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Convergence rate of numerical scheme for SDEs with a distributional drift in
Besov space
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ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with numerical solutions of one-dimensional SDEs with the
drift being a generalised function, in particular belonging to the Holder-Zygmund space C~7 of
negative order —v < 0 in the spacial variable. We design an Euler-Maruyama numerical scheme
and prove its convergence, obtaining an upper bound for the strong L! convergence rate. We
finally implement the scheme and discuss the results obtained.

MSC: Primary 65C30; Secondary 60H35, 65C20, 46F99

Keywords: distributional drift, Euler-Maruyama scheme, rate of convergence, Besov space,
stochastic differential equation, numerical scheme

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with the Euler-Maruyama scheme and its rate of convergence for a
one-dimensional stochastic differential equation (SDE) of the form

t
(1) Xt:er/ b(s, Xs)ds + Wy,
0

where (W});>0 is a Brownian motion and the drift b(¢,-) belongs to the space of Schwartz dis-

tributions S’(R) for all ¢ € [0,T]. More precisely, the map ¢ — b(t) is 3-Hélder continuous for

any t € [0,7] with values in the Holder-Zygmund space C~7 of negative order —y < 0, which we
denote by b € C%/ZC*T For a precise definition of these spaces see Section 2.1 below.

SDEs with distributional coefficients have been studied by several authors in different settings
and with different noises, starting from the early 2000s with [3, 12, 13] and then in recent years
by [11, 10, 5, 7, 16]. In all these works the drift is a distribution and the authors investigate
theoretical questions of existence and uniqueness of solution, without exploring numerical aspects.
The specific setting we consider here is the one studied in [16], where the authors formulate the
notion of solution to (1) as a suitable martingale problem (c.f. Section 2.4). SDE (1) is solved in
[16] in any general dimension d, and the notion of solution is intrinsically a weak solution, since
it is formulated as a martingale problem. Here we restrict ourselves to dimension 1 in which case
there is a unique strong solution X (see Remark 3); the strong convergence studied in this paper
can only be defined for strong solutions. The research of weak convergence for multi-dimensional
SDEs of the above type is left for the future.

The first results on numerical schemes for SDEs date back to the 80s, see the book by Kloeden
and Platen [24] for the case of smooth coefficients. On the other hand, numerical schemes for SDEs
with low-regularity coefficients is an active area of research, but almost all contributions deal with
SDEs with coefficients that are at least functions. We refer to the introduction of [19] for a list of
other relevant papers, and to the introduction of [8] for a short summary of techniques used for
numerical schemes with low-regularity coefficients. Paper [8] goes on to investigate convergence
rates for SDEs with bounded measurable drifts, obtaining a strong LP-rate of % for non-unitary
diffusion coefficient, and a strong LP-rate of 1%’ when the drift b is time-homogeneous and an
element of the Sobolev space W;m for v € (0,1) and the diffusion coefficient is the identity. Notice
that the drift has a positive Sobolev regularity of v, hence it is a possibly discontinuous function.
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2 CONVERGENCE RATE OF NUMERICAL SCHEME FOR SDES WITH A DISTRIBUTIONAL DRIFT

Another relevant paper is [17], where the authors deal with the case of L-LP drifts and unitary
diffusion. They prove that the weak error of the Euler-Maruyama scheme is 5, where « is the
distance from the singularity o := 1 — (% + %), where d is the dimension of the problem. They

also conjecture that their methods of proof should produce a rate of H% for time-inhomogeneous

drifts that belong to Cq% C7. A different line of research investigates discontinuous drifts and
possibly degenerate diffusion coefficients, where the discontinuities lie on finitely many points or
hypersurfaces, see [23, 22, 25] for more details, and [28] for a review.

Ounly a few works deal with numerical schemes for SDEs with distributional coefficients. In [9],
the SDE is like (1) but the drift b belongs to a different distribution space, namely to the fractional
Sobolev space of negative order b € C%H(_lzﬂ/)ﬂ,q for k € (3,1), v € (0,1) and ¢q € (4, %) The
authors obtain a strong L'-rate of convergence depending on « which vanishes as —y approaches
the boundary —i, and tends to % for when —v approaches 0 (i.e., when it approaches measurable
drifts). In [14], the authors study SDEs in d-dimensions with drifts in negative Besov spaces B,7,
and the noise is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index H € (0, %) They require that

— ﬁ < =y - % < 0, i.e., the roughness of the drift is compensated by the roughness of the
noise. The case p =00, d=1and H = % would correspond to our case, but this combination of
parameters violates the above condition as the left-hand side becomes 0. Techniques used in [14]
cannot be easily extended to our case. Indeed, for their proofs of convergence the authors rely on
the well-known fact that a rougher noise gives more regularity to the solution, hence allowing for
a rougher drift coefficient b (or a higher dimension).

In this paper, we set up a two-step numerical scheme. The first step is to regularise the
distributional drift with the action of the heat semigroup, which gives a smooth function and
allows to use Schauder estimates to control the approximation error bounds for the solution of
the SDE with smoothed drift. Proving this step is the bulk of the paper. The second step is
the bound on the error of the Euler-Maruyama scheme, which requires ad-hoc estimates (rather
than standar EM estimates that can be found in most of the literature) to be able to control the
constant in front of the rate in terms of the properties of the smoothed drift. To do so, we borrow
ideas and results from [9], but we still have to prove a delicate L'-bound of the local time of the
error process (see Lemma 15). Notice that we consider the L' strong error, and not the more
common L? error, because we would otherwise get some terms that we could not bound. Finally,
we link the smoothing parameter in Step 1 and the time step in Step 2 to obtain a one-step scheme
and its convergence rate.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we set up the problem and the notation, recalling
all relevant theoretical tools such as Holder-Zygmund spaces, the heat kernel and semigroup,
Schauder estimates and the notion of virtual solution to SDE (1). In Section 3 we describe the
numerical scheme and state the main result (Theorem 7) which provides a convergence rate in
terms of the regularity parameter v (Corollary 9). Section 4 contains the proof of the building
bloc of the main theoretical result (Proposition 6), which is a bound on the difference between
the solution to the original SDE (1) and its approximation after smoothing the drift b. Here is
where we make use of the bound on the local time borrowed from [9]. Finally in Section 5, we
describe a numerical implementation of the scheme and analyse numerical results. It is striking
to see that the empirical convergence rate seems to be % — 2, which would be the extension of
the rate found in [8] if they allowed for negative regularity index (and hence for distributional
drifts). A straightforward application of their techniques is not possible and further investigations
in this direction, for example using stochastic sewing lemma introduced in [21], are left for future
research.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. For a function f : [0,7] x R — R that is sufficiently smooth, we denote by f;
the partial derivative with respect to ¢, by f, the partial derivative with respect to x, and by f,.
the second partial derivative with respect to . For a function g : R — R sufficiently smooth we
denote its derivative by ¢'.
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We now recall some useful definitions and facts from the literature. First of all, let S(R) be the
space of Schwartz functions on R and &’(R) the space of tempered distributions. We denote (-)"
and (-)V the Fourier transform and inverse Fourier transform on S respectively, extended to S’ in
the standard way. For v € R, the Holder-Zygmund space is defined by

