arXiv:1805.11230v1 [math.NA] 29 May 2018

The truncated EM method for stochastic differential equations
with Poisson jumps

Shounian Deng?, Weiyin Fei®*, Wei Liu®, Xuerong Mao?

“School of Science, Nanjing University of Science and Technology, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210094, China
bSchool of Mathematics and Physics, Anhui Polytechnic University, Wuhu, Anhui 24100, China
¢Department of Mathematics, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China
4Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Strathclyde, Glasgow G1 1XH, U.K.

Abstract

In this paper, we use the truncated EM method to study the finite time strong convergence for
the SDEs with Poisson jumps under the Khasminskii-type condition. We establish the finite time
L'(r = 2) convergence rate when the drift and diffusion coefficients satisfy super-linear condition
and the jump coefficient satisfies the linear growth condition. The result shows that the optimal
L"-convergence rate is close to 1/(1 + ), where v is the super-linear growth constant. This is
significantly different from the result on SDEs without jumps. When all the three coeflicients
of SDEs are allowing to grow super-linearly, the £"(0 < r < 2) strong convergence results are
also investigated and the optimal strong convergence rate is shown to be not greater than 1/4.
Moreover, we prove that the truncated EM method preserve nicely the mean square exponen-
tially stability and asymptotic boundedness of the underlying SDEs with Piosson jumps. Several
examples are given to illustrate our results.

Keywords: Stochastic differential equations, local Lipschitz condition, Khasminskii-type
condition, truncated EM method, Piosson jumps.

1. Introduction

Due to the broad applications in modeling uncertain phenomenon, stochastic differential
equations (SDEs) driven by Brownian motions have been attracting lots of attentions [, [2].
When some unexpected events happen, some jumps may be needed to model the effects of those
events. For example, a breaking news after the close of the stock market may lead to a huge
difference between today’s closing price and tomorrow’s opening price. To take both the con-
tinuous and discontinuous random effects into consideration, SDEs driven by both Brownnian
motions and Poisson jumps are often employed as a generalisation of the SDEs only driven by
Brownian motions.

Despite the wide applications, the explicit solutions to SDEs are hardly found. Therefore,
to construct some efficient numerical methods is of extremely important. The series works of
Higham and Kloeden [3, 4, 5] studied some implicit methods for SDEs with Poisson jumps.
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In their papers, the strong convergence, the convergence rates and stability of different implicit
methods were proposed and investigated for some SDEs, whose drift coefficient satisfies non-
global Lipschitz condition, and both the diffusion coeflicient and the coefficient for the Poisson
jumps are global Lipschitzian. When the global Lipschitz condition on the diffusion coefficient
is disturbed, the tamed Euler and the tamed Milstein methods were proposed for SDEs driven
by the more generalised process, Lévy process [0, [7]. The taming techniques were original
proposed in [§] for the construction of explicit methods for SDEs with non-globally Lipschitz
continuous coefficients. As indicated in [[9], explicit methods have their own advantages on the
relatively simple structure and the avoidance of solving some nonlinear systems in each iteration.
Therefore, the studies on explicit methods for SDEs with non-global Lipschitz coefficients have
been blooming in recent years. Sine and cosine functions were employed in [10] to construct
some explicit methods for SDEs with both the drift and diffusion coeflicients growing super-
linearly. The taming techniques were modified and generalised in [[11] and [12]. The truncated
Euler method were proposed in [13,14].

In this paper, we borrow the truncating idea to propose the truncated Euler method for SDEs
with Poisson jumps. The main contributions of this work are twofold. Firstly, all the drift
coefficient, the diffusion coefficient and the coefficient for Poisson jumps are allowed to grow
super-linear. To our best knowledge, this is the first work to study an explicit numerical method
for SDEs with all the three coefficients that can grow super-linearly. Secondly, both the finite
time convergence and asymptotic behaviours of the method are investigated.

It should be noted that the truncated Euler for SDEs with the global Lipschitzian pure jumps
were studied in [15]. Other numerical methods for SDEs with Poisson jumps or Lévy process
were also proposed and investigated [16, 17, [18, [19, 20], we just mention some of them here
and refer the readers to the references therein. For the detailed and systemic introductions to
numerical methods for SDEs and SDEs with jump, we refer the readers to the monographs [21]
and [22].

This paper is constructed as follows. Section 2] sees some necessary mathematical prelim-
inaries. Section 3 contain the main results on the finite time convergence. The asymptotic be-
haviours, stability and boundedness, of the numerical solutions are presented in section 4. Several
examples are given in the Section 5. Section [6f concludes the paper and points out some future
research.

2. Mathematical Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise specified, let (2, ,P) be a complete probability
space with a filtration {¥},> satisfying the usual conditions (i.e., it is increasing and right con-
tinuous while 7 contains all P-null sets). Let E denote the probability expectation with respect
to P. Let B(f) be an m-dimensional Brownian motion defined on the probability space and is F-
adapted. N(z) is a scalar Poisson process with the compensated Poisson precess N (1) =N -4t
where the parameter A is a jump intensity. If A is a vector or matrix, its transpose is denoted
by AT, If x € R, then |x| is the Euclidean norm. If A is a matrix, its trace norm is denoted by
|A] = 4/(ATA). For two real numbers a and b, we use a V b = max(a, b) and a A b = min(a, b).
For a set G, its indicator function is denoted by Is. Moreover, £ = L7(Q, F,P) denotes the
space of random variables X with a norm |x|, := (E|X|")!/" < oo for r > 0. In what follows,
for notational simplicity, we use the convention that C represents a generic positive constant, the
value of which may be different for different appearances.
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Consider a d-dimensional SDEs with Piosson jumps:
dx(t7) = f(x())dt + g(x(t7))dB(t) + h(x(t"))dN(t), t=0. 2.1
with the initial value x(0) = xo € R, where x(¢") denotes lim,_,,- x(s). Here, f : RY — R? is the
drift coefficient, g : RY — R®" is the diffusion coefficient, 4 : R? — R is the jumps coefficient.
3. Finite time convergence

3.1. Convergence rate of the partially truncated EM method in L (r > 2)

In order to discuss the convergence rates of the truncated EM method in L for r > 2. We
assume that f and g can be decomposed as f(x) = Fi(x) + F(x) and g(x) = G1(x) + G(x), where
FI,F:RY - R? and G, G : RY = R™”, Moreover, the coefficients F, G, F; ,G, and h satisfy
the following conditions.

Assumption 3.1. There exist positive constant Ly > 0 and y > 0 such that

IF100) = FIMIV IG1(x) = G V [h(x) = h()| < Lilx = yl,  Yx,y € R?
IF() = FO) VIG(x) = GO < Li(L + " + [yl =y, Y,y € RY. (3.

The parameter vy, which we call super-linear growth constant. By Assumption[3.1] we can derive
that there exists a positive constant K; such that

IF1(0)| V IG1(0] V h(x)| < Ky (1 +]x]),  VxeR?, (3.2)
which implies that F';, G and h satisfy the linear growth condition. Similarly, we have
IF(0)I VG| < QL1 +IFO)| + GO, Vix > 1. (3.3)
We also impose the following standing hypotheses.

Assumption 3.2. There exists a pair of constant ¥ > 2 and L, > 0 such that
T r—1 2 2 d
(=) (F(x) - FQy) + TIG(X) - GO < Lolx—yl,, VY xyeR (3.4)
By Assumption[3.2] we can derive that for any r € [2,7)

-1
=) - fO) + rT|g(x) - gI* < Lslx -yl (3.5)

L2+(r=1)(F-1)

r=r

where Ly = 2L, + L, + (see [23]).

