arXiv:2407.17768v1 [math.PR] 25 Jul 2024

G-BSDEs with mean constraints in time-dependent intervals

Zihao Gu^a and Hui Zhao^{∗a}

aSchool of Mathematical Sciences, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, 200240, China

August 24, 2024

Abstract

In this paper, we study a collection of mean-reflected backward stochastic differential equations driven by G-Brownian motions (G-BSDEs), where G-expectations are constrained in some time-dependent intervals. To establish well-posedness results, we firstly construct a backward Skorokhod problem with sublinear expectation, and then apply that in the study of doubly mean-reflected G-BSDEs involving Lipschitz and quadratic generators under bounded and unbounded terminal conditions. Also we utilize fixed-point argumentations and θ-methods while solving these equations. Finally, we extend the results to multi-dimensional doubly mean-reflected G-BSDEs with diagonal generators.

Key words. Backward Skorokhod problem; G-expectation; Doubly mean-reflected G-BSDEs.

1 Introduction

In 1960s, Skorokhod [46, 47] proposed diffusion processes with reflecting boundaries, where a non-decreasing function is added to a stochastic differential equation (SDE) for pushing it upward in a minimal way, i.e. the Skorokhod condition holds. Since then, Skorokhod problems have been researched extensively by many scholars. Chaleyat-Maurel and El Karoui [4] considered reflected equations with continuous functions, while Chaleyat-Maurel, El Karoui and Marchal [5] concerned about the discontinuous case. Yamada [56] studied the uniqueness results for one-dimensional reflected SDEs on the real half-line. For multi-dimensional cases, one can refer to Strook and Varadhan [54], Tanaka [55], Lions and Sznitman [36] and

∗Corresponding author: Hui Zhao (amyzh9201@sjtu.edu.cn)

so on. Skorokhod problem with solution lying between two barriers, also named two-sided Skorokhod problem, was proposed by Kruk, Lehoczky, Ramanan, and Shreve [25, 26], where the càdlàg functions are constrained within a constant interval [0, a]. Then Skorokhod problems with time-dependent boundaries were developed by Burdzy, Kang and Ramanan [2], Słomiński and Wojciechowski [50], Slaby [48, 49], etc.. Recently, Li [27] put forward a type with two nonlinear constraints.

After the publication of nonlinear backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE) by Pardoux and Peng [40], El Karoui, Kapoudjian, Pardoux, Peng and Quenez [9] introduced relected BSDEs with one barrier, while Cvitanic and Karatzas [6] developed those with two barriers. For more excursions into reflected BSDEs, see also Djehiche and Hamadène [8], Essaky and Hassani [10], Hamadène and Popier [16], Klimsiak [24], Peng and Xu [44] and the references therein. Considering super-hedging problems, Briand, Elie and Hu [1] initiated mean-reflected BSDEs taking the form:

Y_t = ξ + ∫_T t f(s, Y_s, Z_s)ds − ∫_T t Z_sdB_s + R_T − R_t; E [ℓ(t, Y_t)] ≥ 0, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (1.1)

Here, R is a deterministic, continuous and non-decreasing compensation process. And the running loss functions (ℓ(t, ·))_{t∈[0,T ]} are assumed to be strictly increasing and bi-Lipschitz for each t ∈ [0, T ], of which the constraints on expectations simulate a course of risk management. The associated Skorokhod condition is given by ∫_T 0 E [ℓ(t, Y_t)] dR_t = 0. Their existence and uniqueness results were obtained under Lipschitz generators and square-integrable terminal values. Afterwards, Hibon, Hu, Lin, Luo, and Wang [18] proposed mean-reflected BSDEs with quadratic growth. Hu, Moreau and Wang [22] extended these results to the case where generators depend on marginal distributions of the solution, and terminal values can be assumed unbounded. In addition, doubly mean-reflected SDEs (BSDEs) were developed by Falkowski and Słomiński [11, 12] and Li [28].

Concerning uncertainty issue in finance, Peng [41, 42, 43] initiated a time-consistent sublinear expectation, called G-expectation. Under such framework, G-Brownian motion B, its quadratic variation process ⟨B⟩ and induced stochastic calculus were established, of which detailed information can be found in Denis, Hu and Peng [7], Li, Peng and Song [31], Li and Peng [33], Song [53] and so forth. Wherein, Gao [14] built up the well-posedness of stochastic differential equations driven by G-Brownian motion (G-SDEs) and Lin [34] developed reflected G-SDEs. For multi-dimensional case, Lin and Soumanna Hima [35] extended the results of [34] to where the range of targeted solution is not necessarily convex. Relatively to the classical framework, Hu, Ji, Peng, and Song [19] solved uniquely backward stochastic differential equations driven by G-Brownian motion (G-BSDEs):

Y_t = ξ + ∫_T t f(s, Y_s, Z_s)ds+ ∫_T t g(s, Y_s, Z_s)d ⟨B⟩_s − ∫_T t Z_sdB_s −(K_T −K_t), t ∈ [0, T ], (1.2) where the generators f and g are uniformly Lipschitz. The solution to G-BSDE (1.2) is a triple of processes (Y, Z, K), where K is a non-increasing G-martingale starting from 0.

Correspondingly, the comparison theorem, Feynman-Kac formula and Girsanov transformation were proved by Hu, Ji, Peng, and Song [20]. Multi-dimensional G-BSDEs along with a comparison theorem were proved in Liu [37] Motivated by model uncertainty, Soner, Touzi and Zhang [51, 52] deeply cultivated a topic of second order BSDE (2BSDE), which is related to G-framework but allows for various representative sets of probability measures. Speaking of reflected G-BSDEs, Li, Peng and Soumana Hima [30] studied a group with one lower obstacle, then Li and Peng [32] focused on one upper barrier. In particular, meanreflected G-SDEs (cf. Li [29]) and G-BSDEs (cf. Liu and Wang [38]) with one barrier were established where designated G-expectations are restricted. Lately, He and Li [17] developed mean-reflected G-BSDEs with two nonlinear constraints on G-expectations of different running loss functions.

Especially, Possamaï and Zhou [45] studied 2BSDEs with quadratic growth. Soonly after, G-BSDEs with quadratic growth (QG-BSDEs) were introduced by Hu, Lin and Soumana Hima [21] with bounded terminal values. Then, Hu, Tang and Wang [23] consider QG- BSDEs with generators which are additionally either convex or concave in Z, and unbounded terminal values. On reflected QG-BSDEs with lower obstacles, one can refer to Cao and Tang [3]. Recently, Gu, Lin and Xu [15] investigated lower-constrained mean-reflected QG- BSDEs in view of the^{′′}worst-case scenario^{′′}.

In this paper, we study mean-reflected G-BSDEs with model-relevant sublinear expectations restricted in time-dependent intervals, i.e. doubly mean-reflected G-BSDEs (DMRG- BSDEs) written as:

Y_t = ξ + ∫_T t f(s, Y_s, Z_s)ds − ∫_T t Z_sdB_s − (K_T − K_t) + (R_T − R_t), t ∈ [0, T ]; l_t ≤ ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] ≤ u_t, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. Similarly to (1.1), (ℏ(t, ·))_{t∈[0,T ]} is a family of running loss functions which are strictly increasing and bi-Lipschitz. The two barriers l and u are bounded and continuous on [0, T ] such that inf_{t∈[0,T ]} (u_t − l_t) > 0. As with reflections, R is deterministic, continuous and of bounded variation starting from 0. Then the Skorokhod condition is given by: ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − l_v ) dR_v ≤ 0, and ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − u_v ) dR_v ≤ 0, ∀0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T. In the sequel, we denote by DMRG-BSDE (ξ, f, ℏ, l, u) the DMRG-BSDE with data (ξ, f, ℏ, l, u). This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 reviews some basics on the (backward) Skorokhod problems with two barriers and the G-expectation theory. In Section 3, we develop a backward Skorokhod problem with sublinear expectation. Then we prove wellposedness results for several DMRG-BSDEs in Section 4, including a Lipschitz-generator case, and two quadratic-generator cases each under bounded and unbounded terminal values. In section 5, we study related multi-dimensional DMRG-BSDEs with diagonal generators.

2 Preliminaries

Let T > 0 be a fixed time horizon, 0 ≤ s̄ ≤ t̄ ≤ T and X = R, R^n , n ∈ N^∗ . We denote the spaces of functions x : R^+ → X (x : [s̄,t̄] → X resp.) by: C(R^+ ; X ) (C(s̄,t̄; X ) resp.): the space of continuous functions;

C_0(R^+ ; X ) (C_0(s̄,t̄; X ) resp.): the space of continuous functions starting from the origin; C_b(R^+ ; X ) (C_b(s̄,t̄; X ) resp.): the space of bounded continuous functions; D(R^+ ; X ) (D(s̄,t̄; X ) resp.): the space of càdlàg fuctions;

BV (R^+ ; X ) (BV (s̄,t̄; X ) resp.): the space of càdlàg functions having bounded variations. For any R ∈ BV (0, T ; R), |R|^{s̄}_{t̄} represents the total variation of R on [s̄,t̄], and |R|_{t̄} denotes that on [0,t̄]. Also we simplify the notations by C_B (s̄,t̄) := C_0(s̄,t̄; R) ∩ BV (s̄,t̄; R), C^T_B := C_0(0, T ; R) ∩ BV (0, T ; R) and C^T_B (R^n ) := C_0(0, T ; R^n ) ∩ BV (0, T ; R^n ).

2.1 Skorokhod problem and backward Skorokhod problem

Definition 2.1 ([2]. Skorokhod problem with two barriers). Assume that x, l, u ∈ D(R^+ ; R) with l ≤ u and l_0 ≤ x_0 ≤ u_0. A pair (x, k) ∈ D(R^+ ; R^2 ) is called a solution of the Skorokhod problem associated with x and barriers l, u, i.e. (x, k) = SP^u_l (x) if

(i) x_t = x_t + k_t ∈ [l_t, u_t], ∀t ∈ R^+ ;

(ii) k_0 = 0, for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t such that inf_{v∈[s,t]}(u_v − l_v) > 0, k is of bounded variation on [s, t] and ∫ [s,t] (x_v − l_v)dk_v ≤ 0, and ∫ [s,t] (x_v − u_v)dk_v ≤ 0. (2.1)

Remark 2.2. Condition (2.1), also called the minimality condition, has an equivalent version by Definition 2.2, Proposition 2.3 and Corollary 2.4 in [2]: for each 0 ≤ s ≤ t,

k_t ≥ k_s, if x_v < u_v for all v ∈ (s, t]; k_t ≤ k_s, if x_v > l_v for all v ∈ (s, t];

and for every t ∈ R^+ , Δk_t ≥ 0 if x_t < u_t and Δk_t ≤ 0 if x_t > l_t, where Δk_t := k_t − k_{t−}.

Theorem 2.3 ([2, 50]. Explicit formula for the Skorokhod problem). Suppose that x, l, u ∈ D(R^+ ; R) with l ≤ u and l_0 ≤ x_0 ≤ u_0. Then for each x ∈ D(R^+ ; R), there exists a unique pair (x, k) ∈ D(R^+ ; R^2 ) that solves the Skorokhod problem associated with x and barriers l, u, i.e., (x, k) = SP^u_l (x), such that

k_t = − max ( (x_0 − u_0)^+ ∧ inf_{0≤v≤t}(x_v − l_v), sup_{0≤s≤t}[(x_s − u_s) ∧ inf_{s≤v≤t}(x_v − l_v)] ) , t ∈ R^+ . Definition 2.4 ([12]. Backward Skorokhod problem with two barriers). Assume that x, l, u ∈ D(0, T ; R), a ∈ R satisfy that l ≤ u and l_T ≤ a ≤ u_T . A pair (x, k) ∈ D(0, T ; R^2 ) is called a solution of the backward Skorokhod problem associated with x, a and barriers l, u i.e. (x, k) = B SP^u_l (x, a) if

(i) x_t = a + x_T − x_t + k_T − k_t ∈ [l_t, u_t], t ∈ [0, T ];

(ii) k_0 = 0, for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t such that inf_{v∈[s,t]}(u_v − l_v) > 0, k is of bounded variation on [s, t] and ∫ [s,t] (x_{v−} − l_{v−})dk_v ≤ 0 and ∫ [s,t] (x_{v−} − u_{v−})dk_v ≤ 0. (2.2)

Remark 2.5. Similarly to Remark 2.2, one can check that the minimality condition (2.2) is equivalent to: for each 0 ≤ s ≤ t,

k_t ≥ k_s, if x_{v−} < u_{v−} for all v ∈ (s, t]; k_t ≤ k_s, if x_{v−} > l_{v−} for all v ∈ (s, t];

and for every t ∈ R^+ , Δk_t ≥ 0 if x_{t−} < u_{t−} and Δk_t ≤ 0 if x_{t−} > l_{t−}. Notice that, for any t ∈ [0, T ], x_{t−} = max [min(x_t + Δx_t, u_{t−}), l_{t−}].

Theorem 2.6 ([12]. Explicit formula for the backward Skorokhod problem). For all x, l, u ∈ D(0, T ; R), a ∈ R such that l ≤ u and l_T ≤ a ≤ u_T , there exists a unique solution to the backward Skorokhod problem, namely (x, k) = B SP^u_l (x, a). Moreover, for any t ∈ [0, T ),

k_T − k_t = − max { (ã − u_T )^+ ∧ inf_{t≤v≤T} (ã + x_{T −} − x_{v−} − l_{v−}), sup t≤s≤T [(ã + x_{T −} − x_{s−} − u_{s−}) ∧ inf_{t≤v≤s}(ã + x_{T −} − x_{v−} − l_{v−})] } + ã − (a + Δx_T ),

where ã = max(min(a + Δx_T , u_{T −}), l_{T −}).

2.2 G-expectation theory

Let Ω_T := C_0(0, T ; R^d ) endowed with the supremum norm ‖·‖ := sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |·|. Denote Ω_t := {ω_{·∧t} : ω ∈ Ω_T } for each t ∈ [0, T ]. Then B(Ω_T ) (B(Ω_t) resp.) denotes the Borel σ-algebra of Ω_T (Ω_t resp.). And let B be the canonical process on Ω_T such that B_t(ω) := ω_t. Set L_{ip}(Ω_t) := { φ(B_{t1} , · · · , B_{tn} ) : n ∈ N, 0 ≤ t_1 < · · · < t_n ≤ t, φ ∈ C_{b,Lip}(R^{n×d} ) } , t ∈ [0, T ], where C_{b,Lip}(R^{n×d} ) is the space of bounded Lipschitz functions on R^{n×d} . On (Ω_T , L_{ip}(Ω_T )), Peng [41, 43] initiated the G-expectation ^E [·] : L_{ip}(Ω_T ) → R and the conditional G-expectation ^E_t [·] : L_{ip}(Ω_T ) → L_{ip}(Ω_t), t ∈ [0, T ]. We are given a monotonic, sublinear function G : S_d → R, with S_d being the space of all d × d symmetric matrices. For any φ(B_t), φ ∈ C_{b,Lip}(R^d ), we have ^E [φ(B_t)] = u(t, 0), where u(t, x) is the viscosity solution to the fully nonlinear PDE:

∂_tu(t, x) − G(∂^2_{xx}u(t, x)) = 0, ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^d ; u(0, x) = φ(x).

G is non-degenerate, i.e. there exist two constants 0 < ~σ^{−1} < σ < ∞ such that 1 2~σ^2 tr[A − A^′] ≤ G(A) − G(A^′) ≤ 1 2 σ^2tr[A − A^′], for all A ≥ A^′.

