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Abstract

This paper is concerned with long-time strong approximations of SDEs with non-globally
Lipschitz coefficients. Under certain non-globally Lipschitz conditions, a long-time version of
fundamental strong convergence theorem is established for general one-step time discretiza-
tion schemes. With the aid of the fundamental strong convergence theorem, we prove the
expected strong convergence rate over infinite time for two types of schemes such as the
backward Euler method and the projected Euler method in non-globally Lipschitz settings.
Numerical examples are finally reported to confirm our findings.
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1 Introduction

Stochastic differential equations (SDEs) find prominent applications in engineering, physics, chem-
istry, finance and many other branches of science. Nevertheless, nonlinear SDEs rarely have
closed-form solution available and one often resorts to their numerical approximations. To nu-
merically study SDEs, the globally Lipschitz conditions are imposed on the coefficient functions
of SDEs [21,|32]. Under the restrictive assumptions, fundamental mean-square convergence theo-
rems were established for one-step approximation schemes of SDEs on the finite time horizon [32]
and the infinite time horizon [22]. However, the coefficients of most nonlinear SDEs from appli-
cations violate the traditional but restrictive assumptions. What happens when the commonly
used schemes in the global Lipschitz settings are applied to SDEs with non-globally Lipschitz
coefficients? As asserted by [15], the most popular Euler-Maruyama method produces divergent
numerical approximations when used to solve SDEs with super-linearly growing coefficients over
finite interval [0, T]. In the literature, a large amount of attention has been attracted to construct
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and analyze convergent numerical approximations of SDEs with super-linearly growing coefficients,
see, e.g., [113,8H11}13,/14}/16,/17,[19,20,27-29}33,35,:39-42]. Indeed, a majority of existing works are
devoted to developing and analyzing schemes for strong approximations of SDEs with non-globally
Lipschitz conditions over the finite time interval [0,7]. In the strong convergence analysis over
the finite time interval [0, T, a powerful tool is the fundamental strong convergence theorem due
to [32] in the globally Lipschitz setting and its counterpart in a non-globally Lipschitz setting [39].

However, the long-time approximations of SDEs also plays an important role in many scien-
tific areas such as high-dimensional sampling, Bayesian inference, statistical physics and machine
learning [7},/12,36,/43]. In the last decades, there are some important works devoted to long-time
approximations of SDEs with globally Lipschitz continuous coefficients, see, e.g., [31,37,138] and
references therein. More recently, some researchers examined long-time approximations of SDEs
in non-globally Lipschitz setting [4-6,[8}22(-25],30,34], to just mention a few.

To the best of our knowledge, the fundamental strong convergence theorem for long-time ap-
proximations of SDEs with non-globally Lipschitz continuous coefficients is still absent in the
literature. In this paper, we attempt to fill the gap by establishing a long-time version of fun-
damental strong convergence theorem for general one-step time discretization schemes applied to
SDEs with non-globally Lipschitz coefficients (Theorem . As applications of the fundamental
strong convergence theorem, we prove the expected strong convergence rate of order % over infinite
time for two types of time-stepping schemes such as the backward FEuler method and the projected
Euler method in non-globally Lipschitz settings (Theorem and Theorem [4.7)).

The outline of the paper is as follows. In the next section, we present some standard notations
and assumptions that will be used in our proofs and obtain the long-time fundamental strong
convergence theorem. In sections [3] and 4] we consider the long-time strong convergence analysis
of two well-known methods, e.g., the backward Euler scheme and the projected Euler scheme in
the non-globally Lipschitz settings. Numerical experiments are presented in section |5 to verify our
theoretical findings.

2 The long-time fundamental strong convergence theorem

Notation: Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space and {F;" }o<t<oo be an increasing family
subalgebras induced by w(t) for 0 < t < oo, where (w(t), F*) = (w1 (t), wa(t), -+, wn(t)T, F*)
is an m-dimensional Wiener process. Let |- | and (-,-) be the Euclidean norm and the inner
product of vectors in RY, respectively. By M7 we denote the transpose of a vector or matrix M.
For a given matrix M, we use | M| := /trace(MTM) to denote the trace norm of M. On the
probability space (2, F,P), we use E to denote the expectation and L4(Q; R™™), ¢ € N, to denote
the family of R¥™-valued variables with the norm defined by 1€l Lo paxmy = (E[||§||q])% < 0.
And |z| denotes the integer part of .
Consider the autonomous SDEs in the Ito6 form of

{dX(w = F(X (1)) dt + g(X () dW(t), >0,

X(0) = Xy € RY, 21)

where f = (f%, f2,--, fOT is the drift coefficient function and g = (¢")gxm = (¢, 9%, -+ ,g™) =
(gF g, -+ g2)T is the diffusion coefficient function. It is worth noting that f* is a real-valued



function, ¢° is a d-column vector function and g; is a m-row vector function. In addition, {W;};>0
is an m-dimensional Wiener process and the initial data X is independent of w.

We aim to establish a fundamental strong convergence theorem for general one-step approx-
imation schemes, used to approximate SDEs , with uniform step size h = %, N > 1. Here
we introduce a new notation X (¢, x;s) for t < s < oo, which denotes the solution of with
the initial condition X (¢, z;t) = . When we write X (¢), ¢ > 0, we mean a solution of SDEs
with the initial value X (0) = X,. In addition, we introduce one-step approximation Z(¢,z;t + h)
for X(t,z;t + h), where t > 0,0 < h < 1, which is defined as follows:

Z(t,x;t+h)=x+V(t,x,h; &), (2.2)

where W is a function from [0, 00) x R% x (0, T] x R™ to R™, &, is a random variable with sufficiently
high-order moments. Moreover, we define Z(t, z;t+h) as an approximation of the solution at t+h
with initial value Z (¢, x;t) = . Then, a numerical approximation {Z},>o can be constructed on
the uniform mesh grid {t;, = kh, k > 0}, given by

Zy = Xo, Zy1 = Zy + Y (tw, Zi, h; &), k>0, (2.3)
where &, for k > 0 are independent of Zy, Z1, -+, Zx_1, &o,&1, -+ ,&k—1. Alternatively, one can
write

Zy = Xo, Zis1 = Z(tr, Zi; tes1) = Z(to, Zoi ter), k > 0. (2.4)

To facilitate the strong analysis, we impose the following assumptions.

