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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 Y; (0 < ¢ < 1) and several approximate solutions th
of rough differential equations driven by a fractional Brownian motion with the Hurst parameter
1/3 < H < 1/2. We have a decomposition th —-Y: = JJI" + R}", where J; is a Jacobian of Y7,
I is a certain weighted sum process of Wiener chaos, and R}" is the remainder term. By the weak
convergence results and the Holder estimates of I]", we can see the weak convergence of the main
term (2™)2H=1/2 ], as m — co. The aim of this paper is to prove that the remainder term R}"
converges to 0 very fast in the sense that (2™)*#~1/2+¢ maxo<;<; |R*| — 0 in L? and almost surely
for some € > 0 as m — oo. To this end, we introduce an interpolation process Y;"* (0 < p < 1)
between Y, = ¥;"™" and Y; = ¥;"°, and give several estimates of the process of ¥;"* and 8,Y;"".
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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
T<H<3,

t t
Yt=§+/ U(Ys)stJr/ b(Ys)ds, 0<t<l,
0 0

and consider approximate solutions associated with the dyadic partition D,, = {T,T}%ZO, where 7" =
k2™, Our method can be applied to the case H = % too, that is, standard Brownian motion case.
However, we focus on the case H < % These approximate solutions essentially defined at the discrete
times D,,. We use the notation }A/;m to denote the approximate solution and denote the solution and
approximate solution at the discrete times D,, by {y,’f}%ﬁo and {g},’f}%ﬁo respectively. We introduce
an interpolation process {y, *}7., which is parameterized by p € [0,1] and satisfies y;n,o =y and
y;”’l = gy for all 0 < k < 2™. Note that {y,"”} is different from the standard linear interpolation
(1= p)y* + py;*. Let ZZL”’ = a,)y;””’ . We can represent the process {zlzn’p }iio by a constant variation
method by using a certain matrix valued process { M, ;n P }%Zo which approximate the derivative process
Jy = 0:Y;(£). The important point is that all processes {(y, ", z, ", M}, (M"*)~1)}2_, are solutions
of certain discrete RDEs and we can get good estimates of them. We study the error process by the
expression ;" — y' = fol z"Pdp and the estimates of {(y,"", 2", M,"", (M,T’p)_l)}. 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 R} = f/;m — Y, — J I converges to 0 faster than the rate (2m)_(2H ~2) in
LP (p > 1) and uniformly a.s. Here I is an weighted sum process of a certain Wiener chaos of order
2 and (27m)24 _%Ig” is expected to converge weakly in D([0,1],R™). In fact, the weak convergence of
(2m)2H _%I{” was established by Liu-Tindel [10] for a class of weighted processes. See Theorem 4.10 in
[10]. This property of I} justifies the word “smaller” for R}*. We think this result is new and useful
although the weak convergence of (27)2 _%(}Aﬁm —Y;) 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 I'™, that is, the uniform estimate of the LP norm of the H -Holder norm of
(2m)2H —1/2pm  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 ¢ 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 {(y, ", zp ", M, (M;""")~1)} and put the list of notations which we will use
in this paper. In Section 4, we give estimates for {(y;"’, 2", M;""*,(M;*”)~")} by using Davie’s
argument in [4]. Especially, we give LP estimates for M,zn ? and (M,zn ")~ by using the estimate of



Cass-Litterer-Lyons [3]. Thanks to this integrability, we can prove that (27)2H —%Rgn converges to 0 in
LP and uniformly a.s. In Section 5, we give a more precise estimate of {z,"”}. 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 A,, = 27" and 7" = k27 (0 < k < 2™) and write
Dy, = {r"}?", for the dyadic partition of [0,1]. We identify the set of partition points and the
partition. Let us consider a process F' = {F;}icp,, valued at t € D,,, which may be called a discrete
process. We write Fy; = F; — F; for s <t and define the discrete Holder norm by

‘F&t’

Fllp = ma .
1E o s,t€Dy,s#t |t — 5|0

(2.1)

The standard basis of R? is denoted by {e,}?_; and |z = max{n € Z | n < z} for x > 0.

2.1 Statement of main results

Let 1 be a Gaussian probability measure on Q = C([0,1],R%). We consider a d-dimensional fBm
Bi(w) = w(t) starting at 0, where w € . We assume that B has Hurst parameter % < H < % It
is well-known that there exists a canonical geometric Holder rough path (B,B) satisfying u(g) = 1,

where

Bsi(w)

IBBS,t(w)

sup (t — )22

0<s<t<1

< 00, Ssup
0<s<t<L1

Q= () {weQ <oo}. (2.2)

O<e<H

Note that Bs; = B, — Bs = Zizl(B? — B{)eq and B, = Zlgaﬁgd B:;ﬁea ®eg, where B:;ﬁ 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 e, ® eg ® e,-component of the third level rough paths will be denoted
by B?})ﬁvﬁ/'

Let o € CHR", L(RY,R")), b € CZ(R™,R") and consider an RDE on R",

Yi(€,B) =€+ /0 o(Ya(€, B))dB, + /0 bYL(€ B))ds, 0<t<1 (2.3)

We may omit writing the starting point ¢ and the driving process B in Y;(§, B).
Let m be a positive integer and introduce the implementable Milstein approximate solution YtIM’m,
Crank-Nicolson approximate solution YtCN’m, the Milstein approximate solution YtM’m, and the first

order Euler approximate solution Y¥¥™, We use the common notation {th}te[o’” to denote these four
approximate solutions. They are defined inductively as follows: YOIM’m = YOCN’m = YOM’m = YOFE’m =¢



and

k-1

M IM;m ™,m ™Mmy | 1
Y; Y m (Y m )BTIT—vt + ((DO’)[O’])(YTm ) |:§B7'1let X B—,—I’;Vipt

+ b(Y%}{I )t =T,

CN, CN, 1 CN, CN,
Y, "= YT;?ilm + 2 (U(Yrﬁ1m) + O'(Y; m) BT}?llvt
1 CN, CN,
+5 <b(YT£11m) +b(Y; ’”)) (t—7"1),
yMm = Yl\flm + U(YT%T)BT,;[l,t + ((DU)[U])(YTI,\;/’[LT)B oot by (=T,
VT = Yot 4 o (V™) B o+ (Do)lo])( FEm[ Ejaw8% tfq

+b(Y, F;? (=),

for every 7" | <t < 7" and 1 < k < 2™. In the above, we omit writing the initial value { for the
solution and we used the following simplified notation:

((Da)[o))(y)[v ® w] = Da(y)lo(y)v]w (2.4)

for y € R”, v,w € R% A similar function is defined in (3.2). In this notation, we have

d
(Do) | §Ber ® Bee| = 30 SO Wol)eales B (25)
a,B=1
d
(Do)[o])(y)Bse = Y %(DJ)(ZJ)[U( JealesBSy, (2.6)
a,B=1
d
(Do [ Z ea ® el B?t) I| = Z %(DU)(?J)[U(y)ea]eaE[(Bgt)z]' (2.7)
a=1

Since the Crank-Nicolson scheme is an implicit scheme, we need to define the scheme in a smaller
set of Q(()m). To this end and for the later use, we fix a smaller positive number H~ than H as follows:

1 1
max{g, 2H—§}<H_<H. (2.8)

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

IB%s,t(OJ) 1
@—@M‘Si}

Note that limy, ,u(Q((]m)) = 1. Since Do and Db are bounded function, the mapping

sup
[t—s|<2—m

sup

m 1
Qé ) = {w € Qo < 5, e

o <

1 1
v+ 5 (o) +0(0) Brn o+

5 (b(m) +b(v)) (t —7ly), mlyst<7



(m)

is a contraction mapping for any 7 and w € €2
w € Q(()m) for large m. For definiteness, we set YtCN’m =¢forwe Q) Q(()m)

Here we prepare minimal notation to state our main result. Note that J; = 0¢Y;(£) € L(R™) and its
inverse J; ! is the solution to the following RDEs:

CN,m

for large m. Therefore, Y, is uniquely defined for

t t
Ji=T+ [ (Do)(Va)(LddBu+ [ (DB)Y)(2ddu (2.9)
0 0
t t
Jh=1- / J Y Do) (Y,)dB, — / J Y Db)(Y,)du. (2.10)
0 0
Set
1
dIM m dCN mm — _B ® BT _ BTfm« 7—?717
Ti— 17T Ti—1T; 2 Tim1:T, Z1T, i1
" . 1 d (2.11)
,m _ UL — _ 2H m m,
d,[.ljrzlﬂ.{n - 0, d,[.lm17 m — 9 Z_: ® eaA B 1T]

We write d™M™ = {dITI:m/f’fbﬁn}?:l and so on. Let d™ = {d?}fuT?}?:l be dMm  geNm - gMm op gFEm
These quantities arise from the difference between the second level rough paths and their approximations

in each scheme. See also the next subsection.
For ¢ = ((Do)[o]) and d™, set

L277LtJ
I = I™(c,d™) Z Tt e(Yom ) om. (2.12)

1

We use the common notation {I/"},cp,. for all the case d™ = d™M™ dCN-m gMm gFEm Iy what follows,
Y™ d™, and I should correspond with an approximation scheme under consideration.

Theorem 2.1. Let Y; be the solution to RDE (2.3) driven by the fBm (By) with the Hurst parameter
% < H < % Consider the implementable Milstein, Crank-Nicolson, Milstein or first order Euler scheme

and let f/;m and Ij" be their counterparts. Set
RI'=Y™ —Y; — JI". (2.13)
Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that 2m(2H-3+¢) maxy |R"| — 0 in LP for all p and almost surely.

Remark 2.2. Let d™ = d™™ = N In this case, due to Chen’s identity, d"2 N m = (dm L Ca ®

,7_

eg) is given by

m,o,8 a B _ pop
d 77L I;?L - BTk 17Tk lefil’le)’L BT]zn;17T;én'
Note that d:n,;’i’i,;” = —d:ngiﬁ 1a7n holds. Furthermore, {(2m)2H 2 JiI{" Yo<t<1 weakly converges to
c Y / T (D) (V) [0 (Vs )ealepd Vo (2.14)
1<a,8<d

0<t<1

in D([0, 1], R™) with respect to the Skorokhod J;-topology. Here



(1) {Wta’ﬁ } (1 < o < B < d)is the 1d(d — 1) dimensional standard Brownian motion which is
independent of the fBm (B;) and W/ = —W™" (8> a), W** =0 (1 < a < d).

(2) Let a # . The constant C' is given by

C :{E[(Bg,’lﬁ)z] +2 Z E[Bg ’BBI(:’kB-i-l]
k=1

—_

o 1/2
(B(BE)M)?* — 5 Z E[B§ B 1)’ } -
=1

=
l\')

We proved this convergence in [2] under the assumption o,b € C;°. We see Ij* = 0 for the case
d™ = d™™ and can show a similar convergence for the case the case d™ = d*%™ (Liu-Tindel [10]).