@ C'(R) = {1 €871, = sup2 [ (6:F)"]] < oo},

where (¢;); is any partition of unity. The Holder-Zygmund space C?(R) is also known as Besov
space B, ,,(R). For more details see [29, 1]. To shorten notation we write C7 instead of C”(R).
Note that if v € R* \ N the space above coincides with the classical Holder space. These spaces
will be used widely in the paper, so we recall the norms that we will use in the paper. If v € (0, 1),
the classical y-Hoélder norm

|f(x) — f(y)]
(3) £l + iig T
lz—y|<1

is an equivalent norm in C7. If v € (1,2) an equivalent norm is

(4) 1l + 1N+ sup =S
ety |z —yl
le—y|<1

We will write C7CY := C([0,T];C") with the norm
[fllcres = sup [[f(#)lle~-
t€[0,T]

We will also use a family of equivalent norms || - ||(C€T)CW, for p > 0, given by

118 e = sup e TOF ) e

s

Indeed, it is easy to see that

(5) Ifllceer < e IF 1

For any given v € R we denote by C?* and C7~ the following spaces
(6) C7 = Up>,C%,

(7) C,\/i = ﬂa<,yC°‘.

Similarly, we also write CrCY" := Uys, CrC?.
The following bound in Hélder-Zygmund spaces will be useful later and it is known as Bernstein
inequality.

Lemma 1 (Bernstein inequality). For any v € R, there is ¢ > 0 such that
(8) I, < elflley,  fec™h

Let k € (0,1). We denote by C%L> the space of k-Holder continuous functions with values in
L*>, and by C4C} the space of x-Holder continuous functions from [0, T with values in the space
of C' functions which are bounded and have a bounded derivative. We define the following norms
and seminorms for g € CFL*>:

(9) 19/l oo,z == sup sup|g(t,z)|
te[0,T] z€R
and

t,s€[0,T],t#s ‘t - S|H

Notice that if g € C£C} then g, € CRL™.
We finish this section by introducing an asymptotic relation between functions. For functions
f, g defined on an unbounded subset of R, we write f(z) = o(g(2)) if lim,_oo | f(2)]/|g(z)| = 0.
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2.2. Standing assumption. The following assumption will hold throughout the paper.
Assumption 1. We have b € C%/QC(*B)Jr for some 0 < B < 1/2.

We will derive our numerical scheme and prove its convergence under the above assumption,
but solutions to the SDE (1) exist under a weaker assumption b € CrC~# and this fact will be
exploited in the derivation of the rate of convergence. Although solutions to SDE (1) exist in higher
dimensions, we work in dimension 1 because in this case one can construct a strong solution, see
Remark 3, which is fundamental to the definition of strong convergence error.

2.3. Heat kernel and heat semigroup. We will use heat kernel smoothing to derive a se-
quence of approximating regularised SDEs. Here we introduce notation and provide background
information about the action of the heat semigroup on elements of C7.

The function

1 =2
(11) pt(m)=\/me &

is called heat kernel and it is the fundamental solution to the heat equation. The operator acting
as a convolution of the heat kernel with a (generalised) function, is called heat semigroup, and it
is denoted by P;: for any g € S we have

(12) (Pg) () = (e *9) () = / p(2)g(y — z)de.

The semigroup P; can be extended to S8’ by duality. For a distribution ¢ € &', the convolution
and derivative commute as mentioned in [26, Section 5.3] and [15, Remark 2.5], that is,

(13) (pexo) =pixo=pe*c.
This fact is useful for efficient construction of regularised SDEs when b = B, for some function

B e C;/ 201-F as we do in the numerical example studied in Section 5.
We recall the so-called Schauder estimates which quantify the effect of heat semigroup smooth-
ing.

Lemma 2 (Schauder estimates). For any v € R, there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any 0 > 0
and f € CY

(14) 1Pfll. 29 < et IIFI -
Moreover, the above constant can be chosen so that if @ < 1 and f € C7t20 then
(15) 1Pf = flly < et® £, 400 -

2.4. Existence of solutions to the SDE. We recall from [15, 16] main results on construction,
existence and uniqueness of solutions to SDE (1) under the following assumption

(16) beCrCoP* B (0,1/2).

There exists two equivalent notions of solution to SDE (1): virtual solutions and solutions via
martingale problem. The formulation via martingale problem is omitted and the reader is referred
to [16]. We describe below the formulation via virtual solutions, because it is particularly suited
to our analysis of the numerical scheme.

For A > 0, let us consider a Kolmogorov-type PDE

(17) ut—l—%um—i—bux:)\u—b
u(T)=0

with the solution understood in a mild sense, i.e., as a solution to the integral equation

T T
(18) u(t) = /75 Ps_y (ug(s)b(s)) ds — /t Py (Au(s) —b(s))ds, Vte[0,T].
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It is shown in [15, Theorem 4.7] that a solution u exists in C7C~#)~ and is unique in CpC1+A)+,
Hence, u, is a-Holder continuous for any o < 1 — 3. By [15, Proposition 4.13], we have |Jug|/co <
1/2 for X large enough.

From now on we fix A large enough. By [15, Proposition 4.13], the mapping

(19) o(t,x) :=x+u(t,z)

is invertible in the space dimension, and we denote this space-inverse by (¢, -). Consider now a
weak solution Y to SDE

(20) Yi =yo+ )\/0 u(s, (s, Ys))ds Jr/o (ug(s,9(s,Y:)) + 1)dWs.

We call that X; := 1(t,Y;) is a virtual solution' to SDE (1). Clearly, Y; = ¢(t, X;) = X; +u(t, X¢)
solves (20) when X is a weak solution to the equation

(21) X, = 2+ u(0,2) — u(t, X)) + A /Ot u(s, Xo)ds + /Ot (s (5, X.) + 1) W,

so any solution (X;) of (21) is also a virtual solution to SDE (1). We also note that the virtual
solution does not depend on A thanks to the links between virtual solutions and martingale problem
developed in [16]; the reader is refered to the aforementioned paper for a complete presentation of
those links.

We complete this section by showing that the virtual solution of SDE (1) is a strong solution
in the sense that the solution Y to SDE (20) is a unique strong solution.

Lemma 3. Under condition (16), there exists process (Yz) on the original probability space with
the Brownian motion (Wy) that satisfies (20), and this process is unique up to modifications.
Equivalently, there is a unique process (Xy) that satisfies (21).

