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Abstract

We study the discrete-time approximation for solutions of forward-backward stochas-
tic differential equations (FBSDEs) with a jump. In this part, we study the case of
Lipschitz generators, and we refer to the second part of this work [I1] for the quadratic
case. Our method is based on a result given in the companion paper [10] which allows
to link a FBSDE with a jump with a recursive system of two Brownian FBSDEs. Then
we use the classical results on discretization of Brownian FBSDEs to approximate each
Brownian FBSDE of recursive system and we recombine these approximations to get a
discretization of the FBSDE with a jump. This approach allows to get a convergence
rate similar to that of schemes for Brownian FBSDEs.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study a discrete-time approximation for the solution of a forward-backward
stochastic differential equation (FBSDE) with a jump of the form

t t t
Xy = x—i—/ b(s,Xs)ds—i—/ U(S,Xs>dWs—|—/ B(s, Xs-)dHs ,
0 0 0

T T T
Y, = g(Xr)+ / F (5, Xo, Yo, 2o, Us)ds — / Z.dW, — / ULdH, |
t t t

where H;, = 1,<;, and 7 is a jump time, which can represent a default time in credit risk
or counterparty risk. Such equations naturally appear in finance, see for example Bielecki
and Jeanblanc [2], Lim and Quenez [14], Peng and Xu [15], Ankirchner et al. [I] for an
application to exponential utility maximization problem and Kharroubi and Lim [10] for the
hedging problem in a complete market. Our work is divided into two parts. In this part, we
study the case where the generator f is Lipschitz. The case of a generator f with quadratic
growth w.r.t. Z is studied in the second part [I1].

For Lipschitz generators, the discrete-time approximation of FBSDEs with jumps is
studied by Bouchard and Elie [4] in the case of Poissonian jumps. Their approach is based
on a regularity result for the process Z, which is given by Malliavin calculus tools. This
regularity result for the process Z was first proved by Zhang [16] in a Brownian framework
to provide a convergence rate for the discrete-time approximation of FBSDEs. The use of
Malliavin calculus to prove regularity on Z is possible in [4] since the authors suppose that
the Brownian motion is independent of the jump measure.

In our case, we only assume that the random jump time 7 admits a conditional density
given W, which is assumed to be absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure. In par-
ticular, we do not specify a particular law for 7 and we do not assume that 7 is independent
of W as for the case of a Poisson random measure.

To the best of our knowledge, no Malliavin calculus theory has been set for such a frame-
work. Thus, the method used in [4] fails to provide a convergence rate for the approximation
in this context.

We therefore follow another approach, which consists in using the decomposition result
given in the companion paper [I0] to write the solution of a FBSDE with a jump as a
combination of solutions to a recursive system of FBSDEs without jump. We then prove a
regularity result on the Z components of Brownian BSDEs coming from the decomposition
of the BSDE with a jump. This regularity result allows to get a rate for the convergence of
the discrete-time schemes for these BSDEs as in [16] or [4].

Finally, we recombine the approximations of the solutions to recursive system of Brow-
nian FBSDEs to get a discretization of the solution to the FBSDE with a jump.

We notice that our approach also allows to weaken the assumption on the forward jump
coefficient. More precisely, we only assume that § is Lipschitz continuous, contrary to [4]
who assumes that (§ is regular and the matrix I; + V[ is elliptic.



As said upper, this kind of FBSDEs with a jump appears in finance. The wide assump-
tions made on the jump time 7 allow to modelize general phenomenon as a firm default or
simpler as a jump of an asset that can be seen as contagion from the default of another firm
on the market, see e.g. [9] for some examples. In particular, the approximation of these
FBSDESs has its own interest, since it provides approximations of optimal gains and strate-
gies of the studied investment problems. We study in this part the case of FBSDEs with
Lipschitz generators, which is related to valuation in complete markets (see [10]) and the
utility maximization in incomplete markets with compact investment constraints (see [14]).
The study of the discretization of FBSDEs with a quadratic generator, which are related to
more general investment problems (see [1]), is postponed to the second part of this work.

We choose to present our results in the case of a single jump and a one-dimensional
Brownian motion for the sake of simplicity. We notice that they can easily be extended to
the case of a d-dimensional Brownian motion and multiple jumps with eventually random
marks, as in [10], taking values in a finite space.

The paper is organized as follows. The next section presents the framework of progressive
enlargement of a Brownian filtration by a random jump, and the well posedness of FBSDEs
in this context. In Section 3, we present the discrete-time schemes for the forward and
backward solutions based on the decomposition given in the previous section. Finally, in
Sections 4 and 5, we study the convergence rate of these schemes respectively for the forward
and the backward solutions.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Throughout this paper, we let (2, G,P) a probability space on which is defined a standard
one dimensional Brownian motion W. We denote F = (F3),-, the natural filtration of W
augmented by all the P-null sets. We also consider on this s_pace a random time 7, i.e. a
nonnegative G-measurable random variable, and we denote classically the associated jump
process by H which is given by

Hy = T,<, t>0.

We denote by D = (D;)>0 the smallest right-continuous filtration for which 7 is a stopping
time. The global information is then defined by the progressive enlargement G = (G;),s, of
the initial filtration where G :=F vV ID. This kind of enlargement was introduced by J a_cod,
Jeulin and Yor in the 80s (see e.g. [6], [7] and [5]). We introduce some notations used
throughout the paper:

— P(F) (resp. P(G)) is the o-algebra of F (resp. G)-predictable measurable subsets
of @ x Ry, i.e. the o-algebra generated by the left-continuous F (resp. G)-adapted
processes,



— PM(F) (resp. PM(G)) is the o-algebra of F (resp. G)-progressively measurable
subsets of 2 x R,.

We shall make, throughout the sequel, the standing assumption in the progressive enlarge-
ment of filtrations known as density assumption (see e.g. [8, 9, [10]).

(DH) There exists a positive and bounded P(F) ® B(R, )-measurable process 7 such that
Plredd|F] = w(@)dd, t>0.
Using Proposition 2.1 in [10] we get that (DH) ensures that the process H admits an
intensity.
Proposition 2.1. The process H admits a compensator of the form \dt, where the process

A is defined by

. %(t)
AN = —P[T>t‘]:t]]lt§7—’ t>0.

We impose the following assumption to the process A:

(HBI) The process A is bounded.

We also introduce the martingale invariance assumption known as the (H)-hypothesis.
(H) Any F-martingale remains a G-martingale.

