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Abstract

We study the convergence rate of a class of linear multi-step methods for BSDEs.
We show that, under a sufficient condition on the coefficients, the schemes enjoy a
fundamental stability property. Coupling this result to an analysis of the trunca-
tion error allows us to design approximation with arbitrary order of convergence.
Contrary to the analysis performed in [22], we consider general diffusion model and
BSDESs with driver depending on z. The class of methods we consider contains well
known methods from the ODE framework as Nystrom, Milne or Adams methods.
We also study a class of Predictor-Correctot methods based on Adams methods.

Finally, we provide a numerical illustration of the convergence of some methods.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are interested in the discrete-time approximation of solutions of (de-
coupled) Backward Stochastic Differential Equation (BSDE), i.e. a triplet (X,Y, Z) sat-
isfying

t t
Xt:X0+/ b(XS)ds+/ o (X,)dWs, (1.1)
0 0

T T

The function (b,0) : R? =+ R x My, and f : R x R s R are Lipschitz-continuous
function, g : R? — R is differentiable with continuous and bounded first derivativ

The positive constant T is given and W is a Brownian motion supported by a filtered
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probability space (Q,F, (F)o<t<t,P). The process Y is a one-dimensional stochastic
process, the processes X and Z are valued in R? and Z is written, by convention,
as a row vector. Under the Lipschitz assumption on the coefficients, the processes X
and Y belong to the set S? of continuous adapted processes with square integrable
supremum and Z belongs to H?2, the set of progressively measurable processes satisfying
E[fOT |ZS|2ds} .

The existence and uniqueness of solutions of the system — was first addressed
by Pardoux and Peng in [16]. Moreover, in [I7], they show that

Y =u(t,Xy), Zy=Vud'(t,X)o(X,), tel0,T],

where u € C12([0,T] x R?) is the solution of the final value Cauchy problem

LOu(t,z) = —f <u(t, z), Vu'(t, z)o (w)) , tel0,T), zeR? (1.3)
u(T,z) = g(z), xecR? (1.4)
with L(® defined to be the second order differential operator
d d
1
LO =0+ bide, + 5 Y, ij0r,0ay, (1.5)
i=1 ij=1

and a = a;; = oo,

To approximate —, one has to come up with an approximation of the SDE
part and the BSDE part. Obtaining approximations of the distribution of the forward
component X has been largely resolved in the last thirty years. There is a large literature
on the subject and one can refer to [15] and the references therein for a systematic study
of numerical methods for approximating X .

Here, we focus on the approximation of (Y, Z) instead. Numerical methods approximat-
ing this backward component have already been proposed. They are mainly based on a
Euler approximation, see [3, 23] 13| 8] and the references therein. These methods have
been successfully extended to a broader class of BSDEs: reflected BSDEs [I, 6], BS-
DEs with jumps [2], BSDEs with driver of quadratic growth [I8], see also the reference
therein. In a very specific framework, [20, 19} 21} 22] proposed some high order methods
to approximate the solution of the BSDE. Recently high order method of Runge-Kutta
type have been studied [9} [7] in the general framework of —.

In this paper, we consider another type of high order method, very well known for ODEs,

namely linear multi-step methods.

The approximations presented below are associated to an arbitrary, but fixed, partition
7 of the interval [0,T], # = {to = 0 < -+ < t; < tix1 < --+ < tp, = T}. We define



h; = tiz1—t;, 1 =0,...,n—1 and |7| = max; h; and denote by (Y;, Z;) the approximation
of (Y, Zy,) for i = 1,...,n. The construction of the approximating process is done in a
recursive manner, backwards in time. We describe in the following the salient features

of the class of approximations considered in this paper.

Definition 1.1. (Linear multi-step methods)
(i) To initialise the scheme with r steps, r > 1, we are given r terminal condition
(Yo—j, Zn—j), Ft,_,-measurable square integrable random variables, 0 < j <r — 1.

(ii) For i < n —r, the computation of (Y;, Z;) involves r steps and is given by
Y, = Eti[zgzl a;Yiyj + 037 bigf(Yits, Z’L'+j)}
Zi = B\ Sy G H iy + WSy BB (Vi Ziry)]
where aj, b; ;, o, Bi; are real numbers satisfying
laj| + bij| + oG]+ |Bij| <A, 0<i<n—r, 0<j<r,

and A is a positive constant. We impose the so-called pre-consistency condition i.e.
T T
Z a; = Z aj=1.
Jj=1 Jj=1

The coefficients HY., H . 0 <i1<n—-—r,1 <75 <7rare ]:tiﬂ. -measurable random

(2R
variables satisfying, for all 7,

h,;E[|HZj|2 + |H{j12} <A and Ey[HY] :]Eti[HZj} =0.

Remark 1.1. (i) The value (Yy, Zy,) is generally given by (9(X7),Vg' (X7)o(X7)). If
r > 1, one needs to specify other initialisation values. This choice is important because
it will impact the global rate of convergence. One can use Runge-Kutta type scheme [
with high order of convergence.

(ii) When r = 1, schemes are one-step scheme. See [3, 23, [13, [9, [7] and the

references therein for a study of these schemes.

The global error we investigate here is a time discretization error and is, given a grid

7, (Ey(m),Ez(m)) with
Ey () == m?XE[mi —Yi[?] and E4(m) := Y WE[|Z,, — Zi|*] .
7
To implement high order scheme in practice, we need to specify a particular form for

the H-coefficient appearing in Definition above. Let us first introduce a special class

of random variables, which was already considered in [7].



Definition 1.2. (i) For m > 0, we denote by Bfgl] the set of bounded measurable
function 1 : [0,1] — R satisfying

1 1
/ Y(u)du =1 and if m > 1, / YuwuFdu=0, 1<k <m.
0 0

(ii) Let (") 1<o<d € By, fort € 0,T) and h > 0 s.t. t +h < T, we define,

JAW ) 1<r<a

which is a row vector.

By convention, we set thfo =0.

