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Abstract

We first give the existence and uniqueness result and a comparison theorem for backward stochastic
differential equations with Brownian motion and Poisson process as the noise source in stopping time
(unbounded) duration. Then we obtain the existence and uniqueness result for fully coupled forward-
backward stochastic differential equation with Brownian motion and Poisson process in stopping time
(unbounded) duration. We also proved a comparison theorem for this kind of equation.
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1. Introduction

Nonlinear backward stochastic differential equations with Brownian motion as noise
sources (BSDE in short) have been independently introduced by Pardoux and Peng [11]
and Duffie and Epstein [4]. It was soon discovered by Peng [13] that, coupled with a
forward stochastic differential equation (SDE in short), such BSDE give a probabilistic
interpretation for a large kind of second order quasilinear partial differential equations
(PDE in short). In this paper Peng also gave an existence and uniqueness result of
BSDE in stopping time duration which can take infinite value. And then Darling
and Pardoux [3] proved an existence and uniqueness result for BSDE in stopping
time under different assumptions. They applied their result to construct a continuous
viscosity solution for a class of semilinear elliptic PDE. In [8], El Karoui, Peng and

This work is supported by Chinese National Natural Science Foundation (Grant No. 10001022), the
Excellent Young Teachers Program and the Doctoral Program Foundation of MOE, PR.C.
© 2003 Australian Mathematical Society 1446-7887/03 $A2.00 + 0.00

249

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700003281 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700003281

250 Zhen Wu 2]

Quenez gave a comparison theorem to BSDE and some applications in optimal control
and financial mathematics.

Fully coupled forward-backward stochastic differential equations with Brownian
motion (FBSDE in short) can be encountered in the optimization problem when
applying stochastic maximum principle and mathematical finance considering large
investor in security market. Antonelli [1] first studied this kind of equations and
obtained the local existence and uniqueness results, that is, the time duration on which
the solutions exist (without explosion) has to be sufficiently small. He also gave a
counterexample to show that the Lipschitz condition is not enough for the existence
of FBSDE in an arbitrarily large time duration. Using PDE method, Ma, Protter and
Yong [9] successfully obtained the existence and uniqueness result for an arbitrarily
prescribed time duration. But they needed the forward SDE to be nondegenerate and
the coefficients not to be randomly disturbed. Using probability method, Hu and Peng
[6] obtained the existence and uniqueness result when forward and backward equations
take same dimensions under some monotone assumptions. Hamadéne [5] weaken their
monotone assumptions and discussed the application in stochastic differential games.
Peng and the author [17] extend their results to different dimensional FBSDE and
weaken the monotone assumptions so that the results can be used widely. The main
method is to introduce an m X n full rank matrix G to overcome the difficulty of
the different dimensions. Yong [21] made the above method systematic and called
it ‘continuation method’. In [12], Pardoux and Tang also gave the existence and
uniqueness results for FBSDE under some monotone conditions different from [6]
and [17]. Recently, Peng and Shi [16] gave an existence and uniqueness result of
FBSDE with infinite horizon. But the solution is in a square integrable space, the
infinite time value of the solution must be zero.

The BSDE with Poisson process (BSDEP in short) was first discussed by Tang
and Li [19]. The stochastic process in the equation is discontinuous with random
jump. After then Situ Rong [18] obtained an existence and uniqueness result with
non-Lipschitz coefficients for BSDEP. Using this kind of BSDEP Barles, Buckdahn
and Pardoux [2] gave the probabilistic interpretation for a system of parabolic integro-
partial differential equation and proved that there exists a unique viscosity solution
for this kind of PDE systems. In Section 2 we study the BSDEP in stopping time
duration, here the stopping time is unbounded and can take infinite value. Under a
Lipschitz condition suitable for our case, we get the existence and uniqueness result
for BSDEP using fixed point principle and other technique. Further in Section 2, we
give a comparison theorem for BSDEP in stopping time. The conclusion is similar
with that in {8]. We only need to control the height of the jump in BSDEP.

In Section 3, we consider fully coupled forward-backward stochastic differential
equations with Brownian motion and Poisson process (FBSDEP in short) in stopping
time duration. Suitable for the case that the stopping time can be infinite, we prove
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an existence and uniqueness result under a Lipschitz and monotone assumptions, the
infinite time value of the solution not necessarily be required zero.

