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EXISTENCE, UNIQUENESS AND APPROXIMATION OF SOLUTIONS OF

SDES WITH SUPERLINEAR COEFFICIENTS IN THE PRESENCE OF

DISCONTINUITIES OF THE DRIFT COEFFICIENT

THOMAS MÜLLER-GRONBACH, SOTIRIOS SABANIS, AND LARISA YAROSLAVTSEVA

Abstract. Existence, uniqueness, and Lp-approximation results are presented for scalar sto-

chastic differential equations (SDEs) by considering the case where, the drift coefficient has

finitely many spatial discontinuities while both coefficients can grow superlinearly (in the space

variable). These discontinuities are described by a piecewise local Lipschitz continuity and a

piecewise monotone-type condition while the diffusion coefficient is assumed to be locally Lips-

chitz continuous and non-degenerate at the discontinuity points of the drift coefficient. Moreover,

the superlinear nature of the coefficients is dictated by a suitable coercivity condition and a poly-

nomial growth of the (local) Lipschitz constants of the coefficients. Existence and uniqueness of

strong solutions of such SDEs are obtained. Furthermore, the classical Lp-error rate 1/2, for a

suitable range of values of p, is recovered for a tamed Euler scheme which is used for approx-

imating these solutions. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, these are the first existence,

uniqueness and approximation results for this class of SDEs.

1. Introduction

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space with a normal filtration (Ft)t∈[0,∞) and consider a scalar
autonomous stochastic differential equation (SDE)

(1)
dXt = µ(Xt) dt+ σ(Xt) dWt, t ∈ [0,∞),

X0 = x0,

where x0 ∈ R, µ, σ : R → R are measurable functions andW is a 1-dimensional Brownian motion

with respect to (Ft)t∈[0,∞).
It is well-known that if the coefficients µ and σ are globally Lipschitz continuous then the

SDE (1) admits a unique strong solution X which can be approximated by the Euler scheme
with an Lp-error rate 1/2, for all p ∈ [1,∞), at any given time T > 0. For brevity, we consider

T = 1 henceforth.
For a classical existence and uniqueness result for SDEs with superlinearly growing (but

continuous) coefficients see, e.g., [32, Theorem 3.1.1]. It guarantees the existence of a unique

strong solutionX of (1) if µ and σ are locally Lipschitz continuous and satisfy the weak coercivity
condition. Note that the classical Euler scheme is known to diverge in the L1-sense for many
SDEs of this kind, see [13]. As a consequence, there has been a steadily increasing body of

research on new methods of approximation and corresponding Lp-error rates for such SDEs
over the past decade, see, e.g., [1, 2, 6, 11, 12, 14, 16, 23, 34, 35, 39, 40]. In particular, in
[1, 6, 14, 23, 34, 35, 39] an Lp-error rate of at least 1/2 has been proven for approximating X1

by explicit Euler-type methods, e.g., tamed, projected or truncated Euler schemes, for suitable
1
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ranges of the values of p and for subclasses of such SDEs with coefficients that at least satisfy

a monotone-type condition and a coercivity condition and are locally Lipschitz continuous with
a polynomially growing (local) Lipschitz constant. We add that important applications of these
results are emerging in areas of intense interest, due to their central role in Data Science and

AI, such as MCMC sampling algorithms, see [3, 36], and stochastic optimizers for fine tuning
(artificial) neural networks and, more broadly, for solving non-convex stochastic optimization
problems, see [21, 20].

For a classical existence and uniqueness result for SDEs with a discontinuous drift coeffi-
cient see [42]. Under the assumption that the diffusion coefficient σ is bounded, bounded away
from zero (thus nowhere degenerate) and globally Lipschitz continuous the latter paper provides

the existence of a unique strong solution X of (1) even if µ is only measurable and bounded.
Recently, in [17] an existence and uniqueness result for SDEs with a discontinous drift coeffi-
cient has been proven under much weaker assumptions on the diffusion coefficient. This result

states that the SDE (1) admits a unique strong solution X if the drift coefficient µ has finitely
many discontinuity points and is piecewise Lipschitz continuous and the diffusion coefficient σ
is globally Lipschitz continuous and non-degenerate at the discontinuity points of µ.

The subject of Lp-approximation of solutions of SDEs with a discontinuous drift coefficient

has been intensively studied in recent years, see [4, 5, 8, 17, 18, 19, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 41].
In particular, in [4, 5, 19, 24, 28, 29, 30] positive Lp-error rates for approximating X1 by explicit
Euler-type methods have been proven for such SDEs. Under the above mentioned existence and

uniqueness assumptions on µ and σ from [17], an Lp-error rate of at least 1/2 for the Euler
scheme for all p ∈ [1,∞) has been recovered in [24] and an L2-error rate of at least 1/2− for an
adaptive Euler scheme has been shown in [28]. Furthermore, in [5] an Lp-error rate of at least

1/2 for the Euler scheme for all p ∈ [1,∞) has been proven in the case when µ is measurable
and bounded and σ is C2

b and bounded away from zero. We add that lower error bounds that
hold for any approximation based on finitely many evaluations of the driving Brownian motion

are established in [10, 25].
Existence, uniqueness and approximation of a strong solution of (1) in the case of superlinearly

growing coefficients µ and σ in the presence of discontinuities of the drift coefficient µ has, to

the best of the authors’ knowledge, not been studied in the literature previously. This article
closes this gap by allowing both discontinuity and superlinear growth to coexist as properties of
the drift coefficient.

To be more precise, it is assumed that the drift coefficient µ has finitely many discontinuity
points and is piecewise locally Lipschitz continuous while the diffusion coefficient σ is locally
Lipschitz continuous and non-degenerate at the discontinuity points of µ. Moreover, µ and

σ satisfy a piecewise monotone-type condition and a coercivity condition and the Lipschitz
constants of both µ and σ satisfy a polynomial growth condition.

It is proved that the SDE (1) admits a unique strong solution X under these assumptions,

see Theorem 1, and that X1 can be approximated by a tamed Euler scheme with an Lp-error
rate of at least 1/2 for suitable ranges of the values of p. The latter result is an immediate
consequence of Theorem 2, which states that the maximum error of the time-continuous tamed

Euler scheme on the time interval [0, 1] achieves at least the rate 1/2 in the p-th mean sense.
The proof of Theorem 2 is based on a rigorous analysis of the p-th mean of the total amount
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of times t ∈ [0, 1], for which the time-continuous tamed Euler scheme at time t and its value at

the closest grid point to the left from t lie on different sides of a discontinuity point of the drift
coefficient µ.

Moreover, the piecewise linear interpolation of the tamed Euler scheme is considered and its

performance globally on the time interval [0, 1] is examined. Using Theorem 2 yields that the
pathwise Lq-error of the piecewise linear interpolated tamed Euler scheme achieves at least the
rate 1/2, if q <∞, and at least the rate 1/2, up to a log factor, if q = ∞ in the p-th mean sense

for suitable ranges of the values of p, see Theorem 3.
In a similar direction but, independently of this work, existence and uniqueness of a strong

solution of (1) as well as an L2-error rate of at least 1/2 for approximating X1 by a tamed

Euler scheme are presented in [38]. These refer, however, to the case of a discontinuous and
superlinearly growing drift coefficient µ when the diffusion coefficient σ is assumed to be globally
Lipschitz continuous.

Finally, although only scalar SDEs are considered in this work, it can be argued that its proof
techniques can be naturally extended to cover an appropriate multidimensional setting as well.
Nevertheless, the proof of such a result is to be the subject of future work.

A brief description of the content of the paper follows. The assumptions on the coefficients µ

and σ, the existence and uniqueness result, Theorem 1, and the error estimates, Theorem 2 and
Theorem 3, are stated in Section 2. Section 3 contains the proofs of these theorems.

2. Main results

Let p0, p1 ∈ [2,∞), ℓµ ∈ (0,∞) and ℓσ ∈ [0, ℓµ/2]. It is assumed henceforth that the coefficients
µ : R → R and σ : R → R of the SDE (1) satisfy the following conditions.

(A1) There exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all x ∈ R,

2x · µ(x) + (p0 − 1) · σ2(x) ≤ c · (1 + x2).

(A2) There exist c ∈ (0,∞), k ∈ N and ξ0, . . . , ξk+1 ∈ [−∞,∞] with −∞ = ξ0 < ξ1 < . . . <

ξk < ξk+1 = ∞ such that for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1} and all x, y ∈ (ξi−1, ξi),

(i) 2(x− y) · (µ(x)− µ(y)) + (p1 − 1) · (σ(x) − σ(y))2 ≤ c · |x− y|2, and

(ii) |µ(x)− µ(y)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓµ + |y|ℓµ) · |x− y|.

(A3) There exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all x, y ∈ R,

|σ(x)− σ(y)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓσ + |y|ℓσ) · |x− y|.

(A4) σ(ξi) 6= 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Remark 1. Note that (A3) implies that σ is continuous and there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that
for all x ∈ R,

(2) |σ(x)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓσ+1).
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Furthermore, it is easy to check that (A2)(ii) implies that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for

all x ∈ R,

(3) |µ(x)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓµ+1).

We start with the existence and uniqueness result.

Theorem 1. Assume (A1) to (A4). Then the SDE (1) has a unique strong solution X.

We turn to the problem of approximating X1 as well as (Xt)t∈[0,1].

For n ∈ N we define a time-continuous tamed Euler scheme X̂n = (X̂n,t)t∈[0,1] on [0, 1] with

step-size 1/n by X̂n,0 = x0 and

(4) X̂n,t = X̂n,i/n + µn(X̂n,i/n) · (t− i/n) + σn(X̂n,i/n) · (Wt −Wi/n)

for t ∈ (i/n, (i + 1)/n] and i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, where

(5) µn(x) =
µ(x)

1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ and σn(x) =
σ(x)

1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ

for all x ∈ R. We have the following error estimates for X̂n.

Theorem 2. Let µ and σ satisfy (A1) to (A4) with p0 > 2(ℓµ + max(ℓµ, 2ℓσ + 2) + 1) and

p1 > 2. Then, for every p ∈ (0, p1)∩ (0, p0
ℓµ+max(ℓµ,2ℓσ+2)+1), there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for

all n ∈ N,

(6) E[‖X − X̂n‖p∞]1/p ≤ c/
√
n.

Next, we study the performance of the piecewise linear interpolation Xn = (Xn,t)t∈[0,1] of the
time-discrete tamed Euler scheme, i.e.,

Xn,t = (n · t− i) · X̂n,(i+1)/n + (i+ 1− n · t) · X̂n,i/n

for t ∈ [i/n, (i + 1)/n] and i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}. We have the following error estimates for Xn.

Theorem 3. Let µ and σ satisfy (A1) to (A4) with p0 > 2(ℓµ + max(ℓµ, 2ℓσ + 2) + 1) and
p1 > 2. Then, for every p ∈ (0, p1)∩ (0, p0

ℓµ+max(ℓµ,2ℓσ+2)+1) and for every q ∈ [1,∞], there exists

c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

(7) E[‖X −Xn‖pq ]1/p ≤
{
c/
√
n, if q ∈ [1,∞),

c
√

ln(n+ 1)/
√
n, if q = ∞.

Remark 2. For technical reasons we have excluded the case ℓµ = 0 in our setting. If ℓµ = 0

then ℓσ = 0 and therefore µ is piecewise Lipschitz continuous and σ is Lipschitz continuous
and non-degenerate at the discontinuity points of µ. As already mentioned in the introduction,
under the latter assumptions, existence and uniquness of a strong solution of (1) has been shown

in [17]. Moreover, in [24] the estimates (6) and (7) have been proven for all p ∈ [0,∞) for X̂n

and Xn being the time-continuous Euler scheme and the piecewise linear interpolation of the

time-discrete Euler scheme, respectively.
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Remark 3. If the drift coefficient µ is continuous then the conditions (A2)(i) and (A2)(ii) hold

globally for all x, y ∈ R. As already mentioned in the introduction the existence and uniqueness
of a strong solution of (1) is well-known in this case, see e.g. [32, Theorem 3.1.1]. Moreover, in
[35] the estimate (6) has been proven for all p ∈ (0, p1) ∩ (0, p0

2ℓµ+1) under the assumption that

p0 ≥ 4ℓµ + 2, however, see Remark 4.

3. Proofs

We proceed with the proof of the main results. We define

tn = ⌊n · t⌋/n
for every n ∈ N and every t ∈ [0, 1].

We briefly describe the structure of this section. In Subsection 3.1 we introduce a transfor-
mation, which is used to switch, by applying Itô’s formula, from the SDE (1) to an SDE with
superlinearly growing but continuous coefficients, we provide crucial properties of this trans-

formation and we prove Theorem 1. In Subsection 3.2 we provide Lp-estimates of the solution

X and the time-continuous tamed Euler scheme X̂n. Subsection 3.3 containes occupation time

estimates for X̂n, which finally lead to the p-th mean estimate

E

[∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
1{(X̂n,t−ξi)·(X̂n,tn−ξi)≤0} dt

∣∣∣
p]1/p

≤ c n−1/2,

of the Lebesgue measure of the set of times t of a sign change of X̂n,t − ξi relative to the sign of

X̂n,tn − ξi for every i = 1, . . . , k, see Proposition 1. The latter result is a crucial tool for the error

analysis of the tamed Euler scheme X̂n. Using the results of Subsections 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 we then
derive the error estimates in Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 in Subsections 3.4 and 3.5, respectively.

3.1. The transformation. In this subsection we introduce a transformation G : R → R, see

(10) below, which allows us to switch, by applying the Itô’s formula, from the SDE (1) to an
SDE with coefficients satisfying (A1), (A3) and

(A2′) There exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all x, y ∈ R,
(i) 2(x− y) · (µ(x)− µ(y)) + (p1 − 1) · (σ(x) − σ(y))2 ≤ c · |x− y|2, and

(ii) |µ(x)− µ(y)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓµ + |y|ℓµ) · |x− y|.

To this end we proceed as follows. For all k ∈ N,

z ∈ Tk = {(z1, . . . , zk) ∈ R
k : z1 < · · · < zk}

and α = (α1, . . . , αk) ∈ R
k we put

ρz,α =

{
1

8|α1| , if k = 1,

min
({

1
8|αi| : i ∈ {1, . . . , k}

}
∪
{ zi−zi−1

2 : i ∈ {2, . . . , k}
})
, if k ≥ 2,

where we use the convention 1/0 = ∞. Let φ : R → R be given by

(8) φ(x) = (1− x2)4 · 1[−1,1](x).
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For all k ∈ N, z ∈ Tk, α ∈ R
k and ν ∈ (0, ρz,α), we define a function Gz,α,ν : R → R by

(9) Gz,α,ν(x) = x+

k∑

i=1

αi · (x− zi) · |x− zi| · φ
(x− zi

ν

)
.

The following lemma is known from [26]. It provides the properties of the functions Gz,α,ν

that are crucial for our purposes.

