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1. Introduction

Non-linear backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs in short) were firstly studied in [1], who proved the
existence and uniqueness of the adapted solution, under smooth square integrability assumptions on the coefficient and
the terminal condition, plus that the coefficient g(t, w, y, z) is (t, w)-uniformly Lipschitz in (y, z). Then El Karoui et al.
introduced the notion of reflected BSDE (RBSDE in short) [2], with one continuous lower barrier. More precisely, a solution
for such an equation associated to a coefficient g, a terminal value &, a continuous barrier L, is a triplet (Y;, Z;, A;)o<t<t Of
adapted processes valued in R+, which satisfies

T T
Yt = g +/ g(sv Ys, Zs)ds +AT _At + / st357 0 <t=< T, a.s.,
t t

and Y; > L; a.s. forany 0 < t < T. A; is non-decreasing continuous, and B; is a d-dimensional Brownian motion. The role of
A; is to push upward the process Y in a minimal way, in order to keep it above L. In this sense it satisfies fOT(YS —Ly)dA; = 0.

Following this paper, Cvitanic and Karatzas [3], introduced the notion of reflected BSDE with two continuous barriers. In
this case a solution of such an equation associated to a coefficient g, a terminal value &, a continuous lower barrier L; and
a continuous upper barrier Uy, with Ly < U; and Ly < & < Ur ass., is a quadruple (Y;, Z;, A;, K¢ )o<:<r Of adapted processes,
valued in R"4*1, which satisfies

T T
Y, =§& +/ g(s,Ys, Z)ds + Ar — Ay — (K — Kp) —/ ZdB;, 0<t<T, as,
t t

* Tel.: +86 10 62651340.
E-mail address: xumy@amess.ac.cn.

0377-0427/$ - see front matter © 2011 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/j.cam.2011.07.035


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2011.07.035
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/cam
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/cam
mailto:xumy@amss.ac.cn
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2011.07.035

1138 M. Xu / Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics 236 (2011) 1137-1154

andL; <Y, < U, as.forany 0 < t < T. Here A; and K; are increasing continuous process, whose roles are to keep the
process Y between L and U in such a way that

T T
/ (Ys — Ls)dA; =0 and / (Ys — Us)dK; = 0.
0 0

Aiming to prove the existence and uniqueness of a solution, the method is based on a Picard-type iteration procedure, which
requires at each step the solution of a Dynkin game problem. Furthermore, the authors proved the existence result by the
penalization method when the coefficient g does not depend on z. In 2004 [4], Lepeltier and San Martin relaxed in some
sense the condition on the barriers, proved by a penalization method an existence result, without any assumption other
than the square integrability one on L and U, but only when there exists a continuous semi-martingale with terminal value
&, between L and U. More recently, Lepeltier and Xu [5] studied the case when the barriers are right continuous and left limit
(RCLL in short), and proved the existence and uniqueness of a solution in both Picard iteration and penalization method. In
2005, Peng and Xu [6] considered the most general case when barriers are just L>-processes by the penalization method,
and studied a special penalization BSDE, which penalized with two barriers at the same time, and proved that the solutions
of these equations converge to the solution of reflected BSDE.

The calculation and simulation of BSDEs is essentially different from those of SDEs (see [7]). When g is linear in y and z, we
may solve the solution of BSDE by considering its dual equation, which is a forward SDE. However for nonlinear cases of g, we
cannot find the solution explicitly. Here our numerical algorithms are based on approximating Brownian motion by random
walk. This method was first considered by Peng and his students in 2000 (cf. Introduction in [8]). The convergence of this
type of numerical algorithms is proved by Briand et al. in 2000 [9] and 2002 [10]. In 2002, Mémin et al. studied the algorithms
for reflected BSDE with one barrier and proved its convergence (cf. [11]). Peng and Xu in [8] studied the convergence results
of an explicit scheme based on this kind of algorithm, which is efficient in programming. Recently Chassagneux also studied
discrete-time approximation of doubly reflected BSDE in [12] from another point of view.

In this paper, we consider different numerical algorithms for a reflected BSDE with two continuous barriers. The basic
idea is to approximate a Brownian motion by random walks based on the binary tree model. Compared with the one barrier
case (cf. [11]), the additive barrier brings more difficulties in proving the convergence of the algorithm, which requires us to
get a finer estimation. If we combine it with a diffusion process, and assume the coefficient to be a deterministic function,
then with the help of non-linear Feymann-Kac formulae, we know that the solution of BSDE equals the solution of variational
inequality. In such a case, our algorithm will coincide with the finite difference method of variational inequality (cf. [ 13,14]).
The algorithm studied in this paper is in a stochastic point of view, in fact the coefficient of reflected BSDE can be a random
function. When the Brownian motion is 1-dimensional, our algorithms have advantages in computer programming. In fact
we developed a software package based on these algorithms for a BSDE with two barriers. Furthermore it also contains
programs for classical BSDEs and reflected BSDEs with one barrier. One significant advantage of this package is that the
users have a very convenient user-machine interface. Any user who knows the basics of BSDE can run this package without
difficulty. Meanwhile, we can also generalize algorithms in this paper to multi-dimensional Brownian motion, which will
require a huge amount of calculation. So we will not discuss this subject in this paper.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some classical results of reflected BSDE with two continuous
barriers, and discretization for reflected BSDE. In Section 3, we introduce implicit and implicit-explicit penalization schemes
and prove their convergence. In Section 4, we study implicit and explicit reflected schemes, and get their convergence. In
Section 5, we present some simulations for reflected BSDE with two barriers. The proof of the convergence of penalization
solutions is in Appendix.

We should point out that recently there have been many different algorithms for computing solutions of BSDEs and
the related results in numerical analysis, for example [15,9,16-20]. In contrast to these results, our methods can easily be
realized by computing the 1-dimensional Brownian motion case. In the multi-dimensional case, the algorithms are still
suitable, however to realize them by computation is difficult, since it will require larger amount of calculation than the
1-dimensional case.

2. Preliminaries: reflected BSDEs with two barriers and basic discretization

Let (2, #, P) be a complete probability space, (B;);>o a 1-dimensional Brownian motion defined on a fixed interval
[0, T], with a fixed T > 0. We denote by {#;}o<;<r the natural filtration generated by the Brownian motion B, i.e.,
Ft = 0{Bs; 0 < s < t} augmented with all P-null sets of . Here we mainly consider the 1-dimensional case, since the
solution of reflected BSDE is 1-dimensional. In fact, we can also generalize algorithms in this paper to multi-dimensional
Brownian motion, which will require a huge amount of calculation. So we will not discuss this subject in this paper. Now
we introduce the following spaces for p € [1, 00):

L (#;) .= {R-valued ;-measurable random variables X s.t. E[|X|P] < oc0};
pr (0, t) := {R-valued and #;-adapted processes ¢ defined on [0, t], s.t. E fot |ps|Pds < oo};

§7(0, t) := {R-valued and #;-adapted continuous processes ¢ defined on [0, t], s.t. E[supp<,<t l@e]?] < oo};
AP(0, t) := {increasing processes in S”(0, t) with A(0) = 0}.

