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An interpolation of discrete rough differential equations and its

applications to analysis of error distributions

Shigeki Aida and Nobuaki Naganuma

Abstract

In this paper, we consider the solution Yt (0 ≤ t ≤ 1) and several approximate solutions Ŷ m
t

of rough differential equations driven by a fractional Brownian motion with the Hurst parameter
1/3 < H < 1/2. We have a decomposition Ŷ m

t − Yt = JtI
m
t + Rm

t , where Jt is a Jacobian of Yt,
Imt is a certain weighted sum process of Wiener chaos, and Rm

t is the remainder term. By the weak
convergence results and the Hölder estimates of Imt , we can see the weak convergence of the main
term (2m)2H−1/2JtI

m
t as m → ∞. The aim of this paper is to prove that the remainder term Rm

t

converges to 0 very fast in the sense that (2m)2H−1/2+ε max0≤t≤1 |Rm
t | → 0 in Lp and almost surely

for some ε > 0 as m → ∞. To this end, we introduce an interpolation process Y m,ρ
t (0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1)

between Ŷ m
t = Y m,1

t and Yt = Y m,0
t , and give several estimates of the process of Y m,ρ

t and ∂ρY
m,ρ
t .
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study asymptotic error distributions of solutions of rough differential equations
(=RDEs). Typical driving processes of RDEs are long-range correlated Gaussian processes and we
cannot use several important tools in the study of stochastic differential equations driven by standard
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Brownian motions. However, the fourth moment theorem can be applicable for study of long-range
correlated Gaussian processes and several limit theorems of weighted Hermite variation processes have
been established ([14, 11] and references therein). Furthermore, these limit theorems are important in
the study of asymptotic error distributions of RDEs ([8, 9, 10]). However, how we reduce the problem of
asymptotic error distributions of solutions of RDEs to the problem of weighted Hermite variation pro-
cesses is not trivial. We study this problem by introducing certain interpolation processes between the
solutions and the approximate solutions of RDEs. To be more precise, we explain our setting. We con-
sider multidimensional RDEs driven by fractional Brownian motion(=fBm) with the Hurst parameter
1
3 < H < 1

2 ,

Yt = ξ +

∫ t

0
σ(Ys)dBs +

∫ t

0
b(Ys)ds, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1,

and consider approximate solutions associated with the dyadic partition Dm = {τmk }2mk=0, where τmk =
k2−m. Our method can be applied to the case H = 1

2 too, that is, standard Brownian motion case.
However, we focus on the case H < 1

2 . These approximate solutions essentially defined at the discrete

times Dm. We use the notation Ŷ m
t to denote the approximate solution and denote the solution and

approximate solution at the discrete times Dm by {ymk }2mk=0 and {ŷmk }2mk=0 respectively. We introduce

an interpolation process {ym,ρ
k }2mk=0 which is parameterized by ρ ∈ [0, 1] and satisfies ym,0

k = ymk and

ym,1
k = ŷmk for all 0 ≤ k ≤ 2m. Note that {ym,ρ

k } is different from the standard linear interpolation
(1 − ρ)ymk + ρŷmk . Let zm,ρ

k = ∂ρy
m,ρ
k . We can represent the process {zm,ρ

k }2mk=0 by a constant variation
method by using a certain matrix valued process {Mm,ρ

k }2mk=0 which approximate the derivative process
Jt = ∂ξYt(ξ). The important point is that all processes {(ym,ρ

k , zm,ρ
k ,Mm,ρ

k , (Mm,ρ
k )−1)}2mk=0 are solutions

of certain discrete RDEs and we can get good estimates of them. We study the error process by the
expression ŷmk − ymk =

∫ 1
0 zm,ρ

k dρ and the estimates of {(ym,ρ
k , zm,ρ

k ,Mm,ρ
k , (Mm,ρ

k )−1)}. By using the
estimates, we obtain our main theorem (Theorem 2.1). The main theorem asserts that the sup-norm of

the “smaller” remainder term Rm
t = Ŷ m

t −Yt−JtI
m
t converges to 0 faster than the rate (2m)−(2H− 1

2
) in

Lp (p ≥ 1) and uniformly a.s. Here Imt is an weighted sum process of a certain Wiener chaos of order

2 and (2m)2H− 1
2 Imt is expected to converge weakly in D([0, 1],Rn). In fact, the weak convergence of

(2m)2H− 1
2 Imt was established by Liu-Tindel [10] for a class of weighted processes. See Theorem 4.10 in

[10]. This property of Imt justifies the word “smaller” for Rm
t . We think this result is new and useful

although the weak convergence of (2m)2H− 1
2 (Ŷ m

t − Yt) was already proved by Liu-Tindel [10] for the
first order Euler scheme because our method gives us an unified way to consider the asymptotic of
several scheme: the implementable Milstein, Crank-Nicolson, Milstein and first order Euler (studied by
Hu-Liu-Nualart [8], and Liu-Tindel [10]) schemes of RDEs.

We prove our main theorem under Conditions 2.3∼2.6 stated in Section 2. Most non-trivial condition
is Condition 2.6 on Im, that is, the uniform estimate of the Lp norm of the H−-Hölder norm of
(2m)2H−1/2Im. These conditions can be checked for the fBm case by using the previously known
results, e.g., in [10]. We can also prove that these conditions hold by a different idea based on the
Malliavin calculus and estimates in multidimensional Young integrals although we need more smoothness
assumption on σ and b to prove Condition 2.6 than the previous study in [10]. To make the paper
reasonable size, we study these problems in a separate paper [2].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the definition of the four schemes above.
We next state our main theorem for the schemes and make a remark on the theorem. In Section 3,
we introduce processes {(ym,ρ

k , zm,ρ
k ,Mm,ρ

k , (Mm,ρ
k )−1)} and put the list of notations which we will use

in this paper. In Section 4, we give estimates for {(ym,ρ
k , zm,ρ

k ,Mm,ρ
k , (Mm,ρ

k )−1)} by using Davie’s
argument in [4]. Especially, we give Lp estimates for Mm,ρ

k and (Mm,ρ
k )−1 by using the estimate of

2



Cass-Litterer-Lyons [3]. Thanks to this integrability, we can prove that (2m)2H− 1
2Rm

t converges to 0 in
Lp and uniformly a.s. In Section 5, we give a more precise estimate of {zm,ρ

k }. In the final part of this
section, we give proof for our main theorem.

2 Main results, remarks, and preliminaries

Here we collect notation used later. We set ∆m = 2−m and τmk = k2−m (0 ≤ k ≤ 2m) and write
Dm = {τmk }2mk=0 for the dyadic partition of [0, 1]. We identify the set of partition points and the
partition. Let us consider a process F = {Ft}t∈Dm valued at t ∈ Dm, which may be called a discrete
process. We write Fs,t = Ft − Fs for s < t and define the discrete Hölder norm by

‖F‖θ = max
s,t∈Dm,s 6=t

|Fs,t|
|t− s|θ . (2.1)

The standard basis of Rd is denoted by {eα}dα=1 and ⌊x⌋ = max{n ∈ Z | n ≤ x} for x ≥ 0.

2.1 Statement of main results

Let µ be a Gaussian probability measure on Ω = C([0, 1],Rd). We consider a d-dimensional fBm
Bt(ω) = ω(t) starting at 0, where ω ∈ Ω. We assume that B has Hurst parameter 1

3 < H < 1
2 . It

is well-known that there exists a canonical geometric Hölder rough path (B,B) satisfying µ(Ω0) = 1,
where

Ω0 =
⋂

0<ε<H

{

ω ∈ Ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

sup
0≤s<t≤1

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bs,t(ω)

(t− s)H−ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ∞, sup
0≤s<t≤1

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bs,t(ω)

(t− s)2(H−ε)

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ∞
}

. (2.2)

Note that Bs,t = Bt−Bs =
∑d

α=1(B
α
t −Bα

s )eα and Bs,t =
∑

1≤α,β≤d B
α,β
s,t eα⊗ eβ, where B

α,β
s,t is defined

by the iterated integrals. Recall that we can construct the third level rough paths from the first and
second rough paths (B,B). The eα ⊗ eβ ⊗ eγ-component of the third level rough paths will be denoted

by Bα,β,γ
s,t .

Let σ ∈ C4
b (R

n,L(Rd,Rn)), b ∈ C2
b (R

n,Rn) and consider an RDE on R
n,

Yt(ξ,B) = ξ +

∫ t

0
σ(Ys(ξ,B))dBs +

∫ t

0
b(Ys(ξ,B))ds, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. (2.3)

We may omit writing the starting point ξ and the driving process B in Yt(ξ,B).
Let m be a positive integer and introduce the implementable Milstein approximate solution Y IM,m

t ,

Crank-Nicolson approximate solution Y CN,m
t , the Milstein approximate solution Y M,m

t , and the first
order Euler approximate solution Y FE,m. We use the common notation {Ŷ m

t }t∈[0,1] to denote these four

approximate solutions. They are defined inductively as follows: Y IM,m
0 = Y CN,m

0 = Y M,m
0 = Y FE,m

0 = ξ

3



and

Y IM,m
t = Y IM,m

τm
k−1

+ σ(Y IM,m
τm
k−1

)Bτm
k−1,t

+ ((Dσ)[σ])(Y IM,m
τm
k−1

)

[

1

2
Bτm

k−1,t
⊗Bτm

k−1,t

]

+ b(Y IM,m
τm
k−1

)(t− τmk−1),

Y CN,m
t = Y CN,m

τm
k−1

+
1

2

(

σ(Y CN,m
τm
k−1

) + σ(Y CN,m
t )

)

Bτm
k−1,t

+
1

2

(

b(Y CN,m
τm
k−1

) + b(Y CN,m
t )

)

(t− τmk−1),

Y M,m
t = Y M,m

τm
k−1

+ σ(Y M,m
τm
k−1

)Bτm
k−1,t

+ ((Dσ)[σ])(Y M,m
τm
k−1

)Bτm
k−1,t

+ b(Y M,m
τm
k−1

)(t− τmk−1),

Y FE,m
t = Y FE,m

τm
k−1

+ σ(Y FE,m
τm
k−1

)Bτm
k−1,t

+ ((Dσ)[σ])(Y FE,m
τm
k−1

)

[

1

2

d
∑

α=1

eα ⊗ eαE[(Bα
τm
k−1,t

)2]

]

+ b(Y FE,m
τm
k−1

)(t− τmk−1),

for every τmk−1 < t ≤ τmk and 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m. In the above, we omit writing the initial value ξ for the
solution and we used the following simplified notation:

((Dσ)[σ])(y)[v ⊗ w] = Dσ(y)[σ(y)v]w (2.4)

for y ∈ R
n, v,w ∈ R

d. A similar function is defined in (3.2). In this notation, we have

((Dσ)[σ])(y)

[

1

2
Bs,t ⊗Bs,t

]

=
d
∑

α,β=1

1

2
(Dσ)(y)[σ(y)eα]eβB

α
s,tB

β
s,t, (2.5)

((Dσ)[σ])(y)Bs,t =

d
∑

α,β=1

1

2
(Dσ)(y)[σ(y)eα]eβB

α,β
s,t , (2.6)

((Dσ)[σ])(y)

[

1

2

d
∑

α=1

eα ⊗ eαE[(Bα
s,t)

2]

]

=

d
∑

α=1

1

2
(Dσ)(y)[σ(y)eα]eαE[(Bα

s,t)
2]. (2.7)

Since the Crank-Nicolson scheme is an implicit scheme, we need to define the scheme in a smaller

set of Ω
(m)
0 . To this end and for the later use, we fix a smaller positive number H− than H as follows:

max

{

1

3
, 2H − 1

2

}

< H− < H. (2.8)

For the definiteness of the Crank-Nicolson scheme, we use the following probability space. For that
purpose, the assumption on Bs,t is not necessary but we assume it for later use.

Ω
(m)
0 =

{

ω ∈ Ω0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

sup
|t−s|≤2−m

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bs,t(ω)

(t− s)H−

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

2
, sup

|t−s|≤2−m

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bs,t(ω)

(t− s)2H−

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

2

}

.

Note that limm→∞ µ(Ω
(m)
0 ) = 1. Since Dσ and Db are bounded function, the mapping

v 7→ η +
1

2
(σ(η) + σ(v))Bτm

k−1,t
+

1

2
(b(η) + b(v)) (t− τmk−1), τmk−1 ≤ t ≤ τmk ,

4



is a contraction mapping for any η and ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 for large m. Therefore, Y CN,m

t is uniquely defined for

ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 for large m. For definiteness, we set Y CN,m

t ≡ ξ for ω ∈ Ω0 \ Ω(m)
0 .

Here we prepare minimal notation to state our main result. Note that Jt = ∂ξYt(ξ) ∈ L(Rn) and its
inverse J−1

t is the solution to the following RDEs:

Jt = I +

∫ t

0
(Dσ)(Yu)[Ju]dBu +

∫ t

0
(Db)(Yu)[Ju]du, (2.9)

J−1
t = I −

∫ t

0
J−1
u (Dσ)(Yu)dBu −

∫ t

0
J−1
u (Db)(Yu)du. (2.10)

Set

dIM,m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

= dCN,m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

=
1

2
Bτmi−1,τ

m
i
⊗Bτmi−1,τ

m
i

− Bτmi−1,τ
m
i
,

dM,m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

= 0, dFE,mτmi−1,τ
m
i

=
1

2

d
∑

α=1

eα ⊗ eα∆
2H
m − Bτmi−1,τ

m
i
.

(2.11)

We write dIM,m = {dIM,m
τmi−1,τ

m
i
}2mi=1 and so on. Let dm = {dmτmi−1,τ

m
i
}2mi=1 be dIM,m, dCN,m, dM,m or dFE,m.

These quantities arise from the difference between the second level rough paths and their approximations
in each scheme. See also the next subsection.

For c = ((Dσ)[σ]) and dm, set

Imt = Imt (c, dm) =

⌊2mt⌋
∑

i=1

J−1
τmi−1

c(Yτmi−1
)dmτmi−1,τ

m
i
. (2.12)

We use the common notation {Imt }t∈Dm for all the case dm = dIM,m, dCN,m, dM,m, dFE,m. In what follows,
Ŷ m, dm, and Im should correspond with an approximation scheme under consideration.

Theorem 2.1. Let Yt be the solution to RDE (2.3) driven by the fBm (Bt) with the Hurst parameter
1
3 < H < 1

2 . Consider the implementable Milstein, Crank-Nicolson, Milstein or first order Euler scheme

and let Ŷ m
t and Imt be their counterparts. Set

Rm
t = Ŷ m

t − Yt − JtI
m
t . (2.13)

Then there exists ε > 0 such that 2m(2H− 1
2
+ε)maxt |Rm

t | → 0 in Lp for all p and almost surely.

Remark 2.2. Let dm = dIM,m = dCN,m. In this case, due to Chen’s identity, dm,α,β
τm
k−1,τ

m
k

= (dmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
, eα ⊗

eβ) is given by

dm,α,β
τm
k−1,τ

m
k

=
1

2
Bα

τm
k−1,τ

m
k
Bβ

τm
k−1,τ

m
k

−Bα,β
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
.

Note that dm,α,β
τm
k−1,τ

m
k

= −dm,β,α
τm
k−1,τ

m
k

holds. Furthermore, {(2m)2H− 1
2JtI

m
t }0≤t≤1 weakly converges to







C
∑

1≤α,β≤d

Jt

∫ t

0
J−1
s (Dσ)(Ys)[σ(Ys)eα]eβdW

α,β
s







0≤t≤1

(2.14)

in D([0, 1],Rn) with respect to the Skorokhod J1-topology. Here

5



(1) {Wα,β
t } (1 ≤ α < β ≤ d) is the 1

2d(d − 1) dimensional standard Brownian motion which is

independent of the fBm (Bt) and W β,α
t = −Wα,β

t (β > α), Wα,α
t = 0 (1 ≤ α ≤ d).

(2) Let α 6= β. The constant C is given by

C =

{

E[(Bα,β
0,1 )

2] + 2
∞
∑

k=1

E[Bα,β
0,1 B

α,β
k,k+1]

− 1

4
(E[(Bα

0,1)
2])2 − 1

2

∞
∑

k=1

E[Bα
0,1B

α
k,k+1]

2

}1/2

.

We proved this convergence in [2] under the assumption σ, b ∈ C∞
b . We see Imt = 0 for the case

dm = dM,m and can show a similar convergence for the case the case dm = dFE,m (Liu-Tindel [10]).

Hence Theorem 2.1 implies that (2m)2H− 1
2 (Ŷ m

t − Yt) weakly converges to the process defined in
(2.14) in D([0, 1],Rn) for the case the implementable Milstein and Crank-Nicolson scheme. Our main
theorem is stronger statement than this weak convergence result because the theorem gives an estimate
of the remainder term Rm

t .

