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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 Hölder-Zygmund space C−γ of
negative order −γ < 0 in the spacial variable. We design an Euler-Maruyama numerical scheme
and prove its convergence, obtaining an upper bound for the strong L1 convergence rate. We
finally implement the scheme and discuss the results obtained.
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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

(1) Xt = x+
∫ t

0
b(s,Xs)ds+Wt,

where (Wt)t≥0 is a Brownian motion and the drift b(t, ·) belongs to the space of Schwartz dis-
tributions S ′(R) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. More precisely, the map t 7→ b(t) is 1

2 -Hölder continuous for
any t ∈ [0, T ] with values in the Hölder-Zygmund space C−γ of negative order −γ < 0, which we
denote by b ∈ C

1/2
T C−γ . 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 1

2 for non-unitary
diffusion coefficient, and a strong Lp-rate of 1+γ

2 when the drift b is time-homogeneous and an
element of the Sobolev space Ẇ γ

d∨2 for γ ∈ (0, 1) and the diffusion coefficient is the identity. Notice
that the drift has a positive Sobolev regularity of γ, 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 Lq-Lp drifts and unitary
diffusion. They prove that the weak error of the Euler-Maruyama scheme is α

2 , where α is the
distance from the singularity α := 1 −

(
d
p + 2

q

)
, where d is the dimension of the problem. They

also conjecture that their methods of proof should produce a rate of 1+γ
2 for time-inhomogeneous

drifts that belong to C
γ
2

T C
γ . 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.

Only 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 ∈ Cκ

TH
−γ

(1−γ)−1,q
for κ ∈ ( 1

2 , 1), γ ∈ (0, 1
4 ) and q ∈ (4, 1

γ ). The
authors obtain a strong L1-rate of convergence depending on γ which vanishes as −γ approaches
the boundary − 1

4 , and tends to 1
6 for when −γ 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−γ
p ,

and the noise is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index H ∈ (0, 1
2 ). They require that

1 − 1
2H < −γ − d

p < 0, i.e., the roughness of the drift is compensated by the roughness of the
noise. The case p = ∞, d = 1 and H = 1

2 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 L1-bound of the local time of the
error process (see Lemma 15). Notice that we consider the L1 strong error, and not the more
common L2 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 Hölder-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 γ (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 1

2 − γ
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, T ] × R → R that is sufficiently smooth, we denote by ft

the partial derivative with respect to t, by fx the partial derivative with respect to x, and by fxx

the second partial derivative with respect to x. For a function g : R → R sufficiently smooth we
denote its derivative by g′.
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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 S ′(R) the space of tempered distributions. We denote (·)∧

and (·)∨ the Fourier transform and inverse Fourier transform on S respectively, extended to S ′ in
the standard way. For γ ∈ R, the Hölder-Zygmund space is defined by

(2) Cγ(R) =
{
f ∈ S ′ : ∥f∥γ := sup

j∈N
2jγ
∥∥∥(ϕj f̂

)∨∥∥∥
L∞

< ∞
}
,

where (ϕj)j is any partition of unity. The Hölder-Zygmund space Cγ(R) is also known as Besov
space Bγ

∞,∞(R). For more details see [29, 1]. To shorten notation we write Cγ instead of Cγ(R).
Note that if γ ∈ R+ \ N the space above coincides with the classical Hölder space. These spaces
will be used widely in the paper, so we recall the norms that we will use in the paper. If γ ∈ (0, 1),
the classical γ-Hölder norm

(3) ∥f∥L∞ + sup
x̸=y

|x−y|<1

|f(x) − f(y)|
|x− y|γ

,

is an equivalent norm in Cγ . If γ ∈ (1, 2) an equivalent norm is

(4) ∥f∥L∞ + ∥f ′∥L∞ + sup
x ̸=y

|x−y|<1

|f ′(x) − f ′(y)|
|x− y|γ

.

We will write CT Cγ := C([0, T ]; Cγ) with the norm
∥f∥CT Cγ := sup

t∈[0,T ]
∥f(t)∥Cγ .

We will also use a family of equivalent norms ∥ · ∥(ρ)
CT Cγ , for ρ ≥ 0, given by

∥f∥(ρ)
CT Cγ := sup

t∈[0,T ]
e−ρ(T −t)∥f(t)∥Cγ .

Indeed, it is easy to see that

(5) ∥f∥CT Cγ ≤ eρT ∥f∥(ρ)
CT Cγ .

For any given γ ∈ R we denote by Cγ+ and Cγ− the following spaces
(6) Cγ+ := ∪α>γCα,

(7) Cγ− := ∩α<γCα.

Similarly, we also write CT Cγ+ := ∪α>γCT Cα.
The following bound in Hölder-Zygmund spaces will be useful later and it is known as Bernstein

inequality.

Lemma 1 (Bernstein inequality). For any γ ∈ R, there is c > 0 such that
(8) ∥f ′∥γ ≤ c ∥f∥γ+1 , f ∈ Cγ+1.

Let κ ∈ (0, 1). We denote by Cκ
TL

∞ the space of κ-Hölder continuous functions with values in
L∞, and by Cκ

TC
1
b the space of κ-Hölder continuous functions from [0, T ] with values in the space

of C1 functions which are bounded and have a bounded derivative. We define the following norms
and seminorms for g ∈ Cκ

TL
∞:

(9) ∥g∥∞,L∞ := sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

|g(t, x)|

and

(10) [g]κ,L∞ := sup
t,s∈[0,T ],t̸=s

∥g(t) − g(s)∥L∞

|t− s|κ
.

Notice that if g ∈ Cκ
TC

1
b then gx ∈ Cκ

TL
∞.

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(x) = o(g(x)) if limx→∞ |f(x)|/|g(x)| = 0.
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2.2. Standing assumption. The following assumption will hold throughout the paper.

Assumption 1. We have b ∈ C
1/2
T C(−β̂)+ for some 0 < β̂ < 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 ∈ CT C−β̂ 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 Cγ .

The function

(11) pt(x) = 1√
4πt

e− |x|2
2t

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 Pt: for any g ∈ S we have

(12) (Ptg) (y) = (pt ∗ g) (y) =
∫
R
pt(x)g(y − x)dx.

