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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 MULLER-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 Ly-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 (2, F,P) be a probability space with a normal filtration (F3)c[o,00) and consider a scalar
autonomous stochastic differential equation (SDE)

dX; = ,u(Xt) dt + O'(Xt) th, t e [0, OO),
Xo = wo,

(1)

where xg € R, ,0: R — R are measurable functions and W is a 1-dimensional Brownian motion
with respect to (F¢)se(0,00)-

It is well-known that if the coefficients p and o are globally Lipschitz continuous then the
SDE (1) admits a unique strong solution X which can be approximated by the Euler scheme
with an Ly-error rate 1/2, for all p € [1,00), 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 solution X of () if 4 and o are locally Lipschitz continuous and satisfy the weak coercivity
condition. Note that the classical Fuler scheme is known to diverge in the Li-sense for many
SDEs of this kind, see [I3]. As a consequence, there has been a steadily increasing body of
research on new methods of approximation and corresponding L,-error rates for such SDEs
over the past decade, see, e.g., [1, 2, [0, [1T], 12], 14l 16, 23] B4, B85, B9, 40]. In particular, in
[T, (6], 14], 23], 34}, 35, 39] an L,-error rate of at least 1/2 has been proven for approximating X

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
AT 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 o 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 (Il) even if x is only measurable and bounded.
Recently, in [I7] 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 ([d]) admits a unique strong solution X if the drift coefficient p has finitely
many discontinuity points and is piecewise Lipschitz continuous and the diffusion coefficient o
is globally Lipschitz continuous and non-degenerate at the discontinuity points of u.

The subject of L,-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, 311, [41].
In particular, in [4] [5, 19} 24], 28] 29, 30] positive L,-error rates for approximating X; by explicit
Fuler-type methods have been proven for such SDEs. Under the above mentioned existence and
uniqueness assumptions on g and o from [I7], an L,-error rate of at least 1/2 for the Euler
scheme for all p € [1,00) has been recovered in [24] and an Lg-error rate of at least 1/2— for an
adaptive Euler scheme has been shown in [28]. Furthermore, in [5] an L,-error rate of at least
1/2 for the Euler scheme for all p € [1,00) has been proven in the case when p is measurable
and bounded and o is CI? 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 () in the case of superlinearly
growing coefficients ¢ and o in the presence of discontinuities of the drift coefficient p 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 p has finitely many discontinuity
points and is piecewise locally Lipschitz continuous while the diffusion coefficient o is locally
Lipschitz continuous and non-degenerate at the discontinuity points of u. Moreover, p and
o satisfy a piecewise monotone-type condition and a coercivity condition and the Lipschitz
constants of both u and o satisfy a polynomial growth condition.

It is proved that the SDE (I) admits a unique strong solution X under these assumptions,
see Theorem [Il and that X; can be approximated by a tamed Euler scheme with an Lj-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 ¢ € [0, 1], for which the time-continuous tamed Euler scheme at time ¢ and its value at
the closest grid point to the left from ¢ lie on different sides of a discontinuity point of the drift
coefficient p.

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 [ yields that the
pathwise L,-error of the piecewise linear interpolated tamed Euler scheme achieves at least the
rate 1/2, if ¢ < oo, and at least the rate 1/2, up to a log factor, if ¢ = oo in the p-th mean sense
for suitable ranges of the values of p, see Theorem Bl

In a similar direction but, independently of this work, existence and uniqueness of a strong
solution of (Il) as well as an Lo-error rate of at least 1/2 for approximating X; by a tamed
Euler scheme are presented in [38]. These refer, however, to the case of a discontinuous and
superlinearly growing drift coefficient p when the diffusion coefficient o 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 u
and o, the existence and uniqueness result, Theorem [Tl and the error estimates, Theorem [2 and
Theorem [, are stated in Section [2l Section Bl contains the proofs of these theorems.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Let po,p1 € [2,00), £, € (0,00) and ¢, € [0,¢,/2]. It is assumed henceforth that the coefficients
u: R — Rand o: R — R of the SDE () satisfy the following conditions.

(A1) There exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for all z € R,
2z - () + (po — 1) - o*(z) < e (1 +a?).

(A2) There exist ¢ € (0,00), k € N and &, ...,&k41 € [—00,00] with —co =& < & < ... <
&k < &ky1 = oo such that for all i € {1,...,k+ 1} and all z,y € (§-1,&),

(i) 2z —y) - (u(@) = w(y)) + (p1 = 1) - (o(2) — o (y))* < ¢+ [z — y|?, and
(i) |n(@) — py)l < e @+ ol + [yl%) - |z —yl.
(A3) There exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for all z,y € R,
jo(z) —o(y)l < e L+ |zl +Jy|) - |z —yl.
(A4) o(&) #0foralli e {1,... k}.

Remark 1. Note that (A3) implies that o is continuous and there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that
for all z € R,

(2) jo(@)] < e (14 |z *).
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Furthermore, it is easy to check that (A2)(ii) implies that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for
all z € R,

3) ()] < e (1+Ja] ).
We start with the existence and uniqueness result.
Theorem 1. Assume (A1) to (A4). Then the SDE ([l) has a unique strong solution X .

We turn to the problem of approximating X as well as (Xt)te[o,l]'
For n € N we define a time-continuous tamed Euler scheme X,, = (th)te[o,l} on [0,1] with

step-size 1/n by Xn,O =z and

~ ~ ~

(4) th = Xn,i/n + Nn(Xn,i/n) ’ (t - Z/n) + UN(Xn,i/n) ’ (Wt - Wi/n)
fort € (i/n,(i +1)/n] and i € {0,...,n — 1}, where

and  op(z) = o()

() pola) = —242) R TV

142
for all z € R. We have the following error estimates for X'n

Theorem 2. Let 1 and o satisfy (A1) to (A4) with pg > 2(¢, + max(¢,,2l, +2) + 1) and

p1 > 2. Then, for every p € (0,p1)N (0, Z#+max(£i?2€g+2)+l)’ there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for
alln € N,
(6) E[| X = XulB )7 < c/v/n.

Next, we study the performance of the piecewise linear interpolation X,, = (yn,t)te[o,l] of the
time-discrete tamed Euler scheme, i.e.,

~ ~

Yn,t = (n -t — Z) . Xn,(i—l—l)/n + (Z +1—n- t) . Xn,i/n
for t € [i/n, (i +1)/n] and i € {0,...,n — 1}. We have the following error estimates for X,,.

Theorem 3. Let o and o satisfy (A1) to (A4) with pg > 2(¢, + max(¢,,2l, +2) + 1) and
p1 > 2. Then, for everyp € (0,p1)N (0 and for every q € [1,00], there exists
¢ € (0,00) such that, for alln € N,

(7) E[| X — X, [P < {C/\/ﬁ’ if g € [1,00),

cy/In(n+1)/y/n, if g=oc.

Remark 2. For technical reasons we have excluded the case ¢, = 0 in our setting. If £, = 0
then ¢, = 0 and therefore u is piecewise Lipschitz continuous and o is Lipschitz continuous
and non-degenerate at the discontinuity points of y. As already mentioned in the introduction,
under the latter assumptions, existence and uniquness of a strong solution of (II) has been shown
in [17]. Moreover, in [24] the estimates (B) and () have been proven for all p € [0,00) for X,
and X,, being the time-continuous Euler scheme and the piecewise linear interpolation of the
time-discrete Euler scheme, respectively.

Po )
) lp+max(£,,,205+2)+1
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Remark 3. If the drift coefficient u is continuous then the conditions (A2)(i) and (A2)(ii) hold

globally for all z,y € R. As already mentioned in the introduction the existence and uniqueness

of a strong solution of (Il) is well-known in this case, see e.g. [32 Theorem 3.1.1]. Moreover, in

[35] the estimate (B) has been proven for all p € (0,p1) N (0, 3% ) under the assumption that
“w

po > 44, + 2, however, see Remark [l

3. PROOFS

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

t,=|n-t]/n
for every n € N and every t € [0,1].

We briefly describe the structure of this section. In Subsection Bl we introduce a transfor-
mation, which is used to switch, by applying It6’s formula, from the SDE (Il) to an SDE with
superlinearly growing but continuous coefficients, we provide crucial properties of this trans-
formation and we prove Theorem [Il In Subsection we provide Lj-estimates of the solution
X and the time-continuous tamed Euler scheme X’n Subsection B.3] containes occupation time
estimates for X’n, which finally lead to the p-th mean estimate

' p
EH/O LR ie)(Rns, —€)<0) dt‘

of the Lebesgue measure of the set of times ¢ of a sign change of X’mt — &; relative to the sign of

<enl?

} 1/p

)A(nén —¢&; forevery i =1,...,k, see Proposition[Il The latter result is a crucial tool for the error

analysis of the tamed Euler scheme X, Using the results of Subsections 3.1 and [3.3] we then
derive the error estimates in Theorem 2 and Theorem Bl in Subsections B.4] and [B.5] respectively.

3.1. The transformation. In this subsection we introduce a transformation G: R — R, see
([I0) below, which allows us to switch, by applying the 1t6’s formula, from the SDE () to an
SDE with coefficients satisfying (A1), (A3) and

(A2') There exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for all z,y € R,
(1) 2(z —y) - (u(@) = u(y) + (p1 = 1) - (o(z) = 0(y))* < ¢ |z —y[?, and

(ii) |u(@) — @) <c- 1+ |zl +[yl%) - |z -yl
To this end we proceed as follows. For all £ € N,

zeﬁz{(zl,...,zk)G}Rk:zl<---<zk}

and a = (v, ..., a;) € RF we put
&Lj if k=1,
Pz = o1 2i—2z;
’ min({gg:i€{l,... .k U{F5=rie{2.. k}}), ifk>2

where we use the convention 1/0 = co. Let ¢: R — R be given by

(8) p(z) = (1—2*)"- Ly ().
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ForallkeN, ze T, acRFand v e (0, pz,a), we define a function G, o,: R — R by

k
T — z
9 G = =z o=zl o).
(9) auld) =+ Do o= z) e =i 055
The following lemma is known from [26]. It provides the properties of the functions G, 4.
that are crucial for our purposes.

Lemma 1. Let k € N, z € T, a € R¥, v € (0,pz,a) and set zg = —oo and zx41 = oo. The
function G o, has the following properties.

(i) G.,a is differentiable with
0< inlfé G, ., (x) <supG, , ,(7) < <.
xrE

z,a,V Z,00,V
zeR

In particular, G o, is strictly increasing, Lipschitz continuous and has an inverse G;}l,yz R —
R that is Lipschitz continuous as well.

(i) Giap(zi) =2 forallie {1,...,k}. Moreover, G, (x) = x for all x € (—o0, 21 — V] U
[z + v, 00).

