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This paper proposes an adaptive numerical method for stochastic delay differential equations (SDDEs)
with a non-global Lipschitz drift term and a non-constant delay, building upon the work of Wei Fang
and others. The method adapts the step size based on the growth of the drift term. Differing slightly
from the conventional Euler-Maruyama format, this paper addresses the estimation of the delay term
by substituting it with the numerically obtained solution closest to the left endpoint.This approach
overcomes the challenge of numerical nodes not falling within the nodes after subtracting the delay. The
paper proves the convergence of the numerical method for a class of non-global Lipschitz continuous
SDDEs under the assumption that the step size function satisfies certain conditions.
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1. Introduction

This paper considers an m-dimensional stochastic delay differential equation (SDDE) driven by a d-
dimensional Brownian motion:

{dX(t) = f(X(#),X(t—7(r)))dt +g(X (), X(t —1(2)))dW (), 1€ [t,T]

X(t)=Y(), teclto—1,t0] (1.1)

where 0 < 7(r) < 7 is a positive function dependent on time ¢.The drift coefficient f : R™ x R™ —
R™ and the diffusion coefficient g : R™ x R™ — R"™4 In the given complete probability space
(Q,7,P), % is afiltration satisfying the usual conditions.¥(¢), € [to — 7,1o] is a pre-determined initial
process.SDDE models play a crucial role in communication, finance,medical sciences,ecology and other
branches of industry and science (see,for example,[1][2][3][4][5]). Since SDDEs can hardly be solved
explicitly,numerical methods have become essential.

At the research of numerical methods for SDDEs, the study of adaptive methods is relatively
sparse. Building upon the work of W.Fang & M.B.Giles[6], our research extends the relevant adaptive
step size controllers to SDDEs. We demonstrate the stability and strong convergence of the numerical
method. In comparison to the fixed-step Euler-Maruyama method, this approach relaxes the coefficient
requirements to Khasminskii-type conditions, expanding its applicability.

2. Algorithm

The proposed adaptive Euler-Maruyama algorithm for 1.1 is as followed:

Xt,,H = Xt,l +f(Xt,17Yt,,—T(tn))hn + g(Xz,, 7Yt,,—‘c(tn))AWn
tnp1 =ty + Iy 2.1)
X, 2X, t £ supy
- n<t
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where h, £ h ()?tantn—r(tn)) and AW, & Wi,., — W,,.and there is fixed initial #) = O,)?, =Y¥(),ifr e

[to — 7,1p].We define the piece-wise constant interpolant process )?t,r(,) = Yzfr(z) .Then we can define
the continuous interpolant as

X =X +f (X\vakf(z)) (r—1)+g (}?L»Xzfr(z)) (W, —Ww,), (2.2)
This way, X, becomes the solution to the following SDDE:

d)/(\t:f(Xta t— T()>dt+g(X,, t— r())th f(Xta t— T())dt+g(xta t— 1())th (2.3)

2.1. Notation

3. Main result

3.1. Existence and uniqueness

The first point to clarify is that for the class of SDDEs we are considering,there exists a unique exact
solution.In this scenario,discussing numerical solutions becomes meaningful.Next, our assumptions
regarding the drift and diffusion terms ensure the existence and uniqueness of the exact solution.

Assumption 1 (Local Lipschitz condition).For each R > O,there exists a positive constant Lg such
that,for any x1,x,y € R™ with ||x{|| V ||x2|| V Iy1 || V |y2]| < R,

£ Cer,y1) = f (2, v2) [V lg(xr,y1) — g (2, y2) || < L ([Jx1 — x2f[ 4 [[y1 = y21]) - (3.1

Assumption 2 (Khasminskii-type condition).There exists constants o > 0, B > 0 such that,for any
x,y € R™,

1
(e 62 + S Gy P < allxl® + 1) + B (32)
From assumptions 1 and 2, we can infer that f satisfies the one-sided linear growth condition

(x, f(x,3) < o(flxl|* + Iyl1*) + B (3.3)

Due to the time delay term not being a constant, we also need to make some assumptions about
the time delay.Boundedness and non-negativity of 7(¢) are necessary for proving the existence and
uniqueness of solutions.

Assumption 3 The time delay function ©(t) satisfies 0 < ©(t) < T forall t € |1y, T].

Theorem 1 [f the SDDE 1.1 satisfies Assumption 1 and Assumption 2,and t(t) satisfies Assumption
3,then for any initial process ¥ € €,([—7,0];R™) has a unique global solution x(t).

