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APPROXIMATION OF NONLINEAR FILTERING FOR MULTISCALE
MCKEAN-VLASOV STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS*
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Nanging, Jiangsu 211189, P.R.China

ABSTRACT. The work concerns approximation of nonlinear filtering for multiscale McKean-
Vlasov stochastic differential equations. First of all, by a Poisson equation we prove an
average principle. Then we define nonlinear filtering of the origin multiscale equations
and the average equation, and again by the Poisson equation show approximation be-
tween nonlinear filtering of the slow part for the origin multiscale equations and that of
the average equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (0, #,{F }ic0.17, P) be a complete filtered probability space. B, W are n-dimensional
and m-dimensional standard Brownian motions defined on (€, %, {% }ic0.17, P), respec-
tively. Moreover, B and W are mutually independent. Consider the following system on
R™ x R™:

dX; = by (X¢, f%, Z9)dt + oy (X5, f%, Z5)d By,

XSZZL'(), OétST, (1>
dzs = %bg(fﬂie, Zg)dt + %ag(fpf, Z8)dWy,

Zt =z, 0<t<T,

where these mappings b; : R x Py(R") x R™ — R", g7 : R" x P(R") x R™ — R"*",
by : Po(R") x R™ — R™, 0y : Po(R") x R™ — R™ ™ are all Borel measurable, Zx.
denotes the distribution of X7 under the probability measure P, and P2(R™) denotes the
collection of probability measures on R™ with finite second moments.

If by, 01, by, 05 don’t depend on the distribution iﬂj}%, and by, 09 also depend on the state
X7, the system () is usually called multiscale stochastic differential equations (SDEs for
short) or slow-fast systems. And X¢, Z¢ are called the slow and fast parts, respectively.
These systems are often used to model phenomena from many fields, such as biology,
chemistry and engineering. Moreover, there are many results about them. We only
mention the averaging principle for them. In [9], Khasminskii first studied the averaging
principle. Later, many authors generalized the result (See e.g. [15] 16, 17, 18, 19, 20] and
the references therein). In particular, Pardoux and Veretennikov [I8, [19] 20] systematically
investigated approximation between X; and the solution of the average equation through
Poisson equations.
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If by,01,b9,09 depend on distributions, the system (Il is generally called multiscale
McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Since McKean-Vlasov SDEs are more complex than SDEs, there
are only a few results about the averaging principle. Let us review them. When o; doesn’t
depend on ZF and by, 09 also depend on the state X7, Rockner, Sun and Xie [25] showed
that the slow part X¢ of the system (Il) converges to an average system in the L? sense.
Recently, Xu, Liu, Liu and Miao [29] extended the result in [25] to the case where by, 09
depend on (X7, £%., 75, L Pts) Very recently, we [22] considered the same system to that
in [29] and established the L” (p > 2) convergence. In the paper, we observe the system
(@), that is, oy does depend on Z;. The price to pay is that by, 05 don’t depend on the
state X7 and the distribution fpts.

Next, we take an observation process Y i.e.

g
t )

t
Ve=Vi+ [ nXE 2R 2 2
0

where V' is a [-dimensional Brownian motion independent of B, W, and h : R" x P(R") x
R™ — R! is Borel measurable. Thus, the system () and the process (2) form a signal-
observation system. Here we as well as study nonlinear filtering problems of this signal-
observation system. That is, we estimate and predict (X¢,.%%-, Z¢) based on the infor-
mation of Y. In fact, these problems have appeared in many fields, such as stochastic
control, financial modeling, speech and image processing, and Bayesian networks. Fur-
thermore, if by, 01, by, 09, h don’t depend on the distribution z};’f, these problems have
been widely studied (See [Il, 5 6, 8, 17, 21, 23] and references therein). If oy, h don’t
depend on Z; and by, 09 also depend on the state X; and the distribution QE”IZP%, for the
signal-observation system (II)4(2) we [22] showed the convergence of the nonlinear filter-
ing for (X7, ciﬂpts) in the L? (p > 1) sense. In the paper, we require that o1, h depend on
Z; and obtain the weak convergence.

As a whole, our contribution are two-folded:

e By a Poisson equation we prove that the slow part of the original system weakly
converges to the average system.

e By the same Poisson equation we establish that the nonlinear filtering of the slow
part weakly converges to that of the average system.

It is worthwhile to mentioning our results. In [I3], three authors studied the following
multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs:

de = bl(Xteag};f’ Zteagpf)dt + Ul(Xf>$£§’ Zfagpg)dBta

XS = To, 0 < t < T,

AZ; = Yoo( L5 25, L5) 0t + Loa (L, 25, L5)AW,, (3)
Zt =z, 0<t<T.

Then they defined

o) = [ bl @), aoien) = [ (oD s, @

where v* is the unique invariant probability measure for the fast equation (See Section
), constructed the average equation ([IIl) and presented a similar average principle under
strong conditions. It is obvious that the system (B]) is more general than the system ().

However, comparing (@) with (I0), we think that our definitions of by, &, are more natural.
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Moreover, our proof of the average principle is more succinct. Therefore, we don’t simply
seek generality.

The paper proceeds as follows. In Section 2l we introduce some related notations and
the definition of L-derivatives. Then we state two main theorems with full assumptions
in Section [3. The proofs of two main theorems are placed in Section [l and [3] respectively.
In Section [6] we prove (39).

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. PRELIMINARY

In the section, we will recall some notations, and the definition of L-derivative for
functions on Py(R™) and list all the assumptions.

2.1. Notations. In this subsection, we introduce some notations used in the sequel.

| |, ]| - || represent the norm of a vector and a matrix, respectively. (-,-) stands for the
inner product of vectors on R". A* denotes the transpose of the matrix A.

Let B,(R™) be the set of all bounded Borel measurable functions on R™. Let C'(R") be
the set of all functions which are continuous on R™. C¥(IR™) represents the collection of
all functions which are continuous differentiable up to k-order. Define the Banach space:

()| [p(x) — (Yl
(R = R™) : o (R7) = T —ul '
Clip(R™) {go € C(R") : |l¢lley, @ Sup T PE +§£ p— < 00

Let (R™) denote the Borel o-field on R™. P(R™) consists of all probability measures
on Z(R") carrying the usual topology of weak convergence. Let Z(R™) satisfying:

il = / [2Pu(dz) < oo.

We put on Py (R™) a topology induced by the following metric:

[ etamtdn) - [ o).

p(p,v) = sup

||50||Clip(Rn)<1

Thus, (P2(R™), p) is a Polish space.

2.2. L-derivative for functions on P,(R"). In the subsection we recall the definition
of L-derivative for functions on Py(R™).

The definition was first introduced by Lions (c.f. [2]). Moreover, he used some abstract
probability spaces to describe the L-derivatives. Here, for the convenience to understand
the definition, we apply a straight way to state it (c.f. [24]). Let I be the identity map on
R". For i € Po(R") and ¢ € L*(R", B(R"), i; R™), < p, ¢ >:= [o, ¢(x)pu(dx). Moreover,
by simple calculation, it holds that o (I + @)™t € Py(R™).

Definition 2.1. (i) A function f : Py(R") — R is called L-differentiable at p € Po(R™),
if the functional

L*(R", B(R"), s R") 2 ¢ f(po(I+¢)7)
is Fréchet differentiable at ¢ = 0; that is, there exists a unique v € L*(R", Z(R"), u; R™)

such that .
i Jwold+e) ) —flw-—<py-d>_

<p,|p|2>—0 V< |2 >

3
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In the case, we denote 0, f(p) =~y and call it the L-derivative of f at fu.
(ii) A function f : Pa(R™) — R is called L-differentiable on P2(R™) if L-derivative
O, f () exists for all pu € Py(R™).

Definition 2.2. The function f is said to be in C*(Py(R")), if p > f(u) is k-times
continuous L-differentiable on Py(R™).