Assumption 3.3. (Khasminskii-type condition) There exist constants p > 7, K, > 0 such that

51
T F(x) + ”T|G(x)|2 < Ky(1 +|xf), VxeRY (3.6)



By Assumption[3.3] we also have that for any p € [2, p)

)+ L

-1 2 2
5 181" < K3(1 + |xf"), (3.7

where K3 = 2K, + K, + 000D (oo (33,

The truncated idea is to deal with the super-linear coefficients. In the viewpoint of the finite-
time convergence, the linear coefficient does not cause any problem to the EM scheme and hence
there is no need to truncate it [23]. In our truncated EM method, we only truncate the super-linear
terms, that is " and G. To define the truncated EM scheme, we first choose a strictly increasing
function u : R* — R™ such that u(n) — oo, as n — oo, and

sup |[F(x)| V |G(x)| < u(n), VYn=>1.

|x|<n

Denoted by p! is the inverse function of u. We also choose a strictly decreasing function ¢ :
(0, 1) — (0, ) such that

lim o(A) = 00 and (@A) < ATV AATPIA YA € (0,1]. (3.8)

For a given step size A € (0, 1), let us define a mapping 75 from R to the closed ball {x € R? :
Ixl < ™" (p(A))} by

7 = (3l A @A)
We set x/|x| = 0 when x = 0. We then define the partially truncated functions
FA() = Fra(0),  Ga(x) = G(aa(x)), VYxeR?
fax) = Fi(x) + Fa(x) and  ga(x) = G1(x) + Fa(x), VxeR?
It is easy to see that
IFA(O)I V IGA(0)] < @(A),  ¥Yx e R (3.9)

Obviously, Fa and G, are bounded while F and G may not. The following lemma shows that
the truncated functions maintain the Khaminskii-type condition nicely (see [[13]).

Lemma 3.4. Let Assumption[33hold. Then, for all A € (0, 1], we have

TF 0+ 2

-1
> IGA(®)? < 2K>(1 + |x]?), VYxeRY

We can show that for any p € [2, p) , we have

-1
)+ 2 Slga(P < Ka(1+Ixf),  Vx e R (3.10)
where Ky = 2K + 2K, + W (see [23]). We now form the discrete-time truncated EM

numerical solutions XA(#,) = x(;), for ;, = kAt by setting X4(0) = xp and computing

Xa(te,1) = Xa(t7) + fa(Xa(E))AL + ga(Xa(t )ABy + h(Xa(t))AN;, 0<k<M—1, (3.11)
4



where ABy = B(r ) — B(t;), ANy = N(t, ;) — N(&;). It is consentient to use the continuous-time
step process XA(#~) which is defined by

() = ) Xal) g, (D) (3.12)
k=0
where 1 is a indicator function. The other continuous-time process is defined by

xA(t_)=xO+ffA()'CA(S_))dS+fgA(XA(S_))dB(S)+fh(fCA(S_))dN(S).
0 0 0

It is easy to see that xa(f;) = Xa(f;y) = Xa(f;). Moreover, xa(¢7) is an Itd process with Ito
differential

dxa(t7) = fa(Xa(7))dt + ga(Xa(t™))dB(2) + h(Xa(17))dN(2).
7 We first state a known result (see [[6]) as a lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Under Assumption 3.1 and the SDE @2.1) has a unique global solution x(t),
moreover, for any p € [2, p),

sup Elx(®))P < oo, VT > 0.

0<t<T
In order to bound the p-th moment of the truncated EM solution, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. For any A € (0, 1] and t > 0, we have

Elxa(i7) = Ta(O < C((p(A)P A2 + (1 + ETa(OIPA),  Vp 22, (3.13)
Proof. Fix any A € (0,1],¢ > 0 and p > 2. There is a integer k > O such that 7, <t <1, ,. By
Assumption[3.Iland (3.9), we have
Elxa(t) — %1 (3.14)
/ / / p
=E f fa(Ga(s™))ds + f ga(Xa(s7))dB(s) + f h(Xa(s7))dN(s)
i i i
t P 1 P t p
< C[IE f fa@a(s)ds| +E f ga(a(s))dB(s)| +E f h(%A(s7))dN(s) ]
B i i

14

)

<C(a'E f [faGals)| ds + APDPE f |leaGaCs [ ds +E

)

where C is a generic constant, the value of which may change between occurrences. By the
characteristic function’s argument [24]], for A € (0, 1]

f_ h(Ea(s™)dAN(s)

p

< C(APP(1 + BT + (o(A)") + E

f_ h(xXA(s™))dN(s)

EIAN? < coA, (3.15)
5



where ¢ is a positive constant which is independent of A. Therefore,

14

E = Elh(Xa())ANI

f,- ' hEa(s NANGS)
= Elkh(XA(r,:))F'MANklf’ < C(1 + E[£A(0)IMA.
Inserting this into (3.14) and combing with A?/? < A gives
Elxa(t") = 2O < C((0(A)P AP + (1 + EI5a(1))A).
Thus, we complete the proof. O

Lemma 3.7. Let Assumption[3. 1 and[331hold and let p € [2, p) be arbitrary. Then

sup sup Elxpa(1)P <C, VT >0,
0<A<1 0<t<T

Proof. Fix any A € (0,1] and T > 0. By the 1td formula and (3.10), we have

p—1
2

Bl = bl < B [ phea(rP (3L ia(s7) +
0

# 28 [ bea(s7) 4 HGaG O = a5 )ds
0

p

<E fo PRI (RR()fa(Fals)) +
+E fo pla(s P2 (xals7) = Fals )T faGials))ds

+ AE( fo la(s™) + AGEAG I = lea(sOIP )ds

<L+L+5+1,

where

L=E fo tpK4|xA(s—)|f'—2(1 + [a(sT)I)ds,

L= Ejo‘t Pla(OIP2xa(s™) = Fa(sOIF1(Fals™)lds,

L=E fo t Pla(s )P lxals™) = Xa(sONIFa(Ra(s)lds,
and

I = AE( fo beals) + GGG ~ a6 s
By the Young inequality
a’b? < p—_za‘” + %b”, Ya,b >0,
p p

6

lga(Ea(s)I)ds

-1
S—lga(Ea(s )P )ds

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)



we then have
!
I < C(l +f(Ele(S‘)|" + El)_CA(S_)lp)ds)-
0

Similarly, we can show that

L < C(1 + f (Elxa(sOIP + IEl)'cA(s’)lf’)ds).
0

(3.22)

(3.23)

By Assumption[3.1] it is not difficult to prove that there exists a positive constant ¢; such that

[xa(87) + AEAGSON? = Ixa(SHIP < er(1 + [xa()IP + XA EIP).

Hence, we have

Iy < C(1 + f (Elxa(sOIP + IEl)'cA(s’)lp)ds).
0

Moreover, by the Young inequality and (3.9)), we get

L<(p-2E f Xa(sOI” + 2E f XA (™) = Ta(OIPPIFARAGs)IP s,
0 0

By Lemma[3.6 and (3.9), we obtain
T
E f a(s™) = Ra (O IF AGia(s )Pl
0
T
< (p(A)P? f Elxa(s7) — Za(sT)IP?ds
0

< (p(8)y""? fo T(E|xA<s*> — TP ds
< Clp(A)((1+ EIRa(OI)A + (p(A) 2 A714)
< C((1 +EIRA ()P ) (AN A2 + (p(A) AP
< C( + E|xa(sD)IP).
Noting that the last inequality in (3.27) has used the condition 3.8 which implies
(@)YPA? <1 and  (p(A)y’ AP < 1.
Inserting (3.27) into (3.26) also gives

Iy < C(1 + f (Elxa(sOIP + IEl)'cA(s’)lf’)ds).
0
Substituting (3.22), (3.23), (3.23) and (B.28) into 317, we get
Elxa(O) < f (1 +Elxa(sO)l + ElTa(s)I)ds)
0

13
< C(] +f sup EIxA(u)I”ds).
0

0<u<s

7
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(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

(3.28)
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Then, we have
!
sup Elxa(u))P < C(l +f sup IEIxA(u)Ipds).
O<u<t 0 O<u<s

The Gronwall inequality yields
sup Elxa(u)” < C.
0<u<T
As this holds for any A € (0, 1] while C is independent of A, we obtain the required assertion. O
The following lemma shows that xx(#) and Xa(¢) are close to each other in the sense of £7.