2.2 Remarks on main results

Here we explain what ingredients are for our main result. Let Yt be the solution to RDE (2.3) and
consider the value Yt at the discrete time t ∈ Dm. Namely, we treat Yt as a discrete process. For every
1 ≤ k ≤ 2m, we write ymk = Yτm

k
and define ǫmτm

k−1,τ
m
k
(ξ) by

ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ξ) = ymk − ymk−1 − σ(ymk−1)Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k
− ((Dσ)[σ])(ymk−1)Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k
− b(ymk−1)∆m. (2.15)

where ∆m = 2−m and we have used simplified notation (2.6). In our case, ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ξ) can be written as

a sum of iterated integrals relative to Bt and t and they become small as m → ∞. We refer the readers
to (2.25) for the explicit form.

Approximate solutions {Y IM,m
τm
k

}2mk=0, {Y
CN,m
τm
k

}2mk=0, {Y
M,m
τm
k

}2mk=0, and {Y FE,m
τm
k

}2mk=0 also satisfy similar

but a little bit different equations. We use the common notation {Ŷ m
t }t∈[0,1] to denote these four

approximate solutions and write ŷmk = Ŷ m
τm
k

to describe the values at the discrete times Dm only in

the same way as ymk = Yτm
k
. By choosing {ǫ̂mτm

k−1,τ
m
k
(ξ)}2mk=1 ⊂ R

n and {dmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
}2mk=1 ⊂ R

d ⊗ R
d and

c ∈ C2
b (R

n, L(Rd⊗R
d,Rn)), these approximate equations can be written as the following common form:

ŷm0 = ξ and

ŷmk = ŷmk−1 + σ(ŷmk−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k
+ ((Dσ)[σ])(ŷmk−1)Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k
+ b(ŷmk−1)∆m

+ c(ŷmk−1)d
m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
+ ǫ̂mτm

k−1,τ
m
k
(ξ), 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m. (2.16)

Clearly, {Y M,m
t }t∈Dm satisfies this equation for dmτm

k−1,τ
m
k

= dM,m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k

= 0 and ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ξ) = 0. We explain

more precisely what c, dm, ǫ̂m(ξ) are. In all cases, c is given by

c(x)(v ⊗ w) = ((Dσ)(x))[σ(x)v]w.

The case of implementable Milstein Y IM,m. The equation (2.16) holds for dmτm
k−1,τ

m
k

= dIM,m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k

and

ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ξ) = 0.

6



The case of Crank-Nicolson Y CN,m. Set dmτm
k−1,τ

m
k

= dCN,m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
, which is the same random variable as

for Y IM,m. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 and set

ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ξ) =

1

2

(
∫ 1

0

(

(Dσ)(ŷmk−1 + θŷmk−1,k)[ŷ
m
k−1,k]

− (Dσ)(ŷmk−1)[σ(ŷ
m
k−1)Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k
]

)

dθ

)

Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k

+
1

2

(
∫ 1

0
(Db)(ŷmk−1 + θŷmk−1,k)[ŷ

m
k−1,k]dθ

)

∆m. (2.17)

Then we see the Crank-Nicolson scheme satisfies (2.16) for ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 . Indeed we have

ŷmk − ŷmk−1 =
σ(ŷmk ) + σ(ŷmk−1)

2
Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k

+
b(ŷmk ) + b(ŷmk−1)

2
∆m

= σ(ŷmk−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k
+

1

2

(
∫ 1

0
(Dσ)(ŷmk−1 + θŷmk−1,k)[ŷ

m
k−1,k]dθ

)

Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k

+ b(ŷmk−1)∆m +
1

2

(
∫ 1

0
(Db)(ŷmk−1 + θŷmk−1,k)[ŷ

m
k−1,k]dθ

)

∆m

= σ(ŷmk−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k
+ ((Dσ)[σ])(ŷmk−1)

[

1

2
Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k
⊗Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k

]

+ b(ŷmk−1)∆m + ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ξ).

By the above equation, we have maxk |ŷmk − ŷmk−1 − σ(ŷmk−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k
| ≤ C∆2H−

m . Hence it holds that

|ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ξ)| ≤ C∆3H−

m . Note that the above constants depend only on the sup-norm of σ, b, c and their

derivatives only due to ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 .

For the definiteness, we set ŷmk ≡ ξ for ω ∈ Ω0 \Ω(m)
0 . Hence {ŷmk } (ω ∈ Ω0 \Ω(m)

0 ) does not satisfy
the recurrence relation (2.16) for {ǫ̂mτm

k−1,τ
m
k
(ξ)} which satisfies “the desired Hölder condition”, which

stated in Lemma 2.10.
The case of first order Euler Y FE,m. In this case, by setting dmτm

k−1,τ
m
k

= dFE,mτm
k−1,τ

m
k

and ǫ̂mt (ξ) = 0, we

see that the equation (2.16) holds.
As above all approximation schemes satisfy (2.16)for suitable dm and ǫ̂m(ξ). Below, we may use

the notation ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k

and ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k

for ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ξ) and ǫmτm

k−1,τ
m
k
(ξ), respectively, if there are no confusion.

Here we introduce some notation to state conditions. For every t ∈ [0, 1] and 0 ≤ s < t ≤ 1, set

dmt =

⌊2mt⌋
∑

i=1

dmτm
i−1,τ

m
i
, ǫmt =

⌊2mt⌋
∑

i=1

ǫmτm
i−1,τ

m
i
, ǫ̂mt =

⌊2mt⌋
∑

i=1

ǫ̂mτm
i−1,τ

m
i
.

Also we write dms,t = dmt − dms , ǫms,t = ǫmt − ǫms and ǫ̂ms,t = ǫ̂mt − ǫ̂ms for s, t ∈ Dm with s ≤ t. (Note that
it does not holds that ǫms,t = Yt − Ys − σ(Ys)Bs,t − ((Dσ)[σ])(Ys)Bs,t − b(Ys)(t− s) for general s, t ∈ Dm

with s ≤ t.)
Here we are in a position to state conditions under which we will study. The first three conditions

are assumed in Section 4, where we study an interpolation of discrete RDEs.

Condition 2.3. Let Bα
t be the α-th component of Bt (1 ≤ α ≤ d). Then B1

t , . . . , B
d
t are independent

Gaussian processes. Let Rα(s, t) = E[Bα
s B

α
t ]. Then V(2H)−1(Rα; [s, t]2) ≤ Cα|t − s|2H holds for all

1 ≤ α ≤ d and 0 ≤ s < t ≤ 1. Here Vp(R
α; [s, t]2) denotes the p-variation norm of Rα on [s, t]2.

7



Condition 2.4. There exists ε > 0 and a non-negative random variable Gε ∈ ∩p≥1L
p(Ω0) such that

|dms,t| ≤ (2−m)εGε|t− s|2H−

for all s, t ∈ Dm.

Condition 2.5. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 . There exists a positive constant C such that

|ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
|+ |ǫ̂mτm

k−1,τ
m
k
| ≤ C∆3H−

m for all 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m.

Here, C may be denoted by a polynomial of the sup-norm of σ, b and their derivatives.

To show Theorem 2.1, we need two more conditions. In Section 5 the following two conditions are
assumed together with Conditions 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5. Set

K̃3
m =

{

{

Bα,β,γ
τmi−1,τ

m
i

}2m

i=1
,
{

Bα,β
τmi−1,τ

m
i
Bγ

τmi−1,τ
m
i

}2m

i=1
,

{

Bα
τmi−1,τ

m
i
Bβ

τmi−1,τ
m
i
Bγ

τmi−1,τ
m
i

}2m

i=1
; 1 ≤ α, β, γ ≤ d

}

. (2.18)

Here Bα,β,γ
s,t denotes the eα ⊗ eβ ⊗ eγ-component of the third level rough paths which are constructed

from (B,B). Choose
{

Km
τmi−1,τ

m
i

}2m

i=1
from K̃3

m and write Km
t =

∑⌊2mt⌋
i=1 Km

τmi−1,τ
m
i

and Km
0 = 0. We denote

the all {Km
t }t∈Dm by K3

m. Write Km
s,t = Km

t −Km
s .

Condition 2.6. Let Im be defined as before. For all p ≥ 1, we have

sup
m

‖‖(2m)2H− 1
2 Im‖H−‖Lp < ∞.

Condition 2.7. Let {Km
t }t∈Dm ∈ K3

m. There exists ε′ > 0 and a positive random variable G′
ε′ ∈ ∩p≥1L

p

such that

∣

∣(2m)2H− 1
2Km

s,t

∣

∣ ≤ (2−m)ε
′ |t− s|2H−

G′
ε′ for all s, t ∈ Dm.

Remark 2.8. Here we make a remark on the conditions above.
(On Condition 2.3) It is known that Bt can be naturally lifted to (H−)−1-geometric rough path

(Bs,t,Bs,t) under Condition 2.3. See [6, 7, 5]. Note that this condition holds for the fBm with the Hurst
parameter 1

3 < H ≤ 1
2 . In this paper, although we bear in mind the fBm, results after are applicable

for general Gaussian processes satisfying Condition 2.3. Also we use the following notation. Let

C(B) = max

{

sup
0≤s<t≤1

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bs,t(ω)

(t− s)H−

∣

∣

∣

∣

, sup
0≤s<t≤1

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bs,t(ω)

(t− s)2H−

∣

∣

∣

∣

}

.

Under Condition 2.3, C(B) ∈ ∩p≥1L
p holds. We refer the readers for this to [6, 7, 5].

(On Condition 2.4) In Lemma 2.9, we can see that Conditions 2.4 is satisfied for the case that B is
an fBm with 1

3 < H < 1
2 and dm = dIM,m, dCN,m, dM,m, dFE,m. In view of Condition 2.4 we introduce

the following set:

Ω
(m,dm)
0 =

{

ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0

∣

∣

∣

∣

sup
s<t,s,t∈Dm

|dmt − dms |
|t− s|2H−

≤ 1

}

.
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If the the Gaussian process B satisfies Condition 2.3, C(B) ∈ ∩p≥1L
p(Ω) holds for any 0 < H− < H.

Under this integrability condition and Condition 2.4, we have for any p ≥ 1, there exists Cp > 0 such
that

µ
(

(Ω
(m,dm)
0 )∁

)

≤ Cp2
−mp. (2.19)

(On Condition 2.5) When the second level rough path B can be constructed as a limit of canonical
lift of the second level path of the dyadic approximation B(m) of B, we will see that ǫm and ǫ̂m satisfy
limm→∞ ‖ǫm‖2H− = 0 and limm→∞ ‖ǫ̂m‖2H− = 0 a.s. We prove them in 2.10

(On Condition 2.6) We see Condition 2.6 is satisfied for the four schemes and fBm with 1
3 < H < 1

2
under the assumption that σ, b ∈ C∞

b due to [2]. Liu-Tindel [10] also consider the similar problem
(Proposition 4.7 and Corollary 4.9 in [10]). Their results hold under the assumption σ ∈ C4

b and b ∈ C2
b

and we can use their result to check Condition 2.6 as follows. Note that ft = J−1
t c(Yt) ∈ L(Rd⊗R

d,Rn)
and gt ∈ L(Rd,L(Rd ⊗ R

d,Rn)) defined by gtv = (−J−1
t Dσ(Yt)v)c(Yt) + J−1

t Dc(Yt)[σ(Yt)v] for v ∈ R
d

satisfy (4.12) in [10] because Y and J−1 are solutions to (2.3) and (2.10), respectively. Hence from

Corollary 4.9 in [10], we get ‖(2m)2H− 1
2 Ims,t‖Lp ≤ C(t− s)

1
2 for some constant C. This and the Garsia-

Rodemich-Rumsey inequality imply Condition 2.6.
(On Condition 2.7) In Lemma 2.11, we can see that Conditions 2.4 is satisfied if B is an fBm with

with 1
3 < H < 1

2 .

Lemma 2.9. Assume B is a d-dimensional fBm with 1
3 < H < 1

2 . Let dm be dIM,m, dCN,m, dM,m or
dFE,m. Condition 2.4 is satisfied.

Proof. Since

dFE,mτmi−1,τ
m
i

= −
∑

1≤α6=β≤d

Bα,β
τmi−1,τ

m
i
eα ⊗ eβ −

d
∑

α=1

1

2

{

(Bα
τmi−1,τ

m
i
)2 −∆2H

m

}

eα ⊗ eα,

all components of dmτmi−1,τ
m
i
, dm,α,β

τmi−1,τ
m
i

= (dm, eα ⊗ eβ)Rd⊗Rd , are written by a linear combination of

Bα
τmi−1,τ

m
i
Bβ

τmi−1,τ
m
i
, Bα,β

τmi−1,τ
m
i
, (Bα

τmi−1,τ
m
i
)2 − E[(Bα

τmi−1,τ
m
i
)2], α 6= β.

Hence we may assume dmτmi−1,τ
m
i

to be one of the above without loosing generality. These quantities are

considered in several papers; for example [2], [10], [13], and [15].
We have

∣

∣

∣
E
[

Bα
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
Bβ

τm
k−1,τ

m
k
Bα

τm
l−1,τ

m
l
Bβ

τm
l−1,τ

m
l

]
∣

∣

∣
≤ C

( |k − l|2H−2

22mH

)2

,

∣

∣

∣
E
[

Bα,β
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
Bα,β

τm
l−1,τ

m
l

]
∣

∣

∣
≤ C

( |k − l|2H−2

22mH

)2

,

∣

∣

∣
E
[

(Bα
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
)2 −∆2H

m )(Bα
τm
l−1,τ

m
l
)2 −∆2H

m )
]
∣

∣

∣
≤ C

( |k − l|2H−2

22mH

)2

,

which implies

E[|dms,t|2] ≤ C

(

1

2m

)4H−1

(t− s) for s ≤ t, s, t ∈ Dm.
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By using the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, we get

E[|dms,t|p] ≤ Cp

(

1

2m

)(2H− 1
2
)p

(t− s)
p

2 for s ≤ t, s, t ∈ Dm. (2.20)

We refer the readers for these estimates to Lemma 3.4 in [10] and [2]. We prove the assertion by using
(2.20). For 0 < ε < 1

2 , let

Gm,ε = (2m)2H− 1
2 max
s,t∈Dm,s 6=t

|dms,t|
|t− s| 12−ε

.

Then by (2.20), supm ‖Gm,ε‖Lp < ∞ for all p ≥ 1. This can be checked as follows. Let (d̃mt )t∈[0,1] be
the piecewise linear extension of (dmt )t∈Dm . By (2.20), we have

E[|d̃mt − d̃ms |p] ≤ 3p−1Cp

(

1

2m

)(2H− 1
2
)p

|t− s| p2 .

By the Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey inequality, we have for any p, θ > 0

(

sup
s,t,s 6=t

|d̃mt − d̃ms |
|t− s|θ

)p

≤ 2

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

|d̃mt − d̃ms |p
|t− s|2+pθ

dsdt.

Combining these two inequalities and setting θ = 1
2 − ε, we get

E[Gp
m,ε] ≤ 2

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

E[|d̃mt − d̃ms |p]
|t− s|2+pθ

dsdt ≤ 2 · 3p−1Cp

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0
|t− s|εp−2dsdt.

If p > ε−1, then the right-hand side is bounded and we get

E[Gp
m,ε] ≤ 2 · 3p−1Cp (εp(εp − 1))−1 ,

which proves supm ‖Gm,ε‖Lp < ∞ for all p ≥ 1. Hence

|dms,t| ≤ (2−m)2H− 1
2 |t− s| 12−εGm,ε. (2.21)

If we take ε sufficiently small so that 2H − 2ε ≥ 2H−, then

(2−m)2H− 1
2 |t− s| 12−ε = (2−m)ε(2−m)2H− 1

2
−ε|t− s| 12−ε

≤ (2−m)ε|t− s|2H−2ε

≤ (2−m)ε|t− s|2H−

, (2.22)

where we have used that 2H − 1
2 > H − H− ≥ ε which follows from the assumption on H−. Let

Gε =
∑∞

m=1(2
−m)

ε
2Gm,ε. Then

‖Gε‖Lp ≤
∞
∑

m=1

(2−m)
ε
2 sup

m
‖Gm,ε‖Lp .

Combining (2.21), (2.22) and the estimate above, we complete the proof.
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Lemma 2.10. Assume B is a d-dimensional fBm with 1
3 < H < 1

2 . Let ω ∈ Ω0. Let {ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
}2mk=1 be

the discrete process which we defined. Let {ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k
}2mk=1 be the discrete process associated to Y CN,m for

ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 . Then the following estimates hold.

(1) |ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
| ≤ C∆3H−

m , where C is a polynomial function of the sup-norm of σ, b and their derivatives

and C(B).

