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APPROXIMATION OF NONLINEAR FILTERING FOR MULTISCALE
MCKEAN-VLASOV STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS*

HUIJIE QIAO AND WANLIN WEI

School of Mathematics, Southeast University,
Nanjing, 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 (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P) be a complete filtered probability space. B,W are n-dimensional
and m-dimensional standard Brownian motions defined on (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P), respec-
tively. Moreover, B and W are mutually independent. Consider the following system on
R

n × R
m:















dXε
t = b1(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )dt + σ1(X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )dBt,

Xε
0 = x0, 0 6 t 6 T,

dZε
t = 1

ε
b2(L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )dt +
1√
ε
σ2(L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )dWt,

Zε
0 = z0, 0 6 t 6 T,

(1)

where these mappings b1 : Rn × P2(R
n) × R

m → R
n, σ1 : Rn × P2(R

n) × R
m → R

n×n,
b2 : P2(R

n) × R
m → R

m, σ2 : P2(R
n) × R

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

Xε
t

denotes the distribution of Xε
t under the probability measure P, and P2(R

n) denotes the
collection of probability measures on R

n with finite second moments.
If b1, σ1, b2, σ2 don’t depend on the distribution L P

Xε
t
, and b2, σ2 also depend on the state

Xε
t , the system (1) is usually called multiscale stochastic differential equations (SDEs for

short) or slow-fast systems. And Xε
· , Z

ε
· 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 [18, 19, 20] systematically
investigated approximation between Xε

t and the solution of the average equation through
Poisson equations.
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If b1, σ1, b2, σ2 depend on distributions, the system (1) 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 σ1 doesn’t
depend on Zε

t and b2, σ2 also depend on the state Xε
t , Röckner, Sun and Xie [25] showed

that the slow part Xε
· of the system (1) converges to an average system in the L2 sense.

Recently, Xu, Liu, Liu and Miao [29] extended the result in [25] to the case where b2, σ2

depend on (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ,L
P

Zε
t
). Very recently, we [22] considered the same system to that

in [29] and established the Lp (p > 2) convergence. In the paper, we observe the system
(1), that is, σ1 does depend on Zε

t . The price to pay is that b2, σ2 don’t depend on the
state Xε

t and the distribution L P

Zε
t
.

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

Y ε
t = Vt +

∫ t

0

h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)ds, (2)

where V is a l-dimensional Brownian motion independent of B,W , and h : Rn×P(Rn)×
R

m → R
l is Borel measurable. Thus, the system (1) 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 (Xε

· ,L
P

Xε
·

, Zε
· ) based on the infor-

mation of Y ε
· . 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 b1, σ1, b2, σ2, h don’t depend on the distribution L P

Xε
t
, these problems have

been widely studied (See [1, 5, 6, 8, 17, 21, 23] and references therein). If σ1, h don’t
depend on Zε

t and b2, σ2 also depend on the state Xε
t and the distribution L P

Zε
t
, for the

signal-observation system (1)+(2) we [22] showed the convergence of the nonlinear filter-
ing for (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
) in the Lp (p > 1) sense. In the paper, we require that σ1, h depend on

Zε
t and obtain the weak convergence.
As a whole, our contribution are two-folded:
• By a Poisson equation we prove that the slow part of the original system weakly

converges to the average system.
• 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 [13], three authors studied the following

multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs:














dXε
t = b1(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ,L
P

Zε
t
)dt+ σ1(X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
)dBt,

Xε
0 = x0, 0 6 t 6 T,

dZε
t = 1

ε
b2(L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ,L
P

Zε
t
)dt + 1√

ε
σ2(L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ,L
P

Zε
t
)dWt,

Zε
0 = z0, 0 6 t 6 T.

(3)

Then they defined

b̄1(x, µ) =

∫

Rm

b1(x, µ, z, ν
µ)νµ(dz), σ̄1σ̄

∗
1(x, µ) =

∫

Rm

(σ1σ
∗
1)(x, µ, z, ν

µ)νµ(dz), (4)

where νµ is the unique invariant probability measure for the fast equation (See Section
3), constructed the average equation (11) and presented a similar average principle under
strong conditions. It is obvious that the system (3) is more general than the system (1).
However, comparing (4) with (10), we think that our definitions of b̄1, σ̄1 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 2, 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 4 and 5, 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 P2(R

n) 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
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. Ck(Rn) represents the collection of
all functions which are continuous differentiable up to k-order. Define the Banach space:

Clip(R
n) :=

{

ϕ ∈ C(Rn) : ‖ϕ‖Clip(Rn) = sup
x∈Rn

|ϕ(x)|
1 + |x|2 + sup

x 6=y

|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)|
|x− y| < ∞

}

.

Let B(Rn) denote the Borel σ-field on R
n. P(Rn) consists of all probability measures

on B(Rn) carrying the usual topology of weak convergence. Let B(Rn) satisfying:

‖µ‖2 :=
∫

Rn

|x|2µ(dx) < ∞.

We put on P2(R
n) a topology induced by the following metric:

ρ(µ, ν) = sup
‖ϕ‖Clip(R

n)61

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

ϕ(x)µ(dx)−
∫

Rn

ϕ(x)ν(dx)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Thus, (P2(R
n), ρ) is a Polish space.

2.2. L-derivative for functions on P2(R
n). In the subsection we recall the definition

of L-derivative for functions on P2(R
n).

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

n. For µ ∈ P2(R
n) and φ ∈ L2(Rn,B(Rn), µ;Rn), < µ, φ >:=

∫

Rn φ(x)µ(dx). Moreover,
by simple calculation, it holds that µ ◦ (I + φ)−1 ∈ P2(R

n).

Definition 2.1. (i) A function f : P2(R
n) 7→ R is called L-differentiable at µ ∈ P2(R

n),
if the functional

L2(Rn,B(Rn), µ;Rn) ∋ φ 7→ f(µ ◦ (I + φ)−1)

is Fréchet differentiable at φ = 0; that is, there exists a unique γ ∈ L2(Rn,B(Rn), µ;Rn)
such that

lim
<µ,|φ|2>→0

f(µ ◦ (I + φ)−1)− f(µ)− < µ, γ · φ >
√

< µ, |φ|2 >
= 0.

3



In the case, we denote ∂µf(µ) = γ and call it the L-derivative of f at µ.
(ii) A function f : P2(R

n) 7→ R is called L-differentiable on P2(R
n) if L-derivative

∂µf(µ) exists for all µ ∈ P2(R
n).

Definition 2.2. The function f is said to be in Ck(P2(R
n)), if µ 7→ f(µ) is k-times

continuous L-differentiable on P2(R
n).

Definition 2.3. The function F : Rn × P2(R
n) 7→ R is said to be in Ck,k(Rn ×P2(R

n)),
if for µ ∈ P2(R

n), F (·, µ) is in Ck(Rn), and for x ∈ R
n, F (x, ·) is in Ck(P2(R

n)). If
F ∈ Ck,k(Rn×P2(R

n)), and itself and all its derivatives are bounded and jointly continuous

in the corresponding variable family, we say F ∈ C
k,k
b (Rn × P2(R

n)).

Definition 2.4. The function Ψ : Rn × P2(R
n) × R

m 7→ R is said to be in Ck,k,k(Rn ×
P2(R

n)×R
m), if for (x, z) ∈ R

n×R
m,Ψ(x, ·, z) ∈ Ck(P2(R

n)) and for µ ∈ P2(R
n),Ψ(·, µ, ·) ∈

Ck(Rn × R
m). If Ψ ∈ Ck,k,k(Rn × P2(R

n) × R
m), and itself and all its derivatives

are bounded and jointly continuous in the corresponding variable family, we say Ψ ∈
C

k,k,k
b (Rn ×P2(R

n)× R
m).

2.3. Assumptions. In the subsection, we list 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,

i = 1, 2,

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

6 Lb1,σ1

(

|x1 − x2|2 + ρ2(µ1, µ2) + |z1 − z2|2
)

.

(H2
σ1
) There exists a constant l > 0 such that for x ∈ R

n, µ ∈ P2(R
n), z ∈ R

m, h ∈ R
n,

〈σ1(x, µ, z)h, h〉 > l|h|2.
(H3

b1,σ1
) ∂xb1(x, µ, z), ∂µb1(x, µ, z)(y), ∂zb1(x, µ, z), ∂xxb1(x, µ, z), ∂xzb1(x, µ, z), ∂zzb1(x, µ, z),
∂y∂µb1(x, µ, z)(y) exist for any (x, µ, y, z) ∈ R

n×P2(R
n)×R

n ×R
m and are uni-

formly bounded. And there exists a constant γ1 ∈ (0, 1] such that for zi ∈ R
m,

i = 1, 2,

sup
x∈Rn,µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂xb1(x, µ, z1)− ∂xb1(x, µ, z2)‖ 6 C|z1 − z2|γ1 ,

sup
x∈Rn,µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂µb1(x, µ, z1)− ∂µb1(x, µ, z2)‖L2(µ) 6 C|z1 − z2|γ1 ,

sup
x∈Rn,µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂zb1(x, µ, z1)− ∂zb1(x, µ, z2)‖ 6 C|z1 − z2|γ1,

sup
x∈Rn,µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂xxb1(x, µ, z1)− ∂xxb1(x, µ, z2)‖ 6 C|z1 − z2|γ1 ,

sup
x∈Rn,µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂xzb1(x, µ, z1)− ∂xzb1(x, µ, z2)‖ 6 C|z1 − z2|γ1 ,

sup
x∈Rn,µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂zzb1(x, µ, z1)− ∂zzb1(x, µ, z2)‖ 6 C|z1 − z2|γ1 ,

sup
x∈Rn,µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂y∂µb1(x, µ, z1)− ∂y∂µb1(x, µ, z2)‖L2(µ) 6 C|z1 − z2|γ1 .

