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Abstract

We study the rate of convergence w.r.t. a Wasserstein type distance for random walk
approximation of mean field BSDEs. This article continuous [BGGL21], where the rate
of convergence of a Donsker-type theorem for standard BSDEs is studied.
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1 Introduction

In this article we fix 0 < t, < T" and assume a stochastic basis (2, F, P, (Fs)sep, 1), satisfying
the usual conditions, carrying a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion B = (Bs)et, 1]
starting identically at zero, such that F;, and B are independent and Fs = Fy, Vo (B, — By, :
r € [to,s]), and assume F = Fp. We are concerned with the discretization of solutions to
mean field BSDEs of the form

T
vie—g (B )+ [ 1 (nBievie 2o v, 120 ar

S

T
—/ Z dB,, to<t<s<T, (11)
S
for
(to,€) € [0, T[xL**(Q, Fi,,P) under Assumption 2.2.
So, the process B;{ﬂ? =x+ B, — B, t <r < T is a Brownian motion starting at time ¢ in

xz € R. The notation [n] will stand for the law of the random variable 7. As generators we
consider maps

[ QX [to, T[XR x R x Pa(R) x P2(R) — R.

The set P2(R) is the set of probability measures with a finite second-order moment, endowed
with the Wasserstein distance i.e.

1/2
Wl imint ([ o= a'Pan(oa)
™ Rd xR

for (u, 1') € P2(R) x P2(R), the infimum being taken over the probability distributions 7 on
R x R whose marginals on R are respectively pu and y'. Notice that if X and X’ are random
variables of order 2 with values in R and defined on the same probability space, then by
definition we have

1/2

Wa(x], X)) < [ElX - X' (1:2)

Moreover, (Ytot, Zto£) solves (1.1) with (¢, ) replaced by (t,,&). The assumptions on g and
f will be specified below.



Mean field BSDEs (also called McKean-Vlasov BSDEs) have been introduced in [BDLP07]
and [BLPO07] in a more particular framework: in [BDLPO07], the authors study the mean field
problem in a Markovian setting and prove the existence and the uniqueness of the solution
when the terminal condition is of type n = E[g(x, XT)]| where X is a driving adapted

A=A where Ay = (X, Ys, Zs).
In [BLPO07], the authors extend the result of existence and uniqueness to a more general
framework and link the mean field BSDE to non local partial differential equation.

Mean field forward BSDEs (mean field FBSDEs in the following) arise naturally in the prob-
abilistic analysis of mean field games or mean field control problems. Mean field games are
introduced by [LLO6a] and [LLO6b] to model games with interactions between many similar
players. In this theory, each player’s dynamics and cost take into account the empirical dis-
tribution of all agents. For example, in [AD19], the authors model pedestrian crowd by using
a mean field game approach and solve the problem with a mean field FBSDE. Optimal con-
trol problems of mean field type can be interpreted as large population limits of cooperative
games, where the players collaborate to optimize a joint objective [Lacl7]. For example, in
[AC21], the authors solve an optimal portfolio with mean field risk minimization problem. It
is therefore a relevant challenge to solve such equations numerically.

=X
stochastic process, and the generator is defined by E [ fs, A, As)]

Numerical methods for mean field FBSDEs are of natural interest already for some time
(see [Alalb], [CT15], [CCD19]). Usually, forward McKean-Vlasov SDEs are solved by using
particle algorithms (see for example [AKHO02], [TV03], [Bos15]) in which the McKean-Vlasov
term is approximated by the empirical measure of a large number of interacting particles with
independent noise. Adapting such algorithms to the backward problem is not obvious as the
high dimension of the involved Brownian motion (given by the number of particles) induces,
a priori, a high dimension backward problem with negative consequences for the numerical
implementation. The above mentioned papers on numerical methods for mean field FBSDEs
do not use particle systems. In [CT15], the authors present a cubature method for decoupled
mean field FBSDE. In [CCD19], the authors consider the case of strongly coupled mean field
FBSDE. They propose a scheme whose principle is to implement recursively Picard iterations
on small time intervals. The scheme is based on a variation of the method of continuation.
In [GMW22], the authors propose several algorithms to solve mean field FBSDEs based on
neural networks to estimate the solution or its gradient through minimization problems. We
also refer to [CCSJ21], [FZ20] and [HHL23] for other papers based on deep learning methods.
In [ABGL22] the authors solve non Markovian mean field BSDEs by using Wiener chaos
expansion and particle system approximation. In [ZM23], the authors propose first order and
Crank-Nicholson numerical schemes to solve certain kinds of mean field BSDEs. They provide
LP error estimates for the proposed schemes.

In this work we propose to approximate the solution (Y% Z%%) to (1.1) using a scaled random
walk. Forn € N:={1,2,3,...} we set h := % and we consider for ¢, := kh, k =0,1,...,n, the
scaled random walk

k
Br :=vVh > Cm,
m=1

where ((x)r>1 is an i.i.d. sequence of Rademacher random variables. One of the first studies
on the approximation of standard BSDEs (i.e. f may depend on Y and Z, but not on their
laws) by a random walk scheme is due to Briand, Delyon and Mémin in [BDMO1]. They



proposed an approximation based on Donsker’s theorem. They showed that the solution
(Y, Z) to a standard BSDE can be approximated by the solution (Y, Z") to the BSDE

vr =GB+ [ f(BL,Y™,ZY)d(BM, +/ ZrdBr, 0<t<T.
18,7 1t, 7]

where
B := By fort €[0,T], where t:=max{t;|k€{0,..,n} andt> 1}

and the quadratic variation of (Bt")te[O’T] is deterministic and it holds

(B")s=h_0((0,s]).

k=1

They proved, in full generality (meaning that G(B) is only required to be a square integrable
random variable) that (Y, Z™) converges weakly to (Y, Z). However, the question of the
rate of convergence was left open. For general path-dependent terminal conditions G(B) this
question is open, the Markovian case G(B) = g(Br) has been studied in [BGGL21]: Assuming
Assumption 2.3 without the singularity (T'—tV ¢’ )_% it was shown in [BGGL21, Theorem
12] that

Wy (Y02, Y07) < ez (1 + |2))° n=oN3, (1.3)

1 e .
Wy (Z5%, ZP57) < e1.a (Sl ;'i”'i n~*"2 (1.4)

for any p € [1,00[ and constants c(; 3, ¢(1.4) > 0 depending at most on (T, a, f,g,p). This
result exploits the PDE structure behind the Markovian case and a result of Emmanuel
Rio [Ri09] which directly implies that there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that W,(B},G) <
Cp n /2 for n > 1 and p > 1, when G is a standard Gaussian random variable. The rate in
(1.3) and (1.4) improve [GLL20a] and [GLL20b], where the Lo distance was studied which
resulted in an order of n=1/* for smooth coefficients.

In this paper we aim at extending the result obtained in [BGGL21] to the case of mean field
BSDE:s of type (1.1). Our random walk approximation of (1.1) can be written for t > ¢, as

YRET = g(BEt) 4 | S N, B 2 (0 (22 (),
57

—/ Zrrapr, s e[t T). (1.5)
Js.T]

where we put, forc e Rand 0 <t <s<T,

B .= x + BY — BY".

(We use r A t,—1 for f because it is defined on [t,, T[XR x R X R x P2(R) x Po(R) — R
only.) We aim to estimate the error between (Y%, Z%%) and (Y™, Z™*) under a suitable
distance. We refer to Theorem 1.1 for a precise statement. To study this error we introduce

fu(r,,y,2) == f(r Auor, 2,9, 2, [V0L (2005 ) (1.6)



and freezing the distributions [Y{**] and [Z;”Af .} we consider the BSDEs driven by a Brow-
nian motion (for s € [t,T])

T T
vt =g (B +/ fo (1 BEZ Y5, 285 ) dr —/ 2" dB,, (1.7)
S S
and by a random walk (for s € [t,T7)

vl =g+ [

o o, BT, Y2 20507 d(B™), — / Z{"" dBy. (1.8)

1s,T]
Then we split our problem into three steps by introducing (Yf S,ZtaC ) and ( fn?, Z]Z:L tsac)
into the study of the error:

error((yt,w’zt,w), (Yn,t,mvzn,t,z)) < error((yt,;r Zt,;r) (Yt,:v Zt,x))
+error((YF, 20, (Y4, Zi4)) (1.9)
—{—error((YfZ’Lm,an’t’x) (Ynta: Zn,t,:c))

Besides that we are in the mean field setting and have to handle the approximation of the
mean field terms in parallel to the classical terms, there is another problem with the above
splitting: Although we can interpret (1.7) and (1.8) as the classical setting without mean field
terms, in order to estimate the corresponding error((Y Zt x) (Yt;: b Z}i b ")) we cannot use
the estimate (1.4) because the singularity in time (1f squared) is not integrable. We will
therefore prove a new version of [BGGL21, Theorem 12] (especially a new version of (1.4))

in Lemma 7.6 where the convergence rate and the singularity are connected.

Now we formulate the main result, the convergence rate for the distributions on the path
space in Wasserstein sense. Let I'(B, B™) denote the set of all the processes (B, B") with B
continuous and B" being cadlag that have the same finite dimensional distributions as B and
B™, respectively.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that Assumption 2.2 holds. Then for any p > 2 and 8 > % there s
a constant ¢ = c(T, e, , B, |gle, | flivis |f|5;x,Lf,c§%), f0,€) > 0 such that for all n > ny,

T ) EN 3
inf{(E sup |Vor — Yy P + B < / | 257 — Zpte| ds> ) }
s€t,T) t

< [log(n + 1)|*+7

€ )
na/\ 5

1

< ep2/ (L Jal)?

where the processes (Y%, Z4%) and (Y™4%, ZM0%) solve (1.1) and (1.5) with driving processes
B and B", respectively, and the infimum is taken over all (B,B") € T'(B, B™).

The proof and a local version (Theorem 8.1) of Theorem 1.1 will be given in Section 8.



The article is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the notation and assumptions. In
Section 3 we recall facts about function spaces describing an exponential tail behaviour. Sec-
tion 4 states results on the random walk approximation of the Brownian motion. Regularity
properties of u and Vu (where u represents the solution of the PDE associated to the standard
BSDE) are proven in Section 5. After recalling the discrete scheme in Section 6, we establish
in Section 7 the convergence rates of the three error terms introduced in (1.9). Section 8
contains the proof of Theorem 1.1, but also the more general version Theorem 8.1 which can
be applied to any coupling (B, B") of the Brownian motion with the random walk.

2 Notation and assumptions

If £ is a metric space and 1 < p < oo, then P,(E) will denote the space of probability
measures on (£, B(E)) with finite pth moment.

Definition 2.1. For p > 1 and p, 1/ € Pp(R) we introduce the p-Wasserstein distance
Wy (1, 1) by setting

p
Wtasl) = __int ([ o= alanan)”

YET (p,1t")

where I'(u1, 1/') is the set of all probability measures on P,(R?) with marginals p and /.

Assumption 2.2. There exist 0 < e <1 and 0 < a <1 such that it holds:
(i) The function g : R — R is e-Hélder continuous: for all (z,2") € R? one has

. N < _ /5, h P M
92) =9 (@) <lole [z =2/, where gl = sup S

(ii) The function f : [to, T[xRXRXRxPa(R) xP2(R) — R is locally a-Hélder continuous in
time, e-Hélder continuous in space and Lipschitz continuous with respect to (y, z, p, v):
for all (t,x,y,z,pu,v) and (¢, 2",y 2", 1/, V") in [te, T[XR X R x R X Pa(R) x Pa(R) one
has

|f(tz,y,z,pv) — f (2,2 1 V)|

< mloc ﬂ_,_m ) ‘x_x/‘s
= a;st (T—t\/t/)% [3¢4
+Lf<|y_y,’+|Z_Z/‘+W2(M7/'L,)+W2(V>Z/))‘ (21)

(iii) One has [, |f(t,0,0,0,8,d)[2dt < co.

