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Abstract

In this paper, the discrete parameter expansion is adopted to investigate the esti-
mation of heat kernel for Euler-Maruyama scheme of SDEs driven by α-stable noise,
which implies Krylov’s estimate and Khasminskii’s estimate. As an application, the
convergence rate of Euler-Maruyama scheme for a class of multidimensional SDEs with
singular drift (in aid of Zvonkin’s transform) is obtained.
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1 Introduction and Main Results

In the past decades, there is a great of interest in investigating pathwise uniqueness for
stochastic differential equations (SDEs for abbreviation) with singular coefficients, and a
useful method in this direction is Zvonkin’s transform which was introduced in [24]. This
method has been applied to various SDEs, see e.g. [6, 8, 11, 13, 20, 21, 22, 23] and references
therein. In recent years, Zvonkin’s transform has also been applied to investigate the con-
vergence rate of Euler-Maruyama (EM for short) for SDEs, we refer to [1, 5, 7, 9, 15, 16, 17]
for more details. It is worth noting that the drifts of SDEs in these literature are assumed
to be Hölder(-Dini) continuous or piecewise Lipschitz continuous. However, when the drifts
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only belong to some Sobolev space, essential difficulty comes up. More precisely, it is not
easy to obtain the estimate like

E

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

b(X
(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
tδ

)dt

∣∣∣∣
q

≤ Φ(δ)

for some function Φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with limδ→0Φ(δ) = 0, here, X
(δ)
t stands for the

solution to the numerical SDEs and b is the singular drift. Recently, the first author with
his co-authors obtained strong convergence rate of EM scheme for SDEs driven by Brownian
motion with integrable drift in [2], where Gaussian type estimate of heat kernel for X

(δ)
t

as well as Krylov’s estimate and Khasminskii’s estimate are established. However, it is
not trivial to extend this result to the SDEs driven by WSt with α-stable subordinator St.
Instead of Girsanov’s transform, which is unavailable when the noise is WSt , we will adopt
discrete parameter expansion used in [12] to obtain explicit upper bounds of heat kernel of
solution to discrete-time EM scheme with α-stable noise. As an application, we investigate
the strong convergence rate of EM scheme for SDEs with Sobolev’s drift.

To state our main result, we first introduce some notations and facts of Sobolev’s space,
which can be found in [18].

For (p, γ) ∈ [1,∞] × [0, 2], let Hγ
p := (I − ∆)−

γ
2 (Lp(Rd)) be the usual Bessel potential

space with the norm

‖f‖γ,p := ‖(I −∆)
γ
2 f‖p ≍ ‖f‖p + ‖(−∆)

γ
2 f‖p,

where ‖ · ‖p is the usual Lp-norm in R
d, and (I − ∆)

γ
2 f and (−∆)

γ
2 f are defined by the

Fourier transformation

(I −∆)
γ
2 f := F−1((1 + | · |2) γ

2Ff), (−∆)
γ
2 f := F−1(| · |γFf).

For p = ∞, γ = 1, we define H1
∞ as the space of Lipschitz functions with norm

‖f‖1,∞ := ‖f‖∞ + ‖∇f‖∞.

We also need the following Sobolev embedding: for p ∈ [1,∞] and γ ∈ [0, 2],

(1.1)





Hγ
p ⊂ Lq, q ∈

[
p,

dp

d− γp

]
, γp < d;

Hγ
p ⊂ H

γ− d
p

∞ ⊂ C
γ− d

p

b , γp > d,

where Cβ
b is the usual Hölder space. Moreover, for γ ∈ [0, 1] and p ∈ (1,∞], there exists a

constant c such that for all f ∈ Hγ
p ,

‖f(·+ z)− f(·)‖p ≤ c(|z|γ ∧ 1)‖f‖γ,p.(1.2)

Consider the following SDE

(1.3) dXt = b(Xt)dt+ dWSt , t ≥ 0, X0 = x.
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Herein, b : Rd → R
d, (WSt)t≥0 be a rotationally invariant d-dimensional α-stable process,

which is composed of processesWt and St, where (Wt)t≥0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion
on some complete filtration probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P). St is an α/2-stable (α ∈
(1, 2)) subordinator independent of W . More precisely, St is a nonnegative and increasing

one-dimensional Lévy process with Laplace transform Ee−γSt = e−tγ
α
2 , γ, t ≥ 0. By the

scaling property, St is equal to t
1
αS1 in law.

Throughout the paper, we present the following assumptions.

(A1) ‖b‖∞ := supx∈Rd |b(x)| <∞.

(A2) There exist constants β ∈ (1− α
2
, 1) and p > (2d

α
∨ 2) such that b ∈ Hβ

p .

Remark 1.1. Under (A2), (1.3) has a unique strong solution (Xt)t≥0; see, for instance,
[20, Theorem 2.4].

The EM scheme corresponding to (1.3) is defined as follows: for any δ ∈ (0, 1),

(1.4) dX
(δ)
t = b(X

(δ)
tδ

)dt+ dWSt , t ≥ 0, X
(δ)
0 = X0

with tδ := ⌊t/δ⌋δ, where ⌊t/δ⌋ denotes the integer part of t/δ. We emphasize that (X
(δ)
kδ )k≥0

is a homogeneous Markov process. For t ≥ s and x ∈ R
d, denote p(δ)(s, x; t, ·) the transition

density of X
(δ)
t with the starting point X

(δ)
s = x.

Let pα(t, x) be the heat kernel ofWSt . Our first main result gives an explicit upper bound
of the transition kernel p(δ).

Theorem 1.2. Under (A1), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(1.5) p(δ)(jδ, x; t, y) ≤ Cpα(t− jδ, y − x), x, y ∈ R
d, t > jδ, δ ∈ (0, 1).

As an application of Theorem 1.2, we provide strong convergence rate of EM Scheme
(1.4).

Theorem 1.3. Assume (A1)-(A2). Then, for η ∈ (0, 2), there exist constants C1, C2 > 0
such that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1)
(1.6)

E

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|Xt −X

(δ)
t |η

)
≤ C1 exp

{
C2(1 + ‖b‖

2αp
αp−2d

β,p )

}(
δ

ηβ
α 1{2β<α} + E(S

α
2
ǫ

1 )δ
η
2
ǫ1{2β≥α}

)
.

Throughout the paper, the letter C, c with or without subscripts will denote a positive
constant, whose value may change in different places. We write f(x) ≍ g(x) to mean
that there exist constants C1, C2 such that C1g(x) ≤ f(x) ≤ C2g(x), and f(x) ∨ g(x) =
max{f(x), g(x)}, f(x) ∧ g(x) = min{f(x), g(x)}.

