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Abstract

In this paper, we apply the tamed technique to the Milstein numerical scheme to
investigate Neutral Stochastic Delay Differential Equations(NSDDEs) with highly
nonlinear coefficients. Under the local Lipschitz condition and Khasminskii condi-
tion, the tamed Milstein numerical solution converges strongly to the exact solution.

Key words: neutral stochastic differential delay equations; tamed Milstein scheme;
local Lipschitz; strong convergence.

1 Introduction

As an important class of differential dynamical systems, Neutral Stochastic Delay Differ-
ential Equations(NSDDEs) play an important role in many fields, such as biology, finance
and automatic control [1,3]. In general, although some linear stochastic differential equa-
tions(SDEs) can be solved explicitly, solutions to SDEs with highly nonlinear coefficients
are difficult to obtain. Therefore, numerical schemes are of great importance in the study
of nonlinear SDEs. In recent years, many literatures related to numerical schemes have
emerged, see [8, 14].

Most convergence results on the numerical schemes for SDEs require the coefficients
satisfying the local Lipschitz condition and linear growth condition. When the drift term
or diffusion term does not meet the linear growth condition, the Euler-Maruyama(EM)
method will divergence in finite time, see [4]. Later, Hutzenthaler [5] proposed a tamed
EM method with strong convergence of order 1/2. Then, Sabanis [10] extended the strong
convergence results of the tamed Euler scheme to SDEs whose drift term satisfies local
conditions and superlinear growth conditions. Wang and Gan [12] further extended a
tamed Milstein scheme to SDEs with commutative noise.

NSDDEs is one of the special class of ordinary SDEs, which can be used to describe
important phenomena in life. When their coefficients do not meet the linear growth, the
classical EM scheme does not converge. Therefore, scholars have given many modified
numerical schemes for NSDDEs with highly nonlinear coefficients, and studied their con-
vergence. Ji [6] analyzed the convergence rate of tamed EM for NSDDEs with linear
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growth of diffusion term. Tan and Yuan [11] studied the strong convergence of the tamed
theta scheme for NSDDEs with one-side Lipschitz drift coefficients. Yan et al. [13] inves-
tigated the strong convergence of the split-step theta method for the NSDDEs, where the
corresponding coefficients may be highly nonlinear with respect to the delay variables.
Lan and Wang [7] investigated strong convergence of modified truncated EM method for
NSDDEs. For a class of highly nonlinear SDDEs with nonlinear growth conditions, Zhang
et al. [15] proposed the truncated Milstein method and gave its convergence rate. Deng et
al. [2] developed two types of explicit tamed EM schemes for NSDDEs, in which both drift
and diffusion coefficients can grow superlinearly, and investigate the strong convergence,
mean-square stability.

Inspired by [2, 6, 12], we develop tamed Milstein scheme for NSDDEs with highly
nonlinear coeffcients. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the section 2,
we present some preliminaries and assumptions on the NSDDEs. The tamed Milstein
scheme is proposed in section 3 and the strong convergence of the tamed Milstein is given
in section 4.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise specified, let (Ω,F , P ) be a complete probability
space with a filtration {Ft}t≥0 satisfying the usual conditions(i.e., it is right continuous
and increasing while F0 contains all P-null sets). Let B (t) be an m-dimensional Brownian
motion. ‖·‖denotes the Euclidean norm in R

n. The inner product of x, y in R
n is denoted

by 〈x, y〉 or xT y. If A is a matrix, its trace norm is denoted by |A| =
√

trace (ATA). Let
τ > 0 be a constant and denote C ([−τ, 0] ;Rn) the space of all continuous functions from
[−τ, 0] to R

n with the norm ‖ξ‖ = sup−τ≤θ≤0 |ξ(θ)|.

In this paper, we study the numerical approximation of the neutral stochastic differ-
ential delay equations(NSDDEs)

d[x(t)−D(x(t− τ))] = b(x(t), x(t − τ))dt + σ(x(t), x(t− τ))dB(t), t ≥ 0, (2.1)

with the initial data

{x(θ) : −τ ≤ θ ≤ 0} = ξ ∈ Lp
F0

([−τ, 0];Rn) , (2.2)

that is ξ is an F0-measurable C ([−τ, 0] ;Rn)-valued random variable and E‖ξ‖p < ∞.
Here

D : Rn → R
n, b : Rn × R

n → R
n, σ : Rn × R

n → R
n×m.

We assume that the coefficients D, b and σ are Borel-measurable and satisfy the
following conditions:
(A1) For any s, t ∈ [−τ, 0] and q > 0, there exists a positive constant θ > 0 such that

E |ξ (t)− ξ (s)|q ≤ θ |t− s|q .

(A2) D(0) = 0 and there exists a constant κ ∈ (0, 1) such that

|D (x)−D (y) |≤ κ| x− y| for all x, y ∈ R
n.

