arXiv:2404.14842v1 [math.NA] 23 Apr 2024

SUPERIORITY OF STOCHASTIC SYMPLECTIC METHODS VIA THE LAW OF ITERATED LOGARITHM

CHUCHU CHEN, XINYU CHEN, TONGHE DANG, JIALIN HONG

Abstract. The superiority of stochastic symplectic methods over non-symplectic counterparts has been verified by plenty of numerical experiments, especially in capturing the asymptotic behaviour of the underlying solution process. How can one theoretically explain this superiority? This paper gives an answer to this problem from the perspective of the law of iterated logarithm, taking the linear stochastic Hamiltonian system in Hilbert space as a test model. The main contribution is twofold. First, by fully utilizing the time-change theorem for martingales and the Borell–TIS inequality, we prove that the upper limit of the exact solution with a specific scaling function almost surely equals some non-zero constant, thus confirming the validity of the law of iterated logarithm. Second, we prove that stochastic symplectic fully discrete methods asymptotically preserve the law of iterated logarithm, but non-symplectic ones do not. This reveals the good ability of stochastic symplectic methods in characterizing the almost sure asymptotic growth of the utmost fluctuation of the underlying solution process. Applications of our results to the linear stochastic oscillator and the linear stochastic Schrödinger equation are also presented.

1. Introduction

The stochastic Hamiltonian system (SHS) serves as a fundamental model in various physical and engineering sciences. One of the most relevant feactures of the SHS is that its phase flow preserves the stochastic symplectic structure pathwisely. Concerning the numerical approximation of the SHS, one may anticipate that numerical methods preserve the symplecticity, leading to the pioneering works (see [11, 12]) of G. N. Milstein and co-authors on stochastic symplectic methods. The construction and analysis of stochastic symplectic methods have further been developed in recent decades; see monographs e.g. [7, 8, 13] and references therein. There have been plenty of numerical experiments that demonstrate the superiority of stochastic symplectic methods over non-symplectic counterparts in the long-term computation, especially in capturing the asymptotic behaviour of the underlying solution process.

The study on the rigorous explanation of the superiority is a recent subject, and different perspectives are provided. One of the perspectives is based on the stochastic modified equation and the backward error analysis, providing insights into the convergence properties of the truncated stochastic modified equation and the estimate of the Hamiltonian deviation for stochastic symplectic methods. For instance, for the stochastic Langevin equation, which is a special SHS, the backward error analysis of stochastic symplectic methods is performed by the corresponding stochastic modified equation at the level of the stochastic differential equation (see [15]) and at the level of the associated Kolmogorov equation (see [17, 10]). For the SHSs with additive noise or with multiplicative noises for which the Hamiltonian H_r(p, q), r ≥ 1

Key words and phrases. Stochastic Hamiltonian system · Stochastic symplectic method · Superiority · The law of iterated logarithm.

This work is funded by the National key R&D Program of China under Grant (No. 2020YFA0713701), National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12031020), and by Youth Innovation Promotion Association CAS, China. 1

associated to the diffusion parts depend only on p or only on q, authors in [16] develop the approach of constructing the stochastic modified equations of weak k + k^′ order (k^′ ≥ 1) apart from the weak k order stochastic symplectic methods via their generating functions. The author in [2] presents a backward error analysis for a stochastic symplectic method of weak order one by constructing the stochastic modified equation at the level of the associated Kolmogorov equation, and obtains an expansion of the weak error associated with the numerical scheme. For the SHS driven by rough path, authors in [3] construct a new type of stochastic modified equation for stochastic symplectic method, which is proved to have a Hamiltonian formulation, and obtain the pathwise convergence order of the truncated stochastic modified equation. Authors in [6] consider both the Itô SHS with separable Hamiltonian and additive noise and the Stratonovich SHS, and present long-term estimates of the Hamiltonian deviation for stochastic symplectic methods by virtue of the corresponding stochastic modified equations and the backward error analysis.

Another perspective to theoretically explain the superiority of stochastic symplectic methods is via the large deviation principle, which indicates the good ability in approximating the exponential decay speed of rare event probabilities related to the exact solution. To be specific, authors in [5] and [4], taking the linear stochastic oscillator and the linear stochastic Schrödinger equation as the test equations, respectively, prove that stochastic symplectic methods asymptotically preserve the large deviation principle of observables of the exact solution, but non-symplectic ones do not. From these results, atypically large deviations of observables from the average value are illustrated for the SHS and its stochastic symplectic methods.

In order to comprehend the good ability of stochastic symplectic methods in capturing the asymptotic behaviour of the underlying solution process, this paper presents a new perspective to quantify the typical fluctuation of solution processes of the SHS and its stochastic symplectic methods as time goes to infinity. In classical probability theory, the fundamental probabilistic limit theorem for describing the maximum possible fluctuation of a stochastic process pathwisely over the long term is known as the law of iterated logarithm (LIL), providing the specific scaling function that characterizes the almost sure asymptotic growth of the process. One of the most important examples possessing the LIL is the standard Brownian motion B(t), which satisfies lim sup_{t→∞}^{|B(t)|}_{f(t)} = √ 2 a.s. with the scaling function f(t) = √ t log log t; see e.g. [14]. This result shows that the utmost fluctuation of Brownian motion asymptotically grows as √ 2t log log t. With the aid of the LIL, we are going to investigate the following questions:

(i) Does the SHS obey the LIL with some scaling function f? Namely, is the upper limit of the exact solution with the scaling function f a.s. equal to some non-zero constant γ? (ii) If so, is there a numerical method that also obeys the LIL with the same scaling function f? Namely, is the upper limit of the numerical solution with the scaling function f a.s. equal to some non-zero constant γ^Δ which may depend on the meshsize Δ?

(iii) Further, can the numerical method asymptotically preserve the LIL of the exact solution? Namely, does γ^Δ converge to γ as Δ takes limit?

In this paper, we take the linear SHS in the Hilbert space U × U d ( X(t) Y (t) ) = ( 0 B −B 0 ) ( X(t) Y (t) ) dt + ( α_1 α_2 ) dW (t), ( X(0) Y (0) ) = ( X_0 Y_0 ) (1) as a test model, and investigate the LILs for both the exact solution and its numerical methods. Here, X, Y ∈ U with (U, ⟨·, ·⟩_R ) being a real-valued separable Hilbert space, X_0, Y_0 ∈ U are deterministic, {W (t)}_{t≥0} is a U-valued Q-Wiener process on a filtered probability space (Ω, F, {F_t}_{t≥0}, P), B is a self-adjoint linear operator. Precise assumptions on W and B are given in Section 2. To prove the LIL for the exact solution of (1), the difficulty lies in that the stochastic convolution in the mild form of the exact solution is not a martingale, leading to the non-trivial analysis. To overcome this difficulty, the key is to extract a suitable martingale difference series providing the predominant contribution to the upper limit, where the timechange theorem is fully utilized to prove the remainder after the extraction converges to 0. Based on this analysis, we present the lower bound of the LIL. To further prove the upper bound of the LIL, we introduce an approach based on the Borell–TIS inequality, through which the delicate estimate of the small probability that the exact solution deviates from the scaling function is established. With the detailed analysis, we finally obtain the LIL for X (t) with the scaling function f(t) = √ t log log t, namely,

lim sup t→∞ X (t) √ t log log t = √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j a.s., where X (t) ∈ {‖X(t)‖_R, ‖Y (t)‖_R, (‖X(t)‖^2_R + ‖Y (t)‖^2_R)^12 }, and {η_j }_{j∈N}+ is the sequence of eigenvalues of Q.

To further study the LIL for numerical methods, we apply the spectral Galerkin method in spatial direction, and a class of one-step numerical methods in temporal direction to obtain a general class of fully discrete numerical methods {X^{M,τ} (t_n), Y^{M,τ} (t_n)}_{n∈N}+ . Here, M, τ are the spectral projection dimension and time step-size, respectively. The compact form of the numerical solution is formulated based on dimensionality reduction and iteration argument, with the explicit expression of coefficients being presented. The key in the proof of the LIL lies in the technical estimates for the discrete stochastic convolution of the numerical solution. We prove that the stochastic symplectic methods obey the LIL with the same scaling function f as that of the exact solution case. Further, we present that as τ → 0 and M → ∞, the limit for the LIL of stochastic symplectic methods coincide with the one for that of the exact solution, namely, lim M→∞ lim_{τ →0} lim sup n→∞ X^{M,τ}_{sym} (t_n) √ t_n log log t_n = √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j a.s., where X^{M,τ}_{sym} (t_n) denotes the numerical counterpart of X for stochastic symplectic methods. By contrast, we prove that the non-symplectic methods do not obey the LIL. Finally, we apply theoretical results to the linear stochastic oscillator and the linear stochastic Schrödinger equation and obtain the LILs for both exact solutions and their stochastic symplectic methods.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we prove the LIL for the exact solution of the linear SHS based on the time-change theorem for martingales and the Borell–TIS inequality. In Section 3, we establish the LIL for stochastic symplectic methods of the linear SHS, and prove the asymptotic preservation of the LIL of the exact solution. Section 4 is devoted to applications of theoretical results to the linear stochastic oscillator and the linear stochastic Schrödinger equation, respectively.

At the end of this section, we give some notations for the following content. We use log t to denote the natural logarithm log_e t and use ⟨M⟩(t) to denote the quadratic variation process of a martingale M(t). Let R = O (h^p) denote |R| ≤ Ch^p for all sufficiently small h and f(h) ∼ h^p claim that f(h) and h^p are equivalent infinitesimal. Denote by Var(·) the variance for random variables. Let i be the imaginary unit. For a complex-valued number x, let ℜx be its real part and ℑx be its imaginary part. Throughout this paper, let C denote an arbitrary constant which may vary from one line to another.

2. LIL for exact solution of linear SHS

In this section, we investigate the LIL for the linear SHS (1) based on the time-change theorem for martingales and the Borell–TIS inequality.

