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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

†This work was supported by Natural Science Foundation of China (12071488, 12371417, 11971488). The
authors want to thank Prof. Zhihui Liu and Yajie She for helpful comments.

∗Corresponding author.
E-mail addresses: 12331004@mail.sustech.edu.cn,x.j.wang7@csu.edu.cn.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

10
58

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

N
A

] 
 1

5 
Ju

n 
20

24



and analyze convergent numerical approximations of SDEs with super-linearly growing coefficients,
see, e.g., [1–3,8–11,13,14,16,17,19,20,27–29,33,35,39–42]. 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, T ]. 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, 38] 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 2.5). As applications of the fundamental
strong convergence theorem, we prove the expected strong convergence rate of order 1

2
over infinite

time for two types of time-stepping schemes such as the backward Euler method and the projected
Euler method in non-globally Lipschitz settings (Theorem 3.9 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 (Ω,F ,P) be a complete probability space and {Fw
t }0≤t<∞ be an increasing family

subalgebras induced by w(t) for 0 ≤ t < ∞, where (w(t),Fw
t ) = ((w1(t), w2(t), · · · , wm(t))

T ,Fw
t )

is an m-dimensional Wiener process. Let | · | and ⟨·, ·⟩ be the Euclidean norm and the inner
product of vectors in Rd, respectively. By MT 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 (Ω,F ,P), we use E to denote the expectation and Lq(Ω;Rd×m), q ∈ N, to denote

the family of Rd×m-valued variables with the norm defined by ∥ξ∥Lq(Ω;Rd×m) = (E[∥ξ∥q])
1
q < ∞.

And ⌊x⌋ denotes the integer part of x.
Consider the autonomous SDEs in the Itô form of{

dX(t) = f(X(t)) dt+ g(X(t)) dW (t), t ≥ 0,

X(0) = X0 ∈ Rd,
(2.1)

where f = (f 1, f 2, · · · , fd)T is the drift coefficient function and g = (gij)d×m = (g1, g2, · · · , gm) =
(gT1 , g

T
2 , · · · , gTd )T is the diffusion coefficient function. It is worth noting that f i is a real-valued
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function, gi is a d-column vector function and gj is a m-row vector function. In addition, {Wt}t≥0

is an m-dimensional Wiener process and the initial data X0 is independent of w.
We aim to establish a fundamental strong convergence theorem for general one-step approx-

imation schemes, used to approximate SDEs (2.1), with uniform step size h = 1
N
, N ≥ 1. Here

we introduce a new notation X(t, x; s) for t ≤ s < ∞, which denotes the solution of (2.1) with
the initial condition X(t, x; t) = x. When we write X(t), t ≥ 0, we mean a solution of SDEs (2.1)
with the initial value X(0) = X0. In addition, we introduce one-step approximation Z(t, x; t+ h)
for X(t, x; t+ h), where t ≥ 0, 0 < h < 1, which is defined as follows:

Z(t, x; t+ h) = x+Ψ(t, x, h; ξt), (2.2)

where Ψ is a function from [0,∞)×Rd×(0, T ]×Rm to Rm, ξt is a random variable with sufficiently
high-order moments. Moreover, we define Z(t, x; t+h) as an approximation of the solution at t+h
with initial value Z(t, x; t) = x. Then, a numerical approximation {Zk}k≥0 can be constructed on
the uniform mesh grid {tk = kh, k ≥ 0}, given by

Z0 = X0, Zk+1 = Zk +Ψ(tk, Zk, h; ξk), k ≥ 0, (2.3)

where ξk for k ≥ 0 are independent of Z0, Z1, · · · , Zk−1, ξ0, ξ1, · · · , ξk−1. Alternatively, one can
write

Z0 = X0, Zk+1 = Z(tk, Zk; tk+1) = Z(t0, Z0; tk+1), 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,∞)
and α1 ∈ (0,∞) such that

⟨x− y, f(x)− f(y)⟩+ 2p∗−1
2

∥g(x)− g(y)∥2 ≤ −α1|x− y|2. (2.5)

Assume that f satisfies the polynomial growth Lipschitz condition, more accurately, there exist
positive constants κ ≥ 1 and c1 > 0 such that

|f(x)− f(y)|2 ≤ c1
(
1 + |x|2κ−2 + |y|2κ−2

)
|x− y|2. (2.6)

In addition, assume the initial data X0 satisfies

E
[
|X0|2p

∗]
< ∞. (2.7)

According to (2.5), for any q ∈ (0, ⌊p∗⌋], there exists a sufficient small coefficient 0 < ϵ1 < α1

such that
⟨x, f(x)⟩+ 2q−1

2
∥g(x)∥2 ≤ −(α1 − ϵ1)|x|2 + c0, (2.8)

where c0 =
|f(0)|2
4ϵ1

+ (2p∗−1)2∥g(0)∥2
4(p∗−q)

− 2p∗−1
2

∥g(0)∥2. Furthermore, (2.6) immediately implies

|f(x)|2 ≤ c2|x|2κ + c3, (2.9)

where c2 =
2c1(κ+1)

κ
and c3 = 2|f(0)|2 + 2c1(κ−1)

κ
.

To show the 2p-th moment (p ≥ 1) boundedness of X(t), we first establish the following lemma,
which is a slight modification of [18, Lemma 8.1].
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Lemma 2.2. Let r : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and ξ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be nonnegative continuous functions.
If there exists a positive constant β such that

r(t)− r(s) ≤ −β

∫ t

s

r(u) du+

∫ t

s

ξ(u) du (2.10)

for any 0 ≤ s < t < ∞, then

r(t) ≤ r(0) +

∫ t

0

e−β(t−u)ξ(u) du. (2.11)

Equipped with Assumption 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we shall give the moment boundedness of the
solution over infinite time, which is an interesting result independently.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose Assumption 2.1 hold. There exists a positive constant C1 := C1(p, α1, ϵ1, c0)
independent of t, such that

E
[
|X(t)|2p

]
≤ C1E

[(
1 + |X0|2p

)]
, 1 ≤ p < p∗. (2.12)

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By the Itô formula, one sees

(
1 + |X(t)|2

)p
=

(
1 + |X0|2

)p
+ 2p

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−1 ⟨X(s), f(X(s))⟩ ds

+ 2p

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−1〈
X(s), g(X(s)) dW (s)

〉
+ p

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−1 ∥g(X(s))∥2 ds

+ 2p(p− 1)

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−2|X(s)Tg(X(s))|2 ds,

(2.13)

which straightforwardly implies

(
1 + |X(t)|2

)p ≤ (
1 + |X0|2

)p
+ 2p

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−1〈
X(s), f(X(s))

〉
ds

+ 2p

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−1 ⟨X(s), g(X(s)) dW (s)⟩

+ p(2p− 1)

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−1 ∥g(X(s))∥2 ds.

(2.14)

According to (2.8), we have

(
1 + |X(t)|2

)p ≤ (
1 + |X0|2

)p − 2p(α1 − ϵ1)

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p
ds

+ 2p(c0 + α1 − ϵ1)

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−1
ds

+ 2p

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−1 ⟨X(s), g(X(s)) dW (s)⟩ .