(2) Let ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 . Then

|ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
|+ |ǫ̂mτm

k−1,τ
m
k
| ≤ C∆3H−

m , 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m, (2.23)
∣

∣ǫms,t
∣

∣+
∣

∣ǫ̂ms,t
∣

∣ ≤ C∆3H−−1
m |t− s|2H−

, s, t ∈ Dm, (2.24)

where C is a polynomial of the sup-norm of σ, b and their derivatives.

Proof. To show the explicit form of ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ξ), we introduce the following functions. Let

F 0(y) = (Db)(y)[b(y)], F 1
α(y) = (Db)(y)[σ(y)eα], F 2

α(y) = (Dσ(y)eα)[b(y)],

Fα,β,γ(y) = D
{

(Dσ(y)eγ)[σ(y)eβ ]
}

[σ(y)eα], Gα,β(y) = D
{

(Dσ(y)eβ)[σ(y)eα]
}

[b(y)].

Using the Itô formula for geometric rough paths, we have

ǫmτmi−1,τ
m
i
(ξ) =

∑

α,β,γ

∫ τmi

τmi−1

{

∫ t

τmi−1

(

∫ s

τmi−1

Fα,β,γ(Yu)dB
α
u

)

dBβ
s

}

dBγ
t

+
∑

α,β,γ

∫ τmi

τmi−1

{

∫ t

τmi−1

(

∫ s

τmi−1

Gα,β(Yu)du

)

dBα
s

}

dBβ
t +

∫ τmi

τmi−1

(

∫ t

τmi−1

F 0(Yu)du

)

dt

+
∑

α

∫ τmi

τmi−1

(

∫ t

τmi−1

F 1
α(Yu)du

)

dBα
t +

∑

α

∫ τmi

τmi−1

(

∫ t

τmi−1

F 2
α(Yu)dB

α
u

)

dt. (2.25)

Note that the rough integrals in (2.25) are well-defined if σ ∈ C4
b . This implies the estimate in (1).

Proof of (2). If ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 , then we obtain the estimate of ǫm in (2.23). Note that we already proved

the estimate of ǫ̂m in (2.23). The estimate (2.24) follows from

|ǫ̂ms,t(ξ)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

i=l+1

ǫ̂mτmi−1,τ
m
i
(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(k − l)∆3H−

m ≤ C∆3H−−1
m |t− s|2H−

for s = τml and t = τmk .

Lemma 2.11. Assume B is a d-dimensional fBm with 1
3 < H < 1

2 . Let (Km
t ) ∈ K3

m. Condition 2.7 is
satisfied.

Proof. From [11, Lemma 4.3], we see

E[(Km
s,t)

2] ≤ C(2−m)6H−1|t− s| for s, t ∈ Dm with s < t

if {Km
τmi−1,τ

m
i
}2mi=1 = {Bα,β,γ

τmi−1,τ
m
i
}2mi=1. We can see the above estimates holds for the other cases because

the other cases can be reduced to those of a linier combination of the third iterated integrals; namely
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Bα,β
s,t B

γ
s,t = Bα,β,γ

s,t + Bγ,α,β
s,t + Bαγ,β,

s,t and so on. In [2], the same estimates are obtained in a little bit
different way.

Combining the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup and the estimates above,
for all p ≥ 2, we obtain

E[|Km
s,t|p] ≤ Cp

(

2−m
)(3H− 1

2
)p
(t− s)

p
2 for all s, t ∈ Dm.

From the same argument as in (2.21), for any 1
2 > ε > 0 and m, there exists a positive random variable

G′
m,ǫ satisfying supm ‖G′

m,ε‖Lp < ∞ for all p ≥ 1 such that

|Km
s,t| ≤ (2−m)3H− 1

2 |t− s| 12−εG′
m,ε for all s, t ∈ Dm.

Noting that 1
2 +H > 2H−, we can prove the assertion in a similar way to (2.22).

2.3 Preliminaries

We introduce a class of discrete stochastic processes which includes dmt . We refer the readers to (2.1)
for the Hölder norm for discrete processes.

Definition 2.12. (1) Let η = {(ηmt )t∈Dm ;m ≥ m0} be a sequence of Banach space valued random

variables with ηm0 = 0 defined on Ω
(m,dm)
0 , where m ≥ m0 and m0 is a non-random constant

and depends on the sequence. Let {am} be a positive sequence which converges to 0. We say
that η = (ηm) is a {am}-order nice discrete process if there exists a positive random variable
X ∈ ∩p≥1L

p(Ω0) which is independent of m such that

‖ηmt − ηms ‖ ≤ amX(ω)|t − s|2H−

for all m ≥ m0, t, s ∈ Dm, ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 . (2.26)

(2) Let {vmλ }λ∈Λ be a family of Banach space valued random variables defined on Ω
(m,dm)
0 , where

m ≥ m0. Let {am} be a positive sequence which converges to 0. If there exists a non-negative
random variable X ∈ ∩p≥1L

p(Ω0) which does not depend on m such that

sup
λ∈Λ

‖vmλ ‖ ≤ amX(ω) for all m and ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 ,

then we write

sup
λ∈Λ

‖vmλ ‖ = O(am).

Remark 2.13. Assume that Conditions 2.4 and 2.5 are satisfied. Let ε be the number appeared in

Condition 2.4 and set εm = max{∆3H−−1
m ,∆ε

m}. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 . Then there exists a non-negative

random variable X ∈ ∩p≥1L
p(Ω0) which is independent of m and ξ such that

|dms,t|+ |ǫms,t|+ |ǫ̂ms,t| ≤ εmX|t− s|2H−

for all s, t ∈ Dm. (2.27)

In particular, dmt , ǫmt , and ǫ̂mt are {εm}-order nice discrete processes.

12



Remark 2.14. (1) Suppose a Banach space valued discrete process F = {(Fm
t )t∈Dm ; m ≥ m0}

defined on Ω
(m,dm)
0 satisfy the Hölder continuity

‖Fm
t − Fm

s ‖ ≤ XF (ω)|t− s|H−

for all m ≥ m0, s, t ∈ Dm, ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 ,

sup
m

‖Fm
0 (ω)‖ ≤ YF (ω) for ω ∈ Ω

(m,dm)
0 ,

where XF , YF (∈ ∩p≥1L
p(Ω0)) which do not depend on m. If η = (ηm) is a real valued {am}-order

nice discrete process, then

η̃mτm
k

=
k
∑

i=1

Fm
τmi−1

ηmτmi−1,τ
m
i

(2.28)

is also a {am}-order nice discrete process by the estimate of the (discrete) Young integral (see [7]):

‖η̃m‖2H− ≤ C (‖Fm
0 ‖+ ‖Fm‖H−) ‖ηm‖2H− ,

where C is a constant which depends only on H−. This property is very nice for our purpose.

(2) In the above definition of {am}-order nice discrete processes, we assume the strong assumption on
X such that X ∈ ∩p≥1L

p(Ω0). Under Condition 2.3 and Condition 2.4, we have many examples
which satisfy this strong conditions.

Remark 2.15. In what follows, we use the following elementary summation by parts formula several
times: For sequences {fi}ni=0, {gi}ni=0, we have

n
∑

i=1

fi−1gi−1,i = fngn − f0g0 −
n
∑

i=1

gifi−1,i. (2.29)

We will use this formula when we give estimates of discrete Young integral.

3 An interpolation of discrete rough differential equations

Until now, the function c denotes (Dσ)[σ]. Also dm, ǫ̂m and ǫm are defined by the RDE itself or
the approximation scheme. However, we note that the results in this section below and in Section 4
hold for any c ∈ C2

b (R
n, L(Rd ⊗ R

d,Rn)), dm and ǫ̂m, ǫm which satisfy Conditions 2.4 and 2.5 and if
necessary assuming Condition 2.3. Hence ym and ŷm are not necessary to be a solution to RDE and an
approximate solution and they should just satisfy the following recurrence relation: ym0 = ŷm0 = ξ and

ymk = ymk−1 + σ(ymk−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k

+ ((Dσ)[σ])(ymk−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k
+ b(ymk−1)∆m + ǫmτm

k−1,τ
m
k
,

ŷmk = ŷmk−1 + σ(ŷmk−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k

+ ((Dσ)[σ])(ŷmk−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k
+ b(ŷmk−1)∆m

+ c(ŷmk−1)d
m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
+ ǫ̂mτm

k−1,τ
m
k
.

We now introduce an interpolation process between {ymk }2mk=0 and {ŷmk }2mk=0 with ym0 = ŷm0 = ξ to study
the difference ŷm − ym. The different points between ŷm and ym are the terms {c(ŷmk−1)d

m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
},
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{ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k
} and {ǫmτm

k−1,τ
m
k
}. In view of this, we define a sequence {ym,ρ

k }2mk=0 by the following recurrence

relation: ym,ρ
0 = ξ and

ym,ρ
k = ym,ρ

k−1 + σ(ym,ρ
k−1)Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k

+ ((Dσ)[σ])(ym,ρ
k−1)Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k
+ b(ym,ρ

k−1)∆m

+ ρc(ym,ρ
k−1)d

m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
+ ρǫ̂mτm

k−1,τ
m
k

+ (1− ρ)ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
.

Note that ym,0
k = ymk and ym,1

k = ŷmk . In this paper, we call this recurrence relation a discrete RDE.
The function ρ(∈ [0, 1]) 7→ ym,ρ

k is smooth and

ŷmk − ymk =

∫ 1

0
∂ρy

m,ρ
k dρ

holds. We give the estimate for ŷmk − ymk by using the estimate of ∂ρy
m,ρ
k . Let zm,ρ

k = ∂ρy
m,ρ
k . Then

zm,ρ
0 = 0 and the following identity holds:

zm,ρ
k = zm,ρ

k−1 + (Dσ)(ym,ρ
k−1)[z

m,ρ
k−1]Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k

+ (D((Dσ)[σ])) (ym,ρ
k−1)[z

m,ρ
k−1]Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k

+ (Db)(ym,ρ
k−1)[z

m,ρ
k−1]∆m

+ ρ(Dc)(ym,ρ
k−1)[z

m,ρ
k−1]d

m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
+ c(ym,ρ

k−1)d
m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k

+ ǫ̂mτm
k−1,τ

m
k

− ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
, (3.1)

where

(D((Dσ)[σ]))(y)[η]v ⊗ w = D2σ(y)[η, σ(y)v]w +Dσ(y)[Dσ(y)[η]v]w (3.2)

for y, η ∈ R
n and v,w ∈ R

d (see also (2.4)).
We introduce the L(Rn)-valued, that is, matrix valued process {Mm,ρ

k }2mk=0 to obtain the estimates
of zm,ρ. Let {Mm,ρ

k }2mk=0 be the solution to the following recurrence relation: Mm,ρ
0 = I and

Mm,ρ
k = Mm,ρ

k−1 + [Dσ](ym,ρ
k−1)[M

m,ρ
k−1]Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k

+ (D((Dσ)[σ])) (ym,ρ
k−1)[M

m,ρ
k−1]Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k

+ (Db)(ym,ρ
k−1)[M

m,ρ
k−1]∆m + ρ(Dc)(ym,ρ

k−1)[M
m,ρ
k−1]d

m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
. (3.3)

Clearly, we can represent {zm,ρ
k } by using {Mm,ρ

k } and {(Mm,ρ
k )−1} if Mm,ρ

k are invertible by a constant
variation method. Actually, such kind of representation holds in general case too. To show this, and
for later purpose, we consider discrete RDEs which are driven by time shift process of Bt.

For 0 ≤ i ≤ 2m − 1, we introduce time shift variables:

θmi B = {Bτm
k+i−1,τ

m
k+i

}2m−i
k=1 , θmi B = {Bτm

k+i−1,τ
m
k+i

}2m−i
k=1 , θmi dm = {dmτm

k+i−1,τ
m
k+i

}2m−i
k=1 ,

θmi ǫm = {ǫmτm
k+i−1,τ

m
k+i

}2m−i
k=1 , θmk ǫ̂m = {ǫ̂mτm

k+i−1,τ
m
k+i

}2m−i
k=1 .

Note that these notation means (θmi B)τm
k−1,τ

m
k

= Bτm
k+i−1,τ

m
k+i

(1 ≤ k ≤ 2m− i) and so do other variables.
For general x ∈ R

n, we consider the following discrete RDE:

ym,ρ
k (x) = ym,ρ

k−1(x) + σ(ym,ρ
k−1(x))(θ

m
i B)τm

k−1,τ
m
k
+ ((Dσ)[σ])(ym,ρ

k−1(x))(θ
m
i B)τm

k−1,τ
m
k

+ b(ym,ρ
k−1(x))∆m + ρc(ym,ρ

k−1(x))(θ
m
i dm)τm

k−1,τ
m
k

+ ρ(θmi ǫ̂m)τm
k−1,τ

m
k

+ (1− ρ)(θmi ǫm)τm
k−1,τ

m
k
, 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m − i,

ym,ρ
0 (x) = x ∈ R

n.
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To make clear the dependence of the driving process, we may denote the solution of the above equa-
tion by ym,ρ

k (x, θmi B). For simplicity, we write ym,ρ
k for ym,ρ

k (ξ). Using these notation, we have
ym,ρ
k−1(y

m,ρ
l (ξ,B), θml B) = ym,ρ

k−1+l(ξ,B). We consider the case where x = ym,ρ
i (0 ≤ i ≤ 2m − 1) be-

low.
We now explain explicit representation of Mm,ρ

k . For given x ∈ R
n, let

Em,ρ(x, θmk−1B) = I + (Dσ)(x)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k

+D((Dσ)[σ])(x)Bτm
k−1 ,τ

m
k

+ (Db)(x)∆m + ρ(Dc)(x)dmτm
k−1 ,τ

m
k
. (3.4)

Then for k ≥ 1, we have

Mm,ρ
k = Em,ρ

(

ym,ρ
k−1, θ

m
k−1B

)

· · ·Em,ρ(ξ,B).

Since Mm,ρ
k depends on ξ and B, we may denote Mm,ρ

k by Mm,ρ
k (ξ,B). We define Mm,ρ

k (ym,ρ
l , θml B)

similarly to ym,ρ
k (x, θmi B). That is, Mm,ρ

k (ym,ρ
l , θml B) is defined by substituting ym,ρ

l (= ym,ρ
l (ξ,B)), θml B,

θml B, θml dm for ξ, B, B, dm in the equation (3.3) of Mm,ρ
k (ξ,B). Using ym,ρ

k−1(y
m,ρ
l , θml B) = ym,ρ

k−1+l(ξ,B),
we see that Mm,ρ

k (ym,ρ
l , θml B) satisfies Mm,ρ

0 (ym,ρ
l , θml B) = I and

Mm,ρ
k (ym,ρ

l , θml B) = Mm,ρ
k−1(y

m,ρ
l , θml B) + [Dσ](ym,ρ

k−1+l)[M
m,ρ
k−1(y

m,ρ
l , θml B)]Bτm

k−1+l
τm
k+l

+ (D((Dσ)[σ])) (ym,ρ
k−1+l)[M

m,ρ
k−1(y

m,ρ
l , θml B)]Bτm

k−1+l
,τm

k+l

+ (Db)(ym,ρ
k−1+l)[M

m,ρ
k−1(y

m,ρ
l , θml B)]∆m

+ ρ(Dc)(ym,ρ
k−1+l)[M

m,ρ
k−1(y

m,ρ
l , θml B)]dmτm

k−1+l
,τm

k+l
, 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m − l.

From this equation, we obtain

Mm,ρ
k (ym,ρ

l , θml B) = Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k−1+l, θ

m
k−1+lB) · · ·Em,ρ(ym,ρ

l , θml B). (3.5)

Also we have

Mm,ρ
k (ym,ρ

l , θml B) = Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k−1+l, θ

m
k−1+lB)Mm,ρ

k−1(y
m,ρ
l , θml B), (3.6)

Mm,ρ
k′+k(y

m,ρ
l , θml B) = Mm,ρ

k′ (ym,ρ
k+l , θ

m
k+lB)Mm,ρ

k (ym,ρ
l , θml B). (3.7)

The relation (3.6) follows from the definition. The proof of (3.7) is as follows. By (3.5), we have

Mm,ρ
k′+k(y

m,ρ
l , θml B) = Em,ρ(ym,ρ

k′+k−1+l, θ
m
k′+k−1+lB) · · ·Em,ρ(ym,ρ

l , θml B)

= Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k′−1+k+l, θ

m
k′−1+k+lB) · · ·Em,ρ(ym,ρ

k+l , θ
m
k+lB)

· Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k−1+l, θ

m
k−1+lB) · · ·Em,ρ(ym,ρ

l , θml B)

= Mm,ρ
k′ (ym,ρ

k+l , θ
m
k+lB)Mm,ρ

k (ym,ρ
l , θml B).