(iil) G”, ., is Lipschitz continuous, therefore absolutely continuous, and it holds G, , () = 1
foralli e {1,... k}.

iv) For all i € {1,...,k 4+ 1}, is differentiable on (z;_1,z;) with bounded, Lipschitz

iv) For all i 1 k+1}, G, is differentiabl ith bounded, Lipschit
continuous derivative G’

zZ,o,V"

(v) Foralli € {1,... ,k} the one-sided limits G”, , ,(zi—) and G7 , (zi+) exist and satisfy
G/Z/,Of,l/(zi_) = —2qy, G/z/,a,u(zi"i') = 2q;.

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

u(&—)Z}Ci%u(w), u(£i+)=}ci¢r§u(w), ie{l,... .k}

Set € = (£1,...,&), define a = (a,...,a;) € RF by
p(&—) — pu(&it)

oy =

202(&)
for i € {1,...,k}, and let v € (0, p¢ o). We define
(10) G = Geap-

In the following lemma we introduce and study two functions pi,0: R — R that are later
shown to be the coefficients of the SDE ([I) transformed by G, see the proof of Lemma Bl below.

. . k+1
Lemma 2. Let p and o satisfy (A1) to (A4). Let also G be given by (I0) and extend G": Ui
(&i—1,&) — R to the whole real line by taking

Mg N ) N(fﬁ_) _N(gi)
(1) 6'(6) = 20 + 2 ME IS,
forie{l,...,k}. Then, the functions

(12) =G pu+iG" 0% oG and 5= (G -0)oG!



satisfy (A1), (A2) and (AS8) with p replaced by i and o replaced by . Moreover, the SDE
dz; = ﬁ(Zt) dt + 5(Zt) th, t e [0, OO),

13

( ) Z() = G(xo),

has a unique strong solution Z, which satisfies

(14) sup E[|Z]"] < oo.
te[0,1]

Proof. Using Lemma [I] and the assumption that p and o satisfy (A2)(ii) and (A3) we obtain
that the function G’ - u + 3G” - 0 is continuous on R\ {&,...,&}. Employing Lemma [ we
furthermore obtain that for all i € {1,...,k},

(G p+3G" - 0%)(&—) = p(&—) — i - (&) = (W&—) + w(&+) /2 = (G- p+ 3G - 0%)(&)
= (&) + a1 0X(E) = (G o+ 3G o) (6.
Hence G’ u+ %G” .02 is continuous on R. Since G~ is continuous, see LemmalI], we thus obtain
that 1 is continuous. Moreover, Lemma [Il and the continuity of o imply that & is continuous.
The continuity of @ and o implies that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all x € [ —
v, é.k + V]v
21 - Ji(z) + (po — 1) - 72(z) < e < ¢- (14 27).
Note further that, for all x € (—o0, & — V] U [§ + v, 00),

(15) Glz)=zG@x)=1,G"(x)=0
and therefore, for all x € (—o00,& — v] U [§ + v, 00),
(16) fi(z) = p(x), o(z) = o(x).

Using (I6]) and the assumption that p and o satisfy (A1) we conclude that there exists ¢ € (0, 00)
such that, for all x € (—o0, & — V] U [& + v, 00),

2z - fi(x) + (po — 1) - 5%(x) = 2z - p(x) + (po — 1) - 0*(x) < e (1 +a?).
Thus, g and o satisfy (Al) with u replaced by p and o replaced by o.
We next show that g and o satisfy (A2')(ii) and (A3) with u replaced by g and o replaced
by &, i.e., there exist ¢, ca € (0,00) such that, for all z,y € R,

(17) fi(z) — ()] < e - (1+ [z + [y|™) - [« — o]
and
(18) 5(x) = (y)| < ca- (L+ |z +[y) - |z — yl.

For convenience, we use in the sequel the notation 2/ = G~!(z) for z € R. Let I € {(& —
v, 51)7 (51752)7 SRR (gk—ly gk)7 (5/67 gk + V)} ClanIY7 for all z,y €1,

[(z) — )|
(19) = (G p+3G" o)) = (G- p+3G" - o))
<|G' (@] - (") = ") +1G" (") = G'(Y)] - |(y)]

+ 3G (@) - lo(z') = a(y)] - lo(a') + a(y)] + 51G"(2) = G" ()] - [o*(y)].
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Moreover, by LemmalIl(ii) and the fact that G is strictly increasing, it follows that for all z,y € I,
it holds that 2/, vy’ € I as well. Using the assumption that x4 and o satisfy (A2)(ii) and (A3) and
Lemma [I] we further obtain that the functions u, o, G',G"”,G~! are Lipschitz continuous on I
and thus, in particular, bounded on I. Consequently, in view of (I9), we conclude that there
exist ¢1,co € (0,00) such that, for all z,y € I,

(20) fi(x) —a(y)| < e |2 =y [ <ep- |z —yl

Next, let I € {(—00,& —v), (& +v,00)}. Using (I6) and the assumption that p satisfies (A2)(ii)
we obtain that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all z,y € I,

(21) (z) — iy)| = ln(@) = py)] < e L+ |l +]y*) - o —yl.

Employing (20)), (21]), the continuity of iz and the triangle inequality, we obtain (7). Proceeding
in a similar way, we derive (Ig]).

Our next step is to show that  and o satisfy (A2')(i) with u replaced by 1 and o replaced
by 7, i.e., there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all z,y € R,

(22) 2(z —y) - () = iy) + (p1 = 1) - (6(2) = 5(y)* < - o —yf”.

Put I = [& — v — 2,& + v + 2]. Clearly, (I7) and (I8) imply that there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such
that, for all x,y € I,

(23) [a(z) — ) < c-lz—yl and |o(z) —a(y)| <c-|z—yl.

It follows from (23]) that ([22]) holds for all 2,y € I. Now, consider Iy = [{;+v, 00). Observing (L6))
and the assumption that p and o satisfy (A2)(i), we immediately see that (22]) holds for all
x,y € I as well. Next, consider I3 = [§x + v + 2,00) and Iy = [§& — v — 2,& + v] and let
z=¢&,+v+1. Then, for all x € I3 and all y € I, we have x,z € Is and y, z € I;. Hence, there
exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all z € I3 and all y € Iy,

2(z —y) - (p(z) — p(y))

= 2o 2) () = )+ S 2z = ) () ~ )
< T2 (= 1) (310) ~ 5P + e o — o)

<=2 (m -1 (G) - 5(=) - i::;’ (1= 1) (3(2) o)’
+2¢- |z —yl?

Moreover, using the fact that, for all a,b € R and all § € (0, 00),

(25) (40P <(48)-a2+ (141) %



we conclude that, for all € I3 and all y € I,
(@(z) —3(y)* = (6(z) — (=) +5(2) —(y))*

(26) < (14 6,) - (@(e) ~ () + (14 xiy) () — ()%,
where o
oy =

Combining (24]) and (26]) we conclude that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all z € I3 and
all y € Iy,

2z —y) - (A(z) = iy) + (pr — 1) - (5(x) — 5(y))*
<

(1= 1) (1480 = ==2) - (5(a) = 5()* + (11 = 1) - (5(=) = 5(1))’

<c- ‘.’I’ - y‘27
where the last estimate follows from (23]) and the fact that, for all € I3 and all y € Iy,

Tr — z — z — z —
L6,y —— Y 144, —1-—Y 228 270
xr—z xr—z r—vY r—z

Thus, [22) holds for all 2 € I3 and all y € I;. Observing the fact that, for all z,y € R,

20z —y) - (A(z) — ily) + (p1 — 1) - (G(x) — 5(y))?
=2(y — ) - (fly) — Alx) + (pr — 1) - (6(y) — 5(x))?,

we conclude that (22]) holds for all x € I, and all y € I3 as well. Consequently, (22]) holds for all
x,y € [&1—v —2,00). Proceeding similarly to the cases z,y € Iy and (z,y) € (I3 x 1) U (14 x I3)
one obtains that ([22]) holds for all z,y € (—00,&; —v] and for all (z,y) € ([§1 —v, 00) X (—00, &1 —
v—2])U ((—00,& — v — 2] X [§1 — v,00)), respectively. Hence, (22]) holds for all z,y € R.

Finally, we turn to the SDE (I3]). Since the coefficients z and o satisfy (A1), (A2) and (A3)
we may apply [22, Theorem 2.3.6] to conclude that the SDE (I3]) has a unique strong solution
Z and applying [22, Theorem 2.4.1] we obtain (I4]).

The proof of the lemma is thus completed. O

Using Lemmas[land Plwe are now able to prove the following lemma, which implies Theorem[Il

Lemma 3. Let p and o satisfy (A1) to (A4). Let G be given by [IQ) and let Z denote the unique
strong solution of the SDE (3, see Lemma[d Then G~' o Z is the unique strong solution of
the SDE ().

Proof. Put H = G~!. It follows from Lemmal[Ilthat H is differentiable and there exist ¢1, ¢a, c3 €
(0,00) such that, for all =,y € R,
1 1

‘ = G’(G_l(az)) - G’(G‘l(y)) <c- ‘G/(G_l(y)) - G'(G_l(x))]

|H' () — H'(y)
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Thus, H' is Lipschitz continuous, hence absolutely continuous. Moreover, Lemma [l implies that
for all 4 € {1,...,k+ 1} the function H' is differentiable on (§;_1,§;) with

L @Gw)
(G"(G1(2)))?
for all z € (&_1,&;). We extend H” to the whole real line by taking H”(&;) = G"(&) for

i€ {1,...,k}, see ([I). Applying Ito’s formula to Z and H, see, e.g., [I5, Problem 3.7.3], we
conclude that for all ¢ € [0, 00), it holds P-a.s. that

H,/(x) —

H(Z) :H(ZO)—i—/O (H’(ZS)-ﬁ(ZS)Jr%H”(ZS)-52(28))ds+/0 H'(Z,)-0(Zy)dW,

:x0+/0 ,u(H(ZS))ds—F/O o(H(Zs)) dWs.

Thus, the stochastic process (H(Zt))e[o,c) is @ strong solution of the SDE (TI).

