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Abstract

In a recent paper by Kamrani et al. [9], exponential Euler method for stiff stochastic
differential equations with additive fractional Brownian noise was discussed, and the
convergence order close to the Hurst parameter H was proved. Utilizing the technique
of Malliavin derivative, we prove the exponential Euler scheme and obtain a conver-
gence order of one, which is the optimal rate given by Kamrani et al. [9] in numerical
simulation.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the numerical approximation of a system of m-dimensional SDEs
with a linear stiff term and driven by fractional Brownian motion (fBm)

M
AU, = (AU; + f(U)dt+ Y b()dBE (1), Uy, =ug e R™,  t € [tg,T],  (L1)

=1

where B i =1,2,--- , M are independent m-dimensional fBm with Hurst parameter H €
(1/2,1). We assume that the function f : R™ — R™ satisfies Lipschitz condition and the
first three derivatives of f satisfy the polynomial growth condition, A € R™™ and AU, is
stiff:

AT —to) > 1, ulA[T —ty) < |A|(T —ty),

where | - | denotes the Euclidean norm, p(-) is the corresponding logarithmic matrix norm
(see in [3], [17]). The equation (1.1) is considered as a pathwise Riemann-Stieltjes inte-
gral equation and the existence of a unique stationary and attracting solution with Hurst
parameter H > 1/2 follows from [12].
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Recently, Kamrani et al. [9] studied the exponential Euler scheme to the SDE (1.1) and
proved the convergence order close to the Hurst parameter H.

Theorem 1.1 [9] Assume El|ug|®> < oo, E|Aug|* < oo, function f satisfies the Lipschitz
condition and linear growth condition. Then, under some additional assumptions of A, for
every € > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

H—e
sup  \/E|U;, — Vil2 < c7<nuuq¢k+1-tk}> ,
k=0,1, ,N k

ey

for all N > 2, where Uy, is the solution of SDE (1.1) at time ty, Vj is the numerical solution

tr4+1

Vit :eA(tk“_t’“)Vk—{—A_l(e (tk+1—tk) [d Vk +Z/ eAltk+1—5) ( )dBH( )

forall k=0,1,--- N and Id is the identity matriz.

Note that, the choice of A has significant influence on the long time integration error. In
the situation that there is no noise, exponential integrators have been proven to be a very
interesting class of numerical time integration methods (see in [5]), as they handle the stiff
part exactly and can thus be stable even when being explicit. Therefore, it is meaningful for
Kamrani et al. [9] to consider fBm as a noise study exponential Euler scheme. Considering
the construction conditions of matrix A, it is necessary to avoid the existence of |A| in any
error bound in practical proofs.

If A = 0, Garrido-Atienza [4] proved that under a one-sided dissipative condition and
any Hurst parameter H € (0,1) the drift-implicit Euler method have a unique stationary
solution. The numerical approximation for fractional SDE with A = 0 has received much
attention in Hu et al.[7], Hong et al.[6], Kloeden et al. [10], Neuenkirch[13], Zhang and
Yuan [18] and references therein. Recently, Zhou et al.[19] have considered the backward
Euler method and obtained the optimal convergence rate. This provides us with the basis
for studying the optimal convergence rate of exponential Euler scheme for stiff type SDE
when A is not equal to zero.

In this paper, we focus on exponential Euler method for stiff SDEs and prove the optimal
convergence rate under the following assumptions on functions f : R™ — R™ b; : [to,T] —
R™ and the matrix A:

(A1) There exists a constant k, such that for any x,y € R™,
|f(@)] < k(1 + |2])

and
|f(z) = f(y)] < klz —yl,

where | - | denotes the Euclidean norm.

