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UNIFORM IN TIME BOUNDS FOR A STOCHASTIC HYBRID SYSTEM WITH
FAST PERIODIC SAMPLING AND SMALL WHITE-NOISE

SHIVAM SINGH DHAMA AND KONSTANTINOS SPILIOPOULOS

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Boston University, Boston, Massachusetts, 02215, USA

ABSTRACT. We study the asymptotic behavior, uniform-in-time, of a non linear dynamical system
under the combined effects of fast periodic sampling with period § and small white noise of size €, 0 <
e,0 < 1. The dynamics depend on both the current and recent measurements of the state, and as
such it is not Markovian. Our main results can be interpreted as Law of Large Numbers (LLN) and
Central Limit Theorem (CLT) type results. LLN type result shows that the resulting stochastic process
is close to an ordinary differential equation (ODE) uniformly in time as €, N\, 0. Further, in regards to
CcLT, we provide quantitative and uniform-in-time control of the fluctuations process. The interaction
of the small parameters provides an additional drift term in the limiting fluctuations, which captures
both the sampling and noise effects. As a consequence, we obtain a first-order perturbation expansion
of the stochastic process along with time-independent estimates on the remainder. The zeroth- and
first-order terms in the expansion are given by an ODE and SDE, respectively. Simulation studies that
illustrate and supplement the theoretical results are also provided.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the asymptotic analysis of a controlled stochastic differential equation
(SDE)
(1) ax;” = { FXE7) + r(XZ
s(t)
as €,0 \(0 and t € [0,00). Here, the parameters € and § = d(¢), 0 < €, < 1, correspond to the size
of noise and the rate of state measurements, respectively. The operator 7s(t) = §|t/§] transforms the
continuous time ¢ € [0,00) to the integer multiple of 6 and the process W = {W; : ¢t > 0} represents
a standard Brownian motion. For the detailed assumptions on the coefficients of (1) see Section 2.1.
In our problem set-up, equation (1) can be thought of as a small random perturbation of a non-linear
control system

(2) dr = {f(z) +u}dt, =(0)=xo

with a feedback control law u = rk(x) using its sample-and-hold implementation. In our model,
by the sample-and-hold implementation of the control function u, we mean v is updated through
state measurements at the time instants k4 and it remains fixed throughout in the sampling interval

[k6, (k+1)8), k € Z*. We note that the instantaneous value of X in (1) depends on both the current

state value X;  and the most recent measurement Xfrf( " Hence, it is not a Markovian process.

)} dt + ea(XO0)dW,, X5 = o,
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The study of system (1) is important as it appears very frequently in control theory where a system
of the form dz = f(x)dt is controlled by a digital computer and is perturbed by a small white noise.
In such cases, the state of the system is evolved continuously with time whereas the control function
requires the state values (samples) only at certain discrete-time instances. This interaction of state
evolution at discrete- and continuous-time makes the system a hybrid dynamical system (HDS)[GST12].
An example of HDs is sampled-data systems [Y(G14] where the measurements of the state are only
available at discrete time instants and control input is updated using a digital computer. Much of
the study on these systems focused on stability analysis (e.g., [NTC09, YG14]). To the best of our
knowledge, there is very little work on the interaction of sampling and noise (see, [DP21, DP23] for
the recent results in this direction). Hence, in this paper, we aim to explore the asymptotic analysis
of a HDS under the combined effects of sampling and noise, uniform-in-time.

Part of the contribution of this work is in studying the asymptotic analysis, uniform-in-time (UIT),
of the non-linear SDE (1) under the combined influence of fast (§ N\, 0) periodic sampling and small
(e \¢ 0) state-dependent white-noise. As £, N\, 0, we found that the resulting stochastic process
X7’ and its rescaled fluctuation process Z:° 2 ¢~ 1(X7 — 1) are close to an ordinary differential
equation (ODE) and SDE, respectively. The ODE describing the mean behavior is the closed-loop ODE,
regardless of how &, \, 0; however, the fluctuation behavior is found to depend on the relative rates
at which ¢, N\, 0. In the fluctuation study, most interesting case is when both the small parameters
are comparable in size, i.e., /¢ tends to a positive constant. In this case, the limiting SDE for the
fluctuations has both a diffusive term due to small noise and an extra drift term which captures the
sampling effect. More precisely, in our main results (Theorems 2.4 and 2.5), we show that for any
natural number p > 1,

supE ‘Xf"S - xt‘p < On(e,d),
>0

D
supE ‘Zf‘S - Zt‘ < 06, 9),
>0

where C' is always a time-independent positive constant, n(e,d) and (e, ) are some functions which
converge to zero as ¢, vanish and x; is the solution of (2). Here, the stochastic process Z; solves the
SDE

(3) Zt:/o [Df(:cs)+m(xs)]zsds—;/0 D) () + £(ws)] ds+/0 o (zs)dWV,,

where ¢ £ lima\og (see equation (10)). As a consequence of the CLT (Theorem 2.5), the stochastic
process X, % can be approximated, uniform-in-time, by the process x; + £Z; as €, \, 0, that is,

Xf’5 ~xy + ey, t € [0,00).

Indeed, we make this approximation precise by a first-order perturbation expansion of the stochastic
process Xf"s (i.e., Xf"s = 21 +€Z; + o(£?)) in the powers of small parameter ¢ along with the time-
independent error bounds on the remainder. Here, the zeroth- and first-order terms are characterized
by the ODE 4 = f(x)+ (z), 2(0) = 2o describing the mean behavior and the SDE (3) which captures
the fluctuations about the mean.

The results of this paper are novel mainly in terms of the time-independent convergence bounds
and identification of an additional drift term in the fluctuation analysis. The fluctuations allow one to
write a first-order perturbation expansion of the stochastic process of interest along with the bounds
on the remainder uniform-in-time. The way at which €, \, 0 affects the limiting dynamics in a crucial
way. In addition, our proof of the uniform-in-time CLT shows that what is needed is a control on the
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behavior of the gradient of the drift of the limiting dynamics (2) via Assumption A3 together with
uniform-in-time control of appropriate moments of X;  and the related uniform-in-time LLN.

The difficulty of the mathematical analysis lies on the careful and diligent analysis and appropriate
decomposition needed in order to extract the best possible bounds that are also uniform-in-time. The
presence of the sampling term complicates the uniform-in-time analysis of the fluctuations.

In recent decades, the asymptotic behavior of several (multi scale) stochastic systems has been ex-
plored by many authors in the form of averaging principle/homogenization. This enables one to obtain
simple dynamics of the slowly-varying component by averaging over the quickly varying component.
For the fundamental work in this direction, we refer to the seminal papers of Khasminskii [[<ha68,
Kha66]. Since then, a great amount of work has been developed in the form of different limit theorems.
To mention a few, one can see, for example, [F'S99, PVO1, PV03, PV05, FW12, Spild, RX21b, RX21a),
for the averaging principle and/or fluctuation analysis for SDE with multiple time scales and multiple
small parameters in different asymptotic regimes. For the interaction of Large Deviation Principle
(which describes the asymptotic behavior of probabilities of rare events in terms of certain rate func-
tions) with stochastic processes, one can see [Ver(0, Spil3] and the references therein. Averaging and
fluctuation analysis for stochastic partial differential equations are investigated in , e.g., [Cer09, CF09].

The averaging and fluctuation analysis for multiscale systems have typically been considered over
finite time horizons (i.e., on time intervals [0, T'] for fixed T' < 00). Recently, [CDO21, FG20] provided
sufficient conditions for uniform-in-time convergence of error of the Euler scheme for a SDE. Further, a
uniform-in-time averaging principle for a slow-fast fully coupled stochastic system, has been explored
in [CDGT22]. For the LDP over infinite time horizons, we refer to a recent article [B722].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2.1, we present our problem set-up and our main
results (Theorems 2.4 and 2.5). In the same section, we mention certain regularity assumptions and a
sufficient condition, which enable us to accomplish the uniform time analysis. In addition, we present
some potential applications of our results and simulation studies that illustrate and complement the
theoretical results. Further, Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.4 through a series of helpful
lemmas. In Section 4, we present the proof of our second main result Theorem 2.5. Section 5 has a
the proofs of s number of supporting lemmas needed in the proof of Theorem 2.5 and mainly related
to properly controlling the sampling effect.

Notation and conventions. We list some of the special notations and conventions used throughout
this manuscript. The symbol £ is read “is defined to equal.” We denote the set of all positive integers,
non-negative integers and real numbers by N, Z*, and R, respectively. For any m € N, and a given
function A : R — R, D™h(x) represents the mt-derivative of h at the point € R; of course, in
the higher dimensions Dh(z) stands for the Jacobian matrix. Throughout this manuscript, we use
ms(t) for 8t/ and || - || for the sup norm. The set C}(R) denotes the collection of all real-valued
continuous functions whose first derivatives are bounded. For a random variable Y, which has a normal
distribution with parameters u and ¢2, we write Y ~ .4 (u, £2). Throughout the paper, the letter C
denotes a positive constant which may depend on various parameters except for the time parameter
t and the small parameters € and J; the value of C' may change from line to line. In the statement
of results, the constant C' will be denoted with a subscript (like, C54). On many occasions in this
paper, we will use the following fundamental inequalities without explicitly mentioning it: for any
n € N, p > 0 and positive real numbers ay, - - - a,,

ajag---a, <C(al +---+ap), and (a1 +- - +ap)’ <Cld)+---+ab).
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2. PROBLEM STATEMENT, MAIN RESULTS AND APPLICATION

2.1. Problem Statement and Assumptions. We consider a nonlinear dynamical system affine in
control % = f(z) + u, 2(0) = xg, where x(t) : [0,00) — R represents the state of the system and
u € R is a control input. Throughout this analysis, a state-feedback control law u = k() is a priori
fixed to get the closed-loop system

(1) X f@) +la), 2(0) = 0

We now use a sample-and-hold implementation of the control law v = k(x). By this we mean, for a
fixed § > 0, the state z. of system (4) is measured at the periodic sampling time instants kd, k € Z*
and the control is updated according to the feedback control law u = k(zks) and is held fixed in
equation (4) over the sampling interval [kd, (k + 1)d). In this case, the dynamics of system (4), in the

interval [kd, (k + 1)d), is governed by the differential equation dof _ f(@9) + k(zls) with the initial

dt
conditions mi 5= xik and xg_ = :cg = xg. Further, for the analysis purposes, we rewrite the dynamics

of 27 using the time-discretization function ms5(t) 2 §[t/d], t € [0,00) to get

da?

