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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)

dUt = (AUt + f(Ut))dt+
M∑
i=1

bi(t)dB
H
i (t), Ut0 = u0 ∈ Rm, t ∈ [t0, T ], (1.1)

where BH
i , i = 1, 2, · · · ,M are independent m-dimensional fBm with Hurst parameter H ∈

(1/2, 1). We assume that the function f : Rm → Rm satisfies Lipschitz condition and the
first three derivatives of f satisfy the polynomial growth condition, A ∈ Rm,m and AUt is
stiff:

|A|(T − t0) ≫ 1, µ[A](T − t0) ≪ |A|(T − t0),

where | · | denotes the Euclidean norm, µ(·) 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 E|u0|2 < ∞,E|Au0|2 < ∞, function f satisfies the Lipschitz
condition and linear growth condition. Then, under some additional assumptions of A, for
every ε > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup
k=0,1,··· ,N

√
E|Utk − Vk|2 ≤ C

(
max

k
{tk+1 − tk}

)H−ε

,

for all N ≥ 2, where Utk is the solution of SDE (1.1) at time tk, Vk is the numerical solution

Vk+1 = eA(tk+1−tk)Vk + A−1(eA(tk+1−tk) − Id)f(Vk) +
M∑
i=1

∫ tk+1

tk

eA(tk+1−s)bi(s)dB
H
i (s),

for all k = 0, 1, · · · , N and Id is the identity matrix.

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 : Rm → Rm, bi : [t0, T ] →
Rm and the matrix A:

(A1) There exists a constant κ, such that for any x, y ∈ Rm,

|f(x)| ≤ κ(1 + |x|)

and
|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ κ|x− y|,

where | · | denotes the Euclidean norm.

(A2) There are constants κ and ν, such that for any x ∈ Rm,

max
i=1,2,3

|∂if(x)| ≤ (1 + |x|ν),
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where |∂if(x)|, i = 1, 2, 3 are defined as follows,

|∂f(x)| =
( m∑

j=1

| ∂f
∂xj

(x)|2
)1/2

,

|∂2f(x)| =
( m∑

j,k=1

| ∂2f

∂xj∂xk
(x)|2

)1/2
,

and

|∂3f(x)| =
( m∑

j,k,ℓ=1

| ∂3f

∂xj∂xk∂xℓ
(x)|2

)1/2
.

(A3) The functions bi : [t0, T ] → Rm, i = 1, 2, . . . , n are bounded with respect to the
Euclidean norm, i.e. there exists a constant C, for any t ∈ [t0, T ],

|bi(t)| ≤ C, i = 1, 2, . . . ,M.

(A4) There exists a constant L such that A ∈ Rm,m for all s < t satisfies the following
conditions

|AeA(t−s)| ≤ L

t− s
, |A−1(Id− eA(t−s))| ≤ L(t− s).

Furthermore, supt0≤t≤T e
µ[A](t−t0) ≤ C with a constant C not too large, where µ[A]

denotes the logarithmic matrix norm for any square matrix A defined by

µ[A] = λmax

(A+ AT

2

)
.

Note that, by [3], the logarithmic matrix norm satisfies

|µ[A]| ≤ |A| and |eAt| ≤ eµ[A]t,

for all t > 0. In applications, we often let µ[A] ≤ 0, which implies that

sup
t0≤t≤T

eµ[A](t−t0) ≤ 1. (1.2)

Remark 1.2 Assumption (A1) here is a common assumption, in order to ensure the exis-
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 π : t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T be a partition of the time interval [t0, T ]. We denote by
non-equidistant sizes hi = ti+1 − ti, 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, and denote hmax = max0≤i≤N−1 hi. The
classical Euler scheme applied to (1.1) is

Vk+1 = eA(tk+1−t0)u0 +
k∑

j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

eA(tk+1−s)f(Vj)ds+
M∑
i=1

∫ tk+1

0

eA(tk+1−s)bi(s)dB
H
i (s), (1.3)

where Vk := Vtk , for all k = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1 and V0 = u0.

Next we present the main result of this paper.
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Theorem 1.3 Assume E|u0|2 < ∞,E|Au0|2 < ∞, the functions f, bi, i = 1, 2, . . . ,M , and
matrix A satisfy the assumptions (A1)–(A4). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup
k=0,1,··· ,N

√
E|Utk − Vk|2 ≤ Cmax

k
hk,

for all N ≥ 2, where Utk is the solution of SDE (1.1) at time tk.