Moreover, the above conditions also hold for σ1σ
∗
1.
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(H1
b2,σ2

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

m, i = 1, 2,

|b2(µ1, z1)− b2(µ2, z2)|2 + ‖σ2(µ1, z1)− σ2(µ2, z2)‖2 6 Lb2,σ2

(

ρ2(µ1, µ2) + |z1 − z2|2
)

.

(H2
b2,σ2

) There exists a constant β > 0 with β
2
> Lb2,σ2 such that for µ ∈ P2(R

n), zi ∈ R
m,

i = 1, 2,

2〈z1 − z2, b2(µ, z1)− b2(µ, z2)〉+ ‖σ2(µ, z1)− σ2(µ, z2)‖2 6 −β|z1 − z2|2.
(H2′

b2,σ2
) For any p > 1, there exists a constant β ′ > 0 with β′

2
> (2p− 1)Lb2,σ2 such that

for µ ∈ P2(R
n), zi ∈ R

m, i = 1, 2,

2〈z1 − z2, b2(µ, z1)− b2(µ, z2)〉+ (2p− 1)‖σ2(µ, z1)− σ2(µ, z2)‖2 6 −β ′|z1 − z2|2.
(H3

b2,σ2
) ∂µb2(µ, z)(y), ∂zb2(µ, z), ∂zzb2(µ, z), ∂y∂µb2(µ, z)(y) exist for any (µ, y, z) ∈ P2(R

n)×
R

n×R
m and are uniformly bounded. And there exists a constant γ2 ∈ (0, 1] such

that for zi ∈ R
m, i = 1, 2,

sup
µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂µb2(µ, z1)− ∂µb2(µ, z2)‖L2(µ) 6 C|z1 − z2|γ2 ,

sup
µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂zb2(µ, z1)− ∂zb2(µ, z2)‖ 6 C|z1 − z2|γ2 ,

sup
µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂zzb2(µ, z1)− ∂zzb2(µ, z2)‖ 6 C|z1 − z2|γ2 ,

sup
µ∈P2(Rn)

‖∂y∂µb2(µ, z1)− ∂y∂µb2(µ, z2)‖L2(µ) 6 C|z1 − z2|γ2.

Moreover, the above conditions also hold for σ2.

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

|h(x1, µ1, z1)− h(x2, µ2, z2)|2 6 Lh(|x1 − x2|2 + ρ2(µ1, µ2) + |z1 − z2|2).
Remark 2.5. (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,

|b1(x, µ, z)|2 + ‖σ1(x, µ, z)‖2 6 L̄b1,σ1(1 + |x|2 + ‖µ‖2 + |z|2). (5)

(ii) (H1
b2,σ2

) implies that there exists a constant L̄b2,σ2 > 0 such that for µ ∈ P2(R
n),

z ∈ R
m,

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

(iii) (H1
b2,σ2

) and (H2
b2,σ2

) yield that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for µ ∈
P2(R

n), z ∈ R
m

2〈z, b2(µ, z)〉+ ‖σ2(µ, z)‖2 6 −α|z|2 + C(1 + ‖µ‖2), (7)

where α := β
2
− Lb2,σ2.

(iv) (H1
b2,σ2

) and (H2′

b2,σ2
) imply that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for µ ∈

P2(R
n), z ∈ R

m

2〈z, b2(µ, z)〉+ (2p− 1)‖σ2(µ, z)‖2 6 −α′|z|2 + C(1 + ‖µ‖2), (8)

where α′ := β′

2
− (2p− 1)Lb2,σ2.

Here we mention that (H2′

b2,σ2
) is stronger than (H2

b2,σ2
), and (H2

b2,σ2
) and (H2′

b2,σ2
) are

used in Theorem 3.1 and 3.2, respectively.
5



3. Main results

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

3.1. The average principle. Under these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

), by [28, Theo-
rem 2.1] or [3, Theorem 3.1], we know that the slow-fast system (1) has a unique strong
solution (Xε

· , Z
ε
· ).

Next, we take any µ ∈ P2(R
n), and fix it. Consider the following SDE:

{

dZµ,z0
t = b2(µ, Z

µ,z0
t )dt + σ2(µ, Z

µ,z0
t )dWt,

Z
µ,z0
0 = z0, 0 6 t 6 T.

(9)

Based on [7], it holds that under the assumption (H1
b2,σ2

), the above equation has a
unique strong solution Zµ,z0

· . Besides, Zµ,z0
· is a Markov process. Let pt(µ; z0, A) denote

the transition probability of Zµ,z0
· for t > 0 and A ∈ B(Rm). The associated transition

semigroup {P µ
t }t>0 is given by

(P µ
t φ)(z0) =

∫

Rm

φ(z′)pt(µ; z0, dz
′), φ ∈ Bb(R

m).

Under the assumption (H2
b2,σ2

), by [28, Theorem 3.1], one could obtain that there exists
a unique invariant probability measure νµ for Zµ,z0

· .
In the following, set for (x, µ) ∈ R

n × P2(R
n)

b̄1(x, µ) :=

∫

Rm

b1(x, µ, z)ν
µ(dz), Σ(x, µ) :=

∫

Rm

(σ1σ
∗
1)(x, µ, z)ν

µ(dz), (10)

and then Σ(x, µ) is a positive definite symmetric matrix. Thus, we construct an average
equation on (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P) as follows:

{

dX̄t = b̄1(X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)dt+ σ̄1(X̄t,L

P

X̄t
)dBt,

X̄0 = x0,
(11)

where σ̄1(x, µ) is the square root of Σ(x, µ), i.e. σ̄1(x, µ) is a positive definite symmetric
matrix satisfying Σ(x, µ) = (σ̄1σ̄1)(x, µ).

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

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H2
σ1
) (H3

b1,σ1
) (H1

b2,σ2
)-(H3

b2,σ2
)

hold. Then {Xε
t , t ∈ [0, T ]} converges weakly to {X̄t, t ∈ [0, T ]} in C([0, T ],Rn), where X̄·

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

(Λε
t)

−1 := exp

{

−
∫ t

0

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dV
i
s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|2ds
}

.

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

E

(

exp

{

1

2

∫ T

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|2ds
})

< ∞,

6



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 (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ): for any Ψ ∈ Bb(R
n × P2(R

n)× R
m)

ρεt (Ψ) := E
P
ε

[Ψ(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

t ], πε
t (Ψ) := E[Ψ(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )|F Y ε

t ],

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 the P-measure. Here ρεt , π
ε
t are called the unnormalized and normalized filtering of

(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ) with respect to F Y ε

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

get the following relationship between ρεt (Ψ) and πε
t (Ψ):

πε
t (Ψ) =

ρεt (Ψ)

ρεt (1)
.

Define the (x, µ)-marginal of ρεt as follows:

ρ
ε,x,µ
t (F ) =

∫

Rn×P2(Rn)×Rm

F (x, µ)ρεt(dx, dµ, dz), F ∈ Bb(R
n ×P2(R

n)),

and then it holds that

π
ε,x,µ
t (F ) =

ρ
ε,x,µ
t (F )

ρ
ε,x,µ
t (1)

,

where π
ε,x,µ
t is the (x, µ)-marginal of πε

t .
Next, set

Λ̄t := exp

{
∫ t

0

h̄i(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)dY ε,i

s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|h̄(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)|2ds

}

,

ρ̄t(F ) := E
P
ε

[F (X̄t,L
P

X̄t
)Λ̄t|F Y ε

t ],

π̄t(F ) :=
ρ̄t(F )

ρ̄t(1)
,

where h̄(x, µ) :=
∫

Rm h(x, µ, z)νµ(dz). Then about the relationship between π
ε,x,µ
t and π̄t,

we have the following result which is the second main result for this paper.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (H1
b1,σ1

) (H2
σ1
) (H3

b1,σ1
) (H1

b2,σ2
) (H2′

b2,σ2
) (H3

b2,σ2
) and (Hh)

hold. Then for any t ∈ [0, T ], πε,x,µ
t converges weakly to π̄t as ε → 0.

We will prove the above theorem in Section 5.

4. Proof of Theorem 3.1

In the section, we prove Theorem 3.1. First of all, we make some estimates.
7



4.1. Some estimates for Xε, Zε.

Lemma 4.1. Under assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

), there exists a constant C > 0
such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t |2 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |z0|2), sup

t∈[0,T ]

E|Zε
t |2 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |z0|2).

