arXiv:2312.03474v1 [math.NA] 6 Dec 2023

The randomized Milstein scheme for stochastic Volterra integral equations with weakly singular kernels

Zhaohang Wang^1, Zhuoqi Liu^{2,}, Shuaibin Gao^2, Junhao Hu^{1∗} 1 School of Mathematics and Statistics, South-Central Minzu University, Wuhan, 430074, China.

2 Department of Mathematics, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai, 200234, China.

Abstract This paper focuses on the randomized Milstein scheme for approximating solutions to stochastic Volterra integral equations with weakly singular kernels, where the drift coefficients are nondifferentiable. An essential component of the error analysis involves the utilization of randomized quadrature rules for stochastic integrals to avoid the Taylor expansion in drift coefficient functions. Finally, we implement the simulation of multiple singular stochastic integral in the numerical experiment by applying the Riemann-Stieltjes integral.

Key words. stochastic Volterra integral equations, the randomized Milstein scheme, strong convergence, randomized quadrature rules.

1 Introduction

Over the past several decades, stochastic Volterra integral equations (SVIEs) have been widely applied in numerous branches of science such as mathematical finance, physics, biology, engineering and so on [1, 6]. However, the explicit solution of SVIE is difficult to obtain due to the nonlinear property, so it is necessary to develop numerical schemes to approximate the explicit solution [3, 9, 13, 15, 17]. Especially, the numerical solutions of stochastic Volterra integral equations with weakly singular kernel (SVIEwWSKs) have been studied by many researchers. The θ-Euler-scheme and the Milstein scheme for SVIEwWSKs were investigated in [16]. Further, both the Euler-Maruyama(EM) scheme and the Milstein scheme of a more general form of SVIEs were studied in [4]. Later, the fast EM scheme for weakly singular SVIEs with variable exponent was introduced in [18]. The EM scheme for weakly singular stochastic fractional integro-differential equations was investigated in [32]. And the fast EM scheme for SVIEs with singular and Hölder continuous kernels was studied in [20]. For further references about SVIEs, please refer to [7, 14, 29–31, 33, 34]

In addition, certain randomized Euler and Runge-Kutta scheme have been studied for deterministic differential equation [2,5,10,11,25,27,28]. The randomized EM scheme for scalar stochastic differential equations (SDEs) with Carathéodory type drift coefficient functions was investigated in [21]. Futhermore, the randomized EM schemes for scalar SDEs with drift coefficient which is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the space variable but only measurable with respect to the time variable were introduced in [22, 23]. And the randomized Euler scheme of SDEs for which the drift and diffusion coefficients are perturbed by some deterministic noise was studied in [24].

In this paper, inspired by the drift-randomized Milstein scheme introduced in [26], we apply the randomized scheme to the classical Milstein scheme resulting in the randomized Milstein scheme

∗The corresponding author. Email: junhaohu74@163.com

for SVIEwWSK. Compared with the differentiable condition for the drift coefficient function in [16], in this paper the function b is not necessarily differentiable which can also be observed in the numerical simulation. Note that the drift and diffusion coefficients in [26] are temporal Hölder continuous, hence it is more challenging to cope with the singular kernels in the drift and diffusion coefficient (t − s)^{−α} and (t − s)^{−β} in our paper as they will tend to infinity as s tends to t. The main result of this paper shows that, under Assumptions 2.3 and 2.4, the convergence rate of the randomized Milstein scheme for SVIEsWSK can not exceed min{1 − 2β, 1 − α}. Moreover, testing the convergence rate still remains a problem in [16,19] since the simulation of the singular stochastic integral ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (tn −s) −βσ^′ (X^h_{j−1}) ( ∑_{j−1} k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s−r) −β −(t_{j−1} −r)^{−β}]σ(X^h_{k−1})dBr ) dB_s is a significant challenge. However, this problem is addressed in our paper by using the Riemann-Stieltjes integral which we will discuss in more details in Section 4 through a numerical experiment.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some notations, assumptions and a few important lemmas that are useful in the proof later. Section 3 aims to get the final convergence rate of the randomized Milstein scheme. In section 4, a numerical example will be conducted to validate the effectiveness of the theoretical results.

2 Preliminaries

If A is a vector or matrix, its transpose is denoted by A^T . If x ∈ R^n, then |x| is its Euclidean norm. If A is a matrix, let |A| = √ trace(A^T A) be its trace norm. If a, b are both real numbers, then a ∨ b := max{a, b}, a ∧ b := min{a, b}. Let S_n = {1, · · · , n}, S^0_n = {0, 1, · · · , n} for any n ∈ N. If s ∈ R, then ⌊s⌋ is the greatest integer no more than s. Denote by C^2(R^d ) the family of twice continuously differentiable functions in R^d . For p > 0 and t ≥ 0, denote by L^p(Ω, F, P) = L^p(Ω) the family of R^n-valued random variables X such that

‖X‖_Lp_{(Ω)} := (E |X|^p )^{1p} = ( ∫ Ω |X(w)|^pdP(w) ) 1_p < ∞. In this paper, consider the following SVIEwWSK

X(t) = X_0 + ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{−α}b(X(s))ds + ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{−β}σ(X(s))dB_s, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.1) where {B_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} is an m-dimensional standard Brownian motion defined on the complete filtered probability space (Ω_B , F^B , {F^B_t }_{t∈[0,T ]}, P_B ). And b : R^d → R^d and σ : R^d → R^{d×m} are Borel measurable functions. Let α, β ∈ (0,^1_2 ) be two given positive real numbers and X_0 denote the initial value satisfying E_B |X_0|^2 < ∞.

