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STRONG ERROR ANALYSIS OF EULER METHODS FOR
OVERDAMPED GENERALIZED LANGEVIN EQUATIONS WITH
FRACTIONAL NOISE: NONLINEAR CASE

XINJIE DAI, JIALIN HONG, DERUI SHENG, AND TAU ZHOU

ABSTRACT. This paper considers the strong error analysis of the Euler and fast Euler meth-
ods for nonlinear overdamped generalized Langevin equations driven by the fractional noise.
The main difficulty lies in handling the interaction between the fractional Brownian motion
and the singular kernel, which is overcome by means of the Malliavin calculus and fine es-
timates of several multiple singular integrals. Consequently, these two methods are proved
to be strongly convergent with order nearly min{2(H + o — 1), a}, where H € (1/2,1) and
a € (1 — H,1) respectively characterize the singularity levels of fractional noises and singu-
lar kernels in the underlying equation. This result improves the existing convergence order
H + o — 1 of Euler methods for the nonlinear case, and gives a positive answer to the open
problem raised in [4]. As an application of the theoretical findings, we further investigate the
complexity of the multilevel Monte Carlo simulation based on the fast Euler method, which
turns out to behave better performance than the standard Monte Carlo simulation when
computing the expectation of functionals of the considered equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The generalized Langevin equation (GLE) was originally introduced by [16] and later used
extensively to describe the subdiffusion within a single protein molecule [10, 11], the motion
of microparticles moving randomly in viscoelastic fluids [3, 15], and so on. To be specific, the
position x(t) of a moving particle with mass m in the energy potential V' at time ¢ can be
modelled by the GLE

mi(t) = —VV (a(t)) — /0 K(t — s)i(s)ds + n(t).

Here, dot denotes the derivative on time, and the convolutional kernel K () of the friction (dis-
sipation) is related to the random force (fluctuation) n(t) through the fluctuation—dissipation
theorem (FDT)

E[n(t)n(s)] = kpTaK(t —s), for s <t,

where kp is Boltzmann’s constant and T4 is the absolute temperature (see e.g., [12]). To
capture the ubiquitous memory phenomena in biology and physics, the fluctuation n(t) is
often characterized by the fractional noise, and then the FDT reveals the memory kernel K (t)
being proportional to a power law ¢~ with some « > 0 (see e.g., [10, 11]). In the ‘overdamped’
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regime (m < 1), the GLE with fractional noise reduces to the following fractional stochastic
differential equation (SDE)

Dx(t) = b(x(t)) + oWg(t), (1.1)

where b := —VV, Ddx(t) := ﬁ fg(t — )" “&(s)ds is the Caputo fractional derivative with
I' being the Gamma function, ¢ > 0 is the noise intensity, and W denotes the fractional
Brownian motion (fBm) with Hurst index H € (1/2,1). Eq. (1.1), also known as the over-
damped GLE with fractional noise, shall be mathematically interpreted by its integral form
(see (2.1) for details). It is a class of stochastic Volterra integral equations (SVIEs), and we
refer to [13, 14] for more theoretical results on the well-posedness and long-time behavior of
the exact solution.

This paper is concerned with discrete-time simulations of Eq. (1.1), in view of the absence of
closed-form solutions. Generally, the memory kernels will result in expensive costs when per-
forming standard time discretizations such as the Euler method. As an appropriate candidate,
the fast Euler method shares a satisfactory computational efficiency, which is constructed by
combining the Euler method with the sum-of-exponentials approximation. The prerequisite
of the strong error analysis of the fast Fuler method is to estimate the strong error of the
Euler method. Following the arguments in [4, Proposition 3.1], the strong convergence order
H + o — 1 of the Euler method is available for Eq. (1.1) with a € (1 — H, 1), which exactly
coincides with the mean square Holder continuity exponent of the exact solution. Clearly, one
can expect a higher convergence order in terms of Eq. (1.1) since the driven noise is additive.
For the harmonic potential case, which corresponds to the linear external force case, it is
firstly proved in [4] that the Euler method applied to Eq. (1.1) with o = 2 — 2H is strongly
convergent with the sharp order nearly min{3 —3H,3/2 — H}. This convergence order result
was later extended by [1] for general a@ € (1 — H,1). For the nonlinear external force case,
the authors of [4, Page 440] left the improvement of the strong convergence order of the Euler
method as an open problem, which is exactly one main goal of the present paper.

The key-point of the strong convergence analysis for the Euler method consists in the upper
bound estimate of

E [1(€0)0/(€)) (6(s) - G1) (6(r) - (7). (1.2

where £9 := (1 — 0)z(8) + 0x(s) with § denoting the maximal grid point before s, and G(-) :=
) Jo(- = $)* 1 dWg(s) is a singular stochastic integral; see Proposition 4.1 for more related
notations. In contrast with the cases of SDEs with fBm and SVIEs with standard Brownian
motion, the treatment of (1.2) is more difficult due to the interaction between the fBm and
singular kernels, even for the linear external force case; see [1, Lemma 1] for more details.
For the nonlinear external force case, we adopt the dual formula in Malliavin calculus to
convert stochastic integrals in (1.2) into deterministic ones, whose integrands involve the
first and second order Malliavin derivatives of the exact solution. It turns out that the
Malliavin derivatives of the exact solution are bounded by some quantities associated to the
corresponding singular kernel, rather than by some constant in the case of SDEs (see e.g., [9]).
Consequently, more complicated multiple singular integrals need to be handled in our case.
By delicately estimating these multiple singular integrals, we attain the strong convergence
order nearly min{2(H + o — 1), a} of the Euler method for Eq. (1.1) with o € (1 — H,1).
On this basis, we can also read that the strong error of the fast Euler method with tolerance
€ is bounded by that of the Euler method plus multiples of . The new strong convergence
order nearly min{2(H + a — 1),a} improves the existing convergence order H + o — 1 of
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Euler methods in the nonlinear case, and particularly reproduces the corresponding result of
[9, Theorem 1] for SDEs with fBm.

An important application of strong error analysis of numerical methods is to analyze the
complexity of the multilevel Monte Carlo (MLMC) simulation that was originally developed
by Giles [5] to approximate the expectation of functionals of SDEs with standard Brownian
motion. Compared with the standard Monte Carlo simulation, the MLMC simulation has
better performance when computing such quantities, and has been applied successively to
different equations with various noises (see [9] for SDEs with fBm, [18] for SVIEs with standard
Brownian motion, and so on). By computing corrections using multiple levels of grids, the
MLMC simulation reduces the variance of the estimator to achieve the fine grid accuracy at
a relatively low cost, where the variance has a close relationship with the strong convergence
order of the time discretization. Taking into account that the fast Euler method is more
efficient than the Euler method, we apply the MLMC simulation based on the fast Euler
method to compute the expectation of functionals of Eq. (1.1). The corresponding complexity
analysis is meanwhile investigated; see Theorem 2.3 for more details.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the theoretical findings on the Euler
method, fast Euler method and MLMC simulation when they are applied to Eq. (1.1). In
order to facilitate the proof of main results, we study the first and second order Malliavin
derivatives of the exact solution, and establish the estimates of several multiple singular
integrals in Section 3. Section 4 provides the detailed proof of main results.