Definition 2.3. The function F : R™ x Py(R") — R is said to be in CF*(R™ x Py(R")),
if for 1 € Po(R"), F(-, ) is in CK(R™), and for x € R", F(z,-) is in C*(Py(R")). If
F € CPF(R"xP,(R™)), and itself and all its derivatives are bounded and jointly continuous
in the corresponding variable family, we say F' € C’f’k(R" X Po(R™)).

Definition 2.4. The function U : R™ x Py(R™) x R™ s R is said to be in C**F(R" x
Po(R™)xR™), if for (x,z) € RPXR™,W(x, -, 2) € CF(Py(R™)) and for u € Po(R™), W (-, p,-) €
CER™ x R™). If U € CPFER™ x Po(R") x R™), and itself and all its derivatives
are bounded and jointly continuous in the corresponding variable family, we say ¥ €
CFFF(R™ x Py(R™) x R™).

2.3. Assumptions. In the subsection, we list all the assumptions used in the sequel.

(H}, ,,) There exists a constant Ly, 5, > 0 such that for z; € R”, u; € Po(R"), z; € R™,
i=1,2,

by (21, j11, 21) — b1 (T, o, 22)|* + |lon (21, g1, 21) — 01 (w2, 2, 20) ||

< Lyo <|$1 — zo|* + p*(pr, p2) + |21 — Z2\2)-
(HZ,) There exists a constant [ > 0 such that for € R", i € P,(R"), z € R™, h € R",
(o1(x, p, 2)h, h) > ||
(H3

b170'1) 8ﬂvb1 (flf, H, Z)v a,ubl (flf, H, Z) (y)v 8Zbl (flf, H, Z)v 8ﬂvwb1 (QU, H, Z)7 amzbl (QU, H, Z)7 azzbl (flf, H, Z)v
0y0uby (z, 1, 2)(y) exist for any (z, p,y, z) € R" x Po(R") x R® x R™ and are uni-
formly bounded. And there exists a constant v; € (0, 1] such that for z; € R™,
i=1.2,
sup  [|0xbi(z, p, 21) — Oubi (2, 1, 20) || < Clzn — 2|,
z€R", pePo(R™)

sup ||aub1(l’, K, Zl) - aubl(x> s Z2)||L2(u) < C|Zl - Z2|71>
TER™, ueP2(R™)

sup ||8zb1($(7,/J,, Zl) - 82[91(:(:7:“’7 Z2)|| < C‘Zl - Z2|ﬁﬂv
x€R™, ueP2(R™)

sup ||ammb1(x7 M, zl) - ammbl(xv [y Z2)|| < C|Zl - 22‘717
x€R™, ueP2(R™)

sup ||a’vzbl(x> s Zl) - 8xzb1($a 22 ZQ)H < C|Zl - 22|71>
xER™, ueP2(R7)

sup ||azzbl(Ia 2 Zl) - 8zzbl($a 2 Z2)|| < C|Zl - 2‘/2|’Y17
TER™, ueP2(R™)

sup 10,01 (2, 1, 21) — OyO0ub1 (2, 1, 22) || 2y < Clza — 22| ™.
TER™, ueP2(R™)

Moreover, the above conditions also hold for oy07.
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(H,

b2,02

) There exists a constant Ly, ,, > 0 such that for u; € Po(R"), z; € R™, i = 1,2,

ba(p1, 21) = bo 1z, 22)  + oz (1, 21) = 02(p2s 2)|I* < L (92112, 12) + |21 = 2.

(H3, ,,) There exists a constant 3 > 0 with g > Ly, -, such that for p € Po(R"), z; € R™,
1=1,2,
2(21 = 22,02, 21) = ba(pt, 22)) + [|oa(p, 21) = o2 (ks 22)|1° < =By — 2],
(Hg;m) For any p > 1, there exists a constant ' > 0 with % > (2p — 1)Ly, », such that

for p € Po(R™), z; e R™, i = 1,2,
2(21 — 22, ba (1, 21) = ba(p, 22)) + (20 — D|oa(p, 21) — 02, 22) |2 < =f']21 — 20|,

(HLZZJZ) 8;1,()2(”7 Z) (y)7 azb2 (,U/u Z)v azzb2 (:U’v Z)v 8ya,ub2 (:U’v Z) (y) eXiSt fOI‘ any (:U’v Y, Z) € P2(Rn> X
R"™ x R™ and are uniformly bounded. And there exists a constant v2 € (0, 1] such

that for z; e R™, i = 1,2,
sup |[0ub2 (1, 21) — Ouba(p, 22) |22y < Clzn — 22|,
HeEP2(R™)

sup |[0:ba(p, 21) — D:ba(p, 22)|| < Clzn — 22,
HeEP2(R™)

sup ||8zzb2(:u> Zl) - 8zzb2(lu“a 22)” < C|Zl - Z2|727
pEP2(R™)

sup  ||0y0ub2 (1, 21) — 0yO0uba(pt, 22) || 2(n) < Clz1 — 22|
HEP2(R™)

Moreover, the above conditions also hold for o,.
(Hy) h is bounded, and there is a constant L, > 0 such that
(1, pu,y 21) = B(a, o, 20) [P < (|1 — 22f® + 02 (pa, pi2) + [21 — 2[?).
Remark 2.5. (i) (Hy, ) yields that there exists a constant Ly, 5, > 0 such that for
x €R™ pePy(R™), z€ R™,
b1, 11, 2)1* + lloa (@, 11, 217 < Loy o (14 |2 + [l + [2]). ()
(it) (Hy, ,,) implies that there exists a constant Ly, o, > 0 such that for u € Py(R™),
zeR™,
211, 2)* + [loa (1, 2)I* < Log (14 [l + |21%)- (6)
(ii) (Hy, ,,) and (Hj

by.cn) Yield that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for p €
PQ(R”), z€eR™

2(2,02(, 2)) + llo2(p, 2)|I* < =l + O+ [|u]]*), (7)
where o 1= g — Ly, 5,
(w) (Hy, ) and (Hg;m) imply that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for u €
PQ(RTL), z € R™

2(z,ba(p, 2)) + (2p — Dlloa(p, 2)|* < —a/|2* + C(1+ [[u]]*), (8)

where o = % —(2p—1)Lpy.0,-

Here we mention that (ng2

used in Theorem [31] and 3.2, respectively.
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3. MAIN RESULTS

In the section, we sate our main results in this paper.

3.1. The average principle. Under these assumptions (Hj, , ) (Hj,,,), by [28, Theo-

rem 2.1] or [3, Theorem 3.1], we know that the slow-fast system (Il) has a unique strong
solution (XF, Z°).
Next, we take any p € Po(R"), and fix it. Consider the following SDE:

dZ{™ = by(p, Z{")dt + o3, 21" )W, (9)
Zy =2, 0<t<T.

Based on [7], it holds that under the assumption (H;2 s,), the above equation has a

unique strong solution Z**. Besides, Z#*° is a Markov process. Let p;(u; 2o, A) denote
the transition probability of Z#* for ¢t > 0 and A € #(R™). The associated transition
semigroup {P}'};>¢ is given by

(P{'9)(20) = o (2 )pe(p; 20,d2"), ¢ € By(R™).

Under the assumption (Hj, ), by [28, Theorem 3.1], one could obtain that there exists

a unique invariant probablhty measure v* for ZH*,
In the following, set for (z, ) € R™ x Py(R™)

bi(z,p) = /m bi(x, p, )M (dz), X(z,p) ::/ (o107)(x, u, 2)vH(dz), (10)

m

and then X(z, 1) is a positive definite symmetric matrix. Thus, we construct an average
equation on (Q,.%, {# }icp1, P) as follows:

dX; = by (X, fgt)dt + a1(X;, fgt)dBt,
Xo = Ty,

(11)

where 71 (x, 1) is the square root of ¥(x, ), i.e. d1(x, pu) is a positive definite symmetric
matrix satisfying X(z, u) = (6101)(x, ).
Now, it is the position to state the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that these assumptions (Hy, ) (H3)) (Hj ) (Hy, ,,)-(H, ,,)
hold. Then {X¢,t € [0,T]} converges weakly to {X;,t € [0,T]} in C([0,T],R"), where X.
is a strong solution of Eq.(11).