In Section 4, we give a comparison theorem for FBSDEP in stopping time. The
idea in the proof is to use duality technique and stopping time technique. The duality
technique is usually used in optimal control theory to introduce the adjoint equation
for proving the maximum principle (see [14, 20]). Another technique is to analyze the
jump height under the limit assumption. This kind of comparison theorem can be used
to connect FBSDEP with a parabolic integro-PDE system and study the existence of
the viscosity solution for this PDE system. The PDE system form should be a PDE
combined by the algebra equation. For no jump case this kind of PDE form can be
seen in {15]. Here the comparison theorem of FBSDEP is established only at time 0,
we cannot get the result in the whole random interval. We also give a counterexample
to show this point.

2. BSDEP in stopping time duration

Let (Q, &, {# )0, P) be a stochastic basis such that %, contains all P-null
elements of & and Fy = [),.0 Fr+e = Fi, t = 0. We suppose that the filtration
{Z:}:1>0 is generated by the following two mutually independent processes:

~ a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion {B,}» and

— a Poisson random measure N on R, x Z, where Z C R’ is nonempty open
set equipped with its Borel field (%), with compensator N (dz,dt) = n(dz)dt,
such that N (A x [0, £]) = (N — N)(A x [0, 1]),50 is a martingale for all A € B(%)
satisfying n(A) < 00. n is assumed to be a o-finite measure on (Z, #(Z)) and called
the characteristic measure. Fo, = Vo F:. Let 1 = {1(w)} be &F; stopping time and
take value in {0, 0co]. We introduce the following notations:

= {v,, 0 <1 < 1,is a &, adapted process such that E[sup,.,., lv,*] < oo},
% = {v,,0 < t < 1,is a &, adapted process such that E[ [ |v,|*d] < o0},
L? = [£, & is a #, measurable random variable such that E[£|* < oo},
Fﬁ = {k,(-), 0 <t <1, is a %, predictable process such that
E[ /5 [, k@) *n(dz) dt] < oo}.

We consider the following BSDEP in stopping time duration

g5 dB, - f / k. ()N (dz ds),
INTVZ

T

@.1) p,=s+/ f(s,ps,qs,kods—f

AT

where t > 0, £ € L? and f is a map from  x [0, 00] x R™ x R™4 x R™ onto R™
which satisfies
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(H2.1) For every (p, q,k) € Rmmxd+m_ £ (. p q,k) is progressively measurable
and E( f{°If (5,0, 0, 0)| ds)° < oo.

(H2.2) There exist three positive deterministic functions u,(¢), u,(t) and us (), such
that V(p', ¢', k'), i =1, 2,

f(t.p' g kY = (2, p% ¢* kD)
<ulp' — P+ u2(0lg' — ¢l +ws(DIk' — K|, =0,
and f;° uy(£)dt < 00, f;° u3(t)dt < 00, f;° ud(t) dt < oo.
Then we have

THEOREM 2.1. Assume & € L? and f satisfies (H2.1)=(H2.2), then there exists a
unique solution (p, q, k) € #* x H#* x F} satisfying the BSDEP (2.1).

PROOF. For the uniqueness, let (7, 7, k) be another solution, we set p=(p —-p),
G =(q—§), k= (k— k). Using It&’s formula to |3, |?, similarly with the proof in
(11] for fixed time T without jump except the Lipschitz constants being replaced by
u; (1), uz(t) and us(t), t > 0, we can get the conclusion from the assumption (H2.2)
and Gronwall’s lemma.

For the existence we want to construct one contraction map for (2.1) and get the
solution. However, the stopping time duration is unbounded and can be infinite, so
we cannot get this in one step. We divide the proof into two steps.

First step. Assume

00 2 oo )
(/ u,(t)dt) +/ u§(:)d:+/ ui(r)de < L
0 0 0 15

For every (p, g, k) € #% x J#* x F}, we have

T 2
[EI:E'*'-/ [, Pnanl)dt]
0
2

<t [ISI + / (If 1.0,0,0)| + w,()|p.| + u2(Dlgil + us(t)lkll)dt]
0

and
2

4 2 o0
TE(/ ul(t)lprldt) < (/ un(t)dt) lp ()% < oo,
* \Jo v 0
T 2 0
13 (/ uz(t)lq.ldt) < (/ u%(t)dt) g% < 00,
0 0
4 2 00
E( / ua(t)lk,ldt) < ( / uimdr) IOI, < oo.
0 0
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Then E[£ + [ f (s, Ps, 4s, k;) ds | Finc] is a square integral martingale. From mar-

tingale representation theorem, there exists (Q;, K;) satisfying

E[E'*'/ f G, ps, g5, k) ds y{/\t]
0

=E[5+/ f(s,ps,qs,ks)ds]+/ ‘ Qsst—i-/ /Ks_(z)ﬁ(dzds).
0 0 0 V4

We let Py = E[€ + [, f (5, Pss oo ke)ds| Finc], then P(-) € #? and (P, Q, K)

is the solution of the BSDEP

(2'2) Pl/\‘t = E +/ f(sv Psy g5, kx) ds _/ Q.\' de - / / K_v_(Z)ﬁ(dZ ds).
IAT tAT Int VZ