We have the following lemma for the invertibility of Mm,ρ
k .

Lemma 3.1. We have

Mm,ρ
k = Em,ρ(ym,ρ

k−1, θ
m
k−1B)Mm,ρ

k−1

=
(

I + (Dσ)(ym,ρ
k−1)Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k
+D((Dσ)[σ])(ym,ρ

k−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k

+ ρ(Dc)(ym,ρ
k−1)d

m
τm
k−1,τ

m
k

+ (Db)(ym,ρ
k−1)∆m

)

Mm,ρ
k−1, (3.8)
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and for large m, Mm,ρ
k are invertible. For example, for any ω ∈ Ω

(m,dm)
0 , if m satisfies

∆H−

m ‖Dσ‖+∆2H−

m ‖D ((Dσ)[σ]) ‖+∆2H−

m ‖Dc‖+∆m‖Db‖ ≤ 1

2
, (3.9)

then Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k−1, θ

m
k−1B) is invertible and it holds that

∣

∣

∣
Em,ρ(ym,ρ

k−1, θ
m
k−1B)−1 − I + (Dσ)(ym,ρ

k−1)Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k

∣

∣

∣
≤ C∆2H−

m , 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m, (3.10)

where C is a constant depending only on σ, b, c.

Proof. The estimate (3.10) follows from an elementary calculation.

Assumption 3.2. When we consider the inverse (Mm,ρ
i )−1, we always assume m satisfies (3.9).

We have the following representation of zm,ρ
k .

Lemma 3.3. For any k ≥ 1, we have

zm,ρ
k =

k
∑

i=1

Mm,ρ
k−i (y

m,ρ
i , θmi B)

(

c(ym,ρ
i−1 )d

m
τmi−1,τ

m
i
+ ǫ̂mτmi−1,τ

m
i

− ǫmτmi−1,τ
m
i

)

. (3.11)

If all Mm,ρ
i (ξ,B) (1 ≤ i ≤ k) are invertible,

zm,ρ
k = Mm,ρ

k

k
∑

i=1

(Mm,ρ
i )

−1
(

c(ym,ρ
i−1 )d

m
τmi−1,τ

m
i
+ ǫ̂mτmi−1,τ

m
i

− ǫmτmi−1,τ
m
i

)

.

Proof. The second statement follows from (3.7). We denote the quantity on the right-hand side of (3.11)
by ζk. For simplicity we write

ci−1di−1,i = c(ym,ρ
i−1 )d

m
τmi−1,τ

m
i
, ǫi−1,i = ǫ̂mτmi−1,τ

m
i
− ǫmτmi−1,τ

m
i
.

Since ym,ρ
k−i−1(y

m,ρ
i , θmi B) = ym,ρ

k−1(ξ,B), (θmi B)τm
k−1−i

,τm
k−i

= Bτm
k−1,τ

m
k
, we have

ζk − (ζk−1 + ck−1dk−1,k + ǫk−1,k)

=
k−1
∑

i=1

{

Mm,ρ
k−i (y

m,ρ
i , θmi B)−Mm,ρ

k−1−i(y
m,ρ
i , θmi B)

}

(ci−1di−1,i + ǫi−1,i)

=

k−1
∑

i=1

{

Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k−1, θ

m
k−1B)− I

}

Mm,ρ
k−1−i(y

m,ρ
i , θmi B)(ci−1di−1,i + ǫi−1,i)

=
{

Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k−1, θ

m
k−1B)− I

}

k−1
∑

i=1

Mm,ρ
k−1−i(y

m,ρ
i , θmi B)(ci−1di−1,i + ǫi−1,i)

=
{

Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k−1, θ

m
k−1B)− I

}

ζk−1,

which implies

ζk = Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k−1, θ

m
k−1B)ζk−1 + ck−1dk−1,k + ǫk−1,k.

Comparing the above with (3.1), we completes the proof.
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We may view {ym,ρ
k } and {Mm,ρ

k } as a stochastic process defined on the discrete times Dm. In view
of this, we write

Y m,ρ
t (ξ,B) = ym,ρ

k (ξ,B), Y m,ρ
t (Y m,ρ

s (ξ,B), θsB) = ym,ρ
k (ym,ρ

l (ξ,B), θml B),

J̃m,ρ
t (ξ,B) = Mm,ρ

k (ξ,B), J̃m,ρ
t (Y m,ρ

s , θsB) = Mm,ρ
k (ym,ρ

l , θml B) if t = τmk , s = τml ,

and so on. Here θsB = θml B for s = τml . For notional simplicity, we may denote Y m,ρ
t (ξ,B) and

J̃m,ρ
t (ξ,B) by Y m,ρ

t and J̃m,ρ
t , respectively. Note that Y m,1

t = Ŷ m
t = ŷmk (t = τmk ) holds. Note that

Y m,ρ
t = Y m,ρ

s + σ(Y m,ρ
s )Bs,t + ((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ

s )Bs,t + b(Y m,ρ
s )(t− s)

+ ρc(Y m,ρ
s )dms,t + ρǫ̂ms,t + (1− ρ)ǫms,t if t− s = 2−m, (3.12)

Y m,ρ
0 = ξ. (3.13)

We write ∂ρY
m,ρ
t = Zm,ρ

t . In particular, Zm,ρ
τm
k

= zm,ρ
k .

Remark 3.4. (1) We can rewrite (3.7) as

J̃m,ρ
t+s (Y

m,ρ
τ , θτB) = J̃m,ρ

t (Y m,ρ
s+τ , θs+τB)J̃m,ρ

s (Y m,ρ
τ , θτB).

(2) Let us consider the case where ŷm is the implementable Milstein solution. Then (ŷm,Mm,1) is the
classical implementable Milstein approximate solution to the system of RDE (2.3) and (2.9).

(3) When we consider quantity associated with {Y m,ρ
t }, {am}-order nice discrete process η may depend

on a parameter ρ (0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1). For ηρ = {(ηm,ρ
t )t∈Dm ;m = 1, 2, . . .}, if we can choose the random

variable X in (2.26) independently of ρ, we say that ηρ is a {am}-order nice discrete process
independent of ρ.

For later use, we introduce the following.

Definition 3.5. When Mm,ρ
i is invertible, we define z̃m,ρ

i = (Mm,ρ
i )−1zm,ρ

i and Z̃m,ρ
τmi

= (J̃m,ρ
τmi

)−1Zm,ρ
τmi

for 0 ≤ i ≤ 2m. Explicitly,

z̃m,ρ
k =

k
∑

i=1

(Mm,ρ
i )−1

(

c(ym,ρ
i−1 )d

m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

+ ǫ̂mτmi−1,τ
m
i
− ǫmτmi−1,τ

m
i

)

. (3.14)

Proposition 3.6. We assume (3.9) holds. For any ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 , we obtain the following neat expression

ŷmk − ymk =

∫ 1

0
Mm,ρ

k z̃m,ρ
k dρ.

Below, we prove that under appropriate assumptions: as m → ∞,

(1) Mm,ρ
⌊2mt⌋ → Jt, (M

m,ρ
⌊2mt⌋)

−1 → J−1
t , ym,ρ

⌊2mt⌋ → Yt uniformly in t for all ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 .

(2) (2m)2H− 1
2
∑⌊2mt⌋

i=1

(

ǫ̂mτmi−1,τ
m
i

− ǫmτmi−1,τ
m
i

)

converges weakly to 0 in D([0, 1],Rn).

Hence it is reasonable to conjecture the main theorem holds true by Proposition 3.6. We prove our
main theorem by using estimates for z̃m,ρ.
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Remark 3.7 (About the constants in the estimates). When a positive constant C can be written as
a polynomial function of the sup-norm of some functions σ, b, c and their derivatives, we may say C
depends on σ, b, c polynomially. Similarly, when a constant C can be written as a polynomial of C(B),
the sup-norms of σ, b, c and their derivatives, we say that C depends on σ, b, c, C(B) polynomially. Of
course the coefficients of the polynomial should not depend on ω. We may denote such a constant C
by C̃(B).

Remark 3.8 (List of notations).

• Yt, y
m
k : Solution of RDE

• ŷmk , Ŷ m
t : discrete approximate solution of Yt

• Jt = ∂ξYt(ξ,B)

• ym,ρ
k , Y m,ρ

t : an interpolated process between ymk (= ym,0
k ) and ŷmk (= ym,1

k )

• Y m,ρ
τm
k

= ym,ρ
k

• zm,ρ
k = ∂ρy

m,ρ
k , Zm,ρ

t = ∂ρY
m,ρ
t

• Mm,ρ
k : L(Rn)-valued process defined by ym,ρ

k which approximate Jt, M
m
k = Mm,0

k .

• J̃m,ρ
τm
k

= Mm,ρ
k and J̃m

τm
k

= J̃m,0
τm
k

• z̃m,ρ
k = (Mm,ρ

k )−1zm,ρ
k , Z̃m,ρ

k = (J̃m,ρ
k )−1Zm,ρ

k

• Em,ρ(ym,ρ
k−1, θ

m
k−1B) = Mm,ρ

k (Mm,ρ
k−1)

−1

4 Estimates of Y
m,ρ
t and J̃

m,ρ
t

In this section, we give estimates for Y m,ρ
t , J̃m,ρ

t and (J̃m,ρ
t )−1 which do not depend on ρ. We will do

this in Sections 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3.
In Section 4.1, we consider Y m,ρ

t which satisfies the recurrence relation (3.12) and (3.13). Let ω ∈ Ω0

and we assume that ǫm, ǫ̂m satisfy the following condition

|ǫmτm
k−1,τ

m
k
(ω)|+ |ǫ̂mτm

k−1,τ
m
k
(ω)| ≤ C∆3H−

m , 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m, (4.1)

where C is a constant depending only on σ, b, c, C(B) polynomially. We give estimates of Y m,ρ
t on Ω0

by using the constant C and ‖dm‖2H− . The argument in this section is an extension of Davie’s method
([4]) to the case where the recurrence relation contains the extra term dm, ǫ̂m, ǫm and so a deterministic
argument. We may consider any discrete process {dmt }t∈Dm . We do not use other specific properties of
ǫm, ǫ̂m, dm in this section and it is not necessary that Y m,ρ

t is one of approximate solutions defined in
Section 3.

In Section 4.2, we introduce a control function w(s, t) (0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1) of the rough path (Bs,t,Bs,t)

and give estimates for Y m,ρ
t and J̃m,ρ

t , (J̃m,ρ
t )−1 on Ω

(m,dm)
0 by using w̃(s, t) = w(s, t) + |t − s|. These

estimates hold without any further assumptions. However, they do not imply the Lp integrability of
J̃m,ρ
t , (J̃m,ρ

t )−1 as well as Jt, J
−1
t . In order to prove the integrabilities of them, we use the result due to

Cass-Litterer-Lyons [3] (see Lemma 4.13 below) and so we put Condition 2.3 on Bt.
In Section 4.3, we give estimates for Jt − J̃m

t and J−1
t − (J̃m

t )−1 by using the results in Section 4.2.
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4.1 Estimates of Y
m,ρ
t on Ω0

In this section, let ω ∈ Ω0 and we assume (4.1). For s, t ∈ Dm with s ≤ t, let

Is,t = Y m,ρ
t − Y m,ρ

s − σ(Y m,ρ
s )Bs,t − ((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ

s )Bs,t − ρc(Y m,ρ
s )dms,t − b(Y m,ρ

s )(t− s). (4.2)

First, we prove the following.

Lemma 4.1. Let ω ∈ Ω0 and suppose (4.1) holds. There exist 0 < δ ≤ 1, C1 such that

|Is,t| ≤ C1|t− s|3H−

, s, t ∈ Dm, |t− s| ≤ δ. (4.3)

Here δ−1 and C1 depend only on σ, b, c, C(B) and ‖dm‖2H− polynomially.

Proof. Below, C is a constant depending only on σ, c, b, C(B) and ‖dm‖2H− polynomially. By using C,
we determine δ and C1 so that (4.3) holds. For simplicity we write τmi = ti. Let s = tk, t = tk+l. By
Itk ,tk+1

= (1 − ρ)ǫmtk ,tk+1
+ ρǫ̂mtk ,tk+1

and the estimate of ǫ̂m, we see that (4.3) holds for any δ and for C
in the estimate of (4.1). Let K ≥ 1. Suppose the following estimate: there exists M > 0 such that

|Is,t| ≤ M |t− s|3H−

holds for {(s, t) = (tk, tk+l) | 0 ≤ k ≤ 2m − 1, l ≤ K, |t − s| ≤ δ}. Here M should be larger than the
number C1 which is determined by the case K = 1.

We consider the case K +1. We rewrite s = tk and t = tk+K+1. Choose maximum u = tl satisfying
|u − s| ≤ |t − s|/2. Then |t − tl+1| ≤ |t − s|/2 holds. Note that l − k ≤ K and K + 1 − (l + 1) ≤ K.
Hence by the assumption, we have

max{|Is,u|, |Itl+1,t|} ≤ M

∣

∣

∣

∣

t− s

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

3H−

, (4.4)

max{|Y m,ρ
u − Y m,ρ

s |, |Y m,ρ
t − Y m,ρ

tl+1
|} ≤ M

∣

∣

∣

∣

t− s

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

3H−

+ C|t− s|H−

. (4.5)

Next we estimate (δI)s,u,t = Is,t − Is,u − Iu,t. Denote by (δI)σs,u,t, (δI)
b
s,u,t and (δI)cs,u,t the terms in

(δI)s,u,t being concerned with σ, b and c, respectively. Then

(δI)bs,u,t = −b(Y m,ρ
s )(t− s) + b(Y m,ρ

s )(u− s) + b(Y m,ρ
u )(t− u)

= {b(Y m,ρ
u )− b(Y m,ρ

s )}(t− u),

(δI)cs,u,t = ρ{c(Y m,ρ
u )− c(Y m,ρ

s )}dmu,t
and

(δI)σs,u,t = {σ(Y m,ρ
u )− σ(Y m,ρ

s )}Bu,t − ((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
s )[Bs,t − Bs,u − Bu,t]

−
{

((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
s )− ((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ

u )
}

Bu,t

=
{

σ(Y m,ρ
u )− σ(Y m,ρ

s )−Dσ(Y m,ρ
s )[Y m,ρ

u − Y m,ρ
s ]

}

Bu,t

+Dσ(Y m,ρ
s )[Is,u + ((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ

s )Bs,u + ρc(Y m,ρ
s )dms,u + b(Y m,ρ

s )(t− s)]Bu,t

−
{

((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
s )− ((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ

u )
}

Bu,t.

Here we used Chen’s identity and definition of Is,u. By (4.4) and (4.5), we obtain

|(δI)s,u,t| ≤ C
{

1 +MδH
−

+ (MδH
−

)2
}

|t− s|3H−

.
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Similarly, we obtain |(δI)tl ,tl+1,t| ≤ C|t− s|3H−

. By

Is,t = Is,u + Itl,tl+1
+ Itl+1,t + (δI)tl ,tl+1,t + (δI)s,u,t,

we have |Is,t| ≤ f(C,M, δ)|t − s|3H−

, where

f(C,M, δ) = 21−3H−

M + C
{

1 +MδH
−

+ (MδH
−

)2
}

.

Note that the function f and C do not depend on K. Let (M, δ) be a pair such that f(C,M, δ) ≤ M
holds and M is greater than or equal to the number C in (4.1). Then (4.3) holds for (C1, δ) = (M, δ).
One choice is as follows.

M =
3C

1− 21−3H−
, δ = min

{(

3C

1− 21−3H−

)− 1
H−

, 1

}

,

where C is greater than or equal to the number C in (4.1). This completes the proof.

Lemma 4.2. Let ω ∈ Ω0 and suppose (4.1) holds. Then there exist a positive number C2 which depends
on σ, b, c, C(B) and ‖dm‖2H− polynomially such that

|Is,t| ≤ C2|t− s|3H−

, s, t ∈ Dm.

Proof. Below, C denote constants depending only on σ, b, c, C(B) and ‖dm‖2H− polynomially. We have
proved the case where s, t with t− s ≤ δ. Suppose t− s > δ. First, we consider the case 2−m ≥ δ. Then
2m ≤ 1

δ . Let s = 2−mk < t = 2−ml. There exists a constant C such that

|Y m,ρ
t − Y m,ρ

s | =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

l
∑

i=k+1

Y m,ρ
τmi−1,τ

m
i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(l − k)∆H−

m = C(2m)2H
−

(l − k)1−3H− |t− s|3H−

.

Noting (2m)2H
− ≤ δ−2H−

, we obtain |Y m,ρ
s,t | ≤ Cδ−2H− |t− s|3H−

. Hence

|Is,t| ≤ Cδ−2H− |t− s|3H−

+ C|t− s|H−

.

