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Abstract

In a companion paper, the authors have characterized all deterministic semigroups,
and all Markov semigroups, whose trajectories are Carathéodory solutions to a given ODE
& = f(x), with f possibly discontinuous. The present paper establishes two approximation
results. Namely, every deterministic semigroup can be obtained as the pointwise limit of
the flows generated by a sequence of ODEs & = f,(z) with smooth right hand sides.
Moreover, every Markov semigroup can be obtained as limit of a sequence of diffusion
processes with smooth drifts and with diffusion coefficients approaching zero.

1 Introduction

Consider the Cauchy problem for a scalar ODE with possibly discontinuous right hand side:

i = f(o), (11)
z(0) = 9. (1.2)
By definition, a map t — z(t) is a Carathéodory solution of (1.1)-(1.2) if

xz(t) = xzo+ /Otf(a:(s))ds forallt > 0. (1.3)

When the function f is not Lipschitz continuous, it is well known that this Cauchy problem
can admit multiple solutions. Because of this non-uniqueness, in [7, 9] it was proposed to
study “generalized flows”, described by a probability measure on the set of all Carathéodory
solutions. In this direction, in the companion paper [3] the authors have characterized all
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deterministic semigroups, and all Markov semigroups, whose trajectories are solutions to the
ODE in (1.1)-(1.2).

Aim of the present paper is to show that all of these semigroups can be obtained as limits of
smooth approximations. To explain these results more precisely, we recall

Definition 1.1 A deterministic semigroup compatible with the ODE (1.1) is a map S :
R x Ry — R, with the properties

(1) S(Ss(z0)) = Sp+s(xo), So(wo) = 0.
(ii) For each xoy € R, the map t — Sixg is a solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2).

Notice that here we do not require any continuity w.r.t. the initial point zo. Of course, if f
is Lipschitz continuous, then the solution t — x(t) = Spzg of (1.1)-(1.2) is unique, and this
uniquely determines the semigroup.

Throughout this paper, as in [3] we shall assume:

(A1) The function f : R — R is bounded and requlated. Namely, f admits left and right limits
f(xz=), f(x+) at every point z, while M = sup, | f(z)| < +oo.

(A2) Ifyis a point where either f(y—)- f(y+) =0 or else f(y—) > 0 > f(y+), then f(y) = 0.

As in [2], the “no jam” assumption (A2) guarantees that the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) has

at least one solution. Indeed, in the present setting every solution in the sense of Filippov [§]
is a Carathéodory solution as well. Under the above assumptions, the set of discontinuities

Dy = {weR; fla-) # f(@t) or fa=) = fla+) # f(2) (14)
is at most countable. Moreover, the set of zeroes

f7H0) = {zeR; f(z)=0} (1.5)

is closed. Given a regulated function f : R +— R, we can complete its graph by adding a
vertical segment at each point x where f has a jump. This yields a multifunction with closed
graph and compact, convex values:

F(z) = co{f(z), f(z+), flz—)}, (1.6)

where “co” denotes the convex closure. Throughout the sequel, B(V,r) = {z; d(z,V) < r}
denotes the open neighborhood of radius r around the set V.

Definition 1.2 Let f be a requlated function and let F' be the corresponding multifunction in
(1.6). We say that a sequence of smooth functions f,, converges f in the sense of the graph if,
for every given € > 0 and N > 0, one has
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for all n sufficiently large.



In other words, for all n sufficiently large, every point (x, f,,(z)), with |x| < N, is contained
in an e-neighborhood of the graph of F. We recall that this approach has been used in the
literature, in the analysis of upper semicontinuous multifunctions with convex values [1, 4].

Our first main result shows that every deterministic semigroup S can be approximated by the
semigroups S™ generated by a sequence of smooth ODEs.

T = folx), z(0) = xz¢. (1.8)

Theorem 1.1 Let f satisfy the assumptions (A1)-(A2). Let S : RxR; — R be a semigroup
compatible with the ODE (1.1). Then there exists a sequence of smooth functions (fn)n>1,
converging to f in the sense of the graph, such that the following holds. For each xy € R,
calling t — Si'zo the unique solution to the Cauchy problem (1.8), one has the convergence
lim sup |SZ‘:E0—St:E0‘ = 0. (1.9)

n—o0 tZO

We remark that, since the map xg — Sizo can be discontinuous, one can only achieve the
pointwise convergence for each fixed initial datum x¢ € R. On the other hand, we can achieve
uniform convergence w.r.t. the time variable ¢ € [0, +o0].

The second part of the paper is concerned with Markov semigroups. We consider a family of
transition kernels P;(xg, A), denoting the probability that a solution starting at xy reaches a
point in the Borel set A C R at time ¢. It is assumed that these transition kernels satisfy the
Chapman-Kolmogorov equation

Proalan A) = [ Pz, ) Pu(oo.de). (1.10)

Definition 1.3 We say that a family of transition kernels P,(-,-) defines a Markov semigroup
compatible with the ODE (1.1) if the following holds. There exists a probability space W and
a Markov process X (t,zg,w), w € W, such that, for every xo € R and every Borel set A C R,

Pmb.{X(t,xo,w)eA} = Py(z0, A), (1.11)

and moreover all sample paths t — X (t,z9,w), w € W, are Carathéodory solutions to Cauchy
problem (1.1)-(1.2).

Our second main result shows that every one of these Markov semigroups can be obtained as
a limit of a sequence of diffusion processes, of the form

dX = fu(X)dt+ cn,dW. (1.12)

Here (fn)n>1 is a sequence of smooth functions, converging to f in the sense of the graph,
while the diffusion coefficients o,, decrease to zero, as n — co. As usual, by W we denote the
standard one-dimensional Wiener process.

It is well known that the transition probability kernel P for (1.12) can be obtained as
follows. Let T'y(t, z;x¢) be the fundamental solution to the linear parabolic equation

2
v+ (falz)v), = %vm, (1.13)



where the initial data is a unit mass at the point zy, namely

t1—1>%l+ Lo(t,z5m0) = 0gp (1.14)

in distributional sense. Then, for every ¢t > 0 and every Borel set A C R,
P 4) = [ Taltgsmo)dy. (115)
A

The next theorem shows that, by a suitable choice of the drifts f,,, one can achieve the
convergence P — P in distribution.

Theorem 1.2 Let f satisfy the assumptions (A1)-(A2). Let P(xg, A) be a family of transi-
tion kernels, defining a Markov semigroup compatible with the ODE (1.1). Then there exists
a sequence of diffusion processes of the form (1.12) with f, € C*°, such that

(i) fn — f in the sense of the graph,
(ii) o, — 0,

(iii) for every o € R and t > 0, the transition kernels converge in distribution. Namely, for
every bounded continuous function ¢ € C°(R), one has the convergence of the expected
values

lim [ o(z)P™ (29, dz) — / o(2) P (o, dv). (1.16)

n—o0

Here the heart of the matter is to construct a sequence of piecewise constant drifts f,, € L and
diffusion coefficients o,, > 0 which satisfy (i)—(iii). The additional property f, € C*> is then
achieved by suitable mollifications. We again remark that, since in general the limit semigroup
has no continuous dependence w.r.t. the initial point g, the convergence Pt(n) (zo,:) = Pi(xo,-)
can only be attained in a pointwise sense, for each initial point xg.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews some earlier results on
discontinuous ODEs, while Section 3 contains a proof of Theorem 1.1. Finally, Theorem 1.2
is proved in Sections 4 to 6.

To explain the main ideas involved in these proofs we recall that, as proved in [3], to single
out a unique deterministic semigroup compatible with (1.1), three additional ingredients are
needed:

(Q1) A continuum (i.e., atomless) positive measure p supported on the set of zeroes (1.5) of
f. Strictly increasing trajectories t — x(t) = S¢(z¢) of the semigroup are then implicitly
defined by the identity

B x(t) dy
= /IO eru([xo,x(t)]),

while a similar formula holds for decreasing ones. Notice that, if f71(0) is countable,
then necessarily p = 0. However, in [3] an example was constructed where f~1(0) C [0, 1]
is the Cantor set, while f is Holder continuous and strictly positive at all other points. In
this case, different choices of the measure p lead to infinitely many different semigroups,
all compatible with the ODE.



(Q2) A countable set of points S C f~1(0), where the dynamics is forced to stop. Among the
(possibly many) solutions of (1.1) starting from xy € S, this means that we are selecting
the stationary one: Sy(zg) = zo.

(Q3) A map ®: Q" — {—1,1}, defined on a set Q* C R of isolated points from where both
an increasing and a decreasing solution of (1.1) can originate. For xg € QF, setting
®(xg) = 1 selects the increasing solution, while ®(xg) = —1 selects the decreasing one.

To prove Theorem 1.1, we first identify maximal open intervals Jy = |xy_1, x| where trajec-
tories of the semigroup S are strictly increasing, or strictly decreasing. Then, to achieve the
convergence (1.9), we construct a sequence of smooth functions f,, with the following property.
For each interval J, where the dynamics is increasing and every two points a,b € Ji, if b = Sra
for some 7 = 7(a,b), then

b
1
lim / dr = T. 1.17
n—o0 Jo f n(x) ( )
Notice that (1.17) yields the convergence of the times needed for trajectories to move from a
to b. We choose the f,, so that the same property also holds on intervals where the dynamics
is strictly decreasing.