(A3) For every constant R > 0, there exists a positive constant KR, such that

|b(x, y)− b(x̄, ȳ)| ∨ |σ(x, y)− σ(x̄, ȳ)| ≤ KR (|x− x̄|+ |y − ȳ|) ,
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for all |x| ∨ |y| ∨ |x̄| ∨ |ȳ| ≤ R.
(A4) There are constants R > 0 and K̄R > 0 such that

|σi(x, y)σ(x, y)− σi(x̄, ȳ)σ(x̄, ȳ)| ≤ K̄R(|x− x̄|+ |y − ȳ|), i = 1, 2.

for all |x| ∨ |y| ∨ |x̄| ∨ |ȳ| ≤ R where

σi (x1, x2) =
∂σ (x1, x2)

∂xi
.

(A5) There exist constants p >2 and K1 > 0 such that

(x−D(y))T b(x, y) +
p− 1

2
|σ(x, y)|2 ≤ K1(1 + |x|2 + |y|2),

for x, y ∈ R
n.

Lemma 2.1 Let assumption (A3) and (A4) hold, the equation(2.1) have a unique global

solution x(t), t ∈ [0, T ], and there exists a positive constant C such that for any p ≥ 2

E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣x(t)
∣

∣

p
)
)

≤ C, (2.3)

where the positive constant C := C(p, T,K1, ||ξ||, κ).

Proof: By (a+ b)p ≤ (1 + ε)p−1 (ap + ε1−pbp) where a, b, ε > 0, p ≥ 2

|x(t)|p = |x(t)−D(x(t− τ)) +D(x(t− τ))|p

≤ (1 + ε)p−1
(

|x(t)−D(x(t− τ))|p + ε1−p|D(x(t− τ))|p
)

.

Let ε = κ
1−κ

, then

|x(t)|p ≤ (1− κ)1−p|x(t)−D(x(t− τ))|p + κ1−pD(x(t− τ))p

≤ (1− κ)1−p|x(t)−D(x(t− τ))|p + κx(t− τ)p

≤ (1− κ)1−p|x(t)−D(x(t− τ))|p + κ(||ξ||p + x(t))p)

≤ (1− κ)−p|x(t)−D(x(t− τ))|p +
κ

1− κ
||ξ||p. (2.4)

An application of Itô formula yields

|x(t)−D(x(t− τ))|p

≤
∣

∣ξ(0)−D(ξ(−τ))
∣

∣

p
+

∫ t

0

p
∣

∣x(s)−D(x(s− τ))
∣

∣

p−2
[p− 1

2

∣

∣σ(x(s), x(s− τ)|2

+
(

x(s)−D(x(s− τ))
)T

b
(

x(s), x(s− τ)
)

]

ds

+

∫ t

0

p
∣

∣x(s)−D(x(s− τ))
∣

∣

p−2(
x(s)−D(x(s− τ))

)T
σ
(

x(s), x(s− τ)
)

dB(s)

=
∣

∣ξ(0)−D(ξ(−τ))
∣

∣

p
+ I1(t) + I2(t) + I3(t). (2.5)
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Under (A2) and (A5), we have the following estimate

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

I1(t)
)

+ E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

I2(t)
)

=E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0

p
∣

∣x(s)−D(x(s− τ))
∣

∣

p−2
[

(

x(s)−D(x(s− τ))
)T

b
(

x(s), x(s− τ)
)

+
p− 1

2

∣

∣σ(x(s), x(s− τ)
∣

∣

2
]

ds
)

≤CE

∫ T

0

(

x(s))p−2 + |D(x(s− τ))|p−2)
(

1 + |x(s)|2 + |x(s− τ)|2
)

ds

≤CE

∫ T

0

(

1 +
∣

∣x(s)
∣

∣

p
+
∣

∣x(s− τ)
∣

∣

p
)

ds

≤C + C

∫ T

0

E

(

sup
0≤u≤s

∣

∣x(u)
∣

∣

p
)

ds. (2.6)

For I3(t), by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy(BDG) inequality and Hölder inequality which
yields

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

I3(t)
)

=E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0

p
∣

∣x(s)−D(x(s− τ))
∣

∣

p−2(
x(s)−D(x(s− τ))

)T
σ
(

x(s), x(s− τ)
)

dB(s)

)

≤CpE

(

∫ T

0

(

∣

∣x(s)−D(x(s− τ))
∣

∣

2p−2∣
∣σ(x(s), x(s− τ))

∣

∣

2
)

ds

)
1

2

.

≤CpE

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣
x(t)−D

(

x(t− τ)
)

∣

∣

∣

p−1(
∫ T

0

∣

∣σ(x(s), x(s− τ))
∣

∣

2
ds
)1/2

)

.