We are especially interested in the case p = 2.
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2.1. Reflected BSDE: definition and convergence results

The random variable £ is considered as a terminal value, satisfying £ € L?>(#7).Lletg : 2 x [0,T] x Rx R — Rbea
(t, w)-uniformly Lipschitz function in (y, z), i.e., there exists a fixed > 0 such that

lg(t,y1,21) — g(t,¥2,22)| < u(ly1 —y2l +|z1 —22|) Vt €[0,T], Y(y1,21), ()2, 22) € R x R. (1)

And g(+, 0, 0) is a progressively measurable square integrable process.
The solution of our BSDE with two barriers is reflected between a lower barrier L and an upper barrier U, which are
supposed to satisfy

Assumption 2.1. L and U are F;-progressively measurable continuous processes valued in R, such that

E [ sup ((L)")* + sup ((Ut))z] <00 )
0<t<T 0<t<T

and there exists a continuous process X; = Xo — fot o5dBs + V;" — V. where o € L%(0,T), V* and V™ are (#;)-adapted

continuous increasing processes with E[|VT+|2] +E[Vy |2] < oo such that

L <X, <U, P-as.for0O<t<T.

Remark 2.1. Condition (2) permits us to treat situations when U; = 4oco or [ = —oo,t € [0, T], in such cases the
corresponding reflected BSDE with two barriers becomes a reflected BSDE with a single lower barrier L or a single upper
barrier U, respectively.

Definition 2.1. The solution of a reflected BSDE with two continuous barriers is a quadruple (Y, Z,A,K) € S?(0,T) x
LZ(0,T) x A%(0,T) x A?(0, T) defined on [0, T] satisfying the following equations

—dY, = g(t, Y, Z)dt + dA; — dK; — Z,dB;, Yr =§ (3)
Ly <Y <U;, dA >0, dK; > 0, dA; - dK; =0

and the reflecting conditions
T T
/ (Y: — L)dA; = / (Y: — Up)dK; = 0. (4)
0 0

To prove the existence of the solution, the penalization method is important. Thanks to the convergence results of the
penalization solution in [4,21] for the continuous barriers’ case and methods in [6], we have the following results, especially
it gives the convergence speed of penalization solutions.

Theorem 2.1. (a) There exzsts a umque solution (Y, Z, A, K) of reflected BSDE, i.e. it satisfies (3), (4). Moreover it is the limit of
penalization solutions (Y;"™? Zt AP K "P) asm — oo then p — oo, or equivalent as ¢ — oo then m — oo. Here
the penalization solution (Y"? 2’" P Zm P K™P) with respect to two barriers L and U is defined, for m € N, p € N, as the

solution of a classical BSDE

—dY"P = g(t, Y{"P, ZIP)dt + m(Y,"P — L) ~dt — p(Y;"P — Up)*dt — Z"PdB,, (5)
vm.p
Y, =¢.

And we set AP = mfot(?sm’p — L) ds, K™ = pfot Y™ — Uy)*ds.
(b) Consider a special penalized BSDE for the reflected BSDE with two barriers: for any p € N,
—dYF = g(¢t, YP, ZPydt + p(YF — L)~ dt — p(Y! — Up)Tdt — ZPdB,, (6)
Y7 =,
with AV = fotp(Ysp — L)~ dsand K’ = f(; p(YP — Uy)*ds. Then we have, asp — oo, Y’ — Y, inS*(0,T),2F — Z

in L2(0,T) and A} — A, weakly in S?(0, T) as well as K/ — K. Moreover there exists a constant C depending on
£,2(t,0,0), u, Land U, such that

T
C
E[sup |YZ’—Y[|2+/ |z — Zdt + sup [(A; — K;) — (Af—Kf’)]z] < i (7)
0

0<t<T 0<t<T

The proof is based on the results in [4,6], we put it in Appendix.
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Remark 2.2. In the following, we focus on the penalized BSDE as (7), which considers the penalization with respect to the
two barriers at the same time. And p in superscribe always stands for the penalization parameter.

Now we consider a special case: Assume that

Assumption 2.2. L and U are It6 processes of the following form

t t
Lt=L0+/ lsds—l—/ o!dBs, (8)
0 0
t t

U = UO—|—/ usds—l—/ o/'dB.
0 0

Suppose that I; and ug are right continuous with left limits (RCLL in short) processes, asl and o' are predictable with
T
E fo UL 4 1617 + [ug|® + |o[*1ds < oo.
It is easy to check that if L, < Ui, then Assumption 2.1 is satisfied. We may just set X = L or U, with o5 = as’ or o) and
VE = [ IFdsor [jufds. Here I¥ (resp. ui") is the positive or the negative part of I (resp. u). As Proposition 4.2 in [2], we

have following proposition for two increasing processes, which can give us the integrability of the increasing processes by
barriers.

Proposition 2.1. Let (Y, Z, A, K) be a solution of reflected BSDE (3). Then Z; = ot’, as.-dP x dt on the set {Y; = L;}, Z; = o},
a.s.-dP x dt on the set {Y; = U;}. And

0 < dA; < lyy=iylg(t, L, o)) + 117 dt,

0 < dK; < Tyy,—u,lg(t. Us, /") + u]"dt.
So there exist positive predictable processes o and B, with0 < «a, By < 1, suchthat dA; = o 1y, =1, [g (¢, Lt, 0[’)+lt]*dt, dK; =
,Bfl(Y[=U[}[g(t7 Uf’ U[u) + uf]+dt'

Proof. We can prove these results easily by using similar techniques as in Proposition 4.2 in [2], in view that on the set
{L; = U}, we have or’ = o} and I; = u;. So we omit the details of the proof here. O

In the following, we will assume Assumption 2.2 hold for two barriers.

2.2. Approximation of Brownian motion and parameters of reflected BSDE

We use random walk to approximate the Brownian motion. Consider foreachj =1, 2, ...,
[t/s] T
Bl =~ ¢, forallo<t<T,§=—,
= n
where {8}1 ]’7:1 isa {1, —1}-valued i.i.d. sequence with P(s]'.1 =1 = P((s]'.1 = —1) = 0.5, i.e, it is a Bernoulli sequence. We
consider the discrete filtration §/ := o{e], ..., &'}. Set t; = j§, forj = 0, 1,..., n. We denote by D; the space of RCLL
functions from [0, t] in R, endowed with the topology of uniform convergence, and we assume that:

Assumption 2.3. I" : Dy — Ris K-Lipschitz. We consider & = I"(B), which is Fr-measurable and §&" = I"(B"), which is
gn-measurable, such that

E[I€]%] + sup E[IE"*] < oo.

For the coefficient g(y, z), we also need to consider its approximation (gj”(y, Z))o<j<n, Which is g,]f"—adapted, and satisfies
the following assumption:

Assumption 2.4. g"(y, z) is Lipschitz in (y, z) with the same p for all n, and there exists a constant Cg such that for all
n>142u+2u?

n—1
1
E [Z 1870, 0)|2n} <G,
j=0

And if we set g"(t,y, z) = g[”tm(y, z), then g"(t, y, z) converges to g(t, y, z) in S?(0, T).