Let p ≥ 1. We denote by L^p_G(Ω_T ) (L^p_G(Ω_t) resp.) the completion of L_{ip}(Ω_T ) (L_{ip}(Ω_t) resp.) under the norm (^E [|·|^p])^{1p} . Hereby, ^E [·] and ^E_t [·] , t ∈ [0, T ] can be continuously extended to L^1_G(Ω_T ). Indeed, G-expectation is an upper expectation.

Theorem 2.7 ([7]). There exists a weakly compact set P of probability measures on (Ω_T , L^1_G(Ω_T )) such that ^E [ξ] = sup P∈P E^P [ξ] , for all ξ ∈ L^1_G(Ω_T ).

Then P is called a set that represents ^E .

For this P, we define a capacity as:

c(A) := sup_{P∈P} P(A), A ∈ B(Ω_T ).

A set A ∈ B(Ω_T ) is polar if c(A) = 0. A property holds^{′′}quasi − surely (q.s.)^{′′} if it holds outside a polar set. We do not distinguish between two random variables or processes X and Y if X = Y q.s.. There are also abundant constructions and theorems under G-framework. L^∞_G (Ω_T ) (L^∞_G (Ω_t) resp.) is the completion of L_{ip}(Ω_T ) (L_{ip}(Ω_t) resp.) under the norm ‖ξ‖_L∞_G := inf {M ≥ 0 : |ξ| ≤ M q.s.} . Let 0 ≤ s̄ ≤ t̄ ≤ T . Set

M^0_G(s̄,t̄) := { ζ_· = n−1∑ j=0 ξ_j1_{[tj ,tj+1)}(·) : n ∈ N, s̄ = t_0 < t_1 < · · · < t_n = t̄, ξ_j ∈ L_{ip}(Ω_{tj} ) } , and S^0_G(s̄,t̄) := { h(·, B_{t1∧·}, · · · , B_{tn∧·}) : n ∈ N, s̄ ≤ t_1 < t_2 < · · · < t_n ≤ t̄, h ∈ C_{b,Lip}(R^{1+n×d} ) } . Denote by M^p_G(s̄,t̄) the completion of M^0_G(s̄,t̄) under the norm (^E [

∫_{t̄} s̄ |·|^p dv])^{1p} , and by H^p_G(s̄,t̄) that under (^E [(

∫_{t̄} s̄ |·|^2 dv)^p2 ])^{1p} . Also, the completion of S^0_G(s̄,t̄) under the norm (^E [sup_{v∈[s̄,}¯_{t]} |·|^p])^{1p} is symbolized by S^p_G(s̄,t̄). Moreover, we denote by S^∞_G (s̄,t̄) the completion of S^0_G(s̄,t̄) under the norm ‖η‖_S∞_{G (s̄,t̄)} := ‖ sup_{v∈[s̄,t̄]} |η_v| ‖ L^∞_G . On such basis, E^p_G(s̄,t̄) is defined as the collection of stochastic processes Y such that e^Y ∈ S^p_G(s̄,t̄), along with E^T_G := ⋂ p≥1 E^p_G(0, T ). Then A^p_G(s̄,t̄) stands for the space of all non-increasing G-martingales K such that K_{s̄} = 0 and K¯_t ∈ L^p_G(Ω¯_t). Correspondingly, H^T_G := ⋂ p≥1 H^p_G(0, T ), and A^T_G := ⋂ p≥1 A^p_G(0, T ). The notation C^p_G(s̄,t̄) will be utilized frequently to symbolize the space of processes Y such that Y_v ∈ L^p_G(Ω_v), ∀v ∈ [s̄,t̄] and the mapping v → Y_v is continuous under the norm ‖·‖_L1_G . Besides, we put S^p_G(s̄,t̄) := S^p_G(s̄,t̄) × H^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^d ) × A^p_G(s̄,t̄), for p ≥ 1.

It is worth mentioning that, the canonical process B_· := (B^i_· )_{1≤i≤d} is a d-dimensional G-Brownian motion on the G-expectation space (Ω_T , L^1_G(Ω_T ), ^E [·], (^E_t [·])_{t∈[0,T ]}). For each 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, we denote by ⟨B^i, B^j⟩ the mutual variation process. Following Corollary 3.5.8 of Peng [43], it holds that ~σ^{−2}I_d ≤ [ d ⟨B^i, B^j ⟩_t dt ]_d i,j=1 ≤ σ^2I_d. Then given two processes η ∈ M^1_G(s̄,t̄) and ζ ∈ H^1_G(s̄,t̄), G-Itô integrals ∫ η_vd ⟨B^i, B^j ⟩_v and ∫ ζ_vdB^i_v could be constructed by a standard approximation procedure. Regarding the multidimensional case, M^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^n ) refers to the space containing all R^n -valued processes of which every component belongs to M^p_G(s̄,t̄). Similarly, we can define L^p_G(Ω_t; R^n ), H^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^d ), S^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^n ), E^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^n ), A^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^n ), S^∞_G (s̄,t̄; R^n ), and

S^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^n ) := S^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^n ) × H^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^{n×d} ) × A^p_G(s̄,t̄; R^n ).

Then we denote H^T_G (R^d ) := ⋂ p≥1 H^p_G(0, T ; R^d ), thus E^T_G (R^n ), H^T_G (R^{n×d} ), and A^T_G (R^n ) are defined respectively. For simplicity, we set

∫_{t̄} s̄ η_vd ⟨B⟩_v := d∑ i,j=1 ∫_{t̄} s̄ η^{ij}_v d ⟨ B^i, B^j ⟩ v , and

∫_{t̄} s̄ ζ_vdB_v := d∑ i=1 ∫_{t̄} s̄ ζ^i_vdB^i_v,

for any η ∈ M^1_G(s̄,t̄; R^{d×d} ) and ζ ∈ H^1_G(s̄,t̄; R^d ).

Theorem 2.8 ([7, 23]. Monotone convergence theorem and Fatou’s lemma). Let X, X_n, n ≥ 1 be B(Ω_T )-measurable random variables.

(i) If {X_n}^∞_{n=1} ⊂ L^1_G(Ω_T ) satisfies that X_n ↓ X q.s., then ^E [X_n] ↓ ^E [X].

(ii) If X_n ≥ 0, ∀n ≥ 1. Then, ^E [lim inf_{n→∞} X_n] ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} ^E [X_n].

Lemma 2.9 ([37]. Doob’s maximal inequality for G-martingales). For any α ≥ 1, δ > 0, and for all ξ ∈ L^{α+δ}_G (Ω_T ), there exists some constant C(α, δ) > 0 depending only on α and δ such that ^E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ^E_t [|ξ|^α] ] ≤ C(α, δ) ( ^E [ |ξ|^{α+δ} ]) α_{α+δ} . Corollary 2.10 ([15, 23]. Application of Doob’s maximal inequality). If X is positive and e^X ∈ L^2_G(Ω_T ), then there exists a constant Â_G > 0 such that (taking α = δ = 2) ^E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ^E_t [ e^X ] ] = ^E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ^E_t [| | |e^{X2} | | |^2 ]] ≤ Â_G ^E [ e^{2X} ] .

3 Backward Skorokhod problem with sublinear expectation

In this section, we define a backward Skorokhod problem with sublinear expectation, derive the corresponding explicit formula and deduce some useful a priori estimates. Throughout this paper, we fix the following assumptions on reflections.

Assumption 3.1. The obstacles l, u and the running loss function ℏ : [0, T ] × Ω_T × R → R satisfy:

(i) l, u ∈ C_b(0, T ; R) with inf_{t∈[0,T ]} (u_t − l_t) > 0.

(ii) (t, y) → ℏ(t, y) is uniformly continuous, uniformly in ω ∈ Ω. (iii) For any t ∈ [0, T ], y → ℏ(t, y) is strictly increasing. (iv) For any t ∈ [0, T ], ℏ(t, y) ∈ L^1_G(Ω_T ), ∀y ∈ R, ^E [ lim_{y↓−∞} ℏ(t, y) ] < inf_{s∈[0,T ]} l_s < sup_{s∈[0,T ]} u_s < ^E [ lim_{y↑∞} ℏ(t, y) ] .

(v) For any t ∈ [0, T ], there exists some C_ℏ > 0 such that |ℏ(t, y)| ≤ C_ℏ(1 + |y|), ∀y ∈ R. (vi) For any t ∈ [0, T ], there exist some constants 0 < c ≤ c such that for any (y, y^′) ∈ R^2 , c |y − y^′| ≤ |ℏ(t, y) − ℏ(t, y^′)| ≤ c |y − y^′| . For t ∈ [0, T ], let X ∈ L^1_G(Ω_t) and ℏ satisfies (H_r), we define a mapping H(t, ·, X) : R → R: H(t, x, X) = ^E [ ℏ(t, x + X − ^E [X]) ] , x ∈ R. By Assumption (H_r)-(iv)(v), H(t, ·, X) is well-defined.

Proposition 3.2. Let Assumption 3.1 hold, X ∈ L^1_G(Ω), ζ ∈ M^1_G(0, T ), and S ∈ S^1_G(0, T ).

(i) For each (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R, ℏ(t, x + X − ^E [X]) ∈ L^1_G(Ω_T ).

(ii) The mapping x → ℏ(t, x + X − ^E [X]) is continuous. Moreover, x → H(t, x, X) is continuous, strictly increasing and lim_{x↓−∞} H(t, x, X) = −∞, lim_{x↑∞} H(t, x, X) = +∞.

(iii) The mapping t → ℏ ( t, x + ^E_t [X] − ∫_t 0 ζ_sds − ^E [ X − ∫_t 0 ζ_sds ]) is continuous under the norm ‖·‖_L1_G . Moreover, t → H(t, x, ^E_t [X] − ∫_t 0 ζ_sds) is continuous.

(iv) The mapping t → ℏ(t, x + S_t − ^E [S_t]) is continuous under the norm ‖·‖_L1_G . Moreover, t → H(t, x, S_t) is continuous.

(v) For any t ∈ [0, T ], the mapping H(t, ·, X) is bi-Lipschitz with c, c > 0, i.e. c |x − x^′| ≤ | |H_(t, x, X) − H(t, x^′, X) | | ≤ c |x − x^′| , x, x^′ ∈ R. Remark 3.3. Proposition 3.2 can be proved from Lemma 3.3 in [17] and Lemma 3.9 in [29], where the assumptions on running loss functions coincide with Assumption 3.1- (ii)(iii)(v)(vi). Note that, by Proposition 3.3 in [38] and Lemma 3.7 in [31], assertions (i)-(iii)-(iv) can be synthesized as:

• If S ∈ C^1_G(0, T ), i.e., the mapping t → S_t is continuous under the norm ‖·‖_L1_G and S_t ∈ L^1_G(Ω_t), ∀t ∈ [0, T ], so does ℏ(·, x + S_· − ^E [S_·]).

Definition 3.4. Let Assumption 3.1 hold, and Y ∈ C^1_G(0, T ) with l_T ≤ ^E [ ℏ(T, Y_T ) ] ≤ u_T .

A couple of processes (Y, R) ∈ C^1_G(0, T ) × C^T_B is called a solution to the backward Skorokhod problem with sublinear expectation associated to Y , ℏ and two barriers l, u, i.e. (Y, R) = ^B SP^u_l (Y , ℏ), if (i) Y_t = Y_t + R_T − R_t, t ∈ [0, T ]; (ii) l_t ≤ ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] ≤ u_t, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]; (iii) R_0 = 0, R is deterministic, of bounded variation and for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T , it holds that ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − l_v ) dR_v ≤ 0, and ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − u_v ) dR_v ≤ 0. (3.1)

Lemma 3.5. The minimality condition (3.1) is equivalent to:

for each 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T, (3.2) R_t ≥ R_s, if ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] < u_v for all v ∈ (s, t]; R_t ≤ R_s, if ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] > l_v for all v ∈ (s, t];

and for any v ∈ [0, T ], dR_v ≥ 0 if ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] < u_v and dR_v ≤ 0 if ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] > l_v.

Proof. The property^{′′}(3.1)=⇒(3.2)^{′′} can be easily obtained. So we will focus on the other direction^{′′}(3.2)=⇒(3.1)^{′′} following Proposition 2.3 in [2]. Suppose that (Y, R) ∈ C^1_G(0, T ) × C^T_B satisfy conditions (i)(ii) with condition (3.2), R_0 = 0, and R is of bounded variation. Then the Lebesgue-Stieltjes measure dR is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the corresponding total variation measure d |R|. Denote the associated Radon-Nikodym derivative by g :=^{dR}_{d|R|} . Then g is d |R|-measurable, g(s) ∈ {−1, 1} for d |R| − a.e. s ∈ [0, T ] and R_t = ∫_t 0 g(s)d |R|_s. Moreover, for d |R| − a.e. s ∈ [0, T ), g(s) = lim_{n→∞} R_{s+εn} − R_s |R|_{s+εn} − |R|_s , (3.3) where {ε_n}_{n≥1} ⊂ R^+ depending on s is such that |R|_{s+εn} > |R|_s and lim_{n→∞} ε_n = 0. Then for each t ∈ [0, T ], we can define

R^l_t := ∫_t 0 1_{{g(s)=1}}d |R|_s and R^u_t := ∫_t 0 1_{{g(s)=−1}}d |R|_s , Obviously, R = R^l − R^u and R^l, R^u are non-decreasing with R^l_0 = R^u_0 = 0. It follows that ∫_T 0 1{_{^E [ℏ(s,Ys)]>ls}}dR^l_s = ∫_T 0 1{_{^E [ℏ(s,Ys)]>ls}}1_{{g(s)=1}}d |R|_s ≥ 0. Assume that there exists some s ∈ [0, T ] such that ^E [ℏ(s, Y_s)] > l_s, g(s) = 1 and (3.3) is well-defined. From the continuity of t → ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] and l, there exists some δ_s > 0 such that ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] > l_v for all v ∈ [s, s + δ_s]. By Assertion (3.2), we have R_v ≤ R_s, ∀v ∈ [s, s + δ_s]. However, since g(s) = 1 and |R| is non-decreasing, for some N_s ∈ N sufficiently large, it holds that ε_n < δ_s and R_{s+εn} > R_s, ∀n ≥ N_s. Hence a contradiction occurs. In other words, either { ^E [ℏ(s, Y_s)] > l_s } or {g(s) = 1} fails for d |R| − a.e. s ∈ [0, T ]. Therefore for each 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T , ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − l_v ) dR_v = ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − l_v ) dR^l_v − ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − l_v ) dR^u_v = − ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − l_v ) dR^u_v ≤ 0. Hereby, the second inequality in condition (3.1) can be derived analogously. For each t ∈ [0, T ], we define the operators L_t : L^1_G(Ω_t) → R and U_t : L^1_G(Ω_t) → R:

L_t(X) := H^{−1}(t, ·, X)(l_t), and U_t(X) := H^{−1}(t, ·, X)(u_t), X ∈ L^1_G(Ω_t).

Obviously, Assumption 3.1-(i) and Proposition 3.2-(ii) imply that L_t(·) and U_t(·) are welldefined. So we are in a position to study the related properties:

Proposition 3.6. Let Assumption 3.1 hold.

(i) If S ∈ C^1_G(0, T ), then the mappings t → L_t(S_t) and t → U_t(S_t) are continuous. In particular, the mappings t → L_t(0) and t → U_t(0) are continuous and bounded.