() 7

= f(a) +rlag,p), 20 =20.

One can note here that the instantaneous rate %f depends on both the current value 9 and the most
recent sample of the state, that is, xfm ) and we expect as § \, 0, the dynamics of xf converges to xy
solving (4).

We would now like to explore the situation when the system (5) is subjected to a small white-noise
effect. To make things precise, we assume that the process W = {W; : t > 0}, defined on a probability
space (2, .#,P), represents a one-dimensional Brownian motion and the parameter € > 0 corresponds
to the size of noise. The resulting dynamics of system (5) is now described by the stochastic process
X0 = {Xf’5 :t > 0} which solves the SDE

,0 ,0 €,0
(6) ax;® = { F(x70) + w(XEH,

)} dt + eo(XP0)dW,,  X5° = .

Throughout this paper, the functions f : R - R, k : R - R and ¢ : R — R in model (6) are
assumed to satisfy the Assumptions A1,A2,A3 below and that they yield a unique and, at least, weak
solution to (6).

Assumption Al. The mapping [ satisfies local polynomial growth Lipschitz continuity condition and
the functions k,o are assumed globally Lipschitz continuous, i.e., for all x,y € R, there exist positive
numbers q,& and p such that

[f(x) = F(y)l < [z + |yl?) + pllz =y,
|K(x) — K(y)| < Lilz —yl,
lo(z) —o(y)| < Lolx —yl,

where Ly, L, are the global Lipschitz constants for k, o respectively. In addition, we assume f satisfies
a contractive Lipschitz continuity condition. In particular, we assume that there is X > 0 such that
for x,y € R, we have

(7) (x—y) - (f(2) = f(y) < —Alz —y]~.

Furthermore, we assume that the constants X\, L, are such that % — L, > 0.
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An important consequence of (7) is that there exist positive numbers «, § so that
(8) z-f(z) < —alz*+ 3, for zeR.
Assumption A2. The functions k,o are uniformly bounded, i.e., there exists v < co such that
lo(@)| +|k(z)| <7, z€R

Assumption A3. We assume that f,k are twice differentiable and that for m € {1,2} there exists a
time-independent positive constant C such that

t
sup / oS mIDS @)+ D du g <
t>0 JO

The second derivative of k is assumed to be uniformly bounded whereas the second derivative of f is
assumed to grow polynomially.

A few remarks on Assumptions A1, A2 and A3 are in order.

Remark 2.1. Assumptions A1, A2 and A3 on f are satisfied, for example, by the functions f(z) = — Az,
f(x) = —23 — Az and bounded, differentiable functions x with sufficiently small Lipschitz constant.

We also note that the contractive Lipschitz condition is a consequence of the half-Lipschitz condition
with negative “half-Lipschitz” constant. In particular, functions f such that for x > y the relation
holds

f(@) = fly) < =Mz =),
will also satisfy (7). Note that for such f that are also differentiable, we have that sup,, f'(z) = —A.

Remark 2.2. Assumption (7) is used in the proof of Theorem 2.4 (which proves the uniform convergence
of X 1o x¢) and is needed in order to control the magnitude of the term \Xf’a — x| for any given
s € (0,00).

Relation (8) is used in Lemma 3.1 to prove the uniform moment bound for X; % and the uniform
bound for z;. We note that a simple inspection of the proof of Lemma 3.1 shows that the claim holds
if we only assume (8) to be true for |z| > R for some R > 0. We chose to use (8) as a consequence
of (7) instead of using this more general condition because, despite our efforts, we could not relax
accordingly Assumption (7) that is used for Theorem 2.4. This is due to the fact that in Theorem
2.4 we need to appropriately control the term (X§’6 - xs)(f(X?é) — f(=zs)) for all s € (0,00) and not
to just control the behavior for large |X2°|. In particular, bounding moments of |X5° — x| is not
enough, we need those moments to go to zero as €, \, 0.

However, in Subsection 2.5, we demonstrate our principal results via simulation studies also on
examples that do not necessarily satisfy all of the assumptions, demonstrating that our theoretical
result is expected to hold broader.

Remark 2.3. Assumption A3 is only used in the proof of the uniform-in-time LT, Theorem 2.5. The
proof of Theorem 2.5 makes it clear, that besides Assumption A3, one mainly needs to have the uniform
moment bounds and uniform law of large numbers result of Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 2.4 respectively
and then the proof of the uniform-in-time CLT goes through. This means that the uniform-in-time
cLT will hold under a proper control of the derivative of the drift functions via Assumption A3 and
any assumptions that guarantee the validity of Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 2.4. The assumption on the
existence of the second derivatives of f and k stems from the need to control the fluctuations in the
technical lemmas of Subsection 5.2, which we accomplish through appropriate Taylor expansions.
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2.2. Main Results. We now state our first main result.

Theorem 2.4. (Law of Large Numbers Type Result) Let x; and Xf’(s be the solutions of (4) and (6),
respectively satisfying Assumptions A1,A2. Then, for any p € N and for all ,0 > 0 sufficiently small,
there exists a time-independent positive constant Cy 4 such that

P
(9) supE ‘Xf’(s — mt‘ < Cy (6P 4+ P + 5§6p).
t>0

This result essentially gives the rate of convergence of the stochastic process X; © t0 its deterministic
counterpart x; uniformly in time as £,0 N\, 0. This theorem can be interpreted as a Law of Large
Numbers (LLN) type result. We present the proof of Theorem 2.4 in Section 3.

We next explore the fluctuation analysis of X  uniform-in-time about its mean x¢. Here, the
fluctuation behavior is found to vary, depending on the relative rates at which the two small parameters
e,6 tend to zero. To make this precise, we define two different regimes:

=0 Regime 1,

10 £ lim §
(10) c E1{r(1) 6/6{6(0,00) Regime 2,

where, we assume 0 = 0. and lim.\ 0. /e exists in [0,00). For Regimes 1 and 2, we consider the
rescaled fluctuation process

€,0
Xt — Tt

,0
(1) 70 & S

Of course, the fluctuation process Z; * solves the stochastic integral equation (22). We now present
our second main result which can be interpreted as a Central Limit Theorem (CLT) type result. This

result focuses on the limiting behavior, uniform-in-time, of the process Z; 9 as €,0 approach to zero.

Theorem 2.5. (Central Limit Theorem Type Result) Let xy and Xf’6 be the solutions of (4) and (6),

respectively satisfying Assumptions A1,A2,A3 and the fluctuation process Zf’(s be defined in equation
(11). Suppose that we are in Regime i € {1,2}, i.e., lim\ 0./ =c € [0,00). Let Z ={Z; :t > 0} be
the unique solution of

(12) Zy :/0 [Df(xs) + Dk(x5)|Zs ds — ;/0 Dr(zs) [ f(xs) + k(xs)] ds+/0 o(zs)dWs.

Then, for any integer p > 1, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cs 5 such that for all
sufficiently small €,0 > 0, one has

P 1 p
(13) sggE’Zf"s—Zt‘ :g—psggE‘Xf’(s—xt—sZt‘ <
t> t>
8% s P [ep ! )
Cas [+ -—c +<+1>(5p+sp+52ap)z+6p/ + P
ep € gp

Remark 2.6. (Interpretation) The result (Theorem 2.5) can be interpreted as follows: the expression
SUpP;>( E]Xf’(s — x¢ — eZ|P tends to zero faster than P does; hence sup;> E\Xf’(s —x¢ —eZ|P = o(eP).
The latter enables us to approximate in the limit the non-Markovian (due to a memory of length )
process Xf’5 by the Markov process x; + €Z;.
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2.3. Assumptions for a generalization of our model. In this section, we provide the conditions
under which our results hold for a generalized version of equation (6) in higher dimensions. We consider
the SDE and ODE

(14) ax;7” = { FOXE) + 9K )R(XE0,) b dt + 2o (X)W,
(15) % = f(zy) + g(z)k(),

where, for d,n > 1, f : R* - R”, g: R* - R k:R" — R? and o : R® — R"*™ are certain regular
functions and W is an n-dimensional Brownian motion.

Let | - | represents the Frobenious norm and the matrix-valued function ® satisfying the matrix
differential equations

(16) Sb(1) = [Df(r) + Dlgr) ()] (1), 2(0) = I

In equation (16), 2 solves ODE (15), I represents the identity matrix, and D(gr)(x;) = g(z¢) Dr(xe)+
Ele Dgi(x¢) - ki(zy) for the column vectors g; € R™ of matrix g and the entries k; € R of matrix &,
i=1,---,d.

We now provide the sufficient conditions below under which one can get Theorem 2.4 and 2.5 for
model (14), and these conditions can be thought as corresponding to Assumptions A1, A2 and A3.

Assumption (A1)’. The mapping f satisfies the local polynomial growth Lipschitz continuity
condition and the functions k, o and g are assumed globally Lipschitz continuous, i.e., for all z,y € R",
there exist positive numbers ¢, &, L and p such that

|f(x) = FW)lF < [E(2)% + yIE) + pllz — ylF,
k(@) = k(W)|F + |o(x) —o(y)|r +19(z) — 9(y)|r < L|z — ylp.

Furthermore, we assume f satisfies a contractive Lipschitz continuity. In particular, we assume that
there exists 0 < A < oo such that for all x,y € R™ we have

{(@ =) (f(@) = f(W)) < —Na —ylE.