(2.15)
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Then by the Young inequality, we obtain(
1 + |X(t)|2

)p ≤ (
1 + |X0|2

)p − p(α1 − ϵ1)

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p
ds

+

∫ t

0

(2(c0 + α1 − ϵ1))
p

(α1 − ϵ1)p−1
ds

+ 2p

∫ t

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p−1 ⟨X(s), g(X(s)) dW (s)⟩ .

(2.16)

For every integer n ≥ 1, define the stopping time:

τn := inf{s ∈ [0, t] : |X(s)| ≥ n}. (2.17)

Clearly, τn ↑ t a.s.. Moreover, it follows from (2.16) and the property of the Itô integral that

E
[(
1 + |X(t ∧ τn)|2

)p]
+ p(α1 − ϵ1)E

[ ∫ t∧τn

0

(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p
ds

]
≤ E

[(
1 + |X0|2

)p]
+

∫ t

0

(2(c0 + α1 − ϵ1))
p

(α1 − ϵ1)p−1
ds.

(2.18)

Letting n → ∞ and by the Fatou lemma, we get

E
[(
1 + |X(t)|2

)p]
+ p(α1 − ϵ1)

∫ t

0

E
[(
1 + |X(s)|2

)p]
ds

≤ E
[(
1 + |X0|2

)p]
+

∫ t

0

(2(c0 + α1 − ϵ1))
p

(α1 − ϵ1)p−1
ds.

(2.19)

Taking r(t) = E
[(
1 + |X(t)|2

)p]
, β = p(α1 − ϵ1) and ξ = (2(c0+α1−ϵ1))p

(α1−ϵ1)p−1 in Lemma 2.2 shows

E
[(
1 + |X(t)|2

)p] ≤ E
[(
1 + |X0|2

)p]
+

∫ t

0

e−p(α1−ϵ1)(t−u) (2(c0 + α1 − ϵ1))
p

(α1 − ϵ1)p−1
du

≤ E
[(
1 + |X0|2

)p]
+

(2(c0 + α1 − ϵ1))
p

p(α1 − ϵ1)p
(1− e−p(α1−ϵ1)t)

≤ C1E
[(
1 + |X0|2p

)]
.

(2.20)

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, x; t+ θ)−X(t, y; t+ θ) = x− y +Rt,x,y(t+ θ), (2.21)

we have for 1 ≤ p < p∗

κ
,

E
[
|X(t, x; t+ h)−X(t, y; t+ h)|2p

]
≤ |x− y|2p exp(−2pα1h), (2.22)

E
[
|Rt,x,y(t+ h)|2p

]
≤ C2

(
1 + |x|2κ−2 + |y|2κ−2

) p
2 |x− y|2php, (2.23)

where C2 > 0 and do not depend on t, h.
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Proof of Theorem 2.4. For s ≥ t, we introduce the process

Dt,x,y(s) := X(t, x; s)−X(t, y; s)

and note that

Rt,x,y(s) := Dt,x,y(s)− (x− y).

Clearly,

dDt,x,y(s) =
(
f(X(t, x; s))− f(X(t, y; s))

)
ds+

(
g(X(t, x; s))− g(X(t, y; s))

)
dW (s). (2.24)

By applying the Itô formula, we obtain the following for any t ≤ s ≤ t+ h,

e2α1p(s−t)|Dt,x,y(s)|2p − |Dt,x,y(t)|2p

≤
∫ s

t

2α1pe
2α1p(θ−t)|Dt,x,y(θ)|2p dθ

+

∫ s

t

2pe2α1p(θ−t)|Dt,x,y(θ)|2p−2 ⟨Dt,x,y(θ), f(X(t, x; θ))− f(X(t, y; θ))⟩ dθ

+
2p(2p− 1)

2

∫ s

t

e2α1p(θ−t)|Dt,x,y(θ)|2p−2 ∥g(X(t, x; θ))− g(X(t, y; θ))∥2 dθ

+

∫ s

t

2pe2α1p(θ−t)|Dt,x,y(θ)|2p−2
〈
Dt,x,y(θ),

(
g(X(t, x; θ))− g(X(t, y; θ))

)
dW (θ)

〉
.

(2.25)

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

E
[
e2α1p(s−t)|Dt,x,y(s)|2p

]
≤ E

[
|Dt,x,y(t)|2p

]
. (2.26)

The estimate (2.22) is straightforward. Now we prove (2.23). By using the Itô formula and (2.5),
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we obtain for θ ≥ 0,

|Rt,x,y(t+ θ)|2p ≤ 2p

∫ t+θ

t

|Rt,x,y(s)|2p−2 ⟨Rt,x,y(s), f(X(t, x; s))− f(X(t, y; s))⟩ ds

+
2p(2p− 1)

2

∫ t+θ

t

|Rt,x,y(s)|2p−2 ∥g(X(t, x; s))− g(X(t, y; s))∥2 ds

+ 2p

∫ t+θ

t

|Rt,x,y(s)|2p−2
〈
Rt,x,y(s),

(
g(X(t, x; s))− g(X(t, y; s))

)
dW (s)

〉
≤ 2p

∫ t+θ

t

|Rt,x,y(s)|2p−2
(
⟨Dt,x,y(s), f(X(t, x; s))− f(X(t, y; s))⟩

+
2p− 1

2
∥g(X(t, x; s))− g(X(t, y; s))∥2

)
ds

− 2p

∫ t+θ

t

|Rt,x,y(s)|2p−2 ⟨x− y, f(X(t, x; s))− f(X(t, y; s))⟩ ds

+ 2p

∫ t+θ

t

|Rt,x,y(s)|2p−2
〈
Rt,x,y(s),

(
g(X(t, x; s))− g(X(t, y; s))

)
dW (s)

〉
≤ 2p

∫ t+θ

t

|Rt,x,y(s)|2p−2
∣∣f(X(t, x; s))− f(X(t, y; s))

∣∣|x− y| ds

+ 2p

∫ t+θ

t

|Rt,x,y(s)|2p−2
〈
Rt,x,y(s),

(
g(X(t, x; s))− g(X(t, y; s))

)
dW (s)

〉
.

(2.27)
According to the Cauchy-Bunyakovsy-Schwarz inequality (twice), (2.6), (2.12) and (2.22), we get

E
[
|Rt,x,y(t+ θ)|2p

]
≤ 2p|x− y|

∫ t+θ

t

(
E
[∣∣f(X(t, x; s))− f(X(t, y; s))

∣∣p]) 2
2p
(
E
[
|Rt,x,y(s)|2p

]) 2p−2
2p

ds

≤ 2p
√
c1|x− y|

∫ t+θ

t

(
E
[(
1 + |X(t, x; s)|2κ−2 + |X(t, y; s)|2κ−2

) p
2

∣∣X(t, x; s)−X(t, y; s)
∣∣p]) 1

p
(
E
[
|Rt,x,y(s)|2p

])1− 1
p
ds

≤ 2p
√
c1|x− y|

∫ t+θ

t

(
E
[(
1 + |X(t, x; s)|2κ−2 + |X(t, y; s)|2κ−2

)p]) 1
2p

(
E
[∣∣X(t, x; s)−X(t, y; s)

∣∣2p]) 1
2p
(
E
[
|Rt,x,y(s)|2p

])1− 1
p
ds

≤ C
′ |x− y|2

(
1 + |x|2κ−2 + |y|2κ−2

) 1
2

∫ t+θ

t

(
E
[
|Rt,x,y(s)|2p

])1− 1
p
ds.

