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We deal with backward stochastic differential equations with time de-
layed generators. In this new type of equation, a generator at time ¢ can
depend on the values of a solution in the past, weighted with a time delay
function, for instance, of the moving average type. We prove existence and
uniqueness of a solution for a sufficiently small time horizon or for a suffi-
ciently small Lipschitz constant of a generator. We give examples of BSDE
with time delayed generators that have multiple solutions or that have no
solutions. We show for some special class of generators that existence and
uniqueness may still hold for an arbitrary time horizon and for arbitrary Lip-
schitz constant. This class includes linear time delayed generators which we
study in more detail. We are concerned with different properties of a solution
of a BSDE with time delayed generator, including the inheritance of bound-
edness from the terminal condition, the comparison principle, the existence
of a measure solution and the BMO martingale property. We give examples
in which they may fail.

1. Introduction. Backward stochastic differential equations have been intro-
duced in [13]. Since then, they have been thoroughly studied in the literature (see
[6] or [8] and references therein). The classical theory of BSDE driven by Brown-
ian motions and with Lipschitz continuous generators has been extended in differ-
ent directions. For instance, [10] discusses the existence of a solution in case the
generator is of quadratic growth in the control variable; the existence of a solution
for BSDE driven on a more general stochastic basis, created by Lévy processes,
respectively, continuous martingales, is considered respectively in [2] and in [12];
a theory of BSDE with random time horizon is investigated in [3].

In this paper we study a new class of backward stochastic differential equation,
the dynamics of which is given by

T T
Y(t)=$+/t f(s,Ys,Zs)ds—/t Z(s)dW(s), tel[0,T).
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Here, a generator f at time s depends arbitrarily on the past values of a solution
(Y5, Zg) = (Y (s +u), Z(s + u))—r<u<o- They can be called backward stochastic
differential equations with time delayed generators. This type of equation has been
investigated for the first time very recently in [4], where only a special form of time
delay in Z is considered, namely f (s, v, z5) = f_OT g(s +u,z(s +u))a(du) with
a measure «. The authors prove that in this case, there exists a unique solution on
[0, T]for T =1.

We aim at providing some contributions to a general theory of BSDE in which
the time delayed generators satisfy Lipschitz conditions. We are interested in exis-
tence and uniqueness results and in properties of solutions. We prove that a unique
solution exists provided that the generator’s Lipschitz constant is sufficiently small
or the evolution is constrained to a sufficiently small time horizon. The result
is optimal as, in general, existence and uniqueness for a solution of a backward
stochastic differential equation with time delayed (Lipschitz) generator may fail,
contrary to the classical theory of BSDEs without delays where global existence
and uniqueness results are proved (see [6] or [8]). For cases of general Lipschitz
constants or time horizons we give examples of BSDE that have multiple solu-
tions or no solutions at all. Following Buckdahn and Imkeller [4], we also study
BSDE with time delayed generators independent of y and fulfilling Lipschitz con-
ditions. We show that a unique solution exists if the delay measure « is supported
on [—y, 0] with a sufficiently small time delay y. Moreover, in the case of a linear
time delayed generator, which fits into the framework of [4], we derive an explicit
solution to our BSDE.

We further consider properties of solutions of time delayed BSDE, such as the
inheritance of boundedness from the terminal condition, the comparison principle
and measure solutions and the BMO martingale property. All these concepts have
turned out to be very useful in the theory of BSDE without delay (see [8] and
[6]). We find again that without requiring additional assumptions these well-known
properties, which hold in the classical setting, may fail for a solution of a time
delayed BSDE. We are only able to prove that the BMO martingale property holds
in the case of linear time delayed generators independent of Y.

We would like to point out that except [4] the only paper we are aware of that
deals with BSDE with time delayed generators is [7]. In [7] a forward-backward
system of stochastic differential equations is considered in which the time delay
appears in the forward component and not in the backward one. This setting is
completely different from the one considered in [4] and here. We would like to
recall that forward stochastic differential equations with time delays, called func-
tional stochastic differential equations, have been studied extensively in the litera-
ture. See, for example, [11, 15] and references therein.

Finally, we would like to refer the reader to the accompanying paper [5] where
existence and uniqueness of a solution of a BSDE driven by a Brownian motion
and a Poisson random measure and with time delayed generator is discussed, to-
gether with its Malliavin’s differentiability, both with respect to the continuous as
well as the jump component.



1514 L. DELONG AND P. IMKELLER

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we deal with uniqueness and
existence of a solution of a backward stochastic differential equation with time de-
layed generator. Counterexamples showing that we cannot obtain unique solutions
in a more general setting are given in Section 3. Linear time delayed generators,
depending only on the control variable z, are studied in Section 4, together with
the inheritance of boundedness from the terminal condition and the BMO prop-
erty. Section 5 investigates the concepts of measure solution and the comparison
principle.

2. Existence and uniqueness of a solution. We consider a probability space
(2, F,P) with a filtration F = (F;)o<;<r and a finite time horizon 7" < co. We
assume that the filtration [F is the natural filtration generated by a Brownian motion
W :=(W(),0 <t <T), augmented by all sets of P-measure zero.

We shall work with the following topological vector spaces:

DEFINITION 2.1. (1) Let Lz_T(R) denote the space of measurable functions
z:[—T, 0] — R satisfying

0
/ lz(t)|>dt < co.
-T

(2) Let L= (R) denote the space of bounded, measurable functions y : [T, 0] —
R satisfying

sup |y(t)|2 < 00.
te[-T,0]

(3) For p > 2, let L”(R) denote the space of Fr-measurable random variables
£ :Q — R satisfying

E[|£]7] < oo.
(4) Let ]HIZT (R) denote the space of F-predictable processes Z:Q x [0, T] — R

satisfying
T
EU |Z(t)|2dt} < 00.
0

(5) Finally, let SZT (R) denote the space of F-adapted, product measurable process-
es Y :Q x [0, T] — R satistying

E[ sup |Y(z)|2] < 00.
t€l0,T]

The spaces H% (R) and SZT (R) are endowed with the norms
T
1212, =E[ [ e1zoPar],
T 0

1Y13, =E[ sup e’y )P,
St tel0,T]

with some 8 > 0.
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As usual, by A we denote Lebesgue measure on ([—7, 0], B([—T,0])), where
B([—T, 0]) stands for the Borel sets of [T, 0]. In the sequel let us simply write
S*(R) x HA(R) for S7.(R) x HZ(R).