We consider a densely defined, linear, self-adjoint and positive definite operator B : dom(B) ⊂ U → U which is not necessarily bounded but with compact inverse. Suppose Be_k = λ_ke_k for some non-decreasing sequence {λ_k}_{k∈N} , where {e_k}_{k∈N} forms an orthonormal basis of (U, ⟨·, ·⟩_R ). Let W (t) be a U-valued Q-Wiener process on a complete filtered probability space (Ω, F, {F_t}_{t≥0}, P), which can be represented as W (t) = ∑_{+∞} k=1 √ η_kβ_k(t)e_k. Here, {β_k}^∞_{k=1} is a sequence of independent standard one-dimensional Brownian motions, and Q is a nonnegative symmetric operator on U with finite trace, whose eigenvalues and eigenvectors are, respectively, η_k and e_k, k ∈ N^+ .

The exact solution of (1) reads as

X(t) = cos(Bt)X_0 + sin(Bt)Y_0 + α_1 ∫_t 0 cos((t − s)B)dW (s) + α_2 ∫_t 0 sin((t − s)B)dW (s), Y (t) = − sin(Bt)X_0 + cos(Bt)Y_0 − α_1 ∫_t 0 sin((t − s)B)dW (s) + α_2 ∫_t 0 cos((t − s)B)dW (s). Below, we give the LIL result for the exact solution of the linear SHS.

Theorem 2.1. For X (t) ∈ {‖X(t)‖_R, ‖Y (t)‖_R, (‖X(t)‖^2_R + ‖Y (t)‖^2_R)^12 }, the LIL holds:

lim sup t→∞ X (t) √ t log log t = √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j a.s. To prove Theorem 2.1, we introduce the following auxiliary process

X̃(t) := cos(Bt)X_0 + sin(Bt)Y_0 + a_1 ∫_t 0 cos((t − s)B)dW (s) + a_2 ∫_t 0 sin((t − s)B)dW (s) with a_1, a_2 ∈ C , and study the LIL for X̃(t) in a complex-valued Hilbert space. To proceed, we give some notations. Let H be the complex-valued Hilbert space corresponding to U with the complex inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_C and the real inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_R = ℜ⟨·, ·⟩_C . We would like to mention that {e_k}_{k∈N} also forms an orthonormal basis of (H , ⟨·, ·⟩_C ).

Proposition 2.2. X̃(t) obeys the following LIL:

lim sup t→∞ ‖X̃ (t) ‖_R √ t log log t

= sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1 √ ϕ(ρ), where ρ := ∑_∞ j=1 (ρ_{1,j} + iρ_{2,j}) e_j with ρ_{1,j} , ρ_{2,j} ∈ R, and

ϕ(ρ) := ∞∑ j=1 ((ℜa_1ρ_{1,j} + ℑa_1ρ_{2,j})^2 + (ℜa_2ρ_{1,j} + ℑa_2ρ_{2,j})^2)η_j .

Proof of Theorem 2.1. (i) Proof of the LIL for {‖X(t)‖_R }_{t≥0}. Using Proposition 2.2 with a_1 = α_1, a_2 = α_2, we have

lim sup t→∞ ‖X (t)‖_R √ t log log t = √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1 ( ∞∑ j=1 ρ^2_{1,j}η_j )^{12} ≤ √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j. Since the operator Q has finite trace, there exist N_0 ∈ N^+ and j_0 ∈ {1, . . . , N_0} such that sup_{j∈N}+ η_j = sup_{j∈{1,2,...,N0}} η_j = η_{j0} . Letting

ρ_{1,j} = {1, j = j_0, 0, j ≠ j_0 and ρ_{2,j} = 0 for all j ∈ N^+ , we have sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1 ( ∞∑ j=1 ρ^2_{1,j}η_j )^{12} ≥ η_{j0} = sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j , which leads to

lim sup t→∞ ‖X (t)‖_R √ t log log t = √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j. (ii) Proof of the LIL for {‖Y (t)‖_R}_{t≥0}. Similar to the proof of the LIL for {‖X(t)‖_R }_{t≥0}, by taking a_1 = α_2, a_2 = −α_1, we obtain the LIL result for {‖Y (t)‖_R}_{t≥0}.

(iii) Proof of the LIL for {(‖X(t)‖^2_R + ‖Y (t)‖^2_R)^12 }_{t≥0}. Notice that Z(t) := X(t) + iY (t) satisfies

Z(t) = cos(Bt)(X_0 + iY_0) + sin(Bt)(Y_0 − iX_0)

+ (α_1 + iα_2) ∫_t 0 cos((t − s)B)dW (s) + (α_2 − iα_1) ∫_t 0 sin((t − s)B)dW (s), and ‖Z(t)‖_R = (‖X(t)‖^2_R + ‖Y (t)‖^2_R)^12 . According to Proposition 2.2 with a_1 = α_1 + iα_2, a_2 = α_2 − iα_1, we derive

lim sup t→∞ ‖Z(t)‖_R √ t log log t

= sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1 (^∞∑ j=1 ( (α_1ρ_{1,j} + α_2ρ_{2,j} )^2 + (α_2ρ_{1,j} − α_1ρ_{2,j})^2 ) η_j ) 1_2

= sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1 √ α^2_1 + α^2 (^∞∑ j=1 (ρ^2_{1,j} + ρ^2_{,j} )η_j

) 1_2 ≤ √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j. By letting

ρ^2_{1,j} + ρ^2_{,j} = {1, j = j_0, 0, j ≠ j_0, we conclude

lim sup t→∞ (‖X(t)‖^2_R + ‖Y (t)‖^2_R)^12 √ t log log t

= lim sup t→∞ ‖Z(t)‖_R √ t log log t = √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j , which finishes the proof. □

In the following proposition, we present LILs for some martingales by means of the timechange theorem, which plays an important role in the proof of Proposition 2.2. Define M_1(t) := ∫_t 0 cos (sB) dW (s), M_2(t) := ∫_t 0 sin (sB) dW (s). Then for all j ∈ N^+ , we have

M_{1,j}(t) := ⟨M_1(t), e_j ⟩_R = ⟨ ∫_t 0 cos (sB) ( ∞∑ k=1 √ η_kdβ_ke_k), e_j ⟩_R = √ η_j ∫_t 0 cos (sλ_j) dβ_j ,

M_{2,j}(t) := ⟨M_2(t), e_j ⟩_R = ⟨ ∫_t 0 sin (sB) ( ∞∑ k=1 √ η_kdβ_ke_k), e_j ⟩_R = √ η_j ∫_t 0 sin (sλ_j) dβ_j .

Proposition 2.3. For j ∈ N^+ , k = 1, 2, M_{k,j}(t) is a real-valued martingale obeying the following LIL:

lim sup t→∞ |M_{k,j}(t)| √ t log log t = √ η_j a.s. Proof. Note that M_{1,j} (t) is a real-valued martingale with ⟨M_{1,j} ⟩(t) = η_j ∫_t 0 cos^2(sλ_j )ds = tη_j 2 + η_j 4λ_j sin(2tλ_j ).

It follows from [9, Theorem 3.4.6] that W_{1,j}(t) := M_{1,j} (T_{1,j} (t)) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion with M_{1,j} (t) = W_{1,j} (⟨M_{1,j}⟩ (t)) , where T_{1,j} (t) := inf {s ≥ 0 : ⟨M_{1,j} ⟩(s) > t}. Since lim_{t→∞}^{2⟨M1,j ⟩(t)}_t = η_j , we obtain

lim sup t→∞ |M_{1,j} (t)| √ t log log t

= lim sup t→∞ |W_{1,j} (⟨M_{1,j}⟩ (t))| √ 2 ⟨M_{1,j} ⟩ (t) log log (⟨M_{1,j} ⟩ (t)) √ 2 ⟨M_{1,j}⟩ (t) log log (⟨M_{1,j} ⟩ (t)) √ t log log t

= lim_{t→∞} √ 2 ⟨M_{1,j}⟩ (t) t = √ η_j a.s., (2) where the LIL for the Brownian motion W_{1,j}(t) is used. Similarly, M_{2,j}(t) is a martingale with ⟨M_{2,j} ⟩(t) = η_j ∫_t 0 sin^2(sλ_j)ds = tη_j 2 − η_j 4λ_j sin(2tλ_j ),

and it can be proved that lim sup_{t→∞}^{|M2,j (t)|√}_{t log log t} = √η_j a.s. The proof is completed. □

With Proposition 2.3 in hand, we present the proof of Proposition 2.2 below.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. For the sake of simplicity, we define W_{sin}(t) := ∫_t 0 sin((t−s)B)dW (s), W_{cos}(t) := ∫_t 0 cos((t − s)B)dW (s), and for j ∈ N^+ , we define W_{sin,j}(t) := ⟨W_{sin}(t), e_j ⟩_R, W_{cos,j}(t) := ⟨W_{cos}(t), e_j ⟩_R. Using the Riesz representation theorem, we have

‖X̃(t)‖^2_R = sup ρ∈H ,‖ρ‖_R=1 |⟨X̃(t), ρ⟩_R|^2. Hence, for all ρ = ∑_∞ j=1 (ρ_{1,j} + iρ_{2,j}) e_j ∈ H with ρ_{1,j}, ρ_{2,j} ∈ R such that ‖ρ‖^2_R = ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} + ρ^2_{,j}) = 1, we obtain

‖X̃(t)‖^2_R = sup ρ∈H ,‖ρ‖_R=1 |⟨cos(Bt)X_0 + sin(Bt)Y_0, ρ⟩_R + ⟨a_1W_{cos}(t) + a_2W_{sin}(t), ρ⟩_R|^2

= sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1 | |⟨cos(Bt)X_0 + sin(Bt)Y_0, ρ⟩_R +^∞∑ j=1 ã_{1,ρ,j} W_{cos,j}(t) + ã_{2,ρ,j} W_{sin,j}(t) | |^2, where ã_{1,ρ,j} := ℜa_1ρ_{1,j} +ℑa_1ρ_{2,j}, ã_{2,ρ,j} := ℜa_2ρ_{1,j} +ℑa_2ρ_{2,j} . For each sequence {(ρ_{1,j} , ρ_{2,j} )}^∞_{j=1} such that ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} + ρ^2_{,j}) = 1, let W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) := ∑_∞ j=1 ã_{1,ρ,j}W_{cos,j}(t) + ã_{2,ρ,j} W_{sin,j}(t). Then we divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1: Lower bound of lim sup_{t→∞}^{‖X̃(t)‖R√}_{t log log t} .

