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Convergence rate for homogenization of a nonlocal model with

oscillating coefficients

Li Lin1 & Jinqiao Duan2

Abstract

This letter deals with homogenization of a nonlocal model with Lévy-type operator of rapidly

oscillating coefficients. This nonlocal model describes mean residence time and other escape phe-

nomena for stochastic dynamical systems with non-Gaussian Lévy noise. We derive an effective

model with a specific convergence rate. This enables efficient analysis and simulation of escape

phenomena under non-Gaussian fluctuations.
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1. Introduction

We consider the homogenization of the following nonlocal partial differential equation















Aǫuǫ(x) = f (x), x ∈ D,

uǫ |Dc = g(x),
(1)

arising in the study of escape phenomena of stochastic dynamical systems under Lévy fluctuations

[1]. Here D is a bounded domain in R
d. When f = −1 and g = 0, the solution of this equation

is the mean residence time for such a stochastic system in domain D. Specifically, the nonlocal

operator depends on a small positive scale parameter ε and is defined by Aǫu = 1
2
D(ΘǫD∗u),

where the coefficient Θǫ(x, z) = Θ( x
ǫ
, z
ǫ
) is of period 1 in (x, z) and for a certain positive constant λ,

1
λ
< Θǫ(x, z) < λ.

The nonlocal linear operator D and its adjoint operator D∗ are defined as follows[16]. Given

the antisymmetric kernel function γ(x, z) = (z − x) 1

|z−x|
2+d+α

2

(note that γ(z, x) = −γ(x, z)), the

nonlocal divergenceD is defined byD(β)(x) :=
∫

Rd (β(x, z)+ β(z, x)) · γ(x, z)dz, x ∈ D. The adjoint

operatorD∗ ofD is then given byD∗(φ)(x, z) = −(φ(z) − φ(x))γ(x, z) for x, z ∈ D.
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By the way, if Θ ≡ 1, then we see a relation with the nonlocal Laplace operator 1
2
DD∗ =

−(−∆)α/2. The nonlocal Laplace operator (−∆)α/2 is defined by

(−∆)α/2u(x) =

∫

Rd\{x}

u(z) − u(x)

|z − x|d+α
dz,

where the integral is in the sense of Cauchy principal value, and it is the generator of a symmetric

α-stable Lévy motion [2]

2. Main result

2.1. Function spaces

In this subsection, we define the following two important spaces. One is the spaceVD, which

is the counterpart of the classical Sobolev space H1(D). The other is the space XD, as an analogue

of the usual trace space H1/2(∂D).

We set ν(x, y) = γ2(x, z). we introduce a quadratic form[3–5] for u : Rd → R

ED(u, u) =
1

2

∫

Rd×Rd\Dc×Dc

(u(x) − u(z))2ν(x, z)dxdz.

Now we define the corresponding Sobolev space [7]:

VD
= {u : Rd → R such that ED(u, u) < ∞}.

We also denote

VD
0 = {u ∈ V

D; u = 0 a.e. on Dc}.

More precisely, VD
0 = H

α/2

0
(D) from [8, Theorem 3.33]. The space H

α/2

0
(D) is the standard frac-

tional Sobolev space. For s < 0, we denote Hs(D) as the dual space of H−s
0

(D). It is clear thatVD

is a Hilbert subspace of L2(D), with the induced norm ||u||2
VD = ||u||

2
L2(D)
+ ED(u, u).

We will use the notation T
d to denote the d-dimensional unit torus. The space H

α/2

#
(Td) of

1-periodic functions u ∈ Hα/2 such that
∫

Td u(y)dy = 0 will be interest in this study. Provided with

the norm, ‖u‖
H
α/2

#
(Td) =

(∫

Td

∫

Td

|u(y)−u(η)|2

|y−η|d+α
dydη

)

1
2

.

We let

ED(u, v) =
1

2

∫

Rd×Rd\Dc×Dc

(u(x) − u(z))(v(x) − v(z))ν(x, z)dxdz,

and

aǫ(u, v) =
1

2

∫

Rd×Rd\Dc×Dc

Θ
ǫ(x, z)(u(x) − u(z))(v(x) − v(z))ν(x, z)dxdz,

if the integrals are absolutely convergent, in particular for u, v ∈ VD.