To begin the introduction of the randomized Milstein scheme in this paper, firstly we partition the interval [0, T ] into N equidistant intervals with stepsize h =^T_N , i.e., I_h := {t_n := nh, n = 0, 1, · · · , N}. (2.2) Further, let{τ_j }_{j∈N} be an family of independent identically distributed U(0, 1)-distributed random variables defined on another filtered probability space (Ω_τ , F^τ , {F^τ_j }_{j∈N} , P_τ ), where U(0, 1) presents the uniform distribution on the interval (0, 1) and F^τ_j is the σ-algebra generated by {τ_1, · · · , τ_j}. The random variables {τ_j }_{j∈N} stand for the artificially added random input for the new method, which we suppose to be independent of the randomness present in (2.1).

Then the stochastic process yielded from the numerical scheme will be defined on the product probability space (Ω, F, P) := (Ω_B × Ω_τ , F^B ⊗ F^τ , P_B ⊗ P_τ ) (2.3) Moreover, for each partition I_h, denote the associated discrete-time filtration{F^h_n }_{n∈SN} on (Ω, F, P) by F^h_n := F^B_{tn} ⊗ F^τ_n , n ∈ S^0_N

Then, the randomized Milstein scheme on the partition is given by

X^h_n = X_0 + n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}b(Y^{h,τ}_j ) + n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ(X^h_{j−1})dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X^h_{j−1}) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−α}]b(X^h_{k−1})dr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X^h_{j−1}) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−α}b(X^h_{j−1})dr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X^h_{j−1}) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}]σ(X^h_{k−1})dBr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X^h_{j−1}) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−β}σ(X^h_{j−1})dBr ) dB_s, and Y^{h,τ}_j = X^h_{j−1} + j−1∑ i=1 ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}]b(X^h_{i−1})ds

+ j−1∑ i=1 ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β} ]σ(X^h_{i−1})dB_s

+ ∫_{tj−1+τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α}b(X^h_{j−1})ds + ∫_{tj−1+τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β}σ(X^h_{j−1})dB_s, (2.4)

where the initial value X^h_0 = X_0 and n ∈ S_N.

Let L^p(Ω_B , F^B andP_B ) = L^p(Ω_B ), L^p(Ω_τ , F^τ , P_τ ) = L^p(Ω_τ ). In the case of the product probability space(Ω, F, P) introduced in (2.3), an application of Funini’s theorem shows that E[X] = E_B [E_τ [X]] = E_τ [E_B [X]], X ∈ L^p(Ω), where E_τ , E_B are the expectation with respect to P_τ , P_B , respectively.

The following discrete Burkholder-Davis-Gundy (BDG) inequality is an important tool [8]. Theorem 2.1 For every discrete time martingale (X_n)_{n∈N} and for every n ∈ N we have c_p‖[X]^{12}_n ‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖ max_{j∈{0,··· ,n}} |X^j |‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ≤ C_p‖[X]^{12}_n ‖_Lp_{(Ω)}, where p ∈ (1, ∞), c_p and C_p are positive constants as well as [X]_n = |X^0|^2 + ∑_n k=1 |X^k − X^{k−1}|^2 is the quadratic variation of (X_n)_{n∈N} .

The following generalized discrete type of Gronwall inequality derived from [12] is needed to cope with the singular kernels.

Lemma 2.2 Assume that a > 0, 0 < γ < 1 are two positive numbers, and {B_n}, {b_n} are two non-negative sequences satisfying the following inequality B_n ≤ b_n + ah^{1−γ} n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−γ} B_{j−1}, for all 0 ≤ n ≤ N. Then B_n ≤ E_{1−γ} (Γ(1 − γ)(nh)^{1−γ} a)b_n, where Γ(a) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−s}s^{m−1}ds, a > 0 is the Euler-Gamma function and

E_a(x) =: ∞∑ k=0 1 Γ(mk + 1) x^k, m > 0, is the Mittag-Leffler function of x ∈ R Assumption 2.3 There exists a positive constant L̂_1 such that, for all x, y ∈ R^d , |b(x) − b(y)| ∨ |σ(x) − σ(y)| ≤ L̂_1|x − y|. Assumption 2.4 The diffusion coefficient σ is in C^2(R^d ). Moreover, there exists a positive constant L̂_2 such that, for all x ∈ Rd , |∇σ(x)| ≤ L̂_2, |∇σ(x) − ∇σ(y)| ≤ L̂_2|x − y|, Using (A1), one has |b(x)| ∨ |σ(x)| ≤ C_0(1 + |x|) for some constant C_0 > 0.

The existence, uniqueness, boundness and Hölder continuity of the solution in [16] will be stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5 Let Assumption 2.3 hold, then there exists a unique solution X(t) to (2.1), and the solution has the following properties sup t∈[0,T ] E_B |X(t)|^2 ≤ C_1, (2.5) ‖X(t) − X(s)‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ≤ C_2|t − s|^γ , ∀0 ≤ s < t ≤ T, (2.6) where γ = min{^1_2 − β, 1 − α} and C_1, C_2 are two positive real constant numbers.

Let I_h be the same partition as in (2.2), then we define the increment function Φ^{h,τ}_n of the n-th step for each n ∈ S_N as following

Φ^{h,τ}_n (y) = n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)) + n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ(y_{j−1})dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−α}]b(y_{k−1})dr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−α}b(y_{j−1})dr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}]σ(y_{k−1})dBr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−β}σ(y_{j−1})dBr ) dB_s, (2.7)

and Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y) = y_{j−1} + j−1∑ i=1 ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}]b(y_{i−1})ds

+ j−1∑ i=1 ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}]σ(y_{i−1})dB_s

+ ∫_{tj−1+τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α}b(y_{j−1})ds + ∫_{tj−1+τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β}σ(y_{j−1})dB_s, (2.8)

where y = (y_0, · · · , y_{n−1}) ∈ R^{d×n} , τ_j ∈ (0, 1) for j ∈ S_n. Then (2.4) can be rewritten by { X^h_n = X_0 + Φ^{h,τ}_n (z), z = (X^h_0 , · · · , X^h_{n−1}), n ∈ S_N, X^h_0 = X_0.

