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Abstract

The present work introduces and investigates an explicit time discretization scheme, called
the projected Euler method, to numerically approximate random periodic solutions of semi-
linear SDEs under non-globally Lipschitz conditions. The existence of the random periodic
solution is demonstrated as the limit of the pull-back of the discretized SDE. Without rely-
ing on a priori high-order moment bounds of the numerical approximations, the mean square
convergence rate is proved to be order 0.5 for SDEs with multiplicative noise and order 1 for
SDEs with additive noise. Numerical examples are also provided to validate our theoretical
findings.
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1 Introduction

Periodic occurrences abound throughout nature. Since the pioneering works of Poincaré [14],
periodicity has consistently remained a focal point in the examination of dynamical systems. It
has garnered significant interest in various fields including thermodynamics [15], porous media [1J,
quantum time crystals [I2], Thomas-Fermi plasma [16], and numerous other domains. Nonetheless,
many real-world issues are prone to random fluctuations induced by uncertainty and unknown
variables. Hence, the exploration of random periodicity emerges as a fundamentally crucial area
of study.
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As the stochastic counterpart to periodic solutions, the definition of random periodic solutions
for a C'-cocycle was initially proposed by Zhao and Feng [19], while Feng, Zhao, and Zhou [9)
subsequently expanded upon this concept for semiflows. Their work has catalyzed further advance-
ments in the exploration of various issues within autonomous and non-autonomous stochastic dif-
ferential equations. This includes investigations into the existence of random solutions generated
by non-autonomous SPDEs with additive noise [7], the anticipation of random solutions of SDEs
with multiplicative linear noise [6], periodic measures and ergodicity [8], among others.

Given W : R xQ — R? a standard two-sided Wiener process on the probability space (€2, F,P),
where the filtration is defined as F! := o{W, =W, : s <v <u <t} and F' = FL _ =\/ ., FL.
We consider the following semi-linear SDEs with multiplicative noise: -

Xto =, (1.1)

{deo = (AX[ + f(t, X[°))dt + g(t, X[°)dW,, ¢ € (to,T],
to

where A € R%? ig a negative-definite matrix, f : RxR? — R, g : R x R? — R¥*™ are continuous
functions. We use Xttf to emphasise a process X evaluated at t; which starts from ¢y,. The random
initial value ¢ is assumed to be F-measurable. Note that by the variation of constant formula,

the solution of (ILT)) can be written as

X00(¢) = Aol 4 /

to

t t

A=) f(5 X1 ds + / eAU=5) g (5. X) V. (1.2)
to

In general, the explicit computation of random periodic solutions is often unattainable, neces-
sitating the utilization of numerical approximations, which play a pivotal role in this domain. The
initial study by Feng et al. [5] employed classical numerical methods, such as the Euler-Maruyama
method and a modified Milstein method, to approximate random periodic solutions for a dissi-
pative system with global Lipschitz conditions. Wei and Chen [I7] subsequently extended the
applicability of the Euler-Maruyama method to the stochastic theta method, demonstrating con-
vergence to the exact solution at an order of 1/4. Moradi et al. [11] further explored this topic
by simulating random periodic solutions using #-Maruyama and #-Milstein methods with weaker
conditions on the drift term.

Wu [18] delved into the study of the existence and uniqueness of random periodic solutions
for an additive SDE with a one-sided Lipschitz condition and provided an analysis indicating an
order-half convergence of its numerical approximation using the backward Euler method. Later,
Guo, Wang, and Wu [10] lifted the convergence order from half to one under a relaxed condition
compared to [I§]. Recently, Chen et al. [4] turned to stochastic theta methods and showed that
the mean square convergence order is 0.5 for SDEs with multiplicative noise and 1 for SDEs with
additive noise under non-globally Lipschitz conditions.

Different from works mentioned above, in this article we consider explicit time-stepping schemes
for the numerical approximation to random periodic solution of semi-linear SDEs under non-
globally Lipschitz conditions. The conditions are weaker compared to literature [I0L[I8]. This
applies the projected technique, previously used in [2,3] for SDEs in finite time interval, to derive
convergence results for random periodic solutions in infinite time intervals. The projected Euler
method involves the standard Euler method combined with a projection onto a ball that expands
in radius with a negative power of the step size. This approach helps prevent the nonlinear drift
and diffusion from causing excessively large values, even in infinite time horizon.



The main focus of this paper is to analyze the strong convergence rate of the projected Euler
method applied to the random periodic solution of semi-linear SDEs under non-global conditions.
Without relying on a priori high-order moment bounds of the numerical approximations, we de-
termine that the mean square convergence order is 0.5 for SDEs with multiplicative noise and 1
for SDEs with additive noise.

The paper is structured as follows: Section 2] outlines the standard notation and assumptions
utilized in our proofs, and establishes the existence and uniqueness of the random periodic solution.
In Section [3, we detail the well-posedness and the existence of a unique random periodic solution
using the projected Euler method. Section Ml is dedicated to the error analysis concerning random
periodic solutions derived from the projected Euler method. Finally, Section [ presents several
numerical experiments aimed at illustrating the theoretical findings.

2 Random Periodic Solutions of SDEs

Recalling the definition of the random periodic solution for stochastic semi-flows given in [19].
Let X be a separable Banach space. Denote by (2, F, P, (6;)ser) a metric dynamical system and
0, : Q — Qis assumed to be a measurably invertible for all s € R. Denote A := {(¢,s) € R? s < t}.
Consider a stochastic periodic semi-flow u : AxQx X — X of period 7, which satisfies the following
standard condition

u(t,r,w) = u(t,s,w)ou(s,r,w), (2.1)

and the periodic property
u(t+ 7,8+ 1,w) =u(t,s,bw), (2.2)

forall r < s <t,r s €R, forae we.

Definition 2.1. A random periodic solution of period T > 0 of a semi-flow u : A x Q@ x X — X
1s an F-measurable map Y : R x Q — X such that

Wt 47,8 Y () w) = Y(E+7w) = Y(t,0,0). (23)
for any (t,s) € A, w € Q.

