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ABSTRACT. The paper deals with the fast-slow motions setups in the continu-
ous time ZX0 — L53(x=(4))¢(t/2)) +-b(XE (1), £(t/2), t € [0,T] and the dis-
crete time X°((n+ 1)e?) = X°(ne?) +eX(X(ne?))é(n) +e2b(X = (ne?), £(n)),
n = 0,1,...,[T/e?] where ¥ and b are smooth matrix and vector functions
and £ is a stationary vector stochastic process with weakly dependent terms
and such that E£(0) = 0. The assumptions imposed on the process £ allow
applications to a wide class of observables g in the dynamical systems setup
so that & can be taken in the form £(t) = g(F'€(0)) or £(n) = g(F™£(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 X¢ and a family of
diffusions Z¢ can be redefined on a common sufficiently rich probability space
so that Esupgci<r | XE(t) — Z5(1)[P < Ce, p > 1 for some C,6 > 0 and all
€ > 0, where all Z¢, ¢ > 0 have the same diffusion coefficients but underlying
Brownian motions may change with .

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X¢ be the solution of a system of ordinary differential equations having the
form
dXe(t)

a1 = IS n)e/) + (X, €4/<), ¢ € 0,7

where ¥ () and b(x, £(s)) are Lipschitz continuous matrix and vector fields on R?
and ¢ is a stationary process which is viewed as a fast motion while X°¢ is considered
as a slow motion. Assume also that for s = 0 (and so for all s),

(1.2) E¢(s) =0.

It was shown in a series of papers [20], [30] and [4] that X (considered in a
more general form) converges weakly as ¢ — 0 to a diffusion process provided
¢ is sufficiently fast mixing with respect to o-algebras generated by ¢ itself. It
turns out that the latter condition is quite restrictive when £ is generated by a
dynamical system, i.e. when £(t) = g o F'* where g is a vector function and F* is a
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flow (continuous time dynamical system) preserving certain measure which makes
¢ a stationary process. In order to derive weak convergence of X°¢ to a diffusion
for ¢ 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 ([LI)) and in the discrete time setup given by the following
recurrence relation

(1.3) Xe((n+1)e?) = X¢(ne?) + eX(X(ne?))€(n) + £2b(X(ne?), £(n))

where 0 < n < [T'/£?] and £(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 ¥(x) does not depend on z and
b = 0 the process X¢ 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 S,, = & +- - - + &, 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 o-algebras generated by random vector summands &(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 [I13] but only for
one dimensional observables.

Recently, strong LP diffusion approximations appeared in the first time for slow
motions X¢ from (1)) and (I3) in [22]. The results there are valid in the multidi-
mensional case but only assuming weak dependence of the processes £(t), t > 0 in
([T and &(n), n > 0 in (L3) with respect to the o-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 (Q, F, P), a stationary sequence of random vectors
&(n), —oo < n < oo and a two parameter family of countably generated o-algebras
Fmn CF, —00 <m < n < oo such that Fpp C Frpy CF i m/ <m <n <n
where Frioo = Unin>mFmn a0d F_oon = Um:m<nFmn. We will measure the
dependence between o-algebras G and H by the ¢-coeflicient defined by

21)  ¢(G,H) =sup{|ZERRt — P(A)]: P(N) #£0,T € G, A et}
= Lsup{||E(9|9) — Eg|« : g is H-measurable and || =1}

(see [6]) where || - ||oo is the L>°-norm. For each n > 0 we set also

(22) (b(n) = sup Q/)(]:foo,mv]:ern,oo)-

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

(2.3) p(n) = Sip [€(m) — E(E(m)|Fm—n,m+n)lloo-

To save notations we will still write Frnpn, ¢(n) and p(n) for Fip,m), ¢([n]) and
p([n]), respectively, if m and n are not integers (or +oo), where [/] denotes the
integral part.

We will deal with the recurrence relation (I3) where we set Xy = X/ YN so
that (L3) takes the form

(24) Xn(n+1/N) = Xn(n/N) + = S(Xn (n/N))E(n) + :b(Xn(n/N), ()
VN N

and this definition is extended to all ¢ € [0,7T] by setting Xn(t) = Xn(n/N)

whenever n/N <t < (n+1)/N. We will assume that ¥(z) and b(z, -) 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)  EE0) =0, [€(0)]loc < L, sup max (|X(z)], [VaX(a), ViS(@)]) < L,

z€R

(2.6)  sup max (|p(z,y)], [Vab(z,y)|) < L and [b(z,y) — b(z,2)| < Lly — 2|.

z,y€R

for some constant 1 < L < oo and all z,y, z € R, where & = (X;;, 1 <4, j < d) and
b = (b1,...,bq) are d-dimensional matrices and vectors and we take the Euclidean
norms.

Set

d
a;i(z, m,n) Z Yii(x)su(n —m)S(z)
i,l=1
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where ¢;;(n —m) = E(&(m)&(n)) = E(&(0)§(n —m)). We will see that under the
conditions of the theorem below there exist limits

(2.7) Sij = hm n Z Zgu n—

m=0n=0

where ¢ = (g;;), and so, for j, k=1, ...,d,

d
(2.8) ajr(z) = ng%EZZajk 2k, 1) =) Sji(@)en S (@).

k=0 1=0 i,l=1

The matrix A(z) = (ajx(z)) = E(x)sX*(x) is twice differentiable if ¥(z) is. Since
¢ is symmetric and nonnegatively definite, there exists ¢'/2 such that ¢*/2¢1/2 = ¢.
Set o(z) = X(x)s"/?,

d

(x,m,n) Z —m)Zg(x)

g,k

and
d

(2.9) ci(z) = Z 0~
Jik =1

where

k n—1 o
(2.10) G = lim % SN citn—m) = > E(&(m)&(0)
m=1

n=0m=—k

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

(2.11) d=(t) = o(E(1)dW (t) + (b(E(2)) + c(E(2)))dt

where W is the standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. When a non negatively
definite symmetric matrix A(z) is fixed then any solution of (Z-T1]) with any matrix
o satisfying A(x) = o(x)o*(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 (I.3) is satisfied, Xn is defined by (24)) with b and
Y satisfying (Z3) and (Z8). Assume that 71 (x) = (3;;(z)) exists,

(2.12) sup |¥7H2)| < L,

82% (CL‘) 6211@( )

2.13 i, jk=1,...d
(which is automatically satisfied if d = 1), and
(2.14) 6(n), pln) < Con™?

for some constant Cy > 0 and all n > 1. Then for each N > 1 the slow motion X
and the diffusion 2 having the same initial condition X n(0) = En(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 wvariables,
so that for any integers N,M > 1 and T > 0,
(2.15) E sup [Xn(t) —Ent)*™M < CO(M, T)N?,

0<t<T
where §, C(M,T) > 0 do not depend on N and they can be explicitly recovered
from the proof. Here = = ZEn depends on N in the strong but not in the weak
sense, i.e. the coefficients in (211]) do not depend on N but for each N in order to
satisfy (2138) we may have to choose an appropriate Brownian motion W = Wy
which can be obtained from a universal Brownian motion W by rescaling Wy (t) =
N=Y2W(Nt). In particular, the Prokhorov distance between the distributions of
Xn and of En is bounded by (C(M,T)N—9)1/3,

The conditions of Theorem [2.I] enable us in Section Bl to reduce the setup to the
situation where ¥ in (2Z4)) is the identity matrix. This allows to replace the process
&(n) by a process €™V (n) = E(§(n)|Frn-mn n+my) With an appropriate my — oo
as N — oo which, in turn, enables us to use the ¢-mixing effectively. After the
replacement of £(n) by €™~ (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] to the situation where
3 is the the identity map allows to obtain an almost sure version of the result,
namely, to show that as N — oo almost surely,

sup | Xn(t) — En(t)] = O(N %)
0<t<T

for some § > 0 independent of V.