Remark 2.3. If the coefficient takes the form as g = g(t, (Bs)o<s<:, ¥, 2), then its natural candidate of approximation is
gj”(y, z) = g(tj, (BY)o<s<t, ¥, z). Assume that g is Lipschitzin Band t — g(t, B, y, z) is continuous, we know that gj” satisfies
Assumption 2.4.
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Remark 2.4. When g is a deterministic function, gj”(y, z) = g(t;,y, z) is an approximation of g satisfying Assumption 2.4,
ift — g(t,y, z) is continuous.

Now we consider the approximation of the barriers L and U. Notice that L and U are progressively measurable with
respect to the filtration (F;), which is generated by Brownian motion. So they can be presented as a functional of Brownian
motion, i.e. foreach t € [0, T], L; = ¥ (t, (Bs)o<s<) and Uy = W, (t, (Bs)o<s<t), where ¥ (t, -) and ¥, (t, -) : D — R. And
we assume that ¥ (t, -) and ¥, (t, -) are Lipschitz. Then we get the discretizaton of the barriers Lj” = Yi(t, (BY)o<s<¢) and
Ul = W (t, (BY)o<s<t). If Ly < Uy, then L; < U;. On the other hand, we can consider barriers which are Itd processes and

satisfy Assumption 2.2. So we have a natural approximation: forj =1, 2, ...,n,

L _LO+SZI+ZU, ef Vo
._Uo—l—SZu,—i-Za er Vo

where [; = I, oi = o[’i, U = uy, o = Ut'f- Then L]’7 and Uj” are discrete versions of L and U, with sup, E[supj((LJ’-')““)2 +
supj((Uj”)‘)z] < oo and thl < Uj” still hold. In the following, we may use both approximations, depending on different
situations.

In this paper, we study two different types of numerical schemes. The first one is based on the penalization approach,
whereas the second is to obtain the solution Y by reflecting it between L and U and get two reflecting processes A and K
directly. Throughout this paper, n always stands for the discretization of the time interval. And process (¢j")0§5,1 isadiscrete
process with n + 1 values, for¢p = L, U, y?, y, etc.

3. Algorithms based on penalization BSDE and their convergence

3.1. Discretization of penalization BSDE and penalization schemes

First we consider the discretization of penalized BSDE (7) with respect to two discrete barriers L™ and U". After the
discretization of time interval and approximating parameters, we get the following discrete backward equation on the small
interval [tj, tjy4], forj=0,1,...,n—1,

p p.,n _p,n S p.n kp n__ _p, n\[ 9
W=yl g o s+ a EARA LI 9)
T S Lt g

The terminal condition is y5" = &". Since for a large fixed p > 0, (6) is in fact a classical BSDE. By numerical algorithms for
BSDEs (cf. [22]), explicit scheme gives 2" = {E[y]}"}¢],,14]'] = 1 Y lej=—1), and y7"" is solved from the

i+1€j+ j+1 |F}+1 1=
inversion of the following mapping
= (") EW 19D,
where OPy) =y —g' v,z — pd(y — L)~ +ps(y — U™,
by substituting E[y? +1|9j] = J+1|£+1_1 + ijrl |‘8 1_,1) into it. And increasing processes a " and kf’" will be obtained

from (9).
In many cases, the inversion of the operator ®P is not easy to solve. So we apply the implicit-explicit penalization scheme

to (9), replacing y;"" in g by E[y}}"} 4], and get
W=+ g ETEIgN 2P @t — K — 2B

@ =ps@" -1, K =ps@" — UMY
In the same way, we get Z"" = JE[7]e]\119]1 = 1= len, =1 — 4ilen, =—1) and

P = N9 + g EEN 901, 2PN + " — K (10)
Solving this equation, we obtain

y"= E[V"+1|9,]+g] EVa1971.278 + —— (E V198 + gMEDT 9, 28 — L)

ll%]+g,(E[y”1|9,, *””)3 um*
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with E[y J+1 |9, 1= +1 "l en n =1 + yp+l |8 ,_1). The increments of increasing processes are given by

af’n=1+p6( V971 + & E51971. 278 — L),

Ej’ - 1+ S(E[Vp+1|g]]+g] (E j+1|9’1 _pyn)‘s_ujn)#

3.2. Convergence of penalization schemes and estimations

First we give the following lemma, which is proved in [ 11]. This Gronwall type lemma is classical but here it is given with
a more detailed formulation.

Lemma 3.1. Let a, b and « be positive constants, b < 1 and a sequence (vj)j=1,....» of positive numbers such that, for every j

j
v+a<a+bsy v (11)
i=1

Then
supvj + o < a&s(b),

j=n

where &(b) = 1+ Z (1 +38)---(1+ (p — 1)§8), which is a convergent series.

P1p

Notice the &;(b) is increasing in § and § < B' so we can replace the right hand side of (11) by a constant depending on b.
We define the discrete solutions, (Y”", ZP", A", KP'") by the implicit penalization scheme

[t/8] [t/3]
p.n __ . p.n p.n __ _p.n pn _ p.n p.n p.n
Yf _-y[t/(S]7 Zt —Z[r/(;]» At = Zam s < Zk s
m=0

or (Y, ZP" A" KP'™) by the implicit-explicit penalization scheme,

o [t/3] [t/3] o

gpn _ =p,n ZD _ =pn b —p,n ppn

Yo =Yiiss) Zi = Z gy A = E a. K; E k.
m=0

Let us notice that the laws of the solutions (Y?, ZP, AP, KP) and (YP", ZP", AP, KP") or (YP", ZP", A”" KP™) to penalized
BSDE depend only on (P, I" "' (Pg), g, ¥; ' (Pg), ¥, '(Py)) and (Pgn, I' "' (Pgn), g, ¥; '(Pyn), W, ' (Pgn)) where Pg (resp. Pgn)
is the probability introduced by B (resp. B*), and f ~1(Pg) (resp. f ~(Pg)) is the law of f(B) (resp. f(B™)) for f = I, ¥y, ¥s.
So if we concern the convergence in law, we can consider these equations on any probability space.

By Donsker’s theorem and Skorokhod’s representation theorem, there exists a probability space, such that supy<,<r |Bf —
B| = 0,asn — oo, in L>(#7), since g is in L>*?. So we will work on this space with respect to the filtration generated by
B™ and B, trying to prove the convergence of solutions. Thanks to the convergence of B", (L", U") also converges to (L, U).
Then we have the following result, which is based on the convergence results of numerical solutions for BSDE (cf. [9,10])
and the penalization method for reflected BSDE (Theorem 2.1).

Remark 3.1. When g is a stochastic function, we do not have a result on convergence rate from the beginning paper [9,10].
When g is a deterministic function, we can put the equation into a Markovian framework as mentioned in the Introduction.
In such a case this algorithm coincides with the difference method for PDE, where there is many convergence rate results
(cf.[13,14]).