(2.9)

The following lemma ensures that {X^h_n }_{n∈SN} is an adapted sequence in L^p(Ω).

Lemma 2.6 Let Assumption 2.3 and Assumption 2.4 hold. If y = (y_0, · · · , y_{n−1}) satisfies y_j ∈ L^2(Ω, F^h_j , P) for all j ∈ S^0_{n−1}, then

Φ^{h,τ}_n (y) ∈ L^2(Ω, F^h_n , P)

Proof. We prove Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y) ∈ L^2(Ω, F^h_j , P) at first. It is easy to see that Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y) is F^h_j -measurable, thus it remains to prove the L^2-boundedness of Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y). Note that

‖Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(Ω)} + ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1} 0 [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}]b(y_{⌊s/h⌋})ds ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω) + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1} 0 [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}]σ(y_{⌊s/h⌋})dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1 +τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α}b(y_{j−1})ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1 +τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β}σ(y_{j−1})dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

=: ‖y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(Ω)} + I^1_1 + I^1_2 + I^1_3 + I^1_4 .

First, for the estimate of I^1_1 we have

I^1_1 ≤ C_0 ( E ( ∫ t_{j−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}|(1 + |y_{⌊s/h⌋}|)ds )_2)^1_2 . (2.10)

Denote ρ_{tj ,tj−1} = ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}|ds. Since ϕ(x) = x^2, x > 0 is a convex function, applying Jensen’s inequality yields ( 1 ρ_{tj ,tj−1} ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}|(1 + |y_{⌊s/h⌋}|)ds )_2

≤ 1 ρ_{tj ,tj−1} ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}|(1 + |y_{⌊s/h⌋}|)^2ds. We therefore have

I^1_1 ≤ C_0 ( ρ_{tj ,tj−1} ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}|E (1 + |y_{⌊s/h⌋}|)^2ds ) 1_2

≤ Cρ_{tj ,tj−1} < ∞. (2.11) where C is a constant. Here the estimate of ρ^i_{tj ,tj−1} comes from ρ_{tj ,tj−1} ≤ 2 ∫_{tj−1} 0 (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}ds ≤ 2t^{1−α}_{j−1} 1 − α ≤ 2T^{1−α} 1 − α , (2.12)

In the similar way, we can prove that I^1_3 < ∞. For I^1_2 , using the BDG inequality and the Jensen inequality, we have

I^1_2 = ( E_τ [ E_B | | ∫_{tj−1} 0 [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}]σ(y_{⌊s/h⌋})dB_s | |^2

])^1_2

≤ 2C_0 ( E_τ [ E_B ( ∫ t_{j−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}|^2(1 + |y_{⌊s/h⌋}|)^2ds )])^1_2

≤ 2C_0 ( ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}|^2E(1 + |y_{⌊s/h⌋}|)^2ds ) 1_2

≤ C ( ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}|^2ds ) 1_2

≤ C ( ∫_{tj−1} 0 (t_{j−1} − s)^{−2β}ds ) 1_2

< ∞. (2.13)

similarly, we can prove that I^1_4 < ∞. Thus, Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y) ∈ L^2(Ω, F^h_j , P). It remains to prove Φ^{h,τ}_n (y) ∈ L^2(Ω, F^h_n , P). Obviously, Φ^{h,τ}_n (y) is F^h_n -measurable, now we need to obtain the L^2-boundedness of Φ^{h,τ}_n (y). Note that

‖Φ^{h,τ}_n (y)‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} ≤6 ‖ ‖^n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)) ‖ ‖^2 L^2(Ω) +6 ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ(y_{j−1})dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(Ω) +6 ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−α}]b(y_{k−1})dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(Ω) +6 ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−α}b(y_{j−1})dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖^2 L^2(Ω) +6 ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}]σ(y_{k−1})dB_r ) dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(Ω) +6 ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−β}σ(y_{j−1})dB_r ) dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(Ω)

=:6(I^2_1 + I^2_2 + I^2_3 + I^2_4 + I^2_5 + I^2_6 ). (2.14)

For I^2_1 , given the L^2-boundedness of Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y), we have

I^2_1 = E | | n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)) | |^2

≤ n n∑ j=1 E_τ [ E_B |h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y))|^2 ]

≤ 2C_0n n∑ j=1 E_τ [ |h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}|^2(1 + E_B |Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)|^2) ]

≤ Cn n∑ j=1 E_τ | |h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}|^2 < ∞.

Here, due to τ_j ∼ U(0, 1), the estimate of E_τ | |h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}|^2 comes from E_τ | |h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}|^2

=h^2

∫_1 0 (t_n − (t_{j−1} + hs))^{−2α}ds =h ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−2α}ds = h^{2(1−α)} 1 − 2α [(n + 1 − j)^{1−2α} − (n − j)^{1−2α}]. (2.15)

Then, using Assumption 2.3, the BDG inequality and the Jensen inequality we obtain

I^2_2 = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−β}σ(y_{⌊s/h⌋})dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(Ω)

≤ 4C_0E ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−2β}(1 + |y_{⌊s/h⌋}|)^2ds ≤ C ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−2β}ds < ∞. (2.16) Denote η(s) = t_i for t_i ≤ s ≤ t_{i+1}, therefore |η(s) − s| ≤ h holds for all s ∈ [0, T ]. We can rewrite I^2_3 in a continuous form

I^2_3 = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{⌊s/h⌋}) ( ∫ η(s) 0 [(s − r)^{−α} − (η(s) − r)^{−α}]b(y_{⌊r/h⌋})dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(Ω)