Proof The proof for this is provided in Chapter 5, Section 2 of Mao’s book[7] [

The proof of Theorem 1 only requires mapping [tp, 7] to [0, 7] using 7(¢), and does not necessitate
the continuity of 7(¢).
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3.2. Stability

Theorem 2 (SDDE stability).If the SDDE satisfies the Assumption 1 and Assumption 2,and T(t)
satisfies Assumption 3,then for all p > 0,there exist a constant C, t depend only on p,T such that

E{ sup IIXIII”} <Cpr (3.4)

0<t<T

Proof This proof is givenin [

Lemma 1 Under the same Assumptions as in Theorem 2,for any real number R > ¥ (1y),define the
stopping time g := inf{t >ty : || X;|| > R}.Then for any p > 2,

P(gr <T) < % (3.5)

Proof From theorem 2,we can obtain that
Cor 2K [P uxm’} > E[[[Xrnarl|”] 2 B [[Xraoe| Tigezr)] = R7P (6 < T)
<t<

which implies 3.5 [

Next, we will present the adaptive step size control scheme, which forms the core of our proof.

Assumption 4 (Timestep function).The step function h : R™ x R™ — RY is continuous and stictly
positive,and there exist constants o, > 0 such that for all x € R™, h satisfies the inequality

a ([lx[* + [Iyl*) + B
I1f e )17 +1

h(x,y) < (3.6)

Noting that if another step function A% (x,y) is smaller than h(x,y),then /% (x,y) also satisfies the
Assumption 4.Later,we will use 8 to control the step function and make it approach 0 as § tends to 0.

Theorem 3 (Finite time stability).If the SDDE 1.1 satisfies Assumption 1 and Assumption 2,and time
delay t(t) satisfies Assumption 3,and the step function h satisfies Assumption 4,then T is almost surely
attainable (i.e..for ® € Q,P(IN(®) < oos.t.ty(p) > T) = 1) and for all p > 0O there exists a constant
Cp,r which depends solely on p,T and the constants o, B in Assumption 3,such that

E[ sup ||IX;[[”] < Cpr
0<t<T

Proof The proof is givenin 4.1 [
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Lemma 2 Under the same Assumptions as in Theorem 3 for any real number R > Y(1y),define the
stopping time Ng := inf{r > to : || X;|| > R}.Then for any p > 2,

P(ng <T) < % (3.7)

Proof From theorem 2,we can obtain that
Cpor 2E [ sup |)?,||P] > B[ Xranel”| 2 B [ |1ranell"Lnesr) | 2 RPP (02 < T)
0<r<T

which implies 3.7 O

3.3. Strong convergence

When considering the strong convergence of an approximation,the standard practice is to let a fixed step
size approach 0 to examine the error.However, when dealing with adaptive step sizes,some adjustments
need to be made.As mentioned after Assumption 4,we will use & to control the step function and then
consider the error as 6 — 0.

Assumption 5 The timestep function h®(0 < 8 < 1) satisfies the inequality
n%(x,y) = 6 min(1,h(x,y)) (3.8)

Assumption 6 T(t) is a piecewise right-continuous function, and the discontinuity points are finite,let
€1,€2,...,Cy be the discontinuity points.

Assumption 7  Let ¢ (x) = min{cy > x : ¢ is the discontinuity point of ©(t) }.In order to overcome the
challenges posed by discontinuities, we introduce a new modified step-size scheme.

(3.9)

5 hay if hy <c(ty)—ty
"l el) —te, if hy>c(ty)—t,

where t,1 1 =t,+ fzn.

Theorem 4 (Strong convergence).If the SDDE 1.1 satisfies Assumption 1 and Assumption 2,and t(t)
satisfies Assumption 3,and the step function h® satisfies Assumption 5 with h satisfies Assumption 4,then
for all p > 0 and new steps satisfies Assumption 7,

lim E[ sup ||X; —X||”] =0
6—=0" o<i<T
Proof This proof is givenin4.2 [

We need to introduce new assumptions on f , g and 7(¢) to establish the convergence order of this
numerical method.
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Assumption 8 There exists a constant o0 > 0 such that for all x,y € R™, f satisfies the one-side
Lipschitz condition

1
(rr =22, fl, ) = f2,32)) < S a(lla — x|+ [ly1 =201 (3.10)
and g satisfies the Lipschitz condition
21 2 2
lgGrisy1) =802, y2) I < Felber = 221" + [yt = y2[1%) (3.11)

Moreover, we also require that f satisfies that for some constants Y, lL,q > 0
17 Cery) = f G2, y2) [ < (Vb 19+ ez 17+ llya 1 4+ 2 l) + ) (e = x2ll 4+ llyr =320 (3.12)

Assumption 9 If t(¢) satisfies Assumption 3,and, furthermore, on each continuous segment, T is a
Lipschitz continuous function,which means there exist a constant C,such that for any t,s € [to,T|:

|7(1) = 2(s)] < Clt ] (3.13)
The lemmas needed for the proof of the theorem are presented here.
Lemma 3 Define /" (la,b;R?) : the family of processes {f(t)}a<i<p in L7 ([a,b];R?) such that
Efab |f(t)|Pdt < oo.Let p>2,g € #*([a,b];RT*™),satisfies
T
E [ llg(s)lrds <o
then

s [ istam] < (220 15 [ goppas

Proof The proof for this is provided in Chapter 1, Section 7 of Mao’s book[7]. [

Theorem 5 (Strong convergence order).If the SDDE 1.1 satisfies Assumption 8,and the delay function
T(t) satisfies Assumption 9,and the step function h® satisfies Assumption 5 with h satisfies Assumption
4,then for all p > 0 there exists a constant C,, 7 such that

