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STRONG APPROXIMATION OF NONLINEAR FILTERING FOR
MULTISCALE MCKEAN-VLASOV STOCHASTIC SYSTEMS

HUIJIE QIAO AND WANLIN WEI

School of Mathematics, Southeast University,
Nanjing, Jiangsu 211189, P.R.China

Abstract. This work concerns the nonlinear filtering problem of multiscale McKean-
Vlasov stochastic systems where the whole systems depend on distributions of fast com-
ponents. First of all, we prove that the slow component of the original system converges
to an average system in the L2p (p > 1) sense. Moreover, we obtain the strong conver-
gence order for the L2 case. Then, given an observation process which depends on the
slow component and its distribution, we show that the nonlinear filtering of the slow
component and its distribution also converges to that of the average system in the Lq

(p > 8, 1 6 q 6
p

8
) sense.

1. Introduction

McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs for short) are also called distri
bution-dependent SDEs, or mean-field SDEs. And the difference between McKean-Vlasov
SDEs and classical SDEs is that the former depends on the positions and probability
distributions of particles. Therefore, McKean-Vlasov SDEs can better describe many
models. The study on McKean-Vlasov SDEs was initiated by H. P. McKean [14] who
was inspired by Kac’s program in Kinetic Theory. Nowadays, McKean-Vlasov SDEs
have been widely applied in many fields, such as biology, game theory, optimal control
theory and interacting particle systems. And there are many results about them. Let
us recall some works. Sznitman proved the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions
to McKean-Vlasov SDEs under global Lipschitz conditions in [22]. Ding and Qiao [1, 2]
studied the well-posedness and stability of solutions to McKean-Vlasov SDEs with non-
Lipschitz coefficients. Wang investigated the exponential ergodicity of the strong solutions
to Landau type McKean-Vlasov SDEs in [24]. Sen and Caines [23] and Liu and Qiao [11]
studied nonlinear filtering problems of McKean-Vlasov SDEs with independent noises and
correlated noises, respectively.

Besides, multiscale SDEs, or slow-fast systems, are widely used in engineering and
science fields (c.f. [4, 5]). The average principle for them was first studied by Khasminskii
[9], see [12, 13, 21, 25] (and the references therein) for further generalizations. Here we
briefly mention some results related with ours. Liu [13] studied SDEs with two well-
separated time scales under Lipschitz conditions and established that the slow part of the
original system converges to an average system in the L2 sense. Liu, Röckner, Sun and
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Xie considered a class of slow-fast SDEs and proved the convergence in the Lp sense in
[12].

Now, multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs have also been studied. For example, Röckner,
Sun and Xie [21] investigated the following multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs: for T > 0























dX̃ε
t = b̃1

(

X̃ε
t ,L

P

X̃ε
t

, Z̃ε
t

)

dt + σ̃1

(

X̃ε
t ,L

P

X̃ε
t

)

dBt,

X̃ε
0 = x0, 0 6 t 6 T

dZ̃ε
t = 1

ε
b̃2

(

X̃ε
t ,L

P

X̃ε
t

, Z̃ε
t

)

dt + 1√
ε
σ̃2

(

X̃ε
t ,L

P

X̃ε
t

, Z̃ε
t

)

dWt,

Z̃ε
0 = z0, 0 6 t 6 T,

(1)

where (Bt) , (Wt) are n- and m-dimensional standard Brownian motions defined on the

complete filtered probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ] ,P), respectively, these mappings b̃1

: Rn×P2 (R
n)×R

m → R
n, σ̃1 : R

n×P2 (R
n) → R

n×n, b̃2 : R
n×P2 (R

n)×R
m → R

m, σ̃2 :
R

n×P2 (R
n)×R

m → R
m×m are all Borel measurable, and L P

Xε
t
denotes the distribution of

Xε
t under P. There they showed that the slow part converges to an average system in the

L2 sense. Later, Hong, Li and Liu [6] generalized this result to the infinite dimensional
space. Very recently, the first named author [15] also obtain the same result for multiscale
multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs.

Note that the whole system (1) doesn’t depend on the distribution of the fast compo-
nent. One improvement is that Gao, Hong and Liu [3] added the distribution of the fast
component to the slow component in the system (1), and established the L2 convergence
in the infinite dimensional framework. Unfortunately, they deleted the distribution of the
slow component in the fast equation. Another improvement is that Xu, Liu, Liu and Miao
[25] inserted the distribution of the fast component into the fast part in the system (1),
and also prove the L2 convergence.

In this paper, we study multiscale McKean-Vlasov stochastic systems where the whole
systems depend on distributions of fast components, and establish an average principle
in the L2p(p > 1) sense. Concretely speaking, consider the following slow-fast system on
R

n × R
m :











































dXε
t = b1(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Z

ε,z0,Lξ

t ,LZε,ξ
t
)dt + σ1(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)dBt,

Xε
0 = ̺, 0 6 t 6 T,

dZε,ξ
t = 1

ε
b2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)dt + 1√
ε
σ2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)dWt,

Zε,ξ
0 = ξ, 0 6 t 6 T,

dZ
ε,z0,L P

ξ

t = 1
ε
b2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)dt+ 1√
ε
σ2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)dWt,

Z
ε,z0,L P

ξ

0 = z0, 0 6 t 6 T,

(2)

where these mappings b1 : R
n×P2 (R

n)×R
m×P2 (R

m) → R
n, σ1 : R

n×P2 (R
n) → R

n×n,
b2 : R

n×P2 (R
n)×R

m×P2 (R
m) → R

m, σ2 : R
n×P2 (R

n)×R
m×P2 (R

m) → R
m×m are all

Borel measurable, and ̺, ξ are two random variables. To conclude the average principle
for the system (2), since two frozen equations are McKean-Vlasov SDEs, their solutions
are nonlinear Markov processes, and whether the classical Khasminskii time discretization
or the Poisson equation to prove the strong convergence do not work. Therefore, we first
linearize the two nonlinear Markov processes (cf. [20]) and show the strong convergence
by the modified Khasminskii time discretization method. Moreover, on account of these
distributions, we apply a lot of tricks to obtain some estimations.
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Next, nonlinear filtering problems mean that people extract some useful information
of unobservable phenomena from observable ones, and estimate and predict them. So,
the nonlinear filtering theory plays an important role in many areas including stochastic
control, financial modeling, speech and image processing, and Bayesian networks ([4, 5,
8, 16, 17, 18]). And the nonlinear filtering theory of multiscale SDEs is systematically
introduced by Kushner in [10]. Later more and more results about the nonlinear filtering
of multiscale SDEs appear (See [4, 5, 8, 16, 17, 18] and references therein). However there
are few results about nonlinear filtering of multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Hence, we
also study the nonlinear filtering problem of them. That is, we define an observation
process Y ε

t as follows

Y ε
t = Vt +

∫ t

0

h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)ds, (3)

where V· is a l-dimensional Brownian motion independent of B·,W· and h : Rn×P2(R
n) 7→

R
l is Borel measurable. Then based on the obtained average principle, we establish that

the nonlinear filtering of the slow part and its distribution converges to that of the average
system in the Lq (p > 8, 1 6 q 6

p
8
) sense.

The novelty of this paper lies in three folds. The first fold is that the system (2) is
more general than that in some known results (cf. [3, 6, 7, 21, 25]). Thus, our result can
be applied to many models. The second fold is that we obtain the strong convergence
order for the L2 case, which is important for numerical simulation. The third fold is that
we prove the Lq convergence of nonlinear filtering for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs,
which can partly cover some results in [8, 16, 18].

Lastly, we describe our motivation of this paper. Note that in [25], although the
multiscale system is general, the average principle is not right. This is because four
authors used the Markov property which does not hold for general McKean-Vlasov SDEs.
Our first motivation is to correct this mistake. Besides, as far as we know, no average
principle for McKean-Vlasov SDEs with two time scales has yet been presented in the L2p

(p > 1) sense. However, people usually need to estimate the higher order moments which
possess a good robustness and can be applied in statistics, game theory, finance and other
fields. So, it is our second motivation to establish an average principle in the L2p (p > 1)
sense.