(ii) If X, X^′ ∈ L^1_G(Ω_t), then |L_t(X) − L_t(X^′)| ≤ 2c c ^E [|X − X^′|] , and |U_t(X) − U_t(X^′)| ≤ 2c c ^E [|X − X^′|] . Proof. We only prove the assertions on L_·(·), as those on U_·(·) can be obtained similarly. (i) Fix t ∈ [0, T ] and x, x^′ ∈ R arbitrarily chosen such that x < L_t(S_t) < x^′. Set Λ := min (| l_t − H(t, x, S_t) | | , | |l_t − H(t, x′, S_t) | |) > 0. By Assumption 3.1-(i) and Proposition 3.2- (iv), there exists some δ_Λ > 0 such that for any s ∈ [0, T ] ∩ [t − δ_Λ, t + δ_Λ], |l_t − l_s| ≤ Λ 3 , | |H(s, x, S_s) − H(t, x, S_t) | | ≤ Λ 3 , and | |H(s, x^′, S_s) − H(t, x^′, S_t) | | ≤ Λ 3 , thus H(s, x, S_s) ≤ H(t, x, S_t) + Λ 3 ≤ l_t − 2Λ 3 ≤ l_s − Λ 3 < l_s ≤ l_t + Λ 3 ≤ H(t, x^′, S_t) − 2Λ 3 ≤ H(s, x^′, S_s) − Λ 3 < H(s, x^′, S_s), which implies that L_s(S_s) ∈ (x, x^′).

(ii) For any t ∈ [0, T ], by Proposition 3.2-(v), we have H ( t, L_t(X^′) + 2c c ^E [|X − X^′|] , X ) = ^E [ ℏ(t, L_t(X^′) + 2c c ^E [|X − X^′|] + X − ^E [X]) ]

≥ 2c^E [|X − X^′|] + ^E [ ℏ(t, L_t(X^′) + X − ^E [X]) ]

≥ 2c^E [|X − X^′|] + ^E [ ℏ(t, L_t(X^′) + X^′ − ^E [X^′]) ] − c^E [|X − X^′|] − c | | |^E [X] − ^E [X^′] | | | ≥ H(t, L_t(X^′), X^′) = l_t. Then by Proposition 3.2 -(ii), we have

L_t(X) ≤ L_t(X^′) + 2c c ^E [|X − X^′|] . By symmetry we get the desired result.

Theorem 3.7. Let Assumption 3.1 hold. If Y ∈ C^1_G(0, T ) with l_T ≤ ^E [ ℏ(T, Y_T ) ] ≤ u_T , then there exists a unique solution to the backward Skorokhod problem with sublinear expectation, i.e. C^1_G(0, T ) × C^T_B ∋ (Y, R) = ^B SP^u_l (Y , ℏ). Moreover, for t ∈ [0, T ],

R_T − R_t = − max { (^E [ Y_T ] − U_T (Y_T ))^+ ∧ inf_{t≤v≤T} (^E [ Y_v ] − L_v(Y_v)), sup t≤s≤T [ (^E [ Y_s ] − U_s(Y_s)) ∧ inf_{t≤v≤s}(^E [ Y_v ] − L_v(Y_v)) ]} . Proof. Set ā = ^E [ Y_T ] , ȳ_T = −^E [ Y_T ] , ȳ_t = −^E [ Y_t ] . Clearly, we have ȳ ∈ C(0, T ; R).

Note that H(T, ā, Y_T ) = ^E [ ℏ(T, Y_T − ^E [ Y_T ] + ā) ] = ^E [ ℏ(T, Y_T ) ] ∈ [l_T , u_T ], along with the fact that H(T, ·, Y_T ) is strictly increasing, shows that

ā ∈ [L_T (Y_T ), U_T (Y_T )].

From Assumption 3.1-(i) and strict increasing property of H(t, ·, Y_t), ∀t ∈ [0, T ], we have

inf_{t∈[0,T ]} ( U_t(Y_t) − L_t(Y_t) ) > 0. (3.4)

Applying Theorem 2.6, there exists a unique solution to the deterministic backward Skorokhod problem (y, R) = B SP^{U·(Y ·)}_{L· (Y ·)}(ȳ, ā) such that

y_t = ā + ȳ_T − ȳ_t + R_T − R_t ∈ [L_t(Y_t), U_t(Y_t)], ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

R_0 = 0, and

R_T − R_t = − max { (ā − U_T (Y_T ))^+ ∧ inf_{t≤v≤T} (ā + ȳ_T − ȳ_v − L_v(Y_v)), sup t≤s≤T [ (ā + ȳ_T − ȳ_s − U_s(Y_s)) ∧ inf_{t≤v≤s}(ā + ȳ_T − ȳ_v − L_v(Y_v)) ]} , thus the explicit formula of R holds. Therefore, t → y_t is continuous. Letting

Y_t = Y_t + R_T − R_t, t ∈ [0, T ],

and one can check that y_t = ^E [Y_t] and (Y, R) = ^B SP^u_l (Y , ℏ). Actually, since H(t, ·, Y_t) is strictly increasing, for any t ∈ [0, T ], ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] = ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t + R_T − R_t)] = H(t, y_t, Y_t) ∈ [H(t, L_t(Y_t), Y_t), H(t, U_t(Y_t), Y_t)] = [l_t, u_t], then condition (ii) of Definition 3.4 holds. For condition (iii), it is sufficient to note that { y_t = ^E [Y_t] < U_t(Y_t) ⇐⇒ ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] < u_t, y_t = ^E [Y_t] > L_t(Y_t) ⇐⇒ ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] > l_t. (3.5)

Referring to Remark 2.5, we can deduce that condition (3.2) holds, i.e. condition (iii) holds by Lemma 3.5.

Next, we prove uniqueness. Suppose that there exists another solution (Y^′, R^′) = ^B SP^u_l (Y , ℏ) and Y^′_t = Y_t + R^′_T − R^′_t, t ∈ [0, T ]. There exists some t̄_0 ∈ [0, T ] such that Y¯_{t0} ≠ Y^′_{t̄0} , and we can say Y¯_{t0} > Y^′_{t̄0} q.s. in that R and R^′ are deterministic. Thus R_T − R¯_{t0} > R^′_T − R^′_{t̄0} . Define t̄_1 := inf {s ≥ t̄_0 : R_T − R_s = R^′_T − R^′_s} ∧ T.

By the fact that x → ^E [ ℏ(s, Y_s + x) ] is strictly increasing which is implied by Proposition 3.3 in [38], we have ^E [ℏ(s, Y^′_s )] < ^E [ℏ(s, Y_s)] ≤ u_s, and dR^′_s ≥ 0, for all s ∈ (t̄_0,t̄_1), in view of assertion (3.2). It follows that,

R_T − R¯_{t1} = R^′_T − R^′_{t̄1} ≤ R^′_T − R^′_{t̄0} < R_T − R¯_{t0} . (3.6)

Meanwhile, for all s ∈ (t̄_0,t̄_1), we have l_s ≤ ^E [ℏ(s, Y^′_s )] < ^E [ℏ(s, Y_s)], therefore dR_s ≤ 0 and

R_T − R¯_{t1} ≥ R_T − R¯_{t0} ,

contradicting (3.6).

Remark 3.8. Let Y , ℏ, l, u be in Definition 3.4 and (Y, R) = ^B SP^u_l (Y , ℏ). For each t ∈ [0, T ] such that l_t < ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] < u_t, i.e. L_t(Y_t) < ^E [Y_t] < U_t(Y_t), we have dR_t = 0. Moreover, if there exist 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T such that l_v < ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] < u_v, i.e. L_v(Y_v) < ^E [Y_v] < U_v(Y_v), ∀v ∈ [s, t], then R_s = R_t.

Remark 3.9. Note that an alternative construction of R can be started by putting H^′(s, x, X) := ^E [ ℏ(s, X + ^E [−X] + x) ] , x ∈ R, X ∈ L^1_G(Ω_s), s ∈ [0, T ]. Then Proposition 3.2 holds for H^′ and the corresponding operators L^′_s(·) and U^′_s(·) can be defined satisfying Proposition 3.6. However, the proof for uniqueness is irrelevant to selections for (ā, ȳ, L_·(Y_·), U_·(Y_·)). In the following, we derive a priori estimates via equivalence (3.5) only.

Proposition 3.10. For i = 1, 2, let Y^i ∈ C^1_G(0, T ) with l_T ≤ ^E [ ℏ^i(T, Y^i_T ) ] ≤ u_T , and

Assumption 3.1 hold for l^i, u^i and ℏ^i with the same positive constants C_ℏ, c, c. If C^1_G(0, T ) ×

C^T_B ∋ (Y^i, R^i) = ^B SP^{ui}_li (Y^i, ℏ^i), then for any t ∈ [0, T ], | (R^1_T − R^1_t ) − (R^2_T − R^2_t ) | ≤ sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | | |^E [ Y^1_t ] − ^E [ Y^2_t ]| | + 2c c sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| |Y^1_s − Y^2_s | | | ] (3.7)

+ 1 c { sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max [| |H^1(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | | , | | |H^1(s, U^1_s (Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, U^1_s (Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | | ]

+ sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max( | |l^1_s − l^2_s | | , | |u^1_s − u^2_s | |) } , where the mappings H^i(s, ·, X), L^i_s(X), U^i_s(X), X ∈ L^1_G(Ω_s), s ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, 2 are defined w.r.t. ℏ^i, l^i, u^i correspondingly.

Proof. For i = 1, 2 and t ∈ [0, T ], set

τ^i_1 := 0 ∨ sup { t < T : ^E [ ℏ^i(t, Y^i_t ) ] = u^i_t or ^E [ ℏ^i(t, Y^i_t ) ] = l^i_t } , and for k ≥ 2,

τ^i_k := 0 ∨ sup { t < τ^i_{k−1} : ^E [ ℏ^i(t, Y^i_t ) ] = u^i_t if ^E [ ℏ^i(τ^i_{k−1}, Y^i_τ i_{k−1} ) ] = l^i_τ i_{k−1} , or ^E [ ℏ^i(t, Y^i_t ) ] = l^i_t if ^E [ ℏ^i(τ^i_{k−1}, Y^i_τ i_{k−1} ) ] = u^i_τ i_{k−1} } , with the convention that sup ∅ = −∞. Denote T = {τ^i_k, i = 1, 2, k ∈ N^∗ }, t_1 := 0 ∨ sup {t : t ∈ T }, and t_{k+1} := 0 ∨ sup {t < t_k : t ∈ T } , k ∈ N^∗ . Similarly to Lemma 4.1 in [39] and estimate (3.4),

ε^i = inf_{t∈[0,T ]}(U^i_t (Y^i_t) − L^i_t(Y^i_t)) > 0, i = 1, 2.

There exist some δ^i > 0 such that, | |^E [Y_{it} ] − ^E [Y_{is} ] | | ≤ ε^i 3 , | |L_{it}(Y i_t) − L_{is}(Y i_s) | | ≤ ε^i 3 , and | |U_{it} (Y i_t) − U_{is}(Y i_s) | | ≤ ε^i 3 , whenever |s − t| ≤ δ^i. As a result, if τ^i_k > 0, τ^i_{k−1} − τ^i_k > δ^i, which implies that τ^i_{N i} = 0 for some positive integers N^i < +∞. Thus T is finite if not empty.

Next, we prove by induction inspired by Proposition 2.3 in [50]. For t ∈ [t_1, T ], the result is trivial. Assume for all t ∈ [t_k, T ], equality (3.7) holds. For t ∈ [t_{k+1}, t_k], we can split the problem into three cases:

(a) exactly one of ^E [ℏ^1(·, Y^1_· )] and ^E [ℏ^2(·, Y^2_· )] hits a barrier at time t_k;

(b) both ^E [ℏ^1(·, Y^1_· )] and ^E [ℏ^2(·, Y^2_· )] hit upper barriers, or both ^E [ℏ^1(·, Y^1_· )] and ^E [ℏ^2(·, Y^2_· )] hit lower barriers at time t_k;

(c) ^E [ℏ^1(·, Y^1_· )] hits the lower barrier and ^E [ℏ^2(·, Y^2_· )] hits the upper barrier at time t_k, or ^E [ℏ1(·, Y 1_· )] hits the upper barrier and ^E [ℏ2(·, Y 2_· )] hits the lower barrier at time t_k.

In view of Definition 3.4 and Remark 3.8, we concentrate on the most complicated case (c). Assume w.l.o.g. ^E [Y^1_· ] hits L^1_· (Y^1_· ) and ^E [Y^2_· ] hits U^2_· (Y^2_· ) at time t_k. Set Y^{i,∗}_t := { Y^i_t + R^i_T − R^i_{tk} , t ∈ [t_{k+1}, t_k]; Y^i_t , t ∈ (t_k, T ], and (Y^{i,∗}, R^{i,∗}) := ^B SP^{ui}_li (Y^{i,∗}, ℏ^i). Observe that (Y^i_t , R^i_T − R^i_t) = (Y^{i,∗}_t , R^{i,∗}_{tk} − R^{i,∗}_t ) + (0, R^i_T − R^i_{tk} ), t ∈ [t_{k+1}, t_k], i = 1, 2. Applying Theorem 3.7, we have

Y^{1,∗}_t =

Y^1_t + R^1_T − R^1_{tk} + sup_{s∈[t,tk]} ( ^E [ Y^1_s ] + R^1_T − R^1_{tk} − L^1_s(Y^1_s) )_− , t ∈ [t_{k+1}, t_k]; Y^1_t , t ∈ (t_k, T ]. For t ∈ [t_{k+1}, t_k], we have

Y^1_t + R^1_T − R^1_{tk} + sup_{s∈[t,tk]} ( ^E [ Y^1_s ] + R^1_T − R^1_{tk} − L^1_s(Y^1_s) )_− = Y^1_t + sup_{s∈[t,tk]} ( L^1_s(Y^1_s) − ^E [ Y^1_s ]) . Similarly, we can get

Y^{2,∗}_t = Y^2_t − sup_{s∈[t,tk]} ( ^E [ Y^2_s ] − U^2_s (Y^2_s) ) , t ∈ [t_{k+1}, t_k]; Y^2_t , t ∈ (t_k, T ].

Clearly, we can obtain that for t ∈ [t_{k+1}, t_k],

(R^1_T −R^1_t )−(R^2_T −R^2_t ) = sup_{s∈[t,tk]} ( L^1_s(Y^1_s) − ^E [ Y^1_s ]) + sup_{s∈[t,tk]} ( ^E [ Y^2_s ] − U^2_s (Y^2_s) ) =: I_1(t)+I_2(t).

Since L^1_· (Y^1_· ), ^E [ Y^1_· ] , U^2_· (Y^2_· ), ^E [ Y^2_· ] are continuous in t, there exist t^′_1, t^′_2 ∈ [t, t_k] such that

I_1(t) = L^1_t′_1 (Y^1_t′_1 ) − ^E [ Y^1_t′_1 ] and I_2(t) = ^E [ Y^2_t′_2 ] − U^2_t′_2 (Y^2_t′_2 ).