Proposition 3.1. Assuming 2.3 and 2.4 hold, the sequence (Y?"", ZP'") converges to (Y;, Z;) in the following sense

lim lim E [ sup |YP" — Y, ? +/ |zPm —ZS|2ds:| — 0, (12)

p—>00 n—0o0 0<t<T

andfor0 <t <T,AP" — KP" — A, — K, inL?(#;),asn — 00, p — o0.

Remark 3.2. From later studies, we know that the order of taking limits is not important, by the convergence of reflected
algorithm(s). In fact, in practice, we can choose p independent of n, i.e. we can choose p much larger than n. This is shown
in the simulation.
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Proof. Notice

T T
E[sup Y2 — Y + / jZn —zs|2ds] < ZE[sup VP = YP P+ / |Z£*“—Zf|2ds]
0 0

0<t<T 0<t<T
T
+2E [ sup |YP —Y,|? +[ |ZP — Zs|zd5] )
0<t<T 0

By the convergence results of numerical solutions for BSDE (cf. [9,10]), the first expectation tends to 0. For the second
expectation, it is a direct application of Theorem 2.1 of the penalization method. So we get (12). For the increasing processes,
we have

E[((AP" — KP™) — (Ac — Ko))®] < 2E[((AP" — KP™) — (Af — KP))?] + 2E[((Af — K?) — (A — Ko))?]
< 2E[(AP" — KP™) — (A7 — KP)?] + <,
B VP
in view of (7). While for fixed p,

t

t
A" — Kt =YD -y — / g(s, YP" ZPMyds + / zZP"dB!,
0 0

t t
A — Kl =Yy — Y] — / g(s, YP, ZP)ds +f ZPdB;,
0 0
from Corollary 14 in [10], we know that |, Z{""dB converges to [, Z{dB, in $*(0, T), as n — oo, then with the Lipschitz
condition of g and the convergence of Y?", we get (A" — K''") — (A, — K;) inL*(¥,),asn — 0o, p — co. 0O

Now we consider the implicit-explicit penalization scheme. From Proposition 5 in [8], we know that for the
implicit-explicit scheme, the difference between this solution and the totally implicit one depends on w + p for fixed p € N.
So we have

Proposition 3.2. Forany p € N, whenn — 00,

T
E [ sup |Y}" — Yf="|2] + / 1Z0" — P 2ds — 0,
0<t<T 0

with A" — K"y — (AP" — KP") — 0inL2(F,),for 0 <t <T.

Proof. The convergence of (Y, ", Z,") to (Y”", Z"") is a direct consequence of Proposition 5 in [8]. More precisely, there
exists a constant C which depends only on ¢ and T, such that

T
E [ sup [YP" — yf*”ﬁ} + E/ 1Z" — zP"2ds < C82.
0

0<t<T

The rest is to consider the convergence of the increasing processes, notice thatfor0 <t < T,
t t
I G L L / g(s, 7" 2" )ds + / 2" dBe,
0 0
compare with AP — KP'" = Y§" — YP" — [Sg(s, YP", ZP™)ds + f; ZP"dBY, thanks to the Lipschitz condition of g and the
convergence of (Y"", Z""), we get A7 — KV — AP" — KP", in L2(#;), as n — oo, for fixed p. So the result follows. O

Remark 3.3. From this proposition and Proposition 3.1, we get the convergence of the implicit-explicit penalization
scheme.

Before going further, we prove an a-priori estimation of (yP",zP", a”", kP-™). This result will help us to get the
convergence of the reflected scheme, which will be discussed in the next section. Throughout this paper, we use Cgp y, .
to denote a constant which depends on ¢, ¥, . ... Here ¢, ¥, ... can be random variables or stochastic processes.

Lemma 3.2. For each p € N and § such that §(1 + 2 + 214%) < 1, there exists a constant c such that

n 1" 10
E |:Sl}lp |ng’n|2 + Z |Z]P,n|25 + [5 Z |af’"|2 + }; Z |k§)’"|2i| < CC{;n'g.Ln’Un.
=0 =0 =0

Here Cgn gn n yn depends on ", g", (L")t and (U™)~, while ¢ depends only on 1+ and T.
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Proof. Recall (9), we apply the ‘discrete 1t6 formula’ (cf. [11]) for (y}"")?, and get

n—1 n—1
E[|yf’"|2+2|zf’"|za}sE[|s"|2]+z{ny’"|g?cyf’" >|8}+2EZ(V"” RS A )

Since /™" = —pS(F" —IH )2 +psLr " — I = LaP" +1Ta" and yP" =ps(F" —UMT2+Ups (" —

ps i
uhHt = p]akf" + U”kp” we have

1 n—1 1 n—1 1 n—1
E [w,’-””ﬁ 32 |z5’*"|28} +2E [pa Y@+ Z(kﬁ”")z

n—1
<E[|&| +_1g/(0.0)] 5+(1+2M+2M)Z|y |a+2Z(L")+ "“+ZZ(U"> k‘”"}

i=j i=j =j

2
<E|:|?;‘| +Z|g,(o 0)|5}+(1+2u+2u )(SEZIyp >+ E(Zaf")

j 1=

2
1 n—1
+aE sup (L))’ +—E(Y_K™) +BE sup (UH).
jeizn—1 B \5 jsizn-1
Since L" and U" are approximations of Itd processes, we can find a process X" of the form X! = Xo — ZJ,:;; ais{ﬁrl«/g +
v — Vj‘", where Vji” are g,f—adapted increasing processes with E[|Vn+"|2 + |V;”|2] < 400, and LJT‘ < Xj” < Uj” holds. Then

J
applying similar techniques of stopping times as in the proof of Lemma 2 in [4] for the discrete case with L]’-' < Xj" < Uj”, we

can prove

n—1 2 n—1 2 n—1
E (Z af’“) +E (Z kf’") <3u (Cs",g",xn +EY [P+ 1] 8) .
=] i=j

i=j
While X" can be dominated by L" and U", we can replace it by L" and U". Set « = 8 = 12u in the previous inequality, with
Lemma 3.1, we get

supE [y +E|:Z 122" 5} Z(a"”) + Z(k””) < Cen gn pn gn.

We reconsider the Itd formula for |y‘[J "|2, and take sup; before expectation. Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
for martingale part 3J_ y*""z!"" /8¢l ,, with similar techniques, we get

n—1

E [sup ij-"”lz} < Gengnyn + CuE [Z Iy?'"lzé} < Cengn i un + C, T sup E[|y}" 1.
J J

i=0

It follows the desired results. O

4. Reflected algorithms and their convergence

4.1. Reflected schemes

This type of numerical schemes is based on reflecting the solution y" between two barriers by a" and k" directly. In
such a way the discrete solution y" really stays between two barriers L" and U". Compared with the penalized method,
the numerical solution of the reflected algorithm is truly controlled between two barriers and we can see better how the
increasing processes work during the time interval. After discretization of the time interval, our discrete reflected BSDE with

two barriers on small interval [t;, tj;4], forj=0,1,...,n—1,is

V=Y +8 0], 28 + af — K — 2/ Voe] (13)
with terminal condition y;, = £", and constraint and discrete integral conditions hold:

aj'? >0, k]’7 >0, a]’7 ~k]'7 =0, (14)

L=y <UL 0 =L = 0f ~ UDig =0.