The paper proceeds as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some related notations. Then
we state main results in Section 3. The proofs of two main theorems are placed in Section
4 and 5, respectively.

The following convention will be used throughout the paper: C with or without indices
will denote different positive constants whose values may change from one place to another.

2. Notations and assumptions

In this section, we will recall some notations and list all assumptions.

2.1. Notations. In this subsection, we introduce some notations used in the sequel.
Let | · |, ‖ · ‖ be the norms of a vector and a matrix, respectively. Let 〈·, ·〉 be the inner

product of vectors on R
n. A∗ denotes the transpose of the matrix A.

Let Bb(R
n) be the set of all bounded Borel measurable functions on R

n. Let C(Rn) be
the set of all functions which are continuous on R

n. C2(Rn) represents the collection of
all functions in C(Rn) with continuous derivatives of order up to 2.
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Let B(Rn) be the Borel σ-field on R
n. Let P(Rn) be the collection of all probability

measures on B(Rn) with the usual topology of weak convergence. Let P2(R
n) denote the

collection of probability measures on B(Rn) satisfying:

‖µ‖2 :=
∫

Rn

|x|2µ(dx) < ∞.

It is known that P2(R
n) is a Polish space endowed with the L2-Wasserstein distance

defined by

W2(µ, ν) := inf
π∈Ψ(µ,ν)

(
∫

Rn×Rn

|x− y|2π(dx, dy)
)

1
2

, µ, ν ∈ P2(R
n),

where Ψ(µ, ν) is the set of all couplings π with marginal distributions µ and ν. Moreover,
if ξ, ζ are two random variables with distributions Lξ,Lζ under P, respectively,

W2(Lξ,Lζ) 6 (E|ξ − ζ |2) 1
2 ,

where E stands for the expectation with respect to P.

2.2. Assumptions. In this subsection, we give out all the assumptions used in the sequel:

(H1
b1,σ1

) There exists a constant Lb1,σ1 > 0 such that for xi ∈ R
n, µi ∈ P2(R

n), zi ∈ R
m,

νi ∈ P2(R
m), i = 1, 2,

|b1(x1, µ1, z1, ν1)− b1(x2, µ2, z2, ν2)|2 + ‖σ1(x1, µ1)− σ1(x2, µ2)‖2

6 Lb1,σ1

(

|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2) + |z1 − z2|2 +W

2
2(ν1, ν2)

)

.

(H1
b2,σ2

) There exists a constant Lb2,σ2 > 0 such that for xi ∈ R
n, µi ∈ P2(R

n), zi ∈ R
m,

νi ∈ P2(R
m), i = 1, 2,

|b2(x1, µ1, z1, ν1)− b2(x2, µ2, z2, ν2)|2 + ‖σ2(x1, µ1, z1, ν1)− σ2(x2, µ2, z2, ν2)‖2

6 Lb2,σ2

(

|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2) + |z1 − z2|2 +W

2
2(ν1, ν2)

)

.

(H2
b2,σ2

) For some p > 0, there exist two constants β1 > 0, β2 > 0 satisfying β1 − β2 >
(4p+ 4)Lb2,σ2 such that for x ∈ R

n, µ ∈ P2(R
n), zi ∈ R

m, νi ∈ P2(R
m), i = 1, 2,

2〈z1 − z2, b2(x, µ, z1, ν1)− b2(x, µ, z2, ν2)〉+ (2p+ 1)‖σ2(x, µ, z1, ν1)− σ2(x, µ, z2, ν2)‖2
6 −β1|z1 − z2|2 + β2W

2
2(ν1, ν2).

(Hh) h is bounded, and there is a constant Lh > 0 such that

|h(x1, µ1)− h(x2, µ2)|2 6 Lh(|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2)).

Remark 2.1. (i) (H1
b1,σ1

) yields that there exists a constant L̄b1,σ1 > 0 such that for
x ∈ R

n, µ ∈ P2(R
n), z ∈ R

m, ν ∈ P2(R
m)

|b1(x, µ, z, ν)|2 + ‖σ1(x, µ)‖2 6 L̄b1,σ1(1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2 + |z|2 + ‖ν‖2). (4)

(ii) (H1
b2,σ2

) implies that there exists a constant L̄b2,σ2 > 0 such that for x ∈ R
n,

µ ∈ P2(R
n), z ∈ R

m, ν ∈ P2(R
m),

|b2(x, µ, z, ν)|2 + ‖σ2(x, µ, z, ν)‖2 6 L̄b2,σ2(1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2 + |z|2 + ‖ν‖2). (5)

(iii) By (H1
b2,σ2

) and (H2
b2,σ2

), it holds that for x ∈ R
n, µ ∈ P2(R

n), z ∈ R
m, ν ∈ P2(R

m)

2〈z, b2(x, µ, z, ν)〉+ (2p+ 1)‖σ2(x, µ, z, ν)‖2 6 −α1|z|2 + α2‖ν‖2 + C(1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2), (6)
4



where α1 := β1 − (2p+2)Lb2,σ2, α2 := β2 + (2p+1)Lb2,σ2, α1 −α2 −Lb2,σ2 > 0 and C > 0
is a constant.

3. Main results

In this section, we provide main results of the paper.

3.1. The average principle for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In this subsec-
tion, we state the average principle result for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs.

Let us recall the system (2), i.e.










































dXε
t = b1(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Z

ε,z0,Lξ

t ,LZε,ξ
t
)dt + σ1(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)dBt,

Xε
0 = ̺, 0 6 t 6 T,

dZε,ξ
t = 1

ε
b2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)dt + 1√
ε
σ2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)dWt,

Zε,ξ
0 = ξ, 0 6 t 6 T,

dZ
ε,z0,L P

ξ

t = 1
ε
b2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)dt+ 1√
ε
σ2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)dWt,

Z
ε,z0,L P

ξ

0 = z0, 0 6 t 6 T,

where E|̺|2p+2 < ∞,E|ξ|2p+2 < ∞ (p is the same to that in (H2
b2,σ2

)). Under (H1
b1,σ1

)

(H1
b2,σ2

), by [24, Theorem 2.1], the system (2) has a unique strong solution (Xε
· , Z

ε,ξ
· , Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ
· ).

Next, we take any x ∈ R
n and µ ∈ P2(R

n), and fix them. Consider the following SDE:
{

dZx,µ,ξ
t = b2(x, µ, Z

x,µ,ξ
t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)dt+ σ2(x, µ, Z
x,µ,ξ
t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)dWt,

Zx,µ,ξ
0 = ξ, 0 6 t 6 T.

(7)

Under (H1
b2,σ2

), by [24, Theorem 2.1] we know that the above equation has a unique

strong solution Zx,µ,ξ
· . Moreover, under (H2

b2,σ2
), by [24, Theorem 3.1], one could obtain

that there exists a unique invariant probability measure ηx,µ for Eq.(7). So, we construct
an average equation on (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P) as follows:

{

dX̄t = b̄1(X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)dt+ σ1(X̄t,L

P

X̄t
)dBt,

X̄0 = ̺,
(8)

where b̄1(x, µ) =
∫

Rm×P2(Rm)
b1(x, µ, z, ν)η

x,µ × δηx,µ(dz, dν).

Now, it is the position to state the first main result.

Theorem 3.1. Under these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

), for p > 1, it holds
that

lim
ε→0

E

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t|2p

)

= 0, (9)

where X̄ is a solution of Eq.(8). In particular, we have that for any 0 < γ < 1

E

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t|2

)

6 C(ε1−γ + ε2γ + εγ). (10)

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is placed in Section 4.

Remark 3.2. For (10), if we take γ = 1/2, it follows that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t|2

)

6 Cε1/2.
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That is, we obtain the convergence order 1/4.

3.2. The efficient filtering for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In this subsec-
tion, we state the efficient filtering result for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs.