Noting |t − s|H−

= |t − s|3H− |t − s|−2H− ≤ (2m)2H
− |t − s|3H− ≤ δ−2H− |t − s|3H−

, we obtain |Is,t| ≤
C(1 + δ−2H−

)|t − s|3H−

. We next consider the case 2−m < δ. Let τmK = max{τmk | τmk ≤ δ}. Then
2−1δ ≤ τmK . Let si = s + iτmK (i ≥ 0) and N be a positive integer such that 0 ≤ t − sN−1 < τmK . Then
we have N ≤ (τmK )−1(t− s) + 1 ≤ 2(t− s)(τmK )−1 ≤ 4δ−1(t− s). By the estimate in Lemma 4.1,

|Y m,ρ
t − Y m,ρ

s | ≤
N
∑

i=1

|Y m,ρ
si − Y m,ρ

si−1
|

=

N
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣
Isi−1,si + σ(Y m,ρ

si−1
)Bsi−1,si + ((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ

si−1
)Bsi−1,si

+ ρc(Y m,ρ
si−1

)dmsi−1,si + b(Y m,ρ
si−1

)(si − si−1)
∣

∣

∣

≤ 4Cδ−1|t− s|
{

|t− s|3H−

+ |t− s|H−

+ |t− s|2H−

+ |t− s|
}

.
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Since 1 > 2H−, we obtain |Y m,ρ
t − Y m,ρ

s | ≤ 16Cδ−1|t− s|3H−

. By this estimate, we have

|Is,t| ≤ |Y m,ρ
t − Y m,ρ

s |+ C
(

|Bs,t|+ |Bs,t|+ |dms,t|+ |t− s|
)

≤ 16Cδ−1|t− s|3H−

+ C|t− s|H−

≤ 16Cδ−1|t− s|3H−

+ C(δ−1|t− s|)2H− |t− s|H−

≤
{

16δ−1 + δ−2H−}

C|t− s|3H−

.

Since δ−1 depends on σ, b, c, C(B), ‖dm‖2H− polynomially, we complete the proof.

For f, g ∈ C2
b (R

n,L(Rn,RK)) and h ∈ C2
b (R

n,L(Rd ⊗R
d,RK)), and s, t ∈ Dm with s < t, we define

Ξs,t(f, g, h) = f(Y m,ρ
s )Bs,t + (Df)[σ](Y m,ρ

s )Bs,t + g(Y m,ρ
s )(t− s) + h(Y m,ρ

s )dms,t,

where (Df)[σ](y)[v ⊗ w] = Df(y)[σ(y)v]w for y ∈ R
n, v,w ∈ R

d (see also (2.4)). For a sub-partition
P = {ui}li=0 ⊂ Dm (s = u0, t = ul), let

I(f, g, h;P)s,t =

l
∑

i=0

Ξui−1,ui
(f, g, h).

Lemma 4.3. Let ω ∈ Ω0 and suppose (4.1) holds. Then

|I(f, g, h;P)s,t − Ξs,t(f, g, h)| ≤ C|t− s|3H−

,

where C depends on σ, b, c, C(B), ‖dm‖2H− polynomially.

Proof. Let Ist be the function defined in (4.2).

δI(f, g, h)s,u,t = I(f, g, h)s,t − I(f, g, h)s,u − I(f, g, h)u,t

= −{f(Y m,ρ
u )− f(Y m,ρ

s )− (Df)(Y m,ρ
s )[Y m,ρ

u − Y m,ρ
s ]}Bu,t

− (Df)(Y m,ρ
s )

[

Is,u + ((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
s )Bs,u + ρc(Y m,ρ

s )dms,u + b(Y m,ρ
s )(u− s)

]

Bu,t

+ {(Df)(Y m,ρ
s )[σ(Y m,ρ

s )]− (Df)(Y m,ρ
u )[σ(Y m,ρ

u )]}Bu,t

+ {g(Y m,ρ
s )− g(Y m,ρ

u )} (t− u) + {h(Y m,ρ
s )− h(Y m,ρ

u )} dmu,t.
Hence |δI(f, g, h)s,u,t| ≤ C|t−s|3H−

. By a standard argument, we complete the proof of the lemma.

4.2 Estimates of J̃
m,ρ
t and (J̃m,ρ

t )−1 on Ω
(m,dm)
0

We next proceed to the estimate of J̃m,ρ
t (ω) (ω ∈ Ω

(m,dm)
0 ) and their inverse. In this section too, we

assume (4.1). From now on, we always assume m satisfies (3.9). Since J̃m,ρ is also a solution to a
discrete RDE, one may expect similar estimates for J̃m,ρ to Y m,ρ. However, the coefficient of the RDE
of J̃m,ρ is unbounded, we cannot apply the same proof as the one of Y m,ρ and we need to prove the
boundedness of J̃m,ρ in advance. We give an estimate of J̃m,ρ by combining the group property of J̃m,ρ

and a similar argument to the estimate of Y m,ρ. First, we observe the following. For s ≤ t, s, t, τ ∈ Dm

with t+ τ ≤ 1, let us define

Is,t(Y
m,ρ
τ , θτB) = J̃m,ρ

t (Y m,ρ
τ , θτB)− J̃m,ρ

s (Y m,ρ
τ , θτB)

− (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
s (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB))[J̃m,ρ
s (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)](θτB)s,t

−D ((Dσ)[σ]) (Y m,ρ
s (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB))[J̃m,ρ
s (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)](θτB)s,t

− ρ(Dc)(Y m,ρ
s (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB))[J̃m,ρ
s (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)](θτd
m)s,t

− (Db)(Y m,ρ
s (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB))[J̃m,ρ
s (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)](t− s).
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We may write Is,t(ξ,B) = Is,t for simplicity. Note that

I0,t−u(Y
m,ρ
u , θuB) = J̃m,ρ

t−u (Y
m,ρ
u , θuB)− I − (Dσ)(Y m,ρ

u )[I]Bu,t −D((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
u )[I]Bu,t

− ρ(Dc)(Y m,ρ
u )[I]dmu,t − (Db)(Y m,ρ

u )[I](t − u), (4.6)

where I denotes the identity operator and we refer the notation D((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
u )[I]Bu,t to (3.2). By

(4.6), if I0,t−u(Y
m,ρ
u , θuB) and t− u is sufficiently small, then we see J̃m,ρ

t−u (Y
m,ρ
u , θuB) is invertible.

Lemma 4.4. Let s, t, τ, τ ′ ∈ Dm with τ ′ ≤ s ≤ t and t+ τ ≤ 1. Then

Is,t(Y
m,ρ
τ , θτB) = I0,t−s(Y

m,ρ
s+τ , θs+τB)J̃m,ρ

s (Y m,ρ
τ , θτB)

= Is−τ ′,t−τ ′(Y
m,ρ
τ ′+τ , θτ ′+τB)J̃m,ρ

τ ′ (Y m,ρ
τ , θτB).

Proof. These follows from the definition and the following identity. Let u ≥ s.

Y m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB) = Y m,ρ
u+τ (ξ,B) = Y m,ρ

u−s (Y
m,ρ
s+τ , θs+τB),

J̃m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB) = J̃m,ρ
u−s(Y

m,ρ
s+τ , θs+τB)J̃m,ρ

s (Y m,ρ
τ , θτB),

(θτΞ)u,t = (θs+τΞ)u−s,t−s for Ξ = B,B, dm.

Definition 4.5. Let p = (H−)−1 and q = (2H−)−1. For (1, Bs,t,Bs,t)0≤s≤t≤1, we define

w(s, t) = ‖B‖p[s,t],p-var + ‖B‖q[s,t],q-var, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1,

where ‖ ‖[s,t],r-var denotes the r-variation norm. Also we define w̃(s, t) = w(s, t) + |t− s|.

Note that the variables s, t move in [0, 1] and B and B are random variables defined on Ω0 and so
are w(s, t) and w̃(s, t).

We give estimates for J̃m,ρ and Is,t(Y
m,ρ
τ , θτB) by using w̃. First we note that the following estimate.

Lemma 4.6. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 and suppose (4.1) holds. There exists 0 < δ ≤ 1 and C3 which depend

only on σ, b, c,H such that for all 0 ≤ s < t ≤ 1, s, t ∈ Dm with w̃(s, t) ≤ δ the following estimates hold:
∣

∣Y m,ρ
t − Y m,ρ

s − σ(Y m,ρ
s )Bs,t − ((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ

s )Bs,t − ρc(Y m,ρ
s )dms,t − b(Y m,ρ

s )(t− s)
∣

∣

≤ C3w̃(s, t)
3H−

.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to that of Lemma 4.1 noting that for all s, t ∈ Dm,

|Bs,t| ≤ w̃(s, t)H
−

, |Bs,t| ≤ w̃(s, t)2H
−

, |dms,t| ≤ w̃(s, t)2H
−

.

Note that the last estimate above follows from ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 . In the present case, for example, we need

to change the sentence “maximum u = tl satisfying |u− s| ≤ |t− s|/2” to “maximum u = tl satisfying
w̃(s, u) ≤ w̃(s, t)/2”. For this l, we see w̃(tl+1, t) ≤ 1

2w̃(s, t). We omit the detail.

Lemma 4.7. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 and suppose (4.1) holds. There exist 0 < δ ≤ 1 and C4 > 0 such that for

any t, τ ∈ Dm with w̃(τ, τ + t) ≤ δ and t+ τ ≤ 1, the following estimate holds.

|I0,t(Y m,ρ
τ , θτB)| ≤ C4w̃(τ, τ + t)3H

−

, (4.7)

where δ, C4 are constants depending only on σ, b, c,H.
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Proof. Below, we write w̃τ (s, t) = w̃(s+ τ, t+ τ) and C is a constant depending only on σ, b, c,H which
may change line by line. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.1. We take δ smaller than δ in
Lemma 4.6. For simplicity we write tk = τmk . It suffices to consider the case where τ ≤ 1 − 2−m. We
consider the following claim depending on a positive integer K.

(Claim K) (4.7) holds for all τ and tk satisfying τ + tk ≤ 1, w̃τ (0, tk) ≤ δ and 1 ≤ k ≤ K.

Since I0,t1 = I0,t1(Y
m,ρ
τ , θτB) = 0 holds for all τ , (Claim 1) holds for C4 = 0 and any δ. We assume

(Claim K) holds and we will find the condition on C4 and δ independent of K under which (Claim
K + 1) holds. Assume the case K holds for a positive constant C4 and δ. Suppose τ + tK+1 ≤ 1
and w̃τ (0, tK+1) ≤ δ, where K ≥ 1. Define 0 ≤ tl < tK+1 as the maximum number such that
w̃τ (0, tl) ≤ w̃τ (0, tK+1)/2. On the other hand, for tl+1, we have w̃τ (tl+1, t) ≤ w̃τ (0, t)/2. We will write
u = tl and t = tK+1. By (Claim K), we have

|I0,u(Y m,ρ
τ , θτB)| ≤ C4(w̃τ (0, t)/2)

3H−

, (4.8)

|I0,t−tl+1
(Y m,ρ

tl+1+τ , θtl+1+τB)| ≤ C4(w̃τ (0, t)/2)
3H−

. (4.9)

The estimate (4.8) implies

|J̃m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)− I| ≤ C4(w̃τ (0, t)/2)
3H−

+ Cw̃τ (0, t)
H−

+ Cw̃τ (0, t)
2H−

≤ {C4(δ/2)
2H−

+ C}w̃τ (0, t)
H−

,
(4.10)

|J̃m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)− I − (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
τ )Bτ,u+τ | ≤ {C4(δ/2)

H−

+ C}w̃τ (0, t)
2H−

. (4.11)

For simplicity, we write I0,t = I0,t(Y
m,ρ
τ , θτB) and set (δI)0,u,t = I0,t − I0,u − Iu,t. Hereafter we will

estimate (δI)0,u,t and Iu,t. By the results on them and the inductive assumption, we will obtain a bound
of I0,t

First we consider (δI)0,u,t. Denote by (δI)σ0,u,t, (δI)
b
0,u,t and (δI)c0,u,t the terms in (δI)0,u,t being

concerned with σ, b and c, respectively. Then we have

(δI)b0,u,t = −(Db)(Y m,ρ
τ )[I]t+ (Db)(Y m,ρ

τ )[I]u

+ (Db)(Y m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB))[J̃m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)](t− u)

=
{

(Db)(Y m,ρ
u+τ )[J̃

m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)]− (Db)(Y m,ρ
τ )[I]

}

(t− u)

(δI)c0,u,t = ρ
{

(Dc)(Y m,ρ
u+τ )[J̃

m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)]− (Dc)(Y m,ρ
τ )[I]

}

dmu+τ,t+τ

and

(δI)σ0,u,t = −(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
τ )[I]Bu+τ,t+τ −D((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ

τ )[I] (Bτ,τ+t − Bτ,τ+u)

+ (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
u+τ )[J̃

m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)]Bu+τ,t+τ

+D((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
u+τ )[J̃

m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)]Bu+τ,t+τ .

Here by getting the first and third terms together, we have

(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
u+τ )

[

J̃m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)− I −Dσ(Y m,ρ
τ )[I]Bτ,τ+u

]

Bu+τ,t+τ

+
{

(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
u+τ )[I]− (Dσ)(Y m,ρ

τ )[I]−D(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
τ )[σ(Y m,ρ

τ )Bτ,u+τ ]
}

Bu+τ,t+τ

+ (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
u+τ ) [Dσ(Y m,ρ

τ )[I]Bτ,τ+u]Bu+τ,t+τ
✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿

+D(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
τ )[σ(Y m,ρ

τ )Bτ,u+τ ]Bu+τ,t+τ
✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿

.
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Because of Chen’s identity, the summation of second and fourth term coincide

{

D((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
u+τ )[J̃

m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)]−D((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
τ )[I]

}

Bu+τ,t+τ

+ (−D((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
τ )[I] {Bτ,τ+u ⊗Bτ+u,τ+t})

✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿✿

.

Since the summation of terms with
✿✿✿✿

vanishes due to (3.2), we have

(δI)σ0,u,t = (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
u+τ )

[

J̃m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)− I − (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
τ )Bτ,u+τ

]

Bu+τ,t+τ

+
{

(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
u+τ )− (Dσ)(Y m,ρ

τ )−D(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
τ )[σ(Y m,ρ

τ )Bτ,u+τ ]
}

Bu+τ,t+τ

+
{

D((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
u+τ )[J̃

m,ρ
u (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)]−D((Dσ)[σ])(Y m,ρ
τ )[I]

}

Bu+τ,t+τ .

Thus, combining Lemma 4.6, (4.10) and (4.11) , we get

|(δI)σ0,u,t| ≤ Cw̃τ (0, t)
3H−

+ C
{

1 + C4(δ/2)
H−}

w̃τ (0, t)
3H−

,

|(δI)b0,u,t| ≤ C
{

1 + C4(δ/2)
2H−}

w̃τ (0, t)
1+H−

,

|(δI)c0,u,t| ≤ C
{

1 + C4(δ/2)
2H−}

w̃τ (0, t)
3H−

.

Hence,

|(δI)0,u,t| ≤ C
{

1 + C4δ
H−}

w̃τ (0, t)
3H−

.

We estimate Iu,t. We have Iu,t = Itl,t = (δI)tl ,tl+1,t + Itl,tl+1
+ Itl+1,t. It is clear that Itl,tl+1

= 0.
First we consider (δI)tl ,tl+1,t. Using Lemma 4.4 and (4.10), we get

|(δI)tl ,tl+1,t| =
∣

∣

{

I0,t−tl(Y
m,ρ
tl+τ , θtl+τB)− I0,tl+1−tl(Y

m,ρ
tl+τ , θtl+τB)

− Itl+1−tl,t−tl(Y
m,ρ
tl+τ , θtl+τB)

}

· J̃m,ρ
tl

(Y m,ρ
τ , θτB)

∣

∣

≤ C
{

1 + C4δ
H−}

w̃τ+tl(0, t− tl)
3H−

∣

∣J̃m,ρ
tl

(Y m,ρ
τ , θτB)

∣

∣,

where we have used a similar estimate of (δI)0,tl+1−tl,t−tl to (δI)0,u,t and note w̃τ+tl(0, t−tl) = w̃τ (tl, t) ≤
w̃τ (0, t). Next we consider Itl+1,t. Lemma 4.4 implies

Itl+1,t = I0,t−tl+1
(Y m,ρ

tl+1+τ , θ
m
tl+1+τB)J̃m,ρ

tl+1
(Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)

= I0,t−tl+1
(Y m,ρ

tl+1+τ , θ
m
tl+1+τB)Em,ρ(Y m,ρ

tl+τ , θtl+τB)J̃m,ρ
tl

(Y m,ρ
τ , θτB).

