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ABSTRACT. In this paper we localize some of Watanabe’s results on Wiener functionals
of fractional regularity, and use them to give a precise estimate of the difference between
two Donsker’s delta functionals even with fractional differentiability. As an application,
the convergence rate of the density of the Euler scheme for non-Markovian stochastic
differential equations is obtained.

1. INTRODUCTION

During the last years the analysis on Wiener functionals with fractional smoothness
in the sense of Malliavin calculus has drawn increasing attention. There are two ways
to define fractional order Sobolev spaces as intermediate spaces between the Sobolev
spaces with integer differential index. One way is the complex interpolation method. It
makes use of fractional powers of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator, and we denote these
fractional order Sobolev spaces by D2 p > 1, « € R. The spaces D? are natural and
typical ones which corresponds to Bessel potential spaces in classical analysis. However,
it is not easy to see that the space D? with 0 < av < 1 is invariant under the composition
with Lipschitz functions. To circumvent this difficulty, Watanabe [21] introduced real
interpolation fractional order Sobolev spaces on Wiener spaces by using the trace method.
Then an equivalent method, the K-method, was used in Airault, Malliavin and Ren [2] to
study the smoothness of stopping times of diffusion processes. The advantage of the K-
method is that it describes explicitly how well one can approximate a fractionally smooth
Wiener functional by a sequence of smooth functionals. For the equivalence between the
trace method and the K-method, we refer to [20, Chap. 1]. Also it should be mentioned
that later Hirsch [9] proved that the complex interpolation fractional order Sobolev spaces
are in fact invariant under the composition with Lipschitz functions, too.
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The aims of the present paper are, roughly speaking, to study local versions of some
of the results of [2I] and to investigate their applications in the Euler scheme of non-
Markovian stochastic differential equations. In particular, we establish a precise estimate
of the difference between two Donsker’s delta functionals in terms of fractional order
Sobolev norms, and, as a consequence, we then dominate the difference between two
conditional expectations in the sense of Holder norms.

The Euler scheme is an useful tool in the numerical simulation of solutions of stochastic
differential equations, and has theoretical value as well. Let (X(+)) be the unique solution
to

X(t) =a+ /0 b(s, X (s))ds + /0 (s, X (5))dW (s), (1)

where b, o are respectively Lipschtiz continuous mapping from R? to R? and R?®@R™, and
(W(-)) is an m-dimensional Brownian motion. Let 7" > 0 be a fixed time horizon, and
T'/n represent the discretization step. Set X,,(0) = z, and for kT'/n <t < (k+ 1)T/n,
the Euler scheme is defined by

) e e =D o x By it

n n n n

Xn@) = Xn( ))

There are two kinds of weak approximations. The first one concerns

&i(x, Ton) == E[f(X(T))] = ELf(Xa(T))],

where f is a suitable class of test function. The second one is the approximation of the
density px(r) of the law of X (T), i.e.,

&2, Tyn) := px(1) — Px(T)-

When studying these two kinds of quantities, people’s interest focuses on the conver-
gence rate or an error expansion of & (x, T, n) and & (z, T, n) in terms of T'/n, due to the
fact that analysis of these two kinds of quantities turns out to be more important for
applications, for instance in finance and biology, etc. There have been a lot of progresses
in this area. Suppose that the test function f and the coefficients b and ¢ are sufficiently
smooth and f has polynomial growth. Without any additional assumption on the gen-
erator, Talay and Tubaro [19] derive an error expansion of order 1 for & (x, T, n). Bally
and Talay [5] also obtain the same kind of result for bounded Borel functions f under
the hypoellipticity assumption on the coefficients. These authors also extend their results
to &(x, T, n) for a slightly modified Euler scheme in [6]. It is also worth noting that
Kohatsu-Higa and Pettersson in [I2] introduce another way to prove weak error expan-
sion of & (z, T, n) and & (x, T, n) which is based on the integration by parts formula of the
Malliavin calculus. On the other hand, by using the fractional calculus in the Malliavin
calculus, Watanabe and the second named author of the present paper [I7] obtained the
convergence of & (x, T, n) in fractional order Sobolev spaces. All these works are confined
in the context of Markovian SDEs.

Establishing the estimate of the difference between two Donsker’s delta functionals
enables us to study the Euler scheme of non-Markovian stochastic differential equations.
In other words, we allow the coefficients in stochastic differential equations to look into
the past. More precisely, we consider the solution to the equation of the form:

X(t) =I+/0 b(s,X(-))ds+/0 o(s, X(+))dW (s), (2)

where o : [0, 00] x C([0, 00]; RY) — R? @ R™ and b : [0, 00| x C([0, 0o]; RY) — R
2



Let us describe our ideas explicitly as follows. Since the coefficients (o, b) depend not
only on the present values of the solution processes, but also on its previous values too,
the analysis of convergence rate or error expansion of & (z,7T,n) and &(x,T,n) for SDE
(@) is quite different to that for SDE (d). In particular, it seems difficult to extend the
results in [5] [6] to stochastic differential equations which are not Markovian SDEs since
the approaches used there rely heavily on the Feynman-Kac partial differential equations
associated with SDE (). Here unlike the approaches in [5] [6], by using the fact that the
heat kernel can be given by the generalized expectation of Donsker’s delta functionals,
we will establish the convergence rate of &(x,T,n) for SDE (2)). Of course, since the
coefficients in () may depend on the past trajectories {X,,0 < s < t} of the solution,
we should modify the Euler scheme for non-Markovian stochastic differential equations
which will be carried out in Section 5. In order to derive a convergence rate of & (x, T, n),
the strong approximation of the Euler scheme for non-Markovian stochastic differential
equations in Sobolev spaces of appropriate orders in the Malliavin calculus sense is needed.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some results of the Malliavin
calculus that we will use in the sequel. In Section 3, we study some properties of the
fractional order Sobolev spaces under local assumptions. In Section 4, we give a precise
estimate of the difference between two Donsker’s functionals. In Section 5, we are devoted
to the proof of the convergence rate of &(z, T, n).

2. RECALLS ON THE MALLIAVIN CALCULUS

We first recall briefly some basic ingredients in the Malliavin calculus and the reader
is referred, e.g., to [I1], 15, [16] for more details. Let (B,H, ) be an abstract Wiener
space. We will denote the gradient operator (or Shigekawa’s H-derivative) by D, its
dual divergence operator (or the Skorohod operator) by D* and the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
operator by L := —D*D. Let F be a real separable Hilbert space. The Sobolev spaces
DP(E), 1 < p < oo, a € R, of E-valued Wiener and generalized Wiener functionals are
defined by

D%(E) = (1 - L) (L (E))
with the norm

1Fllap = 11 = L)** Flluo),
where LP(E) is the usual LP(E)-space. We denote by L™ (E) =, LP(E), D3~ (E) =
Nicpeoo DA(E), and DE™(E) = (N0 Nicpeos DA(E). If £ =R, we simply write .7, D,
L~~, Do~ and D™

We denote by Co°(R?) the set of all infinitely continuously differential functions f :

R% — R such that f and all of its partial derivatives have polynomial growth, and we also
denote by Cg°(R?) the set of all infinitely continuously differential functions f : R? —
R such that f and all of its partial derivatives are bounded. Let CP(R%), 8 > 0, be
the Banach space of [§]-times continuously differentiable functions on R? whose []-th

derivatives are uniformly {5}-Hélder continuous with the norm ([8] and {5} = 8 — [f]
denote the integer and fractional part of 3 respectively)

[flles@n = Y 10" flt D supld"f(z) = 0" f(y)l/lx —y|*®,
wilnl<[ wilnl=(g) 7
with the notation n = (nq,- -+ ,ng), |n| = Zle n; and 0" = " - - - 94, where 0; = 0/0x;.
Note that (1—A)"#2(C°(R%)) c C#(R?) (see [18]). Let S(R?) be the real space of rapidly

decreasing C'*°-functions.
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In the Malliavin calculus, a key role is played by the Malliavin covariance matrix which
is defined as follows.

Definition 2.1. Suppose that F = (F',--- , F?) is a random vector whose components
belong to the space D°~. We associate to F' the following random symmetric nonnegative
definite matrix:

Sr(w) = (04(W)hicij<a = (DF', DFY)u)1<i j<a-
The matriz X p(w) will be called the Malliavin covariance matrixz of the random vector F'.

We will say that a random vector F = (F',--- F9) whose components are in DX~ is
nondegenerate if its Malliavin covariance matriz Yp(w) is invertible a.s. and

Lr(w) = (18 ())heiyed i= (Sp(@) ™ € L™ (R @ RY).
Set dug := G - dp and

Denote by E¢ the integral w.r.t ug. The following proposition is taken from [3, Proposi-
tion 23] or |4, Lemma 2.1].
Proposition 2.2. Let F € D~ (RY) and let G € D° take values on [0, 1] with

14+ E¢[|DInG|%] < oo for every p>1.

pF,G(y) =

Assume that A is a measurable set such that G1, =0 and for any p > 1,
EH det(Zp)\_plAc] < 0.

Then the law of F' under g is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure
on R, Moreover, for every p > d there exist some universal constants C and ¢ > 1
depending on d and p such that the density pr ¢ satisfies

pra(y) < C(1+ Egl| det(Sp) 7)) (1 + [ Fllape + [ LF[lpa)' (1 + Eg[l|DIn G|[g]).

In the rest of this article, we will adopt the following notations. Let ¥ : [0,00) — R be
a Cy° function (¥ and all of its partial derivatives are bounded) such that

Loy SV s oy,
and Uy : [0,00) — R be a Cp*° function such that
Loy S WS lpy
and
sup |(In ¥y (2))'[PU;(z) < oo for every p > 1. (4)

For I, I, € DX~ (RY), we define Rp, f, by
R _ DR = B)EQ + 12k [5)D"
e det(3p,) ’
where | DF;||% = Z;l:1 |DF?||3, i = 1,2 and ||Zp, || is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the
Malliavin covariance matrix X, . It is obvious that Uy (Rp, p,) = 1 on the set {¥(Rp, r,) #

0}. For the set Uy~ o{D*(V(Rp 5,)) # 0} and Upe o{ D*(¥1(Rr, 1)) # 0}, we have the
following result:

S d
U4 () #0) € (et ) > Y s )
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and

LD (W1 (R ) # 0} € {det(S o) > <1—£>MW} as,  (6)

k=0 2
where ||Xp || is the operator norm. The proof of this result can be found in [7, Remark
14].

