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Abstract. We propose a new theoretical framework that exploits convolution kernels to transform a
Volterra path-dependent (non-Markovian) stochastic process into a standard (Markovian) diffusion process.
This transformation is achieved by embedding a Markovian "memory process" (the goldfish) within the
dynamics of the non-Markovian process (the elephant). Most notably, it is also possible to go back,
i.e., the transformation is reversible. We discuss existence and path-wise regularity of solutions for the
stochastic Volterra equations introduced and we propose a numerical scheme for simulating the processes
which exhibits a remarkable convergence rate of 1/2. In particular, in the fractional kernel case, the strong
convergence rate is independent of the roughness parameter, which is a positive novelty in contrast with
what happens in the available Euler schemes in the literature in rough volatility models.
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1. Introduction

Over the past few years, there has been a contentious discussion surrounding the inclusion of memory in
the volatility process. This debate has taken place not only within academic circles but also within the
banking industry. Central to this dispute is the fundamental question of whether it is appropriate to model
volatility using a non-Markovian stochastic process. The mathematical finance community has therefore
split into two main streams, based on two types of paradigm. The first category, to address the limitations
of Markovian models and to account for volatility persistence, has introduced a new family of models
where the volatility process is driven by a fractional Brownian motion (fBM), which is a non-Markovian
process. The empirical evidence of persistence initially inspired the introduction of the fractional stochastic
volatility (FSV) model in [9]. This model is based on a fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process driven by a
fBM with a Hurst parameter H greater than 1/2. It provides a continuous-time stochastic volatility model
with long memory properties. More recently, researchers have shifted towards using a fBM with H less
than 1/2 to account for roughness in volatility trajectories, see [3, 14]. In this case volatility paths exhibit
more irregularity compared to those generated by the traditional Brownian motion (H = 1/2). These
models, known as rough volatility models, have gained significant popularity in the academic literature.
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Their success lies in their ability to capture the main stylized facts of historical volatility time series and
effectively fit option smiles observed in the SPX market, still keeping a parsimonious parameter structure1.
The second paradigm is rooted in the belief that financial markets exhibit a discernible pattern of path-
dependent volatility [18, 11]. In this approach, the volatility is assumed to be a function of past returns
involving an exponential kernel as a decay factor, see e.g. [19, 20, 6] and references therein. Notably, there
is no requirement to introduce a fractional Brownian motion in this methodology. Path-dependent volatil-
ity models (PDV) do not require additional sources of randomness to generate rich spot-vol dynamics, as
they explain volatility in a purely endogenous manner. Consequently, prices derived from these models
are unique under the risk-neutral measure.
Despite the limitations in analytical tractability, rough volatility models have taught us that incorporating
memory into processes, even at the expense of losing the Markovian structure and semi-martingale prop-
erty, is highly valuable for replicating most stylized market effects. From a mathematical perspective, the
presence of a kernel involving memory in the stochastic integral opens the door to the theory of stochastic
Volterra processes in the modeling of volatility.

Even if the contributions in the literature to deal with the non-Markovian structure in rough volatility
models are present, there is still a challenge when dealing with numerical schemes for pricing and calibration
purposes, which typically turn out to be extremely time consuming because the strong (and weak) rate of
convergence deteriorates as H goes to zero e.g. [7, 12, 22]. Any attempt to transform the problem into
one that is easier to solve is obviously crucial. The key point is to accurately incorporate a dependence on
the past in the volatility dynamics, rather than solely focusing on the fractional Brownian motion itself.

Our paper fits into this perspective: we propose a new theoretical framework where we exploit the possibil-
ity to transform, via a convolution kernel, a Volterra path-dependent (non-Markovian) stochastic process
into a standard (Markovian) diffusion process without memory. What is more, we provide a way to go back
and forth (this explains the title of the paper). More precisely, we embed, using kernels associated with
different decay laws (including but not limiting ourselves to power laws, corresponding to rough models),
what we call the Markovian volatility memory process ξ, in the dynamics of the relevant non-Markovian
process X.

The new framework requires a careful investigation in terms of existence and path-wise regularity of the
solutions of the stochastic Volterra equations therein introduced. This is performed in the first part of the
paper, where we also illustrate the methodology that allows one to transform the Volterra process into a
Markovian diffusion process and back. Then, we propose a numerical scheme for the simulation of this
couple of processes, together with a thorough analysis of its numerical error and convergence rate. In this
context, we prove a remarkable result: the strong rate of convergence of the numerical scheme is 1/2 and, in
the case when the kernel is fractional, it is independent of the parameter H, characterizing the roughness of
the paths of the Volterra process. This is a bold improvement when compared with the performance of the
Euler schemes for the solution of Volterra SDEs arising from rough volatility models, whose strong rate of
convergence is H (with H being often set to be close to 0.1, for financial applications), see e.g. [23, 34]. An
additional noteworthy by-product of our methodology is its flexibility, as it allows Volterra processes to be

1It is worth saying that the roughness of the volatility paths is still the object of a debate in the financial literature, see
e.g. [13] and the rough approach is not universally accepted by quantitative analysts. Indeed, the instantaneous volatility
is not an observable quantity because we can only observe noisy volatility: many authors are still convinced that one can
recover all (really observable) stylized effects using classic Brownian motions (see e.g. [19] in a 2-factor Bergomi model) or
different sources of noise like Hawkes processes, see e.g. [4].
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transformed into processes that do not necessarily possess Markovian characteristics. The determinative
factor lies in the definition of the (pseudo-)inverse of the kernel employed in the transformation. While it
is preferable, particularly for practical applications, to define the pseudo-inverse so that the transformed
process becomes Markovian, as exemplified in the paper, this choice is specific to the situation at hand.
The main point is to be able to exploit the structure of the transformed process.

Our approach can be seen as a generalization of the fractional Heston model introduced in [17] (and
further discussed in [2]), via the use of a more general family of kernels together with the introduction
of a non-deterministic initial condition depending on time. The contribution of this quantity is not just
in terms of adding some technicalities in the proofs, but it can be seen as a burst of memory at t = 0,
needed to restore the memory of the process of what was somehow happening before the initial time.
Another attempt of generalizing [17] can be found in [22]. Our approach is somehow reminiscent of theirs
but the purpose, as well as the tools exploited therein, differ from ours. In particular, our theoretical
study and the simulation scheme we propose are completely different. Furthermore, as a consequence of
our formalization, we get for free a path-dependent Volterra equation, that surprisingly turns out to be
easily numerically solvable. Last but not least, we get strong existence and uniqueness of solutions for the
equation of the memory process, ξ, and, by fractional integration of it, of the process X itself. Our work
is also related to [21], who independently investigated a similar stochastic Volterra integral equation with
power kernel and proved the existence, uniqueness and Markov property for the lifted stochastic evolution
equation defined on an (infinite dimensional) Hilbert space. We emphasize that the performance of our
numerical results is due to the fact we are able to work in finite dimension.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we develop a preliminary yet detailed investi-
gation of the properties of the Volterra-type processes of interest for us. In particular, after establishing
the notation used in the reminder of the paper, we define the convolution transform as well as the concept
of ρ-pseudo-inverse co-kernel. Finally, we present some preliminary existence and regularity results to
guarantee the well-posedness of the processes we introduce. Then, in Section 3 we prove and comment
the two-way connection between our path-dependent Volterra Equation and an associated standard SDE.
We first present an informal argument and then the detailed proof is discussed in Section B.2. Therein a
thorough analysis of the mathematical features of the approach is developed, proving in particular strong
existence and uniqueness of solutions and the Hölder regularity of sample paths for our processes. In
Section 4 we study the continuous time Euler scheme and their convergence for both the elephant and
the goldfish processes. In Section 5 we deal with the fractional kernel case, in the case of interest for the
financial literature, i.e., when the Hurst index H ∈ (0, 12). We adapt the theorem obtained in the previous
sections to this setting: we first provide well-posedness results and path-wise regularity results and we
then study the Euler scheme and its convergence. The main result concerns the strong rate of convergence.
This is proved to be 1/2, independently of H. Finally, in Section 5.3 we provide some simulations.

We gather in Appendix A some material on fractional calculus and Laplace transforms for the reader’s
convenience and in Appendix B the technical proofs. Appendix B contains most of the proofs of Lemmas,
Propositions and Theorems. Appendix C concludes the paper with a deep insight into simulating the
Euler scheme for the elephant process.
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2. Mathematical preliminaries and prerequisites

2.1. Notation. Let us consider a fixed finite time horizon T > 0 and a complete filtered probability space
(Ω,F ,P;F), with F = (Ft)t∈[0,T ]. On this probability space we consider an R-valued random variableX and
an R-valued random process, Y = (Yt)t∈[0,T ]. We denote by AC([0, T ]) the space of absolutely continuous
functions on [0, T ]. For x ∈ R, we denote by δx the Dirac delta distribution centred at x. Given a function
f : (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×R → R which is Lipschitz in x, uniformly in time, t, we denote by [f ]Lip,x its Lipschitz
constant. The set of functions f : R+ → R+ such that

∫ T
0 |f(t)|pdt < +∞, for every T > 0, is denoted

by Lp
loc(R+,Leb1), 1 ≤ p <∞. In case of no ambiguity, we use the notation Lp

loc(R+) or simply Lp
loc. For

1 ≤ p <∞, we denote by ∥X∥p the p-norm of X, i.e. ∥X∥p := E[|X|p]
1
p , and by ∥Y ∥Lp the Lp-norm of the

stochastic process Y , i.e. ∥Y ∥Lp := E
[∫ T

0 |Ys|pds
] 1

p . For p > 0 we denote by Lp(P) the set of real-valued
random variables X such that E[|X|p] < ∞. Finally, L2 := L2([0, T ]) represents the set of real-valued
stochastic processes Y = (Yt)t∈[0,T ] which are F−progressively measurable and such that ∥Y ∥2L2 < +∞.

Let us stress that the stochastic basis (Ω,F ,P;F), with F = (Ft)t∈[0,T ] is assumed to be rich enough to
model all the randomness in our model and such that a standard Brownian motion {Wt, t ∈ [0, T ]} is
defined on it.

2.2. Convolution transforms. In order to introduce our convolution transform, first we have to recall
the notion of convolution kernel.

Definition 2.1. A convolution kernel is a function K : R+ → R+ such that, for 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T ,
K(t, s) = K(t− s, 0) = K(t− s) and

∫ T
0 K(t)dt > 0, for every T > 0.

Given a convolution kernel, K, and a function, f , on R+, their convolution (K ⋆ f) is defined as

(K ⋆ f)(t) :=

∫ t

0
K(t− s)f(s)ds, (2.1)

for all t < T such that the above integral exists finite. A complete list of properties of (K ⋆ f) can be
found in [16, Chapter 2, Section 2.2]. In particular, in [16, Theorem II.2.2 and Corollary II.2.3] the authors
prove that, for K ∈ L1

loc(R+) and f ∈ Lp
loc(R+), for some p ∈ [1,∞], the convolution (K ⋆ f) ∈ Lp

loc(R+).
Now, with a slightly different notation, we introduce a stochastic version of the Lebesgue integral in
Equation (2.1). Given a square-integrable stochastic process Y ∈ L2, we define the family of random
variables:

(K ⋆ Y )t :=

∫ t

0
K(t− s)Ysds, 0 ≤ t ≤ T, (2.2)

such that the above integral exists finite P-a.s. Moreover, we introduce the following stochastic Itô integral
of convolution type:

(K
W
⋆ Y )t :=

∫ t

0
K(t− s)YsdWs, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, (2.3)

such that the above integral is well defined (e.g., when the integrand is in L2). In Table 1 we list the most
relevant kernels that appear in the literature. In particular, the Gamma kernel is denoted here by Kc,α,ρ,
for positive c, α, ρ.



MEMORY IN VOLTERRA PROCESSES 5

K(t) Notation Domain
Constant c Kc,1,0 c > 0

Fractional c t
α−1

Γ(α) Kc,α,0 c > 0, α > 0

Exponential ce−ρt Kc,1,ρ c > 0, ρ > 0

Gamma ce−ρt tα−1

Γ(α) Kc,α,ρ c > 0, α > 0, ρ > 0

Table 1. Some examples of kernels.

