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STRONG APPROXIMATION OF NONLINEAR FILTERING FOR
MULTISCALE MCKEAN-VLASOV STOCHASTIC SYSTEMS

HULJIE QIAO AND WANLIN WEI

School of Mathematics, Southeast University,
Nanging, Jiangsu 211189, P.R.China

ABSTRACT. This work concerns the nonlinear filtering problem of multiscale McKean-
Vlasov stochastic systems where the whole systems depend on distributions of fast com-
ponents. First of all, we prove that the slow component of the original system converges
to an average system in the L?? (p > 1) sense. Moreover, we obtain the strong conver-
gence order for the L? case. Then, given an observation process which depends on the
slow component and its distribution, we show that the nonlinear filtering of the slow
component and its distribution also converges to that of the average system in the LY
(p=8,1<q< %) sense.

1. INTRODUCTION

McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs for short) are also called distri
bution-dependent SDEs, or mean-field SDEs. And the difference between McKean-Vlasov
SDEs and classical SDEs is that the former depends on the positions and probability
distributions of particles. Therefore, McKean-Vlasov SDEs can better describe many
models. The study on McKean-Vlasov SDEs was initiated by H. P. McKean [14] who
was inspired by Kac’s program in Kinetic Theory. Nowadays, McKean-Vlasov SDEs
have been widely applied in many fields, such as biology, game theory, optimal control
theory and interacting particle systems. And there are many results about them. Let
us recall some works. Sznitman proved the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions
to McKean-Vlasov SDEs under global Lipschitz conditions in [22]. Ding and Qiao [1} 2]
studied the well-posedness and stability of solutions to McKean-Vlasov SDEs with non-
Lipschitz coefficients. Wang investigated the exponential ergodicity of the strong solutions
to Landau type McKean-Vlasov SDEs in [24]. Sen and Caines [23] and Liu and Qjiao [L1]
studied nonlinear filtering problems of McKean-Vlasov SDEs with independent noises and
correlated noises, respectively.

Besides, multiscale SDEs, or slow-fast systems, are widely used in engineering and
science fields (c.f. [4,[5]). The average principle for them was first studied by Khasminskii
[9], see [12, 13, 1), 25] (and the references therein) for further generalizations. Here we
briefly mention some results related with ours. Liu [13] studied SDEs with two well-
separated time scales under Lipschitz conditions and established that the slow part of the
original system converges to an average system in the L? sense. Liu, Rockner, Sun and
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Xie considered a class of slow-fast SDEs and proved the convergence in the LP sense in
[12].
Now, multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs have also been studied. For example, Rockner,

Sun and Xie [21] investigated the following multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs: for 7' > 0
AX; = b (X7, 28, Z; ) dt+ 6 (X7, 22.) dB,,
Xe=1x0, 0<t<T
AZ; = L, (X5, 22, 27 ) dt + Loy (X7, 22, 25 ) aw,
Zt =2, 0<t<T,

(1)

where (B;), (W;) are n- and m-dimensional standard Brownian motions defined on the
complete filtered probability space (92, .7, {L%}te[oﬂ ,IP), respectively, these mappings by
: R™ X Py (R?) x R™ — R™, &y : R™ x Py (R?) = R™™ by : R® x Py (R?) x R™ — R™, &y :
R™x Py (R™") x R™ — R™*™ are all Borel measurable, and iﬂpf denotes the distribution of
X; under P. There they showed that the slow part converges to an average system in the
L? sense. Later, Hong, Li and Liu [6] generalized this result to the infinite dimensional
space. Very recently, the first named author [I5] also obtain the same result for multiscale
multivalued McKean-Vlasov SDEs.

Note that the whole system ([I]) doesn’t depend on the distribution of the fast compo-
nent. One improvement is that Gao, Hong and Liu [3] added the distribution of the fast
component to the slow component in the system (IJ), and established the L? convergence
in the infinite dimensional framework. Unfortunately, they deleted the distribution of the
slow component in the fast equation. Another improvement is that Xu, Liu, Liu and Miao
[25] inserted the distribution of the fast component into the fast part in the system (),
and also prove the L? convergence.