We now introduce the following spaces, where a,b € Ry with a < b, and T < oo is the
terminal time:

— S@[a,b] (resp. Sg°la,b]) is the set of PM(G) (resp. PM(F))-measurable processes
(Y:)tefa,n) essentially bounded:

1Y [[sociapy = esssup|Yy[ < oo.
t€[a,b]

— S%la,b] (resp. SE[a,b]), with p > 2, is the set of PM(G) (resp. PM(F))-measurable
processes (Y;)ie[a,5 Such that

1Yoy = (B[ sup ip])" < oo

tela,b]

— Hf[a,b] (resp. Hgla,b]), with p > 2, is the set of P(G) (resp. P(F))-measurable
processes (Z;)ic[a,5 sSuch that

b 4
12 = E[( [ 12Pd)7] < oo

— L*()) is the set of P(G)-measurable processes (Up)iejo.r] such that

oy = (B[ [ wpras])’ < oo

D=



2.2 Forward-Backward SDE with a jump

Given measurable functions b : [0, T| xR = R, o : [0, T]xR - R, 8: [0, T]xR >R, g : R —
Rand f:[0,T]x RxR xR xR — R, and an initial condition 2 € R, we study the discrete-
time approximation of the solution (X,Y, Z,U) in S[0,T] x S§°[0,T] x HZ[0,T] x L*(\) to
the following forward-backward stochastic differential equation:

t t

t
Xy = o+ /b(s,Xs)ds + /U(S,Xs>dWs + /B(S,Xs—)dHS , 0<t<T, (21)
0 0 0
T
Y, — g(XT>+/f(s,Xs,YS,Zs,US<1—HS>)ds
! T T
—/stWS—/USdHS, 0<t<T, (2.2)
t t

when the generator of the BSDE is Lipschitz.

Remark 2.1. In BSDE (2.2), the jump component U of the unknown (Y, Z,U) appears in
the generator f with an additional multiplicative term 1 — H. This ensures the equation
to be well posed in SF[0,T] x HZ[0,T] x L*(\). Indeed, the component U lives in L?(\),
thus its value on (7 AT, T is not defined, since the intensity A vanishes on (7 AT, T]. We
therefore introduce the term 1 — H to kill the value of U on (7 A T,T] and hence to avoid
making the equation depends on it.

We first prove that the decoupled system (2.1)-(2.2)) admits a solution. To this end, we
introduce several assumptions on the coefficients b, o, 3, g and f. We consider the following
assumption for the forward coefficients:

(HF') There exists a constant K such that the functions b, o and f satisfy
[b(t, 0)| + |o(t, 0)| +[B(£,0)] < K,
and
[b(t, x) — b(t, )| + [o(t, 2) — o(t,2")[ + |B(t, x) — B(t,2')] < Klz—2'],

for all (¢,z,2") € [0,T] x R x R.
For the backward coefficients g and f, we impose the following assumption:

(HBL) There exists a constant K such that the functions ¢g and f satisfy
|f(t,2,0,0,0)[ + |g(x)] < K,
and
[ty z0) = f(toy, 2 u)] < K(ly—y|+ ]z =2+ [u—]),
for all (t,z,y,y,2,2",u,u’) €0,7T] x R x [R]? x [R]* x [R]*.
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Following the decomposition approach initiated by [10], we introduce the recursive system

of FBSDEs associated with (2.1)-(2.2):
e Find (X1(0),YY(0), Z*(0)) € S2[0,T] x S0, T] x HZ[H,T] such that

X0) = a4 /Z(s,x;<e))ds+ /fy(s,xg(m)dmm(e,x@l(9))]%, 0<i<T. (23)

VAHO) = g(XH0) + /}(S,X;w»w),z;<9>7o>ds— /Z;w)dWS,GStST, (2.4)

t

for all # € [0, 7.
e Find (X% Y? 79 € S2[0,T] x 8°[0,T] x HZ[0,T] such that

t t
X} =z +/ b(s, X?)ds +/ o(s, XD)dW,, 0<t<T, (2.5)
0 0

T T
Yo = g(X%H/ f(s,xg,ng,y;(s)—Yg)ds—/ Z04W,, 0<t<T. (2.6)
t

t

Then, the link between FBSDE ([2.1))-(2.2)) and the recursive system of FBSDEs (12.5))-([2.6)
and ([2.3)-(2.4)) is given by the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that (HF) and (HBL) hold true. Then, FBSDE (2.1)-(2.2) admits
a unique solution (X,Y,Z, U) € S&[0,T] x SF[0,T] x HZ[0,T] x L*(\) given by
Xy = Xto]lt<r + Xt1<7)]17§t )
YV, = YL, + Y (7)<,
Zy = Zer + ZHT) ooy
U= (70 - YOt

(2.7)

where (X1(0),Y'(0), Z*(0)) is the unique solution to FBSDE ([2.3))-(2.4) in S2[0, T xSg°[6, T] %
H2[0,T), for 0 € [0,T], and (X°,Y°, Z%) is the unique solution to FBSDE ({2.5))-(2.6) in
S2[0,T) x 80, T] x HE[0,T.

Proof.

Step 1. Solution to under (HF).

Under (HF) there exist unique processes X° € SZ[0, T satisfying (2.5), and X*(0) € S2[0, T}
satisfying for all 6 € [0,T] such that X' is PM(F) @ B(R)-measurable. Then, from
the definition of H, we check that the process X defined by

X, = Xer + XH)Lisy (2.8)

satisfies (2.1). We now check that X € S2[0,7]. We first notice that from (HF), there
exists a constant K such that

E[ sup }Xfﬂ < K. (2.9)
t€[0,T]



Then, from the definition of X', we have for all ¢t € [§, T

sup ‘X;(G)‘Q
]

)
s€ff,t

< K(|Xg|2+\ﬁ(6,xg)|2+/ |b(u, X(0))|du + sup
0

s€[0,t]

| atuxionaw,

Using (HF) and BDG-inequality, we get

E[ sup |X;(Q)}2] < K<1+/9tE[ sup |Xi(0)}z]du) :

s€[6,t] u€lf,s]

for some constant K which does not depend on 0. Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we get

1
92}(1)2“}“)( (6’)“35[91] < K. (2.10)

Combining (2.8)), (2.9) and (2.10)), we get that X € SZ[0,T]. Moreover still using (HF) we
get the uniqueness of a solution to (2.1)) in SZ[0,T7.