The remaining of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 and 3, we investigate
the estimations of heat kernels of (1.3) and (1.4), respectively. The convergence rate of (1.4)
is discussed in Section 4.
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2 Heat Kernel of SDE (1.3)

Before moving on, we first give some notations and backgrounds for the parameter expansion
method.

Let ηt be the density of St. It follows from [3, Lemma 2.1] that

pα(t, x) =

∫ ∞

0

(2πs)−
d
2 e−

|x|2

2s ηt(s)ds ≍ t(t1/α + |x|)−d−α, (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× R
d.(2.1)

The following inequality will be used frequently:

(t1/α + |x+ z|)−γ ≤ 4γ(t1/α + |x|)−γ, γ ≥ 0, |z| ≤ (2t1/α) ∨ (|x|/2).(2.2)

Moreover, according to [4, Lemma 2.2], it is clear that

|∇kpα(t, x)| ≤ Ct(t1/α + |x|)−d−α−k ≤ Ct−k/αpα(t, x), k ∈ N,(2.3)

where ∇k stands for the k-order gradient with respect to the spatial variable x.
According to the Markov property of WSt , we have

∫

Rd

pα(t− r, x′ − y)pα(r − s, y − x)dy = pα(t− s, x′ − x).(2.4)

In addition, for any p ≥ 1, (2.1) implies that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖pα(t, ·)‖p ≤
(∫

Rd

Ctp(t1/α + |x|)−pd−pαdx

) 1
p

=

(∫

Rd

Ctpt−pd/α−pα/α(1 + |x|/t1/α)−pd−pαdx

) 1
p

=

(∫

Rd

Ctpt−pd/α−pα/αtd/α(1 + |y|)−pd−pαdy

) 1
p

≤ Ct−d/α+d/(αp).

(2.5)

Let

L f(x) =

∫

Rd−{0}
{f(x+ z)− f(x)− 〈∇f(x), z〉1{|z|≤1}}ν(dz),(2.6)

where ν(dz) = cα
|z|−d−αdz for some constant cα > 0, ν is the Lévy measure of WSt .

Using Itô’s formula, one deduces that X defined in (1.3) has generator

Lf(x) = b(x)∇f(x) + L f(x).

Under (A1)-(A2), Xt admits a transition density p(s, x; t, y) such that

∂tp(s, x; t, y) = L∗p(s, x; t, ·)(y), p(s, x; t, ·) → δ{x}(·), t ↓ s,(2.7)

∂sp(s, x; t, y) = −Lp(s, ·; t, y)(x), p(s, ·; t, y) → δ{y}(·), t ↓ s,
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where δx is the Delta function in the point x, L∗ is the adjoint operator of L.
Consider the following frozen SDE for t > s,

dX̃s,x,x′

t = b(x′)dt+ dWSt , X̃s,x,x′

s = x.(2.8)

p̃x
′
(s, x; t, x′) denotes its transition density at x′, given X̃s,x,x′

s = x. It is not difficult to see
that

p̃x
′

(s, x; t, x′) = pα (t− s, x′ − x− b(x′)(t− s)) .(2.9)

A direct calculation yields

∂sp̃
x′

(s, x; t, x′) = −L̃x′

p̃x
′

(s, x; t, x′), t > s, p̃x
′

(s, ·; t, x′)δ{x′}(·), t ↓ s,(2.10)

where L̃x′
f(x) = b(x′)∇f(x) + L f(x) is the infinitesimal generator of (2.8).

Let

H(s, x; t, x′) = (L− L̃x′

)p̃x
′

(s, x; t, x′) = 〈b(x)− b(x′),∇xp̃
x′

(s, x; t, x′)〉.(2.11)

We define the following convolution type binary operation ⊗:

f ⊗ g(s, x; t, x′) =

∫ t

s

∫

Rd

f(r, y; t, x′)g(s, x; r, y)drdy.

Recall that ηt is the density of St. Let

Θ(r) =
E

(
(2πS1)

− d
2 e

r
2S1

)

E(2πS1)
− d

2

=

∫∞
0
(2πs)−

d
2 e

r
2s η1(s)ds∫∞

0
(2πs)−

d
2 η1(s)ds

, r ≥ 0,

which is well defined due to

EeγS
−1
t ≤ exp

[
cγ

t
2
α

+
cγ

α
α−1

t
1

α−1

]
<∞, γ, t > 0,

for some constant c > 0, see [19, Proof of Corollary 2.2]. It is not difficult to see that Θ is
increasing and continuous on [0,∞) with Θ(0) = 1.

Next, we give a key lemma which will be used frequently in the sequel.

Lemma 2.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any x,M ∈ R
d and r > 0,

pα(r, x+M) ≤ C4d+αpα(r, x)Θ(|M |2r− 1
α ).(2.12)
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Proof. It follows from elemental inequality |a − a|2 ≥ 1
2
|a|2 − |a|2, a, a ∈ R

d, the FKG
inequality and the scaling property of St that

pα(r, x+M) =

∫ ∞

0

(2πs)−
d
2 e−

|x+M|2

2s ηr(s)ds

≤
∫ ∞

0

(2πs)−
d
2 e−

|x|2

4s e
|M|2

2s ηr(s)ds

≤
∫∞
0
(2πs)−

d
2 e−

|x|2

4s ηr(s)ds
∫∞
0
(2πs)−

d
2 e

|M|2

2s ηr(s)ds∫∞
0
(2πs)−

d
2 ηr(s)ds

≤ pα

(
r,

x√
2

) ∫∞
0
(2πs)−

d
2 e

|M|2

2s ηr(s)ds∫∞
0
(2πs)−

d
2 ηr(s)ds

= pα

(
r,

x√
2

) ∫∞
0
(2πs)−

d
2 e

|M|2r
− 1

α

2s η1(s)ds∫∞
0
(2πs)−

d
2 η1(s)ds

= pα

(
r,

x√
2

)
Θ(|M |2r− 1

α ).

(2.13)

This together with (2.1) and (2.2) for z = 1−
√
2√

2
x and γ = d+ α yields (2.12).

The lemma below provides an explicit estimate of transition density of (1.3).

Lemma 2.2. Assume (A1)-(A2). It holds that

p̃x
′ ⊗H(m)(s, x; t, x′)

≤ ĈCm‖b‖m∞(t− s)m−m
α

Γm(1− 1
α
)

Γ(1 +m− m
α
)
pα(t− s, x′ − x), m ≥ 0.