Proof. Recall that u and u, are bounded, hence they have linear growth uniformly in time, which
implies there exists a strong solution Y to SDE (20), see [2, Remark 9.6]. Uniqueness for SDE (20)
follows in dimension 1 from a result by Yamada and Watanabe, see e.g. [18, Proposition 2.13].
Indeed, the drift and the diffusion coefficients have linear growth and the diffusion coefficient is
a-Hdlder continuous for any « > 1/2. O

3. THE NUMERICAL SCHEME AND MAIN RESULTS

Numerical scheme for SDE (1) is based on two approximations. The first one replaces the
distributional drift with a sequence of functional drifts so that the solutions of respective SDEs
converge to the solution of the original SDE. Subsequently, the approximating SDEs are simulated
with an Euler-Maruyama scheme. We will then balance errors coming from the approximation of
the drift and the discretisation of time to maximise the rate of convergence.

We regularise the drift by applying heat semigroup. For a real number N > 0, we define

(22) oY = P1b.

Since bY(t,+) € C for any v > 0 (c.f. Lemma 2) and for all ¢t € [0,7], we have b™(t,-) € Cf,
t € [0, T}, hence, it is Lipschitz continuous in the spatial variable. Hence the SDE

(23) dx =N (t, xN)dt + dw,

has a unique strong solution.
In keeping with the usual approch, for m € N we take an equally spaced partition t;, = ¢} =
kT /m, k=0,...,m, of the interval [0,T]. We define

(24) k(t) = k™(t) =max {k: t, <t}, te[0,T].

IWe borrow here the term virtual solution from [11], where the authors use an analogous equation for Y to
define the solution of an SDE with distributional drift b in a fractional Sobolev space. In [16] the authors instead
define the solution via martingale problem, but the equivalence with the notion of virtual solutions follows from
their Theorem 3.9.
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Consider an Euler-Maruyama approximation of (X) with m time steps
t
(25) XNy +/ DY (b, XN )ds + Wyt [0,T):
0

We first obtain a bound on the strong error between the approximation (X™V™) and the process
(X)) with explicit dependence of constants on the properties of the drift V. This is needed
in order to balance the smoothing via choice of N and the number of time steps m to optimise
the convergence rate of the Euler-Maruyama approximation to the true solution (X). Following
arguments in the proof of [9, Prop. 3.4] we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4. Assume that bV € Cilp/zL‘X’ N L¥CE. Then

sup E HXtNm — XtNH < AVNm~' 4+ BNm~1/2,
0<t<T

where

A Al N G [ [
N 68 e + BV

1 .
oo, L 5,L>

Corollary 5. Under Assumption 1, the condition of Proposition 4 is satisfied and for any ¢ > 0
there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

AN < N bl e (1 +

and
+ﬁ+

BY <¢N*©

1

2

[Bll oy s + N

1
Proof. We first show that b € CrL>®nN L%OC’I}. In the proof, a constant ¢ may change from line
to line.
We apply Lemma 2 with € from the statement of the corollary, 8 = €+ﬂ and v = —B to get

167 (t, ) = bV (s, )| = IIPA(b(t, ) = b(s; Dl < ellPL(b(E,-) = b(s,-))lle

< eNF bt ) = b(s,)lo-s
where the first inequality is by (3). Hence,

€

(26) DMy 1 SN

By the same arguments applied to bY (¢,-), we obtain ||b™ (¢, )|z~ < eN%" Hb( ¢4, which
yields

(27) 1] e < 10 e < N Iolyea

oo, L —

Bounds (26) and (27) allow us to conclude that b~ € C% L.

It remains to show that b () exists and is bounded uniformly in ¢ € [0,7]. The derivative
b (t,) is well defined for all ¢t € [0, T] because b € CrC” for all 4 > 0. Using the equivalent
norm (3) and Bernstein’s inequality (8) we have

(28) 2]

oL = HbiVHCTCG < CHbNHcTCf“ =

where the last inequality is by Lemma 2. Inequalities (27) and (28) show that b € LC}.
It remains to insert the bounds derived above into formulas for AY and BY from Proposition
4. O

Before stating the main result, we state another auxiliary result, whose proof is the main content
of Section 4 below.
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Proposition 6. Under Assumption 1, for any & € (1/2,1 — B) and any € (B, 1/2), there is a
constant ¢ such that

sup E[|XY — Xi[] <o — o[22,
t€[0,T)

for all N sufficiently large so that |[bY — b||c,.c-s < 1.

The approximation error of our numerical scheme comes from two sources: the time discretisa-
tion error from Euler-Maruyama scheme, which depends on m, and the smoothing error coming
from replacing b with bV in the SDE, which depends on N. We will now show how to balance
those two sources of errors and bound the resulting convergence rate. To this end, we parametrise
N in terms of m and postulate that this parametrisation is of the form N(m) = m" for some
1n > 0. We denote

and consider the strong error

YT(m)= sup E HXZ” - X
0<t<T

Take any € € (0,1/2 — ), 8 € (8,1/2) and & € (1/2,1 — j3). By triangle inequality, we have

Y(m) < sup E H)A(tm - XtN(m)H + sup E HXtN(m) - XtH

T0<t<T 0<t<T
< AN(m), =1 | pN(m) 1/ JrCHbN(m) _p 2a-t
- CTC76
48 e+B8+1 _
(29) < e[ m?F Pl gyes (14m T Pblgyes ) m!

—1
2

e+B+1 4B
(T Wbllgges +m )
_nB=B (24— 2a—1
+m N3 ( [e% 1) Hb||CO;C*B:|7
where in the second inequality we used Proposition 6 and in the last inequality Corollary 5 and
the following estimate arising from Lemma 2:
_B-8
NI () = b(t, Y le-s < eN(m)™ = |Ibt,Mlg-ss ¢ €[0,T].
Since all the norms appearing on the right hand side are finite, they can be absorbed by a
constant and we have

e+8
+m"2

B g 2c42841 4 etB+1 _(B=B)(2a-1)
2 2 2 n 2

(30) T <c|m” m" m' 3 3 4m
Before proceeding further, we optimise the last term in 8 and & to maximise its rate of decrease
of the last term in m. Recalling the constraints for 8 and &, the product (8 — 5)(2&4 — 1) is
maximised for & =~ 1 — § and 8~ 1/2. We take & =1 — 5 — € and 5 = 1/2 — € which yields the

value 2(1/2 —  — €)2. The last term of (30) takes the form
m-3—h—e)?

The monotonicity of the remaining four terms in (30) depends on 7. For the scheme to converge,

we need to make sure that they all decrease which is guaranteed if n%ﬁ“ —1<0and 7764'5%1 —
% < 0. This leads to the constraint

(31) 0< n < —F .
e+8+1
At this point we have to find the optimal value of n. It is easy to see that the slowest decreasing

term within the first four terms of (30) is m” =5

1
2. To balance Euler-Maruyama error measured
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by the first four terms and the error of approximating b with 5™ in the last term we equate the
rates

1 1 4 9
(32) nf 9 77(5 p—e)
This leads to
1
(33) n=

6+B+1+2(%—B—6)2.