(2.28)

By employing the Gronwall inequality [26, p.46, Theorem 8.3], we obtain

E
[
|R(t+ θ)|2p

]
≤ C2

(
1 + |x|2κ−2 + |y|2κ−2

) p
2 |x− y|2pθp. (2.29)

The proof of Lemma 2.4 is thus completed. □
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

(H1) Assumption 2.1 hold.

(H2) The one-step approximation Z(t0, X0;h) is given by (2.2) has the following orders of accu-
racy: for some p ≥ 1 there are η1 ≥ 1, η2 ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ h0 ≤ 1, q1 > 1, 1

2
< q2 ≤ q1 − 1

2
such

that for 0 < h ≤ h0, the numerical method has, respectively, local weak and strong errors of
order q1 and q2, defined as∣∣E[X(t0, X0;h)− Z(t0, X0;h)

]∣∣ ≤ C3E
[(
1 + |X0|η1

)]
hq1 , (2.30)(

E
[
|X(t0, X0;h)− Z(t0, X0;h)|2p

]) 1
2p ≤ C4

(
E
[(
1 + |X0|2pη2

)]) 1
2p
hq2 , (2.31)

where C3, C4 > 0 and independent of h, t.

(H3) The approximation Zk is given by (2.3) has finite moments, i.e., for some p ≥ 1 there exist
η3 ≥ 1, h0 > 0 and C5 > 0 such that for all 0 < h ≤ h0 and k ≥ 0,

E
[
|Zk|2p

]
≤ C5E

[(
1 + |X0|2pη3

)]
, (2.32)

where C5 not depend on h, t, k.

Then there exists a constant λ := max{η1η3, (κ−1
2

+ η2)η3}, for h ≤ h1 := min{ 1
pα1

, h0}, the global
error is bounded as follows:(

E
[
|Xk − Zk|2p

]) 1
2p ≤ C

(
E
[(
1 + |X0|2λp

)]) 1
2p
hq2− 1

2 , (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:

Zk = Zk−1 + f(Zk)h+ g(Zk−1)∆Wk−1, (3.1)

where ∆Wk−1 := W (tk)−W (tk−1), k ≥ 1. Then the one-step approximation of (3.1) reads:

Z(t, x; t+ h) = x+

∫ t+h

t

f(Z(t, x; t+ h)) ds+

∫ t+h

t

g(x) dW (s). (3.2)

To apply the strong convergence theorem, the first step is to ensure the 2p-th moment (p ≥ 1)
boundedness of Zk. 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 β1 > 0 such that

∥g(x)− g(y)∥2 ≤ β1|x− y|2. (3.3)

According to Assumtions 2.1, 3.1, there exist some positive constants α2, β2 and 2α2 > (2p∗ −
1)β2, such that

⟨x, f(x)⟩ ≤ −α2|x|2 + c4, (3.4)

∥g(x)∥2 ≤ β2|x|2 + c5, (3.5)

where c4, c5 > 0 are independent of x.

Lemma 3.2. If there exist some positive constants µ, ν such that 1 − µh > 0 and the sequence
{Yk}k∈N satisfies

|Yk|2p ≤ (1− µh)|Yk−1|2p + νh|Yk−1|2p−2 (3.6)

for any p ≥ 1 and k ∈ N, then we obtain

|Yk|2p ≤ C
(
1 + |Y0|2p

)
, (3.7)

where C only depends on p, µ, ν and Y0 is the initial value.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. When p = 1, by (3.6) we obtain

|Yk|2 ≤ (1− µh)k|Y0|2 +
(
1 + (1− µh) + · · ·+ (1− µh)k−1

)
νh

= (1− µh)k|Y0|2 +
1− (1− µh)k

µh
νh

≤ C
(
1 + |Y0|2

)
.

(3.8)

For p > 1, we can utilize the Young inequality to obtain:

|Yk|2p ≤
(
1− µ

2
h
)
|Yk−1|2p + νp

(2p− 2

µp

)p−1
h. (3.9)

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

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 hold. For p ∈ [1, ⌊p∗⌋] and k ∈ N, there exists a
constant K := K(α2, β2, c4, c5, p) > 0 such that

E
[
|Zk|2p

]
≤ KE

[(
1 + |X0|2p

)]
. (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 t, h, k.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. From (3.1) and (3.4), we have

(1 + 2α2h)
p|Zk|2p ≤

(
|Zk−1 + g(Zk−1)∆Wk−1|2 +Kh

)p
. (3.11)

Let us first consider the case p = 1. Taking expectations of (3.11) and employing (3.5), we get

(1 + 2α2h)E
[
|Zk|2

]
≤ (1 + β2h)E

[
|Zk−1|2

]
+Kh. (3.12)
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Since 2α2 > β2, we have 1+β2h
1+2α2h

= 1 − γh, where γ = 2α2−β2

1+2α2h
> 0. By (3.12) and Lemma 3.2, we

derive that
E
[
|Zk|2

]
≤ (1− γh)E

[
|Zk−1|2

]
+Kh

≤ KE
[(
1 + |X0|2

)]
.

(3.13)

For integer p > 1, we note that:

J1 := E
[(
|Zk−1 + g(Zk−1)∆Wk−1|2 +Kh

)p∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤ E

[
|Zk−1 + g(Zk−1)∆Wk−1|2p

∣∣Ftk−1

]
+Kh

(
1 + |Zk−1|2(p−1)

)
= E

[ 2p∑
l=0

C l
2p|g(Zk−1)∆Wk−1|l|Zk−1|2p−l

∣∣∣Ftk−1

]
+Kh

(
1 + |Zk−1|2(p−1)

)
≤ (1 + c(p, β2, h))|Zk−1|2p +Kh

(
1 + |Zk−1|2(p−1)

)
,

(3.14)

where c(p, β2, h) :=
∑p

l=1 C
2l
2ph

lβl
2(2l − 1)!!. By taking the conditional expectations of (3.12) and

then applying (3.14), we see

E
[
|Zk|2p

]
≤ (1− γh)E

[
|Zk−1|2p

]
+KhE

[(
1 + |Zk−1|2(p−1)

)]
, (3.15)

where γ = (1+2α2h)p−(1+c(p,β2,h))
h(1+2α2h)p

, Verifying γ > 0 is straightforward. Therefore, by applying Lemma
3.2 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. □

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

ZE(t, x; t+ h) := x+

∫ t+h

t

f(x) ds+

∫ t+h

t

g(x) dW (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) := ZE(t, x; t+ h) +

∫ t+h

t

f(Z(t, x; t+ h))− f(x) ds︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=If

. (3.17)

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

Lemma 3.4. Suppose Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 hold. For any 1 ≤ p < p∗

κ
, one gets that

E
[
|X(h)−X0|2p

]
≤ C6E

[(
1 + |X0|2κp

)]
hp, (3.18)

where C6 does not depend on h, t.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. By applying (2.9), (3.5) and (2.12), and then combining the Hölder
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inequality with the moment inequality [26, Theorem 7.1], we can obtain that

E
[
|X(h)−X0|2p

]
= E

[∣∣∣ ∫ h

0

f(X(s)) ds+

∫ h

0

g(X(s)) dW (s)
∣∣∣2p]

≤ Cph
2p−1

∫ h

0

E
[
|f(X(s))|2p

]
ds+ Cph

p−1

∫ h

0

E
[
∥g(X(s))∥2p

]
ds

≤ Cph
2p−1

∫ h

0

E
[(
c3 + c2|X(s)|2κ

)p]
ds+ Cph

p−1

∫ h

0

E
[(
c5 + β2|X(s)|2

)p]
ds

≤ C6E
[(
1 + |X0|2κp

)]
hp.

