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ASYMPTOTIC ERROR FOR THE MILSTEIN SCHEME FOR SDEs
DRIVEN BY CONTINUOUS SEMIMARTINGALES

By LIQING YAN
University of Florida

A Milstein-type scheme was proposed to improve the rate of con-
vergence of its approximation of the solution to a stochastic differ-
ential equation driven by a vector of continuous semimartingales. A
necessary and sufficient condition was provided for this rate to be 1/n
when the SDE is driven by a vector of continuous local martingales, or
continuous semimartingales under an additional assumption on their
finite variation part. The asymptotic behavior (weak convergence) of
the normalized error processes was also studied.

1. Introduction. We consider a general g-dimensional stochastic differ-
ential equation (SDE) driven by a vector of continuous semimartingales
Y € R? on time interval [0,1] with the starting point zo € RY,

t
(1) Xt=x0+/0 F(X)dYs,

where f denotes a matrix of functions from RY into R? @ R?. This equation
includes the classical Ito-type SDE:

2) X, = 20 + /Ota(Xs)dWs + /Otb(Xs)ds,

with a,b matrices of functions and W a multidimensional Brownian motion.
We refer to [10] for the stochastic integral with respect to a semimartin-
gale. In applications, one wants to find the expectation of some functional
of the solution of the SDE (1), for example, such quantities can be the prices
of financial derivatives, such as options. Due to the simulation difficulties,
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one usually combines a numerical solution X™, with a Monte Carlo tech-
nique to approximate the expectation. For example, one can use E[h(X7)]
to approximate E[h(X7)] and use the Riemann summation

n 1
E [% Z h(f(g)] to approximate E[/o h(Xy) ds].
i=1

Of cause, {E[h(X[f)],z =1,...,n} are unknown, however, Monte Carlo method
can be used to estimate them by simulating the paths of the numerical so-
lution X™.

A widely used numerical method for the SDE (1) is the following continuous-
type Euler scheme X", which is given by

X =X0o + X)) (Y= Yaw),  Xg =m0,

where n(t) = k/n, if k/n <t < (k+1)/n. Many authors have studied the
various convergence criteria for the Euler scheme under different cases of
the matrix function f(-) and the driving process Y. For reviews, see [12]
or [5]. Talay and Tubaro [13] obtained the celebrated expansion of the global
error of the Euler scheme. Protter and Talay [11] studied the Euler scheme
for SDEs driven by Lévy processes. Kohatsu-Higa and Protter [6] studied
the Euler scheme for SDEs driven by semimartingales. Yan [14] proved the
convergence of Euler scheme for SDEs without continuity assumption of f(-),
and obtained the rate of convergence without Lipschitz conditions on f(-).

For SDE (2), if a =0, then the rate of convergence of the Euler scheme is
classically 1/n; if a does not vanish, it is also classical that the rate is 1/y/n.
However, the distribution of the normalized asymptotic error for the Euler
scheme was established only recently, for SDE (2) see [7], and for SDE (1)
see [2]. A necessary and sufficient condition in [2] (Theorem 1.2) was given
for the rate of convergence of the Euler scheme to be 1/4/n when the driving
semimartingale is a continuous local martingale and f is a C'! function, that
is, \/n(X™ — X) converges weakly to a process U, which is a solution of a
known linear SDE with some additional randomness.

The rate of convergence of an algorithm certainly depends on the smooth-
ness of f. If f is in C?, we can modify the Euler scheme to improve its rate
of convergence and study its normalized asymptotic error. It is well known
that (see Chapter 10 of [5]) the Milstein scheme for SDE (2) with the addi-
tion of two more terms to the Euler scheme, which is given by (for the case
ofd=gq=1), X§ =0 and

X = X7y + b(X0 ) (E = n(t)) + $6(X 7 )V (X ) (= (1))
(3) + a(Xn(t))(Wt — W)

n

+ 5a(X10)a (X (We = Wo)* = (¢ = n (D)),
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increases the rate of convergence from 1/n to 1/n? when a = 0, and increases
the rate from 1/4/n to 1/n when a does not vanish. In this paper, motivated
by this fact, we give a class of SDE (1) that the Milstein scheme X" converges
weakly to the solution X of SDE (1) at the rate of 1/n and determine its
asymptotic error, that is, the weak limit of n(X]* — X;), when f is a matrix
of C? functions.

Our result is of mathematical interest only, since the Milstein scheme
involves stochastic integrals which cannot be simulated exactly (except, in
the Brownian case, when column vectors of the diffusion coefficients, seen as
C! vector fields, commute in the Lie bracket sense). From an applied point of
view, the discretization error needs to be studied in the weak sense (the law
of the underlying process). It is now well established that errors in pathwise
sense or in LP norm lead to crude sub-optimal estimates in the weak sense.
For example, for the Euler scheme X™ for the solution X, /n(X" — X)
converges weakly to a nonzero process (see [2]) and n(E[f(X"™)] — E[f(X)])
converges to a nonzero constant (see [13]). However, a recent work by Kbaier
[4] uses the stable weak convergence of the normalized pathwise error in
order to get a useful estimate in the weak sense for the Euler scheme for
Brownian SDEs. Those technical results might help to provide estimates in
the weak sense for schemes (such as the Milstein scheme), which discretize
SDEs driven by general semimartingales and can be simulated.

We refer to the section of preliminaries in [2] for the weak convergence
in the Skorohod topology, which is denoted by “==-.” See [8] and [9] for
an expository account about weak convergence of stochastic integrals. For
readers’ convenience, we give a definition of the (x) property for a sequence
of continuous semimartingales below. See [2] for the general case.

DEFINITION. We said that a sequence of continuous semimartingales
X" satisfies (%), if [M™, M™]; + |A"|; is tight, where X' = M* + A}, M"
is a local martingale and A™ is a finite variation process, [M™, M™]; is the
quadratic variation of M™ over [0,1], |[A™|; is the total variation of A™ over
[0,1].

In this paper we only consider the continuous process Y. From [2] and
this paper, especially Theorem 2.2 below, we can imagine that the error dis-
tributions in the discrete case could be much more complicated. In Section 2
we develop a fundamental result on the error distribution for the Milstein
scheme for the SDEs driven by a wvector of continuous semimartingales 'Y
(not just one Brownian motion), where we employ Kurtz and Protter’s idea
in [7], and overcome several technical difficulties for the Milstein scheme,
a more complicated and accurate algorithm in high-dimensional cases than
the Euler scheme. Various convergence rates are obtained for three cases:
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(i) Y is a continuous process of finite variation in Section 3,
(ii) Y is a continuous local martingale in Section 4 and
(iii) Y is a continuous semimartingale in Section 5.

An example as the application of our theory is shown in Section 6 and seven
lemmas are given in Section 7.

2. Results on the error distribution. Let Y = (Yi)lgigd be a vector of
continuous semimartingales on a stochastic basis (Q, F,F;, P) with Yy =
0. We consider the g-dimensional SDE (1) on time interval [0,1] with the
starting point zg = (z8,...,28)” € R? and f being a matrix of C? functions
from R? into R? ® R? with at most linear growth [i.e., || f(z)]| < c¢(1 4+ ||z])
for some constant ¢]. Then SDE (1) has a unique strong solution X, see [3].

There are many numerical methods to approximate the solution X, such
as the Euler scheme. In this paper we consider the Milstein scheme X" =
(Xm1 ..., X")7 which is defined by X§ = x¢, and

XP = Xy + X0 = Yag)
t
(ORI [ 0= Yao)dy?).

where tr(A) is the sum of the diagonal elements of matrix A, f?is the ith row
vector of f, and Df? = (f” = 0f¥/0xy,) is a q¢ x d matrix, for i=1,...,q.
This scheme X" can be written as

. . t t
(@) Xy =i+ [ £+ [ (V=Y 1 (K DF (X ) Y.