Inserting this expression for n into the right-hand side of (32) we obtain the rate of convergence

of our scheme as A
+B8+1 -1
(3—B—¢
We summarise the above derivation in the following theorem.

Theorem 7. Let Assumption 1 hold and fizx e € (0,1/2 — B) By taking

1
Atz I_p_o2
N(m) = ettt -h-9%
the strong error of our scheme is bounded as follows:

} < om (@it 2)

)

(34) sup E HXjV (mm _ y,

0<t<T

where constant ¢ depends on € and drift b.

Remark 8. Note that the bound stated in Proposition 6 holds for N large enough so that ||bN(m) —
bleyc-s < 1. Formally, the error for small N(m), i.e., small m, could be incorporated into the
constant c in (34) when the condition [|[bN™) —b||¢,.c-s < 1 is not satisfied. However, when doing
numerical estimation of the convergence rate (see Section 5) we have to pick m large enough so
that oM™ —b||cc-s < 1, otherwise the numerical estimate of the rate could not be reliable.

Corollary 9. Our construction allows us to achieve any strong convergence rate strictly smaller

than . A
1 -1 1 -1 A
lim (% + 2) - (f; + 2) =:r(f).
N (-3
A 1_5)2
Remark 10. We rewrite r(f) = % from Corollary 9. Figure 3 in Section 5 displays

this function over the range ofB € (0, %) We take a closer look at the limits as B approaches 0
and %
. limmor(ﬁ) = %. This corresponds to b € CpCOT, which is comparable to the case of a
measurable function b € CrCO.
° hmBT% r(B) = 0, so when the roughness of the drift approaches the boundary %, the scheme

deteriorates. This is expected due to the nature of the estimate in Proposition 6 that we
use.

A direct comparison of our rate with other rates found in the literature is only possible in the case
of measurable drifts with Brownian noise, which has been treated in [/]. The rate obtained there
is %, so our estimate is clearly not optimal because we obtain %. However, the technique they use
is different than ours, and in particular they use stochastic sewing lemma due to [20] to drive up
the rate, but it seems it is not straightforward to apply the techniques used in [4] to our setting.
Paper [14] considers time-homogeneous distributional drifts and, between others, covers drifts
be CP for some 3 > 0, but the driving noise is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index
H € (0, %) For g € (0, ﬁ —1), the rate of convergence is 2.(171%8) —e¢ for any € > 0, which excludes

the case H = % of Brownian noise which would lead to a rate of 1/2 for measurable functions
(since 8 would also approach 0).



CONVERGENCE RATE OF NUMERICAL SCHEME FOR SDES WITH A DISTRIBUTIONAL DRIFT 9

In [9], the authors consider SDE (1) with the drift b € C%H(Iﬁﬂ),l7q fork € (3,1), B (0,1)

and q € (4, %) The space H(_fig)—l . is a fractional Sobolev space of negative reqularity —f3. Their

B is closely related to our B as fractional Sobolev spaces H,; , are related, albeit different, to Besov
spaces By ., see e.g. [29]. In both cases the index s is a measure of smoothness of the elements of
the space. When (B | 0, the convergence rate of the numerical scheme in [9] tends to é, as in our
case. However, when  — % the convergence rate in [9] vanishes, while we get r(i) = 2—12

Finally we would like to mention that in our numerical study in Section 5 we obtain a numerical
estimate of the convergence rate equal to w, which is the equivalent of the rate HT'Y found in
[4] for positive v, i.e. for y-Holder continuous drifts. This suggest that the rate from the latter

paper could apply in our setting but it would require a different approach and is left as future work.

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6

Let us introduce an auxiliary process YV, which is the (weak) solution of the SDE
t t
B9 V= [ e s+ [ 60N 5. Y) + Daw,
0 0

where u!V is the unique solution to the regularised Kolmogorov equation

{uiv—i—luN +bNul = N — b

2%zx

(36) uN(T) =0,

and " (t,x) is the space-inverse of
(37) oM (t, @) ==z + u” (¢, 2),

which exists by [15, Proposition 4.16] for A large enough. Since b — b in C7C” by Lemma 2 and
Assumption 1, we can apply [15, Lemma 4.19]. This lemma and its proof provide key properties
of the above system and its relation to (17) and (20). The solution of the regularised Kolmogorov
equation (36) enjoys a bound |[u) | < 1/2 for X large enough; the constant A can be chosen
independently of N (but it depends on the drift b of the original SDE), and from now on we fix
such A\. We also have u" — u and uY — w, uniformly on [0, 7] x R<.

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 6 with the overall structure inspired by
[9]. The main idea of the proof is to rewrite the solutions X~ and X in their equivalent virtual
formulations and thus study the error between the auxiliary processes Y defined in (35) and Y’
defined in (20). This transformation has the advantage that the SDEs for Y~ and Y are classical
SDEs with strong solutions, see Remark 3. After writing the difference X~ — X in terms of
YN —Y we apply It6’s formula to |[Y¥ —Y|. We will control the stochastic and Lebesgue integrals
by ™ —wu and ¥ — 4, which in turn are bounded by some function of b —b. The term involving
the local time at 0 of Y — Y is handled in Lemma 15.

In the remaining of this section, we fix # € (8,1/2) and & € (0,1 — ) as in the statement
of Proposition 6. Since 8 € (3,1/2), we have b € CpC+ by Assumption 1. Notice that
the solutions u and uV obtained when taking b as an element of C;/ 2C=PF are the same as
when viewing the same b as an element of C7C(~#)*. We obviously have u, u™ € CrC2?~#)~ and
w,uN € CrCH for any a < 1 — 3.

Lemma 11. There are py and ¢ such that for any p > po and for any o <1 — 5 we have
at+B—1
lu = a™ &) erva < 2ellb =6V lleges (ull ) ren = 1™ 2
Proof. The bound in the statement of the lemma forms the main part of the proof of [15, Lemma
4.17] in the special case when the terminal condition is zero and g% = bV, g = b. O

The parameter p and the exact dependence of the bound on it is not important for our argu-
ments, so we may fix p that satisfies the conditions of the above lemma. However, for completeness
of the presentation, we will mention the dependence on py and p in results below.
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Using Lemma 11 we can derive a uniform bound on the L>-norm of the difference u(t) — u™ (t)
and ug(t) — ul ().

Lemma 12. For any p > po, where pg is from Lemma 11, there is k > 0 such that for allt € [0,T]
lu(t) = u™ (@)l + lus(t) = uz (@)= < Kllb =0V [lcpe-e
Constant x depends also on ¢ from Lemma 11 and on T and u.