The proof of the above theorem is placed in the near section.
3.2. Convergence for nonlinear filtering. Set
(AS)™t = exp{ / WA(X5, Ly, Z25)dV — —/ |h(XE z;‘(’s,z;)ﬁds}.

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

1T
E (exp {5/ |h(XE, XEE,ZE)PdS}) < 00,
0
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and furthermore (A%)~! is an exponential martingale under the measure P. Define a
probability measure P° via

dPe

dPP
Then by the Girsanov theorem, it holds that Y° is a Brownian motion under the proba-
bility measure P¢.

Define the nonlinear filtering for (X7, £, Z;): for any W € By(R" x Py(R") x R™)

— (A7)

pi(\lf) = EPE [\I](Xf’ g};fu Zf)Aﬂgtys]? ﬂ-zf(\ll) = E[\II(Xteu g};fu Zf)‘ytys]v

where .#)" = o{V5,0 < s < t} VN, and N denotes the collection of all zero sets
under the P-measure. Here pf, 77 are called the unnormalized and normalized filtering of
(Xt, g}%, Zf) with respect to .Z) ", respectively. By the Kallianpur-Striebel formula, we
get the following relationship between pf (V) and 75 (¥):

ALY
()= pi(1)

Define the (z, u)-marginal of pf as follows:

PR = / Fle,p)pi(de,du,dz),  F € By(R" x Py(R")),
R™ x P2 (R™) xR™

and then it holds that

e p M (F)
M (F —
S =
where 7" is the (z, u)-marginal of 7%,
Next, set
A Yo op i L [fs o e
At = exp h(XS,gXS)dY;’ —5 |h'(X5’$XS)| ds s
0 0
pe(F) :=E7 [F(X,, 2% )M 77,
o (F
w(F) = 2
pr(1)
where h(z, pt) := [, h(z, p, 2)v*(dz). Then about the relationship between 77" and 7,

we have the followmg result which is the second main result for this paper.
Theorem 3.2. Assume that (H1

i, ) (Hy) (B} ) (Hj, ) (H,,) (H,,,) and (Hy)
hold. Then for anyt € [0,T], m T converges weakly to m; as e — 0.

We will prove the above theorem in Section

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.1]

In the section, we prove Theorem Bl First of all, we make some estimates.
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4.1. Some estimates for X¢, Z°.

Lemma 4.1. Under assumptions (Hy, ) (H}, ,,)-(H}, ,,), there exists a constant C' > 0
such that

sup EIX7* < O(1+ |zol” + |2]*),  sup E|ZF[* < C(1+ |xol* + |20]?).

te[0,7) t€[0,7]

Proof. For X¢, based on the Holder inequality, the isometric formula and (), we can get
t 2 t 2
BIXGP < 3ol + 38| [ 045 28, 200ds| 4 38| [ ou(2 2 200,
0 0
t t
< 3|:):0|2+3t/ E|bl(X§,$;‘§§,Z§)|2ds+3/ Elloy (X5, Zx:, Z5)|*ds
0 0
t
< 3luof +3(T+ 1)/ Loy (1+ BJXE2 4 L2512 + B 25 2)ds
0

t
< 3\x0|2+3(T+1)/ Lo, oi(1 + 2| X2 + E|Z2[2)ds, (12)
0

where HDS,”]PEH2 = E|X¢]2
For Z¢, applying the It6 formula to |Z§
that

|2 and taking the expectation, one could obtain

2 t 1 t
BIZF = ol + 2B [ (220 R Z20)as + 2B [ lonl R, Z0) P,
0

and then
2

d (> € (> 1 €
SEIZP = 2B(Z (2 Z0)) + Blon 25 )P
1
< ZE(-alZP+ 00+ 1251

¢
£
where the above inequality is based on ([7l) and ||92”]P;5||2 = E|X{|?>. By the comparison
theorem, we have that

—a
< ?E|Zf|2 + = (L+E[X;]?),

«@ C t «@
E|Z{]? < \z0\2e—st+;/0 e (79 (1 + E[XE|?) ds

< |=wP+C <1 + sup E|X§|2> . (13)

s€[0,t]
Finally, inserting (I3)) in (I2)), by the Gronwall inequality one can get that

sup E|X7|* < C(1 + [xol* + [20]?),
te[0,T]

which is just the required first result. Moreover, this together with (I3]) implies the second
estimate. 0J
Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the assumptions (Hy, , ) (Hy, ,,)-(H;, ,,) hold. Then it holds
that for any 6 > 0 and any { % }-stopping time 7 < T,

EIX7 5 — X7 < C(L+ |wof* + [20]) (67 +0).
8



Proof. From the Holder inequality, the isometric formula and Lemma [Z.1], it follows that

T+5 2 T+6 2
E|XZ,s — X < QE)/ (X, 25, Z5)ds| +2E)/ 01(X5, ZE., 72)dB,
0

N

T+ T+0
26IE/ |b1(X§,$;§§,Z§)|2ds+2E/ lov (X5, Zx., Z7)|Pds

/A

T+0
(26 + 2)CE / (14 X2 4 L8 |12 + | 222)ds
TT+6
_ @6+%CE/1 (1+ [ X2 + EIXE? + | 22 ?)ds
7—7'—|-(5
< (2(5+2)C’E/ (14 [XE[2 + C(1+ |20 + |20 [2) + | 25[2)ds

é
= (2(5+2)CE/ (L4 | X P+ C+ |zol* + |20?) + 1224, [P)du
0

/N

C(1 4+ |wol* + | 20[*) (0% + 0),
which completes the proof. O
Now, combining Lemma (.1 and with [10, Theorem 2.7], we draw the following

conclusion.

), (H,

ba,02

)-(Hj

Lemma 4.3. Under assumptions (H} b

bi,01 ), {X5,t €10,T)} is relatively
weakly compact in C([0,T],R").

Here, we mention that the slow-fast system () is a Markov process and its infinitesimal
generator is as follows: for ¥ € C*22(R" x Py(R™) x R™),

(LY AR W) 1, 2) o= (LXDEW) (p,2) + (L7 (2,1, 2),

where
(X LW g1 2) © = 0 W s 2 s 2) e Wt 2)(000) 1, 2)
+ [ @12 W (e la)
1 o
2 9y, (0,9)(, p, 2)(y)(0107)” (y, p, 2) p(dy),
Z& 1 7 1 *\ik
(E \II)(LL’,,M,Z)Z = gazi\lf(x,,u,z)bz(u, Z>+2_€8Zizk\ll(x7:uvz)(0-20-2> (,u,z).

4.2. Some estimates for the frozen equation (9.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that (Hy, . )-(Hj, . ) hold. Then we have for p, p1, py € Po(R™),
E|Z{F < C(L+ lull* +12]%), ¢ >0,

E|Z}"% = ZP % < Lyp,o, Tet"2 2™V p? (11, p2), ¢ > 0.

Proof. First of all, by the same deduction to that for Z¢ in Lemma [£1], one can get the

first estimate.
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For the second estimate, take 7" > 0 and note that for any ¢ € [0, 7]

t
g =22 = [ (b 200 = balpn, 205 ) s
0

t
+/ (Uz(ﬂlazé“’zo) —02(M2>Zﬁz’zo)>dWs-
0

Thus, applying the Ito formula to |Z/'"* — Z}/**|? and taking expectation on two sides,
we obtain that

E|Z£ul,zo o Zf2’20|2

t
— QE/ <Zf:1’20 _ 252720762(M1,Z51720) _ bg(,ug,Zéfz’zo))dS
0

t
E / loapi2, Z170) — o p1a, Z270) 2ds
0

N

t
B [ (1200 = 20 oy, 220) = b, 2020) ) ds
0
t
E / loap11, Z870) — a(p19, 2270) 2
0

t
< (Lbz,Uz + 1)/ E|Z§17ZO - Z527ZO|2dS + Lbz,Usz2(:u1a ,u2)-
0

By the Gronwall inequality, it holds that
E|Zf1720 - Zf2720|2 < Lbz,UzTe(Lb2’02+1)tp2(:ulﬁ :u2)'

For t € [T,2T],(2T,3T],---, the similar deduction to that for ¢ € [0,7] implies the
required result. O

Now, it is necessary to point out that the infinitesimal generator of Z**° or the transi-
tion semigroup { P/}~ is the operator e£L%".