By a solution of (1) we mean a weak solution, which is defined as every function uǫ ∈ V
D

equal to g a.e. on Dc such that for every φ ∈ VD
0 , aǫ(uǫ , φ) =

∫

fφdx, this integral is infinite, e.g.,

if D is bounded and f ∈ L2(D).
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Remark 1. Without loss of generality, we take the coefficient Θǫ(x, z) to be a symmetric function.

In fact, we can define the symmetric and anti-symmetric parts of Θǫ:

Θ
ǫ
s(x, z) =

1

2
(Θǫ(x, z) + Θǫ(z, x)) and Θ

ǫ
a(x, z) =

1

2
(Θǫ(x, z) − Θǫ(z, x)).

By [6, Lemma 3.2],
(

Θ
ǫ
a(x, z)D∗u,D∗φ

)

= 0. ThenD(Θǫ(x, z)D∗u) = D(Θǫs(x, z)D∗u).

Let Gǫ
D

(x, y) and Pǫ
D

(x, y) be the Green function and Poisson kernel of D for Aǫ respectively.

At the same time we let GD(x, y) and PD(x, y) be the Green function and Poisson kernel for Aǫ

with Θǫ = 1 on D, respectively. In this caseAǫu = −2(−∆)
α
2 u.

For g : Dc → R, we let Pǫ
D

[g](x) = g(x) for x ∈ Dc and Pǫ
D

[g](x) =
∫

Dc g(y)Pǫ
D

(x, y)dy forx ∈ D.

Furthermore, u = Pǫ
D

[g] is the unique solution of the following homogeneous Dirchlet problem:















Aǫuǫ = 0, x ∈ D,

uǫ |Dc = g.
(2)

Remark 2 ([4]). For f ∈ H−α/2(D) and g ∈ XD, we have the existence and uniqueness of equations

(1) and (2) inVD.

Next, for ω, ξ ∈ Dc, we let γD(ω, ξ) =
∫

D

∫

D
ν(ω, x)GD(x, y)ν(y, ξ)dxdy =

∫

D
ν(ξ, x)PD(x, ω)dx.

For g : Dc → R we introduce a quadratic formHD(g, g) = 1
2

∫

Dc×Dc(g(ω) − g(ξ))2γD(ξ, ω)dωdξ.

Then we define as in [7] a new space XD
= {g : Dc → R such that HD(g, g) < ∞}.

If g ∈ XD and x ∈ D, we obtain
∫

Dc g(z)2PD(x, z)dz < ∞. We fix an arbitrary (reference) point

x0 ∈ D. For g ∈ XD, we let |g|2Dc =

∫

Dc g(z)2PD(x0, z)dz (we omit x0 from the notation). Then XD is

a Hilbert space with the induced norm ||g||2
XD = |g|

2
Dc +HD(g, g).

2.2. Effective equation and convergence rate

Our main result is that the heterogeneous model (1) is approximated by a homogenized effec-

tive model (3) below, with convergence rate 1
2
. This is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. For scale parameter ε sufficiently small, the solution uǫ of heterogeneous model (1)

is approximated by the solution u0 of the following homogenized equation















−a1(−∆)α/2u0 − a2F u0(x) = f (x), x ∈ D,

u0|Dc = g(x).
(3)

with coefficients

a1 =

∫

Td×Td

Θ(y, η)dydη, a2 =
1

2

∫

Td×Td

Θ(y, η)D∗yχ(y)dydη,

ζ(u0)(x) =
1

|D|

∫

D

(D∗u0)(x, z)dz, F u0(x) = D|Dζ(u0)(x) =

∫

D

[

ζ(u0)(x) + ζ(u0)(z)
]

γ(x, z)dz,

3



where the function χ(y) is the unique solution of the following variational problem















â(χ, v) =
∫

Td×Td Θ(y, η)D∗yvdydη,

χ ∈ H
α/2

#
(Td).

(4)

Moreover, if f ∈ C∞(D) and χ ∈ L∞(Td), then uǫ has the following asymptotic expansion

uǫ = u0 − ε
1+α

2
1

|D|

∫

D

(D∗u0)(x, z)dz · χ(
x

ǫ
) + R(ε),

and there exists a constant C (independent of ε) such that the remainder is estimated as

‖R(ε)‖VD =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

uǫ − (u0 − ε
1+α

2
1

|D|

∫

D

(D∗u0)(x, z)dz · χ(
x

ǫ
))

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

VD

≤ Cε1/2.