Then by inequality ap−1b ≤ p−1
p
ap + 1

p
bp and (A3), we could obtain

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

I3(t)
)

≤CpE

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣
x(t)−D

(

x(t− τ)
)

∣

∣

∣

p)

+ CpE

(

∫ T

0

|σ(x(s), x(s− τ))
∣

∣

2
ds
)p/2

≤CpE

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣
x(t)−D

(

x(t− τ)
)

∣

∣

∣

p)

+ CpE

(

∫ T

0

(1 + |x(s)|2 + |x(s− τ)|2ds
)p/2

≤Cp + CpE

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣
x(t)−D

(

x(t− τ)
)

∣

∣

∣

p)

+ Cp

∫ T

0

E

(

sup
0≤u≤s

∣

∣x(u)
∣

∣

p
)

ds. (2.7)

Now, substituting (2.6) and (2.7) into (2.5), it derives that

E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣x(t)−D(x(t− τ))
∣

∣

p
)

≤ C + C

∫ T

0

E

(

sup
0≤u≤s

∣

∣x(u)
∣

∣

p
)

ds. (2.8)

Then, substituting into (2.4), it derives that

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|x(t)|p
)

≤ C + C

∫ T

0

E

(

sup
0≤u≤s

∣

∣x(u)
∣

∣

p
)

ds.

An application of Gronwall inequality yields

E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣x(t)
∣

∣

p
)
)

≤ C.
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3 Tamed Milstein Scheme

Fix 0 < τ < T , without loss of gengrality, we assume that T and τ are rational numbers,
and the step size ∆ ∈ (0, 1) be fraction of τ and T , so that there exist two positive integers
M and m such that ∆ = T/M = τ/m, tk = k∆ : k = −m, . . . 0, 1, 2, . . .M − 1.

Applying the classic Milstein scheme [9] to (2.1) with initial data (2.2), we have the
discrete-time Milstein shceme






















Ytk =ξ (tk) , k = −m,−m + 1, . . . , 0

Ytk+1
=D(Ytk+1−m

) + Ytk −D
(

Ytk−m

)

+ bh
(

Ytk , Ytk−m

)

∆+ σ
(

Ytk , Ytk−m

)

∆Btk

+ σ1

(

Ytk , Ytk−m

)

σ
(

Ytk , Ytk−m

)

l1

+ σ2

(

Ytk , Ytk−m

)

σ
(

Ytk−m
, Ytk−2m

)

l2, k = 0, 1, . . . ,M − 1,

(3.1)

Here

l1 =

∫ tk+1

tk

∫ s

tk

dB(t)dB(s) =
(∆Btk)

2 −∆

2
, l2 =

∫ tk+1

tk

∫ s

tk

dB(t− τ)dB(s).

∆Btk = Btk+1
−Btk , σ1 (x, y) =

∂σ (x, y)

∂x
, σ2 (x, y) =

∂σ (x, y)

∂y
.

Defining the tamed drift term

bh(x, y) =
b(x, y)

1 + ∆α
∣

∣b(x, y)
∣

∣

, (3.2)

for all x, y ∈ R
n and α ∈

(

0, 1
2

]

.
By observation, one has

|bh(x, y)| ≤
1

∆α
∧ |b(x, y)|. (3.3)

Remark 3.1 When b is replaced by bh, assumptions A3 and A4 are still true

Under assumption (A3)

|bh(x, y)− bh(x̄, ȳ)|

=
∣

∣

∣

b(x, y)

1 + ∆α|b(x, y)|
−

b(x̄, ȳ)

1 + ∆α|b(x̄, ȳ)|

∣

∣

∣

=
b(x, y)− b(x̄, ȳ)

(1 + ∆α|b(x, y)|)(1 + ∆α|b(x̄, ȳ)|)
+

∆α[b(x, y)|b(x̄, ȳ)| − |b(x, y)|b(x̄, ȳ)]

(1 + ∆α|b(x, y)|)(1 + ∆α|b(x̄, ȳ)|)

≤
1

(1 + ∆α|b(x, y)|)(1 + ∆α|b(x̄, ȳ)|)
KR (|x− x̄|+ |y − ȳ|)

≤ KR (|x− x̄|+ |y − ȳ|) . (3.4)

Under assumption (A4)

(x−D(y))T bh(x, y)

=
1

1 + ∆α|b(x, y)|
(x−D(y))T b(x, y)

≤
K1

1 + ∆α|b(x, y)|
(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)

≤ K1(1 + |x|2 + |y|2). (3.5)
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Define tamed Milstein scheme continuous-time step process as

ȳ(t) =
∞
∑

k=0

YtkI[tk ,tk+1)(t), t ≥ 0. (3.6)

where I[tk ,tk+1)(t)is the indicator function on [tk, tk+1).
Then, we could define the corresponding continuous-time tamed Milstein scheme























































y (t) = ξ(t), t ∈ [−τ, 0] ;

y(t) = D(ȳ(t− τ)) + ξ(0)−D(ξ(−τ))

+

∫ t

0

bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))ds+

∫ t

0

σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))dB(s)

+

∫ t

0

σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)dB(s)

+

∫ t

0

σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s− τ)dB(s), t ∈ (0, T ].