Set

(Λε
t )

−1 := exp

{

−
∫ t

0

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)dV i

s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|2ds

}

.

Here and hereafter, we use the convention that repeated indices imply summation. Under
(Hh), we get that

E

(

exp

{

1

2

∫ T

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|2ds

})

< ∞,

and furthermore (Λε
t )

−1 is an exponential martingale under the measure P. Define a
probability measure P

ε via

dPε

dP
= (Λε

T )
−1.

Then by the Girsanov theorem, it holds that Y ε
· is a Brownian motion under the proba-

bility measure P
ε.

Define the nonlinear filtering for the state Xε
t and the measure L P

Xε
t
:

ρεt (F ) := E
Pε

[F (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)Λε

t |F Y ε

t ],

πε
t (F ) := E[F (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
)|F Y ε

t ], F ∈ Bb(R
n × P2(R

n)),

where F Y ε

t = σ{Y ε
s , 0 6 s 6 t} ∨ N , and N denotes the collection of all zero sets under

P. Here ρεt (F ), πε
t (F ) are called the unnormalized filtering and the normalized filtering of

(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
) with respect to F Y ε

t , respectively. By the Kallianpur-Striebel formula, we get

the following relationship between ρεt (F ) and πε
t (F ):

πε
t (F ) =

ρεt (F )

ρεt (1)
.

Next, set

Λ0
t := exp

{
∫ t

0

hi(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)dY ε,i

s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|h(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)|2ds

}

,

ρ0t (F ) := E
P
ε

[F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λ0

t |F Y ε

t ],

π0
t (F ) :=

ρ0t (F )

ρ0t (1)
,

and we study the relationship between πε
t and π0

t . The second main result of the paper is
the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Under these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

) and (Hh), for p > 8,
the nonlinear filtering of the original system converges to that of the average system in
the Lq (1 6 q 6 p

8
) sense under P, that is,

lim
ε→0

E|πε
t (F )− π0

t (F )|q = 0, F ∈ Cb,lip(R
n × P2(R

n)), (11)

where Cb,lip(R
n×P2(R

n)) stands for the collection of all bounded and Lipschitz continuous
functions on R

n × P2(R
n).
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The proof of Theorem 3.3 is placed in Section 5.

4. Proof of Theorem 3.1

In the section, we prove Theorem 3.1. The proof consists of three parts. In the first
part (Subsection 4.1), we segment the time interval [0, T ] by the size δ, where δ is a fixed
positive number depending on ε, and introduce three auxiliary processes:

Ẑε,ξ
t = ξ +

1

ε

∫ t

0

b2(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑε,ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)ds +

1√
ε

∫ t

0

σ2(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑε,ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)dWs,

(12)

Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ

t = z0 +
1

ε

∫ t

0

b2(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)ds

+
1√
ε

∫ t

0

σ2(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)dWs, (13)

X̂ε
t = ̺+

∫ t

0

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)ds +

∫ t

0

σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)dBs, (14)

where s(δ) = [ s
δ
]δ, and [ s

δ
] denotes the integer part of s

δ
. Then we estimateXε

· , Z
ε,ξ
· , Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ
· ,

X̂ε
· , Ẑ

ε,ξ
· , Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ
· . In the second part (Subsection 4.2) and the third part (Subsection 4.3),

we present some estimates for the frozen equation (7) and the average equation (8), re-
spectively.

4.1. Some estimates for Xε
· , Z

ε,ξ
· , Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ
· , X̂ε

· , Ẑ
ε,ξ
· , Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ
· .

Lemma 4.1. Under assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

) (H2
b2,σ2

), there exists a constant C > 0
such that

sup
ε

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t |2p+2

)

6 C(1 + E|̺|2p+2 + |z0|2p+2 + E|ξ|2p+2),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zε,ξ
t |2p+2 6 C(1 + E|̺|2p+2 + |z0|2p+2 + E|ξ|2p+2),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zε,z0,L P

ξ

t |2p+2 6 C(1 + E|̺|2p+2 + |z0|2p+2 + E|ξ|2p+2).

Proof. For Xε
t , based on the BDG inequality and (H1

b1,σ1
), we can get

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε
s |2p+2

)

6 32p+1
E|̺|2p+2 + 32p+1

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0

b1(X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ
r ,L P

Zε,ξ
r
)dr
∣

∣

∣

2p+2
)

+32p+1
E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0

σ1(X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
)dBr

∣

∣

∣

2p+2
)

6 32p+1
E|̺|2p+2 + (3t)2p+1

E

∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣
b1(X

ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ
r ,L P

Zε,ξ
r
)
∣

∣

∣

2p+2

dr

+32p+1tpCE

∫ t

0

‖σ1(X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
)‖2p+2dr

7



6 32p+1
E|̺|2p+2 + CE

∫ t

0

(1 + |Xε
r |+ ‖L P

Xε
r
‖+ |Zε,z0,L P

ξ
r |+ ‖L P

Zε,ξ
r
‖)2p+2dr

6 C(E|̺|2p+2 + 1) + C

∫ t

0

E|Xε
r |2p+2dr + C

∫ t

0

E|Zε,z0,L P

ξ
r |2p+2dr

+C

∫ t

0

E|Zε,ξ
r |2p+2dr, (15)

where ‖L P

Xε
r
‖2 = E|Xε

r |2.
For Zε,ξ

t , applying the Itô formula to |Zε,ξ
t |2p+2 and taking the expectation, one could

obtain that

E|Zε,ξ
t |2p+2 = E|ξ|2p+2 +

2p+ 2

ε
E

∫ t

0

|Zε,ξ
s |2p〈Zε,ξ

s , b2(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε,ξ

s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)〉ds

+
2p(p+ 1)

ε
E

∫ t

0

|Zε,ξ
s |2p−2‖σ2(X

ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε,ξ

s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)Zε,ξ

s ‖2ds

+
p+ 1

ε
E

∫ t

0

|Zε,ξ
s |2p‖σ2(X

ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε,ξ

s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)‖2ds,

and

d

dt
E|Zε,ξ

t |2p+2 =
2p+ 2

ε
E|Zε,ξ

t |2p〈Zε,ξ
t , b2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)〉

+
2p(p+ 1)

ε
E|Zε,ξ

t |2p−2‖σ2(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)Zε,ξ
t ‖2

+
p+ 1

ε
E|Zε,ξ

t |2p‖σ2(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)‖2

6
2p+ 2

ε
E|Zε,ξ

t |2p〈Zε,ξ
t , b2(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)〉

+
(2p+ 1)(p+ 1)

ε
E|Zε,ξ

t |2p‖σ2(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)‖2

6
p+ 1

ε
E|Zε,ξ

t |2p
(

− α1|Zε,ξ
t |2 + α2‖L P

Zε,ξ
t

‖2 + C(1 + |Xε
t |2 + ‖L P

Xε
t
‖2)
)

6
p+ 1

ε

[

− α1E|Zε,ξ
t |2p+2 + α2E|Zε,ξ

t |2p+2 + Lb2,σ2E|Zε,ξ
t |2p+2

+C(1 + E|Xε
t |2p+2 + ‖L P

Xε
t
‖2p+2)

]

6
−(α1 − α2 − Lb2,σ2)(p+ 1)

ε
E|Zε,ξ

t |2p+2 +
C

ε
(E|Xε

t |2p+2 + 1),

where the above inequality is based on (6). By the comparison theorem, we have that

E|Zε,ξ
t |2p+2 6 E|ξ|2p+2e−

(α1−α2−Lb2,σ2
)(p+1)

ε
t +

C

ε

∫ t

0

e−
(α1−α2−Lb2,σ2

)(p+1)

ε
(t−s)(E|Xε

s |2p+2 + 1)ds

6 E|ξ|2p+2 + C

(

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε
s |2p+2

)

+ 1

)

. (16)

8



Next, for Z
ε,z0,L P

ξ
· , by the similar deduction to that for Zε,ξ

t , it holds that

E|Zε,z0,L P

ξ

t |2p+2 6 |z0|2p+2 + E|ξ|2p+2 + C

(

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε
s |2p+2

)

+ 1

)

. (17)

Inserting (16) (17) in (15), by the Gronwall inequality one can get that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t |2p+2

)

6 C(1 + E|̺|2p+2 + |z0|2p+2 + E|ξ|2p+2),

which together with (16) (17) implies that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zε,ξ
t |2p+2

6 C(1 + E|̺|2p+2 + |z0|2p+2 + E|ξ|2p+2),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zε,z0,L P

ξ

t |2p+2 6 C(1 + E|̺|2p+2 + |z0|2p+2 + E|ξ|2p+2).