Lemma 3.8. Let Assumption 31l and[B3 hold and let t € [0, T]. Then there is a A € (0, 1] such
that for all A € (0, A],

Elxa(t) = 2P < (@0 A2 +A), 2<p<p (3.29)
Elxa(t) = Sa()P < (@A) A" + A7), 0<p<2. (3.30)

Consequently
lim Elia () = 52O = 0, p >0, (3.31)

Proof. For any p > 2, by Lemma[3.7] there is a A € (0, 1] such that

sup sup Elxa(t7) < C. (3.32)
0<A<A 0<t<T

Now, fix any A € (0, A], inserting (3.32) into (3.13) gives (3.29). For any p € (0, 2), the Holder
inequality implies

Elxa(t) - £ < (Blxa() - £a@)P)

< C((<p(A))2A + A)p/2 = C(((p(A))PAP/Z + A[?/2).

Noting from (3.8) that (p(A))?AP/2 < AP/* A AP/~ for 2 < p < p, we obtain (3.31) from (3.29).
O
Let us propose two lemmas before we state our main results in this paper.

Lemma 3.9. Let Assumption[3 1landB 3 hold. For any real number n > |x|, define the stopping
time

T, = inf{t > 0 : |x(?)| = n}.
Then
C
P, <T) < —- (3.33)
n

Proof. The proof is given in the Appendix. O
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Lemma 3.10. Let Assumption3 lland3.3\hold. For any real number n > |xy|, define the stopping
time,

pan =1inf{t 2 0 : [xa(#7)| = n}.
Then

P(oa, < T) < % (3.34)
n

Proof. The proof is given in the Appendix. O
Now, we will show one of our main results in our paper. The proof is similar to that of
Theorem 3.6 in [25], we only highlight the different parts.

Theorem 3.11. Let Assumption 3.1 and hold and assume that there exists a number
p € (2, p) such that

p>1+yF (3.35)
Let r € [2,7) be arbitrary. Then for any A € (0, 1],
Elx(T) = xa(T)" < C((u" (@(A)) P~ 4 (o(A)) AT + AP7IP) (3.36)
and
EIx(T) = £a(T)I" < C((u™ (p(A) ™71 4 (p(A)) A2 + APYIP), (3.37)
In particular, we define
u(x) = Lyx™, x>0, (3.38)

where Ly = 2Ly + |F(0)| + |G(0)|, and let

©(A) =A% for some €€ (0,1/4A1/p] (3.39)
to obtain
E|x(T) — xa(T)" < CALEP=L+VIN/LMIAI(1=28)/2]Al(p=y1)/ P] (3.40)
and
E|x(T) — Za(T)" < CALEP=U+YIN/A+MIAL(1=-26)/2]A(p=y)] p (3.41)

forall A € (0,1].

Proof. Let A € (0, 1] be arbitrary. Let ex(?) = x(f) — xa(?) for t > 0. Fix a number g € (7, 7),
(B.33) means p > (1 + y)q. For any integer n > |xol, define the stopping time

o, =inf{t 2 01 [x(D)]| V [xa()| = n}.



By the It6 formula, we get that for0 < ¢ < T

Elea(t A o)l”

AT =2 T, - - - - r—1 - = a2
<E rlea(s I (A (x(sT)) = falEa(sT)) + ——g(x(sT)) = ga(Tals )P )ds
0
Ay,
+ AE f (leats™) + (a(x(s7) = h(Ea( NI = lea(s I )ds
0

= Ji + /. (3.42)

Let us estimate J; first. Using Assumption[3.1] gives

[x(s7) = xa(s7) + h(x(s7)) — A(Xa(s™)I
< 27 (Ix(s7) = xa (I + [R(x(s7)) — A(Ra(sT)I)
< 277N (x(s7) = xa(s I + Lilx(s7) = Xa(s I

< cr(|x(s7) = 2a (I + 1xa(s7) = ZalsDI),
where ¢; = 2"7'(1 + L72""") > 1. Hence, by Lemma[3.8] we have
t T
J < A(er - 1)f Elea(s A op)|"ds + Aca f Elxa(s™) — xa(s)|"ds

0 0

i3
<Acr—1) f Elea(s A o)|'ds + C(A’/z(go(A))’ + A). (3.43)
0

By the elementary inequalty, J; can be decomposed into two parts denoted by J; = J3 + J4,
where

B =E [ et (e = Fia(s)
-1
+ 9 L gats ) — gaas ) (3.44)
and

Ji=E fo Heals I (AT als ) = fa(Eals )

“1)(g—1
+ M@(M(s—)) - gA()'CA(s_))|2)ds. (3.45)
2(g-1)
By (3.3), we have
J3 < rL3f : Elea(s™)I"ds. (3.46)
0

10



The Elementary inequality gives

B <E [ et (e a6 = a5

+(r—1)(q—1)
(g-7)

+ ]Ef0 ' rIeA(s’)Itz(ei(S’)(fA(xA(s*))) — AGaGT)

—I(g-1
LD D a5 - gaGRats DP)ds
(-1

=:J4 + Jao. (347)

lg(xa(s7)) — gA(XA(S_))|2)dS

In the same way as Theorem 3.6 in [25] was proved, we can show that

Ta < C( f  Blea( ) ds + 7 @A) =) (3.48)
0

and

(p=ynlp

tAC, T
Jpp < Cf Elea(s™)"ds + Cf (EIxA(s_) — )-CA(S—)|pr/(p—yr))
0 0

(p-ynlp

tAT,
<C f Elea(s™)"ds + C((go(A))’”/ (P=ym) AOSPr/(p=yr) 4 A)
0

tAT,
<C f Elea(s™)["ds + C(@(A))’A’/2 + A<f'—7’>/f'), (3.49)
0

where we use the Lemmal[3.8 and the fact that
pr 14
=r

p-yr p-yr

Inserting (3.48) and (3.49) into (3.47), we have

> 2.

!
Jy < C( f Elea(s A o)l'ds + (1~ (@(A))" P10 4 (o(A)) A2 + A(”’”V”). (3.50)
0
Combing (3.43), (3.46) and (3.30), we have

Elea(t A o)l < C( fo "Blea(s A lids + G- (@A) P
+ (@A) A2 + A(p—yr)/p).
The Gronwall inequality implies
Elea(T A 0)l” < C((u (@(A)) 77 4 (g(&))"A"2 4 AP0IP),

Using Lemma [3.9] and and letting n — oo gives the desired assertion (3.36). By (3.36)
and Lemma [3.8] gives the another assertion (3.37). Recalling (338), then u~' = (x/Ly)"/1*7).
s Substituting this and into (3.36) gives (3.40). Similarly, we can get (3.41). Thus, the proof
is complete. O
11
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Corollary 3.12. Let Assumption[3.]) hold and let Assumption 3.3 holds for all p € (¥, ).
Let 1 and ¢ be defined in (3.38) and (3.39). Then, for any

rel2,r), pe(@+yyrvr,p) and e€(0,1/4A1/p], (3.51)
we have
Elx(T) — xa(T)|" < C AP~/ A+V)A(p=yn)/p (3.52)
and
Elx(T) = #A(T)|" < CAEP=n/A+)Ap=yn)/p (3.53)
Proof. Condition[3.5Tlmeans
1 r(l+7vy)
e — < ———

P 2p
which lead to
ep-A+y)n/A+y) <r(l-2e/2.

By (3.40) and (341}, we obtain (3.32) and (3.33). O

Remark 3.13. Replacing condition (3.33), that is p > (1 +y)7, by a weaker one p > (1 +y)rv 7
does not affect the results in Theorem311| But, this small change will make the choice of p more
flexible in practice.