Let X be a further strong solution of the SDE (l). According to Lemma [ G’ is absolutely
continuous. Applying It6’s formula to X and G we conclude that, for all ¢ € [0,00), it holds
P-a.s. that

G(Xy) = G(zo) + /0 (G'(Xs) - p(Xs) + %G”(XS) ) 02(XS)) ds +/0 G'(Xs) - o(Xs) dWs

=&m+AﬁWMM®+AﬂQ&DM@

Lemma [2 implies that (G(X¢))e[0,00) and Z are indistinguishable. Thus, X and (H(Z;))e[o,0)
are indistinguishable, which yields that the strong solution of (Il is unique. This completes the
proof of the lemma. O

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

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

(27) sup E[|Xt|p°] < 00
te[0,1]
and for all p € [0,pp),
(28) E[ sup |X;[P] < oo.
te[0,1]

Moreover, if pg > £, + 2, there exists c € (0,00) such that for all 6 € [0,1] and all s € [0,1 — 0],

(u+2)/(2po)
(29) E| sup |X;— Xs|2po/(£u+2>} S NG
te[s,s+4]
Proof. Recall from Lemmas ] and [3] that, P-a.s., for all ¢ € [0,1], we have X; = G~1(Z;), where
G~': R — R is Lipschitz continuous and Z is the unique strong solution of the SDE (I3)) with

coefficients satisfying (A1), (A2’) and (A3). For the proof of Lemma [ we may therefore assume
that 4 and o 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 It6’s formula and (A1) there exists ¢ € (0, 00)
such that, for all ¢ € [0, c0),

t
_ 1
X = Jaol + [ o X2 (XX + 50— 1) 0(X,) du
t
(30) —i—/ po - Xu| XulPP 20 (X,) dW,,
0

t t
g\xoyp0+c-/ \Xu\p°_2~(1+XS)du+po-/ Xo| Xu|P020(X,) dW,,.
0 0

Choose an increasing sequence of stopping times (7, )nen such that lim, ., 7, = oo and the
stochastic processes

v>0

VATn,
(31) Y™ = (/ Xu|Xu P 20(X,) qu> , neEN,
0
are martingales. Hence, for all n € N and every bounded stopping time 7,
E[Y™] = 0,

which jointly with (0] implies that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N and every
stopping time 7 with 7 < 1,

TNATn
(32) E[[Xorr, ] < Jrol +c.E[/ X2 (1 4+ X2) du].
0

Using [9, Lemma 3.2] we obtain from (32]) that for all v € (0,1) there exist ¢1,co € (0,00) such
that, for all n,

2—9 AT -2 2 7
E[ sup [Xins, 7] < 7= E[ (ool +er- [ X2 (14 X2)du) |
t€[0,1] -~ 0
9 _ 1
(33) < ﬁ . (,xoypo + e / E[|X, P02 (1+ X2)] du>v
- 0
<cy- (1 + sup E[\Xu\po])ﬁ/.

u€e(0,1]
By Fatou’s lemma and (27]) we conclude from (B3] that
E[ sup |X;[""°] = E[liminf sup |Xiar, [""°] <lminfE[ sup |[Xiar, [7P°] < oo,
te0,1] =00 4el0,1] =00 t€[0,1]

which finishes the proof of (28]).

We proceed with the proof of (29). Assume py > ¢, + 2, put p = 2po/(¢, + 2) and note that
p € [2,p0). Fix § € [0,1] and s € [0,1—¢]. Throughout the following we use ¢, ¢1, ca, ... € (0,00) to
denote positive constants that may change their values in every appearance but neither depend
on 0 nor on s. By Itd’s formula, for all t € [s, s + 4],

t
_ 1
|Xt—Xs|p=/ P Xy = X7 (X = Xo) - pl(Xa) + 5 (p = 1) - 0% (X)) du
(34) o
+/ P ( Xy — X)Xy — Xo|P20(Xy) dW,,.
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By (A1) and (3] there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for all u € [s, s + ],
1 1
(Xu = Xo) - p(Xu) + 5(]) —1) - 0}(Xy) = Xup(Xy) + 5(]) —1) - 0*(Xy) — Xsu(Xu)

(35) < Xup(Xa) + 30 = 1) P(X0) + X 1K)

<ec- (T4 X2+ X - (14X, %Th).

Let us define

Y= swp |X, - X,
s<t<s+4

and note that
(36) E[Y] < oo

due to ([28)) and the fact that p < pg. Inserting (B5)) into (34)) yields that there exists ¢ € (0, 00)
such that

s+
ch-/ Xy — XafP72 (14 X2+ [ X] - (1 + [ Xu] %)) du
(37) ’

+ sup

t
/ P (Xy— X)) - | Xy — X,|P72 - 0(Xy) dW,
s<t<s+d'Js

and employing the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and (2) we therefore conclude that there
exist ¢, co2 € (0,00) such that

s5+0
EY] <o -E[y /. / (14 X2 4 |X, ] (14 X)) du

. EK/:M X, - Xs‘gp_2a2(Xu)du>1/2]

s+0
< ¢y -E[Y(P—2>/P : / (14 X2+ |Xs| - (14 | Xu|Th) du]

+ e -E{Y(p—l)/p . (/8+6(1 X2t du) 1/2}_

By the Holder inequality,

s+9d
E[y(p—Q)/p . / (14 X2+ X - (14 [ Xu[*" ) du]

546
(39 < E[¥]* E[(/ (14 X2 41X (1 4+ x50 a) ]

2/p

s+6
< B2/ . 5=/ (/ E[(1+ X2 4 [X,] - (14 |X,[%1))"?] du)
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Moreover, using (27]) we obtain that there exist ¢, o, c3 € (0,00) such that

sup E[(1+ X2+ [X,| - (14X, %))

u€(0,1]
(40) <ecr- sup (1+E[X,[P]+ E[| X, P/ (1+ |Xu|(£“+1)p/2)])
u€(0,1]
<y sUp (1 +E[| X" + E[\Xslpo]l/(z““) . (1 + E[\Xu\po]@““)/%“))) < 3.
u€[0,1]

Combining ([39) with ([40) we see that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that
s+6
(41) E[Y(p—m/p / (1+ X2+ X - (1+ |Xu|fu+1)) du] < ¢ E[y]P-2/P g,

Similarly, by the Hélder inequality, the fact that ¢, < ¢,,/2 and (27) there exist c1, 2 € (0,00)
such that

E[y(p—l)/p. (/S+6(1 + |Xu|2£g+2)du>1/2]
<E

S+6 1/
y]0-0/p g2/ ( / E[(1+ X422 du)

(42)

-1/ so-2/e0 ([ Po Lp
<o E[Y] 5 < (1+ s%pl}EHXu\ ])du)
S ue|0,

< ¢y - BlY]|P0/P 5.

Combining (38) with (41)) and ([@2]) and observing (36) we conclude that there exists ¢ € [1,00)
such that

(43) E[Y]>? < ¢ (5 + V5 -E[Y]'P) < (¢vV/5)? + 2¢V5 - E[Y]V/?.
Thus,
(E[Y]Y? — ev/3)? < 2(eV/5)?,
which yields
E[Y]¥? < 2(E[Y]Y? — cv/6)? + 2(cV6)? < 625
and hereby completes the proof of (29)). O

For later purposes we list a number of properties of the functions u, and o, using the as-
sumptions (Al), (A2), (A2’), (A3) on the coefficients p and o.

Lemma 5.

(i) Assume (A2)(ii) and (A3). Then, there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N and
x € R,

o (@)? < e min(vi (1 +2),0%(2)),
in(@)] < ¢ min(v/ (1 -+ [a]), ().

(ii) Assume (A1). Then, there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for alln € N and x € R,
(45) 2 - pin () + (po — 1) - (on(2))? < c- (1 +272).

(44)
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(i) Assume (A3). Then, there exists c € (0,00) such that, for alln € N and z,y € R,

) o () = on(y)l < e (L4 |zl + [yl“) - (0712 + |z — y)).

(iv) Assume (A2’°)(ii). Then, there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for alln € N and x,y € R,
(47) lpn (@) = ()] < e+ (L [ + [yl) - (0712 + & —y)).

(v) Assume (A2)(ii). Then, there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for alln € N and z € R,

c

(48) |n () = p()] < VAL )
(vi) Assume (A8). Then, there exists c € (0,00) such that, for alln € N and x € R,

(49)  Jon(@) = o (@) £ <= (L2l H) and [of(a) = (@) < = - (L faf 4721,
Proof. First, we prove ([d4)). The estimates |o,| < |o| and |u,| < |p| are immediate from the
definition of y,, and o,. Moreover, by (@) and (B)) and the fact that ¢, < ¢,/2 we obtain that
there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all z € R and all n € N,

1+ |z|t%t2)
o
lon(@)l" < ¢ (1 + n=1/2|z|)2

For all x € R and all n € N,
1+ |x|éﬂ+2 B 1/2< n—1/2 N n—1/2|x|éﬂ
(14 n=1/2|g|w)2 (1 +n=12z[%)2 " (14 n~Y2|z|w)2

and, similarly,

(46

(1 + [z
14+ n=12|g|0’

and  |pn(z)| < c

-:1:2) < n1/2(1 +a?)

1+ ||ttt
which finishes the proof of ([d4]).
Clearly, (45)) follows from

22 - pin(2) + (po — 1) - (o ())?

_ 22 p(w) (po —1) - 0*(x)
T+ n 12zl (1+ n=172[z])?

< n'2(1+ |z]),

2z - p(x) + (po — 1) - 0*(x)
14+ n=1/2|z|0

<

and (Al).
Next, we prove (@@)). For n € N and z,y € R put
n=V2(|ylbe — ||t - o(y
P i e R I
(14 n=12zf) - (1+n=12|y[)
Using (A3) we obtain that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N and all z,y € R,
| o) —oly)
1+ n=Y2|g|b
We next estimate |f,(z,y)|. First, assume that ¢, € [1,00). Clearly, for all n € N and all
z,y €R,

(50) |om(z) — on(y)| + fulm,y)| < (L4 [zl + yl) - |z =yl + [ falz, y)l-

[lyl® = |21 - lo(y)]
Lt [ o [y

(51) [fn(z,y)| <
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Since ¢,, € [1,00) we obtain there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all z,y € R,
(52) Iyl =[] < G- 2 =yl (2l + ).

Moreover, employing (2) and Young’s inequality we conclude that there exist ¢1,co € (0,00)
such that, for all z,y € R,

(J =+ [yl1) - lo (y)]
<ers (L fa% 4yl %) - (L fylo ™)
= e (L Jaf 7ty %ty el STyl et )
< o (L4 [alfa e 4yt to)

< ex - (L faf "+ [y[™) - (L+ |l +[yl").

Combining (BI)) to (B3]) yields that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N and all
z,y €R,

(54) [fala,y)l < e (L faf + [yl) - |z —yl.

Next, assume that ¢,, € (0,1). Observing (A3) we obtain that there exists ¢, ca € (0, 00) such
that, for all n € N and all z,y € R with |z| <1 and |y| <1,

(55)  falz,y)l <2-07 2 Jo(y)] e -0V (Lt faft) < cpon V2 (L 2l ).
Moreover, for all z,y € R with |z| > 1 or |y| > 1 we have

v —a? eyl (= + Jy])
—y —|—|:17|2_ZH - |y|2_£“+|$|2_£“

V4 V4
y [ S
|yl — ]| P
as well as

(=% 4 Je)* ) - (L ™) - (1 n 12y %)

1
>n (@ +y?) > Qn_1/2(|<17| +1yl)?

1
> ™2l + Jyl) - (L ().

Employing (2)) we thus obtain that there exist ¢ € (0, 00) such that, for alln € Nand all z,y € R
with [z| > 1 or |y| > 1

_ 1+ |ylttt
(56) e y)] <2yl — [al] - lo(y)] <4z —yl - 2 <ol (14 i) e — g,

T+lyl —

Combining (50) with (54)), (55) and (56) completes the proof of (48).
The estimate (7)) is proven in exactly the same way as the estimate (4@l by replacing o with

p and £, with £,,.
Using (3] we obtain that there exist ¢1,c2 € (0,00) such that for all n € N and all z € R,
L o)) l
_ S bl R Lo S’ P e
|M7’L(x) lu($)| \/ﬁ 1—|—’I’L_1/2|3§‘|£“ — \/ﬁ
which shows (48)]).