We shall deal with the existence and uniqueness of a solution (Y, Z) :=
(Y (1), Z(t))o<: <t of a backward stochastic differential equation with time delayed
generator; the dynamics of which is given by

T T
(2.1) Y(t)zS—I—ft f(s,Ys,Zs)ds—ﬁ Z(s)dW (s), 0<tr<T,

where the generator f at time s € [0, T'] depends on the past values of the solution
denoted by Y := (Y (s +u))—1r<u<o and Zs := (Z(s + u))—7<u<0. We always set
Z(t)=0and Y(r) =Y () fort <O.

We investigate (2.1) under the following assumptions:

(A1) & € L2(R) for the terminal variable &;

(A2) the generator f:Q x [0, T] x L% (R) x LZ_T(]R) — R is product measur-
able, F-adapted and Lipschitz continuous in the sense that for some proba-
bility measure o on ([—T, 0] x B([—T, 0]))

0
|f(t Y z0) — £, 5, 201 < K(/T 1y(t +u) — 5(t +u)*a(du)

0
= 2
+/_le(t+u) z(t +u)| oc(du)),

holds for P x A-ae. (w,t) € Q x [0,T] and for any (y;,z:), (s, 2:) €
L= (R) x L2 7 (R);

(A3) E[f) |f(1,0,0)]>dr] < o0;

(A4) f(t,-,-)=0fort <O.

We remark that f (¢, 0, 0) in (A3) should be understood as a value of the generator
ft,yrze)aty(t+u)=z(t+u)=0,—T <u <0. We would like to point out
that the assumption (A4) in fact allows us to take Y () = Y (0) and Z(¢) = 0 for
t <0, as a solution of (2.1). Examples of generators could be linear functions of
the form f(z, y;,2¢) = Kféz(s) dsor f(t,y:,2:) =Kz(t —r),0<t <T with a
fixed time delay r, as studied in more detail in Section 4.

Note that for (Y, Z) € S>(R) x H?(R) the generator is well defined and P-a.s.
integrable as

T T
/ |f(r,Yz,z,>|2dz§2/ 1£(t.0,0)d1
0 0

T 0 T 0
2 2
HK(/O /_T'Y”“‘)' “(d”>df+f0 f_TIZ(t+u)| oe(du)dt)

T+u

T 0
(2.2) :2]0 |f(t,0,0)|2dt+2Kf_T/ 1Y (0))? dv e (du)
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0 T+u
+2K/ / |Z()|? dva(du)
—T Ju

T T
52/ |f(t,0,0)|2dt+2K(T sup |Y(v)|2+/ |Z(v)|2dv) < 0.
0 vel0,T] 0
To justify this, we apply Fubini’s theorem, change the variables, use the assump-
tion that Z(t) =0 and Y (¢) = Y (0) for + < O and the fact that the probability
measure « integrates to 1.
We first state some a priori estimates.

LEMMA 2.1. Let (Y, Z) € S’ (R) x H*(R) and (Y, Z) € S2(R) x H*(R) de-
note solutions of (2.1) with corresponding parameters (&, ) and (€, ) which
satisfy the assumptions (A1)—(A4). Then the following inequalities hold:

1Z — Z|I2, < ePTE[IE — &1
(2.3) . . o
- —E[/ P, Y, 2) - ¢, 1, Zt)|2dz},
B 0
o 1Y — Y%, <8PTE[|E — £

+ STE[/OT P Y, Z) — f@, Yy, Zt)|2dt].

PROOF. The a priori estimates are classical in the theory of BSDEs with-
out time delay and can be extended to our setting. Inequality (2.3) follows from
Lemma 3.2.1 in [8]. By applying Ito’s formula to ¢’|Y (1) — Y (¢)|?> on [0, T,
taking the expected value and reordering the terms we derive

- T } r )
|Y(0)—Y(0)|2+,3EU0 eﬁ’lY(t)—Y(z)Rdt]JrEUO eﬁt|Z(I)—Z(t)|2dt]
<E[e" | — &)
T % ~ ~ ~
+2E[/0 PUNY @) = YOI f(t, Yy, Zo) — fs, Yz,Zt)ldt]

By noticing that
20Y(t) — YOI f(t, Yy, Zy) — (5, Y1, Zy)]

- 1 - -~
<BIY(1) - Y()* + Blf(t, Y1, Z) — f(s, ¥, ZOI?, Pas.,

we obtain (2.3). In order to prove the second inequality, first notice that for all
tel0,T]

BNy (1) — T (1) < POTE[|E - E||F]

T
+E[f0 P10 f (5, Yy, Zo) = f(s5. Vs, Z9)] ds)f,].
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Applying Doob’s martingale inequality and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality pro-
vides the second estimate. [

We state the main theorem of this section.

THEOREM 2.1. Assume that (A1)-(A4) hold. For a sufficiently small time
horizon T or for a sufficiently small Lipschitz constant K , the backward stochastic
differential equation (2.1) has a unique solution (Y, Z) € S2(R) x H2(R).

PROOF. To prove existence and uniqueness of a solution, we follow the clas-
sical idea by constructing a Picard scheme and show its convergence. See Theo-
rem 2.1 in [6] or Theorem 3.2.1 in [8].

Let YO(r) = Z°(r) = 0 and define recursively for n € N

T
Y”+1(t):§+/ f(s, Y™, ZMds
2.5) !

T
—/ Z" () dW (s), 0<t<T.

t

Step 1. Given (Y, Z") € S*(R) x H?(R), equation (2.5) has a unique solution
(Y"1 zntlhy e S2(R) x H2(R).
Based on inequality (2.2), we can conclude that

T
EUO | f(t,Y", Z;’)|2dz]

T
< E[/ £ (2,0, 0>|2dz] LK (T g2 + 12" g52) < 00.
0

As in the case of a BSDE without a time delay, the martingale representation pro-
vides a unique process Z"*! € H?(R) such that

T T T
s+/ f(z,Y,”,Z{l)d;:E[ng/ f(z,Y,",z;“)dt}+/ Z" @) aw (1),
0 0 0
and we take Y"1 as a continuous version of
T
Yn+1(t):IE[S|,7-}]+E|:/ f(s,YS”,Z;l)ds‘ft], 0<tr<T.
t

Similarly, as in Lemma 2.1, Doob’s inequality, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
and the estimates (2.2) yields that Y"1 € S(R).
In Step 2 we show the convergence of the sequence (Y", Z") in S2(R) x H2(R).
The estimates (2.3) and (2.4) give the inequality
D A F R VAR AL
(2.6)