This equation introduces the map ® : % x H#? x FZ — %% x H#? x F} by
®: (p,q,k) > (P, Q, K). We use the following method, which is similar with
that in [1], to get the solution of BSDE in L' space within the fixed time duration, to
prove the above c map is acontractlon Let® : (p, q', k) - (P, O, K) i=1,2,
P=P'-P,0=0'-0K=K'-K,p=p'-pLi=q' — g k=k' -k,
fi=fG,p'q", kY ~ f (s, p?, ¢%, k*). From Doob’s inequality,

e ([ fas|#) 254[5([ lfllds)z,
Atfldsz—iEAtf;dszi [E(/Ot IfZIds)z,

We note that B* = 2 x H#? x F}. So
e, g' k') — ®(p?, g% kD)%

IPOI%: = E sup

0<r<t

10O % + 1K), =E

T 2
= 1POI%: + 10O + IR )13, < SE (/ ifllds)
0

00 2 00 00
<15 [(/ ul(t)dt) +/ ug(t)dt+f u§(t)dti|
0 0 0

x (1O + 1303 + IROIS ]

From the assumption { f;° u(¢) dt)2 + [ uk(de + [T ui(r)dt < 1/15, then
& : B* — 9B is a strict contraction, BSDEP (2.1) has one unique solution.

Second step. Assume f;°u;(t)dt < 00, f77ub(1)dt < oo, [ ud(r)dt < oo,
Then there exists T > 0, suchthat ( [ u;(¢) dt)2+f;° uk(t)de+ [7° uk(t)dt < 1/15.
We let f1(s,p,q,k) = Lir)(t)f (2, P, q, k), then f, satisfies Lipschitz condition
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(H2.2) with u,(r) = Ii1,00)()u1 (1), U2(t) = Iir,c0)(D)ua(t), U3(t) = Iir,00)(£)us(2)
and ([ m(t)dt)” + f;° us(®)dt + [ ui(r)dt < 1/15. So there exists solution
@), q(), I;(-)) from the first step, such that, for¢r > T,

T T

23) P =+ / F1(5, Bor o, Ks) ds — f G, dB, — / k(N dzds).
AT t zZ

AT IAT

Then we consider the following BSDEP,

TAt Tat TAt
Q&) pi=prot | SGFdkrds=[ Gan-[ [k @Nzas
t t t
t € [0, T A t]. From the result in [10] or the result for fixed time in [19], which only
need minor change suitable for our case, there exists unique solution (7, g, k). Let
us set p, = lo,rac)(0)ps + Itnea1Pes @ = lo.oaci ()G + Lne 1@ ke = Lo, 1ar)(00ke +
Icrae.niks, it is easy to check that this is a solution of BSDEP (2.1). The proof is
completed. O

Similarly to the comparison theorem of BSDE in [8], we will give this kind of
theorem for BSDEP in stopping time in the remaining part of this section. But the
appearance of jump process needs one new condition to limit the height of the jump
besides the Lipschitz condition in (H2.2).

We consider the following two BSDEPs in stopping time, here m = 1.

T T T

(25) pi=¢ +/ fis,pl g kyds — / q'dB, — fk;’_(z)N(dzds),
IAT INT INT VZ

wherei =1,2,&' € Lz,f' satisfy (H2.1) and (H2.2). From Theorem 2.1, there exist
@'(). 4'(), k'(-)) € F? x H#? x F2 which satisfy BSDEP (2.5) respectively. We
also assume
H2.3) &' > &2 f(s,p? g% kD) = f (s, p?, ¢% kP, s = 0.
H24) —ci(s) < (f'(s, P2 g% k") — f s, p% g% kD)) /(K — k*) < ci(s), when
k' — k* # 0, c;(s) and c,(s) are two positive deterministic functions which satisfy
fo°° a(s)ds < oo, f0°° c(s)ds <ooand c;(s) < 1,5 > 0.

Then we have

THEOREM 2.2. Foreveryt >0, p).. > p? ..

The proof is almost the same as the proof of the comparison theorem [8, Theo-
rem 2.2} for BSDE without jump. We omit it.

