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Abstract. In this paper we explicit the derivative of the flows of one-dimensional reflected diffusion processes. We then get sto-
chastic representations for derivatives of viscosity solutions of one-dimensional semilinear parabolic partial differential equations
and parabolic variational inequalities with Neumann boundary conditions.

Résumé. Dans cet article, nous explicitons la dérivée du flot d’un processus de diffusion réfléchi. Nous obtenons des représenta-
tions stochastiques des dérivées des solutions de viscosité d’équations aux dérivées partielles paraboliques semi-linéaires. Nous en
déduisons des représentations stochastiques des dérivées des solutions de viscosité d’inégalités variationnelles paraboliques avec
conditions au bord de Neumann.
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1. Introduction

Consider the parabolic variational inequality in the whole Euclidean space

min{V (¢, x) — L(t,x); = 9% (t,x) — AV (¢, x)
— f(t.x, V@, x), (VVo)(t,x))} =0, (t,x)€[0,T) xRY, €]
V(T,x)=gk), x e R4,

where A is the infinitesimal generator of a diffusion process. The numerical resolution of such a problem requires to
introduce a boundary and artificial boundary conditions in order to allow the discretization of a PDE problem posed
in a bounded domain. We thus localize the preceding variational inequality. If nonhomogeneous Neumann boundary
conditions are chosen, one then has to solve

minf{u(t, x) — L(t, x); —32(t, x) — Av(t, x)

— f(t,x,v(t,x), (Vvo)(t,x))} =0, (t,x)€[0,T)x O,
v(T,x)=g(x), xe0,
(Vv(t, x)+ h(t, x); r)(x)) =0, (t,x)e€[0,T) x 00,
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where, for all x in 90, n(x) denotes the inward unit normal vector at point x. From a numerical analysis point
of view, one needs to estimate |V (¢, x) — v(z, x)|. Berthelot, Bossy and Talay [3] have tackled this issue by using
a stochastic approach based on Backward Stochastic Differential Equations (BSDE). Given the reflected forward
Stochastic Differential Equation (SDE)

[ Xe =x+ [ b(Xp)do+ [To(XpF)dWy + KyF, 0<t<s<T, -

Kot = [ n(Xg")dIK|g" with [K [ = [ Lyiscyo) dIK 5™

they have proven the following estimate: under smoothness conditions on the coefficients and on 9O, there exists
C >Osuchthat, forall0<¢t<Tand x € O,

1/4
Ve = v, 0] = C[E sup [(VV (s, X0¥) +h(s, XE)n (X)) [ Tyeyo )

t<s<T

Motivated by applications in Finance, where the space derivative of v(¢, x) allows one to construct hedging strate-
gies of American options, we aim in this paper to estimate |3, V (¢, x) — 9, v(¢, x)|, where the derivatives are understood
in the sense of the distributions. We thus have to check that the probabilistic interpretations, in terms of BSDEs, of
V(t, x) and of v(z, x), are differentiable in the sense of the distributions, and to exhibit formulae which are suitable to
estimate |0, V (¢, x) — 9, v(¢, x)|. Unfortunately, so far we are able to deal with one-dimensional problems only. which
means that O is reduced to a bounded interval (d, d’). Two main reasons explain the limitation to one-dimensional
problems: first, we need to prove an explicit representation of the derivative 3, X.*, where X~ is as in (3); this
representation appears to be simple and of exponential type; exhibiting such an explicit formula seems difficult for
general multi-dimensional flows' (Malliavin derivatives were also explicited by Lépingle, Nualart and Sanz [10] in
the one-dimensional case only); second, in order to get stochastic representations for d, v (¢, x) when h # 0, that is, in
the case of nonhomogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, we use an integration by parts technique which seems
limited to the one-dimensional case (see Lemma 3.7).

We aim to provide a stochastic representation for d,v(z, x) in terms of the derivative of the solution (X’ AL
R"*) of the reflected BSDE with the reflected forward diffusion X**

V= g (X)X D 2 dr T R X K
T
+RF RO - [) 200w,
Vo> L(s,Xg") forall0<t<s<T,
(Ef;", 0<t<s< T) is a continuous increasing process such that

ST @8 = L5, X)) dRE™ =00

As we suppose that the coefficients b and o are only Lipschitz (and not necessarily differentiable), we need to extend
various approaches developed to solve problems without or with reflexion: Bouleau and Hirsch [6] have explicited the
derivatives w.r.t. the initial data of the solutions of nonreflected forward SDEs with Lipschitz coefficients; Lépingle
et al. [10] have explicited the Malliavin derivatives of the solutions of one-dimensional reflected forwards SDEs.
Pardoux and Zhang [19] have established stochastic representations, in terms of BSDEs driven by forward reflected
SDEs, for viscosity solutions of semilinear partial differential equations with Neumann boundary conditions. In [12]
and [13] Ma and Zhang have represented, without differentiating the coefficients g and f, derivatives of solutions of
BSDEs and reflected BSDEs driven by nonreflected forward SDEs with differentiable coefficients. N’Zi, Ouknine and
Sulem [16] have extended Ma and Zhang’s results for nonreflected BSDEs to the case where the coefficients of the
nonreflected forward SDEs are supposed Lipschitz only.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we explicit the derivative of the flow of the reflected flow (X"*)
defined in (3). In Section 3 we get two stochastic representations for derivatives of solutions of semilinear parabolic
partial differential equations (which corresponds to the case where L(¢, x) = —oo and R = 0): the first representation
involves the gradient of f, the second one does not involve it. We distinguish the homogeneous Neumann boundary

IThe differentiability, in the sense of the distributions, seems easy to get by localization procedures when the boundary of the domain is smooth.



Stochastic representations of derivatives of solutions of variational inequalities 397

condition case, that is, the case where A (f, x) = 0, and the inhomogeneous case. In Section 4 we get stochastic repre-
sentations for derivatives of parabolic variational inequalities. We conclude by using our representations to estimate
10xV (7, x) — (T, x)|.

Notation. In all the paper we denote by C, C1, C; positive constants which may vary from line to line but only depend

ond,d, T, the L®-norms and the Lipschitz constants of the functions b, o, g, f and h, and the strong ellipticity
constant o, which appears in the inequality (6) below.

2. Derivative of the flow of the reflected diffusion X
2.1. Main result and examples

From now on we consider a one-dimensional stochastic differential equation in the interval [d, d'], with reflection at
points d and d’:

Xo =x+ [Tb(X)T)dr + [} o (X)W, + KT, @
= [n(xh)dKT with |K[s* = [} H{Xi,xe{d’d/}}d|K|£’x,
where n(d) =1 and n(d’) = —1. Our objective in this section is to explicit the derivative w.r.t. x of the stochastic

flow X"~.

We start with introducing some notation coming from [6]. We equip the space Q= (d,d’) x £2 with its natural
o-field and the measure dP := dx ® dP. Let D be the space of functions y (x, w) satisfying: there exists a measur-
able function ¥ : 2 — R such that y =9, P-a. s, and, for all (x, w), the map y — Y (x + y, w) is locally absolutely
continuous.

Fory € 51 , set

Oy (x, w) = liminfy(x +y,@) =y, a)).
y—=0 y

Bouleau and Hirsch [5] have shown that this definition is proper in the sense that, P-as., dx Y (x, w) is well defined
and does not depend on the choice of . Finally, set

D:={y eL*®)n Dy; d,y e L*(P))

- - 1/2
||y||5=</ yzdp+/ (axy)zdP) :
d,d)x 82 d,d)x 82

As in Lépingle et al. [10] we introduce the random set

and

£ = {we.Q d< inf X"(@)< sup X”‘(a))<d} (5)

rélt,s] relt,s]

Our main result in this section is the following statement.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that b and o are bounded Lipschitz functions, and that
Ja, > 0,Vx €[d,d'] o(x)> as. (6)
Denote by b’ and o' versions of the a.e. derivatives of b and o . Then the flow X"* belongs to D and?

0 Xt = I T, Peas., (7

2We recall that dP := dx ® dP.



398 M. Bossy, M. Cissé and D. Talay

where
s t
s :exp{ [ o exyaw+ [ (b’(X;”‘) _ %U’Z(Xj’x)> dr}. ®)
t Ky

Before proceeding to the proof of this theorem we illustrate it with two examples.