Assumption 2.1. Suppose that the drift and diffusion coefficients of SDEs given by (2.1)) satisfy
a contractive monotone condition. Additionally, there exists a non-integer constant p* € [1,00)
and oy € (0,00) such that

(@ =y, f(2) = F)) + 252 lg(@) = gW)|* < —aulw =y (2.5)

Assume that f satisfies the polynomial growth Lipschitz condition, more accurately, there ewist
positive constants k > 1 and ¢; > 0 such that

[f(@) = F)PP < (U4 272+ [y 7)o — y[*. (2.6)
In addition, assume the initial data Xy satisfies
E[|Xo|*"] < 0. (2.7)

According to (2.5)), for any ¢ € (0, [p*]|], there exists a sufficient small coefficient 0 < €; < g
such that

(@, f@)) + 25 lg(@)I” < —(an = e)|z]* + eo, (2.8)
where ¢y = £ igi‘Q + G *Z(;fﬂz)(o)nz — 2°=111(0)||*. Furthermore, (2-6) immediately implies
|f ()] < cala* + s, (2.9)

where ¢y = w and c3 = 2| f(0)]* + 261(:71)'

To show the 2p-th moment (p > 1) boundedness of X (), we first establish the following lemma,
which is a slight modification of |18, Lemma 8.1].
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Lemma 2.2. Letr : [0,00) — [0,00) and { : [0,00) — [0, 00) be nonnegative continuous functions.
If there exists a positive constant 5 such that

r(t) — r(s) < —5/ r(w) du+/ €(u) du (2.10)

for any 0 < s <t < oo, then

r(t) < r(0) + /Ot e PEVE () du. (2.11)

Equipped with Assumption [2.1] and Lemma we shall give the moment boundedness of the
solution over infinite time, which is an interesting result independently.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose Assumption hold. There exists a positive constant Cy := Cy(p, aq, €1, o)
independent of t, such that

E[|X()]*] < CiE[(1+ | Xo|*)], 1<p<p- (2.12)
Proof of Theorem[2.3 By the It formula, one sees

L+ X)) = (1+Xo?)" + 2p/0 (1+ X)) (X(9), f(X(5)) ds

Lo / (141X (5)P)" (X (5), g(X (5)) AW (s))

: (2.13)
o [+ IXOR) IaX I as
F o= 1) [ (1 XXX s
which straightforwardly implies
L+ IXOR) < (41X 20 [ (14 XG0, X)) s
w2 [+ X (X)X () W) (2.14)
Fae=1) [ (KO DI ds.
According to (2:8), we have
(1 IXOP) < (14 1)~ e — o) [ (14 X))
F oot an—e) [ (14X s 2.15)

+ 223/0 (1+ X)) (X (), 9(X (5) AW (s)) .
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Then by the Young inequality, we obtain
t

(L4 1XOR) < (14 %) - plas — 1) / (1+]X(s))" ds

(g — e )Pt

v [ (KO (X6, 00K) AT,
For every integer n > 1, define the stopping time:

7, = inf{s € [0,t] : | X (s)| > n}. (2.17)
Clearly, 7, 1 t a.s.. Moreover, it follows from and the property of the It6 integral that

E[(l + | X (¢ A Tn)|2)p] + plag — el)E[/OW" (1+ ]X(s)|2)pds]

(2.18)
"(2(co+ a1 —e))P
<E[(1+ X" /(0 L ds.
- [( * O’)}jL o (o1 —e)pt ’
Letting n — oo and by the Fatou lemma, we get
t
E[(1+|X(t)|2)p] —i—p(oq—el)/ E[(1+|X(S),2)p} ds
0 (2.19)

< ]E[(l + |X0’2)p} + /t Bloro —a)) ds.

0 (g — )Pt

Taking r(t) = E[(l + |X(t)|2)p}, B =plog —€) and £ = Eeotara)? 4y Lemma shows

(1 —e1)P~1

B[+ 1XOP)] <B[(1+ 1062 + [ e Eataall,

0 (a1 —e)P!
(2(00 + a1 — €1))p
play —€)P

(1 _ efp(alfel)t> (2‘20)

SE[(1+ |X0|2)p} +
< GE[(1 + [Xo[*)].

Thus the proof is finished. [
To establish a strong convergence theorem over an infinite time, we also rely on the following
result.

Theorem 2.4. Let Assumption [2.1] hold. For the representation

X(t,zt+60)—X(t,y;t+0) =2 —y+Riuy(t+6), (2.21)

we have for 1 < p < %*,
E[|X(t,z;t+h) — X(t,y;t + h)|*] < |z — y|* exp(—2pash), (2.22)
E[|Riwy(t+ h)[*P] < Co(1+ |z % + |y|2”_2)§|x — y|*PhP, (2.23)

where Cy > 0 and do not depend on t, h.



Proof of Theorem[2.4] For s > t, we introduce the process
Dyyy(s) = X(t,z;5) — X(t,y;9)
and note that
Riwy(s) = Diay(s) — (z —y).

Clearly,

ADy .y (s) = (f(X(t,a58)) — F(X(ty; ) ds + (g(X(t,238)) — g(X(t,y;5))) AW (s).

By applying the It6 formula, we obtain the following for any t < s <t + h,
PPEIID, 1y ()| — [ Dy ()

< / 20, pe? 0D, (6)[* 6
t

n / C9peO-DID, (O) 2 (D, (6), (X (t,2:0)) — F(X(ty;0))) b

t

2p(2p—1) [* - -
# L) [T o0 ) g X 1,:0)) — 90X (1 0: )P 6
t

" / C9pe DD, (O) 2 (D, ,(0). (a(X (¢ 2:6)) — a(X (t,y:6))) AW ().

Further, utilizing (2.5)) and taking expectations, we have

E [ezalp(sft) |Dt,x,y(5) |2p} <E “Dt,x,y (t) ’210} .

(2.24)

(2.25)

(2.26)

The estimate (2.22)) is straightforward. Now we prove (2.23)). By using the Itd formula and ([2.5)),



we obtain for 6 > 0,

t+-0
Rt 40P <2 [ Ruay(6)F7 2 (Ronyl5) FOX(t:5)) = FX (t355) s
_ t+6
2D T Ry (P (X (1,:5) — 9(X (e i) s

22 [ Ruy (P (R ), (X (t,7:5)) = (X ,355))) AW (5)
<2 [ R ()P (Do), F(X (0259) = F(X(0359))

2p2_ ! lg(X(t,2;8)) — g(X(t,; 5))”2) ds

t+6
/t Reawy(s)|77% (2 —y, f(X(t,2:5)) — f(X(t,y:5))) ds
t+6
+ 2p/t Rewy ()72 (Reay(s), (9(X(t,255)) — g(X(t,y35))) AW (5))
t+0
< 2p/t [Reay ()72 F(X(t 235)) — F(X(t, )| lr =yl ds

+ 2p/t Ry ()77 (Reay(s), (9(X(t,755)) — g(X(t,y35))) dW(s)) -

(2.27)
According to the Cauchy-Bunyakovsy-Schwarz inequality (twice), (2.6]), (2.12) and (2.22)), we get
E[|Rizy(t + 0)]%]

< plz -yl / h (BN (2:9) — FOX (e ) PT) ™ (B[R
t+0 :
< 2pvalr —y| /t <E[(1 X (825 8) 72+ X (s 8)2)2
X (t,z;8) — X(t,y; s)]pD;<E[|Rt’x’y(5)’2p})l_; ds
< 2pyerlr —y| /tw (E[(1 + X (w3 9) 7+ X (1 y; s)|2~—2)pD2lp
(EHX(t; x5 s) — X(t,y; s)|2p})21p <]E[]Rt,x,y(s)|2p})l_; ds

, 1 t+6 1_%
<Cllo—yP 1+ P2+ P [ (B Ruy(0)]) " ds
t

By employing the Gronwall inequality |26} p.46, Theorem 8.3|, we obtain

(2.28)

E[[R(t +0)[*] < Co(1+ 272 + [y[*2) *[w — y|*0". (2.29)
The proof of Lemma [2.4] is thus completed. O

Now we present the long-time fundamental strong convergence theorem as follows
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Theorem 2.5. (A long-time fundamental strong convergence theorem) Suppose
(Hy) Assumption hold.