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 c (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 Rd with Hurst
parameter H ∈ (0, 1) is a d-dimensional centered Gaussian process BH = {BH

t , t ≥ 0} with
component processes being independent copies of an one dimensional centered Gaussian
process BH,i, i = 1, 2, . . . , d and the covariance function given by

E[BH,i
t BH,i

s ] =
1

2

[
t2H + s2H − |t− s|2H

]
.

Note that B
1
2
t is a classical standard Brownian motion. We only consider fBm with Hurst

parameter H > 1/2 in this paper.

FBm BH = (BH,1, · · · , BH,d) admits the following Wiener integral representation

BH,i
t =

∫ t

0

KH(t, s)dW
i
s , i = 1, 2, . . . , d,

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

KH(t, s) = CHs
1/2−H

∫ t

s

(u− s)H−3/2uH−1/2du, s ≤ t, (2.1)

with CH =
√

H(2H−1)
β(2−2H,H−1/2)

. Note that

∂KH

∂t
(t, s) = cH(H − 1

2
)(t− s)H−3/2(

s

t
)1/2−H .
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Young proved that the integral
∫ b

a
fdg exists as a Riemann-Stieltjes integral if f and g

have finite p-variation and q-variation, respectively, with 1
p
+ 1

q
> 1. Clearly, if f is α-Hölder

continuous, then it has finite 1
α
-variation on any finite interval. In this case, fBm BH,i has

Hölder continuous sample paths of exponent of order lesser than H, the fractional stochastic
integral ∫ t

0

u(s)dBH,i
s

exists as a pathwise Riemann-Stieltjes integral if u is Hölder continuous of order greater
than 1−H.

The Cameron-Martin space KH associated to the covariance E[BH,i
t BH,i

s ] is defined as the
closure of the space of step functions with respect to the scalar product

⟨ϕ, ψ⟩KH
= cH

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

ϕ(u)ψ(v)|u− v|2H−2dsdt.

For any ϕ ∈ KH , we can define a operator K∗,

K∗
t (ϕ)(s) =

∫ t

s

ϕ(r)
∂KH

∂r
(r, s)dr.

Then we have an isometry between KH and L2([0, t]),

⟨ϕ, ψ⟩KH
= ⟨K∗

t (ϕ), K
∗
t (ψ)⟩L2[0,t].

Thus, the Wiener integral with respect to fBm BH,i can be rewritten as a Wiener integral
with respect to Wiener process W i∫ t

0

ϕ(s)dBH,i
s =

∫ t

0

K∗
t (ϕ)(s)dW

i
s .

2.2 Malliavin calculus

Let {Gt, t ∈ [0, T ]} be a zero mean continuous Gaussian process with covariance function
E[GtGs] = R(t, s) such that G0 = 0. We suppose that G is defined in a complete probability
space (Ω,F ,P) and F is generated by G. Let H1 be the first Wiener chaos, the closed
subspace of L2(Ω) generated by G. The reproducing kernel Hilbert space H is defined as
the closure of the linear span of the indicator functions {1[0,t], t ∈ [0, T ]} with respect to the
scalar product ⟨1[0,t],1[0,s]⟩H. If G is an one dimensional fBm BH,1,

⟨1[0,t],1[0,s]⟩H = E[(BH,1
t −BH,1

s )(BH,1
u −BH,1

v )].

The mapping 1[0,t] 7→ Gt provides an isometry between H and H1. We denote by G(φ) the
image in H1 of an element φ ∈ H.

For a smooth and cylindrical random variable F = f(G(φ1), · · · , G(φn)) with φi ∈ H,
f ∈ C∞

b (Rn) (i.e. f and all of its partial derivatives are bounded), we define its Malliavin
derivative as the H-valued random variable given by

DGF =
n∑

i=1

∂f

∂xi
(G(φ1), · · · , G(φn))φi.
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By iteration, one can define the k-th derivative DG,kF as an element of L2(Ω,H⊗k), where
H⊗k denote the k-th tensor product of the Hilbert space H. For any natural number k and
any real number p ≥ 1, we define the Sobolev space Dk,p

G as the closure of the space of
smooth and cylindrical random variables with respect to the norm || · ||G,k,p defined by

||F ||pG,k,p = E(|F |p) +
k∑

i=1

E(||DG,iF ||p
H⊗i). (2.2)

The divergence operator δG is defined as the adjoint of the derivative operator DG in the
following manner. An element u ∈ L2(Ω,H) belongs to the domain of δG, denoted by Dom
δG, if there is a constant Cu depending on u such that

|E(⟨DGF, u⟩H)| ≤ Cu||F ||L2(Ω),∀F ∈ D1,2
G . (2.3)

If u ∈ Dom δG, then the random variable δG(u) is defined by the duality relationship

E(FδG(u)) = E(⟨DGF, u⟩H),

which holds for any F ∈ D1,2
G .