Watanabe [21] has introduced the fractional order Sobolev spaces on the Wiener space
and studied their applications to the solutions of stochastic differential equations. An
equivalent approach to these spaces using K-method then appeared in [2] and [10]. Now
let us recall results in this respect that will be needed in the sequel.

Definition 2.3. For any 0 < a <1 and any 1 < p < 0o, we define
& = (L7, ]D)%l))a,pa
where (-,-) denotes the real interpolation space as in [20].
There are several equivalent norms in & (cf. [20]). The one we shall use is given by
Peetre’s K-method:
de

I1Plleg = [ | 1K (e.p PIPED

where
K(E,p, F) = lIlf{HFal + €||F2||1,P7F1 —+ F2 = F, Fl, F2 e Lp}
Remark 2.4. Let 0 < a <1, 1 <p < oo, then F € E if and only if

> 2K (27 p, F) < oo

For the relationship between D2 and £?, the following theorem is proved in [21, Theorem
1.1] directly using specific properties of Wiener functionals.

Theorem 2.5. For every0 < a<1,1<p<oo ande >0, we have
€£+€ - ]Dg - 55_6,

By the above theorem we deduce immediately that for every o > 0, D} := [, b ]D)IB) —
Mocpea €5 = Eam and D o= o5 o DFT = Moy &5 =1 &7

3. PROPERTIES OF THE FRACTIONAL ORDER SOBOLEV SPACES UNDER LOCAL
ASSUMPTIONS

Now we will study local properties of the space £F under local assumptions. In what
follows we denote by C' a generic constant which can be different from one formula to
another.

Let F' € D2°~ such that F' > 0 a.s. and 1/F € L™~ It is well known that if « is a
positive integer, then 1/F € D®~. When a > 0 is not integer, it is proved in [2I] that
1/F only belongs to D3°~. Our first result is a local version of this result whose proof is
based on the K-method.

Theorem 3.1. Leta =k+o0, k€N, 0 <o < 1. Suppose that F' € £ or D2~ is a
nonnegative Wiener functional, G € D}, and A is a measurable set such that Gl4, =0
and

1
EHFV)lAC] < oo, forevery p> 1.
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Then we have

1
—-GeD>x.
F @

Furthermore, if a is a positive integer, F,G € D°~, then we have
1
F

Remark 3.2. In fact, as can be seen from the proof of Theorem [3.1, for every ¥ € Cg°,
we have V(1/F) -G € D27, and it’s also easy to obtain that for any f < a, p < p', we
have

GeDy.

1
I (5) - Gllsp < CllGllkrrp- (7)

Furthermore, if there exists Gy € D) such that Gy = 1 on the set {G #0} and G114 =0,
then we have G = G - Gy and by V(1/F) -G, € D",

1 1
(%) - Gllsp = I1¥(5) - G1- Gllowp < ClG s (8)

In order to prove Theorem [3.I], we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < a < 1, 4 < p < 0o. Suppose that F' € P is a nonnegative Wiener
functional and F,, € P such that

(i)
HFn - FHp <027
(i)

1
Bl| =1 < oo.

Set

F,:=F,v0+2",

Then we have

1
sup Bf| = ["/*1 4] < oo. 9)
n o F
Proof. Obviously
| = Fll, < C27, (10)
1
Ell=|] < 2™*, Vg> 1. (11)
F,
We define
F,—F
n — 1 c.
"= |—%—I1a
Therefore we split ([@) into two parts:
1 1 1
Ell="La] = Bl Lacky, e + Bll= P Larl, )]
= El + EQ.



Since on A€,

2 1 2
<

3_Fl{rn<%} S ?1{%%} S fl{m<%}>
by Assumption (ii) we have

_ 2
sSup =1 < E[‘F|p/41‘461{7’n<%}] < 00.

Next let us deal with the term Z,. By (I0) and Assumption (ii), we have

1 F,—F
PA{r, > 5} < 2PE(Z
—~ 1
< PP FL - FIR? a2

< CQ—npa/2‘

Consequently, by (II]) we have

1 1
W, < BV P > 5D

n

< sup 2P/t 9/t 5o

and hence we complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[3 . Since there is no essential difference, we assume 0 < o < 1 and
F € £~ for simplicity. For every p’ > 1, let p = 18p/, r = 2p’ = p/9 and ' = p/4. By
Remark 2.4] for each n, we can find F,, € DY such that

|F, = Fll, < C27", [|Fyllyy, < G270,
Set

F,=F,v0+27"

By the previous lemma, we have

1
sup || =1ac||» < 0.

n n

Hence by Holder inequality, we have

1 — 1
D(= 1Ac r < C DFn . xlAc 2/ < C2n(1—a)'
I (F )Lac| | DEl HF I

n n

Therefore, by the Meyer equivalence and {DG # 0} C {G # 0} C A° we have

1 1 1 L
=G ’<CE — "+ ||D(=) ||} 1Ac7- G T<02"(1_0¢).
HF 1.0 [(|F "+l (F M) Lac] - (|G,

n n n

A similar calculus gives

— -G — =Gy <|IGlr- |1F = Fullp - | =14l - | =1ae|lw < C27
HF r Hp || || || ||p HF A || || I A ||

By Remark 2.4], we obtain
1
||F ’ GHgg’ < o0, Vﬁ < ¢,

and this completes the proof. 0J



If the assumption G € ;7 in Theorem .11 is replaced by G' € £3°~, we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Leta =k+o, k€N, 0 <o < 1. Suppose that F' € £~ or D2~ is a
nonnegative Wiener functional, G € £~ or Do~ , and A is a measurable set such that
Gly =0 and

1
E[|F|p1Ac] < oo, forevery p>1.

Then we have

1 .
F.GGDUC‘F a )_.

ok+1

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume 0 < aw < 1, F' € £°” and G € &£° for
simplicity. For every p’ > 1, let p,r,r" as in the proof of Theorem 3.1l By Remark 2.4]
for each n, we can find F,, € D}, G,, € D} such that

1F = Fll, <27 || Fyllh, < €270
and

G = Gll» <C27" [|Gallr, < C27079),
Let

Fp o= F, V0 + 272
Then F\; satisfies
|F = Flly < C27"2, |[Fyflyy < 2002/,

Therefore we have

1 1 1 1 1
— Gp——=-Glly < ||=-G==GClly+=(Gp—G)|
I Go= g Gl < Nz G = 5 Glly + =G =Gl

= A+ A,
By the same method as in the proof of Theorem [3.1] we have
Ay < 02702,
By 1/F, < 2"/2 and |G, — G||, < C27"*, we also have

1
Ay <G = G- II?IIT <2,

Consequently we have

1 1
= G, — — G|, <C27"2
F F

n

Similarly, by Meyer equivalence of norms, we have

1 1 1
= -G, < Hll=-Gully + | D(= - Gp)|»
I Gl (== Gully +1D( -Gl }
= C{12  Gully + Il - DFy - Gally + |~ - DGl }
27\; n|lp ,\;2 n nilp F—/n nip
1 1 —~
< Clll=Cully + == DF, - Gu = )l
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1 ~ 1
= DF-Gly + II? - DGy}

Similar to the proof of Theorem [B.1] we have

1 —
|=—5 - DF, - G|y < C2"172/2),

n

By 1/F, < 2"/2 |G, — G|, < €27 and ||DF,||, < C2"1=%/2) we have

1 — 1 —
=5 DF. - (Gn = G)[ly < H?H% D - 1G = Gl

< CQn(l—a/2).
By 1/F, < 2"/2 |G, — G|, < €27 and |Gl < 27079 we also have

1 1 1 . o
||?n Gallpy < ||zn A(Gn = G|l + ||?n G|y <C, ||?n . DG,||,, < C2"01=a/2),
Consequently, we have
1
| = - G|l < C2"170/2),
F,

By Remark 2.4, we obtain
1
||F ’ GHgg/ < 00, \V/ﬁ < 04/2,
and this completes the proof. 0J

The following theorem is a local version of Lemma 2.1 in [21] which will play an essential
role in Section 4. Before proceeding, we introduce some notions and notations concerning
the Sobolev space on R? (cf. [1] and [20]). Define the family of Bessel potential spaces by

L2(RY) = (1 —A)"2(LPRY), 1<p<oo, a€R
equipped with the norm
19llap = ll(1 = 2)*2g]],.
For 1 < p < 0o, a € R, we also define fractional order Sobolev spaces on R? as follows:
EP(RY) = (LE(RY), LY, (RY),, if k+ 1 be the smallest integer larger than o
equipped with the norm

! de
lollezins = 1 1€ Klen. )P 1
where 0 := a — k and
K(e,p. g) = nf{||gllp + €llg2llir10 1 + 92 = 9, 91, 92 € LY(RY) }.
Theorem 3.5. Suppose that F € D~ (R?), G € D° taking values on [0, 1] with
1+ E¢[|DInG|%] < oo, for every p =1,

and the density ppq is bounded. Then, for every 1 <p < p' < oo and 0 < o < o < 1,
there exists a positive constant C' = C(a, o/, p,p’) such that

lgo F-Gller < C||g]|gp;(Rd) for every g € S(R?).
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Proof. Since pp ¢ is bounded, for every p’ > p, we can find C' = C(p,p’) > 0 such that
lgo F-Glly < llgoF -GVl - |G |y
= | /R 9@ pra(z)dal G Yl 0
< Cllglly- (12)

