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Abstract. The paper deals with the fast-slow motions setups in the continu-

ous time
dXε(t)

dt
= 1

ε
Σ(Xε(t))ξ(t/ε2))+b(Xε(t), ξ(t/ε2), t ∈ [0, T ] and the dis-

crete time Xε((n+1)ε2) = Xε(nε2)+ εΣ(Xε(nε2))ξ(n)+ ε2b(Xε(nε2), ξ(n)),
n = 0, 1, ..., [T/ε2] where Σ and b are smooth matrix and vector functions
and ξ is a stationary vector stochastic process with weakly dependent terms
and such that Eξ(0) = 0. The assumptions imposed on the process ξ allow
applications to a wide class of observables g in the dynamical systems setup
so that ξ can be taken in the form ξ(t) = g(F tξ(0)) or ξ(n) = g(Fnξ(0))
where F is either a flow or a diffeomorphism with some hyperbolicity and g
is a vector function. In this paper we show that both Xε and a family of
diffusions Ξε can be redefined on a common sufficiently rich probability space
so that E sup0≤t≤T |Xε(t) − Ξε(t)|p ≤ Cεδ, p ≥ 1 for some C, δ > 0 and all
ε > 0, where all Ξε, ε > 0 have the same diffusion coefficients but underlying
Brownian motions may change with ε.

1. Introduction

Let Xε be the solution of a system of ordinary differential equations having the
form

(1.1)
dXε(t)

dt
=

1

ε
Σ(Xε(t))ξ(t/ε2) + b(Xε(t), ξ(t/ε2)), t ∈ [0, T ]

where Σ(x) and b(x, ξ(s)) are Lipschitz continuous matrix and vector fields on R
d

and ξ is a stationary process which is viewed as a fast motion while Xε is considered
as a slow motion. Assume also that for s = 0 (and so for all s),

(1.2) Eξ(s) ≡ 0.

It was shown in a series of papers [20], [30] and [4] that Xε (considered in a
more general form) converges weakly as ε → 0 to a diffusion process provided
ξ is sufficiently fast mixing with respect to σ-algebras generated by ξ itself. It
turns out that the latter condition is quite restrictive when ξ is generated by a
dynamical system, i.e. when ξ(t) = g ◦ F t where g is a vector function and F t is a

Date: April 26, 2022.
2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 34C29 Secondary: 60F15, 60G40, 91A05.
Key words and phrases. averaging, diffusion approximation, φ- and ψ-mixing, stationary pro-

cess, shifts, dynamical systems.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.01940v3


2 Yu.Kifer

flow (continuous time dynamical system) preserving certain measure which makes
ξ a stationary process. In order to derive weak convergence of Xε to a diffusion
for ξ generated by a sufficiently large class of dynamical systems other approaches
were developed recently based mainly on the rough paths theory (see [23], [11]
and references there). All above mentioned results can be obtained both in the
continuous time setup (1.1) and in the discrete time setup given by the following
recurrence relation

(1.3) Xε((n+ 1)ε2) = Xε(nε2) + εΣ(Xε(nε2))ξ(n) + ε2b(Xε(nε2), ξ(n))

where 0 ≤ n < [T/ε2] and ξ(n), n ≥ 0 is a stationary sequence of random vectors.
Observe that the above results can be viewed as a substantial generalization of
the functional central limit theorem since when Σ(x) does not depend on x and
b ≡ 0 the process Xε weakly converges to the Brownian motion (with a covariance
matrix).

Another, completely different, line of research dealt with extension of limit the-
orems for sums of random variables from convergence in distribution or weak con-
vergence to strong approximations or strong invariance principles results. This was
done first for independent random variables and martingales in [32] and extended
to weakly dependent random variables in [31], dealing in both cases with the one
dimensional case since their proofs were based on the martingale approximation
and the Skorokhod embedding theorem. The latter does not work, in general, in
the multidimensional case (see [29]) and another method was developed in [7] to
tackle the case of sums Sn = ξ1+ · · ·+ ξn of weakly dependent random vectors. We
observe that until recently (see [27] where the general case was treated) all papers
dealing with strong approximations in the multidimensional case starting with [7]
(see [12] and references there) considered weak dependence or mixing with respect
to σ-algebras generated by random vector summands ξ(n), n ≥ 0 themselves which
is quite restrictive in applications to dynamical systems. Only in the one dimen-
sional case, which is based on the martingale approximation and the Skorokhod
embedding, [31] considers a more general weak dependence setup which allowed to
extend strong approximation theorems to dynamical systems in [13] but only for
one dimensional observables.

Recently, strong Lp diffusion approximations appeared in the first time for slow
motions Xε from (1.1) and (1.3) in [22]. The results there are valid in the multidi-
mensional case but only assuming weak dependence of the processes ξ(t), t ≥ 0 in
(1.1) and ξ(n), n ≥ 0 in (1.3) with respect to the σ-algebras generated by these ran-
dom variables (vectors) themselves which, as mentioned above, allows applications
to rather restricted class of observables in the dynamical systems setup. The pur-
pose of this paper is to extend Lp diffusion approximations results assuming more
general weak dependence conditions which turns out to lead to substantial diffi-
culties and will be achieved here only in certain situations. Such extension allows
applications to a larger and natural class of vector observables in the dynamical
systems setup. We stress that our goal is to obtain for each parameter value certain
Lp bounds on errors of diffusion approximations which is somewhat different from
eventual almost sure bounds derived usually in the papers on strong approxima-
tions which dealt before only with sums of random variables (or vectors), and so
the limiting process there was always the Brownian motion (with covariances).
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2. Preliminaries and main results

2.1. Discrete time case. We start with the discrete time setup which consists
of a complete probability space (Ω,F , P ), a stationary sequence of random vectors
ξ(n), −∞ < n <∞ and a two parameter family of countably generated σ-algebras
Fm,n ⊂ F , −∞ ≤ m ≤ n ≤ ∞ such that Fmn ⊂ Fm′n′ ⊂ F if m′ ≤ m ≤ n ≤ n′

where Fm∞ = ∪n:n≥mFmn and F−∞n = ∪m:m≤nFmn. We will measure the
dependence between σ-algebras G and H by the φ-coefficient defined by

φ(G,H) = sup{|P (Γ∩∆)
P (Γ) − P (∆)| : P (Γ) 6= 0, Γ ∈ G, ∆ ∈ H}(2.1)

= 1
2 sup{‖E(g|G)− Eg‖∞ : g is H-measurable and ‖g‖∞ = 1}

(see [6]) where ‖ · ‖∞ is the L∞-norm. For each n ≥ 0 we set also

(2.2) φ(n) = sup
m
φ(F−∞,m,Fm+n,∞).

If φ(n) → 0 as n → ∞ then the probability measure P is called φ-mixing with
respect to the family {Fmn}. Unlike [22], in order to ensure more applicability of
our results to dynamical systems, we do not assume that ξ(n) is Fnn-measurable
and instead we will work with the approximation coefficient

(2.3) ρ(n) = sup
m

‖ξ(m)− E(ξ(m)|Fm−n,m+n)‖∞.

To save notations we will still write Fmn, φ(n) and ρ(n) for F[m][n], φ([n]) and
ρ([n]), respectively, if m and n are not integers (or ±∞), where [·] denotes the
integral part.

We will deal with the recurrence relation (1.3) where we set XN = X1/
√
N so

that (1.3) takes the form

(2.4) XN (n+ 1/N) = XN (n/N) +
1√
N

Σ(XN (n/N))ξ(n) +
1

N
b(XN (n/N), ξ(n))

and this definition is extended to all t ∈ [0, T ] by setting XN (t) = XN(n/N)
whenever n/N ≤ t < (n+1)/N . We will assume that Σ(x) and b(x, ·) are twice and
once differentiable in the first variable, respectively, and b is Lipschitz continuous in
the second variable. To avoid excessive technicalities these coefficients are supposed
to satisfy the following uniform bounds

(2.5) Eξ(0) = 0, ‖ξ(0)‖∞ ≤ L, sup
x∈Rd

max
(

|Σ(x)|, |∇xΣ(x)|, |∇2
xΣ(x)|) ≤ L,

(2.6) sup
x,y∈Rd

max
(

|b(x, y)|, |∇xb(x, y)|
)

≤ L and |b(x, y)− b(x, z)| ≤ L|y − z|.

for some constant 1 ≤ L <∞ and all x, y, z ∈ R
d, where Σ = (Σij , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d) and

b = (b1, ..., bd) are d-dimensional matrices and vectors and we take the Euclidean
norms.

Set

ajk(x,m, n) =
d

∑

i,l=1

Σji(x)ςil(n−m)Σlk(x)



4 Yu.Kifer

where ςil(n−m) = E(ξi(m)ξl(n)) = E(ξi(0)ξl(n−m)). We will see that under the
conditions of the theorem below there exist limits

(2.7) ςij = lim
k→∞

1

k

k
∑

m=0

k
∑

n=0

ςij(n−m),

where ς = (ςij), and so, for j, k = 1, ..., d,

(2.8) ajk(x) = lim
n→∞

1

n

n
∑

k=0

n
∑

l=0

ajk(x, k, l) =

d
∑

i,l=1

Σji(x)ςilΣlk(x).

The matrix A(x) = (ajk(x)) = Σ(x)ςΣ∗(x) is twice differentiable if Σ(x) is. Since
ς is symmetric and nonnegatively definite, there exists ς1/2 such that ς1/2ς1/2 = ς .
Set σ(x) = Σ(x)ς1/2,

ci(x,m, n) =

d
∑

j,k,l=1

∂Σij(x)

∂xk
ςjl(n−m)Σkl(x)

and

(2.9) ci(x) =

d
∑

j,k,l=1

∂Σij(x)

∂xk
ς̂jlΣkl(x), i = 1, ..., d

where

(2.10) ς̂jl = lim
k→∞

1

k

k
∑

n=0

n−1
∑

m=−k

ςjl(n−m) =

∞
∑

m=1

E(ξj(m)ξl(0))

and the latter limit will be shown to exist under our conditions. It turns out that σ,
b(x) = Eb(x, ξ(m)) and c(x) are Lipschitz continuous, and so there exists a unique
solution Ξ of the stochastic differential equation

(2.11) dΞ(t) = σ(Ξ(t))dW (t) + (b(Ξ(t)) + c(Ξ(t)))dt

where W is the standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. When a non negatively
definite symmetric matrix A(x) is fixed then any solution of (2.11) with any matrix
σ satisfying A(x) = σ(x)σ∗(x) has the same path distribution since this leads to
the same Kolmogorov equation and to the same martingale problem (see [33]).