This says that uǫ → u0, in Sobolev spaceVD, with convergence rate 1
2
.

In order to prove this theorem, we recall some lemmas. The next result is due to [7].

Lemma 1. Let D ⊂ R
d be bounded, open and Lipschitz, |∂D| = 0.

• If g ∈ XD, then Pǫ
D

[g] ∈ VD and ED(Pǫ
D

[g], Pǫ
D

[g]) = HD(g, g).

• If u ∈ VD, then g = u|Dc ∈ XD and ED(u, u) ≥ HD(g, g).

Let X = {Xt}t≥0 be a Lévy process with (0, ν, 0) as the Lévy triplet on a probability space

(Ω,F ,P). We introduce the time of the first exit of X from D, τD = τD(X) = inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt < D}.

Lemma 2. The assumptions are the same as in Lemma 1. Then for every g ∈ XD, there exists a

positive constant C(D) such that ||Pǫ
D

[g]||VD ≤ C(D)||g||XD .

Proof. We write U ⊂⊂ D if U is an open set, its closure U is bounded, and U ⊂ D. Let ũǫ be the

unique solution of the homogeneous Dirchlet problem (2) and E
x be the expectation for Xt start at

x ∈ D. We have E
xũǫ(XτD

) =
∫

Dc ũǫ(y)Pǫ
D

(x, y)dy. Then we obtain

||Pǫ
D[g]||2

L2(D)
=

∫

D

(

∫

Dc

g(y)Pǫ
D(x, y)dy)2dx ≤

∫

D

∫

Dc

g(y)2Pǫ
D(x, y)dydx,

due to the fact that
∫

Dc Pǫ
D

(x, y)dy = 1, for x ∈ D. That is to say ||Pǫ
D

[g]||2
L2(D)
≤ E

xũ2
ǫ (XτD

).

Note thatExũǫ(XτD
) is a closed martingale[7, Remark 4.4] and for x ∈ U, x→

∫

Uc g(y)2Pǫ
U

(x, y)dy

satisfies the Harnack inequality[9]. Thus

||Pǫ
D[g]||2

L2(D)
≤ lim

x∈U⊂⊂D

∫

U

∫

Uc

g(y)2Pǫ
U(x, y)dydx ≤ lim

x∈U⊂⊂D

∫

U

C

∫

Uc

g(y)2Pǫ
U(x0, y)dydx = C(D)|g|2Dc .

By Lemma 1, we obtain

||Pǫ
D[g]||2

VD = ||P
ǫ
D[g]||2

L2(D)
+ ED(Pǫ

D[g], Pǫ
D[g]) ≤ C(D)|g|2Dc +HD(g, g) ≤ C(D)||g||2

XD .

Hence Lemma 2 follows.
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Next, we obtain a uniform estimate concerning the solution uǫ for the original heterogeneous

equation (1).

Lemma 3. Let f in H−α/2(D), g in XD and uǫ be the unique solution of the original heterogenous

equation (1). Then there exist two positive constants C1,C2 such that

||uǫ ||VD ≤ C1|| f ||H−α/2(D) + C2||g||XD .

Proof. From Lemma 2, we can obtain the following conclusion. For every g ∈ XD, there exists

G ∈ VD and a linear operator ρ such that ρ(G) = G|Dc = g and ||G||VD ≤ C(D)||g||XD . For every

v ∈ VD
0 , we have

|(AǫG, v)| =
1

2
|(D(ΘǫD∗G), v)| ≤ λC||D∗G||L2(D×Rd)||D

∗v||L2(D×Rd) ≤ 4λC||G||VD ||v||VD
0
.

Then we obtainD(ΘǫD∗G) ∈ (VD
0 )∗. That is to say, for x ∈ D, we have f − D(ΘǫD∗G) ∈ H−α/2.

