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A NOTE ON EXPLICIT MILSTEIN-TYPE SCHEME FOR STOCHASTIC
DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION WITH MARKOVIAN SWITCHING

CHAMAN KUMAR AND TEJINDER KUMAR

ABSTRACT. An explicit Milstein-type scheme for stochastic differential equation with Markovian
switching is derived and its strong convergence in £*-sense is established without using It6-
Taylor expansion formula. Rate of strong convergence is shown to be equal to 1.0 under the
assumptions that coefficients satisfy mild regularity conditions. More precisely, coefficients are
assumed to be only once differentiable which are more relaxed conditions than those made in

existing literature.

1. Introduction

Stochastic differential equation with Markovian switching (SDEwMS) has found several ap-
plications in real world such as [I], 4, 8, 10} 11, [12] and references therein. Often, explicit solution
of SDEwMS is not available and hence one requires numerical approximation for such equation.
The order 1/2 Euler scheme for SDEwMS has been discussed in literature for example [0} [7, 9]
and references therein. Recently, a Milstein-type scheme for SDEwMS has been developed in [5].
Authors in [5] give an Itd’s formula (see e.g. Lemma 2.2) for the switching coefficient and hence
derive a Milstein-type scheme for SDEwMS. Their approach for derivation and for establish-
ing strong convergence results (in £2-sense) of Milstein-type scheme is inspired by well known
Ito-Taylor expansion and hence authors impose second order differentiability assumptions on
the coefficients. Motivated by [3], a new approach for derivation and for establishing strong
convergence results (in £2-sense) of Milstein-type scheme is developed in this article that do not
require Ito-Taylor expansion. As a consequence of our approach, drift and diffusion coefficients
are assumed to be only once differentiable and hence is a significant reduction on regularity
requirements on the coefficients when compared with the corresponding results obtained in [5].

Let us now introduce some notations used in this article. For b € R and o € R¥>™  |b|
and |o| are used for Euclidean and Hilbert-schmidt norms respectively which is clear from the
context at which they appear. The I-th element of a vector b € R? is denoted by b; and the

R¥>™ is denoted by oy For z,y € R?, zy stands for their inner

I-th column of a matrix o €
product. Further, if f : R — R%, then Df returns a d x d matrix with %Lm(]f) as (i,7)-th entry
for 4,57 = 1,...,d. All through this article, C' > 0 stands for a generic constant which can vary

from place to place and is always independent of the discretization step-size.
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2. Main Result

Let (Q,gf,P) be a complete probability space. Suppose that W := {W(t);t > 0} is an R™-
valued standard Wiener process. Also, assume that « := {«a(t);t > 0} is a continuous-time
Markov chain with finite state space S := {1,2,...,mq}, for a fixed positive integer mgy. The
local behaviour of the chain is governed by the generator @ = (giyjy;%0,Jo € S) with g;5, > 0,
for any ig # jo € S and @iy, = — Zjo?éio iojo for any ig € S. Further, let b : R? x & — R% and
o : R4 xS — R¥*™ he functions satisfying certain conditions to be specified later. The main
aim of this article is to study the Milstein scheme for the following d-dimensional Stochastic
Differential Equation with Markovian Switching (SDEwMS),

dX () = b(X (1), a(t))dt + o(X (£), a(t))dW () (2.1)

almost surely for any ¢ € [0,7] with initial value X (0), which is an .%#j-measurable random
variable taking values in R?. Tt is further assumed that X(0), W and a are independent.
Also, let . ZW and F“ be filtrations generated by (X(0), W) and « respectively i.e. F}V :=
o{Xo, W(s); 0 < s <t} and .Z2 = o{a(s); 0 < s < t}. Define F; := F}V v .F& for any t > 0.

Let us now introduce the Milstein scheme of SDEwMS (21]). For this, one partitions the
interval [0, 7] into subintervals of equal length h > 0 i.e., t, = nh for any n =0,1,... np with
ng = Th™! and define At := h =ty 1 —tn, AW := W(tpi1)—W(t,) forn=0,1,...,np—1.
The Milstein scheme for SDEwMS (2.1) at grid point t,,41 is given by,

Yn+1 = Yn + b(Yny an)h + Z o) (Yna an)AnVVl
=1

m tn+1 S
#3° [ [ Dow (Y)Y, cn)dW (wdbi(s)
Lii=1"1n tn
+ Z Lin,=1} (0'(1) (Yo, ang1) — oy (Yo, Oén)) <VVz(tn+1) - VVl(ﬁn)) (2.2)
=1

almost surely with initial value Yy which is an .%p-measurable random variable in R?. Here
an = afty), Ny is the number of jumps and 7] is the time of first jump of the chain « in the
interval (¢,,tp+1) for any n =0,1,...,np — 1. To show that Milstein scheme (2.2]) of SDEwMS
(1) has a rate of convergence equal to 1, the following assumptions are made. Let p > 2 be a
fixed constant.

Assumption H-1. There exists a constant L > 0 such that E|X,|P < L and E|Xo— Yp|? < Lh.
Assumption H-2. There exists a constant L > 0 such that, for every iy € S,

Ib(x,i0) — b(y, i0)| V |0, i0) — o (y,i0)| < Llz —y|
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for any x,y € R%
Assumption H-3. There exists a constant L > 0 such that, for every iy € S,

|Db(z,i0) — Db(y,i0)| V Doy (z,i0) — Doy (y,io0)| < Llz — y|
Doy (x,i0)oq,)(x,i0) — Doy(y,io)o,)(y,io)| < Llz -yl

for any z,y € R? and [,1; = 1,...,m.
Remark 2.1. Due to Assumptions H-2 and H-3, for every ig € S,

b(z,i0)| V |o(2,i0)| < L(1 + |z)
"Db(w,io)‘ vV ’DU(l)(x,io)’ <L

for any x € RY and and l = 1,...,m. The case when the drift coefficient satisfies one-sided and
polynomial Lipschitz conditions (i.e. have super-linear growth) is developed in our joint work [2]

where we propose a tamed Milstein scheme for SDEwMS.
The following is the main result of this article.