Notations. Denote a V b := max{a,b} and a A b := min{a,b} for a, b € R. For the
integer m > 1, denote by C}"* the space of not necessarily bounded real-valued functions that
have continuous and bounded derivatives up to order m, and by C}" the space of m times
continuously differentiable real-valued functions whose derivatives up to order m are of at
most polynomial growth. For the integer [ > 2, let C’;é = Cln C’é. For any ¢ > 1, || - |4
denotes the L9(2;R)-norm, and particularly || - || := || - [. Denote by (-,-) the L?(£;R)-
inner product. Let 1g(-) be the indicator function of the set S. Use C' as a generic constant
and use C(-) if necessary to mention the parameters it depends on, whose values are always
independent of the stepsize h and may change when it appears in different places.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Throughout this paper, we restrict ourselves to the case of 1-dimension for the simplicity of
notations, and remark that all results could be extended to the multi-dimension case. Then
the overdamped GLE (1.1) is mathematically interpreted by

1 ¢ a—1 g ‘ a—1
() = 20+ 7o /0 (t = 9" ba()s + /0 (1 — $)2~ AWy (s) (2.1)
for t € [0,T], where Wy is a 1-dimensional fBm on some complete filtered probability space
(0 F AF }epo,r), P). We always assume that b : R — R is a Lipschitz continuous function
and the initial value zp € R is deterministic. In this setting, Eq. (2.1) has a unique strong
solution for H € (1/2,1) and o € (1 — H,1) (see [14, Theorem 1]).
In order to solve Eq. (2.1) numerically, we introduce the Euler method and fast Euler
method, where the latter is more computationally efficient. Meanwhile, the corresponding
strong error analysis is established.

2.1. Euler method and fast Euler method. For a fixed integer N > 2, let {¢t,, := nh, n =
0,1,---, N} be a uniform partition of [0,7] with the stepsize h := T'/N. As introduced in [4],
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the Euler method for Eq. (2.1) can be formulated as

1 « t
Ty =20+ —— b(xi_ / tn — $)% tds + G(t), 2.2
o+ g M) [ =) (1) (22)
forn=1,2,--- , N, in which
tn
L o a1
G(tn) = —F(a) /0 (tn, — ) " dWg(s). (2.3)

Now we are in a position to present our first main result on the strong convergence order of
the Euler method (2.2) for Eq. (2.1) in Theorem 2.1, whose proof is deferred to Section 4.

Theorem 2.1. Let H € (1/2,1) and o € (1 — H,1). Ifb € C;’;’, then there exists some
positive constant C such that the strong error of the Euler method (2.2) can be controlled as

sup ||zn — z(tn)|| < CRua(h),

n<T/h
where
p2(H+a=1) ifoc (1 —H,2—2H),
Ria(h) == (|Inh|vVInT)h22H ifa =2 - 2H,
he, if o € (2—2H,1).

Remark 2.1. For the case a = 1, the model (2.1) reduces to the SDE
dz(t) = b(z(t))dt + cdWg(t), te[0,T] (2.4)

with x(0) = xg. When a tends to 1, Theorem 2.1 reproduces Theorem 1 in [9], which presented
that the Euler method for Eq. (2.4) is of first-order strong convergence under a slightly stronger
assumption b € C’g’. While for the case o € (1 — H,2 — 2H), Theorem 2.1 indicates that the
strong convergence order 2(H + « —1) of the Euler method is twice of the mean square Holder
continuity exponent of the exact solution (see [4, Lemma 2.3]). The new strong convergence
order nearly min{2(H + a — 1), a} improves the existing convergence order H + « — 1 of the
Euler method in the nonlinear case (see [4, Proposition 3.1]).

Since the overdamped GLE (2.1) is an SVIE with memory, the Euler method (2.2) needs
the computational cost of O(N?) for a single sample path, which is too expensive in practical
calculations. To improve the computational efficiency, [4] proposed the fast Euler method by
using the following sum-of-exponentials approximation.

Lemma 2.1 (Sum-of-exponentials approximation [4, 8]). For o € (0,1), tolerance e > 0 and
truncation Kk > 0, there exist positive numbers 7; and w; with 1 <1 < Mgy, such that

Mexp

‘ta—l _ Z wie Tt
i=1

<, Vte kT, (2.5)

where

1 1 T 1 1 1
Moy = O <10g—<loglog— —|—log—) +log—<loglog— + log —)> .
€ € K K € K
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Using the sum-of-exponentials approximation (2.5) with a given tolerance e < 1, the Euler
method (2.2) can be directly modified to

exp

_y0+z y] 1 / Z wie —Tl(tn s) bgy?&)l)/7l (tn—s)a_ldS—I-G(tn).

tg 1 4=1 tn—1
Then, exchanglng the summations order obtains the fast Euler method
Mexp

yn:yO‘FZwiCZn""

i=1

«

mb(yn—l) + G(tn), (2.6)

where

(e 0, ifn=1
C i S0 by f,2 e s, i > 2
satisfies the recurrence formula
1
n+l _ —7;h/n
Cz =e Cz + TZ'P(Oé)
If one takes € = h® and k = h, then My, = O((log N)?), and the above recurrence formula
indicates that the fast Euler method (2.6) only needs a computational cost of O(N (log N)?)
for a single sample path, so it is more efficient than the Euler method (2.2); see also [4, 8] for
more details. For the fast Euler method (2.6), we provide the following strong convergence
theorem.

(e—rih o 6_2Tih)b(yn—1)-

Theorem 2.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, there exists a positive constant C
independent of 0 < € < 1 such that the strong error of the fast Euler method (2.6) can be
bounded by

sup [[yn — 2(tn)|| < CRu.a(h) + Ce,
n<T/h

where R ,o(h) is defined in Theorem 2.1.

Proof. Based on the result of Theorem 2.1, the proof can be completed similar to that of [4,
Theorem 4.4]. Thus, the details are omitted. O

2.2. Multilevel Monte Carlo simulation. We are also interested in the calculation of
E[f(x(T))] for some Lipschitz continuous function f: R — R, because this quantity receives
a lot of attention in applications (see e.g., [6]). With Theorem 2.2 in hand, one can construct
the MLMC simulation combined with the fast Euler method (2.6) to compute E[f(z(T))],
where the MLMC simulation was originally proposed by Giles [5] to improve the efficiency of
Monte Carlo simulations.