See (54) for an example of this Milstein scheme for SDE (2). The error pro-
cess of the Milstein scheme is denoted by U = X" — X;. We prove that,
when f is a C? function and Y is a continuous local martingale, nU"™ con-
verges weakly to a nonzero process U, which satisfies a known linear SDE
(8).

First we can use the same arguments as in Theorem 3.1 in [2] to show the
convergence of the Milstein scheme X" to the unique solution X of SDE (1).

THEOREM 2.1. If f is a C? function with at most linear growth, then
X" and X:f(-) go to X in probability.

Before examining rates of convergence, we introduce some notation below.
For a number 0 < s <1, let s = s — n(s), where n(s)=k/n if k/n < s<
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k +1)/n. For any process V, we write A?(V) := V(n) =V,-V and
t n(t)

6 = [ Ay = [ var
(6) MY = / AM(Z™M) Y] = / / Y™ (dY,)T dY7,
(7) NP / AT(Y )T dYi — / Y (Y)T gy

The (j,k) entries of the matrix M™ and N™ are denoted by M™% and
N7k respectively. Let M™ = (M™,...,M"), and N = (N™!, ... N"),

THEOREM 2.2. Let Hf% be the Hessian matriz of f¥ and o, be a de-
terministic sequence of positive numbers. There is equivalence between the
following:

(i) The sequence (o, M™, a0, N™) has (x) and
(Y,anM", 0, N") = (Y, M, N).

(ii) For any starting point xo and any C? function f with at most linear
growth, the sequence a, U™ has (x) and (Y,a,,U™) = (Y,U).

In this case, the limits M = (M*,..., M%), N =(N',...,N%) and U = (U',...,
U™ can be realized on the same extension of the space on which Y is de-
fined, and they are connected by

. t .
vi= [ wyrprix) ey,

and Ui =0 fori=1,...,q

PROOF. First we establish a connection between (U™, M"™, N™) through
a SDE (18). Let R = (R, ..., Ri)7, where

) R = [ U000 AL0T DF (X)) dY.
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Let hi = (Df)" f by (5), we have
. tro. T to
10 wmi= [ |regganw)] av—e( [rogg)az).
0 0
(11)  AF(R™) = tr(h' (X)) AL(Z")).
By the definition of the Milstein scheme in (4),
(12 Xp =0+ [ SVt R,
and therefore,
(13) AGXT) = F(X ) A (V) + AL (R").

Integrating the transpose of both sides of (13) with respect to Dfi(X:L‘(S)) dYs,
we have

(19 [T D) aY, = [ ANRY DS (X)) v, + B

see (9) for the definition of R. From (12) and SDE (1), we get an expression
for UM = X — X,

(5) 0= [P - PO = ) - G v + R

By Taylor’s expansion, there exist £ between X" and X, and £7 between
X7 and X:LL(S) such that

(16) XY = [1(Xs) = (UM DFUED),
(17) fUXE) = FA(Xg) = [ALXMT D (X ) + 5 (H . B,
where
HPY = [AY(X™M)]7H f9(60)AT(X™).
Combining (15), (16) and (17), we have

. t . .

Up = [ U DrE) av.+ Ry
- [anar s ave - £ [ aziayy.
0 ° 0
7=1
From (14),
t . -

vpt = [y D@ ay.

dopt
- [1anmnypriceav. -1 [ may.
j=1
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By (11) and (6),

/[A"(R")]TDf (X)) dYs = ZZ/ o) AL(R™) dY

j=1k=1

_ZZtr(/f nRR(XE ))dM"j>.

j=1k=1

The above equation about U™ can be written as follows:

o= [ pEnav- Sl [, i)
18 j=1k=1
" L to ,
— = Hf7(EHAT (XM [AT(X™)]dY? ).
P ([ Hress e ay)
Now we prove the implication (i) = (ii). First we assume that f,Df, H f
)

are all bounded. Since AZ(Y), A7(Z") and A7(R") go to zero as n — oo
[see (11)], by the definition of M™ in (6) and Theorem 2.1, we have

t . . t . t .
an/ AZ(R“Z)dYs?:antr(/ B ;L(S))dM;”):Mr(/ hZ(Xs)dMg)
0 0 0
and
t . t .
(cn [ A2EDLEN aY] [ AZOAZRY) aY7 ) =
0 0

From (13) and the definition of N™ in (7), we have the following identity in
the sense of weak limit (=):

Jim (o [ H7E)ATCEAT O Y7 )
=t tr ([ HFE SO0 AT O IALO T 7 (X)) Y7
(9) = Jim tr{an [ £ HFIEN (X )AL ALY a7
=t tr ([ 7O (X ) AN

= o [ rmI) ) and),

where (19) is due to the fact that tr(AB) = tr(BA) for matrix A and B.
And now it follows that

(Viandanr( [ s AT AT a7 ) )

1<i<q,1<j<d

)

)
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(20)
— (v [ Frexomricx )f(Xs)dN§>)1<i<qvl<j<d,

and the sequence in the left-hand side of (20) has (x) since (a, M", v, N™)
has (*).

A similar argument (stopping time) as in the proof of part (a) of Theo-
rem 3.2 in [2] shows that the weak convergence in (20) and (%) property are
also true for any function f in (ii). Now the implication (i) = (ii) and the
equation (8) follow from the above statement and (18) through the same
arguments as in Theorem 3.2 of [2].

The implication (ii) = (i) is proved through (18) with the starting point
xo=(1,...,1) € R? and some special matrix function f, which is defined
below so that M™ and N™ can be represented as integrals with respect to
U" and Y.

Let’s consider M™ first. When d = 1, we choose the SDE X} =1 —|—fée Xlay},
obviously, X! = &(Y'!), which does not vanish and X™ does not vanish ei-
ther on [0,1] for n large enough. From (18), we have dU}' = UM dY,' —

X Z(lt) dM™M11 | which is equivalent to
dMPM = UM XD dY =1/ X dU™

From Theorem 2.3 in [2] and Theorem 3.1, it follows that c, M™ has () and
Y,a,M") = (Y, M).

When d = 2, we consider the SDE X} =1+ afot X1y}l + vy, where a,b
are two constants. Equation (18) becomes

(21) AU = aU™ dY," — a® X7y dMy ™t 4+ bd MM

When a =1,b=0, let U1 =yt X — X7l When a =1,b=1, let
yni2l — U"l,X"121 X" Equation (21) leads to two equations for M™ !
Mn121:

(22) dmpHt = U;llll/anll dy;' — 1/Xn111 AU
(23) dMTL121 dUTL121 Un121 d}/; . X;L(lsl dMngll.
For M™12 M™22 we consider the SDE in (1) with 2 = (1,1)7 and
_[a
f=(2).

Then
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and f2' =1, all other f/ are zeros. Letting i =2 in (18) we have
(24) dur? =umtdy}! — adMM? — erf(lt) AMM22,

When a =0, X! = £(Y?), which does not vanish and X"! does not van-
ish either on [0,1] for n large enough. From (24), we can get an equation
for M™22 as in (22) for M™1!. When a =1, from (24), we can get an
equation for M™1? as in (23) for M™?2!. Now we have four equations for
M™ = (M™7)5,.5. Switching the positions of Y'! and Y2 gives us four sim-
ilar equations for M"2. Again, from Theorem 2.3 in [2] and Theorem 3.1, it
follows that c, M™ has (x) and (Y, o, M") = (Y, M).

When d > 3, we choose three different fixed integers i, j, k between 1 and
d, and define

fa’ﬁ(xl,xg, . ,xd) = xg(Ili + IQk) + Ao + 5[2]',

where I;; is a d x d matrix with its (¢,7) entry being 1 and other entries
being zero, A and § can be either 0 or 1.