When 1 < T < oo, we can take u;(t), u,(¢) and u3(¢), 0 < ¢ < T, to be constants,
then the result of BSDEP in bounded time duration is the special case of our result in
this section.
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3. Existence and uniqueness of FBSDEP in stopping time duration

In this section, we discuss the fully coupled FBSDEP in stopping time duration.
We consider

AT

IAT '
X =a+/ b(s,xs,ps,qs,ks)dSwL/ o (s, x;, ps, g5, k;) d B,
0 0

+/ /g(s—vxs-’ Ps_» qs_s k:_(Z)» Z)ﬁ(dZdS),
3.D

T

Pine = P(x;) + f(S Xsy Pss 4s» k) ds _f qs d B

/ /k (z)N(dzds)

Here t > 0, (x, p, q, k) take value in R” x R™ x R™*¢ x R™,

: Q2 x [0,00] x R™ x R™ x R™** x R” — R™,

1 Q% [0,00] x R™ x R™ x R™¢ x R™ — R™¢,

Q2 x[0,T] x R™ x R™ x R™*? x R" x Z — R™,

Q2 x[0,T] x R" x R” x R™¢ x R™ - R™, & :Q x R™ —» R™.

~ o Q o

We assume the following:

(H3.1) Forevery (x, p, q, k) € Rmtm+mxd+m ¢(xy e L2, b, o, g and f are progres-
sively measurable and

00 2 00
E (/ Ib(s, 0, 0,0, 0)|ds) +E (f If (5,0,0,0,0) ds)
0 0

[o0] [o o]
+ [E/ lo(s,0,0,0,0)*ds + IE/ lg(s,0,0,0,0,2)[*n(dz)ds < 0o.
0 0 VA

2

(H3.2) There exists a positive deterministic bounded function u;(¢), such that for
every (x', p’, ¢*, k') € Rmtmmxdim j — 1 2,
,l(t,xl,pl, ql,kl) _ l(t’x2’p2, q2’ k2)|
<u@[Ix' =x}+1p' —pH+1g' =@+ k' = K], =0
Il = b,o0,f, g respectively, and f0°° u(t)de < 0o, f°° 2(t) dt < 0¢0. There exists a
constant C > 0 such that |®(x,) — ®(x2)] < Clx; — x2|.
We introduce the notations
7
, A(t,u)= o (t, u),

o T o=

8
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where 0 = (0, ---04). We use the usual inner product and Euclidean norm in R™,
R™*4 and assume the following monotone assumptions:

(H3.3) Foreveryu = (x,p,q. k), i = (£,5,3.k), & = (£,p,§.k) = (x — %,
p—P.9—q.k—k),

(At u) — A, 2), ) < =B (DIE] — B ()UBI + 131 + 1k,
(P(x) — D), x — %) = plEl,

where B, B, and u, are given nonnegative constants with 8; + 8, > O, w; + B, > 0.

REMARK 3.1. (i) For notational simplicity, we take the same function () in
(H3.2) and (H3.3).

(i) We only consider the same dimensional case of x and p. When x and p take
different dimensions such as x € R”, p € R™, we can introduce a full rank m x n
matrix and deal with it using the method in [17] to get the same result as the following
Theorem 3.1.

THEOREM 3.1. We assume (H3.1), (H3.2) and (H3.3) hold, then FBSDEP (3.1) has
a unique solution (x (), p(-), (), k()) € F* x F? x H#?* x F}.

PROOF. For the uniqueness, let u;, = (x,, p;, gs, k;) and u; = (x;, p;, g5, k,) be
two solutions of (3.1). Wesetu = (x —x,p —p,q— g,k — k) = x,p,q, 12) and
apply Itd’s formula to (x,, p,}. Using the same technique, which was used to prove
the uniqueness for FBSDE in [17], and the the uniqueness result for BSDEP and for
stochastic differential equation with jump in [7], we can easily get the conclusion. O

To prove the existence, we can consider two cases according to the signs of 8;, 8,
and p,, this makes the proof clear and easy to understand.
First case. B; > 0, u; > 0and 8, > 0.

We consider the following family of FBSDEP parametrized by o € [0, 1].