Let m > 2, and t_n := m^n for n ∈ N. We first give the estimate of W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t_n), which can be decomposed as W_{sin,cos,ρ} (t_n) = A_{n,ρ} + B_{n,ρ}.

Here, A_{n,ρ} := ∞∑ j=1 ⟨ ∫^{tn} t_{n−1} (ã_{1,ρ,j} (cos (t_n − s) B) + ã_{2,ρ,j} (sin (t_n − s) B))dW (s), e_j ⟩ R and B_{n,ρ} := ∞∑ j=1 ⟨ ∫^{tn−1} 0 (ã_{1,ρ,j} (cos (t_n − s) B) + ã_{2,ρ,j} (sin (t_n − s) B))dW (s), e_j ⟩ R are independent Gaussian random variables for any given n ∈ N^+ . It is proved that {A_{n,ρ}}_{n∈N}+ is a martingale difference series with E [A_{n,ρ}] = 0 and

Var (A_{n,ρ}) = ∞∑ j=1 ⟨ (ã^2_{1,ρ,j} + ã^2_{,ρ,j} ) Δt_nQ 2 e_j, e_j ⟩ R + J (Δt_n, ρ) = Δt_nϕ(ρ) 2 + J (Δt_n, ρ), where Δt_n := t_n − t_{n−1} and

J (Δt_n, ρ) := ∞∑ j=1 ( (ã^2_{1,ρ,j} − ã^2_{,ρ,j}) sin(2λ_j Δt_n)η_j 4λ_j + ã_{1,ρ,j}ã_{2,ρ,j} ( η_j 2λ_j − cos(2λ_j Δt_n)η_j 2λ_j ) ) . Since {λ_j }^∞_{j=1} is non-decreasing, we know that |J (Δt_n, ρ)| ≤ ∞∑ j=1 ( |ã^2_{1,ρ,j} − ã^2_{,ρ,j}| η_j 4λ_j + |ã_{1,ρ,j}ã_{2,ρ,j} | η_j λ_j ) ≤ ∞∑ j=1 (|ã^2_{1,ρ,j} − ã^2_{,ρ,j}| 4 + |ã_{1,ρ,j}ã_{2,ρ,j}| ) η_j λ_1 . Letting a_{max} := max{|ℜa_1|, |ℑa_1|, |ℜa_2|, |ℑa_2|}, it holds that

|ã^2_{1,ρ,j} − ã^2_{,ρ,j} | ≤ 2a^2_{max}(ρ^2_{1,j} + ρ^2_{,j} ) ≤ 2a^2_{max}, |ã_{1,ρ,j}ã_{2,ρ,j} | ≤ a^2_{max}(|ρ_{1,j} | + |ρ_{2,j} |)^2 ≤ 2a^2_{max},

which leads to |J (Δt_n, ρ)| ≤ 5a^2_{max} 2λ_1 tr(Q) =: J_0 < ∞. (3)

Thus, we have Var (A_{n,ρ}) ≤^{Δtn}_2 ϕ(ρ)+J_0. Define C_{n,ρ} := (_{Δtn} β ϕ(ρ) log log t_n

) 1_2 with n ≥ 2, β ∈ (1, 2]. Based on the fact that A_{n,ρ} is Gaussian, we derive P { A_{n,ρ} > C_{n,ρ} } = P { A_{n,ρ} √ Var(A_{n,ρ}) > C_{n,ρ} √ Var(A_{n,ρ}) }

≥ 1 √ 2π 1 C_{n,ρ} √_{Var(An,ρ)} + √_{Var(An,ρ)} C_{n,ρ} exp { − C^2_{n,ρ} 2 Var(A_{n,ρ}) } .

For any ϵ_1 ∈ (0,^3_4 ], there exists N_0 := N_0(ϵ_1, m, ρ) = max

{⌈_{log(} 4J_{0ϕϵ1 )}

log m ⌉ , ⌈_{e2β} log m ⌉ , 2 } such that

for all n > N_0, it holds that C_{n,ρ} √ Var(A_{n,ρ}) = √ ( 1 1 +^{2J}_{ϕΔtn} ) 2 β log log t_n ≤ √ ( 1 1 −^{2J0}_{ϕΔtn} ) 2 β log log t_n

≤ √ ( 1 1 − ϵ_1 ) 2 β log log t_n ≤ 2 √ 2 β log log t_n and √ Var(A_{n,ρ}) C_{n,ρ} ≤ 1 +^{2JϕΔt}n 2 β log log t_n ≤ 1 +^{2J0}_{ϕΔtn} √_2

β log log t_n ≤ 1 2 + J_0 ϕΔt_n ≤ 1 ≤ √ 2 β log log t_n.

Hence, P { A_{n,ρ} > C_{n,ρ} } ≥ 1 √ 2π 1 C_{n,ρ} √_{Var(An,ρ)} + √_{Var(An,ρ)} C_{n,ρ} exp { − log log t_n

β(1 − ϵ_1) }

≥ 1 √ 2π 1 3 √_2

β (log n + log log m)

(log m)^{− 1β(1−ϵ}1^) n^{− 1β(1−ϵ}1^) .

Taking ϵ_1 =^{1−1/β}_2 ≤^1_4 , which implies β (1 − ϵ_1) =^{β+1}_2 > 1, we have ∑_∞ n=N_0 n

−^1_{β(1−ϵ1)} = ∞.

This leads to ∞∑ n=2 P { A_{n,ρ} > C_{n,ρ} } = (^N0∑ n=2 + ∞∑ n=N_0+1 ) P { A_{n,ρ} > C_{n,ρ} } = ∞. Noticing that {A_{n,ρ}}^∞_{n=2} is a sequence of independent random variables, it follows from the Borel–Cantelli lemma that P {{ A_{n,ρ} > C_{n,ρ} } i.o. } = 1. (4)

By Proposition 2.3 and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we obtain

lim sup n→∞ |B_{n,ρ}| √ t_{n−1} log log t_{n−1}

= lim sup n→∞ ∞∑ j=1 1 √ t_{n−1} log log t_{n−1} | ⟨( ã_{1,ρ,j} cos(t_nB) + ã_{2,ρ,j} sin(t_nB) ) M_1(t_{n−1}) + ( ã_{1,ρ,j} sin(t_nB) − ã_{2,ρ,j} cos(t_nB) ) M_2(t_{n−1}), e_j ⟩ R| ≤ ∞∑ j=1 2 √ η_j (|ã_{1,ρ,j} | + |ã_{2,ρ,j} |) ≤ 2( ∞∑ j=1 (|ã_{1,ρ,j}| + |ã_{2,ρ,j}|)^2)^{12} ( ∞∑ j=1 η_j )^{12} ≤ 4 √ 2a_{max}(tr(Q))^{12} a.s.,

which implies

lim inf n→∞ B_{n,ρ} √ t_{n−1} log log t_{n−1} ≥ −4 √ 2a_{max}(tr(Q))^{12} a.s. (5)

According to the decomposition of W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t), (4), and (5), there exists a set Ω̃ ⊂ Ω with

P(Ω̃) = 1 such that for any ω ∈ Ω̃ and ε_1 > 0, W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t_n) > C_{n,ρ} + B_{n,ρ} ≥ √ t_n log log t_n ( √ 1 −^1_m β ϕ(ρ) − (4 √ 2a_{max}(tr(Q))^{12} + ε_1) √ t_{n−1} log log t_{n−1} √ t_n log log t_n ) (6) holds for infinitely many n > 1. Noticing lim_{n→∞} √_{tn−1 log log tn−1} √ t_n log log t_n =

√_1

m with m > 2, and

then letting m → ∞, β → 1, we deduce from (6) that

lim sup t→∞ |W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t)| √ t log log t

≥ lim sup n→∞ W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t_n) √ t_n log log t_n ≥ √ ϕ(ρ) a.s. Consequently,

lim sup t→∞ ‖X̃(t)‖_R √ t log log t

= lim sup t→∞ sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1

|⟨cos(Bt)X_0 + sin(Bt)Y_0, x⟩_R + W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t)| √ t log log t

≥ lim sup t→∞ |W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t)| √ t log log t ≥ √ ϕ(ρ) a.s. Since lim sup_{t→∞}^{‖X̃(t)‖R√}_{t log log t} is independent of ρ, taking supremum over all {(ρ_{1,j} , ρ_{2,j} )}^∞_{j=1} with ∑_∞ j=1 ( ρ^2_{1,j} + ρ^2_{,j} ) = 1 on the right-hand side of the above inequality, we have the lower bound

result

lim sup t→∞ ‖X̃(t)‖_R √ t log log t

≥ sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1 √ ϕ(ρ) a.s. (7) Step 2: Upper bound of lim sup_{t→∞}^{‖X̃(t)‖R√}_{t log log t} .

Let m ∈ (1, 2], and t_n := m^n for n ∈ N. Define f(t, ρ) := √ m^2ϕ(ρ)t log log t. According

to the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, for all n >

N_1 := N_1(m) = max{⌈^{log(} 1 2λ1 )

log m − 1⌉, 0}, we have E [ sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ] ≤ ∞∑ j=1 ( |ã_{1,ρ,j}| + |ã_{2,ρ,j} | )( E [ sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] |M_{1,j} (t)| ] + E [ sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] |M_{2,j} (t)| ])

≤ ∞∑ j=1 C ( |ã_{1,ρ,j} | + |ã_{2,ρ,j} | )( E ( (⟨M_{1,j} ⟩(t_{n+1}))^{12} ) + E ( (⟨M_{2,j} ⟩(t_{n+1}))^{12} ))

≤ ∞∑ j=1 2C ( |ã_{1,ρ,j}| + |ã_{2,ρ,j} | )(t_{n+1}η_j 2 + η_j 4λ_j ) 1_2

≤ ∞∑ j=1 2C ( |ã_{1,ρ,j}| + |ã_{2,ρ,j} | )( t_{n+1}η_j ) 1_2 ≤ 4 √ 2Ca_{max} √ tr(Q)t_{n+1}.