In this paper, we study multiscale McKean-Vlasov stochastic systems where the whole
systems depend on distributions of fast components, and establish an average principle
in the L?”(p > 1) sense. Concretely speaking, consider the following slow-fast system on
R™ x R™ :

[ dXe= bl(Xf,ffgfj vazo,fé’ng,g)dt + al(Xf,ggf)dBt,
X;=0 0<t<T,
dZte’s = ébQ(XtE’ g;? Zf’5> gg;syé)dt + %0’2(‘){1&67 355’ Zf’5> gg},é)dvvta

Zgt=¢ 0<t<T, 2
2 ’gﬂ” ,Z 73]}1’ 2 ’gp
A2 = oo (X7 5 2] LR )t + o(XE, LR, 20 25 Jaw,

P

| 2% =, 0<tLT,

where these mappings by : R" X Py (R") x R™ X Py (R™) — R™ oy : R" x Py (R") — R™™,
by : R x Py (R") x R™ x Py (R™) — R™, g9 : R” X Py (R™) Xx R™ X Py (R™) — R"™ ™ are all
Borel measurable, and o, ¢ are two random variables. To conclude the average principle
for the system (2]), since two frozen equations are McKean-Vlasov SDEs, their solutions
are nonlinear Markov processes, and whether the classical Khasminskii time discretization
or the Poisson equation to prove the strong convergence do not work. Therefore, we first
linearize the two nonlinear Markov processes (cf. [20]) and show the strong convergence
by the modified Khasminskii time discretization method. Moreover, on account of these

distributions, we apply a lot of tricks to obtain some estimations.
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Next, nonlinear filtering problems mean that people extract some useful information
of unobservable phenomena from observable ones, and estimate and predict them. So,
the nonlinear filtering theory plays an important role in many areas including stochastic
control, financial modeling, speech and image processing, and Bayesian networks ([4, [5]
8, [16), (17, [18]). And the nonlinear filtering theory of multiscale SDEs is systematically
introduced by Kushner in [I0]. Later more and more results about the nonlinear filtering
of multiscale SDEs appear (See [4, 5] [8, [16} [17, (18] and references therein). However there
are few results about nonlinear filtering of multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Hence, we
also study the nonlinear filtering problem of them. That is, we define an observation
process Yy as follows

t
Y=V / h(XE, Z2.)ds, 3)
0

where V. is a [-dimensional Brownian motion independent of B., WW. and h : R" x Py(R")
R! is Borel measurable. Then based on the obtained average principle, we establish that
the nonlinear filtering of the slow part and its distribution converges to that of the average
system in the LY (p > 8,1 < ¢ < §) sense.

The novelty of this paper lies in three folds. The first fold is that the system (2]) is
more general than that in some known results (cf. [3] 6] [7, 211, 25]). Thus, our result can
be applied to many models. The second fold is that we obtain the strong convergence
order for the L? case, which is important for numerical simulation. The third fold is that
we prove the L? convergence of nonlinear filtering for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs,
which can partly cover some results in [} 16, [18].

Lastly, we describe our motivation of this paper. Note that in [25], although the
multiscale system is general, the average principle is not right. This is because four
authors used the Markov property which does not hold for general McKean-Vlasov SDEs.
Our first motivation is to correct this mistake. Besides, as far as we know, no average
principle for McKean-Vlasov SDEs with two time scales has yet been presented in the L%
(p > 1) sense. However, people usually need to estimate the higher order moments which
possess a good robustness and can be applied in statistics, game theory, finance and other
fields. So, it is our second motivation to establish an average principle in the L% (p > 1)
sense.

The paper proceeds as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some related notations. Then
we state main results in Section 3l The proofs of two main theorems are placed in Section
@ and [l respectively.

The following convention will be used throughout the paper: C' with or without indices
will denote different positive constants whose values may change from one place to another.

2. NOTATIONS AND ASSUMPTIONS

In this section, we will recall some notations and list all assumptions.