2.3. First existence and path-regularity results. Before introducing our new class of stochastic
Volterra equations, we prove existence and path-regularity for the stochastic process X defined as

Xt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)YsdWs, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.4)

where K is a convolution kernel, the process Y ∈ L2, W is the Brownian motion defined on our filtered
probability space (Ω,F ,P;F) and ξ0 is a random variable defined on the same probability space and
assumed to be independent of W . So, ξ0 ∈ F0 and, when useful, we use the notation F = Fξ0,W . For
simplicity, as it is standard in the literature on SDEs with random initial condition (see [27, Theorem
2.9]), we assume that ξ0 ∈ Lp(P) with p ≥ 2. Let us notice that a more general existence and uniqueness
result for stochastic Volterra equations is given in [24, Thm 1.1] for ξ0 ∈ L0(P). In the context of the class
of stochastic Volterra equations of interest to us, this Theorem represents an improvement with respect
to [36, Thm. 3.1], which is stated for stochastic Volterra equations in Banach spaces with ξ0 ∈ L∞(P).
Nevertheless, for the reader’s ease we detail its proof in Appendix B.1.

Lemma 2.2. Let ξ0 ∈ Lp(P), with p ≥ 2, and assume that the following two conditions are satisfied:

i) supt∈[0,T ] ||Yt||2 < +∞;
ii) there exists β > 1 such that

∫ T
0 K(t)2βdt < +∞, for all T > 0.

Then, there exists a unique (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-adapted process X such that, for almost all t ≥ 0,

Xt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)YsdWs, P-a.s.

Moreover, if there exist θ ∈ (0, 1) and p > 1

θ∧β−1
2β

, such that:

iii) supt∈[0,T ] ∥Yt∥p < +∞;
iv) for some CK > 0 and δ ∈ (0, T ),(∫ T

0
[K((δ + v) ∧ T )−K(v)]2β dv

) 1
2β

≤ CKδ
θ;

then the stochastic process X has a path-wise continuous modification whose trajectories are locally a-Hölder
continuous for any a∈

(
0, (θ ∧ β−1

2β )− 1
p

)
.
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3. From path-dependent Volterra to standard SDEs

The aim of this section is to investigate a class of path-dependent Volterra SDEs that is associated to
a convolution kernel K when it admits what we call a ρ-pseudo-inverse co-kernel K̃. As stated in the
introduction they are particularly relevant because of the direct link with a standard SDE that can be
associated to them in a very natural way. Therefore, in this section not only we present such a class
of Volterra SDEs but we also detail the two-fold connection between the non-Markovian process and
Markovian one.

3.1. The ρ-pseudo-inverse co-kernel. Let us start by providing the definition of ρ-pseudo-inverse co-
kernel, the key ingredient in the formal definition of class of Volterra SDEs we are interested in.

Definition 3.1. A ρ-pseudo-inverse co-kernel with respect to K := K·,·,ρ, with ρ ≥ 0, is a continuous
kernel K̃ : R+ → R+ satisfying, for every t ≥ 0,

(K ⋆ K̃)(t) = (K̃ ⋆ K)(t) = e−ρt. (3.1)

For some examples of kernels and the corresponding co-kernels see Table 2.

Remark 3.2. We recall here the definition of one dimensional functional resolvent of the first kind, which
can be found e.g. in [16, Def. 5.5.1] (see also [2]). Given K ∈ L1

loc(R+), a function r belonging to L1
loc(R+)

is called functional resolvent of the first kind of K if

(K ⋆ r)(t) = (r ⋆ K)(t) = 1,

for all t ∈ R+. So, when ρ is equal to zero, K̃ is the functional resolvent of the first kind of K.
For ρ ̸= 0, we find that K̃ in Definition 3.1 is K̃(u) = e−ρur(u), where r is the functional resolvent of the
first kind of K(u) := eρuK(u). Indeed, r by definition satisfies∫ t

0
K(t− s)r(s)ds =

∫ t

0
K(t− s)eρ(t−s)r(s)ds = 1,

which is equivalent to
∫ t
0 K(t− s)K̃(s)ds = e−ρt, as K̃(s) := e−ρsr(s).

As we are going to make an extensive use of kernels and co-kernels, there are a few properties of these
mathematical tools that is worth to highlight at this point.

First of all, by applying Fubini-Tonelli’s Theorem we find∫ 2T

0
e−ρudu =

∫ 2T

0
(K̃ ⋆ K)(u)du =

∫ 2T

0

(∫ u

0
K(u− s)K̃(s)ds

)
du

=

∫ 2T

0
K̃(s)

∫ 2T−s

0
K(v)dvds ≥

∫ T

0
K̃(s)ds

∫ T

0
K(v)dv,

so that if (the restriction to [0, T ] of) K ∈ L1([0, T ],Leb1) and K is a convolution kernel (recall Defini-
tion 2.1), then, for every T > 0,

∫ T
0 K̃(s)ds <∞.

In the second place, exploiting the positivity of K, we obtain that K̃ is a convolution kernel, too, as it
also satisfies

∫ T
0 K̃(s)ds > 0.
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K K(t) K̃ K̃(t)

Constant Kc,1,0 c δ0
c

δ0(t)
c

Fractional Kc,α,0 c t
α−1

Γ(α) K 1
c
,1−α,0

1
c

t−α

Γ(1−α)

Exponential Kc,1,ρ ce−ρt 1
Kc,1,ρ

δ0 c−1eρtδ0(t)

Gamma Kc,α,ρ ce−ρt tα−1

Γ(α) K 1
c
,1−α,ρ

1
ce

−ρt t−α

Γ(1−α)

Table 2. Examples of co-kernels.

Finally, for notational homogeneity, we often denote
∫ t
0 K̃(s)ds as the convolution product:∫ t

0
K̃(s)ds = (1 ⋆ K̃)(t) = (K̃ ⋆ 1)(t) =: φ̃(t). (3.2)

Being K̃ continuous on (0,+∞) and non-negative, φ̃(t) = (K̃ ⋆ 1)(t) is differentiable and non-decreasing.
Moreover, if K̃ is non-increasing, φ̃ is concave.

3.2. From elephant to goldfish (and back). We are finally ready to introduce the family of processes
we are interested in. We always work under the following assumption.

Assumption 3.3 (Stochastic Fubini). We assume interchangeability of Lebesgue and stochastic inte-
gration.

Sufficient conditions for interchanging the order of ordinary integration (with respect to a finite measure)
and stochastic integration (with respect to a square integrable martingale) are given in [25, Thm. 1], see
also [32, Thm. IV.65].

The class of Volterra SDEs we focus on formally reads, for t ∈ [0, T ],

Xt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)b

(
s, (K̃ ⋆ X)s

)
ds+

∫ t

0
K(t− s)σ

(
s, (K̃ ⋆ X)s

)
dWs,

where ξ0 is a random variable assumed to be independent of W and b, σ : [0, T ]×R → R are Borel measur-
able functions. The key feature of the non-Markov stochastic process X above is the nested dependency
in the coefficients appearing in the SDEs. Indeed, the transformation from non-Markov to Markov, and
back, is achieved by embedding a Markovian "memory process" (the goldfish, which will be denoted by ξ)
within the dynamics of the non-Markovian process X (the elephant).

The following theorem, whose proof is postponed to Appendix B.2, emphasizes the connection between
the class of path-dependent Volterra SDEs, represented by the process X above, whose solutions are the
elephant (processes), and standard Brownian SDEs, represented by the process ξ which we will introduce
in a few lines, whose solutions are the goldfish (processes). Moreover, it provides existence and uniqueness
results.

Theorem 3.4. Let ρ ≥ 0 and consider Equation (3.3), namely

Xt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)b

(
s, (K̃ ⋆ X)s

)
ds+

∫ t

0
K(t− s)σ

(
s, (K̃ ⋆ X)s

)
dWs, (3.3)
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where the kernels K and K̃ satisfy the condition in Equation (3.1). If there exist β > 1 and θ ∈ (0, 1),
such that:

a) the kernel K satisfies, for some CK > 0 and δ ∈ (0, T ):∫ T

0
K(t)2βdt < +∞ and

(∫ T

0
[K((δ + v) ∧ T )−K(v)]2β dv

) 1
2β

≤ CKδ
θ;

b) the Borel functions b and σ defined on [0, T ] × R are Lipschitz in x uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ], and
uniformly bounded at x = 0:

(i) for all t∈ [0, T ], for all x, y∈ R,
|b(t, x)− b(t, y)| ≤ [b]Lip,x|x− y| and |σ(t, x)− σ(t, y)| ≤ [σ]Lip,x|x− y| (3.4)

(ii) sup
t∈[0,T ]

|b(t, 0)|+ |σ(t, 0)| < +∞; (3.5)

c) ξ0∈ L0(P), i.e., it is P-a.s. finite,

then Equation (3.3) has a pathwise continuous strong solution (Xt)t∈[0,T ] of the form:

Xt = e−ρt d

dt

[(
(eρ·K) ⋆ ξ

)
t

]
, t∈ [0, T ],

where ξ = (ξt)t∈[0,T ] is the unique (pathwise continuous) strong solution to the diffusion SDE

ξt = ξ0 eρt(1 ⋆ K̃)(t) +

∫ t

0
b̃(s, ξs)ds+

∫ t

0
σ̃(s, ξs)dWs, ξ0 = 0, (3.6)

with coefficients

b̃(u, x) = eρub(u, e−ρux) and σ̃(u, x) = eρuσ(u, e−ρux). (3.7)

Theorem 3.4 provides a new stochastic working framework, which makes a solid and clear connection
between the Markovian and the non-Markovian worlds. Moreover, it represents a real theoretical bridge,
since it is possible to move both forward and backward. A peculiar feature of Equation (3.6) is the
deterministic term ξ0 eρt(K̃ ⋆ 1)(t), which vanishes only at time t = 0 (implying that the starting value
for the process ξ is ξ0 = 0), while, immediately after time t = 0, it has an instantaneous effect on the
trajectories of ξ, which bump up. It may be seen as a way of including in the process some memory of its
the past history (the one before t = 0), since the very beginning. A visual effect of this can be seen in the
simulations in Section 5.3.3.

3.3. An informal intuition. Since the proof of Theorem 3.4 is postponed to Appendix B.2, we provide
here an informal argument to provide some intuition without going into the details and technicalities of
the proper proof. Let us start by noticing that the Volterra path-dependent SDE in Equation (3.3) may
be rewritten in terms of convolution as

X = ξ0 +K ⋆ b(·, (K̃ ⋆ X)·) +K
W
⋆ σ(·, (K̃ ⋆ X)·).
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As a consequence, when working under Assumption 3.3, convoluting X with K̃, using the associativity of
the convolution operators together with the identity in Equation (3.1), we find

K̃ ⋆ X = ξ0 (K̃ ⋆ 1) + (K̃ ⋆ K) ⋆ b(·, (K̃ ⋆ X)·) + (K̃ ⋆ K)
W
⋆ σ(·, (K̃ ⋆ X)·)

= ξ0(K̃ ⋆ 1) + e−ρ· ⋆ b(·, (K̃ ⋆ X)·) + e−ρ· W⋆ σ(·, (K̃ ⋆ X)·).

Let us introduce the memory process ξ as

ξt = eρt(K̃ ⋆ X)t, t ∈ [0, T ].

Furthermore, let use note that, for a Borel function f which here is either b or σ,

eρt
(
e−ρ· ⋆ f(·, (K̃ ⋆ X)·)

)
t
= eρt

∫ t

0
e−ρ(t−s)f(s, (K̃ ⋆ X)s)ds =

∫ t

0
eρsf(s, (K̃ ⋆ X)s)ds.

Thus, exploiting the identities in Equation (3.7), we immediately obtain the SDE satisfied by ξ:

ξt = ξ0eρt(K̃ ⋆ 1)(t) +
∫ t

0
b̃(s, ξs)ds+

∫ t

0
σ̃(s, ξs)dWs, ξ0 = 0,

that corresponds to Equation (3.6).