Hence, there exists N_2 := N_2(m, ρ) = max

{⌈_e^{C2}1^{tr(Q)}_{mϕ}

log m ⌉ , N_1 } such that for all n > N_2, E [ sup t∈[0,t_n] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ] ≤ C_1 √ tr(Q) √ t_{n+1} ≤ f(t_n, ρ), (8) where C_1 := 4 √ 2Ca_{max}. Therefore, for all n > N_2, we obtain ( f(t_n, ρ) − E [ sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ])_2

= m^2t_nϕ(ρ) log log t_n ( 1 + C^2_1^{tr(Q)}_{ϕ(ρ)} − 2C_1 √ m^{tr(Q)}_{ϕ(ρ)} log log t_n

m log log t_n ) .

For any given ϵ_2 > 0, there exists N_3 := N_3(ϵ_2, m, ρ) = max

{⌈_e(^{4C21 tr(Q)}_{ϵ2mϕ} )

log m ⌉ , N_2 } such that for

all n > N_3, it holds that^{2C1} √ m^{tr(Q)}_{ϕ(ρ)} log log t_n

m log log t_n ≤ ϵ2. This implies that for all n > N3, ( f(t_n, ρ) − E [ sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ])_2 ≥ (1 − ϵ_2) m^2ϕ(ρ)t_n log log t_n. (9)

Notice that

σ^2_{tn+1,ρ} := sup_{t∈[0,t}

n+1] E [ W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t)

]_2

= sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] {^∞∑ j=1 ⟨ (ã^2_{1,ρ,j} + ã^2_{,ρ,j}) tQ 2 e_j , e_j ⟩ R + J (t, ρ) }

≤ t_{n+1} 2 ϕ(ρ) + J_0,

where J_0 is given in (3). Then for ϵ_2, there exists N_4 := N_4(ϵ_2, m, ρ) = max

{⌈_{log(} 2J_{0ϵ2ϕ )}

log m −1 ⌉ , 0 } such that for all n > N_4,

2σ^2_{tn+1,ρ} ≤ mϕ(ρ)t_n(1 + ϵ_2). (10)

Applying the Borell–TIS inequality (see [1, Theorem 2.1.1]) to W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) with t ∈ [0, t_{n+1}], and combining (9) and (10), we have that for all n > N_5 := max{N_3, N_4}, P { sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ≥ f(t_n, ρ) }

= P { sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) − E [ sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ] ≥ f(t_n, ρ) − E [ sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ]}

≤ exp { − ( f(t_n, ρ) − E [ sup_{t∈[0,tn+1]} W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ])_2 2σ^2_{tn+1 ,ρ} }

≤ exp { − (1 − ϵ_2) m^2ϕ(ρ)t_n log log t_n (1 + ϵ_2)mϕ(ρ)t_n } = (log m)^{−m} (_{1−ϵ2} 1+ϵ2 ) n^{−m} (_{1−ϵ2} 1+ϵ2 ) .

Taking ϵ_2 <^{1−1/m}_{1+1/m} , which implies m (_{1−ϵ2} 1+ϵ_2 ) > 1, we have ∑_∞ n=1 n^{−m} (_{1−ϵ2} 1+ϵ2 ) < ∞. This leads to ∞∑ n=1 P { sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ≥ f(t_n, ρ) }

= (^N5∑ n=1 + ∞∑ n=N_5+1 ) P { sup t∈[0,t_{n+1}] W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ≥ f(t_n, ρ) } < ∞.

Using the Borel–Cantelli lemma yields P {{ sup_{t∈[0,tn+1]} W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) ≥ f(t_n, ρ) } i.o. } = 0,

which implies lim sup_{n→∞}^{supt∈[0,tn+1] Wsin,cos,ρ(t)}

√_{m2ϕ(ρ)tn log log tn} ≤ 1 a.s. Hence, we arrive at

lim sup t→∞ W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) √ m^2t log log t

≤ lim sup n→∞ sup_{t∈[tn,tn+1]} W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) √ m^2t_n log log t_n

≤ lim sup n→∞ sup_{t∈[0,tn+1]} W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) √ m^2t_n log log t_n ≤ √ ϕ(ρ) a.s. Letting m → 1, W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) obeys

lim sup t→∞ W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) √ t log log t ≤ √ ϕ(ρ) a.s. (11) Using the same method, we can also prove

lim sup t→∞ −W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t) √ t log log t ≤ √ ϕ(ρ) a.s. (12) Combining (11) and (12), it shows that

lim sup t→∞ |W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t)| √ t log log t ≤ √ ϕ(ρ) a.s. Due to the fact that sup_{‖x‖=1}⟨f, x⟩ = ⟨f, x̃⟩ with x̃ =^f_{‖f‖} , for any given ω ∈ Ω̃, we have

|W_{sin,cos,ρ̃}(t, ω)| = sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1 |W_{sin,cos,ρ}(t, ω)| , (13) where ρ̃(ω) :=^{a1Wsin(t,ω)+a2 Wcos(t,ω)}

‖a_1W_{sin}(t,ω)+a_2 W_{cos}(t,ω)‖_R . Therefore,

lim sup t→∞ ‖ ‖X̃(t, ω) ‖ ‖_R √ t log log t

= lim sup t→∞ | |W_{sin,cos,ρ̃}(t, ω) | | √ t log log t ≤ √ ϕ(ρ̃(ω)) ≤ sup ∑_∞ j=1(ρ^2_{1,j} +ρ^2_{,j} )=1 √ ϕ(ρ). Combining Step 1 and Step 2, we finish the proof of Proposition 2.2. □

3. LIL for stochastic symplectic methods of linear SHS

In this section, we study the LIL for fully discrete numerical methods of the linear SHS, whose spatial direction is based on the spectral Galerkin method and temporal direction is a class of one-step numerical methods. It is shown that the stochastic symplectic methods obey the LIL, but non-symplectic ones do not. Further, we show that stochastic symplectic methods asymptotically preserve the LIL of the exact solution case.

3.1. LIL for X^{M,τ}_{sym} (t_n). For M ∈ N^+ , we define the M-dimensional subspace of (U, ⟨·, ·⟩_R ) as U_M := span {e_1, e_2, . . . , e_M } and the projection operator P_M : U → U_M as P_M x = ∑_M k=1 ⟨x, e_k⟩_R e_k for each x ∈ U. Then P_M : H → H_M is also a projection operator such that P_M x = ∑_M k=1⟨x, e_k⟩_C e_k for each x ∈ H . Denote B^M = P_M B, W^M = P_M W, X^M_0 = P_M X_0, Y^M_0 = P_M Y_0. Using these notations, we obtain the following spectral Galerkin approximation: d ( X^M (t) Y^M (t) ) = ( 0 B^M −B^M 0 ) ( X^M (t) Y^M (t) ) dt + ( α_1 α_2 ) dW^M (t), ( X^M (0) Y^M (0) ) = ( X^M_0 Y^M_0 ) . (14)

Letting X^{k,M} (t) := ⟨X^M (t), e_k⟩_R, Y^{k,M} (t) := ⟨Y^M (t), e_k⟩_R, (14) is equivalent to the following M subsystems d ( X^{k,M} (t) Y^{k,M} (t) ) = ( 0 λ_k −λ_k 0 ) ( X^{k,M} (t) Y^{k,M} (t) ) dt + √ η_k ( α_1 α_2 ) dβ_k(t), k = 1, 2, . . . , M. We further apply a class of one-step numerical methods in temporal direction to deriving the general full discretization {(X^{k,M,τ}_n , Y^{k,M,τ}_n )}_{n∈N}+ , which satisfies the following equation ( X^{k,M,τ} n+1 Y^{k,M,τ} n+1 ) = ( a_{11} (λ_kτ) a_{12} (λ_kτ) a_{21} (λ_kτ) a_{22} (λ_kτ) ) ( X^{k,M,τ} n Y^{k,M,τ} n ) + √ η_k ( b_1 (λ_kτ) b_2 (λ_kτ) ) δβ_{k,n}. (15) Here, τ is the temporal step-size, δβ_{k,n} := β_k (t_{n+1}) − β_k (t_n) with t_n = nτ, n = 1, 2, . . ., and a_{ij}, b_i : (0, +∞) → R, i, j = 1, 2 are determined by a concrete numerical method.

Defining

A(h) := ( a_{11}(h) a_{12}(h) a_{21}(h) a_{22}(h) ) , b(h) := ( b_1(h) b_2(h) ) , ∀ h > 0, we rewrite (15) into ( X^{k,M,τ} n+1 Y^{k,M,τ} n+1 ) = A (λ_kτ) ( X^{k,M,τ} n Y^{k,M,τ} n ) + √ η_kb (λ_kτ) δβ_{k,n}, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (16) We make the following assumption to obtain the compact form for the solution of (16).

Assumption 1. There exists some h_1 > 0 such that

4 det ( A(h) ) − ( tr(A(h))

)_2 > 0, ∀ h < h_1. Under Assumption 1, it follows from [4] that for k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , M} and sufficiently small τ, {( X^{k,M,τ} n , Y^{k,M,τ}_n )} n∈N^+ can be written into the compact form X^{k,M,τ} n = − det(A)α̂^k_{n−1}X^{k,M,τ}_0 + α̂^k_n ( a_{11}X^{k,M,τ}_0 + a_{12}Y^{k,M,τ}_0 )

+ √ η_k n−1∑ j=0 ( − det(A)α̂^k_{n−2−j} b_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) α̂^k_{n−1−j} ) δβ_{k,j} , Y^{k,M,τ} n = a_{21}α̂^k_nX^{k,M,τ}_0 + α̂^k_{n+1}Y^{k,M,τ}_0 − a_{11}α̂^k_nY^{k,M,τ}_0 + √ η_k n−1∑ j=0 ( (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) α̂^k_{n−1−j} + b_2α̂^k_{n−j} ) δβ_{k,j},

where α̂^k_n =^{(det(A))} n−1 2 sin(nθ_k) sin(θ_k) with θk ∈ (0, π) such that cos (θk) = tr(A) 2 √_{det(A)} and sin (θ_k) = √_{4 det(A)−(tr(A))2} 2 √_{det(A)} . Here, det(A), a_{ij} , b_i (i, j = 1, 2) are computed at λ_kτ. For convenience, we

always omit the argument λ_kτ in det(A), a_{ij} , b_i (i, j = 1, 2) when no confusion occurs.