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

Let |-, || - || be the norms of a vector and a matrix, respectively. Let (-,-) be the inner
product of vectors on R". A* denotes the transpose of the matrix A.

Let B,(R™) be the set of all bounded Borel measurable functions on R™. Let C'(R") be
the set of all functions which are continuous on R™. C?(R™) represents the collection of

all functions in C'(R™) with continuous derivatives of order up to 2.
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Let Z(R™) be the Borel o-field on R". Let P(R") be the collection of all probability
measures on Z(R™) with the usual topology of weak convergence. Let Py(R™) denote the
collection of probability measures on Z(R") satisfying:

il = / [22u(dz) < oo.

It is known that P,(R") is a Polish space endowed with the L?-Wasserstein distance
defined by

3
Walu,v) = inf / 2 —yPr(da,dy)) . v € PHRY),
e (p,v) R7 xR

where W(u, v) is the set of all couplings 7 with marginal distributions p and v. Moreover,
if £, ¢ are two random variables with distributions %, £ under P, respectively,

Wa(Le, Z0) < (ElE — ¢z,
where [E stands for the expectation with respect to P.

2.2. Assumptions. In this subsection, we give out all the assumptions used in the sequel:
(H}, ) There exists a constant Ly, ,, > 0 such that for x; € R™, u; € Po(R"), z; € R™,

b1,01
v, € Po(R™), i = 1,2,
[b1(1, g1, 21, v1) = bi(@a, iz, 20, v0) [P + (|0 (21, 1) — o1 (2, o) |12
< Lo (\551 — xo|? + W3 (1, o) + [21 — 20f” + W5(1, V2)>-
(Hémz) There exists a constant Ly, ,, > 0 such that for z; € R", u; € Po(R"), z; € R™,
v € Po(R™),i=1,2,
|ba (1, fir; 21, v1) = bo(@a, iz, 20, v2) [* + [0 (1, pa, 21, 1) — 0(2, o, 22, 1) ||
< Lo, <|931 — xo| + Wi (111, o) + |21 — 20> + W3 (0, V2)>~
(ngz) For some p > 0, there exist two constants #; > 0, 8, > 0 satisfying f; — B >

(4p 4+ 4) Ly, , such that for z € R", € Po(R"™), z; € R™, v; € Po(R™), i = 1,2,
2<Z1 — 22 b2(x7/~l/7 21, Vl) - b2(x7/~l/7 22, V2)> + (2p + 1)“0’2(5(7,/1, 215 Vl) - 0-2(:(:7:“7 225 V2)
< —Bilz = 2 + BaWi (v, 1),
(Hj) h is bounded, and there is a constant L, > 0 such that
(w1, 1) = Bz, p2)* < Ln(|wn — w2]* + Wi (p, p2))-
Remark 2.1. (i) (Hy, ) yields that there exists a constant Ly, ., > 0 such that for
x €R™ pePy(R™), z€ R™, v e Pr(R™)
(b1 (2, 2, ) + o (@, i1 < Loy (14 |2+ [l + [+ [[]). (4)
(i) (Hy,,,) implies that there exists a constant Ly, ,, > 0 such that for x € R",
p€ Pa(R"), z € R™, v € Po(R™),
b2z, p, 2, V) [* + lloa (@, pt, 2, V)IIP < Logoy (1 2l + ll* + 2 + [|v]]%). ()
(i) By (Hy, ,,) and (HY, ), it holds that for € R™, i € Po(R"), z € R™, v € Po(R™)

ba2,02

2(z, ba(x, 1 2, v)) + (2p + Dlloa(, p, 2,0)[|* < —aa |zl + aol[v[* + C(1 + [ + [|*), (6)
4
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where oy := 1 — (2p+2) Loy 0y, @2 = Po+ (2p+ 1)Ly 5y, a1 — @2 — Ly 5, >0 and C >0
15 a constant.
3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we provide main results of the paper.

3.1. The average principle for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In this subsec-
tion, we state the average principle result for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs.
Let us recall the system (IZI) ie.