Theorem 2.1. Let Assumptions H-1, H-2 and H-3 be satisfied. Then, the Milstein scheme (2.2])
converges in L2-sense to the true solution of SDEwMS (Z1)) with rate of convergence equal to
1, i.e., there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of h such that,

E( sup | X, — Yn]2> < Ch?
ne{0,1,...n7}

where X, = X(t,) for anyn =0,1,...,np and 0 < h < 1/(2q) with q := max{—gjyi,; %0 € S}.

3. Derivation of Milstein Scheme.

In this section, we explain our ideas of detailed derivation of the Milstein scheme. This
forms the motivation for reducing the regularity requirement on the coefficients, which is the
main achievement in this article. More precisely, we assume that b(-,iy) and o(-,ig) are once
differentiable for every iy € S whereas authors in [5] assume that they are twice differentiable.
The following new way of deriving the Milstein scheme achieves this objective. First, we define
the martingale associated with the chain « as introduced in [5]. For each ig,jo € S, ig # Jo,
define,

[Migjo)(t) := > L{a(sm)=io} La(s)=jo}
0<s<t
t

<Miojo>(t) = /0 ql’ojol{a(S—)=io}d3

My, (t) = [Miojo](t) - <Mi0j0>(t)
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almost surely for any t € [0,7]. The processes {[M;,;,](t); t € [0,T]} and {(M;,j,)(t); t € [0,T]}
are respectively optional and predictable quadratic variations whereas {M;;,(t); t € [0,T]} is a
purely discontinuous and square integrable martingale with respect to filtration {#%; t € [0, 7]}
with M;,;,(0) = 0 almost surely. For notational convenience, take M;y;,(t) = 0 for any iy € S

and t € [0,T]. First, we prove the following useful lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < 175 < ... <7, be the times of jumps of the chain « in the interval (r,t)
for any 0 < r <t < T, where t may or may not be the jump time of the chain and v depends
on r,t i.e. v:=uv(rt). Define 1o :=r and 7,41 := t. Also, suppose that g(-,ig) : R* — R? is

function for every ig € S. Then, one has,
g(X (), a(t) = g(X(r),a(r)) = Y | (9(X(u), o) — g(X (u),i0))dMiqj (1)

do#jo "

+ Z / Ga(u—yjo (9(X (1), jo) — 9(X (u), a(u—))) du

joes "
()

+ 3 (g(X(TkH),Oé(Tk)) —g(X(Tk),Oé(Tk))>
k=0

almost surely for any 0 <r <t <T.

Proof. First, one writes,

_ (g<X<m+1>,a<m+1>> - g(Xm),a(m)))
k=0
_ (g<X<m+1>,a<m+1>> - g(XmH),a(m)))
k=0
3 (sX)a(m) - o(X().aln) (3.1)

k=0
almost surely. For the first term on the right hand side of the above equation, one observes,
t

> | (X (w). o) = 9(X(w),io) ) dMigjs (1)

- /t (g(X(U),jo) —g(X(u),z'o))d<Miojo>(u)
io#jo " "

_ (9<X<m+1>,a<m+1>>—g(XmH),a(m)))
k=0
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t
- Z / Qiojo]]-{a(u—):io}<g(X(u)7j0)_g(X(u)aiO))du
io#jo "

_ (g<X<m+1>, o(ris1)) — g(X(mn,am»)

k=0
- Z/ o (u-) Jo X(u )Jo)—g(X(U),a(u—)))du
Jo€S

which on using in equation (3.I]) completes the proof. O

One can now proceed with the derivation of the Milstein scheme (2:2)). Here, we remark that
the following calculations are done carefully without using It6’s formula in such a way that the
coefficients b(+,iy) and o(-,4p) are assumed to be only once differentiable for every i € S, which

are weaker regularity assumptions than those made in [5]. Let N,, denotes the number of jumps

and 7' < ) < ... < T]T\L[n be the jump times of the chain « in the interval (¢,,t,+1] for any
n=0,1,...,np — 1. For notational convenience, take 7¢' = tn, Ty 1 = tnt1, O = a(t,) and

X, = X(t,) for any n =0,1,...,n7. Let us write the SDEwMS (21]) in the following form,

m

3 / " o (X (5), als))dWi (s)

tn+1
Xnt1 =Xn + / b(X(s),a(s))ds +
tn 1=1

m

tn+1
3 / o) (Xns ) AWi(5)
tn

tn+1
=X, + / b( Xy, ap)ds +
tn =1

" / (B(X(5),(5)) = b(Xiur ) ) ds

m tn+1
3 [ (0¥ s)a) = o) (X0 JaWi(s) (3.2)
l=1v""
almost surely for any n = 0,1,...,np — 1. Now, one uses Lemma B.I] with ¢ = b, t = s and

r = t, to obtain the following,

DX (.0(2)) ~ b(Xnan) = 30 [ (bX). o) — (X (1), ) ) a1

io#£jo I

+Z/ Qa(u— Jo X(u ),jo)—b(X(u),a(u—)))du
JoE€S

v(tn,s)

> (X (), alrf)) = X (), 7))
-3 / 30) = bX ()10 ) M )

i07#Jo

T Z/ a(u— Jo X(u ),jo)—b(X(u),a(u—)))du

jo€S
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v(tn,s)
£3 (BX (). alrf) — bX (). ()
k=0
= DB (), () (X () — X (7))

