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Abstract

Mean square exponential stability of -EM and modified truncated Euler-Maruyama
(MTEM) methods for stochastic differential delay equations (SDDEs) are investigated
in this paper. We present new criterion of mean square exponential stability of the
0-EM and MTEM methods for SDDEs, which are different from most existing re-
sults under Khasminskii-type conditions. Two examples are provided to support our
conclusions.
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1 Introduction

Consider the nonlinear SDDE
dx(t) = f(x(t),z(t — 7(t)))dt + g(x(t), z(t — 7(t)))dB(t),t > 0 (1.1)

with initial value &, B(t) := (Bi(t),..., Bn(t))" be an m-dimensional standard Brownian
motion, f: RIxR? - R?  g:RIxR? — R>™ and 7(t) : R, — R, are Borel-measurable
functions and 0 < 7(t) < 7,t € R, for some 7 > 0.

Asymptotic stability of numerical approximations for the above SDDE ([IT]) or more gen-
eral model has been widely investigated in recent years. In general, to obtain the exponential

stability results, the following Khasminskii-type conditions are usually parts of the sufficient
conditions.

2z, f(z,y)) + gz, y)|[> < =Cilz|* + Coly[? (1.2)
where C] > C5 > 0.
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For example, in [I0], Chapter 5, Razumikhin type Theorems are presented for SDDEs,
where conditions in Corollary 6.6 implies (L2)) if ¥ = 1. In [3], Theorem 4.1 implied that if
there is no neutral term, then the MTEM method is mean square exponentially stable under
condition (L.2). Under the same condition, [14] considered exponential mean-square stability
of two classes of theta Milstein methods for stochastic differential equations with constant
delay. [16] obtained exponential stability of stochastic theta method for nonlinear stochastic
differential equations with piecewise continuous arguments (in this case, 7(t) = ¢ — [t]). [0]
obtained mean square exponential stability of split-step method under stronger conditions
(note that they need the linearity of both f and ¢), while [7] and [13] investigated mean
square stability of two class of theta method of neutral stochastic differential delay equations
under similar conditions.

Recently, by considering each component separately, [I2] presented a different type of
sufficient conditions under which the trivial solution of given SDDE is mean square expo-
nentially stable.

Motivated by that paper, now suppose that f and g jointly satisfy the following
2z fi(z,y) + Z (ga(z,v)) 2 < Zaijx? + Zbijy?, 1ed:=1,2,....d. (1.3)
P , ,

By the same method in [12], it is not difficult to obtain mean square exponential stability
of z(t) under (L3) if a;; and b;; satisty suitable conditions. Note that f and ¢ in (L3]) do
not necessarily satisfy linear growth condition.

Note also that by (L3) we can only have

d d d d
20z, f(@, ) + g P <D0 Jagad + )0 byl

j=1 i=1 j=1 i=1

If Zle a;; > 0 for some j € d, or 0 < minjeq(— Zfil a;j) < MaXjeq Zfil bi;, then (L2)
can never hold. Therefore, (L3)) is a different type condition from (L.2]).

To the best of our knowledge, there isn’t any result of stability of numerical methods under
condition (L3]). So the key aim of this paper is to obtain mean square exponential stability
of -EM method and MTEM method of the given stochastic differential delay equations
under (L3]) with suitable a;; and b;;.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, /-EM method, MTEM method
and some necessary assumptions will be presented. In Section 3, we will prove that the given
0-EM method is mean square exponentially stable under (L3). Section 4 will prove that the
MTEM method will replicate the mean square exponential stability of the exact solution
for the stochastic differential delay equation under the same conditions. Finally, in Section
5, two examples will be presented to interpret our conclusion.

2 Model description and preliminaries

Let N be the set of all natural numbers. Denote by R the set of all real numbers. For
given integers [,q > 1,R! is the [-dimensional vector space over R and R!*¢ stands for the



set of all [ X ¢ matrices with entries in R. For given m € N, let m := {1,2,...,m}. Let
(Q, F, {F}i=0, P) be a complete probability space with a filtration {F;},., satisfying the

usual conditions (i.e., right continuous and Fy containing all P null sets). Additionally,
| - || denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||g[|? == 3¢ | > ity g3 for any d x m matrix g =

ij
(gij) € R™™. Let C ([—,0],R?) be the Banach space of all continuous functions on [—7, 0],
endowed with the norm ||¢| = maxse[_rq [|¢(s)||. Denote by C% ([—7,0],R?), the family
of Fp-measurable bounded C' ([—7‘, 0], Rd)-valued random variables.