Also, by the Meyer equivalence of norms, for every p’ > p, we have

lgo F-Glhy = I(1=L)"(goF-G),
< Cllgo F-Gllp + [|1D(g o F- G) I}
d
< C{llgo F-Gll, + 1Y _(9ig) o F- DE;- Gl + |lg o F - DG}
i=1
d
< llgo F-Glly+ 1Y (dg) o F- DE;-Glly + [lgo F - D(InG) - G|}
i=1
d
< Cllgo F-Glly+ > 1(0i9) o F - Glly - I DElpy s

i=1
+||g o F . Gl—((p’—p)/pp’)Hp, . ||D(1n G) . G(”"P)/PP'||pp,/(p,_p)}.
Then similarly as (I2)), for every p’ > p, we can find C' = C(p, p’) such that
lgo F'-Gllip < Cllgllip- (13)

By (I2) and (I3]), we get the desired estimate if « =0 or « = 1. If 0 < av < 1, we proceed
as follows. Let 1 < p<p <ooand 0 < a < o < 1 be fixed. For g € 55:(]1%‘1), by ([12)
and (I3]), we have

K(€>pago F- G) < CK(Eap/>g)'
Hence by Holder inequality we obtain that

1
oo F -Gl = [ [ [*Klep.goF-GP
0
]E
1 / p /
Iy
0

' gdeqt 1 @ands de i
C'[/ € K(e,p, g)F :} ’[/ € v-r _6} 7p
0 0

€

de

Sk
< o[/o[e “K(e,pl, g)P

pp’p]de}%

/A

/N

CHgng'l(Rd)
as desired. U
We shall need the following local version of the integration by parts formula.

Lemma 3.6. Let k € N. Suppose
(i) F € Dp5(RY);
(ii) G € D75, A is a measurable set such that G1, = 0 and for any p > 1,
EH det(Zp)\_plAc] < 0.
10



Then for all g € C*(R?) and all multiindez o € {1,---,d}*™*, we have

o]
Bl(% 20 F - G) = Elgo F - Ha(F.G) (14)
where the elements H,(F,G) € ID)ZC-)F_l—\Od are recursively given by

d
= Y D'(7{-G-DF))

=1
d .. .. ..
= =Y {4 LE; -G+ (Dy{, DFy)u - G+ 3 - (DG, DFy)u},
j=1

Ho(F,G) = Hg,,...)(F,G)
= H; (F> H(i17"',ik71)(F> G))a
which satisfy Hy(F,G)14 =0 and
[ Ha(EF, Gl k41-jatp < ClG 1 (15)
for every p < p'.
Proof. Since
(det(Zp)) '14e € L7 and  det(Zp) € D7,
by Theorem [B.I], we have
(det(Xp))'G € D5,
which in turn yields that
V-G eDY.
By the chain rule we have
d

(9ig) o F-1ae = > (D(go F), DFy)i -7 - Lue,

j=1
so we obtain
d ..
(Big)oF-G=(D(goF),» ¢ G DF)s.
j=1

Hence by the duality relationship between the derivative and the divergence operators,
we get

El(0ig) o F-G] = Elgo F- Hi(F, G)],

where

d
H(F.G) = ) D'(y¢-G-DF)

j=1

d
= =Y {7 LF;- G+ (DvZ, DF))u- G +4¢ - (DG, DFy)u}.
j=1

11



It follows by the localness of D that H;(F,G)14 = 0, and by () and the fact that
D*: DY, (H) — D? is continuous for every p and every «, we see that for every p < p/,

d
IHi(F, Gy < CY 72 G- DFjllrs1p < ClIG s -
j=1
Thus we have
E[(0,,05,9) 0 F - G] = E[go F - H,(F, H;,(F,Q))].

Obviously we still have H;, (F, H;, (F, G))14 = 0 and consequently we can go ahead further.
Moreover, it is easy to see that for every p < p’ < p’”,

1 Hi, (F, Hiy (F, @) lk-1p < CllHi, (F, Gk < CllG o prr

By induction we prove the desired results. 0

Remark 3.7. In applications one usually takes A = {G = 0}. Note that by the localness
of the derivative operator one then has {DPG # 0} C A¢ for any 3 € N.

Remark 3.8. Under the conditions of Lemma (3.0, suppose that there exists G; € Dy~
such that Gy = 1 on the set {G # 0} and G114 = 0, then for any G' € Dy and € > 0,
we have H,(F,G - G') = H,(F,G - G') - G4,

H:(F, G - G)llkep < CZHW -GG DFjlls1-cp < OllGllks1—cpp for every p <p.

Since v - Gy € DY,
HHn i) (F, G- G)l[k-1-2p

< CZW W(F,G-G') -G DFjlli—,

< C||Hi1(F= G Gh-zcp < CNG \lksr-cpr for everyp < p’ <p”.
Therefore by induction we have
[Hao(F, G - ) [[k41-ja—ep < CllG k412 (16)
for every p < p'.

4. ESTIMATE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DONSKER’'S DELTA FUNCTIONS

In this section, we establish an estimate of the difference between two Donsker’s delta
functionals. In what follows we also denote by C' a generic constant which can be different
from one formula to another.

Theorem 4.1. Let § = k+ o0, k€ N, 0 < o < 1. Suppose that H, Hy, Hy : B — [0, 1]
and Fy, Fy : B — R? are Wiener functionals such that
(i) F1, 5 € DE5(RY);
(11) H, Hl,Hg € ]Dzj_g with
14 Ep,[||DIn Ho||}y] < 00 for every p > 1,
such that Hy =1 on the set {H # 0} and Hy =1 on the set {Hy # 0};

(iii) there is a measurable set A such that Hyl4 = 0 and Fy, Fy are nondegenerate a.s.

on the set A°.
12



Then for every p, p', p”, r1, ro and r3 satisfying 1 < p < p' < p”" < oo, r1 > pp'/(p — p)
and o > 13 = p'p"/(p" — p'), and for

41 d(p”

—1
0<fB<aA(l+0) , 6+T)<5’<5, ¥ <a—1,

we can find a positive constant C' which may depend on Fy, Fy, o, 3,9, ¢, p, p', p’,
and ro such that

(1= AP25, 0 F - H— (1 —A)P25,0F,-H|_a,
< CllFy = Ballavs py + CllFy = Ballir, + Cl[Fy = |y,

Remark 4.2. The expression (1 —A)P/25, 0 F is well-defined. We refer the reader to [21]
Definition 2.1] for more details.
Remark 4.3. Since ppa(x) = EllipsnHa,.. o(F,G)] (see [16, Proposition 2.1.5]), by
@), if k > d — 1 then the conditions (iii), Fy, F> € DEL(RY), Hy € Dy and Hyly =0
imply that

(1) fori=1,2, the densities pp, u, of the laws of F; under jy, are bounded;

(2) for every 1 < p < 0o, the density pr,+u(ri—Fy), 1> 01 (R, ) 18 bounded, uniformly in

te[0,1].

Recently, Bally and Caramellino [3] have proved that any non-degenerated functional which

is twice differentiable in Malliavin sense has a bounded density (see Proposition[22). Us-

ing this result, the conditions (1) and (2) are automatically satisfied under the conditions
of Theorem [{.]] (see [4, Example 2.3] for U, satisfying the condition {@)). This fact will
play a very important role in the proof of Theorem[{.1]

Now we state the following corollary which is more refined than [4, Proposition 2.2].
Corollary 4.4. In the circumstance of Theorem[{.1 we have

HpFl,H - pFQ,HHCﬁ(R‘i) < CHFl - F2H2+5’,T1\/7‘27
Proof. Since pp, y(z) = Eg[1 - 6, o F}], we have

(1= A)Y2(pr 1 (2) = proin (2))lcomay < CIEL = Follz4s v
Then the conclusion follows from the fact that (1 — A)~%/2(C°(RY)) c CA(RY). O
To prove the theorem we need some preparations. In what follows for the simplicity of
notations sometimes we shall drop the notation of ) if there is no confusion. We begin
with the following lemma which can be found in Watanabe [21].

Lemma 4.5. If a > d(p — 1)/p, then the map v € R? — (1 — A)7*/25, € LP(R?) is
bounded and continuous.

The following lemma is a local version of Lemma 2.2 in [21].

Lemma 4.6. Letd =k+o0, k€N, 0 <o < 1. Suppose that G : B — R and F : B — R?
be Wiener functionals such that
(i) F € DE5(RY);
(ii) G € D75, G1 € D5 taking values on [0, 1] with
14+ Eq,[||DInGy||] < oo for every p =1,
such that G; =1 on the set {G # 0};

(iii) there is a measurable set A such that G114 = 0 and F is nondegenerate a.s. on

the set A°.
13



Then, for every 1 < p < p' < oo and 0 < ¢ < 5 < 0, we can find a positive constant
C=C(0,8,p,p) such that

lgo F-Gll_5,<Clgll-sp forevery geSR?.
Proof. By Lemma [3.6] we obtain for G' € D7,
E[(au te azmg> ol -G - G/] = [g oF- H(i1,"~,im)(F7 G- G/)]

Taking ¢ = k+ 1 — g, by Remark 3.8, we can find, for every 1 < ¢’ < g, 5 > 0 and
m=0,1,---,k+ 1, a positive constant C' = C(q,q’,0,m; F,G,G1,G") such that

[Hiy i) (B G - G5 0 < CIG |I5,-
Consequently, if 1/p+1/g=1and 1/p'+1/¢' =1, we have
(0, -+ 0i,,9) 0 F - G| 5,
= sup{|E[(0; -+ Oi9) 0 F'- G- G| : [|G']l5, < 1}
< sup{[E[go F - Hy i) (F, G- G| 2 [[Hy i) (B G - G5, 0 < C}
— apl[Elgo F- ey (.G - G)- G| £ | Hep i (PG Gy < C)
< COllgoF-Gill,,_5, for m=0,--- k+1 (17)