Proof. We recall that u,u™ € CpC*® and wu,,ul) € OrC® for any a < 1 — 3. Recall also that
the norm in C” for v € (0,1) is given by (3) and in C” for v € (1,2) is given by (4). Using this
together with Bernstein inequality (8) we get for all ¢ € [0,7T] that

lu(t) = u™ ()| e + ue(t) = ug ()l < ¢ Jlult) —u™ (1)]|er+a,

for some ¢ > 0. We conclude using (5) and Lemma 11. The thesis holds with constant x given by

a+B—1
k= e?T2e]b— bV |l opes (JullE) grve — Dp™ 7

O

Next we derive a bound for the difference 1 — 1, where we recall that the two functions are
the space-inverses of ¢ and ¢ defined in (19) and (37).

Lemma 13. Take x from Lemma 12. We have

38 t, _ Nt, <9 b—bN o
(38) (t,y)i}(l)l,)T]x]RW)( y) = ( y)|_ RH ||CTC s

Proof. Let us first recall that [|us|ls < %, see the discussion at the beginning of this section.
Hence u,, is %-Lipschitz. Using this we have for any z,z’ € R

|¢(t,.’£) - ¢(t7x/)| = |(CL‘ + u(t7x)) - (xl + u(t,x’))\
> |z —2'| = |u(t,z) — u(t,z')|

(39) > -

V
\
B
I
8

-2

Insert x = v(t,y) and 2’ = ™ (¢,y) for some y € R, to get the bound

906, 6(t,9)) — 6wV (1) 2 5 [tt0) — ¥ (19)].
This implies the first inequality below

|¢(t, y) - qu(ta y)’ < 2 {d)(ta w(ta y)) - (rb(ta 1/)N(t7 y))|
(40) = 2™ (6N (ty)) — ot " (,y)))|
=2[u (9N (ty)) —ult, v (t.y)] |
where we used ¢V (t, ¥V (t,y)) = y = ¢(t, 1 (t,y)) and the definition of ¢ and ¢~. Thus
[(t,y) =0V ()] <2 [lut) =N O o <26 [0 =05

having used Lemma 12 in the last inequality. U

Finally we derive a bound for |u® (s,v"(s,y)) — u(s,%(s,9'))| and for |ul(s,9N(s,y)) —
Uz (s, 9(s,4'))|.

Lemma 14. For any B € (B, 1/2), any a < 1 — B and any y,y' € R, the following bounds are
satisfied

(41) [u™ (s, 9™ (5,9")) —uls, (s, )| <26 |0V =0l ¢, oos + |y —¥']
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and
) | (5, 9N (5,97) — (5,9 (5, 9))| < [[o =0 oo + 2% [l gperva [PV =Bl s
+ [ua (s, 9(s,)) — ua(s, (s, )l

where K s from Lemma 12.
Proof. We start with (41). We rewrite the left-hand side as

[u™ (5,9 (5,4) —u(s, ¥ (s,9)] < |[u™ (5,9 (5,9) —u (5,07 (5,9))]
(43) +u (s, 0™ (s,y) —uls, ¢ (s,9)]

+lu(s, ¥ (s,9) —uls, ¥ (s,))]-

Using Lemma 12, we bound the first term above by

[ (s, 9™ (5,9) = (5,0 (5,9))] < ™ (5) = u(s) o= < w[lb =0, cs

The second term in (43) is bounded using the fact that [Jus[. < 3 (see the discussion at the
beginning of this section) and Lemma 13:

u (s, 0™ (s,9)) —u (s, (s,9)] <

For the third term in (43), we use again that u(t,-) is

[N (5,9) = (5,0) | < e [[p =0V o

N =

1

5-Lipschitz

(5,0 (5,)) — (5,0 5] < 516 (50) =6 (s,0) | < Ty o,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that (¢, -) is 2-Lipschitz, which we argue as follows.
By the definition of 1 as the space inverse of ¢, we have z = ¥ (t, z) + u(t, ¥(t, z)). Hence

[(t,y) — (L, y")] < Jult,(t,y) —ult, vty )|+ ly — | < %W(n y) — (it y) +ly =yl

where the last inequality uses again that wu(t,-) is %—Lipschitz. Combining the above estimates
proves (41).
Let us now prove (42). Similarly as above we write

Jug (5.9 (5,9)) = wa(5,9(5,9))| < [ug) (5,97 (5,9)) = ua(s,07 (5,9)]|
(44) + |ua (s, 0™ (5,9)) — uals, ¥(s,y")]
+ [ua (s, ¥(s,y) — uals, v(s,y))| -
The first term is bounded using Lemma 12 as follows

|y (5,9 (5,9)) = wa (5,07 (5,9))| < Mg’ (5) = (5) [lzoe < w0 =07 s

Since b € CrC~# and o € (1/2,1 — B) then u € C7C***, so by Bernstein inequality (Lemma 1)
we have u,(t) € CrC* with ||uzllcrce < ||ullgpcr+a. Recalling the norm (3) in C%, we conclude
that u,(t) is a-Holder continuous with constant ||ul|cpci+e. This allows us to bound the second
term in (44) as

|ua (5, 9™ (5,9) = ua (5,0 (5,9))| < ulleperalt™ (s,9) = (s,9/) |
a, o @
S ||UHCTcl+a2 K ||b - bNHC'TC_ﬁ y
where the last inequality uses Lemma 13. This concludes the proof. O

In order to bound the L' norm of the difference X~ — X, we need to bound the local time of
YN —Y at zero. To this end, we recall the definition of a local time of a continuous semimartingale
Z and a bound for this local time established in [9]. We define the local time of Z at 0 by

e—0 2¢

1 t
(45) L?(Z):lim—/o lyzi<ad{Z)s,  t>0.
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Lemma 15 ([9, Lemma 5.1]). For any € € (0,1) and any real-valued, continuous semi-martingale
Z we have
(46)

t

t B 1 3 .
E[LY(Z)] < 4e — 2E V (1{256(076)} +1z.59€" Zs/e) dZs] + ZE U Ly sqet%/d(Z),] .
0 0

The next Proposition is a bound for the local time of Y~ — Y, solutions to the SDEs (20) and
(35). This is a key bound in the proof of the L'-convergence of XV to X, due to the application
of Ito’s formula to |YV — Y.

Proposition 16. For any a € (1/2,1— () and N such that b —b||¢c,c-s < 1 we have

t
47)  EL(YN —Y)| < AE [/O VN - sts] + B oY = blleets + o ([0 —bllenets)

for some constants A, B > 0.

Proof. This proof follows the same steps as the proof of [9, Proposition 5.4] with differences coming
from the spaces that b and bY belong to. It is provided for the reader’s convenience.