Example 2.2. Brownian motion reflected at 0. Let x > 0. The resolution of the Skorokhod problem (see, e.g., Karatzas
and Shreve [8)), shows that the adapted increasing process

K (w) = sup{O, —x+ sup W, (a))] ©)]

0<r<s

is such that the process X} :=x — W, + k} is positive and satisfies

T
/ L0,00) (X“:) dk;c =0.
0
We obviously have
X a X
O Xs =1+ akx = linfo, <, X3 >0-

Example 2.3. Brownian motion reflected at points d and d'. Let x € (d,d"). Kruk et al. [9] have solved explicitly the
Skorokhod problem corresponding to a two-sided reflection. To simplify the notation we suppose here that d = 0. We
therefore consider the process X} :=x — W, + ki, where we define the increasing process k; by

= [0 At G W,)] v sup [(x ~ Wy —d) A inf (x - W@)].

0<r<s

Notice that, on the event ESO’X the process (lzf, r <s) is null and thus %Xf =1, whereas on 2 — ESO’X one has
—lzf = x + Gy for some random variable G independent of x, and thus %X +=0.

We start the proof of Theorem 2.1 with checking that the right-hand side of equality (7), that we will denote
by @*(s), is properly defined.

Proposition 2.4. The process (D" (s),t <s < T) is well defined in the sense that it does not depend on the Borel
versions of the a.e. derivatives of b and o .

Proof. Observe that @"*(s) = 0 on the event 2 — E/*. To prove the desired result on the event &L, consider two
Borel versions b} and b}, (respectively, o and o) of the a.e. derivative of b (respectively, o). Fori =1, 2 set

N s
& (s) = exp{ [ orexyam+ [ (b; (xX%) - %(ag)z(x;’x)> dr},
t t
and &' (s) = &' ()Ig1.+, so that

E sup |®'(s)— ()|

t<s<T

<E sup |51(s) — <f52(s)|2

t<s<T

<l [ ) - 000 - (e () - P Far]
1,2

T
wofe [ ol - or
t
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The hypotheses made in Theorem 2.1 allow us to apply the Proposition 4.1 in Lépingle et al. [10]: for all s > ¢ and x,
the probability distribution of X-* has a density p"*(r, -) w.r.t. Lebesgue’s measure. To conclude, it then remains to
use b} =b), and 0] =0j ae. O

2.2. On approximations by penalization

The proof of Theorem 2.1 essentially consists in approximating X by the solution of a penalized stochastic differential
equation. We use the following proposition which precises the convergence rate of Esup, .7 | X0 — X505 P for
p > 2 and is easily derived from the inequality (3.23) in Menaldi [14]:

Proposition 2.5 ([14]). For n > 1 define the function 8, by

—n(y—-d) ify=d,
Bu(y): =10 ifd<y<d,
n(d—y) ify<d.

Then the solution X"*" to
N N s
XPor=x+ / b(XL™")dr +/ o (Xp"m)dw, + f Bu(X[5") dr (10)
t t t

satisfies, for all p > 1,

Vi<T lim sup E sup |X{*—X0*"|P=0. an

>0 yed,d) t<s<T

In order to explicit the limit of 3, X;"" we use the following convergence criterion used in Bouleau and Hirsch [6],
p. 49.

Pr@osition 2.6. Let (H;"",s €[0,T],n > 1) be a sequence of random fields which are time continuous from [0, T
to D. Suppose that

d’ d
sup sup [/ E|st’”|2dx+/ E|axH;""|2dx} < +00. (12)
n>1se[0,T1LJd d

Suppose that there exists a stochastic flow H{ continuous in (s, x) such that

!

f E sup |H®" —H|"dx — 0. (13)
d s€[0,T] n—+00

Then, for all s € [0, T], 0 H is well defined P-a.s., HY isin D and
d 2 d 2
/ E|H;| dx+/ E|o, H|" dx < +o0. (14)
d d

In addition, H" converges weakly to HY in the following sense: for all stochastic flow U} such that 3,UY is well
defined P-a.s. and

d 2 ¢ 2
/ E|Uf| dx—}—/ E(8,U})" dx < +oo0,
d d

then

n——+00

d/
/ E[UF(H" — HY) + 0, Uy (9 HY" — 0, H )| dx —— 0.
d
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The next lemma states that the process X’**" satisfies (12).
Lemma 2.7. Forall p > 1 we have

sup sup []E sup |XP¥"P+E sup |9, X5 |7 ]<+oo.
n>1xe(d,d") selt,T] se(t,T]

Proof. In view of (11) we only need to estimate E sup,(, 77 19x X XL™|P. Set by, := b + B,. From the Theorem 1 and

txn

the discussion in [6], p. 56, we deduce that, P-a.s., the derlvatlve 05 X in the sense of the distributions is well

defined and satisfies

N s 1
3XX§’X‘” = exp{/ O'/(X;’x’n) dw, —|—/ (b,/z (X”;x’") _ EO'/(X;’X’H)Z) dr}.
t t
It then suffices to use the one-side bound from above b, (y) < [|#’ ||« for all integer n and all y € R to get

sup sup E sup |3 X" | < 4o0. (15)
n>1xe(d,d) se[t,T]

Our next step consists in identifying the process 9y X"
2.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1: The one-sided reflection case
We are now in a position to explicit the derivative of X}*. We start with the case of the reflection at the sole point d.

Proposition 2.8. Let x € (d,d") and X'* be the solution to
R —x / b(X1) dr + / o (R1) W, + A4(X),
t t
where A4(X'%) is the local time at point d of the semi-martingale X"*. The flow X" belongs to D and, setting

E = {a) €2, inf }?ﬁ’x(w) > d},
t<r<s

s

we have: forallt <s <T, ﬁ-a.s.,
v y (v y /(v 1 2(y
X = exp{/t o (Xﬁx) dw, +/z <b (Xﬁ’x(a))) - 50 (Xﬁx)> dr}Ha,x. (16)
Proof. For all n > 1 consider the solutions ()? LX.1Y to
N
Xan = x +f b(X’ ) dr +/ (X’ ) AW, +f n(d— Xﬁ’x’")err.
t t t

In view of Theorem 1 in [6], the stochastic flow X% is differentiable in the sense of the distributions, and its
derivative, denoted by 8, X", satisfies P-a.s.,

S S
B X = exp{/ a’()?ﬁ’x’") dw, +[ <b/()?£’x’") - %a/z(fﬁ’x’")) dr}
t t

N
X exp{—n/ ]I)?i..\',n<d dr}.
t
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We can easily get a result similar to Lemma 2.7, that is,

sup sup []E sup ]X”"‘ +E sup |9, X" ]<+oo, (17)
n>1xe(d,d") se(t,T] s€(t,T]

which establishes (12) with H;"" = X" To obtain (13) we observe that we may substitute X to X into (11): indeed,
in [14] the diffusion process is reflected at the boundary of a bounded domain whereas, here, the domain is the infinite
interval (d, +-00); however, it is easy to see that Menaldi’s proof of 1nequa11ty (3.23) also applies in this latter case.’
Therefore, in view of Proposition 2.6, forall  <s < T, P-as., Ox X " converges weakly into some process that we
denote by 9, X ’ * and Xf *eD. Suppose now that we have proven, for all x in (d, d’):

s
Ag,x,n = exp{—n‘/t‘ I txn(w)<d}ﬂgstx mﬂgst X, ]P-a.s., (18)
and
EBt SX,n " 0 (19)
n—+00
where

N
tx,n . __ ~ .
ByY"t = exp{—n/t ]Ixi,x,n(w)<d}]19_5vt,x.

