arXiv:2112.12257v3 [math.PR] 19 Oct 2022

FULLY COUPLED DRIFT-LESS FORWARD AND BACKWARD STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS IN A DEGENERATE CASE

TAKAHIRO TSUCHIYA

Abstract. Existence and uniqueness results of fully coupled forward stochastic differential equations without drifts and backward stochastic differential equations in a degenerate case are obtained for an arbitrarily large time duration.

1. Introduction

Let (Ω, F , P) be a probability space, and let {W(t)}_{t≥0} be a d-dimensional Wiener process in this space. We denote the natural filtration of this Wiener process by F_t. In this paper, we consider the following fully coupled forward-backward stochastic differential equation (FBSDE); for arbitrary fixed (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , (1) X(r) = x + ∫_r t b (s, X(s), Y (s), Z(s)) ds + ∫_r t σ (s, X(s), Y (s), Z(s)) dW(s), Y (r) = φ (X(T )) + ∫_T r f (s, X(s), Y (s), Z(s)) ds − ∫_T r Z(s)dW(s), r ∈ [t, T ]. where (X, Y, Z) takes values in R^l × R^m × R^{m×d} , and b, and σ, and f are mappings with appropriate dimensions which are, for each fixed (s, X(s), Y (s), Z(s)), F_sprogressively measurable for t ≤ s ≤ T . We assume that they are Lipschitz with respect to the spatial variable (x, y, z) ; T > 0 is an arbitrarily prescribed number and the time interval is called the time duration. We look for a triple of F_r-adapted processes (X(r), Y (r), Z(r)) satisfying this equation (1).

It is known that for a sufficient small duration, the local existence and uniqueness holds using a contraction map [1] and [2] under a Lipschitz condition. Indeed, it was shown by Antonelli in [1] that the Lipschitz condition is not enough for the existence and uniqueness of FBSDE in an arbitrarily large time duration.

Therefore, it has made some significant progress in the fully coupled FBSDE in the difference view points: a kind of four-steps scheme approach [7], [10], the method of continuation and a monotonicity condition, [5], [17] and [11]. Recently, a different approach have been proposed in [8] to study the decoupling field u(t, x). They also pointed out one of the most important property that as the well-poshness of FBSDEs is essentially given by a so called Characteristic BSDE whose generator has at least quadratic growth in both Y and Z.

In this paper, we present a probabilistic and an analytic method to treat the fully coupled forward drift-less and backward SDE with a degenerate case formally introduced as (A.3) in Assumption 2.1; for arbitrary fixed (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l (2) X(r) = x + ∫_r t σ (s, X(s), Y (s), Z(s)) dW(s), Y (r) = φ (X(T )) + ∫_T r f (s, X(s), Y (s), Z(s)) ds − ∫_T r Z(s)dW(s), r ∈ [t, T ]. It provides that there exists a pair of continuous function (u, v) such that it is (1/2)- Hölder continuous with respect to the spatial variable and it is consistent with so called Backward Stochastic Riccati Equations. Furthermore, it satisfies σ(s, X(s), Y (s), Z(s)) = σ(s, X(s), u(s, X(s)), v(s, X(s))), t ≤ s ≤ T. Then, the forward SDE become a unique strong solution with the (1/2)-Hölder continuous diffusion coefficient which is critical condition in the sense of Yamada- Watanabe condition in [16] for one dimension.

The advantages of our method are as follows: (i) the assumptions are very simple and natural to verify and we can treat the case without a monotonicity condition. (ii) Many existing problems of FBSDE in mathematical finance and machine learning ([4, 13]) satisfy these assumptions. Furthermore, as a degenerate case is strongly related to vanishing gradient problem, the theoretical development have been expected. (iii) We do not need to impose the non degenerate condition on the diffusion term. This allows us to treat FBSDEs which the previous studies does not cover.

The paper is organized as follows. For preliminaries, we introduce necessary notations and assumptions in section 2. In section 3, we define an approximation process and introduce a pair. We show that the pair is uniformly equicontinuous and satisfies linear growth condition. Therefore, we can find a sub-sequence which uniformly converges. In section 4, the uniform convergent property implies a stability problem of the forward SDEs. Then, we obtain the global solution as the convergence point. Independently, we set a section 5. In this section, a necessary important estimation is shown. The transition function of SDE with uniformly bounded coefficients, has a uniformly equicontinuous for the time and space, which is obtained an analytical approach known as Calderón Zygmund lemma. In Lemma 5.1, we show a simple but convent inequality of the structure without the uniformly bounded assumption.

2. Preliminaries

Let W be a standard Wiener process with values in R^d defined on some complete probability space (Ω, F , P). {F_t}_{t≥0} is an argument of natural filtration of W which satisfies usual condition. R^{m×d} is identified with the space of real matrices with m rows and d columns. If z ∈ R^{m×d} , we have |z|^2 = trace (zz^∗) where | · | stands for the Frobenius norm.

For any real l ∈ N and T > 0, S^2 ( R^l ) , denotes the set of R^l -valued, adapted and

cadlag process {X(t)}_{t∈[0,T ]} such that ‖X‖ = { E [ sup_{0≤t≤T} |X(t)|^2 ]} 1_2 < +∞. A collection H^2 ( R^{m×d} ) denotes the set of (equivalent classes of) predictable pro-

cesses {Z(t)}_{t∈[0,T ]} with values in R^{m×d} such that ‖Z‖ = { E [(∫_T 0 |Z_r|^2 dr )]} 1_2 <

+∞. We write a Banach space S^2(R^l )×S^2(R^m )×H^2 ( R^{m×d} ) ≡ S^2 ×S^2 ×H^2 if there is no risk to confuse. For (X, Y, Z) ∈ S^2 × S^2 × H^2, we note that (X, Y, Z, W) : [0, T ] × Ω −→ R^l × R^m × R^{m×d} × R^d . For ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀(x, y, z) ∈ R^l × R^m × R^{m×d} , we consider measurable functions (x, y, z) → σ(t, x, y, z), (x, y, z) → f(t, x, y, z) and x → φ(x). For any given initial distribution μ, we suppose that it holds that ∫ R^l ∫_T 0 |σ(s, x, φ(x), 0)|^2 + |φ(x)|^2 + |f(s, x, φ(x), 0)|^2dsμ(dx) < ∞. Assumption 2.1. We say that Assumption 2.1 holds if (A.1) The functions (x, y, z) → σ(t, x, y, z), (x, y, z) → f(t, x, y, z) and x → φ(x) are infinitely differentiable with uniformly bounded derivatives.