Lemma 1. Let k ∈ N, z ∈ Tk, α ∈ R
k, ν ∈ (0, ρz,α) and set z0 = −∞ and zk+1 = ∞. The

function Gz,α,ν has the following properties.

(i) Gz,α,ν is differentiable with

0 < inf
x∈R

G′
z,α,ν(x) ≤ sup

x∈R
G′

z,α,ν(x) <∞.

In particular, Gz,α,ν is strictly increasing, Lipschitz continuous and has an inverse G−1
z,α,ν : R →

R that is Lipschitz continuous as well.

(ii) Gz,α,ν(zi) = zi for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Moreover, Gz,α,ν(x) = x for all x ∈ (−∞, z1 − ν] ∪
[zk + ν,∞).

(iii) G′
z,α,ν is Lipschitz continuous, therefore absolutely continuous, and it holds G′

z,α,ν(zi) = 1

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
(iv) For all i ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}, G′

z,α,ν is differentiable on (zi−1, zi) with bounded, Lipschitz

continuous derivative G′′
z,α,ν.

(v) For all i ∈ {1, . . . , k} the one-sided limits G′′
z,α,ν(zi−) and G′′

z,α,ν(zi+) exist and satisfy

G′′
z,α,ν(zi−) = −2αi, G′′

z,α,ν(zi+) = 2αi.

Next, assume that the coefficients µ and σ satisfy (A1) to (A4) and note that the property
(A2)(ii) of µ implies the existence of all of the limits

µ(ξi−) = lim
x↑ξi

µ(x), µ(ξi+) = lim
x↓ξi

µ(x), i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Set ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξk), define α = (α1, . . . , αk) ∈ R
k by

αi =
µ(ξi−)− µ(ξi+)

2σ2(ξi)
,

for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, and let ν ∈ (0, ρξ,α). We define

(10) G = Gξ,α,ν .

In the following lemma we introduce and study two functions µ̃, σ̃ : R → R that are later

shown to be the coefficients of the SDE (1) transformed by G, see the proof of Lemma 3 below.

Lemma 2. Let µ and σ satisfy (A1) to (A4). Let also G be given by (10) and extend G′′ : ∪k+1
i=1

(ξi−1, ξi) → R to the whole real line by taking

(11) G′′(ξi) = 2αi + 2
µ(ξi+)− µ(ξi)

σ2(ξi)
,

for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Then, the functions

(12) µ̃ = (G′ · µ+ 1
2G

′′ · σ2) ◦G−1 and σ̃ = (G′ · σ) ◦G−1
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satisfy (A1), (A2′) and (A3) with µ replaced by µ̃ and σ replaced by σ̃. Moreover, the SDE

(13)
dZt = µ̃(Zt) dt+ σ̃(Zt) dWt, t ∈ [0,∞),

Z0 = G(x0),

has a unique strong solution Z, which satisfies

(14) sup
t∈[0,1]

E
[
|Zt|p0

]
<∞.

Proof. Using Lemma 1 and the assumption that µ and σ satisfy (A2)(ii) and (A3) we obtain
that the function G′ · µ + 1

2G
′′ · σ2 is continuous on R \ {ξ1, . . . , ξk}. Employing Lemma 1 we

furthermore obtain that for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k},
(G′ · µ+ 1

2G
′′ · σ2)(ξi−) = µ(ξi−)− αi · σ2(ξi) = (µ(ξi−) + µ(ξi+))/2 = (G′ · µ+ 1

2G
′′ · σ2)(ξi)

= µ(ξi+) + αi · σ2(ξi) = (G′ · µ+ 1
2G

′′ · σ2)(ξi+).

Hence G′ ·µ+ 1
2G

′′ ·σ2 is continuous on R. Since G−1 is continuous, see Lemma 1, we thus obtain
that µ̃ is continuous. Moreover, Lemma 1 and the continuity of σ imply that σ̃ is continuous.

The continuity of µ̃ and σ̃ implies that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x ∈ [ξ1 −
ν, ξk + ν],

2x · µ̃(x) + (p0 − 1) · σ̃2(x) ≤ c ≤ c · (1 + x2).

Note further that, for all x ∈ (−∞, ξ1 − ν] ∪ [ξk + ν,∞),

(15) G−1(x) = x, G′(x) = 1, G′′(x) = 0,

and therefore, for all x ∈ (−∞, ξ1 − ν] ∪ [ξk + ν,∞),

(16) µ̃(x) = µ(x), σ̃(x) = σ(x).

Using (16) and the assumption that µ and σ satisfy (A1) we conclude that there exists c ∈ (0,∞)
such that, for all x ∈ (−∞, ξ1 − ν] ∪ [ξk + ν,∞),

2x · µ̃(x) + (p0 − 1) · σ̃2(x) = 2x · µ(x) + (p0 − 1) · σ2(x) ≤ c · (1 + x2).

Thus, µ̃ and σ̃ satisfy (A1) with µ replaced by µ̃ and σ replaced by σ̃.

We next show that µ̃ and σ̃ satisfy (A2′)(ii) and (A3) with µ replaced by µ̃ and σ replaced
by σ̃, i.e., there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x, y ∈ R,

(17) |µ̃(x)− µ̃(y)| ≤ c1 · (1 + |x|ℓµ + |y|ℓµ) · |x− y|
and

(18) |σ̃(x)− σ̃(y)| ≤ c2 · (1 + |x|ℓσ + |y|ℓσ) · |x− y|.
For convenience, we use in the sequel the notation x′ = G−1(x) for x ∈ R. Let I ∈ {(ξ1 −
ν, ξ1), (ξ1, ξ2), . . . , (ξk−1, ξk), (ξk, ξk + ν)}. Clearly, for all x, y ∈ I,

(19)

|µ̃(x)− µ̃(y)|
= |(G′ · µ+ 1

2G
′′ · σ2)(x′)− (G′ · µ+ 1

2G
′′ · σ2)(y′)|

≤ |G′(x′)| · |µ(x′)− µ(y′)|+ |G′(x′)−G′(y′)| · |µ(y′)|
+ 1

2 |G
′′(x′)| · |σ(x′)− σ(y′)| · |σ(x′) + σ(y′)|+ 1

2 |G
′′(x′)−G′′(y′)| · |σ2(y′)|.
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Moreover, by Lemma 1(ii) and the fact that G is strictly increasing, it follows that for all x, y ∈ I,
it holds that x′, y′ ∈ I as well. Using the assumption that µ and σ satisfy (A2)(ii) and (A3) and
Lemma 1 we further obtain that the functions µ, σ,G′, G′′, G−1 are Lipschitz continuous on I
and thus, in particular, bounded on I. Consequently, in view of (19), we conclude that there

exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x, y ∈ I,

(20) |µ̃(x)− µ̃(y)| ≤ c1 · |x′ − y′| ≤ c2 · |x− y|.

Next, let I ∈ {(−∞, ξ1−ν), (ξk+ν,∞)}. Using (16) and the assumption that µ satisfies (A2)(ii)

we obtain that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x, y ∈ I,

(21) |µ̃(x)− µ̃(y)| = |µ(x)− µ(y)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓµ + |y|ℓµ) · |x− y|.

Employing (20), (21), the continuity of µ̃ and the triangle inequality, we obtain (17). Proceeding
in a similar way, we derive (18).

Our next step is to show that µ̃ and σ̃ satisfy (A2′)(i) with µ replaced by µ̃ and σ replaced
by σ̃, i.e., there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x, y ∈ R,

(22) 2(x− y) · (µ̃(x)− µ̃(y)) + (p1 − 1) · (σ̃(x)− σ̃(y))2 ≤ c · |x− y|2.

Put I1 = [ξ1 − ν − 2, ξk + ν + 2]. Clearly, (17) and (18) imply that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such
that, for all x, y ∈ I1,

(23) |µ̃(x)− µ̃(y)| ≤ c · |x− y| and |σ̃(x)− σ̃(y)| ≤ c · |x− y|.

It follows from (23) that (22) holds for all x, y ∈ I1. Now, consider I2 = [ξk+ν,∞). Observing (16)
and the assumption that µ and σ satisfy (A2)(i), we immediately see that (22) holds for all

x, y ∈ I2 as well. Next, consider I3 = [ξk + ν + 2,∞) and I4 = [ξ1 − ν − 2, ξk + ν] and let
z = ξk + ν + 1. Then, for all x ∈ I3 and all y ∈ I4, we have x, z ∈ I2 and y, z ∈ I1. Hence, there
exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x ∈ I3 and all y ∈ I4,

(24)

2(x− y) · (µ̃(x)− µ̃(y))

=
x− y

x− z
· 2(x− z) · (µ̃(x)− µ̃(z)) +

x− y

z − y
· 2(z − y)(µ̃(z)− µ̃(y))

≤ x− y

x− z
· (−(p1 − 1) · (σ̃(x)− σ̃(z))2 + c · |x− z|2)

+
x− y

z − y
· (−(p1 − 1) · (σ̃(z) − σ̃(y))2 + c · |z − y|2)

≤ −x− y

x− z
· (p1 − 1) · (σ̃(x)− σ̃(z))2 − x− y

z − y
· (p1 − 1) · (σ̃(z)− σ̃(y))2

+ 2c · |x− y|2.

Moreover, using the fact that, for all a, b ∈ R and all δ ∈ (0,∞),

(25) (a+ b)2 ≤ (1 + δ) · a2 +
(
1 +

1

δ

)
· b2
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we conclude that, for all x ∈ I3 and all y ∈ I4,

(26)

(σ̃(x)− σ̃(y))2 = (σ̃(x)− σ̃(z) + σ̃(z) − σ̃(y))2

≤ (1 + δx,y) · (σ̃(x)− σ̃(z))2 +
(
1 +

1

δx,y

)
· (σ̃(z)− σ̃(y))2,

where

δx,y =
z − y

x− y
.

Combining (24) and (26) we conclude that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x ∈ I3 and

all y ∈ I4,
2(x− y) · (µ̃(x)− µ̃(y)) + (p1 − 1) · (σ̃(x)− σ̃(y))2

≤ (p1 − 1) ·
(
1 + δx,y −

x− y

x− z

)
· (σ̃(x)− σ̃(z))2 + (p1 − 1) · (σ̃(z)− σ̃(y))2

≤ c · |x− y|2,

where the last estimate follows from (23) and the fact that, for all x ∈ I3 and all y ∈ I4,

1 + δx,y −
x− y

x− z
= 1 + δx,y − 1− z − y

x− z
=
z − y

x− y
− z − y

x− z
< 0.

Thus, (22) holds for all x ∈ I3 and all y ∈ I4. Observing the fact that, for all x, y ∈ R,

2(x− y) · (µ̃(x)− µ̃(y)) + (p1 − 1) · (σ̃(x)− σ̃(y))2

= 2(y − x) · (µ̃(y)− µ̃(x)) + (p1 − 1) · (σ̃(y)− σ̃(x))2,

we conclude that (22) holds for all x ∈ I4 and all y ∈ I3 as well. Consequently, (22) holds for all

x, y ∈ [ξ1−ν−2,∞). Proceeding similarly to the cases x, y ∈ I2 and (x, y) ∈ (I3× I4)∪ (I4× I3)
one obtains that (22) holds for all x, y ∈ (−∞, ξ1−ν] and for all (x, y) ∈ ([ξ1−ν,∞)×(−∞, ξ1−
ν − 2]) ∪ ((−∞, ξ1 − ν − 2]× [ξ1 − ν,∞)), respectively. Hence, (22) holds for all x, y ∈ R.

Finally, we turn to the SDE (13). Since the coefficients µ̃ and σ̃ satisfy (A1), (A2′) and (A3)
we may apply [22, Theorem 2.3.6] to conclude that the SDE (13) has a unique strong solution
Z and applying [22, Theorem 2.4.1] we obtain (14).

The proof of the lemma is thus completed. �

Using Lemmas 1 and 2 we are now able to prove the following lemma, which implies Theorem 1.

Lemma 3. Let µ and σ satisfy (A1) to (A4). Let G be given by (10) and let Z denote the unique

strong solution of the SDE (13), see Lemma 2. Then G−1 ◦ Z is the unique strong solution of
the SDE (1).

Proof. Put H = G−1. It follows from Lemma 1 that H is differentiable and there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈
(0,∞) such that, for all x, y ∈ R,

|H ′(x)−H ′(y)| =
∣∣∣ 1

G′(G−1(x))
− 1

G′(G−1(y))

∣∣∣ ≤ c1 · |G′(G−1(y))−G′(G−1(x))|

≤ c2 · |G−1(y)−G−1(x)| ≤ c3 · |x− y|.
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Thus, H ′ is Lipschitz continuous, hence absolutely continuous. Moreover, Lemma 1 implies that

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1} the function H ′ is differentiable on (ξi−1, ξi) with

H ′′(x) = − G′′(G−1(x))

(G′(G−1(x)))3

for all x ∈ (ξi−1, ξi). We extend H ′′ to the whole real line by taking H ′′(ξi) = G′′(ξi) for
i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, see (11). Applying Itô’s formula to Z and H, see, e.g., [15, Problem 3.7.3], we

conclude that for all t ∈ [0,∞), it holds P-a.s. that

H(Zt) = H(Z0) +

∫ t

0
(H ′(Zs) · µ̃(Zs) +

1
2H

′′(Zs) · σ̃2(Zs)) ds +

∫ t

0
H ′(Zs) · σ̃(Zs) dWs

= x0 +

∫ t

0
µ(H(Zs)) ds +

∫ t

0
σ(H(Zs)) dWs.

Thus, the stochastic process (H(Zt))t∈[0,∞) is a strong solution of the SDE (1).
Let X be a further strong solution of the SDE (1). According to Lemma 1, G′ is absolutely

continuous. Applying Itô’s formula to X and G we conclude that, for all t ∈ [0,∞), it holds
P-a.s. that

G(Xt) = G(x0) +

∫ t

0
(G′(Xs) · µ(Xs) +

1
2G

′′(Xs) · σ2(Xs)) ds +

∫ t

0
G′(Xs) · σ(Xs) dWs

= G(x0) +

∫ t

0
µ̃(G(Xs)) ds +

∫ t

0
σ̃(G(Xs)) dWs.

Lemma 2 implies that (G(Xt))t∈[0,∞) and Z are indistinguishable. Thus, X and (H(Zt))t∈[0,∞)

are indistinguishable, which yields that the strong solution of (1) is unique. This completes the
proof of the lemma. �

3.2. Lp-estimates of the solution and the time-continuous tamed Euler scheme. We
have the following Lp-estimates of the solution X of the SDE (1) and of its increments.

Lemma 4. Assume (A1) to (A4). Then,

(27) sup
t∈[0,1]

E
[
|Xt|p0

]
<∞

and for all p ∈ [0, p0),

(28) E
[
sup
t∈[0,1]

|Xt|p
]
<∞.

Moreover, if p0 ≥ ℓµ + 2, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all δ ∈ [0, 1] and all s ∈ [0, 1− δ],

(29) E

[
sup

t∈[s,s+δ]
|Xt −Xs|2p0/(ℓµ+2)

](ℓµ+2)/(2p0)
≤ c ·

√
δ.