Suppose that I_1(t) + I_2(t) > 0. If t^′_1 ≤ t^′_2, then

I_1(t) + I_2(t) = ^E [ Y^2_t′_2 ] − ^E [ Y^2_t′_1 ] + ^E [ Y^2_t′_1 ] − ^E [ Y^1_t′_1 ] + L^1_t′_1 (Y^1_t′_1 ) − U^2_t′_2 (Y^2_t′_2 ) = ^E [ Y^2_t′_2 ] − (R^2_T − R^2_t′_2 ) − ^E [ Y^2_t′_1 ] + (R^2_T − R^2_t′_1 ) + ^E [ Y^2_t′_1 ] − ^E [ Y^1_t′_1 ] + L^1_t′_1 (Y^1_t′_1 ) − U^2_t′_2 (Y^2_t′_2 ) ≤ ^E [ Y^2_t′_1 ] − ^E [ Y^1_t′_1 ] + L^1_t′_1 (Y^1_t′_1 ) − L^2_t′_1 (Y^2_t′_1 ),

where the last inequality is deduced by the fact that dR^2_s = 0, s ∈ [t^′_1, t^′_2], ^E [ Y^2_t′_2 ] ≤ U^2_t′_2 (Y^2_t′_2 ), and ^E [ Y^2_t′_1 ] ≥ L^2_t′_1 (Y^2_t′_1 ). If t^′_2 < t^′_1, then,

I_1(t) + I_2(t) = ^E [ Y^1_t′_2 ] − ^E [ Y^1_t′_1 ] + ^E [ Y^2_t′_2 ] − ^E [ Y^1_t′_2 ] + L^1_t′_1 (Y^1_t′_1 ) − U^2_t′_2 (Y^2_t′_2 ) = ^E [ Y^1_t′_2 ] − (R^1_T − R^1_t′_2 ) − ^E [ Y^1_t′_1 ] + (R^1_T − R^1_t′_1 ) + ^E [ Y^2_t′_2 ] − ^E [ Y^1_t′_2 ] + L^1_t′_1 (Y^1_t′_1 ) − U^2_t′_2 (Y^2_t′_2 ) ≤ ^E [ Y^2_t′_2 ] − ^E [ Y^1_t′_2 ] + U^1_t′_2 (Y^1_t′_2 ) − U^2_t′_2 (Y^2_t′_2 ).

Note that for any s ∈ [0, T ], it holds that | |L_{1s}(Y 1_s) − L_{2s}(Y 2_s) | | ≤ | |L_{1s}(Y 1_s) − L_{1s}(Y 2_s) | | + | |L_{1s}(Y 2_s) − L_{2s}(Y 2_s) | | ≤ 2c c ^E [| |Y^1_s − Y^2_s | | | ] + 1 c | | |^E [ ℏ^2(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s) + Y^2_s − ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) ] − ^E [ ℏ^2(s, L^2_s(Y^2_s) + Y^2_s − ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) ]| | ≤ 2c c ^E [| |Y^1_s − Y^2_s | | | ] + 1 c | | |^E [ ℏ^1(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s) + Y^2_s − ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) ] − ^E [ ℏ^2(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s) + Y^2_s − ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) ]| | + 1 c | | |^E [ ℏ^1(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s) + Y^2_s − ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) ] − ^E [ ℏ^2(s, L^2_s(Y^2_s) + Y^2_s − ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) ]| | ≤ 2c c ^E [| |Y^1_s − Y^2_s | | ] + 1 c (| |H^1(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | + | |l^1_s − l^2_s | | ) , and, | |U_{1s} (Y 1_s) − U_{2s} (Y 2_s) | | ≤ 2c c ^E [| |Y^1_s − Y^2_s | |] + 1 c (| |H^1(s, U^1_s (Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, U^1_s (Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | + |u_{1s} − u_{2s}|) . Suppose that I_1(t) + I_2(t) ≤ 0. As I_1(t) + I_2(t) is non-increasing in t, we can deduce that

L^1_{tk} (Y^1_{tk} ) − ^E [ Y^1_{tk} ] + ^E [ Y^2_{tk} ] − U^2_{tk} (Y^2_{tk} ) = (R^1_T − R^1_{tk} ) − (R^2_T − R^2_{tk} ) ≤ I_1(t) + I_2(t) ≤ 0.

Hence, |I_1(t) + I_2(t)| = |(R^1_T − R^1_t ) − (R^2_T − R^2_t )| ≤ | |(R^1_T − R^1_{tk} ) − (R^2_T − R^2_{tk} ) | | . To summarize, for any t ∈ [t_{k+1}, t_k], | (R^1_T − R^1_t ) − (R^2_T − R^2_t ) |

≤ max { sup s∈[t,t_k] | |^E [Y 1_s] − ^E [Y 2_s] | | + sup s∈[t,t_k] max (| |L^1_s(Y^1_s) − L^2_s(Y^2_s) | | , | |U_{1s} (Y 1_s) − U_{2s} (Y 2_s) | |) , | |(R^1_T − R^1_{tk} ) − (R^2_T − R^2_{tk} ) | | }

≤ max { sup s∈[t,t_k] | | |^E [ Y^1_s ] − ^E [ Y^2_s ]| | + 2c c sup s∈[t,t_k] ^E [| |Y^1_s − Y^2_s | | | ]

+ 1 c { sup s∈[t,t_k] max [ | | |H^1(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | | , | | |H^1(s, U^1_s (Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, U^1_s (Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | | ] + sup_{s∈[t,tk]} max (| l^1_s − l^2_s | | , | |u^1_s − u^2_s | |) } , sup s∈[t_k,T ] | | |^E [ Y^1_s ] − ^E [ Y^2_s ]| | + 2c c sup s∈[t_k,T ] ^E [| |Y^1_s − Y^2_s | | | ]

+ 1 c { sup s∈[t_k,T ] max [ | | |H^1(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | , | | |H^1(s, U^1_s (Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, U^1_s (Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | | ] + sup_{s∈[tk,T ]} max (| l^1_s − l^2_s | | , | |u^1_s − u^2_s | |) }}

≤ sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |^E [Y 1_s] − ^E [Y 2_s] | | + 2c c sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| |Y^1_s − Y^2_s | |]

+ 1 c { sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max [ | | |H^1(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | , | |H 1(s, U_{1s} (Y 2_s), Y 2_s) − H2(s, U_{1s} (Y 2_s), Y 2_s) | | ] + sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max (| l^1_s − l^2_s | , | u^1_s − u^2_s |) } . The proof is therefore ended.

Proposition 3.11. Let Assumption 3.1 hold, and Y ∈ C^1_G(0, T ) with l_T ≤ ^E [ ℏ(T, Y_T ) ] ≤ u_T . If C^1_G(0, T ) × C^T_B ∋ (Y, R) = ^B SP^u_l (Y , ℏ), then |R_T − R_t| ≤ C sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| Y_s | |] + C_0(t, T ), (3.8)

where C := 1 +^{2c}_c , and C_0(t, T ) := sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max [|L_s(0)| , |U_s(0)|].

Proof. Similarly to Proposition 3.10, we set

τ_1 := 0 ∨ sup { t < T : ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] = u_t or ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] = l_t } , and for k ≥ 2,

τ_k := 0 ∨ sup { t < τ_k : ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] = u_t if ^E [ ℏ(τ_{k−1}, Y_{τk−1} ) ] = l_{τk−1} ,

or ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] = l_t if ^E [ ℏ(τ_{k−1}, Y_{τk−1} ) ] = u_{τk−1} } . Accordingly, there exists some N^∗ ∋ N_0 < +∞ such that τ_{N0} = 0. Note that on [τ_1, T ], inequality (3.8) holds trivially. Suppose that inequality (3.8) holds on t ∈ [τ_k, T ]. Assume that ^E [ℏ(·, Y_·)] hits l at time τ_k. Put

Y^∗_t = { Y_t + R_T − R_{τk} , t ∈ [τ_{k+1}, τ_k]; Y_t, t ∈ (τ_k, T ], and (Y^∗, R^∗) = ^B SP^u_l (Y^∗, ℏ). Hence (Y_t, R_T − R_t) = (Y^∗_t , R^∗_{τk} − R^∗_t ) + (0, R_T − R_{τk} ), t ∈ [τ_{k+1}, τ_k]. By Theorem 3.7, we have on t ∈ [τ_{k+1}, τ_k],

Y^∗_t = Y_t+R_T −R_{τk} + sup_{s∈[t,τk]} ( ^E [Y_s] + R_T − R_{τk} − L_s(Y_s) )_− = Y_t+ sup_{s∈[t,τk]} ( L_s(Y_s) − ^E [ Y_s ]) .

If R_T − R_t = sup_{s∈[t,τk]} ( L_s(Y_s) − ^E [ Y_s ]) ≥ 0, then |R_T − R_t| ≤ sup_{s∈[t,τk]} ^E [| Y_s | |] + sup s∈[t,τ_k] | |L_s(Y_s) | | ≤ (1 + 2c c ) sup_{s∈[t,τk]} ^E [| Y_s | |] + sup s∈[t,τ_k] |L_s(0)| . If R_T − R_t < 0, then R_T − R_{τk} ≤ R_T − R_t < 0, and |R_T − R_t| ≤ |R_T − R_{τk} |. Therefore, |R_T − R_t| ≤ (1 + 2c c ) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| Y_s |] + sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max [L_s(0), U_s(0)] .

We end the proof by mentioning that the results where ^E [ℏ(·, Y_·)] hits u at time τ_k can be achieved analogously.

4 Doubly mean-reflected G-BSDEs

In this section, we consider a series of DMRG-BSDEs (ξ, f, ℏ, l, u):

Y_t = ξ + ∫_T t f(s, Y_s, Z_s)ds − ∫_T t Z_sdB_s − (K_T − K_t) + (R_T − R_t), t ∈ [0, T ]; l_t ≤ ^E [ℏ(t, Y_t)] ≤ u_t, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]; ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − l_v ) dR_v ≤ 0, and ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ(v, Y_v)] − u_v ) dR_v ≤ 0, ∀0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T ; (4.1) where a universal hypothesis holds for the terminal condition:

Assumption 4.1. ξ ∈ L^1_G(Ω_T ) and l_T ≤ ^E [ℏ(T, ξ)] ≤ u_T .

To establish corresponding well-posedness results, using backward Skorokhod problems with sublinear expectation, we perform briefly fixed-point approaches and θ-methods inspired by works on standard G-BSDEs, see [15, 21, 23, 37, 38] for more details.

4.1 Lipschitz generators

Assumption 4.2. Fix some constants β > 1 and L > 0.

(i) ξ ∈ L^β_G(Ω_T ).

(ii) For any (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T , f(t, ω, 0, 0) ∈ M^β_G(0, T ).

(iii) For each (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T and any (y, y^′, z, z^′) ∈ R^{2+2d} , |f(t, ω, y, z) − f(t, ω, y^′, z^′)| ≤ L (|y − y^′| + |z − z^′|) . Theorem 4.3. Let Assumptions 3.1-4.1-4.2 hold. Then for any 1 ≤ α < β, DMRG-BSDE (ξ, f, ℏ, l, u) (4.1) admits a unique solution (Y, Z, K, R) ∈ S^α_G(0, T ) × C^T_B .

Proof. Take U^i ∈ M^β_G(0, T ), i = 1, 2. Then the following G-BSDE:

Y^i = ξ + ∫_T t f(s, U^i_s, Z^i)ds − ∫_T t Z^idB_s − (K^i_T − K^i_t), t ∈ [0, T ], (4.2)

admits a unique solution (Y^{L,i}, Z^{L,i}, K^{L,i}) ∈ S^α_G(0, T ), for any 1 ≤ α < β, from Theorem 4.1 in [19]. By Theorem 3.7, there exist unique solutions to backward Skorokhod problem with sublinear expectation, i.e., C^1_G(0, T ) × C^T_B ∋ (Y^{L,i}, R^{L,i}) = ^B SP^u_l (Y^{L,i}, ℏ)), i = 1, 2. Therefore, putting f^{L,i}(s, z) := f(s, U^i_s, z), (Y^{L,i}, Z^{L,i}, K^{L,i}, R^{L,i}) satisfies DMRG- BSDE (4.1) (ξ, f^{L,i}, ℏ, l, u), uniquely. By Proposition 3.11, Y^{L,i} share the same integrability with Y^{L,i}, and they all belong to M^β_G(0, T ) by Lemma 3.2 in [37]. According to Proposition A.1, there exists a constant C^L := C^L(T, ~σ, σ, L, β) > 0 such that for t ∈ [0, T ], | | |Y^{L,1}_t − Y^{L,2}_t | | |^β ≤ C^L ^E_t [(∫_T t | | |f(s, U^1_s , Z^{L,2}) − f(s, U^2_s , Z^{L,2}_s ) | | | ds )_β] ≤ C^LL^β (T − t)^{β−1} ^E_t [∫_T t | |U^1_s − U^2_s | |^β ds ] , and ^E [∫_T t | |Y L,1_s − Y L,2_s | |^β ds ] ≤ ∫_T t ^E [| |Y L,1_s − Y L,2_s | |^β ] ds ≤ C^LL^β (T − t)^β ^E [∫_T t | U^1_s − U^2_s |_β ds ] .

Concerning Proposition 3.10 and C = 1 +^{2M}_m , we have ^E [∫_T t | |Y^{L,1}_s − Y^{L,2}_s | |^β ds ] ≤ ∫_T t ^E [| |Y^{L,1}_s − Y^{L,2}_s | |^β ] ds

≤ ∫_T t ^E (| | |Y^{L,1}_s − Y^{L,2}_s | | | + C sup_{v∈[s,T ]} ^E [| |Y^{L,1}_v − Y^{L,2}_v | | | ] )_β ds

≤ 2^{β−1} ∫_T t ^E [| | |Y^{L,1}_s − Y^{L,2}_s | | |^β ] ds + 2^{β−1}C^β(T − t) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| | |Y^{L,1}_s − Y^{L,2}_s | | |^β ] ds ≤ 2^{β−1}(1 + C^β)C^LL^β(T − t)^β ^E [∫_T t | U^1_s − U^2_s |_β ds ] . Taking h_1 ∈ (0, T ] such that 2^{β−1}(1 + C^β)C^LL^β h^β_1 < 1 and T = N^1_h h_1 for some N^1_h ∈ N^∗ , we can construct a contraction mapping on M^β_G(T − h_1, T ) to derive a fixed point Y ∈ M^β_G(T − h_1, T ) and then local solutions by means of a priori estimates for Z, see Proposition A.2. Iterating backwardly, we get the desired convergence and uniqueness results.

4.2 Quadratic generators

4.2.1 Bounded terminal conditions

Assumption 4.4. Let λ, γ, M_0 ∈ R^+ .

(i) ξ ∈ L^∞_G (Ω_T ).

(ii) There exists some constant M_0 > 0 such that for each (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T , |ξ| + ∫_T 0 |f(s, ω, 0, 0)|^2 ds ≤ M_0.

(iii) For any (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T and any (y, y^′, z, z^′) ∈ R^{2+2d} , |f(t, ω, y, z) − f(t, ω, y^′, z^′)| ≤ λ |y − y^′| + γ(1 + |z| + |z^′|) |z − z^′| . (iv) There is a modulus of continuity w : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) such that |f(t, ω, y, z) − f(t^′, ω^′, y, z)| ≤ w(|t − t^′| + ‖ω − ω^′‖), for each (y, z) ∈ R^{1+d} and any (t, t^′, ω, ω^′) ∈ [0, T ] × [0, T ] × Ω_T × Ω_T .

Theorem 4.5. Let Assumptions 3.1-4.1-4.4 hold. Then DMRG-BSDE (ξ, f, ℏ, l, u) (4.1) admits a unique solution (Y, Z, K, R) ∈ S^∞_G (0, T ) × H^T_G (R^d ) × A^T_G × C^T_B .

Proof. Take U^i ∈ S^∞_G (0, T ), i = 1, 2 and then the QG-BSDE (4.2) admit a unique solution (Y^{Q,i}, Z^{Q,i}, K^{Q,i}) ∈ S^∞_G (0, T ) × H^T_G (R^d ) × A^T_G by Remark A.4. Then applying Theorem 3.7, there exists uniquely C^1_G(0, T ) × C^T_B ∋ (Y^{Q,i}, R^{Q,i}) = ^B SP^u_l (Y^{Q,i}, ℏ). Therefore, putting f^{Q,i}(s, z) := f(s, U^{Q,i}_s , z), (Y^{Q,i}, Z^{Q,i}, K^{Q,i}, R^{Q,i}) satisfies DMRG-BSDE (ξ, f^{Q,i}, ℏ, l, u) (4.1) uniquely. And from Proposition 3.11, Y^{Q,i} ∈ S^∞_G (0, T ).