(Hy) The one-step approzimation Z(to, Xo; h) is given by (2.2) has the following orders of accu-

racy: for some p > 1 there aren; > 1, 1o >1 and 0 < hyg <1, ¢ > 1, % <@ <aq —% such

that for 0 < h < hg, the numerical method has, respectively, local weak and strong errors of
order q1 and qq, defined as

|E[X (to, Xo; k) — Z(to, Xo; h)]| < C3E[(1 +|Xo|[™)]n, (2.30)

(B[ (to, Xos ) = Z(to, Xo )] ) ™ < Ca(E[(1+ [ Xo[*™)] ) 7 2, (2.31)
where C3, Cy > 0 and independent of h,t.

(Hs) The approzimation Zy is given by (2.3) has finite moments, i.e., for some p > 1 there exist
ns > 1, hg > 0 and C5 > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hg and k > 0,

E[|Z*] < CsE[(1 + | Xo|?*™)], (2.32)
where Cy not depend on h,t, k.

Then there exists a constant X := max{mns, (5% + n2)ns}, for h < hy = min{}%l, ho}, the global
error is bounded as follows:

(B~ Zk|2p})21” <c(B[(1+ yxow)]);f’hqz%, (2.33)

where C' is a constant and do not depend on h,t, k.

The proof is given in Appendix.

3 Applications: Strong Convergence Rate of the Back-
ward Euler Method over Infinite Time

In this section, we will utilize the previously obtained strong convergence theorem to derive the
strong convergence rate of the backward Euler scheme under certain conditions. The backward
Euler method applied to SDEs ({2.1)) takes the following form:

Zy = Zi1 + [(Ze)h + 9(Zk—1) AW, (3.1)

where AW),_1 := W (ty) — W(tg_1),k > 1. Then the one-step approximation of (3.1]) reads:
t+h t+h
Z(t,x;t + h) :x—i-/ f(Z(t,x;t+h))d8+/ g(x)dW (s). (3.2)
t t

To apply the strong convergence theorem, the first step is to ensure the 2p-th moment (p > 1)
boundedness of Z;. To this end, we make the following assumptions.
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Assumption 3.1. Suppose that the diffusion coefficient of SDEs (2.1)) satisfies the global Lipschitz
condition. Namely, there exists a constant 1 > 0 such that
lg() = gW)II* < Bl — yP*. (3.3)

According to Assumtions , there exist some positive constants g, f2 and 2ay > (2p* —
1)Bs, such that
(@, f(2)) < —aalz|* + (3.4)
|

lg(@)|* < Bolz|* + c5, (3.5)
where ¢4, c5 > 0 are independent of x.

Lemma 3.2. If there exist some positive constants p, v such that 1 — ph > 0 and the sequence

{Yi }ren satisfies
Vil < (1 — ph)|Yeo1|? + vh|Ye_1|* 2 (3.6)

for any p > 1 and k € N, then we obtain
Yl < C(1+ [Yo|™), (3.7)
where C' only depends on p, u,v and Yy is the initial value.

Proof of Lemma[3.4 When p = 1, by (3.6) we obtain
|Yk|2 <(1- Mh)’f|Yb|2 + (1 + (1 —ph)+--+(1— ,uh)k*l)yh

1— (1 — ph)*
leh (3.8)

= (1 — uh)"Yo|* +
< O(1+ |Yo)).
For p > 1, we can utilize the Young inequality to obtain:
2p — 2
Hp

Vil < (1= E0) Va2 + 07 (F=2)""h, (3.9)

Following the same procedure as in (3.8)), one can straightforwardly derive the inequality (3.7). O

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions and [3.1) hold. For p € [1,[p*]|] and k € N, there ezists a
constant K := K(«s, B2, ¢4, c5,p) > 0 such that

E[|Z*] < KE[(1+]Xo*)]. (3.10)

In the following proof and throughout the rest of the paper, the symbol K will represent a
generic constant that may vary from line to line. Specifically, the factors upon which K depends
may differ, but it remains independent of ¢, h, k.

Proof of Theorem . From and , we have
(14 200h)?| Zy|* < (|Zk-1 + 9(Zj1) AWii |* + K )" (3.11)
Let us first consider the case p = 1. Taking expectations of and employing , we get
(14 202h)E[|Z]’] < (1+ Bh)E[|Zk-1|*] + Kh. (3.12)
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11;;%22 = 1 — vh, where v = fjg;fi > 0. By (3.12) and Lemma , we

E[|Z?] < (1 = vh)E[|Zc 1 |?] + Kh

Since 2ap > (5, we have
derive that

3.13
< KE[(1+ [ X)]. (3.13)
For integer p > 1, we note that:
J1:=E[(|Zk-1 + 9(Zp—1) AWja |* + Kh>p‘ﬁk,1}
< E[|Zk 1+ 9(Zi)) AW [P | B, ] + KR(L+ |24 [P07Y)
(3.14)

[Z o 9(Zk1) AW |'| Za P Z)Ek ] + Kh(1+|Zp|?PD)

> (1—{—6(]77627 ))|Zk—1|2p+Kh(1—}— |Zk—1|2(p_1)),

where ¢(p, B2, h) := >, C3Lh!B5(20 — 1)!1. By taking the conditional expectations of ([3.12) and
then applying (3.14)), we see

E[|Zi"] < (1 = Yh)E([|Z4-1|?] + KRE[(1 + | Z4—a [P D)], (3.15)
where v = (HM?: )lp _2(;;,5)(5 P2:1) Verifying v > 0 is straightforward. Therefore, by applying Lemma
and Theorem 3.3 we have established the result for integer p. For non-integer p, we can derive
the result using the Young inequality. Thus the proof is finished. [J

In order to analyze the strong convergence rate, we also introduce an auxiliary one-step ap-
proximation,

Zo(t it + 1) :::c+/tt+ (@) ds+/tt+ g(z) AT (s), (3.16)

which can be regarded as a one-step approximation of the Euler-Maruyama method. Subtracting

(3-16) from (3.2)) yields

Z(t,x;t+h) = Zp(t,z;t + h) +/t f(Z(t,z;t+h)) — f(x)ds. (3.17)

J

:;f
To derive the one-step error of the backward Euler scheme (3.2]), we require several lemmas.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose Assumptions cmd hold. For any 1 <p < ’%, one gets that
E[|X (h) — Xo*] < CeE[(1+ | Xo|*™)] R, (3.18)

where Cg does not depend on h,t.