Toward a proof of Theorem 1.2 we recall that, still by the results in [3], a general Markov
semigroup compatible with (1.1) is determined by adding two more items to the list (Q1)—
(Q3). Namely:

(Q4) A countable set S* C f71(0) and a map A : S* — [0, 4], describing the random
waiting time of a trajectory which reaches a point x; € §*. More precisely, a solution
initially at xp € S* remains at x; for a random time T} > 0, then starts moving. All
these random waiting times are mutually independent, with Poisson distribution:

Prob {T}, > s} = e with e = A(zy). (1.18)

(Q5) A map ©: Q* — [0,1], defined on the countable set 2* C R of points from which both
an increasing and a decreasing solution of (1.1) can originate. For zj € Q*, the value
0 = O(xy) gives the probability that, when the solution starting from zj begins to
move, it will be increasing. Of course, 1 — 6 is then the probability that the solution
will be decreasing.

After various approximations and reductions, discussed in Sections 4 and 5, we are led to
study a discontinuous ODE having the basic form

a if z <0,
z = f(z) = 0 if ©=0, (1.19)
b if z >0,

for some a,b # 0. For a Markov semigroup compatible with (1.19), three main cases must be
considered, see Fig. 1.

CASE 1: a,b > 0 and all trajectories reaching the origin remain at the origin forever after.
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Figure 1: Left: Case 1, where all trajectories stop at the origin. Center: Case 2, where trajectories
starting at the origin move to the right or to the left with probabilities § and 1 — 8. Right: Case 3,
where trajectories reaching the origin wait for a random time, then start moving again to the right.

CASE 2: a < 0 < b and all trajectories starting at the origin move to the right with probability
6 € ]0,1] and to the left with probability 1 — 6.

CASE 3: a,b > 0 and all trajectories reaching the origin wait for a random time 71" with
Poisson distribution
Prob {T > s} = e, (1.20)

then start moving to the right with speed b.

For the above three cases, sequences of piecewise constant drifts g, achieving the desired
convergence are constructed in (6.6), (6.10), and (6.23), respectively.

The approximation of a random waiting time (1.20) requires a more careful analysis. This
is based on the preliminary construction of a family of eigenfunctions u,, of a corresponding
rescaled problem on the interval [0, 1], with eigenvalues X\, — A. To help the reader, the
distribution function for the limit Markov semigroup is shown in Fig. 7. In addition, a lower
and and an upper solution to the parabolic equation describing the approximating diffusion
process are shown in Figures 8 and 9, respectively.

The convergence of a sequence of stochastic processes to a diffusion process is a classical topic
in probability theory. See for example [10, 11] or Chapter 11 in [14]. The present result goes
in the converse direction, approximating a Markov process with smooth diffusions. In a way,
this is in the same spirit as [5]. Indeed, we show that the existence of diffusion approximations
is not a selection principle for any of the Markov semigroups compatible with (1.1). A survey
of results on solutions to generalized ODEs can be found in [6].

2 Review of scalar discontinuous ODEs

As a preliminary, we collect here some basic results on the existence and properties of solutions
to a Cauchy problem with possibly discontinuous right hand side. In the following theorem,
the first two statements are proved in somewhat greater generality in [2]. On the other hand,
the closure of the solution set strongly relies on the assumption (A1) that the function f is
regulated. See [3] for a proof.



Theorem 2.1 Consider the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2), assuming that (A1)-(A2) hold.
Then

(i) For every xy € R there exists at least one Carathéodory solution, defined for all times
t>0.
(ii) Every solution is monotone (either increasing or decreasing).
(11i) If x,, = [0,7] — R is a sequence of solutions of (1.1), and the pointwise convergence

xn(t) — x(t) holds for every t € [0, 7], then z(-) is a solution as well.

The general form of a semigroup S compatible with the ODE (1.1) was described in [3]. To
uniquely determine one of these semigroups, together with the ODE one needs to assign a
positive, atomless measure u supported on f~1(0), a countable set S C f~1(0), and a map
¢ Q* — {—1,1}, as described at (Q1)—(Q3) in the Introduction.

We briefly review the construction in [3]. Given f, consider the regulated functions

fr(@) = max{0, f(2)}, fo(x) = min{0, f(x)}. (2.1)

Definition 2.1 We say that an open interval |a,b[ is a domain of increase if

d da
b NS = 0. u([c,d])+/ A <t foralfed cladl.  (2)
Similarly, we say that |a,b] is a domain of decrease if
d
la,o[ N S = 0, ,u([c,d])—/ fiifa;) < 4000 for all [c,d] C]a,b. (2.3)

If Ja,b] and |a/,b'[ are two intervals of increase having non-empty intersection, then their
union Ja,b[U]a’,b'[ is also an interval of increase. We can thus identify countably many,
disjoint maximal intervals of increase |a;, 3;[, @ € ZT. Similarly, we can identify countably
many disjoint maximal intervals of decrease |v;,d;[, i € Z™.

It remains to analyze what happens at the endpoints of these intervals.

o If a; ¢ S and, for some € > 0
(s te)+ [ o < 4 (2.0
iy O € oo, .
8 o @)

we then consider the half-open interval I :r = [y, Bi[ . Otherwise, we let I;r be an open
interval: I;” =]ay, Bi[ .

o If §; ¢ S and, for some € > 0

wu([6; — &, &)]) — N _do < +o00 (2.5)
Lo si—e [ (@) ’ '
we then consider the half-open interval I, =]v;,d;]. Otherwise, we let I;” be an open

interval: I, =v;, 0;[.



For each i € ZT, we now describe the increasing dynamics on the intervals T Z+ . Given zg € I Z+ ,
we consider the time

N ] Bi dy
(o) = p([zo,Bi]) + ) € 10, +o0].
We then set
Si(xo) = a(t), (2.6)
where x(t) is implicitly defined by
x(t) dy B ) N
u([azo,x(t)])—i—/xo A =t E<rha) o
xz(t) = B; if t > 77 (zp).

The construction of the decreasing dynamics on the intervals I, is entirely similar. Given
xo € I, , we consider the time

) = ) = [ s € 10, o)
We then set
Sy (o) = (), ©8)

where z(t) is implicitly defined by

u([z(t), z0]) — / % _ if ¢ < 7 (x0), 0
x(t) =

f

Bi ift>r" (xo)
We can now combine together the above solutions, and define the semigroup S on the whole
real line, as follows.

0 if zo¢ (U, L) u(UIL),
Si(xo) = S (z0) if zoe (U L)\ (UL ), (2.10)
Sy (z0) if zoe (U; L)\ (U L")
To complete the definition, it remains to define Sy(z¢) in the case g € I;7 N I, for some

i €Z", j €I . Notice that this can happen only if
Trog = o = 5]' s

where I;" = [y, 8;[ and I =lv;,4;] are half-open intervals where the dynamics is increasing
and decreasmg, respectlvely By our definitions, this implies g € Q*. Recalling (Q3), we

thus define
S (z0) if ®(xg) = 1,
S (x0) it ®(xg) = —1.

Si(zo) = (2.11)

The first main result in [3] shows that every semigroup compatible with the ODE (1.1) has
the above form.



Theorem 2.2 Let f: R +— R satisfy the assumptions (A1)-(A2). The following statements
are equivalent.
(i) The map S : R x Ry — R is a deterministic semigroup compatible with the ODE (1.1).

(i) There exist a positive atomless measure p supported on the set f=(0), a countable set of
points S C f~1(0), and a map ® : Q* — {—1,1} as in (Q1)—(Q3) such that S coincides
with the corresponding semigroup constructed at (2.6)—(2.11).

Next, we consider a Markov semigroup whose sample paths satisfy the ODE (1.1) with prob-
ability one. To uniquely determine such a Markov process, in addition to (Q1)-(Q2) one
needs to assign:

e A countable set S* C f71(0) and, for each y; € S*, a number \; > 0 characterizing the
Poisson waiting time, when trajectories reach the point y; € §*, as in (Q4).
e A map O : Q" — [0,1] determining the probability of moving upwards or downwards,

from an initial point z; € Q*, as in (Q5).

We start by selecting an underlying probability space VW such that, as w € W, the countably
many random variables Yj(w) € Ry and Zj(w) € {—1,1} are independent, with distributions

Prob.{Y; > s} = e M* forall s >0, Prob{Z, =1} = O(z). (2.12)

Next, we recall that, given the measure 1 and the countable set S, as above one can uniquely

determine the sets
ot = (J I, o = (JIr (2.13)
ieT+ ieT-
consisting of countable unions of disjoint intervals where the dynamics can increase or decrease,
respectively. For zo € QF, a trajectory t — S, (zo) was defined at (2.6)-(2.7), while for
xo € Q7, a trajectory t — S, (z¢) was defined at (2.8)-(2.9).

To construct a Markov process with sample paths ¢ — X (¢, z¢,w) satisfying (1.1)-(1.2), for
every t > 0 we need to define the transition probabilities

Pi(xo,A) = Prob.{X(t,xo,w) € A},

for any initial point g € R and any Borel set A C R. Recalling our construction of a
deterministic flow at (2.10)-(2.11), this can be done as follows.

(i) If zp ¢ QT UQ™, then X (t,20,w) = z¢ for every t > 0 and w € 2. Hence
Py(zo,{z0}) = 1 for all ¢> 0. (2.14)
In other words, all trajectories starting at xp remain constant.

