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Penalty method % Fi\>7: X §1EE SDE D3/l

RAEA K THEMEIEHS A7 5 BUFT BEIE (SAISHO, Yasumasa)

Introduction

LRICEIRIT BV 5 KETRERERM S 512, WS Skorohod SDE DEBUZDOWVTIZ
BEIISERT U —F5H5. KRT5L, EEFNUBTEMT 5 Euler-Maruyama
Bodbo ([2],8],[100,[14],[15]) &, b5 —2id, REEOHERE —BERFETIIZVE
W OMEREST FEK (SDE) THBLT (WbWAERF VT 4 - AV v K LIRS FEIC
£%), EbiIZZNHEA % Euler-Maruyama i § 2 HEETHBEL, 72751, [4],[9] T
BHEIBE LTERTMTHAZEIRESINT NS,

AFgTik, TFHIFED, Skorohod SDE iZxt¥ % Euler-Maruyama B OB D55 % #3
L, FOHNRFIVT 4 - AV v F & Euler-Maruyama Bl DR 2 A S Y7 4EF DK
BRIBHFLVEREZRNT S, T TREONIEROEMAL LTHERBERLITH S Z
ERERLZVy (Thoerem 4.1) . ,

§1 Tid Skorohod SDE R U2 Db & 2% % Skorohod problem(equation) {22V T ¥ &
»TH L. §2 Tid Skorohod SDE @ Euler-Maruyama EI OO R ZEAL, §3 TN
FIVT 4 AV Y FIZONTORREZTLODTEL., § 4 TREET ST VEBOBEAITH

LTEBOFHLVERES X 5,

1 Skorohod problem/equation and Skorohod SDE

[12] IC L7245 T, %3 D c R* IZx¥ 54, Condition (A), (B) 2B RTHL. %
3, normal vector Z E&HET 5 .

Nepg={n:|n|=1,Bz-rn,r)ND=0}, r>0,
. NE=UN;,,,’ z € dD.

>0

ZZC, Bly,r)={z€R: |z—y|<r},ye R% r>0.

Condition (A) HDHEH ro >0 PHFELT, TRTCOERH 20D IZxFL T

N:c = Na:,ro # @

E1 ] RICRSTREREEM S HRROBFE I T OMIC, HHET 5 BATRRZELT 2 FEFMOR TV A
Z TN,
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Condition (B) »AEHI>0L Be[l,00) BFELT, KD EFHALT S . £ED
z € 0D T3 LTHANY PV ¢, BEFELT,

(lz,n) >1/8 forany n € U Ny.

yEB(z,6)NED

T, () i R DFEEDONHE.

Remark 1.1 D MO L ZIZEED rp >0 1L T Condition (A) BHT-Eh 5B,

Remark 1.2 ([12] Remark 1.3) 38 D %% Condition (A) %7z L dist(z,D) <1y T
bt &, dist(r,D)= |z —7| 273 T€D PoBRICHFET S, HiloeD DL ER
T=2T, t¢D DX TcID TH5.

Skorohod problem/equation 5-z b7 EH R E2w 1ot LT, KkEHHLTH (z, cp)
% Rol) 5 &% Skorohod problem &\ 2\, F72kDH#ER % Skorohod equation & X 5.

z(t) = w(t) + ¢(t), t 20,
| w(0) € D,
7T,
- z(t) e D, HEfi
C(t): WRCARED, (0)=0

t t
Co(t) = / n(s)dlel,, lol, = / Leony (5)d e,
n(s) € Ny if z(s) € 6D.

o | 1,s € A, |
72720, ol i o D [0,8] KB BEEBERL, I4(s) = {0 s¢ . Thhb.
, S
Skorohod SDE o¢:R%— R?® R%, b:R%— R® %A T, Lipschitz &z B
ET5 . HDEEBK>008HoT, FED 2z, ye D LT

0@+ @) < K, |o(@) - o)) + b(z) - by)| < Klz — .