Remark 3.14. Without loss of generality, we assume that p is allowed to sufficiently large. In the
following discussion, we fixing 2 < r < 7. By Corollary[312] we can conclude that when p, which
is a parameter in the Khaminskii-type condition defined in 3.D), is sufficiently large relative to
yr, then the order of L-convergence of the truncated EM method is mainly determined by the
expression which we call the convergence rate function, namely

_ep-0+yn

R(p,y): Ty

, Ype(+yrVvip), VYyel0, ), (3.54)

for some 0 < € < 1/4 A1/p. Noting that R is proportional linearly to €, which means that letting
e = 1/4 A 1/p will make convergence rate R as large as possible. Hence, this setting gives

_(1/AN1/p)p— (1 +y)r)
B 1+y ’

R(p.7) (3.55)

To discuss the optimal convergence rate function|3.53| let us consider the following two possible
cases:

o If2<p<dand(l+vy)rVvr<p<p,then 3B.3J) gives

1 p 1 r 1
R = — — = — - = . .
(P.7) 4(1+y 7) 41+y 4 T1+y (3.56)
o Ifp>4and (1 +y)rVv#<p<p, then 3.33) gives
- +yr 1 r 1
R(p,y) = LD (3.57)

= -—< .
p(1+)]/)2 1+y p 14y
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Fig. 1. Convergence rate R versus growth constant y Fig. 2. Convergence rate R versus p withy = 2, ¢ =
with p=20,e=1/pandr =2 1/pandr =2

From (B.57), we can see that R(p,7y) is a decreasing function with respect to y and is a increasing
function with respect to p. Fig[lland Fig[2l show this relationship between convergence rate and
Khasminskii-type condition parameter p, super-linear growth constant vy, repectively. Letting

p — oo, then (3.57) gives
1

R — .
1+y

This is almost the optimal L' -convergence rate of the truncated EM method in the case of jumps.
Only in the case of y = 0, i.e. the drift and diffusion coefficients grows linearly, this convergence
rate is close to 1. It should be mentioned that this is significantly different from the result on
SDEs without jumps. We already known that for any r > 2 (see [25])

E|x(T) — xa(T)" < CA™'29/2 ye € (0,1/4],

which means that the L"-convergence rate is close to r/2 when there is no jumps in SDE (2.1).
In fact, this difference is caused by the following reason: all moments of the Poisson increments
ANy = N((k + 1)A) — N(kA) have the same order A (see (3.13)), while the Brownian increments
ABy = B((k+ 1)A) — B(kA) have different orders, namely E|AB*™ = o(A™) and E|AB|*"*! = 0.
These properties force the control function ¢(A) := A% to be not greater than A~"'? AA™V4, when
we are tring to bound the moments of the truncated EM solution in Lemma37 This eventually
leads to the differences in the convergence rates between SDEs with and without jumps.

3.2. Convergence and convergence rate of the truncated EM method in L"(0 < r < 2)

In this subsection, we will discuss the convergence in £(0 < r < 2) under the assumption
that the drift, diffusion and jump terms behave like a polynomial. For this purpose, we first
impose the following assumptions.

Assumption 3.15. There exists positive constant K, such that

1fG) = FOI V 1g(x) = g0 V [h(x) = h(D)| < Kulx = yl,  Vx,y € RY x| vyl <n.  (3.58)

13
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Assumption 3.16. There exist constants K > 0 such that
2xT F(x) + g0 + A2xT h(x) + |h(x)[>) < K + |x]*), VYxeR4. (3.59)
We also give a known result as a lemma.

Lemma 3.17. Under Assumption3 I and[3. 106 the SDE 2.1) has a unique global solution x(t),
moreover,

sup Elx()* < 00, VT >0. (3.60)

0<t<T

In this subsection, all the three coefficients of the SDEs are allowed to grow super-linearly.
Hence, we have to truncate the three terms. Similarly, we first choose a strictly increasing func-
tion u : R* — R such that u(n) — oo, as n — oo, and

sup |[f(Ol V g0l V [h(x)| < p(n),  Yn = 1. (3.61)

|x|<n

Denoted by p~! is the inverse function of u. We also choose a constant A* € (0, 1) and a strictly
decreasing function ¢ : (0, A*) — (0, c0) such that

©(A) > u(1), lim ¢(A) =0 and e(MAY* <1, (3.62)

For a given step size A € (0, A*), the truncated functions are defined as below

fax) = f(ma(x)), galx) =gma(x)) and ha(x) = h(ma(x)), VYxe RY,

where m is defined as the same as before. The following lemma also shows that the truncated
functions preserve the Khaminskii-type condition. The proof is given in the Appendix.

Lemma 3.18. Let Assumption[3. 16 hold. Then, for all A € (0, A*], we have
2x" fa(x) + 1ga(O)I* + AQ2xT ha(x) + [ha(0)I?) < 2K(1 + |x*),  Vx e RY. (3.63)
We now give the discrete-time truncated EM scheme
Xa(tiyy) = Xa() + aAXaG DA + gaXaG))ABy + ha(Xa(G)AN, 0<k<M -1, (3.64)
where Xa(7,), ABy and ANy is defined the same as before. The continuous-time form is defined

by

! ! !
xa() = 30+ f SaEa(s s + f $aia(s NABs) + f haGa DANGs).  (3.65)
0 0 0
where xA(¢7) is defined in (3.12). In order to state our main result, we first give some useful
lemmas.
Lemma 3.19. Forany A € (0,A*) and t > 0, we have

Elxa(t") = Za(O)I? < Cplp(A)YA,  p =2, (3.66)

Elxa(t7) = Za()IP < Coplp(A)P AP, 0 < p<2. (3.67)
14



Consequently,

lim Elxa(t7) = Xa( )P =0, Vi > 0. (3.68)

Proof. Fix any A € (0,A"], > 0 and p > 2. There is an integer k > O such thatr;, <t <17, ,. By
Assumption , we have

Elxa(t™) — Xa () (3.69)
1 p / p t p
SCﬁ(Ef_fA(fCA(S))dS +Ef_gA(ch(sf))dB(S) +Ef_hA(ch(s’))dN(s) ]

t R X ¢ R p
< C(A'E f |faGas)] ds + AP2PE f lgaGa(s )| ds +E
I I

)

where C; is a generic constant. The property of Poisson increments implies

f ha(Ea(s )AN(s)

)

< Co(A(p(A)? + E

f_ ha(Ra(s)AN(s)

14
E

f haGia(s AN(S)| < (@(A)EIAN,[?

k

< co(¢(A)Y A
Inserting this into (3.69) and recalling p > 2 gives
Elxa(t) = Za(O)I < Colp(A)PA.

Noting from (3.8) that (o(A))?A = (@(A))?AV2AY? < AV2 we obtain (3.68) form (3.66).
For 0 < p < 2, we have

Elxa(t7) = a(t)IP < (]EIxA(t’) - xA(;*)|2)ﬁ/2
< (C,;(t,o(A))zA)ﬁ/2 = Cﬁ(‘p(A))f’Af’/z'

Thus, the proof is complete. O
10 The following lemma give the moment bound of the truncated EM solutions.

Lemma 3.20. Let Assumption[3. 13 and[3. 16 hold. Then
sup sup Elxa(F)? <C, VT >0. (3.70)
0<A<A* 0<t<T
Proof. Fix any A € (0, A*) and T > 0. By the It6 formula and Assumption[3.16l we have
13
Elxa()P < Elxo* + E f (223 () fa(Ra (7)) + Iga(Ea(s I )ds
0
!
+AE f (2xa(s7) ha(Ea(s7) + ha(Ea(sT)P)ds
0

< Blaof + B [ (2506007 + lgaias )P)ds
0
15
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+AE fo t (228 (s )haEa(s)) + Iha(Ra(s DP)ds + Jy
< Elxof? + 2K fot (1+Elfa(sT)P)ds + i, (3.71)
where
Ji=E fo (206857 = Tal5 DT a7 ) + 20a(57) - Ea(s) ha(Ea(s))ds.
By Lemmal3.19] (3.61) and[5.62 we have

Ji <200+ Dp(d) f Elxa(s™) — £a(s)lds
0
<2+ DTC(p(A)*AY? < C.

Inserting this into (3.71) and using Lemma[3.19 gives
!
Elxa() < C+2K f E|%a(s7)ds.
0
Hence, we have

!
sup Elxa(u)]> < C +2K f sup E|xa(u)|*ds.
O<u<t 0 O<u<s
The Gronwall inequality yields

sup Elxa(w))? < C.

0<u<T

Thus, we complete the proof. O
As the proof is in a similar way as Lemma [3.10] and 3.11] were proved, we also have the
following Lemma.