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

Lemma 3.5. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 be satisfied. For any 1 ≤ p ≤ ⌊p∗⌋
κ
, one can see that

E
[∣∣Z(t, x; t+ h)− x

∣∣2p] ≤ C7

(
1 + |x|2κp

)
hp, (3.20)

where C7 is independent of h, t.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Applying (2.9), (3.5), (3.10), the Hölder inequality and the moment
inequality, yields

E
[∣∣Z(t, x; t+ h)− x

∣∣2p] = E
[∣∣∣ ∫ t+h

t

f(Z(t, x; t+ h)) ds+

∫ t+h

t

g(x) dW (s)
∣∣∣2p]

≤ Cph
2p−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[∣∣f(Z(t, x; t+ h))

∣∣2p] ds+ Cph
p−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[
∥g(x)∥2p

]
ds

≤ C7

(
1 + |x|2κp

)
hp.

(3.21)
Thus the proof is finished. □

Lemma 3.6. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1 be fulfilled. Then∣∣E[X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h)]
∣∣ ≤ K

(
1 + |x|2κ−1

)
h

3
2 ,∣∣E[X(t, x; t+ h)− x]

∣∣ ≤ K
(
1 + |x|κ

)
h,∣∣E[ZE(t, x; t+ h)− x]

∣∣ ≤ K
(
1 + |x|κ

)
h.

(3.22)

Proof of Lemma 3.6. For the first item in (3.22), we can utilize a variant of (2.6), (2.12) and
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(3.18), as well as the Hölder inequality to acquire that

∣∣E[X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h)]
∣∣ = ∣∣∣E[ ∫ t+h

t

f(X(s))− f(x) ds+

∫ t+h

t

g(X(s))− g(x) dW (s)
]∣∣∣

≤
√
c1

∫ t+h

t

E
[(
1 + |X(s)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

) 1
2
∣∣X(s)− x

∣∣] ds
≤

√
c1

∫ t+h

t

(
E
[(
1 + |X(s)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

) 2κ−1
2κ−2

]) κ−1
2κ−1

(
E
[∣∣X(s)− x

∣∣ 2κ−1
κ

]) κ
2κ−1

ds

≤ K

∫ t+h

t

(1 + |x|κ−1)(1 + |x|κ)(s− t)
1
2 ds

≤ K
(
1 + |x|2κ−1

)
h

3
2 .

(3.23)
Furthermore, utilizing (2.9) and (2.12), the remaining terms in (3.22) can be analogously validated.
Thus the proof is accomplished. □

Lemma 3.7. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1, the one-step backward Euler scheme (3.2) obeys∣∣E[X(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)]
∣∣ ≤ K

(
1 + |x|2κ−1

)
h

3
2 ,∣∣E[Z(t, x; t+ h)]

∣∣ ≤ K
(
1 + |x|κ

)
h.

(3.24)

Proof of Lemma 3.7. We will begin by discussing the following inequality:∣∣E[X(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)]
∣∣ = |E[X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h)− If ]|
≤

∣∣E[X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h)]
∣∣+ ∣∣E[If ]∣∣. (3.25)

The first term on the right-hand side of (3.25) is estimated in Lemma 3.6, yielding:∣∣E[X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h)]
∣∣ ≤ K

(
1 + |x|2κ−1

)
h

3
2 . (3.26)

For the second item on the right-hand side of (3.25), by using (2.6), along with Theorem 3.3 and
Lemma 3.5, as well as applying the Hölder inequality, one can obtain∣∣E[If ]∣∣ = ∣∣∣E[ ∫ t+h

t

f(Z(t, x; t+ h))− f(x) ds
]∣∣∣

≤
∫ t+h

t

E
[∣∣f(Z(t, x; t+ h))− f(x)

∣∣] ds
≤

√
c1

∫ t+h

t

E
[(
1 + |Z(t, x; t+ h)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

) 1
2
∣∣Z(t, x; t+ h)− x

∣∣] ds
≤

√
c1

∫ t+h

t

(
E
[(
1 + |Z(t, x; t+ h)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

) 2κ−1
2κ−2

]) κ−1
2κ−1

(
E
[
|Z(t, x; t+ h)− x|

2κ−1
κ

]) κ
2κ−1

ds

≤ K
(
1 + |x|2κ−1

)
h

3
2 ,

(3.27)
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where If 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. □

Lemma 3.8. Under Assumptions 2.1, 3.1, for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ⌊p∗⌋
2κ−1

, we obtain(
E
[
|If |2p

]) 1
2p ≤ K

(
1 + |x|(4κ−2)p

) 1
2p
h

3
2 ,(

E
[
|X(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)|2p

]) 1
2p ≤ K

(
1 + |x|(4κ−2)p

) 1
2p
h,

(3.28)

where If is given by (3.17).

Proof of Lemma 3.8. To establish the first inequality in (3.28), we employ (2.6), the Hölder
inequality, Theorem 3.3, as well as Lemma 3.5 to deduce

E
[
|If |2p

]
= E

[∣∣∣ ∫ t+h

t

f(Z(t, x; t+ h))− f(x) ds
∣∣∣2p]

≤ cp1h
2p−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[(
1 + |Z(t, x; t+ h)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

)p∣∣Z(t, x; t+ h)− x
∣∣2p] ds

≤ cp1h
2p−1

∫ t+h

t

(
E
[(
1 + |Z(t, x; t+ h)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

) (2κ−1)p
κ−1

]) κ−1
2κ−1

(
E
[
|Z(t, x; t+ h)− x|

2(2κ−1)p
κ

]) κ
2κ−1

ds

≤ K
(
1 + |x|(4κ−2)p

)
h3p.

(3.29)

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

E
[
|X(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)|2p

]
= E

[∣∣∣ ∫ t+h

t

f(X(s))− f(Z(t, x; t+ h)) ds+

∫ t+h

t

g(X(s))− g(x) dW (s)
∣∣∣2p]

= E
[∣∣∣ ∫ t+h

t

f(X(s))− f(x) ds− If +

∫ t+h

t

g(X(s))− g(x) dW (s)
∣∣∣2p]

≤ Cph
2p−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[
|f(X(s))− f(x)|2p

]
ds+ CpE

[
|(If )|2p

]
+ Cph

p−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[
∥g(X(s))− g(x)∥2p

]
ds

≤ cp1Cph
2p−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[(
1 + |X(s)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

)p∣∣X(s)− x
∣∣2p] ds

+K
(
1 + |x|(4κ−2)p

)
h3p + Cph

p−1βp
1

∫ t+h

t

E
[
|X(s)− x|2p

]
ds

≤ Kh2p−1

∫ t+h

t

(
E
[(
1 + |X(s)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

) (2κ−1)p
κ−1

]) κ−1
2κ−1

(
E
[
|X(s)− x|

2(2κ−1)p
κ

]) κ
2κ−1

ds+K
(
1 + |x|(4κ−2)p

)
h3p +K

(
1 + |x|2κp

)
h2p

≤ K
(
1 + |x|(4κ−2)p

)
h2p.