Proof. For Xε
t , based on the Hölder inequality, the isometric formula and (5), we can get

E|Xε
t |2 6 3|x0|2 + 3E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

b1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)ds
∣

∣

∣

2

+ 3E
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dBs

∣

∣

∣

2

6 3|x0|2 + 3t

∫ t

0

E|b1(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )|2ds+ 3

∫ t

0

E‖σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )‖2ds

6 3|x0|2 + 3(T + 1)

∫ t

0

L̄b1,σ1(1 + E|Xε
s |2 + ‖L P

Xε
s
‖2 + E|Zε

s |2)ds

6 3|x0|2 + 3(T + 1)

∫ t

0

L̄b1,σ1(1 + 2E|Xε
s |2 + E|Zε

s |2)ds, (12)

where ‖L P

Xε
s
‖2 = E|Xε

s |2.
For Zε

t , applying the Itô formula to |Zε
t |2 and taking the expectation, one could obtain

that

E|Zε
t |2 = |z0|2 +

2

ε
E

∫ t

0

〈Zε
s , b2(L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)〉ds+
1

ε
E

∫ t

0

‖σ2(L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)‖2ds,

and then
d

dt
E|Zε

t |2 =
2

ε
E〈Zε

t , b2(L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )〉+
1

ε
E‖σ2(L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )‖2

6
1

ε
E

(

− α|Zε
t |2 + C(1 + ‖L P

Xε
t
‖2)
)

6
−α

ε
E|Zε

t |2 +
C

ε

(

1 + E|Xε
t |2
)

,

where the above inequality is based on (7) and ‖L P

Xε
t
‖2 = E|Xε

t |2. By the comparison
theorem, we have that

E|Zε
t |2 6 |z0|2e−

α
ε
t +

C

ε

∫ t

0

e−
α
ε
(t−s)

(

1 + E|Xε
s |2
)

ds

6 |z0|2 + C

(

1 + sup
s∈[0,t]

E|Xε
s |2
)

. (13)

Finally, inserting (13) in (12), by the Gronwall inequality one can get that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t |2 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |z0|2),

which is just the required first result. Moreover, this together with (13) implies the second
estimate. �

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

) hold. Then it holds
that for any δ > 0 and any {Ft}-stopping time τ 6 T ,

E|Xε
τ+δ −Xε

τ |2 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |z0|2)(δ2 + δ).
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Proof. From the Hölder inequality, the isometric formula and Lemma 4.1, it follows that

E|Xε
τ+δ −Xε

τ |2 6 2E
∣

∣

∣

∫ τ+δ

τ

b1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )ds
∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2E
∣

∣

∣

∫ τ+δ

τ

σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dBs

∣

∣

∣

2

6 2δE

∫ τ+δ

τ

|b1(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|2ds + 2E

∫ τ+δ

τ

‖σ1(X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)‖2ds

6 (2δ + 2)CE

∫ τ+δ

τ

(1 + |Xε
s |2 + ‖L P

Xε
s
‖2 + |Zε

s |2)ds

= (2δ + 2)CE

∫ τ+δ

τ

(1 + |Xε
s |2 + E|Xε

s‖2 + |Zε
s |2)ds

6 (2δ + 2)CE

∫ τ+δ

τ

(1 + |Xε
s |2 + C(1 + |x0|2 + |z0|2) + |Zε

s |2)ds

= (2δ + 2)CE

∫ δ

0

(1 + |Xε
τ+u|2 + C(1 + |x0|2 + |z0|2) + |Zε

τ+u|2)du

6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |z0|2)(δ2 + δ),

which completes the proof. �

Now, combining Lemma 4.1 and 4.2 with [10, Theorem 2.7], we draw the following
conclusion.

Lemma 4.3. Under assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

), {Xε
t , t ∈ [0, T ]} is relatively

weakly compact in C([0, T ],Rn).

Here, we mention that the slow-fast system (1) is a Markov process and its infinitesimal
generator is as follows: for Ψ ∈ C2,2,2(Rn × P2(R

n)× R
m),

(LXε,L P

Xε ,Z
ε

Ψ)(x, µ, z) := (LXε,L P

XεΨ)(x, µ, z) + (LZε

Ψ)(x, µ, z),

where

(LXε,L P

XεΨ)(x, µ, z) : = ∂xi
Ψ(x, µ, z)bi1(x, µ, z) +

1

2
∂xixj

Ψ(x, µ, z)(σ1σ
∗
1)

ij(x, µ, z)

+

∫

Rn

(∂µΨ)i(x, µ, z)(y)b
i
1(y, µ, z)µ(dy)

+
1

2

∫

Rn

∂yi(∂µΨ)j(x, µ, z)(y)(σ1σ
∗
1)

ij(y, µ, z)µ(dy),

(LZε

Ψ)(x, µ, z) : =
1

ε
∂ziΨ(x, µ, z)bi2(µ, z) +

1

2ε
∂zizkΨ(x, µ, z)(σ2σ

∗
2)

ik(µ, z).

4.2. Some estimates for the frozen equation (9).

Lemma 4.4. Assume that (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

) hold. Then we have for µ, µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(R
n),

E|Zµ,z0
t |2 6 C(1 + ‖µ‖2 + |z0|2), t > 0,

E|Zµ1,z0
t − Z

µ2,z0
t |2 6 Lb2,σ2Te

(Lb2,σ2
+1)tρ2(µ1, µ2), t > 0.

Proof. First of all, by the same deduction to that for Zε in Lemma 4.1, one can get the
first estimate.

9



For the second estimate, take T > 0 and note that for any t ∈ [0, T ]

Z
µ1,z0
t − Z

µ2,z0
t =

∫ t

0

(

b2(µ1, Z
µ1,z0
s )− b2(µ2, Z

µ2,z0
s )

)

ds

+

∫ t

0

(

σ2(µ1, Z
µ1,z0
s )− σ2(µ2, Z

µ2,z0
s )

)

dWs.

Thus, applying the Itô formula to |Zµ1,z0
t − Z

µ2,z0
t |2 and taking expectation on two sides,

we obtain that

E|Zµ1,z0
t − Z

µ2,z0
t |2

= 2E

∫ t

0

〈Zµ1,z0
s − Zµ2,z0

s , b2(µ1, Z
µ1,z0
s )− b2(µ2, Z

µ2,z0
s )〉ds

+E

∫ t

0

‖σ2(µ1, Z
µ1,z0
s )− σ2(µ2, Z

µ2,z0
s )‖2ds

6 E

∫ t

0

(

|Zµ1,z0
s − Zµ2,z0

s |2 + |b2(µ1, Z
µ1,z0
s )− b2(µ2, Z

µ2,z0
s )|2

)

ds

+E

∫ t

0

‖σ2(µ1, Z
µ1,z0
s )− σ2(µ2, Z

µ2,z0
s )‖2ds

6 (Lb2,σ2 + 1)

∫ t

0

E|Zµ1,z0
s − Zµ2,z0

s |2ds+ Lb2,σ2Tρ
2(µ1, µ2).

By the Gronwall inequality, it holds that

E|Zµ1,z0
t − Z

µ2,z0
t |2 6 Lb2,σ2Te

(Lb2,σ2
+1)tρ2(µ1, µ2).

For t ∈ [T, 2T ], [2T, 3T ], · · · , the similar deduction to that for t ∈ [0, T ] implies the
required result. �

Now, it is necessary to point out that the infinitesimal generator of Zµ,z0
· or the transi-

tion semigroup {P µ
t }t>0 is the operator εLZε

.

4.3. Some results for the average equation (11).

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that (H1
b1,σ1

), (H2
σ1
) and (H1

b2,σ2
)-(H2

b2,σ2
) hold. Then there exists

a constant C > 0 such that

‖σ̄1(x1, µ1)− σ̄1(x2, µ2)‖ 6 C(|x1 − x2|+ ρ(µ1, µ2)).

Moreover, Eq.(11) has a unique strong solution X̄ satisfying for any q > 1

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|X̄t|2q 6 C(1 + |x0|2q).

Proof. First of all, note that

‖σ̄1(x1, µ1)− σ̄1(x2, µ2)‖ = ‖(Σ(x1, µ1)− Σ(x2, µ2))(σ̄1(x1, µ1) + σ̄1(x2, µ2))
−1‖

6 ‖Σ(x1, µ1)− Σ(x2, µ2)‖‖(σ̄1(x1, µ1) + σ̄1(x2, µ2))
−1‖

6 C‖Σ(x1, µ1)− Σ(x2, µ2)‖, (14)

where the last inequality is based on (H2
σ1
). Therefore, we only need to estimate ‖Σ(x1, µ1)−

Σ(x2, µ2)‖. From the definition of Σ(x, µ), the Hölder inequality and Lemma 4.4, it follows
10



that

‖Σ(x1, µ1)− Σ(x2, µ2)‖

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Rm

(σ1σ
∗
1)(x1, µ1, z)ν

µ1(dz)−
∫

Rm

(σ1σ
∗
1)(x2, µ2, z)ν

µ2(dz)

∥

∥

∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

lim
S→∞

1

S

∫ S

0

E(σ1σ
∗
1)(x1, µ1, Z

µ1,z0
t )dt− lim

S→∞

1

S

∫ S

0

E(σ1σ
∗
1)(x2, µ2, Z

µ2,z0
t )dt

∥

∥

∥

∥

6 lim
S→∞

1

S

∫ S

0

E‖(σ1σ
∗
1)(x1, µ1, Z

µ1,z0
t )− (σ1σ

∗
1)(x2, µ2, Z

µ2,z0
t )‖dt

6 lim
S→∞

1

S

∫ S

0

E‖σ1(x1, µ1, Z
µ1,z0
t )σ∗

1(x1, µ1, Z
µ1,z0
t )

−σ1(x1, µ1, Z
µ1,z0
t )σ∗

1(x2, µ2, Z
µ2,z0
t )‖dt

+ lim
S→∞

1

S

∫ S

0

E‖σ1(x1, µ1, Z
µ1,z0
t )σ∗

1(x2, µ2, Z
µ2,z0
t )

−σ1(x2, µ2, Z
µ2,z0
t )σ∗

1(x2, µ2, Z
µ2,z0
t )‖dt

6 lim
S→∞

1

S

∫ S

0

(

E‖σ∗
1(x1, µ1, Z

µ1,z0
t )− σ∗

1(x2, µ2, Z
µ2,z0
t )‖2

)1/2

(

E‖σ1(x1, µ1, Z
µ1,z0
t )‖2

)1/2
dt

+ lim
S→∞

1

S

∫ S

0

(

E‖σ1(x1, µ1, Z
µ1,z0
t )− σ1(x2, µ2, Z

µ2,z0
t )‖2

)1/2

(

E‖σ∗
1(x2, µ2, Z

µ2,z0
t )‖2

)1/2
dt

6 C(|x1 − x2|+ ρ(µ1, µ2)) + C lim
S→∞

1

S

∫ S

0

(

E|Zµ1,z0
t − Z

µ2,z0
t |2

)1/2
dt

6 C(|x1 − x2|+ ρ(µ1, µ2)).

Finally, inserting the above inequality in (14), one could obtain that

‖σ̄1(x1, µ1)− σ̄1(x2, µ2)‖ 6 C(|x1 − x2|+ ρ(µ1, µ2)).