4.3. Some results for the average equation (IJ).

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that (Hy , ), (H2) and (H,

bz,crz)_(Hz
a constant C' > 0 such that

ba,02

) hold. Then there exists

[61(z1, 1) — F1(@2, p2)[| < C|z1 — @2| + pp1, p2)).
Moreover, Eq.({I1) has a unique strong solution X satisfying for any q > 1

sup E|Xt|2q <C(1+ |x0|2q).
te[0,7

Proof. First of all, note that

171 (21, 1) — F1 (2, o) || = 1(B(21, pa) — B2, 1) ) (1 (21, 1) + 51 (22, p2)) 7|
< |18(w, p1) — Blwe, po) |11 (21, 1) + 51 (22, p2)) ']
< CHZ(!El,Ml) - Z($2>M2)||> (14)

where the last inequality is based on (H2 ). Therefore, we only need to estimate |3 (21, p11)—

Y (g, u2)||. From the definition of ¥(x, 1), the Holder inequality and Lemma[Z4] it follows
10



that
13(21, 1) — B(@a, o) |

[ o) - [ @07 0 (02

S—00 S—o00

1 [° 1 [°
lim —/ E(oy07)(x1, 1, ZE)dt — lim —/ E(ala’f)(zg,,ug,Z{Q’Zo)dtH
0 0

1 ff . ” . .
S 511—{20?/ El[(ovo7) (1, pa, Z7) — (0107) (22, pra, Z;27°) ||t
< lim —/ Elloy (@1, g1, Z{7) o7 (21, pa, Z17)
S—o0 S
_Ul(xh,uluzul 20)0-1(:1:27/1’272“2 ZO)Hdt
+ Jim 5/ Elloy(z1, pa, Z1070) o (w2, pa, Z;27°)
_Ul($2au2aZ# 20)0-1(1.2’M2’Z#2Z0)”dt
< Sh—golog/ (EHUl(l’laulaZ){“’ O) - 0’1(1’2’#2’2#27 O)||2)

(Elloy (w1, g, 21| )1/2
hm E/ (Ellos (21, pr, Z£7°) = o1 (wa, pa, Z{#7)|?)
(Ello} (22, pa, Z127%) || )1/2

1 /S
< C(|zg — x| + p(p1, p2)) + C lim —/ (E\Zfl’zo Vi )1/2
S—o00 S 0

1/2

< Oz — 22| + pp, p2))-
Finally, inserting the above inequality in (I4]), one could obtain that

|01 (21, 1) — G122, pa) | < C|r — 2| + p(pa, p2))-
Besides, by (Hj, ) and [25, Lemma 3.8], it holds that

|51(I1, p1) — Bl(ﬂ?2>#2)|2 < Ly, <|951 - 932|2 + 02(M1a M2)>a (15)

where L > 0 is a constant. Thus, Eq.([I) has a unique strong solution X. (c.f. [3]
Theorem 3.1]). Then, by the same deduction to that in Lemma 1] we also obtain the
required estimate. This proof is complete. O

Here, we remind that the solution X of the average equation (II)) is a Markov process
and its infinitesimal generator is given by

(L5253 F) (@) : = 8xiF(x,u)b’i(I,u)+%(‘9“:03-17(%#)(010?)”(93’M)
+ [ Py 0B )

Oy (0, F)j(z, 1) (y)(3157)7 (y, )p(dy), F € C**(R™ x Pa(R")).

n

11



4.4. Some estimates for a Poisson equation. Consider the following Poisson equa-
tion:

(L7 X) (.1, 2) = = [(£5° 7 — LYZ)F] (2,1, 2), (16)
where F' € C%2(R" x Py(R")). Set
B(x, 1, 2) = (L% F)(w, p, 2),
and then by the simple calculation, it holds that

O(x, p) = /m Oz, p, 2)"(dz) = (LXZXF)(z, ).

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that assumptions (Hy, , ), (H2), (Hy, . )-(H}, ,,) hold. Set

Xr(, 1, 2) == /000 P/ [(ID(:):,,u, )= é(:ﬂ,u)} (z)dt. (17)

Then xr(z, i, z) is the unique solution for Eq.(I6). Assume more (Hj , ) and F(-,-) €
CH(R™ x Py(R™). Then xp(-,-,-) € C222(R™ x Py(R"™) x R™) and the following results

hold for x € R", u € Po(R™), 2z € R™

max{|xr(@, p, 2)|, |0uxF (T, 1, 2)]; [ Opxr (2, 11, 2) () L2 10X F (2, 1, 2)[}
< O+ [+ [[pll + 2]),

max{||0ze X r (2, 1, 2)]; [0y Opxr (@, p, 2) ()| L2 b
< O+ 2|+ [[pll + 2))-

Proof. First of all, by the same deduction to that of [22, Lemma 4.5], it holds that

| 1P s @l = [ B2 - Bl

< / Ce 311+ || + ||p]| + |2)dt
0

2C
= g U F e+ lul+ =)

So the right side of (7)) is well-defined. Then, acting the generator e£L%" on xr(z, i, 2),
we obtain that

L7 ) z) = / T(eL” Py [ ) — (o, )] (2)dt

/Oo dPtM [Q(Ia K, ) - (I)(:L',,u)] (Z)
; dt
= tllglo Ptu [Q(Ia/% ) - (I)(:L',,u)] (Z) - [Q(Ia/% ) - (I)(Ihu)} (Z)

= — [0z, p,) — Oz, p)] (2),

which yields that yp is a solution for Eq.(I6). Besides, based on (Hj}, ), we know that
the solutions of Eq.(I6]) are unique up to an additive constant. Thus, xr(z, p, ) is the

unique solution for Eq.(I).

dt

12



Under (Hj, ) and F(-,-) € P (R™ x Py (R™)), some computation with [25, Proposition
4.1] implies that (-, +,-) € C*22(R" x Po(R") x R™) and for x € R", u € Po(R"), z € R™

max{|xp(z, 1, 2)|, | xr (2, 1, 2)|, |0ux P (@, 11, 2) ()l 2y |02 X0 (2, 1, 2) |}
< O A |z] 4wl +[21),
max{||OpaXr (2, 1, 2) ||, 10y 0uxr (2, 1, 2) () || L2 }
< O[] + lpll +12])-
The proof is complete. O

Now, it is the position to prove Theorem [B.1l

Proof of Theorem [3.11

First of all, applying the Ito formula to F(Xf,i@l;tg) for € C}*(R™ x Py(R™)), one
could obtain that for 0 < s <t < T

t
F(XE,28) = F(X5.28)+ / (CX"%e P)(XE, L2, Z5)dr

N LorF
s 85(71

(X7, ZLx:)oy (X5, Zx., Z7)dB,
and furthermore

t
PIXF25) — FOG.25) - [ (€94 PO 25

t t
= [ B0 Lz - [ (R 2

tOF . ‘
+ [ X LR (X 2R 2] (18)
Thus, multiplying a bounded .Z,-measurable functional T, of the process {X;,t € [0, 7]}
and taking the expectation under the measure P on both sides of (I8)), we have that

t
B |1 (0) (FOG, 25 - PO 28) - [ <chfi'2F><Xf,z£;>dr)]

t \ P
- B[n) [ [(ﬁxs’fgsF)(Xﬁ,%‘?;,Zf)—(EX’fXF)(Xi,f_ﬁ‘?;)]dr]

t
= -E PS(X,)/ (L7 xp) (X5, Zxe, Zg)dr |, (19)

where Proposition is used in the last equality.
Next, we observe the right hand side of (I9). By applying the It6 formula to ex g (X7, g}%, Zs),
it holds that

t
XR(XF, L 20) — e (X2 23, Z0) — 2 [ (05 (X 25, 200

tgﬁXF

t
= . / (L7 xp) (X2, L5, Z5)dr + / (X2, L8, 79)0V (X5, 8., 75)dB]

s L

13



9]
e T e
So, multiplying I'y and taking the expectation on both sides of the above equality, we
know that

t
E TS(X-)/ e(L” xp) (X7, Ly, Z7)dr

t
= |1, (X) (oxr (X5, L5, Z5) — exel(X2, 252, 20) - / (LX %y ) (X, XEE,Zf)drﬁ,

which together with (I9) yields that

_ t
B[00 (PO 25) - FOG 23 - [ (e84 P, 25 )ar)]

s

= —<cKE

t
000 (XX 28, 20) — e (X5, 255, 20) = [ (6% (X, 25 Zf)dr)] .