(3.7)
Here ∆B̄(t) =

∑∞
k=0

(

Btk+1
− Btk

)

I[tk,tk+1)(t), t ≥ 0.

Then ȳ(t) = Ytk = y(tk), for any t ∈ [tk, tk+1) with k ≥ 0, we could conclude that

E|ȳ(t)| ≤ E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)|
)

. (3.8)

(B1) There exists a positive constant NR depending on R, such that for any x, y ∈ R
d,

sup
|x|∨|y|≤R

|b(x, y)− bh(x, y)| ≤ NR∆. (3.9)

4 Convergence of the tamed Milstein

In this section, we show that the tamed Milstein scheme converges to the exact solution
under certain conditions, i.e. we have the following main result:

Theorem 4.1 Let (A1) (A2) remark 3.1 and (B1) hold, then for any p ≥ 2

lim
∆→0

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|x(t)− y(t)|p
]

= 0. (4.1)

4.1 Moment properties of tamed Milstein method

To prove our main results, in this subsection we investigate the boundedness of moments
tamed Milstein approximation in the following section.

Lemma 4.1 Under (3.5), for all t ∈ [0, T ], we have

E sup
0<t≤T

|y(t)|p ≤ C, (4.2)

where the positive constant C := C(p, T,KR, K1, ||ξ||, κ).
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Proof: Using the similar way as in (2.4),

|y (t)|p ≤ (1− κ)−p|y (t)−D (ȳ (t− τ)) |p +
κ

1− κ
|D (ȳ (t− τ)) |p. (4.3)

By applying the Itô formula to (3.7), it derives that

|y (t)−D (ȳ (t− τ)) |p

≤ |ξ(0)−D(ξ(−τ))|p

+

∫ t

0

p|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2
[(

ȳ(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))T bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))

+ (p− 1)
∣

∣σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))
∣

∣

2
+ (p− 1)

∣

∣σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)

+ σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s− τ)
∣

∣

2

+(y(s)− ȳ(s))T bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))
]

ds

+

∫ t

0

p|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2
(

y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))
)T
∣

∣

∣
σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))

+ σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)

+ σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s− τ)
∣

∣

∣
dB(s)

= |ξ(0)−D(ξ(−τ))|p +

7
∑

i=1

Hi(t). (4.4)

By assumption (A5), (3.5) and Young’s inequality ap−2b ≤ p−2
p
ap + 2

p
bp−2, it derives that

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

H1(t)
)

+ E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

H2(t)
)

=E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0

p|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2
[

(ȳ(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ)))T bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))

+ (p− 1)|σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|2
]

ds
)

≤E

∫ T

0

p|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2
[

(ȳ(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ)))T bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))

+ (p− 1)|σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|2
]

ds

≤CE

∫ T

0

|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2(1 + |ȳ(s)|2 + |ȳ(s− τ)|2)ds

≤CE

∫ T

0

[

|y(s)|p−2 + |D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2
]

(1 + |ȳ(s)|2 + |ȳ(s− τ)|2)ds

≤CE

∫ T

0

[

1 + |y(s)|p + |ȳ(s)|p + |ȳ(s− τ)|p
]

ds

≤C + C

∫ T

0

E sup
0≤u≤s

∣

∣y(u)
∣

∣

p
ds. (4.5)
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By Young’s inequality and assumption (A4), it derives that

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

H3(t)
)

=E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0

p(p− 1)|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2|σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)

+ σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s− τ)|2ds
)

≤CE

∫ T

0

|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|pds+ CE

∫ T

0

|σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)

+ σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s− τ)|pds

≤CE

∫ T

0

|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|pds+ CE

∫ T

0

|σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s−τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s−τ))∆B̄(s)|pds

+CE

∫ T

0

|σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s− τ)|pds

≤CE

∫ T

0

|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|pds+ CE

∫ T

0

|σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s−τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s−τ))|pds

+CE

∫ T

0

|∆B̄(s)|pds+CE

∫ T

0

(

|σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s−τ))σ(ȳ(s−τ), ȳ(s−2τ))|p+|∆B̄(s−τ)|p
)

ds

≤CE

∫ T

0

|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|pds+ CE

∫ T

0

∣

∣(|(ȳ(s)|+ |ȳ(s− τ)|)
∣

∣

p
ds+ T∆

p

2

+CE

∫ T

0

∣

∣(|(ȳ(s− τ)|+ |ȳ(s− 2τ)|)
∣

∣

p
ds+ T∆

p

2

≤Cp + CpE( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))|p) + Cp

∫ T

0

E( sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|p)ds. (4.6)