With Ly, denoting the Lipschitz constant associated to the function g, we assume that %—Lgﬁ > 0.
As in the one-dimensional case, a consequence of the contractive Lipschitz conditions is that there
exist positive numbers o and § such that

(z, f(2)) < —alalh+ B, for eR",

Assumption (A2)’. The functions k,o and g are uniformly bounded, i.e., there exists v < oo such
that
oo " (2)|F + |k(2)|F + |g(2)|F <7, = €R™

Assumption (A3)’. For m € {1,2} there exists a time-independent positive constant C' such that
t
sup/ |B(t)®(s) " |Rds < C,
>0 Jo

where, (-, -) represents the standard inner product of vectors. Since the idea of the proof of Theorems
2.4 and 2.5 with Assumptions (A1)’, (A2)’, (A3)" is same as with Assumptions Al, A2 and A3, for
the sake of presentation, we present the proof only in the one-dimensional case with g =1 in (14).
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2.4. An application of Theorem 2.5. We provide an application of our main result (Theorem 2.5)

in Corollary 2.7 below. The latter essentially states that the behavior of the stochastic process X 2 i
close (uniform-in-time) to a Gaussian process x;+¢&Z; with a specified mean and variance (see equation

(17)).

Corollary 2.7. Let Xf’(s be the solution of (6) and VF = x, + £Z;, where x; and Z; solve (4) and

12), respectively. Then, for any ¢ € CL(R), and integer p > 1, there exists a positive constant Cs .7
b

(time-independent) such that

)
sup E |p(X°) — o(Vf)
t>0

P 52p 1)
< POy~ |:—|—‘—C
ep €

p oP P 1 /2
+{5 1 (0P 4+ P + §2eP)2 4 0P/= 4 P | .
€
The stochastic process Vi is a Gaussian process with mean p; and variance £ given by

t t
= Ty — C;/ Dr(a,)els PHE)+Dr@Ildu| £ ) 4 k(2,)] ds,
(17) S
¢ 52/ er;[Df(xu)Jan(xu)]duO,Q(xS)ds_
0

Proof. Using It&’s formula in equation (12) (i.c., a limiting SDE for the fluctuation process Z:), we
obtain

t t
7, = _;/ Dﬁ(xs)eff[Df(zu)Jan(wu)] Wt () + r(xs)] ds +/ el Df (zu)+Dr()] W () AW,
0 0

Now, let Vi £ x; + eZ;, then, VF ~ A (us, £7), where, the expressions for the mean s and variance
€2 are defined as follows:

t t
[y = xt_(:;/o Dn(xs)ef:[Df(mu)—l-Dn(xu)] du[f(xs)_'_ﬁ(xs)] ds, é—tQ _ 52/0 62]:[Df($u)+Dli({Eu)]duo_2(xs) ds.

Next, for any ¢ € Cl} (R), a simple algebra followed by Taylor’s theorem yields
X0 g
P(XE0) = ¢ ("/gts + a:t) = (st’6 —eZy+eZy + a:t) = p(eZi + 1) + £ (2)[Z5° — 7)),

where z € R is a point lying on the line segment joining X; ° and ¢ + €Z;. Hence, for any integer
p > 1, we have

[o(X7%) = (V)

Finally, using the boundedness of ¢’ followed by Theorem 2.5, one obtain the required result. O

p p
<P (P |27 -z

2.5. Numerical Examples and Simulation. This section is devoted to the numerical illustration
of the application of our theoretical result (i.e., Corollary 2.7) in the context of a few simple examples.
In Example 1, the functions f and k satisfy the specified assumptions, however, Examples 2, 3 and 4
demonstrate that our main results can be expected to hold when f satisfies the dissipative condition
for large values of x, or the control function x is not necessarily a bounded function.
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(A) X5° = —0.07 (B) X5° =15

Ficure 1. For the non linear model (18), varying effect of E[X;’a — xp — eZ7] over
300 sample paths with different values of € and two initial conditions X5’5 = —0.07,1.5.

Here, the error ]E[X;Jé—SUT—EZT] and time are represented on the vertical and horizontal
axes, respectively.

Example 1. We consider the nonlinear system
1

(18) dX;’ = [—(X0)% — X70)dt — ——————dt + edW,,
14 e Xm0
where it is easy to check that the functions f(z) = —2% — z, o(x) = 1 and k(z) = — 1+i*z satisfy As-

P
sumptions A1,A2 and A3. For the Monte Carlo simulation of the quantity sup; ‘E(p(Xf’é) —Ep(V¥)

over the 300 sample paths of Brownian motion, we fix the function ¢(x) = x and the parameters

T =27, XS’(S = —0.07,1.5 and ¢ = 2¢. Figure 1 and Table 1 show that the absolute error decreases as
the values of € get small.

TABLE 1. The absolute maximum and minimum values of Error £ E[X?é —xr —€eZ7]
over 300 sample paths decrease as the values of ¢ decrease.

Initial condition X5 = —0.07
€ d=2¢ |[Maximum Error| | [Minimum Error|
275 21 5.0744 x 1077 8.9676 x 10~°
26 24 2.3710 x 10~* 2.5126 x 107°
2-7 26 1.1243 x 1074 6.1564 x 1076
Initial condition XS’§ =15
275 21 0.0018 1.7179 x 1077
26 24 9.2053 x 1074 3.9899 x 107°
2-7 26 4.6849 x 10~* 1.0321 x 1075
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3 -3
35210° ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 20 210

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
€,0 €,0
(a) X5° = —0.07 (B) Xo" =15

FIGURE 2. For the non linear model (19), varying effect of IE)[X;"S —xp —eZr] over 300
sample paths with different values of € and two initial conditions X5’5 = —0.07,1.5.

Example 2. We consider the SDE

1
(19) dX;° = [(XP0)% 4+ X)dt — ——————dt + edW,.
14+ e Sm0

P
In this case, we illustrate the varying effect of € (noise size) on the quantity sup;~ ‘Ego(Xf ’6) —Ep(V§ )‘
for the particular function ¢(z) = x, p = 1 using Monte Carlo simulation over 300 sample paths of
Brownian motion. The process V|© is defined as x; + ¢Z;. We fix the parameters T = 27,XS’6 =
—0.07,1.5 and § = 2. For these fixed parameters, Figure 2 and Table 2 demonstrate that as the
values of € decrease, their corresponding errors (which is defined as the mean of [Xfp’é — a7 —eZ7] over
the specified number of sample paths) also decrease.

TABLE 2. The absolute maximum and minimum values of Error £ I[-E[X;"S —xr —€eZ7]
over 300 sample paths decrease as the values of ¢ decrease.

Initial condition XS’§ = —0.07
€ §=2e¢ |[Maximum Error| | [Minimum Error|
275 21 0.0032 1.346 x 1071
26 24 0.0014 3.366 x 107°
2-7 26 6.496 x 10~4 8.4150 x 106

Initial condition XS’(; =15

2-5 21 0.0193 0.0010
26 24 0.0074 4.2751 x 107°
2-7 26 0.0031 1.0880 x 107°

Example 3. We consider the SDE

)

(20) dX7° = =3X;°dt — 0.3166 X, dt + edW;.
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Of course, the functions f(x) = —3z, o(x) = 1 satisfy (7) and Assumption A2 and the function x(x) =
—0.31662 has linear growth (not necessarily bounded). In this case, we illustrate the varying effect of
¢ (noise size) on the quantity sup;> E@(Xf’é) - Ecp(Vf)‘p for the particular function p(z) =z, p=1
using Monte Carlo simulation over 300 sample paths of Brownian motion. The process V¢ is defined
as ¢ +¢Z;. We fix the parameters T = 27, X8’5 = 0.1 and § = 2¢. For these fixed parameters, Figure 3
and Table 3 demonstrate that as the values of € decrease, their corresponding errors (which is defined
as the mean of [X;’(S — o — €Z7] over the specified number of sample paths) also decrease.

=107

20

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

F1curE 3. For the linear model (20), varying effect of IE[X;"s — xp — eZ7] over 300

sample paths with different values of €. Here, the error IE[X;’(S — xp — €Z7| and time
are represented on the vertical and horizontal axes, respectively.

TABLE 3. The absolute maximum and minimum values of Error £ E[X;’é —xr —eZ7]
over 300 sample paths decrease as the values of ¢ decrease.

€ d=2¢ |[Maximum Error| | [Minimum Error|
273 272 0.00164 3.2175 x 1072
24 273 4.3641 x 10~* 9.4164 x 107°
275 24 1.9649 x 10~4 1.8798 x 107°

Example 4. We consider the nonlinear system
(21) dXo = {f(Xf"S) + /i(Xif(t))} dt +edW;, X% =0.1

for the functions f(z) = ffxg — 3z, 0(x) =1 and k(z) = H% — 5z. It is easy to check that the

mappings f and x satisfy Assumption A3 as Df < 0 and Dk < 0. For the Monte Carlo simulation of
the quantity sup;> ’E@(Xf’5) — Ep(Vf)

function ¢(z) = = and the parameters T' = 27, Xg"; = 0.1 and = 2¢. Figure 4 and Table 4 show that
the absolute error decreases as the values of € get small.

P
over the 300 sample paths of Brownian motion, we fix the
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0.015

0.01

0.005

-0.005

-0.01 . . . . . .
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

FIGURE 4. For the non linear model (21), varying effect of E[X;’a — xp — eZ7] over
300 sample paths with different values of €. Here, the error IE[X;"S — a7 — eZ7] and

time are represented on the vertical and horizontal axes, respectively.

TABLE 4. The absolute maximum and minimum values of Error = IE[X;’(S —xp —eZr]
over 300 sample paths decrease as the values of ¢ decrease.

€ d=2e¢ |[Maximum Error| | [Minimum Error|
273 272 0.0131 0.0095

274 273 0.0033 0.0012

27° 2~ 9.2848 x 104 2.0363 x 104

3. LLN TYPE RESULT: PROOF OF THEOREM 2.4

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.4 (LLN Type Result) under Assumptions Al and A2. The main
building blocks of the proof are Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 below. Here, Lemma 3.1 gives the uniform-in-time
bound for the quantities E|X; 0

P and x;.

Lemma 3.1. Let Xf’(S and x¢ be the solutions of (6) and (4) respectively satisfying Assumptions A1
and A2. Then, for any p > 1, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cs1 such that

supIE|Xt€’5]p +sup |z < Cs .
>0 >0

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that Xf’é is the solution of (6) satisfying Assumptions A1 and A2. Then, for
any €,6 > 0 and even p, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cs.o such that

SgISE Xfrf(s) — X201 < Cyufo? + 2755,
s>

The proofs of these lemmas are provided in Section 3.1. We now prove Theorem 2.4 under Assump-
tions Al and A2.