IAT IAT
xf=a+ / lab(s, ui) + ¢,}ds + / [@o (s, ul) + ¥,]1d B,
0 0

‘ +/ /[ag(s_, U, z) + A, (2)IN(dzds),
(3.2) ¢ Y 4

p; =a®G)+(—a)xi+E+ | [I—a)Bun(s)xi +af (s, ) +y,]ds

IAT

- f g° dB, — / f ke ()N (dz ds),
IAT intJz
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where ¢, ¥, y and A are given processes with values in R, R™*4, R™ and R™
respectively, & € L? and

T 2 T 2 T T
E (/ |¢S|ds) +E (/ |yJ|ds) + lE/ |2 ds+ [E/ /Iks(z)lzn(dz)ds < 00.
0 0 0 0 z .

Clearly, when a = 1, the existence of the solution of (3.2) implies this of (3.1).
When o = 0, it is easy to see that there exists a solution of (3.2). So we need the
following lemma.

LEMMA 3.2. We assume that (H3.1), (H3.2) and (H3.3) hold. Then there exists
a positive constant 8y such that if, apriorily, for ay € [0, 1) there exists a solu-
tion (x*°, p*, q*, k™) of (3.2), then for each 6§ € [0, 8y] there exists a solution
(xootd pootd gaotd faotdy e 2 % P2 x H? x F}of 3.2) fora = oy + 8.

PROOF. Since for each ¢, y,¥, A, ¢ € [0, 1), there exists a solution of (3.2), then,
for each triple

uS:(x.hp.\‘vq.\‘ykx)eyzxyzxc;fzxFﬁ, x,GLZ,

there exists a unique triple U, = (X,, P;, Q;, K;) € % x 2 x J¢?* x F}, satisfying
the following FBSDEP

X, =a+ / [agb(s, Us) + 8b(s, u,) + ¢s]ds
(1]
INT
+f [ago (s, Us) + 0 (s, us) + ¥,]d B
0
+ f f [aog(s_, Us_, 2) + 8g(s_, us_, 2) + As IN (dz ds)
0 VA

P =og®(X:) + (1 — ) X: +8(P(xe) —x) +€

+/ [(1—ao)Biur ()X +aof (s, U)+8(=Brn()xs+f (s, us)) +v:] ds

AT

_/r Q.sdB.v_‘/‘r fo_(Z)ﬁ(dZdS).
tAT ItV Z

We want to prove that the mapping defined by

Lprs(uxx) = Ux X, : F?x P2 x 4% x Fp x L?
- P x S x H?x Fix L?

is a contraction.
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_ We note that 8% = 52 x #? x H#% x Fy and let i = (*x,p,q,k) € B,
Ux X, = I ,s(i X X;). Using the same notations for # and U as above and applying
1t6’s formula to (X, P;), we get

(33) [aoms + (1 — a)]EIR: P + BiE f ()R, 2 ds
0

< 8CEI%* + 8CEIX, 2

oo oo 2
+acl[/ uf<s>ds+(/o u.(s)ds)][uU(~)||§,z+u&(-)u§,2].
0

Using It6’s formula to | 13: |? and then Gronwall’s Lemma and the Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy inequality, we get

PO + 1005 + IO

<G [IE / uy ()1 X, 2 ds + rEu?,P] + 8GEI%,
0

o0 00 2
+8C, [[ Wi (s)ds + (/ u,(s)ds) ] 2C) 11252
(1] 4]

Applying the usual technique to the forward stochastic differential equation and
combining with (3.3), we get
NTO N + 1X I < M [12C) 1 + 12032
Here the constants C;, C; and M depend on B;, u; and C.

We now choose & = 1/(2M). It is clear that, for each fixed § € [0, §], the
mapping ,,,; is a contraction and has a unique fixed point

Uuo+8 — (Xao+8 Pa0+8 an+8 Kuo+8)
which is the solution of (3.2) for ¢ = ap + 8. The proof is complete. O

Second case: 8, > 0,8; >0, u; > 0.
We need to consider the following family of FBSDEP parametrized by « € [0, 1].

(3.4)

r IAT

xf=a+ [ab(s, uy) + (1 — a)Ba(—u (s)ps) + P51 ds
0

+ | lao(s,uf) + (1 —a)Ba(—ui(s)q]) + ¥s1dB;
0

+ /0 / lag(s, 1 . 2) + (1 — @) o= (DK + A, (1N (dz ds)
¥4

pr=a0G) +5+ [ 1of o)+ vlds - [ azas,- [ x @R azas),
v IAT IAT IAT
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where ¢, ¥, y, A and & satisfy the same assumptions as that in (3.2). Similarly to
Lemma 3.2, we can show the following result.

