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Approximation of the invariant distribution for a class of
ergodic SPDEs using an explicit tamed exponential Euler
scheme

Charles-Edouard Bréhier

ABSTRACT. We consider the long-time behavior of an explicit tamed exponential Euler
scheme applied to a class of parabolic semilinear stochastic partial differential equations
driven by additive noise, under a one-sided Lipschitz continuity condition. The setting
encompasses nonlinearities with polynomial growth. First, we prove that moment bounds
for the numerical scheme hold, with at most polynomial dependence with respect to the
time horizon. Second, we apply this result to obtain error estimates, in the weak sense, in
terms of the time-step size and of the time horizon, to quantify the error to approximate
averages with respect to the invariant distribution of the continuous-time process. We
justify the efficiency of using the explicit tamed exponential Euler scheme to approximate
the invariant distribution, since the computational cost does not suffer from the at most
polynomial growth of the moment bounds. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
result in the literature concerning the approximation of the invariant distribution for SPDEs
with non-globally Lipschitz coefficients using an explicit tamed scheme.

1. Introduction

In the last 25 years, the analysis of numerical methods for Stochastic Partial Differential
Equations (SPDEs) has been a very active research field. Pionnering work have focused on
the so-called strong convergence of numerical schemes for equations with Lipschitz continuous
nonlinearities, and in the last decade many results concerning convergence of schemes for
equations with non-globally Lipschitz continuous nonlinearities, and weak convergence, have
been obtained. We refer to the monograph [19] for a pedagogical introduction to this field
of research.

In this article, we consider some semilinear parabolic SPDEs of the type

dX(t) = AX (t)dt + F(X(t))dt + dW<(t),

as written in the framework of stochastic evolution equations, see [14]. Precise assumptions
concerning the linear operator A, the nonlinearity F' and the Q-Wiener process W are given
below (Section ). Under appropriate assumption, this process admits a unique invariant
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probability distribution u,, such that

Blo(X(T)] =, [ v

T—0

exponentially fast, for any initial condition X (0) and any real-valued Lipschitz continuous
function ¢ (see Section[3]). We study the question of approximating the invariant distribution
11, using a numerical scheme. The main novelty of this article is to show that an explicit
scheme can be used, without loss of computational efficiency, even if the nonlinearity F' is
not globally Lipschitz continuous.

Let us review the existing literature concerning the numerical approximation of invariant
distributions for parabolic semilinear SPDEs — see also the preprint [2] where stochastic
viscous scalar conservation laws are considered, and the monograph [16] and references
therein where some stochastic Schrodinger equations are studied. In [3], parabolic semilin-
ear SPDEs, with Lipschitz nonlinearity, driven by space-time white noise, are considered;
temporal discretization is performed using a linear implicit Euler scheme, and weak error
estimates which are uniform in time are obtained using a Kolmogorov equation approach.
In [6], the same framework has been considered, for full-discretization schemes (using a fi-
nite element method for spatial discretization); error estimates are obtained using a Poisson
equation approach. A full-discretization scheme based on an exponential Euler scheme has
been considered in [10]. A postprocessed integrator has been proposed in [7] in order to
increase the order of convergence. For non globally Lipschitz continuous nonlinearities, the
only existing result is the preprint [12], where the authors use a fully implicit scheme. Note
that the literature is also limited concerning the analysis of the weak error on finite time
intervals when applied to SPDEs with non-globally Lipschitz nonlinearity: see [5] where a
splitting scheme is applied for the Allen-Cahn equation (cubic nonlinearity), and also [11]
and [8].

In this article, we consider exponential integrators to deal with the linear part. As
demonstrated in [I] (see also the monograph [17]), using a simple explicit exponential Euler
scheme (like for instance in [18]) of the type

X1 = eMYX, + ALF(X,) + AWY),

where the nonlinearity is discretized explictly, is not appropriate due to the loss of moment
bounds, which would be essential in the proof of convergence. Many recipes have been
proposed to overcome this issue (we refer to [I7] for a general analysis in the case of finite-
dimensional Stochastic Differential Equations). In this article, we consider the following
explicit tamed exponential Euler scheme (see Equation (23]))

F(X5)
1+ At F(X0)| 2

Xpi1 = eAAX, + (A) NI — B + AAATVY,

where AW are Wiener increments. This type of scheme has already been studied in [15]
and [22] for instance. In those works, a finite time horizon 7' € (0,0) is fixed, and the
authors look at strong convergence. To the best of our knowledge, neither weak convergence
rates nor long-time behavior have been considered for this type of explicit tamed scheme
for SPDEs in the literature so far. The objective of this article is to prove that the explicit
tamed scheme can be employed to approximate the invariant distribution pu,, with precise

error estimates and analysis of the computational cost.
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The contribution of this article is twofold. First, moment bounds of the type

1
sup (B[ Xa[7=) ™ < C(llwofz=)(1 + T)
0<nAtLT
are obtained, for all 7" € (0,00). See Theorem [l for a precise statement. The moment
bound is uniform with respect to the time-step size At. It is important to note that the
upper bound is not uniform with respect to the final time 7.
Second, weak error estimates of the type

[E[p(Xn)] = Elp(X (ta)]| < Cale, |2o]0) (1 + T9)AE*,

for some @ € N, where a € (0, @) and @ is a parameter which quantifies the regularity of the
process. If the equation is driven by a cylindrical Wiener process (@) = I, space-time white
noise), @ = i, whereas a = % if the equation is driven by trace-class noise. See Theorem
for a precise statement. The weak error estimate is not uniform with respect to time 7.

Even if the upper bounds show some dependence with respect to time 7', the polyno-
mial growth is sufficiently slow (compared with an exponential growth) not to damage the
performance of the scheme when one is interested in the approximation of the invariant dis-
tribution. Since the convergence to equilibrium is exponentially fast (with respect to T') in
the models considered here, the analysis of the computational cost (see Corollary 3] reveals
that there is no loss in the efficiency, when compared with a situation where uniform mo-
ment bounds and error estimates hold (for instance, if the nonlinearity is globally Lipschitz
as in [3], or if an implicit integrator is employed as in [12]). Since the tamed exponential
Euler scheme is explicit, in practice its application is simpler and the cost per step is lower,
thus the results of this article justify its efficiency for the approximation of the invariant
distribution for SPDEs.

To the best of our knowledge, the long-time behavior of moment bounds and weak error
estimates for explicit tamed Euler schemes applied to SPDEs has not been studied in the
literature so far, and the results above show that these schemes are effective to numerically
approximate the invariant distribution of SPDEs. Note that only upper bounds are proven,
and it may happen that in fact the polynomial growth is not optimal and that uniform in
time upper bounds may be proved by other techniques. Some numerical experiments have
been performed and have not been sufficient to exhibit the polynomial growth (thus they are
not reported here). Studying whether the polynomial growth is optimal or whether uniform
bounds can be obtained is left for future works. The combination of the results of this article
with the analysis of spatial discretization, and the application of (multilevel) Monte-Carlo
methods is also left as an open question.