(ii) If zp € Q1 \ Q7, a random trajectory starting at o will have the form

X(t7$07w) = S;+(t7m07w)($0)7 (215)



(iii)

(iv)

where the time T along the trajectory is a random variable with distribution

Prob. {T™(t,z9,w) < s} = Prob.{ s+ Z Yj(w) > tp. (2.16)
y;€8*N[z0, S5 (x0)]
Note that (2.16) accounts for the (possibly countably many) waiting times when the

trajectory crosses one of the points y; € S*. The transition probabilities are thus given
by

Py (20, ] — 00,20[) = 0,

2.17
Py (20, [z0, S5 (z0)]) = Prob.{ s+ Z Yi(w) >t (2.17)

y;€5*N[zo, ST (x0)]

Similarly, for an initial state zop € 27\ 27, a random trajectory starting at xo will have
the form
X(t, To,w) = SJ_“*(t,:cg,w) (z0), (2.18)

where the time T~ along the trajectory is a random variable with distribution

Prob.{T~ (t,z9,w) < s} = Prob.q s+ Z Yjw) > tp. (2.19)
ijS*ﬁ[S;(xo),xo}

The transition probabilities are thus given by
Pt(x07 ].Z'()’—FOOD = 07
(2.20)

P, (o, [S5 (z0),20]) = Prob.{ s+ Z Yj(w) >t
ijS*ﬁ[S;(x())7xo]

To complete the definition, it remains to define the transition probabilities in the case
xo € QT NQ™ C OF. In this case, by construction we have zg = 2, for some k. We then
define the random variable X (¢, 2o, w) by setting

S;+(t7x07w)($0) if Zk(w) = 1,
X(t,xg,w) = (2.21)

Sfi(t,mo,w) (xo) lf Zk((,d) e _1 .

By (2.12), its distribution satisfies
Py(z0, A) = O(w)-Prob. {S;+(t’x07w)(xo) c A}—i—(l—@(;po))-Prob. {s;,(t,xo,w)(:co) € A}

(2.22)
for every Borel set A C R.

From the above construction it is clear that, in all cases (i)—(iv), every sample path ¢ —
X (t,zp,w) is a Carathéodory solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2). Indeed, we are only
adding a countable number of waiting times, when the random trajectories reach one of the
points y; € S* C f~1(0). We conclude by stating the second main result proved in [3].

10



Theorem 2.3 Let f be a function satisfying (A1)-(A2). The following statements are equiv-
alent.

(I) The random variables X (t,zo,w) yield a Markov process whose sample paths are solutions
to the ODFE (1.1)-(1.2).

(II) There exist: (i) a positive, atomless Borel measure pi supported on f~1(0), (ii) a count-
able set S C f~1(0) of stationary points, (iii) a countable set S* = {y; : j > 1} C f~1(0)
and corresponding numbers \; > 0 determining the Poisson waiting times, and (iv) a
map O : Q* — [0,1], such that the transition kernels Py(xg, A) = Prob{X (t,zo,w) € A}
coincide with the corresponding ones constructed at (2.14), (2.17), (2.20), (2.22).

3 Approximating a deterministic semigroup by smooth flows
In this section we give a proof of Theorem 1.1, in several steps.

1. In analogy with Definition 2.1, we introduce:
Definition 3.1 Given the semigroup S : R x Ry +— R, we say that
e an interval J = [a,b] or J =]a,b] (open to the right) is a domain of increasing
dynamics if, for every xg,x € J with xo < T there exists t > 0 such that T = Syxo;
e an interval J =]a,b] or J =]a,b] (open to the left) is a domain of decreasing dy-

namics if, for every xo,7 € J with T < xg there exists t > 0 such that T = Sixg.

We observe that, if two domains of increasing (decreasing) dynamics J,J' have nonempty
intersection, then the union J U J' is also an interval of increasing (decreasing) dynamics. We
can thus partition the real line as

R = QfuQzuQy (3.1)
where

° QJSr = U Ji+ is the union of countably many disjoint intervals J;’ = la;, b;[ or Ji+ =

ieJ+
lai, b;[ open to the right, where the dynamics is strictly increasing and b; cannot be
crossed from the left, i.e. Sy(b; —¢) <b; for all t > 0, £ €]0,b; — a;].
o Oy = U J; is the union of countably many disjoint intervals J; =]¢;, d;] or J; =
1€J -
|ei, d;[ open to the left, where the dynamics is strictly decreasing and ¢; cannot be crossed

from the right, i.e. Sy(c; +¢) > ¢; for all t > 0, € €]0,d; — ¢;].

e Q% C f71(0) is the set of points z¢ such that Sy(zg) = x for all t > 0.

11



Let i be the positive atomless measure supported on the set f~1(0), described at (Q1). Recall
that 4 is finite in any compact subset of J;* or J. .

2. Let € > 0 be given. As an intermediate step, we shall approximate f with a piecewise
constant function g.. Consider the two sets of indices

I = {iegt; |JH =b—a; > €}, J- ={ied ;U |=di—ci>e}, (32)

labelling the intervals with length > . For each i € J.F, on the interval J;r where the
dynamics is increasing we perform the following construction.

CASE 1: If J;r =la;, b;| is bounded and open, we insert points a; < z; 1 < -+ < x; n; < b; 80
that

§<xi71—ai<€,

. Tk dy
T == — +
* /x“ f() g

We then define the piecewise constant function g. : }ai +

< b; — TN, <€, Tik — Tik—1 < € (33)

Wl ™

—

:Ei7k_1,xi,k]) < e forall ke {2,...,N;}. (3.4)

3

3 bi—i[HRbysetting

3

ge(x) = 0 for allme}ai—kg,xm[u [%gNi,bz’—%{,
Tik — Tik—1

if ze [mi,k_l,xik[ for some k € {2,...,N;}.
Tik

9:(7) =
CASE 2: If Jl~+ = [ai, b;] is bounded and half-open, we insert points a; = z;9 < z;1 < -+ <

x; N; < b; so that
3

3 <b;j—xzn, <e, Tik — Tig—1 <E (3.5)
T4k d
Tik = / - p([@ig—1,mi5]) <e forallke{l,...,N;}. (3.6)
Tik—1 f(y)

€ €
We then define the piecewise constant function g, : [ai — 3 b; — 3 [ — R by setting

g€(x) =0 for all z S |:xi,Ni7bi — §|:’

Tik — Tik—1

ge(x) = if ze [mi,k_l,xik[ for some k € {2,...,N;},
Ti k
Ti1 — T30 . S
g:(x) = % if e [ai—g,iﬂm[-

If J;r is unbounded, we can perform the same construction as above by inserting countably
many points. In this case, N; = co.

Next, for each ¢ € J, we perform an entirely similar construction on the interval J, =|¢;, d;]
or J; =]c;,d;] where the dynamics is decreasing. Notice that the choice (3.3), (3.5) of the
nodes z;j, of each partition imply that the domains where the functions g. are defined are
strictly disjoint.
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We then extend the function g. to the whole real line R, by defining g.(z) = 0 on the
remaining set.

3. In this step, we approximate g. with a smooth function f. : R +— R, with the following
properties.

(i) Introducing the convex valued multifunction G.(xz) = co{g:(z+), g-(x—)}, one has
Graph(f.) € B (Graph(G.),¢e). Moreover,

€ £
fe(x) = 0 forallz e R\ ( U [ai ~ 5 b,[) U ( U ]ci, d; + 5]) . (3.7)
VA ieJe
(ii) For every i € J.7, if J;" =]a;, b;[ is open then f-(a;) = 0 and

ik dy
—— =7y forallk=2... N; (3.8)
/xi,“ f& ()

On the other hand, if J;” = [a;, b;] is half open, then (3.8) holds for all k = 1,..., N;.

(iii) The analogous conditions hold for the intervals J; with i € J.

Notice that all the above properties can be achieved by a suitable mollification.
4. We claim that, as ¢ — 0+, the functions f. converge to f in the sense of the graph. Since

Graph(f;) C B (Graph(G.),¢), it will be sufficient to show that

(x,9:(x)) € B <Graph(F), 43—€> for all x € R, (3.9)

4
since this yields Graph(G.) C B (Graph(F), EE) Let us prove (3.9) for g.(x) # 0.

o Ifz e [ai - g,bi[ for some i € J© then

T € [ai — %,:L'm{ or T € [:Ei7k_1,:17,~7k[ for some k € {2,...,N;}.
Assume that = € [ai — %, i1 [ Then
1 Ti 1 .
sla) = — [ Swonds € | _int f), sw f@)
Ti,l 0 ye[xi,()vxi,l} ye[xi,o,xi,l]

4
Thus, since 0 < ;1 —a; < ¢, it follows that (x, ¢-(z)) € B <Graph(F), EE) Otherwise,

ifx e [:17,-7/.3_1,:17,-7/6[ for some k € {2,..., N;}, then

go(z) = = /OT"'kf<ss<xi,k_1>>ds e it @), sw o W)l

-
ok ye [xi’kfl’xi’k] S [xi,k—lyxi,k]

and this implies that (z, g-(x)) € (Graph(F),¢).

13



e Similarly, one can show that (3.9) holds if x € ]ci, d; + g] for some i € J_.

Let us now prove (3.9) in the case where g.(z) = 0. This is trivial when z € Q%. On the other
hand, if z ¢ Q% U <Uz’ejj If) U (Uiejg IZ-_>, then
|z —¢;| < e for some i ¢ J" or |z —b;] < e forsomei¢ J .

Recalling that f(c;) = f(b;)) = 0, we obtain (3.9). Now, assuming that z € J;" for some
i € Jr, we have

o

|z —b;] < =- or |z —ail < e a7

w

4
If|z—b;] < 3¢ then (3.9) holds because f(b;) = 0. Otherwise, since a; ¢ J;7, one has f(a;) =0
or f(a;—) <0 < f(a;+) and this also implies (3.9).

Similarly, one can show that (3.9) holds if = € J;~ for some i € J.