1 T Bt n —n n—1 —-n—1y,2
§<8T+B)E[./o er N\ f @Y, Z)) — f(, Y, Z) )] dt].
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By applying the Lipschitz condition (A2), Fubini’s theorem, changing the variables
and using the assumption that Y (s) = Y"(0) and Z"(s) = 0 for s < 0 and all
n >0, we can derive

T
E[/O PP Y 20— Fe Y, Z:"1>|2dz]
T 0
sKE[/ eﬁ’/ Y7+ 1) — Y+ ) Peldu) di
0 -T
T 0
+/ eﬂ’/ |Z”(t+u)—Z”_l(t—i-u)lza(du)dt}
0 -T

0 T
:KE[/Te—ﬁ“/O LA Y (¢t +u) — YLt + w)|? dt a(du)
(2.7) . ,
+ e—ﬂ“/ eﬂ(H'”)IZ"(t—i—u)—Z”_l(t+u)|2dta(du)}
-T 0

0 T+u
:KEU e_ﬁ“f ™ By (o) — ¥ () dv a(du)
-T u
0 T+u
—Bu I
—i—/_Te [{ ePU|1Z"(v) — 2" (v)| dvoc(du)}

0
<[ Py YR 412" = 2 ),

From (2.6) and (2.7), we obtain

Iyt =y, + 12" = 22
(2.8)
<8(T, K, B.o)(IY" —Y" & + 112" — 2" I20)

with

S(T,K,B,a)= <8T + %)K /OT e PUa(du) max(1, T}.

For B = % we have

8(T,K,B,a) <9T Kemax{l, T}.
For a sufficiently small T or for a sufficiently small K, inequality (2.8) is a con-

traction, and there exists a unique limit (Y, Z) € S?(R) x H*(R) of a converging
sequence (Y", Z"),en which satisfies the fixed point equation

o _
YO =EEIFI+E| [ f6. ¥ Z0ds|F | 0si=T.

Step 3. Define a solution Y of (2.1) as a continuous version of

0<r=T,

_ F T .
P =BIElFI+E| [ 6.V Zods|7,
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where (Y, Z) is the limit constructed in Step 2. [

Theorem 2.1 triggers the immediate question: is it possible to obtain existence
and uniqueness for a bigger time horizon 7" and/or an arbitrary Lipschitz con-
stant K ? In the following section we show that such an extension is not possible.
However, for a special class of generators Theorem 2.1 may be generalized, as we
now show.

THEOREM 2.2. Assume that (A1)—-(A4) hold and that the generator is inde-
pendent of y,, that is, for t € [0, T] we have f(t,y;,z;) = f(t,z). Let the mea-
sure o be supported on the interval [—y, 0] where y is a constant. For a sufficiently
small time delay y the backward stochastic differential equation (2.1) has a unique
solution (Y, Z) € S2(R) x H2(R).

PROOF. The proof is very similar to the previous one. Note that in this case,
based on (2.6) and (2.7), we have
1Z"H — Zz"1%, <8(T K, B o)1 2" — 2" 112,
with

1 0 KePv 0 KePv
S(T,K,B,a) = BK/ e Pla(du) < /
-V

which is smaller than 1 for sufficiently big 8 and small y. This proves the conver-
gence of (Z"),en. To get the convergence of (Y"), <N, notice again that, by (2.6)
and (2.7),

ly" —y"|2, <8TS(T. K, B, )| Z" — Z" |1 2,. m

Finally, to complete our presentation of the current state of knowledge on BSDE
with time delayed generators, we shall recall a theorem proved in [4] recently.

THEOREM 2.3. Assume that & € L€ (R) for some € > 0 and that (A2)—(A4)
hold with respect to a generator of the form

0
f(t,zt):/_Tg(t%—u,z(t—i-u))a(du), zeLz_T(R),

where « is a finite measure. The BSDE (2.1) has a unique solution (Y,Z) €
S2(R) x H2(R).

We remark that our Theorem 2.3 is a slight extension of the theorem stated
in [4]. First, it is straightforward to extend the result of [4] from 7 =1 to an
arbitrary 7. Second, it is possible to prove the result of [4] under weaker in-
tegrability assumptions concerning &, by following the proof in [4] and replac-
ing the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality with the Holder inequality. This allows for
£ € L2¢(R) in Theorem 2.3.
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3. Nonuniqueness and multiple solutions. In this section we discuss exam-
ples of BSDE with time delayed generators that fail to have solutions or have more
than one. This confirms that there is a natural boundary for extensions of the local
existence and uniqueness result from Theorem 2.1, and that one cannot expect to
have existence and uniqueness for an arbitrary time horizon 7" and an arbitrary
Lipschitz constant K without additional requirements.

EXAMPLE 3.1. Let us first investigate the backward stochastic differential
equation with the following generator of Lipschitz constant K > 0 and of fixed
time delay

T T
(3.1) Y(t)=s+ft KY(s—T)ds—/t Z(s)dW(s), 0<t<T.

Using the notions of the previous section, (3.1) can be rewritten as

T r0
Y)=¢& +/t /—T KY (s +u)ljo,00)(s)a(du)ds

T
—/ Z(s)dW(s), 0<t<T,
t

with Dirac measure o concentrated at the point 7. Equation (3.1) is clearly equiv-
alent to

(3.2) Y(t)=$+K(T—t)Y(O)—/TZ(s)dW(s), 0<r<T.
For t = 0 we arrive at t

(1-TK)Y(0)=§ — fOT Z(s)dW (s),
and integrating on both sides produces the condition

E[§]=(1—-TK)Y(0).

We consider three cases:
Case 1. TK < 1. Define Z as the unique square integrable process from the
martingale representation of £ € L2(R) given by

T
e=Elel+ [ Z@dW ().
and the process Y, according to (3.2), by

HD=MH+KG—0H®+£Z®MW®

(3.3) =YO0)(1—-tK)+ /Ot Z(s)dW(s)

11—tk
T 1-TK

E[$]+/OZZ(S)dW(s), 0<t<T.



BSDES WITH TIME DELAYED GENERATORS 1521

The pair (Y, Z) € S?2(R) x H?(R) is the unique solution of (3.1) on [0, T]. In
fact, suppose there were another solution (17 , Z) of (3.1) on [0, T']. Writing the
difference of (3.2) for the two solutions, and using (1 — TK)Y(0) =E[§] = (1 —
TK )f’ (0) for getting Y (0) = I?(O), we obtain

T
/0 (Z(s) — Z(S)) dW(s)=0, P-a.s.,

hence Z = Z, whence finally ¥ =Y.