(2.14)

Consequently, the transition density p of (Xt)t≥s satisfies

(2.15) p(s, x; t, x′) ≤ Ĉ
∞∑

m=0

Cm
b,T

Γ(1 +m(1− 1
α
))
pα(t− s, x′ − x), 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T, x, x′ ∈ R

d,

where p̃x
′ ⊗ H(0) = p̃x

′
and p̃x

′ ⊗ H(m) =
(
p̃x

′ ⊗ H(m−1)
)
⊗ H,m ≥ 1, Γ(·) is the Gamma

function, and Cb,T = C‖b‖∞Γ(1− 1
α
)T (1− 1

α
).

Proof. This proof is based on the parameter expansion method in [12]. We sketch the proof
as follows.

By means of (A1), (2.9) and (2.12), it is not difficult to see that

p̃x
′

(s, x; t, x′) ≤ C4d+αΘ(‖b‖2∞(t− s)2−
1
α )pα(t− s, x′ − x) =: Ĉpα(t− s, x′ − x).(2.16)

In view of (2.3) and (2.12), one gets

|H|(s, x; t, x′) =|〈b(x)− b(x′),∇xp̃
x′

(s, x; t, x′)〉|(2.17)
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≤ 2‖b‖∞|∇xp̃
x′

(s, x; t, x′)|
= 2‖b‖∞|∇pα(t− s, x′ − x− b(x′)(t− s))|
≤ C‖b‖∞(t− s)−

1
αpα(t− s, x′ − x).

Combining this with (2.16), we obtain from the definition of operator ⊗ that

|p̃x′ ⊗H|(s, x; t, x′)

=
∣∣∣
∫ t

s

dr

∫

Rd

p̃x
′

(s, x; r, z)H(r, z; t, x′)dz
∣∣∣

≤ CĈ‖b‖∞
∫ t

s

(t− r)−
1
α

∫

Rd

pα(r − s, z − x)pα(t− r, x′ − z)dzdr

= CĈ‖b‖∞
∫ t

s

(t− r)−
1
αdrpα(t− s, x′ − x)

= CĈ‖b‖∞(t− s)1−
1
αβ(1, 1− 1

α
)pα(t− s, x′ − x),

where β(γ1, γ2) =
∫ 1

0
tγ1−1(1− t)γ2−1dt is the beta function.

Combining this with (2.17), we get

|p̃x′ ⊗H(2)|(s, x; t, x′)

≤
∫ t

s

∫

Rd

|p̃x′ ⊗H|(s, x; r, z)|H|(r, z; t, x′)dzdr

≤ ĈC2‖b‖2∞β(1, 1−
1

α
)

∫ t

s

(r − s)1−
1
α (t− r)−

1
αdrpα(t− s, x′ − x)

= ĈC2‖b‖2∞β(1, 1−
1

α
)β(2− 1

α
, 1− 1

α
)(t− s)2−

2
αpα(t− s, x′ − x).

Repeating this procedure, one can see that

|p̃x′ ⊗H(m)|(s, x; t, x′)

≤ ĈCm‖b‖m∞(t− s)m−m
α pα(t− s, x′ − x)

m∏

i=1

β(i− i− 1

α
, 1− 1

α
)

= ĈCm‖b‖m∞(t− s)m−m
α pα(t− s, x′ − x)

m∏

i=1

Γ(i− i−1
α
)Γ(1− 1

α
)

Γ(1 + i− i
α
)

= ĈCm‖b‖m∞(t− s)m−m
α pα(t− s, x′ − x)

Γm(1− 1
α
)

Γ(1 +m− m
α
)
.

Thus, the proof of (2.14) is complete.
Next, we prove (2.15). With (2.7),(2.10) and (2.11), we can write the basic parametrix

equation

p(s, x; t, x′)− p̃x
′

(s, x; t, x′)

7



=

∫ t

s

du
∂

∂u

[ ∫

Rd

p(s, x; u, z)p̃x
′

(u, z; t, x′)dz
]

=

∫ t

s

du

∫

Rd

[
p̃x

′

(u, z; t, x′)L∗p(s, x; u, z)− p(s, x; u, z)L̃x′

p̃x
′

(u, z; t, x′)
]
dz

=

∫ t

s

du

∫

Rd

p(s, x; u, z)[L− L̃x′

]p̃x
′

(u, z; t, x′)dz.

Then, this equation can be rewritten as

p = p̃x
′

+ p⊗H.

Iterating this yields that

p =
n∑

k=0

p̃x
′ ⊗H(k) + p⊗H(n+1), n ≥ 0.(2.18)

On the other hand, it yields that

∞∑

k=0

p̃x
′ ⊗H(k) =

n∑

k=0

p̃x
′ ⊗H(k) +

∞∑

k=n+1

p̃x
′ ⊗H(k)

=

n∑

k=0

p̃x
′ ⊗H(k) +

∞∑

j=0

(p̃x
′ ⊗H(j))⊗H(n+1), n ≥ 0.

Note that the series S :=
∑∞

m=0 ĈC
m‖b‖m∞(t−s)m−m

α
Γm(1− 1

α
)

Γ(1+m−m
α
)
pα(t−s, x′−x) converges due

to the Stirling’s formula: Γ(1+ z) ∼
√
2πz(z/e)z. This, together with (2.14), yields that the

series
∑∞

j=0(p̃
x′ ⊗H(j)) converges due to the comparison test of series. Moreover, we denote

the limit by a, which satisfies a =
∑n

k=0 p̃
x′ ⊗H(k)+a⊗H(n+1). Combining this with (2.18),

we have a − p = (a − p) ⊗H(1) for n = 0. Then, acting operator
∑∞

k=0 p̃
x′ ⊗ H(k) on both

sides, it yields that (a− p)⊗ p̃x
′
= 0, which implies that a = p.

Thus, we arrive at the following parameter expansion:

p(s, x; t, x′) =
∞∑

m=0

p̃x
′ ⊗H(m)(s, x; t, x′).(2.19)

Combining this with (2.14), it yields (2.15).

3 Heat Kernel of SDEs (1.4)

In this section, we first establish a parameter expansion of heat kernel of solution to discrete-
time EM scheme and reveals its explicit upper bounds. Following this result, we finish the
proof of Theorem 1.2.
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For x ∈ R
d and j ≥ 0, let (X̃

(δ),j,x,x′

iδ )i≥j solve the following frozen EM scheme:

X̃
(δ),j,x,x′

(i+1)δ = X̃
(δ),j,x,x′

iδ + b(x′)δ + (WS(i+1)δ
−WSiδ

), i ≥ j, X̃
(δ),j,x,x′

jδ = x.