Proof of Lemma [3.4 By applying ([2.9), (3.5) and (2.12), and then combining the Hélder
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inequality with the moment inequality [26, Theorem 7.1], we can obtain that
2p:|
h
<Gylir / B[IFCX(s) ] ds+ G [ B[ lg(x(s)) ] ds
0 0

h h
C,pP L | E X )PV ds+C,h»t | E X)) d
<Gt B[+ al¥ )] ds+ ot [ E[(+ mIXR) ] as
< CeE[(1+ | Xo|*™P)]hP.

E[|X (k) - o] = E]| / F(X(s5)) ds + /hgoc(s))dW(s)

(3.19)
Here and in the following, the letter C, is used to denote a generic positive constant, which only
depend on p and may vary for each appearance. [

Lemma 3.5. Let Assumptions and be satisfied. For any 1 <p < UZ:J, one can see that
E[|Z(t, x5t + h) — 2] < Cr(1+ [2[>P)h, (3.20)

where C7 is independent of h,t.

Proof of Lemma (3.5, Applying (2.9), (8.5), (3.10), the Hélder inequality and the moment
inequality, yields
2p:|
t+h

t+h

Scphﬁp—l/ IEHf(Z(t,x;t+h))| ”} ds+cphp—1/ E[||g(x)|\2p]ds
t t

< Cr(1+ |z|*P)hP.

E[|Z(t, x;t + h) —:r;fp = ’/ f(Z txt+h))ds+/t+hg(:c)dW(s)

(3.21)
Thus the proof is finished. [

Lemma 3.6. Let Assumptions[2.1) and [3.1] be fulfilled. Then

[B[X(t, 2t + h) = Zp(t,a;t + )] < K (1+ 2> 1) Az,
|E[X (t,z;t + h) — z]| < K(1+ |z|*)h, (3.22)
|E[Zp(t, z;t + h) — a]| < K(1+ |z|*)h.

Proof of Lemma[3.6 For the first item in (B.22)), we can utilize a variant of ([2.6)), (2.12)) and
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B18), as well as the Hélder inequality to acquire that
X (it ) Zaowst ] = [E[ [ 5006 = s@yas+ [ o0x6) ~ ot aw )|
< \/a/tHhE[(l FIX P2 4 2 ?)F|X (5) — ] ds
<var [ (B[ P e B
(B]]x(s) 1])“ ds

gK/t (1+ 251 + |2]%)(s — £)% ds

< K(1+ |z Y)hz.
(3.23)
Furthermore, utilizing and , the remaining terms in can be analogously validated.
Thus the proof is accomplished. [J

Lemma 3.7. Under Assumptions and the one-step backward Fuler scheme (3.2) obeys

[E[X (2t + h) — Z(t, a5t + )] < K (1+ |a[*1)h2,

[E[Z(t, x5t + h)]| < K(1+ |z]")h. (324)
Proof of Lemma[3.7 We will begin by discussing the following inequality:
|E[X(t,z;t + h) — Z(t,z;t + h)]| = [E[X(t, @t + h) — Zp(t,z;t + h) — I}]]
< [E[X(t,z;t + h) — Zg(t, z;t + h)]| + [E[If]]. (3.25)
The first term on the right-hand side of is estimated in Lemma [3.6] yielding:
[E[X (¢, 25t + h) — Zp(t, a5t + h)]| < K (1+ |2[> 1) s, (3.26)

For the second item on the right-hand side of (3.25)), by using (2.6)), along with Theorem and
Lemma (3.5} as well as applying the Holder inequality, one can obtain

il = [e[ [zt ) - @)
< [T Rl - @] as

t+ 1
< E|(1+|Z(t, a6+ B2 + |2[*72) 2| Z(t, ;6 + h) — x| d
va [ B[zt 0 e e ) el s o

t+h o
< \/Cl/ (E[(l + |Z(t,x;t+ h)|2n—2 + |x|2/ﬁ—2)§&772j|>2m71
t

<E[[Z(t,x;t+h) —x|%T_1Dmds
<K(1+ |x|2”_1)h%,
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where [ is given by (3.17). Combining this with (3.26]), we obtain the first inequality in (3.24]).
Thanks to (2.9) and Theorem [3.3] the second item in (3.24) becomes apparent. [J

Lemma 3.8. Under Assumptions forany 1 <p< %:—_J we obtain

17
1 N 3
(E[Uf‘zp]>2p < K<1+ |x’(4n72)p) 2ph§,
(E[X (st +h) = Z(t st + W)>]) ¥ < K (1+ o] 2%) 7,

where Iy is given by (3.17)).

Proof of Lemma[3.8 To establish the first inequality in (3.28)), we employ (2.6), the Hélder
inequality, Theorem [3 -, as well as Lemma [3.5] to deduce

E[|1*] = E \/ Pzt + )~ fayds|]

/ (L4 Z(t, z;t + R + 2> )| Z(t, 5t + h) —x‘p]

(3.28)

| /\

IN

Ah?rt (L+|Z(t, mt + R)[*72 + |z>72) =

@2r )1) g (3.29)

( [|Z(t x;t+ h) —x|2(2ﬁ 1)pods
< K(l_{_’x‘(@i 2)p )h?)p

By utilizing (2.6)), (3.3) and (2.12)), along with (3.29), we can apply the Holder inequality, the
moment inequality and Lemma [3.4] to estimate the other inequality in (3.28) as follows:

E[|X(t,z;t 4+ h) — Z(t, x;t + h)|*]

—E\/ﬂff g mast [ g - g awts

g

t+h
:E\[ f@@»—ﬂ@w—H+[ 9(X(s)) — glx) AW (s)

t+h
< it [T RO - FfP] s+ GE(]
+Cph7’1/ E[HQ(X(S)) _g(a:)HQp} ds
e (3.30)
< Czljothp—l/t E[(l + |X(S)|2n—2 + |m|2n—2)p’X(s) B x}?pi| ds

t+h
+ K (1 + |2|*=2P)p% + C b~ 16‘”/ E[|X(s) — z[*] ds

—1

t+h (2x 1)p £l
SKthl/ (E[(l—i—\X( Y22 4 (2 2) ])
t

(BIX () = al 5] )77 ds o K (14 Jal 27 4+ K (14 [P
< K (14 |o*2P) P,

13



Thus the proof is finished. [J

Theorem 3.9. Under Assumptions forany1 <p< % and 0 < h < hy, the backward
Euler method (3.2)) has a strong convergence rate of order % over infinite time, namely,

(B0 — 2)) ¥ < & (B[ + 1%l &7 ) 3. (3.31)

Proof of Theorem[3.9 With the aid of Theorem 3.3] Lemmas[3.7, [3.§ and according to Theorem
[2.5] one can straightforwardly obtain the long-time strong convergence rate of the backward Euler

method (3.2)). O

4 Applications: Strong Convergence Rate of the Projected
Euler Method over Infinite Time

In this section, let us consider another application of the strong convergence theorem and analyze
the strong convergence rate of a kind of projected Euler scheme [2] under certain assumptions.
The projected Euler method of SDEs (2.1]) proposed here is given as follows:

{ Zk = q)(Zk),

_ _ _ 4.1
L1 = 2Ly + hf(Zk) + g(Zk)AWk, Zy = Xo, ( )

where AW}, := W (tjs1) — W(ty),k > 1 and the projection operator ®: R? — R? is assumed to
satisfy the following assumptions.