£ 3 [ D) o)X .0

EpIDY / Db(X (7t), i)y (X (), () ) AW, (u) (3.3)

and similarly for the last term of equation (B.2) with g = o), t = s and r = t,,, which on
substituting in equation (B.2)) yields the following,

tn+1

(2} m
Xpi1 =X, + / b( Xy, ap)ds + Z/ o) (Xn, an)dWi(s)
tn 1=1 "t

+/tn+1 Z
tn

/ts (b(X(u),jo) — b(X(u)’i0)>dMioj0(U)dS

i07#Jo
N tn+1 S - b(X(u), )—b(X(u),a(U_)) duds
/tn gozezs/tn Ja(u—)j < J0 )
T V(tn,s)
n / > (b () alr)) = (X (), alr)
tn k=0
— Db(X (111), () (X (114 1) — X (7 )))ds

tnt1 v(tn,s) m ™

+ / Z ’Db(X(Tk),a(T]?))O'(l) (X(u),a(u))dwl(u)ds

tn =0 1=177%
' ; /t g /t (o0 (X (w),o) = o) (X (w)i0) ) dM i (w)AWi (5)
+ ; /tn”+1 ZS /tj Go(u—)jo <U(l) (X (u), jo) — o) (X (u), a(u—))> dudWy(s)

m ot v(tn,s)
3 / o) (X(Th4), a7k)) = o) (X(78), (7))

=17t k=0
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v(tn,s)

/tn+1
tn
m tn+1
—I_ /
1=17/tn

— Doy (X, ) 1) (Xins ozn)> AWy, (u)dWi(s)

/tn+1
tn

almost surely for any n = 0,1,...,np — 1. The last term on the right hand side of equation
(B4) can be written as,

/ 1 Doy (X (7). alr)bOX (u), a(w)dudWi (s)

u(tn,

> 3 [ (Do (X a(o (X0, 000

k=0 [1=1

v(tn,s)

/ (X, ) 10) (X ) AW, ()W (5) (3.4)
k‘ 0 l1i=1

tnt1” tn’ Tht1
/ / DO’(l Xn,an) (ll)(Xn,Oén)dVVll(u)dWl(S)
tn k 0 =1
m tn4+1 s
-y / Doy (X, n)0(13) (Xons ) AW, (w)dWi (5) (3.5)
=171 in

for any n = 0,1,...,np — 1. Also, the ninth term on the right hand side of equation (B4 can

be expressed as follows,

S5 [ (o (X)) i) Mg )i
=17t oo Vtn
:Z/nﬂ Z / U(l ) (l)(X(u)’i0)>d[Miojo](u)dM(s)
=17t g in
=3[ Y [ (wCrwin) o (X)) (M) ) ai()
=1 t’rL ZO#]O n

I

L=ty (00 (X (), net) = 0 (X (), an) ) (Wiltnr1) = Walr))
l

Il
,_.

+ Z Lin,>2} / DY / W), jo) = o) (X (), io) ) dlMiyjo)(w)dWi(s)
tn i0#jo tn
/ - > / o) (X (u),i0) — (l)(X(u)7j0)>d<Miojo>(U)dWl(s)
1=1 "t i07#£jo tn

= Z ]].{anl} ((U(l)(X(Tln), an+1) — U(l)(Xnyan-i-l))
=1

— (o0 (X (), @) = 0 (Xnsan) ) ) (Wiltus) = W)
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+ Z ]l{anl} <U(l) (Xn, an—l—l) 40 (Xn, an)) <I/Vl(tn+1) - VVI(T?))

=1
+Z]1{Nn>2}/n+1 2 / ), o) = () (X (), o) ) dl M) ()W s)
tn gto Utn
+§:/n+1 Z/ o) (X (u),i0) — (z)(X(u)7jo)>d<Miojo>(“)dWl(3) (3.6)
1=17t £y

almost surely for any n = 0,1,...,np — 1. On substituting values from equations ([B.5]) and (3.6)
in equation (3.4)), one obtains,

m

Xn+1 = Xn + b(Xna an)h + Z a(1) (Xny an)AnVVl
=1

tnt1 S
+30 [ [ Do (0o (Xas )W (a)aiis)
I,l1=1 tn tn

+) v, -1y <U(l)(Xm an+t1) — o) (X, an)> (VVl(thrl - Wi(r' ) + Z R( (3.7)
=1

almost surely for any n = 0,1,...,np — 1. The Milstein scheme (2.2]) is constructed from the
above equation by ignoring the remainder terms R, (i) for ¢ = 1,...,12. The remainder terms

in the above equation (3.7)) are defined as below,

- / > / — B (), i) ) dMig o (u)ds

t07#Jo
= [ [ s (b0, ) DX 0, ) s
tn JoES
tnpq V(in,s)
Ru@i= [ (b () alrf) - bR al)
tn k=0
— DO(X (77), a(ri) (X (7i21) — X (771)) ) ds
o1 V(tn,s) o
R@i= [5 [T DX, g DB () ) duds
tn k=0 7Tk
tn,S) n

Z /Tk+1 Db(X(T]?)y Oé(T]?))O-(l) (X(u), Oé(’LL))dI/Vl (U)ds

R (6) == Z Lin,=1} (U(z) (X (1), ans1) — oy (X, anr1)

— o (X(71)s @) + o) (X an) ) (Wiltns1) = Wil
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=t [ 3 [ (o0 o X0, 0N i)

tn io#£jo I
/ n+1
tn

S [ (o (X ) io) = o)X (w0 (i) (i)

i07#Jo
:Z/wl Z/ Go(u—)jo O'(I X(u), jo) — (1)(X(u),a(u—)))dudI/Vl(s)
=1 /tn Jo€S
3 [T (o (XG0 (X0 )

_pmwwﬁxmﬁ»avgg_thgﬁ%@

/tnﬂ iy /Tk+1 ,DU(Z)(X(T]?),a(Tg))b(X(u),a(u))dUdVVl(S)

> [y (Do (X () oo (X (), alu)
z/ zz/ W) 0l

k=0 I1=
— Doy (X, ) 1,) (X, ) ) AWy, () dWi(s)

almost surely for any n =0,1,...,np — 1.

4. Moment Bound.

The proof of the following lemma can be found in [4] e.g., Theorems [3.3.16, 3.3.23, 3.3.24].