Recall that

aǫ(u, v) =
1

2

∫

Rd×Rd\Dc×Dc

Θ
ǫ(x, z)(u(x) − u(z))(v(x) − v(z))ν(x, z)dxdz,

for every v ∈ VD
0 .We can find a unique vǫ ∈ V

D
0 such that aǫ(vǫ , v) =< f − 1

2
D(ΘǫD∗G), v >(VD

0
)∗,VD

0

. Due to the Poincaré inequality [4], there exists a constant C ≥ 1, for every u ∈ VD
0
,

||u||2
L2(D)
≤ C

∫

Rd×Rd\Dc×Dc

(u(x) − u(z))2ν(x, z)dxdz.

We thus obtain ||u||VD
0
≤ (2C + 1)||D∗u||L2(D×Rd). In other words, the space VD

0
can be equipped

by the norm ||D∗u||L2(D×Rd). Then aǫ(v, v) ≥ C||v||2
VD

0

and |aǫ(u, v)| ≤ C||u||VD
0
||v||VD

0
. From the Lax-

Milgram theorem,

1

λ
||vǫ ||

2

VD
0

≤ aǫ(vǫ , vǫ) =< f −
1

2
D(ΘǫD∗G), vǫ >(VD

0
)∗,VD

0
≤ || f −

1

2
D(ΘǫD∗G)||H−α/2(D)||vǫ ||VD

0
.

We can see that

||vǫ ||VD
0
≤ λ|| f −

1

2
D(ΘǫD∗G)||H−α/2(D).

Set uǫ = vǫ +G. By the linearity of ρ, we have ρ(uǫ) = ρ(G) = g. Furthermore,

aǫ(uǫ , v) = aǫ(vǫ , v) + aǫ(G, v) = ( f , v),

which means that uǫ is the unique solution of the original heterogenous equation (1). Then

||uǫ ||VD ≤ ||uǫ −G||VD + ||G||VD ≤ C||vǫ ||VD
0
+

√

C(D)||g||XD

≤ λC|| f −
1

2
D(ΘǫD∗G)||H−α/2(D) +

√

C(D)||g||XD .

On the other hand,

< D(ΘǫD∗G), v >(VD
0

)∗,VD
0
=

∫

Rd×Rd\Dc×Dc

Θ
ǫ(x, z)D∗GD∗vdxdz ≤ λC||D∗G||L2(D×Rd)||D

∗v||L2(D×Rd)

≤ C||G||VD ||D∗v||L2(D×Rd) ≤ C||g||XD ||v||VD
0
.

That implies ||D(ΘǫD∗G)|| ≤ C||g||XD . Hence ||uǫ ||VD ≤ C1|| f ||H−α/2(D) + C2||g||XD . This completes

the proof.
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2.3. Proof of Theorem 1

We are now ready to prove our main result in Theorem 1.

Step 1: First, we will derive the homogenized equation for ε sufficiently small. For a function

υ(x, y), we define

(D∗xυ)(x, z, y) = −(υ(z, y) − υ(x, y))γ(x, z)

and

(DxD
∗
xυ)(x, y) = 2

∫

Rd

−(υ(z, y) − υ(x, y))γ2(x, z)dz

= −2(−∆)α/2x υ(x, y).

Denote η = z
ǫ

a variable on the period: η ∈ Td. We look for a formal asymptotic expansion:

uǫ = u0(x,
x

ǫ
) + ε

1+α
2 u1(x,

x

ǫ
) + o(ε

1+α
2 ),

with ui(x, y), for i = 1, 2, such that















ui(x, y) is defined for x ∈ D and y ∈ Td,

ui(·, y) is 1-periodic.

For every function h, we denote hǫ(x) = h( x
ǫ
). Thus

D∗uǫ = A1u0 + ε
− 1+α

2 (A0u0)ǫ + ε
1+α

2 A1u1 + (A0u1)ǫ + o(ε
1+α

2 ),

where

A0v(x, y) := (D∗yv)(x, y, η),A1v(x, y) := (D∗xv)(x, z, y).

Then we haveA0u0 = 0. Furthermore, u0(x, y) = u0(x).

Let Cper(T
d)) be the subspace of C(Rn) of 1-periodic functions. For every v ∈ M(D,Cper(T

d))

(M(D) is the space of functions in C∞ with compact support), we denote vǫ = v(x, x
ǫ
).We conclude

( f , vǫ) =
1

2
(Θǫ(A1u0 + (A0u1)ǫ),D∗vǫ) =

1

2
(Θǫ(A1u0 + (A0u1)ǫ),D∗vǫ)L2(D×D)

+

∫

D×Dc

Θ
ǫ(u0(x) − g(z))vǫ(x)γ2(x, z)dzdx := Iǫ1 + Iǫ2.