2.1. Theorem. Suppose that (1.2) is satisfied, XN is defined by (2.4) with b and

Σ satisfying (2.5) and (2.6). Assume that Σ−1(x) = (Σ̂ij(x)) exists,

(2.12) sup
x

|Σ−1(x)| ≤ L,

(2.13)
∂Σ̂ij(x)

∂xk
=
∂Σ̂ik(x)

∂xj
for all i, j, k = 1, ..., d

(which is automatically satisfied if d = 1), and

(2.14) φ(n), ρ(n) ≤ C0n
−4

for some constant C0 > 0 and all n ≥ 1. Then for each N ≥ 1 the slow motion X
and the diffusion Ξ having the same initial condition XN(0) = ΞN (0) can be rede-
fined preserving their distributions on the same sufficiently rich probability space,
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which contains also an i.i.d. sequence of uniformly distributed random variables,
so that for any integers N,M ≥ 1 and T > 0,

(2.15) E sup
0≤t≤T

|XN (t)− ΞN (t)|2M ≤ C(M,T )N−δ,

where δ, C(M,T ) > 0 do not depend on N and they can be explicitly recovered
from the proof. Here Ξ = ΞN depends on N in the strong but not in the weak
sense, i.e. the coefficients in (2.11) do not depend on N but for each N in order to
satisfy (2.15) we may have to choose an appropriate Brownian motion W = WN

which can be obtained from a universal Brownian motion W by rescaling WN (t) =
N−1/2W(Nt). In particular, the Prokhorov distance between the distributions of
XN and of ΞN is bounded by (C(M,T )N−δ)1/3.

The conditions of Theorem 2.1 enable us in Section 3 to reduce the setup to the
situation where Σ in (2.4) is the identity matrix. This allows to replace the process
ξ(n) by a process ξmN (n) = E(ξ(n)|Fn−mN ,n+mN ) with an appropriate mN → ∞
as N → ∞ which, in turn, enables us to use the φ-mixing effectively. After the
replacement of ξ(n) by ξmN (n) we rely on the strong approximation theorem and
arrive at the required estimate comparing several auxiliary processes.

2.2. Remark. The reduction of the setup of Theorem 2.1 to the situation where
Σ is the the identity map allows to obtain an almost sure version of the result,
namely, to show that as N → ∞ almost surely,

sup
0≤t≤T

|XN (t)− ΞN (t)| = O(N−δ̂)

for some δ̂ > 0 independent of N .

Important classes of processes satisfying our conditions come from dynamical
systems. Let F be a C2 Axiom A diffeomorphism (in particular, Anosov) in a
neighborhood of an attractor or let F be an expanding C2 endomorphism of a
Riemannian manifold Ω (see [5]), g be a either Hölder continuous vector functions
or vector functions which are constant on elements of a Markov partition and let
ξ(n) = ξ(n, ω) = g(Fnω). Here the probability space is (Ω,B, P ) where P is a Gibbs
invariant measure corresponding to some Hölder continuous function and B is the
Borel σ-field. Let ζ be a finite Markov partition for F then we can take Fkl to be
the finite σ-algebra generated by the partition ∩l

i=kF
iζ. In fact, we can take here

not only Hölder continuous g’s but also indicators of sets from Fkl. The conditions
of Theorem 2.1 allow all such functions since the dependence of Hölder continuous
functions on m-tails, i.e. on events measurable with respect to F−∞,−m or Fm,∞,
decays exponentially fast in m and the condition (2.14) is even weaker than that.
A related class of dynamical systems corresponds to F being a topologically mixing
subshift of finite type which means that F is the left shift on a subspace Ω of the
space of one (or two) sided sequences ω = (ωi, i ≥ 0), ωi = 1, ..., l0 such that ω ∈ Ω
if πωiωi+1 = 1 for all i ≥ 0 where Π = (πij) is an l0 × l0 matrix with 0 and 1 entries
and such that Πn for some n is a matrix with positive entries. Again, we have to
take in this case g to be Hölder continuous bounded functions on the sequence space
above, P to be a Gibbs invariant measure corresponding to some Hölder continuous
function and to define Fkl as the finite σ-algebra generated by cylinder sets with
fixed coordinates having numbers from k to l. The exponentially fast ψ-mixing,
which is stronger than φ-mixing required here, is well known in the above cases
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(see [5]). Among other dynamical systems with exponentially fast ψ-mixing we
can mention also the Gauss map Fx = {1/x} (where {·} denotes the fractional
part) of the unit interval with respect to the Gauss measure G and more general
transformations generated by f -expansions (see [17]). Gibbs-Markov maps which
are known to be exponentially fast φ-mixing (see, for instance, [26]) can be taken
as F in Theorem 2.1(i) with ξ(n) = g ◦ Fn as above.

2.2. Continuous time case. Here we start with a complete probability space
(Ω,F , P ), a P -preserving invertible transformation ϑ : Ω → Ω and a two parameter
family of countably generated σ-algebras Fm,n ⊂ F , −∞ ≤ m ≤ n ≤ ∞ such that
Fmn ⊂ Fm′n′ ⊂ F if m′ ≤ m ≤ n ≤ n′ where Fm∞ = ∪n:n≥mFmn and F−∞n =
∪m:m≤nFmn. The setup includes also a (roof or ceiling) function τ : Ω → (0,∞)

such that for some L̂ > 0,

(2.16) L̂−1 ≤ τ ≤ L̂.

Next, we consider the probability space (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ) such that Ω̂ = {ω̂ = (ω, t) : ω ∈
Ω, 0 ≤ t ≤ τ(ω)}, (ω, τ(ω)) = (ϑω, 0)}, F̂ is the restriction to Ω̂ of F × B[0,L̂],

where B[0,L̂] is the Borel σ-algebra on [0, L̂] completed by the Lebesgue zero sets,

and for any Γ ∈ F̂ ,

P̂ (Γ) = τ̄−1

∫

Γ

IΓ(ω, t)dP (ω)dt where τ̄ =

∫

τdP = Eτ

and E denotes the expectation on the space (Ω,F , P ).
Finally, we introduce a vector valued stochastic process ξ(t) = ξ(t, (ω, s)), −∞ <

t <∞, 0 ≤ s ≤ τ(ω) on Ω̂ satisfying

ξ(t, (ω, s)) = ξ(t+ s, (ω, 0)) = ξ(0, (ω, t+ s)) if 0 ≤ t+ s < τ(ω) and

ξ(t, (ω, s)) = ξ(0, (ϑkω, u)) if t+ s = u+
∑k

j=0 τ(ϑ
jω) and 0 ≤ u < τ(ϑkω).

This construction is called in dynamical systems a suspension and it is a standard
fact that ξ is a stationary process on the probability space (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ) and in what
follows we will write also ξ(t, ω) for ξ(t, (ω, 0)).

We will assume that Xε(t) = Xε(t, ω) from (1.1) considered as a process on
(Ω,F , P ) solves the equation

(2.17)
dXε(t)

dt
=

1

ε
Σ(Xε(t))ξ(t/ε2) + b(Xε(t), ξ(t/ε2)), t ∈ [0, T ]

where the matrix function Σ and the process ξ satisfy (2.5). Set

η(ω) =
∫ τ(ω)

0 ξ(s, ω)ds, b̂(x, ω) =
∫ τ(ω)

0 b(x, ξ(s, ω))ds and(2.18)

ρ(n) = supm max
(

‖τ ◦ ϑm − E(τ ◦ ϑm|Fm−n,m+n)‖∞,
‖η ◦ ϑm − E(η ◦ ϑm|Fm−n,m+n)‖∞,

supx ‖b̂(x, ·) ◦ ϑm − E(b̂(x, ·) ◦ ϑm|Fm−n,m+n)‖∞
)

.

Since we will assume that b(x, ζ) is Lipschitz continuous in the first variable the

last supx is still measurable. Observe also that η(k) = η ◦ϑk and b̂(x, ·) ◦ϑk, k ∈ Z

are stationary sequences of random vectors.
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Next, we consider a diffusion process Ξ solving the stochastic differential equation

(2.11) with σ2(x) = A(x) = (ajk(x))j,k=1,...,d, b(x) = Eb̂(x, ·),

(2.19) ajk(x) =

d
∑

i,l=1

Σji(x)ςilΣlk(x), ςij = lim
n→∞

1

n

n
∑

k,l=0

E(ηi(k)ηj(l))

and

ci(x) =
∑d

j,k,l=1
∂Σij(x)
∂xk

(

ς̂jl +
1
2E(ηj(0)ηl(0))

)

Σkl(x),(2.20)

ς̂ij = limn→∞
1
n

∑n
k=0

∑k−1
l=−n E(ηi(k)ηj(l)) =

∑∞
m=1E(ηi(m)ηj(0)).

Notice the difference in the definitions of c(x) in (2.9) and in (2.20) which is due to
the fact that c(x) is defined here in terms of the process η and not ξ. The following
result is a continuous time version of Theorem 2.1(i).

2.3. Theorem. Assume that Eη = E
∫ τ

0 ξ(t)dt = 0, ξ and Σ satisfy the bound from
(2.5) and (2.12)–(2.14) (with ρ from (2.18)) holds true, as well. Then the limits
in (2.19) and (2.20) exist and for each ε > 0 the slow motion Xε and the diffusion
Ξ = Ξε defined by (2.11) which have the same initial conditions Xε(0) = Ξε(0)
can be redefined preserving their (joint) distributions on the same sufficiently rich
probability space, which contains also an i.i.d. sequence of uniformly distributed
random variables so that for any integer M ≥ 1 and numbers ε, T > 0,

(2.21) E sup
0≤t≤T

|Xε(t)− Ξε(t/τ̄)|2M ≤ C(M,T )εδ

where δ, C(M,T ) > 0 do not depend on ε. Here Ξ = Ξε depends on ε in the strong
but not in the weak sense, i.e. the coefficients in (2.11) do not depend on ε but for
each ε in order to satisfy (2.21) we may have to choose an appropriate Brownian
motion W = Wε which can be obtained from a universal Brownian motion W by
rescaling Wε(t) = εW(ε−2t). In particular, the Prokhorov distance between the
distributions of Xε and of Ξε is bounded by (C(M,T )εδ)1/3.