Denote X*(f) the ith component of the solution X of SDE (1) with the
starting point xg = (1,...,1) € R%. Let X*F = X2(f00) Xk = x1(f0.0),
Xtk — X1(f1L0), xhik = X2(f01) Xk = X1(fO1). Naturally, let X" be
the Milstein scheme for X“* and U™F = X"k — Xk for any 1 <1i,j, k < d.
Since XFkk — £(Y'*), it does not vanish and X™** does not vanish ei-
ther on [0,1] for n large enough. Letting ¢ =1 or 2 in (18), with f being
fF0.0 #1.0° £0.1 "yespectively, we have

(25) dMPkRE — [kkk X;Lékk Ay} —1/ Xnkkk AU,
(26) M = PR XS Ay — 1/ X dUp e,
@7) AMP® = U QY] — dUpith — X dv
(28) thnkjk _ Uzmkjk avy — dUnkjk Xzé?)k AMIHEE
(29) AMPE — ik gy grrmidk XZ(Izj)k AMF,

For the error processes U™, under the assumption of (ii), we have that

(Y, an U™, X0 ) 1<ijeca = (VL UYS XY)1<i  k<as

and the left-hand side of the above formula has (x). From Theorem 2.3 in
[2] and Theorem 3.1, it follows that

(30) apM"™ has (x) and (Y,aU", o, M") = (Y,U, M).

Next, let us consider N". Let F(z) = [° e ¥’ 2dy, for z,y € R'. When
d >3, we choose f as follows, for fixed i, j, k between 1 and d:

f(a:l,xg, .. ,a:d) = F(xQ)F(xg)Ili + nggj + nggj.
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Letting i =1 in (18), we have

t d g t
nl _ n\T 1/en 1j k nj

1 : ! 15 ]
a0 by ([ areaaas e ay)

—. 1
=1 1T LIIL.

A simple calculation shows that Df' = F'(xo)F(x3)I; + F'(x3)F(22)I3i,
Df? =1y, Df? =1I3 and Df' =0 for | > 3; f3' = F'(z9)F(x3), fi' =
F'(x3)F(z2) and f* =0 for [ # 2 and [ # 3, and all other Hessian matrices
are zeros, except

Hflz(ﬂj‘) = F”(l‘Q)F(ZEg)IQQ + F,($2)F,($3)(IQ3 + 132) + F(l‘g)F”(ﬂj‘:g)[g:g.

. (/ i(Df2) fde)Hr(/ Df3)deM§”),
m:tr( [ aseanaeiazoenar: ).

Since (Df?)7 f = Ijaf = X”2 I”,(ng)f Iisf = X”3 Ikkandtr(IHMm)—

(32)
Therefore,

MM, let I = F(X12 ) F (Xg{;))ngs) and F1" = F’(ng)) (X72)X73
then

II—/ leXTL2 dMTLU,]+/ f X:LL(35 dM;’LZkk
(33)

= / FP? dMPY7 + / FP3 dM ™,
0 0

On the other hand, III can be split into two terms by (13), that is, Il =
A{LZ + ngl,

(34) A7 = [ YT H FUE (Vi Y
B =t [ U)X )N
(s0) By = | IR + 2 (X VT H e AL (R Yy

t . . .
(37) = /0 [AT(R") +2f (X3 ) YT H FHED) tr (R (X)) dMY)
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t . ) .
(38) = [ HI (G A,
0
where (37) is due to [§ A% (R™) dY, = tr( g h' (X} ,)) dM), which is from (11),
and (35) is due to the definition of N™ in (7); we write
HY' = [AZ(R™) + 2f (X7 )Y H FY ().

To simplify the notation, we can write (32) as H fY(£7) = alag + b(Ioz +
I33) + cl33, where a,b, c are corresponding function values at . Using the
fact that I;j I = d;,1;, where 6;, =1 when j =k, d;; =0 when j # k; to
simplify the matrix product f™H f1*f in (35), we get

. t 3
AP = tr( /0 (Xt aLj + X0 X0y bUje + Tiy) + (X0, eli dN?Z)
s t N t ;
/ (X72,)2a dNDi 42 / X722 X2 bAN"E / (X2, ek,
0 0 0

where we use the fact that N™ is a sysmetric matrix. Now let £7? and £73
be the second and third component of £, respectively, and let

G = (X)0) a= (X)) P (€0 F (&5%);
Gn2 (Xn(3))2C:(Xn(3)) F//( n3)F( ?2);
n3 n2 n3 n2 /(¢n3
G =2X n(s )X (s )b_2Xn(s)Xn(s) ( s )F( s )7
then A7 can be represented as integrals with respect to N™ as follows:
- t t , t N
Go) A= [Ny [aranyits [ G anrit
0 0 0

Letting F' = (UM)"DfY(€7), combining (31), (33), (38) and (39), we get
an equation for U™ Y, M" N",

t t o t . t ..
vt = [ Fray,- [emany - [ aranyt - [ et anit
(40) 0 t 0 t 0 t 0

= [ Ermanzi - [CEm - [ () daz).

0 0 0

When j =k, the above equation can be written as
ot

N = / {FdY, —dup?
0
(41) = (F& + FP)dMP — H te(h' (X)) dM)}
AGY + @GP+ Gy
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Since X% =£(Y?) and X3 = £(Y?) do not vanish, and X" converges, G™
also converges and does not vanish for large n for i =1,2,3. Under (ii) in
Theorem 2.2, H™ F™ and G? converge to finite processes. By Theorem 2.3
in [2] and Theorem 3.1, it follows from (30) that

@) (oan”,oan”,oanmjj)lgi,jgd has (%) and
42
(Y, anU", an M™, an N7 )1 < j<q = (YU, M,N"7)1<; j<q.

From (40) we can express N 7k as the sum of integrals with respect to Y,
U", M"N™Ji and N™** By the same arguments, it follows from (42) that

(U™, M", 0, N™) has (%) and
(43)
Y, 0, U™, 0, M"™ 0, N") = (Y,U, M, N).

When d =1, let f(z1) = F(x1); when d =2, take

f(x1’$2):<F(xl)F($2) :1702> and f($1’x2):(%1 F(l‘l)OF(l?));

we can get (43) accordingly. Now, the implication (i) = (ii) has been proved.
U

3. Continuous processes with finite variation. When the driving process
Y in (1) is of finite variation and continuous, SDE (1) is an “w-wise” (de-
terministric) equation. Without loss of generosity, we assume that Y is a
nondecreasing function of ¢ in this section. It is classical that the rate of
convergence of the Milstein scheme for an ordinary differential equations
(ODE) is 1/n?. Here we give a necessary and sufficient condition for the
rate being 1/n? and its error distribution, which are useful for our main
results in the next section when the driving process Y in (1) is a continuous
local martingale.

To simplify our notation, first we assume that Y € R! and let

t
(44) NP = NP(Y) i= [ (V= Vi) dYa.
0

An integration by parts shows that
[nt] X .
BNJ(Y) =Y (Yiyn — Yictyn) + (Ve — You)
(45)

i=1
- 3
Z Yr(z/n YY( (i— 1)/n)/\t) .



THE MILSTEIN SCHEME 13

THEOREM 3.1.  Assume thatY is a continuous process in R' with finite
variation. There is equivalence between the following:

(a) Equation (46) holds almost surely;

t 1
(46) Y= / ys ds, / lys|® ds < oo.
0 0

(b) The sequence of random variables {4" N2"},,>1 is tight.
(c) The sequence of random variables {n>N7'},>1 is tight.
(d) sup,, n’ N} < 00 a.s.

(e) The process n>?N™ converges a.s. uniformly in time to a process N.

In this case we have Ny = % vy2ds and sup, n? fol |[dN7| < o0 a.s.

PrOOF. The implication of (e¢) = (d) = (c) = (b) is obvious. Let A
be the set of all w such that (46) does not hold, and B = {w:4"N" —
oo}. By Lemma 3.1, we have A C B and then (b) implies that P(A) = 0.
So (a) follows. By Lemma 7.2, (a) implies (e) and N; = %fg y2 ds. Since
fol |[dNT| < fol(Ys — Y,y (5))? dYs, where Y, = Ji lys| ds, and Y} satisfies (46), by
Lemma 3.1, we have sup,, n* fol |[dN?'| < o0 as. O

LEMMA 3.1. Assume that Y is continuous in R' with finite variation
and deterministic. Only two cases are possible:

(a) Equation (46) holds and sup,, n>?NJ < co.
(b) Equation (46) does not hold and 4" N?" — .