LEMMA 3.3. We assume (H3.1), (H3.2) and (H3.3) hold, then there exists a pos-
itive constant &y such that if, apriorily, for an ay € [0, 1) there exists a solu-
tion (x*,p®, g™, k*) of (3.4), then for each § € [0, ] there exists a solution
(xe0t?, paotd geotd jeotly & P2 x P2 x % X F2 of (3.4) fora = ap + 6.

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1 (EXISTENCE). From the assumption (H3.3), we know that
either (i) i > 0, uy > 0, B, > Qor (i) 1 > 0, u; > 0, B, > 0. In the first
case, we consider (3.2) and when o = 0, (3.2) has a unique solution. It then follows
from Lemma 3.2 that there exists a positive constant 8y such that for each & € [0, §;],
(3.2) has a unique solution for @ = « + §. We can repeat this process N-times with
1 < Ny < 1+ 8. It then follows that, in particular, for @ = 1 with ¢, = 0, y, = 0,
¥; =0, A; =0and & = 0(3.2) has a unique solution.

In the second case, we consider (3.4) and when o = 0, FBSDEP (3.4) has a unique
solution. It then follows from Lemma 3.3, by repeating the same process as in the first
case, that we get the desired conclusion. The proof is completed. a

REMARK 3.2. If we replace (H3.3) by the following

(H3.4) Forevery u = (x,p,q.k), i = (%,p.4.k), & = £,5,3,0) = (x — %,
P_I;aq_‘?,k'—k),

(A(t,u) — A(t, @), &) = B (DIE? + B (DB + 181 + k1)
(®@) — PE), x —3) < —pylR)%,

where §;, B, and u; are given nonnegative constants with 8; + B, > 0, u; + B > 0.
Using a similar method as in Theorem 3.1, we can also prove that FBSDEP (3.1) has
the unique solution.

REMARK 3.3. When the stopping time t < T < 00, u;(?), 0 <t < T, can be
replaced by the constant, then the existence and uniqueness result of FBSDEP in
bounded time duration is the special case of Theorem 3.1.

4. The comparison theorem of FBSDEP in stopping time duration

In this section, we give a comparison theorem to FBSDEP in stopping time. This
theorem is one of important properties of FBSDEP. We consider the following two
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FBSDEPs,

r ) . IAT . . . INT . . .

< =a:+f b(s,x;,p;,q;)ds+f o (s, x', pi, q1) dB,
0 0

IAT
+/ fg(s_,xj_,pi_,qi_,z)N(dzds), i=1,2,
@1

11

pi=o'(x)+ f(s xx,px,qs,k‘)ds—/qu

/ /k‘ N(dz ds).

The coefficients of FBSDEP (4.1), i = 1, 2, both satisfy (H3.1), (H3.2) and (H3.3),

then there exists the solution (x/, p’, ¢*, k') € % x 2 x H#* x F} respectively.

In the following part, we only consider m = 1, in fact we can also deal with the

case when x takes multidimensional value such as x € R”. For that case, we need

to introduce a 1 x n nonzero vector G in the monotone assumptions to ensure the

existence and uniqueness for different dimensional FBSDEP the same as that in [17].
We assume

(H4.1) Foreveryx e R,s >0,

fls.x,p,q.k) = fis,x,p,q, k), as.
The introduction of a random jump let the solutions x and p to be not continuous, so
we also need the following condition to control the jump height.

f s, x2 p?, g2 k) — (s, x2, p2, g2, k)
k! — k2 ’

{a'zaz, d'(x) > d2(x), as.

(H42) —-1< k! — k2 #£0,as.
Then we have
THEOREM 4.1. p} > p2.

PROOF. For notational convenience, we assume d = 1 and first consider the fol-
lowing FBSDEP:

r AT IAT
i =a +/ b(s,is,p‘x,c},.)ds+/ 0 (5, %51 Por 3) d By
0 0 .

IAT
+/ /g(s_,fs_,ﬁ,-_,cis_,z)N(dzdS), i=1,2,
4.2)

T

= ¢2(xv)+/ f (S x.)vp.w q.wk )ds_/ qJ dB
i

/ fk N(dzds)
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Obvxously, the above FBSDEP has a _unique solution (x, p, q, k). Wesetx =x'—x,
=p'—p,§=4q"— g,k =k' — k, the quartet (£, p, 4, k) satisfies

“4.3)

L

+ f Rk + fy)ds — /

AT IAT
X = / (bi%; + b2p, + b}g,) ds + f (0%, + 0P, + 0}4,) dB;
0 0 '
+ / / (8" £, + g2 . + & 3 )N (dzds)