Lemma 3.21. Let Assumption[3 13 and[3. 16 hold. For any real number n > |xg|, then
C C
Pr, <T)< = and Ploan<T)< =, (3.72)
n n

where T, and pp,, is the same as before.
Now, let us show the convergence of the truncated EM methods for the SDE:s.

Theorem 3.22. Let Assumption[3. 13 and[3.16hold. Then, for any r € (0,2)

iin}) Elx(T) — xA(T)|" =0 (3.73)
and
iin}) E|x(T) — xa(T)|" = 0. (3.74)

16



Proof. Let 7,,, pa ., Oa,, and ea(?) be the same as before. Applying the Young inequality, we have
that for any 6 > 0,

Elea(T)" = E(lea(T)I g, 7)) + E(lea(T)I g, <1 )

A 10 2 2-r
< Elea(T A 0an)) + S Elea(T) + 2= P0an < T). (3.75)

By Lemma[3.17]and B.20] we have
Elea(T)I? < 2EIX(T) + 2Exp(T) < C. (3.76)

Using Lemma[3.2]] we obtain
C
P(6an < T) < P(1, < T) + Plpa, < T) < . (3.77)
n

Inserting (3.76) and (3.77) into (373), we get

) L s -1
Elea(T)|" < Elea(T A Oan)l" + = T g

Now, let £ > 0 be arbitrary. We can choose ¢ sufficiently small such that

Cré6 ¢
[ S —
2 3
and then choose 7 sufficiently large such than

CR2-r) &
2n261@n = 3

IA

We may assume that A* is sufficiently small for ! (¢(A*)) > n. In the same way as Theorem 3.5
in [[13] was proved, we can show that for all A € (0, A*]

Elea(T)I* < CA,

which implies
N &
E(|eA(T A Oan)l ) <3

Hence, we obtain the required assertion (3.73). Combining this with Lemma (3.19) gives (3.74).
Thus, the proof is complete. O

For the purpose of getting the convergence rates a time T, we need some additional condi-
tions.

Assumption 3.23. There exists a constant L; > 0 such that

2(x = ) (f(x) = £ + Ig(x) — g
+22(x = ) (h(x) = h(y)) + Alh(x) — k) < Lilx = y%, (3.78)

w2 forany x,y € RY.

17



Assumption 3.24. There exist constant L, > 0 and ¥ > 0 such that
1fC0) = fFO V() = k)| < Lo(1 + 17 + [yl =y, Yx,y € RY. (3.79)
Obviously, this condition implies
LFOOIV h(x)] < Lslx ™, (3.80)
where Ly = 2L; +|f(0)| + |g(0)|.

Lemma 3.25. Let Assumption[3.12) B 23land 324 hold. Let n > |xy| be a real number and
let A € (0, A*) be sufficiently small such =" (o(A)) > n. Let 1, and Pan be the same as before.
Let

Orn =Tn Aprn and  ex(s™) =x(t7)—xa(t”) Vt>0.
Then
Elea(T A Oan)l* < C(@(A))°A.

Proof. We write 6, = 6 for simplicity. By the Itd formula and Assumption[3.23] we get that for
0<t<T,

Elea(t A 6)
<E fo " (2eA (7)) = falFa(sT)) + 18(x(sT)) — gaEals))P)ds
+ AE fo " (leals™) + (a(x(s7) = ha(Ra(s NI = leals P )ds
<E fo " (20x(s7) = Rals DT (F(H(57)) = faGEals)) + Ig(x(s)) = ga(Rals NI )ds + o
+E fo " (24(x(s7) = £a (s (A(x(57) = ha(Fa(s7) + A(x(sT)) = ha(Ea(s)P)ds + T
<L fOtE|x(s/\9)—)"CA(s/\G)lzds+J_2 +J3, (3.81)
where
Jo=2E fo Me(xA(s‘) = Ea(sT ) (fO(s7)) = fa(Ra(s)))ds,
J3 = 24K fo Me(xA(s*) — Ea(s7) ((x(s7)) = ha(Fa(s™))ds.

By the condition u~!(¢(A)) > n and the definition of the truncated functions f) and ga, we have
that

Sa@a(sT)) = f(Za(s7)) and  ga(Fa(s7)) = g(Xa(s7)), for0 < s <t A 6.

18



Hence, by Assumption [3.24] and the Holder inequality as well as Lemma[3.19] and 320 we get
that

AG
J, <2E f Ixa(s™) = Xa(sIf(x(s7)) = f(Fa(s))lds
0
_ tAG _ _
<2LE f a(s™) = FaGOIT + (O + Ea(sPIIGs) = FalsOlds
0
_ tAG TAG _ _
<L, f Elx(s™) = Xa(s)PPds + C f E(1 + [x(sD) + 1%a(sIP)|xa(s7) — Ea(s7)ds
0 0
!
<L, f Elx(s A 0) — %a(s A 0)]*ds
0
T - .
+C f (1+Elx(sO)P + ElfatsOR) (BlxatsT) — BalsOP07) 7 ds
0
!
<L f Elx(s A 6) — %a(s A 0)Pds + C(p(A))*A. (3.82)
0
Similarly, we have
!
J3 <AL, f Elx(s A 6) — Ea(s A 0)*ds + C(@(A))*A. (3.83)
0
Inserting (3.82), (3.83) into (3.81) and combining Lemma[3.19] we have
13
Elea(r A O)]* < C f Elea(s A 0)]*ds + C(p(A))*A.
0

The Gronwall inequality complete the proof. O
Theorem 3.26. Let Assumption[3.12) B23andB24 hold. Let r € (0,2). If
o(A) 2 p( LV (@A) A7) (3.84)

holds for all sufficiently small A € (0, A*), then for every such small A,

El(T) = xa(T)I < Cp(A)) A" (3.85)
and

Elx(T) = Xa(T)I" < C(p(A) A2, (3.86)
Proof. Let 7,,, o, Oa.n and ea(?) be the same as before. By (3.73) - (3.77), inequality

) crs c2-n
Elea(T)I" < Elea(T A an)l + —— + Y

holds for any A € (0,A"), n > |xo| and 6 > 0. We can therefore choose 6 = (@(A))'A"? and
n= i;(l+7)((90(A))rAr/2)—1/(2—r) to get

Elea(T)I” < Elea(T A 05| + C(p(A)) A2,
19
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By condition (3.84)), we have
1) = LT (@A) AP =
Using Lemma[3.23] we have
Elea(T)I" < (Elea(T)?)"? < C((p(A)*A)" = C(p(A)"A™.
Combining this with Lemma gives (3.86). Thus, the proof is complete. O
Corollary 3.27. Let Assumption[3.12) and hold. Define
u(n) = Lyn™?, n>0. (3.87)

Let0<r<2/2+%y)and

p(A)=A", e€ [% }t] (3.88)
Assume that A € (0, 1) and
o) 2 (LA (p(R))y 1) (3.89)
hold. Then, for every A € (0, A),
E|x(T) — xp(T)|" < CA7>778 (3.90)
and
Elx(T) — %5 (T)|" < CA™>7%, (3.91)

Proof. Applying Theorem [3.26] along with (3.87) and (3.88) gives the required assertion (3.90)
and (3.97). O

Remark 3.28. Substituting (3.87) and (3.88) into (3.89) gives

A8 > ATU=22DICR)  pamely g > r(l + )_’_)
4+ 2ry

But, condition (3.88) means

+3) 1
4+2ry — &

IA

2
namely r < - <1
2+

Hence, we have to force r to be not greater than 2/(2 + ) in the corollary3.27

Remark 3.29. Fixing y > 0, by (3.88) and 390), we can conclude that convergence rate is a
increasing function with respect to €. Hence, substituting

CH1+7)
T4y
20
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into r/2(1 — 2¢&) obtains the optimal L"-convergence rate, that is

. r2-r)
T2+

2
0 < , 3.92
for <r_2+)_/ ( )

which means convergence rate R increases as r increases. In other words, the higher moment
has a better convergence rate for SDEs with jumps when 0 < r < 2/(2+ ). If we take

then (3.92) becomes

R= —,
442y

this is the maximum of optimal L"-convergence rate. In particular, if y = 0, i.e. the drift and
diffusion coefficients grows linearly, then convergence rate is equal to 1/4 by choosing r = 1.
4. Asymptotic behaviours

4.1. Stability

In this subsection, we will show that the partially truncated EM method can preserve the
mean square exponential stability of the underlying SDEs (2.1). For the purpose of stability, we
also assume that

f(0) = g(0) = h(0) =0, 4.1)
which means
IF1(0] VIGI(0)| V ()] < Kilxl,  ¥x € RY. (4.2)
We first impose the following assumption.