PROOF. We can use the same notation and arguments as in the proof of
Lemma 4.2 in [2]. A modification is that (4.3) in [2] is replaced by n?N7 =
J(Ln)?dX = [(Ly)*Vy dv, where Ly (s) = n(Y;/, — Y(i—1y/n) for s € ((i—1)/n,
i/n] (by the way, in (4.3) of [2] y/ should be replaced by v). O

Now consider the case that Y € R?. Recalling the notation of N™7* and
M™% in (6) and (7), we have the following theorem.

THEOREM 3.2. Assume that Y = (Y1,. ..,Yd)T 1S a continuous process
in RY with finite variation. For eachi=1,...,d, there is equivalence between
the following:

(a) We have

) t 1
(47) Y= / ys ds, / lyt]3 ds < oo a.s.
0 0

(b) The sequence of random variables {4" NZ"%}, 1 is tight.
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(c) The sequence of random variables {n> N}, <1 is tight.

(d) sup,, n?N{¥ < 0o a.s.

(e) The processes n>2N™% converges a.s. uniformly in time to a process
N

If the above cases hold for all i =1,...,d, then for any 1,5,k =1,...,d, then
the processes n>N™I% and n2 M™% converge a.s. uniformly in time t to
processes N'% and M* | respectively, where

. to Iy t
NP = %/ yeylylds  and Mt”kzé/ yeylys ds.
0 0
And we also have sup,, n* fol |dN™I¥| < 00 and sup,, n* fol |dMPMIk| < 00 a.s.
PROOF. By Theorem 3.1, we have that (e) = (d) = (¢) = (b) = (a).
By Lemma 7.2, we have (a) = (e), and the uniform convergence in the last

claim. From (59) and Lemma 7.1, it follows that

T Y|yl ds

0 ns
1 S .
<ot [L( 7 wttar [ 1okt il ds <o,
/\dN"”kr<n// \yr\dr/ |y* | drlyi|ds < co.

So we have the uniform boundedness in the last claim. 0O

1 -
n2/ ]dMs””k] <n?
0

Recalling the notation that U/ = X' — X}, X! is the first component
of the Milstein scheme X™ defined in (4 ) and X} is the first component of

the solution X of SDE (1): X; =20 + [ f(X;)dYs. Let
GY(x) = HfY (X, "+ Z 1 @)D @)
THEOREM 3.3. When Y = (Y',..., Y is a continuous process with

finite variation, there is equivalence between the following:

(a) For any starting point xq € RY and any C? function f with linear
growth, the sequence of random variables n* fol |dU?| is bounded a.s.

(b) For any starting point xo and all C? functions f with at most linear
growth, the process n*U™ converges uniformly to a limit U a.s.
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(c) For each i, the process Y has the form
) t 1.
Y} :/ ysds with / lyi]3 ds < oc.
0 0

In this case, let ys = (yt,...,y?)7, then the limiting process U = (U',...,U9)T
is the solution of the following linear equation: Uy =0, and

, t
vi = [[wrprix yss—gz ) RUCHESHE ST

Proor. That (b) = (a) is obvious. By Theorems 2.2 and 3.2, we have
that (c) = (b) and the last claim. The implication of (a) = (c) can be
proved by the notation and results in the proof of (ii) = (i) in Theorem 2.2.
First, since X™*** uniformly converges to X*** = e¥" (by Theorem 2.1)
and Y}* is continuous on [0,1], for fixed w € Q, there exist two constants
a and b such that 0 <a < X*FF < b for n large enough and all 0 <t <1,
k=1,...,d. Now from (25)- ( 9), 2f0 |dMP7k| is bounded a.s. Slmllarly,
from (41), n? fol |dN7| is bounded a.s. (c) follows from Theorem 3.2. [

4. Continuous local martingales. To simplify our notation in the proof
of our main result, we first assume that the driving process Y in SDE (1)
is a continuous local martingale in R', null at zero. With the notation of
N{(Y) in (44), we have the following:

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that Y is a continuous local martingale in R!
null at zero. Let Cy =[Y,Y]; be the quadratic variation process of Y. There
18 equivalence between the following:

(a) There is a predictable process ¢ such that
t 1
(48) C’t:/ cs ds, / |CS|3dS<OO a.s. for 0 <t <1.
0 0

(b) The sequence of random variables {nNJ'(Y'),n > 1} is tight.

(c) The sequence of random variables {n*[N"(Y), N*(Y)]1;n > 1} is tight.
(d) The sequence of random variables {n>NJ*(C),n > 1} is tight.

(e) sup,>; n*N7(C) < o0, a.s.

PROOF. The equivalence between (a), (d) and (e) can be deduced from
Theorem 3.1. The equivalence between (b) and (c) comes from the fact
that, for a sequence of continuous local martingales M, {M{",n > 1} is
tight if and only if {[M™, M"™];,n > 1} is tight. This is because there are
two universal constants a; and ag such that a;E([M™, M"|T) < (EMRP)? <
asB([M™, M™|T) for any stopping time 7. (a) = (b) is obvious after we
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prove the weak convergence of n N/ in Theorem 4.2 under the assumption
of (a), see the last paragraph of the proof of Theorem 4.2.

Next we show that (c) = (d). Let T'(n,p) = inf{t:n* [N"(Y), N*(Y)]; >
p}, and T'(p) = inf{t:C, > p}, T =T(p) AT (n,p), and 7, =T A L. Note that
for a continuous local martingales M; null at zero, by the It6 formula, Mf =
6 Jo M2 dMg + 15 [§ M2 d[M, M],. If [M, M]; is bounded, then [j M2dM, is
a martingale, hence, EMJ = 15E [} M2 d[M, M,. By the Burkholder-Gundy
inequality, there is a constant & such that E[M, M]? < kEMY. Therefore,

t
E[M, M]? < 15/111-3/ M2 d[M, M],.
0
Now let M; =Y — Yirr,_,. Since [M,M]; =C — Cipr,_,,

E(C — Cinr,_,)> < 15E (Ys = Yi_1ym) " dCs.

AT -1

Recalling the notation of (45),

n

EN/p(C) =EL > (C - Cinry)?
=1

AT
< 5kE / (Ys = Yii_1y/n)" dCs = 5KE[N™(Y), N (Y)]sn7-
0
Let ¢t =1 in the above inequality, then E[n?N7, ,(C)] < 5kp. Now for any
q>0,
P(n?N}(C) > q) < P(n® N, (C) > q) + P(T < 1) < 5kp/q + P(T < 1).
Since P(T < 1) goes to 0 uniformly in n as p — oo by (c), we have
. 2 AT _
pli)n;os%pP(n N7'(C)>q) =0,
which implies (d). O
Now we assume that the driving process Y = (Y!,..., Y97 in SDE (1) is
a continuous d-dimensional local martingale on (Q,F, F;, P), null at zero.

Let Cy = (Czj)léi,jéd be the quadratic variation processes of Y, that is,
CY =[Y*,Y7];. Our main result is as follows.

THEOREM 4.2. Assume that Y is a continuous local martingale in R?
null at zero. There is equivalence between the following:

(a) There is a d x d nonnegative matriz-valued predictable process ¢ such
that

t 1
(49) Ct:/ cs ds, / lles||® ds < oo for0<t<1.
0 0
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(b) For each i, the sequence of random variables (r.v.) {nNJ" n>1} is
tight.