Denote p̃(δ),x
′
(jδ, x; j′δ, y) as the transition density function of X̃

(δ),j,x,x′

j′δ at the point y, given

X̃
(δ),j,x,x′

jδ = x.

For ψ ∈ C2(Rd;R) and j ≥ 0, set

(L
(δ)
jδ ψ)(x) := δ−1

{
E(ψ(X

(δ)
(j+1)δ)|X

(δ)
jδ = x)− ψ(x)

}
,

(L̂
(δ)
jδ ψ)(x) := δ−1

{
Eψ(X̃

(δ),j,x,x′

(j+1)δ )− ψ(x)
}
,

and

H(δ)(jδ, x; j′δ, x′) : = (L
(δ)
jδ − L̂

(δ)
jδ )p̃(δ),x

′

((j + 1)δ, ·; j′δ, x′)(x), j′ ≥ j + 1,(3.1)

here we use the convention p̃(δ),x
′
((j + 1)δ, ·; (j + 1)δ, x′) = δ{x′}(·). In what follows, let

0 ≤ j < j′ ≤ ⌊T/δ⌋. According to [14, Proposition 4.1], we have

(3.2) p(δ)(jδ, x; j′δ, x′) =

j′−j∑

k=0

(p̃(δ),x
′ ⊗δ H

(δ),(k))(jδ, x; j′δ, x′),

where p̃(δ),x
′ ⊗δH

(δ),(0) = p̃(δ),x
′
, p̃(δ),x

′ ⊗δH
(δ),(k) = (p̃(δ),x

′ ⊗δH
(δ),(k−1))⊗δH

(δ) with ⊗δ being
the convolution type binary operation defined by

(f ⊗δ g)(jδ, x; j
′δ, x′) = δ

j′−1∑

k=j

∫

Rd

f(jδ, x; kδ, z)g(kδ, z; j′δ, x′)dz.

The following lemma gives the estimate of p(δ)(jδ, x; j′δ, x′).

Lemma 3.1. Assume (A1). Then there exists a constant ĈT > 0 independent of δ such
that for any 0 ≤ j < j′ ≤ ⌊T/δ⌋,

|(p̃(δ),x′ ⊗δ H
(δ),(m))|(jδ, x; j′δ, x′)

≤ Ĉm
T ‖b‖m∞((j′ − j)δ)m(1− 1

α
) Γ(1− 1

α
)m

Γ(1 +m(1− 1
α
))
pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x), m ≥ 0.
(3.3)

Consequently, it holds that

(3.4) p(δ)(jδ, x; j′δ, x′) ≤
j′−j∑

m=0

[ĈT‖b‖∞T (1− 1
α
)Γ(1− 1

α
)]m

Γ(1 +m(1− 1
α
))

pα((j
′ − j)δ, x′ − x).
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Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1. We claim that

(3.5) |H(δ)|(jδ, x; j′δ, x′) ≤ ĈT‖b‖∞((j′ − j)δ)
−1
α pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x), j′ > j.

Firstly, we prove (3.5) for j′ = j + 1. It follows from (3.1), (2.1), (2.3) and (2.12) that

|H(δ)|(jδ, x; (j + 1)δ, x′)

=
∣∣∣(L (δ)

jδ − L̂
(δ)
jδ )p̃(δ),x

′

((j + 1)δ, ·; (j + 1)δ, x′)(x)
∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
1

δ

{
E

(
1{x′}(X

(δ)
(j+1)δ)|X

(δ)
jδ = x

)
− E

(
1{x′}(X̃

(δ),j,x,x′

(j+1)δ )|X̃(δ),j′x′x′

jδ = x
)}∣∣∣∣

=
1

δ
|p(δ) − p̃(δ),x

′ |(jδ, x; (j + 1)δ, x′)

=
1

δ
|pα(δ, x′ − x− b(x)δ)− pα(δ, x

′ − x− b(x′)δ)|

≤ 2‖b‖∞
∫ 1

0

∇pα(δ, x′ − x− b(x′)δ + θ(b(x′)− b(x))δ)dθ

≤ C‖b‖∞δ−
1
α sup

θ∈[0,1]
pα(δ, x

′ − x− b(x′)δ + θ(b(x′)− b(x))δ)

≤ C‖b‖∞δ−
1
α pα(δ, x

′ − x)Θ(9δ2−
1
α‖b‖2∞)

=: ĈT δ
− 1

αpα(δ, x
′ − x).

Thus, (3.5) holds for j′ = j + 1.
Next, we are going to show that (3.5) holds for j′ > j + 1. According to (3.1), (2.1) and

(2.3), (2.4) and (2.12), it holds

|H(δ)|(jδ, x; j′δ, x′)

=
1

δ

∣∣∣
{ ∫

Rd

pα(δ, z)p̃
(δ),x′

((j + 1)δ, x+ b(x)δ + z; j′δ, x′)dz − p̃(δ),x
′

((j + 1)δ, x; j′δ, x′)
}

−
{∫

Rd

pα(δ, z)p̃
(δ),x′

((j + 1)δ, x+ b(x′)δ + z; j′δ, x′)dz − p̃(δ),x
′

((j + 1)δ, x; j′δ, x′)
}∣∣∣

=
1

δ

∣∣∣
∫

Rd

pα(δ, z)
{
p̃(δ),x

′

((j + 1)δ, x+ b(x)δ + z; j′δ, x′)

− p̃(δ),x
′

((j + 1)δ, x+ b(x′)δ + z; j′δ, x′)
}
dz
∣∣∣

=
1

δ

∣∣∣
∫

Rd

pα(δ, z)
{
pα ((j

′ − (j + 1))δ, x′ − x− b(x)δ − z − b(x′)(j′ − (j + 1))δ)

− pα ((j
′ − (j + 1))δ, x′ − x− b(x′)δ − z − b(x′)(j′ − (j + 1))δ)

}
dz
∣∣∣

=
1

δ

∣∣∣pα((j′ − j)δ, x′ − x− b(x)δ − b(x′)(j′ − (j + 1))δ)

− pα((j
′ − j)δ, x′ − x− b(x′)δ − b(x′)(j′ − (j + 1))δ)

∣∣∣
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≤ 2‖b‖∞ sup
θ∈[0,1]

|∇pα((j′ − j)δ, x′ − x− b(x′)δ − b(x′)(j′ − (j + 1))δ + θ(b(x′)− b(x))δ)|

≤ C‖b‖∞((j′ − j)δ)−
1
α sup

θ∈[0,1]
pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x− b(x′)(j′ − j)δ + θ(b(x′)− b(x))δ)

≤ C‖b‖∞((j′ − j)δ)−
1
αpα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x)Θ(9[(j′ − j)δ]2−
1
α‖b‖2∞)

= ĈT‖b‖∞((j′ − j)δ)−
1
αpα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x).