(A.2) There exists a constant Λ such that ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀(x, y, z) ∈ R^l ×R^m ×R^{m×d} , |φ(x + h) − φ(x)| ≤ Λ|h|^{1/2}, |f(t, x + h, y, z) − f(t, x, y, z)| ≤ Λ|h|^{1/2}, h ∈ R^l , |h| > 1. (A.3) The following set Z_0 is not empty set:

Z_0 := { x_0 ∈ R^l : σ (s, x_0, φ(x_0), 0) = f (s, x_0, φ(x_0), 0) = 0, s ∈ [0, T ] } ≠ ∅. For the functions σ and φ, we denote L_{φ,x} ≜ inf { L > 0 : ∀x_i ∈ R^l (i = 1, 2), |φ(x_1) − φ(x_2)| ≤ L|x_1 − x_2| } , L_{σ,z} ≜ inf { L > 0 : ∀(t, x, y, z_i) ∈ [0, T ] ∈ R^l × R^m × R^{m×d} (i = 1, 2), |σ(t, x, y, z_1) − σ(t, x, y, z_2)| ≤ L|z_1 − z_2|} , and L_{σ,x}, L_{σ,y} are defined by the same manner.

2.1. Decoupled FBSDEs flow: (X^{t,x}, Y^{t,x}, Z^{t,x}). Under (A.1), for each t ∈ [0, T ), x ∈ R^l , we denote by X^{t,x} = {X^{t,x}(r), t ≤ r ≤ T } the unique strong solution of the following SDE: { dX^{t,x}(u) = σ ( s, X^{t,x}(s) ) dW(s), t ≤ s ≤ T X^{t,x}(t) = x, or, it is equivalent to X^{t,x}(r) = x + ∫_r t σ ( s, X^{t,x}(s) ) dW(s), t ≤ r ≤ T. Moreover, the random field { X^{t,x}(r); 0 ≤ t ≤ r ≤ T, x ∈ R^l } has a version which is a.s. jointly continuous in (t, s, x), together which its x infinity partial derivatives, see e.g. [6].

For any t ∈ [0, T ) and x ∈ R^d , let (Y^{t,x}, Z^{t,x}) = {(Y^{t,x}(r), Z^{t,x}(r)) ; t ≤ r ≤ T } denote the unique element of S^2 × H^2 which solves the following BSDE : for all t ≤ r ≤ T , Y^{t,x}(r) = φ ( X^{t,x}_T ) + ∫_T r f ( s, X^{t,x}(s), Y^{t,x}(s), Z^{t,x}(s) ) ds − ∫_T r Z^{t,x}(s)dW(s). In short, (X^{t,x}, Y^{t,x}, Z^{t,x}) is the unique solution to the decoupled FBSDE with the initial condition X^{t,x}(t) = x.

Remark 2.2. The condition (A.2) does not include the previous result in [15] in the case of one dimension.

3. Continuity of decoupling fields

Let us explain briefly our idea. According to the proof of Lemma 2.5.15 in [3], if a strongly regular and deterministic decoupling field exists, it satisfies |u(t + h, x) − u(t, x)| ≤ C ( 1 + E [ sup t≤s≤t+h | |X^{t,x}(s) | | ]) |h|, t, t + h ∈ [t, T ]. Moreover, there exists an example such that for T > 1, lim t↓T −1 E [ sup t≤s≤t+h | |X^{t,x}(s) | | ] = lim_{t↓T −1} L_{u(t,·),x} = ∞, and we will see at this example later in Remark 4.2. From the observation, we may say that the backward solution and the decoupling fields may be bounded by the forward process. Therefore, it leads to construct a forward process based approximation scheme as follows.

3.1. Construction of the scheme via (u_n, v_n). Under the condition that all coefficients are regular enough, we consider a solution of SDEs and then we introduce the corresponding solution of BSDEs. Thus, we obtain the solution to the decoupling FBSDEs,. Thanks to [9], it leads a classical smooth solution to a corresponding semi-linear PDEs. We note that the proof is also applied to the situation m ≥ 1. More preciously, we define as follows: Suppose (A.1) holds. We shall define for (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , ( X^{t,x}_0 (r), Y^{t,x}_0 (r), Z^{t,x}_0 (r) ) = (x, φ(x), 0), r ∈ [t, T ], and u_0(t, x) = φ(x), v_0(t, x) = 0, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l . Then, we define the following approximation series, Θ^{t,x}_{n−1} := ( X^{t,x}_{n−1}, Y^{t,x}_{n−1}, Z^{t,x}_{n−1} ) for (t, x, n) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l × N such that it satisfies

X^{t,x}_n (r) = x + ∫_r t σ ( s, X^{t,x}_n (s), u_{n−1}(r, X^{t,x}_n (s)), v_{n−1}(r, X^{t,x}_n (s)) ) dW(s) Y^{t,x}_{n−1}(r) = φ ( X^{t,x}_{n−1}(T ) ) + ∫_T r f ( s, X^{t,x}_{n−1}(s), Y^{t,x}_{n−1}(s), Z^{t,x}_{n−1}(s) ) ds − ∫_T r Z^{t,x}_{n−1}(s)dW(s), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , (3)

where, u_{n−1} is a solution to a semi-linear parabolic PDE solution and it holds that Y^{t,x}_{n−1}(r) = u_{n−1}(r, X^{t,x}_{n−1}(r)), Z^{t,x}_{n−1}(r) = v_{n−1}(r, X^{t,x}_{n−1}(r)), (n, r) ∈ N × [t, T ], where v_{n−1}(t, x) = ∇_xu_{n−1}(t, x)·σ(t, x, u_{n−1}(t, x), v_{n−1}(t, x)) for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R^l . For the detail, see Lemma 5.4. It is remarkable that generally we have Y^{t,x}_n (r) = u_n(r, X^{t,x}_n (r)) ≠ u_n(r, X^{t,x}_{n+1}(r)), Z^{t,x}_n (r) = v_n(r, X^{t,x}_n (r)) ≠ v_n(r, X^{t,x}_{n+1}(r)).