E[ sup ||X; —X;|”] < Cpr8”/?
0<i<T
Proof This proof is given in 4.3. [

The following conclusion provides an estimate of the number of steps.In the following context, we
will only consider the case where

e+ ) +8
")) = )P

For this situation, we can prove that the lower bound of 4(x,y) can be controlled by a rational function.
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Lemma 4 (Lower bound of step function).If f satisfies Assumption 8, then there exist r > 0 and k > 0
such that

1 1

h -
©)) 2 T+

(3.14)

Proof This proof is givenin 4.4 [J

Using lemma 4, we can demonstrate that the expected number of timesteps per path increases
linearly with T within the finite time interval [0,7], which is the same as in the case of uniform
timesteps.

Theorem 6 (Number of steps).If the SDDE 1.1 satisfies Assumption 8 and h® satisfies Assumption 5
with h satisfies Assumption 4,then for all T > 0 and p > O,there exists a constant ¢, 7 such that

E[(N,—m)P] <c,7677 (3.15)

Proof This proof is givenin4.4 [

4. Proof

4.1. Theorem 3
Proof

XK =P (XK+f(XtK, X >)h +g(X,§,XtK,T< ))AWn)

where P (Y) £ min(1, K/||Y||)YX Xt ,SO ‘

vK
Xivir

< K,and the continuous approximation is

)?IK =P ()?LK +f (XtKvXtK (¢ )) (1—1)+g (XtKvxtK ot )) (Wf 7WL)>
Since A(x) is continuous and strictly positive,it follows that

mlnh (X XK x,y) >0

> inf
ta— r(th) —||x||vlﬁlyHSK (

This strictly positive lower bound for the step function implies that T is attainable.
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For convenience,we define W(x,y) = x+h(x,y) f(x,y),since Px(Y) £ min(1,K/||Y||)Y ,then
‘ n <th,f (XIK,th_T( )) > —|—h,21 (XzK7th—r (tn) ) H

+2(9 (REXE ) o8 (REXE ) ) AW + g (RE X)) AW,

By Assumption 2,
~r |12 -~
AR

|
+2<¢ (Xt’n( len( (s )) '8 ()?tln( th:fr( )) AW"> + Hg (thn( thff( ))

Jx (I
Jr2<)?5K+f<XfK’XtKT< )) (r=1).8 (XtK’XzKr( )) (W, —Wt,)>
+ Hg (XtKvxtK (t )) (Wl _WL) ’2
n—1 P
(Z <’ o )hm—(‘: ) )(t—t)>+3Bt
k=0
+21i;< 0 (R i) o (R H ) W) *nil Jo (R 5 ) 2]
+2 <)?;K+f ()?sz’ir@) (t—1).8 (}?LK,XL’;(Q) (W, —WL)>

+”g( to £—T(£)> (W, — W) ‘2

Define X ) = ,K < ),and by the Jensen’s inequality, we can obtain,

H)’QKHPSSP/Zfl {”XO|p+(3a/(:]|)2f(||2ds>p/2+ (3(1/0‘[‘2!(1-(‘0
‘ / (REXE ) (REXE () aw,) "
-1 ) p/2
() o]

+ ‘2<X’,K+f (X,K,X,K o )) (t—1),8 (XtK7XtKT( )) (Wi _Wz)>‘p/2

'}

XK2

Tnt1

XK

Int1

2
> hy +3Bh,

Similarly,
2 ‘ ~

2
)(t—t)+3B(t—t)

Obtained by recursion,

%

tk Tt/\

p/2
ds> + (3B1)P/?

* Hg (XZK’)?ZIET(z)) (W, —W;)
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Forany 0 <t < T,
E[sup

0<s<t

-~ p
xKH } <82 Nl 4 b+ 1+ 1 +15)

2 p/2
[
p/2]

Where,

+E

= [Xo||” + E +(3B0)"?,

Loy \P/2 )~
(:m [ 1) ds> <3a [
JO 0
b Oi‘;zt 2 [ (0 (RERE ) o (R R ) )

n—1 2 p/2
B8 (I e (KR J o)

2<}_(SK +f (Yf,j(vﬁr(so (s—s5),8 (ijs[ir(s)) (W — WS)>‘p/2} ;

Iy =FE | sup
LO<s<t

Is=E| sup g(f{f,}i’ir(x))(Ws—Ws) p].