The rest of the proof is the same as that of [21] and we give it for reader’s convenience.
If k=2l—1isodd, any g € S(]Rd) can be written as

g_zz/iall" 22n( _A>_lgv

where Y is a certain sum over 1ndlces (11, ,19,). Hence, by (I1), we have
lgo -Gl 5,

[
< CY 1=A)"goF-Gilly, 5,

< Of(1 - A)_(k+1)/29 oF- G1Hk+1—5~,p"
Since
0<1l—o=k+1-0<1,
using Remark 3] (since pp, is bounded) and Theorem [3.5] we have for every 0 < §' < 5
and p”’ >p' with k+1—-0" <1,
lgo F-Gll 5, < CI(1 = A) " 2|y s 0 = Cllgll - pr
This yields the desired estimate, since & and p” can be chosen arbitrarily close to d and

p. Similar arguments applies for even k and we refer to 21, Lemma 2.2] for details. The
proof is completed. O

We also need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let H,H, € B — [0,1] and Fy, F, € B — R? satisfy all the conditions (i),
(ii) and (iii) of Theorem [{.1. Then, for every &' ,r,r',r" satisfying 0 < ¢ <0, r' >r >1
and " > r'r/(r" — 1), we can find a positive constant C' = C(Fy, Fy,d',r,r',r") such that

I1Hi(Fy, H - G) = Hi(Fy, H - G)|lsr e < Ol Glligsr s - [1Fy = Fallzgor s

where G € D%5.
14



Proof. In what follows, r,m,n,m’,m/¢,r’' v’ v r" r"° satisf
) b ) ) b ) b ) )

1 1 11 1 11 1 P o
= = = ’f’__l_’f’”cc - m/c’m <.

1
m n rm mc m'r  rc n’

Since the Malliavin covariance matrix >, satisfies that O’ . € D7Y5, and the space D%
is an algebra, so det(Xp ) € DIy, then by Theorem B.1], we have

(det(ZFl)) -H e Dﬁ)‘;‘s)

and we deduce easily from this that vi -H € ]D(l o) . Since
d
H(F,H-G) = Z ({4 - H-G-DF))

and

Hi(Fy,H-G) = ZD* Vg - H-G-DFj),

using the fact that D* : DY, (H) — ]D){; is continuous for every p and «, we have
|Hi(Fy H - G) — Hi(Fy, H-G)|ly, < Clyf-H-G-DF =+, - H-G-DF|115,

< Ol H-G-DF —=~j, - H-G-DF |15,
+Cll, - H - G- DF =, - H - G- DF||1154
Ay + As.

We first observe that
(EF2>_1 - (EF1>_1 = (EFl)_l(EFl - 2F2)(EF2>_1
Therefore we have
v — v = Z Vi (0F, = OE) -
k=1

In view of 7, - H € DYy _, v, - Hi € DYy -, Fi € DYG(RY), Fy € Di5(R?), we obtain

A < OIG-DF |lysm- 18, - H =75 - Hllvorm
< OllGllgs - HDF1j||1+5’ e ||‘7 UF2H1+5’ ||7§?k1 * Hl[ 1460 e - ||7%2 c Hy |10 govee
< C|Gllises - o8 — 0B |46 m
< C|Gllivs s - |1 Fr = Fallasor - a8)

For the second term, in view of vi -H € ]D(l ) We obtain
Ay < Cllvd, - H-Gliysn- |DF = DF|l115m
< CINE - Hllveswe - |Gllsssrw - | DFY = DFfll s
< ClGllits - 1F1 = Folla+orm- (19)
Hence combining (I8) and (I9]), we have
IHi(Fy, H - G) = Hi(Fy, H - G)|lsr e < Ol Glligar - [F1 = Fall24er -

Thus the proof is completed. 0J
15



With the above preparation we can establish the following results which will play a
crucial role in the proof of Theorem [4.11

Lemma 4.8. Let H,Hy, Hy € B — [0,1] and Fy, F, € B — RY satisfy all the conditions
1), (1) and (i1i) of Theorem[/.1. Then, for every 0 < ¢ < § < 6 and "y
(i), (it) and (ii) of : Y p, o, P, P,
ry satisfying 1 <p <p' <p” <p"” < oo, r1 >pp'/(p) —p) and ry > 13 =p'p"/(p" — 1),
we can find a positive constant C' such that

lgoFy-H —goFy- Hl (145

< Cligll-a+omy - 11 = Fall2vs iy + Cllgll—o - [|1F1 = Folf1,r,

+ Cligll-vpr - [1F1 = Falls.rs
for every g € S(RY). The positive constant C may depend on Fy, Fy, &', 8", p, p', p", p",
T, Ta.

Proof. In what follows, ¢ =p/(p—1), ¢ =p'/(p' — 1), ¢" =p"/(p" — 1). First using the
integration by parts formula we have for G € D55,
|E[(0ig)o Fy-H -G — (0ig) o Fy- H -G
= |ElgoF\-H, -H,(F\,H-G)—goFy-Hy-H;(Fy,H-G)|
< |ElgoFy-Hy-H{(F,H-G)—goFy-Hy-H(F,H-G)|
+|Elgo Fy- Hy - Hi(F\,H-G) — go Fy- Hy - Hy(F3, H - G|

< |lgoFy-Hi—goFy Hi|l-op - [[Hi(F1, H - Gy
+llgo by M|y - [[Hi(F1, H - G) — Hi(F3, H - G)|[g,4-
Since
d
Hi(F\,H-G)=> D*(v{ -H-G-DF),
j=1

by 7 H € D5 and D™ : DY, (H) — DY, is continuous for every p and every «, the map

G — H;(Fy, H- Q) can be extended to a continuous operator D(1+6) = D~ =, DY

for every ¢ and every 4, that is, we can find, for every 1 < ¢’ < ¢, 0 < ¢’ < §, a positive
constant C' = C(q,¢’,0"; F}) such that

[Hi(Fy, H - Gy g < ClGll1ssg-
Then by Lemma 7], we have
1(0ig) o Fy - H — (9,g9) © Fa - H||—145),p
sup{|E[(0ig) o F1- H - G — (9ig) o F2 - H - G| : || Gll145,4 < 1}

< sup{llgo Fy - Hy —go By M|y p - [|Hi(F1, H - G)lg g 2 |1 Hi(F1, H - G)llg g < C}
+sup{llgo Fy - Hhl|—yp - | Hi(F1, H - G) = Hi(Fy, H - G)l[g g [|Glligsq <1}
< CllgoFy-Hy—goFy- Hill—srpy + Cllgo Fy - Hill -y - [[F1 = Fallas .- (20)

Since any g € S(R?) can be written in the form

9= ZZ/ Zzn(l - A)_lga

where Y/ is a certain sum over indices (i, - ,%2,), by ([20), we have

lgoFy-H—goF,- H|_ (1+6"),p
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= ||Zz’ian-- 0 (1= A)'go Fy - H

- Z '+ 0 Oy, (1= A)go Fy- Hl|-+5)

CZ ||ai2( —A)Tlgo By Hi = 0,(1 = A) g0 By - Hil sy
+ CZ'H@Zz(l — A)_lg o F2 . Hl||—6’7p’ . ||F1 — F2||2+(5’,7“1

= =+ 9.

N

1

By Lemma F6 and the L2 (R?) boundedness of 9;,(1 — A)~2, we have
10, (1 = A) g0 Fy - Hill—gy < Cll0iy (1 = A) gl < Cllgll-qvom)
Then we obtain
Z2 < Cllgll-avamp - [[F1 = Fall24+6rs- (21)
Now we deal with the first term =;. We split =; into two parts
||822(]_ — A)_lg (6] Fl . Hl - 822(1 — A)_lg o F2 . H1||_5/7p/
sup{|E[0;,(1 = A)'go Fy - Hy -G — 9,,(1 = A) 'go Fy - Hy - G]| : ||Gllsr.q <1}

< sup{|E[(3,(1 —A) 'go Fy - Hi -G = 0,(1 = A)'go Fy- Hy - G) - (1 — ¥(Rp, )]
Gl <1}
+sup{|E[(3;,(1 = A)'go Fi - Hi -G = 0,(1 = A)'go Fy- Hy - G) - U(Rp, p,)]|
Gl <1}

— S+,

where ¥ and Rp, g, are deﬁned in Section 2. First we consider the term =5. In view of
(det(Zp )™ - Lymyrop € L7, Fy € DY5(RY), we have

P{¥(Rp p) # 1} N {H #0})

e —1y1/2 2(d-1)/4 _ 1
< P{((det(Sp)) ) A+ 155 1D VHD(F = Fy)lls > o5 27 00)

< @VDBE[((det(Sr, ) ™) 21+ S 1D S DE - B2 - 1 r0)]

< CE|[|DF — DE|]"s/™,
where 73 < r§ < ry. Then by Remark 3.7, we obtain
|E[(0;,(1 =AY 'go Fy - Hy -G —0,(1—A) 'goFy- H - G) - (1 — U (Rp, )]
|E[0,(1=A)"go Fy- Hy- Hy- G- (1= U(Rpy 1))
+|E[0;,(1—A) 'go Fy- Hy - Hy - G- (1 — U(Rpy 1))
Cll0n(1 = A)go Fy - Hill -y - | Hay - G+ (L= U(Rpy p,))llwv.g
+C|0,(1 = A) T go By Hill oy - [ Hy G+ (1= U(Rp, 1) g
Cll9(1 = A) " go Fu - Hill oy [Gllwg - 1 Hz - (1 = W(Rpy 1))l s
+ |0, (1= A) T go Fy - Hillwyr - |Gl - [|Hz - (1= U(Rpy,m))lli,rs
Cll0i(1 = A) g o Fy - Hill—wyr - |Gl - PY(Rr, r) # 1} N {Hy # 0}
+C)|05,(1 = A)" g0 By Hill-wyr - |Gllg - PUY(Rp,r) # 13 N0 {Hy # 0})/7
Cll0s,(1 = A) " go Fr - Hill gy - ||G1||7k',q' N = Bl

N

N

/N

/N

N



+ |0 (1 = A) T go By Hill-ppr - 1Gllwg - 1P = Follira
where k' < ¢ < k' + 1. By Lemma and Remark 3] it is obvious that
10:,(1 = A)T g o Fy - Hy| - < Cl03, (1 = D)7 gl < Cllgll—uny -
Consequently
< Cllgll-w+pm - 1F1 = Fallir, < Cllgll-g - [[FL = Foll1r,- (22)
Next we consider the second term Z,. First by (@l), we have

V2 54 (det(Sr))

{U1(Rp,m) # 0} C {det(Xmrurm-r)) = (1 - 7) W} a.s..