Let us check that we then could deduce (16). Indeed, denoting by 62)“ the r.h.s. of (16), it suffices to prove that, for
all stochastic field U} as in Proposition 2.6,

d' . R d' . .
E/ st (Xé,x,n _ Xé,x) dx + ]E/ axUSx (axXé’le _ G;’X)H?,x dx
d d y

d/
+ E/d RUF X" T g dx

tends to 0 as n tends to infinity. Now, it is easy to check that each one of the three terms in the right-hand side tends
to 0: for example, one has

d 2 d’ d
‘]E/d 0. U3, X5 gy _gre dx gc/d E(axU;‘)zdx/d E(B")* dx,

and the right-hand side tends to O in view of (19).
Therefore it now remains to prove (18) and (19).
We start with (18). It suffices to prove that, on the event {inf;<,<s X

. L,
inf;<,<s X" > d. A sufficient condition is

X > d}, for all n large enough, P-as.,

-~ ~ 1
sup | X0 — X0¥| < < ( inf X'~ —d)

t<r<s [sr=s

In view of Menaldi [14], Remark 3.1, p. 742, for all 2 < 2¢g < p there exists C > 0 such that, for all n,
E fl,x,n _ 5(\[,)( p )
Sup, | X =

txn tx
- Xy

Thus Borel-Cantelli’s lemma implies that sup, ., .7 | Xy’ | tends to 0 almost surely. We thus have proven (18).

3The properties (3.1) and (3.2) of the penalization function in [14] are clearly satisfied by B;,.
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Let us now prove that EB}™" converges to 0. The comparison theorem for stochastic differential equations shows
that, forallm <nandr <r < T, X2 < X" therefore, foralln and r <r < T, X2 < X“*. Thus

s
t,x,n _ - —~ .
]EBS < ]E|:eXp{ n/; ]Ixi,x,n<d dr}]linf1<r<x X;,A.nsdj|.

Let ¢ be the increasing one-to-one map ¢(z) := foz 0(% dy. Set X5%" := o(X*"). We have:

. SToe~ ' Xy ™™) +nd — o~ M X"NT 1, - }
Xt,x,n — -~ _ Xt,x,n d
S ¢(x) +ft |: U(¢_1(X£’x”1)) 20 ((,0 ( r )) r

+ Wy — W,

Using the Girsanov transformation removing the drift coefficient of (X;*") and denoting by E:,4(x) the conditional

expectation knowing that W, = ¢(x) we get

N
EB;*" < By g [M? exp{—” / Iw, <p(a) d’}linfmqwrw(d)}
t

where
. STole~ (W) +nd —e ' WD+ 1,
s _exp{/t [ o (g (W) “y (W’))]dw’}
1 (ST~ " W) +nd - ' W)t 1, | 2
xexp{—E/t |: T —Ea ((p (Wr))i| dr}.
Set &, (2) := [*© % dy. Then
S(d—o ' (W) T 1

s
Dy (Ws) = g (Wy) — ] O’((p_l(Wr)) dw, + E[ ]I(p—l(Wr)<d dr

1 / o' (g~ (W)
2) oo (W)

In addition, observe that, for all x € (d,d’), @, (¢(x)) =0, and that @, (z) > 0 for all z in R. Therefore, P o(x)-a.s.,

d—o~ ' (W) dr.

S(d—o ' (W) T n / n / o' (o " (W) 1 +
n| T aw, <= | Iycpaydr+= | ————(d— o™ (W) T dr
/, o T(W,)) 2 ) T &5 | T, ¢ )
< % / ]IWr<(p(d)dr+K% (d—o " (W) dr, (20)
t * t

where K is the Lipschitz constant of o, and « is as in (6). We deduce that, for some positive constants C; and C;
and bounded continuous functions p; and p, all of them independent of n, P’ o (x)-a.s.,

N N
M! < exp{%/ Iw, <) dr + Cln/ (d— (pfl(W,))err
t 1
s + 2 s s
— C2n2/ ((d- go_l(Wr)) ) dr ~|—/ p1(W,)dW, + / P2 (W) dr}. 21)

t t t
As there exists Co > 0 such that CinY — Con?Y? < Cy for all integer n and all ¥ > 0, Cauchy—Schwartz inequality
implies

EB*" < CJ/T7, (22)
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where

K
" = Et,(p(x) <exp{—n/ ]IWr <o(d) dr}]linft<r<s Wr<<p(d))-
t

Now set xg := ¢(d) — ¢(x) and let 7y, := inf{r > 0, W, = xo} be the first passage time of the Brownian motion W
at point xg. The strong Markov property and the definition of x¢ imply that

s—t s—t—0
T" < / Ey, exp{ —n / Iw, <xo dr} dPZO ),
0 0

where (see, e.g., Borodin and Salminen [4], p. 198)

2
dp¥ ) = ol exp(—x—())dé).

o V2763 20
Using formula (1.5.3) in Borodin and Salminen [4], p. 160, we deduce
ST n(s —t—0) n |xo0] x2
T" < / I <—> ex <——(s —t— 9)) ex (——0> do, (23)
o T2 ) V2 P\ 26

where Iy is a Bessel function whose definition can be found in, e.g., Abramowitz and Stegun [1], p. 375. We split the
integral in the right-hand side of (23) into the two following terms:

o s—t—l/ﬁl nis—t—0) n 0 |xo] x(% do
r= T ) () G P e )
s—t n(s —t—60) n |xol x5
v ::f I <4>ex (——(s—t—G))—ﬁeX (__0>d9
2 s—t—1//n ’ 2 ’ 2 2n6? ' %

n(s—t—6) o /n.
2 -

Forallfin (0,s —t — \%) one has 5 in addition (see, e.g., Borodin and Salminen [4], p. 638),

y
1 % as 'y — +00.
o() ez y
Therefore, there exists C > 0, uniformly bounded in xg € (¢(d) — ¢(d’), 0) such that, for all n large enough,
C
T < —.
1=/

Now, we use that Ip(y)e™ <1 for all y > 0 (see, e.g., Abramowitz and Stegun [1], p. 375) and deduce that

s—t )C2 C
7)< / ol exp(——0> do < —,
s—1—1/yn /27163 20 NG
from which

C
T" < W» (24)

where C is uniformly bounded in x € (d, d’). In view of (22) we thus have obtained

C

EB*" < —
s =8

which ends the proof. O
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2.4. Proof of Theorem 2.1: The two-sided reflection case

We now consider the penalized system (10).
With the arguments used at the beginning of the proof of Proposition 2.8 one can deduce that, P-a.s., the map
x — X5 belongs to the Sobolev space

H'(d,d)={feL(d.d); f'eL(d.d)}

We now aim to prove the representation formula (7). We first consider the event ELY. On this event X2*" satisfies

S N
X0On = x +/ b(X1"")dr +/ o (XL5") dW,.
t '

Pathwise uniqueness holds for both the above stochastic differential equation and Eq. (4). Therefore (X LYM b e, s]

and (X*, r € [t, s]) coincide on £°. We deduce the equality (7) on E1*.
We next consider the event 2 — £1"*. We are inspired by Lépingle et al. [10] to reduce our study to the one-sided
reflection case. For all rational numbers c¢; and s; such thatd < ¢y <d’ and t < s1 < s set

Ader :={we.{2: d= inf X", sup Xﬁ’xzcl},

reltsl reft,si]

A= {a)e.Q: inf X;*=ci, sup Xi”“=d/}-

relt,s] relt,si]

At ={we@: Vrelt,s),d <X <d X" =d},

AT =loe@:Vrel,s),d <X <d X" =d'}.

‘We have
Q-¢gr=a0A |J (Adruand).
d<ci<d

t<s|<s

Let X"*" be defined as in (10). As observed in the proof of Lemma 2.7, setting b,, := b + B, we have, ﬁ—a.s.,

s s
axX?x,n = exp{/ 0/(X£,x,") dw, —|—/ (b;z (X}t;xa”) _ %O,/(Xi,x,n)2> dr}.
t t

Let X" be the one-sided reflected diffusion process defined in Proposition 2.8, and, as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 2.8, let X" be the corresponding penalized process. On the event Af{cl we have X' = X"** and, as already
noticed, we also have X1¥n < X% therefore, on .Afl’c‘ the paths of X"*" do not hit the point d’, which implies that
X-4n = X151 on this event, from which, by a classical local property of Brownian stochastic integrals,

S1 ~ S1 ~ l ~ 2
DX =exp{ /t o (RL5) AW, + ft (b,;(Xﬁ’x’")—Eo/(Xj’x’”) )dr}]l e

Moreover, the arguments used to prove (19) imply that

N s
lexe] [ o' myaw,+ [ (@) = G @y arfi g | 0

1
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We deduce that

X 4o =0, P-as.
X s Afll

We readily conclude that

BxXﬁ‘x]Igigé,x —0, P-as.