3.2. A priori estimation and Degenerate condition. Firstly, we recall a priori estimate of BSDEs that the H^2-norm of the solution can be bounded by the final point and the random driver; ∃C > 0; E [∫_T 0 |Y_1(s) − Y_2(s)|^2 + |Z_1(s) − Z_2(s)|^2ds ]

≤ CE [ φ (X_1(T )) − φ (X_2(T )) |^2 + ∫_T 0 |f(s, X_1(s), Y_2(s), Z_2(s)) − f(s, X_2(s), Y_2(s), Z_2(s))|^2ds ] . This says that the squared norm of the difference of (Y, Z) can be estimated by that of the forward process. Moreover, considering the super-linear growth of the characteristic BSDEs, we consider (A.2). This allows us to obtain a constant C > 0 such that E [ |φ (X_1(T )) − φ (X_2(T )) |^2 ] ≤ C sup_{s∈[0,T ]} E [|X_1(s) − X_2(s)|] , E [ |f(s, X_1(s), Y_2(s), Z_2(s)) − f(s, X_2(s), Y_2(s), Z_2(s))|^2 ] ≤ C sup_{s∈[0,T ]} E [|X_1(s) − X_2(s)|] .

Again applying the exponential inequality, Lemma 5.1, we can estimate the above L^1-norm. Furthermore, we note that, as one may consider L^p-norm estimate, to best of our knowledge, it seems to be hard to estimate the backward as above except for p = 1.

Lemma 3.1 (Equicontinuous u_n with respect to spatial variables). Under (A.1) and (A.2), there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all n ∈ N ∪ {0} satisfies sup_{n∈N} sup_{x∈Rl} sup_{0≤t≤T} |u_n(t, x + h) − u_n(t, x)| ≤ C|h|^{1/2}. Proof. Let n ∈ N ∩ {0}. By the definition, we have Y^{t,x}_n (r) = u_n(r, X^{t,x}_n (r)) and it holds for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l ,

Y^{t,x}_n (r) = Y^{t,x}_n (T ) + ∫_T r f ( s, Θ^{t,x}_n (s) ) ds − ∫_T r Z^{t,x}_n (s)dW(s), t ≤ r ≤ T. It leads to { Y^{t,x}_n (r) + ∫_r t f ( s, Θ^{t,x}_n (s) ) ds } t≤r≤T is a martingale. Thus, we obtain u_n(t, x) = E [ φ(X^{t,x}_n (T )) + ∫_T t f(s, Θ^{t,x}_n (s))ds ] , (n, t, x) ∈ N × [0, T ] × R^l . Notify that for all (n, t, x) ∈ N × [0, T ] × R^l , it holds that u_n(t, x + h) − u_n(t, x) = E [ φ(X^{t,x+h}_n (T )) − φ(X^{t,x}_n (T )) + ∫_T t f(s, Θ^{t,x+h}_n (s)) − f(s, Θ^{t,x}_n (s))ds ]

5

Let us consider the driver term. It follows from the Lipschitz continuous (A.1) that there exists a constant C > 0 such that ∫_T t E[ | |f(s, Θ^{t,x+h}_n (s)) − f(s, Θ^{t,x}_n (s)) | |^2]ds ≤ C ∫_T t E [| |Y^{t,x+h} n (s) − Y^{t,x}_n (s) | |^2 ] ds + C ∫_T t E [| |Z^{t,x+h} n (s) − Z^{t,x}_n (s) | |^2 ] ds + C ∫_T t E [| |f(s, X^{t,x+h}_n (s), Y^{t,x}_n (s), Z^{t,x}_n (s)) − f(s, X^{t,x}_n (s), Y^{t,x}_n (s), Z^{t,x}_n (s)) | |^2 ] ds As we have a dominated property formally provided by Lemma 5.6, it implies that there exists a constant C > 0 such that ∫_T t E[ | |f(s, Θ^{t,x+h}_n (s)) − f(s, Θ^{t,x}_n (s)) | |^2]ds ≤ C E[ | |φ(X^{t,x+h}_n (T )) − φ(X^{t,x}_n (T )) | |^2] + C ∫_T t E [| |f(s, X^{t,x+h}_n (s), Y^{t,x}_n (s), Z^{t,x}_n (s)) − f(s, X^{t,x}_n (s), Y^{t,x}_n (s), Z^{t,x}_n (s)) | |^2 ] ds. From the squared condition (A.2) we can find some constant Λ > 0 such that E [| |φ(X^{t,x+h}_n (T )) − φ(X^{t,x}_n (T )) | |^2 + ∫_T t | |f(s, X^{t,x+h}_n (s), Y^{t,x}_n (s), Z^{t,x}_n (s)) − f(s, X^{t,x}_n (s), Y^{t,x}_n (s), Z^{t,x}_n (s)) | |^2 ds ]

≤ ΛE [ | |φ (X^{t,x+h}_n (T )) − φ (X^{t,x}_n (T )) | | + ∫_T t |X^{t,x+h} n (s) − X^{t,x}_n (s)|ds ] , see also Remark 3.5. Thus, we have a constant C > 0 such that |u_n(t, x + h) − u_n(t, x)|^2 ≤ C { E[|X^{t,x+h}_n (T ) − X^{t,x}_n (T )|] + ∫_T t E[|X^{t,x+h}_n (s) − X^{t,x}_n (s)|]ds } . Then, it follows from Lemma 5.1 that there exists a positive constant C such that sup_{x∈Rl} sup_{0≤t≤T} sup_{n∈N} E[|X^{t,x+h}_n (s) − X^{t,x}_n (s)|] ≤ C|h|. Therefore, we conclude that u_n is (1/2)-Holder continuous with respect to spatial variables. □ 3.3. How to estimate v_n. Roughly, {v_n} is given by the following implicit functions; for any n ∈ N, v_n(s, x) = (∇_xu_n(s, x)) σ (s, x, u_n(s, x), v_n(s, x)) , (s, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l . Thus, it has already contained the information of the derivatives of the decoupling field. Therefore, if we consider the derivative with respect to the spatial variable, we need to compute the second derivative as ∇^2_xX^{t,x}_n . It is generally hard since we have

∇_xu_n = (1 − (∇_xu_n) (∇_zσ))^{−1} (( ∇^2_xu_n ) σ + ∇_xu_n∇_xσ + (∇_xu_n)^2 ∇_yσ ) .