This article is organized as follows. The setting is presented and the main assumptions
are stated in Section[2l Preliminary results concerning the long-time behavior of the solution
of the SPDE are given in Section Bl The explicit tamed exponential Euler scheme is defined
in Section [, where the two main results, Theorem T (moment bounds) and Theorem
(error estimate) are stated and discussed. Section [Blis devoted to the proof of Theorem 1]
whereas Section [(] is devoted to the proof of Theorem

2. Setting

For every p € [1,0] let L? = L?(0, 1) be the Banach space of real-valued functions with
finite L norm, and let the associated norm be denoted by | - |z». When p = 2, H = L? is
3



an Hilbert space, with inner product denoted by (-, -). Let N denote the set of integers and
Ny = Nu {0}.

The time-step size of the numerical schemes is denoted by At. The a priori bounds and
error estimates will be stated below for At € (0, Aty], where Aty is an arbitrary parameter.
Once the value of the time-step size At is fixed, the following notation is used: for all n € Ny,
t, = nAt, and for all t € [0,0), £(t) = n if and only if t € [t,, t,41).

The values of constants may change from line to line in the proofs, however their are
assumed not to depend on quantities such as the time-step size At, the initial condition .

2.1. Linear operator. Set e, = v/2sin(nm) and A\, = (nm)?, for all n € N. Then
(en)neN is a complete orthonormal system of H.
The unbounded self-adjoint linear operator on H defined by

A== enen
neN

is the realization of the Laplace operator on (0, 1), with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions. The associated semi-group (&) 1=0> Such that et =% e enve,, is such

that t — ez is the solution of the heat equation with homogencous Dirichlet boundary
conditions. For every p € [2, ), (em) o also defines a semi-group on LP. For every

a € [—1,1], let (—A)* be the operator defined on H by
(_A>a = Z )‘g<'> 6n>en-

neN

Let us state some inequalities which are employed in the sequel. We refer for instance

to [9] and to [21].

e For all z € L?, one has
(1) lea] e < e Mz e

e For every a € [0, 1], there exists C,, € (0,0) such that for all x € L? and t > 0, one

has
(2) [(=A)* e ] 2 < Comin(t, 1)~ 2.
e For every « € [0,1], there exists C,, € (0,0) such that for all x € L? and t,s > 0,
one has
(3) lee — ez 2 < Calt = s[*[ (= A)2] 2

e There exists ¢, C' € (0,00) such that for all z € L? and all ¢ > 0, one has
(4) "] e < Cmin(t, 1)~ % e,
and for all z € L' and all £ > 0, one has
(5) |2 L < Cmin(t, 1) 2e™ || 1.

e There exists ¢ € (0,00) such that, for all p € (2,0), there exists C),, € (0, 0), such
that for all z € LP and all £ > 0, one has

(6) ez e < Coe™ 2] 1.
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e There exists C' € (0,0) such that for all z € L* and lal ¢ > 0 one has

(7) le“e] e < Clla] .
e For all k€ (1,1), there exists C, € (0,0) such that for all z € L? one has
(8) |z < Cill(=A) 2] 2
e Forall p € [2,0), there exists A, € (0, 20) such that for all € L?, such that Az € L,
one has
) (A, 2l272) < ~Aylalf.
e Forall a € (0,3), € > 0, with o + € < 3, there exists C, . € (0,0) such that
(10) [(=A)" " (zy)|rr < Coel (—A)* @|r2|(—A4) Y] L2

e For all a € (0, %), e > 0, with o 4+ 2¢ < %, there exists C, . € (0,00) such that, if

1 : R — R is Lipschitz continuous,

(11) (A Y022 < CoclPluipl(=A)* - |12,
where [¢]Li, = sup %

z17#22

Note that Ay = Ay, and for all p > 2, one has the lower bound A, > )\14(’;;1). Indeed
using an integration by parts argument, one has

(Az, alzP~2) = —(Vz, V(]z[~?))
= —(p — 1}V, Va2 %)
= —(p—D||"= Va%

b VIV

p2

4(p—1)

<-M 122 )72

4(p—1)

—1
= —MTHIH%-

2.2. Nonlinearity. Let us now give the assumptions concerning the nonlinearity: F' is
the Nemytskii operator associated with a real-valued function f : R — R which is assumed
to be of class C?, with at most polynomial growth in the following sense.

ASSUMPTION 1. There exists a real number q = 2 such that

(12 ap LELH G + 1)

zeR 1 + |SL’|q

< Q0.

To study the long time behavior, the following one-sided Lipschitz continuity condition
is enforced.

ASSUMPTION 2. There exists v > 0 such that, if p € {2,q}, one has

(13) (Ay,yly[P=%) + (Fy + 2) = F(2), ylyl"™*) < =yl
whenever y, z € LP are such that the left-hand side of (I3)) makes sense, where q is given by

Assumption [.
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Let A\p = sup f/(z). When A\p < o0, the real-valued function f satisfies a standard one-
zeR

sided Lipschitz continuity condition. The condition (I3)) for p = 2 is satisfied if \p < A;.
When A\r < 0, owing to (@), the condition (I3) is satisfied for all p € [2, o).
Assumptions [Il and Bl are satisfied for instance if f is a polynomial function, such that

Ar = sup f’(z) is finite and sufficiently small.
zeR

2.3. Wiener process and the stochastic convolution. Let (6j)jeN be a sequence of
independent standard real-valued Wiener processes, defined on a probability space (Q, F, IP)
which satisfies the usual conditions. Let the associated expectation operator be denoted by

The stochastic evolution equation is driven by a (-Wiener process (WQ(t)) =00 With
covariance operator ). It is assumed that Q) = ZjeN ¢;{-,€;)€;, where ¢; € [0,00) for all
j € N, and (éj)jeN

We refer to the monographs [9] and [14] for the general theory of stochastic evolution
equations and properties of their solutions.

The stochastic convolution is the process defined by

is a complete orthonormal system of H.

(14) Z(t) = Jt e(t_S)AdWQ(s) = Z \/q_jfot e(t_S)Aéjdﬁj(s),

0 jeN
for all £ = 0. The stochastic convolution is the mild solution of the linear equation driven
by additive noise:
dZ(t) = AZ(t)dt +dW©(t), Z(0) = 0.

To justify well-posedness for the stochastic convolution and establish moment bounds for
the solution in the L* norm, the following assumption is required.

ASSUMPTION 3. The stochastic convolution (Z(t))t>0 15 well-defined and takes values in
L*. Moreover, uniform in time moment bounds are satisfied in the L*-norm: for all m € N,

(15) sup E[[Z®)]7] < 0.