In the sequel, when studying the order of convergence of the scheme and depending of
the order we want to retrieve, we will assume that, for 1 < j <7,

HY; = H} ,, and H], .= H

t; tivjh (16)

for some functions ¢ and ¢ in B™, m > 0, see Theorem [2.1] below.

The convergence analysis is done in a classical way. We first prove a fundamental stabil-
ity property for the schemes, under a reasonable sufficient condition, see Proposition [2.1]
Then, assuming smoothness of the value function w given by —, we study the
truncation error associated to the above methods. We prove a sufficient condition on the
coefficient to retrieve methods of any order. These two steps allow us to retrieve general
convergence and design new high order method for BSDEs. Contrary to the analysis
performed in [22], we work with general diffusion model given by and BSDEs with
driver depending on z. As an example of application, we extend some classical scheme
used in the ODE framework and then proceed with the study of Adams type methods.
Based on these methods, we also design Predictor-Corrector methods and study their
convergence. To the best of our knowledge, it is the first time that these methods are
considered for BSDEs. Finally, we illustrate our theoretical results with some numerical

experiments showing empirical convergence rates.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In section 2, we prove our general conver-
gence result which relies heavily on a stability property. In section 3, we study Adams
methods and Predictor-Corrector methods in the context of BSDEs. The main results
are stated in the multi-dimensional case but for the reader’s convenience the proofs are

done with d = 1. Finally, in section 4, we provide a numerical example.



Notations We denote by M, the set of matrices with d lines and d columns. For a
matrix A € My, Tr[A] denotes its trace, A7 its j-th column, A% its i-th row, and A%
the i-th term of AJ. I; is the identity matrix of My. The transpose of a matrix or a
vector y will be denoted y . The sup-norm for both vectors and matrix is denoted | . |so-
In the sequel C'is a positive constant whose value may change from line to line depending
on T, d, A, Xy but which does not depend on m. We write C), if it depends on some
positive parameters p.

For t € m, R a random variable and r a real number, the notation R = O;(r) means

that |U| < AJu where AT is a positive random variable satisfying:
HIM ] < Cp,

for all p > 0, t € w and all grid .

2 General convergence results

In this part, we study the convergence properties of the schemes given in Definition [I.1
We first establish a stability property for the schemes. We then state a sufficient condi-

tion on the coefficients which allows us to retrieve high order schemes.

2.1 [2-stability

To investigate the stability of the schemes given in Definition [I.1] we introduce a per-

tubed scheme
P = Eti[Z;ZI a;Yirj + h 2 =0 biif (Yies, Z”j)} +<
Z; = Eti[Z;=1 O‘J'Hii,/j?i-kj +h3 i ﬁi’ngjf(?iH’ Z~i+j)} o

where ¢}, ¢(# are random variables belonging to L?(F3,), for i <n — r.

!

(2.1)

The notion of stablity we consider here is the following.

Definition 2.1. (L2-Stability) The scheme given in Deﬁnition is said to be L*-stable

if
Jmax E{|5Y[*] + Z; hE[|0Z:|7] <

n—r 1
2 2 Y2 4 42|12
C(OgglgﬁlEU‘SYnfﬂ + 710 Zn—;1°] + Im| ’Eo ]:E|:h12|<-2 "+ 167 ])

for all sequences CZY,CZZ of L?(F,)-random wvariable, i < n — r, and terminal values

(Yo—j, Zn—j), (?n_j, Zn_j) belonging to Lz(ftn_j), 0<j<r—1.



Proposition 2.1. Assume that the following holds

(He) The coefficients (a;) are non-negative, >3 _; aj =1 and for1 < j<r,a; =0 =

oy = 0,
then, the scheme given in Deﬁm'tion is L?-stable, recalling Definition ,

Proof.
We define U; = (Yi,...,Yie—1) |, Ui = (Y;, ..., Yigr—1) ", and

oY — ( > im0 big f Yitjs Zisj) > &Y < > im0 big f Vit Zitj) >
7 ? 7
0 0
1 1

Y
andéfz(g )
0 r1

)

)

and denote 0U; = U; — U;, 5<I>ZY = @ZY — i)}/>

A1y e ooy Qp— ‘(L
r,r

The scheme and the pertubed scheme rewrite then for the Y part
E[U;] = Ey, AU 41 + hO] |
and
Eti[ﬁi} =y, [AUZ-H + hdY + Y ] .

l.a

For ¢ < 5 < n —r, we compute that
E[6U] |oo < [Aloo|Ee[0Uj41] oo + 1 [Ee[09] ] oo + [Ee,[0] ] |
Under (Hc), we observe that |A|o = 1 and we get
[Ee[6U;] loo < [Ee[5Uj41] loo + MGEL[695 ] oo + Bt [0] ] [o

Iterating on j, we compute that

‘Eti[‘SUj] |oo < ‘Eti[‘SUnfr+1] ‘oo + Z hk|Eti[5¢'z] |oo + Z |Et2[®ﬂ |oo .
k=j k=j



In particular, we have for ¢ = j, and || small enough,

0% < C (D0 mEIoVil + 10241 + Y B[]+ Y EJOVil]) . (22)
k=i k=i k=n—r+1

We then compute

n—r n

E[|6Yi)?] < C’<|7r| E_:E[\aykm + i heB[[6Z*] + hlkﬂz[\({y?] + > E[|6Yil] ) :
k=1 k=1 k=i k=n—r+1
(2.3)

1.b We will now control the term h Y _7 E[|6Z;|*| appearing in (2.3).
Using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain that, if a; # 0 then

B[ HY;6Yi] 17 < ClajBe[|6Yies]* — a;Ee[6Yigs] P])

which leads to, under (Hc),

T

hiE[62:] < C( > aiB[6YiP] = > Ela[Be [0V [*])