Case 2. TK =1 and E[&] # 0. The condition E[£] = (1 — TK)Y(0) is not
satisfied and therefore equation (3.1) does not have any solution.

Case 3. TK =1 and E[£] = 0. As in case 1, define Z as the unique square
integrable process appearing in the martingale representation of & € L?(R), and
the process Y as

(3.4) Y(t):Y(O)(l—tK)+/(;tZ(s)dW(s), 0<tr<T,

with an arbitrary Y (0) € L2(R) which is Fo-measurable. Any pair (Y, Z) €
S2(R) x H2(R) satisfying (3.4) is a solution of (3.1) on [0, T'].

EXAMPLE 3.2. Next, again let K € R, so that |K| stands for the Lipschitz
constant of the time delayed generator, we study the backward stochastic differen-
tial equation

T rs T
3.5 Y(t)zé—i—/t /0 KY(u)duds—/ Z(s)dW(s), 0<r<T.

t

With the notation of the previous section the equation is of the form

T r0
Y(t):f—i—/; /—T KTY (s +u)l{s +u > 0}x(du)ds

T
—f Z(s)dW(s), 0<t<T,
t

with a uniform measure o on [—T7, 0]. Changing the order of integration in the
generator term and calculating the difference Y () — Y (0) yields

(3.6) Y()=Y(0) —K /Ot(t —5)Y(s)ds + /Ot Z(s)dW(s), 0<t<T.

In the sequel we construct a solution of (3.5). We comment on the main steps and
leave details of the tedious but simple calculations to the reader.

Consider for a moment the deterministic integral equation corresponding
to (3.6),

(3.7 y(#) =y(0) — K/O (t =s)y(s)ds + h(),
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with a twice continuously differentiable function 4 € C%(R) such that £(0) = 0 and
with a given initial condition y(0). By differentiating, we obtain the nonhomoge-
neous linear second-order differential equation

(3.8) YO+ Ky@) =h"@®).

The fundamental solution of the homogeneous part of (3.8) is well known and its
general form is

y(t) = AeV Kl  Be=V =K1,

where A, B are constants, and /—K for K > 0 is understood as a complex num-
ber. It is easy to check that the following formula gives a general solution of the
inhomogeneous equation (3.8):

y(t) = AeV=Kl 4 Be=VK!

+ /t h”(S)e_—x/jS ds eﬁt - /t h//(S)—ems ds e*ﬁf,
0 2/ —K 0 27/ —K

Integrating by parts twice gives

t V=K
y(t)=AeV_K’+Be_V_K’+h(t)+f h(s)e_‘/_stsTe —Ki
0

3.9
t /) —
—/ h(s)eY K5 ds TKe_ —ki
0

One can further check that the part of the solution (3.9) containing /4 satisfies
the integral equation (3.7) even without any differentiability assumptions concern-
ing h. One can finally derive the following conditions, under which (3.9) solves
the integral equation (3.7):

{A:B,
A+ B =y(0).

Returning to our backward stochastic differential equation, it is straightforward to
replace i with f; Z(s) dW (s), and to conclude that a solution of (3.6) must be of
the form

Y(t) = Y;)( Kt —K’)+fozz(s)dW(s)

—I—/Z/SZ(u)dW(u)e_\/jsds VK vxi

// Zu)dWu)eV Ksqs X" VKt g<t<T.
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By applying Fubini’s theorem for stochastic integrals (see [14], Theorem 4.65), we
finally derive
Y (0)

Y(t):T(e _Kt+€_ —Kt)

1 rt
+3 / Z(s)(eV ~KU=9) L o=V=KE=D) gy (s)
0
for t € [0, T'], and Y (0) is determined by

i1 = T (/KT 4 VT,

Case 1. Let us assume that K < 0. In this case the unique solution (Y, Z) €
S2(R) x H2(R) of (3.5) is given by

V=Kt —/ =Kt t
_ ¢ te 1 V=R(t—s) | —/—K(t—s)
YO =B+ f, 20T e Jawes),
Z() = 2M (1)

e«/—K(T—t) + e—\/—K(T—t)

for 0 <t < T, where M := (M(t))o<:<T is the unique square integrable process
appearing in the martingale representation of £ € L2(R), namely

T
£ = E[£] +/O M@ dW ().

Case 2. Let us assume now that K > 0. This case is more interesting, as it allows
for uniqueness, nonexistence and multiplicity of solutions. By Euler’s formula

Y (t) = Y (0) cos(tv/K) + /Ot cos((t —)VK)Z(s)dW(s), 0<t<T,
with
E[£] = Y (0) cos(TVK).

Case 2.1. T</K < %. The unique solution (¥, Z) € S*(R) x H>(R) of (3.5) is
given by

Y (1) =E[§]

cos(t+/K) +‘/0f cos((t — 5)vVK) M(s)dW (s). 0<r<T,

cos(TVK) cos((T — $)VK)
where M is the unique process arising from the martingale representation of & €
L2(R).

Case 2.2. TK = % and E[£] # 0. Equation (3.5) does not have any solution,
since condition E[£] = Y (0) cos(T+/K) is not satisfied.
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Case 2.3. TVK = 7 and E[£] = 0. Equation (3.5) may not have any solution,
or may have multiple solutions. Consider again the representation

T
¢ =f0 M(s)dW(s),

and put
M(1)

Z =
® cos((T — H)VK)

1{r > 0}, 0<t<T.

Case 2.3.a. If IE[[OT |Z(s)|2ds] = 400, then equation (3.5) does not have any
solution.

Case 2.3.b. If E[fOT |Z(s)|>ds] < oo, then equation (3.5) has multiple solutions
(Y, Z) € S*(R) x H?(R) given by

Y () = Y (0) cos(tv/K) + /Ot cos((t —s)VK)Z(s)dW(s), 0<t<T,

with an arbitrary ¥ (0) € L>(R) which is Fy-measurable.

To make the example complete, take K = 1 and notice that for £ = fg /2 cos(5 —
s)dW (s) we have multiple solutions, whereas for £ = W(T') we don’t have any
solution, since IE[f(;T/2 |m|2ds] = +00.