The proof is complete. �

Next, we estimate E|Xε
t −Xε

kδ|2 for any t ∈ [kδ, (k + 1)δ) and k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , [T
δ
] − 1.

Note that

Xε
t −Xε

kδ =

∫ t

kδ

b1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Z

ε,z0,Lξ
s ,LZε,ξ

s
)ds+

∫ t

kδ

σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)dBs.

By (4) and the BDG inequality, it holds that

E|Xε
t −Xε

kδ|2

6 2

(

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

kδ

b1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

kδ

σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)dBs

∣

∣

∣

∣

2)

6 2

(

δ

∫ t

kδ

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

b1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ds +

∫ t

kδ

E
∥

∥σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)
∥

∥

2
ds

)

6 C(δ2 + δ), (18)

where the last inequality is based on Lemma 4.1.

Moreover, by the same deduction to that for Zε,ξ
· , Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ
· in Lemma 4.1, we obtain the

following estimate.

Lemma 4.2. Under these assumptions (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

), it holds that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Ẑε,ξ
t |2 6 C(1 + E|̺|2 + |z0|2 + E|ξ|2),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Ẑε,z0,L P

ξ

t |2 6 C(1 + E|̺|2 + |z0|2 + E|ξ|2).

Lemma 4.3. Suppose (H1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

), (H2
b2,σ2

) hold. Then for p > 1, there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zε,ξ
t − Ẑε,ξ

t |2 6 C

β1 − β2 − Lb2,σ2

(δ2 + δ),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Zε,z0,L P

ξ

t − Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ

t |2 6 C

β1 − Lb2,σ2

(δ2 + δ).
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Proof. First of all, by (2) and (12), we have that

Zε,ξ
t − Ẑε,ξ

t =
1

ε

∫ t

0

(

b2(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε,ξ

s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)− b2(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑε,ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)
)

ds

+
1√
ε

∫ t

0

(

σ2(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε,ξ

s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)− σ2(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑε,ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)
)

dWs.

Applying the Itô formula to |Zε,ξ
t − Ẑε,ξ

t |2 and taking the expectation, by (H1
b2,σ2

) and

(H2
b2,σ2

) one could obtain that

E|Zε,ξ
t − Ẑε,ξ

t |2

=
1

ε
E

∫ t

0

2〈Zε,ξ
s − Ẑε,ξ

s , b2(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε,ξ

s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)− b2(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑε,ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)〉ds

+
1

ε
E

∫ t

0

‖σ2(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε,ξ

s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)− σ2(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑε,ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)‖2ds

and

dE|Zε,ξ
t − Ẑε,ξ

t |2
dt

6
1

ε
E

[

2〈Zε,ξ
t − Ẑε,ξ

t , b2(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)− b2(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε,ξ

t ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
t

)〉

+(2p+ 1)‖σ2(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε,ξ

t ,L P

Zε,ξ
t

)− σ2(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε,ξ

t ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
t

)‖2
]

+
1

ε
E

[

2〈Zε,ξ
t − Ẑε,ξ

t , b2(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε,ξ

t ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
t

)− b2(X
ε
t(δ),L

P

Xε
t(δ)

, Ẑε,ξ
t ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
t

)〉

+(2p+ 1)‖σ2(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε,ξ

t ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
t

)− σ2(X
ε
t(δ),L

P

Xε
t(δ)

, Ẑε,ξ
t ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
t

)‖2
]

6
1

ε
E

(

− (β1 − Lb2,σ2)|Zε,ξ
t − Ẑε,ξ

t |2 + β2W
2
2(L

P

Zε,ξ
t

,L P

Ẑε,ξ
t

)
)

+
C

ε
E

(

|Xε
t −Xε

t(δ)|2 +W
2
2(L

P

Xε
t
,L P

Xε
t(δ)

)
)

6
−(β1 − β2 − Lb2,σ2)

ε
E|Zε,ξ

t − Ẑε,ξ
t |2 + C

ε
E|Xε

t −Xε
t(δ)|2.

Then it follows from the comparison theorem and (18) that

E|Zε,ξ
t − Ẑε,ξ

t |2 6 C

ε
(δ2 + δ)

∫ t

0

e
−(β1−β2−Lb2,σ2

)

ε
(t−s)ds 6

C

β1 − β2 − Lb2,σ2

(δ2 + δ).

Next, by the similar deduction to the above, we have that

E|Zε,z0,L P

ξ

t − Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ

t |2 6 C

β1 − Lb2,σ2

(δ2 + δ).

The proof is complete. �

Finally, we estimate E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t − X̂ε

t |2. By (2) (14), it holds that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t − X̂ε

t |2

10



6 E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

[

b1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Z

ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Zε,ξ
s
)− b1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)

]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

6 TLb1,σ1E

∫ T

0

(|Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)|2 +W
2
2(L

P

Xε
s
,L P

Xε
s(δ)

) + |Zε,z0,L P

ξ
s − Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ
s |2

+W
2
2(L

P

Zε,ξ
s
,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
))ds

6 C(δ2 + δ), (19)

where we use (18) and Lemma 4.3.

4.2. Some estimates for the frozen equation (7). Consider the following classical
SDE related with the frozen equation (7):






dZ
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t = b2(x, µ, Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)dt + σ2(x, µ, Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)dWt,

Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ

0 = z0, 0 6 t 6 T.
(20)

Under (H1
b2,σ2

), we know that the above equation has a unique strong solution Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ
· .

Moreover, about Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ
· , we have the following estimates.

Lemma 4.4. Under these assumptions (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

), it holds that for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈
R

n, µ ∈ P2(R
n)

E|Zx,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t |2 6 |z0|2e−α1t + C(‖L P

ξ ‖2 + 1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2). (21)

Proof. First of all, we estimate Zx,µ,ξ
· . Applying the Itô formula to |Zx,µ,ξ

t |2 and taking
the expectation, we get that

E|Zx,µ,ξ
t |2 = E|ξ|2 + 2E

∫ t

0

〈Zx,µ,ξ
s , b2(x, µ, Z

x,µ,ξ
s ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
s

)〉ds

+E

∫ t

0

‖σ2(x, µ, Z
x,µ,ξ
s ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
s

)‖2ds,

and
d

dt
E|Zx,µ,ξ

t |2 = E

(

2〈Zx,µ,ξ
t , b2(x, µ, Z

x,µ,ξ
t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)〉+ ‖σ2(x, µ, Z
x,µ,ξ
t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)‖2
)

6 E

(

− α1|Zx,µ,ξ
t |2 + α2‖L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

‖2 + C(1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2)
)

= −(α1 − α2)E|Zx,µ,ξ
t |2 + C(1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2).

By the comparison theorem, it holds that

E|Zx,µ,ξ
t |2 6 E|ξ|2e−(α1−α2)t + C(1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2)

∫ t

0

e−(α1−α2)(t−s)ds

6 E|ξ|2e−(α1−α2)t + C(1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2). (22)

Next, we deal with Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ
· . By the same deduction to the above, it holds that

E|Zx,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t |2 6 |z0|2e−α1t + C(‖L P

ξ ‖2 + 1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2).
The proof is complete. �
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Lemma 4.5. Suppose that (H1
b2,σ2

) (H2
b2,σ2

) hold. Then it holds that for any xi ∈ R
n, µi ∈

P2(R
n), zi ∈ R

m, ζi ∈ L2(Ω,F0,P;R
m), i = 1, 2,

E|Zx1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
t − Z

x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
t |2

6 |z1 − z2|2e−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)t + E|ζ1 − ζ2|2

(

eβ2t − 1
)

e−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)t

+C(|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2))

1− e−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)t

β1 − Lb2,σ2

.

