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Abstract

A conjecture appears in [Kumar and Sabanis (2016). larXiv:1601.02695 [math.PR]|,
in the form of a remark, where it is stated that it is possible to construct, in a specified
way, any high order explicit numerical schemes to approximate the solutions of SDEs with
superlinear coefficients. We answer this conjecture to the positive for the case of order 1.5
approximations and show that the suggested methodology works. Moreover, we explore
the case of having Holder continuous derivatives for the diffusion coefficients.
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1 Introduction

Due to recent research (see 4], [2], [8], [9], |11] and references therein), new explicit Euler-
type schemes have been developed to approximate SDEs with superlinearly growing coefficients
following the observation in [3] that the classical (explicit) Euler scheme cannot be used for such
approximations. This has been extended to Milstein-type schemes (see |5], [1] and references
therein). Such schemes are explicit and therefore more computationally efficient compared to
the implicit methods.

In this article, a new type of explicit order 1.5 scheme is constructed. The techniques used
in [9] and [5] are further extended to obtain the £2 rate of convergence of the proposed order
1.5 scheme. The main idea is to follow the approach of |7| by using an appropriate Ito-Taylor
(known also as Wagner-Platen) expansion and the taming technique introduced in [9] and [5].
Theorem [I| below gives the rate of convergence in £2 which is obtained under certain conditions
(also given below). In addition, by the combination of the results in [9], [5] and in this article,
one can arguably anticipate that, by using the uniform taming approach as explained below,
any high order (explicit) scheme can be constructed with the desired rate of convergence as in
the global Lipschitz case (see [7]).

Recent developments in data science attracted our attention to the fact that high order
schemes can be used for MCMC algorithms with improved convergence properties in high
dimensions. Moreover, such schemes can be combined with multilevel techniques in a natural
way One can refer to the article |15] on tamed unadjusted Langevin algorithms and consider
possible extensions of such techniques to achieve higher accuracy when using tamed schemes to
sample from a target distribution, typically the invariant measure of the associated Langevin
SDE.
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This section is concluded by introducing some notation. The Euclidean norm of a vector
b € R? and the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of a matrix ¢ € R¥™ are denoted by [b| and |o]|
respectively. o* is the transpose matrix of 0. The i-th element of b and (4, j)-th element of o
are denoted respectively by b® and o) for every i = 1,....d and j =1,...,m. In addition,
|a] denotes the integer part of a positive real number a. The inner product of two vectors
z,y € R? is denoted by zy. Let f : R — R be a twice continuously differentiable function.
Denote by Vf and V2f the gradient and the Hessian of f respectively. For every j = 1,...,m,
define LY : C2(R?) — C(R?) and L7 : C%(RY) — C1(RY) by

d

d m 52 . (wy) 0
=3ty o X o o W= Y

Note that, for any j = 1,...,m, by composing the operator L’ with itself, one obtains L7 L/t :
C%(R%) — C(R?) for every 7,51 = 1,...,m, which can be written as

d
- 0 “ 02
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2 Main results

Let (Q,{Z:}+>0,-Z7,P) be a complete filtered probability space satisfying the usual con-
ditions, which means that the filtration is right continuous and .%; contains all P-null sets.
Denote by (wt).ejo,r] an m-dimensional Wiener process. Moreover, assume that b and o are
Borel-measurable functions from R? to R% and R**™, respectively. The drift and diffusion
coefficients b and ¢ are assumed to be twice continuously differentiable in z € R?. For a fixed
T > 0, consider a d-dimensional SDE,

¢ ¢
T = o +/ b(xs)ds —i—/ o(xs) dws, (2.1)
0 0

almost surely for any ¢t € [0,7], where z( is an Fp-measurable random variable. Let pg > 4,
p1 > 2, and p > 2. The following assumptions are stated.

A-1 E|zo|P° < oo.
A-2 There exists a constant K > 0, such that for any = € R,
22b(z) + (po — Vo(2)* < K(1+ |zf).
A-3 There exists a constant K > 0, such that for any z, z € RY,
2a — 7)(b(z) = b(®)) + (1 — Dlo (@) — (@) 2 < K|o — &
A-4 There exists a constant K > 0, such that for any z,Z € R, and i =1,...,d,

V269 (2) = V2O ()] < K (1 + |a] + |2) 2|z — 2.

A-5 There exist constants K > 0 and 3 € (0,1], such that for any =,z € R%, i = 1,...,d,
and j=1,...,m,

V2009 (2) = V2600 (2)] < K(1+ || + |2) 7 |2 — 3/,



Remark 1. Assume[A-7] and [A-5] hold. Then, one can obtain the following estimates in a
straightforward manner. In particular, by[A-4], there exists a constant K >0, such that for any
iu,l=1,...,d, and x,7 € RY,

9% ()

p—1
gy | < KL+l

In addition,
ob(z)  ob(z)

_ =NV~ _ 5
SO ) < KQ+|z|+ |z)P e — .

Furthermore, there is a constant K > 0 such that for any i,u =1,...,d, and z,% € R%,
b ()
i el R P
oy | = K(1+ |z|)”,

[b(z) = ()] < K(1 + [z] + [z])"|z — 2],

which implies
[b(x)| < K (14 [a])P*t,

Similarly, by [A-5] there exists K > 0, such that for any i,u,l =1,...,d, j =1,...,m and

z € RY,

92009 (1)

p—2
D@0, 0 <K+ o)) =,

Moreover, there exists K > 0, such that for any j =1,...,m and z,% € R?,

oo (z)  9ol9)(z)

p—

2
<K@+ x|+ |2]) 7 |z —z|

8y(u) B 8y(u) -
Furthermore, there exists K>0, such that for any i,u=1,...,d,j=1,...,m and z,Z € R%,
- < 2
gy | < KT,

jo(z) = o(@)| < K(1+ |z| + |2]) 2| - 2,

which tmplies
()] < K(1+ [z]) 547,

Then, there exists a constant K > 0, such that
L% (x)| < K(1+[2))**), [LIb(x)] < K(1+ |z])20 Y,
Loo(@)] < K(1+|z))>**!, |Ho(@)] < K(1+|2)"*,
L Lo (z)] < K(1 + |2]) 27t

We adopt a uniform taming approach meaning that all terms of interest in the numerical
scheme, which are used to approximate the SDE (2.1, are controlled in the same way, i.e.

W is used where 6 represents the desired rate. More concretely, in the order 1.5

paradigm, one constructs, for any n € N and f € C?(R%),
x LOf(z
fn(ZL‘) _ f( ) Ln,Of(x) — f( )

14+ nfx|28’ 14 nfx|28’



oo LILn f(x)
DRD @) = o e

Ln’jf<1') = L]f(l‘)

10|20
where 6 is taken to be 3/2.

Remark 2. Throughout this article, the constant C' > 0 may take different values at different
places, but it is always independent of n € N.

Remark 3. Due to Remark[1], one observes that, there exists a constant C' > 0, such that for
any n € N

b (2)] < min (Cn2 (14 [2]), [b(@)]), o™ (@) < min (Cn2 (14 |22), [o(2)?),
[L™0b(z)| < min (Cn(1 + [2]), |[L%(x))), |[L™9b(x)| < min (Cni(1+ [2]), [Lb(x)]),
1270 (2)] < min (Cnd (1 + al), [L00(@)]),  |E™0(x)| < min (Crd(1+ [2]),|Lo (@),
|L™1 L7 o(z)| < min (Cni (1 + |z), | L LI o (2))).

Define k(n,t) := |nt]|/n, for any t € [0,T]. Denote by

Kk(n,t)

t t
W (t,x) = / L™ (z)ds, by(t,x) =Y / - L™7b(x) duw,
j k(n,

b (t @) = 0" (2) + 0L (8 @) + U5 (¢, @),
t

t
of(tz)=> / - L™o(z)dwl, o}t z) = / L™ () ds,
j k(n,

K(n,t)

t s
oy (t,x) = Z Z / / LI Lo () dw? dw??,
PR k(n,t) J Kk(n,t)

Mt x) = 0" () + oy, @),

o
where o,(t,z) = o} (t,z) + 05 (t,x) + o (t,x). The order 1.5 strong Taylor scheme is as
follows:

t t
= + /0 b5, 37 ) ds + /0 5" (5,2 ) s, (2.2)
almost surely for any ¢ € [0, 7.