J=1 J=1

Il Y E6Yi? +10Z15 ] + |nEICZ 1] ) (2.4)
j=1

Under (Hc), we have that,

= Elaj|By[6Yi45] P] < E{ > Eifa;0Yiy] 2] :

j=1 Jj=1
Then, recalling that
T T
Z Eti[ajéyi-&-j] =0Y; — h; Z Eti[‘s‘bﬁr] - C@Y
j=1 §=0

we compute
=D E[[Eefa;0Yiis] P] < ~E[|Yil*] + Clx[E||6Yi] Y Eel6Yia] + 16Zi451] | + CE[I8Yil I} (]
j=1 =0

which leads, for 0 < € < 1 to be fixed later on, to

T T 1 C
— Y E[[Et[a;6Yii;] [P] < —E[|6Y;] + C|n| ZEtiLwYm\z +€l0Zi P | + EEUQ’Y’Q] -
j=1 Jj=0 ‘

7



Combining the last inequality with (2.4) and summing over i, we obtain, for |r| small

enough
n—r n
> mE[0Zi] < O(Z Zaj [16Yi4[*] — E[JYi[*]) + C(1 + >|w| > EoYal + 162
k=i k=i j=1 k=n—r+1
1 n—r — C
+ 2l Y E[JYil] + |w\ZErazk\ +wZEr<k| Z; 1Y)

k=i =3 k=1
Using (He), setting € := %, we then obtain
n—r n n—r n—r 1
S oz <O Y BN+ Inl0z] + inl LBl + B i P+ el )
k=i k=n—r+1 k=i k=i Lk

(2.5)

1.c Combining the last inequality with (2.3)), we get

n

H15%:f) < ¢ (1 3 El% ] +Z|w|E[h2|Etk[<k]|2+|Etk[¢k}|2] S EAYR + [0 Zi ) )

j=t k=n—r+1
(2.6)
2.a Let us define
5 =Y E[|6Y;]]
j=i
n—r 1 n
b= 2 InlE| g1 P+ IGEF] + 3 BV + [xl6ZP)
k=1 k k=n—r+1
Equation (2.6|) reads then

Using a discrete version of Gronwall Lemma, we then compute

n—r

8i < C(Opr+ Y Ope? =R
k=1

Since 6,,—» < m; and 0, < 0; for k > i, we compute

1
1 — eClrl

0; < CO;
This last equation combined with (2.7]) leads to

E[j6Yil] < C6;



which concludes the proof for the Y-part.
2.b For the Z-part, the proof is concluded pluging last inequality in (2.5)), with ¢ = 0 in

this equation. O

Remark 2.1. [t is easily checked that (Hc) implies that the roots of the following poly-

nomial equations
T
r—+1 r—j+1 __
Y — E a;y 7T =0.
=1

are in the closed unit disc and the multiple roots are in the open unit disc.

It is known that in the ODEs framework this is a necessary and sufficient condition to
get stability of linear multi-step schemes, see e.g [3, [11)]. In our context, this condition
is only necessary. We have to imposed (Hc) essentially because we need to deal with the

new process Z .

Remark 2.2. Proposition (2.1 is generic in the sense that we do not use the particular
property of the probability space nor the fact that (Fy)icpo1] is a Brownian filtration. We
will use this property in the last section of this paper.

2.2 Study of the order

2.2.1 Definitions

To study the order of the schemes, we use the following definition of truncation errors.

The local truncation error for the pair (Y, Z) defined as

1 - = )
nio=n Fnt, (i) = <h2E[IYt¢ - Y, E[| 2, - Ztﬂ) ,i<n—r, (28)
%
with
[ T s
Y, = Ky, Z antiﬂ‘ + hi Z bi,jf(Y;ijthHj) + hibiof (Ve Zt,) (2.9)
j=1 j=1
[ T T
Zti = Eti Z ajHZf,th;fi-s-j + hj Z Bi,jHZth(Y;tiHv Zti+j) (2-1())
=1 j=1

where 1, ¢ belongs to BY.

The global truncation error for a given grid 7 is given by

T(r) =Ty (m) + Ta(m),  (Tv(m), Ta(n)) = (thzi thf>, (2.11)
1=0 1=0



where Ty is the global truncation error for Y and 7z is the global truncation error for
Z defined as above.

Definition 2.2. An approximation is said to have a global truncation error of order m

if we have
T(m) < Clrf*™
for all sufficiently smootiﬂ solutions to and all partitions m with sufficiently small
mesh size.
2.2.2 Expansion of the truncation error

We study the order of the methods given in Definition using Ité-Taylor expansions
[15]. This requires the smoothness of the value function u introduced in —. In
order to state precisely these assumptions, we recall some notations of Chapter 5 (see
Section 5.4) in [15].

Let

M :={o}U G{O,...,d}m
m=1

be the set of multi-indices with entries in {0, ...,d} endowed with the measure ¢ of the
length of a multi-index (¢(@) = 0 by convention).

We introduce the concatenation operator * on M for multi-indices with finite length:
a=(ai,...,0p), B=(b1,...,B8q) then a* = (au1,...,0p,B1,...,5q).
A non empty subset A C M is called a hierarchical set if

sgpﬁ(a) <oocand —a €A Yae A\ {0}
For any hierarchical A set, we consider the remainder set B(.A) given by
B(A) ={a e M\ Al —a e A}
We will use in the sequel the following sets of multi-indices, for n > 0:
Ap ={a|l(a) <n}

and observe that B(A,) = Ap+1 \ An.

2The required regularity assumptions will be stated in the Theorems below.

10



For j € {1,...,d}, we consider the operators:
d
L0 =3 obia,.
k=1

For a multi-index o = (a1, ..., ), the iteration of these operators has to be understood

in the following sense
LY = L) ... o ()

By convention, L? is the identity operator, recall also the definition of L(© given in

. One can observe that L**# = L* o L8,

For a multi-index with finite length «, we consider the set G of function v : [0, T]x R? —

R for which L% is well defined and continuous. We also introduce G;* the subset of

function v € G% such that the function L%v is bounded. For v € G%*, we denote L%u by
o

u-.