The strategy of the proof of Theorem 2.3 consists of three steps. First, we
transform (2.17) to another equation where Σ is the identity matrix. Secondly, we
consider a related discrete time setup which is treated by means of Theorem 2.1.
Thirdly, we see that the difference between this discrete and the original continuous
time processes is small.

The main application to dynamical systems we have here in mind is a C2 Axiom
A flow F t near an attractor which using Markov partitions can be represented as
a suspension over an exponentially fast ψ-mixing transformation so that we can
take ξ(t) = g ◦F t for a Hölder continuous function g and the probability P being a
Gibbs invariant measure constructed by a Hölder continuous potential on the base
of the Markov partition (see, for instance, [8]). We observe that Prokhorov distance
estimates between the distributions of Xε and Ξε in the one dimensional case for
the (discrete time) suspension setup similar to Theorem 2.3 were obtained recently
in [1].

3. Preliminary estimates

3.1. General lemmas. First, we will formulate three general results which will be
used throughout this paper. The following lemma is well known (see, for instance,
Corollary to Lemma 2.1 in [20] or Lemma 1.3.10 in [18]).
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3.1. Lemma. Let H(x, ω) be a bounded measurable function on the space (Rd ×
Ω, B × F), where B is the Borel σ-algebra, such that for each x ∈ R

d the function
H(x, ·) is measurable with respect to a σ-algebra G ⊂ F . Let V be an R

d-valued
random vector measurable with respect to another σ-algebra H ⊂ F . Then with
probability one,

(3.1) |E(H(V, ω)|H)− h(V )| ≤ 2φ(G,H)‖H‖∞
where h(x) = EH(x, ·) and the φ-dependence coefficient was defined in (2.1).
In particular (which is essentially an equivalent statement), let H(x1, x2), xi ∈
R

di , i = 1, 2 be a bounded Borel function and Vi be R
di-valued Gi-measurable ran-

dom vectors, i = 1, 2 where G1,G2 ⊂ F are sub σ-algebras. Then with probability
one,

|E(H(V1, V2)|G1)− h(V1)| ≤ 2φ(G1,G2)‖H‖∞.
We will employ several times the following general moment estimate which ap-

peared as Lemma 3.2.5 in [18] for random variables and was extended to random
vectors in Lemma 3.4 from [22].

3.2. Lemma. Let (Ω,F , P ) be a probability space, Gj , j ≥ 1 be a filtration of σ-
algebras and ηj , j ≥ 1 be a sequence of random d-dimensional vectors such that ηj
is Gj-measurable, j = 1, 2, .... Suppose that for some integer M ≥ 1,

A2M = sup
i≥1

∑

j≥i

‖E(ηj |Gi)‖2M <∞

where ‖η‖p = (E|η|p)1/p and |η| is the Euclidean norm of a (random) vector η.
Then for any integer n ≥ 1,

(3.2) E|
n
∑

j=1

ηj |2M ≤ 3(2M)!dMA2M
2MnM .

In order to obtain uniform moment estimates required by Theorem 2.1 we will
need the following general estimate which appeared as Lemma 3.7 in [22].

3.3. Lemma. Let η1, η2, ..., ηN be random d-dimensional vectors and H1 ⊂ H2 ⊂
... ⊂ HN be a filtration of σ-algebras such that ηm is Hm-measurable for each m =
1, 2, ..., N . Assume also that E|ηm|q < ∞ for some q > 1 and each m = 1, ..., N .
Set Sm =

∑m
j=1 ηj. Then

(3.3) E max
1≤m≤N

|Sm|q ≤ 2q−1
(

(
q

q − 1
)qE|SN |q + E max

1≤m≤N−1
|

N
∑

j=m+1

E(ηj |Hm)|q
)

.

3.2. Limits, transformations and approximations. The following result deals
with the coefficients c(x) and ajk(x) introduced in Section 2 and establishes their
properties.

3.4. Lemma. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.1 the limits (2.7) and (2.10) exist
and

(3.4) ς̂ij + ς̂ji = ςij − E(ξi(0)ξj(0)).

Moreover, uniformly in m for all m,n ≥ 0,

|nς̂ij −
m+n
∑

k=m

k−1
∑

l=m−n

ς̂ij(k − l)| ≤ 2L

n
∑

k=0

∞
∑

l=n+k

(Lφ([l/3]) + ρ([l/3]) + Lρ2([l/3]))
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and

|nςjk(x)−
m+n
∑

i=m

m+n
∑

l=m

ςjk(l − i)| ≤ 2L
n
∑

i=0

∞
∑

l=n+i

(Lφ([l/3]) + ρ([l/3]) + Lρ2([l/3])).

Finally, c(x) and b(x) = Eb(x, ξ(0)) are once and ajk(x) is twice differentiable for
j, k = 1, ..., d and for all x ∈ R

d,

|b(x)| ≤ L, |∇xb(x)| ≤ L, max(|c(x)|, |ajk(x)|) ≤ L̂

= 2L3
∑∞

l=0(Lφ(l) + ρ(l) + Lρ2(l)), max
(

|∇xc(x)|, |∇xajk(x)|, |∇2
xajk(x)|

)

≤ 8L̂

where L is the same as in (2.5) and (2.6).

Proof. By (2.3), (2.5), (2.6) and Lemma 3.1,

|E(ξj(l)ξk(m))| ≤ 2Lρ(|m− l|/3)
+|E

(

E(ξj(l)|Fl− 1
3 |m−l|,l+ 1

3 |m−l|)E(ξk(m)|Fm− 1
3 |m−l|,n+ 1

3 |m−l|)
)

|
≤ 2L(Lφ(|m− l|/3) + ρ(|m− l|/3)).

By (1.2), (2.3) and (2.6),

|E(ξ(m)|Fm−n,m+n)| ≤ Lρ(n),

and so by (2.3), (2.5), (2.6) and Lemma 3.1,

|ςjk(m− l)| ≤ L2(2ρ(|m− l|/3) + 2Lφ(|m− l|/3) + L2ρ2(|m− l|/3))
and

|ς̂ij(m− l)| ≤ L2(2ρ(|m− l|/3) + 2Lφ(|m− l|/3) + L2ρ2(|m− l|/3)).
The existence of the limits (2.7) and (2.10) follow easily from here. The bounds on
derivatives of ajk, b and c follow from (2.5), (2.6), (2.7), (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10).

Finally, we write
∑k

m,n=0E(ξi(m)ξj(n)) =
∑k

m=0

∑m−1
n=−k E(ξi(m)ξj(n))

+
∑k

n=0

∑n−1
m=−k E(ξi(m)ξj(n)) +

∑k
n=0E(ξi(n)ξj(n))

−∑k
m=0

∑−1
n=−k E(ξi(m)ξj(n))−

∑k
n=0

∑−1
m=−k E(ξi(m)ξj(n))

and (3.4) follows since by (2.14) and the estimates above

lim
k→∞

1

k

k
∑

m=0

−1
∑

n=−k

E(ξi(m)ξj(n)) = lim
k→∞

1

k

k
∑

n=0

−1
∑

m=−k

E(ξi(m)ξj(n)) = 0,

completing the proof of this lemma. �

Next, under the assumption of Theorem 2.1 we will transform XN given by (2.4)
into a more convenient form to deal with. Let r : Rd → R

d, r(x) = (r1(x), ..., rd(x))
be a map with its Jacobi matrix (differential) given by

(3.5) Dr(x) = Σ̂(x) = Σ−1(x)

which exists in view of (2.13) (see, for instance, Section 8.10 in [14]). Since r is
a local diffeomorphism by (2.12), it follows from (2.5) and the classical Hadamard
theorem (see, for instance, Theorem 5.1.5 in [2]) that r is a diffeomorphism.
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For x, ζ ∈ R
d and i = 1, ..., d set q(x, ζ) = (q1(x, ζ), ..., qd(x, ζ)) with

qi(x, ζ) =
1
2 (Hri(x)Σ(x)ζ,Σ(x)ζ) =

1
2

∑d
k,l=1

∂2ri(x)
∂xk∂xl

(Σ(x)ζ)k(Σ(x)ζ)l(3.6)

= 1
2

∑d
k,l,m,n=1

∂Σ̂ik(x)
∂xl

Σkm(x)Σln(x)ζmζn

= − 1
2

∑d
k,l,m,n=1 Σ̂ik(x)

∂Σkm(x)
∂xl

Σln(x)ζmζn

where H denotes the Hessian and we used that
∑d

k=1

(∂Σ̂ik(x)
∂xl

Σkm(x) + Σ̂ik(x)
∂Σkm(x)

∂xl

)

(3.7)

= ∂
∂xl

(
∑d

k=1 Σ̂ik(x)Σkm(x)) = ∂
∂xl

(δim) = 0.

Now introduce YN (t), t ∈ [0, T ] defined by the recurrence relation

YN (n+1
N ) = YN (n/N) +N−1/2ξ(n)(3.8)

+N−1
(

Σ−1(r−1(YN (n/N))b(r−1(YN (n/N)), ξ(n)) + q(r−1(YN (n/N)), ξ(n))
)

with YN (0) = r(XN (0)) and YN (t) = YN (n/N) whenever n/N ≤ t < n+1
N .

3.5. Lemma. Set ZN (t) = r(XN (t)). Then

(3.9) sup
0≤t≤T

|ZN (t)− YN (t)| ≤ C1N
−1/2

where C1 > 0 does not depend on N ≥ 1.

Proof. By (3.4) and the Taylor formula

ZN(n+1
N )− ZN (n/N) = Dr(XN (n/N))(XN (n+1

N )−XN (n/N))(3.10)

+N−1q(XN (n/N), ξ(n)) +N−3/2ηN (XN (n/N), XN (n+1
N ), ξ(n))

= N−1/2ξ(n) +N−1
(

Σ−1(r−1(ZN (n/N)))b(r−1(ZN (n/N)), ξ(n))

+q(r−1(ZN (n/N)), ξ(n))
)

+N−3/2ηN (XN (n/N), XN(n+1
N ), ξ(n))

where ηN is uniformly bounded vector function in view of (2.5) and (2.12), i.e.