When the covariance operator () and the linear operator A commute, ¢.e. when ¢€; = ¢;
for all j € N, it is possible to sample the H-valued Gaussian random variable Z () exactly in
distribution. However, in general this is not possible and a numerical approximation scheme
needs to be employed. In this article, exponential Euler integrators are used. Let At > 0

denote the time step-size, and define the sequence of random variables (Zﬁt)neNo by

(16) Z5t = AN Z5 + AW,

with Z& = 0, and where AW? = W@(t,,.1) — W®(t,) are the Wiener increments. For every
n e Ny and t € [t,, 1], set

(17) ZAt) = T (ZB L W) — WOt,)).

The following discrete-time versions of Assumption ] is introduced.
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ASSUMPTION 4. For any time-step size At € (0, Aty], the process (Z,?t)neNO takes values

i L*. Moreover, some moment bounds which are uniform with respect to time and to the
time-step size are satisfied: for allm e N,

(18) sup  sup IE[HZAt(t)M”OO] < 0.
Ate(0,Atg] =0

It remains to define a parameter @ to express the order of convergence (in the weak sense)
of the numerical scheme.

ASSUMPTION 5. Assume that there exists o > 0 such that
o0
(19) D gl(=A 3 < o
The parameter @ is then defined by

0
(20) @ = sup {a € ( Z gl (=A)** ¢ 72 < oo},

For all a € (0, alpha), one then has
(21) Sup E[|(-=A)*Z(t)|7] + Sup E[|(=A)*Z(6)[7:] < .

Assumptions B 4 and [flare compatible and are satisfied for many examples. For instance,
they are satisfied in the case of a cylindrical Wiener process (@) = I), with @ = i. Owing
to the inequalities (B) and (2I), they are also satisfied if @ > 1. This includes the case of a
trace-class noise (3 ;. ¢; < ), for which @ = 3

In the sequel, to simplify notation let Z, = Z2% and Z(t) = Z24(t).

3. Preliminary results

This section is devoted to state and prove some properties of the solution of the stochastic
evolution equation
(22) dX(t) = AX(t)dt + F(X(t))dt + dW?(t) , X (0) = 0.
Define Y (t) = X(t) — Z(t) for all t = 0. Then (22)) is equivalent to the evolution equation
with a random time-dependent nonlinearity
dY (t)
dt

Let us first recall a well-posedness result. Let Assumptions [Il and 3] be satisfied. Then, for
any initial condition xy € L%, there exists a unique global mild solution (22]), defined by

— AY(t) + F(Y(t) + Z(t)) , Y(0) = .

¢ t
X(t) = eag + J VAR (X (s))ds +J eI (s) , t=0.
0 0
To put emphasis on the role of the initial condition zy, the notation X, (¢) = X (¢) may be
used.
The process (Xxo (t)) takes values in L*. If Assumption [l is satisfied, one has the

following moment bounds in the L* norm, uniformly in time, if xq € L.
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PROPOSITION 3.1. Let Assumptions, [@ and[3 be satisfied.
For all m € N, there exists C,, € (0,0) such that for all zo € L*, one has

1
sup (Bl Xao @)71) ™ < Con(1 + 20 7:0).

PROOF. Let Y, (t) = X*(t) — Z(t). Then for all ¢t > 0, one has

dY,,(t)
ij =AY, (t) + F (Y, (t) + Z(t)).
By an energy estimate, using (I3)) (see Assumption [2) and Young’s inequality one obtains
1d)|Yz,(4)] 7
q dt
for some 4" € (0,7) and C € (0, o).
Using Gronwall’s lemma and the polynomial growth assumption for F', see Assumption [I]
for all t > 0 one has

< =Y Yao (D70 + CIE(Z(1)] L0,

t
—a~' —a~' (t—s 2
[Yao ()70 < e |lzo 70 + Cf e (14 | Z(5)]] 2 )ds.
0

Using Jensen’s inequality and Assumption [3, one obtains the inequality

sup (E[Yao(0)IE:]) ™ < Con(1 + Jlzo]20),

for some C,, € (0, 0), for all m € N.
To obtain moment bounds in the L* norm, the argument uses the inequality (Bl). First,
the mild formulation yields the identity

t
Yo, (t) = ey + J ARV, (s) + Z(s))ds,
0

and applying (&) one has
e—c(t—s)
(t—s)2

—c(t—s)

T (1 + Yoo (8)]2a]l + Z(5))][2o)ds.

t
[Yao (D)l < [0 oo + CL [F'(Yao(s) + Z(s))||rds

(t =)

Applying Jensen’s inequality and using the moment bounds in the L? norm proved above
and Assumption B yields

t
< HLL’OHLOO + Cf
0

3=

sup (B[ (1) 7])

=

< Cn(1 + o] 7)),

and combining again this result with Assumption [3 concludes the proof. 0

REMARK 3.2. The proof of Proposition [31] is limited to the one-dimensional case, and
it would be required to modify some assumptions in order to cover higher-dimensional situa-
tions. Precisely, if the interval (0, 1) is replaced by (0,1)¢ in the setting, then (&) holds with
the exponent —% replaced by —g. As soon as d = 2, a non-integrable singularity appears and
one can not retrieve a L* bound from a L7 bound of the solution as in the last part of the
proof of Proposition [3_1.
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If d = 2, it suffices to assume that the condition (I3)) holds for some p = G > q, in order
to apply a similar argument. If d = 3, it suffices to assume that the condition ([I3) holds for
some sufficiently large p = G, depending on dimension.

The analysis is presented in the case d = 1 only in order to simplify the presentation.

PROPOSITION 3.3. Let Assumptions [, [@ and [3 be satisfied. Then for all x}, 3 € L?,
with p € {2,q}, one has for all t = 0,

(23) | X0 (8) = X (0) o < €72 — |-

Moreover, there exists a probability distribution ., which satisfies § | z||Tt dp.(x) < oo for all
m € N, such that for all xo € LP and all Lipschitz continuous functions ¢ : LP — R, with
p€{2,q}, one has

(24) IEfp(Xo0 (£))] - f ol

Finally, p, is the unique invariant probability distribution of ([22]).

< Cp)e (1 + |lwof r)-

PRrROOF. The construction is standard, so only a sketch of proof is provided. See for
instance [13] for details.
Let 6X(t) = Xy2(t) — Xpa1(t), then

5)2_5” = AGX(1) + F(X,a(t)) — F(X,3(1)),

and using an energy estimate combined with (3] yields

11Xz (8) = Xay ()70
P dt

Using Gronwall’s lemma concludes the proof of (23)).