In this paper, we consider an alternative method as follows. Lemma 3.2. Under (A.1) and (A.2), sup_{n∈N} sup_{x∈Rl} sup_{0≤t≤T} |v_n(t, x + h) − v_n(t, x)| ≤ C|h|^{1/2}. Proof. Again, as we have a dominated property formally provided by Lemma 5.6, it implies that there exists a constant C > 0 such that ∫_T t E[ | Z^{t,x+h} n (s) − Z^{t,x}_n (s) |_2 ]ds ≤ C E[ | |φ(X^{t,x+h}_n (T )) − φ(X^{t,x}_n (T )) | |^2] + C ∫_T t E [| |f(s, X^{t,x+h}_n (s), Y^{t,x}_n (s), Z^{t,x}_n (s)) − f(s, X^{t,x}_n (s), Y^{t,x}_n (s), Z^{t,x}_n (s))|^2 ] ds. It follows from the same argument of Lemma 3.1 that E [∫_T t | Z^{t,x+h} n (s) − Z^{t,x}_n (s) |_2 ds ] ≤ ΛE[ ∫_T t |X^{t,x+h} n (s) − X^{t,x}_n (s)|ds]. Therefore, we have for all r ∈ [t, T ], we have E [∫_r t | |Z^{t,x+h} n (s) − Z^{t,x}_n (s) | |^2 ds ] ≤ C(r − t)|h|, h ∈ R^l . Putting r = t + ϵ for ϵ > 0, we have 1 ϵ E [∫_{t+ϵ} t |Z^{t,x+h} n (s) − Z^{t,x}_n (s)|^2ds ] ≤ C|h|, h ∈ R^l . Letting ϵ → 0, we obtain that |v_n(t, x + h) − v_n(t, x)|^2 = E [ |Z^{t,x+h} n (t) − Z^{t,x}_n (t)|^2 ] ≤ C|h|, h ∈ R^l . □ 3.4. Degenerate and uniformly linear growth. In order to select a sub-sequence of the series (u_n, v_n), we need a linear growth condition independent of n ∈ N. Then, we consider a frozen solution such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], it holds that for some x_0 ∈ R^l , ( X^{t,x0}_n (r), Y^{t,x0}_n (r), Z^{t,x0}_n (r) ) ≡ (x_0, φ(x_0), 0) , (n, r) ∈ N × [t, T ]. In fact, if we have the frozen solution, it holds that for any t ≤ s ≤ T it holds that E[|X^{t,x}_n (s)|] ≤ E[|X^{t,x}_n (s) − x_0|] + |φ(x_0)| ≤ |x − x_0| + |φ(x_0)|, where the last inequality is followed from an exponential inequality, Lemma 5.1. In fact, we provide the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that (A.1) and (A.3) hold. Then, sup (n,t)∈N×[0,T ] {|u_n(t, x_0)| + |v_n(t, x_0)|} < ∞, x_0 ∈ Z_0. Moreover, if we have (A.2), we obtain sup_{n∈N} sup_{0≤t≤T} |u_n(t, x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|), sup_{n∈N} sup_{0≤t≤T} |v_n(t, x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|), x ∈ R^l .

Proof. We shall show that for all t ∈ [0, T ], it holds that ( X^{t,x0}_n (r), Y^{t,x0}_n (r), Z^{t,x0}_n (r) ) ≡ (x_0, φ(x_0), 0) , (n, r) ∈ N × [t, T ]. By the definition it holds when n = 1. Suppose that it holds for any fixed k ≥ 1. Consider X^{t,x}_{k+1}(r) = x + ∫_r t σ ( s, X^{t,x}_{k+1}(s), φ(X^{t,x}_{k+1}(s)), 0 ) dW(s). It follows from x ∈ Z_0 that X^{t,x0}_{k+1}(r) ≡ x_0, and which implies Z^{t,x0}_{k+1}(r) ≡ 0 for all t ≤ r ≤ T . Moreover, Y^{t,x}_{k+1} is a solution to the ordinary differential equation,

Y^{t,x}_{k+1}(r) = φ (x) + ∫_T r f ( s, x, Y^{t,x}_{k+1}(s), 0 ) ds, r ∈ [t, T ]. In particular, when x = x_0, Y^{t,x}_{k+1}(r) = φ(x_0) holds for t ≤ r ≤ T . Thus, we conclude for any t ≥ 0 and (n, r) ∈ N × [t, T ], Y^{t,x0}_n (r) = u_n(r, x_0) = φ(x_0), Z^{t,x0}_n (r) = v_n(r, x_0) = 0.

It follows that sup (n,t)∈N×[0,T ] {|u_n(t, x_0)| + |v_n(t, x_0)|} < ∞. □ 3.5. Markov property. The forward process is given by the diffusion process, thus it satisfies a Markov property. This is convenient to study the continuity with respect to time for the decoupling field.

Lemma 3.4. Under (A.1), (A.2) and (A.3), it holds that sup (n,x)∈N×R^l sup 0≤t≤T E|u_n (t + h, x) − u_n(t, x)| ≤ C|h|^{1/2}. Proof. For any (n, t, x) ∈ N × [0, T ] × R^l , we consider u_n(t + h, x) − u_n(t, x) = E [ φ(X^{t+h,x}_n (T )) − φ(X^{t,x}_n (T )) + ∫_T t+h f(s, Θ^{t+h,x}_n (s))ds − ∫_T t f(s, Θ^{t,x}_n (s))ds ]

= E [ φ(X^{t+h,x}_n (T )) − φ(X^{t,x}_n (T )) + ∫_T t+h f(s, Θ^{t+h,x}_n (s)) − f(s, Θ^{t,x}_n (s))ds ]

− E [∫_{t+h} t f(s, Θ^{t,x}_n (s)) − f(s, Θ^{t,x0}_n (s))ds + ∫_{t+h} t f(s, Θ^{t,x0}_n (s))ds ] . For the last integral term, we note that E [∫_{t+h} t f(s, Θ^{t,x0}_n (s))ds ] = u_n(t, x_0) − E[φ ( X^{t,x0} (t + h) ) ] = 0.