Proof. First of all, we compute E|Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t |2. Note that Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t and Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t

solve Eq.(7) with initial values ζ1 and ζ2, respectively, i.e.

Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t

= ζ1 − ζ2 +

∫ t

0

(

b2(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s

)− b2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s

)
)

ds

+

∫ t

0

(

σ2(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s

)− σ2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s

)
)

dWs.

Applying the Itô formula to |Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t |2 and taking expectation on two sides,
we obtain that

E|Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t |2

= E|ζ1 − ζ2|2 + 2E

∫ t

0

〈Zx1,µ1,ζ1
s − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

s , b2(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s

)

−b2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s

)〉ds

+E

∫ t

0

‖σ2(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s

)− σ2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s

)‖2ds,

and

d

dt
E|Zx1,µ1,ζ1

t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2
t |2

= E

(

2〈Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t , b2(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
t ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
t

)− b2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t

)〉
)

+E‖σ2(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
t ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
t

)− σ2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t

)‖2

6 E

(

2〈Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t , b2(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
t ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
t

)− b2(x1, µ1, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t

)〉
)

+(2p+ 1)E‖σ2(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
t ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
t

)− σ2(x1, µ1, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t

)‖2

+E

(

2〈Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t , b2(x1, µ1, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t

)− b2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t

)〉
)

+(2p+ 1)E‖σ2(x1, µ1, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t

)− σ2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t

)‖2

6 E

(

− (β1 − Lb2,σ2)|Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t |2 + β2W
2
2(L

P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
t

,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
t

)
)

+C(|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2))

6 −(β1 − β2 − Lb2,σ2)E|Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t |2 + C(|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2)).

12



By the comparison theorem, it holds that

E|Zx1,µ1,ζ1
t − Zx2,µ2,ζ2

t |2 6 E|ζ1 − ζ2|2e−(β1−β2−Lb2,σ2
)t + C(|x1 − x2|2 +W

2
2(µ1, µ2)).

Next, we investigate E|Zx1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
t − Z

x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
t |2. The Itô formula yields that

E|Zx1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
t − Z

x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
t |2eλt

= |z1 − z2|2 + λE

∫ t

0

eλs|Zx1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
s − Z

x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
s |2ds

+2E

∫ t

0

eλs〈Zx1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
s − Z

x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
s , b2(x1, µ1, Z

x1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
s ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s

)

−b2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
s ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s

)〉ds

+E

∫ t

0

eλs‖σ2(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
s ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s

)− σ2(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
s ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s

)‖2ds

6 |z1 − z2|2 + λE

∫ t

0

eλs|Zx1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
s − Z

x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
s |2ds

−(β1 − Lb2,σ2)E

∫ t

0

eλs|Zx1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
s − Z

x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
s |2ds

+β2

∫ t

0

eλsW2
2(L

P

Z
x1,µ1,ζ1
s

,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ζ2
s

)
)

ds+ C(|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2))

∫ t

0

eλsds

6 |z1 − z2|2 + β2E|ζ1 − ζ2|2
∫ t

0

eλse−(β1−β2−Lb2,σ2
)sds+ C(|x1 − x2|2 +W

2
2(µ1, µ2))

∫ t

0

eλsds,

where λ := β1 − Lb2,σ2 . Then simple calculation implies that

E|Zx1,µ1,z1,L P

ζ1
t − Z

x2,µ2,z2,L P

ζ2
t |2

6 |z1 − z2|2e−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)t + E|ζ1 − ζ2|2

(

eβ2t − 1
)

e−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)t

+C(|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2))

1− e−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)t

β1 − Lb2,σ2

,

which completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

) (H2
b2,σ2

) hold. Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

n, µ ∈ P2(R
n)

|Eb1(x, µ, Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t ,LZx,µ,ξ
t

)− b̄1(x, µ)|2 6 Ce−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)t(‖L P

ξ ‖+ 1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z0|)2.(23)

Proof. Based on (H1
b1,σ1

) and Lemma 4.5, one can obtain that

|Eb1(x, µ, Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)− b̄1(x, µ)|2

=
∣

∣

∣
Eb1(x, µ, Z

x,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)−
∫

Rm×P2(Rm)

b1(x, µ, y, ν)η
x,µ × δηx,µ(dy, dν)

∣

∣

∣

2

L P

ζ =ν
=

∣

∣

∣Eb1(x, µ, Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)−
∫

Rm×P2(Rm)

Eb1(x, µ, Z
x,µ,y,ν
t ,L P

Zx,µ,ζ
t

)ηx,µ × δηx,µ(dy, dν)
∣

∣

∣

2

13



6

∫

Rm×P2(Rm)

E|b1(x, µ, Z
x,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

)− b1(x, µ, Z
x,µ,y,ν
t ,L P

Zx,µ,ζ
t

)|2ηx,µ × δηx,µ(dy, dν)

L P

ζx,µ
=ηx,µ

6 Lb1,σ1

∫

Rm

(

E|Zx,µ,z0,L P

ξ

t − Zx,µ,y,ηx,µ

t |2 +W
2
2(L

P

Zx,µ,ξ
t

,L P

Zx,µ,ζx,µ

t

)
)

ηx,µ(dy)

6 C

∫

Rm

|z0 − y|2e−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)tηx,µ(dy) + CW

2
2(L

P

ξ , η
x,µ)

(

eβ2t − 1
)

e−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)t

+CE|ξ − ζx,µ|2e−(β1−β2−Lb2,σ2
)t

(22)
6 Ce−(β1−Lb2,σ2

)t(‖L P

ξ ‖+ 1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z0|)2.
The proof is complete. �

4.3. Some estimates for the average equation (8).

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

) hold. Then Eq.(8) has a unique

strong solution X̄·. Moreover,

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X̄t|2p+2

)

6 C(1 + E|̺|2p+2). (24)

Proof. First of all, we justify that for any xi ∈ R
n, µi ∈ P2(R

n), i = 1, 2

|b̄1(x1, µ1)− b̄1(x2, µ2)|2 6 Lb̄1

(

|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2)

)

,

where Lb̄1 > 0 is a constant. Indeed, by Lemma 4.5, Lemma 4.6 and (H1
b1,σ1

), it holds
that

|b̄1(x1, µ1)− b̄1(x2, µ2)|2

6 3|b̄1(x1, µ1)− Eb1(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ξ
t

)|2

+3|b̄1(x2, µ2)− Eb1(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ξ
t

)|2

+3|Eb1(x1, µ1, Z
x1,µ1,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Z
x1,µ1,ξ
t

)− Eb1(x2, µ2, Z
x2,µ2,z0,L P

ξ

t ,L P

Z
x2,µ2,ξ
t

)|2

6 Ce−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)t(1 + |x1|2 + |x2|2 + ‖µ1‖2 + ‖µ2‖2 + |z0|2 + ‖L P

ξ ‖2)
+C
(

|x1 − x2|2 +W
2
2(µ1, µ2)),

which implies the required result as t → ∞. Thus, from [24, Theorem 2.1] it follows that
Eq.(8) has a unique strong solution X̄·.

Next, by similar deduction to that for Xε in Lemma 4.1, we have (24). The proof is
complete. �

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

) hold. Then there exists
a constant C > 0 such that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε
t − X̄t|2

)

6 C
(ε

δ
+ δ2 + δ

)

.

Proof. Step 1. We estimate X̂ε
t − X̄t.

14



Note that

X̂ε
t − X̄t =

∫ t

0

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

ds

+

∫ t

0

(

σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− σ1(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

dBs.