Assumption 4.1. Let the mapping ®: R* — R obey

@ ()] < h72we,

(4.2)
[@(z) — (y)| < |z — |
and ®(0) = 0 € RY, where r is given by (2.6).
Taking y = 0 in (4.2)) yields
|[@(z)] < |zl. (4.3)

Below we divide the analysis of the strong convergence rate of the scheme (4.1)) into three parts.
The first part is to establish the 2p-th (p > 1) moment boundedness of the numerical solution.

4.1 Bounded moments of the projected Euler method

This part is to establish the boundedness of the high-order moments of the projected Euler method.
Based on Assumption we can conclude that the diffusion coefficient of SDEs (2.1]) satisfies the
following inequality:

lg(a) = g@)II* < Ba(L+ |2t + [yl )| — (4.4)

14



where (35 is a constant. As a consequence, we have
lo(@)12 < Balal ™ + s, (15)

where 84 = %ﬂr?’), cs = 2]|g(0)| + 22l 253 (e 1 . In addition, employing (2.9)), (4.5) and the fact that

B(Z)_1)] < h~ 7 yields
|f(Zi—1)? < ol Zia PP + 3 < coh™ + e (4.6)
and

||g(2k,1)H2 < Bal Zea | 4 6 < 54}17% =+ G- (4.7)

Next, we shall establish the moment bounds for the projected Euler scheme.

Theorem 4 2. Let Assumptions hold. For any 1 < p < [p*] and 0 < h < hy :=
min{hy, o } one has

a]—€1

E[|1Ze?] < KE[(1+ |Xo|*)]. (4.8)
Proof of Theorem[4.2 From ([4.1)), one can derive

1+ |Zul* = 1+ | Zia + f(Zi) b+ 9(Zjo1) AW |?
=1+ |Z1f +2(Z—1, [ (Zr1)h) + |9(Zi—1) AWy |? (4.9)
+2(Zi1 + [(Zr1)h, 9(Zim1) AW ) + | f(Zi-1) R

Combining this with (4.6]) shows
E[(1+ | Ze) | Fo ] B[+ OPIF, (1 + 12 ?) + Kh(1+ 2, (4.10)

where we denote

2 Zy_1,f(Zp_1)h Zho D)AWL 11242({ Zpe 1+ f(Z— 1) h,g(Z1e— 1) AW, _
¢ = (Zk—1,f(Zi—1)h)+19(Zk 1) 11€+T|Zk—t1|<2k 1+ F(Zk—1)hg(Zk 1) AWy_1) R

In what follows four cases are considered.
Case 1. When p = 1, one obtains that

E[(1+41Z?)|Fi_,] < E[(L4EIF,_J(1+[Zk1]?) + Kh

e (4.11)
=E[(14+& + &+ &) Fy (1 + 121 |?) + Kh.

Utilizing the properties of Brownian motion, we have the following:

U Z 1, F(Z )Y + 1g(Ze ) ) AW, 2
E[§1+§zlﬂk_1]:E[ (Zis, kf)+>|zk_|?|(z AW

2B J(Ge ) + Bl
B 1+ | Zp|?

ftk_l} (4.12)

and

2(Zk-r + [(Zi—1)h, g(Z1-1) AWy,_1)
1+ ’Zk,1‘2

E[&s]Fr_,] = E[ ft“l = 0. (4.13)

15



Taking these two estimates into account, we can derive from (4.11)) that

2 Zo 1, F(Zie )R + |l 9(Zi D ||P 1
EMEth<klﬂfﬁ%4y(kM|. (4.14)
By and , we acquire
E[(1+|Zc")] < (1= 2(cq — e))E[(1+|Z4_1[*)] + Kh. (4.15)

Then from Lemma |3.2] we can see that the scheme (4.8)) is evident when p = 1.
Case 2. When p = 2, one sees that

E|(1+12:P)"|F | SB[+ O21F, (0 +1Zea) + Kh(1+ |2 ?)

(4.16)
= E[(1+ 26+ )F ] (1+12a?)” + Kh(1+ |21 ]?)

and

E[gz‘ﬂk—l} = E[(gl + &+ 63)2|‘Ftk—1]
=E[(+ & + & + 266 + 268 +268) | Fu -

Next, we will provide estimates for each term in (4.17)). By (4.6, the first item on the right-hand
side of (4.17)) is bounded as:

(4.17)

7 2| (7 2 4|Zk_1‘2(62h+03h2) Kh
E 52 Fi ] < E|:4Zk1 |f(Zk—1)h| F _1:| < & < - . 418
[ 1| tg } (1+\Zk_1\2)2 ty (1 + |Zk_1|2)2 1+ ’Zk—l‘z ( )
For the second item on the right-hand side of (4.17)), using (4.7)) gives
> 1 2
E[&|F: ]E[|g(zk‘1)AW’“‘1|4 ] BT re) B Kh (4.19)
T 1zep)” TS 12t T 1 1ZAP

Employing (2.8)) and (3.5) to bound the third and fourth items on the right-hand side of (4.17)) as
follows:

A2 Zi— )2 g(Z— 1)) AW |?
]E|:632,|ftk711| §E|: | k 1+f( k 1) 7’ |g<2]; 1) Wk 1| ‘Ek1:|
(1 + | Zk_1| )
3 5 (4.20)
L Hg(%k—l)” Kh
T 14| Zk? 1+ | Zg—1|?
and
A Zi-1, [(Zr-1)h) |9(Zj—1) AWy 2 } Kh
]E 2££ fk71 :]E|: — k—1 S T 5 9° 421
|: 1 2| t ] (1+|Zk_1|2)2 t 1+|Zk_1|2 ( )

Due to the properties of Brownian motion, we know

E[2£1£3|ftk—1] = E[2€2€3‘Ek71:| = 0.

16



Combining (4.18)), (4.19), (4.20) with (4.21]), we obtain

_ -~ ) (4.22)
1+ |Z1|? 1+ |Zk-1?

E[¢|F, ] <

Next, by (2.8)) and (4.2]), we have

_ _ _ 2
]E[(1+ |Zk|2)2{ftk_1i| < <1 4 4<Zk717f(Zk;J:‘)§ijZH9(ZkJ)|| )(1 + |Zk—1|2)2 +Kh(1 + |Zk—1|2)

<(1—4(ay —e)B) (1 +|Zka ) + Kh(1+|Z 7).