Note that, all terms in (13) are g,}‘—measurable except y;‘H and ‘9}1+1
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Since our calculation is backward, the key point of our numerical schemes is how to solve (y7, z , aj , kJ") from (13) using
the %’H—measurable random variable yJ’?H obtained in the preceding step. First zj” is obtained by

z' = Ely 16141191 = ﬁ(y}l+]|s}l+l—l Yialen =-1)-

Then (13) with (14) becomes
_E[yj+1|g,1]+gj iZ8 +a — k', a' >0, k' >0, (15)

Lf <y <UL f _Lf)af:("f'_uj")kf:‘l
SetO(y) ==y — g(t, y,z')3. In view of(@(y) -0y),y— y/) > (1—=68u)ly —y'|? > 0, for § small enough, we get that in
such a case © (y) is strictly increasing in y. So

y= L < 0@y = o),

y=U' = oy =ou.

Then the implicit reflected scheme gives the results with E 1|9, 1= }7+1 |£]:_1+1:1 + y]T’H |8}' —_1) as follows

= O (ELY}, 901+ al — kD),
J = (E[Vj+1|9>j] "l‘gj (LJH, jn)(s - L}r‘])i,
= (Ely},11971+ &'(U}', 26 — U™,
on the set {LJ'A1 < Uj"}, then we know that {y]’.1 — LJT‘ = 0} and {y;? — Uj” = 0} are disjoint. So with (yj" — L]"q)a}1 =
(y” — U")k” = 0, we have a]’7 . k}‘ = 0. On the set {L]’.1 = Uj”}, we get aj’f’ = (I].”)Jr and kj’f‘ = (Ij”)* by definition, where
It = ED/ +1|9» 1+ g/ (L}, z")8 — Li. So automatically a;' - k}' = 0.
In many cases, the inverse of mapping ® is not easy to solve directly, e.g. g is not a linear function on y, like g(y) = sin(y).

So we introduce the explicit reflected scheme to handle such a situation and improve efficiency. The key point is of the
explicit reflected scheme to replace y;’ in gj” by E[y] 1 |9] ]in (15). So we get the following equation,

¥ = E5a9)1 + & (B3 1671. 200 +@ — K. @ 2 0. Kk > 0, (16)
<y <U, G]-L)d =@ —U)k =0.

Then with E[y+1|gj] 2 j+1|g =1 +y]+1|‘9 —_1), we get the solution

1T
¥ =EN19M + g E,1981.ZD)8 +a — K,

@ = (E[V) 190 + g (ET 1971, 28 — L), (17)
K = (E[7,1191 + & (E, 41971, 208 — U™

4.2. Convergence of reflected implicit schemes

Now we study the convergence of reflected schemes. For the implicit reflected scheme, we denote

[t/8] [t/8]
V=Y =z Al=od. K= K,
i=0 i=

and for the explicit reflected scheme

i i W o
V=S I =2y A=) @ K=) K.
i=0 i

First we prove an estimation result for (y", z", a", k).

Lemma 4.1. For § such that 5§(1 +2u + 2//?) < 1, there exists a constant ¢ depending only on u and T such that

Zk

n—1

2.4

j=0

n—1

E mM%|+§:V|8+
j=0

< CCS”,g.L”,U”-
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Proof. First we consider the estimation of a and k. In view of L]'7 < Yj" < Uj”, we have that

< (EILL,, 1901+ g/ (L, 28 — L)~ = 8( + gL 21) (18)
7 < (E[U},1971+ g (U], 28 — U™ = 8(uj + g/ (U], )™

We consider the following discrete BSDEs with Y7 =y = &",
V=3 + 8GN + ()T + g Z) 18 — 2 VoL
W =V + g 672D — )" — g/ U] )18 ~ Ve,
Thanks to the discrete comparison theorem in [11], we havei}1 <y < 5/7 so
E [suP |y}‘|2} < max{ [sup ij } |:sup IA"| ]} < cCen g n yn. (19)
J
The last inequality follows from estimations of the discrete solution of classical BSDE ( Vi Y2 and ( yM?, which is obtained by

It6 formulae and the discrete Gronwall inequality in Lemma 3.1. For z we use the discrete It formula (cf. [11]) again for
(¥})?, and get

n—1 n—1
ElI>+ ) 12/’ = E [|s| +22y,g, 7 ,>8+22y —2Zy?k?}
- -
n—1
[m: |2+Z|& (0,0)1°8 +8(1+ 2 + 21 )Zw, I’ + Z|z,-"|26}
i=j

I /\

i=j =]
1 n—1 2 n—1 2
+aE[sup«Lfﬁ)z+sup<(uj”>—)2}+EE (Za?) +<Zk?> :
J J i=j i=j

using (y} — L")a} = 0and (y] — Uk} = 0. And from (18), we have

n—1 n—1
E(Za?) < 48E ) [(1)* + /(0,00 + u|L1” + plZ 1,
i=j

i=j

n—1 n—1
E (Zk?) < 4SE Y [(u)® + /(0,00 + p|UPP + iz 1.
i=j

i=j

Set @ = 32, it follows

1 n—1
[|y,| +5 Dzw} < E[IE"? +<1+7>Z|&<O 0 5]+6(1+2u+2m2|yl

= =J i=j

n—1
+32u°E [sup(a}’)ﬂz + sup((uj")—)z} + #E > 1% + )]
J J i=j
n—1
+ - (SEZ [IL71> + U] ?] .

i=j
With (19), we obtain Zl o 12! 126 < cCen, ¢ 1n,yn. Then applying these estimations to (18), we obtain the desired results. O

With arguments similar to those preceding Proposition 3.1, the laws of the solutions (Y, Z, A, K) and (Y", Z", A", K™) or
(Y",Z", A", K™) to reflected BSDE depend only on (P, I'"'(Py), g, W (Pg), ¥, '(Pg)) and (Pgn, ' (Ppn), g, ¥, ' (Pn),
lllz_l(PBn)) where f~1(Pg) (resp. f~!(Pg)) is the law of f(B) (resp. f(B")) for f = I',¥;, ¥. So if we concern the
convergence in law, we can consider these equations on any probability space.

From Donsker’s theorem and Skorokhod’s representation theorem, there exists a probability space satisfying
Supg<;<t |Bf — B| — 0,asn — oo, in L?(F7), since g is in L>+%. And it is sufficient for us to prove convergence results in
this probability space. Our convergence result for the implicit reflected scheme is as follows:
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Theorem 4.1. Under Assumption 2.3 and suppose moreover that g satisfies Lipschitz condition (1), we have when n — 400,

T
E[sup [V — Y,|*] +E/ 1z — Z,|*dt — 0, (20)
t 0

and A® — K — A — K, inL>(F),for0 <t <T.