Throughout this paper the following notation is frequently used. For simplicity, we denote
[d] :={1,...,d} and the letter C' is used to denote a generic positive constant independent of time
step size and may vary for each appearance. Let |- |, || - || and (-,-) be the absolute value of a
scalar, the Euclidean norm and the inner product of vectors in R, respectively. By AT we denote
the transpose of vector or matrix. Given a matrix A, we use ||A|| := y/trace(ATA) to denote
the trace norm of A. On a probability space (€2, F,P), we use E to denote the mean expectation
and LP(;R?), d € N, to denote the family of Ré-valued variables with the norm defined by
€1l zrams) = (EllIE]1)7 < oc.

We present the following assumptions required to establish our main results.

Assumption 2.2. Suppose the following conditions are satisfied.
(1) A is self-adjoint and negative definite and there exists a non-decreasing sequence (\;)icg C
R of positive real numbers and an orthonormal basis (€;)icia, such that Ae; = Ne;, i € [d].

Moreover, one also obtains
(z, Ax) < =\ ||z|]?, Vo € R% (2.4)
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(i) The drift coefficient functions f and diffusion coefficient functions g are continuous and
periodic in time with period T > 0, 1.e.,

ft+12)=f(t,x), glt+7,2)=9g(t ), reRteR. (2.5)

(iii) For some p; € (1,00), there exists a constant oy < \; such that for and z,y € R? and
te|0,7)

(@~ . £(1,3) — £(69)) + 2 g(t,2) — g1, 9)” < oulle — ] (26)

(iv) There exists some positive constant v € [1, p12+1>, for C1,C > 0 such that

1t 2) = FE IV gt ) — gt Il < L@+ [z + lylDlle —yll,  Va,ye Rd(, |
2.7

1f(t,2) = f(s,2) [V gt 2) = g(s.0)| < CA+[|2]")[t = 5|,  VeeREstelo,r). (28)
(v) For any p > 1, there exists a constant C* > 0 depending on p such that E[||§||2f”} < C*.

The spatial regularity in ([2.7) of Assumption immediately implies, there exists an Cy > 0,

If (8, 2)l < Co(1 + [l7), YV eR?, (2.9)
lg(t.2)ll < CA+lzl|"), Vo eR™ (2.10)

It can be verified that Assumption leads to the following estimates.

Lemma 2.3. Let Assumption 23 be fulfilled, for any py € [1,p1), there exist a small positive
constant € such that

2p — 1
(2. f(t,2)) + =5 lg(t, 2)|* < aalz|* + o, (2.11)
0|1 2p1—1)2 —
where ag = ay + € < A\j, ¢ = ||f(t2€)|| - (ii —ll9(t; 0)[|? + 2221 g(¢, 0)[%.

The proof of Lemma can be found in Appendix A.
The following assumption ensures the existence and uniqueness of a random periodic solution
of (I.I]) under non-globally Lipschitz conditions.

Assumption 2.4. Assume that there exists a unique random periodic solution X; () € L?(Q) with
the form

t t
X = [ s s [N Igs X0 (2.12)

—00 — 00

such that X* is a limit of the pull-back X;*" (&) of (L) when k — oo, ie,

lim E[|| X, (&) — X}

k—o0

2] ~0. (2.13)

Before moving on, we introduce a useful lemma for later use.



Lemma 2.5. Let u,v,m be real-valued continuous functions defined on [a,b], m(t) > 0 fort €
la,b]. If u satisfies the following inequality
t
+/ m(s)u(s) ds, (2.14)

/m s) exp /m dr : (2.15)

If in addition, the function v is constant, then from

then

t
B <o+t / m(s)u(s) ds, (2.16)
it follows that

u(t) < wvexp (/atm(r) dr). (2.17)

We first analyze the boundedness of the uniform moment of its solution under above assump-
tions.

Lemma 2.6. Let Assumption[Z3 be hold, consider the solution X;*™ of SDE (). If the initial

value X:,f: = ¢, then for any p € [1,p1), there exists a positive constant C' depends on p such
that

sup E[HX "”Hzp} <(C < o0. (2.18)

t>—

Proof of Lemma[Z.d. Applying the Ito formula to the following quantity for some constant ¢; > 0,
t
62)\1p(t+k7) (61 + HXt—k:q—H2)p :(61 + ||£||2)p + 2)\1p/ 62)\1p(s+k:7-) (61 + HXS—]<:7—H2)P ds
—kT
t
+ 2p/ 62)\1p(s+k7) (61 + HXs_kTH2)p_1<Xs_kT7 AXs—k:T> ds

+2p/ 2)\1ps+kT 6 _'_HX kTH p— 1<X kT f(S X k:T >d5

[\

i p/ 2)\1p s+kT E + HX k:TH p— 1<X k:T (S,Xs_lm—) dW5>
kT

+p/ 2A1p(5+k7 e +HX er p— 1H (S’Xs—kT)HQdS
kT

kT)Tg(S’ Xs—kr) H2 ds.
(2.19)

S

ranp—1) [ e A O
—kT



Combining the last two terms on the right-hand-side gives
P e X < )+ 2 [ e e X
+2p / tk NP (e || X)) TR AXE) ds
= ; D) (¢ 4 | XA |P)P T X f s, X)) di
+2p / ; NPT (¢ || X TR THXTRT, g(s, XTFT) W)

t

+p(2p N 1)/ 62>\1p(s+k7)(€1 + HXs_kTH2)p_ng(Sa Xs—k'r)H2 ds.

—kT
(2.20)
For every integers n > 1, define the stopping time
T, o= inf {s € [~k 00) : || X747 = n} (2.21)

Taking expectations on both sides of (2:20)), using (2.4 and (2.I1]) of Assumption 2.2 and letting
€1 — 07 yield

E[ 221 p(tATH+kT) HXt/\r H2p}

< E[I&]1*] + 2pE

(.