(3.30)
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Thus the proof is finished. □

Theorem 3.9. Under Assumptions 2.1, 3.1, for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ⌊p∗⌋
2κ−1

and 0 < h ≤ h1, the backward

Euler method (3.2) has a strong convergence rate of order 1
2
over infinite time, namely,(

E
[
|Xk − Zk|2p

]) 1
2p ≤ K

(
E
[(
1 + |X0|(5κ−3)p

)]) 1
2p
h
1
2 . (3.31)

Proof of Theorem 3.9. With the aid of Theorem 3.3, Lemmas 3.7, 3.8 and according to Theorem
2.5, one can straightforwardly obtain the long-time strong convergence rate of the backward Euler
method (3.2). □

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:{

Z̄k := Φ(Zk),

Zk+1 := Z̄k + hf(Z̄k) + g(Z̄k)∆Wk, Z0 = X0,
(4.1)

where ∆Wk := W (tk+1) − W (tk), k ≥ 1 and the projection operator Φ: Rd → Rd is assumed to
satisfy the following assumptions.

Assumption 4.1. Let the mapping Φ: Rd → Rd obey

|Φ(x)| ≤ h− 1
2(κ+1) ,

|Φ(x)− Φ(y)| ≤ |x− y|
(4.2)

and Φ(0) = 0 ∈ Rd, where κ is given by (2.6).

Taking y = 0 in (4.2) yields
|Φ(x)| ≤ |x|. (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 2.1, we can conclude that the diffusion coefficient of SDEs (2.1) satisfies the
following inequality:

∥g(x)− g(y)∥2 ≤ β3

(
1 + |x|κ−1 + |y|κ−1

)
|x− y|2, (4.4)
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where β3 is a constant. As a consequence, we have

∥g(x)∥2 ≤ β4|x|κ+1 + c6, (4.5)

where β4 =
2β3(κ+3)

κ+1
, c6 = 2 ∥g(0)∥2+ 2β3(κ−1)

κ+1
. In addition, employing (2.9), (4.5) and the fact that

|Φ(Zk−1)| ≤ h− 1
2(κ+1) yields

|f(Z̄k−1)|2 ≤ c2|Z̄k−1|2κ + c3 ≤ c2h
−1 + c3 (4.6)

and ∥∥g(Z̄k−1)
∥∥2 ≤ β4|Z̄k−1|κ+1 + c6 ≤ β4h

− 1
2 + c6. (4.7)

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

Theorem 4.2. Let Assumptions 2.1,4.1 hold. For any 1 ≤ p ≤ ⌊p∗⌋ and 0 < h ≤ h2 :=
min{h1,

1
2p(α1−ϵ1)

}, one has

E
[
|Zk|2p

]
≤ KE

[(
1 + |X0|2p

)]
. (4.8)

Proof of Theorem 4.2. From (4.1), one can derive

1 + |Zk|2 = 1 + |Z̄k−1 + f(Z̄k−1)h+ g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|2

= 1 + |Z̄k−1|2 + 2
〈
Z̄k−1, f(Z̄k−1)h

〉
+ |g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|2

+ 2
〈
Z̄k−1 + f(Z̄k−1)h, g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1

〉
+ |f(Z̄k−1)h|2.

(4.9)

Combining this with (4.6) shows

E[
(
1 + |Zk|2

)p|Ftk−1
] ≤ E[(1 + ξ)p|Ftk−1

]
(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)p
+Kh

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)p−1
, (4.10)

where we denote

ξ :=
2⟨Z̄k−1,f(Z̄k−1)h⟩+|g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|2+2⟨Z̄k−1+f(Z̄k−1)h,g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1⟩

1+|Z̄k−1|2
:= ξ1 + ξ2 + ξ3.

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

E
[(
1 + |Zk|2

)
|Ftk−1

]
≤ E[(1 + ξ)|Ftk−1

](1 + |Z̄k−1|2) +Kh

= E[(1 + ξ1 + ξ2 + ξ3)|Ftk−1
]
(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)
+Kh.

(4.11)

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

E[ξ1 + ξ2|Ftk−1
] = E

[
2
〈
Z̄k−1, f(Z̄k−1)h

〉
+ |g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|2

1 + |Z̄k−1|2

∣∣∣∣Ftk−1

]
=

2
〈
Z̄k−1, f(Z̄k−1)h

〉
+
∥∥g(Z̄k−1)

∥∥2
h

1 + |Z̄k−1|2

(4.12)

and

E[ξ3|Ftk−1
] = E

[
2
〈
Z̄k−1 + f(Z̄k−1)h, g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1

〉
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

∣∣∣∣Ftk−1

]
= 0. (4.13)
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Taking these two estimates into account, we can derive from (4.11) that

E[ξ|Ftk−1
] =

2
〈
Z̄k−1, f(Z̄k−1)h

〉
+
∥∥g(Z̄k−1)

∥∥2
h

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
. (4.14)

By (2.8) and (4.2), we acquire

E
[(
1 + |Zk|2

)]
≤ (1− 2(α1 − ϵ1)h)E

[(
1 + |Zk−1|2

)]
+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 + |Zk|2

)2∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤ E

[
(1 + ξ)2|Ftk−1

](
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)2
+Kh

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)
= E

[
(1 + 2ξ + ξ2)|Ftk−1

](
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)2
+Kh

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

) (4.16)

and
E
[
ξ2|Ftk−1

]
= E

[
(ξ1 + ξ2 + ξ3)

2
∣∣Ftk−1

]
= E

[(
ξ21 + ξ22 + ξ23 + 2ξ1ξ2 + 2ξ1ξ3 + 2ξ2ξ3

)∣∣Ftk−1

]
.

(4.17)

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:

E
[
ξ21 |Ftk−1

]
≤ E

[
4|Z̄k−1|2|f(Z̄k−1)h|2(

1+|Z̄k−1|2
)2

∣∣∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤

4|Z̄k−1|2
(
c2h+ c3h

2
)(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)2 ≤ Kh

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
. (4.18)

For the second item on the right-hand side of (4.17), using (4.7) gives

E
[
ξ22 |Ftk−1

]
E
[
|g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|4(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)2 ∣∣∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤

3
(
β4h

− 1
2 + c6

)2
h2(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)2 ≤ Kh

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
. (4.19)

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

E
[
ξ23 |Ftk−1

]
≤ E

[
4|Z̄k−1 + f(Z̄k−1)h|2|g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|2(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)2 ∣∣∣∣Ftk−1

]

≤
4h

∥∥g(Z̄k−1)
∥∥2

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
+

Kh

1 + |Z̄k−1|2

(4.20)

and

E
[
2ξ1ξ2|Ftk−1

]
= E

[
4
〈
Z̄k−1, f(Z̄k−1)h

〉
|g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|2(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)2 ∣∣∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤ Kh

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
. (4.21)

Due to the properties of Brownian motion, we know

E
[
2ξ1ξ3|Ftk−1

]
= E

[
2ξ2ξ3|Ftk−1

]
= 0.
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Combining (4.18), (4.19), (4.20) with (4.21), we obtain

E
[
ξ2
∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤

4h
∥∥g(Z̄k−1)

∥∥2

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
+

Kh

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
. (4.22)

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

E
[(
1 + |Zk|2

)2∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤

(
1 +

4⟨Z̄k−1,f(Z̄k−1)h⟩+6h∥g(Z̄k−1)∥2

1+|Z̄k−1|2

)(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)2
+Kh

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)
≤ (1− 4(α1 − ϵ1)h)

(
1 + |Zk−1|2

)2
+Kh

(
1 + |Zk−1|2

)
.