By Young’s inequality and (3.3) then

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

H4(t)
)

=pE
(

sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0

|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2(y(s)− ȳ(s))T bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))ds
)

≤pE

∫ T

0

|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2(y(s)− ȳ(s))T bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))ds

≤pE( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))|p−2[E(

∫ T

0

|y(s)− ȳ(s)||bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|ds)1/2]2)

≤(p−2)E( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))|p) + 2E

∫ T

0

|y(s)− ȳ(s)|p/2|bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|p/2ds

≤(p− 2)E( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))|p) + 2E

∫ T

0

|y(s)− ȳ(s)|p∆−αpds

≤(p− 2)E( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))|p) + 2

∫ T

0

E( sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|p∆−αp)ds.

≤CpE( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))|p) + Cp

∫ T

0

E( sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|p)ds. (4.7)
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By the BDG inequality and Young’s inequality, it derives that

E( sup
0≤t≤T

H5(t))

=E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

p

∫ t

0

|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−2〈y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ)), σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))dB(s)〉
)

≤CpE

(

∫ T

0

(|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|2p−2|σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|2)ds
)1/2

≤CpE

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))|p−1(

∫ T

0

|σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|2ds)1/2
)

≤Cp + CpE( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))|p) + Cp

∫ T

0

E( sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|p)ds. (4.8)

Using the similar approach as in (4.8), we can estimate H6(t) as

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

H6(t)
)

=E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

p

∫ t

0

|y(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ))|p−1σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)
)

≤CpE

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t−τ))|p−1(

∫ T

0

|σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)|2ds
)1/2
)

≤Cp + CpE( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))|p) + Cp

∫ T

0

E( sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|p)ds. (4.9)

Using the similar approach as in (4.9), we can estimate H7(t) as

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

H7(t)
)

≤ Cp+ CpE( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)−D(ȳ(t−τ))|p)+ Cp

∫ T

0

E( sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|p)ds.

(4.10)

Now, substituting (4.5) (4.6)(4.7) (4.8) (4.9) and (4.10) into (4.4), it derives that

E( sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣y(t)−D(ȳ(t− τ))
∣

∣

p
) ≤ C + C

∫ T

0

E

(

sup
0≤u≤s

∣

∣y(u)
∣

∣

p
)

ds. (4.11)

Then, substituting into (4.3)

E( sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)|p) ≤ C + C

∫ T

0

E

(

sup
0≤u≤s

∣

∣y(u)
∣

∣

p
)

ds.

An application of Gronwall inequality yields

sup
0≤t≤T

E |y (t)|p ≤ C.

Lemma 4.2 Under (3.5), then ∀t > 0, p ≥ 2,

E
[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

|y(t)− ȳ(t)|p
]

≤ C, (4.12)

where the positive constant C := C(p, T,KR, ||ξ||).
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Proof: By |
∑n

i=1 xi|
p
≤ np−1

∑n
i=1 |xi|

p it derives that

|y(t)− ȳ(t)|p = |y(t)− y (tk)|
p

≤ 5p−1

[

|D(y(t− τ))−D (y (tk − τ))|p +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

tk

bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

tk

σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))dB(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

tk

σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)dB(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

tk

σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s− τ)dB(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p]

= 5p−1
[

|D(y(t− τ))−D (y (tk − τ))|p + J1(t) + J2(t) + J3(t) + J4(t)
]

.

(4.13)

By the Hölder inequality and (3.3), it derives that

E

[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

(J1(t))
]

=E

[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

tk

bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

p
]

≤∆p−1
E

[

∫ tk+1

tk

| bh (ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ)|p ds
]

≤KR∆
p−1

E

[

∫ tk+1

tk

|ȳ(s)|p + |ȳ(s− τ)|pds
]

≤KR∆
p−1Cp

[

τ ||ξ||p + E

∫ t

tk

sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|pds
]

≤C + CE

∫ t

tk

sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|pds. (4.14)

By the BDG inequality, Hölder inequality and (A3), it derives that

E

[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

(J2(t))
]

=E

[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

tk

σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))dB(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p
]

≤CpE

[

∫ tk+1

tk

|σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|2ds
]

p

2

≤Cp∆
p−2

2 E

[

∫ tk+1

tk

|σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|pds
]

≤KRCp∆
p−2

2 E

[

∫ tk+1

tk

(

1 + |ȳ(s)|p + |ȳ(s− τ)|p
)

ds
]

≤KR∆
p−2

2 Cp

[

τ ||ξ||p + E

∫ t

tk

sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|pds
]