Hence Theorem 2.1 implies that (27)24 _%(fﬁm —Y;) weakly converges to the process defined in
(2.14) in D(]0,1],R™) 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 R}".

2.2 Remarks on main results

Here we explain what ingredients are for our main result. Let Y; be the solution to RDE (2.3) and
consider the value Y; at the discrete time ¢ € D,,,. Namely, we treat Y; as a discrete process. For every
1 <k < 2™, we write y;* = Yrm and define e;”knllwl (&) by

e (&) =y — iy — o) Brpe e — (D)D) Brye e — DR ) D (2.15)

where A,, =27 and we have used simplified notation (2.6). In our case, € | om (£) can be written as

a sum of iterated integrals relative to B; and t and they become small as m — oco. We refer the readers
to (2.25) for the explicit form.
Approximate solutions {YIMm imo, {Y(f,{\]m imo, {Y o k o> and {YszE’m}zzO also satisfy similar

but a little bit different equations. We use the common notation {}A/;m}te[o,l] to denote these four
approximate solutions and write §;* = Yfgn to describe the values at the discrete times D,, only in
the same way as y;" = Yrm. By choosing {éﬂzn m( )}, € R™ and {d:_rlirrilﬂ_;;n}zzl C RY @ R? and
c € CZ(R™, L(R?Y®@R?,R"™)), these approximate equations can be written as the following common form:
g = € and
g1 = Oie1 + o (01) Brp o + (Do) [0]) (G52 1) B | m + 0(05%1) Am
-+ C(ij‘n—l)d?zfilﬁgl + é;rlim—l’len(g)7 1 S k’ S 2m (216)

Clearly, {YtM’m}te D,, satisfies this equation for d;’zn w=dn" . =0and ém | am (&) = 0. We explain

17k The15Th

more precisely what ¢, d™, €™() are. In all cases, ¢ is given by

c(x)(v @ w) = (Do) (x))[o(z)v]w.

The case of implementable Milstein Y™™ The equation (2.16) holds for dfl’;n1 om = dn\i T’len and
é:'r;’il,rgl (g) = 0.



The case of Crank-Nicolson YN™  Set d;’zni .

for YIMm Tt w e Q((]m) and set

CN o ]
m = d m ’me, which is the same random variable as
k k—1""k

- 1 ! NG NG NG
et © = 3 ([ (0@ + 00 0l
0

~ (Do) B ] )8) B

1
w3 ([ 0+ o 109 A (2.17)

)

Then we see the Crank-Nicolson scheme satisfies (2.16) for w € Qém . Indeed we have

—_— o(g") +o(Gi*1) b(Gi") + b(Gi1)
G =i = ey B e A

. 1/t X . X
= o(Gil1) By rr + 5 < /0 (Do)(gpty + Hy;T_Lm[yz”_Lk]dH) Brm  om

~m 1 ! ~m ~m ~m
+ (1) Am + 3 </0 (Db)(Jq + Hyk—l,k)[yk—l,k]d9> A,

~m ~1m 1
= OB o + (DTN | 3B o © B |

+ 0(Jr 1) Am + € m (8).

By the above equation, we have maxy |9} — 9;* | — o(9;2 ) Brn | | < CA2H™ | Hence it holds that
€7
k—1

o (€)] < CA3H™ . Note that the above constants depend only on the sup-norm of o, b, c and their
)

derivatives only due to w € Qém .

For the definiteness, we set g;* = & for w € Qg \ Q(()m). Hence {g;"} (w € Qo \ Qém)) does not satisfy
the recurrence relation (2.16) for {éﬁzni L (&)} which satisfies “the desired Holder condition”, which
stated in Lemma 2.10.

The case of first order Euler Y¥®™  In this case, by setting dizni
see that the equation (2.16) holds.

As above all approximation schemes satisfy (2.16)for suitable d™ and ¢"™(§). Below, we may use
the notation 622"1 L and eka,i o for éka,i L (&) and 622"1 L (£), respectively, if there are no confusion.

= 5™, and &n(€) = 0, we

m m
17k Te—1Tk

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

[27¢] [27¢] [2™¢]

m o m m __ m Am A
di =3 dyp, o =D &= &
=1

i=1 i=1
S 7
it does not holds that €, = Y; — Yy — 0(Ys)Bs — ((Do)[o])(Ys)Bs, — b(Ys)(t — s) for general s,t € Dy,
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 B{* be the a-th component of B; (1 < a < d). Then B},..., B{ are independent
Gaussian processes. Let R%(s,t) = E[BBf]. Then Vigp)-1(R%[s,1]*) < Colt — 5| holds for all
1<a<dand 0<s<t<1. Here V,(R%s,t?) denotes the p-variation norm of R® on [s,#]2.

Also we write dfy, = di* — df*, €y, = €' — €' and €, = &" — €7" for 5, € D, with s <t. (Note that



Condition 2.4. There exists ¢ > 0 and a non-negative random variable G, € Np>1LP(€) such that
d7| < (27™)EGt — s for all s,t € Dy,
Condition 2.5. Let w € ng). There exists a positive constant C' such that
| |+ €0 | SCART forall 1<k <2™

Here, C may be denoted by a polynomial of the sup-norm of o, 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

K8 = (B Y B o Bl o Vo

. =17 . . . =17
i—17"4 i=1 Ti—1Ti i—17"% =1

2m
{B%E,TFBTBZ”A,T?BZZEMJ”}izl ;1< B < d}' (2.18)

Here Bg;ﬁ "7 denotes the e, ® g ® ey-component of the third level rough paths which are constructed
from (B,B). Choose {K;?ﬁlﬁi’”}?:l from K2, and write K™ = ZZLZLH Kl m and Kg* = 0. We denote
the all {K{"}ep,, by K3,. Write K[, = K{" — KI™.

Condition 2.6. Let I™ be defined as before. For all p > 1, we have

sup |22 1™ - || 1o < o0
m

Condition 2.7. Let {K]"}icp,, € K2,. There exists ¢/ > 0 and a positive random variable GL € Np>1LP
such that

|(2m)2H_%K§Ze| < (@27 |t —sPHT G for all s,t € Dy,

Remark 2.8. Here we make a remark on the conditions above.

(On Condition 2.3) It is known that B; can be naturally lifted to (H~)~!-geometric rough path
(Bs,t,Bs+) under Condition 2.3. See [6, 7, 5]. Note that this condition holds for the fBm with the Hurst
parameter % < H< % 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

ONNS

(t —s)2H™

Bsﬂg w)

(t— )" | ocucr

C(B) = max{ sup
0<s<t<1

0<s<t<1

Under Condition 2.3, C'(B) € Np>1LP 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 % < H< % and d™ = d™Mm JONm gMm gFEm - Tn view of Condition 2.4 we introduce
the following set:

s<t,s,tEDm |t - 8|2H7 B



If the the Gaussian process B satisfies Condition 2.3, C(B) € N,>1LP(€2) holds for any 0 < H~ < H.
Under this integrability condition and Condition 2.4, we have for any p > 1, there exists C},, > 0 such
that

m <(Q((]m,dm))ﬁ) S Cp2—mp‘ (219)

(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 €™ and é™ satisfy
limy, o0 [|€™]|og— = 0 and lim,, o0 ||€™]|25- = 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 % <H< %
under the assumption that 0,0 € C;° 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 o € Cjf and b € C?
and we can use their result to check Condition 2.6 as follows. Note that f; = J; '¢(Y;) € L(R?®@ R4, R™)
and g; € L(R?, L(R? @ RY, R™)) defined by giv = (—J; ' Do (Y;)v)e(Y;) + J7De(Yy)[o(Y;)v] for v € R?
satisfy (4.12) in [10] because Y and J~! are solutions to (2.3) and (2.10), respectively. Hence from
Corollary 4.9 in [10], we get ”(2m)2H_%IZ%HLP <C(t— s)% 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 3+ < H < 3.

Lemma 2.9. Assume B is a d-dimensional fBm with % < H< % Let d™ be d™Mm ONm - gMm o
d¥Em - Condition 2.4 is satisfied.

Proof. Since

d
FEm a8 1 N 2 2H
At == 3 B mea®ep = 5 {(Bin, n) = A1 ea @,
1<a#p<d a=1
m,a, 3 o . . . .
all components of dﬁz@ L dngl7T£7L = (d™, eq ® eg)ragrd, are written by a linear combination of

B a,B 2 2
B, n Bl s B py (B, ) = B{(Bin, 0}, o # 5.

Hence we may assume dm am 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[Ba BB B BB ”<C w i
Ry Sy e Sty KL K R YL 22mH ’

_ 2
‘E |:BOMB BOMB } ‘ < C w
,7_]’27117,7_;” m ,Tl’!?L _ )

TI—1s 22mH
— 2
‘E {( a )2_A2H)(Bo¢ )2—A2H)”<C ‘k_lFH §
T m ) By o m )| SO\ Tgamr ) >
which implies
1 4H—-1
E[|dg, J<c <2—m> (t—s) for s <t,s,t € Dy,.



By using the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, we get

1\ CH-}) .,
Hd |P] < C, < > (t—s)2 for s <t,s,t € Dy,. (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 < e < 1, let

dm
Gme = (2m)2H__ max |
$,t€ Dy, sF#L |t _ 8|

Then by (2.20), sup,), ||Gm.e|lLr < oo for all p > 1. This can be checked as follows. Let (CZ{”)te[o,l] be
the piecewise linear extension of (di")tep,,. By (2.20), we have

1\ @E-3)
E[|d" — d™P) < 3P~ 'C <—> It —s|2
t S — p om :

By the Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey inequality, we have for any p,8 > 0

dpr — d |\ /’/r@ — dpp
dsdt.
<sii§t [t — s [t — 527

Combining these two inequalities and setting 6 = % — &, we get

m m|p 1 rt
] < 2/ ' Elldy — ]d dt < 2-31’—10,,/ / |t — s|*P~2dsdt.
|t — s|>P0 o Jo

If p > e~!, then the right-hand side is bounded and we get
E[G}, ] <2-3"7'Cy (ep(ep — 1),
which proves sup,,, [|Gm.el|Lr < oo for all p > 1. Hence
A7) < (@7 |t = 5[ G e (2.21)
If we take e sufficiently small so that 2H — 2¢ > 2H ™, then

1

(Z—m)2H—%|t _ S|§—E — (Z—m)a(Z—m)2H—%—a|t _ s|%—a
(Z—m)a|t _ S|2H—2a

IN

< (2l — s (2.22)

where we have used that 2H — % > H — H~ > ¢ which follows from the assumption on H~. Let

G, = Z:Zl(Q_m)%Gm,a. Then

Gl < S )7 5up |Gl

m=1

Combining (2.21), (2.22) and the estimate above, we complete the proof. O
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Lemma 2.10. Assume B is a d-dimensional fBm with % < H< % Let w € Q. Let {ekam o 2" be

the discrete process which we defined. Let {€I e izl be the discrete process associated to YON™ for

w € Q(() ). Then the following estimates hold.

