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Abstract. Under nondegeneracy assumptions on the diffusion coefficients, we establish
the derivative formulae of Bismut-Elworthy-Li’s type for forward-backward stochastic
differential equations with respect to Poisson random measure using the lent particle
method created by Bouleau and Denis, which is not given before. Applying this formula,
the existence and uniqueness of a solution of nonlocal quasi-linear integral partial differ-
ential equations, which are differentiable with respect to the space variable, are obtained,
even if the initial datum and coefficients of this equation are not.

1. Introduction

In the present paper, we are concerned with the problem of derivative formulae of
Bismut-Elworthy-Li’s type for the following forward-backward stochastic differential equa-
tions (SDEs in short) with respect to Poisson random measure:

X(τ, t, x) = x+
∫ τ

t
b(s,X(s, t, x))ds

+
∫ τ

t

∫
O σ(s,X(s−, t, x))uÑ(ds, du), τ ∈ [t, T ],

X(τ, t, x) = x, τ ∈ [0, t],

(1)

where b : [0, T ]× Rd → Rd, σ : [0, T ]× Rd → Rd × Rl, O = {u ∈ Rl; |u| ⩽ 1} \ {0}, Ñ is
the compensated process of some Poisson point process N on (O,B(O)) with intensity ν,
and

Y (τ, t, x) +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
Z(s−, t, x, u)Ñ(ds, du)

=−
∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds+ ϕ(X(T, t, x)),

(2)

where τ ∈ [0, T ], ψ : [0, T ] × Rd × R × R → R and ϕ : Rd → R are given functions, and
l : O → R is a Borel function with growth condition |l(u)| ⩽ C(1 ∧ |u|), u ∈ O.
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A derivative formula for Wiener functionals was first established by Bismut in [1] using
Malliavin calculus on Wiener space. This result was subsequently extended by Elworthy
and Li in their foundational work [10], where they systematically derived formulae for the
derivatives of heat semigroups—this contribution, together with Bismut’s earlier result,
laid the core theoretical basis for what is now known as the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formulae.
Unlike the Wiener space, there are several versions of Malliavin calculus on Poisson space
which are not equivalent. In the recent years, quite a few papers appeared concerning
the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formulae for SDEs with jumps, using various approaches, e.g.,
SDEs driven by general Poisson jumps processes by using stochastic diffeomorphism flows
and Girsanov’s transformation ([19]), SDEs driven by subordinated Brownian motion by
using conditional Malliavin calculus ([22, 21]), SDEs driven by α-stable-like noise by using
Bismut’s approach([20]).

In a series of works, Bouleau and Denis (see [4] and references therein) presented system-
atically a new method called the lent particle one which may be considered as a differential
calculus on Poisson space completely comparable to the Malliavin differential calculus on
the Wiener space. The main feature of this method is its simplicity and convenience when
applied to Poisson functionals, especially to solutions of stochastic differential equations
driven by Lévy processes. Using this method, the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formulae for SDEs
with jumps is also established in our recent paper [17] which generalizes and improves
some previous works in this respect.

Although some authors have studied the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formulae for SDEs with
jumps, no one has yet discussed the same problem for forward-backward SDEs with
jumps. For the cases of forward-backward SDEs without jumps, under nondegeneracy as-
sumptions on the diffusion coefficient (that may be nonconstant), Fuhrman and Tessitore
[11] have proved an analogue of the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formulae. After that, Masiero
[16] has also obtained a Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula for forward-backward SDEs in a
Markovian framework when the generator has quadratic growth with respect to Z. In
the present paper, using the lent particle method, we establish a derivative formula of
Bismut-Elworthy-Li’s type for forward-backward SDEs with respect to Poisson random
measure under the nondegeneracy assumption on the diffusion coefficients, which has not
been given so far to our knowledge, and we apply this formula to the study of nonlocal
quasi-linear integral partial differential equations (PDEs in short).

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we recall the lent particle
method which is the basic tool in our article. In Section 3, some notations and preliminary
results on forward-backward SDEs are introduced. In Section 4, we obtain a derivative
formula of Bismut-Elworthy-Li’s type for forward-backward SDEs with jumps. Building
upon this formula, in Section 5, we establish the existence and uniqueness of solutions to
nonlocal quasi-linear integral-PDEs that are differentiable with respect to the space vari-
able, regardless of the potential non-differentiability of the initial conditions or coefficients
of the equation.

In the present paper, let Cp be a positive constant only depending on some parameter
p, whose value may change from line to line. When we don’t want to emphasize this
dependence we just use C instead.

2. Lent Particle Method

2.1. Set-up. Let us first specify the general set-up in which we will work. We follow [4]
to which we refer for more details.
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2.1.1. Dirichlet Structure on the Bottom Space. We start from a bottom space (Ξ,G, ν),
where Ξ is a separable Hausdorff space, G its Borel σ-algebra and ν a σ-finite and diffuse
measure on (Ξ,G). Let (d, e) be a local symmetric Dirichlet form on L2(ν) which admits
a carré du champ operator γ. That is to say, γ is the unique positive, symmetric and
continuous bilinear form from d× d to L1(ν) such that

e(f, g) =
1

2

∫
Ξ

γ[f, g]dν, ∀f, g ∈ d.

Moreover, we suppose that there exist {kn, n ∈ N} ⊂ d and An ↑ X such that kn1An ↑ 1
and γ[kn]1An = 0. The structure (Ξ,G, ν,d, γ) is called the bottom structure.

Since d is separable, the bottom Dirichlet structure admits a gradient operator, i.e.,
there exists a separable Hilbert space H and a linear map D from d into L2(ν;H) such
that

γ[u] = ∥Du∥2H , ∀u ∈ d.

Let (R,R, ρ) be another probability space such that the vector space L2(R,R, ρ) is in-
finite dimensional. Take H = L2

0(R,R, ρ) = {g ∈ L2(R,R, ρ);
∫
R
g(r)ρ(dr) = 0}. The

corresponding gradient will be denoted by ♭, and we assume without any loss of generality
that constants belong to dloc (see [5, Chapter I, Definition 7.1.3]) and so that 1♭ = 0.

2.1.2. Space-time Setting and Dirichlet Structure on the Upper Space. From now on we
set X = [0, T ]× Ξ, X = B([0, T ])× G and µ = dt× ν. Define the Dirichlet structure on
(X,X , µ) to be the product of the trivial one on (L2([0, T ], dt), 0) and (d, e) and we keep
the same notations d, e, ♭, γ and a, etc, for operators corresponding to this new Dirichlet
form but note that they act only on the second variable.

It is known that X is totally ordered (see [8, Section 1, Theorem 11]) and we denote
by ≺ such a total order relation. Set

Ω := {ω =
∞∑
i=1

εyi ; yi ∈ X, ∀i, and y1 ≺ y2 ≺ · · · ≺ yn ≺ · · · }.

Let N be the Poisson random measure with intensity µ defined on (Ω,F ,P) where N(ω) =
ω, F is the σ-algebra generated by N and P the law of N . Define {Ft, t ∈ [0, T ]} to be
the P-complete right continuous filtration generated by {N([0, t]×G), t ∈ [0, T ], G ∈ G}.

We now introduce the creation and annihilation operator ε+ and ε−:

∀(t, y) ∈ R+ × Ξ, ∀ω ∈ Ω,

ε+(t,y)(ω) = ω1{(t,y)∈suppω} + (ω + ε(t,y))1{(t,y)/∈suppω},

∀(t, y) ∈ R+ × Ξ, ∀ω ∈ Ω,

ε−(t,y)(ω) = ω1{(t,y)/∈suppω} + (ω − ε(t,y))1{(t,y)∈suppω}.

Denote PN := P(dω)Nω(dt, dy). Then it is well known (see [4, Lemma 4.2]) that the map
(ω, (t, y)) 7→ (ε+(t,y)ω, (t, y)) sends PN -negligible sets to P×µ-negligible ones, and the map

(ω, (t, y)) 7→ (ε−(t,y)ω, (t, y)) sends P× µ-negligible sets to PN -negligible ones.

If N(ω) =
∑∞

i=1 εyi , then define

N ⊙ ρ(ω, ω̂) :=
∞∑
i=1

ε(yi,ri(ω̂)),

where (ri) is a sequence of i.i.d random variables independent of N whose common law

is ρ and which are defined on some probability space (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂). Hence N ⊙ ρ is defined
3



on the product probability pace (Ω,F ,P)× (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂). It is a Poisson random measure on
X ×R with compensator µ× ρ which is called the marked Poisson random measure.

The marked Poisson random measure N ⊙ ρ has the following useful features in con-

nection with N and the measure P̂ which is crucial in the subsequent sections. The proof
is similar to that of [2, Corollary 12], and hence we omit it.

Proposition 2.1. Let F , G : Ω×X ×R → R be F ⊗X ⊗R-measurable functions such
that ∫ T

0

∫
Ξ

∫
R

(|F (t, y, r)|+ |F (t, y, r)|2)ρ(dr)N(dt, dy) <∞, P− a.e.,∫
R

F (t, y, r)ρ(dr) = 0, PN − a.e.

and ∫ T

0

∫
Ξ

∫
R

(|G(t, y, r)|+ |G(t, y, r)|2)ρ(dr)N(dt, dy) <∞, P− a.e.,∫
R

G(t, y, r)ρ(dr) = 0, PN − a.e.

Then the following relation holds PN -a.e.

Ê[(
∫ T

0

∫
Ξ

∫
R

F (t, y, r)N ⊙ ρ(dt, dy, dr))(

∫ T

0

∫
Ξ

∫
R

G(t, y, r)N ⊙ ρ(dt, dν, dr))]

=

∫ T

0

∫
Ξ

∫
R

F (t, y, r)G(t, y, r)ρ(dr)N(dt, dy).

Here and in the sequel,
∫ β

α
=

∫
(α,β]

for α < β, and Ê denotes the expectation with respect

to P̂.

On the product structure (Xn,Xn, µn,dn, γn) = (X,X , µ,d, γ)n the Dirichlet form is
defined by

en(f) =
1

2

∫
Xn

γn[f ]dµn.

We refer to [5, Chapter V] for a detailed account of the theory of this product Dirichlet
structure. Let {pt; t ∈ R+} be the semigroup associated to e and {pnt ; t ∈ R+} that
associated to en. For F ∈ L2(P) with the chaos decomposition

F = E[F ] +
∞∑
n=1

In(fn),

define

PtF = E[F ] +
∞∑
n=1

In(p
n
t (fn)).

Then {Pt; t ∈ R+} on L2(P) forms a symmetric strongly continuous semigroup whose
infinitesimal generator is given by

D(A) = {F ∈ L2(P); lim
t↓0

PtF − F

t
exists in L2(P)}
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and

A[F ] = lim
t↓0

PtF − F

t
, ∀F ∈ D(A).

Define

D = {F ∈ L2(P); lim
t↓0

⟨F − PtF

t
, F ⟩L2(P) <∞}

and

E(F ) = lim
t↓0

⟨F − PtF

t
, F ⟩L2(P), ∀F ∈ D.

Then (D, E) is a local symmetric Dirichlet form on L2(P) with a carré du champ operator
Γ given by

Γ[F,G] = Ê[F ♯G♯],

where

F ♯ =

∫ T

0

∫
Ξ

∫
R

ε−(ε+F )♭dN ⊙ ρ. (3)

Moreover, we have

Γ[F ] = Ê[(F ♯)2] =

∫ T

0

∫
Ξ

ε−(γ[ε+F ])dN, ∀F ∈ D.

We now recall the definition of the divergence operator δ♯.

Definition 2.2. The operator δ♯ : L
2(P × P̂) → D is defined as the adjoint operator of

the gradient F ∈ D 7→ F ♯ ∈ L2(P× P̂), and we denote by domδ♯ the domain of δ♯.

We will need the following result which is due to [4, Proposition 5.6].

Proposition 2.3. Let F = F (ω, ω̂) be F⊙-measurable, where F⊙ is the σ-field on Ω× Ω̂
generated by N ⊙ ρ, F ∈ domδ♯, then

δ♯F =

∫ T

0

∫
Ξ

ε−(α,y)(Ê[δ♭(ε
+
(α,y,r)F )(α, y)])N(dα, dy),

where ε+ is relative to the Poisson random measure N ⊙ρ under P× P̂ hence adds a point
(α, y, r) while operator ε is relative to N .

3. Notations and Preliminary Results on the Forward-Backward Systems

3.1. Notations. Throughout this paper, R and R+ are the set of real numbers and non-
negative real numbers respectively, and N and N∗ are the set of integers and positive
integers respectively. We use the notation | · | to denote the usual Euclidean norm in Rd

and Rd ⊗ Rl simultaneously. From this section on, we denote (Ξ,G, ν) = (O,B(O), kdu).
For any real and separable Hilbert space K, the symbol Sp(K), 1 ⩽ p <∞, or Sp where

no confusion is possible, denotes the space of all predictable processes {Y (τ); τ ∈ [0, T ]},
with values in K, such that the norm

∥Y ∥Sp = E[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

|Y (τ)|p]1/p

is finite. S∞(K), or S∞ where no confusion is possible, denotes the space of all bounded
predictable processes. We also denote by Mp(K) (1 ⩽ p <∞), or Mp where no confusion
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is possible, the space of all predictable processes {Z(τ, u); τ ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ O} with values
in K, normed by

∥Z∥Mp = E[(
∫ T

0

∫
O
|Z(τ, u)|2ν(du)dτ)p/2]1/p.

Given two finite-dimensional spaces Rm and Rn, we say that a mapping F : Rm → Rn

belongs to the class C1(Rm;Rn) if it is continuous, continuously differentiable on Rm,
and its derivative ∇F : Rm → L(Rm;Rn) is continuous. For another finite-dimensional
space Rp, a mapping F : Rm × Rp → Rn belongs to the class C0,1(Rm × Rp;Rn) if it is
continuous, continuously differentiable with respect to y ∈ Rn, and the partial derivative
∇yF : Rm×Rp → L(Rp;Rn) is continuous. In this work, we focus on specific instances of
these classes, such as C0,1([0, T ] × Rd;R) (functions continuous in time and Lipschitz in
space), C1,1,1(Rd ×R×R;R) (functions continuously differentiable in all three variables),
and C1(Rd;R) (continuously differentiable functions).