Recall that Y;, Y,V are strong solutions of (20) and (35) respectively, see Remark 3. Their
difference satisfies

YN = () — o) + A / (W™ (5,97 (5, YN)) = u(s, ¥(s, Ya)))ds
(48) . 0
+ / (W (5,9" (5, YY) — a5, (s, Y)W,

We apply Lemma 15 to Y,V —Y; for € € (0,1):

E[L2(YN —Y)] < 4e
(49)

v N -y,

t
—2)\E [/ <1{YSNYS€(O,6)} + R{YSN*YSZE}el_ € ) (’U,N(S, wN(S, 1/51\7)) — u(S,’lﬂ(S,}{;))) ds
0
(50)

1 ' ey N N 2
+ EE [/0 Liy~n_y,>e)€ c (Ua: (s, (s,Y,)) — ux(s,ﬂj(s,Ys))) ds} ,

where the expectation of the integral with respect to the Brownian motion (W;) is zero thanks to
the fact that u, and u) are bounded uniformly in N.

N7 S
Notice that if YN — Y, > ¢, then el < 1. Hence, (49) is bounded above by

ANE Uot (u(s, (s, Ys)) — uN(s,ww(s,Y;N)))ds] <4 (2,.@ oY = bl pemn t+E Uot YN - vV dSD ,

where the last inequality is by Lemma 14.
vV v,
Now for (50), we use again the observation that H{YSN,YS>E}61_f < 1, the estimate (42)

from Lemma 14 choosing ' € (a, 1 — ), and the inequality (z; + o + 23)2 < 3(23 + 22 + z2) to
get the bound

1 ¢ 2 o 24
;E/O (362 [[b = 0V (15 ¢ + 3+ 222 | [N

20’ 2
- bHcTc—B ||UHCT51+QI> ds

yN-v,

1 [t ,
+7E/ 3]1{be_1/5>6}€1_ c
0

(5,85, YN)) = (5,055, Vo)) | ds

b — bH2C'aTc_—1ﬁ>

€

3t /
< = (0N = bll gy (K2 [0V = Bll s + ) Tl e

3 ¢ yN-v,
+ -E (/ ]].{YSN_YS>E}€17 €
0

€

g (s,0(s, YY) — uz(s,w(s,Ys))|2ds) .
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Putting above estimates together yields the following bound for the expectation of the local time:
(51)

t
E[LY (YN —Y)] < de 44X <2ﬁ 6N ~ 8]l 0ot +E [/ YN vy dSD
0

3t ’
+ - HbN - bHCTC*B (’i2 HbN - bHcchﬁ +(2r)% ||“H20Tc1+a’

3 t yN-v,
+ek {/ ]l{YstYs>e}617 ¢
0

2a’—1
bN - bHCchﬁ)

: o 5, YY) = o 00 Yo ]

We take € = [|bY — b||¢,c-s < 1 and choose ¢ € (0,1) such that /¢ > 1/2. Recall that u,(s,-) is

o/-Holder continuous with the constant ||ul|, c1+ar, as @’ <1 — 3, (see Section 2.4) and (s, ) is
2-Lipschitz, so

e (5,9 (5, Y)) — ua(s,00(s5, Ys)| < [lullgperrar 2 YN — Y|

This bound and the observation that €¢ > € yield

3 ¢ _YSN_YS
o~ l:/ l{YsN*Ys>6}el c
0

€

s, (5, YE) = s 0 Y2)

3 t YNy N 2
< EE IL{€<YSN7YSSEC}6 € |uz(5a¢(s7Ys )) - ur(svw(‘vaS)” ds
0

3 t 17YSN7YS
0

3 2 20" 2a'¢ 3, 1-
= Et”uHCTCH—o/Z Cert + cte ‘

o (5, 005, YY) — s (5, 05, Y| ds]

¢—1
)

where in the last inequality we used that ||ug| L~ < 1/2. We insert this bound into (51) and recall
that € = [|bY — b||¢.c-# to obtain

t
cpo—s T4 (E U YN — vV dsD
0

E[L{(YY —Y)]

< (4+ 8kt + 367t [|bY — b

+ 3t ((2,.;)2a' ullg., criar [[BY = b}|QC‘ITC__1ﬁ)
/ o'¢— 3t oM [l
+ 3t||u||2CTC1+W/ 22a ||bN - bH2C'T§—; Wel ”b b| cpc—h
o
’ T ,
< BTl v 2 [0V = Bl o 42 (E v =y as ) ol —bl2éTh).

Taking ¢ = a/a’ completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 6. Our arguments are inspired by the proof of [9, Proposition 3.1]. For our
arguments we fix p that satisfies conditions of Lemma 11 and denote by k the constant from
Lemma 12. By the definition of 1,4, Lemma 13 and the fact that 1) is 2-Lipschitz, we have

XN =Xy = [0V (YY) =, V)] < [N (YY) — o YY)+ [ YY) — (V)

(52)
< 2w[0" — b”cchB +2[vN v

For the term |Y — Y| we use It6-Tanaka’s formula and take expectations of both sides:

1
E [V - ¥i] = EIY" - %ol + E |3220 - )]

+\E [/0 sen(YN — Y)(u (s, (5, YV)) — u(s, (s, Ys)))ds| ,
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where the stochastic integral disappears due to the boundedness of u, and u2 . For the first term
we use that Yy = z + u(0,2), Y{¥ = 2 + ™ (0,2) and Lemma 11 to conclude that

26—1
W 0,2) = u(0,2)] < Ju® —ul ey <o (B —blf7ct),

where we used that Hb — bHCchﬁ =0 (Hb — bHCTC*ﬁ)’ because 2&—1 < 1 and Hb — bHCTC*ﬂ <
1 as assumed in the statement of the proposition. The second term is bounded by Proposition
16. For the third term we employ a bound from Lemma 14 and the fact that |sgn(z)| < 1. In
summary, we obtain

A t .
E[vY - vil] <o (|[bY = bllomes) + (4/2+ NE UO vy - Ys|ds] +B/2 [N —bE

Finally, using Gronwall’s lemma we get the following bound

G 26-1
E[[Y,N —Yil] < B/2b" — b2 .42 4o (HbN - bHCTH) .
We take expectation of both sides of (52), take supremum over ¢ € [0,7] and insert the above
bound to conclude. d

5. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION

In this section we describe an implementation of our numerical scheme and analyse the results
obtained. Our implementation created using the Python programming language can be found in
[6]. We recall that numerical implementation proceeds in two steps. First we approximate the
drift b with Y as in (23). Then we apply classical Euler-Maruyama scheme (25) to approximate
the SDE with drift 5. For the numerical example we will consider a time homogeneous drift, i.e.
be =R+,

Since the drift b is a Schwartz distribution in C(~#)*, producing a numerical approximation of
it poses some challenges. We cannot simply discretise b and then convolve it with the heat kernel
to get b as in (22), see also (12), because the discretization of a distribution is not meaningful.
Instead, we use the fact that an element of C (=F)+ can be obtained as the distributional derivative
of a function h in C(—F+D+ and that the derivative commutes with the heat kernel as explained
n (13). Indeed, since b € C7P*¢ for some € > 0 and —Be (=1/2,0), we have v := —B+e+1>0
and h € C7 is a function. Using (13) allows us to discretise the function h first, then convolve it
with the heat kernel, which has a smoothing effect, and finally take the derivative.