Without loss of generality, we assume that 7" = 1 in this subsection. For a fixed integer
M > 2, define different stepsizes hy = M ! (l=0,1,---,L). For convenience, denote

Q:f(l’(l)), P, :f(yj\L;[l)v [=0,1,---,L, (27)

where yﬁ}ﬂ is the approximation of (1) by using the fast Euler method (2.6) with stepsize h;
and tolerance hf'. Based on the trivial identity

L
E[Pr) = E[R] + Y E[P - P4],
=1
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the MLMC estimator can be formulated as
1 No L 1 N;
Z=5 SRy N S - P, (2.8)
n=1 =1 =1

where NLO S o, PO(") with Ny i.i.d. copies {Pén) 10 of Py is used to estimate E[Py],

N% Zglzl[Pl(n) - Pl(fi] with NV i.i.d. copies {Pl(n),Pl(fi}gl:l of {P;, P,_1} is used to estimate
E[P,— P_4] forl =1,2,--- , L, and the positive integers L and N; (I =0,1,--- , L) are related
to the following complexity theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let H € (1/2,1) and a = 2 — 2H. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1,
there exist suitable positive integers L and Ny (I =0,1,--- , L) such that the mean square error
of the MLMC' estimator (2.8) can be controlled by a specified accuracy ¢ (0 < e < 1), i.e.,

1Z —E[f(z(1)]]| <€
with the computational cost Cyrarc satisfying
06_2, ZfH S (%7 %)7
Crpme < { Ce™?Inel, if H= %7
Ce= @) melt, if H e (3,1),
where p € (0,1 — H) can be arbitrary small, and the positive constant C' is independent of .
Proof. The variance formula Var(X) = || X||? — [E[X]|?, for X € L?(;R), yields
2
1Z = E[f (W) = [E[Z — E[f(z(1))]|" + Var(2)
L
s 1 1 (2.9)
=|E[P, - Q]|" + ﬁovar(Po) + l; ﬁlVar(Pl — Py) =T+ II+III,

where @ and P, are defined by (2.7). Firstly, Theorem 2.2 and the Lipschitz continuity of f
show that

I:= B[P, — Q)] < |1PL— QI = IF(y"2) — f(x(1)]?
2

< Cllyht, —a()|> < Ch [ Inhy|* < Cyhy M < (2.10)

£
3
provided p € (0,1 — H) and
_ 1 —2
L= [4—4H—2p log, (3C1e )w : (2.11)

where the notation [-] denotes the ceiling function. Secondly,

1 |Pol|2 = Co €2
IT := —Var(Ry) < <2< 2.12
N V) s THE S pes g (2.12)
provided
Ny = [3C2e7?]. (2.13)

Thirdly, for [ =1,2,--- , L, similar to the estimation of (2.10), one can obtain
Var(P = Q) < [P = Q|I* < Chy™ | Infu|?
and
Var(Q — Pi1) < Oy~ ln iy,
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SO
Var(P, — P_1) = Var(P, — Q + Q — P_y)
< (VB — Q) + Vi@~ Bi)) < Oshi= [ln
Thus,
N L ooy 2
11 := E_: N Var(P = Proa) < IZ: ﬁh‘* AH | 1 by |2 < 3 (2.14)
provided

5—4H L s_um
3Cse2hy * |Inhy*> by
=1

Combining (2.9), (2.10), (2.12) and (2.14), one can take L and N; (I =0,1,--- , L) satisfying
(2.11), (2.13) and (2.15) such that ||Z — E[f(x(1))]|| < e holds.

It remains to analyze the computational cost Cyc of the MLMC estimator (2.8). Actually,
the fact that the fast Euler method (2.6) sampling a path needs a computational cost of
O(|In hllzhl_l) (see [4, Theorem 4.4]) indicates

-‘, forl=1,2,---, L. (2.15)

L
Cuvrve < CNp + Z NO(|Inhy|*h; )
=1

3—4H
(3035—% I 7y Zhl, +1)CJIn Ju 0y
1 '=1

<Ce 24 Ce 2Z|lnhl|4 Zhl,
=1 I'=1
Ce™2, if H € (3,2),
< Ce?|In¢glf, if H=2,
Cem*Ham) e, if H e (3,1),

where the last step used the subsequent Lemma 2.2 and the following relations

M=

2
< C<3C25 + 1) + l

L =logy, e T 4 C < C|lne|,
hy =ML =Cem™7% and |Inhg| < O|lnel.
The proof is completed. O

Lemma 2.2. Let M > 2, hy = M~ (l=1,2,---,L), >0 and v € R. Then, there exists
some positive constant C' (only depends on M, 3,~, but not on L) such that

L Cy Zf’Y > 07

> nky|°h) < < |Inhy|PL, if v =0,

= Cllnhg|PR},  ify<O.
Proof. When ~ > 0, it follows from M > 2 > 1 that

+o0
Z | n 1y |°h) = Z (M)t <o Put<c
=1 =1
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Note that the result is trivial for the case v = 0. While v < 0, the fact that |In /| is increasing
with respect to [ shows

L L 400
> nhgPhy < by [Py METDITM Y < [InhgPh) > T MO < Clinhy PR,
=1 I=1 =1
which completes the proof. ]

3. PRELIMINARIES FOR THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

To facilitate the proof of Theorem 2.1, this section is devoted to establishing the Malliavin
differentiability of the exact solution and the sharp estimates of some singular integrals. In
the following, the Beta function will be frequently used, which is defined by

1
B(a,b) := / w1 — w)* du, for a,b > 0. (3.1)
0

3.1. Malliavin calculus with respect to the fBm. Let us start with some basic definitions
and Malliavin calculus with respect to the fBm; see [7, 17] for more details. Throughout
this paper, we always assume H € (1/2,1), and in this case, the covariance of the fBm
{Wh () }eepo,r) possesses the following form

t s
Cov(t,s) = H(2H — 1)/ / lu — v|?" 2dudv, Vs,te0,T].
0o Jo

Denote by & the set of real-valued step functions on [0,7] and let H be the Hilbert space
defined as the closure of £ with respect to the inner product (1jg4(-), 1j9,5(-))3 := Cov(t, s).
The map 1jg 4(-) = Wg(t) can be extended to an isometry between H and a closed subspace of
L?(Q), F,P). More precisely, denote this isometry by ¢ +— Wg (), and then for any ¢, ¢ € H,

T rT
(pooh = 1CH =1) [ [ pu)oo)lu = o 2dude = B[Wa (o)W (0)]

Denote by S the class of smooth real-valued random variables such that F' € S has the
form

F=fWu(e1),-.-, Wa(en)),

where f € C°(R™;R), ¢; € H,i =1,...,n,n € Ny. Here, C;°(R";R) is the space of all
real-valued smooth functions on R"™ with polynomial growth. The Malliavin derivative of
F € S is an H-valued random variable defined by

DF = Z 88%1 f(WH((Pl), EERE) WH(SDn))(Pia
=1

which is also a stochastic process DF' = { D, F'},.¢o, 7] with

D = 3 5 S W) Wil

For any ¢ > 1, we denote the domain of D in L4(2;R) by D"9, meaning that D' is the
closure of & with respect to the norm
1

|Fllpro = (E[IFI7) + E[IDFI4]) "
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In a similar manner, for F' € S, the iterated derivative D*F (k € N, ) is defined as a random
variable with values in H®*. For every ¢ > 1 and k € N, denote by D*¢ the completion of
S with respect to the norm

k q
|Fllowa = | E[IE1+ D 1D Fllye, |
j=1
We also denote DF>° .= ﬂqe[lm) DF4 for simplicity. For F' € D**® and ¢ € Cg, it follows
from [19, Remark 3.4] that ¢(F) € D>, D(¢(F)) = ¢/(F)DF and D?(¢(F)) = ¢"(F)DF ®
DF + ¢/(F)D?F.
Next, we introduce the adjoint operator ¢ of the derivative operator D, which is also known
as the Skorohod integral. If an H-valued random variable ¢ € L?(;H) satisfies
[E[(0, DF)u]| < C(9)|IF|, VFeD"?
then ¢ € Dom(6) and 6(p) € L?(€;R) is characterized by the dual formula
El(p, DF)u] = E[Fi(¢)], VF eD"

In particular, when ¢ € H is deterministic, the Skorohod integral d(¢) coincides with the
Riemann—Stieltjes integral fOT o(u)dWp (u).