3. Stochastic representations of derivatives of solutions of semilinear parabolic PDEs

Consider the semilinear parabolic PDE in an interval with a Neumann boundary condition:

E;—L;(I,X) + Au(t, x) + f(t,x,u(t,x),0(x)0,u(t,x)) =0, (1,x)€[0,T)x (d,d’),
u(T, x) =g(x), xeld,d], (25)
z—Z(t,x) +h(t,x) =0, (t,x)e[0,T)x {d.d'},

where £ is such that 2(T, -) = —g’(-) and

1 3? d
A= —-02(x)—5 +b(x)—.
27 g ThW5;

We aim to prove that u(z, x) is in H'(d,d’) for all 0 <t < T and to exhibit probabilistic representation formulae
for its derivative in the sense of the distributions, respectively when g is a bounded differentiable function and when g
is only supposed Lipschitz. We start with the case of an homogeneous Neumann boundary condition, that is, the case
where h = 0.

3.1. Homogeneous Neumann boundary condition: A representation involving g’ and V f

Consider the BSDE driven by the diffusion process X" reflected at points d and d’:

T T
vt =)+ [ ez a - [z aw, 6)
t

t

Pardoux and Zhang [19] have shown that, under the hypotheses made in this section, the BSDE (26) has a unique
progressively measurable solution such that

T
E sup |YS”"]2+]E/ |20 Pdr < oo,
0

t<s<T

and the deterministic function u(z, x) := ¥/** is a viscosity solution to (25). The uniqueness issue has been studied by
Barles [2], Theorem 2.1.

The aim of this subsection is to prove the following theorem which expresses the fact that, formally, the derivative
of a parabolic PDE with a Neumann boundary condition solves a new parabolic PDE, driven with a Dirichlet boundary
condition.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that h =0, and that b and o are bounded Lipschitz functions. Suppose that o satisfies (6).
Suppose that the function f is in C%111([0, T1 x [d, d'] x R x R) bounded with bounded derivatives. Suppose that
g is a continuously differentiable function satisfying g'(d) = g’(d’) = 0. Let t"* be the first time that the process
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X% hits the boundary {d, d'}. Then the process Y'** is in D and the function u(t, x) := Y/ isin H'(d,d") for all
0 <t < T. Moreover, for almost all x in (d,d"),

T ATl

du(t, x) = E{g/(X’T”‘) 0 X7 Tty + / [0: (r. ©7") 0 X7
'
+ 3y f(r, OF )Y 0, f(r, O0) 1)1 dr}, 27)
where @b = (X'* Y* | 70X solves (4) and (26), and (W), I"™) is the unique adapted process satisfying

E sup |l1/’x| +Ef |Frt’x’2dr<oo,
0

t<s<T

and solution of the following BSDE:
Pt =g (X7) 0 Xy +/ [0 f(r, ©F%) 0, X1* + 0y f(r, OLF )"
T
+ 0, f(r, 0P dr — / rdw,. (28)
S

Remark 3.2. Existence and uniqueness of the solution of the linear BSDE (28) is a classical result see Pardoux and
Peng [18]. Proceeding as in the proof of Proposition 2.4, we can easily prove that the process (U3, Iyt <s <T) is
well defined in the sense that, up to indistinguishability, it does not depend on the Borel versions Of the a.e. derivatives
of b and o . In addition, notice that, in view of (7), the process 0, X" is null after T"; therefore, for all functions f
and g, the solution (W"*, I''"*) of (28) is also null for all s > t"* if ©* < T. We thus may rewrite (28) under the
following form which will be useful in the sequel:

T AT
U = g (X)X T+ [ [ (010X (010
S

SATHX

T ATl

+0.f(r, 0,7 ) 0" ] dr — f rhdw,. (29)
S

sATHY

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We only sketch the proof which closely follows the method developed by N’°Zi et al. [16] to
prove the equalities (32), (33) below when X”** is valued in the whole space and, as in our context, b and o are solely
supposed Lipschitz.*

To prove the a.e. differentiability w.r.t. x of Y***, we aim to use Proposition 2.6. To this end, consider X"*" defined
as in (10) and the BSDE

T T
s =) [ xen s zena [z aw, )
N N
Forallt <s <T and x in (d, d’), we set @"%" = (XL,X1 yhxn zixmy and

2 T 2
By - vk [z -z e
N
T
<Blo(x™) — g(X ) 428 [ = 1) (£ 002) - £ (. 0f)) o
N

4We draw the reader’s attention to the fact that, in [16], the parameter n concerns smooth approximations of b and o, whereas here it concerns the
approximation of the reflection by penalization.



Stochastic representations of derivatives of solutions of variational inequalities 407
2 1 r 2
<CE|X7"" — X7*|" + C(l + —)IE/ Yo =y dr
& N

T T
+ CIEI/ |XE5m — X0 P dr + CsE/ |zt — ztwn ? dr.
s s
We choose ¢ = 1/(2C) and apply Gronwall’s lemma. It comes
T
E sup |Yo5n —yi[? —HE/ |Zb5n — 207 dr < CE sup X105 — x0¥)7
t<s<T t t<s<T
In view of (11), we thus get by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence theorem

d T
lim E( sup |vion — vl +/ |zt — Z;’x|2dr> dx =0. 31)
d t

n—>+00 t<s<T

Now, from N’Zi et al. [16], Theorem 3.2, ﬁ’-a.s.,

s s
0 X" = exp{ f o! (X ") AW, + / (b; (x") = %(0’)2(?@***”)) dr}, (32)
t t
and the BSDE

T
'pst,x,n — g/(thx,n) 8XX;lx’n +/ [axf(r, @’{,x,n)q);,x,n + ayf(r, @rt,x,n)lprt,x,n
K

T
+ 0. f (r, @)L | dr —f reo"dw, (33)

N

has a unique solution; in addition, ¥***"* = 9, Y"*"_ In view of Lemma 2.7, standard calculations lead to

!

d T
sup/ IE( sup |J/s”x’"|2+/ |F,”"’”|2dr> dx < 4o0.
d t

n>1 t<s<T

Thus all the hypotheses of Proposition 2.6 are satisfied by the sequence of random fields (Y'+**). To explicit the
derivative of Y!"* we observe that

d T
/ IE< sup |l — i +/ |\ — Fr”x|2dr> dx
d t

t<s<T
d 2 T 2

ECf E<|S}’x‘”] +/ |8y | dr)dx, 34
d t

g;x,n — g/(XtT,x,n) 3xXt7:x,n o g/(XtY:x) axX;:xv
S = (0 (1 O15) 0 (1 O)) B XES (04, O1°) =y (. O1)) 1
+ (0 (r. OF"") = 0 f (r. O 7)) I

where

In view of (31), (11) and Lemma 3.3 below we easily observe that the right-hand side of (34) tends to O when n tends
to infinity, which ends the proof. (]

Lemma 3.3. The processes X"* and X'*" being defined as in Proposition 2.5, we have: forallt <s <T,

sup E[0, Xi" — 9, X" ga——)
xed,d) n—+00
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Proof. For " as in (5), we have
E[0x X0 — 8, X1 < E[ [0, X05" — 0, X0 PLgre | + E[ [0, X0 — 0, X0 PT _gre]. (35)

The first term of the right-hand side is null since the processes X" and X"-* are pathwise identical on the event £;*.
Now, in view of Theorem 2.1 one has

B[ XI5 — 0, X0 g _gre] = B[, X057 PIg g ] 1= ALY
Define the stopping times 74 and 7 as

T4 = inf{r >t X :d} AT,
to =inf{r >, X\* =d'} AT

As noticed in Section 2.3, on the event {tg < Tz} N (2 — St ), the sequence of processes (Xt T <r <ty)

increases to (X - ,t <r < tg), and therefore this event is included in {inf;<,<; X, Len < g }. S1m1larly, the event
{tor < T2} N (2 — EXY) in included in {sup, <, < X0 > '}, It comes:

K
Ag,x,n S C]E|:exp{—2n/ (Hxi,x,n<d —+ Hxi,x.n>d,) dr}]l{fd<fd/}m(g_£§.x)i|
t
N
+ CEI:exp{—Zn/t (]Ixﬁ,x,n<d + HXL‘X’">d’)dr}H{rd/<rd}ﬁ(ﬂSé'”)j|
K
< CE[exp{—an (HXf-’X’n<d =+ HXi’x’n>d') dr} infy <p<s X X n<d}
t

S
=+ CE[CXP{—QJ’[/ (]IX,{'X'"<d + Hxi,x,n>d,) d}’}ﬂsupt< Xt.x,n>d,} .
P <r<s &r =2

We now only sketch the calculations since we proceed as in the proof of Proposition 2.8: using again the Lamperti
transform ¢ and a Girsanov transformation

S
AST" < CEy g [M? CXP{—ZH / Iw, <p@) +Hw,->w<d’>)dr}ﬂinf[<r<x Wrsw(d)}
t

S
+ CE; ox) [M? exp{ —2n / (Iw, <p@) + Iw, >p@)) dr }Hsup,qq W,zw(d’)i| ,
t

where
- Thlo~' W) +nd—o "W)D" —ne”' W) —d)" 1, _,
Ms_exp{/z [ o T (W) —37 (W’))}d
s -1 _ 1 + _ —1 N+ 2
_1/[19«0 W) +nd =9 W)™ —nlg™ (Wr) —d) _10,(¢1(Wr))} dr}.
2 o (= (W) 2

The exponential martingale is bounded from above as in (21) by using (20) and the following analogous inequality:

@l W —d)y [ nop »
f o’(gp(W ) dw, < E/; HW,>(p(d’) dr + Kza /t ((p W) —d) dr.

It then remains to use (24). We omit the details. O

*
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3.2. Homogeneous Neumann boundary condition: A representation without g’ and V f

Inspired by the results in Ma and Zhang [13], we now aim to prove a formula of Elworthy’s type for d,u (¢, x) which
does not suppose that the function f is everywhere differentiable.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that h = 0. Suppose that b and o are bounded Lipschitz functions. Suppose that o satisfies (6).
Suppose that the function f is in C([0,T] x [d,d'] x R x R), bounded and uniformly Lipschitz w.r.t. the space

variables. Suppose that g is a continuously differentiable function satisfying g'(d) = g'(d") = 0. Then the function
u(t,x) = Y,t’x isin H'(d,d") for all 0 <t < T. Moreover, for almost all x in (d,d’),

T
deu(t,x) = E<g(x;x)N;x +/ Flr Xp5 YP>, ZEX)ND* dr>, (36)
t

where, forall 0 <t <s <T,

s
NI = / o7 (XY) 8, X1 AW, (37)
t

s—1

Proof. Set u"(t,x) := Y,t’x’” where Y% is as in (30). In view of N’zi et al. [16], Theorem 4.1, we have

T
Au(t,x) = E<g(XtT,x,n)NtT,x,n +/ f(r, Xﬁ,x,n’ Yrt,x,n’ Zi,x,n)Nr’,le dV), (38)
'

where, forall0 <t <s<T,

t,x,n .__
NS =

A
. / o (XLE) 9, X I AW, (39)
S—=1Jt

We first need to show that the deterministic version of Proposition 2.6 is satisfied by u" (¢, x), that is,

d’ d
sup[/ | (¢, )| dx +/ |8xu”(t,x)|2dx] <400 (40)
n>1LJd d
and
d’ 2
/ |u" (t, x) — u(t, x)|"dx —— 0. 41)
d n— 400

In view of (6), (7) and Lemma 2.7, one observes that, forallt <r < T and p > 1,

sup E(|NSm 2P 4 [Nir 2Py < —C “2)

xe(d,d) T (r—nr’

from which we deduce (40). Now, we observe that, to obtain (31), we only used that f is a Lipschitz function;
therefore (41) holds true, and u(z, x) is in H!(d, d). It thus remains to identify d,u(z, x) by letting n go to infinity
in (38).

From Lemma 3.3 and (11), we easily get that, forall 0 <f <s < T,
sup B[N — NDF|P —— 0. (43)
xe(d,d) n— 400

Therefore fj' IE(g(X%)N7™" — g(X7)N7")|? dx tends to 0 and

d’ T 2 d 2
/ E/ Fr Xp5, YE>, Z0) (NS — NPY)dr| dx < c/ dx
d t d

r otr

T
/ VE|NET — NP dr
t




410 M. Bossy, M. Cissé and D. Talay

tends also to O by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence theorem. In view of (31), we are in a position to conclude that
the right-hand side of (38) converges to the right-hand side of (36). O

3.3. Extension to nonhomogeneous Neumann boundary conditions

Consider the BSDE
T T T
Yo =g (X7 + / h(r, X2¥)dKDS + / Flr X05 Ye*, 0%y dr — f Zr dw,. (44)
s N N

Under the hypotheses made in this subsection, Pardoux and Zhang [19] have shown that there exists a unique adapted
solution (Y"*, Z"*) to (44) such that

T T
B s v P o [ e ares s [z Par) <.
0<t<T 0 0

and, in addition, the function u(¢,x) ;==Y i’x is a viscosity solution to the parabolic PDE with nonhomogeneous
Neumann boundary condition
%—’;(t,x) + Au(t, x) + f(t,x, u(t,x), Bxu(t,x)a(x)) =0, (t,x)el0,T)x (d, d/),
u(T,x) =g(x), xeld,d], (45)
Bu(t,x) +h(t,x) =0, (t,x)€[0,T) x {d,d'}.

For uniqueness results for this PDE, we again refer to Barles [2], Theorem 2.1. We easily extend the representation
formula in Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.5. Let the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold true. In addition, suppose that the function h is continuous
on [0, T] x [d,d"). Suppose also that g'(x) = —h(T, x) for x =d or x =d'. Then the function u(t,x) := Y* is in
H'(d,d') forall 0 <t < T, and, for almost all x in (d,d’),

)T

duu(t, x) = E{g’(X’T’*) O X Doty — h(2", X5) I3k et <1)

T ATl
[ e a0 s ) ar | @0
t

where ©'F 1= (X", Y1X | Z1%) solves (4) and (44), J;'* is as in Theorem 2.1, and (W*, [y") is the unique adapted
process satisfying
2 T 2
E sup |[¥}*| —HE/ |C0% | dr < oo,
t<s<T 0

and, forall0 <s <T,

Wt =/ (X7") 8 X7 Ligrny — h(2", X35 ) T3 o<1y

T ATl
[ SO X 8, P 0 ) + 0. (r O I b
s

/\T['X

TAth*
[ raw. 7
s

ATHX

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that A(f, d) and h(z, d") are continuously differentiable on [0, T].
If not, we approximate them by a sequence of continuously differentiable functions (that converges uniformly on
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[0, T]) and apply Proposition 1.2 in Pardoux and Zhang [19] in order to satisfy the requirements of Proposition 2.6.
Interpolate the functions h(z, d) and (¢, d’) by a function & of class C l'2([0, T] x [d,d']) and Lipschitz w.r.t. x with
a Lipschitz constant which is uniform in time, and set

X
H(r, x) ::f h(r, &) dg,
d
and
oH 1 oh
LH@, x):=—(r,x)+bx)h(r,x)+ —az(x)—(r, x).
or 2 0x
Forall t <s < T one has
T T T
/ h(r. XY KL = H(T, X5Y) — H(s, X1) - / h(r. X% (X0) AW, — / CoH(r, X0Y)dr,
N N N
from which
T
Y0¥ =g(X7Y) + H(T, X3°) — H(s, X}¥) +/ (r.@")d / LrH(r, X*)d
N
—/ ZLXdw, — / r, X0 )o (X0F) dW,. (48)
S

Notice that all the terms in the right-hand side of (48) are a.e. differentiable w.r.t. x. Moreover, the process

Vit = YO+ H (s X0), (49)
Zi% = 2 4 s, X0 (X4)

is the unique solution of a BSDE of the type (26) with the new coefficients
g(x) = g(x) + H(T, x), (50)
f(t7x7y5 Z) = f(t5x7y - H(tax)9z _h(t7x)o.(x)) _[-:rH(t7x)'

Set @'* = (X'*,Y"*, Z!"*). We denote by (W'*, %) the solution of the following BSDE analogous to (29)
rewritten under the form (28):

TAThHY

T =g (x4 [ [T O 0K 0,7 6
SATHY
R . TAt'*
0 F(r, O;") 11" dr - / L dw,. Gl
SATIX

Now, as K- =0forallt <s <t/ forallt <s <T A t"* we have

R(T AT XS )T —h(s ATt X0 Il

TATHY ) ST AThHY SATHY ) s aThY

T Ath*
_ / 80 (L, H)(r. X1) T dr
S

ATHX

TAT!
[T ehlr XN ()l XN () W 62
s

ATHY
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where J1** is as in Theorem 2.1 and is used here because the process 3, X"* is discontinuous. Therefore, as in addition
2'(x) =g’ (x) + h(T, x), the pair of processes

SATHY ) s AThA?