Let X^{M,τ} (t_n) = ∑_M k=1 X^{k,M,τ}_n e_k ∈ U_M , Y^{M,τ} (t_n) = ∑_M k=1 Y^{k,M,τ}_n e_k ∈ U_M . The stochastic symplectic fully discrete method obeys the LIL, which is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let Assumption 1 hold. If the numerical method (16) is symplectic, then the LILs hold as follows:

lim sup n→∞ ‖X^{M,τ} (t_n)‖_R √ t_n log log t_n

= max k∈{1,2,...,M} √ ξ_{k,1,τ} η_k a.s., (17) lim sup n→∞ ‖Y^{M,τ} (t_n)‖_R √ t_n log log t_n

= max k∈{1,2,...,M} √ ξ_{k,2,τ} η_k a.s., (18) lim sup n→∞ (‖X^{M,τ} (t_n)‖^2_R + ‖Y^{M,τ} (t_n)‖^2_R)^12 √ t_n log log t_n

= sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k})=1 √ ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) a.s., (19) where ξ_{k,1,τ} := b^2_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)^2 − 2b_1 (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) cos (θ_k)

sin^2 (θ_k) , ξ_{k,2,τ} := b^2 + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)^2 + 2b_2 (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) cos (θ_k)

sin^2 (θ_k) , and ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) := ∑_M k=1 ( ξ_{k,1,τ} ρ^2_{1,k} + ξ_{k,2,τ} ρ^2_{,k} + ξ_{k,3,τ} ρ_{1,k}ρ_{2,k} ) η_k with ρ := ∑_M k=1(ρ_{1,k} + iρ_{2,k})e_k, ξ_{k,3,τ} := −b_1b_2 cos(2θ_k) + [b_2(a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) − b_1 (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)] cos(θ_k)

sin^2(θ_k) + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)

sin^2(θ_k) . To prove Theorem 3.1, we provide some preliminaries. For k ∈ N^+ , define real-valued

martingales as follows

M̃^τ_{1,k}(n) := 1 sin(θ_k) n−1∑ j=0 [ − b_1 cos((j + 1)θ_k) + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) cos(jθ_k) ] δβ_{k,j} ,

M̃^τ_{2,k}(n) := 1 sin(θ_k) n−1∑ j=0 [ − b_1 sin((j + 1)θ_k) + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) sin(jθ_k) ] δβ_{k,j} ,

M̃^τ_{3,k}(n) := 1 sin(θ_k) n−1∑ j=0 [ b_2 cos((j − 1)θ_k) + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) cos(jθ_k) ] δβ_{k,j} ,

M̃^τ_{4,k}(n) := 1 sin(θ_k) n−1∑ j=0 [ b_2 sin((j − 1)θ_k) + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) sin(jθ_k) ] δβ_{k,j} . Then it is proved in the following proposition that M̃^τ_{j,k}(n), j = 1, . . . , 4 obey the LILs.

Proposition 3.2. For k ∈ N^+ , martingales M̃^τ_{j,k}(n), j = 1, . . . , 4 obey the following LILs:

lim sup n→∞ | |M̃ τ_{j,k}(n) | | √ t_n log log t_n = √ ξ_{k,1,τ} a.s. (j = 1, 2), lim sup n→∞ |~ M^τ_{j,k}(n) | √ t_n log log t_n = √ ξ_{k,2,τ} a.s. (j = 3, 4). Proof. Using n−1∑ j=0 sin(2jθ) = cos θ − cos ( (2n − 1)θ ) 2 sin θ , n−1∑ j=0 cos(2jθ) = 1 2 + sin ( (2n − 1)θ ) 2 sin θ

, (20) we derive the quadratic variation processes of the martingales ⟨M̃^τ_{1,k}⟩(n) = ξ_{k,1,τ} 2 t_n + K_1(k, n, τ), ⟨M̃^τ_{2,k}⟩(n) = ξ_{k,1,τ} 2 t_n − K_1(k, n, τ), ⟨M̃^τ_{3,k}⟩(n) = ξ_{k,2,τ} 2 t_n + K_2(k, n, τ), ⟨M̃^τ_{4,k}⟩(n) = ξ_{k,2,τ} 2 t_n − K_2(k, n, τ), where K_1(k, n, τ) := 1 4 sin^2(θ_k)

(sin((2n − 1)θ_k)

sin(θ_k) + 1 )( b^2_1 cos(2θ_k) + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)^2 − 2b_1 (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) cos(θ_k) ) τ + 1 sin^2(θ_k)

[−b_1 cos(θ_k) + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)] b_1 sin(θ_k)

(cos(θ_k) − cos((2n − 1)θ_k)

2 sin(θ_k) ) τ, K_2(k, n, τ) := 1 4 sin^2(θ_k)

(sin((2n − 1)θ_k)

sin(θ_k) + 1 )( b^2 cos(2θ_k) + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)^2 + 2b_2 (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) cos(θ_k) ) τ + 1 sin^2(θ_k)

(b_2 cos(θ_k) + a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) b_2 sin(θ_k)

(cos(θ_k) − cos((2n − 1)θ_k)

2 sin(θ_k) ) τ. Since K_1(k, n, τ), K_2(k, n, τ) are uniformly bounded with respect to n, similar to the proof of (2), we finish the proof. □

Based on Proposition 3.2, we give the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. At first, we prove the LIL for (‖X^{M,τ} (t_n)‖^2_R + ‖Y^{M,τ} (t_n)‖^2_R)^12 . Let u^{M,τ} (t_n) := X^{M,τ} (t_n)+iY^{M,τ} (t_n). By the Riesz representation theorem, we have ‖u^{M,τ} (t_n)‖^2_R = sup_{{ρ∈H M ,‖ρ‖R=1}} |⟨u^{M,τ} (t_n), ρ⟩_R|^2. Hence, for all ρ = ∑_M k=1 (ρ_{1,k} + iρ_{2,k}) e_k ∈ H_M with ρ_{1,k}, ρ_{2,k} ∈ R and ‖ρ‖^2_R = ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} + ρ^2_{,k}) = 1, we obtain ‖ u^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖_2 R = sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k} )=1 | |^M∑ k=1 ( ⟨X^{k,M,τ}_n e_k, ρ_{1,k}e_k⟩_R + ⟨Y^{k,M,τ}_n e_k, ρ_{2,k}e_k⟩_R )| |^2.

For convenience, we denote X^{k,M,τ}_n = C^{k,M,τ}_1 (n) + √ η_kG^{k,M,τ}_1 (n) and Y^{k,M,τ}_n = C^{k,M,τ}_2 (n) + √ η_kG^{k,M,τ}_2 (n) with C^{k,M,τ} 1 (n) := −α̂^k_{n−1}X^{k,M,τ}_0 + α̂^k_n ( a_{11}X^{k,M,τ}_0 + a_{12}Y^{k,M,τ}_0 ) , C^{k,M,τ} 2 (n) := a_{21}α̂^k_nX^{k,M,τ}_0 + α̂^k_{n+1}Y^{k,M,τ}_0 − a_{11}α̂^k_nY^{k,M,τ}_0 , G^{k,M,τ}_1 (n) := n−1∑ j=0 ( − α̂^k_{n−2−j}b_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) α̂^k_{n−1−j} ) δβ_{k,j} ,

G^{k,M,τ}_2 (n) := n−1∑ j=0 ( α̂^k_{n−j} b_2 + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) α̂^k_{n−1−j} ) δβ_{k,j} .

Then ‖ ‖u^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖ ‖^2_R = sup∑_{Mk=1(ρ21,k +ρ2,k )=1} | | ∑_M k=1 ( ρ_{1,k}C^{k,M,τ}_1 (n)+ρ_{2,k}C^{k,M,τ}_2 (n) ) +G^{M,τ}_ρ (n) | |^2,

where G^{M,τ}_ρ (n) := ∑_M k=1 √ η_k ( ρ_{1,k}G^{k,M,τ}_1 (n)+ρ_{2,k}G^{k,M,τ}_2 (n) ) . Now we divide the proof of (19) into two steps.

Step 1: Lower bound of lim sup_{n→∞} ‖u^{M,τ} (tn)‖_R √ t_n log log t_n .

Let m > 2. We decompose G^{M,τ}_ρ (m^n) as G^{M,τ}_ρ (m^n) = A^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} + B^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ}, where A^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} := M∑ k=1 ( ρ_{1,k} m^n−1∑

j=m^{n−1} ( − α̂^k_mn_{−2−j} b_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) α̂^k_mn_{−1−j} ) δβ_{k,j}

+ ρ_{2,k} m^n−1∑

j=m^{n−1} ( α̂^k_mn_{−j}b_2 + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) α̂^k_mn_{−1−j} ) δβ_{k,j} )√ η_k and B^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} := M∑ k=1 ( ρ_{1,k} m^{n−1}−1 ∑ j=0 ( − α̂^k_mn_{−2−j} b_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) α̂^k_mn_{−1−j} ) δβ_{k,j}

+ ρ_{2,k} m^{n−1}−1 ∑ j=0 ( α̂^k_mn_{−j}b_2 + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) α̂^k_mn_{−1−j} ) δβ_{k,j} )√ η_k

are independent Gaussian random variables for any given n. Note that {A^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ}}^∞_{n=1} is a martingale difference series satisfying Var ( A^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} ) = M∑ k=1 m^n−1∑

j=m^{n−1} ( ρ^2_{1,k} [ − α̂^k_mn_{−2−j} b_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)α̂^k_mn_{−1−j}

]_2

+ ρ^2_{,k} [ α̂^k_mn_{−j} b_2 + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) α̂^k_mn_{−1−j}