(1) |€T ’len| < CA3H™ where C is a polynomial function of the sup-norm of o, b and their derivatives
and C'( ).

(2) Letw € Q(()m). Then

| o+ [En | < CAYT, 1<k<2m, (2.23)

TRl TR
‘687t| + |€S,t‘ < CA%H7_1|t - s|2H77 s, t e Dm, (224)
where C' is a polynomial of the sup-norm of o,b and their derivatives.

Proof. To show the explicit form of ekanl o (&), we introduce the following functions. Let

Foy) = (Db)()bW)], Faly) = (Db)(»)[o(y)eal, Fi(y) = (Da(y)ea)b(y)];
Fasa(y) = D{(Do(m)e)low)es] Howeal, Gaply) = D{(Do(yes)lowiea ()]

Using the It6 formula for geometric rough paths, we have

t s
T Z/ {/m </m Faﬁ,’y(Yu)ng> dBf}de
i Ti—1 Ti-1

By i
S sz t
UL st ([ )
By it 1 ity ity
i t (i t
3/, ( Fi(Y@d“) asp+y [ ( /. FC%(mst) dt. (2:25)
a “Ti-1 Ti—1 o YT Ty

Note that the rough integrals in (2.25) are well-defined if o € Cyf. This implies the estimate in (1).

Proof of (2). f w € Q(()m), then we obtain the estimate of €” in (2.23). Note that we already proved
the estimate of €™ in (2.23). The estimate (2.24) follows from

k
Z éﬁ}zlvﬁn (é)

1=l+1

< Ck—DAM" < oA =1 — 5207

for s = 7™ and t = 7. O

Lemma 2.11. Assume B is a d-dimensional fBm with % < H< % Let (K™) € K3,. Condition 2.7 is
satisfied.

Proof. From [11, Lemma 4.3], we see
E[(Kﬁ)z] <C@Q ™St — 5| for s,t € D, with s <t

if {K;Trbﬁ o "= {Bamﬁ g m 2", 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

11



Bg;ﬁ B, = Bg;ﬁ T Bl’ta’ﬁ + BzZ’B " 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

1
E[|K{P] < Cp (Z_m)(gH_E)p (t—s)2 forall s,t € Dy,

From the same argument as in (2.21), for any % > ¢ > 0 and m, there exists a positive random variable
G, satisfying sup,,, |G}, .[|L» < oo for all p > 1 such that

| Kl < (2_m)3H_%|t — S|%_€G;n7e for all s,t € D,,.
Noting that § + H > 2H~, we can prove the assertion in a similar way to (2.22). O

2.3 Preliminaries

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

Definition 2.12. (1) Let n = {(9]")tep,,;m > mg} be a sequence of Banach space valued random

variables with 7" = 0 defined on Qom’dm), where m > mg and mg is a non-random constant
and depends on the sequence. Let {a,,} be a positive sequence which converges to 0. We say
that n = (™) is a {am, }-order nice discrete process if there exists a positive random variable
X € Np>1LP(Qy) which is independent of m such that

77 = 0™ < amX (w)[t — s> for all m > my, t,s € Dy, w € Q(()m’dm). (2.26)

(2) Let {v\"}ren be a family of Banach space valued random variables defined on Q((]m’dm), where
m > myg. Let {a,,} be a positive sequence which converges to 0. If there exists a non-negative
random variable X € Np>1LP () which does not depend on m such that

sup [|[v)']| < amX(w) for all m and w € Qé’”’dm)7
A

A€

then we write

sup [[03°[| = O(am)-
AEA

Remark 2.13. Assume that Conditions 2.4 and 2.5 are satisfied. Let ¢ be the number appeared in
Condition 2.4 and set &, = max{A2 ~1 A® 1 Let w € Q(()m). Then there exists a non-negative
random variable X € Ny>1LP(€p) which is independent of m and & such that

||+ ey + €0 < em X[t — s for all  s,t € Dy,. (2.27)

In particular, dj*, €*, and €]* are {e,, }-order nice discrete processes.

12



Remark 2.14. (1) Suppose a Banach space valued discrete process F' = {(F{")ep,,; m > mo}
defined on Q(()m’dm) satisfy the Holder continuity

|E™ — F™|| < Xp(w)|t — s/ for all m > myg, s,t € Dy, w € Q((]m,dm)7

sup [ Ff(w)]| < Yr(w)  for we ™™™,

where Xp, Yr(€ Np>1LP()) which do not depend on m. If n = (™) is a real valued {a, }-order
nice discrete process, then

(2.28)

~m m
777-]?1 - " 7771

i=1

17

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

17" o= < CUEG" |+ 1E™ =) 1™ |25
where C is a constant which depends only on H~. This property is very nice for our purpose.

(2) In the above definition of {a,, }-order nice discrete processes, we assume the strong assumption on
X such that X € Ny>1LP(€p). 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 {f;}I'_, {9i}}(, we have

> ficrgiovi = fagn — fogo =D gifivri- (2.29)

i=1 i=1

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 ¢ denotes (Do)[o]. Also d™, €™ and €™ 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 ¢ € CZ(R", L(R? @ R4, R™)), d™ and €™, €™ which satisfy Conditions 2.4 and 2.5 and if
necessary assuming Condition 2.3. Hence y™ and ¢ are not necessary to be a solution to RDE and an
approximate solution and they should just satisfy the following recurrence relation: yi* = g7* = § and

Yi' = Ui + o (Yrt) Brp 4+ (Do) [o]) (Y1) Brm e + b(Yrtq) Am + €fm em,
g =g +o(@i1)Brn o+ (Do) o)) (1) Brn | e 4 b(9121) Am
~m,
=+ C(yk 1)d m ]zn + 67—):,[177—):,”’

We now introduce an interpolation process between {y,’f}%ﬁo and {@,T}%ZO with yi* = 9" = € to study
the difference ™ — y™. The different points between §™ and y™ are the terms {c(y;" {)dln . m},

The1:Th
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om m : : m,py2m .
{ET;Z'ipT;Z"} and {Er,g’il,r,g"}' In view of this, we define a sequence {y,""};_, by the following recurrence

relation: y,"” = £ and

i " = U+ o) Bep e + (Do) o)) (5,2 ) B + b(y,2) A

+ pc(ylznipl) 2;@1777?1 + ngZ”ll,T;@” + (1 o p)ezzm—lfrm'

k

Note that y?’o = y.' and y?’l = g'. In this paper, we call this recurrence relation a discrete RDE.
The function p(€ [0,1]) — y,* is smooth and

1
Up —Yp = / Dy dp
0

holds. We give the estimate for ;" — y;" by using the estimate of 9,y,"”. Let z,"” = 0,y,"". Then
z,""? = 0 and the following identity holds:

5.7 = 500 + (Do) (DA Bry  me + (D((Da)lo]) () [ 1B o
+ (Db) (y ) [z 1A,

+p(De)(y ozl om + e(yy ) dim | o+ € m — €l o, (3.1)
where
(D((Do)[o]))(y) v ® w = D*a(y)[n, o (y)v]w + Do (y)[Do(y)njv]w (3.2)

for y,n € R™ and v,w € R? (see also (2.4)).
We introduce the £(R™)-valued, that is, matrix valued process {M,;"" }iio to obtain the estimates
of 2™P. Let {M]""}2"  be the solution to the following recurrence relation: MJ"” = I and

M = M"Y + [Dol(y DM Brn | + (D((Do)[0]) (D IME 1B | e

+ (DB () M)A + p(DO) () M)A . (3.3)

Clearly, we can represent {z, "’} by using {M, """} and {(M;"*)~'} if M;""* 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 By.

For 0 <4 < 2™ — 1, we introduce time shift variables:

mD __ 2m g mm 2m g mgm __ m 2m g
9i B = {Bfﬁi,l,rﬁi k=1 > 9i B = {Bﬁﬁi,l;fﬂi k=1 > 9i d" = {drg}”%,—rﬁi k=1 >
m_m __ [f_m 2m—g masm __ fsm 2Mm —j
0" = {ETﬁiil,Tﬁi k=1 O €’ = {ET,QFH,TIQL k=1

Note that these notation means (0" B).m  m = Brn . o

For general x € R™, we consider the following discrete RDE:

Y (2) =y (@) + o (y " (@)(07 B) o | o + (Do)[o]) (y " (2)) (07" B)re | 7
+ by (2) A + pe(y (@) (07 d™ ) e | o
+ o0 € ) o + (L= p) (07" €™ ) e o, 1< k<27 —4,

Yo f(z) =z € R™

(1 <k <2™—4) and so do other variables.

14



To make clear the dependence of the driving process, we may denote the solution of the above equa-
tion by yk wf(z,0"B). For simplicity, we write y,"* for y;"”(¢). Using these notation, we have
yf (v (€, B), HmB) = Y21 (& B). We consider the case where z = y” (0 < i < 2™ — 1) be-
low.

We now explain explicit representation of M ;n P, For given x € R", let

E™P (2,011 B) =1+ (DU)(x)BT,?Ll,T;T + D((DU)[U])(SU)BTQZUT;T

+ (Db) () Ay + p(De)(z)dlm  m. (3.4)
Then for k£ > 1, we have
M]Tp_Emp(yk 1,9k 1B) -E™P(E, B).

Since M,;™* depends on ¢ and B, we may denote M;"” by M’ (¢, B). We define M,""(y,"",0]"B)
81m11arly toy, " (x,0/"B). Thatis, M;"""(y,"*,0]"B) is defined by substituting y " (=y""( B)), 0" B,
"B, 6;*d™ for &, B, B, d"™ in the equation (3.3) of M;"*(&, B). Using y," (y,"",0/"B) = y,"" (&, B),
we see that M,Z”’p(yfl’p, 0, B) satisfies My""(y,",0/"B) = I and

MP(y ", 0" B) = M (™", 01" B) + [Do] (y 2 ) [MZ5 (™, 61" B)| B

m m
Te—141Tk+1

p(DC)(yL”_”iH)[Mk 1(yl ” GZ”B)]dm l<k<2™ -1

T 40Tt

From this equation, we obtain

M (y"", 0" B) = E™"(y," 1y, 0ht 110 B) - E™P(y,", 6" B). (3.5)
Also we have
M (yP, 0" B) = E™P (y," 1, 001 1 B) M (9", 61" B), (3.6)
M (™0 B) = MyP (y, ), 01 BYM,™ (y)", 01" B).