≤C + CE

∫ t

tk

sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|pds. (4.15)
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Using the similar approach as in (4.15), it estimates J3(t) and J4(t) as

E

[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

(J3(t))
]

+ E

[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

(J4(t))
]

=E

[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

tk

σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)dB(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p
]

+E

[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

tk

σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s)dB(s− τ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p
]

≤Cp∆
p−2

2 E

∫ tk+1

tk

|σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)|pds

+Cp∆
p−2

2 E

∫ tk+1

tk

∣

∣σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s− τ)
∣

∣

p
ds

≤KRCp∆
p−2

2

[

τ ||ξ||p +

∫ t

tk

E sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|pds+ (∆B̄(s))pds
]

≤C + C

∫ t

tk

E sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|pds. (4.16)

Now, substituting (4.14) (4.15) and (4.16) into (4.13), it derives that

E|y(t)− ȳ(t)|p ≤ C +

∫ t

tk

E sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u)|pds.

By (4.2), we could obtain

E
[

sup
tk≤t≤tk+1

|y(t)− ȳ(t)|p
]

≤ C.

Lemma 4.3 If assumptions (A2) and (A5) hold, for any real number R > ‖ξ‖ define a

stopping time τR = inf{t ≥ 0 : |x(t)| ≥ R} and let inf Φ = ∞ then

P (τR ≤ T ) ≤
C

R2
. (4.17)

where the positive constant C := C(T,K1, ||ξ||, κ).

Proof: By the same way as in (2.4) and Itô formula, it derives that

E |x (t ∧ τR)|
2 ≤

1

1− κ
E |x (t ∧ τR)−D (x (t ∧ τR − τ))|2 +

1

κ
E |D (x (t ∧ τR − τ))|2

≤
1

1−κ

[

∣

∣ξ(0)−D(ξ(−τ))
∣

∣

2
+E

∫ t∧τR

0

2x(s)−D(x(s−τ)))T · (b(x(s), x(s−τ))

+
∣

∣σ(x(s), x(s− τ))
∣

∣

2
ds
]

+
1

κ
E |D (x (t ∧ τR − τ))|2

=
1

1− κ

[

∣

∣ξ(0)−D(ξ(−τ))
∣

∣

2
+ L1 + L2

]

+ L3. (4.18)

By Assumption (A5), it derives that

L1 + L2 =E

∫ t∧τR

0

2(x(s)−D(x(s− τ)))T · b(x(s), x(s− τ)) +
∣

∣σ(x(s), x(s− τ))
∣

∣

2
ds
]

≤E

∫ t∧τR

0

2K1

(

1 + |x(s)|2 + |x(s− τ)|
)

ds

≤2K1T + 2K1τ ||ξ||
2 + 4K1

∫ t

0

E|x(s ∧ τR)|
2ds. (4.19)
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By Assumption (A2), it derives that

L3 =
1

κ
E|D(x(t ∧ τR − τ))|2

≤κE|x(t ∧ τR − τ)|2

≤κ
[

||ξ||2 + E(x(t ∧ τR))
2
]

. (4.20)

Now, substituting (4.19) and (4.20) into (4.18), it derives that

E|x(t ∧ τR)|
2 ≤ C + C

∫ t

0

E|x(s ∧ τR)|
2ds.

The Gronwall inequality yields that

E|x(t ∧ τR)|
2 ≤ C.

This implies

R2 · P (τR ≤ T ) ≤ C.

Lemma 4.4 If assumptions (A1)-(A3) hold, for any real number R > ‖ξ‖ define a

stopping time ρR = inf{t ≥ 0 : |x(t)| ≥ R} and let inf Φ = ∞ then

P (ρR ≤ T ) ≤
C

R2
. (4.21)

Proof: Using the similar approach as in (2.4), we could obtain

E |y (t ∧ ρR)|
2 ≤

1

1− κ
E |y (t ∧ ρR)−D (ȳ (t ∧ ρR − τ))|2 +

1

κ
E |D (ȳ (t ∧ ρR − τ))|2

≤
1

1− κ

[

|ξ(0)−D(ξ(−τ))|2

+2E

∫ t∧ρR

0

(

(ȳ(s)−D(ȳ(s−τ)))T · bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s−τ) + |σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|2
)

ds

+2E

∫ t∧ρR

0

| σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ)) · σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)

+ σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s− τ)
∣

∣

2
ds

+ 2E

∫ t∧ρR

0

(y(s)− ȳ(s))T · bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ)ds
]

+
1

κ
E |D (ȳ (t ∧ ρR − τ))|2

=
1

1− κ

[

|ξ(0)−D(ξ(−τ))|2 +M1 +M2 +M3 +M4

]

+M5. (4.22)