(A2) There are constants x and v, such that for any x € R™,

7, < v
e 0 (@) < (1+ Jal"),



where |0'f(x)],7 = 1,2,3 are defined as follows,

[0f (& ‘_<Z|8x] )1/2

2@ = (X Iy @)
G k=1 J
and

m 1/2
01 (Z 8x36xk8x5 x)‘2> ’

(A3) The functions b; : [to,T] — R™ i = 1,2,...,n are bounded with respect to the
Euclidean norm, i.e. there exists a constant C', for any t € [to, T,

bt < C, i=1,2,...,M.

(A4) There exists a constant L such that A € R"™™ for all s < ¢ satisfies the following
conditions

L
t—s’
tfto

|AeAt=9)| < |A=Y(Id — A=) < L(t — s).

Furthermore, sup;,<,<r ertAll < C with a constant C' not too large, where p[A]
denotes the logarithmic matrix norm for any square matrix A defined by

A+ AT>
5 .

HIA] = A (

Note that, by [3], the logarithmic matrix norm satisfies
u[A]] < |A] and [e] < et
for all t > 0. In applications, we often let u[A] < 0, which implies that
sup et lAllt=to) < 1 (1.2)

to<t<T

Remark 1.2 Assumption (A1) here is a common assumption, in order to ensure the eris-
tence and uniqueness of SDE (1.1). Compared to [9], assumption (A2) is a new addition to
this paper, which aims to use the Malliavin derivative to ensure the validity of Lemma 3.3,
which plays a crucial role in the proof of the main result. Assumption (A4) may not appear
intuitive enough, but it is fulfilled for finite dimensional case (see in [11]).

Let m:ty <t < --- <ty =T be a partition of the time interval [ty,T]. We denote by
non-equidistant sizes h; = t;11 —t;,,0 < i < N — 1, and denote h,,q, = maxo<j<y—_1 h;. The
classical Euler scheme applied to (1.1) is

k tit1 M (]
Vk;+1 — eA(thFlfto)uO + Z/ eA(tIﬁLl*S)f(V )dS + Z/ eA(tIH’lis)bi(S)dBiI—I(S); (13)
j=0 Yt i=1 70

where Vj, :=V,,, forall k =0,1,--- N —1 and V = uo.

Next we present the main result of this paper.
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Theorem 1.3 Assume E|ug|* < oo, E|Aug|? < oo, the functions f,b;,i = 1,2,..., M, and
matriz A satisfy the assumptions (A1)-(A4). Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

sup £/E|U;, — Vi]? < Cmax hy,
k=0,1,--,N k

-

for all N > 2, where Uy, is the solution of SDE (1.1) at time ty.

Remark 1.4 The order of the convergence rate in the above theorem is one. We have
verified in numerical experiment that this is the optimal rate, which is consistent with the
results that Kamrani et al. [9] want to improve.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall the definition of fBm, the tech-
niques of Malliavin calculus and some preliminary lemmas. Section 3 is devoted to proving
the main result. Then in Section 4, we report our numerical experiment and illustrate the
accuracy of the method. Throughout this paper, if not mentioned otherwise, C' or ¢ (maybe
with subscript) will denote a generic positive finite constant and may change from line to
line.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Fractional Brownian motion

In this subsection we will recall the definition of fBm (see in [2], [8]). FBm on R? with Hurst
parameter H € (0, 1) is a d-dimensional centered Gaussian process B = {Bff| ¢ > 0} with
component processes being independent copies of an one dimensional centered Gaussian

process B i =1,2, ..., d and the covariance function given by
N 1

1
Note that B/} is a classical standard Brownian motion. We only consider fBm with Hurst
parameter H > 1/2 in this paper.

