s) )" + (/ o) + (/ / |2(t,5)[*asar) |
s€[0,T] N o ( o Jo (A.3)

< cpE[(/OT {H(t)|2dt)p/2 + (/OT /tT |g(t,s,o,o,0);2dsdt)p/2}.

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we let m = d = 1. The proof can be easily generalized to the multi-dimensional
case. We fix p > 2 and prove the estimate (A.3).
By taking conditional expectations on both sides of (A.1), we get

T
V(t,s) = Eq [’H(t) —I—/ G(t,r,Y(r,r), Z(t,7),¢(t, 7)), (r)dr|, s €[0,T], ae. t €[0,T], a.s.

Since H and G are bounded, we see that Y(,-) is bounded. Again by (A.1) and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality, we see that

csaws[([ fet.or 4 <o

We investigate some key dynamics. Fix an arbitrary constant A > 0. Noting (A.1), by using It6’s formula for
s+ e|V(t,5)|? on [t,T] for each fixed t € [0,T], we get
|2

e’\5|y(t, s)|” = e>‘T|’H(t)

}2

T
—|—/ {—)\e’\T‘y(t,T)F—|—26’\Ty(t,r)(](t,r,y(r,r)7Z(t,r),((t,r))—e)‘T‘Z(t,T)|2}dr (A.4)

/T 2N YV(t, ) Z(t,r) AW (r), s € [t,T], a.e. t €[0,T].

S



APPROXIMATIONS FOR ADAPTED M-SOLUTIONS

In particular, we have
MY, 6)|* = M)
T
+ / {2 V(t,8)|” + 262 V(t, 5)G(t, 5, V(5 8), Z(t, 8), ((t, 5)) — | Z(t,5)| "} ds
t

T
—/ 2eY(t, 5) Z(t,s) AW (s), a.e. t € [0,T).
t
Also, by using Itd’s formula for s — |Y(t, s)|? on [0,¢] for each fixed t € [0, 7], we have

t t
V(s = \y(t,t)f—/ |Z(t,r)|2dr—/ 2Vt ) Z(t,r) AW (r), s € [0,4], ae. t € [0,T],
and thus
t 9 9 t
/ |Z(t,s)|"ds < |V(t, )] —/ 2Y(t,8)Z(t, s) AW (s), a.e. t € [0,T].
0 0
Combining (A.4), (A.5) and (A.6), we obtain

MtVs) |y(t7 s)|2

= AU
T

b [ A Y] + 22 VG 1 V), Z(0,0), €6y 1)
bT 2

—/ e)‘(tw)|Z(t,r)| dr

T
—/ 2 VY (t, 1) Z(t, ) AW (1), s € [0,T), ae. t € [0,T].

S

69

(A.6)

(A7)

(A.8)

By integrating both sides of (A.5) and (A.8) with respect to ¢ € [0, T], and by using (stochastic) Fubini’s theorem

(¢f. Thm. 4.A in [6]), we get

T 2 T 2
/ MY(t, )] dt:e’\T/ [H(t)|” dt
0 0

T s
—Xe?® s)|” e s s, V(s,s s s
[ AV + 20050600, 5.9(5,5), 200,90, (0,5)

- e)‘s‘Z(t,s)lz} dtds

0 0

(A.9)
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and

T 2 r 2
/ V| Y(t, s)| dt:e’\T/ [H(t)|” dt
0

0

T T
—|—/ /0 {—/\e>‘T|y(t,r)|2 + 2N V(t, r)G(t, 7, V(r,T), Z(t, r),C(t,r))}dtdr

T T 9
—/ / e)‘(tvr)|2(t7r)’ dtdr
s 0
T T
- / / 2 A Yt 1) Z(¢,7) dt AW (1), s € [0, T.
s 0

For any € > 0, define Y (s) := fOT V| (e, 5)|2 dt + ¢, s € [0,T]. We note that the process Y*<(-) is an

1to6 process which is strictly positive, and it holds that )NiA’g(T) =M fOT |H(t)|? dt + €. Thus, by using Ito’s
formula for s — (Y (s))P/2, we obtain!

p/2

~ p/2 T 2
(y“(s)) 2 _ (6/\T/O |7—l(t)| dt+€)

~—
<
>
[0}

_|_
N
H

: (r))p/2_1 /OT{—)\e”\7'|y(t,r)|2 +2eMY(t, )G (¢, m, V(1 7), Z(t,7),((t, 7))} dtdr

!