Important classes of processes satisfying our conditions come from dynamical
systems. Let F be a C? Axiom A diffeomorphism (in particular, Anosov) in a
neighborhood of an attractor or let F' be an expanding C? endomorphism of a
Riemannian manifold Q2 (see [5]), g be a either Holder continuous vector functions
or vector functions which are constant on elements of a Markov partition and let
&(n) = &(n,w) = g(F"w). Here the probability space is (2, B, P) where P is a Gibbs
invariant measure corresponding to some Holder continuous function and B is the
Borel o-field. Let ¢ be a finite Markov partition for F' then we can take F; to be
the finite o-algebra generated by the partition ﬁﬁ:kFiC . In fact, we can take here
not only Hoélder continuous g’s but also indicators of sets from Fj;. The conditions
of Theorem 2T] allow all such functions since the dependence of Holder continuous
functions on m-tails, i.e. on events measurable with respect to F_oo —m or Fpy oo,
decays exponentially fast in m and the condition ([ZI4) 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 2 of the
space of one (or two) sided sequences w = (w;, i > 0),w; = 1, ..., 1y such that w €
if Ty0,,, = 1 for all i > 0 where IT = (7;;) is an ly X lp matrix with 0 and 1 entries
and such that II"™ for some n is a matrix with positive entries. Again, we have to
take in this case g to be Holder continuous bounded functions on the sequence space
above, P to be a Gibbs invariant measure corresponding to some Hélder continuous
function and to define F; as the finite o-algebra generated by cylinder sets with
fixed coordinates having numbers from k to [. The exponentially fast ¢-mixing,
which is stronger than ¢-mixing required here, is well known in the above cases



6 Yu.Kifer

(see [B]). Among other dynamical systems with exponentially fast ¢-mixing we
can mention also the Gauss map Fx = {1/z} (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 [I7]). Gibbs-Markov maps which
are known to be exponentially fast ¢-mixing (see, for instance, [26]) can be taken
as F' in Theorem [Z1]i) with £(n) = g o F™ as above.

2.2. Continuous time case. Here we start with a complete probability space
(Q, F, P), a P-preserving invertible transformation ¢ : Q — 2 and a two parameter
family of countably generated o-algebras F, , C F, —oo < m < n < oo such that
Fon C Forr C F i m/ <m < n <n where Froo = Up:n>mFmn and F_oop =
Um: m<nFmn- The setup includes also a (roof or ceiling) function 7 : Q@ — (0, 00)
such that for some L > 0,

(2.16) L'<r<L.

Next, we consider the probability space (€2, F, P) such that Q = {0 = (w,) : w €
Q,0<t <7}, (W7(w) = (Yw,0)}, F is the restriction to 2 of F x By, j,
where 3[07 i) is the Borel o-algebra on [0, f)] completed by the Lebesgue zero sets,
and for any I' € F,

PI) =71 / Ir(w,t)dP(w)dt where 7 = /TdP =ET
r

and E denotes the expectation on the space (2, F, P).

Finally, we introduce a vector valued stochastic process £(t) = £(¢, (w, 5)), —00 <
t < 00,0 < s <7(w) on Q satisfying

E(t, (w,s)) =&t +s,(w,0) =0, (w,t+s)) f0<t+s < 7(w) and

E(t, (w,8)) = £(0, (VFw,u)) if t +5 =u+ Z?:o 7(Ww) and 0 < u < 7(9Fw).
This construction is called in dynamical systems a suspension agd it is a standard
fact that ¢ is a stationary process on the probability space (£, F, P) and in what
follows we will write also £(¢,w) for £(¢, (w,0)).

We will assume that X¢(t) = X°(¢t,w) from ([I]) considered as a process on
(Q, F, P) solves the equation

d)i;(t) = éZ(XE(t))é(t/aQ) +b(XE(t), £(t/e2)), t €[0,T)

where the matrix function ¥ and the process & satisfy (2. Set

(2.17)

(2.18) n(w) = fOT(w)ﬁ(s,w)ds, b(z,w) = fOT(w) b(z,&(s,w))ds and
p(n) = sup,, max (|7 0 9™ — E(7 © 9| F—n.msn) lloo
[09™ = E(n o ™| Fm—nmin)loo
sup, [[b(x, ) 0 9™ — E(b(x, ) 0 9™ | Finnm-n)lloc)
Since we will assume that b(x, () is Lipschitz continuous in the first variable the

last sup, is still measurable. Observe also that n(k) = no* and b(z,-) o 9%, k € Z
are stationary sequences of random vectors.
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Next, we consider a diffusion process = solving the stochastic differential equation

EII) with 02(z) = A(z) = (ajx(2))jk=1,...a, b(x) = Eb(z,"),

d n
(2.19) aji(x Z Sji(x)su (), sij = nh_)ﬁgo% Z E(ni(k)n; (1))
Q=1 k=0
and
(2.20) ci(z) = Z?kl 1 malfcim) (St + 3 E(n;(0)m(0))) S (),

Sj = limnoe £ 300 S22, Ei(k)ns (1) = Yooy Ema(m)n; 0)).

Notice the difference in the definitions of ¢(z) in (Z9) and in (Z20) which is due to
the fact that ¢(z) is defined here in terms of the process n and not £. The following
result is a continuous time version of Theorem [Z1i).

2.3. Theorem. Assume that En = Efo t)dt =0, £ and X satisfy the bound from
(23) and (212)-(214) (with p from M)} holds true, as well. Then the limits
in (219) and (2.20) exist and for each € > 0 the slow motion X< and the diffusion
E = E° defined by (ZI1) which have the same initial conditions X¢(0) = Z°(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 ,T > 0,
(2.21) E sup [X°(t) - 2°(t/7)PM < C(M,T)e°

0<t<
where §, C(M,T) > 0 do not depend on e. Here = = Z¢ depends on € in the strong
but not in the weak sense, i.e. the coefficients in (211) do not depend on € but for
each € in order to satisfy (Z.211) we may have to choose an appropriate Brownian
motion W = W, which can be obtained from a universal Brownian motion W by
rescaling W.(t) = eW(e2t). In particular, the Prokhorov distance between the
distributions of X¢ and of Z° is bounded by (C(M,T)e?)/3.

The strategy of the proof of Theorem consists of three steps. First, we
transform (2.I7)) to another equation where ¥ is the identity matrix. Secondly, we
consider a related discrete time setup which is treated by means of Theorem 211
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 C? Axiom
A flow F' near an attractor which using Markov partitions can be represented as
a suspension over an exponentially fast ¢-mixing transformation so that we can
take £(t) = go F for a Holder continuous function g and the probability P being a
Gibbs invariant measure constructed by a Holder continuous potential on the base
of the Markov partition (see, for instance, [§]). We observe that Prokhorov distance
estimates between the distributions of X and =° in the one dimensional case for
the (discrete time) suspension setup similar to Theorem 2.3 were obtained recently
in [1J.

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(z,w) be a bounded measurable function on the space (R? x
Q, B x F), where B is the Borel o-algebra, such that for each x € R? the function
H(z,-) is measurable with respect to a o-algebra G C F. Let V be an R¥-valued
random vector measurable with respect to another o-algebra H C F. Then with
probability one,

(3.1) |E(H(V,w)|H) = (V)] < 26(G, H) || H| o

where h(x) = EH(x,-) and the ¢-dependence coefficient was defined in (2.1]).
In particular (which is essentially an equivalent statement), let H(x1,x2), ©; €
R% i =1,2 be a bounded Borel function and V; be R% -valued G;-measurable ran-
dom vectors, i = 1,2 where G1,Go C F are sub o-algebras. Then with probability
one

K

[E(H(V1,V2)|G1) — h(V1)] < 2¢(G1, G2) || H |-

We will employ several times the following general moment estimate which ap-
peared as Lemma 3.2.5 in [I8] for random variables and was extended to random
vectors in Lemma 3.4 from [22].