As (4.9), we already mention the estimate of the term I0,t−tl+1
. By (4.10) and the definition of Em,ρ

(see (3.4)), we obtain

|Itl+1,t| ≤ C4

(

1

2
w̃τ (0, t)

)3H−

{

1 +Cw̃τ (0, t)
H−}

∣

∣J̃m,ρ
tl

(Y m,ρ
τ , θτB)

∣

∣.

Hence noting |J̃m,ρ
tl

(Y m,ρ
τ , θτB)| ≤ 1 + C{1 + C4δ

H−}, we have

|Iu,t| ≤
{

C
{

1 +C4δ
H−}

+ C42
−3H−{

1 + CδH
−}}{

1 + C{1 + C4δ
H−}

}

w̃τ (0, t)
3H−

≤
{

C42
−3H−

+ C
{

1 + C4δ
H−}}{

1 + C{1 + C4δ
H−}

}

w̃τ (0, t)
3H−

≤
{

C42
−3H−

+ C
{

1 + C4δ
H−

+ (C4δ
H−

)2
}}

w̃τ (0, t)
3H−

.
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Consequently, noting I0,t = I0,u + (δI)0,u,t + Iu,t, we obtain

|I0,t| ≤
{

2C42
−3H−

+ C
{

1 + (C4δ
H−

) + (C4δ
H−

)2
}}

w̃τ (0, t)
3H−

.

Hence if C4 and δ satisfies C42
1−3H−

+C
{

1 + (C4δ
H−

) + (C4δ
H−

)2
}

≤ C4, then (4.7) holds in the case
of K + 1. Hence, (4.7) holds for any τ . One choice of C4, δ is

C4 =
3C

1− 21−3H−
, δ = min

{(

3C

1− 21−3H−

)− 1
H−

, 1

}

.

This completes the proof.

In order to obtain Lp estimate in Theorem 2.1, we need the estimate obtained by Cass-Litterer-
Lyons [3]. To this end, we introduce the number Nβ(w) which is defined for any control function w and
positive number β. We already used the notation w in Definition 4.5 and so this is an abuse in a certain
sense. For a control function w and a positive number β, let us define Nβ(w) and a nondecreasing
sequence {σi}∞i=0 ⊂ [0, 1] as follows.

(1) σ0 = 0.

(2) Let i ≥ 0 and write Ai = {s ∈ [0, 1] | s ≥ σi, w(σi, s) ≥ β}. Set σi+1 = inf Ai (resp. 1) if Ai 6= ∅
(resp. Ai = ∅).

(3) Nβ(w) = sup{i ≥ 0 | σi < 1}.

We have the following.

Lemma 4.8. Let w,w′ be any control functions and β, β′ > 0.

(1) There exist positive constants Cβ,β′ , C ′
β,β′ which are independent of w such that

Cβ,β′(Nβ′(w) + 1) ≤ Nβ(w) + 1 ≤ C ′
β,β′(Nβ′(w) + 1).

(2) If w(s, t) ≤ w′(s, t) (0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1) holds, then Nβ(w) ≤ Nβ(w
′).

(3) Let w̃(s, t) = w(s, t) + |t− s| (0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1). Then for any β ≥ 3, we have Nβ(w̃) ≤ N1(w).

Proof. All statements are easy to prove. We prove (3) only. Let {σ̃i}Nβ(w̃)
i=0 and {σi}N1(w)

i=0 be correspond-
ing increasing sequences. Then by the definition, we have w(σ̃i−1, σ̃i) ≥ 2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ Nβ(w̃). This
implies σi ≤ σ̃i (1 ≤ i ≤ Nβ(w̃)) and so the proof is finished.

In what follows, we write

Ñ(B) = 2Nβ(w̃)+1.

Lemma 4.9. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 and suppose (4.1) holds. There exists a positive integer m0 and β which

depends only on σ, b, c,H such that for all m ≥ m0 it holds that J̃m,ρ
t are invertible for all t ∈ Dm and

max
t∈Dm

{

|J̃m,ρ
t |, |(J̃m,ρ

t )−1|
}

≤ Ñ(B).
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Proof. Let δ and C4 be numbers given in Lemma 4.7. Let us take m satisfying 2−m ≤ δ. Let 0 < ε ≤ δ.
By Lemma 4.7, for t, τ satisfying w̃(τ, τ + t) ≤ ε and τ + t ≤ 1, we have

|J̃m,ρ
t (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)− I| ≤ C4ε
3H−

+C(εH
−

+ ε2H
−

+ ε),

where C is a constant depending only on σ, b, c. Hence, for sufficiently small ε which depends only on
C4, C, that is, depends only on σ, b, c, it holds that for any t, τ ∈ Dm with t+ τ ≤ 1 and w̃(τ, t+ τ) ≤ ε,
J̃m,ρ
t (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB) are invertible and

max
{

|J̃m,ρ
t (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)|, |J̃m,ρ
t (Y m,ρ

τ , θτB)−1|
}

≤ 2. (4.12)

By the definition of w, we see that there exists a constant CH−(≥ 1) such that for any 0 ≤ s < u <
t ≤ 1

w(s, t) ≤ CH− (w(s, u) + w(u, t)) .

For ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 , w (u, (u+ 2−m) ∧ 1) ≤ 2−m holds for any 0 ≤ u ≤ 1. Therefore, we get

w
(

s, (u+ 2−m) ∧ 1
)

≤ CH−

(

w(s, u) + 2−m
)

, 0 ≤ s ≤ u ≤ 1.

By using this, we get

w̃
(

s, (u+ 2−m) ∧ 1
)

≤ CH−

(

w̃(s, u) + 21−m
)

, 0 ≤ s ≤ u ≤ 1.

Let us take a positive number β and m such that

CH−

(

β + 21−m
)

≤ ε.

Note that β and m depends on CH− and ε. Let {σ̃i}Nβ(w̃)
i=0 be the increasing sequence defined by w̃ and

β. Let σ̂i = inf{t ∈ Dm | t ≥ σ̃i} (0 ≤ i ≤ Nβ(w̃)). Also set σ̂Nβ(w̃)+1 = 1. Then we have for all
0 ≤ i ≤ Nβ(w̃)

w̃(σ̂i, σ̂i+1) ≤ w̃
(

σ̃i, (σ̃i+1 + 2−m) ∧ 1
)

≤ CH−(w̃(σ̃i, σ̃i+1) + 21−m) ≤ ε. (4.13)

Take t(6= 0) ∈ Dm and choose j so that σ̂j−1 < t ≤ σ̂j (1 ≤ j ≤ Nβ(w̃) + 1). We have

J̃m,ρ
t (ξ,B) = J̃m,ρ

t−σ̂j−1
(Y m,ρ

σ̂j−1
, θσ̂i−1

B) · · · J̃m,ρ
σ̂2−σ̂1

(Y m,ρ
σ̂1

, θσ̂1B)J̃m,ρ
σ̂1

(ξ,B). (4.14)

By (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14), We obtain

max
t∈Dm

{

|J̃m,ρ
t (ξ,B)|, |J̃m,ρ

t (ξ,B)−1|
}

≤ 2Nβ(w̃)+1,

which completes the proof.

Lemma 4.10. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 and suppose (4.1) holds. Let m be a sufficiently large number as in

Lemma 4.9. There exists a positive number C5 which does not depend on m and depends on C̃(B) and
Ñ(B) polynomially such that

∣

∣J̃m,ρ
t − J̃m,ρ

s − (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
s )[J̃m,ρ

s ]Bs,t −D ((Dσ)[σ]) (Y m,ρ
s )[J̃m,ρ

s ]Bs,t

− ρ(Dc)(Y m,ρ
s )[J̃m,ρ

s ]dms,t − (Db)(Y m,ρ
s )[J̃m,ρ

s ](t− s)
∣

∣ ≤ C5|t− s|3H−

t, s ∈ Dm. (4.15)
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Proof. We already proved that there exists Ñ(B) such that |J̃m,ρ
t | ≤ Ñ(B) for all sufficiently large m

and t ∈ Dm. Noting this boundedness, we obtain desired result by the same proof as in Lemma 4.1 and
Lemma 4.2.

(J̃m,ρ
t )−1 also satisfies a similar estimate.

Lemma 4.11. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 and suppose (4.1) holds. Let m be a sufficiently large number as in

Lemma 4.9.

(1) We define ǫ̃m,ρ
τmi−1,τ

m
i

by

ǫ̃m,ρ
τmi−1,τ

m
i

= (J̃m,ρ
τmi

)−1 − (J̃m,ρ
τmi−1

)−1 + (J̃m,ρ
τmi−1

)−1

[

(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
τmi−1

)Bτmi−1,τ
m
i

+
∑

α,β

{

(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
τmi−1

)[(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
τmi−1

)eβ ]eα − (D2σ)(Y m,ρ
τmi−1

)[·, σ(Y m,ρ
τmi−1

)eα]eβ

}

Bα,β
τmi−1,τ

m
i

+ ρ(Dc)(Y m,ρ
τmi−1

)dmτmi−1,τ
m
i

+ (Db)(Y m,ρ
τmi−1

)∆m

]

.

Then it holds that

|ǫ̃m,ρ
τmi−1,τ

m
i
| ≤ 2Ñ (B)

(

1 + ‖Dσ‖+ ‖D ((Dσ)[σ]) ‖+ ‖Dc‖+ ‖Db‖
)3

∆3H−

m . (4.16)

(2) For all s, t ∈ Dm with s ≤ t, it holds that there exists a constant C6 which is defined by a polynomial
function of C̃(B) and Ñ(B) such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

(J̃m,ρ
t )−1 − (J̃m,ρ

s )−1 + (J̃m,ρ
s )−1

[

(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
s )Bs,t

+
∑

α,β

{

(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
s )[(Dσ)(Y m,ρ

s )eβ ]eα − (D2σ)(Y m,ρ
s )[·, σ(Y m,ρ

s )eα]eβ

}

Bα,β
s,t

+ ρ(Dc)(Y m,ρ
s )dms,t + (Db)(Y m,ρ

s )∆m

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C6|t− s|3H−

. (4.17)

Proof. (1) By the equation (3.3), we have

(J̃m,ρ
τmi

)−1 − (J̃m,ρ
τmi−1

)−1 = (J̃m,ρ
τmi−1

)−1
(

Em,ρ(ym,ρ
i−1 , θτmi−1

B)−1 − I
)

= (Jm,ρ
τmi−1

)−1

[

− (Dσ)(ym,ρ
i−1 )Bτmi−1,τ

m
i
−D((Dσ)[σ])(ym,ρ

i−1 )Bτmi−1,τ
m
i
− ρ(Dc)(ym,ρ

i−1 )d
m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

− (Db)(ym,ρ
i−1 )∆m +

∞
∑

l=2

{

−
(

(Dσ)(ym,ρ
i−1 )Bτmi−1,τ

m
i

+D((Dσ)[σ])(ym,ρ
i−1 )Bτmi−1,τ

m
i

+ ρ(Dc)(ym,ρ
i−1 )d

m
τm
i−1,τ

m
i
+ (Db)(ym,ρ

i−1 )∆m

)}l
]

.

By the geometric property Bα,β
s,t = Bα

s,tB
β
s,t −Bβ,α

s,t , we have

(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
s )[(Dσ)(Y m,ρ

s )Bs,t]Bs,t − (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
s )[(Dσ)(Y m,ρ

s )]Bs,t

= (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
s )[(Dσ)(Y m,ρ

s )eα]eβB
α
s,tB

β
s,t − (Dσ)(Y m,ρ

s )[(Dσ)(Y m,ρ
s )eα]eβB

α,β
s,t

= (Dσ)(Y m,ρ
s )[(Dσ)(Y m,ρ

s )eα]eβB
β,α
s,t .
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Using this and by the assumption of (3.9) and Lemma 4.9, we obtain the desired estimate.
(2) We have proved that (J̃m,ρ

t )−1 satisfies a similar equation to Y m,ρ
t and the norm can be estimated

as in Lemma 4.9. Hence, we can complete the proof in the same way as in Lemma 4.2.

We now give an estimate of discrete rough integral similarly to Lemma 4.3.

Lemma 4.12. Let ϕ be a C∞ function on R
n × L(Rn) × L(Rn) with values in L(Rd,Rl) whose all

derivatives and itself are at most polynomial order growth. Let

Im,ρ(ϕ)k

=

k
∑

i=1

{

ϕ
(

ym,ρ
i−1 ,M

m,ρ
i−1 , (M

m,ρ
i−1 )

−1
)

Bτmi−1,τ
m
i

+ ϕ
(

ym,ρ,Mm,ρ, (Mm,ρ)−1
)

·

i−1
Bτmi−1,τ

m
i

}

,

where ϕ(ym,ρ,Mm,ρ, (Mm,ρ)−1)·i−1 is the L(Rd ⊗R
d,Rl)-valued process such that

ϕ(ym,ρ,Mm,ρ, (Mm,ρ)−1)·i−1[v ⊗ w] = (D1ϕ)
(

ym,ρ
i−1 ,M

m,ρ
i−1 , (M

m,ρ
i−1 )

−1
)

[σ(ym,ρ
i−1 )v]w

+ (D2ϕ)
(

ym,ρ
i−1 ,M

m,ρ
i−1 , (M

m,ρ
i−1 )

−1
)

[(Dσ)(ym,ρ
i−1 )

[

Mm,ρ
i−1 ·

]

v]w

− (D3ϕ)
(

ym,ρ
i−1 ,M

m,ρ
i−1 , (M

m,ρ
i−1 )

−1
)

[(Mm,ρ
i−1 )

−1(Dσ)(ym,ρ
i−1 )[·]v]w

for v,w ∈ R
d. Here Di denotes the derivative with respect to the i-th variable of ϕ.

Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 and suppose (4.1). We have ‖Im,ρ‖H− ≤ C7, where C7 depends on σ, b, c, ϕ, C(B),

Ñ(B) polynomially.

Proof. We already proved Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 4.11. Hence the proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.3.

So far, we have given deterministic estimates of our processes based on C̃(B) and Ñ(B). We now
give Lp estimate of our processes. The following result is due to [3]. See [5] also.

Lemma 4.13. Assume that the covariance R satisfies Condition 2.3. Let w be the control function
defined in Definition 4.5. Then for any β > 0, there exists a positive number c which depends only on
H and β such that

µ (Nβ(w) ≥ r) ≤ e−cr4H . (4.18)

The following is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.13. Note that Nβ(w̃) is a
random variable defined on Ω0.

Corollary 4.14. Assume the same assumption in Lemma 4.13. A similar estimate to (4.18) holds for
Nβ(w̃).

By these results, under additional assumption on the covariance of (Bt), we obtain Lp estimate of
several quantities.

Lemma 4.15. Assume that Condition 2.3 and (4.1) are valid. Let Ñ(B), C5, C6 and C7 be the positive
numbers defined in Lemmas 4.9, 4.10, 4.11 and 4.12. Then we have

max
{

Ñ(B), C5, C6, C7

}

∈ ∩p≥1L
p(Ω0).

In particular

sup
m

∥

∥

∥
max
t∈Dm

{

|J̃m,ρ
t (ξ,B)|, |J̃m,ρ

t (ξ,B)−1|
}

1
Ω

(m,dm)
0

∥

∥

∥

Lp
< ∞.
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Consequently we obtain the following estimate. Note that Z̃m,ρ
t is defined in Definition 3.5. Also re-

call that the notion of {a′m}-order nice discrete process was introduced and the definition of supt,ρ |Y m,ρ
t −

Yt| = O(a′m) was given in Definition 2.12.

Theorem 4.16. Assume Condition 2.3 and (4.1). Furthermore, we assume that there exists a non-
negative random variable X ∈ ∩p≥1L

p(Ω0) and a positive sequence {am} which converges to 0 such that

|dms,t| ≤ amX|t − s|2H−

for all s, t ∈ Dm, ω ∈ Ω0. Set εm = max{∆3H−−1
m , am}. Then we have the

following.

(1) It holds that {Z̃m,ρ}m is a {εm}-order nice discrete process independent of ρ.

(2) It holds that supt,ρ |Y m,ρ
t − Yt| = O(εm) in the sense of Definition 2.12 (2).

Proof. (1) These follows from the estimate of discrete Young integral, Proposition 3.6 and the uniform
and Hölder estimates for J̃m,ρ

t and (J̃m,ρ
t )−1. (2) follows from (1).

Remark 4.17. In Lemma 4.15, we assume the covariance function R satisfies Condition 2.3 to prove
the integrabilities of J̃m,ρ

t , (J̃m,ρ
t )−1. Actually we can obtain similar estimates to them without such as-

sumptions although we cannot prove their integrabilities because the estimates contain 2C̃(B). However,
such kind estimates actually are enough to prove the weak convergence of (2m)2H− 1

2 (Ŷ m
2−m⌊2mt⌋ − Yt).