Proof. Recall from Lemmas 2 and 3 that, P-a.s., for all t ∈ [0, 1], we have Xt = G−1(Zt), where
G−1 : R → R is Lipschitz continuous and Z is the unique strong solution of the SDE (13) with
coefficients satisfying (A1), (A2’) and (A3). For the proof of Lemma 4 we may therefore assume

that µ and σ satisfy (A1), (A2’) and (A3). Then (27) follows from Lemma 2.
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We turn our attention to the proof of (28). By Itô’s formula and (A1) there exists c ∈ (0,∞)

such that, for all t ∈ [0,∞),

(30)

|Xt|p0 = |x0|p0 +
∫ t

0
p0 · |Xu|p0−2 ·

(
Xuµ(Xu) +

1

2
(p0 − 1) · σ2(Xu)

)
du

+

∫ t

0
p0 ·Xu|Xu|p0−2σ(Xu) dWu

≤ |x0|p0 + c ·
∫ t

0
|Xu|p0−2 · (1 +X2

u) du+ p0 ·
∫ t

0
Xu|Xu|p0−2σ(Xu) dWu.

Choose an increasing sequence of stopping times (τn)n∈N such that limn→∞ τn = ∞ and the
stochastic processes

(31) Y (n) =
(∫ v∧τn

0
Xu|Xu|p0−2σ(Xu) dWu

)
v≥0

, n ∈ N,

are martingales. Hence, for all n ∈ N and every bounded stopping time τ ,

E[Y (n)
τ ] = 0,

which jointly with (30) implies that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and every
stopping time τ with τ ≤ 1,

(32) E
[
|Xτ∧τn |p0

]
≤ |x0|p0 + c · E

[∫ τ∧τn

0
|Xu|p0−2 · (1 +X2

u) du
]
.

Using [9, Lemma 3.2] we obtain from (32) that for all γ ∈ (0, 1) there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such
that, for all n,

(33)

E
[
sup
t∈[0,1]

|Xt∧τn |γp0
]
≤ 2− γ

1− γ
· E

[(
|x0|p0 + c1 ·

∫ 1∧τn

0
|Xu|p0−2 · (1 +X2

u) du
)γ]

≤ 2− γ

1− γ
·
(
|x0|p0 + c1 ·

∫ 1

0
E
[
|Xu|p0−2 · (1 +X2

u)
]
du

)γ

≤ c2 ·
(
1 + sup

u∈[0,1]
E
[
|Xu|p0

])γ
.

By Fatou’s lemma and (27) we conclude from (33) that

E
[
sup
t∈[0,1]

|Xt|γp0
]
= E

[
lim inf
n→∞

sup
t∈[0,1]

|Xt∧τn |γp0
]
≤ lim inf

n→∞
E
[
sup
t∈[0,1]

|Xt∧τn |γp0
]
<∞,

which finishes the proof of (28).
We proceed with the proof of (29). Assume p0 ≥ ℓµ + 2, put p = 2p0/(ℓµ + 2) and note that

p ∈ [2, p0). Fix δ ∈ [0, 1] and s ∈ [0, 1−δ]. Throughout the following we use c, c1, c2, ... ∈ (0,∞) to

denote positive constants that may change their values in every appearance but neither depend
on δ nor on s. By Itô’s formula, for all t ∈ [s, s+ δ],

(34)

|Xt −Xs|p =
∫ t

s
p · |Xu −Xs|p−2 ·

(
(Xu −Xs) · µ(Xu) +

1

2
(p− 1) · σ2(Xu)

)
du

+

∫ t

s
p · (Xu −Xs)|Xu −Xs|p−2σ(Xu) dWu.
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By (A1) and (3) there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ [s, s+ δ],

(35)

(Xu −Xs) · µ(Xu) +
1

2
(p− 1) · σ2(Xu) = Xuµ(Xu) +

1

2
(p − 1) · σ2(Xu)−Xsµ(Xu)

≤ Xuµ(Xu) +
1

2
(p0 − 1) · σ2(Xu) + |Xs| · |µ(Xu)|

≤ c ·
(
1 +X2

u + |Xs| · (1 + |Xu|ℓµ+1)
)
.

Let us define

Y = sup
s≤t≤s+δ

|Xt −Xs|p

and note that

(36) E[Y ] <∞

due to (28) and the fact that p < p0. Inserting (35) into (34) yields that there exists c ∈ (0,∞)

such that

(37)

Y ≤ c ·
∫ s+δ

s
|Xu −Xs|p−2 ·

(
1 +X2

u + |Xs| · (1 + |Xu|ℓµ+1)
)
du

+ sup
s≤t≤s+δ

∣∣∣
∫ t

s
p · (Xu −Xs) · |Xu −Xs|p−2 · σ(Xu) dWu

∣∣∣

and employing the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and (2) we therefore conclude that there
exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that

(38)

E[Y ] ≤ c1 · E
[
Y (p−2)/p ·

∫ s+δ

s

(
1 +X2

u + |Xs| · (1 + |Xu|ℓµ+1)
)
du

]

+ p · E
[(∫ s+δ

s
|Xu −Xs|2p−2σ2(Xu) du

)1/2]

≤ c2 · E
[
Y (p−2)/p ·

∫ s+δ

s

(
1 +X2

u + |Xs| · (1 + |Xu|ℓµ+1)
)
du

]

+ c1 · E
[
Y (p−1)/p ·

(∫ s+δ

s
(1 + |Xu|2ℓσ+2) du

)1/2]
.

By the Hölder inequality,

(39)

E

[
Y (p−2)/p ·

∫ s+δ

s

(
1 +X2

u + |Xs| · (1 + |Xu|ℓµ+1)
)
du

]

≤ E[Y ](p−2)/p · E
[(∫ s+δ

s

(
1 +X2

u + |Xs| · (1 + |Xu|ℓµ+1)
)
du

)p/2]2/p

≤ E[Y ](p−2)/p · δ(p−2)/p ·
(∫ s+δ

s
E
[(
1 +X2

u + |Xs| · (1 + |Xu|ℓµ+1)
)p/2]

du
)2/p

.
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Moreover, using (27) we obtain that there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that

(40)

sup
u∈[0,1]

E
[(
1 +X2

u + |Xs| · (1 + |Xu|ℓµ+1)
)p/2]

≤ c1 · sup
u∈[0,1]

(
1 + E[|Xu|p] + E[|Xs|p/2 · (1 + |Xu|(ℓµ+1)p/2)]

)

≤ c2 · sup
u∈[0,1]

(
1 + E[|Xu|p] + E[|Xs|p0 ]1/(ℓµ+2) ·

(
1 + E[|Xu|p0 ](ℓµ+1)/(ℓµ+2)

))
≤ c3.

Combining (39) with (40) we see that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that

(41) E

[
Y (p−2)/p ·

∫ s+δ

s

(
1 +X2

u + |Xs| · (1 + |Xu|ℓµ+1)
)
du

]
≤ c · E[Y ](p−2)/p · δ.

Similarly, by the Hölder inequality, the fact that ℓσ ≤ ℓµ/2 and (27) there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞)
such that

(42)

E

[
Y (p−1)/p ·

(∫ s+δ

s
(1 + |Xu|2ℓσ+2) du

)1/2]

≤ E[Y ](p−1)/p · δ(p−2)/(2p) ·
(∫ s+δ

s
E
[
(1 + |Xu|2ℓσ+2)p/2

]
du

)1/p

≤ c1 · E[Y ](p−1)/p · δ(p−2)/(2p) ·
(∫ s+δ

s

(
1 + sup

u∈[0,1]
E[|Xu|p0 ]

)
du

)1/p

≤ c2 · E[Y ](p−1)/p ·
√
δ.

Combining (38) with (41) and (42) and observing (36) we conclude that there exists c ∈ [1,∞)
such that

(43) E[Y ]2/p ≤ c · (δ +
√
δ · E[Y ]1/p) ≤ (c

√
δ)2 + 2c

√
δ · E[Y ]1/p.

Thus, (
E[Y ]1/p − c

√
δ
)2 ≤ 2(c

√
δ)2,

which yields

E[Y ]2/p ≤ 2
(
E[Y ]1/p − c

√
δ
)2

+ 2(c
√
δ)2 ≤ 6c2 δ

and hereby completes the proof of (29). �

For later purposes we list a number of properties of the functions µn and σn using the as-

sumptions (A1), (A2), (A2’), (A3) on the coefficients µ and σ.

Lemma 5.

(i) Assume (A2)(ii) and (A3). Then, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and

x ∈ R,

(44)
|σn(x)|2 ≤ c ·min

(√
n (1 + x2), σ2(x)

)
,

|µn(x)| ≤ c ·min
(√
n (1 + |x|), |µ(x)|

)
.

(ii) Assume (A1). Then, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and x ∈ R,

(45) 2x · µn(x) + (p0 − 1) · (σn(x))2 ≤ c · (1 + x2).
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(iii) Assume (A3). Then, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and x, y ∈ R,

(46) |σn(x)− σn(y)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓσ + |y|ℓσ) · (n−1/2 + |x− y|).
(iv) Assume (A2’)(ii). Then, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and x, y ∈ R,

(47) |µn(x)− µn(y)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓµ + |y|ℓµ) · (n−1/2 + |x− y|).
(v) Assume (A2)(ii). Then, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and x ∈ R,

(48) |µn(x)− µ(x)| ≤ c√
n
· (1 + |x|2ℓµ+1)

(vi) Assume (A3). Then, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and x ∈ R,

(49) |σn(x)− σ(x)| ≤ c√
n
· (1 + |x|ℓµ+ℓσ+1) and |σ2n(x)− σ2(x)| ≤ c√

n
· (1 + |x|ℓµ+2ℓσ+2).

Proof. First, we prove (44). The estimates |σn| ≤ |σ| and |µn| ≤ |µ| are immediate from the
definition of µn and σn. Moreover, by (2) and (3) and the fact that ℓσ ≤ ℓµ/2 we obtain that
there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x ∈ R and all n ∈ N,

|σn(x)|2 ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓµ+2)

(1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ)2 and |µn(x)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓµ+1)

1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ .

For all x ∈ R and all n ∈ N,

1 + |x|ℓµ+2

(1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ)2 = n1/2
( n−1/2

(1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ)2 +
n−1/2|x|ℓµ

(1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ)2 · x2
)
≤ n1/2(1 + x2)

and, similarly,
1 + |x|ℓµ+1

1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ ≤ n1/2(1 + |x|),

which finishes the proof of (44).

Clearly, (45) follows from

2x · µn(x) + (p0 − 1) · (σn(x))2

=
2x · µ(x)

1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ +
(p0 − 1) · σ2(x)
(1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ)2 ≤ 2x · µ(x) + (p0 − 1) · σ2(x)

1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ
and (A1).

Next, we prove (46). For n ∈ N and x, y ∈ R put

fn(x, y) =
n−1/2(|y|ℓµ − |x|ℓµ) · σ(y)

(1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ) · (1 + n−1/2|y|ℓµ) .

Using (A3) we obtain that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and all x, y ∈ R,

(50) |σn(x)− σn(y)| =
∣∣∣ σ(x)− σ(y)

1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ + fn(x, y)
∣∣∣ ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓσ + |y|ℓσ) · |x− y|+ |fn(x, y)|.

We next estimate |fn(x, y)|. First, assume that ℓµ ∈ [1,∞). Clearly, for all n ∈ N and all
x, y ∈ R,

(51) |fn(x, y)| ≤
||y|ℓµ − |x|ℓµ | · |σ(y)|

1 + |x|ℓµ + |y|ℓµ .
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Since ℓµ ∈ [1,∞) we obtain there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x, y ∈ R,

(52) ||y|ℓµ − |x|ℓµ | ≤ ℓµ · |x− y| · (|x|ℓµ−1 + |y|ℓµ−1).

Moreover, employing (2) and Young’s inequality we conclude that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞)

such that, for all x, y ∈ R,

(53)

(|x|ℓµ−1 + |y|ℓµ−1) · |σ(y)|
≤ c1 · (1 + |x|ℓµ−1 + |y|ℓµ−1) · (1 + |y|ℓσ+1)

= c1 · (1 + |x|ℓµ−1 + |y|ℓµ−1 + |y|ℓσ+1 + |x|ℓµ−1|y|ℓσ+1 + |y|ℓµ+ℓσ)

≤ c2 · (1 + |x|ℓµ+ℓσ + |y|ℓµ+ℓσ)

≤ c2 · (1 + |x|ℓµ + |y|ℓµ) · (1 + |x|ℓσ + |y|ℓσ).
Combining (51) to (53) yields that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and all
x, y ∈ R,

(54) |fn(x, y)| ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓσ + |y|ℓσ) · |x− y|.
Next, assume that ℓµ ∈ (0, 1). Observing (A3) we obtain that there exists c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such

that, for all n ∈ N and all x, y ∈ R with |x| ≤ 1 and |y| ≤ 1,

(55) |fn(x, y)| ≤ 2 · n−1/2 · |σ(y)| ≤ c1 · n−1/2 · (1 + |x|ℓσ+1) ≤ c2 · n−1/2 · (1 + |x|ℓσ).
Moreover, for all x, y ∈ R with |x| > 1 or |y| > 1 we have

∣∣|y|ℓµ − |x|ℓµ
∣∣ ≤ |y2 − x2|

|y|2−ℓµ + |x|2−ℓµ
≤ |x− y| · (|x|+ |y|)

|y|2−ℓµ + |x|2−ℓµ

as well as

(|y|2−ℓµ + |x|)2−ℓµ) · (1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ) · (1 + n−1/2|y|ℓµ)

≥ n−1/2(x2 + y2) ≥ 1

2
n−1/2(|x|+ |y|)2

≥ 1

4
n−1/2(|x|+ |y|) · (1 + |y|).

Employing (2) we thus obtain that there exist c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and all x, y ∈ R

with |x| > 1 or |y| > 1

(56) |fn(x, y)| ≤ n−1/2||y|ℓµ − |x|ℓµ | · |σ(y)| ≤ 4|x− y| · 1 + |y|ℓσ+1

1 + |y| ≤ c · (1 + |y|ℓσ) · |x− y|.

Combining (50) with (54), (55) and (56) completes the proof of (46).
The estimate (47) is proven in exactly the same way as the estimate (46) by replacing σ with

µ and ℓσ with ℓµ.