Finally, for n > 1, we define the set G;' of function u such that u® € G;* for all a €
An\ {0}

The two following Propositions are key results to prove the high order rate of convergence

of the schemes. We refer to [7] for proofs.

Proposition 2.2. Assume d = 1. Let m > 0, then for a function v € QZ”H, we have

that

E _ o, P 0o " (O)m m1
du(t + h, Xepn)] = ve + hoy’ + o +- 4 o + O(R™T)

Proposition 2.3. Assume d = 1. (i) Let m > 0, for ¢ € B[’gl], assuming that v €

gg””, we have

hm * m
Et H;phv(t + h, Xt—i—h)} = ’Uil) + hv,glyo) + -+ ﬁvlgl) (O)m + Ot(h +1)

(ii) For ¢ € BFO 1 assuming that v € G, we have

B Ho(t + R, Xen)| = 0u(1).
(i) If L o L) = LM o LO) | then the expansion of (i) holds true with ¢ = 1.

11



2.2.3 Sufficient condition for Order m

For the reader’s convenience, we assume in this paragraph a constant time step for the
grid 7w i.e. hy = h = 7| := %, for all 7 and that the coefficients b, 8 do not depend of 7.
Under these conditions, the scheme given in Definition recalling ((1.6)), rewrites, for

1<n-—r,
Vi = Ey [Z;;l a;Yirj +h3 7o bif (Yisy, ZH]-)] |
(2.12
Zi = Etz[z =1 aJHt JhYerJ +h 25:1 5jH2,jhf(K‘+ja Zi+j)}

Proposition 2.4. (Order m) For m > 2, assume that the following holds

(CY)m Zajj —prij l—0,1<p<m
j=1 7=0

and  (C?), Za]j —pBifP Tt =0,1<p<m-—1
7=1

and that u € gg”“, then we have
Ty (7) + Tz(x) < Clx|*™,

provided that ¢ € BF& 1]1 and ¢ € BF& 1]2, recalling (2.12)).

Proof.
1. We first study the truncation error for the Z-part. We have that

T
Zt, = By Z o;H, t; ]hth +h 2 5J'H2,jhf(ni+j’ Ztm)
j=1
[ T
=Ey, Z O‘jHZf,jhu(ti-i-jﬂ Xt’H—J —h Z BJ t; ]hu tH-J? th+j)
Li=1

Using Proposition 23] we compute

5 m—1 r m—2 r hp+
Zi= ) D o pu Ot X)) = 3 ) By — O (6, X)) + O (™)
p=0 j=1 p=0 j=1

which leads to

Zti - Zti Zaj - 1 tZ?Xt + Z 7“’(1 O ti,Xti)(Z ajjp _psz_lﬁj) + Oti(‘ﬂ’m)

p=1 P! Jj=1 Jj=1

12



Under (C?),,, we obtain
Zi; = Zi, = Oy, (Im|™)
which leads directly to
nf =O(x’™), i<n-—r. (2.13)
2.a We now study the truncation error for the Y-part. Let us introduce

T T
}7%7; =Ky Z an;fH-j + hz bjf(Y;fH-j? Zti+j)
j=1 j=0

We have that
Y;, =Y, + hbg (f(ﬁi, Z;) = F(Ya, Zn))
Since f is Lipschitz-continuous, we get that for |7| small enough,
Y, =Y, = O (Y, = Yy,) + |70y, (Zy, — Zy,) - (2.14)

2.b Now observe that

r

r
Y;‘/i = Eti Z aju(tiJrja Xti+j) —h Z bju(o) (ti+j7 Xti+j)
j=1 =0

Using Proposition [2:2] we compute
_ _hP _pptl
Vo= D2 aif? (b, Xe) = 3 3 bift = 16 Xu) o+ Ou(nl™ )

which leads to

T

~ r m hP . r N .
Vi =Y, = (Zaj - 1)u(tivXti)+ZEU(O)p(ti7Xti)(Z aj]p*psz lbj)+0ti(|7r’ +1)'
j=1 p=1"" j=1 j=0

Under (CY),,, we thus get
}_/;fi - Y, = Oti(|7r‘m+1)

2.c Combining the last inequality with (2.14) and (2.13]), we then obtain

n = O0(x*"*?) i<n—r.

3. Combining the last equation with (2.13)), we conclude that
T(r) = O(|x ™),

and so the scheme is of order m.

13



2.3 Convergence results and examples of high order methods

Theorem 2.1. Under (Hc), assuming that the scheme is of order m according to Def-
inition [2.2 and that

2 2 2
e Y, , —YaosP bz, — Zo i) < ClaP™ (2.15)
we have
Ey(ﬂ') + 52(71’) < C’?T|2m .
Proof. We simply observe that the solution (Y, Z) of the BSDE is also the solution of

a perturbed scheme with ¢} := V;, — Y, and ¢Z := Z;, — Z;,. The proof then follows
directly from Proposition 2.1} O

In particular, in the special setting of paragraph a straightforward application of
Theorem [2.1] and Proposition [2.4] leads to

Corollary 2.1. Under (Hc) and (CY)p- (C%), assuming that (2.15) holds, we have
gy(ﬂ') + gz(ﬂ') < C’?T|2m ,

provided u € gg”“ and Y € BFSI]I, ¢ € BSI}Q'

To illustrate the previous results, we conclude this section by giving two examples of
high order method which can be designed using Corollary

Example 2.1. (Nystrom’s method) The following scheme is —for the Y-part— inspired
by the Leap-frog (or Nystrom’s) method for ODE, namely

Y; = Ey[Yigo +2hf(Yig1, Zit1)]
Zi = Bo|H} o Yie2 + 20H] 5 (Yigs, Zig2) |

This 2-step method is convergent and the rate of convergence is at least of order 2,
assuming that u € g;’j and v € B[lo 1) ol BR] -

Example 2.2. (Milne’s method) The second scheme we propose is inspired —for the
Y-part— by the Milne’s method for ODE, namely

Y, = Eti[YiH + h(%f(YiJthi+1) — 3/ (Yi2, Ziza) + 5.1 (Yigs, Zi+3))}

Z; = Eti[HZ}AhYQM + h(%ﬁ’;f,hf(ywla Ziy1) — %Ht(t,zhf(y%% Zito) + %Hgghf(y;—i-?n Zi+3))} :

14



This 4-step method is convergent and the rate of convergence is at least of order 4,

assuming that u € gi:’ and ¢ € B?O,l]; ¢ € 8[20,1]'

3 Adams Methods

In this section, we introduce methods for BSDEs inspired by Adams methods from
the ODE framework. These methods are of two kinds: explicit methods , also called
Adams-Bashforth, or implicit methods, also called, Adams-Moulton.