The relation (3.6) follows from the definition. The proof of (3.7) is as follows. By (3.5), we have
Mlzzf)k(yl *.0"B) = Em’p(yszk—ul’ez}%—ulB)“‘Em’p( 0" B)

= Em’p(y?kaH’ 03 11k B) - Em’p(ka , 014, B)
'Emw(yk 1+[79k 1+IB) Em,p( [mp7elmB)
:M;:’L’p(yk—l—l’ek-i-lB)M Py"", 0" B).

We have the following lemma for the invertibility of M,™"".
Lemma 3.1. We have
My™P = E™P (y, 2, 057, B) My
= (I + (Da)(yk_’l)BT,;n o+ D((Da) o) (Y ) Brm | o

+ p(DE) (G e+ (DB (G5 A ) M, (3.8)
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(m,d

and for large m, M,T’p are invertible. For example, for any w € Qy m), if m satisfies

Ay Do+ AYT D ((Do)o]) || + AR [|Dell + A || Db < % (3.9)
then E™¢(y", 0" | B) is invertible and it holds that
E™P (g 6 B) ™t — I+ (Do) (yy ) Brn | 7| < CAZT 1<k<2m, (3.10)
where C is a constant depending only on o,b,c.
Proof. The estimate (3.10) follows from an elementary calculation. 0
Assumption 3.2. When we consider the inverse (M;"*)~!, we always assume m satisfies (3.9).
We have the following representation of z, "
Lemma 3.3. For any k > 1, we have
k
2P =N My emB)( WD) o+ En o — e:'}zvﬁn). (3.11)
i=1

If all M™"(&,B) (1 <i < k) are invertible,

k
Zm,P — M]::nvp Z (MZ”,P)—I <c(yﬁ’1p)d:_?m m + 6 7_m — Gz_nnl 7_2m> .

z I
i=1

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

_ m,p\ gm _m m
Ci—ldi—l,i - C(yi—71 )d‘r{fl,rimv €i—1,0 = €m om — Em  pm.

i—17"% i—12"4

Since y;”_”g_l(yf”’pﬁ?B) —yk 1(5 B), (67" B)

m m = B.m _m, we have
Th—1—i"Tk—i Te—1Tk

Ce — (o1 + Ch—1dp—1k + €—1,k)
f—

H

{M2 (P, 0" B) — M™% (y"F, 07" B) } (cim1di—1, + €i-1,0)

T
H»—A

{Em Pyph 00 B) — T} M0 (y7™", 07" B) (ci1di1,i + €i—1,i)

[y

1=

= {E™ (g, 00 B) — I} Y M (5™, 07" B) (cimrdim1i + €i-1,0)

E™P(y 2, 051 B) I} Ch-1,
which implies
G = E™P(y"", 001 B) 1 + ch—1dp—11 + €x—1k-

Comparing the above with (3.1), we completes the proof. O
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We may view {y, "} and {M;""} as a stochastic process defined on the discrete times D,,. In view
of this, we write

Y& B) =y, (&, B), Y™ (Y"(&, B),0sB) =y (y,"" (&, B),0;" B),
JP(E B) = M€, B), JMP(Y™P,0,B) = MV (y"P, 0" B) if t=1", s=1",
and so on. Here ;B = 0]"B for s = 7/". For notional simplicity, we may denote Y;"”(¢, B) and
JP(€, B) by Y™ and J™*, respectively. Note that th’l =YY"= gt (t = 7") holds. Note that
VP =Y+ o(Y"P)Bsy + (Do) [o]) (Y™ 7)Bs ¢ + b(Y™)(t — s)
+ pe(YP)dGy + pegy + (1 — plegy if t—s=27", (3.12)
Y = ¢, (3.13)
We write 9,Y,"” = Z;*. In particular, Z:Zf =z
Remark 3.4. (1) We can rewrite (3.7) as

Tl (Y0, B) = J P (YEF 0440 B) TP (Y], 0, B).

(2) Let us consider the case where ™ is the implementable Milstein solution. Then (™, M™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;"”}, {a,, }-order nice discrete process n may depend
on a parameter p (0 < p < 1). For n” = {(n,"")tep,,;m = 1,2,...}, if we can choose the random
variable X in (2.26) independently of p, we say that n” is a {a,,}-order nice discrete process
independent of p.

For later use, we introduce the following.
Definition 3.5. When M;™” is invertible, we define " = (M;"")~12[™* and Z[" = (J1W0) 1 20"
for 0 <1 < 2™, Explicitly, ' L '

k

A = M) (DT o+, — ) (3.14)
=1

Proposition 3.6. We assume (3.9) holds. For any w € Q((]m’dm), we obtain the following neat expression

1
i = [ M
0

Below, we prove that under appropriate assumptions: as m — oo,

m,p (m,d™)
( ) MLthJ .

(2) (2m)>2-3 2T (em,

Hence it is reasonable to conjecture the main theorem holds true by Proposition 3.6. We prove our
main theorem by using estimates for 2",

— Ji, (Mg;fﬂ)_l — Jh ygﬁﬂ — Y} uniformly in ¢ for all w € Q

7_

m — EZ}EPT{,L) converges weakly to 0 in D([0,1],R"™).

zl’
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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 o,b,c and their derivatives, we may say C
depends on o, b, ¢ polynomially. Similarly, when a constant C' can be written as a polynomial of C(B),
the sup-norms of o,b,c and their derivatives, we say that C' depends on o,b, ¢, C(B) polynomially. Of
course the coefficients of the polynomial should not depend on w. We may denote such a constant C

by C(B).
Remark 3.8 (List of notations).

e Y;,y" : Solution of RDE

oy ,Y; : discrete approximate solution of Y;

o Jp =0Yi(€, B)

m,0

oy, Y;m’p: an interpolated process between y"(= v, ) and g (= y;n,l)

mp _
. Y;n y
o 2" =0y, Z"" = 0,Y,""
o M;"": L(R™)-valued process defined by y,"* which approximate J;, M = M," 0,

7m,p m,p m _ 7m0
. JT;Q" = M, " and Jrm = i

o EM™P(y,, 00, B) = M (M)~

4 Estimates of Y;"* and J"*

In this section, we give estimates for Y™, J/* and (J"*)~! which do not depend on p. We will do
this in Sections 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3.

In Section 4.1, we consider Y,™” which satisfies the recurrence relation (3.12) and (3.13). Let w € Qg
and we assume that €™, € satisfy the following condition

€ (@) + 1€ om(w)] < CAYT, 1<E<2m, (4.1)

where C' is a constant depending only on a,b, ¢, C(B) polynomially. We give estimates of Y, on Qg
by using the constant C' and ||d™|yf-. The argument in this section is an extension of Davie’s method
([4]) to the case where the recurrence relation contains the extra term d™, €™, ™ and so a deterministic
argument. We may consider any discrete process {d}" }sc Dm We do not use other specific properties of
€™, €M d™ in this section and it is not necessary that Y, is one of approximate solutions defined in
Sectlon 3.

In Section 4.2, we introduce a control function w(s,t) (0 < s <t < 1) of the rough path (Bs:, Bs:)
and give estimates for ;™ and J;™*, (J"*)~! on Q(()m’dm) by using w(s,t) = w(s,t) + |t — s|. These
estimates hold without any further assumptions. However, they do not imply the LP integrability of
J , (J )1 as well as J;, Jt_l. 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 B.

In Section 4.3, we give estimates for J, — J/™ and J - (J™)~! by using the results in Section 4.2.
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4.1 Estimates of Y/ on Qg
In this section, let w € Qy and we assume (4.1). For s,t € D,, with s <, let

Loy =Y = YP — o (Y"")Bsy — (Do) [o]) (V") Bsy — pe(Y{™F)dS, —b(YP)(t —s).  (4.2)
First, we prove the following.

Lemma 4.1. Let w € Qg and suppose (4.1) holds. There exist 0 < § < 1, C; such that
il <Cilt —sPPH,  s,t € Dy, |t —s| <. (4.3)
Here 6=1 and C; depend only on o,b,c, C(B) and ||d™||o5— polynomially.

Proof. Below, C' is a constant depending only on o, ¢, b, C(B) and ||d"||3- polynomially. By using C,
we determine ¢ and Cj so that (4.3) holds. For simplicity we write 7] = t;. Let s = t3,t = ty4;. By
Lty = (L= p)ei) 4, + pefy s, ., and the estimate of €™, we see that (4.3) holds for any ¢ and for C
in the estimate of (4.1). Let K > 1. Suppose the following estimate: there exists M > 0 such that

Lol < Mt — s

holds for {(s,t) = (tk,tg+1) | 0 <k < 2™ — 1,1 < K, |t — s| < §}. Here M should be larger than the
number C; which is determined by the case K = 1.

We consider the case K + 1. We rewrite s =t and ¢ = t3y x11. Choose maximum u = t; satisfying
|lu—s| < |t —s|/2. Then |t —t;11] < |t — s|/2 holds. Note that | —k < K and K+1—-(I+1) < K.
Hence by the assumption, we have

t—s 3H™
masc{|Lu . |, o) < M \T\ , (4.4

3H*

max{| Y, — Y| Y™ = VTP < M2 ot (4.5)

tl+1

Next we estimate (01)s 4t = Ist — Isy — Lyt Denote by (61)7
(01)s,u,+ being concerned with o, b and ¢, respectively. Then

St (5I)s7u,t and (5I)§7u,t the terms in
(60)%,00 = —b(YT"P)(t — ) + bYS"P) (u — 5) + b(Y,™P) (t — )

= {b(Y,"") = b(Y"P) H(t — u),
(61)5 0z = ple(Y,"P) — (Y0P oy

and

(OD)Z s = {o(V"?) = o(Y"")} Bug — (Do) [o]) (Y"7) Bst — Bs,u — Bu,d]
—{((Do) o)) (Y]™) = (Do) [o])(YV™") } Buy
= {0’ (Y,P) — o(Y]P) — Do (Y]VP)[Y P — YIP) }Bu7t
+ Do (Y{"") [ Isu + (Do) [o]) (Y™ ) Bsu + pe(Y{™F)dh, + b(YP)(t — )] Bug
—{((D)[e))(Y{™) = (Do) [o]) (V™) 1 Bus-
Here we used Chen’s identity and definition of I,,. By (4.4) and (4.5), we obtain

((61) sl < C{L+MT + (M )2t — 5|3
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Similarly, we obtain [(01)¢,4,,,.¢| < C|t — s[*". By
Isp=Tsu+ Ity + 1t 0+ (5I)tl,tl+1,t + (01 )5 ut,
we have |I5 | < f(C, M, 8)|t — s|3H~, where
FC, M, 8) =23 M+ {14+ Ms™ + (Ms™ )2}

Note that the function f and C' do not depend on K. Let (M,d) be a pair such that f(C, M,¢) <

holds and M is greater than or equal to the number C in (4.1). Then (4.3) holds for (C1,0) = (M, ).
One choice is as follows.
1
3C . 3C TH-
M:71_21_3H7, 5:m1n{<71_21_3H> ,1},
where C' is greater than or equal to the number C in (4.1). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.2. Let w € Qg and suppose (4.1) holds. Then there exist a positive number Co which depends
on o,b,c, C(B) and ||d™||oz- polynomially such that

I < Colt —sPPH s,t € Dyy,.