Using (3) we obtain that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all n ∈ N and all x ∈ R,

|µn(x)− µ(x)| = 1√
n
· |x|ℓµ |µ(x)|
1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ ≤ c1√

n
· |x|ℓµ(1 + |x|ℓµ+1) ≤ c2√

n
· (1 + |x|2ℓµ+1),

which shows (48).
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The first estimate in (49) is proven in exactly the same way as (48) by replacing µn and µ

with σn and σ, respectively, and using (2) in place of (3). Using the first estimate in (49), (44)
and (2) we obtain that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all n ∈ N and all x ∈ R,

|σ2n(x)− σ2(x)| ≤ |σn(x)− σ(x)| · (|σn(x)| + |σ(x)|)

≤ c1√
n
· (1 + |x|ℓµ+ℓσ+1) · (1 + |x|ℓσ+1) ≤ c2√

n
· (1 + |x|ℓµ+2ℓσ+2).

which proves the second estimate in (49). �

For technical reasons, we provide Lp-estimates and further relevant properties of the time-

continuous tamed Euler scheme (4) for the SDE (1) dependent on the initial value x0. To be
formally precise, for every x ∈ R, let Xx denote the unique strong solution of the SDE

(57)
dXx

t = µ(Xx
t ) dt+ σ(Xx

t ) dWt, t ∈ [0,∞),

Xx
0 = x,

and, for all x ∈ R and n ∈ N, let X̂x
n = (X̂x

n,t)t∈[0,1] denote the time-continuous tamed Euler

scheme on [0, 1] with step-size 1/n associated to the SDE (57), i.e., X̂x
n,0 = x and

X̂x
n,t = X̂x

n,tn
+ µn(X̂

x
n,tn

) · (t− tn) + σn(X̂
x
n,tn

) · (Wt −Wtn)

for t ∈ (i/n, (i + 1)/n] and i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}.
In particular, X = Xx0 and, for every n ∈ N, X̂n = X̂x0

n . Furthermore, the integral represen-

tation

(58) X̂x
n,t = x+

∫ t

0
µn(X̂

x
n,sn

) ds +

∫ t

0
σn(X̂

x
n,sn

) dWs

holds for every n ∈ N and t ∈ [0, 1].

We have the following Lp-estimates of the time-continuous tamed Euler scheme X̂x
n and of its

increments.

Lemma 6. Let µ and σ satisfy (A1) to (A3). Then, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all

x ∈ R,

(59) sup
n∈N

sup
t∈[0,1]

E
[
|X̂x

n,t|p0
]1/p0 ≤ c · (1 + |x|).

Furthermore, for all p ∈ [0, p0) there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x ∈ R,

(60) sup
n∈N

E
[
sup
t∈[0,1]

|X̂x
n,t|p

]1/p ≤ c · (1 + |x|).

Moreover, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x ∈ R,

(61) sup
n∈N

sup
t∈[0,1]

E
[
|X̂x

n,t − X̂x
n,tn

|p0
]1/p0 ≤ c · (1 + |x|) · 1

n1/4
.

Finally, if p0 ≥ ℓσ + 1 then there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that

(62) sup
n∈N

sup
t∈[0,1]

E
[
|X̂x

n,t − X̂x
n,tn

|p0/(ℓσ+1)
](ℓσ+1)/p0 ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓσ+1) · 1√

n
.
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Proof. For later purposes, we note that by using Lemma 5(i) and Gronwall’s inequality, it is

straightforward to check that for all n ∈ N and all q ∈ [0,∞) there exists c ∈ (0,∞), which may
depend on n and q, such that, for all x ∈ R,

(63) E

[
sup
t∈[0,1]

|X̂x
n,t|q

]
≤ c · (1 + |x|q).

Fix n ∈ N and x ∈ R. Throughout the following we use c, c1, c2, ... ∈ (0,∞) to denote positive

constants that may change their values in every appearance but neither depend on n nor on x.
We first prove (59). By Itô’s formula, for all stopping times τ with τ ≤ 1,

|X̂x
n,τ |p0 = |x|p0 + p0 ·

∫ τ

0

(
X̂x

n,s|X̂x
n,s|p0−2µn(X̂

x
n,sn

) +
1

2
(p0 − 1) · |X̂x

n,s|p0−2σ2n(X̂
x
n,sn

)
)
ds

+ p0 ·
∫ τ

0
X̂x

n,s|X̂x
n,s|p0−2σn(X̂

x
n,sn

) dWs.

Using Lemma 5(i) and (63) we obtain that

E
[
sup

s∈[0,1]

(
X̂x

n,s|X̂x
n,s|p0−2σn(X̂

x
n,sn

)
)2]

<∞,

which implies that the stochastic process
(∫ t

0
X̂x

n,s|X̂x
n,s|p0−2σn(X̂

x
n,sn

) dWs

)
t∈[0,1]

is a martingale. Thus, for all stopping times τ with τ ≤ 1,

(64)
E
[
|X̂x

n,τ |p0
]
= |x|p0 + p0 · E

[∫ τ

0

(
X̂x

n,s|X̂x
n,s|p0−2µn(X̂

x
n,sn

)

+
1

2
(p0 − 1) · |X̂x

n,s|p0−2σ2n(X̂
x
n,sn

)
)
du

]
.

Using (A1) and Lemma 5(i),(ii) we obtain that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all

s ∈ [0, 1],

(65)

X̂x
n,s|X̂x

n,s|p0−2µn(X̂
x
n,sn

) +
1

2
(p0 − 1) · |X̂x

n,s|p0−2σ2n(X̂
x
n,sn

)

= |X̂x
n,s|p0−2 ·

(
X̂x

n,sn
µn(X̂

x
n,sn

) +
p0 − 1

2
· σ2n(X̂x

n,sn
) + µn(X̂

x
n,sn

) · (X̂x
n,s − X̂x

n,sn
)
)

≤ |X̂x
n,s|p0−2 ·

(
c1 · (1 + |X̂x

n,sn
|2)

+ µn(X̂
x
n,sn

) · (µn(X̂x
n,sn

) · (s− sn) + σn(X̂
x
n,sn

) · (Ws −Wsn)
)

≤ c2 · |X̂x
n,s|p0−2 · (1 + |X̂x

n,sn
|2) + |X̂x

n,s|p0−2 · µnσn(X̂x
n,sn

) · (Ws −Wsn)

= c2 · As +Bs + Cs,

where

(66)

As = |X̂x
n,s|p0−2 · (1 + |X̂x

n,sn
|2),

Bs = |X̂x
n,sn

|p0−2 · µnσn(X̂x
n,sn

) · (Ws −Wsn),

Cs = (|X̂x
n,s|p0−2 − |X̂x

n,sn
|p0−2) · µnσn(X̂x

n,sn
) · (Ws −Wsn).
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By Young’s inequality, there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all s ∈ [0, 1],

(67) E[As] ≤ c1 · E
[
1 + |X̂x

n,s|p0 + |X̂x
n,sn

|p0
]
≤ c2 ·

(
1 + sup

0≤u≤s
E
[
|X̂x

n,s|p0
])
.

Furthermore, using the independence of X̂x
n,sn

andWs−Wsn , s ∈ [0, 1], we obtain for all s ∈ [0, 1]
that

(68) E[Bs] = E
[
|X̂x

n,sn
|p0−2µnσn(X̂

x
n,sn

)
]
· E[Ws −Wsn ] = 0.

We finally estimate E[|Cs|], s ∈ [0, 1]. By Lemma 5(i) there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all

s ∈ [0, 1],

(69)
|X̂x

n,s − X̂x
n,sn

| = |µn(X̂x
n,sn

) · (s− sn) + σn(X̂
x
n,sn

) · (Ws −Wsn)|
≤ c · (n−1/2 + n1/4 · |Ws −Wsn |) · (1 + |X̂x

n,sn
|).

Below we show that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all u, v, w ∈ R,

(70)

∣∣|u+ v|p0−2 − |u|p0−2
∣∣ · |µnσn(u)| · |w|

≤ c ·
(
|v|p0 · (1 + (n3/4|w|)p0) + 1 + |w|p0/2 + |u|p0

)
.

Applying (70) with u, v, w being realizations of X̂x
n,sn

, X̂x
n,s− X̂x

n,sn
and Ws −Wsn , respectively,

and observing (69) we conclude that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all s ∈ [0, 1],

(71)

|Cs| ≤ c1 · |X̂x
n,s − X̂x

n,sn
|p0 ·

(
1 + (n3/4|Ws −Wsn |)

p0
)

+ c1 ·
(
1 + |Ws −Wsn |

p0/2 + |X̂x
n,sn

|p0
)

≤ c2 ·
(
n−1/2 + n1/4|Ws −Wsn |

)p0(1 + |X̂x
n,sn

|
)p0 ·

(
1 + (n3/4|Ws −Wsn |)

p0
)

+ c2 ·
(
1 + |Ws −Wsn |

p0/2 + |X̂x
n,sn

|p0
)
.

Using the independence of X̂x
n,sn

and Ws −Wsn , s ∈ [0, 1], we therefore obtain that there exists

c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all s ∈ [0, 1],

(72) E[|Cs|] ≤ c ·
(
1 + E

[
|X̂x

n,sn
|p0

])
≤ c ·

(
1 + sup

0≤u≤s
E
[
|X̂x

n,u|p0
])
.

Combining (65) with (67), (68) and (72) yields that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all

s ∈ [0, 1],

(73) E

[
X̂x

n,s|X̂x
n,s|p0−2µn(X̂

x
n,sn

)+
1

2
· (p0−1)|X̂x

n,s|p0−2σ2n(X̂
x
n,sn

)
]
≤ c ·

(
1+ sup

0≤u≤s
E
[
|X̂x

n,u|p0
])
.

Combining the latter estimate with (64) we conclude in particular that there exists c ∈ (0,∞)

such that, for all t ∈ [0, 1],

(74) sup
0≤s≤t

E
[
|X̂x

n,s|p0
]
≤ |x|p0 + c ·

∫ t

0

(
1 + sup

0≤u≤s
E
[
|X̂x

n,s|p0
])
ds.

Observing (63) the estimate (59) is now a consequence of the Gronwall lemma.
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We proceed by proving inequality (70). Clearly, (70) holds for p0 = 2. Assume p0 > 2. First,

consider the case |u| ≤ 1. Using Lemma 5(i), (2), (3) and the Young inequality we obtain that
there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all u, v, w ∈ R with |u| ≤ 1,

∣∣|u+ v|p0−2 − |u|p0−2
∣∣ · |µnσn(u)| · |w|

≤ c1 ·
(
|u|p0−2 + |v|p0−2

)
·
(
1 + |u|ℓµ+ℓσ+2

)
· |w|

≤ c2 ·
(
1 + |v|p0−2

)
· |w| ≤ c3 ·

(
1 + |v|p0 + |w|p0/2

)
.

Next, consider the case |u| > 1. Assume first that p0 ∈ (2, 3]. Put α = 2/(p0 − 2) and note that
α ≥ 2. For all u, v ∈ R with u 6= 0 we have

∣∣|u+ v|p0−2 − |u|p0−2
∣∣ ≤

∣∣|u+ v|α(p0−2) − |u|α(p0−2)
∣∣

|u+ v|(α−1)(p0−2) + |u|(α−1)(p0−2)

≤
∣∣|u+ v|α(p0−2) − |u|α(p0−2)

∣∣
|u|(α−1)(p0−2)

=

∣∣|u+ v|2 − |u|2
∣∣

|u|4−p0
≤ 2|v|(|u| + |v|)

|u|4−p0
.

Using Lemma 5(i) and Young’s inequality we thus conclude that there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞)
such that, for all u, v, w ∈ R with |u| > 1,

∣∣|u+ v|p0−2 − |u|p0−2
∣∣ · |µnσn(u)| · |w|

≤ c1 ·
|v|(|u| + |v|)

|u|4−p0
· (1 + u2) · n3/4|w|

≤ c1 ·
(
|v|2n3/4|w| · (1 + |u|p0−2) + |v|n3/4|w| · (1 + |u|p0−1)

)

≤ c2 ·
((
|v|2n3/4|w|

)p0/2 +
(
|v|n3/4|w|

)p0 + 1 + |u|p0
)

≤ c3 ·
(
|v|p0 · (1 + (n3/4|w|)p0) + 1 + |u|p0

)
.

Finally, assume that p0 ∈ [3,∞). In this case we have for all u, v ∈ R,

∣∣|u+ v|p0−2 − |u|p0−2
∣∣ = (p0 − 2) ·

∣∣∣
∫ |u+v|

|u|
yp0−3 dy

∣∣∣ ≤ (p0 − 2) ·
(
|u+ v|p0−3 + |u|p0−3

)
· |v|.

Using Lemma 5(i) and Young’s inequality we thus obtain that there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such

that, for all u, v, w ∈ R with |u| > 1,
∣∣|u+ v|p0−2 − |u|p0−2

∣∣ · |µnσn(u)| · |w|
≤ c1 ·

(
|v|p0−3 + |u|p0−3

)
· |v| · (1 + u2) · n3/4|w|

≤ c2 ·
(
1 + |v|p0−1 + |u|p0−1

)
· |v|n3/4|w|

≤ c3
(
1 + |v|p0 + |u|p0 + (|v|n3/4|w|)p0

)

= c3 ·
(
|v|p0 · (1 + (n3/4|w|)p0) + 1 + |u|p0

)
.

This finishes the proof of (70) and completes the proof of (59).
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We turn to the proof of (60). Using (64) and (65) we see that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such

that for all stopping times τ with τ ≤ 1,

(75) E
[
|X̂x

n,τ |p0
]
≤ |x|p0 + E

[∫ τ

0
(c · As +Bs + Cs) ds

]
,

where As, Bs, Cs are given by (66).

For all s ∈ [0, 1] we put sn = ⌈sn⌉/n. Applying the integration by parts formula we obtain
for all i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} and t ∈ [i/n, (i+ 1)/n] that

∫ t

i/n
(sn − s) dWs = (t

n − t) · (Wt −Wi/n) +

∫ t

i/n
(Ws −Wsn) ds.

Thus, for all t ∈ [0, 1],
∫ t

0
Bs ds =

∫ t

0
|X̂x

n,sn
|p0−2µnσn(X̂

x
n,sn

) · (sn − s) dWs

− (t
n − t) · (Wt −Wtn) · |X̂

x
n,tn

|p0−2µnσn(X̂
x
n,tn

).

Using Lemma 5(i) and (63) we see that

E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]

(
|X̂x

n,sn
|p0−2µnσn(X̂

x
n,sn

) · (sn − s)
)2]

<∞,

and therefore the stochastic process

(∫ t

0
|X̂x

n,sn
|p0−2µnσn(X̂

x
n,sn

) · (sn − s) dWs

)
t∈[0,1]

is a martingale. Thus, for all stopping times τ with τ ≤ 1,

(76) E

[∫ τ

0
Bs ds

]
= −E

[
(τn − τ) · (Wτ −Wτn) · |X̂

x
n,τn

|p0−2µnσn(X̂
x
n,τn

)
]
.

Combining (75) and (76) we obtain that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all stopping times
τ with τ ≤ 1,

(77) E
[
|X̂x

n,τ |p0
]
≤ |x|p0 + c · E

[∫ τ

0
(As + |Cs|) ds + n−1|Wτ −Wτn ||X̂

x
n,τn

|p0−2|µnσn(X̂x
n,τn

)|
]
.