Thus, based on the BDG inequality, we get that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε
t − X̄t|2

)

6 2

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

+2

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− σ1(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

dBs

∣

∣

∣

2
)

6 6

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

+6

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

b̄1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)− b̄1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

+6

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

b̄1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− b̄1(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2

)

+8

∫ T

0

E

∥

∥

∥σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− σ1(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
∥

∥

∥

2

ds.

Then from the Hölder inequality and (H1
b1,σ1

), it follows that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε
t − X̄t|2

)

6 6

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

+6T

(

E sup
06t6T

∫ t

0

Lb̄1

(

|Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)|2 +W
2
2(L

P

Xε
s
,L P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds

)

+6T

(

E sup
06t6T

∫ t

0

Lb̄1

(

|Xε
s − X̄s|2 +W

2
2(L

P

Xε
s
,L P

X̄s
)
)

ds

)

+8

∫ T

0

ELb1,σ1

(

|Xε
s − X̄s|2 +W

2
2(L

P

Xε
s
,L P

X̄s
)
)

ds

6 6

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

+12TLb̄1

∫ T

0

E|Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)|2ds+ (12TLb̄1 + 16Lb1,σ1)

∫ T

0

E|Xε
s − X̄s|2ds
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6 6

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

+12TLb̄1

∫ T

0

E|Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)|2ds+ 2(12TLb̄1 + 16Lb1,σ1)

∫ T

0

E|Xε
s − X̂ε

s |2ds

+2(12TLb̄1 + 16Lb1,σ1)

∫ T

0

E|X̂ε
s − X̄s|2ds

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + 2(12TLb̄1 + 16Lb1,σ1)

∫ T

0

E|X̂ε
s − X̄s|2ds. (25)

By the deduction in Step 2, we know that

I1 6 C(
ε

δ
+ δ). (26)

And (18) (19) imply that

I2 + I3 6 C(δ2 + δ). (27)

Thus, inserting (26), (27) in (25), we obtain that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε
t − X̄t|2

)

6 C(
ε

δ
+ δ) + C(δ2 + δ) + C

∫ T

0

E

(

sup
06r6s

|X̂ε
r − X̄r|2

)

ds.

By the Gronwall inequality, it holds that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε
t − X̄t|2

)

6 C
(ε

δ
+ δ2 + δ

)

.

Step 2. We prove (26).
For any t ∈ [0, T ], it holds that

I1 = 6

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ [ t
δ
]δ

0

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds

+

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

6 12

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ [ t
δ
]δ

0

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

+12

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

=: B1 +B2. (28)

Next, we estimate B1. Note that

B1 = 12

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ [ t
δ
]δ

0

(

b1(X
ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

= 12E

(

sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

[ t
δ
]−1
∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)
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6 12E

(

sup
06t6T

[
t

δ
]

[ t
δ
]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)
)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

6 12[
T

δ
]

[T
δ
]−1
∑

k=0

E

(

∣

∣

∣

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

6 12[
T

δ
]2 sup

06k6[T
δ
]−1

E

(

∣

∣

∣

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)− b̄1(X

ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

6 12ε2(
T

δ
)2 sup

06k6[T
δ
]−1

E

(

∣

∣

∣

∫ δ/ε

0

(

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ

εs+kδ ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
εs+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

2
)

= 12ε2(
T

δ
)2 sup

06k6[T
δ
]−1

E

〈

∫ δ/ε

0

(

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ

εs+kδ ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
εs+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)
)

ds,

∫ δ/ε

0

(

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ

εr+kδ ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
εr+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)
)

dr

〉

= 24ε2(
T

δ
)2 sup

06k6[T
δ
]−1

∫ δ/ε

0

∫ δ/ε

r

E

〈

(

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ

εs+kδ ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
εs+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)
)

,

(

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ

εr+kδ ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
εr+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)
)

〉

dsdr. (29)

In the following, for 0 < r < s 6 δ/ε, set

Φ(s, r) := E

〈

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ

εs+kδ ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
εs+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
),

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ

εr+kδ ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
εr+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)

〉

,

and we estimate Φ(s, r). For any s > 0, ϑ ∈ L2(Ω,Fs,P,R
m), ς ∈ L2(Ω,Fs,P,R

n), µ ∈
P2(R

n), z ∈ R
m, we consider two following equations

Žε,s,ς,µ,ϑ
t = ϑ+

1

ε

∫ t

s

b2(ς, µ, Ž
ε,s,ς,µ,ϑ
r ,L P

Žε,s,ς,µ,ϑ
r

)dr

+
1√
ε

∫ t

s

σ2(ς, µ, Ž
ε,s,ς,µ,ϑ
r ,L P

Žε,s,ς,µ,ϑ
r

)dWr,

Ž
ε,s,ς,µ,z,L P

ϑ
t = z +

1

ε

∫ t

s

b2(ς, µ, Ž
ε,s,ς,µ,z,LP

ϑ
r ,L P

Žε,s,ς,µ,ϑ
r

)dr

+
1√
ε

∫ t

s

σ2(ς, µ, Ž
ε,s,ς,µ,z,LP

ϑ
r ,L P

Žε,s,ς,µ,ϑ
r

)dWr, t > s.

Then it holds that

Ẑε,ξ
t = Ž

ε,kδ,Xε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ

,Ẑε,ξ
kδ

t , Ẑ
ε,z0,Lξ

t = Ž
ε,kδ,Xε

kδ
,L P

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,z0,L

P

ξ
kδ

,L P

Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

t t ∈ [kδ, (k + 1)δ],
17



and furthermore

Φ(s, r) = E

〈

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ž

ε,kδ,Xε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,z0,L

P

ξ
kδ

,L P

Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

εs+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,Xε

kδ
,L P

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

εs+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
),

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ž

ε,kδ,Xε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,z0,L

P

ξ
kδ ,L P

Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

εr+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,Xε

kδ
,LP

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

εr+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)

〉

.

Note that Xε
kδ, Ẑ

ε,z0,L P

ξ

kδ are Fkδ-measurable, and for any x ∈ R
n, Ž

ε,kδ,x,L P

Xε
kδ

,z,L P

Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

t is
independent of Fkδ. Thus, we have that

Φ(s, r) = E

[

E

[〈

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ž

ε,kδ,Xε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,z0,L

P

ξ
kδ

,L P

Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

εs+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,Xε

kδ
,LP

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

εs+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
),

b1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
, Ž

ε,kδ,Xε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,z0,L

P

ξ
kδ ,L P

Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

εr+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,Xε

kδ
,LP

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

εr+kδ

)− b̄1(X
ε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ
)

〉∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Fkδ

]]

= E

[(

E

〈

b1(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
εs+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

εr+kδ

)− b̄1(x, µ),

b1(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
εr+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

εr+kδ

)− b̄1(x, µ)

〉)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(x,µ,z,ν)=(Xε
kδ,L

P

Xε
kδ

,Ẑ
ε,z0,Lξ
kδ ,L

Ẑ
ε,ξ
kδ

)

]

.

Here, we investigate Žε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
εs+kδ . On one hand, it holds that

Žε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
εs+kδ = z +

1

ε

∫ εs+kδ

kδ

b2(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

r

)dr

+
1√
ε

∫ εs+kδ

kδ

σ2(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

r

)dWr

= z +
1

ε

∫ εs

0

b2(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
u+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

u+kδ

)du

+
1√
ε

∫ εs

0

σ2(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
u+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

u+kδ

)dW̌u

= z +

∫ s

0

b2(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
εv+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

εv+kδ

)dv

+

∫ s

0

σ2(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
εv+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

εv+kδ

)d ˇ̌Wv,

where W̌u := Wu+kδ −Wkδ and ˇ̌Wv :=
1√
ε
W̌εv are two m-dimensional standard Brownian

motions. On the other hand, we notice that Eq.(20) is just written as

Zx,µ,z,ν
s = z +

∫ s

0

b2(x, µ, Z
x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P

Zx,µ,ζ
r

)dr +

∫ s

0

σ2(x, µ, Z
x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P

Zx,µ,ζ
r

)dWr,

18



where ζ ∈ L2(Ω,F0,P;R
m),L P

ζ = ν. That is, for s ∈ [0, δ/ε], (Žε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
εs+kδ ,L P

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

εs+kδ

)

and (Zx,µ,z,ν
s ,L P

Zx,µ,ζ
s

) have the same distribution. But (Zx,µ,z,ν
· ,L P

Zx,µ,ζ
·

) is not a Markov

process. Therefore, we need to construct a Markov process based on (Zx,µ,z,ν
· ,L P

Zx,µ,ζ
·

).