An initial condition for (1)) is defined by
z(s) =¢&(s), se€[-70] (2.1)

where ¢ € C% ([—7,0],R?).

An Re-valued stochastic process {x(t)};>_, is called a solution of ([LT]) with initial value
1)), if {z(t) }+>0 is continuous, F-adapted such that

¢ ¢
ot) =€)+ [ Flals)ats = r(s))ds + [ gals)als = (D)) (22
0 0
holds for each ¢ > 0, with probability 1 and the initial condition ([2.1]) is fulfilled.

Assumption 2.1 Assume that both the coefficients f and g in (1) are locally Lipschitz
continuous, that is, for each R > 0 there is Lr > 0 (depending on R) such that

|f(z,y) — f(z,9)| V |g(z,y) — 9(z,9)| < Lr(lz — 2| + |y — 9l) (2.3)

for all |x| V |y|V |z| V ]y] < R > 0.

It is obvious that Lg is an increasing function with respect to R.

Let A be a stepsize such that 7 = mA for some positive integer m. Then for any 6 € [0, 1],
we can define # Euler-Maruyama method (f-EM for short) X as the following:

X =¢&(kA), k=-m,—m+1,...,0.
Xin = Xit (L= 0)F (X0 X, s ) +0F (X Xy ropnan ) ) A (2

9 (X X, _oa ) AB, k=0,1,2,...,

Here AB), = B((k+1)A)—B(kA) is the increment of the m-dimensional standard Brownian
motion.

Note that if 6 = 0, it becomes to classical EM method, if § = 1, it is called Backward
Euler method. Moreover, since it is an implicit method for 6 € (0, 1], then it is necessary
to make sure that -EM method is well defined. So we need the following assumption

Assumption 2.2 Assume that f is one-sided Lipschitz continuous, that is, there is L > 0
such that

<.T—i’,f<l’,y)—f(ﬂ_f,y)> SL‘ZL’—J_?F (25>
for all z,y, 7z € R,



According to [I5], if LOA < 1, then the 0-EM scheme ([24]) is well defined, see also [2], 1]

for details.
Now let us give the modified truncated Euler-Maruyama method for (LT).

For A* > 0, let h(A) be a strictly positive decreasing function A : (0, A*] — (0, 00) such
that

. _ . 2 o
ilino h(A) = oo and ilino LiiaA = 0.

According to [5], Remark 2.1, such h always exists.
For any A € (0, A*), we define the modified truncated function of f as the following:

faltg) = fla,y), [z vyl < h(A),
D7 Ay (M), el v Iyl > (D).

ga is defined in the same way as fa. Here f(a(x,y)) = f(az,ay) for any t > 0,a €
(0,1), 2,y € R% Tt is obvious that the functions fa and ga defined above are unbounded
while the truncated functions defined in [§, 9] are bound for any fixed A.

Then by using fa and ga, we can define the modified truncated Euler-Maruyama method
(MTEM for short) X}, as the following:

Xt = X+ fa (X Xz ) A+ ga (X X, _zua)) ABy, k=0,1,2,...,
Xy = E(kD), k= —m,—m+1,...,0.

(2.6)

Assumption 2.3 Let f(z,y) .= (fi(z.y),..., fa(x,y))" € R? and g(x,y) = (gu(x,y)) €
R&>™ . Suppose there exist constants a; € R;a;; > 0,0 # j;bij =0, i,j € d, such that

m d d
2z fi(w,y) + Z ga(z,y))* < Zaij$? + Zbijy? (2.7)
=1 j=1 j=1
holds for any i € d.
It follows easily from Assumption that
2 (2, f(z,y)) +g(x,y)]” < K1+ |2 + [y*) (2.8)

d d
where K = max {Z lai;|, > bij} V1
J i=1 i=1

Similar to Theorem 3.5 in[I] or Theorem 2.1 in [], it is easy to see that Assumptions
2.1 and guarantee strong convergence of MTEM method. If Assumption also holds,
then, by [17], the -EM method is also strongly convergent.

The following Theorem provides explicit criteria for the mean square exponential stability

of (ICI).

Theorem 2.4 Suppose Assumptions[Z1l and[2.3 hold. If there exist constants p; > 0,j € d
such that

d
> (i +bij)p; <0, (2.9)

J=1



then the initial value problem (1.1), (Z1) always has a unique solution x (t,€) and the trivial
solution of (I1) is exponentially stable in mean square sense.