Proof of Theorem 2./. We start by noting that it suffices to prove the statement for even powers p.
For p = 1, the required bound follows from Holder’s inequality. So, let us take p to be an even integer.
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Using the integral representation for the process X;  and Tt, we get
t t t
6 ,0
X;0 —a = [0 = fanlds + [ R(XER) — nlads +e [ a(xzhdw.
0 0 0

A
Applying It6’s formula to the function (¢, x) = e |z|P, we have
)\ sp)\

t
e B X gy = B (XS0 — )P ds + p / B (X0 g )P leg (X20) AW,
0

t
—|—/0 pe B (X§’5 —:ps)p_1 {f(X?‘s) — f(xs)] ds
¢ sSpA
+/ pe 2
0

t
N p(p—1) / e

2 0

Next, using Assumption Al(Equation (7)), we obtain

(X320 — z,)PL [K(X&‘S NE m(ms)] ds

75 (

(X§’6—$ )p 2 2 2(X€(5)d

p)\ 512)/\

t
eBIX _ gy < (X290 — 2, ds + p / B (X2 — g P Leo (XE0) dW,

0o 2 0

t
o [ e s ds + / pe B (X50 — P [W(XES,) — w(as)] d
0 0

_ t
+p(p 1)/ e
2 0

We further take expectation (the stochastic integral is zero due to Lemma 3.1) and use Young’s
inequality for the term (X;f’(S — x4)P~2¢2 (with the Hélder conjugates % £) to get a sufficiently small
¢ > 0 and boundedness of ¢ to obtain

t
2 S
p 0

t s —1 2 00 t s
I [<X§’5—xs>P*1[m<Xi"is>>—n(msﬂ} e
0 g p é'p 0

(Xsa,d_x )p 2 2 Q(Xaé)d

Now, in the above expression, writing R(XE;S(S)) — k(xs) as k(XS 7(3)) — K(XE) + k(XE) — K(xs)
followed by Lipschitz continuity of k, we obtain

p— [— t s
et;;)x |X _$t|p} <p <_ (;‘ _Ln> +§MMHU2HOO>/ e ZAIE(XSE"; —azs)pds
0

2p
P(p—1 2 to
—XE(;]] ds+ 2 p,)ya “°°/ e*F ds,
&r 0

b2 with the Holder conjugates r| =

ms(s)

t
+ LH/ pe%ﬁ@ [(Xg»‘s SR Ll D Gl
0

Using the generalized Young’s inequality ab < %a” +

T2/T1

%, ro = p, any 1 > 0 and Lemma 3.2, we obtain for n > 0 and & > 0 to be chosen

A —1 ~1)(p—2 b s
B[ - al] < op (5 - (140t ) 2= €22 ) [0 - aras
0

t
+C[€p+5p+6p55]/ e ds,
0
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for some constant C' < co that depends on p, 7, &, Ly, ||[02||eo. Given that we have assumed % — L, >0,
we can choose 1, £ > 0 both sufficiently small such that one has

A -1 —1)(p—2
R L e L N
2 p 2p
This then yields
t
{ 5 | X50 l’t’p:| < CleP 4 o7 +€p(55]/ e ds,
0
yielding the uniform-in-time bound

t
E [|va5 - xtv’] < CO[eP + 67 + ePshle % / 8 ds < C[eP + 67 + P58,
0
with a potentially different constant C' < oo that is independent of time ¢t € Ry. This completes the
proof of the theorem. O

3.1. Proof of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We will only prove the bound for sup,- E|Xt€’6|p as the bound for sup,;q |z
(and consequently for sup,~q |7¢|?) follows by the exact same argument and is simpler.
We note that it is just sufficient to prove the statement for even powers p. We start by using It6’s

formula to the function (¢, x) = etpTa\:cV’, and noting e’ |z|P = e5 2P to yield

t t
7 | X7 = \XS"S\M/O pg‘e‘%(xgﬁ)pdﬁ/o pe’s (X! [f(x”)m(xeé( )| ds

p(p—1) ! “PC“ e0\p—2.2,2( ye,0 ' o g,6\p—1 €,0
+ 2 (X ) (X )d8+p <Xs ) EJ(XS )dWs
0 0

t
I+ [ e [GIXEP 4 X0 ()] I

¢ spa _ ]_ t
—i—/ pe%\Xf’é\p_lyn(ng \d —i—i(p )/ e
0 2 0
T (X0 e (XE0) AW,

t
D
+p/e
0

Next, using (8) and then taking expectation, we get for some time-independent constant C' < oo
t spa t t spa
5 ds+/ E[ |X85|P} ds+/ pllsloE [eT|X§’5yP*1} ds
0

-1 200 t spar
+ (v 2=l [ [ 7] s

We further employ the generalized Young’s inequality for the terms (p||||o0)| X5 [P~ (with the Hélder
-5, p) and (pﬂ + 62}%> | X2 P=2 (with the Hélder conjugates s £, §) obtaining

for some positive constants 71, 72 to be chosen that
pa p—2 p(p =10 L
(5 == Dl — =2 (o 222N ) ) g [ o] a

t
+MX?P+C/63
0

X220 (XS0 ds

e T EIX]P <EIX5OP

conjugates

tpo
ez E| X5
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Choosing now 11,72 > 0 sufficiently small so that

pa p—2 p(p — 1|o*|l
(% = Dl — 22 (o + 2221 ))

yields the bound E|Xta’5|p < e_tpTa\a:o]p +Ce s fot e2 ds < C for some time-independent constant
C < oo and for all €, > 0. This completes the proof of lemma. O

Proof of Lemma 5.2. From the integral representation of X; ’5, we get

p
p

S p S
<c / 1)+ w(xed )b au| +0 / o (XE0)dW,

5(s) s5(s)

For some ¢ € N, the boundedness of x, Assumption Al and the martingale moment inequalities [[X{S91,
Proposition 3.26] yield

‘Xs,é

(s

)~ X5

2
2

p
pgc/{ " ]pZ{l +E\Xﬁf\q}drlmdrp—l—CepE{/[ " }az(XZ"S)du} ds.
T§(S8),S s(S8),8

=1

€,0 0
E ‘Xﬂé o — X

Finally, using boundedness of o from Assumption A2, Lemma 3.1 and the fact s —75(s) < J, we obtain
the required bound. ]

4. cLt TypPE RESULT: PROOF OF THEOREM 2.5

We now prove Theorem 2.5 with Assumptions A1, A2, A3. An organization of this section is as
follows. In Section 4.1, we prove Theorem 2.5 through its main building blocks Propositions 4.1, 4.2
and 4.3. The proofs of Propositions 4.1 through 4.3 are provided in Section 4.2. Proposition 4.1 plays
a key role in the proof of Theorem 2.5 and is proved through a series of helpful lemmas. The proofs
of these lemmas are deferred to Section 4.3.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.5. Before proving Theorem 2.5, let us get more insights into the fluctuation
process Z; % and its limiting process Z; solving (12). Recalling the integral representation for the
process X, % and xy from equations (6) and (4), respectively, followed by Taylor’s theorem, we have

(22)
e £,0 _ £,0 c
756 _ / S~ fl) / W Xryi) = w & / [R(X5?) — r(s)]
! 0 € 0 € 0 €
t
- / o(XE°)dW,
0
t t Xj?‘s — XE"S( ) t t
:/ [Df(xs)—i—D/ﬁ(xs)]Z?‘sds—/ Dr(z) . e ds+/ a(ngé)dWer/ RS ds,
0 0 0 0
where,
3 g0y g0y
RSS2 3 R (s) £ [f(XS )@ ppagzes| 4 |[RED 2@ g ges
i—1 g g
23
(23) R(XZT,) — R(XE7) b G
+ s —DH(I'S)S—

9 9
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One can now identify the limiting SDE (that is, equation (12)) for the process Z; from equation (22) as
5,5_X5,5

s

follows. This identification is essentially obtained by replacing Z; 0 by Z;, fg DKJ(I‘S)%‘S(S) ds by
5 fg Dr(zs)[f(zs) + k(xs)] ds, Xf’6 by x; in the stochastic integral f(f O'(XE’J)dWS, and finally showing
the remainder term f(f Ri’é ds is small. These approximations are made precise in Propositions 4.1,
4.2 and 4.3 stated below.

5,6 A X5 —ay

In Regimes 1 and 2, we see that rescaled process Z and the effective process Z; solve

equations (22) and (12), respectively. To show the convergence of Zf’5 to Zi, as €,0 \( 0, one first
need to demonstrate the following convergence in an appropriate sense.

" Xg,é _ Xs,é
(24) lim efst[Df($“)+DK(m“)]duD/<g(;pS) ms(s) ds
8,5\0 0 €

§/e—c

t
:g / s IDf @) +Dr@ldu (2 V[ £ (24) + k()] ds.
0

In the fluctuation study, equation (24) enables us to identify the extra drift term capturing both

the fast sampling and small noise effects. In Proposition 4.1 below, we show the convergence of
£,0 £,0

XX
fg efst[Df(xu)+Dn(zu)]d“D/<;(xs)%5(3) ds to the term § fg efst[Df(z“)+D“($“)]d“DH(ws)[f(:rs)—i—/ﬁ(xs)} ds,
as €,6 \,0.

Proposition 4.1. Let X{° be the solution of SDE (6) and

€6 &0 p
Xs Xﬂ'é(s) ds
e Y

to, c
19) 2 | [l IRl | D) () + (a)] - D)
0
where, p > 1 is an integer. Then, for all sufficiently small £,0 > 0, there exists a time-independent
positive constant Cy1 such that
5P |6
sup E [If’é(t)} < Cia [ + ‘ —cC
t>0 24 5

p 52p 4 5P
N <+

ep

) (8 + P + 02eP) +6p/2} .

In Propositions 4.2 and 4.3 stated below, we show that the terms Iza’(s(t) and Ig’d(t) are small in an
appropriate sense as €, vanish.