If V is a separable Hilbert space, we can define in a similar way the spaces Dk,p
G (V ) of

V -valued random variables. We recall that the space D1,2
G (H) of H-valued random variables

is included in the domain of δG, and for any element u ∈ D1,2
G (H) we have

E|δG(u)|2 ≤ E∥u∥2H + E∥DGu∥2H⊗2 .

Furthermore, Meyer inequalities imply that for all p > 1, we have

∥δG(u)∥p ≤ cp ∥u∥D1,2
G (H).

If u is a simple H-valued random variable of the form u =
∑n

i=1 Fiφi, where Fi ∈ D1,2
G and

φi ∈ H. Then u ∈ Dom δG and

δG(u) =
n∑

i=1

(
FiG(φi)− ⟨DGFi, φi⟩H

)
.

For the convenience of writing, in the case of not causing confusion, we will simply write
DG, δG and Dk,p

G as D, δ and Dk,p (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 BH comes from the Proposition 4.2 in [19].
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Lemma 2.1 [19] Let F : Ω → R be a random variable that possesses the second Malliavin

derivative. If E(|F |) <∞ and supt0≤s≤T E(D(i)
s F ) <∞, then for any t0 ≤ s, t ≤ T∣∣∣E[F (BH,i

t −BH,i
s )
]∣∣∣ ≤ C|t− s|.

Assume further that supt0≤s≤T E(D(i,j)
s,t F ) < ∞, then for any t0 ≤ s < t ≤ T and t0 ≤ v <

u ≤ T ∣∣∣E[F (BH,i
t −BH,i

s )(BH,i
u −BH,i

v )
]∣∣∣ ≤ C|t− s||u− v|+ C⟨1[s,t],1[v,u]⟩H,

where ⟨1[s,t],1[v,u]⟩H = E[(BH,i
t −BH,i

s )(BH,i
u −BH,i

v )] given in Section 2.

If we let F := F1F2, where F1 satisfies all the conditions of F in the Lemma 2.1 and F2

is a non random bounded function, then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2 Let F1 : Ω → R be a random variable that possesses the second Malliavin
derivative. If E(|F1|) <∞ and supt0≤s≤T E(D(i)

s F1) <∞, then for any continuously bounded
function g0, t0 ≤ s, t ≤ T ∣∣∣E[F1

∫ t

s

g0(u)dB
H,i
u

]∣∣∣ ≤ C|t− s|. (2.4)

Assume further that supt0≤s≤T E(D(i,j)
s,t F1) <∞, then for any continuously bounded functions

g1, g2, t0 ≤ s < t ≤ T and t0 ≤ v < u ≤ T∣∣∣E[F1

∫ t

s

g1(a)dB
H,i
a

∫ u

v

g2(b)dB
H,j
b

]∣∣∣ ≤ C|t− s||u− v|+ C⟨1[s,t],1[v,u]⟩H. (2.5)

Proof. Because gj, j = 0, 1, 2 here are continuous functions, we only need to rewrite∫ t

s
gj(u)dB

H,i
u , j = 0, 1, 2, to F2(B

H,i
t −BH,i

s ). Then by the boundedness and non randomness
of F2, 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 BH

i , i = 1, 2, · · · ,M , are independent m-dimensional fBm, and the boundedness of
function bi, i = 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

Ut = eA(t−t0)u0 +

∫ t

0

eA(t−s)f(Us)ds+

∫ t

0

eA(t−s)b(s)dBH
s , (3.1)

and for t0 < t1 < · · · < tk < t < tk+1,

Vt = eA(t−t0)u0 +
k−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

eA(t−s)f(Vtj)ds+

∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)f(Vtk)ds+

∫ t

0

eA(t−s)b(s)dBH
s , (3.2)
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where we let b(s) := b1(s) and B
H
s := BH

1 (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|u0|p <∞. For any integer p ≥ 1,
there exist constants C1,p,T , C2,p,T depending on p and T , such that