We denote by HD the set of real-valued processes {Y (t); t ∈ [0, T ]} which satisfy

Y (t) ∈ D and ∥Y ∥HD := E[
∫ T

0

|Y (t)|2dt] + EÊ[
∫ T

0

|Y ♯(t)|2dt] <∞.

We denote by HD,ν the set of real-valued processes {Z(t, u); t ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ O} which
satisfy Z(t, u) ∈ D and

∥Z∥HD,ν := E[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|Z(t, u)|2ν(du)dt] + EÊ[

∫ T

0

∫
O
|Z♯(t, u)|2ν(du)dt] <∞.

We also denote byHd
D andHd

D,ν the space of Rd-valued processes such that each coordinate
belongs to HD and HD,ν respectively and we equip it with the standard norm of product
topology.

3.2. Forward SDEs. The coefficients b and σ are assumed to satisfy the following con-
ditions.

(FL) There exists a constant CFL > 0 such that

|b(t, x)| ∨ |σ(t, x)| ⩽ CFL(1 + |x|), ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀x ∈ Rd

and

|b(t, x)− b(t, y)| ∨ |σ(t, x)− σ(t, y)| ⩽ CFL|x− y|, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀x, y ∈ Rd.

(FD) (a) For all t ∈ [0, T ], b(t, ·) is differentiable with continuous derivative and

sup
t∈[0,T ],x∈Rd

|∇b(t, x)| <∞;

(b) for all t ∈ [0, T ], σ(t, ·) is differentiable with continuous derivative and

sup
t∈[0,T ],x∈Rd

|∇σ(t, x)| <∞.

(FE) σ is bounded and uniformly nondegenerate, i.e., there exist two constants CFB, CFE >
0 such that |σ(t, x)| ⩽ CFB and σ(t, x)σ∗(t, x) ⩾ CFEI.

The following result can be found in [3, Proposition 9].

Theorem 3.1. (1) Under the assumption (FL), there exists a unique solution {X(τ, t, x); τ ∈
[t, T ], x ∈ Rd} to Eq. (1).
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(2) Moreover, for all p ⩾ 2, there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the
Lipschitz constants of b and σ such that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E[ sup
τ∈[t,T ]

|X(τ, t, x)|p] ⩽ Cp(1 + |x|p).

(3) Furthermore, under the assumption (FD), the L2-derivative of the solution to Eq.
(1) with respect to x, ∇X(τ, t, x), exists and is the unique solution of the following
matrix-valued SDE with jumps:

∇X(τ, t, x) = I +

∫ τ

t

∇b(s,X(s, t, x)) · ∇X(s, t, x)ds

+

∫ τ

t

∫
O
∇σ(s,X(s−, t, x))u · ∇X(s−, t, x)Ñ(ds, du).

(4) Finally, the solution {X(τ, t, x); τ ∈ [t, T ], x ∈ Rd} belongs to Hd
D, and for every

t ∈ [0, T ], the Malliavin derivative X♯(τ, t, x) satisfies the following SDEs with
jumps:

X♯(τ, t, x) =

∫ τ

t

∇b(s,X(s, t, x)) ·X♯(s, t, x)ds

+

∫ τ

t

∫
O×R

σ(s,X(s−, t, x))u♭N ⊙ ρ(ds, du, dr)

+

∫ τ

t

∫
O
∇σ(s,X(s−, t, x))u ·X♯(s−, t, x)Ñ(ds, du).

3.3. Forward-Backward System. We need the following assumptions on ψ and ϕ.

(BL) The functions ψ and ϕ are Lipschitz and with at most polynomial growth, i.e.,
there exist two constants CBL > 0 and µ ⩾ 0 such that, for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd,
y, y′ ∈ R, z, z′ ∈ R,

|ψ(t, x, y, z)− ψ(t, x, y′, z′)| ⩽ CBL(|y − y′|+ |z − z′|),
|ψ(t, x, 0, 0)| ⩽ CBL(1 + |x|)µ, |ϕ(x)| ⩽ CBL(1 + |x|)µ.

(BD) (a) ψ(t, ·, ·, ·) ∈ C1,1,1(Rd × R× R;R), ϕ ∈ C1(Rd;R), for every t ∈ [0, T ];
(b) there exist two constants CBD > 0 and m ⩾ 0 such that

|∇xψ(t, x, y, z)| ⩽ CBD(1 + |z|)(1 + |x|+ |y|)m, |∇xϕ(x)| ⩽ CBD,

for every t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, y ∈ R and z ∈ R.
The following results are important and we will give its proof in the Appendix A.

Theorem 3.2. (1) Under the assumptions (FL) and (BL), for any p ⩾ 1, there
exists a unique solution

(Y (τ, t, x), Z(τ, t, x, u)) ∈ Sp ×Mp

to Eq. (2).
(2) Moreover, for all p ⩾ 2, there exists a constant Cp > 0 only depending on the

Lipschitz constants of b, σ, ψ and ϕ, such that, for any t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ Rd,

E[ sup
τ∈[t,T ]

|Y (τ, t, x)|p + (

∫ T

t

∫
O
|Z(τ, t, x, u)|2ν(du)dτ)

p
2 ]

⩽ CpE[
∫ T

t

|ψ(s,X(s, t, x), 0, 0)|2ds]
p
2

7



+CpE[|ϕ(XT )|p],

E[ sup
τ∈[t,T ]

|Y (τ, t, x)|p + (

∫ T

t

∫
O
|Z(τ, t, x, u)|2ν(du)dτ)

p
2 ]

⩽ Cp(T − t)
p
2E[

∫ T

t

|ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))|2ds]

p
2

+CpE[|ϕ(XT )|p],
and for any ρ > 0,

E[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

eρτ |Y (τ, t, x)|2 +
∫ T

0

∫
O
eρτ |Z(τ, t, x, u)|2ν(du)dτ ]

⩽
C2

ρ
E[
∫ T

0

eρs|ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))|2ds]

+C2e
ρTE[|ϕ(XT )|2].

(3) Furthermore, under the assumptions (FL), (BL) and (BD), the L2-derivative of
the solution of Eq. (2) with respect to x,

(∇Y (τ, t, x),∇Z(τ, t, x, u)),
exists and is the unique solution of the following backward SDEs with jumps:

∇Y (τ, t, x) +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
∇Z(s−, t, x, u)Ñ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇X(s, t, x)

+∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇Y (s, t, x)

+∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
∇Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds

+∇ϕ(X(T, t, x))∇X(T, t, x).

(4) Finally, for every t ∈ [0, T ], the solution

{Y (τ, t, x), Z(τ, t, x, u); τ ∈ [t, T ], x ∈ Rd, u ∈ O}
belongs to HD ×HD,ν, and the Malliavin derivative

{Y ♯(τ, t, x), Z♯(τ, t, x, u); τ ∈ [t, T ], x ∈ Rd, u ∈ O}
satisfies the following backward SDEs with jumps:

Y ♯(τ, t, x) +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
Z♯(s−, t, x, u)Ñ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

+∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Y ♯(s, t, x)

+∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z♯(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds

+∇ϕ(X(T, t, x))X♯(T, t, x).
8



Remark 3.3. In fact, there has been relatively little research on the Malliavin differen-
tiability of forward-backward SDEs with jumps before, and to our knowledge, only Delong
in [9] has considered this topic. When the Malliavin differentiability of the solution to Eq.
(2) is obtained, we can even consider the problem of the existence and smoothness of the
densities of forward-backward SDEs with jumps in our future work.

4. Bismut-Elworthy-Li Formulae

We will make use of the following assumptions.

(L) (a) The Lévy measure ν satisfies ν(O) = +∞.
(b) k ∈ C1

0(O;R+ \ {0}), and there exists a positive constant CB such that

|∇ log k(u)| ⩽ CB|u|−1, u ∈ O.
(c) there exists β ∈ (0, 2) such that

(i) For any p ⩾ 2, there exists a positive constant CO such that for any
ε ∈ (0, 1), ∫

{|u|⩽ε}
|u|pν(du) ⩽ COε

p−β;

(ii) For any p ⩾ 1, there exists a positive constant CI such that for any
τ ∈ [t, T ] and ε ∈ (0, 1),

E[(
∫ τ

t

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|3N(ds, du))−p] ⩽ CI(((τ − t)ε3−β)−p + (τ − t)−
3p
β ).

Let us give some comments on theses assumptions. In [19, 20], the following growth
condition near the origin on the intensity measure is used:

lim
ε↓0

εβ−2

∫
{|u|<ε}

|u|2ν(du) > 0, β ∈ (0, 2). (4)

It can be seen from [20, Lemma 2.5, Lemma 2.6] that the assumption (L-c) is satisfied
under this growth condition. It is easy to see that if ν(du)/du = k(u) = a(u)|u|−d−β with

a(u) = a(−u), 0 < a0 ⩽ a(u) ⩽ a1, |∇a(u)| ⩽ a2,

then the growth condition (4) and the assumption (L-a,b) are satisfied. The Lévy pro-
cesses corresponding to this ν is called β-stable-like process as in [6].

However, Proposition 4.11 in [17] reveals that the growth condition (4) is stronger than
the following one: there exists β ∈ (0, 2) such that

(0,∞) ∋ κ = lim sup
λ→∞

1

λβ/3

∫
O
(1− exp{−λ|u|3})ν(du).

The following proposition, whose detailed proof is included in the Appendix B, shows
that the assumption (L-c) still holds under this relatively weak condition.

Proposition 4.1. If there exists β ∈ (0, 2) such that

(0,∞) ∋ κ = lim sup
λ→∞

1

λβ/3

∫
O
(1− exp{−λ|u|3})ν(du), (5)

then

(1) for any p ⩾ 2, there exists a positive constant CO such that for any ε ∈ (0, 1),∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|pν(du) ⩽ COε
p−β;

9



(2) for any p ⩾ 1, there exists a positive constant CI such that for any τ ∈ [t, T ] and
ε ∈ (0, 1),

E[(
∫ τ

t

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|3N(ds, du))−p] ⩽ CI(((τ − t)ε3−β)−p + (τ − t)−
3p
β ).

Fix ε ∈ (0, 1) and let ζε(u) be a smooth real function with

ζε(u) =

{
|u|3, |u| ⩽ ε

3
,

0, |u| > 2ε
3

and

|∇ζε(u)| ⩽ C|u|2,
where C is independence of ε. Denote by C∞

0 (O) the set of C∞-functions defined on O
and with compact support and by H the subspace consisting of f ∈ L2(ν) ∩ L1(ν) such
that f ∈ C∞

0 (O). Then the bilinear form

eε(ϕ, ψ) =
1

2

l∑
i=1

∫
O
ζε(u)∂iϕ(u)∂iψ(u)k(u)du, ∀ϕ, ψ ∈ H

is closable and its closure, which will be denoted by (dε, eε), is a local symmetric Dirichlet
form on L2(kdu) which admits a carré du champ operator γε given by

γε[ϕ, ψ] =
l∑

i=1

ζε∂iϕ∂iψ, ∀ϕ, ψ ∈ dε.

Since

γε[ϕ](u) = ζε(u)
l∑

i=1

(∂iϕ(u))
2, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (O),

and the identity map jε belongs to dε, we have γε[jε, j
∗
ε ](u) = ζε(u)I. Therefore,

j♭ε(u, r) = ζ1/2ε (u)ξ(r).

Here

ξ =


ξ1(r)
ξ2(r)
...

ξl(r)

 ,

where ξi ∈ L2(ρ), i = 1, 2, · · · , l, satisfy∫
R

ξi(r)ρ(dr) = 0

and ∫
R

ξi(r)ξj(r)ρ(dr) = δij

for all i, j = 1, · · · , l. Consequently,

ϕ♭(u, r) = ζ1/2ε (u)
l∑

i=1

∂iϕ(u)ξi(r).
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Here and in the sequel, the operators ♭, δ♭, ♯ and δ♯ corresponding to (dε, eε) depend
of course on ε, but for notational simplicity, we will omit this ε as a subscript. For a
U(u, r) ∈ L2(ν × ρ) which is C1 in the first variable,

[δ♭U ](u) = −
∫
R

[θε(u, r)U(u, r) + ζ1/2ε (u)
l∑

i=1

∂iU(u, r)ξi(r)]ρ(dr), (6)

where

θε(u, r) =
l∑

i=1

∂i(ζ
1/2
ε (u)k(u))

k(u)
ξi(r)

=
l∑

i=1

(∂i log k(u)ζ
1/2
ε (u) +

1

2
ζ−1/2
ε (u)∂iζε(u))ξi(r).