Step 2. Solution to under (HBL).
To follow the decomposition approach initiated by the authors in [I0], we need the generator
to be predictable. To this end, we notice that in BSDE , we can replace the generator
(t,y,z,u) = f(t, Xy, vy, z,u(l1— Hy)) by the predictable map (t,y, z,u) — f(t, X4-,y, z,u(1—
Hi-)).

Using the decomposition , we are able to write explicitly the decompositions of the
Gr-measurable random variable g(Xr) and the P(G) ® B(R) ® B(R) ® B(R)-measurable map
(w,t,y, z,u) — f(t, X~ (w),y, z,u(l — Hi-(w))) given by Lemma 2.1 in [10]:

9(Xr) = g(XP)lrer + g(Xp(T)rs,
f(ta Xt*7y7 2, (1 - Ht*)u) = fo(ta Y, z, U)]ltgr + fl(ta Yy, z,u, 7_)]lt>7' )

with fO(t,y, z,u) = f(t, XP,y, z,u) and f1(t,y, z,u,0) = f(t, X (0),y,2,0), forall (¢,y,z,u,0) €
0,T] x Rx R xR x R,.

Suppose now that (HBL) holds true. Then, from Proposition C.1 in [10], BSDE ({2.4)
admits a P(F) @ B([0, T])-measurable solution (Y!, Z') and BSDE ({2.6) admits a solution
(Y?, Z9). Using Proposition 2.1 in [13], we obtain the existence of a constant K such that

Y O lls<por + 12" Ol 2oy < K
for all # € [0,T], and
”Y0“soo[o,T] + HZOHH2[0,T] < K.

We can then apply Theorem 3.1 in [I0] and we get the existence of a solution to in
S0, T) x HA[0,T] x L*(\).

Let (Y, Z,U) and (Y',Z',U’) be two solutions to in SF[0,T] x HZ[0,T] x L*(\).
Since f(t,z,y,z,u(l—H;)) = f(t,z,y, z,0) for all t € (1 AT, T] and X vanishes on (7 AT, T,
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we can assume w.l.o.g. that Uy = U/ = 0 for t € (1 AT,T]. Then, from (HBL), we can
apply Theorem 4.1 in [10] and we get that ¥ < Y’. Since Y and Y’ play the same role,
we obtain Y = Y’. Identifying the pure jump parts of Y and Y’ gives U = U’. Finally,
identifying the unbounded variation gives Z = Z'. O

Throughout the sequel, we give an approximation of the solution to FBSDE (2.1])-(2.2)
by studying the approximation of the solutions to the recursive system of FBSDEs —
and —. For that we use the classical results of discretization in the case of
Lipschitz Brownian FBSDEs.

3 Discrete-time scheme for the FBSDE

In this section, we introduce a discrete-time approximation of the solution (X,Y,Z,U) to

FBSDE (2.1)-(2.2)) based on its decomposition given by Theorem [2.1]
Throughout the sequel, we consider a discretization grid © = {to,...,t,} of [0,T] with

O=ty<t1 <...<t,=T. Fort € [0,T], we denote by m(t) the largest element of 7 smaller
than t:

m(t) = max{t;,i=0,....n|<t}.
We also denote by |7| the mesh of 7:
7| = max{ty1—t,i=0,...,n—1},

that we suppose satisfying || < 1, and by AW/ (resp. AtT) the increment of W (resp. the
difference) between t; and t;_1: AW := W, — W, (resp. AtF :=1t; —t; 1), for 1 <i < n.

3.1 Discrete-time scheme for X
We introduce an approximation of the process X based on the discretization of the processes
X% and X1

e Euler scheme for X°. We consider the classical scheme X" defined by

0,7
Xy = T,
0,7 0,7 0,7 T 0,7 T . (31)

e Euler scheme for X'. Since the process X' depends on two parameters t and 6, we
introduce a discretization of X! in these two variables. We then consider the following
scheme

thdﬂ<7r(9)) = x—{—ﬁ(thx)ﬂw(@):O?
XE((0)) = XI7(1(6)) + blti, Xi7, (RO)AET + ot 1, X7, (1(O))AW] (3.2

i ti—1 ti—1

+ Btim1, X (7(0) Lt=r(e) 1<i<n, 0<OLZT.
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We are now able to provide an approximation of the process X solution to FSDE ({2.1)). We
consider the scheme X™ defined by

X7 = X0l + X20 (m(T) sy, 0<t<T. (3.3)

We shall denote by {F;"™ }o<icn (resp. {F; () }o<i<n) the discrete-time filtration associated
with X%™ (resp. X17)
io’” = O'(X,?j’w, Jj <)
(resp. F;7(0) = o(X,.7(0), j <1)).

(2

3.2 Discrete-time scheme for (Y, Z,U)

We introduce an approximation of (Y, Z) based on the discretization of (Y, Z°) and (Y, Z1).
To this end we introduce the backward implicit schemes on 7w associated with BSDEs ([2.4)

and ([2.6). Since the system is recursively coupled, we first introduce the scheme associated
with (2.4). We then use it to define the scheme associated with (12.6)).

e Backward Euler scheme for (Y1, Z'). We consider the classical implicit scheme (Y17, Z17)
defined by

Y2 (m(0) = g(XF"(7(8)))
V() = BT (m0)] + f (i X0 (x(0)), Y (7(0)), 27

i—1 ti—1 i—1

(7(0)),0) AT,

1
ZL" (x(0)) = MEQ;”}” [V (m(@)AWr], w0 <ti,, 1<i<n,

(3.4)
where E}"Y = E[ . |F"™(0)] for 0 <i < n and 6 € [0,T].

e Backward Euler scheme for (Y°,Z%). Since the generator of (2.6) involves the process
(v, (1)) ejo,r7» We consider a discretization based on Y17, We therefore consider the scheme
(YOr Z9™) defined by

Yigﬂr = g(X%W)>

YT = B [T (e, X0 YT 20T ) AT

i—17 " ti—1)
1

0,7 0,7 T .
zZ,)" = A—HE?_l[Yti AWF],  1<i<n,

where B = E[ . | F)7] for 0 < i <n, and f7 is defined by

(3.5)

frte,y,2) = fte,y,z Y5 (x®) —y),

for all (¢,z,y,2) € [0,7] x R xR x R.
We then consider the following scheme for the solution (Y, Z, U) of BSDE (2.2)

}/tﬂ' = Y7T0(7Z;]]'t<7_ + Y;(’Z;(W(T))]ltzq— s

77 = Zipher + 2,5 (m(1) Liss (3.6)

Ur = (Y25 (r(t) = Yor) L,

7(t) 7(t)

9



for t € [0, 7.