The semigroup Pt can be extended to S ′ by duality. For a distribution ϱ ∈ S ′, the convolution
and derivative commute as mentioned in [26, Section 5.3] and [15, Remark 2.5], that is,

(13) (pt ∗ ϱ)′ = p′
t ∗ ϱ = pt ∗ ϱ′.

This fact is useful for efficient construction of regularised SDEs when b = Bx for some function
B ∈ C

1/2
T C1−β̂ 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 γ ∈ R, there is a constant c > 0 such that for any θ ≥ 0
and f ∈ Cγ

(14) ∥Ptf∥γ+2θ ≤ ct−θ ∥f∥γ .

Moreover, the above constant can be chosen so that if θ < 1 and f ∈ Cγ+2θ then

(15) ∥Ptf − f∥γ ≤ ctθ ∥f∥γ+2θ .

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) b ∈ CT C(−β)+, β ∈ (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 λ > 0, let us consider a Kolmogorov-type PDE

(17)
{
ut + 1

2uxx + bux = λu− b

u(T ) = 0

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

(18) u(t) =
∫ T

t

Ps−t (ux(s)b(s)) ds−
∫ T

t

Ps−t (λu(s) − b(s)) ds, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].
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It is shown in [15, Theorem 4.7] that a solution u exists in CT C(2−β)− and is unique in CT C(1+β)+.
Hence, ux is α-Hölder continuous for any α < 1 − β. By [15, Proposition 4.13], we have ∥ux∥∞ <
1/2 for λ large enough.

From now on we fix λ large enough. By [15, Proposition 4.13], the mapping
(19) ϕ(t, x) := x+ u(t, x)
is invertible in the space dimension, and we denote this space-inverse by ψ(t, ·). Consider now a
weak solution Y to SDE

(20) Yt = y0 + λ

∫ t

0
u(s, ψ(s, Ys))ds+

∫ t

0
(ux(s, ψ(s, Yt)) + 1)dWs.

We call that Xt := ψ(t, Yt) is a virtual solution1 to SDE (1). Clearly, Yt = ϕ(t,Xt) = Xt +u(t,Xt)
solves (20) when X is a weak solution to the equation

(21) Xt = x+ u(0, x) − u(t,Xt) + λ

∫ t

0
u(s,Xs)ds+

∫ t

0
(ux(s,Xs) + 1) dWs,

so any solution (Xt) of (21) is also a virtual solution to SDE (1). We also note that the virtual
solution does not depend on λ 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 (Yt) on the original probability space with
the Brownian motion (Wt) that satisfies (20), and this process is unique up to modifications.
Equivalently, there is a unique process (Xt) that satisfies (21).

Proof. Recall that u and ux 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
α-Hölder continuous for any α > 1/2. □

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) bN = P 1

N
b.

Since bN (t, ·) ∈ Cγ for any γ > 0 (c.f. Lemma 2) and for all t ∈ [0, T ], we have bN (t, ·) ∈ C1
b ,

t ∈ [0, T ], hence, it is Lipschitz continuous in the spatial variable. Hence the SDE

(23) dXN
t = bN (t,XN

t )dt+ dWt

has a unique strong solution.
In keeping with the usual approch, for m ∈ N we take an equally spaced partition tk = tmk =

kT/m, k = 0, . . . ,m, of the interval [0, T ]. We define
(24) k(t) = km(t) = max {k : tk ≤ t} , t ∈ [0, T ].

1We 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 (XN ) with m time steps

(25) XNm
t = x+

∫ t

0
bN
(
tk(s), X

Nm
tk(s)

)
ds+Wt, t ∈ [0, T ].

We first obtain a bound on the strong error between the approximation (XNm) and the process
(XN ) with explicit dependence of constants on the properties of the drift bN . 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 bN ∈ C
1/2
T L∞ ∩ L∞

T C
1
b . Then

sup
0≤t≤T

E
[∣∣XNm

t −XN
t

∣∣] ≤ ANm−1 +BNm−1/2,

where

AN =
∥∥bN

∥∥
∞,L∞

(
1 +

∥∥bN
x

∥∥
∞,L∞

)
,

BN =
∥∥bN

x

∥∥
∞,L∞ +

[
bN
]

1
2 ,L∞ .

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

AN ≤ cN
ϵ+β̂

2 ∥b∥CT C−β̂

(
1 +N

ϵ+β̂+1
2 ∥b∥CT C−β̂

)
and

BN ≤ cN
ϵ+β̂+1

2 ∥b∥CT C−β̂ + cN
ϵ+β̂

2 ∥b∥
C

1
2

T
C−β̂

.

Proof. We first show that bN ∈ C
1
2
T L

∞ ∩ L∞
T C

1
b . In the proof, a constant c may change from line

to line.
We apply Lemma 2 with ϵ from the statement of the corollary, θ = ϵ+β̂

2 and γ = −β̂ to get

∥bN (t, ·) − bN (s, ·)∥L∞ = ∥P 1
N

(b(t, ·) − b(s, ·))∥L∞ ≤ c∥P 1
N

(b(t, ·) − b(s, ·))∥Cϵ

≤ cN
ϵ+β̂

2 ∥b(t, ·) − b(s, ·)∥C−β̂ ,

where the first inequality is by (3). Hence,

(26) [bN ] 1
2 ,L∞ ≤ cN

ϵ+β̂
2 ∥b∥

C
1
2

T
C−β̂

.

By the same arguments applied to bN (t, ·), we obtain ∥bN (t, ·)∥L∞ ≤ cN
ϵ+β̂

2 ∥b(t, ·)∥C−β̂ , which
yields

(27)
∥∥bN

∥∥
∞,L∞ ≤

∥∥bN
∥∥

CT Cϵ ≤ cN
ϵ+β̂

2 ∥b∥CT C−β̂ .

Bounds (26) and (27) allow us to conclude that bN ∈ C
1
2
T L

∞.
It remains to show that bN

x (t, ·) exists and is bounded uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ]. The derivative
bN

x (t, ·) is well defined for all t ∈ [0, T ] because bN ∈ CT Cγ for all γ > 0. Using the equivalent
norm (3) and Bernstein’s inequality (8) we have

(28)
∥∥bN

x

∥∥
∞,L∞ ≤

∥∥bN
x

∥∥
CT Cϵ ≤ c

∥∥bN
∥∥

CT Cϵ+1 ≤ cN
ϵ+β̂+1

2 ∥b∥CT C−β̂ ,

where the last inequality is by Lemma 2. Inequalities (27) and (28) show that bN ∈ L∞
T C

1
b .