Following a similar G-Girsanov transform approach to Theorem 3.2 of [15], we derive that, ‖ ‖ ‖Y^{Q,1} − Y^{Q,2} ‖ ‖ ‖_{S∞G (t,T )} ≤ λ(T − t) ‖ ‖U^{Q,1} − U^{Q,2} ‖ ‖_{S∞G (t,T )} , t ∈ [0, T ]. Referring to Proposition 3.10, we deduce that ‖ ‖Y^{Q,1} − Y^{Q,2} ‖ ‖_{S∞G (t,T )} ≤ (1 + C ) ‖ ‖ ‖Y^{Q,1} − Y^{Q,2} ‖ ‖ ‖_{S∞G (t,T )} ≤ (1 + C )λ(T − t) ‖ ‖U^{Q,1} − U^{Q,2} ‖ ‖_{S∞G (t,T )} . Choose h_2 ∈ (0, T ] such that (1 + C )λh_2 < 1 and T = N^2_h h_2 for some N^2_h ∈ N^∗ . Applying Proposition A.3, we can employ a fixed-point argumentation to derive local solutions and concatenate them afterwards. And the uniqueness is also provided by local results.

4.2.2 Unbounded terminal conditions

Assumption 4.6. Let λ, γ ∈ R^+ and ^α ∈ M^1_G(0, T ) be nonnegative.

(i) Both ξ and ∫_T 0 ^α_tdt have finite exponential moments of arbitrary order, i.e., ^E [ exp { p |ξ| + p ∫_T 0 ^α_tdt }] < ∞, ∀p ≥ 1.

(ii) For any (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T and any (y, y^′, z, z^′) ∈ R^{2+2d} , |f(t, ω, y, z) − f(t, ω, y^′, z^′)| ≤ λ |y − y^′| + γ(1 + |z| + |z^′|) |z − z^′| . (iii) There is a modulus of continuity w : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) such that |f(t, ω, y, z) − f(t^′, ω^′, y, z)| ≤ w(|t − t^′| + ‖ω − ω^′‖), for each (y, z) ∈ R^{1+d} and any (t, t^′, ω, ω^′) ∈ [0, T ] × [0, T ] × Ω_T × Ω_T .

(iv) For each (t, ω, y) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T × R, f(t, ω, y, ·) is convex.

Note that for any (t, ω, y, z) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T × R × R^d , |f(t, ω, y, z)| ≤ |f(t, ω, 0, 0)| + λ |y| + γ(|z|^2 + |z|) ≤ ^α_t(ω) + γ 2 + λ |y| + 3γ 2 |z|^2 . (4.3)

Theorem 4.7. Let Assumptions 3.1-4.1-4.6 hold. Then DMRQG-BSDE (ξ, f, ℏ, l, u) (4.1) admits a unique solution (Y, Z, K, R) ∈ E^T_G × H^T_G (R^d ) × A^T_G × C^T_B .

In order to apply a θ-method following [15, 23], we denote for each θ ∈ (0, 1),

δ_θϕ := ϕ^1 − θϕ^2 1 − θ , ~δ_θϕ := ϕ^2 − θϕ^1 1 − θ and |δ|_θ ϕ := |δ_θϕ| + | |~δ_θϕ | | , for ϕ = Y , Y, Z, R_T − R_·, and the following lemma is beneficial for proving required boundedness results.

Lemma 4.8. Let Assumptions 3.1 hold, θ ∈ (0, 1), and Y^i ∈ C^1_G(0, T ) with l_T ≤ ^E [ ℏ(T, Y^i_T ) ] ≤ u_T ]. If C^1_G(t, T ) × C_B(t, T ) ∋ (Y^i, R^i) = ^B SP^u_l (Y^i, ℏ), i = 1, 2. Then for t ∈ [0, T ],

|δ_θY_t| ≤ C^′_0(t, T, Y^1, Y^2) + | δ_θY_t | + C sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| δ_θY_s |] , and | | |~δθYt | | | ≤ C^′_0(t, T, Y^1, Y^2) + | | |~δθY t | | | + C sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| |~δθY s | | | ] , where

C^′_0(t, T, Y^1, Y^2) := 2 c sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max (|l_s| , |u_s|) + c c sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max(|L_s(0)| , |U_s(0)|)

+ 2c(c + c) c^2 ( sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| |Y^1_s | | | ] + sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| |Y^2_s | | | ] ) , and as Proposition 3.11, C := 1 +^{2c}_c .

Proof. We reformulate the backward Skorokhod problems with sublinear expectation as

(Y^i, R^i) := ^B SP^{ui}_li (Y^i, ℏ^i), i = 1, 2 as: for each t ∈ [0, T ],

Y^1_t := Y^1_t , R^1_t := R^1_t , ℏ^1(t, ·) := ℏ(t, ·), Y^1_t := Y^1_t , l^1_t := l_t, u^1_t := u_t; and Y^2_t := θY^2_t , R^2_t := θR^2_t , Y^2_t := θY^2_t , ℏ^2(t, y) := θℏ(t, 1 θ y), y ∈ R, l^2_t := θl_t, u^2_t := θu_t. Further, putting H^i(t, x, Y^i_t) := ^E [ ℏ^i(t, x + Y^i_t − ^E [ Y^i_t ] ) ] , i = 1, 2, and defining corre-

spondingly L^i_· (Y^i_· ), U^i_· (Y^i_· ), Propositions 3.2-3.6 hold. By Proposition 3.10, we have, |δ_θY_t| ≤ | |δ_θY_t | | + |δ_θ(R_T − R_t)| ≤ | |δ_θY_t | | + 1 1 − θ | |(R^1_T − R^2_t ) − (R^2_T − R^2_t ) | | ≤ | |δ_θY_t | | + (1 + 2c c ) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| δ_θY_s | |] + 1 c sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max (|l_s| , |u_s|) + 1 c(1 − θ) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max [ | |H1(s, L_{1s}(Y 2_s), Y 2_s) − H2(s, L_{1s}(Y 2_s), Y 2_s) | | , | |H1(s, U_{1s}(Y 2_s), Y 2_s) − H2(s, U_{1s}(Y 2_s), Y 2_s) | | ] .

Here, we can derive separately that | | |H^1(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, L^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | | = | | | ^E [ ℏ(s, L_s(θY^2_s) + θY^2_s − θ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) ] − ^E [ θℏ(s, 1 θ L_s(θY^2_s) + Y^2_s − ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) ]| | | ≤ (1 − θ) |l_s| + θ^E [| |ℏ(s, L_s(θY^2_s) + θY^2_s − θ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) − ℏ(s, 1 θ L_s(θY^2_s) + Y^2_s − ^E [ Y^2_s ] ) | | | ]

≤ (1 − θ) |l_s| + (1 − θ)c |L_s(0)| + 2θ(1 − θ) c^2 c ^E [| |Y^2_s | | ] + 2θ(1 − θ)c^E [| |Y^2_s | | ] , and | |H^1(s, U^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) − H^2(s, U^1_s(Y^2_s), Y^2_s) | | ≤ (1 − θ) |u_s| + (1 − θ)c |U_s(0)| + 2θ(1 − θ) c^2 c ^E [| |Y^2_s | | | ] + 2θ(1 − θ)c^E [| |Y^2_s | | | ] . Consequently, we get |δ_θY_t| ≤ | |δ_θY_t | | + (1 + 2c c ) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| δ_θY_s | |] + 1 c sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max (|l_s| , |u_s|)

+ 1 c { sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max(|l_s| , |u_s|) + c sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max(|L_s(0)| , |U_s(0)|) + (

2c^2 c + 2c) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| |Y^2_s | | | ] }

≤ | |δ_θY_t | | + (1 + 2c c ) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| δ_θY_s | |] + 2 c sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max (|l_s| , |u_s|) + c c sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max(|L_s(0)| , |U_s(0)|) + 2c(c + c) c^2 sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| |Y^2_s | | | ] . By symmetry, we can derive the estimate for | | |~δθYt | | |. Proof of Theorem 4.7 To start via a truncation argument, we denote by f̄_t(ω) := f(t, ω, 0, 0) and set for each m ∈ N^∗ ,

ϕ^{(m)} := (ϕ ∧ m) ∨ (−m) for ϕ = ξ, f̄_t, and f^{(m)}(t, y, z) := f(t, y, z) − f̄_t + f̄^{(m)}_t ,

where (ξ^{(m)}, f^{(m)}) satisfy Assumption 4.4 with M_0 := m+m^2T , λ, γ > 0. From Theorem 4.5, DMRG-BSDE (ξ^{(m)}, f^{(m)}, ℏ, l, u) (4.1) admits a unique solution (Y^{(m)}_t , Z^{(m)}, K^{(m)}, R^{(m)}) ∈ S^∞_G (0, T ) × H^T_G (R^d ) × A^T_G × C^T_B . By Theorem 5.3 in [21] and Remark A.4, the QG-BSDE:

Y^{(m)}_t = ξ^{(m)} + ∫_T t f(s, Y^{(m)}_s , Z^{(m)}_s )ds − ∫_T t Z^{(m)}_s dB_s − (K^{(m)}_T − K^{(m)}_t ), t ∈ [0, T ], (4.4)

admits a unique solution (Y^{(m)}_t , Z^{(m)}_t , K^{(m)}_t ) ∈ S^∞_G (0, T )×H^T_G (R^d )×A^T_G satisfying (Y^{(m)}, R^{(m)}) = ^B SP^u_l (Y^{(m)}, ℏ) by Theorem 3.7. Meanwhile, following estimate (4.3), we have | |f^{(m)}(t, ω, y, z) | | ≤ ^α_t(ω) + γ 2 + λ |y| + 3γ 2 |z|^2 , ∀m ∈ N^∗ . (4.5)

Step 1. Uniform estimate. Set

~D := exp { 3pγ~σ^2 (∫_T 0 ^α_sds + γT 2 + λT sup_{s∈[0,T ]} max [|L_s(0)| , |U_s(0)|] )} , ~D_0 := exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{s∈[0,T ]} max [|L_s(0)| , |U_s(0)|] } .

Applying Lemma A.5 to QGBSDE (4.4) (taking ^β_t := ^α_t +^γ_2 + λ|Y^{(n)}_t | and κ := 3γ) and then Proposition 3.11, it holds that for t ∈ [0, T ] and p ≥ 1, ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |Y^{(m)}_s | | }]

≤ ^E [ sup v∈[t,T ] ^E_v [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 ( |ξ| + ∫_T 0 ^α_sds + γT 2 + λ(T − t) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |Y^{(m)}_s | | )}]]

≤ ^E [ sup v∈[t,T ] ^E_v [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 [ |ξ| + ∫_T 0 ^α_sds + γT 2 + λ(T − t) ( sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |Y (m)_s | | + C sup s∈[t,T ] ^E [| |Y^{(m)}_s | |] + C_0(t, T ) )]}]]

≤ ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2λ(T − t)C sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |Y (m)_s | | }] ( ^E [ sup v∈[t,T ] ^E_v [ exp { 6pγ~σ^2 ( λ(T − t) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |Y (m)_s | | )}]]) 1_2

× ( ^E [ sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E_s [( exp { 3pγ~σ^2 |ξ| } ~ D )_2]

]) 1_2

≤ Â_G ( ^E [( exp { 3pγ~σ^2 |ξ| } ~ D )_4])^1_2 ^E [ exp { 6(2 + C )pγ~σ^2λ(T − t) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | | |Y^{(m)}_s | | | }] . We select h_3 ∈ (0, T ] such that 2(2 + C )λh_3 < 1 and T = N^3_h h_3, for some N^3_h ∈ N^∗ to get ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_3,T ] | |Y^{(m)}_s | | }]

≤ ( Â_G ) 1 1−2(2+C )λh3 (^ E [( exp { 24pγ~σ^2 |ξ| })])^1 4(1−2(2+C )λh3) (^ E [ ~D^8 ]) 1 4(1−2(2+C )λh3) . Then we get as C > 1, ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_3,T ] | |Y^{(m)}_s | | }] ≤ { ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_3,T ] | | |Y^{(m)}_s | | | }]}_{1+C} ~D_0

≤ (Â_G)^{1+C} 1−2(2+C )λh3 ( ^E [exp {24pγ~σ^2 |ξ|}] ) 1+C 4(1−2(2+C )λh3) (^ E [ ~D^8 ]) 1+C 4(1−2(2+C )λh3) ~ D_0 := D(ξ, p).

Next, iterating backwardly over the time intervals [(k − 1)h_3, kh_3] with terminal conditions Y^{(m)}_{kh3} , k = N^3_h − 1, · · · , 1, we have, ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[(k−1)h_3,kh_3] | Y^{(m)}_s | }]

≤ (Â_G)^{1+C} 1−2(2+C )λh3 ( ^E [ exp { 24pγ~σ^2 | |Y^{(m)}_{kh3} | | }]) 1+C 4(1−2(2+C )λh3) (^ E [ ~D^8 ]) 1+C 4(1−2(2+C )λh3) ~

D_0

≤ (Â_G)^{1+C} 1−2(2+C )λh3 ( D(Y^{(n)}_{(k+1)h3} , 8p) ) 1+C 4(1−2(2+C )λh3) (^ E [ ~D^8 ]) 1+C 4(1−2(2+C )λh3) ~

D_0 =: D(Y^{(n)}_{kh3} , p),

whose boundedness is owing to Assumption 4.6-(ii). Then we obtain the uniform estimates: sup_{m∈N∗} ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{s∈[0,T ]} | |Y^{(m)}_s | | }] ≤ sup_{m∈N∗} ^E [ sup 1≤k≤N^3_h exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[(k−1)h_3,kh_3] | |Y^{(m)}_s | | }]

≤ sup_{m∈N∗} N^3_h∑

j=1 D(Y^{(m)}_{kh3} , p) =: ^D(ξ, p). (4.6)

Step 2. Convergence on a small time interval. Fix m, q ≥ 1 and θ ∈ (0, 1), we define for ϕ = Y, Y , R^T − R, ξ, δ_θϕ^{(m,q)} := ϕ^{(m+q)} − θϕ^{(m)} 1 − θ , ~δ_θϕ^{(m,q)} := ϕ^{(m)} − θϕ^{(m+q)} 1 − θ , and |δ|_θ ϕ^{(m,q)} := | |δ_θϕ^{(m,q)} | | + | | |~δθϕ^{(m,q)} | | | . Then the triple of processes (δ_θY^{(m,q)}, δ_θZ^{(m,q)},^1_{1−θ} K^{(m+q)}) satisfies the following G-BSDE:

δ_θY^{(m,q)}_t = δ_θξ^{(m,q)} + θ 1 − θ ( K^{(m)}_T − K^{(m)}_t ) + ∫_T t [ δ_θf^{(m,q)} ( s, δ_θY^{(m,q)}_s , δ_θZ^{(m,q)}_s ) + δ_θf̄^{(m,q)}_s ] ds − ∫_T t δ_θZ^{(m,q)}_s dB_s − 1 1 − θ ( K^{(m+q)} T − K^{(m+q)}_t ) , where

δ_θξ^{(m,q)} = ξ^{(m)} + 1 1 − θ ( ξ^{(m+q)} − ξ^{(m)} ) ≤ |ξ| + 1 1 − θ (|ξ| − m)^+ , f̄^{(m,q)}_t := f̄^{(m+q)} t − θf̄^{(m)}_t 1 − θ − f̄_t ≤ f̄^{(m)}_t − f̄_t + 1 1 − θ (|¯ f_t | | − m)^+ ≤ 2 1 − θ (|¯ f_t | | − m)^+ , and by Assumption 4.6-(iii)(v) with estimate (4.3), δ_θf^{(m,q)}(t, δ_θY^{(m,q)}_t , z) ≤ λ | | |δθY^{(m,q)}_t | | | + λ | | |Y^{(m)}_t | | | + 1 1 − θ [ f(t, Y^{(m)}_t , (1 − θ)z + θZ^{(m)}_t ) − θf(t, Y^{(m)}_t , Z^{(m)}_t ) ]

≤ λ | |δθY^{(m,q)}_t | | + λ | |Y^{(m)}_t | | + f(t, Y^{(m)}_t , z) ≤ αt + γ 2 + 2λ | |Y^{(m)}_t | | + λ | |δθY^{(m,q)}_t | | + 3γ 2 |z|^2 .