Assumption 4.1. Assume that there exist positive constant @y > a, + AK{(2+ K;) and 6 € (0, o)
such that

2" Fi(x) + (1 + OIG1 (0 < =l
and

2xTF(x) + (1 + 07 HG))? < aalx
for all x € RY.

If there is no super-linear term G(x), we set § = 0 and 0 Gx))> = 0. Similarly, when linear
term G, (x) is absent, we set 6 = oo and 6|G;(x)|* = 0. Moreover, this assumption means

2xT F(x) + [g(0)P + AT h(x) + [h(0)P) < —(@1 — ar — AK12 + K))Ix*, x e R% 4.3)

It is therefore known that the SDEs (Z.I)) is exponentially stable in the mean square sense. We
state the following Lemma.
21
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Lemma 4.2. Let Assumption 3.1 - and 1) hold. Then for any initial value xo € R?, the
solution of the SDEs 2.1) satisfies

Elx(0)]? < |xo|?e” @2 AKi@+K gy >

The following theorem shows that the truncated EM method preserves this mean square
exponential stability perfectly. We will employ the technique due to Guo et al. [23] to prove
our results.

Theorem 4.3. Let Assumption[3.1] B andEd D hold. Then for any € € (0,a; —ay — AK1(2 +
K1), there exists a A € (0, A*) such that for all A € (0,A) and any initial value xo € R?, the
solution of the truncated EM method (3.11) satisfies

EIXA()P < e @72 K@+K0=95 -y > 0, 4.4)
Proof. Fix A € (0, A*). In the same way as Theorem 4.3 in [23] was proved, we have
26" fa(0) + IgaP < ~(a1 —a)laP’,  YxeR” 4.5)
From (3.11)), we have
EIXa(te, )P = E(XaG)P + [faXatDPA” + 18a(Xa(t))ABy
+ 2Xa(5)" FACXAGEO)A + Ih(XA(5))ANL
+ 2AfL (XatG))MXAG)) AN, + 2X5(5)" h(Xa(7) AN ) (4.6)
for 0 < k < M — 1. The property of Brownian increments implies
Elga(Xa(G))ABi = AE[ga(Xa(G ).

But, the Poisson increments satisfy EAN, = AA and E(ANy)? = AA(1 + AA). Hence, using the
independence of the increments and (.2)), we find that

2EIXA(G)MXAE))AN < 2K EIXa(5))PEIANG| = 2K1 AAEIXA (), (CX))

EIA(Xa(t))ANL* < KTEXA()PEIAN,
< KPAA(L + AMEIXA(F)P
= KIAAEIXA(1))I* + KR APEIXA (1)1 (4.8)
and
2EIA fa(Xa (6 DhXAT))ANL < 2K AE(IXA (1) fa(Xa(10))DEIAN, |
< Ki AN EIXa()P + Elfa(Xa (). (4.9)

Substituting (£.7)-(£.9) into (.6) gives
EIXa(tg, )P < E(IXaG)P + 2Xa0)" AAXAG)IA + Iga(Xa(5))PA)
+ AK (2 + KDAEXAG)P + (1 + KL DA El fa(Xa )

+ (KL + KL DAEIXA®L) (4.10)
22
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By (4.3), we have

EIXA(, )P < (1= (@1 = a2 = AK1 (2 + KD)MEXa@)I

+ (1 + Ky DA B fa(Xa ()P + (KE22 + KL DATEIXA(E) (4.11)
By (3.I) and (1)), we have
|FA(X)? < 4Ly |xP, if |x] < 1,
and
IFAG)P < (@A) < (@(A)Ix, if [x] > 1.
Hence, we have
Alfa(PP < 2(KT + 4Ly + (9(A)D)Alx
< (KT +4L)A + AP/ 2

for all x € RY, where (3.8) have been used. For any € € (0,a; — a2 — 4K1(2 + K3)), there is a
A € (0, A*) sufficiently small such that for all A € (0, A), (@) — @z — AK1(2 + K1))A < 1 and

{2(1 + K D((K? +4LDA + AVAP27) < 0.5€ @i
(K322 + Ki DA < 0.5€.
For each such A, we have
(1 + Ky DOAE|fa(Xa GO + (KT + Ki DA BIXa()I < eABIXa ()
Inserting this into (@.11)), we yield
EIXa(e, ) < (1= (a1 = a2 = K12 + K1) = )MEIXa(t)

<...

< |xol*(1 = (@) — a2 — AK (2 + Ky) — €)A)FH. (4.13)
Elementary inequality 1 + x < e, Vx € R gives

EIXa (G, ) < ol e @72 AKIGHK=ey (4.14)

Thus, the proof is complete. O

4.2. Asymptotic boundedness

In this subsection, we will show that the truncated EM method maintains the asymptotic
boundedness of the underlying of SDEs (2.1)). The additional assumption is the following one.

Assumption 4.4. Assume that there exist constant &;,@>,B8, > 0 and B; > B + max(/l(4K]2 +
1),21AK,(2 + K4)) such that

24T Fi(x) + (1 + 0)IG1(0) < @ — Bi|x?
and
2xXTF(x) + (1 + 67HGW)? < @ + Bolxl?

forall a € RY.
23
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When there is no super-linear term G(x), we set 8 = 0 and 67!|G(x)|> = 0. Similarly, if linear
term G (x) is absent, we set 8 = oo and 6|G(x)|*> = 0. Moreover, (3.2) implies

AQ2x"h(x) + |h()1?) < A(x* + 2lh(x)1?) < 4AK7 + A4K; + D|x[*,  VxeRY.
Hence, by Assumption[d.4] we have
2xT f(x) + |g(0)I* + A2xTh(x) + |h(x)?) < & - BIx[>, VxeRY, (4.15)
where & = @ + @ +4AK? and B = B — B — AAK? + 1).

Theorem 4.5. Let Assumption[3.1) B2 and@.A hold. Then for any initial value xo € R?, the
solution of the SDEs @.1) satisfy

) 5 @& + @ +41K?
lim sup E|x(7)|” <

— ) 4.1
100 T BB 4K+ 1) (4-16)

Proof. Let 7, , @, and B be the same as before, o, = t A 7,. For any ¢ > 0, the Itd formula gives
that

E[1x()P] = ol + E j: (24 () f(x(5)) + g(x(s))P
+ 27 ($)h(x(s)) + [h(x(s) + Blx(s)])ds.
By (@.13), we have
E[P7x(o)P] < 1o + & f s = [xoP + L~ 1),
0 B
Letting n — oo, we have
E[e™|x(t)| < xol + %(ef“ -1

which implies

Elx()]? < @ + 3
e p
Thus, the proof is complete. O
Lemma 4.6. LetO <A <1land B>0. If
Dy <ADy_ 1 +B, for k=0,1,2,---. “4.17)

Then

lim sup D < - (4.18)

k—o0 -A

Proof. The proof is given in the Appendix. O
24



Theorem 4.7. Let Assumption [3.1) and 4| hold. Then for any € € (0,81 — B> —
max(/l(4l(12 + 1),2AK,(2 + KY))), there is a A € (0,A*) and any initial value x, € R? the
solution of the partially truncated EM method satisfy

@1+ @ + 21K 2+ Ky) +
lim sup E|Xa (5P < S22 12+ K +e (4.19)

koo Bi—Br—21K |2+ K))—€
Proof. Fix £ € (0,3 — B,). In the same way as Theorem 5.3 in [23] was proved, we have
2xT fa(x) + lga(0)? < @ + @ — (B1 —Bo — 0.5¢)x>,  Vx e R4 (4.20)
as long as A € (0,A), where A; € (0, A*) is sufficiently small for which
&—ZA <0.5¢
(1 (p(A)))?