(1 + o) < (14 | * ),

C2
NG
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The first estimate in ([@9) is proven in exactly the same way as (@8] by replacing u, and p
with o, and o, respectively, and using (2]) in place of (B]). Using the first estimate in ([49]), (44)
and (2)) we obtain that there exist ¢1,co € (0,00) such that for all n € N and all z € R,

jon(2) — 02 (2)] < |on(z) — o ()] - (|on(@)] + |o(2)])

“ Lutlo+1 lo+1 © £u+205+2
< wtlatly . (q oty < 2 (g wt2o+2).
<L (Lol (1 ) < S (1 o)
which proves the second estimate in ([Z9). O

For technical reasons, we provide L,-estimates and further relevant properties of the time-
continuous tamed Euler scheme (@) for the SDE ({l) dependent on the initial value zy. To be
formally precise, for every = € R, let X* denote the unique strong solution of the SDE

dX}P = p(X7)dt + o(X7)dWy, t€[0,00),

57
(57) Xj ==,

and, for all x € R and n € N, let )?ﬁ = (X'ﬁf,t)te[o,l] denote the time-continuous tamed Euler
scheme on [0, 1] with step-size 1/n associated to the SDE (57), i.e., X’ﬁf’o =z and

Xie=Xio, +mn(Xiy ) (= t) +on(Xiy ) - (W = W)

fort € (i/n,(i +1)/n] and i € {0,...,n — 1}.
In particular, X = X*° and, for every n € N, X,, = X?0. Furthermore, the integral represen-
tation

t t
(58) X =1 +/ pn (X5 5 ) ds +/ on (X5 . ) dW;
0 Zn 0 =n

holds for every n € N and ¢ € [0, 1].
We have the following L,-estimates of the time-continuous tamed Euler scheme X7 and of its
increments.

Lemma 6. Let p and o satisfy (A1) to (A3). Then, there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all
z €R,

(59) sup sup E[|XZ, 7] < c- (14 |).
neN¢e€(0,1]

Furthermore, for all p € [0,pg) there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all x € R,

(60) supE[ sup |Xﬁt|p]1/p§c'(1+|x|).
neN  tef0,1] ’

Moreover, there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all x € R,
~ ~ 1
(61) sup sup E[| X7, — X2, [°]"7 <. (14 |a))- —
neNte(0,1] ’ o n
Finally, if po > €y + 1 then there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that

~ ~ 1
(62) sup sup E[| X7, — Xz, [po/CatD] ot < oy jglfotly. —
neNte0,1] - Vn
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Proof. For later purposes, we note that by using Lemma Bi) and Gronwall’s inequality, it is
straightforward to check that for all n € N and all ¢ € [0, 00) there exists ¢ € (0,00), which may
depend on n and ¢, such that, for all z € R,

(63) E| sup [X7,07) < (14 [z]9),
t€[0,1]

Fix n € N and « € R. Throughout the following we use ¢, ¢1, ca, ... € (0,00) to denote positive
constants that may change their values in every appearance but neither depend on n nor on x.
We first prove (B9). By It6’s formula, for all stopping times 7 with 7 < 1,

X S 1
| XA 70 = [ 4 po - / (X2 | X [P pn(Xis,) + 5(p0 = 1) X2 0262 (X2, ) ds

+ o - / P20 (X2 ) AW
Using Lemma [5{(i) and (63) we obtain that

E[ sup (X2 X2, [20,(X2, )] < oo,
s€[0,1] -

which implies that the stochastic process

P-26,(X2, )d
/ ol n(Xns,) Ws)te[o,ﬂ

is a martingale. Thus, for all stopping times 7 with 7 < 1,

B[IR7 7] =l + o B [ (X5 %5 P 2n( B2
(64) 0
1 T |po—2 2
50— 1)+ X5 P 202(X5 ) du.
Using (A1) and Lemma [li),(ii) we obtain that there exist ¢, co € (0, oo) such that, for all
s €10,1],

o e o 1

= | X2 o2 (X, (X, )+ pO; L. aio?zén) +pn(Xp, ) (Ko, — X2, )
(65) <IXE P2 e - (L4 X 1)
(X2 ) (X g ) (s = 5,) + on(XE, ) - (We = W,))
oo |XE TR (L XS )+ IXE NP pon (X2 ) (W — W)
=cy-As+ Bs+ Cs,

Ay =|XE o7 (14 |X2, [P,
(66) By =Xz, 7% pnon(XE, ) (W — Wy),
Cy = (|Xg o2 — X2, |p°—2> (X ) (W= W),
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By Young’s inequality, there exist ¢, ca € (0,00) such that, for all s € [0, 1],
(67) E[A] < e E[1+ X2 P+ X2, ] <o (14 sup E[| X2 [P]).

<u<s

Furthermore, using the independence of )A(;f s and Wy—W; s € [0, 1], we obtain for all s € [0, 1]
that

(68) E[By| =E[| X%, [P unon(X2, )] -E[W, — Wy ] =0.

We finally estimate E[|Cs|], s € [0, 1]. By Lemma [Bl(i) there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all
s €10,1],
(69) ‘Xg,s - Xﬁ,§n‘ = ’Mn(XTf,§n) ' (S - §n) + O-n(er,gn) : (WS - Wﬁn)‘
<c (V24w - W, ) (L4 X2, ).
Below we show that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all u,v,w € R,
) o+ 02 — [P~ - )] - o
<c- (- (1+ (%4 w|)P0) 4+ 1 + |w|P°/? + JufP0).

Applying ([70) with u,v,w being realizations of Xﬁ s, Xﬁs — X’ﬁ% and Ws — W , respectively,
and observing ([69)) we conclude that there exist ¢;, co € (0,00) such that, for all s € [0, 1],

Gl < e | X5 = X2, P (14 (0¥ W, — W, )P)
+or e (L4 W, = W, [P + X3 |P)

(7D ey (2w =W ) (14 X2 )P (1 (W — W |)P)
oy (1 |We— Wy [ 4 r)? ).
Using the independence of X X% and Ws — W, , s €[0,1], we therefore obtain that there exists
€ (0,00) such that, for all s G [0 1],
) EC. < - (L+E[LRE,, M) e (14 sup E[RL.07).

Combining (65]) with (67)), (68]) and (72]) yields that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all
s €0,1],
Sa 1
(73) B[ X |5 02K, )+ 5

Jt5 (o= DIXE P 202(Xi, )] S e (1+ sup B[IX7 7).

0<u<s

Combining the latter estimate with (64]) we conclude in particular that there exists ¢ € (0, 00)
such that, for all ¢ € [0, 1],

t o~
(74) sup IEHXx |p°] <l|zP° +c- / (1+ sup E[|Xﬁvs|p°])d8.
0

0<s<t 0<u<s

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 py = 2. Assume py > 2. First,
consider the case |u| < 1. Using Lemma [5}(i), (), (B) and the Young inequality we obtain that
there exist ¢, ¢, c3 € (0,00) such that, for all u,v,w € R with |u| <1,

[+ vPo72 = [u™ 72| - o (u)] - |w]
<e - (’u‘p0—2 + ’v’po—2) . (1 + ’u‘z#+za+2) - |w
<ep (L4 ]oPo72) - Jw| < ez - (14 [ofPo + [w]Po/?).

Next, consider the case |u| > 1. Assume first that py € (2,3]. Put @ = 2/(pp — 2) and note that
a > 2. For all u,v € R with u # 0 we have

||u + p|*Po—2) _ |u|0l(170—2)‘

po—2 _ po—2
|[u+ vl JuPo~2| < a1 0@ DE0—2) 1 [y[@-D(po—2)

Hu + v]Po—2) _ ,u‘a(po—2)|
- |u|(@=1)(po—2)

[l o — ful?| _ 2fol(ul + o]
aft=ro = e

Using Lemma [Bl(i) and Young’s inequality we thus conclude that there exist c1,ca,c3 € (0,00)
such that, for all u,v,w € R with |u| > 1,

[l + 0[P — JuP 2] - | (w)] - ]

[v[(Jul + [v]) 2y . 3/4
<er - ([P fwl - (1 JufPo=?) + Jo[n®*w] - (1 + [uPo))

<cy- (( |2 3/4|w|)po/2 (|v|n3/4|w|)p0 +14+ |u|p0)
<z ([0 (14 (0% w])P) + 1+ [ul).

Finally, assume that py € [3,00). In this case we have for all u,v € R,

o+ 002 — JufPo=2] = (pp — 2) - (/

\

ul

[utvl
ydy| < (o —2) - (Ju+ ol uf ) - Jol.

Using Lemma [Bl(i) and Young’s inequality we thus obtain that there exist ¢1, ¢z, ¢35 € (0,00) such
that, for all u,v,w € R with |u| > 1,
[l + 0?72 — JulP 72| - [ppon (u)] - |w]

< ([P [uP ) - fof - (14 u?) -0l

< ¢y - (1 + |oPot 4 |u|po—l) ) |v|n3/4|w|

< ez (L [of™ + [uf” + (joln®*Jw])™)

= g (o (14 @ ) + 1 ).
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 (G5]) we see that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such
that for all stopping times 7 with 7 < 1,

(75) E[|XZ_|P] < |z +E| [ (c- As+ B+ Cy)ds|,
’ 0

where Ag, B, Cs are given by (G6l).
For all s € [0,1] we put 3" = [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

/ (3" —s)dW, = (" —t)- (Wy — Wi),) +/ (W —Ws,) ds.

n

Thus, for all ¢ € [0,1],

t t
| Beds= [ 185, P (R, ) 0 - 9w,
0 0 =n =n
- (Zn - t) ' (Wt - Win) : ’Xﬁ,gn‘po_zﬂnan(fz,ﬁn)'
Using Lemma [5(i) and (63) we see that

E[ Sup (‘Xg,s ’p0_2ﬂnan()?ﬁs ) (3" — S))z} < 00,
s€[0,1] - o

and therefore the stochastic process

t
</ ‘Xg,s ’p0_2un0'n(X£ s ) : (gn - S) dWs)
0 o o

is a martingale. Thus, for all stopping times 7 with 7 < 1,

te(0,1]

(76) E| /0 Byds| = ~E[(7" ) - Wy W) |, P anon(R3 ).