FBm BY = (B#!, ... BH4d) admits the following Wiener integral representation
t
B = / Ky(t,s)dWti=1,2,....d,
0

where W is an one dimensional standard Brownian motion and K is the kernel function
defined by

t
Kg(t,s) = CHsl/Q_H/ (u— s)A=32 B2y, s <t, (2.1)
with Cpy = \/ sas 7 Note that
8KH 1 S
IBH oy o (H — 24— g\ H-3/2(S\1/2-H
DAL 1,5) = en(H — (1 )" ()



Young proved that the integral fab fdg exists as a Riemann-Stieltjes integral if f and g
have finite p-variation and g-variation, respectively, with %—i—% > 1. Clearly, if f is a-Hoélder

continuous, then it has finite L-variation on any finite interval. In this case, fBm B? has
Holder continuous sample paths of exponent of order lesser than H, the fractional stochastic

integral
t
/ u(s)dB??
0

exists as a pathwise Riemann-Stieltjes integral if v is Holder continuous of order greater
than 1 — H.

The Cameron-Martin space Ky associated to the covariance E[B}" B] is defined as the
closure of the space of step functions with respect to the scalar product

(b, )k = CH/O /0 d(u)h(v)|u — v|*2dsdt.

For any ¢ € Ky, we can define a operator K*,

K
OKu (r,s)dr.
,

¢
Ki(0)) = [ ot
Then we have an isometry between Kz and L*([0,¢]),

(0, )y = (K7 (9), Ki (V) 20,-

Thus, the Wiener integral with respect to fBm B can be rewritten as a Wiener integral
with respect to Wiener process W'

[ osanri = [ i@

2.2 Malliavin calculus

Let {Gy,t € [0,T]} be a zero mean continuous Gaussian process with covariance function
E[G,Gs] = R(t, s) such that Gy = 0. We suppose that G is defined in a complete probability
space (€, F,P) and F is generated by G. Let H; be the first Wiener chaos, the closed
subspace of L*(€)) generated by G. The reproducing kernel Hilbert space §) is defined as
the closure of the linear span of the indicator functions {1y 4,¢ € [0, T} with respect to the
scalar product (14, 1jo4)s. If G is an one dimensional fBm B!,

(1.0, o) = E[(B{" = BB — B
The mapping 14 + G; provides an isometry between § and H;. We denote by G(y) the
image in H; of an element ¢ € §.

For a smooth and cylindrical random variable F' = f(G(¢1), -+ ,G(p,)) with ¢; € 9,
f e C(R™) (i.e. f and all of its partial derivatives are bounded), we define its Malliavin
derivative as the $)-valued random variable given by

naf

i=1 Oz;

DYF = (G(e1), -+, Glen))pi-



By iteration, one can define the k-th derivative DY*F as an element of L*(Q, $H®*), where
$H®F denote the k-th tensor product of the Hilbert space ). For any natural number k¥ and
any real number p > 1, we define the Sobolev space Dlgp as the closure of the space of
smooth and cylindrical random variables with respect to the norm || - ||, defined by

k
1Nk = E(EP) + D E([DYFIR0). (2.2)

=1

The divergence operator 6 is defined as the adjoint of the derivative operator D¢ in the
following manner. An element u € L*(Q, $)) belongs to the domain of 6¢, denoted by Dom
8¢, if there is a constant C, depending on u such that

E(DCF,u)g)| < CullFllz2(ey, VF € DI (2.3
If u € Dom 6%, then the random variable 6 (u) is defined by the duality relationship
E(F3%(u)) = E((DF, u)s),

which holds for any F' € Dé?

If V is a separable Hilbert space, we can define in a similar way the spaces Dgp (V) of
V-valued random variables. We recall that the space ]Dé2 ($) of $H-valued random variables
is included in the domain of §¢, and for any element u € D5*($) we have

E[6%(w)|* < Ellull + E||D%ul[§e:-
Furthermore, Meyer inequalities imply that for all p > 1, we have

”5G<U)Hp < ¢ HUHDgQ(.ﬁ)-

If u is a simple $H-valued random variable of the form u = Z?:l F;p;, where F; € DgQ and

w; € 9. Then u € Dom 6¢ and

n

0% u) =Y (FiG(p:) — (DFy, 1)) -

i=1

For the convenience of writing, in the case of not causing confusion, we will simply write
D%, 5% and ]D)]é’p as D, § and D*? (when G is fBm) in the follow-up of this paper. The
reader is referred to [1, 14, 15] and references therein for more about Malliavin calculus.