Set Φ^{(m,q)} := ∫_T 0 α_sds + γT 2 + 2λT ( sup s∈[0,T ] | |Y^{(m)}_s | | + sup s∈[0,T ] | |Y^{(m+q)} s | | ) ,

Γ^{(m,q)} := |ξ| + ∫_T 0 α_sds + γT 2 + λT ( sup s∈[0,T ] | |Y^{(m)}_s | | + sup s∈[0,T ] | |Y^{(m+q)} s | | ) , and ρ(θ, m) := 1 1 − θ (|ξ| − m)^+ + 2 1 − θ ∫_T 0 (|¯ f_s | − m )_+ ds. Note that in the spirit of Assumption 4.6-(ii) and estimate (4.6), Φ^{(m,q)} and Γ^{(m,q)} admit finite exponential moments of arbitrary order, ∀m, q ∈ N^∗ . Applying Lemma A.5-(ii) (taking ^β_t := ^α_t +^γ_2 + 2λ | |Y (m)_t | | + λ | |δ_θY (m,q)_t | | and κ := 3γ), we get by symmetry,

max ( exp { 3pγ~σ^2 ( δ_θY^{(m,q)}_t )_+}

, exp { 3pγ~σ^2 ( ~δ_θY^{(m,q)}_t )_+})

≤ ^E_t [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 [ |ξ| + ρ(θ, m) + Φ^{(m,q)} + λ(T − t) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | ||δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s | | ]}] . Considering the fact that ( δ_θY^{(m,q)} )_− ≤ ( ~δ_θY^{(m,q)} )_+ + | |Y^{(m)} | | + | |Y^{(m+q)} | | and ( ~δ_θY^{(m,q)} )_− ≤ ( δ_θY^{(m,q)} )_+ + | |Y^{(m)} | | + | |Y^{(m+q)} | | , we apply estimate (4.5), Lemma A.5 and Corollary 2.10 to deduce that ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{s∈[t,T ]} |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s }]

≤ ^E ( exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{s∈[t,T ]} max (| |δθY^{(m,q)}_s | | | , | | |~δθY^{(m,q)}_s | | | ) })_2

≤ ^E [( exp { 3pγ~σ^2 [( δ_θY^{(m,q)}_t )_+ + ( ~δ_θY^{(m,q)}_t )_+ + | | |Y^{(m)}_t | | | + | | |Y^{(m+q)}_t | | | ]})_2]

≤ { ^E [ sup v∈[t,T ] ( ^E_v [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 [ |ξ| + ρ(θ, m) + Φ^{(m,q)} + λ(T − t) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s ]}])_8 ]

× ^E [ sup v∈[t,T ] ( ^E_v [exp {3pγ~σ^2Γ^{(m,q)}}] )_8

] } 1_2

(4.7)

≤ Â_G { ^E [ exp { 48pγ~σ^2 [ |ξ| + ρ(θ, m) + Φ^{(m,q)} + λ(T − t) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s ]}] ^E [exp {48pγ~σ^2Γ^{(m,q)}}] } 1_2 .

From Lemma A.5, we have for each m ∈ N^∗ , ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |Y^{(m)}_s | | }]

≤ ^E [ sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E_s [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 ( | ξ^{(m)} | + ∫_T 0 ^α_vdv + γT 2 + λT sup_{v∈[t,T ]} | Y^{(m)}_v | )}]]

≤ Â_G ^E [ exp { 6pγ~σ^2 (∫_T 0 ^α_sds + γT 2 + (1 + λT ) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | Y^{(m)}_s | )}]

≤ Â_G ( ^E [ exp { 12pγ~σ^2 (∫_T 0 ^α_sds + γT 2 )}])^1_2 ( ^D(ξ, ⌈4(1 + λT )⌉p) ) 1_2 . (4.8)

Then, following Lemma 4.8, we could set

C^′_0(t, T, Y^{(m)}, Y^{(m+k)}) ≤ 2 c sup s∈[0,T ] max (|l_s| , |u_s|) + c c sup s∈[0,T ] max (|L_s(0)| , |U_s(0)|) (4.9)

+ 4c(c + c)Â_G 3c^2γ~σ^2 ( ^E [ exp { 12γ~σ^2 (∫_T 0 ^α_sds + γT 2 )}])^1_2 ( ^D(ξ, ⌈4(1 + λT )⌉) ) 1_2 =: C^∗_0 ,

of which the boundedness is guaranteed by Proposition 3.6-(i) and estimate (4.6) for any (m, q) ∈ N^∗ × N^∗ . Applying Lemma 4.8 and estimate (4.9) in the first inequality, we have ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{s∈[t,T ]} |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s }]

≤ ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 ( 2C^∗_0 + sup_{s∈[t,T ]} |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s + 2C sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [ |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s ] )}]

≤ ^E [ exp { 6(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2 ( sup_{s∈[t,T ]} |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s + C^∗_0 )}]

≤ Â_G ( ^E [ exp { 96(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2 [ |ξ| + ρ(θ, m) + C^∗_0 + Φ^{(m,q)} + λ(T − t) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s ]}]) 1_2

× ( ^E [exp {96(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2Γ^{(m,q)}}] ) 1_2

≤ A^∗_G(p) ( ^E [exp {384(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2ρ(θ, m)}] ) 1_8

× ( ^E [ exp { 192(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2λ(T − t) } sup_{s∈[t,T ]} |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s ]) 1_4 , where the second inequality is deduced following the procedure of estimate (4.7) and A^∗_G(p) := Â_G ( ^E [exp {384(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2 [|ξ| + C^∗_0 + Φ^{(m,q)}]}]

) 1_8 ( ^E [exp {96(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2Γ^{(m,q)}}] ) 1_2 < +∞. Choosing h_4 > 0 such that 64(1 + 2C )λh_4 < 1 and T = N^4_h h_4 for some N^4_h ∈ N^∗ , we have ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_4,T ] |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s }] (4.10)

≤ (A^∗_G(p))^{11−16(1+2C )λh}4 × ( ^E [ exp { 384(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2 1 − θ ( (|ξ| − m)^+ + 2 ∫_T 0 (|¯ f_s | | − m)^+ ds )}])^1 8(1−16(1+2C )λh4) . Since by Assumption 4.6-(ii)(iii),

L^1_G(Ω_T ) ∋ exp { 384(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2 1 − θ ( (|ξ| − m)^+ + 2 ∫_T 0 (|¯ f_s | | − m)^+ ds )} ↓ 1, as n → ∞, following monotone convergence theorem, for each p ≥ 1 and any θ ∈ (0, 1), we have

lim sup m→∞ sup_{q∈N∗} ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_4,T ] |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s }] ≤ (A^∗_G(p))^{11−16(1+2C )λh}4 < +∞. (4.11)

Because Y^{(m+q)} − Y^{(m)} = (1 − θ) ( δ_θY^{(m,q)} − Y^{(m)} ) , it holds that for any k ∈ N^∗ ,

lim sup m→∞ sup_{q∈N∗} ^E [ sup s∈[T −h_4,T ] | |Y^{(m+q)} s − Y^{(m)}_s | |^k ]

≤ 2^{k−1}(1 − θ)^k ( lim sup m→∞ sup_{q∈N∗} ^E [ sup s∈[T −h_4,T ] | |δ_θY^{(m,q)}_s | |^k ] + sup_{m∈N∗} ^E [ sup s∈[T −h_4,T ] | |Y^{(m)}_s | |^k ]) . Letting θ → 1, we can assert by the bounds (4.6)-(4.11) that { Y^{(m)} } m∈N is a Cauchy sequence in S^q_G(T − h_4, T ), ∀q ≥ 1, which indicates that there exists a continuous process Y^{N 4h} such that lim_{m→∞} ^E [ sup s∈[T −h_4,T ] | | |Y^{(m)}_s − Y^{N 4h}s | | |^n ] = 0, ∀n ≥ 1. Step 3. Convergence on the whole time horizon. Following Step 2, we can obtain a sequence Y^k, 1 ≤ k ≤ N^4_h such that lim_{m→∞} ^E [ sup s∈[(k−1)h_4,kh_4] | |Y^{(m)}_s − Y^j_s | |^n ] = 0, ∀n ≥ 1. (4.12)

On each time intervals [(k − 1)h_4, kh_4], k = 1, · · · , N^4_h − 1, we replace Γ^{(m,q)} and ρ(θ, m) by

Γ^{(m,q)}_k := max (| |Y^{(m)}_{kh4} | | , | |Y^{(m+q)} kh_4 | | ) + ∫_T 0 α_sds + γT 2 + λT ( sup s∈[0,T ] | |Y^{(m)}_s | | + sup s∈[0,T ] | |Y^{(m+q)} s | | ) , ρ(θ, m, q, k) := 1 1 − θ (| | |Y^{(m)}_{kh4} − Y^{(m+q)}_{kh4} | | | + 2 ∫_T 0 (|¯ f_s | | − m)^+ ds ) . Hereafter, δ_θY^{(m,q)}_{kh4} will take the role of δ_θξ^{(m,q)} on [T − h_4, T ]. Set

A^∗_G(p) (4.13)

:= Â_G sup m,q∈N^∗ ,1≤k≤N^4_h ( ^E [ exp { 384(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2 [ max (| |Y^{(m)}_{kh4} | | , | |Y^{(m+q)} kh_4 | | ) + C^∗_0 + Φ^{(m,q)} ]}]) 1_8

× sup m,q∈N^∗ ,1≤k≤N^4_h ( ^E [ exp { 96(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2Γ^{(m,q)}_k }]) 1_2 < ∞, which is uniformly bounded using estimate (4.6). Thereby, similarly to (4.10), we have lim_{m→∞} sup_{q∈N∗} ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[(k−1)h_4,kh_4] |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s }] (4.14) ≤ ( A^∗_G(p) ) 1 1−16(1+2C )λh4 lim_{m→∞} sup_{q∈N∗} ( ^E [exp {384(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2ρ(θ, m, q, k)}] ) 1 8(1−16(1+2C )λh4 )

≤ ( A^∗_G(p) ) 1 1−16(1+2C )λh4 lim_{m→∞} sup_{q∈N∗} ( ^E [ exp { 768(1 + 2C )pγ~σ^2 (| |Y^{(m)}_{kh4} | | + |δ|_θ Y (m,q)_{kh4} )}])^116(1−16(1+2C )λh4 ) ,

which is uniformly bounded by estimates for (4.6) and lim_{m→∞} sup_{q∈N∗} ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup

s∈[(k^′−1)h_4, k^′h_4] |δ|_θ Y^{(m,q)}_s }] , k + 1 ≤ k^′ ≤ N^4_h .

Then assertion (4.12) follows, and we put

Y_t :=

N^4_h∑

k=1 Y^k_t 1_{[(k−1)h4,kh4)}(t) + ξ1_{{T }}(t), t ∈ [0, T ]. By the convergence on each small intervals, it holds that Y has a quasi-continuous version, which is still denoted by Y . Then it holds that lim_{m→∞} ^E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} | |Y (m)_t − Y_t | |^n ] ≤ N^4_h∑

k=1 lim_{m→∞} ^E [ sup t∈[(k−1)h_4,kh_4] | |Y (m)_t − Y_{kt} | |^n ] = 0. (4.15)

Moreover, with the aid of estimate (4.6) and Fatou’s Lemma (Theorem 2.8), Y ∈ E^T_G and ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Y_t| }] ≤ ^D(ξ, p), ∀p ≥ 1. (4.16)

Step 4. Verification of the solution. By Theorem 3.9 in [23], the following QG-BSDE:

Y_t = ξ + ∫_T t f(s, Y_s, Z_s)ds − ∫_T t Z_sdB_s − (K_T − K_t), t ∈ [0, T ], admits a unique solution (Y , Z, K) ∈ E^T_G × H^T_G (R^d ) × A^T_G , where the bounds for ^E [exp{3pγ~σ2 sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Y_t|}], p ≥ 1 can be obtained via Lemma A.5. From Theorem 3.7,

we can acquire uniquely C^1_G(0, T ) × C^T_B ∋ (~Y , ~R) = ^B SP^u_l (Y , ℏ). Therefore the quadruple (~Y , Z, K, ~R) satisfies the DMRG-BSDE:

~Y_t = ξ + ∫_T t f(s, Y_s, Z_s)ds − ∫_T t Z_sdB_s − (K_T − K_t) + ( ~R_T − ~R_t), t ∈ [0, T ]; l_t ≤ ^E [ ℏ(t, ~Y_t) ] ≤ u_t, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]; ∫_t s ( ^E [ ℏ(v, ~Y_v) ] − l_v ) dR_v ≤ 0, and ∫_t s ( ^E [ ℏ(v, ~Y_v) ] − u_v ) dR_v ≤ 0, ∀0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T. Following Proposition 3.11, ~Y ∈ E^T_G . It remains to check that Y = ~Y . For each m ∈ N^∗ , ^E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} | | ~Y_t − Y_t | | ] ≤ ^E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} | | ~Y_t − Y (m)_t | | ] + ^E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} | |Y (m)_t − Y_t | | ] (4.17)

≤ (1 + C )^E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} | | |Y t − Y^{(m)}_t | | | ] + ^E [ sup t∈[0,T ] | | |Y^{(m)}_t − Yt | | | ] , where the last inequality is attributed to Proposition 3.10.

Since by estimate (4.8) we can get a uniform bound for sup_{m∈N}∗ ^E [exp{3pγ~σ^2 sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Y^{(m)}|}].

Following a θ-method for (Y^{(m)}, Y, Y^{(m)}, Y ) on [0, T ] similar to that for (Y^{(m)}, Y^{(m+q)}, Y^{(m)}, Y^{(m+q)}) in Step 2, we get the convergence result to zero of the first term in estimate (4.17). Then applying the convergence result of ( Y^{(m)} ) m∈N^∗ to Y , we can complete the proof for existence.

Moreover, the uniqueness issue can be obtained analogously to Lemma 4.4 in [15], so we omit it.

5 Multi-dimensional doubly mean-reflected G-BSDEs

In this section, we consider a group of multi-dimensional DMRG-BSDEs: for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

Y^j_t = ξ^j + ∫_T t f^j(s, Y_s, Z^j_s )ds − ∫_T t Z^j_s dB_s − (K^j_T − K^j_t ) + (R^j_T − R^j_t ), t ∈ [0, T ]; l^j_t ≤ ^E [ ℏ^j(t, Y^j_t ) ] ≤ u^j_t , ∀t ∈ [0, T ]; ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ^j (v, Y^j_v )] − l^j_v ) dR^j_v ≤ 0, and ∫_t s ( ^E [ℏ^j(v, Y^j_v )] − u^j_v ) dR^j_v ≤ 0, ∀0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T ; (5.1) where the generators ⃗f(t, ω, y, z) := (f^1(t, ω, y, z^1), · · · , f^n(t, ω, y, z^n))^⊤ : [0, T ] × Ω_T × R^n × R^{n×d} → R^n , with y^j and z^j denoting the j-th component of y and the j-th row of z for any (y, z) ∈ R^n × R^{n×d} , respectively. For the ease of symbolization, we denote ξ := (ξ^1, · · · , ξ^n)^⊤, ⃗ℏ(t, y) := (ℏ^1(t, y^1), · · · , ℏ^n(t, y^n))^⊤, ⃗l := (l^1, · · · , l^n)^⊤, and ⃗u := (u^1, · · · , u^n)^⊤. Suppose the following assumptions are imposed on the data (ξ, ⃗f,⃗ℏ,⃗l, ⃗u). Firstly, a universal hypothesis on reflections and terminal conditions is stated Assumption 5.1. (i) For each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, (ℏ^j, l^j, u^j) satisfies Assumption 3.1 with the same constants 0 < c ≤ c.