Applying Assumption 2.3, the BDG inequality and the Jensen inequality, we have

I^2_3

≤4L̂_2E ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−2β} ( ∫ η(s) 0 |(s − r)^{−α} − (η(s) − r)^{−α}||b(y_{⌊r/h⌋})|dr )_2 ds ≤C ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−2β} ( ∫ η(s) 0 |(s − r)^{−α} − (η(s) − r)^{−α}|dr )_2 ds < ∞, (2.17) where ∫_{η(s)} 0 |(s − r)^{−α} − (η(s) − r)^{−α}|dr =α ∫_{η(s)} 0 ∫_s η(s) (u − r)^{−α−1}dudr =α ∫_s η(s) ∫_{η(s)} 0 (u − r)^{−α−1}drdu ≤ ∫_s η(s) (u − η(s))^{−a}du = 1 1 − α h^{1−α}. (2.18)

In the similar way, we can prove that I^2_4 < ∞, I^2_5 < ∞, I^2_6 < ∞. Therefore Φ^{h,τ}_n (y) ∈ L^2(Ω, F^h_n , P). The proof is complete. □ The following lemma can be directly derived from Lemma 2.6.

Lemma 2.7 Let Assumption 2.3 and Assumption 2.4 hold. Then there exists a constant C_3 such that max n∈S^0_N E |X^h_n |^2 ≤ C_3.

3 Main results

In this section, we will obtain the main convergence results of the randomized Milstein scheme for SVIEwWSKs.

Theorem 3.1 Let Assumption 2.3 and Assumption 2.4 hold. Assume that for each n ∈ S_N, y = (y_0, · · · , y_{n−1}), y = (y_0, · · · , y_{n−1}) ∈ R^{d×n} satisfy y_j, y_j ∈ L^2(Ω, F^h_j , P) for j ∈ S^0_{n−1}, then it holds true that

‖Φ^{h,τ}_n (y) − Φ^{h,τ}_n (y)‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ CT h^γ n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−(α∨2β)}‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(Ω)} (3.1)

where C is a positive constant depending on L̂_1, α, β, ‖y_j ‖_L2_{(Ω)}, ‖y_j‖_L2_{(Ω)}, j ∈ S^0_{n−1}.

Proof. It follows from (2.7) that

‖Φ^{h,τ}_n (y) − Φ^{h,τ}_n (y)‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖ ‖^n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}(b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)) − b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y))) ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω) + ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}(σ(y_{j−1}) − σ(y_{j−1}))dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

+ ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−α}](b(y_{k−1}) − b(y_{k−1}))dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

+ ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}(σ^′ (y_{j−1}) − σ^′ (y_{j−1})) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−α}]b(y_{k−1})dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)} + ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−α}(b(y_{j−1}) − b(y_{j−1}))dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω) + ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}(σ^′ (y_{j−1}) − σ^′ (y_{j−1})) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−α}b(y_{j−1})dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

+ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}](σ(y_{k−1}) − σ(y_{k−1}))dB_r ) dB_s ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω) + ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}(σ^′ (y_{j−1}) − σ^′ (y_{j−1})) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}]σ(y_{k−1})dB_r ) dB_s ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω) + ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (y_{j−1}) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−β}(σ(y_{j−1}) − σ(y_{j−1}))dB_r ) dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

+ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}(σ^′ (y_{j−1}) − σ^′ (y_{j−1})) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−β}σ(y_{j−1})dB_r ) dB_s ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω)

. (3.2)

Applying Assumption 2.3 and Jensen’ inequality, the estimate of ‖Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)−Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)‖_L2_{(ΩB )} is obtained by ‖Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y) − Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ≤ ‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} + j−1∑ i=1 ‖ ‖ ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}](b(y_{i−1}) − b(y_{i−1}))ds ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω_B ) + j−1∑ i=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}](σ(y_{i−1}) − σ(y_{i−1}))dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω_B ) + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1 +τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_j h − s)^{−α}(b(y_{j−1}) − b(y_{j−1}))ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(ΩB )} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1 +τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_j h − s)^{−β}(σ(y_{j−1}) − σ(y_{j−1}))dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(ΩB )}

≤‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} + 2L̂_1 j−1∑ i=1 ‖y_{i−1} − y_{i−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}ds

+4L̂_1 j−1∑ i=1 ‖y_{i−1} − y_{i−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ( ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} (t_{j−1} − s)^{−2β}ds ) 1_2

+L̂_1‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_j − s)^{−α}ds

+2L̂_1‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ( ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_j − s)^{−2β}ds ) 1_2 . (3.3)

Note that ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}ds = h^{1−α} 1 − α [(j − i)^{1−α} − (j − 1 − i)^{1−α}] ≤ h^{1−α} 1 − α [(j + 1 − i)^{1−α} − (j − 1 − i)(j + 1 − i)^{−α}] = 2h^{1−α} 1 − α (j + 1 − i)^{−α}. Similarly, ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} (t_{j−1} − s)^{−2β}ds ≤ 2h^{1−2β} 1 − 2β (j + 1 − i)^{−2β} .

Therefore,

‖Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y) − Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ≤‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} + Ch^γ j∑ i=1 (j + 1 − i)^{−(α∨2β)}‖y_{i−1} − y_{i−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )}.