T
» (r))”/“/ AV Z(t,7)|* dt dr
0

~
A
>
m

S

—

@

(5= @) [ 2 eyenznaf a

NCIRS TSN ST SRS VIAS
—~
<
>
K
~—
=

|
e
N

T
p/2—1/ 26A(t\/r)y(t7r)z(t7r) dtdW(r), s € [0,T],
0

and thus

T r T T
(jA,E(S))P/Q + %/ (ij,s(r))P/Q—lem/ ‘y(tﬂ“)|2dtdr+§/ (j}A,s(TDP/Q—l/ €>\(tvr)‘z(t,7“)|2dtdr
s 0 s

0
T T
+p(]%il)/ (ij,E(r))p/2f2‘/ AN Y P Z (¢, 1) dt‘gdr

0

T r 2 p/2 p T~,g p/2-1 e "
- (» /O (o) d + <) +§/s ()21 /0 2Vt )Gt v, V(r, 1), Z(t 1), C(t, 7)) dt dr

TS € p/2—1 g (tvr)
,p/s (YMe(r) /0 MYt ) Z(t,r) dtdW (r), s € [0,T].
(A.10)

By using the above dynamics, we prove Claim 1 and Claim 2 below. In the following, we use the notation
Go(t,s) :=G(t,s,0,0,0).

TAdding € > 0 is not needed when p ¢ (2,4) since « +— xP/2 is C? on R. Technical difficulties arise when p € (2, 4) since > zP/?
is not C? on a neighborhood of zero. In this case, adding € > 0 and making Y€ away from zero are crucial to apply It6’s formula.
More precisely, we use Itd’s formula for s — f-(J*(s)) where fe : R — R is a C function such that f.(z) = zP/2 for = > &/2.

This is why we introduced the constant € > 0. A similar argument appeared in the literature of BSDEs (see the proof of Lemma
2.2 in [9]).
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Claim 1. For any constant A\ > 1 + 2L2(2T + 3), it holds that

]EK/ Myt o) ar)” / / A9 2 (2, 5) [ ds ) 2}
< CpE[epAT/Q (/OT| | dt / / A5|g0 (t,s ’ dsdt) +S€S‘[\(1)%)T] (/OT eA(t\/S)‘y(t7s)‘2 dt)P/2}.

Proof of Claim 1. Fix arbitrary constants u, A > 0. By the Lipschitz continuity of G and Young’s inequality, it
holds that

2Y(t,8)G(t, s, V(s, ), Z(t, s),((t, s))

A.
< (142uL?+ 2L2)|y(t,s)|2 + |Gol(t, s)|2 + %|y(s,s)|2 + %|Z(t,s)|2 + i|<(t,s)}2 (A-11)

for any (¢,s) € A0, T]. Thus, by (A.9), for any p, A > 0, it holds that

T 2 T 2
/ M|V, 1)) dtge)‘T/ |H(t)|" dt
’ TO s 9 1 s
+/ e’\s{(1+2uL2+2L2—>\)/ |V(t,5)| dt—f/ |Z(t,s)|" dt
0 0 2 0
s T 1 S
+/ ‘go(t,s)lgdt—&-f|y(s,s)‘2+f/ ]((t,s)|2dt}ds
0 H K Jo
T s
_ / / 2N V(L $) Z(t, 5) dt AW (s).
0 0
By the assumption (A.2), together with (A.7), we have
/ |C(t,s)|2dt§/ |2(s,t)] dt < |y(s,s)|27/ 2V(s,t)Z(s,t) AW (t), a.e. s € [0,T).
0 0 0