2.3 Preliminary lemmas

In this subsection, we provide two lemmas, and the results of these lemmas will be used
for the proof in Section 3. The first lemma about the upper-bound estimate result for the
increments of fBm B comes from the Proposition 4.2 in [19].



Lemma 2.1 [19] Let F: Q — R be a random variable that possesses the second Malliavin
derivative. If E(|F|) < oo and suptoSsST]E(DS)F) < 00, then for any to < s,t <T

’E[F(B{”’ - vai)} ’ <Ot — sl.

Assume further that suptogngE(Dggj)F) < 00, then for anyty < s <t <T andty <v <
u<T
’E[F(Bfﬂ — BHiy(BHi _ Bf,z')] ’ < Clt = sl|lu—v| + C(Liss L)) s

where (154, Lpu))n = E[(B"" — BH#)(BH* — BHH)] given in Section 2.

If we let F' := F|F,, where I} satisfies all the conditions of F' in the Lemma 2.1 and F,
is a non random bounded function, then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2 Let F} : Q@ — R be a random wvariable that possesses the second Malliavin

derivative. If E(|F1]) < oo and supy < < E(Dgi)Fl) < 00, then for any continuously bounded
function go, to < s,t <T

‘E[Fl /Stgo(u)dBf’i] <Ot — 5. (2.4)

Assume further that supy <7 ]E(Dgf,}j)Fl) < 00, then for any continuously bounded functions
91,92, to<s<t<Tandts <v<u<T

t u )
‘E[Fl / g1(a)d B / gQ(b)dBfﬂ}

< C|t—S||U—U|+C<1[57t],1[v7u]>5. (25)

Proof. Because g;,j = 0,1,2 here are continuous functions, we only need to rewrite
fst g;(w)dBHi §=0,1,2, to Fy(B"" — B¥#). Then by the boundedness and non randomness
of Fy, Lemma 2.2 follows from Lemma 2.1. [ ]

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we will provide proof of the main result (Theorem 1.1) of this paper. Note
that Bf i = 1,2,--- , M, are independent m-dimensional fBm, and the boundedness of
function b;,7 = 1,2,--- , M. Therefore, for the convenience, we only need to consider the
case M = 1. At this point, according to equations (1.1) and (1.3), the expressions for U
and V' can be rewritten as

t t
U, = eAt=t)yy 4 / A9 £(U,)ds + / eAt=*)p(s)dBH, (3.1)
0 0

and for tg < t; < -+ <t <t <tpy1,

k=1 oty t t
V= ety 4> / A=) £V, )ds + / A9 £(V, )ds + / eA=9)p(s)dBH | (3.2)
=01t tk 0



where we let b(s) := by(s) and B := B (s). Without causing confusion, we will use this
simple notation in the following content.

Before proving Theorem 1.1, we also need to prove some technical lemmas, which will

make the proof of our main result presented in a more convenient form.

Lemma 3.1 Assume the condition (A1) is satisfied and E|ug|P < co. For any integerp > 1,
there exist constants Cy , 1, Capr depending on p and T, such that

E( sup |Ut|p) <Cipr (3.3)
to<t<T
and
E( sup \Vt\p) < Copr. (3.4)
to<t<T

Proof. For (3.3), we use basic inequality for (3.1),

/t eA(t_S)f(Us)ds

to

p
+ ¢y

p
|U|P < cp|eA(t_t0)u0|p + ¢,

t
/ eA(t_s)b(s)dBf

to

Then using condition (A1) and the Kahane-Khintchine formula, we obtain

t
E( sup ]Ut|p) < ¢, sup PRy |P + cop ) Supep“[A](t_tO)/ Esup |Us|Pds
t t s

to<t<T to
2 p/2

t
< ¢, sup ePHAEOIR 0[P 4 ¢, sup ePrIAIE0) / Esup |Us|Pds
t t s

to
topt p/2
+c (/ / A=W, (w)] e b(v)||u — v|2H_2dudv)
to Jto

t
< ¢, sup ePrlAl(t—to) (E]uolp —i—/ Esup |Us|Pds + (t — to)QH) )
t S

to

t
/ eA=9p(s)dBH

to

Thus, the desired result follows from the Gronwall inequality.