It remains to insert the bounds derived above into formulas for AN and BN from Proposition
4. □

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 α̂ ∈ (1/2, 1 − β̂) and any β ∈ (β̂, 1/2), there is a
constant c such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E[|XN
t −Xt|] ≤ c∥bN − b∥2α̂−1

CT C−β

for all N sufficiently large so that ∥bN − b∥CT C−β < 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 bN 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) = mη for some
η > 0. We denote

X̂m := XN(m)m

and consider the strong error

Υ(m) = sup
0≤t≤T

E
[∣∣∣X̂m

t −Xt

∣∣∣] .
Take any ϵ ∈ (0, 1/2 − β̂), β ∈ (β̂, 1/2) and α̂ ∈ (1/2, 1 − β̂). By triangle inequality, we have

(29)

Υ(m) ≤ sup
0≤t≤T

E
[∣∣∣X̂m

t −X
N(m)
t

∣∣∣]+ sup
0≤t≤T

E
[∣∣∣XN(m)

t −Xt

∣∣∣]
≤ AN(m)m−1 +BN(m)m−1/2 + c

∥∥∥bN(m) − b
∥∥∥2α̂−1

CT C−β

≤ c
[
mη ϵ+β̂

2 ∥b∥CT C−β̂

(
1 +mη ϵ+β̂+1

2 ∥b∥CT C−β̂

)
m−1

+
(
mη ϵ+β̂+1

2 ∥b∥CT C−β̂ +mη ϵ+β̂
2 ∥b∥

C
1
2

T
C−β̂

)
m− 1

2

+m−η β−β̂
2 (2α̂−1) ∥b∥2α̂−1

CT C−β̂

]
,

where in the second inequality we used Proposition 6 and in the last inequality Corollary 5 and
the following estimate arising from Lemma 2:

∥bN(m)(t, ·) − b(t, ·)∥C−β ≤ cN(m)− β−β̂
2 ∥b(t, ·)∥C−β̂ , t ∈ [0, T ].

Since all the norms appearing on the right hand side are finite, they can be absorbed by a
constant and we have

(30) Υ ≤ c

[
mη ϵ+β̂

2 −1 +mη 2ϵ+2β̂+1
2 −1 +mη ϵ+β̂+1

2 − 1
2 +mη ϵ+β̂

2 − 1
2 +m−η

(β−β̂)(2α̂−1)
2

]
.

Before proceeding further, we optimise the last term in β and α̂ to maximise its rate of decrease
of the last term in m. Recalling the constraints for β and α̂, the product (β − β̂)(2α̂ − 1) is
maximised for α̂ ≈ 1 − β̂ and β ≈ 1/2. We take α̂ = 1 − β̂ − ϵ and β = 1/2 − ϵ which yields the
value 2(1/2 − β̂ − ϵ)2. The last term of (30) takes the form

m−η( 1
2 −β̂−ϵ)2

.

The monotonicity of the remaining four terms in (30) depends on η. For the scheme to converge,
we need to make sure that they all decrease which is guaranteed if η 2ϵ+2β̂+1

2 −1 < 0 and η ϵ+β̂+1
2 −

1
2 < 0. This leads to the constraint

(31) 0 < η <
1

ϵ+ β̂ + 1
.

At this point we have to find the optimal value of η. It is easy to see that the slowest decreasing
term within the first four terms of (30) is mη ϵ+β̂+1

2 − 1
2 . To balance Euler-Maruyama error measured
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by the first four terms and the error of approximating b with bN(m) in the last term we equate the
rates

(32) η
ϵ+ β̂ + 1

2 − 1
2 = −η(1

2 − β̂ − ϵ)2.

This leads to

(33) η = 1
ϵ+ β̂ + 1 + 2( 1

2 − β̂ − ϵ)2
.

Inserting this expression for η into the right-hand side of (32) we obtain the rate of convergence
of our scheme as ( ϵ+ β̂ + 1

( 1
2 − β̂ − ϵ)2

+ 2
)−1

.

We summarise the above derivation in the following theorem.

Theorem 7. Let Assumption 1 hold and fix ϵ ∈ (0, 1/2 − β̂). By taking

N(m) = m
1

ϵ+β̂+1+2( 1
2 −β̂−ϵ)2

,

the strong error of our scheme is bounded as follows:

(34) sup
0≤t≤T

E
[∣∣∣XN(m)m

t −Xt

∣∣∣] ≤ cm
−
(

ϵ+β̂+1
(1/2−β̂−ϵ)2 +2

)−1

,

where constant c depends on ϵ and drift b.

Remark 8. Note that the bound stated in Proposition 6 holds for N large enough so that ∥bN(m) −
b∥CT C−β < 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(m) − b∥CT C−β < 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 ∥bN(m) − b∥CT C−β < 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

lim
ϵ↓0

( ϵ+ β̂ + 1
( 1

2 − β̂ − ϵ)2
+ 2
)−1

=
( β̂ + 1

( 1
2 − β̂)2

+ 2
)−1

=: r(β̂).

Remark 10. We rewrite r(β̂) = ( 1
2 −β̂)2

2( 1
2 −β̂)2+β̂+1

from Corollary 9. Figure 3 in Section 5 displays

this function over the range of β̂ ∈ (0, 1
2 ). We take a closer look at the limits as β̂ approaches 0

and 1
2 :
• limβ̂↓0 r(β̂) = 1

6 . This corresponds to b ∈ CT C0+, which is comparable to the case of a
measurable function b ∈ CT C0.

• limβ̂↑ 1
2
r(β̂) = 0, so when the roughness of the drift approaches the boundary 1

2 , 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 [4]. The rate obtained there
is 1

2 , so our estimate is clearly not optimal because we obtain 1
6 . 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
b ∈ C−β for some β > 0, but the driving noise is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index
H ∈ (0, 1

2 ). For β ∈ (0, 1
2H −1), the rate of convergence is 1

2(1+β) − ϵ for any ϵ > 0, which excludes
the case H = 1

2 of Brownian noise which would lead to a rate of 1/2 for measurable functions
(since β would also approach 0).
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In [9], the authors consider SDE (1) with the drift b ∈ Cκ
TH

−β

(1−β)−1,q
for κ ∈ ( 1

2 , 1), β ∈ (0, 1
4 )

and q ∈ (4, 1
β ). The space H−β

(1−β)−1,q
is a fractional Sobolev space of negative regularity −β. Their

β is closely related to our β̂ as fractional Sobolev spaces Hs
p,q are related, albeit different, to Besov

spaces Bs
p,q, see e.g. [29]. In both cases the index s is a measure of smoothness of the elements of

the space. When β ↓ 0, the convergence rate of the numerical scheme in [9] tends to 1
6 , as in our

case. However, when β → 1
4 the convergence rate in [9] vanishes, while we get r( 1

4 ) = 1
22 .