The schemes introduced in Definition [1.1| are always explicit for the Z-part but may
be implicit for the Y-part. So, for the Z-part, we use Adams-Bashforth approximation

which may then be combined with explicit or implicit approximation for the Y-part.

We first study methods combining Adams-Moulton type approximation for the Y-part
and Adams-Bashforth type approximation for the Z-part. We show that these methods
are really efficient because high order rate of convergence can be achieved, assuming
smoothness of the value function. We then quickly discuss the case of explicit methods,
i.e. Adams-Bashforth type approximation both for the Y-part and Z-part.

At the end of this section, we use these Adams type approximation to design Predictor-
Corrector methods for BSDEs.

3.1 Implicit methods

These methods are inspired by Adams-Moulton method for the Y-part and Adams-
Bashforth for the Z-part.

They have the following form, for i <n — 7,
Y, = Eti[YQH + i 3o b f (Yiag, Zz'Jrj)]

(AMB), :
Zi = Bo[H Yoo+ iS55y B HY jf (Vs Ziss)]

where Y, ¢ € 8%71}.

The coefficients for the Y-part are given by

biir= ! ;
,7,7 h

%

bt t—t;
/ Lijr(s)ds, with L; . (t) = ko o<ji<r (3.1)
ti

k=0,k4j bivj = titk
The Lagrange polynomials L; j, are of degree r and L; j,(t;1;) = 1, which implies

T

> (i — ) Lije(t) =t —t)*, 0<k<r, (3.2)
j=0



The definition of the b-coefficients means that

tit1

Y, =Ey [Yiﬂ + Z,«(t)dt]

t;

where QZT is a polynomial of degree less than r satisfying

Volting) = f(Yigs Zisg) , 0< j <.

In the case where the time step is constant, the coefficient does not depends on 7 and
are given by

r+1

1
—k
by = / lir(s)ds, with £;,.(s) = ][ SR o<j<r.
) 0 ) ) ) j + 1 _ k;
k=0,k#j
The coefficients for the Z-part are given by
1 tiy1 ) ) - " t—tiik
Bijr = / Lijr(s)ds, 1 <j<r, with L; j,(s) = H ik (3.3)
hi Jy, kT kit Liv; — titk

The Lagrange polynomials f/z}jm are of degree r — 1 and lN'/m,r(tiﬂ-) = 1, which implies
T
Z<ti+j - ti)ki;@j’r(t) = (t - ti)k, 0< k <r-—1. (3.4)
j=1
The definition of the S-coefficients means that

tiv1

Z; =K, [H}’ WYie1 + er(t)dt]

t;

where er is a polynomial of degree less than r — 1 satisfying
iZ,T(ti-i-j) = H27jhf(n+jyzi+j) ,1<5<r.

In the case where the time step is constant, the coefficient does not depends on 7 and
are given by

r

1
—k
63‘77, = / ijr(s)ds, with Kj’,ﬂ(s) = H 8 2 .
0 =1 kit

When the time step is constant, the table below gives the b-coefficients and S-coefficients
for r < 4:

vl by b by b3 bsa |[B1 P2 Pz Pa
1 1

1 3 5 1

9| 5 8 _1 3 _1
2 12 12 2 3

gl 5 1 _5 1 23 16 5
294 24 24 24 2 12 12

4| 251 646 %4 106 _ 10 |55 _50 37 _ o
720 720 T 720 720 720 |24 24 24
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Proposition 3.1. The (AM B), method is convergent and at least of order r + 1, pro-
vided that 1 € B", ¢ € B"~! and u € QH'Q.

Proof. 1. The stability of the schemes comes from a direct application of Proposition
since obviously (He) holds for (AM B),. Following Theorem we only have to
study the order of the method.

2.a We first study the error for the Z part. Observe that, recalling 7

. t2+1
Zti E Ht hYterl + Z ]hf(}/tﬂr]’ Ztl+J) / L’i7j,1” (t)dt
J=1 b

" tit1
= By | HY yultisn, Xo.,) Z ¢ Ot X, ) / Loy (H)dt
t

Using Proposition we get

r

tit1 ! uW* Okt (¢, X, )
Zi, = Ty, = Z e O (1, Xy,) — Z/t Lij(t)dty u oty — ) + O (|7
g k=0

j=1
which reads also

. Ly Y Tl W0k (4, ) it1
— Zu(l)*(O)k (thXti) _ U k'(tz,th) / Z(ti+j )kzL ’]T( )dt + Oti(’ﬂT—H) _
t

k=1 k=0 ’ j=1

Using (3.4)), we obtain

v Tk 1 i : .
22 =30 (= gy, (600 a0 O ) + 00
=1 i
= O (frl).