Employing [9, Lemma 3.2] we conclude from (77) that for all γ ∈ (0, 1) there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞)

such that

(78)

E
[
sup

s∈[0,1]
|X̂x

n,s|γp0
]
≤ 2− γ

1− γ
· E

[(
|x|p0 + c1 ·

∫ 1

0
(As + |Cs|) ds

+ n−1 · sup
s∈[0,1]

|Ws −Wsn ||X̂
x
n,sn

|p0−2|µnσn(X̂x
n,sn

)|
)γ]

≤ c2 ·
(
|x|γp0 + E

[(∫ 1

0
(As + |Cs|) ds

)γ]

+ n−γ · E
[
sup

s∈[0,1]

(
|Ws −Wsn ||X̂

x
n,sn

|(p0−2)|µnσn(X̂x
n,sn

)|
)γ])

.
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By (67), (72) and (59) for all γ ∈ (0, 1) there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that

(79) E

[(∫ 1

0
(As + |Cs|) ds

)γ]
≤

(∫ 1

0
E[As + |Cs|] ds

)γ
≤ c · (1 + |x|γp0).

Moreover, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Lemma 5(i) we obtain that for all
γ ∈ (0, 1) there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that

(80)

E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]

(∣∣Ws −Wsn ||X̂
x
n,sn

|p0−2|µnσn(X̂x
n,sn

)|
)γ]

≤ c1n
3γ/4 · E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]

(
|Ws −Wsn |(1 + |X̂x

n,sn
|p0)

)γ]

= c1n
3γ/4 · E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]

∣∣∣
∫ s

sn

(1 + |X̂x
n,tn

|p0) dWt

∣∣∣
γ]

≤ 2c1n
3γ/4 · E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]

∣∣∣
∫ s

0
(1 + |X̂x

n,tn
|p0) dWt

∣∣∣
γ]

≤ c2n
3γ/4 · E

[(∫ 1

0
(1 + |X̂x

n,sn
|p0)2 ds

)γ/2]

≤ c3n
3γ/4 ·

(
1 + E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]
|X̂x

n,s|γp0
])
.

Inserting (79) and (80) into (78) and observing (63) we conclude that for all γ ∈ (0, 1) there
exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that

(81) (1− c1 · n−γ/4) · E
[
sup

s∈[0,1]
|X̂x

n,s|γp0
]
≤ c2 · (1 + |x|γp0).

Thus, for all γ ∈ (0, 1) there exists n0 ∈ N and c ∈ (0,∞) such that if n ≥ n0 then

E
[
sup

s∈[0,1]
|X̂x

n,s|γp0
]
≤ c · (1 + |x|γp0).

Combining the latter estimate with (63) we obtain (60).

Finally, we turn to the proof of (61) and (62). Employing Lemma 5(i) we obtain that there
exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all t ∈ [0, 1],

(82)

|X̂x
n,t − X̂x

n,tn
| = |µn(X̂x

n,tn
) · (t− tn) + σn(X̂

x
n,tn

) · (Wt −Wtn)|
≤ c1 ·

(
n1/2 (1 + |X̂x

n,tn
|)n−1 + n1/4 (1 + |X̂x

n,tn
|) · |Wt −Wtn |

)

= c1 · (1 + |X̂x
n,tn

|) · (n−1/2 + n1/4|Wt −Wtn |)

as well as

(83)
|X̂x

n,t − X̂x
n,tn

| ≤ c2 ·
((
1 + |X̂x

n,tn
|
)
n−1/2 +

(
1 + |X̂x

n,tn
)|ℓσ+1

)
· |Wt −Wtn |

)

≤ c3 · (1 + |X̂x
n,tn

)|ℓσ+1) · (n−1/2 + |Wt −Wtn |).
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By (82) and (59) there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all t ∈ [0, 1],

(84)

E
[
|X̂x

n,t − X̂x
n,tn

|p0
]
≤ c1 · E

[
(1 + |X̂x

n,tn
)|p0) · (n−p0/2 + np0/4|Wt −Wtn |

p0)
]

= c1 ·
(
1 + E

[
|X̂x

n,tn
)|p0

])
·
(
n−p0/2 + np0/4E

[
|Wt −Wtn |

p0
])

≤ c2 ·
(
1 + E

[
|X̂x

n,tn
)|p0

])
n−p0/4 ≤ c3 · (1 + |x|p0)n−p0/4,

and, similarly, by (83) and (59) there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all t ∈ [0, 1], with
p = p0/(ℓσ + 1),

(85)
E
[
|X̂x

n,t − X̂x
n,tn

|p
]
≤ c1 ·

(
1 + E

[
|X̂x

n,tn
)|(ℓσ+1)p

])
·
(
n−p/2 + E

[
|Wt −Wtn |

p
])

≤ c2 ·
(
1 + E

[
|X̂x

n,tn
)|p0

])
n−p/2 ≤ c3 · (1 + |x|p0)n−p/2.

This completes the proof of (61) and (62) and finishes the proof of the lemma.
�

Remark 4. We add that our proof of (59) closes a gap in the proof of Lemma 2 in [35] for the
range p0 ∈ (2, 4).

3.3. A Markov property and occupation time estimates for the time-continuous

tamed Euler scheme. The following lemma provides a Markov property of the time-continuous

tamed Euler scheme X̂x
n relative to the gridpoints 1/n, 2/n, . . . , 1.

Lemma 7. For all x ∈ R, all n ∈ N, all j ∈ {0, . . . , n−1} and P
X̂x

n,j/n-almost all y ∈ R we have

P
(X̂x

n,t)t∈[j/n,1]|Fj/n = P
(X̂x

n,t)t∈[j/n,1]|X̂x
n,j/n

as well as

P
(X̂x

n,t)t∈[j/n,1]|X̂x
n,j/n

=y
= P

(X̂y
n,t)t∈[0,1−j/n] .

Proof. The lemma is an immediate consequence of the fact that, by definition of X̂x
n , for every

ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , n} there exists a mapping ψ : R × C([0, ℓ/n]) → C([0, ℓ/n]) such that for all x ∈ R

and all i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− ℓ},
(X̂x

n,t+i/n)t∈[0,ℓ/n] = ψ
(
X̂x

n,i/n, (Wt+i/n −Wi/n)t∈[0,ℓ/n]
)
. �

Next, we provide an estimate for the expected occupation time of a neighborhood of a non-zero

of σ by the time-continuous tamed Euler scheme X̂x
n .

Lemma 8. Assume (A1) to (A4) and p0 ≥ ℓµ + ℓσ +2. Let ξ ∈ R satisfy σ(ξ) 6= 0. Then, there
exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x ∈ R, all n ∈ N and all ε ∈ (0,∞),

(86)

∫ 1

0
P({|X̂x

n,t − ξ| ≤ ε}) dt ≤ c · (1 + |x|ℓµ+ℓσ+2) ·
(
ε+

1√
n

)
.

Proof. Let x ∈ R and n ∈ N. By (58), (44) and Lemma 6, X̂x
n is a continuous semi-martingale

with quadratic variation

(87) 〈X̂x
n〉t =

∫ t

0
σ2n

(
X̂x

n,sn

)
ds, t ∈ [0, 1].
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For a ∈ R let La(X̂x
n) = (La

t (X̂
x
n))t∈[0,1] denote the local time of X̂x

n at the point a. Thus, for all
a ∈ R and all t ∈ [0, 1],

|X̂x
n,t − a| = |x− a|+

∫ t

0
sgn(X̂x

n,s − a)µn(X̂
x
n,sn

) ds

+

∫ t

0
sgn(X̂x

n,s − a)σn(X̂
x
n,sn

) dWs + La
t (X̂

x
n),

where sgn(z) = 1(0,∞)(z) − 1(−∞,0](z) for z ∈ R, see, e.g. [33, Chap. VI]. Hence, for all a ∈ R

and all t ∈ [0, 1],

(88)

La
t (X̂

x
n) ≤ |X̂x

n,t − x|+
∫ t

0
|µn(X̂x

n,sn
)| ds +

∣∣∣
∫ t

0
sgn(X̂x

n,s − a)σn(X̂
x
n,sn

) dWs

∣∣∣

≤
∫ t

0
2|µn(X̂x

n,sn
)| ds +

∣∣∣
∫ t

0
σn(X̂

x
n,sn

) dWs

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
∫ t

0
sgn(X̂x

n,s − a)σn(X̂
x
n,sn

) dWs

∣∣∣.

Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (44), (2), (3) and estimate (59) in Lemma 6
together with the assumption ℓσ ≤ ℓµ/2 and the fact that max(ℓµ + 1, ℓσ +1) ≤ p0 we conclude

that there exist c1, c2, c3, c4 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all x ∈ R, all n ∈ N, all a ∈ R and all
t ∈ [0, 1],

(89)

E
[
La
t (X̂

x
n)
]
≤ 2

∫ t

0
E
[
|µn(X̂x

n,sn
)|
]
ds+ c1 · E

[(∫ t

0
σ2n(X̂

x
n,sn

) ds
)1/2]

≤ c2 ·
(
1 + sup

s∈[0,1]
E
[
|X̂x

n,s|ℓµ+1
]
+ sup

s∈[0,1]
E
[
|X̂x

n,s|ℓσ+1]
)

≤ c3 ·
(
1 + |x|ℓµ+1 + |x|ℓσ+1

)
≤ c4 ·

(
1 + |x|ℓµ+1

)
.

Using (87) and (89) we obtain by the occupation time formula that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such
that, for all x ∈ R, all n ∈ N and all ε ∈ (0,∞),

(90)

E

[∫ 1

0
1[ξ−ε,ξ+ε](X̂

x
n,t)σ

2
n(X̂

x
n,tn

) dt
]

=

∫

R

1[ξ−ε,ξ+ε](a)E
[
La
t (X̂

x
n)
]
da ≤ c ·

(
1 + |x|ℓµ+1

)
· ε.

By estimates (44) and (46) in Lemma 5 and (2) we see that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that,
for all n ∈ N and all y, z ∈ R,

(91)

|σ2n(z)− σ2n(y)|
≤ (|σn(z)| + |σn(y)|) · |σn(z)− σn(y)| ≤ (|σ(z)| + |σ(y)|) · |σn(z) − σn(y)|
≤ c ·

(
(1 + |z|2ℓσ+1 + |y|2ℓσ+1) ·

(
|z − y|+ n−1/2

)
.

Note that p0 ≥ ℓµ+ ℓσ +2 implies (2ℓσ+1)p0
p0−ℓσ−1 ≤ p0. Hence, by (91) and estimates (59) and (62) in

Lemma 6 we conclude that there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N, all x ∈ R and
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all t ∈ [0, 1],

E
[
|σ2n(X̂x

n,t)− σ2n(X̂
x
n,tn

)|
]

≤ c1 · E
[
(1 + |X̂x

n,t|2ℓσ+1 + |X̂x
n,tn

|2ℓσ+1) ·
(
|X̂x

n,t − X̂x
n,tn

|+ n−1/2
)]

≤ c2 ·
(
1 + sup

s∈[0,1]
E
[
|X̂x

n,s|
(2ℓσ+1)p0
p0−ℓσ−1

] p0−ℓσ−1
p0

)
· E

[
|X̂x

n,t − X̂x
n,tn

|
p0

ℓσ+1
] ℓσ+1

p0

+ c2 n
−1/2 ·

(
1 + sup

s∈[0,1]
E
[
|X̂x

n,s|2ℓσ+1
])

≤ c3 n
−1/2 · (1 + |x|3ℓσ+2).

Thus, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and all x ∈ R,

(92) E

[∫ 1

0

∣∣σ2n(X̂x
n,t)− σ2n(X̂

x
n,tn

)
∣∣ dt

]
≤ c n−1/2 · (1 + |x|3ℓσ+2).

Since σ is continuous and σ(ξ) 6= 0 there exist κ, ε0 ∈ (0,∞) such that

inf
|z−ξ|<ε0

|σ(z)| ≥ κ.

Hence, for all n ∈ N and all z ∈ (ξ − ε0, ξ + ε0),

(93) |σn(z)| ≥
|σ(z)|

1 + |z|ℓµ ≥ κ

1 + (ε0 + |ξ|)ℓµ .

Put κ̃ = κ
1+(ε0+|ξ|)ℓµ . Employing (90), (92) and (93) we conclude that there exists c ∈ (0,∞)

such that, for all x ∈ R, all n ∈ N and all ε ∈ (0, ε0],

∫ 1

0
P({|X̂x

n,t − ξ| ≤ ε}) dt = 1

κ̃2
· E

[∫ 1

0
κ̃2 1[ξ−ε,ξ+ε](X̂

x
n,t) dt

]

≤ 1

κ̃2
· E

[∫ 1

0
1[ξ−ε,ξ+ε](X̂

x
n,t)σ

2
n(X̂

x
n,t) dt

]

≤ 1

κ̃2
· E

[∫ 1

0

(
1[ξ−ε,ξ+ε](X̂

x
n,t)σ

2
n(X̂

x
n,tn

) +
∣∣σ2n(X̂x

n,t)− σ2n(X̂
x
n,tn

)
∣∣) dt

]

≤ c

κ̃2
· (1 + |x|ℓµ+1 + |x|3ℓσ+2) ·

(
ε+

1√
n

)
,

which completes the proof of the lemma. �

The following lemma shows how to transfer the condition of a sign change of X̂n − ξ at

time t relative to its sign at time tn to a condition on the distance of X̂n and ξ at times
tn − 1/n, tn − (t− tn) and tn.
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Lemma 9. Assume (A1) to (A4) and let ξ ∈ R. Then, for all γ ∈ (0, 1/2) there exists c ∈ (0,∞)

such that, for all n ∈ N, all 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1 with tn − s ≥ 1/n and all A ∈ Fs,

(94)

P
(
A ∩ {(X̂n,t − ξ) · (X̂n,tn − ξ) ≤ 0}

)

≤ c

n
P(A) + cP

(
A ∩ {max(|X̂tn − ξ|, |X̂tn−1/n − ξ|) ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)

+ c

∫

R

P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

− ξ| ≤ c n−1/2 · (1 + |z|)
})

· e− z2

2 dz.

Proof. Due to (2) and (44) there exists K ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and all x ∈ R,

(95) |µn(x)| ≤ K
√
n · (1 + |x|) and |σn(x)| ≤ K · (1 + |x|ℓσ+1).

Put

κ = 23ℓσ+8K · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1).

Let γ ∈ (0, 1/2) and choose n0 ∈ N \ {1} such that, for all n ≥ n0,

κn−γ · (1 + 2
√

2 ln(n)) ≤ 1.

Clearly, we may assume that n ≥ n0.
Let 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1 with tn − s ≥ 1/n and let A ∈ Fs. If t = tn then, for all c ∈ (0,∞) and all

z ∈ R,

{(X̂n,t − ξ) · (X̂n,tn − ξ) ≤ 0} = {X̂n,tn − ξ = 0} ⊂
{
|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

− ξ| ≤ c n−1/2 · (1 + |z|)
}
,

which implies that in this case (94) holds for all c ≥ 1/
√
2π.