By (3.5) and (4.12) it derives that

M1 +M2 = 2E

∫ t∧ρR

0

(

(ȳ(s)−D(ȳ(s− τ)))T · bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ) + |σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|2
)

ds

≤ 2K2E

∫ T

0

(1 + sup
0≤u≤s

|ȳ(u ∧ ρR)|
2 + sup

0≤u≤s
|ȳ(u ∧ ρR − τ |2)ds

≤ 2TK2 + 2K2τ ||ξ||
2 + 4K2E

∫ T

0

sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u ∧ ρR)|
2du

≤ C + CE

∫ T

0

sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u ∧ ρR)|
2du. (4.23)
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Using the similar approach as in (4.16), we can estimate M3(t) as

M3 =2E

∫ t∧ρR

0

| σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ)) · σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))∆B̄(s)

+ σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ)) σ(ȳ(s− τ), ȳ(s− 2τ))∆B̄(s− τ)
∣

∣

2
ds

≤C + C

∫ T

0

E sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u ∧ ρR)|
2ds. (4.24)

By (3.4) and (4.12) it derives that

M4 = 2E

∫ t∧ρR

0

(y(s)− ȳ(s))T · bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ)ds

≤ 2K2CE

∫ T

0

.(1 + sup
0≤u≤s

|ȳ(u ∧ ρR)|
2 + sup

0≤u≤s
|ȳ(u ∧ ρR − τ |2)ds

≤ 2TK2 + 2K2τ ||ξ||
2 + 4K2E

∫ T

0

sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u ∧ ρR)|
2du

≤ C + CE

∫ T

0

sup
0≤u≤s

|y(u ∧ ρR)|
2du. (4.25)

By assumption (A3), it derives that

M5 =
1

κ
E|D(ȳ ∧ ρR − τ)|

≤ κE|ȳ(t ∧ ρR − τ)|2

≤ κ sup
0≤u≤t

E|ȳ(u ∧ ρR − τ)|2

≤ κ(||ξ||2 + sup
0≤u≤t

E|ȳ(u ∧ ρR)|
2)

≤ C + C sup
0≤u≤t

E|y(u ∧ ρR)|
2). (4.26)

Now, substituting (4.23) (4.24) (4.25) and (4.26) into (4.22)

E|y(t ∧ ρR)|
2 ≤ C + C

∫ t

0

E|y(u ∧ ρR)|
2du.

An application of Gronwall inequality yeilds:

E|y(t ∧ ρR)|
2 ≤ C.

This implies

R2 · P (ρR ≤ T ) ≤ C.

4.2 Proof of Therom 4.1

In this section, we give proof of the main theorem of this paper, the strong convergence
of the tamed Milstein(3.7) to the solution of (2.1).
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Proof: Let τR and ρR be the same as before, define: θR = τR∧ρR and e (t) = x (t)−y (t),
by Young’s inequality, it derives that

E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|e(t)|p
]

≤E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|e(t)|pI{τR≤T or ρR≤T}

]

+ E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|e (t ∧ θR)|
p

]

≤
pη

q
E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|x(t)− y(t)|q
]

+
q − p

qηp/(q−p)
P (τR ≤ T or ρR ≤ T )

+ E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|e (t ∧ θR)|
p

]

.

Using the similar approach as (2.4), it derives that

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|e(t ∧ θR)|
p
)

≤
1

(1−κ)p
E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|x(t ∧ θR)−y(t ∧ θR)−D(x(t ∧ θR − τ))+D(ȳ(t ∧ θR−τ))|p
)

+C.

(4.27)

By the Hölder inequality and (A3), for any t ∈ [0, T ], it derives that

|x(t ∧ θR)− y(t ∧ θR)−D(x(t ∧ θR − τ)) +D(ȳ(t ∧ θR − τ))|p

≤ CR

∫ t∧θR

0

[

|(x(s)− y(s)|p + |x(s− τ)− y(s− τ)|p
]

ds

+ C

∫ t∧θR

0

|b(y(s), y(s− τ))− b(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|pds

+ C

∫ t∧θR

0

|b(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))− bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|pds

+ C|

∫ t∧θR

0

(σ(x(s), x(s− τ))− σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))dB(s)|p

+ C|

∫ t∧θR

0

(σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ1(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))dB(s)|p

+ C|

∫ t∧θR

0

σ2(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− 2τ))dB(s))|p

=

6
∑

i=1

Qi(t). (4.28)

We now estimate Q1(t), by (A1) it derives that

E( sup
0≤t≤T

Q1(t))

=E( sup
0≤t≤T

CR

∫ t∧θR

0

[

|(x(s)− y(s)|p + |x(s− τ)− y(s− τ)|p
]

ds)

