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Abstract

Some new techniques are employed to release significantly the requirements on the
step size of the truncated Milstein method, which was originally developed in Guo, Liu,
Mao and Yue (2018). The almost sure stability of the method is also investigated.

Numerical simulations are presented to demonstrate the theoretical results.
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1 Introduction

The classical Milstein method was proposed in [16] with the merit of the convergence rate of
one, when both the drift and diffusion coefficients of stochastic differential equations (SDEs)

satisfy the global Lipschitz and linear growth conditions. However, the classical explicit
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methods, including the Milstein and Euler-Maruyama methods, are of divergence, when such

usual conditions are disturbed [6].

To tackle the super-linearities in the coefficients, one approach is to construct implicit
methods. We just mention some of the works here [3| 15, 17, 20] and refer the readers to the

references therein.

On the other hand, due to the simple structure and the avoidance of solving non-linear
equation systems in each iteration [2], explicit methods still play an important role in the
numerical approximates to SDEs. The tamed Euler method was proposed and generalised in
[7] and [5]. The proof for the method was modified in [I8]. The tamed Milstein methods were
developed in [19] and [8] for SDEs driven by Brownian motion and Lévy noise, respectively.

Another explicit method, called the truncated Euler method, was originally proposed
in [I3] I4]. The proof for the method was modified in [4]. Employing the idea in the two
original works, some new truncated Euler methods were proposed by using different truncating
functions more recently [9, 10, 2I]. The truncated Milstein method was developed in [1].
However, the requirements on the step size for the truncated Milstein method in that work

are very restrictive, which brings some difficulties in the applications of the method.

In this paper, we release the constrains on the step size for the Milstein method using
some different techniques in the proofs. In addition, the almost sure stability of the Milstein

method is investigated.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2l gives the necessary notations and mathemat-
ical preliminaries. The result on the finite time convergence with less constraint step size is
presented in section Bl Some simulations are given to illustrate the theoretical results. Section
[ sees the almost sure stability of the truncated Milstein method. Numerical examples are

also used to demonstrate the theorem.

2 Mathematical Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise specified, let (€2, F,IP) be a complete probability
space with a filtration {]:t}tzo satisfying the usual conditions (that is, it is right continuous and
increasing while Fy contains all P-null sets). Let [E denote the expectation corresponding to P.
If A is a vector or matrix, its transpose is denoted by AT. Let B(t) = (B'(t), B(t), ..., B™(t))T

be an m-dimensional Brownian motion defined on the space. If z € RY then |z| is the



Euclidean norm. For two real numbers a and b, set a Vb = max(a, b) and a A b = min(a, b). If

G is a set, its indicator function is denoted by I, namely Ig(z) = 1 if z € G and 0 otherwise.

Consider a d-dimensional SDE
dx(t) = p(x(t))dt + o(xz(t))dB(t), t >0, (2.1)

with the initial value z(0) = 7o € R where p : RY — R, o : R™™ — R and x(t) =

(x1(t), 2%(t),...,z%(t))T. In some of the proofs in this paper, we need the more specified

notation that pu = (1, g, ..., pta)’, pi : R = R for i =1,2,...,d, and 0 = (01,09, ...,04;)",
0;.;RY—= R for j =1,2,...,m. For ji,jo = 1,...,m, define
d
: doj, ()
Do) = Y o) 228, 22)
=1

Forl=1,2,...d, set

ph(z) = (8’””(:5), () 8“l(x)) and '(z) = (82’“”(56))m, Q=12 ..d.

ort o2 oz 0xi0xt

And forn=1,2,..m,1=1,2,....d, set

o1, (z) 0oy () oy, () 0?01, () o
/ . ) ) 3 " . ) —
o), (7) = < P e Rt S e o and 0}, () = T . i,7=1,2,...,d.

For j =1,..,mand [ = 1,...,d, define the derivative of the vector o;(z) with respect to z! by

G(x) 0 (z) = (801,]-(:5) 00,(x) 30’d,j($))T

= —0;
oxt ™’ oxt 7 ozt 77 oxt

We impose some standing hypotheses in this paper.
Assumption 2.1 There exist constants Ky > 0 and r > 0 such that
() = w(y)| V lo(z) = o(y)| V [T oy,(x) — L0y, (y)] < Ki(L+ |2 + |y|")|2 — v
for all z,y € R? and ji, 5. = 1,2, ..m.