(7)

In fact, according to the integration by parts formula and Fubini theorem, we have∫
O

∫
R

U(u, r)ϕ♭(u, r)ρ(dr)ν(du)

=

∫
R

∫
O
U(u, r)ζ1/2ε (u)

l∑
i=1

∂iϕ(u)ξi(r)k(u)duρ(dr)

=

∫
R

l∑
i=1

ξi(r)(

∫
O
∂iϕ(u)U(u, r)ζ

1/2
ε (u)k(u)du)ρ(dr)

=

∫
R

l∑
i=1

ξi(r)(

∫
O
ϕ(u)∂i(U(u, r)ζ

1/2
ε (u)k(u))du)ρ(dr)

=

∫
R

l∑
i=1

ξi(r)(

∫
O
ϕ(u)∂i(ζ

1/2
ε (u)k(u))U(u, r)du)ρ(dr)

+

∫
R

l∑
i=1

ξi(r)(

∫
O
ϕ(u)ζ1/2ε (u)k(u)∂iU(u, r)du)ρ(dr)

=

∫
O
(

∫
R

(
l∑

i=1

∂i(ζ
1/2
ε (u)k(u))

k(u)
ξi(r)

+ζ1/2ε (u)
l∑

i=1

∂iU(u, r)ξi(r))ρ(dr))ϕ(u)ν(du),

then the desired result can be obtained through the definition of [δ♭U ](u).
Now the derivative formulae of Bismut-Elworthy-Li’s type for forward-backward SDEs

with respect to Poisson random measure can be established as follows.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that the assumptions (L), (FD), (FE), (BL) and (BD) are
satisfied. Then for any τ ∈ [t, T ] and x, h ∈ Rd, we have

E[∇Y (τ, t, x)h]

= −E[
∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) · [δ♯(F ∗

ε (s) · h) ·G−1
ε (s)

−Ê[F ∗
ε (s) · h · (G−1

ε (s))♯]]ds]
11



+E[ϕ(X(T, t, x)) · [δ♯(F ∗
ε (T ) · h) ·G−1

ε (T )

−Ê[F ∗
ε (T ) · h · (G−1

ε (T ))♯]]],

where

Fε(τ) =

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)

·∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r)N ⊙ ρ(dα, dy, dr)

and

Gε(τ) =

∫ τ

t

∫
O
ζε(y)N(dα, dy).

The following gradient estimate will play an important role in the subsequent section.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that β ∈ (1, 2) and the assumptions (L), (FD), (FE), (BL) and
(BD) are satisfied. Then there exists a positive constant C, which is independent of the
constants CBL and CBD, such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ Rd,

|∇Y (t, t, x)| ⩽ C(T − t)−1/β(1 + |x|)µ.

Remark 4.4. According to Theorem 4.2, it is worth mentioning that the estimate on
∇Y (t, t, x) does not depend on the constant in the assumption (BD), and hence the reg-
ularity assumption of ψ and ϕ required in the assumption (BD) can be removed, and this
is the starting point for our application in Section 5.

Remark 4.5. Li in [13] has considered the mean-field forward and backward SDEs with
jumps and associated nonlocal quasi-linear integral-PDEs of mean-field type. In the future
work, using the lent particle method, we will attempt to obtain the Bismut-Elworthy-Li
formule for the mean-field forward-backward SDEs with jumps and apply it to the quasi-
linear integral-PDEs of mean field type to weaken the conditions of initial datum and
coefficients.

Remark 4.6. Although our focus has been exclusively on the jump case in this paper, we
note that the results presented here can be extended to incorporate Brownian motion as
well. However, to maintain the conciseness and focus of the current work, we have omitted
this extension. The necessary modifications to include Brownian motion are relatively
straightforward and do not present significant additional difficulties in the proofs.

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3.

4.1. Some Useful Lemmas. To prove Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3, we need several
lemmas. The first one is the following Kunita’s inequalities which can be found in [12,
Theorem 2.11].

Lemma 4.7. (1) For any p ⩾ 1, there is a positive constant C such that

E[ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|
∫ t

0

∫
O
ψ(s, u)N(ds, du)|p]

⩽CE[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|ψ(s, u)|ν(du)ds]p + CE[

∫ T

0

∫
O
|ψ(s, u)|pν(du)ds],

(8)

where ψ(s, u) : Ω× [0, T ]×Rl → Rd is a predictable process such that the term on
the right-hand side of (8) is finite.
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(2) For any p ⩾ 2, there is a positive constant C such that

E[ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|
∫ t

0

∫
O
ψ(s, u)Ñ(ds, du)|p]

⩽CE[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|ψ(s, u)|2ν(du)ds]p/2 + CE[

∫ T

0

∫
O
|ψ(s, u)|pν(du)ds],

(9)

where ψ(s, u) : Ω× [0, T ]×Rl → Rd is a predictable process such that the term on
the right-hand side of (9) is finite.

Lemma 4.8. Under the assumptions (FD), (BL) and (BD), P-a.s., for a.e. s ∈ [t, T ]
and u ∈ O, we have

(∇Y (τ, s,X(s, t, x))∇X(s, t, x),∇Z(τ, s,X(s, t, x), u)∇X(s, t, x))

= (∇Y (τ, t, x),∇Z(τ, t, x, u)).

Proof. First of all, using the uniqueness of the solution of Eq. (1), for any t ⩽ s ⩽ τ ⩽ T ,
we have

P− a.s., X(τ, s,X(s, t, x)) = X(τ, t, x).

It is also easy to see that for any h ∈ Rd and t ⩽ s ⩽ τ ⩽ T , we have

P− a.s., ∇X(τ, s,X(s, t, x))∇X(s, t, x)h = ∇X(τ, t, x)h.

Since the solution of the backward SDE with jumps is uniquely determined, on an interval
[s, T ], by the values of the process X on the same interval, for t ⩽ s ⩽ τ ⩽ T , we have
P-a.s.,

Y (τ, s,X(s, t, x)) = Y (τ, t, x),

Z(τ, s,X(s, t, x), u) = Z(τ, t, x, u),

and hence the desired result can be obtained by the chain rule. □

Lemma 4.9. Under the assumptions (FD), (BL) and (BD), for all τ ∈ [t, T ], x ∈ Rd

and u ∈ O, we have

X♯(τ, t, x) =

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

∇X(τ, α−, x)(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭N ⊙ ρ(dα, dy, dr),

Y ♯(τ, t, x) =

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

∇Y (τ, α−, x)(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭N ⊙ ρ(dα, dy, dr),

Z♯(τ, t, x, u) =

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

∇Z(τ, α−, x, u)(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭N ⊙ ρ(dα, dy, dr).

Proof. For (α, y, u) ∈ [t, T ]× Rd ×O, setting

X(α,y)(τ, t, x) := ε+(α,y)X(τ, t, x), ∇Xα,y(τ, α, x) := ε+(α,y)∇X(τ, α, x),

Y (α,y)(τ, t, x) := ε+(α,y)Y (τ, t, x), ∇Y α,y(τ, α, x) := ε+(α,y)∇Y (τ, α, x),

Z(α,y)(τ, t, x, u) := ε+(α,y)Z(τ, t, x, u), ∇Zα,y(τ, α, x, u) := ε+(α,y)∇Z(τ, α, x, u).

It is obvious that

X(α,y)(τ, t, x)

= x+

∫ α

t

b(s,X(s, t, x))ds+

∫ α

t

∫
O
σ(s,X(s−, t, x))uÑ(ds, du)
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+

∫ τ

α

b(s,X(α,y)(s, t, x))ds

+σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y +
∫ τ

α

∫
O
σ(s,X(α,y)(s−, t, x))uÑ(ds, du).

Using Theorem 3.1, we also have

∇X(α,y)(τ, α, x)

= I +

∫ τ

α

∇b(s,X(α,y)(s, t, x)) · ∇X(α,y)(s, α, x)ds

+

∫ τ

α

∫
O
∇σ(s,X(α,y)(s−, t, x))u · ∇X(α,y)(s−, α, x)Ñ(ds, du).

Taking the gradient of X(α,y)(t, x) with respect to the variable y, we obtain

(X(α,y)(τ, t, x))♭

=

∫ τ

α

∇b(s,X(α,y)(s, t, x)) · (X(α,y)(s−, t, x))♭ds

+(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭ +
∫ τ

α

∫
O
∇σ(s,X(α,y)(s−, t, x))u · (X(α,y)(s−, t, x))♭Ñ(ds, du).

Then for (α, y) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd, we have the following relation:

(X(α,y)(τ, t, x))♭ = ∇X(α,y)(τ, α, x)(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭. (10)

Now, we calculate gradient on the bottom Dirichlet structure and then we take back the
particle:

∀τ ∈ [t, T ], ε−(α,y)(X
(α,y)(τ, t, x))♭ = ∇X(τ, α, x)(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭,

which is an equality PN⊙ρ-a.e. Finally by the formula of gradient operator (3), we have

X♯(τ, t, x) =

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

∇X(τ, α, x)(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭N ⊙ ρ(dα, dy, dr).

On the other hand, using the same argument as above, we obtain

Y (α,y)(τ, t, x) +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
Z(α,y)(s−, t, x, u)Ñ(ds, du) + Z(α, t, x, y)1{τ∈[0,α]}

= −
∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(α,y)(s, t, x), Y (α,y)(s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(α,y)(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds

+∇ϕ(X(α,y)(T, t, x)).
14



Then for any τ ∈ [α, T ], we have

(Y (α,y)(τ, t, x))♭ +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
(Z(α,y)(s−, t, x, u))♭Ñ(ds, du)

=−
∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, t, x), Y (α,y)(s, t, x),∫

O
Z(α,y)(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(X(α,y)(s, t, x))♭

+∇yψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, t, x), Y (α,y)(s, t, x),∫

O
Z(α,y)(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(Y (α,y)(s, t, x))♭

+∇zψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, t, x), Y (α,y)(s, t, x),∫

O
Z(α,y)(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
(Z(α,y)(s, t, x, u))♭l(u)ν(du))ds

+∇ϕ(X(α,y)(T, t, x))(X(α,y)(T, t, x))♭.

(11)

Applying the similar procedure as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, for any α ∈ [0, τ ] and
y, h ∈ Rd, it holds that

∇Y (α,y)(τ, α, x)h+

∫ T

τ

∫
O
∇Z(α,y)(s−, α, x, u)hÑ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, α, x), Y (α,y)(s, α, x),

∫
O
Z(α,y)(s, α, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇X(α,y)(s, α, x)h

+∇yψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, α, x), Y (α,y)(s, α, x),

∫
O
Z(α,y)(s, α, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇Y (α,y)(s, α, x)h

+∇zψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, α, x), Y (α,y)(s, α, x),

∫
O
Z(α,y)(s, α, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∫

O
∇Z(α,y)(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)h)ds

+∇ϕ(X(α,y)(T, α, x))∇X(α,y)(T, α, x)h.

Now given v ∈ Rd and t ∈ [0, α], we can replace x byX(α, t, x) and h by σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y♭v
in this equation, and hence using (10) we have

∇Y (α,y)(τ, α,X(α, t, x))σ(α,X(α, t, x))y♭v

+

∫ T

τ

∫
O
∇Z(α,y)(s−, α,X(α, t, x), u)σ(α,X(α, t, x))y♭vÑ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x)), Y (α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x)),∫

O
Z(α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x), u)l(u)ν(du))(X(α,y)(s, t, x))♭v

+∇yψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x)), Y (α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x)),∫

O
Z(α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x), u)l(u)ν(du))∇Y (α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x))σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y♭v

+∇zψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x)), Y (α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x)),
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∫
O
Z(α,y)(s, α,X(α, t, x), u)l(u)ν(du))∫

O
∇Z(α,y)(s, t,X(α, t, x), u)l(u)ν(du)σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y♭v)ds

+∇ϕ(X(α,y)(T, t, x))(X(α,y)(T, t, x))♭v.

This implies by (11) and Lemma 4.8 that

(Y (α,y)(τ, t, x))♭ = ∇Y (α,y)(τ, α,X(α, t, x))(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭

= ∇Y (α,y)(τ, α, x)(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭

and

(Z(α,y)(τ, t, x, u))♭ = ∇Z(α,y)(τ, α,X(α, t, x), u)(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭

= ∇Z(α,y)(τ, α, x, u)(σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)♭.
Then the desired result can be obtained by the formula of gradient operator (3). □

Lemma 4.10. Under the assumptions (L), (FD), (FE), (BL) and (BD) we have

∇xX(τ, t, x) = Ê[(X(τ, t, x))♯F ∗
ε (τ)G

−1
ε (τ)],

∇xY (τ, t, x) = Ê[(Y (τ, t, x))♯F ∗
ε (τ)G

−1
ε (τ)],

∇xZ(τ, t, x, u) = Ê[(Z(τ, t, x, u))♯F ∗
ε (τ)G

−1
ε (τ)],

where Fε and Gε are defined as in Theorem 4.2.

Proof. First of all, by Lemma 4.9, we have

X♯(τ, t, x) =

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

∇X(τ, α, x) · (σ(α,X(α−, t, x))u)♭N ⊙ ρ(dα, du, dr).

On the other hand we have

∇xX(α, t, x)−∇xX(α−, t, x) = ∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x)) ·∆P (α) · ∇xX(α−, t, x),
where

P (s) =

∫ s

t

∫
O
uÑ(ds, du),

or equivalently,

(I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇xX(α−, t, x) = ∇xX(α, t, x).

Then by Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 4.8, we have

Ê[X♯(τ, t, x) · F ∗
ε (τ) · h ·G−1

ε (τ)]

= Ê[
∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

∇xX(τ, α, x) · (σ(α,X(α−, t, x))u)♭N ⊙ ρ(dα, du, dr)

F ∗
ε (τ) · h ·G−1

ε (τ)]

= Ê[
∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

∇xX(τ, α, x) · σ(α,X(α−, t, x)) · j♭ε(u, r)N ⊙ ρ(dα, du, dr)

F ∗
ε (τ) · h ·G−1

ε (τ)]

=

∫ τ

t

∫
O
∇xX(τ, α, x) · σ(α,X(α−, t, x)) · γε[j, j∗](u)

·σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))u) · ∇xX(α−, t, x)N(dα, du) · h ·G−1
ε (τ)
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= ∇xX(τ, t, x) · h ·
∫ τ

t

∫
O
ζε(u)N(dα, du) ·G−1

ε (τ)

= ∇xX(τ, t, x) · h.
Using Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.9, the representation of ∇xY (τ, t, x) and ∇xZ(τ, t, x, u)
can be obtained similarly. Then we complete the proof. □

Lemma 4.11. Let Fε(τ), Gε(τ) be defined as in Theorem 4.2. Then for any τ ∈ [t, T ]
and h ∈ Rd, we have

δ♯(F
∗
ε (τ) · h)

=

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

Ê[−θε(y, r) · (σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)

·∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r))∗ · h

−ζ1/2ε (y) ·
l∑

i=1

(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · ∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))ei · ∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r)

+σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇X(α−, t, x) · ∂iζ1/2ε (y) · ξ(r))∗ · h]
ρ(dr)N(dα, dy),

where ei = (0, · · · , 0, 1, 0, · · · , 0)∗, and

G♯
ε(τ) =

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

ζ1/2ε (y)
l∑

i=1

∂iζε(y)ξi(r)N ⊙ ρ(dα, dy, dr).