/

tATh
/ 62)\1p(8+k27') HXS—k‘TH2P—2 <)\1 HXS—k‘T||2 _'_ <X8_k7—7 AXS_kT>) d8]
—kT
<0

(2.22)
T ap(stk —kr||2P—2 —k —k 2p—1 —kry||2
+ 2pE / et T)HXS TH <<Xs T f (s, X T>> + X T>H )ds
—kT
tATh
E[Hé—“2p] —|—2pE / 62)\1p(s+k7 |: HX kq—Hzp_'_COHX kTHQP 2] ]
—kT
Using the Young inequality
a2 <P Low %bﬁ, (2.23)
for some positive constant €3 < A\; — ap, it can see that
X777 = (= ag — e) [ X777 x g
< (M — a2 — ) x B[ X+ L0 — an —e2) 7 (2:24)
S ()\1 — (Vg — EQ)HXS_kTH2p + %()\1 — (g — 62)1_p08.



Then one achieves that

E[eronin)| X2 ] < Ele]] + B

tATH
/ 2()\1 o 62)p62)\1p(s+kr) HXS—kTHZP dS]

—kT

tATh
+ E / 262>\1p(8+k7)()\1 — Qg — 62)1_1708 ds
r (2.25)
< E[¢]7] + el ek
tATh 9
+E / 2p(A\ — 62)6%”’(8%7)“)(;“” Pds|.
—kT
By the Gronwall inequality (2.15]), we have that
E |:62)\1p(t/\7'n+k:7) HXt—k:q— H2p]
A —ag—e2)l7PcP -
< E[”f”Qp] + (M1 2)\11)2) 0 2\ p(t+kT)
tATh
A1—az—ez)t PP s+kT ¢ —e2)dr
+E / 2000 = ) (el e etern) ol ds] (2.26)
2()\1 €2 p(t+k'r [”5”217] ()\1—042)\—62)171708 62)\1p(t+k7')
1P
4 Qa- 52)(>\1>\166¥2; €2)'"Pc 2>\1p(t+kf)(1 — (2‘2621’('“r7f7))7
resulting in by letting n — oo
E|IX771%] < Bfle)%] + Gl (g 4 e .
2 (A1 —az—ez)!7Pch )
E[j|¢]) + Qi)
The proof is completed. O

We state the following result on the Holder continuity of the exact solution of (I.1]) with respect
to the norm in LP(Q;R?).

Lemma 2.7. Let Assumption[2.2 be hold. Then there exists a positive constant C' which depends
on y,d, A, f,g only, such that

HXt:kT _ Xt;kTHLP(Q;Rd) < C<1 + ilelg tfﬂ; | X7 erm QR4 >|t2 — 1

(2.28)

1
+ C’(l + ilégtiu% HX kTHLm(Q R >|t2 —t]2

for allt;,to > —kT and p € [2, 2%), where X" denotes the exact solution to the SDE (LI)).



Proof of Lemma [2.7. Without loss of generality we set ¢; < t5 and get

t2

t2
/ (AXIT + f(r, XM7) dr + / g(r, X777 dw,

t1 t1

X5 — X5

HLP(Q;Rd) - ' LP(Q;RA)

< ' / (AX 4 f i X)) dr

t1

(2.29)
Lr(Q;R4)

to
[* e 5

t1

i

Ly (Q;R4)

For the first term, it follows from the Holder inequality and (2.9]), one can obtain

t2
H/ AXTF 4 fr, X7 dr
t1

L (QR4)

to to
S /t HAXT’_kTHLP(Q;Rd) d’l“ + [ H.f(ra Xr_kT) HLP(Q;Rd) d’l“ (230)

<C<1+ilé§t§up X7 e ) 12 =

where we make use of Lemma to get the last line. Applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality to the last term of (2.29) and (2.10) to show

12 to 2
hr ey |2
| [ atrx <0 [ atr X )
t LP(Q;RY) ¢ (2.31)
C(1+su sup || X,7F7 )t — 2.
k€§t> p H HLm(QRd [ta — ]
This completes proof. O

3 Numerical Approximation of Random Periodic Solution

This section is devoted to the introduction of the projected Euler method for approximating
the solution of (LI on an infinite horizon. To do this, consider an equidistant partition 7" :=
jh,j € Z, such that h € (0,1). In addition, for z € R?, we define the following function

O(z) :=x A (h > i) (3.1)

]

where z A y := min{z, y}, 7 is determined in Assumption .
Next we propose our explicit numerical method to approximate the exact solution of the SDEs

(L) starting at —kT,
KT o = O (KT 0) + ARR(XET ) + f (b, @(XE7, ) ) o)
+ g (h (XL 50) ) AW,
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for all j € N, where AW_n == W_priiy1yn — Weprsjn, and the initial value X:,'j: = .
Because of the periodicity of f and g, we have that f( — kT + jh, X__,]j;rjh) = f(jh, X__,’j;rjh),
9( — kT +jh, X:l];r+jh) = g(jh, X—_Ilg———l—jh)‘

Before proceeding further, we collect some preliminary estimates, which have been established
in [I3] Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 3.1. Let Assumption[Z.42 be hold, then for any x € R?, the following estimates
1 _1
[@(z)[| <A™, [|f(t, ()] < Lih72, (3.3)

hold true, where Ly := 2Cs, and Cy is from 23). Moreover, for any x,y € RY, the following
estimates hold true

[o(2) - @)l < llz -yl (3.4)
£t () = f(t, 2W))]| < Lah™ = ||z — y]], (3.5)

where Ly := 3C1, and Cy is from @21). Especially, for y =0, we have for x € R?
[@(@)]| < [[=]|- (3.6)

The next lemma shows there is a uniform bound for the second moment of the numerical
solution under necessary assumptions.