4. Euler schemes: Lp(P)-convergence rate

In this section we discuss one of most surprising results of this paper. Indeed, the connection that the
aforementioned family of Volterra SDEs has with standard SDEs leads to a crucial consequence in view of
numerical simulations: it sets the strong order of convergence for Euler scheme to the outstanding value
of 1

2 . In particular, we study the convergence for the so-called genuine Euler scheme with step h := T
n ,

n∈ N>0, which is the continuous time Euler scheme (as opposed to the discrete time Euler scheme and
the step-wise constant Euler scheme, for a reference see [30, Section 7.1]), for ξ and for a continuous time
Euler scheme for X. More precisely, in Section 4.1, Theorem 4.1, we first describe the continuous time
Euler scheme for ξ, proving a strong rate convergence in Lp(P) norm of order

(
1
2 ∧ γ

)
, with γ being the

Hölder-Lipschitz regularity of the coefficients b and σ. As a consequence of this result, we also get some
error bounds for the step-wise constant Euler scheme (Corollary 4.2). Then, in Section 4.2 we focus on
the elephant process X: after introducing a continuous time Euler scheme for it, we show in Theorem 4.4
that the order

(
1
2 ∧ γ

)
for the strong rate convergence in Lp(P) norm is preserved. Finally, some error

bounds for the step-wise constant Euler scheme for X are presented (Corollary 4.5). To alleviate notation,
we focus on the case ρ = 0, being the extension to the case ρ ̸= 0 straightforward.

4.1. Genuine (continuous) Euler scheme for ξ. When ρ = 0 we have b̃(·, ·) = b(·, ·) and σ̃(·, ·) =

σ(·, ·), and so the dynamics of ξ in Equation (3.6) reads as

ξt = ξ0 φ̃(t) +

∫ t

0
b(s, ξs)ds+

∫ t

0
σ(s, ξs)dWs, t∈ [0, T ], (4.1)

with φ̃(t) = (K̃ ⋆ 1)(t). Its continuous time Euler scheme ξ = ξ
h, with time step h = T

n , n ∈ N>0, is
defined via the pseudo-SDE with frozen coefficients

ξt = ξ0 φ̃(t) +

∫ t

0
b(s, ξs)ds+

∫ t

0
σ(s, ξs)dWs, (4.2)
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where s = tk = tnk := kT
n , for s∈

[
kT
n ,

(k+1)T
n

)
, k ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}. By pathwise continuity of the Brownian

motion, one has

ξtk+1
− ξtk = ξ0

(
φ̃(tk+1)− φ̃(tk)

)
+ h · b(tk, ξtk) + σ(tk, ξtk)∆Wtk+1

,

where ∆Wtk+1
=Wtk+1

−Wtk , k = 0, . . . , n− 1, and we also have

ξt − ξt =

∫ t

0
(b(s, ξs)− b(s, ξs))ds+

∫ t

0
(σ(s, ξs)− σ(s, ξs))dWs

and finally

ξt − ξt = ξ0
(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)
+ (t− t)b(t, ξt) + σ(t, ξt)(Wt −Wt).

The following bound for the strong rate of convergence of the continuous Euler scheme holds.

Theorem 4.1. Let p∈ (0,+∞) and let us assume that the following conditions are satisfied:

i) for every s, t∈ [0, T ] and x, y∈ R, there exists a positive real constant C such that b and σ satisfy
the Hölder-Lipschitz time-space condition with γ ∈ (0, 1], namely

|b(s, x)− b(t, y)|+ |σ(s, x)− σ(t, x)| ≤ C
(
(1 + |x|+ |y|)|t− s|γ + |x− y|

)
; (4.3)

ii) the function φ̃ is non-decreasing, concave and φ̃(0) = 0;
iii) the initial condition ξ0 ∈ Lp(P).

Then, ∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ξt − ξt|
∥∥∥
p
≤ Cb,σ,T,p h

1
2
∧γ(1 + ∥ξ0∥p). (4.4)

The proof of this theorem is postponed to Appendix B.3. The key point in the proof is dealing with the
non-null starting condition of the process ξ. In particular, in the second step of the proof, it is crucial to
get rid of the impact of the “Hölderianity” (if any) of φ̃ at 0 in the rate of convergence, exploiting the fact
that φ̃ is Lipschitz on any interval [ε, T ], if ε∈ (0, T ). Indeed, thanks to the monotonicity and concavity
of φ̃ we have, for every s, t ∈ [ε, T ], |φ̃(t)− φ̃(s)| ≤ φ̃′

left(ε)|t− s|.

We conclude this subsection by providing the error bounds relative to the step-wise constant càdlàg scheme.
For the sake of readability, the proof of this corollary is postponed to the Appendix B.4.

Corollary 4.2 (Step-wise constant Euler scheme ξt: Lr(dt)-Lp(P)-error). Under the assumptions of The-
orem 4.1, for every r > 0 and p > 0 there exists a real constant Cb,σ,T,p,r > 0, such that

(∫ T

0
∥ξt − ξt∥rpdt

)1/r

≤ Cb,σ,T,p,r(1 + ∥ξ0∥p)
((T

n

)γ∧ 1
2
+
(∫ T

0
(φ̃(t)− φ̃(t))rdt

)1/r)
. (4.5)

We now move to the elephant process X.
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4.2. Euler scheme of X. In this section we investigate the convergence of the (continuous time, semi-
integrated) pseudo-Euler scheme for the path-dependent Volterra process X, with time step h = T

n , which
we will denote by Xh or equivalently by Xn, or X. Let us notice that, since ρ = 0, we have (K̃ ⋆X)s = ξs
and so the dynamics of X reads as

Xt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)

(
b(s, ξs)ds+ σ(s, ξs)dWs

)
, t ∈ [0, T ].

We introduce now the continuous time Euler scheme we are going to study:

Xt := ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)

(
b(s, ξs)ds+ σ(s, ξs)dWs

)
, (4.6)

so that, in particular, at the discretization points tk = tnk = kT
n , the scheme reads X0 = ξ0 and

Xtk+1
= ξ0 +

k∑
ℓ=0

(∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

K(tk+1 − s)b(tℓ, ξtℓ)ds+

∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

K(tk+1 − s)σ(tℓ, ξtℓ)dWs

)
. (4.7)

An alternative possible Euler scheme freezes the kernel, by considering, for t ∈ [0, T ]

X̃t := ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)

(
b(s, ξs)ds+ σ(s, ξs)dWs

)
(4.8)

so that, at the discretization points tk = tnk = kT
n , the scheme reads

X̃tk+1
= ξ0 +

k∑
ℓ=0

K(tk+1 − tℓ)
(
T
n b(tℓ, ξtℓ) + σ(tℓ, ξtℓ)(Wtℓ+1

−Wtℓ)
)
, X̃0 = ξ0. (4.9)

We will not study the convergence of this second scheme here and we will provide more comments on it
in Section 5.

Notice that our continuous time semi-integrated scheme for X is, of course, combined with the Euler
scheme ξ for the underlying diffusion process ξ, defined in Equation (4.2), and its discrete time “sub-
scheme”. Any discrete time scheme can be extended as step-wise constant càdlàg scheme by setting, here
in the case of X, X†

t := Xt, t ∈ [0, T ]. We provide error bounds for this step-wise constant scheme in
Corollary 4.5.

Remark 4.3 (Complexity of the schemes). i) If the objective is to simulate X
n
T = X

n
tn, the com-

plexity of the scheme is proportional to n whereas the simulation of its counterpart in a standard
Volterra SDE is O(n2). This is clearly crucial from a numerical viewpoint.

ii) Nevertheless, the complexity to simulate the whole path (X
n
tk
)k=0,...,n is formally O(n2), seemingly

as for standard Volterra SDEs. Let us stress that, for the discrete time scheme in Equation (4.9),
this is only due to the deterministic weights induced by the kernel, the other terms being computed
from (ξtk)k=0,...,n, which has a complexity O(n), and an already existing sequence of Brownian
increments.

In what follows we focus on the Euler scheme in Equation (4.6) (and its discrete time counterpart in
Equation (4.7)) to keep the length of the paper reasonable. We do not comment here practical aspects
of the simulation of its discrete counterpart, which are dealt exhaustively with elsewhere, see, e.g., [24,
Practitioner’s corner]. We will, nevetheless, provide more details on this in the next Section 5 in the case
of fractional kernels.
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Theorem 4.4. Let p ≥ 1 and assume that the following conditions are satisfied:

i) there exists β > 1 such that (Kβ) ≡
∫ T
0 K(t)2βdt < +∞, for all T > 0;

ii) the co-kernel K̃ exists and it is (continuous) non-negative and non-increasing;

iii) the functions b and σ satisfy the time-space Hölder-Lipschitz assumption in Equation (4.3).

Then, for every β > 1, such that the condition on (Kβ) is satisfied, there exists a real constant CK,b,σ,T,p,β >

0, such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥Xt −Xt∥p ≤ CK,b,σ,T,p,β

(
1 + ∥ξ0∥p

)((T
n

)γ∧ 1
2
+
(∫ T

0
(φ̃(s)− φ̃(s))

2β
β−1ds

)β−1
2β

)
.

The proof of this result is postponed to Appendix B.5.

What we proved is that the Euler scheme X converges toward X in Lp(P) at a strong rate of order (γ∧ 1
2),

with γ ∈ (0, 1) depending on the regularity of the drift and volatility coefficients. We will detail in Theorem
5.3 the case of the fractional kernel, since it might be relevant in view of future financial applications.

Corollary 4.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.4, one also has, for every p > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥Xt −Xt∥p ≤ CK,b,σ,T,p,β

(
1 + ∥ξ0∥p

)((T
n

)γ∧ 1
2
+
(∫ T

0
(φ̃(s)− φ̃(s))

2β
β−1ds

)β−1
2β

)
.

The proof of the corollary is omitted as it is the same as that of Corollary 4.2 and relies on the Lp(P)-path
regularity of

∫ T
0 ∥Xs −Xs∥pds.

5. The case of fractional kernels: a relevant example

In this section we focus our attention to the fractional kernel K(t) = K1,α,0(t) =: K1,α(t) =
tα−1

Γ(α) , t ∈ [0, T ].
Given the recent interest of the academic community on the rough (non-Markov) nature of instantaneous
volatility, namely when the Hurst parameter H ∈ (0, 12), we consider now the case α ∈ (12 , 1), with
α = H + 1

2 , so that K ∈ L2
R+

([0, T ]). Let us mention that the cases α ∈ (1, 32) and α ≥ 3
2 are easier to

manage since the corresponding integrals are more regular. So, our family of Volterra dynamics appears
as a path-dependent variant of equations considered in rough volatility models, see e.g. [14] for a setting
where σ is not Lipschitz, or [15], where the volatility follows a dynamics with a Lipschitz σ.

In this fractional setting, K̃ = K1,1−α,0 = t−α

Γ(1−α) and φ̃ = K1,2−α,0 = K1,2−α, which is clearly concave,
non-increasing and null at 0. One checks that the condition (Kβ) holds true for every β ∈

(
1, 1

2(1−α)

)
,

even if we do not make an explicit use of the condition (Kβ) in what follows. Indeed, in this special case
the computations simplify consistently and simpler arguments lead to stronger results, as we are going
to show now. We start by introducing the following Itô process, as a special example of the integral in
Equation (2.3):

(K1,α
W
⋆ Y )t =

1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0
(t− s)α−1YsdWs, t ∈ [0, T ],

and to study its existence and path-regularity.
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5.1. Well-posedness results. The first result concerns the existence of such integrals and their path
regularity. The lemma below represents a special case of Lemma 2.2. The corresponding proof is presented
in Appendix B.6.

Lemma 5.1. Let ξ0 ∈ Lp(P), with p ≥ 2. If supt∈[0,T ] ||Yt||2 < +∞, then there exists a unique (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-
adapted process X such that, for almost all t ≥ 0,

Xt = ξ0 +
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0
(t− s)α−1YsdWs, P-a.s.

Moreover, if there exists p > max
{

1
α− 1

2

, 2
}

such that supt∈[0,T ] ∥Yt∥p < +∞, then the stochastic process
X has a path-wise continuous modification and there exists a modification with locally a-Hölder continuous
trajectories for any a∈

(
0, α− 1

2 − 1
p

)
.

The degree of integrability required for Y in order to apply Kolmogorov criterion should compensate
the irregularity of the stochastic integral X, which depends on α. Recalling that α = H + 1

2 , we get
p > max

{
1
H , 2

}
. In particular, for the well known case of interest in the rough volatility literature,

corresponding to H = 0.1, we find p > 10.