Now assume that t > tn and put

Z1 =
Wt −Wtn√
t− tn

, Z2 =
Wtn −Wtn−(t−tn)√

t− tn
, Z3 =

Wtn−(t−tn)
−Wtn−1/n√

1/n − (t− tn)
.

Below we show that

(96)

{
(X̂n,t − ξ) · (X̂n,tn − ξ) ≤ 0

}
∩
{

max
i∈{1,2,3}

|Zi| ≤
√

2 ln(n)
}

∩
{
max(|X̂tn − ξ|, |X̂tn−1/n − ξ|) < n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ

}

⊂
{
|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

− ξ| ≤ κn−1/2 · (1 + |Z1|+ |Z2|)
}
.

Note that Z1, Z2, Z3 are independent and identically distributed standard normal random vari-

ables. Moreover, (Z1, Z2, Z3) is independent of Fs since s ≤ tn − 1/n, (Z1, Z2) is independent

of Ftn−(t−tn)
and X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

is Ftn−(t−tn)
-measurable. Using the latter facts jointly with (96)
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and a standard estimate of standard normal tail probabilities we obtain that

P
(
A ∩ {(X̂n,t − ξ) · (X̂n,tn − ξ) ≤ 0}

)

≤ P
(
A ∩ {|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

− ξ| ≤ κn−1/2 · (1 + |Z1|+ |Z2|)}
)

+ P
(
A ∩

{
max

i∈{1,2,3}
|Zi| >

√
2 ln(n)

})
+ P

(
A ∩ {max(|X̂tn − ξ|, |X̂tn−1/n − ξ|) ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)

≤ 2

π

∫

[0,∞)2
P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

− ξ| ≤ κn−1/2 · (1 + z1 + z2)
})
e−

z21+z22
2 d(z1, z2)

+ 6P(A) · P
(
{Z1 >

√
2 ln(n)}

)
+ P

(
A ∩ {max(|X̂tn − ξ|, |X̂tn−1/n − ξ|) ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)

≤ 2

π

∫

R2

P

(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

− ξ| ≤
√
2κn−1/2 ·

(
1 + |z1+z2√

2
|
)})

e−
z21+z22

2 d(z1, z2)

+
6P(A)√

2π 2 ln(n)n
+ P

(
A ∩ {max(|X̂tn − ξ|, |X̂tn−1/n − ξ|) ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)

=
4√
2π

∫

R

P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

− ξ| ≤
√
2κn−1/2 · (1 + |z|)

})
e−

z2

2 dz

+
3P(A)√
π ln(n)n

+ P
(
A ∩ {max(|X̂tn − ξ|, |X̂tn−1/n − ξ|) ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)
,

which yields (94).

It remains to prove the inclusion (96). To this end let

(97)
ω ∈

{
(X̂n,t − ξ)(X̂n,tn − ξ) ≤ 0

}
∩
{

max
i∈{1,2,3}

|Zi| ≤
√

2 ln(n)
}

∩
{
max(|X̂tn − ξ|, |X̂tn−1/n − ξ|) < n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ

}
.

Using (95) and the fact that for all a, b ∈ R and all q ∈ [0,∞),

(98) 1 + |a|q ≤ 2q (1 + |a− b|q) · (1 + |b|q),
we obtain

(99)

|X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ|
≤ |(X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ)− (X̂n,t(ω)− ξ)|
= |µn(X̂n,tn(ω)) · (t− tn) + σn(X̂n,tn(ω)) ·

√
t− tn Z1(ω)|

≤ K n−1/2 · (1 + |X̂n,tn(ω)|) +K n−1/2 · (1 + |X̂n,tn(ω)|
ℓσ+1) · |Z1(ω)|

≤ 2K n−1/2 · (1 + |X̂n,tn(ω)|
ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z1(ω)|)

≤ 2ℓσ+2K n−1/2 · (1 + |X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z1(ω)|).
First assume that ℓσ = 0. Using the assumption n ≥ n0 and (97) we obtain

4K n−1/2 · (1 + |ξ|) · (1 + |Z1(ω)|) ≤
1

2

and therefore it follows from (99) that

(100) |X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ| ≤ 8K n−1/2 · (1 + |ξ|) · (1 + |Z1(ω)|).
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Next assume that ℓσ > 0. If |X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ| > 1 then (99) and the assumption n ≥ n0 imply

|X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ| ≤ 2ℓσ+3K n−1/2 · |X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ|ℓσ+1 · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z1(ω)|)
≤ n−(1/2−γ) · |X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ|ℓσ+1.

Thus,

|X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ| ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ ,

which is in contradiction with (97). Hence, |X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ| ≤ 1 and (99) then yields

(101) |X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ| ≤ 2ℓσ+3K n−1/2 · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z1(ω)|).
Similarly to (99), we obtain by (95) and (98) that

(102)

|X̂n,tn(ω)− X̂n,tn−(t−tn)
(ω)|

= |µn(X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)) · (t− tn) + σn(X̂n,tn−1/n(ω))
√
t− tn Z2(ω)|

≤ 2ℓσ+2K n−1/2 · (1 + |X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)− ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z2(ω)|).
Moreover, employing (95), (97) and (98) we conclude that

(103)

|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)
(ω)− X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)|

= |µn(X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)) · (1/n − (t− tn)) + σn(X̂n,tn−1/n(ω))
√

1/n − (t− tn)Z3(ω)|
≤ 2ℓσ+2K n−1/2 · (1 + |X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)− ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z3(ω)|)
≤ 2ℓσ+2K n−1/2 · (1 + n1/2−γ |X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)− ξ|) · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z3(ω)|)
≤ 2ℓσ+3K n−γ · (1 + |X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)− ξ|) · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z3(ω)|).

Since n ≥ n0 we have

2ℓσ+3K n−γ · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z3(ω)|) ≤
κ

2
(1 +

√
2 ln(n)) ≤ 1

2

and therefore (103) yields that

1 + |X̂n,tn−(t−tn)
(ω)− ξ| ≥ 1 + |X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)− ξ| − |X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

(ω)− X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)|
≥ (1 + |X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)− ξ|)/2.

Thus,

(104)
1 + |X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)− ξ|ℓσ+1 ≤ 1 + (1 + 2 |X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

(ω)− ξ|)ℓσ+1

≤ 22ℓσ+3 (1 + |X̂n,tn−(t−tn)
(ω)− ξ|ℓσ+1).

Using (100), (101), (102) and (104) we obtain

|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)
(ω)− ξ|

≤ |X̂n,tn(ω)− X̂n,tn−(t−tn)
(ω)|+ |X̂n,tn(ω)− ξ|

≤ 2ℓσ+4K n−1/2 · (1 + |X̂n,tn−1/n(ω)− ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z1(ω)|+ |Z2(ω)|)
≤ 23ℓσ+7K n−1/2 · (1 + |X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

(ω)− ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |ξ|ℓσ+1) · (1 + |Z1(ω)|+ |Z2(ω)|).
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Arguing similarly as for the proof of (100) and (101) we conclude that

|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)
(ω)− ξ| ≤ κn−1/2 · (1 + |Z1(ω)|+ |Z2(ω)|).

This finishes the proof of (96) and completes the proof of the lemma. �

Using Lemmas 7, 8 and 9 we can now establish the following two estimates on the probability

of sign changes of X̂n − ξ relative to its sign at the gridpoints 0, 1/n, . . . , 1.

Lemma 10. Assume (A1) to (A4) and p0 ≥ ℓµ + ℓσ + 2. Let ξ ∈ R satisfy σ(ξ) 6= 0 and let

An,t = {(X̂n,t − ξ) · (X̂n,tn − ξ) ≤ 0}

for all n ∈ N and t ∈ [0, 1]. Then the following two statements hold.

(i) There exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N, all s ∈ [0, 1) and all A ∈ Fs,

∫ 1

s
P(A ∩An,t) dt ≤

c√
n
·
(
P(A) + E

[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

])
.

(ii) There exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N, all s ∈ [0, 1) and all A ∈ Fs,

∫ 1

s
E
[
1A∩An,t |X̂n,tn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
dt ≤ c

nmin(1,p0/4)
·
(
P(A) + E

[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

])
.

Proof. Let n ∈ N, s ∈ [0, 1) and A ∈ Fs. In the following we use c, c1, c2, · · · ∈ (0,∞) to denote
positive constants that may change their values in every appearance but neither depend on n
nor on s nor on A.

We first prove part (i) of the lemma. Clearly we may assume that s < 1 − 1/n. Then sn ≤
1− 2/n and we have

(105)

∫ 1

s
P(A ∩An,t) dt ≤

2

n
P(A) +

∫ 1

sn+2/n
P(A ∩An,t) dt.

Let γ ∈ (0, 1/4]. If t ∈ [sn + 2/n, 1] then tn ≥ sn + 2/n, which implies tn − 1/n ≥ sn + 1/n ≥ s.
We may thus apply Lemma 9 to conclude that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that

∫ 1

s
P(A ∩An,t) dt

≤ c

n
P(A) + c ·

∫ 1

sn+2/n
P
(
A ∩ {max(|X̂n,tn − ξ|, |X̂n,tn−1/n − ξ|) ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)
dt

+ c ·
∫

R

∫ 1

sn+2/n
P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

− ξ| ≤ cn−1/2 · (1 + |z|)
})
e−

z2

2 dt dz.

By the change-of-variable formula we have for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} and all κ ∈ R,

∫ (i+1)/n

i/n
P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,tn−(t−tn)

− ξ| ≤ κ
})
dt =

∫ i/n

(i−1)/n
P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,t − ξ| ≤ κ

})
dt.
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Moreover,
∫ 1

sn+2/n
P
(
A ∩ {max(|X̂n,tn − ξ|, |X̂n,tn−1/n − ξ|) ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)
dt

≤
∫ 1

sn+2/n

(
P
(
A ∩ {|X̂n,tn − ξ| ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)
+ P

(
A ∩ {|X̂n,tn−1/n − ξ| ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

))
dt

≤ 2

∫ 1

sn+1/n
P
(
A ∩ {|X̂n,tn − ξ| ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)
dt.

Thus, there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that

(106)

∫ 1

s
P(A ∩An,t) dt

≤ c

n
P(A) + c ·

∫ 1

sn+1/n
P
(
A ∩ {|X̂n,tn − ξ| ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}}

)
dt

+ c ·
∫

R

∫ 1−1/n

sn+1/n
P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,t − ξ| ≤ cn−1/2 · (1 + |z|)

})
e−

z2

2 dt dz.

By the fact that A ∈ Fsn+1/n and by Lemma 7 we obtain that for all z ∈ R,

(107)

∫ 1−1/n

sn+1/n
P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,t − ξ| ≤ cn−1/2 · (1 + |z|)

})
dt

= E

[
1A E

[∫ 1−1/n

sn+1/n
1{|X̂n,t−ξ|≤cn−1/2·(1+|z|)} dt

∣∣∣X̂n,sn+1/n

]]
.

Moreover, by Lemmas 7 and 8 we obtain that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all z ∈ R

and P
X̂n,sn+1/n-almost all x ∈ R,

(108)

E

[∫ 1−1/n

sn+1/n
1{|X̂n,t−ξ|≤cn−1/2·(1+|z|)} dt

∣∣∣X̂n,sn+1/n = x
]

= E

[∫ 1−2/n−sn

0
1{|X̂x

n,t−ξ|≤cn−1/2·(1+|z|)} dt
]

≤ c1 ·
(
1 + |x|ℓµ+ℓσ+2

)
·
( c√

n
· (1 + |z|) + 1√

n

)

≤ c2√
n
· (1 + |z|) ·

(
1 + |x|ℓµ+ℓσ+2

)
.

Combining (107) and (108) we conclude that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all z ∈ R,

(109)

∫ 1−1/n

sn+1/n
P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,t − ξ| ≤ cn−1/2 · (1 + |z|)

})
dt

≤ c1√
n
· (1 + |z|) · E

[
1A (1 + |X̂n,sn+1/n|ℓµ+ℓσ+2)

]

≤ c2√
n
· (1 + |z|) ·

(
P(A) + E

[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|ℓµ+ℓσ+2

])
.
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Hence, there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that

(110)

∫

R

∫ 1−1/n

sn+1/n
P
(
A ∩

{
|X̂n,t − ξ| ≤ c n−1/2 · (1 + |z|)

})
e−

z2

2 dt dz

≤ c1√
n
·
(
P(A) + E

[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|ℓµ+ℓσ+2

])
·
∫

R

(1 + |z|) · e− z2

2 dz

≤ c2√
n
·
(
P(A) + E

[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

])
.

Next, we use A ∈ Fsn+1/n and Lemma 7 to obtain

(111)

∫ 1

sn+1/n
P
(
A ∩ {|X̂n,tn − ξ| ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)
dt

= E

[
1A E

[∫ 1

sn+1/n
1{|X̂n,tn−ξ|≥n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ} dt

∣∣∣X̂n,sn+1/n

]]
.

Moreover, by Lemmas 7, 6, the Markov inequality and the fact that ℓσ/(1− 2γ) ≤ 2ℓσ < p0 we

see that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for PX̂n,sn+1/n-almost all x ∈ R,

E

[∫ 1

sn+1/n
1{|X̂n,tn−ξ|≥n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ} dt

∣∣∣X̂n,sn+1/n = x
]

= E

[∫ 1−sn−1/n

0
1{|X̂x

n,tn
−ξ|≥n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ} dt

]
≤

∫ 1

0
P
(
|X̂x

n,tn
− ξ| ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ

)
dt

≤ 1√
n
· sup
t∈[0,1]

E[|X̂x
n,t − ξ|ℓσ/(1−2γ)

]
≤ c√

n
· (1 + |x|p0).

Hence, there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that

(112)

∫ 1

sn+1/n
P
(
A ∩ {|X̂n,tn − ξ| ≥ n(1/2−γ)/ℓσ}

)
dt

≤ c1√
n
· E

[
1A

(
1 + |X̂n,sn+1/n|p0

)]
≤ c2√

n
·
(
P(A) + E

[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

])
.

Combining (106) with (110) and (112) yields that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that

(113)

∫ 1

s
P(A ∩An,t) dt ≤

c√
n
·
(
P(A) + E

[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

])
,

which completes the proof of part (i) of the lemma.
We next prove part (ii) of the lemma. Clearly,

∫ 1

s
E
[
1A∩An,t |X̂n,tn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
dt

=

∫ sn+1/n

s
E
[
1A∩An,t |X̂n,tn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
dt+

∫ 1

sn+1/n
E
[
1A∩An,t |X̂n,tn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
dt.
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If t ∈ [s, sn + 1/n) then tn = sn and therefore

(114)

∫ sn+1/n

s
E
[
1A∩An,t |X̂n,tn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
dt =

∫ sn+1/n

s
E
[
1A∩An,t |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
dt

≤
∫ sn+1/n

s
E
[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
dt

≤ 1

n
E
[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
.