For the proof of (3.4), we can use the similar method as in (3.3) to study (3.2) ,

k—1
E (sup |V}|p) < ¢, sup ePHAllt=t0) <E|u0|p + Z hEIV;P + (8 — ti)E|Vi|P + (t — t0)2H> :
¢ ¢

=0
(3.5)
Therefore, according to the recursive relationship
k-1
E[ViP <cpr <1 + ZhjEyv;-V’) . k=1,2---n, (3.6)
=0
and
E|Vo|P = E|ug|? < 0. (3.7)
Together (3.5)—(3.7), we obtain the desired result. n
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Lemma 3.2 Assume the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and E|ug|P < oo, then there

exist constants Cs 1, Cypr depending on p and T, such that

E[ sup |DTUt|p] < Cs,71

to<r,t<T

and

E[ sup \D37T,Ut|p] < Cypr.

to<r,r’t<T

(3.8)

(3.9)

Proof. Let r € [ty, T]. Taking the Malliavin derivative D, on both sides of (3.1) leads to

t
D, U; = / A9 f(U,)D,Uyds + e2b(r).

Then by conditions (A2)—(A3) and inequality (3.3), we have

t
E (sup ]DrUt|p> < ¢y sup M=) (1 + E(sup |Us]p”)> / E (sup ]DTUSV’) ds
r,t s s r r,s

+ ¢y sup etA9)

S

¢
<cpr (/ E (sup |D,,U5|p) ds + 1) .

Thus we get (3.8) by Gronwall inequality.
For the proof of (3.9). Differentiating (3.10), we have for r V1’ < t,

t

t
D2 .U, = / e f(U,) D2, Uyds + / AN f(U,), DU, ® DUy)ds

/

vr! rvr

By condition (A2) and (3.3), we can see
E (sup 2201 (U) + TP LW ) < o

and by the result in (3.8),

1/2 1/2
E (sup |D,Us ® DTrUs]p) <E (sup \DTUS|2p> E (sup \DT/US|2”> < cpr-

r,r!.s

This gives

t
E (sup ]D37T,Ut|p> <cpr+ Cp,T/ E (sup |D3,T/Us|p) ds.

!t v r,r!,s
b b b b

Then the desired result follows from the Gronwall inequality.

(3.10)



Lemma 3.3 Assume the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and E|ug|P < oo, then there
exist constants Cs, 1, Cspr depending on p and T, such that

E [ sup |DT‘/t|p:| S C57P,T (311)
to<rt<T
and
E[ sup |D37T,V}|p} < Cep,r- (3.12)
to<r,r’ t<T

Proof. According to (3.2), we consider the Malliavin derivative D,.V;. It is easy to find that,
fort, < r < t,

DV, = eAMp(r). (3.13)
If t,_1 <7 < tg, we can see
t
DV, = / A dsdf (Vi) D, Vi, + eAb(r). (3.14)
tr
If o <1 <Tp_1,

tr t
D,V, = / A dsdf (Vi) Do Vit + / A dsdf (Vi) D, Vi + e b(r).  (3.15)

th—1 123

Similarly, for tqg < r < t,
to t
DV, = / e Vdsof (Vi) D Vi 4 - + / e dso f (Vi) D, Vi + e 0b(r).  (3.16)
t1 ty

Thus, to prove (3.11), we only need to use induction to calculate the upper bound of
D,V;,7=0,1,...,k sequentially.