Without loss of generality we will pick a function h that is constant outside of a compact set,
which implies that the distribution A’ is supported on the same compact. For example one can
choose L > 0 large enough so that the solution X; of the SDE with the drift b1;_, 1) replacing
b will, with a large probability, stay within the interval [—L, L] for all times ¢ € [0, T], rendering
numerically irrelevant the fact that the drift b has been cut outside the compact support [—L, L].

The simplest example of a drift b € C7~1, v € (1/2,1), would be given by the derivative of the
locally y-Holder continuous function |z|”, smoothly cut outside the compact set [—L, L]. However,
this function is not differentiable in = 0 only. Instead, for our numerical implementation we
consider h € C7, which is capable of fully encompassing the rough nature of the drift b = h'.
This can be obtained if the function h has a ‘rough’ behaviour in (almost) each point of the
interval [—L, L]. In this section, we take as h a transformation of a trajectory of a fractional
Brownian motion (fBm)? (BX),>¢. Indeed, it is known that P-almost all paths of fBm BH are
locally v-Holder continuous for any v < H, see [27, Section 1.6] but paths are almost nowhere
differentiable, see [27, Section 1.7]. We construct a compactly supported function h as follows.
We take a path (B (w))zep,22) with Hurst index H = —B+1+2¢ € (1/2,1) for some small

2A fractional Brownian motion (BH) ;>0 with Hurst parameter H € (0,1) on a probability space (Q, F,P) is a
. . . . . 1
centered Gaussian stochastic process with covariance given by E(BfB;I) = §(|m\2H + [y]2H — |z — y|?7). When
H= % we recover a Brownian motion.
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€ > 0, which is thus locally «-Hoélder continuous with v = —B+1+e. The constraint H € (1/2,1)
ensures that 3 € (0,1/2), as needed in Assumption 1. We define function g : R — R as
BH

9(@) = (By' = J3E2) Lizego 2ny (@),

which ensures that ¢g(0) = g(2L) = 0. This transformation, inspired by the so called Brownian
bridge, ensures that ¢ is continuous and keeps the same regularity as fBm B¥. Finally, for
convenience, we translate g so that it is supported in [—L, L] rather than [0,2L]. This is done for
the sake of symmetry, since we choose to start our SDE from an initial condition close to 0. We
choose L large enough so that the path (X;) stays in the strip [—L, L] with high probability up
to our terminal time 7T". In summary, the function A is constructed as

BiL(w)
2L

(53) M) = (B () - (2= L)) Lac| 1,1 (%),

and we have h € C7 with v = —B +e+41,s0that b:=h' € C— +, and both are supported on
[~L, L]. By a slight abuse of notation we denote B¥ (z) = h(x) so that b = (B¥)’.

To compute bY we apply the semigroup P; /N to b, asin (22), which is equivalent to a convolution
with the heat kernel p;,y. Since the derivative commutes with the convolution as recalled in (13)
we get

(54) bN(x) = (P1/Nb)($) = (p1/N * (BH)/) (z) = (p/mv * BH) (z) = /_OO p&/N(y)BH(x —y)dy.

As the derivative of the heat kernel is p’l/N(y) = —ULNpl/N(y), we have

(55) Vo)== [ B - gy

—0o0

In order to approximate the above integral numerically, we create a uniform discretisation of
the interval [—L, L] with 2M + 1 points, denoted by MM = {z_ps,...,xpr}, with the mesh size
0:= ﬁ We sample the fBm B (z) in 2 € 9 and extend to the real line as a piecewise constant

function B as follows:
M-1

(56) BH(Z): Z BH(mJ)]l{ZE[wjfg,:L’]+g)}’ ZER
j=—M

Inserting (56) into (55) and performing the change of variable z = x; — y we obtain a numerical
approximation of bV at any point x; € M:

WY (z;) ~ — / B (2; — 1/Np1/N( y)dy

° T — 2
—/ Z B @)Y apa,g.0,481) Ty P (@i = 2)da
ey

(57) M i +0/2 4y

= — _z: BH(xj)/ e 1/7]\7pl/]\,(xi—z)dz

T

02 gy —x;— 2
- Z BH (z; / 71/5\[ pin (@ — x5 — 2')dz,

5/2

where we performed a second change of variable 2z’ = z — z; in the last equality. Let us denote
the integral in the last line of (57) as

5/2 .
(59) = [ - 2
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1V(y) for different 1/N
1/N =0.199494 1/N=0.068111

0.003 4 1

0.002 4 p

0.001 + p

0.000 + 1

—0.001 - 1

—0.002 - p

—0.003 A b

-5-4-3-2-10 1 2 3 4 5 -5-4-3-2-10 1 2 3 4 5

FIGURE 1. From left to right: ZV (y) for y € [-5,5] and 1/N = 0.199494, 0.068111 respectively.

so that equation (57) reads
M
(59) W ()~ — > BY(x)IN (i — ) = —(BY « IV)(2:),
j=—M

where * denotes the discrete convolution between vectors (B (z;))M _, and (I (;))2* ,,,. The
latter vector needs to be formally defined for a d-discretisation of the interval [—2L, 2L], however,
in practice, the values of Z% (y) decrease quickly to 0 as |y| increases (this is illustrated in Figure
1 for two values of 1/N), so it is enough to use the values of (ZV (z;)) for z; € M. We will use the
above approximation (59) in our numerical computations.

At this stage a few remarks regarding the size of 9t are in order. The drift b is implemented
with a discrete convolution given in equation (59), where one of the convoluting terms is Z%V,
which is depicted in Figure 1. The peaks of ZVV depend on the magnitude of 1/N, indeed they
become higher and thinner as the variance 1/N of the heat kernel p;,y decreases. We choose
N = N(m) = m" for some n > 0 given in equation (33), so as the number of steps m in the Euler
scheme increases, the variance 1/N(m) = m~" decreases, leading to a vector ZN(™) of mostly
zeros up to numerical precision. If the discretization 9 is too coarse compared to 1/N(m), the
vector ZV(™) does not retain enough information. To avoid this issue we have to make sure that
there are sufficiently many points in 91, i.e. that 2M is large enough compared to the size of the
support [—L, L]. More specifically, we require that the distance ¢ between points in the grid is less
than the standard deviation of the heat kernel \/1/N(m), i.e. § < \/1/N(m) = m~"/2 for every
m considered in numerical computations, which leads to

(60) 2M > 2Lm"/2.