E
(

sup
t0≤t≤T

|Ut|p
)
< C1,p,T (3.3)

and

E
(

sup
t0≤t≤T

|Vt|p
)
< C2,p,T . (3.4)

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

|Ut|p ≤ cp|eA(t−t0)u0|p + cp

∣∣∣∣∫ t

t0

eA(t−s)f(Us)ds

∣∣∣∣p + cp

∣∣∣∣∫ t

t0

eA(t−s)b(s)dBH
s

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

E
(

sup
t0≤t≤T

|Ut|p
)

≤ cp sup
t
epµ[A](t−t0)E|u0|p + cT,p sup

t
epµ[A](t−t0)

∫ t

t0

E sup
s

|Us|pds

+ cp

(
E
∣∣∣∣∫ t

t0

eA(t−s)b(s)dBH
s

∣∣∣∣2
)p/2

≤ cp sup
t
epµ[A](t−t0)E|u0|p + cT,p sup

t
epµ[A](t−t0)

∫ t

t0

E sup
s

|Us|pds

+ cp

(∫ t

t0

∫ t

t0

|eA(t−u)bi(u)||eA(t−v)b(v)||u− v|2H−2dudv

)p/2

≤ cp sup
t
epµ[A](t−t0)

(
E|u0|p +

∫ t

t0

E sup
s

|Us|pds+ (t− t0)
2H

)
.

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) ,

E
(
sup
t

|Vt|p
)

≤ cp sup
t
epµ[A](t−t0)

(
E|u0|p +

k−1∑
j=0

hjE|Vj|p + (t− tk)E|Vk|p + (t− t0)
2H

)
.

(3.5)

Therefore, according to the recursive relationship

E|Vk|p ≤ cp,T

(
1 +

k−1∑
j=0

hjE|Vj|p
)
, k = 1, 2, · · · , n, (3.6)

and

E|V0|p = E|u0|p <∞. (3.7)

Together (3.5)–(3.7), we obtain the desired result.
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Lemma 3.2 Assume the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and E|u0|p < ∞, then there
exist constants C3,p,T , C4,p,T depending on p and T , such that

E
[

sup
t0≤r,t≤T

|DrUt|p
]
≤ C3,p,T (3.8)

and

E
[

sup
t0≤r,r′t≤T

|D2
r,r′Ut|p

]
≤ C4,p,T . (3.9)

Proof. Let r ∈ [t0, T ]. Taking the Malliavin derivative Dr on both sides of (3.1) leads to

DrUt =

∫ t

r

eA(t−s)∂f(Us)DrUsds+ eA(t−r)b(r). (3.10)

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

E
(
sup
r,t

|DrUt|p
)

≤ cp,t sup
s
eµ[A](t−s)

(
1 + E(sup

s
|Us|pν)

)∫ t

r

E
(
sup
r,s

|DrUs|p
)
ds

+ cp,t sup
s
eµ[A](t−s)

≤ cp,T

(∫ t

r

E
(
sup
r,s

|DrUs|p
)
ds+ 1

)
.

Thus we get (3.8) by Gronwall inequality.

For the proof of (3.9). Differentiating (3.10), we have for r ∨ r′ < t,

D2
r,r′Ut =

∫ t

r∨r′
eA(t−s)∂f(Us)D

2
r,r′Usds+

∫ t

r∨r′
eA(t−s)⟨∂2f(Us), DrUs ⊗Dr′Us⟩ds.

By condition (A2) and (3.3), we can see

E
(
sup
s

|eA(t−s)∂f(Us) + eA(t−s)∂2f(Us)|p
)
< cp,T ,

and by the result in (3.8),

E
(
sup
r,r′,s

|DrUs ⊗Dr′Us|p
)

≤ E
(
sup
r,s

|DrUs|2p
)1/2

E
(
sup
r′,s

|Dr′Us|2p
)1/2

< cp,T .

This gives

E
(
sup
r,r′,t

|D2
r,r′Ut|p

)
≤ cp,T + cp,T

∫ t

r∨r′
E
(
sup
r,r′,s

|D2
r,r′Us|p

)
ds.