Assumption 2.2 For everyp > 1, there exists a positive constant Ky (dependent on p) such

that
(z =y, pu(z) = p(y) + (2p— 1) Jo(x) — o(y)* < Kslz —y|?

for all x,y € R?.



It is not hard to derive from Assumption 2.1l and 2.2, we can obtain that for all z € R?
and \; >1

(@) Vo (@)] < A1+ [, (2.3)

and for any p >p > 1
(, 1(2)) + (20 — 1) o()]* < Ao(1 + [2]?), (2.4)
where A, is a positive constant dependent on p.

Assumption 2.3 Assume that for 7 = 1,2,..m and | = 1,2,....d, there exists a positive

constant Az such that
()| V| (@) V oy ()] Vo ()] < As(1+ |2™). (2.5)

To define the truncated Milstein method, we first choose a strictly increasing continuous

function w : Ry — R, such that w(u) — oo as u — oo and

sup (|u(2)| V |o;(2)| V |Gj(2)]) < w(u) (2.6)

lz|<u
forany u > 2, j=1,...,mand [ = 1,...,d. Denote the inverse function of w by w™t. We see
that w™! is a strictly increasing continuous function from [w(0), +oc) to Ry. We also choose

a strictly decreasing function & : (0,1] — (0, +00) and a constant i > 1 such that

lim h(A) = oo and AYAR(A) <R, VA € (0,1]. (2.7)

Before we proceed, let us make an useful remark.

Remark 2.4 In Mao [13] where the truncated EM was originally developed, it was required
to choose a number A* € (0, 1] and a strictly decreasing function h : (0, A*] — [w(0), 00) such
that

h(A*) > w(1), lim h(A) =00 and AY*h(A) <1, VA € (0,A%. (2.8)

A—0

here, we simply let A* =1 and remove condition h(A*) > w(2) while we also replace condition
AYAR(A) < 1 by a weaker one AV h(A) < h. In other words, we have made the choice of
function h more flexible. We emphasize that such changes to not make any effect on the results
in Guo [1]. In fact, condition h(A*) > w(2) was only used to prove [1, Lemma 2.3]. But,
in view of Lemma 2.3, we see that the constant 20y in [1, Lemma 2.3] is now replaced by
another constant K which does not affect any other results in [1]. It is also easy to check that
replacing AVAh(A) < 1 by AY4h(A) < h does not make any effect on the other results in [1].

Similarly, we see that these change do not affect any result in [1] either.
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For a given step size A € (0,1) and any o € RY, let us define a mapping 7a from R? to

the closed ball {x € R?: |x] < w™1(h(A))} by

ma(z) = (|2] A w—1<h<A>>>%

where we set z/|z] = 0 when z = 0. That is, mao will map z to itself when |z| < w™'(h(A))
and to w™H(h(A))z/|z| when |z| > w™t(R(A)). We then define the truncated functions, for

any j=1,..m, [ =1,....d,

A(z) = p(ra(@)), o(x) =0 (malz)) and Gi(x) =G (ma(x)).

Qe

It is not hard to see that for any z € R?
()| V [5(2)] V [G(@)] < ww ™ (R(A))) = h(A). (2.9)

That is to say, all the truncated functions ji, ¢ and G’é are bounded although p, 0 and Gé- may
not. Therefore, the truncated Milstein method is defined by

Vier = Y+ a(Yi)A+6(Yi)AB]

m

1 1~ 1 2
+3 SN L6, (Vi) (ABABE — 6;,5,0). (2.10)

j1=1ja=1
where 9,5, = 1 if j; = j, else ;,;, = 0. Let us now form two versions of the continuous-time

truncated Milstein solutions. The first one is defined by

Y(t)=> Yilp s 0(t), t>0. (2.11)
k=0

This is simple step process so its sample paths are not continuous. we will refer this as the

continuous-time step-process truncated Milstein solution. The other one is defined by

Y(t)=Y(t) + /t (Y (s))ds + /t 5(}7(5))dB(s)+Z t Zle&j2(Y(s))ABﬂ'2(s)dBﬁ(s),

(2.12)
where AB(s) = 3.7 Ijpu<s<ipsr} (B2 (s) — B2 (ty)).