W =W —h(s AT XD L) I
Ly° =T = 0c(ho) (s, X¢7) I

solves (47). It is the unique solution satisfying the conditions listed in the statement of the theorem; see Pardoux [17].

We are now in a position to get (46). Notice that Theorem 3.1 implies that l?/\,t’x = 8x2t’x, and consequently,
W' =9, Y1*. Moreover, as noticed in Remark 3.2, (3, X"*, ¥"*, '"*) is null after t/* if t/* < T. In view of the
definition of ¥"* in (47), we finally obtain

DY = ]E{ ¢ (X)X T gy — (', X5) T3 Ty

TAth
+ / [axf(ra Qtrx) axxi’x + ayf(r’ Q;x)zix +0; f(ra Qﬁx)ﬂix] dr},
t
which ends the proof. (]
The next theorem explicits the derivative in the sense of the distributions of u(z, x) without derivatives of f and g.

Theorem 3.6. Let the assumptions of Theorem 3.5 hold true. For all 0 <t < T, for almost all x in (d,d"), it holds
that

T
deu(t, x) = E[g(X;X)N’f" —h(" X5 ) I e <7 +/ fr X05, Y0, Z0)ND* dr].
t

Proof. Apply Theorem 3.4 after having substituted g and f, defined as in (50) to g and f, respectively, and Y,
defined as in (49), to Y**. Then

Y™ = 0ult, x) + h(r, x)
T T
= E[?(X;X)N;’x + [ f(r. @ )N dr — / L H(r, XL¥)NPY dr:|.
t 1
It then remains to show:
T
E[—=h(r", X5 ) I T <r | = E[H(T, X7 )NGT — / L.H(r, X2X)NP*dr — bz, x)i|.
t
Now, apply the Lemma 3.7 below; it comes
T TATHY
—E/ E,H(r, XUY)NPYdr — h(t, x) = —IE/ ax(ﬁrH)(r, X¥)aXL* dr — h(t, x).
t t
Next, use the equality (52) at time s = ¢:

T
—E/ LH(r, X2 )NPYdr — h(t,x) = =E[A(T AT X505 0T ]
t

ST AT )T AT
Finally, observe that, H(T, x) = —g(x) + g(d) and thus, using again the Lemma 3.7
E(H (. X{)N§™) = ~E(e (X5 NG) = E(h(T. X57) 1y Ty o).

which ends the proof. U
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Lemma 3.7. For all differentiable function ¢ with bounded derivative and allt <r < T,
B[ (X)X, oo ] ~ B[ (X0 N2,
Proof. Consider the following event:

Eyr = {a)e.Q: d< inf X\*< sup X <d’}.

O<s=r P<s<r

Lépingle et al. [10] have shown that the Malliavin derivative of X LY satisfies:

JZ,X
f, r
V<60 <r DpX;"'= G(Xex)ﬁﬂs:;f'
p .
Therefore,
P T, t,x __ 4/ t, 1,
O(Xé)’x) D0¢(Xr x)Je =¢ (Xr x)‘,r xﬂ&;’_i ’

We now slightly modify the proof of Elworthy’s formula (see, e.g., Nualart [15]) by integrating the previous equality
w.r.t. § between times ¢ and r A t-*. Notice that

tx

T
I g /, Trx 6 =0

and

1,x

T
]Ir<.[t,x / Hgé,x do = (1" — I)Hrt.,x>r.
t s

It comes:

t,x

1 AT 1 ‘
T e 4=

It now remains to use the duality relation between the Malliavin derivative and the Skorokhod integral to get

1 " 1
:E[qﬁ()ﬁ’ﬂ /; Héfr/\rf’x M‘Ié’x dWe} = ]E[¢/(X£’X)J;’xﬂrt,x>r].

We again use that 3, Xy = 0 when > t/* and 8, Xy™ = J;* when 6 < t"*, and finally obtain

1 r 1
r_—tE|:¢(X£’x)/t @BxXé’xdWQ} :E[¢/(X£’x) 8XX£'X I[-[t,x>r]. 0

4. Stochastic representations of derivatives of solutions of variational parabolic inequalities

In this section we aim to establish stochastic representations for the derivative d, v (¢, x) in the sense of the distribution
of the solution of variational inequality (2). We successively examine the case of an homogeneous Neumann boundary
condition (k2 = 0), and the case of a nonhomogeneous Neumann boundary condition.
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4.1. The case of homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions

Consider the reflected BSDE
Xot=x+ [Fo(Xp")dr + [} o (X7)dW, + KT,
Vet =g (X)) F(n X VPt 2 dr = [ 20w, + R - Ry
Vi > L(s, Xg¥) forall0<t<s<T, (53)
(Ri’x, O<t<s< T) is a continuous increasing process such that
ST = L(s. X5%)) dRE* = 0.

In all this section, in addition to the assumptions made in Theorem 3.4 we suppose that the function L is in
C12([0, T] x R; R), bounded with bounded derivatives. Adapting a technique due to Cvitani¢ and Ma [11], Berthelot et
al. [3] have shown existence and uniqueness of an adapted solution (J**, Z:*, R"¥), and that the function v : [0, T] x
[d,d'] — R defined by

v, x) ="
is the unique continuous viscosity solution of (2). We will need the following estimates.

Proposition 4.1. There exist 0 < B < 1 and C > 0 such that, for all x in (d,d’),

foralli<r<T  sup E(IK|"*)’ <C(r—1), (54)
xe(d,d")
2 T 2 2 2
E( sup | V0| +/ |Z05|7dr + (IK157) + |RG >5c (55)
t<s<T t

and

C

_ B
“G—dr@—nmm =0 (56)

E

T
[

t

Proof. We start with proving (54). Consider ¥ (x) = z(d—% ((x —d")?>+ (x —d)?), so that ¥/ (x) = n(x) forx =d, d’
and

r r
IK|2Y = (XEY) — g (x) —/ Ay (X5Y) ds —f v (X5Y)o (X5F) dWs.
t t
Then E(|K |™)? < CE|X/* — x|> 4+ C(r — ). Moreover, as (y — x)n(y) <0 for y =d, d’,
r r
E(X"* —x)2=E / (2(X7 — x)b(XEY) + 02 (X07)) ds + 2E f (X0 — x)n(X7) dK [
t t

<C@r—1).