Hence, by the stochastic Fubini’s theorem, we obtain

T 2 T 2
/ M|Y(t, )] dtge’\T/ |H ()| dt
0 0
g As 2 2 ° 2 1/ 2
+/ e {(1+2uL +2L fA)/ |y(t,s)| dt*i/ |Z(t,s)|” dt
0 0
/|g0ts\dt |y 9"} s
T
—/ {2/ V(L 5) 2 (t,s)dt—i—i/ ekfy(t,s)Z(t,s)dt}dW(s).
0 0 s

We set = 2(T + 1). Then for any A > 1+ 2uL? + 2L? =1+ 2L?(2T + 3), we have

T 9 T T 5
/ M|Y(t,1)] dt+/ / | Z2(t,s)| dsdt
0 . i 0 Jt S 2
gze”/ |H(t)| dt+2/ / e**|Go(t,s)|” dsdt
0 0 t
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_/OT{4/OS AY(L $)Z (L, 5) dt+Tj_1/sT V(t, ) (1) e} AW ().

Furthermore, again by (A.7) and the stochastic Fubini’s theorem,

T 9 T T 5
/ M|Vt 1)) dt+/ / MV Z(t,5)| dsdt
0 0 0
T 9 T T 5 T t )
:/ M|V, t)| dt+/ / M| Z(t, 5)] dsdt—I—/ e’\t/ |Z(t,s)|" dsdt
0 0 t 0 0
T 9 T T 9 T t
2/ MV, 1)| dt+/ / eM|2(t,s)| dsdtf/ e“/ 2V(t, $)Z(t,s) AW (s) dt
0 0 t 0 0
T 9 T T 5
4e”/ M (1)) dt+4/ / e**[Go(t, s)|" dsdt
0 0 t

- /OT{8/OS eMY(t,8)2(t,s)dt + (Ti—&—l + 2) /T MY(t,8)Z(t, 5) dt} dW (s).

S

By using the Burkholder—-Davis—Gundy inequality, H6lder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we see that

/2
E M| Y(t,t) dt // AV Z(t,5)|" dsdt
([ e peor 2009 dsar)"]
<C]E{epm/2/ (¢ ydt // *|Go(t, )| dsdt)
T, T p/4
+ AV Nyt s)||Z(t, s)] dt) d
(/0 (/0 e |y< 9z ar) as)"]
<C]EeW/2/ |H(t ydt // ’\“"gots’dsdt)
+ / / eA<tVs>|y(t,s)| dt/ V| Z(t,5) | dtds)p/j
<C]Eep’\T/2/ |H(t |dt // **|Go(t, )| dsdt) v
+ sup (/ VI (e, 5)| dt /4/ / eMtVs)\z(t,s)fdsdt)p/4]
s€[0,T]
T
<01E[NT/2/ | (¢ |dt // *|Go(t,5)| dsdt) + sup (/ eA(tVS)|y(t,s)|2dt)p/2}
sef0,7] o
g v 22, )2 dsdr)” .
() ezt )™

Noting that

T T 9 p/2 /2
/ / e)‘(tvs)|Z(t,s)| dsdt) ] < TP/2ePAT/2 egssup B / |Z (t,s | ds ] < 00,
0o Jo te[0,T]

we get the assertion of Claim 1.
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Claim 2. For any constants g, A > 0 with A > 1 + 2uL? 4+ 2L?, it holds that

]E[ sup (/T e“tvs)ly(t,s)]zdt)m}

s€[0,T] NJO

T T T
SCpE[ep)‘T/2</ ]"H(t)\th)p/QJr(/ / e“]Qo(t,s)|2dsdt)p/2
0 0 t

1 Ty 5 NP2 1 T e 2 p/2
+W</o M |Y(t, 1) dt) +W(/o /0 MV Z(t, s)| dsdt) }

Proof of Claim 2. Fix arbitrary constants u, A > 0. By (A.10) and (A.11), for each s € [0, T], we have