Proof. First of all, the second conclusion can be easily obtained by [3, Proposition 8].
Now we prove the first one. Let (α, y, r) ∈ [0, T ]× Rl ×R. Then it is obvious that

ε+(α,y,r)(F
∗
ε (τ) · h)

= (

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

σ−1(α, ε+(α,y)X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α, ε+(α,y)X(α−, t, x))y)

·ε+(α,y)(∇X(α−, t, x)) · j♭ε(y, r)N ⊙ ρ(dα, dy, dr))∗ · h

+(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r))∗ · h.
Therefore we have

∂i(ε
+
(α,y,r)(F

∗
ε (τ) · h))

= ((σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · ∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))ei · ∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r)
+σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇X(α−, t, x) · ∂ij♭ε(y, r))∗ · h

= (σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · ∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))ei · ∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r)
+σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇X(α−, t, x) · ∂iζ1/2ε (y) · ξ(r))∗ · h.

By (6) we obtain

Ê[δ♭(ε+(α,y,r)(F
∗
ε (τ) · h))]

=

∫
R

Ê[−θε(y, r) · ε+(α,y,r)(F
∗
ε (τ) · h)− ζ1/2ε (y) ·

l∑
i=1

∂i(ε
+
(α,y,r)(F

∗
ε (τ) · h)) · ξ(r)]ρ(dr)

=

∫
R

Ê[−θε(y, r)
17



·(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r))∗ · h

−ζ1/2ε (y) ·
l∑

i=1

(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · ∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))ei · ∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r)

+σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇X(α−, t, x) · ∂iζ1/2ε (y) · ξ(r))∗ · h]ρ(dr),
where we have used: ∫

R

ξi(r)ρ(dr) = 0, i = 1, 2, · · · , l.

By Proposition 2.3, we have

δ♯(F
∗
ε (τ) · h)

=

∫ τ

t

∫
O
ε−(α,y)(Ê[δ♭(ε

+
(α,y,r)(F

∗
ε (τ) · h))(α, y)])N(dα, dy)

=

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

Ê[−θε(y, r) · (σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)

·∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r))∗ · h

−ζ1/2ε (y) ·
l∑

i=1

(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · ∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))ei · ∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r)

+σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇X(α−, t, x) · ∂iζ1/2ε (y) · ξ(r))∗ · h]
ρ(dr)N(dα, dy),

which completes the proof. □

Lemma 4.12. Suppose that the assumptions (L), (FD) and (FE) are satisfied. Then
for any p ⩾ 2, there exists a positive constant C such that for all τ ∈ [t, T ] and x, h ∈ Rd,

E[|Ê[F ∗
ε (τ) · h ·G♯

ε(τ)]|p] ⩽ C(τ − t)pε(5−β)p|h|p + C(τ − t)ε5p−β|h|p

and

E[|δ♯(F ∗
ε (τ) · h)|p] ⩽ C(τ − t)ε2p−β|h|p + C(τ − t)pε(2−β)p|h|p.

Proof. First, by Lemma 4.7, for all t ∈ [0, T ], we have

E[|∇X(τ, t, x)|p]

⩽ C + CE[
∫ τ

t

∫
O
|∇X(s−, t, x)|2|y|2ν(dy)ds]p/2 + CE[

∫ τ

t

∫
O
|∇X(s−, t, x)|p|y|pν(dy)ds]

+CE[
∫ τ

t

|∇X(τ, t, x)|pds]

⩽ C + CE[
∫ τ

t

|∇X(s, t, x)|pds],

from which we deduce by Gronwall’s inequality that

sup
τ∈[t,T ]

sup
x∈Rd

E[|∇X(τ, t, x)|p] ⩽ C. (12)

We now prove the first conclusion. By Proposition 2.1, we have

Ê[F ∗
ε (τ) · h ·G♯

ε(τ)]

= Ê[(
∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)
18



·∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r)N ⊙ ρ(dα, dy, dr))∗ · h

·
∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

ζ1/2ε (y) ·
l∑

i=1

∂iζε(y) · ξi(r)N ⊙ ρ(dα, dy, dr)]

=

∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)

·∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r))∗ · h · ζ1/2ε (y) ·
l∑

i=1

∂iζε(y) · ξi(r)ρ(dr)N(dα, dy).

Therefore using Kunita’s inequality, (12), the assumption (L) and the assumption (FE),
we have

E[|Ê[F ∗
ε (τ) · h ·G♯

ε(τ)]|p]

⩽ CE[|
∫ τ

t

∫
O
|
∫
R

(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)

·∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r))∗ · h · ζ1/2ε (y) ·
l∑

i=1

∂iζε(y) · ξ(r)ρ(dr)|ν(dy)dα|p]

+CE[
∫ τ

t

∫
O
|
∫
R

(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)

·∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r))∗ · h · ζ1/2ε (y) ·
l∑

i=1

∂iζε(y) · ξ(r)ρ(dr)|pν(dy)dα]

⩽ C(

∫ τ

t

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|5ν(du)ds)p|h|p

+C

∫ τ

t

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|5pν(du)ds|h|p

⩽ C(τ − t)pε(5−β)p|h|p + C(τ − t)ε5p−β|h|p.

Now we start to prove the second conclusion. Using the fact that∫
R

ξi(r)ρ(dr) = 0, i = 1, 2, · · · , l,

and applying Lemma 4.11, Kunita’s inequality, the assumption (L) and the assumption
(FD), we obtain

E[|δ♯(F ∗
ε (τ) · h)|p]

⩽ CE[
∫ τ

t

∫
O
|
∫
R

Ê[θε(y, r) · (σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)

·∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r))∗ · h]ρ(dr)|pν(dy)dα]

+CE[|
∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R

Ê[θε(y, r) · (σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y)

·∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r))∗ · h]ρ(dr)ν(dy)dα|p]

⩽ CE[
∫ τ

t

∫
O
|
∫
R

Ê[ζ1/2ε (y) ·
l∑

i=1

(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · ∇σ(α,X(α−, x))ei · ∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r)
19



+σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇X(α−, t, x) · ∂iζ1/2ε (y) · ξ(r))∗

·h]ρ(dr)|pν(dy)dα]

+CE[|
∫ τ

t

∫
O

∫
R2

Ê[ζ1/2ε (y) ·
l∑

i=1

(σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · ∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))ei · ∇X(α−, t, x) · j♭ε(y, r)
+σ−1(α,X(α−, t, x)) · (I +∇σ(α,X(α−, t, x))y) · ∇X(α−, t, x) · ∂iζ1/2ε (y) · ξ(r))∗

·h]ρ(dr)ν(dy)dα|p]

⩽ C

∫ τ

t

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

(|u|3 + |u2|)pν(du)ds|h|p

+C(

∫ τ

t

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

(|u|3 + |u2|)ν(du)ds)p|h|p

⩽ C(τ − t)ε2p−β|h|p + C(τ − t)pε(2−β)p|h|p,
and this completes the proof. □

Let

Uh
τ,ε = δ♯(F

∗
ε (τ) · h) ·G−1

ε (τ)− Ê[F ∗
ε (τ) · h · (G−1

ε (τ))♯]

and

Uh
τ := Uh

τ,(τ−t)
1
β
.

Therefore using the assumption (L-c) and Lemma 4.12, one can prove the following result.

Lemma 4.13. Suppose that the assumptions (L), (FD) and (FE) are satisfied. Then
for any τ ∈ [t, T ] and h ∈ Rd, we have

E[|Uh
τ,ϵ|p]1/p

⩽ C((τ − t)ε4p−β + (τ − t)2pε(2−β)2p)1/2p(((τ − t)ε3−β)−2p + (τ − t)−
6p
β )1/2p|h|

+C((τ − t)2pε(5−β)2p + (τ − t)ε10p−β)1/2p(((τ − t)ε3−β)−4p + (τ − t)−
12p
β )1/2p|h|,

and in particular,

E[|Uh
τ |p]1/p ⩽ C(τ − t)−1/β|h|.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.2. For the sake of simplicity, the following notations will be
used:

(X(τ, x), Y (τ, x), Z(τ, x, u)) = (X(τ, t, x), Y (τ, t, x), X(τ, t, x, u)).

Let ∇xY and ∇xZ be the partial derivatives with respect to x. First of all, using Lemma
A.1, for any 0 ⩽ t ⩽ s ⩽ T , we have

(ψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du)))♯

= ∇xψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(X(s, x))♯

+∇yψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(Y (s, x))♯

+∇zψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
(Z(s, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du).
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This implies by Lemma 4.10 that

Ê[(ψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du)))♯F ∗

ε (s)G
−1
ε (s)]

=Ê[∇xψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(X(s, x))♯F ∗

ε (s)G
−1
ε (s)

+∇yψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(Y (s, x))♯F ∗

ε (s)G
−1
ε (s)

+∇zψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∫

O
(Z(s, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du)F ∗

ε (s)G
−1
ε (s)]

=∇xψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇xX(s, x)

+∇yψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇xY (s, x)

+∇zψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
∇xZ(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du).

(13)

On the other hand, it is easy to see that the directional derivative process in the direction
h ∈ Rd, {∇xY (τ, x)h,∇xZ(τ, x, u)h; τ ∈ [0, T ], x, h ∈ Rd, u ∈ O}, solves the following
backward SDEs with jumps:

∇xY (τ, x)h+

∫ T

τ

∫
O
∇xZ(s−, x, u)hÑ(ds, du)

=−
∫ T

τ

∇xψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇xX(s, x)hds

−
∫ T

τ

∇yψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇xY (s, x)hds

−
∫ T

τ

∇zψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∫

O
∇xZ(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du)hds

+∇ϕ(X(T, x))∇xX(T, x)h.

(14)

Hence taking expectations on both sides in (14), and using (13) and Lemma 4.10, we have

E[∇xY (τ, x)h]

= −E[
∫ T

τ

∇xψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇xX(s, x)hds

+

∫ T

τ

∇yψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∇xY (s, x)hds

+

∫ T

τ

∇zψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
∇xZ(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du)hds]

+E[∇ϕ(X(T, x))∇xX(T, x)h]
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= −EÊ[
∫ T

τ

(ψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du)))♯ · F ∗

ε (s) · h ·G−1
ε (s)ds]

+EÊ[∇ϕ(X(T, x))(X(T, x))♯ · F ∗
ε (T ) · h ·G−1

ε (T )]

= −EÊ[
∫ T

τ

(ψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du)))♯ · F ∗

ε (s) · h ·G−1
ε (s)ds]

+EÊ[(ϕ(X(T, x)))♯ · F ∗
ε (T ) · h ·G−1

ε (T )]

= −E[
∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(s, x), Y (s, x),

∫
O
Z(s, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) · [δ♯(F ∗

ε (s) · h) ·G−1
ε (s)

−Ê[F ∗
ε (s) · h · (G−1

ε (s))♯]]ds]

+E[ϕ(X(t, x)) · [δ♯(F ∗
ε (T ) · h) ·G−1

ε (T )− Ê[F ∗
ε (T ) · h · (G−1

ε (T ))♯]]].

Then the proof is complete.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.3. We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.3. For simplicity
the desired gradient estimate will be proved under the additional assumption that t takes
values in an interval [T − δ, T ] sufficiently small. By a standard technique (introducing
an exponential weight) the same argument gives the result in the whole [0, T ].

Since Y (t, t, x) is deterministic, so is ∇xY (t, t, x). Using Theorem 3.2, the assumption
(BL), and Theorem 3.1, we have

|Y (t, t, x)|2 =E[|Y (t, t, x)|2]
⩽E[ sup

τ∈[0,T ]

|Y (τ, t, x)|2]

⩽CE[
∫ T

0

|ψ(s,X(s, t, x), 0, 0)|2ds] + CE[|ϕ(X(T, t, x))|2]

⩽C(1 + |x|)µ.

(15)

Now using Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 5.4, it holds that

E[∇Y (τ, t, x)h]

= −E[
∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

·[δ♯(F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(s) · h) ·G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(s)− Ê[F ∗

(T−t)
1
β
(s) · h · (G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(s))♯]]ds]

+E[ϕ(X(T, t, x)) · [δ♯(F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h) ·G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T )

−Ê[F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h · (G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T ))♯]]]

= −E[
∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
(v(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)

−v(s,X(s, t, x)))l(u)ν(du)) · [δ♯(F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(s) · h) ·G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(s)

−Ê[F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(s) · h · (G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(s))♯]]ds]

+E[ϕ(X(T, t, x)) · [δ♯(F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h) ·G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T )

−Ê[F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h · (G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T ))♯]]]
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= −E[
∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
(v(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)

−v(s,X(s, t, x)))l(u)ν(du)) · Uh
s ds]

+E[ϕ(X(T, t, x)) · Uh
T ],

where v(t, x) = Y (t, t, x). Then it follows from the assumption (BL) that

|∇Y (t, t, x)h|

⩽ E[|
∫ T

t

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), 0, 0) · Uh
s ds|]

+E[|
∫ T

t

(ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
(v(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)

−v(s,X(s, t, x)))l(u)ν(du))

−ψ(s,X(s, t, x), 0, 0)) · Uh
s ds|]

+E[ϕ(X(T, t, x)) · Uh
T ]

⩽ CBLE[
∫ T

t

(1 + |X(s, t, x)|)µ|Uh
s |ds]

+CBLE[
∫ T

t

|Y (s, t, x)||Uh
s |ds]

+CBLE[
∫ T

t

|
∫
O
(v(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)

−v(s,X(s, t, x)))l(u)ν(du)||Uh
s |ds]

+CBLE[(1 + |X(T, t, x)|)µ|Uh
T |]

=: I1(t, x) + I2(t, x) + I3(t, x) + I4(t, x).