LO<s<t
Noticing that for any u € [0, s] ,)?;idw = )?1£1<u), —17 <u—1t(u) < s. By Jensen’s inequality,
! =P ! P
1 <[ Xo||"+ (B - su s+ su s
L < |[Xo||” + Ba)?2TP2V [ [ E| sup |IXK|"|a E| sup |[XX || 4
0 0<u<s 0 0<u<s
+G3pT)""?
! N P t ~ p
< || Xol|” + (30)P/2TP/>! (/ E[ sup || XK ]der/ E { sup ||XK }ds
0 0<u<s 0 0<u<s

+7E| s ||w<s>||p]) + (3T

—7<5<0
]mm[ sup ||w<s>|PD
—7<5<0

0<u<s

< [|Xol|” + (300)P/2TP/>~! (z/tn«: { sup
0
+(3T)P?
For I, by Assumption 2,
_ ~ 2
o () [ =20 . (58 R ) 2 5 1 (55 25|
2
< R+ 3n ) (o (5 ) +8)

2
<( +3BT

u—1(u)
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By Jensen’s inequality,

Uu— T

—7(u)

p/z) +ﬁ”/4>

o (%% XK )H”/ < 30/4- 1((1+30¢T A |RK |17 + Bar)r || X / +(3BT)P/4>

Due to the linear growth condition,

Hg (X,f,f,f_f(@) Hp/z < 3p/4-1 (ap/4 <||XL{<HP/2

By the norm inequality,

7(u)

_ _ p/2 _ P
H¢ (R ) 8 (R R >H <epr (I + £ [ +1)
By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, there exists a constant C,, such that
! /4
L < szp/ZE[(/o H¢ (XIJK’XI,{iT(M)) 8 (XK Xf T(u H du)
‘ o p/2
< CPZP/ZTP/“ilE / H¢ (leaxf—‘r(u)> 8 (XK Xf T(u )) du
0
. o
< c,,7TC,,2p/2T‘”/4*1 (2/ E { sup ||XX ! ds—i—TE[ sup ||w(s )||p} +T>
0 0<u<s ] —7<s<0

For I3,noting that there exists a constant C,, depending only on p, such that for any #; < <y,

E l sup HVVM_VVI/(HP ‘ ‘%k :Cp(s_g)p/z
73

 <u<s

Therefore,

n—1 2 p/2
L=E (Z Hg(le,XlIk( ”k)AWk‘ )

n—1 p/2
—E (thHg(X,kX,f”k)AWkH hk>

< P2 1R

n—1 p
K 3K AW
kg(,)thg (thath (1) )H hz/z

SERIN T ]

[l i+l ) o[

§(3T)17/271CPE [/tap/z (HYSKHP K“> P)_,_ﬁp/zds}
0

<TPP e B
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Therefore,

t
L< (3T)P/2—1cpa1’/2/

E[sup
0

0<u<s

"Jas

t
—|—(3T)”/216p(x”/2/ﬂ4]{ sup HXpr] ds—|—(3T)”/27101,Tﬁ”/2
0

—T<u<s
t -~
2(3T)”/2flcpa”/2/ E { sup ||XX p} ds
JO 0<u<s
t
+ (e e,ar ['B] s [l |ds+ (T rpr)
0 —1t<u<0

For I, due to the formal consistency, the treatment method is essentially the same as />, and a similar
estimation can be applied. The estimation technique for I5 is similar to /3. Combining all the discussions,

we can conclude that,there exist constants Cp T Cp -such that
} ds

‘ } <C1T+C1,T/ [Oiug
Uss

By Gronwall’s inequality, we can obtain,

]E{sup

0<s<t

=illP 2
E [ sup HX{(H } < C11,7Tng,rT £ Cpr <o

0<s<T

By Markov’s inequality, we can obtain,

~ 12
]P’(sup X; <K>P(sup )ZlE[sup s }/Kzﬁl
0<i<T 0<i<T 0<s<T
Therefore, SUPg<;<7 ’ )?, is almost everywhere finite, and 7T is attainable,and

lim sup

X,
K%"°O<t<T

= sup
0<t<T

By the Monotone Convergence Theorem,

X

P
}—limE[sup

K=o Jo<i<T

p
E { sup } <Cpr
0<t<T
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4.2. Theorem 4

Proof Let ¢; = X; — X;,Eg = ¢ Anpg.for any p > 2 and € > 0,we can choose sufficiently large ¢ > p and
any i > 0,by Holder’s inequality,we can obtain that

E[ sup ||ez||"} E[ sup ||ez||”1{e;k<n} +E[ sup ||ez|P1{gR>T}}
0<t<T 0<t<T

0<t<T

hp 4
SE[ sup ||ez||‘f] P<6R<T>+E[ sup " I{W}]
q 0<t<T hq Pq

From theorem 2 and theorem 3,we can obtain that E [supy<,<r [le/[|?] is bounded,so we can choose
sufficiently small 4 > 0 such that

h
Py { sup |e,||q} <

€
q lo<i<t 3

Obtained from lemma 1 and lemma 2,

- - —p2C
e <)< L (Pgr<T)+Pe<T) < I 22T
hi-—rgq hargq hargq R

In the case of a fixed &, we can choose a sufficiently large R such that ~452 215,7 is less than £.