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 1+(−β̂)

2 , which is the equivalent of the rate 1+γ
2 found in

[4] for positive γ, i.e. for γ-Hölder 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 Y N , which is the (weak) solution of the SDE

(35) Y N
t = yN

0 + λ

∫ t

0
uN (s, ψN (s, Y N

s ))ds+
∫ t

0
(uN

x (s, ψN (s, Y N
t )) + 1)dWs,

where uN is the unique solution to the regularised Kolmogorov equation

(36)
{
uN

t + 1
2u

N
xx + bNuN

x = λuN − bN

uN (T ) = 0,

and ψN (t, x) is the space-inverse of

(37) ϕN (t, x) := x+ uN (t, x),

which exists by [15, Proposition 4.16] for λ large enough. Since bN → b in CT Cβ̂ 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 ∥uN

x ∥∞ < 1/2 for λ large enough; the constant λ can be chosen
independently of N (but it depends on the drift b of the original SDE), and from now on we fix
such λ. We also have uN → u and uN

x → ux uniformly on [0, T ] × Rd.
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 XN and X in their equivalent virtual
formulations and thus study the error between the auxiliary processes Y N defined in (35) and Y
defined in (20). This transformation has the advantage that the SDEs for Y N and Y are classical
SDEs with strong solutions, see Remark 3. After writing the difference XN − X in terms of
Y N −Y we apply Itô’s formula to |Y N −Y |. We will control the stochastic and Lebesgue integrals
by uN −u and ψN −ψ, which in turn are bounded by some function of bN − b. The term involving
the local time at 0 of Y N − Y is handled in Lemma 15.

In the remaining of this section, we fix β ∈ (β̂, 1/2) and α̂ ∈ (0, 1 − β̂) as in the statement
of Proposition 6. Since β ∈ (β̂, 1/2), we have b ∈ CT C(−β)+ by Assumption 1. Notice that
the solutions u and uN obtained when taking b as an element of C1/2

T C(−β̂)+ are the same as
when viewing the same b as an element of CT C(−β)+. We obviously have u, uN ∈ CT C(2−β)− and
u, uN ∈ CT C1+α for any α < 1 − β̂.

Lemma 11. There are ρ0 and c such that for any ρ ≥ ρ0 and for any α < 1 − β we have

∥u− uN ∥(ρ)
CT C1+α ≤ 2c∥b− bN ∥CT C−β (∥u∥(ρ)

CT C1+α − 1)ρ
α+β−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 gN = bN , g = b. □

The parameter ρ and the exact dependence of the bound on it is not important for our argu-
ments, so we may fix ρ that satisfies the conditions of the above lemma. However, for completeness
of the presentation, we will mention the dependence on ρ0 and ρ 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) −uN (t)
and ux(t) − uN

x (t).

Lemma 12. For any ρ ≥ ρ0, where ρ0 is from Lemma 11, there is κ > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, T ]

∥u(t) − uN (t)∥L∞ + ∥ux(t) − uN
x (t)∥L∞ ≤ κ∥b− bN ∥CT C−β .

Constant κ depends also on c from Lemma 11 and on T and u.

Proof. We recall that u, uN ∈ CT C1+α and ux, u
N
x ∈ CT Cα for any α < 1 − β. Recall also that

the norm in Cγ for γ ∈ (0, 1) is given by (3) and in Cγ for γ ∈ (1, 2) is given by (4). Using this
together with Bernstein inequality (8) we get for all t ∈ [0, T ] that

∥u(t) − uN (t)∥L∞ + ∥ux(t) − uN
x (t)∥L∞ ≤ c′∥u(t) − uN (t)∥C1+α ,

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

κ = c′eρT 2c∥b− bN ∥CT C−β (∥u∥(ρ)
CT C1+α − 1)ρ

α+β−1
2 .

□

Next we derive a bound for the difference ψ − ψN , where we recall that the two functions are
the space-inverses of ϕ and ϕN defined in (19) and (37).

Lemma 13. Take κ from Lemma 12. We have

(38) sup
(t,y)∈[0,T ]×R

∣∣ψ(t, y) − ψN (t, y)
∣∣ ≤ 2κ

∥∥b− bN
∥∥

CT C−β .

Proof. Let us first recall that ∥ux∥∞ ≤ 1
2 , see the discussion at the beginning of this section.

Hence ux is 1
2 -Lipschitz. Using this we have for any x, x′ ∈ R

(39)

|ϕ(t, x) − ϕ(t, x′)| = |(x+ u(t, x)) − (x′ + u(t, x′))|
≥ |x− x′| − |u(t, x) − u(t, x′)|

≥ |x− x′| − 1
2 |x− x′|

≥ 1
2 |x− x′|.

Insert x = ψ(t, y) and x′ = ψN (t, y) for some y ∈ R, to get the bound∣∣ϕ(t, ψ(t, y)) − ϕ(t, ψN (t, y))
∣∣ ≥ 1

2
∣∣ψ(t, y) − ψN (t, y)

∣∣ .
This implies the first inequality below

(40)

∣∣ψ(t, y) − ψN (t, y)
∣∣ ≤ 2

∣∣ϕ(t, ψ(t, y)) − ϕ(t, ψN (t, y))
∣∣

= 2
∣∣ϕN (t, ψN (t, y)) − ϕ(t, ψN (t, y))

∣∣
= 2

∣∣uN (t, ψN (t, y)) − u(t, ψN (t, y))
∣∣ ,

where we used ϕN (t, ψN (t, y)) = y = ϕ(t, ψ(t, y)) and the definition of ϕ and ϕN . Thus∣∣ψ(t, y) − ψN (t, y)
∣∣ ≤ 2

∥∥u(t) − uN (t)
∥∥

L∞ ≤ 2κ
∥∥b− bN

∥∥
CT C−β ,

having used Lemma 12 in the last inequality. □

Finally we derive a bound for |uN (s, ψN (s, y)) − u(s, ψ(s, y′))| and for |uN
x (s, ψN (s, y)) −

ux(s, ψ(s, y′))|.