Combining (75]) and (76) we obtain that there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such that, for all stopping times
T with 7 <1,

(1) B[RE ] < Jo 4 e B[ [ (At (G ds 07 Wy = W |15 P 2o (R )]
0 o o
Employing [9, Lemma 3.2] we conclude from (7)) that for all v € (0,1) there exist ¢, c2 € (0, 00)
such that
Sa 2 — 0% 1
E[ sup |X7 "] < —-E[(\x!po—i—cl- (A, + |Csl) ds
se0,1] 1=~y 0

_ > _ N Y
e sup (W= Wy 1IR3, P 2 lunon(R2,)l) |
s€[0,1]

<er (Jaf +E[(/01(As 10 ds) ]

0B sup (W= W X7, [ lporn(X3,,)07] ).
se|0,
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By (67), (72) and (59) for all v € (0,1) there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that

1

(79) E[(/01<As ricas)'] < ([ Bl i ds) < )

Moreover, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Lemma [B[i) we obtain that for all
v € (0,1) there exist ¢, ¢a,c3 € (0,00) such that

E| sup (|We = We, [IX7,, P unon(X5, )|
s€[0,1] B B

< an®/ B[ sup (W, - Wy |(1+1Xz, ™))]
s€[0,1] -

=3/t E[ sup
s€[0,1]

5 N ¥
[z, maw|]

Sn

< 200/ sup | [0 185, 1) awi] ]
s€(0,1]'J0

< endV/4. E[</1(1 n P?ﬁén [P0)2 ds)“f/2]
0

< ezn®/4 . <1 +E[ sup |)’fz’s|wpo])‘
s€[0,1]

Inserting ([79) and (80) into (8) and observing (63)) we conclude that for all v € (0,1) there
exist ¢, co2 € (0,00) such that

(81) (1—c1-n~ ") E[ sup |XZ,P] <cp- (1+ |z[P0).
s€[0,1]

Thus, for all v € (0,1) there exists np € N and ¢ € (0,00) such that if n > ng then

E[ sup |XZ,[P0] <e- (1 + |z[7P0).
s€[0,1] ’

Combining the latter estimate with (63]) we obtain (G0).
Finally, we turn to the proof of (6Il) and (62). Employing Lemma [Bl(i) we obtain that there
exist ¢1, o, c3 € (0,00) such that for all ¢ € [0, 1],

~

X2 = X2, = |un(Xp, ) (t—1,) +on(Xp, ) - (W — W)
(82) e (P4 X, DTt e XS, ]) - (W= W, )
= (14X, ) (072 40w — W, )
as well as
X = Xp, | <o (L+ X5, Dn7' 24 (LX) - (W — W, |)
ey (L4 X2 ) (724 (W — W ).

7277,

(83)
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By [82) and (B9)) there exist 1, c2, c3 € (0,00) such that, for all ¢ € [0, 1],
B[1R5, ~ K5, ] < e B[(1+ K5, )P) - (0702 4 a0 40, — W, )
(84) =c1 - (L+E[XE, )[]) - (7202 + nP MR W, — Wy [P0])
<o (LR B[N, )]/t < e (L Jafr )/,

and, similarly, by ([83) and (59) there exist ¢1,co,c3 € (0,00) such that, for all ¢ € [0, 1], with
p=po/(ls + 1),

TR S S (CREIRE, )R] (o0 B, )

<cp- (L+E[XT, P02 <eg- (14 [2o)n P/,

This completes the proof of (GIl) and (62]) and finishes the proof of the lemma.
O

Remark 4. We add that our proof of (B9]) closes a gap in the proof of Lemma 2 in [35] for the
range pg € (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 X7 relative to the gridpoints 1/n,2/n, ..., 1.

Lemma 7. Forallz € R, alln €N, all j € {0,...,n—1} and P*na/n_almost all y € R we have

PEE DretimnlFim — p&deeti/mnlXs

as well as R R
P(Xﬁ,t)teu/n,l]‘Xﬁ,j/n:y — ]P)(X'Z,t)te[o,lfj/n]‘

Proof. The lemma is an immediate consequence of the fact that, by definition of X’ﬁ , for every
¢ € {1,...,n} there exists a mapping 1: R x C([0,¢/n]) — C([0,¢/n]) such that for all x € R
and all 7 € {0,1,...,n — ¢},

(X5 rism)tefoe/m) = Y (Xoy i Wigizn — Wim)ielo,e/m)) - O

Next, we provide an estimate for the expected occupation time of a neighborhood of a non-zero
of o by the time-continuous tamed Euler scheme X.

Lemma 8. Assume (A1) to (A4) and po > £, + ls + 2. Let £ € R satisfy o(&) # 0. Then, there
exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all x € R, alln € N and all £ € (0, 00),

(86) /01 P({|Xﬁt — €| <epdt <c-(1+ |z|nTt2). <€ + %)

Proof. Let x € R and n € N. By (58), (44) and Lemma [6] X’ﬁ is a continuous semi-martingale
with quadratic variation

t
(87) (X,f>t:/ afL(Xjf,s )ds, tel0,1].
0 =n



23

For a € R let L*(X%) = (Lf()?ﬁ))te[o,l] denote the local time of XZ at the point a. Thus, for all
a € R and all ¢t € [0,1],

t
X2, —a| = |z —a| + / sen(R2, = a) pn(R2, ) ds
0
t
4 / sen(R7 | — a)on(RT, )dW, + LI(RE),
0 2n

where sgn(z) = 1(9,«)(2) — 1(—a0,0)(2) for z € R, see, e.g. [33, Chap. VI]. Hence, for all a € R
and all t € [0, 1],

t t
LECED) < 185 —al+ [ (K5 lds+ | [ sen(Ri,— )oK, ).
0 0

(83)

t t t
< [ (X lds+ | [ au(®r, yaw] 4| [Csen(Rr, - a) (5, )
0 2n 0 2n 0 ) =n

Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (@4), @), (B) and estimate (59) in Lemma
together with the assumption ¢, < ¢,,/2 and the fact that max(¢, + 1,4, + 1) < py we conclude
that there exist ¢1,co,c3,c4 € (0,00) such that, for all z € R, all n € N, all a« € R and all
t €[0,1],

BILERD) <2 [ Ellna(Ri, )] ds+e B[ [ o282,
0 0

=20

) ds> 1/2]

(89) <cy- (1 + sup E[|Xﬁs|z“+l] + sup E[|X’ﬁs|g"+1])
s€[0,1] ’ s€[0,1] ’

<z (T4 ||t 4 jzffo ™) <eqo (14 [z,

Using (87) and (89]) we obtain by the occupation time formula that there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such
that, for all z € R, all n € N and all € € (0, 00),

1
B[ 1 eea(Ri) oA(R2, ) ]
(90) :

- /Rl[f—E,E—i-e}(a) E[L?(Xﬁ)] da <c- (1 + ‘x’%—l-l) e

By estimates ([4]) and (4€) in Lemma [l and (2] we see that there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such that,
for all n € N and all y,z € R,

n(z) = on ()|

(91) < (lon(2)] + lon(®)]) - lon(z) = on()] < (lo(2)] + lo@)]) - lon(z) — on(y)]
<c- ((1 + |Z|250+1 + |y|2fg+1) . (|Z _ y| + n—1/2).

lo

Note that pg > £, + {5 + 2 implies (if”_l%)_plo < po. Hence, by ([@1]) and estimates (59) and (62]) in

Lemma [6] we conclude that there exist c1, ca,c3 € (0,00) such that, for all n € N, all z € R and
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all t € [0,1],

E[’”%(Xﬁ,t) - U%(Xﬁ,gn)”
< e B IR 185, P (= K )
o

—~ (205 +1) —Ag— ~ ~
<eo- (14 sup E[|R2, [m 1] 5 ) E[|1R2, - Rz, |[#51] %
s€[0,1] o
+en V2 (14 sup E[|XT % +1])
s€[0,1]

<ezn V(14 |zPlet?),

Thus, there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N and all z € R,
1 > A~
(92) ][ 1o3Re0) — o3(R, ) ] < en 2 (14 a2,
0 tn

Since o is continuous and o(§) # 0 there exist k,g9 € (0,00) such that

inf |o(z)] > k.
|zl <eo

Hence, for all n € N and all z € (£ —¢,& + €9),

o) o s
Il = T (eo + €D

(93) ()| = -

Put Kk = %
1+(o+[ED) ™
such that, for all x € R, all n € N and all € € (0, g¢],

1 S 1 - l~ S
| PRz et = = B[ R 1R

-l
< 5 B[ [ tcea(R0 0% o

1
<5 (U et Pty (e 4 %),

which completes the proof of the lemma.

. Employing ([@0)), (@2) and (©@3]) we conclude that there exists ¢ € (0, 00)

-l . N R R
< 25 B[ | (leeera(Ra0 o2(R2,) +102(F20) - o2(K2,, ) ]

O

The following lemma shows how to transfer the condition of a sign change of )?n — ¢ at
time t relative to its sign at time ¢, to a condition on the distance of X, and £ at times

t,—1/n,t, — (t—t,) and ¢,.
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Lemma 9. Assume (A1) to (A4) and let § € R. Then, for ally € (0,1/2) there exists ¢ € (0, 00)
such that, for allm € N, all0 < s <t <1 witht,—s>1/n and all A € F;,

P(AN{(Xns — &) (Xny, —€) <0})

C v v —
(94) < —P(A) + cP(AN {max(| Xy, — &), |1X; /= €]) = 027000}

2

b [PAN (Ko~ 8 Sen ™ (14 D} e F d
R
Proof. Due to (2)) and (44)) there exists K € (0,00) such that, for all n € N and all z € R,
) pn(@)] < Kvi- (1t fal)  and o ()] < K- (14 a7 ).

Put
h= 2R (1),

Let v € (0,1/2) and choose ng € N\ {1} such that, for all n > nyg,

kn~ 7 (1424/2In(n)) < 1.

Clearly, we may assume that n > ny.
Let 0 < s<t<1witht, —s>1/nandlet A€ F,. If t =¢, then, for all ¢ € (0,00) and all
z € R,

{(Xnt =€) (X, =€) <0} ={Xns, =& =0} C {| Xy, —s,) — &l Sen™ - (14 ]2},

which implies that in this case ([©@4]) holds for all ¢ > 1//27.
Now assume that ¢ > ¢,, and put

Z _ Wt _ Wén _ Wén B Wzn_(t_zn) Z _ Wﬁn_(t_zn) B Wén_l/n
1 /—t_in ; 2 /—t_in ) 3 1/n_(t_£n) .