4 Convergence of the scheme for the FSDE

We introduce the following assumption, which will be used to discretize X.

(HFD) There exists a constant K such that the functions b, o and [ satisfy
lb(t, ) — b(t',z)| + |o(t,2) —o(t',z)| < K|t -],
‘5@,1’)-5(1&’,1’)‘+‘0’(t7$>—0'(t,,l')‘ < K|t_t/| )

for all (t,,x) € [0,T] x [0,T] x R.

We now provide an error estimate of the approximation schemes for X° and X!'. We
then use these estimates to control the error between X and X7.

4.1 Error estimates for X° and X!

Under (HF) and (HFD), the upper bound of the error between X and its Euler scheme
X% is well understood, see e.g. [12], and we have

E[ sup \XE—XQg)ﬂ < Klnl, (4.1)
te(0,7)

for some constant K which does not depend on 7.

The next result provides an upper bound for the error between X! and its Euler scheme

X1 defined by (3.2).
Theorem 4.1. Under (HF) and (HFD), we have the following estimate

- 2
sup E| sup |X!(0) - X5 (x(0)*| < Klnl,
0€[0,T7] te[0,T]

for a constant K which does not depend on .

Proof. Fix 6 € [0,T], we then have

E[ sup |X; (0) —X}r’(f)(ﬂ(e))ﬂ = 2E[ sup | X; (6) _th(”w))'Q]

t€[0,T] t€[0,7]

+2E| sup X (x(6)) - XIO))] - @2)

te(0,T

We study separately the two terms of the right hand side.

10



Since 7(0) < 6 < t, we have by definition X!(7(0)) = X? for all s € [0,7(0)), and X!(0) =
X0 for all s € [0,6), which imply

0

xXN0) - X} (x(0) = / b(s,XQ)ds+/ U(s,XS)dWSJrB(H,Xg)+/etb(s,Xj(6))ds

(9) 7(0)
+/€ o ) AW, — B(m(6), X74)) —/7r(0)b(8,Xsl(7r(9)))ds
/ o( (0)))dw, — /eb(s,Xsl(w(Q)))ds

- / o (s, X (x(6))) IV,

for all t € [0, T.
Hence, there exists a constant K such that

/We b(S,Xg)d52+ /: b(s,X51<7r(9)))d52

(6) (6)
b(s, X2(0)) — b(s, X2 (x(6)) | ds

7] 0
/ o (s, x0)aw, | + / o (s, X2 (x(0))) W, |
T ()

o] [ (006320 — (s X0 )

From (HF) and (HFD), we have

E|5(0,X9) — B(x(0), X70)) |

We have from (HF)

E|

which implies in particular E| X} — X2(9)|2 < K|r| and hence

? < K(n]* +E|X) - XO()\)

0 2 0 2
/ b(s, X°)ds +/ (s, X°) } < Kla|,

(0) )

E|B(0, Xy) — B(n(0), X )* < K]n| .

We have also from (HF') and ([2.10))

E| / o(s. X2 x @)W, | < Klnl.

(©)

/: b(s,Xsl(w(G)))ds‘Q +

(©)

where K does not depend on 6.
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Combining these inequalities with (4.3]), (HF) and BDG-inequality, we get

E[ sup | X.(6) —Xi(w(@))ﬂ < K(/;E[ sup} | X, (0) —X;(W(Q))ﬂ ds + |7r|) :

u€l(o,t] u€lf,s

Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we get

2
E| sup [X}(0) - X}(x(@)] < Klnl, (4.4)
te[0,T]
where K does not depend on 6.
To find an upper bound for the term E[sup,c (s 7 | X/ (7(6)) — XUT (7(6))[?] we introduce the

N w(t)
scheme X™(7(#)) defined by

{X;(H)W(Q)) = X;(e)(ﬁ(g)) )
X (n(0) = X7 (7(0)) +b(tict, X7 (w(0)) AT + o (tia, X[ (7(0))AWT , t; > w(6) .
We have the inequality

E[tg[g%\xtl(w(e)) - X)) < 2E[t$;;]|x3<w<e>> — X7 (= (0)[°]

+2 EL;[;;; ] | X7 (7(0)) — X;g)@r(e))ﬂ . (4.5)
Since X7 (m(#)) is the Euler scheme of X'(7(#)) on [(6),T], we have under (HF) and
(HFD) (see e.g. [12])

B sup [X}(n(0)) — X5 (O] < K (1+E[[ X5 @] )Inl.

for some constant K which neither depends on 7 nor on . From (2.10)), we get

E| sup [X}(m(0)) - X5y(x(0)]*] < Klnl, (4.6)
te(6,7)
for all § € [0,77.
We now study the term E[SUPte[e,T] |X§(t)(7r(9)) - X;’(:) (7‘(‘(‘9))‘2] We first notice that
we have the following identity

T Ky 2 T \T 2

E[ sup [X7(x(0)) = X5 (m0)]'] = E| sup |X7(m(0) - X2 (=0)[]
te[0,T te[n(0),T)

Hence we can work with the second term. From the definition of X™ and X7, there exists

a constant K such that

T Ky 2
sup ’Xw(u) (m(0)) — Xi(u)(ﬂ(é’))! <
u€lm(6),1]

b(7(s), XJ(o(m(0))) — b(T[‘(S),Xl’W)(TF(e))) ds

(s
)

K(‘X}r(g)(ﬂ(e)) - Xi,(g)(ﬂ.(g))f + /W(t) ’

™(0)

()
/7r(9) (a (7‘(’(8),

!

Z(7(0)) = o (x(s), X2, (x(6))) ) aw,

+ sup
u€(r(0),t]

12



Then, using (HF) and BDG-inequality, we get

T ,T 2 T 2

E| swp |X7,(x(0) = X2, (0[] < K (B[ X0 (7(0)) = X2, (m(0))]
u€[n(0),t]

¢
+/]E sup | X7 (7(0)) — X7 (m (0 ?lds) .

From Lipschitz property of 3, we have

E|X0)(7(0)) = X2 (w(0)] = E|X0) + B(7(8), X24) — Xoisy — B(m(0), X0

< KE\wa) sz(g)\Q

This last inequality with (4.1]) gives

E| X2 (7(0)) — X135 (x(0)]" < Klx].

Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we get

E[t swp X7 (7(6)) —X;g)(w(e))ﬂ < Klrl. (4.7)
e[r(0
Combining (4.2), (4.4), (4.5)), (4.6) and (4.7]), we get the result. a

4.2 Error estimate for the FSDE with a jump

We are now able to provide an estimate of the error approximation of the process X by its

scheme X7 defined by (3.3]).
Theorem 4.2. Under (HF) and (HFD), we have the following estimate

E[ sup |Xt—Xt”|2] < Kjn|,
te[0,T

for a constant K which does not depend on .

Proof. From the definition of X™ we have

E[ sup [X, - X7["| <E| sup [x7 - X20[*] +E[ sup [X}(r) - X2 (x(r)]]

t€[0,T te[o,7) te[r,T]
T
< E[ sup | X, — Xg’(g‘z} +/ E[ sup | X/ (6 X}r’g)(w(@)) 27T(9)] db .
te[0,7) 0 tel6,T)

Using (4.1) and (DH), we have

]E[ sup ‘Xt—Xt”ﬂ < K<|7r|+ sup IE[ sup |X81(9)—X1’7r)(7r(0))|2]) :

t€[0,T] 9c0,7] Lscio,1] m(s

From Theorem [4.1], we get

E[ sup {Xt—XﬂQ] < Kln|.
te[0,7

13



5 Convergence of the scheme for the BSDE

To provide error estimates for the Euler scheme of the BSDE, we need an additional regu-
larity property for the coefficients g and f. We then introduce the following assumption.

(HBLD) There exists a constant K such that the functions g and f satisfy
‘g(l’) - g(l’l)| + ‘f(tax7y7 Zv”) - f(t’,:c’,y,z,u)| < K(‘LE’ - .Z'/‘ + |t - tlﬁ) )

for all (¢,t',x, 2"y, z,u) € [0,T]* x [R]* x R x R x R.

We are now ready to provide error estimates of the approximation schemes for (Y°, Z°) and
(Y1, Z1), and then for (Y, Z).

5.1 Regularity results

In this part, we give some results on the regularity of the processes Z! and Z°. We denote
by F? = o{X?, 0<s <t} and F}(0) = o{X}(0), 0 <s <t}

Proposition 5.1. Under (HF), (HFD), (HBL) and (HBLD), there exists a constant
K such that

1

E[/QT |Z2(0) — Z},(t)(e)\zdt] < K(l +E[\X;(e)|4]§)|ﬂ , (5.1)
for all 6 € .

Proof. The proof follows the main lines of the proof of Proposition 4.5 in [4]. The main
difference is that the starting time is not ¢ = 0 but t = 6. Firstly, we suppose that b, o, f
and ¢ are in C}. Let us define the processes A and M by

t
A = exp (/ ayf(@i(e))dr) ,
0
and
t
M, =1 +/ M,0.f(©,(6))dW, ,
0
where ©1(0) = (r, X}(0),Y,1(0), Z}(9),0). We give classically the link between V°X}(6)(:=

0X}0)/0X;(0)) and (DX} (0))g<s<; the Malliavin derivative of X/ (#). Recall that X*'(9)

satisfies
X1(0) — Xgl(e)+/Gg(r,X}(e))err/}(r,Xﬁ(G))dWT, b<i<T.
Therefore, we get
vixXHe) = 1+/9tVb(r,Xj(0))V9Xj(9)dr+/OtVa(r,Xj(G))VBXﬁ(G)dWT, H<t<T,

14



and for < s <t
DX} (0) = o(s,X}(0)) + tVb(r, X}(0)) DX, (0)dr + / t Vo(r, X} (0))Ds X, (0)dr .
Thus, we have
D.XNO) = V'X}O)[V'XL0)] o (s, X2(0)) - (52)

Using Malliavin calculus we obtain that a version of Z'(6) is given by (D;Y;!(6)) o] BY
[to’s formula, we get

AMZHO) = E|Mr(ArVg(XF(0) DXHO) + / Taxf(@i(e))DtXﬁ(mArdr))FS(@)},

t

for t € [0, T]. Using (5.2)), we get

AMZHO) = E[MT<ATV9(X%(0))V9X}(0)+ /t "FA dr> (9)} [V/X10)] o (t, X10))

with £, = 9, f(0;(0)) VX (#). Which implies that
t
AMZHO) = (E[G|ft1(9)]—Mt / FTATdr> (VX1 0)] o (t X10)) |
6

with G = MT<ATVg(X}(9))V‘9X}(9) + fGT FTArdr>. Since b, o, f and g have bounded

derivatives, we have

E[|GF] < oo, p>2. (5.3)
Define m, = E[G|F}(8)] for r € [0, T]. From and Doob’s inequality, we have

[m|[sejor) < o0, p>2. (5.4)
Hence, there exists a process ¢ such that

my = E[GIFL6 / 6udWV,, rE[0.T],

and

||| apjpr) < 00, p>2.

We define Z by

Z, = (AtMt)‘1<mt—Mt / tFrATdr> VX (0)] " .

15



By Ito’s formula, we can write

t t
Z, = Zg—i-/ozidr—i-/ozfdwr, 0<r<T.
0 0

Since b, o, f and g have bounded derivatives, we get from ([5.4))
||Z||5p[9T < oo, p=2, (5.5)
and
HalHHp[e,T} + HO[ZHHP[@,T] < oo, p > 2. (56)
We now write for t € [t;,t;41)
EUZt - Zti‘Z] < K([tli,t + IZ-,t) ’
with B B )
(1= Bl B Pl O]
= 2
]Z,t = E[|Zt|2“7(taXt1(6)) - U(tzﬁthi(g)H ] :
We give an upper bound for each term.
L, = E[E[Z - 2P| F0)]|o (. XE0)]]
tit1
< K E[/ (JakP + a2?)dr o (1. X2 (0)) |’
t;
tit1 9
< KIE[/ (|ai|2+ |af|2)dr sup |O'(t,th(9))‘ }
ti te(6,7)
which implies
tit1 tit1 9
/ Il dt < K]7T|]E[/ (Jop > + [a2]*)dr sup |o(t, X} (6))] ] ,
t; b t; te[6,1)
therefore we have

tit1 T
/ + ]tli,tdt < K|7r|IE[/ (|O¢|2Jr |a3|2)dr sup |a(t,X§(9))‘2} )
; 0

i=0, ;>0 "t te[6,T)

n—1

From Holder’s inequality and Lipschitz property of o, we have

1

Z /tl+1 Itlmdt < K|7T|E[/9T (Jar|* + |az|4)dr}§<1+E[ sup }X}(Q)‘ﬂé) :

=0, t;>0 te(0,T]
Using (5.6), we get
n—1 ti+1 ) %
/ I dt < K|7T\(1+E[ sup | X/ (6)] ] >
i=0, t;>0 7 ti te[6,T)

< Km(1 +E[|X91(6)}4];> . (5.7)
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Since o is Lipschitz, we get from ([5.5)

K(E[|X}6) - X2 O] 2] + |7f'2>

K(E||Z - Z['|xL0)]] + B|[x}0)Z - X}(0)Z,

2
]ti,t

IN

N

2} + |7r|2> .