We now prove (55). Proceeding as in the proof of Proposition 3.5 in El Karoui et al. [7] there exists C > 0 such that,
for all x in (d, d’),

T
E( sup |y§”‘|2+/ |Zﬁ*x|2dr+ IR 2)
t

t<s<T

T
5C1Eg2(x’;‘)+c/ f*(r,0,0,0)dr + CE sup L*(s, X\*).
t

t<s<T

To obtain the desired result, it then suffices to apply (54).
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We now prove (56). Set

s
M = f o (XLT) d XL dW,,
t

T T t,x
M,
=/ NI = / S dIK [
t ¢ (r=1)

As M =0 we have, forall 0 <« < 1,

|Mt X Mt X
A< sup / )
1<01<6,<T |91 - 92|a ( )( —a)

Here, we have used an Holder version of the stochastic integral (Mé’x) and used a trick from Ma and Zhang [13],
p- 1406.
We choose « := % and set y := %. As

E|My* — My*|" < Cloy — 6,17/

and o < XL )2,_1 , we may apply the Theorem 2.1 in [20], Chapter 1. We get

| T 1 y/(v=Dy(y—=D/y
wiat= 0r) e [ o)}
t r—

where
t,x tx
M*:=E sup (7“”0] — Mo, |>V < 0
1<6,<t<T \ (62 — 0%

Now set

T 1 y/(y=1
B::E/ 7d|K|£*J‘ .
¢ r=nd=

From Slominski [21] we know that, for all x in (d, d’) and integer p > 1 there exists C > 0 such that, forallt <s < T,

t,x\P (s —n)f
E(|K|S ) Sc(x—d)P/\(d/—x)p. 57)

Therefore, the Kolmogorov—Centsov criterion implies that, almost surely,

|K|t€x y/(y=1
m(—— =0.
S%t((s — t)(lot)>

By integration by parts, we thus get

B | L LSS L
= {[@—nﬂ—w] - )/ R s}

|K|IT’X y/(y—1 T (|K|§;X)V/(V—1)
e ) I et

=: B1 + B»>.
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From (57), it comes: By < C(T — t)*?/=D[(x —d) A (d’ — x)]77/7~D_ We finally observe that

T —r/r=n
1 \1-Y/r=D (s -0
By <C[(x —d) A (d' —x)] /t (s —1)rC-0/r=D ds

C[(x_d)/\(d/_x)]_V/(V—l)(T_t)l/99. .

To get a probabilistic representation of the derivative d;v(#, x) in the sense of the distributions we need a precise
information on the Stieljes measure dR,.". For the Stieljes measure dR* we have:

Lemma 4.2. Let O"F := (XV*, V0% Z8%) Forallt <r <T,

oL JL
ARE < Ty e 1 XE9) + 50 XEDD(XE)

2 —

10°L
LX) () + f(r,@;’x)} dr

JL a
+uy,x_L(rX£x)[<a (r X’X)>n(X5’X)} dIK [, (58)

Proof. We adapt a trick from El Karoui et al. [7]. Let ALY be the local time at O of the semimartingale o —
L(s, X'™)). Ito-Tanaka’s formula leads to

oL aL
A = L(n X)) = -1 VIS L(r,XEY) [E(V X3t) + a(” X77)b(X)

182[’ t,x\, 2(yt,x t,x
+§W(F, X, )O' (Xr’ )+f(r, e, ) dr

aL
Hy;X>L(rX”)a (r Xy X) (Xlt”x)c”K'i"x

IL 1
Dyt g o xiny <Zﬁ’x - a(r, X;’X)a(xﬂ")) dw; + 3 dap*.

(V¥ = L(r, X2%)) T = V0% — L(r, X1,

1t6’s formula applied to L(r, X %Y leads to

1 oL oL
AR+ 5 dArt =~y [E(” Xp7) + o (n X)b(X5)
102L
5557 (0 X (X0 + £ @r’”‘)} v

X
oL
]Iyl F=L(r,X") ( ox (r Xy x)>n(X;,x) d|K|£’x

L
+ Ly xt) (z“f — 5( ,X;’X)a(xg“)> dw,

and

aL oL

2" = gy (R XP)o (X07) =Ty, g (Zi’x "o

(X (X ).
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from which we deduce

fypecsigo (257 = S X (1)) =0

and
1 dL 19%L )
dR;* + 3 dAT = —Tyra_y (. xt [a(r, X09)b(X1) + 5@(1‘, X1 )ot (X0Y)
oL
+ 2 ey + 10 @;»x)] dr
’
oL
—Iyre_rexe x (. X35 )n (X, ") dIK [
As local times are increasing we deduce (58). O

We now are in a position to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that the function L is in C L2(10, T1 x R; R), bounded with bounded derivatives. Under the
assumptions of Theorem 3.4, for all 0 <t < T the function v(t, x) is in H! (d,d"y and, for almost all x in (d,d’),

T T
Dev(t. x) = E(g(x;X)N;x [ slxen v znetars [ dRi**), (59)
t

t

where N is as in (37).
Remark 4.4. E [ NI"* dRI is well defined in view of (58) and (56).

Proof of Theorem 4.3. We follow the same guidelines as the proof of Theorem 3.4. In this proof all the constants C
are uniform w.r.t. x in (d, d’).
Consider the system

yz,x,n :g(X;:x,n) +/;T f(}’, Xﬁ,x,n’yﬁ,x,n’zﬁ,x,n) dr
— [ 2 AW, R =R Ve <s STV = L(s, X0,

t,x, . . . .
{Rs Tr<s < T} is an increasing continuous process such that

ST = L(s, X5 AR =0,

where X" is the solution to (10). Set v" (¢, x) := y,"”'. Ma and Zhang [13] have shown that, for almost all x in
d,d),

V" (t, x) = 2" (x)
T T
— E(g(X;lx’n)N;JX'n +/ f(r, X;,x,n’ yrt,x,n’ Zﬁ,x,n)N’{,x,n dr +/ Nrt,x,n dRi,x,n>-
t t

Notice that, from El Karoui et al. [7]), we have: almost surely,

JaL JL
dRi’x’n < ]Iy){,x,n:L(r’Xi,x,n) |:a_r (r, Xf,’x’n) —+ a(}’, X}t,’x’n)bn (Xf,’x'n)

19°L B
+ 3 X ) 4 (o) | ar (60)
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Here, @1% " .= (X150 Yhyn zixny We aim to apply Proposition 2.6 (in its deterministic version) and to prove
that the right-hand side of the preceding equality tends to the right-hand side of (59).
We first show that

!

lim [ [v"@,x) —v(, )| dx =0. (61)
d

n—00

The following calculation is classical:
T
E|yi*" — y;’xyz +]E/ | Zin — Z0* 2dr
)
<E|g(X5™") — g(Xp)|?
T
+2E/ (yﬁ,x,n _ y;,x)(f(r’ Xﬁ,x‘n’ y;,x,n’ Z;,x,n) _ f(r, Xﬁ,x’ yrt,x’ Zﬁx)) dr
N
T
+ ZE/ (y'{,x,n _ yrl,x)(dRi,x,n _ dR;’x)
S
< CE|X%"" — X7 |?
T
+ C]E/ ‘y}zj,x,n _ y;,x|(‘X£,x,n _ Xﬁ,x’ + D}'{,x,n _ y’);‘,x‘ + ’Z’{,x,n _ Z’{,x’)dr
N
T
+2F / (L(r. XE57) — L(r, XEY)) (dRES" — 4R
s
t,x,n 2 1 r t.x,n t,x|2
<CE|X}"" - Xr|"+C T+ IE/ | Vo — Y| dr
s
T 5 T 5
4 CE / |x00" — X452 dr + CoE f |z0on — 2z Par
N N
T
+2E / (L(r, X57) — L(r, X1%)) (dRE*" — dRY).
N
Therefore, choosing & small enough, say, e = %, we get
T
E|Yisn — Y] + ]E/ |zpvn — 2t P dr
N
2 T 2
<CE|X3™" — Xr|"+ cu«:f | Xpon — Xp* | dr
S
T 2
—|—CIE/ |yLen — yor | dr
N

T
2 [ (LX)~ L X)) (@R — aRE)
N

from which

T
sup B[y — yst’x|2 +]E/ |2 — Zﬁ‘x|2dr
t

t<s<T

T
<CE sup |X!*" — X'*[> 4 CE sup / |L(r, X*") = L(r, X0¥) (RS 4+ dRY).
N

t<s<T t<s<T
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We now observe that the proof of the inequality (3.4) in Menaldi [14] leads to: for all p > 1 there exists C > 0 such
that

T
sup ]E/ |Ba(X¥™)|Pdr < C, (62)
xe(d,d") t
where the function B, is defined as in Proposition 2.5. It then remains to use (11), (60) and (58) to conclude that
2 T 2
lim  sup ( sup E|Ybor — yor|T+ E/ |Zhem — Zhx| dr> =0, (63)
n_)ooxe(d,d’) t<s<T t

from which (61) follows.
We now aim to prove that

d/
lim [ [8,0" (1 x) — ¢ | dx =0, (64)
d

n—o0

where

T T
=N+ [ e e N [N ),
t

t

We have

v (£, x) — &

IA

[E(e (X )N = g (X )N )|
T
+ ‘E/ (f(}’, Xﬁ,x,n’ yﬁ,x,n’ Z;,x,n)er,x,n _ f(}”, Xi,x’ yﬁ,x’ Z;,X)er,x) dr
t

T T
+ | f NIE qRIS / NI AR
t t

. gtx,n t,x,n t,x,n
=15+ It

Combining the inequality (63) and the arguments used at the end at the proof of Theorem 3.4 we obtain

d, 2 2
tim [ (1) + (15 dx =0,

n—oo d

We now examine 7;*"":

T T
L<E [ INLE N AR 4 ‘E / NEY (RS — dREY)
t 1
. ghx, 1,x,
= I3])C n _"_132)( n.
In order to estimate 13t’lx’", we again use (39) and (11), and get

T
7 <2 [ e ()

T
= [ VRINET N E ) o
t

T
1 1/4 U
=< C/ ({E sup |X£yx,n _Xi,x|4} + {E sup |X£’x’n —X;’x|2} )
t

r—t t<r<T t<r<T

x (14 E[by (X" [?) dr.
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In view of (62) we deduce:

d

. 2
nln;o ; ’Ié’f“"! dx =0.