h‘I*l’q

Since . ~
dX; :f(Xt,Xt ot )) dt+g (Xt, —(r )) dw;
‘We can obtain that

de; = (f (Xtv)?t—f(t)) -f (Xtvxt—r(t))) dr+ (8 (Xta)?t—r(t)) -8 (XlaXt—T(t))) aw;

Note that e; = 0 for t € [—7,0], by Itd’s formula, we obtain that

||et/\-§RH < 2/ (es, f XYaXS (s )) _f(stXsz(s))>dS

tAER
“

+2 /OMR <eS7 (g (meivfm)) —8 (stnyf@)) dM>

By Assumption 1, we can obtain that

XX s >> —8(XS7Xs—r<s))H2ds

(e (%X, at9) =/ (% Xset) ) < Lallesll (1% =X, + X

s—1(s) — X

)

—r(s) — Xs—1(s)

)

< Lellesl (lesll + flese(o|

)f(vsfr(s) - 5(\5'71(5')

and
_ o~ _ 2 ~
”g (Xthfr(s)) —& (XS7XS7’C<S)) H2 <2Lg (”XS _XSH + ’ X;

)
)

<4Lg (Iesll2 +|es—r(s)|

S(\sfr(s) - Xvsfr(s) )
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Therefore

)ds
2) ds

~ ~

Xs—‘r(s) - Xs—r(s)

Xs —Xs|| + ’ Xs—r(s) _Xsfr(s)

tAER
el <22 [ el (el + llescto | + |

AR

+4LR/0 <||esz+|yes_f(s)||2+]

tAER _ o~

+2/0 <e.5'7 <g (XsaXs—r(s)> -8 (XS7Xs—T(s))) dVVs>
INEg ) NER ) tAER

SSLR/(‘) He‘|| dS+5LR/ ||es—r(s)|| dS+5LR/O ’

t
0
tAER
451, /
0

5(\3—1(3) - Xs—‘c(s)

2
+

X\s 7)?.3'

2
ds

~

% x| ds+ 2/OM§R <es, (g (Xs,)?rrm) —g (XS,XH(S))) dWS>

By the Jensen’s inequality,

t/\&R t/\‘l::R
lemell” < (5T)72 1 (8L2)2 [ ol ds+(ST)2 (SLa)2 [ ey | ds

tAER | -

+(5T)P/27](5LR)17/2/ ' Xs—a(s) = Xs—1(s) pds
0
INGR ||~

+(5T)P/2’1(5LR)1’/2/ R‘XS—XS " ds
0

4 5P/2-190/2 _/OMR (e (8 (ReEey) 8 (X0 Xriy) ) W) 77

Taking expectations on both sides,

E P <(5T)P/>~1(8L)P/? W:RE Plg

sup |lesng,||”| <(5T) (8Lg) sup |le,||” | ds
0<s<t 0 0<u<s

Z‘/\gR M

+(5T)1’/2_1(5LR)1’/2/ E| sup Heu_r(u)Hp} ds

0 LO<u<s

tANER p} Js

—&—(ST)”/Z’I(SLR)”/Z/ E
JO

X\s _Xs

tANER
E

+ (ST)”/Z_I(SLR)"/Z/O

4 5P/2-1p/2 sup /OSAgR <€u, (g (XM’XM—T(MO -8 (X”’X”_T(“))) qu>

0<s<t

F/Z]
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By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, there exists a constant C,, such that

s - /2
s [ e (o) 05 )|
<G | ([ e o (%% o) e () ) "

< C,T"/* 1 2Lg)"*E

s—1(s) Xxfr(x)

tA\ER _ . 2/’/4
/ ||es|f’/2(||xs—xs||2+\x ) ds]

)

tAER _ .
<GTM 2Ly 2R [ [ e (nxs X £~ Xag

_ ~ P
2 les||” + [1Xs — X, 1’+’x_ — X,

< C, 17 (L) E /ng eI~ X ) Tl

0
4-1 /4 Sk -2 -2 P

< C, TP (2Lg)” ]E/O (142772) [lesll” +277[Jes—e(s) || ds
tNE ~ ~

—|—Cpr/471(2LR)p/4E |:/ R2p72 o — 2P Z)XX ‘L’()_XYT(Y))pdS]
0

From e¢; = 0 for s € [—7,0] and u — 7(u) € [—1,s] for u € [0, s],we can obtain that

tA\ER tACR
/ E { sup Heu (u H ]ds S/ E { sup ||eu||p] ds
0 0<u<s 0 0<u<s

For any s € [0,z A E,R],)?S X =f ()?E,Xk,(i)) (s—s)+g ()?Q,XQ,T@) (W, — W;),we can obtain from
Jensen’s inequality and Holder’s inequality that

’ H o p] = (E {Hf ()?S’Ysr(sonp} E[(S—S)ZPDI/Z
2 (o e )] 2 1w )

o~ 2p —~ 2p
By Theorem 3 and Assumption 1, we can conclude thatE {Hf (XQ,XkT(g)) H ] and E [Hg (XS,XQ,T@O H }

are uniformly bounded on [0, A Eg].moreover,
E[(s—5)*] < 8% < &7
From the known result,