Therefore, it follows from the same argument that there exists C > 0 such that for all t + h ≤ r ≤ T , |u_n(t + h, x) − u_n(t, x)|^2 ≤ C { sup 0≤r≤T E[|X^{t+h,x}_n (r) − X^{t,x}_n (r)|] + h sup_{0≤r≤T} E[|X^{t,x}_n (r) − X^{t,x0}_n (r)|] } . 8

By the Markov property, it holds that for t + h ≤ r ≤ T , X^{t,x}_n (r) = X^{t+h,y}_n (r), y = X^{t,x}_n (t + h). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 5.1 that E [ |X^{t+h,x} n (r) − X^{t,x}_n (r)| ] = E [ E [ |X^{t+h,x} n (r) − X^{t+h,y}_n (r)| ] |_{y=X} t,x_{n (t+h)} ] ≤ √ lE [ |x − X^{t,x}_n (t + h)| ] . It follows the linear growth property of σ from (A.1) that for any t ≤ r ≤ t + h, we have E [ |X^{t,0}_n (r)|^2 ] ≤ E [∫_r t |σ(s, X^{t,0}_n (s), u_{n−1}(s, X^{t,0}_n (s)), v_{n−1}(s, X^{t,0}_n (s))|^2ds ]

≤ C|h| + CE [∫_r t |X^{t,0}_n (s)|^2 + |u_{n−1}(s, X^{t,0}_n (s))|^2 + |v_{n−1}(s, X^{t,0}_n (s))|^2ds ] . Notify that u_n and v_n are uniformly linear growth with respect to n. Thus, we have a constant C > 0 such that E [∫_r t |u_{n−1}(s, X^{t,0}_n (s))|^2 + |v_{n−1}(s, X^{t,0}_n (s))|^2ds ]

≤ C { |h| + E [∫_r t |X^{t,0}_n (s)|^2ds ]} . It follows from the Gronwall inequality that there exists C > 0 such that E [ |X^{t,0}_n (t + h)|^2 ] ≤ C|h|. Thus, we concludes that sup 0≤t≤T |u_n(t + h, x) − u_n(t, x)| ≤ C|h|^{1/2}. □ Remark 3.5 (Uniformly bounded Lipschitz continuous). We note that Lipschitz continuous and uniformly bounded functions for spatial forward variable x satisfies (A.2) since |φ(x + h) − φ(x)| ≤ { L_{φ,x}|h| ≤ L_{φ,x}|h|^{1/2}, |h| ≤ 1, 2‖φ‖_∞ ≤ 2‖φ‖_∞|h|^{1/2}, |h| > 1. where ‖ · ‖_∞ stands for the sup-norm; ‖φ‖_∞ := sup_{x∈R}l |φ(x)|.

4. Global solutions Gathering the above results, we shall show the existence and uniqueness of the global solution to the drift-less forward-backward SDEs (2).

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that Assumption (2.1) holds. Then, there exists a solution to the FBSDE (2). Moreover, when l = 1, it is a unique solution.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.1 and 3.2 that the continuous functions {(u_n, v_n)}_{n∈N} satisfies uniformly equicontinuous and uniformly bounded. Applying Cantor’s diagonal argument, we obtain that {(u_n, v_n)}_{n∈N} has a subsequence such that there exists a pair of continuous functions (u, v) such that lim_{k→∞} δ_k := lim_{k→∞} |(u_{n(k)}, v_{n(k)})(s, x) − (u, v)(s, x)| = 0, (s, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , where we denote δ_k = |(u_{n(k)}, v_{n(k)})(s, x)−(u, v)(s, x)| for convenient. We note that as the closed interval [0, T ] is compact set, the above convergence holds uniformly with respect to time variable.

Since (u_{n(k)}, v_{n(k)}) is satisfies Lipschitz continuous for all k ∈ N and (u, v) is a continuous function, then there exists the corresponding weak solutions such that

X_{n(k)}(r) = x + ∫_r t σ_k ( s, X_{n(k)}(s) ) dW(s), t ≤ r ≤ T, X(r) = x + ∫_r t σ (s, X(s)) dW(s), t ≤ r ≤ T, where we denote σ_k(x) = σ(s, x, u_{n(k)−1}(s, x), v_{n(k)}(s, x)) and σ(x) = σ(s, x, u(s, x), v(s, x)) for (s, x, k) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l × N. Note that the weak solution exists if the diffusion coefficient is continuous, see [12].

Next, we shall show that the series {X_{n(k)}} converges to X in S^2. It follows from Lemma 3.1 and the point-wise convergence that it holds for all (s, x, h) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l × R^l , |u(s, x + h) − u(t, x)| ≤ C|h|^{1/2}, |v(s, x + h) − v(t, x)| ≤ C|h|^{1/2}. Therefore, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all s ∈ [0, T ], x_1, x_2 ∈ R^l and k ∈ N it holds that

|σ_k (s, x_1) − σ (s, x_2)|^2 ≤ C ( |x_1 − x_2|^2 + |x_1 − x_2| + δ^2_k ) . It leads that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all t ≤ r ≤ T we have | |X_{n(k)}(r) − X(r) | |^2 ≤ C ∫_r t ( |X_{n(k)}(s) − X(s)|^2 + |X_{n(k)}(s) − X(s)| + δ^2_k ) ds. Denoting g_k(s) = E[sup_{t≤u≤s} | X_{n(k)}(u) − X(u) |_2 ] for s ∈ [t, T ] and Jensen’s inequality, we obtain g_k(r) ≤ C ∫_r t ( g_k(s) + √ g_k(s) + δ^2_k ) ds, t ≤ r ≤ T, k ∈ N. For all L > 0, we have that g_k(r)e^{−CLr} ≤ C ∫_r t ( (1 − L)g_k(s) + √ g_k(s) + δ^2_k ) e^{−sL}ds, t ≤ r ≤ T, k ∈ N. Thus, putting L > 1, we obtain a constant C > 0 such that for all t ≤ r ≤ T, k ∈ N, g_k(r) ≤ C ∫_r t (√ g_k(s) + δ^2_k ) ds. 10

Let us consider the series of function {g_k(r)}_{k∈N}. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that for all r ∈ [t, T ] and k ∈ N, g_k(r) ≤ sup_{k∈N} E [ sup t≤r≤T | |X_{n(k)}(r) | |^2 ] < ∞. Therefore, applying the reverse Fatou’s lemma and putting g(r) = lim sup_{k→∞} g_k(r) for r ∈ [t, T ] and we obtain the following inequality, g(r) ≤ C ∫_r t √ g(s)ds, r ∈ [t, T ]. Thanks to the Osgood’s criterion that we have g ≡ 0. Therefore, we conclude X_{n(k)}^{k→∞}−−−−→ ‖·‖_{S 2} X. Furthermore, we obtain the convergence of the backward process:

(Y_{n(k)}, Z_{n(k)}) = ( u_k(·, X_{n(k)}), v_{n(k)}(·, X_{n(k)}) )_{k→∞} −−−−−−−→ ‖·‖_{S 2×H 2} (Y, Z) = (u(·, X), v(·, X)) . As a map s → v_{n(k)}(s, x) for x ∈ R^l may be discontinuous, the set of the discontinuity points in v_{n(k)}(·, x) is at most countable. Thus, we have P ( lim_{k→∞} v_{n(k)}(s, X(s)) = v(s, X(s)) ) = 1, t ≤ s ≤ T. Then, the pair (X, Y, Z) satisfies the system of FBSDE (2). Finally, we obtain the existence of the solution of the FBSDE.