Proposition 4.2. Let Xf’5 be the solution of SDE (6) and

5 p
() 2

I

t
/ oJiIDf (@u)+Dr(wy))du [U(X§’5) _ a(xs)} AW,
0

where, p > 1 is an integer. Then, for all sufficiently small £,0 > 0, there exists a time-independent
positive constant Cyo such that

1
supE [15’5 (t)} < Cyo (6% + €% + 7%) 2 .
t>0

Proposition 4.3. Let th,d be the solution of SDE (6), Rf’(s be defined as in equation (23), and
P
(25) I3°(t) £

Y

t
/ efst [Df(xw)+De(zy)]du Rz,(s ds
0
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where, p > 1 is an integer. Then, for all sufficiently small £,0 > 0, there exists a time-independent
positive constant Cy3 such that

Cys
supE [Ig’é(t)} < 23 (e 4 6% 4 WGP,
>0 ep
We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.5.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Using the integral representations for the stochastic processes Z; % and Z; given
by equations (22) and (12), respectively, we have

Zf"s—Zt:/Ot[Df(a;S)—i—D/s(xS)](ZE‘S )ds+/0t[ (X€5)—a(xs)] AW, +/t RS ds

XE 0 X& 0
/ Dr(xs)[f(zs) + k(zs)] ds —/ Dk(x 2T g
We now employ Ito’s formula to the function ¢(t,x) = e~ Jo[Df (@) +Dr(eu)lduy 1 get
t X875 _ Xa,é
Z;?(S _ Zt — / efst[Df(CCu)'i‘DH(wu)]du %Dﬁ(xs)[f(xs) + ,‘-ﬁ‘,(xs)] . D/q;(xs) S m5(s) ds
0 )

t t
i / els[Df @) +Dr(au)ldu [ 4 X§:5)—a(xs)} AW, + / e IDS @)+ Dr@)lduResd 4o

0 0
Hence, for any integer p > 1,
(26)
t ¢ XE (S _ XE 6 p
|Zt€’5 —ZiP <C /0 eJs [PF (zu)+Drs()]du %Dm(:cs)[f(xs) + k(zs)] — Dm(xs)%‘“s) ds

t p t p
+C / ol [Df (zu)+Dr(zu))du [U(Xgﬁ) _ U(:Cs)} +C / eJsIDF @)+ Drlaa)lduged g
0 0

2w+ + 15°(0)] .
Finally, putting Propositions 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 together in equation (26), we get
5

¢

52p
supE‘Z’ Zt‘ <C’[
>0

P oP P o1
7 +<EP+1) (07 + &P + 52¢P)2 +6p/2+sp].

0

4.2. Proof of Propositions 4.1 through 4.3. In this section, we provide the proofs of Propositions
4.1 through 4.3. To prove Proposition 4.1, we first state (without proof) a series of auxiliary Lemmas
4.4 to 4.8 below. The proofs of the aforementioned lemmas are postponed to Section 4.3.

Moving in the direction of the proof of Proposition 4.1, Lemma 4.4 gives the decomposition of the

term (1/¢)Dr(xs) [X§ 0 Xfr‘;( )} which appears in the dynamics of fluctuations given by (22).

Lemma 4.4. Let Xf’(s be the solution of SDE (6). Then,

4
(1/e)Dr(xs) {Xﬁ"s - X:‘;f(s)] = Z M?"s(s), where
i=1
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MS52(s) £ (1/2) Di() f (2ny(o)ls —ms(s)l. M5%(s) £ (1/) D(aa)w(XES, s — ma(s)]

M (s) 2 L D) | D) — STy

(27)

M5 (s) £ Dk(zs) / o (XE0)dW,.
ms(s)

Now, Lemma 4.5 stated below deals with the deterministic term Mi"s (t) and shows that M‘i"; (t) is
close, uniform-in-time, to the first part of the effective drift term (i.e, §Dr(x)f(x¢), see (24)).

Lemma 4.5. Let Mi’a(t) be defined as in equation (27) and p > 1 be an integer. Then, there exists a
time-independent positive constant Cy5 such that

t JUDf(zu)+Dr(zw)]du [ \ge.0 C P
/0 eds u u [Ml, (S) - iDH(xs)f(xs)} ds

sup
>0

Next, Lemma 4.6 handles the asymptotic analysis, uniform-in-time, of the process M3 ( ) as e, 0 tend
to zero and shows that M‘g’(s(t) is close to the second part of the effective drift term (i.e SDk(xs)k (),
see equation (24)).

Lemma 4.6. Let M‘S’a(t) be defined as in equation (27) and p > 1 be an integer. Then, for all
sufficiently small €,5 > 0, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cyg such that

¢ P
sup E / S IDf(@u)+ D)) du [M§’5(s) _ EDH(%)H(%)} ds
t>0 0 2
2p V4 2p D
< Cus [5 + é —c| + (M) (5”—1—5”—1—5%517)
ep € ep

Finally, Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8 deal with the processes M§’6 (t) and I\/Ii’é(t), respectively and show that
the terms of interest are small in uniform time setting.

Lemma 4.7. Let Mg’é(t) be defined as in equation (27) and p > 1 be an integer. Then, for all
sufficiently small ,0 > 0, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cy7 such that

5%

t
oP
eI 1D @) +Dr(@ldupged (o) ds <Oy 77(517 +eP 4+ 65eP) + O, -

supE
>0

Lemma 4.8. Let Mi’a(t) be defined as in equation (27) and p > 1 be an integer. Then, there exists a
time-independent positive constant Cyg such that

supE < C4_3(5g.

t P
[ s )
>0

0

We now prove Proposition 4.1.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. For any integer p > 1, using Lemma 4.4 for the decomposition of the process

€,0 _ y&,0
Dli(l‘s)w, we have
t p
supE [If’é(t)} < C'sup / eJs [DSf (@u)+Dr(wu)ldu [Mi"s(s) - EDn(xs)f(xs)} ds
£>0 >0 |Jo 2
t p
+ CsupE / eJs (D (@u)+Dr(u))du {M;’a(s) - %Dm(xs)n(xs)] ds
>0
t, 5 P
+ CsupE / eJs [P @)+ Dr(zu)ldupsd (5) ds
>0 0
t, 5 P
+ CsupE / els [Df (@) +Dr(zldup =0 (5) ds
>0 0
Now, employing Lemmas 4.5, 4.6, 4.7 and 4.8 for the terms on the right hand side of the above
equation, we get the required bound. ]

Next, we present the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalities followed by Jensen’s inequal-
ity! for concave functions, we have

t . 2
0

1
t P73
<o ([ e onting(x30) — o(a)ds ) |
0

Now, employing the Lipschitz continuity of o, and Assumption A3, we obtain from the above equation

5 ¢ P13
E[5°0)] <c [E ( / 2 11D @)+ Dr(w)ldu e _:csdes) }
0

1
v 3
E/ H62f:[Df(ru)+Dn(acu)}dU|X§75 — x| dsy - ds,
[07t}p ' Z

E [I;"S(t)] < CE

i=1
%
<C []E/ (H er [Df(zuw)+Dr(zu) ]du) <Z |X£5 s, |2p> dsy---ds ]
[0,¢]P i=1 =1
3
<C / (Her [Df(@u)+Dr(@w) W“) (2:I£?,]X“S Ts, !2”) dsy---d p] )
[0,¢]P =1 =1

After using a simple algebra and Theorem 2.4, we obtain the desired result. O

Finally, we prove Proposition 4.3.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. For any integer p > 1, recalling the definition of the process Ig";(t) from
equation (25), we have

sup B [ 15°(0)] < sup e [Ri(0)] +suple [R5 (0)] +sup B [RE(0)]

1For a random variable Y and a concave function 1 with E|Y |, E|1(Y)| < oo, we have E[1(Y)] < (E[Y]).
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where Rf’é(s), i =1,2,3 are defined in equation (23). Using Proposition 5.9 for the terms
sup;>o E [Ri"s (t)] and sup;>o E [R;’é(t)} and Proposition 5.11 for the term sup;»( E [Rg’é(t)} , we obtain
the required bound. O

4.3. Proof of Lemmas 4.4 through 4.8.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. For any s > 0, exploiting the integral representation for XE’(S from (6) followed
by a simple algebra, we get

X§76 - X€’5 S f(X:E’(s) + K:(XE,(s ) s
— :/ e dr*/ o(X50)dW,
g Tr(;(S) g 7'('5(8)
s R0 - FXES s f(XE0 )+ R(XS]
:/ ( ) ( 776(7')) dr+/ ( ﬂ'é(’r‘)) ( 71.5(7,)) d,r
Tré(s) € ﬂ'(;(s) e
R
w5(s)
Writing f(Xfrf(T)) + K(Xif(r)) in the middle term of the above equation as f(X;f(r)) — (@) +
H(Xfrf(r)) + f(%ry(s)), We see that
X§76 - Xe’é o s K(XE,(S )
Dﬁ($s)—ﬂ6(5) :Dn(xs)f(xﬂ'g(s))SﬂH(S)+D/ﬁ}(:1,’s)/ ﬂdr
: € ms(s) €
) f(XTEﬁ) _ f(XjJT ) f(Xfr,as ) - f(xw s )
+DI€(I’5)/ (1) dT+DK($S) s(s) 5(s) (S - 7T5(3))
71'5(5) 3 e
+DI€($8)/ g(XZﬁ)qu'
w5(s)

Defining right hand side of the above equation as Z?Zl Mf"s (t), we finish the proof of the lemma. [

Proof of Lemma /.5. We recall the definition of I\/Ii’é(s) from equation (27). For any s > 0, writing
M (s) as M (s) + (1/€) D@y () f (ry())[s — 75(5)] = (1/8) DE(@ry()) f (Tmg(s))[s — ()], we get

M32(s) = 5 Di(@a) f(ws) = (1/e){DR(ws) = Di(@ry) 1 (0y(o)) s = ms(5)]
+ (1/) D (g, ) F (2ry ()l = 75(5)] = 5 D) f ()
= (/e Dr(xs) = DE(@rs(5)) 1 (Tr5(5)) s — ma(s)]
(L) Di(arey ) (o)ls = ma(s)] — - Dils) ()
1

i1 (5 _ ) Dr(s) f ().
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Tu)+Dk(zy)]d