Let C([0,∞),Rm) be the collection of continuous functions from [0,∞) to R
m with the

uniform convergence topology. Set

Ω̃ := C([0,∞),Rm)× C([0,∞),P2(R
m)),

F̃ = B

(

C([0,∞),Rm)
)

× B

(

C ([0,∞),P2(R
m))

)

,

F̃t = σ(Mr, 0 6 r 6 t), t > 0,

where M· is the coordinate process. Then by [20, Theorem 4.11], there exists a unique

probability measure P̃
x,µ,z,ν on (Ω̃, F̃ ) such that M· is a Markov process with respect

to (F̃t) with the transition function {Px,µ
t (z, ν; ·) = LZx,µ,z,ν

t
× δL P

Z
x,µ,ζ
t

: t > 0, (z, ν) ∈

R
m ×P2(R

m)} and L P̃x,µ,z,ν

M0
= δz × δν . Note that

L
P̃
x,µ,z,ν

Mt
:= P̃

x,µ,z,ν ◦M−1
t =

∫

Rm×P2(Rm)

Px,µ
t (z′, ν ′; ·)δz × δν(dz

′, dν ′) = LZx,µ,z,ν
t

× δL P

Z
x,µ,ζ
t

.

Thus, set

P̃ := P̃
x,µ,z,ν, (Z̃x,µ,z,ν

t ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
t

) := Mt,

and L P̃

Z̃x,µ,z,ν
t

= L P

Zx,µ,z,ν
t

,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
t

= L P

Zx,µ,ζ
t

,L P̃

ζ̃
= L P

ζ = ν, which implies that

E

〈

b1(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
εs+kδ ,L

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

εs+kδ

)− b̄1(x, µ), b1(x, µ, Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,z,ν
εr+kδ ,L

Ž
ε,kδ,x,µ,Ẑ

ε,ξ
kδ

εr+kδ

)− b̄1(x, µ)

〉

= Ẽ

〈

b1(x, µ, Z̃
x,µ,z,ν
s ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
s

)− b̄1(x, µ), b1(x, µ, Z̃
x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
r

)− b̄1(x, µ)

〉

= Ẽ

[

Ẽ

[〈

b1(x, µ, Z̃
x,µ,z,ν
s ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
s

)− b̄1(x, µ), b1(x, µ, Z̃
x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
r

)− b̄1(x, µ)

〉∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F̃r

]]

= Ẽ

[〈

Ẽ

[

b1(x, µ, Z̃
x,µ,z,ν
s ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
s

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F̃r

]

− b̄1(x, µ), b1(x, µ, Z̃
x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
r

)− b̄1(x, µ)

〉]

6



Ẽ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ẽ

[

b1(x, µ, Z̃
x,µ,z,ν
s ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
s

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F̃r

]

− b̄1(x, µ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




1/2
(

Ẽ|b1(x, µ, Z̃x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
r

)− b̄1(x, µ)|2
)1/2

.

Moreover, based on (23), (21) and (22), we obtain that



Ẽ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ẽ

[

b1(x, µ, Z̃
x,µ,z,ν
s ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
s

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F̃r

]

− b̄1(x, µ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




1/2

19



=









Ẽ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ẽ

[

b1(x, µ, Z̃
x,µ,ẑ,ν̂
s−r ,L P̃

Z̃
x,µ,Z̃

x,µ,ζ̃
r

s−r

)

] ∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ẑ,ν̂)=(Z̃x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P̃

Z̃
x,µ,ζ̃
r

)

− b̄1(x, µ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2







1/2

6 Ce−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)(s−r)/2

(

Ẽ|Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
r |2 + 1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2 + Ẽ|Z̃x,µ,z,ν

r |2
)1/2

6 Ce−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)(s−r)/2(1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z|+ ‖ν‖).

and
(

Ẽ|b1(x, µ, Z̃x,µ,z,ν
r ,L P̃

Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
r

)− b̄1(x, µ)|2
)1/2

6

(

C(Ẽ|Z̃x,µ,ζ̃
r |2 + 1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2 + Ẽ|Z̃x,µ,z,ν

r |2)
) 1

2

6 C(1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z| + ‖ν‖).
Combining the above deduction, by Lemma 4.1, 4.2 one can have that

Φ(s, r) 6 Ce−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)(s−r)/2.

Inserting the above inequality in (29), we get that

B1 6 C(
ε

δ
)2
∫ δ

ε

0

∫ δ
ε

r

Ce−(β1−Lb2,σ2
)(s−r)/2dsdr 6 C

ε

δ
. (30)

Next, we estimate B2. By (4), Lemma 4.1, 4.2 and the Hölder inequality, one could get
that

B2 6 24δE sup
06t6T

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

(

|b1(Xε
s(δ),L

P

Xε
s(δ)

, Ẑ
ε,z0,L P

ξ
s ,L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
)|2 + |b̄1(Xε

s(δ),L
P

Xε
s(δ)

)|2
)

ds

6 CδE

∫ T

0

(1 + |Xε
s(δ)|2 + ‖L P

Xε
s(δ)

‖2 + |Ẑε,z0,L P

ξ
s |2 + ‖L P

Ẑε,ξ
s
‖2)ds

6 Cδ,

which together with (30) implies (26). The proof is complete. �

At present, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.1.
Proof of Theorem 3.1. Taking δ = εγ, by (19) and Lemma 4.8, we get that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t|2

)

6 C
(

ε1−γ + ε2γ + εγ
)

.

This is just (10).
Next, by the Chebyshev inequality and (10), it holds that for any θ > 0

P

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t| > θ

)

6

E

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t|2

)

θ2
6

C

θ2

(

ε1−γ + ε2γ + εγ
)

,

which implies that

sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t| P→ 0,

20



as ε tends to 0. Besides, from Lemma 4.1 and (24) it follows that

sup
ε

E sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t|2p+2 6 C(1 + E|̺|2p+2 + |z0|2p+2 + E|ξ|2p+2).

Therefore, by the Vitali convergence theorem one can obtain that

lim
ε→0

E

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t|2p

)

= 0,

which completes the proof.

5. Proof of Theorem 3.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 3.3. First of all, we prepare an important lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumption (Hh), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

E|ρ0t (1)|−r 6 exp{(2r2 + r + 1)CT/2}, r > 1.

Since its proof is similar to that of [16, Lemma 3.6], we omit it.
Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.3.
Proof of Theorem 3.3. Step 1. We estimate πε

t (F )− π0
t (F ).

Based on the Hölder inequality and these definitions of πε
t (F ) and π0

t (F ), we get that

E|πε
t (F )− π0

t (F )|q = E

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρεt (F )− ρ0t (F )

ρ0t (1)
− πε

t (F )
ρεt(1)− ρ0t (1)

ρ0t (1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

6 2q−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρεt (F )− ρ0t (F )

ρ0t (1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

+ 2q−1
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

πε
t (F )

ρεt(1)− ρ0t (1)

ρ0t (1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

6 2q−1
(

E|ρεt (F )− ρ0t (F )|2q
)

1
2
(

E|ρ0t (1)|−2q
)

1
2

+2q−1‖F‖qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))

(

E|ρεt (1)− ρ0t (1)|2q
)

1
2
(

E|ρ0t (1)|−2q
)

1
2

6 C
(

E|ρεt (F )− ρ0t (F )|2q
)

1
2

+C‖F‖qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))

(

E|ρεt (1)− ρ0t (1)|2q
)

1
2 , (31)

where ‖F‖Cb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn)) denotes the norm of F in Cb,lip(R
n × P2(R

n)).
By the deduction in Step 2, it holds that

lim
ε→0

E
Pε

[|ρεt (F )− ρ0t (F )|2q] = 0. (32)

Inserting (32) in (31), we obtain that

lim
ε→0

E|πε
t (F )− π0

t (F )|q = 0.