Note that, for t, < r < t;, D,Vo = 0 and D, V; = eAt=")p(r). Then

E (sup ]DTV1|p> <Cpr.

Then by conditions (A2)—(A3) and (3.4), together (3.13)—(3.16), we have the inequality
(3.11).

For the inequality (3.12), we only need to use the methods similar to (3.9) and (3.11).
This completes the proof. [ ]

Lemma 3.4 Assume the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and E|ug|P < oo, then there
exist constants C7, 1, Cs v depending on p and T, such that

1
E { sup |D, (/ 8f[9Utj +(1- Q)Vj]d«9> |p} < Crpr (3.17)
to<rt<T 0
and
1
E [ sup  |DZ </ of[0U, + (1 — G)VJ]d9> ]p} < Cspr- (3.18)
to<r,r’ t<T 0
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Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3, we need to rewrite
D, (00U, + (1 — 0)V}]) as

D, (810U, + (1 — 0)V;]) = & f[0U,, + (1 — 0)V;] (D, U, + (1 — 6)D,V;) .
Then based on the polynomial growth condition of the second derivative of function f in
assumption (A2) and Lemmas 3.1-3.4, we obtain (3.17).
By the same way,
Dy, (010U, + (1= 0)Vj))
= D, (0*f[0Uy; + (1 — 0)V;] (0D, Uy, + (1 — 6)D,V;))
= f[oU, + (1 — 0)V;] (0D, Uy, + (1 — 6)D,V;) (D Uy, + (1 — 6) D, V;)
+ O’ fl0U, + (1= 0)V;] (6D}, Uy, + (1 —0)D?2,.V;) .

rr'tJ

Then (3.18) follows from the polynomial growth condition of the third derivative of function
f and Lemmas 3.1-3.4. [ ]

With the four technical lemmas mentioned above, we can consider proving the main
conclusion of this paper.
Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof is divided into fore steps.

Step 1: A representation for the error process (3.21). Denote by the error process
Zy = U; — V;, and for convenience we will also denote by Zj := Z;,. Then

Zy = e 7, + /t AIF(U,) — f(Vi)lds.

tg

For the integral term,

| N0 = 10ds = [ A0 - pW s+ [ AN - filds

where the second integral on the right side of the above equation

t t 1
/ A F(UL) — F(Vi)]ds = / A= ds (U, — vk)/ Of[0U,, + (1 — 0)V;]do
tr ti 0
= A7) — 1d) 7, / 1 Of[OU;, + (1 — 0)V;]dé.
0

Thus, we can rewrite Z; as follows,
Zt = Qk(t)Ztk + Rk(t)7

where

Rt) = [ 1) - 50, s

tr

and

1
Qi(t) = M) 1 A7 (A0 — [ q) / Of[0U,, + (1 — 6)V;]d6.
0

11



By assumption (A4), we obtain that

|Qr(t)] < sup etAlt 4 L(t — tx)[1 + sup |Uy| + sup |Vi]].
t t t

It =tp41,

Zi1 = Qrk+1)Zr + Ri(k+ 1)
= Qul+ 1) (Qur (1) Zer + Faca (k) + Rk + 1)

HQ(]+1ZO+ZHQM+1 (G + 1), (3.19)

7=0 j=0 ¢=j+1
where we let T[}_, 41 Qe(£+1) =1 by convention and
tj+1
RiG+1) = [ M) - £(U, s
tj
and

Q) +1) = A1) | A7 (Al ) /aert (1 - )V;]ds.

Note that Zyg = Uy — Vo = 0. Then for all 7 =0,1,...,k,

Esup|Q;(j + 1P < C. (3.20)
J

If t € (tg,trt1), and Zy = 0, similar to (3.19), we have

k k
Z, = Z I1 @R = Z:MMQ’5 (3.21)

tit1At 1
= / eAtiini=s) / Of[0U, + (1 — 0)Uy,|dOAU,, ods
t 0

J

tit1 Nt
=: / M [y (5, 5) AU ds
t

J
and

Q! = eMlrint=t) o A1 (pAltrnt=t) / of[0U, + (1 — 0)V;]db.