2.b We now study the truncation error for the Y part. Let us define,

3 r tit1
Yi, =Ky, Y;tlurl + Z f(y}/iﬂ ) ZtH»j) / L@LT(t)dt
=0 i

Observe that
. _ . . tit1
Yy, =Y, + (f(}/tm th‘) - f(Y;tl, Zti)) / Li,07T(t)dt
t;
which leads since f is Lipschitz continuous, for |r| small enough, to

K'L - }/%7, = Otz(’%z - }/tz’) + ‘W’Otz(’th - Zti|) : (3'5)

17



Now,

T

B tit1
Vi = By, [ultivn, Xoppy) — > u® (fz'+17Xti+1)/ Lijr(t)dt
t;

j=0
Using Proposition [2:2] we get
r+1 5 r t T (0)kt1(+t.
_ hh +1 uRL (L, Xy,
Vi =Yy = > qru (b Xe) l Lige(tyar Y2 R gk 0, (i
k=1 " j=0""4 k=0 '

which reads also

r+1 T, 0 . tit1

_ h" U\ kL (t 7Xt¢) +

Y;fi - Y;fz = E ﬁu(O)k (tiaXti) - k-—lZ /t j 0:(tl'+j - ti)kLi:j:r(t)dt + Oti(|7r|r+2) :
k=1 k=0 v Jj=

Using (3.2)), we obtain

r+1 k t:
_ h 1 i+1
VoY= 3 (o | (= 6 ) uO 0 Xe) + O
kL (k=1
= Oy, (|nl"*?).

Thus, using ,
i, — Yi, = Oy (2.
2.c Combining the results of steps 1.a and 1.b, we obtain
T(m) = O (") .
which concludes the proof. O

3.2 Explicit methods

These methods are inspired by Adams-Bashforth method both for the Y-part and Z-
part.

Y E, [Yi-i-l +hi 37y b f (Yiag, Zi-i—j)}

(ABB),
Zi = Eti[HZf,hK‘H + i Sy i HY juf (Yiegs ZH]’)}

where ¢, ¢ € BPOJ]'

18



Now, the coefficients for the Y-part are given by

1 tit1 _
bijr = W / Lijr(s)ds,

t;
recalling ((3.3)).

From the proof of Proposition [3.1} step 1.b. we know that we can obtain a truncation
error for the Z-part s.t. Z;, — Z;, = O, (|x|"t1). But here, due to the explicit feature of
the Y part and thus an order r global error only, we only need to retrieve an error for
the Z-part of order r as well. This simply means that the scheme, for the Z-part, has

one more coefficient than needed. So one can set
Bijr = bijr
or
Birr=0and B;jr =bijr—1, 1 <j<r—1.
Following the arguments of the proof of Proposition [3.1] one obtains

Proposition 3.2. The (ABB), method is convergent and at least of order r, provided
that € B, ¢ € B'2 and u € G, .
3.3 Predictor-Corrector methods

These methods are fully explicit method but have a better rate of convergence than the
(ABB), methods presented above. Nevertheless, they require the computation of one
more conditional expectation by step. This has to be compared in practice to the Picard

Iteration required by (AM B), approximation.
Definition 3.1.
Zi = Eti[ ithH +hid iy @',j,er,jhf(Yprj,ZHj)]
(PC)A 7Y = B [Yier + i Sy Bigrf (Vi Ziss)] (3.6)
Vi = Ea[Yier b oy bigef (Vies Zin)| + hibio.r f (P, Z)

where ¥, ¢ € Bﬁ) 1 The b-coefficients are given by (3.1) and the B-coefficients by (3.3)).

Theorem 3.1. The (PC), method is convergent and at least of order r + 1, provided
that € B, ¢ € B"~! and u € gg”.

As usual, the proof of this Theorem is splitted in two steps below. We first study the

stability of the above schemes and then their truncation errors.
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3.3.1 Stability

To study the stability of the methods (3.6)), we introduce first a pertubed version of the

scheme

Z; = Eti[ Zf,h?iﬂ +hid iy Bi,j,er:’jhf(?iJrja Ziyj) + CZZ}
PY; = Eti[ﬁﬂ +hi Yy b f Vi, Zm)]
Vi = Eu|Virs + iS5y b (Vs Zing) + hibi, (%3 Z2) + Y |
where (), ¢Z are random variables belonging to L?(F,), for i <n —r.
Proposition 3.3. The scheme given in is L?-stable, recalling Definition .
Proof. For |r| small enough, we compute, denoting P§Y =?Y —PY,
r
E[PSYE] < (14 [a)E{JVia 2] + C S B[V ? + 67 (3.7)
j=1

. C

B0Y;?] < (1+ [w)E{|8Yi1?] + C (RE[POYil] + > hB{|6Yiss|? + 162k ] ) + -IG2
j=1 ‘
(3.8)

Plugging (3.7)) into (3.8) and using the discrete version of Gronwall’s Lemma, we obtain

n—r n—r n—r 1 n
B0Y;?) < C(Inl Y E{I0el?] + Y- B[z + > B ]+ Y E[lovil?] ).
k=i k—i k=i K k=n—r+1
(3.9)
Using the same arguments as in step 1.b of the proof of Proposition [2.1], we retrieve that
n—r n n—r n—r 1
thE[|5Zk|2] < C( > El6Yil® + [7l6Zk[*] + Im| ZEUCWIJQ] + ZE[}%KZP + hiel ¢ 2} )
k=1 k=n—r+1 k=i k=1
(3.10)
This leads, using ,
n—r n—r 1 n
LRAELIE S HANEDS wm[hzrmk[c;X 112 + [ [¢7] P] Y- AR AN
j=i k=i k k=n—r+1
(3.11)

which corresponds to (2.6)).
The proof is then concluded using the same arguments as in step 2 of the proof of
Proposition 2.1} O
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3.3.2 Truncation error

Proposition 3.4. The scheme given in Definition[3.1] is at least of order r+ 1 provided
that € B, ¢ € B"~! and u € gg”.

Proof. 1. The truncation error for the Z-part is the same that the one of the (AM M),
method. From the proof of Proposition [3.1] step 1, we get

Zti — 2y, = Oti(|7r‘r+1) .