We now consider a key lemma, whose proof is provided in Appendix B.7, that is crucial when dealing with
stochastic Volterra integrals of convolution type with fractional kernel.

Lemma 5.2. Under Assumption 3.3, let α > 1
2 and assume that there exists p > max

{
1

α− 1
2

, 2
}

such that

supu∈[0,T ] ∥Yu∥p < +∞. Then for every β > 0 we have

Iβ
(∫ ·

0

(· − u)α−1

Γ(α)
YudWu

)
(t) =

∫ t

0

(t− u)α+β−1

Γ(α+ β)
YudWu = (K1,α+β

W
⋆ Y )t. (5.1)

By defining

Iα,WY :=

∫ ·

0

(· − u)α−1

Γ(α)
YudWu, (5.2)

Equation (5.1) reads
Iβ ◦ Iα,W = Iα+β,W , (5.3)

which can be seen as the stochastic analogous to what happens in the deterministic case (see Equation (A.6)
in Appendix A.1).

Now, recall from Table 2 that K̃1,α = K1,1−α satisfies all the conditions in Theorem 3.4 since
∫ T

0
(t −

s)2(α−1)ds =
T 2α−1

2α− 1
< +∞. Moreover, note that (K1,1−α ⋆ 1)(t) =

∫ t
0

s−α

Γ(1−α)ds =
t1−α

(1−α)Γ(1−α) =
t1−α

Γ(2−α) is

(1− α)-Hölder continuous. Consequently, Equation (3.3) for the kernel K1,α reads

Xt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1

Γ(α)
b(s, I1−α(X)s)ds+

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1

Γ(α)
σ(s, I1−α(X)s)dWs, (5.4)

where, as shown above, the stochastic process ξ (the goldfish), defined as ξt = I1−α(X)t, satisfies the SDE

ξt = ξ0 t1−α

Γ(2−α) +

∫ t

0
b(s, ξs)ds+

∫ t

0
σ(s, ξs)dWs.



14 O. BONESINI, G. CALLEGARO, M. GRASSELLI, AND G. PAGÈS

Let us stress once more the presence of the Markov process ξ in the coefficients b and σ defining the
evolution of the non-Markov process X. This allows for a bridge between the two worlds, which is of
practical use, since the Markovian dynamics satisfied by the memory process ξ = I1−α(X) makes the
simulation of X tractable at a cost comparable to that of a standard Volterra equation (and even lower),
as we have seen in Section 4.

In the following subsections we focus on simulations of the elephant and of the goldfish processes.

5.2. Numerical analysis: Euler scheme. Let us now briefly discuss the results on the rates of conver-
gence presented in Section 4 for this particular sub-case. With reference to Corollary 4.2, we have∫ T

0

(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)2
dt ≤

(T
n

)3 n−1∑
k=0

φ̃′(kT
n

)2
=
(T
n

)3−2α 1

Γ(1− α)2

n∑
k=1

k−2α,

so that being α > 1
2 , ∫ T

0

(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)2
dt ≤ Cα

(
T
n

)3−2α

i.e., from Equation (B.14), we have(∫ T

0

(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)2
ds

)1/2

= O
((

T
n

) 3
2
−α
)
= O

((
T
n

)1−H
)
= o

((
T
n

)1/2)
.

Furthermore, with reference to Corollary 4.5, let us notice that, if φ̃ is ϑ-Hölder, then

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥Xt −Xt∥p ≤ CK,b,σ,T,p,β(1 + ∥ξ0∥p)
(
T

n

)ϑ∧γ∧ 1
2

.

In the case of fractional kernels K1,α, for 1/2 < α = 1
2 + H < 1, the function φ̃(t) = t1−α

Γ(2−α) is (1 − α)-

Hölder which yields a O
(
T
n

)γ∧(1−α) which may be significantly poorer than the standard rate of the Euler
scheme for regular diffusions, especially when α is close to 1, i.e., in the “rough world”. In fact, this can be
improved by directly dealing with the integral

∫ t
0 K(t− s)

∥∥ξs− ξs
∥∥
p
ds as illustrated below. For a detailed

proof of this result see Appendix B.8.

Theorem 5.3. Let K = K1,α, with α ∈ (12 , 1), and let b and σ satisfy the time-space Hölder-Lipschitz
condition in Equation (4.3), with Hölder parameter γ∈ (0, 1). Then, for every p > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥Xt −Xt∥p ≤ Cα,b,σ,T,p(1 + ∥ξ0∥p)
(T
n

)γ∧ 1
2
,

for some real constant Cα,b,σ,T,p > 0.

As mentioned in Section 4, an alternative Euler scheme, denoted by X̃ and introduced in Equation (4.8),
could be exploited. In the fractional kernel case, this variant, which is easier to simulate, reads as follows:
for k = 0, . . . , n− 1,

X̃tk+1
= ξ0 + 1

Γ(α)

k∑
ℓ=1

(tk+1 − tℓ)
α−1
(
T
n b(tℓ, ξtℓ) + σ(tℓ, ξtℓ)(Wtℓ+1

−Wtℓ)
)
, X0 = ξ0. (5.5)

For the sake of brevity, we do not mention here other possible schemes, that take into account the singu-
larity of the kernel (e.g. Truncated Cholesky scheme). This is left for future research.
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5.3. Numerical results: simulations. To conclude this section and the paper, it is natural to provide
some simulations in the case when K is the fractional kernel. Indeed, a recent and fertile stream of
literature is focusing on the rough (non-Markov) nature of instantaneous volatility and with the help of
our new theoretical framework a precious bridge with Markov modelling is now possible. This might open
the door to new research directions.

We stress that the goal here is not to detail a new financial model, but rather to provide insights into our
new framework by showing possible trajectories of the involved processes.

5.3.1. An inspiring framework. We first recall the already existing model proposed in [15], where the
traded asset S has the dynamics:

dSt = St

√
Vt dBt, S0 = s0 > 0,

with B a standard Wiener process under the pricing measure and where the auxiliary variance process V
is defined as Vt = a(Zt − b)2 + c with a > 0, b ≥ 0, c ≥ 0 and, for α ∈ (1/2, 1), λ > 0, η > 0 and θ0 a
deterministic function of time, Z follows a rough quadratic Heston model

Zt = Z0 +

∫ t

0
(t− s)α−1 λ

Γ(α)
(θ0(s)−Zs)ds+

∫ t

0
(t− s)α−1 η

Γ(α)

√
Vs dBs.

Let us notice that z 7→
√
a(z − b)2 + c is convex and Lipschitz, so that the above stochastic Volterra

equation has a unique strong solution.

5.3.2. An elephant and a goldfish. Inspired by the model above, for H = α− 1
2 , H∈ (0, 12), and µ, λ, η > 0,

we introduce the SDE for the elephant process Z

Zt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0

(t− s)H− 1
2

Γ(H + 1
2)

(µ− λYs) ds+ η

∫ t

0

(t− s)H− 1
2

Γ(H + 1
2)
σ
(
Ys
)
dWs, t ∈ [0, T ] (5.6)

with
σ(y) :=

√
a(y − b)2 + c, a > 0, b ≥ 0, c ≥ 0

and where the goldfish process Yt := I
1
2
−H(Z)t satisfies

Yt = ξ0
t
1
2
−H

Γ(32 −H)
+

∫ t

0
(µ− λYs)ds+ η

∫ t

0
σ(Ys) dWs, t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.7)

We also introduce the stochastic process V , for t ∈ [0, T ]: Vt := a(Yt − b)2 + c.

The Markovian process Y (and V ) can be efficiently simulated, and we expect its trajectories to display
an initial burst (of memory) given by the initial condition, namely immediately after time t = 0. On the
other hand, we expect the elephant process Z to display more irregular trajectories, in line with its non
Markovian feature.

Before simulating, we state below a result, relative to the asymptotic behaviour of the average of Y and
Z, that is useful to give some interpretation on model parameters. For its proof we refer the interested
reader to Appendix B.9.

Lemma 5.4. Given the stochastic processes Z and Y defined, respectively, in Equations (5.6) and (5.7),
we have

E [Yt] →
µ

λ
and E [Zt] → 0, as t→ +∞. (5.8)
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5.3.3. Some simulations. In this subsection we show simulated trajectories in three different settings. We
simulate Y , Z and V over the time window [0, T ], with T = 5 on the grid tk = tnk := kT

N , k = 0, . . . , N

with N = 8000.
The Markovian goldfish process Y and the Markovian process V are simulated via a classical genuine
continuous Euler scheme as detailed in Section 4.1. The non-Markovian elephant process Z is simulated
via the continuous time, pseudo-Euler scheme introduced and studied in Section 4.2, see Equation (4.6).
More details on this new Euler scheme for the process with memory are provided in Appendix C. The
parameters which are common to the three simulations and that are in accordance with those in [15] are:

a = 0.384, b = 0.095, c = 0.0025, (5.9)

while what distinguishes the simulations is the choice of the initial value ξ0 and of µ, λ and η. More
precisely, we detail below the three choices:

A) In this first case, whose output is in Figure 1, we consider (which is quite common in the literature)
ξ0 = 0 and we fix µ = 2, λ = 1.2 and η = 0.1.

B) In the second case, whose output is in Figure 2, the only difference with case A) is the non-null
initial condition: ξ0 = µ

λ .
C) Finally, in Figure 3, we plot the trajectories when ξ0 = µ

λ , η = 0.01 and λ = 20.

We immediately notice, in Figure 1, that, as expected, the trajectories of the Markov process Y are less
rough with respect to those of Z. Moreover, the convergence E [Yt] → µ

λ and E [Zt] → 0, as t → +∞,
proved in Lemma 5.4, is visible now. Finally, being ξ0 = 0, we do not see what we call the burst of

memory, since the term ξ0 t
1
2−H

Γ( 3
2
−H)

in the Y -dynamics in Equation (5.7) vanishes.

When we pass to ξ0 ̸= 0, so in both Figures 2 and 3, we immediately see, in the trajectory of Y , an initial

steep upward movement, which is due to the presence of the initial condition ξ0 t
1
2−H

Γ( 3
2
−H)

. This is a burst

of memory at t = 0+, that we interpret as a way that Y uses to keep track of what had happened before
the initial time.

Finally, in Figure 3, we work with a high reversion speed λ = 20 and a small coefficient η = 0.01 and so
we remark a faster reversion, with respect to Figure 2, toward the limiting values E [Yt] → µ

λ and E [Zt] →
0, as t→ +∞ and we notice that this convergence happens almost immediately in the case of the Markov
process Y .

6. Conclusions

We have proposed a new family of stochastic models, based on Volterra SDEs of convolution type, which
sheds some light in the modelling of the memory of a stochastic process. The key contribution of this
approach is the two-sided explicit link that we are able to establish between a Volterra SDE of convolution
type, with memory (the elephant process) and an associated standard SDE, without memory (the goldfish
process).

On the numerical side, with particular reference to simulations via Euler scheme, the proposed approach
is very promising, as we study the Euler scheme for both processes, the elephant and the goldfish, and we
prove a strong error convergence rate of order (γ ∧ 1

2), with γ ∈ (0, 1) depending on the regularity of the
drift and volatility coefficients.
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Figure 1. One trajectory for the processes Y , Z and V .

In particular, in the case of fractional convolution kernels parametrised by the Hurst coefficient H, the
simulated trajectories display a rough behaviour, but nevertheless the corresponding numerical schemes
do have a strong rate of convergence of order 1

2 independently of the kernel, thus representing a remarkable
improvement with respect to the order H valid for standard Volterra equations.

This opens the door to numerous theoretical further investigations and to many applications, especially
in mathematical finance, given the recent interest toward rough volatility modelling. First, one might ask
what is a good financial model that could take advantage of the discovered Markov/non-Markov bridge of
the transformation we proposed. Second, it would be worthwhile to study what numerical techniques are
best for obtaining a performing technology in view of pricing derivative contracts, possibly including the
powerful, versatile and elegant (stratified functional) quantization technique introduced in [10]. Indeed,
quantization has already been successfully applied in the context of discretisation of SDEs [29], in particular
for pricing in (Heston) stochastic volatility models [31] and, more recently in rough volatility models [5, 1],
still for stratification purposes. In the third place, an analysis of the hedging problem and the computation
of the Greeks, by possibly exploiting artificial intelligence techniques, is needed in order to assess the
capability of the model at reproducing the market features and stylized facts.
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Figure 2. One trajectory for the processes Y , Z and V .
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Figure 3. One trajectory for the processes Y , Z.