3.2. Lemma. Let (0, F,P) be a probability space, Gj, j > 1 be a filtration of o-
algebras and n;, j > 1 be a sequence of random d-dimensional vectors such that n;
is Gj-measurable, j = 1,2, .... Suppose that for some integer M > 1,

Aspr = sup E |E(n;1Gi)|lam < 00
i>1
=" g2

where |0, = (EnP)"/? and |n| is the Euclidean norm of a (random) vector 7.
Then for any integer n > 1,

(3.2) B> nPM < 3(2M)ldM AZyin™.
j=1
In order to obtain uniform moment estimates required by Theorem 2] we will
need the following general estimate which appeared as Lemma 3.7 in [22].

3.3. Lemma. Let n1,1n2,...,nn be random d-dimensional vectors and Hi1 C Ha C
... C Hn be a filtration of o-algebras such that ny, is Hmy-measurable for each m =
1,2,..., N. Assume also that E|n,|? < oo for some g > 1 and each m = 1,...,N.
Set Spm = 3251, n;. Then

<m<N-1

N

a<o9a—1(_9 \a q ‘ q

(33) B max |Sm|? <297 () BISNI’ + | _max I‘EHE(mIHm)I )-
j=m

3.2. Limits, transformations and approximations. The following result deals
with the coefficients ¢(z) and a;x(x) introduced in Section [2] and establishes their
properties.

3.4. Lemma. Under the conditions of Theorem[Z1 the limits (2.7) and (210) exist
and
(3.4) Sij + i = sij — E(&(0)€5(0)).
Moreover, uniformly in m for all m,n >0,
m+n k—1

ny = D> > Sytk—=0l<2L) > (Lo((l/3]) + p([1/3]) + Lo*([1/3))

k=ml=m-—-n k=0l=n+k
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and

m-+n m+n

ngir(x) = > > Gl H|<2LZ Z (Lo([1/3]) + p([1/3]) + Lp*([1/3])).

i=m l=m 1=0 l=n+1

Finally, c(x) and b(x) = Eb(z,£(0)) are once and aji(x) is twice differentiable for
jk=1,...,d and for all x € RY,

b(z)| < L, |Vab(x)| < L, max(|e(z)], |aje(x)]) < L
=2L3 3772 (Lo (1) + p(1) + Lp?(1)), max (|Vac(@)], [Vaazi(z)|, |Via(x)]) < 8L
where L is the same as in (Z2) and (2.0).
Proof. By 23), (Z3), 26) and Lemma [B1]
|E(&; (D&k(m))| < 2Lp(lm —1[/3)
HE (B OIFi= tjmtg 4 3 im-t) BER (M) F o 1 it 2 i) |
< 2L(Lo(Im —1|/3) + p(Im —1|/3)).
By Gm)v (]m) and (IE)7
|E(§(m)| Frn—n,m+n)| < Lp(n),

and so by (23), @3), 26) and Lemma B.1]

lsji(m — D) < L*(2p(|m — 1|/3) + 2Lg(Im — 1|/3) + L?p*(jm — 1|/3))
and

(i (m = D] < L2(2p(jm = 1]/3) + 2Le(|m — 1|/3) + L*p*(|m — 1| /3)).

The existence of the limits ([2.7)) and (2.I0) follow easily from here. The bounds on
derivatives of aji, b and ¢ follow from (2.1, 26), 7)), 2]), 9) and (ZI0).

Finally, we write

Ym0 B(E(m)&(n) = Yoo Sty E(&(m)& (n))
+ Yonco Sk BE(m)&(n) + o E(&(n)é;(n))
= Cmmo Tt BlE&(m)E () = X0 Xy B(&(m)g; ()
and (B4) follows since by (2.14]) and the estimates above

o1 1
Jim 32 30 B&me ) = Jim 530 3 B (mesn) =0,
completing the proof of this lemma. (I

Next, under the assumption of Theorem 2] we will transform Xy given by (Z4)
into a more convenient form to deal with. Let r : R? — RY, r(x) = (r1(2), ..., ra(z))
be a map with its Jacobi matrix (differential) given by

(3.5) Dr(z) = %(z) = 27 (2)

which exists in view of ([ZI3]) (see, for instance, Section 8.10 in [I4]). Since r is
a local diffeomorphism by ([2.12]), it follows from (23] and the classical Hadamard
theorem (see, for instance, Theorem 5.1.5 in [2]) that r is a diffeomorphism.
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For z,{ € R% and i = 1,...,d set q(x,¢) = (q1 (=, (), ..., qa(z,¢)) with
(3.6) qi(z,¢) = 3(Hri(x)S(2)¢, B(@)¢) = § X4 109 2;1;;3 (X(@)O)r (E(x)
= 1 5% s ZBEE Do (2) St (£ GG

d & 0% km
= _% Zk,l,m,n:l 2179( )257 ( )Can
where H denotes the Hessian and we used that
0%, - O km (x
(3.7) S (B () + Sip () Zkenle))

= 32 (Tiimt Bt @)k (@) = g (Bim) = 0.
Now introduce Yy (t), t € [0,T] defined by the recurrence relation
(3.8) Y (%) = Yn(n/N) + N~12¢(n)
ANTHET T Y (/N (Y (n/N)), (n) + q(r~ (Y (n/N)), £(n)))
with Y (0) = r(Xn(0)) and Yn(t) = Yy (n/N) whenever n/N < ¢ < %t
3.5. Lemma. Set Zn(t) =r(Xn(t)). Then
(3.9) S |Zn(h) = Ya(t)] < N2

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

Proof. By (84)) and the Taylor formula

(3.10)  Zn("%F) = Zn(n/N) = Dr(Xn(n/N))(Xn (%) — Xn(n/N))
+Ng(Xn(n/N),&(n)) + N 732y (X (n/N), Xn (57, £(n))
= N"12¢(n) + N~HE (0 (Zn(n/N)b(r~ (Zn (n/N)), €(n))
+q(r~H(Zn(n/N)),E(n))) + N=*2nn (Xn (n/N), Xn ("), €(n))

where 1y is uniformly bounded vector function in view of (Z3) and (ZI2), i.e

(3.11) sup [nn (2,9, Q) < Co
N>1,z,y,(ERY
for some Cy > 0 which can be estimated explicitly using (2.5) and [2.12).
Next observe that by (2.8), 26), 2.13) and ([B.5) there exists a constant L > 0
(which also can be estimated explicitly from the data of Section 2]) such that for all
,y,¢,n € RY with [¢], [ < L,

(312)  [E7Hr M @)b(r~ (), ¢) = ZTHr )b (v), Ol < Lelz —yl,
7 @)b(r™H(2), O) = BT @)b(r~ (@), )] < Le|¢ — nl,
Q) = a(r=(z),n)]

la(r=1 (), ¢) — a(r=(y), O < Lalz —yl, la(r—(2),
< Lo|¢ —nl, [E7Hr™H(@))b(r~H (), Q)] < Lz and [q(r~' (), ()] < Lo.
This together with (37)) and B3)-@II) yields

n—1
(3.13) |Zn(n/N) = Yn(n/N)| < 2LoN~' > | Zn(k/N) = Y (k/N)| + CoN 12
k=1
Finally, applying to (BI3)) the discrete (time) Gronwall inequality (see, for instance,
[10]) we obtain that

(3.14) |Zn(n/N) = Yy (n/N)| < CoN ™2 exp(2LynN 1)
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and (33)) follows. O
3.6. Lemma. The process U(t) = r(Z(t)) solves the stochastic differential equation
(3.15)  dU(t) = 2dW(t) + (ST ()b (T(E)) + ¢ (r (T (1)) dt
where ¢¥(z) = Eq(x,£(0)) and, recall, b(x) = Eb(x,£(0)).