(dXF = by (X}, ZE., 2777, L) dt + o1 (XF, ZE)dB,
Xs=0, 0<t<T,

dZp¢ = oo (X7, L%, Z7* Lye)dt + oo (XF, L:, Z° Ly )W,
Z5=¢ 0<t<T,
E,Z(),ffg 1 c P a 120, f P c P a 120, J P
dZt - ng(Xt’ng’ gzgg)dt_l_ UQ(Xt,ng, gzsg)dm,

€,20,%F

\ZO ’5:2«/0, 0<t<T,
where E|o|?™2 < oo, E[£|*™? < oo (p is the same to that in (H?

ba,09
(H}, ), by [24, Theorem 2.1], the system (2) has a unique strong solution (X¢, Z*¢, Z.

Next, we take any x € R™ and p € P2(R™), and fix them. Consider the following SDE:
{ AZPHE = by(w, p, ZEH* L) A+ 0o (1, ZTE L AW,

)). Under (H 61 o)
azof

‘).

nyué _ (7)
st — ¢ 0<t< T

Under (Hém), by [24, Theorem 2.1] we know that the above equation has a unique
strong solution Z*#. Moreover, under (H, . ), by [24, Theorem 3.1], one could obtain
that there exists a unique invariant probability measure n™* for Eq. (7). So, we construct
an average equation on (€2, #,{F }icio,r, P) as follows:

{ d,Xt = Bl(Xtaggt)dt + Ul(Xtaggt)dBta (8)
XO =0,

where by (x, 1) = Jampamy 01(2, 1, 2, V)05 X Gpen (dz, dv).
Now, it is the position to state the first main result.

Theorem 3.1. Under these assumptions (Hy, , ) (Hy, . )-(Hf, ), for p > 1, it holds
that
hmE( sup | XE — Xtﬁp) —0, 9)
e—0 Ogth

where X is a solution of Eq.(8). In particular, we have that for any 0 <y < 1
E( sup | X5 — X’t|2) <O+ 4 7). (10)

0<t<T
The proof of Theorem [B.1]is placed in Section [l

Remark 3.2. For (I0), if we take v = 1/2, it follows that
E( sup | X7 —Xt|2> < CeV2,

0<t<T
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That is, we obtain the convergence order 1/4.

3.2. The efficient filtering for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In this subsec-
tion, we state the efficient filtering result for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs.
Set

(A= exp{—/ R'(XE, iﬂp )dVy — —/ |h(XE, iﬂp )| ds}.
0
Here and hereafter, we use the convention that repeated indices imply summation. Under

(Hy), we get that
A
E <exp{§/ |h(X§,$£§)|2ds}) < 00,
0

and furthermore (A%)~! is an exponential martingale under the measure P. Define a
probability measure P° via

dpe
dP
Then by the Girsanov theorem, it holds that Y*® is a Brownian motion under the proba-
bility measure IP¢.
Define the nonlinear filtering for the state X; and the measure .iﬂ%:

pi(F) = ET[F(X], L)AL F ],
mi(F) = E[F(X], Zx:)|77], F €By(R" x Po(R")),

where Z)" = o{Y5,0 < s <t} VN, and N denotes the collection of all zero sets under
P. Here p5(F), 7f(F') are called the unnormalized filtering and the normalized filtering of
(XE, z};f) with respect to .%;} ", respectively. By the Kallianpur-Striebel formula, we get

= (85)™!

the following relationship between p(F') and 75 (F'):

ey PiE)
=

Next, set

too A Y L
AV = exp{/o W (X, L5 )dY" — 5/0 \h(Xs,z)ﬂgs)Fds},
p(F) == EV[F(X,, 2%, )N 7],
0
pi(F)
T (F) = —5=<,
pi (1)
and we study the relationship between 75 and Y. The second main result of the paper is
the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Under these assumptions (Hy, , ), (Hy, ,.)-(H;, ,.) and (Hy), forp > 8,
the nonlinear filtering of the original system converges to that of the average system in
the L7 (1 < q < §) sense under P, that is,

lim Efm; (F) —)(F)|? = 0, F € Chup(R" x Po(R")), (11)

where Cp1,(R™ X Po(R™)) stands for the collection of all bounded and Lipschitz continuous
functions on R™ x Py(R™).
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The proof of Theorem is placed in Section [Gl