Proof. Below, C' denote constants depending only on o,b, ¢, C(B) and ||d"||o- polynomially. We have
proved the case where s,t with t —s < . Suppose t —s > J. First, we consider the case 27 > §. Then
2m < %. Let s =27k < t = 27™[. There exists a constant C such that

l
m,p
> Yl

1=k+1

<C(l—k)AE" =@M " (1 — k)30 |t — s3H,

N "

Noting (2™)2#" < 672" we obtain |Y}”| < C6—21" |t — s[*" . Hence
Is4] < Co2H |t —sPH Ot —s|H .

Noting |t — s|? ™ = |t — sPH |t — s|72H" < (2m)2H7 |t — s]3H™ < 5727 |t — s]3H7 | we obtain |Is] <
C(1+62H7)[t — s]3”. We next consider the case 27™ < §. Let 7% = max{r" | 77" < 6}. Then
2715 < 7. Let s; = s+ ity (i > 0) and N be a positive integer such that 0 <t —sy_; < 7%. Then
we have N < (77)71(t —s) + 1 < 2(t — s)(7%)~! < 457 1(t — s). By the estimate in Lemma 4.1,

-

s
I
—_

|th’P _ ysm,p| < |Y8TW —_Yymp

Si—1

I
WE

Isi vs0 + (V) Bsi s + (D)o (V) Bs, o s,

Si—1 Si—1
1

.
Il

T pe(YOVI o+ BT (51— 5ica)

1 1

<405 Mt —s|{|t — s+t — s+t — 5P+ |t — 5|}
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Since 1 > 2H~, we obtain |V;™* — Y| < 1605 |t — s[3# ™. By this estimate, we have
Lo ol <Y = Y{P| + C (| Bot| + [Bot| + |dTy] + [t — s])

< 16Co 1 Ht — sPH 4 Ot — s~

<16Co 7t — sPH 4 067t — s))?H |t — s

< {16571 + 5721}t — P,
Since §~! depends on o,b,¢,C(B),||d™||s- polynomially, we complete the proof. O

For f,g € CZ(R™, L(R™",RK)) and h € C’g(R”,ﬁ(Rd ® R4 RX)), and s,t € D,, with s < t, we define
Esi(f9,h) = FYSP) By + (D)o (Y™ )Bs i 4+ g(Y™ ) (E — ) + R(Y™P)dy,

where (D f)[o](y)[v ® w] = Df(y)[o(y)v]w for y € R", v,w € R? (see also (2.4)). For a sub-partition
P = {u;}_y C Dp, (s =ug,t =1uy), let

l
I(f.9.15P)ss = > Buy s (Fr9,1).

i=0
Lemma 4.3. Let w € Qg and suppose (4.1) holds. Then
’I(f7 g, h7 P)SJ - Es7t(f7g7 h)‘ S C‘t - S‘3H77
where C' depends on o,b,c, C(B), ||d"||ag- polynomially.
Proof. Let Iy be the function defined in (4.2).

OI(f9:1)sue = I(f, 9, R)st = I(f, 9, R)su — L(f1 95 0)ut
= —{f(YV"P) = F(YP) = (D )Y VP = YPT} Bug
— (DAYYP) Tsu + (Do) o)) (V) B w + pe(Y™ )y, + b(Y™P) (u — s)| Buy
H{DNHEF)o(Y™P)] = (DF)(YP) o (V")) Bu
+{g(Y™P) = g(YV,"P)} (= u) + {R(Y™P) — h(YP) } dy)y-
Hence |§1(f,9,h)sut| < Clt—s[*". By astandard argument, we complete the proof of the lemma. O

4.2 Estimates of J™” and (J™*)~! on Q™"

We next proceed to the estimate of jtm Pw) (we Q(()m’dm)) and their inverse. In this section too, we
assume (4.1). From now on, we always assume m satisfies (3.9). Since J™* is also a solution to a
discrete RDE, one may expect similar estimates for J"” to Y™, However, the coefficient of the RDE
of J™? is unbounded, we cannot apply the same proof as the one of Y™ and we need to prove the
boundedness of J™* in advance. We give an estimate of J™ by combining the group property of J™#
and a similar argument to the estimate of Y"™*. First, we observe the following. For s <t, s,t,7 € D,,
with £ + 7 < 1, let us define

I (Y™ 0,.B) = J;"P (Y™ 0. B) — J™P (Y™, 0, B)
— (Do) (Y (Y]™P, 0, B))[JP (Y], 6, B)](0-B)s s
— D ((Do)[o]) (Y (Y™, 0. B))[JIP (Y™, 6, B)](0:B)s..
— p(De) (Y (Y0, 60, B)) [T (Y™, 0, B)|(67d™)s 4
— (D)(Y{™P (Y, 0. B)) [ (Y™, 0-B)](t — s).
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We may write I,4(§, B) = I, for simplicity. Note that
Tog—u(Y)"?,0,B) = LY, 0,B) — I — (Do)(Y,™?)[I] By, — D((Do)[o]) (V™) B,

u

— p(De)(Y, ) U]dyy — (DO) (Y, )Tt — ), (4.6)

u

where I denotes the identity operator and we refer the notation D((Do)[o])(Yy"”)[I|By, to (3.2). By
(4.6), if Iy 4—y(Yu™",0,B) and t — u is sufficiently small, then we see J;"?(Y,”, 0, B) is invertible.

Lemma 4.4. Let s,t,7,7' € Dy, with 7 <s<tandt+7<1. Then

Ly (Y"7,0:B) = Ios—s(YSF 0547 B) TP (Y™, 0, B)

= Is—'rﬁt—'r’ (Ymm 97’+TB)J7T—)’17P(YTm’p7 HTB)

T'4+70
Proof. These follows from the definition and the following identity. Let u > s.
YV, 0, B) = YO, B) = YO (Y, 6,1, B),
T, 0,B) = JI0(YIE, 0,1, B) T (Y, 0, B),
(HTE)u,t = (08+TE)U—S,t—8 for == B,B, dm.

Definition 4.5. Let p= (H~)"! and ¢ = (2H)~!. For (1, Bs s, Bs +)o<s<t<1, we define

_ p q
w(s,t) - ”BH[s,t],p-var + ”B”[s,t},q-var’ 0 S S S t S 17
where || [/(s,4,r-var denotes the r-variation norm. Also we define w(s,t) = w(s,t) + [t — s|.

Note that the variables s,¢ move in [0,1] and B and B are random variables defined on Q( and so
are w(s,t) and w(s,t).
We give estimates for J™7 and I, (Y7, 60, B) by using w. First we note that the following estimate.

Lemma 4.6. Let w € Q((]m’dm) and suppose (4.1) holds. There exists 0 < 6 < 1 and C5 which depend
only on o,b,¢c, H such that for all0 < s <t <1,s,t € Dy, with w(s,t) < the following estimates hold:

V" =Y — o (V™) Byt — (Do) o)) (Y™) By — pe(Y™P)dgy — b((Y™P)(t — s))|
< Cg’lf)(s, t)3H7 .
Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to that of Lemma 4.1 noting that for all s,t € D,,,

Bsi| < w(s, ), [Bey| <w(s, t)?, |d™| < w(s, t)?.
) ) S,t

Note that the last estimate above follows from w € Q((]m’dm). In the present case, for example, we need
to change the sentence “maximum w = t; satisfying |u — s| < [t — s|/2” to “maximum u = ¢; satisfying
w(s,u) < (s, t)/2”. For this I, we see @(t41,t) < 3(s,t). We omit the detail. O

Lemma 4.7. Let w € Q((]m’dm) and suppose (4.1) holds. There exist 0 < § < 1 and Cy > 0 such that for
any t,7 € Dy, with w(T,7 +1t) < § and t + 7 < 1, the following estimate holds.

|I0.:(Y™°, 0, B)| < Cyiv(r, 7 + )30, (4.7)

where 6, Cy are constants depending only on o,b,c, H.
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Proof. Below, we write W, (s,t) = w(s+7,t+7) and C' is a constant depending only on o,b, ¢, H which
may change line by line. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.1. We take ¢ smaller than § in
Lemma 4.6. For simplicity we write t;, = 7;". It suffices to consider the case where 7 <1 —27". We
consider the following claim depending on a positive integer K.

(Claim K) (4.7) holds for all 7 and tj, satisfying 7+t <1, 0,(0,tx) <dand 1 <k < K.