Lemma 4.1. Let Assumptions H-1 and H-2 be satisfied. Then, there exists a unique continuous
solution {X (t);{t € [0,T]}} of SDEwMS ([21]). Moreover, the following hold,

E< sup |X(t) \%9”) <C
te[0,T]

E<sw m@—x@ﬂzﬁgcmﬂ
te(s,s+h]
where the positive constant C is independent of h.
Lemma 4.2. Let Assumptions H-1, H-2 and H-3 be satisfied. Then,
E( s P)<c
ne{0,1,...,n7}

where the positive constant C does not depend on h.

Proof. First notice that the Milstein scheme (2.2]) can be written as,

n—1 m

n—1
Y, =Y+ Z b(Yy, ag)h + Z Z oy (Ye, an) AW,
k=0 k=0 =1
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n—1 m i1 s
Yy / Doy (Yies ) 0y) (Vs )W, () Wi (5)
k=01,=1"tk tk

n—1 m

+) 0> Ln—y <0'(z)(Yk, ak41) — o) (Y, ak)) (Wl(tkﬂ) - Wz(Tf))
k=0 =1

and hence one can obtain the following estimates,

n—1

E<n€{sll71})’n,} \Yn’2> < CE|Yy|* + CE(ne{Sll,l.P,n'} ‘ kZ:Ob(Yk,ak)hF)

n—1 m 2
+C’E< sup Za(l)(Yk,ak)AkVVz‘ >
n€{ln} p—p =1
n—1 m tha1 s 2
+CE< sup Z/ DO’(l)(Yk,ak)U(ll)(Yk,ak)dVVll(U)dWl(s)‘>
ne{l,...,n'} k=01=1 g t
n—1 m
+C’E< sup Z]l{]vk:u(ff(l)(yk,@kﬂ)—U(l)(Yk,Oék))
n€{ln’t g0 I1=1

[\

X <VVl(tk+l) - Wz(Tf)) )
=: CE‘%’p+T1+T2+T3+T4 (4.1)

for any n’ = 1,...,ny. For T}, one can use Remark [2.1] to obtain,

T, == C’E< sup ) ‘ Sb(yk’ak)hr) < C’n’th(i_:1 |b(Yk,Oék)|2)
k=0 k=0

ne{l,...,n

n'—1

<C+Ch E Y, |2 9
> B( s f) w2)

for any n’ = 1,...,ny. Notice that

n—1 m

{ Z Za(l)(Yka ap) AWisn € {1,. .. ,nT}}

k=0 I=1
is a martingale with respect to filtration {#% Vv 9’,}:/; n € {1,...,nr}}. Hence, by Burkholder-

Davis-Gundy inequality and Remark 2.1] 75 can be estimates as follows,

n

-1 m
T, = CE( sup ZZW!)(YMO%)A’W‘Q)
ne{l,...n'} 20 1=1

n'—1 m
< ChE( Z Z ]a(l)(Yk,ak)\2)
k=0 I=1
n'—1
<C+Ch Z E( sup \Yn]2> (4.3)
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for any n’ = 1,...,ny. Further, one can show that
n—1 m thi1
{Z / fo(z)(Yk,Oék) (1) (Yi, g )dWi, (w)dWi(s);m € {1,. nT}}
k=01,1;=1"tk b
is a martingale with respect to filtration {Z& v .#V;n € {1,...,nr}}. Thus, as before, due to

Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Remark [QI_L one obtains

trt1 2
T3 = CE( sup Z / / DO’ Yk,ak)a(ll)(Yk,ak)dVVll( )dVVl( )‘ )

ne{l’} g =17
n—1 m byl [
< CE( Z Z / ”DO’ (Yk,ak) (ll)(Yk,ak)] duds)
k=0 1,l,=1" tk
n'—1
<C+Ch Z E< sup |Yn|2) (4.4)
-0 ne{0,...,k}
for any n’ = 1,...,ny. Similarly, one can show that

-1

{ D> vy <0(z (Yes 1) — oy (Y, ak)) <Wl(tk+1) - Wl(Tf));
k=0 l=1

3

ne{l,...nT}}

is a martingale with respect to filtration {.Z% \/9}2‘/; n € {1,...,nr}}. Again, on the application
of Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Remark [2.I] one obtains

Ty = C’E( sup ‘Zi Lin,= 1}< (Yi, gey1) — U(l)(Ykaak‘)>

ne{l,..,n'} ' 1 201
2
X <Wl(tk+1) - Wlﬁf))‘ )
n'—1 m
< C'E< Z Z Ling=1} o) (Yis Qg1) — U(l)(Yk7ak)|2
k=0 I=1

x E(IWilty 1) - Wieh)|*| 78 v 7))

n'—1

<C+Ch Z E< sup |Yn|2) (4.5)
k=0

ne{0,....k}

for any n’ = 1,...,np. Substituting the values from (£2)) to (£3) in (&) gives,

n'—1
E( s VP)<CENE+C+onY B( sw |VP)
ne{ov"'vnl} k=0 ne{ov“-vk}

for any n’ = 1,...,ny. The application of Gronwall’s lemma completes the proof. O
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5. Proof of Main Result.

Before proving the main result stated in Theorem 2], one requires to establish several lemmas

which now follows.

Lemma 5.1. Let f(-,i9) : R? = R? be a continuously differentiable function and satisfies, for

every ig € S,
Df(x,i0) = Df(%,i0)| < Clz — Z| (5.1)
for any x, % € RY. Then, for every ig € S,
|f(2,i0) = £(3,i0) = Df (&,i0) (x = 7)| < Cla — 3
for any x,& € RY. In the above, C' > 0 is constant.

Proof. For every ig € S, due to mean value theorem,
fxyio) = f(Z.i0) = Df(qr + (1 — @), i0) (v — Z)
for some ¢ € (0,1) which on using hypothesis (B.I]) further implies,
|f(z,i0) — f(@,i0) — Df(Z,i0)(z — T)|
=|Df(qz + (1 = q)Z,i0)(x — &) — Df(Z,io) (2 — T)
<Clgz+ (1 - )7 = &z - 2| < | - 2
for any z,# € R%. This completes the proof. O

The proof of parts (a) and (b) of the following lemma can be found in [5]. For the completeness,

their proofs are given below along with that of part (c).