Under Assumption 2.2 there exists a unique solution (Y€, Zt€) to

T T
}/;toaf =g (B;:Ng) +/ f (,,4’ B£07§’ }/;‘tng Z'f‘mf’ [}/}to,f]j [Z£07§]> dr — / Zﬁovf dBT7

S S

to<s<T, (2.2)

see [Li18, Theorem A.1]. In Section 5.1 we consider generators with frozen measure compo-
nents, that is, generators of the type f : [t,, T[XR x R x R — R. For clarity, we rephrase
Assumption 2.2 for these generators:



Assumption 2.3. There exist 0 < e <1 and 0 < a < 1 such that Assumption 2.2(i) holds
and the generator f : [t,, T[XR x R x R — R satisfies

It — /|3

f(t,x,y,2) —f(t', 2"y, )| < [f|"e; ———
‘ | ang;t (T—t\/t/)

+ \f|€;x|a:—x"€+Lf<‘y—y" + ‘z—z’})

N|=

(2.3)
for all (t,z,y,2),(t', 2",y ,2") € [to, T[XR x R x R.
Remark 2.4. Although global Hoélder continuity in time for the generator was assumed in

[BGGL21], the results can still be proved under local Hélder continuity given in (2.3). We
will discuss the necessary changes in Section 7.2.

We collect the notation we use in the sequel:

T >0: terminal time

e € (0,1] :  Holder continuity in the space variable z
1
g e{0}U (2, oo) : exponent for logarithmic weight

[!g(w) - g(y)l]

|gle := sup
} TH#yY |£ZZ - y|€
’floc — sup ‘f(tvxayazmu’ay)_f(t,7$7yazaual/)’(T_tvtl)%
it (2R TENTRY [t — 1]
|f’ L sup [f(t,$,y,z“u,u)—f(t,x’,y,z,u,y)|]
exr
i J}?él'/,t,y,Z,/A,V ’:I: - $,‘E

Ly and L¢: Lipschitz constants for the generators f and f
2
c§«0> := || £(-,0,0,0, 00, 00) | 2(jz,,17)
o = 1F(-,0,0,0)| L1 (e, 17)

fo == £(0,0,0,0, 60, o)
no = nO(Ta Lfato)

C

-

Remark 2.5. We will use n > ng(7, Ly,t,) in the sequel. In particular, this ensures ng >
TLy, so that we have a unique solution to (1.5) and (1.8) (see [BDMO1]). Our assumption on
no also guarantees the requirements for Lemma 7.5 (that generalizes [BGGL21, Lemma 14])
and that ¢,_1 > t,.

3 The function spaces M,

We assume an increasing bijection 1 : [1,00) — [1,00) and define for a random variable
f:Q — R the quantity

1
(1 + log(1/t))

flao :==inf e > 0: P(|f| > A < el 7P for A > ¢ for (t) :=
7}



As particular functions we consider

v = ! r 00
Yy(z) :=27 and @, (t):= T T 1osD) for e l,00).

We will use the following two statements:

Lemma 3.1 ([Gei97, Lemma 5.2]). If there is an a > 1 such that

. . W(aN)
f 1
ey Tl
then one has
| fil
SUD U1 +logd)| =GB D SUP L 3.1
1§i£N Yp=1(1 4 log ) o (3.1) 1§£fo |29 (3.1)
©
for all random wvariables fi,...,fn : @ — R on some probability space (2, F,P), where

ci3.1) = ca.y(p) > 0.

Lemma 3.2 ([GG24, Section 18.3]). For v € [1,00) there is a constant c(3.9) = c(3.2)(7) > 1
such that

1 If]| e
< sup < ¢y, . 3.2
C(32) |f|Mg7 pelloo) \7[ 3 2)|f’M§;7 ( )

We will use the Hoeffding inequality [Hoe63] (see also [GG24, Section 7.12.4]) that says in
the language of this section that

Gt tn
NG

where (Cx)r>1 is an i.i.d. sequence of Rademacher random variables.

sup
neN

< o0, (3.3)

0
Mg,

4 Random walk approximation of the Brownian motion

One direction of the following result is based on a result of J. Komlés, P. Major and G. Tusnady
[KMT75, Theorem 1] which states (for the special case of Rademacher random variables we
consider here) that if (g;)2, are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables, then there is a
sequence of Borel functions f,, : R?” — R, n € N, such that

(Cn)nEN = (fn(glnga ) g2n))nEN

are independent Rademacher variables and it holds for S; := Z?:l ¢j and T} := Z?Zl 9js
that

P ( sup |Sg — Tk| > C41)logn + 1‘) < K(4.1)6_A<4-1)$ for >0 and n>1, (4.1)
1<k<n

where C4.1), K(4.1), A4.1) > 0 are constants. We also need the following relations:

8



Lemma 4.1 ([GG24, Theorem 18.2.11, Example 18.2.14], [Gei97, Lemma 5.2]).

(i) Forp € [1,00) there exists a constant c(4.9), > 0 such that

sup |gxl|| = log(n +1) (4.2)
1<k<n o C(42)p
for alln € N and i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables g1, ..., gn.
(ii) Assume a € (0,00) to be fixred and i.i.d. random variables hy, ..., hy, such that ||hq||re <
¢/q for q € [1,00). Then for p € [1,00) one has
sup Ihnl| < cqus) 5 ¥/logn + ) (43)
1<k<n Ip

’thh 0(4_3) = C(4_3) (Oé) > 0.

The following theorem gives the path-wise convergence rate for the random walk approxima-
tion.

Theorem 4.2. There is a constant c(44) = c4.4)(T) > 0 such that for all p € [1,00) and
n € N it holds that

1
1 /7T 1 . P log(n n 1)
9\ 9, 1 1)< f E B, — BP log(n +1)
2 \/;0(4.2),17 Og(n - ) N (B,Bn)ler}“(B,Bn) ( sup | t t | > < Ca.)P

t€[0,T) n

N

(4.4)

Proof. For the lower bound we observe that

1/p
E sup |B, - B
t€[0,T)]

[ng ~ Bapr

sup
m=1,....,n—1

VIV Z Ck — B<2m+1>T

2m+1

Lp

2m
T 1
>1/=1 sup Ck— Ck— —=
1 /T ™
Z S\ 5= sup 9k
2V 2n k=1,...n—1 Ip

LT 1
2 2nc(42p

Vlog(n +1),
)

where we used that inf,er(|a| V |a — b]) > 1[b| for any b € R, while the last inequality follows
from Lemma 4.1.

Upper bound: We may assume n > 2. We put (', F,P') := (Q,F,P) ® (2, F,P). Then
(', F',P) carries a Brownian motion (Bi).ejo2r]- We choose n € N and put ¢ = k%,
k=0,1,...,2n. This provides us with the 2n i.i.d. Gaussian random variables

(Btk - Btkﬂ)%ll



from which the (i,...,(, can be constructed following [KMT75, Theorem 1]. Then for
(Bf )iejo,r) as defined above with Bf} = Vh an:l (m we have

sup |By — Bl = | max sup |B;—B; |P|VI|B, — B
ielo.7) ' 1<k sty 1) e '

<271 | max  sup (|B;— By, [P +|Bs_, — B ) )V 1Bu = BLF
1<k<n te[tk—1,tk)

<2»7'{ max sup |B;—B; [P+ max |B; — B[P
> k—1 k 123 )
1Sk<nielty o ty) Lsksn

FIrRST TERM: Here we prove that

Hp log(n + 1)
E max sup |Bi— By _, P <cus ') (4.5)
k—1 (4.5)
1§k§n te[tk—lvtk) n
To verify this, we define
hy:= sup |B;— By, ]|
te€fth—1.tx)

The sequence is an i.i.d. sequence of random variables. By definition,

1/p
E max sup |B;— By, ,|P =
< LSk<nvelty, o i) o

h
12%2%| H

Lp

By Doob’s maximal inequality we get for g € [2,00) that

q q T q T q
h < ——||B = ——/—||B < ——/— < [2vVT =
Iinlee < 5Bl = 5y 1B < 5y Teyg < 12T, L

where k > 0 is an absolute constant. In other words,
|v/nhi||ze < [2VTK]/q.
Using (4.3) implies

h
Jmax Vn|hy|

< [e4.32VTr] /p/log(n + 1),

SECOND TERM: By the inequality (4.1), for x > 1 and n > 2, we have for Sy := 2521 ¢; and

_x~k By =By,
Tk = Zj:l vh

Lp

P ( sup |S — Ti| > (Cra1) + 1) log(n + 1)) <P ( sup |Sk — Tg| > 0(4_1)logn+x>

1<k<n 1<k<n

IN

-2
K(4'1)6 41T

This is the same as

1<k<n

P < sup [\/thk - BZJ} > (0(4_1) + 1)z log(n + 1)> < K(4_1)e_>‘(4-1)x'

10



And this implies that

swp |valBy, — Bil||| < euqplogln+1) (4.6)
1<k<n .
with c(4.6) = ¢(4.6)(Ca1)s K(a.1), Aa.1y) > 0. O

5 Regularity properties of v and Vu

In this section we generalize some regularity results obtained in [BGGL21]. If f : [t,, T[xR x
R x R — R is a generator satisfying Assumption 2.3, then we define

u(t, ) ==Y,
We will use that, a.s.,
Y = u(s, BY") and  Z5% = Vu(s, BYY) (5.1)

on [0,T]. For this, we need regularity properties of u(t,z) and Vu(t, ).

5.1 Regularity results for the case with frozen mean field terms

In this section we generalize some regularity results obtained in [BGGL21]. Investigating the
proof of [BGGL21, Lemma 6] about regularity properties of u(¢, ), one can see that the global
Holder continuity of f in time is not used to show regularity properties for u. Therefore, the
lemma holds true under Assumption 2.3 as well.

Lemma 5.1 ([BGGL21, Lemma 6]). Under Assumption 2.3 there exists a constant C(5.2) =
c5.2) (T, e, 1gle, |fleas Le, cgy) > 0 such that for u(t,z) = Y7 and for all (t,z) € [t,, T] x R,

[u(t, z)| < c(5.2) (1 + |z])5, [u(t, ez < ¢(5.2)s [u(-, 7)]ejo < cz2y (L+]2))° (5.2)

B
We introduce for 3 > 4 the function ®4 :]0, co[—]0, oo| given by ®5(r) := (log ( L )) , with

AT

F=e28. If B =0 we let &y := 1. We derive some properties of the function &4 for later use.

Lemma 5.2. Let 3> 1/2 or B =0 and # = e~ 5. Then:

g
(i) ®g is non-increasing and Pg(r) = (log ( L )) > 1 for all r €]0, 00].

AT
(ii) The map ]0,00[> 7+ r®®@g(r?) is non-decreasing for all a > 1.

28
(iii) Wop(r) :=r (log (#)) = r®g(r)? is non-decreasing and concave, and, if § >

bounded by Was(7) = e~27(23)%.

1
27

11



Proof. If p = 0, then all the properties (i)—(iii) are clearly true, so we can focus on the case
B> 3.

B
(i) If B > 1/2, then it follows that (1og (%)) > 1 for all r €]0,e2f], and obviously g is
non-increasing.