Taking the limits on two sides of the above equality, by the boundedness of I';(X ) and
Proposition we obtain that

e—0

t _
limE[Fs(X)(F(Xf,f%) — F(XE,.2E.) _/ (EX,XEF)(Xf,D%E;)dr)} —0,

which implies that the Weak limit of { X7,¢ € [0, 7]} is a solution of the martingale problem
associated Wlth (EX x,0z,). Since the solution of the martingale problem associated
with (£L5%x,6,,) is unique, {XZ,¢ € [0,7]} converges weakly to {X,,t € [0,7]}, which
completes the proof.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

In the section, we prove Theorem [3.2] To do this, we prepare some important estimates.

5.1. Some estimates for A®, A.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that (Hy ), (H,,
q=1ands,tel0,T],

EVIAPT <O, BV AL - AL < Cls — 1,

) and (Hy) hold. Then we have that for any

where the constant C' is independent of €.

Proof. First of all, note that
AS :exp{/ WA(X5, Ly, Z9)AY S — —/ |h(X¢ z;‘(’s,z;)ﬁds}.
Thus, by the It6 formula, it holds that

AS =1+ / ASHH (XS, Ly, Z2)AY (20)
0
14



Moreover, based on the BDG inequality and (H},), one could obtain that

: t |\ 2
BT < ettt SO ([ i 28 zoave)”

i=1 0

l t
< o) (B, 2 s
i=1 70

t
< 22"‘1+C/ EF|AZ[?ds,
0

which together with the Gronwall inequality yields that
EF (A5 < C. (21)
Finally, we investigate that for 0 <t <s < T,
A== [ A 2 Zave
t

and furthermore
!

s . N 2
EXIAS - Af < et YO / NSR(XG, 25, Z)av)

i=1 t

! s
< Cls—tt Y / B NSRS (X2, 28, 7)[dr
i=1 vt

l s
< Cs—p'Y) / P [A%2dy
i=1 7t

< C(s—1t),
where the last inequality is based on (21I). .
), (HL ) and (Hy), it holds that

Lemma 5.2. Under these assumptions (H} b2

b1,01

sup E|AS|72 < C.
te[0,7

t ' 1 [t 2
(e {= [zt zav: - 4 [ e 25 20 as | ]
0 0

t ] ] 1 t
exp{—/ 2hZ(X§,$;'§§,Z§)d\/;—§/ |2h(X§,$;'§§,Z§)|2ds}
0 0

Proof. Note that

E(A))™ = E

= K

t t
o {y [ 12n0xs 28 zPas - [ |h<X:,z;'zg,Z§>|2ds}]
0 0

< exp{CT}E

t ) ) 1 t
e {~ [ anxs, 2 zmavi - | |2h<X§,$;*2§,Z§>|2ds}]
0 0

= exp{CT},
15



where the last equality is based on the fact that exp { — [J 2h%(X¢, Lxe, 25)dAVY
-1 (f 2h(XZ, Zx-, Z%)|*ds} is an exponential martingale. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.3. Under these assumptions (Hy , ), (H3,), (Hy, ., )-(H, ), (Hy), there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any q > 1,

sup EF A% < C.
te[0,T

Since the proof of the above lemma is similar to that for A® in Lemma 5.1l we omit it.

5.2. Some estimates for pf(1),p:(1). Let us firstly establish the Zakai equations about
Eq.(d) and Eq.(IT).

Lemma 5.4. (The Zakai equation)

(i) For ¥ € 05’2’2(]1%" X Po(R™) x R™), the Zakai equation of Eq.(1) is given by

t

) = i)+ [ AT s+ [ ) = 6 20). (22
(ii) For F € C2*(R™ x Po(R™)), the Zakai equation of Eq.(d) is given by

AE) =)+ [ e s [ AR ) = Flaod). (@)
Proof. Applying the It6 formula to W(X7F, .i”%, Z%), one could obtain that

t
U(XE, L8 Z5) = W, 0r,20) + / (L5 L2 ) (X2, L. 7)ds
0

€
s?77s

tOw . :

+ —(X;g)gﬁZ;)UiJ(X§a$£€>Z§)ng
0 al»l s s

L ov

0 aZZ'

So, by combining the above deduction with (20), the It6 formula implies that

+

(X5, Lxe, Z2)o (XZ, L, Z5)dW!.

t
U(XF, Ly, ZDA; = W(x0, 0y, 20) + / Ag(cxsvfﬁ"és,zﬂp)(x;,g;‘;g,Zg)ds
0

t
T / U(XE, L, 2N (XE, LAV
0

t
T / 82 (xe 28 7000 (X0, 2E. 20)dB
0

882['2' $77s

b ow ,
s [ Ao 25z (6, 2L 2
0 1

Taking the conditional expectation about %" on both sides of the above equality under
the measure P°, one can get that

B [W(XF, Zx:, Z)) A |7,

€
s’ S

t
- \D(:Eo,éxo,zo)+/ EPE[Ai(ﬁxs’fis’ZE\If)(Xj,92”}; ZE)|fzs]ds
0
16



t
+ [ B 2 20 A (X5, 25| 7 v
0

t
R [z, 8y, 20)| FY] + / EP [AS(LX %520 (XE, 28, 7). 7 Jds
0

t
+ [ 2 2 A (6 25| 7y
0

which together with the definition of pf (V) yields that
t

t
) = () + [ F W+ [ UAYE (8 = W, B 0)
0 0
By the same deduction to that of (i), we obtain (i7). The proof is complete. O
)7 (Hz'l)7 (Hl )_(Hz ); (Hh)7 there

' 1
Lemma 5.5. Under these assumptions (H b0 b .0

b1,01

exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any q > 1,

E < sup |P§(1)|q> <C, E ( sup |Pt(1)|q> <C.

te[0,T] te[0,T]

Proof. First of all, from the Holder inequality, it follows that

1
2
E ( sup Ipf(l)lq) =E" |A7 < sup |p§(1)|q> E” (Sup Ipf(l)IQq)] (24)
te[0,7) t€[0,7]

te[0,7
Then we estimate |pf(1)]?9. Since p(1) satisfies Eq.([22) with ¥(z, i, 2) = 1, it holds that

l t . 12
o <sup \p§<1>\2q) < 22q—1+22q‘ll2"‘lZEPE<sup | / P (h) Y )
i=1 0

te[0,7) t€[0,7]
l T
2¢(2q — 1)79 ) N\
< gty et NS g (7))
: 0

= [E7(A)?):

1=

l T

2q(2g — 1 . .