Arguing as above, we obtain

=

Z /”1 |Z, — Zti\Q\thi(Q)\Q]dt < K|7r|]E[ sup (1+|Xt1(9>’4)i|2

i=0, t;>0 fst<T
Moreover, from It6’s formula, X'(0)Z is a semimartingale of the form
~ R ¢ ¢
X0 Z, = X;(0)Zy + / aldr + / azdw,
0 0
where ||&! || g2, + ||&°]| 20 < K (1 +E[|Xg(6 i) Therefore, we have

tit1

[\X — X1(0)Z,

2]<_KM (@Fﬂﬁmmy

ti

which implies

N

> f Z-X\0Z) < KEE[0+INON] . 638)

=0, t;>6

Using (5.7) and (5.8]) we get the result.

When b, o, 3, f and g are not in C}, we can also prove the result by regularization. We
first suppose that f and g are in C}. We consider a density ¢ which is C{° on R with a
compact support, and we define an approximation (b, o€, 5¢) of (b, o, 3) in C} by

(b, 0%, B)(t, ) = E/R(b,a,ﬁ)(t,x’)q(x_x/)dx’, (t,2) € [0,T] x R .

We then use the convergence of (X1<(0),Y<(9), Z2<(0)) to (X*(6),Y*(6),Z'(#)) and we
get the result. Next we assume that f and g are not C} and we consider for that f¢ and ¢°
which are defined as previously and we get the result. O

Using the link between X° and X} (), we obtain that the bound (5.1]) is actually uniform
in 6.

Corollary 5.1. Under (HF), (HFD), (HBL) and (HBLD), there exists a constant K
such that

T
2
B [ |2i0) -z a] < K. (59)
for all 0 € .

17



Proof. We notice that from the Lipschitz property of § we have

e[l x30)] = E[x3+50.x)]]
< K(l—i—]E[ sup ‘XO‘ D < 0.

t€[0,T]

Combining this result with (5.1)), we get (5.9) O
We now study the regularity of Z°.

Proposition 5.2. Under (HF), (HFD), (HBL) and (HBLD), there exists a constant
K such that we have

T
E[/ 20— 20 ['dt] < Kln.
0

Proof. The proof is similar to the previous one. The only difference is that BSDE (12.6)
involves Y!. We denote ©° = (r, X%, Y° Z° Y(r) — Y?). Firstly, we suppose that b, o, 3,
f and g are in C}. We recall that

T T
YO = g(x9) + / 7(00)ds - / 20aw, .
¢ t
Therefore, for 0 < r <t < T, we have
T
DY = Vg(X2)D. X2+ / (Vaf (69 DoX0 + (V= Vi) (02D, Y
¢
T
+V.£(0%)D,2° + V, f(@g)DrYsl(s))dr - / D, Z0dW, .
t
where DX?, DY DZ? and DY,!(r) denote the Malliavin derivatives of X?, Y.°, Z? and

Y,}(r) for r € [0,T]. Using Malliavin calculus, we obtain that a version of Z° is given by
(DY, )iepp,r- By Ito’s formula, we get

T

MM Z, = E[Mr(ArVg(X5) DiX§ + / (Vo (O9)DXD + 9, f (O9) DY, (1)) Avr ) | P
t

Where A; = exp( fg(Vy —V.)f(©%dr) and M, = 1—{—f0t M,V f(0%)dW,. Denote by VX} :=

and VX}(0) := gﬁgz; for 0 <t <6 <T. We then have for r < s < T
0

aXO
Dy X (s) = (1 + V. B(s, X)) D, X = (1 + V. 8(s, X)) VX o (r, X)) VXD

S

thus we can see that D, X!(s) = VX!(s)o(r, X?)[VX?]~1. Therefore, we get by writing the
SDEs satisfied by (D, X (0))seo,r for r <0, and (VX}(0))sepo.y

D,X0) = VXUO[VXY] 'o(r X)), r<6<s.

18



Writing the BSDEs satisfied by (D, Y. (8))sejo,r for r < 6 and (VY (0))secpo.r1, and using the
previous equality, we get

DY)s) = VYMs)[VXY] 'o(r,X0), s<0.

Which implies
r 1
AMZ, = E|Mr(ArVg(X§) VXD + / Fobodr) | [VX0] o (1, X7) |
t
with F, = V,f(O9)VX? + V,f(02)VY,!(r). We can write
t
MM 7, = (E[Gyff] - / MtFrATdr) (VX o (t, X?) |
0

with G = Mp(ArVg(X2)VXY + fOT F,A,dr). Since b, o, f and g have bounded derivatives,
we have

E[IGP] € o, p>2. (5.10)
Define m, = E[G|F?] for r € [0,T]. From (5.10) and Doob’s inequality, we have
[ml[sepry < 00, p>2. (5.11)

Hence, there exists a process ¢ such that
m, = ]E[G]—i—/ G dWy . rel0,T],
0
and

@l oo,y < 00, p>2.

We define Z by

t
Zt = (AtMt)il (mt — Mt/ FrATdT) I:VXtO] ! s te [O, T] .
0

By Ito’s formula, we can write

Z, = Zo—l—/ta,l,ds—l—/tader . tel0,7].
0 0
Using the fact that b, o, f and g have bounded derivatives and , we get
12 By < o0, p=2,
and
o | ooy + |0 ooy < 00, p>2. (5.12)
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We now write for t € [t;, t;11)
E[|Z) - Z)P] < K, +17,)

with

{[tl_t - E[‘Zt — Zt1|2|0'(tl,Xtoz) 2:| y
I = B[ ZPlo(t X7) — o (t, X0)[]

As previously we give an upper bound for each term.

t;
[t1i7t < KIE[/ - (]ai|2+\0472q\2)dr sup ’J(t,Xto)ﬂ )
¢ ]

i tel0,T

From Holder’s inequality and Lipschitz property of o, we have

Lt r 3 Nk
Z/ I} ,dt < K|7r|]E[/ (|ai]4+|af|4)dr] <1+]E[ sup |X7| ] ) :
o Ju ’ 0 te[0,T
Using ((5.12)), we get
n—1 tiv1
Z/ I}.dt < Kirl|.
i=0 7t 7

Since o is Lipschitz, we get
= 52 2 = =2
2, < K(E||Z - Z,['|X0]"| +E||X0Z - X2, "] + I71?)