By Assumption 2.3, we have ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}(b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)) − b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y))) ‖ ‖_{L2(ΩB )}

≤L̂_1 n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α} ‖ ‖Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y) − Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y) ‖ ‖_{L2(ΩB )}

≤L̂_1 n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )}

+Ch^γL̂_1 n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α} j∑ i=1 (j + 1 − i)^{−(α∨2β)}‖y_{i−1} − y_{i−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} (3.4)

Combining this with(2.15), and using the independence of τ_j and y_i − y_i, i ∈ S^0_{j−1} we have ‖ ‖^n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}(b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)) − b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y))) ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω) ≤L̂_1 n∑ j=1 ‖ ‖h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α} ‖ ‖_{L2(Ωτ )}‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_{L2(Ω)}

+Ch^γ ( n n∑ j=1 E_τ [ |h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}|^2 ] E_τ [^j∑ i=1 (j + 1 − i)^{−max{α,2β}}‖y_{i−1} − y_{i−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ]_2) 1_2

≤Ch^{1−α} n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−α}‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(Ω)}

+Ch^{γ+1−α} ( n n∑ j=1 [(n + 1 − j)^{1−2α} − (n − j)^{1−2α}]

) 1_2 ‖ ‖^n∑ i=1 (n + 1 − i)^{−max{α,2β}}‖y_{i−1} − y_{i−1}‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω_τ ) ≤Ch^{1−α} n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−α}‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(Ω)}

+Ch^γ T^{1−α} n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−(α∨2β)}‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(Ω)}

≤Ch^γ T^{1−α} n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−(α∨2β)}‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(Ω)}, (3.5)

where C is a constant depending on L̂_1, α, β. Substituting this into (3.2) yields

‖Φ^{h,τ}_n (y) − Φ^{h,τ}_n (y)‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖ ‖^n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}(b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y)) − b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (y))) ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω) +Ch^γ T^{12 −β} n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−max{α,2β}}‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(Ω)}

≤CT h^γ n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−max{α,2β}}‖y_{j−1} − y_{j−1}‖_L2_{(Ω)}, (3.6)

where C is a positive constant depending on L̂_1, α, β, ‖y_j ‖_L2_{(Ω)}, ‖y_j ‖_L2_{(Ω)}, j ∈ S^0_{n−1}. □

In the following lemma, we use the randomized quadrature rule introduced in [26] for integrals of stochastic processes which plays an important role in the error analysis of the randomized Milstein scheme.

Lemma 3.2 Let Assumption 2.3 hold. For each n ∈ S_N, it holds that ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_j h)) − ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−α}b(X(s))ds ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)} ≤ CT h^{γ1} . (3.7)

where γ_1 = min{1 − α, 1 − β} and C is a positive constant depending on L̂_1, α, C_0, C_1, C_2.

Proof. For each j ∈ S_n, due to τ_j ∼ U(0, 1), we have ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−α}b(X(s))ds = E_τ [h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_j h))]. (3.8)

Further, for every m ∈ S_n, set { A_m = ∑_m j=1 ( h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)) − ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (tn − s) −αb(X(s))ds ) A_0 = 0

(3.9)

Then for 0 ≤ m_1 ≤ m_2 ≤ n, m_1, m_2 ∈ Z it holds true that

E_τ [(A_{m2} − A_{m1} )|F^τ_{m1} ] = m_2∑

j=m_1+1 E_τ [( h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)) − ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−α}b(X(s))ds )| |F^τ_{m1} ]

= m_2∑

j=m_1+1

E_τ [h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh))] − ∫_{tm2} t_{m1} (t_n − s)^{−α}b(X(s))ds = 0. (3.10)

Consequently, (A_m)_{m∈Ŝn} is an (F^τ_m)_{m∈Ŝn}-adapted L^p(Ω_τ )-matingale. By an application of Theorem 2.1, we have

‖A_n‖^2_L2_{(Ω)}

≤C^2_p E_B [ E_τ (^n∑ j=1 | | ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} [(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)) − (t_n − s)^{−α}b(X(s))]ds | |^2 )]

≤C^2_p n∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} [(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)) − (t_n − s)^{−α}b(X(s))]ds ‖ ‖^2 L^2(Ω)

. (3.11)

Then,

‖A_n‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤2C_p (^n∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−α}(b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)) − b(X(s)))ds ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Ω)}

) 1_2

+2C_p (^n∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} [(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α} − (t_n − s)^{−α}]b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh))ds ‖ ‖^2 L^2(Ω)

) 1_2 . (3.12)

Applying Theorem 2.5 and Hölder’s inequality yields 2C_p (^n∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−α}(b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)) − b(X(s)))ds ‖ ‖^2 L^2(Ω)

) 1_2

=2C_p (^n∑ j=1 E | | ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−α}(b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)) − b(X(s)))ds | |^2)^12

≤2C_ph^{12} (^n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−2α}E |b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)) − b(X(s))|^2ds ) 1_2

≤2L̂_1C_pC_2h^{12 +γ} (^n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−2α}ds ) 1_2

≤CT^{12 −α}h^{γ+ 12} ,

where C is a positive constant depending on L̂_1, α, C_2. Similarly, 2C_p (^n∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} [(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α} − (t_n − s)^{−α}]b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh))ds ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Ω)}

) 1_2

≤2C_pC_0C_1h^{12} (^n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} |(t_n − s)^{−α} − (t_n − t_{j−1})^{−α}|^2ds ) 1_2

≤2C_pC_0C_1h^{12} (^{n−1}∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} | |α ∫_s t_{j−1} (t_n − r)^{−α−1}dr | |^2ds + 4h^{1−2α} 1 − 2α ) 1_2

≤Ch^{12} ( h^{1−2α} n−1∑ j=1 (n − j)^{−2(α+1)} + h^{1−2α}

) 1_2

≤Ch^{1−α}, (3.13) where C is a positive constant depending on α, C_0, C_1. This completes the proof. □

Theorem 3.3 Let Assumption 2.3 and Assumption 2.4 hold, then max n∈S_N ‖X^h_n − X(t_n)‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ Ch^{min{1−2β,1−α}} (3.14)

where C is a positive constant depending on L̂_1, L̂_2, α, β, C_0, C_1, C_2, C_3, T .