3 Finite time convergence

To point out the restrictive condition imposed in [1], we cites its main result on the convergence

rate.



Theorem 3.1 ([1]). Let Assumptions (2.1, [2.2 and [2.3 hold. Furthermore, assume that for
any given q > 1, there exists a p € (q, +00) and a A* satisfying (Z8). In addition, if

h(A) = w((A7(A(A))*)~HF=1) (3.1)

holds for all sufficiently small A € (0, A*], then for any firted T = NA > 0 and sufficiently
small A € (0, A*],
E|z(T) — Yn|* < KA*(h(A))* (3.2)

holds, where K is a positive constant independent of A.

We start this section by presenting our main result.

Theorem 3.2 Let Assumptions[21, [Z22 and [Z23 hold and assume there exists q € [1,p) such
that
p > (1+7r)q, (3.3)

then for any real number R > |xo| and A € (0,1]
Ela(T) = Yn[* < C(AY(R(A)'V (w! (h(A)))~Cr2r=20), (3.4)

where C stands for a generic positive real constant dependent on p but independent of A and

its values may change between occurrences.

The following example is used to demonstrate the improvement of this new theorem over

the convergence result in [1].

Example 3.3 Consider a scalar SDE
dx(t) = (2°(t) — 42°(t))dt + 2*(t)dB(t), t >0, (3.5)
with the initial value z(0) = 1.

It is clear that both of the drift and diffusion coefficients have continuous second-order
derivatives. In addition, it is not hard to verify Assumptions 2.1] and hold with » = 4. For

any x,y € R and p > 1, we have
(z —y)(u(@) = p(y) + (2p = V]o(z) — o(y)?

(
= ( )
= (z—y?[@+ay+y°) — A" + 2y + 22 + oy’ + )] + (20— D@+ )’z — y)*

x—y
z—y)(@® —4z° — o +4°) + (2p — 1)|2% — o
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Since

—(23y + 2y®) = —zy(2® + y?) < 0.5(2 +yH)? = 0.5(z* + y?) + 227,

we obtain

(z —y)(u(x) — uy)) + 2p — 1)|o(z) — o(y)]?

< (o= g+ )~ 2 +y") + (20— 122 + 27)

S (= yP[2at )+ (p - ) 4]
1

< 4(p— §)2(I —y)>.

That is to say, Assumption is also fulfilled. Now, we design the functions w and h. Noting
that
sup ([u(2)| V |o(2)| V o' (2)]) < 4u®, Vu > 1,

|z|<u
we choose w(u) = 4u®. Then its inverse function is w™'(u) = (u/4)'/°. Fix ¢ € (0,1/4], we

define h(A) = 4A~¢ for A € (0,1). Now, for any ¢ > 1, we can choose p sufficiently large for

)
e(2p — 2qr — 2q)

We can therefore conclude by Theorem that the truncated Milstein solution of the SDEs

B3 satisfy

> 2q — 4qe.

E|z(T) — Y(T)% < KA%0=2) A € (0,1].

That is, the strong L?*?-convergence rate is close to 2g.

In order to highlight the significant contribution of our new result, let us make a compar-
ison between our new Theorem and one of the main results in [I], namely Theorem B.1]
The key advantage of our new Theorem B2 lies in that it does not need condition (3]). Let

us now explain, via the following example.
Example 3.4 Consider the scalar SDE
dx(t) = —8323(t)dt + 2*(t)dB(t), (3.6)

where B(t) is a scalar Brownian motion. Its coefficients u(z) = —832z% and o(x) = 2? are

clearly locally Lipschitz continuous for € R?. For p = 42, we have

zp(x) + (2p — Dlo(x)]* =0,



so condition (24) is satisfied with p = 42. Moreover, for p = 2, we have

(z —y)(u(x) — ) + (25 — 1)|o(z) — o(y)]?
= =83(a® +xy + )|z — yI? + 3(a® 4 2zy + )|z — y|?
= —(802* + TTxy + 80y°)|z — y|?

IN

0.
Thus Assumption holds with p = 2. Furthermore, it is easy to show that
(@) = p@)* Vo (z) = a(y)] V o' (2)o(x) — o' (y)o(y)] < C(L+a* +y")|z — y|*.