Note that (29) implies max;eq a; < 0 since a;; > 0,7 # j;b;; > 0,4, j € d.
Proof of Theorem [2.4l Firstly, local Lipschitz continuity of f and ¢ and (Z8) implies
that (L)) always has a unique local maximum solution. Moreover, since Assumption

implies (2.8)), then the solution must be non explosive, that is, (L)) has a unique global
solution z (¢, §).

Let p := (p1,po, - - - ,pd)T € RY. By continuity, (29) implies that there exists 8 > 0 small
enough such that

[vj&

a” +ef b,j ; < —pp; (2.10)

7=1
for any 7 € d.

Then by the same method of the proof of Theorem I1.2, [12], it follows that the trivial
solution of (1)) is exponentially stable in mean square sense. []

3 Mean exponential stability of -EM method

In this Section, we consider mean exponential stability of -EM method for all 6 € [0, 1].

Theorem 3.1 Suppose Assumption (21, Assumption[2.2 and Assumption hold. More-
over, there exist constants 0 < & < 2nilel g g p; > 0,7 € d such that

dmax; |ai;|

d
EQiiP; + Z ;5P + Z bijpj < 0. (3].)

j#i i=1

Then for any fired 0 € (3,1], the 0-EM method [Z4) is mean quare and almost surely
exponentially stable.

Remark 3.2 Notice that [B1]) implies

d d
Z ;P4 -+ Z bijpj < 0. (32)
j=1 j=1

Then similar to the proof of Theorem I1.2 [12], it follows that the Assumption implies
that the solution x (t,§) to (I1l) is exponentially stable in mean square sense if ([29]) holds.
Theorem [l assures that 0-EM method (Z4) replicates mean square exponential stability of
the exact solution under given conditions.

Proof of Theorem B3l By (24, for any £ > 0 and i = 1,2, ..., d, we have

FliJrl = Fli + fz (Xkan,[%D A+ lzlgil (Xkan,[%D ABk (33)



where F} = X} — 0f; (X/ka_[M]) A.
A

So,
|Fral® = [FL* + <2Xlifi (Xkan,[%D +) g (Xk,Xk[T(ZA)])> A
=1 (3.4)
4 (1—20)f2 (Xk, X,H%O A2 4 M
where

M} =2 <Fé + fi <Xk, RLION] > ) Zgll (Xk, . T(m)]> AB,Q
=1
2 m

Zg’l (Xk, T(kA)]) A

(Xk, o_zua ) ABY

It is easy to see that M] is a .Fpa martingale and EM; = 0. Moreover, we claim that

2XEfi(Xi X, _zusn)) + ngl(xk, Xy + (1= 20)f2 (X0, X, _rasn)) A
(3.5)

< C‘Fk‘Q"‘Zaw‘X]F"‘wa‘Xk (7)) 2
J#i

In fact, denote f; := f; (X/ﬁXk_[M]) gl = gy (Xk,Xk_[MO it follows that
A A
(20 = V| fiPA = CIF* = ((20 — DA — COA%)| fi* + 200AX, fi — C| X[
= a(fy +bX3)? — (ab® + )| X5)?
where a = (20 — 1)A — CH?A?, b = <04

Now we can choose A small enough such that a > 0 since 6 > % Moreover, ab? + C <
—a;;, Vi =1,2,...,d, and a; < 0 by (29). Then by Assumption 2.3 we have

. . b2 C .
(20 - V|fiPPA - C|FP > -2 0 i
(0775
> a;| X2
m d . d '
> 22X, fi + Z(gg)2 - (Z aij|lec|2 + Zbij|Xéf[%]|2)
=1 j#i j=1

which implies (B.5]).
Then by ([B.4) and (3.3, it follows that

IFi P < (1—CA)F?+ ZaZ]|X]\2+ZbZ]\XJ ) YA + M.
JF#i



Therefore for any o > 0,

‘Fé+1‘2€a(k+1)A o ‘Fé‘QeakA < (1 —CA — 70{A)‘F@‘2 alk+1)A Z e a(k+1) A|X]‘2
J#i

Zb ea(k+1) A‘Xk [T(kA)}‘ )A + M}iea(k‘Jrl)A.
j=1
Then
k—1
eakAE‘F]i‘Q < E|Fé‘2 + R(A) Zea(l+1)AE|Fli‘2
=0

d k—1 d k—1
Zawzea l+1)AE|le|2+Zbijzea (I+1) AE|XJ MHQ)A
i =1 j=1 =1 A

where R(A) =1 — CA — e 2.
Since R(0) =0 and
R(A) = —C+ae*® <0
for all A > 0if o < C, then R(A) < 0.
It is obvious that if we choose C' > E|[£||? max; - \/ max; Ea‘f;lp
the following, then we have

E|X}|? < Cpe 2 k=—m,—m+1,...,0,i=1,2,..,d. (3.6)

where ¢’ will be given in

Now we will prove that (B.6]) also holds for any & > 0 by using second principle of
mathematical induction.