Proof. By the It6 formula (see, for instance, Section 7.3 in [21]),

(3.16) d¥(t) = Dr(E(t))o(E(t))dW (t) + (Dr(E())(b(E()) + c(E(t))) + E(E(t))) dt
where é(x) = (¢é1(2), ..., éa(x)) and

d .
R 1 %
¢i(z) = 3 E or(z)oj(x) 5;];(33)
kg =1
By @.1) and (3.9),
d
. 1 - 0% km ()
(3.17) cl(x) = -3 kjEl_l Ezk(iE)T%lezgl( )

Now set u(x) = Dr(z)c(x). Then by 2.9), (2.10), (213) and B1),
wi(@) = 5 gy S () ZEL G S ()
= = i S zjm)fmzlm(x) =~ Thjtmet ”zz(” 1 () Bt (2)
= Shestmet S0(@) S ()G e = 5751 S5 (1) R Gt S ()
This together with (B4 yields

ui(z)= > iij(:c)az(;;(x)(é’m+§m’“))zlm(x)

; 2
k,j,l,m=1

and by (3.6) and 3.17),

ui(x) + &(x) = Eq)’ ().
Finally, (313) follows from here and (3.16). O

The transformation appearing in Lemmas and was employed previously
in [16] though full details were provided there only in the one dimensional case.
Lemmas and show that for the proof of Theorem 2.1] it suffices to estimate
Esupgci<r |Yn(t) — U (t)|*M which will yield the estimate in (ZI5) in view of
(@I2) and @3). This allows to deal only with the case when Xy is given by (Z4)
with X(z) being a constant matrix. In order to use the ¢-dependence coefficient

effectively it will be convenient to consider the processes Y]S,m), m > 1 defined for
n=20,1,...,[TN] — 1 by the recurrence relation

(3.18) YA (55) = Y™ (n/N) + N=1/20 ()

+NL (b (v <n/N>>, €0 () + q(r= 1 (Y™ (n/N)), €0 (n))
where Y™ = Y(0). € ™(n) = E(En)|Fa—mmim)s b(@,¢) = S (2)b(x,¢) and
we set Y(m (t) =Yy (m)

(n / ) when n/N <t < 2L
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3.7. Lemma. For allm,N >1,

(3.19) Jm Vv (n/N) - Y (n/N)| < (1 + 2Ly) N2 p(m)eL2.

Proof. Tt follows by (BI2) that

Y (n/N) — Y™ (n/N)| < N-V2 071 e(k) — €0 (k)|
F2La NS Y (k/N) = Y (k/N)| + 2L2N 1zk:1 € (k) — ™) (k)|
< N=Y2n(1 4 2N"Y2Ly)p(m) + 2La N2 021 Yy (k/N) — Y™ (k/N)),

and so by the discrete Gronwall inequality (see [10]) the estimate (B19) follows. O

Next, set my = [N (1*"‘)/2] where 1/2 < k < 2/3 with 0 < ¢ < 1, nj = ng(N) =
Skm, k= 0,1,...,[ZZX], Yy = Y™ (i /N), b(x,€) = b(r—'a,€) + q(r~ "2, €),

ang = Y e ), By i(x) = Y b, € (1))
and By .k = BN k(YN k—1)-

Introduce the process

[n/3mn]

Ywv@/N) =Yy 0) + Y (N 2an, + N7 Bw).
=0

3.8. Lemma. For all N>n>k>0andT >0,
(3.20)
Yy (mx) (0 /N) — mN (k/N)=Yn(n/N)+Yn(k/N)| < 6(L+6Ls)(1+T)N~+2),

Proof. First, we write

Y(mN)(ni+1) _ Y]Sme)(%) — N—1/2 S 1 ( £mn) ()
FNY26(Y (1N, €ma)(1))) = N*l/QaN,i + N7 (B + R

where relying on ([BI12]) we estimate |b| and the Lipschitz constant of b by Lo and
obtain

ROV < ST (V™ (U/N), €0 (1)) = b(Yivia, € (1)
< Ly St T Y U/N) - Yl

l=n;

< 2N~ 1/2L an+1 1El 1 (]_nz 1) <84L2N(173n/2)-

J=ni—1

Now, summing in i from [-£—] to [5m~] and taking into account that

S
V™) (n/N) — Y]E]mN)([mLN]mN)l F YT (kN = Y ([ —]mn)|
< 6(L 4 2Ly) TN /2,

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

3.9. Lemma. For anyn,M > 1,
n—1

(3.21) E Y _&R)PM < Cs(Mn
k=0

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

Proof. First, we write

n—1
|Z§( |2M<d2M 1Z|Z§1 |2M
k=0

=1 k=0

Set C mr = E(&(m)|Fm—rm+r). Then by the martingale convergence theorem for
the Doob martingale with probability one

(3.22) &(m) = 1im ¢, = ¢ +Z b = ¢ 0).

By @3) and 20,
1 — €(m)lse < 2Lp(2"),
and so
¢S, — Con, il < 2L(p(27) + p(2771))

implying that the series (8:22) converges in L°°.
Set

n

9= 3 ), S0 = 3 ¢l om0 = 3 €l = )
m=1

m=1

Put g,(,? = F_oo,m+2r and observe that C,,;QT is g,(ﬁ)—measurable. By @) and (22
for any m > k + 27+ > 2r+1,

[B(Ghr = CoeeaGE < 20(m — k= 271G = ¢ e
For k <m < k+ 2" we just use the trivial estimate
o W ¢/ [ [ o o [
By @21I) and ([22]) we have also that for m > k + 2,
B(C1G)] < 2Lo(m — k - 2).
Combining the above estimates and taking into account (Z3) we obtain that

_SupZ”E ||2M<2L1+Z¢

1=0
and for r > 1,

2T1\)4 = sup Z ||E m2“" <7(:L2r 1|g )||2M < 8/’(2T_1)(2T + Z(b(l))
2l >k =0

where || - ||, is the LP-norm.
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Now, applying Lemma it follows that
E(SSH)™ < 3(2M)I(Af)) M 0.
Hence, by the Minkowski (triangle) inequality

ISP [laar < Z 1S l2nr < (BEM)NY2M \/m 3" AT,
r=0

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

Next, for each n > 1 and z € R< introduce the characteristic function

fn(z,w) = FEexp(i{w, n=1/2 Z £(k))), w e R?
k=0

where (-,-) denotes the inner product. We will need the following estimate.

3.10. Lemma. For anyn >1 and x € Rd,
1
(3.23) |fo (2, w) — exp(=5 {qw, w))| < Cyn™"

for all w € RY with |w| < n®/? where the matriz < is given by (2.7) and we can take
p < % and a constant Cy > 0 independent of n can be recovered from the proof.