Appendix A. Basics on fractional integrals and Laplace transforms

A.1. Fractional integral and derivative. As a useful recap, we recall here the definition of Riemann-
Liouville fractional integral and derivative, following [28, Chapter 2, Definition 2.1].

Definition A.1 (Fractional integral). For β > 0 and f : (0,+∞) → R in L1([0, T ]), the Riemann-
Liouville fractional integral of order β is defined as

Iβf(t) =
1

Γ(β)

∫ t

0
(t− s)β−1f(s)ds. (A.1)

For simplicity, we skip 0 in the above notation, so that to avoid writing Iβ0+.

Remark A.2. Exploiting the fractional kernel Kβ introduced in Table 1 for c = 1, we clearly have

Iβf(t) = (Kβ ⋆ f)(t).

Definition A.3 (Fractional derivative). For β ∈ (0, 1), the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of
order β of f reads

Dβf(t) =
1

Γ(1− β)

d

dt

∫ t

0
(t− s)−βf(s)ds. (A.2)

A sufficient condition for its existence is f ∈ AC([0, T ]).
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Remark A.4. (i) In this paper we deal with β ∈ (0, 1). Nevertheless, the fractional derivative is also
defined for a general β ≥ 1 as follows

Dβf(t) =
1

Γ(n− β)

dn

dtn

∫ t

0
(t− s)n−1−βf(s)ds, where n = ⌊β⌋+ 1. (A.3)

A sufficient condition for this to exist is f ∈ AC⌊β⌋([0, T ]).

(ii) When β = 1, Dβ coincides with the regular differentiation operator.

The following result, which corresponds to [28, Thm 2.4], might be useful as well.

Theorem A.5. Let β > 0. Then
Dβ ◦ Iβf = f (A.4)

is true for any f ∈ L1([0, T ]). On the other hand, the equality

Iβ ◦Dβf = f (A.5)

is valid for f ∈ Iβ(L1), where Iβ(L1) denotes the space of functions f that can be represented as the
fractional integral of order β of an integrable function, namely f = Iβφ for some φ ∈ L1([0, T ]).

Direct computations allow to prove the next lemma [28, Section 2.3].

Lemma A.6. Under Assumption 3.3, for every α, β > 0, we have the well-known composition formula:

Iβ ◦ Iαf = Iα+βf. (A.6)

A.2. The Laplace transform as a useful tool. We briefly provide here some background on the
Laplace transform, since it is a very efficient tool to deal with the key Equation (3.1). Let us recall that
the Laplace transform associated to (a kernel) K always exists and reads, for ζ > 0

LK(ζ) :=

∫ +∞

0
e−ζuK(u)du. (A.7)

Exploiting the convolution Theorem [16, Theorem 2.8 (iii)],

LK(ζ) · L
K̃
(ζ) = L

K⋆K̃
(ζ),

and the injectivity of this transform, we obtain that Equation (3.1) reads, with ρ > 0,

LK(ζ) · L
K̃
(ζ) =

∫ ∞

0
e−(ρ+ζ)udu =

1

ζ + ρ
, for all ζ > 0 (A.8)

and this gives an easy way of finding K̃, given K, as we are going to see below.

Example A.7. When K is the Gamma kernel Kc,α,ρ in Table 1, for c > 0, α ∈ (0, 1), ρ > 0, then,
introducing v = u(ζ + ρ), we have

LKc,α,ρ(ζ) =

∫ ∞

0
ce−(ζ+ρ)uu

α−1

Γ(α)
du =

c(ζ + ρ)−α

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

0
e−vvα−1dv = c(ζ + ρ)−α.

It is then easy to see that K̃c,α,ρ = K 1
c
,1−α,ρ, namely

K̃c,α,ρ(u) = K 1
c
,1−α,ρ(u) = e−ρuK 1

c
,1−α,0(u) =

e−ρu

c

u−α

Γ(1− α)
.
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In the next final example we focus on the simpler case when ρ = 0, i.e., when (K ⋆ K̃) = 1.

Example A.8 (The case (K ⋆ K̃) = 1). We now deal with Equation (3.1) in the case ρ = 0.

a) For the constant kernel, K(u) = c > 0 for all u ∈ [0, T ], we get LK(ζ) = c
ζ and so L

K̃
(ζ) ≡ 1/c.

In this case K̃ only exists as a measure, namely K̃ = 1
c δ0 (Dirac mass at 0). Indeed (recall Remark

3.2) in this case K̃ is the resolvent of the first kind of K.

b) When K is the fractional kernel Kc,α,0 in Table 1, for α ∈ (0, 1), this corresponds to α-fractional
integration since (see, e.g., [28, Eq. (7.5)])

LKc,α,0(ζ) = c

∫ ∞

0
e−ζuu

α−1

Γ(α)
du = c ζ−α.

Then, L
K̃c,α,0

(ζ) = 1
c ζ

−(1−α) and so, for α ∈ (0, 1)

K̃c,α,0 = K 1
c
,1−α,0. (A.9)

Appendix B. Proofs

B.1. Proof of Lemma 2.2. The proof exploits Kolmogorov continuity criterion (see e.g. [26, Theorem
3.23])2

First of all, by interchanging the order of integration, we prove that the stochastic integral exists, since
∥Xt∥22 is finite for every t ∈ [0, T ]. Indeed, we have

∥Xt∥22 = E
(∫ t

0
K(t− s)YsdWs

)2

≤
∫ t

0
K2(u)du · sup

t∈[0,T ]
E[Y 2

t ] < +∞,

where we have exploited Assumptions i)− ii) on the convolution kernel and the fact that β > 1. Moreover,
for 0 ≤ s ≤ t, exploiting BDG inequality and the generalized Minkowski inequality 3 with r = 2 and p ≥ 2,

2Let X be a stochastic process with values in the Polish metric space (S, ρ). If there exist a, b, c > 0 such that

E{ρ(Xs, Xt)}a ≤ c|s− t|b+d, s, t ∈ Rd

then X admits a continuous modification and there exists a modification whose paths are Hölder continuous of order γ, for
every γ ∈ (0, b

a
).

3For every p, r ∈ (0,∞), with r ≤ p, we have:

∣∣∣∣∣∣ (∫
|Xt|rdµ(t)

) 1
r ∣∣∣∣∣∣

p
≤

(∫ ∥∥Xt

∥∥r

p
dµ(t)

) 1
r

.
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we obtain∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∫ t

0
K(t− u)YudWu −

∫ s

0
K(s− u)YudWu

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∫ s

0
(K(t− u)−K(s− u))YudWu

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p
+
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∫ t

s
K(t− u)YudWu

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ CBDG
p

{∣∣∣∣∣∣ (∫ s

0
(K(t− u)−K(s− u))2 Y 2

u du

) 1
2
∣∣∣∣∣∣
p
+
∣∣∣∣∣∣ (∫ t

s
K2(t− u)Y 2

u du

) 1
2 ∣∣∣∣∣∣

p

}
p≥2
≤ CBDG

p

{(∫ s

0
(K(t− u)−K(s− u))2

∣∣∣∣Yu∣∣∣∣2pdu) 1
2

+

(∫ t

s
K2(t− u)

∣∣∣∣Yu∣∣∣∣2pdu)
1
2 }

≤ CBDG
p sup

u∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣Yu∣∣∣∣p{(∫ s

0
(K(t− u)−K(s− u))2 du

) 1
2

+

(∫ t

s
K2(t− u)du

) 1
2 }

.

Hence, by two elementary changes of variable we obtain∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∫ t

0
K(t− u)YudWu −

∫ s

0
K(s− u)YudWu

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ CBDG
p sup

u∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣Yu∣∣∣∣p{(∫ s

0
(K(t− s+ v)−K(v))2 du

) 1
2

+

(∫ t−s

0
K2(v)dv

) 1
2 }

(B.1)

≤ CBDG
p CK(t− s)θ.

where, in the last step, we have used Assumption iv).

B.2. Proof of Theorem 3.4. We split the proof into three steps: we first deal with the Markovian
stochastic process ξ, we then deal with X and finally we prove the equation linking them.

Step 1. The diffusion SDE in Equation (3.6). This SDE can be rewritten as follows. We set κ̃(t) :=

eρt(K̃ ⋆ 1)(t) = eρtφ̃(t), with φ̃(t) = (K̃ ⋆ 1)(t), and we define (Yt)t∈[0,T ] as

Yt := (Y 1
t , Y

2
t ) := (ξ0, ξt − κ̃(t)ξ0), t∈ [0, T ],

so that
ξt = Y 2

t + κ̃(t)Y 1
t = Y 2

t + κ̃(t)ξ0.

Then, for t ∈ [0, T ], (Yt)t∈[0,T ] satisfies a SDE that component-wise reads as

Y 1
t = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
0 ds+

∫ t

0
0 dWs, (B.2)

Y 2
t =

∫ t

0
b̃(s, Y 2

s + κ̃(s)Y 1
s )ds+

∫ t

0
σ̃(s, Y 2

s + κ̃(s)Y 1
s )dWs, (B.3)

or, equivalently,

dYt = b(t,Yt)dt+ σ(t,Yt)dWt, Y0 =

(
ξ0

0

)
, (B.4)

with

b
(
t, (y1, y2)

)
=

(
0

b̃(t, y2 + κ̃(t)y1)

)
and σ(t, (y1, y2)) :=

(
0

σ̃(t, y2 + κ̃(t)y1)

)
. (B.5)
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Now, by condition (3.4), b and σ are Lipschitz continuous in x uniformly in t∈ [0, T ], so that b̃(t, x) and
σ̃(t, x), defined by (3.7) clearly satisfy the same assumption with

[̃b]Lip,x ≤ eρT [b]Lip,x and [σ̃]Lip,x ≤ eρT [σ]Lip,x,

and
sup

t∈[0,T ]
(|σ̃(t, 0)|+ |̃b(t, 0)|) ≤ eρT sup

t∈[0,T ]
(|σ(t, 0)|+ |b(t, 0)|) < +∞.

So, as a third sub-step, one easily checks that b and σ introduced in Equation (B.5) are Borel on [0, T ]×R.
Furthermore, they satisfy a 2-dimensional version of the Lipschitz assumption in Equation (3.4) in y =

(y1, y2), uniformly in t∈ [0, T ] since κ̃ is non-negative and non-decreasing with κ̃(T ) < +∞, by definition.
Indeed, by introducing y := (y1, y2) and y′ := ((y1)

′
, (y2)

′
) we have

∥b
(
t,y
)
− b
(
t,y′)∥ =

∣∣̃b (t, y2 + κ̃(t)y1
)
− b̃

(
t, (y2)

′
+ κ̃(t)(y1)

′
) ∣∣

≤ [̃b]Lip,x

(∣∣y2 − (y2)
′∣∣+ κ̃(T )

∣∣y1 − (y1)
′∣∣)

≤ [̃b]Lip,x(1 ∨ κ̃(T ))
(∣∣y2 − (y2)

′∣∣+ ∣∣y1 − (y1)
′∣∣)

= [̃b]Lip,x(1 ∨ κ̃(T ))∥y − y′∥1 ≤
√
2[̃b]Lip,x(1 ∨ κ̃(T ))∥y − y′∥2,

where || · ||1 and || · ||2 denote, respectively, the L1 and the L2 norms of a real vector and the same holds
for σ. Moreover,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥b(t, 0)∥+ ∥σ(t, 0)∥ ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|̃b(t, 0)|+ |σ̃(t, 0)| < +∞,

and so the above 2-dimensional SDE (B.4) has a unique pathwise continuous, Fξ0,W -adapted solution
starting from Y0 (see [33, Thm. IX.2.1] and [8, Theorem A3.3, Chapter 5] among others). This in turn
implies that the same holds for Equation (3.6).