Proof. The proof is done in three steps.
In the first step, we consider the difference between discrete solutions of the reflecting implicit scheme and of
penalization implicit scheme introduce in Sections 4.1 and 3.1, respectively. More precisely, we will prove that for each p,

n—1
1
E |:sqp ly} —yf’nlz] + SEZ |z} —sz‘"l2 < cCen gn pn yn —. (21)
J j=0

VP
Here c only depends on w and T. From (9) and (13), applying the‘discrete It6 formula’ (cf. [11]) to (yj'? — yj”")z, we get

n—1 n—1
EW ¥ P +8ED Izl — 20" P = 2E ) 107 —yP") (&l 0 2) — gl 07" 2™)s]
i=j =j

sl n—1
+2E Y107 =y — @] — 2B S 107 — K — )],
i=j —

From (14), we have
O =@ - ) = 07— Ll — 07"~ e - ) — e + 0P — L
< OF" = 1D df — (07" ~ L))
<0 - g

Similarly we have (y7 — y/"") (k! — k") > — (/" — UMkP. By (18) and the Lipschitz property of g, it follows

S n—1
Bl = "F+ 5B 2l =2
i=j

n—1 n—1
< @uA2SE Y [O7 — Y™ 1428 Y (0P — L)l + 07" — UK
i=j i=j
1 1

n—1 n—1 2 n—1
< @uA4207)8E Y IO} — ¥+ 2 (aE > oo - L?)‘)2> (65 D+ g, zﬁ))‘)2>
i=j i=j i=j

2

1

n—1 2
(85 > (i + g} zf))+)2>

i=j

NN

n—1
+2 (aE P U,-">+)2>

i=j

n—1 2 1 n—1 % n—1 %
= Qu+2u”)8E Y [0 — P4+ 7 (,35’5 Z(a?”f) (s:s > G+, zj"))‘)2>

i=j i=j i=j
1 1
) 1 n—1 X 2 n—1 X 2
+— | =<E) k") SE ) (wi+g'U,znH*| .
\/ﬁ p(S ; i ; J i j5
Then by estimation results in Lemmas 3.2 and 4.1 and the discrete Gronwall inequality in Lemma 3.1, we get

n—1
1
SUpE|y! —yP"[2 +8E Y |z — 2P| < cCen gn pn gn —=.
i J Jj ,Zo: i i g \/ﬁ
Apply the B-D-G inequality, we obtain (21).
In the second step, we want to prove (20). We have

T
E [sup ly" — Yt|2] +E [/ A Zt|2dt]
t 0
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T T
< 3E [sup [YP — v, 2 +f 1zP — z[|2dt} +3E [sup lyr -yl +/ |z — Zf’"|2dt}
t 0 t 0
T
+3E [sup IYP — YP" 12 + / |ZP — Z{””|2dr}
t 0

T
<3Cp 2 + Congnynp~? + 3E [sup IYP — yP" 2 +/ |zP — Zf'"|2dt] ;
t 0

in view of (21) and Theorem 2.1. For fixed p > 0, by convergence results of numerical algorithms for BSDE, (Theorem 12
in [10] and Theorem 2 in [8]), we know that the last two terms converge to 0, as § — 0. And when § is small enough,
Cgn gn n yn is dominated by £", g", L and U. This implies that we can choose a suitable § such that the right hand side is as
small as we want, so (20) follows.

In the last step, we consider the convergence of (A", K"). Recall that for0 <t < T,

t t
AT KT =y Y —/0 g6, YS”,ZS")ds—i-/O Z"dB,

t t
AP — KPT = YRyt —/ g(s, YP", ZPMyds +/ ZP"dBY.
0 0

By (21) and the Lipschitz condition of g, we get
1
E[J(A" — K" — (AP" — KP'™)|*] < cCen gn pn yn —.

VP
Since
E[I(A} — K[ — (Ac — K)I?] < 3E[I(A} — K — (AP — KP'™)I1P] + 3E[(A] — KP) — (Ac — KD *]
+ 3E[|(A} — Kf) — (AT" — KPP
1
7

with similar techniques, we obtain E[|(A" — KI") — (A; — K;)|*] — 0. Here the fact that (A" — K}"") converges to (A — K}')
for fixed p follows from the convergence results of (Y/", Z"") to (Y?,Z"). O

< c(Cengnpnyn + Cegr.u)— + 3E[I(AY — KF) — (AP" — KP'™)IP1.

4.3. Convergence of the reflected explicit scheme

Then we study the convergence of the explicit reflected scheme, which is an efficient algorithm, when g is non-linear in
y and z. Before going further, we need an estimation result for (7", z", @, k).

Lemma 4.2. For § such that § (% +2u + 4,u2) < 1, there exists a constant ¢ depending only on u and T, such that

n—1 n—1 2 n—1 2
E[supi | 6| o+ [ 8| + || | < cCipunar.
J j=0 j=0 j=0

Proof. We recall the explicit reflected scheme, whichis: For0 <j <N — 1

n -n

V=3 g ETAIGL 2N + T —k —Z'Voel,,, @ >0, k >0, (22)
<3 <UL 6 -1 = 67 - Uk =o.
Then we have
5712 = Whal® — 121178 + 25,4 - g/ EF},119]1. )8 + 23] - @ — 23] 'E;
+ g E}419]1.2) 17 82 — @) — (k) — 2§72Z'/5¢].
+28 (E[V},119]1. Z)Z'6/3e], , — 2@ — K)Z[V/3e, . (23)
In view of (¥ — L;?)E]V =0} - Uj”)E; =0,a' and Iic;1 > 0, and taking expectation, we have

u

Iy 1> +EIZ'1*8 < Elyjy,* + 2B}y - g E3]1419]'1, ZD18 4+ 2ELA) Y - @1+ ELWUD ™ - k]
+Ellgl (EV},4 1971, Z)128%]
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— ‘1 B
< E|Y;+1|2 + 6+ 382)E[|gj”(0, 0)1*] + (45 + 3M252) E[(zj’?)z]

+8(1 4 2 + 4> + 3’ S)EN],, I + 2E[A) T - @' + E[(U]) ™ - Ef].

Taking the sum forj =1i,...,n — 1yields
1 n—1 n—1 n—1
Ely')? + 2 ZE@"E(S < E|E"? + (8 + 38%)E Z[|gj”(0, 0)[*] +8(1 + 2 + 4 + 3u?S)E Z 70 2
=i Jj=i Jj=i

2 2
1 n—1 B n—1 .
+akE [su_p((L}?)*)2 + sup«uj")*)z} +—F (Z a}?) + (Z k}‘) : (24)
J j j=i j=i
where « is a constant to be decided later. From (17), we have
@ < E[L, 197 + gl ETY1901. 208 — L™ = (4 + gl E,, 1971, Z) 78,

< (E[UL, 190 + g/ (BT}, 11901, 208 — U™ = (w + g (BT}, 190, Z) 6.