In particular, for one-dimensional case, the uniqueness is followed from Yamada- Watanabe theorem [16] that of the forward SDEs’s uniqueness with the (1/2)-Hölder continuous diffusion coefficients. □

Remark 4.2 (Existence for ODEs and SDEs). Under the Lipschitz condition, the existence follows on the forward drift-less SDEs. For ODEs, there is an example such that no global solution exists:

(4) X(r) = x + ∫_r t L_{b,y}Y (s)ds + ∫_r t L_{σ,y}Y (s)dW(s) Y (r) = X(T ) − ∫_T r Z(s)dW(s), r ∈ [t, T ]. If L_{b,y} = 1, L_{σ,y} = 0 and T > 1 hold, then it has a local solution such that it can not be the global solution since (X, Y, Z)(r) = ( x + x(r − t) 1 − (T − t) , x 1 − (T − t) , 0 ) , t ∈ (T − 1, T ]. The system (4) is equivalent to

X(r) = x + ∫_r t Z(s)dW(s), Y (r) = X(T ) − ∫_T r Y (s)ds − ∫_T r Z(s)dW(s), r ∈ [t, T ]. Therefore, for the above example, the unique and existence admits if and only if the initial values start only from zero; x = 0 ⇐⇒ Z_0 ≠ ∅.

If L_{b,y} = 0 and L_{σ,y} = 1 hold, it is a degenerate case; X(t) = x + ∫_r t Y (s)dW(s), Y (t) = X(T ) − ∫_T r Z(s)dW(s), t ∈ [0, T ]. Our result shows that it has a solution, in fact it has the following expression, X(t) = Y (t) = Z(t) = x exp ( 1 2 t − W (t) ) , u(t, x) = x. Remark 4.3 (Comparing the condition: L_{σ,z}L_{φ,x} ≠ 1). The uniqueness is a different problem for the diffusion non-degenerate coefficients. In fact, for arbitrary progressive measurable σ_0, let us consider one dimensional case such that X(t) = X(0) + (1 − L_{σ,z}L_{φ,x})^{−1} ∫_t 0 σ_0(s, ω)dW(s) Y (t) = L_{φ,x} { X(0) + (1 − L_{σ,z}L_{φ,x})^{−1} ∫_t 0 σ_0(s, ω)dW(s) } , Z(t) = L_{φ,x}(1 − L_{σ,z}L_{φ,x})^{−1}σ_0(t, ω), t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, the above (X, Y, Z) solves the following FBSDE; X(t) = X(0) + ∫_t 0 [L_{σ,z}Z(s) + σ_0(s, ω)]dW(s), Y (t) = L_{φ,x}X(T )(ω) − ∫_T t Z(s)dW(s). Thus, this is well defined if and only if L_{σ,z}L_{φ,x} ≠ 1 for non-degenerate σ_0. For degenerate case; Z_0 ≠ ∅ ⇔ σ_0 ≡ 0, the existence and uniqueness hold even if L_{σ,z}L_{φ,x} = 1. 5. Appendix In this section, for a given σ, and for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , let X^{t,x} = {X^{t,x}(r)}_{r∈[t,T ]} be a solution to the equation,

(5) X(r) = x + ∫_r t σ (s, X(s)) dW(s), t ≤ r ≤ T. Lemma 5.1 (Key lemma). Suppose that σ satisfy (A.1). Let X^{t,x} = {X^{t,x}(r)}_{r∈[t,T ]} be a solution to the equation (5). Then, for all 0 ≤ t ≤ r and x, h ∈ R^l , E [| X^{t,x+h}(r) − X^{t,x}(r) |] ≤ √ l |h| . Proof. For any fixed (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , we write for j = 1, 2, . . . , l, e_{(j)} = (0, . . . , 0, j 1 , 0, . . . , 0) and we set for any fixed ϵ ∈ (−1, 1) \ {0}, δ ≥ 0 and j = 1, 2, . . . , l, M^{ϵ−1δe(j)} (r) ≡ ϵ^{−1} ( X^{t,x+δe(j)} (r) − X^{t,x}(r) ) , r ∈ [t, T ].

Thus, we have M^{ϵ−1δe(j)} (r) = ϵ^{−1}δe_{(j)} + d∑ k=1 ∫_r t Σ_{k,j} ( s, X^{t,x+δe(j)} (s), X^{t,x}(s) ) M^{ϵ−1δe(j)} dW_k (s) where Σ_{k,j} is a function such that for k = 1, . . . , d and j = 1, . . . , l Σ_{k,j} (s, a, b) = ∫_1 0 (∇_xσ)_k (s, (1 − θ)a + θb) dθ, (s, a, b) ∈ [0, T ] × R^{2l} , where (∇_xσ)_k stands for the k-component of the space derivative σ. We note that {( X^{t,x+δe(j)} (r), X^{t,x}(r), M^{ϵ−1 δe(j)} (r) )} r∈[t,T ] is a solution to the SDE with Lipschitz continuous coefficient. In particular, when x = δ = 0 it has the trivial solution, 0 ∈ R^{3l} . It follows from the pathwise uniqueness that the l-dimensional process M^{ϵ−1δe(j)} satisfies M^{ϵ−1δe(j)} = (0, . . . , 0, ϵ^{−1}δE(X, j), 0, . . . , 0), where we denote