Using the independence of the Poisson increments and (3.2)) as well as Lemma 3.7, we obtain
that

421

EIR(XA(E))AN? < 2K2E(1 + XA () P)EIAN,
< 2KTAA(L + ANE( + [Xa()1)
< 2KFAAEIXA(5)P + 2K7AA + CA?, (4.22)

2EIXA(E hXAG))ANL < 2K E(XAGOI + [Xa()])EIAN]
< 4K AAE(1 + [XA(£)P)
< 4K AAEIXA()P + 4K A (4.23)

and

2EIA fAXa( NDRXA AN < 2K AE((1 + [Xa()DIfa(Xa ) DEIAN]
< Ki AN (B(1 + XA + Elfa(Xa )
< K AAE[fa(Xa ()1 + CA%, (4.24)

Fix xo € R arbitrarily. For any A € (0, A,), substituting @22)-@24) into [@.0) gives

EIXa(t, )P < B(IXa()P + 2Xa(6)" fa(Xa())A + [ga(Xa(t))PA)
+ 22K (2 + KDAEXA(5)F + (1 + Ky DAEl fa(Xa )
+21K(2 + K))A + CA?
< (1= B B2 — 22K (2 + K1) — 0.5e)ME[Xa(£))I
+ (@) + @ + 24K (2 + K)))A + CA?
+ (1 + Ky )AE| fa(Xa ()], (4.25)

where (£.20) have been used. By (3.2) and (3.9), we have

AP < 2IF (0P + 2IF)]* < 4K7(1 + 1) + 2(0(A))%,  Yx e R
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Hence, by (3.8), we get

Alfa(x)* < 4KFA(L + |x?) + 2A12MP=2/P vy e RY,

Consequently, there is a A€ (0,A) sufficiently small such that for any A € (0, A), ABL—Pa—€) <
1 and

CA + (1 + Ky DAIfa(Xa())P < &+ 0.5€lXa (1) (4.26)
Thus, fix any A € (0, A). Inserting @26) into @23) yields

EIXa(7g, ) < (1 = (B = B2 = 24K (2 + K1) — © A)EIX ()]
+ (@) + @y + 24K (2 + K) + €)A. 4.27)

Applying LemmaZ.6] to (.27) gives the required assertion (£19). O

5. Examples
Example 5.1. Consider the following scalar SDEs with jumps
dx(r7) = =xX>(t7)dt + X*(t7)dB(t) + x*(7)dN(?), (5.1)

with the initial value x(0) = 1, where B(t) is a scalar Brownian motion and N(t) is a scalar
Poisson process with jump intensity A = 0.5. Obviously, we have

f=-2, gw=x" hx)=x"
It is easy to check that Assumption is satisfied with
LF) = FOIV [h() = k)] < Lo(1 + 2% + 3l -y (5.2)
for a constant Ly > 0. The elementary inequality gives

24(x = y)(h(x) = h(y)) + Alh(x) = h(y)

= (x =) =y + 0.5 - y*P

< |x+ yllx =y + 0.50x + yPlx =y

<24y + Dl =y + (2 + )l - P

= (262 +y7) + 1)lx =% (5.3)
Also, we have

—(x3y + xy3 + xzyz) = —xy(x2 + yz) - )czy2 < O.S(x4 + y4). 5.4)

By (B3) and (5.4), we have
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20x = Y(fx) = FO0)) + 1g(x) = g + 24(x = y)IA(x) = h(y)] + Alh(x) — h(Y)I*
<= = =+ Py + 2+ 0 +)h) + 1 -y
+ (262 + ) + 1)lx =y
< 050" + 3l =y + 20 + 3Dl =y + (207 + %) + 1)lx =y
= (=050 +3%) + 407 +7) + 1)lx -y
< 17]x -y (5.5)

Note that in the last inequality the elementary inequality
Ly, 1o,
kab < Ea + Ek b°, Va,b,keR

has been used. Hence, Assumption|3.23\is satisfied. For Assumption|3. 16} we have

2x7 f(x) + 1g(O)* + A2xT h(x) + [h(x))
= -2+ x* + 0522 + xY)
= (—x6 + %x“) + ()c3 - x6)
3 9
= x2( — (X2 — Z)z + 1_6) + (X3 —X6)
9 , 1

<= - .
_]6x+4, (5.6)

where we use the elementary inequality ab < a®> + b*/4 in the last inequality. By (5.2), we can
choose u(n) = n° such that

Sp(If (1 V lg)l v 10 = ‘slllp<|x5| VIFIVIE) <n®, Ynx L

x|<n xX|<n

Lettingy = 4, r = 2/2+ %) = 1/3 and &€ = 1/4. If we choose o(A) = A® = A™V4 then
all the conditions in (3.62) hold for all A* € (0, 1]. Hence, the truncating factor is defined as
1 (@(A)) = A7V?0 and the truncated functions are defined as

X
|x]

ga(x) = g((1x A A-O-Osﬁ)

fa(x) = f((1x] A AT =)

ha(x) = h((lx] A A*O-OS)@.

For the given step size A and the time T, the X+ is calculated by
Xir1 = Xk + AXOA + gaA(X)ABy + ha(X)AN,, 0<k<T/A-1, (5.7

with Xy = 1. Then, by Corollary 327 the truncated EM scheme converges strongly with rate
w0 r/2—re =1/(4+2¥) = 1/12 to the true solution of the SDE[5.1]
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Fig. 3. £!/3-convergence of truncated EM scheme [5.7]of SDEs[5.1]

As SDEs [5.1] does not have any explicit solutions, the scheme (.1) with step size 27'° is
treated as the solution of the SDEs[3.1lin the numerical experiment. The number of simulation is
500. The L3 errors at time T = 4 ,that is

500
3 1/3)3
b

(Ex(T) - xa)] ) ~ (ﬁ Z] (X (7)Y = [xa(T)Y]
with step sizes 2715, 2714, 2713 2712 qnd 2711 are displayed in Fig[3l. The numerical result shows
that our numerical findings are consistent with the theoretical results obtained in this paper.
Example 5.2. Consider the following scalar SDEs with jumps
dx(t™) = —(x(t") + X ())dt + X*(£)dB(t) + x(t )dN(¢), (5.8)

with the initial value x(0) = 0.5, where B(t) is a scalar Brownian motion and N(t) is a scalar
Poisson process with jump intensity 1 = 0.5. Obviously, we have

Fix)=-x, F(x)=-x, Gi(x)=0, Gx) =x* hx) =nx,
and
[F1(X)I VIGI(0)| V [h(x)] = x|, with K =1.

Setting 6 = oo gives
2xF1(x) + (1 + O)|G1(x)]> = =242,

and
1.2 1 1
2xF(x) + (L + 0GP = —2x° +x* < —2x2(x2 - —) +=x* < —x%
4 8 8
Hence, AssumptionH 1\ is satisfied with a; = 2 and a = 1/8. Moreover, we have

F—1)

F—1
(=) - FO)+ o160 - GO < (1+ T2 )e o2, e R
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Fig. 4. Simulation of one path in Example 5.2 Fig. 5. Mean square of 1000 paths in Example 5.2

which means that Assumption[3.2]is satisfied for any 7. Also, we can check that Assumption
is fulfilled for any p (see [23]). By TheoremH.2] the SDE[3.8lis stable exponentially in the mean
square sense for any initial value xy € R, and the solution of SDE[3.8 satisfies

E|x(t7)|2 < |x0|267(w|7Q27/IK|(2+K| Nt~ — |x0|2670.375t_’ Vi > 0.