]_2 + ρ_{1,k}ρ_{2,k} [ − α̂^k_mn_{−2−j}b_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) α̂^k_mn_{−1−j} ] × [ α̂^k_mn_{−j}b_2 + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) α̂^k_mn_{−1−j} ]) η_kτ = Δt_mn 2 ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) + J^{M,τ,ρ}(Δm^n), where Δm^n := m^n − m^{n−1}, Δt_mn := t_mn − t_mn−1 = Δm^nτ, and J^{M,τ,ρ}(Δm^n) := M∑ k=1 [( ρ^2_{1,k} [ − b^2_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)^2

sin^2(θ_k)

[1 + ψ_{1,k}(Δm^n)] − b^2_1 + b_1 (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)

sin^2(θ_k)

[2 cos(θ_k) + ψ_{2,k}(Δm^n)] + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)^2

( sin(Δm^nθ_k) sin(θ_k)

)_2]

+ ρ^2_{,k} [ − b^2 + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)^2

sin^2(θ_k) [1 2 + ψ_{1,k}(Δm^n + 1) ] + b^2 sin^2((Δm^n + 1)θ_k) sin^2(θ_k ) − b_2 (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)

sin^2(θ_k) [ cos(θ_k) + ψ_{2,k}(Δm^n + 1) ]]

+ ρ_{1,k}ρ_{2,k} [ b_1b_2

sin^2(θ_k)

[cos(2θ_k) 2 + ψ_{1,k}(Δm^n + 1) − sin^2(θ_k) ]

+ b_1 (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) − b_2(a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) 2 sin^2(θ_k)

(2 cos(θ_k) + ψ_{2,k}(Δm^n))

+ b_2(a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)( sin((Δm^n + 1)θ_k) sin(Δm^nθ_k)

sin^2(θ_k) )

− (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)

sin^2(θ_k) [ 1 2 + ψ_{1,k}(Δm^n + 1) ]]) η_kτ ] . Here, we denote ψ_{1,k}(n) :=^{sin((2n−3)θk )−sin(θk)}

4 sin(θ_k) , ψ2,k(n) := sin(2(n−1)θ_k )−sin(2θ_k) 2 sin(θ_k ) , and use n−2∑ j=0 (α̂^k_j )^2 = 1 sin^2(θ_k) (n − 2 2 − sin((2n − 3)θ_k) − sin(θ_k)

4 sin(θ_k) ) ,

2 n−1∑ j=1 α̂^k_j α̂^k_{j−1} = 1 sin^2(θ_k) ( (n − 2) cos(θ_k) − sin(2(n − 1)θ_k) − sin(2θ_k)

2 sin(θ_k) ) (21)

for the stochastic symplectic method. Since | sin(θ_k)| ≤ 1 and | cos(θ_k)| ≤ 1, we can prove

that |J^{M,τ,ρ}(Δm^n)| ≤ J^{M,τ}_0 with some constant J^{M,τ}_0 independent of n. Define C^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} := (_{Δtmn} β ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) log log t_mn

) 1_2

. Then for any ϵ_1 ∈ (0,^3_4 ], there exists a positive integer N_0 :=

N_0(ϵ_1, m, ρ) = max {⌈_{log(}^{4J M,τ}0_{ϕM,τ ϵ1 )} log m ⌉ , ⌈_{e2β} log m ⌉ , ⌈_{log(e/τ )}

log m ⌉} such that for all n > N_0, P { A^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} > C^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} } ≥ 1 √ 2π 1 3 √_2

β (log n + log log m)

(log m)^{− 1β(1−ϵ}1^) n^{− 1β(1−ϵ}1^) .

Taking ϵ_1 =^{1−1/β}_2 ≤^1_4 and then using the Borel–Cantelli lemma, we obtain P {{ A^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} > C^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} } i.o. } = 1. (22)

By Proposition 3.2, we derive

lim sup n→∞ |B^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ}| √ t_mn−1 log log t_mn−1 ≤ M∑ k=1 ( |ρ_{1,k}| lim sup n→∞ (| sin (mnθ_k) M̃ τ_{1,k}(mn−1) − cos(mnθ_k)M̃ τ_{2,k}(mn−1)| √ t_mn−1 log log t_mn−1 )

+ |ρ_{2,k}| lim sup n→∞ (| sin (mnθ_k) M̃ τ_{3,k}(mn−1) − cos(mnθ_k)M̃ τ_{4,k}(mn−1)| √ t_mn−1 log log t_mn−1 ))√ η_k

≤ M∑ k=1 2 √ η_k ( |ρ_{1,k}| √ ξ_{k,1,τ} + |ρ_{2,k}| √ ξ_{k,2,τ} )

≤ 2 (^M∑ k=1 (|ρ_{1,k}| √ ξ_{k,1,τ} + |ρ_{2,k}| √ ξ_{k,2,τ} )^2 ) 1_2 (^M∑ k=1 η_k ) 1_2

=: 2C^{M,τ}_0 √ tr(Q) a.s., where C^{M,τ}_0 is some constant independent of n. Therefore,

lim inf n→∞ B^{M,τ}_mn_{,ρ} √ t_mn−1 log log t_mn−1 ≥ −2C^{M,τ}_0 √ tr(Q) a.s. (23) Combining (22) and (23), and using the same procedure as that for (7) yield

lim sup n→∞ ‖ ‖uM,τ (t_n) ‖ ‖_R √ t_n log log t_n

≥ α sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k})=1 √ ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) a.s.

Step 2: Upper bound of lim sup_{n→∞} ‖u^{M,τ} (t)‖_R √ t_n log log t_n .

Let m ∈ (1, 2]. Define f^{M,τ} (t_mn , ρ) := √ m^2ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ)t_mn log log t_mn . By the Burkholder– Davis–Gundy inequality, we obtain E [ sup r∈{1,2,...,m^{n+1}} G^{M,τ}_ρ (r) ]

≤ M∑ k=1 ρ_{1,k}C ( E [( ⟨M̃^τ_{1,k}⟩(m^{n+1})

) 1_2 ] + E [( ⟨M̃^τ_{2,k}⟩(m^{n+1})

) 1_2 ]) √ η_k

+ M∑ k=1 ρ_{2,k}C ( E [( ⟨M̃^τ_{3,k}⟩(m^{n+1})

) 1_2 ] + E [( ⟨M̃^τ_{4,k}⟩(m^{n+1})

) 1_2 ]) √ η_k

≤ M∑ k=1 2 √ η_kC ( ρ_{1,k} (ξ_{k,1,τ} 2 t_mn+1 + |K_1(k, m^{n+1}, τ)| ) 1_2

) + ρ_{2,k} (ξ_{k,2,τ} 2 t_mn+1 + |K_2(k, m^{n+1}, τ)| ) 1_2 ) . Notice that |K_1(k, n, τ)| ≤ 1 4 sin^2(θ_k) ( 1 sin(θ_k) + 1 )( b^2_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)^2 + 2|b_1 (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) | ) τ + 1 sin^2(θ_k) | ( − b_1 cos(θ_k) + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) ) b_1|τ =: K_{1,0}(k, τ), |K_2(k, n, τ)| ≤ 1 4 sin^2(θ_k) ( 1 sin(θ_k) + 1 )( b^2 + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)^2 + 2|b_2(a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)| ) τ + 1 sin^2(θ_k) | ( b_2 cos(θ_k) + a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2 ) b_2|τ =: K_{2,0}(k, τ). Define K_0(k, τ) := max{K_{1,0}(k, τ), K_{2,0}(k, τ)}. Then we have that for all n > N_1 := N_1(m, τ) = max { 0, ⌈ log(^{2K0}_{τ ξk,j,τ} ) log m − 1 ⌉ : k = 1, 2, . . . , M, j = 1, 2 } ,

E [ sup r∈{1,2,...,m^{n+1}} G^{M,τ}_ρ (r) ] ≤ 2C M∑ k=1 √ η_k ( ρ_{1,k} √ ξ_{k,1,τ} t_mn+1 + ρ_{2,k} √ ξ_{k,2,τ} t_mn+1 ) =: C_1 √ t_mn+1 .

Similar to the proof of (8), for all n > N_2 := N_2(m, ρ, τ) = max {⌈_e^{C2}1_{mϕM,τ} log m ⌉ , N_1 } , we arrive at E [ sup r∈{1,2,...,m^{n+1}} G^{M,τ}_ρ (r) ] ≤ C_1 √ t_mn+1 ≤ f^{M,τ} (t_mn , ρ). (24) Moreover, we have

σ̃^2_{tmn+1 ,M,ρ} := sup r∈{1,2,...,m^{n+1}} E [ (G^{M,τ}_ρ (r))^2 ] ≤ 1 2 ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ)t_mn+1 + J^{M,τ}_0 . (25)

Applying the Borell–TIS inequality to G^{M,τ}_ρ (r) with r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , m^n} and combining (24) and

(25), it yields that for any given ϵ_2 > 0, when n > N_3 := N_3(ϵ_2, m, ρ) = max { N_2,

⌈_{log} (^{2J}0_{ϵ2ϕM,τ} )

log m −

1 ⌉ , ⌈_e (_{4C21} ϵ2mϕM,τ ) log m ⌉} , P { sup r∈{1,2,...,m^{n+1}} G^{M,τ}_ρ (r) ≥ f^{M,τ} (t_mn , ρ) }

≤ exp { − ( f^{M,τ} (t_mn , ρ) − E [ sup_{r∈{1,2,...,m}n+1_} G^{M,τ}_ρ (r) ])_2 2σ̃^2_{tmn+1 ,M,ρ} }

≤ exp { − (1 − ϵ_2)ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ)m^2t_mn log log t_mn (1 + ϵ_2)ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ)mt_mn } = (log m)^{−m( 1−ϵ21+ϵ}2^) ( n + log τ log m

)_{−m(}^{1−ϵ}2_{1+ϵ2 )} . Using the Borel–Cantelli lemma, similar to the proof of (11), we obtain lim sup_{n→∞}^{GM,τρ (n)√}_{tn log log tn} ≤ √ ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) a.s. Similarly, we have lim sup_{n→∞}^{−GM,τρ (n)√}_{tn log log tn} ≤ √ ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) a.s. This leads to

lim sup n→∞ | |G^{M,τ}_ρ (n) | | √ t_n log log t_n ≤ √ ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) a.s. Therefore, for a.s. ω ∈ Ω, by taking ρ_0(ω) such that |G^{M,τ}_{ρ0} (n, ω)| = sup_{∑M}

k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k} )=1 |G^{M,τ}_ρ (n, ω)|, we have

lim sup n→∞ ( ‖ X^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖_2 R + ‖ Y^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖_2 R)^12 √ t_n log log t_n

= lim sup n→∞ ‖ u^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖ R √ t_n log log t_n

= lim sup n→∞ |G^{M,τ}_{ρ0} (n, ω)| √ t_n log log t_n

≤ sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k} )=1 √ ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) a.s. Combining Step 1 and Step 2, we finish the proof of (19).