(c) For each i, the sequence of r.v. {n2[N™% N"] n>1} is tight.
In this case, and if o¢ is a d X m matriz-valued process such that c¢; =
ool (07 is the transpose of o), then there is a Brownian motion W =
(WL ..., W™7 on (Q,F,F:, P), a possible enlarge space of (Q,F,Fi, P),
such that Yy = fg osdWs. The sequence (nM”j,nN”j)lngd stably converges
in law to processes (M7, N7)i<j<q, given by

. mo oot ,
(50) M — V6 3 / 7,0 dBPoT,
6 = Jo
p=1
.3 &t ) N
(51) N} = ?pz_:l/o osalP dVP ol

where Bf = (Bf" )< j<m: VI = (VI )1<ijem and for 1 <p,i.j<m,
VP =\/2/2BP9 +/2/2BP" + (V3/2WP + 1/2WP)1(i = j),

where 1(i = j) =1 if i = j, 0 otherwise, and {BPY WP|1 < p,i,j <m} is
a sequence of independent standard Brownian motions on an extension of
space (2, F, F, P) on which Y and W are defined and independent of Y and
W. Moreover, we have that (nM™,nN™) has (x) and (Y,nM" ,nN") —=
(Y,M,N), that is, the statement (i) in Theorem 2.2.

REMARK 4.1. The limits of the quadratic variation of (nM"™, nN™ W)
are listed in Lemma 7.6.

PrOOF OF THEOREM 4.2. By Theorem 4.1, we have the equivalence
between (b) and (c¢). Next we show that (b) = (a). Since C; — Cy is a non-
negative matrix for any t > s >0, [C}) — CY]? < [C} — CH|[C} — CJF], the
Cauchy inequality implies that

[N7'(C)]? < Ni'(CT)NP (CF).

By the notation of N;* in (7) and Nj*(Y"?) in (44), we have NJ¥ = N (Y'?).
From the implication of (b) = (e) in Theorem 4.1, sup,, n> N7*(C*) < oo for
all i. Therefore, sup,, n>NJ*(C%) < oo for all i and j. By Theorem 3.1, we
conclude (a).

It remains to prove that (a) implies the last claims, since (b) or (c) follows
from the last claims. By Lemma 7.6 and Theorem 4.1 of [1], the sequence
(nM™ nN"™)<p<q stably converges in law to the process (MP, NP)i<p<q
of (50) and (51). By the same arguments as [2], it follows that the triple
(Y, nM"™ nN"™)i<p<q converges in law to (Y, MP, NP);<,<4 for the product
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topology on D(R?) x D(R2%"), and since all these processes are continuous,

we also have convergence for the Skorohod topology on D(Rd+2d3). Finally,
Lemma 7.6 implies (%) for the sequence (nM",nN"). O

THEOREM 4.3. For a continuous local martingale Y = (Y',..., YT
with quadratic variation Cy = [Y,Y];, there is equivalence between the fol-
lowing:

(a) For any starting point xq € RY and any C? function f with linear
growth, the sequence of random wvariables nU™ is tight, where X* means
that supg<;<q | X¢|-

(b) For any starting point xo and any C? functions f with at most linear
growth, the sequence (Y,nU™) converges weakly to limit (Y,U).

(¢c) We have (49).

In this case, the process U = (U',... , U9)" is the solution of the linear equa-
tion (8), with M, N given in (50) and (51).

Proor. That (b) = (a) is obvious. From Theorems 2.2 and 4.2, we have
that (c) = (b) and the last claim. The implication of (a) = (c) can be proved
by the notation and results in the proof of (ii) = (i) in Theorem 2.2. First,
from (25)—(29) and the tightness of U™ and U"?*, that is, the tightness of
Umiik | we deduce that nM™7* has (x). From (41), the sequence nN™7 is
tight and satisfies (x). Then (c) follows from Theorem 4.2. [

5. Continuous semimartingales. Now we consider the case that the driv-
ing process Y is a continuous semimartingale. We assume that Y = H + A,
where A is a continuous adapted process of finite variation and H is a
continuous local martingale, both being d-dimensional and null at 0. Let
Cy = (C})1<ij<q be the quadratic variation process of Y, that is, C}/ =
[Yi7 Yj]t = [Hlv Hj]t'

We do not have the necessary and sufficient conditions for the error pro-
cess U™ to converge at the rate 1/n. Partial results are available when A; has
the form

. t L
(52) A= / ayds with / la']?ds < oo a.s.
0 0

THEOREM 5.1.  Assuming that Y is a continuous semimartingale, for
the following statements, we have that (a) and (52) imply (b), and (b)
implies (a).

(a) There is a d x d nonnegative matriz-valued predictable process ¢ such
that

¢ 1
(53) Cy = / csds with / lles||? ds < oo a.s.
0 0
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(b) The sequence (nM"™ , nN"™)i<p<pm, in (6) and (7), has (x) and is
tight.
And furthermore, under (a) and (52), if Hy = [J osdWs, where ¢; = oy07
as in Theorem 4.2, then the sequence (nM™ , nN"™)i<,<q stably converges

in law to the processes (MP, NP)i<p<q, where NP = NP +1/2 [} csal ds, and
M, N are given in (50) and (51). Moreover, we have

(Y, nM"™ nN")1<p<q has (x) and
(Y, nan, nan)lgde = (Y7 Mp7 Np)lgpﬁd'

REMARK 5.1. The limits of the quadratic variation (nM"™,nN™ W) are
listed in Lemma 7.6.

PrROOF OF THEOREM 5.1. By the integration by parts formula, we have

(V) (v M) / Y (dy,)T AY, (YY" 4 C.
n(s)

According to the notation of M"™ and N™ in (6) and (7), we have
N"™ = M™ 4 (M"P)" / o qyp.

By Theorem 2.3(a) in [2], under (b), we see that the sequence n | c ayp
is also tight and has (x) for any p=1,2,...,d. Particularly, the sequence
n fo n)pp dYP is tight and has (x). Then its quadratic variation processes,

2f0 (C’pp - C’p’() ))2 dCPP = n?NJ(CPP), are tight too. Theorem 3.2 implies

that sup,, n? N (CPP) < co. By the same reason as in the proof of (b) = (a)
in Theorem 4.2, we can conclude (a).

Now we assume that (a) and (52) hold. By the usual stopping time argu-
ments, we can also assume that fol llas||? ds and fol llcs||? are bounded by a
constant c.

First, nN" can be decomposed as follows:

nan — an —|—F2np +F3np _|_F4"P (F;P +F4"P)T +an,

where F1 =n [y H H(n)) de an nfy H )) dAP, Fy'" =n x
foHs Agn)) ngaFfp n Jy TdAg, F5np ”foA(n ()) ayy.

Since, for any 1, n(Ai(")) = (Afq — A;(s)) < fn((s))ﬂ/n( $)2ds < a, by (52)

and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, n(Ai(n))2 goes to zero uniformly for
s €[0,1] as n — 0. Thus, F;"” has (x) and weakly converges to 0. By (81)
and (82), Fy? and F,” have (*) and weakly converge to 0. By (80) and The-
orem 4.2, F"’ + F,” has () and weakly converges to N} = N} 4 1 fo csaf ds.
Putting them together, nN"P has () and weakly converges to Nt
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Second, nM"™ can be decomposed similarly as follows:
¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢
M“p:/ G?dH§+/ G?dA{;Jr/ GSdYser/ ngysp+/ Gray?,
0 0 0 0 0

where G = [ HY dHT, G = [2, H" dAT, G =[5, A dH], G =

n n

frf(s) A&"’ dAT. When H and A are a one-dimensional process, from

(84) and (85), we have nngngspL—Q>0; from (81) and (82), we have
n s qMmAM ayp 2z, 0; since G + G5 = HM A, we have n JyGndyr IR
0. Therefore, n [y G5 dY? +n [ G dYP has (x) and weakly converges to 0.
Since n(Ai("))2 goes to zero uniformly for s € [0,1] as n — oo as shown
above, so does nGY. Thus, fg G dY?P has (x) and weakly converges to 0.
By (83), n [ G} dAP has () and weakly converges to 0. By Theorem 4.2,

we have n fot G dYP has (x) and weakly converges to M. So, nM" has (x)
and weakly converges to M. [

Combining Theorems 5.1 and 2.2, we get the rate of convergence 1/n for
U™ =X"— X, when Y is a continuous semimartingale.