Step 2. We are going to prove (3.4).
Due to (2.12), it is not difficult to see that

p̃(δ),x
′

(jδ, x; j′δ, x′) = pα((j
′ − j)δ, x′ − x− b(x′)(j′ − j)δ)(3.6)

≤ C4d+αΘ(‖b‖2∞((j′ − j)δ)2−
1
α )pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x)

=: ĈTpα((j
′ − j)δ, x′ − x).

Combining this with (3.5), we obtain from the definition of operator ⊗δ that

|p̃(δ),x′ ⊗δ H
(δ)|(jδ, j′δ, x, x′)

= δ

j′−1∑

k=j

∫

Rd

p̃(δ),x
′

(jδ, x; kδ, z)H(δ)(kδ, z; j′δ, x′)dz

≤ δ

j′−1∑

k=j

∫

Rd

ĈTpα((k − j)δ, z − x)ĈT‖b‖∞((j′ − k)δ)
−1
α pα((j

′ − k)δ, x′ − z)dz

= δĈT‖b‖∞pα((j′ − j)δ, x′ − x)

j′−1∑

k=j

((j′ − k)δ)
−1
α

≤ ĈT‖b‖∞pα((j′ − j)δ, x′ − x)

∫ j′δ

jδ

(j′δ − v)
−1
α dv

= ĈT‖b‖∞((j′ − j)δ)1−
1
αβ(1, 1− 1

α
)pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x).

Using this and (3.6), we get

|p̃(δ),x′ ⊗δ H
(δ),(2)|(jδ, x; j′δ, x′)

≤ δ

j′−1∑

k=j

∫

Rd

|p̃(δ),x′ ⊗δ H
(δ)(jδ, x; kδ, z)||H(δ)(kδ, z; j′δ, x′)|dz

≤ δ

j′−1∑

k=j

∫

Rd

Ĉ2
T‖b‖2∞((k − j)δ)1−

1
αβ(1, 1− 1

α
)pα((k − j)δ, z − x)

× ((j′ − k)δ)
−1
α pα((j

′ − k)δ, x′ − z)dz

= δĈ2
T‖b‖2∞β(1, 1−

1

α
)

j′−1∑

k=j

((k − j)δ)1−
1
α ((j′ − k)δ)

−1
α pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x)
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≤ Ĉ2
T‖b‖2∞β(1, 1−

1

α
)

∫ j′δ

jδ

(v − jδ)1−
1
α (j′δ − v)

−1
α dvpα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x)

= Ĉ2
T‖b‖2∞((j′ − j)δ)2(1−

1
α
)β(1, 1− 1

α
)β(2− 1

α
, 1− 1

α
)pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x).

By an induction argument, we get

|p̃(δ),x′ ⊗δ H
(δ),(m)|(jδ, j′δ, x, x′)

≤ Ĉm
T ‖b‖m∞((j′ − j)δ)m(1− 1

α
)pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x)
m∏

i=1

β(i− i− 1

α
, 1− 1

α
)

= Ĉm
T ‖b‖m∞((j′ − j)δ)m(1− 1

α
)pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x)

m∏

i=1

Γ(i− i−1
α
)Γ(1− 1

α
)

Γ(i+ 1− i
α
)

= Ĉm
T ‖b‖m∞((j′ − j)δ)m(1− 1

α
) Γm(1− 1

α
)

Γ(1 +m(1− 1
α
))
pα((j

′ − j)δ, x′ − x).

Therefore, (3.3) is proved, and (3.4) follows from (3.2) and (3.3).

We are now in the position to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For fixed t > 0, there is an integer k ≥ 0 such that t ∈ [kδ, (k + 1)δ).
It follows from (2.12) that

p(δ)(kδ, x; t, y) = pα(t− kδ, y − x− b(x)(t− kδ))

≤ C4d+αΘ((t− kδ)2−
1
α‖b‖2∞)pα(t− kδ, y − x)

= C1pα(t− kδ, y − x).

(3.7)

Note that (3.4) implies

p(δ)(jδ, x; j′δ, x′) ≤
∞∑

m=0

[ĈT‖b‖∞T (1− 1
α
)Γ(1− 1

α
)]m

Γ(1 +m(1− 1
α
))

pα((j
′ − j)δ, x′ − x)

≤ C2pα((j
′ − j)δ, x′ − x), j′ > j, x, x′ ∈ R

d.

(3.8)

Combining this with (3.7) and the Chapman-Kolmogrov equation, we obtain

p(δ)(jδ, x; t, y) =

∫

Rd

p(δ)(jδ, x; ⌊t/δ⌋δ, z)p(δ)(⌊t/δ⌋δ, z; t, y)dz

≤ C1C2

∫

Rd

pα(t− ⌊t/δ⌋δ, y − z)pα((⌊t/δ⌋ − j)δ, z − x)dz

= Cpα(t− jδ, y − x).

So, we finish the proof.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Before finishing the proof of Theorem 1.3, we prepare some auxiliary lemmas. The first
lemma below plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 4.1. Assume (A1)-(A2), let T > 0 be fixed. Then there exists a constant CT > 0
such that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

(4.1)

∫ T

0

E|b(X(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
tδ

)|2dt ≤ CT

(
δ

2β
α 1{2β<α} + E(S

α
2
ǫ

1 )δǫ1{2β≥α}

)
.

Proof. Observe that

∫ T

0

E|b(X(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
tδ

)|2dt =
∫ δ

0

E|b(X(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
0 )|2dt

+

⌊T/δ⌋∑

k=1

∫ T∧(k+1)δ

kδ

E|b(X(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
kδ )|2dt.

It follows from (A1) that

(4.2)

∫ δ

0

E|b(X(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
0 )|2dt ≤ 4‖b‖2∞δ.

For t ∈ [kδ, (k + 1)δ), using the independence between X
(δ)
kδ and WSt −WSkδ

, and applying
(1.2), Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 1.2, we derive that

E|b(X(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
kδ )|2

= E|b(X(δ)
kδ + b(X

(δ)
kδ )(t− kδ) + (WSt −WSkδ

))− b(X
(δ)
kδ )|2

=

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

|b(y + z)− b(y)|2p(δ)(0, x; kδ, y)p(δ)(kδ, y; t, z + y)dydz

≤ C

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

|b(y + z)− b(y)|2pα(kδ, y − x)pα(t− kδ, z)dydz.