Remark 4.18. Let ω ∈ lim infm→∞Ω
(m,dm)
0 and suppose (2.27). By (4.15) and (4.17), we see that

{J̃m,ρ
t } and {(J̃m,ρ

t )−1} (m = 1, 2, . . .) are sequences of uniformly bounded and equicontinuous functions.
Hence, there exits at least one uniform limit respectively on ∪mDm. By the uniqueness of RDE, the limits
are equal to Jt and J−1

t respectively. Actually, we can prove limm→∞ J̃m,ρ
t exists for all t ∈ ∪mDm and

ω ∈ lim infm→∞Ω
(m,dm)
0 . By applying this result to the case where {Ŷ m

t } is the Milstein approximate
solution, we see that Jt and J−1

t also satisfy the same estimates as in (4.15) and (4.17) for all ω ∈ Ω0.

4.3 Estimates of Jτm
k
− J̃

m
τm
k

and J
−1
τm
k
− (J̃m

τm
k
)−1 on Ω

(m)
0

Again, we assumem satisfies (3.9). From now on, we will give estimates of Jτm
k
−J̃m

τm
k

and J−1
τm
k
−(J̃m

τm
k
)−1.

Note that J̃m
τm
k

= Mm
k = Mm,0

k is defined in (3.3) and Jt(ξ,B) = ∂ξY (t, ξ, B) is the solution of the
following RDE:

Jt = I +

∫ t

0
(Dσ)(Ys)[Js]dBs +

∫ t

0
(Db)(Ys)[Js]ds.

We define ǫ(J)τm
k−1,τ

m
k

by

Jτm
k

= Jτm
k−1

+ (Dσ)(ymk−1)[Jτmk−1
]Bτm

k−1,τ
m
k
+ (D2σ)(ymk−1)

[

Jτm
k−1

, σ(ymk−1)eα

]

eβB
α,β
τm
k−1,τ

m
k

+ (Dσ)(ymk−1)
[

(Dσ)(ymk−1)[Jτmk−1
]eα

]

eβB
α,β
τm
k−1,τ

m
k
+ (Db)(ymk−1)[Jτmk−1

]∆m

+ ǫ(J)τm
k−1,τ

m
k
. (4.19)

Lemma 4.19. Assume Condition 2.3. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m)
0 . Let

δm(J)k = −
k
∑

i=1

(

J̃m
τmi

)−1
ǫ(J)τmi−1,τ

m
i
.
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(1) It holds that

|ǫ(J)τm
k−1,τ

m
k
| ≤ C5∆

3H−

m , 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m,

where C5 is the constant in Lemma 4.10.

(2) {δm(J)k} is a {∆3H−−1
m }-order nice discrete process and

sup
k

|δm(J)k| = O(∆3H−−1
m ).

(3) For any natural number R, it holds that

J̃m
τm
k

= Jτm
k

(

I +

R
∑

r=1

(δm(J)k)
r

)

+ (J̃m
τm
k

− Jτm
k
)δm(J)Rk . (4.20)

In particular,

max
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

J̃m
τm
k

− Jτm
k

(

I +
R
∑

r=1

(δm(J)k)
r

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(∆(3H−−1)(R+1)
m ). (4.21)

(4) For any natural numbers L and R, it holds that

max
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(J̃m
τm
k
)−1 −

{

I +
L
∑

l=1

(

−
R
∑

r=1

(δm(J)k)
r

)l}

J−1
τm
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(∆(3H−−1)(L+1)
m ) +O(∆(3H−−1)(R+1)

m ).

Proof. Note that the recurrence relation for J̃m does not contain the term dm and so we do not need
assumptions on dm.
(1) This follows from Lemma 4.10 and Remark 4.18.
(2) This follows from the estimate of J̃m and Remark 2.14.
(3) From the definition of J̃m and (4.19), we have

Jτm
k

= J̃m
τm
k

+ J̃m
τm
k

k
∑

i=1

(

J̃m
τmi

)−1
ǫ(J)τmi−1,τ

m
i

= J̃m
τm
k

− J̃m
τm
k
δm(J)k

Hence J̃m
τm
k

− Jτm
k

= Jτm
k
δm(J)k + (J̃m

τm
k

− Jτm
k
)δm(J)k, which implies (4.20). Noting J̃m

τm
k

− Jm
τm
k

=

J̃m
τm
k
δm(J)k, we get (4.21).

(4) Note that

J−1
t − (J̃m

t )−1 = (J̃m
t )−1

(

J̃m
t − Jt

)

J−1
t

=
(

J−1
t − (J̃m

t )−1
)(

Jt − J̃m
t

)

J−1
t + J−1

t

(

J̃m
t − Jt

)

J−1
t .

Iterating this L times and using the result in (1), we get

J−1
t − (J̃m

t )−1 =
(

J−1
t − (J̃m

t )−1
)[(

Jt − J̃m
t

)

J−1
t

]L

+ J−1
t

(

J̃m
t − Jt

)

J−1
t

L−1
∑

l=0

[(

Jt − J̃m
t

)

J−1
t

]l

= −J−1
t

L
∑

l=1

[(

Jt − J̃m
t

)

J−1
t

]l − J̃m
t

[(

Jt − J̃m
t

)

J−1
t

]L+1
.
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and J̃m
t

[(

Jt − J̃m
t

)

J−1
t

]L+1
= O(∆

(3H−−1)(L+1)
m ). Thus

J−1
τm
k

− (J̃m
τm
k
)−1 = −J−1

τm
k

L
∑

l=1

[(

−Jτm
k

R
∑

r=1

(δm(J)k)
r +O(∆(3H−−1)(R+1)

m )

)

J−1
τm
k

]l

+O(∆(3H−−1)(L+1)
m )

= −J−1
τm
k

L
∑

l=1

[

−Jτm
k

(

R
∑

r=1

(δm(J)k)
r

)

J−1
τm
k

]l

+O(∆(3H−−1)(L+1)
m ) + LO(∆(3H−−1)(R+1)

m ),

which implies the estimate.

Remark 4.20. Summarizing above, we have the following. For any positive integer R, we have

J̃m
t − Jt = JtK

1,m,R
t + L1,m,R

t , (J̃m
t )−1 − J−1

t = K2,m,R
t J−1

t + L2,m,R
t , (4.22)

where K1,m,R and K2,m,R are {∆3H−−1
m }-order nice discrete processes and maxt |L1,m,R

t | + |L2,m,R
t | =

O(∆R
m).

4.4 Convergence of J̃
m,ρ
t and (J̃m,ρ

t )−1

Here we show convergence of J̃m,ρ
t and (J̃m,ρ

t )−1. For this end we set Nm,ρ
i = (−Mm,ρ

i )−1∂ρM
m,ρ
i and

show the following:

Lemma 4.21. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 . For the standard basis eα, we write z̃m,ρ,α

i = (z̃m,ρ
i , eα).

(1) We have

Nm,ρ
i =

d
∑

α=1

z̃m,ρ,α
i Im,ρ(ϕα)i −

d
∑

α=1

i
∑

j=1

Im,ρ(ϕα)j z̃
m,ρ,α
j−1,j +

3
∑

l=1

Il(N
m,ρ)i, (4.23)

where ϕα(x,M1,M2) (x ∈ R
n,M1,M2 ∈ L(Rn)) is an L

(

R
d,L(Rn)

)

-valued function such that

ϕα(x,M1,M2u)v = M2(D
2σ)(x)[M1eα,M2u]v, v ∈ R

d, u ∈ R
n.

Im,ρ(ϕα) is a discrete rough integral defined in Lemma 4.12. Explicitly, we have

ϕα

(

ym,ρ,Mm,ρ, (Mm,ρ)−1
)

·

i
[eγ ⊗ eδ ]

= −(Mm,ρ
i )−1(Dσ)(ym,ρ

i )
[

(D2σ)(ym,ρ
i ) [Mm,ρ

i eα,M
m,ρ
i ] eδ

]

eγ

+ (Mm,ρ
i )−1(D3σ)(ym,ρ

i )[σ(ym,ρ
i )eγ ,M

m,ρ
i eα,M

m,ρ
i ]eδ

+ (Mm,ρ
i )−1(D2σ)(ym,ρ

i )[(Dσ)(ym,ρ
i )[Mm,ρ

i eα]eγ ,M
m,ρ
i ]eδ

+ (Mm,ρ
i )−1(D2σ)(ym,ρ

i )[Mm,ρ
i eα, (Dσ)(ym,ρ

i )[Mm,ρ
i ]eγ ]eδ .
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Also

I1(N
m,ρ)i =

i
∑

j=1

(−Mm,ρ
j )−1(D2b)(ym,ρ

j−1)[z
m,ρ
j−1,M

m,ρ
j−1 ]∆m,

I2(N
m,ρ)i =

i
∑

j=1

(−Mm,ρ
j )−1

{

(Dc)(ym,ρ
j−1)[M

m,ρ
j−1 ]

+ ρ(D2c)(ym,ρ
j−1)[z

m,ρ
j−1,M

m,ρ
j−1 ]

}

dmτmj−1,τ
m
j
,

I3(N
m,ρ) is a {a′m}-order nice discrete process.

(2) supρ ‖Nm,ρ‖H− = O(a′m).

Proof. From (3.8), we have

Nm,ρ
i = Nm,ρ

i−1 + (−Mm,ρ
i )

−1
∂ρ

(

Em,ρ(ym,ρ
τmi−1

, θmτmi−1
B)
)

Mm,ρ
i−1 ,

which implies

Nm,ρ
i =

i
∑

j=1

(−Mm,ρ
j )−1

{

(D2σ)(ym,ρ
j−1)[z

m,ρ
j−1,M

m,ρ
j−1 ]Bτmj−1,τ

m
j

+D2((Dσ)[σ])(ym,ρ
j−1)[z

m,ρ
j−1,M

m,ρ
j−1 ]Bτmj−1,τ

m
j

}

+
i
∑

j=1

(−Mm,ρ
j )−1

{

(Dc)(ym,ρ
j−1)[M

m,ρ
j−1 ]d

m
τmj−1,τ

m
j
+ ρ(D2c)(ym,ρ

j−1)[z
m,ρ
j−1,M

m,ρ
j−1 ]d

m
τmj−1,τ

m
j

}

+
i
∑

j=1

(−Mm,ρ
j )−1(D2b)(ym,ρ

j−1)[z
m,ρ
j−1,M

m,ρ
j−1 ]∆m

=: Nm,ρ,1
i +Nm,ρ,2

i +Nm,ρ,3
i .

Using (Mm,ρ
j )−1 = (Mm,ρ

j−1)
−1(I − (Dσ)(ym,ρ

j−1)Bτmj−1,τ
m
j

+O(∆2H−

m )), we obtain

Nm,ρ,1
i =

i
∑

j=1

(−Mm,ρ
j−1)

−1
{

(D2σ)(ym,ρ
j−1)[z

m,ρ
j−1,M

m,ρ
j−1 ]Bτmj−1,τ

m
j

− (Dσ)(ym,ρ
j−1)

[

(D2σ)(ym,ρ
j−1)[z

m,ρ
j−1,M

m,ρ
j−1 ]Bτmj−1,τ

m
j

]

Bτmj−1,τ
m
j

+D2
(

(Dσ)[σ])(ym,ρ
j−1)

)

[zm,ρ
j−1,M

m,ρ
j−1 ]Bτmj−1,τ

m
j

+O(∆3H−

m )
}

.

By Bγ
s,tB

δ
s,t −Bγ,δ

s,t = Bδ,γ
s,t , we get

Nm,ρ,1
i =

d
∑

α=1

i
∑

j=1

z̃m,ρ,α
j−1 Im,ρ(ϕα)j−1,j +

i
∑

j=1

(Mm,ρ
j−1)

−1O(∆3H−

m ).

By using the summation by parts formula (2.29), we obtain the first, second term and the term I3(N
m,ρ)

on the right-hand side of (4.23). Noting supρ,i |zm,ρ
i−1 | = O(a′m), we see that Nm,ρ,2 and Nm,ρ,3 are {a′m}-

order nice discrete process. This finish the proof of (1). We can prove (2) using dm and z̃m,ρ,α are
{a′m}-order nice discrete processes, Lemma 4.10, Lemma 4.11, Lemma 4.12 and Theorem 4.16.
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Theorem 4.22. Under the same assumption and notation as Theorem 4.16, we have

sup
t,ρ

|J̃m,ρ
t − Jt| = O(εm), sup

t,ρ
|(J̃m,ρ

t )−1 − J−1
t | = O(εm)

in the sense of Definition 2.12 (2).

Proof. Note

J̃m,ρ
t − J̃m

t =

∫ ρ

0
∂ρ1M

m,ρ1
t dρ1 =

∫ ρ

0
(−Mm,ρ1

t )Nm,ρ1
t dρ1,

(J̃m,ρ
t )−1 − (J̃m

t )−1 =

∫ ρ

0
∂ρ1(M

m,ρ1
i )−1dρ1 =

∫ ρ

0
Nm,ρ1

i (Mm,ρ1
i )−1dρ1.

From Lemmas 4.9 and 4.21, we see supt,ρ |J̃m,ρ
t − J̃m

t | = O(εm) and supt,ρ |(J̃m,ρ
t )−1− (J̃m

t )−1| = O(εm).
This and Remark 4.20 yields the first assertion.

5 Proof of main theorem

In this section we show Theorem 2.1 under Conditions 2.3, 2.4, 2.5, 2.6, and 2.7. In this case, the imple-
mentable Milstein approximate solution, the Milstein approximate solution, and the first order Euler ap-
proximate solution. satisfy estimate (4.1) on Ω0. In addition, the Crank-Nicolson approximate solution

satisfies estimate (4.1) on Ω
(m)
0 . Hence Theorems 4.16 and 4.22 hold for εm = max{2−εm, 2−m(3H−−1)},

where ε is specified in Condition 2.4. We assume m is sufficiently large so that all the assumptions on
m which appeared in Section 4 hold.

5.1 Lemmas

We will give estimate of z̃m,ρ(ω) for ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 . Precisely, we prove

Lemma 5.1. There exists an positive integer m0 such that for all p ≥ 1 it holds that

sup
m≥m0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

sup
0≤ρ≤1

‖(2m)2H− 1
2 z̃m,ρ‖H−1

Ω
(m,dm)
0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp

< ∞.

We refer the readers to Definition 3.5 and (2.12) for definition of z̃m,ρ
k and Im. We decompose as

z̃m,ρ
k − Imk =

∑5
i=1 S

m,ρ,i
k , where

Sm,ρ,1
k =

k
∑

i=1

(Mm,ρ
i )−1

(

c(ym,ρ
i−1 )− c(ymi−1)

)

dmτmi−1,τ
m
i
,

Sm,ρ,2
k =

k
∑

i=1

(

(Mm,ρ
i )−1 − (Mm

i )−1
)

c(ymi−1)d
m
τmi−1,τ

m
i
,

Sm,ρ,3
k =

k
∑

i=1

((Mm
i )−1 − J−1

τmi
)c(ymi−1)d

m
τm
i−1,τ

m
i
, Sm,ρ,4

k =

k
∑

i=1

J−1
τmi−1,τ

m
i
c(ymi−1)d

m
τm
i−1,τ

m
i
,

Sm,ρ,5
k =

k
∑

i=1

(Mm,ρ
i )−1

(

ǫ̂mτmi−1,τ
m
i
− ǫmτmi−1,τ

m
i

)

.

We give estimates for each term Sm,ρ,i (1 ≤ i ≤ 5). First, we consider Sm,ρ,1.
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Lemma 5.2. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 . Then we have

‖(2m)2H− 1
2Sm,ρ,1‖2H− ≤ εmCGε sup

ρ
‖(2m)2H− 1

2 z̃m,ρ‖H− ,

where C depends only on C̃(B) and Ñ(B) polynomially and Gε is the random variable defined in
Lemma 2.10 (3).

Proof. We have

c(ym,ρ
i−1 )− c(ymi−1) =

∫ ρ

0
(Dc)(ym,ρ1

i−1 )[zm,ρ1
i−1 ]dρ1

and we obtain Hölder estimate of the discrete process
∥

∥

∥

∥

(

(Mm,ρ
i )−1

∫ ρ

0
(Dc)(ym,ρ1

i−1 )[Mm,ρ1
i−1 z̃m,ρ1

i−1 ]dρ1

)

i

∥

∥

∥

∥

H−

≤ C sup
ρ

‖z̃m,ρ‖H− .

Here C depends on the Hölder norms of ym,ρ,Mm,ρ. Combining the estimate ‖dm‖2H− ≤ 2−mεGε

(ω ∈ Ω0) and the discrete Young integral, we complete the proof.

Next, we consider Sm,ρ,4
k and Sm,ρ,5

k .