Assume that

EIX{P <Cpe™2 ¥ —m<I<k—1i=12,..d (3.7)
Then
CFAB|FI? < E|F|? + (Z aij Z VAR | XT |2 4 me Z DA E|XT [T(m) \2> A
JF I=1 j=1
d k—1
< \Fé\Q + A Z ai; Z eo‘(lH)AC’pje*mA
i I=1
d k—1
+A Z by Z ea(lJrl)AC«/pjefB(lf[%})A
Jj=1 =1

. (a—B)kA __ 1

7|2 / A€
< |RlF+C0A (Z%PJ + szﬂ’a ) @ HE T

JFi

. (a—B)kA __ 1
_ 7|2 / A€
— ‘F0| -+ C'A (8(1/”]71 + Z Qi5Pj + Z bl]p] ) m

J#
(a=B)kA _q
/ an®
- Asaiipie —e(afB)A ] .



Since B) holds for & < 2%l then there exist § > 0 small enough and ¢ > 0 such

dmax; |ai;|’
that 5% <e < é and
d
€ai;p; + Z a;jp; + Z bijpjeﬁT < —'Bp; (3.8)
i i=1
for any 7 € d.
It follows that

akA i|2 i|2 / / an €A 1
(& E‘Fk| < |FO‘ + CA<—€/B — Eaii)pie e(a_ﬁ)—A—l

pla—BkA _

<R+ C'Ad (a — B)PiM—A_l-

We have used in the last inequality the fact that (—¢’8 — eay)e®® < &'(a — B) if a €
(5 max; |a;|, min; |a;|) and A is sufficiently small.
Moreover, by the fact that z < e* — 1,Vx > 0, we have
eak:AE|F]::|2 < |FOZ|2 + Clglpi(e(a—ﬁ)kA o 1)
_ |F5|2 . Clglpi + Clelpie(a—ﬁ)kA
< C/glpie(afﬁ)kA_
Thus
E|F}|? < C'e'pie P, (3.9)
On the other hand, since
|F? = | X512 = 200X fi + A% f?

d d
> | Xj|? - 6A (Z ai;| X717 + sz‘ﬂX,i_[T(ZA)HZ) ,
P =1

then d
(1 —00a;)| X[ > < |F? +0A <§ ai| X212 + ; bij|X,]€_[T<ZA>]|2> .
Therefore
( d i d )
> X <> _IEP +3 0A 3 ai;p; | X3
i—=1 Di o i—1 ]%(1 — eAazz> i—1 1— GACL” Ior Di p]
d d | J |2
OA biip o [T02))
+ I
; <; 1 —0Aai; p; ) P
d A J '
|F{)? OA aip; X7 2
= + ma
>~ ; p@<1 — eAazz> ; 1 — HACLM Ve p ; p_]
d d | J |2
OA biip o [Z2))
+ I
; <; 1— HACLM Di ) Dj



d |~ d ; d d X7 2
3 RO 3 | Fil? (S 0A  bijp; X |
— b 1=D\mp(l-00a) <\ 1-0Aa p pj
where D = Ez 1 Wﬁa,, hax;z£i ai;?j'

By (39) and inductive hypothesis (8.7), it follows that

d .
E|X||? 1 dC'e'e=PkA ~ D
< O o—BkA BT bijp;
Z pi 1 =D \1-0Amax;|a;| + ZZI—@Aa”

i=1 j=1 i=1 pi
1 de’ D
=’ —ﬁkA B bijp; _
c 1 — 0A max; |a;| e ; ; 1— QAa“ D

o 1 de’ BT zyp]
Denote G<A) ‘T 1-D <1—6Amaxi lasi te E] 1 Zz 11— GAa” Di :

Since G(0) = de’ < 1, and G is continuous, then there exists A* small enough such that
G(A) <1 forall A <A

Then we have

d ]2
Z E‘X/J < ' e BRA
i1 Di

Thus
E|Xi? < C'pe ™2 i=1,2,....d.

That is, -EM method is exponentially stable in mean square sense.