Besides, by (H1
b1,σ1

) and [25, Lemma 3.8], it holds that

|b̄1(x1, µ1)− b̄1(x2, µ2)|2 6 Lb̄1

(

|x1 − x2|2 + ρ2(µ1, µ2)
)

, (15)

where Lb̄1 > 0 is a constant. Thus, Eq.(11) has a unique strong solution X̄· (c.f. [3,
Theorem 3.1]). Then, by the same deduction to that in Lemma 4.1, we also obtain the
required estimate. This proof is complete. �

Here, we remind that the solution X̄ of the average equation (11) is a Markov process
and its infinitesimal generator is given by

(LX̄,L P

X̄F )(x, µ) : = ∂xi
F (x, µ)b̄i1(x, µ) +

1

2
∂xixj

F (x, µ)(σ̄1σ̄
∗
1)

ij(x, µ)

+

∫

Rn

(∂µF )i(x, µ)(y)b̄
i
1(y, µ)µ(dy)

+
1

2

∫

Rn

∂yi(∂µF )j(x, µ)(y)(σ̄1σ̄
∗
1)

ij(y, µ)µ(dy), F ∈ C2,2(Rn × P2(R
n)).
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4.4. Some estimates for a Poisson equation. Consider the following Poisson equa-
tion:

(εLZε

χ)(x, µ, z) = −
[

(LXε,L P

Xε −LX̄,L P

X̄ )F
]

(x, µ, z), (16)

where F ∈ C2,2(Rn ×P2(R
n)). Set

Φ(x, µ, z) := (LXε,L P

XεF )(x, µ, z),

and then by the simple calculation, it holds that

Φ̄(x, µ) :=

∫

Rm

Φ(x, µ, z)νµ(dz) = (LX̄,L P

X̄F )(x, µ).

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

), (H2
σ1
), (H1

b2,σ2
)-(H3

b2,σ2
) hold. Set

χF (x, µ, z) :=

∫ ∞

0

P
µ
t

[

Φ(x, µ, ·)− Φ̄(x, µ)
]

(z)dt. (17)

Then χF (x, µ, z) is the unique solution for Eq.(16). Assume more (H3
b1,σ1

) and F (·, ·) ∈
C

4,4
b (Rn ×P2(R

n)). Then χF (·, ·, ·) ∈ C2,2,2(Rn ×P2(R
n)× R

m) and the following results
hold for x ∈ R

n, µ ∈ P2(R
n), z ∈ R

m

max{|χF (x, µ, z)|, |∂xχF (x, µ, z)|, ‖∂µχF (x, µ, z)(·)‖L2(µ), |∂zχF (x, µ, z)|}
6 C(1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z|),

max{‖∂xxχF (x, µ, z)‖, ‖∂y∂µχF (x, µ, z)(·)‖L2(µ)}
6 C(1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z|).

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

0

∣

∣P
µ
t

[

Φ(x, µ, ·)− Φ̄(x, µ)
]

(z)
∣

∣ dt =

∫ ∞

0

|EΦ(x, µ, Zµ,z
t )− Φ̄(x, µ)|dt

6

∫ ∞

0

Ce−
β
2
t(1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z|)dt

=
2C

β
(1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z|).

So the right side of (17) is well-defined. Then, acting the generator εLZε

on χF (x, µ, z),
we obtain that

ε(LZε

χF )(x, µ, z) =

∫ ∞

0

(εLZε

P
µ
t )
[

Φ(x, µ, ·)− Φ̄(x, µ)
]

(z)dt

=

∫ ∞

0

dP µ
t

[

Φ(x, µ, ·)− Φ̄(x, µ)
]

(z)

dt
dt

= lim
t→∞

P
µ
t

[

Φ(x, µ, ·)− Φ̄(x, µ)
]

(z)−
[

Φ(x, µ, ·)− Φ̄(x, µ)
]

(z)

= −
[

Φ(x, µ, ·)− Φ̄(x, µ)
]

(z),

which yields that χF is a solution for Eq.(16). Besides, based on (H3
b2,σ2

), we know that
the solutions of Eq.(16) are unique up to an additive constant. Thus, χF (x, µ, z) is the
unique solution for Eq.(16).
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Under (H3
b1,σ1

) and F (·, ·) ∈ C
4,4
b (Rn×P2(R

n)), some computation with [25, Proposition

4.1] implies that χF (·, ·, ·) ∈ C2,2,2(Rn×P2(R
n)×R

m) and for x ∈ R
n, µ ∈ P2(R

n), z ∈ R
m

max{|χF (x, µ, z)|, |∂xχF (x, µ, z)|, ‖∂µχF (x, µ, z)(·)‖L2(µ), |∂zχF (x, µ, z)|}
6 C(1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z|),

max{‖∂xxχF (x, µ, z)‖, ‖∂y∂µχF (x, µ, z)(·)‖L2(µ)}
6 C(1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z|).

The proof is complete. �

Now, it is the position to prove Theorem 3.1.
Proof of Theorem 3.1.
First of all, applying the Itô formula to F (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
) for F ∈ C

4,4
b (Rn × P2(R

n)), one
could obtain that for 0 6 s < t 6 T

F (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
) = F (Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
) +

∫ t

s

(LXε,L P

XεF )(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r )dr

+

∫ t

s

∂F

∂xi
(Xε

r ,L
P

Xε
r
)σij

1 (X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)dB
j
r ,

and furthermore

F (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)− F (Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)−

∫ t

s

(LX̄,L P

X̄F )(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
)dr

=

∫ t

s

(LXε,L P

XεF )(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r )dr −
∫ t

s

(LX̄,L P

X̄F )(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
)dr

+

∫ t

s

∂F

∂xi
(Xε

r ,L
P

Xε
r
)σij

1 (X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r )dB
j
r . (18)

Thus, multiplying a bounded Fs-measurable functional Γs of the process {X̄t, t ∈ [0, T ]}
and taking the expectation under the measure P on both sides of (18), we have that

E

[

Γs(X̄.)
(

F (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)− F (Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)−

∫ t

s

(LX̄,L P

X̄F )(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
)dr
)

]

= E

[

Γs(X̄.)

∫ t

s

[

(LXε,L P

XεF )(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)− (LX̄,L P

X̄F )(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
)
]

dr

]

= −E

[

Γs(X̄.)

∫ t

s

ε(LZε

χF )(X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)dr

]

, (19)

where Proposition 4.6 is used in the last equality.
Next, we observe the right hand side of (19). By applying the Itô formula to εχF (X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ),
it holds that

εχF (X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )− εχF (X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )− ε

∫ t

s

(LXε,L P

XεχF )(X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)dr

= ε

∫ t

s

(LZε

χF )(X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r )dr +

∫ t

s

ε∂χF

∂xi
(Xε

r ,L
P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)σ
ij
1 (X

ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)dB
j
r

13



+

∫ t

s

ε∂χF

∂zi
(Xε

r ,L
P

Xε
r
, Zε

r )σ
ik
2 (X

ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)dW
k
r .

So, multiplying Γs and taking the expectation on both sides of the above equality, we
know that

E

[

Γs(X̄.)

∫ t

s

ε(LZε

χF )(X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r )dr

]

= E

[

Γs(X̄.)
(

εχF (X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )− εχF (X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)− ε

∫ t

s

(LXε,L P

XεχF )(X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)dr
)

]

,

which together with (19) yields that

E

[

Γs(X̄.)
(

F (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)− F (Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)−

∫ t

s

(LX̄,L P

X̄F )(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
)dr
)]

= −εE

[

Γs(X̄.)
(

χF (X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )− χF (X
ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)−
∫ t

s

(LXε,L P

XεχF )(X
ε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)dr
)

]

.

Taking the limits on two sides of the above equality, by the boundedness of Γs(X̄.) and
Proposition 4.6 we obtain that

lim
ε→0

E

[

Γs(X̄.)
(

F (Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)− F (Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
)−

∫ t

s

(LX̄,L P

X̄F )(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
)dr
)]

= 0,

which implies that the weak limit of {Xε
t , t ∈ [0, T ]} is a solution of the martingale problem

associated with (LX̄,L P

X̄ , δx0). Since the solution of the martingale problem associated

with (LX̄,L P

X̄ , δx0) is unique, {Xε
t , t ∈ [0, T ]} converges weakly to {X̄t, t ∈ [0, T ]}, which

completes the proof.