Lemma 5.3. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 . We have

J−1
τm
i−1,τ

m
i
c(ymi−1)d

m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

= −J−1
τmi−1

(Dσ)(Yτmi−1
)[c(Yτmi−1

)dmτmi−1,τ
m
i
]Bτmi−1,τ

m
i

+O(∆4H−

m ) +O(∆1+2H−

m ),

where the dominated random variables X for the terms O(∆4H−

m ) and O(∆1+2H−

m ) depend only on C̃(B)
and Ñ(B) polynomially.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.11 and Remark 4.18.

Lemma 5.4. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 . In both cases, Ŷ m

t = Y IM,m
t and Ŷ m

t = Y CN,m
t , we have the following

estimates. There exist R
n-valued bounded Lipschitz functions, ϕα,β,γ , ϕ̃α,β,γ on R

n (1 ≤ α, β, γ ≤ d)
such that

(Mm,ρ
i )−1

(

ǫ̂mτmi−1,τ
m
i

− ǫmτmi−1,τ
m
i

)

= (Mm,ρ
i−1 )

−1
∑

α,β,γ

{

ϕα,β,γ(Yτmi−1
)Bα,β,γ

τmi−1,τ
m
i

+ ϕ̃α,β,γ(Ŷ m
τmi−1

)Bα
τmi−1,τ

m
i
Bβ

τmi−1,τ
m
i
Bγ

τmi−1,τ
m
i

}

+O(∆4H−

m ) +O(∆1+H−

m ).

The dominated random variables X for the terms O(∆m)4H
−

and O(∆1+H−

m ) depend on C̃(B) and
Ñ(B) polynomially.

Proof. These identities follows from (2.17), (2.25) and Lemma 3.1 (3.10).

As we have shown in the above lemmas, we need estimates for weighted sum process for Wiener
chaos of order 3. We refer the readers to (2.18) and thereafter for definition of K3

m. Let ε′m = (2−m)ε
′

,
where ε′ is the positive number defined in Condition 2.7.
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Lemma 5.5. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 and Km ∈ K3

m.

(1) Let {Fm
t }t∈Dm be a discrete process satisfying |Fm

0 |+ ‖Fm‖H− ≤ C, where C is independent of m

and depends only on C̃(B) and Ñ(B) polynomially. Let Im(Fm)t =
∑⌊2mt⌋

i=1 Fm
τmi−1

Km
τmi−1,τ

m
i
. Then

it holds that

‖(2m)2H− 1
2 Im(Fm)‖2H− ≤ Cε′mG′

ε′ ,

where C depends polynomially on C̃(B), Ñ (B).

(2) We have

‖(2m)2H− 1
2Sm,ρ,4‖2H− + ‖(2m)2H− 1

2Sm,ρ,5‖2H− ≤ C
{

ε′mG′
ε′ + (2−m)

1
2
+H−−2H

}

,

where C depends polynomially on C̃(B), Ñ (B).

Proof. (1) By the assumption on the Hölder norm of Fm and Condition 2.7 and using the estimate of
discrete Young integral, we see that (1) holds.

(2) We use the decompositions in Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4. First, we consider the sum of
O(∆4H−

m ) and O(∆1+H−

m ). Let s = τmk < τml = t. We have

(2m)2H− 1
2

l−1
∑

i=k

(

O(∆4H−

m ) +O(∆1+H−

m )
)

≤ (2m)2H− 1
2 (l − k)(2−m)1+H−

C

= (2−m)
1
2
+H−−2HC(t− s),

where C depends on C̃(B) and Ñ(B) polynomially (Noting that 1
2 + H− − 2H > 0, this term is

negligible). The remaining main terms can be handled by the estimate in (1).

We consider the estimates of Sm,ρ,3. To this end, we set

Xm = ‖(2m)2H− 1
2 Im‖H− X =

∞
∑

m=1

√
εmXm. (5.1)

For for the definition of Im, see (2.12). Then from Condition 2.6, we have Mp = supm ‖Xm‖Lp < ∞ for
all p ≥ 1 and X ∈ ∩p≥1L

p(Ω0).

Lemma 5.6. Let ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 . We have

‖(2m)2H− 1
2Sm,ρ,3‖H− ≤ C

√
εmX + ε′mG′

ε′ + (2−m)
1
2
+H−−2H ,

where C depends on C̃(B), Ñ (B), Gε polynomially and X is defined by (5.1).

Proof. Let R be a positive integer. By (4.22), we have

Sm,ρ,3
k =

k
∑

i=1

(

K2,m,R
τmi

J−1
τmi

+ L2,m,R
τmi

)

c(ymi−1)d
m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

=

k
∑

i=1

(

K2,m,R
τmi

J−1
τmi−1

+K2,m,R
τmi

J−1
τmi−1,τ

m
i

+ L2,m,R
τmi

)

c(ymi−1)d
m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

= Sm,ρ,3,1
k + Sm,ρ,3,2

k + Sm,ρ,3,3
k
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Then with the help of the summation by parts formula (2.29), we have

Sm,ρ,3,1
k =

k
∑

i=1

K2,m,R
τmi

Imτmi−1,τ
m
i

= Imτm
k
K2,m,R

τm
k

−
k
∑

i=1

Imτmi−1
K2,m,R

τmi−1,τ
m
i
,

where Imτm
k

is defined by (2.12). From Remark 4.20, using X defined by (5.1), we have

‖(2m)2H− 1
2Sm,ρ,3,1‖H− ≤ ε

− 1
2

m X · εmC = C
√
εmX.

In a similar way to Lemma 5.5, we have

‖(2m)2H− 1
2Sm,ρ,3,2‖2H− ≤ Cε′mG′

ε′ .

The term ‖(2m)2H− 1
2Sm,ρ,3,3

k ‖H− becomes small for large R. The proof is completed.

Finally, we estimate Sm,ρ,2. Below, we write Nm,ρ
i = (−Mm,ρ

i )−1∂ρM
m,ρ
i .

Lemma 5.7. Let L be a positive integer. Then it holds that

(Mm,ρ
i )−1 − (Mm

i )−1 =

L−1
∑

l=1

∫

0<ρl<···<ρ1<ρ
dρ1 . . . dρl N

m,ρ1
i · · ·Nm,ρl

i (Mm
i )−1

+

∫

0<ρL<···<ρ1<ρ
dρ1 . . . dρLNm,ρ1

i · · ·Nm,ρL
i (Mm,ρL

i )−1. (5.2)

Proof. Noting ∂ρ(M
m,ρ
i )−1 = −(Mm,ρ

i )−1∂ρM
m,ρ
i (Mm,ρ

i )−1 = Nm,ρ
i (Mm,ρ

i )−1, we have

(Mm,ρ
i )−1 − (Mm

i )−1 =

∫

0<ρ1<ρ
dρ1 N

m,ρ1
i (Mm,ρ1

i )−1

=

∫

0<ρ1<ρ
dρ1N

m,ρ1
i (Mm

i )−1 +

∫

0<ρ1<ρ
dρ1N

m,ρ1
i

{

(Mm,ρ1
i )−1 − (Mm

i )−1
}

=

∫

0<ρ1<ρ
dρ1N

m,ρ1
i (Mm

i )−1 +

∫

0<ρ1<ρ
dρ1N

m,ρ1
i

∫

0<ρ2<ρ1

dρ2 N
m,ρ2
i (Mm,ρ2

i )−1.

Iterating this calculation, we are done.

Lemma 5.8. For ω ∈ Ω
(m,dm)
0 , we have

‖(2m)2H− 1
2Sm,ρ,2‖H−

≤ C
{

εmGε sup
ρ

‖(2m)2H− 1
2 z̃m,ρ‖H− +

√
εmX + ε′mG′

ε′ + (2−m)
1
2
+H−−2H

}

,

where C depends on C̃(B), Ñ (B) polynomially and X is defined by (5.1).

Proof. We use the same notation used Lemmas 4.21 and 5.7. Set

Ñm,ρ1,...,ρl
i =

l
∏

r=1

{

Nm,ρr
i −

d
∑

α=1

z̃m,ρr ,α
i Im,ρr(ϕα)i

}

,

Rm,ρ1,...,ρl
i = Nm,ρ1

i · · ·Nm,ρl
i − Ñm,ρ1,...,ρl

i .
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Note that the product
∏l

r=1 in the above equation should be taken according to the order. Then we

have Sm,ρ,2
k = Sm,ρ,2,1

k + Sm,ρ,2,2
k + Sm,ρ,2,3

k , where

Sm,ρ,2,1
k =

L−1
∑

l=1

∫

0<ρl<···<ρ1<ρ
dρ1 . . . dρl

k
∑

i=1

Ñm,ρ1,...,ρl
i (Mm

i )−1c(ymi−1)d
m
τmi−1,τ

m
i
,

Sm,ρ,2,2
k =

L−1
∑

l=1

∫

0<ρl<···<ρ1<ρ
dρ1 . . . dρl

k
∑

i=1

Rm,ρ1,...,ρl
i (Mm

i )−1c(ymi−1)d
m
τmi−1,τ

m
i
,

Sm,ρ,2,3
k =

∫

0<ρL<···<ρ1<ρ
dρ1 . . . dρL

k
∑

i=1

Nm,ρ1
i · · ·Nm,ρL

i (Mm,ρL
i )−1c(ymi−1)d

m
τmi−1,τ

m
i
.

We estimate the terms above.
By the definition, Rm,ρ1,...,ρl

i contains at least 1 product term of some z̃m,ρr ,α
i = (z̃m,ρr

i , eα) (1 ≤ r ≤
l). Thus, by the estimate of the discrete Young integral,

∥

∥

∥
(2m)2H− 1

2

·
∑

i=1

Rm,ρ1,...,ρl
i (Mm

i )−1c(ymi−1)d
m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

∥

∥

∥

2H−

≤ εmC ·Gε sup
ρ

‖(2m)2H− 1
2 z̃m,ρ‖H− ,

from which we obtain an estimate of Sm,ρ,2,2. We next consider Sm,ρ,2,1. Noting the identity (4.22), we
have

(Mm
i )−1 = (I +K2,m,R

τmi
)J−1

τmi
+ L2,m,R

τmi
.

Hence

k
∑

i=1

Ñm,ρ1,...,ρl
i (Mm

i )−1c(ymi−1)d
m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

=

k
∑

i=1

Ñm,ρ1,...,ρl
i (I +K2,m,R

τmi
)J−1

τmi−1
c(ymi−1)d

m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

+

k
∑

i=1

Ñm,ρ1,...,ρl
i (I +K2,m,R

τm
i

)J−1
τm
i−1,τ

m
i
c(ymi−1)d

m
τmi−1,τ

m
i

+

k
∑

i=1

Ñm,ρ1,...,ρl
i L2,m,R

τmi
c(ymi−1)d

m
τmi−1,τ

m
i
.

All terms can be treated in the similar way as Lemma 5.6 because Ñm,ρ1,...,ρl is a {εlm}-order nice
discrete process independent of ρ1, . . . , ρl.

Finally, we consider Sm,ρ,2,3
k . Noting that

sup
ρ1,...,ρL

‖Nm,ρ1 · · ·Nm,ρL‖H− = O(εLm),

we see that this term is small for large L. This completes the proof.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We write fm = supρ ‖(2m)2H− 1
2 z̃m,ρ‖H−1

Ω
(m,dm)
0

. By the estimate of above, there

exist ε′′ > 0 and random variables {Gm} and G defined on Ω0 which satisfy supm ‖Gm‖Lp < ∞ for all
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p ≥ 1 and G ∈ ∩p≥1L
p(Ω0) such that fm ≤ Gm + 2−mε′′Gfm. We write am = 2−mε′′ . By using this

inequality k-times and Theorem 4.16, we get

fm ≤
(

1 +
k
∑

l=1

almGl

)

Gm + ak+1
m Gk+1 · (2m)2H− 1

2 sup
ρ

‖z̃m,ρ‖H−1
Ω

(m,dm)
0

≤
(

1 +

k
∑

l=1

almGl

)

Gm + ak+1
m Gk+1 · (2m)2H− 1

2 εmG′,

where G′ ∈ ∩p≥1L
p(Ω0) which is independent of m. By taking k to be sufficiently large, we arrive at

the conclusion.

Remark 5.9. By Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.8, we obtain the following estimate: There exists ε > 0
such that

lim
m→∞

(2m)2H− 1
2
+ε
∥

∥‖Sm,ρ,2‖H−1
Ω

(m,dm)
0

∥

∥

Lp = 0.

Hence we arrive at the following lemma.

Lemma 5.10. There exists an positive and ε > 0 such that for all p ≥ 1 it holds that

lim
m→∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

sup
0≤ρ≤1

‖(2m)2H− 1
2
+ε(z̃m,ρ − Im)‖H−1

Ω
(m,dm)
0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp

= 0.

Proof. The assertion follows from Lemmas 5.2, 5.5, 5.6 and Remark 5.9.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Here we show Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Recall definition (2.13) of Rm. From (2.8), we can choose ε so that

0 < ε < min

{

H− −
(

2H − 1

2

)

,H−

}

.

We use the notation [t]−m = 2−m⌊2mt⌋. Writing τmk = [t]−m, we have

Rm
t = Rm

τm
k

+ (Rm
t −Rm

[t]−m
)

= Rm
τm
k
1
Ω

(m,dm)
0

+Rm
τm
k
1
(Ω

(m,dm)
0 )∁

+ (Rm
t −Rm

[t]−m
),

which implies

max
t

|Rm
t | ≤ max

k
|Rm

τm
k
1
Ω

(m,dm)
0

|+max
k

|Rm
τm
k
1
(Ω

(m,dm)
0 )∁

|+max
t

|Rm
t −Rm

[t]−m
|. (5.3)

We consider the third term in (5.3). We decompose Rm
t −Rm

[t]−m
into two terms;

Φm
1 (t) = Ŷ m

t − Yt − (Ŷ m
[t]−m

− Y[t]−m
), Φm

2 (t) = J[t]−mI
m
[t]−m

− JtI
m
t .
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The definition of Ŷ m
t and Yt and the Hölder continuity of JIm imply

max
t

|Φm
1 (t)| ≤ C̃(B)(2m)−H−

, max
t

|Φm
2 (t)| ≤ ‖JIm‖H− (2m)−H−

,

respectively. Hence

(2m)2H− 1
2
+εmax

t
|Rm

t −Rm
[t]−m

| ≤ C̃(B)(2m)2H− 1
2
−H−+ε

+ (2m)2H− 1
2 ‖JIm‖H− · (2m)−(H−−ε).

By the definition of C̃(B) and Condition 2.6, the random variable on the right hand side in this inequality
converges to 0 in Lp.

We consider the second term in (5.3). Noting

(2m)2H− 1
2
+εRm

τm
k
1
(Ω

(m,dm)
0 )∁

= (ŷmk − ymk ) · (2m)2H− 1
2
+ε1

(Ω
(m,dm)
0 )∁

+ Jτm
k

· (2m)2H− 1
2 Imτm

k
· (2m)ε1

(Ω
(m,dm)
0 )∁

,

we have

(2m)2H− 1
2
+εmax

k
|Rm

τm
k
1
(Ω

(m,dm)
0 )∁

| ≤ max
k

|ŷmk − ymk | · (2m)2H− 1
2
+ε1

(Ω
(m,dm)
0 )∁

+
(

max
k

|Jτm
k
|
)

(2m)2H− 1
2 ‖Im‖H− · (2m)ε1

(Ω
(m,dm)
0 )∁

.

The both terms converge to 0 in Lp from (2.19). In addition, we used Lemma 4.2 in the first term and
Condition 2.6, Lemma 4.15 and Remark 4.18 in the second term.

Next we consider the first term in (5.3). Note

Rm
τm
k
1
Ω

(m,dm)
0

= (ŷmk − ymk − Jτm
k
Imτm

k
)1

Ω
(m,dm)
0

=

∫ 1

0
{J̃m,ρ

τm
k

z̃m,ρ
k − Jτm

k
Imτm

k
}1

Ω
(m,dm)
0

dρ

and

{J̃m,ρ
τm
k

z̃m,ρ
k − Jτm

k
Imτm

k
}1

Ω
(m,dm)
0

= J̃m,ρ
τm
k

·
(

z̃m,ρ
k − Imτm

k

)

1
Ω

(m,dm)
0

+
(

J̃m,ρ
τm
k

− Jτm
k

)

1
Ω

(m,dm)
0

· Imτm
k
.

The first term in the right-hand side converges to 0 due to Lemmas 4.15 and 5.10. The second term
converges to 0 follows from Theorem 4.22.

From this we have

(2m)2H− 1
2
+εmax

k
|Rm

τm
k
1
Ω

(m,dm)
0

|

converges to 0 in Lp. We complete the proof.
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