Below we show that

{(Rni = Xy, =9 0} 0 { max 7] < V2In(n)}
(96) A {max((Xy, — €L1X, _1jn — &) < n(/2/t0)

C {|Xng,—t-t,) — &l S w07V (14| 21| + | Z2))}-
Note that 771, Z5, Z3 are independent and identically distributed standard normal random vari-

ables. Moreover, (Z1, Z2, Z3) is independent of Fy since s < t, — 1/n, (Z1,Z3) is independent
of i _(t—¢y and Xp; _—y yis Fy _(;— -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(AN{(Xns =€) Xy, —€) <0})
SPAN{| Xy, —-t,) — €l < w072 (14|21 + | Za))})
HP(AN{ max (2] > V2)}) +P(AN (max( Ky, - €18, -1y = €)) = n0/20/00))

2 -~ 22122
= ;/[ )2 P(AN {1 X, ~(t-t,) =&l < pn 2 (14 21+ z2)})e” 2 d(2, 2)
0,00
+6P(A) - P({Z1 > v2In(n)}) + P(AN {max(|X;, — &|,|X, _1/n — &]) > n1/20/ e
<g/ ]P’(Aﬁ{p? ¢ (bt —§|<\/§/{n_1/2'(1+|—21+'22|)}> e_z%;z% d(z1, z2)
- T R2 n’—n_( _7n) — \/i )
B p(4n fmax(|Rs, — €], 1Ry 1y — €]) > 0120/
27 21n(n)n o in
1 - E
=— | P(AN{| Xt 4t ) — <V2kn V2. (142 e 2 dz
SAC P(AN {max(|X;, — €, Xy, _1/n — €]) > n20/ o}y,
min(n)n o in

which yields (@4]).
It remains to prove the inclusion ([@6l). To this end let

we{()?n,t—f)( nt, —&) <0} N{ max |Z;| < +/2In(n)}
(97) - 1€{1,2,3}
N {max(|X;, — &), Xy, —1jn — &) <nl/270/ ),

Using ([@5]) and the fact that for all a,b € R and all ¢ € [0, ),
(98) L+ al? <29(1 + |a—b[7) - (1 + [b]7),
we obtain
[, (@) = €]
< I()?n, (@) = &) — (Xnp(w) - £)|
= [ (X, (@) - (¢ = £,,) + On(Xn g, (@) - VE— £, Z1(w
SKnT2 (14 Xy, (W)]) + Kn_m : (1 + |Xn,zn(W)|£”+1) 21 (w)]
<2Kn M7 (1+ |Xn,zn(W)|£”+1) (L4 Z1(w)])
< 2R T (1 Ky, (@) = € - (L ) - (L4 1 Zi@))).

First assume that ¢, = 0. Using the assumption n > ng and (O7)) we obtain

AR (116D - (1 4+ 21 w)) < 5

(99)

and therefore it follows from (@9) that
(100) (X, (@) =€) S BK 012 (L4 [€]) - (14 Z1(w)))-



Next assume that ¢, > 0. If ’Xntn (w) —&| > 1 then ([@9) and the assumption n > ng imply
[Xng, (W) = €] S 29K 02 Xy (@) = €M (L4 €1 H) - (14| Zuw))
<n 02X, (w) — €T

Thus,
Xy s (W) — €] > 0120/t

which is in contradiction with (@7). Hence, |)A(n§n (w) —¢&] <1 and ([@9) then yields
(101) | X, (@) =€) <27 Kn= 2 (14 1glF) - (14 Z1(w))-
Similarly to (@9]), we obtain by (95]) and (O8]) that
’Xn t, (w) — Xn t —(t—gn)(w)‘
(102) = bRty 1/ (@) - (= ) + 0By, 1/ (@) Iy Zal
<2 KT (14 [ Xy _aym(w) — € - (L4 [ (1 +[Z2(w)]).
Moreover, employing (@5)), [@7) and (@8]) we conclude that
|j€nt n—(t—t, )( w) _Xnt —1/n(W)|
= [pn(Xng, 1/n(@)) - (1/n = (t = 1,)) + on(Xn g, —1/n(@)) V/1/1n = (t = 1,) Za(w
(103) < 2K (1 [ Xy (@) =€) - (1 !é\z"“) (1 +1Z3(w)])
<2 PR (140 PN Ky (@) =€) - (U [ - (1 [ Zs(w)])
<2 BK T (14 [ Xy Ziym(w) =€) - (L4 16 - (1 + | Zs(w))).
Since n > ng we have
2B ™Y (14 €]t - (14 | Z3(w)]) < =(1++/21n(n)) <
and therefore (I03)) yields that
1+ p?n,;n—(t—;n)(w) —{>1+ |55n,;n—1/n(w) —¢&| - |)A(n,§n—(t—gn)(w) — X, ~1/n(w)]
> (14 [Xog,—1/n (@) = €)/2
Thus,
1+ ’Xn7§n—1/n(w) — gt <14+ (142 ‘Xn,zn—(t—;n)(w) —g])fett
< %o 3 (1+ p?n,;n—(t—;n)(w) - £|£U+1)-
Using (100)), (I01)), (I02) and (I04]) we obtain
|Xn,§n—(t—§n)(w) - £|
< X, @) = X, (e, @)] + Xy, (@) =
<R T2 (14 Xy 1 (@) = €T (U4 [T - (14 | Z0(w)] + | Z2()])

(104)

27

<PHTK T2 (14 [ Xy, ot @) =€) - (L4 [EH) - (14121 (w)] + | Za(@)]).
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Arguing similarly as for the proof of (I00) and (I0I)) we conclude that
Rttt (@) — € < w072 (14 | Z2(w)] + |Za(w)]).
This finishes the proof of (@6]) and completes the proof of the lemma. O

Using Lemmas [7] 8 and [@ we can now establish the following two estimates on the probability
of sign changes of X,, — ¢ relative to its sign at the gridpoints 0,1/n,..., 1.

Lemma 10. Assume (A1) to (A4) and po > £, + Ly + 2. Let £ € R satisfy o(§) # 0 and let

A = {(Xne =€) - (Xng, —€) <0}
for alln € N and t € [0,1]. Then the following two statements hold.
(i) There exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for alln € N, all s € [0,1) and all A € F;,

1
c ~
/s P(A N An,t) dt < % . (P(A) + E[lA |Xn,§n+1/n - £|po])‘

(ii) There exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for alln € N, all s € [0,1) and all A € Fy,

C

— oy (P +E[La X s 1m — €7]).

1
[T T
S
Proof. Let n € N, s € [0,1) and A € F;. In the following we use ¢, ¢y, co,- - € (0,00) 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 s,, <
1 —2/n and we have

1 1
(105) / P(AN Ay ;) dt < % P(A) + / P(ANA,;)dt.
s s,+2/n

Let v € (0,1/4]. If t € [s,, +2/n,1] then ¢, > s,, + 2/n, which implies ¢, —1/n > s, +1/n > s.
We may thus apply Lemma [0l to conclude that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that

1
1
< SP(A) +c- / P(AN {max(|Xpy, — &, [ Xng, —1/n — &) = n/20/) at
n 5,+2/n ) o
1 N 52
+c- / / P(AN{|Xps oty — &l Sen 2 (14 2)}) e T dtde.
R §7l+2/n =n =n
By the change-of-variable formula we have for all i € {1,...,n — 1} and all k € R,

(i+1)/n =R .
/ P(AN{| K0y 1y €] gn})dt:/(' BN {Ru g <))
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Moreover,

1
[ B 1, €] Koy, = ) 2 020
=n 1

- / (P(AN{[ X0, =& 2020 4 PAN{| Xy, —1/n — €l 20270 )) dt

s, +2/n .
1

: 2/ P(AN{| Xy, — & = n/20/) at.
s,+1/n

Thus, there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that

1
/ P(AN A,,)dt
1
(106) <SPres [ BAN (R, - €z 0P d
s,t1/n
1—1/n ~ 22
+ec- / / P(AN{|Xn: — & < en V2 (1 + 2[)}) e” 7 dtdz.
R Js,+1/n

By the fact that A € F, |1/, and by Lemma [7] we obtain that for all z € R,

1-1/n R
[ A (1R - g < e
sptl/n

(107) 1-1/n

= E[LaE| / i1y M=o 2 (1 D) @t L5, 1/m)]-

Moreover, by Lemmas [7] and 8 we obtain that there exist c1,co € (0,00) such that, for all z € R
and PXmsnt1/7_almost all © € R,

1-1/n .
E| / L mtlen-1/2 0oy | Ksy 1 =

s,+1/n
1-2/n—s,
(108) =E| /0 L% el on 17214120} %)
c 1
<c- (1 + |$|€H+ZU+2) : (% : (1 + |Z|) + %>

< 5 (U fal) - (1 fal ),
Combining (I07) and (I08]) we conclude that there exist ¢1,ca € (0,00) such that, for all z € R,

1-1/n ~
/ PAN{| X — €| <en™ V2 (14 |2))}) dt

nt1/n
C1 S
(109) < (L4 121) - E[la (14X s, 41/nl )]

< —- (1 + ‘Z’) : (P(A) + E[lA ’Xnén-l-l/n - €’£u+za+2])'
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Hence, there exist c1, ¢y € (0,00) such that

1— 1/n 22
// P(AN {|B0s — €] <en V2. (14 o)) e 7 dt dz

nt1/n

o~ 22
(110) < (P(A) +E[14| X, 41/m — &) - /(1 +12]) e T dz
\/_ o R
)

~Vn

Next, we use A € F, 1/, and Lemma [T to obtain

. (]P)(A) + E[lA |)?n,§n+1/n - £|po])‘

1
/ ]P(A N{[Xng, =&l = n(1/2=7)/ts }) dt
(111) sp+1/n

1
= E |:1A E |:/s\ +1/n 1{‘X7l,£n —EIZn(1/277)/ZU} dt‘Xn’§n+1/n]:| .

Moreover, by Lemmas [7 [6] the Markov inequality and the fact that ¢,/(1 — 2vy) < 2{, < pg we
see that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for PXmsnt1/7-almost all z € R,

1

1-s,—1/
N IE[/0 1{|Xﬁ,;n—§|2n(1/2*'y)/éa} dt

[

1
0 “n

- sup E[|X7, —¢/07] < —= - (14 Ja).

C
te[0,1] wt ~n

Hence, there exist c1, ¢y € (0,00) such that

1
/ P(AN{|Xng, — & = a2/ dt

(112) sp+l/n

C1 ~ o R
< n E[1a (14X, 41/0)] < NG (P(A) +E[14 X5 11/m — E™]).
Combining (I06]) with (II0) and (II2]) yields that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that

1 o~
(113) / P(AN At < = (B(A) + E[1 1,11/ — €17,

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

1
/ E[1ana,, [ Xng, +1/n — EP0] dt

s, +1/n N 1 ~
=/ E[1ana,, [ Xng, 11/n — EIP°] dt +/ " E[Lana,, [Xng,+1/n — EF°] dt.
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Ift € [s,s,+1/n) then t, = s, and therefore
spt+1/n ~ s, +1/n ~
/ E[1anan, [Xng, +1/n — EP°] dt = / E[Lanan, [ Xns, +1/m — EIP°] dt

Sp+1/n ~
(114) < / E[14[Xns, +1/n — &[] dt

1 .
< g E[lA ‘Xn,§n+1/n - é“PO] .