2. The study of the truncation error for the Y-part is slightly more involved. Let us
define

r
Y;f* = Ey, Y;fi-o-l + hi Z bi,j,rf(nwj? Zti+j) + hibhoﬂ"f(yvtj’ Zti)

7

j=1
Using the proof of Proposition [3.1] step 2, we know that
Yz - Y;fz = Oti(|7r‘r+2) (3'12)

this quantity represents the truncation error for the Y-part of the Adams-Moulton
method.
We also define

r
pni = Eti }/ti+1 + h’L Z /Bi,j,rf(}/:fi+j7 Zti+j)
j=1

.
Vi, =B | Y, + 00 Y bijirf Vs Zoys) | + habior f PV, Z2,)
Jj=1

The term pffti —Y}, represents then the truncation error for the Predictor part, adapting

the arguments of Proposition [3.1] step 1, we have
PYi, = Vi, = Oy (|In[™) (3.13)

The term Y;, — Y, is the truncation error we are interested in.
We then observe that

Y;fi = YZ + hibi,O,’r (f(pi/;fw th) - f(Yza Zu))

- }/tj + hibi,o,r (f(thN Ztl) - f(E/tZ? th) + f(}/;fla th) - f(}/tj) th))
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Since f is Lipschitz continuous, we obtain
Vi, = ¥i, = On (Y = Y |) + [7l00, (P, — Vi)
Combining and , we then obtain
Vi, = Y = Oy (Ial"2)
3. From step 1. and step 2. above, we obtain that
T(m) = O(|x["),

which concludes the proof. O

4 Numerical illustration

In this part, we provide a numerical illustration for the results presented above. The
scheme given in Definition [1.1] is still a theoretical one because in practice one has
to compute the conditional expectation involved. Many methods have been studied
already in the context of BSDEs: regression methods [14], quantization methods [I} [10],
Malliavin calculus methods [3], 4] and tree based methods e.g. Cubature methods [9].
To illustrate our previous results, i.e. the order of the time discretization error, we will
focus on the simple case where d = 1 and X = W, in the spirit of [22]. Obviously,
further numerical experiments are needed, specially in high dimension. Because we are
looking towards high order approximation, it seems reasonable to combine the present
multi-step schemes with Cubature methods [9]. This is left for further research.

In the sequel, we will also assume that the r terminal conditions are perfectly known.
Generally, this won’t be the case but it is not really a problem, see Remark (i).
We explain below how the Brownian motion is approximated and give the expression
of the numerical scheme which is implemented in practice. We show that this scheme
is convergent and characterise its convergence order. The error we are dealing with is
now composed of the discrete time error and the space discretization error. Finally, we

provide some numerical results, where we compute the empirical convergence rate.

4.1 Empirical schemes

In order to define the scheme implemented in practice, we use a multinomial approxi-
mation of the Brownian motion. Let us consider a discrete random variable £ matching

the moments of a gaussian variable G up to order K, i.e.

E[gk} - E[Gk] . 0<k<K.

22



In dimension 1, an efficient way to construct £ is to use quadrature formula.
On a (discrete, but big enough) probability space (Q,]@), we are then given (&)i1<i<n,

i.i.d random variables with the same law as £ and define
i
th,ozgp—i—zs/tj—tj_lfj , Vt, em. (4.1)
j=1

For later use, we say that /Wtf’o is an order K approximation of the Brownian motion.

We also denote by (ﬁ )ter the filtration generated by (Wto’x)t@ and Et[] the related
conditional expectation.

We can now define the numerical scheme which is used in practice.

Definition 4.1. (Linear multi-step)
(i) To initialise the scheme with r steps, r > 1, we set, for 0 < j <r —1,

(Yn—j7 Zn—j) = (U(tn—ja Wt?fj )= 8wu(tn—j7 Wtojj ))
(ii) For i < n —r, the computation of (Y;, Z;) involves r steps and is given by
i = Ey [Z;:l a;Yij +hi 335 b f (Yits, Zi+j)}

Zi = ]Et [Z] 1H1J<a] Z+J+h Zg 15J ( 2+Jin+j))]

The coefficient H; j are the discrete version of coefficients given in (L.6). From Propo-
sition (#ii), we observe that, in the case X = W, they can simply be defined as

approzimation of the Brownian increment, i.e.

)

(4.2)

O (T 1T
7,+] tz

i = (4.3)

tz+] —t
When implementing Predictor-Corrector methods, we use

Definition 4.2. (Predictor-Corrector)
(i) To initialise the scheme with r steps, r > 1, we set, for 0 < j <r —1,

(Yn—j’Zn—j) (u(tn- JaVVtOJj )s Oxu(tn— ]7Wt0x )
(ii) For i < n —r, the computation of (Y;, Z;) involves r steps and is given by
Z; = By, [Hz1Yz+1+h > i | Hi > i Bif( z+jaZi+j)}
(PC)T p?i = ]Eti [i/\;‘—kl + hz‘z 1517177"]0( i+J> z+3)}

Y, = E, [f/iﬂ + Ry S bigr f (Vi 2i+j)] + R f (Y5, Z;)
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where the b-coefficients are given by (3.1)), the B-coefficients by (3.3|) and the ﬁ—coeﬁ%z’ents
by (4.3).

Proposition 4.1. (i) In Definition if we assume that the method given by the
coefficients a, b, «, B is of order m, according to Definition|2.2, and that the multinomial

approzimation of the Brownian motion is of order K = 2m + 1 then we have
Yo — Yo = O(h™)

provided that the coefficient f and the value function w are smooth enough.

(ii) In Deﬁnitionfor (PC), method, if we assume that the multinomial approxima-

tion of the Brownian motion is of order K = 2r + 3 then we have

Yo 7}’}0 _ O(hTH) ’
provided that the coefficient f and the value function w are smooth enough.
The proof of this proposition is postponed to the end of this section.

We can now turn to a concrete example which illustrates the above order of convergence.

4.2 Application

As in [22], we consider the process, on [0, 7],

1 exp(—W; — ﬁ) ) .

X0, Vs, Zy) = (W4, ’
(Xe, Y, Z4) ( t1+exp(—Wt—£) (1+exp(=W: = 1))

This process is solution of the (decoupled) FBSDE
Xy =W,

T T
Yt:gT(WT)+/ f(Ys,Zs)ds—/ Z.dW.
t t

where the driver f is given by

3 1
f(y,Z) = _Z(* - y) ) and gT(m) = 1+ exp(—at B %)

: (4.4)
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To approximate the value of Yy, we consider the following methods:

1.