5. Proof of Theorem 3.2

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

5.1. Some estimates for Λε
· , Λ̄.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that (H1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

) and (Hh) hold. Then we have that for any
q > 1 and s, t ∈ [0, T ],

E
P
ε|Λε

t |2q 6 C, E
P
ε|Λε

s − Λε
t |2q 6 C|s− t|q,

where the constant C is independent of ε.

Proof. First of all, note that

Λε
t = exp

{
∫ t

0

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dY
ε,i
s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|2ds
}

.

Thus, by the Itô formula, it holds that

Λε
t = 1 +

∫ t

0

Λε
sh

i(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dY
ε,i
s . (20)

14



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

E
P
ε|Λε

t |2q 6 22q−1 + 22q−1l2q−1
l
∑

i=1

E
P
ε
(

∫ t

0

Λε
sh

i(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dY
ε,i
s

)2q

6 22q−1 + C

l
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

E
P
ε |Λε

sh
i(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )|2qds

6 22q−1 + C

∫ t

0

E
P
ε|Λε

s|2qds,

which together with the Gronwall inequality yields that

E
P
ε

(Λε
t )

2q 6 C. (21)

Finally, we investigate that for 0 6 t < s 6 T ,

Λε
s − Λε

t =

∫ s

t

Λε
rh

i(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)dY
ε,i
r ,

and furthermore

E
P
ε |Λε

s − Λε
t |2q 6 l2q−1

l
∑

i=1

E
P
ε
(

∫ s

t

Λε
rh

i(Xε
r ,L

P

Xε
r
, Zε

r )dY
ε,i
r

)2q

6 C(s− t)q−1
l
∑

i=1

∫ s

t

E
P
ε|Λε

rh
i(Xε

r ,L
P

Xε
r
, Zε

r)|2qdr

6 C(s− t)q−1
l
∑

i=1

∫ s

t

E
P
ε|Λε

r|2qdr

6 C(s− t)q,

where the last inequality is based on (21). �

Lemma 5.2. Under these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

) and (Hh), it holds that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Λε
t |−2 6 C.

Proof. Note that

E(Λε
t )

−2 = E

[

(

exp

{

−
∫ t

0

hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dV
i
s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|2ds
})2

]

= E

[

exp

{

−
∫ t

0

2hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dV
i
s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|2h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|2ds
}

· exp
{

1

2

∫ t

0

|2h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|2ds−
∫ t

0

|h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )|2ds
}

]

6 exp{CT}E
[

exp

{

−
∫ t

0

2hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )dV
i
s − 1

2

∫ t

0

|2h(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )|2ds
}

]

= exp{CT},
15



where the last equality is based on the fact that exp
{

−
∫ t

0
2hi(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dV
i
s

− 1
2

∫ t

0
|2h(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|2ds
}

is an exponential martingale. The proof is complete. �

Lemma 5.3. Under these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

), (H2
σ1
), (H1

b2,σ2
)-(H2

b2,σ2
), (Hh), there

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

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E
P
ε|Λ̄t|2q 6 C.

Since the proof of the above lemma is similar to that for Λε in Lemma 5.1, we omit it.

5.2. Some estimates for ρεt (1), ρ̄t(1). Let us firstly establish the Zakai equations about
Eq.(1) and Eq.(11).

Lemma 5.4. (The Zakai equation)
(i) For Ψ ∈ C

2,2,2
b (Rn × P2(R

n)× R
m), the Zakai equation of Eq.(1) is given by

ρεt (Ψ) = ρε0(Ψ) +

∫ t

0

ρεs(LXε,L P

Xε ,Z
ε

Ψ)ds+

∫ t

0

ρεs(Ψhi)dY ε,i
s , ρε0(Ψ) = Ψ(x0, δx0, z0), (22)

(ii) For F ∈ C
2,2
b (Rn × P2(R

n)), the Zakai equation of Eq.(11) is given by

ρ̄t(F ) = ρ̄0(F ) +

∫ t

0

ρ̄s(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds+

∫ t

0

ρ̄s(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s , ρ̄0(F ) = F (x0, δx0). (23)

Proof. Applying the Itô formula to Ψ(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ), one could obtain that

Ψ(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ) = Ψ(x0, δx0, z0) +

∫ t

0

(LXε,L P

Xε ,Zε

Ψ)(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )ds

+

∫ t

0

∂Ψ

∂xi
(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)σ
ij
1 (X

ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )dB
j
s

+

∫ t

0

∂Ψ

∂zi
(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)σ
ik
2 (Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dW
k
s .

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

Ψ(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )Λ
ε
t = Ψ(x0, δx0 , z0) +

∫ t

0

Λε
s(LXε,L P

Xε ,Z
ε

Ψ)(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)ds

+

∫ t

0

Ψ(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
sh

i(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)dY ε,i

s

+

∫ t

0

Λε
s

∂Ψ

∂xi

(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)σ
ij
1 (X

ε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dB
j
s

+

∫ t

0

Λε
s

∂Ψ

∂zi
(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)σ
ik
2 (Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)dW
k
s .

Taking the conditional expectation about F Y ε

t on both sides of the above equality under
the measure P

ε, one can get that

E
P
ε

[Ψ(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

t ]

= Ψ(x0, δx0, z0) +

∫ t

0

E
P
ε

[Λε
s(LXε,L P

Xε ,Zε

Ψ)(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|F Y ε

s ]ds
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+

∫ t

0

E
P
ε

[Ψ(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
sh

i(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|F Y ε

s ]dY ε,i
s

= E
P
ε

[Ψ(x0, δx0, z0)|F Y ε

0 ] +

∫ t

0

E
P
ε

[Λε
s(LXε,L P

Xε ,Z
ε

Ψ)(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|F Y ε

s ]ds

+

∫ t

0

E
P
ε

[Ψ(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
sh

i(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
)|F Y ε

s ]dY ε,i
s ,

which together with the definition of ρεt (Ψ) yields that

ρεt (Ψ) = ρε0(Ψ) +

∫ t

0

ρεs(LXε,L P

Xε ,Z
ε

Ψ)ds+

∫ t

0

ρεs(Ψhi)dY ε,i
s , ρε0(Ψ) = Ψ(x0, δx0, z0).

By the same deduction to that of (i), we obtain (ii). The proof is complete. �

Lemma 5.5. Under these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

), (H2
σ1
), (H1

b2,σ2
)-(H2

b2,σ2
), (Hh), there

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

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ρεt(1)|q
)

6 C, E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ρ̄t(1)|q
)

6 C.

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

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ρεt (1)|q
)

= E
P
ε

[

Λε
T

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ρεt(1)|q
)]

= [EP
ε

(Λε
T )

2]
1
2

[

E
P
ε

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ρεt (1)|2q
)]

1
2

.(24)

Then we estimate |ρεt (1)|2q. Since ρεt (1) satisfies Eq.(22) with Ψ(x, µ, z) = 1, it holds that

E
P
ε

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ρεt (1)|2q
)

6 22q−1 + 22q−1l2q−1

l
∑

i=1

E
P
ε

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ρεs(h
i)dY ε,i

s

∣

∣

∣

2q
)

6 22q−1 + 22q−1l2q−1
[2q(2q − 1)

2

]q
l
∑

i=1

E
P
ε
(

∫ T

0

|ρεs(hi)|2ds
)q

6 22q−1 + 22q−1l2q−1
[2q(2q − 1)

2

]q

T q−1
l
∑

i=1

∫ T

0

E
P
ε |ρεs(hi)|2qds

6 22q−1 + C

l
∑

i=1

∫ T

0

E
P
ε
[
∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[hi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

2q]

ds

6 22q−1 + C

l
∑

i=1

∫ T

0

E
P
ε
∣

∣

∣
hi(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
s

∣

∣

∣

2q

ds

6 22q−1 + C

∫ T

0

E
P
ε|Λε

s|2qds

6 C,

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

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ρεt (1)|q
)

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

Lemma 5.6. Under these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

), (H2
σ1
), (H1

b2,σ2
)-(H2

b2,σ2
), (Hh), there

exists a constant C > 0 such that for t ∈ [0, T ]

(ρ̄t(1))
−1 6 C, a.s..

Since the proof of the above lemma is similar to that of [21, Lemma 5.1], we omit it.

5.3. Some estimates for ξε := ρε,x,µ − ρ̄. In order to investigate ξε := ρε,x,µ − ρ̄, we
prepare some following stronger moment estimates.

Lemma 5.7. Under assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2′

b2,σ2
), there exists a constant C > 0

such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t |2p 6 C(1 + |x0|2p + |z0|2p), sup

t∈[0,T ]

E|Zε
t |2p 6 C(1 + |x0|2p + |z0|2p),

where p is the same to that in (H2′

b2,σ2
).

We don’t prove the lemma above, since its proof is similar to that for Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 5.8. Under these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H2
σ1
) (H1

b2,σ2
)-(H2′

b2,σ2
), and (Hh), {ξεt , t ∈

[0, T ]} is relatively weakly compact in C([0, T ],M(Rn×P2(R
n))), where M(Rn×P2(R

n))
stands for the collection of all the finite measures on R

n × P2(R
n).