Lemma 3.2. Let Assumption[2.3 be hold. Then there exists a positive constant C' such that

. )
k%?&E[}}X—£T+(j+1)h“ } < CE [1 + ||§||2}, (3.7)

here { X7 oon s given b .
where ¢ X770 G . is given by (B3.2))
Proof of Lemma[32. From the explicit numerical scheme ([B.2)), we have

H ~:II§77'—+(j+l)hH2

(X7 50) + AR ) + A (0 @(X7E7,00 ) + o (i (X)) AW g
aa(X7 )| w (e 0) |

o @z ) ) AW |+ 20 (K ). AR(K )

F2h(@(XTT ). (3 (XS 0) ) ) + 20 (AKX ). f (3, (X500 ))

+ 2( 0K, ) + AR(XTET, ) + b (i (X ) g (3 @ (XTE ) ) AW ke ).
(3.8)

2

~ 2
= etz + 2




Taking expectations on both sides and noticing E[AW_i 1| F_gr+jn] = 0, one can deduce

S5 ool = £l ot 2 0 30
+hE[Hg(jh,®(X_,’§Zﬂh )H ] +2hE[<<I>( ) A@(X_,’j:+]h)>]
+ 2E[(@(X7 ), (0 0 (X5 0)) )]
+2APE[(AD(XY) f (i (X))
(3.9)

Using the Young inequality yields

22 (A (X 50 f (2K ) ) < 0 a4 0

kT-i-]h

F(amez )|
3.

Combing (3.10) into (3.9) and making use of Assumption (2I0) and Lemma [B1] give

B[ X547, ol <qu> X)) m +2h2E[HA(I> (X5 0) H2+2h2Hf<jh,<I>(X kr

)|
+2hE[< (X n)s A‘I’(X—ffﬂhm

2B (X700 1 (70 (X)) ) + 5o (0 2 (Rt ]
< [1= 200 — @) B[ @(XE7, ) 7] + 2330773 + 213k + 2c0h
<[1-2(\ — an)h]E [||X ol } +2A2R3F + 2L2h + 2c0h.
(3.11)

Noting that v € [1, pl;l), 2)\3h2_% < 2A\2h. Combining with Assumption 22 with A\; > ay for

some positive C' := C(Ag, L1, ¢), such that

E[HX—S; (G+1) hH ] [1=2(A —az)h [HX k7+th ] +Ch

< [1— 20\ — o) P[] X M+Z1—2A1—a2 h'Ch

= [1= 200 — an) WYV ¢ 2| + LAzt oy
< CE[1+Ji¢]?].

(3.12)

Then the assertion follows. O

The following lemma indicates that any two numerical solutions starting from different initial
conditions can be arbitrarily close after sufficiently many iterations.
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Lemma 3.3. Let Assumption [Z2 be hold and recall Ly defined in Lemma[3d. Let X_F “hrjn and

Y k’fﬂh be two solutions of the projected Fuler scheme ([B.2) with initial values €& and 1. Assume

Assumption (2.2 for both initial values , such that
B[R, oan = Y gnll’] < e ). (3.13)

ET+(j+1)h —k74+(j+1) hH

where h is the timestep satisfying
p1+1
. ()\1 — Oél) 12 1
h 0 1 . 3.14
6(’mln{()\d—}—Lg)lerl’)\l—al’ ( )

Proof of Lemma[3.3. Subtracting ([B.2]) yields
XM Geon = Yoo = ®X T 0) — @V ) + AR(P(X ST, ) — @Y, )
+n(f (X7, ) = £ (ih @00 ) (3.15)

+ (9 <]h7 (I)(X ]];T.;_Jh)) - g<]ha (I) Y k]:-T+yh ))AW—kT+jh~

Shortly, we denote

G = X:/f:ﬂh Y_klfﬂh» (3.16)
A(i)j - (I)(X lf:—i-]h) (I)(Y kkTT—i-]h) (3.17)
Afy = (i X)) = £ (0 250 ), (3.18)
Ag; = g(jh (X7 50) ) — 9 (h @V, ). (3.19)
With ([B.16) to (319), it is not hard to show that
(i1 = AD; + ARAD; + hAf; + AGAW oy . (3.20)

Taking the expectation of the second moment on both sides gives
E[|ICa]?] = E[|Ad; + ARAD; + hAF; + AGAW i oin]
=E[A%[]] + [ AAS,[7] + E[| S]] + RE[I1AG]] (3.21)
+2hE[(AD;, AAD))| + 2hE[(AD;, Af))] + 2R E[(AAD;, Af))].
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality ||(a,b)|| < ||a||||b]| leads to
2E[(AAD;, Af)] < 20%E|[|AAd,| - |Af]| (3.22)

Regarding the terms ||Af;||, we use Lemma B (335) to estimate, and recalling Assumption
and Lemma B3], one can obtain that

B[] < EIAS 7] + 2h{E[(A,, AMD,)] + E[(Ad;, AF)] + 247E|Ag |1}
+ AZRPE[||A®; %] + 20 Lok 5 E[[|AG;|2] + L3A T E[|| Ady | (3.23)
< (1-200 = a)R)E[IAGI + (X + 20aLoh s + L307 ) RE[ AG ).
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According to v € [1, b 12+ 1), one can get

A2R + 2\ Loh > + L2h5 < (Ag + Lo)?hoiot, (3.24)
Here we select an appropriate h such that

(g + Lo)2hot < Ay — an, (3.25)

. ()\1 — Oél)pl;l 1
h 1, ]. 2
€ <O’mm{(>\d+L2)P1+1’Al—al’ (3.26)

Combining (3.24)) and (B.25)) into ([3.23]), we can have

which leads to

E[IG4l?] < (1= (= a)h)E[IAG)], (3:27)

As a result,
E[IGal] < (1= O — an)h)E[JG1I] < e MmenGHrR e — )2, (3.28)
Thus we complete the proof. O

Under the framework of Theorem 3.4 in [5], we can derive the existence and uniqueness of
random periodic solution to the projected Euler method (B.2).