5. To complete the proof, it remains to show that, for each zy € R, the unique solution
t — S;zo to the Cauchy problem

= fe(x), z(0) = o,
converges uniformly to t — Syxg, i.e.
lim <Sup|Sf(x0)—St(xo)|> = 0. (3.10)
e—0+ t>0

Several cases will be considered:

CASE 1: zg € J;7, where i € J and J;" =]a;, b;[ is open. For every ¢ such that

3
0 < e < min{xo—ai, b; — xo, 5}7

one then has

Te
Ifclloo < |1 flloo + 3 < M+1 and T € [mi,k_l,xi,k[ for some k € {2,...,N;}.

Let 79,75 €]0,¢[ be such that Sy (xo) = S7e (o) = ;. For any 0 < t < max{7, 75} one has
|Sf(x0) - St(x0)| < (M +1)e.

On the other hand, if ¢ > max{r, 7§}, we have

‘55_75 (%k) — St—ny (fﬂzk) |

S ‘StE_Tg (x7'7k) - 5‘7;3_7'0 (wlvk)| + ‘SE_TO (wlvk) - St_TO (wlvk)|

< (M + 1)6 + ‘Sf—'ro (xz,k) — St—T() (xz,k) |

|55 (20) — Si(o)|

To estimate the second term ‘Sf_m (azlk) — Si—7 (azlk) |, we consider two subcases:

14



o if Sp o (:L",k) € [mi,ko_l,xi,ko[ for some kg € {k+1,...,N;}, then

€
ko—1
t—To—Zk/:kH Ti k!

< Tigy — Tike—1 < E;

‘SE_TO (xlvk) - St_TO (':U'lvk) |

(xi’ko_l) B St_TO_Z:(/);Ic1+1 Ti k! (xi’ko_l)

e Otherwise, if S;_, (:L",k) S [ﬂfi,Ni,bi] then

‘Sf_.ro (xz,k) — St (l’z,k) | -

S6 (xi,Nl.) — St

Ny
E=T0=3 20" oy Tik!

b; — TN, < E.

W ()
_TO_Zk’l:kJrlTi,k, Vi

IN

In all cases we conclude

|55 (w0) — Se(wo)| < (M +2)e forall t>0. (3.11)

CASE 2: xg € J;", where i € J." and J;" = [a;, b;] is half-open. Choosing € < b; — z¢, we can
obtain (3.11) in a similar way as in Case 1.

CASE 3: z9 € J; , with ¢ € J . The estimates are analogous to the previous ones.
CASE 4: zp € Q% U (Ui¢J€+ I:r) U <Ui¢j€7 IZ_> In this case, we have that

|Se(xo) — x| < € for all ¢ > 0. (3.12)

If 29 = a; for some i € J. or zg = d; for some i € J., then S{(xg) = xo = Si(zg) for any
t,e > 0. Otherwise, choosing € > 0 such that

xo ¢ [ai — %, a,} forall i€ J© and ¢ ¢ [di, d; + %} for all i € J_,

we obtain S§(xg) = zo for all ¢ > 0. Hence (3.12) yields (3.10). O

4 Markov semigroups with a simpler dynamics

According to Theorem 2.3, a Markov semigroup compatible with the ODE (1.1) is uniquely
determined by the positive, atomless measure u supported on f~1(0), the countable sets S,
S*, and the maps A : §* — Ry, O : Q" — [0, 1], following the construction in Section 2.

The next lemma shows that this random dynamics can be approximated with a simpler one,
where the function f is piecewise constant, the measure p vanishes, and the sets §,8*, Q*
contain finitely many points. Here and throughout the following, on the set of Lipschitz
functions ¢ : R +— R, we use the norm

x JR—
lolz = lelwie = maxdsuple)] , sup LB LWL (4.1)
x TH#Y |$_y|
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Lemma 4.1 Let f satisfy the assumptions (A1)-(A2), and let P, = Pi(xo, A) be the tran-
sition kernels for a Markov semigroup, compatible with (1.1). Then, for any given T, R > 0,
there exists a sequence of transition kernels P' = P]*(xg, A), such that

lim sup sup

= 0. (4.2)
"0 4e0.1) fzol<R flellzip<l

[ e@P@o,do) ~ [ o(@)P(an.de)

For each n > 1, the transition kernels P]*(-,-) define a Markov semigroup compatible with an
ODE

z = fo(z), (4.3)
where f, is piecewise constant with compact support. The functions f, converge to f in the

sense of the graph. Moreover, the corresponding sets Sy, Sy, 2k are finite and disjoint, while
all the measures [, vanish.

Proof. For every fixed N > 1, consider the Markov process XV obtained by stopping the
motion as soon as it exits from the interval [—N, N]. This is achieved by inserting a stopping
time 7

XN (t,zg,w) = X(TN,xo,w),

where

(70, w) = min{tEO; |X(t,a;0,w)| > N}.

The corresponding transition kernels PtN (xo,-) define a Markov semigroup compatible with
the ODE & = fV(x), where

ﬂ@):{f@ it Jaf < N,

0 if |x| > N.
For every given zyp € R and t > 0, as soon as N > Mt + |zg| we have the identity
PN(xg,A) = Py(xg,A) for all Borel set A C R.

Here M is the upper bound on |f|, introduced in the assumption (A1l). Each fy has a
compact support, and moreover the functions fy converge to f in the sense of the graph.

By replacing f with fV, it thus suffices to consider the case where f has compact support.
The proof will be given in several steps.

1. We begin by identifying the set of points where the dynamics stops forever:
Q% = {z€R; Prob{X(l,7,w) =z}=1} C f0).

We also introduce:

Definition 4.1 We say that a right-open interval J* =la,b[ or J* = [a,b[ is an interval of
increase if

tlim Prob{X(t,z1,w) > z2} = 1 for all x1,m5 € J* with 1 < x9.
—00

Similarly, a left-open interval J— =]|c,d] or J~ =]c,d] is an interval of decrease if

tlim Prob{X(t,z1,w) < z2} = 1 for all z1,29 € J, with 1 > xo.
—00
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If J;, J5 are two intervals of increase, with J;™ N J5~ # 0, then the union J;" U J5 is also an
interval of increase. The same of course is true for intervals of decrease. We can thus identify
countably many maximal intervals of increase J;" = ]ag, by[ or [ax, bx[, E € JT, and countably
many maximal intervals of decrease J, =|cg,di[ or |eg,di], k€ T~

As in Theorem 2.3, the set of points where the dynamics stops for a random waiting time is
§* = {zeR; 0<Prob{X(1,z,w)=x}<1}.

We also consider the countable set of stationary points

S = <{ak,bk; ke Tt U {e di; kej‘})mﬁ(}(.

2. Next, given € > 0, among all the maximal intervals of increase or decrease, we select a
finite number, chosen as follows:

(i) All maximal intervals whose length satisfies by — ay > ¢, or di — ¢ > €.

(ii) All maximal intervals to the left |z, , z;[ or to the right ]z, 2, [ of a point z, € Q*, from
where both a decreasing and an increasing trajectory can initiate, whose length satisfies
+ —
2y — 2, >E.

It is clear that the above rules select a finite set of intervals Ji, kK =1,..., N. We now define
a new dynamics, setting

0 for all z Q*USLU---UJy,
fola) = ‘7 (1.4
f(x) otherwise.
By construction, we have
X (t,xo,w) = xo forallt >0, g ¢ Q"UJ;U---UJy
and
| X*(t, 20, w) — X(t,x0,w)| < & for all t > 0,20 € R. (4.5)

Hence, calling Pf the corresponding transition probability kernels, for every given (¢,xg) €
[0,00[xR and every continuous function ¢, we have

|Elp(X¥(t, m0,0))] — Elp(X (£, z0,0))]| < /W\¢<X€<t,a:o,w>> — o(X(t,w0,w))| dProb.(w)

< sup{|<,0(81) —(s2)|; s1,82 € [xg —tM, z9 + tM], |s1 — s2| < 6}.
(4.6)
Since ¢ is uniformly continuous on bounded intervals, as ¢ — 0 the right hand side of (4.6)
approaches zero. This implies the convergence

lim [ ()P (20, dz) — / () P(o, dav). (4.7)

e—0

Thanks to the previous arguments, we can now assume that the dynamics is stationary outside
a finite number of intervals of increase or decrease. As shown in Fig. 2, three cases must be
considered:
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Figure 2: The three cases considered in the proof of Lemma 4.1.

Case 1: an open maximal interval of increase Jy, =]ag, bx[, of length by — a, > . In this case,
we consider the smaller interval

lak, b — /2] it p(a,ar +¢/2[) < oo
Jk,e =
lak + 0, b —e/2[ if  pllag,ar +€/2[) = oo

where 0 < 0. < €/2 sufficiently small such that u([ag + 0z, ar + €]) > T and so X (T, zp,w) <
ay + ¢ for every xo €lag, ar + O-[.

Case 2: a half-open maximal interval of increase J; = [a;,b;[, of length b; — a; > e. In this
case, we consider the smaller interval J; . = [a;, bj —/2].

Case 3: a point z; € Q*, from where both increasing and decreasing trajectories can originate,
with probability 6 € [0,1] and 1 — 6, respectively. We then call |z, , z;[ and ]z, 2 [ the
corresponding maximal intervals of decrease and of increase, to the left and to the right of z
such that z,j — %, > ¢. In this case, we set J, =]z, z,j[ and consider the smaller interval
Jhe =z +elze — 23), 2z —elzt — zn)].
3. In all three cases, we modify the dynamics by setting
fa(x) =0 if ze Jk \ Jkﬁ . (48)

In other words, the dynamics is stopped outside Jj, .. This implies

Xe(t,xo,w) = xo forall zge Ji\ Jie. (4.9)
Moreover, for xg € Jj ., in Cases 1 and 2 we have

Xe(t,xp,w) = min{X(t,a:O,w), by, — 5/2} ,
while in Case 3:

X (t, g, w) if X(t,wo,w) € [z, +e(zx —2), 2 —elzh — 2],

Xe(t,zp,w) = 2y te(zr—2z ) if X(t,xo,w) < 2z +e(zp— 2 ),

5=z —a) i X(two,w) > 2 —elzt — =)

Since the new dynamics is stationary on each Jj \ Jj -, the set S* of points where a random
waiting time occurs, as well as the measure j, can now be replaced by &7 and p. respectively.