E (|| =E [E[|[w,— | | 7] | <87

So, there exists a constant Cp, 7, [

} Cp T6p/2 Noting that XS o(s) = XS—T(§)7 Xs—f(s) -

Xxfr(x) = }_(sfr(x) — ng‘:(g) = Xs—r( )~ XT (s)» et 1, = S—’L'(S), Iy, = s—7(s).Due to the right
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continuity of 7(r),we have

11, =ty | = | (s = 7(5) =5 = 7(s) + (s — 7(8)) — (s — 7(9)))
+((s=7(s) = (s = 7(s)) + (s = 7(s)) = (s = 7(s)))
+((s—1(s)) = (s —2(s)))

<48+ |t(s) — t(s) |[< CS

tk2
X, X, f/ (%)t [ (%% ) @1
1
From Holder’s inequality and Cauchy inequality,
p p
~ ~ |IP -1 -1 Tky _ o~
’ ka2 _ka, <2 / f <Xt7 t—1(t )) dr|| +2 / 8 (Xtaxz—r(t)) aw;
tkl tkl

p

—1 p—1 Ty
<2 (=) [

tkl

(%% o) || ar+27!

/t (Xt, i r()>th

ky

So,

~

th2 - thl

dl ]

<2ty — 1) {/ wf(Xh et )H}dﬁ+2p1E

/tt g(Xu - r())sz

ky

p]
By Lemma 3, it can be deduced that

Tt P
/t 8<Xz, - r())dVVt

k1

—1 p P 1
<(P5) Gan) e

tkl

E

(55

_ o~ P
By Theorem 3 and Assumption 1 and #, V#, < Eg,we can conclude that,E [H f (XI,X,,TO)) H } and

_ o~ P
E {H g (XI,X,_T(,)) H ] are uniformly bounded,denoting as ¢,

NP
p} <27 Ve, |ty — 1 "+ (p(pzl)) cp [t =ty |%

SQH%—%ﬁ

So, there exists a constant C,, 7, H s—1(s) f)?s_f(s)

| <cpr8t.
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In summary,there exist a constant C,, 7,such that

AR
E [ sup ||eMé:R||p] < C,,7T/ E [ sup ||eup} ds+C, 18"
0<s<t 0

0<u<s

<Cpr /tE [ sup ||€MA§RHP} ds+Cp’T5P/2
0 0<u<s

From Gronwall inequality,we can obtain that
E| sup |le]P1 <E| sup [lengl”| <C 872
P llell” > | = P {len&ll | =CpT
0<t<T 0<t<T

We can choose sufficiently small 6 such that

€
E| sup |le]”I <=
el T | <5

In summary,E [supo,7 [|e;[|”] < € which implies the conclusion. [J

4.3. Theorem 5
Proof Noting that ¢, = 0 for ¢ € [—7,0], by [t0’s formula, we obtain that

1 ~ ~
el <2 [ fewf (ReReaty) = F (XX, ) ) ds

2 / enf (BZiay) —F (ReZiqy) Vs

2
XS,XY (s )—g(Xmefr(s))H ds

+2/ esv X Xz (s)) —8 (Xva—m))) dWs>

By Assumption 8, we can obtain that

X\sf’c(s) - XS*T(S)

)

<es,f (}?s,)?s,,(s)) —f(Xs,XS,T(s))> < %a <‘ -
= 5 (lled* +lles-eto )

By Assumption 8, we can obtain that

o 1 /s .
”g (XthfT(s)) —& (XSaXsf‘C(s)) Hz < Ea (|XY _XXH + ‘ Xsfr(s) _Xsf’c(s)

2

<ot (leslP+ e ) + o[£ -
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By Assumption 5, we can obtain that

)

- )?sf‘r(s)

X\s—r(s) - )?s—f(s)

;
)

var(s) - )?sfr(s)

where L (x1,y1,%2,2) £ ¥ (|lx1 |7+ P2 |7+ [yt |7 + [|y2]|?) +  Therefore

3
el < / (el + w09 ) s
A ~ _ 2
(|es|| FL(RE o o)
+/( lecll + lev—o )

+2/0 <" (g (X“’?s—rm) -8 (XY,XS_T(S))) dWS>
< (2a+1)/0t||es||2ds+2a/0tHeS_T(S)szs_i_a/Ot‘)?

2
>ds

2
ds

~

s—1(s) _XS—T(S)

2

> ds

| <e (g (wasfusJ) —8 (XS’XS*W)) dW">
!