(4.3)

By (A1), (A2), Hölder’s inequality and (1.2), we obtain

∫

Rd

|b(y + z)− b(y)|2pα(kδ, y − x)dy

≤
{(∫

Rd

|b(y + z)− b(y)|pdy
) 2

p
( ∫

Rd

pα(kδ, y − x)
p

p−2dy
)p−2

p
}}

≤ C(kδ)−2d/(αp)‖b‖2β,p(|z|2β ∧ 1).

We therefore infer from (4.3) that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1) and t ∈ [kδ, (k + 1)δ),

E|b(X(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
kδ )|2(4.4)
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≤ C(kδ)−2d/(αp)‖b‖2β,p
∫

Rd

{|z|2β ∧ 1}pα(t− kδ, z){1{2β≥α} + 1{2β<α}}dz

≤ C(kδ)−2d/(αp)‖b‖2β,p
(
E(|WSδ

|2β ∧ 1)1{2β≥α} + δ
2β
α 1{2β<α}

)

≤ C(kδ)−2d/(αp)‖b‖2β,p
(
E(|WSδ

|αǫ)1{2β≥α} + δ
2β
α 1{2β<α}

)

= C(kδ)−2d/(αp)‖b‖2β,p
(
E|W1|αǫE(S

α
2
ǫ

1 )δǫ1{2β≥α} + δ
2β
α 1{2β<α}

)
,

where the second inequality is due to the fact that for 2β < α

∫

Rd

{|z|2β ∧ 1}pα(t, z)dz ≍
∫

Rd

{|z|2β ∧ 1}t(t 1
α + |z|)−d−αdz

≤ C

∫ ∞

0

t
r2β+d−1

(t
1
α + r)d+α

dr

=
(∫ t

1
α

0

+

∫ ∞

t
1
α

) tr2β+d−1

(t
1
α + r)d+α

dr ≤ Ct
2β
α .

Noting that
∫ T

0
r−2d/(αp)dr <∞ due to (A2), we arrive at

⌊T/δ⌋∑

k=1

∫ T∧(k+1)δ

kδ

E|b(X(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
kδ )|2dt ≤ CT

(
δ

2β
α 1{2β<α} + E|W1|αǫE(S

α
2
ǫ

1 )δǫ1{2β≥α}

)
.

This combined with (4.2) implies (4.1).

Next, we use Theorem 1.2 to derive the Krylov estimate and the Khasminskii estimate of
(X

(δ)
t )t≥0, see [8, 13, 20, 21, 23] for more results about Krylov’s estimate and Khasminskii’s

estimate.

Lemma 4.2. Assume (A1). Then, for any q > (d/α ∨ 1), there exist constants C, c > 0
such that Krylov’s estimate

(4.5) E

(∫ t

s

|f(X(δ)
r )|dr

∣∣∣Fs

)
≤ C ‖f‖q(t− s)1−d/(αq), f ∈ Lq(Rd), 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T,

holds, which implies Khasminskii type estimate

(4.6) E exp

(
λ

∫ T

0

|f(X(δ)
t )|dt

)
≤ 21+T (cλ‖f‖q)

1
1−d/(αq)

, f ∈ Lq(Rd), λ > 0.

Proof. For 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T , note that

E

(∫ t

s

|f(X(δ)
r )|dr

∣∣∣Fs

)
= E

(∫ t∧(sδ+δ)

s

|f(X(δ)
r )|dr

∣∣∣Fs

)
+ E

( ∫ t

t∧(sδ+δ)

|f(X(δ)
r )|dr

∣∣∣Fs

)

=: I1(s, t) + I2(s, t).
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In view of

X(δ)
r = X(δ)

sδ
+ b(X(δ)

sδ
)(r − sδ) + (WSs −WSsδ

) + (WSr −WSs), r ∈ [s, sδ + δ),

we derive from (2.5) and Hölder’s inequality that for any q > d/α,

I1(s, t) =

∫ t∧(sδ+δ)

s

∫

Rd

f(x+ b(x)(r − sδ) + w + z)pα(r − s, z)dz
∣∣∣
w=Ws−Wsδ

x=X
(δ)
sδ

dr

≤ ‖f‖q
∫ t∧(sδ+δ)

s

(r − s)−d/α+d(q−1)/(αq)dr ≤ (t− s)1−d/(αq)

1− d/(αq)
‖f‖q.

(4.7)

For r > sδ + δ, let X
(δ),x
kδ,r be the EM scheme determined by (1.4) with X

(δ),x
kδ,kδ = x. According

to the Markov property, it is not difficult to see that

I2(s, t) ≤
∫ t

sδ+δ

E

(
|f(X(δ)

r )|
∣∣∣Fs

)
dr =

∫ t

sδ+δ

E

(
E

(
|f(X(δ)

r )|
∣∣∣Fsδ+δ

)∣∣Fs

)
dr

=

∫ t

sδ+δ

E

(
E|f(X(δ),x

sδ+δ,r)|
∣∣∣
x=X

(δ)
sδ+δ

∣∣∣Fs

)
dr.

Applying Theorem 1.2 and Hölder’s inequality, we conclude that

E|f(X(δ),x
sδ+δ,r)| =

∫

Rd

|f(y)|p(δ)(sδ + δ, x; r, y)dy

≤ C

∫

Rd

|f(y)|pα(r − sδ − δ, y − x)dy ≤ (r − sδ − δ)−
d
αq ‖f‖q.

Therefore, it holds that

I2(s, t) ≤ C(t− s)1−d/(αq)‖f‖q,(4.8)

which together with (4.7) implies (4.5).
The remaining procedure of deriving (4.6) from (4.5) is standard. For readers’ conve-

nience, we sketch it here. For each k ≥ 1, applying inductively (4.5) gives

E

((∫ t

s

|f(X(δ)
r )|dr

)k∣∣∣∣Fs

)

= k!E
( ∫

△k−1(s,t)

|f(X(δ)
r1

)| · · · |f(X(δ)
rk−1

)|dr1 · · ·drk−1 × E

( ∫ t

rk−1

|f(X(δ)
rk

)|drk
∣∣∣Frk−1

)∣∣∣Fs

)

≤ k!(C(t− s)1−d/(αq)‖f‖q)k, 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T,

(4.9)

where
△k(s, t) := {(r1, · · · , rk) ∈ R

k : s ≤ r1 ≤ · · · ≤ rk ≤ t}.
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Taking δ0 = (2Cλ‖f‖q)−
1