Then the desired result follows from the Gronwall inequality.
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Lemma 3.3 Assume the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and E|u0|p < ∞, then there
exist constants C5,p,T , C6,p,T depending on p and T , such that

E
[

sup
t0≤r,t≤T

|DrVt|p
]
≤ C5,p,T (3.11)

and

E
[

sup
t0≤r,r′,t≤T

|D2
r,r′Vt|p

]
≤ C6,p,T . (3.12)

Proof. According to (3.2), we consider the Malliavin derivative DrVt. It is easy to find that,
fortk < r < t,

DrVt = eA(t−r)b(r). (3.13)

If tk−1 < r < tk, we can see

DrVt =

∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)ds∂f(Vk)DrVk + eA(t−r)b(r). (3.14)

If tk−2 < r < tk−1,

DrVt =

∫ tk

tk−1

eA(t−s)ds∂f(Vk−1)DrVk−1 +

∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)ds∂f(Vk)DrVk + eA(t−r)b(r). (3.15)

Similarly, for t0 < r < t1,

DrVt =

∫ t2

t1

eA(t−s)ds∂f(V1)DrV1 + · · ·+
∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)ds∂f(Vk)DrVk + eA(t−r)b(r). (3.16)

Thus, to prove (3.11), we only need to use induction to calculate the upper bound of
DrVj, j = 0, 1, . . . , k sequentially.

Note that, for t0 < r < t1, DrV0 = 0 and DrV1 = eA(t1−r)b(r). Then

E
(
sup
r

|DrV1|p
)

≤ Cp,T .

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|u0|p < ∞, then there
exist constants C7,p,T , C8,p,T depending on p and T , such that

E
[

sup
t0≤r,t≤T

|Dr

(∫ 1

0

∂f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]dθ

)
|p
]
≤ C7,p,T (3.17)

and

E
[

sup
t0≤r,r′,t≤T

|D2
r,r′

(∫ 1

0

∂f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]dθ

)
|p
]
≤ C8,p,T . (3.18)
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Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3, we need to rewrite
Dr

(
∂f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]

)
as

Dr

(
∂f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]

)
= ∂2f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]

(
θDrUtj + (1− θ)DrVj

)
.

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,

D2
r,r′

(
∂f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]

)
= Dr′

(
∂2f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]

(
θDrUtj + (1− θ)DrVj

))
= ∂3f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]

(
θDrUtj + (1− θ)DrVj

) (
θDr′Utj + (1− θ)Dr′Vj

)
+ ∂2f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]

(
θD2

r,r′Utj + (1− θ)D2
r,r′Vj

)
.

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
Zt := Ut − Vt, and for convenience we will also denote by Zk := Ztk . Then

Zt = eA(t−tk)Ztk +

∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)[f(Us)− f(Vk)]ds.

For the integral term,∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)[f(Us)− f(Vk)]ds =

∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)[f(Us)− f(Utk)]ds+

∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)[f(Utk)− f(Vk)]ds,

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

tk

eA(t−s)[f(Utk)− f(Vk)]ds =

∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)ds(Utk − Vk)

∫ 1

0

∂f [θUtk + (1− θ)Vk]dθ

= A−1(eA(t−tk) − Id)Zk

∫ 1

0

∂f [θUtk + (1− θ)Vk]dθ.

Thus, we can rewrite Zt as follows,

Zt =: Qk(t)Ztk +Rk(t),

where

Rk(t) =

∫ t

tk

eA(t−s)[f(Us)− f(Utk)]ds

and

Qk(t) = eA(t−tk) + A−1(eA(t−tk) − Id)

∫ 1

0

∂f [θUtk + (1− θ)Vk]dθ.

11



By assumption (A4), we obtain that

|Qk(t)| ≤ sup
t
eµ[A]t + L(t− tk)[1 + sup

t
|Ut|+ sup

t
|Vt|].

If t = tk+1,

Zk+1 = Qk(k + 1)Zk +Rk(k + 1)

= Qk(k + 1)
(
Qk−1(k)Zk−1 +Rk−1(k)

)
+Rk(k + 1)

· · ·

=
k∏

j=0

Qj(j + 1)Z0 +
k∑

j=0

k∏
ℓ=j+1

Qℓ(ℓ+ 1)Rj(j + 1), (3.19)

where we let
∏k

ℓ=k+1Qℓ(ℓ+ 1) = 1 by convention and

Rj(j + 1) =

∫ tj+1

tj

eA(tj+1−s)[f(Us)− f(Utj)]ds

and

Qj(j + 1) = eA(tj+1−tj) + A−1(eA(tj+1−tj) − Id)

∫ 1

0

∂f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]dθ.