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.1]

In the section, we prove Theorem [B.Jl The proof consists of three parts. In the first
part (Subsection [A.1]), we segment the time interval [0, 7] by the size d§, where J is a fixed
positive number depending on ¢, and introduce three auxiliary processes:

~ 1 t R 1 t
e __ € P €€ P P €&
Zt —5+g/0 (X, L5, 7 ,gzg,g)ds+75/0 0o Xy, Lhe 726, L5 )W,

(12)

~e,20,.LF

, 1 ! E az,
/ 02 (X Le, 26 % L e ) AW, (13)

t
Xf:g+/ b1 (X5s)s D%PE ’ZASE’Z@ 3 D%Zgg)dst/ al(Xg,iﬂpsE)st, (14)
0

€,20,, P

where s(J) = [ ]5 and [2] denotes the integer part of 2. Then we estimate X=, Z=¢, Z”

Xe, 258,77 *% 11 the second part (Subsection M) and the third part (Subsection @_._3])
we present some estimates for the frozen equation (7)) and the average equation (§)), re-
spectively.

€,20,%, ~,€,20,Z,

4.1. Some estimates for X¢, 7% Z.  Xe, 255
Lemma 4.1. Under assumptions (Hy, , ) (Hy, ,.) (Hp, ), there exists a constant C' > 0

such that

sup E ( sup IX;?|2”+2> < C(1+E[o*? + | 2|2 + El¢|>+?),
€ te[0,7

SElp}E‘Zf7§‘2p+2 < O(1+E|o|*2 1 |22 + E|e[2+2),
te[0,T

sup E|Z, 207
te[0,T]

|2p+2 < C(l +E|Q|2p+2 + |Z |2p+2 + E|€|2p+2)
Proof. For X7, based on the BDG inequality and (Hj, , ), we can get

E (sup |X§|2p+2> < 32p+1E|Q|2p+2 + 32p+lE <sup

s€[0,t] s€[0,t]

/ bi(XE, L5, 2, 70 Ly )dr
0

2p+2)

b (X7, L5, 77 ¢ L)

2p+2)

+3%PTIR ( sup

s€[0,t]

/ o1(X;, Zx:)dB,

t 2p+2
< 32p+1E|Q|2p+2+(3t)2p+1E/ dr

0

t
+3% P CR / oy (X7, L) dr
0



t
< S¥HE[o*? + CE / (U 1XE] + 1Ll + 12077 4 [ e+
0
< C(E[g)*** +1) +C/ E\X€|2p+2dr+0/ E| 25 ety
+C / E|Z5¢|2Pdr, (15)
0

where || Zy.||* = E| X .
For Z&*, applying the Ité formula to |Z¢|2+2 and taking the expectation, one could
obtain that

2 2 t
BIZSr = Bl + 28 [ 202 X, 2R 25 2 s
2p 1
+M /|Z€€|2P 2||oa(XE, z;‘;,zaﬁg ) Z5%||2ds
1
22 / 22 oa (X5, L8, 256, 25, )|,

and

2p+2

d € &, &, £ £,
EE|Zt’5|2p+2 E‘Z §‘2p<Zt 57b2(Xt7$£5 Zt guggt&&)>

2p(p+1
+—p(p5 e N A AP

p+1

+—E|Zf’€|2p||02(Xf>$£§> Zf’g,fgf,s)lf
< P 2R 2 (X, LR 27 )
A DOE D e oon (x5, 25, 27, 25,001
< P2t 1E|z€f|2p( — | Z | L P+ C(L+ XG4+ |25 1))
< ]%1 [ B a1E|Zf’5|2p+2 i a2E|Zte,5|2p+2 4 Lb%@E\Zf’gPp”
FOQ T EIXEP 4 |20 ||2P+2>]
< —(o1 — g _ELbz,Uz)(p + 1)E|Zte,§|2p+2 n g(E|XtE|2p+2 1),

where the above inequality is based on (). By the comparison theorem, we have that