Moreover, the regularity of b and σ above implies that, for some positive constant C > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥b(t,y)∥+ ∥σ(t,y)∥ ≤ C(1 + ∥y∥2)

so that, by [30, Prop. 7.6 (a)], the following moment estimate holds, for every p∈ (0,+∞),∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥Yt∥
∥∥∥
p
≤ C

b̃,σ̃,T,p
(1 + ∥Y0∥p), (B.6)

where C
b̃,σ̃,T,p

> 0. Hence, using that Xt = Y 2
t + κ̃(t)ξ0, we immediately derive

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ξt| ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Y 2
t |+ κ̃(T )|ξ0|

which finally implies ∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ξt|
∥∥∥
p
≤ C ′

b,σ,T,p(1 + ∥ξ0∥p). (B.7)

Moreover, as Y is an Itô process with continuous integrands, by localization and Kolmogorov’s criterion
one classically shows that it has pathwise a-Hölder paths for every a∈ (0, 1/2), up to P-indistinguishability.
As consequence ξt = Y 2

t − κ̃(t) acquires the lowest pathwise regularity between the one of Y 2 and φ̃, so
that, if φ̃ is η-Hölder continuous for some η∈ (0, 12), then ξ is (a ∧ η)-Hölder continuous.
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Step 2. The SDE in Equation (3.3). We rewrite Equation (3.3) as

Xt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)b(s, e−ρsξs)ds+

∫ t

0
K(t− s)σ(s, e−ρsξs)dWs, (B.8)

where ξt = Y 2
t + κ̃(t) with Y 2 pathwise continuous. Let us notice that the terms on the right hand side of

the above equation exist for every t∈ [0, T ], since both s 7→ b(s, e−ρsξs) and s 7→ σ(s, e−ρsξs) are pathwise
continuous (and Fξ0,W -adapted) and satisfy∫ t

0

[
K(t− s)|b(s, e−ρsξs)|+K(t− s)2σ(s, e−ρsξs)

2
]
ds ≤ Cb,σ,ρ,T (1 + sup

s∈[0,T ]
|ξs|2) < +∞, P-a.s.

since
∫ T
0 K(s)2ds < +∞. This defines Xt for every t ∈ [0, T ]. Now, let us prove the existence of a

continuous modification of X, starting with the case of ξ0∈ Lp(P), for p large enough. We proved in Step
1 that Y, and so ξ, have a pathwise continuous modification that we consider in what follows. Then, the
drift term

∫ t
0 K(t − s)b(s, e−ρsξs)ds =

∫ t
0 K(s)b(s, e−ρ(t−s)ξt−s)ds is continuous by standard elementary

arguments. As for the stochastic integral term, we first rely on Lemma 2.2. It follows from Equations (B.7)
and (3.4) that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥σ(t, e−ρtξt)
∥∥
p
< +∞.

Then, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that the stochastic integral process t 7→
∫ t
0 K(t− s)σ(s, e−ρsξs)dWs has

a pathwise continuous, more precisely γ-Hölder continuous, modification for any γ ∈
(
0, (θ ∧ β−1

2β )− 1
p

)
owing to the integrability assumption c), ξ0∈ Lp(P), for some p > max

{
1

θ∧β−1
2β

, 2

}
. Finally, X also has a

pathwise continuous modification.

Assume, now, p ∈ (0,+∞). Let us define the σ(ξ0)-measurable events Ak = {k ≤ |ξ0| ≤ k + 1}, k ≥ 0

and let X(k) be defined by (B.8) starting from (ξ0)(k) = ξ01{k≤|ξ0|<k+1} = ξ01Ak
where ξ is replaced

by the solution ξ(k) to (3.6) starting from (ξ0)(k). It follows from the fact that Fξ0,W
0 ⊃ σ(ξ0) and that

any Fξ0,W
0 -measurable random variable commutes with stochastic integrals with respect to the Brownian

motion W , i.e. 1A

∫ t
0 HsdWs =

∫ t
0 1AHsdWs for any A∈ σ(ξ0) (independent of W ) and that ξ = ξ(k) on

Ak, k ≥ 0 (due to the same “local” feature of stochastic integration) that ξ(k) is solution to the original
Equation (B.8) on Ak. Moreover, as (ξ0)(k) lies in every Lp(P), p > 0, it follows from what precedes that
ξ(k) has a a-Hölder continuous modification for any a∈

(
0, (θ ∧ β−1

2β )
)
. As a consequence, the process X

defined by
Xt =

∑
k≥0

1Ak
X

(k)
t , t∈ [0, T ],

is solution to Equation (B.8) with γ-Hölder regularity, for any a∈
(
0, (θ ∧ β−1

2β )
)
, regardless of the inte-

grability of ξ0. Following the same reasoning as in [24, Appendix C], one concludes by noting that, as
(ξ0)(k) is bounded and consequently lies in all Lp(P) spaces, X(k) has a pathwise continuous modification
and so has X.

Step 3. Final step. One takes advantage of the properties enjoyed by X and ξ to prove that eρ·(K̃ ⋆ X)
is a solution to Equation (3.6), i.e., equal to ξ (by uniqueness of the strong solution of Equation (3.6)).
Uniqueness of X follows by the same reasoning used in the previous steps, so that everything is rigorous
as for strong solutions.
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Moreover,

K ⋆ (e−ρ·ξ) = K ⋆ (K̃ ⋆ X) = (K ⋆ K̃) ⋆ X = e−ρ· ⋆ X = e−ρ·
∫ ·

0
eρsXsds.

On the other hand, one checks that eρ·
(
K ⋆ (e−ρ·ξ)

)
= (Keρ·) ⋆ ξ so that∫ t

0
eρsXsds =

(
(Keρ·) ⋆ ξ

)
t

or, equivalently, since X is pathwise continuous,

Xt = e−ρt d

dt

(
(Keρ·) ⋆ ξ

)
t

and the conclusion follows.

B.3. Proof of Theorem 4.1. In the computations that follow, the constants Cb,σ,T,p may vary from line
to line but they do not depend neither on the step of the schemes, nor on the (pseudo-)starting value ξ0.
The proof is divided into three steps: in the first one, in Equation (B.9), we establish uniform bounds for
the solutions of the SDE and of its Euler schemes. In the second step, for p ≥ 2, the strong error rate for
the Euler scheme is proved, with the difficulty of dealing with the non-null initial condition. In the third
and final step we treat the case p ∈ (0, 2).

Step 1: Recall that Y, defined in the proof of Theorem 3.4 as (here κ̃(t) = φ̃(t) as ρ = 0)

Yt = (Y 1
t , Y

2
t ) := (ξ0, ξt − φ̃(t)ξ0), t∈ [0, T ],

is solution to the regular SDE

dYt = b(t,Yt)dt+ σ(t,Yt)dWt, Y0 =

(
ξ0

0

)
,

with drift and diffusion coefficients which are Lipschitz in space, uniformly in time,

b
(
t, (y1, y2)

)
=

(
0

b̃(t, y2 + φ̃(t)y1)

)
and σ(t, (y1, y2)) :=

(
0

σ̃(t, y2 + φ̃(t)y1)

)
.

Exploiting [30, Proposition 7.2], we have, denoting by Yh
= (Y

h,1
t , Y

h,2
t ) the continuous time Euler scheme

of Y with time step h = T
n ,∥∥∥ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|Yt|

∥∥∥
p
+
∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Yh
t |
∥∥∥
p
≤ Cb,σ,T,p(1 + ∥Y0∥p)

where Cb,σ,T,p is a real constant not depending on n, i.e., on the step h. We know that, by definition,
Y = (ξ0, ξt − φ̃(t)ξ0) and we straightforwardly check that for every step h

ξ
h
t = Yh,2

t + φ̃(t)ξ0, t∈ [0, T ].

Proceeding similarly as in the proof of Theorem 3.4 and exploiting the properties of φ̃, namely φ̃(0) = 0

and φ̃ non-decreasing, we also have that, for every p > 0, there exists a a real constant Cb,σ,T,p > 0 such
that, for all n ≥ 1 and h = T

n ,∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ξt|
∥∥∥
p
+
∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ξht |
∥∥∥
p
≤ Cb,σ,T,p(1 + ∥ξ0∥p). (B.9)
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Step 2. Now, let us assume p ≥ 2. We first notice that, for a standard diffusion (e.g., if φ̃ = 1), from
Equations (4.1) and (4.2), one has

ξt − ξt =

∫ t

0

(
b(s, ξs)− b(s, ξs)

)
ds+

∫ t

0

(
σ(s, ξs)− σ(s, ξs)

)
dWs. (B.10)

Then, we follow the lines of the proof of [30, Theorem 7.2, Section 7.8.4, p.331], which is based on
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy (BDG), generalized Minkowski inequalities and a variant of Gronwall’s lemma
[30, Lemma 7.3, p.327], and we apply them on the decomposition

ξs − ξs = ξs − ξs + ξs − ξs, s∈ [0, T ],

exploiting the obvious fact that sups∈[0,T ] ∥ξs − ξs∥p ≤ sups∈[0,T ] ∥ξs − ξs∥p. Then we derive, using the
(uniform in time) Lipschitz condition from Equation (4.3),

∀ t∈ [0, T ],
∥∥∥ sup
s∈[0,t]

|ξs−ξs|
∥∥∥
p
≤ Cb,σ,T,p

(
hγ(1+∥ξ0∥p)+

∫ t

0
∥ξs−ξs∥pds+

(∫ t

0
∥ξs−ξs∥2pds

)1/2)
. (B.11)

The process (Λt)t∈[0,T ] defined by

Λt :=

∫ t

0
b(s, ξs)ds+

∫ t

0
σ(s, ξs)dWs, t∈ [0, T ],

is an Itô process such that
∥∥ supt∈[0,T ] |b(t, ξt)|

∥∥
p
+
∥∥ supt∈[0,T ] |σ(t, ξt)|

∥∥
p
≤ Cb,σ,T,p(1 + ∥ξ0∥)p, owing to

Equations (4.3) and (B.9). Consequently, from [30, Lemma 7.4, Section 7.8.3, p.329], it follows∥∥∥Λt − Λs

∥∥∥
p
≤ Cb,σ,T,p|t− s|1/2(1 + ∥ξ0∥p).

Then, noticing that

ξt − ξt = ξ0(φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)
)
+ Λt − Λt

and since φ̃ is non-decreasing, we find

∥ξt − ξt∥p ≤ ∥ξ0∥p
(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)
+ Cb,σ,T,p · h1/2

(
1 + ∥ξ0∥p

)
. (B.12)

Plugging this inequality into (B.11) yields∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ξt − ξt|
∥∥∥
p
≤ Cb,σ,T,p

(
h

1
2
∧γ(1 + ∥ξ0∥p) +

∫ T

0

(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)
dt+

(∫ T

0

(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)2
dt
)1/2)

≤ Cb,σ,T,p

(
h

1
2
∧γ(1 + ∥ξ0∥p) + (1 +

√
T )
(∫ T

0

(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)2
dt
)1/2)

, (B.13)

where we used the elementary inequality
√
a+ b ≤

√
a +

√
b, for a, b ≥ 0 in the first line and Cauchy-

Schwartz inequality in the second one. As φ̃ is non-decreasing and concave, for every t ∈ (0, T ], we
have

0 ≤ φ̃(t)− φ̃(t) ≤ φ̃′
r(t)(t− t)
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where φ̃′
r is the right derivative of φ̃ on (0, T ]. Let us notice that φ̃′

r(0) exists but it can be equal to +∞.
Consequently, as t = 0 if t ∈ [0, Tn ) and φ̃(0) = 0, we obtain∫ T

0

(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)2
dt ≤

∫ T
n

0
φ̃2(t)dt+

∫ T

T
n

(φ′
r(t))

2(t− t)2dt ≤ T
n φ̃

2
(
T
n

)
+

n−1∑
k=1

∫ (k+1)T
n

kT
n

(φ̃′
r

(
kT
n

)
)2
(
t− kT

n

)2
dt

≤ T
n

(
φ̃2
(
T
n

)
+
(
T
n

)2 n−1∑
k=1

(φ̃′
r

(
kT
n

)
)2
)
.