Proof. The left hand side of (8:23)) 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 £(k) is not supposed to be measurable with respect to Fr and we have to
rely instead on approximation estimates (2.I4))), 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 v(n) = [n[n®* + 0!/ 71, gi(n) = k[n3/* + 0!/, ri(n) = g1 (n) +n3/* for
k=1,2,...,v(n) with go(n) = 0. Next, we introduce for k =1, ...,v(n),
Yk = yk(n) = Eqk,l(n)§l<7‘k(n) g(l)7 Rk = Zk(n) = Erk(n)gl<tbc(n) f(l)
and 2, (n)11 = Equ(n)71§l<n§(1)'
Then by Lemma [3.9]
(3.24) Bl Zlgkgu(n)—i-l zi|? < 2v(n) Zlgkgu(n) Blz]? + 2E|Zv(n)+1|2
<2C5(1)((v(n))?nt/* 4+ n®/4) < 4C5(1)n/4.
This together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields,
(3.25) [ f(,w) — Eexp(i(w,n™ 23 ey i)
< Bl exp(i(w,n~'/? Elgkgu(n)-H z) = 1| < n 2 E(w, Zlgkgu(n)ﬂ Zk)

<n 2wl B D 1<k<u(n)+1 2kl < 2v Ca(1)|w|n=1/8

where we use that for any real a, b,
1) — ] = [t — 1] < ],

We will obtain (8:23)) from ([B.28) by estimating

. 1
(3.26) |E exp(i Z Ng) — exp(—§<<w,w>)| <L +1I
1<k<v(n)
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where
me = (w,n~V2y), I = 1B exp(i Y1 <herimy M) — [i<hcwm Beim|
and 12 = |H1Sk§u(n) Eeink — exp(_%
First, we write
(3.27) o<y (T 1<h<rn) B
X|Eexp(i )y <pam M) = Eexp(i Y21 <y i) B )
= nyn(z)2 |E expl(i Z1§k§m ) — Eexp(i Elgkgmﬂ nr) Eem |

where [], )1 1<p<p(ny = 1. Next, using the approximation coefficient p and the

{Sw, w))|.

inequality |e’® — €| < |a — b|, valid for any real a and b, we obtain
(328) e — expUEl Ty oy nirssse))] < Y2 ulp(nt4/3)
and
(3.29) | exp(i E1gkgm_1 M) — eXP(iE(Zlngm_l 77k|]:—oo,rm,1(n)+n1/4/3))|
< n 12wl (m — 1)p(nV/4/3).
Hence, by (3.:28)), (3:29) and Lemma B.1]
(3.30) |Eexp(i Yy cpapm k) — Eexp(i Yoy cpcpyy ) B
< |E(exp(i Di<kem M) = exXP (LB <pcpm1 Mol F oo m_y (n)4n1/4/3)
+exp(iE(m|Fy,, ,(n)—nt/1/3,50)))]
+|E(exp (iE(Zlgkgm—l M F — o0 rm 1 (n)4n1/4/3)
+ exp(i E(nm|Fy,, | (n)—n1/4/3,00)))
—Eexp(iB( 1 <pam—1 M F -0, 1 (m)+n1/4/3))
><Eexp(iE(nm|fqm71(n),n1/4/3m))‘
+E| eXP(iE(Zlgkgm k) — eXP(iE(nggmq 77k|}-—oo,rm,1(n)+n1/4/3))}
+E|e“7m — Eexp(iE(nm|fqm71(n),n1/4/3)oo))‘
< ¢(n'/*/3) + 4n'/*|wlmp(n'/*/3).
This together with (827)) yields that
(3.31) I < nV4 (@114 /3) + 401/ fu|p(n/4/3)).
In order to estimate Is we observe that

BIKER IR

1<5<1 1<j<1 1<j<1

whenever 0 < |aj|, [b;| <1, j=1,...,], and so
(3.32) Iy < 301 ey [BE™ — exp(— gy (sw, w))|
< 5 D ickenn) ETE — ﬁ@w,wﬂ
+ X1 <hcvm) Blmel® + iy l{cw, w)

where we use ([2]) and that for any real a,

2
|em—1—ia—|—%|§|a|3 and e —1+4a| <a*ifa > 0.
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Now,
Eng =n " B(S_ wy S 6(0)?

=n! E]l L wiwy E:qu) . Z:s(’zk ) ji(m —1i).
Hence, by Lemma [3.4]

n3/4 o0

(3.33) |Eng =0~V qw,w)| < 6Ldjw*n™t Y Y (Lé(m) + p(m)).

1=0 m=n3/44]

By the estimate of ;5 (m — ) in Lemma [3.4] we have also

(3.34) (5 — 0/ (cw, w)|

< 12LA(L Y7 60) + 5520 POl (e~ = 0 /).
Since we assume that n > 16,

—1 —1/4 —1 —1/4

(3-35) [n3/4_7__n1/4] —n~Y < (n3/4_7__n1/4 - 1) —n~Y
n—1/21 /4 1/2 -1/2
/ +Z T/ 4+n 3741 <8n /

By Lemma [3.9] Holder inequality and the stationarity of the process &,
ri(n)
(3.36) Elg? <n 32l (E( Y. e < e @ E wp.
I=qx—1(n)
Again, by the estimate of ¢j;(m — ) in Lemma [34]

1 oo
_ 1w w) < 64Ldn~ Auf? .
(3.37) o) (qw,w) < 64Ldn 4w ;(LMI) + (1))
Now, collecting ([B.32))-([B.317) we obtain that
n3/4
(3.38) Iy < 3Ldlwn=/* 3000 3o s (Lo(m) + p(m)

H12LdjwPn 4 SE (Lo + pD) + G5 @20 S
Finally, 24)), 3228), B31) and B38) yield 23] completing the proof. O

Next, we split each time interval [ng_1,nk] into a block and a gap before it in
the following way. Set I, = [ (N) = ng—1(N) + 3[m 1/4],
1/4

Qg = X0 N (), RY, = S (e () — €mn (),
Rg\?)k = Zé‘k:nlkﬂ ¢ (j) and Qv k(n) = kN(n QN .k
where ky(t) = max{k : ny <t}. Then
(3.39) ST awe - Qua()] < |RY ()] + R (n)]

0<k<kn(n)

1/4y

where ay,, was defined before Lemma [3.8 and

R]\Zf)( )= Z R(Z) -

1<k<kn(n)

It turns out that the contributions of Rg\l,) and Rg?) are negligible for our purposes
as the following lemma shows.
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3.11. Lemma. For all N, M > 1,

(3.40) B max (RY(n) + RY (1) < G5 (M)NMCH9/t

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

Proof. Set 77,(:) = Rg\i,%k,i = 1,2 and Gy = F_co,n,- Without loss of generality

assume that N > 33(18%) , and so 3m}\{4 < mp. Then 17,(61) is Gr41-measurable and

77,22) is Gr-measurable. By (23)), (23], (26), (2.14) and by Lemma BT we conclude
that for k> 1+ 2,

IEMP1G)] < 26(n—1 — ni—2 — 2m) 10 |
< 12Lmyp(mi M p(my) < 12LC2N-51-R)/2))
and
B> (G| < 6Lmy*¢(my) < 6LCoN A=/,
When k=1—-1,k=1or k=141 we will just use the trivial estimates
IE(m"|G))| < 6Lmyp(my™*) = 6LC, and |E(n\>|G)| < 3Lmy* = 3LNU—)/8,
Hence,
A(l) _ E 1) G
oM = MaX1<i<ky (TN) ZlgkgkN(TN) [ (Wk 1G1)[l201
< 6L00(200N72+3K + 3)
and
A(2) _ E 2) g
oM = MaX1<i<ky (TN) ZlgkgkN(TN) l (Wk 1G1)[l20s
< BL(CoN-(=90/4 4 NO-r)/8),
By Lemmas and we obtain (3:40) from here (cf. Lemma 4.1 in [21]). O