Here
sesa(Un) e =afan(Ua)) e
k k

for every Borel set A.
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We observe that, for a fixed zg, we have
‘Xe(t,l‘o,w)—X(t,:E(],w)‘ < ¢ forallt € [0,T],w € W (4.11)

Therefore, the same argument used at (4.6) implies the convergence (4.7).

4. For a fixed ¢ > 0, consider the approximate dynamics constructed in the previous step.
We claim that the measure ¢ in (4.10) has finite total mass.

Indeed, consider an interval Ji, =]a, bi[ with u(Jag, ar + £/2]) = o0, as in a subcase of Case
1. By assumption there are some random trajectories starting at ay + d. and reaching by —e/2
in finite time. But, for every trajectory, the time needed to cross the whole interval Jj . is
> (1(Jg,e). Hence this value must be finite. The other two cases are entirely similar.

Since the intervals Jj . are finitely many, this implies

N

pER) = > p(re) < + oo
k=1

5. Next, by a further approximation, we can modify the dynamics so that each interval Jj .,
k=1,...,N, contains at most finitely many points y; € S* and thus the set S* is finite. To
justify this, let us consider a maximal interval of increase Jj ., as in Case 1. By construction,
there is a positive probability of moving from aj + £/2 to by — /2 in finite time. Hence, for
some t > 0 one has

n = Prob.{X(t,ar +¢/2,w) <b, —¢e/2} < 1.
By the Markov property, we have
Prob. {X (mt,ar +¢/2,w) < by, —e/2} < n™.

This implies that the sum of all random waiting times Y; € Jj, . satisfies

Prob. Z Y; >mt < " for all m > 1.
yj€lagp+e/2,bp—¢/2]

In particular,

E Z Y;| = Z %<—|—oo.

yj€lar+e/2,by—e/2[ yj€lar+e/2,bp—e/2[ J

Given an auxiliary constant § > 0, we can now

e remove all waiting times Y with
Y; € [ak,ak + 6/2] U [bk — 6/2,bk],

e remove all waiting times Y}, with y; € Jy, .o =]ax +¢/2, b, —¢/2[ and j > N}, choosing
Nj large enough so that

E Yooy o= > %<5. (4.12)

Yj€Jk,es J>Ni Yj€Jpes j>Ng 7
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This will produce a new family of random trajectories X (-,zp,w). Since we are removing
some of the waiting times, within the interval Jj . the new trajectories will be shifted forward,
by an amount

0 < X°(t,z0,w) — X°(t, x0,w) < M- Y Yiw) . (4.13)
ijJk,57 J>Npg

where M is the upper bound on f, introduced in (A1).

For any given § > 0, we now set

Ws = SweW; M- Z Yj(w) | > Vo
yjeJk,E7 .7>Nk

By Chebyshev’s inequality, it follows

Prob.(W;) < L. p S vw]|| < mve

- 1) .
\/_ YjE€Jk,es J>Ng

Therefore, given any x € Jj . and ¢t > 0, and any bounded continuous function ¢, using (4.13)
we estimate

Elp(X(t,0,))] — Blp(X (t,20,w))]| < /Wtsoo?s(t,mo,w))—so(Xe(t,xo,w))\ dProb.(w)

< 9|p]los - Prob.(Ws) + /
WAWs

< 2M |-V + sup p(s1) — @(s2)].
81,82€Jp e, |51—82|<VE

gp()ze(t,xo,w)) — @(Xe(t,xo,w))‘ dProb.(w)

(4.14)
By choosing § > 0 in (4.12) sufficiently small, the difference of the expectations in (4.14) can
be rendered as small as we like.

The same ideas apply to intervals such as Jj = [ag, bg| or ]z, ,z [, described in Cases 2 and
3 respectively. Of course, intervals of decrease can be handled in the same way.

6. In general, the semigroup may contain an exponential waiting time also at points z; € Q*
where trajectories can move both upward or downward, with given probabilities. However, we
can construct an approximation so that the two sets $* and Q* are disjoint.

Indeed, consider a point in the intersection: z;, = y; € *NS*, for some indices k, j. Since S*
is finite, we can choose € > 0 small enough so that the interval

W yj] = lyj—e, yj +é

does not contain any other point of S*. We now redefine f at these two points, by setting
f(;) = f(y;) = 0. Moreover, we construct a new family of transition kernels Pf(-,) by
removing the random waiting time Y; at the point y; = z;, and inserting two waiting times
Y] =Y/ =Yj, at the two points y; and y}. In this case, for each random trajectory we have

|X5(t,zk,w)—X(t,zk,w)‘ < max{]y;-—yj],\y}'—yj]} < €
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and
Xe(t,r,w) = X(t,z,w) for all x ¢ [y; — ¢, y; + €,

for every t > 0, w € W. Therefore, as ¢ — 0, the same argument used at (4.6) implies the
convergence in distribution.

Summarizing the previous analysis, we can approximate the original Markov semigroup with
a new semigroup where:
(i) The dynamics is stationary outside finitely many intervals of increase or decrease.
(ii) The measure p is finite.
(iii) The sets S,S*,Q* are finite and disjoint.
7. To achieve the proof, we still need to approximate the dynamics with another Markov
semigroup where f is piecewise constant, and p vanishes. To fix ideas, we will show how to

modify f on a maximal interval of increase J;. The construction is entirely similar in the case
of a maximal interval of decrease.

Given € > 0 sufficiently small, two cases will be considered:
CASE 1: The interval J; =|a;, b;] is open.

By the same technique used in Section 3, for the proof of Theorem 1.1, (step 2, CASE 1), we
can approximate f by a function f. such that

(i) f is piecewise constant and

Graph(f.) € B(Graph(F),e), fe(x) = f(z) for all x € (R\J;) US™;

(ii) For every [z1,22] C ]aj,b; — /2], one has

2 dy T2 dy '
—7 4z, a0)) — [ 4.15
/901 f(y) e, z2]) x1 fe(y) ( )
We then take u. to be the zero measure.
In view of (i)-(ii), for every xg € R\J; one has
X(t,xo,w) = X(t,z0,w) for all (t,w) € [0, co[xW. (4.16)

On the other hand, for a fixed zg € J;, if min{X (¢, zg,w), X°(¢,2z0,w)} > b; — €, we have
| X5 (t, o, w) — X (t,z0,w)| < |(bj —e) —bj| = e
Otherwise, without loss of generality, assume that
X(t,zo,w) > X°(t,20,w) and Xe(t,x0,w) < bj —e.
Let 7¢(w), T (w), 7(w) be such that

S-i-

T(w

)(‘TO) = X(t,.’,['o,o.)) and S+(w)(x()) = S+E)(x0) - Xa(t7x07w)

b
sl 78 (w
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where ST and ST are defined as in (2.6). From (4.15), we have

ST (zo) ST (zo)
71 (w) dy 1 (w) dy
— 4+ u([xo, ST, \(z —/
/x O Fog 1o S5tz — | an

[m(w) =77 (W)| =

Thus,

0 < 7(w) —7(w) < |t— Z Yj(w) | —7°(w) +¢

;€ [IO,Sj(W) (wo) [

IN

t— Z Yj(w)—1(w) | +¢ < ¢

yj€ [Io,Sjs’fw)(xo)]

and this implies

| X(t, zo,w) — X (t, z0,w)| =

S (@) = STy (@o)| < Me. (4.17)

CASE 2: The interval J; = [aj, b;[ is half open.

By the same technique use in Section 3 (step 2, CASE 2), we can approximate f by a function
fe such that

(i) f- is piecewise constant, and
Graph(f:) € B(Graph(F),e), fe(x) = f(z) for all x € (R\J;) US™;

(ii) For every [z1,x2] C [aj,b; — /2], it holds

< e (4.18)

T2 dy T dy ‘
-~ T p|T1,r2]) —
/m f) (fz1, 220) w fey)
Again, we take u. to be the zero measure.

For every x¢ € R\Jj, the identity (4.16) again holds. On the other hand, if z € J;, the same
argument used in the previous case yields (4.17).

In both cases, given any zg € R, for each random trajectory we have
| X (t, z0,w) — X(t,x0,w)| < Me for all t € [0,T],w € W.

Therefore, the same argument used at (4.6) implies the convergence (4.7). 0

5 An approximation lemma

The main goal of the next two sections is to prove Theorem 1.2, showing that every Markov
semigroup whose trajectories are solutions to the ODE (1.1) can be approximated by a se-
quence of diffusion processes with smooth coefficients (1.12).
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Thanks to Lemma 4.1, we can assume that the function f is piecewise constant, the sets
S,8*, Q" are finite, and the measure p vanishes. To fix the ideas, let

ro < 1 < 19 < -0 <IN (51)

be a list of all points in S, 5™, Q*, together with all points where f has a jump. Consider the
midpoints

Tj—1+x;
y1 < y2 < -+ <Yn, Yi=—"%5 -
For any random trajectory starting at a point Z, say s — X (s,%,w) we define the stopping
time

(5.2)

7(Z,w) = min {S >0; X(s,Z,w) =y; forsome y;# i} (5.3)

In other words, if y;_1 < Z < y;, then 7 is the first time when the random trajectory hits
either y;_1 or y;. In the special case where = y;,, then 7 is the first time when the trajectory
hits either yi_1 or yg11.