Proof. For each n ∈ S_N, it can be seen that X^h_n − X(t_n) =Φ^{h,τ}_n (z) − Φ^{h,τ}_n (z) + n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_j h)) − ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−α}b(X(s))ds

+ n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}(b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (z)) − b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)))

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ(X(t_{j−1}))dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−α}]b(X(t_{k−1}))dr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1}))dr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}]σ(X(t_{k−1}))dB_r ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−β}σ(X(t_{j−1}))dB_r ) dB_s

− ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−β}σ(X(s))dB_s, (3.15)

where z = (X^h_0 , · · · , X^h_{n−1}), z = (X(t_0), · · · , X(t_{n−1})). A Taylor expansion gives σ(X(s)) = σ(X(η(s))) + σ^′ (X(η(s)))(X(s) − X(η(s))) + δ(s), where |δ(s)| < C|X(s) − X(η(s))|^2. Then ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−β}σ(X(s))dB_s = n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ(X(t_{j−1}))dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−α}]b(X(r))dr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−α}b(X(r))dr ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}]σ(X(r))dB_r ) dB_s

+ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−β}σ(X(r))dB_r ) dB_s

+ ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−β}δ(s)dB_s. (3.16)

Substituting (3.29) into (3.28) yields

‖X^h_n − X(t_n)‖_L2_{(Ω)}

≤‖Φ^{h,τ}_n (z) − Φ^{h,τ}_n (z)‖_L2_{(Ω)} + ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh_))^{−α}b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_j h)) − ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−α}b(X(s))ds ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

+ ‖ ‖^n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}(b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (z)) − b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_j h))) ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω) + ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−α}](b(X(t_{k−1})) − b(X(r)))dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

+ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−α}(b(X(t_{j−1})) − b(X(r)))dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

+ ‖ ‖^n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) (^{j−1}∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}](σ(X(t_{k−1})) − σ(X(r)))dB_r ) dB_s ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω)

+ ‖ ‖^n∑ j=1 ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(t_{j−1})) ( ∫ s t_{j−1} (s − r)^{−β}(σ(X(t_{j−1})) − σ(X(r)))dB_r ) dB_s ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω) + ‖ ‖ ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−β}δ(s)dB_s ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

=:‖Φ^{h,τ}_n (z) − Φ^{h,τ}_n (z)‖_L2_{(Ω)} + I^3_1 + I^3_2 + I^3_3 + I^3_4 + I^3_5 + I^3_6 + I^3_7 (3.17)

Using Theorem 3.1 means that

‖Φ^{h,τ}_n (z) − Φ^{h,τ}_n (z)‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ CT h^γ n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−max{α,2β}}‖X^h_{j−1} − X(t_{j−1})‖_L2_{(Ω)}, (3.18)

where C is a positive constant depending on L̂_1, α, β, C_1, C_3. And applying Theorem 3.2 leads to

I^3_1 ≤ CT h^{γ1} . (3.19)

By the triangle inequality and Assumption 2.3,

I^3_2 = ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}(b(Ψ^{h,τ}_j (z)) − b(X(t_{j−1} + τ_j h))) ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

≤ L̂_1 ( nE_τ [^n∑ j=1 |h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_jh))^{−α}|^2E_B |Ψ^{h,τ}_j (z) − X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh))|^2

]) 1_2 (3.20)

Note that

‖Ψ^{h,τ}_j (z) − X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh))‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ≤ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1} 0 [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}](b(X(η(s))) − b(X(s)))ds ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω_B ) + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1} 0 [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}](σ(X(η(s))) − σ(X(s)))dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω_B ) + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1 +τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α}(b(X(t_{j−1})) − b(X(s)))ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(ΩB )} + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1 +τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β}(σ(X(t_{j−1})) − σ(X(s)))dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(ΩB )} (3.21)

Then by Assumption 2.3 and Theorem 2.5 we obtain ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1} 0 [(t_{j−1} + τ_j h − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}](b(X(η(s))) − b(X(s)))ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(ΩB )} ≤L̂_1 ( ρ_{tj ,tj−1} ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−α} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−α}|E_B |X(η(s)) − X(s)|^2ds ) 1_2

≤Ch^γ ρ_{tj ,tj−1} ≤ Ch^{γ+1−α}, (3.22) where (2.18) is used. Similarly, we derive ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1+τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−α}(b(X(t_{j−1})) − b(X(s)))ds ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω_B ) ≤ Ch^{γ+1−α}, (3.23) and ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1+τj h} t_{j−1} (t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β}(σ(X(t_{j−1})) − σ(X(s)))dB_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(ΩB )} ≤ Ch^{γ+} 1 2 −β. (3.24)

Note that ‖ ‖ ∫_{tj−1} 0 [(t_{j−1} + τ_jh − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}](σ(X(η(s))) − σ(X(s)))dB_s ‖ ‖ L^2(Ω_B )

≤L̂_1C_2h^γ ( ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}|^2ds ) 1_2

≤Ch^{γ+ 12 −β} (3.25)

Here the estimate of ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}|^2ds is deduced from ∫_{tj−1} 0 |(t_j − s)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − s)^{−β}|^2ds =(β)^2 ∫_{tj−1} 0 ( ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (r − s)^{−β−1}dr )_2 ds =2(β)^2 ∫ t_{j−1} ≤r_1<r_2≤t_j ∫_{tj−1} 0 (r_1 − s)^{−β−1}(r_2 − s)^{−β−1}dsdr_1dr_2 ≤2(β)^2 ∫ t_{j−1} ≤r_1<r_2≤t_j ∫_{tj−1} 0 (r_1 − s)^{−β−1}(r_2 − t_{j−1})^{−β−1}dsdr_1dr_2 ≤2β ∫ t_{j−1} ≤r_1<r_2≤t_j (r_1 − t_{j−1})^{−β}(r_2 − t_{j−1})^{−β−1}dr_1dr_2 = 2β (1 − β)(1 − 2β) h^{1−2β} . Substituting (3.22)-(3.25) into (3.21) yields