Lemma 14. For any β ∈ (β̂, 1/2), any α < 1 − β̂ and any y, y′ ∈ R, the following bounds are
satisfied

(41)
∣∣uN (s, ψN (s, y′)) − u(s, ψ(s, y))

∣∣ ≤ 2κ
∥∥bN − b

∥∥
CT C−β + |y − y′| ,
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and ∣∣uN
x (s, ψN (s, y′)) − ux(s, ψ(s, y))

∣∣ ≤κ
∥∥b− bN

∥∥
CT C−β + 2ακα ∥u∥CT C1+α

∥∥bN − b
∥∥α

CT C−β

+ |ux(s, ψ(s, y)) − ux(s, ψ(s, y′))| ,
(42)

where κ is from Lemma 12.

Proof. We start with (41). We rewrite the left-hand side as

(43)

∣∣uN
(
s, ψN (s, y′)

)
− u (s, ψ (s, y))

∣∣ ≤
∣∣uN

(
s, ψN (s, y′)

)
− u

(
s, ψN (s, y′)

)∣∣
+
∣∣u (s, ψN (s, y′)

)
− u (s, ψ (s, y′))

∣∣
+ |u (s, ψ (s, y′)) − u (s, ψ (s, y))| .

Using Lemma 12, we bound the first term above by∣∣uN
(
s, ψN (s, y′)

)
− u

(
s, ψN (s, y′)

)∣∣ ≤ ∥uN (s) − u (s) ∥L∞ ≤ κ
∥∥b− bN

∥∥
CT C−β .

The second term in (43) is bounded using the fact that ∥ux∥∞ ≤ 1
2 (see the discussion at the

beginning of this section) and Lemma 13:∣∣u (s, ψN (s, y′)
)

− u (s, ψ (s, y′))
∣∣ ≤ 1

2 |ψN (s, y′) − ψ (s, y′) | ≤ κ
∥∥b− bN

∥∥
CT C−β .

For the third term in (43), we use again that u(t, ·) is 1
2 -Lipschitz

|u (s, ψ (s, y′)) − u (s, ψ (s, y))| ≤ 1
2 |ψ (s, y′) − ψ (s, y) | ≤ |y − y′|,

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

|ψ(t, y) − ψ(t, y′)| ≤ |u(t, ψ(t, y)) − u(t, ψ(t, y′)| + |y − y′| ≤ 1
2 |ψ(t, y) − ψ(t, y′)| + |y − y′|,

where the last inequality uses again that u(t, ·) is 1
2 -Lipschitz. Combining the above estimates

proves (41).
Let us now prove (42). Similarly as above we write

(44)

∣∣uN
x (s, ψN (s, y′)) − ux(s, ψ(s, y))

∣∣ ≤
∣∣uN

x (s, ψN (s, y′)) − ux(s, ψN (s, y′))
∣∣

+
∣∣ux(s, ψN (s, y′)) − ux(s, ψ(s, y′))

∣∣
+ |ux(s, ψ(s, y′)) − ux(s, ψ(s, y))| .

The first term is bounded using Lemma 12 as follows∣∣uN
x

(
s, ψN (s, y′)

)
− ux

(
s, ψN (s, y′)

)∣∣ ≤ ∥uN
x (s) − ux (s) ∥L∞ ≤ κ

∥∥b− bN
∥∥

CT C−β .

Since b ∈ CT C−β̂ and α ∈ (1/2, 1 − β̂) then u ∈ CT C1+α, so by Bernstein inequality (Lemma 1)
we have ux(t) ∈ CT Cα with ∥ux∥CT Cα ≤ ∥u∥CT C1+α . Recalling the norm (3) in Cα, we conclude
that ux(t) is α-Hölder continuous with constant ∥u∥CT C1+α . This allows us to bound the second
term in (44) as∣∣ux(s, ψN (s, y′)) − ux (s, ψ (s, y′))

∣∣ ≤ ∥u∥CT C1+α |ψN (s, y′) − ψ (s, y′) |α

≤ ∥u∥CT C1+α2ακα
∥∥b− bN

∥∥α

CT C−β ,

where the last inequality uses Lemma 13. This concludes the proof. □

In order to bound the L1 norm of the difference XN −X, we need to bound the local time of
Y N −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

(45) L0
t (Z) = lim

ϵ→0

1
2ϵ

∫ t

0
1{|Z|≤ϵ}d⟨Z⟩s, t ≥ 0.
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Lemma 15 ([9, Lemma 5.1]). For any ϵ ∈ (0, 1) and any real-valued, continuous semi-martingale
Z we have
(46)

E[L0
t (Z)] ≤ 4ϵ− 2E

[∫ t

0

(
1{Zs∈(0,ϵ)} + 1{Zs≥ϵ}e

1−Zs/ϵ
)
dZs

]
+ 1
ϵ
E
[∫ t

0
1{Zs>ϵ}e

1−Zs/ϵd⟨Z⟩s

]
.

The next Proposition is a bound for the local time of Y N − Y , solutions to the SDEs (20) and
(35). This is a key bound in the proof of the L1-convergence of XN to X, due to the application
of Itô’s formula to |Y N − Y |.

Proposition 16. For any α ∈ (1/2, 1 − β̂) and N such that ∥bN − b∥CT C−β < 1 we have

(47) E[L0
t (Y N − Y )] ≤ AE

[∫ t

0
|Y N

s − Ys|ds
]

+B
∥∥bN − b

∥∥2α−1
CT C−β + o

(∥∥bN − b
∥∥2α−1

CT C−β

)
,

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 bN belong to. It is provided for the reader’s convenience.

Recall that Yt, Y
N

t are strong solutions of (20) and (35) respectively, see Remark 3. Their
difference satisfies

(48)
Y N

t − Yt = (yN
0 − y0) + λ

∫ t

0
(uN (s, ψN (s, Y N

s )) − u(s, ψ(s, Ys)))ds

+
∫ t

0
(uN

x (s, ψN (s, Y N
s )) − ux(s, ψ(s, Ys)))dWs.