Similarly, given a sequence of Markov processes X,,, n > 1, we define

Tn(Z,w) = min {s >0; Xp(s,2,w) =y; for some y; # i:} (5.4)

Figure 3: Random trajectories of the Markov semigroup, starting at Z. Here the speed f(z) is constant
for < xp and x > x. At xj there is a random waiting time. The thick red lines denote the support
of the measure pub®.

Throughout the following, we adopt the notation a A b = min{a, b}. Using the above stopping
times, given an initial point Z, for every ¢t > 0 we consider the probability measures p*?, ,uf;m
on Ry x R defined as the push-forward of the maps

w = (T(Z,w) AL, X(T(Z,w) At T,w)), w = (Ta(Z,w) At, Xn(Ta(Z,w) AL, Z,w)).

More precisely, for every open set V' C Ry x R, we define

phr (V) = meas{w; (T(Z,w) At, X(7(Z,w) A t,T,w)) € V}, (5.5)

bt (V) = meas{w; (Tn(Z,w) At, Xn(Ta(T,w) AL, T,w)) € V}. (5.6)
As shown in Fig. 3, all measures % and /ﬁ{i are supported within the set

¥ o= {t} xR U [O,t] X {yl,yg,...,yN}. (57)
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The next lemma establishes a “local to global” result. If the random dynamics converge
separately on each subinterval [y;_1,y;] (i.e., after introducing the stopping times at each
point y;), then the weak convergence of the transition kernels (1.16) holds as well, for every
initial point  and every ¢t > 0.

Lemma 5.1 Consider a Markov semigroup compatible with the ODE (1.1), where f is piece-
wise constant, the sets S,S8*,Q* are finite, and the measure p vanishes. In addition, consider a
sequence of diffusions processes X = X (s,z,w) as in (1.12), with f, — f in the sense of
the graph and o, | 0. Assume that, for every & € R and t > 0, we have the weak convergence
of the corresponding mesures:

pb™ — bt (5.8)
defined as in (5.5)-(5.6). Then the weak convergence of the transition kernels (1.16) holds.

Proof. 1. Given Z € R, for every p = 1,2,3,..., define the p-th random stopping time by
induction, in the obvious way. Namely, 7!(Z,w) is the first time when the trajectory X (s, Z,w)
starting from Z hits one of the points y;. By induction, the p-th stopping time is

7P(Z,w) = min {s > P N7,w); X(s,T,w) =y; for some y; # X(Tp_l(i,w),:ﬁ,w)}.
The corresponding measures ,uf;f are defined as in (5.5), replacing 7 with 77, i.e.,
ppt (V) = meas{w; (TP(z,w) N t, X(TP(Z,w) AL, Z,w)) € V}.

The same construction can of course be repeated for each of the Markov processes X, thus
defining a sequence of measures 5, n > 1.

2. We observe that, for a sequence of probability measures u, on the real line, the weak
convergence L, — i is equivalent to the convergence of the distribution functions F,, — F' in
L} .(R), where

Fo(@) = pn(]—o0,2]), F(z) = p(]—oo,z]) for all z € R.

In the case we are presently considering, since all of measures ,uf,’ffl are supported on the
1-dimensional set ¥ at (5.7), the weak convergence

= " (5.9)

is equivalent to the L! convergence of a finite family of distribution functions.

t,x
Hp.n

)

More precisely, for every j = 1,..., N, consider the nondecreasing functions

Eyni(s) = M?Z([O, s] X {yj}>, Fyi(s) = uﬁ;‘z’<[0,s] X {yj}>, sel0,4]. (5.10)

Moreover, for y € R, consider the nondecreasing functions

Giny) = g (1hx] = o0,]) + 3w (10,4] % {us}),

y; <y

G () = g ({thx) = oonl) + 3 " (10,4] x {5}).

Y;i <y

(5.11)
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‘ “
yi +1 yi+1 Xi+2 )J/'-ll yJ

Figure 4: The thick lines describe the set ¥ in (5.7). In this picture, trajectories of the Markov semi-
group start at T and move with positive speed, with random waiting times at the points z; 1, z;12,... If
j =1+ p, the p-th stopping time occurs when a trajectory reaches the point y;, with j =i+ p.

Then the weak convergence (5.9) is then equivalent to the convergence

F;:ZJ—)F;”?C in L'([0,%]) and  GLT — GLT in L, (R). (5.12)

3. By induction, assuming the weak convergence
t,@ t,@
lupfl,n - /’Lpfl ’ (513)
we need to prove the weak convergence (5.9).

To fix ideas, assume that all trajectories of the Markov semigroup starting from Z are non-
decreasing. Moreover, assume y; < T < y;+1. Setting 7 = ¢ + p, this implies

Supp(py=1) € Ty = {t} xR U [0,4] x {y;-1},

] (5.14)
Supp(up™) € %5 = {1} xR U [0,¢] x {y;}.

We start by proving the convergence F;ZJ — F;f in Ll([O,t]). Let € > 0 be given. By the

. . . t,T t,T . 1
inductive assumption, we have the convergence Fp—l,n,j—l — Fp—l,j—l in L ([0, t])

Call .
To(r) = pyn ([0,7] x {y;}),

D(r) = ™7 ([0,7] x {y;}).

the probability that a random trajectory starting at y;_; reaches y; within time 7 (without
ever touching y;_», in the case of a diffusion). The function F;fl ; can now be computed by
the Stieltjes integral

(5.15)

Fyn (1) = /OF”(T_C)dF;fl,n,j—l(g)' (5.16)

. t,7 t,7 . . .
We observe that all functions I'y, I', F )™ | o, B o are non-decreasing with values in [0, 1].
Moreover

[,(0) = T(0) = F% . 1(0) = F% . 1(0) = 0.
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X. X
Yoo X ¥

Figure 5: Starting with the distribution #5{271 restricted to the vertical segment [0,¢] x {y;_1}, by
the formula (5.20) one can compute the probability that trajectories of the semigroups reach a point
y < z at time ¢.

By the convergence I';, — I' and F;f”lm’ i1 F;f:l,j_—l in L (_[O, t]) it thus follows the conver-
gence of the integral functions in (5.16), namely F;fl ;= F;;E in L' ([0,¢]).

4. Tt remains to prove the convergence Gyy, — G3° in L} (R).

As a preliminary, we remark that in the diffusion semigroups some trajectories can move
backward, from some y; to yr_1. However, the probability that this happens goes to zero as
n — 0o.

Next, we observe that our previous assumption y; < T < y;+1 implies the identities
£,z £,z
Gp'(y) = pfl(y) for y<wyj_1, (5.17)
Gpn(y) = G5"(y) = 1 for y>y;,
where j =i + p.

To prove the convergence in Ll([yj_l, yj]), for any point z € Jy;—1,y;] and any € > 0, we will
show that i ) )
lim sup G;’;,ﬁ(z —g)—¢e < G;,’x(z) < liminf G;;ffl(z +e)+e (5.18)

n—00 n—o0

In analogy with (5.15), we now set
AH(T) = M‘{:Zj—l ([077—] X [Zvyj])’

A7) = a7 ([0,7] % [z, 95)).
In other words, A, (7) is the probability that a trajectory, starting at y;_1, either stops at y;
or reaches a point > z at time 7.

(5.19)

We now have .
G57(e) = 1= [ A=) dr () (5.20)

and an entirely similar formula holds for Gf,’fz(z). For any € > 0, the convergence F;fclﬂh j_1(§ ) —
z

F;f”L j—1(¢) and A;; — A implies (5.18). This proves the desired L! convergence Gy, — Gp*
in L ([y;-1,951)-
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5. Finally we observe that, for a fixed ¢t > 0, when p is sufficiently large one has 77(zZ,w) >t
with probability 1, for all z € R. Indeed, since trajectories of the semigroup are monotone,
taking p = N would suffice. Hence ,u?{,m is supported on {t} x R, and the weak convergence

,u?{,mn — ,u?{,m implies the weak convergence (1.16). O

6 Approximating a Markov semigroup with smooth diffusions
In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. This will require several steps.

1. It will suffice to construct diffusions of the form
dX; = gn(Xt) dt + o, dW; (61)

where g, is piecewise constant. Indeed, when this is done, for each n > 1 we can then take a
mollification: f, = ¢s * g, where the mollifier satisfies

o5 € CZ, Supp(¢s) = [, 4], 0 << oy .

Without loss of generality we can assume that the Markov semigroup satisfies the properties
listed in Lemma 4.1. Namely

P) The function f is piecewise constant with compact support, the sets S, 5%, Q* are finite
(
and disjoint, and p is the zero measure.