(ii) We see that r — r%®3(r?) is non-decreasing for a > 1 since for r < # we have

e =t (s (1)) e () -2,

which is positive for small r. In fact, (a log (%) — 2,8) =0 <= r = e implies that the

. . s _B o
expression on the RHS is positive for all  €]0,e”a[, but # = =25,

(iii) For r < 7 we have

w00 = (1og (1)) (s (1) ~29)

Hence the RHS is non-negative for all r €]0,e~2%], and one easily checks that Uy < 0 for
r €]0,1[. O

Remark 5.3. By the help of ®3 we achieve and will use square integrability in time since
for 5> 1/2 it holds

T 1
/ 7d8 < Q.
0 8|Ps(s%)?

We will show regularity properties of Vu by the help of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. For any continuous function F : [t,, T[xR — R and H(u,s) := % for
0 <u < s <T we have the following: if € >0, ¢;53) >0 and 0 <r <t <s < T, the relation

/ o — 2/ @s(x — ') _ Wap(|z — 2/[*)
|F(Sa $) - F(S7$ )| < C(5.3) (T — 8)7‘1)5(‘T — S|€) = ((5.3) (T — S),Y(I)BGT — S|E)7 (53)
where v >0 and =0 0rﬁ>% and =0 or > %, implies
|E(F(S’ Bg’I)H(Ta S) - F(S, B?m)H(t’ S))’
Ve D5 ([t = [°b2) ®y(]s — tFb) (¢ —1)2P5((t — 7))
< 5.4
SN T (T -7 (s— )y~ 1) (54

In particular,
(i) fory =B =0 we have that [F(s,x) —F(s,2")| < ¢(5.3)|x —'|* which implies for all B> %
t—r[)?

D5(ls — 1))

‘1’26(
1
2

[E(F(s, By™)H (r, 5) — F(s, B H{(t, 5))| < 0(5.3)( .
S J—

(5.5)

12



(ii) for v =3, B> % we have that |F(s,z) — F(s,2')| < ¢(53 |Z;x/‘;§£(l(x‘;ml|fs)) which implies
N -5 g T—s|®
for B =0 that

Ds(]s — t[°b,
E(F(s, BI)H(r, ) — Fls, BE)H(L,9)] < (5.9 22010

(s—t)%

Wop (|t — r[°b.)?
(T — 5)2®5(T — s|¢)
(5.6)

where b, := E|By|* < 1.
Proof. We have

|E[F(s, BY")H (r, 5)]

— |E [(F(s, B} —
< E UF(S7 Bg,x) -

—E [F(s, Bz’z)H(t, s)] ‘
F(s, BX*)) H(r, S)] +E [(F(s, BY®) — F(t,x))(H(r,s) — H(t, s))] ‘
F(s, BS®)| [H(r,s)|] +E [[F(s, By®) = F(t,2)| |H(r,s) — H(t,s)|]

, . (5.7)
For the first term on the RHS we get by applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality that

By — By
E ||[F(s, By™) — F(s, BY" 17‘ ’]
s—r

€(5.3) 2oyt |Bs — By
(T—s)W%((T—s)E)E<‘I’”(‘Bt Rl )
€(5.3) o 2ens L
STy B )

. (5.8)
(s —7)?

Since by Lemma 5.2 the function Wyg is concave, Jensen’s inequality permits to move the
expectation inside, and recalling that b. = E|B;|*

we have
1 1
(EWas(|B; — Bof*)? < Was(EIB, — B,*))% = Voelt — |51t — r[be).

By Lemma 5.2(i) the function ® 5 5 Is non-increasing, implying that

(5.9)
)
since (s — r)%ég((s —r)f) >

E((S T)) 5 > 1. Furthermore,
ii))

> (s — t)2<I>B((3 —t)%) (see Lemma 5.2(ii)), we get from (5.9) that

(EWas(|B: — B,|%))?

t—r)2®5((t —r)°
1 S(I)ﬁ(ﬁ_r‘sba)\/g( )1 ﬁ(( ")
(s —r)2 (s =1)2®5((s —1)°)
t—1)205((t —r)°
< y(lt — vl /he AT g
(s =1)2®5((s — 1)°)
In a similar way we estimate the second term of (5.7), that is,
E [|F(37 B?m) - F(Svl‘)| |H(’l’, 5) - H(t7 S)H
1
€(5.3) eyl (E—7)2
< (EWas(|1Bs — Bel*)%)2 , (5.11)
(T—s)y@a((T—s)) t (5—7)i(s— )b
where we used that E|H (r,s) — H(t,s)|? < (S_Sﬁ (see the proof of [BGGL21, Proposition
10]). From =2 <1 it follows




by which we get thanks to (5.9) and Lemma 5.2(ii) that

NI

(BUs5(1B, — BNt — U (s ooy VoL

(s—t)%(s—r)% (s—1t)z (s—r)%

s —tlE Ve (t—1)2  25((t—1)7)
< Olls =t e
~ (s —afp) LD

The assertion (5.4) follows by inserting (5.10) and (5.12) into (5.8) and (5.11), respectively.
Here we recall that by Lemma 5.2(i) we have ®g > 1 so that

B[t — r[be) + Dp(]s — t°be) < 2B5(|t — r[=be)Ds(|s — tDe). O

The next proposition is a modification of [BGGL21, Lemma 7 and Proposition 10]. More
precisely, it generalizes the inequality of Lemma 7(b)(i) giving the possibility to weaken the
singularity in time by slightly reducing the regularity in space, while in relation to Proposition
10 the Hélder continuity in time is reduced to achieve a weaker singularity in time. The items
(i) and (ii) in the following proposition are proven in [BGGL21, Lemma 7].

Proposition 5.5. Let Assumption 2.3 hold and put F(s,x) = f(s,z,u(s,z), Vu(s,x)).

(i) The function u belongs to CO'([t,, T[xR) and, for all (t,z) € [t,, T[xR, we have,

ZL" = Vu(s, BY")  for a.e. (s,w) € [t, T[xQ, (5.13)
as well as
Br—B r B,— B
Vu(t,z) =E <g<B§fC);tt> +E ( / F(s, Bﬁ’x)ttds) . (5.14)
_ . g —

Consequently, for E, := E[-|F,],

Br — B T B, — B
T

a.s. for ret,T]. (5.15)

(ii) There exists a constant c(516) = ¢(5.16) (T €, 19le; [fle;s L, ) > 0 such that

C(5.16)

|Vu(t,z)| < m

for all (t,x) € [to, T[XR. (5.16)

(iii) There exists a constant C5.17) = 0(5.17)(T,5,B, |9le, |fle., Ly cry) > 0 such that, for all
teto,T[, z,y€R and for all B> 1% or B =0,

as(lw —y*)7
(T = 1)20,5((T — 1)°)

[Vu(t, ) = Vu(t,y)| < ¢s.a7) (5.17)
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(iv) There exists a constant c(s.18) = c(5.18) (1€, B, |9l [flesw, Lf, ¢5y) > 0 such that for 3 > %
or 8 =0 and for all x € R,

Wog (|t — r|be)?

(T —t)50,(T — 1) forall t,<r<t<T, (5.18)
— 2 B —

[Vu(t, x) — Vu(r,z)| < ¢.1s)

where b, :=E|By|*.

Proof. (iii) The representation (5.15) yields to

IVu(r, BE) — Vu(r, BY)| 2 < '

B, ((o85) - 83 T7 =7 )

T
/7"

Let us start with the g difference. Throughout the paper we will repeatedly use that one can

add terms like g(Bﬁ’x)B:?_BT to the calculation since their conditional expectation w.r.t. 7,

—-T
is zero. Note that

L2

ds.
LZ
(5.19)

B, ((F(s,B5%) = Pl 5i) 2220 )

sS—T

= (o) -o) 527

Br—-B
=5, ( (o(B) ~ o(B) — 9(B) 4 9(Bi)) T )
Br-B
<E, | lo(B8) — o) — o) + g(i)) L=
=A
Since g is e-Holder continuous we have the estimates
A <2lglelr —yl* and A < 2[g|c|Br — B[,
and therefore
A < 2|gle min{|z —y[*, |Br — B,[*}.
Setting s := T — r € (0,7 we are interested in the estimate of
B
M o= (minle - i, . )
s
1 _ €
= / By eap + 129 | B,|dP
5 J|Bs|<|z—y| § |Bs|>|z—yl
=T + Ts.

For T; we use that % and Bj; have the same distribution and get

1 1+e 2,0 dz
T = - 2|1 Tes 72 e 12 =2
S MS\I—QI \ 27

Vel
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1 (o \ 2 g fom
ﬁs 7 (L\/g‘) if 224 <

57 E|By|'** if £d >

=yl [ ]2 (e —yl\? Vs \° 1
=7 Wzl ) Yewsm T py) BB eisvs |-

Similarly, we have for T5 that

e
T2 _ ‘.%' y‘ / |Z|S%€_Z2/2 dz
| >

|.’E*y|8 2 —|z—y|?/2s
s 75 BB amyizvs + —e T L s vsy )

Hence there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that

[z —yIf =
M s e Hia—yi<ya) T8 7 Hia—y>va)

<

»

z

where we used that e~ 2 < z7¢ for 2z := % > 1.

B
Since Wg is increasing on (0, 00), we get using ®g(r) = <log ( 1 )> that

TAT

e—1 1 € 1
€8 2 Lijay>y5) = Ce 1 52 P5(5%) Loy > 5} < CET&)M — 4" ®p(|z — yI*).

5s2Pg(s°) s2Pg(s

For the case |z — y| < /s we use that ®5(s°) < ®g(|z — y|**) and get as well

Csﬂl{lz—ykﬁ} < 051;@ —y[*®s(lz — y|2€)'
Vs B 52 Pg(s°)

Consequently,

BT—BT>’<C€ =yl s —yl) _  Was(r—yl)E
T (T -r)20s((T — 1)) (T —1)2@s((T — 1))

£ ((o(85) - a83) T

We continue with the estimate of the second term on the RHS of (5.19). By the conditional
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain

Using (2.1) for f, we have

) [p—
N

< ||F(s,B4") — F(s, BY
s —r 2—H (87 s) (57 S

B, (P8 - Fs, B P2 )

[F(s, BY) — F(s, BYY)| (5.20)
< [flewole — 9l + Lelu(s, BY7) — u(s, BY)| + Li|Vu(s, BY") = Vu(s, BY)|,
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and the Holder continuity of u stated in Lemma 5.1 yields
|F (s, B") — F(s, BbY)| < (|f|ex + o) Le)|r —y|® + L¢|Vu(s, BY™) — Vu(s, BY)|.  (5.21)
By combining the above estimates we conclude from (5.19) that

1
ceag(lz — y[*)2

IVu(r, BE) — Vu(r, BtY)| 12 <
F T = )T - 1))

+2(flee + c5.2) Le) |2 —y[VT =7

L

= s,
Vo1

T
+/ HVu(s,B?w) — Vu(s,B?y)HL2

By Lemma 5.2 we have

NI

1:<T—t>f¢>ﬁ<<T—t>€>:<T—t>%%ﬁ<<T—t>€> . “s.2) (5.22)
(T—1)2s((T = 1)) (T —1)20p((T— 1)) (T —1)28((T —t)7)

|2
1 <592 <I>5(1|x ul™) (5.23)
(T =)205((T = t)?)
since 1 < ®g(|z — y|**). This gives
IVu(r, Bp®) = Vu(r, BpY)|| 2
1
Uas(|e —y|*)2 /T ¢ ¢ Ly
<2Ch + Vu(s, Bg*) — Vu(s, BY)||, . ——=ds
(T —r)2®5((T — 7)) Jr | o Vs—r
for O := ce + 2VT(|f|ee + ¢(5.2) Lf)c(s.22)- Because of
Vu(t, z)] < —— 10 on [to, T[xR, (5.24)

(T — 01—/

we have an integrable bound

N C(5.16
|[Vu(s, Be®) — Vu(s, BgY)|| 2 < 2(T_(t)(1)—a)/2’

so that we may apply Gronwall’s lemma (Lemma 9.2) and get

1
Was |z — yl*)>

IVu(r, ijx) — Vu(r, Bf.’y)H 2 < cpCy ,
- (T = r)2®s((T — 7))

for some c¢o = ¢o(T, L) > 0. Especially, for » = t this implies

1
Wos(|lz — y|*)2

Vu(t,z) — Vu(t,y)| < C i
Vet == - o)

for some C' = C(T\¢, 5, |gle, |f|c., Lf, 5y, fo) > 0.
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Bt%BOtO for t, <to < t; <T, we use (5.14) to write

(iv) Recalling that H(to,t1) =
Vu(r,z) — Vu(t,z) =E {g (BF*)H(r,T)—g (Bélx) H{(t, T)}

+E / U (s BIT)VH (s, 1) — F(s, BU)H(s. 1)ds
+ E/ (F(s,By") — F(s,x))H(r,s)ds.