Note that Z0 = U0 − V0 = 0. Then for all j = 0, 1, . . . , k,

E sup
j

|Qj(j + 1)|p ≤ C. (3.20)

If t ∈ (tk, tk+1), and Z0 = 0, similar to (3.19), we have

Zt =
k∑

j=0

k∏
ℓ=j+1

Qt
ℓR

t
j =

k∑
j=0

M t
jR

t
j, (3.21)

where
∏k

ℓ=j+1Q
t
ℓ =:M t

j ,

Rt
j =

∫ tj+1∧t

tj

eA(tj+1∧t−s)[f(Us)− f(Utj)]ds

=

∫ tj+1∧t

tj

eA(tj+1∧t−s)

∫ 1

0

∂f [θUs + (1− θ)Utj ]dθ∆Utj ,sds

=:

∫ tj+1∧t

tj

eA(tj+1∧t−s)f1(j, s)∆Utj ,sds

and

Qt
j = eA(tj+1∧t−tj) + A−1(eA(tj+1∧t−tj) − Id)

∫ 1

0

∂f [θUtj + (1− θ)Vj]dθ.
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Step 2: Estimate of M t
j . If we use the inequality (3.20) to estimate of M t

j may
not be optimal rate. To obtain the optimal rate estimate, we need to bound the Malliavin
derivative of M t

j . A straightforward computation for DrM
t
j and D2

r,r′M
t
j yields

DrM
t
j =

k∑
ℓ=j+1

(
Qt

j+1 · · ·Qt
ℓ−1DrQ

t
ℓQ

t
ℓ+1 · · ·Qt

k

)
(3.22)

and

D2
r,r′M

t
j =

k∑
ℓ=j+1

(
Qt

j+1 · · ·Qt
ℓ−1D

2
r,r′Q

t
ℓQ

t
ℓ+1 · · ·Qt

k

)
+

k∑
ℓ ̸=ℓ′ ,ℓ,ℓ′=j+1

(
Qt

j+1 · · ·DrQ
t
ℓ · · ·Dr′Q

t
ℓ
′ · · ·Qt

k

)
. (3.23)

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

E
[

sup
t0≤r,t≤T

|DrM
t
j |p
]
≤ Cp,T (3.24)

and

E
[

sup
t0≤r,r′,t≤T

|D2
r,r′M

t
j |p
]
≤ Cp,T . (3.25)

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

|Zt|2 ≤ Ct

k∑
j,j′=0

M t
jR

t
jM

t
j′R

t
j′ =: Ct

k∑
j,j′=0

Ij,j′ , (3.26)

where Ct contains the maximum value sups e
µ[A](tj+1∧t−s) of the integrand function in the

expression of Rt
j, and

Ij,j′ =

∫ tj+1∧t

tj

∫ tj′+1∧t

tj′

M t
jf1(j, s)∆Utj ,s ·M t

j′f1(j
′, s′)∆Utj′ ,s

′dsds′.

Since

∆Utj ,s = eA(s−t0)u0 +

∫ s

t0

eA(s−r)f(Ur)dr +

∫ s

t0

eA(s−r)b(r)dBH
r

− eA(tj−t0)u0 +

∫ tj

t0

eA(tj−r)f(Ur)dr +

∫ tj

t0

eA(tj−r)b(r)dBH
r

=
(
eA(s−t0) − eA(tj−t0)

)
u0 +

∫ tj

t0

(
eA(s−r) − eA(tj−r)

)
f(Ur)dr +

∫ s

tj

eA(s−r)f(Ur)dr

+

∫ tj

t0

(
eA(s−r) − eA(tj−r)

)
b(r)dBH

r +

∫ s

tj

eA(s−r)b(r)dBH
r

=: Λ1
tj ,s

+ Λ2
tj ,s

+ Λ3
tj ,s

+ Λ4
tj ,s

+ Λ5
tj ,s
.
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So we can write

Ij,j′ =

∫ tj+1∧t

tj

∫ tj′+1∧t

tj′

M t
jf1(j, s) ·M t

j′f1(j
′, s′)

(
5∑

ℓ=1

Λ1
tj ,s

)(
5∑

ℓ′=1

Λ1
tj′ ,s

′

)
dsds′. (3.27)

Step 3: Estimate of Ij,j′. Note that E
∣∣M t

jf1(j, s) ·M t
j′f1(j

′, s′)
∣∣p < ∞, since (3.20).