4. BSDEs with linear time delayed generators. In this section we investi-
gate in more detail the following backward stochastic differential equation with a
linear time delayed generator

T r0
Y(t):$+/ /Tg(s+u)Z(s+u)a(du)ds
t —
4.1) .
—f Z(s)dW(s), 0<t<T,
t

with

(A5) a measurable, uniformly bounded function g:[0, 7] — R and the assump-
tion g(¢) =0 fort <O.

As for the measure o, we are particularly interested in the two extreme cases in
which « is uniform or a Dirac measure.
For the linear equation (4.1) it is possible to describe solutions explicitly.

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that € € L>Y€(R) for some € > 0, and (AS) holds.
The backward stochastic differential equation (4.1) has a unique solution (Y, Z) €
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S?(R) x H?(R) where Z is the process appearing in the martingale representation
T
(42) e=E%el+ [ Z(5)aws),

under the equivalent probability measure Q given by the density

dQ
dP

- = exp(/OTot((s —T,0])g(s)dW(s)
(4.3)

1 T
_ 5/0 o{z((s —-T, 0])g2(S) d5)7

with a Q-Brownian motion
t
W) =w() —/ a((s —T,0))g(s)ds, 0<r<T,
0
and the process Y defined by

@44) Y@)=EQ¢|F]+ /Otoe((s —T.s—1t])Z(s)ds, 0<t<T.

PROOF. First we notice that the generator of equation (4.1) is Lipschitz con-
tinuous in the sense of (A2) from Section 2, since for A-a.e. r € [0, T']

0 0 2
‘ / g(t +w)z(t + wya(du) — / gt + Wit + wya(du)
T -T

0 0
< / g2 (t + u)a(du) / |2(t +u) — 2(t + u)|Pa(du)
T -T

0
< G/T 120+ 10) — 20t + w)Per(du),

where we apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and G denotes the uniform bound
on g. By recalling Theorem 2.3 we can conclude that there exists a unique solution
(Y, Z) € S*(R) x H3(R) of (4.1).

Notice that by applying Fubini’s theorem, changing the variables and using the
assumption that g vanishes for # < 0, we can derive an alternative form of the
integral of the generator

T (0 0 /T
/ / gs+u)Z(s+u)a(du)ds =/ / gs+u)Z(s +u)dsa(du)
t J-T -TJi

0 T—u
=f gW)Z(w)dva(du)
—T J(t—u)Vv0

T ,@—1)A0
:/ / gW)Z(w)a(du)dv
0 v—T
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for 0 <t < T. This allows us to rewrite the BSDE (4.1) as

T T
Y(t):é-i—/o a((s—T, (s—t)/\O])g(s)Z(s)ds—‘/; Z(s)dW(s)
t
=£ +/0 a((s =T,s —t1)g(s)Z(s)ds

T
—/ Z($)(dW(s) —a((s—T,01)g(s)ds), 0<r<T.
t

The measure defined in (4.3) is an equivalent probability measure because

fOT o?((s =T, 0))g2(s) ds is finite, and hence Novikov’s condition is satisfied.
We can therefore deal with the following equation under the measure Q:

t
Y(t)=¢& +f a((s—T,s—1))g(s)Z(s)ds
4.5) 0

T
—/ Z(s) dW(s), 0<r<T,
t
where WQ is a Q-Brownian motion on [0, T']. The assumption that & € L2te (R),

for some € > 0, under the measure P, yields that & € L2te/ 2(R) under the mea-
sure Q. This is justified by the inequality

dQ (442€) /e €/(4+2¢)
EQ[|§|2+G/2] < (]E]P)|:<ﬁ) ]) (E]P)Hs|2+6])(2+6/2)/(2+€) < 00,

which uses that the density % possesses moments of all orders. Define (Y, Z)
according to (4.2) and (4.4). Clearly, (Y, Z) is a solution of (4.5). The mar-
tingale representation theorem in L2t€/2(R) under Q provides Z such that
IEQ[(fOT |Z(s)|?ds)!1€/%] < oo (see Theorem 5.1 in [6]). The process Z is also
square integrable under P, as is seen by

EP[/OT |Z(s)|2ds:|
5 <EQ[(%)(4+e)/e]>q(4+e) (IEQK/OT |Z(S)|2ds)1+e/4D4/(4+e) -

It is standard to prove that ¥ € S?(R). We can conclude now that (¥, Z) defined
by (4.2) and (4.4) is the unique solution of (4.1). [

We can state two corollaries.

COROLLARY 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1, the equation with
a delay distributed according to a uniform measure

Y(t)=5+ftT/OSKZ(u)duds—/ITZ(s)dW(s), 0<t<T,
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has a unique solution (Y, Z) € S2(R) x HA(R) with Z given by the martingale
representation

T
£ =EQ] + / Z(s)dw(s),
0

under the equivalent probability measure
dQ

dP
and the process Y defined by

= exp(K /OT(T —5)dW(s) — KZ% /OT(T - s)st>,

Fr

Y () = EQEIF ]+ (T — K /O Z(s)ds. 0<r<T.

The proof is a straightforward application of Theorem 4.1.

COROLLARY 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1, the equation with
a delay distributed according to Dirac measure at the point r € [0, T1],

T T
Y(t)=§+/t KZ(s—r)ds—/t Z(s)dW(s), 0<r<T,

has a unique solution (Y, Z) € S2(R) x H2(R), given by the following statements:
(1) On the interval [0, T — r), define Z as the process arising in the martingale
representation

T—r
E[¢|Fr_ 1= EQE[E|F,]] + /0 Z(s)dW(s),

under the equivalent probability measure

dQ
dP

_ Terer —
- = exp(KW(T —r)— 2K (T r)>

and
t

Y (1) = EQ[E[g | Fr_ 1| F) + K Z(s)ds, 0<t<T—r.
(

t—r)AO

(2) On the interval [T — r, T, define Z as the process arising in the martingale

representation
T
§ =E[§|Fr—r]1+ . Z(s)dW(s)
—r
and
T—r
Y@)=E[E|F]+ K Z(s)ds, T—r<t<T.

(t—r)AO
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PROOF. First we notice that in the case of a Dirac measure concentrated at r
we have a((s — T, 0]) = 1j0,7—r)(s). We conclude that a((s — 7,0]) =0 for s €
[T — r, T] and the Q-Brownian motion is the P-Brownian motion on the interval
[T —r, T] (given Fr—,). Asa((s —T,0]) =1 fors € [0, T —r) we can define the
corresponding density process %I 7,. Moreover, notice that a((s — 7,5 —t]) =
Li—r7—r)(5).