< 22‘1—1+22q—1l2q—1[7“% )}qT"*E / E¥ | pS(h")|ds
i=1 Y0

) < |2
B[ (X5, 25, 200 7 )| s

! T

< 22q—1+02/ E]Pf[
i=1 70
l T

< 22q—1_|_oz/ EF*
i=1 70

T

< 224—1+C/ EF |A%|*ds
0

< G,

where the last step is based on (2I]). So, inserting the above inequality in (24)), by (21
we obtain that

2q

W(XE, L8, 29N as

te[0,7T

E ( sup |p§(1)|q> <G

17



Finally, the same deduction to that for the above inequality implies the second estimate.
The proof is complete. O

), (H2), (H,,,)-(H,,,), (Hy), there

Lemma 5.6. Under these assumptions (H; b0

b1,01

exists a constant C > 0 such that fort € [0,T]
(p(1)'<C, as.
Since the proof of the above lemma is similar to that of [21, Lemma 5.1}, we omit it.

5.3. Some estimates for £° := p>®* — p. In order to investigate £° := p=%* — p, we
prepare some following stronger moment estimates.

Lemma 5.7. Under assumptions (Hy, , ) (H}, ,,)- (Hg2 #y)s there exists a constant C' > 0
such that

sup E|XF[? < O+ [zol* +[20[7),  sup E[ZF[* < C(1+ |0 + 2] ™),
te[0,7) t€[0,7]

where p is the same to that in (ng o)

We don’t prove the lemma above, since its proof is similar to that for Lemma [4.11

Lemma 5.8. Under these assumptions (H}, ) (H2) (H} . )-(HZ ), and (Hy), {¢,t €

b1,0 ba,0 ba,0
[0, T} is relatively weakly compact in C(]0, i’] 1./\/I(R" X 9322( 2 R™))), Z}hiare M(R"x P5(R™))
stands for the collection of all the finite measures on R™ x P5(R™).

Proof. First of all, from Lemma [53 it follows that for F € C;*(R™ x Py(R")),

El&; (F)] = Elp;™"(F) = pi(F)| = Elp; (F) — p(F)| < Elp; (F)| + Elpe(F)]
HFqu»?(Rnpr(Rn))Emi(l)| + ||FHCE’2(R”><P2(R”))E|515(1)|
C||FHC§’2(R"XPQ(R"))’

NN

which yields that

sup sup E|&(F)| < oo. (25)
€ tel0,T]

Besides, by Lemma [5.4] it holds that

t t
pixu(F) = F(20, 6,,) +/ T ((ﬁXﬂ jPEF)( , ,ZS)) ds —|—/ P (Fhi(.’ .,Zj)) d}/'sa,i’
0
¢

t _ _. .
plF) = Flanda) + [ (5% Fas+ [ purhavs:
0 0

Based on the above equation and the isometric formula, we can obtain that for any ¢ > 0
and any {.%;}-stopping time 0 <7 <74+ < T,

El& 5(F) = &(F)P = EY [|€5(F) - &(F)PA7]
< (EXE,5(F) — ()2 (EF (A7)Y)Y?,
and
ET & 5(F) = (BT < BN (070 (F) = pras(F)) — (027H(F) — pr (F)[*
<

PETp2 i (F) = p2" M ()| + 2B |prys (F) — 5o (F)[*
18



T+0 4
< o | [ (P 20) d

T+0 ) 14
[ i ) ave

+43EF

T4+ _ 4
+43E / ﬁs(ﬁx’ggF)ds‘ + 43E

4353EP5 /T+5

T+
+435EP5/ | (FR(-, -, Z2))[* ds

7’+5 o ) 4
/ Pu(FRA)AY

smu<(£X6 )(.7.722))‘4013

VAN

T+6 B T+6 o
+4353ER / 175 (L5%x F)|ds + 4°6EF / |ps(FRY)|*ds
= Il+[2+[3+14-
For I; + I3, it holds that

T+
oty < R [TEE [ R, 28, 21 as

T4+06 _ _ - €
v [ e R 8, 2 AR s

N

T+0
FECE [1E [ X2+ B+ |Z P Jas

746
SR [E (14 I + BT IA ) s

N

o
PHOET [ B (14 XE P + O 12PN 120 o

1
14353 CEP / EF [(1+|XT+U\8+C)|AT+H|4\9§u]du

/N

e e 1/2 e 1/2
43530/ (1+F7 X2+ C + B> |22, ') (B A, %) du

9
00 [ (1B K+ 0 B
0
< 0o,

where the last inequality is based on Lemma 5.7 5.1, and 5.3 Moreover, by the
boundedness of F, h, we have that I, + I, < 0. Thus, these estimates imply that

El&Z5(F) — E&(F)]* < C(6* +9),

and then

hm limsupsup E|¢2, 5(F) — &(F)|* = 0. (26)
=0 10 7<T
19



Finally, combining (28) (26) with [I0, Theorem 2.7}, we obtain that {&(F'),t € [0,T]}
is relatively weakly compact in C([0, 7], R), which together with [IT, Theorem 6.2] yields
that {&£,t € [0,T]} is relatively weakly compact. O

Here, in order to prove that {£°} converges weakly to 0, we need the following estimate.

Lemma 5.9. Suppose that the assumptions (Hy, ) (Héwz)—(H%m) hold. Then it holds
that for any 6 > 0 and any t € [0,T],

E|X7 s — X717 < C(LA+ |zl + 2] ) (0% + o),
where p is the same to that in (HY, ).

We don’t prove the lemma above, since its proof is similar to that for Lemma

Proposition 5.10. Under these assumptions (Hy , ) (Hz) (Hj ,) (Hy, ) (H%;@)
(H}, ,,) and (Hy), there exists a subsequence {£°+ } which converges weakly to 0 in C([0, T7,

M(R" x Z5(R™))).

Proof. Step 1. We prove that for any ¢ € [0, 7] and F € Cp*(R™ x Py(R™))
2

&(F) — /0 €(LYZxF)ds — /0 E(FRHYAYS| = 0.

First of all, we define a perturbed test function F*(x, u, z) as follows:

lim E
e—0

Fe(x7 22 Z) = F(QU, M) + 6XF(:1:7 22 Z)v
where xr(z, 1, z) is the unique solution of the Poisson equation ([I@]). Note that
pr(F) = pi(F) + pi(exr) = o7 ""(F) + epi(xr).
Thus, based on Lemma 5.4 we get that

GF) = pp"(F) = pul(F) = pf(F°) —ep;(xr) — pu(F)

BB i) 4+ [ o e mas s [ ans
(e + [ ¥ Emas s [ pEmars)
= —epi(xp) + 0" (F) + 25 (xr) + /Ot AL IR e LR xp 4 L7 xp)ds
+ [ aenave e [ tanave ) - [ v 4R
- /0 PRy
i

t B t
D ) + i) + / FL5ZEF)ds + e / P (L5 TR x ) ds
0 0

t
- / pS(FRN)AYE + ¢ /
0 0
t —_ .
- [ rmave
0

t

¢ .
o (erhi )Y S — / Au(L5 75 F)ds
0
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t
= —ep; (xF) +epg(XF +/ ST EX“Z )ds+€/ pi(ﬁxgvfﬁ'stF)dS
0 0

t

t L ¢ 5 —. .
—|—/ P2 (FRYAYE! +5/ P (xrph")dYS! —/ s (LX%x F)ds —/ ps(Fh)dY "
0 0 0

t
_/ €$ﬂFhZ dYEZ / €$ﬂFhZ dYEZ
0 0
¢ Y P t e ;
= —epf(xr) +enixr) + / € (L5 F)ds + / €8 (FR)dY=
0 0
t

+5/ pi(ﬁxg’fgexp)dsjtsf
0 0

where the fact that pg™" (F) = po(F') = F(x¢, 04,) is used in the fourth equality. Moreover,

it holds that
t . t o '
_ / € (5% F)ds / £ (FRI)AY
0

t
- E‘—spi(w)%pﬁ(w)% / L B ds 4 < [ et
0

t

t
PLxrh )Y + / PpL(Fh' — FR)AYS,
0

2

t 2
+ / pE(Fh — FR)AYS
0

ps(ﬁx Zxexp)ds

2

< 5Elp; (xr)|* + 5e°Elpy (xp)|* + 56°E

2
+ 5E

t
ps(xrh')dY !