Using the remote initial condition method, the contraction property (23) allows to
construct a stationary process (X.(t)) =0 Such that the distribution of X,(?) is indepen-
dent of . Let u, be this probability distribution. Using that construction, the property
§ 1z dps (2) < o0 is a consequence of the uniform moment bounds given by Proposition Bl
Finally, the convergence to equilibrium property (24)) is a straightforward consequence of (23))
combined with the moment bound property above. The fact that the invariant probability
distribution is unique is a direct consequence of (24)). U

< Xz (1) = X ()10

4. Tamed exponential Euler scheme and main results

In this work, we consider the explicit tamed exponential Euler scheme defined by
F(X5)
1+ A F(X,)| e
where as explained above At € (0,Aty] is the time-step size, t, = nAt and AWY =
Wt 1) — W9 t,).
Define for all ¢t = 0

(25) Xpi1 = eMAX, + (A) NI — B + AAATVS,

N ¢ F(Xus) N
9 X(t) = 4 J (t=s)A_Z AU go o 7y
(26) (t) = ez + Oe 1+AtMg(s)8+ (t)
9



where Z(t) = Z2!(t) is given by (IT), and M, = |f(X,)|:. Note that X(t,) = X,, for all
n = 0.

The first main result of this article states moment bounds in the L™ norm for the auxiliary
process (X (t)) o<ieps for all T e (0,00), with a dependence which is at most polynomial,
uniformly with respect to the time-step size.

THEOREM 4.1. Let Assumptions [, [A and [3 be satisfied. Let the process (X(t))t>0 be

defined by (20]). B
For all m € N, there exists a polynomial function P, : R — R such that for all T € (0, o0)

and all Ty € L™, one has

(27) sup  sup  (E[|Xa]7])

Ate(0,Atp] 0<n<N

3=

< (14 NAY) P ([2of =)

and

(28) sup  sup (E[|X(t)]7])

Ate(0,Ato] 0<t<T

3|

The proof of Theorem [.1] is postponed to Section [Bl It would be possible to express the
degree of the polynomial function P,, in terms of m and ¢, but since this does not matter
below this dependence is not indicated.

Since the right-hand side of (28) depends on the time 7', the moment bounds for the
discrete time process qualitatively differ from the continuous time case, where uniform in
time moment bounds hold, see Proposition Bl

Since uniform in time moment bounds are not proven, then the discrete-time process may
not admit an invariant probability distribution. Despite the loss of uniform in time moment
bounds, it is in fact possible to approximate averages {¢dpu. with respect to the invariant
distribution pu,, as explained by the second main result of this article.

THEOREM 4.2. There exists a polynomial function P : R — R, Q) € N, and for every
a € (0,@) and any function ¢ : L* — R of class C* with bounded first and second order
derivatives, there exists Co(p) € (0,00), such that for all xy € L™, all At € (0, Aty] and
N e N, one has

[E[p(Xn)] - fsodu*l < Ca(@) A8 (1 + (NA) Q) P(Jz0] o) + eV + o] ).

Recall that @ € (0,1] is given by ([20) (under Assumption ), and that @ = 1 if Q = I
(g; = 1 for all j > 1, space-time white noise) and @ = 1 if Tr(Q) < (2jen @ < 90, trace-
class noise). The order of convergence for the temporal discretization error in Theorem
thus coincides with the weak order of convergence for Euler type methods applied to the
SPDE (22), either on finite time horizon (see [5] where Q = I and F is a cubic nonlinearity)
or for the approximation of the invariant distribution for globally Lipschitz nonlinearities
(see [3] where @@ = I). The order of convergence 2@ is optimal, it corresponds to the weak

order for the discretization of the stochastic convolution, indeed one has

sup [Elp(Za)] = Elp(Z(ta)]| < Calp) AL,

where (Z(t)) =0 and (Z")neN are defined by (I4]) and (6] respectively. The assumption that

¢ is of class C* cannot be relaxed, see [4] (in the case Q = I and F = 0).
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Note that the proof gives the upper bound @ < 3¢?, however the exact value of the
integer () is not important for the analysis of the computational cost below. In fact, the
same analysis of the cost would give the same conclusions even if @ = 0 (i.e. if the moment
bounds and error estimates would be uniform in time), as explained below.

Contrary to existing results concerning the numerical approximation of the invariant
distribution for SPDEs, the weak error estimate from Theorem is not uniform with
respect to time, instead the dependence is at most polynomial, with an upper bound for the
degree given by (). However, this at most polynomial growth does not lead to a reduction
of the efficiency of the approach, indeed one has the following corollary.

COROLLARY 4.3. Let zg € L® and ¢ : L* — R of class C* with bounded first and second
order derivatives. For all o € (0,@), there ezists Co(xg,p) such that can choose N and At
such that for all € € (0,1), the error satisfies

Elp(Xx)] - [ gdunl <,
with a computational cost, defined as the number of time steps, satisfying
C(e) = N < Calao, p)e .

In the computational cost analysis, the spatial discretization of the process and the
Monte-Carlo approximation of the expectation are not taken into account. In addition, it
is assumed that the cost is of size 1 at each step. Indeed, if fully-discrete schemes using
the same spatial discretization and Monte-Carlo parameters are considered, it is sufficient
to compare the temporal discretization error and the associated cost.

PROOF OF COROLLARY ??. Let a € (0, ).
The parameters N and At are chosen such that

NAt = C|log(e)]

and
(NALCAL™2" = Ck,
where C' is a constant (depending on xy and ).
This leads to
At = Ce7 | log(e)| "+,
and finally
N = C|log(e)|At™! = Ce 747 | log(e) | avs < Ces,

since a < @ and |log(e)|M = o(er) when ¢ — 0, for all M € N.
This concludes the proof of Corollary [4.3] U

Observe that Corollary 4.3 would be the same if one would have uniform in time estimates
(as in the case of Lipschitz continuous coefficients, see [3|, or using an implicit scheme,
see [12]) in Theorems ] and instead of the at most polynomial dependence we prove in
this article. However, the scheme studied in [3] cannot be employed for non globally Lipschitz
nonlinearities, and the scheme from [12] is implicit: the scheme studied in this article is
explicit thus is expected to be more efficient in practice. The exact rate of polynomial

growth is not important in the argument above.
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In addition, observe that obtaining a polynomial dependence with respect to time in the
right-hand side of (28] is fundamental: had the dependence been exponential (7" replaced
by exp(cT') in the right-hand side of ([28])), a reduction of the effective order of convergence
appearing in the analysis of the computational cost would have been observed, depending
on the value of c.

This means that Theorem [A.1] is sufficiently good as far as one is concerned with the
application to estimate averages {¢dp. with respect to the invariant distribution.

REMARK 4.4. In [20], the authors propose to use the so-called rejecting exploding trajecto-
ries technique to approzimate ergordic averages § odyi., for SDEs with non-globally Lipschitz
coefficients. This technique requires to introduce an auziliary truncation parameter. How-
ever, even if in practice it is effective, this technique does not lead to a clean analysis of the
cost as in Corollary[{.3.

REMARK 4.5. Theorems[{.1 and[{-3 hold if one can compute exactly in distribution Z(t,)

12
for all n € N, with simpler proofs. This would mean replacing Z, defined by ([I8) and Z(t)
defined by (), by

tn+1
Tni1 = €7, + J el 1= AGTQ(s)
tn
and Z(t) = Z(t).