p1+1

Theorem 3.4. Let Assumption[2.3 be hold. For h € (O,min { M) 21 1}) , the pro-

(Ag+Lo)P1Hls Aj—ay)

jected Euler method B3) admits a random period solution X* € L*(Q) such that

lim B[ X7, (6) - X*

ot kT+jh

=0 (3.29)

4 Mean square convergence order of Projected Euler Method

We consider the difference between the exact solution and the numerical solution and give a
comprehensive error analysis with convergence rate.
The exact solution at time —k7 + (7 4 1)h is as follows

. . —kT+(j+1)h .
X g = QX500 + /—k-r—i-jh AD(X ") ds
—kr+(+1)h —kr+(+1)h
+/ f(s,©(X*7)) ds +/ g(s, ®(X7*7)) AW (4.1)
—kT+jh —kT+jh
= O(XT{T, ) + ARR(X ST ) + A (1, ®(X T 0))

+ g(jhv (I)(X:]I:;,_jh))AW—kT-i—jh + R krt(G+1)hs

12



where,

kT+(i+1)h . .
Reretyin = | A(B(C) = B(XLT, ) ds
—kt+jh

—kT+(j+1)h
+/ F(s, (X)) = f(jh, @(XZT, ) ds (4.2)

—kr+jh

—kT+(j+1)h
+/ g(s, ®(XM)) — g(jh, ©(XZT, ) AW,

—kt+jh

4.1 Convergence rates for SDEs with multiplicative noise

The following lemma provides uniform bounded estimates for the second moment of R_j,4(j4+1)n
and its conditional expectation E[R_g,+(j+1)n|F—krtjn)-

Lemma 4.1. Let Assumption[2.2 be hold. Then for k,j € N, there exists some positive constant
C, independent of k,j and h, such that

3
IR —krtGronllz2rey < Ch, [E[R—krs G+ 0nl Forrsgnl || 2 gy < Ch2. (4.3)

Proof of Lemma[{-1. Recalling the definition of R_j(j11), given by (@2) and using an triangle
inequality yield

kt+(j+1)h

IR —krt(+1nll 22 (me H /k . A(q’(Xs_k ) — é(X—llzTTﬂh)) ds
T+

L2(Q;R4)

kt+(j+1)h
H/ (5. (X)) = (iR ®(XTT, ) ds

kt+jh L2(Q;R9) (44)

kET+(j+1)h
H / (5, 2(X;*7)) — g(jh, ®(X=F7. ) AW,

k+jh L2(;RY)
= Il + IQ + ]3.
For the term [, if follows the Holder inequality, (8.4]) and ([228) to give
kr+(j+1) . .
I < / |A(P(XTHT) — (X ) )HLz(Q;Rd) ds
—kr+jh
—k7+(j+1)h i .
S / HA(XS " X—k:—i—yh)HLQ(Q;Rd) ds (4.5)
kT—I-]h
kT
<cns 1 +sup sup [|X7 "
Applying the Holder inequality yields
—kT+(j+1)h i .
I, < /k ) £ (s, X)) = £ (5, @(XZET i) | ipery 951 (4.6)
—kr+j

13



for any s € [—k7 + jh, —k7 + (j + 1)h], it follows from 271), 28) and ([B4) that

£ (s, @(X7F7)) = £ (iR, @(X T, 0) |
< [ f (s, @(XT*T)) = f (s, (X)) |
+ |1 (5, (XK, 500) = F (iR RXTET ) |
<1+ e ) + e [0 = e(Xfr,)|
-%C(1+H®4¥$Lle)B—- —kr + jh)|
<O+ X Xl X = Xl
+0(1+ | X2l )ls = (=r + )l
Taking the expectation on both sides and using the Holder inequality
107 ull p2gmay < v ll7 o b (umd) X [l 22 (@i,
for --+ -~ =1 with exponents p; := 25 L and p, : T‘l yield that
£ (s, 2(X777) = £ (5P, <I><X_Zf:+]h )N 22
< CH(l A Xl X = Xl

L2(Q4R)

+ || (1 Xl s = (k7 + )|

L2(4R)
< C(1+sup sup |31 g ) 1K = X2k

2p1(v—=1) (Q:R4 —kT+j hH 2p2 (Q:R4
KN t>—kr L (&R JRILA2 (BRE)

—I—C<1+sup sup HX kr
keN t>—kr

[ gy ) I = (= + ).
Moreover, through (2.28) with p = 2py we have that

1X% = X2l < C(1 +sup sup X, T I e R ]
S T

+C<1+sup sup ||X,*7 17 e 29Rd>\s—(—k7+jh)\%a

keN t>—kr

(4.7)

(4.9)

Note that 2p;(y — 1) = 4y — 2. Altogether, it follows that for s € [—kT + jh, —k7 + (j + 1)h]

Hf(s, O( X_kT)) - f(.jh'v (I)(X—Ilj:-i-]h )HL?(Q;Rd)

kTy|2v—
< on(tgup o I )

kT||2v—1
O (Lo IV )

Above all,
I < Ch2(1+sup sup [|X;7)7 )

LAv—2 QRd
keN t>—kr )

14
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For the term I3, in view of the [t0 isomery, we get

kT+(j+1)h . . . ) i

Is = / g (s, 2(X*7)) = g (iR ®(XTT ) 2 gume 45 | - (4.12)
—kt+jh

Similarly, one also obtains

I3 < C’h(l +sup sup || X, kT||2LZ; 2 QRd)) (4.13)
keN t>—kr

Putting all the above estimates together we derive from ([4.4]) that

IR krtGrnynllL2irey < Ch<1 +sup sup |[X; kTHiZ; 2(Q; Rd)> (4.14)
keN t>—kt

kr+jh
inequality for conditional expectation to get

Note that E[f bt (L) g(s, ®(X7*7)) — g(jh, ©(XZFT, ) AW,

kr+jh} = 0. Using the Jensen

|E[R kst (1) F—trin] HL2(Q;Rd)