3.2. Malliavin differentiability of the exact solution. The following extension of Grénwall’s
lemma is established in [2, Lemma 15].

Lemma 3.1. Let {f, }nen be a sequence of nonnegative real-valued functions on [0,T] and k1,
ko be nonnegative real numbers such that for alln > 1, t € [0,T] and some g € L*([0,T];R),

falt) < k1 + /0 (k2 + fa—1(s))g(t — s)ds.

Then, there is a sequence {annen, of nonnegative real numbers satisfying > o7 1 an < 00 with
the property: If sup,ecio ) fo(t) = M, then for allm > 1, t € [0,T7,
n—1
Fut) < ka4 (k1 + k) > ai + (ko + M)ay,
i=1
which implies supn>0supyepo ) fn(t) < 0o. Moreover, if further ki = ko =0, then Y~ fn(t)
converges uniformly on [0,T].

Now, we consider the first and second order Malliavin derivatives of the exact solution in
Theorem 3.1, which turns out to be bounded by some quantities related to the singular kernel
in the model (2.1), rather than by a constant, compared to the case of SDEs with fBm (see

e.g., [9]).

Theorem 3.1. Let H € (1/2,1) and o € (1 — H,1). Ifb € C’;”;, then x(t) € D> for any
t € [0,T], and there exists some constant C = C(a, H,0,T) such that for r € [0,T],
|Dyx(t)| < C(t — 7‘)0‘_11[0715) (r), a.s. (3.2)
Moreover, for any q > 1, there exists some constant C' = C(«a, H,0,T, q) such that for ri,re €
[0, 77,
t
| Dyy Dy x(t)]|g < C (t— s)o‘_l(s — 7“1)0‘_1(3 — rg)a_1d31[07t)(7‘1 Vra). (3.3)

r1Vry



10 XINJIE DAI, JIALIN HONG, DERUI SHENG, AND TAU ZHOU

Proof. Consider the following standard Picard iteration sequence

™D () = 2o + ﬁ /Ot(t B S)a—lb(x(")(S))dS +G(t), n>0 (3.4)

with 2(0)(t) = o for all t € [0,7]. To prove the statement z(t) € D> for all ¢t € [0,T), it
suffices to show that {z(™(¢)}52, converges to x(t) in L(%;R) and SUP,>0 |20 (t)||p2.a < 00
for any ¢ > 1, in view of [17, Lemma 1.5.3].
Claim 1: {z™ (t)}22, converges to x(t) in LI(4R) for any q > 1.
Let ¢ > 1. Since the law of G(t) is Gaussian, it follows from [14, Lemma 2] that for any
t€10,7],
1G]y < C@IGO] < ClIE—)* ()l < C (3.5)

with C = C(«, H,T,0,q). Then, by (3.4) and (3.5),

29 (t) =20 0)lla = I00) 5775y

For each n > 1, the assumption b € C’l} reads

t
o @) = 20, < € [ (¢ 572 s) = 2]
0

Applying Lemma 3.1 to the sequence {f, }n>0 with f,,(t) := [+ (¢) — 2 ()|, shows

o

> sup (2" (t) — 2 (1)l < oo,
n—o t€[0,7]

which implies that 2™ (t) = 2O (#)+3 72} (z*+D(¢)—2®) (t)) converges uniformly in L9(€%; R)
with respect to t € [0,T], and

tOl + G(t)”q S C(Oé,H, T7 g, qaxO)'

sup |2 (t)]4 < oo. (3.6)
te[0,7

Putting n — oo on both sides of (3.4), the limit of {z(™ (t)},>¢ satisfies Eq. (2.1), and

)

sup [z(®)]lq < oo (3.7)
t

Claim 2: sup,,> [|2™ ()||p2.a < 0o for any q > 1.

Obviously, z(9(t) € D>, Assume by induction that z(™(t) € D>, it follows from
be CI},’; that ("1 (¢) € D*°°. Thus, we have (™ (t) € D>, for any integer n > 1. Taking
the Malliavin derivative on both sides of (3.4), the chain rule of the Malliavin derivative gives

that for r < t,
1 t o
DT (n+1) — —/ o a—17/ (n) DT (n) 1 -
r 00 = s [ @)D ()1, () s +

and for r € [t,T], D,z (t) = 0. Then, using (3.5), (3.8) and the assumption b € Cl, we
have

D2 Ol <€ [ 6= 51D aarods + Ol =) 10 Ol

(t—r)*t  (3.8)

<€ [t Dr ) nids + Cla H.T,0).
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Applying Lemma 3.1 to the sequence {f, }n>0 with f,,(t) := || Dz ()|l La(q;3) obtains

sup sup ”D.Z'(n)(t)HLq(Q;H) <C(a,H,T,0), Yqg>1. (3.9)
n>0te[0,7)

Taking the Malliavin derivative on both sides of (3.8), we also have for r, ro € [0, 77,

1 t
Dy, Dy ") (t) = o) / (t — 5)°7 " (@) (5)) Dy 2™ (5) Dy, 2™ (5)1 9. 4) (11 V 1) dis
0
1 ¢ — n n
a7 [ =9 @)D D a5 1 Vs

Then, using the assumption b € C’g ’;, Holder’s inequality as well as (3.6) and (3.9), one can
derive

t
D2 O aqaien) < € [ (= 5) @) 6)) g 1D (5) oy
t
+C [ (= D% (9 ends
0

t
<C+C [ (=9 D5 |uaqamends.
0

By means of Lemma 3.1, a similar argument as in the proof of (3.9) will yield

sup sup [|D*™ (t)]| o2y < Cla, H, T, ),
n>0t€[0,T)]

which together with (3.9) proves Claim 2. Therefore, x(t) € D** for all ¢ € [0, T].
It remains to prove the estimates (3.2) and (3.3). By the chain rule of the Malliavin
derivative, we have that for r € [0, T,

Dy(t) = ( 1) / (t = )W (a()Dra(s)ds + = (t = 1) 1) (310)

IN(e Ia)
Therefore,

D,a(0)] < € [ (t= s iDra(o)lds + (= 1)) 10 (1)

from which one sees that (3.2) is a direct consequence of the singular Grénwall inequality (see
e.g., [20, Lemma 7.4]). Now we turn to proving (3.3). Taking the Malliavin derivative on
both sides of (3.10), and taking the estimates (3.2) and (3.7) into account, one obtains that
for r1, 7o € [0, 7], ¢ > 1,

t

[1Dr, Dryx(t)lg < C(/ (t=s)* s —r1)* (s —2)*Hds

tl\/r2
! /T’lvm (- S)a_luD’"zD’"lx(s)”qu> Lio,) (r1 Vv r).
Then by the singular Gronwall inequality (see e.g., [20, Lemma 7.4]), one gets
| Dy, Dy, (8l

t

r1Vry
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/Tt i W(t ) /TSW (s — ) (u— ) (u — rg)a_lduds].