Since Ip¢, = Iot, (Y7, 0-B) = 0 holds for all 7, (Claim 1) holds for C4y = 0 and any 6. We assume
(Claim K) holds and we will find the condition on Cj and ¢ independent of K under which (Claim
K + 1) holds. Assume the case K holds for a positive constant Cy and 0. Suppose 7 + txy; < 1
and W, (0,tgy1) < d, where K > 1. Define 0 < t; < txy1 as the maximum number such that
wr(0,t;) < wr(0,tx4+1)/2. On the other hand, for ¢;,1, we have W, (t;4+1,t) < w,(0,t)/2. We will write
u=t; and t = tg4+1. By (Claim K), we have

|To.u (Y, 0, B)| < Ca(-(0,)/2)°, (4.8)
’IO,t—tl+1(Y;fl+71+T76tl+1+7' )‘ < 04( ( )/2)31{7 : (49)

81

The estimate (4.8) implies
|JTP (Y 0, B) — I| < Cy(w-(0,1)/2)% + Cw(0,6) + Cw,(0,8)2H
<{C4(6/2)*"" + Cyw-(0,8)",
| TP (Y™, 0.B) = I — (Do) (Y") Brutr| < {Ca(6/2)" + C}ior (0,8)*7. (4.11)

(4.10)

For simplicity, we write Io; = Ip:(Y7"*,0,B) and set (61)out = lot — lo.u — Lut. Hereafter we will
estimate (01)q ¢ and I, ;. By the results on them and the inductive assumption, we will obtain a bound
of IO,t
First we consider (61)oy,¢. Denote by (61)§,, (51)87u7t and (61)§,; the terms in (67)ou,¢ being
concerned with o, b and ¢, respectively. Then we have
(61)8,0,e = —(DO)(YP) [Tt + (Db) (V™) []u
+ (D) (Y, (Y™, 0, B) [ (Y™, 0, B))(

t—u)
= {(Db) (YLD P (Y], 0, B)] — (D) (V™) [I] } (t
dy

u+ u

(615, = L (D) (YT (Y™, 0. B)] — (De) (V™) I} iy v r
and

(51)8,u,t = —(Do)(Y"P) | Butrt+r — D((Do)[o])(Y"P)I] (Br 71t — Brriu)
+ (DU)(Yﬂ-f)[t]m P(Y"P, 07 B)| Bysgr t+r
+ D((Do)[o)) (YD) [P (Y, 0 B) By r 4

Here by getting the first and third terms together, we have
(Do) (Vo) [T22 (V0. B) — T — Do (V™)1 Br,ru| Busrvir

- {(Da)(Yu"l’f)[I] — (DO)(Y")[I] = D(D) (V") o (V™) Brir] } Bt

23



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

{ DUD) ) (VT (2,6, B)] ~ D((Do)[o]) (V") 1]} Bur45
Since the summation of terms with ____ vanishes due to (3.2), we have
(O1)F e = (Do) (Y2 [T (YV™0,0- B) = I = (Do) (V™) Brovsr | Busriir
+{ (Do) (V2) = (Do) (Y7™) = D(D) (V) [0 (V™) By r] } Butr,vir
+ { DUD) ) (V) (V. 6, B)] = D((Do)[o]) (V") 1] } By
Thus, combining Lemma 4.6, (4.10) and (4.11) , we get
[(O1)5 al < Coor (0,0 + C{1+ Ca(8/2)" Yabr (0,6,
(1)t < CLU+ Ca(3/2)* Y (0,61
((5)6 a < C{1+ Ca(8/2* Yo (0,821
Hence,
(61 )0,ut] < C{1+ Cs6™ }ai,(0,)3

We estimate I,;. We have I,y = Iy, ¢ = (01)t,4, 16 + It 1,0y + Ity 00 It is clear that I = 0.

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

7tl+1

tit1,

|(5I)tl ,tl+17t| = ‘{ont—tl (}/tﬁiqp—’ 9tl+TB) - IO,tl+1—tl (}/t:?}i—’f—v 9t1+TB)
- Itl+1_tl7t—tl (Yt?if—’ 9tl+TB)} ) Jz’ln,p(YTm,p7 HTB)‘

< C{l + C’45]{7 }wﬂ'+tl (07 t— tl)3H7 |j;n,p(YTm,p’ HTB)‘,

where we have used a similar estimate of (61)o.,,,—¢,,t—t, t0 (61)0,u,t and note wr,(0,t—t;) = W (t;,t) <
w,(0,t). Next we consider Iy, ¢ Lemma 4.4 implies

Itl+1vt = IO,t—tHl(Y:le—i-T? 931+1+7'B)J$f(y—rm’p 0 B)
- Io’t_tl+1( tl+1+7—’ 0311"1‘7’ )Em,p(}/t —+71 9tl+T )Jt/rln’p(yrmwy OTB)

As (4.9), we already mention the estimate of the term Io; 4, ,. By (4.10) and the definition of E™*
(see (3.4)), we obtain

1 3H™
Tt < Ca (5@7(0,15)) {1+ Cu-(0,)F I (Y*,0-B)|.

Hence noting |j;n’p(YTm’p, 0.B)| <1+ C{1+ Cy6"" }, we have

(L) < {C{1+Cu0™ } + Co2737 {14+ 06" } {1+ C{1+ Cu6™ }}io,(0,8)%7
<{C27 {1+ Cys" P {1+ C{1 + Cus™ } - (0,0)2H
< {0273 4 C{1 4yt + (Cus™ )2} Y- (0,038
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Consequently, noting Io; = Io., + (61)0,ut + Lu ¢, We obtain
To.e] < {20,271 + C{1 + (Ca6™") + (Ca6™ )2} }abs

Hence if Cy and § satisfies C42' 38" + C{1+ (C46" ) + (C40™ )*} < Cy, then (4.7) holds in the case
of K + 1. Hence, (4.7) holds for any 7. One choice of Cy, 4 is

3C . 3C TH-
C4:1_2W’ 5:m1n{<m> ,1}

This completes the proof. O

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 Ng(w) which is defined for any control function w and
positive number 5. 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 3, let us define Ng(w) and a nondecreasing
sequence {0;}:2, C [0,1] as follows.

(1) oy = 0.

(2) Let i > 0 and write A; = {s € [0,1] | s > o;,w(0i,s) > B}. Set o;41 = inf A; (resp. 1) if A; #0
(resp. A; =0).

(3) Ng(w) =sup{i >0 |o0; <1}.
We have the following.
Lemma 4.8. Let w,w’ be any control functions and 3,5’ > 0.

(1) There exist positive constants Cg g, Céﬁ, which are independent of w such that
Cpp (Ng(w) +1) < Ng(w) +1 < Cf 5 (Ngr(w) +1).
(2) If w(s,t) <w'(s,t) (0 <s <t <1) holds, then Ng(w) < Ng(w').
(3) Let w(s,t) =w(s,t) +|t—s] (0<s<t<1). Then for any 8 > 3, we have Ng(w) < Ny(w).

Proof. All statements are easy to prove. We prove (3) only. Let {&i}i\fo(m) and {ai}f-v:léw) be correspond-
ing increasing sequences. Then by the definition, we have w(G;—1,6;) > 2 for 1 < i < Ng(w). This
implies 0; < ¢; (1 <i < Ng(w)) and so the proof is finished. O

In what follows, we write

N(B) — 9Np(@)+1

Lemma 4.9. Let w € Q((]m’dm) and suppose (4.1) holds. There exists a positive integer mo and (3 which
depends only on a,b,c, H such that for all m > mq it holds that J™ are invertible for all t € D,, and

max {[J0L[(J0) 7 < N(B).
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Proof. Let 6 and Cy be numbers given in Lemma 4.7. Let us take m satisfying 27 < §. Let 0 < e < 4.
By Lemma 4.7, for ¢, 7 satisfying w(7,7 +¢) < e and 7+t < 1, we have

|JP (Y™ 0. B) — I| < Oy 4 O™ + 287 4 o),

where C is a constant depending only on o, b, c. Hence, for sufficiently small £ which depends only on
C4, C, that is, depends only on 0, b, ¢, it holds that for any ¢,7 € D, with t+7 <1 and w(r,t+171) < e,
JP(Y™P 0, B) are invertible and

max {|J7P (Y0, 6, B)|,| 7 (Y, 6. B) |} < 2. (4.12)

By the definition of w, we see that there exists a constant C— (> 1) such that for any 0 < s < u <
t<1

w(s,t) < Cy- (w(s,u) +w(u,t)).
For w € Q((]m), w (u, (u+27") A1) <27 holds for any 0 < u < 1. Therefore, we get
w (s,(u+2_m) /\1) < Cy- (w(s,u) —1—2_7”) , 0<s<wu<l.
By using this, we get
W (s, (u+2"") A1) < Cy- (0(s,u) +2""™), 0<s<u<l.
Let us take a positive number 8 and m such that

Cp- (B+27") <e.

Note that 8 and m depends on Ci- and €. Let {51-}2].\[:50(@) be the increasing sequence defined by @ and
B. Let 6; = inf{t € Dy, | t > &;} (0 <@ < Ng(w)). Also set G (411 = 1. Then we have for all
0 <i < Ng(w)

(64, 6i01) < W (64, (Fip1 +27™) A1) < Cp—(0(54,6441) +217™) < e. (4.13)
Take t(# 0) € D,, and choose j so that 6,1 <t <&; (1 <j < Ng(w)+1). We have
TPHEB) = T (VI 5 B) - 00, (V20,00 B)TT(E, B). (4.14)

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

max {yJ P(&,B)|, |7 (¢, B) 1} < 2Ns(@)+1

which completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.10. Let w € Q((]m’dm) 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 C(B) and
N (B) polynomially such that

| T = TP — (Do) (V") [J*) Byt — D ((Do)o]) (Y™) [ |Bs s
= p(De) (Y)Y — (DB) (Y PPt — )| < Osft — s t.s € D, (4.15)
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Proof. We already proved that there exists N(B) such that |J;*| < N(B) for all sufficiently large m
and t € D,,. Noting this boundedness, we obtain desired result by the same proof as in Lemma 4.1 and
Lemma 4.2. O

(J;P)~1 also satisfies a similar estimate.

Lemma 4.11. Let w € Q((]m’dm) and suppose (4.1) holds. Let m be a sufficiently large number as in
Lemma 4.9.

(1) We define gT?ﬁpl;m by

L = T = () 4 () | (D)) B

zl’

+ 3 { Do)V E(Do) (Y52 )eslen — (D°0) (V0 o (V50 )eales | B

Ti—1
075

+ p(De) (Y ") d 7n+u%xx%%Am}

-1 i—197§ i—1

Then it holds that

@0l <2N(B)(1+ Dol + [D(Da)lo]) |+ |Def + D0l ) A%, (416)

Ti—1T,

(2) For alls,t € Dy, with s <, it holds that there exists a constant Cs which is defined by a polynomial
function of C(B) and N(B) such that

‘(jfn”’)‘l — (JJI) T ()T [(fo)(Ysm”’)Bs,t

+ 3 { (D)) (D) (Y )eslen — (D20) V) o (Vi eales B
a,B8

DY) + (D)8 | < Cale =5 (@17
Proof. (1) By the equation (3.3), we have

Ti—1

(T2t = () U@)lgwm%pemB)hJ)

i—1 Ti—1T,

() 1[—<Da><yl D) Ban, e — D((DO) o)) Brn e — p(DEYG )
— (D)) m+z{ (D)W Bryr e + DUDD o) W) )Br,

1
£ D), + (DB A) ) ] |

By the geometric property Bs b= BgftB BB &, we have

(Do) (Y P) (Do) (YS™P) Bs i) Bs.t — (Do) (Y) (Do) (V™) B
= (Do) (YJ")[(Do) (Y™ )eales BeyBay — (Do) (Y)[(Do) (Y™ )ealesByy
= (Do) (Y"P)[(Do) (Y™ )ealesBLy
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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 (J;”)~! satisfies a similar equation to ¥;™” 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. O

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

Lemma 4.12. Let ¢ be a C® function on R® x L(R™) x L(R™) with values in L(RY,R') whose all
derivatives and itself are at most polynomial order growth. Let

I"™P(o)

k
:Z{ P\Y;i— 17Mzmlp’ (Mz'n—Llp)_l)Bl LT +(70( mp’Mm’pv(Mm’p)_l);'_lEgTﬁpT{"}v
=1

where p(y™P, M™P (M™P)~1): | is the L(R? @ R, RY)-valued process such that

™M™, (M™) )iy [0 ® w] = (Drg) (yif, MY, (M) ™) o (927 Yol
+ (Do) (u4, M, (M) 1) |
[

(Do) (y;7) [M;™]] vlw
= (Ds) (2, M, (M) ™) (M)~ (Do) (527 [Tl

for v,w € RY. Here D; denotes the derivative with respect to the i-th variable of ¢.