Step 2. We prove (32).
By the measure transformation and the Hölder inequality, it holds that

E|ρεt (F )− ρ0t (F )|2q = E
P
ε

[|ρεt(F )− ρ0t (F )|2qΛε
T ] 6

(

E
P
ε |ρεt (F )− ρ0t (F )|4q

)
1
2

(

E
P
ε

(Λε
T )

2
)

1
2
.(33)

On one hand, it is not difficult to prove that

(EP
ε

(Λε
T )

2)
1
2 6 exp{CT}.

On the other hand, from the Jensen inequality, it follows that

E
P
ε

[|ρεt (F )− ρ0t (F )|4q]
21



= E
Pε

[

∣

∣

∣
E
Pε
(

F (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)Λε

t |F Y ε

t

)

− E
Pε (

F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λ0

t |F Y ε

t

)

∣

∣

∣

4q
]

= E
P
ε

[

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε
(

F (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)Λε

t − F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λ0

t |F Y ε

t

)∣

∣

∣

4q
]

6 E
Pε
[

E
Pε
(

|F (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)Λε

t − F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λ0

t |4q
∣

∣

∣
F

Y ε

t

)]

= E
Pε|F (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
)Λε

t − F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λ0

t |4q

6 24q−1
E
P
ε|F (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
)Λε

t − F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λε

t |4q

+24q−1
E
Pε|F (X̄t,L

P

X̄t
)Λε

t − F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λ0

t |4q
=: A1 + A2. (34)

For A1, by the Hölder inequality, we know that

A1 = 24q−1
E
Pε|F (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
)Λε

t − F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λε

t |4q

6 24q−1
(

E
P
ε |F (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
)− F (X̄t,L

P

X̄t
)|8q
)

1
2
(

E
P
ε |Λε

t |8q
)

1
2

6 24q−1
(

‖F‖8qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))E
Pε

(|Xε
t − X̄t|+W2(L

P

Xε
t
,L P

X̄t
))8q
)

1
2
(

E
Pε |Λε

t |8q
)

1
2

6 24q−1‖F‖4qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))

(

E
Pε
(

|Xε
t − X̄t|+ (E|Xε

t − X̄t|2)1/2
)8q) 1

2
(

E
Pε|Λε

t |8q
)

1
2

6 24q−1‖F‖4qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))

(

E
P
ε|Λε

t |8q
)

1
2

·
(

E
Pε
(

28q−1|Xε
t − X̄t|8q + 28q−1(E|Xε

t − X̄t|2)4q
))

1
2

6 24q−1‖F‖4qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))

(

E
P
ε|Λε

t |8q
) 1

2

·
(

E
P
ε
(

28q−1|Xε
t − X̄t|8q + 28q−1

E|Xε
t − X̄t|8q

))
1
2

6 28q−1− 1
2‖F‖4qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))

(

E
Pε |Λε

t |8q
)

1
2

·
(

E
P
ε
(

|Xε
t − X̄t|8q

)

+ E|Xε
t − X̄t|8q

) 1
2
.

Then we estimate E
P
ε

(|Xε
t − X̄t|8q) + E|Xε

t − X̄t|8q. Note that

E
Pε |Xε

t − X̄t|8q + E|Xε
t − X̄t|8q = E[|Xε

t − X̄t|8q(Λε
T )

−1] + E|Xε
t − X̄t|8q

6

(

E|Xε
t − X̄t|16q

)
1
2
(

E(Λε
T )

−2
)

1
2
+ E|Xε

t − X̄t|8q.

By the similar deduction to that in Lemma 5.1, one can get that

E(Λε
T )

−2 6 C,

which yields that

A1 6 28q−
3
2‖F‖4qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))

[

C
(

E|Xε
t − X̄t|16q

)
1
2
+ E|Xε

t − X̄t|8q
]

. (35)
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Combining (9) with (35) and taking the limit as ε → 0, we get that

lim
ε→0

A1 = 0. (36)

For A2, by the Hölder inequality, one can obtain that

A2 = 24q−1
E
P
ε ∣

∣F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λε

t − F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λ0

t

∣

∣

4q

6 24q−1‖F‖4qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))E
Pε|Λε

t − Λ0
t |4q

= 24q−1‖F‖4qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))E

[

|Λε
t − Λ0

t |4q(Λε
T )

−1
]

6 24q−1‖F‖4qCb,lip(Rn×P2(Rn))

(

E|Λε
t − Λ0

t |8q
)

1
2
(

E(Λε
T )

−2
)

1
2

6 C
(

E|Λε
t − Λ0

t |8q
)

1
2
.

Next, we observe |Λε
t − Λ0

t |. By definitions of Λ0
t and Λε

t , it holds that

|Λε
t − Λ0

t |

=
∣

∣

∣
exp

{

∫ t

0

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)dV i

s +
1

2

∫ t

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|2ds

}

− exp
{

∫ t

0

hi(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)dV i

s

+

∫ t

0

hi(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)hi(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)ds− 1

2

∫ t

0

|h(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)|2ds

}∣

∣

∣

= Λ0
t ·
∣

∣

∣
exp

{

∫ t

0

(

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− hi(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

dV i
s

+
1

2

∫ t

0

(

|h(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)|2 − |h(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)|2
)

ds

+

∫ t

0

(

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|2 − hi(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)hi(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)
)

ds
}

− 1
∣

∣

∣
. (37)

Then, we deal with the integral
∫ t

0

(

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− hi(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

dV i
s . From the isometric

formula and (Hh), it follows that

E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− hi(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

dV i
s

∣

∣

∣

2

= E

[

∫ t

0

|hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− hi(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)|2ds

]

6 E

[

∫ t

0

Lh

(

|Xε
s − X̄s|2 +W

2
2(L

P

Xε
s
,L P

X̄s
)
)

ds
]

6 CE

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε
t − X̄t|2

)

,

which implies that

lim
ε→0

E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

(

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− hi(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

dV i
s

∣

∣

∣

2

= 0,

and then

lim
ε→0

∫ t

0

(

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)− hi(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)
)

dV i
s = 0, a.s..
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For the integral
∫ t

0
(|h(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)|2−|h(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)|2)ds, by (Hh) and the dominated conver-

gence theorem, we obtain that

lim
ε→0

∫ t

0

(

|h(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)|2 − |h(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)|2
)

ds = 0, a.s..

By the similar deduction to the above equality, one could get

lim
ε→0

∫ t

0

(

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|2 − hi(X̄s,L

P

X̄s
)hi(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)
)

ds = 0, a.s..

Thus, by taking the limit on both sides of (37), it holds that

lim
ε→0

|Λε
t − Λ0

t | = 0, a.s..

Also note that

|Λε
t |8q = exp

{

8q

∫ t

0

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)dV i

s + 4q

∫ t

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|2ds

}

= exp
{

∫ t

0

8qhi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)dV i

s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|8qh(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|2ds

}

· exp
{

(32q2 + 4q)

∫ t

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|2ds

}

6 exp
{

∫ t

0

8qhi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)dV i

s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|8qh(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|2ds

}

exp{CT}.

|Λ0
t |8q 6 exp

{

∫ t

0

8qhi(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)dV i

s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|8qh(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)|2ds

}

exp{CT}.

Thus, by the dominated convergence theorem it holds that

lim
ε→0

A2 = 0. (38)

Finally, taking the limit on both sides of (34) and inserting (36) and (38) in (34), we
have (32). The proof is complete.
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4 (1968)260-279.

[10] H. J. Kushner: Weak Convergence Methods and Singularly Perturbed Stochastic Control and Fil-
tering Problems, Systems & Control: Foundations & Applications 3. Birkhäuser, Boston, 1990.
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