1Vre n=1 F(TLOZ)

Notice that by the Fubini theorem and the relation B(na,a) = %,
! - (CT ()" 1 /s 1 1 1
—Z(t—s)"" s—u)* (u—711)* (u—1r9)* “duds
/ Ty [ )
e (CT(@)" (/t 1 1 > 1 1
= — t—3s)"" (s —u)* "ds ) (u—11)* " (u—19)" "du
/. > S (Lm0 ) =y

_ F(a) /t Z (Cr(a)(t — u)a) (t B u)a—l(u B Tl)a—l(u _ Tg)a_ld’u,

wr it D(na+a)
t

< CEqo(CT(a)T?) / (t—w)* Hu—7r)% N (u—ry)* tdu,

1Vra

where Foo(2) = 300 ) m2—, 2z € R is the Mittag Leffler function, and the exchange of

n=0 I'(an+a)’
the integrals is justified since the integrand is nonnegative. Gathering the above estimates
together proves (3.3). The proof is completed. O

3.3. Estimates of singular integrals. In this part, we give some estimates of singular
integrals, which are vital to the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let H € (1/2,1) and o € (1 — H,1). Then there exists some constant C' such
that for any 1 <i < j < N and s € (tj—1,t],

ti—1 s
/ / (s —u)* Hu—v)* "2ty — v)* *Hdudv < CR** 7, (3.11)
ti—1

ti—1 i—1
/ / (i1 — ) — (5 — 0)® ) (tjo1 — 0)* 2 (u — 0)22dudo < CH2. (3.12)
0 v

Proof. For g € (—2H,1 — 2H), using (3.1) yields

ti—1
/ / (u—v)*"72(t;_1 —v)Pdudv
ti—1
i— 1
/ / (s —u)* L u — ) 2 Pdudu < C(s — t;_1 )0 THI7IHA, (3.13)
ti—1

We proceed to prove (3.11) by separating the cases 2a > 1 and 2ac < 1. When 2« > 1, applying
s—ti—1 < h and (3.13) with f = o — 2H yields (3.11). While 2a < 1, by t;_1 —v > h, for
v € [0,t;—1], we have

ti—1
/ / (u— )72t — v)* 7 dudv
ti—1

ti—1
— / / (S _ u)a—l( )2H 2(75]_1 U)2a—1(tj_1 _ U)l_a_2Hd’Ud’LL
ti—1J0

s ti—1
< h2a—1/ / (S _ u)a—l(u )2H 2(tj—l ’U)l_a_sz’Udu < Ch2a_1,
i—1

thanks to (3.13) with f =1—«a —2H € (—2H,1 — 2H).
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Now we turn to the proof of (3.12). Note that for any 6 € (—1,0), there exists C' = C(0)
such that

/ (w—r) —t—r)fldr<Cct—uw't?, Vo<u<t<T. (3.14)
0
We also claim
ti—1
/ ((ti—l _ ,U)a+2H—2 _ (S - ,U)a+2H—2)(tj_1 _ U)a_2HdU < Ch2a_1. (315)
0

Indeed, for a € [2 —2H,1), (3.15) holds trivially since ¢;_; < s and o+ 2H —2 > 0. For
ac(l1—-—H,2—-2H), using tj_1 —v > h, for v € [0,t;_1], yields

fim by — p)ORH=2 (¢ ad2H-2) g ya-2H g,
0 J

ti—1
S ha—QH/ (ti—l o ,U)OH-2H—2 . (S o ,U)OH-2H—2dU S ChZa_l,
0

thanks to (3.14) with § = o +2H — 2 € (—1,0), which proves (3.15). Using (3.1) again,
ti—1
/ ((tior — )™ — (s — u)™ ) (u — v)?H2du (3.16)

= B(a,2H — 1)((752._1 _ U)a+2H—2 —(s— U)a+2H—2> + /s (s — u)a—l(u _ U)2H—2du‘

ti—1

Finally, (3.12) follows from (3.11), (3.15) and (3.16). The proof is completed. O

Lemma 3.3. Let H € (1/2,1) and o € (1 — H,1). Then there ezists some constant C such
that for any 0 < u <tp_1 <s<tp and 7 € (t;_1,t;] with1 <k <l <N,

ti—1
/ (1 = 0)* 7 = (= 0)* ) o — 2o < Oh* (7 — )72,
tk—1

Proof. Case 1: k <1 < k+ 2. In this case, 7 — s < 3h. Then, by (3.1),

[ =0 = o

th—1
ti—1
< / (ti—1 — ) o — tp_1) 1 72dv < ChOT2H=2 < Opo (7 — 5)2H 2,
lg—1
Case 2: k+3 <1 < N.In this case, ty_1 < TF* < t;_1 — $h. For v € (t;_1, %), we obtain
t + tg

T—U§(l—k—i—l)h§4(l—]€—2)h:8(tl_1— )§8(tl_1—?]),

which implies 7 — s < 2(7 — v) < 16(t;—1 — v) and

(tig —0)* = (7 =) P < (1 —a)(ti_1 —v)*2h < Ch(ti_1 —v)*2H (7 — 5)* 172,

Hence, it follows from u < tp_1 and t;_1 —v > %h for v € (tg_1, TTJ“”) that

T+s
2

(i —0)* ™ = (7 =0)* o —uf2do
tk—1

Tts
2

<Ch (ti_1 — ) 2H (v — u)? = 2du (1 — 5)2H 2
tk—1
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ti—1
< Cho‘/ (tiy — ) 7 2H (v — ) 2PH2do(r — 5) 172 < Cho (1 — s)2 172,

th—1
For v € (%2, t;—1), we have 7 — s < 2(v — s) < 2(v — u), for u < ¢4y < s, and then

ti—1
J R e G B MR Rt
2

ti—1
= C/+ (i1 —0)* = (7 =) N do(r — 5)272 < Oh (7 — 5)*H 2,

which completes the proof. O
Lemma 3.4. Assume either

(Cl) B<0andy<O0with —1<fB+~v<0 or (C2)5>0, ve(—10).
Then there exists some constant C' such that for any 7 € (tj—1,t;] and n € (0,t;_1] with
1<j<N,

n
/ (n—1)P((tj—1 — 1) — (1 —r))dr < CHEFHFDNOFD, (3.17)
0
Proof. We first prove (3.17) under condition (C1). Notice that there exists a unique integer
k satisfying t,_1 < n <ty <t;_1. Since v < 0, we have for all r € (0,t;_1),
(b =) = (7 =) < (o =) = (& = 1) < (e — 1) = (e = 1),
which together with < 0 and 5+ v € (—1,0) indicates