T r
(37“(3))”/&% / A0 / Y(t,r)|* atdr
s 0

p (T~ 21 [T 2
+§/ (yA’E(r))p/_ / eMtW)‘Z(t,rﬂ dtdr

0
P

’ VA pr2—2| [T AtV 2
(3 )/ (V) ‘/0 AV )Z(E ) dt| dr
T
s(e”/ o) ar+e)”
0

T T
+2(1+2uL” +2L2)/ (y*’f(r))p/“e“/ V¢, )| dt dr
s 0

T r
+§/ ()7’\’5(7“))27/2_16)”/ ’Z(t,r)‘zdtdr
s 0

T B r T 1 .
+§/§ (y)\,s(r))P/Q 1e>\7"{/0 |go(t,’r)|2dt+p|y(r’r)|2+ﬁ/0 |<(t,7")|2dt}dfr

T T
~p / (D)) / ANVDY(t, ) Z(t, ) dt AW (r).

0

Noting the assumption (A.2), when A\ > 1+ 2uL? + 2L?, we have, for each s € [0, T,

() +p(5 1) / ) . / "I () dtf dr

< (eAT /OT |H(t){2dt+s)p/2

+I2)/L9T(37A75(r))p/2—1exr{/or |g0(t,r)|2dt+ %’y(rﬂ“)F +;/OT |Z(r,t)|2dt} dr

—p / NANG) . / AV (L, ) Z(t,r) dt AW (r).

0

Thus, by the Burkholder—-Davis—Gundy inequality, we get

E [ sup @“(s))”/z]

s€[0,T

(A.12)
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T
SC,,IEK@AT/ ]H(t)|2dt+5>p/2
0
TS - ’ 1 1 e
+/ (9= (s))"" 1e“{/ |go(t,s)’2dt+f|y(878)‘2+—/ yZ(s,t)|2dt}ds
0 0 H H Jo
T T
+ {/ (ﬁ*f(s))p‘z‘/ AVIY(t $)Z(t, ) dt‘zds}l/z}
0 0
T
SC,,]EKe*T/ ]H(t)|2dt+e>p/2
0
T T T
+ sup (?A’E(s))m—l{/ / 6A5|Qo(t78)\2dsdt+l/ M|yt 6 dt
s€[0,T] 0 mJo
/ / eMtVs) ’Z (t,s | dsdt}

+ sup (3~)A75(s)>17/4{/0 (y“( ))p/z 2’/ AVt $)Z(t, s dt’ ds}

s€[0,T] 0

1/2}

Furthermore, by Young’s inequality,

E[ sup (7()"] < &E|( AT/ ) dt+e)” / / e |Go(t, )| dsdt)
s€[0,T
1 a p/2 N
+T/z(/o t|3’”|dt + o // A |Zts|dsdt)
+/0 (y/\,E(S))p/Z—Z‘/O e’\(tVS)y(t,S)Z(t,s)dt’ ds}
+1E[ sup (?*78(3))”/2},

s€[0,T]

and thus, it holds that

E[ sup (7()"] < 6E|( AT/ #e) dt+e)” / / e |Go(t, )| dsdt)
s€[0,T]
1 p/2 )
+W(/ Ay, dt +u”/2 / / AV9)| 2 (¢, )] dsdt)

+/0 (y’\’e(s))p/2_2‘/0Te’\(tvs)y(t,s)Z(t,s)dt’ ds]
(A.13)

On the other hand, noting that )(+,-) is bounded and

]E[/OT(/OT|Z(t,s)|dt)2ds] §T2esssupE/ |Z(t, s | ds} < 00,

tel0,T
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by letting s = 0 in (A.12) and taking expectations on both sides, we have

E[/OT(j}A,s(S))PM—Q’/OT ex(tvs)y(t’ S)Z(t,s) dtrds}
< C’pEKe)‘T /T H t)]th+g)p/2
0
+AT(jA,E(S))p/2—1eAS{/OS ]go(t,s)|2dt+ %‘y(&s)’g N i/os |Z(3,t)\2dt}ds},

and hence

E[/OT (37/\,5(5))1)/2—2‘/T AP (L, $)Z(t, s) dt‘z ds}

0

< CPE{(&T /OT 1H(t)| at +e)p/2

T
+ sup (PM(s)) p/21 // *[Go(t, s)|* ds dt + — / M|Vt )| dt

s€[0,T]
/ / A |Z(1,5)|* dsdt }] .