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ := max{—qiyi,;i0 € S}.

(a). For anyn =0,1,...,n7 — 1, one has P(N,, > N) < ¢V whenever N > 1.

(b). If h < 1/(2q), then EN,, < Ch for any n = 0,1,...,np — 1 where C > 0 is a constant
independent of h.

(c). Also, EN? <6 for anyn =0,1,...,np — 1.

Proof. Recall that 71", ..., 7y are jump-times of the chain « in the interval (tn,tnt1] and 7§ = t,,
n — 3 3 3 n n n n n n n n n n
TN, +1 = tnt1. Clearly, inter-jump times 7" — 7', 79’ — 71", 73" — 79", .., TN, 1 — TN > TN, 41 — TN,

are conditionally independent random variables on {NV,, > 1}. Further, if N,, > 1 and at time

7%, chain jumps from state i, 1 to 4, for r = 1,..., Ny, then the random variable 7, ; — 7"

T

follows exponential distribution with parameter —¢;, ;.. Hence, by strong Markov property of «,

N-1

N-1
P(NHEN)SP<Z(T?+1_T:L)<}1> < HP(T:L+1_T:L<h)
r=0 r=0
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N-1
< H( eq”” < H i iy < thN
r=0
for any N > 1 and for any n =0,1,...,np — 1, which shows part (a). For part (b), one writes,

EN, = fj P(N, > N) < fj "N < gh §<1/2)N <Ch

N=1
for any n =0,1,...,np — 1. Furthermore,
[e.e] [e.e] [e.e]
ENp =) N°P(N,=N)< Y N°P(N,>N)< ) N¢"nV
N=1 N=1 N=1
o
<Y ON(1/2N =
N=1
for any n =0,1,...,np — 1, which proves part (c). O

Lemma 5.3. Let Assumptions H-1, H-2 and H-3 be satisfied. Then, there exists a positive

constant C such that,

n'—1 n'—1

Z Rn(3)‘2> < Ch?, and E< sup }nZ;] | R, (10)] ) < Ch?

E( sup
n 6{17 -nT

nle{lr"vnT}

where constant C > 0 does not depend on h.

Proof. For the first term, one applies Holder’s inequality to obtain the following,

’

E< sup Z Rn(3)‘2>

TL,E{L...,TLT} n=0

s T v(tn,s)
—p(_ s |3 [N (M) a) - b al)
Wellnr} 2o Jin koo
~ DHX (). alm)) (X (o) — X (o)) )| )
bt v(tn,s)
< ChnrE Z [ vt 3 B(X ) alm) - B ), o)

k=0

— DX (1), (7)) (X (1) — X ()| 77 ) ds

which on using Lemma 1] Lemma B.J] and Lemma along with v(t,,s) < N, yields the

following estimate,

FE ( n'e{sll,l..I.),nT} zz:o R,(3) ‘2)

npr—1

<cC ;::0 /t:nHE((l—i—u(tn,s))yz B(1X (1) = X ()| F5) ) ds

b
Il
<)
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V(tn,s)

nr—1 tnt1
SCZ/ E<1+th,s Z ’Tk‘-i-l_Tk‘ )dS
n=0 Yin
np—1 t nr—1

n+1 tnt1
<Cch® ) / E((1+ v(tn,s)) ds < Ch* > / (14 E(N?))ds < Ch*.
tn tn
For the second term, notice that {221_01 R,(10);n" € {1, ...,nr}} is a square integrable martin-
gale with respect to filtration {Z v Jt ,,n € {1,...,nr}}. Due to Burkholder-Davis-Gundy

inequality and Holder’s inequality, one obtains

/

2
E sup Rn(10)‘
(n’e{l,...,nT} 2_:0 )
n—l m tni1 V(tn,s)
~5( s ST (e xt.at)
n'e{l,...,nr} n— 0 =1 Yln k=0

— 0 (X (), () — Doy (X(rf), alrf (X () — X () ) dWi(s)| )

nr—1 m tnil v(tn,s)
<Y 3 [ vl X B(jow(X i) a)
n=0 [=1""'n k=0

n n n n 2 (%
— o)(X(3F). (7)) — Doy (X (). alrf) (X () — X ()| 77 ) s
which on using Lemma E.1], Lemma [5.1] and Lemma along with v(t,,s) < N, yields the

following estimate,

n'—1

E< n'e{sil,l..r.),nT} nz_;) Rn(lo)‘2)

nr—1 tnt1 V(tny
<CE Z / 1+ v(tn, 5)) Z E(\X () — X (] )H?%)ds
tn
< Ch?
Thus, the proof is completed. O

Lemma 5.4. Let Assumptions H-1, H-2 and H-3 be satisfied. Then,

2
B(, e |3 ma]) <on

E( sup Z R,.(5) 2) < Ch?,

TL,G{I,...,T’LT} n=0

2
and E<n’€{sll,l..1.),njp} ,;) R,(11) ) < COh?

where the constant C > 0 does not depend on h.
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Proof. By using Holder’s inequality,

n'—1

E( sup Z Rn(4)‘2>

n,€{17“'7nT} n=0

n'—1 (tn,s)

tn+ly
=5, o [S [T
n'e{l,..nr}’ ;"o Jtn k=0

Tht1 2
| DU ) ol ). )|

n
k

TLTl

tn+1
< ChQnTE Z / (1+v(ty,s))
tn

tn7

<3 / E(1Db(X (1), (e DB (), aw) | 75 ) duds

which on using Remark 211 Lemma [£.1] and Lemma give,

n'—1

E( sup Z Rn(4)‘2)

TL,G{l,...,TLT} n=0

nr—1 .y v(tn,s) o

E((1 + \X(u)]Z)],?}?)duds

npr—1

n+1
< ChE Z / (1 + v(tn,8))(s — tn)ds < Ch?.
tn

Notice that {ZZ/:_OI R,(5);n" € {1,...,nr}} is a square integrable martingale with respect to
filtration {F#H Vv 9}‘2{; n’ € {0,...,nr}}. Due to Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, Holder’s
inequality and Remark 2.1] one obtains

B(,w |2 Z Ra)] )
Wl g V)
LRI o >

Z /:k+1 Db(X (1), oz(T;?))U(l)(X(u)’ a(u))dW, (U)ds‘2>
1=1"T7

nT—l tn+1
<ChE ) / (14 v(tn, s))
n=0 tn
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which on the application of Lemma [£T] and Lemma gives,

ZR ‘)<C’hEZ/tn+11—|—utn, $))(s — tn)ds < Ch2.