(3.11) sup
N≥1, x,y,ζ∈Rd

|ηN (x, y, ζ)| ≤ C2

for some C2 > 0 which can be estimated explicitly using (2.5) and (2.12).
Next observe that by (2.5), (2.6), (2.13) and (3.5) there exists a constant L2 > 0

(which also can be estimated explicitly from the data of Section 2) such that for all
x, y, ζ, η ∈ R

d with |ζ|, |η| ≤ L,

|Σ−1(r−1(x))b(r−1(x), ζ) − Σ−1(r−1(y))b(r−1(y), ζ)| ≤ L2|x− y|,(3.12)

|Σ−1(r−1(x))b(r−1(x), ζ) − Σ−1(r−1(x))b(r−1(x), η)| ≤ L2|ζ − η|,
|q(r−1(x), ζ) − q(r−1(y), ζ)| ≤ L2|x− y|, |q(r−1(x), ζ) − q(r−1(x), η)|
≤ L2|ζ − η|, |Σ−1(r−1(x))b(r−1(x), ζ)| ≤ L2 and |q(r−1(x), ζ)| ≤ L2.

This together with (3.7) and (3.9)–(3.11) yields

(3.13) |ZN(n/N)− YN (n/N)| ≤ 2L2N
−1

n−1
∑

k=1

|ZN(k/N)− YN (k/N)|+ C2N
−1/2.

Finally, applying to (3.13) the discrete (time) Gronwall inequality (see, for instance,
[10]) we obtain that

(3.14) |ZN (n/N)− YN (n/N)| ≤ C2N
−1/2 exp(2L2nN

−1)
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and (3.9) follows. �

3.6. Lemma. The process Ψ(t) = r(Ξ(t)) solves the stochastic differential equation

(3.15) dΨ(t) = ς1/2dW (t) +
(

Σ−1(r−1(Ψ(t))b(r−1(Ψ(t))) + qE(r−1(Ψ(t)))
)

dt

where qE(x) = Eq(x, ξ(0)) and, recall, b(x) = Eb(x, ξ(0)).

Proof. By the Itô formula (see, for instance, Section 7.3 in [21]),

(3.16) dΨ(t) = Dr(Ξ(t))σ(Ξ(t))dW (t)+
(

Dr(Ξ(t))(b(Ξ(t))+ c(Ξ(t)))+ ĉ(Ξ(t))
)

dt

where ĉ(x) = (ĉ1(x), ..., ĉd(x)) and

ĉi(x) =
1

2

d
∑

k,j,l=1

σkl(x)σjl(x)
∂Σ̂ik(x)

∂xj
.

By (2.7) and (3.6),

(3.17) ĉi(x) = −1

2

d
∑

k,j,l=1

Σ̂ik(x)
∂Σkm(x)

∂xj
ςmlΣjl(x).

Now set u(x) = Dr(x)c(x). Then by (2.9), (2.10), (2.13) and (3.7),

ui(x) =
∑d

k,j,l,m=1 Σ̂ij(x)
∂Σjk(x)

∂xl
ς̂kmΣlm(x)

= −∑d
k,j,l,m=1

∂Σ̂ij(x)
∂xl

Σjk(x)ς̂kmΣlm(x) = −∑d
k,j,l,m=1

∂Σ̂il(x)
∂xj

Σjk(x)ς̂kmΣlm(x)

=
∑d

k,j,l,m=1 Σ̂il(x)Σjk(x)ς̂km
∂Σlm(x)

∂xj
=

∑d
k,j,l,m=1 Σ̂ij(x)

∂Σjk(x)
∂xl

ς̂mkΣlm(x).

This together with (3.4) yields

ui(x) =

d
∑

k,j,l,m=1

Σ̂ij(x)
∂Σjk(x)

∂xl
(
ς̂km + ς̂mk)

2
)Σlm(x)

and by (3.6) and (3.17),

ui(x) + ĉ(x) = EqEi (x).

Finally, (3.15) follows from here and (3.16). �

The transformation appearing in Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 was employed previously
in [16] though full details were provided there only in the one dimensional case.
Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 show that for the proof of Theorem 2.1 it suffices to estimate
E sup0≤t≤T |YN (t) − Ψ(t)|2M which will yield the estimate in (2.15) in view of
(2.12) and (3.5). This allows to deal only with the case when XN is given by (2.4)
with Σ(x) being a constant matrix. In order to use the φ-dependence coefficient

effectively it will be convenient to consider the processes Y
(m)
N , m ≥ 1 defined for

n = 0, 1, ..., [TN ]− 1 by the recurrence relation

Y
(m)
N (n+1

N ) = Y
(m)
N (n/N) +N−1/2ξ(m)(n)(3.18)

+N−1
(

b̂(r−1(Y
(m)
N (n/N)), ξ(m)(n)) + q(r−1(Y

(m)
N (n/N)), ξ(m)(n))

)

where Y
(m)
N = YN (0), ξ(m)(n) = E(ξ(n)|Fn−m,n+m), b̂(x, ζ) = Σ−1(x)b(x, ζ) and

we set Y
(m)
N (t) = Y

(m)
N (n/N) when n/N ≤ t < n+1

N .
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3.7. Lemma. For all m,N ≥ 1,

(3.19) max
0≤n≤[TN ]

|YN (n/N)− Y
(m)
N (n/N)| ≤ (1 + 2L2)N

1/2ρ(m)e2L2 .

Proof. It follows by (3.12) that

|YN (n/N)− Y
(m)
N (n/N)| ≤ N−1/2

∑n−1
k=1 |ξ(k)− ξ(m)(k)|

+2L2N
−1

∑n−1
k=1 |YN (k/N)− Y

(m)
N (k/N)|+ 2L2N

−1
∑n−1

k=1 |ξ(k)− ξ(m)(k)|
≤ N−1/2n(1 + 2N−1/2L2)ρ(m) + 2L2N

−1
∑n−1

k=1 |YN (k/N)− Y
(m)
N (k/N)|,

and so by the discrete Gronwall inequality (see [10]) the estimate (3.19) follows. �

Next, set mN = [N (1−κ)/2] where 1/2 < κ < 2/3 with 0 < ι < 1, nk = nk(N) =

3kmN , k = 0, 1, ..., [ TN
3mN

], YN,k = Y
(mN )
N (nk/N), b(x, ξ) = b̂(r−1x, ξ) + q(r−1x, ξ),

αN,k =
∑nk+1−1

l=nk
ξ(mN )(l), βN,k(x) =

∑nk+1−1
l=nk

b(x, ξ(mN )(l))

and βN,k = βN,k(YN,k−1).

Introduce the process

Y̌N (n/N) = Y
(mN )
N (0) +

[n/3mN ]
∑

l=0

(N−1/2αN,l +N−1βN,l).

3.8. Lemma. For all N ≥ n > k ≥ 0 and T > 0,
(3.20)

|Y (mN )
N (n/N)−Y (mN )

N (k/N)− Y̌N(n/N)+ Y̌N(k/N)| ≤ 6(L+6L2)(1+T )N
−(κ−1

2 ).

Proof. First, we write

Y
(mN )
N (ni+1

N )− Y
(mN )
N (ni

N ) = N−1/2
∑ni+1−1

l=ni

(

ξ(mN )(l)

+N−1/2
b(Y

(mN )
N (l/N), ξ(mN )(l))

)

= N−1/2αN,i +N−1(βN,i +R
(N)
i )

where relying on (3.12) we estimate |b| and the Lipschitz constant of b by L2 and
obtain

|R(N)
i | ≤

∑ni+1−1
l=ni

|b(Y (mN )
N (l/N), ξ(mN )(l))− b(YN,i−1, ξ

(mN )(l))|
≤ L2

∑ni+1−1
l=ni

|Y (mN )
N (l/N)− YN,i−1|

≤ 2N−1/2L2

∑ni+1−1
l=ni

∑l−1
j=ni−1

(j − ni−1) ≤ 84L2N
(1−3κ/2).

Now, summing in i from [ k
3mN

] to [ n
3mN

] and taking into account that

|Y (mN )
N (n/N)− Y

(mN )
N ([ n

mN
]mN )|+ |Y (mN )

N (k/N)− Y
(mN )
N ([ k

mN
]mN )|

≤ 6(L+ 2L2)TN
−κ/2,

we obtain (3.20). �
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3.3. Moment and characteristic functions estimates. We will need next the
following moment estimate.

3.9. Lemma. For any n,M ≥ 1,

(3.21) E|
n−1
∑

k=0

ξ(k)|2M ≤ C3(M)nM

where C3(M) > 0 can be recovered from the proof and it does not depend on n.

Proof. First, we write

|
n−1
∑

k=0

ξ(k)|2M ≤ d2M−1
d

∑

i=1

|
n−1
∑

k=0

ξi(k)|2M .

Set ζ
(i)
mr = E(ξi(m)|Fm−r,m+r). Then by the martingale convergence theorem for

the Doob martingale with probability one

(3.22) ξi(m) = lim
n→∞

ζ
(i)
n2n = ζ

(i)
m1 +

∞
∑

r=1

(ζ
(i)
m2r − ζ

(i)
m2r−1).

By (2.3) and (2.6),

‖ζ(i)m,2r − ξ(m)‖∞ ≤ 2Lρ(2r),

and so

‖ζ(i)m,2r − ζ
(i)
m,2r−1‖∞ ≤ 2L(ρ(2r) + ρ(2r−1))

implying that the series (3.22) converges in L∞.
Set

S(i)
n =

n
∑

m=1

ξi(m), S
(i)
n0 =

n
∑

m=1

ζ
(i)
m1 and S(i)

nr =
n
∑

m=1

(ζ
(i)
m2r − ζ

(i)
m2r−1).

Put G(r)
m = F−∞,m+2r and observe that ζ

(i)
m2r is G(r)

m -measurable. By (2.1) and (2.2)
for any m ≥ k + 2r+1 ≥ 2r+1,

|E(ζ
(i)
m2r − ζ

(i)
m2r−1 |G(r)

k )| ≤ 2φ(m− k − 2r+1)‖ζ(i)m2r − ζ
(i)
m2r−1‖∞.

For k ≤ m < k + 2r+1 we just use the trivial estimate

|E(ζ
(i)
m2r − ζ

(i)
m2r−1 |G(r)

k )| ≤ ‖ζ(i)m2r − ζ
(i)
m2r−1‖∞.

By (2.1) and (2.2) we have also that for m > k + 2,

|E(ζ(i)m |G(0)
k )| ≤ 2Lφ(m− k − 2).