(a1-a2—Lp, 5,)(@+1) C [t (ec1—ag—Lyy o))@+D)
E|Ztﬁ,§|2p+2 < E|€|2p+26_ 2 t | = - E

=) (E| X+ + 1)ds

< ElP2+C (E (sup |X§|2p+2> + 1) : (16)

s€[0,t]
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20,25 .. . .
Next, for Z.7"7¢ by the similar deduction to that for Z, it holds that

€,20,. 2%
E|Z, " PP < |22 4 BT 4 O (E (sup \X§|2p+2> + 1) - (17)

s€[0,t]

Inserting (I6) (I7) in (I5), by the Gronwall inequality one can get that

E ( sup |X£€|2p+2> < C(1+E|Q|2p+2 + |ZO|2p+2 —I—E|§|2p+2),
te[0,7

which together with (I8 (I7) implies that

sup E|ZCP%2 < C(1+Elo*? + |20 + EJ¢[**?),
t€[0,T]

,20,.LF
Sup E|Zf 0,-2¢ |2p+2 < 0(1 —I—E|Q|2p+2 + |ZO|2p+2 _‘_E|§|2p+2).
t€[0,T]

The proof is complete. O

Next, we estimate E|X; — X§,|? for any ¢ € [kd, (k + 1)d) and k =0,1,2,---,[£] — 1.
Note that
t

t
X;/;_Xlié:/ bl(Xa g;}(”s’ azofg ggg)dg_F/ o‘l(Xj,g;l;g)st
ké

ko
By (@) and the BDG inequality, it holds that

E[X7 — X5/
¢ €,20, Y 2 ¢ 2
< 2(E / bi(X:, DZ)]EE,Z 0=¢ D%ng)ds +E / al(XSE,D%I;Sg)dBS )
ks ks
t 8 1,20, f 2 ¢ 2
< 2(5/ E|bi(X;, L5, 25 L) ds+/ E|jon (X5, Zx:)|| ds)
ko ko
< 062 +6), (18)
where the last inequality is based on Lemma (.11
Moreover, by the same deduction to that for Z&¢, z in Lemma [4.1] we obtain the

following estimate.

)-(H

Lemma 4.2. Under these assumptions (H} b .0

by o2 ), it holds that

sup E|Z7°? < C(1+Elo* + |20]* + E|¢[?),
te[0,T

sup E|Z,

te[0,T]

sz,i”
T2 < O+ Elo? + |20 + ElEP).

Lemma 4.3. Suppose (Hy, ), (Hy,,,), (H}, ) hold. Then for p > 1, there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

C
€,& 5,812 2
sup E|Z;* — Z; 0" +9),
t€[0,T7] | ! | ﬁl P2 — Lb2,02 ( )

E,Z 2ELZ C
sup E|Z,’ % /A O’j5|2 < (62 +9).
te[0,7 61 - Lbz,Uz



Proof. First of all, by ([2)) and (IZ), we have that

€ 7€ 1 € € € 7e
Ztﬁ_Zt7£ = _/ <b2(Xs>$£§aZs7§a$P )_bQ(Xs(é)ag,;I;;(é)?Zs’sagIP ))dS

Z;‘YE ZSE'E

€Jo
1 t P A~
€ €,€ P e P o6 P
+%/0‘ <0'2(X37$X§7Zs 73 >_U2(Xs(5),$Xss(6),Zs 7$A ))dWs

75t 75¢
Applying the It6 formula to |Z; R ’5|2 and taking the expectation, by (lem) and

(H3, ,,) one could obtain that
E|Z;* — Z; 4

1 [ 5 .
= _E/ 2<Z§7£ - Z;’E’b2(X§’$£§’Z§’57$§?§) - b2( ;:(6)7‘3%;5(6)7Zse’gugggé))ds