Arguing as above, we obtain

n—1 a0 ~ - 9 4%
Z/ E[|Z - 2" |x0[|at < Kixl(1+E] sup |x7]']7) .
i=0 Y li

t€[0,T

Moreover, X°Z is a semimartingale of the form
_ N t t
X7, = X0Zy+ / ardr + / azdw,
0 0
where ||&'|| 20, + [|6%] | g2j0,m) < K and we have

]EDX?Z -~ X2,

tit1
o< KE [ (P iR
t;

which implies
n—1 tiv1 ~ I
Z/ E[\X?Zt—xgzt” < Kl .
i=0 7t

When b, o, f and g are not C}, we can also prove the result by regularization as for
Proposition [5.1} O
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5.2 Error estimates for the recursive system of BSDEs
We first state an estimate of the approximation error for (Y1, Z1).

Proposition 5.3. Under (HF), (HFD), (HBL) and (HBLD), we have the following

estimate

sup { sup E|[¥;'(0) = V5 (w(0))[°] +E[/€T]z;(9)_Z;g)@r(e))\?ds]} < Kll,

0€[0,T] * te[6,T]
for some constant K which does not depend on 7.

Proof. Fix 6 € [0, 7] and ¢ € [, T]. We then have

E[liﬁl(@)—ﬁ(’g(”@)ﬂ < QE[\W(@)—W(W(H))F}

+ 2E[ |V (x(0) - Y25 00)[] (5.13)

We study separately the two terms of right hand side.
Define 0} (8) = X}(6) — X} (x(0)). 6Y,(6) = Y;1(9) — Y (w(6)) and 02} (6) := Z}(9) -
ZH(m(0)). Applying Itd’s formula, we get

ORIV = 2 [ 5!0)[1(©l=0)) - £(610)]as

T T
49 / SY1(0)521(0)dW, + / 621(0)ds |
t t

where ©1(0) = (s, X1(0),Y.}(9), Z1(0),0). From (HBL) and (HBLD), there exists a con-
stant K such that

Eoy, 0] < K(E[IX}0) / 5, (0)[16X2(0)ds] + / 57 (60)ds]
+Ef / 57, (0)[1622(0)as]) /|(sz1 s

Using the inequality 2ab < a?/n + nb?® for a,b € R and 7 > 0, we can see that there exists a
constant K such that

E[|5Y,(6)]7] +IE / 621( )|2ds} < K< (16X 50) ] + /T [16Y1(6)[?) ds
/ |6X1 (0 st . (5.14)
From and Gronwall’s lemma, we get
B[ 0) -V @@)] < Klnl, (5.15)
for some constant K which neither depends on 7 nor on 6.
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We now study the second term of the right hand side of (5.13]). Using the same argument
as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [3], we get from the regularity of Z! given by Corollary

B

E||Y}(x(0) = 5= 0)*] < K|, (5.16)

for some constant K which neither depends on 7 nor on #. This last inequality with (5.13))

and ((5.15) gives

sup}{ sup E[‘Y Yl(t’;( (9))’2}} < Kin|.

0c[0,1] * te[o,T)

We now turn to the error on the term Z'(#). We first use the inequality

T 1 T 1
E[/e |2(6) — 27 (x(9))| dt} < Q]E[/e |2} (x(8)) — 27 (x(9))] dt]
T
+2E[/ 671 (0)["at] . (5.17)
0
Using and with t = 0, we get
[/ 0220)"ds| < Kin|, (5.18)

for some constant K which neither depends on 7 nor on #. The other term in the right hand
side of (5.17) is the classical error in an approximation of BSDE. Therefore, using Corollary

and ((5.16)), we have

()

IE[/QT\ZQ(w(H))—Zl’”(w(e))fdt} < Klnl, (5.19)

for some constant K which neither depends on 7 nor on #. Combining (5.17)), (5.18]) and
(5.19), we get

T
E[/ |2}(6) — 21 (n( \dt] < Klnl.
0
O

We now turn to the estimation of the error between (Y, Z%) and its Euler scheme (3.5)).
Since this scheme involves the approximation Y1 of Y1 we first need to introduce an

intermediary scheme involving the "true” value of the process Y'!. We therefore consider the
scheme (Y07 Z%™) defined by

Y/IQJ = g(Xg’W)7
yom _ E? 1[}70,71 +f(t1'717X07T YOTI' ZOTI‘ Yl (tiq)—fft?i)At?v

t 17 t —17 t —1)

(5.20)

Zr = Atﬂ]ES JYOTAWT] L, 1<i<n.
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Using the regularity result of Proposition and the same arguments as in the proof of
Theorem 3.1 in [3], we get under (HF), (HFD), (HBL) and (HBLD)

T
0,7 |2 ~50,m |2
sup E“yto — Yo } +E[/ |20 - 27| dt] < Kl . (5.21)
te[0,1] 0

With this inequality, we get the following estimate for the error between (Y, Z°) and the

Euler scheme (3.5)).
Proposition 5.4. Under (HF), (HFD), (HBL) and (HBLD), we have the following
estimate
0,7 |2 r 0.7 12
0 , T 0 T

sup E[[v;? - Y55 }+E[/ 20— 2% Pat] < Klnl,

t€[0,7] 0
for some constant K which does not depend on 7.

Proof. We first remark that

0,72 0,7 |2 0,7 0,7 |2
s B[ vyl < 2 sw B[y - V5[ +2 sw B[ - V5[ |
€10,T7 t€[0,T] t€[0,T]

T T
E[/ 20— 205 [Pat] < 21@[/ 20— 207 [at] +2E[/
0 0 0

. 0,m -0, T | 0,7 0,7
Using (5.21), we only need to study sup,cor E[[Y, ) — Y (i1 and E[[; |23} — Z75|dt].