Then we get

n—1 2 n—1
E <Z a;‘) < 43E ) [(5)° +8/(0, 0 + > EF 197D + 1> @)1, (25)

j=i
n-1 2 n—1
: <Z k;) < HE D 1) +8'0.0° + 1> ETI5D* + 1 @)L

Set = 322 in (24), it follows

1 n—1
E|y}1? ZElz %6 < EIE"” + (6+ 4726+382) > l1g/(0. 0)*1 + 3214°E [sup((L")*) +sup(<u )H? ]
j=i
5 u
+6 (4 +2u +4p® + 3,&3) Z W72+ 55 Z[(u )%+ W)

Notice that 3u?8 < 1, so 34282 < 8. Then by applying the discrete Gronwall inequality in Lemma 3.1, and the estimation
of 61'7 and Ifc;1 follows from (25), we get

n—1 n—1 —
supE [y P]+E | Y 1Z/Ps+ | Kk < Cen gn n yn.
J j=0 j=0 j=0

We reconsider (23) as before, taking sum and sup;, then taking the expectation, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality for the martingale part, with similar techniques, we get

n—1
E |:sup |an|21| < an’gn,,_n'un + CHE Z |‘7jn|2(3 <E |:sup |y7|{| < an’gnﬁl_nqun + CMT squ [|37]n|2] ,
J j=0 J J

which implies the final result. O

Then our convergence result for the explicit reflected scheme is

Theorem 4.2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 4.1, when n — +00,
T
i 2 —n 2
E[sup|Yt—Yt| :|+E/ |Z, —Z:|"dt — 0. (26)
¢ 0

AndA; — K} — A, — K inL2(F),for 0 <t <T.

Proof. Thanks to Theorem 4.1, it is sufficient to prove that as n — 400,

n—1
E [sqp v — y;‘|2} +E Z z] — 28 — 0. (27)
J j=0
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Since
y’-l =y,’-“+1 +8M 0" 28 +a — k' —Z/8el (28)
= E[V,1 191 + & E}119M. 28 + T — k| — 2'V/oel, .,
we get
Ely} =¥ = Elyjy1 — Vi l* = 8ElZ! — 272 + 28E1G] — V) (&'}, Z) — & (EF}111971,Z))]
—EI8(g] 0] 2) — g EV} 1971, Z)) + (@ — @) — (K — k)P
+2E[(] — ¥ (@ — )] — 2E[0) — ) (K} — K))]
< ElV}yy = Vjial? — SElZ] — 217 + 28E[G] — V(& 0], Z) — g (E[F}4419]1.Z))]
in view of

O =I@ =) = 4] ~L)Hd + G ~ @) - G} — L)q — o] — L)@)
0

IA

07 = UPK + 0 = UDK = 07 = Ui — 07 — Uk
0.

n__ =nyen
(.Vj _y]‘)(kj _kj)

vl

We take sum over j fromiton — 1, with §" — é" = 0, then we get

n—1 n—1
Ely —¥1P+8 Y Elzg —Z]I> <28 Y E[6] =YD 0. 2") — g E}119]1.Z)]
Jj=i Jj=i

n—1 n—1

8

2 n =2 n N2

< 2u78E ]-E:,- |y]' _y]'| + 5 ;:i E|ZJ —Z;
n—1

+2u8E Y IyF =V ly] — E} 119011
i=i

Since ¥ — E[7", 1971 = g"(E[¥",,19"1. 28 + @' — k;, we have

210E [} = 71+ 1V} = EWl9)11] = 268 [y} = 51 - Iy} — 7} + & B3}, 1971, 2126 + @ — K]

< @u+ DOE[l] = 5 F] + 1?6 3671870, OO + 1217
+ 2R+ @) + ()],
Then by Lemma 4.2, we obtain
n—1 n—1
Ely} =P + 5 ZE|z —ZI < QU + 2+ 18 Y _Ely] — 5] + 8Cengunum. (29)

Jj=i

By the discrete Gronwall inequality in Lemma 3.1, we get

2
SupE|y] _y] | < C826(2H+2H +‘1)T.
j=n

With (29), it follows E [8 Z —0 E|z —Z |2] < C82. Then we reconsider (28), this time we take expectation after taking

square, sum and sup over j. Using the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality for the martingale parts and similar techniques,
it follows that

n—1
Esup ] —yII* < CE [ZEly, = 6} < CTsupEly} — /',

j=0 Jj=n

which implies (27).
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Fig. 1. A solution surface of reflected BSDE with two barriers.

For the convergence of (A , K ), we consider
t t
A G O / g(s, 7", 2" ds + / 7"dB",
0 0
t t
Al —K'=Yy - Y] — / g(s, Y], Zds +/ Z}dBy,
0 0
then the convergence results follow easily from the convergence of A", (26) and the Lipschitz condition of g. O

5. Simulations of reflected BSDE with two barriers

For computational convenience, we consider the case when T = 1. The calculation begins from y; = £" and proceeds
backward to solve (y7, zj", a}', k]'-‘), forj = n—1,...,1,0.Due to the amount of computation, here we present a simple
case: £ = @(By),L, = Wi(t,B(t)), U = W(t,B(t)), where &, ¥; and ¥, are real analytic functions defined on R
and [0, 1] x R respectively. As mentioned in the Introduction, we have developed a Matlab toolbox for calculating and
simulating solutions of reflected BSDEs with two barriers which has a well-designed interface to present both global
solution surface and trajectories of solution. This toolbox can be downloaded from http://www.sciencenet.cn/u/xvmingyu
or http://159.226.47.50:8080/iam/xumingyu/English/index.jsp, with clicking ‘Preprint’ on the left side.

We take the following example: g(y, z) = =5y +z| — 1, ®(x) = |x|, ¥1(t,x) = —=3(x —2)> + 3, ¥ (t,x) = (x+ 1) +
3(t — 1), and n = 400.

In Fig. 1, we can see both the global situation of the solution surface of y" and its partial situation, i.e. its trajectory. In
the upper portion of Fig. 1, it is 3-dimensional. The lower surface shows the lower barrier L, as well the upper one for the
upper barrier U. The solution y" is in the middle of them. Then we generate one trajectory of the discrete Brownian motion
(B;])Ogjgnv which is drawn on the horizontal plane. The value of y;’ with respect to this Brownian sample is showed on the
solution surface. The remainder of the figure shows respectively the trajectory of the accumulating force A]’? = 11.:0 al and

1
K=okl
The lower graphs shows clearly that A" (respective K") increases only if y" touches the lower barrier L", i.e. on the set

{y" = L"} (respective the upper barrier U, i.e. on the set {y" = U"}), and they never increase at the same time.


http://www.sciencenet.cn/u/xvmingyu
http://159.226.47.50:8080/iam/xumingyu/English/index.jsp
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trajectory of y(t) in 3-D trajectory of z(t) in 3-D

simulation of stochastic phenomena: A(t)

10

0 0.5 1

trajectory of y(t) in 2-D trajectory of z(t) in 2-D simulation of stochastic phenomena: K(t)t
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Fig. 2. The trajectories of solutions of (3).

In the upper portion we can see that there is an area, named Area I, (resp. Area II) where the solution surface and the
lower barrier surface (resp. the solution surface and the upper barrier surface) stick together. When the trajectory of solution
yj goes into Area I (resp. Area II), the force AY (resp. K;") will push y;' upward (resp. downward). Indeed, if we don’t have
the barriers here, yj’f’ intends to go up or down to cross the reflecting barrier Lj’7 and Uj”, so to keep yj’F between L]“ and Uj”,
the action of forces A]" and Kj” are necessary. In Fig. 1, the increasing process Aj" remains zero, while Kj" increases from the
beginning. Correspondingly in the beginning y]’7 goes into Area II, but always stays out of Area I. Since Area I and Area Il are
totally disjoint, so A]’-1 and Kj” never increase at same time.