DL E, ROMERBITHEXNZHERER (Q F,P) £® Skorohod SDE & X 4,
) t

X(t)=x+/ o (X (5)) dB (s / (X () ds +2(0), 0SE<T,

reD,

(1.1)

Z 2T,

B2y FEBETRVEE, L ATAERCTEBREZFOMMOBETLRABOMBE / FERYELHI L
HTESH. ZhbbE® T Skorohod problem/equation & IE5.
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- X (t)e D, &k

L@ (t): EECTHRER, (0)=0

t t
LB () = /O n(s)dlal,, |8],= /0 Iixeony (5)d 19,
* n(s) € Nx(i) if X (s) € aD.
7L, B() BEAZHET S F,-Brown B Th 3.
NS OFRROMOFAE L —BHITOWTI ZTREL 3B 2 ik Lvds ([3],[12],[16]
Z21R), (1.1) OFBERICOVTILROE R DH 5.

Theorem 1.1 ([12]) #3® D % Condition (A) & (B) %A= 3 L &, (1.1) & (W) &
E—EMIZbD.

2 Euler-Maruyama scheme

Dp: 0=ty <t1 <ta<---<t, =T ([0,T] D5&l)
|Ay| = max |t —tx—1|, AB(tx) = B(ty) — B(tp—1), Aty =1tr —tr_1.

1<k<n

& L7k &, Skorohod SDE (239 AV W 5 Euler-Maruyama scheme &R T5 2 bh 5
(7z& %1%, [8]p.300 2R &) .

{Xﬂﬂzxeii 0<t<t,
X"(t) = Xn(ty_1) + o(X"(tr-1)) AB(tx) + b(X™(te—1))Atx, b <t < tprr,

Wrt)=zeD, 0<t<t,

Wn(t) = W(tx_q) + 0(X™(tp-1)) AB(t) + b(X™(te_1)) At, te < t < tpsa,
d"(t) = X™(t) — Wn(t).

Remark 2.1 D= R¢ Dk %i3@¥? SDE 2449 5 Euler-Maruyama scheme %D %
TH2 ([1],5]) . [1] P#R (Theorem 3) IC L 5 &, PURDES BHICALN TN !
2.1)  E{|X" - X|-} = o (|Anl?(— log |An])¥) , n = 00, Ye>p/2,2<p< 0.

ZZT, ||w|lr= SUPo<i<T lw(#)|.

CORREAVDE, KO ICHIROBER AR CHL Z LA TE D,
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Proposition 2.1 D=R% DL E, |A,|<1/n LT 5L,

> 1
18P X™ = X|lr =0 ae, n— oo, ——é—<,3<0,-

Proof. an = |[An2(~log|An)” B = -1 +6+1,6>02<p<ootTHE,
ap, —0,n—>00 T, (21) THWA L,

S n o o E{IX" - X7}
3P (IAnPIE - Xl > 0n) < YT

IA

n=1 - on=1

INA

o |An[P2(—log|A|)¢
Const. Zl AT

oo
= Const. Z |A, 1P/

n=1

11\ 1+pé/2
Z (—) < oo.
n

n=1

IA

Borel-Cantelli ® lemma % i\ T,
P (|A,,|ﬂ||X" = X|lr > an i0.)=0. O

3 Penalty method

% D 75 Condition (A) #47:LTWAB L X, kDL MK U : R — R, #5H
T2 ([11),[13]) =3 ; ‘

- U e CHRY

- U(z) = |z —z|* if dist(z, D) < 1o/2

« VU 35T Lipschitz ##%t (Z O Lipschitz E% L £¥5).
Bl

E3 X 5T VU = 2(z — T), dist(x, D) < 1o/2 dbH 5.
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EEO LS 2 FEAOEE D = { = (z,y) |4 < 2| <5} T, 7222

r

4, |z| < 1or|z|>8

—16-l2)’+F6G -2’ —2(6-|z), 1<|2|<3
U = | =% 3<a| <4

0, 4<|z| <5

(| - 5), 5< || <6

1 (el -9’ + L (le| - 49* - 2(|z| - 4), 6<|z[<8

LENEEOSME BT EAbRS. O

ZZT, m=1,2,... & LTHEIRE 0 DFIC (1.1) D Skorohod SDE Df# X DfE*%:
A7z SDE '

Xm(t) =7+ /0 to(X ())dB (5) + | b (Xm (s))ds
—ﬁ/tVU(Xm(s))ds, 0<t<T

¥%x%¢&, [13] Theorem 2 rHVRIE, ZOFEROBIEI—BENICFETHZ by
5., %z, Xp %

Xm(t)=x+/0ta(5cm(s)) dB(s)-i—/tb‘(f( (5)) ds

—% VU(X (s))ds 0<t<T

DEETH., HEm Il LTIOEEL ~§§Lil<%u6n'cmz>?*4. b ORI
DWTIERD &L ) ERPHOLNL TV S

Theorem 3.1 ([11],[13]) D %% Condition (A),(B) # &7 ¥ & &,
Jlim || Xy~ X|lr =0 a.e.