Almost surely exponential stability of f-EM method X} is a direct consequence of mean
square exponential stability by using Chebyshev inequality and Borel-Cantelli Lemma (see
e.g. [3)).

We complete the proof. [J

Theorem 3.3 Suppose all conditions in Theorem [Z1 hold, and there exists a constant
K > 0 such that

(@, y)| < K(|z] + [y])- (3.10)

Then for any fixred 0 < 6 < %, 0-EM method is mean square and almost surely exponentially
stable for sufficient small step size A > 0.

Proof. Firstly, it still holds that

|Fal? < P + X0 (X0 X, s + Y ga(Xo, X)) (3.11)

+ (1= 20)| fi( X, X _zua) ) PAJA + M.



Notice that linear growth condition (BI0) on f implies
‘F@|2 |X2|2 _ QHAXéfZ(Xk, . [%]) + 92A2|fi(Xk,in[%])|2
< |AX/79|2 + 20AK|Xk|(|Xk| + |Xk_[%}|) + 202A2K2(|Xk|2 + |Xk_[%]|2)
d
< (14 40AK + 20° A’ K?)| X[ + (0AK + 20°A°K*) (> |X]* + | X, o),
i
(3.12)
then we have
|F{|? — (0AK + 292A2K2)(E]# | X712+ X, [T(M)]| )

X2 >
X" = 1+ 40AK + 202A\2 K2

If 6 € [0, 5], then by Assumption and ([B.10), we have

d
|Fnl” < |F,§|2+[Za”|X]|2+ZbU|X] T<kA>]|2
j=1 j=1
+2(1 = 20) K*(| X ]* + | X, iz, I2)A]A + M}

= [Fi? + (2(1 = 20) K°A + a;0) [ X)PA + ) (2(1 = 20)K°A + a5)| X{ A
J#
d ' '
+ 3 20 =20) KA+ b))| X7 oa) [PA+ M
, —[=5]
I=1 (3.13)
< |FHP A4 (2(1 = 20) KA + ag) A
|[Fi[? = (OAK + 20°A2K2) (37 | XL + X, e [)
14+ 40AK + 202A2
+) (2(1 = 20)K°A + ay)| X{PA
J#
d
+ 3 (201 = 20)K°A + by) [ X7 i 2A + M.

7j=1

X

We have used the fact that 2(1 — 20) K2A + a;; < 0 in the last inequality.
Thus

‘ 2(1 — 20) K2A + ai) A
FZ 2 < F 2 ( 11
il < 1E ( 14+ 40AK + 202 A2 K2

2(1 — 20) %A + a;)A .
(1 -20)K*A — (K + 20*°AK? ( “ ) IXEI2PA
*;( (6K + T 10AK 1 opaege % ) 1Kl

2(1 — 20) KA + a;)A
(1 —20)K*A — (K + 20°AK? ( - b
N Z ( (6K + T r 1Ak 1 oAz i

|X;7[%]| A+ M.

10



It is obvious that

O 2(1 — 20) K2A + ay,
LA T 1 T M0AK + 202 A2K?2

(2(1 = 20)K2A + a;)A

1+ 40AK + 202 A2K?2

— Qg

Con = 2(1 = 20)K*A — (0K + 20°AK?)

+ Qjj — Q5

and

— b

— 2 y
(2(1 = 20) KA + a;)A e

Ozn = 2(1 — 20) K°A — (0K + 20°AK?) [ 10AK + oAk T bu

ij
as A — 0.

Then for any C' < min; |a;;|, we can choose € > 0 and A > 0 small enough such that

d
Bl < [P = CA) + 3 (s + 2 XEPA + Dby + D)X sy [+ M

J#i j=1

Note that (3.1) implies that there exist § > 0 small enough and ¢ > 0 such that

max; \am\ / l
minJan] <€ <4 and
d
caipi+ Y (ay; +E)p;+ Y (b + e’ < —<'Bp; (3.14)
i i=1
for any 7 € d.

That is, (88) holds for a;; and b;; replaced by a;; + & and b;; + &, respectively.

Then repeat the following part of the proof of Theorem [3.1l from line to line, we complete
the proof. []

4 Mean square exponential stability of MTEM method

In this Section, we will prove that MTEM method replicates the mean exponential stability
of exact solution under given conditions.

To obtain the mean exponential stability of MTEM method, we need the following two
Lemmas.