5. Proof of Theorem [4.7]

This section is devoted to the proof of the first main result of this article, Theorem [£.11

The value of the time-step size At € (0, Aty] is fixed, and in the upper bounds obtained
below the constants do not depend on At.

Recall that the process (f( (1)) 1> 18 defined by (26), and that the auxiliary process

(Z (1)) 1~ 18 defined by ([I7). Owing to Assumption @ one has moment bounds in the L*

norm for Z(t), uniformly with respect to t.
Introduce an auxiliary parameter R = At™", for a sufficiently small .
For every n > 0, let Qp;, = { sup |X|r= < R}, and to simplify notation let x,, = 1,

0<l<n
denote the indicator function of the set Q2g,, . Let also x_; = 1.

Theorem E]is then an straightforward consequence of Lemma 5.1 and (5.2 stated below.

LEMMA 5.1. For every m € N, there exists Cy, € (0,90), such that for all T € (0,0) and
xo € L*, one has

m 2
(29) sup  sup  E[xu-1 [ Xalfe] < Cn(1 + 2072 ).
Ate(0,Aty] 0<nAt<T

LEMMA 5.2. For every m € N, there exists a polynomial function P,, : R — R, such that
for all T € (0,0) and xo € L*, one has

(30) sup sup E[(1— xo) | Xa 7] < (14 T™)Pou(J20] 1=).
Ate(0,Atg] 0<nALLT

Note that the moment bound (29) is uniform with respect to time. The polynomial

dependence in the right-hand side of (28) only comes from the use ([B0).
12



PrOOF OF LEMMA B Introduce the following auxiliary processes:
Zyo () = €A Axo + Z(1)

> ' F(Xys)
Y - X -7 _ (t—s)A (s)
() = X(0) = Za(t) = | R

t
R(t) = f eI (Y (8) + Zyy (tys)) ) ds
0
r(t) = Y(t) — R(t).
First, we claim that for all p € [2,0) and m € N, one has for all 0 <t < ¢,

Elxn-1[r(®)]75] < C(1 + o] 72),
Indeed, r(t) = ri(t) + ro(t) where

AtMg
s)A (3
F(X s d
J;) ¢ 1+ AtMg(s ( “ )) §

~+

(0 = | I P ) + Zualtn)) = FT(5) + Zogftels)) .

[e=]

On the one hand, using (@) and the polynomial growth of F' (Assumption [II), one has

t
Yot ()]0 < f e~ AL F(Xy() |2 ds
0

¢
< COxp— 1AtJ olt=s (1 + [ Xes) HLOO)

CAt(1 + R*)
C,

<
<

using R = At™" with k < 2q.
On the other hand, using the polynomial growth of F' (Assumption [I) and Holder’s
inequality, one obtains

| (Y (te) + Z(tus) = F(Y(s) + Z(tels))]
< CIY (tee) = Y ()| man (1 + [V (es)) [ Gapa + [V ()T 20 + | Zo (teo)) 0
Then, using (@), one has for all ¢ € [0, ¢,]

3=
|-

ds

(E[Xn-1]r2(®)[B]) ™ < C f e (E[xnr | F(Y (tegs)) + Z(tes))) — FY(8) + Zuo (te(3))]7])

¢
< C’f e~ My (5) My (s)ds
0
where

(5) = (Elxas ¥ (tegw) = Y (5)|25]) ™

Mo(s) = 1+ (Bl 1|V () 2550) ™ + (Bl [V (5) 2481) ™ + (B Zeo () 22]) 7
13



To treat the first factor, let s € [tg,tgy1), with k < n — 1, and let € € (0,1). Using (@),
one has

~ ~ F(X
I¥(5) = ¥ (te)leaw < (e~ = DY (1) |20 + | f T

< CAL (=AY (1) |20 + CA F(Xy)| =,

where « € (0,1).
Using (2]), one obtains

t

Xl (AT )l < s [ €09t = ) I F(Xugo) i
0

C(1+ RY),

which gives

Mi(s) < CA(1 + RY).

- o
To treat the second factor, note that (E[|Zy,(s)[7%"]) ™ < C+|2o| %, using the moment
bound assumption for Z (Assumption @l). In addition, using (@), one has for s < ¢,

X tl7 (6} < s [ € P (i) e
0
< C(1+ R7),

thus, one has for all 0 < s < ¢,
M(s) < C(1+ R™) + Cllo|

Choosing R = At~ * with sufficiently small x then gives the upper bound M (s)Ma(s) <
C, for all s € [0,t,), for some C € (0,0), and

(EDtalm@N71) ™ + Eaalr2()71) ™ < C(1+ [zo]7),

for all t € [0,¢,). As a consequence, this concludes the proof of the claim.
Second, observe that

dR(t -
% = AR(t) + F(R(t) + 7(t) + Zuy(teqr))) .-
Using condition (I3) (Assumption ) and Young’s inequality, one obtains
1d|R@)|L. _ v
D d < =5 [RM[G0 + CIF () + Zao (tew)) |1,

and as a consequence one has for all ¢ € [0, t,],

Gt RO < C [ D0 x e+ V) s

Using the moment bound proved above for r(s) and Assumption F one obtains for all
€ [0, ]

|-

1| R@E])™ < O+ [wolze)-

(Elx C
Finally, since X (t) = Y (t) + Zy,(t) = r(t) + R(t) + Z,(t), one obtains for all 0 < t < ¢,
(Ela—a|[XO]7]) " < C

2=

< C(1+ |wo]).

14



It remains to prove the moment bound for the L* norm instead of the L? norm. This is
obtained as follows: using ([H), for all ¢ € [0, ¢,], one has

~ 1
(Bl [XON7]) ™ < le o]

‘C f e (¢t — )78 (Bl | F (X)) s + (E[1Z(1)[])

< C+ o= + C f et — 8)72 (E[xn | X |21 = ds
0

C(1+ ol Le)-

This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.1l O
Proor or LEMMA B2l Recall that x, = 1g,, , with Qg,, = { sup X[z« < R} and

0</<n
X_1 = 1. As a consequence, one has

L=xn=Tog, =Tag,  +lop, Ljx.0>r

=1—xn1+ Xn—l]lHXnHLoo>R'
One thus obtains the equality

1- Xn = Z Xé—l]lHXgHLoo>R'
£=0

Let p € N. Using Minkowksi, Cauchy-Schwarz and Markov inequalities, one obtains

n

(EL(L = xn) [XalZ]) ™ < Z(E[Xe 1L, o R X220 ])

n X 900 e
< VI (Bl )

where 6 € N is chosen below.
On the one hand, by construction of the tamed Euler scheme and using () and Assump-
tion B, one has

t X
~ 1
| X (t)] 2 < |o] L= + CJ e~ =9 (t — 5)71 I/ (Xets)) 2
0

1+ At f (X)) 2

ds + || Z(t)]|| >

C
< Jeollue + 5 + 120l

thus 1 1
(LX) ™ < O+ ol = + ).