We apply Lemma 15 to Y N
t − Yt for ϵ ∈ (0, 1):

E[L0
t (Y N − Y )] ≤ 4ϵ

− 2λE
[∫ t

0

(
1{Y N

s −Ys∈(0,ϵ)} + 1{Y N
s −Ys≥ϵ}e

1− Y N
s −Ys

ϵ

)(
uN (s, ψN (s, Y N

s )) − u(s, ψ(s, Ys))
)
ds

](49)

+ 1
ϵ
E
[∫ t

0
1{Y N

s −Ys>ϵ}e
1− Y N

s −Ys
ϵ

(
uN

x (s, ψN (s, Y N
s )) − ux(s, ψ(s, Ys))

)2
ds

]
,

(50)

where the expectation of the integral with respect to the Brownian motion (Wt) is zero thanks to
the fact that ux and uN

x are bounded uniformly in N .
Notice that if Y N

s − Ys ≥ ϵ, then e1− Y N
s −Ys

ϵ ≤ 1. Hence, (49) is bounded above by

4λE
[∫ t

0

(
u(s, ψ(s, Ys)) − uN (s, ψN (s, Y N

s ))
)
ds

]
≤ 4λ

(
2κ
∥∥bN − b

∥∥
CT C−β t+ E

[∫ t

0

∣∣Y N
s − Y N

∣∣ ds]) ,
where the last inequality is by Lemma 14.

Now for (50), we use again the observation that 1{Y N
s −Ys>ϵ}e

1− Y N
s −Ys

ϵ ≤ 1, the estimate (42)
from Lemma 14 choosing α′ ∈ (α, 1 − β̂), and the inequality (x1 + x2 + x3)2 ≤ 3(x2

1 + x2
2 + x2

3) to
get the bound

1
ϵ
E
∫ t

0

(
3κ2 ∥∥b− bN

∥∥2
CT C−β + 3 · 22α′

κ2α′ ∥∥bN − b
∥∥2α′

CT C−β ∥u∥2
CT C1+α′

)
ds

+ 1
ϵ
E
∫ t

0
31{Y N

s −Ys>ϵ}e
1− Y N

s −Ys
ϵ

∣∣ux(s, ψ(s, Y N
s )) − ux(s, ψ(s, Ys))

∣∣2 ds
≤ 3t

ϵ

∥∥bN − b
∥∥

CT C−β

(
κ2 ∥∥bN − b

∥∥
CT C−β + (2κ)2α′

∥u∥2
CT C1+α′

∥∥bN − b
∥∥2α′−1

CT C−β

)
+ 3
ϵ
E
(∫ t

0
1{Y N

s −Ys>ϵ}e
1− Y N

s −Ys
ϵ

∣∣ux(s, ψ(s, Y N
s )) − ux(s, ψ(s, Ys))

∣∣2 ds) .
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Putting above estimates together yields the following bound for the expectation of the local time:
(51)

E[L0
t (Y N − Y )] ≤ 4ϵ+ 4λ

(
2κ
∥∥bN − b

∥∥
CT C−β t+ E

[∫ t

0

∣∣Y N
s − Y N

∣∣ ds])
+ 3t

ϵ

∥∥bN − b
∥∥

CT C−β

(
κ2 ∥∥bN − b

∥∥
CT C−β + (2κ)2α′

∥u∥2
CT C1+α′

∥∥bN − b
∥∥2α′−1

CT C−β

)
+ 3
ϵ
E
[∫ t

0
1{Y N

s −Ys>ϵ}e
1− Y N

s −Ys
ϵ

∣∣ux(s, ψ(s, Y N
s )) − ux(s, ψ(s, Ys))

∣∣2 ds] .
We take ϵ = ∥bN − b∥CT C−β < 1 and choose ζ ∈ (0, 1) such that α′ζ > 1/2. Recall that ux(s, ·) is
α′-Hölder continuous with the constant ∥u∥CT C1+α′ , as α′ < 1 − β̂, (see Section 2.4) and ψ(s, ·) is
2-Lipschitz, so ∣∣ux(s, ψ(s, Y N

s )) − ux(s, ψ(s, Ys))
∣∣ ≤ ∥u∥CT C1+α′ 2α′

|Y N
s − Ys|α

′
.

This bound and the observation that ϵζ > ϵ yield

3
ϵ
E
[∫ t

0
1{Y N

s −Ys>ϵ}e
1− Y N

s −Ys
ϵ

∣∣ux(s, ψ(s, Y N
s )) − ux(s, ψ(s, Ys))

∣∣2 ds]
≤ 3
ϵ
E
[∫ t

0
1{ϵ<Y N

s −Ys≤ϵζ}e
1− Y N

s −Ys
ϵ

∣∣ux(s, ψ(s, Y N
s )) − ux(s, ψ(s, Ys))

∣∣2 ds]
+ 3
ϵ
E
[∫ t

0
1{Y N

s −Ys>ϵζ}e
1− Y N

s −Ys
ϵ

∣∣ux(s, ψ(s, Y N
s )) − ux(s, ψ(s, Ys))

∣∣2 ds]
≤ 3
ϵ
t∥u∥2

CT C1+α′ 22α′
ϵ2α′ζ + 3

ϵ
te1−ϵζ−1

,

where in the last inequality we used that ∥ux∥L∞ ≤ 1/2. We insert this bound into (51) and recall
that ϵ = ∥bN − b∥CT C−β to obtain

E[L0
t (Y N − Y )]

≤ (4 + 8λκt+ 3κ2t)
∥∥bN − b

∥∥
CT C−β + 4λ

(
E
[∫ t

0

∣∣Y N
s − Y N

∣∣ ds])
+ 3t

(
(2κ)2α′

∥u∥2
CT C1+α′

∥∥bN − b
∥∥2α′−1

CT C−β

)
+ 3t∥u∥2

CT C1+α′ 22α′ ∥∥bN − b
∥∥2α′ζ−1

CT C−β + 3t
∥bN − b∥CT C−β

e
1−∥bN −b∥ζ−1

CT C−β

≤ 3T∥u∥2
CT C1+α′ 22α′ ∥∥bN − b

∥∥2α′ζ−1
CT C−β + 4λ

(
E

[∫ T

0

∣∣Y N
s − Y N

∣∣ ds])+ o
(∥∥bN − b

∥∥2α′ζ−1
CT C−β

)
.