Consider ¢ € [0, T — r). By taking the conditional expectation under PP, we de-
rive

t T—r
YO =BIElFr- 1+ K [ Nirn0Z6ds— [ 26)aws),

Defining (Y, Z) as in the the first part of the statement, we get a solution on
[0, T —r).
Consider t € [T — r, T]. We now have to deal with the equation

t T
YO =6 +K [ Nyrrn®Z@)ds = [ Z6)dWo).

Defining (Y, Z) as in the second part of the statement, we obtain a solution on [T —
r, T]. One can verify, similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, that the solution
constructed in this way belongs to the right space, (¥, Z) € S>(R) x H2(R). This
completes the proof. [

We next consider the BMO (bounded mean oscillation) property of the stochas-
tic integral process [ ZdW of the control component Z of the solution which is
important for solutions of BSDE without time delay in the generator. We discuss
the question whether this property continues to hold if the generator possesses
some linear time delay feature, such as in (4.1).

It is well known (see Lemma 3.1.2 in [8]) that for a BSDE with generator not
subject to a time delay, a terminal condition & that is P-a.s. bounded, and satisfying
appropriate assumptions, the integral process [ ZdW is a BMO martingale. It is
a rather easy exercise to prove this result for a linear Lipschitz generator without
a time delay. We show that for linear BSDEs with time delayed generators, this
property still holds.

Recall that a stochastic integral process (fé Z(s)dW (s))o<i<T is a BMO mar-
tingale iff

T 2 T
/;Z(s)dW(s) \ff]zsng[/r Zz(s)ds‘}}]<oo, P-as.,

supIE[
T
where the supremum is taken over all stopping times t with respect to F and

bounded by T, and F; denotes the o -algebra of the T-past.

LEMMA 4.1. Assume that & is P-a.s. bounded and (AS) holds. The back-
ward stochastic differential equation (4.1) has a unique solution (Y, Z) € S2(R) x
H2(R), and the integral process (]Ot Z(s)dW (s))o<:i<T is a BMO martingale.
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PROOF. Take two stopping times 71, 7o < T such that 0 < tp — 71 < § holds
P-a.s., with a sufficiently small constant § to be specified later in the proof. The
martingale representation (4.2) gives

EQ[|F,,] = EQ[€] 5, ] + f " Z(s)dW(s) - f " Z(s)a((s — T, 0))g(s) ds.

Now take a stopping time 6 such that 6 < 71 holds P-a.s. As Z € H?(R), we have
1) )
EU 1Z(s)] ds‘]-"g]
T

-] ]

=EHE@[S|fQ] B0+ [ Z()alt ~ T, 0)g(s)ds
7|

‘/TZ Z(s)dW(s)
7]

]

(%)

< 4<c + 5GIE[/ |Z(s)|2ds‘]-"9D, P-as.,
7

where C denotes the uniform bound of & and G the one of g. For a sufficiently

small § < % we have

T
E[/ ’ |Z(s)|2ds‘]-'9] <M, Pas,
71

holds with a finite constant M (independent of the stopping times).

Now let § < %, and take an arbitrary stopping time t. Define 1 = (t 4+ k§) A
T,k > 0. Then (7 )r>0 is a sequence of stopping times with respect to I such that
T —Ti—1 <6, and tp — 41 =0if k>N = [%] + 1. We can deduce from the
inequality proved before

T N T;
EU |Z(s)|2ds‘]-}] =ZE[/ |Z(s)|2ds‘j’-}] <NM, P-as.
T i=1 Ti—1

This proves the BMO property. [l

For generators without time delay, it is well known that the solution compo-
nent Y inherits uniform boundedness from the terminal condition & (see Proposi-
tion 2.1 in [10]). We shall now exhibit an example showing that this is not the case
if the generator has a linear delay dependence, as in Corollary 4.1.

EXAMPLE 4.1. Consider first the local martingale M (1) = fot (1_2s)3 dwQ(s),
t € [0, 1), under the measure (Q defined in Corollary 4.1. Let

t=inf{t > 0:|M(t)| =1} A 1.
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We start by showing that t can take values arbitrarily close to 1 with positive prob-
ability for @, hence also for the equivalent IP. This claim follows from classical
results. In fact, by time change with the quadratic variation

4 4
(M),_/O (1—s)6ds_5(l—t)5’ te[0,1),
with g(t) =1 — (1 — 13,1 €10,1), (M(#))o<t<1 has the same law as (B X

(S?Iq—(lt))S ))o<r<1 with a Q-Brownian motion B. Defining

o=inf{t >0:|B(t)| = 1},

490 _ g
S0_0)5" Since o can take values

arbitrarily close to co with positive probability, T can take values arbitrarily close
to 1 with positive probability.
Consider the linear BSDE

we obtain that under Q, o has the same law as

1 ps 1
Y(t)=§+ft /o Z(u)duds—/t Z(s)dW(s), 0<r<l,

and define & = M. Then & is bounded, and we have the stochastic integral repre-
sentation

12
§= |, Gy oo dWie).
Therefore, Corollary 4.1 yields the solution
Z(t) = Ll[o,f)(t), O<r=<1,
(1—1)

t
Y () = EQM, | 5] + (1 —z)/o Z(s)ds

(TADR—1TAL)
1 —(t AL)?

=EQM,|F 1+ (1 —1) 0<r<l.

Take an arbitrary constant C > 0. We can find u € [0, 1) such that ”(1%_:) >C—1.
As 7 takes values arbitrarily close to 1 with positive probability, P(t > u) > 0 and
with positive probability
(tAu)2—1tAu) u—u)
= >
1 —(t Au)? 1—u
Y(u) > C.

(1—u) Cc—-1,

We can conclude that for an arbitrarily large C there exists u € [0, 1) such that the
process Y at time u crosses C with positive probability, P(Y (u) > C) > 0. This
establishes the lack of uniform boundedness for Y.
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5. The comparison principle and measure solutions. The concepts of com-
parison principle and measure solutions play an important role in the theory of
BSDE without time delays. In this section we first show by an example that they
cannot be extended to time delayed BSDE. We shall see that the failure of the
properties can be traced back to a sign change of the control process Z and conse-
quently show that they continue to hold on stochastic intervals on which Z stays
away from 0. For a statement of the comparison principle, we refer the reader to
Theorem 2.2 in [6] and for the concept of a measure solution to the paper [1].