Next, we will need the following corollary of Lemma [3.10
3.12. Lemma. For any N > 1 and k < TNIHR)/2 with probability one,
(3.41) |E(exp(i(w, (n — lk)fl/zQN)Q)|‘75_00)nk71+m}v/4) —g(w)]
< Cy(ng —lp) ™ + Co(LN 201 4 o N—(=K)/2) < Cg(ny, — 1) ™9
for all w € R with |w| < (ng — 11)9/? where g.(w) = exp(—3(sw,w)), Cs =
Cy+2Co(1+3L) and p = 5.
Proof. Set F(w) = Eexp(i(w, (ng — %) "/2Qn x)). Then by Lemma 3]
|E(exp(i(w, (mk — 1) PONK)IF_ o mi/s) — Flw))]
Mk — N
< 20(my*) < 26(NCO-/%),

Since |e!(@+?) — ¢®| < |a| we obtain from [2.3) and (0] that for all 2 € R?,

|F(w) — fapei, (w)] < Lmy*p(mny),

where f,(w) is the same as in Lemma B0, and (341 follows from 2I4) and
Lemma [3.10) g
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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 o{-} a o-algebra generated by
random variables or vectors appearing inside the braces and we write GV H for the
minimal o-algebra containing both o-algebras G and H.

4.1. Theorem. Let {V;,, m > 1} be a sequence of random vectors with values in
R? defined on some probability space (Q,F,P) and such that V,, is measurable
with respect to Gp,, m = 1,2,... where G,,, m > 1 is a filtration of sub-o-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 Uy, m > 1
independent of Vy>0Gm. For each m > 1, let Gy, be a probability distribution on
R? with the characteristic function

gm (W) :/ exp(i(w, )Gy (dz), w € RY.
Rd
Suppose that for some non-negative numbers vy, 8y, and K,, > 1034,

(4.1) E|E(exp(i<w, Via))Gm—-1) — gm(w)| < Um
for all w with |w| < K,,,, and that

(4.2) Gn({z: |z| > %Km}) < Opm.

Then there exists a sequence {Wp,, m > 1} of R%-valued independent random vec-
tors defined on (0, F, P) such that W, is o{Vi, Up, }-measurable, W, is indepen-
dent of o{U1,...;Um-1} V Gm—1 (and so also of W1,...,.Wp,_1) and

where 0, = 16K, log Km—|—21/71,{2KgL—|—2571n/2. In particular, the Prokhorov distance
between the distributions L(Vy,) and L(Wy,) of Vi, and W, respectively, does not
exceed Oy, .

In order to apply this theorem we set Vi, = (nm — bn) " Y2QNm, Gm =
o{Vi,..,.Vim} C F 174 and g, = g defined in Lemma[3.12] so that G,,, = G
N

—00,Mm +m
is the mean zero d-dimensional Gaussian distribution with the covariance matrix ¢
and the characteristic function g. By Lemma B.12 for |w| < Ky,

(4.4) E|E(6XP(i<vam>)|gmfl) - gm(w)| < Co(nm — )™
where we take K., = (g — 1)/ < (g — 1n)¥/?, 9 = > and recall that
1/4

Nm — by = 3my — 3[my " |. Theorem E] requires that K, > 10%d which will hold
true in our case if N > Ny = No(k, p) = (102564/932d/0)1/(1=r)

Next, let ¥ be a mean zero Gaussian random variable with the covariance matrix
¢. Then by estimates of Lemma [3.4] and the Chebyshev inequality,

(4.5) Gy e RY: [y| > L (i — L) ¥ })
< P{|¥| > 3(np — )37} < 4L2d(np — L) 737
= 4[2d3—%/?dp—e(—r)/16d(N3(1=r)/8 _ 1)=p/2d
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Now, Theorem A.T] provides us with independent random vectors {W,,, m > 1}
having the mean zero Gaussian distribution with the covariance matrix ¢ and such
that

(4'6) Om = Qm(N) = 4%(”771 - lm)ip/zld 1Og(nm - lm) + 202/2(7%1 - lm)ip/4
+2L\/a3—p/4dN—p(l—n)/32d(N3(1—n)/8 _ 1)—@/4d < C7N_p(1_ﬁ)/8d

where C7 > 0 does not depend on N > 1.
As a crucial corollary of Theorem EI] we will obtain next a uniform L?-bound
on the difference between the sums of (ny — lk)1/2Vk’s and of (ng — lk)1/2Wk’s. Set

I(n) = Z (nk — lk)1/2(Vk — Wk).

k:np<n

4.2. Lemma. For any integers N > Ny(k,p) and M > 1,

(4.7) E max |I(n)]*M < Cg(M)NM~26a(1=%)
0<n<NT
where p = 2%, 0 <k < g3 and Cs(M) > 0 does not depend on N.

Proof. The proof of [@7) will rely on Lemmas and B3] and so we will have
to estimate the conditional expectations appearing there taking into account that

Viis Gr CF_ nk+m1/4—measurable and Wy is G V o{Ux, ..., Ui }-measurable. Let
) N

k > j > 1. Since Wy, is independent of Gi_1 V 0{Uj, ..., Ux—1} we obtain that

(48) E(Wk|gj\/O'{U1,...,Uj}) =FEW, =0.

Next, since Vj, is independent of o{Ux, ...,U; } and the latter o-algebra is indepen-
dent of G; we obtain that (see, for instance, [9], p. 323),

(4.9) E(Vi|Gj V o{U1, ... U;}) = E(E(Vi|Gjv(s-2))G;)-
By Lemma [3.1]
(4.10) |E(Vi|Gjv(r—2))]
— ne— m1/4 N
— (ng — ) "V2 Tt Belmi )(Z)|f_oo,njVnk,2+m}J4)|

< Ll — 1)~ Y20 (00— ny Vong—a — 2my ") + p(my ).

Now, in order to bound Asys from Lemma it remains to consider the case

k =n, i.e. to estimate |V — Wgl||2as and then to combine it with (L8)-(@I0). By
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality for any n > 1,

(4.11) EWVi = Wi|*™ = E(|Vi, = Wi MLy, —w,|<0,)
+E(Vie = WPy, —wiy > 00)
< oM + (E|Vi — Wi M)Y2(P{|V}, — Wi| > o1} 2
M + 0f M ((E|Vi|"M)/2 + (B|W|1)1/2).
By Lemmas B and 3.9]
(4.12) (E[Vi["M)1/2 < (C5(2M) + 26(mn ) L™ (ng — 1,)2M) /2,

Since W}, is a mean zero d-dimensional Gaussian random vector with the covariance
matrix ¢ we obtain that

(4.13) E|W|*M =< |2 "M ((4M)1)4/2,
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Finally, combining (£8)-@I3]) with LemmasB2land B3 we derive (A1) completing
the proof (cf. Lemma 4.4 in [22]). O

Next, let W(t), t > 0 be a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. Then the
sequences of random vectors W = ¢1/2(W (ny,) — W (lg)) and (ng — Ix)/>Wy, k <
kn(TN) have the same distributions. Hence, by Lemma A1 from [7] the sequences
&(k) and Wy, k > 1 can be redefined without changing their joint distributions on a
richer probability space where there exists a standard d-dimensional Brownian mo-
tion W (t) such that the pairs (Vi, Wi) and (Vi, (ng — 1) =2 /2(W (ng,) = W (1)),
k < kn(TN), constructed by means of the redefined processes, have the same joint
distributions. Thus we can assume from now on that

Wi = (g, — L) ™2 2(W () — W (1))

and that these W}’s satisfy properties asserted in Theorem 1], so that Lemma [£.2]
holds true for them, as well.