Hence, the fact that (
∑

i a
2
i )

1/2 ≤
∑

i ai, for ai ≥ 0, together with the fact that φ̃′
r is non-increasing by

concavity of φ̃ yield(∫ T

0

(
φ̃(t)− φ̃(t)

)2
ds

)1/2

≤
√

T
n

(
φ̃
(
T
n

)
+ T

n

n−1∑
k=1

φ̃′
r

(
kT
n

))
≤
√

T
n

(
φ̃
(
T
n

)
+

∫ (n−1)T
n

0
φ̃′
r(t)dt

)
≤ 2 φ̃

(
T
)√

T
n . (B.14)

One concludes that, for every step h,∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ξt − ξt|
∥∥∥
p
≤ Cb,σ,T,p h

1
2
∧γ(1 + ∥ξ0∥p).

Step 3. Now, let us consider 0 < p < 2. There exist functionals F and F : R×C([0, T ],R) → C([0, T ],R)
such that

ξ = F (ξ0,W) and ξ = F (ξ0,W).

This is a straightforward consequence of Blagovenščenkii-Freidlin Theorem [35, Theorem V.13.1] applied
to Y and the fact that ξ = Y 2 + φ̃(·)ξ0 and ξ = Y

2 − φ̃(·)ξ0. Then, temporarily denoting by ξ(x0) and
ξ
(x0) the process ξ and its Euler scheme, respectively, starting at ξ0 = x0, we obtain∫

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ξt − ξt|pdP =

∫
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|ξ(x0)
t − ξ

(x0)
t |p

)
dPξ0(x0) ≤

∫ [
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]
|ξ(x0)
t − ξ

(x0)
t |2

)] p
2

dPξ0(x0)

≤ (Cb,σ,T,2)
p

∫
(1 + |ξ0|)pdPξ0(x0) ≤ 2p(Cb,σ,T,2)

p(1 + E|ξ0|p),

so that ∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ξt − ξt|
∥∥∥
p
≤ 2Cb,σ,T,2 h

1
2
∧γ(1 + ∥ξ0∥p).

This completes the proof.

B.4. Proof of Corollary 4.2. Let us temporarily assume p ≥ 1, so that ∥ · ∥p is a norm. One has, for
every t∈ [0, T ],

∥ξt − ξt∥p ≤ ∥ξt − ξt∥p + ∥ξt − ξt∥p ≤ ∥ξt − ξt∥p +
∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣ξt − ξt
∣∣∥∥∥

p
.
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Hence, for every r > 0, we get

(∫ T

0
∥ξt − ξt∥rpdt

)1/r

≤ 2(r−1)+

((∫ T

0
∥ξt − ξt∥rpdt

)1/r
+ T 1/r

∥∥∥ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣ξt − ξt
∣∣∥∥∥

p

)
.

Finally, one relies on Equation (B.12) and Theorem 4.1 to provide upper-bounds for the first and the
second term on the right hand side of the above inequality, respectively, to get

(∫ T

0
∥ξt − ξt∥rpdt

)1/r

≤ Cb,σ,T,p,r(1 + ∥ξ0∥p)
((T

n

)γ∧ 1
2
+
(∫ T

0
(φ̃(t)− φ̃(t))rdt

)1/r))
.

If 0 < p < 1, one gets analogous results (with different constants) using the sub-additivity of ∥ · ∥p.

B.5. Proof of Theorem 4.4. The proof is split into two steps: the first dealing with the case p ≥ 2 and
the second with the case p ∈ (0, 2).

Step 1 (Case p ≥ 2). We start by considering the following equation

Xt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)

(
b(s, ξs)ds+ σ(s, ξs)dWs

)
and its Euler like (continuous time) discretization with time step h = T

n , defined by

Xt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)

(
b(s, ξs)ds+ σ(s, ξs)dWs

)
.

Then, by a standard application of BDG inequality and generalized Minkowski inequality, we have, for
p ≥ 2,

∥Xt −Xt∥p ≤
∫ t

0
K(t− s)∥b(s, ξs)− b(s, ξs)∥pds+ CBDG

p

(∫ t

0
K(t− s)2∥σ(s, ξs)− σ(s, ξs)∥2pds

)1/2

≤ [b]HolLip

∫ t

0
K(t− s)

(
(s− s)γ +

∥∥ξs − ξs
∥∥
p

)
ds

+ CBDG
p [σ]HolLip

(∫ t

0
K(t− s)2

(
(s− s)2γ +

∥∥ξs − ξs
)∥∥2

p

)
ds
))1/2

.

Using the elementary inequality
√
a+ b ≤

√
a+

√
b, for a, b ≥ 0, we obtain

∥Xt −Xt∥p ≤

(
[b]HolLip

∫ T

0
K(s)ds+ CBDG

p [σ]HolLip

(∫ T

0
K(s)2ds

)1/2
)(T

n

)γ
+ [b]HolLip

∫ t

0
K(t− s)

∥∥ξs − ξs
∥∥
p
ds+ CBDG

p [σ]HolLip

(∫ t

0
K(t− s)2

∥∥ξs − ξs
∥∥2
p
ds

)1/2

.
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As for the first term on the right-hand side of the above inequality, one first notices that, using Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality and Equation (4.5) with r = 2 in Corollary 4.2,∫ t

0
K(t− s)

∥∥ξs − ξs
∥∥
p
ds ≤

(∫ T

0
K2(s)ds

)1/2(∫ t

0

∥∥ξs − ξs
∥∥2
p
ds

)1/2

≤ CK,b,σ,T,p

((T
n

)γ∧ 1
2
+
(∫ T

0
(φ̃(t)− φ̃(t))2dt

)1/2)
(1 + ∥ξ0∥p)

≤ CK,b,σ,T,p

(T
n

)γ∧ 1
2
(1 + ∥ξ0∥p),

as we have
( ∫ T

0 (φ̃(t)− φ̃(t))2dt
)1/2

= O
(√

T
n

)
from Step 2 of Theorem 4.1. The second term is more de-

manding and its discussion relies on the assumption (Kβ). By Hölder inequality with conjugate exponents
β and β

β−1 , one has, for every t∈ [0, T ],

(∫ t

0
K(t− s)2

∥∥ξs − ξs
∥∥2
p
ds

)1/2

≤
(∫ T

0
K2β(s)ds

) 1
2β (∫ T

0

∥∥ξs − ξs
∥∥ 2β

β−1
p

dt
)β−1

2β
.

It follows from the assumption made on the kernel K that φ̃ = (K̃ ⋆ 1) is null at 0, non-increasing and
concave. Thus an application of Corollary 4.2 with r = 2β

β−1 yields

(∫ T

0

∥∥ξs − ξs
∥∥ 2β

β−1
p

ds

)β−1
2β

≤ T
β−1
2β CK,b,σ,T,p,β(1 + ∥ξ0∥p)

((T
n

)γ∧ 1
2
+
(∫ T

0
(φ̃(s)− φ̃(s))

2β
β−1ds

)β−1
2β

)
.

Step 2. The case 1 ≤ p < 2 can be formally handled following the lines of Step 3 in the proof of
Theorem 4.1.

B.6. Proof of Lemma 5.1. First of all, by interchanging the order of integration we prove that ∥Xt∥22
is finite for every t ∈ [0, T ]. Indeed, omitting the constant, we have

E
[∫ t

0
(t− s)2(α−1)Y 2

s ds

]
≤ t2α−1

2α− 1
· sup
t∈[0,T ]

E[Y 2
t ] < +∞.

An application of Equation (B.1), for 0 ≤ s ≤ t, paired with BDG inequality and the generalized Minkowski
inequality, for r = 2 and p ≥ 2, yields∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∫ t

0
(t− u)α−1YudWu −

∫ s

0
(s− u)α−1YudWu

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p
≤
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∫ s

0

(
(t− u)α−1 − (s− u)α−1

)
YudWu

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ CBDG sup
u∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣Yu∣∣∣∣p{(∫ s

0

(
(t− u)α−1 − (s− u)α−1

)2
du

) 1
2

+

(∫ t−s

0
u2(α−1)du

) 1
2 }

.

We now notice that the second term in the last line can be rewritten as(∫ t−s

0
u2(α−1)du

) 1
2

=
(t− s)α−

1
2

√
2α− 1
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and so it remains to deal with
∫ s
0

(
(t− u)α−1 − (s− u)α−1

)2
du. Via the change of variable: v := s−u

t−s we
find ∫ s

0

(
(t− u)α−1 − (s− u)α−1

)2
du = (t− s)2α−1

∫ s
t−s

0

(
(1 + v)α−1 − vα−1

)2
dv.

Now, we claim that the integral
∫ s

t−s

0

(
(1 + v)α−1 − vα−1

)2
dv is uniformly bounded by a finite positive

constant κα which does not depend on t, s and T as soon as α > 1
2 . To prove this, fix τ > 0 and define

the integral

Ψτ :=

∫ τ

0

{
(x+ 1)α−1 − xα−1

}2
dx.

Since the integrand is strictly positive, it is clear that Ψτ ≤ Ψ∞. Now,

Ψ∞ =

∫ ∞

0

{
(x+ 1)α−1 − xα−1

}2
dx =

∫ ∞

0
x2(α−1)ψ(x)dx,

with ψ(x) :=
{(

1 + 1
x

)α−1 − 1
}2

. The function ψ is clearly decreasing on (0,∞) with limx↓0 ψ(x) = 1 and
limx↑∞ ψ(x) = 0. Now,

Ψ∞ =

∫ 1

0
x2(α−1)ψ(x)dx+

∫ ∞

1
x2(α−1)ψ(x)dx.

On the interval (0, 1], we have ψ(x) ≤ 1 and therefore the first integral satisfies∫ 1

0
x2(α−1)ψ(x)dx ≤

∫ 1

0
x2(α−1)dx =

1

2α− 1
.

Now, on the interval [1,∞), since ψ is continuous and ψ(x) = (α−1)2

x2 + (α−1)2(α−2)
x3 + (α−1)2(7α2−32α+36)

x4 +
(α−1)2(3α3−23α2+58α−48)

x5 +O
(
x−6

)
as x tends to infinity, we can easily find some constant cα > 0 such that

ψ(x) ≤ cαx
−2 on [1,∞), and therefore the second integral satisfies∫ ∞

1
x2(α−1)ψ(x)dx ≤ cα

∫ ∞

1
x2α−4dx =

cα
3− 2α

.

Therefore, we have that, for any τ ≥ 0,

Ψτ ≤ 1

2α− 1
+

cα
3− 2α

= κα,

proving the claim. So we finally have∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∫ t

0
(t− u)α−1YudWu −

∫ s

0
(s− u)α−1YudWu

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p
≤ CBDG sup

u∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣Yu∣∣∣∣p(√κα +
1√

2α− 1

)
|t− s|α−

1
2

and we apply Kolomogorov continuity criterion with d = 1 and b+ d = b+1 = p(α− 1
2), as soon as b > 0,

which here corresponds to p
(
α− 1

2

)
− 1 > 0 ⇐⇒ p > 1

α− 1
2

. Hence, the lemma is proved and X admits a

modification which is γ-Hölder continuous with γ ∈
(
0, α− 1

2 − 1
p

)
.
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B.7. Proof of Lemma 5.2. Thanks to Assumption 3.3 and by definition of fractional integral (for details
see the Appendix, Equation (A.1)), an application of stochastic Fubini’s Theorem yields

Iβ
(∫ ·

0

(· − u)α−1

Γ(α)
YudWu

)
(t) =

1

Γ(β)

∫ t

0
(t− s)β−1

(∫ s

0

(s− u)α−1

Γ(α)
YudWu

)
ds

=
1

Γ(β)Γ(α)

∫ t

0
Yu

(∫ t

u
(t− s)β−1(s− u)α−1ds

)
dWu

=
1

Γ(β)Γ(α)

∫ t

0
Yu

(∫ 1

0
(t− u)α+β−1τα−1(1− τ)β−1dτ

)
dWu

=
B(α, β)

Γ(β)Γ(α)

∫ t

0
(t− u)α+β−1YudWu =

1

Γ(α+ β)

∫ t

0
(t− u)α+β−1YudWu.

where in the next-to-last passage we used τ := s−u
t−u and B(α, β) = Γ(α)Γ(β)

Γ(α+β) .

B.8. Proof of Theorem 5.3. Inspired by the proof of Theorem 4.4, it is clear that we have to prove

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
K1,α(t− s)2

(
φ̃(s)− φ̃(s)

)2
ds = O

(
T

n

)
.