/0 =) (a1 — (= 1))
< /Otkl(tk—1 =) ((ter = 7)7 = (t — )7)dr

th—1
< / (tp_1 — T)B+V — (t — T)BJ”dr < Chﬁ-ﬁ-’H—l,
0

due to (3.14) with 6 = 8+ ~. In addition, since t;_; <7 <t <tj_1 and v <0,

[ =Pty =< [1 e < onti,

t—1 th—1

Thus, one can conclude that (3.17) holds under condition (C1).
It remains to prove (3.17) under condition (C2). Actually, observe that § > 0 ensures
(n —7)? < TP for all r € [0,n]. Hence, it follows from (3.14) with # = ~ that

n ti—1
[ o=l (e =y = =mar <€ [T =0y - (- <o
0 0
The proof is complete. U

Lemma 3.5. Let H € (1/2,1) and o € (1 — H,1). Then there ezists some constant C such
that for any n € [0, T andTG(] 1,t;] with 1 < j <N,

/ / (1 —v)* o —r[PHF2dodr < CRyW(h), (3.18)

/on /otjl(n =) (o1 = 0)* 7 = (r = 0)* o = rPP P dvdr < ORpa(h),  (3.19)
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where R o(h) is defined in Theorem 2.1.

Proof. We will first prove (3.18) with 1 < j < N. Specifically, it is divided into the following
four cases.
Case 1: n € [0,t1]. The estimate (3.18) can be obtained by

/ / (1 — ) o — r[2H2dudr
< /0 /T (n—r)°tr —v)* (v —r) 2 2dvdr

n
< C/ (T] _ T)a_l(T _ T)a+2H_2d7’ < Cha/\2(a+H—1).

Case 2: 1) € (t1,t;—1]. In this case, we have

n—h — 2H-2 7
/ / U)a 1 |’U r | d’Ud
n— h 2 a— r R o

Besides, in virtue of 7 > tj_l 2 7,
n T
/ / (n—r)* "t —v) o —rP T 2dvdr
n—h Jt;_1
n
< C/ (,’7 _ ,r,)a—l(T o T‘)a+2H_2d’r’ < Cha/\2(a+H_l).
n—nh
Thus, the estimate (3.18) holds for Case 2.
]

Case 3: n € (tj—1,7]. In view of the result of Case 2, the left hand side of (3.18) can be
controlled by

n T
CRH,a(h) + / / (77 _ T)a_l(T _ U)a_l‘r N ’U’2H_2d’ud7’.
t; t;

The second term can be bounded as

/ / (7 — ) r — o2 2dudr
ti—1
:/ / (n—r)*Yr —v)2 L r — )2 2dudr
tji—1 Jtj—1
n T
+ / / (n— 7)Y —0)* (v — ) 2dodr

noom
< / (r—0)* -2t —v)2H2drdo
j 1

+C / — ) t2H=2qp < op2leti=1), (3.20)
j 1

Hence, the estimate (3.18) holds for Case 3.
Case 4: n € (1,T Utlhzlng the result of Case 3, the estimate (3.18) can be attained by

/ / — ) Yo — 72 2dudr
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:/ / (n—r)* 7 —v)* o — r2 T 2dodr
0 ti—1
n T
+ / / (n — )Y —v)2 L —0)? 1 2dodr
T ti—1

< CRpalh) + C/ (n—v)* P2 (7 —0)*do
Jj—1

< CRua(h) + ChOM O < ORpy o ().

One can conclude that we have proven (3.18) when 1 < j < N. It remains to prove (3.18)
for the case j = 1. In this case, one can divide € [0,T] into n € [0, 7] and n € (7, T], which
will fall into the above Cases 1 and 4, respectively. Thus, the proof of (3.18) is completed.

Next, we turn to proving (3.19) under the settings n € [0,¢;_1] and n € (t;_1, T, separately.
When n € [0,t;_1], it follows from Lemma 3.4 that

n
/ (77 o T‘)a+2H_2((tj_1 _ ,r,)a—l _ (7_ _ ’r’)a_l)dT‘ < Cha/\2(a+H_l). (3‘21)
0
Similarly, for « < 2 — 2H, Lemma 3.4 also implies that
7
/ (,’7 o ,r,)a—l((tj_l _ ,r,)a+2H—2 _ (7_ _ ,r,)a+2H—2)d,r, < Ch2(a+H_1), (3‘22)
0

and (3.22) holds trivially for o > 2 — 2H since t;_; < 7. The left hand side of (3.19) is equal
to

n T
Ti+ T2 = / / (n— T)O‘_l((tj_l —v) Tt — (= U)O‘_l) (r —v)* " 2dvdr
ti— 1
/ / ((tj_l —v) Tt — (7= v)o‘_l)(v — )22 dpdr.
By (3.1) and (3.21),
T < C/ a+2H 2((tj—1 - U)a—l - (7_ - ?})a_l)d’l) < thoa/\2(oc-‘,-f17—1)7

and using a similar argument of (3.16) gives

n
T2 < C/ (’I’} - ’r’)a_1<(tj_1 _ r)oe+2H—2 _ (7_ _ ,r,)a+2H—2
0
+

/ (r—v)* v - 7‘)2H_2dv> dr,

ti—1
which can be further bounded by CRE «(h), in view of (3.18) and (3.22). Thus, (3.19) follows.
When n € (tj—1,T], the left hand side of (3.19) can be bounded by
1 1
T +T; = /] / " (tj—1—1) ((tj—l —0)* (7 — v)a_1)|v —r[?2dpdr

j—1
+ / / (=7 ((tjo1 —v)* = (7 =) ) (r — ) 2dudr,
tj,1 0
in which 77 < Cho"2(@+H=1) 1y the obtained result with 5 = ¢;_1. Besides,

ti— 1
7~2 < C/ a+2H 2((tj—1 _ U)a—l _ (7_ _ U)a_l)d’u
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_ Jene, if o € [2—2H,1),
— | CrHetH=D " if o e (1 — H,2 — 2H),

in which (3.14) with # = a — 1 € (—1,0) is used to deal with the case a € [2 — 2H, 1), while
the inequality

/Otjl(n _ 'U)a+2H_2((tj_1 _ U)a—l _ (T . U)a_l)d'v

ti—1
<O [T e =) I (g 0 (0
0

and (3.21) are used to handle the case o € (1—H,2—2H). Hence, (3.19) holds for n € (t;_1,T].
The proof is complete. O

4. PROOFS

In this section, we provide the detailed proof of Theorem 2.1.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1. We denote § :=t;_; for s € (tj_1,¢;] with j =1,2,--- ,N. By
introducing

n L)
R, = Z/ (tn, — s)a_l(b(x(s)) — b(x(ﬁ)))ds, ne{l,2,--- ,N}
j=1"ti-1
and according to (2.1) and (2.2), the strong error of the Euler method satisfies

o = 2t < 5 | S [ o ) — bt as|
j=1"1

ti—1

b2 [t 9 006 — viats)s|
j=1"ti-1

<O [ =9 g —a@)ds + | Rl

j=17ti-1

for any n € {1,2,---, N}, where the last step used the assumption b € Cl}. Then, applying
the singular Gronwall inequality yields