Proof. First of all, from Lemma 5.5, it follows that for F ∈ C
2,2
b (Rn × P2(R

n)),

E|ξεt (F )| = E|ρε,x,µt (F )− ρ̄t(F )| = E|ρεt (F )− ρ̄t(F )| 6 E|ρεt (F )|+ E|ρ̄t(F )|
6 ‖F‖C2,2

b
(Rn×P2(Rn))E|ρεt (1)|+ ‖F‖C2,2

b
(Rn×P2(Rn))E|ρ̄t(1)|

6 C‖F‖C2,2
b

(Rn×P2(Rn)),

which yields that

sup
ε

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|ξεt (F )| < ∞. (25)

Besides, by Lemma 5.4, it holds that

ρ
ε,x,µ
t (F ) = F (x0, δx0) +

∫ t

0

ρε,x,µs

(

(LXε,L P

XεF )(·, ·, Zε
s)
)

ds+

∫ t

0

ρε,x,µs

(

Fhi(·, ·, Zε
s)
)

dY ε,i
s ,

ρ̄t(F ) = F (x0, δx0) +

∫ t

0

ρ̄s(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds+

∫ t

0

ρ̄s(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s .

Based on the above equation and the isometric formula, we can obtain that for any δ > 0
and any {Ft}-stopping time 0 6 τ < τ + δ 6 T ,

E|ξετ+δ(F )− ξετ (F )|2 = E
P
ε [|ξετ+δ(F )− ξετ(F )|2Λε

T

]

6 (EP
ε|ξετ+δ(F )− ξετ(F )|4)1/2(EP

ε

(Λε
T )

2)1/2,

and

E
P
ε|ξετ+δ(F )− ξετ(F )|4 6 E

P
ε |(ρε,x,µτ+δ (F )− ρ̄τ+δ(F ))− (ρε,x,µτ (F )− ρ̄τ (F ))|4

6 23EP
ε |ρε,x,µτ+δ (F )− ρε,x,µτ (F )|4 + 23EP

ε|ρ̄τ+δ(F )− ρ̄τ (F )|4
18



6 43EP
ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ τ+δ

τ

ρε,x,µs

(

(LXε,L P

XεF )(·, ·, Zε
s)
)

ds
∣

∣

∣

4

+43EP
ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ τ+δ

τ

ρε,x,µs

(

Fhi(·, ·, Zε
s)
)

dY ε,i
s

∣

∣

∣

4

+43EP
ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ τ+δ

τ

ρ̄s(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds
∣

∣

∣

4

+ 43EP
ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ τ+δ

τ

ρ̄s(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

∣

∣

∣

4

6 43δ3EP
ε

∫ τ+δ

τ

∣

∣

∣
ρε,x,µs

(

(LXε,L P

XεF )(·, ·, Zε
s)
)
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

+43δEP
ε

∫ τ+δ

τ

∣

∣ρε,x,µs

(

Fhi(·, ·, Zε
s)
)
∣

∣

4
ds

+43δ3EP
ε

∫ τ+δ

τ

|ρ̄s(LX̄,L P

X̄F )|4ds+ 43δEP
ε

∫ τ+δ

τ

|ρ̄s(F h̄i)|4ds

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4.

For I1 + I3, it holds that

I1 + I3 6 43δ3EP
ε

∫ τ+δ

τ

E
P
ε
[

|(LXε,L P

XεF )(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)|4|Λε
s|4|F Y ε

s

]

ds

+43δ3EP
ε

∫ τ+δ

τ

E
P
ε
[

|(LX̄,L P

X̄F )(X̄s,L
P

X̄s
)|4|Λ̄s|4|F Y ε

s

]

ds

6 43δ3CE
P
ε

∫ τ+δ

τ

E
P
ε
[

(1 + |Xε
s |8 + E|Xε

s |8 + |Zε
s |8)|Λε

s|4|F Y ε

s

]

ds

+43δ3CE
P
ε

∫ τ+δ

τ

E
P
ε
[

(1 + |X̄s|8 + E|X̄s|8)|Λ̄s|4|F Y ε

s

]

ds

6 43δ3CE
P
ε

∫ δ

0

E
P
ε
[

(1 + |Xε
τ+u|8 + C + |Zε

τ+u|8)|Λε
τ+u|4|F Y ε

τ+u

]

du

+43δ3CE
P
ε

∫ δ

0

E
P
ε
[

(1 + |X̄τ+u|8 + C)|Λ̄τ+u|4|F Y ε

τ+u

]

du

6 43δ3C

∫ δ

0

(

1 + E
P
ε|Xε

τ+u|16 + C + E
P
ε |Zε

τ+u|16
)1/2 (

E
P
ε |Λε

τ+u|8
)1/2

du

+43δ3C

∫ δ

0

(

1 + E
P
ε |X̄τ+u|16 + C

)1/2 (
E
P
ε|Λ̄t|8

)1/2
du

6 Cδ4,

where the last inequality is based on Lemma 5.7, 5.1, 4.5 and 5.3. Moreover, by the
boundedness of F, h, we have that I2 + I4 6 Cδ2. Thus, these estimates imply that

E|ξετ+δ(F )− ξετ (F )|2 6 C(δ2 + δ),

and then

lim
δ→0

lim sup
ε↓0

sup
τ6T

E|ξετ+δ(F )− ξετ (F )|2 = 0. (26)
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Finally, combining (25) (26) with [10, Theorem 2.7], we obtain that {ξεt (F ), t ∈ [0, T ]}
is relatively weakly compact in C([0, T ],R), which together with [11, Theorem 6.2] yields
that {ξεt , t ∈ [0, T ]} is relatively weakly compact. �

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

Lemma 5.9. Suppose that the assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2′

b2,σ2
) hold. Then it holds

that for any δ > 0 and any t ∈ [0, T ],

E|Xε
t+δ −Xε

t |2p 6 C(1 + |x0|2p + |z0|2p)(δ2p + δp),

where p is the same to that in (H2′

b2,σ2
).

We don’t prove the lemma above, since its proof is similar to that for Lemma 4.2.

Proposition 5.10. Under these assumptions (H1
b1,σ1

) (H2
σ1
) (H3

b1,σ1
) (H1

b2,σ2
) (H2′

b2,σ2
)

(H3
b2,σ2

) and (Hh), there exists a subsequence {ξεk} which converges weakly to 0 in C([0, T ],
M(Rn × P2(R

n))).

Proof. Step 1. We prove that for any t ∈ [0, T ] and F ∈ C
4,4
b (Rn × P2(R

n))

lim
ε→0

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

ξεt (F )−
∫ t

0

ξεs(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds−
∫ t

0

ξεs(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 0.

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

F ε(x, µ, z) = F (x, µ) + εχF (x, µ, z),

where χF (x, µ, z) is the unique solution of the Poisson equation (16). Note that

ρεt (F
ε) = ρεt (F ) + ρεt (εχF ) = ρ

ε,x,µ
t (F ) + ερεt (χF ).

Thus, based on Lemma 5.4, we get that

ξεt (F ) = ρ
ε,x,µ
t (F )− ρ̄t(F ) = ρεt (F

ε)− ερεt (χF )− ρ̄t(F )

(22)(23)
= −ερεt (χF ) + ρε0(F

ε) +

∫ t

0

ρεs(LXε,L P

Xε ,Z
ε

F ε)ds+

∫ t

0

ρεs(F
εhi)dY ε,i

s

−
(

ρ̄0(F ) +

∫ t

0

ρ̄s(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds+

∫ t

0

ρ̄s(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

)

= −ερεt (χF ) + ρ
ε,x,µ
0 (F ) + ερε0(χF ) +

∫ t

0

ρεs(LXε,L P

XεF + εLXε,L P

XεχF + εLZε

χF )ds

+

∫ t

0

ρεs(Fhi)dY ε,i
s + ε

∫ t

0

ρεs(χFh
i)dY ε,i

s − ρ̄0(F )−
∫ t

0

ρ̄s(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds

−
∫ t

0

ρ̄s(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

(16)
= −ερεt (χF ) + ερε0(χF ) +

∫ t

0

ρεs(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds+ ε

∫ t

0

ρεs(LXε,L P

XεχF )ds

+

∫ t

0

ρεs(Fhi)dY ε,i
s + ε

∫ t

0

ρεs(χFh
i)dY ε,i

s −
∫ t

0

ρ̄s(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds

−
∫ t

0

ρ̄s(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s
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= −ερεt (χF ) + ερε0(χF ) +

∫ t

0

ρε,x,µs (LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds+ ε

∫ t

0

ρεs(LXε,L P

XεχF )ds

+

∫ t

0

ρεs(Fhi)dY ε,i
s + ε

∫ t

0

ρεs(χFh
i)dY ε,i

s −
∫ t

0

ρ̄s(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds−
∫ t

0

ρ̄s(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

−
∫ t

0

ρε,x,µs (F h̄i)dY ε,i
s +

∫ t

0

ρε,x,µs (F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

= −ερεt (χF ) + ερε0(χF ) +

∫ t

0

ξεs(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds+

∫ t

0

ξεs(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

+ε

∫ t

0

ρεs(LXε,L P

XεχF )ds+ ε

∫ t

0

ρεs(χFh
i)dY ε,i

s +

∫ t

0

ρεs(Fhi − F h̄i)dY ε,i
s ,

where the fact that ρε,x,µ0 (F ) = ρ̄0(F ) = F (x0, δx0) is used in the fourth equality. Moreover,
it holds that