0

=. J1—|—J2+J3+J4—|—J5. (27)

For J;, based on the Holder inequality, the Jensen inequality, Lemma BT, B.7 and
Proposition [4.6] it holds that

Ji 5" (|07 (xr) [PAT] < 5% (BT |pf (xm) )2 (BT [AZ]) 2
5 C(EY [T [|xr (X5, Lye, Z0) A7 )Y
b2 C(EY [xr (X5, Lye, Z7)°)VHET AT
52C(E™ (1 + |XFI* + (|2 1° + |25 1%) !
Ce?. (28)
We treat J,. It is easy to see that
Jo = 5% X (20, 0z, 20) > (29)
For J3, Proposition and (B]) implies

t

+5¢°E P2 (Fhi — FAY)dY S
0

INCIN NN

(L5 xp) (@, 1, 2)] < O+ [2] + [l + |2])-
And based on the Holder inequality and the same deduction to that for .J;, we know that

Jy < 5T / E|of (L5 %5y p)|2ds < Ce?. (30)
0
21



For Jy, by the boundedness of h, the BDG inequality and the similar deduction to that
for Ji, it holds that

t 2
Jo= 5B 7| [ gy
0
) t 4 %
< 5B (AP BT | [ ey
0
1
l T 2
< 2| Y [ B i) <oz 31)
i=1 Y0

Next, we deal with J5. Set W(z,u,2) := F(x, p)h(z, p, z) — F(z, u)h(z, 1), and then
by the boundedness of F' and (Hj), it holds that W(z, i, z) is bounded and Lipschitz
continuous. Then, applying the Holder inequality and the BDG inequality, one could

obtain that
t . 12
[ vz
0

.

t 2
/ P (W)Y
0

< 5[EF(A5)Y:

J; = bHE

= 5E" {A;

t . g4 2
E” / o2 (U
0

<C p5(7)

R E
ds]

In the following, we are devoted to estimating the last term of the above inequality.
First, we divide the time interval [0, T| into parts of size 0.: 0 =ty < t; <ty < --- <
tn<T,N = [ ]tj+1 tj=0.,7=0,1,2,--- /N — 1. Then it holds that

4

ds]
4
ds]

B WX 2, 2N )]
s ]

For clarity and simplicity, we use [t,t + J.] instead of [t;,t;1+1], and the analysis for the
remainder term over the interval follows from the same argument. So, we know that

l 2

T
S [ R . 2 2080 )
0

i=1

4
< C ds (32)

= /‘EPE‘I” (X5, Zxe, Z)NZ)]

ti+1
zEﬂ” /

+EF / ’EPE (XS, L, 25N T

4
o / ‘EPE (W(X2, L5, Z)ANFY7]| ds

pe t+0¢
E /
t

< (N+1) sup
te[0,T]

, o4
(X5, 25, 290 7)) ds]
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T
(—+1) sup
5& t€[0,T]

pe t+6e
]E /
t

From the Holder inequality and the Jensen inequality, it follows that

o [ rtt6e
]E \/
t

o [ rtt6e
_ E /
t

<

B [W(XF, Lz, ZOAL| 7]

Be t+6e
]E /
t

B [W(XZ, 2y, ZOAS 7]

4ds] | (33)

Next, we study
4
ds.

4
B (WX, 25, 20057 ds]

B [0 (XE, L, ZOAS — W(XT, Ly, Z9)AS

, . , 4

[ |

[ [t . . 4
+33EP5 / EP&[\I]Z(Xfug,;I;vase)Ai _‘;[]Z(vaggfvzse)Aﬂst] dS]
t

, !
PET| [ [ET NG, 2 2000 - WG, 2 20N FY | s

/N

[t ‘ 4
L3EF / X[V (X7, 5., Z5)A]| 7] ds]
t

t+0e
33 / EF”
t

(wi(XE, 2R, 22) = WX, 25, 20)) A
t+0¢ P
+3° / E™
t

[ |

= K1+K2+K3. (34)
For K, by the Holder inequality, and Lemma [5.1] and [5.9] it holds that

4
ds

/N

4
ds

(X7, Lxe, Z22) (AL = A9)

, 14
R | [ R G, 2E a2 ds

1

Kosow [ (B 7 - v 2 )
) 1

< C B (WX, 25, 70) — V(XG5 Z0)1F) s

1>

EIP

/N
Q

(1xz = X + (22 22) ) s

EP| X5 — X7J® + E|X° — Xf|8> *ds

/N
Q

1
E(AS) Y X5 — X§|8+E|X§—X§|8)2ds
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t+0c 1
<o (@R - X EX: - XiT) s
t

t+0e
< C / (04 + 62)ds < C(57 + 67), (35)
t

where p?(Ly., Zye) < BIX — X7|2.
From the boundedness of ¥ and Lemma [5.1], it follows that

t+0e
K, < 0/ EF|AZ — Af*ds < CO2. (36)
t

To treat K3, we introduce an auxiliary process as follows: for s € [kd., (k4 1)d:),

{ A2 = 10o(LY: , Z5)ds + Jeoa (LR, Z5)AW,
Zliég - Zkég
Then it holds that

K3 _ 33Ep5 /t+6s
t
+UN(XF, Lxe, 25N )

t+0e
< 6°EF /
t

t+0de
R /
t

=. D1 + Dg.
For Dy, based on the Jensen inequality, the Holder inequality and (2I]), it holds that

(37)

4
ds

, , . 4

. . o4

t+de
D, < C / B[O (X7, L5, ZO)N; — U (X7, Zy-, Z5)Af [ ds

1 1
< c / (B |9 X5 25 70) — WX, 25, 290 (B ) s

N

t+36. . 1
c [ (B 25, 2 - Wi 25, Z)P) s
t

t+0e .
- C / (EPE B (12,6, Z597) = Wz, 0, Z50)
t

1
2

(.00, 2) = <Xf,$;‘§g,z,f>ﬂ) ds, (38)

where Z9% represents the solution to the fast part of Eq.(d]), but .Z%. starts in J, at the
time ¢ and Z¢ starts in z at the time ¢, and Z=%2 stands for the solution to the auxiliary
equation (B7), but £%. starts in 6, at the time ¢ and Z¢ starts in z at the time ¢t. By
Lemma [5.2] it holds that for s € [t,t + 0]

B (Wi (2, 6, Z5%07) = Wi, 65, Z7%9) ) < CEF(|Z5%7 = 2577
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< O (BIZe% - 2552 ]%)" (ElIAG |3

=

< O (BlZe0 - Zg5e)))”

Note that

515 57

E[| 2% = Z5%* 0] S CL+ [l + o) (S5 + ) (027 + 0D)e D, (30)

where the above inequality is proved in the Appendlx. Thus, we have that
B 19,60, 25) — W00, 20

515 57 1
< O+l + 129 (G + 2607 + )i+ D)

Inserting the above inequality into (38]), by Lemma [5.7] one could obtain that
515 57
< O6. ((

Next, we calculate D,. Set

Ho=F VI VF, seltt+0.),

where .ZX°, 7" denote the usual augmentation of o{X2,0 < r < t},0{Z5,0 < r < t},
respectively. Then from the tower property of the conditional expectation, the Jensen
inequality, Lemma [5.1] and the Holder inequality, it follows that

2)0L + oDt ot s >)1. (40)

t+- ' R iy

t
7| '
7| !

ds
& t+65 e [ & ; 2
= OB [ [ N 6 25 00002) = (67 2, 20

ds

t+5c - ) .
e / P (B [W(X7, L5, 2 A5 1)
t _

t+0< - ~
_ GE / X [ASEP [W(XF, 25, Z0) 1)
t |

ysys} 4ds

g\ 2
)ds

4
ds

N

{462 R
6 [ BT AT 0,00 25 1,61 2) = (X, 2R Z0)
t
402 1
63/ <E]P’E |Aa|8> 2 (E]P’E
C / (EPE
L t40-
Cs2 / EY
t

1 t+65 - ff;‘zs i 8
— (62 / E" [Pﬁf\IfZ(Xf,XES,Zf)} ds
t €

25

N

EF [ (2,0, 2507\ (2, 60, 2) = (X7, £z, Z7)]

8
ds

. ~ 8
EF [V (x, 85, 25%7)|(x, 8y, 2) = (Xf,i”_ﬁ';ts, Zf)]‘ ds)

[NIES

N

EF (W, 6, Z5%%)| (2, 0, 2) = (X7, Lxe, Z7)]

1
2

N

[SIE



[NIES

Q

[
1 . S 8
55%5% (/0 EP [Pr X¢ \Iﬂ(XﬁfEtg,Zf)] d?”)