Now, multiplying both sides of the above equation by eJ DS “ we have

¢Ji DI @)+ Dr(wa)]du [Mi"s(s) - %Dﬁ(ws)f (xs)}
— (1/e){Dr(s) = DAy (o) Hf (g5 — ms(s)]ls 1P )+ Dt
+ |:(1/€)DH(.%'7(6(5))f(xfrg(s))[S — 71'5(8)] — iDH(ms)f(xs)} €fst[Df(CUu)+DH(xu)]du
1/6

T2 < B °> Di(ws) f (ws)el: (PI et DRzl
3

Next, for any integer p > 1, we use Lemma 5.2 to handle the term Dx(xs) — D/i(:cm(s)), Assumption
A3 and the hypothesis that f is of polynomial growth and sup;s |z¢| < oo (Lemma 3.1) to get

t D D d 5 C b
/0 e IDIE DR (MG (5) — £ Di(a,) f ()] ds

52p t P 5 P to, p
< —C (/ eJs [Pf(@u)+Dr(z)]du ds> +—c|? ¢ </ oS IDf () +Dr(zw)]du ds)
— gP 0 2p e 0
t S ¢ p
+C / |:(1/5)D5(x7r5(5))f(xﬂ5(8)>[S - 7r5(3>] - %Dﬁ(ms)f(xs):l €f5 [Df(@u)+Drefa)]du ds
0
2p p
<C <5 + o c )
ep €
t ) . p
+C / [(1/5)D/€(:L‘7r5(8))f(x7r5(8))[s —75(s)] — 25D/@(:Bs)f(acs)} ol [Df (@u)+Dr(zu)ldu g
0
The proof can be concluded by employing Lemma 5.6 for the last term on the right side. U

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Recalling the definition of the process I\/Ig’a(s) from equation (27) and using a
simple algebra, we obtain

M35°(s) = 5 Dl )i(ws) = (1/e){Dk(s) = DR(@rye) Hr(wny(o)) s = ms(5)]
+ (1/e){Dr(s) = Dr(ry )} [RXZ5) = £lwny(e)| Is = ms(s)
+ (1/6) Di(ny(s) [K(XE ) = Flag(s))] s = ms(s)]

)

+ (1/€) D@y ()@ (5) )8 — m5(8)] — o Dio(s)hi(s)
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)+ Dk (zy)]du

Now, multiplying both sides of the above equation by e DS (z , we have

eHIPI DR [MES (5) —  Dis(a, ()|
= (1/e){Dr(x5) = Dl y(s)) bi(timy ) [5 — ms(s)]e]s P ) Drleald
1 t X R(T U
+ {DR(s) = Dy} [K(XZ)) = Alwny)] s = mals)lels P tDrteld

b (U/2) Dilny() [WXES ) — Kay()] s — ()]l (PSr  Dtol

|/ DRy (o)l = 7(0)] = 5 D ()| el DS s
+5 (2 =) Detean(anjell 1P D,
g

Using the Lipschitz continuity and boundedness of the function x and its derivatives, the fact s—ms(s) <
4, for any § > 0 and sup; || < oo (Lemma 3.1), we have

t SYDf(xu)+Dr(za)]du [\g€:0 o P
el DI DRl ME2 (5) — = Dic(a, Ji(as) | ds

BY4 t . p
< Cgfp [/ |Dk(zs) — D"f(mms(S))’efs [Df (zu)+Dr(u)]du ds]
0

p

t 1 t
+C / [EDH(%(;(S))H(%(;(S))[S — 75(s)] — 5D/€($s)/€($s):| eSS IDf(@u)+Dr(zu)ldu g
0

2e

5 [ [t 5
e [ / IDi(,) — Dyl | X25, — rae

+c§p [/‘

+C

p
S DF @)+ Dr(za)ldu g S]

p
ef; [Df(xu)+DN(Iu)]du d3:|

-—c
€

p
[/ U DF @)+ Di(e.)du ds] '
0

]

oP t YD f (@) +Dr(zy)]du 8
< C’E—p /0 |Di(z5) — DE(Try(s)) €' u ultt ds

Taking expectation on both sides, we have

“|

t
/0 eJs DI @)+ Dr(wu)ldu [MZ’J(S) - gDK/(ﬂfs)Kz(-Ts)] ds

t . p
+.0| [ 0/6) Do, 0 olaey)ls = 7s(5)] = 1 D)) | el DFwb Dtz g
0

5p ! ¢ X R(X U P
+C€T’E [/ |Dr(zs) — Dr(a, s(s ))‘ Xfer;(S) Lrs(s) eJs [P (wu)+Drilwu))d ds}

+C E [/ )X;;‘(S

—|—C‘5—c
€

p
ef [Df(zw)+Dr(zy)]du dS:|

p ¢ t p
[/ eJs [Df (@) +Dri ()] du ds]
0
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Employing Lemma 5.2 to handle the term supysq |Dr(24) — DK (2, (u))|, we obtain

e 1

<ot [/ SIS +Dn(xu>}dud} +C"6—c

t
/ el DSt Drte i VS0 (5) — = Dis(a, Ji(a,) | d
0

p
[ / JUD f(zu)+Dr(z)]du ds}

t
[ 02Dy Kool = 7o)] - 5Dyt | 10T gy
0

52p+(5p ! £,0
+C’< = )E[/O Xwé(s)—xms(s)e

Finally, we use Assumption A3 to handle the term f eJ<[DF(@u)+Dn(za)ldu g5 and Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8
for the last two terms in the above equation to complete the proof. [l

P
+C

p
JUDf (@) +Dr(w)]du ds} '

Proof of Lemma /J.7. Recalling the definition of the process Mg"s(g) from equation (27), we have
t
/ efst[Df(xu)‘i‘DK/(xu)]du Mg,é(s) dS

0
t + S
:/ %efs[Df(mu)Jan(a:u)}duDﬂ(xs) </ {f(XTs,(S) _f(XE(S )}d?")
0 ms(s)

£

t t
n / L DS DRl ) [f(Xj;f(s))— f(%(s))] [s — m5(s)] ds.
0

Now, for any p > 1, using the boundedness of the first-order derivatives of k, the fact s — 75(s) < 4,
for any § > 0, and a simple algebra, we have after taking expectation
P
dr ds]

t s
/ oI @)+ Dr(a)du /
0 ws5(s)
5 p
f(Xfr;(s)) - f(xﬂ'(;(s))‘ ds]

t
/ ef; [Df(zw)+Dr(zy)]du
0

<%k

t p

E / efst [Df(zu)+Dr(zy)]du ME,(S(S) ds
3 P

0 €

FXE%) — F(XE5)

opP
o]

t s p
<% / J{IDf (@u)+Dr(a)ldu / F(XE0) — f(l‘r)|d7"d5]
0 ws5(s)

p
Ji[Df (@) +Dr(wy)]du ed
/ /7r,;(s) (X)) = f(@ms()ldr ds]

p

C
+ B

t ¢ s
/ el DI+ Drle / |f(xr)—f(337r5(r))\drds]

0 75 (s)

P
0
+C’ E [/ [ IDf (wu)+Dr(zy)]du f(X;(S)) — f(l‘m;(s))‘dsj| .
The next step is to use the local Lipschitz continuity of the mapping f by Assumption A1l together
with Holder’s inequality, Theorem 2.4 and Lemmas 3.1 and 5.1. We omit the details for brevity.
O
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Proof of Lemma 4.8. Let us define for notational convenience

/ DI DR Py / (X5%) dW, ds

s (s)

p
JE5

Using the basic integral inequality for Lebesgue integrals | [ -] < [| -], we have
S
/ o (XE0) dW,
e

t p
JO(t) < C ( / eJs IDf(@u)+Dr(aw)ldu ds)
0 5(s)
) dsy--- dsp]

p p
/ (Hefé[Df<xu>+Dn<wu>ldu> X (H / o(X50) dW,,
[0715}17 i=1 i=1 [Wﬁ(si)vsi]
p
/ o(X50) dW,, > ds -udsp] .
[75(s:).54]

i P
Taking expectation followed by martingale moment inequalities [KKS91, Proposition 3.26], we obtain

=C

e / (He [Df( xu)-i-Dﬁ(xu)}du) » <Z
[0,¢]P

=1

— P
2
E[J&,(S(t)} <C /[Ot]p (H f [Df(xw)+Dr(zy)] u) ZE{/[ . }UZ(Xiié)dul} dsl"-dsp
T5\Si),S4

Employing the boundedness of o, Assumption A2, the fact s — ms5(s) < 4, and a simple algebra, we
obtain the desired estimate.

0

5. PROOF OF MORE SUPPORTING RESULTS: LEMMAS 5.1 TO 5.8 AND PROPOSITIONS 5.9,5.11
5.1. Proof of Lemmas 5.2 through 5.8.

Lemma 5.1. Let x; be the solution of (4). Then, for any integer p > 1, there exists a time-independent
positive constant Cs1 such that

Sup [z — Ty )P < 6051
t>0

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Recalling the integral representation of z; from equation (4) and using the poly-
nomial growth of the mappings f and boundedness of x, we have for some ¢ < oo

t
[Tt — Trypy| < C (1 + sup |xu\q) ds
7r5(t) u>0
Using the fact ¢t — m5(t) < 0 for any 6 > 0 and sup, ¢ |z < oo (Lemma 3.1), we get the required
estimate. 0
Lemma 5.2. Let x; be the solution of equation (4). Then, for any t > 0, there exists a time-

independent positive constant Cs o (time-independent) such that
sup | Dk(zy) — Dfi(%ré(t))‘ < 0C59.
t>0

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Using Taylor’s theorem, we have
|D/<: xy) — D/i(:cﬂé(t))| < |D2/<;(z)Ha:t — xm(t)\,
where z € R is a point lying on the line segment joining . and z;. Now, boundedness of the

second-order derivatives of x (Assumption A2) and Lemma 5.1 for the term |r5 — 24P complete
the proof of the lemma.
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We now start the preparation of proving Lemma 5.6 through the helpful results: Lemmas 5.3, 5.4,
and 5.5 mentioned below. Lemma 5.6 was used in the proof of Lemma, 4.5.