Define

|||∇xY ||| = sup
t∈[T−δ,T ]

sup
x∈Rd

(T − t)1/β(1 + |x|)−µ|∇xY (t, t, x)|,

and |||Ik|||, k = 1, 2, 3, 4, is defined similarly.
For the term I4, using Hölder’s inequality, Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 4.13, we have

I4(t, x) ⩽ CBLE[(1 +X(T, t, x))2µ]1/2E[|Uh
T |2]1/2

⩽ C(1 + |x|)µ(T − t)−1/β|h|,

and hence |||I4||| <∞.
Now we deal with the term I3. In view of Hölder’s inequality, the mean value theorem,

the assumption (FE), Lemma 4.13 and Theorme 3.1, it holds that

I3(t, x)

⩽ CBL

∫ T

t

E[|
∫
O
(v(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)

−v(s,X(s, t, x)))l(u)ν(du)|2]1/2E[|Uh
s |2]1/2ds

⩽ CBL

∫ T

t

E[|
∫
O
|∇v(s,X(s, t, x) + (1− θ)σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)σ(s,X(s, t, x))|

|ul(u)|ν(du)|2]1/2E[|Uh
s |2]1/2ds
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⩽ CBLCFB

∫ T

t

E[
∫
O
|∇v(s,X(s, t, x) + (1− θ)σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)|

|ul(u)|ν(du)|2]1/2E[|Uh
s |2]1/2ds

⩽ C

∫
O
|ul(u)|ν(du)∫ T

t

(T − s)−1/βE[(1 + |X(s, t, x)|+ (1− θ)|σ(s,X(s, t, x))|)2µ]1/2

(s− t)−1/βds|h||||∇xv|||

⩽ C(1 + |x|)µ
∫ T

t

(T − s)−1/β(s− t)−1/βds|h|||∇xY |||

= C(1 + |x|)µ(T − t)−
2
β
+1

∫ 1

0

(1− z)−
1
β z−

1
β dz|h|||∇xY |||,

where 0 < θ < 1. This implies that

|||I3||| ⩽ Cδ−
1
β
+1|||∇xY |||.

Similarly, using Theorem 3.2, we have

|||I1||| ⩽ Cδ, |||I2||| ⩽ Cδ.

Combining all the above estimates, we obtain

|||∇xY ||| ⩽ C + Cδ + Cδ−
1
β
+1|||∇xY |||.

Since β ∈ (1, 2), we can take δ small enough such that

|||∇xY ||| ⩽ C.

This is the desired result, and hence we concludes the proof.

5. Nonlocal Quasi-Linear Integral-PDEs

5.1. Notations and Notions. We introduce the semigroup {Pt,τ ; 0 ⩽ t ⩽ τ ⩽ T},
acting on the space of Borel functions ϕ : Rd → R having polynomial growth, defined by:

Pt,τ [ϕ](x) := E[ϕ(X(τ, t, x))], x ∈ Rd.

By Lt we denote the formal generator of Pt,τ , namely:

Lt[ϕ](x) := b(t, x) · ∇ϕ(x) + p.v.

∫
O
(ϕ(x+ σ(t, x)u)− ϕ(x))ν(du),

where p.v. stands for the Cauchy principle value.
We consider the following nonlocal quasi-linear integral-PDEs: for any t ∈ [0, T ] and

x ∈ Rd, 
∂v(t,x)

∂t
+ Lt[v(t, ·)](x)
= ψ(t, x, v(t, x),

∫
O(v(t, x+ σ(t, x)u)− v(t, x))l(u)ν(du)),

v(T, x) = ϕ(x).

(16)

Now we give the definition of the mild solution to Eq. (16).

Definition 5.1. We say that a continuous function v : [0, T ]×Rd → R is a mild solution
of Eq. (16) if the following conditions hold:

(1) v ∈ C0,1([0, T ]× Rd;R);
24



(2) for all t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ Rd, we have

|v(t, x)| ⩽ C(1 + |x|)C , |∇xv(t, x)| ⩽ Cf(t)(1 + |x|)C ,

for some constant C > 0, and some real function f satisfying
∫ T

0
f(t)dt <∞;

(3) for any t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ Rd, the following equality holds:

v(t, x) = −
∫ T

t

Pt,τ [ψ(τ, ·, v(τ, ·),
∫
O
(v(τ, ·+ σ(τ, ·)u)− v(τ, ·))l(u)du)](x)dτ + Pt,T [ϕ](x).

5.2. Joint Quadratic Variation. Since we are considering mild solutions here, in order
to prove the uniqueness of the solution to Eq. (16), a result on joint quadratic variation
should be introduced. The definition of generalized joint quadratic variation we consider
in the present paper has been first introduced in [18], and it is shown in [18, Proposition
1.1] that the standard definition of joint quadratic variation coincides with the generalized
joint quadratic variation defined below.

Definition 5.2. Given a couple of R-valued càdlàg processes (X(t), Y (t)), t ⩾ 0, we
define their joint quadratic variation on [0, T ], to be

⟨X(t), Y (t)⟩[0,T ] := P− lim
ϵ↓0

1

ϵ

∫ T

0

(X((t+ ϵ) ∧ T )−X(t))(Y ((t+ ϵ) ∧ T )− Y (t))dt,

where P− lim denotes the limit to be taken in probability.

The following lemma can be found in [7, Theorem 3.2].

Lemma 5.3. Assume that v : [0, T ] × Rd → R is locally Lipschitz with respect to the
second variable and with at most polynomial growth, i.e., there exist C > 0 and m ⩾ 0,
such that, for any t ∈ [0, T ] and x, y ∈ Rd, v satisfies

|v(t, x)− v(t, y)| ⩽ C|x− y|(1 + |x|+ |y|)m,
|v(t, 0, 0)| ⩽ C.

Then, for every t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ Rd, the process

{v(s,X(s, t, x)); s ∈ [t, T ]}
admits a joint quadratic variation on the interval [t, T ] with

J(s) =

∫ s

t

∫
O
uÑ(ds, du)

given by

⟨v(·, X(·, t, x)), J(·)⟩[t,T ]

=

∫ T

t

∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))uN(dτ, du).

5.3. Nonlocal Quasi-Linear Integral-PDEs with the Assumption (BD).

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that β ∈ (1, 2) and the assumptions (L), (FD), (FE), (BL) and
(BD) are satisfied. Then there exists a unique mild solution v of Eq. (16) given by the
formula

v(t, x) = Y (t, t, x),

and the following representation formulas are satisfied:

Y (τ, t, x) = v(τ,X(τ, t, x)), P− a.s.,

Z(τ, t, x, u) = v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)), dτdνdP− a.e.
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This proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.8 in [7]. For the convenience of readers,
we include the proof here.

Proof of Existence. First of all, the representation of Y follows from a standard conse-
quence of uniqueness of the solution of Eq. (2). For the representation of Z, we argue as
follows. Using the standard definition of joint quadratic variation, we have

⟨Y (·, t, x), J(·)⟩[t,T ] =

∫ T

t

∫
O
Z(τ, t, x, u)uN(dτ, du). (17)

On the other hand, it can be seen from Lemma 5.3 that

⟨v(·, X(·, t, x)), J(·)⟩[t,T ]

=

∫ T

t

∫
O
v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x))uN(dτ, du).

(18)

Comparing Eq. (17) and Eq. (18), the representation of Z is obtained.
Now using the fact that v(t, x) = Y (t, t, x) is deterministic, we have

v(t, x)

= −E[
∫ T

t

ψ(τ,X(τ, t, x), v(τ,X(τ, t, x)),

∫
O
Z(τ, x, t, u)l(u)ν(du))dτ ]

+E[ϕ(X(T, t, x))]

= −E[
∫ T

t

ψ(τ,X(τ, t, x), v(τ,X(τ, t, x)),∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ ]

+E[ϕ(X(T, t, x))]

= −
∫ T

t

Pt,τ [ψ(τ, ·, v(τ, ·),
∫
O
(v(τ, ·+ σ(τ, ·)u)− v(τ, ·))l(u)ν(du))](x)dτ

+Pt,T [ϕ](x).

It can be seen from (15) that

|v(t, x)| ⩽ C(1 + |x|µ), ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀x ∈ Rd.

Applying the estimate in Theorem 4.3, we also obtain

|∇xv(t, x)| ⩽ C(T − t)−1/β(1 + |x|)µ, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀x ∈ Rd.

Then the proof of existence of Eq. (16) is complete.
□

Proof of Uniqueness. Let v be a mild solution of Eq. (16). Using the definition of mild
solution and the definition of Pt,τ , for every s ∈ [t, T ] and x ∈ Rd,

v(s, x) = −E[
∫ T

s

ψ(τ,X(τ, s, x), v(τ,X(τ, s, x)),∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, s, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, s, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, s, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ ]

+E[ϕ(X(T, s, x))].
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Since X(τ, s, x) is Fs-measurable, we have

v(s, x) = −E[
∫ T

s

ψ(τ,X(τ, s, x), v(τ,X(τ, s, x)),∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, s, x) + σ(X(τ, s, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, s, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ |Fs]

+E[ϕ(X(T, s, x))|Fs].

Now replacing x by X(s, t, x) and using the fact that

X(τ, s,X(s, t, x)) = X(τ, t, x), P− a.s. for τ ∈ [s, T ],

we obtain

v(s,X(s, t, x)) = −E[
∫ T

s

ψ(τ,X(τ, t, x), v(τ,X(τ, t, x)),∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ |Fs]

+E[ϕ(X(T, t, x))|Fs]

=

∫ s

t

ψ(τ,X(τ, t, x), v(τ,X(τ, t, x)),∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ

+E[ξ|Fs],

where

ξ = −
∫ T

t

ψ(τ,X(τ, t, x), v(τ,X(τ, t, x)),∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ

+ϕ(X(T, t, x)).

Noticing that E[ϕ(X(T, t, x))|Fs] = v(t, x) and using the fact that ξ ∈ L2(Ω;R) is FT -
measurable and applying the martingale representation theorem, there exists a predictable
process U : Ω× [0, T ]× R → R satisfying

E[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|U(t, u)|2ν(du)dt] <∞,

such that

E[ξ|Fs] =

∫ s

t

∫
O
U(τ, u)Ñ(dτ, du) + v(t, x).
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This implies that the process {v(s,X(s, t, x)); s ∈ [t, T ], x ∈ Rd} is a real continuous
semimartingale with canonical decomposition:

v(s,X(s, t, x))

=

∫ s

t

ψ(τ,X(τ, t, x), v(τ,X(τ, t, x)),∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ

+

∫ s

t

∫
O
U(τ, u)Ñ(dτ, du) + v(t, x).

(19)

Now using Lemma 5.3, it holds that∫ s

t

∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))uN(dτ, du)

=

∫ s

t

∫
O
U(τ, u)uN(dτ, du).

Therefore, for dτdν-a.e. (τ, u) ∈ [t, T ]×O, we have, P-a.s.,
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x))) = U(τ, u).

Substituting this into (19), we obtain that for any s ∈ [t, T ],

v(s,X(s, t, x))

=

∫ s

t

ψ(τ,X(τ, t, x), v(τ,X(τ, t, x)),∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ

+

∫ s

t

∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))Ñ(dτ, du) + v(t, x).

This implies by v(T,X(T, t, x)) = ϕ(X(T, t, x)) that for any s ∈ [t, T ],

v(s,X(s, t, x)) +

∫ T

s

∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))Ñ(dτ, du)

= ϕ(X(T, t, x))−
∫ T

s

ψ(τ,X(τ, t, x), v(τ,X(τ, t, x)),∫
O
(v(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− v(τ,X(τ, t, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ.

Comparing with Eq. (2), it is easy to see that the pair

(Y (s, t, x), Z(s, t, x, u))

and

(v(s,X(s, t, x)), v(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)− v(s,X(s, t, x)))

solve the same equation. By uniqueness, we have

Y (s, t, x) = v(s,X(s, t, x))

and

Z(s, t, x, u) = v(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)− v(s,X(s, t, x)).

Then we complete the proof.
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□

5.4. Nonlocal Quasi-Linear Integral-PDEs without the Assumption (BD).

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that β ∈ (1, 2) and the assumptions (L), (FD), (FE) and (BL)
are satisfied. Then

(1) There exists a unique mild solution v of Eq. (16) given by the formula

v(t, x) = Y (t, t, x). (20)

(2) Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|v(t, x)| ⩽ C(1 + |x|µ), (21)

|∇xv(t, x)| ⩽ C(T − t)−
1
β (1 + |x|µ), x ∈ Rd, t ∈ [0, T ]. (22)

(3) Furthermore, for any x, h ∈ Rd, t ∈ [0, T ], we have

∇xv(t, x)h

=− E[
∫ T

t

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), v(s,X(s, t, x)),

∫
O
(v(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)

− v(s,X(s, t, x)))l(u)ν(du)) · [δ♯(F ∗
(s−t)

1
β
(s) · h) ·G−1

(s−t)
1
β
(s)

− Ê[F ∗
(s−t)

1
β
(s) · h · (G−1

(s−t)
1
β
(s))♯]]ds]

+ E[ϕ(X(T, t, x)) · [δ♯(F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h) ·G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T )

− Ê[F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h · (G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T ))♯]]].

(23)

Remark 5.6. It is worth noting that an existence and uniqueness result of a mild solution
for a non-linear path-dependent partial integro-differential equation was established in [7],
even without assuming any nondegeneracy on σ or requiring any smoothing property of
Pt,τ . The main contribution of our article is to prove that, under the assumption of
nondegeneracy on σ, the existence and uniqueness of a solution for nonlocal quasi-linear
integral partial differential equations can be obtained. These solutions are differentiable
with respect to the space variable, even if the initial datum and coefficients of the equation
are not differentiable.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 5.5. Since the function ϕ and ψ do not satisfied
the assumption (BD), Theorem 4.3 can not be applied directly. Therefore the following
lemma will play an important role in the proof of Theorem 5.5. For its detailed proof,
the readers is referred to [11, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 5.7. Let ϕ and ψ satisfy the assumption (BD), then for any n ∈ N∗, there exist
ϕn : Rd → R and ψn : [0, T ]× Rd × R× R → R such that

(1) ϕn, ψn satisfy the assumption (BD) with constants CBDn and mn depending on
n;

(2) ϕn, ψn satisfy the assumption (BL) with constants CBL and µ independent of n;
(3) ϕn → ϕ, ψn → ψ pointwise as n→ ∞.