Next, let t ∈ [sn + 1/n, 1]. Clearly, we have on An,t,

|X̂n,tn+1/n − ξ| ≤ |X̂n,tn+1/n − X̂n,t|+ |X̂n,t − ξ| ≤ |X̂n,tn+1/n − X̂n,t|+ |X̂n,t − X̂n,tn |.
Hence, by Lemma 7 and the fact that A ∈ Fsn+1/n,

(115)

E
[
1A∩An,t |X̂n,tn+1/n − ξ|p0

]

≤ E
[
1A (|X̂n,tn+1/n − X̂n,t|+ |X̂n,t − X̂n,tn |)

p0
]

= E
[
1A · E

[
(|X̂n,tn+1/n − X̂n,t|+ |X̂n,t − X̂n,tn |)

p0
∣∣X̂n,sn+1/n

]]
.

If t ≥ sn + 1/n then tn ≥ sn + 1/n. Hence, by Lemma 7 and estimate (61) in Lemma 6 we

obtain that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all t ∈ [sn + 1/n, 1] and P
X̂n,sn+1/n-almost

all x ∈ R,

(116)

E
[
(|X̂n,tn+1/n − X̂n,t|+ |X̂n,t − X̂n,tn |)

p0
∣∣X̂n,sn+1/n = x

]

= E
[
(|X̂x

n,tn−sn
− X̂x

n,t−sn−1/n|+ |X̂x
n,t−sn−1/n − X̂x

tn−sn−1/n|)p0
]

≤ c1

np0/4
· (1 + |x|p0) ≤ c2

np0/4
· (1 + |x− ξ|p0).

It follows from (115) and (116) that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that

(117)

∫ 1

sn+1/n
E
[
1A∩An,t |X̂n,tn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
dt

≤ c

np0/4

∫ 1

sn+1/n
E
[
1A (1 + |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

]
dt

≤ c

np0/4
·
(
P(A) + E

[
1A |X̂n,sn+1/n − ξ|p0

])
.

Combining (114) with (117) completes the proof of part (ii) of the lemma. �

We are ready to establish the main result in this section, which provides a p-th mean estimate

of the Lebesgue measure of the set of times t of a sign change of X̂n,t − ξ relative to the sign of

X̂n,tn − ξ.

Proposition 1. Assume (A1) to (A4) and p0 ≥ ℓµ + ℓσ + 2. Let ξ ∈ R satisfy σ(ξ) 6= 0 and let
p ∈ [1,∞). Then there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

(118) E

[∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
1{(X̂n,t−ξ)·(X̂n,tn

−ξ)≤0} dt
∣∣∣
p]1/p

≤ c n−1/2.
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Proof. Clearly, it suffices to consider only the case p ∈ N. For n ∈ N and t ∈ [0, 1] let An,t =

{(X̂n,t − ξ) (X̂n,tn − ξ) ≤ 0} as in Lemma 10 and, for n, p ∈ N, let

an,p = E

[(∫ 1

0
1An,t dt

)p]
.

We prove by induction on p that for every p ∈ N there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

(119) an,p ≤ c n−p/2.

Using Lemma 10(i) with s = 0 and A = Ω as well as estimate (59) in Lemma 6 we obtain

that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

an,1 =

∫ 1

0
P(An,t) dt ≤

c1√
n
· (1 + E[|X̂n,1/n − ξ|p0 ]) ≤ c2√

n
.

Thus, (119) holds for p = 1.
Next, let q ∈ N and assume that (119) holds for all p ∈ {1, . . . , q}. Clearly, for all n ∈ N,

an,q+1 = (q + 1)! ·
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

t1

. . .

∫ 1

tq

P(An,t1 ∩An,t2 ∩ . . . ∩An,tq+1) dtq+1 . . . dt2 dt1.

Note that p0 ≥ ℓµ+ℓσ+2 implies that min(1, p0/4) ≥ 1/2. Hence, by first applying Lemma 10(i)

with A = An,t1 ∩ . . . ∩ An,tq and s = tq, then applying (q − 1)-times Lemma 10(ii) with A =
An,t1 ∩ . . . ∩ An,tj and s = tj for j = q − 1, . . . , 1, and finally applying Lemma 10(ii) with
A = Ω and s = 0, and observing the estimate (59) in Lemma 6 we conclude that there exist
c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

an,q+1 ≤
c1√
n
·
(
an,q +

∫ 1

0
. . .

∫ 1

tq−1

E
[
1An,t1∩...∩An,tq

|X̂n,tq
n
+1/n − ξ|p0 ] dtq . . . dt1

)

≤ c2 ·
(an,q√

n
+
an,q−1

n
+ . . .+

an,1

nq/2
+

1

nq/2

∫ 1

0
E
[
1An,t1

|X̂n,t1n+1/n − ξ|p0
]
dt1

)

≤ c2 ·
(an,q√

n
+
an,q−1

n
+ . . .+

an,1

nq/2
+

c3
n(q+1)/2

)
.

Employing the induction hypothesis yields the validity of (119) for p = q+1, which finishes the
proof of the proposition. �

3.4. Proof of Theorem 2. Let G be given by (10) and consider the associated SDE (13) with
initial value G(x0), coefficients µ̃ and σ̃ given by (12) and solution Z.

For every n ∈ N we define a corresponding time-continuous tamed Euler scheme Ẑn =

(Ẑn,t)t∈[0,1] on [0, 1] with step-size 1/n by Ẑn,0 = G(x0) and

(120) Ẑn,t = Ẑn,i/n + µ̃n(Ẑn,i/n) · (t− i/n) + σ̃n(Ẑn,i/n) · (Wt −Wi/n)

for t ∈ (i/n, (i + 1)/n] and i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, where

µ̃n(x) =
µ̃(x)

1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ and σ̃n(x) =
σ̃(x)

1 + n−1/2|x|ℓµ
for every x ∈ R.
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Lemma 3 and the Lipschitz continuity of G−1 yields the existence of c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for

all n ∈ N and all t ∈ [0, 1],

(121) |Xt − X̂n,t| ≤ c · |Zt −G(X̂n,t)|.

Employing Lemma 2, the following estimate of the error of Ẑn is a straightforward consequence
of [35, Theorem 3].

Theorem 4. Let µ and σ satisfy (A1) to (A4) with p0 > 4ℓµ + 2 and p1 > 2. Then, for every
p ∈ (0, p1) ∩ (0, p0

2ℓµ+1) there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

E[‖Zt − Ẑn,t‖p∞]1/p ≤ c/
√
n.

For every n ∈ N we define a stochastic process Yn = (Yn,t)t∈[0,1] by

Yn,t = G(X̂n,t)− Ẑn,t, t ∈ [0, 1].

Below we show the following two moment estimate for the processes Yn.

Theorem 5. Let µ and σ satisfy (A1) to (A4) with p0 > 2(ℓµ + max(ℓµ, 2ℓσ + 2) + 1) and

p1 > 2. Then, for every p ∈ (0, p1)∩ (0, p0
ℓµ+max(ℓµ,2ℓσ+2)+1) there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for

all n ∈ N,

E[‖Yn‖p∞]1/p ≤ c/
√
n.

Combining (121), Theorem 4 and Theorem 5 yields Theorem 2.
It remains to prove Theorem 5. To this end we first note that, by Lemma 2, the estimates in

Lemma 4, Lemma 5, and Lemma 6 as well as (63) do also hold for the process Z, the tamed

coefficients µ̃n, σ̃n and the tamed Euler scheme Ẑn, respectively.

Since G′ is absolutely continuous, see Lemma 1(iii) and (10), we may apply the Itô formula,
see e.g. [15, Problem 3.7.3], to obtain that P-a.s. for all t ∈ [0, 1],

G(X̂n,t) = G(x0) +

∫ t

0
(G′(X̂n,s) · µn(X̂n,sn) +

1
2G

′′(X̂n,s) · σ2n(X̂n,sn)) ds

+

∫ t

0
G′(X̂n,s) · σn(X̂n,sn) dWs.

It follows that for all n ∈ N we have P-a.s. for all t ∈ [0, 1],

(122)

Yn,t =

∫ t

0

(
G′(X̂n,s) · µn(X̂n,sn)− µ̃n(Ẑn,sn) +

1
2G

′′(X̂n,s) · σ2n(X̂n,sn)
)
ds

+

∫ t

0

(
G′(X̂n,s) · σn(X̂n,sn)− σ̃n(Ẑn,sn)

)
dWs.

For α ∈ (0,∞) and q ∈ [2,∞) we define

Vα,q : [0,∞) × R → R, (t, y) 7→ exp(−α · t) · |x|q.
Moreover, we put

κ = ℓµ +max(ℓµ, 2ℓσ + 2) + 1
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and we fix

(123) p ∈ [2, p1) ∩ [2,
p0
κ
].

By the Itô formula, for α ∈ (0,∞), all n ∈ N and all t ∈ [0, 1],

Vα,p(t, Yn,t) =

∫ t

0

(
−αVα,p(s, Yn,s) + pYn,sVα,p−2(s, Yn,s) ·

(
G′(X̂n,s) · µn(X̂n,sn)− µ̃n(Ẑn,sn)

+ 1
2G

′′(X̂n,s) · σ2n(X̂n,sn)
))
ds

+
p(p− 1)

2

∫ t

0
Vα,p−2(s, Yn,s)

(
G′(X̂n,s) · σn(X̂n,sn)− σ̃n(Ẑn,sn)

)2
ds+Mn,α,t,

where

Mn,α,t = p

∫ t

0
Yn,sVα,p−2(s, Yn,s) ·

(
G′(X̂n,s) · σn(X̂n,sn)− σ̃n(Ẑn,sn)

)
dWs.

Using the fact that G is Lipschitz continuous and G′ is bounded as well as Lemma 5(i) and (2)
we obtain that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all α ∈ (0,∞), all n ∈ N and all s ∈ [0, 1],

Y 2
n,sV

2
α,p−2(s, Yn,s) · |G′(X̂n,s) · σn(X̂n,sn)− σ̃n(Ẑn,sn)|

2

≤ c1 · (1 + |X̂n,s|2p + |Ẑn,s)|2p) ·
(
1 + |X̂n,sn |

2ℓσ+2 + |Ẑn,sn |
2ℓσ+2

)

≤ c2 · (1 + sup
t∈[0,1]

|X̂n,t|2p+2ℓσ+2 + sup
t∈[0,1]

|Ẑn,t|2p+2ℓσ+2).

Employing (63) we therefore conclude that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all α ∈ (0,∞)

and all n ∈ N,

E
[
sup

s∈[0,1]
Y 2
n,sV

2
α,p−2(s, Yn,s) · |G′(X̂n,s) · σn(X̂n,sn)− σ̃n(Ẑn,sn)|

2
]

≤ c ·
(
1 + E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]
|X̂n,s|2p+2ℓσ+2

]
+ E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]
|Ẑn,s)|2p+2ℓσ+2

])
<∞.

Hence, for all α ∈ (0,∞) and all n ∈ N, the stochastic process (Mα,n,t)t∈[0,1] is a martingale.

Thus, for all α ∈ (0,∞), all n ∈ N and all stopping times τ with τ ≤ 1,

(124)

E
[
Vα,p(τ, Yn,τ )

]

= E

[∫ τ

0

(
pYn,sVα,p−2(s, Yn,s) ·

(
µ̃(G(X̂n,s))− µ̃(Ẑn,s) +A1,n,s +A2,n,s

)

− αVα,p(s, Yn,s) +
p(p− 1)

2
Vα,p−2(s, Yn,s)

(
σ̃(G(X̂n,s))− σ̃(Ẑn,s) +Bn,s

)2
ds
)]
,

where

A1,n,s = G′(X̂n,s) · µn(X̂n,sn)− µ̃n(Ẑn,sn) +
1
2G

′′(X̂n,sn) · σ
2
n(X̂n,sn)−

(
µ̃(G(X̂n,s))− µ̃(Ẑn,s)

)
,

A2,n,s =
1
2σ

2
n(X̂n,sn) · (G

′′(X̂n,s)−G′′(X̂n,sn)),

Bn,s = G′(X̂n,s) · σn(X̂n,sn)− σ̃n(Ẑn,sn)−
(
σ̃(G(X̂n,s))− σ̃(Ẑn,s)

)
.
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Since p1 > 2, we can choose β > 0 such that (p− 1)(1 + β) ≤ p1 − 1. By (25), for all n ∈ N and

all s ∈ [0, 1],

(
σ̃(G(X̂n,s))− σ̃(Ẑn,s) +Bn,s

)2 ≤ (1 + β)
(
σ̃(G(X̂n,s))− σ̃(Ẑn,s)

)2
+ (1 + 1/β)B2

n,s.

Moreover, by Young’s inequality, for all α ∈ (0,∞), all n ∈ N and all s ∈ [0, 1],

Vα,p−2(s, Yn,s) · (A2
1,n,s +B2

n,s) ≤ 2
p − 2

p
Vα,p(s, Yn,s) +

2

p
exp(−α · s)(|A1,n,s|p + |Bn,s|p).

Using Lemma 2 we therefore obtain that there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all α ∈
(0,∞), all n ∈ N and all s ∈ [0, 1],

(125)

pYn,sVα,p−2(s, Yn,s) ·
(
µ̃(G(X̂n,s))− µ̃(Ẑn,s) +A1,n,s +A2,n,s

)

− αVα,p(s, Yn,s) +
p(p− 1)

2
Vα,p−2(s, Yn,s)

(
σ̃(G(X̂n,s))− σ̃(Ẑn,s) +Bn,s

)2

≤ p

2
Vα,p−2(s, Yn,s) ·

(
2Yn,s · (µ̃(G(X̂n,s))− µ̃(Ẑn,s))

+ (p1 − 1) · (σ̃(G(X̂n,s))− σ̃(Ẑn,s))
2
)

+ pYn,sVα,p−2(s, Yn,s) · A2,n,s + 2pVα,p−2(s, Yn,s) · (Y 2
n,s +A2

1,n,s)

− αVα,p(s, Yn,s) +
p(p− 1)

2
Vα,p−2(s, Yn,s) · (1 + 1/β) · B2

n,s

≤ p

2
Vα,p−2(s, Yn,s) · c1Y 2

n,s + pVα,p−1(s, Yn,s) · |A2,n,s|+ 2pVα,p−2(s, Yn,s) · Y 2
n,s

− αVα,p(s, Yn,s) + c2 · Vα,p−2(s, Yn,s) · (A2
1,n,s +B2

n,s)

≤ Vα,p(s, Yn,s) ·
(
−α+

c1p

2
+ 2p +

2c2(p− 2)

p

)
+ pVα,p−1(s, Yn,s) · |A2,n,s|

+
2c2
p

(|A1,n,s|p + |Bn,s|p).

Choose α > c1p
2 +2p+ 2c2(p−2)

p . We conclude from (124) and (125) that there exists c ∈ (0,∞)

such that, for all n ∈ N and all stopping times τ with τ ≤ 1,

(126) E
[
Vα,p(τ, Yn,τ )

]
≤ c · E

[∫ τ

0

(
Vα,p−1(s, Yn,s) · |A2,n,s|+ |A1,n,s|p + |Bn,s|p

)
ds
]
.