J
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Step 2: Estimate of M]t If we use the inequality (3.20) to estimate of M]t may
not be optimal rate. To obtain the optimal rate estimate, we need to bound the Malliavin
derivative of M!. A straightforward computation for D, M} and D2 , M} yields

k
DM =Y (@ Qb D, QR - QL) (3.22)
=j+1
and
k
D2 M= Y (@ Qi D2 QUQk - Q))
=j+1
k
- Z Q1+ DeQi- - DpQy - Q1) - (3.23)
040 0.0 =j+1

By Lemma 3.4, (3.20), (3.22) and (3.23), we can see

E[ sup |D, Mt]p] < Cpr (3.24)
to<rt<T
and
E{ sup |D37T,M;|p] < Cpr. (3.25)
to<r,r’ t<T

Step 3: A decomposition for the error process. Recall the representation (3.21),
then we have

k
7 <00y MR =6, Y 1, (3.26)

J:3'=0 J:.3'=0

where C, contains the maximum value sup, e#4t+14=9) of the integrand function in the
expression of Rj, and

ti41At +1/\25
Jj’ —/ / Mtfl j, )AUtj,s : M;/fl(j/,S/)AUtj“S/deSI.

Since
AU, = e t0>u0+/ =) £(U )dr+/ AE=Dp(r)dBY
to to
t] tj
_6A(t]'—t0)u0+/ e t-—r)f( )d,r_i_/ eA(tj_T)b<T)dBTH
to to
tj
_ (eA(s—to) . eA(tj—to)> Uo+/ (eA(s—r) _ eA(tj—T)) f(U )dr+/ A(s— r)f( ) p.
to t;

t; S
+ / (e — A=) p(r)d B + / eAp(ryaBH

to tj

= AL A AL AL AL
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So we can write
At pti A
”/_/ / M; fi(4,s) - M} fi(5', 8) ZA ZAt,S, dsds’.  (3.27)

Step 3: Estimate of ;. Note that E ‘M;fl(j, s) - M]’?,fl(j',s’)‘p < 00, since (3.20).
By the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [9], for any € > 0, we can find
p
<c|s— tj|p(1—6)

BIA 0+ AL+ A

holds under the condition E|Auy|P < oo and assumption (A4).

This gives
B [MLAG,s) - MU N A, |

AF

t/S

k
Atj,s

o\ 1/3 3\ 1/3 3\ 1/3
< (EpgnGs a0 f) " (2la)) (e[
<cls —t;|'Es =)' 7F, for kK =1,2,3. (3.28)
For k, k' = 4,5, similar to (3.24) and (3.25), we can obtain
B | sup |DOMi(G8) - MAGSDP| <
to<rt<T

and
B| s D20 MR < G

to<r,r’ t<T

This satisfy the conditions in Lemma 2.2. Therefore, we have the following conclusion

‘E [M]tfl(j, S) -M;,fl(j”g/)/\f sAf/s} <1[tj,s]71[t;.,s’]>5§- (329)

If one of k and £’ belongs to {1, 2,3} and the other belongs to {4,5}. Based on symmetry,
we only need to consider the case of k = 1,2,3 and k' = 4,5. By Hélder inequality, (3.28)
and (3.29),

E[M A s) - My A AL AL, |

9\ 1/2 9\ 1/2
( ’Mtfl j? ts ) (E‘M;/f1<jl S)Af/s )
s— | (I =t + |s" = t5|7) . (3.30)

Together (3.27)—(3.30), we have
ElL; ;| < Ch?%h?ffs + Chihy (Lt 150005 1[t;-,tj/+1/\t}>5§ + hifghjl-frHa (3.31)
where hj = tj+1 — tj.
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Step 4: Conclusion. Plugging (3.31) into (3.26), we conclude that

k k k
2 l-egpl—e HpH l-ep H
sgp]E]Zt| < C’mjaxhj mjz,ixhj/ (Z h;="h; = + Z hi hir + Z h; hj,>