By [15, Lemma 2.34], for every v ∈ M(D,Cper(T
d)), Iǫ

1
, Iǫ

2
converges, as ε goes to 0. Now take

vǫ(x) = v0(x)+ ε
1+α

2 v1(x, x
ǫ
), where v0(x) ∈ L2(D) and v1 ∈ L2(D,Cper(T

d)). As ε goes to 0, we have

Iǫ1 →
1

2

∫

Td×Td

∫

D×D

Θ(y, η)(D∗u0 +D
∗
yu1)(D∗v0 +D

∗
yv1)dxdzdydη. (5)

On one hand, let v0 = 0, we have Iǫ
2
→ 0 and

∫

D×D

(Θ(y, η)D∗yu1,D
∗
yv1)L2(Td×Td)dxdz = −

∫

D×D

(Θ(y, η)D∗u0,D
∗
yv1)L2(Td×Td)dxdz. (6)

6



For all w, v ∈ H
α/2

#
(Td), we introduce two quadratic forms: â(w, v) = 1

2

∫

Td×Td Θ(y, η)D∗ywD∗yvdydη.

From equation (6), we have |D|
∫

D
â(u1, v)dx = −

∫

D
(
∫

D
D∗u0(x, z)dz)â(χ, v)dx, where χ(y) is the

unique solution of the following variational problem















â(χ, v) =
∫

Td×Td Θ(y, η)D∗yvdydη,

χ ∈ H
α/2

#
(Td),

(7)

for all v ∈ H
α/2

#
(Td). So

u1(x, y) = −
1

|D|

∫

D

(D∗u0)(x, z)dz · χ(y) ∈ L2(Rd,H
α/2

#
(Td)). (8)

Moreover, let v1 = 0, we conclude that

I2 →
1

2

∫

Td×Td

Θ(y, η)dydη

∫

D×Dc

(u0(x) − g(z))v0(x)ν(x, z)dxdz,

as ε goes to 0. Substituting the representation of u1 in (8) into the equation (5), we have















−a1(−∆)α/2u0 − a2F u0(x) = f (x), x ∈ D,

u0|Dc = g(x).
(9)

Here

a1 =

∫

Td×Td

Θ(y, η)dydn, a2 =
1

2

∫

Td×Td

Θ(y, η)D∗yχdydn,

ζ(u0)(x) =
1

|D|

∫

D

(D∗u0)(x, z)dz, F u0(x) = D|Dζ(u0)(x) =

∫

D

[

ζ(u0)(x) + ζ(u0)(z)
]

γ(x, z)dz.

Step 2: In this step, we use the letter C for a constant independent of ε. We will prove the

convergence rate to be 1
2
, in the Sobolev spaceVD.

Setting

Zǫ(x) = uǫ(x) − (u0 + ε
1+α

2 u1)(x,
x

ǫ
),

we have














AǫZǫ = −
1
2
ε

1+α
2 D(ΘD∗xu1)ǫ := 1

2
ε

1+α
2 Fǫ(x) in D,

Zǫ |Dc = −ε
1+α

2 u1(x, x
ǫ
) := ε

1+α
2 Kǫ(x) := ε

1+α
2 K(x, x

ǫ
) on Dc.

(10)

We can easily check that Fǫ ∈ H−α/2(D). Let us now look at the function Kǫ . We prove the follow-

ing estimate: ||Kǫ ||XD ≤ Cε−α/2.

For a large enough constant N, we set Mc
= {x, |x| > N}. Introduce the function mǫ defined as

follows:



























mǫ = 1 if dist(x, ∂D) ≤ ε, x ∈ D or x ∈ Dc/Mc

mǫ = 0 if dist(x, ∂D) ≥ 2ε, x ∈ D or x ∈ Mc

||∇mǫ ||L∞(Rd) ≤ ε
−1C,

7



Moreover, we set mǫ ∈ C∞(Rd/∂M), and the derivative of the function mǫ at {x ∈ D :

dist(x, ∂D) = 2ε} is 0. Set ψǫ = mǫKǫ . The support of ψǫ in the domain D is a neighbourhood

of thickness 2ε which we denote by Uǫ .