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

ξεt (F )−
∫ t

0

ξεs(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds−
∫ t

0

ξεs(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= E

∣

∣

∣

∣

− ερεt (χF ) + ερε0(χF ) + ε

∫ t

0

ρεs(LXε,L P

XεχF )ds+ ε

∫ t

0

ρεs(χFh
i)dY ε,i

s

+

∫ t

0

ρεs(Fhi − F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

6 5ε2E|ρεt (χF )|2 + 5ε2E|ρε0(χF )|2 + 5ε2E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ρεs(LXε,L P

XεχF )ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+5ε2E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ρεs(χFh
i)dY ε,i

s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 5E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ρεs(Fhi − F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=: J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5. (27)

For J1, based on the Hölder inequality, the Jensen inequality, Lemma 5.1, 5.7 and
Proposition 4.6, it holds that

J1 = 5ε2EP
ε

[|ρεt (χF )|2Λε
T ] 6 5ε2(EP

ε |ρεt(χF )|4)1/2(EP
ε|Λε

T |2)1/2

6 5ε2C(EP
ε

[EP
ε

[|χF (X
ε
t ,L

P

Xε , Z
ε
t )|4|Λε

t |4|F Y ε

t ]])1/2

6 5ε2C(EP
ε |χF (X

ε
t ,L

P

Xε, Z
ε
t )|8)1/4(EP

ε|Λε
t |8)1/4

6 5ε2C(EP
ε

(1 + |Xε
t |8 + ‖L P

Xε‖8 + |Zε
t |8))1/4

6 Cε2. (28)

We treat J2. It is easy to see that

J2 = 5ε2|χF (x0, δx0, z0)|2. (29)

For J3, Proposition 4.6 and (5) implies

|(LXε,L P

XεχF )(x, µ, z)| 6 C(1 + |x|+ ‖µ‖+ |z|).
And based on the Hölder inequality and the same deduction to that for J1, we know that

J3 6 5Tε2
∫ T

0

E|ρεs(LXε,L P

XεχF )|2ds 6 Cε2. (30)

21



For J4, by the boundedness of h, the BDG inequality and the similar deduction to that
for J1, it holds that

J4 = 5ε2EP
ε

[

Λε
T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ρεs(χFh
i)dY ε,i

s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
]

6 5ε2[EP
ε

(Λε
T )

2]
1
2

[

E
P
ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ρεs(χFh
i)dY ε,i

s

∣

∣

∣

∣

4
]

1
2

6 Cε2

[

l
∑

i=1

∫ T

0

E
P
ε |ρεs(χFh

i)|4ds
]

1
2

6 Cε2. (31)

Next, we deal with J5. Set Ψ(x, µ, z) := F (x, µ)h(x, µ, z) − F (x, µ)h̄(x, µ), and then
by the boundedness of F and (Hh), it holds that Ψ(x, µ, z) is bounded and Lipschitz
continuous. Then, applying the Hölder inequality and the BDG inequality, one could
obtain that

J5 = 5E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ρεs(Ψ
i)dY ε,i

s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 5EP
ε

[

Λε
T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ρεs(Ψ
i)dY ε,i

s

∣

∣

∣

2
]

6 5[EP
ε

(Λε
T )

2]
1
2

[

E
P
ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

ρεs(Ψ
i)dY ε,i

s

∣

∣

∣

4
]

1
2

6 C

[

l
∑

i=1

E
P
ε

∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣
ρεs(Ψ

i)
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]
1
2

6 C

[

l
∑

i=1

E
P
ε

∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]
1
2

. (32)

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 δε: 0 = t0 < t1 < t2 < · · · <
tN 6 T,N = [ T

δε
], tj+1 − tj = δε, j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. Then it holds that

E
P
ε

[

∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

=
N−1
∑

j=0

E
P
ε

[

∫ tj+1

tj

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

+E
P
ε

[

∫ T

Nδε

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

.

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

E
P
ε

[

∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

6 (N + 1) sup
t∈[0,T ]

[

E
P
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]
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6 (
T

δε
+ 1) sup

t∈[0,T ]

[

E
P
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

. (33)

Next, we study

E
P
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds.

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

E
P
ε

[

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

= E
P
ε

[

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s −Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s

+Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s −Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
t +Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

6 33EP
ε

[

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
s −Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

+33EP
ε

[

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
s −Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

+33EP
ε

[

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

6 33
∫ t+δε

t

E
P
ε
∣

∣

∣

(

Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)−Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)
)

Λε
s

∣

∣

∣

4

ds

+33
∫ t+δε

t

E
P
ε
∣

∣

∣
Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

s) (Λ
ε
s − Λε

t )
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

+33EP
ε

[

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

=: K1 +K2 +K3. (34)

For K1, by the Hölder inequality, and Lemma 5.1 and 5.9, it holds that

K1 6 33
∫ t+δε

t

(

E
P
ε |Ψi(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)−Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)|8
)

1
2
[EP

ε |Λε
s|8]

1
2ds

6 C

∫ t+δε

t

(

E
P
ε |Ψi(Xε

s ,L
P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )−Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

s )|8
)

1
2
ds

6 C

∫ t+δε

t

(

E
P
ε
(

|Xε
s −Xε

t |8 + ρ8(L P

Xε
s
,L P

Xε
t
)
))

1
2

ds

6 C

∫ t+δε

t

(

E
P
ε |Xε

s −Xε
t |8 + E|Xε

s −Xε
t |8
)

1
2
ds

= C

∫ t+δε

t

(

E(Λε
T )

−1|Xε
s −Xε

t |8 + E|Xε
s −Xε

t |8
)

1
2
ds
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6 C

∫ t+δε

t

(

(E|Xε
s −Xε

t |16)
1
2 + E|Xε

s −Xε
t |8
)

1
2
ds

6 C

∫ t+δε

t

(δ4ε + δ2ε )ds 6 C(δ5ε + δ3ε ), (35)

where ρ2(L P

Xε
s
,L P

Xε
t
) 6 E|Xε

s −Xε
t |2.

From the boundedness of Ψ and Lemma 5.1, it follows that

K2 6 C

∫ t+δε

t

E
P
ε |Λε

s − Λε
t |4ds 6 Cδ3ε . (36)

To treat K3, we introduce an auxiliary process as follows: for s ∈ [kδε, (k + 1)δε),
{

dẐε
s = 1

ε
b2(L

P

Xε
kδε

, Ẑε
s )ds+

1√
ε
σ2(L

P

Xε
kδε

, Ẑε
s)dWs,

Ẑε
kδε

= Zε
kδε

.
(37)

Then it holds that

K3 = 33EP
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
t −Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s)Λ
ε
t

+Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s)Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

6 63EP
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
t −Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s)Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

+63EP
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s )Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

=: D1 +D2.

For D1, based on the Jensen inequality, the Hölder inequality and (21), it holds that

D1 6 C

∫ t+δε

t

E
P
ε|Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
t −Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s)Λ
ε
t |4ds

6 C

∫ t+δε

t

(

E
P
ε |Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)−Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s)|8
)

1
2
(

E
P
ε|Λε

t |8
)

1
2
ds

6 C

∫ t+δε

t

(

E
P
ε |Ψi(Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

s)−Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s)|8
)

1
2
ds

= C

∫ t+δε

t

(

E
P
ε
[

E
P
ε
[

|Ψi(x, δx, Z
ε,δx,z
s )−Ψi(x, δx, Ẑ

ε,δx,z
s )|8

∣

∣

∣
(x, δx, z) = (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )
]]

)
1
2

ds, (38)

where Zε,δx,z
s represents the solution to the fast part of Eq.(1), but L P

Xε starts in δx at the

time t and Zε starts in z at the time t, and Ẑε,δx,z
s stands for the solution to the auxiliary

equation (37), but L P

Xε starts in δx at the time t and Zε starts in z at the time t. By
Lemma 5.2, it holds that for s ∈ [t, t + δε]

E
P
ε

[|Ψi(x, δx, Z
ε,δx,z
s )−Ψi(x, δx, Ẑ

ε,δx,z
s )|8] 6 CE

P
ε

[|Zε,δx,z
s − Ẑε,δx,z

s |8]
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6 C
(

E[|Zε,δx,z
s − Ẑε,δx,z

s |16]
)

1
2
(E[|Λε

T |−2])
1
2

6 C
(

E[|Zε,δx,z
s − Ẑε,δx,z

s |16]
)

1
2
.

Note that

E[|Zε,δx,z
s − Ẑε,δx,z

s |16] 6 C(1 + |x|16 + |z|16)(δ
15
ε

ε16
+

δ7ε
ε8
)(δ17ε + δ9ε)e

C(
δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
ε8

), (39)

where the above inequality is proved in the Appendix. Thus, we have that

E
P
ε

[|Ψi(x, δx, Z
ε,δx,z
s )−Ψi(x, δx, Ẑ

ε,δx,z
s )|8]

6 C(1 + |x|8 + |z|8)
(

(
δ15ε
ε16

+
δ7ε
ε8
)(δ17ε + δ9ε)e

C(
δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
ε8

)
)

1
2
.