Now we give proofs of (17) and (18). Define G^{M,τ,1}_ρ (n) := ∑_M k=1 √ η_kρ_{1,k}G^{k,M,τ}_1 (n) and G^{M,τ,2}_ρ (n) := ∑_M k=1 √ η_kρ_{2,k}G^{k,M,τ}_2 (n). Using the above result on G^{M,τ}_ρ (n) with {ρ_{2,k} = 0 :

k = 1, 2, . . . , M} and {ρ_{1,k} = 0 : k = 1, 2, . . . , M}, respectively, and noticing the relation

holds as sup^∑M_{k=1 ρ}2_{j,k=1} √∑_M k=1 ρ^2_{j,k}ξ_{k,j,τ} η_k = max_{k∈{1,2,...,M}} √ ξ_{k,j,τ} η_k, j = 1, 2, we finish the

proof. □

3.2. Asymptotic preservation for LILs. Recalling that in Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 3.1, we acquire the LILs for the exact solution of the linear SHS and the numerical solution of the stochastic symplectic method. This subsection is devoted to showing the asymptotic preservation of the LIL by the stochastic symplectic method. As a comparison, we also give the result on non-symplectic methods, which fail to obey the LIL. To this end, we need the following assumption on the convergence of numerical methods.

Assumption 2. The coefficients A, b of the numerical method (16) satisfy

|a_{11} − 1| + |a_{22} − 1| + |a_{12} − τ| + |a_{21} + τ| = O ( τ^2 ) and |b_1 − α_1| + |b_2 − α_2| = O(τ).

It follows from [5] that Assumption 2 ensures at least one order convergence of the numerical method in the mean-square sense. The main result on the asymptotic preservation of the LILs by stochastic symplectic methods is stated as follows.

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. For the stochastic symplectic method, the LILs for X (t) are asymptotically preserved, i.e., lim M→∞ lim_{τ →0} lim sup n→∞ ‖ ‖X^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖ ‖_R √ t_n log log t_n = √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_k √ η_k a.s., (26) lim M→∞ lim_{τ →0} lim sup n→∞ ‖ ‖Y M,τ (t_n) ‖ ‖_R √ t_n log log t_n = √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_k √ η_k a.s., (27) lim M→∞ lim_{τ →0} lim sup n→∞ ( ‖ ‖X^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖ ‖^2_R + ‖ ‖Y^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖ ‖^2_R)^1_2 √ t_n log log t_n = √ α^2_1 + α^2 sup_k √ η_k a.s. (28) Proof. Combining Assumption 2 and [5, Lemma 4.2], we have

|a_{11} − 1| + |a_{22} − 1| + |a_{12} − τ| + |a_{21} + τ| = O(τ^2), |b_1 − α_1| + |b_2 − α_2| = O(τ),

tr(A) → 2 as τ → 0, (1 − tr(A) + det(A)) ∼ τ^2,

which leads to

lim_{τ →0} b_1 − a_{11}b_1 − a_{12}b_2 τ = −α_2, lim_{τ →0} b_1 (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) (2 − tr(A)) τ^2

= α^2_1,

lim_{τ →0} b_2 + a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2 τ = −α_1, lim_{τ →0} b_2 (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) (2 − tr(A)) τ^2

= −α^2.

Therefore, we obtain

lim_{τ →0} ξ_{k,1,τ} = lim_{τ →0}

(b_1 − (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2))^2 + 2b_1 (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) (1 − cos θ_k) ( 1 −^{tr2(A)}_4 )

= lim_{τ →0} 4 2 + tr(A)

((b_1 − a_{11}b_1 − a_{12}b_2)2

2 − tr(A) + b_1 (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) (2 − tr(A)) 2 − tr(A) ) = α^2_1 + α^2,

(29)

lim_{τ →0} ξ_{k,2,τ} = lim_{τ →0}

(b_2 + (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2))^2 + 2b_2 (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) (cos θ_k − 1) ( 1 −^{tr2(A)}_4 )

= lim_{τ →0} 4 2 + tr(A)

((b_2 + a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)2

2 − tr(A) − b_2 (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) (2 − tr(A)) 2 − tr(A) ) = α^2_1 + α^2,

(30) which yields

lim_{τ →0} lim sup n→∞ ‖ X^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖ R √ t_n log log t_n = √ α^2_1 + α^2 max k∈{1,2,...,M} √ η_k a.s.,

lim_{τ →0} lim sup n→∞ ‖ Y^{M,τ} (t_n) ‖ R √ t_n log log t_n = √ α^2_1 + α^2 max k∈{1,2,...,M} √ η_k a.s. Letting M → ∞ and using the fact that lim_{M→∞} max_{k∈{1,2,...,M}} √ η_k = sup_k √ η_k a.s., we derive (26) and (27).

For the proof of (28), by calculating

c_{k,τ,1} := − cos(2θ_k) + 2a_{11} cos(θ_k) − a^2_{11} + a_{12}a_{21} = − tr^2(A) 2 + 1 + a_{11} tr(A) − a^2_{11} + a_{12}a_{21} = tr(A) 2 (− tr(A) + 2a_{11}) + (1 + a_{11})(1 − a_{11}) + a_{12}a_{21}

= ( (2 − tr(A)) + (1 + a_{11} − 2)(1 − a_{11}) + a_{12}a_{21} ) (1 + O(τ)) = O(τ^2) + O(τ^4) − O(τ^2) = O(τ^4), c_{k,τ,2} := −a_{21} cos(θ_k) + a_{11}a_{21} = O(τ^3), c_{k,τ,3} := a_{12} cos(θ_k) − a_{11}a_{12} = O(τ^3), we arrive at

lim_{τ →0} ξ_{k,3,τ} = lim_{τ →0}

( −b_1b_2 cos(2θ_k) + (b_2(a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) − b_1 (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2)) cos(θ_k) 1 4 (2 + tr(A))(2 − tr(A)) + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) (a_{21}b_1 − a_{11}b_2) 1 4 (2 + tr(A))(2 − tr(A)) )

= lim_{τ →0} α_1α_2c_{k,τ,1} + α^2_1c_{k,τ,2} + α^2c_{k,τ,3}

2 − tr(A)

= 0.

(31)

Combining (29), (30), and (31), for any given ϵ > 0, there exists τ_0(ϵ) > 0 such that for all τ ∈ (0, τ_0(ϵ)), it holds that α^2_1 + α^2 − ϵ < ξ_{k,1,τ} < α^2_1 + α^2 + ϵ, α^2_1 + α^2 − ϵ < ξ_{k,2,τ} < α^2_1 + α^2 + ϵ, −ϵ < ξ_{k,3,τ} < ϵ. Hence, for all τ ∈ (0, τ_0(ϵ)), sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k} )=1 ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ)

≤ sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k} )=1 M∑ k=1 ( (ρ^2_{1,k} + ρ^2_{,k})(α^2_1 + α^2 + ϵ) + ϵ|ρ_{1,k}ρ_{2,k}| ) η_k

≤ ( max k∈{1,2,...,M} η_k ) sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k} )=1 ( (α^2_1 + α^2 + ϵ) M∑ k=1 (ρ^2_{1,k} + ρ^2_{,k}) + M∑ k=1 ϵ 2 (ρ^2_{1,k} + ρ^2_{,k}) )

≤ (α^2_1 + α^2 + 3 2 ϵ) max k∈{1,2,...,M} η_k. There exists k_0 ∈ {1, 2, . . . , M} such that η_{k0} = max_{k∈{1,2,...,M}} η_k. Let

ρ_{1,k} = {1, k = k_0, 0, k ≠ k_0, and ρ_{2,k} = 0 for all k ∈ N^+ . Then it follows that for all τ ∈ (0, τ_0(ϵ)), sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k})=1 ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) ≥ ξ_{k0,1,τ} η_{k0} ≥ (α^2_1 + α^2 − ϵ) max_{k∈{1,2,...,M}} η_k. This leads to that for all τ ∈ (0, τ_0(ϵ)),

(α^2_1 + α^2 − ϵ) max k∈{1,2,...,M} η_k ≤ sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k})=1

ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) ≤ (α^2_1 + α^2 + 3 2 ϵ) max k∈{1,2,...,M} η_k, which is equivalent to lim_{τ →0} sup^∑M_{k=1(ρ}2_{1,k +ρ}2_{,k )=1} ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) = (α^2_1 + α^2) max_{k∈{1,2,...,M}} η_k. Hence, we have

lim_{τ →0} lim sup n→∞ ‖ ‖uM,τ (t_n) ‖ ‖_R √ t_n log log t_n = √ α^2_1 + α^2 max k∈{1,2,...,M} √ η_k a.s. Letting M → ∞ completes the proof of (28). □

If the numerical method (16) applied to the SHS does not preserve the symplecticity, then the method is called non-symplectic method. Notice that for the case det(A) > 1, the upper limit of the solution scaled by polynomials of t may not exist in R. We only discuss the case 0 < det(A) < 1 here, for which we show that the upper limit of the solution scaled by t^ϵ with any given ϵ > 0 equals 0 almost surely. This is stated as follows.