Theorem 1. Assume - are satisfied with py > 2(5p + 1), then the explicit order 1.5
scheme ([2.2) converges to the true solution of the SDE ([2.1) in L£? with a rate of convergence
equal to 1 + B/2, i.e., there exists a constant C > 0, such that for any n € N,

1/2
< sup El|x; — zf 2) < O~ (+8/2), (2.3)
0<t<T

Theorem [I] states the convergence result for SDEs with superlinear coefficients. We can
also recover the result (Theorem 10.6.3 in |10]) for the global Lipschitz case. By the global
Lipschitz case, we mean that all the terms in the numerical scheme are assumed to be
Lipschitz, i.e. Assumption (6.5) in Theorem 10.6.3 on page 361 from [10] is used. Moreover,
instead of (6.6) (on page 361 in [10]), we assume [A-4] and [A-5| are satisfied with p =0, 8 = 1.
Note that by using and the coefficients b and o are only required to be twice
continuously differentiable, whereas (6.6) requires higher differentiability from o. Note also
that due to (6.5) (on page 361 in [10]), and [A-3|become redundant. Then, if one examines
carefully the proof of Theorem [I], the following result can be obtained for the global Lipschitz
case:



Corollary 1. Let pg > 4. Assume and (6.5) (on page 361 in [10]), and also assume
[A-7], [A-5 hold with p =0, 8 = 1. Then the explicit order 1.5 scheme converges to the true
solution of the SDE in L with a rate of convergence equal to 1.5, i.e. there exists a constant
C > 0, such that for any n € N

1/2
sup E|z; — 27)? <cn~Y2,
0<t<T

3 Moment bounds

Lemma 1. Assume - hold. Then, there is a unique solution to the SDE (2.1)), and
the po-th moment of the solution is bounded uniformly in time, i.e. there exists a constant

C > 0, such that for any t € [0,T],

sup Elz:P° < C.
0<t<T

Proof. 1t is a well-known result, and the proof can be found in [6]. O
Remark 4. By Remark@ for each n € N, the norm of b and " are growing at most linearly

in x. Then, together with[A-1], this guarantees that for any n € N and p < po,

E

sup ]xﬂp] < 0.
0<t<T

Lemma 2. Let[A-]] -[A-]] be satisfied, then there exists a constant C > 0, such that for any
n €N andte0,T],
EIbT (8, 7)) 17 < C(L+Ela, "),

EfB (1, 5,1 < Cn'F (14 Bla ™),
Eloy' (t, @) " < C(1 + Elz,, o),
Elogy (t, 0, 0) " < C(1 + Elz,, o),
Elog (t, 20" < O+ Elag, 7).
Proof. Due to Remark [3] these inequalities follow immediately. O

Corollary 2. Assume[A-7] -[A-3] are satisfied, then there exists a constant C' > 0, such that
for anyn € N and t € [0,T],
< ro
E[0™ (8, 2,7 < Oz (14 Elzg, 7,

k(n,t

E[6"(t, 27, )P < On'T (14 Elal, 7).

k(n,t

Lemma 3. Assume -[A=5] hold, then there exists a constant C' > 0, such that for any
n € N, the order 1.5 scheme (2.2)) satisfies

sup sup E|z7|P° < C.
neN 0<t<T



Proof. 1t6’s formula gives, almost surely,

t
|2 [P = [aol* +p0/ |22 (P2 (5, 2]k ) ds
0

n,s
t
s [ a5, )
Po !
50 [t s, ) P s
-2) [t .
P2 [ tion (s, a7, a2 P s,
for any ¢t € [0,T]. Then, since the expectation of the third term above is zero, one obtains
! 2
E|zi|P0 <E|zg|P° +p0E/O |z PO (2 — x:(n,s))bn@Z(n,S)) ds
¢
+ poE |1:’s7’|p°_2x2(n’5)b”(x:(n’5)) ds
0
t ¢
+ pOIE/O |z PO 221 (s, xZ(n,s)) ds + poE/O |z [PO—221p0 (s, xZ(n,s)) ds
popo— 1) [* 9~
+ g [ a2 (s, ) s,

which can be written as

7
Bz} < Gy + ) Gi(t), (3.1)

1=2

where G = E|zg[P0,
t
Galt) = poE / @2 PO (T — o B (@) s,
0
Po t
G3(t) = QE/ |$?|p072(2x:(n,s)bn(‘T:(n,s)) + (pO - 1)|0n(x:(n,s))’2) ds,
0
t
Ga(t) = poE / 222 (s, 2, ) d,
0
t
Gs(t) = poE / 222 (s, 2, ) d,
0

-1 ! — n n
Galt) = =g [ anpr 2oy (s, )P s

» Y k(n,s

t d m
G(t) = po(po — 1)E /0 P2 3N om0 o (s, 2l ) ds.
k=1 v=1

In order to estimate Ga(t), one writes
t s B
Ga(t) :pOIE/ |m;‘|p°_2/ b (r, 2y, T,)) drb"(:nz(n 5)) ds
0 K(n,s) ’ '

t s
+ pOE/O ’$?’p0—2 / 671(747 xZ(n,r)) dw?“bn(x:(n,s)) ds,

Kk(n,s)



for any t € [0,T]. By applying Young’s inequality and Remark [3| the following estimate can
be obtained

Po

t t
Ga(t) <C+C sup E|z]'[Pods + C’E/ ds
0

0 0<r<s

n3 / b (r, Tyiny) AT
K(n,s) '

t S
+ poE / (o2 — Ja,, 1) / ) b, ) s

t s
+ poE / ‘$Z(n,s) ‘p072 / o (Tv xn(n T)) dw,b" (x:(n,s)) ds,
0 k(n,s)

for any ¢ € [0, T]. Since the last term above is zero, by taking into consideration the results of
Corollary [2] and by applying 1t0’s formula, it follows that, almost surely

t
Ga(t) SC—i—C/ sup E|z]'|P°ds
0

0<r<s

S
+C’E/ / |z Po~ 4z b (7, 2 K(nr))d / o (r,xn(nr))dwrb"(m:(ns))ds
(n s) (n,s) ’

+CE |z [P~z (1, 2 ) dw, o (ryxl ) dwb" (x ) ds
() f@(n r) . k(n,r) k(n,s)

(n,s)

+CE// P 0 ) P [ 50 ) )
(n,s) (n,s)
Due to Remark

t
Ga(t) <C+C sup El|z;[P°ds
0 0<r<s

i L n|po— n n
+ CniE / / 2003 (1 [y B, 22 ) ds

/( )5”(7“ s Tro(n,r)) Ay

+CmE// PR+ [al D16 (1, ) dr

ds,

/ " (r, @y ) dwy
K(n,s)

2Ot [ [ DI )
0 Jk(n,s) '
for any ¢t € [0,7]. Then, the application of Young’s inequality yields
t
Go(t) < C+C sup E|z)|Pods

0 0<r<s

t s )
+CE/O ni/ )(1+|IL’mPO*2+’xz(n’s)’p0*2)|bn(r,xz(nm))’dr

ds

ST

Xn

(7’, l",{ n,r ) dw’f

1
+0E// (L4 [ 072 4 [ [P | a0 )P dr ds

1 CE /0 ni / o (P a8 ) Pl



=

Xn

/( )5"(r,xn(nT))dwr ds,

which can be further estimated as

t
Ga(t) < C+C sup E|z;[P°ds
0 0<r<s
_po_

t S 31 9 9 ,l+L ~ po—1
+CE/ / n3 750 (14 202 4 fa PR R B an, Dl dr | ds
0 Kk(n,s) '

t s
+ CnE / / (I el ) dr s
+Cn™ +1IE// (6" (r, @ 1)) P dir dis
k(n,s)
Po
t 3 1,2 po—1
B [ ([t R b g R )P ) ds
0 k(n,s)

t s
—i—CnT/O IE/ " (1, Ty ) dwy

Kk(n,s)
for any ¢t € [0,T]. By using Young’s inequality and Corollary [2|, one obtains

Ppo
ds

t
Ga(t) < C+C sup E|z,[P°ds
0 0<r<s

t s 3pg—4 , po—1 ) . po—1
ver [ [ SRS e e g D) ds
0 Kk(n,s)

PO

¢ s (2=pg)x(Pg=1) - po—1
+ CE/ / n 2p0 0" (7, @t () ) [P Lar ds
0 k(n,s)

t S 3pg— 8><p0 po—1
+ CE/ / n 4o " po—3 (1 4 ]mﬂpo_l + ‘xz(ms)‘po—l) dr ds
0 Kk(n,s)

PQ

t S 4—pg Xpofl B 1 po—1
+ C’E/ / n2ro "2 |g" (r, @y, ) [P0 dr ds
0 k(n,

(n,s)
t s
+Cn 7 / El6" (r, 273, )P dr ds,
0 n,s

which, due to Holder’s inequality and Corollary [ implies

¢
Go(t)y <C+C sup E|z)|Pods
0 0<r<s

3pg—4 _ 1 t s
+ Cn o= b1 / IE/ (L [ [P0 + [k 5 [7) dr ds
0 n,s) ’

_poyq 1 [t s
+Cn 2 pol/ IE/ 0" (7, @t ) ) [P0 dr s
0 K(n,s) ’

3pg—8

t s
t O /0 E / Wt 4 ) drds,
n,s

8



3pg—4 3pg—8

for any ¢ € [0,7]. Note that in the third and fifth term above, n*®0-2 and n*®o—3) are less
than n for all pg > 4. Thus, in view of Corollary [2| one obtains

t
Ga(t) <C+C sup El|z;[Pds,
0 0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0,T]. For Gs(t), applying gives

n n 2
f = Pog [ o225t nin) + 00 = DIl o)1
= S 1+n—3/2‘m ( S)‘Sp

t
<cm;/|xmm-%1++x&mﬁﬁwu,
0

which, due to Young’s inequality, results in

t
Gs(t)<C+C sup El|z;[Pds,
0 0<r<s

for any ¢t € [0,T]. To estimate G4(t), one uses Young’s inequality to obtain

t t
Ga(t) < CE / 277 ds + CE / 62 (5, 2 o)1 i,
0 0

which implies due to Lemma,

t
Gu(t) <C+C sup E|z;[Pds,
0 0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0,T]. Moreover, one writes