Combining the above estimates and taking into account (2.5) we obtain that

A
(0)
2M = sup

k≥1

∑

m≥k

‖E(ζ
(i)
m1|G

(0)
k )‖2M ≤ 2L(1 +

∞
∑

l=0

φ(l))

and for r ≥ 1,

A
(r)
2M = sup

k≥1

∑

m≥k

‖E(ζ
(i)
m2r − ζ

(i)
m2r−1 |G(r)

k )‖2M ≤ 8ρ(2r−1)(2r +

∞
∑

l=0

φ(l))

where ‖ · ‖p is the Lp-norm.



14 Yu.Kifer

Now, applying Lemma 3.2 it follows that

E(S(i)
mr)

2M ≤ 3(2M)!(A
(r)
2M )2MnM .

Hence, by the Minkowski (triangle) inequality

‖S(i)
n ‖2M ≤

∞
∑

r=0

‖S(i)
nr‖2M ≤ (3(2M)!)1/2M

√
n

∞
∑

r=0

A
(r)
2M

and rising both parts of this inequality to 2M -th power we obtain (3.21). �

Next, for each n ≥ 1 and x ∈ R
d introduce the characteristic function

fn(x,w) = E exp(i〈w, n−1/2
n−1
∑

k=0

ξ(k)〉), w ∈ R
d

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the inner product. We will need the following estimate.

3.10. Lemma. For any n ≥ 1 and x ∈ R
d,

(3.23) |fn(x,w) − exp(−1

2
〈ςw, w〉)| ≤ C4n

−℘

for all w ∈ R
d with |w| ≤ n℘/2 where the matrix ς is given by (2.7) and we can take

℘ ≤ 1
20 and a constant C4 > 0 independent of n can be recovered from the proof.

Proof. The left hand side of (3.23) does not exceed 2 and for n < 16 we estimate it
by 2(16)℘n−℘ which is at least 2. So, in what follows, we will assume that n ≥ 16.
Since ξ(k) is not supposed to be measurable with respect to Fkk and we have to
rely instead on approximation estimates (2.14)), it is not possible to reduce (3.23)
directly to one of standard results such as Theorem 3.23 in [12], and so we will
provide a proof here which employs the standard block-gap technique.

Set ν(n) = [n[n3/4 +n1/4]−1], qk(n) = k[n3/4 +n1/4], rk(n) = qk−1(n)+n3/4 for
k = 1, 2, ..., ν(n) with q0(n) = 0. Next, we introduce for k = 1, ..., ν(n),

yk = yk(n) =
∑

qk−1(n)≤l<rk(n)
ξ(l), zk = zk(n) =

∑

rk(n)≤l<qk(n)
ξ(l)

and zν(n)+1 =
∑

qν(n)−1≤l<n ξ(l).

Then by Lemma 3.9,

E|
∑

1≤k≤ν(n)+1 zk|2 ≤ 2ν(n)
∑

1≤k≤ν(n) E|zk|2 + 2E|zν(n)+1|2(3.24)

≤ 2C3(1)((ν(n))
2n1/4 + n3/4) ≤ 4C3(1)n

3/4.

This together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields,

|fn(x,w) − E exp(i〈w, n−1/2
∑

1≤k≤ν(n) yk〉)|(3.25)

≤ E| exp(i〈w, n−1/2
∑

1≤k≤ν(n)+1 zk〉)− 1| ≤ n−1/2E〈w,
∑

1≤k≤ν(n)+1 zk〉
≤ n−1/2|w|E|∑1≤k≤ν(n)+1 zk| ≤ 2

√

C3(1)|w|n−1/8

where we use that for any real a, b,

|ei(a+b) − eib| = |eia − 1| ≤ |a|.
We will obtain (3.23) from (3.25) by estimating

(3.26) |E exp(i
∑

1≤k≤ν(n)

ηk)− exp(−1

2
〈ςw, w〉)| ≤ I1 + I2
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where

ηk = 〈w, n−1/2yk〉, I1 = |E exp(i
∑

1≤k≤ν(n) ηk)−
∏

1≤k≤ν(n) Ee
iηk |

and I2 = |∏1≤k≤ν(n) Ee
iηk − exp(− 1

2 〈ςw, w〉)|.
First, we write

I1 ≤ ∑ν(n)
m=2

(

|∏m+1≤k≤ν(n) Ee
iηk |(3.27)

×|E exp(i
∑

1≤k≤m ηk)− E exp(i
∑

1≤k≤m−1 ηk)Ee
iηm |

)

≤
∑ν(n)

m=2 |E exp(i
∑

1≤k≤m ηk)− E exp(i
∑

1≤k≤m−1 ηk)Ee
iηm |

where
∏

ν(n)+1≤k≤ν(n) = 1. Next, using the approximation coefficient ρ and the

inequality |eia − eib| ≤ |a− b|, valid for any real a and b, we obtain

(3.28) |eiηm − exp(iE(ηm|Fqm−1(n)−n1/4/3,∞))| ≤ n1/2|w|ρ(n1/4/3)

and
∣

∣ exp(i
∑

1≤k≤m−1 ηk)− exp(iE(
∑

1≤k≤m−1 ηk|F−∞,rm−1(n)+n1/4/3))
∣

∣(3.29)

≤ n−1/2|w|(m− 1)ρ(n1/4/3).

Hence, by (3.28), (3.29) and Lemma 3.1,
∣

∣E exp(i
∑

1≤k≤m ηk)− E exp(i
∑

1≤k≤m−1 ηk)Ee
iηm

∣

∣(3.30)

≤
∣

∣E
(

exp(i
∑

1≤k≤m ηk)− exp
(

iE(
∑

1≤k≤m−1 ηk|F−∞,rm−1(n)+n1/4/3)

+ exp(iE(ηm|Fqm−1(n)−n1/4/3,∞)
))
∣

∣

+
∣

∣E
(

exp
(

iE(
∑

1≤k≤m−1 ηk|F−∞,rm−1(n)+n1/4/3)

+ exp(iE(ηm|Fqm−1(n)−n1/4/3,∞)
))

−E exp(iE(
∑

1≤k≤m−1 ηk|F−∞,rm−1(n)+n1/4/3))

×E exp(iE(ηm|Fqm−1(n)−n1/4/3,∞))
∣

∣

+E
∣

∣ exp(iE(
∑

1≤k≤m ηk)− exp(iE(
∑

1≤k≤m−1 ηk|F−∞,rm−1(n)+n1/4/3))
∣

∣

+E
∣

∣eiηm − E exp(iE(ηm|Fqm−1(n)−n1/4/3,∞))
∣

∣

≤ φ(n1/4/3) + 4n1/4|w|mρ(n1/4/3).

This together with (3.27) yields that

(3.31) I1 ≤ n1/4(φ(n1/4/3) + 4n1/2|w|ρ(n1/4/3)).

In order to estimate I2 we observe that

|
∏

1≤j≤l

aj −
∏

1≤j≤l

bj | ≤
∑

1≤j≤l

|aj − bj |

whenever 0 ≤ |aj |, |bj | ≤ 1, j = 1, ..., l, and so

I2 ≤ ∑

1≤k≤ν(n) |Eeiηk − exp(− 1
2ν(n) 〈ςw, w〉)|(3.32)

≤ 1
2

∑

1≤k≤ν(n) |Eη2k − 1
ν(n) 〈ςw, w〉|

+
∑

1≤k≤ν(n)E|ηk|3 + 1
4ν(n) |〈ςw, w〉|2

where we use (1.2) and that for any real a,

|eia − 1− ia+
a2

2
| ≤ |a|3 and |e−a − 1 + a| ≤ a2 if a ≥ 0.
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Now,

Eη2k = n−1E(
∑d

j=1 wj

∑rk(n)
l=qk−1(n)

ξj(l))
2

= n−1
∑d

j,l=1 wjwl

∑rk(n)
i=qk−1(n)

∑rk(n)
m=qk−1(n)

ςjl(m− i).

Hence, by Lemma 3.4,

(3.33) |Eη2k − n−1/4〈ςw, w〉| ≤ 6Ld|w|2n−1
n3/4
∑

l=0

∞
∑

m=n3/4+l

(Lφ(m) + ρ(m)).

By the estimate of ςjk(m− l) in Lemma 3.4 we have also

|( 1
ν(n) − n−1/4)〈ςw, w〉|(3.34)

≤ 12Ld(L
∑∞

l=0 φ(l) +
∑∞

l=0 ρ(l))|w|2([ n
n3/4+n1/4 ]

−1 − n−1/4).

Since we assume that n ≥ 16,

[ n
n3/4+n1/4 ]

−1 − n−1/4 ≤ ( n
n3/4+n1/4 − 1)−1 − n−1/4(3.35)

= n−1/2 1+n−1/4+n−1/2

1−n−1/4−n−3/4 ≤ 8n−1/2.

By Lemma 3.9, Hölder inequality and the stationarity of the process ξ,

(3.36) E|ηk|3 ≤ n−3/2|w|3
(

E(

rk(n)
∑

l=qk−1(n)

ξ(l))4
)3/4 ≤ C

3/4
3 (2)n−3/8|w|3.

Again, by the estimate of ςjk(m− l) in Lemma 3.4,

(3.37)
1

ν(n)
〈ςw, w〉 ≤ 64Ldn−1/4|w|2

∞
∑

l=0

(Lφ(l) + ρ(l)).

Now, collecting (3.32)–(3.37) we obtain that

I2 ≤ 3Ld|w|2n−3/4
∑n3/4

l=0

∑∞
m=n3/4+l(Lφ(m) + ρ(m))(3.38)

+112Ld|w|2n−1/4
∑∞

l=0(Lφ(l) + ρ(l)) + C
3/4
3 (2)n−1/8|w|3.

Finally, (3.24), (3.25), (3.31) and (3.38) yield (3.23) completing the proof. �

Next, we split each time interval [nk−1, nk] into a block and a gap before it in

the following way. Set lk = lk(N) = nk−1(N) + 3[m
1/4
N ],

QN,k =
∑nk−1

j=lk
ξ(m

1/4
N )(j), R

(1)
N,k =

∑nk−1
j=lk

(ξ(mN )(j)− ξ(m
1/4
N )(j)),

R
(2)
N,k =

∑lk−1
j=nk−1

ξ(mN )(j) and QN,k(n) =
∑kN (n)

k=1 QN,k

where kN (t) = max{k : nk ≤ t}. Then
(3.39) |

∑

0≤k<kN (n)

αN,k −QN,k(n)| ≤ |R(1)
N (n)|+ |R(2)

N (n)|

where αN,k was defined before Lemma 3.8 and

R
(i)
N (n) = |

∑

1≤k≤kN (n)

R
(i)
N,k|, i = 1, 2.