EXAMPLE 5.1. We first give an example exhibiting a failure of the compar-
ison principle. Consider the linear backward stochastic differential equation with
time delayed generator

(5.1) Y(t)=$+/tT/OSZ(u)duds—/ZTZ(s)dW(s), 0<t<T.

Take é = 0. The corresponding solution of (5.1) is ?(t) = Z(t) =0,0<t<T.To
compare, take £ = (W(T) — %2)2. By applying Corollary 4.1 we can construct the
corresponding solution (Y, Z) of (5.1). The martingale representation of & under
the measure Q with the Q-Brownian motion WQ(t) = W (¢) + % — %2 0<
t <T, yields

Q T2\? Qryy Q72
E [(W(T) - 7) \ft] =ES[W¥(T)"|F:]
= W) +(T —1)
=T+ /t 2WQ(s) dWQ(s),
0
and we can derive the solution
Y(0)=We@)> +(T — 1)+ (T — t)/OI2WQ(t)ds.

Clearly, £ < & holds P-a.s. It is straightforward to note that Y (0) < Y(0) holds P-
a.s. However, we claim that for any ¢ € (0, 7)) we have Q(f’(t) > Y (t)) > 0, which,
by equivalence of the measures, contradicts the comparison principle under P.

To prove that Q(f (t) > Y (1)) > 0, it is sufficient to show that the conditional
law of [0’ WQ(s)ds given WQ(t) = x is unbounded for any ¢ € (0,7T) and any
x € R. This can be verified under P for W instead of W< as well. First recall (see
Chapter 5.6.B in [9]) that the conditional law of W (s) given W (¢) = x is nonde-
generate Gaussian, for 0 < s < ¢, for any (¢, x) € (0, T) x R, and that the process
[0,7] > s — W(s) is a Brownian bridge from O to x conditional on {W; = x}. We
have the convergence

t N ow@eN
/ W(s)ds = lim L(’), P-a.s. and in L2,
0 N—oo N
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for a sequence of equidistant partitions 0 = 7y < th << tAA,’ =t of [0,¢]. As
the L2-limit of a Gaussian sequence fé W (s)ds is Gaussian. It is straightforward
to show that the variance of f(f W (s)ds conditional on {W; = x} is strictly pos-
itive. We conclude that the conditional law of fé W(s)ds given {W(t) = x} is
unbounded for any ¢ € (0, T) and any x € R.

A failure of the comparison principle indicates that it may also not always be
possible to represent a solution of a BSDE with a time delayed generator as a
measure solution. Recall, that for a BSDE without time delay and with a Lipschitz
continuous generator independent of Y, a unique square integrable solution can
always be represented as a conditional expectation of the terminal value under an
appropriate probability measure (a measure solution (see Theorem 1.1 in [1]). The
following example shows that this property may fail for the solution of a time
delayed BSDE.

EXAMPLE 5.2. Consider again the linear backward stochastic differential
equation,

T rs T
(5.2) Y(t):§+/t/(;Z(u)duds—/; Z(s)dW(s), 0<r<T,

with & = fOT costdW(t). An easy calculation shows that there exists a unique
square integrable solution given by

Z(t) = cost, 0<r<T,
t
Y(t):/ cossdW(s) +cost —cosT, 0<r<T.
0
To describe a possible measure solution, for T < 7 rewrite the equation (5.2) as
T
Y(t)=§+/ coss(dW(s) —tansds), 0<t<T.
t
One can define the equivalent probability measure

T 1 (T
=exp</ tans dW(s) — —/ tanzsds>
0 2 Jo

and the unique measure solution under this measure

Y(t) =EQ[£|1 7], 0<i<T.

P |5,

Consider now the case T =
some probablhty measure Q t

If there were a measure solution on [0, 2] under

T
2"
then
1 t
( tande(s)——/ tanzsds)
2 Jo
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for any 0 <t < 7, and the following limiting relation would hold:

li ([tt dW (s) 1/tt 2 d> 4Q
1m c¢X an — — an
t—m/2 P 0 s g 2 Jo sas d]P

n/2

We show that this limit is not a probability density.
Define a sequence of points O =1y <t; < -+ <ty <--- < %, for n € N, such
that

1

/ tan%sds = 1 Vi e N,

fi—1

and lim,_, 5o 1, = % The sequence of random variables (X;);cn defined by X; =
,t’_ , tans dW (s) is i.i.d. with standard Gaussian laws. The strong law of large num-

bers implies

t 1 rt
lim exp(/ tans dW(s) — —/ tanzsds>
t—m/2 0 2 Jo

In 1 i
= lim exp(/ tans dW(s) — —/ tanzsds)
0 2 Jo

n—oo

. 1
=nli)néoexp(X1+~-+Xn—§n>

( < 1+ + Xy 1))
= lim exp{n| ———mM8M8M8M8M8m8m™ — =
n—oo n 2

=0, P-a.s.

This shows that an equivalent probability measure cannot be defined on [0, 7]. In
summary we have established a BSDE with a time delayed generator, for which
there is a unique square integrable solution, whereas a measure solution fails to
exist.

One observation we can draw from the preceding two examples is that the com-
parison principle may not hold and measure solutions may fail to exist while the
(continuous) control process Z can cross 0. In the following two Theorems we
shall exclude the approach of the difference of two control processes, respectively,
one control process to 0 or co by stopping them before passages of small or large
thresholds happen. We shall prove that on the corresponding stochastic intervals,
the comparison principle holds, and a measure solution exists.

THEOREM 5.1.  Consider the backward stochastic differential equations (2.1)
with generators f, f and corresponding terminal values §, £ satisfying the as-
sumptions (Al1)—(A4). Let (Y, Z) and (Y Z) denote the associated unique so-
lutions in SZ(R) x H*(R). For n e N define the stopping time t, = inf{t >
0:1Y (1) =Y ()| VIZ1) = ZO)| < 5 or Y1) = Y ()| V |Z(t) = Z(1)| = n} A T.
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Suppose that:

o Y(1,) > Y(1y), P-as., )
L4 Sf(tvybzt) = f(tayl‘?zt) - f(t’ylvzl) Z 09 IS [0’ T]’()’I’Zt) S LEOT(R) X
L? . (R).