Let us bound the three terms of the right hand side. By applying Lemma 5.4(i) we get for
B €l3.1]

£ [g (537) 1.7 — g (BF) 10, 7)]| <ol —2

Let us bound the second term. Using (5.21) for s = ¢ combined with Proposition 5.5 (iii),
and (5.23) leads to (CF = |f|5;x + C(5.2)Lf + C(5.17)Lf)

] 262
W@Jﬁ—F@wMSC%<w—yF+ 20(l — )2 )

(T — 5)2®45(T — s|°)
Wog(|z — y[2)?
(T - 5)205(|T — s°)

< C(5.25) (5.25)
where c(5.25) = Cr(c(5.22) + 1). Hence we may apply Lemma 5.4(ii) and get
T
B [ |P(s. BV H(r,5) - Fls. B H (. 5)|ds
t
T Ds(|s — t°b.
/ pls=tFh)
(T =8)20p(T — s[)(s — 1)

1 s—1t Z(I) s — b
<C(5.25)‘I’25(\t—r|5b€)2/ ( ) B(’ °be)

D=

< ¢(5.25) Y2p([t — r[°bc)

1+e

t (T—s)?(s—t)z

< CUas(|t — r[b2)2,

where C' > 0 depends on (T, ¢, 3, |9lc, |f|e:z, Lt, ¢ty o). Indeed, the integral in the last inequal-
ity is bounded: By Lemma 5.2(iii) we have

Uap(ls —11°b)2 _ e=#(28)°
NN

T
1 e 11—

/ i __ds < (T—t)"%B ( c
t (T—s)?(s—t)T 2 2

where B denotes the beta function.

(s —1)3@p(s — t°b:) =

and
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Let us bound the third term. Using (5.25), Holder’s inequality, (5.9) and Lemma 5.2(iii) we
obtain

Bs B
s—r

1

U — 7|7 b)2

s|<c 525)/ 25(ls — rl7be)? —ds
T = 5)30,(T — 5)7)(s — 1)}

Uos(|t —r[7b.)2 t1
< €(5.25) 25(‘1 il )2 / rds
(T —t)203((T = 1)%) Jr (s—1)2

Wop (|t — |7 b)?
= 2¢(5.25) T
(T —1)2®5((T — t)?)

R O

(t - T)%v
where we used Lemma 5.2(ii) for the second inequality. Choosing now 3 = 3, collecting all
terms and recalling (5.22) we have

op(lt —r[be)2
(T — )2 ®5((T — t)°)

|Vu(t,z) — Vu(r,z)| < C
O

5.2 Local Holder continuity of the generator with frozen mean field terms

In this section we show that if the measure components are frozen, then the obtained generator
still satisfies (2.3).

Lemma 5.6. Suppose Assumption 2.2, define
f(t,a,y,2) == f(t 2,y 2 [V, [20°]) (5.26)
and recall (1.6), i.e.
J— tD7£ tov&
fn(tw'rayaz) —f(tAtn,1,$,y,Z, [Y;t ]7[Zt/\tn,1])'

Then d € {f,f,} satisfies (2.3) provided an L?*-continuous version of (Ztto’é)te[to,T[ is taken:
For (t,x,y,2) and (t',2',y,2") in [to, T[XR x R x R one has

t—t/|*"2
(d(t,,9,2) — d(t 2"y, 2)| < cpan (171 + (4 €l ))) — T2y fl e — o
(T—(tv i)
+Lf<‘y—y/‘+]z—z’|) (5.27)
T
/ d(£,0,0,0)|df < c(s.25) (5.28)
to

for some c(5.97) > 0 and c(5 28y > 0 depending at most on (T, e, , |gle, |l |f|€;x,Lf’C§%)’§).

Proof. (a) We show that there is a c(5 29) = ¢(5.20) (T’ €, @, [9le, | flovizs | flesas Lf,cgci),ﬁ) > 0 such
that

[t —#|2

T vnb (5.29)

to,& to,&
HYt — Yy L2

< C(5.29)|t - t/|% and Hmeg - ZZ:/(“5

Lo < €(5.29)

19



provided we choose an appropriate version for the Z-process. Having these inequalities, (5.27)
and (5.28) follow from the properties of the generator f.

(b) To show (5.29) we start with u) = v := §y and consider the iteration

T T
yhHltog — g (Bé:”5> +/f (T Blo€ yktlted ghtltat )dr / ZF el 4B,
S

S
to <s<T,
By [Lil8, Theorem A.1] we get for an appropriate 8 > 0 that

H(thﬁ,k _ thf’ VAZEIL . Zto,S)HB — 0,

T
1Y, 2)lls = \/E/ eP5 (V3 + Z3)ds
to

where

This implies

T T
lim 1£(t,0,0,0, [Y/5F), [zt5F)|dt = / |£(t,0,0,0,[Y,%], [Zl*])|dt < oo
k—o0 tn to
and T’
C(s.30) 1= SUP / |£(#,0,0,0, [Y*5*), [Z{=5)|dt < oc. (5.30)
> t

(c) Now we use Lemma 5.1 for
Yot =k (t, ;%) and  Z'f = Vuk(t, Bt
to get
k 0y k 0y Oy (8]
Y8 =Y toS | e < (luf(n Bi®) — o, B 2
+ [t (1, Bie®) — (¢, B )| 2
< sy (L+ (1€l L2 )71t = 2], (5.31)

where c(5.31) = c(5.31) (T €, |9les | flesws Ly ¢(5.30)) > 0 and similarly by Proposition 5.5(iii) and
(iv) (recall that Wos(r) =r for B = 0)

k,to, k,to,
12 — Z3 1
< || Vuk (¢, BiS) — Vb (', B 2
< || Vuk(t, Bi®) — Vb (', Blo®) | 12 + | VaF (¢, BiS) — Vb (!, Bl )| 2

t—t]2
<eesy 1 (5.32)
G v
where c(532) = ¢(5.32) (T ¢, 9le, | flewws Lyy¢5.30)) > 0. From the convergence |(Ytebk —

Ytof Ztolsk _ Ztod )H% — 0 we conclude that there is a subsequence (k;);°; which converges
in L2(Q, F,P) for a.e. s € [t,, T[. As for this subsequence we have the relations

t =t

k7t07 k7t0?
[ns oo b
(T —tVvit):2

< t—t|z and |zFiet zkv
e t » 4
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with a common constant ¢ > 0 depending at most on (7', ¢, Ly, | ez |gle, ¢(5.30), €), this implies
that (for an L2-continuous version of (Z'* )ielto,r]) the relations (5.29) are satisfied. O

Convention 5.7. In the following we assume that (5.29) is satisfied.

As an immediate consequence we obtain regularity results for u := uf and Vu := Vus related
to f as well as for u := ug, and Vu := Vuy, related to f,:

Proposition 5.8. Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.5 hold for u(t,x) and Vu(t,z) correspond-
ing to f given by (5.26) i.e. for the solution to (1.1) as well as for u(t,z) and Vu(t,x)
corresponding to f,, given by (1.6).

6 The discrete scheme

We provide the scheme giving (Y™to€, Z™t:€), Assume to = % for j € {0,1,...,n—1}. Then
for k = j,...,n — 1 one has

Yn:tozé _ Yn:t0:€ + hf (tk+1 A tn_]-’ Bnytmg’ }/t:::tozé’ Zn,tové [Ynytoy£]7 [Znytové]) _ \/EZnytovg Ck?-‘rlu

tg T Ttk 173 1 7 L tg4a tkt1 tet+1

Y;Zio:& — g(B;,tovg) .

Thus, if Y;:f;’g is given, and f;;c’t"’g = 0(Cjt1s s Gy &)

’tﬂ’ — _1 2 7t07 7t07
Ztiﬂg =h / E |:Y;Z+1 ¢ Cht1 |]:Z;; 5} ’ (6'1)
sto, to, ito, to, ,to, to, to, to,
Ytz £ =K {YZZH ¢ | fg@ 5} + hf (tk+1 A tn—la BtTL 57 Ytz 67 ch+1£’ [YtZH 5]’ [chﬂg]) :
(6.2)
Translating (6.1) and (6.2) to (Yf:’to’g, Z&’to’g) gives
7t07 - 7t07 7t07
Zsl,tqu =h 1/2 E |:Y}:7tkf1 <k+1 |~Ft7:; £i| ) (63)
o, itos itos itos o, itos to, to,
(6.4)
itos itos yto, o, tos
= E Y7o || nt (e, B8 Y, 2005 ). (6.5)

Let the generator f,, be as given in (1.6). We define the finite difference scheme related to the
random walk scheme for t; = kh by

8tth7:L(tk7 .%') + Lthnn(tk’Jrhx) + fn(tk+17x7 UfT:l (tk,.ﬁU), VthZ (tk+1>$)) = 07
k=0,..n—1 (6.6)
Ut (tn, x) = g(x),
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where

Dz = o (e + VA) +ule — VE) — 2u(@))
Vhu(z) == 2\1/E <u(x +Vh) — u(z - \/E)) )
Ofult) := 3 (ult + h) — u(t))

Setting s := min {ty | k € {0,...,n} and s < t;} we will exploit the relations (see [BGGL21])
Vil = Yot = UR(s BYt), s € [LT) and Zg" = 27" = VUL (5, B2 s €47,
(6.7)

In particular,

Zg’t;x = Vth?z (s +h, BP"™) = A} (s, Bi"™)  whenever s # s. (6.8)

7 Convergence rate

In this section we establish necessary results required to deduce the main result, Theorem 1.1.

7.1 Comparing (Y, 7) and (Y;,, Zs,)
We start by comparing the solution to (1.1) to the solution to (1.7).

Proposition 7.1. Under Assumption 2.2 for the solutions to (1.1) and (1.7) one has

s—r|2
| ZE% — Ztok|| 12 < €(7.1) ’|‘|1 Jor to <r<s<T, (7.1)
— sl|2

1
T 2
lu(t, ) — us, (t, )] + <Etm/ |Vu(s, Bs) — Vus, (s, BS)\2ds> < ¢(7.9) n—((@A5)+3) (7.2)
t

forn > ng and (t,x) € [to,T] x R, where the constants c(7.1),c(7.2) > 0 depend at most on

(T,e, 0, 1gle, | fls |f|5;z,Lf,c§%),£). Moreover, there is an absolute constant c(73y > 0 such

that . .