By the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [9], for any ε > 0, we can find

E
∣∣∣Λ1

tj ,s
+ Λ2

tj ,s
+ Λ3

tj ,s

∣∣∣p ≤ c|s− tj|p(1−ε)

holds under the condition E|Au0|p <∞ and assumption (A4).

This gives∣∣∣E [M t
jf1(j, s) ·M t

j′f1(j
′, s′)Λk

tj ,s
Λk′

tj′ ,s
′

]∣∣∣
≤
(
E
∣∣M t

jf1(j, s) ·M t
j′f1(j

′, s′)
∣∣3)1/3(E ∣∣∣Λk

tj ,s

∣∣∣3)1/3(
E
∣∣∣Λk′

tj′ ,s
′

∣∣∣3)1/3

≤ c|s− tj|1−ε|s′ − t′j|1−ε, for k, k′ = 1, 2, 3. (3.28)

For k, k′ = 4, 5, similar to (3.24) and (3.25), we can obtain

E
[

sup
t0≤r,t≤T

|Dr(M
t
jf1(j, s) ·M t

j′f1(j
′, s′))|p

]
≤ Cp,T

and

E
[

sup
t0≤r,r′,t≤T

|D2
r,r′(M

t
jf1(j, s) ·M t

j′f1(j
′, s′))|p

]
≤ Cp,T .

This satisfy the conditions in Lemma 2.2. Therefore, we have the following conclusion∣∣∣E [M t
jf1(j, s) ·M t

j′f1(j
′, s′)Λk

tj ,s
Λk′

tj′ ,s
′

]∣∣∣ ≤ c|s− tj||s′ − t′j|+ c⟨1[tj ,s],1[t′j ,s
′]⟩H. (3.29)

If one of k and k′ 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 Hölder inequality, (3.28)
and (3.29), ∣∣∣E [M t

jf1(j, s) ·M t
j′f1(j

′, s′)Λk
tj ,s

Λk′

tj′ ,s
′

]∣∣∣
≤
(
E
∣∣∣M t

jf1(j, s)Λ
k
tj ,s

∣∣∣2)1/2(
E
∣∣∣M t

j′f1(j
′, s′)Λk′

tj′ ,s
′

∣∣∣2)1/2

≤ c|s− tj|1−ε
(
|s′ − t′j|+ |s′ − t′j|H

)
. (3.30)

Together (3.27)–(3.30), we have

E|Ij,j′ | ≤ Ch2−ε
j h2−ε

j′ + Chjhj′⟨1[tj ,tj+1∧t],1[t′j ,tj′+1∧t]⟩H + h2−ε
j h1+H

j′ , (3.31)

where hj = tj+1 − tj.
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Step 4: Conclusion. Plugging (3.31) into (3.26), we conclude that

sup
t

E|Zt|2 ≤ Cmax
j
hj max

j′
hj′

(
k∑

j,j′=0

h1−ε
j h1−ε

j′ +
k∑

j,j′=0

hHj h
H
j′ +

k∑
j,j′=0

h1−ε
j hHj′

)
≤ Ch2max,

where hmax = maxj hj, we use

⟨1[tj ,tj+1∧t],1[t′j ,tj′+1∧t]⟩H =
1

2
[|tj+1 ∧ t− tj′ |2H + |tj′+1 ∧ t− tj|2H

− |tj′ − tj|2H − |tj+1 ∧ t− tj′+1 ∧ t|2H ]
≤ chHj h

H
j′ , see Lemma 2.4 in [16]

in the first inequality and use
∑

j h
a
j <∞ for a < 1 in the last inequality.

Therefore, we obtain the convergence rate

sup
k=0,1,··· ,N

√
E|Utk − Vk|2 ≤ Cmax

k
hk.

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

dUt = (EUt + sin(Ut))dt+ dBH
t , t ∈ [0.1],

U0 =

√
2

m+ 1
(sin

π

m+ 1
, sin

2π

m+ 1
, · · · , sin mπ

m+ 1
)⊤,

where BH is an m-dimensional fBm and E ∈ Rm×m given by

E = (m+ 1)2



−2 1 0 0 · · · 0
1 −2 1 0 · · · 0

0
. . . . . . . . . . . .

...
...

. . . . . . . . . . . .
...