P = d>x, + ¢! @) — q)z(xr) + / (f“x: +f12ﬁs +fsl3és

G dB, — / / k()N (dz ds),
Int JVZ

INT

where f; = f (s, %, . G, k) — f (s, %, P, G, k),

)

ll

1

[(@'(x)) — @' (5

1 - ) -xA'r ;é 01
x!l—x;

0, otherwise,

I(s , , -1 s, x.n ) A

(s,x},p),q,) = U p, qs) 2 0,
x}—x

0, otherwise,

l(s,is’p‘:vqslz"l-(s,i.nl;s»q:l)’ ﬁs;éO,
ps _pS

0, otherwise,

lsv-v-s’l—ls’-fa-,-s ~

(s, x5, D qs? -( ss Ps Q)’ 4, #0,
qs — 45

0, otherwise

I = b, 0, g respectively.

11
fs =

[ 1 1 gl gl ply_ £1 = 1 a1 pl
fi(s,x!,pg,q5, k) —f (s, x5, p;, g, s)’ 2, £0,

0,

x!—x
otherwise,

g

l(s’-f.n _:v :1k1)— (S xsv kR) A-yks) A~
f Ps: 9 f! Ps: g 5. 40,

p,\ - pS
otherwise,

[ SXJ-, 5 ,k (S x.n 5 .ka) A
[l %, Ps g k) — S quqs;eo,

0,

qs - qJ
otherwise,
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fl(s,is»p-.n ésv ksl)_fl(s’i“ I;xv ésy ]zs) £
f|4 — kl _ IZ ’ ks 71'- Oy

o, otherwise.

It is easy to check that (4.3) satisfies (H3.1), (H3.2) and (H3.3), thus (x, p, g, k) is
the unique solution of (4.3). We first need to prove that py > 0. We use the duality
technique and introduce the dual FBSDEP

AT
M =1 +/ (f*M, — BN, — 62U, — g’ V) ds
[

IAT

+ fPM, - bN, —a?U, — g2 V,)dB,

0
IAT
(4.4) < + f / fAM,_N(dzds),
0 z

N, = —®M, + / (~f M, + BN, + 6 U, + gl V,) ds
INT

—/ UsdBJ—/ /K_(z)ﬁ(dzds).
IAT InTt JZ

The duality technique is usually used to introduce the adjoint equation in optimal
control theory when we want to get the maximum principle (see [14] and {20]). From
(4.3) satisfying (H3.1), (H3.2) and (H3.3), we can verify that (4.4) satisfies (H3.1),
(H3.2) and (H3.4). Then it follows from Remark 3.2 that there exists a unique quartet
(M, N, U, V) which is the solution of (4.4).

Applying Itd’s formula to x;N; + p,M,, we have

o= E(®'(F)) — D* ()M, +E / .S ds.
0

From (H4.1) and My = 1 > 0, if we can prove M,,, > 0, a.s. s > 0, then py > 0.
Let us define the following stopping time

v=inf{r > O; M, <0} A T.

Sov < 1,as. and M,_ > 0. In the first equation of (4.4), the noncontinuous part of
M, is only produced by random measure N, from (H4.2),

AM,>-M,, M, =M, +AM, >0,

so M, = 0, when v < 1. We can introduce (A?,, IV, Z/-, V,), t € [v, t], which satisfies
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the following FBSDEP

_ tAT _ _ _ .

M, = f (f M, — BIN, — 02U, — g*V,) ds
/ (f1*M, — BN, — 6T, — g’V,) dB,

4.5) < f / FMH, N(dzds)

N, = -oM, +/ (—f M4+ b'N, +0!U, + g' V) ds

| - f UdB, — f f V._(2)N (dz ds).
tAT INTVZ

Then it is easy to see that (ﬁ,, N,, U, V,) = (0, 0, 0, 0) is the unique solution. Now
we let

M, = Loy (OM, + 1o (OM,, N, =1, ()N, + L ()N,
le = Lo U + 10,0 U, V,l = 1[O.v](t) Vi+1leng®OV, 0=<t=<r

It is easy to see that (M,, N;, U/, V/) is a solution of (4.4), from Remark 3.2, this is
the unique solution. From Mj = My =1 > 0 and M, > 0, obviously M, > 0, as.
s > 0, that is, M,,, > 0. So we have p} > p,.