(4.23)
Thanks to Lemma the inequality (4.8]) holds when p = 2.

Case 3. For p = 3, we make a further decomposition as follows:
E[(1+122)"|F | B[+ F ] (0 +1Za) + KR+ |Z4a2)° o
—E[(1 43¢ +362 + )| F, (1 + | Zia]?)’ + Kh(1 + | Z4 i)

and

E[£3|ftk71] = E[(& + &+ 53)3‘-7:15k,1}
=RE[(& + 366 + 368 + & + 308 + 368 +3(& + &)°& + &) | F ).

Next, we will bound these terms separately. By applying (4.7)), we obtain

(4.25)

(4.26)

(Zor) AW, 1[0 ]<15(ﬁ4h—§+c6)3h3< Kh
(1+1Za)” 7707 (0 1Zea)’ ~ L2l

With the help of (4.6) and (4.7)), the second and third items on the right-hand side of (4.25]) can
be estimated as

B[e7, ) = |

12| Zk 1P| f (Zi— )P g( 211 ) AWy |2
E[3¢26,| ] :E[ |2k P1f (Zr-1) g ; AW Ekl}
(1 + |Zk_1|2)
< 12| Zg 1 * (e2h ™! +_C3) (543’1_5 + co) b (4.27)
(1 + |Zk—1|2)
Kh
R —
T 1+ |Z
and
12| Zy—1 + f(Zi—1)h|?|g(Zj—1) AW |* } Kh
E[36&&|F, ] <E = NS 4.28
362651 Fiu- ] (1+ 12 2)° B T 14 2 (4:28)
In view of ([2.8)), it is not difficult to observe that
E[(¢) + 36,6 +368)|Fu,] < — 0 (4.29)
k—1] — 1+ ’Zk:—1|2

By applying properties of the Brownian motion, we know

17



E[ﬁ%\ﬂk_l} = E[?)(fl + 52)2§3|-/—'-tk_1} = 0.
Then, using —, we are able to obtain

E[¢}|F, ] < —1+|Z}11|2- (4.30)
By (2.8) and (4.2)), we see
_ _ = 2
6(Zy_1,f(Z_1)h)+15h i =
[(1+ 1Z4?)°| P 1} < <1+ st kl—li-)\Ziflp otz ] )(1+ Zia?)’

+ Kh(1+|Zp 1 ?)” (431)
< (1= 6(ar — e)n)(1+ [ Zkr )’ + Kh(1+ | Zea ).

By applying Lemma [3.2] the proof of the inequality (4.8) is thus completed for the case when
p=3.
Case 4. For p > 4, based on the previous analysis, we have

E[(1+ 1Z7) | ] S B[(14p6 + 2irg? o de=le= S ]
(14 |Zp—s|? ) + Kh(1+ | Zy_| )

Taking (4.14]), (4.22) and (4.30]) into account and using (2.8)), (4.2)) we derive from (4.32)) that

2 Z,,f(Z,)h«k(Q,l) (27)2
[(1+|Zk ) ‘Ek J < (1+ p(Zk—1.f (Z 11+\>Z:il\€ ||9(Z 1||>

x (141 Ze )" + Kh(1+ | Zea[)™
< (1—2p(as — e)h) (1 + | Zsa )" + Kh(1 + |Zk—1|2)p_1'

Therefore, (4.8)) is evident for integer p by applying Lemma |3.2, For non-integer p, we can bound
these terms using the Young inequality, which completes the proof. [

(4.32)

(4.33)

4.2 Strong convergence rate of the projected Euler method

In light of the fundamental strong convergence theorem, Theorem we need to verify the local
weak and strong errors in ([2.30)) and (2.31]). For the purpose of the strong convergence analysis,
we will start from the following auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose Assumption hold. For1 <p < p;*, one obtains that
E[|X (h) — Xo|*] < CsE[(1 + | Xo[*?)] P (4.34)
where Cg do not depend on h,t.

Proof of Lemma 4.5 Based on (2.9) and (4.7), we can use the Holder inequality, the moment
inequality and ( - ) to obtain
Qp]

sl - 5] =k [ soxenast [ pxenawts
< G- 1/0 E[(c3+cQ|X(s)|2ﬂ)p} ds + C ! /OhE[(c6+ﬁ4|X<s)|ﬂ+l)p} ds

< CRE[(1+ | Xo[)] 7.

(4.35)
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Thus the proof is finished. [J
Lemma 4.4. For h € (0,1] and q > 1, consider the mapping R? > x — ®(x) € R? which satisfies
|z — ®(x)] < 2(1 + || p2wFD, (4.36)

1
Proof of Lemma . We will divide the analysis into two cases: |z| < h™ 2D and |z| >
TR
_71 . .
For |z| < h™ 26+ we have x = ®(z), thus (4.36]) is evident.

For |z| > h_2<ﬂ1+1>, by using the elementary inequality, we can easily obtain
__1 T __1 _q
|z — &(x)| = )x — b2 H‘ < o]+ |72 | < 2(1 + [a|*H) Ao, (4.37)

Thus the proof is accomplished. [J

Lemma 4.5. Under the Assumptions (2.1 and[{.1], we obtain

[E[Zp(t, ot + h) = Z(t a5t + 1)) | < K (L+ |2*) 2 (4.38)
[E[X(t, 23t + h) — Z(t,z;t + h)]| < K(1+ |2+ h2 |

Proof of Lemma . We can employ ([2.6)), the Holder inequality and Lemma for the first

item in (4.38]), to infer
E[Zp(t, z;t + h) — Z(t, x't+h)”
t+h
“Blr-ow)+ [ s - s@@nass [ o - geeat]]  as
t
< K(l + ’$‘3n+4)h2
Finally, using Lemma and (4.39), we have

|E[X(t,z;t+ h) — Z(t,z;t + h)]|
= |[E[(X(t,z;t + h) — Zg(t,x;t + h) + Zg(t,x;t + h) — Z(t, 3t + h))]|
< E[(X(t,z;t+ h) — Zp(t,z;t + h)]|| + [E[(Ze(t,z;t + h) — Z(t, @t + )] |
< K(1+ [z hs.

(4.40)

Thus the proof is completed. [J

Lemma 4.6. Under Assumptions forany1 <p< ") e have

2k—17

<E[|X(t,$;t+ h) — Zg(t,x;t + h)|2p}>% < K<1 n |x|(4’f—2)P>%h’

M‘H

(EHZE(t,x; L+ h) — Z(L 2t + )] ) (1 ||t p+1> ), (4.41)
1
K(

14 |z[40+D) p+1> wy

M‘H

P

(B[ (a5t + h) — Z(t, 3+ W] <
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Proof of Lemmal{.6 First, let us consider the first term in (4.41]). By using (2.6), (4.4), (2-12),

the moment inequality, the Holder inequality and Lemma one can get
E[|X(t,z;t + h) — Zg(t, z;t + h)|*]
2p:|

&[] [ rxen - swas [ o) - st aw

< Kh*~ 1/ [(1 + X ()% + [27?)P | X (s) — a7|2p} ds
¢

t+h
+th_1/t E[(H|X(s)|”‘1+|x|”_1)p|X(8)—$’2p] ds (4.42)

k—1

t+h (26—1)p 1
<kt [ (B[ X o) )
t
(B[1x(s) = 257 ]) " as

t+h
< K(1+ || @R (1 + |27 ) pe ! / sPds
t

K (14 [z|*=27) 2.