0 · · · 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

dUt = (−2Ut − sin(Ut))dt+ dBH,1
t , U0 = 1, t ∈ [0, 1],
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where BH,1 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 2−k, 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 2−11) is used to represent
the reference solution. We perform N = 1000 simulations, and we compute the mean square
error by

ε =
( 1

N

N∑
j=1

(Utj − Vj)
2
)1/2

,

where Utj denotes by the exact solution, and Vj denotes by the numerical solution at step
size.

Figure 1: H = 0.6

Figure 2: H = 0.7

Figure 3: H = 0.8

Figure 4: H = 0.9

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 [t0, T ], i.e. π : t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T and hi = ti+1− ti = 1/N, 0 ≤
i ≤ N − 1. Then, under the representation of error process (3.21), we can study the limit
distribution of

NZt =
k∑

j=0

M t
j (NR

t
j), as N → ∞.

This requires further calculation of the precise convergence rate of Rt
j. Note that

Rt
j =

∫ tj+1∧t

tj

eA(tj+1∧t−s)f1(j, s)∆Utj ,sds,

where the expansion representation of ∆Utj ,s will generate additional matrix A. The stiff

term |A|t ≫ 1, t ∈ [t0, T ] will be the biggest trouble, although the inequality AeA(tj+1−s) ≤
c|tj+1−s|−1 holds by assumption (A4). Therefore, characterizing the limits of NRt

j, N → ∞
clearly and studying the asymptotic distribution of error process is our future aim.
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[1] E. Alòs, O. Mazet, D. Nualart, Stochastic calculus with respect to Gaussian processes.
Ann. Probab. 29(2), 766–801 (2001)

[2] F. Biagini, Y. Hu, B. Øksendal, T. Zhang, Stochastic calculus for fractional Brownian
motion and applications. Probability and its Applications (New York). Springer-Verlag
London, Ltd., London, (2008)

[3] K. Dekker, J.G. Verwer, Stability of Runge-Kutta Methods for Stiff Nonlinear Differ-
ential Equations, CWI Monographs Vol. 2, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1984.

[4] M.J. Garrido-Atienza, P.E. Kloeden, A. Neuenkirch, Discretization of stationary solu-
tions of stochastic systems driven by fractional Brownian motion. Appl. Math. Optim.
60, 151–172 (2009)

[5] M. Hochbruck, A. Ostermann, Exponential integrators. Acta Numer. 19, 209–286
(2010)

17



[6] J. Hong, C. Huang, M. Kamrani, X. Wang, Optimal strong convergence rate of a
backward Euler type scheme for the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross model driven by fractional
Brownian motion. Stoch. Process. Appl. 130(5), 2675–2692 (2020)

[7] Y. Hu, Y. Liu, D. Nualart, Rate of convergence and asymptotic error distribution of
Euler approximation schemes for fractional diffusions. Ann. Appl. Probab. 26(2), 1147–
1207 (2016)

[8] Y. Hu, Analysis on Gaussian spaces. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hack-
ensack, NJ, (2017)

[9] M. Kamrani, K. Debrabant, N. Jamshidi, Exponential Euler method for stiff stochastic
differential equations with additive fractional Brownian noise. Int. J. Comput. Math.
101(3), 357–371 (2024)

[10] P.E. Kloeden, A. Neuenkirch, R. Pavani, Multilevel Monte Carlo for stochastic differ-
ential equations with additive fractional noise. Ann. Oper. Res. 189, 255–276 (2011)

[11] G.J. Lord, C.E. Powell, T. Shardlow, An Introduction to Computational Stochastic
PDEs, Cambridge Texts in Applied Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, New
York, 2014.

[12] B. Maslowski, B. Schmalfuss, Random dynamical systems and stationary solutions of
differential equations driven by the fractional Brownian motion. Stochastic Anal. Appl.
22, 1577–1607 (2004)

[13] A. Neuenkirch. Optimal approximation of SDE’s with additive fractional noise. J. Com-
plexity 22, 459–474 (2006)

[14] D. Nualart, Malliavin calculus and related topics, 2nd edn. Springer, New York. (2006)

[15] D. Nualart, E. Nualart, Introduction to Malliavin Calculus. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge. (2018)

[16] J. Song, F. Xu, Q. Yu, Limit theorems for functionals of two independent Gaussian
processes. Stochastic Process. Appl. 129(11), 4791–4836 (2019)

[17] K. Strehmel, R. Weiner, H. Podhaisky, Numerik gewöhnlicher Differentialgle-
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