That is, Assumption 2] is satisfied with r = 4.

We first apply Theorem B.1] to see what we can get. Obviously, we have p > p and we
choose ¢ = 1. Noting
(@) Vo (z)] < 83> Vo] > 1,

we can then choose w(u) = 83u® and h(A) = A~1/10 to define the truncated Milstein solution

Y to the SDE ([B.0]). It is easy to see that condition (B.]) becomes
ATVI0 > g3ATI2/205 o A < 8370 &y 520417 x 10777,
For such a small step size, Theorem [3.1] shows
E|z(T) — Yy|? < CA%/5. (3.7)

The key issue here is that step size is required to be very small, namely less than 5.20417 x

10747, due to condition (B.1]).

Let us now apply our new Theorem to see if we can get a better result. We set
let ¢ = 1,w(u) = 83u® and h(A) = A7/ as before. Clearly, p > (1 4 r)q. Noting that
w™Hu) = (u/83)'/3 and

(w—l(h(A)))—(2p—2qr—2q) + A2q(h(A))4q _ 8374/3A74/30 vV A8/5 _ O(A8/5)
we conclude by Theorem that for any A € (0, 1]
E|z(T) — Yn|> < CA%S

That is the same as (3.17) but the step size A can now be any number in (0, 1] rather than
A <5.20417 x 10777,
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Figure 1: Loglog plot of the errors against the step sizes. The red dash line is of slope 1 and

blue line indicates errors

In the computer, we choose ¢ = 0.1 and regard the numerical solution with step size of
0.01 as the true solution. In Fig 1, we plot the strong errors of the truncated Milstein method
with step size 2 x 0.01,22 x 0.01,23 x 0.01,2* x 0.01,2% x 0.01, and 2% x 0.01, respectively.

Clearly, we can see the strong convergence rate is close to one.

To prove the main result, we need to prepare some necessary lemmas. Due to the proofs
of these lemmas are either quite standard or closely following those in [I], we put them in

Appendix [Al
We are ready to give the proof of the main result.
Proof of Theorem [3.2

To obtain assertion (B4, we first to proof the following assertion
E(Jz(tA0) =Y (tA 9)\2‘1) < C(A*M(h(A))* v (w‘l(h(A)))_(zp_zqr_zq)) (3.8)

hold, where 6 := inf{t > 0 : |z(t)| V |Y(t)| > R} is stopping time. By the Ito formula, we can
show that for any 0 <t < T,

E (Jz(t AO) — Y (tA0)*)
— 9E / [2() = Y ()" (a(s) = Y (5), u(a(s)) = (Y (s)) )ds
+2qZE/O l2(s) — Y(s)]*" % x

29— 1
2

(3.9)




By plus-and-minus technique, we have

and

+
=
N

|
Qe
=
N

<(20 = 1)|outa(s)) = (v )] + ELE= Do) - v o))
e _2;)_(222_ D) 5(Y () — (7 (5)) - ;Ljéi(Y(s))ABj (s)]

Therefore, it follows from ([A.10) and ([B.9) that
E (lz(t AO) =Y (tA0)*)
=2qE/O [2(s) = Y ()% (w(s) = Y(s), u(x(s)) — u(Y (5)) )ds

m tAf
£ 3 E [ Jal) =V 20— 1)|m(a(9) — sy o) s

"o
+ 2QE/ [2(s) = Y ()7 (x(s) = Y(s), p(Y (s)) — (Y (s)))ds
Ot/\e (3.10)
# 28 [ Jals) = Y (ol) = YAV () - AT (5))ds

m

2p —2q

m

+oy ZE /Ome (2p = 1)(2¢ - 1) 2(s) — Y (s)] ‘Rl@) ds

2p —2q

<2q(Jy + Jo+ J3+ o+ J5),
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where
5= B [ 1ale) = YR (o)~ V) o) — Y ()i
NS

i=1

2

oi(x(s)) — (Y (5))] ) ds,

b= EAAM@—Y@W“Wﬂﬁ—W@wW@»—MY@»%a

Jy = EA [2(5) = ¥ ()12 (x(s) — Y (), A(Y (5)) — (¥ (s)))ds.