If we first get rid of the constants, it remains to consider the quantity

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
(t− s)2(α−1)

(
s1−α − (s)1−α

)2
ds. (B.15)

As α ∈ (1/2, 1), the map u 7→ u1−α is (1 − α)-Hölder, non-decreasing and concave, so that, for every
u ∈ [0, T ],

|u1−α − u1−α| ≤ |u− u|1−α and |u1−α − (u)1−α| ≤ (1− α)u−α(u− u).

We now work on the integral in Equation (B.15) by distinguishing two cases: in step one we treat the case
t = tk for some k = 1, . . . , n and in step two we deal with the more general t∈ [0, T ], hence tk = t.

Step 1. (t = tk = kT
n , k = 1, . . . , n). We decompose the integral in Equation (B.15) into the sum of two

terms ∫ tk

0
(tk − s)2(α−1)

(
s1−α − s(1−α)

)2
ds =

∫ t1

0
· · · ds︸ ︷︷ ︸
(a)

+

∫ tk

t1

· · · ds︸ ︷︷ ︸
(b)

. (B.16)

First we focus on (a) and we observe that s = 0 and so

(a) ≤
(T
n

)2(1−α) t
2(α−1)+1
k − (tk − t1)

2(α−1)+1

2(α− 1) + 1
≤ 1

2(α− 1) + 1

(T
n

)2(1−α)+1+2(α−1)
=

1

2(α− 1) + 1

T

n
.

(B.17)
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On the other hand, setting ρ = 1− 1
2α ∈ (0, 1), we get

(b) ≤
k−1∑
ℓ=1

∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

(tk − s)2(α−1)
(
s1−α − s1−α

)2(1−ρ)(
s1−α − s(1−α)

)2ρ
ds

≤
k−1∑
ℓ=1

∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

(tk − s)2(α−1)(s− s)2(1−ρ)(1−α)s−2α(s− s)2ρds

≤
(T
n

)2ρ+2(1−ρ)(1−α)
k−1∑
ℓ=1

∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

(tk − s)2(α−1)
(ℓT
n

)−2αρ
ds.

Now, it is clear that(ℓT
n

)−2αρ
=
(
1 +

1

ℓ

)2αρ((ℓ+ 1)T

n

)−2αρ
≤ (1 + 2αρ)

((ℓ+ 1)T

n

)−2αρ
,

since 2αρ = 2(1− α) < 1. Hence, exploiting the fact that
( (ℓ+1)T

n

)−2αρ ≤ s−2αρ, on the interval [tℓ, tℓ+1],

(b) ≤ (1 + 2αρ)
(T
n

)2ρ+2(1−ρ)(1−α)
k−1∑
ℓ=1

∫ tk

t1

(tk − s)2(α−1)s−2αρds

= (1 + 2αρ)
(T
n

)2ρ+2(1−ρ)(1−α)
t
2(α−1)−2αρ+1
k B

(
2(α− 1) + 1, 1− 2αρ

)
,

where B(a, b) =
∫ 1
0 (1 − u)a−1ub−1du. At this stage one checks that 2ρ + 2(1 − ρ)(1 − α) = 1 and

2(α− 1)− 2αρ+ 1 = 0, which yields

(b) ≤ (1 + 2αρ)
T

n
B
(
2(α− 1) + 1, 1− 2αρ

)
. (B.18)

This bound does not depend on k and it is consequently valid for all k = 1, . . . , n. So the inequalities in
Equation (B.17) and (B.18) yield the desired result.

Step 2. (t∈ [0, T ]). Let tk = t. We observe∫ t

0
(t− s)2(α−1)

(
s1−α − s2(1−α)

)2
ds ≤

∫ tk

0
(tk − s)2(α−1)

(
s1−α − t

2(1−α)
k

)2
ds

+

∫ t

tk

(t− s)2(α−1)
(
s1−α − t

2(1−α)
k

)2
ds,

since α−1 < 0. Since the first term on the right is O
(
T
n

)
by Step 1, one just needs to evaluate the second

term on the right hand side. We thus have∫ t

tk

(t− s)2(α−1)
(
s1−α − t

2(1−α)
k

)2
ds ≤ (t1−α − t1−α

k )2
∫ t−tk

0
u2(α−1)du

≤ (t− tk)
2(1−α)+1+2(α−1) = t− tk ≤ T

n
,

since u1−α is (1− α)-Hölder. This bound does not depend on t and so the proof is complete.
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B.9. Proof of Lemma 5.4. In what follows, for simplicity, we denote by K and K̃ the fractional kernel
K1,α,0 and its co-kernel. We first focus on the goldfish process Y , which is defined as in Equation (5.7)
(recall that the initial condition for the Markovian process, see Equation (3.6), is ξ0 eρt(1 ⋆ K̃)(t) and here
ρ = 0):

Yt = ξ0(K̃ ⋆ 1)(t) +
∫ t

0
(µ− λYs)ds+

∫ t

0
σ(Ys) dWs.

Its expectation at time t, mt := E(Yt), t ∈ [0, T ], reads

mt = E(ξ0)
∫ t

0
K̃(u)du+

∫ t

0
(µ− λms)ds, (B.19)

thus satisfying the following ODE: m′
t = λmt + µ+ E(ξ0)K̃(t). This equation has an explicit solution:

mt = E(ξ0)(e−λ· ⋆ K̃)(t) +
µ

λ
(1− e−λt). (B.20)

In order to compute the limit when t goes to infinity for mt, we need to study first the behaviour of
(e−λ· ⋆ K̃)(t) at infinity. Since limt→+∞ K̃(t) = 0, then it is possible to use Lemma B.1 below to prove
that also

lim
t→+∞

(e−λ· ⋆ K̃)(t) = 0.

It is now straightforward that limt→+∞mt = limt→+∞ E[Yt] = µ
λ . We now pass to the elephant process

Z, which is defined as in Equation (5.6):

Zt = ξ0 +

∫ t

0
K(t− s)(µ− λYs) ds+

∫ t

0
K(t− s)σ

(
Ys
)
dWs,

and whose expectation is

E(Zt) = E(ξ0) +
∫ t

0
K(t− s)(µ− λms) ds. (B.21)

So, exploiting Equation (B.20) we find

E(Zt) = E(ξ0) +
∫ t

0
K(t− s)

[
µ− λ

(
E(ξ0)(e−λ· ⋆ K̃)(s) +

µ

λ
(1− e−λs)

)]
ds

= E(ξ0) +
∫ t

0
µK(t− s)e−λsds−

∫ t

0
λE(ξ0)K(t− s)(e−λ· ⋆ K̃)(s)ds

= E(ξ0) + µ(K ⋆ e−λ·)(t)− λE(ξ0)
(
K ⋆ (K̃ ⋆ e−λ·)

)
(t)

= E(ξ0) + µ(K ⋆ e−λ·)(t)− λE(ξ0)
(
1 ⋆ e−λ·

)
(t)

= µ(K ⋆ e−λ·)(t)− E(ξ0)e−λt

where we have exploited commutativity and associativity of convolution and Definition 3.1. We now
exploit once more Lemma B.1 and we find that limt→+∞ E(Zt) = 0.

Lemma B.1. If limt→+∞K(t) = 0, for a given kernel K, then also holds

lim
t→+∞

(e−λ· ⋆ K)(t) = 0.
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Proof. First of all, we notice that the limit limt→+∞(e−λ· ⋆ K)(t) has to be greater or equal to zero and
that if limt→+∞K(t) = 0, then for every ε > 0 it is possible to find tε > 0 such that for every u ≥ tε,
0 ≤ K(u) ≤ ε and so we have

(e−λ· ⋆ K)(t) =

∫ t

0
e−λ(t−s)K(s)ds = e−λt

[∫ tε

0
eλsK(s)ds+

∫ t

tε

eλsK(s)ds

]
≤ e−λt

[∫ tε

0
eλsK(s)ds+ ε

eλt − eλtε

λ

]
= e−λt

∫ tε

0
eλsK(s)ds+ ε

1− e−λ(t−tε)

λ
.

Since the term
∫ tε
0 eλsK(s)ds is finite, we pass now to the limit for t→ +∞ and we find

lim
t→+∞

(e−λ· ⋆ K)(t) ≤ ε

λ
,

which holds for every ε > 0, hence the conclusion follows. □

Appendix C. About the simulation of the semi-integrated scheme (4.7) with “rough”
kernels

Here we set K(u) = K1,α,0(u) = uα−1

Γ(α) , u ∈ [0, T ], where α ∈ (−1/2, 0). To simulate the scheme in
Equation (4.7) in the fractional kernel case, namely

Xtk+1
= ξ0 +

1

Γ(α)

k∑
ℓ=0

(∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

(tk+1 − s)α−1b(tℓ, ξtℓ)ds+

∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

(tk+1 − s)α−1 σ(tℓ, ξtℓ)dWs

)
.

on the time grid tk = tnk = kT
n , k = 0, . . . , n, we need to simulate n independent Gaussian vectors

Gn,ℓ =

[∫ tℓ

tℓ−1

(tk − u)α
dWu

Γ(α+ 1)

]
k=ℓ,...,n

, ℓ = 1, . . . , n.

The covariance matrices of these vectors read (setting u = T
n (ℓ− v), v∈ [0, 1])

Σn,ℓ =
1

Γ(α+ 1)2

[∫ tℓ

tℓ−1

(tk − u)α(tk′ − u)αdu

]
ℓ≤k,k′≤n

=
1

Γ(α+ 1)2

(
T

n

)2α+1 [
Ck−ℓ,k′−ℓ

]
ℓ≤k,k′≤n

, ℓ = 1, . . . , n,

where the infinite symmetric matrix C is defined by

C :=

[∫ 1

0

(
(i+ v)(j + v)

)α
dv

]
i,j≥0

.

Three facts are to be noted:

• The matrices of interest [Cij ]0≤,i,j≤n−1, n ≥ 1 are telescopic sub-matrices of C.
• The diagonal entries of C have closed from reading

Cii =
1

2α+ 1

(
(i+ 1)2α+1 − i2α+1

)
, i ≥ 0.
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• The non-diagonal entries in the first row/column are singular integrals but after an integration by
parts, one gets rid of this singularity, since for every i ≥ 1,

C0i = Ci0 =
(i+ 1)

α+ 1
− α

α+ 1

∫ 1

0
(u+ i)α−1uα+1du.

At this stage, we can compute any fixed sub-matrix of C by a cubature formula (Trapezoid, midpoint, Simp-
son, higher order Newton-Cote integration formulas of the type or Gauss-Legendre weights and points,
etc.) and perform a (numerically more stable) extended Cholesky transform so that [Cij ]0≤i,j≤n−1 =

T (n−1)D(n−1)T (n−1)∗ where T (n−1) is lower triangular with diagonal entries T (n−1)
ii = 1 and D(n−1) is a di-

agonal matrix with non-negative entries. Then, taking advantage of the telescopic feature and the structure
of this Cholesky transform one has [Cij ]0≤i,j≤n−ℓ = [T

(n−1)
ij ]1≤i,j≤n−ℓ[D

(n−1)
ij ]1≤i,j≤n−ℓ[T

(n−1)
ij ]∗1≤i,j≤n−ℓ,

ℓ = 1, . . . , n− 1.

Finally, for every ℓ = 1, . . . , n− 1,

Gn,ℓ d
=

1

Γ(a+ 1)

(
T

n

)a+ 1
2

T̃ (n−ℓ)Z(ℓ), Z(ℓ) d
= N (0, In−ℓ+1), ℓ = 1, . . . , n

where T̃ (n−ℓ) = [T
(n−1)
ij ]1≤i,j≤n−ℓ[

√
D

(n−1)
ij ]1≤i,j≤n−ℓ.

Thus the elementary mid-point cubature formula∫ 1

0
f(u)du ≃ 1

N

N∑
k=1

f
(k − 0.5

N

)
produces a Cholesky matrix T (n−1) up to n = 475 with N = 1000, e.g., when H = 0.1. Moreover this
Cholesky matrix is quite sparse when H is small since, still with H = 0.1, all entries beyond the fourth
column are numerically 0 (in fact smaller than 10−4). This is due to the fact that such singular kernels
have essentially no memory for small H. This feature quickly disappears when running the procedure with
H > 1/2.
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