3
t)=> Gsilt)
i=1
where
G51 pOE/ ’.CC |p() 2 n ))b2( ) H(T’LS))dS7
%ﬂ)—mE/U%Woz ) D)) B (5, ) s,
0

G53( poE/ |xnns |p0 2 7f:ns)bn( ) 7rz(ns))ds

One then calculates the following

Gsi(t pOE/ |z [P~ 2/ S)b (7 xn(n r))drbg(sal'Z(n,s))ds

+ pOE/ |m?|po—2 / " (r, zz(n 7")) dw; by (s, xn(n s)) ds,
0 (n,s) ’

which implies, due to Young’s inequality,

ol

t t
Gs1(t) <CE [ |20 ds + CE /
0 0

ni /( ) l;n (T, x:(n,’/‘)) drn” 462( S, Z(n s)) ds



PO
2

t
+cE [
0

for any ¢ € [0,T]. Then, on applying Young’s inequality again, one obtains

wh [ 5 e, )
Kk(n,s)

ds,

Po

t t
Gs1(t) gc*E/ ERLE ds+cn’1"1[~z/ ds
0

0

/ Bn (T‘, 'rZ(n r)) dr
Kk(n,s) ’

i ns Po
+Cn1;‘OE/ / o (T,xn(nr))dwr ds—l—CTL4E/ |05 (s, L(n,s) )‘po ds,
0 K(n,s)
which by using Holder’s inequality and Lemma [2] yields
t
Gsi1(t) <C+C sup El|z;[P°ds
0 0<r<s
+Cn4po+1/ / Eb" (r, %, o)) IO dr ds
n S
+C’n4_+1/ / El6"(r, zy(, )7 dr ds,
TL S
for any t € [0, 7. Due to Corollary [2 one concludes that
t
Gsi(t) <C+C sup E|z][Pods, (3.2)

0 0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0,T]. As for Gsa(t), Itd’s formula gives, almost surely
t s
Goa) <CE [ [ [P tal ) dral g (s, ) ds
0 n,s ’ '
t s )
+ CE/ /H(n 3 |x?|po—4x77}a, (r,z H(n T’) ) dwrxy; Lh(n,s) Z/ () L"™Ib(x r)) dw] ds

+CE// 2P 15 (o, 27 ) o 168 (s, 20 o)) s,
(n,s)

which, by Young’s inequality, can be expressed as

Goa) <0 [ [ aF 0l P R
TLS

X n 4|b2(s Tpins))| ds

oy / E / (L 2202 4 Ja [P (r, 27 N LT b(l ) dr ds
=1 0 K(n,s)

b s 2 3 3y, —3+2 2
—l—C/O IE/ )n4 20 (L4 |27 [P07° + |y ) [P0 )0 2 0 |67 (ry it )|
TLS
Xn 4|b”(s Tyin,s))| A,

for any ¢t € [0,7]. One uses Young’s inequality again and Remark |3| to obtain

PO

t s 3_1 1y po—1
Ga(t) < C'/ E (/ ni po (14 |xPPo—2 + Ty 70 N~ 7t " (r, Tyitn)| dr) ds
0 K(n,s)

10



1 1
+0/ [ R TR a5 ) ds
(n, S)

Po

1,2 po—t
+C/ (/ n4 po (1+|l‘ |p0 3_}_"%,5 )’p0*3)n_2+p0|&n( r ,{nr )|2d7‘>
(n,s)

+C’n_4/ E[b3 (s, 235, ) [P ds,

which implies due to Lemma 2]
Po

—4 _ pg—1 po—1
Gia(t) <0/ (/( n o ng2(14—mf|p°_1+|x:(n75)|p0_1)dr> ds
ns

Po

(2— pQ)X(pO 1 = 1 po—1
—I—C/ / 2pg |b (T,xﬁ(nT))V’O dr ds

+0/ IE/ n(L+ 220 + Ja, ) dr ds
(n,s) ’
*C/ /) n TG ()P dr ds
ns "

! ° 3p0=8 P01 n|po—1 n —1 ot
—I—C/OIE /H(ns)n‘lpo =3 (1 + [z [P0 + [y, o777 dr ds

pPo

t s 4-pg , po—1 po—1
—i—C/ E / n 2o "2 |G (r, @y, o) [P0 Ldr ds
0 k(n,s)

t
+C+C sup E|z)|Pds,
0 0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0, T]. By using Holder’s inequality and Corollary [2]

3pp—4

Gsa(t) <C'n4(f’0 D 0T / / (14 [z P + |x (ns) |p°)drd5

+Cn_%0+ _Pol/ IE/ |l~)”(r,xz(nr))\p° drds
0 K(n,s) ’

3pg—8

t s
oD wT B [ (e e par, ) drds
k(n,s)

_Po,q_ 1 t 5 ~
+Cn * ro-1 [ |6" (r, 2l ) [P0 drds
0 k(n,s) w(nar)

t
+C+C sup E|z;[Pds,
0 0<r<s

3pg—4 3pg—8
for any t € [0,7]. One observes that n*®0=2 and n*®o-3) are less than n for all py > 4, then

due to Corollary [2| the following holds

t
Gs(t) <CH+C sup E|z;[Pds, (3.3)
0 0<r<s

for any t € [0,7]. In addition, note that by the definition of b5 (¢, z), one obtains
t
G53(t) = pOE/O ’m:(n,s) ’po_zx:(n,s)bg(sv xZ(n,s)) ds =0, (34)

11



for any ¢ € [0,7T]. Then, substituting (3.2)), (3.3)) and (3.4) into (3.5)), one obtains

t
Gs(t) < C+C sup E|z][Pods, (3.5)
0 0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0,7]. In order to estimate Gg(t), one applies Young’s inequality to obtain

Ge(t) <CE/ EX |P0ds+CIE/ |31 (85 T, P ds
<CE / 427 ds + CE. / 07 (5,2 )P dis

+C’E/ loy S,xn(ns))|p°d8—|—CE/ o5 (s, T 6 [0 ds,

which implies due to Lemma 2]

t
Gs(t) <C+C sup E|z;][Pds,
0 0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0,T]. Finally, for G;(t), one writes

2
=1

where

t d m
n — n, kv
G?l(t)zpo(po—l)E/o(|$s|p° 2 a7 SN om0 @n o (s, ) ds,

k=1v=1

Gra(t) = po(po — 1) /|%ns’po QZZU k) Qns)UM(kv)(Sa%(ns))dS-

k=1v=1

To estimate G7;(t), Ito’s formula gives, almost surely

t d m
n|po— n,(k,v n kv n
Gri(t) = CE /0 (2P~ = 2 1272 30 D0 0B @, )oni ™ (s, ) ds

k=1v=1
<CE/ / ‘iL' ‘po - nbn L nnr dTZZO’ ol U) H(TL s)) ke )($7xn(n s))ds
(n,5) k=1v=1
t s d m
HCE [ [ e ) duy Y Y ol o s, ) ds
0 Jk(n,s) ’ 1 o—1 ’
+0E/ [ e g, DRSS om0 0 (g s
(n;s) k=1v=1 7

which by using Remark [3] implies
G71( ) <CH4E/ / |ﬂ§ ‘po 3(1 + |‘T,‘c(ns |)‘bn( 75 T(n,r) )|dT‘O—M(S’xn(ns )|d5

+CE/ /ns) |1’ |p0 B ” n(r’xm(nr))dwr

12



d m m s
X Z Z O-n’(kW) (x:(n s) z; A L™g )( Z(n,r)) dwi ds
j=

k=1v=1

t S
HCE [ [ e ) du,
0 Jr(n,s)

d m s
X Z Z O_n,(k,v) ($:(n,s)) / Ln700-(k7v) (CUZ(n,T)) drds

k=1 v=1 r(n,s)

t S
+CE | / T )

X Z Zo‘ k:v) n(n 9 Z Z / ) /,:nﬂ_) Ln,ijla(k,v) ($Z(n,7)) dw%;l du)z ds

k=1v=1 Jj=1j1=1
N DN R T T O e e P
Kk(n,s)

for any ¢ € [0,7]. One then observes that, since L™’c (ajﬁ(n r)) takes the same value for all
r € [k(n,s), s|, it can be taken out of the integral in the third term above, and thus the third
term is zero. Moreover, by Young’s inequality and Remark [3] one obtains

Gt <CE/ / R (1 [ P02 4 (2, P DB (2l )| drle(s, 2l )] s
+OE// a0 D167 ) i s

+CZE// nz p0|x ‘po 3(1+|xn(ns)|)n 411 p0|0' (T,l',i(nr)ﬂ

1,1 T . .
xn 4w |y /K L™ Lo (2}, .y) dwl| drds

ji=1" K1)

row [ [ O o P )l )

which yields, due to Young s inequality,

Po

t s 3 1 po—1
Gan <c | E(/ W3 (L [P0 [ P20 B, wﬁ(mrdr) ds

e [ [ T ol PR )

_Po

+CE// (3750 (U [ 7072 [ P2 30157 (20, ) s

Po

1

3_2 142 PO~
+C / [ AR g el P R ) P ) s
(n,s) '

—I—C' n- O‘HE//
t

e / Elofy (s, 27 )P ds,
0

Po

/ LI o(T)5(n,)) dw%1 drds
ji=1 Kk(n,r)