<" 6{SlupnT}

Further, notice that {> _01 R,(11),n" = {1,...,n7}} is a square integrable martingale with
respect to filtration {Z¢ Vv ff‘ﬂ n’ € {1,...,nr}}. By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and

Hoélder’s inequality, one obtains

/

E( sup Z Rn(ll)‘z)

TL,G{I,...,TLT} n=0
tn+1 tn’ n
/t / Doy (X (), alrl))

X B(X (), @)WV )| )

= E< sup
n'e{l,...,nr} n= Ol 1

nT—l m n+1 V(tnv
conp 33 [t + 1) > [ B (XD, atet)
n=0 |=1"tn g

x b(X (u), a(u))*[.F5) duds

which due to Remark 2.1, Lemma [4.1] and Lemma [5.2], yields the following estimate,

n'—1

E( sup ZR (11)‘2)

n'e{l,...nr}

npr—1

tn+1
§OhEZ/ v(tn,s) +1)
— tn

Z / 1—|—E (1X (u) 2.2 %))dudsgcw?.

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.5. Let Assumptions H-1, H-2 and H-3 be satisfied. Then,

r__ ’_

E< sup Z:an(2)‘2) < Ch?, E< sup Z Rn(9)‘2> < Ch?,

n'e{l,..,nr} " ;2 n'e{l,..,nr} ' Ty

where constant C' > 0 does not depend on h.

Proof. By using Holder’s inequality, Remark 2Tl and Lemma [£.1] one obtains,

!

E( sup ”Z: Rn(2)‘2)

n,€{17“'7nT} n=0

5w Y /z / datuyio (DX (), o)

ne{l,..,nr}’ g jo€S
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Z/ Ga(u—)jo) !b u), jo)

— (X (w), a(u—))| ,%%)duds

npr—1

<ChE Y. /tnﬂ/ (14X (u ‘9’0‘>duds < COn2.
=0 Jtn tn

Again, notice that {221_01 R,(9);n" € {1,...,np}} is asquare integrable martingale with respect
to the filtration {Zf VvV Jt ,,n € {1,...,n7}}. As before, one uses Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality, Holder’s inequality, Remark 2.1 and Lemma E.] to obtain the following estimate,

R, (
<n€{slupnT} Z ‘)

n—l m b1 s .
=F (n,e{sffﬁm} 22 /tn % /t da(u-)io (o0 (X (@), jo)

- am(X(u),a(u—)))dud%(s)(z)

nT_l m n+1
S0 30 3 M o RUISE (SRS
n=0 1=1"t  jes
— o) ? ‘ %)duds
nrT 1 tn+1 s
<ChE Y. / / E((1+\X(u)y )‘ >duds< Ch?
n=0 tn tn
which completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.6. Let Assumptions H-1, H-2 and H-3 be satisfied. Then,

n'—1 n'—1

E< sup Z Rn(l)r) < Ch? and E< sup Z Rn(6)‘2> < Ch?

nle{lv'“?nT} n=0 nle{l""’nT} n=0

n'—1 n'—1

E< sup Z Rn(7)‘2> < Ch? and E< sup Z Rn(S)r) < Ch?

nle{lv'“?nT} n=0 nle{l""’nT} n=0

E<n’€{sll,l..1.),nT} ran(m)‘z) < Ch?

where the constant C > 0 does not depend on h.

Proof. First, observe that {22:01 R,(1);n' € {1,...,nr}} is a square integrable martingale with
respect to filtration {%; ,;n’ € {1,...,n7}}. Hence, using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
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and Holder’s inequality, one obtains,

n'—1

E< sup Z Rn(l)r)

77/6{17...,77/7“} n=0

n/_l tn+1
= E( sup ‘ Z /
n’G{l,...,nT} tn

3 / (X (). o) — DX (). o)) b ()| )

n=0 io#jo I
npr—1 g1
<ChEZ/t ; /t — (X (),Z'O))dMiojo(u)fds
nr—l g,
<chE'S / 3 / DX (). o) — (X (u), i) [Pd[ Mo (w)ds
n=0 “In oo tn

which due to Remark 2.1] Lemma 1] and Lemma gives,

! 1 2
E<n’€{slupnT} ZRn(l)‘ >
nr—1 tni1 ,
SC’IET; / g / L sup [X(u) )[Migjo)(w)ds
SChE((M(Oi;?T'X o))
nT 1 tn+1
/ Zojo]( ) [Miojo](tn))ds)
tn Zo?ﬁjo
nr—1
<Ch* Y E(N,) < Ch*.
n=0

Again, notice that {zz:ol R,(6);n' € {1,...,np}} is asquare integrable martingale with respect
to filtration {#¢ vV % ,;n’ € {1,...,np}}. Thus, due to Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
and Holder’s inequality, one obtains,

/

E( sup Z Rn(G)‘z)

n/e{lv"'vnT} n=0

n'—1 m

- E( Sup Z Z l{Nn—l} (U(l ( ) Qnt1) — o) (X7Man+1)

n'e{l,.onr} ' 2o 1=

— o (X (), 0m) + (X)) (Wilter) ~ Wi [)
nr—1 m

<CE Y Y Tn=i3(lo(X (1) ant1) = o0y (Xn, angr)
n=0 [=1

+ oy (X (1), an) — 00 (Xn, an)[?) [Wiltnt1) — Wi
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nr—1 m

=CFE Z Zl{Nn—l} ’U(l X ("), ant1) _U(l)(Xnyoén+1)‘
n=0 [=1

+low (X (1), an) = o) (Xn, an)|?)
X E(|[Wiltng1) — Wil | F, v F2)

which due to Assumption H-2, Lemma £ and Lemma gives,

!