It turns out that the contributions of R
(1)
N and R

(2)
N are negligible for our purposes

as the following lemma shows.
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3.11. Lemma. For all N,M ≥ 1,

(3.40) E max
0≤n≤TN

(R
(1)
N (n) +R

(2)
N (n))2M ≤ C5(M)NM(3+κ)/4

where C5(M) > 0 does not depend on N and it can be recovered from the proof.

Proof. Set η
(i)
k = R

(i)
N,k, i = 1, 2 and Gk = F−∞,nk

. Without loss of generality

assume that N ≥ 3
8

3(1−κ) , and so 3m
1/4
N ≤ mN . Then η

(1)
k is Gk+1-measurable and

η
(2)
k is Gk-measurable. By (2.3), (2.5), (2.6), (2.14) and by Lemma 3.1 we conclude
that for k ≥ l + 2,

|E(η
(1)
k |Gl)| ≤ 2φ(nk−1 − nk−2 − 2mN)‖η(1)k ‖∞

≤ 12LmNρ(m
1/4
N )φ(mN ) ≤ 12LC2

0N
−5(1−κ)/2))

and

|E(η
(2)
k |Gl)| ≤ 6Lm

1/4
N φ(mN ) ≤ 6LC0N

−17(1−κ)/8.

When k = l − 1, k = l or k = l + 1 we will just use the trivial estimates

|E(η
(1)
k |Gl)| ≤ 6LmNρ(m

1/4
N ) = 6LC0 and |E(η

(2)
k |Gl)| ≤ 3Lm

1/4
N = 3LN (1−κ)/8.

Hence,

A
(1)
2M = max1≤l≤kN (TN)

∑

l≤k≤kN (TN) ‖E(η
(1)
k |Gl)‖2M

≤ 6LC0(2C0N
−2+3κ + 3)

and

A
(2)
2M = max1≤l≤kN (TN)

∑

l≤k≤kN (TN) ‖E(η
(2)
k |Gl)‖2M

≤ 6L(C0N
−(5−9κ)/4 +N (1−κ)/8).

By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 we obtain (3.40) from here (cf. Lemma 4.1 in [21]). �

Next, we will need the following corollary of Lemma 3.10.

3.12. Lemma. For any N ≥ 1 and k ≤ TN (1+κ)/2, with probability one,

|E
(

exp(i〈w, (nk − lk)
−1/2QN,k〉)|F−∞,nk−1+m

1/4
N

)

− g(w)|(3.41)

≤ C4(nk − lk)
−℘ + C0(LN

−2(1−κ) + 2N−(1−κ)/2) ≤ C6(nk − lk)
−℘

for all w ∈ R
d with |w| ≤ (nk − lk)

℘/2 where gx(w) = exp(− 1
2 〈ςw, w〉), C6 =

C4 + 2C0(1 + 3L) and ℘ = 1
20 .

Proof. Set F (w) = E exp(i〈w, (nk − lk)
−1/2QN,k〉). Then by Lemma 3.1,

|E
(

exp(i〈w, (nk − lk)
−1/2QN,k〉)|F−∞,nk−1+m

1/4
N

)

− F (w)|

≤ 2φ(m
1/4
N ) ≤ 2φ(N (1−κ)/8).

Since |ei(a+b) − eib| ≤ |a| we obtain from (2.3) and (2.6) that for all x ∈ R
d,

|F (w) − fnk−lk(w)| ≤ Lm
1/2
N ρ(mN ),

where fn(w) is the same as in Lemma 3.10, and (3.41) follows from (2.14) and
Lemma 3.10. �
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4. Strong approximations

Our strong approximations will be based on the following result which appears
as Theorem 4.6 of [12]. As usual, we will denote by σ{·} a σ-algebra generated by
random variables or vectors appearing inside the braces and we write G ∨H for the
minimal σ-algebra containing both σ-algebras G and H.

4.1. Theorem. Let {Vm, m ≥ 1} be a sequence of random vectors with values in
R

d defined on some probability space (Ω,F , P ) and such that Vm is measurable
with respect to Gm, m = 1, 2, ... where Gm, m ≥ 1 is a filtration of sub-σ-algebras
of F . Assume that the probability space is rich enough so that there exists on it a
sequence of uniformly distributed on [0, 1] independent random variables Um, m ≥ 1
independent of ∨m≥0Gm. For each m ≥ 1, let Gm be a probability distribution on
R

d with the characteristic function

gm(w) =

∫

Rd

exp(i〈w, x〉)Gm(dx), w ∈ R
d.

Suppose that for some non-negative numbers νm, δm and Km ≥ 108d,

(4.1) E
∣

∣E(exp(i〈w, Vm〉)|Gm−1)− gm(w)
∣

∣ ≤ νm

for all w with |w| ≤ Km, and that

(4.2) Gm({x : |x| ≥ 1

2
Km}) < δm.

Then there exists a sequence {Wm, m ≥ 1} of Rd-valued independent random vec-
tors defined on (Ω,F , P ) such that Wm is σ{Vm, Um}-measurable, Wm is indepen-
dent of σ{U1, ..., Um−1} ∨ Gm−1 (and so also of W1, ...,Wm−1) and

(4.3) P{|Vm −Wm| ≥ ̺m} ≤ ̺m

where ̺m = 16K−1
m logKm+2ν

1/2
m Kd

m+2δ
1/2
m . In particular, the Prokhorov distance

between the distributions L(Vm) and L(Wm) of Vm and Wm, respectively, does not
exceed ̺m.

In order to apply this theorem we set Vm = (nm − lm)−1/2QN,m, Gm =
σ{V1, ..., Vm} ⊂ F−∞,nm+m

1/4
N

and gm = g defined in Lemma 3.12, so that Gm = G

is the mean zero d-dimensional Gaussian distribution with the covariance matrix ς
and the characteristic function g. By Lemma 3.12 for |w| ≤ Km,

(4.4) E
∣

∣E
(

exp(i〈w, Vm〉)|Gm−1

)

− gm(w)
∣

∣ ≤ C6(nm − lm)−℘

where we take Km = (nm − lm)℘/4d ≤ (nm − lm)℘/2, ℘ = 1
20 and recall that

nm − lm = 3mN − 3[m
1/4
N ]. Theorem 4.1 requires that Km ≥ 108d which will hold

true in our case if N ≥ N0 = N0(κ, ℘) = (10256d/℘d32d/℘)1/(1−κ).
Next, let Ψ be a mean zero Gaussian random variable with the covariance matrix

ς . Then by estimates of Lemma 3.4 and the Chebyshev inequality,

G({y ∈ R
d : |y| ≥ 1

2 (nm − lm)
℘
4d })(4.5)

≤ P{|Ψ| ≥ 1
2 (nm − lm)

℘
4d } ≤ 4L2d(nm − lm)−

℘
2d

= 4L2d3−℘/2dn−℘(1−κ)/16d(N3(1−κ)/8 − 1)−℘/2d.
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Now, Theorem 4.1 provides us with independent random vectors {Wm, m ≥ 1}
having the mean zero Gaussian distribution with the covariance matrix ς and such
that

̺m = ̺m(N) = 4℘
d (nm − lm)−℘/4d log(nm − lm) + 2C

1/2
6 (nm − lm)−℘/4(4.6)

+2L
√
d3−℘/4dN−℘(1−κ)/32d(N3(1−κ)/8 − 1)−℘/4d ≤ C7N

−℘(1−κ)/8d

where C7 > 0 does not depend on N ≥ 1.
As a crucial corollary of Theorem 4.1 we will obtain next a uniform L2M -bound

on the difference between the sums of (nk − lk)
1/2Vk’s and of (nk − lk)

1/2Wk’s. Set

I(n) =
∑

k:nk≤n

(nk − lk)
1/2(Vk −Wk).

4.2. Lemma. For any integers N ≥ N0(κ, ℘) and M ≥ 1,

(4.7) E max
0≤n≤NT

|I(n)|2M ≤ C8(M)NM− ℘
20d (1−κ)

where ℘ = 1
20 , 0 < κ < ι

4+ι and C8(M) > 0 does not depend on N .

Proof. The proof of (4.7) will rely on Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, and so we will have
to estimate the conditional expectations appearing there taking into account that
Vk is Gk ⊂ F−∞,nk+m

1/4
N

-measurable and Wk is Gk ∨ σ{U1, ..., Uk}-measurable. Let

k > j ≥ 1. Since Wk is independent of Gk−1 ∨ σ{U1, ..., Uk−1} we obtain that

(4.8) E(Wk|Gj ∨ σ{U1, ..., Uj}) = EWk = 0.

Next, since Vk is independent of σ{U1, ..., Uj} and the latter σ-algebra is indepen-
dent of Gj we obtain that (see, for instance, [9], p. 323),

(4.9) E(Vk|Gj ∨ σ{U1, ..., Uj}) = E(E(Vk|Gj∨(k−2))|Gj).

By Lemma 3.1,

|E(Vk|Gj∨(k−2))|(4.10)

= (nk − lk)
−1/2|∑nk−1

i=lk
Eξ(m

1/4
N )(i)|F−∞,nj∨nk−2+m

1/4
N

)|

≤ L(nk − lk)
−1/2

∑nk−1
i=lk

(φ(i − nj ∨ nk−2 − 2m
1/4
N ) + ρ(m

1/4
N )).

Now, in order to bound A2M from Lemma 3.2 it remains to consider the case
k = n, i.e. to estimate ‖Vk −Wk‖2M and then to combine it with (4.8)–(4.10). By
the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality for any n ≥ 1,

E|Vk −Wk|2M = E(|Vk −Wk|2M I|Vk−Wk|≤̺k
)(4.11)

+E(|Vk −Wk|2M I|Vk−Wk|>̺k
)

≤ ̺2Mk + (E|Vk −Wk|4M )1/2(P{|Vk −Wk| > ̺k}
1
2

≤ ̺2Mk + ̺
1
2

k 2
2M ((E|Vk|4M )1/2 + (E|Wk|4M )1/2).

By Lemmas 3.1 and 3.9,

(4.12) (E|Vk|4M )1/2 ≤
(

C3(2M) + 2φ(mN ))L4M (nk − lk)
2M

)1/2
.