(4.23)
Thanks to Lemma 3.2, the inequality (4.8) holds when p = 2.

Case 3. For p = 3, we make a further decomposition as follows:

E
[(
1 + |Zk|2

)3∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤ E

[
(1 + ξ)3

∣∣Ftk−1

](
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)3
+Kh

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)2
= E

[
(1 + 3ξ + 3ξ2 + ξ3)

∣∣Ftk−1

](
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)3
+Kh

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)2 (4.24)

and

E
[
ξ3
∣∣Ftk−1

]
= E

[
(ξ1 + ξ2 + ξ3)

3
∣∣Ftk−1

]
= E

[(
ξ32 + 3ξ21ξ2 + 3ξ2ξ

2
3 + ξ31 + 3ξ1ξ

2
2 + 3ξ1ξ

2
3 + 3(ξ1 + ξ2)

2ξ3 + ξ33
)∣∣Ftk−1

]
.

(4.25)

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

E
[
ξ32
∣∣Ftk−1

]
= E

[
|g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|6(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)3 ∣∣∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤

15
(
β4h

− 1
2 + c6

)3
h3(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)3 ≤ Kh

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
. (4.26)

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

E
[
3ξ21ξ2

∣∣Ftk−1

]
= E

[
12|Z̄k−1|2|f(Z̄k−1)h|2|g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|2(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)3 ∣∣∣∣Ftk−1

]

≤
12|Z̄k−1|2

(
c2h

−1 + c3
)(
β4h

− 1
2 + c6

)
h3(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)3

≤ Kh

1 + |Z̄k−1|2

(4.27)

and

E
[
3ξ2ξ

2
3

∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤ E

[
12|Z̄k−1 + f(Z̄k−1)h|2|g(Z̄k−1)∆Wk−1|4(

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
)3 ∣∣∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤ Kh

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
. (4.28)

In view of (2.8), it is not difficult to observe that

E
[(
ξ31 + 3ξ1ξ

2
2 + 3ξ1ξ

2
3

)∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤ Kh

1 + |Z̄k−1|2
. (4.29)

By applying properties of the Brownian motion, we know
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E
[
ξ33
∣∣Ftk−1

]
= E

[
3(ξ1 + ξ2)

2ξ3|Ftk−1

]
= 0.

Then, using (4.26)-(4.29), we are able to obtain

E
[
ξ3
∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤ Kh

1+|Z̄k−1|2
. (4.30)

By (2.8) and (4.2), we see

E
[(
1 + |Zk|2

)3∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤

(
1 +

6⟨Z̄k−1,f(Z̄k−1)h⟩+15h∥g(Z̄k−1)∥2

1+|Z̄k−1|2

)(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)3
+Kh

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)2
≤ (1− 6(α1 − ϵ1)h)

(
1 + |Zk−1|2

)3
+Kh

(
1 + |Zk−1|2

)2
.

(4.31)

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 + |Zk|2

)p∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤ E

[(
1 + pξ + p(p−1)

2
ξ2 + p(p−1)(p−2)

6
ξ3
)∣∣Ftk−1

]
(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)p
+Kh

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)p−1
.

(4.32)

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

E
[(
1 + |Zk|2

)p∣∣Ftk−1

]
≤

(
1 +

2p⟨Z̄k−1,f(Z̄k−1)h⟩+p(2p−1)∥g(Z̄k−1)∥2

1+|Z̄k−1|2

)
×

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)p
+Kh

(
1 + |Z̄k−1|2

)p−1

≤ (1− 2p(α1 − ϵ1)h)
(
1 + |Zk−1|2

)p
+Kh

(
1 + |Zk−1|2

)p−1
.

(4.33)

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. □

4.2 Strong convergence rate of the projected Euler method

In light of the fundamental strong convergence theorem, Theorem 2.5, 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 2.1 hold. For 1 ≤ p < p∗

κ
, one obtains that

E
[
|X(h)−X0|2p

]
≤ C8E

[(
1 + |X0|2κp

)]
hp. (4.34)

where C8 do not depend on h, t.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Based on (2.9) and (4.7), we can use the Hölder inequality, the moment
inequality and (2.12) to obtain

E
[
|X(h)−X0|2p

]
= E

[∣∣∣ ∫ h

0

f(X(s)) ds+

∫ h

0

g(X(s)) dW (s)
∣∣∣2p]

≤ Cph
2p−1

∫ h

0

E
[(
c3 + c2|X(s)|2κ

)p]
ds+ Cph

p−1

∫ h

0

E
[(
c6 + β4|X(s)|κ+1

)p]
ds

≤ C8E
[(
1 + |X0|2κp

)]
hp.

(4.35)
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Thus the proof is finished. □

Lemma 4.4. For h ∈ (0, 1] and q ≥ 1, consider the mapping Rd ∋ x 7→ Φ(x) ∈ Rd which satisfies

|x− Φ(x)| ≤ 2
(
1 + |x|q+1

)
h

q
2(κ+1) . (4.36)

Proof of Lemma 4.4 . We will divide the analysis into two cases: |x| ≤ h− 1
2(κ+1) and |x| >

h− 1
2(κ+1) .
For |x| ≤ h− 1

2(κ+1) , we have x = Φ(x), thus (4.36) is evident.

For |x| > h− 1
2(κ+1) , by using the elementary inequality, we can easily obtain

|x− Φ(x)| =
∣∣∣x− h− 1

2(κ+1)
x

|x|

∣∣∣ ≤ |x|+
∣∣h− 1

2(κ+1)
∣∣ ≤ 2

(
1 + |x|q+1

)
h

q
2(κ+1) . (4.37)

Thus the proof is accomplished. □

Lemma 4.5. Under the Assumptions 2.1 and 4.1, we obtain∣∣E[ZE(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)
]∣∣ ≤ K

(
1 + |x|3κ+4

)
h

3
2 ,∣∣E[X(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)

]∣∣ ≤ K
(
1 + |x|3κ+4

)
h

3
2 .

(4.38)

Proof of Lemma 4.5 . We can employ (2.6), the Hölder inequality and Lemma 4.4 for the first
item in (4.38), to infer∣∣E[ZE(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)

]∣∣
=

∣∣∣E[x− Φ(x) +

∫ t+h

t

f(x)− f(Φ(x)) ds+

∫ t+h

t

g(x)− g(Φ(x)) dW (s)
]∣∣∣

≤ K
(
1 + |x|3κ+4

)
h

3
2 .

(4.39)

Finally, using Lemma 3.6 and (4.39), we have∣∣E[X(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)
]∣∣

=
∣∣E[(X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h) + ZE(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h))

]∣∣
≤

∣∣E[(X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h))
]∣∣+ ∣∣E[(ZE(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h))

]∣∣
≤ K

(
1 + |x|3κ+4

)
h

3
2 .

(4.40)

Thus the proof is completed. □

Lemma 4.6. Under Assumptions 2.1, 4.1, for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ⌊p∗⌋
2κ−1

, we have(
E
[
|X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h)|2p

]) 1
2p ≤ K

(
1 + |x|(4κ−2)p

) 1
2p
h,(

E
[
|ZE(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)|2p

]) 1
2p ≤ K

(
1 + |x|4(κ+1)p+1

) 1
2p
h,(

E
[
|X(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h)|2p

]) 1
2p ≤ K

(
1 + |x|4(κ+1)p+1

) 1
2p
h.