By (A.13) and (A.14), together with Young’s inequality, we can show that
~ T /2 T T /2
]E[ sup (y)"s(s))pﬂ} < CPEKe’\T/ |’H(t)]2dt+€>p + (/ / e)‘s|go(t,s)‘2ds dt)p
0

s€[0,T]
1 At p/2 AEVs) p/2
+W(/ |ytt\dt Jrup/Q// ( |Zts|dsdt) ]

Recall that Y€ (s) = fOT V)| Y(t,5)2dt + ¢, s € [0,T], and that Y(-,-) and H(-) are bounded. Thus, by
letting € | 0 and using the dominated convergence theorem, we see that the assertion of Claim 2 holds.
By Claim 1 and Claim 2, for a sufficiently large A\ > 0 (which depends only on p, L and T'), it holds that

ELGS[%PT](/OT eMtVS)’y(t,sﬂzdt)p/Q + (/ AV, 1) dt / / AV (8, )| dsdt) 2}
< CpE[erT/2 (/OT |’H(t)|2dt)p/2 + (/0 /t e>‘s|go(t,s)|2ds dt)p 2}.

Therefore, the desired estimate (A.3) holds, and we finish the proof of the lemma. O

(A.14)

Now we are ready to prove the LP-a priori estimates of the solutions of Type-II BSVIEs and BSDE systems
for p > 2.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. For simplicity of notation, we let m = d = 1. The proof can be easily generalized to the
multi-dimensional case.
First, we prove (i). For each n € N, define

U, (t) := (=n) vV (¥(t) An) and G,(t, s, y, 21, 22) :== (—n) V (G(L, s, y, 21, 22) An).
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Then (¥, G,) satisfies the conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) in (Hy, ;) with the common constant L, and ¥,, and G,

are bounded. Denote by (Y,,(+), Z,(+,-)) € LZ(0,T;R) x L?(0,T; L2(0,T;R)) the adapted M-solution of Type-II
BSVIE (1.3) corresponding to the coefficients (¥, G) = (¥,,,G,,), and define

Yot s) i= /G (1Y), Zu(t, 7). Zo () Dy (1) o] (1.5) € (0.7

Then Y,(-,-) € L*(0,T; L2(Q; C([0,T];R))), and Y, (t,t) = Y, (¢), a.e. t € [0,7T], a.s. Furthermore, by the same
arguments as in the proof of Proposition 3.8, we see that the following holds:

T
Yo(t, s) / Gt Yo (ro7), Zn(t.7), zn(r,t))n[t,ﬂ(r)dr—/ Zot,r) AW (r),
€1[0,7], a.e. t €10,T], a.s

Noting that the process s — Z,(s,t)1; )(s) is adapted for each t € [0, 7], we apply Lemma A.1 with
H=V,, G§==GCGy, y(tv 8) = Yn(t7 5)7 Z(t7 S) = Zn(ta S)a C(t7 S) = Zn(57t)]1[t,T] (8)

Then we obtain

o, ([ it ) ([ o)™ ([ o)
gcpﬂ«:[(/ W) dt) W // n(t,5,0,0,0)" dsdt)” 2}

p/2 p/2
SCPEK/O (1) dt + /O /t |G(t,s,0,0,0)|2dsdt> ]

We emphasize that the constant C,, > 0 does not depend on n € N. By the L2-stability estimate for Type-II
BSVIEs (¢f. Thm. 3.7 in [44]), we see that

lim (Yo(), Za(-,-)) = (Y(-), Z(-,+)) in L§(0,T;R) x L*(0, T L§ (0, T; R)).