ET+(j+1)h
< HE[ / A(RXTT) = (X7 0)) ds‘f_hﬂ-h}
—kT+jh

L2(Q;R4)

kT+(j+1)
+ HE{/ f(sv (I)(Xs_kT» - f(jhu (I)(X ]]::4-]}1 ds‘f—k7+jh:|

kt+(j+1)h i
3 (@(X47) — B(x7J7,,)) ds
kr+jh L2(Q;R4)
kt+(j+1)h A 3
H | (5, (X)) - fm et ) ds|
kT+jh L2(Q;R4)
Recalling (43]) and (411]), it immediately follows that
B[R -k (10 | F—er+n] HLQ(Q Ry S Ch? (1 +sup sup || X200 2(0; ]Rd)) (4.16)

keN t>—kr
U

We are now ready to give the main result of this section that reveals the convergence of the
projected Euler scheme to the SDE ([LI)) in the long run.

Theorem 4.2. Let Assumptions[Z2 be hold and recall Ly defined in Lemma[3. If X~} frtjn and

X_,’j;rjh are the exact and the numerical solutions given by (LI)) and [B2)), respectively. For an
arbitrary pair (61,92) s.t. 01 € (0,\; — 1) and dy > 0, then there exists a positive constant C,
independent of k,j and h, such that

Sup E[HX ::—l—(]-l—l X—l]j:+(]+1 hHﬂ < Ch, (4.17)

k,jeN
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where the timestep h satisfies
p1+1
. ()\1 — Oél) 12 1
h 13 ].

Proof of Theorem[{.3. Recalling [B.2)) and (1) yields

—kT v —kT
X—k'r-l-(j—i-l)h B X—k'r-i-(j-i-l)h
= Q(X:I]j;—jh) - CI)(X:]f:Hh) + Ah(é(X__ijh) - Q(X:I]j;—jh))

+ h[f(jh, ®(XTHT ) — f(ih, ¢(X:l]§:+jh)):|

+ [g(Gh (X)) = 9 (R KT 10)) | AW i+ R riin

For brevity, we denote

L —kT —kT
C—kr+jh = X—kr—i—jh - X—mﬂ'm
T o —kT v —kT
AQT, i = QX7 ) — (X 0),

A@’imﬂ.h = f(jh, ®(X__,§T7+jh)) - f(jh, (I)(X:l]j:+jh))>
AT, = g (X)) — (iR, ®(XTET, ),

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

we emphasize that AP, . . Aq)f,wﬂ.h, and Aq)‘i,wﬂ.h are F_jr4jp-measurable. Using (A20),

(EI9) can be rewritten as

E—km+(j+1)h = A(I):Ekrﬂ'h+h(AAq)ikr+jh+Aq)Jikr+jh) _'_A(I)gkr—l—jhAW—kT-l'jh+R—k7’+(j+1)h‘ (4.21)

This leads to

’|€—k7+(j+1)h||2 = ||A(I)ik'r+jh||2 + thAA(I)ikT-i-jh + A(I)]:lwﬂ'th
AR AW riinl? + R —trs 11

+2R(ADT i ADNDT Ly + AR 4 2(ADT AR AW )
+ 2<A(I)ikr+jh7 72—I~cr+(j+l)h> + 2h<AA(I)£kT+jh + A(I)Jik'r-i-jh? A(I)g—errjhAW—kTHh)
+ 2h{AADT iy + A(I)Jikr-i-jh? Rkrt(+1n) + 2<A(I)g—kr+jhAW—kT+jh7 Rkt (i+1)h)-

Taking expectations on both sides gives

Eflle-r+ g+l

(4.22)

= E[| AP, l*] + R AART, i + AR 7]+ RE[ASY i l1P] + B[Rkt g4ajnll’]

+ 2E[(ADE i, h(AADE, sy + Aq){kr—',-jh»] + 2E[(ADPY s Rkirt(j+1)n)]

+ 2E[(M(AADT o+ AP ) R rn)] + 2E[(ARY AW i, Ry )]

16
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Due to A®?, ., is F_jryjp-measurable, applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality 2ab < o ha® +
(s%hbz with 0 < §; < A\ — o for arbitrary positive h, we deduce

[<Aq’fkr+]ha R—kr+(+1n)] = 2E[E<Aq)ikr+jh7 R+ 10 | F=kr-+n]]
= 2E[<A®fkr+g‘ha E[R—k7+(j+1)h|f—k7+jh]>] (4.24)
< SRE[JADT M1+ SHEIER ks 4 0n| Forrsinl 1]

Regarding the seventh term of ([A.23)), for a positive ds, using the Young inequality leads to

2E[<h(AA(I)x kT+jh + A(I)f kT—i—]h) R—kT‘i‘ j+1)h>]

) (4.25)
< SRE(AAD® .,y + ADL 1P+ EEIR s ol

Similarly, one also obtains

2E[(ARY, p AW krsjn, Repragrm)] < (2p1 — RE[JARL, o l1°] + 5 5B Rk ]

(4.26)
Substituting ([£24)), ({20 and ([Z26) into (£23)) and using (24), [2.IT)) yield
Ellle—krt(+nll®]
(1 + 61 ) [HACI)QC kT—i—]hH ] (1 + 62)h2 [HAA(I)I kT+jh + A(I)—k7+yh|| ]
+ 2hE[<A(I>m kt+jh> AA(I)E —k7t+jh + A(I) k)’T-‘rjh,)] + (2p1 - 1)hE[||A(I)g kT—i—]hH ] <4 27)

+(1+ 5 + 5Bl R ki) 2]+ 57 ENER ket 1)l Fpr gl [I°]
< [1— (20 = 200 = S)RE[ADT . ulIP] + (1+ &) RPE[AADT -y + ABL 1]
+ (14 5 + ) Bl Rkt G vnl*] + 57 ENER -kt ([ F ] [17]-