Theorem 3.2 ([6[7]) D #ERADMT, &5 ICHRN C? 75 ADWLHF S ko T
whe X,
lim E{n)?m—xug,} =0, 1<p<oo

Remark 3.1 2<p<oo LT, lim E{|Xn-X|7}=0% B LS nli_r}x(le{HXm—
Xz} =0.

%42 ) SDE i3 K5§HBETRVEH D SDE T, LA SFREAT X THRT Lipschitz EHETH 5 2 L ICHER.
&S5 lim E{||Xm — X|B} =01, “Xm *m—00 D& & LP T—HIRTNIE” TBEDLZTD X,
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Corollary 3.1 o = 1(identity matriz) ® & &, Condition (A), (B) b & T,

lim | Xp —X|r=0 ae 22 Ilim | X,—X|lr=0 a.e
m—00 m—ro0

4 Results

IUF D iZ Condition (A),(B) Zi#i/-3 & L, o = 1(identity matrix) 2IKET 5. ¥
7z, BEDEDT=1LT5, |

Proposition 4.1 ([12]) fE&E®D ¢ € (0,7) I} LT, REW/TEER M BFETS .

Xm(t) € D, = {z|dist(z,D) <€}, 0<t<1,m>M.

KT, B M I EoT sup dist(Xn(t), D) 755 5 5 DPHERDB Z LICT B,
0<t<1
ot
wn(t) = 3+ B() + / b(Xom (1)) ds,
0

Dozp(w) = sup |w(t) —w(s)], T>0,h>0
e

- &L L, [11] ® Lemma I1-2.2, Proposition 11-2.1 (¥ 7213, [13] Lemma 4.2, Proposition
41 ZEBRCEIELLZDD) 6, M %

€ _
(41) Ao,l’l/m('wm) < —i-é-e L, Vm 2 M

ERBIICEDNE Xp(t) € D, 0<t <1 E%BIENbhMAD. LI 2% Brownian
path DEEMEDREE LRI b O HRESS,

1
DNopimWm) < Dogaym(B)+ K- —

2
< Const. ——logm+K-i
. V 08 -
[ 2
< Const. —;l-logm, m — oo.

' \/ —l—logm < Const.e
m

m < exp{Const. me?}.

ZZT, (41) &b

EyaL,
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MDD, c=Const. £ LT, exp{eme?} > 1+ cme? + L (eme?)® CEETMIE, (4.1)
Y LD 721
1 1 1
2 < — — —
Tt cy/m 2 m
THUITHTHEILHDRD. m— oo DL XL o(m™7H) Y6>0THHT
CICEBETHERDI DDA,

Proposition 4.2 m =00 D& &, 5 e =¢(m) > 0L T, Xn(t) € D, 0<
t<1 &HIZ, e= o(m*%""’), m — 0o, Y6 > 0.

ZZT, Xn(t) % Xnm(t), 0 <t < 11233 5 Euler-Maruyama 38L& 3 % &, Proposi-
tion 2.1 LHAEDLETRPELNS.

Theorem 4.1 & 6,6 >0 123 LT,

T X2 — Xl 20 ae, n— oo,
me | Xy — X[ 50 ae, m— oo

Remark 4.1 EEOFHEMI I 2L —TarefFiLiicid, +9k&hm%12oko
TEZEL, €0 m I LTHRI S X, % Euler-Maruyama i\ $5 2 &1k 5. L7zd%o
T, SIAEOAY—F RESTEETZVEH D SDE OHEFLE(EDL RV LIk 5,

Remark 4.2 D BERPOMNTHS L &, FHOKE (7275 LIGKIE 12) i 4] %%
WIZEHITHEFICLA[9) ® [10) THEALhTWS

Theorem 4.2 ([9] Theorem 3.1) D PER»2O2MTHNE,

_ 1 1/2
E{||X7 — Xullz} =0 ((glogn) ) , I — 00.
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