Completion of the proof of Theorem 5.5. The uniqueness statement in Theorem 5.5 can
be proved exactly as in Theorem 5.4. To complete the proof of Theorem 5.5, it remains
to show that the function v in Eq. (20) is the required solution, and that the estimates
(21), (22) and the formula (23) hold.
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Step 1:
It suffices to prove the result for t varying in an interval [T − δ, T ] with δ sufficiently

small. We notice that v(t, x) is deterministic and Lemma 4.8 yields, P-a.s.,

Y (τ, t, x) = v(τ,X(τ, t, x)), τ ∈ [t, T ],

where X is the solution to Eq. (1). Now let ψn, ϕn be defined in Lemma 5.7, and hence
{Y n(τ, t, x), Zn(τ, t, x, u); τ ∈ [t, T ], x ∈ Rd, u ∈ O}, satisfies the following backward SDEs
with jumps:

Y n(τ, t, x) +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
Zn(s−, t, x, u)Ñ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ

ψn(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds+ ϕn(X(T, t, x)).

We also set vn(t, x) = Y n(t, t, x). Then it is obvious that vn(t, x) is deterministic, and it
can be seen from (15) that

|vn(t, x)| ⩽ C(1 + |x|µ), x ∈ Rd, t ∈ [0, T ],

where C is independent of n. Using Theorem 5.4, it follows that vn belong to C0,1([0, T ]×
Rd;R), and P-a.s.,

Y n(τ, t, x) = vn(τ,X(τ, t, x)), ∀τ ∈ [t, T ],

Zn(τ, t, x, u) = vn(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− vn(τ,X(τ, t, x)), ∀a.e. dτν(du).
Therefore, it holds that

vn(t, x)

=− E[
∫ T

t

ψn(τ,X(τ, t, x), vn(τ,X(τ, t, x)),

∫
O
Z(τ, x, t, u)l(u)ν(du))dτ ]

+ E[ϕn(X(τ, t, x))]

=− E[
∫ T

t

ψn(τ,X(τ, t, x), vn(τ,X(τ, t, x)),∫
O
(vn(τ,X(τ, t, x) + σ(τ,X(τ, t, x))u)− vn(τ,X(τ, t, x)))l(u)ν(du))dτ ]

+ E[ϕn(X(τ, t, x))]

=−
∫ T

t

Pt,τ [ψn(τ, ·, vn(τ, ·),
∫
O
(vn(τ, ·+ σ(τ, ·)u)− vn(τ, ·))l(u)ν(du))](x)dτ

+ Pt,T [ϕn](x).

(24)

Step 2:
For simplicity, in the rest of the proof, we denote

(Xτ , Yτ , Zτ (u)) = (X(τ, t, x), Y (τ, t, x), Z(τ, t, x, u))

and

(Xn
τ , Y

n
τ , Z

n
τ (u)) = (Xn(τ, t, x), Y n(τ, t, x), Zn(τ, t, x, u)).

It is easy to see that

Yτ − Y n
τ +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
Zs−(u)Ñ(ds, du)−

∫ T

τ

∫
O
Zn

s−(u)Ñ(ds, du)
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= −
∫ T

τ

(ψ(s,Xs, Ys,

∫
O
Zs(u)l(u)ν(du))− ψn(s,Xs, Ys,

∫
O
Zs(u)l(u)ν(du)))ds

−
∫ T

τ

(ψn(s,Xs, Ys,

∫
O
Zs(u)l(u)ν(du))− ψn(s,X

n
s , Y

n
s ,

∫
O
Zn

s (u)l(u)ν(du)))ds

+ϕ(XT )− ϕn(XT ).

This yields by Theorem 3.2 that

E[ sup
τ∈[t,T ]

|Yτ − Y n
τ |] + E[

∫ T

t

∫
O
|Zτ − Zn

τ |2ν(du)dτ ]

⩽ CE[|ϕ(XT )− ϕn(XT )|2]

+C(T − t)E[
∫ T

t

|ψ(s,Xs, Ys,

∫
O
Zs(u)l(u)ν(du))− ψn(s,Xs, Ys,

∫
O
Zs(u)l(u)ν(du))|2]

+C(T − t)E[
∫ T

t

[|Ys − Y n
s |2 + |

∫
O
(Zs(u)− Zn

s (u))l(u)ν(du)|2]ds]

⩽ CE[|ϕ(XT )− ϕn(XT )|2]

+C(T − t)E[
∫ T

t

|ψ(s,Xs, Ys,

∫
O
Zs(u)l(u)ν(du))− ψn(s,Xs, Ys,

∫
O
Zs(u)l(u)ν(du))|2]

+C(T − t)E[
∫ T

t

[|Ys − Y n
s |2 +

∫
O
|Zs(u)− Zn

s (u)|2ν(du)]ds]

=: Jn
1 + Jn

2 + Jn
3 ,

where we have used the following fact:

|
∫
O
(Zs(u)− Zn

s (u))l(u)ν(du)|2

= (

∫
O
l2(u)ν(du))2(

∫
O
|Zs(u)− Zn

s (u)

l(u)
| l2(u)ν(du)∫

O l
2(u)ν(du)

)2

⩽
∫
O
l2(u)ν(du)

∫
O
|Zs(u)− Zn

s (u)|2ν(du).

Using Lebesgue dominate convergence theorem, it is easy to see that

Jn
1 , J

n
2 → 0, as n→ ∞.

Then using the fact that T − t ⩽ δ small enough, we have

E[ sup
τ∈[t,T ]

|Yτ − Y n
τ |] + E[

∫ T

t

∫
O
|Zτ (u)− Zn

τ (u)|2ν(du)dτ ] → 0, as n→ ∞.

This implies that

E[ sup
τ∈[t,T ]

|Yτ − Y n
τ |]

+ E[
∫ T

t

∫
O
|Zτ (u)− (vn(τ,Xτ + σ(τ,Xτ )u)− vn(τ,Xτ ))|2ν(du)dτ ]

→ 0, as n→ ∞.

(25)

In particular, it is obvious that vn(t, x) → v(t, x) for every t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd.
Step 3:
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Applying the estimate in Theorem 4.3, we obtain

|∇xvn(t, x)| ⩽ C(T − t)−1/β(1 + |x|)µ, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀x ∈ Rd. (26)

This implies by the mean value theorem, the assumption (FE) and Theorem 3.1 that
P-a.s. for a.e. s ∈ [t, T ],∫

O
|Zn

s (u)||l(u)|ν(du)

=

∫
O
|vn(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)− vn(s,X(s, t, x))||l(u)|ν(du)

=

∫
O
|∇xvn(s,X(s, t, x) + (1− θ)σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)σ(s,X(s, t, x))||ul(u)|ν(du)

⩽CFB

∫
O
|∇xvn(s,X(s, t, x) + (1− θ)σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)||ul(u)|ν(du)

⩽C(T − s)−1/β(1 + |X(s, t, x)|+ (1− θ)|σ(s,X(s, t, x))|)µ

⩽C(T − s)−1/β(1 + |X(s, t, x)|)µ,

(27)

where 0 < θ < 1, and hence by (25)∫
O
|Zs(u)||l(u)|ν(du) ⩽ C(T − s)−1/β(1 + |X(s, t, x)|)µ. (28)

Step 4:
Now we define

V (t, x)h

:= −E[
∫ T

t

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) · [δ♯(F ∗

(s−t)
1
β
(s) · h) ·G−1

(s−t)
1
β
(s)

−Ê[F ∗
(s−t)

1
β
(s) · h · (G−1

(s−t)
1
β
(s))♯]]ds]

+E[ϕ(X(T, t, x)) · [δ♯(F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h) ·G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T )

−Ê[F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h · (G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T ))♯]]], t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd.

The following result can be proved:

|V (t, x)−∇xvn(t, x)| → 0, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, as n→ ∞.

Indeed, it can be see from Theorem 4.2 that

∇vn(t, x)h

= −E[
∫ T

t

ψn(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

·[δ♯(F ∗
(s−t)

1
β
(s) · h) ·G−1

(s−t)
1
β
(s)− Ê[F ∗

(s−t)
1
β
(s) · h · (G−1

(s−t)
1
β
(s))♯]]ds]

+E[ϕn(X(T, t, x)) · [δ♯(F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h) ·G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T )

−Ê[F ∗
(T−t)

1
β
(T ) · h · (G−1

(T−t)
1
β
(T ))♯]]].

Recall that

Uh
s = δ♯(F

∗
(s−t)

1
β
(s) · h) ·G−1

(s−t)
1
β
(s)− Ê[F ∗

(s−t)
1
β
(s) · h · (G−1

(s−t)
1
β
(s))♯].
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Then we have

V (t, x)h−∇vn(t, x)h

= −E[
∫ T

t

(ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) · Uh

s

−ψn(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) · Uh

s )ds]

+E[(ϕ(X(T, t, x))− ϕn(X(T, t, x))) · Uh
T ]

= −E[
∫ T

t

(ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) · Uh

s

−ψn(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) · Uh

s )ds]

−E[
∫ T

t

(ψn(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) · Uh

s

−ψn(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) · Uh

s )ds]

+E[(ϕ(X(T, t, x))− ϕn(X(T, t, x))) · Uh
T ].

This implies by Theorem 3.2, Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 4.13 that

|V (t, x)−∇vn(t, x)|

⩽ C

∫ T

t

E[|ψ(s,X(s, t, x), v(s,X(s, t, x)),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

−ψn(s,X(s, t, x), v(s,X(s, t, x)),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))|2]1/2(s− t)−1/βds

+C

∫ T

t

E[|ψn(s,X(s, t, x), v(s,X(s, t, x)),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

−ψn(s,X(s, t, x), vn(s,X(s, t, x)),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))|2]1/2(s− t)−1/βds

+C

∫ T

t

E[|ϕ(X(T, t, x))− ϕn(X(T, t, x))|2]1/2(T − t)−1/βds

⩽ C

∫ T

t

E[|ψ(s,X(s, t, x), v(s,X(s, t, x)),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

−ψn(s,X(s, t, x), v(s,X(s, t, x)),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))|2]1/2(s− t)−1/βds

+C

∫ T

t

E[|v(s,X(s, t, x))− vn(s,X(s, t, x))|2]1/2(s− t)−1/βds

+C

∫ T

t

E[|
∫
O
(Z(s, t, x, u)− (vn(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)

−vn(s,X(s, t, x))))l(u)ν(du)|2]1/2(s− t)−1/βds

+C

∫ T

t

E[|ϕ(X(T, t, x))− ϕn(X(T, t, x))|2]1/2(T − t)−1/βds

=: C(Kn
1 +Kn

2 +Kn
3 +Kn

4 ).
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It can be seen from Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem that

Kn
1 , K

n
2 , K

n
4 → 0, as n→ ∞.

Now we prove that

Kn
3 → 0, as n→ ∞.

Suppose the contrary, i.e., for some ϵ > 0 and some subsequence nk,

Knk
3

=

∫ T

t

E[|
∫
O
(Z(s, t, x, u)− (vnk

(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)

−vnk
(s,X(s, t, x))))l(u)ν(du)|2]1/2(s− t)−1/βds

⩾ ϵ.

However, using (25), we can extract a subsequence (nkj) such that

E[|
∫
O
(Z(s, t, x, u)− (vnkj

(s,X(s, t, x) + σ(s,X(s, t, x))u)

−vnkj
(s,X(s, t, x))))l(u)ν(du)|2] → 0, as n→ ∞,

and hence by (27)-(28), Theorem 3.1 and Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, a
contradiction can be derived. Then the desired result is obtained.

Step 5:
It is implied by the continuous dependence on (t, x) of X that (t, x) 7→ V (t, x) is also

continuous. Therefore v(t, ·) admits directional derivatives in every direction h ∈ Rd at
every point x ∈ Rd, equal to V (t, x)h. This implies that v ∈ C0,1([0, T ] × Rd;R) and
∇xv = V . Using the fact that for a.e. (τ, u), P-a.s.

Zn
τ (u) = vn(τ,Xτ + σ(τ,Xτ )u)− vn(τ,Xτ ),

we have

Zτ (u) = v(τ,Xτ + σ(τ,Xτ )u)− v(τ,Xτ ).

Then the formula (23) can be obtained from the definition of V . The fact that v solves
Eq. (16) come from (24) by letting n→ ∞.

The estimate (21) is a direct result of (15). Using (26), it is also easy to see that the
estimate (22) is satisfied. Then the proof is complete. □

Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 3.2

The proof of the first three conclusion of Theorem 3.2 is standard, and the readers are
refered to e.g. [14, 15, 13, 9]. Therefore it is sufficient to prove the fourth conclusion. We
denote by

(1) HD,P the subvector space of predictable processes in HD;
(2) HD,ν,P the subvector space of predictable processes in HD,ν ;
(3) HD⊗d,P the set of real valued processes H defined on [0, T ] × Ω × O which are

predictable and belong to L2([0, T ];D× d), i.e., such that

∥H∥2HD⊗d,P
= E[

∫ T

0

∫
O
|H(t, u)|2ν(du)dt]

+

∫ T

0

∫
O
E(H(t, u))ν(du)dt+ E[

∫ T

0

e(H(t, ·))dt] <∞.
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We also denote by Hd
D,P , Hd

D,ν,P and Hd
D⊗d,P the space of Rd-valued processes such that

each coordinate belongs, respectively, to HD,P , HD,ν,P and HD⊗d,P and we equip it with
the standard norm of product topology.