2

/ Vu(s, BE®) = Vg, (s, BE)Pds| < cgyeayn (@5F2) (7.3)
t

0
Mg,

Proof. Inequality (7.1) is the same as (5.29). To show (7.2) we use an a priori estimate (see,
for example, [GY21, Lemma 5.26]) and use (7.1) with r = t,_1 to get, for some ¢ = ¢(T, Ly),

T
E {mt’x — YRR+ /t I th;fs\2ds|ft}

T
SC]E[/ |f(s, BY®, Y5", 257, Y24, [Z54])
t

t07
- f(S Ntp—1, B?ggv Ystwv Z?Iv [YstmgL [Zs/\tgnfl])‘ds

2
!J:t]
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2

<c ds

o s Ntp—1 0
/t[!f!l ||Tn‘+LfW<Z§/\t§ A

—S|2

e 2
oo s—SsANtp_1]¢ s —1th_1|2
t T — s|2 T — s|2

2
T EAa
—tph—
/ ‘S - 1|12 ds
tae1 T —s|2

Finally we use that Y,** = u(t,z), tha; = ug, (t,x), Z'" = Vu(t,z), and Zf:ft = Vug, (t,x).
Setting Eq; ,[-] == E[- \Bt = 2] we conclude

<c

< C»n—Q(a/\%—F%)_

<d

T T
b [ | 1z Zf;i!zdsm] —E [ [ 1Vl )~ T (5, B Pas|
¢ ' t
T
— Et,x/ |Vu(s, Bs) — Vug, (s, BS)|2ds.
t
For the relation (7.3) we use (7.2) and Theorem 9.4. O

7.2 Finite difference approximation - comparing (Y5, Z;,) and (Y{", Z7)

We will use [BGGL21, Corollary 5] and reformulate it as follows:

Lemma 7.2. For 8 > % there is a c(7.4) = c(7.4)(T, B) > 0 such that for v € R and t, <t <
s<T,

|E [g (B&*)] —E [g (Be)]| < ey lglen™=, (74)

and, setting §(t,s) := max (s —t,s — t),

[E [g (B3") (BYY —2)] —E[g (By") (B — )|

< c(raylgle q%n_;@ﬁ ((i)a) :

Proof. The first result comes from [BGGL21, Corollary 5|. To prove the second result we
adapt the proof of [BGGL21, Corollary 5]. We put G(y) := (g9(xr + y) — g(z))y. Then

Elg (B2 (Br'" — )| B [g (BE") (BY = 2)| = B(G(BY - BY) - B(G(B, - BY)),

In case of s = t we have Wy (G(B? — B*), G(Bs — By)) < E(|G(B; — By)|) < Clgle(s—t)(1F2)/2,
Since (s — t)1+9)/2 = (5 — t)%(s — )z < d(s, t)l(s — )2 and s —t < h and the function
7+ r®g(r?) is non-decreasing by Lemma 5.2(ii), we get

3(t,5)2 (s — 1) 2 @4((s — 1)°)
®5((s — t)°)

<Clal g i ((5)):

Wi(G(BY — B'),G(Bs — Bt)) < Clgle
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In case of s > t we get from the proof of [BGGL21, Corollary 5] that Wi (G(BY — Bf*), G(Bs —

By)) < Clgle (%)6/2 5(t,s)'/2. Furthermore, we have h < (s — t), which implies that ®((s —
€

t)°) < ®pg ((%) ), and therefore

5(t,s)2 - T\<
WA(G(BE — B1).G(B, — B)) < Clal e oo ( (1))
Now we finish the proof by choosing f(z) = z in the Kantorovich-Rubinstein relation
Wi(X, X') = sup{E [F(X)] — E [f(X)] : | flluip < 1} 0

We modify [BGGL21, Theorem 11] by introducing the function ®g with the aim to weaken
the singularity in time to get square integrability at the expense of the convergence rate.

Lemma 7.3. Forn > ng, under Assumption 2.2 with f,, satisfying (5.27), there are constants

. oe 2
c7.5):¢(7.6) > 0 depending at most on c(59) = c5.9)(T, €, |gle, | f105; !f\a;z,Lf7C§co)7§) > 0,
where c(76) > 0 depends additionally on B, such that

Jut, (t,2) = UE (t,2)] < ey (L+ [a] + €] p2c)* "3, (7.5)

I PRI e a3 179 T\
Vel TV <T—t>lf<T—t>%q>5<<T—t>a>%<<n>) o

for all (t,z) € [to, T] x R, and B > & or B =0.

Proof. Equation (7.5) is shown in [BGGL21, Theorem 11(i)] for the setting in [BGGL21].
For the setting of this article we have to check how our local Holder continuity in time given
in (5.27) for d = f,, influences the calculations done in [BGGL21]. The proof of [BGGL21,
Theorem 11(i)] contains only one estimate where the Holder continuity in time is used. We

need to change it as follows: Denoting @2 := (B:Lt’x, Y;ﬁ’t’m, Z5") we have, by Lemma 5.6,

T
’E [ [ .00~ (s000) ds]
t
il

- T
<ec o+ (14 <)
< (5.27)/t (/] G+ ( €1l £2)°) (T—E/\tnfl)%

< cane (Iflai + (14 1€l p2e)*)n "2

for some ¢ = ¢(a,e,T) > 0. Item (7.6) for the case § = 0 is shown in [BGGL21, Theorem
11]. The estimate concerning the Holder continuity in time is changed as follows:

T
| E
t+h

l (T ang T 1 1
<comi 018009 (3) [ o e
— S n—1 —\&

£
a/\2

ds

|R| = —
s—t

ntx
(f (5, 075%) — £, (s, 0707)) Bsx] ds

T Oé/\%
< dean(Ift + A+ 161209 () &
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Indeed, if t < t,,_o we have

/’tn—Q 1 /'tn 2 1
ds
t+h (T—E/\tnléx/s— t+h *% s—(t+h)

! ! _ 11
V2 t+h (T—s)% m) ds = \/iB(Q’ 2)7

where we used that T'+ s = t,,—o + 2h + s > 25 for s < t,,_9, implying T'— s < 2(T —3).
Since t < t,,_9 implies t + h < t,,_o we have

T T
1 1 1
/ : ds < ds = 2V/2.
tn—2 (T

—g/\tnli\/s_ t+h th T_tnfl)% S_tn—2

If t € [tp—1,T] then t + h = T so it remains to check t € [t,,—2,t,—1]. In this case we have

= S = 2.
b (T — 5 A tyy) %m s (T — )t Voo

To show (7.6) for 5 > % we only need to make some slight changes in the proof of Theorem
11 where the statement was shown resulting in a singularity \/% The needed changes are

as follows: As in [BGGL21, Theorem 11] we write
|Vug, (t,z) — VthZ (t+ h,z)| <| g difference | + | f difference |.

We will put
A} (t,x) = VUL (t + h, ).

Using the representation (5.15) for Vus, (¢, z) with F(s,x) = f,(s, z,us, (s, ), Vus, (s, z)) and
the representation

hrrn
=E
V Ufn(i—f—h,l') T—t

Bn,t,x —z
9By ———

T Bn,t,a: —z
+E / £ (5, BI0T, UP (s, BI), AF (s, BI)) B2~ % g

t+h s—t

given in [BGGL21, equation (33)] and recalling that BY* = z + B, — B; and BY" = z +
B — Bf*, we split the g difference into

| g difference | < ’]E [g(ng’m)(BT - Bt)} (TI_t - Tl_t>
E [o(B) (Br — B))] — E [g(B3") (B — By
Tt
=: 51 + 5.

Then for S; we have

t—1t)2
Sl§|g|€ (1;7)
(T —t)"2




For the second term we use Lemma 7.2 and get

$:< e bl r—prg e (3))
1 _s T\
= c(7.4) 9le (T —t)%q)ﬁ((T _t)g)n 2 g <<n) ) .

Then, since ¢t —t = T'/n, we get

1 _e T\e
| g difference | < [T2 +C74] l9le (T_t)lgs(T_D%cbﬂ((T—t) )n "8 <(> ) '

Analyzing the proof of [BGGL21, Theorem 11] it turns out that for
{ |ug, — Ug |(s, 2) [Vug, — A |(s, z) }
(1 + || + l1€ll L2e ) (L Ja] 4 (1€l 2e )

it holds (see [BGGL21, (43)] and [BGGL21, (44)] together with the estimates for H(¢) in this
proof)

Bn(s) :=sup

z€eR

boand (60 = s

rzeR

T ds c
Yn(t) < C | |g difference +/ Br(5) + n(s F N5 |
" <‘ | (L—i—h)/\T( %) ( ))\/E

where the estimate (7.7) for |R| contributes to the last term. This implies, by the arguments
in [BGGL21],

—aNE 7\°
wm(t) <c A¢ﬁ<<%)) —i—/T Tn($) ds for t€[0,T]
TS @ T @ - 0T - 1) Jwear "V o
(7.8)
Observing that
T\¢€
8 ((2)7) < cmaltogtn+ 7 (7.9
for c(7.9) = c(7.9)(T, ¢, 8) > 0, and inserting (7.8) into itself leads to
log(n + 1)|° 1
Yn(t) < C(7.8)C(7.9)’ g(Mg ) T 5
ez (T—1)2 (T —1)2@((T - £)°)
| log(n +1)|8 1 ds

- 0%7-8)6(7-9) anZ

n /(t+h)AT( —5) T (T —5)5ds((T — 5)°) V&L

/ / dr ds
(t+h)AT J (s+h)A VI —sy/s—

Since T'— s > T — s and ®g((T — 5)°) > 1 by Lemma 5.2, it holds that

|+~

(T —5)2 (T — 8)305((T — 5)°) > (T — 5)2

and, in particular,

/T 1 ds
(T (T —5) 2 (T — )3 05((T — ))V = Jmar ( _Sﬁ st
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In [BGGL21] (see the end of the proof) it is shown that

/T 1 ds < B(l l)
(it (T — s)z Vs—L = 2727

where B denotes the beta function, and that

dr
dr.
/t—i-h AT /s+h)/\T VE—=SvVS— (t4+2h)A ()

Then Gronwall’s lemma implies the assertion. O

Proposition 7.4. Suppose that Assumption 2.2 holds. Then for all 8 > % and any (t,z) €
[to, T[XR, for all n > ng, any continuous function [t,T] > s — x(s), and any function
[t,T] o s — x"(s) that is constant on the intervals [tx_1,tx) N [t,T] one has

Jug, (8,@) = U (49)] < o) [l =yl + (1 + o] + 1€l a)7n "5

(7.10)
T 9 % 1
( / |Vug, (5.%(s)) — AP, (5,%"(s))] ds) SC(m)[ sup Wag(|x(s) — x"(s)[*)3
t t<s<T
. ¢ log(n + 1)|
+ <“t§3£T‘X () + el ) =2 T |,
(7.11)

where ¢(7.10), ¢(7.11) > 0 depend mostly on (T, &, «, |gle, | f|a, [ flews Le, ¢(5.28)) > 0 and c(7.11) >
0 depends additionally on (.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 7.3 we have
|ug, (s, 2) — Ug (s,9)|
< fur, (s, 2) — ug, (s, )| + |ug, (s,y) — Ug, (s,9)]
< eoylr —yIF+ s (L4 lyl + 1€l g2 )° n= N2
< cpa)le —yl" + s (L4 o] + |2 =yl + €]l p2)" 03
< le2) + caslle — yl° + e (1+ ] + [|€]] 2-)7 n "5,

while Proposition 5.5(iii) and Lemma 7.3 imply
T 2
/ |:|VUfn(8,X(S)) - Af (s,x”(s))‘ ds
t
g 2
<2 [ ] 95 x(9) = Vo 5.7 ()P [T, (67 () = AF (") | s
t