2
E< sup Rn(6)‘
n'e{l,...,nr} nEZ:O )
TLT—l nT—l
<ChE Y Iyn,—pyE(X () — XuP|7¢) < Ch* Y P(N, > 1) < Ch*.
n=0 n=0
Furthermore, it is clear that {ZZ/:_Ol R, (7);n" € {1,...,np}} is a square integrable martingale

with respect to filtration {## V .%; ,;n’ € {1,...,n7}}. So, one uses Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality and Holder’s inequality to obtain,

!

E<n,€{81171“1j-)’nT} ‘ ;::0 Rn(7)‘2)

n'—1 m

tnt1
= < sup ‘ZZ]I{N7L>2}/ i Z/ u), jo)
ne{l,nr} ! 20 12 tn otjo Y tn
— 00 (X (), i0) ) [ Moo ()W) )
nT 1 m tn+1
< CE< Z]]-{Nn>2}/ ‘ Z u); Jjo)
=0 I=1 i07#jo t”
— o) (X (), i0) Mg ) ()| |78 ) ds
"T 1 n+1
< C’E ]l{Nn>2}/ 1 + S X (u)])
< Z ([Miojo](s) — [Miyj,] > ‘ >
i07Jo
ny—1 (2} 2
< C’E( Z ]1{Nn>2}/t ( Z ([Miojo](s) - [Miojo](tn)))
n=0 n i0#jo

X <1+E( sup | X (u)]?|Z
0<u<T

7i)) e

which due to Lemme [A.J] and Lemma [5.2] gives

/

E( sup Z Rn(7)‘2>

n,€{17“'7nT} n=0
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np—1 nr—1 oo
<CRE( Y LnonyN2) S CR Y0 3 Ajnsn N2P(N, = N)
n=0 n=0 N=0
nr—1 oo
<Ch ) > N?P(N,>N)
n=0 N=2
nr—1 oo 00
SCh Y Y (N +2°N 2N < ChPngp > (N + 2)22% < Ch2.
n=0 N=0 N=0

One again notices that {22:01 R,(8);n" € {1,...,nr}} is a square integrable martingale with
respect to filtration {F V ft‘g;n’ € {1,...,n7}}. By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,
Hoélder’s inequality, Remark 2.1l and Lemma [l one obtains,

n'—1

> o))

n=

E< sup
n’e{l,...,nr}

n'—1 m

P | SR o
~ (X (), o) ) (M) ()W) )

nr—1 m

<one Y [ Mo (ew. i) - o (X))

n=0 [=1""" to#£jo ="

tn+1

X Gigjo L{a(u—)=io}duds

TLT—I

tnt1 S
<ChE ) / / (14 | X (u)|?)duds < Ch?.
n_o tn tn

Finally, it is clear that {ZZ/:_OI R,(12);n" € {1,...,np}} is a square integrable martingale with
respect to filtration {#2V.7 ,;n’ € {1,...,n7}}. One uses Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality

and gets the following estimates,

n/—1 9
E R, (12 ‘
(e |22 02
nolm oo V(Es) m Th1
(s [SS [N S [ (Dopx).at)
ne{l,..,nr} ' "9 =1 Jtn k=0 I =1 ik

x o0y (X (1), (1)) — Do (X, an)oyy (X, 00) ) AW, (w)dWi(s)| )

nr—1 m o1 T£+1
<cey Y| B() [ (P (X))o (X, aw)
n=0 Il;=1"1tn k=0 A

2
— Doy (X, )1,y (X, an)) AW, (u)‘ ‘ff%)ds
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nr—1 m tnt v(tn,s) o
<cey. > | B( [ Pow ) ation, (X, o)
n=0 Ll;=1"1n k=0 T
= Do) (X, )1y (X ) Pdut| 4 ) ds
nr—1 m tn+1 v(tn,s) TI?+1
<cEY Y / > 5 / Doy (X (), (1)) (X (1), (w)
n=0 I,l;=1"1tn k=0 i3
— Doy (X (w), a(w)o,) (X (u), a(w))Pdu| 7 ) ds
nr—1 m nt1 t7l7 7—]::1+1
ror > S [T B ([T ponX ), ate (Xwa()
n=0 l,j1=1"1n = %
— Doy (Xa, an)a(ll)(Xn, an)|2du‘§4}?‘) ds
np—1 n+1”t"’s TI?+1 . ,
<op Y 3 [N B( [ P () a(w) — o (X, atw)
n=0 1,5;=1"1tn = s
% [oy) <X<u>,a<u>>\2du\9%)ds
nr— 1 m tn+1 S
08 Y S [ e B( [ 1P00 (X))o (X))
n=0 Ll;=1 tn

— Doy (X, )1,y (X, an)Pdu‘yﬁ) ds

np—1 tni1 s
LCE ZO ”Zl / 1w B /t Do (X () ()0 (X (1), )

— Doy (X, )1,y (X, an)Pdu‘,%%) ds

Further, on the application of Remark 2.1, Assumption H-3 and Hélder’s inequality, one obtains,

R, (12)
(n G{SlupnT} Z ‘ >
nTl gV t"’ TRt 1
> / B[ 100 - X@PI+ XD )as
tn _ s
npr—1 t
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V(tn,s)

n

[ Ex e - Xl Ey
0
)| Z5)} 2 duds

tnt1 s
l{N"ZO}/t E(|X(u) — X, | 7§ duds

tn+1 S
Lo B( [ (04 X@P) + (14 X)) du| 77) ds
tn

which due to Lemma [4.1, 5.2] gives

n'—1 2 nr—1 nr—1 tnt1
E( sw [>T R )< Y wtron / E(1qy,>1y)ds
n’E{l,...,nT} n=0 n=0 tn
< Ch?
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

After proving the necessary lemmas, one now proceeds with the proof of the main result of
this article i.e. Theorem 211