We shall need the following results which can be obtained using the same argument as
in the proof [3, Proposition 8.2].

Lemma A.1. Let H ∈ HD⊗d,P , G ∈ HD,P and F ∈ HD,ν,P , then

(1) The process

X(t) =

∫ t

0

∫
O
H(s, ω, u)Ñ(ds, du), t ∈ [0, T ]

is a square integrable martingale which belongs to HD, and

X♯(t, ω, ω̂) =

∫ t

0

∫
O
H♯(s, ω, u, ω̂)Ñ(ds, du)

+

∫ t

0

∫
O

∫
R

H♭(s, ω, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds, du, dr), ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Moreover,

∥X(t)∥D ⩽
√
2∥H∥HD⊗d,P , ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

∥X∥HD ⩽
√
2T∥H∥HD⊗d,P .

(2) The process

Y (t) =

∫ t

0

G(s, ω)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]

is a square integrable semimartingale which belongs to HD, and

Y ♯(t, ω, ω̂) =

∫ t

0

G♯(s, ω, ω̂)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Moreover,

∥Y (t)∥D ⩽ C∥G∥HD,P , ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

∥Y ∥HD ⩽ C
√
T∥G∥HD,P .

(3) The process

Z(t) =

∫ t

0

∫
O
F (s, u, ω)ν(du)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]

is a square integrable semimartingale which belongs to HD, and

Z♯(t, ω, ω̂) =

∫ t

0

∫
O
F ♯(s, u, ω, ω̂)ν(du)ds, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Moreover,

∥Z(t)∥D ⩽ C∥F∥HD,ν,P , ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

∥Z∥HD ⩽ C
√
T∥F∥HD,ν,P .

The following commutation relation between the Malliavin derivative of a random vari-
able and its conditional expectation with respect to Fs will also be used.
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Lemma A.2. Suppose that {g(t, u, r); t ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ O, r ∈ R} satisfies∫ T

0

∫
O×R

g2(t, u, r)N(dt, du)ρ(r) <∞.

Let F ∈ D and s ∈ [0, T ]. Then E[F |Fs] ∈ D and

Ê[(E[F |Fs])
♯G(T )] = Ê[E[F ♯|Fs]G(s)],

where G(s) =
∫ T

0

∫
O×R

g(s′, u, r)1[0,s](s
′)N ⊙ ρ(ds′, du, dr).

Proof. Let E be the linear span of all real parts of functions

{e−
∫ T
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du); f ⩾ 0, f ∈ d ∩ L1 ∩ L∞,

∫ T

0

∫
O
f 2(s′, u)ν(du)ds′ <∞}.

It can be seen from Lemma [4, Lemma 4.39] that E is total in D.
Let us first prove Lemma A.2 when F = e−

∫ T
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du) ∈ E . Using Itô’s formula,

it follows that

e−
∫ t
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)

= e−
∫ s
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)

+

∫ t

s

∫
O
(e−

∫ s′−
0

∫
O f(s′′,u)Ñ(ds′′,du)−f(s′,u) − e−

∫ s′−
0

∫
O f(s′′,u)Ñ(ds′′,du))Ñ(ds′, du)

+

∫ t

s

∫
O
(e−

∫ s′−
0

∫
O f(s′′,u)Ñ(ds′′,du)−f(s′,u) − e−

∫ s′−
0

∫
O f(s′′,u)Ñ(ds′′,du)

+f(s′, u)e−
∫ s′−
0

∫
O f(s′′,u)Ñ(ds′′,du))ν(du)ds′.

Taking conditional expectation with respect to Fs of both sides of this identity and setting

C(t) = E[e−
∫ t
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)|Fs] yields

C(t) = C(s) +

∫ t

s

∫
O
(e−f(s′,u)C(s′−)− C(s′−) + f(s′, u)C(s′−))ν(du)ds′.

This implies that

C(t) = C(s)e
∫ t
s

∫
O(e−f(s′,u)−1+f(s′,u))ν(du)ds′ .

Then

E[e−
∫ T
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)|Fs] = e−

∫ s
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)e−

∫ T
s

∫
O(ef(s

′,u)−1+f(s′,u))ν(du)ds′ ∈ D,

and hence by the chain rule,

Ê[(E[e−
∫ T
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)|Fs])

♯G(T )]

= Ê[−
∫ s

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′, du, dr)e−
∫ s
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)e

∫ t
s

∫
O(e−f(s′,u)−1+f(s′,u))ν(du)ds′

∫ T

0

∫
O×R

g(s′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′, du, dr)]

= −
∫ s

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)g(s′, u, r)N(ds′, du)ρ(dr)

e−
∫ s
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)e−

∫ t
s

∫
O(ef(s

′,u)−1+f(s′,u))ν(du)ds′ .
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On the other hand, it is obvious that

(e−
∫ T
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du))♯ = −

∫ T

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′, du, dr)e−
∫ T
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du).

Then using Itô’s product formula, we have

−
∫ t

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′, du, dr)e−
∫ t
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)

=−
∫ s

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′, du, dr)e−
∫ s
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)

−
∫ t

s

∫ s′−

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′′, du, dr)d(e−
∫ s′
0

∫
O f(s′′,u)Ñ(ds′′,du))

−
∫ t

s

e−
∫ s′−
0

∫
O f(s′′,u)Ñ(ds′′,du)d(

∫ s′

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′′, du, dr))

=−
∫ s

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′, du, dr)e−
∫ s
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)

−
∫ t

s

∫ s′−

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′′, du, dr)

d(

∫ s′

s

∫
O
(e−

∫ s′′−
0

∫
O f(s′′′,u)Ñ(ds′′′,du)−f(s′′,u)

− e−
∫ s′′−
0

∫
O f(s′′′,u)Ñ(ds′′′,du))Ñ(ds′′, du)

+

∫ s′

s

∫
O
(e−

∫ s′′−
0

∫
O f(s′′′,u)Ñ(ds′′′,du)−f(s′′,u) − e−

∫ s′′−
0

∫
O f(s′′′,u)Ñ(ds′′′,du)

+ f(s′′, u)e−
∫ s′′−
0

∫
O f(s′′′,u)Ñ(ds′′′,du))ν(du)ds′′)

−
∫ t

s

e−
∫ s′−
0

∫
O f(s′′,u)Ñ(ds′′,du)d(

∫ s′

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′′, du, dr)).

(29)

Now setting

D(t) = −Ê[E[
∫ t

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)N ⊙ ρ(ds′, du, dr)e−
∫ t
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)|Fs]G(s)],

and hence it follows from (29) that

D(t) = −
∫ s

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)Ñ(ds′, du)ρ(dr) +

∫ t

s

∫
O
D(s′−)(e−f(s′,u) − 1 + f(s′, u))ν(du)ds′.

Therefore

D(t) = −
∫ s

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)Ñ(ds′, du)ρ(dr)e
∫ t
s

∫
O(e−f(s′,u)−1+f(s′,u))ν(du)ds′ .

This yields that

Ê[E[(e−
∫ T
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du))♯|Fs]Gs]

= −
∫ s

0

∫
O×R

f ♭(s′, u, r)Ñ(ds′, du)ρ(dr)e−
∫ s
0

∫
O f(s′,u)Ñ(ds′,du)e

∫ t
s

∫
O(e−f(s′,u)−1+f(s′,u))ν(du)ds′ .

Then Lemma A.2 is proved when F ∈ E .
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Let now F ∈ D and (Fn, n ∈ N∗) ⊂ E be such that

lim
n→∞

Fn = F in L2(P),

lim
n→∞

F ♯
n = F ♯ in L2(P× P̂).

Using the continuity of the conditional expectation, we have

lim
n→∞

E[Fn|Fs] = E[F |Fs] in L2(P),

lim
n→∞

E[F ♯
n|Fs] = E[F ♯|Fs] in L2(P× P̂).

Therefore applying

Ê[(E[Fn|Fs])
♯G(T )] = Ê[E[F ♯

n|Fs]G(s)],

it follows that

lim
n→∞

Ê[(E[Fn|Fs])
♯G(T )] = Ê[E[F ♯|Fs]G(s)] in L2(P).

Now the desired result is obtained. □

Using the method of Picard iteration, for every n ∈ N, we construct recursively a
sequence {Y n(τ, t, x), Zn(τ, t, x, u); τ ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, u ∈ O} of successive approximations
by,

Y n+1(τ, t, x) +
∫ T

τ

∫
O Z

n+1(s−, t, x, u)Ñ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ
ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O Z

n(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds+ ϕ(X(T, t, x)),

Y 0(τ, t, x) = 0, Z0(τ, t, x, u) = 0.

The following result can be proved in the same way as the proof of [9, Theorem 3.1.1].

Lemma A.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.2, we have

lim
n→∞

(∥Y − Y n∥S2 + ∥Z − Zn∥M2) = 0.

Lemma A.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.2,

(Y n(τ, t, x), Zn(τ, t, x, u)) ∈ HD ×HD,ν ,

EÊ[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

|(Y n(τ, t, x))♯|2] + EÊ[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|(Zn(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ] <∞,

implies

(Y n+1(τ, t, x), Zn+1(τ, t, x, u)) ∈ HD ×HD,ν ,

EÊ[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

|(Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯|2] + EÊ[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|(Zn+1(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ] <∞.

Proof. Step 1:
By Lemma A.1, it is obvious that∫

O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du) ∈ D,

and hence by the assumption (BD) and the chain rule, it holds that

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)) ∈ D.
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Then using Lemma A.1 again, for every τ ∈ [0, T ],∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds ∈ D

and

(

∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds)♯

=

∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

+∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(Y n(s, t, x))♯

+∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du))ds.

Step 2:
By the chain rule, ϕ(X(T, t, x)) ∈ D and

(ϕ(X(T, t, x)))♯ = ∇ϕ(X(T, t, x))(X(T, t, x))♯.

In view of Lemma A.2 and

Y n+1(τ, t, x)

= E[−
∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds+ ϕ(X(T, t, x))|Fτ ],

for every τ ∈ [0, T ], we have

Y n+1(τ, t, x) ∈ D.

This implies that ∫ T

τ

∫
O
Zn+1(s, t, x, u)Ñ(ds, du) ∈ D.

Step 3:
For (α, y) ∈ [t, T ]× Rd, setting

X(α,y)(τ, t, x) := ε+(α,y)X(τ, t, x), ∇Xα,y(τ, α, x) := ε+(α,y)∇X(τ, α, x),

(Y n(τ, t, x))(α,y) := ε+(α,y)Y
n(τ, t, x), (∇Y n(τ, α, x))(α,y) := ε+(α,y)∇Y

n(τ, α, x),

(Zn(τ, t, x, u))(α,y) := ε+(α,y)Z
n(τ, t, x, u), (∇Zn(τ, α, x, u))(α,y) := ε+(α,y)∇Z

n(τ, α, x, u).

It holds that

(Y n+1(τ, t, x))(α,y) +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
(Zn+1(s−, t, x, u))(α,y)Ñ(ds, du) + Zn+1(α, t, x, y)1{τ∈[0,α]}

= −
∫ T

τ

ψ(s,X(α,y)(s, t, x), (Y n(s, t, x))(α,y),

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))(α,y)l(u)ν(du))ds

+∇ϕ(X(α,y)(T, t, x)).

Then for any τ ∈ [α, T ], we have

((Y n+1(τ, t, x))(α,y))♭ +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
((Zn+1(s−, t, x, u))(α,y))♭Ñ(ds, du)
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= −
∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, t, x), (Y n(s, t, x))(α,y),∫

O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))(α,y)l(u)ν(du))(X(α,y)(s, t, x))♭

+∇yψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, t, x), (Y n(s, t, x))(α,y),∫

O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))(α,y)l(u)ν(du))((Y n(s, t, x))(α,y))♭

+∇zψ(s,X
(α,y)(s, t, x), (Y n(s, t, x))(α,y),∫

O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))(α,y)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
((Zn(s, t, x, u))(α,y))♭l(u)ν(du))ds

+∇ϕ(X(α,y)(T, t, x))(X(α,y)(T, t, x))♭.

Now using (3), it holds that

(Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯ +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
(Zn+1(s−, t, x, u))♯Ñ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ

∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)ds

−
∫ T

τ

∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(Y n(s, t, x))♯ds

−
∫ T

τ

∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∫

O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du)ds

+∇ϕ(X(T, t, x))(X(T, t, x))♯.

Step 4:
By Jensen’s inequality we have

(

∫
O
|Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)|ν(du))2

= (M(O))2(

∫
O
|Z

n(s, t, x, u)

l(u)
| l

2(u)ν(du)

M(O)
)2

⩽ M(O)

∫
O
|Zn(s, t, x, u)|2ν(du),

where

M(O) =

∫
O
l2(u)ν(du).

Similarly, we have

(

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du))2 ⩽ M(O)

∫
O
|(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du).

In view of Theorem 3.2 (2) and the assumption (BD), we obtain

EÊ[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

|(Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯|2 +
∫ T

0

∫
O
|(Zn+1(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ]
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⩽ CEÊ[
∫ T

0

|∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)|2ds]

+CEÊ[
∫ T

0

|∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(Y n(s, t, x))♯|2ds]

+CEÊ[
∫ T

0

|∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))∫

O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du)|2ds]

+CEÊ[|∇ϕ(X(T, t, x))(X(T, t, x))♯|2]

⩽ CEÊ[
∫ T

0

(1 +

∫
O
|Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)|ν(du))2

(1 + |X(s, t, x)|+ |Y n(s, t, x)|)2m|X♯(s, t, x)|2ds]

+CEÊ[
∫ T

0

|(Y n(s, t, x))♯|2ds]

+CEÊ[
∫ T

0

|
∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du)|2ds]

+CEÊ[|(X(T, t, x))♯|2]

⩽ CEÊ[
∫ T

0

(1 +

∫
O
|Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)|ν(du))2

(1 + |X(s, t, x)|+ |Y n(s, t, x)|)2m|X♯(s, t, x)|2ds]

+CEÊ[
∫ T

0

|(Y n(s, t, x))♯|2ds]

+CEÊ[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)ds]

+CEÊ[|(X(T, t, x))♯|2].