Next, utilizing (2.6), (4.4), (4.36) and the Holder inequality, the second item of the inequality
(4.41)) can be estimated as follows:
2p:|

E[|(ZE(75 zit+h) — Z(t, xt + h))|2p]
B E[ / flx) = f(®(x )>d8+/t g(x) — g(®(z)) dW(s)
< Op]E “x — qD(ZE‘)PP] -+ OthP—l /tt+ E[|f(gj) B f((I)(x))|2p] ds (443)

w0 [ Bllg(@) — (@] as
< K(l + |x|4zn+1)p+l)h2p.
Further, in view of and , we obtain
E[[(X(t,z;t+h) — Z(t,z;t + h))|*]
=E[|[(X(t,z;t+ h) — Zp(t,z;t + h) + Zp(t,z;t + h) — Z(t, 3t + h))|*]
SE[|((X(t,z;t+ h) — Zg(t,z;t + R)[P] + E[|(Zp(t, x5t + h) — Z(t, z;t + h))[*7]
< K(l + ’x‘4(n+1)p+l)h2p'

Thus the proof is finished. [J
Armed with Theorem [£.2] Lemmas [£.5] [4.6] and due to Theorem one can straightforwardly
obtain the long-time strong convergence rate of the scheme, presented as follows.

Theorem 4.7. Let Assumptions 1 hold. For any 1 < p < LP_J and 0 < h < hy, the

(4.44)

1
projected Fuler method . has a strong convergence rate of or’der = over infinite time, namely,

<]E[|Xk—Zk|2p}>% < K( [(1 + [ ] 9P )})

20
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5 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we will test the previous findings by performing numerical simulations of some
examples of nonlinear SDEs.

Example 5.1. Let us consider the stochastic Ginzburg-Landau (GL) equation (15,21, in the form

(5.1)

dX(t) = [(n+ 1) X(t) —9X3(t)] dt + o X (t) dW(t), t€ 0,7,
X(0) = X, >0,

where o,9 >0 and W : [0,T] x Q — R is the real-valued standard Brownian motions.

The coefficients are set as: 7 = —3/2,0 = 1 and ¥ = 1. Tt is easy to see that the coefficients
satisfy Assumptions and therefore Theorems and [4.7] are applicable here. Next, we
will consider the error caused by the temporal discretization of the problem , using both the
backward Euler and the projected Euler methods. In Figure 1 and Figure 2, we plot the strong
approximation errors of these two numerical schemes for the SDE . Set T' = 16 and use the
following time step sizes: h € {277,276,275 274 273} where h = 2712 is considered as the exact
solution. We will use M = 10000 sample paths to simulate the expectation.

The Strong Convergence Rate

10
——#—— Backward Euler-Maruyama
— — — — Line with slope 0.5
— — — — Line with slope 1
7
10
«F
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> 108
<"
w
107°
10710
107 1072 107" 10°

h

Figure 1: Strong convergence rate of the backward Euler method for (5.1)).

From Figure 1 and Figure 2, the expected strong convergence rate of order % for both the
backward Euler method and the projected Euler method is numerically confirmed.

Example 5.2. Consider the following semi-linear stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE):

du(t, z) = [g—;u@, ) +ult, ) — u(t,2)?| dt + g(u(t, ) dW,, te (0,T), =z e (0,1)

u(t,0) = u(t, 1) = 0, (5.2)
u(0,x) = up(x),

where g : R — R and W : [0,T] x Q — R is the real-valued standard Brownian motions.
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The Strong Convergence Rate
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Figure 2: Strong convergence rate of the projected Euler method for ([5.1).

Such an SPDE is usually termed as the stochastic Allen-Cahn equation. We begin by intro-

ducing a spatial discretization with a step size Az := % on the interval [0,1] and denoting the
discrete spatial points as x; = tAx,1 =1,2,--- , N — 1. The discretization yields an SDE system:
dXt - [AXt + F(Xt)] dt + G(Xt) th, t c (0, T], X(] = Xy, (53)
where Xt - (let’ X2vt’ T 7XN*1,t)T = (u (ta $1) U (ta :UQ) LU (t> :ENfl))Ta A€ R(N_I)X(N_l) )
xo = (ug (z1) ,up (x2), -+, ug (:EN_l))T and
-2 1 0 0 0
-2 1 0 0
0o 1 =2 0 0
A=K? . . ,
0O 0 O -2 1
0O 0 O 1 =2
f(Xy) 9(X1)
X X
F(X) = f( 2) CG(X) = g(‘z)
f(Xn1) g (Xn-1)

Now we turn our attention to the temporal discretization of the SDE system , using the
backward Euler and projected Euler methods. For the following numerical tests, we fix g(u) =
sinu + 1, "= 30 and and initialize the system with uo(z) = 1.
In Figure 3 and Figure 4, we plot the strong approximation errors of the two time-stepping
schemes for the SDE system (5.3) with X = 4. We use the following time step-sizes: h €
355, 39 32, 32, 3¢+ and the numerical approximation with Aexae = 315 is identified as the exact
solution. Moreover, M = 5000 sample paths are used to approximate the expectation. From
Figure 3 and Figure 4, one can tell the expected strong convergence rate of order % for both the

backward Euler method and the projected Euler method, which confirms the theoretical findings.
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The Strong Convergence Rate
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Figure 3: Strong convergence rate of the backward Euler method for (/5.3)).

The Strong Convergence Rate
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Figure 4: Strong convergence rate of the projected Euler method for (5.3)).
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A Appendix

Proof of Theorem[2.5 To highlight the dependence on initialization, we denote the solution of
an SDE as X (tg, Xo; to+t). Now, consider the error of the method Z(to, Xo; tx41) at the (k+1)-step

Pr+1 - = X(to, Xoitis1) — Z(to, Xo; ter1)
= X(tg, Xp;tes1) — Z(tg, Zii i) (A1)
= X(tr, Xpithr1) — X(tr, Zis trgr) + X (tr, Ziitogr) — Z(tr, Zii tiy).