13



for any ¢ € [0,7]. By Young’s inequality, Holder’s inequality and Lemma [2

3pp—4

Gri(t) < Cnito= T / / L+ |27 P + |, 5 [P0) dr ds

e // EJB(r, 27 )P0 dr ds

+CnE / / (14 220 + |2, ) dr ds

+Cn™~ 4+1// El6" (r, @), )7 dr ds

3p0 8

+ Cn o= Q)E/ ( + 2P 1P+ |27, 5 [7°) dr ds

—|—Cn_4+1// El6" (r, x5, ) [P dr ds

3pg—8

+Cn4(1’0—3)_1’0—1/ E/ (L4 220 + Jat, ) dr ds
() |

+on Tt // E[6" (1, & )P dr ds

3po 9 . .
+Cn At / / / E[L™ L o (23 ;, )7 dy dr ds
0 Jk(n,s) Jk(n,r) ’

t
+C+C sup Elz;|Pds,
0 0<r<s

for any t € [0,7]. Due to Corollary [2| and Remark (3| it can be shown that

t
Gnt)<C+C sup E|z][Pods, (3.7)

0 0<r<s

for any ¢t € [0,T]. In order to estimate G72(t), one writes

Gr2(t) = po(po — 1) / ’xn (n,s) ’po QZZU b U) m(n s) Z/ L™g ]"Z(n,r))dwi ds

k=1v=1 (.5)
+p0 0_1 / |xnn5 |p0 QZZU k’U) n(ns))/ Lno (k’U)( N(nr))drds
k=1v=1 K(ns)
+P0p0—1 / ’xmns’po QZZU kv) m(ns))
k=1v=1
X Z / / L™ g kv) (Th(ny) de'/1 dw ds,
=1 ji=1 (n,s) J k(n,r)

which implies, due to Remark [3| and the fact that the first and third terms are zero,

t s
G72(t) < CE/ / n(l + ‘xZ(n S)‘)po dr ds,
k(n,s) ’

14



for any ¢t € [0,T]. Then, one obtains
t
Gnt)<C+C sup E|z][Pods, (3.8)

0 0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0,T]. Furthermore, substituting (3.7 and ( into . 3.6) yields

t
G <C+C sup El|z][Pds,
0 0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0,T]. Therefore, for any n € N and ¢ € [0, T,

t
sup Elz|P° < C+C sup E|z]'[PPds < oo,
0<s<t 0 0<r<s

and applying Gronwall’s lemma completes the proof. O

4 Proof of main result

Lemma 4. Let f : R? — R be a twice continuously differentiable function. If there exist
constants « € R, K > 0 and § € (0,1], such that for any z,T € R?,

V2 f(x) = V2f(2)] < K(1+ || +|2])% — 27,

then, there is a constant C > 0 such that for any x,& € R, andi=1,...,d,

d
0f(x) 6 (#) o f fff 20) _ 70) ’ 7!
_ _ < al,. _ 5|14+8
0 @ Eﬁ ) < CQA+ ]+ |2)* e — 27
Proof. One uses the mean value theorem to obtain that, for all z,z € R?, i =1,...,d, there

exists ¢ € [0, 1], such that

Then for a fixed ¢ € (0, 1),
_ d _
Of(x ) (z) Z 0 f(x) — z0))
ay O = oyoy

d d
292 (@2 + (1 =0)7) LG5) _ z0)) Z @) 6 _ 300
Yy oy o

O f( ql’+ 1—(1) ) an( )

(1 + |z| + |Z))% |z — |*E.

15



Lemma 5. Assume[A-1] to[A-53] hold, then, there exists a constant C > 0, such that for any
p < 2511 and n € N,

sup E[by (L, 0, )" < Cn7P, sup E[b3 (L, 2y, )" < Cn” R

0<t<T 0<t<T

P —
sup Elo}(t,a, )P < Cn~%,  sup Elod(t,al, )P < Cn,
0<t<T 0<t<T

sup Elog (¢, 2y, )P < Cn7P.
0<t<T

Proof. By applying Holder’s inequality and Remark l

2p+1’

p

t
E|b?(t7 x:(n,t)”p =E / L™ Ob( n(n s)) ds

K(n,t)

t
< Cprtl / E|LOb(z, P ds
Kk(n,t) '

t
< Cprt! / E(1 + |27, )27 ds
Kk(n,t) ’

<Cn’?P,

where the last inequality holds due to Lemmal3] Other results can be proved by using similar
arguments. [

Corollary 3. Assume to [A-5] hold, then, there exists a constant C > 0, such that for
any p < 2511 and n € N,

sup E[b"(t, 2, )P <C,  sup E|6"(t, 2, )P < C.
0<t<T 0<t<T

Lemma 6. Assume[A-1] to[A-5 hold, then, there exists a constant C > 0, such that for any

p§2gj’rl and n € N,

P

n n p -z

sup Elz —aj, y|" < Cn”2.
0<t<T

Proof. For p > 1, by using Holder’s inequality, one obtains

P
+CE

p
Elzy — 2" < CE

t
/ 0" (8, Ty (n,5)) dWs

K(n,t)

t
/ bn(s x:(n s)) ds
K(n,t)

‘ t
gn—p+1cE/ 0" (s, 2%, ) [P ds + O™ 2+1E/ 1678, Ze(n,s) )" s,

K(n,t) K(n,t)

which by using corollary (3| yields the desired result. As for p € (0,1), one uses Jensen’s
inequality to obtain the same result. O

Lemma 7. Assume[A-1] to[A-5] hold, then, there exists a constant C > 0, such that for any
and n € N,

Po
— 2p+1

sup E[b(xl, ) = b (@ )P < Cn72P, sup Elo(al, ) — 0™ (@, )P < Cn=2P
0<t<T 0<t<T
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Proof. We have the following expression,

n (e _s 7 |3”\b(w2n,t)! _3
e 00 = 3 DL BN by e,
1+n 2|:cz(m) 3p

and then by using Lemma [3| and the same argument for o completes the proof. O

Lemma 8. Assume to hold and py > 2(5p+1). Then, there exists a constant C' > 0,
such that for any n € N,

sup E‘O’(ZL‘?) - O-(xz(n,t)) - (t7$n n,t) )’2 < Cn_(2+ﬁ)
0<t<T
Proof. Foreveryk=1,...,d,v=1,...,m, applying It&’s formula to o(¥:*) (w?)—a(k’”)(xz(nﬁt))
gives, almost surely,

o) (w?) — o (@)

80 ]“) n) Ho kv) ) ) ‘
= s () s,z ) ds + / 5m(0d) (g 7 dw?

/ (n,t) 81‘ ( w(n, S) zz; ]Z; (n.t) or 1) ( k(n, S))
b ol A e

50550 0 (8,0 0,)F D (5, 2 ) ds = 3 Ji(t)

where
d (k) (gny  OoB) ()
— do (x ) /@(n s) n, (%) (.n
Jl(t) - Zl /n(n,t) < A () 0] b (xn(n,s)) ds,
d ¢ 80.(k,v) (CC” )
_ K(n,s) n, (2 n
Ja(t) = Z/( 9 9z ol )(wn(n,s)) ds,
i=1 Y k(n
d t kv
oo kW) () i i
Jg(t) :Z/( " ax(l() )(bl ()(S7$n(ns))+b2 ()(S T( ))) ds,
i=1" """
d m )/ om kv
=335 [ (2 O
- K(n,t) aSL‘(Z) 890(’)
=1 j=1 ’

d 820.(k,fu) (xn ) s
K(n,s) 71, (1) n
2 9z ( /ﬁ (ms) O ) A

+ Z/ 0]74’([’]'1)(7“, T, T))dwﬂ1 Un’(i’j)(xz(n’s))dwg,
= kins)
d m t d 820.(k,v)(xn ) m s
_ r(n,5) n,(L,j1) 1 57 (17) j
oY ot & > MW
i=1 j=1"rnt) 1= jr=1"7 K15




+

H ns))

"
M~

(Um(i’j) (x:(n,s)) + 0?7(1'7].) (87 x:(n s))) dwgv

> [

t 80' lcv " ; (i )
/ 81'( )( i 7])( 7$n(n s)) + O3 : ,])(371'&(71, s))) dw§>

||
M- 1
G

=1 j=1
d_m 2 _(kw)(m
1 :L‘n) 0“o (I‘K(n,s)) ny(i,5) (. () (o
JlO( 5 lz:l Z/ ( al’ l)ax( ) B 81'(1)856(1) g (:L‘“(nvs))o- (xﬁ(n,s)) dS,
d m 2 (k:v 2"
1 0o ,{(ns)) ny(if) (m () (o
Ji1(t) 9 ZZ— Z/ NOr RO @ )T (T ) S
d m
Jia(t) 1 Z Z/ )(O_n,(i,j)(x Yo (l’J)(s,x )
2 =1 =17 r(n) 896 1)8:1@ K(n,s)/ M K(n,s)

n,(4,5)