Now it is sufficient to deal with the term

EÊ[
∫ T

0

(1 +

∫
O
|Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)|ν(du))2(1 + |X(s, t, x)|+ |Y n(s, t, x)|)2m|X♯(s, t, x)|2ds].

Using Hölder’s inequality, we have

EÊ[
∫ T

0

(1 +

∫
O
|Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)|ν(du))2(1 + |X(s, t, x)|+ |Y n(s, t, x)|)2m|X♯(s, t, x)|2ds]

⩽ CEÊ[ sup
s∈[0,T ]

((1 + |X(s, t, x)|+ |Y n(s, t, x)|)2m|X♯(s, t, x)|2)

(1 +

∫ T

0

∫
O
|Zn(s, t, x, u)|2ν(du)ds)]

⩽ CEÊ[ sup
s∈[0,T ]

((1 + |X(s, t, x)|+ |Y n(s, t, x)|)2mp|X♯(s, t, x)|2p)]1/p

EÊ[(1 +
∫ T

0

∫
O
|Zn(s, t, x, u)|2ν(du)ds)p/(p−1)](p−1)/p.

This in turn yields the desired result by Theorem 3.1. □
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Lemma A.5. Suppose {Ỹ (τ, t, x), Z̃(τ, t, x, u); τ ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, u ∈ O} satisfies the
following backward SDEs with jumps:

Ỹ (τ, t, x) +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
Z̃(s−, t, x, u)Ñ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

+∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)

+∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)))ds

+∇ϕ(X(T, t, x))X♯(T, t, x).

Then under the assumptions of Theorem 3.2, we have

EÊ[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

|Ỹ (τ, t, x)|2] + EÊ[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|Z̃(τ, t, x, u)|2ν(du)dτ ] <∞

and

lim
n→∞

(EÊ[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

|Ỹ (τ, t, x)− (Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯|2]

+EÊ[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|Z̃(τ, t, x, u)− (Zn+1(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ]) = 0.

Proof. Using the same argument as in the proof of Lemma A.4, it follows that

EÊ[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

|Ỹ (τ, t, x)|2] + EÊ[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|Z̃(τ, t, x, u)|2ν(du)dτ ] <∞.

Now we deal with the convergence of

{(Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯, (Zn+1(τ, t, x, u))♯; τ ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, u ∈ O}

in S2 ×M2. It is obvious that

Ỹ (τ, t, x)− (Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯ +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
(Z̃(s−, t, x, u)− (Zn+1(s−, t, x, u))♯)Ñ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

+∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)

+∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds

+

∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

+∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(Y n(s, t, x))♯

+∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du))ds.
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Then using Theorem 3.2 (2), it follows that

EÊ[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

eρτ |Ỹ (τ, t, x)− (Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯|2

+

∫ T

0

∫
O
eρτ |Z̃(τ, t, x, u)− (Zn+1(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ]

⩽
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

−∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)

−∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(Y n(s, t, x))♯|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)

−∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du)|2ds]

⩽
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

−∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)

−∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)

−∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))(Y n(s, t, x))♯|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)

−∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)

−∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du)|2ds]

⩽
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

−∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)|2ds]
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+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)

−∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|Ỹ (s, t, x)− (Y n(s, t, x))♯|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)

−∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|
∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)−

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du)|2ds]

⩽
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

−∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)

−∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Ỹ (s, t, x)|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|Ỹ (s, t, x)− (Y n(s, t, x))♯|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

eρs|∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)

−∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y n(s, t, x),

∫
O
Zn(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)|2ds]

+
C

ρ
EÊ[

∫ T

0

∫
O
eρs|Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)−

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)ds]

=: In1 + In2 + In3 + In4 + In5 ,

where we have used the fact that

EÊ[
∫ T

0

eρs|
∫
O
Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)−

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯l(u)ν(du)|2ds]

⩽ CEÊ[
∫ T

0

∫
O
eρs|Z̃(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du)−

∫
O
(Zn(s, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)ds].

Using the assumption (BD), and the convergence of (Y n, Zn) to (Y, Z) as n tends to
infinity, it is easy to see that

In1 , I
n
2 , I

n
4 → 0, as n→ ∞.

Then for any small ϵ > 0, we can find sufficiently large N such that for all n ⩾ N ,

EÊ[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

eρτ |Ỹ (τ, t, x)− (Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯|2
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+

∫ T

0

∫
O
eρτ |Z̃(τ, t, x, u)− (Zn+1(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ]

< ϵ+
C

ρ
EÊ[ sup

τ∈[0,T ]

eρτ |Ỹ (τ, t, x)− (Y n(τ, t, x))♯|2

+

∫ T

0

∫
O
eρτ |Z̃(τ, t, x, u)− (Zn(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ].

Now take ρ sufficiently large such that

C

ρ
< 1.

Then by recursion, for any n ⩾ N , we have

EÊ[ sup
τ∈[0,T ]

eρτ |Ỹ (τ, t, x)− (Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯|2

+

∫ T

0

∫
O
eρτ Z̃(τ, t, x, u)− (Zn+1(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ]

< ϵ+
C

ρ
EÊ[ sup

τ∈[0,T ]

eρτ |Ỹ (τ, t, x)− (Y n(τ, t, x))♯|2

+

∫ T

0

∫
O
eρτ |Z̃(τ, t, x, u)− (Zn(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ]

<
ϵ

1− C/ρ
+ (

C

ρ
)n+1−NEÊ[ sup

τ∈[0,T ]

eρτ |Ỹ (τ, t, x)− (Y N(τ, t, x))♯|2

+

∫ T

0

∫
O
eρτ |Z̃(τ, t, x, u)− (ZN(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ].

Then we complete the proof. □

Completion of the proof of Theorem 3.2. In view of Lemma A.3, Lemma A.4 and Lemma
A.5, it follows that

{Y n+1(τ, t, x), Zn+1(τ, t, x, u); τ ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, u ∈ O} ∈ HD ×HD,ν ,

lim
n→∞

(E[
∫ T

0

|Y (τ, t, x)− Y n+1(τ, t, x)|2dt]

+E[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|Z(τ, t, x, u)− Zn+1(τ, t, x, u)|2ν(du)dτ ]) = 0

and

lim
n→∞

(EÊ[
∫ T

0

|Ỹ (τ, t, x)− (Y n+1(τ, t, x))♯|2dt]

+EÊ[
∫ T

0

∫
O
|Z̃(τ, t, x, u)− (Zn+1(τ, t, x, u))♯|2ν(du)dτ ]) = 0.

Then using the fact that the Malliavin derivative is a closed operator, we have

{Y (τ, t, x), Z(τ, t, x, u); τ ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, u ∈ O} ∈ HD ×HD,ν ,
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and the Malliavin derivative {Y ♯(τ, t, x), Z♯(τ, t, x, u); τ ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, u ∈ O} satisfies
the following backward SDEs with jumps:

Y ♯(τ, t, x) +

∫ T

τ

∫
O
Z♯(s−, t, x, u)Ñ(ds, du)

= −
∫ T

τ

(∇xψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))X♯(s, t, x)

+∇yψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))Y ♯(s, t, x)

+∇zψ(s,X(s, t, x), Y (s, t, x),

∫
O
Z(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))

∫
O
Z♯(s, t, x, u)l(u)ν(du))ds

+∇ϕ(X(T, t, x))X♯(T, t, x).

Therefore the proof is complete. □

Appendix B. Proof of Proposition 4.1

First of all, using the condition (5), there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that∫
O
(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du) ⩽ C1λ

β/3, ∀λ > 0.

This implies by the inequality xe−x ⩽ 1− e−x provided x ⩾ 0 that∫
O
λ|u|3e−λ|u|3ν(du) ⩽ C1λ

β/3.

Hence for any n ∈ N∗, we have∫
{2−n−1<|u|⩽2−n}

λ|u|3e−λ|u|3ν(du) ⩽ C1λ
β/3. (30)

On the other hand, choose λn = 23n, then λn|u|3 ⩽ 1 for any 2−n−1 < u ⩽ 2−n. It follows
that ∫

{2−n−1<|u|⩽2−n}
λn|u|3e−λn|u|3ν(du) ⩾ e−1

∫
{2−n−1<|u|⩽2−n}

23n|u|3ν(du). (31)

Then using (30) and (31), we have∫
{2−n−1<|u|⩽2−n}

|u|2ν(du)

⩽ 2n+1

∫
{2−n−1<|u|⩽2−n}

|u|3ν(du)

⩽ e2n+1−3n

∫
{2−n−1<|u|⩽2−n}

λn|u|3e−λn|u|3ν(du)

⩽ 2eC12
nβ−2n =: C22

−n(2−β).

Therefore∫
{|u|⩽2−n}

|u|2ν(du) =
∞∑
k=n

∫
{2−k−1<|u|⩽2−k}

|u|2ν(du) ⩽ C2

∞∑
k=n

2−k(2−β) ⩽ C32
−n(2−β).
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Now for any ε > 0, choose nε ∈ N∗ such that 2−nε−1 < ε ⩽ 2−nε . This yields that∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|2ν(du) ⩽
∫
|u|⩽2−nε

|u|2ν(du) ⩽ C4ε
2−β,

and hence for any p ⩾ 2,∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|pν(du) ⩽ εp−2

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|2ν(du) ⩽ C4ε
p−β.

Then the first conclusion of Proposition 4.1 has been proven.
Now we show that there exists a constant CL > 0 such that

ν(|u| > ε) ⩽ CLε
−β, ∀ε > 0. (32)

Indeed, for any ε > 0, choose nε ∈ N∗ such that 2−nε−1 < ε ⩽ 2−nε . By the first conclusion
of Proposition 4.1 we have that for any k ∈ N∗,∫

2−k−1<|u|⩽2−k

|u|2ν(du) ⩽ CO2
−k(2−β).

It follows that

ν(|u| > ϵ) ⩽
nε∑
k=0

ν(2−k−1 < |u| ⩽ 2−k)

⩽
nε∑
k=0

22k+2

∫
{2−k−1<|u|⩽2−k}

|u|2ν(du)

⩽ CO

nε∑
k=0

22k+22−k(2−β)

= CO

nε∑
k=0

2βk+2

⩽ C52
β(nε+1) ⩽ C6ε

−β,

and this is the desired result.
We are in a position to prove

E[(
∫ τ

t

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|3N(ds, du))−p] ⩽ CI(((τ − t)ε3−β)−p + (τ − t)−
3p
β ).

It is easy to see that

E[e−λ
∫ τ
t

∫
{|u|⩽ε} |u|

3N(ds,du)]

= exp{−(τ − t)

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du)}.

Then we have

E[(
∫ τ

t

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|3N(ds, du))−p]

=
1

Γ(p)

∫ ∞

0

λp−1E[e−λ
∫ τ
t

∫
{|u|⩽ε} |u|

3N(ds,du)]dλ

=
1

Γ(p)

∫ ∞

0

λp−1 exp{−(τ − t)

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du)}dλ.
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Applying the condition (5), there exists a constant λ0 > 0 such that∫
O
(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du) ⩾

λβ/3κ

2
, ∀λ > λ0.

Now using the fact that

(τ − t)

∫
O
(1− eλ|u|

3

)ν(du)

⩽ (τ − t)

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du) + (τ − t)

∫
{|u|>ε}

(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du)

⩽ (τ − t)

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du) + CL(τ − t)ε−β,

where we have used the estimate (32), for all λ ⩾ λε = (4CL

κ
ε−β)3/β ∨ λ0, we have

τ − t

λβ/3

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du)

⩾
κ(τ − t)

2
− CL(τ − t)

λβ/3
ε−β ⩾

κ(τ − t)

4
.

This implies that ∫ ∞

λε

λp−1 exp{−(τ − t)

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du)}dλ

⩽
∫ ∞

0

λp−1e−
κ(τ−t)

4
λβ/3

dλ

⩽ C7(τ − t)−
3p
β .

On the other hand, using the inequality xe−x ⩽ 1 − e−x provided x ⩾ 0 again, and the
fact that λεε

3 = 4CL

κ
∨ (λ0ε

3) ⩽ 4CL

κ
∨ λ0 =: C8, we have∫ λε

0

λp−1 exp{−(τ − t)

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

(1− e−λ|u|3)ν(du)}dλ

⩽
∫ λε

0

λp−1 exp{−(τ − t)λ

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|3e−λ|u|3ν(du)}dλ

⩽
∫ λε

0

λp−1 exp{−(τ − t)λ

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|3e−λεε3ν(du)}dλ

=

∫ λε

0

λp−1 exp{−C9(τ − t)λ

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|3ν(du)}dλ

⩽
∫ ∞

0

λp−1 exp{−C9(τ − t)λ

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|3ν(du)}dλ

⩽ C10((τ − t)

∫
{|u|⩽ε}

|u|3ν(du))−p

⩽ C10(CO(τ − t)ε3−β)−p.

Then the proof is complete.
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J. Funct. Anal., 269 (10), 3195-3219, 2013.

[22] X. Zhang: Derivative formula and gradient estimate for SDEs driven by α-stable processes, Sto-
chastic Process. Appl., 123, 1213-1228, 2013.

49


	1. Introduction
	2. Lent Particle Method
	2.1. Set-up

	3. Notations and Preliminary Results on the Forward-Backward Systems
	3.1. Notations
	3.2. Forward SDEs
	3.3. Forward-Backward System

	4. Bismut-Elworthy-Li Formulae
	4.1. Some Useful Lemmas
	4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.2
	4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.3

	5. Nonlocal Quasi-Linear Integral-PDEs
	5.1. Notations and Notions
	5.2. Joint Quadratic Variation
	5.3. Nonlocal Quasi-Linear Integral-PDEs with the Assumption (BD)
	5.4. Nonlocal Quasi-Linear Integral-PDEs without the Assumption (BD)

	Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 3.2
	Appendix B. Proof of Proposition 4.1
	References