On the other hand, applying Lemma [5.1] yields for all ¢ > 0
Bl | Xelf] < C1+ Jao2%):
Gathering the estimates yields
T 1
(L1 — )| Xl ™) ™ CAt(l t lzofze + )1+ |0l §2) B2

Since R = At™*, it suffices to choose 2= > 2 in order to obtain (B0).
15



This concludes the proof of Lemma

We are now in position to provide the proof of Theorem E.1]

PROOF OF THEOREM .1l Since X,, = x,X, + (1 — x»)X,, combining Minkowskii’s
inequality with (29) and (30) gives

sup sup  (E[|Xn[7])

SUSS

This concludes the proof of ([27). It remains to prove @28). ) )
Using the notation from the proof of Lemma 5.1 one has X (t) = Y (t) + Z,, (), with

- ' F(Xys)
Y () = (t—s)A (s) ds.
( ) J;) ¢ 1+ AtMg(s) s

3=

Using (), one has, for all ¢ € [0, T]

t
V()| < C f eI (b — 5| F (X | ods
0

t
< C'f et —5)72 (1 + | Xy 0 )ds.
0

Using the moment bound for X,, above, with nAt < NAt < T, one obtains

- 1
sup ELY @071 < (1 + TP (o] =),
and combining this with (7)) with Assumption Hl concludes the proof of (28)) and of Theo-
rem A1 O

6. Proof of Theorem

This section is devoted to the proof of the second main result of this article. The approach
is based on the analysis of the weak error of the numerical scheme, where the dependence
with respect to the final time 7" = NAt is carefully mentioned.

The weak error analysis uses the Kolmogorov equation approach. Some important reg-
ularity properties are given in Section below. A few auxiliary results concerning spatial
and temporal regularity of Z(t) and Y'[t) are stated and proved in Section Finally, weak
error estimates are proved in Section [6.3]

All the computations and statements hold rigorously using suitable approximations: the
nonlinearity may be replaced by a globally Lipschitz continuous approximation and the
noise may be truncated. The objective is to prove that bounds hold independently of the
approximation parameters. This is a standard approach in the analysis of Kolmogorov
equations and weak error in infinite dimension: for instance one may consider an approximate
stochastic evolution equation of the type

dX°(t) = AXOTdt + AR (X7 (1)) dt + P PrdW A1),
where § > 0, F,(z) = 2(®,(z) — ) where 7 > 0 and (®,),_, the flow associated with the

=0
ordinary differential equation z = F(z), and P; = Zj:1<-,éj>éj, J € N, is an orthogonal
projection with finite rank. The noise is then finite dimensional, F) is Lipschitz continuous,
16



and e’ is regularizing, so that all the computations make sense. In the estimates, the
parameters 6, 7, J do not appear and it suffices to pass to the limit 6 — 0,7 — 0, J — o0 to
get results for the model of interest and its numerical approximation. In order to simplify
the notation, the approximation parameters are omitted in the sequel.

6.1. Regularity results for the Kolmogorov equation. Let ¢ : L? — R be a
function of class C2. Define

u(t, x) = E[p(X*(1))],
for all t > 0 and z € L7, where (X””(t))t>0 is the solution with initial condition X*(0) = x.

Several properties of u are employed in the weak error analysis. First, u is solution of
the Kolmogorov equation

(31) Owu(t, ) = Lu(t,x) = Du(t,z).(Az + F(x) Z q;D*ult, )., ¢;),

with initial condition u(0, ) = ¢, where Du(t, z) and D?u(t, ) are the first and second order
derivatives of u(t, z) with respect to the variable z.
Second, one has for all 7' > 0 and all x € L9,

(32 ()~ [ .

Finally, some regularity properties for the spatial derivatives are instrumental in the weak
error analysis below.

< Clp)e (1 + o] a).

PROPOSITION 6.1. There exists ¢ € (0,00), such that the following holds. First, for all
€ [0,1), there exists Cy, € (0,00) such that for allt > 0, x € L* and h € L?, one has

|Du(t,x).h| < Ca(1 + |2|e=0)e™ min(t, 1)~ (—A) A 2.

Moreover, for all By, B2 € [0,1), such that 51 + B2 < 1, there exists Cg, g, € (0,0) such that
for allt >0, x € L® and hy, hy € L?, one has

|D?u(t,x).(hy, ha)| < C, gy (1+ |2 F ) e min(t, 1) 7772 | (— A) = hy | g2 (= A) 2D | 2.
with Q(aq, o) = q + qla,=0 + Lay=o-

Proposition [6]is a variant of existing results: see [3] and [6] for the Lipschitz case. See
also [5] and [11] for the treatment of polynomial nonlinearities, for estimates with ¢ < 7.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION [6.1] The first and second order derivatives of wu(t,-) are ex-
pressed as

Du(t, ).h = E[Dp(X*(1))-n"(t)]
D?u(t, x).(hy, ha) = E[Dp(X(1)).¢""* ()] + E[D*@(X*(t)).(n" (t), 1" ()],
where the processes (1"(t)) 10 and (¢hha(t)) 1= are solutions of
d
dt” !
L) = (A+ P X)) + PO ('),

with initial conditions n"(0) = h and (™ hQ(O)

n"(t) = (A+ F/(X*(t))n"(t

N'(
)



In the computations below, the values of C' and ¢ may change from line to line.
Introduce the family of operators (O(t, s)) such that for all h e L?

t=s=0"
d

E@(t, s)h=(A+ F'(X*(t)O(t,s)h, t=s, O(s,s)h=h.

Using the condition (I3]), one has
Lo, 5)hl3.
2 dt

thus |O(t, s)h| 2 < e ) |h| 2 for all t = s > 0. This yields the result for a = 0.

To treat the case a > 0, introduce the auxiliary operators O(t,s) = O(t,s) — =4 for
all t > s (see [5]). Then one has

< —le(t, s)[7:,

L1, 5)h = (4+ F(X0)8(t )b+ FX (e,

with ©(s, s)h = 0. Applying a Duhamel type formula yields
t
O(t,s)h = J Ot,r) (F'(X*(r))e" I h)dr.

Using the result when o = 0, the polynomial growth of F’ (Assumption [I) and the inequal-
ity (2), one obtains
t

16(t, 8)h12 < f e TEDNE (X (1)) oo e R 2dr

s

t
<C [ D X = ) (=) B,

where ¢ € (0,7) > 0. Using moment estimates (see Proposition [3.1]) and Jensen’s inequality,
one obtains

(E[O(t, s)hl2]) ™ < e (1 + ao|F0) | (= A) =R 2.
Since O(t, s) = O(t, s) + e"4 one finally obtains

(B[O, $)hl72]) ™ < Ce™min(t — 5,1) (L + o] F0) | (—A) A 2.