n—oo

Furthermore, we have

T 2
E| su Y, (t,s) =Y (t,s)| dt
[swp [ vates) - v(es) o
s€0,7]Jo

T
g/ E{ sup Es“\l’n(f) 40l
0 s€[0,T1]

SCE[/O |y, | dt+/ / |Gn(t,s,Y (s), Z(t, s),Z(s,t))fG(t,s,Y(s),Z(t,s),Z(s,t))|2dsdt



APPROXIMATIONS FOR ADAPTED M-SOLUTIONS s

+/OT|YH(t)—Y(t)\th+/OT/OTyzn(t,s)—Z(t,s)Fdsdt},

where in the second inequality we used Doob’s martingale inequality. By the dominated convergence theorem,
the last term in the above inequalities tends to zero as n — oco. Thus, there exists a subsequence {n;};eny C N
such that

T 2 T 2
lim Yo, (1) dt:/ [Y(t)|" dt, as.,
0

1—00 0

T T T T )
vlim/ / | Z,, (L, 8) dsdt:/ / |Z(t,s)|" dsdt, aus.,
oo Jo Jo 0o Jo

T T
lim sup / Yy, (t,s)’2dt = sup / |Y(t,s)|2dt, a.s.
=00 5¢10,7] J0 s€[0,7]J0

Therefore, by Fatou’s lemma, we get

EL:E?T] (/OT Y (1, s)|2dt)p/2 + (/OT |Y(t)}2dt)p/2 + (/OT /T |Z(t,5)|” ds dt)p/z}
< liirggleLesEépT] (/T |Ym(t,s)|2 dt)p/2 + (/OT Vs | dt / / (t7s)’2dsdt)p/2}
gC,,]EK/T| U () \Zdt / / ts,o,o,())fdsdt)pﬂ]

0

This completes the proof of the assertion (i).

Next, we prove (ii). For each n € N, define (¥,,,G,,) as above. Denote by {(#(tx,), Z™%(t,"))} oy the
solution of BSDE system (3.2) corresponding to m = {to,t1,...,tn} € II[0,T], 8 € [0,T] and the coefficients
(U,G) = (¥,,G,). We apply Lemma A.1 with

H(t) = \PR(T(t))> g(t7 5,Y, 21, 22) = GH(T(t)7 5,Y, 21, ZQ)]I[T*(t),T) (8)7
V(t,s) = Zr0(r(t),5), Z(t,s) = Z70(7(t),5), C(ts) =TT (7 (), (T () Um0, (5)-

We see that the triplet (J(-,-), Z(+,-),((+,)) satisfies the equation (A.1). Also, for each £ =1,...,N — 1 and
s € [te,tet1), we have

7,0 7'r9 2 _ () 7,0 7,0 2
/ Gt s)["at = / (2701257 (7 (), T (O) Moy (5)] e = / 20127 (7 (s), N )] dt

tk+1\/9
— ZAMI” (27 (1, ") ZAtk’At / ™0ty t dt‘
k

k=0

-1 tk+1 T(S
T 2 s
éZ/tk |27 (1, 1)| dt:/O |20 (r(s), )2 dt
=0

< / |Z(s,t)|” at.
0
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Thus, the inequality (A.2) holds. By Lemma A.1, we have

By

E[S:E?T] (/OT \Wﬁ(T(t),s)ﬁdt)p/z + (/T \%’T’(’(T(t),t)|2dt)p/2 + (/OT /OT }ff’e(T(t),s)Fdsdt)pﬂ]
<C,,IEK/OT|\IJ (r())[* at) o / /*@) (1), 5,0,0, 0)|2dsdt)p/2}
gCPE[(/O [ (0)* ) oy / /*(t) 15,00 0)|2dsdt)p/2].

using the L2-stability estimate for BSDE systems (see Lem. 3.3), together with Fatou’s lemma, we can show

that

ELS};F’T}(/OT‘WW) >\2dt)p/2+(/T\W<<> ofa)” s ([ [ 1270w, asar)”]
SC;JE[(/O e o) e / /*(t) £),5,0,0,0)| dsdt) ]

This completes the proof of the assertion (ii). O
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