+ oy (8,2 )T G (s, 27 (n,5))) ds-

k(n,s) ' VK

It can be observed that
E|J(t) + Jo(t) + Js(t) + Jua(t) — oyt 2l )
< 2E|Jo(t) + Ju (t) — oy B0 (8,2l )P+ 2E1Ts(8) + Js(t) — o (i ) — on T (a0

r( K
d m n=3/ 2)gn, |30 PR P X)) (z" ) 2
_ K(n’t) K)(TL,S) ( 7]) (lvj) n
< C;::l;E (Lt n=32an, 32 /n(n,t) 920020 (@ (n,5)) 0 (T (,5)) S
—3/2|..n 3 "
(1 + n73/2|x2(n,t) ’3P ? i,l=17,71= 1 8:::(1)
s 2
X //q(n 9 U(l’jl) (x:(n,r)) dwﬁla(ld) ('r:(n,s)) dw‘; )

which implies due to Remark [I] and Lemma [3] that

E|Ja(t) + Jo(t) + Js(t) + Jua () — o (¢, )

< Cn I a1+ 2 PP+ OBl o P21+ [l Y277 )P < O,

k(n,t)

for pg > 9p 4+ 2. Then, one obtains the following
Elo®) (@) = o®) (a2, ) — o™ (i, )P
< E|J1(t) + J3(t) + Ja(t) + J5(t) + Jo(t) + Jo(t) + Jio(t) + Jia(t)]?
+ 2B]Ja(t) + Jo(t) + Js(t) + Jia () — op 5 (ka0
< C(E[JL(8)]* + E|J3(t)[* + B[ Ja(t)]* + E|J5(£)]* + E[J(£) >
+E[Jo(t)|* + E[Jio(t)|* + E[Ji2(t)[*) + Cn ™2,

for any ¢ € [0, T]. By using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, E|.J;(¢)|?> can be estimated as
ok ”)( ) do k) (xn( ))
2 -1 § : L _ Kn,s (M

18
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ds,




which by using Young’s inequality, Remark [I| and Ho6lder’s inequality yields

t
E"Il(t”? < Cn_l /( 9 E(l + ’.1‘?’ + |x2(n,5 |)p 2(1 + ‘wn(n 5)‘)20+2’$781 - ‘xZ(n,s)’st

t
< Cnil E(l + ]w?!3p + ’«T:(nvs)lgp)’x? - xz(n,s)P ds
k(n,t)

[ npo poy) %o o )
<Cn a(nt) <E(1 + ’x8| + ‘xn ‘ )) E‘l’ n(n,s)‘po_ i ds,

for any ¢ € [0,7]. One uses Lemma [3] and Lemma [f] to obtain
E|A (1) < Cn”?,

for every n € N. To estimate E|J3(¢)|?, one applies Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Remark
to obtain

t
E|Js(t)]* < Cn”! /( t)E(1+\xgy) (1B (5, @0 )17 + 103 (5, 23 ) )I7) s,

which implies due to Holder’s inequality
2 -1 ! n L n n 2P0 B2
E|Js(t) < Cn / (E(1+ [a21)) 75 (B(B(s, % 0)) 707 + W3 (5,27 )| 70°7)) 70" ds,
K(n,t)

for any ¢t € [0,7]. By Lemma [3| and Lemma [5| it becomes

E|J5(t)]* < Cn™?,

for every n € N. As for E|.J4(t)|?, by using Young’s inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
Remark [I] and Lemma [4] one obtains

ELAOF < C/ (L [28] + 2 )P A+ |22 o NP — 2 P20 ds
nt
t
<O [ B )T~ ) .

K(n,t)

which implies due to Holder’s inequality

9 t 2’;_2 (2+28)pg \ ~ po
EAOP<C [ (BO+ [t + a0 ™) " (Blak ol |0 ds,

r(n,t
for any ¢ € [0,T]. Then, applying Lemma |§| and Lemma |3| yield
E|Ju(t)|* < Cn~ @47,

for every n € N. In order to estimate E|.J5(¢)|?, one uses Young’s inequality and Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality to obtain

2

t s
E’J5(t)|2§0/ E/ |bn(’r7xn(nr ‘d’l“+ Z/ 7 b1) T’xm(nr))dwgl
K(n,t)

K(n,s) ji=1

x (1+ |xz(n75)|)2p ds,
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which, by applying Holder’s inequality, yields

2 ! - _2py_
Ba0P <0 [ (0w [ E )
H(nvt) H(n,s)

po—2p
PO 2p

——ro_41 [* 2P0 PO
+n Po—2r E|UM(T, xn(nr )’P072P ds ( (1 + |1,' (n.5) |p0)) ds,
(n,5)

for any ¢ € [0,7]. One uses Corollary |3| and Lemma |5[ to obtain
E|Js(t)]* < Cn™?,

for every n € N. As for E|.J;(t)|?, it can be estimated by using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as
follows

Bl (t \2<022/

=1 j=1

2

(k) (n ao'(kv)
g |20 07 Crn) [ a2,

which yields by using Remark |1| and Holder’s inequality

t
ElJz(t)]* < C/ E(1+ 28]+ |2 o) 2|28 — 2l o Plot (s, 2l o)1 ds
o2
<c/ (B )
" po—p+2

2p, 2p, PO
Y (E\xs )R (s, >|ﬁ—p+2) s,

for p > 2, and any ¢ € [0,7]. Then, one can apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma
to obtain

2 ¢ n n _4po 4pg 2p0
B <€ t) Blzy - x”(”vs))‘p07p+2E|O-l (57$n(n S))|p07p+2 ds,
n7

Thus, applying Lemma [ and Lemma [5] give the following estimate

ElJ: ()] < Cn™,
for every n € N. Note that, for the case that p = 2, one obtains the same result immediately
by using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. As for E|Jo(t)|?, applying Remark [1| yields

t
E|Jo(1)]* < C/( t)E(l + 251 (|03 (5, 27 )1” + 105 (5, 275 )1 ) ds

which by applying Holder’s inequality gives

t 2pg 2pg PO—pP
E|Jo(t)]* < C ( )(E(1+ a7 P)) 70 (E(|o% (s, Tyins)) P07 + 103 (s, 2, o)) [P077)) 7o ds,
K(n,t

for any t € [0,7]. By Lemma [5| one obtains

E|Jo(t)]* < Cn~?,
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for every n € N. To estimate E|Jio(t)|2, one uses Young’s inequality and Remark 1] to obtain

t
E‘JIO(t)‘Q <Cn”! /( )E(l + |2%] + |x2(n,s)|)3p‘x? - xz(n,s)‘zﬁ ds
r(n,t

which implies due to Holder’s inequality

35 n n 2orn o
( (1 + ‘xn(n S)D ) (E’ms - mn(n,s)’p03p> ds,

for any ¢t € [0,T]. Lemmalf]is used to obtain

t

E| Jyo()2 < Cn—1/
Kk(n,t)

E|Jio(t)[* < Cn~ G0,
for every n € N. Finally for E|.J12(t)|?, applying Young’s inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and Remark [I] yield
t

E|Ji2(t)]* < Cn~! /( ) E(L+ [22]) + a7 ) |0 (5, 270 ) )1 ds
K(n,t

t
ot / o B P21 ) Pl o)

which implies due to Holder’s inequality

-2
. 2p Po—2p

2 -1 n 2P\ PO
E|.Jia(t)|* < Cn (E<1+rxs|po+|xn )" (Elohi(s, a7 ) " ds
K(n,t)
po—p+2

t — ’ -
n(n,t)

for any t € [0,7]. Applying Lemma [3| and Lemma [5| to the first term and Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to the second term give

po—p+2
2p0

t 4p, 4p,
E‘Jm(t)‘Q <Cn?4+Cn”! / <E|5n(m2(n s))|p07£+2E|O'TI\L4(l’:(n s))|p0’?+2> ds,
K(n,t) ’ '

which by using Lemma [f] yields the desired result, i.e.
E|J12(t)|2 < Cnis,
for every n € N. Therefore, one obtains, for any n € N, 8 € (0, 1] and pyg > 10p + 2,

sup EJo(af) — o(al) — ol 20 )IF < O~ 1+ O3 4+ Cn~> < O~ (@49,
0<t<T '

O

Lemma 9. Assume to hold and py > 2(5p+1). Then, there exists a constant C' > 0,
such that for any n € N,

Sup ]E|b($?) - b("L‘Z(n,t)) b (t7x/@(n t)) b (t,CL‘H n,t) )’2 < Cn~2.
0<t<T
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Proof. For every k = 1,...,d, applying Ito’s formula to o) (z}) — b(*) (2 R(n t)) gives, almost
surely,

bW () — b (h, )
d t

bk )( 5)7 ab(k ,
=y (%) 5ma(id)

i=1 i=1 j=1 " w(n:t)