E(X, j) = exp [ − 1 2 ∫_r t ⟨Σ_{·,j} (s), Σ_{·,j} (s)⟩_Rdds + d∑ k=1 ∫_r t Σ_{k,j} (s)dW_k (s) ] . In short, we conclude that for any x ∈ R^l and δ ≥ 0, it holds E[|X^{t,x+δe(j)} (r) − X^{t,x}(r)|] = E[|δE(X, j)|] = |δ| , j = 1, 2, . . . , l. Moreover, for any h = (h_1, h_2, . . . , h_l) ∈ R^l , it holds that X^{x+h}(r) − X^x(r) = (h_1E(X, 1), h_2E(X, 2), . . . , h_lE(X, l)). It leads that for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , we have

E [| X^{t,x+h}(r) − X^{t,x}(r) | |] = E l∑ j=1 |h_j |^2|E(X, j)(r)|^2 1 2

≤ E l∑ j=1 |h_j ||E(X, j)(r)| = l∑ j=1 |h_j |E[|E(X, j)(r)|] = l∑ j=1 |h_j |. The desired result is followed from the inequality, l∑ j=1 |h_j | ≤ √ l l∑ j=1 |h_j |^2 1/2 . □ Remark 5.2. This estimate holds for the L^1 but not L^2. In fact, we consider an exponential martingale;

X(r) = x + ∫_r t L_{σ,x} X(s)dW(s) = x exp ( L_{σ,x}W (r) − 1 2 L^2_{σ,x}r ) . 13

Thus we have E[|X^{t,x+h} (r) − X^{t,x}(r)|^p] = h^p exp ( 1 2 ( p^2 − 1 ) L^2_{σ,x}r ) , p > 0. From the observation, the above inequality is interesting itself. Remark 5.3 (Calderón Zygmund lemma). A key of the estimation is that of heat kernel, thus, which can be proven by a fundamental analytical approach known as Calderón Zygmund lemma. Moreover, the transition function of SDE, has a uniformly equicontinuous for the time and space if the coefficients satisfies a bounded condition see the book of [14, Theorem 7.2.4]. For one dimensional unbounded setting, a simple proof also given by [15].

5.1. Dominated property and decoupling FBSDEs. We note a relation between the decoupling expression and the non-linear Feynman-Kac formula. According to the result was given [9], the decoupling FBSDEs;

X(r) = X(t) + ∫_r t b (s, X(s)) ds + ∫_r t σ (s, X(s)) dW(s) Y (r) = φ (X(T )) + ∫_T r f (s, X(s), Y (s), Z(s)) ds − ∫_T r Z(s)dW(s), r ∈ [t, T ]. gives a expression such that there exists a pair of functions, (u, v) satisfies Y (s) = u(s, X(s)), Z(s) = ∇_xu(s, X(s)) · σ(s, X(s)), s ∈ [0, T ]. Therefore, we obtain Lemma 5.4. Suppose that (A.1) holds. Then, there exists a series (u_n, v_n) satisfying the equation (3) and it is uniquely determined for all n ∈ N. Proof. Firstly, for (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , we denote X^{t,x}_0 (r) ≡ x for all t ≤ r ≤ T . Thus, the (A.1) implies that (Y_0, Z_0) ∈ S^2 × H^2 be a unique solution of BSDE such that

Y_0(r) = φ (X_0(T )) + ∫_T r f (s, X_0(s), Y_0(s), Z_0(s)) ds − ∫_T r Z_0(s)ds, t ≤ r ≤ T. Moreover, we have for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , Y_0(r) = φ(x), Z_0(r) = 0, t ≤ r ≤ T.

Denoting u_0(t, x) = φ(x) and v_0(t, x) = 0 for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l , it follows from (A.1) again that there exists a unique strong solution to the following SDE,

X_1(r) = x + ∫_r t σ (s, u_0(s, X_1(s)), v_0(s, X_1(s))) dW(s), t ≤ r ≤ T.

For k ∈ N, suppose that there exists a series of a pair of smooth functions (u_{k−1}, v_{k−1}) such that v_{k−1}(t, x) = (∇_xu_{k−1}) (t, x) · σ(t, x, u_{k−1}(t, x), v_{k−1}(t, x)), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l . It induces the following decoupling FBSDE’s solution Θ^{t,x}_k ;

X_{n(k)}(r) = x + ∫_r t σ ( s, X_{n(k)}(s), u_{k−1}(s, X^{t,x}_k (s)), v_{k−1}(s, X^{t,x}_k (s)) ) dW(s)

Y_k(r) = φ ( X_{n(k)}(T ) ) + ∫_T r f ( s, Θ^{t,x}_k (s) ) ds − ∫_T r Z_k(s)dW(s), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l . 14

Thanks to [9], there exists a semi-linear parabolic PDE solution u_k such that it satisfies for all t ≤ r ≤ T ,

Y_k(r) = u_k(r, X_n(r)), Z_k(r) = (∇_xu_k) (r, X_{n(k)}(r)) · σ (∇_xu_k) (r, Θ^{t,x}_k (r)).

In particular, putting v_n(t, x) ≜ Z^{t,x}_n (t) we have v_n(t, x) = (∇_xu_n) (t, x) · σ (t, x, u_n(t, x), v_n(t, x)) , (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R^l . The smooth condition of the diffusion coefficient σ(s, u_k(s, x), v_k (s, x)) implies that there exists a strong unique solution in S^2 such that

X_{k+1}(r) = x + ∫_r t σ (s, X_{k+1}(s), u_k(s, X_{k+1}(s)), v_k(s, X_{k+1}(s))) dW(s).

Therefore, we obtain the desired result. □

Remark 5.5. The series of functions {u_n} and {v_n} is Lipschitz continuous for all (t, n) ∈ [0, T ] × N: |u_n(t, x + h) − u_n(t, x)| ≤ L_{un,x}|h|, |v_n(t, x + h) − v_n(t, x)| ≤ L_{vn,x}|h|, (x, h) ∈ R^l × R^l . It stands for the construction of the scheme is easy but the problem is to select the convergence sequence if it exists.

The following dominated property is convenient.

Lemma 5.6 (Y dominated by X). For any X_i ∈ S^2, (i = 1, 2), (Y_i, Z_i) be a solution of BSDEs,

Y_i(r) = φ(X_i(T )) + ∫_T r f (s, X_i(s), Y_i(s), Z_i(s)) ds − ∫_T r Z_i(s)dW(s), r ∈ [t, T ]. Denote and write

(X, Y , Z) ≜ (X_1 − X_2, Y_1 − Y_2, Z_1 − Z_2).