SinceWk is a mean zero d-dimensional Gaussian random vector with the covariance
matrix ς we obtain that

(4.13) E|Wk|4M =≤ |ς1/2|4M ((4M)!)d/2.
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Finally, combining (4.8)–(4.13) with Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 we derive (4.7) completing
the proof (cf. Lemma 4.4 in [22]). �

Next, let W (t), t ≥ 0 be a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. Then the

sequences of random vectors W̃ ε
k = ς1/2(W (nk)−W (lk)) and (nk − lk)

1/2Wk, k ≤
kN (TN) have the same distributions. Hence, by Lemma A1 from [7] the sequences
ξ(k) andWk, k ≥ 1 can be redefined without changing their joint distributions on a
richer probability space where there exists a standard d-dimensional Brownian mo-
tionW (t) such that the pairs (Vk,Wk) and (Vk, (nk− lk)−1/2ς1/2(W (nk)−W (lk))),
k ≤ kN (TN), constructed by means of the redefined processes, have the same joint
distributions. Thus we can assume from now on that

Wk = (nk − lk)
−1/2ς1/2(W (nk)−W (lk)))

and that these Wk’s satisfy properties asserted in Theorem 4.1, so that Lemma 4.2
holds true for them, as well.

Next, using the Brownian motionW (t), t ≥ 0 constructed above we consider the
new Brownian motion WN (t) = N−1/2W (tN) and introduce the diffusion process
ΨN(t), t ≥ 0 solving the stochastic differential equation (3.15) which we write now
with WN as,

dΨN (t) = ς1/2dWN (t) + b(ΨN(t))dt, ΨN(0) = x0

where b(x) = Eb(x, ξ(0)). Now, we introduce the auxiliary process Ψ̂N with coef-
ficients frozen at times nk/N, k ≤ kN (TN),

Ψ̂N(t) = x0 +WN (nkN (tN)/N)) +N−1
∑

1≤k≤kN (tN)

b(ΨN (nk−2/N))(nk − nk−1)

where n−1 = n0 = 0 and kN (s) was defined before Lemma 3.11, and estimate its
deviation from ΨN .

4.3. Lemma. For all integers M,N ≥ 1,

(4.14) E max
0≤k≤kN (TN)

|ΨN (nk/N)− Ψ̂N (nk/N)|2M ≤ C9(M)N−M(2+κ)/2

where C9(M) > 0 does not depend on N .

Proof. It follows from (3.12) that b has the Lipschitz constant 2L2, and taking into
account also the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we have that

Emax0≤k≤kN (TN) |ΨN (nk/N)− Ψ̂N (nk/N)|2M

≤ 22ML2M
2 N−(2M−1)

∑

0≤k≤kN (TN)

∫ nk/N

nk−1/N
E|Ψn(t)−ΨN (nk−2/N)|2Mdt.

Now, for nk−1/N ≤ t ≤ nk/N ,

E|ΨN(t)−ΨN (nk−2/N)|2M

≤ 2M−1(|ς1/2|2ME|WN (t)−WN (nk−2/N)|2M + E|
∫ nk/N

nk−2/N
b(ΨN(s))ds|2M )

≤ 22M−1(6mN

N )M (d2M (2M)!|ς1/2|2M + L2M
2 (6mN

N )M )

and (4.14) follows. �

Next, we define

ŶN (t) = x0 +
∑

0≤k<kN (tN)

(

N−1/2αN,k +N−1
b(YN,k−1)(nk+1 − nk)
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where αN,k is the same as in Lemma 3.8. In order to use the estimate of Lemma

3.8 we will need first to compare ŶN with the sum appearing there.

4.4. Lemma. For all N ≥ 1,

(4.15) E sup
0≤t≤T

|ŶN (t)− Y̆N (t)|2M ≤ C10(M)N−M
2 min( 1

2 , 5−7κ)

where Y̆N is the same as in Lemma 3.8 and C10(M) > 0 does not depend on N .

Proof. The left hand side of (4.15) equals N−2ME sup0≤t≤T |J(t)|2M where

J(t) =
∑

0≤k<kN (tN)

(b(YN,k−1)(nk+1 − nk)− βN,k).

Now, by (2.1), (2.3), (3.12) and Lemma 3.1 for any k ≥ l + 1,
∣

∣E(b(YN,k−1)(nk+1 − nk)− βN,k)|F−∞,nl+mN )
∣

∣(4.16)

=
∣

∣E
(
∑nk+1

j=nk
E(b(YN,k−1)− b(YN,k−1, ξ(j)) + b(YN,k−1, ξ(j))

−b(YN,k−1, ξ
(mN )(j))|F−∞,nk−1+mN )|F−∞,nl+mN

)∣

∣

≤ LN (1−κ)/2(4φ(N (1−κ)/2) + ρ(N (1−κ)/2)).

When l = k + 1 then b(YN,k−1)(nk+1 − nk) − βN,k is F−∞,nl
-measurable and we

estimate the left hand side of (4.16) then and when l = k just by 2LN (1−κ)/2. Thus,
relying on Lemmas 3.2, 3.3 and 3.9 we obtain
(4.17)

E sup
0≤t≤T

|J(t)|2M ≤ C̃(M)NM(3−κ)/2(1 +NM(1+κ)(φ(N (1−κ)/2) + ρ(N (1−κ)/2))2M

for some C̃(M) > 0 independent of N . �

Next, denote

Ψ̃N (t) = x0 + ς1/2WN (nkN (tN)/N) +N−1
∑

0≤k<kN (tN)

b(YN,k−1)(nk+1 − nk).

Then

E sup0≤s≤T |ŶN (s)− Ψ̂ε(s)|2M ≤ 22M−1(Emax0≤k<kN (TN) |ŶN (nk/N)(4.18)

−Ψ̃N(nk/N)|2M + Emax0≤k<kN (TN) |Ψ̃N (nk/N)− Ψ̂N (nk/N)|2M ).

By Lemmas 3.3, 3.11 and 4.2 for any N ≥ N0(κ, ℘),

Emax0≤k≤n |ŶN (nk/N)− Ψ̃N(nk/N)|2M(4.19)

≤ 22M−1N−M
(

E sup0≤t≤T |I(t)|2M + Emax1≤n≤N(|R(1)
N (n)|+ |R(2)

N (n)|)2M
)

≤ C11(M)(N− ℘
20d (1−κ) +N−M(1−κ)/4)

where C11(M) > 0 does not depend on n and N .
In order to estimate the second term in the right hand side of (4.18) introduce

the σ-algebras Qs = F−∞,s+mN ∨ σ{W (u), 0 ≤ u ≤ s} and observe that by our
construction for each k the incrementW (nk+1)−W (lk+1) is independent of Qnk−1

.
On the other hand, for any k ≥ n both YN,k and ΨN(nk/N) are Qnk

-measurable.
Observe that

Emax0≤k≤kN (TN) |Ψ̃N (nk/N)− Ψ̂N (nk/N)|2M(4.20)

≤ 22M−1(Emax0≤k≤kN (TN) |I1(nk)|2M + Emax0≤k≤kN (TN) |I2(nk)|2M )
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where

I1(nk) = N−1
∑

0≤l≤k−1

(b(YN (nl−1/N))− b(ΞN (nl−1/N)))(nl+1 − nl)

and
I2(nk) =

∑

0≤j≤k−1

ς1/2(WN (lj+1/N)−WN (nj/N)).

By the estimates of Lemma 3.4 and the Lipschitz continuity of b we have

(4.21) |I2(nk)|2M ≤ C13(M)
mN

NT

∑

0≤l≤k−1

|Y (mN )
N (nl−1/N)−ΨN (nl−1/N)|2M

for some C13 > 0 which does not depend onN or k. Since I2(nk) can be viewed as a
stochastic integral we can rely on the corresponding martingale moment inequalities
(see Section 1.7 in [25]) which yields that

(4.22) E max
0≤j≤k

|I2(nj)|2M ≤ (
2M

2M − 1
)2ME|I2(nk)|2M ≤ C14N

−3(1−κ)/8

for some C14(M) > 0 independent of N .
Now denote

Gk = E max
0≤l≤k

|Y (mN )
N (nl/N)−ΨN (nl/N)|2M .

Then we obtain from (4.14), (4.15) and (4.18)–(4.22) that for n ≤ kN (TN) and
N ≥ N0(κ, ℘),

Gn ≤ (22MC11(M) + 32MC14(M))N− ℘
20d (1−κ)

+22M−1(C12(M) + C13(M))mN

NT

∑

0≤k≤n−1Gk.

By the discrete (time) Gronwall inequality (see, for instance, [10]),

GkN (TN) ≤ (22MC11(M)(4.23)

+32MC14(M))N− ℘
20d (1−κ) exp((22M + 32M )(C12(M) + C13(M)))

and Theorem 2.1 follows taking into account (2.6), (3.5) and Lemmas 3.5–3.7. (cf.
Section 4.4 in [22]). �

5. Continuous time case

We start with a diffeomorphism r : R
d → R

d satisfying (3.5) and set Zε(t) =
r(Xε(t)). Then

(5.1)
dZε(t)

dt
= Dr(Xε(t))

dXε(t)

dt
=

1

ε
ξ(t/ε2) + b(Zε(t), ξ(t/ε2))

where b(z, ζ) = Dr(r−1(z))b(r−1(z), ζ). Taking into account Lemma 3.4 we see
that the limits in (2.19) and (2.20) exist and we can define the diffusion Ξ by
(2.11). In view of the definition of c(x) in (2.20) the computations of Lemma 3.6
yield that the process Ψ(t) = r(Ξ(t)) solves the stochastic differential equation

(5.2) dΨ(t) = ς1/2dW (t) + b(Ψ(t))dt

where b(z) = Eb(z, η(0)). Hence, in order to prove (2.21) it suffices to show that
for each ε > 0 both Zε and Ψ = Ψε can be redefined on (Ω,F , P ) preserving their
distributions so that for any ε, T > 0 and an integer M ≥ 1,

(5.3) E sup
0≤t≤T

|Zε(t)−Ψ(t/τ̄)|2M ≤ C1(M,T )εδ1
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for some δ1, C1(M,T ) > 0 independent of ε.
Changing the time s = t/ε2 we can write

(5.4)

Zε(sε2) = Zε(sε2, ω) = Zε(0, ω) + ε

∫ s

0

ξ(u, ω)du+ ε2
∫ s

0

b(Zε(uε2, ω), ξ(u, ω))du.