Then Y (t) > f’(t) holds P-a.s. on [0, 1,,].
PROOF. We follow the idea from the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [6]. For ¢ €
[0, T] let
YN =Y(@)—Y(t), SZ(t)=Z(t)— Z(1),
8f (5. Yy, Zg) = f (5. ¥y, Zg) — [ (5. Y5, Zy),
and

f@¥2)—f@¥n2) oy ST Z - [T 2
Y(t)—-Y(1) Z(t) — Z(1)

Ay f(t) =
We can derive

SY (1) =8Y (1) + /T" (Ay F()Y (s) + AL f($)8Z(s) + 8f (s, Yy, Zs)) ds
t

T
—/ 8Z(s)dW(s), 0<t<r,.
t
By rewriting these expressions and changing the measure we obtain

™ n ~ ~ s
5Y (1) = 8Y (z,)e Ayf“)dw/ 8 (s, Yy, Zy)el BrT @ du g
(5.3) . s '
—/ 5Z(s)eh rfwdu gyl 0<t<u,
t

with the equivalent probability measure QQ defined as

d Tn 1 Tn
0 =exp(f0 B f©AWE) = 3 /0 (Azf(s»zds).

dp

Fn

Since §Z € H?(R) under the measure PP, the density % |7, 18 square integrable
under the measure P, and  — Ay, f () is a.s. uniformly bounded up to time 7,,, we
can use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to obtain

Tn s
EQ |:\// |(SZ(s)ef0 A.\'fl(u)du‘zds:| < 00,
0

and (fg 8Z(s)ef5 Ay f1 () du dWQ(s))ostsrn is a Q-martingale with vanishing ex-
pectation (see Theorem 3.28 in [9]). Taking the conditional expectation with re-
spect to F; on both sides of equation (5.3) under the measure @, we get the desired
result. [
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THEOREM 5.2. Consider the backward stochastic differential equation (2.1)
with the generator, f(t, yi,z:) = f(t,2¢),t >0, (ys, z¢) € L= (R) x L2_T(R), and
the corresponding terminal value & satisfying assumptions (A1)—(A4). Let (Y, Z)
denote the associated unique solution in S2(R) x H3(R). For n € N define the
stopping time 1, = inf{t > 0; |Z(?)| < % or |Z(t)| = n} A T. Then, there exists a
unique equivalent probability measure Q restricted to [0, t,] such that

Y (1) = EQY (t) | ]
holds for all t € [0, t,], P-a.s.

PROOF. The proof requires a change of measure argument, just as in the pre-
ceding proof. Details are omitted. [J

We remark that if ¥ is P-a.s. bounded, one can define 7, =inf{t > 0:|Z(¢)| <
% or |Z(t)| = m} AT for n,m € N and show that the corresponding family of
measures (% |7, ImeN is uniformly integrable. Compare the proof of Theorem 1.1

[1]. In this case a unique measure solution can be defined on [0, 7,.°] with t>° =
inf{r > 0; |Z(t)| < L} AT.
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at Humboldt University Berlin.

REFERENCES

[1] ANKIRCHNER, S., IMKELLER, P. and POPIER, A. (2008). On measure solutions of backward
stochastic differential equations. Stochastic Process. Appl. 119 2744-2772. MR2554027

[2] BECHERER, D. (2006). Bounded solutions to backward SDE’s with jumps for utility optimiza-
tion and indifference hedging. Ann. Appl. Probab. 16 2027-2054. MR2288712

[3] BLANCHET-SCALLIET, C., EYRAUD-LOISEL, A. and ROYER-CARENZI, M. (2008). Hedging
of defaultable claims using BSDE with uncertian time horizon. Preprint.

[4] BUCKDAHN, R. and IMKELLER, P. (2009). Backward stochastic differential equations with
time delayed generator. Preprint.

[S] DELONG, L. and IMKELLER, P. (2009). On Malliavin’s differentiability of time delayed BS-
DEs driven by Brownian motions and Poisson random measures. Preprint.

[6] EL KAROUI, N., PENG, S. and QUENEZ, M. C. (1997). Backward stochastic differential equa-
tions in finance. Math. Finance 7 1-71. MR1434407

[7]1 FUHRMAN, M., MASIERO, F. and TESSITORE, G. (2008). Stochastic equations with delay:
Optimal control via BSDEs and regular solutions of Hamilton—Jacobi—Bellman equations.
Preprint.

[8] IMKELLER, P. (2008). Malliavin’s Calculus and Applications in Stochastic Control and Fi-
nance. IMPAN Lectures Notes 1. Polish Sci., Warsaw.

[9] KARATZAS, I. and SHREVE, S. E. (1988). Brownian Motion and Stochastic Calculus. Gradu-
ate Texts in Mathematics 113. Springer, New York. MR917065

[10] KOBYLANSKI, M. (2000). Backward stochastic differential equations and partial differential

equations with quadratic growth. Ann. Probab. 28 558-602. MR1782267


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2554027
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2288712
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1434407
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=917065
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1782267

1536 L. DELONG AND P. IMKELLER

[11] MOHAMMED, S. E. A. (1984). Stochastic Functional Differential Equations. Research Notes
in Mathematics 99. Pitman, Boston, MA. MR754561

[12] MORLAIS, M.-A. (2009). Quadratic BSDEs driven by a continuous martingale and applica-
tions to the utility maximization problem. Finance Stoch. 13 121-150. MR2465489

[13] PARDOUX, E. and PEN G, S. G. (1990). Adapted solution of a backward stochastic differential
equation. Systems Control Lett. 14 55-61. MR1037747

[14] PROTTER, P. (1992). Stochastic Integration and Differential Equations. Springer, Berlin.

[15] Xu, D., YANG, Z. and HUANG, Y. (2008). Existence-uniqueness and continuation theorems
for stochastic functional differential equations. J. Differential Equations 245 1681-1703.

MR2436457
INSTITUTE OF ECONOMETRICS INSTITUT FUR MATHEMATIK
DIVISION OF PROBABILISTIC METHODS HUMBOLDT-UNIVERSITAT ZU BERLIN
WARSAW SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS UNTER DEN LINDEN 6
AL. NIEPODLEGLOSCI 162 10099 BERLIN
02-554 WARSAW GERMANY
POLAND E-MAIL: imkeller@mathematik.hu-berlin.de

E-MAIL: lukasz.delong @sgh.waw.pl


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=754561
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2465489
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1037747
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2436457
mailto:lukasz.delong@sgh.waw.pl
mailto:imkeller@mathematik.hu-berlin.de

	Introduction
	Existence and uniqueness of a solution
	Nonuniqueness and multiple solutions
	BSDEs with linear time delayed generators
	The comparison principle and measure solutions
	Acknowledgements
	References
	Author's Addresses