Note that, applying Assumption 2.2l and Lemma 31l and using the same technique in ([3:24)) to get

h2||AA(I)w kT+jh + A(I)J:kr—l—]h”2
1
< NBRZ AT P+ 20Lah T AT, 2+ L3R AT 2 (4.28)
< (O Lo )| ARL, 12

Here we select an appropriate h leads to
p1t+1
. ()\1 — Oél) 12 1
h 1 4.2

()\d + L2)2hﬁ <A — aq, 1-— ()\1 — ] — 51)]1 > 0. (430)

to ensure

Above all,

Ellletrsall®] < {1= (1 = a1 = )b JEle kranll®) + (1 + & + 555 BIR il

+ 57 EEN Rkt +1)nl Fprrsnl I7]-
(4.31)
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Denote ¢ := A\j—a;3—d1, and recall that E[||R_gr+j+1]|?] < Ch* and E[||E[R—grt(j+1)n| Forrrinl||?] <
Ch? from Lemma A1l we have that

Ellle—kr+G+1nll’] < (1 = ch)E[|le—griinll*] + Ch?

< (1= chY'Efle—i- 7] + D (1 = ch)'Ch? (4.32)

=0

— (1 — ch) P 'E[||le_g ||?] + == op2,
By observing e_j, = X :,’;T — X:,f: = 0, one can deduce
Ellle—kr+(nnll*] < Ch, (4.33)

then the assertion follows. O

4.2 Convergence rates for SDEs with additive noise

In the present subsection, If SDEs (1)) driven by additive noise, taking the form of

{de“ = (AX[ + f(t,, X)) dt + g(£) AW, t € (to, T), 30

Xt — €.

to
Now we revisit a necessary assumption in [10].

Assumption 4.3. Suppose the diffusion coefficient functions g : R — R are continuous and
periodic in time with period T > 0, i.e., g(t + 1) = g(t) for all t € R. Besides, there ezists a
constant ¢, > 0 such that sup,e(o .y [|9(t)[| < ¢, and

lg(t1) = g(t)l] < ¢olta =ta], V1,22 € [0,7). (4.35)

Moreover, assume the drift coefficient functions f : R x R — R? are continuously differentiable,
and there exists a constant v € [1, %) and ¢y < A\ such that

crlle —yl?, Yo,y e RY, (4.36)
A+l + w2z —ylllzll, Vz,y,zeRte(0,7), (4.37)

(x —y, f( ) f)
155 2) = 5t 9)=]

where % denotes the partial derivative of f with respect to the state variable x.

<
<C

Based on the above assumption, we can improve the estimates in Lemma [£.1] by the following
lemma given in [10, Theorem 4.6]. The proof of the following lemma is thus omitted.

Lemma 4.4. Let Assumptions[2.2 and[{.3 be hold. Then for k,j € N, there exists some positive
constant C', independent of k, 7 and h, such that

3
IR —krtronllz@ms < Ch2, B[R il Forrssnlll 2 @may < Ch2 (4.38)
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Theorem 4.5. Let Assumptions 22 and [J.3 be hold. If X~} frtin and X ll:jr—-i-jh are the exact and
the numerical solutions given by (L34) and [B.2), respectively. For an arbitrary pair (p1, pa) S.t.
w1 € (0, A\ —cy) and py > 0, then there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of k,j and h, such
that

sup [HX kT X kT

- —kT+jh k’T-‘rth ] S Ch27 (439)
k,jeEN

where the timestep h satisfies

p1+1
ey 1
h 1 . 4.4
€ | 0, min Mt L) N — o — (4.40)
f

Proof of Theorem[].5 Repeating (£I9) used in Theorem {.2] the term A®Y, . ., disappears, one
can get

—krr(rnn = APy + h(AADT ) + Acbjikq——i-jh) + Rkt (G+1)h- (4.41)

We emphasize that A®?, ., ., and AP +jn are F_pr4jp,- measurable. Taking the expectation of
the second moment on both sides gives

Ellle—kr++nll’]

= E[| A%, lIP] + WE[AADT .y + AL 1)+ Bl R -prt raaynl|]
+ 2B[(ADY i, R(AADT iy + A(I)—kr+]h)>] + 2B[(ADY s Rkrt(j+1)n)]
+ 2E[(h(AADT i + A(I)—kr-i-jh)’ R —kr4(+1)n)]-

Recall that A®*, ., is F_j4jp-measurable and note that 2ab < jpyha® + ﬁbz for arbitrary
h >0, u € (0,\; —¢f), we obtain
2E[(APL 4 ins Rekrtrin)] = 2E[E(APL, o Rkt G+ 1)n) [ F—kr ]
= 2E[(ADL, i, E[R—kr+(j+1 0| F—kr+jnl)] (4.43)
< NlhE[HAq)xk—rﬂhH ]+ E[|E[R- kT+(j+1) h|]:—k'r+Jh]|| J.

(4.42)

#1h
For a positive us, applying the Young inequality yields

2E[(A(AADT iy, + AP ) R ke gn)]

- ) (4.44)
< poh [||AAq)xkr+]h+Aq> wranll ]+ IE[||R—lw+(j+1)h|| J.
Due to (4.28), applying Assumptions 2.2 [£.3] and Lemma BIL one can get
Elle—srsennl] < {1= (3 =y =g ) B ElleosrisnlP + (L + DENR srsgennl] )
+ R EE(IR - krs G nll Fotrijn) IIP]-
Denoting ¢ := Ay — ¢; — 11, and taking lemma [.4] result in
Ellle—krs4nnll’] < (1 — ER)E[[le—krinl*] + O, (4.46)
Now using a similar argument as the proof of Theorem we can deduce that
Ellle-rrsg+unl’] < CR, (4.47)
which completes the proof. O
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Corollary 4.6. Let Assumption[2.2 be hold, let X| be the random periodic solution of SDE (L)
and X; be the random periodic solution of the projected Euler numerical approximation. Then
there exists a constant C' independent of t and h, such that

sup E([||X; — X;||)Y? < Chz, (4.48)

teTh

If in addition Assumption[{.3 be hold, then there exists C' > 0, independent of t and h, such that

sup E([| X7 — X7[*])"/* < Ch. (4.49)

teTh

Proof of Corollary[{.6. Due to

E[llXx; - X% < fin sup [E[I1X; — X117 + E[IX = X772+ ENX = XE)17]), (4:50)

thus the conclusion can be obtained by Theorem 24 Theorem B4, Theorem and Theorem
4.0 O

5 Numerical experiments

Some numerical experiments will be performed to illustrate the previous theoretical results in
this section. To accomplish this, we consider two examples of SDEs with multiplicative noise and
additive noise.