Below we show that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all n ∈ N and all s ∈ [0, 1],

(127) E
[
|A1,n,s|p + |Bn,s|p

]
≤ c

np/2
,

and there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for all n ∈ N,

(128) E

[∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
|A2,n,s| ds

∣∣∣
p]

≤ c

np/2
.
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Employing [9, Lemma 3.2] as well as (127), (128) and the Young inequality we derive from (126)

that for all γ ∈ (0, 1) there exist c1, c2, c3, c4 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

(129)

E
[
sup

s∈[0,1]
exp(−αsγ)|Yn,s|pγ

]

≤ c1 ·
2− γ

1− γ
· E

[(∫ 1

0

(
exp(−αs)|Yn,s|p−1 · |A2,n,s|+ |A1,n,s|p + |Bn,s|p

)
ds
)γ]

≤ E

[(
sup

s∈[0,1]
exp(−αsγ)|Yn,s|(p−1)γ

)
·
(
c2 ·

∫ 1

0
|A2,n,s| ds

)γ]

+ c2 · E
[(∫ 1

0
(|A1,n,s|p + |Bn,s|p) ds

)γ]

≤ E

[(
sup

s∈[0,1]
exp(−αsγ(p − 1)/p)|Yn,s|(p−1)γ

)
·
(
c2 ·

∫ 1

0
|A2,n,s| ds

)γ]
+

c3

npγ/2

≤ p− 1

p
· E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]
exp(−αsγ)|Yn,s|pγ

]
+

1

p
· E

[(
c2 ·

∫ 1

0
|A2,n,s| ds

)γp]
+

c3
npγ/2

≤ p− 1

p
· E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]
exp(−αsγ)|Yn,s|pγ

]
+

c4
npγ/2

.

Note that by (63) and the Lipschitz continuity of G, for all γ ∈ (0, 1) and all n ∈ N,

E
[
sup

s∈[0,1]
exp(−αsγ)|Yn,s|pγ

]
≤ E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]
|Yn,s|pγ

]
<∞.

Consequently, we obtain from (129) that for all γ ∈ (0, 1) there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for
all n ∈ N,

E[ sup
s∈[0,1]

|Yn,s|pγ ] ≤ exp(αγ) · E
[
sup

s∈[0,1]
exp(−αsγ)|Yn,s|pγ

]
≤ c

npγ/2
,

which implies the statement of Theorem 5.

It remains to prove the estimates (127) and (128). We first prove (127). Using the definition
(12) of µ̃ and σ̃ we obtain that for all n ∈ N and all s ∈ [0, 1],

A1,n,s =
(
G′(X̂n,s)−G′(X̂n,sn) · µn(X̂n,sn) + (G′ · µn + 1

2G
′′ · σ2n)(X̂n,sn)− µ̃(G(X̂n,s))

+ (µ̃(Ẑn,s)− µ̃(Ẑn,sn)) + (µ̃(Ẑn,sn)− µ̃n(Ẑn,sn))

=
(
G′(X̂n,s)−G′(X̂n,sn) · µn(X̂n,sn) + (µ̃(G(X̂n,sn))− µ̃(G(X̂n,s)))

+G′(X̂n,sn) · (µn − µ)(X̂n,sn) +
1
2G

′′(X̂n,sn) · (σ
2
n − σ2)(X̂n,sn)

+ (µ̃(Ẑn,s)− µ̃(Ẑn,sn)) + (µ̃ − µ̃n)(Ẑn,sn)

and

Bn,s =
(
G′(X̂n,s)−G′(X̂n,sn) · σn(X̂n,sn) + (σ̃(G(X̂n,sn))− σ̃(G(X̂n,s)))

+G′(X̂n,sn) · (σn − σ)(X̂n,sn)

+ (σ̃(Ẑn,s)− σ̃(Ẑn,sn)) + (σ̃ − σ̃n)(Ẑn,sn)).
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Employing the Lipschitz continuity of G and G′, the boundedness of G′ and G′′, the fact that µ̃

satisfies (A2’) and σ̃ satisfies (A3), (2), (3) and Lemma 5(i),(v),(vi) we thus conclude that there
exist c1, c2, c3, c4 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and all s ∈ [0, 1],

(130)

|A1,n,s| ≤ c1 ·
(
|X̂n,s − X̂n,sn | · (1 + |X̂n,sn |

ℓµ+1)

+ (1 + |G(X̂n,sn)|
ℓµ + |G(X̂n,s)|ℓµ) · |G(X̂n,s)−G(X̂n,sn)|

+
1√
n
· (1 + |X̂n,sn |

2ℓµ+1) +
1√
n
· (1 + |X̂n,sn |

ℓµ+2ℓσ+2)

+ (1 + |Ẑn,sn |
ℓµ + |Ẑn,s|ℓµ) · |Ẑn,s − Ẑn,sn |+

1√
n
· (1 + |Ẑn,sn |

2ℓµ+1)
)

≤ c2 ·
(
(1 + |X̂n,sn |

ℓµ+1 + |X̂n,s|ℓµ+1) · |X̂n,s − X̂n,sn |

+
1√
n
· (1 + |X̂n,sn |

κ + |Ẑn,sn |
κ)

+ (1 + |Ẑn,sn |
ℓµ + |Ẑn,s|ℓµ) · |Ẑn,s − Ẑn,sn |

)
,

and, similarly,

(131)

|Bn,s| ≤ c3 ·
(
|X̂n,s − X̂n,sn | · (1 + |X̂n,sn |

ℓσ+1)

+ (1 + |G(X̂n,sn)|
ℓσ + |G(X̂n,s)|ℓσ ) · |G(X̂n,s)−G(X̂n,sn)|

+
1√
n
· (1 + |X̂n,sn |

ℓµ+ℓσ+1) + (1 + |Ẑn,sn |
ℓσ + |Ẑn,s|ℓσ) · |Ẑn,s − Ẑn,sn |

+
1√
n
· (1 + |Ẑn,sn |

ℓµ+ℓσ+1)
)

≤ c4 ·
(
(1 + |X̂n,sn |

ℓσ+1 + |X̂n,s|ℓσ+1) · |X̂n,s − X̂n,sn |

+
1√
n
· (1 + |X̂n,sn |

κ + |Ẑn,sn |
κ)

+ (1 + |Ẑn,sn |
ℓσ + |Ẑn,s|ℓσ) · |Ẑn,s − Ẑn,sn |

)
.

Combining (130) with (131) and observing that ℓσ ≤ ℓµ/2 yields that there exists c ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all n ∈ N and all s ∈ [0, 1],

|A1,n,s|p + |Bn,s|p ≤ c ·
(
(1 + |X̂n,sn |

ℓµ+1 + |X̂n,s|ℓµ+1)p · |X̂n,s − X̂n,sn |
p

+
1

np/2
· (1 + |X̂n,sn |

κ + |Ẑn,sn |
κ)p

+ (1 + |Ẑn,sn)|
ℓµ + |Ẑn,s)|ℓµ)p · |Ẑn,s − Ẑn,sn |

p
)
.

Hence, by the fact that

p(ℓµ + ℓσ + 1) < p(ℓµ + ℓσ + 2) ≤ pκ ≤ p0



38 MÜLLER-GRONBACH, SABANIS, AND YAROSLAVTSEVA

and the estimates (59) and (62) in Lemma 6 we conclude that there exist c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) such

that, for all n ∈ N and all s ∈ [0, 1],

E
[
|A1,n,s|p + |Bn,s|p

]

≤ c1 ·
((

1 + sup
t∈[0,1]

E
[
|X̂n,t|p(ℓµ+ℓσ+2)

] ℓµ+1

ℓµ+ℓσ+2
)
· sup
t∈[0,1]

E
[
|X̂n,t − X̂n,tn |

p
ℓµ+ℓσ+2

ℓσ+1
] ℓσ+1
ℓσ+ℓσ+2

+
1

np/2
·
(
1 + sup

t∈[0,1]
E
[
|X̂n,t|pκ

]
+ sup

t∈[0,1]
E
[
|Ẑn,t|pκ

])

+
(
1 + sup

t∈[0,1]
E
[
|Ẑn,t|p(ℓµ+ℓσ+1)

] ℓµ
ℓµ+ℓσ+1

)
· sup
t∈[0,1]

E
[
|Ẑn,t − Ẑn,tn |

p
ℓµ+ℓσ+1

ℓσ+1
] ℓσ+1
ℓσ+ℓσ+1

)

≤ c2

np/2
,

which finishes the proof of (127).
Next, we prove (128). Put

B =
(k+1⋃

i=1

(ξi−1, ξi)
2
)c

and note that B =
⋃k

i=1{(x, y) ∈ R
2 : (x − ξi) · (y − ξi) ≤ 0}. Using Lemma 5(i), (2) and

Lemma 1(iv) we obtain that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N and all x, y ∈ R,

|σ2n(y) · (G′′(x)−G′′(y))| ≤
{
c · (1 + |y|2ℓσ+2) · |x− y|, if (x, y) ∈ Bc,

c · (1 + |y|2ℓσ+2), if (x, y) ∈ B.

Hence there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

(132)

∫ 1

0
|A2,n,s| ds ≤ c ·

(∫ 1

0
(1 + |X̂n,sn |

2ℓσ+2) · |X̂n,s − X̂n,sn | ds

+

∫ 1

0
(1 + |X̂n,sn |

2ℓσ+2) · 1{(X̂n,s ,X̂n,sn
)∈B} ds

)

≤ c ·
(∫ 1

0
(1 + |X̂n,sn |

2ℓσ+2) · |X̂n,s − X̂n,sn | ds

+
(
1 + sup

s∈[0,1]
|X̂n,s|2ℓσ+2

)
·
∫ 1

0
1{(X̂n,s ,X̂n,sn)∈B} ds

)
.

Observing that 2ℓσ ≤ ℓµ and

p(ℓµ + ℓσ + 3) ≤ pκ ≤ p0
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and using the estimates (59) and (62) in Lemma 6 we obtain that there exist c1, c2, c3, c4 ∈ (0,∞)

such that, for all n ∈ N and all s ∈ [0, 1],

E
[(
(1 + |X̂n,sn |

2ℓσ+2) · |X̂n,s − X̂n,sn |
)p]

≤ c1 · E
[
(1 + |X̂n,sn |

p(2ℓσ+2)) · |X̂n,s − X̂n,sn |
p
]

≤ c2 · E
[(
1 + |X̂n,sn |

p(2ℓσ+2)
ℓµ+ℓσ+3

ℓµ+ℓσ+2
)] ℓµ+ℓσ+2

ℓµ+ℓσ+3 · E
[
|X̂n,s − X̂n,sn |

p
ℓµ+ℓσ+3

ℓσ+1
] ℓσ+1
ℓµ+ℓσ+3

≤ c3 ·
(
1 + sup

t∈[0,1]
E
[
|X̂n,sn |

p0
] ℓµ+ℓσ+2

ℓµ+ℓσ+3

)
· 1

np/2
≤ c4

np/2
,

which yields the existence of c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

(133) E

[∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
(1 + |X̂n,sn |

2ℓσ+2) · |X̂n,s − X̂n,sn | ds
∣∣∣
p]

≤ c

np/2
.

Observing that

p(ℓµ + 2ℓσ + 2) < p0

and using the estimate (60) in Lemma 6 and Proposition 1 we derive that there exist c1, c2 ∈
(0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

(134)

E

[∣∣∣(1 + sup
s∈[0,1]

|X̂n,s|2ℓσ+2) ·
∫ 1

0
1{(X̂n,s,X̂n,sn

)∈B} ds
∣∣∣
p]

≤
(
1 + E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]
|X̂n,s|p(ℓµ+2ℓσ+2

] 2ℓσ+2
ℓµ+2ℓσ+2

)

· E
[∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
1{(X̂n,s,X̂n,sn )∈B} ds

∣∣∣
p
ℓµ+2ℓσ+2

ℓµ
] ℓµ

ℓµ+2ℓσ+2

≤ c1 ·
k∑

i=1

E

[∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
1{(X̂n,s−ξi)·(X̂n,sn−ξi)≤0} ds

∣∣∣
p
ℓµ+2ℓσ+2

ℓµ
] ℓµ

ℓµ+2ℓσ+2 ≤ c2

np/2
.

Combining (132), (133) and (134) we conclude that there exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all

n ∈ N,

E

[∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
|A2,n,s| ds

∣∣∣
p]

≤ c

np/2
,

which finishes the proof of (128) and completes the proof of Theorem 5.

3.5. Proof of Theorem 3. Clearly, for all p ∈ [1,∞), all q ∈ [1,∞] and all n ∈ N,

(135)
E
[
‖X −Xn‖pq

]1/p ≤ E
[
‖X − X̂n‖pq

]1/p
+ E

[
‖X̂n −Xn‖pq

]1/p

≤ E
[
‖X − X̂n‖p∞

]1/p
+ E

[
‖X̂n −Xn‖pq

]1/p
.

For n ∈ N define a stochastic process W n = (W n,t)t∈[0,1] by

W n,t = (n · t− i) ·Wn,(i+1)/n + (i+ 1− n · t) ·Wn,i/n
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for t ∈ [i/n, (i + 1)/n] and i ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}. Then for all q ∈ [1,∞] and all r ∈ [1,∞) there

exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

(136)
(
E
[
‖W −Wn‖rq

])1/r ≤
{
c/
√
n, if q <∞,

c
√

ln(n+ 1)/
√
n, if q = ∞,

see, e.g. [37] for the case q ∈ [1,∞) and [7] for the case q = ∞.
Note that for all n ∈ N and all t ∈ [0, 1],

|X̂n,t −Xn,t| =
∣∣∣
n−1∑

i=0

σn(X̂n,i/n) · 1[i/n,(i+1)/n](t) · (Wt −Wn,t)
∣∣∣

≤ sup
s∈[0,1]

|σn(X̂n,s)| · |Wt −W n,t|.

Hence, by Lemma 5(i), (2) and the estimate (60) in Lemma 6, for all p ∈ [1, p0/(ℓσ +2)) and all
q ∈ [1,∞] there exist c1, c2, c3 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈ N,

(137)

(
E
[
‖X̂n −Xn‖pq

])1/p

≤ c1 · E
[(
1 + sup

s∈[0,1]
|X̂n,s|p(ℓσ+1)

)
· ‖W −Wn‖pq

]1/p

≤ c2 ·
(
1 + E

[
sup

s∈[0,1]
|X̂n,s|p(ℓσ+2)

] ℓσ+1
p(ℓσ+2)

)
· E

[
‖W −Wn‖p(ℓσ+2)

q

] 1
p(ℓσ+2)

≤ c3 · E
[
‖W −Wn‖p(ℓσ+2)

q

] 1
p(ℓσ+2) .

Put κ = ℓµ + max(ℓµ, 2ℓσ + 2) + 1. Since p0/(ℓσ + 2) > p0/κ we may combine (135) to (137)

with Theorem 2 to obtain Theorem 3.
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