1−d/(αq) , and combining (4.9), we derive

(4.10) E

(
exp

(
λ

∫ iδ0∧T

(i−1)δ0

|f(X(δ)
t )|dt

)∣∣∣F(i−1)δ0

)
≤

∞∑

k=0

1

2k
= 2, i ≥ 1,

which further implies that

E exp

(
λ

∫ T

0

|f(X(δ)
t )|dt

)
= E

{
E

(
exp

(∫ T

0

|f(X(δ)
t )|dt

)∣∣∣F⌊T/δ0⌋δ0

}

= E

(
exp

(
λ

⌊T/δ0⌋∑

i=1

∫ iδ0

(i−1)δ0

|f(X(δ)
t )|dt

)

× E

(
exp

(
λ

∫ T

⌊T/δ0⌋δ0
|f(X(δ)

t )|dt
)∣∣∣F⌊T/δ0⌋δ0

))

≤ 2E exp

(
λ

⌊T/δ0⌋∑

i=1

∫ iδ0

(i−1)δ0

|f(X(δ)
t )|dt

)

≤ · · · ≤ 21+T/δ0 .

(4.11)

Therefore, (4.6) holds.

The following lemma is concerned with Krylov’s and Khasminskii’s estimate for the
solution process (Xt)t≥0 to (1.3), which is more or less standard; see, for instance, [8, 13, 20,
21, 23]. Whereas, we herein state them and provide a sketch of its proof by using explicit
upper bound.

Lemma 4.3. Assume (A1)-(A2). Then for any q > (d/α ∨ 1),

E

( ∫ t

s

|f(Xr)|dr
∣∣∣Fs

)
≤ C ‖f‖q(t− s)1−d/(αq), f ∈ Lq(Rd), 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T,(4.12)

and

(4.13) E exp
(
λ

∫ T

0

|f(Xt)|dt
)
≤ 21+T (λc‖f‖q)

1
1−d/(αq)

, f ∈ Lq(Rd), λ > 0

hold for some constants C, c > 0.

Proof. By (2.15), it follows from Hölder’s inequality and Markov property that

E

( ∫ t

s

|f(Xr)|dr
∣∣∣Fs

)
=

∫ t

s

E

(
|f(Xs,x

r )|
∣∣∣
x=Xs

)
dr

≤
∫ t

s

∫

Rd

|f(y)|pα(r − s, y − x)dy
∣∣∣
x=Xs

dr

≤ (t− s)1−d/(αq)‖f‖q,

(4.14)

where (Xs,x
t )t≥s stands for the solution to (1.3) with the initial value Xs,x

s = x. By repeating
the same procedure in the proof of (4.6), we can derive (4.11).
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For a locally integrable function h : Rd → R, the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator
Mh is defined as below

(Mh)(x) = sup
r>0

1

|Br(x)|

∫

Br(x)

h(y)dy, x ∈ R
d,

where Br(x) is the ball with the radius r centered at the point x and |Br(x)| denotes volume
of Br(x). According to [23, Lemma 5.4], the following Hardy-Littlewood maximum theorem
holds.

Lemma 4.4. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any continuous and weak differ-
ential function f : Rd → R,

(4.15) |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ C|x− y|{(M |∇f |)(x) + (M |∇f |)(y)}, a.e. x, y ∈ R
d.

Moreover, there exists a constant Cq > 0 such that for any q > 1 and f ∈ Lq(Rd),

(4.16) ‖M f‖q ≤ Cq‖f‖q.

We cite the folowing lemma [22, Lemma 2.3] for future use.

Lemma 4.5. Let q > 1 and γ ∈ [1, 2]. There exists a constant C = C(q, γ, d) such that for
any f ∈ Hγ

q ,

‖f(·+ z)− f(·)‖1,q ≤ |z|γ−1‖f‖γ,q.

Finally, we give some results on Zvonkin’s transform. For any λ > 0, consider the
following equation for uλ : Rd → R

d

L uλ + b+∇bu
λ = λuλ,(4.17)

where b is given in (1.3), L is defined in (2.6).
According to [20, Theorem 4.11] and Sobolev’s embedding (1.1), we have

Lemma 4.6. Assume (A2). Then, for any γ ∈ ((1+α/2− β)∨ 1∨ (d/p− β +1), α), there
exists a constant λ0 > 0 such that for any λ ≥ λ0 (4.17) has a unique solution uλ ∈ Hγ+β

p

satisfying

(4.18) ‖∇uλ‖∞ ≤ 1

2
, ‖uλ‖γ+β,p ≤ C1‖b‖β,p

for some constant C1 > 0.

Now we are in position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Firstly, recall that the Lévy-Itô decomposition of WSt is

WSt =

∫ t

0

∫

{|z|≤1}
zÑ(ds, dz) +

∫ t

0

∫

{|z|>1}
zN(ds, dz), t ≥ 0,(4.19)
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here, N is the Poisson random measure with compensator ν(dz)dt. Set θλ(x) := x +

uλ(x), x ∈ R
d, and Z

(δ)
t := Xt − X

(δ)
t . According to Itô’s formula in [20, Lemma 6.4],

we obtain from (4.17) that

dθλ(Xt) = λuλ(Xt)dt+ dWSt +

∫

Rd−{0}
[uλ(Xt− + z)− uλ(Xt−)]Ñ(dt, dz)

dθλ(X
(δ)
t ) = λuλ(Xt)dt+∇θλ(X(δ)

t )(b(X
(δ)
tδ

)− b(X
(δ)
t ))dt

+ dWSt +

∫

Rd−{0}
[uλ(X

(δ)
t− + z)− uλ(X

(δ)
t− )]Ñ(dt, dz).

It follows that

d{θλ(Xt)− θλ(X
(δ)
t )}(4.20)

= λ(uλ(Xt)− uλ(X
(δ)
t ))dt+∇θλ(X(δ)

t )(b(X
(δ)
t )− b(X

(δ)
tδ

))dt

+

∫ t

0

∫

|z|>1

[
[uλ(Xs− + z)− uλ(Xs−)]− [uλ(X

(δ)
s− + z)− uλ(X

(δ)
s− )]

]
Ñ(ds, dz)

+

∫ t

0

∫

0<|z|≤1

[
[uλ(Xs− + z)− uλ(Xs−)]− [uλ(X

(δ)
s− + z)− uλ(X

(δ)
s− )]

]
Ñ(ds, dz).