‖Ψ^{h,τ}_j (z) − X(t_{j−1} + τ_jh)‖_L2_{(ΩB )} ≤ Ch^{2γ} . (3.26)

Thus,

I^3_2 ≤ Ch^{2γ} ( n n∑ j=1 E_τ |h(t_n − (t_{j−1} + τ_j h))^{−α}|^2

) 1_2

≤ Ch^{2γ} ( nh2(1−α) 1 − 2α n∑ j=1 [ (n + 1 − j)^{1−2α} − (n − j)^{1−2α}

])^1_2

≤ CT^{1−α}h^{2γ} . (3.27)

The estimate of I^3_3 is deduced from Assumption 2.3, Assumption 2.4 Theorem 2.5, BDG’s inequality and Jensen’s inequality,

I^3_3 = ‖ ‖ ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−β}σ^′ (X(η(s))) ( ∫ η(s) 0 [(s − r)^{−α} − (η(s) − r)^{−α}](b(X(η(r))) − b(X(r)))dr ) dB_s ‖ ‖_{L2(Ω)}

≤2L̂_2 ( ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−2β} Q(s)ds ) 1_2 (3.28)

where Q(s) = E | | ∫_{η(s)} 0 [(s − r)^{−α} − (η(s) − r)^{−α}](b(X(η(r))) − b(X(r)))dr | |^2.

Note that

Q(s) ≤L̂^2_1 ∫_{η(s)} 0 |(s − r)^{−α} − (η(s) − r)^{−α}|dr ∫_{η(s)} 0 |(s − r)^{−α} − (η(s) − r)^{−α}|E |X(η(r)) − X(r)|^2dr ≤L̂^2_1C^2_1 h^{2γ} ( ∫ η(s) 0 |(s − r)^{−α} − (η(s) − r)^{−α}|dr )_2

≤Ch^{2(γ+1−α)}, (3.29) where the last line follows from (2.18). Substituting (3.29) into (3.28) yields I^3_3 ≤ Ch^{γ+1−α} ( ∫ t_n 0 (t_n − s)^{−β}ds ) 1_2 ≤ CT^{12 −β}h^{γ+1−α} ≤ CT^{12 −β}h^{2γ} (3.30) Similarly, it is easy to verify that I^3_4 ≤ CT^{12 −β}h^{γ+1−α} ≤ CT^{12 −β}h^{2γ} , I^3_5 ≤ CT^{12 −β}h^{γ+ 12 −β} ≤ CT^{12 −β}h^{2γ} , I^3_6 ≤ CT^{12 −β}h^{γ+ 12 −β} ≤ CT^{12 −β}h^{2γ} . (3.31) Moreover, by BDG’s inequality, Jensen’s inequality and Theorem 2.5, we get

I^3_7 ≤ C ( ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − s)^{−2β}E |X(s) − X(η(s))|^4ds ) 1_2

≤ CT^{12 −β}h^{2γ} . (3.32) Consequently, max n∈S_N ‖X^h_n − X(t_n)‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ≤CT h^{min{1−2β,1−α}} + CT h^γ n∑ j=1 (n + 1 − j)^{−(α∨2β)} max_{i∈Sj} ‖X^h_{i−1} − X(t_{i−1})‖_Lp_{(Ω)}.

By Lemma 2.2 max n∈S_N ‖X^h_n − X(t_n)‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ≤ Ch^{min{1−2β,1−α}}, where C is a positive constant depending onL̂_1, L̂_2, α, β, C_0, C_1, C_2, C_3, T .

4 Numerical experiments

Consider the following equation:

X(t) = X_0 + ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{−α}| sin(X(s))|ds + ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{−β} cos(X(s))dB_s, t ∈ [0, T ] (4.1) The coefficients b(x) = | sin(x)| and σ(x) = cos(x) can be readily verified to satisfy Assumptions 2.3 and 2.4. Setting T = 1, the numerical solution is obtained by using the randomized Milstein scheme with a minimum step size of ĥ = 2^{−8} and the expectation is approximated based on 500 independent sample paths. In simulating the singular stochastic integral ∫_{tj} t_{j−1} (tn −s) −βσ^′ (X^h_{j−1}) ( ∑_{j−1} k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s− r)^{−β} − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}]σ(X^h_{k−1})dBr ) dB_s, we apply the Riemann-Stieltjes integral to discretize the stochastic integral. Initially we discretize the integration interval [t_{j−1}, t_j ] to obtain a fixed value of s for the each intergral ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} [(s − r) −β − (t_{j−1} − r)^{−β}]σ(X^h_{k−1})dBr. Subsequently, we further discretize the integration interval [t_{k−1}, t_k] of this integral to obtain the value of r. The total integral value is then obtained by summing up all the approximations. In Figures 1 and 2, we depict the errors against the corresponding step sizes for the pairs (α, β) are (0.3, 0.1) and (0.2, 0.3) and the slope of the line indicates the convergences which are consistent with the theoretical result of the randomized Milstein scheme.

Figure 1: error of the randomized Milstein scheme with α = 0.3, β = 0.1

Figure 2: error of the randomized Milstein scheme with α = 0.2, β = 0.3

Funding

This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (62373383 and 62076106) and China Scholarship Council (202308310272).

References

[1] A. Hanyga, Fractional-order relaxation laws in non-linear viscoelasticity, Contin. Mech. Thermodyn. 19, 25–36(2008).