Lemma 5.3. Let x; be the solution of equation (4) and

L5 (i+1)8 (+15 g,
ZOESDY /5 Dﬁ(ﬁﬂz‘a)f(xz‘a)/ %efu[Df(“”HD“(“” U du ds.
i—0 K2 S

Then, for any integer p > 1, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cs.3 such that

sup |23 (t)[P < 6P C' 5.

t>0
Proof. Using the boundedness of the derivatives of k, polynomial growth of the function f (Assump-
tions Al,AQ), and %efzj[Df(Z‘r)"an(mr)] dr — _[Df(xu) 4 Dﬁ(xu)]efi[Df(:ﬁr)+Dfi($r)] dT’ we have

(28)
lE-1 : b
5 p |t (+1)8  p(i+1)8 ‘) b J

tIF < sup |z¢|* + Ty) + Dr(xy,)| €/u T T uds
RHP <C 741 D D JuDf(@r)+Dr(r))dr g, 0
P

2p [ Ls) (+1)8  pi+1)5
<C (sup |e|? + 1> Z / / eJulPS (er)+ D)l dr gy, 4 g
t>0 i—0 0 s

t_ . .

We now focus to get an estimate on the term Z,LLQ(J) ! f.(;ﬂ)é fs(zﬂ)é eJulDf @)+ Da(z)ldr g ds in the

above equation. To do this, we note id < s < u < (i +1)0 < ¢t, for any ¢ € {0,--- ,L%J — 1} and
eJulDf (@) +Dr(@r)dr — i [Df(@r)+Dr(ar)]dr o— [[Df(@r)+Dr(xr)] dr Hence,

51=1 s p(i+1)s
i—o Ji6 s

51-1 i1y (i+1)5
S / D @)+ Dr(ar)] dr / o JEIDf @)+ Daen)]dr g, gs.
0 s

(29)

=0

Now, if for any 7 € [s, (i + 1)d], [Df(z,) + Dr(z,)] > 0, then we have ¢~ Jo [P/(@)+Dr@n)ldr < 1. gagain
if for any r € [s, (i + 1)0], [Df(z,) + Dr(z,)] < 0, we have ¢~ Js [Pf@)+Ds(z)ldr < ¢ Indeed, for
the latter, e~ Js [Pf(@n)+Dr(zn)ldr < o[ Cdr < 008 a6 () < ¢ — s < 8. Hence, e~ Js [Pf(@)+Dr(zr)ldr <
max{1, C}. Returning to equation (29) and using (i + 1)d — s < §, we obtain

L5-1 ir1)s p(it1)s 11 rnys
> / - / U D@ DR gy 45 < O > / T LD s D g

t
< C5/ ef:[Df(l‘r)"rDH(a:r)]dr ds.
0

Finally, combining the equations (28), (30) followed by the Assumption A3, we obtain the required
result. O
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Lemma 5.4. Let x; be the solution of equation (4) and

U s : :
Z / Dn (246) f (246 )eJs [PT @)+ Dr(@aldu _ Dy 3 (35 eds [Df(wu)+DH(ru)]du] ds,

T paens : :
Z / DK -Ts f($i5)€fs [Df(zw)+Dr(xy)]du —Dli(l‘s)f(ﬂis)efs [Df(acu)—i-Dn(zu)]du] ds.

Then, for any integer p > 1, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cs 4 such that

sup |23 (t)|P + sup |Z5(t)|P < 6PCs 4.
t>0 t>0

Proof. Using Lemma 5.2 to handle term |Dk(z;5) — Dk(zs)], local Lipschitz continuity of f, bound-
edness of the derivative of x, Assumption A3 and Lemma 5.1 for the term |25 — 2,(s)|F, we obtain
P

D (i+1)8
B ()P < C (1 + sup |xt|> Z / |DE(z5) D/{(ms)|efst[Df($“)+D“(z“”d“ ds| < oPC,
>0

|~ -1 (i4+1)6 P
B()P < C Z / Fzi) — fls) e DF@ITDRGN g | < soe

Putting these estimates together, we obtain the required result. ([l

Lemma 5.5. Let x; be the solution of equation (4) and
70 é% Z 5 Dis(ig) f (ig)e S5l (@) +Dr(za))d / Dii() f () DI @)+ Drtau)ldu g

Then, for any integer p > 1, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cs5 such that
5P
sup\%f"s]p < 705_5.
t>0 €

Proof. In the expression of %f’é, writing the integral fg D/@(:Us)f(:cs)ef;5 [Df(@u)+Dr@a)ldu gg iy the Rie-
mann sum form, we have

L§]-1
Z 6Dk (2is) f(zis)e fraalPI (o) EDsCr e / Dk xs)f(xs)ef [Df (zu)+Dr(xu)]du g g
=0

L ! i+1
DY / o [Dis(is) f (ig)elesns DI TR () () DI+ Drtealia] g
i=0 0
t t
- Dﬁ(xs)f<ms>efs [Df(xu)+DIi(;Eu)]du dS_
H
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Now, for each i € {0,1,---, L%J — 1}, using a simple algebra for the integrand of the first term on the
right-hand side of the above equation, we get
Dﬁ(xm)f(mw)efé“)g[Df(:cu)+Dm(a:u)]du — Dia(s) f(s ) DS @) D)
_ Dﬂ(xié)f(xw)efé“)é[Df(xu)+Dn(xu)]du B Dﬁ(xs)f(xié)ef;[Df(acu)Jan(:qu)}du
+ DH(%)f(xié)ef;[Df(:cu)+m(zu)}du _ Dm(xs)f(xs>€f:[Df(mu)—I—D/-c(xu)]du'

Thus,

Dn(xi6)f<mi6)€f(ti+l)6[Df(zu)—i-Dn(xu)]du _ Dm(xs)f(xs)ef:[Df(:eu)—&-Dn(xu)]du
_ Dﬁ(xia)f(mw)ef(tm)é[Df(zu)+Dn(mu)]du _ Dﬁ(xi(s)f(xi&)ef:[Df(xu)+Dn(xu)]du
D) fa:s)eds P @)FDr@ldu _ Dy V() es [PF @u)+Dr(@u)ldu
+ ( zd)f( 25) ( S)f( 25)
(32) + Dn(xs)f(mia)ef;[Df(xu)Jan(a:u)}du o DH(.%.S)f(xs)ef;[Df(xu)Jan(xu)}du

(+18 g
= D“(%‘a)f(iﬂw)/ %efu[Df(erDﬂ(:vr)]dr du
S

+ Df-c(a:l-(;)f(xi(;)ef;[Df(l‘uHDH(xu)]du _ Dn(xs)f<m2.5)ef;[Df(xu)+D’$(xu)}du
+ D/Q(xs)f(mi(s)efst[Df(SCu)—l-Dn(mu)]du _ Dn(xs)f(xs)efst[Df(mu)—i-Dn(gyu)}du‘

Hence, for any integer p > 1, from (31) and (32), we get

L)1 P

Z 5DH zé)f(x 5) f(H_l),;[Df(zu)—i-Dn Tu)] / DH xs ef Df(xu)+DH(xu)]duds

%50 P < ‘i

L£]—-1 P

z+1 ‘
Z / D“ (i5) f (wig) e sl P () H DRl _ Dm(xs)f(xs)ef:[Df(z“HDH(mu)]du} ds

t P

+C Dr() f(xs)efst[Df(ffu)+Dn(zu)]du s

53]
Therefore,
2P < C Z / k(i) f (is) / jefu[Df(xr)+Dn(zr)]dT duds
s U

L£]-1 (1415 t | ,

+C / f(a:u;)efs [Df (zu)+Dr(zy)]du D/ﬁ(xs)f(xig)efs [Df(xu)“!‘DH(CCu)]du} ds
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L5171 ivnys . , .

+C Z / [Dn(xs)f(xi(;)efs [Df(zy)+Dr(zy)]du DH(H?S)f(SL'S)efS [Df(xu)Jan(:L‘u)]du] ds
i=0 10

p

t t
+C/ D) f(25)els [PT@a)+Dr@u)ldu g
33

! t
DH(xs)f(xs)efs [Df(xu)"l‘Dli(:L‘u)}du dS

(|
5

p)
2u)+Dr(@u)ldu gg| < 5 boundedness of derivative of s and

We now use the condition ‘I;LLJ eJs 1DF(
4

polynomial growth of the function f for the last term in the above equation. Lemmas 5.3, 5.4,
Assumption A3 and the fact that ¢ — §[ %] < § for any 6 > 0 yield the required result. O

We are now in the position to prove Lemma 5.6.

Lemma 5.6. Let x; be the solution of equation (4) and

]

SOE / t [(1/5>Dm<xﬂ5(s)>f<xm<s>>[s = m5(s)] = G- D) flay) | el PIr) EDRrI g,
0

Then, for any integer p > 1, we have a positive constant Cs ¢ (time-independent) such that

Proof of Lemma 5.6. We recall
& ! 5 ¢ x R(X U
FE0) = [ |0y o) = ma9)] = 5 D) )| 102Dtz g,

Moving in the direction of getting an estimate for the quantity sup;sq |-} ’5(75)\5”, we first write the
integral (below) in the Riemann sum form followed by using integration by parts formula to obtain

t t
/ (1/€)D"€(m7r5(s))f(x7r5(s))[S - 7T5(S)]efs [Df (@) Dr () Jdu ds
0

L5t (i4+1)5 )
= 5D“($i5)f(33¢5)/ (5 — i0)els DT (r) ¥ Drlm)ldu g
=0 i

t t
+ iDK(xﬂ'a(t))f(xfra(t))/ [s — W&(S)]efs [Df @)+ Dr(z)ldu g
5| 5)

2
- Z 1D“(ﬂﬁia)f(l’ia)%eféﬂ)&[Df(‘”“)JFD'Q(“)]“&‘

=0 €
[51-1 1 (i+1)8 .