T, Waplx(s) - x"(s)%)
<z [ BN — )8, (T — 5P

+ C%’Y.G)

(1 X (5)] + €] e n =27 (L) )
(T~ )= (T — ) 05((T — 5)°)?
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T ds n(.y|2e
S |:2C%5.17)/t (T ) ((T _ 8)6)2:| t;ggT W25(|X(S) —X (S)|2 )

T ds
" [20%7'6) ¢ (T—=8)'75(T — 5)* (T — 8)5)2} -

2e 2

T €

x <1+ sup |X”(5)|+||§”L26> ”(ZQ)AE‘I’B(() >
t<s<T '

2e
<c [ sup Wo((x(s) — x"(s) %) + (14 sup [x"(s)] + €] 2 n@a)“aogn)%].
t<s<T t<s<T

O]

7.3 Comparing (Y, Z") and (Y{", Z}")

We proceed with comparing the solutions to (1.5) and (1.8). To do so we use the following a
priori estimates:
Lemma 7.5 (A priori estimates). For data (n;, f*)i=1.2 with n; € L*(Q, F,P) and the corre-

sponding solutions ((}/tzﬂ)}:,:j, (ch’l)}}::jﬂ) to the random walk BSDEs

YO =i+ o P Bl YU 20 d(B"), — [ . Z}dBY, s € [t,T]
S, S

where n > ngy (and where f = fo in (i)),

(i) one has for continuous f': [t,,T] x R x R x R — R satisfying
£y, 2) = P2y )] S U ew Jo =2 + Ly (Jy =y + | = ] )-

for some Ly >0 and for k=1,...,n that

n,1 n,2
Ep—1| sup ‘th - Y,

k—1<m<n

[ gzt zamn,
Jtk—1,T]

< cranBro | Im — 2l

+A T |fl(Sng—’st—’la Z3h) — f2(57B?—vﬁﬁl,ZQ’l)Fd(B”}S , (7.12)
k—1,

where ¢(7.12) > 0 depends at most on (T, Ly2).
(ii) For the special case m = 12,
fr(s,z,y,2) == f(s Np_1,z,y, 2z, ut, v}),
FP(soa,y,2) = f(s Atpor, @y, 2, 103, v3)
with f satisfying (2.1) and p', vt : [te, T] — Pa(R) : t +— pi,t — v} measurable w.r.t.
(B([0,T7), B(P2(R))) we get

Yn,l o Yn,2

tre—1 tre—1

2
+Ep / |zt — Z22)* a(B™),
]tkflzT[
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oy | [ WRhaddBn s [ WhwladaEn.|. ()
]tk—lvT] ]tk—lvT]
where c(7.13) > 0 depends at most on (T, Ly).
(iii) For the special case m = 12,
f1(87 x’ y) Z) = f(S /\ tn-l, ‘/‘E’ y? z? [st,1]7 [Z;L’l])7
f2(87x7y7 Z) = f(S /\tn—lax7yazvugal/3)

with f satisfying (2.1) and p?,v? like in (ii), we get

n,1 n,2
E Vi — Y.

sup
k—1<m<n

2
+/ |zt — 702 * d(B™),
Jte—1,T1

< €(114) [/}t . W3 (Y2, p3)d(B").s +/ WH(Z22 v)d(B)s |, (7.14)
kE—1»

]tk—lvT]

where ¢(7.14y > 0 depends at most on (T, Ly).

Proof. (i) We use the short notation

te—1 tg
Fite) = it B Y 20,
Yo, =Y — ¥ and 7, =2 - 2],
ni=|m—mn| and fy, = f'(tx) — f*(te),
fio= e B Y 20 — P, By LY 2.

tp—12 tk—17

AVt =Yt = Vi = k() + 2 ABY,

Then

Vel = Yoo |2 = Yooy + AV P = [Ye, P
=AY, 2 +2Y,, | AYy,,

1
Z _h’zflgm + §Zl%m (ABfm)2) + 2th—1Ath7

where we used that |AYy,|? = (=hfi, + Zi,, ABp )2 > —h*f2 + 377 (AB} )2. From this
we derive exploiting relations like

> Y, AY, = / Yo_dY,
]tkflaT]

m=k

the estimates

n

Yoo [P =17 = > (¥e, P = Yo, ]

m=k

n 1 n
<’ - 2/ YodYs+ Y (WP fr,]* - 526 (AB)?)
Jtk—1.T]

m=k
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<2 NMellfdEn -2 Y.z
}tkfl,T ]tkflvT]

+ / B fu (BT, — © / 224(B").
]tkflvT] 2 ]tkflvT]

Assume ¢ > 0. By Young’s inequality we have 2|Ys_|| fs] < w + 0| fs|? which implies

1
Yo P4t / Z2d(B"),
2 Ttk—1,T1]
2 1 2 n 2 n
<Pag [ NePABEn R [ IRPAB
Jtk—1,T7] Itk—1,T]

) / Y, Z.dB".
]tk—lvT]

From |fy,|* < 2L%(Zy, | + 4] f;|* + 4L Yy, |* and for

1
L2,(64+h) < < (7.15)
we obtain

1
NPy [z,
}tkflyT}

1
< Yo [P+ (2 255+ h)) [, .
k—1,

1 —
< <6+4L22(6+h)> /] o B, 5406+ 1) [ upasn,
k—1,

]tkfl’T}
9 / Y, Z,dB"
]tkflzT]

1 —
<t < AL, (5 + h)) / Yo [2d(B™)s + 4(5 + h) / | Pd(B™)s
5 ]tkrflvT] ]tkfl’T}
_9 / Y, Z.dB".
ltk—1,T]

If

h <(15 +4L2,(6 + h)> < % (7.16)

we write

/ Yo [Pd(B")s = Vi [2h + / YL Pd(B"),
Tte—1,T]

tp—1,T
and continue to

1 1
Mol vy [z,
]tkflvT}

1 —
<o+ (5 AIn G+ T>) [ wPaEmaeaT) [ (iR,
}tkflvT[

]tkflvT]
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_9 / Y, Z,dB". (7.17)
]tkfer]

Taking the conditional expectation we get for j < ! < k < n that
L Y P4 Z2d(B"
]El—l‘ tk,1‘ + ]El—l s <B >3
2 4 Jtk—1,T]

1
< El_1ﬁ2 + <5 + 4L22(5 + T)) /} [EZ_1|Y5|2d<Bn>5
t—1,1"

FUSH DB [ fTPABY. (13)
Jti—1,T)

where we enlarged the RHS by extending |tx_1, 7] to |t;—1,T]. Gronwall’s Lemma 9.1 implies

Ei1|Ye,_* < cirg) [E11772 + Ez1/ |fPd(B™)s (7.19)
]tlflvT]
with ¢(7.19) = ¢(7.19)(T, Ly2,6) > 0. Denoting
Kimif [ |7,
Jtk—1,T]
the relations (7.18) and (7.19) imply
Er_1 / Z2d(B"™)s < c(7.00) Er—1 K (7.20)
Jtk—1,T]

with ¢(7.00) = ¢(7.20) (T L2,0) > 0. Coming again back to (7.17), similarly as before we apply
Gronwall’s inequality, where we additionally estimate the stochastic integral by its supremum,

and get
/ Y,_ZsdBY (7.21)
]tmflvT]

with Yy := sup,,—x_1__n|Yt,,| and c¢z21) = ¢7.21)(T, Ly,,5) > 0. By the conditional BDG
inequality for p = 1 with constant 5; > 0 and Young’s inequality we have for A > 0 that

k<m<n

Yz S C(7.21) (K + sup

1
1 2
—Ep—1 sup

< Ep
Bl k<m<n

/ Yo [PZ2d(B™),
lte—1,T1]

[z,
Jtk—1,T]

)

/ Y, Z,dB"
]t’m—lvT}

1
< AEp-1 Y2+ ~Eipy

X . (722)

By (7.21), (7.22), and (7.20) we conclude

k<m<n

Er—1Y2 < cro1)Ert (K + sup

/ Y, Z,dB"
]t’m—lvT]
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)

[z,
]tk—lvT]

< ¢(721) <Ek—1K + BLAE,—1 Y + %0(7.20) Ex—y K)

p
< ¢(7.21) <Ek—1K + BiIAE,_1 Y2 + TlEk—l

For small enough A > 0 we conclude
Ek:—l Yz < C(7.23)Ek_1 K. (723)

for ¢(7.23) = ¢(7.93)(T, Ly2,0) > 0. Now (7.12) follows from (7.20) and from the last inequality.

(ii) By (2.1) we observe that

‘f1(87x7y7 Z) - f2(87x7y7 Z)|2

= |f(5 A tn*lvxayvzuuév Vsl) - f(S A tn*laxvywzuugv V§)|2

< 203 Wl i) + W (v}, v2)]
The assertion follows by (i).
(iii) We use

[T < LV (Y 2) + Wa(Z20,v7)
< Ly (Il 2 + 1Zsll 2 + Wa (Y2, 12) + Wa(Z82,07)] (7.24)

so that, with [fV] ;= Wy (Y32, 12) + Wy (222, 12), we have

\FE1? < 2L3|Zol32 + ALF(IYS]32 + [£2V)).

If we take the expectation in (7.17) and denote
K=t [ |R0Pasn),
Itk—1,T
we get

1
E\Ytk_1\2+4E4 . Z2d(B"),
k—1

1
<En? + (5 +4L%, (5 + T)> E/] E|Y4|?d(B™)s + 16(5 + T)Lff/ E|Ys[2d(B")s
t

kflvT[ }tkfl,T}
+16L3(5+1T) / | £V 12d(B™)
]tkflvT]
< €(7.25) [/ E|Y,[*d(B")s + EK'| . (7.25)
}tk—lv [
with ¢(7.95) = ¢(7.25) (T, Ly,0) > 0. By Gronwall’s inequality
E[Yy, [ < ¢(7.20EK’ (7.26)
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for c(7.96) = c(7.26)(T, L,9) > 0. Therefore we get
E / Z2d(B")s < c(727)EK’ (7.27)
]tk—lvT]

for ¢(7.07) = ¢(7.27)(T, Ly, ) > 0. Taking the expectation in (7.12), we may now conclude the
statement as we have

(7.28)

B PUBY, < g (B [ 2P,
Jtk—1,T] ltk—1,T]

where c(7.98) = ¢(7.08)(T, L, 6) > 0. Finally we choose § > 0 in (7.15) such that L?Q(S = ig

1

6

and can arrange some ng = ng(7T, Ly) € N such that for n > ng the conditions (7.15) and
(7.16) are satisfied. O

Lemma 7.6. Assume that Assumption 2.2 holds and let 3 > % or B =0. Then there exists a
constant ¢ = c(T, e, , B, [gle, | flots | fleas Lf,cgci),ﬁ) > 0 such that for all € R and n > ng,

() Wa (Yo, Yot ) < e (Ut fal + lglla)n "% Jorall ty<t<s<T,

@ W (2 B ) S o it s Jr ol SESe<T.

Proof. Assertion (i) as well as (ii) for § = 0 are proved in [BGGL21, Theorem 12]. To show
(ii) for 5 > %, we use that for 0 <t < s < T with s # s it holds (6.8), moreover we have
Zé’fs = Vg, (s, B¥"), so that

Wy (247, 57) = W (T, s, BL), A7 (5, B2)
< W, (Vu,cn(s, Bﬁ’x), Vus, (s, Bg’m)) + Ws (VUfn (s, B?’t’m)7 Af (s, Bg’t’“”)) .