Theorem 3.4. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. For the non-symplectic method with 0 < det(A) < 1, X^{M,τ}_{n-sym}(t_n) ∈ {‖X^{M,τ} (t_n)‖_R, ‖Y^{M,τ} (t_n)‖_R, (‖X^{M,τ} (t_n)‖^2_R + ‖Y^{M,τ} (t_n)‖^2_R)^12 } satisfies that

lim sup n→∞ X^{M,τ}_{n-sym}(t_n) t^ϵ_n = 0 a.s., ∀ ϵ > 0. Proof. We only give the proof for ‖X^{M,τ} (t_n)‖_R here since the proofs for ‖Y^{M,τ} (t_n)‖_R and (‖X^{M,τ} (t_n)‖^2_R + ‖Y^{M,τ} (t_n)‖^2_R)^12 are similar. Define f(t_n) := t^{ϵ/2}_n with ϵ > 0. Based on 0 < det(A) < 1, we have n−2∑ j=0 (α̂^k_j )^2 ≤ K_1(θ_k), | |2 n−1∑ j=1 α̂^k_j α̂^k_{j−1} | | ≤ K_2(θ_k),

which imply that

Var(G^{M,τ,1}_ρ (n)) = M∑ k=0 n−1∑ j=0 ρ^2_{1,k} ( − b_1α̂^k_{n−2−j} + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) α̂^k_{n−1−j}

)_2 η_kτ

≤ M∑ k=0 η_kτ ( [b^2_1 + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)^2]K_1(θ_k) + |b_1 (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2) |K_2(θ_k) + (a_{11}b_1 + a_{12}b_2)^2 (α̂^k_{n−1})^2 )

=: K(θ) < ∞. (32) Since G^{M,τ,1}_ρ (n) is a Gaussian random variable, we obtain P { G^{M,τ,1}_ρ (n) > f(t_n) } ≤ 1 √ 2π 1 f(t_n) √ Var(G^{M,τ,1} ρ (n)) exp { − t^ϵ_n 2 Var(G^{M,τ,1}_ρ (n)) }

≤ 1 √ 2π √ K(θ) (nτ)^{ϵ/2} exp { − (nτ)^ϵ 2K(θ) } ≤ √ K(θ) 2πτ^ϵ2 exp { − (nτ)^ϵ 2K(θ) } , which leads to ∑_∞ n=1 P { G^{M,τ,1}_ρ (n) > f(t_n) } < ∞. By the Borel–Cantelli lemma, we arrive

at P {{ G^{M,τ,1}_ρ (n) > f(t_n) } i.o. } = 0, which yields lim sup_{n→∞}^{GM,τ,1ρ (n)}_{tϵ/2n} ≤ 1 a.s. Therefore, it shows that lim sup_{n→∞}^{GM,τ,1ρ (n)}_{tϵn} = lim sup_{n→∞}^{GM,τ,1ρ (n)}_{tϵ/2n}^{tϵ/2n}_{tϵn} ≤ lim_{n→∞}^{tϵ/2n}_{tϵn} = 0 a.s. Since Var(−G^{M,τ,1}_ρ (n)) has the same expression as (32), we have lim inf_{n→∞}^{GM,τ,1ρ (n)}_{tϵn} = − lim sup_{n→∞}^{−GM,τ,1ρ (n)}_{tϵ/2n}^{tϵ/2n}_{tϵn} ≥ 0 a.s.

Hence, lim_{n→∞}^{GM,τ,1ρ (n)}_{tϵn} = 0 a.s., which finishes the proof. □

4. Applications to finite-dimensional and infinite-dimensional SHSs

In this section, we give the applications of theoretical results to concrete examples, including the linear stochastic oscillator and the linear stochastic Schrödinger equation, respectively.

4.1. LIL for linear stochastic oscillator. Consider the linear stochastic oscillator Ẍ(t) + X(t) = αẆ (t) with α > 0 and W (t) being a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion defined on (Ω, F, {F_t}_{t≥0}, P). Let U = R, B(x) = x, α_1 = 0, α_2 = α, the linear stochastic oscillator can be rewritten into an SHS in the form of (1), namely, d ( X(t) Y (t) ) = ( 0 1 −1 0 ) ( X(t) Y (t) ) dt + α ( 0 1 ) dW (t), ( X(0) Y (0) ) = ( X_0 Y_0 ) . By Theorems 2.1 and 3.1, we have that the exact solution X(t) of the linear stochastic oscillator and the numerical solution X_n of the stochastic symplectic method obey the LILs:

lim sup t→∞ |X(t)| √ t log log t = α a.s., lim sup_{n→∞} |X_n| √ t_n log log t_n = √ ξ_τ a.s., (33) respectively, where ξ_τ :=^{b21+(a11b1+a12b2)2−2b1(a11 b1+a12b2) cos(θ)}

sin^2(θ) . Further, by Theorem 3.3, we

derive that the stochastic symplectic method asymptotically preserves the LIL of the exact solution: lim_{τ →0} lim sup n→∞ |X_n| √ t_n log log t_n

= lim sup t→∞ |X(t)| √ t log log t = α a.s. 4.2. LIL for linear stochastic Schrödinger equation. Consider the linear stochastic Schrödinger equation du(t) = iΔu(t)dt + iαdW (t), t > 0 with u(0) = u_0, where α > 0, Δ denotes the Laplace operator with Dirichlet boundary conditions, and W (t) is an L^2(0, π; R)- valued Q-Wiener process on a complete filtered probability space (Ω, F, {F_t}_{t≥0}, P).

Let U = L^2(0, π; R), H = L^2(0, π; C ). The corresponding complex inner product and real inner product are defined as ⟨f, g⟩_C = ∫_π 0 f(ζ)ḡ(ζ)dζ and ⟨f, g⟩_R = ℜ ∫_π 0 f(ζ)ḡ(ζ)dζ for f, g ∈ H , respectively. The sequence { e_k : e_k(ζ) =

√_2 π sin(kζ), ζ ∈ [0, π] } k∈N^+ forms an orthonormal

basis of both U and H . Set B = −Δ, α_1 = 0, α_2 = α, X_0 = ℜu_0, Y_0 = ℑu_0. Let u(t) = X(t) + iY (t), then X(t), Y (t) can be written into an SHS in the form of (1), namely, d ( X(t) Y (t) ) = ( 0 −Δ Δ 0 ) ( X(t) Y (t) ) dt + α ( 0 1 ) dW (t), ( X(0) Y (0) ) = ( ℜu_0 ℑu_0 ) . By Theorem 2.1, we have the LIL of the exact solution u(t):

lim sup t→∞ ‖u (t)‖_R √ t log log t

= lim sup t→∞ (‖X(t)‖^2_R + ‖Y (t)‖^2_R)^12 √ t log log t

= α sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j a.s. According to Theorem 3.1, the solution u^{M,τ}_n = X^{M,τ}_n + iY^{M,τ}_n of the stochastic symplectic method obeys the following LIL:

lim sup n→∞ ‖u^{M,τ}_n ‖_R √ t_n log log t_n

= sup ∑_M k=1(ρ^2_{1,k} +ρ^2_{,k})=1 √ ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) a.s., where ϕ^{M,τ} (ρ) is given in Theorem 3.1. Further, by Theorem 3.3, we derive that the stochastic symplectic method asymptotically preserves the LIL of the exact solution: lim M→∞ lim_{τ →0} lim sup n→∞ ‖u^{M,τ}_n ‖_R √ t_n log log t_n

= lim sup t→∞ ‖u(t)‖_R √ t log log t

= α sup_{j∈N+} √ η_j a.s.

References

[1] Robert J. Adler and Jonathan E. Taylor. Random Fields and Geometry. Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer, New York, 2007.

[2] Cristina Anton. Weak backward error analysis for stochastic Hamiltonian systems. BIT, 59(3):613–646, 2019.

[3] Chuchu Chen, Jialin Hong, and Chuying Huang. Stochastic modified equations for symplectic methods applied to rough Hamiltonian systems based on the Wong–Zakai approximation. 2019.

[4] Chuchu Chen, Jialin Hong, Diancong Jin, and Liying Sun. Large deviations principles for symplectic discretizations of stochastic linear Schrödinger equation. Potential Anal., 59(3):971–1011, 2023.

[5] Chuchu Chen, Jialing Hong, Diancong Jin, and Liying Sun. Asymptotically-preserving large deviations principles by stochastic symplectic methods for a linear stochastic oscillator. SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 59(1):32–59, 2021.

[6] Raffaele D’Ambrosio and Stefano Di Giovacchino. Long-term analysis of stochastic Hamiltonian systems under time discretizations. SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 45(2):A257–A288, 2023.

[7] Jialin Hong and Liying Sun. Symplectic Integration of Stochastic Hamiltonian Systems, volume 2314 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Singapore, 2022.

[8] Jialin Hong and Xu Wang. Invariant Measures for Stochastic Nonlinear Schrödinger Equations: Numerical Approximations and Symplectic Structures, volume 2251 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Singapore, 2019.

[9] Ioannis Karatzas and Steven E. Shreve. Brownian Motion and Stochastic Calculus, volume 113 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 1991.

[10] Marie Kopec. Weak backward error analysis for Langevin process. BIT, 55(4):1057–1103, 2015. [11] G. N. Milstein, Yu. M. Repin, and M. V. Tretyakov. Numerical methods for stochastic systems preserving symplectic structure. SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 40(4):1583–1604, 2002.

[12] G. N. Milstein, Yu. M. Repin, and M. V. Tretyakov. Symplectic integration of Hamiltonian systems with additive noise. SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 39(6):2066–2088, 2002.

[13] Grigori N. Milstein and Michael V. Tretyakov. Stochastic Numerics for Mathematical Physics. Scientific Computation. Springer, Cham, second edition, 2021.

[14] René L. Schilling and Lothar Partzsch. Brownian Motion. De Gruyter Graduate. De Gruyter, Berlin, second edition, 2014. An Introduction to Stochastic Processes, With a chapter on simulation by Björn Böttcher.

[15] Tony Shardlow. Modified equations for stochastic differential equations. BIT, 46(1):111–125, 2006. [16] Lijin Wang, Jialin Hong, and Liying Sun. Modified equations for weakly convergent stochastic symplectic schemes via their generating functions. BIT, 56(3):1131–1162, 2016.

[17] K. C. Zygalakis. On the existence and the applications of modified equations for stochastic differential equations. SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 33(1):102–130, 2011.

LSEC, ICMSEC, Academy of Mathematics and Systems Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China, and School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China

Email address: chenchuchu@lsec.cc.ac.cn; chenxinyu@amss.ac.cn; dangth@lsec.cc.ac.cn; hjl@lsec.cc.ac.cn