Lemma 4.1 Suppose the Assumption [21 and Assumption hold. Then for any fized
A > 0,there exist constant matrices a; € R;a;; > 0,1 # j;b;; > 0. 4 € d, such that

m d d
2% - fau(w,y) + ZQZA,H(%?/) < Zaiﬂ? + Zbij?/?a ied (4.1)
=1 j=1 j=1

for any z,y € R,

Proof.

11



If |z| V |y| < h(A), then (I holds naturally by [23). Now assume |z| V |y| > h(A).
Then by (23], we have

22 fa,i(w,y) + Z ng,il('rv Y)
=1

VI b a x\v\y\ A

=25 Mgy Zl “ \V\y\( )

eVl BA) k)

ST T *Z 92TV gl |v\y\ )
RV - :

<Gy Vo w “|x|v|y| 2l |x|v|y| ©))

=1
d d
§ 2 E : 2
= (lijZL‘j + bijyj-
j=1 j=1

Then (.J]) holds.
We complete the proof.

Lemma 4.2 Suppose Assumption [21] holds. Then for any fized A > 0, the modified trun-
cated functions fa and ga are linear growing with coefficient Lyay. That is

[falz, )|V 1gal@, y)| < Luy (2] + [y) (4.2)

holds for all x,y € RY.

Proof. Since fa and ga are defined in the same way, we only need prove linear growth
condition of f. If |z| V |y| < h(A), by definition of fa and ga, it follows that

[fa(z,y)| = [f(z,9)] = [f (2, y) = F(0,0)] < Lnca)(|z — 0] + [y = 0]).

h(A\)I' Since |ax| V |ay| < h(A), then

[z|V]y

If || V |y| > h(A), denote a =

1 1 1
falw )| = = (az, ay)] = | f(az,ay) = F0,0)] £ —Lugay(laz — 0] + ay —0]).
We complete the proof.

Remark 4.3 In [3], the author proved that both fa and ga are globally Lipschitz continuous
for any fived A > 0. However, we can only obtain |fa(x,y)| < 5Lpnay(Jz] + |y|) while by

Lemma[{.3, we have |fa(z,y)| < Lh(A)(|x| + |y])-

Now we are ready to present the main result in this section.

Theorem 4.4 Suppose Assumptions 21 and [2.3 hold. Then the MTEM method (28] is
mean quare and almost surely exponentially stable.

12



Proof. By (24, for any k > 0, we have

Xjp1 = Xi, + fa (Xk,X V(km]) A+ ZQA il (Xk, Xy ZA)D AB;. (4.3)
So,
Xt = XA+ X i (X X, ) + 30 0 (X0 X,z ))A
=1 (4.4)
1R (X X)) A% 4 M
where

M= 2(XE > g (X X,z ) ABY)
=1

2<fA,i (le e ‘r(kA)) Z JAil (Xk, [%O ABL)A

p (Xkan_[M]) AB;Z@
A

= (X X ) A
=1

It is obvious that M} is a Z,a martingale and EM; = 0. Then, by Lemmas BTl and [1.2]
we have

€a(k+1)AE‘X,i+1|2 . akAE‘Xi‘Q
< ea(kJrl)A 1 — E X 2 a;; E X] 2 + bi: E X] ea(k:Jrl)AA
< kN1 — N BIXP + Z 1] Z X))

+ 2L5a) A (B|X,[* + E|X,_jraay e @02

S eoz(k-i—l)A(l _aA)E|Xk|2+Z a“lj +2[/2 )E|X]|2 alk+1)A A

7j=1

Zbu+2L2 A)E|XT T(M)]Pea(k“)M.

Since (2.9)) holds, similar to the proof of Theorem [Z4] there exist § > 0 and ¢ > 0 small
enough such that

d
Z (aij +e+ € (b + e)) p; < —PBpi (4.5)
j=1
for any ¢ € d.
Obviously, for the same K, we have

E|X}|? < Kpe " E||¢|)?, k=—m,—m+1,...,0. (4.6)
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Now assume that
BIXi? < Kpie 2 E||P, k<n—1i=1,..d (4.7)

for some 3 > 0.
Now for k = n, it follows that

n—1
eomAE|X1i1|2 < E|X(z]|2 Zea (+1A _e—aA)E|Xli|2
=0
n—1 d
+ 373 g + 2L ) A)AE|X] P02
=0 j=1
n—1 d
+ 30D by + 2L A)AEXT m)]|2ea<l+1>A
1=0 j=1