It is apparent that the primary distinction on the right-hand side of equation (A.1) arises from
the difference on the initial data at time t, resulting in errors in the solution at the (k + 1)th
step. This can be reformulated as:

Dy, xp, 2 (1) - = X (b, Xii tigr) — X (e, Zis teg)

A2
= pr + R, x,.2, (tk+1) ( )

where R is given by ([2.21)). The second difference in equality (A.1]) is the one-step error at the
(k + 1)-step and we denote it as

Vk—',—l = X(tk,Zk;tk+1) - Z(tk,Zk;tk+1). (AB)
Let p > 1 be an integer. We have

E[lprs1l?] = E[| Dy x. 2 (trr1) + Vi1 ]
= E[|Dy, x0,2 (trs1) |* + 2 (D, x, 2 (resr), Viert) + Ve [*]
<E UDthXImZk (thrl)‘Qp} + 2p]EUDtk7lezk (tk+1)’2p72 <pk + RtIka»Zk (tk+1)> Vk+1> ]

2p
T Kl Z E [lDtk,Xk,Zk (tk—l-l) |2p_l|Vk+1 |l] ,
=2

(A.4)
where K; > 0 only depends on p. For the first term on the right-hand side of (A.4), by (2.22) we
have

E[|Dy, x,.2 (tr1) ] < E[|px]] exp(—2paih). (A.5)
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Next, we perform a further decomposition of the second term on the right-hand side of (A.4)) as
follows:

2p]E U,Dtk:Xk:Zk (tk+1)‘2p72 <pk + Rtk,XmZk (tk+1>7 Vk+1> }
= 2pE [|pi|** 7% {pr, Vir1) | + 20E[ (1D x,0. 2, (b)) P72 = [0k 72) {pk, Viern) | (A.6)
+ sz UDtk:ch:Zk (tk+1)|2p72 <Rtk,Xk,Zk (thrl)a Vk+1> ] :

Due to the F -measurability of p, and the conditional variant of (2.30)), we obtain for the first
term on the right-hand side of (A.6]),

2B (|42 {pr, Viern) | < 20CSE gl (1+ | 2 ) | b, (A7)

For the second term on the right-hand side of ([A.6)), noting that it equals zero when p = 1, we
have for p > 2,

2P [(|Dsy x0 2, (i) P72 = |01 72) (s Vi) ]

- iy opat) 1 (A.8)
< IGE | [Ryy oz B )l Vit | D Doz ()l

=0

where Ky > 0 only depends on p. Additionally, one can utilize F;, -measurability of p, and the
conditional variants of (2.31)), (2.22) and ([2.23)), along with the Holder inequality, to derive for

p =2,
20E [ (|t x,, 2 (te) |22 = [0k 72) (pry Vi) |
1

N 1
< 2ngCQC4E[|pk|2p_l(1 + | Xg 7+ |Z/r<;|2'€_2)4 (1 + |Zk:|2pn2) 2p]

| 73 A9
heF2 Y " exp(—(2p — 3 — D h) (4.9)
=0

~ B l L 1
< 2pK3E|:|pk|2p—1(1 + |Xk|2/<—2 + |Zk|2f£—2) 1 (1 + ‘Zk|2p772) 2p] hq2+§,

where I~(3 > 0 depend on IN(Q, Cy and Cy.
Moreover, one can bound the third term on the right-hand side of (A.6]), by employing the
conditional variants of (2.31)), (2.22)), (2.23]), along with applying the Holder inequality (twice):

2pE “Dtk,Xk,Zk (tree )% (Riy x, 2 (trs1), Vir) }
< 2pk [(EUDt’“X’“Z’c(tkH”zp“Ek})22?2 <E[ (R x1, 2 (tht1)s Vierr)” |~7:tk]>22p]
< 2pE [(E[’Dtkvxkzzk (tk+1)‘2p‘}—tk} ) " <E[|Rtk,xk,zk (tk+1)|2p‘]:tk] ) Z (E [|Vk+1|2p’]:tk] ) 21?]
< 3 CCE o (14 X2 |2 2) S (14 1Z27) 5 e (= (20— Dy

< 2P[?4E[‘pk|2p71(1 + ‘Xk’2f-e—2 + ’Zk‘%f?)i(l + ’Zk‘mmz)ﬁ} hQ2+%’
- (A.10)
where K, > 0 depends on Cy, Cy.
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Following the conditional versions of (2.31) and (2.22)) as well as the Holder inequality, one
can bound the third third term on the right-hand side of the inequality (A.4]) as follows:

2p

[?1 Z E UDtk,Xk-,Zk (tk—i-l) |2p—l |Vl€+1 ’l]

=2

< K, ZEK (1Dt 12, (1) ’.EJ)

2p7l l

(B[Ven 7))

(A.11)
~ 1
< Ky Z(aglE a7 (L1 Z07) % | o exp(~(2p = Dash)

2p
< K‘r’ZE[’p ‘210 l(1+ \Z Frmz)zﬂhlqz

=2

where K5 > 0 depends on K1, Cy. By Substituting the inequalities (A.5) to (A.11) into (A.4) and
recalling that ¢; > g2 + %, one can obtain

Swn ] < Bllpe] expl-2peh) + 20CoB [l (1 |2

~ 1 1

+ Qng]E“kap*l(l + |Xk|2/<72 + ’Zk|2n72)4hq2+ ( + ’Z ‘anz)z }

+ 2pK,E [ypk\Qp—l(l X2 4 | 22 R) Tt E (1 \Zkym)%] (A.12)

~ 2p !

+ K ZE[|Pk|2p_lhlq2(1 + |Zk|2pn2)ﬂ -

1=2
Then using the Young inequality for (A.12)), we have

pagh
8

E[lpts17] < E[Jpel*"] exp(~2pash) + EL2E o] + KE[(1+|Z|m)¥]2rie—d+

" K v
+ pO‘81 EHP |2p} + KE[(l X2+ |Zk|2,q_2) 5 (1 n |Zk|2p"2)} e
2p 2
Zzpz 55 _ L

=g B |k + KE[(1+ |2 0m) e,
(A.13)

where K > 0 is independent of h,t.
Given the assumption that 0 < h < pi and the inequality e™* < 1—2z + ﬁ for 0 <z <1, we

can proceed by utilizing the inequalities le 9 2’2’ L<p, 212) and (2.32) and obtaln

2 ~
E[lprsl?] < (1 - goqh + gpalh + g%h)]EHkaﬂ + KE[(1+ |Zk|2p771)}h2p(‘12_%)+1

~ p
+ KIE[(l X2+ 2P ?) 2 (1 + |Zk|2pn2)} p2Paz=3)+ (A.14)

< (1= G [lo] + KE[(1+ X0 re=9,
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where A = max{n; 73, (“T_l + 772)773}. Equipped with the above inequality, one sees
E[|ox|?] < CE[(1 + | Xo[*¥) ] p2(@2), (A.15)
where the constant C' does not depend on h,t, k. Namely,
(E[1X (to, Xoi ) — Z(to, Xo3t4)[*]) < C(E[(1 + | Xo[)]) R, (A.16)

To conclude, Theorem [2.5]is proved for integer p. For non-integer p, the conclusion can be derived
using the Young inequality. Therefore, the proof is completed. [J
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