As an example, let us consider a discretisation of the interval [—5, 5] (hence L = 5) and use m = 22
points in the Euler-Maruyama scheme. We will need at least 2M +1 > 2Lm"/?2 41 =10-26" 41
points in 91, where the value 1 depends on B and it is given explicitly in equation (33). The
smallest admissible number of points 2M + 1 of the discretisation 90 for varying 3 is given in
Table 5.

We now summarise the procedure to compute numerically an approximation of the drift 4™V (").

(1) Fix 3, L and the number m of steps of the Euler scheme. Compute the smallest integer
M that satisfies (60). Define the discretisation 9% and the corresponding mesh size 0.
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3 10-6 1/16 1/8 1/4 1/2
1/N(m) =m~—"? [ 0.001288 | 0.001398 | 0.001489 | 0.001768 | 0.003906
2M + 1 279 269 261 239 161

TABLE 1. Minimum amount of points 2M + 1 needed in the discretisation 9t
when m = 212 and L = 5. This varies according to the variance 1/N, which in
turn is a function of g.

(2) Simulate a single path of fBm on the interval [0,2L] with mesh size § and with a given
Hurst parameter H = —B + 1 + € for some small € > 0.

(3) Transform the path of fBm into a bridge on [—L, L] by applying the transformation (53),
to get a vector B (z;), for x; € M.

(4) Compute numerically the integral ZV(™ (z;) for z; € 9.

(5) Perform the discrete convolution —(BH x ZV(™)) as in (59) to approximate numerically
BN (M) () for z; € M.

(6) Extend bN(™ (z) for all 2 € [—L, L] by linear interpolation.

Once we have a numerical approximation of the drift coefficient, the remaining step is to apply
the standard Euler-Maruyama scheme. To calculate the empirical rate of convergence of the
numerical scheme we must have approximations with an increasing number of steps m, as well
as a proxy of the real solution, since the real solution is unknown in a closed form. The strong
error of the scheme is calculated by Monte Carlo approximation of the L' norm of the difference
between those approximations and the proxy at time 7. The procedure reads as follows:

(1) Choose a ‘large’ m for the proxy of the real solution, and m; << m, i = 0,...,1, for
the approximations and such that each m; divides m. Choose a number of sample paths
Q@ € N sufficiently large.

(2) Denote by At; = T/m; the time-step for the approximated solutions, where T is the
terminal time.

(3) Define M with M points, where M and m satisfy (60). Generate one fBm path on the
discrete grid 9.

(4) Run the Euler-Maruyama scheme for the proxy solution and for the approximated solutions
up to time T', with the same () Brownian motion paths.

(5) Compute the strong error between the proxy solution corresponding to m and the ap-
proximations corresponding to m;, by calculating a Monte Carlo average of the absolute
differences between computed solutions at time 7" across the ) sample paths. Denote this

approximations of the strong error by ¢, i =0,...,1.
(6) As we expect ¢; = cm; " = ¢(At;)", where r is the convergence rate, we compute the
empirical rate r by performing a linear regression of log,(€;) on log;,(At;), ¢ =0,..., 1.

In Figure 2 we plot the empirical convergence rate we obtained for different choices of the
smoothness parameter (3, that is for 3 = £,1/8,1/4,1/2 — ¢, with ¢ = 107%, and with the rest
of the parameters as indicated in the caption to Figure 2. Note that as B grows and the drift
becomes more rough, the empirical convergence rate becomes smaller and at the same time the
strong error increases. Note that the empirical convergence rate is close to 1/2 when B ~ 0, which
agrees with the theoretical results obtained by [8] in the realm of measurable functions, see also
[4]. Indeed, they show a strong convergence rate of 1/2 + /2 when b € C* for « € [0,1), which
reduces to 1/2 for measurable functions (o = 0). On the other hand, for § — 1/2 we have an
empirical convergence rate close to 1/4.

Finally, we performed a further experiment to better compare the empirical rate with the
theoretical results. Since the drift of the SDE is obtained running a single path of a fBm, and
clearly there is randomness there, we decided to run the algorithm for 50 different paths, for each
value B , and then we computed the average of the empirical convergence rates as well as its 95%
confidence interval. We compared this with the theoretical rate obtained in Theorem 7 and with
the conjecture that the rate should be 1/2 — 3/2. The latter would be the natural extension
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Empirical convergence rate for different values of[;
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FIGURE 2. Examples of empirical convergence rates for B =£,1/8,1/4,1/2 — ¢,
with ¢ = 1079, obtained running an Euler scheme with Q = 10* sample paths,
T = 1, m = 2'% points for the proxy of the real solution and m; = 23+% for
1=0,...,4, for the approximated solutions. The empirical convergence rate r for
each B is the slope of its corresponding line, which is plotted in a log-log graph.

of the results of [8] if they could be extended into the case of distributions, in particular with
B e (—1/2,0) which is the case we treat here. We collected the results in Table 5 below and
also plotted them in Figure 3. This experiment strongly suggests that our theoretical result is not
optimal, and that the convergence rate indeed could be 1/2 — B /2. Further studies are needed to
prove or disprove this conjecture.

I6; e=10"%| 1/16 1/8 1/4 3/8 7/16 | 1/2—¢

Average of empirical rate | 0.50814 | 0.48542 | 0.44063 | 0.36960 | 0.30478 | 0.29048 | 0.28275
1/2—3/2 0.49999 | 0.46875 | 0.43750 | 0.37500 | 0.31250 | 0.28125 | 0.25000
Theoretical rate 0.16666 | 0.13243 | 0.10000 | 0.04545 | 0.01111 | 0.00270 | 0.00000

TABLE 2. Average of empirical convergence rates obtained using 50 Euler-
Maruyama approximations with 10* sample paths for each B , the conjecture rate
of 1/2 — 3/2 and the theoretical rate from Theorem 7. All values rounded to 5
decimal places. Same values are plotted in Figure 3.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Bahouri, J.-Y. Chemin, and R. Danchin. Fourier Analysis and Nonlinear Partial Differ-
ential Equations, volume 343 of Grundlehren Der Mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer
Berlin Heidelberg, 2011.

[2] P. Baldi. Stochastic Calculus. Universitext. Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2017.

R. F. Bass and Z.-Q. Chen. Brownian motion with singular drift. English. The Annals of

Probability, 31(2):791-817, 2003.

[4] O. Butkovsky, K. Dareiotis, and M. Gerencsér. Approximation of SDEs: a stochastic sewing
approach. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 181:975-1034, 2021.

=)



REFERENCES 19

—@— Average of empirical rate
051 Confidence intervals at 95%
- Rate 1/2 - B2
0.4 -~ —8— Theoretical rate
[}
1)
C
)
5 0.3 1
>
=
(=}
1)
G
o 0.2 1
3
©
o
0.1 A
0.0 1
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
B
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