(4.41)
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Proof of Lemma 4.6. First, let us consider the first term in (4.41). By using (2.6), (4.4), (2.12),
the moment inequality, the Hölder inequality and Lemma 4.3, one can get

E
[
|X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h)|2p

]
= E

[∣∣∣ ∫ t+h

t

f(X(s))− f(x) ds+

∫ t+h

t

g(X(s))− g(x) dW (s)
∣∣∣2p]

≤ Kh2p−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[(
1 + |X(s)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

)p∣∣X(s)− x
∣∣2p] ds

+Khp−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[(
1 + |X(s)|κ−1 + |x|κ−1

)p∣∣X(s)− x
∣∣2p] ds

≤ Khp−1

∫ t+h

t

(
E
[(
1 + |X(s)|2κ−2 + |x|2κ−2

) (2κ−1)p
κ−1

]) κ−1
2κ−1

(
E
[
|X(s)− x|

2(2κ−1)p
κ

]) κ
2κ−1

ds

≤ K
(
1 + |x|(2κ−2)p

)
(1 + |x|2κp)hp−1

∫ t+h

t

sp ds

≤ K
(
1 + |x|(4κ−2)p

)
h2p.

(4.42)

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

E
[
|(ZE(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h))|2p

]
= E

[∣∣∣x− Φ(x) +

∫ t+h

t

f(x)− f(Φ(x)) ds+

∫ t+h

t

g(x)− g(Φ(x)) dW (s)
∣∣∣2p]

≤ CpE
[
|x− Φ(x)|2p] + Cph

2p−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[
|f(x)− f(Φ(x))|2p

]
ds

+ Cph
p−1

∫ t+h

t

E
[
|g(x)− g(Φ(x))|2p

]
ds

≤ K
(
1 + |x|4(κ+1)p+1

)
h2p.

(4.43)

Further, in view of (4.42) and (4.43), we obtain

E
[
|(X(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h))|2p

]
= E

[
|(X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h) + ZE(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h))|2p

]
≤ E

[
|((X(t, x; t+ h)− ZE(t, x; t+ h))|2p

]
+ E

[
|(ZE(t, x; t+ h)− Z(t, x; t+ h))|2p

]
≤ K

(
1 + |x|4(κ+1)p+1

)
h2p.

(4.44)

Thus the proof is finished. □
Armed with Theorem 4.2, Lemmas 4.5, 4.6 and due to Theorem 2.5, one can straightforwardly

obtain the long-time strong convergence rate of the scheme, presented as follows.

Theorem 4.7. Let Assumptions 2.1, 4.1 hold. For any 1 ≤ p ≤ ⌊p∗⌋
2κ−1

and 0 < h ≤ h2, the

projected Euler method (4.1) has a strong convergence rate of order 1
2
over infinite time, namely,(

E
[
|Xk − Zk|2p

]) 1
2p ≤ K

(
E
[(
1 + |X0|(6κ+8)p

)]) 1
2p
h

1
2 . (4.45)
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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{
dX(t) =

[
(η + 1

2
σ2)X(t)− ϑX3(t)

]
dt+ σX(t) dW (t), t ∈ [0, T ],

X(0) = X0 > 0,
(5.1)

where σ, ϑ > 0 and W : [0, T ]× Ω → R is the real-valued standard Brownian motions.

The coefficients are set as: η = −3/2, σ = 1 and ϑ = 1. It is easy to see that the coefficients
satisfy Assumptions 2.1 and 3.1, therefore Theorems 3.9 and 4.7 are applicable here. Next, we
will consider the error caused by the temporal discretization of the problem (5.1), 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 (5.1). Set T = 16 and use the
following time step sizes: h ∈ {2−7, 2−6, 2−5, 2−4, 2−3}, where h = 2−12 is considered as the exact
solution. We will use M = 10000 sample paths to simulate the expectation.

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 1
2
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, x) =

[
∂2

∂x2u(t, x) + u(t, x)− u(t, x)3
]
dt+ g(u(t, x)) dWt, t ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ (0, 1)

u(t, 0) = u(t, 1) = 0,

u(0, x) = u0(x),

(5.2)

where g : R → R and W : [0, T ]× Ω → R is the real-valued standard Brownian motions.
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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 ∆x := 1

N
on the interval [0, 1] and denoting the

discrete spatial points as xi = i∆x, i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. The discretization yields an SDE system:

dXt = [AXt + F(Xt)] dt+G(Xt) dWt, t ∈ (0, T ], X0 = x0, (5.3)

where Xt = (X1,t, X2,t, · · · , XN−1,t)
T := (u (t, x1) , u (t, x2) , · · · , u (t, xN−1))

T , A ∈ R(N−1)×(N−1) ,

x0 = (u0 (x1) , u0 (x2) , · · · , u0 (xN−1))
T and

A = K2



−2 1 0 · · · 0 0
1 −2 1 · · · 0 0
0 1 −2 · · · 0 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 · · · −2 1
0 0 0 · · · 1 −2


,

F(X) =


f (X1)
f (X2)

...
f (XN−1)

 , G(X) =


g (X1)
g (X2)

...
g (XN−1)

 .

Now we turn our attention to the temporal discretization of the SDE system (5.3), using the
backward Euler and projected Euler methods. For the following numerical tests, we fix g(u) =
sinu+ 1, T = 30 and and initialize the system with u0(x) = 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 K = 4. We use the following time step-sizes: h ∈
{ 15
210

, 15
29
, 15
28
, 15
27
, 15
26
} and the numerical approximation with hexact = 15

212
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 1

2
for both the

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

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 asX(t0, X0; t0+t). Now, consider the error of the method Z(t0, X0; tk+1) at the (k+1)-step

ρk+1 : = X(t0, X0; tk+1)− Z(t0, X0; tk+1)

= X(tk, Xk; tk+1)− Z(tk, Zk; tk+1)

= X(tk, Xk; tk+1)−X(tk, Zk; tk+1) +X(tk, Zk; tk+1)− Z(tk, Zk; tk+1).

(A.1)

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 tk, resulting in errors in the solution at the (k + 1)th
step. This can be reformulated as:

Dtk,Xk,Zk
(tk+1) : = X(tk, Xk; tk+1)−X(tk, Zk; tk+1)

:= ρk +Rtk,Xk,Zk
(tk+1)

(A.2)

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+1 := X(tk, Zk; tk+1)− Z(tk, Zk; tk+1). (A.3)

Let p ≥ 1 be an integer. We have

E
[
|ρk+1|2p

]
= E

[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1) + Vk+1|2p
]

= E
[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2 + 2 ⟨Dtk,Xk,Zk
(tk+1), Vk+1⟩+ |Vk+1|2

]p
≤ E

[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p
]
+ 2pE

[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p−2 ⟨ρk +Rtk,Xk,Zk
(tk+1),Vk+1⟩

]
+ K̃1

2p∑
l=2

E
[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p−l|Vk+1|l
]
,

(A.4)

where K̃1 > 0 only depends on p. For the first term on the right-hand side of (A.4), by (2.22) we
have

E
[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p
]
≤ E

[
|ρk|2p

]
exp(−2pα1h). (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:

2pE
[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p−2 ⟨ρk +Rtk,Xk,Zk
(tk+1),Vk+1⟩

]
= 2pE

[
|ρk|2p−2 ⟨ρk,Vk+1⟩

]
+ 2pE

[(
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p−2 − |ρk|2p−2
)
⟨ρk,Vk+1⟩

]
+ 2pE

[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p−2 ⟨Rtk,Xk,Zk
(tk+1),Vk+1⟩

]
.