Inserting the above inequality into (38), by Lemma 5.7 one could obtain that

D1 6 Cδε

(

(
δ15ε
ε16

+
δ7ε
ε8
)(δ17ε + δ9ε)e

C(
δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
ε8

)
)

1
4
. (40)

Next, we calculate D2. Set

Hs := F
Y ε

s ∨ F
Xε

t ∨ F
Zε

t , s ∈ [t, t+ δε),

where FXε

t ,FZε

t denote the usual augmentation of σ{Xε
r , 0 6 r 6 t}, σ{Zε

r , 0 6 r 6 t},
respectively. Then from the tower property of the conditional expectation, the Jensen
inequality, Lemma 5.1 and the Hölder inequality, it follows that

D2 = 63EP
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s)Λ
ε
t |F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

= 63EP
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε
[

E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s)Λ
ε
t |Hs]

∣

∣

∣
F

Y ε

s

]∣

∣

∣

4

ds

= 63EP
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε
[

Λε
tE

P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Ẑε

s)|Hs]
∣

∣

∣
F

Y ε

s

]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

= 63EP
ε

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε
[

Λε
tE

P
ε

[Ψi(x, δx, Ẑ
ε,δx,z
s )|(x, δx, z) = (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )]
∣

∣

∣
F

Y ε

s

]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

6 63
∫ t+δε

t

E
P
ε
∣

∣

∣
Λε

tE
P
ε

[Ψi(x, δx, Ẑ
ε,δx,z
s )|(x, δx, z) = (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

6 63
∫ t+δε

t

(

E
P
ε|Λε

t |8
)

1
2

(

E
P
ε
∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(x, δx, Ẑ
ε,δx,z
s )|(x, δx, z) = (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )]
∣

∣

∣

8
)

1
2

ds

6 C

∫ t+δε

t

(

E
P
ε
∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(x, δx, Ẑ
ε,δx,z
s )|(x, δx, z) = (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )]
∣

∣

∣

8
)

1
2

ds

6 Cδ
1
2
ε

(

∫ t+δε

t

E
P
ε
∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(x, δx, Ẑ
ε,δx,z
s )|(x, δx, z) = (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )]
∣

∣

∣

8

ds

)
1
2

= Cδ
1
2
ε

(

∫ t+δε

t

E
P
ε
[

P
L P

Xε
t

s−t
ε

Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )
]8

ds

)
1
2
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= Cδ
1
2
ε ε

1
2

(

∫ δε
ε

0

E
P
ε
[

P
L P

Xε
t

r Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )
]8

dr

)
1
2

6 Cδ
1
2
ε ε

1
2

(

∫ ∞

0

E
P
ε
[

P
L P

Xε
t

r Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )
]8

dr

)
1
2

. (41)

In the following, we deal with |P
L P

Xε
t

r Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )|8. Note that

P
L P

Xε
t

r Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t ) = E

[

Ψi(x, δx, Z
δx,z
r )

∣

∣

∣
(x, δx, z) = (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )
]

.

Thus, by the same deduction as Lemma 4.5 in [22], we get that
∣

∣

∣
P

L P

Xε
t

r Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )− Ψ̄i(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
)
∣

∣

∣

2

=
∣

∣

∣
E

[

Ψi(x, δx, Z
δx,z
r )− Ψ̄i(x, δx)

∣

∣

∣
(x, δx, z) = (Xε

t ,L
P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )
]
∣

∣

∣

2

6 Ce−β′r(1 + |Xε
t |2 + ‖L P

Xε
t
‖2 + |Zε

t |2),
where Ψ̄(x, µ) :=

∫

Rm Ψ(x, µ, z)νµ(dz). Since Ψ̄(x, µ) = 0, one could obtain that
∣

∣

∣
P

L P

Xε
t

r Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )
∣

∣

∣

2

6 Ce−β′r(1 + |Xε
t |2 + ‖L P

Xε
t
‖2 + |Zε

t |2),

and
∣

∣

∣
P

L P

Xε
t

r Ψi(Xε
t ,L

P

Xε
t
, Zε

t )
∣

∣

∣

8

6 Ce−4β′r(1 + |Xε
t |8 + ‖L P

Xε
t
‖8 + |Zε

t |8).

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

D2 6 Cδ
1
2
ε ε

1
2

(

∫ ∞

0

e−4β′r
E
P
ε

(1 + |Xε
t |8 + ‖L P

Xε
t
‖8 + |Zε

t |8)dr
)

1
2

6 Cδ
1
2
ε ε

1
2

(

E
P
ε

(1 + |Xε
t |8 + ‖L P

Xε
t
‖8 + |Zε

t |8)
)

1
2

6 Cδ
1
2
ε ε

1
2

(

E(1 + |Xε
t |16 + ‖L P

Xε
t
‖16 + |Zε

t |16)
)

1
4

6 Cδ
1
2
ε ε

1
2 , (42)

where Lemma 5.7 is used in the last inequality.
So, combining (42) with (40), we know that

K3 6 Cδε

(

(
δ15ε
ε16

+
δ7ε
ε8
)(δ17ε + δ9ε)e

C(
δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
ε8

)
)

1
4
+ Cδ

1
2
ε ε

1
2 . (43)

Inserting (35), (36) and (43) into (34), one can get that

E
P
ε

[

∫ t+δε

t

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s )Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

6 C(δ5ε + δ3ε ) + Cδ3ε + Cδε

(

(
δ15ε
ε16

+
δ7ε
ε8
)(δ17ε + δ9ε )e
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δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
ε8

)
)

1
4

+ Cδ
1
2
ε ε

1
2 ,
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which together with (33) implies that

E
P
ε

[

∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣
E
P
ε

[Ψi(Xε
s ,L

P

Xε
s
, Zε

s)Λ
ε
s|F Y ε

s ]
∣

∣

∣

4

ds

]

6 (
T

δε
+ 1)

[

C(δ5ε + δ3ε ) + Cδ3ε + Cδε

(

(
δ15ε
ε16

+
δ7ε
ε8
)(δ17ε + δ9ε )e

C(
δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
ε8

)
)

1
4
+ Cδ

1
2
ε ε

1
2

]

6 C(T + δε)
[

(δ4ε + δ2ε ) + δ2ε +
(

(
δ15ε
ε16

+
δ7ε
ε8
)(δ17ε + δ9ε )e

C(
δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
ε8

)
)

1
4

+
ε

1
2

δ
1
2
ε

]

.

From the above inequality and (32), it follows that

J5 6 C(T + δε)
1
2

[

(δ4ε + δ2ε) + δ2ε +
(

(
δ15ε
ε16

+
δ7ε
ε8
)(δ17ε + δ9ε)e

C(
δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
ε8

)
)

1
4

+
ε

1
2

δ
1
2
ε

]
1
2

. (44)

Finally, inserting (28)-(31) and (44) into (27), we have

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

ξεt (F )−
∫ t

0

ξεs(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds−
∫ t

0

ξεs(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

6 Cε2 + C(T + δε)
1
2

[

(δ4ε + δ2ε ) + δ2ε +
(

(
δ15ε
ε16

+
δ7ε
ε8
)(δ17ε + δ9ε)e

C(
δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
ε8

)
)

1
4
+

ε
1
2

δ
1
2
ε

]
1
2
.

Choosing δε = ε(−lnε)
1
32 and taking the limit on both sides of the above inequality, it

holds that

lim
ε→0

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

ξεt (F )−
∫ t

0

ξεs(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds−
∫ t

0

ξεs(F h̄i)dY ε,i
s

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 0.

Step 2. We prove that there exists a subsequence {ξεk} which converges weakly to 0.
By Lemma 5.8 and Step 1, we know that there exists a subsequence {ξεk} which

converges weakly to ξ in C([0, T ],M(Rn × P2(R
n)) as k → ∞, and furthermore for

t ∈ [0, T ] and F ∈ C
4,4
b (Rn × P2(R

n)), ξt(F ) satisfies the equation

ξt(F )−
∫ t

0

ξs(LX̄,L P

X̄F )ds−
∫ t

0

ξs(F h̄i)dYs = 0, (45)

where Y is a l-dimensional Brownian motion. For Eq.(45), by [14, Theorem 4.9], it holds
that its solutions are unique. Besides, note that 0 is a solution to Eq.(45). Thus, ξ = 0,
that is, {ξεk} converges weakly to 0. The proof is complete. �

Now, it is the position to prove Theorem 3.2.
Proof of Theorem 3.2. For t ∈ [0, T ] and F ∈ C

4,4
b (Rn × P2(R

n)), it holds that

π
ε,x,µ
t (F )− π̄t(F ) =

ρ
ε,x,µ
t (F )− ρ̄t(F )

ρ̄t(1)
− π

ε,x,µ
t (F )

ρ
ε,x,µ
t (1)− ρ̄t(1)

ρ̄t(1)
=

ξεt (F )

ρ̄t(1)
− π

ε,x,µ
t (F )

ξεt (1)

ρ̄t(1)
.

So, based on Lemma 5.6 and 5.10, and the boundedness of πε,x,µ
t (F ), we obtain that πε,x,µ

t

converges weakly to π̄t as ε → 0. The proof is complete.
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6. Appendix

In the section, we prove (39).
Proof of (39).
By the Hölder inequality, the BDG inequality, (H1

b2,σ2
) and Lemma 5.9, we get that for

s ∈ [t, t+ δε]
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∣
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Then the Gronwall inequality gives us

E[|Zε,δx,z
s − Ẑε,δx,z

s |16] 6 C(1 + |x|16 + |z|16)(δ
15
ε

ε16
+

δ7ε
ε8
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δ16ε
ε16

+
δ8ε
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).
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[12] J. Li and H. Min: Weak solutions of mean-field stochastic differential equations, Stochastic Analysis

and Applications, 35(2017)542-568.
[13] Y. Li, F. Wu and L. Xie: Poisson equation on Wasserstein space and diffusion approximations for

McKean-Vlasov equation, http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.12796.
[14] M. Q. Liu and H. J. Qiao: Uniqueness and superposition of the space-distribution dependent Zakai

equations, http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01596.
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