Then by (det(Sp)) " - Limzop € L7, Fy € D3S5(RY), we obtain that Fy + t(F — F3)
is nondegenerate a.s. on the set {Hj ;é 0} N{¥,(Rp, r,) # 0}, uniformly in ¢t € [0,1].
Besides, by Remark B2/ it is obvious that Fy + t(F) — F») € D35(RY), U(Rp, ) - Hy €
D5 and Ui (Rp, k) - Ha € DT, and hence Fy +t(Fy — F3) € € D5 (RY), U(Rp, ) -
H, € ]Dk’-itl and \:[jl(RFl,FQ) H, € ]Dz?—i—l‘ Therefore, F5 + t(Fl — Fg), \I](RFl,FQ) - Hy and
Uy (Rp p,) - Hy satisty all the conditions in Lemma by condition ({]). Consequently,
applying mean value theorem, Remark (2) and Lemma [0, we have
=4

= ||812(1 - A)_lg oFy-Hy- ‘;[](RFMFQ) - 812(1 - A>_lg oFy- Hy - \II(RFLF2>H—5’,I>'

1
S / 10:0,(1 = A) g o (B + t(Fy — F)) - (F} — F3) - Hy - Y(Rp, ) || - prdt
0

1
S C/ 10:0:,(1 = A)""g o (Fy + t(Fy = F)) - Hy - U(Rpy p) |- - | 1] = Fyllor it
0

< Cll00, (1= A)  gll—grpr - 11 = Fallgrss (23)

and, noting the L (RY) boundedness of 9;,0;,(1 — A)~!, this is further dominated by
Cllgl|=s7 p - ||F1 — F3l|s7 r5- Thus combining (21I), (22) and (23), we have

lgo Fi+H —gokFy- Hl|_(146),
< CGillgll=arenpr - [1F1 = Follots i + Collgll-o - [|F1 = Fall1r
+ Csllgll-s7p - 1F1 = Follsrs-
This completes the proof of the lemma. 0J

Remark 4.9. In the proof of Lemmal[].8, the reason why we make use of the integration
by parts formula rather than a direct use of the mean value theorem, is to ensure that
U(Rp p,) - Hi satisfies the condition (i) of Lemma[{.6.

Proof of Theorem[{.1. In what follows, ¢ =p/(p—1), ¢ =p'/(p' — 1), ¢" =p"/(p" — 1).
Since 0 < f < aA(1+0)—1—d/q, we can choose 1 < ¢ < ¢” and 0 < §" < § < § such

that 6” — 5 > d/q". Hence by Lemma [1.5, we have
= (1-A)2, e L7, (RY (24)
is bounded and continuous, where 1/p” + 1/¢"” = 1. Hence by Lemma and (24]), we
can find C' > 0 such that
(1= A)B/Q(Sx oFi-H—(1- A)B/Qéx o Fy - H—ap

< (1 =2)25, 0 Fy - H— (1 —A)%25, 0 Fy - H||_1451p
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< O = A28, o - |1 Fy = Fallassrr,
+C|I(1 = D)8, |y - | = Folli,r,
+ |1 = A28, | - 1Py = Falls,r,
< C||Fy — Bllayst gy + Cl[Fy = Fall1p, + C||FL — F||57 s

The proof is thus completed. 0J

Similar to the proof of Theorem [A.1l by Theorem [B.4] we have the following theorem
which shows that the condition H, Hy, Hy € D7, can be improved to H, Hy, H; € D(1+5)

Theorem 4.10. Let 6 = k+ o0, k € N, 0 < 0 < 1. Suppose that H, Hy, Hy : B — [0, 1]
and Fy, F> : B — R® are Wiener functionals such that

(i) F, Iy € D2+5(Rd)

(ii) H,Hy, Hy € D77, with

14 Ep,[||DIn Hs||}y] < 00 for every p > 1,

such that Hy =1 on the set {H # 0} and Hy =1 on the set {Hy # 0};
(iii) there is a measurable set A such that Hyl4 = 0 and Fy, Fy are nondegenerate a.s.
on the set A°.
Then for every p, p', p", r1, ro and r3 satisfying 1 < p < p' < p”" < oo, 1 > pp'/(p' — p)
and o > 13 = p'p"/(p" —p'), and for

dp—1 d(p” —1 ,
0<5<a/\(1+k+w)—1—%,5+% & <k+2k+2<55 <a-—1,

we can find a positive constant C' which may depend on Fy, Fy, o, 3, 6,0, p, p', p’,
ro and rs such that

(1= AP25, 0 F - H— (1 —A)P2%5,0F,-H|_a,
< C|Fy = EBllayst i + Cl[Fy = Fall1ry + C||FyL — F|57 s

5. CONVERGENCE RATE OF DENSITY OF THE EULER SCHEME FOR NON-MARKOVIAN
STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS: APPLICATIONS OF THEOREM [4.1]

In this section we study the convergence rate of density of the Euler scheme for non-
Markovian stochastic differential equations. Before proceeding, we introduce some nota-
tions and notions. Given compact metric spaces My, --- , My and real separable Hilbert
spaces F1,---,FEg and E, let k > 1 be an integer, we denote by C’;,“(C(Ml;El) ® - ®
C(Mgy; Eq); E) the class of continuous F' : C(My; Ey) ®---®@C(My; E4) — E such that for
any multi-index a = (@, -, aq) with 1 < |a| = o+ +aq < k and any g} € C(M;; E;),
1<1<d,0<7j<q, the map

go+ZJ1 39
(l’i,"‘,l’l ...’l'(f’...’xid)eR‘al)_)F 1SCk’
dd
90"‘2]1 39

there is a continuous

F@ (M E) ® -+ ® C(My; Eg) — Hom(C(M®; E®*); E)
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for which
aa g(] + Z] 1 J
F

8;[‘ axl . .axd .axfxl ‘wi: :wd =0
' ¢ gO + Z] 1 ]

k, there exist C,, < oo and A, < oo such that

) gi(411) ® ++ ® ga, ($1.00) @+ @ g1 (¥a1) ® *++ @ g, (%d.0,)); (25)
and, for any 0 < |oz\ <
g'

d
| P ( ltrom(careipeayey < Call+ > Nl lconm))™
i=0
for g* € C( M“E ) ¢t = 1,---,d. Similarly, let £ > 1 be an integer, we denote by
CHC(My; B) ® -+ ® C’(MchEd) E) the class of contmuous F:CM;E)®- - ®

C(Mg; Ey) - E such that for any multi-index o = (g, -+ ,aq) with 1 < |a| = ag +
-4 ag < kand any g} € C(M;; E;), 1 <i<d, 0<j<a, themap

QO‘I’Z] 1 j
(I%j...’xiﬁ...’xflﬂ..., ;l) Rlel— is C*,
90+Z] 1 ]
there is a continuous

F@ (M E) ® -+ ® C(My; Eg) — Hom(C(M®; E®*); E)

for which
g0 . 90+Zg 1 g
ag;i...axal...axil...axgd gO+Z] 1 ] \xl— =z =0
9
= F© ] (01(%11) @ -+ © oy (¥100) @ - @ g (a1) @ - @ g5, (¥aas));
Y0

and, for any 0 < || < k, there exists C, < oo such that

gl

||F(a) : | Hom(c(me;E20);5) < Ca
d
g
for g € O(M;; E;),i=1,--- ,d, furnished with the following norm:
1
k g

HF||cg(C(Ml;E1)®...®C(Md;Ed);E) = Z sup ||F(a) : ||Hom(C(Ma;E®a);E)-
ZEC(M E) d

=0 772 g

For any p > 1, let G} be the class of continuous progressively measurable functions:
€:[0,7] x B — E such that

[€llop.r;e = || sup [[£(t)||ellLr < co.
<t<
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For every integer k > 1 and any p > 1, let G be the class of £ € G such that £(t) € Df(E)
for each t € [0,T] and j =1,--- , k, equipped with the following norm

Illkprs ==Y |l sup [[D7E(#)|lueieellir < oo (26)
ogj<k  OSIST
\]\
Finally, we define G~ by
g = () 9
k>0 1<p<oo

Now we introduced the following fractional order Sobolev space GE.
Definition 5.1. For every integer k >0, any 0 < a < 1 and any 1 < p < 0o, we define
Giva = (Gi Girt)ap:
We shall use the following norms which was given by Peetre’s K-method.

1 d 1
Jelhsapre = [ [ oKl P, 27)

where

K(e,p,€) == mf{[[&1|lkprm + €llollbrrprim: &1 + & = €61, 6 € Gi )
The following definition is taken from [14].

Definition 5.2. Let k be an integer and E; and Fy be real separable Hilbert spaces. We
say that a function F :[0,T] x C([0,T]; Ey) — E5 satisfies (A g, 5,) if
(i) F is measurable, and for each t € [0,T], there is an
F(t) € Cy(C([0,1]; Er); Es)
such that F(t,v) = F(t)(¥|4) for all € C([0,T]; Ey);

(ii) for each integer 0 < n < k, there exist C,, < 0o and 7,, where v, = 1 forn =0
and v, = 0 forn > 1, such that

17 (t)™ (D) tom(co.qm529m)E) < Cn(L + [l cqog:e0)™ (28)
for allt € 0,T) and v € C([0,t]; E1);
(iii) for each integer 0 < n < k, there exists C,, < 0o such that
IE®™ (@) (glio.gm) = F(5)™ (@) (glo,) |2 < Calt = s+ [[Ulloqoryen)  (29)
for all t,s € [0,T), v € C([0,T); E1) and g € C([0, T|™; E").
We also need the following the following definition.