(A.6)

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

2pE
[
|ρk|2p−2 ⟨ρk,Vk+1⟩

]
≤ 2pC3E

[
|ρk|2p−1

(
1 + |Zk|η1

)]
hq1 . (A.7)

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,

2pE
[(
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p−2 − |ρk|2p−2
)
⟨ρk,Vk+1⟩

]
≤ 2pK̃2E

[
|Rtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)||ρk||Vk+1|
2p−3∑
l=0

|Dtk,Xk,Zk
(tk+1)|2p−3−l|ρk|l

]
,

(A.8)

where K̃2 > 0 only depends on p. Additionally, one can utilize Ftk-measurability of ρk and the
conditional variants of (2.31), (2.22) and (2.23), along with the Hölder inequality, to derive for
p ≥ 2,

2pE
[(
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p−2 − |ρk|2p−2
)
⟨ρk,Vk+1⟩

]
≤ 2pK̃2C2C4E

[
|ρk|2p−1

(
1 + |Xk|2κ−2 + |Zk|2κ−2

) 1
4
(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

) 1
2p

]
hq2+

1
2

2p−3∑
l=0

exp(−(2p− 3− l)α1h)

≤ 2pK̃3E
[
|ρk|2p−1

(
1 + |Xk|2κ−2 + |Zk|2κ−2

) 1
4
(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

) 1
2p

]
hq2+

1
2 ,

(A.9)

where K̃3 > 0 depend on K̃2, C2 and C4.
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 Hölder inequality (twice):

2pE
[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p−2 ⟨Rtk,Xk,Zk
(tk+1),Vk+1⟩

]
≤ 2pE

[(
E
[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p
∣∣Ftk

]) 2p−2
2p

(
E
[
⟨Rtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1), Vk+1⟩p
∣∣Ftk

]) 2
2p
]

≤ 2pE
[(

E
[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p
∣∣Ftk

]) 2p−2
2p

(
E
[
|Rtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p
∣∣Ftk

]) 1
2p
(
E
[
|Vk+1|2p

∣∣Ftk

]) 1
2p
]

≤ 2pC2C4E
[
|ρk|2p−1

(
1 + |Xk|2κ−2 + |Zk|2κ−2

) 1
4
(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

) 1
2p

]
hq2+

1
2 exp

(
− (2p− 2)α1h

)
≤ 2pK̃4E

[
|ρk|2p−1

(
1 + |Xk|2κ−2 + |Zk|2κ−2

) 1
4
(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

) 1
2p

]
hq2+

1
2 ,

(A.10)

where K̃4 > 0 depends on C2, C4.

28



Following the conditional versions of (2.31) and (2.22) as well as the Hölder inequality, one
can bound the third third term on the right-hand side of the inequality (A.4) as follows:

K̃1

2p∑
l=2

E
[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p−l|Vk+1|l
]

≤ K̃1

2p∑
l=2

E
[(

E
[
|Dtk,Xk,Zk

(tk+1)|2p
∣∣Ftk

]) 2p−l
2p

(
E
[
|Vk+1|2p

∣∣Ftk

]) l
2p
]

≤ K̃1

2p∑
l=2

(C4)
lE
[
|ρk|2p−l

(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

) l
2p

]
hlq2 exp(−(2p− l)α1h)

≤ K̃5

2p∑
l=2

E
[
|ρk|2p−l

(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

) l
2p

]
hlq2 ,

(A.11)

where K̃5 > 0 depends on K̃1, C4. By Substituting the inequalities (A.5) to (A.11) into (A.4) and
recalling that q1 ≥ q2 +

1
2
, one can obtain

E
[
|ρk+1|2p

]
≤ E

[
|ρk|2p

]
exp(−2pα1h) + 2pC3E

[
|ρk|2p−1

(
1 + |Zk|η1

)]
hq1

+ 2pK̃3E
[
|ρk|2p−1

(
1 + |Xk|2κ−2 + |Zk|2κ−2

) 1
4hq2+

1
2
(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

) 1
2p

]
+ 2pK̃4E

[
|ρk|2p−1

(
1 + |Xk|2κ−2 + |Zk|2κ−2

) 1
4hq2+

1
2

(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

) 1
2p

]
+ K̃5

2p∑
l=2

E
[
|ρk|2p−lhlq2

(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

) l
2p

]
.

(A.12)

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

E
[
|ρk+1|2p

]
≤ E

[
|ρk|2p

]
exp(−2pα1h) +

pα1h

8
E
[
|ρk|2p

]
+ K̃E

[(
1 + |Zk|η1

)2p]
h2p(q2− 1

2
)+1

+
pα1h

8
E
[
|ρk|2p

]
+ K̃E

[(
1 + |Xk|2κ−2 + |Zk|2κ−2

) p
2
(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

)]
h2p(q2− 1

2
)+1

+

∑2p
l=2

2p−l
2p

8
α1hE

[
|ρk|2p

]
+ K̃E

[(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

)]
h2p(q2− 1

2
)+1,

(A.13)

where K̃ > 0 is independent of h, t.
Given the assumption that 0 < h ≤ 1

pα1
and the inequality e−x ≤ 1− x+ x2

2
for 0 < x < 1, we

can proceed by utilizing the inequalities
∑2p

l=2
2p−l
2p

≤ p, (2.12) and (2.32) and obtain

E
[
|ρk+1|2p

]
≤

(
1− p

2
α1h+

2p

8
α1h+

p

8
α1h

)
E
[
|ρk|2p

]
+ K̃E

[(
1 + |Zk|2pη1

)]
h2p(q2− 1

2
)+1

+ K̃E
[(
1 + |Xk|2κ−2 + |Zk|2κ−2

)p
2
(
1 + |Zk|2pη2

)]
h2p(q2− 1

2
)+1

≤
(
1− p

8
α1h

)
E
[
|ρk|2p

]
+ K̃E

[(
1 + |X0|2λp

)]
h2p(q2− 1

2
)+1,

(A.14)
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where λ = max{η1η3,
(
κ−1
2

+ η2
)
η3}. Equipped with the above inequality, one sees

E
[
|ρk|2p

]
≤ CE

[(
1 + |X0|2λp

)]
h2p(q2− 1

2
), (A.15)

where the constant C does not depend on h, t, k. Namely,(
E
[
|X(t0, X0; tk)− Z(t0, X0; tk)|2p

]) 1
2p ≤ C

(
E
[(
1 + |X0|2λp

)]) 1
2phq2− 1

2 . (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. □

30


	Introduction
	The long-time fundamental strong convergence theorem
	Applications: Strong Convergence Rate of the Backward Euler Method over Infinite Time
	Applications: Strong Convergence Rate of the Projected Euler Method over Infinite Time
	Bounded moments of the projected Euler method
	Strong convergence rate of the projected Euler method

	Numerical Experiments
	Appendix