Now we try to compare p, with pZ, and then get the desired conclusion. If a' = a?,
from Theorem 3.1, po = pZ, then p} > p2. If a' > a?, we set

¥ —x%),
a7,

=
I

__pZ)’ ﬁ:(ﬁ——uz)
k%),

= ™
I
=~ S

(
(

L
i
~Q|

and apply It6’s formula to x,p,,
E(®(x,) — ®(x2)NE, — (Po — pH)(a' — a*) = IE/OI (AGs, i) — A(s, ud), ;) dss
Here we use the notation from Section 3 for u and A. From (H3.3), we have
(Po—py)a’ —a®) 20,

$0 po > pZ, and then p} > pZ. The proof is completed. d

Now we give an example of FBSDEP to show the comparison theorem.
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EXAMPLE 4.1. We consider the following two FBSDEPs,
tar 1 1 1 tar 1 1
+x; + -
x! =2—/ P54 ds-/ 9 —Ps yp,
0 1+s) o (1+s)?

/ /z(1+ o8 Ndzds),

(4.6) ] 1
'=x+5+/( —pf_k+ ! ds
Pe="> e\ d+5? | (T+s)
—/ q! dB,.—/ /ksl_(z)ﬁ(dzds), t>0
IAT tAt JZ
and
c AT 2 2 2 AT 2 .2
x}:l—/ P———-—*+xx+qus—/ 9: ~ Ps 4,
0 (1 +5)? o (1+s)?
AT x2 ~
_/ / N (dzds),
@.7) 0 z (1+5)

T 2 2 2
2 2 x.\'_ps_kx
=x"4+ - ds
Pr=r f (I+3)?

—/ qdex—/ fkf_(z)ﬁ(dzds), t>0.
AT ATt V2

It is easy to check that (4.6) and (4.7) satisfy (H3.1), (H3.2) and (H3.3), so accord-
ing to Theorem 3.1, there exist unique solutions (x', p', ¢!, k') and (x2, p?, g% k%)
respectively. We can check that the above two FBSDEDPs satisfy (H4.1) and (H4 2),
so from Theorem 4.1, we know that p§ > p2.

We notice that the comparison Theorem 4.1 of FBSDEP, which holds only at time
t = 0, is weaker than that of BSDEDP, that is, Theorem 2.2. In the forward-backward
case, we cannot easily jump to a conclusion like p! = ®'(x!) > ®*(x2) = p? from
the assumption that ®'(x) > ®2%(x) because in the present situation, the forward
solutions x! and x? are different if ®' and ®2 are. Thus unlike the classical (pure
backward) case, no common comparison theorem can be made even a' = a? except
for + = 0. We will give a counterexample to show this point.

EXAMPLE 4.2. For simplicity, we consider the fixed time duration 7 > 0, the
Lipschitz coefficient being constant, a one dimensional Brownian motion and study
the following two FBSDEPs,

t t
x| = a+/(—pj +qh)ds —/(x; +p!+gHdB, 0<t<T,
(4.8) 0 0

T T T
pl =x} +2+/ (x! —q! +2)ds —/ q! dB, -—/ /k;_(Z)N(dzds)»
4 t t JZ
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t t
x,2=a+/ (—pf+qf)ds—/ (x2+pi+4q*)dB,, 0<:<T,
0 0

4.9) r T T
pl=x2+ [ (- gdds— f q’dB, — f / k2 ()N (dz ds),
! 1 t V4

From Theorem 3.1 and Remark 3.3, there exist a unique solution (x!, p!, q', k')
for (4.8) and (x2, p?, g2, k?) for (4.9) respectively. Then, from Theorem 4.1, p2 > p,.
Now we try to check this conclusion for this example.

Firstly, it is easy to know that (x!, p!, ¢', k') is the unique solution of (4.8), where
pl=x!+2,¢q' =—x!—1,k! = 0and x] is the solution of the following stochastic
differential equation:

4.10)
x4 =a.

[dx} = (=2x! = 3)dt — (x! + 1)dB,,

Then we get

t t
-~ - - - v - — s/2+ B,
x'l = ae 5t/2~8B, __ e 5t/2 B,/ 4e5.\/2+B; ds — e 5t/2 B,/ eS.\/ + dBS
0 0

and p! =x! +2,0 <t < T. We also can get (x?, p?, g%, k?) is the unique solution
of (4.9), where p? = x?, q> = —x?, k? = 0 and x? satisfies the following stochastic
differential equation

dx? = —2x2dt — x?dB,
“4.11

2
Xy = a.

Then p? = x} = ae™>/>~5. So
! t
pl—pt=2_ B [ 4655/ g _ o=S12-B, f S/ 4B
0 0

Fort =0, pj — p2 =2 > 0, but for any 7 > 0, it can be both positive or negative
with positive probability.
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