First of all, we prove the estimates ‖ψǫ‖VUǫ ≤ Cε−α/2.

Clearly, from the definition of mǫ and the regularity properties of u0, we have ‖ψǫ‖L2(Uǫ) ≤ C.

Moreover, we have

D∗ψǫ = D
∗(mǫKǫ) = ((mǫKǫ)(x) − (mǫKǫ)(z))γ(x, z)

= mǫ(x)

(

(D∗xK)(x, z,
x

ǫ
) + ǫ−

1+α
2 (D∗yK)ǫ |x=z(z,

x

ǫ
,

z

ǫ
)

)

+ (D∗mǫ)(x, z) · Kǫ(z).

That is to say [6, Lemma 3.2],

EUǫ (ψǫ , ψǫ) ≤ C

∫

Uǫ×Rd

(D∗ψǫ)
2dzdx ≤

∫

Uǫ×Rd

(mǫ)
2(x)(D∗xK)2(x, z,

x

ǫ
)dzdx

+ ε−1−α

∫

Uǫ×Rd

(mǫ)
2(x)

(

(D∗yK|x=z)
ǫ (z,

x

ǫ
,

z

ǫ
)

)2

dzdx

+

∫

Uǫ×Rd

(D∗mǫ)
2(x, z) · (Kǫ )

2(z)dxdz := J1 + J2 + J3.

We set K(x, x
ǫ
) = h(x)χ( x

ǫ
), here h(x) = 1

|D|

∫

D
(D∗u0)(x, z)dz. Clearly, from the regularity of prop-

erties of u0, χ, we have

J1 =

∫

Uǫ×Rd

(mǫ)
2(x)(D∗xh)2(x, z)χ2(

x

ǫ
)dzdx ≤ C

∫

Uǫ×Rd

(D∗xh)2(x, z)dzdx ≤ C,

J2 = ε
−1−α

∫

Uǫ×Rd

(mǫ)
2(x)

(

(D∗yχ)ǫ
)2

h2(z)dzdx =

∫

Uǫ×{Rd∩|x−z|≥1}

(mǫ)
2(x)

(χǫ (x) − χǫ(z))2

|x − z|d+α
h2(z)dzdx

+ ε−1−α

∫

Uǫ×{Rd∩|x−z|≤1}

(mǫ)
2(x)

(

(D∗yχ)ǫ
)2

h2(z)dzdx ≤ C

∫

Uǫ×{Rd∩|x−z|≥1}

(mǫ)
2(x)h2(z)dzdx

+ ε−1−α

∫

Uǫ×{Rd∩|x−z|≤1}

(mǫ)
2(x)

(

(D∗yχ)ǫ
)2

h2(z)dzdx ≤ Cε−1−α

∫

Uǫ×D

(D∗u0)2dzdx,

J3 =

∫

Uǫ×Rd

(D∗mǫ)
2(x, z) · (Kǫ)

2(z)dzdx =

∫

Uǫ×{Rd∩|x−z|≤1}

[(mǫ)′(ξ)]2(x − z)2

|x − z|d+α
h2(z)χ2(

z

ǫ
)dzdx

+C

∫

Uǫ×{Rd∩|x−z|≥1}

1

|x − z|d+α
h2(z)χ2(

z

ǫ
)dzdx ≤ Cε−2

∫

Uǫ×D

(D∗u0)2dzdx.

That is to say EUǫ (ψǫ , ψǫ) ≤ J1 + J2 + J3 ≤ Cε−1−α
∫

Uǫ×D
(D∗u0)2dzdx.

We can use a result from [10](Chapter 1, Lemma 1.5), which states that there exists positive

constants C, independent of ε, such that ‖u0‖L2(Uǫ) ≤ Cε
1
2 ‖u0‖H1(D) . We can conclude

∫

Uǫ

(∫

D

(D∗u0)2dx

)

dz ≤ Cε ‖u0‖
2
H1(D)

.