About this point, let us have a look at Fig. 2. This figure shows a group of 3-dimensional dynamic trajectories (t;, B]’?, Yj”
and (t;, BJT‘, Zj”), simultaneously, of 2-dimensional trajectories of (t;, Yj") and (t;, Zj"). For the other sub-figures, the upper-
right one is for the trajectories A7, and while the lower-left one is for Kj”, then comparing these two sub-figures, as in Fig. 1,
{aJ’f’ # 0} and {kj’-1 # 0} are disjoint, but their complement may be not.

Now we present some numerical results using the explicit reflected scheme and the implicit-explicit penalization
scheme, respectively, with different discretization number. Consider the parameters: g(y,z) = -5y +z| — 1, ®(x) =
x|, W1 (t, x) = =3(x — 2)2 4+ 3, ¥, (t,x) = (x + 1)*> + 3t — 2.5:

n =400, reflected explicit scheme: yg; = —1.7312
20 200 2000 2 x 107
—1.8346 | —1.7476 | —1.7329 | —1.7314

n = 1000, reflected explicit scheme: yj = —1.7142
20 200 2000 | 2 x 10*

penalization scheme: yf,) -
0

fat . p
penalization scheme: Yo" | —1.8177 | —1.7306 | —1.7161 | —1.7144
n =2000, reflected explicit scheme: yj= —1.7084
o p 20 200 2000 2 x 10*
penalization scheme: Vit

Yo | —1.8124 | —1.7250 | —1.7103 | —1.7068

n = 4000, reflected explicit scheme: yg5 = —1.7055
p 20 200 2000 2 x 10%

penalization scheme: Yo =1.8096 | —1.7222 | —1.7074 | —1.7057
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From this form, first we can see that as the penalization parameter p increases, the penalization solution yg’" tends
increasingly to the reflected solution yg. Second, as the discretaization parameter n increases, the differences of yj with
different n become smaller as well as that of yﬁ’". An important fact is that the numerical solution is stable with respect to
the penalization factor. The penalization parameter p can be chosen larger than the time discretization n. For the data, we
can know yP" is increasing in p, which is obvious from the comparison result of BSDE. Another phenomenon is that y”" and
y" are both increasing in n, this is because of the choice of coefficient.
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Appendix. The proof of Theorem 2.1

To complete the paper, here we give the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. (a) is the main result in [4], so we omit its proof.
Now we consider (b). The convergence of (Y7, ZP) is a direct consequence of [6]. For the convergence speed, the proof

is a combination of results in [4,6]. From [4], we know that for (5), asm — oo, Y/"" 7 Y’ in §2(0,T),Z™ — Z'in
12(0,T), A" — A? inS?(0, T), where (Y?, Z¥, A?) is a solution of the following reflected BSDE with one lower barrier L

—dY} =g(t,Y?, Z{)dt + dAY — p(Y{ — Up)"dt — ZPdB;,  Y§ =&, (30)
T
ven [ -t =o
0
SetK} = [ p(Y? —U)*ds. Then lettingp — 00, it follows that Y N\ Y;inS?(0, T), Z} — Z inL2 (0, T). By the comparison
theorem, dA? is increasing in p. S0 A2 7 Ar,and 0 < sup,[AP"' — AP] < A" — AP It follows that A’ — A, in §?(0, T). Then

with Lipschitz condition of g and convergence results, we get K¥ — K, in §?(0, T). Moreover from Lemma 4 in [4], we know
that there exists a constant C depending on &, g(t, 0, 0), u, L and U, such that

T
E[wpw—nﬁ+/uﬂ—aﬁm
0

0<t<T

i| C
<—.
VP
Similarly for (5), first letting p — oo, we get Y{*” \( Y} inS2(0,T), Z"* — Z, in12(0,T), K" — K; inS*(0, T), where
(Y, Z,', K}") is a solution of the following reflected BSDE with one upper barrier U

—dY, =g(t,Y,,Z)dt + m(L, —Y;)*dt —dK, —Z]'dB;, Y =&, (31)
T
Y, <U, / (Y’ —UydKk; =o.
0

In the same way, as m — 00, Y, 7 Y;inS*(0,T),Z; — Z in12(0,T),and (A;,K;) — (A.,K,) in (S*(0, T))?, where
E;" = fot m(Ls — ??)ers. Also there exists a constant C depending on &, g(t, 0, 0), u, L and U, such that

T
—m —m c
E[sup Y, —Yf|2+/0 (Z, —Ztlz)dt] < N

0<t<T m
Applying the comparison theorem to (6) and (30), (6) and (31) (let m = p), we have Yf < Y? < Y?. Then we get
C
E| sup |Y/ —Y, Iz] <—,
[0<t<r o NG

for some constant C. To get the estimated results for ZP, we apply It6 formula to |Y” — Y;|?, and get

1 T T T
E|YY — Yo|* + 5E/ 2P — Zi|’ds = (u + Zuz)E/ |YP — Y,|?ds + 25/ (YP — Y;)dA?
0 0 0
T T
—2E f (YP — Yy)dA; — 2E f (YP — Y,)dK?
0 0

T
+2F / (Y? — Yo)dK,.
0
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Since

T T T
25/ (YP — Y)dAP = 25[ (YP — L)dA? — ZE/ (Ys — Ly)dA?
0 0 0

IA

T
2pE/ (YP = L)(YP — L) "ds < 0
0
and 2E [ (Y? — Yo dK? > 2pE [, (Y? — U))(Y? — Uy)*ds > 0, we have

T , C
Ef |ZP — Z|7ds < —,
o * \/I3

in view of the estimation of A and K and the convergence of Y?.
Now we consider the convergence of AP and K?. Since

t t
Ar— K=Yy — Y — / g(s, Ys, Zs)ds + f ZsdBs,
0 0

t t
A —KkP =Yy —Y! —/ g(s, YP, ZP)ds +/ ZPdB;,
0 0

from the Lipschitz condition of g and the convergence results of Y? and ZP, we have immediately

T T
E[ sup [(A; — K;) — (A} — KD)J] < 8E [ sup |Y7 — Y |* + 4uf IYP — Y|*ds + c/
0 0

0<t<T 0<t<T

C
|z —Z |2ds] < —.

s S ﬁ
Meanwhile we know E[(A})? + (KF)?] < oo, so AP and KP admits weak limit A and K in S2(0, T) respectively. By the
comparison results of Y;, Y? and Y?, we get

da? = p(¥} — L) "dt < p(V; — L)~ dt = dA,
dk = p(Y} — Up)*dt > p(Yf — Up)*dt = dK?.

So dZt < dA; and dl?t > dK;, it follows that dZ[ - dl?t < dA; — dK;. On the other hand, the limit of Y? is Y, so dZ[ - dl?t =
dA; — dK;. Then there must be dA; = dA; and dK; = dK;, which implies A; = A; andK; = K;. O
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