Since n"(t) = O(t,0)h, this gives the result when a € (0,1) for the first-order derivative.

It remains to deal with the second-order derivative. On the one hand, since ¢ is of class
C? with bounded second-order derivative, applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the result
above yields

[E[D*p(X*(t)).(n" (£), 1" (1)]

[NIES

< C(E[|n" (1)]2:]) % (B[n" (1)[2.])
< C(E[|O(t,0)/1]2:]) (E[O(t, 0)ho|2])
< Cem 201702 (1 4 g | D50 1020 | (= A) =0y | 12 | (— A) 2| 2.

On the other hand, a Duhamel type formula yields the equality

[NIES

<h17h2(t) _ f @(t, S) (F//(X:c(s))nhl (t)nh2(t))d8

0
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Let x € (3, 1), such that inequality (8) holds. By a duality argument, one has |(—A) ™"+ |2 <
Cyll - ||z:- Using the result above with a conditional expectation argument yields
(t—s)

MmmmwhggcfHa?i?TFG+MNhMMKﬂ®“@WX%$MMMM%WEA%

m\»—t

fc(t s)
f m(l + lzolze) (Eln™ (D221 [l (1) [72]) *d

7c(t s) e—2cs
1+ qal 22) ds|(—=A)"*“*h —A)"*?h
O+l ) [ o sl (A 2 (= A) hal
C(1+ ol 25 O‘Z))e*CtH(— A)" a2 (= A)"*ha| 2,

using the condition ay + as to ensure integrability, where Q(ay, a2) = ¢ + qla, =0 + Lay=o0-
This gives

[E[D*p(X*(t)).¢""2()]] < C(1+ ol 75)e [ (—A) = a2 (= A)*2ha] 2.
Gathering the estimates then concludes the proof of Proposition O

6.2. Some useful regularity results. In this section, the objective is to state and
prove some useful spatial and temporal regularity properties for Z(t) defined by (I7), and

for Y (t) given by
> ' F(X)
Y(t) = J‘ e(tfs)A (s) dS
K S RV s PP
which is such that X (t) = ez + Y (t) + Z(t).
In the sequel, let Assumption [ be satisfied, and let the parameter @ be defined by (20).

LEMMA 6.2. For every o € [0,@) and m € N, there exists Cy m € (0,00) such that
sup E[[[(=A)*Zn[[z2] < Com

and for alln =0 and t € [tn,th]

(E[IZ(t) - Zal72])

PROOF. It suffices to consider the case m = 2 since Z(t) is a Gaussian random variable
with values in L? for all ¢ > 0.
First, using It6’s isometry formula and (2]), one has

2=

< ComAte.

n—1
E[|(=A)*Zal72] = Bl| D (=A) et AWL|7.]
=0
= At Z Z QJH elin=te A~JHL2
= OJGN
tn_tl e 1 9
0A¢Z] AT
< Ca,e < OO,

if e € (0, 952).
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Second, using Itd’s isometry formula and the inequalities ([B]) and (2)), one has for t €
[tn7tn+1]
E[|Z(t) = Zul72] = E[I(e“"* = 1) Z,|72] + Ef[ e A WO(t) = WO(t,))[72]
< APE[|(=A)* Zalza] + D ai(t — ta) e 2,
jeN
< CalM 4 (E =, Y il (t — )27 (=
jeN
< C, AP,

Apoct-ma gyt 2,
This concludes the proof of Lemma

LEMMA 6.3. For every € € [0,1) and m € N, there exists Ce
function P, : R — R such that

U

(0,00) and a polynomial
sup  (E[|(=4)"Y
0<nAt<NAt
and for all n >

VoV (E)[72]) ™ < Con (1 + (NAETYP (0] 1)

0 and t € [t,,tys1], withn < N, one has
L —€
EY () =Y (ta)72]) ™ < CemAt™ 1+ (NAL)) Py 20| 20)
PROOF. First, using (2)) and (27) for all 0

<t < T, one has
L
)Y (1)) 72)

—ct s)
Fe [ IR ) s
<CJ -

0

176ds(1 + T1)

P ([l 0] ).

(El(-A

Second, for 0 < t, <t < ty, one has
(E[Y (8) = Y (ta)|7]) ™ < (B[l = DY (ta)]72]) ™

(t—s) (Xn>
'f T ARG D
< CA (B[ (= A)' =Y (t)[7])
<C

n + At(E[] F(
AL+ TN P[0 ] )
This concludes the proof of Lemma

Xo)lz1)

S\H

Theorem

6.3. Weak error analysis. We are now in position to study the weak error and prove
20



The weak error is written as follows:
E[p(Xn)] — Ele(X(tn))] = E[u(0, Xn)] — Elu(ty, Xo)]

= y (E[u(tN —tpg1, Xny1)] — Elu(tn — thn)])

= 3 (Blulty — tsr, X (tai1))] — Elu(ty — t, X (t)])

n

tn41 .
_ f E[(—0, + Lo)ulty — b, X (£))]dt.
—o vt
using [t6’s formula, where for all n € N the auxiliary operator L, is defined by

F(Xy) 2 GAtAZ ALAS
L,¢ = Do(x).(Ax + T MIF(X %q]D éj,e~e;).

Using the fact that u is solution of the Kolmogorov equation (BII), one has
Elo(Xn)] = E[¢(X(tv))] = ex + €x,

where

= [ BDut e 300 +Af|(§f§§j S~ Ok

G | 5 DDAy — 1 RO e3E) = Dulty — L X(0).65,5) .

jEN

Theorem [£.2]is a straightforward consequence of Lemma[6.4land Lemma [6.5 stated below.

LEMMA 6.4. There exists a polynomial function P : R — R, and for every a € (0, @)
there exists C,, € (0,00), such that for all zo € L*, all At € (0,Aty] and N € N, one has

|€?V| < CaAtza(l -+ (NAt)2q2+2Q)P(HI0HLoo).

LEMMA 6.5. There exists a polynomial function P : R — R, and for every a € (0, @)
there exists C,, € (0,0), such that for all zo € L*, all At € (0,Aty] and N € N, one has

1] < CoAP?* (1 + (NALT)P(| o o).