Letting r = 2, 7 = 3. If we choose u(n) = n’,y = 4, o(A) = A~V and p = 40, then by Corollary
the numerical solution will converge strongly to the true solution in L* with convergence
rate 1/(1 +y) — r/p = 0.15. Finally, by Theorem 4.3 for any € € (0,0.375), there exists a
Ae (0, A™) such that for all A € (0, A) and any initial value xo € RY, the solution of the truncated
EM method (3.11) satisfies

E|XA(I]:)|2 < |xO|Ze—(a]—(tz—/U(](2+K1)—€)l‘; — |x0|26—(0.375—€)t;’ Vk > 0.

FigH and Fig [l demonstrate the mean square exponential stability of the truncated EM method.

Example 5.3. Consider the following scalar SDEs with jumps
dx(r) = (x(7) = X ())dt + x(17)dB(1) + x(17)AN(?), 5.9)

with the initial value x(0) = xo € R, where B(t) is a scalar Brownian motion and N(t) is a scalar
Poisson process with jump intensity A = 0.1. We decompose the drift and diffusion coefficient in
the form with

Fi(x)=-2x, F(x)=3x- X, Gix)=x, Gx)=0, h(x) =x, (5.10)
which means
[F1(0)I VGO V M)l = 2|x], with K =2.

Setting 8 = 0 gives
2xF1(x) + (1 + O)|G1(x)]> = =322,
and

2xF(x) + (1 + 0 HG)? = 2xBx — x°) = =2(x* = 1.5)> + 4.5 < 4.5.
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Fig. 6. Simulation of one path in Example 5.3 Fig. 7. Mean square of 1000 paths in Example 5.3

Hence, Assumptiond.4\is satisfied with
6’1 = 0, B] = 3, 6’2 = 4.5, and Bz =0. (5] ])

It is easy to check that coefficients of the SDE [3.9 with their decompositions in (31Q) satisfy
Assumption[3.1) 3.2 andB 3l for any p > 2. Applying Theorem[d. 3 gives that for any initial value
xo € RY, the solution of SDE[5. 9 satisfies

, 5 & + @ + 44K}
lim sup E[x(?)]” < =—— > ~ 4
t—o0 ,Bl—ﬂz—/l(él-KI +])

(5.12)

Moreover, we can choose u(n) = 4n® and oA = A%andletr =2,y =2, p=50as well
as € = 1/50 to define the numerical solution Xx(ty) by the partially truncated EM method.
By Theorem BI1) this solution of truncated EM will converge to the true solution in L£* with
convergence rate 1/(1 +%) — r/p =~ 0.2933. Finally, by TheoremdZ for any € € (0,1.3), there
exists a A € (0, A™) such that for all A € (0, A) and any initial value xy € R4, the numerical
solution satisfies

@) +ar +24K;2+ Ky) + 6.1 +
lim sup EIXa (1) < S22 12+ KD +e €
k—oo ,Bl_ﬂz—Z/lKl(2+K1)—E 14 —-¢€

The asymptotic boundedness of the numerical method is shown in Figl6land Fig[2

6. Conclusions and future research

In this paper, the truncated EM method is investigated for SDEs driven by both Brownian
motions and Possion jumps. Both the finite time convergence and asymptotic behaviours of the
method are studied. The L'(r > 2) strong convergence is proved when the drift and diffusion
coefficients satisfy super-linear growth condition and the coefficient for Possion jumps satisfies
linear growth condition. When 0 < r < 2, we are able to prove the £ convergence of the
methods to SDEs with all the three coefficients allowing to grow super-linearly.

In the future works, we will report on the SDEs driven by Lévy process and the £" conver-
gence for SDEs whose all the three coefficients can grow super-linearly.

30



Appendix A. Proof of Lemma[3.9]

Proof. By the Itd formula and (3.7), we have
AT,

Elx(t A )l < Ixol + E f Ks(1 + [x(9)P)ds
0
AT,

+ AE f Qx(s) h(x(s)) + [h(x(s))*)ds
0
f
< |xol* + (K3 + 222K, + K?D)) f E(1 + |x(s A T)[P)ds
0

for any 0 < t < T. The Gronwall inequality shows
Elx(T A )> < C.

This implies

P(r, < T) < %
n

s Thus, the proof is complete. O

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma [3.10]

Proof. We write pa, = p for simplicity. For 0 < ¢ < T, the Itd formula gives
Elxa(t Ap) = xof* +E fo h (2XA()fa(RalsT)) + lga(Zals P )ds
+ AE fo h (2xR()A(E(s)) + 1h(Ea(s I )ds
= o/ + E fo " (258 () fa(Ea(s)) + ga(Rals )P )ds
+2 [ " a7 = Tals W sl s
+ AR fo " (22X ()h(RA(5T) + IR(EA(s)P)ds.
By (3.2), we obtain
e [ " (st + IhEas NP
<E fo " (IxaCs TP + 20h(xa(s)P )ds

<E f ’ (Ixa(sTP +4K7(1 + [5a(sT)P))ds
0

fAD tAD
<4KIT + 8KIT + HE f lxa(s7)*ds + 8KITE f Ixa(s™) = Za(s7)ds.
0 0
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Substituting this into (B.1) and applying[3.10} we have

IAD
Elxa(t A p)P? < lxol + f 2K4(1 + |Ea(s7)P)ds + 4AKET
0

Ap
+E f 2xa(s7) = Ea(O) fa(Eals™)ds
0

tAp

tAD
+ ABKIT + DE f [xa(s)*ds + A8KTE f Ixa(s7) = Xa(s7)ds
0 0

s
< (Ixof* + 2K4T + 4AL3T) + (4Ky + ABKIT + 1)) f Elxa(s A p)*ds
0

T
+ (4K + 8AK3T) f Elxa(s™) — Xa(s7)*ds
0

A
+ ZEf Ixa(s™) = Ea(sOIIfa(Fal(sT))ldSs.
0
By Lemma[3.6] we have
T
f Elxa(s™) — Za(s)Pds < C.
0
By (B.2)), we have
tAp
Ef Ixa(s™) = Xa(s I fa(Xa(s™))lds
0
tAp
< KlEf [xa(s™) = Xa(sI(1 + [Xa(sT)Dds + I5
0
tAp ¢
<C(E f Ixa(s™) = Fa(s)Pds + f Elxa(s A p)Pds + 1) + I
0 0
where
T
Is = Ef [xa(s™) = Xa(sOIIFA(EA(sT))Ids.
0
Using Lemma (3.8), condition 3.8 and (3.9) gives
T R 1
Is < p(b) f (Elals™) = Ta(sTF) ds
0

< C(p(A)* AV = C(p(A)AVH? < C.

Hence, we have
!
Elxat Ap) < C(1 + f Elxa(s A p)ds)-
0
The Gronwall inequality gives

Elxa(T Ap)* < C,

which implies (3.72). Thus, the proof is complete. O
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Appendix C. Proof of Lemma [3.18§]

Proof. Fix any A € (0, A*]. Recall that u~'(¢(A*)) > 1, we get u~' (¢(A)) > 1. For x € R¢
with |x] < u~'(¢(A)), by the definition of the truncated function, we obtain the required assertion
(3.63). For x € R? with |x| > =" (¢(A)), by (B.16), we have

2x" fa () + 18a (I + A2x" ha(x) + [ha(x))
= 2(x = A (X)) fa(x) + 22(x = 7)) ha(x)
+27(0)" fa(x) + (g2 + 27a(0) ha(x) + Alha (X))

< (l% —1)(27a () Fra () + 24ma (0 hGa() + R(L+ ma(oP)
< (/% — 1)(R( + |ra(0) + K(1 + [ra(ol)
|x] o -1 2
= K(1 A
o@D (1 + ™ (@A)
B B (TP
1 ()

< Kix|(1 + [x]) < K(1 + |x])> < 2K(1 + |x)).

Thus, we complete the proof. O

7 Appendix D. Proof of Lemma 4.6

Proof. (.17 is equivalent to the following expression

D+B
KT A

B
< A(Di- _— f k=0,1,2,---.
TS (k1+A_1), or 0,1,2,

Hence, we have

B
Dk+A

gA"(D0+ )
1 A-1

It follows

B
DksA"(D0+ )+ )
A-1) 1-A

Recalling 0 < A < 1 and taking k — oo, we obtain the required assertion d.I8l Thus, the proof is
complete. O
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