B (2p—1)(2g —1) 2q2 5 s s
no= 2N Zj/“ oY () = 5:(Y ()] d
and
_ A . 2
5= B CD S [t v Rt as

=1

Applying Assumption 22 to J;, we obtain
i < IFE /Om 2(s) — Y (s)[2 ds.
Inserting the expression (A7) into (BI2) gives
Azﬁémuwwqu“%a@—Y@w@h»—MY@»%
= [ ol6) ~ YO 6] = Y6 Y ()~ sl (1))
< [ uls) - Y x
<ﬂ@—W@MMMW@Mé;C@WMWaWMﬂ&D+Ewmw
By the Young inequality and Holder inequality, we get
bSCEKMUﬂﬁ—W$W+@mm%%+CA

where

AZEAAKﬂﬁ—W%MMMW$MEJW%WMW&MMWM»WM

-1 tr
Following a very similar approach used for (3.23) in [19], we can show that
I, < CA%.
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Therefore, we have
tAO B )
Jy < CIET/ (Jz(s) = Y(8)[* + |Ri(p)| ™) ds + CA™. (3.19)
0
Similarly to Jo, using the Young inequality we obtain that

tAO

J3 = E/ [2(s) = Y ()7 (w(s) = Y(s), ilY (s)) — (Y (s)))ds

0
tAO . )
< C’E/ (|z(s) — Y (s)]? + |Ry(p)|™)ds + CA™.

0

Applying the Young inequality to (B.14]) gives

_ _ N 2
5= B NCD S g [ o) -y P o)~ i o) s

2p — 2q —

tAO

Ao m
< C’E/O lz(s) — Y (s)|* ds + C ZE/O |03 (Y (s)) — 6;(Y () ds (3.21)

tA0
< C’E/ lz(s) — Y (s)|* ds + C1I,,
0

where
A0

= ZE/O 0;(Y () — 6,(Y (s))]* ds.

By the Assumption 2.T] and Lemma [A.3] we derive that

b= ZE/O 0 () — on(ma(Y () ds

DB [V (V)P V() — ma (Y () ds

=1
m T 2qr 2924 ZpEEqr
<3 [ BU VP +ra ()P E (BIY ()~ ma(V () FH ) 7 as
=1
i T( 2p-24 )2”22‘"'
<C / E|Y(s) — ma(Y(s))[55% ) 7 ds
i=1 70 (3.22)
m T p-2q 2p;2qr
= CZ/O (E[I{\Y<s>\>w Lnany Y (s)[ 270 2‘"]) ds
i=1
" T 2p—2qr—2q 2q 2q %
<y / (PUY () > o (BA)Y 557 By ()] 575 ) 7 ds
i=1
m T E‘Y(S)Pp 2p722qpr72q
< B Sl A
‘CZ/ (@aam — *
< Ol (n(a)))Cr2m),
Therefore, we can obtain
tAO
Jy < CE / l2(s) — Y (5)]*" ds + C(w™ (h(A)))~Gp=2ar=24), (3.23)
0
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We also using the Young inequality to J5 get

_(2p_1 26_1—1 /0 i 22 | p ~.2
= ;E |z(s) — Y ()| }Rl(a» ds

< CZIE/OW |z(s) —Y(s)\zquthéE/O

tAO
< CZE/O 2(s) — Y (s)[*? ds + CA%(h(A))%.

tAO

Substituting (B.16]), (3.19), 3:20), (3:23) and ([B:24) into (B3.I0]), and then applying the Gron-

wall inequality and Lemma [A 7],

E (Ja(t AB) — Y (EAO)) < C(AX(A(A))" V (w (h(A)))~Cr—2ar—20)) (3.25)

which is assertion (B.8). Finally, using the well-known Fatou lemma, we can let R — oo to

obtain the desired assertion (B3.4)). ]

4 Almost sure stability

In the section we discuss the preservation of the almost sure asymptotic stability of the
underlying SDEs (2.]) by using the truncated Milstein method. To study the stability, we

also assume that
To guarantee the almost sure asymptotic stability of the underlying SDEs (2]), we need
an additional assumption.