THEOREM 5.2. Assume that Y = H + A is a continuous semimartingale
in RY null at zero. If (52) and (53) hold, then for any starting point xo and
any C? functions f with at most linear growth, the sequence (Y,nU™) con-
verges weakly to a limit (Y,U), the process U = (U',...,UY)7 is the solution
of the linear equation (8), with M given in (50) and N replaced by N, which
s given in Theorem 5.1.

6. Examples. For the Ito-type SDE in (2), X; = xo + [y a(X,)dW; +
f(f b(Xs)ds. If a,b are C? functions, then we can use the Milstein scheme X/
defined in (4) to approximate the solution Xy,

X = X0+ aW ™ + bt 4 Laa' (W)? ™)
(54) , ,
+ 300 (t)? + / ab's™ AW, + / ab' W™ ds,
n(t) n(t)

where Wt(") =Wi—Wyhw), (") =t —n(t), and function a,d’, b, b’ taking values
at X Z(t)- Compared with the Milstein scheme defined in (3), this scheme has
two more terms, ffl(t) ab's™ dW, and j;f(t) ab Wi ds.

In order to apply Theorem 5.1 to find the asymptotic error U of nU"™ =
n(X™ — X) for the scheme in (54), we use the following notation: f =
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(a,b), Yy = (Wi, t)7, Hy = (Wy,0)7, A, = (0,£)". Let Fy, =YW (v G, =
S ¥ d(v,)7, and

P Myt i g G.— Jaes) " dw, Jaes) Wi dr
T sw s ) T\ L r™aw, [ r™dr

and

t t
N[”:/ FydWy, Ngﬂ:/ F,ds,
0 0

t t
Mgﬂ:/ G, dW,, M;ﬂ:/ G, ds.
0 0

By Theorem 5.1, (n N1 n N2 pynitly — (NI N2HAHD) where

o011 _ t Lo m_ 2 51, by 1
N; =5 M —%Bt, N, TB —1—73 +§Wt,
and B!, B2, W are three independent standard Brownian motions, defined
on an extension of the probability space on which W is defined. We also
have that the limits of all other entries of nN™', nN"2 nM™ nM™ are
zeros. Therefore, the limit process U of n(X™ — X)) satisfies the following
linear SDE:

U, = /Ua O dW, + U (X ds——/ X )V (X,) ds
dB! ot dB!  dB? 4w
_ Xs X2 2X8”Xs( s 4 5 4 8>
[ aceow o) e - [Meuareo) (Fe + Ze+ 4

If a(+) is a C? function and b(-) is a C! function, we can use the following
simpler Milstein scheme X" rather than (54):

t t t
X =19 +/ b(Xg(s)) ds —|—/ a(Xg(s)) dW, _|_/ a(Xg(s))a'(XZ(s))Ws(n) AW,
0 0 0

to achieve the same rate of convergence, that is, n(X" — X) = U, and U
satisfies

U, — /Ub/ )ds + Usd (X W——/b

__/ Co(X /cl )dB! — G/OCQ(X)dB

where W, B!, B? are three independent Brownian motions and Cy, Cy, Cy are
three functions dependent on a and b.
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7. Some lemmas. In the next two lemmas we assume that X,Y and Z
are three continuous processes with finite variations, which satisfy

t t t
X :/ Tsds, Y; :/ ys ds, Zy :/ zsds,
0 0 0

56
(56) a,y,z € L*([0,1]),

where LP([0,1])) = {x||[|, = (Jy &s[P dz)'/? < oc}.
LEMMA 7.1. Let Xsn) = X5 — Xyy(s), then for any 0 <t <1,

t
(57) n? / xXMWy™az,
0

t s
/ / XM dy, dz,
0 Jn(s)

PRrROOF. By the Hélder inequality, |Xs") 13 < (s—n(s))? fj(s) |z,.|? dr. Then

IXOR < [ nts)? [

n(

<l=llsllyllsli=l3,

(58) n? < lllsllyllsll=[l5-

S

1

3 3
z,.|” drds < —||z||5.
s)| T| r 8_n3|| H3

It follows that n?| [ XV dZs < 2| XO 1Y O 5121l < lellslylls 1215,
which proves (57). Since

[ oxmavi)< [ jaldullds< [ fealdu [ fyldr,
n(s) n(s) Jn(r) n(s) n(s)

(58) follows. O

(59)

LEMMA 7.2. Asn — oo, the following uniform convergences in t holds:

t t
(60) n2/ XMWxMaz, — %/ TsTszs dS,
0 0
t t
(61) n2/ XMy daz, — %/ TsYszs ds,
0 0
t s t
(62) n2/ Xﬁ")dYr Az, — %/ TsYszs dS.
0 Jn(s) 0

REMARK 7.1. When z, 2 € L?([0,1]), from Theorem 4.1 in [2], we have
t t
(63) n/ XM dz, —s %/ Tszs ds uniformly in ¢ as n — oo.
0 0

When ||z||2 and ||z||2 are bounded, we have L? convergence in (63).
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REMARK 7.2. By Cauchy’s inequality, we have the following, which will
be used in the proof of Lemma 7.7:

1 1 1 1
(64) n/ \Xs(")\dsg/ |zs|ds and n2/ \XS(")\2ds§/ |25 |% ds.
0 0 0 0

PROOF OF LEMMA 7.2. To prove (60), first we assume that z, € C*,
therefore, x5 and dzs/ds are bounded by a constant « in [0,1]. By the

mean value theorem, there exists an § between n(s) and s such that Xs(") =
z5(s —n(s)). Since n? fg(s —n(s))?ds —t/3, and

n2 /Ot(xs)Q(s — n(s))2zs ds — %/Ot(xs)st ds,

we need only to show that n? [j((z5)? — (v5)%)(s — n(s))?zsds — 0. This is
true because |(x)? — (75)?| < 2a2/n and n? f&’(s —n(s))?zsds — %fé’ zsds.
Second, if x4 ¢ C*, since x5 € L3, for any & > 0, there exist a 7, € C' such
that ||z — z||; <e. By (57),

t s 2 t s 2
n2/ (/ a;rdr) dZS—n2/ (/ xrdr) dZ,
0 n(s) 0 n(s)

t rs s
/ / (xy + Zy) dr/ (xp — &) drdZs
0 Jn(s) n(s)

<z +zllslle =zl 2]l5-

Now we can claim that (60) holds for all z € L3. Since 2ab = (a+b)? —a® —b?,
(61) follows by (60). (62) can be proved by the same arguments as in the
proof of (60). Here we just give two key steps. It is easy to see that (62) holds

when x4,y € C', since there exist 5 and 7 between n(s) and s such that

Jnts) ™ ay, = zsy- Jats) @ Jory du = a5y5(s — n(s))?/2. And for x,y,2,7,

by (58),

t s r t s T
n2/ / / xuduyrdrdZs—n2/ / / Ty du gy, drdZs
0 Jn(s) In(r) 0 Jn(s) In(r)

< llzlislly = gllsllzlls + gllsllz = 2l5]l=5-

If z5,ys and zs are all nonnegative, both sides of (60), (61) and (62) are
all continuous and nondecreasing, these convergences are uniform in ¢ over
[0,1]. This uniformity can be easily generalized for all X,Y and Z which
satisfy (56). O

:n2

In the proof of the next two lemmas, let C), be the constant in Burkholder’s
inequality, that is, E|Y;|P < C,E[Y, Y]} 2 for any continuous local martin-
gale Y.
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LEMMA 7.3. Let W,B,U and V' be four independent standard Brownian
motions and n(s) = [ns]/n. If we write w =w, — Wi(s), then for 0 <t <
L,

(a) n? /0 W W w e g5 Ly
(b) n? /0 e g g g5 Ly 13,
(c) n? /0 e e g g Lo
(@ W ey gs L .