Set Θn(ω) =
∑n−1

j=0 τ ◦ θj(ω), Θ0(ω) = 0. Introduce the discrete time processes

Y ε(mε2, ω) = Y ε(mε2, (ω, 0)) by the recurrence relation Y ε(0, ω) = Zε(0, ω) =
Zε(0, (ω, 0)) and for n ≥ 0,

Y ε((n+ 1)ε2, ω) = Y ε(nε2, ω) + ε
∫Θn+1(ω)

Θn(ω)
ξ(u, ω)du(5.5)

+ε2
∫ Θn+1(ω)

Θn(ω) b(Y ε(nε2, ω), ξ(u, ω))du

= Y ε(nε2, ω) + εη ◦ ϑn(ω) + ε2b̂(Y ε(nε2, ω), ·) ◦ ϑn

where b̂(z, ω) = Dr(r−1(z))b̂(r−1(z), ω).

5.1. Lemma. For all ε > 0, ω ∈ Ω and an integer N ≥ 1,
(5.6)

max
0≤n<N

sup
Θn(ω)≤s<Θn+1(ω)

|Zε(sε2, ω)−Y ε(nε2, ω)| ≤ ε(1+ε)LL̂ exp(L3(L2+1)L̂Nε2).

Proof. Set

Q(n, ω) = sup
Θn(ω)≤s<Θn+1(ω)

|Zε(sε2, ω)− Y ε(nε2, ω)|.

Then by (2.5), (2.6), (2.12), (3.5) and the definition of b,

(5.7) Q(n+ 1, ω) ≤ L3(L2 + 1)ε2
n
∑

k=0

Q(k, ω)τ ◦ ϑk(ω) + εLτ ◦ ϑn(ω)(1 + ε)

since |b(z, ω)−b(y, ω)| ≤ L3(L2+1)|z−y|. Then by (2.16) and the discrete Gronwall
inequality we see that for all integers n ≥ 1,

Q(n, ω) ≤ ε(1 + ε)LL̂ exp(L3(L2 + 1)L̂nε2)

and (5.6) follows. �

Next, observe that we can apply Theorem 2.1 to the process Y ε. Indeed, though

we have here the terms b̂(z, ·) ◦ ϑn which are slightly more general than b̂(z, η ◦
ϑn) appearing in the setup of Theorem 2.1 but, in fact, we used there only the
appropriate decay of the approximation coefficient ρ together with the Lipschitz
continuity of coefficients in the second variable given by (2.6) which is replaced
here by the coefficient ρ in (2.18) playing the same role (with no need in additional
Lipschitz continuity) and the proof proceeds in the same way. Moreover, if (Ω,F , P )
is Lebesgue (or standard probability) space then we can always represent b̂(z, ·)◦ϑn
in the form b̂(z, ζ ◦ ϑn), where ζ(n) = ζ ◦ ϑn is a real valued stationary process,
and considering the two component stationary process (η ◦ ϑn, ζ ◦ ϑn)n∈Z we come
back to the setup of Theorem 2.1. Observe also that though in Theorem 2.1 we
considered only subsequences ε = εN = 1/N the assertion remains true for all small
ε > 0. Indeed, let (Nε + 1)−1 ≤ ε2 < N−1

ε . Then

|Y ε(nε2)− Y N−1/2
ε (nN−1

ε )| ≤ |ε−N
−1/2
ε |∑n−1

k=0 η ◦ ϑk|
+ε2L3(L2 + 1)

∑n−1
k=0 |Y ε(kε2)− Y N−1/2

ε (kN−1
ε )|+ L2Tε−2|ε2 −N−1

ε |.
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By the discrete Gronwall inequality

max
0≤n≤T/ε2

|Y ε(nε2)− Y N−1/2
ε (nN−1

ε )| ≤ C̃(
ε3√
1− ε2

max
0≤n≤T/ε2

|
n−1
∑

k=0

η ◦ ϑk|+ ε2

1− ε2
).

where C̃ > 0 does not depend on ε. Applying Lemmas 3.1–3.3 to the right hand
side here (similarly to Lemmas 3.9, 4.4 and Lemma 5.2 below) we obtain that

E max
0≤n≤T/ε2

|Y ε(nε2)− Y N−1/2
ε (nN−1

ε )|2M ≤ ˜̃C
ε2M

(1− ε2)M
,

for some C̃ > 0 independent of ε, showing that we can apply Theorem 2.1 for all
ε > 0 when Xε is in the form (1.3) and not only when the parameters restricted

to the sequence εN = 1/
√
N provided, of course, other conditions of this assertion

are met.
Applying Theorem 2.1 we obtain that both Y ε and the diffusion Ψ = Ψε can be

redefined on (Ω,F , P ) without changing their distributions so that for any ε > 0
and an integer M ≥ 1,

(5.8) sup
0≤t≤T/τ̄

|Y ε(t)−Ψε(t)|2M ≤ C2(M,T )εδ2

for some δ2, C2(M,T ) > 0 independent of ε where we set Y ε(t) = Y ε(nε2) if
nε2 ≤ t < (n+ 1)ε2.

Now we have

sup0≤t≤T |Zε(t)−Ψε(t/τ̄)|2M ≤ 32M−1(E sup0≤t≤T |Iε1(t)|2M(5.9)

+E sup0≤t≤T |Iε2 (t)|2M + E sup0≤t≤T |Iε3(t)|2M )

where

Iε1(t) = Y ε(t/τ̄)−Ψε(t/τ̄), Iε2 (t) = sup
Θ[t/ε2τ̄](ω)≤s<Θ[t/ε2τ̄](ω)+1

|Y ε(t/τ̄ , ω)−Zε(sε2, ω)|

and
(5.10)
Iε3(t) = sup

Θ[t/ε2τ̄ ](ω)≤s<Θ[t/ε2τ̄](ω)+1

|Zε(t, ω)−Zε(sε2, ω)| ≤ εLτ̄(1+εL)+ sup
0≤t≤T

|Iε4 (t)|

where

Iε4(t) = Zε(t, ω)− Zε(ε2Θ[t/ε2τ̄ ](ω), ω).

The first and the second terms of (5.9) are estimated by (5.8) and (5.7), respectively,
and so in view of (5.10) in order to derive (5.3) it remains to prove the following
result.

5.2. Lemma. For ε > 0 and an integer M ≥ 1,

(5.11) E sup
0≤t≤T

|Iε4 (t)|2M ≤ C3(M,T )εδ3

for some δ3, C3(M,T ) > 0 which do not depend on ε.

Proof. Set

n(t, ω) = max{k : Θk(ω) ≤ t}, Γ(t, q) = {ω : |n(t, ω)− [t/τ̄ ]| > q}
and ∆(k, q) = {ω : |Θk(ω)− τ̄k| > q}. Then by (2.5) and (2.16),

(5.12) |Iε4(t)| ≤ εLL̂(1 + Jε
1 (t) + τ̄ ) + εJε

2 ([t/ε
2τ̄ ]) + ε2L2J3(t)
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where
(5.13)
Jε
1 (t) = IΓ(t/ε2,ε−3/2)|Θ[t/ε2 τ̄ ] − t/ε2| ≤ I∆([t/ε2τ̄ ],ε−3/2−L̂−2L̂−1)|Θ[t/ε2τ̄ ] − τ̄ [t/ε2τ̄ ]|,

(5.14) J2(m) = max
0≤n≤ε−3/2

|
∑

k: |k−m|≤n

η ◦ ϑk|

and

(5.15) Jε
3 (t) = |Θ[t/ε2τ̄ ] − t/ε2| ≤ |Θ[t/ε2τ̄ ] − τ̄ [t/ε2τ̄ ]|+ τ̄ .

By (2.5), (2.16), (2.18) and Lemma 3.1 for any l ≥ 1,

|E(τ ◦ ϑk+l − τ̄ |F−∞,k)|(5.16)

≤ |E
(

τ ◦ ϑk+l − E(τ ◦ ϑk+l|Fk+l−[l/3],k+l+[l/3])|F−∞,k

)

|
+|E

(

E(τ ◦ ϑk+l|Fk+l−[l/3],k+l+[l/3])− τ̄ |F−∞,k

)

| ≤ ρ([l/3]) + 2L̂φ([l/3])

and similarly,

|E(η ◦ ϑk+l|F−∞,k

)

| ≤ ρ([l/3]) + 2Lτ̄φ([l/3]).

This together with (2.14) and Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 yields that for any n,N ≥ 1,

(5.17) E max
0≤k≤n

|Θk − kτ̄ |2N ≤ C4(N)nN

and

(5.18) E max
0≤k≤n

|
n
∑

j=0

η ◦ ϑj |2N ≤ C4(N)nN

for some C4(N) > 0 independent of n.
Hence, for any N ≥ 1,

(5.19) E sup
0≤t≤T

|Jε
3 (t)|2N ≤ 22N−1(C4(N)[T/ε2τ̄ ]N + τ̄N )

and by the stationarity of the sequence η ◦ ϑk, k ∈ Z,

E sup0≤t≤T (J
ε
2 ([t/ε

2τ̄ ]))2N ≤ Emax0≤m≤T/ε2 τ̄ (J
ε
2 (m))2N(5.20)

≤ T
ε2 τ̄E(Jε

2 (0))
2N ≤ C4(N)2NT τ̄−1ε−(2+ 3

2N)

and by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,

E sup0≤t≤T (J
ε
3 (t))

2N ≤ Emax0≤n≤T/ε2 τ̄ (I∆(n,ε−3/2−L̂−2L̂−1)|Θn − τ̄n|2N )

≤
∑

0≤n≤T/ε2 τ̄ E(I∆(n,ε−3/2−L̂−2L̂−1)|Θn − τ̄n|2N )

≤
∑

0≤n≤T/ε2 τ̄

(

P (∆(n, ε−3/2 − L̂− 2L̂−1))E|Θn − τ̄n|4N
)1/2

By (5.17) and the Chebyshev inequality for any K ≥ 1,

P (∆(n, ε−3/2 − L̂− 2L̂−1)) ≤ (ε−3/2 − L̂− 2L̂−1)−2K(T/τ̄ )Kε−2K ,

and so

(5.21) E sup
0≤t≤T

(Jε
1 (t))

2N ≤ C5(K,N, T )ε
1
2K−2N−2

for some C5(K,N, T ) > 0 independent of ε > 0. Finally, we obtain (5.11) from
(5.12)–(5.15) and (5.19)–(5.21) taking N =M and K > 4(M − 1), completing the
proof of both Lemma 5.2 and Theorem 2.3. �
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