)

Ko —t(s) —Xsa(s) )

-~

X — X s—1(s) = j(vsfr(s)

2 _
+)X

t ~ _ o~ 2
+2 0 L(stxsfr(s)aXSava‘c(s)) <‘

t
+ o
0

2

~ —~

Xs—’c(s) - Xs—‘r(s)

2
)ds

ds

¢ TR
§(4a+1)/ les|Pds+a [ ||%—
0 0

~ —

t ~ ~ _ o~ 2
+2 0 L(Xstf‘c(s)aXSaXsf‘L'(s)) (‘

+ 2/(: <es, (g (Xs,)?s,m)) —g (XS,XS,T(S))) dWS>
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By the Jensen’s inequality,

t
led]” < (47)72 e+ 1) [ e ds
0

p/2 »

ds

t . . 2 L
+(4T)p/271/0 (2L (XS,XS,T@), sanr(x)) —I-Ot) Xs — X5

|
p/2

t PN ~ 2 _
+(4T)p/271/0 (2L (XSava‘L'(S% s;pr(s)) —|—O£) ”Xsfr(s)

— X, q(o)IPds+4P/>7 120/ | /0 l <em (g (Xs,)?sws)) —g (XsaXH@))) dWs> [P/

Taking expectations on both sides,

t

E { sup |es||”] §(4T)”/2_1(4a+1)”/2/ E [ sup |eu|”} ds
0<s<t 0 0<u<s

R p/2‘

(ZL (Xst—r<s> ’XSXHW)Z M a)

t

+ (4T)P/H/ E
0

°t

+(4T)P/>! / E
0

(ZL (%% <o) 'SXH<S>)2 * a)

p
]ds

+4P/2712P2F | sup

0<s<t

/os <e”’ <g (X“juww) -8 (Xu,XH(,,))) qu>

P/Z]

By Holder’s inequality,

~ o~ _ o~ 2 P
By Theorem 3, it can be deduced that E KZL (XS,XS,T(S),XS,XS,T(S)) + Oc) } is uniformly bounded
on [0,7T].
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By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, there exists a constant C,, such that
s - p/2
/0 <eu7 (g( uaXu—r(u)) -8 (XLHXM—T(M))) qu>

<GE [( [ et s (%% 0) — 8 (%X, ) H%)”/ 4

ot
< C, TP/ /0 lles||P/? (||XS—XS|2+‘

E | sup

0<s<t

E

Xsfr(s) - Xsf’c(s)

p/4 B t _ ’
28 [ el (1%, - X072+

)
)
p/4 szes”pJFHXv*Xv”p+
e ‘
0
)

'
)

<C,rr/*!

jEs—r(s) - Xs—T(s)

p

Xvs—r(s) - Xs—‘L'(s)

5 ds

p/4 ! | e o
E[/ (142771 |[ey|” 427~ ‘XS—XS
0

1=

1
| s led?] <chr [ sup el as

0<s<t 0<u<s
f 2p 1/2
“Gr ) (=l -2[]) "+ (=]
27\ /2
]) ds

+ (E |:’ )?S—T(s) _XS—T(S)
For any s € [0,T],X, — X, = f ()?Q,XQ_T@) (s—s)+g ()?yX;—r(g)) (W, —Wj),we can obtain from
Jensen’s inequality and Holder’s inequality that

e [Je-8 ] <t (=l (Botes)|*]ml-01)
e (oo (5o ] 1w ])

~ . 4 ~ 4
By Theorem 3 and Assumption 8, we can conclude thatE U ’ f (X&ka (§)> H P ] and E {H g (Xg, X . (2)) H p}
are uniformly bounded on [0, T].moreover,

p+2l’—2’

p
ds}

1/2
2p
]) Jhence, there exist constants C};.T and C127 7 such

Xvs—f(s) - Xs—r(s)

Noting that E H
that

)/ES*XS’

)/ES*XS‘

X *Xs XS—T(S) 7X5—T(5>

)

)/(\S 7X\‘

E[(s— )] < 6% < 6%
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From the known result,

B [ e ) = [ [ w71 2] <57

So, there exists a constant Cp 7E { A‘ —

2p ~ _ _
s :l < C[377T5p Noticing that Xt—T(r) = X£_T(£), Xs—r(s) —

XVS_T(S) = XS—T(S) — Xg—‘c(g) XS (s) 75(;_1(2),16t Iy =8 — T(Q), Iy =85 — T(S),SO we have

|ty =t | = | (s —7(s) —s —7(s)) +

+((s—7(s)) — (s — 7(s)
+((s—=1(s)) = (s —7(s)))]
<45 -+]2(s) — 7(5) | < €6
X, — X, = /rkz f(XhXt T())dt+ -rkzg(;z,jH(,))dW, 4.2)

From Holder’s inequality and Cauchy inequality,

2p 2p
~ ~ 2p L
‘th X, §22p—1 / f(Xt, e r())dt 422071 /28<Xt> t— r()) aw;
2 1 t Iy
2p
2y 2p—1 [T 2p-1
<2 (4 1) 7 (% Zea) || 2| [ (%K) aw
Ty Ty

-~

So,
thZ - th

~ 2p
e[, %"
<2271 (tkz—tk,)zp 1/ [Hf(Xn i T([))HZ[):| dr+22P-1|

By Lemma 3, it can be deduced that

2p

/ttk 8<Xt, - r())dVVt

k1

2p
tk2
E / .%o )dW,
" g( 18— r()) t
2p(2p—1)\? _ Ik o~ 2p
< M (tsztkl)p IE/ : g(X“Xt—T(f))H dt
2 ey