Then ‖ψǫ‖
2

VUǫ = ‖ψǫ‖
2
L2(Uǫ)

+ EUǫ (ψǫ , ψǫ) ≤ Cε−α. That is to say

‖ψǫ‖VUǫ ≤ Cε−α/2. (11)
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Secondly, we will show ‖Kǫ‖XD = ‖ψǫ‖XD +C. Observe now that ψǫ = Kǫ on Dc/Mc and ψǫ = 0

on Mc. Then

‖Kǫ‖
2
XD = C

∫

Dc/Mc×Mc

(Kǫ(x) − Kǫ(z))2γD(x, z)dzdx +

∫

Dc/Mc×Dc/Mc

(Kǫ(x) − Kǫ(z))2γD(x, z)dzdx

+

∫

Mc×Mc

(Kǫ (x) − Kǫ(z))2γD(x, z)dzdx,

‖ψǫ‖
2
XD = C

∫

Dc/Mc×Mc

(ψǫ(x) − ψǫ(z))2γD(x, z)dzdx +

∫

Dc/Mc×Dc/Mc

(Kǫ (x) − Kǫ(z))2γD(x, z)dzdx.

Recall that [7, Theorem 2.6]

γD(x, z) ≈



































ν(δD(z))ν(δD(x)) if diam(D) ≤ δD(x), δD(z),

ν(δD(z))/V(δD(x)) if δD(x) ≤ diam(D) ≤ δD(z),

ν(r(x, z))V2(r(x, z))

V(δD(x))V(δD(z))
if δD(x), δD(z) ≤ diam(D),

here δD(x) = dist(x, ∂D), r(x, y) = δD(x) + |x − y| + δD(x) and V(r) = Crα/2. Then, we have
∫

Mc×Mc

(Kǫ(x) − Kǫ(z))2γD(x, z)dzdx ≤ C

∫

Mc×Mc

(Kǫ(x) − Kǫ(z))2 (δD(x))−1−α (δD(z))−1−α dzdx ≤ C,

and
∫

Dc/Mc

∫

×Mc

(Kǫ(x) − Kǫ(z))2γD(x, z)dzdx

= C

∫

Dc/Mc∩{x:δD(x)≤diam(D)}

∫

Mc

(Kǫ(x) − Kǫ(z))2 (δD(x))−α/2 (δD(z))−1−α dzdx

+C

∫

Dc/Mc∩{x:δD(x)≥diam(D)}

∫

Mc

(Kǫ(x) − Kǫ(z))2 (δD(x))−1−α (δD(z))−1−α dzdx

≤ C.

Then, we get the conclusion

‖Kǫ‖
2
XD = ‖ψǫ‖

2
XD + C. (12)

Next, we will show ‖ψǫ‖
2
VD ≤ max{C, 1} ‖ψǫ‖

2

VUǫ +C. In fact,

‖ψǫ‖
2
VD = ‖ψǫ‖

2
L2(D)
+C

∫

D×Rd

(D∗ψǫ)
2dxdz = ‖ψǫ‖

2
L2(Uǫ)

+C

∫

Uǫ×Rd

(D∗ψǫ)
2dxdz

+ C

∫

D/Uǫ

∫

(D/Uǫ)c

(mǫ(x))2K2(x,
x

ǫ
)ν(x, z)dzdx

≤ max{C, 1} ‖ψǫ‖
2

VUǫ + C

∫

D/Uǫ

∫

(D/Uǫ)c

(mǫ(x))2K2(x,
x

ǫ
)ν(x, z)dzdx.

From the fact that the derivative of the function mǫ at {x ∈ D : dist(x, ∂D) = 2ε} is 0, we have

‖ψǫ‖
2
VD ≤ max{C, 1} ‖ψǫ‖

2

VUǫ + C. (13)
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Finally, we will get the convergence rate. Combining (11), (12), (13) and [7, Corollary 5.1] we

conclude

‖Kǫ‖
2
XD = ‖ψǫ‖

2
XD +C ≤ C ‖ψǫ‖

2
VD +C ≤ C ‖ψǫ‖

2

VUǫ +C ≤ Cε−α.

We thus estimate from Lemma 3

‖Zǫ‖VD ≤ Cε
1+α

2 ‖Fǫ‖H−α/2(D) +Cε
1+α

2 ‖Kǫ‖XD ≤ Cε
1+α

2 + ε
1+α

2 ε−
α
2 c11 ≤ Cε

1
2 .

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.
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