Indeed, assume that Theorem 1.2 holds true in this special case. To prove that the theorem
remains valid for a general Markov semigroup, let (fy,)n,>1 be a sequence of piecewise constant
functions with compact support, constructed as in Lemma 4.1. For each n > 1, there exists a
sequence of diffusion processes of the form

dX = fS(x)dt +oc®Faw,

n

with fr(Lk) € C*, such that f,gk) — fn in the sense of graph and Jy(Lk) — 0 as k — oco. Moreover,
for every bounded continuous function ¢ € C°(R),

lim [ ()P (w0, du) = / () P (w0, duv).

k—o0

Consider the set of rational times 7 = QN [0, 7], and observe that the product set 7 x (Q U
SuUuS*uU Q*) is countable. We can then select a sequence (k;,),>1 such that, setting

we have @™ — 0. Moreover, for every bounded continuous function ¢ € C°(R), we can achieve

lim [ o(2)P\™ (z0,dz) = / () Pi(wo,dz)  for all (£,20) € T x (QUSUS*UN®). (6.2)

n— o0

Equivalently, for every (t,z¢) € T X (Q USuS*u Q*), one has

lim Fin) (z0, ] — 00,2]) = Pi(zo,] — o0,2]) for a.e. x € R. (6.3)

n—oo
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We claim that the above convergence remains valid for all (¢,29) € [0,7] x R. Indeed, for any
t € T, the functions

Z0 Pt(Z07 ] - 007:17])7 0 PE”) (Z(b ] - 007:17])

are monotone increasing, and the map zg — P, (20,] — 00, ]) is continuous w.r.t. the L'
distance, at every zp € R\(SUS*UQ*). Using the fact that QUSUS*UQ* is dense in R, an
approximation argument shows that the limit (6.3) remains valid for every 2y € R. Therefore,
(6.2) holds for every (t,xz9) € T x R. Finally, to obtain (6.2) for every t € [0,T], we observe
that by (A1) the speed of all trajectories is bounded by M. Hence

sup /90(:17) {Pt(xo,dx) — Ps(xo,dx)} < M|t —s|. (6.4)
lleller <1
sup /cp(a:) {ﬁgn)(:ﬂo,daz) — an) (mo,daz)] < M|t—s|+ M 'E("), (6.5)
llellea <1

for a suitable constant M;. This establishes the convergence (1.16) for every (¢,x0) € [0,T] xR
and every ¢ € C?(R). By an approximation argument, the same holds for every ¢ € CO(R).

2. It now remains to give the proof, in the case where the Markov semigroup satisfies the
properties (P). As in (5.1), we call 29 < -+ < zx the points in SU S* UQ*, together with all
points where f has a jump. Thanks to Lemma 5.1, it suffices to show that, after inserting the
stopping times at all points y; in (5.2), the corresponding transition kernels converge, for every
initial point & and every t > 0. We are thus left with the task of constructing a sequence of
diffusion approximations (6.1) on an interval J = [y;_1,y;| where the function f is piecewise
constant, with a single jump at the interior point x;. In the easy case where z; ¢ SUS* UQ*,
it suffices to choose g, (z) = f(z) for every € J and n > 1. The three main remaining cases
will be discussed in the following steps.

3. CASE 1: z; € §. Without loss of generality, we assume x; = 0. Also, to fix ideas, assume
that the restriction of f to the interval J is given by (1.19), with a,b > 0. See Fig. 1, left.
Other cases can be treated similarly.

To make sure that the trajectories of the vanishing diffusion limit stop at the origin, for x € J

we then define
a if < —\/o,
gn(x) = 0 if |z| < \on, (6.6)
b if x> ./o,.

To prove that this sequence of diffusions achieves the desired limit (1.16), let 7,, be the first
time when a random trajectory of (6.1) starting at the origin reaches one of the two points
+.,/0,. For every given t > 0, one has

1
Prob.{7m, <t} < Prob.| sup |[W(s)| >
{ } <s€[0,t} VOon

1

(6.7)
on 712 o
4-(1— ! reraz> =0y,

IN

V27t Jo
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In the case where the motion starts at zg = 0, this yields

tim P (05 [~van, vEl) = 1.

n—oo

Therefore (1.16) holds for z¢ = 0.

Next, assume xg € J but xg > 0. In this case, the result can be achieved by standard results
in large deviation theory. Since we are assuming f(x) = b > 0 for > 0, on the interval
[V0,,,y;] the diffusion process takes the form

dX; = bdt+ o, dW,, Xo = 0. (6.8)

For any § €]0,z¢] and T" > 0, as o, — 0 the probability that a random trajectory X;(w)
starting at xo reaches a distance > ¢ from the limit solution x(t) = z¢ + bt satisfies

Prob.{]Xt(w) —x(t)] >d for somet € [O,T]} 220, .
This already implies (1.16).

Finally, consider the case where zy < 0. For any given 0 < § < |z¢|, consider the time

—0—=x
T-= —2
a
As before, the probability that a random trajectory X;(w) starting at x( reaches a distance

> ¢ from the limit solution x(t) = z¢ + at satisfies
Prob.{|Xt(w) —z(t)] >¢ for somet € [O,T]} 720 .
Next, for a random trajectory such that
| Xr(w) —2(T)| = |Xp(w)+6 < 6,

let 7, > T be the first time where X;(w) touches a point in the set {—34,8}. As soon as
/0n < 0, the same argument used at (6.7) yields

on—0

Prob.{m, <T+1t} —— 0. (6.9)

Since § > 0 was arbitrary, this again yields the weak convergence (1.16).

4. CASE 2: z; € Q" is a point from which both an increasing and a decreasing trajectory
initiate. Again, we assume that x; = 0, and that the restriction of f to the interval J is given
by (1.19), with a < 0 < b. Moreover, let 6 € [0, 1] be the probability that a random trajectory
starting at the origin moves to the right. For each given o, > 0, we consider the diffusion
process (6.1), where

a if z<¢&,,

gn(x) = { b e (6.10)

for a suitable point &,, with &, — 0 as n — oc.
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To achieve the weak convergence (1.16) for the initial point 2o = 0, the points &, must be
carefully chosen. Toward this goal, consider again the piecewise constant function f in (1.19).
Performing the change of variables y = z/,/0,, the diffusion process

becomes N o
dXt = fn(Xt)dt +\on th y (612)

where the new drift is

~ a/\/on if 0,
faly) = Vo _ e (6.13)
b/\/on if y > 0.

Let 7 be the first time when a random trajectory of (6.12) starting from a point y € [—1,1]

hits one of the two points in the set {—1,1}. Consider the expected values
un(y) = E(7)
- > (6.14)
un(y) = E (X;;{) :

It is well known that the functions v,, u,, provide the unique solutions to the boundary value

problems
On

Fa@)vy + vy = —1 if ye]—-1,1],
v (6.15)
v =0 if ye{-1,1},
~ o
fa@)uy + 2y, = 0 if ye]—1,1],
P (6.16)
uly) =y if ye{-1,1}
For a proof, see for example Chapter 9 in [12].
The solutions of (6.15) and (6.16) have the form
1)-\/on
_(y—i—# + e (67 —e™) it —-1<y<0,
Un(y) = (6.17)
1—y)-\/on
—( yz)) ’ +cop (e_b"y — e_b") it 0<y<1,
b(e™ — e ™Y
142 if —1<y<0,
. e —Draa ey v=
un(y) = b by (6.18)
Lpo. e —e) i 0<y<l1
b(e® — 1) +a(l —e=bn) - ’
and where the constants ay, by, 1 n, c2,, satisfy
2 2b C
- i and  [e1a), |ean] < (6.19)

ap = —75 n — T a3/9
3/27 3/2
O'n/ an/

T

We observe that w, is strictly increasing in [—1,1]. Moreover, as n — +o0o we have the limits

sup {ﬂn(;p); zel|-1, —%@]} & —1, inf {ﬂn(x); z e E\/a 1]} o1
(6.20)
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Therefore, for any given 0 < 8 < 1 and every n > 1 large enough, we can uniquely choose an
intermediate point ¢, € [— /On, 1/Un] such that

Un(Co) = 20— 1. (6.21)
Moreover, from (6.19) and (6.17) it follows

lim v,(x) = 0 for all z € [-1,1]. (6.22)

n—o0

Indeed, since the drifts in (6.12)-(6.13) become very large, the average time needed for a
random trajectory to exit from the interval [—1, 1] approaches zero.

Going back to the original space variable x, we now set &, = /o, (. According to the previous
analysis, for a random trajectory of (6.1), (6.10), starting at the origin, the following holds.
(i) The random time 7,(w) at which this trajectory reaches one of the points &, + /o,

approaches zero as g, | 0.

(ii) The probabilities of reaching the right or the left point are given by

Prob.{XTn(w) = £n+\/ﬁ} =0,
Prob.{XTn(w) =&, — \/ﬁ} =1-6.

1
Thanks to (6.20), for all n large enough we can assume || < §‘/0—”' A computation entirely
similar to (6.7) now shows that, as soon as a random trajectory has reached one of the points
&, £ \/o,, the probability that it goes back to the point &,, approaches zero as o, | 0.

To achieve the proof of weak convergence of the transition kernels starting at the origin, let
d > 0 be given. Consider any random trajectory X;(w) of (6.1), with g,, defined in (6.10), that
starts at the point &, + /0, and then never touches the point §,. As an easy consequence of
the theory of large deviations, for any 1" > 0 we have

Prob-{ sup | X¢(w) — &n + /o + ] > 5( Xo<w>=sn+¢a—n} LN}
te[0,7

Combining this fact with the above properties (i)-(ii), the weak convergence of the transitions
kernels starting from xg = 0 is proved.

For every other initial point zo € [y;—1,y;] \ {zo}, the weak convergence of the transition
kernels is trivial.