Using Proposition 5.5(iii) implies

1
EW25(|B§’$ _ Bg7t7$’2s>> 2

|V, (5, BE) — Vg, (5, B0 | 12 < 5,07
G ) u((T - 5)°)

By Lemma 5.2(iii) the function Wyg is concave so that by Jensen’s inequality

[log(n + 1)|*

EWas(|Be® — Byo[*) < Wog(B[BYT — Byhe|*) < C e

For the last inequality we have used [BGGL21, Proposition 4] which states that W, (Bs, By) <

1
p (%)2, hence there exists a couple (Bs, BY) such that E\Bzw — B?’t’m\% < en~¢ with ¢ =
c(e,T). This yields

C |log(n + 1)|°

Wa (vufn (SﬂB?x)?vufn(S’ngt’x)) < 1 B
(T'=s)2@s((T = 5)) 2
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By Lemma 7.3,

| Vug, (s, BLHT) — AF (s, BE)]|

(L+1BE) + gl |, T\
=00 ) F (T 9T - a)) ()

(1 + || + 1€l 2 )° T\e
‘C(T—s)é@ﬁ((T—i)a)naAé% <<n> )

since T — s > T — s and 7+ r®4(r?) is non-decreasing by Lemma 5.2(ii). Hence for s # s,

_Oé/\*

(L+Jal + [|§ll ) |log(n + 1)
T—5)20p((T—s)) 0

(7.29)

fn,s

W (245, 2017 ) < c(

In the case where s = s we have

Ziyit = V"Ug, <3’ B?ibm) = Af, (S —h/2,B™" th,x/2>

which is not equal to A" (3, B?’m) in general. We have similar to (7.37), by (7.29) and (5.9),

Wa (207, 2057 ) = W (28 2045 )0
<W2< f s’th:,cs—h/Q) +W2( s h/2vZ;:,tih/2)
(8955(8: ~ Buoapl™) | ap(lh/20bo)?
(T—5)2®((T—5)7) (T —9)20p((T - s))
(1+ || + [|€]| 2 )° (log m) =5 ]
(T = (s — h/2))2@5((T — (s — h/2)))
< ["5!10g<n +DIP 1 Was(|h/2/°b:)
(T — 5)2®5((T — 5)°)
o (Lt fal+ €l ga) Yog(n + DI~ ]
T 5 b2 es(T— (s h2)")
oy (L lal €] 2 )7 log(n + D} "3

—= 9

(T = 5)2D5((T = 5)°)

where we used for the denominator that r — r?®g(r?) is non-decreasing for a :=1 > 1. O

Proposition 7.7. Assume that Assumption 2.2 holds and assume that t_1 > t, and x € R.
Then for the solutions to (1.5) and (1.8) it holds for any n > ng that

2 2
Jto, o,
+ / ‘ZQ € _ gptos
ltr—1,T]
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k—1<m<n

E[ sup




2c |log(n + 1)

where ¢(730) = c(7.30) (T, €, @, B, gle, | fl&: | flesws Ly, c;f}, f0,€) >0, and
9 2
‘Un(tk:—lgx) - U&(tk;_]_,x)‘ + Etklgx/ ‘An(s’ B?) _ Agl(87 B;’L)| d<Bn>S
Jth—1,T]
log(n + 1)|°
< 6(7.31)(1 + ||£||L2E)€|7f"/\;)|7 (731)

where c(7.31) = c(7.31) (T, &, 8,19l | flavs |f|€;x,Lf,c§%),£) > 0. Moreover, there is an abso-

lute constant c(7.32) > 0 such that

N|=

2
d(B™)s

[ |t - g me
]tkfer[ M.
©1

Jlog(n+ 1))’

< c(r.32)¢(7.31) (L + (1€l 122) anE (7.32)

Proof. Inequality (7.30): We use Lemma 7.5(iii) for n; = ny = g(B;’t"’g) and
FH(so@y,2) o= fs Atuy, 2y, 2, [V, [Z000F))

fQ(waaya Z) = f(S A tn—l,x, Y, z, [Y;to,f]’ [sz\’tgnfl])

to get, for C = C(Ly,T),

* (B,

E sup
k—1<m<n

< (714 [ /]t T]wg(ntwﬁ,yf’;jgo’ﬁ)d<3n>s+ /}t T}wg(z;;fnfl,Zg’f;’f)d<3”>s (7.33)
k—1> k—1>

n,to,§ _ yto 53
Vi " = Ye 0

)

2
oy itos
+IE/ lzgvt & _ gptot
Jte—1,T(

ssc(7.14>[ /] WO ). + /] VS Z, B (73
k—1>5 k—1>

+ /]t T]W%(Yfiif,n:;?f)d<3">s+ /f WE(Z{%, 205 )d(B™),  (7.35)
k—1, Tt _1,T]

(7.36)

7t09 7t07
w [ WS, ).
]tnflaT}

We start with estimating (7.34). By Proposition 7.1, exploiting that Yot = u(s, Bé”’g) and
thE — Ufn(S,BEO7§)7

fn,s

WE(ViS Yiof)d(Bm), < E[Y!o$ — VI8 2d(B™) < Te?, n~2005+2),
2\"s fn,s s fn,s (7.2)
te—1,T] . Jtie—1,T] v ‘
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The second term of (7.34) we rewrite as integral w.r.t. ds and then decompose:
to, to,
| W L 2, .
]tkflaT]
to, to,
= / W22(Z§At€n,17zfn,§mn,1)ds
]tkflzT]

<3 / W26 7156 ds +3 / WH(Zl5E 2%, s
]tkflvT] ]tkfer]

to, to,
+ 3/ W%(an,g/\tnfl’ an,g/\tnfl)ds.
}tkflvT}

Proceeding like in (5.32), thanks to Proposition 5.8 we may apply Proposition 5.5 so that by
(5.13) for any s,s" € [t,, T

1 1
¢s.17) (EWas(|By — By|*))? PR CEL) Wos(|s' — s[°b:)2
(T —s'Vs)ig((T —5'Vs)) (T—sVs)ibg((T—5Vs))

Wap(|s’ — 5|°be)

1Z8% — Zt%| 2 <

< C(7.37 . (7.37)
TS T g v )3 (T — o' v 5)°)
This yields to
2
[ w2 gas< [ ||zt e 2 as
}tk—17T} ]tk—l7tn*1] L2
1
< 62 . \1’2 (hsb )/ = — ds
@32 vty (T = 5)@5(T = 5)7)2

< C'n~¢|log(n +1)|%,

where for last inequality also Remark 5.3 was used. By the same arguments we get

/ W3 (ztt Ztt Vs < Cn~f|log(n + 1)
Jti—1,T]

fnaS/\tn—17 f’rwg/\tn—l

The remaining term we split again into three terms,

2 tm tO’
/ W; (Zsmsfn,p an,gAt,H )ds
Jti—1,T]

t07 (e} 0> t07
<o [ N s 3 [ 1S 2 s

Jth—1,T

n—1,
to, to, 2
+ 3/ 12525 = Z5 5, 72
}tn—laT]

< 0%7_2) n=(@A$)+3) | C'n~¢|log(n + 1)[%? < Cn~¢|log(n + 1)|?,

where we applied (7.2) for the second term on the RHS, and (7.37) together with Remark 5.3
for the first and third term. Indeed, thanks to Proposition 5.8 we may use (7.37) for anof as
well.
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Hence the resulting bound for (7.34) is C'n~¢|log(n + 1)|?5.
Regarding (7.35), we apply Lemma 7.6 which gives

J OB [ W, A, s,
Jtk—1,T] f]tkpr]
C(1+ 1€ 2e)% 5 (log ) 1
LRI R o RS —
n2(a/\§) ( || ||L2 ) n2(o¢/\§) }tkflutnfl] (T - S)(bﬁ((T - 8)6)2
2c (log )
S C<1 + HSHLQ‘E) nQ(a/\%) 9

by using Remark 5.3, and where C' = C(T, ¢, | |5, | fle:z: 19]e)-

a;t

Finally we estimate (7.36):

fn,S/\tn_17 ffr“S frutn—l7

/ W%(Z"’t"’g Zn7t07f)d<Bn>8 — W%(Zn:to:f an’t%’g)h
]tnflvT] "

ito, 0,82

<2 (BIZp8 P+ EIZR5SR). (7.38)
For the solution to (1.8) we use the scheme (6.3)-(6.4). Hence by (6.3) we have (denoting by
FE the expectation w.r.t. (,, independent of BZi"f)

20 = [P [t G R | = I P Eg(BESS + VAG)G

niyln tn—l
l9(Bl" +Vh) — g(Bl'** — V)|
< <Clg|l-h 7.
2vh

By (6.4) and (6.3)
20t = PR Y G | R
=h"'2E [Q(Bzzliof + VhGp-1 + \/Eén)gn—l}
F B[ (ton, BRI YIS 200 ) G | FL
Like above,

[n7 2B [g(BL + VGt + VRG] | < Clglh ™

For the second term we estimate the second moment. By Jensen’s inequality, (2.1) and the
above estimates,

2
E|B2E [fo (taos BS Y8 2000) G | 7|

1 fastn—1? n,tn

2
< hE ‘f (tn—ly Bnﬂfcnf Ynatovf Zn7t0757 [Y;?;mf]’ [Ztayf ]) ’

tpn—1 7 fnatn—l’ fn7tn tn—1

200)N\e

+ (|l BB 2

n—1

< hO( £+ (17155 + (1 + el 2)°)? lrna 2
> 0 a;t L=2¢ (T_tn—l)
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sto, yto, to, to,
+ IRRYRE P + B\ Zp S+ RSP + L3Rl Z )
< O + (115 + (U Il 2e)*)? o 1 Flese U+ €] )
itos - to, to,
+ RLFE[YIS 2 + RLFIg2he ™! + RLFE|Y, 1 + RLFE|Z;2%, )

fnatn—l

< O(T, fo, | 1155 Fleses Lol Tpo2) [(1+ €01 ae) + RLIEV42]

where we used (5.1), Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.5 to estimate E]Y;Z’g 2 and ]Zfz_i 2. The
estimate for IE]Y}?f:j |2 follows from an a priori estimate which is an immediate consequence
of Lemma 7.5(i) by setting (¢!, f1) := (g(B;’t"’g),f) and (&2, f?) := (0,0):

E‘antovg

nyth—1

2 < C(L;, T) | Eg(BM*€)? + E /
(tn—lvT}

< C(Lg, T, fo, |fles | Fleser ©) (1 + (€] p2) %
Summarizing we may estimate (7.36) by C(1 + ||£]|;2-)%he.
Consequently, collecting all terms, we get using the estimates for (7.34), (7.35), and (7.36)

f(s, BM%,0,0, [yItof], {Z;““tmf]>2d<3">s>

’I’L7t07€ _ n7t07€
E sup |Yoopom =Y

k—1<m<n

fn,s

2 2
+E / ‘Z”vtmé — ZMf | d(BM,
]tk:717T[

_ logn)?? _
< O (log ) + (1 + €l LB 1 01+ o)~

9 (log n)%
2(ang)

< O+ (€]l <)

Inequality (7.31): We get from Lemma 7.5(ii) that

2 2
B | o izl [ (g e,
k—1<m<n Jtk—1,T
2
S C(7.12)Lf A 7 |:W2(Ysto7£7 }/snytmg) + W22(Z;(/)\7fn_1’ Z;I,t07§)i| d<Bn>5
k—1,

(log n)??

pe
S C(l + HgHLQ‘?) np(a/\%) 9

where we use in the last step that
W2 (}/Sto,f’ Y9n7t07£) S W2 (}/;twg’ }/}::img) + WQ(}/;:f:f’ Y9n7t07£)’
to, sloy to, ito, ito, sto,
Wal 2355, Z208) S Wl 2G5, 23005 + Wl 2310, 2205

and apply the estimates (7.33) and (7.30). Finally, we use Theorem 9.6 to deduce from (7.31)
the relation (7.32). O

8 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We start with a more general version of Theorem 1.1 which holds for any coupling (B, B™)
of the Brownian motion with the random walk. For the formulation we use Banach function
norms, see [GG24, Chapter 18]:
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Theorem 8.1. Let 3 > % Fort € [t,,T) and z,y € R one has

n log(n + 1)|?
ult.) = Ut 0)] < ey |l =0l + (1 Jal el o) EREDE ] s

2 , ‘
where Ci8.1) = C(S.l)(Taga a, 3, ‘g‘Ev ’f|g¢)§f7 ‘f|€;$> Lf,Cch), f0>€) > 0. If H ’ H is a Banach function
norm such that || - || < k| - |n,, , then one has

1
2

1

€(8.2)

T 2
/ ‘VU(S,B?I) —A"(S,Bgévy)‘ ds
t

[N

1
*|log n+1)|f3

< || sup Was(|By® — BPYY)| - +

t<s<T

sup |t
t<s<T

Nlog(n + 1))’

+ VR €]l 2-) ang (8.2)

2
fO’I“ n > no, where Ci8.2) = 0(8.2)(T7€a a, B, ‘g‘Ea ’f qu ‘f|€;w> Lf,CE:O), ang) > 0.