+ 3 5 DRGws)f(wis) [ (5= 8P [Df(w.) + D) Jelt DIz DR g
=0 &

t t
b 2Dy o) (o) [ 5= male)ell PPzt g,
35
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Therefore,

L5)-1
FE00) = 57 || 32 0D o)l baslPI O [ () el P DR g
1=0
l5)-1 1 (i+1)8 .
9o DRais)f(wis) [ (s = i) [Df(.) + D, Jelt DIz tDR g
0

+
1=0
t
" éD @5 f (s (0) / s — ms(s)e /s (P Drla)ldu g
o5

Now, recalling the definition of %Z; % from Lemma 5.5, we have

p

P 35
7| < o+ S (14 suplant) & ( |7 ID# ) + DI D ds)
t>0 0

oP t t b
P (1+sup\xtyq) [, eHpstaeDsiaian gy
ep >0 1L

The last equation is obtained by using the boundedness of derivatives of k and the polynomial growth of
t
f. Employing Lemma 5.5 for the term |%f’6\p, Assumption A3 for the term fot eJSIDf (@) +Dr(@a)ldu g
assuming the condition ’f;LLJ e [Df (@) +Dr(wn)]du ds| < & with a note ¢ — §[£] < & for any 6 > 0, we
o

obtain the required estimate. ]

Next, we state and prove two supporting Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8; these results were used in the proof
of Lemma 4.6.

Lemma 5.7. Let x; be the solution of equation (4) and

t
1)
F5°0) 2 [ (1) Doy (o) = ma9)] = 52 D) | 110120 -t g,
0
Then, for any integer p > 1, we have a positive constant Cs 7 (time-independent) such that

€ 6 p 52]3
sup |75 ()P < 705.7.
t>0 >

Proof of Lemma 5.7. The proof follows by similar calculations to the proof of Lemma 5.6. O

Lemma 5.8. Let x; and Xf’5 solve (4) and (6), respectively and p > 1 be an integer, then, for all
sufficiently small €,0 > 0, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cs.g such that

p
SupE[ / X2 = | I DR ] < G (99 4P 1 5,
t>0
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Proof of Lemma 5.8. For any integer p > 1, we start by noting

p
|:/ ’Xaé( ‘ef [Df(zw)+Dr(zy)]du d8:|
ms(s)

(zu) K(zw)]du
:/[Ot]p (H J2 D f(u)+Dr( d) (H) R s)>d51"‘d5p
[ (zu) K(zy)]du
<CJ (Hef Df () + D ><Z\ e )dsl...dsp

Taking expectation on both sides of the above equation followed by Theorem 2.4, we get

t
8
E [/0 ‘X;(s) — Trs(s)| €

t p
UID () + Dk ()] du ds]

[Df(zw)+Dr(zy)]d , p
<C o (He ) ZE )Xfr(;(s — Trs(sy)| ds1°0-dsp

< C(6% + & + 65¢eP) H SlpS@a+Drtalug,, . g,
04 =1
A simplification of the last integral along with Assumption A3 gives the required bound. g

5.2. Proof of Propositions 5.9 and 5.11. This section is devoted to the proofs of Propositions 5.9
and 5.11. These results were used in the proof of Proposition 4.3.

Proposition 5.9. Let R>(t) and RS () be defined as in equation (23) andp > 1 be an integer. Then,
for all sufficiently small €,6 > 0, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cso such that

t P
supE / efst[Df(wuHD'f(%)]duRi’a(s)ds < %Zq (6% + £ + §Pe?P),
t>0

t p
supE / efst[Df(xu)JrDﬂ(xu)]duRg’é(s)ds < Cs9 209§ 4 % 4 §PEP),
>0 =

Proof of Proposition 5.9. Using Taylor’s theorem and the polynomial growth of the function f, we
have

p
D2f() (X — )|

(33) IR (s)P 2 — Df(x,)Z5°

FXE0) — )
9

T 9pep

where z € R is a (random) point lying on the line segment joining zs and X§’5. Hence, there is some
integer r < oo so that Holder’s inequality together with the bounds from Lemma 3.1 give

1/2 ap\ 1/2 A\ 1/2
oo < (i) et ") < S (el nf?)
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for some time-independent constant C < oco. Next, for any integer p > 1, we have

t p t p
/ S DS )+ DrG)ldugesd () gl < < / oS! IDf @)+ Dr(a.)ldu Riﬁ(s)‘ds)
0 0

P, P
< / Pt Dslan ) (TTRed (5| ) dsy ... ds,
0,87 \i=1 i=1

P, P
< / (H efsi[Df(xu)+DH(wu)]dU> (Z RS (51) ”) ds, ---ds,.
047 \i=1 i=1

Now, taking expectation, using equation (33), the local Lipschitz condition Al of f and Hoélder’s
inequality, we have
|

t
E |: / efst[Df(zu)+DI€(:Bu)}duRi,5(S)ds
0
[ D () +Dr(aa)ldu | s P
S/[Ot}p He s; [z K(xy)|du ZE[R? (S,L) i|d51...dsp

=1 =1
C / L IDf @)+ Di(o)ldu | N { 5 4?} 2
< = e’si “ “ E ‘X‘E?—x. dsy - - dsyp.
" o (H 2 S b
Employing Theorem 2.4, Lemma 3.1 and Assumption A3 in the above equation, we get the required

i=1 i=1

result. Similarly, following the same steps and recalling the definition of R;’é(t) from equation (23),
we have

supE

t P
/ o) IDF @) +Dr(en)duREd (5) g
t>0

< 9(521’ + &% + §Pe?P).
0 ep

O

Before proceeding with the proof of Proposition 5.11, we find it convenient to state and prove
Lemma 5.10 below.

Lemma 5.10. Let x; and Xf’é solve (4) and (6), respectively. For any integer p > 1 and all sufficiently
small €,0 > 0, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cs.1o such that

supE <D/@(:Uu) ~ Dr(XS )) (X5’5 — xS ) ‘p < (% + 6% 4 26P)C5 10,
20 s (u) u s (u)
(34) -

2p
supE ‘Xi"s - X0 < (% + 6% + £%6P)C5 1.

w0 75 (u)

Proof of Lemma 5.10. We first prove the first line of equation (34). For this, we first get an estimate
for the term Drk(zy) — Dr(XZ°

7r5(“)). Using Taylor’s theorem and boundedness of the second-order

derivatives of k, we have

|DR(XE%) = Diwa)| < ID*(2)||1 X5 — 2] < CIXET = 2,

where z € R is a point (random) lying on the line segment joining X{i’é and x,. By the similar argu-

ments, we have ‘DI{(XZ’(S) _ DN(X;;S(u))‘ < C‘XZ"; — Xfr;(s(u)| Further, writing Dk(x,) — DK(X,Erf(u))
é

as Dr(xy,) — D/@(Xqi’a) + DK(XE"S) - D/{(Xfr;(u)) followed by the triangle inequality, we obtain

8 0 _ 0 _ €,0
(35) Dr(zy) — DK(XTF&(U)) =C (’Xi Tul + X Xﬂ'é(“)o '
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Now, for the first line in equation (34), employing equation (35) and using a simple algebra, we have

(36)
p p
[ D) = Dre )] (3007 2y )| 0 (1000 b i = X250 ) |37 = 33
<C (,XE(S T ’p ‘Xad Xa(S ‘Xaé X5,5 2p>
- “ U s (u)
2p
) 2 ,8 ,6 ,8 ,6
<0 (I i il et - xek”)

2p
=¢ <‘X§76 —Tu| Ty = Ty [+

2p

Finally, using Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 5.1 for the term ’xu — xm(u)‘ , we get

s | (o Drxty) (525 38 )] = 0

The second line of equation (34) is obtained by using Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 5.1. O

Proposition 5.11. Let Rg’g(t) be defined as in equation (23) and p € N. Then, for all sufficiently
small €,0 > 0, there exists a time-independent positive constant Cs.11 such that

supE

t>0 &

t p
/ efst[Df(:vu)+D/i(zu)]duRg,é(s)ds‘ < CSbll (€2p +62p _+_€2p5p)‘

Proof of Proposition 5.11. Using Taylor’s theorem followed by a simple algebra, we obtain

R(XE0) = W(XZH) + [DR(XE)

o) = D] (X585 = X2} 4 D) (X5 - X24,)

75(s)
1 2 €,0 €,0 2
+ 5D (2) (XS —Xm(s)) :

where z € R is a point (random) lying on the line segment joining Xfrf(s) and Xﬁ’d. Now, using the
boundedness of the second-order derivatives of k, we get for any integer p > 1

0 0 0 s |P
KJ(X; ) B H(XTEFJ(S)) _ D/ﬁ}(l’ )X‘g B Xi&(s)
S

(37) E -

Ry ()] 2

< ; ( [Dn(xs) - Dn(Xf;f(s))} (X“S - X0 )’p

s m5(s)
2 €, €,0 2|P
+ < | D) (X5 - X2
C e, €,0 €,0 p C £,0 €,0 2p
< ‘(Dn(azs) DK;(XM(S))> <XS —Xﬂé(s))‘ +€7‘XS x0T
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Next, for any integer p > 1, we have

t

Rgﬁ(s)(ds>p

p t .
< (/ s [Df(@u)+Dr(2)]du
0

0
TS Ds @ Drldn | [N e [P
< / He s; u “ Z‘Rg)’ (si) dsy---dsp.
0,47 \;=1 i=1
Taking expectation and using equation (37), we have
¢, P
E / LD 1) Dr(mluRed () g
0
S/ H f [D f(xu)+Dr(xy)]d ZEHR€581 }dsl---dsp
[Ovt]p =1
C L IDf(zu)+Dr(zy)]du - €,0 2p
S (11" > |zt - xeh, 7] anoeas,
[0 t} =1 =1
p t
+ g H efsi [Df(zw)+Dr(zy)]du %
0,47 \;=1
€,0 €,0 €,0 p
ZE (| (Do) = Dr(x25, ) (X520 = X250, ) [ ] dsi - dsy.
Finally, using Lemma 5.10 and Assumption A3, we obtain the required bound. O

CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we studied the asymptotic behavior of a controlled non-Markovian dynamical system
under the combined effects of fast periodic sampling and small white noise. Our key contribution is to
provide uniform-in-time control of its limiting behavior and of its fluctuations. The limiting stochas-
tic dynamical system describing the fluctuations captures both the sampling and noise effects. We
approximate uniformly-in-time the pre-limit non-Markovian process by a simpler limiting Markovian
process with time-independent bounds on the remainder.
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