Next, let t € [s,, + 1/n,1]. Clearly, we have on A, 4,
X, +1/m = & < Kt s1m = Kl + 1K = €0 < 1K 11/m = Xonal + 1K = X, |
Hence, by Lemma [7] and the fact that A € Fs, +1/ns
E[14na,, |)?n,zn+1/n — £|P]
(115) <E[l4 (‘Xn,zn—l—l/n — Xt + [ Xnp = Xng )]
= E[lA : E[(’Xn7£n+l/n - th’ + ‘Xn,t - Xn,zn’)po |Xn,§n+l/nﬂ'

Ift > s, +1/n then t, > s, + 1/n. Hence, by Lemma [7 and estimate (61]) in Lemma 6] we

obtain that there exist ¢1, ¢y € (0,00) such that, for all ¢ € [s,, + 1/n,1] and P*msn+1/7-almost
all z € R,

E[(‘Xn,zn—l-l/n — Xl + | Xt — Xy [P0 ‘Xnén—i-l/n =

(116) = E[(‘Xg,zn—gn - Xrgf,t—§n—1/n‘ + ’Xﬁ,t—§n—1/n - Zn—§n—1/n‘)p0]
a | Po 2 _ ¢|po
< O (U faf) < 2 (1 ).

It follows from (II5]) and (II6]) that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that

1
/ E[1anan, [Xng, +1/n — &P dt

sptl/n
(117) c 1 .
— Po
c ~
< np0/4 ’ (]P(A) + E[lA ‘Xn,§n+1/n - &‘PO])
Combining (I14) with (II7)) completes the proof of part (ii) of the lemma. 0

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 X, ; — £ relative to the sign of

Xnt, —&-

Proposition 1. Assume (A1) to (A4) and po > €, + L5 + 2. Let § € R satisfy o(§) # 0 and let
p € [1,00). Then there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N,

1
~ R p -1/2
(118) EH/O 1{(Xn,t_§)'(Xn,§n_§)§0} dt‘ ‘

<cn

}1/17
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Proof Clearly, it suffices to consider only the case p € N. For n € N and ¢t € [0,1] let A,,; =
{(th — O (X, t, — &) <0} as in Lemma [0 and, for n,p € N, let

oy =B[( [ 14, )]

We prove by induction on p that for every p € N there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such that, for all n € N,
(119) anp < enP2,

Using Lemma [I0[(i) with s = 0 and A = Q as well as estimate (59]) in Lemma [6] we obtain
that there exist ¢, ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N,

1
c1 B C2
o= | P(Ay)dt < Eo (A4 E[X, 1 — 0] < 2
Qn,1 /0 ( 7t)d \/7_1 ( + H 1/ £| ]) \/ﬁ

Thus, (II9) holds for p = 1.
Next, let ¢ € N and assume that (I19]) holds for all p € {1,...,q}. Clearly, for all n € N,

1 1
Unp.g+1 = (q + 1)' . / / v / P(An,tl N An,tz n...N An,tq+1) dtq+1 ‘e dtg dtl
0 t1 tq

Note that pg > ¢, + £+ 2 implies that min(1,py/4) > 1/2. Hence, by first applying Lemma [I0(i)
with A = Apy, N ... N Ay, and s = ¢4, then applying (¢ — 1)-times Lemma [I0(ii) with A =
Appy M. N Ay and s = t; for j = ¢ —1,...,1, and finally applying Lemma [I0(ii) with
A = Q and s = 0, and observing the estimate (59) in Lemma [l we conclude that there exist
1, c2,c3 € (0,00) such that, for all n € N,

1 1
C1 S
Qp,q+1 < % . (an7q + ) v /t ) E[lAn,tlﬂ---ﬂAn,tq ’Xn’tin+1/n — f‘po] dtq . dtl)

1
anvq anvq_l anvl 1 % D
< Cg - <% + T +...+ W + W /0 E[lAn,tl ’Xn,t_ln-l‘l/n — f‘ 0] dtl)
Qn q Gn,q—1 Gn,1 C3 )
< =+ 4 ... .
=@ <\/ﬁ et e T h@n
Employing the induction hypothesis yields the validity of (I19)) for p = g + 1, which finishes the
proof of the proposition. O

3.4. Proof of Theorem [2l Let G be given by (I0) and consider the associated SDE (I3]) with
initial value G(zg), coefficients iz and o given by (I2) and solution Z.

For every n € N we define a correspoAnding time-continuous tamed Euler scheme Zn =
(Znt)efo,1) on [0, 1] with step—size 1/n by Zno = G(zo) and

(120) T = T+ in(Zuin) (6= /1) G Zign) - (W = Wign)
for t € (i/n,(i +1)/n] and i € {0,...,n — 1}, where
() = i) and op(z) = o(z)

1+ n=1/2|z|bu 14+ n=1/2|g|t

for every x € R.
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Lemma [ and the Lipschitz continuity of G~! yields the existence of ¢ € (0, 00) such that, for
all n € N and all ¢ € [0,1],

(121) X1 = Xnal < ¢+ 12— G(Xp)-

Employing Lemmal[2 the following estimate of the error of 2n is a straightforward consequence
of [35] Theorem 3].

Theorem 4. Let i and o satisfy (A1) to (A4) with po > 44, + 2 and p1 > 2. Then, for every
p € (0,p1) N (0, %) there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for alln € N,

E[[|Z: = ZuslB]P < ¢/ V.
For every n € N we define a stochastic process Y,, = (Yn,t)te[o,l] by
Yn,t = G(Xn,t) — th, t e [O, 1]
Below we show the following two moment estimate for the processes Y,.

Theorem 5. Let 1 and o satisfy (A1) to (A4) with pg > 2(¢, + max(¢,,2l, +2) + 1) and
p1 > 2. Then, for everyp € (0,p1) N (0 there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for
alln € N,

Po )
) Ly+max(£,,20,+2)+1

E[[[Yall%]? < ¢/ V.

Combining (I21]), Theorem [ and Theorem [ yields Theorem [2

It remains to prove Theorem Bl To this end we first note that, by Lemma 2] the estimates in
Lemma [, Lemma [l and Lemma [0 as well as (G3]) do also hold for the process Z, the tamed
coefficients iy, 7, and the tamed Euler scheme En, respectively.

Since G’ is absolutely continuous, see Lemma [I(iii) and (I0]), we may apply the It formula,
see e.g. [15, Problem 3.7.3], to obtain that P-a.s. for all ¢ € [0, 1],

~

t
G(Xnt) = G(xo) +/ (G'(Xns) - n(Xns,) + 36" (Xn,s) - 07(Xns,)) ds
0

t
+/ G'(Xn,s) - on(Xps, ) dW.
0

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

t
Yne = /0 (G (Xns) - pn(Xns,) = Fin(Zns,) + 3G (X s) - 0(Xns,)) ds

n

(122) .
+ / (G"(Xns) - 0n(Xns.) — Gn(Zns.)) dWs.
0
For a € (0,00) and ¢ € [2,00) we define
Vag: [0,00) x R =R, (t,y) — exp(—a - t) - |z]7.

Moreover, we put
k=1{, +max({,,20; +2)+1
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and we fix

Po
(123) peZp)N2 =]

By the It6 formula, for « € (0,00), all n € N and all ¢ € [0, 1],

t
Va’p(t, Ynyt) :/ (_aVa7p(S7 Yn7s) +pYn’sVa7p_2(S, Yn7s) ’ (G/(Xnys) : /Jn(Xn7§n) - /’Aln(Zn7§n)
0

36" (Rns) - 03(Kns,)) ) ds

~ ~

-1) [t S -
p(p ) / Va,p—2(37 Yn,s)(G/(Xn,s) : O'n(Xn,gn) - Un( n,§n))2 ds + Mn,a,ta
0

T3

where
t
anavt - p/ ansvavp_2(s7 ans) ’ (G/(Xnvs) ’ Un(Xn7§n) - &n(vaﬁn)) dWS
0

Using the fact that G is Lipschitz continuous and G’ is bounded as well as Lemma [Bl(i) and (2))
we obtain that there exist ¢1,co € (0,00) such that, for all & € (0,00), all n € Nand all s € [0,1],

Y2 V2, (5, Yns) |G (Xnss) - 0n(Xns,) = n(Zns, )|
<o (L4 Xl + 1 Zn ) ™) - (14 [ X P12 + | Z g, [2712)

§C2,(1+ sup |Xn,t|2p+2éa+2+ sup |Z\n’t|2p+2ﬁg+2)‘
t€[0,1] te[0,1]

Employing (63]) we therefore conclude that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all o € (0, 00)
and all n € N,

E[ p. Y2 V2 (5, Yns) |G (Xns) - 00(Xns,) = n(Zns, )]
s€(0,1

<c- (1 +E[ sup ])?n78]2p+2z"+2] +E[ sup ‘Zn78)’2p+250+2]) < 00.
s€[0,1] s€[0,1]

Hence, for all a € (0,00) and all n € N, the stochastic process (Man t)iejo,1] IS a martingale.
Thus, for all a € (0,00), all n € N and all stopping times 7 with 7 < 1,

E [Va,p(Ta Yn,ﬂ—)]
(124) = E|:/0 <pYn,5V0lvp—2(Sv Yms) : (IE(G(XTL,S)) - /j(z\n,s) + Al,n,s + A2,n,s)

KDy, o5, ¥,) (F(C(R)) = 5(Zu) + Bus) ds)].

- aVavp(S7 Yn7s) +

where

~

Al,n,s = G/(Xn,s) . Mn()?nén) - ﬂn(/Z\nén) + %G//(Xnén) : O‘?L(‘)?n7§n) - (ﬁ(G(Xn,S)) - ﬂ(Zn,S))a
A27n,s = %Ug()?mgn) : (G//(Xn@) - G//(Xn,én))7
Bns = G/(Xn@) : Un()?mgn) - an(gnén) - (a(G(Xn 8)) - a(Z\n,S))-

)
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Since p; > 2, we can choose 5 > 0 such that (p —1)(1+ ) < p; — 1. By (258, for all n € N and
all s € [0,1],

~

(G(G(Xns)) = 5(Zns) + Buys)? < (1+ B)(3(G( X)) — 5(Znys))? + (1 +1/8)B2,.

Moreover, by Young’s inequality, for all a € (0,00), all n € N and all s € [0, 1],
2 2 b= 2 2 p p
VOMP—?(Sv Yn,s) : (Al,n,s + Bn,s) < 27‘/&7?(87 Yn,s) + ]_9 exp(—a - 3)(|A1,n78| + |Bn78| )-

Using Lemma 2] we therefore obtain that there exist c1,ca,c3 € (0,00) such that, for all a €
(0,00), all n € N and all s € [0, 1],

~

pYn,sVa,p—2(37 Yn,s) : (ﬁ(G()?n,s)) - N(Zn,s) + Al,n,s + A2,n,s)

Pip > Dy a5, V) (F(G(Rns)) — 5(Zns) + Bus)?