 Letwe Qém’dm) and suppose (4.1). We have | I"™"| g- < C7, where C7 depends on o, b, ¢, ¢, C(B),
N (B) polynomially.

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

So far, we have given deterministic estimates of our processes based on C(B) and N(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 8 > 0, there exists a positive number ¢ which depends only on
H and B such that

4H

p(Ng(w) >r)<e . (4.18)

The following is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.13. Note that Ng(w) is a
random variable defined on 2.

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

By these results, under additional assumption on the covariance of (B;), we obtain LP estimate of
several quantities.

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

max {N 05, Cs, 07} € ﬂp>1Lp(QQ)

In particular

sup H max {|J (&, B)|, |Jm’p(£73)_1|}1ﬂém,dm)HLP < 0.
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Consequently we obtain the following estimate. Note that Zgn # is defined in Definition 3.5. Also re-
call that the notion of {ay, }-order nice discrete process was introduced and the definition of sup, , [¥;"”—
Y;| = O(al,,) 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 € Np>1LP (o) and a positive sequence {an,} which converges to 0 such that
A7y < amX |t — s for all s,t € Dy,w € Qo. Set ey = max{AM 1 a,,}. Then we have the
following.

(1) It holds that {Z™"},, is a {em,}-order nice discrete process independent of p.

(2) It holds that sup, , |Y;"™” = Yi| = O(ey,) 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 Holder estimates for J;* and (J;"*)~L. (2) follows from (1). O

Remark 4.17. In Lemma 4.15, we assume the covariance function R satisfies Condition 2.3 to prove
the integrabilities of .J;™”, (J;"*)~'. Actually we can obtain similar estimates to them without such as-
sumptions although we cannot prove their integrabilities because the estimates Conta{inAZC(B). However,
such kind estimates actually are enough to prove the weak convergence of (2™)% 2 (V" omy) ~ Yi).

Remark 4.18. Let w € liminf,, Q((]m’dm) and suppose (2.27). By (4.15) and (4.17), we see that
{J/P} and {(J™?)~'} (m = 1,2,...) are sequences of uniformly bounded and equicontinuous functions.
Hence, there exits at least one uniform limit respectively on U,, D,,. By the uniqueness of RDE, the limits
are equal to J; and Jt_1 respectively. Actually, we can prove lim,, jtm P exists for all t € U,,,D,,, and
w € liminf,, Q((]m’dm). By applying this result to the case where {?;m} is the Milstein approximate
solution, we see that J; and Jt_l also satisfy the same estimates as in (4.15) and (4.17) for all w € Q.

. 7 -1 Fm \—1 (m)
4.3 Estimates of Jy» — Jln and Jon — (J7n) ™ on
Again, we assume m satisfies (3.9). From now on, we will give estimates of Jrm — j;Zn and J%"} - (j:zn)_l

Note that jizn = M" = M,T’O is defined in (3.3) and Jy(§,B) = 0:Y (t,&, B) is the solution of the
following RDE:

Ji=1+ /O (Do)(Y)[Je]dB, + /0 (Db)(Y2) [ Jds.
We define €(J)rm | rm by

T = T+ (DY) e 1B o + (DP0) W) [T o (01 e eaBe

Tk—1 k—1 k—1’ T
+ (Do) () [(DO) i) e Jea] B3 + (DO W) 1A
+ E(J)Tﬁ17.r]zn. (4.19)

Lemma 4.19. Assume Condition 2.3. Let w € Q(()m). Let

k
6" (e = — Z ( Z:Lm)_le(J)Tﬁl,Tgn.

1=1
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(1) It holds that
le(J)gm om| < CsA3HT 1 <k <om,

Te—1Tk

where Cs is the constant in Lemma 4.10.
(2) {™(I)i} is a {A 1Y order nice discrete process and

sup 0™ (J )| = O(A%Hﬁ_l).
k

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

In particular,

— O(Ang—l)(R—l-l))'

R
max T — Ty <I + Z(éﬂj)ﬁ)

r=1

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

(i)~ = {I+Z< f: k)"f}@%

r=1

max
k

(4.20)

(4.21)

_ O(AQH*—I)(L—FI)) + O(AQH*—I)(R-FI)).

Proof. Note that the recurrence relation for J™ does not contain the term d™ and so we do not need

assumptions on d.

(1) This follows from Lemma 4.10 and Remark 4.18.

(2) This follows from the estimate of J™ and Remark 2.14.
(3) From the definition of J™ and (4.19), we have

AN | i
Ty = T+ T, (;ﬂ) (), o = T — T ()

=1 '
}NIence j;Zn = e = T (J)k + (Jm = Jrm )™ (J)g, which implies (4.20). Noting j:_Zn
J:_Zn(sm(gj)k, we get (4.21).
(4) Note that
A/ O R O/ Al
= (ST = (I (=TI NI = ) I

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

T = () = (= (Y[ - Jz“)J*}L
L—1
+ Jt - Jt Jt Z l]l
=0

Z A A (OO R
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and Jm[(J; — Jm) g7 = oG U Thgs

r l
T = (Ji) ™t = —J;k"}é _(—Jﬂyl é(amu)ky + O(AgH—U(RH))) J;k"}]
+ O(ABH™ ~1(L+1)y
LT R ¢
= —Jm ; __JT;” ;(5m(J)k)"> T

+0 AT(EzH*—l)(L—H)) +LO(AT(7?;H*—1)(R+1))’

which implies the estimate. O

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

Jm— gy = J;Fm 4 R (Jmyt— gt = kEmR g g2 (4.22)

1,m,R 2,m,R
where K5 and K2™E are {A3"~11.order nice discrete processes and maxy |L,"""| + |Ly™"| =

O(Aﬁ).
4.4 Convergence of jtm’p and (j{'%p)q

Here we show convergence of J;™” and (J;™*)~'. For this end we set N = (—M"")~19,M™" and
show the following:

Lemma 4.21. Let w € Q(()m’d ). For the standard basis eq, we write 2 = (2" eq).
(1) We have
d
Z T PP (50, Z Z I™P (o) ;2505 + ZIl (N™); (4.23)

a=1 a=1j=1

where @o(z, My, Ms) (z € R™, My, My € L(R")) is an £ (R, L(R™))-valued function such that
Qalz, My, Mau)v = My(D%0)(x)[Mieq, Moulv, ve R ueR™

I™P(py) is a discrete rough integral defined in Lemma 4.12. Explicitly, we have

Pa (ym”’ Mm”’, (M™P)~1) ey @ e5]
— (M) "N (Do) (y;™") [(D?0) (") [M]" P e, M) €5] e
+(Mzm”’) HD?o)(y" oy ey, M ea, M{™]es
+ (M) "HD?a) (5 ) (Do) (5] ) M en)er, M ]es
+ (M) N D20) (5 ) M ea, (Do) (") M ]es es.
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Also
L(N™); = 37 (= M) (D20) () 78, M) Ao,
j=1
L(N™?); = 32 (=M]") " (De) (g ) M}
j=1

2 m, m,p m,p
+ p(D2) () M)l o,
I3(N™") is a {a],}-order nice discrete process.
(2) sup,, [N™||z- = O(ay,).
Proof. From (3.8), we have
NP = NI (M) 0, (BT 0% B)) M.

which implies
NP = 3 (=M ) (D20) () [ M B
2 b} b} b}
+ DX(Do)o)) )8, My B o |

+Z M) (D)) M) o+ (D) () M1 e}

+ Z “HD) (g ] My A,

= N;n p7 + NZ m,p, 2 + N;nvpvg.

Using (M;"*)~! = (M;"])""(I — (Do)(y;" ) Brm | o + O(AZH™)) we obtain

7
b 71 K - K K K
NP = 3 (M) T (D2 () 2, M B o
j=1

— (D)) | (D))= M) oy | By e

+ D2 (D)ol (W) ) 1278, My By v + O(ART) }.

o 4,
By B;{tB;{t — B]} = By, we get

mP7 Zzwnm [mp(pa] 17]_’_2:1 1O(A3H )
J

a=1 j=1

By using the summation by parts formula (2.29), we obtain the first, second term and the term I3(N™")
on the right-hand side of (4.23). Noting sup,,; |2;"{| = O(ay,), we see that N™P2 and N"™P3 are {a’, }-
order nice discrete process. This finish the proof of (1). We can prove (2) using d™ and z"”® are
{al,}-order nice discrete processes, Lemma 4.10, Lemma 4.11, Lemma 4.12 and Theorem 4.16. O
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Theorem 4.22. Under the same assumption and notation as Theorem 4.16, we have

sup |} = Ji = Olem) sup |(J") ™! = 71| = Oem)

in the sense of Definition 2.12 (2).
Proof. Note

T p m r m m
Jtm,p_ Jtm :/0 alet ’pldpl :/0 (_Mt ’pl)Nt 7pldpl,

- ~ P P
Gy =yt = [ oy ap = [T ane ),

From Lemmas 4.9 and 4.21, we see sup; , |J;"” — JI"| = O(ep) and sup, , |(J;") =1 = (J;") |

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 €. In addition, the Crank-Nicolson approximate solution

satisfies estimate (4.1) on Q((]m). Hence Theorems 4.16 and 4.22 hold for &, = max{2~™, 2= "B ~1)1
where ¢ 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 2™"(w) for w € Qém’dm). Precisely, we prove

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

sup < 00.

sup [[(27)2H 7320 g1 amy
m>mg 0

0<p<1

L

We refer the readers to Definition 3.5 and (2.12) for definition of z," and I". We decompose as

s, p m __ 5 m7p7i
Zgh =1 =377 1 S, where

k
St = 3 (M) T (elyf) — e ) dEn, o,
i:l
SE% =3 (M) = (M) ) ey ) e,
i:l &
SE = ST = T e, s St = 3T )
i=1 =1

k
m,p,5 m,p\N—1 [ ~m m
Sy =N () Gﬂmm_whﬁ)

@ %
1=1

We give estimates for each term S (1 < <5). First, we consider Smpl
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Lemma 5.2. Let w € Q(()m’dm). Then we have

1 1
12™)? 7 =2.8™0 [y < emCGesup [[(27™)7 22| -,
p

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

Proof. We have
)
() = etus) = [ D o
and we obtain Holder estimate of the discrete process

H<(M,~m’p)—1/Op(Dc)(yﬁ’fl)[M;ﬁfl mpl]dm)

< Csup[|2™°]| -
illH- P

Here C depends on the Hélder norms of y"*, M"™?. Combining the estimate ||d"|,5- < 27™¢G.
(w € Q) and the discrete Young integral, we complete the proof. O

. 4
Next, we consider S;n’p’ and S,T’p’5.