PROOF OF THEOREM [4.2] It suffices to write

Ble(Xn)] ~ [ ] < [BLp(X,)] - Elp(X(NAD)]| + [ELo(X(NA)] - [ o

< bl + 1] + [u(NAE, o) — f@du*l,

and to use Lemmal6.4, LemmalG.5and the inequality B2 to conclude the proof of Theorem 21
[

It remains to prove Lemma [6.4] and Lemma [6.5l In the proofs, the notations C' and P
is used for constants and polynomial functions respectlvely which may change from line to

line. The dependence with respect to T' =ty = NAt is studied carefully.
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PrROOF OF LEMMA [6.4l The error term e}v is decomposed as follows:

1 1,3

where

e = J ) E[—At| F(Xo) |2 Dultn — t, X(8))-F (Xg))]dt
eh? = J " E[(Du(ty —t, X (t)) — Dulty —t, Xew)) . (F(Xe) — F(X(t)))]dt

13 nd
611\}3 - f E[Du(ty — t,Xg(t)).(F(Xz(t)) - F(X(t>>)]dt
Using Proposition with o = 0 and Theorem 1], for the first term one obtains
tN ~
e < 0t [ e IR R0+ 1K )2

< CAHL + 52D (|| e )

To study the second error term, using Proposition with ay = a3 = 0 and the polyno-
mial growth of F', one obtains

tN N N _ _
| < Cf e~ TIR[(1 4 | X (1) 7% + X (o) |72 | X (8) = X (tary)[72]dt

m\»—t

<c f (1t sup B[ X(s)1%0)F (BIIK () — X (t)|121) *dt

0<s<tpy
Recall that X (t) = "4z + Z(t) + Y (t). Using the inequalities (3) and (2), one has

HetA:L’ _ etz(t)AxOHLQ < CaAtzatZ(ff‘Hl’oHLz.

for all ¢ > At. Writing the integral for ¢ € [0,ty] as the sum as the integrals for t € [0, At]
(which gives a contribution of size At) and t € [At, ty], and using Lemma[E.2land Lemma[6.3]
combined with the moment bounds from Theorem [4.1], one obtains

e8] < CAL* (P (o] ) (1 + [ (=AY o] 12) (1 + 237 729).

It remains to deal with the third error term 6}1\,73'

For every n > 0, let E,, = E[-[F,] denote the conditional expectation operator, where
Fr=0(W9s),0 < s <t). Set Y (t) = e + Y(t), then one has X (t) = Yy, (t) + Z(¢).
The error term 6}1\,73 is decomposed into two parts as follows:

tN

ey’ = JO E[Du(ty — t, Xow)). (F(Yay (tery) + Z(tur))) — F(Yao () + Z(1))) 1dt

= JON E[Du(ty —t, Xow).(F(Yay (o) + Z(t)) — F(Ya, (t) + Z(1)))]dt

" f " EDulty — t, Xo)-(F (Voo (te) + Z(te)) — F (Voo tage) + Z(8))) ]t

0
1,3,1 1,3,2
=€y TEyT.
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For the first term, using Proposition 6. with ov = 0, then moment bounds from Theorem (1],
and finally the inequalities Bl and (2)) as above, and Lemma [63] and one obtains

Cf [+ 1Yo (o) + [Vao (D0 + 120 70) Yoo (Be) — Yo (8) 22 ]t

(NI

LN eI (1 TYP(fao] 1) (BN Vg (8) = T b 3:])

C
< C(1 + T P(|lag] o) AL
The arguments for the second term e}\}3’2 are more involved. First, a conditional expectation
argument gives

e}\,“ _ J’tn+1 Dult Xn)(F(Y/xo(tn) + Z,) — F(f{m(tn) + Z(t)))]dt

= Z f Rty — 1, X0).(F(Vay(t) + Za) — Ea[F(Vao (1) + Z(8))])]dt.

n=0

A second-order Taylor expansion then yields

En[F(Y/xo(tn) + Z(t))] o F(Y/xo(tn) + Zn) = F/( xo(tn>>'En[2(t) - Zn]] + Rn
= F'(Yy (). (€2 = N Z,) + R,
with
|Rallee < O+ [Yao(ta) 30 + | Zall e + 12 (0)17:2) [ 2(8) = ZnlZ2-

1

Using Proposition and the inequality ), for x € (3, 1), moment bounds from Theorem A.T]

and Assumption [, and Lemma [6.2] one has

N-1 n+1
» f E[Du(ty —t, X,).RaJdt| < CAL*(1+ T )P(Jao] ).
n=0

n

To treat the last error term, combining the inequalities (I0) and (III), with polynomial
growth of F” (Assumption [ yields

[(=A) =2 F (Yoo (1)) (€2 = 1) Z,) | s
< Cae(L+ [Yao (t) [ 1) (= A) Yoy (80) [ 22| (= A) ™ (€3 = 1) Z | 12
< Ca e A (1 + [[YVao (t) | 2 )| (= A) Voo () [ 22 (= A)* Za 12,
where € > 0, using the inequality (3]) in the last step. Note that
[(=A) Yoo (ta) |12 < (=AY () |12 + C(=A)* et A 2.

As above, one uses the inequality () to get ||(—A)* e Axg||2 < Ct, 2| ag| 2 when n > 1,
and a decomposition of the integral for ¢ € [0, ty] into integrals for ¢ € [0, At] (which gives a

contribution of size At) and t € [At, tx]. Using Proposition 6.1l with a1 = a+r and as = 0,
23



one then obtains
tn+1 -
‘ Z f t7Xn)'F,<on
t7l
t
o 2001 4+ T (65 (=
xo\"n )| [©

n+1 c(t
< CA™ Z J WE[G + [ Xz

< CAt2a(1 + T +2q) (H.CL’(]HLOO)
owing to inequality (2]), and to the moment bounds from Lemmal[6.2land [6.3]and Theorem [A.1]

(tn)).((e2 = 1)Z,)]dt|

A) Yoy () |2 (= A)* 2| 2]t

Finally, one has
|eN*] < CAL* (14 T7 1) P (g | )
Cathering the estimates for €)', ey’ and ey’ then concludes the proof of LemmaE4 O

PROOF OF LEMMA [G.5] Using the symmetry of the bilinear operator D*u(T —t, X (t))

one has
6?\7 = EN + ?V27
where
1 tN ~
N =52 quo B[D*u(T — £, X (1). (¢ = D&, (¢4 = D)) Jat

w(T —t, X (1)).((e2 — 1)é;, €;)]dt.

- o [ B

jeN
Let @ € (0,@), and € > 0 such that a + ¢ < @. Below, Proposition [6.1] is used with
a — €. In addition, Theorem [£.1]is also used to control moments.

a1=%+aanda2—2 )
Using the inequalities (2)) and (Bl), one obtains, with T'= NAt
e~ =
)% 727 2 (1 + B[ X (1) 7% )dt

1

tN e—c(tN—t) 1 ALA -
(=A)727% (™ = Dey 2| (=

<cYq, j el
jeN N )
C(1+ T YP(|wolli=) D il (—A) 72T (—A) 242 = D)y 2| (—A) 2T 2
jeN
+5~
ilze

< C(1+T*)P(|ao| 1) AL Y g[(—A)
jeN

< O(1 + T3 YP(||wo | 1) AL*,
since o + € < @
The second term is treated similar arguments: indeed one has

tN e—c(tN—t 1, ~ ates
CZ%J A (= A) T (A = 12 (—A) T2 1 (1 4+ BIX (1))

[SIES

jeN
and proceeding as above one obtains
|37 < C(1 + T3 )P (o 1 ) AL
U

This concludes the proof of Lemma
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