1
+t5 Z g™ 09 (s, 2

i,l=1j=

)" (L) (s, Tp(n,s)) A5

d
k(n,s
=

/nt) Ox ’)656 l)

i=1
(4.1)
where
d t k n (k‘) n
oM (zm) (@l 9)\ iy
hio = zz;/m(n,t) ( or® Ox () b (x“(”vs)) ds,
d t 8b(k)($n )
_ £(n,8)’ 3m, (i) .n
b= ; /n(n t) () AT
d t (k) (n .
8() Tg n,(4 n,(z
I5(t) = Z/( ) 81‘5’) >(b1 ()(S7$n(n,s)) + by ( )(S’wn(n,s))) ds,
i=1 v k(n,
d m et (k) (gny bR (2™, )
_ db (1’5) K(n,s) n,(%,3) (.1
3 ) N e e e L T
d m t 3b(k)(:r" )
_ K(1,5)7 n,(i,5)
I5(t) - ;;/ﬁ(n,ﬂ ax(z) g ( K(n S))dwm
d m t ( )
ob i ,
=33 [ P an, )
i=1 j=1"r(n:t)
d m 2p(k) (pny 020 (27 )
_ 1 0°b (.7}8) k(n,s) n,(4,4) (.1 n,(1,5) (0
"= 2i§;/@<n,t> (axmaxm T T aaaa® )7 a7 ) s
d m t aQb(k)(xn )
_1 K(.9)) (i) (1 n,(14) (0
0= 2 izz:1 j=1 /Vv(n,t) 0r0 020 (Thtn.s)) (@ns)) 5
d m 25 (k) (,.n
_ 1 0b (xs) n,(4,5) ( .0 n,(L,7)
ol = 2 zgljzzzl /f-e(n,t) W(J (:B”(”’s)) (s, x“("’s))
+ U;\L/}(i,])(‘g’ xn(n s))&n (ZJ)(& xﬁ(n s))) ds.
Note that
T, k n
E|L(t) + Is(t) = b7 (1, 2 )P
d m 3/2‘:6 ’3[) ; aQb(lc)(xn ) 2
K(n,t) / K(n.s)) (ig)m (j) (o
<C E|- . oI x . )o@l ) ds|
;::1 gt | (1+n—3/2’xn(n’t)|3p)2 wny 0209z (nss) (n,s)
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which by applying Remark [1] and Lemma [3] yields

E| Lo (t) + Is(t) = b7 (6,20 )PP < OO |2, (1 + |2, o PP < On75, (4.2)
for pg > 10p + 2. Moreover, notice that
k n
L) = byt a2, ). (4.3)

Then, one obtains the following

E[B® () b0 (2 ) = 07 (12l ) = by (02 )
< 2B|L () + I3(t) + La(t) + Io(t) + I (1) + Io(1)|* + 2E|La(t) + Is(t) — b} (8,22, )2
< C(E[L()]? + E[L(1)[* + E|11(t)|> + ElLs(1)[* + E| I (1) > + ElIy(1)[*) + Cn ™2,
for any ¢ € [0,T]. To estimate E|I1()|?, applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Remark
yield

t
E|L ()2 < Cn~! / E(1 + [27] + 2.0 )22 (1 + |27,
k(n,t)

which further implies due to Young’s inequality and Holder’s inequality

K(n,s) |)2p+2‘x? - x:(n,s)‘Q ds,

po—4p

4p 2pg PO
(B0 13+ b)) ™ (Ble? = a5 ) ™ s
)

t
E|L ()2 < C’nl/

Kk(n,t
for any ¢ € [0,T]. By Lemma [6] one obtains
ElL(t)* < Cn~?,

for any n € N. As for E|I5(¢)|%, applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Remark (1| give

t
BILOP <t [ B )8 7,0+ (522 ) )

K(n,t)
then one writes by using Holder’s inequality that
9 1 t 2pg  pPo—2p
E|I3(t)|* < Cn~ / (E(1 + |2%]P) )Po (E|bY (s, x " )‘Po % + E|bS (s,27, )|Po=2) v ds,

8 Tii(n,s)
k(n,t)

for any ¢ € [0,T]. Applying Lemma [5| yields

k(n,s)

E|I5(t)|* < Cn ™3,

for any n € N. To estimate E|I4(¢)|?, one uses Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Remark (1| and
Young’s inequality to obtain

2
K(n,s) |)p+2’x2 - m:(n,s)’ ds

t
BILOP<C [ B+ o]+ fal 20+ fal

t
<C E(l + ’$?| + |x7f:(n,s)|)3p|x7s1 - xZ(n,s)F ds,
r(n,t)
which implies due to Young’s inequality and Holder’s inequality

po—3p

! 3p _2p0 I20)
E’I4(t)|2 = ¢ ( ( T |ZL‘ |p0 + |xﬁ(ns |po)) <E|$ 8)|p03p> d87

r(n,t
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for any ¢ € [0,7]. One applies Lemma |§| to obtain
E|I14(t)]> < Cn~2, (4.4)

for any n € N. As for E|I(¢)|?, it can be written as
t
BIG(OF <C [ B+ [R5, ) ds.
(n,t)

which by using Hélder’s inequality yields

po—2p
Po

t 2
E|16(t)|2 < C/ (B + [ |p0)) <E|0M(57$n(n s))|p01:02p> ds,
K(n,t)

for any ¢t € [0,7]. By using Lemma [3| and Lemma |5}, one obtains
E|ls(t)]> < Cn~2, (4.5)

for any n € N. In order to estimate E|I7(¢)|?, one uses Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Remark

[ to obtain

t
E‘h(t)\Q < Cnl/ (1 + |$n| + ‘xn(n s)‘) (1 + ‘mn (n s)‘)2p+4’x? - x:(n,s)P ds

K(n,t)

t
< COn? / o B R 2 )12 = 2

which by applying Young’s inequality and Hélder’s inequality yields

t

2 -1 n n o 4p 21’(21 PO
E|[(t)? < Cn (B + [+ [ D7) ™ (Bl — ol ) ™ ds,

k(n,t)
for any ¢ € [0,T]. Then applying Lemma [3] and Lemma [6] one obtains
E|I;(t)]* < Cn™,

for any n € N. Finally for E|Io(¢)|?, one writes
t
E|Iy(1)]* < Cnl/ E(1+ 25 )*P 72 (1 + |af, o )P 2ol (s, 20, )P ds
k(n,t) ’ ’

t
o / B0 (2, 15" 0, )

which implies due to Young’s inequality and Holder’s inequality

3F, Po=3p

2 -1 t n n 2pg PO
B0 <Ot [ (B4 ]+ Jal ) (Bl (s.al 2% ) " as
(n,t)

KM,

po—2p+2

t 2p 2p
—i—Cn_l/( t)( (1+ al)) 7o <E\U (s Q(ns))\p0’2?’*2!ff (8, () | P07 2’”2) Y
K(n,

for any ¢t € [0,7]. One can then apply Lemma [3| and Lemma [5| to the first term, and apply
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the second term to obtain

Po—2p+2

2 —3 -1 e n e e A N
E|Iy(t)]* < Cn™> 4+ Cn ot E|6" (s, @ 5))| P02 T2 E|oh (s, Ty, )| P02 F ds

t
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which, by using Lemma [5] implies
Elly(t)]* < Cn~3,
for any n € N and ¢ € [0, T]. Therefore,

sup E|b(x) — b(al ) — bi(E 2, ) — U5 (2l )P < Cn2 + COn™> < On7?,
0<t<T ’ ’

for any n € N, and the proof is complete. O

Denote by e} := z; — zy for any t € [0,T], and define the stopping times as follows: for
R >0,

TRi=inf{t > 0: || > R}, 7, g:=inf{t>0:[z}| >R}, vpr:=TrRAT, R (4.6)

Lemma 10. Assume to hold and py > 2(5p + 1). Then, there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for any s € [0,T], the following inequality holds

P(s > v, g) < CR™?,

where vy R is the stopping time defined in (4.6]).

Proof. By applying Markov inequality, one obtains

P(s >vpgr) <P <sup |2y, | > R> +P (sup |27 | > R>
u<s

u<s
<R’E <sup |a:u\2> +R°E (sup |x”|2>
u<s

< CR™2.

Note that the last inequality holds since by Lemma [I] and Lemma [3] we have shown that the
po-th moment of x; and z}' are bounded uniformly in time, i.e. supy<;<p E|lzi|P* < C and
supg<<r Elz'|P> < C for all n € N and py > 4. Then, one can obtain the uniform £2 bound
by using Lemma 5 in [9], which originally appeared in [14]. O

Lemma 11. Assume to hold and py > 2(5p + 1). Then, there exists a constant
C > 0, which is independent of R, such that for any n € N and t € [0,T],

tAVy R
E/{) 6?([)(1’?) - b(wZ(n,s)) bl (87 xn(n s)) bn(S’ xn(n s))) ds
t

<C sup Ele}
0 0<r<s

where vy R is the stopping time defined in (4.6]).

Proof. First, for any k = 1,...,d, applying Ito’s formula to b(*) (z}) — o) (2 K(n, )) gives (4.1)).
Then, by (4.2) and (4.3)), one obtains

\st—i—C'n * L OR En~ ,

TAVn R

tAVn R 7
) n,(k " +
IE'/0 (k)(b(k)( ) b(k)( (n,s)) - bl ( )(37 xli(n s)) b2 p )( Lic(n, s))) ds < ‘_El Tz(t) 13,

where
tAVn R d s ab(k) (l.n) 8b(k)( ) )
_ n,(k) r) 5(” r) n,(i) (..n
Ti(t) = E/o a2 / ( 92 o) U @) drds,
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o OED) a ;
Ty (t) :E/ e?’(k)Z/ M(bl’()(r,xﬂ(nr))—l—b Oz, ) drds,
0 K x
tAVp R d m s ab(kz)(l,n) ab(k)(x” ) ]
_ n,(k) r) k(n,r) n,(4,5) J
no=Ef w33 ) ( 920 9200 (o)) e 5
tAvp R d m s 8b(k) o (i
n-g [ Ca®y S [ B, ) dud ds,
0 ” -

’ 9*pk) (x?) 0°b) (IZ(n,r))
k(n,s) 0z 9z B 2@z

i,l=1j=1 /
o (0:3) (fEZ(n,r))Un’(l’j) (€ ) dr ds,
1 t/\VnR aQb(kE (i n (i n
TG(t) - QE/ Z / (,5) 8x(l (U o 7J)('Cc,l-c(n,r )UM( 7])(T? xn(n,r))

i,l=1j=1

+ O'K/}(w) (7, xm(n T))5n7(l7j) (r, 2y, ) drds,

t
T:(t) = C sup Ele!