Next, using the Brownian motion W (t), ¢ > 0 constructed above we consider the
new Brownian motion Wy (t) = N~Y2W(tN) and introduce the diffusion process
U (t), t > 0 solving the stochastic differential equation (3I5) which we write now
with Wy as,

AU N (t) = ¢ /2dWn (t) + b(W n(1))dt, Wn(0) = 20

where b(z) = Eb(z,£(0)). Now, we introduce the auxiliary process ¥y with coef-
ficients frozen at times ng /N, k < kn(TN),

Un(t) = 20+ Wa (ko) /N) N5 >0 b(Un(ng—a/N))(ng, — 1)
1<k<kn (tN)

where n_; = ng = 0 and ky(s) was defined before Lemma BTl and estimate its
deviation from W .

4.3. Lemma. For all integers M, N > 1,

. — g 2M - —M(2+4k)/2
@14) B max  W(o/N) = (/NP < Co(M)N

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

Proof. Tt follows from (BI2) that b has the Lipschitz constant 2L, and taking into
account also the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we have that

Emaxo<i<iy(rn) [On(ne/N) = Un(ng/N)PM
< PMLEMNZCMD S o () f::,/f\;zv E|¥n(t) = U (np—o/N)[*Mdt.
Now, for ng_1/N <t <ny/N,
ElUN(t) = Uy (ng—2 /NP
< MY (|22 BIWn () — Wiy (ng—a/N)[PM 4 E| [N 6(W i (s))ds|>M)

nk,g/N
< 92M—1(Bma )M (2M (9 \1)1|G1/2[2M 4 [3M (G )M)
and ({.I4) follows. 0

Next, we define

Vi (t) = o + Z (N7 2an i+ N0 (Ynke1) (Res1 — nk)
0<k<kn (tN)
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where ay i is the same as in Lemma B8 In order to use the estimate of Lemma
B8 we will need first to compare Y with the sum appearing there.

4.4. Lemma. For all N > 1,
(4.15) E sup |YN(f) — Y/N(t)|2M < Cio(M) — M min(L,5-7k)
0<t<T

where Yy is the same as in Lemma[3.8 and C10(M) > 0 does not depend on N.
Proof. The left hand side of {I5) equals N M E supgc,<p [J(t)[*" where

J(6)= > (0(Ynk-1)(nri1 — ni) = B )

0<k<kn (tN)
Now, by 1)), 23)), BI2) and Lemma 3Tl for any k > 1+ 1,
(4.16) |E(b(YN 1) (M1 = 1) = Bv,ge) | F—co,mi+mn )|

= \E(Z?ﬁ;; EbYNk-—1) —b(Ynk-1,80)) + 6(Ynr-1,£(4))
_b(YN,kflvg(mN)(j))|]:*00>"k71+mN>|‘F*00,nz+mN)|
< LN(lfn)/2(4¢(N(lfn)/2)_|_p(N(1fl-c)/2)).
When ! = k + 1 then 6(Yy x—1)(nkt+1 — nk) — BNk 1S F—oo n,-measurable and we
estimate the left hand side of (@I6)) then and when [ = k just by 2L N ~%)/2, Thus,
relying on Lemmas [3.2] 3.3l and we obtain
(4.17)

E sup |J(t)|2M < CV(M)NM(3—K2)/2(1+NM(1+K:)(¢(N(1—K:)/2)+p(N(1—K2)/2))2M
0<t<T

for some C(M) > 0 independent of N. O

Next, denote

Un(t) = 20+ Wi (miyamy/N)+ N5 Y b(Yive—1) (s — ).
0<k<kn (tN)

Then
(4.18) E'supyc <t |YN(3) - @8(5)|2M <2?MN(E Maxo<k<kn(TN) |YN(nk/N)
—Wn (nk /NP + Emaxockeny (rn [V (i /N) — U (ng/N)[2M).
By Lemmas B3] B1T] and for any N > Ny(k, p),
(4.19) Emaxo<i<n |V (i /N) — Uy (n/N)|2M
< PMIINTM(Bsupocper (1) + Emaxicuzn (IR ()] + | RE (0)])2)
< O (M)(N—8a(1=r) 4 N=M(1=r)/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 [@I8) introduce
the o-algebras Qs = F_oo stmy V 0{W(u), 0 < u < s} and observe that by our
construction for each k the increment W (ng4+1) — W(lk+1) is independent of Q,,, ;.
On the other hand, for any k& > n both Yy 5 and ¥y (ng/N) are Q,, -measurable.
Observe that

(4.20) Emaxo<i<iy(rn) [On(ne/N) — Un (g /N)PM

< 22M—1(E maXOSkSkN(TN) |Il (nk)|2M + EmaxoSkSkN(TN) |12(nk)|2M)
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where
Ti(nk) = N~" > (6(Yn(n1/N)) = b(EN(m-1/N))) (g1 — m)
0<I<k—1
and
L) = Y, (W41 /N) = Wy (n;/N)).
0<j<k—1
By the estimates of Lemma [34] and the Lipschitz continuity of b we have

(421) L)Y < O 5 Y YY" (st /N) = Uy (i /N) Y

0<I<k—1
for some C13 > 0 which does not depend on N or k. Since Zo(ny) 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

2M
oM
. . < (——
(422) B meax [L(m)l™ < (57—
for some C14(M) > 0 independent of N.
Now denote

)2ME|I2(nk)|2M < Cl4N—3(l—n)/8

Gr = max [\ (m/N) = U (/NP
Then we obtain from [I4), @ID) and (EI8)-Z22) that for n < ky(T'N) and
N = No(k, p),
Gn < (22MCyy (M) + 32MCy4(M))N ~ 202 (1=+)
+22M(Cra(M) 4 Cra(M) 55 Y 0<han—1 G-
By the discrete (time) Gronwall inequality (see, for instance, [10]),
(4.23) Grn(rny < (22MC1 (M)
+32M (M) N~ 262 (1=F) exp((22M + 32M)(C1o(M) + Cy3(M)))

and Theorem 2] follows taking into account ([2.6]), (3.3) and Lemmas (cf.
Section 4.4 in [22]). O

5. CONTINUOUS TIME CASE

We start with a diffeomorphism r : R? — R satisfying ([3.5) and set Z°(t) =
r(X¢(t)). Then
dZ=(t)

(5.1) 0 e )P = L) vz ), €0/2%)

where b(z,¢() = Dr(r=1(2))b(r=1(2),¢). Taking into account Lemma [3.] we see
that the limits in [219) and [@220) exist and we can define the diffusion = by
@I0). In view of the definition of ¢(x) in (220) the computations of Lemma [3.6]

—

yield that the process ¥(t) = r(Z(t)) solves the stochastic differential equation
(5.2) dU(t) = M2dW (t) + b(W(t))dt

where b(z) = Eb(z,7(0)). Hence, in order to prove ([2.2I)) it suffices to show that
for each € > 0 both Z¢ and ¥ = ¥¢ can be redefined on (9, F, P) preserving their
distributions so that for any €,7 > 0 and an integer M > 1,

(5.3) E sup |Z5(t) — W(t/7)|*M < C (M, T)e™
0<t<T
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for some 61, C1(M,T) > 0 independent of ¢.
Changing the time s = t/? we can write
(5.4)

Z°(se?) = Z°(se?,w) = Z°(0,w) + 6/08 é(u, w)du + £ /OS b(Z°(ue?,w), &(u, w))du.