Proof. Proof of (8.1): We have by Proposition 7.1, Proposition 7.4, and Proposition 7.7 that

lu(t,z) = U"(t,y)| < |Jult,x) — us, (t, )| + |u, (¢, 2) = U (¢, 9)| + |UF (t,y) = U"(t,y)]
<e —((ang)+3)
<caran

e [lo =yl + (U fal +gla0) S

|log(n + 1)|?
+ cran(1+ Hf”rﬁ)sna—A%'
Proof of (8.2): Again by Proposition 7.1, Proposition 7.4, and Proposition 7.7 we get

1 [* 2
2 / ‘VU(S,B?”)—A”(S,B?’Ly))ds
t

2
< ds

T
/ ‘Vu(s, BY*) — Vg, (s, BYY)
t

T 2
+ / ‘VUfﬁ(S,B?z) — Aﬁl(s,B?’z’y)‘ ds
t

T 2
+ / AR (s, Bt) = A™(s, Bt ds
t

€ 1 2
< [eaycay n ()]

+ 3t | | sup was(BY7) — BIAYE)
8>
] NEE
+ || sup |BMLY % ‘| o8 n; )
t<s<T n\2
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| log(n + 1)|,B
+ (14 oo | U

n|m

2]
log(n + 1)]°7°
+ K | ea2)cran (1l + ||f||L2€)€‘g£ﬂ)|] :

n|m

To apply Theorem 8.1 we use the following estimate:

Lemma 8.2. Let 5 > % Assume random variables such that SUPpe(1,00) SUPR>1 W <1
and constants ¢, > 0. Then one has

B

1
|waslental®)® P+ (8.3)

O —
s c?f/\\/1Z

< 3
I = €(8.3)Cn
for p > 1, where c(g3) = c3.3)(¢, 8) > 0.

rAF

2p
Proof. We recall that Wog(r) = r <log ( 1 )) and use for v,a,b > 0 and x > 1 that it holds

1 1 1 1
- < and logx < —27.
(ab) AT y

a A VFbAVF

1

Then we get

b
2

E|‘I[2ﬁ(’0n9n|28)‘

1 Bp
Ep 1
lenfr (Og(\cnenykw)) ]
< 2=V L E | e, )7 (1 ( ! )>6p
cnOn og | ——
= Bl a Vi

Bp
—1)*
:C%pg(pﬁ ) [

=E

+E

oot
10,7 <1og (W))Bp” .

E[|60,|P] + E

1
lo <7)
& c2E N NG

Now, using fBpy = %,

1 pB 1 1 Bpy
E |16, (1 <7> <Ellger— |1
| (Og \9n|2em/?> <E 0" 5 e AT
1 1 1 Bpy
<EIl0, %P — | ——— —
<E 6] ~Bp ‘9n|2g+,z ]

1 [ 1 1
< ep | _— -

1
— (200 EI6n 0 + B0,
7
Finally, we observe for e(p — 1) > 1 that

sle=1) e(p—1) e(p—1)

(®loa )T D) 7 < (e(p-1)"7 <(ep)
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So we get for p > 1+ % that

11||P
H‘I’w(\@ﬂnlk)E

Lp

—1)*
< ¢spo(PB-1) [

log <W>

Bp !
(ep) + (26p)™ | (e(p — 1))V + (EP)EPWH '

Taking the p—th root the result follows (as the LP-norm is monotone in p the range p > 1+ %
instead of p > 2 is sufficient).

O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Here we assume the coupling of the Brownian motion with the random
walk such that the RHS of (4.4) is satisfied. For p € [2,00) and ¢ := p/2 € [1,00) we have
that

|-z, < kodl - |m,, ie k=kogq

for some kg > 0. Then Theorem 8.1 implies that

1 T 2 %
< / ‘VU(S,B?”“") —A"(S,ng)‘ ds)
€(8.2) t .
P
1 T " " 2 %
_ / [Vu(s, BY) — A"(s, Byt ds
C(8.2) llJt La
1 1 5
2 2
1 1
< | sup was(1B — Breo)|| 4| sup (mptope| L DI
t<s<T ra ||tss<T ra n®"2
| log(n + 1)|°
+ V/Kog(1 + ”5HL28)6na—A%
t,x n,ty(2e\ & n,t,y|e llogn—i—l)\ﬁ
= || sup qj?ﬁ(‘B; _Bsuy )2 -+ || sup |Bsuy’ QN
t<s<T p ||tSs<T » n® 2
Ko [log(n + 1)
VB |y e LD
Now let
cnbn = sup |BL* — BMLY|
t<s<T
where suppe(1 o) SUPp>1 HO"ZUL” < 1. By Theorem 4.2 we can arrange

log(n + 1)
Cp = c————=
Vn

For x = y we deduce by Lemma 8.2 that

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0.

1

C(8.2)

1
2 2
ds)
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| log(n + 1)]5

i |6
£
Oc/\§

sup |BY

1 B
log< )’ PP+
t<s<T

2 ANV
1 1))
+ B[y + e LD,

n

< ¢(8.3)Ch,
n

Lp

Finally, we use Doob’s maximal inequality and Hoeffding’s inequality (3.3) to get

sup B
t<s<T

sup|BpLO)
t<s<T

< |zl + < |aff 4 ep?

Lp

Lp
with ¢ = ¢(T, ) > 0.

Similarly, we observe that Theorem 8.1 implies that

sup |u(s, By™) — U (s, By™T))|

s€(t,T) Iy
|log(n + 1)|?
< ¢y || sup [IB?Z — BEYTT 4 (14 [BY| 4 1€l o )T e
s€[t,T] noe Lp
log(n +1)|?
<cwy ||| sup By = BEUE|l + | sup |BT| %
s€t,T) Ip s€lt,T] e nez
|log(n + 1)]
L+ el B

Finally we use the Theorem 4.2 (applied to ep, where we assume w.l.o.g. that ep > 1) which
gives

3
log(n+1)|°
sup |B§,x _ Bg,t,x|e = || sup |B§"B _ B?,t,x| < 0?4.4) 8p¥ ,
s€t,T) Ip s€t,T) Lep 2
and again
sup |BYIF|| < |zf + p
s€(t,T] Iy
for some ¢ = (T, ¢) > 0. O

9 Appendix

9.1 Gronwall lemmas

Lemma 9.1. Let 6 € [0,1] and A, B > 0, and assume that f : [0,T] — [0, 00[ is a bounded,
Borel measurable function. Then

(i) f(t) < A—i—BftT %dr, t €[0,T], implies that f(t) < AertT(T_s)ieds, t€[0,T].
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(il) f(tg—1) < A+Bf]tlc T 7{(7;))9 (B™), for k=1,...,n implies that

Fltior) < AP a7
fork=1,..n

Proof. We follow [EK86, Theorem 5.1, Appendix] claiming that for a finite Borel measure
on [0,77] the relation

) <A+ f(s)dp(s)

J6.71]

implies
f <A [ Adu(s)+ / F(s1)du(s1)dp(s)
A 7 ), T

o (u(t,TD)" 6T
SAZT = AetItTD

where we used that

/ / / f(sn)du(sp)...dp(s2)dp(s1) — 0, n — oco.
]th[ ]Sl’T[ }s’ﬂfl’T[

Then (i) follows from setting p(]t, T[) := B ft )~ ds.
For (ii) we put u(Jt, T[) BftT[ 7 T)@ d< n, Wthh yields to

1 n
f(te-1) < AeP h_rmi G U

Using the definition of d(B"), we get the assertion from
1 “ it T
———d(B"), = h < / ———dr :/ ———dr.
/]tk_l,T[ (T =r)° Z - tm )? Z tw (T =1) b (T=r)°

m=k

O

We formulate a Gronwall lemma of Volterra type. It can be either proved directly by a
convolution argument or one can use [Hen81, Exercise 4, page 190].

Lemma 9.2. Assume a measurable g : [0,T[— [0,00[€ L1([0,T]) and o, 5 > 0 such that

N T
g(t)S(T_t)a—Fﬁ/t

for allt € [0,T[. Then g(t) < Crpep= fort € [0,T[ for a constant ¢ = ¢(T,a, ) >0
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9.2 Bounded mean oscillation

We use the following notation: If (Q, F,P) is a probability space and F € F of positive
measure, then Pr(A) := P(A)/P(F), for A C F with A € F, is the restriction of P to F
equipped with the trace o-algebra. Then, by Section 3,

. 2
| fla,, (Fpp) = inf {c >0:Pp(|f| > \) <e'™¢ for A > c}.

We will use the following two statements, where we remark that in [Gei97] the spaces M., are
denoted by Mg:

Definition 9.3. For p € (0,00) and an adapted continuous process (A¢).ejo,r) With Ag = 0
on a stochastic basis (2, F, P, (F;)ic[0,7]) sharing the usual conditions we define

| AllBnmo, (o,7)) = infe,
where the infimum is taken over all ¢ > 0 such that for all 0 < a <t < T one has
E[|A; — Au|P|Fa) < P as.
The John-Nirenberg theorem for continuous adapted processes reads as follows:

Theorem 9.4 ([DM82, p. 176]). For p € (0,00) there is a constant c(9.1) = c(9.1)(p) > 0 such
that for all t € [0,T) and F € F; with P(F') > 0 one has

A1 = Atllar,, (mp) < co.0) | AllBMO, (0.7))- (9.1)

Definition 9.5. For p € (0,00) and an adapted process (A,)"_, with Ay = 0 on a stochastic
basis (€, F, P, (G,))_,) satisfying the usual conditions we define || A|[gmo, := inf ¢ where the
infimum is taken over all ¢ > 0 such that for all 1 < n < N one has

E[|[Any — Ap—1lP|Gn]) < P a.s.
The John-Nirenberg theorem for discrete time adapted processes reads as follows:

Theorem 9.6 ([Ga73, Theorem I11.1.1]). Forp € (0,00) there is a constant c(g.2) = c(9.2)(p) >
0 such that for all1 <n < N and F € G, with P(F) > 0 one has

AN = An—1llar,, (FPr) < co.2)l|AllBMO,(0.7))- (9.2)
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