n—1
= E|X]P+ ) e TR (1 — e 4 (a4 2L7 0)A)A) E| X[
=0

b3S 2Ly D) A B[P
1=0 1i#£j
n—1 d

22 (0 4 2LE ) A ACTIREIXY )
=0 j=1
If we choose o > max |aii| Vv 3, then it is obvious that 1 —e™** + (a; + 2L3 5)A)A > 0
1€4
holds for any A > 0. Therefore, by the induction hypothesis (£1), we have

n—1
A BIXLP < EIXP 4+ ) e UTIA (L — e 4 (ay; + 2L7 0 A)A) Kype M2
1=0
+ ZZ (a;; + 2Lh(A A) A VA p e PIA
1=0 i#j
n—1 d 1A
+ ZZ (bij + 2Lh(A A)Ae VA [ pie= U504
=0 j=1
n—1
< E|Xg)* + Z(GQA — 1)K p; - o8
1=0

—_

n—

d
+ Z ((a;; + 2Lh(A A) + (b + QL%L(A)A)eﬁT)ijKleo‘Ae(O‘_ﬁ)m.
!

Il
o

J=1

where K| = KE||¢||.
Then if we choose the stepsize A > 0 sufficiently small such that 2Li( MA < e @5)
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yields

anA 012 02 al elo-fnd —1 an €A —1
e EIX, 7 < E|Xgl" + Kipi - (€77 — 1) ela—B)A _ 1 KipBpilAe (a—B)A _q
P2 al al 6( —Fim& 1
= E|X{|" + Kipi - (e*2 — 1 — fAe™?) - A 1
On the other hand, it is obvious that
e®® — 1= BAe™® = (1 — BA)e® —1 < e PR e 1 =¢lo=A (4.8)
Therefore, ' A
CmSEIXIP < BIXIP 4+ Kapy - (697 — 1)
= E|X(” — Kipi + Kyp; - €972 (4.9)
< Kyp; - el m8,
Thus,

E|XI? < Kyp; - e P2, (4.10)

Similar to almost sure exponential stability of -EM method, a standard procedure of
using Chebyshev inequality and Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma implies that

log | Xl _ B
nA  — 2

We complete the proof. [J

5 Examples

Now let us present two examples to interpret our theory.

Example 1 Consider a 2-D stochastic differential delay equation given by

do(t) = (~5a(t) — 2230) + 5oat) + ot — 7)) + 1oyl — (0)r
+ %xf(t)dBl (t)
dzo(t) = (%xl(t) — xo(t) + li()‘lxl(t —7(t)) + 1%)4:162(75 —7(t)))dt + \/gxg(t)ng(t)

(5.1)
for t > 0, where the initial value £(s) € C([—7,0],RY), 7(t) = 0.1(1 — |sin(t)|) < 7 = 0.1,
and B(-) = (By(+), Bo(-))" is a 2-D Brownian motion.

Obviously, (1)) is of the form ([I) with f(z,y) := (fi(z,y), fo(z,y))" € R? defined by

[T P S S SRS

T,Y) = ——=T] — =27 + =29 + — —

Y 501 T gt T g2 104?/1 104?/27
V38 1 1

fo(z,y) == @901 — T2+ 1—0491 + 1—0492

15



for x := (z1,25)" € R2,y := (y1,5)" € R?, and

20} 0
glz,y)=1| 2,
5

for 2 := (x1,25)" € Ry := (y1,4)" € R2. Clearly
2 4 8 2 2

21 /1@, y) + 91 (@,9) + gy (2,y) = =27 — guaal + e + Tomiy + g + o
< P oy + =
< 5000”1 T 2 T qgili + qgis

for any x,y € R? and

24/ 38 8 2 2
2ZL‘Qf2(ZL‘, y) + g%l ({L‘, y) + 932(x7 y) - mel‘z - 5 2 + 104x2y1 + 104x2y2
1, 399 1

< 5571~ g0 T ¥ T Tt

for any y € R?.

It is obvious that both f and g are locally Lipschitz continuous, and (2.8)) holds for K = 2.
Thus, there exists a unique global solution to equation (B.1I).

On the other hand, if we take

399 5 1 399 b 1 b 1 b 1 b 1
a = ——.Q = a = —. = —— = — = — = — = —
11 50007 12 s W21 567 22 50007 11 1047 12 1047 21 1047 22 1047
and choose € = % < % = %,pl 500, po = 1, we obtain that

gay1p1 + aj2pe + biipr + biape < 0
a91P1 + EagaPa + bayp1 + baopos < 0.