Proof of Theorem [2.1]. Let us recall expansion (3.7) and scheme (2:2]) and hence write,

X

which further implies,

n—1
— Yn = XO — Yb + Z (b(Xk,Oék) — b(Yk, ak))h
k=0
n—1 m
YD (o (Xe, o) — oy (Ve k) Ae W
k=0 I=1
n—1 m thy1 s
+ Z / / (Do) (X, ) o) (X, ag)
k=11,1=1""* b
— Doy (Yr, ar)oq) (Y, ozk))dVVll (u)dWi(s)
n—1 m
+) > Ly (0(1) (X 1) — o) (X )
k=1 1=1
— oy (Yi, 1) + o) (Ya, ak)) <Wl(tk+1) - Wl(Tf))
n—1 12
+) ) Reld)
k=0 =1

E( sup | X — Yn|2) < CE|X, — Yo|?
ne{lv'“vn/}
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i
L

2
+CB( s |3 (X @) — b(Ye,cn))h| )
ne{l,...,n’} k=0
n—1 m 9
+C'E< sup ZZ(U(I)(Xkyak) _U(l)(Ykaak))AkVVl‘ )
ne{l..n'} g—p =1
n—1 m tht1 s
+C'E< sup > / (Do) (X, ar)o,) (Xk, ax)
ne{l,...,n'} k=01l1=1 tk tr

2
— Do) (Vi ) (Yis ax)) AW, () dWi(s)| )
n—1 m

+C’E< sup ZZ]I{Nk 1}( ) (X 1) — o0y (Xks )
n€{ln'} o 1=1
— oy (Y, agi1) + oy (Y Oék)) (Wl(tk+1) - Wl(Tf)) ‘2)

n—1 12

—i—C'E( sup ZZRk ‘)

ne{l,...n'} 20 =1

=: OE|Xo — Yo|> + 51 + So + S5 + Sy

+C’§:E< sup ZRk ‘ > (5.2)
i=1

TLG{I, ,’I’LT} k=

for any n’ = 1,...,nr. By using Assumption H-3, one can estimate S; as follows,

n—1

Sy = C'E< sup Z (b(Xk, ) = b(Yr, ak))hr)

ne{l,...n'} ' L2,

n'—1 n'—1

< Cn'PE Y [b(Xp cnr) — b(Yiran)|P < OB S E( sup | X — Yn|2) (5.3)
k=0 k=0 nE{O,...,k}
for any n’ = 0,1,...,np. For Ss, one uses Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Assumption

H-3 to get the following estimate,

n—1 m
52 = CE( sup ‘ Z (a(l)(Xk,ak) - O’(l)(Yk,Oék))Ale‘ )
ne{l..n'} p—g =1
n'—1 m
< ChE( > low Xk, on) — U(l)(Yk,ak)|2>
k=0 l=1
n'—1
< Ch Z E( sup | X, — Yn|2) (5.4)

k=0 ne{0,...,k}

for any n’ = 1,...,ny. Due to Burkholder—DaVis—Gundy inequality, S3 can be estimated by,

trt1
Sy 1= CE( sup / / Do gy (X, ) o,y (X, o)
ne{l,...n } k 0l0—
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— DO’(l) (Yk, ak)a(ll) (Yk, ak))dVVll (u)dWl(s) ‘2>

/
n'—1 tri1

g()E(Z f: /k

¢ E(‘/t (Do) (Xk, ak)oay) (X, k)
k=0 l,l1=1 k

— DU(l)(Yka Oék)U(ll)(Yka Ozk))dVVll ‘ ‘3?% vV th)ds)

t
<CFE Z Z /k+1/ |'DO‘ ( Xk, g 0(11)(Xk,ozk)

k 0=

— DO’(l)(Yk, ak)a(ll)(Yk, ak)| du‘?ﬁ V rgstk)ds)

which on using Assumption H-3 gives the following,

n'—1 n'—1
Sy <Ch S EIX,-YiP<Chy E< sup | X — Yn|2> (5.5)
k=0 k=0 {0k}
for any n’ = 1,...,np. For estimating Sy, notice that

1

{ > - 1}(0@ (X, agy1) — o0y (Xiy ax) — o0y (Vi air1) +0'()(Yk,0ék))
0 1=1

X <Wl(tk+1) — Wl(T{“));n e{l,... ,nT}}

3
|

B
Il

is a square integrable martingale with respect to filtration {F& v #V:n € {1,...,nr}} and

hence due to Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, one obtains

n—1 m

54 = CE( sup ‘ Z Z ]]-{Nkzl} <O’(l)(Xk,Oék+1)

n€{lnt p=0 1=1

— oy ( Xk, ag) — 00y (Ye, ant1) + oy (Y, ak)) (VVl(tk—i-l) - Wl(Tf)) ‘2>

n/

< CE( > Lwe—ny o (X arrr) — o) (X, o)
=1

1
=0 =
— o0y (Ye, agy1) + oy (Y, Oék)le(tkH) - Wz(Tf)\Q)

n'—1

< CE( Z Z ]l{Nkzl}(‘O-(l)(Xk’ h41) — U(l)(Yk,Oék+1)|2
k=0 =1

0
)(Xk,ak) —O'(l)(Yk,ak)‘z)E(‘M/l(tk+1) VVl Tl | |’/T \/,/ k ))

Ty Ny

n'—1

Cv2
<chy E(ne{sé?,k} X, — Yo ) (5.6)
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for any n’ = 1,...,np. On substituting estimates from (5.3) to (5.6) and Lemma (.3, Lemma
(.4 Lemma [5.5 and Lemma [5.6] in (5.2)), one obtains the following estimates,

E( sup ]Xn—Yn]2>§CE]X0—Yo]2+Ch2

TLG{O,.,,,']’LI}
n'—1
+Ch Z E< sup | X, — Yn\2>
k=0 ne{0,...,k}
for any n’ = 1,...,ny. The Gronwall’s lemma and Assumption H-1 completes the proof. O
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