Assumption 4.1 Assume that there exists a function k € K such that
20" p(x) + o (@) < —k(J2) (4.1)

for allz € R?, where K denotes the family of continuous nondecreasing functions k : Ry — R

such that k(0) = 0 and k(u) >0 for all u > 0..

The following theorem from [I1] states the almost sure asymptotic stability of the under-

lying SDEs.

13



Theorem 4.2 Let Assumption[{.1] hold. Then for any initial value o € R%, the solution to
the SDE (Z1) satisfies
lim z(t) =0 a.s. (4.2)

t—o00

The following theorem shows that the truncated Milstein method can preserve this almost

surely asymptotical stability with an addition condition ({4]).

Theorem 4.3 Let Assumption[{.1] hold, and for any A € (0, 1]

1 m m )
T 2 1 2
20" () + o ()] + §|ZZL 0;5(2)PA < —k(z]) (4.3)
hold. Assume also that
. p(@)|?
lim sup ———— < 0. 4.4
|| —0 k(|z]) (44)
Set
|u(z)]?
H= sup , (4.5)
o<z|<w-1(r(1)) B(|2])
and
A, = min (1, 0.5/H, O.25(k(w‘1(h(1))))2>. (4.6)

Then for any A € (0, A1] and any initial value xo € R?, the solution of the truncated Milstein

method (210) satisfies
lim Y, =0 a.s. (4.7)

k—o00

Proof. We first observe that H < oo from condition (4.5), hence we have A; € (0, 1]. Next,

We show that the truncated functions i and & preserve property ([A3]) perfectly in the sense

that,
_ ~  NRINCI
2 () + 16 + 5 3 D0 L1, ()A < k(). (45)
J1=172=1
According to the 5[ Y™ 3" | L/, (2)[PA > 0 and using the same technique in [4], so we

omit the proof.

Let now fix any A € (0,1] and zy € R%. Squaring both sides of the (21I0), we are easy to

arrive at

N _ TN e
Vira|” = [Val* + 2V (V) A + (5 (Ye)PA + 5 YD (M)Al
j1=1 jo=1 (4.9)

+ | (Y PA% + myq,

14



where

o 1 2 Ly 15 1 j2
My =l6(YP(ABI ABE — ) + 1) 33 16, () P(AB] AB}: — A — 247

J1=1j2=1

#2I0AB, 5 3 Y 10, 00) (AB} ABY - )

Jj1=1j2=1

o (4.10)
+2(u(Y)A, 6(Yy)ABy + % > L16;,(M)(ABIABE - A))

J1=1j2=1

+(26(Vi)AB, > > L16,(Vi) (ABI'ABJ — A))

Ji=1j2=1
is a local martingale difference.

Following a same approach used for (5.14) in [4], we can show
|i(2)[*A < 0.5k(|ma(2))), (4.11)

Substituting this into (£9]) and according to the ([L.3]), we get

|Yk+1|2 = |Yk|2 — O5Ak‘(|7TA(Yk)|) + Mpgt1. (412)

This implies
k k
Vi = [Yol* = 0.5 " k(lma(Yo)]) + > miga (4.13)
i=0 1=0

Applying the nonnegative semi-martingale convergence theorem, we get

Zk(m(m) <00 a.s.

This implies
lim k(|ma(Y;)]) =0 a.s.

1— 00
Consequently, we must have

lim [7A(Y;)| =0 a.s.

i—00

and the desired assertion (4.7)) follows. The proof is therefore complete. ]

Example 4.4 Consider a scalar SDE
dz(t) = (—x(t) — 62°(t) — 42°(t))dt + 2*()dB(t), t >0, (4.14)
with the initial value x(0) = 1.
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Figure 2: 10 paths of the numerical solutions generated by the truncated Milstein method
It can be seen that for any A € (0, 1]

1 1
207 p(z) + |o () + 5\0’(:c)a(sc)|2A = 2x(—x — 62 — 42°) + |2°|* + 5\2x -2 PA
= —22% — 122" — 82° + 2 4 22°A

—22% — 112* — 625 < —242.

IN

Let us choose w(u) = 4u® and h(A) = 4A~Y/4, It is not hard to see that (&) is satisfied with

k(u) = 2u®. Moreover, we observe

: u(@)]*
lim sup = lim sup
|z|—0 k(|$|) |z|—0 2|$|2

| —x — 623 — 42°|?