_ o~ 2p o~ 2p
By Theorem 3 and Assumption 8, we can conclude that,E [Hf (Xt,X,,T(,O H } and E [Hg <Xz,X;4(;)) H ]

are uniformly bounded,denoting as ¢,

2p _ 2 2p(2p—1)\’
]EU ] <2 lcp|tkz_tk1’ p+(()> cl’|tkz_tkl"7

thz _thl

2

<Cpr |tk2 — Iy |p
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So, there exists a constant Cp K “)er(x) — )?S,T(S)

2p
} < Cj 6.

In the case of E “

2p
s—(s) — Xs—1(s) } , a similar estimation can also be applied.

In conclusion

t
| s lel?] <chr [[B| sup | ds+ Gt (/4[5
0<s<t T Jo 0 Lo<u<s ' ’ '

From Gronwall-type inequality,

]E{ sup

0<t<T

P cl,T
] <CaT (\/Cor+1/Chr) i 67
0

4.4. Theorem 6

Proof of lemma 4:

Proof Tt can obtain from the Assumption 8 that

17 G < A1LFC0, 001+ 71 ([Pl + (1117 + 1) Cllell =+ 11y

by taking (x1,y1) = (x,y) and (x2,y2) = (0,0),where y; = Y+ p From Holder’s inequality

. 7< g+l q+1
Il Iyl HH o+
. q< q+1 q+1
Il < — e+
g+l _4q
ol < =l +
NE i LS
q+1 q+1

Then we can obtain that
£l < 7 (el + 147 +1)

where 1 = || £(0,0)|| + 3.We take ¢ = 35 + 1,by Cauchy inequality
||f(x,y)\|2 +1 <c (||x||2q+2 + ||yH2q+2 + 1)

= @ - % ) (el 131179 4 1) (e (el + 1) + B)

Letk=c ( 3) ,F = 2g,then we can obtain that

L Ge)IZ 1< ke (o (0l +[1911) +B) (el + [Iyll"+ 1)
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Therefore, ) )
by = S+ 1 1
’ [fCeP+1 = Kl +I[y[Ir+1

O
Proof of theorem 6:

Proof Partition the sequence {fzn} into two groups.The first group consists of those steps that are not
taken as h,, denoted as {fz,i}, and the second group comprises those steps taken as h,, denoted as
{ﬁ%}.The number of elements in the first group is evidently not exceeding the number of discontinuity
points, denoted as m, in 7(z).The number of elements in the second group is denoted as k, with subscripts
sequentially labeled as n;. Noticing that

k k hi’l] T dt

hy,
N<m+) —~=m+ Pa— <m+ | —————~
1; hn, 1:21 Ko (X,nl b4 ) 0 p? (Xt,xt,r(,>)

’ ’”1*7(’"1)
T < r
g/o k(1% +|

From Jensen’s inequality

Xzfr(z)

r 1
+2) 6 dt+m

E[(N, —m)?] < T”*Ik”6*”/OTE [(\|X,||’+‘ r+2)”] di

j(vt—r(t)

It can be derived from Theorem 3 that [, E KHXt "+ '
constant ¢, 7 such that

r p
+ 2) ] dt is bounded,so there exist a

)?t—r(t)

E[(N, —m)?) < cp78 P
O

5. Numerical experiment

In this section, a numerical example is given to show the convergence rate obtained in the previous
section. In this example, we consider the scalar SDEPCA

X (1) = (=X3(e) + X (1)) dr + (X () + X ([1])) aW (¢) 5.1)

on t > 0 with the initial value xo = 1. Here: f(x,y) = —x° +y, g(x,y) = x+y, and 7(t) =t — [t]. By
calculation, we obtain that

1 1 3
(e f)) + 51807 = =2+ 5 (2 437) + 200 < 5 (2 +7) (52)
Therefore, it is sufficient to take ) )
3 +
oy < 20T+ DIP)
201 £ G, y) |1 42

We generate 1000 different Brownian paths. Let T = 2, Fig.l depicts p-th moment errors

= P
E [HXT —Xr H ] as a function of the step size in log-log plot, where we use the numerical solutions



22

MS error

AUTHOR NAME ET AL.

| -1
10" —#— adaptive Euler method (4 10 —#— adaptive Fuler meihod
--------- reference line with siope =1 ssesssseireference line with siope =1 |
reference line with siope =2 |

referenceline with slope =2 |

MS error

102 103 10? 10%
Number of timesteps Number of timesteps

FIG. 1. Log-log plot of errors (left: p=2;right: p=4)

produced by Euler and Milstein methods with step sizes 274,273,276 277 278 The simulation using
the tamed-Milstein scheme with step size 273 is regarded as the “true solution”. It can be seen from
Fig.1 that the convergence order of the adaptive Euler method is around %
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