We obtain from (4.18) that

1

4
|Z(δ)

t |2 ≤ |θλ(Xt)− θλ(X
(δ)
t )|2 ≤ 9

4
|Z(δ)

t |2.(4.21)

Let θλ(Xt, X
(δ)
t ) := θλ(Xt)− θλ(X

(δ)
t ) and g(x, z) = uλ(x+ z)− uλ(x). By Itô’s formula and

(4.21), we arrive at

|Z(δ)
t |2 ≤ 4|θλ(Xt, X

(δ)
t )|2

≤ 8λ

∫ t

0

〈θλ(Xs, X
(δ)
s ), uλ(Xs)− uλ(X(δ)

s )〉ds

+ 8

∫ t

0

〈θλ(Xs, X
(δ)
s ),∇θλ(X(δ)

s )(b(X(δ)
s )− b(X(δ)

sδ
))〉ds

+ 4

∫ t

0

∫

|z|≥1

∣∣∣g(Xs−, z)− g(X
(δ)
s− , z)

∣∣∣
2

ν(dz)ds

+ 4

∫ t

0

∫

0<|z|≤1

∣∣∣g(Xs−, z)− g(X
(δ)
s− , z)

∣∣∣
2

ν(dz)ds

+ 4

∫ t

0

∫

|z|≥1

{
|θλ(Xs, X

(δ)
s ) + (g(Xs−, z)− g(X

(δ)
s− , z))|2(4.22)

− |θλ(Xs, X
(δ)
s )|2

}
Ñ(ds, dz)

+ 4

∫ t

0

∫

0<|z|≤1

{
|θλ(Xs, X

(δ)
s ) + (g(Xs−, z)− g(X

(δ)
s− , z))|2
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− |θλ(Xs, X
(δ)
s )|2

}
Ñ(ds, dz)

=:
4∑

i=1

I
(δ)
i (t) +M(t).

By means of (4.18) and (4.21), we obtain

I
(δ)
1 (t) ≤ 6λ

∫ t

0

|Z(δ)
s |2ds.(4.23)

Similarly, by virtue of (4.21) and Young’s inequality, we arrive at

I
(δ)
2 (t) ≤ C

{∫ t

0

|Z(δ)
s |2ds+

∫ t

0

|b(X(δ)
s )− b(X(δ)

sδ
)|2ds

}
.(4.24)

Thanks to [10, (2.9), (2.12)], there exists a constant C(t, ν) > 0 such that

I
(δ)
3 (t) ≤

∫ t

0

∫

|z|>1

∣∣∣g(Xu−, z)− g(X
(δ)
u−, z)

∣∣∣
2

duν(dz) ≤ C(t, ν)

∫ t

0

|Z(δ)
u |2du.(4.25)

Let γ ∈ ((1 + α/2− β) ∨ 1 ∨ (d/p− β + 1), α). Define

U(x, z) := |z|1−β−γ|∇uλ(x+ z)−∇uλ(x)|.

It follows that

|∇g(·, z)(x)| = U(x, z)|z|β+γ−1.(4.26)

Noting that (M (f))2(x) ≤ M (f 2)(x) due to Jensen’s inequality. By (4.15), (4.26) and [20,
(3.3)] for B = L2({0 < |z| ≤ 1}, ν), we get

I
(δ)
4 (t)

=

∫ t

0

∫

0<|z|≤1

∣∣∣g(Xs−, z)− g(X
(δ)
s− , z)

∣∣∣
2

dtν(dz)

≤ 2C2

∫ t

0

|Z(δ)
s |2

{
M

(∫

0<|z|≤1

|∇g(·, z)|2ν(dz)
)
(Xs−)

+ M

(∫

0<|z|≤1

|∇g(·, z)|2ν(dz)
)
(X

(δ)
s− )
}
ds

= 2C2

∫ t

0

|Z(δ)
s |2

{
M

(∫

0<|z|≤1

|U(·, z)|2|z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz)
)
(Xs−)

+ M

(∫

0<|z|≤1

|U(·, z)|2|z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz)
)
(X

(δ)
s− )
}
ds.

As a result, plugging this with (4.23)-(4.25) into (4.22) gives that

|Z(δ)
t |2 ≤ C3

∫ t

0

sup
r∈[0,s]

|Z(δ)
r |2(ds+ dAs) +

∫ t

0

C3|b(X(δ)
s )− b(X(δ)

sδ
)|2ds+Mt,
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where Mt is a local martingale, and

At =

∫ t

0

{
M

(∫

0<|z|≤1

|U(·, z)|2|z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz)
)
(Xs−)

+ M

(∫

0<|z|≤1

|U(·, z)|2|z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz)
)
(X

(δ)
s− )
}
ds.

By (4.16) and Minkowski’s inequality, we have

∥∥∥∥M
(∫

0<|z|≤1

|U(·, z)|2|z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz)
)∥∥∥∥

p
2

≤ C

∫

0<|z|≤1

‖U(·, z)‖2p |z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz).

This together with Hölder’s inequality, (4.6), (4.13) and the fact
∫
0<|z|≤1

|z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz) <∞
due to 2(β + γ − 1) > α, we derive that for any ζ > 0,

E exp
{
ζAt} ≤

(
E exp

{
2ζ

∫ t

0

M

(∫

0<|z|≤1

|U(·, z)|2|z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz)
)
(Xs−)ds

})1/2

×
(
E exp

{
2ζ

∫ t

0

M

(∫

0<|z|≤1

|U(·, z)|2|z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz)
)
(X

(δ)
s− )ds

})1/2

≤ exp

{
log 2

(
1 + t

(
4ζc

∫

0<|z|≤1

‖U(·, z)‖2p |z|2(β+γ−1)ν(dz)

) αp
αp−2d

)}

≤ exp
{
log 2

(
1 + t

(
4ζC‖b‖2β,p

) αp
αp−2d

)}
,

where in the last display we used the fact that

‖U(·, z)‖p = |z|1−β−γ
(∫

Rd

|∇uλ(x+ z)−∇uλ(x)|pdx
)1/p

≤ |z|1−β−γ |z|β+γ−1‖∇u‖β+γ−1,p ≤ ‖u‖β+γ,p ≤ C‖b‖β,p,

which is due to Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.5.
Consequently, we deduce by stochastic Gronwall’s inequality (see e.g. [20, Lemma 3.8])

that, for 0 < κ′ < κ < 1,

(
E

(
sup
0≤s≤t

|Z(δ)
s |2κ′

))1/κ′

≤
( κ

κ− κ′

)1/κ′(
EeκAt/(1−κ)

)(1−κ)/κ

×
∫ t

0

{
C3E|b(X(δ)

s )− b(X(δ)
sδ

)|2
}
ds.

Taking κ′ = η
2
and combining with Lemma 4.1 implies that (1.6) holds.
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