0 0<r<s

Tg(t) =Cn~°.

2 ds,

7’/\1/ R

To estimate T} (t), one applies Young’s inequality and Remark [1| to obtain

t
Ti(t) <C sup Ele;

AV,
0 0<r<s R

| ds

t rs
wont [ Bk ]+ ) )Lt — P dr ds,
0 Jk(n,s) ' '

which by using Hélder’s inequality implies

¢
Ti(t) < C sup Ele!
0 0<r<s

| ds

TAUn R

4p po—4p
-1 Po Po 21191 ro
+Cn E(1 + [z + 27 | )) Elzy — 2y, [P0~ dr ds.
n 8

Thus, by Lemma |§| and Lemma [3] one obtains

t
Ti(t) < C sup Eleyy,, R|2ds +Cn~3,
0 0<r<s
for any n € N. For Ty(t), T5(t) and Tg(t), the same results can be obtained by the direct
application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality combining with previous Lemmas and Remarks.
The rest of the proof will mainly focus on obtaining estimates for T3(t) and Ty(t). For any
rel0,T],i,k=1,...,dand j =1,...,m, denote by

ny ObE) (g
T (ab%)(m_@b (fﬂn(n,r))>an7(i7j)(xn( ) O (@) i)

) 5200 RO GRATE)

Then, applying Remark [1] and Hélder’s inequality yields

ok (zny  ObF (2n ) - bk (1) s
( (xr) (n,r) O_n,(z,j)(xz(mr)) + (xr)a i J)(

Ox(®) oz

E]Tq(f’j’k) P=E

26



2pg—3pp

2 2pp, 2
S C ( (1 + |ZE | + |x/§(nr |)p0) o <E|CB:} - SL‘n )|2P0§PP> ro

k(n,r

PPQ  PQ—PP

+ O (E(1+ [a7)™) 0 (Bloy ) (r,al, ) [07) 70,

'YK

which, by using Lemma [6] and Lemma [5] implies

sup E|TEHR) P < =%, (4.7)

r<T

for p < 72&’2. Due to (4.4)) and (4.5)) in the proof of Lemma |§|, one can also obtain the following

estimate )

ZZ / (G3R) | < 2B|1(0)* + 2E|Is(1)[* < On~2. (48)

=1 j=1

Then, one writes

t/\Vn,R d m s .. .
T3(t) + Ty(t) ::E/ e (k) Z Z/ TR dwl ds
0

i=1 j=1 x(n,s)

_E/Ot/\un,ﬁ:(e ,{ ZZ/ ,], dw] ds

=1 j=1

tAVy R
+E/ nns)ZZ/ ’Jk dw]ds

=1 j=1

»

Note that the second term above is not zero. However, by using Lemma one obtains

tAvn R
E/ nns)ZZ/ ’]k wjds

i=1 j—1 " #(n:5)

- ]E/ 1{s<l/n R}envn $)AUn. R Z Z/ T(Z’] g dw] ds

=1 j=1 (n,5)

:]E/ mm”zz/ TG dud ds

i=1 j=1

t
,,k
_EA 1{S>Vn,R}Hns/\ynRZZ/ J )dwjds

=1 j=1

where the first term is zero since £(n, s) A vy g is Fyn s)-measurable. Then, applying Young’s
inequality, Holder’s inequality to the second term yield

tAvp R
E [ WZZ/ T duod dis
0

i=1 j=1

ot
SIS

t

<C sup Eley,, R|2 ds + C/ (s > vn.R))
0 0<r<s

ds

ol
=
N
|'M
S
=
%
Q.
g@

t
<C sup Ele;
0 0<r<s

2ds+ CR 5n"2,

TAVp R
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where the last inequality holds due to . One may notice that . holds only when

5 < 7213?2, which implies py > 2(7p + 2). However, as 2(7p+2) < 2(5p + 1) for all p > 2, by

assumlng po > 2(5p+ 1), (A7) holds automatically for p = 5. Furthermore, T5(t) + T4(t) can
be expressed as

tAvp R
T(t) + Tu(t / / ok r,xﬂ(rw drz / (3:k) dupd ds

=1 j=1 (n,5)

+E/t/\un,1{i/8 —n(kq}) r?’fl"m(nr dw ZZ/ zjk dwj ds
0

v=1 " r(n,5) =1 j=1

¢
+C sup Eley,, RPds—i—C’R_%n_z,
0 0<r<s

where bk )(t l’n(n t)) = b(k)(:vt)—gn’(k)(ta ﬁUZ(n,t)) and g™ (k- )(t Jl%(n t)) = g(kv) (xt)_5n’(k’v) (t>33:(n,t))~
One observes that T5(t) + Ty(t) can be expanded as

Ts(t) + Tu(t)
d m s

t/\l/nR = )
/ / 2) = b ) dr Sy / TO3H) dud ds

i=1 j=1 " #(n:s)

e (k) (k)
+E/ / b( )( L (n, 7‘)) - bl7 (T’ xﬁ(n r)) - b27 (T ‘ch(n r))) dr

x> / TEIR) dusd ds

i=1 j=1 K(n,s)

tAvp R s
+E / OF) (@) = 0 (@ dr§ / (3k) dud ds
0

#(n,5) i=1 j=1
m d tAvp R s ..
+ Z ZE/ / (a(k’”)(xr) —o(k’”)($?))T£Z’J’k) drds
v=j=1i=1 “0 r(n,s)
m d tAvn R s k, ..
+ 2 D F / / (o®(ap) = o®) () = o (2, VT dr ds
v=j=1i=1 70 K(n,s)
m d tAvp R S ..
P SB[ @t - o )T drds
: ; 0 (n,s) ’ ’

+C sup Eleg,, R|2ds+C’R_§n_2,
0 0<r<s

which implies due to Remark [1} Young’s inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

T5(t) + Tu(t)

tAvp, R S s .
< C’E/ (/ (1 + |2, + |22 dr/ e |? dr) ZZ/ TEIR) dud| ds
0 K(n,s) k(n,s) (n,s)

=1 j5=1
t
ve [ (e
0

’b(CE:}) - b(x:(n,r)) - b?(rﬂ xn(n,'r)) bn(r’ xn (n,r) )‘ dr

K(n,s)
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o\ 1/2

d m s
ZZ / ’J’k)dwj ds
i=1 j=1 r(n,s)
d m t s o ' 2
+C’/ nxmn 1IE/ |b(xz(n7r))—b”(xz(nr)Ierds—l—CnﬂZZ/ IE/ TR dwd | ds
K(n,s) ’ i=1 j=1 0 k(n,s)
tAvp R
+CZZIE/ / (1+ |o] + [a7) 87| TGHP)| dr ds
=1 j=1
+OZZ// \/E|a(x¢)—a(xg(m))—aM(m )|2]E|?I‘”k)\2drds
=1 j=1 (n,5)
Jk)
+cz;z;// \/1[«:7|a () — 0" (2 )PEHI‘ "R)12 g ds
i=1j

t
+C sup Ele
0 0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0,T]. Then, by (4.8), , Lemma |§|, Lemma (7, Lemma (8] Holder’s inequality
and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one obtains

t s
T5(t) + Ta(t) SCnlE/ / L+ |z, | + |2P])% dr ZZ/ TEIR) duwl|  ds
0 Jr(n,s)

=1 j=1 (n,5)

% ds + CR_%n_Q,

TAVp R

oS3 [ 0+ R G s

=1 j=1 (n,s)

—I—CE/ sup Eley,, R\ ds+Cn~"%" + Cn~3 + CR3 2
0

0<r<s

which, by applying Hélder’s inequality, yields

2p

T3(t) + Tu(t) <Cn~ 122/( /( )(1+]wr|+|xf\)P0dr>m

)

PQ—2p

S Dy
x <n_1’0p—02P+ 'E / TG | 705 dr) " ds
k(n,s)

t
+CE/ sup E]e?AVnR|2d5+C'n % L CR %n~ 2,
0

0<r<s

for any ¢ € [0, T]. Thus, by using Lemma [3| and (4.7), one obtains

¢
T3(t) +Tyu(t) < C sup Ele)
0 0<r<s

E ds+Cn~ % +CR 3n2 ,

TAVn R

for any n € N. Finally, notice that

tAvp R
E / e?(b(x?) - b(x:(n,s)) bn(87 xn(n s)) b2 (S’ xn(n s))) ds

0
d t/\I/nR
=D E / 2B @ ®) = b)) = b (s 2l) = by (s 2, ) ds
k=1
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t
SC’/ sup Eley,, R[ ds+Cn~ % +CR in~? ,
0