≤E

∫ T

0

sup
0≤u≤s

[

|x(u ∧ θR)− y(u ∧ θR)|
p + |x(u ∧ θR − τ))− y(u ∧ θR − τ))|p

]

ds

≤E

∫ T

0

sup
0≤u≤s

|e(u ∧ θR)|
pds+ C∆p. (4.29)
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By (A3) and (4.12), it derives that

E( sup
0≤t≤T

Q2(t))

=E( sup
0≤t≤T

C

∫ t∧θR

0

|b(y(s), y(s− τ))− b(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|pds)

≤E

∫ T

0

|y(s ∧ θR)− ȳ(s ∧ θR)|
pds+ C

∫ T

0

|ξ(s ∧ θR)− ξ(κ(s ∧ θR))|
pds

≤C∆
p

2 . (4.30)

According to (B1), we could obtain

E( sup
0≤t≤T

Q3(t))

=E( sup
0≤t≤T

C

∫ t∧θR

0

|b(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))− bh(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))|pds)

≤CE

∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣
b(ȳ(s ∧ θR), ȳ(s ∧ θR − τ))− bh(ȳ(s ∧ θR), ȳ(s ∧ θR − τ))

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

≤CNR
p∆p ≤ C. (4.31)

Using similar approach as in (2.7) (4.29) and (4.30) we have

E( sup
0≤t≤T

Q4(t))

=E( sup
0≤t≤T

C|

∫ t∧θR

0

(σ(x(s), x(s− τ))− σ(ȳ(s), ȳ(s− τ))dB(s)|p

≤Cp∆
p−2

2 E(

∫ T

0

|σ(x(s ∧ θR), x(s ∧ θR − τ))− σ(ȳ(s ∧ θR), ȳ(s ∧ θR − τ))|pds

≤Cp∆
p−2

2 E

∫ T

0

sup
0≤u≤s

[

|x(u ∧ θR)− y(u ∧ θR)|
p + |x(u ∧ θR − τ))− y(u ∧ θR − τ))|p

]

ds

+Cp∆
p−2

2 E

∫ T

0

|y(s ∧ θR)− ȳ(s ∧ θR)|
pds+ C

∫ T

0

|ξ(s ∧ θR)− ξ(κ(s ∧ θR))|
pds

≤E

∫ T

0

sup
0≤u≤s

|e(u ∧ θR)|
pds+ C∆

p

2 . (4.32)

15



By (2.7) and (4.3) and (4.12), it derives that

E( sup
0≤t≤T

Q5(t))

≤ CE

∫ T

0

|σ(ȳ(s ∧ θR), ȳ(s ∧ θR − τ))σ1(ȳ(s ∧ θR), ȳ(s ∧ θR − τ))∆B̄(s ∧ θR)|
pds

≤ CE

∫ T

0

(

|σ(ȳ(s ∧ θR), ȳ(s ∧ θR − τ))σ1(ȳ(s ∧ θR), ȳ(s ∧ θR − τ))∆B̄(s ∧ θR)

− σ(y(s ∧ θR), y(s ∧ θR − τ))σ1(y(s ∧ θR), y(s ∧ θR − τ))∆B̄(s ∧ θR)|
p

+ |σ(y(s ∧ θR), y(s ∧ θR − τ))σ1(y(s ∧ θR), y(s ∧ θR − τ))∆B̄(s ∧ θR)|
p
)

ds

≤ CE

∫ T

0

(

|y(s ∧ θR)− ȳ(s ∧ θR)|
p + |y(s ∧ θR − τ)− ȳ(s ∧ θR − τ)|p

+ |y(s ∧ θR)|
p + |y(s ∧ θR − τ)|p

)

ds

≤ C∆
p

2 + C. (4.33)

Using the similary approach as in (4.33), we can estimate Q6(t) as

E( sup
0≤t≤T

Q6(t)) ≤ C∆
p

2 + C. (4.34)

Substituting (4.29),(4.30),(4.31),(4.32),(4.33) and (4.34) into (4.27)

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|e(t ∧ θR)|
p
)

≤ CE

∫ T

0

sup
0≤u≤s

|e(u ∧ θR)|
pds+ C. (4.35)

An application of Gronwall inequality yields:

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|e(t ∧ θR)|
p
)

≤ C. (4.36)

Where the positive constant C := C(R, ||ξ||, κ,∆).
By (2.1) (4.2) and given an ǫ > 0, there exists η small enough that

pη

q
E

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|x(t)− y(t)|q
]

≤ 2q
pη

q
E

{

[

sup
0≤t≤T

|x(t)|q
]

+
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|y(t)|q]
}

≤
ǫ

3
.

Choose R large enough that

q − p

qηp/(q−p)
[P (τR ≤ T ) + P (ρR ≤ T )] ≤

ǫ

3
.

And finally by Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, we choose ∆ sufficiently small, such that

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|e(t ∧ θR)|
p
)

≤
ǫ

3
.
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