We now turn to I35"". Notice that (57)~(58) imply E((N;})?P (R — Rif)*) = O(eP), p > 1. Thus the

Kolmogorov—Centsov criterion implies that lim,—.0(R;7;" — R;7,)N; i = 0 a.s. Therefore we may integrate by

parts to get

T t,x,n t,x
R —R
§E|(R’T’x’”—RtT’X)N’T’X‘+/ IE’N,’*"—( 4 .
t

T
‘n«: / NS d(REET — R
t r—t

Now, a straightforward calculation leads to

N
E(RL™ —REY)? <€ sup E(VIY — Y)Y 4 C f E(XL5" — X0) dr
t

t<r<T
4 2
e / (205" — 20%)dr.
t
which, in view of (63) and (11), implies that
d )
[ ElRy =Ry g o

tends to 0.
We finally consider

d T 2
Al ::/ (/ E dr) dx.
d '

Notice that (60) implies that sup, (s 4, E(RL*™)? < C(s — 1)%. Moreover,

R =Ry

Nt,x
" r—t

r 1 r c 217/16 211/16
/; (V_I)E|N£'X|K|£’X|dr§/; W{E(Hﬂix) VOE(KE) T dr

with a constant C uniform in x. Using (54) and (57), we get

x\2,7/16 x)\211/16 (r—n°1
EKE) T EIKE) Y < O @ =778

and by (58), E|N/* R | < C((r — V2 + (r — )'/1%[(x — d) A (d' — x)]~/8. Therefore, the Lebesgue Dominated
Convergence theorem allow us to deduce that A"" tends to 0. That ends the proof. ]

4.2. The case of nonhomogeneous Neumann boundary conditions
Consider the system
Y =X (X VN 2 dr [T G X0 K
T
FRY - R — [T 24 aw,,
Vo> L(s,Xy") forall0<t=<s<T, (65)

(Eﬁ,’x ,0<t<s< T) is a continuous increasing process such that
T
ST L XE7)) dRE =0,
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Berthelot et al. [3] have shown that the function v(, x) := zi’x is the unique (in an appropriate space of functions)
viscosity solution of the following parabolic system with a nonhomogeneous Neumann boundary condition:

min{v(t,x) — L(t, x); —%(Z,x) — Av(t, x)

- f(t,x, v(t, x), axv(t,x)o(x))} =0, (t,x)el0,T) x (d, d/),
o(T, x) = g(x), xeld.d],
dxv(t, x) + h(1, x) =0, (t,x)€[0,T) x {d,d'}.

(66)

Proceeding as in Section 3.3, we readily deduce from Theorem 4.3 the following stochastic representation of
O v(t, x):

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that the function L is in C L2([10, T1 x R; R), bounded with bounded derivatives. Under the
assumptions of Theorem 3.6, it holds that, for all t in [0, T] and almost all x in (d,d’),

dxv(t, x) = E[N’T’*g(x;*) — h(t", X s <7

T T
4 / Fr XE5 Y, ZENES dr 4 / N;!ngg»x].
t

t

5. Conclusion

Coming back to our original motivation described in the Introduction, we deduce from Theorem 4.5 a tractable es-
timate of the error induced by the artificial Neumann boundary condition /(z, x). In this section, we suppose that
9,V (t,d) and 9,V (¢, d") are well defined for all times ¢ € [0, T]. For example, if in addition of assumptions of Theo-
rem 4.5, we suppose that b and o are differentiable with bounded derivatives, Ma and Zhang [13], Theorem 5.1, have
shown that 9, V (-, -) is a bounded continuous function on [0, 7] x R.

The following quantity represents the order of magnitude of the misspecification at the boundary {d, d'}:

e(h):== sup (|V(r,d)—v(r,d)|+|V(r.d") —v(r.d')|)

t<r<T

+ sup (|9:V (G d) +h(r.d)| + |8V (r.d') +h(r.d'))).

t<r<T

We are in a position to prove the following estimate for the error induced by the artificial Neumann boundary
condition A(t, x).

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that 3,V (r,d) and 8,V (r,d") are well defined for all times r € [t, T]. Under the hypotheses
of Theorem 4.5, there exists C independent of h such that, for all p < %,

d/
/ |0,V (2, x) — va(t,x)|2dx < Ce(h)” neh).
d

Proof. The various constants C below are uniform w.r.t. x € Ld ,d'] and h(z, x).
As shown in [3], the viscosity solution of (1) is V (¢, x) = y{ * where

V¥ = o (X5 + [T p(r XE5 005 20 dr — [T 0,V (r, X0Y) AR

PR R~ [T 5 aw,,
Ve > L(s, Xy") forall0<r<s<T, (67)
(7VZ§X O0<t<s< T) is a continuous increasing process such that

ST = L(r, X1)) dRy = 0.
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From Theorem 4.5 we get that

T

0V (1, x) = Bxv(t, x) = E[(ax V(e X0h) + h(e, X55)) i <)
T v v
[N X T2 - (X Y 2 ar
t
T v
+ [Ny - dEﬁ’x)].
13
Since Y''* and V¥ are larger than L(r, XYY, we have

T
[ @ -y - ) <o
t
from which, by standard computations,

v, 2 T 2 2
sup E|Vi* — Vb +/ E|Z* — 207 dr
t

t<s<T
T
< CIE[ / IV (r, XE%) = (e, X%) |8,V (1, X254 B, X25)| d|K|§’x}
t
< CE|K |} e(h)?.

Therefore,

T
sup E(RL —Ey)z <C sup E(Y* —23)6)2 + C/ E|Z1* —gﬂzdr
t

t<s<T t<s<T

T 2
+ CIE(f 10V +hl(r, X1¥) d|K|’r’x>
t
< CE(IK[5") e (h)?.

Now, in view of (68),

T
E / NS (f (r X0, D%, Z05) = (XU, Y0¥, 207)) dr

t

T C . )

r—t

<CE|K|F e(h).

Finally, we proceed as at the end of the proof of Theorem 4.3:

T
Bl [ wery —am)]
t

st ot TN
<Bvg 1Ry - Ry 1B [ iR - R
o
3 29172 T 3 29172
<C{E[RF — Ry} +C/t o (BRy - Ry }'"*ar.

(68)

(69)
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In view of (69) and (54) we have
SEX t,x(1271/2
(BIRY — Ry} < cemn.

In addition, using again (57) we get, for all y < %,

T ) . v )
/; m{E|er'x_Ei'x|2}l/2dV§C6(h)2V‘/t W{E|R;,X_E£,x|2}l/2 Y dr

e(h)¥ fT 1 q
(=A@ =) =P T

That ends the proof. (]

Remark 5.2. A better estimate for semilinear PDEs can be derived from Section 3, namely,
d’ 2
f |0, V (2, x) — 8y v(t, x)| " dx < Ce(h).
d

Two challenging questions, which are important issues for applications, need now to be treated for multi-
dimensional PDEs or variational inequalities: first, the extension of our work to the multi-dimensional case; second,
given a desired accuracy on the approximation of d, V (¢, x) or of the hedging strategy of an American option, the
relevant choice of a function 4 (¢, x) and of an artificial boundary.
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