(NI

1 o € fis ; 8
< C2ee / EF [PT ND’(X;,X}%,Z?)} dr | .
0

In the following, we deal with |P X \Ifl(Xf, g};s, Zf)|®. Note that

fxs i € P € i 8u,2
P (XG, LR Z5) = E [\If (, 8,, Z57%)

(w00, 2) = (XE, 25, 29)]
Thus, by the same deduction as Lemma 4.5 in [22], we get that

zg};f ) e P e ST € P 2
r \I](Xtngfvzt>_\Il(Xt7$Xf)

. _ . 2
- )E [\Ifz(x,éx, 2007) = Wi, 8,) (2, 8, 2) = (X7, L Zf)] ‘
< Ce (14 X7 + 2% + 17 17),

where U (z, p) := [, ¥(z, 1, 2)v#(dz). Since ¥(x, u) = 0, one could obtain that

L 2
T g \IIZ(XtEvg;I;vatE)

<Ce (1L + X7 + 1251 +1Z1%),
and

S 8 y
s UG, L Z5) | < Cen (L X+ 12 1 1 2.

Next, by inserting the above inequality in (41), it holds that

[NIES

1 o P
D, < CoZed (/ e VTET (14 1XG° + | L I+ |Zf\8>dr>
0
1 . 3
< oszed (EF (41X + 1251 + 1221 )
A 1
< Cazed (B(L+ X0 + 1251 + 121))”
< Coeh,
where Lemma [5.7] is used in the last inequality.
So, combining (42)) with (0), we know that

15 7 1 1y
05 <(5 5 )(517+59) C( 16+68 >4 +05§55.
Inserting (35), (36) and (43)) into (BZ]), one can get that
ds]

t+0e
/
< O +02) + 082+ O (55 + )68 + 02)eC vl ) osked

EF EX (X5, Lx:, ZOA|F) ]

515 57
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which together with (B3]) implies that

E € 4
ol /‘EP (X2, 2R )N FY )

T 15 7 16 8.\ 3 1,
< G+ [0(55 +8%) + 08 + C. ((5 + %)(5;7 + 5g>60<§1—s+§—s>) + C(sgaa}
15 7 3
< C(T+6.) [(53 +62) + 62+ ((5 O )(617 +02)e 16+68)> + 5—1]
gl 565
From the above inequality and (B2), it follows that
) 15 7 516 s8N\ 1 1 1
Js S O(T +0.)3[ (02 +62) + 02 + ((;S ’ )OI + DTN L S (4g)
0¢

Finally, inserting (28))-(B1]) and (@) into ([27), we have

t _ t . ]
- [t s [ gwnare
0 0

1 515
< CE 4 O(T + 84| (0 +02) + o2 + <(§

2
E & (F

K

Choosing . = 5(—ln5)3_12 and taking the limit on both sides of the above inequality, it

holds that
t
& (F / LN APs - [ grrare
0

Step 2. We prove that there exists a subsequence {£#} which converges weakly to 0.

By Lemma [5.§ and Step 1, we know that there exists a subsequence {£°+} which
converges weakly to £ in C([0,7], M(R" x P5(R")) as k — oo, and furthermore for
t€]0,T] and F € Cy (R x P(R™)), &(F) satisfies the equation

7 1
5_58)(517+59) o( 16+€8)> i

S| Qe

2

hmE = 0.

- (5% ) ds - / 6 (FRAY, =0, (45)
0 0

where Y is a [-dimensional Brownian motion. For Eq.(43]), by [14, Theorem 4.9], it holds
that its solutions are unique. Besides, note that 0 is a solution to Eq.([#5]). Thus, £ = 0,
that is, {£°¢} converges weakly to 0. The proof is complete. O

Now, it is the position to prove Theorem [3.2
Proof of Theorem 3.2l For t € [0,7] and F € C;"*(R™ x Z,5(R™)), it holds that

e _ pi " (F) — pu(F) pr W) = (M) GE) e &)
P (F) — m(F — M (F = - H(F :
) = mlE) = pe(1) ) pe(1) pe(1) e )ﬁt(l)

So, based on Lemma [5.6] and [5.10, and the boundedness of 7;"*(F), we obtain that 7"

converges weakly to 7; as € — 0. The proof is complete.
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6. APPENDIX

In the section, we prove (B9]).
Proof of (39).
By the Holder inequality, the BDG inequality, (Hb2 5,) and Lemma 5.9, we get that for
s € [t,t+ 0]
EHZS,(S,C,Z o ZAa,éx,z|16]
‘ 1

= E g/ <b2($ﬂ>5151 z Z€5 Z) - b2(5$7 Zf7éz’z>)dr

2 [ (i 29) = (5. 22))

N

15 s " 16
|| [ (0 i 25) — a0 29
t s

215 " 16
‘ / 02 XE 00,2 9 Za O Z) - 02(5x> Z?émz)) T ]
515 5 e s 16
< 05 E’bQ Xswéx zy ZE © Z) - b2(5xa Z;; x’z) dr

‘l‘C_a / EHO’?("%;I%'JCV‘SLM Z?éz’z) - 02(5$7 ZAi’&mz) ||16dr

15
= 05

E|by(ZLs ZE07) — b8y ZE%) 4 bo (6, Z5%57) — by(8, Z297) "4
516 2 e,x,8z,29 Hp 2\Vz, &p 2\Vz, &p 2\Vxy &y r

Xp

+C_€ / Elloo(Lyerines Z257°) = 0985, Z5507) + 02(00, Z7°7%) — 09(8,, Z7%)||'0dr

515 »
E by (Lyeinisoes 2577) = b0y, Z7%7)

< 0616 X5 dr
515 16
+O5 E’bg (6, Z5%%) — by(8,, 22952 dr
57 o, 1 16
+C§s/t Bl0s( L e 559) = 0202, Z557)
567 ° €,02,2 ~¢,02,2 || 16
+C§ t E|loo(ds, Z:°7%) — 09(04, Z2°=%) || °dr
5;5 57 ° 8 16 P 515 57 ° €,02,2 e,02,21218
€ O30 [ B S b+ OG5 5 [ Bl 2502
5;5 57 £,2,00,2 16 5615 667 €,02,2 7€,04,2116
< C(ﬁ—i‘gs) E|X LL" d’f’"—C(gTG—'—g) E‘ZT’ ’ —ZT’ ’| dr
t
16 16 6615 57 ° 16 8 515 67 ° €,02,2 5,800,216
< O+ 27+ 7| )(ﬁJrgg) (0" +0g)dr + C(g + 5) | E|Z7%" — 220 Pdr
t
16 16 615 5Z 17 9 515 7 €,02,2 5e6:,2|16
< C(1+ |=|™ + |7 )(5 —8)(5 + 0 )+C(—+ ) E|ZT’ ©% — Z200% |0,
t
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Then the Gronwall inequality gives us

E Ze,5z,z_ZA€,51,z 16 < O(1 16 16 6L15 6_67 517 59 C(%-‘r%)
[1Z3 ST S CQAA P+ 127 (S + )0 + 0 )em e
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