3,4'=0 33'=0 5,4'=0

< Ch?

max?

where hp,qp = max; h;, we use

1
(L, 0,000 1[t;.,tj/+1/\t}>5§ = §Wj+1 ANt — tj’PH + |tjpa At — tjPH
— [ty =2 — |t At =t AP

< chi'hll,  see Lemma 2.4 in [16]

in the first inequality and use > ;hi <ootora<1in the last inequality.

Therefore, we obtain the convergence rate

sup /E|U;, — Vi|? < Cmax hy.
k=01, N k

This completes the proof. [ |

4 Numerical experiment

We conclude this paper with a numerical example and verify our statement about the
optimality of rate. In [9], Kamrani et al. consider the following stiff nonlinear system

dU; = (EU, + sin(U))dt +dB, t € [0.1],

2 2
Up =4/ (sin n ,sin T -+ ,sin mr )7,
m+1 m+1 m+1 m+1

where B is an m-dimensional fBm and E € R™*™ given by

-2 1 0 0 0 7
1 -2 1 0 0
E=(m+1)> 0 .
o --- 0 1 -2 1
0 - - 0 1 -2 ]

Their results show that the optimal rate of convergence of one, which is consistent with our
proof.

Moreover, we can also provide a numerical example of a special system to further verify
the optimal rate. In the end of this paper we consider the following special system

AU, = (=20, — sin(U;))dt + dB' Uy = 1,t € [0,1],

15



where B! is a one-dimensional fBm with Hurst parameter 1/2 < H < 1.

To find the convergence rate of the Euler method, in our numerical computation we take
the time step sizes 27%, k = 1,2,3,4,5. As in the previous example the numerical solution
with a much smaller step size (in this example we take the step size 27'1) is used to represent
the reference solution. We perform N = 1000 simulations, and we compute the mean square

error by

(3

where Uy, denotes by the exact solution, and V;

1/2
(Utj - ‘/J>2> )

denotes by the numerical solution at step

size.
051 -1 05} ,,’/
0251 s 025 i
0125 0125
00626 0.0625 |
00313F - —
00313 00625 0125 025 05 00313 00625 0125 025 05
Figure 1: H =0.6 Figure 3: H =0.8
05} = 051 o
025 0.25
0125 0.125
0.0625 0.0625 |
0033} -7 0.0313 :

&
0.0313

0.0625

0.125

0.25

Figure 2: H =0.7

05

0.0313

0.0625

0.125

0.25

Figure 4: H =0.9

05

Figures 1-4 show the root mean square errors obtained by fBm paths over [0,1] for
H = 0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9, respectively. From these results, the orders of convergence of the
method can be approximated as slopes of the regression lines in Figures for the different
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H-values. The results indicate an order of convergence of one. Thus, we numerically verify
that our theoretical results are in accordance with numerical results.

The optimal rate here gives us additional thinking. We can consider the asymptotic error
distribution of the exponential Euler scheme. For convenience, we consider the equidistant
discretization of interval [to, T, i.e. m:tg <t; < - - <ty =T and h; =t;41—t; = 1/N,0 <
i < N — 1. Then, under the representation of error process (3.21), we can study the limit
distribution of

k
NZ, =) M!(NR)), asN — 0.

J=0

This requires further calculation of the precise convergence rate of R;. Note that

J

tj 1At

R! = / AN £ (5, ) AU, ods,
£y

where the expansion representation of AUy, ; will generate additional matrix A. The stiff

term |Alt > 1,t € [ty, T] will be the biggest trouble, although the inequality AeAt+1—%) <

c|tj41—s|7" holds by assumption (A4). Therefore, characterizing the limits of NRY, N — oo

clearly and studying the asymptotic distribution of error process is our future aim.
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