Definition 5.3. Let 0 =k+0, k€N, 0< 60 <1, p>1 and Ey and Es be real separable
Hilbert spaces. We say that a function F': [0,T]x C([0,T]; E1) — Es satisfies (Ai4s.5, 1)
(OT (A2+5,E1,E2)) if

(i) F is measurable, and for each t € [0,T], there is an

F(t) € (CyH(C((0,1]; En); Bs), CFH(C((0,1]; Er); Es) o
(or F(t) € (CFT(C((0,8]; Br); En), CyT(C([0,8]; Br); E2))op)
such that F(t,v) = F(t)(¥|p,4) for all ¢ € C([0,T]; E1), where the norm

HF(t) H (Co R (C([0,]:81):2),C5TF (C([0,t];E1):E2))a,p

(or NE @ ezt oo.:m)m).c3 ((0.0:2): B0 )
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is controlled by a constant which is independent of t;
(i) for each integer 0 < n < 1+k (or 2+ k), there exists C,, < oo such that

IE@®)™ () (glp.7) = F(5)™ @) (glo.sn) | < Calt = 8121+ [Glleqo.ryen)
forallt,s €[0,T], v € C([0,T); E1) and g € C([0,T]"; E™).

Now we introduce the Euler scheme for SDE ([2). Let 7" > 0 be a fixed time horizon,
and let T'/n be the discretization step for every integer n > 0. Set X,(0) = x and for
kT /n <t < (k+ 1)T/n, X, (t) is inductively defined by

X, (t) = Xn(%T) + / b(%T,Xn(. A %T))ds + /k_T o—(%T, Xl A %T))dW(s).

n n

First we need the following results. We shall make use of the following assumptions.
(AI) o:[0,7] x C([0,T];RY) — R? @ R™ satisfies the condition (A, gipigrm) and
b:[0,T] x C([0,T];R?) — R satisfies the condition (A;, gaga);
(A.II) o is bounded and uniformly nondegenerate, i.e., there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such
that o(t, ) - o*(t,) > ¢ I, where (o(t,0) - 0*(t,0)) = Y, 0i(t,9)oi(t, ),
i,j=1,---,d, for all t € [0,T] and ¢ € C([0,T]; R?).

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that the coefficients (o,b) of SDE (2) satisfy (A.1) and (A.Il).
Then for any p > 1, we have

IXC 2)lepea V SUP 1 X (- 2) i < 00 (30)
and
||Xn(ax) _X('ax)Hk,p,T;]Rd = O(n_1/2)a (31)
where the norm || - ||y pr.re is defined in (26). Furthermore, we also have
[(det Expa) M, < o (32)
and
sup [(det Zx,t0)) I, < o0 (33)
nz

for every 1 < p < oo, t € [0,T].

Now we give a proof of Theorem [5.4l Before proceeding, we prepare some propositions.
In what follows we denote by C' a generic constant which can be different from one formula
to another. For convenience we set k,(t) = k if kT/n <t < (k+ 1)T/n, and we denote

N (t) = k,(6)T /0.

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that the coefficients (o,b) of SDE (3) satisfy the following
conditions: there exists Cy < oo such that

lo(t, @) — o(t, V)|l msmamrm) V |6t @) — b(t, ¥)|[re < Colld — V|l epo,:m4) (34)

lo(t, ¢) — o(s, @)l ms@arm V [16(t, @) — b(s, &) |[ra < Colt — s|"*(1 + |9l co.ryire)) (35)
and
lo(t, o) || rsaemy V [[b(E, @) [|re < Co(1+ (|9l (0.0:r4)) (36)
for every t,s € [0,T] and ¢, € C([0,T];RY). Then we have
sup E[ sup X, (s)[] < oo

n>1 0<s<t
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for allp > 1 andt € [0,T)]. Moreover, for every p > 1 there exists a constant C' = C(p) <
oo such that

sup B[ sup [ Xu(s) — Xa(m()[*] < Cn7?

Osk<n—1 KT ()T
n n
for all n.

Proof. 1t is well known that the conditions (B4]) and (B@]) ensure the existence and unique-
ness of the solution of SDE (). Since

X, (6) = Xa(m(0) +

Tin (t)

t t

b(1hn(s), Xn(- A1n(s)))ds + / o (1 (s), Xn(- A nn(s)))dW (),

we have

Xo(t) =2+ / (1), Xa(- A 11a(s)))ds + / 0 (1(5), X (- A (5))) ATV (5).

Consequently

s

Elsup [ X, (s)[[*] < 27 E[sup || [ b(na(w), Xu(- Ann(w)))dul*]
0<s<t 0<s<t 0

+ 277 B sup || [ o (ma(u), X A (u)))dW (w)[|*]

0<s<t 0

t
< 22P—1t2p‘102p00/ E[(1+ sup [ X,(u)l))*]ds
0

0<u<s

t
2201y Cy [ B+ s (1 0l 7ds.
0

0<u<s

Thus by Gronwall’s lemma, the proof of the first conclusion is completed. For the second
conclusion, we proceed as follows. Since

Xolt) = Xalml) = [ (s Xl A+ [ ola(5), Xl A ()Y 5),

(1) 7n (1)
for fixed k, where k =0,1,--- ,n — 1, using BDG’s inequality and (36]), we have
B[ sup [ Xa(s) = Xa(na(s))[I*)

%<s< (k+1)T

< B sup | / (1), X (- A 1 (10)) )|

kT <s< (k+1)T

L sup | / 0 (1 (10), X A () )WV (1) 2]

kT s BADT (k+1)T

(k+1)T

< 22p_1”_2p+1/ " L5 (s), Xl Ama(9))]*)ds

k

|

n
(k+1)T

+20C, [ 7 Bllotn(s), Xl A (o))l
kT
< C’ln_2p + an_p,
and the proof is completed. O
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Proposition 5.6. Suppose that the coefficients (o,b) of SDE (2) satisfy the conditions of
Proposition [5.3. Then we have

(B[ Xn — XII¢

1/p __ —-1/2
Cioamn]) = O(™)

for allp>1 andt € [0,T].

Proof.
X, (1) — X(1)
= X (7()) — X(a()) + / (1 (5), X A 11a(5))) s — / b(s, X())ds
7n (t) Nn (t)
o(Mn(8), Xn(- Anp(s)))dW (s) — o(s, X(+))dW (s
+/%(t) (), X (- A () ATV (5) /w) (5. X (-))dWV ()
= X (m()) — X(1a()) + / (s X)) = bl X ()
n / (05, X)) — (s, X (-))) AW (s)
n (1)
+A17n(t),ta
where

Ayt = /(t)(b(nn( §); Xu(- A1in(5))) = b(s, Xn(- A1u(s))))ds

n / (- Aa(s))) — b, Xo())ds
T / X A 7(5))) — 05, X A ()W (s)
/ (15 Xl A8 = oo XA ().

Repeatedly using the above formula, we obtain
Xa(t) — X(t) = /0 (b(s, Xn(+)) — b(s, X(-)))ds
+ [ (o5, X,0) = ol XV

kn(t)

+ E AkTT7(k+n1)T/\t.
k=0

Then using BDG’s inequality and (34]), we have

Bl X0 — X2 0]
t kn(s)
< 01/0 B0 = Xl + CaEL D |3 Asp )

0<s<t
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For the last term we proceed as follows. First we have
kn(s)
E[sup || Y Awr wenr, [[*] < C(Ar + Mg + Az + Ay),
k:() n n

0<s<t

where
Ay = E[Osigtll Os(b(nn(U),Xn(-/\??n(U)))—b(u,Xn(-Ann(U))))dUIIQP],
A= Bl | [ (b X, A ) = b X, ()7
N = Blsup | [ (0lmu), Xt A m) = ol X A )W ()|,

s

Ay = Elsup || [ (o(u, Xu(- A na(u))) = o, Xn(-))dW (u)[|*].

0<s<t 0

In view of BDG’s inequality and (33]), the terms A; and A3 are dominated by Cn~P. Next
we estimate the term Ay. In view of BDG’s inequality and (34)), we have

s

Ay = E[sup || [ (0w, Xal- Ana(w))) = o (u, Xu(-))dW () [[*]

0<s<t 0

< CZptp_I/O Elllo(s, Xu(- Ana(s))) — o (s, Xu())[I*]ds

t
<CMW“/ﬂwMWMAMw—&MWW-
0

o<u<ss

By Proposition [5.5], the above expression is dominated by C'n™?, where C" = Cy,CoCtP.
The term A, can be estimated similarly. Thus combining the above estimates, we have

t
Ell1X = X &0 ) < 01/0 Elll X0 = X1 Zo.qma)ds + Con™ + Cn ™.