[2] A. Jentzen and A. euenkirch, A random Euler scheme for Carathéodory differential equations, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 224, 346–359(2009).

[3] A.D. Khalaf, M. Abouagwa and A. Mustafa, Stochastic Volterra integral equations with jumps and the strong superconvergence of the Euler–Maruyama approximation, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 382, 113071(2021).

[4] A. Richard, X. Tan and F. Yang, Discrete-time simulation of stochastic Volterra equations, Stoch. Process. Their. Appl. 141, 109–138(2021).

[5] B. Kacewicz, Almost optimal solution of initial-value problems by randomized and quantum algorithms, J. Complexity. 22, 676–690(2006).

[6] C.A. Pillet and V. Jaksic, Ergodic properties of classical dissipative systems I, Acta Math. 181, 245–282(1998).

[7] C.H. Wen and T.S. Zhang, Improved rectangular method on stochastic Volterra equations, J.

Comput. Appl. Math. 235, 2492-2501(2011).

[8] D.L. Burkholder, Martingale transforms, Ann. Math. Stat. 37, 1494–1504(1966).

[9] F. Mohammadi, A wavelet-based computational method for solving stochastic Itô–Volterra integral equations, J. Comput. Phys. 298, 254–265(2015).

[10] G. Stengle, Numerical methods for systems with measurable coefficients, Appl. Math. Lett. 3, 25-29(1990).

[11] G. Stengle, Error analysis of a randomized numerical method, Numer. Math. 70, 119-128(1995).

[12] H. Brunner, Collocation methods for Volterra integral and related functional differential equations, Cambridge Monographs on Applied and Computational Mathematics, vol. 15. Cambridge: Cambridge university press(2004).

[13] H. Liang H, Z. Yang and J. Gao, Strong superconvergence of the Euler–Maruyama method for linear stochastic Volterra integral equations, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 317, 447–457(2017).

[14] H. Yang, Z. Yang and S. Ma, Theoretical and numerical analysis for Volterra integro-differential equations with Itô integral under polynomially growth conditions, Appl. Math. Comput. 360, 70-82(2019).

[15] J. Gao, H. Liang and S. Ma, Strong convergence of the semi-implicit Euler method for nonlinear stochastic Volterra integral equations with constant delay, Appl. Math. Comput. 348, 385–398(2019).

[16] M. Li M, C. Huang and Y. Hu, Numerical methods for stochastic Volterra integral equations with weakly singular kernels, IIMA J. Numer. Anal. 42, 2656–2683(2022).

[17] M. Wang, X. Dai and A. Xiao, Optimal Convergence Rate of B–Maruyama Method for Stochastic Volterra Integro-Differential Equations with Riemann–Liouville Fractional Brownian Motion, Adv. Appl. Math. Mech. 14, 202-217(2022).

[18] M. Li, X. Dai and C. Huang, Fast Euler–Maruyama method for weakly singular stochastic Volterra integral equations with variable exponent, Numer. Algorithms. 92, 2433–2455(2023).

[19] M. Li, Stochastic Volterra integral equations with doubly singular kernels and their numerical solutions, Commun. Nonlinear. Sci. Numer. Simul. 116, 106796(2023).

[20] M. Wang, X. Dai and Y. Yu, Fast theta-Maruyama scheme for stochastic Volterra integral equations of convolution type: mean-square stability and strong convergence analysis, Comput. Appl. Math. 42, 108(2023).

[21] P. Przybylowicz and P. Morkisz, Strong approximation of solutions of stochastic differential equations with time-irregular coefficients via randomized Euler algorithm, Appl. Numer. Math. 78, 80–94(2014).

[22] P. Przybylowicz, Minimal asymptotic error for one-point approximation of SDEs with timeirregular coefficients, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 282, 98–110(2015).

[23] P. Przybylowicz, Optimal global approximation of SDEs with time-irregular coefficients in asymptotic setting, Appl. Math. Comput. 270, 441–457(2015).

[24] P.M. Morkisz and P. Przybylowicz, Optimal pointwise approximation of SDE’s from inexact information, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 324, 85–100(2017).

[25] R. Kruse and Y. Wu, Error analysis of randomized Runge–Kutta methods for differential equations with time-irregular coefficients, J. Comput. Methods. Appl. Math. 17, 479–498(2017).

[26] R. Kruse and Y. Wu, A randomized Milstein method for stochastic differential equations with non-differentiable drift coefficients, Discrete. Continuous. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B. 24, 3475– 3502(2019).

[27] S. Heinrich and B. Milla, The randomized complexity of initial value problems, J. Complexity.

24,77–88(2008).

[28] T. Daun, On the randomized solution of initial value problems, J. Complexity. 27, 300– 311(2011).

[29] W. Zhang, Theoretical and numerical analysis of a class of stochastic Volterra integro-differential equations with non-globally Lipschitz continuous coefficients, Appl. Numer. Math. 147, 254- 276(2020).

[30] W. Zhang H. Liang and J. Gao, Theoretical and numerical analysis of the Euler–Maruyama method for generalized stochastic Volterra integro-differential equations, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 365, 112364(2020).

[31] X. Zhang, Euler schemes and large deviations for stochastic Volterra equations with singular kernels, J. Differ. Equ. 244, 2226-2250(2008).

[32] X. Dai, A Xiao and W Bu, Stochastic fractional integro-differential equations with weakly singular kernels: Well-posedness and Euler–Maruyama approximation, Discrete. Continuous. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B. 27, 4231–4253(2022).

[33] Y. Wang Y, Approximate representations of solutions to SVIEs, and an application to numerical analysis, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 449, 642-659(2017).

[34] Y. Xiao, J.N. Shi and Z.W. Yang, Split-step collocation methods for stochastic Volterra integral equations, J. Integral Equ. Appl. 30, 197–218(2018).