t
(e) n? / W By mym gg Ly g,
0

Proor. We prove the lemma by the simple fact that a sequence of ran-
dom variables &, L—2> the limit of E[,], if the variance of &,, Var(§,), con-
verges to zero as n—oo. Now for any four standard Brownian
motions W1 W2 W3 W* (not necessary to be independent), let Ag") =
VVS1 ) VVS2 () Wg ) W54 (n); by Cauchy’s inequality, we have IE(Agn))2 <
IE(VVS("))8 < Cg[s —n(s)]*. Therefore,

t 1/n 2
Var <n2/ A ds) <n°RE (/ A d8>
0 0

1/n
<nt E(AM™)? ds
0

<c 4/”” 1ds < C
= 08N 0 S as >~ S/nv

which implies that the variances of the left-hand sides of (a), (b), (¢), (d)
and (e) converge to zero as n — co. Next we calculate the expectations of
the left-hand sides. Since the expectations of the left-hand sides of (c), (d)
and (e) are 0 and

En? /Ot(WS("))4 ds =n? /(:3(3 — [ns]/n)? ds

= [nt]/n+ (nt — [nt])/n® — t,

t t
En2/ (WM BMY2 gs = n2/ (s — [ns]/n)?ds — /3,
0 0

we can conclude all of the L? convergences. [
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LEMMA 7.4. Suppose that for any pair from four standard Brownian
motions W, B,U and V', they are either identical or independent, then for
0<t<1,

t s s
(a) n’ / { / W dB, / D) dw}ds
0 n(s) n(s)

L2 {t/6, if W=U and B=1V,

— .
0, otherwise;

t/3, fW=B=U=V,

t s .
2 (n) g(n) (n) 2 Jt/6, ifW=U#B=V,
(b)n/O{WS B /n(s>U7” dw}ds—> e w-yrn-v,

0, otherwise.

PrOOF. We use the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 7.3 to
prove the L? convergence. Let

X, = / W™ dB, and Y,= / U™ qv,.
n(s) n(s)
First, for the variance of the left-hand side of (a), we have

s

Eu@4§am</
n(s)

< Cy(s—n(s))E /n(s) [Wﬁ”)]ﬁ‘dr

= Cy(s —n(s)h.
Similarly, E(Y;)* < Cy4(s — n(s))*. By the Cauchy inequality,

2
WP )

5 t 5 1/n 2 4 1/n 9
Var( n X Y,ds) <n’E X Y,ds) <n"E (XYs)“ds
0 0 0
g Y 4 4\1/2
<nt [ BBV ds
0

<n? /Ol/n Cu(s —n(s)) ds = Cy/(5n) — 0,

as n — oo. For the expectation of the left-hand side of (a), we use the in-
tegration by parts formula (see page 60 of [10]). If B and V are indepen-
dent, then E(X,Y;) =E[X,Y]; =0. If B=V, then E(X,Y;) =E[X,Y]s =
Efrf(s) Wr(n) ﬁ") dr. Now if W and U are independent, then E(Wr(n) ﬁ")) =
0; if W =U, then E(WT(H)UT(")) =r —n(r). Therefore, if B=V and W =U,
t t rs
lim En2/ XsYsds = lim n2/ / (r—n(r))drds
0 0 Jn(s)

n—oo n—oo
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= lim n?/2 | (s—n(s))*ds=t/6;

otherwise, it is zero. We finish the proof of (a). Second, we claim that the
variance of the left-hand side in (b) goes to zero as n — oo. This is because

t s
Var (n2 / W B / U™ dqv, ds)
n(s)

<n5E</ wr By, ds> <n4E/ (WM BMY,)? ds

1/n 1/n
<n / VEW! (V)4 ds < / VEW M PE(Y,) ds
0

< 0408714/0 (s — n(s))4 ds <+/C4Cg/(5n).

Next, we prove the convergence of the expectation of the left-hand side of
(b) to the right hand side of (b). For the first case that W =B =U =V,

since(Wsn) =2 [ois Wrn dWy + s —n(s),

t s t s 2
E{nQ/ (W§">)2/( )W;’U dW,,ds}:2n2/ E{/( )W,f")dWr} ds
0 n(s 0 n(s

=n? /Ot(s —n(s))ds —t/3

as n — oQ.

For the second case that W =U # B = V, since W and B are indepen-

dent, Ws( )B(") fn(s) r( )dB —I—f )dWT, taklng expectatlons of the
squares of both sides, we have E{ fn( Wrn aB, f ") dw, } =0. There-
fore,

t s t s 2
E{n2 / W B / W dB, ds} — 2 / E( D) dBr) ds
0 n(s) 0 n(s)

¢
_ n2/2/ (s —n(s))2ds — /6
0
as n — 0o.
The third case is equivalent to the second. It is easy to see that the expec-

tations of both sides in the forth case are zeros. [

Now, let Y be the continuous local martingale defined as the beginning
of Section 4, that is, Y; = Y;(0) = f(f osdW;. In order to prove Theorem 4.2
in the general case of o, we define another continuous local martingale Y3,
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on the probability space where Y and W live on, as follows: Y; = Y;(5) =
Jo 75 dW, where & is a d x m matrix-valued process. We write

(65) N(o) = [ Y@ ) dv(e),
o // )
(66) 1 1/6
n=n(0,0)= (E / o =il as)
where [|o|| = (32;;[07]2)"/2 N (5) and M;'”(5) are defined similarly for Y;(5).

LemmA 7.5. If fol o)|®ds and fol |5)|°ds have an upper bound p, then
there exists a constant C, which depends on p, such that

(67) n’E[|[N" (o), N"(0)]e — [N"P(a), N"(a)}e]l < Cn,
(68) n’E[|[M" (o), M"(0))e — [M"?(5), M"(5)}e]| < O,
(69) n’E|[[N"? (o), M™(0)]; — [N"*(5), M"™(a)]e]| < C,
(70) n’E|[[N"? (o), W], — [N"(a), W]|| < Cn,
(71) n’E|[M" (), W], — [M"(5), W]|| < Cn.

PrOOF. Let C be the constant which changes from line to line. By the
Burkholder and the Holder inequalities, for an integer k,

(72 E(IVD* < Ol = n(s)* B [ floy][*
n(s)
thus, [3 E(HYs(n) )2k ds < C/n* and also [3 E(Hﬁ(n) )% ds < C/n*. Similarly,

t t
[ B =T ds < C/nE [ oy 50 dr.
0 0

Let A® B = (a;jB) be the Kronecker product between two matrices A =
(a;j) and B = (byy,). For (67), we write A = Y;(n)(Ys(n))T and B = ¥{" (173("))7,
then by the Hélder inequality,

n’E|[[N" (o), N™(0)]; — [N"P(5), N"(5)]||

=N

t
° / A® AP(0) — B® BPI(5) ds
0

t
<n’E /0 YO o =l (o] + 3]
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OV = FONY )l ds
t _ 6 1/6 t 3 _ 3.9 1/2
<cn( [BIv® -7 as) ([ ROV 4 170 ds)
0 0
t 2/3
vont([EIY™|Pds) nzon
0

For (68), we write A= [ Y, d(V;)" and B = fs(s)ﬁn)d(Yr)T, again, by
the Burkholder and the Hélder inequalities and (72),

s 3/272
mlArE < e[ W) ]

cla( [ moa)([ iera)”]

cu([ 1wera) ([ o)

<C((s=nte) [ lr=n)E[ [ oulPau]ar)
L )

<Clo—n(o)! (B[ [ ol ar])”

IN

IN

It follows that

t t S
/EHAH?’dsgC/ (s—n(s))QE[/ HJTHGdT} ds
0 0 n(s)
™) t
g1/n3E/ s ds.
0
Similarly,

E|A — B|? g(JE/ v Y™ — 5,702 dr
n(s)

< CE/ 1Y, = Y Pl |12 + 1Y o — a7 ]| dr
n(s)

s s 1/2
< C’([S — n(s)]QE/( ) o — 5||4drIE/( : lowl|* + (|7, )* dr) )
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By the Cauchy inequality,

t 2 t s
</ E||A—B\|2ds> §C’/[S—n(s)]2E/ oy — &[4 drds
0 0 n(s)
t S
(74 < [E[ ol + o) drds
0 n(s)