5. CASE 3: z; € S§*is a point where trajectories of the Markov semigroup stop for a random
time T'(w) > 0 with Poisson distribution

Prob {T(w) > s} = e,

and then start moving again. As usual, we assume that x; = 0, while the drift f is piecewise
constant, as in (1.19). To fix ideas, let a,b > 0. The case a,b < 0 is entirely similar.
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We claim that this process can be approximated by a sequence of diffusions as in (6.1), where
each g, has the form

a if <0,
gn(x) = —Nn if ze€l0,e,], (6.23)
b if x> ¢,

for a suitable choice of the constants &, 7,, with

0 < &y << 0y << . (6.24)

x
Introducing the rescaled space variable y = —, the equation (6.1) becomes
En

dy; = gn(Yt)dt"F&ndWm (625)
with
afen if y<O0,
- ~ . ~ o~ M On
W) = { i i ye] i) = (27). 020
b/en if y>1,

6. Toward the analysis of (6.25)-(6.26), in this step we perform a preliminary computation.
Let Y; be the random solution to the diffusion process with constant coefficients, on the unit
interval:

dY, = —nYidt + o dW, (6.27)

starting at the origin, with the following boundary conditions.

e Reflecting at the point y = 0: when Y;(w) = 0, the particle is reflected back inside
the domain |0, 1[;

e Absorbing at the point y = 1: when Y;(w) = 1, its motion stops forever.

It is well known that in this case the distribution function
u(t,y) = Prob.{Yi(w) <y}

satisfies the parabolic equation

o2
u = Uy oty (6.28)
with initial and boundary conditions
u(t,0) = 0,
u(0,y) = 1, (6:29)
ug(t,1) = 0.

We seek a lower and an upper solution of (6.28)-(6.29) in terms of suitable eigenfunctions.
This leads us to the boundary value problem

0.2
S ") +nw'(y) = “Awly),  w(0) =0, w(1)=0. (6.30)
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Explicit solutions of (6.30) are found by solving

2 2 2
—n /0% —20°\
(T2T2+77T+)‘:0’ r= 772 72 =+
ag

For a given A > 0, choose any s > 0 and let n,0 > 0, v < 0 be the constants such that

-n e +1

0.2 (628 _ 1)2 e+ e s )
0 -5 ——.
e2s — 1

- Lo g=s

6.31
2 452¢2s ( )

pra— and v = =

In this case, an increasing solution to (6.30), normalized so that w(1) = 1, is explicitly found

to be (see Fig. 6)
e sy _ o(y=s)y

w(y) = o ———— for all y € [0, 1]. (6.32)

The function
w(t,y) = e Mu(y) (6.33)

thus provides a lower solution to the parabolic problem (6.28)-(6.29).

I o W. o
////
1 s
"= !

-£ 0 1 y

Figure 6: The function w at (6.32), used to construct a lower solution to (6.42), and the functions w;
at (6.34)-(6.35), used to construct upper solutions.

We now work toward the construction of an upper solution. We claim that, for every § > 0
small, one can a function w = ws(z) such that (see Fig. 6)

w(—d) =0, w(0) =1, w(l) <1+6, w'(1) > 0, (6.34)

and moreover

%w” Y+ A —8w < 0 xel[-51] (6.35)

To construct the upper solution ws, let A, s > 0 be given, and let 0,7, be as in (6.31). For
any small § > 0, define the constants ss, A\s > 0 in terms of the two equations

255(1+20) 4 1 v? — 2

VT T8 sty _ and A = 202 (6.36)

Then, on the larger interval [—d, 1], the problem

0.2
jw"(y)JrW'(y) = —dsw(y),  w(=6)=0, w0) =1, (6.37)
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has a unique increasing solution (see Fig. 6), namely

e(r+ss)(y+0) _ o(v—s5)(y+9)

'wé(y) = o(1155)0 — o(7—55)8 ) ye [_57 1] (6.38)

Using (6.36), we compute

e(7+55)(1+6) — 6(7_56)(1“1‘6) e’y-i—s(;
ws(1) = < :
e(vt+ss)d _ o(v—s6)d 1 — e—2s56
, e(Y—s5)(1+5) 20st
ws(l) = T —omes (1% (e - 1) > 0 (6:39)
. e 11 e255(1420) 4
Since s - poram S§ - (72 7’ one has
2s 2s
e“*+1 e~ 41 2
8'628_1§86'6235_17 86§8'<1+628_1> <S+1

In particular, for s > 1 and 0 < 6 < 1/2, we have

235 —8

s < s5 < 2s, v+ss = —mg — 2se”°%,

and hence
6—286785 _384623 82 _ 82
1) < ——— I = Xs— A < 0.
wsll) < T (e —1)2A — 202 o=
Therefore, by choosing s = 6~2, so that § = 1/4/s, one obtains
ws(l) < 1406, A—=0 < A < A, (6.40)

provided that s > 0 is sufficiently large.

7. We are now ready to construct a sequence of diffusion processes with piecewise constant
drift, which approximate a Poisson waiting time at xg = 0. For each t > 0, the transition
kernel we need to approximate is (see Fig. 7)

0 if =<0,
Ut,z) = Prob{X;(w) <z} = < exp {_ )\<t _ %)} if e lo,bt], (6.41)
1 if x> bt.

Indeed, since particles travel with constant speed b > 0, a particle will reach the point x > 0
after time ¢ if and only if it departs from the origin after time ¢ — (z/b). The probability of
this event is exp {—)\(t — %)}

Next, we compare the kernel (6.41) with the solution u = w, (¢, z) of the parabolic problem
o

Ut + gn(z)uy, = 5 Uaa z € R, (6.42)
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Figure 7: The transition kernel (6.41), corresponding to a random Poisson waiting time at = = 0,
followed by motion with constant speed b > 0.

with g, as in (6.23), and with initial data

0 if z<0,
u(0,z) = { 1 if 250, (6.43)

We claim that, for a suitable choice of the sequences, o, &,, 7, — 0, one can achieve the weak
convergence of the transition kernels. In other words, the sequence of solutions u,, = u,/(t, )
of the parabolic problems (6.42)-(6.43) converge to U(t,-) in L} (R), for every ¢ > 0. The
claim will be proved by constructing suitable sequences of upper and lower solutions.

The sequences &,,n, — 0, are chosen as follows. First, we take a sequence s, — 4+00. Then,
in view of (6.26) and (6.31), we define

~2 25, —1)2 s —s

Un . (e n ) . . e n + e n ~9

2 N 4812’1,628" ’ )\7 = Sn- esSn — e~ 5n ’ Un ’ (644)
M = Enln, Opn = €plOn - (645)

Notice that here o,,7, — +0o. Therefore, we need to choose a sequence &, — 0 converging
to zero fast enough so that 7n,,0, — 0.

0 €, entht X
Figure 8: The lower solution defined at (6.46).

Let w;, be the solution to (6.30) with ¢ = &,,, n = 7, and w;, (1) = 1. We now set 6, = 1/,/s,,.
For suitable sequences k,, — 400 and b, | b, we define

0 if <0,
(1 —6y)e Mw, (z/e,) if x€]|0,e,],
iy (t.2) = - (6.48)
(1—5n)exp{—)\<t—wbgn>} if xe [sn,en—l—bnt],
1—5nexp{—/<;n(x—€n—bnt)} if x>¢e,+byt.
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This lower solution is illustrated in Fig. 8. Here we choose k, — +oo fast enough so that
Onkn — +00. Finally, we choose the decreasing sequence b, | b converging slowly enough so
that the traveling profile

o(t,z) = 1=, rnl@en=bal)

is a lower solution. This will be the case if

o2
(% S fvxx + bnvx .
That is, iff
o2
—bpk, < — 7”/1% — bk, .
We thus need )
02K
b, —b > "2 n

Notice that, since the product §,,k, — 400, this ensures that the derivative of the solution
at the matching point = = &, + b,t jumps upward. The fact that this derivative also jumps
upward at z = 0 and at x = ¢, is obvious.

1+&y

0] € sn+Qﬁ X

Figure 9: The upper solution defined at (6.47).

Next, an upper solution is constructed as follows. As before, set 0, = 1/,/s,,. Let w, = w;
be a sequence of functions satisfying (6.34)-(6.35).

n

We then consider the rescaled functions z +— wy, (e, 'x), choosing a sequence &, | 0 fast enough
so that e, 1w/ (1) — +oo.

Next, we take a sequence k,, — +oo. For each n > 1, we choose the values z,, and &, €
[—0nen, 0] so that at = = &, the two functions

T wy (e, ) and z s e (@=on)
are tangent:

wn(grjlfn) = eﬁn(in—mn)’ 57_zlw;(5r71 n) = K& =)
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Finally, we choose an increasing sequence of speeds b, 1 b and define (see Fig. 9)

e~ Anterin(@=on) it <&,
e Atw, (x/e,) if x €&, en,
up (t,x) = .. (6.47)
wn(l)-exp{—)\n<t_ = ">} if x€ [en, en+byt],
L wp (1) it x>e,+0b,t.

The condition e, 'w, (1) — 400 guarantees that at the point z = &, the derivative d,u; has
a downward jump. On the other hand, this derivative is continuous at the matching point
x = &, and has a downward jump at z = &, + b, t. We thus conclude that u, is an upper
solution.

Since the sequences u,, and u; at (6.46) and (6.47) both converge to the distribution function
U at (6.41), for all ¢ > 0, this proves the weak convergence of the transition kernels, starting
at the origin.

For a starting point xg # 0, the convergence of the corresponding transition kernels is a
straightforward.

8. To cover the set of all possibities, one should also consider a dynamics of the form (1.19)
in two additional cases:

CASE 4: a,b > 0, and there is no stopping time at x = 0.
CASE 5: b < 0 < a, so that all trajectories stop forever, as they reach the origin.

In both of these cases, the approximation of the Markov semigroup with a diffusion process
is trivial. Indeed, taking g, (z) = f(x) for all n > 1, as the coefficients o, | 0, the transition
kernels for the diffusion process converge to the corresponding transition kernels of the Markov
semigroup.

In view of Lemma 5.1, this completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O
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