Implicit Euler approximation, coupled with an order 3 Brownian approximation.

Crank-Nicholson approximation, coupled with an order 5 Brownian approxima-

tion.

Explicit two step Adams method, coupled with an order 5 Brownian approxima-

tion.

. Implicit two step Adams method, coupled with an order 7 Brownian approxima-

tion.

Heun method which is a Predictor-Corrector method, coupled with an order 5

Brownian approximation.

The log-log graph in Fig. 1 below shows the rates of convergence of the method which

are in accordance with the theoretical ones. Adams methods produce empirical rate

slightly below the expected ones. But the highest is the theoritical convergence order,

the smallest is the error in practice.

-10

log error

-15

-20

-25

0,5 1 1,5 2 2,5 3 3,5 4 4,5 5

y =-1,0033 - 4,5491
y = -1,9461x - 4,6086

y =-2,018x - 5,8166 e=fms Adams_exp<5> f(Y,2)

y =-2,0464x - 6,4053 == Crank_Nich<5> f(Y,Z)

Adams_exp<7> f(Y,2)
y=-2,8197x-7,9677 = Euler_imp<3> f(Y,2)

@ Heun<5> f(Y,2)

log number of steps

Figure 1: Illustration of the convergence rate
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The graph in Fig. 2 below shows the impact of the space discretization on the global order
of the method. The empirical convergence rates are in accordance with the theoretical

ones.

0,5 1 15 2 2,5

y =-1,026x - 4,8053

-6
\N_‘ Cranck Nicholson <5> f(Y,Z)

e=Gm=Cranck Nicholson <3> f(Y,Z)

log error

® y = -2,2695x - 5,897 @D=Cranck Nicholson <7> f(Y,z)

-10
¥ =-2,0834x-7,8981 \

-14

log number of step

Figure 2: Impact of space discretization

4.3 Proof of Proposition 4.1

We only provide the proof of (i), the proof of (ii) follows from the same arguments and

using the proof of Proposition [3.3] and Proposition [3.4]
1. Notations

We first need to consider ’functional’ version of the schemes above. Let us introduce
the following operator, related to the theoretical schemes given in Definition [I.1]

Z .
R7 (CI})Q - Cl}

216" o @) = B[S, (ase” (W) + hB F (Y (W), o (W) ) |
RY;: (C1)? = C}

Nile¥ o71(@) = Blage¥ (W) + hby f(o¥ (Wi lh), o7 (W)
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Similarly, let us define - for the fully discrete scheme - the operators
R, - (C})? — ¢}

RZ [90 y P ]( ) = E[ﬁ@j (aj¢y(/ﬂ7tf;ti) + hﬁjf(@y(wtf;ti)a@Z(thj}ti))>}
RY,:(C}) =G}
R, 1) = Bl (Teh) + oy (¥ (1), o (W)

The functional version of the schemes given in Definition [£.1] reads then, for i <n —r,

yi(z) = ZgleZj[ﬂiHv?m](x)
Zi(x) = X RE Ui, Zivil (@)

given r initial data (Yn—j, 2n—j) = (w(tn—j,), Oxu(tn—j,-)), 0 < j <r—1.

Due to the markov property of the discrete process (Wto’z)teﬂ, it is easily checked that
Y, = @(Wt‘f’o) and 7; = Z(Wtaj’o) )

Finally, we define

Y = u(t, Wtf’o) and Z; = Opu(t;, /Wtf’ﬂ) )

Observe that Yy = u(0,2) and that, for 0 < j <r —1, (V,_ ],Z\n,j) = (Yo—j, Zn—j).

2. Stability

The key observation is here that (Y; Y, Z; ;) can be seen as a perturbed version of the scheme

given in , namely

Vi = B[S oV h S bif (Tig, Zeag)| + Q7 470

Zi = Et [Z] 1H<O‘J ] +h2j 1 Bif ( Z+J>Zi+j)>] +tCiZ+SCiZ
where the local error due to the time-discretization is

N A T

(2

§ . (4.5)
tCzZ = E[Zti - Zti‘Xti = Wt?O}
recalling (2.9)-(2.10]) and the local error due to the ’space-discretization’ is
~ 20
{ = YR = RY)[u(tieg, ), deultivg, )] (W) (4.6)
SC’LZ = E (RZ - RZ, )[u(tZ+J> ')7 8xu(ti+ja )](Wtf’o)
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Now, we can apply Proposition recalling Remark to obtain in particular that
_ N nrorq
Fo- Tal? < I SB[+ 20 P+ 17+ 2P (a7
=0 ?

3. Study of the local error

We now turn to the study of the local errors (C,B/,Ciz)ogign_r. Assuming that the

function are smooth enough we compute the following expansion

K

<R3,3-R%,@-)[u(tiﬂ,->,u<l><tiﬂ-,'>]<w>=k i @E W] Zk,xm B|(Woh)"
=0

‘W‘K+l

+ O( )

where x; ; are functions depending on f, u and the coefficients of the methods.

Using the matching moment property of Wo’ti, we easily obtain that
B [I(RY; = RY)lu(tieg, ), u® (tirs, W] < Clrf 41

For the Z part, we have

K-1 K-1

D 1 k i NG wlrr. 1170.t

(RiZ,j - RiZ,j)[u(tiJrjv ')7u(1)(ti+j>' = T [ J(W?f;)k} - Z ng,j)(x)E[(Hi,thgfj
k=0 k=0

Using the matching moment property of WO’“, we easily obtain that
~ 0 _
BI(RE) = RZ)[u(tisg, ), u® (tirs, W] < Clef

Combining the above estimates with (4.7) and the fact that the discrete-time error is of

order m, leads to
Yo — Yo| < Cla|™ + Cln| =

which concludes the proof since K = 2m + 1. O
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