(ii) ξ ∈ L^1_G(Ω_T ; R^n ) and l^j_T ≤ ^E [ℏ^j(T, ξ^j)] ≤ u^j_T , ∀1 ≤ j ≤ n. Then, the Lipschitz generators are assumed in the form: Assumption 5.2. Fix some constants β > 1 and L > 0.

(i) ξ ∈ L^β_G(Ω_T ; R^n ).

(ii) For each 1 ≤ j ≤ n and any (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T , f^j(t, ω, 0, 0) ∈ M^β_G(0, T ). (iii) For each (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T and any (y, y^′, z, z^′) ∈ R^{2n+2n×d} , | | | ⃗f(t, ω, y, z) − ⃗f(t, ω, y^′, z^′) | | | ≤ L (|y − y^′| + |z − z^′|) . Next, we consider the quadratic generators with bounded and unbounded terminal conditions respectively.

Assumption 5.3. Let λ, γ ∈ R^+ .

(i) For any (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T and any (y, y^′, z, z^′) ∈ R^{2n+2n×d} , | | | ⃗f(t, ω, y, z) − ⃗f(t, ω, y^′, z^′) | | | ≤ λ |y − y^′| + γ(1 + |z| + |z^′|) |z − z^′| . (ii) There is a modulus of continuity w : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) such that | | ⃗f(t, ω, y, z) − ⃗f(t_′, ω_′, y, z) | | ≤ w(|t − t_′| + ‖ω − ω_′‖), for each (y, z) ∈ R^{n+n×d} and any (t, t^′, ω, ω^′) ∈ [0, T ] × [0, T ] × Ω_T × Ω_T .

Assumption 5.4. Let M_0 ∈ R^+ .

(i) ξ ∈ L^∞_G (Ω_T ; R^n ).

(ii) There exists some constant M_0 > 0 such that for each (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T , |ξ| + ∫_T 0 | | | ⃗f(s, ω, 0, 0) | | |^2 ds ≤ M0. Assumption 5.5. Let ^α ∈ M^1_G(0, T ) be nonnegative.

(i) Both ξ and ∫_T 0 ^α_tdt have finite exponential moments of arbitrary order, i.e., ^E [ exp { p |ξ| + p ∫_T 0 ^α_tdt }] < ∞, ∀p ≥ 1. (ii) For each 1 ≤ j ≤ n and any (t, ω, y) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω_T × R^n , f^j(t, ω, y, ·) is convex.

Theorem 5.6. Let Assumption 5.1 hold true.

(i) If Assumption 5.2 holds, then the multi-dimensional DMRG-BSDE (ξ, ⃗f,⃗ℏ,⃗l, ⃗u) (5.1) admits a unique solution (Y, Z, K, R) ∈ S^α_G(0, T ; R^n ) × C^T_B (R^n ), for any 1 ≤ α < β.

(ii) If Assumptions 5.3-5.4 holds, then the multi-dimensional DMRG-BSDE (ξ, ⃗f,⃗ℏ,⃗l, ⃗u) (5.1) admits a unique solution (Y, Z, K, R) ∈ §^∞_G (0, T ; R^n ) × H^T_G (R^{n×d} ) × A^T_G (R^n ) × C^T_B (R^n ).

Proof. (i) Taking V^i ∈ M^β_G(0, T ; R^n ), i = 1, 2, we consider the following one-dimensional DMRG-BSDE with the corresponding reflection and Skorokhod condition given by (5.1):

Y^{i,j}_t = ξ^j + ∫_T t f^j(s, V^i_s , Z^{i,j}_s )ds − ∫_T t Z^{i,j}_s dB_s − (K^{i,j}_T − K^{i,j}_t ) + (R^{i,j}_T − R^{i,j}_t ), t ∈ [0, T ], (5.2) which admits a unique solution (Y^{L,i,j}, Z^{L,i,j}, K^{L,i,j}, R^{L,i,j}) ∈ S^α_G(0, T ) × C^T_B , 1 ≤ α < β by Lemmas 3.2-3.3 in [37] and Theorem 4.3. Similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.3, we have by Proposition A.1, ‖ ‖Y^{L,1,j} − Y^{L,2,j} ‖ ‖^β_{M βG(t,T )} ≤ 2^{β−1}(1 + C^β)C^LL^β (T − t)^β ‖ ‖U^1 − U^2 ‖ ‖^β_{M βG(t,T ;Rn )} , and then ‖ ‖Y^{L,1} − Y^{L,2} ‖ ‖^β_{M βG(t,T ;Rn )} ≤ 2^{β−1}n^{( β}2^{−1)∨0}(1 + C^β)C^LL^β(T − t)^β ‖ ‖U^1 − U^2 ‖ ‖^β_{M βG(t,T ;Rn)} . Therefore, the contraction mapping and iteration process can be realized similarly to Lemma 3.4 and Theorem 3.1 in [37].

(ii) Taking V^i ∈ S^∞_G (0, T ; R^n ), i = 1, 2 then the one-dimensional DMRG-BSDE (5.2) admit a unique solution (Y^{Q,i,j}, Z^{Q,i,j}, K^{Q,i,j}, R^{Q,i,j}) ∈ S^∞_G (0, T )×H^T_G (R^d )×A^T_G ×C^T_B from Theorem 4.5. Then we compute by a similar G-Girsanov transformation and a priori estimates of backward Skorokhod problem with sublinear expectation to get that ‖ ‖Y^{Q,1} − Y^{Q,2} ‖ ‖_{S∞G (t,T ;Rn )} ≤ n(1 + C )λ(T − t) ‖ ‖U^1 − U^2 ‖ ‖_{S∞G (t,T ;Rn)} , and complete this assertion analogously in the sense of a fixed-point argumentation.

Theorem 5.7. Let Assumptions 5.1-5.3-5.5 hold. Then the multi-dimensional DMRG- BSDE (ξ, ⃗f,⃗ℏ,⃗l, ⃗u) (5.1) admits a unique solution (Y, Z, K, R) ∈ E^T_G (R^n ) × H^T_G (R^{n×d} ) × A^T_G (R^n ) × C^T_B (R^n ).

Proof. Iteration. Taking V ∈ E^T_G (R^n ), the following quadratic G-BSDE:

Y^j_t = ξ^j + ∫_T t f^j(s, V_s, Z^j_s)ds − ∫_T t Z^j_sdB_s − (K^j_T − K^j_t ), t ∈ [0, T ], admits a unique solution (Y^j, Z^j , K^j ) ∈ E^T_G × H^T_G (R^d ) × A^T_G by Lemma 4.1 in [23]. From Theorem 3.7, there exists C^1_G(0, T ) × C^T_B ∋ (Y^j, R^j) = ^B SP^{uj}_lj (Y^j , ℏ^j) and Y^j ∈ E^T_G from Proposition 3.11. Combining with Theorem 4.7, the quadruple (Y^j, Z^j, K^j , R^j) is the unique solution to DMRG-BSDE:

Y^j_t = ξ^j + ∫_T t f^j(s, V_s, Z^j_s )ds − ∫_T t Z^j_s dB_s − (K^j_T − K^j_t ) + (R^j_T − R^j_t ), t ∈ [0, T ].

Then we can apply an iterative method by setting Y^{[0]} ≡ 0 and solving the following DMRG- BSDEs on [0, T ]:

Y^{[m],j}_t = ξ^j + ∫_T t f^j (s, Y^{[m−1]}_s , Z^{[m],j}_s )ds − ∫ t Z^{[m],j}_s dB_s − (K^{[m],j}_T − K^{[m],j}_t ) + (R^{[m],j}_T − R^{[m],j}_t ), and denote by

Y^{[m],j}_t = ξ^j + ∫_T t f^j(s, Y^{[m−1]}_s , Z^{[m],j}_s )ds − ∫ t Z^{[m],j}_s dB_s − (K^{[m],j}_T − K^{[m],j}_t ). For each m ∈ N^∗ , (Y^{[m]}, Z^{[m]}, K^{[m]}, R^{[m]}) ∈ E^T_G (R^n ) × H^T_G (R^{n×d} ) × A^T_G (R^n ) × C^T_B (R^n ). Due to Assumption 5.5, we can get similarly to (4.3) that | |f^j(t, V_t, z^j ) | | ≤ ^α_t + γ 2 + λ |V_t| + 3γ 2 | |z^j | |^2 . (5.3)

Uniform estimate. From assertion (i) of Lemma A.5 (taking ^β_t = ^α_t +^γ_2 + λ | |Y [m−1] t | | and κ = 3γ), we have that for p ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, exp { 3pγ~σ^2 | |Y [m],j_t | |} ≤ ^E_t [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 ( |ξ| + ∫_T t ( ^α_s + γ 2 + λ | Y^{[m−1]} s |) ds )}] , m ≥ 1. Recalling Proposition 3.11, we set

~D_1(p) := exp { 3pγ~σ^2 n∑ j=1 sup s∈[0,T ] max [| L^j_s(0) | | , | |U^j_s (0) | |] } , and apply Jensen’s inequality to get exp { 3pγ~σ^2 | | |Y^{[m]}_t | | | } ≤ ~D_1(p) ( ^E_t [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 ( |ξ| + ∫_T t ( ^α_s + γ 2 + λ | |Y^{[m−1]} s | | ) ds )}])_n

× n∏ j=1 exp { 3pγ~σ^2C sup_{s∈[t,T ]} ^E [| |Y^{[m],j}_s | | ] } .

From Corollary 2.10 and Jensen’s inequality, we have ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |Y^{[m]}_s | | }]

≤ Â_G ~D_1(p)^E [ exp { 6n(1 + C )pγ~σ^2 ( |ξ| + ∫_T t ( ^α_s + γ 2 + λ | |Y^{[m−1]} s | | ) ds )}]

≤ ( D(ξ, p)^E [ exp { 12n(1 + C )pγ~σ^2λ(T − t) sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |Y^{[m−1]} s | | }]) 1_2 , where D(ξ, p) := ( Â_G ~D_1(p)

)_2 ( ^E [exp {24n(1 + C )pγ~σ^2 |ξ|}] ) 1_2 ( ^E [ exp { 24n(1 + C )pγ~σ^2 (∫_T 0 ^α_sds + γT 2 )}])^1_2 . Choosing h_5 ∈ (0, T ] such that 4n(1 + C )λh_5 < 1 and T = N^5_h h_5 for some N^5_h ∈ N^∗ , we get ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_5,T ] | Y^{[m]}_s | }] (5.4)

≤ (D(ξ, p))^{12 + 14 +···+ 12m} ( ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_5,T ] | Y^{[0]}_s | }]) 1_{2m} ≤ D(ξ, p). Iterating backwardly, we get on [(k − 1)h_5, kh_5], k = N^5_h − 1, · · · , 1, ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[(k−1)h_5,kh_5] | |Y^{[m]}_s | | }] (5.5)

≤ ( Â_G ~D_1(p)

)_2 ( ^E [ exp { 24n(1 + C )pγ~σ^2 | | |Y^{[m]}_{kh5} | | | }]) 1_2 ( ^E [ exp { 24n(1 + C )pγ~σ^2 (∫_T 0 ^α_sds + γT 2 )}])^1_2

≤ ( Â_G ~D_1(p)

)_2 (

D(Y^{[m]}_{(k+1)h5} , ⌈8n(1 + C )⌉p)

) 1_2 ( ^E [ exp { 24n(1 + C )pγ~σ^2 (∫_T 0 ^α_sds + γT 2 )}])^1_2

=: D(Y^{[m]}_{kh4} , p),

and derive a uniform estimate, i.e. sup_{m∈N∗} ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup_{s∈[0,T ]} | Y^{[m]}_s | }] ≤ ^D(ξ, p), analogously to ^D(ξ, p) in Step 1 of Theorem 4.7. Convergence. In order to prove that ( Y^{[m]} ) m∈N^∗ is a Cauchy sequence, we apply a θ-method

as Steps 2-3 of Theorem 4.7. Fix m, k ≥ 1 and θ ∈ (0, 1), we define for ϕ = Y, Y , R^T −R, ξ,

δ_θϕ^{[m,q]} := ϕ^{[m+q]} − θϕ^{[m]} 1 − θ , ~δ_θϕ^{[m,q]} := ϕ^{[m]} − θϕ^{[m+q]} 1 − θ , and |δ|_θ ϕ^{[m,q]} := | |δ_θϕ^{[m,q]} | | + | |~δ_θϕ_{[m,q]} | | , and for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, δ_θϕ^{[m,q],j} := ϕ^{[m+q],j} − θϕ^{[m],j} 1 − θ , ~δ_θϕ^{[m,q],j} := ϕ^{[m],j} − θϕ^{[m+q],j} 1 − θ , and |δ|_θ ϕ^{[m,q],j} := | |δ_θϕ^{[m,q],j} | | + | | |~δθϕ^{[m,q],j} | | | . Analogously, we can select h_6 ∈ (0, T ] such that 64n(1 + 2C )λh_6 < 1 and T = N^6_h h_6 for some N^6_h ∈ N^∗ . So we have ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_6,T ] |δ|_θ Y^{[m,q]}_s }] ≤ ( A^†_G(ξ, p) ) 1_4 ( ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_6,T ] |δ|_θ Y^{[m−1,q]} s }]) 1_4

≤ (B^∗_G(ξ, p))^{14 +···+ 14m−1} ( ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_6,T ] |δ|_θ Y^{[1,q]}_s }]) 1_{4m−1}

≤ (B^∗_G(ξ, p))^{14 +···+ 14m} ( ^E [ exp { 6 1 − θ pγ~σ^2 sup s∈[T −h_6,T ] | |Y^{[q]}_s | | }]) 1_{4m} , where B^∗_G(ξ, p) is dependent on (n,⃗ℏ,⃗l, ⃗u) via Lemma 4.8 and bounded in analogy to A^∗_G(ξ, p). Then we can derive a local estimate, i.e. for any θ ∈ (0, 1), lim_{m→∞} sup_{q∈N∗} ^E [ exp { 3pγ~σ^2 sup t∈[T −h_6,T ] |δ|_θ Y^{[m,q]}_s }] ≤ B^∗_G(ξ, p). In the thoughts of estimates (5.4)-(5.5) and local results on small intervals following Theorem 2.8 in [13], we can get the desired convergence and verification similarly to Steps 2-3-4 in Theorem 4.7. Moreover, the uniqueness can be obtained identically to that in [13, 37].