Va,p—2(37 Yn,s) : (2Yn,s ' (IE(G(XH,S)) - ﬁ(z\n,s))

+ (11— 1) - (F(C(Xns) = 5(Zns)))
+ pYn,sVa,p—2(sy Yn,s) : A2,n,s + 2pVa,p—2(s7 Yn,s) : (Yr?,s + A%,n,s)
pp—1)
2

- ava,p(sa Yn,s) +

<

N3

(125)

- aVa,p(Sa Yn,s) + Va,p—2(37 Yn,s) : (1 + 1/ﬁ) ’ Bg,s

< gVa,p—2(Sa Yos) - 1Yl + DVap-1(8, Yos) - [Azns| + 20Vap-2(s, Yrs) - Yoo
- av@vp(& Y%S) +eo- VOC,P—2(S7 Yn,S) : (Ain,s + Brzz,s)

2¢o(p—2)
21; )

C
< Va,p(sa Yn,s) : (_a + %p + 217 + +pva,p—1(37 Yn,s) : ’A2,n,s’

2c
(Al + Bl

Choose o > <2 +2p + W. We conclude from (I24]) and (I25]) that there exists ¢ € (0, 00)
such that, for all n € N and all stopping times 7 with 7 < 1,

(126) E[Va,p('r, Y’I’L,T)] <c- E[/ (Va,p—l(sa Yn,s) : |A2,n,s| + |A1,n,s|p + |Bn,s|p) d3:| .
0

Below we show that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for all n € N and all s € [0, 1],

c

(127) E[lAuns + |Bnsl] < —5,

and there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that for all n € N,

(128) EH/; |A2,n,s|ds(”] < #
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Employing [9, Lemma 3.2] as well as (I27)), (I28)) and the Young inequality we derive from (I26))
that for all v € (0,1) there exist ¢y, ca, 3, ¢4 € (0,00) such that, for all n € N,

E[ sup exp(—as’y)\yn,s‘m]
s€[0,1]

2— 1 _ v
<o =2 B[( [ (exp(-as) Vsl [Annd + A1l + |Bosl?) ds)']
- 0

< E[( sup eXP(_OCS’Y)’Yms,(p_lh) ' (02 ' /01 ’A2yn,s’ ds)q

s€[0,1]
1
v
(120) oo B[( [ (vl + Bul?) ) }
< E[( sup exp(—asy(p — 1)/p)|Yn75|(p_1 . 02 / | A2 sl ds 7/2
s€[0,1]
p—1 P c3
< _ Py —. . -
5 ELZI[BI,)H exp(—asy)|Yn s ] + ’ E{(Cg /0 \Agm,slds) } + e

C4
np“//2 )

-1
<= B[ sup exp(—asy)|Vaul”] +
p s€[0,1]

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

E[ sup exp(—a87)|Yn7s|m] < E[ sup |Yn7s|p7] < 00.
s€[0,1] s€[0,1]

Consequently, we obtain from (I29) that for all v € (0, 1) there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for
all n € N,

E[ sup |Yy s[P7] < exp(ary) E[ sup exp(—asw)\Yn,S\m] < Lz’
s€[0,1] s€[0,1] np“//

which implies the statement of Theorem [l
It remains to prove the estimates (I27) and (I28]). We first prove (I27). Using the definition
([I2) of i and o we obtain that for all n € N and all s € [0, 1],

Arps = (C'(Xne) = G'(Xns,) - tn(Xns,) + (G pin + 3G" - 07)(Xons,) — B(G(Xns))
+ (W(Zns) = i(Zns,)) + (il Zn,s,) - ﬁn@m ))
= (G'(Xn,e) = G'(Xns,) - tn(Xns,) + (A(G(Xns,)) = (G (Xn6)))
+ G (Xns,)  (tn — 1)(Xns,) + 36" (X > (07 = 0%)(Xn.s,)
+ (i(Zns) = 1i(Zns,)) + (i — un><zn7§n>

and

~

Bps = (G'(Xns) = G'(Xns,)  0n(Xns,) + (6(G(Xns,)) — F(G(Xns)))
+ G (Xng,) (00 — 0)(Xns,)
+(F(Zns) = 5(Zns,) + (G — u)(Zns,)).
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Employing the Lipschitz continuity of G and G’, the boundedness of G’ and G”, the fact that 1

satisfies (A2’) and o satisfies (A3), @), (@) and Lemma [5(i),(v),(vi) we thus conclude that there
exist c1,¢o,c3,¢4 € (0,00) such that, for all n € N and all s € [0, 1],

Al < 1 (IKns = K, |- (14 K, [

+ (1 +1G(En g, )% +1G(Xn)|") - [G(Xns) = G(Xn, )

1 -~ 1 -
MV R [ X, P04 = - (1 [ Ko, [0F277)
~ _ SR ) -
(130) +O+MMM“H%A%wzm—%%Hﬁﬁ%LH%%WWW

< (1 [ [+ K H) - B = Ko |

1 ~ ~
+ —= (14 | Xns "+ 1 Zns, |I7)

vn

(U Zns, % 4120l - 1 Zns = Zs, )
and, similarly,

Bual < c3- (1Xns = Kng, - (14 |Ks, [74)

~

+ (14 |G(Xns ) +1G(Xn)|*) - |G(Xns) — G(Xns, )]

=20

1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
t— (L X [P + (L 2, | 4 120l - | Zns — s,

\/ﬁ
(131) + (L 2[4
<cy- <(1 + ‘Xngnlégﬂ + ‘X*n’s‘fa—i-l) : ’Xms - Xmgn’
b (L4 R I+ B, 1)
(U4 Zus, I+ 1 Zusl ) < Zons = Zns, )-

Combining (I30) with (I31I)) and observing that ¢, < £,,/2 yields that there exists ¢ € (0,00)
such that for all n € N and all s € [0, 1],

Al + [Basl? < ¢ (14K, 1471+ [ R 451 | R = K, |
b (1 [, 7+ s, I
(141 Zns )% + 1 Zn) 5V < Znss = Zus, ).
Hence, by the fact that

ply+ Ll +1) <p(l,+ls+2) <pr < po
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and the estimates (B9) and (62]) in Lemma [6] we conclude that there exist ¢, ca € (0,00) such
that, for all n € N and all s € [0, 1],

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

~ Lutl —~ ~ Lutlo+2  bo+1
S c1 - ((1 + sup E[’Xn7t’p(eu+ea+2):| eu+ea+2) - sup E[‘Xn,t — Xn7£7l‘p MZUJrl :|ZO'+ZO'+2

t€[0,1] te[0,1]
1 ~ ~
+——= - (1+ sup E||X,,4|""| + sup E||Z, "
np/? ( te[0,1] [ " } te[0,1] [ " D
R M N N Cutlotl Lo+l
+ (1 + sup E[|Zn,t|p(eu+zo+l)] ZuHJH) © sup IE“Zn,t - Zn,tl|p K ]ZUHUH)
t€[0,1] t€(0,1] B
C2
< =
= np/27

which finishes the proof of (I27).
Next, we prove (I28]). Put

k+1 c
B=(UJE1.872)

i=1

and note that B = Ule{(x,y) cR?: (x—&)  (y—&) < 0}). Using Lemma (i), @) and
Lemma [I(iv) we obtain that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N and all z,y € R,

' (1 + ‘y’2ZJ+2) ' "r - y‘? if (.Z',y) € BC7

lo2(y) - (G (z) — G"(y))| < {C. (1 + |y|2et2), if (x,y) € B.

Hence there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N,

1 1
| sndds <eo ([0 R, P R = Ko s
0 0

1
S 20,42 L
+/0 (L4 [ Xns, [T77) 1%, L %0 ey ds)

(132) 1
<c- (/ (1+ ‘Xn,§n‘2éa+2) | Xns — Xns, | ds
0

1
T [200+2) | R
+(1+8§[10p1]|Xn,s| ) /O L(RnssRns. JCB) ds).
Observing that 2/, < /,, and

Pl + Lo +3) < pr < po
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and using the estimates (59) and (62)) in Lemmal[@l we obtain that there exist ¢1, ¢z, ¢3, ¢4 € (0, 00)
such that, for all n € N and all s € [0, 1],

E[((1+ [Xns, %) - [Xns — Ko, !)p}

< e B[(1+ X s, P X s = Ko 7]

—~ ptlot3  Lutlo+2 ~ ~ Lu+Llo+3 Lo+l
< cy- E[(l + |an |p(2£ +2)e +ea+2)] eZ+ea+3 'E“Xn,s _ X |p b ]€M+€a+3
Cutlo+2 1 cs

Sese (14 sup B[[ Ky )i ) -2 <

te[0,1]
which yields the existence of ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N,

C

1 -~ ~ ~ p
(133) B[] [0+ 1R, P42 1R — R 0] < 2
0 Sn 3 Sn np/2

Observing that
Pl + 205 4+ 2) < po

and using the estimate (60]) in Lemma [l and Proposition [Il we derive that there exist cj,co €
(0, 00) such that, for all n € N,

EH(1+ sup ‘XH,S‘%U—H)‘

s€[0,1] dsm

1
/0 (R Rz, EB)

< (1+E[sup X7 ’v’u+%+2}m)
s€[0,1]
(134)

Lut20g+2 e

1
P——7 Tat2o 12
EH/O RENE AL N

Lut20o+2 e

k 1 P
N R Lp Z“+2ZJ+2 e

Combining (I32)), (I33) and (I34) we conclude that there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all
n €N,

‘/ |A2ns|d3 > p/2’

which finishes the proof of (I28]) and completes the proof of Theorem [

3.5. Proof of Theorem [Bl Clearly, for all p € [1,00), all g € [1,00] and all n € N,
— 1 s 1 D 1
(135) E[IIX - Xal2)"? <E[IX - Xall2)? + E[IX, — Xaul2]”
> 1 s = 1
<SE[IX = Xo[2%] Y7 + B[ X, — X ll2] .
For n € N define a stochastic process W, = (Wn,t)te[o,l] by

Wn,t =(n-t—1i)- Wn7(i+1)/n +(i+1—n-t)- Wn,i/n
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for t € [i/n,(i 4+ 1)/n] and i € {0,...,n — 1}. Then for all ¢ € [1,00] and all r € [1,00) there
exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all n € N,

w7 1r1) /T C/\/ﬁv if q < o0,
136 E[|W - W, <
(136) ( [” Hq]) cy/In(n+1)/y/n, if ¢ =0,
see, e.g. [37] for the case g € [1,00) and [7] for the case ¢ = .
Note that for all n € N and all ¢ € [0, 1],

n—1
‘Xn,t - Yn,t‘ = ‘Zan(Xn,z/n) ’ 1[Z/n,(2+1)/”] (t) ’ (Wt a Wn,t)
=0
< sup ’Un()?n,é’)‘ : ’Wt - W”J“
s€[0,1]

Hence, by Lemma [5(i), ([2]) and the estimate (60]) in Lemmal[6l for all p € [1,po/(¢,; +2)) and all
q € [1,00] there exist ¢;,ca,c3 € (0,00) such that, for all n € N,

(B[ X0 — Xull2]) "

§CPEKL+$W|wa%+%'mv—ﬁzwfm
s€[0,1]
(137) - (o 41 _ !
<cy- (1+E[ sup |Xn,s|p(£ff+2)] o)) . E[|W — Wn||§(z"+2)] Pl +2)
s€[0,1]

_ 1
< g - E[J[W — W[5t 2] =7

Put k = ¢, + max(,,2(, + 2) + 1. Since py/({s + 2) > po/x we may combine (I35]) to (I37)
with Theorem [2] to obtain Theorem [Bl
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