Then the proof is completed by the Gronwall’s lemma. O

We denote by D/F,t € 0,7],7 = 1,---,m, the derivative of a random variable F' as
an element of L?([0, 7] x B; R™) = IL?(B; H). Here the separable Hilbert space H is an L
space of the form H = L?([0, 7], R™). Similarly we denote by D{llv’,',',' tJ’ZF the n-th derivative
of F. Before the proof of our main proposition, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose that the coefficients (o,b) of SDE (2) satisfy the assumption
(A.I), then for any p > 1, we have

1 X, 93)||k,p,T;Rd \ SliIIJ | X0 (- 93)||k,p,T;Rd < 0.
nz

Proof. We only give a proof of the case of the first order derivative, and the cases of higher
order derivatives can be given in a similar way. By results in Kusuoka and Stroock [14],
we have

DIX,(t) = DX, (1a(t)) + 05(ma(r), Xu( A na(r) L. o.0(r)

+/ (t)(bi)“’“(nn(S%Xn(- A 11n(8))) DX (6 A 1g(5))ds
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+ / (t)(af)a’“ (10(8), X (- A () DIX 5 (A tp(5)) AW (),

where (b")* and (o})* are defined in [25)), ay = (0,---,0,1,0,---,0). Repeatedly using
the above formula, we have
on ()

DIX,(t) = Zgé(nn(r)aXn('Ann(r)))l(%ﬁW}(r)
k=0

+ /0 (67 (1a(5), X (- A 11u(5))) DIX5 (5 A1) ) s

t
* / (@) (1(5)s Xn(- A1a(8)))DIXS (5 Amja(s))dW (s)".
0
Thus using BDG’s inequality and (28]), we obtain
sup sup E[sup [|DIX,(s)||*] < oo

n>10<r<T  0<s<t
forallp>1,t€[0,7] and j =1,---,m. Similarly, we also have
sup E[sup [[D]X (s)]|*] < oo

o<r<T 0<s<t
forallp>1,t€[0,T] and j =1,---,m, and the proof is thus established. O

Proposition 5.8. Suppose that the coefficients (o,b) of SDE (2) satisfy the assumption
(A.I), then for any p > 1, we have

HXTL<7 ']:) - X(7 Jf) Hk,p,T;Rd = O(n_1/2)'
Proof. First by results in Kusuoka and Stroock [14], we have
DIX'(t) = DIX'(na(t) + 05(r, X())Lgo.0(r)

t

T / (b)) (s, X () DIX*(x)ds + / (01) (s, X () DIX* () AWV (s)!
N (t) 1 (t)
and

DIX,(t) = DIXp(m(t) + o5 (ma(r), X A na(r) 1,0 (r)

+ / (6) (0 (8), X (- A 1 (8))) DIXN (5 At () ) s
N (t)

+ / (t)(Uf)a’“(nn(SL X (- A () DIX3 G A 1 (8))dW (5)'.

Thus we have
DX, (t) — DIX'(t) = DiXi(??n(t)) — DIX"(na(1)) |
+ 05 (7 (1), X (- A1 (1))) L 00,0 (1) — 0507 X () L 8.0 (1)

n / (B (05, X+ A () DEXE (5 A (5)) ds
N (t)
- / 7 XO)DIX s

+ / (t)(af)a’“ (1 (5), X (- A1 (8))) DIX (6 Ao (5))dW (5)'
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_/ <t><<f?>“"f<s,X () DIX*(x)dW (s)'
= DIXI(nu(t)) — DIX'(na(1))

T / () (s, X (-)) (DIXE () — DIXH(x))ds
nn (t)

+/ ()(Uf)“’“(s,X(-))(DiXS(*)—DiX’“(*))dW(S)l

4+ Ay (1),

where A, ) :(r) denotes the remaining terms. Repeatedly using the above formula, we

obtain

DX, (t) — DIX'(t) = /0(b")“’“(s,X(-))(DZXS(*)—DiX’“(*))ds

where

Al(t,’f’) =

Ao(t, 1)
As(t,r)
Ay(t,r)
As(t,r)
Ag(t, 1)
A7 (t,r)

Ag(t, 7’)

+/0 () (5, X ())(DIX5 (%) — DIX*())dW (s)'

- / ()™ (5, X (-)) (DIXE () — DIXH(x))ds

+ /0 (a1)™ (s, X () (DIX5 (x) — DIX*(x))dW (s)'
+ > Aw(tr),

kn(t)

S 030, Xl At () s s () = 75 X (D) s wom (1),

/Ot((bi)“’“(nn(S), X Aia(5))) = () (3, X (- A a(8)))) DIXG (G A tp(5)) s,
/Ot(bi)“’“(s, X A ia(8)))(DIX5 (x A i(s)) — DIX(x))ds,

/Ot((bi)c”“(sa X A i(5))) = (0)% (5, X (1)) DI X5 (+)ds,

/Ot((bi)ak(saXn(J) — (1) (s, X () D} X (+)ds,

/Ot((af)“’“ (1 (5), Xu(- Aa(8))) = (@) (5, Xu (- A11u(5)) DIX 5 (6 Ao (5))dW (5)'
/Ot(af)c”“(s, X A () (DIX5 (6 A tia(5)) — DIX (%))dW (s)'

/0 (1) (5, Xu(- Ama(5))) = (1) (5, X (-))) DLX (%) AW (s)',
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Ao(t,r) = /0((Uf)”‘k(&Xn('))—(Uf)a’“(saX(-)))Df?Xfi(*)dW(S)l-

Then by BDG’s inequality for Hilbert space valued stochastic integrals (cf. [14, Lemma
2.1]) and Assumption (A.I), we have

E[sup [|DX,,(t) = DX'(¢)|f]

0<t<T

— Blsup ( / |D,XE(t) — D, X (0)|%dry

0<t<T

< 3% LB sup ( /0 ( /0 () (s, X()(DIX (%) — DIX*(x))ds) dr)"]

o<t<T

3% B sup ( / ( / (01" (5, X(-)) (DIXA(x) — DIXH(x))dW (s)!)2dr )]

o<t<T
+ 3%~ 1E [ su / A (t,r)) dr
b Z
T T
< € [ Bl [DX,(5) - DX () Gt Gy S Elsup ( | ity
0 0<s<t o<t<T Jo

m=1

Let

=, = E[ sup (/0 (A (t,)2dr)], m=1,--- 9.

0<t<T

Then to complete the proof, we just have to show each of nine terms =,, are dominated
by Cn~P. We first observe that

T kn(t)

| 20 Xl A s 1) = 0 X OV sz s ()] ol

k=0

= [ )Xl Ao = i X

< 3 [ G4m0 Xl A1) = 305 Xl A(r)))lr
+3 [ 305Xl A ) = o Xa(0)
+ 3/0t(a;-(r, Xn(4)) — aé(r,X(-)))2dr

< B+ IXOlequayse)n™ + 36 [ s [Xalu Am(r)) = Xufu) il
+3C¢ /0 t sup | X, (u) — X (u)|*dr.

Then in view of Proposition and Proposition 5.6, we have

7 kn(t)
=, — Elsu ORI r
1 0<t£T 0 ; (1)) (k%’ww( )
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- U;(RX('))l(k_T,MM (r)])?dr)?]
< FTTPCPE[(L + || Xn ()l oqoryre) FIn "

T
+3p‘13”T”_IC§p/ E[ sup | Xy, (uAnp(r)) — X, (u)|*]dr
0

o<u<gr

T
4 gp-igppr-io / Bl sup | X, (w) — X (u)|2]dr
0 o<ugr
3PP TPCPCn P 4 3PTISPTPCP Cn P + 3P~13PTPCP O

<
< COn™P.

Next we estimate the terms =5, =4, =5, =¢, =g and Zg. Using BDG’s inequality for Hilbert
space valued stochastic integrals, (28], Proposition and Proposition 5.7, we obtain

= = Blsu ([ (] (0™ (5 X A m(9) = (01) (5, X, (D) DEXEG)AW (s) ol

o<t<T

VAN

Cop TP / B[ / ()% (6 X (- A a(£))) — (0) (1, Xo())) DIXE ()2t

N

Co T2 2/ / (D) (, X (- A()) = (09)2* (£, X () DIXE (%)) drdt

N

O [ B (1 X0 A (0) = O 0, O o

N

T
CopCL T / Elsup [ Xo(s Ana(t)) — Xo(s)[?)dt
0

0<s<t

< CnglC'/T2pn_p.

The term =, can be estimated similarly. Using BDG’s inequality for Hilbert space valued
stochastic integrals, (28)), Proposition and Proposition .7, we have

=0 = Blsup ([ (] (o)™ (5, X 00) = ()" (5. X (D) DEXEG)AW (s) ]

o<t<T

/A

Cop TP / E[( / ()% (£, X () — (o) (£, X (-))) DIXE(x)2dr )t

/A

Cy T2p 2/ / (o)™ (t, X, () — ( zi)ak(t’X(')))DﬁXﬁ(*))%]drdt

/N

Cop T /0 E[ll(01)™ (& Xn()) = (@)™ (& X ) fomc(io.g5mer) )1

/A

T
CoyCy T / Elsup [|X.(s) — X(s)|*)dt
0

0<s<t

< C’nglC'szn_p.

We can apply the similar way to estimate the term =5. In view of BDG’s inequality for
Hilbert space valued stochastic integrals and (29]), we can also obtain that the terms =,
and Zg are dominated by Cn~P. Finally we deal with the terms =3 and =;. Since

D]X,(t) = DIX; (m(1)) = Ué(nn(r)7Xn('2/;nn(r)))l(nn(tm(r)



+ / (B7)* (1 (5), X (- A 11 (8))) DX (5 A 1gu(5)) s
nn(t)

t

i / ( )(O'Z)O”“ (190(8), Xoa(- A 10())) DI X5 (¢ A ma(5))dW (5)',
MNn t

using BDG’s inequality for Hilbert space valued stochastic integrals and (28]), we have

—_
—
—

~ Elsu ( / ( / (01) (5, Xo(- A 1(5))) (DIXE (6 A 1a(5)) — DIXE(#))dW (5))2dr )]
< OOy / B(( / ((01) (£, Xo(- A 7 (£)))(DIXE (5 A (8)) — DIXE(x)))2dr P
< GO / E[( / 1D (5 A 1a(£)) — DIXER) 2 o )Pl

N

32-10, Oy 7o / Bl / Sup 05 (1 (), X (- A 1 (7)) L 01 () PPl

M (1) <5<t

+ 32710y, O TP /0 E[(/O sup | [ () (), Xl A ()

n()<s<t S (s)

DﬁXﬁL(* A nn(u))du|2dr)p]dt

4310y, Oy /0 E(( /0 wp | s (0F)% (1), X (- A ()

Nn()<s<t S (s)
DX, (% A i (w))dW (u)'|*dr )] dt
= C(En +Zn+EZn).
For the term =1, we proceed as follows. We notice that

/0 sup |0;-€(77n(7‘),Xn(. A (1)) L (), (7 )| 2dr

()<s<t

- / 165000 ()s X A 1 (7)Y L () P

- / 00, Xl o ) Pl
< 002(1+0§35T|Xn(uAnn(r))l)Zn‘l-

Then we obtain

En STCFE[(1+ sup |Xo(uAna(r))*]n" < Cn.

o<usT

Now we consider the term Z73. By BDG’s inequality and Assumption (A.I), we have

N

TP~ 1/ / nnsup s (0! ) (ma(u), X ('/\nn(u)))DiX;(*/\nn(u))dW(u)llzp]drdt

t)<s<t I nn(s)

N

Cop TPt 7 1 / / /( () (05, X A 1a(8))) DIXE (5 A ()| dsdrdt
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< Gy TP ln 7t / / / sup | DIX (u) P dsdrdt
M (t) 0<u<nn(s

< CnP.