0<r<s
and the proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem (1, Applying It6’s formula to |ef,,, R|2 gives, almost surely,

9 tA\vp R B tAvp R tAvp R 9
’6?/\1/”‘13| = 2/0 e?bn( S, n(n s)) ds + 2/0 6?5’ (van(n s)) dws +/0 ‘a_n( S, ,L: n,s) )‘ dS,
where v, g is the stopplng time defined in ([4.6), b (t, xﬁ(n t)) = b(x) — b"(t, xz(nyt)) and

a"™(t, mﬂ(n t)) = o(z) — o"(t, .T}H(n t)). Taking expectatlons on both sides and using Young’s
1nequahty yield, for any € > 0,

tAvp R
Blef, f <2 [ bz - blah))ds
’ 0
tAvp R
+ 2E/ 6?(1)(.’17?) - b(xZ(n,s)) bn(87 xn(n s)) bn(87 xn(n s))) ds
0
tAvp R tAvn, R
2B [ bl ) (@) s+ (L+ 2B / o(zs) — o) ds
0 0
tAvp R 2
+ CE / 0(22) = (&l 3)) — T, 2 )2
tAvp R
+CE [ 0(al ) = 0" (@) .
0
for any ¢t € [0,T]. Then, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one obtains
t/\Vn,R
Elef,, J* <E / (2 (b(ws) — (&) + (1 + &) o (w,) — o(@?)[?) ds
’ 0
t/\lln’R
28 [ D bla) — b )~ B 502 ) — B (5,2 )
t/\Vn,R 9
+E / B ) — B (& o) 2 ds
t/\lln’R
+CE [ o) ~ ol ) = ol )P ds
0
t/\lln’R t
+ C’E/ |0(%35(n,5)) — O'n(CCZ(n’S))PdS +/ sup Eley,, R|2cl.5;.
0 0

0<r<s

Since p; > 2, applying to the first term, and applying Lemma [T1] [7] and [§] yield

t
2
sup IE’es/\u R‘ < C sSup E|€
0<s<t 0 0<r<s

2ds + Cn~ ) 4 CR 5n"2 < oo,

rAVn R

for any ¢ € [0,7] and n € N. Finally, one applies Gronwall’s lemma to obtain

sup El|el 2 < Cn~+h) 4 CR 5n -2

SAVn,R
0<s<t

and the proof is complete by using Fatou’s lemma, since the last term in the above inequality
vanishes as R tends to infinity.
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ORDER 1.5 SCHEME APPROXIMATIONS ORDER 1.5 SCHEME APPROXIMATIONS
T T T T T T T T

5
—%— New 1.5 Scheme, slope=1.5518
— — — Reference Line, slope=1.5 —¥— New 1.25 Scheme, slope=1.2537
— — — Reference Line, slope=1.25 e
-10 -10f
~ -I5F ~ -15F
) =
< <
z z
x X
Ny Ny
) 20 F o -0
=251 =25
30 L L L L L L 30k L L L L L
-20 -18 -16 -14 -12 -10 -8 -6 -20 -18 -16 -14 -12 -10 -8 -6
dt dt
(a) B=1 (b) B=05

Figure 1: Rate of convergence of the new order 1.5 scheme with parameters zo = 3,
¢ = 0.02 and T = 1. Denote by zr and Xy respectively the true solution and the
numerical approximation of the corresponding SDE at time 7. The dashed red lines are
the reference lines, and the blue doted lines are the numerical results obtained using the
scheme.

5 Simulation results

In this section, simulation results are provided to support the theoretical results in the
previous sections. Consider T' = 1, the step size A =ty —t, = 1/N for N € N, t5 = 0, and
k€ {0,...,N —1}. For the case d = m = 1, the discrete version of the order 1.5 scheme
is as follows:

1
Xit1 = X +0"A+0"AW + L™BWAZ + 5Ln,ObAz
1
+ §Ln,1g((AW)2 —A) + L6 (AWA — AZ)
byt L (A - o) aw

where the following conventions are used: Xj = Xy, AW = Wy, — W, and AZ =
ti’““ fti dW, ds. Note that AZ is normally distributed with mean zero, variance %A?’, and
covariance

1
E(AZAW) = iAQ.

Then, the following two examples are considered. For the first example, the one-dimensional
SDE is given by
dry = 24(1 — 2?)dt + (1 — 22)dw,, YVt € [0,T], (5.1)

where T' > 0 and £ € [—0.3086,0.3086]. As for the second example, one consider the SDE
dee = wi(1 — |2f?)dt + €|z 3dwy, Yt € [0,T], (5.2)

where T' > 0 and £ € [—0.2209,0.2209]. One can check (see Appendix) that the first example
(5.1) satisfies the assumptions to with p = 2, whereas the second example (/5.2)

satisfies the assumptions with p = 4. As for the numerical results, Figure [I] above shows the
rate of convergence of the scheme, and the approximations are obtained by simulating 1000
paths. Furthermore, Figure illustrates that, for the case 8 = 1, the new explicit order
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1.5 scheme has a rate of convergence estimate close to the theoretical result 1.5, which is
1.5518. Similarly, as shown in Figure the slope of the blue line is equal to 1.2537, which
supports the theoretical prediction 1.25. Note that the examples considered in this section
are one dimensional. However, in order to implement such algorithms to real world problems
where d > 2, the diffusion coefficient needs to satisfy the commutative condition. Otherwise,
one needs to handle the associated Levy areas. One possible approach is to use a coupling
technique (see [12]).

6 Appendix

1. Consider the one-dimensional SDE
dry = 24(1 — 2)dt + (1 — 22)dw,, YVt € [0,T].

(a) is satisfied as x¢ is taken to be a constant (i.e. xo = 3).
(b) To verify [A-2] one calculates

2ub() + (po — Dlo(@)]? = 202 — 20 + (po — DEX(1 - a?)?
= (po— D& +2(1 - E(po — 1))2* + (£ (po — 1) — 2)*
We require £€2(pg — 1) — 2 < 0, which implies py <
(c) As for[A-3] one writes
e~ 2)(b(x) ~ () + (b1 -

&+1

jo(x) — o(2)[?

)o(
=20z —2)((z —2°) — (2 —2%) + (p — DE|(1 —2?) — (1 —2%)]
=2(x—2)* = 2(z — 2)*((z + 2)* — 23) + (p1 — )& + 2|z — z[?
<2 -2+ (z—2)* ((p1 — 1)z + 2> — (z +2)?).

Then, in order to guarantee 2(x —z)(b(z) —b(z))+(p1 —1)|o(z) —0(z)]? < K|z —Z|?
is satisifed for some K > 0, we require p; € (2, g% +1].
(d) The second derivative of b(x) = x(1 — 22) is —6x, then is satisfied with p > 2
since
0%b(x)  9%b(%)
0z 0z2

< 6|z — z|
(e) Similary, one can calculate the second derivative of o(z) = £(1 — 22), which is —2¢.
The assumption is satisfied with p > 2.

We choose p to be 2, then, since it is assumed in Theorem 1 that py > 2(5p + 1) = 22,
one obtains £ € [—0.3086,0.3086] by using py € [22, 5% +1] and p; € (2, 5% +1].

2. As for the second example, consider the one-dimensional SDE
dzy = z(1 — |z )dt + €|z S dwy, Wt € [0, T
(a) We take zo = 3, therefore is satisfied.
(b) As for one calculates
22b(z) + (po — 1)|o(2)|* = 20% — 2z + (po — 1)€*||”
= 22% + ((po — 1)&* - 2)|a".

To guarantee is satisfied, we require pg < % + 1.

62
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(¢) To verify [A-3] one calculates the following

2(x — 2)(b(x) — b(2)) + (p1 — V)|o(z) — o(2)[?

=2z — #)((w — ala’) — (& — 2jaf*) + (1~ D& |lal? ~ jal3|

2
= 2w — 2)2 = 2(2 - zalal’ - wzlzf* + o) + (1 — D |Jof? — |al®

6 6 8
< 2o = 0 + (~20ef® ~ 2al" + Sfal* + Z1al + Slallal? ) + (1 1€ [ol? - pal

2

— 202 + (1 - 08 - 3 ) [l - je?

Therefore, we require p; € (2, % + 1] for to be satisfied.

(d) The second derivative of b(z) = x(1 — |2|3) is —12z|z|, then is satisfied with
p > 3 since

2 2 (=
’8 b(z) 0°b(2) < 12032 — 21|

Ox? 0x2

= 12|z|z| — z|Z| + z|Z| — |||
<12|z||z — z| + |z||Z — =]

< 12(|z| + |z)]7 — |

<121 + |z| + |2])|Z — .

(e) The second derivative of o(x) = f|:c|g is %fmé, then one obtains

%0 (z) B 0%0(Z)
Ox? 072

b

< 2iel|lel? — Jal3] < il - 2,

which implies that is satisfied with p > 4, and the last inequality holds since

PN N 11 11 _ _
212 = Jaf|" < [lof® — 1213 | |lof? + 1213 | < llal — Jal| < |z - 2]

We choose p = 4, then, as it is assumed in Theorem 1 that pg > 2(5p 4+ 1) = 42, one
obtains ¢ € [—0.2209,0.2209] by using pg € [42, g% +1] and p; € (2, % +1].
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