1
< C’l/n4E/ los — 5| ds.
0

Finally, (68) follows from (73), (74) and
n’E[[M" (o), M"(0)]; — [M"P(5), M"(3)]:|

t
=n’E / A® Ac’l(0) — B® BcP(a)ds
0

t
< an/O 1AIPllo = aliloll + Iz ) + A = BIAI + 1B ds

t 2/3
gn%*( / EuAn?’ds) 7
0

t 1/2 t 1/3
+n2C</ E|]A—B|]2ds) (/ E(||A| +HBH)3ds) .
0 0

Inequalities (69), (70) and (71) can be proved in the same way as above. [

LEMMA 7.6. Let N (c) and M™% (o) be the (i,j) entries of N™ (o)
and M" (o), respectively. Let W2 be the ath component of the Brownian
motion W in R%. Under the assumption of (49), for all 1 <4i,5,k,l,p,q<d
and 1 <a<m, and t € [0,1], we have

(75)  n2[N"PU (o), Nk (g)], 5 1

J
. t o o
(76) n2[anzJ(0_),ankl(0)]ti}%/ (Cgkc;l—l—cglc;k)cqus,
0
J

77 n2[MTP (), MM (o)), 2 1 [ dkeilera gs,
( ) 6 s “s s
. t
78 n[N"(5) W, L5 1 [ cigrk g
(78) [ 3 | clot
0
(79) n[M"™i(a), W), -5 0.

PROOF. Let T), = inf{t: [} |lcs||>ds > p}. Since (49) implies that P(T}, <
1) =0, it is enough to prove the lemma for the processes stopped at 1),
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which is equivalent to assuming that fol l|cs||? ds is bounded by a constant p,
or fol los||® ds < p. Since o € L5([0,1]), for any € > 0, there exists a matrix
function G5 € C%([0,1]) such that fol los —&]|%ds < e, and fol 155]® ds < p.
If we denote the right-hand side of (75) as h(c), and denote it as h(5) when
¢s is replaced by 6567, then |h(o) — h(5)| < fol los — &5]|% ds. We have the
same results for the right-hand sides of (76), (77), (78) and (79). Therefore,
by Lemma 7.5, it suffices to prove the lemma for o5 € C%([0,1]).

Now we define 65 = 0,,(5), where n(s) = [ns]/n. Since fol los — as]|%ds <
k/n for some constant k, by Lemma 7.5 again, we need only to show that

t
(N ), N )], s § [kt it 4 i) ds,
0

and the corresponding convergences in (76), (77), (78) and (79) where o is
replaced by &. By the monotone class theorem and Lemmas 7.3 and 7.4,

(a) n?[N""V (o )N"q“( )i

n2 5’“ 5_]] kk’ ll’cé) ( )Ws(n)z’Ws(n)j’Ws(n)k’Ws(n)l’ ds
t

i 0

]/klll
o1 [ ek 1 b 4 ey ds,
70
() rEN G AP,
k

n? /t 5?/5’” ik 0” cpq(ﬁ)W§")i,W§")j,/ W(")k/dWTl,, ds
0 n(s)

to .
Lot [+ cleyanas,
(c) n*[M"™ (5 )M"qkl( )i

Z /—225_3] _kk' - ll Cpq( )

Zl‘]/k/l/

x / W gy / WOR g ds
n(s) n(s)

t
[N ik gl _pq
—>g/ocsc;c§ ds,

. t ..y 1Y . .y
(d) n[N"p”(ﬁ),Wk]t — Zn/ Gl Gl 5§kW8(n)z Ws(n)] ds

%/ ”ka ds,

(e) n[M"™(5), Wk, :Z / 5 511" 5Pk / W awi’ds 5 0.
n(s)
5’

We finish the proof. [
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LEMMA 7.7. Let X', X? be two continuous local martingales with their

quadratic variation process CY) = [ X', X7], = 3¢ ds, and X = Xi— X;L(s)

Let A; and A; be two adapted continuous processes of finite variation, with
Ay = [fasds and Ay = [} asds. If fol(as)2 ds, fol((_zs)2 ds and fol llcs||* ds are
bounded by a constant o, where c¢; = (¢’ )axa, then

(80) n/tX;(”)Xz(”) dAs 2, %/0 ca,ds,
(81) / X1 A gx2 Ey g,
(82) n /0 X1 A g4, Lo,
(83) n /0 t / ( )X}W dx2da, 2o,
(84) n / t / ( A axtax? L,
(85) n / t ( A gxtad, 2o,

Proor. The Burkholder inequality and the Cauchy inequality are used
frequently throughout the proof, and the constant x changes from line to line.

Let Y = [2,. X! dX2, Gp(a) = n i Magds, z¢ = [ v ds.

For (83), we need to show that G}(a) L. By (64), we have

1 1 S 2
IE/ (XMytgs < KE/ </ ctt dr) ds
0 0 n(s)

1
< m/n2E/ ()% ds < ka/n?.
0

Then by Cauchy’s inequality, (64) and (86),

1 1 prs
E/ (VM2 ds < HE/ / (X222 dr ds
0 0 Jn(s)

1/2
</£( // (X1 drdsE// drds)
n(s)
1/2
S/-i/n<E/ (Xsl(”))4dsE/ (632)4d8)
0 0

< Vra/n?.
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Since YS(") is a martingale with mean zero E(ZiZj) =0 for i # j. Again by
the Cauchy inequality, (Z%)% < f’z/"l /n( "2 ds/n. By (87),

E(G <nzZIEZZ <n/IE Y ds < ka/n.

2
It follows that G}'(1) z, 0, which implies that G} (a) L%0 for a step func-
tion a. In the general case there is a step function b such that E fol (as —

bs)?ds — 0. Since G7(b;) L% 0 and

1
B( sup |G2(0) - G )] ) <nB( [ V(e bl ds)
0<t<1 0
1 ) 1 1/2
SN(E/ (Ys(n)) dSE/ (as_b8)2ds)
0 0

< m/a(E /Ol(as — b8)2ds>1/2,

G} (a) 50 for any function a. So we have (83). Equation (80) follows from
(83), (63) and the following integration by parts formula:

X1 x2(n) /8 XL gx2 4 /S X2 ax) 4+ C% - Cp.
n(s)

n(s)
Now let 7y, = sup;<;<, f(ii/_"l)/n(ar)2 dr Since v, <« and 7, — 0, then

E[y,] — 0 and E[,]? — 0. By the Cauchy inequality, n(Ag"))2 <7, By (86),
we have the following:

1
a) E/ (X2 ds < \/ka/n,
0
t 2
(b) E(n / X1 A dAs)
0
1 1
§E/ n(Xsl("))2dsIE/ n(AM)2 ()2 ds < av/maE[yn),
0 0
2
XA A ax?)
t
< kB ( [ n0m AP ds )
01 1/2 1 1/2
é/@(E / n2(X;<">)4ds> <IE / n2(Ag">)4(c§2)2ds>
0 0

< KoV Eyz.
Thus, (81) and (82) follow.
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Next, we will prove (84) and (85). Let H}' = [ A dX}. Since

n

s

2 s 2
E(nHM* < kn'E (/ (Al))2 el dr) < kn’E (’yn/ ctt dr) ,
n(s) n(s)

by (64), we have

1 1 s 2
E/ (nHM*ds < kn’E [’y,%/ (/ ctt dr) ds]
0 0 n(s)

1
< kB |7 [ ()2 dr] < raBD.
0

Then

t s 2 1 1
E(n / / AMgx! de) < kE / (nH™?c? ds < ra (E / (an)4ds)
0 Jn 0 0

1/2

(s)

t s N2 1 1 1/2
E(n / / AMax! dAs) <akE / (nH™)?ds ga(E / (nH§)4ds> ,
0 Jn(s) 0 0

from which we get (84) and (85), since E[y2] —0. O
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