5.1 Example 1

In the first example, we test the performance of the projected FEuler method (3.2)) with multi-
plicative noise as follows:

dxto = ( —omXl0 4 X0 (XY Cos(7rt)> dt + (1 F (X2 4 cos(mf)) AW, (5.1)

It’s easy to verify that (5.]) satisfies Assumptions 22l Building upon this, Theorem B4l states its
projected Euler simulation also displays a random periodic path. To further validate this claim,
we conduct numerical experiment where we observe two processes starting from t; = —10 and
T = 0, with the stepsize of 0.01 and initial values of 0.8 and —0.5. Figure [l illustrates that two
paths converge quickly, demonstrating that the random periodic solution of the projected Euler
methods is independent of the initial values.
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-0.5

Random periodic solutions

Time

Figure 1: Two paths generated by projected Euler methods from differential initial conditions

Next, we verify the periodicity by examining and dynamics under the same realisation w :
X7 %w,0.3) over —10 < t < 6 and X;'°(A_ow,0.3) over —10 < t < 8, where 0.3 is the initial
condition of both processes. Due to Theorem B4 it is expected that X;°(w,0.3) ~ X;(w)
and X (0_yw,0.3) ~ X;(f_,w) after a sufficiently long time, and we may then observe that
X 0w, 0.3) = X7 1%0_5w,0.3) due to the fact X} ,(w) = X;(6_sw) in Definition 211 Figure
demonstrates both process resemble each other with a stable time gap 2, that is, X} ,(w) =
X7 (0_ow) over 4 <t < 8.

o

Trajectory value
. e
Lo

o

S

®
&

&
r
©
IS
o b
=
~
=3

Figure 2: Simulations of the process X; '%(w,0.3),2 <t < 6 and X;1%(f_5w,0.3),4 <t < 8

Theorem suggests that the random periodic solution converges to the solution of (B.1]) with
order 0.5 in the mean square sense. To achieve this, a fine stepsize heeer = 271 x 20 is chosen
to obtain a reference solution on the time interval [—10,10]. The reference solution is obtained
via the same numerical method with a fine stepsize hegeer = 271° x 20. We plot mean-square
approximation errors e, against five different stepsizes h = 27¢ x 20, i = 8,9,...,12 on a log-log
scale.

Figure [ clearly demonstrates that the mean-square error is at a slope greater than 0.5, but
less than 1. Suppose that the approximation error e, obeys a power law relation e, = Ch” for

C,k > 0, so that loge, = logC' + klogh. Then we do a least squares power law fit for x and get

21



the value 0.8544 for the rate x with residual of 0.1112, which is beyond the theoretical order of
convergence in Theorem

Error

// —#— Projected Euler Method
Line with slope 0.5
Line with slope 1

Stepsize

Figure 3: The mean-square error plot of the projected Euler method (B2) for simulating the
solution of (B.1)).

5.2 Example 2

In the second example, we test the performance of the projected Euler method (B:2]) with
additive noise as follows:

Axpr = (=7 X = (X[)* + sin(2rt) ) dt + AW, (5.2)

One can check that the associated period is 1 and Assumption and are fulfilled. We
conduct a similar experiment to verify the periodicity, as described in Section Bl The patterns
of X;5(w,0.5) over 10 < t < 13 and X;?(6_,w, 0.5) over 11 < t < 14 show identical results under
the same realisation w in Figure [l

Trajectory value

. . . . . ! !
10 10.5 11 1.5 12 12,5 13 13.5 14
Time

Figure 4: Simulations of the processes X;°(w,0.5),10 <t < 13 and X;°(f_1w,0.5),11 < t < 14.

The performance of the projected Euler method is also evaluated in terms of mean-square error
for simulating SDE (5.2]) over [—5, 15]. The comparison between the error line and the reference
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line in the figure [flindicates a close match in slopes, supporting an order-one convergence. A least
squares fit yields a rate of 1.0751 with a residual of 0.0195 for (5.2). Therefore, the numerical
result is in agreement with a strong order of convergence equal to one, as previously indicated in
Theorem (.5l

Error
=
o

—#— Projected Euler Method
Line with slope 1

102 107
Stepsize

Figure 5: The mean-square error plot of the projected Euler method ([B.2]) for simulating the
solution of (5.2).
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A  Proof of Lemma 2.3

Proof of Lemmal2.3. Setting y = 0 in (2.6), according to ([2.I1), we can have,

(z, f(t, ) + 2p1 Lt ) — g6 02 < ol + (o, £(2,0)),

then,

(o, £t 0) + L g(r, )]

ga1||xr|2+<x,f<t,o>>,+2p12‘1<2g<t,x>,g<t,o>> ot 0)]

Using 2ab < ea® + %,
II?

(z, f(£,0)) < &ja||? + LA

similarly,

2pp — 1 2p1—1  2(p1—0p 2p1 — 1 2pp — 1
L gt ), g(t, 0)) < AL 2P TRy e BT 2T g

2 2 2p — 1 2 2(p1 — p2)
- PR
Hence,
(o, £t 2)) + 2 g(t, )]
< (o +e>||x||2 # MO, B = Doy o+ 2L g, 007
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