A Appendix

This section is dedicated to some a priori estimates of standard G-BSDEs, essential to the establishments of DMRG-BSDEs in Section 4. We consider G-BSDEs taking the form:

Y_t = ξ + ∫_T t f(s, Y_s, Z_s)ds − ∫_T t Z_sdB_s − (K_T − K_t), t ∈ [0, T ], (A.1)

A.1 Lipschitz G-BSDEs

Proposition A.1 ([19]). Let (ξ^{(m)}, f^{(m)}, g^{(m)}_{ij} ), m = 1, 2 satisfy Assumption 4.2. Suppose that (Y^{(m)}, Z^{(m)}, K^{(m)}) is a solution to G-BSDE (A.1) with data (ξ^{(m)}, f^{(m)}, g^{(m)}_{ij} ), respectively. Set ^Y_t := Y^{(1)}_t − Y^{(2)}_t . Then for 1 < α ≤ β, there is some constant C > 0 depending on T , ~σ, σ, L and α such that | | |^Yt | | |^α ≤ C ^E t [| | |ξ̂ | | |^α + (∫_T t ĥ_sds )_α] , where ξ̂ = ξ^{(1)} − ξ^{(2)} and

ĥ_s = | |f_{(1)}(s, Y (2)_s , Z(2)_s ) − f_{(2)}(s, Y (2)_s , Z(2)_s ) | | +∑d_{i,j=1} | |g(1)_{ij} (s, Y (2)_s , Z(2)_s ) − g(2)_{ij} (s, Y (2)_s , Z(2)_s ) | |.

Proposition A.2 ([19]). Let (ξ^{(m)}, f^{(m)}, g^{(m)}_{ij} ), m = 1, 2 satisfy Assumption 4.2 for the same β > 1 and L > 0. Suppose that (Y^{(m)}, Z^{(m)}, K^{(m)}) ∈ S^α_G(0, T ), for some 1 ≤ α < β, is a solution to G-BSDE (A.1) with data (ξ^{(m)}, f^{(m)}, g^{(m)}_{ij} ), respectively. Set ^Y_t := Y^{(1)}_t − Y^{(2)}_t and ^Z_t := Z^{(1)}_t − Z^{(2)}_t . Then there exists C > 0 depending on T , ~σ, σ, L and α such that ^E [(∫_T 0 | | ^Z_s | |^2 ds )^α_2 ] ≤ C {‖ ‖ ^Y ‖ ‖^α S^α_G + ‖ ‖ ^Y ‖ ‖^α2 S^α_G 2∑ m=1 [ ‖ ‖Y^{(m)} ‖ ‖^{α2}_{SαG} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_T 0 h^{(m)}_s ds ‖ ‖ ‖ α 2 L^α_G(Ω_T ) ]} ,

where h^{(m)}s = | f^{(m)}(s, 0, 0) | + ∑_d i,j=1 | |g(m)_{ij} (s, 0, 0) | |. A.2 Quadratic G-BSDEs

In this section, we list some useful a priori estimates on QG-BSDEs, cf. [21, 23, 45] and so on. The unique existence under Assumptions 4.4 of S^2_G(0, T )-solution (Y, Z, K) to QG- BSDE (A.1) can be derived by Theorem 5.3 in [21]. From Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 in [45], there exist some upper bounds such that ‖Y ‖_S∞_{G (0,T )} + ‖Z‖_{BMOG} ≤ C_{Y Z} := C_{Y Z} (T, M_0, λ, γ, ~σ, σ), (A.2) and ^E [|K_T |^p] ≤ C_K := C_K (T, p, M_0, λ, γ, ~σ, σ), p ≥ 1, (A.3) which implies that (Y, Z, K) ∈ S^∞_G (0, T ) × BMO_G × A^T_G .

Proposition A.3. Let (ξ^i, f^i), i = 1, 2 satisfy Assumption 4.4 for the same positive constants M_0, λ and γ. Suppose that (Y^i, Z^i, K^i) ∈ S^2_G(0, T ) × H^2_G(0, T ; R^d ) × A^2_G(0, T ) are solutions to QG-BSDEs (A.1) with data (ξ^i, f^i) respectively. Then for any t ∈ [0, T ], ^E [(∫_T t | |Z^1_s − Z^2_s | |^2 ds )^p_2 ] ≤ C_{^Z} { ‖ ‖ξ^1 − ξ^2 ‖ ‖^p_{L∞G} + ^E [ sup_{s∈[t,T ]} | |Y^1_s − Y^2_s | |^p ]} , p ≥ 2, where C_{^Z} = C_{^Z} (T, p, ~σ, σ, M_0, λ, γ) > 0. Proof. We apply Itô’s formula to |Y^1 − Y^2|^2 and |Y^i|^2, we have by estimates (A.2)-(A.3) and Yong’s inequality, we can get the desired result.

Remark A.4. In view of estimate (A.2) and Proposition A.3, if (Y, Z, K) ∈ S^2_G(0, T ) × H^2_G(0, T ; R^d ) × A^2_G(0, T ) is a solution to QG-BSDE (A.1) under Assumption 4.4, then

(Y, Z, K) ∈ S^∞_G (0, T ) × H^T_G (R^d ) × A^T_G .

Lemma A.5 ([23]). Assume that (Y, Z, K) ∈ S^2_G(0, T ) × H^2_G(0, T ; R^d ) × A^2_G(0, T ) satisfies the following equation

Y_t = ξ + (K̃_T − K̃_t) + ∫_T t f(s, Z_s)ds − ∫_T t Z_sdB_s − (K_T − K_t), t ∈ [0, T ], with K̃ ∈ A^2_G(0, T ). Suppose that there are two constants p ≥ 1 and ε > 0 such that ^E [ exp { (2p + ε)κ~σ^2 sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Y_t| + (2p + ε)κ~σ^2 ∫_T 0 ^β_tdt }] < ∞. (A.4)

(i) If |f(t, ω, z)| ≤ ^β_t(ω) +^κ_2 |z|^2, then for each t ∈ [0, T ], exp { pκ~σ^2 |Y_t| } ≤ ^E_t [ exp { pκ~σ^2 ( |ξ| + ∫_T t ^β_sds )}] .

(ii) If f(t, ω, z) ≤ ^β_t(ω) +^κ_2 |z|^2, then for each t ∈ [0, T ], exp { pκ~σ^2Y^+_t } ≤ ^E_t [ exp { pκ~σ^2 ( ξ^+ + ∫_T t ^β_sds )}] . References

[1] Philippe Briand, Romuald Elie, and Ying Hu. BSDEs with mean reflection. The Annals of Applied Probability, 28(1):482-510, 2018.

[2] Krzysztof Burdzy, Weining Kang, and Kavita Ramanan. The Skorokhod problem in a time-dependent interval. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 119:428-452, 2009.

[3] Dong Cao and Shanjian Tang. Reflected quadratic BSDEs driven by G-Brownian motions. Chinese Annals of Mathematics, Series B, 41(6):873-928, 2020.

[4] M. Chaleyat-Maurel and N. El Karoui. Un problèm de réflexion et ses applications au temps local et aux équations différetielles stochastiques sur R, cas continu. Exposés du Séminaire J. Azéma-M. Yor. Held at the Université Pierre et Marie Curie, Paris, 1976-1977:117-144. Astérisque, 52, 53, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 1978.

[5] M. Chaleyat-Maurel, N. El Karoui, and B. Marchal. Réflexion discontinue et systèmes stochastiques. Annals of Probability, 8:1049-1067, 1980.

[6] J. Cvitanic and I. Karatzas. Backward stochastic differential equations with reflection and Dynkin games. Annals of Probability, 24:2024-2056, 1996.

[7] Lauren Denis, Mingshang Hu, and Shige Peng. Function spaces and capacity related to a sublinear expectation: application to G-Brownian motion pathes. Potential Analysis, 34:139-161, 2011.

[8] Boualem Djehiche, Romuald Elie, and Saïd Hamadène. Mean-field reflected backward stochastic differential equations. arXiv preprint, arXiv:1911.06079., 2019.

[9] Nicole El Karoui, Christophe Kapoudjian, Étienne Pardoux, Shige Peng, and Marie Claire Quenez. Reflected solutions of backward SDE’s, and related obstacle problems for PDE’s. The Annals of Probability, 25(2):702-737, 1997.

[10] E. H. Essaky and M. Hassani. Generalized BSDE with 2-reflecting barriers and stochastic quadratic growth. Journal of Differential Equations, 254(3):1500-1528, 2013.

[11] Adrian Falkowski and Leszek Słomiński. Mean reflected stochastic differential equations with two constraints. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 141:172-196, 2021.

[12] Adrian Falkowski and Leszek Słomiński. Backward stochastic differential equations with mean reflection and two constraints. Bulletin des Sciences Mathématiques, 176:103117, 2022.

[13] Shengjun Fan, Ying Hu, and Shanjian Tang. Multi-dimensional backward stochastic differential equations of diagonally quadratic generators: the general result. arXiv preprint, arXiv:2007.04481, 2020.

[14] Fuqing Gao. Pathwise properties and homeomorphic flows for stochastic differential equations driven by G-Brownian motion. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 119:3356-3382, 2009.

[15] Zihao Gu, Yiqing Lin, and Kun Xu. Quadratic BSDEs with mean reflection driven by G-Brownnian motion. Stochastics and Dynamics, 23(05), 2023.

[16] Saïd Hamadène and Alexandre Popier. L^p-solutions for reflected backward stochastic differential equations. Stochastics and Dynamics, 2012.

[17] Wei He and Hanwu Li. Mean reflected backward stochastic differential equations driven by G-brownian Motion with double constraints. arXiv preprint: arXiv:2405.09103, 2024

[18] Hélène Hibon, Ying Hu, Yiqing Lin, Peng Luo, and Falei Wang. Quadratic BSDEs with mean reflection. Mathematical Control and Related Fields, 8:721-738, 2017.

[19] Mingshang Hu, Shaolin Ji, Shige Peng, and Yongsheng Song. Backwark stochastic differential equations driven by G-brownian motion. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 124(1):759-784, 2014.

[20] Mingshang Hu, Shaolin Ji, Shige Peng, and Yongsheng Song. Comparison theorem, Feynman-Kac formula and Girsanov transformation for BSDEs driven by G-Brownian motion. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 124(2):1170-1195, 2014.

[21] Ying Hu, Yiqing Lin and Abdoulaye Soumana Hima. Quadratic backward stochastic differential equations driven by G-Brownian motion: discrete solutions and approximation. Stochastic Proceses and their Applications, 124(2):1170-1195, 2014.

[22] Ying Hu, Remi Moreau, and Falei Wang. General mean reflected backward stochastic differential equations. Journal of theoretical probability, 37(1):877-904, 2024.

[23] Ying Hu, Shanjian Tang, and Falei Wang. Quadratic G-BSDEs with convex generators and unbounded terminal conditions. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 153:363-390, 2022.

[24] Tomasz Klimsiak. Reflected BSDEs on filtered probability spaces. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 2015.

[25] Lukasz Kruk, John Lehoczky, Kavita Ramanan, and Steven Shreve. An explicit formula for the Skorokhod map on [0, a]. Annals of Probability, 35(5):1740-1768, 2007.

[26] Lukasz Kruk, John Lehoczky, Kavita Ramanan, and Steven Shreve. Double Skorokhod map and reneging real-time queues. Markov Processes and Related Topics: A Festschrift for Tom Kurtz, Volume 4:169-193, 2008.

[27] Hanwu Li. The Skorokhod problem with two nonlinear constraints. Probability and Mathe- matical Statistics, 43(2):207-239, 2023.

[28] Hanwu Li. Backward stochastic differential equations with double mean reflections.

Stochstic Processes and their Applications, 104371, 2024.

[29] Hanwu Li. Stochastic differential equations driven by G-Brownian motion with mean reflections. arXiv preprint, arXiv:2306.08931, 2023.

[30] Hanwu Li, Shige Peng, and Abdoulaye Soumana Hima. Reflected solutions of backward stochastic differential equations driven by G-Brownian motion. Science China Mathematics, 61(1):1-26, 2018.

[31] Hanwu Li, Shige Peng, and Yongsheng Song. Supermartingale decomposition theorem under G-expectation. Electronic Journal of Probability, 23:1-20, 2018.

[32] Hanwu Li and Shige Peng. Reflected BSDE driven by G-Brownian motion with an upper obstacle. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 130(11):6556-6579, 2020.

[33] Xinpeng Li and Shige Peng. Stopping times and related Itô’s calculus with G-Brownian motion. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 121(7):1492-1508, 2011.

[34] Yiqing Lin. Stochastic differential equations driven by G-Brownian motions with reflecting boundary conditions. Electronic Journal Of Probability, 18(9):1-23, 2013.

[35] Yiqing Lin and Abdoulaye Soumana Hima. Reflected stochastic differential equations driven by G-Brownian motion in non-convex domains. Stochastics and Dynamics, 18(5), 2019.

[36] P. L. Lions and A. L. Sznitman. Stochastic differential equations with reflecting boundary conditions. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 37:511-537, 1984.

[37] Guomin Liu. Multi-dimensional BSDEs driven by G-Brownian motion and related system of fully nonlinear PDEs. Stochastics, 92(5):659-683, 2020.

[38] Guomin Liu and Falei Wang. BSDEs with mean reflection driven by G-Brownian motion. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 470(1):599-618, 2019.

[39] Masao Nagasawa and Thomas Domenig. Diffusion processes on an open time interval and their time reversal. Itô’s Stochastic Calculus and Probability Theory, Springer, Tokio, 261-280, 1996.

[40] Étinne Pardoux and Shige Peng. Adapted solutions of backward equations. System and Control Letters, 14:55-61, 1990.

[41] Shige Peng. Multi-dimensional G-Brownian motion and related stochastic calculus under G-expectation. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 118:2223-2253, 2006.

[42] Shige Peng. G-expectation, G-Brownian motion and related stochastic calculus of Itô type. Stochastic analysis and applications, 541-567, Abel Symp., 2, Springer, Berlin, 2007.

[43] Shige Peng. Nonlinear expectations and stochastic calculus under uncertainty: with robust CLT and G-Brownian motion. Volume 95, Springer Nature, 2019.

[44] Shige Peng and Mingyu Xu. Reflected BSDE with a constraint and its applications in incomplete market. Bernoulli Society for Mathematical Statistics and Probability (3), 2010.

[45] Dylan Possamaï and Chao Zhou. Second order backward stochastic differential equations with quadratic growth. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 123(10):3770- 3799, 2013.

[46] A. V. Skorokhod. Stochastic equations for diffusion processes in a bounded region.

Theory of Probability and its Applications, 6:264-274, 1961.

[47] A. V. Skorokhod. Stochastic equations for diffusion processes in a bounded region II.

Theory of Probability and its Applications, 7:3-23, 1962.

[48] Marek Slaby. Explicit representation of the Skorokhod map with time dependent boundaries. Probability and Mathematical Statistics, 30:29-60, 2010.

[49] Marek Slaby. An explicit representation of the extended Skorokhod map with two timedependent boundaries. Journal of Probability and Statistics, 2010:1-18, 2010.

[50] Leszek Słomiński and Tomasz Wojciechowski. Stochastic differential equations with time-dependent reflecting barriers. Stochastics, 85(1):27-47, 2013.

[51] H. Mete Soner, Nizar Touzi, and Jianfeng Zhang. Martingale representation theorem for the G-expectation. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 121(2):265-287, 2011.

[52] H. Mete Soner, Nizar Touzi, and Jianfeng Zhang. Wellposedness of second order backward SDEs. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 153(1-2):149-190, 2012.

[53] Yongsheng Song. Some properties on G-evaluation and its applications to G-martingale decomposition. Science China Mathematics, 54(2):287-300, 2011.

[54] Daniel W. Stroock and S. R. Srinivasa Varadhan. Diffusion processes with boundary conditions. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 24(2):147-225, 1971.

[55] H. Tanaka. Stochastic differential equations with reflecting boundary condition in convex regions. Hiroshima Mathematical Journal, 9:163-177, 1979.

[56] T. Yamada. On the uniqueness of solutions of stochastic differential equations with reflecting barrier conditions. Séminaire de Probabilité X, 240-244. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Volume 511, Springer, Berlin, 1976.