Set O, (w) = Z?:_ol 70607 (w), Op(w) = 0. Introduce the discrete time processes
Ye(me? w) = Y¢(me?, (w,0)) by the recurrence relation Y¢(0,w) = Z°(0,w) =
Z¢(0, (w,0)) and for n > 0,

(5.5) Ye((n +1)e%,w) = Ys(na w) + ¢ [N € (u, w)du

+&2 f@ "(t}l) b(Ye(ne?,w), &(u,w))du
= Ye(ne?,w) +en o 9™ (w) + £2b(Y*¢ (ne?, w), ) o 9"
where b(z,w) = Dr(r~1(2))b(r~1(2),w).

5.1. Lemma. For all e >0, w €  and an integer N > 1,

(5.6)
max sup |Z¢ (562, w)—Y ¢ (ne?, w)| < e(1+¢€)LLexp(L3(L*+1)LNe?).
0<n<NO (W)<5<Op41(w)
Proof. Set
Qn,w) = sup 2% (5%, w) = Y*(ne?, w)].
O, (W)<s<Op41(w)

Then by 23), 26), ZI2), B3) and the definition of b,

(5.7 Qn+1,w) <L3L*+1)e ZQ (k,w)T 0 9¥(w) + eL 0 9" (w)(1 + €)
since |b(z,w)—b(y,w)| < L3(L2—|—1)|z—y|. Then by (Z.I6) and the discrete Gronwall
inequality we see that for all integers n > 1,

Q(n,w) < e(1+¢)LLexp(L3(L? + 1)Lne?)
and (5.6)) follows. U

Next, observe that we can apply Theorem 2Tl to the process Y¢. Indeed, though
we have here the terms [;(z, -) o 9™ which are slightly more general than 6(2,77 o
9™) appearing in the setup of Theorem 2] but, in fact, we used there only the
appropriate decay of the approximation coefficient p together with the Lipschitz
continuity of coefficients in the second variable given by (2.6) which is replaced
here by the coefficient p in (2.I8) playing the same role (with no need in additional
Lipschitz continuity) and the proof proceeds in the same way. Moreover, if (2, F, P)
is Lebesgue (or standard probability) space then we can always represent 6(2’, o™
in the form b(z,¢ o ¥™), where ¢(n) = ¢ o 9" is a real valued stationary process,
and considering the two component stationary process (no 9", ¢ 0 9"),cz we come
back to the setup of Theorem Il Observe also that though in Theorem 2.1 we
considered only subsequences e = ey = 1/N the assertion remains true for all small
e > 0. Indeed, let (N: +1)71 < e? < N71. Then

Ve(ne?) — YN (aNZ Y| < e — NEYR SSrZ o 0|
+62L3(L2+1)ZZ;OIY€(ks)— (RN 4 L2Te2(e2 — N7
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By the discrete Gronwall inequality

- _ 3 n—1 2
max |Y®(ne?) — Y. 1/2(7”LJ\75_1)| < C( c |Z77019k|+ . )-
k=0

max B)
0<n<T/e? V1 — g2 0<n<T/e? 1—c¢

where C' > 0 does not depend on e. Applying Lemmas BIH33 to the right hand
side here (similarly to Lemmas B9 [£4] and Lemma below) we obtain that
E Ye(ne?) — YN (uN—112M < ¢ g2M
ogglga%/sJ (ne”) — (nNo)|7 < m7

for some C' > 0 independent of €, showing that we can apply Theorem 2] for all
€ > 0 when X°¢ is in the form (3) and not only when the parameters restricted
to the sequence ey = 1/ VN provided, of course, other conditions of this assertion
are met.

Applying Theorem 2.1l we obtain that both Y and the diffusion ¥ = W€ can be
redefined on (2, F, P) without changing their distributions so that for any ¢ > 0
and an integer M > 1,

(5.8) sup  |[YE(t) — UE()]*M < Co(M, T)e%

0<t<T/7
for some &2, C2(M,T) > 0 independent of € where we set Y=(t) = Y¢(ne?) if
ne? <t < (n+1)e2

Now we have

(5.9) Supg< i< | Z°(t) — WE(t/7)PM < 32M =Y (E supge,op 15 (1)]*M
+Esupg<, <7 [15(6)[*M + Esupg<,<p [15(t)[*)

where
@) =Y (t/7)—-V(¢/7), I5(t) = sup [Ye(t/7,w)—Z5 (562, w)|
Oy )27 (W)SS<O, 27 (wW)+1

and

(5.10)

IS(t) = sup |Z¢(t,w)—Z°(se?,w)| < eL7(1+eL)+ sup |I5(t)]

O(4/c27(W)<<O 27 (W) +1 0<t<T

where

Ii(t) = Za(t,o.)) — 25(82@”/52;] (w),w).
The first and the second terms of (5:9) are estimated by (5:8]) and (&.7)), respectively,
and so in view of (BI0) in order to derive (B3] it remains to prove the following
result.

5.2. Lemma. For e > 0 and an integer M > 1,
(5.11) E sup |I5(t)*M < C3(M, T)e%
0<t<T

for some s, C5(M,T) > 0 which do not depend on ¢.
Proof. Set
n(t,w) = max{k : O(w) <t}, L(t,q) ={w: [n(t,w) —[t/7]| > ¢}
and A(k,q) = {w: |©Ok(w) — Tk| > ¢}. Then by (2.1) and [214),
(5.12) \I5(t)] < eLL(1 4 J§(t) + 7) + eJ5 ([t/°7]) + €2 L2 Js(t)
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where
(5.13)
Jls(t) = Hp(t/52)5—3/2)|®[t/527—] — t/52| < HA([t/a27’—],e*3/2—ﬁ—2ﬁ*1)|®[t/62‘7'] — ?[t/8277']|,
_ k
(5.14) Ja(m) = o max | Z no "
- - k: |k—m|<n
and
(5.15) Jg(t) = |®[t/527’—] — t/52| < |®[t/52‘7—] — 7_'[t/€27_']| + 7.
By [23), 18), (ZI8) and Lemma Bl for any I > 1,
(5.16) |E(1 0o 9% — 7| F_ o 1)

< |E(1od% ™ — E(1 o 0% Fy i y/s) ki 1/3)) | F =0k |

HE(E( o 0" Fpi s wririys) = TIF-oon) | < p([1/3]) + 2L6([1/3])
and similarly,
B o 9" F_ce i)l < p(11/3]) +2L76([1/3)).
This together with (2I4]) and Lemmas and B3] yields that for any n, N > 1,

(5.17) E max |0 — k7N < Cy(N)nV
0<k<n
and
J12N < N
(5.18) Eorgnggn | Z;” o |*N < Cy(N)n
o

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

(5.19) E sup [JE@0)2N < 22N-Y oy (N)[T/e2AN + 7Y)
0<t<T

and by the stationarity of the sequence 1o 9%, k € Z,
(5.20) Esupg<y<p(J5([t/e*7])*N < Emaxocm<ryear(J5(m))*N
< L B(J5(0)2N < Ou(N)2NT7-1e~(+3N)
and by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,
Esupgcy<r(J5 (1) < Emaxocn<rye2r(amc-s2_iof-1)On — 70[*Y)
< Yon<ryers EQapme-sr2_ioi-1)|On — 7n|*N)
< Soencrer (PAM,e™2 = L= 2L7)B|O, - 7nl*V)'/*
By (BI7) and the Chebyshev inequality for any K > 1,
P(A(n,e 2 = L—2L7")) < (6732 — L — 2L 1) 2K (T/7)K 2K,
and so

(5.21) E sup (Ji()*N < C5(K,N,T)ezK—2N-2
0<t<T
for some C5(K,N,T) > 0 independent of ¢ > 0. Finally, we obtain (EI1)) from

GEI2)-EI8) and (EI9)-E2I) taking N = M and K > 4(M — 1), completing the
proof of both Lemma and Theorem 2.3] O
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