Taking ζ = α/α′ completes the proof. □

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

(52)
|XN

t −Xt| = |ψN (t, Y N
t ) − ψ(t, Yt)| ≤ |ψN (t, Y N

t ) − ψ(t, Y N
t )| + |ψ(t, Y N

t ) − ψ(t, Yt)|
≤ 2κ∥bN − b∥CT C−β̂ + 2|Y N

t − Yt|.

For the term |Y N − Y | we use Itô-Tanaka’s formula and take expectations of both sides:

E
[
|Y N

t − Yt|
]

= E|Y N
0 − Y0| +E

[
1
2L

0
t (Y N − Y )

]
+ λE

[∫ t

0
sgn(Y N − Y )(uN (s, ψN (s, Y N

s )) − u(s, ψ(s, Ys)))ds
]
,
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where the stochastic integral disappears due to the boundedness of ux and uN
x . For the first term

we use that Y0 = x+ u(0, x), Y N
0 = x+ uN (0, x) and Lemma 11 to conclude that

|uN (0, x) − u(0, x)| ≤ ∥uN − u∥(ρ)
CT C−β ≤ o

(∥∥bN − b
∥∥2α̂−1

CT C−β

)
,

where we used that
∥∥bN − b

∥∥
CT C−β = o

(∥∥bN − b
∥∥2α̂−1

CT C−β

)
, because 2α̂−1 < 1 and

∥∥bN − b
∥∥

CT C−β <

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(x)| ≤ 1. In
summary, we obtain

E
[
|Y N

t − Yt|
]

≤ o
(∥∥bN − b

∥∥2α̂−1
CT C−β

)
+ (A/2 + λ)E

[∫ t

0
|Y N

s − Ys|ds
]

+B/2
∥∥bN − b

∥∥2α̂−1
CT C−β .

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

E
[
|Y N

t − Yt|
]

≤ B/2∥bN − b∥2α̂−1
CT C−βe

(A/2+λ)t + o
(∥∥bN − b

∥∥2α̂−1
CT C−β

)
.

We take expectation of both sides of (52), take supremum over t ∈ [0, T ] and insert the above
bound to conclude. □

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 bN as in (23). Then we apply classical Euler-Maruyama scheme (25) to approximate
the SDE with drift bN . For the numerical example we will consider a time homogeneous drift, i.e.
b ∈ C(−β̂)+.

Since the drift b is a Schwartz distribution in C(−β̂)+, producing a numerical approximation of
it poses some challenges. We cannot simply discretise b and then convolve it with the heat kernel
to get bN 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(−β̂)+ can be obtained as the distributional derivative
of a function h in C(−β̂+1)+, and that the derivative commutes with the heat kernel as explained
in (13). Indeed, since b ∈ C−β̂+ϵ for some ϵ > 0 and −β̂ ∈ (−1/2, 0), we have γ := −β̂ + ε+ 1 > 0
and h ∈ Cγ 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 h′ is supported on the same compact. For example one can
choose L > 0 large enough so that the solution Xt of the SDE with the drift b1[−L,L] replacing
b will, with a large probability, stay within the interval [−L,L] for all times t ∈ [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 ∈ Cγ−1, γ ∈ (1/2, 1), would be given by the derivative of the
locally γ-Hölder continuous function |x|γ , smoothly cut outside the compact set [−L,L]. However,
this function is not differentiable in x = 0 only. Instead, for our numerical implementation we
consider h ∈ Cγ , 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)2 (BH

x )x≥0. Indeed, it is known that P-almost all paths of fBm BH are
locally γ-Hölder continuous for any γ < 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 (BH

x (ω))x∈[0,2L] with Hurst index H = −β̂ + 1 + 2ε ∈ (1/2, 1) for some small

2A fractional Brownian motion (BH
x )x≥0 with Hurst parameter H ∈ (0, 1) on a probability space (Ω, F ,P) is a

centered Gaussian stochastic process with covariance given by E(BH
x BH

y ) = 1
2 (|x|2H + |y|2H − |x − y|2H). When

H = 1
2 we recover a Brownian motion.
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ε > 0, which is thus locally γ-Hölder continuous with γ = −β̂+ 1 + ε. The constraint H ∈ (1/2, 1)
ensures that β̂ ∈ (0, 1/2), as needed in Assumption 1. We define function g : R → R as

g(x) =
(
BH

x − BH
2L

2L x
)
1{x∈[0,2L]}(x),

which ensures that g(0) = g(2L) = 0. This transformation, inspired by the so called Brownian
bridge, ensures that g is continuous and keeps the same regularity as fBm BH . 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 (Xt) stays in the strip [−L,L] with high probability up
to our terminal time T . In summary, the function h is constructed as

(53) h(x) =
(
BH

x+L(ω) − BH
2L(ω)
2L (x− L)

)
1{x∈[−L,L]}(x),

and we have h ∈ Cγ with γ = −β̂ + ε + 1, so that b := h′ ∈ C(−β̂)+, and both are supported on
[−L,L]. By a slight abuse of notation we denote BH(x) = h(x) so that b = (BH)′.

To compute bN we apply the semigroup P1/N to b, as in (22), which is equivalent to a convolution
with the heat kernel p1/N . Since the derivative commutes with the convolution as recalled in (13)
we get

(54) bN (x) := (P1/Nb)(x) =
(
p1/N ∗ (BH)′) (x) =

(
p′

1/N ∗BH
)

(x) =
∫ ∞

−∞
p′

1/N (y)BH(x− y)dy.

As the derivative of the heat kernel is p′
1/N (y) = − y

1/N p1/N (y), we have

(55) bN (x) = −
∫ ∞

−∞
BH(x− y) y

1/N p1/N (y)dy.

In order to approximate the above integral numerically, we create a uniform discretisation of
the interval [−L,L] with 2M + 1 points, denoted by M = {x−M , ..., xM }, with the mesh size
δ := L

M . We sample the fBm BH(x) in x ∈ M and extend to the real line as a piecewise constant
function B̂H as follows:

(56) B̂H(z) =
M−1∑

j=−M

BH(xj)1{z∈[xj− δ
2 ,xj+ δ

2 )}, z ∈ R.