For any ϵ ∈ (0, 1) we denote L = (1 + L^2_{f,y} + ϵ^{−1}) + (1 − ϵ). Then, it holds that E [| |Y (t) | |^2 e^{−Lt} ] + (1 − ϵ) ∫_T t E [(| |Y (s) | |^2 + | |Z(s) | |^2 ) e^{−Ls} ] ds ≤ E [ |δ_X φ(T )|^2 e^{−LT} ] + ∫_T t E [ |δ_X f(s)|^2 e^{−Ls} ] ds. where we define δ_X f(s) = f(s, X_1(s), Y_1(s), Z_1(s)) − f(s, X_2(s), Y_1(s), Z_1(s)) and δ_X φ(T ) ≜ φ (X_1(T )) − φ (X_2(T )).

Proof. Applying the Itô formula to | |Y (t) | |^2 e^{−Lt} for some L > 0, we have | Y (t) |_2 e^{−Lt} + L ∫_T t | Y (s) |_2 e^{−Ls}ds + ∫_T t | Z(s) |_2 e^{−Ls}ds = |δ_X φ(T )|^2 e^{−LT} + 2 ∫_T t ⟨Y (s), f(s)⟩e^{−Ls}ds − 2 ∫_T t e^{−Ls}⟨Y (s), Z(s)dW (s)⟩. 15

where we define f(s) = f(s, X_1(s), Y_1(s), Z_1(s)) − f(s, X_2(s), Y_2(s), Z_2(s)). For arbitrary ϵ > 0, we have 2ab ≤ ϵa^2 + ϵ^{−1}b^2 for all a, b ≥ 0 holds, we have 2 | ⟨Y (s), f(s)⟩ | ≤ 2 | |Y (s) | | (|δ_X f(s)| + L_{f,y}|Y (s)| + L_{f,z}|Z(s)|) ≤ |δ_X f(s)|^2 + (1 + L^2_{f,y} + ϵ^{−1})|Y (s)|^2 + ϵL^2_{f,z}|Z(s)|^2.

Since Y , Z is squared integrable, {∫_T r ⟨Y (s), Z(s)dW (s)⟩ } r∈[t,T ] is martingale van-

ishing at T . Therefore, we obtain E [| |Y (t) | |^2 e^{−Lt} ] + L ∫_T t E [| |Y (s) | |^2 e^{−Ls} ] ds + ∫_T t E [| |Z(s) | |^2 e^{−Ls} ] ds ≤ E [ |δ_X φ|^2 e^{−LT} ]

+ ∫_T t E [ |δ_X f(s)|^2 + (1 + L^2_{f,y} + ϵ^{−1})L^2_{f,y} | |Y (s) | |^2 + ϵL^2_{f,z}|Z(s)|^2 ] e^{−Ls}ds. where we write δ_X φ(T ) ≜ φ (X_1(T )) − φ (X_2(T )). Now, putting L = (1 + L^2_{f,y} + ϵ^{−1}) + (1 − ϵ), we obtain E [| |Y (t) | |^2 e^{−Lt} ] + (1 − ϵ) ∫_T t E [(| |Y (s) | |^2 + | |Z(s) | |^2 ) e^{−Ls} ] ds ≤ E [ |δ_X φ(T )|^2 e^{−LT} ] + ∫_T t E [ |δ_X f(s)|^2 e^{−Ls} ] ds. □ Acknowledgements. The authors thank Dai Taguchi for careful reading of the manuscript and I would like to thank Yushi Hamaguchi for useful discussions. Finally, I would like to thank reviewers for many great comments to modify and improve the paper.

References

[1] F. Antonelli. Backward-forward stochastic differential equations. Ann. Appl. Probab., 3:777– 793, 1993.

[2] F. Delarue. On the existence and uniqueness of solutions to FBSDEs in a non-degenerate case. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 99:209–286, 2002.

[3] A. Fromm. Theory and applications of decoupling fields for forward-backward stochastic differential equations. PhD thesis, 01 2015.

[4] J. Ho, A. Jain, and P. Abbeel. Denoising diffusion probabilistic models. In H. Larochelle, M. Ranzato, R. Hadsell, M. Balcan, and H. Lin, editors, Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, volume 33, pages 6840–6851. Curran Associates, Inc., 2020.

[5] Y. Hu and S. Peng. Solution of forward-backward stochastic differential equations. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 103(2):273–283, June 1995.

[6] N. Ikeda and S. Watanabe. Stochastic differential equations and diffusion processes. Elsevier, 2014.

[7] J. Ma, P. Protter, and J. Yong. Solving forward-backward stochastic differential equations explicitly ? a four step scheme. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 98(3):339–359, Sept. 1994.

[8] J. Ma, Z. Wu, D. Zhang, and J. Zhang. On well-posedness of forward–backward SDEs - a unified approach. The Annals of Applied Probability, 25(4), Aug. 2015.

[9] E. Pardoux and S. Peng. Backward stochastic differential equations and quasilinear parabolic partial differential equations. In B. L. Rozovskii and R. B. Sowers, editors, Stochastic Partial Differential Equations and Their Applications, pages 200–217, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1992. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

[10] E. Pardoux and S. Tang. Forward-backward stochastic differential equations and quasilinear parabolic PDEs. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 114(2):123–150, May 1999.

[11] S. Peng and Z. Wu. Fully coupled forward-backward stochastic differential equations and applications to optimal control. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 37(3):825–843, Jan. 1999.

[12] A. Skorokhod. Studies in the Theory of Random Processes. Adiwes international series in mathematics. Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, 1965.

[13] Y. Song, J. Sohl-Dickstein, D. P. Kingma, A. Kumar, S. Ermon, and B. Poole.

Score-Based Generative Modeling through Stochastic Differential Equations. In The 9th International Conference on Learning Representations, 2021.,

https://openreview.net/forum?id=PxTIG12RRHS

[14] D. W. Stroock and S. R. S. Varadhan. Multidimensional Diffusion Processes. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 1997.

[15] T. Takahiro. A forward-backward distribution dependent SDE : a drift-less backward case.

RIMS Kôkyûroku, number 2177: page 80–86, 04 2021.

[16] T. Yamada and S. Watanabe. On the uniqueness of solutions of stochastic differential equations. Journal of Mathematics of Kyoto University, 11(1):155 – 167, 1971.

[17] J. Yong. Finding adapted solutions of forward-backward stochastic differential equations:

method of continuation. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 107(4):537–572, Apr. 1997.