[2n = 2(tn)]| < Cl Rl (4.1)
In order to estimate ||R,||, the GLE (2.1) is reformulated as
x(t) = ((t) + G(t), where ((t) := xg + ﬁ/o (t — 5)* 'b(x(s))ds. (4.2)
The mean value theorem implies b(z(s)) — b(z(3)) = (z(s) — z(3)) fol v (¢9)do with
¢ = a(3) + 0(2(s) — x(3)). (4.3)

This along with (4.2) gives

Rl <[ 3 [ =9 ) = c0) [ eyanas]
j=1"7ti-1
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Since b € C} and ¢ is a-Holder continuous in L?(£%;R) (see [4, Page 456]),
IRl <032 [ (b =97 ote) = 65 s
=17t

n £
<Chy / " (tn — )2 ds < O, (4.5)
=17t
To estimate || Ry, 2|/, we denote

1 tj
J . — 3 a—1 s) — § /(&0 s
1, = /0 /t (1= ) (G - G () s,

and make the decomposition

”Rn,2”2 ZH 2|’2+2 Z n27 n2

1<i<j<n

For the first term of the right hand side, using the fact that G(-) is (H + a — 1)-Hoélder
continuous in L?(£2;R) (see [14, Proposition 1]) yields

. 2
Zumu%cZ(/f ta =) Gi(s) - <s:>uds>

n ta 2 n—1
< Ch2(H+a—l) Z </ J (tn _ S)a—lds> < Ch2(H+2a—1) <1 + Z(n j)2(a 1)>
j=1 \7ti-1 j=1
Ch2H+4a=2 if 1 - H<a<3i,
< C(|Inh|vInT)R*H, if o= 1,
Cp2Ht2e=1 if L <a<1,
which can be further bounded by C’R%[’ o(h). Thus,
1Rnoll* < CREy () +2 D> (Tho ). (4.6)
1<i<j<n

Notice that (I}, o, r o) is equal to

/ / / | / "t 97— )R (€ () (G(s) — G(8)) (G(r) — () |drdsdbd.

Our main efforts for the proof of Theorem 2.1 lies in the domination of the expectation in
the integrand of the above formula, as the subsequent Proposition 4.1 shows. Recall that G(-)
is defined by (2.3).

Proposition 4.1. For s € (t;—1,t;], 7 € (tj—1,t;] with1 <i < j <N, and 6,X € (0,1), let
€9, &) be given by (4.3). Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1,

E[1/(€0)¥ (€) (G(s) = G(3)) (Glr) = G(P) | < ORY 1 () — 5212,
where the constant C = C(«, H, T, 0) is independent of 0, \, s, 7,1, j.
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The proof of Proposition 4.1 is deferred to Subsection 4.2 without interrupting the flow of the
proof of Theorem 2.1.
With Proposition 4.1 in mind, one can derive

. . tn—1 tn
> (2] s) < CRYa(h) / / (tn — 5) " (b — 7)1 (7 — 5)22drds
0 s

1<i<j<n
tn U
= CR%La(h) / / o (u — 0)? 2 dudu
h 0

tn
< ORY . (h) / w234y < ORY, (1), (4.7)
h
where the last step used the fact 2o + 2H — 3 > —1 since a € (1 — H,1). Substituting (4.7)
into (4.6) gives | Ry 2| < CRu,o(h), which along with (4.4) and (4.5) reveals
[ Rnll < CRHa(h)'
Finally, recalling the estimate (4.1) completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. U

Remark 4.1. We would like to mention that by the same strategy as in the proof of [1, Page
5], the estimate (4.5) for ||[Ry1|| could be improved to be

Ch(2H+1a=2)A(Ba) ifl—H <a<1/2,
1R < Cmax {h?H | Inh|p%/?}, if a=1/2,
LT ) opRHA A=A e+ if1/2 <a<1—H/2,
Chotl, if1-H/2<a<]1,

which means that the error terms ||Ry1|* and > |]Ii72|]2 share the same rates with those

n

the Euler method (2.2) for the overdamped GLE (2.1) in the nonlinear case.

of the linear case. Hence, the rest error term 221§i<j§n<li,2717{,2> dominates the error of

4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.1. For all 0 < s <t < T, the increment of the diffusion term

can be rewritten as
o

G(t) — G(s) = W< /0 (=)o = (s — w)o LW (u) + / t(t - u)a_ldWH(u)>

- ﬁ‘S(((t =)0 = (s =) D) + (t - ‘)0_11(8@('))’

where 9§ is the Skorohod integral introduced in Subsection 3.1. For the simplicity of notations,
for s € (0,T], we denote

Ais) = (G =77 = (5= o (O Al8) = (s — 1 a0,
A(5s) = A(58) + A 5), U(ss) = —A(58) + A(55).
It follows from the dual formula [9, Eq. (25)] that

0.2
E|V(EV(E)(G(5) ~ GE) (G0) = 6)] = gy E Y EWENSU(:)0(U 7))
O'2 O'2
= P BV EV(E)U(59). UG m)n] + g BEUDID(HEDY (€6)) U3 ) U3

<c / 1B/(€)8 () 1 Al ) A(v: ) — o ~2dudv
[0,7]2
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€ [ DDy (DY EN) 1A AW Dlrs — a2y = o 2drsdudrado.
o (4.8)
Applying the product rule and chain rule of the Malliavin derivative obtains
Dy, (V(EDY (€))) = (€D Dr, €00(€) + V' (DY (€) Dy &7, (4.9)
and
Dr, Dy, (W (V' (€2)) = 6" (€) Dry 60 Dr €1/ (€7) + 1" (€9) Dr, Dr £V (67)
+ 6" (69) Dr £55" (67) Dry 7 + V' (69) D56 (67) Dr €7
+ V(€Y (€1) Dy Dy &7 + V(€D (€) Dr, Dr &7 (4.10)
Invoking (4.9) and (4.10), it follows from b € C’l};’, Holder’s inequality and (3.7) that
|1 Dr, Dy, (V' (€DV' () 11 < C(I1Dry D &1 + |17, Dry£21))
+ C(1Dr,&lla + 1 Dr 2114) (ID5oES 4 + D1y a)-
Note that [|b'(€2)6(€2)]1 is bounded since b € C}. Thus, by (4.8),
E[b’(gf)b’(g}.)(c(s) ~-G(3)(G(r) - G(%))} <C{T+K+L}, (4.11)
where

J = A(u; s)A(v; 7)u — v|* 2 dudw, (4.12)
(0,772
o= [ Dl 1D ) A )l — -2

X /0T2 (1D, €204 + | Dy €2(|4) A(v; 7)|r2 — v[*H 2 dradu, (4.13)

)

L= /0 (I, D €21+ 1D, D, £21)

)

x A(u; 8)A(v; 7)1 — w2172 |ry — o2 =2dr dudrydo. (4.14)

Finally, the proof of Proposition 4.1 is completed by combining Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 with
(4.11). O
The rest of the section is devoted to proving Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2.

Lemma 4.1. For J given by (4.12), there exists some constant C such that
J < ChQa(T _ S)2H_2,
for any s € (ti—1,t;] and 7 € (tj_1,t;] with 1 <i < j < N.