That is, ([Z7) holds with a;;, b;; satisfies (81) with given p; and e, which clearly implies
(29) for the same a;;,b;; and p;. Therefore, the trivial solution to (B.I) is exponentially
stable in mean square sense by Theorem 2.4l Moreover, it is easy to verify that (2.2) holds
for L = 1. Thus 6-EM method is well defined in this case if A < 1. Then mean square and
almost surely exponentially stable for the #-EM method for any fixed 6 € (%, 1] by Theorem
B.I Note that all assumptions in Theorem [£.4] hold. Then Theorem [4.4] implies that the
corresponding MTEM method of (5.1)) is also exponentially stable in mean square.

Meanwhile, we can find

2(x, f(z,9)) + llg(z, )|
_2$L’1f1< y) + 202 fo(w,y) + gl (2. y) + g (2, y) + g3 (2, y) + g (@, y) (5.2)
2 2/38 8, 2 2 2 2
= 5 1+ (e 695 + 5)$1$2 5% + 1—04x1y1 + 1—04901y2 + 1—049023/1 + 1—04xzy2.

16



We claim that (5.2)) could not be written as Khasminskii-type condition (L2)). Indeed, it
follows that

2(x, fz,y)) + lg(x,y)|I”

2, 238 8 8, 2 2 2 2
=T 5h + (m + 5)901@ e + Tortiyn + Toit1v2 + Tor b2 + Toi 2y
2, V3 4, . 1, 8, 1 A
SoEnt (@ + 5)(711371 + n—l%) BECRE 1—04(712551 + n—2y1) + 1—04(”31’1 + n_3y2>
1 1 1 1
+ 1—04(”4$§ + n—4?ﬁ) + 1—04(715$§ + n—59§)
1 1 8000 + 16+/38
= - 1—04(4000 — (16v/38 +8000)n; — ny — ng)a? — 1—04(16000 - 2—1 — Ny — n5) T3

11 1., 1,1 1.,
for any nq, ng, n3, ng, ns > 0.
However, if (I2]) holds for some C; > C5 > 0, then we must have

8000 + 16v/38

1
1—04 min {4000 — (16\/ 38 + 8000)n1 — ny — ng, 16000 — — Ny — n5} > ()
ny

(5.3)
for some nq,ny, n3, Ny, ns > 0.

Since there is no n; > 0 such that 4000 —(16y/38+8000)n; > 0 and 16000—%@ >0,
(52) can never be written in the form of Khasminskii-type conditions (L2]). However, we
can get mean square exponential stability of both the exact solution x(¢) and the -EM
method X, for any fixed 6 € (3,1] by Theorem 2.4 and Theorem Bl And X} is also almost
surely exponentially stable.

Example 2 Consider the following 2-D stochastic differential delay equation

dry (1) = (—%xl(t) + %xz(t) + %04901(15 — ) + %04;[2(75 o (1)))dt
" @xl(t)d& (t)

da(t) = (E/T?fxl(t) () + 1i04xl<t — ) + 1%4:52@ o (1))dt .
" @xz(t)de(t)

for t > 0, with initial value £(s) € C([—7,0],R?), where 7 = 0.1,0 € [-7,0], 7(t) =
0.1]sin(¢)| < 7.

Obviously, (4] is of the form [I) with f(z,y) := (fi(z,y), fo(z,y))" € R? defined by

4 1

fi(z,y) 2ot Syt T
x == - — —
1\, Y 51T ET2 104311 1O4y2’

V38 1 1
fox,y) = @1’1 — 9 + 1—04191 + 1—04192
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for x := (z1,25)" € R2,y := (y1,5)" € R?, and
V10
o)=L
0 5

for @ := (x1,25)" € R%,y := (y1,42)" € R% Similar to Example 1, it is easy to verify that

(Z70) holds for

399 1 399 1 1 1 1
ay = —m,au =2,a9; = g,am = —m, 11 = 1—04,512 = 1—04,521 = 1—04,522 = 1—047
and (BJ)) holds for e = 15, p1 = 500, po = 1. It is easy to see f satisfies (BI0). Therefore,

it follows that the #-EM method (it is well defined since f is global Lipschitz continuous in
this case) is mean square and almost surely exponentially stable for any fixed 0 < 6 < % by
Theorem B3]

Meanwhile, we can verify that (L2) does not hold in the same way as in Example 1.
However, we obtain that mean square exponential stability of both the exact solution z(t)

and the §-EM method X, for any fixed 0 < 6 < % by Theorem [2.4] and Theorem And
X, is also almost surely exponentially stable.
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