A similar estimate holds for the term =Z;5. The term =3 can be estimated similarly. Thus
we have shown

T
E DX, (t E DX, dt + Con™".
[Oith IDX(t) = DX (1)1, gl < /0 up, 1D Xn(s) = DX{(s ) It an
Then by the Gronwall’s lemma, we have
E[sup [[DX,(t) = DX (t)|[h,54 < Cn7".

0<t<T

For the case of higher order derivatives, we proceed in the same way. The proof is therefore

completed. 0
Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 5.4

Proof of Theorem[5.4. The conclusions (B0) and (31]) have been proved in Proposition [.7]
and Proposition 0.8, respectively. So it remains only to prove (32)) and (B3)). Since

Xo(t) =2+ / (1), Xa(- A 11a(s)))ds + / 0 (1a(5), X (- A1 (5))) AV (5),

we can rewrite it in the following form:

Xn(t):x—l—/o bn(s,Xn(-))ds—l—/O on(s, Xn(+))dW (s),
where

b (s, Xn(*)) := b(nn(s), Xn(- Anu(s))) and oy,(s, X (+)) := o (na(s), Xun(- Ann(s))),
and the coefficients (o, b,,) also satisfy the uniform elliptic condition. Thus by [14] The-

orem 3.5, Corollary 3.9], we obtain the nondegeneracy of X (7") and X,,(T"). Therefore we
complete the proof. O

We can now state our main results which extend Theorem [5.4]to the case of interpolation

spaces. We shall replace the above assumption (A.I) with the following assumption (A.III).

(AID) o :[0,7] x C([0,T];RY) — R? @ R™ satisfies the condition (A, spdpigrm) and
b:[0,T] x C([0,T]; R?Y) — R satisfies the condition (A;spapa).

Theorem 5.9. Let &' = k+ 0, k € N, 0 < § < § and k, = 2?". Suppose that the
coefficients (o,b) of SDE (2) satisfy (A.1l) and (A.III). Then we have

IXC 2l prime V sup X (1 2) [l e < 00 (37)
and
Xk, (-, 2) = X (@)l prima = O27), (38)
where the norm || - ||s pr.ra is defined in (27).

Proof. For simplicity of notations we denote X}, by X,. We will assume 0 < § < 1.

The general case can be treated in the same way by considering the SDE satisfied by the

Malliavin-Shigekawa gradient of X and X,,. Since o : [0,7] x C([0,T]; R?) — RY @ R™

satisfies the condition (A 5pd rigrm) and b : [0, T]xC([0, T]; R?) — R? satisfies the condi-

tion (A spaga), there are o(t) € (CH(C([0,t]; RY); RIQR™), CZ(C([0,¢]; R?); RTQR™))s5,
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and b(t) € (Cy(C([0,];R?);RY), GH(C([0,t];R); R))5, such that o(t,¥) = o(t)(¥ljo)
and b(t, 1) = b(t)(¢Y|py) for all ¢ € C([0,T];RY). By Remark 24 for each m, we can
find o,,(t) and b,,(t) such that

2—m6

lom(t) — o (D)l e c(o.greyrigrm) < C o NlomOllezeo.areyricrm) <
<

2—m5

[6m (t) = 0Dl 3 (c(r0,0:r)me) < C s () lezcqo.gmeyray

Now we consider the following SDEs:

Xom(t) = :E—I—/O bm+n(s,X0,m(-))ds—l—/0 Tmn (S, Xom(+))dW (s),

k—T))ds

kT K kT
Xn,m(t) = Xn,m(—) +[€T bm—l—n(—aXn,m(' A 92n

22n 22n

22n

T 22n 22

! kT kT
+ [ OmanlGgs X A AW ()
Now we prove the second conclusion (38)). By Assumption (A.IIIl), from the proof of
Theorem [£.4] we can obtain

1X0m() = XnnOE s < Cllbmen Doz ¥ 1omen (e coiryangionm)

ec(”bern (1) ”Cg (C([0,T];R%);RD) Vlom4n (D)l Cg (C([0,T];R%);REQR™) ) 2—np‘

Hence by (39) we have
X0 () = XnanCI? | e < C2LHMA=00p 7m0,
Since

X(t) = Xom(t)

- / (0(5, X () — Buen (5, Xoy(-)))ds + / (005, X () — Tuen (5, Xo,u(-))dIV ()
- / (b3, X () — b(s, Xoum(-)))ds + / (0(5, X () — (5, Xoun(-)))dVV (s)
n / (b(5, Xomn()) = bunsn (5, Xoum(-)))ds + / (005, Xom()) = Grr(5: Xom ()Y (5),

by BDG’s inequality, Assumption (A.III) and (39), we have

t
E[IXC) = Xoam o, < 01/0 E[IX() = Xom( g o om)ds + Co2= 0%,

Therefore we deduce by Gronwall’s lemma that

1X() = XomOI2 g < (19— (m+n)dp
Similarly, we also have

1 () = X s < (19— (m+n)dp

Combining with the above two inequalities we have by Remark 2.4]
1X0() = X2 ppe < C Z 2B (X () = Xom(-)) — (Xn) = X DI g

ST X )~ X, 1
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< C Z 25’mp(2—(m+n)5p + 2—mp2(m+n)(1—5)p2—np)

m=0

- C Z 26’mp(2—6mp2—n6p + 2—6mp2—n6p)
m=0

< 027P,

Applying the same procedure as used as above, we can get the first conclusion (37), and
we thus complete the proof. O

Combining this with Theorem ], we can obtain the convergence rate of & (x, T, n).
In order to get this result, we shall make use the following assumption (A.IV).

(ALIV) o :[0,7] x C([0,T};R?) — R*® R™ satisfies the condition (A, spagigrm) and
b:[0,T] x C([0,T]; R?Y) — R satisfies the condition (Ayspapa).

Theorem 5.10. Let k, = 22". Suppose that the coefficients (o,b) of SDE (3) satisfy
(AID) and (A.IV). If0 < B < aAN(1+0)—1—d/q, 1/p+1/g=1, G €D andt € [0,T],
then we have px, )¢ € CP(RY), pxu.c € CP(R?) and

Ipx,. 1).¢ — Pxo.cllosmsy = O(27), (40)
where px, @).¢ and px@),c are defined by (3), i.e.,

pxy, .6(Y) = E|G -, 0 Xy, (t)] = E(G| Xk, (1) = y)px,, ) ()
and
px),c(y) = E[G - 0,0 X(1)] = E(G|X(t) = y)px)(y)-

In particular, taking G = 1 € D™, we conclude that px, ) € CP(RY), pxw € CP(RY)
and

Ipx0, 1) — Pxllos@sy = O(27"7). (41)
Furthermore, if Gy, n=1,2,--- and G are in DL and
HGn - GHa,q = O(Q_H)\)>

then we have

I, .60 — Px.cllos@s = 027", (42)
Proof. One only needs to simply combine Theorem and Theorem [4.1] O

Remark 5.11. [t is worth noting that for some special non-Markovian stochastic differ-
ential equations such as stochastic differential delay equations the convergence rate of the
density can be improved to a better result. Indeed, Clément, Kohatsu-Higa and Lamberton
[7] have obtained the convergence rate of the density for some stochastic differential delay
equations is 1/n.

Examples 5.12. Consider the following stochastic delay differential equations

x(t) =x + /0 b(z(s — 1), x(s))ds + /0 o(z(s — 1), x(s))dW (s),

where the coefficients b and o are mapping from R> — R. Let T > 0 be a fived time

horizon, and T'/n represent the discretization step. Set x,(0) = x, and for kT /n <t <
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(k4 1)T'/n, the Euler scheme is defined by

zp(t) = xn(%) + /kT b(:cn(k% — T),(L’n(k%))ds + /CT J(xn(% — T),xn(%))dW(S).

Let 0 = k+0, k€N, 0<60<1andp > 1. Suppose that the coefficients (b(x),o(x))
satisfy the following assumptions: b, € (CET*(R% R), CETF(R%;R))g,; o is bounded and
uniformly nondegenerate. Then we can use Theorem [52.10 to obtain the convergence rate
of density of the Fuler scheme for stochastic delay differential equations. Similar results
holds of course for more general delay equations.

Remark 5.13. Finally we point out that on a finite dimensional Fuclidean space, say
R™, the space (C*(R™), C¥+LH(R™))y,, is very close to CKYO(R™). In fact, it is known that
(see [20]) that for every e > 0,

CEFOR™) = (CHR™), C*(R™))g 00 C (CHR™), C*HR™))pc
C (CH(R™), CFTHR™))p_c 0o = CFTOE(R™).

On an infinite dimensional Banach space E, this full chain of inclusions does not hold in
general, but we still have the following

(CH(E),C*(E))p, C CH(E), Vpe[l,00).

Therefore the above example shows that we can obtain the convergence rate of density of
the Fuler scheme for stochastic delay differential equations when the coefficients are in
Holder spaces.
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