Lemma 5.3. Let w € Q(()m’dm). We have

-1
JT'ml mc(y,l 1)d ml’Tim

J (DU)(Y )[C(Yrﬁl)d:—:jl;zpq_;n]BTﬁPT{n + O(Aani) + O(A{}n+2H7)7

27

where the dominated random variables X for the terms O(ALE™Y and O(ALF2H™) depend only on C(B)
and N (B) polynomially.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.11 and Remark 4.18. ]

Lemma 5.4. Let w € Q(()m’dm). In both cases, Y™ = Y;IM’m and Y™ = Y;CN’m, we have the following
estimates. There exist R™-valued bounded Lipschitz functions, p®P7, %87 on R™ (1 < a,fB,v < d)
such that

(Mmﬂ) 1(gmm - m)

2 Ti—1:T; T T,
B'Y a7ﬁ7ﬁ/ NQB'}/ - [e% ﬁ Y
T A W VB T BNV ) B o B o Bl o}
B,y

+ O(AMTY L O(ALHT),

The dominated random variables X for the terms O(A)* ™ and O(ALHT) depend on C(B) and
N (B) polynomially.
Proof. These identities follows from (2.17), (2.25) and Lemma 3.1 (3.10). O

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,. Let ¢/, = (27™),
where € is the positive number defined in Condition 2.7.
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Lemma 5.5. Letw € Q(()m’dm) and K™ € KC3,.

(1) Let {F/"}tep,, be a discrete process satisfying |F§*| + ||F™||g- < C, where C is independent of m
and depends only on C(B) and N(B) polynomially. Let I"™(F™); = ZZEI” Fin Kon  om. Then
it holds that

l@m) 21 (F™) o < CelGl,
where C' depends polynomially on C(B), N(B).
(2) We have
|28 g+ (2728 ™0 - < Cel Gl + (272,
where C' depends polynomially on C(B), N(B).

Proof. (1) By the assumption on the Holder norm of F 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(AMT™ ) and O(AL™). Let s = 7" < 7" = t. We have

-1
(253 (0ART) + O(AR)) < (25 - k)2~ C
i=k

— (2—m)%+H*—2HC(t o S),

where C' depends on C(B) and N(B) polynomially (Noting that 3 + H~ — 2H > 0, this term is
negligible). The remaining main terms can be handled by the estimate in (1). O

We consider the estimates of S”*3. To this end, we set
1 o
X = | @)1 - X =3 VenXn. (5.1)
m=1

For for the definition of 1™, see (2.12). Then from Condition 2.6, we have M, = sup,), || Xm||rr < oo for
all p>1 and X € Np>1LP(Qp).

Lemma 5.6. Let w € Q(()m’dm). We have

[ 2800 g < CVEmX + e, Gl (27 2T,
where C depends on C(B), N(B), G, polynomially and X is defined by (5.1).
Proof. Let R be a positive integer. By (4.22), we have

k
syt =3 (KQ,’?’RJ_l - LEW’R) c(yiq)drm

m m
T T; Ti—1:Ti
i=1

i—1°74 i—

k

o 2,m,R 1—1 2,m,R 1—1 2m,R m m

= E : (Kr;n Jom A K T w4 L ) c(yiy)dim  om
i=1

— m7P7371 m7P73,2 m7P73,3
=5, + 5, + 5,
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Then with the help of the summation by parts formula (2.29), we have

k
Sl — ZK%:” B om = DR KRR =0 K200
oy

m
17 Tic1™ Ti_1:T; )
=1

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

1@™)2H=3 531 |y < em? X - enC = Cy/EmX.
In a similar way to Lemma 5.5, we have
(225082 gy < Cep Gl
The term H(2m)2H_%SZI’p’3’3HH7 becomes small for large R. The proof is completed. O
Finally, we estimate S™"2. Below, we write N;"* = (—M™")~19,M"".
Lemma 5.7. Let L be a positive integer. Then it holds that

L-1
RO | ot dp N NP
[ <pr<--<p1<p

_|_/ d d,o mpl---Nim’pL(M;n’pL)_l. (5.2)
0<pr<-<p1<p

Proof. Noting 0,(M;™")~" = —(M™")~19,M™" (M)t = NP (M)~ we have
e SR R A D
0<p1<p

_ / dpy NP (MY 4 / dpy NP { (M)~ — ()~
0<p1<p 0<p1<p

:/ dp1 Nmpl Mm 1+/ dplNim,pl/ dpg len,m(Mim,m)—l
0<p1<p 0<p1<p 0<p2<p1

Iterating this calculation, we are done. O

Lemma 5.8. Forw € Q(()m’dm), we have

(221 =5 5702 -

< C{emce sup [[(2™)27 =22 - + \Em X + £, Gl + (z—m>%+H*—2H},
p

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

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

l

Nim,pl,m,pz — H{ NP 2 :ém ,Pr,Q Im,pr )2}7

r=1

M,P1,.,01 m,p1 m,pr m,P1,.-,P1
Ri - Ni Ni Ni '

36



Note that the product Hl _, in the above equation should be taken according to the order. Then we
have S}, mop2 = Sm Pl Sm P32 Sm P23 , where

L1 k
P21 Ve
ot = 3 / dpy...dpy Y NP (M) ey )dTn o,
=1 Y 0<p<<p1<p i=1
L1 k
77272 ’ r
gme =Z/ dpy..dpr Y RPN (M) ey ) e e,
=1 Y 0<p<<p1<p i=1

k
m,p,2,3 _ m,p1 m,pr, m,pr\—1 m
S, = / dp:...dpr ZNZ. o NJUPE (MR c(yi_l)d,rml’ m.
0<pr<-<p1<p i=1

We estimate the terms above.
By the definition, R; """ contains at least 1 product term of some Z;
[). Thus, by the estimate of the discrete Young integral,

ZMHPr, & (émyﬁr’ea) (1 S r S

@28 ST R () e e, e

17
i=1

< enC - Gosup 273y
2H— P

from which we obtain an estimate of S™?22, We next consider S"2!. Noting the identity (4.22), we
have

(M) ™H = (14 K ) T + L™

Hence

m

k
D NP M) T ey ) A

Ti—1T,
=1

m_ZNmpl’ P+ KA T eyl ) drs

m
T Ti—1T,

T IRV R
=1
k

+ ZN"%PL 7PLL2 m,R (yz 1)d7'7n1,T
=1

All terms can be treated in the similar way as Lemma 5.6 because NP1 is a {e! }-order nice
discrete process independent of pq,...,p;.
Finally, we consider S;"” 23, Noting that

sup [[N"™P1 - N™PE| - = Oleyy,),

m
P1s--sPL
we see that this term is small for large L. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We write f,,, = sup, H(2m)2H_%2m’pHH7 1o,m.am). By the estimate of above, there
0

exist ¢” > 0 and random variables {G,,} and G defined on € which satisfy sup,, ||Gm||zr < oo for all
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p>1and G € ﬂPZle(Q()) such that fm < Gm + 2_m€”Gfm. We write a,, = 2—me”' By using this
inequality k-times and Theorem 4.16, we get

k

1

fm < (1 +> ;ainGl) G + ap G (2772 sup (|27 | -1 mam)
=1 P 0

k
< (1 +) ainGl) G + abFIGEHL . (2my2H =5
=1
where G’ € Np>1LP(§) which is independent of m. By taking k to be sufficiently large, we arrive at

the conclusion. O

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

) 1
HP_H)IOO(Zm)2H 2+8H ||Sm7p,2||H7 1ng’dm) HLP =0.

Hence we arrive at the following lemma.

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

lim || sup [[(2™)2H7 24P — )| -1 pmamy | = 0.
m—0o0 OSpSI 0 Ip
Proof. The assertion follows from Lemmas 5.2, 5.5, 5.6 and Remark 5.9. O

5.2 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Here we show Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Recall definition (2.13) of R™. From (2.8), we can choose ¢ so that

0<s<min{H—— <2H—%>,H‘}.

We use the notation [t],, = 27™|2™¢|. Writing 7;"* = [t],,, we have

R} = R + (R — R )

= RZZm 19(()m,dm) + R:-Ti?l 1(9(()m,dm))[] + (R;Tl - R[Tj;)?
which implies
In?x ’R;n‘ S m]?ax ’RZZM 19(()m,dm) ‘ + m]?X ‘R:-T;m 1(9(()m,dm))0’ + m?X ‘R;n — Rm:n . (53)
We consider the third term in (5.3). We decompose R} — Rﬁ, into two terms;
O () = Y™ = Yo — (Vi = Vi) 5 (1) = Ty, Ly, — S L
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The definition of f/;m and Y; and the Holder continuity of JI™ imply
max [0 ()] < C(B)(2™) """, max |5 (1)] < [|71™ (|- (2™) 7
respectively. Hence
(22172 max |RY" — RYY_| < C(B)(2m)*H -2
+ (@ Ty (2m) U ),

By the definition of C (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

H-1 N H-1
(@) R namyg = (@G =) - (2T o

H—1
+ JTIZ:U . (Zm)z 2[;:271 . (Zm)el(ﬂ(()m,dm))g7

we have
1 1
(2m)2H -2t 2H—j+eq

&€ m AT m m
m§X|Rr,gn1(Q(()m,d’”>)c| < m]?X|yk —yp'l - (27) (@{md™ e

21
+ (mI?'X ’J‘I’]zn‘) (2771,) 2 ”[mHH7 . (27”)51(9((),”@77”)8'
The both terms converge to 0 in L 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

m arri m m
RTIT 19(()m,dm) = (yk — Y — JTIT T]ln)lQ(()m'dm)
1
=m0 =,
= / {Jrlznpzk P J‘I'Iznlqtzn}lﬂ(()m,dm) dp
0

and

~m,P zm,p — ~m7p zm,p
{2 = JT;”I:i"}ng"’dm) = Joi (Z™ - Ifi")lggm’dm)
= (T = Jrp VL ggmam - I,

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
2H—1+
(2m) 3T€ m]?X ‘R:_Zn 1Q(()m'dm)

converges to 0 in LP. We complete the proof. O
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