To this end, we introduce for all 0 <7 < n — 1 the continuous schemes

r 0,7 ~0,m |2
‘ZﬂZt) - Zﬂ"(t)| dt:| :

t
YT = YT (= ) f (8 XY 20T YT () < YT) o+ / ZmdW,

t;

t
T = T (= 0] (0 X TN 2 V) ) < V) + [ 22w

t;

fort € [t;,tip1). Leti € {0,...,n—1} be fixed, and set 6Y; := Y;"" =Y, §7; := Zg’”—Zg’”,
5Zt = Z?J_ZSJ and 5ft = f(tlv ngm) }/t(i)JT) Zgﬂra }/tlﬂr (tl)_}/;?ﬂ)_f(t’u Xgm7 }715?77"7 ng, }/t} (tl)_

7

f/t?’”) for t € [t;,t;11). By Itd’s formula, we compute that
tit1 tit1
A, = E|§Y;]? +/ E|6Z,|*ds — E|0Ys,,,|* = 2/ E[0Y 0 flds, t; <t <t .
t t

Let a > 0 be a constant to be chosen later on. From the Lipschitz property of f, together
with the inequality 2ab < aa® + b*/«, this provides

tit1 K [t
O A O A L e AR R Gl
t (0% t

Using Proposition [5.3 we get

tit1 K K tit1 K
A < a/ E|§Y,|*ds + — || E|§Y;,|* + —/ E|6Z|*ds + —|r|* .
. « a «
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We can write
tit1 tit1
E\(SYAQ < IE|(5Yt|2 —|—/ E|<5ZS]2ds < a/ ]E|5YS|2ds + B;, (5.22)
t t
where
K K K
By = E|oVi, [P+ ~|x EZP +—r| BISY; 2+ |

By Gronwall’s lemma, this shows that E|§Y;|? < Be®!™ for t; <t < t;,1, which plugged in
the second inequality of ([5.22)) provides

tit1
IE|(5Yt|2+/ El6Z.Pds < B,(1+alnle) (5.23)
t

. 5 . . 50,7y .
Interpreting Zg’” (resp. Ztoi’”) as the projection of Z%™ (resp. Z ) in H2[t;,t;+1] on the set
of constant processes, we have

tit1 tit1
/ E|6Z;|?ds < / E|6Z,|*ds . (5.24)
ti t;
Applying (5.23) for ¢t =t; and a = 2K, and using the previous inequality, we get

ha

tit1
24 kl(w)/ E[0Z,’ds < ko(m)E|0Ys,,, >+ ks(m)|x>, 0<i<n-—1,
t;

1_K|r|e2KI7| 142K |rr|e2K |7 14 K|r|e2KIml .
where ky(m) = 17?’%‘7K|w|262mw\’ 2(7) = 17@71|<|L|262K|w\ and k() = 17%—‘7K\ﬂ'|262}<\ﬂ|' Since
for small |7| we have ki (m) > 0, we get

El0Y,[* < ko(m)E[0Yy,, [+ ks(m)lx[*, 0<i<n-—1,
for || small enough.
[terating this inequality, we get
EPY, [ < ka(m)TEOY;, [P+ [ ha(m) 3 ha(mp
=i
Since ky(m) > 1 and 0Y;, = 0, we get for small |r|
E|5Y,,[> < |r|ks(m)ko(r)™ < Klrn|, 0<i<n, (5.25)

which gives

0,7 0,7 |2
sup E[‘Yﬂ(t) —Yﬂ(t)| } < Kjn|.
te[0,7
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Summing up the inequality (5.23|) with ¢t = ¢; and @ = 2K and using (5.24]), we get

1 T N n—1
(§—K|7r|62“)/0 E|Z07 — 297 Pds < 2K|w|e* Y EI8Y, P + (14 2K x| E|8Y;, [
i=1

n—1

+<% + K\W!{fm”') (I?TI + || ;E’Wti

2) '
Using (5.25)), we get for || small enough

T
/O E|Z)0 — ZoyPPds < Kln|.

5.3 Error estimate for the BSDE with a jump

We now give an error estimate of the approximation scheme for the BSDE with a jump.

Theorem 5.1. Under (HF), (HFD), (HBL) and (HBLD), we have the following error

estimate for the approximation scheme
™ 2 g s 2 g K0 2
sw E||V -7 ['| +E| [ |2 - Z7[Pat| +E[ [ |Ui-UrPaar] < Kl
te[0,T 0 0
for some constant K which does not depend on 7.

Proof.
Step 1. Error for the variable Y. Fix t € [0, T]. From Theorem and (3.6)), we have

E|[vi—v7["] = B[V - Y35 er] + B[V (7) = Y5 (r(r) s

Using (DH), we get

IN

E([vi-v7["] < B[V -v5l°] + / CE[[Y(0) - Vi (r(0) PLisir ()]

< K(E“Y;O —Yf(’gﬂ + sup sup EUY?(@ —Y;(’:)(W(Q))‘QD :
0€[0,T] s€[6,T]

Using Propositions and , and since t is arbitrary chosen in [0, 7], we get

swp E|[vi = v7[*| < Kln| |

te[0,T]

for some constant K which does not depend on 7.

Step 2. Error estimate for the variable Z. From Theorem and (3.6)), we have
T

E[/OT|Zt—ng|2dt] :]E[/OTAT|ZE—ZT?’(:)\2dt} +E[/ HOEFANCGIRIR

TAT

25



Using (DH), we get

T 9 T 0 o o
E[/O 17— 77 [at] _/0 /OE[\Z 225 " 2(0) ] duao
T T
+/ / E||2}(0) - 215 (x(0))|"12(0) ] deat .
0 0

< K(E[/OT‘ZO 27 dt} + sup E[/HT|zg<e)—Z;g)@r(e))f]dt) .

0€[0,T]

From Propositions [5.3] and [5.4], we get

T
]E[/ \Zt—zgffdz} < Kln|,
0

for some constant K which does not depend on 7.
Step 3. Error estimate for the variable U. From Theorem and (3.6)), we have

T

E| /OTtUt—U:\ZAtdt} < KE| / (1) = Yo (m(e) 2 + V2 = Y52 ) et

Using (HBI), we get

E[/OT;Ut vrPade] < K sup s B[[v0) - vinm@)]F] + s B[V - viTf])

0€[0,T) te[6,T] te[0,T]
Combining this last inequality with Propositions [5.3] and [5.4] we get the result. O

Remark 5.1. Our decomposition approach allows us to suppose that the jump coefficient
[ is only Lipschitz continuous. We do not need to impose any regularity condition on 8 and
any ellipticity assumption on I;+ V3 as done in [4] in the case where u is a Poisson random
measure independent of W.
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