Inserting (56) into (55) and performing the change of variable z = xi − y we obtain a numerical
approximation of bN at any point xi ∈ M:

bN (xi) ≈ −
∫ ∞

−∞
B̂H(xi − y) y

1/N p1/N (y)dy

= −
∫ ∞

−∞

M∑
j=−M

BH(xj)1{z∈[xj− δ
2 ,xj+ δ

2 )}
xi − z

1/N p1/N (xi − z)dz

= −
M∑

j=−M

BH(xj)
∫ xj+δ/2

xj−δ/2

xi − z

1/N p1/N (xi − z)dz

= −
M∑

j=−M

BH(xj)
∫ δ/2

−δ/2

xi − xj − z′

1/N p1/N (xi − xj − z′)dz′,

(57)

where we performed a second change of variable z′ = z − xj in the last equality. Let us denote
the integral in the last line of (57) as

(58) IN (y) :=
∫ δ/2

−δ/2

y − z′

1/N p1/N (y − z′)dz′,
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Figure 1. From left to right: IN (y) for y ∈ [−5, 5] and 1/N = 0.199494, 0.068111 respectively.

so that equation (57) reads

(59) bN (xi) ≈ −
M∑

j=−M

BH(xj)IN (xi − xj) =: −(BH ∗ IN )(xi),

where ∗ denotes the discrete convolution between vectors (BH(xi))M
i=−M and (IN (xi))2M

i=−2M . The
latter vector needs to be formally defined for a δ-discretisation of the interval [−2L, 2L], however,
in practice, the values of IN (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 (IN (xi)) for xi ∈ M. We will use the
above approximation (59) in our numerical computations.

At this stage a few remarks regarding the size of M are in order. The drift bN is implemented
with a discrete convolution given in equation (59), where one of the convoluting terms is IN ,
which is depicted in Figure 1. The peaks of IN depend on the magnitude of 1/N , indeed they
become higher and thinner as the variance 1/N of the heat kernel p1/N decreases. We choose
N = N(m) = mη for some η > 0 given in equation (33), so as the number of steps m in the Euler
scheme increases, the variance 1/N(m) = m−η decreases, leading to a vector IN(m) of mostly
zeros up to numerical precision. If the discretization M is too coarse compared to 1/N(m), the
vector IN(m) does not retain enough information. To avoid this issue we have to make sure that
there are sufficiently many points in M, i.e. that 2M is large enough compared to the size of the
support [−L,L]. More specifically, we require that the distance δ between points in the grid is less
than the standard deviation of the heat kernel

√
1/N(m), i.e. δ <

√
1/N(m) = m−η/2 for every

m considered in numerical computations, which leads to

(60) 2M > 2Lmη/2.

As an example, let us consider a discretisation of the interval [−5, 5] (hence L = 5) and use m = 212

points in the Euler-Maruyama scheme. We will need at least 2M + 1 > 2Lmη/2 + 1 = 10 · 26η + 1
points in M, where the value η depends on β̂ and it is given explicitly in equation (33). The
smallest admissible number of points 2M + 1 of the discretisation M for varying β̂ is given in
Table 5.

We now summarise the procedure to compute numerically an approximation of the drift bN(m).
(1) Fix β̂, L and the number m of steps of the Euler scheme. Compute the smallest integer

M that satisfies (60). Define the discretisation M and the corresponding mesh size δ.
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β̂ 10−6 1/16 1/8 1/4 1/2
1/N(m) = m−η(β̂) 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 M
when m = 212 and L = 5. This varies according to the variance 1/N , which in
turn is a function of β̂.

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

(3) Transform the path of fBm into a bridge on [−L,L] by applying the transformation (53),
to get a vector BH(xi), for xi ∈ M.

(4) Compute numerically the integral IN(m)(xi) for xi ∈ M.
(5) Perform the discrete convolution −(BH ∗ IN(m)) as in (59) to approximate numerically

bN(m)(xi) for xi ∈ M.
(6) Extend bN(m)(x) for all x ∈ [−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 L1 norm of the difference
between those approximations and the proxy at time T . The procedure reads as follows:

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

(2) Denote by ∆ti = T/mi 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 M.

(4) Run the Euler-Maruyama scheme for the proxy solution and for the approximated solutions
up to time T , with the same Q Brownian motion paths.

(5) Compute the strong error between the proxy solution corresponding to m and the ap-
proximations corresponding to mi, by calculating a Monte Carlo average of the absolute
differences between computed solutions at time T across the Q sample paths. Denote this
approximations of the strong error by ϵi, i = 0, . . . , I.

(6) As we expect ϵi ≈ cmi
−r = c(∆ti)r, where r is the convergence rate, we compute the

empirical rate r by performing a linear regression of log10(ϵi) on log10(∆ti), i = 0, . . . , I.
In Figure 2 we plot the empirical convergence rate we obtained for different choices of the

smoothness parameter β̂, that is for β̂ = ε, 1/8, 1/4, 1/2 − ε, with ε = 10−6, and with the rest
of the parameters as indicated in the caption to Figure 2. Note that as β̂ 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 β̂ ≈ 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 + α/2 when b ∈ Cα for α ∈ [0, 1), which
reduces to 1/2 for measurable functions (α = 0). On the other hand, for β → 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 β̂, 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 − β̂/2. The latter would be the natural extension



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

10 3

t

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

rate = 0.284237 for =0.499990
rate = 0.377052 for =0.250000
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Empirical convergence rate for different values of 

Figure 2. Examples of empirical convergence rates for β̂ = ε, 1/8, 1/4, 1/2 − ε,
with ε = 10−6, obtained running an Euler scheme with Q = 104 sample paths,
T = 1, m = 215 points for the proxy of the real solution and mi = 28+i for
i = 0, . . . , 4, for the approximated solutions. The empirical convergence rate r for
each β̂ 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
−β̂ ∈ (−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 − β̂/2. Further studies are needed to
prove or disprove this conjecture.

β̂ ε = 10−6 1/16 1/8 1/4 3/8 7/16 1/2 − ε
Average of empirical rate 0.50814 0.48542 0.44063 0.36960 0.30478 0.29048 0.28275

1/2 − β̂/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 104 sample paths for each β̂, the conjecture rate
of 1/2 − β̂/2 and the theoretical rate from Theorem 7. All values rounded to 5
decimal places. Same values are plotted in Figure 3.
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Zheng structure, Itô’s formula and semimartingale characterization. Random Operators and
Stochastic Equations, 12(2):145–184, 2004.
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