Proof. According to A = A+ A and (4.12), we have J = J1 + Jo + J3 + J4 with

J = / A(u; s)A(v; 7)|u — v 2dudv, Jp = / A(u; 8)A(v; 7)|u — v 2dudv,
[0,7]? [0,7]?

Js = / A(u; s)A(v; 7)|u — v 2dudv, Ty = / A(u; 8)A(v; 7)|Ju — v 2dudw.
[0,7]? [0,7]?
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Estimate of ;. We firstly decompose 77 into
ti—1 t] 1
Ji = / / 1 —uw)® - (s — u)o‘_l) ((tj_l — U)O‘_l —(r— U)O‘_l) v — u]2H_2dvdu
ti—1 ti—1
= / / ((ti—l —u)* ! — (s — u)a_l) ((tj_l —v) Tt — (7 = U)O‘_l) v — w2 dvdu
0 0

ti—1 rtj—1
+ / / ((timr —w)* ' = (s —w)* M) ((tj—1 —0)* ' = (7 —0)* 1) |v — u[*2dvdu
0 ti—1
=: J11 + J12.

In order to estimate J11, we note that for v € [0,¢,_1], one has 7 — s < 2(t;—1 — v), which
implies
(tj_l — U)a_l — (7’ — U)a_l < h(tj_l — U)a_2 < Ch(tj_l — U)a_2H(T — 8)2H_2. (4.15)

Besides,
ti—1  pti—a
/ / (i1 — 0 — (s — ) D) (tjo1 — 0)* o — PP 2dvdu (4.16)
0 0

ti—1 ti—1
< / / ((ti—l _ u)a—l o (8 o u)oz—l)(tj_l o U)oz—2H(u o v)zH_2dudv
0 v
ti—1 ti—1
+het / / ((ti—l - u)a_l —(s— U)a_l) (tj—l — U)l_zH(U — u)2H_2dvdu
0 u

ti—
< Ch*~1 4 opot / 1(752-_1 — )t — (s —u)* ldu < CR2,
0

in which (tj_; —v)®™t < he~L for v < t;1 < t;_; was used in the first inequality, (3.12),
ti—1 < tj_1, and (3.1) were used in the second inequality, and (3.14) with § = o —1 € (-1,0
was used in the last inequality. Then, the combination of (4.15) and (4.16) reveals

Ji1 < Ch*(r — 5)?H72, (4.17)
By the virtue of Lemma 3.3 with £ =i and [ = j, as well as (3.14) with § = o — 1,
ti—1
Ji2 < Ch%(t — 3)2H_2/ (tig —u)® = (s —u)* 'du < OR* (1 — 5)2H 72, (4.18)
0
Collecting (4.17) and (4.18), one obtains J; = Ji1 + Jia < Ch?¥(1 — 5)*1 2,

Estimate of J5. Forv € [t;_i, 7] and u € [0,t;—1], T—s = T—v+v—s5 < h+v—u < 2(v—u),
which along with (3.14) with § = a — 1 implies

J2 = /tz 1 / ticy —w)* " = (s —u)* ) (7 —v)* (v — u)*Pdudu
<o [ o ) a7

< Cha(r — sypH-2

Estimate of J3. To facilitate the estimation of J3, we note that

S ti—1
Jz = / / (s —u)* H((tj—1 —v)* ' = (7 —v)* ) v — w2 2dvdu
ti—1 J0
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_ /t.s /Otil(s B u)a_l ((t]’—l _ 'U)a_l . (7_ . U)a—l) (u _ 'U)2H_2d’l)du

s ti_1
+ / / ’ (s —u)*? ((tj—1 — 0)* = (1 —v)* | - u)* 1 2dvdu
ti—1 Jti—1
=: J3,1 + J3,2.
It follows from (4.15) and (3.11) that

s ti—1
T3 < Ch/ / (s —w)* Hu—v)*"2(t;_1 —v)* ?Hdvdu(r — 5)2H 2
ti1
< Ch*¥(r — 5)?H =2,

The estimate of J32 can be divided into two cases: ¢ < j < i+ 2andi+3 < j < N. If
i < j <1+ 2, then similar to (3.20), we have

1
T32 < / /] (s —w)* M (tj—1 — v)* Ho — u[*2dvdu (4.19)
ti—1 Jti—1
< Ch2 a+H 1) < Chza( )2H 2

I

where the last step used 7 —s <t; —t;_1 < 3h. If i+3 < j < N, we apply (4.19) to obtain

s t;
/ / (s —u)*? ((tj—1 — v)*t — (7 — v)o‘_l) lv — u[*H~2dvdu
ti—1 Jtia

s t;
< / / (S - U)a—l(tz’ - ’U)Oé—l‘v — u\2H_2dvdu < Ch2a(7_ _ S)2H_2,
i—1 i—1

and utilize Lemma 3.3 with £k =741 and | = j to get

s ti_1
/ / ’ (s —w)* M (tjm1 —0)* ' = (7 = 0)* ) v — u[*2dvdu
ti—1 J;

< Cho(r — s)H172 / (s —u)® tdu < Ch2¥(r — )22,

ti—1

These imply J32 < Ch?*(7 — 5)*=2 for the case i +3 < j < N. Hence, we have J3 <
Ch?*(r — 5)*H =2,
Estimate of J;. It can be divided into two cases: j =i+ 1and 1+ 2 < j7 < N. When

J=1i+1,
Jy = / / (s —w)* L (r —0)* L — w) T 2dvdu
ti—1 Jt

< / / (s —u)* Y1 —v)* v — s)2 2dudu
ti—1Js

<C(r— s)a+2H_2/ (s —u)* Ldu < Ch2Y(r — 5)H172,

ti—1
When i +2 < j < N, for v € [tj_1,7] and u € [t;_1, s], we have

T—s<(j—i+Dh<3(—i—1)h<3v-—u),
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and thus,

Js < C'/ / (s —u)* Y7 —v)* tdodu(r — 5)2H 2 < Ch?** (1 — 5)* 172

Finally, gathering the above estimates of J1, J2, J3 and J; together completes the proof.
O

Lemma 4.2. For K and L respectively given by (4.13) and (4.14), there exists some constant
C such that

K+ L < CRY 4(h),
for any s € (ti—1,t;], 7 € (tj—1,t;] with1 <i<j <N, and 0, X € (0,1).

Proof. According to Lemma 3.5, one has that for any 7 € (¢;_1,t;] with 1 < j <N,

sup / / ) A(v; )| — 0P 2dedr < CRpo(h). (4.20)
1e(0,T7]

Then, taking (3.2) and (4.20) into account shows

A1
K <C sup / / p1 — 1) L Aus s)|r — w2 2 dudr
w€[0,T]

% re _roye—lg 2H -2
sup ,ug 9) (v;7)|re — | dvdry < CR% alh).
p2€[0,77]

Besides, (3.3) and (4.20) display

L<C sup / / =) =) g (1 Vo)
o

nel0,7]
x A(u; s)A(v; 7)1 — w172 ry — o2 ~2dr dudrydudy

I
< CRyo(h) sup / (b —n)*"'dn < CRY L (h).
nel0,7] /0

The proof is complete. O
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