< 00,

which implies that (4] holds. Noting that w™'(h(1)) = 1, we can compute by (&3] and (8]
that H = 25 and A; = 0.04. According to Theorem 2] now we can conclude that for every
A € (0,0.04] and any initial value zy € R the truncated Milstein method satisfies

lim Y, =0 a.s. (4.15)

k—00

Fig 2 displays 10 paths of solutions generated by the truncated Milstein method. It can
be seen that the almost sure stability of SDE (4.14)) is preserved.

A Useful lemmas

The first one is the standard result on the moments bound of the underlying solution. The

proof could be found in, for example [12].

16



Lemma A.1 Under Assumption[2.3, there exists a positive constant K, dependent on t and
p, such that
Elz(t)|? < K (1 + |x(0)|2p) .

Since the main change in the condition in this paper is the first inequality in ([2.7)), Lemmas[A.2]
to could be proved by closely following those approaches in [I]. Therefore, we omit proofs
of them here and only detail the proof of Theorem B.2] in which some different techniques are

used to release the constrains on the step size.

The following Lemma shows that the functions fi and & preserve (2.4)) for all A € (0, A*].
Lemma A.2 Assume that (24)) holds. Then, for allp > 1 and any x € R?,
(w, fi(2)) + (2 = ) [3()]” < 20(1 + [a]?). (A.1)
The next lemma presents the moment bound of the numerical solution.

Lemma A.3 Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and hold. Then for any A € (0,A*] and any
T>0,p>1
sup sup E|Y(1)[* < K (1+E[Y(0)[*),

0<A<A* 0<t<T

where K is a positive constant dependent on T but independent of A.

The lemma below gives the difference between the two continuous versions of the truncated

Milstein method.
Lemma A.4 For any A € (0,A*], and any p > 1,

E|Y (t) = Y (1) < CAP(R(A))*,
where C' is a positive constant independent of A.

Comparing Lemmas[A. 1] and [A.3 with those assumptions in Section 2, we obtain the next

two lemmas.

Lemma A.5 If Assumptions[21], (222 and [2.3 hold, then for all p > 1 and j1,jo = 1,...,m,

JSup | sup. [Elp(Y ()P VE[ (Y @) VElo(Y®)FVEIL05,(Y(#)F] <oo.  (A2)

17



Lemma A.6 If Assumptions[21] and[22 hold, then for allp > 1 and j =1,....m

sup [Elz())|” V Elu(z(t)[" v Elo; (x(£))["] < oo. (A.3)

0<t<T

Let us brief a version of the deterministic Taylor formula. If a function f : R? — R? is

twice differentiable, then the following Taylor formula

f(@) = f(@") = f'(a")(x — 2") + Ru(f) (A4)
holds, where R;(f) is the remainder term
1
Ri(f) = [ (1= Q8@ 4 sl =)o - 2"z = ) (A5)
0
For any x, hi, hy € R%, the derivatives have the following expressions
d d
/ a.f 7 / a2f 1.7
f(@)(h) = — O zh'17 (@) (b, ho) = o] 01Oz hihy. (A.6)

Here,

of _ (0h 0fs  Ofa _
8l’i - (8:1:”%”8:171 ) f_(fl>f2>"'afd)'
Replacing = and z* in (A4]) by Y (t) and Y (¢), respectively, from ([ZI12) we have

FY () — FV() = £ () Z / DABI(s)) + Bu(f), (A7)

))ds + Z / Z L76,,(Y (s))AB™(s )dle(s)) + Ry (f).

k j1=1"7tk jo=1
(A.8)
By [22)) and (A.6]), we find
5(@)(3,(@) = Uan(a). (A.9)
Therefore, by ([A.9), replacing f in (A7) by o; gives
Ri(0;) = o;(Y (1)) — 03(Y(t) Z Lo (Y (t))AB(t) (A.10)

for tr <t <tpyr.

Now we give some estimates on the residues.
Lemma A.7 If Assumptions 21, [22 and[2.3 hold, then fori=1,2,...m and all p > 1,
E|Ry(1)|” vV E|Ri(03)” V E[Ri(3:) " < CAP(h(A)), (A.11)
where C' is a positive constant independent of A.
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