€ Jo
1 K .
+EE/0 ||U2(X§a$£§az?f>$§?€) _02(X§(6)a$§;§(6)aZ§7£>$§§7€)||2d8

and
dE|Z;* — Z74)
dt

< %E {2<Zt€’£ - Z?gv 52(Xfa$£§v Zf’g,fgf,s) - bg(Xf,.;ZEf, vaﬁ’g%é»
+(2p+ 1)HU2(X,5€7$£§7 fo,g;fé) - ag(Xf,f%, Zf’s,fg},s)!lz}
%EE [2<Zt€’£ — 77, b2(XtE>$£§> Zf’saiﬂ%s) — by f(5)a$£f(6)> Zf’saiﬂ%s»
2+ Dlon(XE L 25, 25,0) = oK L 20 25,0

< E( (B LnolZ — ZEP 4 B L, 25,
FOR(1X - X P+ WLE 25 )

¢ OB tnedgize getp g Crixg - Xyl

Then it follows from the comparison theorem and (I8]) that

. C b —(B1-B2— Ly 0p) C
E|Z — Z052P < = (02 +6 / e = Uds g 8% +46).
Z; s o )0 \51_52_%702( )

Next, by the similar deduction to the above, we have that

20..9 P ~E20..Y P

Bz % — % (524 0),
51 - Lbz,Uz
The proof is complete. O

Finally, we estimate E sup |X& — X¢|2. By @) (), it holds that

te[0,7

E sup |X7— X:]

te[0,T
10



t 2
< E sup / {bl()(a XXE, 8207 : ngé) by (X 56 jﬂ”s ,Zj’zov . stg)] ds
te[0,7
T P P £,20,-Z, ~e,20,.LF
< TLnnE [ (X5 = X+ WHLE L, ) + 127 = 207

+W3(Z, 55,3255))&9
< C(0%+6), (19)
where we use (I8) and Lemma

4.2. Some estimates for the frozen equation (7). Consider the following classical
SDE related with the frozen equation ([7):

ZE,,Ua,Z(),

4z,

777‘/
20T = 5, 0<t < T.

@ 1,20, L5 1,20, 48 (p
= by(x, 1, Z, fzwg)dthag(x w, Z, .;S,”ng)th, (20)

Wy 7$P
Under (Hj, ), we know that the above equation has a unique strong solution Z. St

7/’1‘720755

Moreover, about Z. , we have the following estimates.

Lemma 4.4. Under these assumptions (Hy, ., )-(H3, ), it holds that for anyt € [0, T],z €
7:u S PQ(Rn)

10,20, L8 _a
E[Z,"7 P <z’ + CUILIN + 1+ | + [|ull?). (21)

Proof. First of all, we estimate Z%#<. Applying the Ito formula to |Z7"%|? and taking
the expectation, we get that

t
E|ZPHE? = E|§|2+2E/ (Z318 o, 1, ZEME, L)) ds

+E/n@mesz;Mm%&
and
SRIZEP = B(2ZE bl 220 L)) + ook, 220, 25 )P)
< E( =l Z74P 4 gl L2+ OO+ [of + 1))
= —(1 = )E[Z7M P+ C(1+ |2 + || ).
By the comparison theorem, it holds that
E[Z7"P < ElgPem @ + O+ Jaf® + lul]?) /0 et

< Elflze_(‘“_‘w+C(1ﬂL 2l + [lull?).- (22)

T,y Z07

Next, we deal with Z. . By the same deduction to the above, it holds that

7/”’727 —Q
E|Z" P <z T CUILE + 1+ 2 + ).

The proof is complete. O
11



Lemma 4.5. Suppose that (Hy, ,,) (H}, ) hold. Then it holds that for any z; € R", ji; €
Py(R™), 2z, € R™ (; € L2(Q,,%,IP> R™),i=1,2,

x17M1,Z17fg

E|Z,

P
T2,142,22,2¢, |2

_Zt

< |Zl _ 22‘26_(61_Lb2"’2)t _|_EK1 O ‘2 ( Pat __ ) —(B1—Lby,09)t
1 — e (61 Lbz,og)
Cllar — of* + W3 (p1, o)) -
2,02

Proof. First of all, we compute E|ZFH¢ — z72#2:0212 - Note that Z7* and Z7»+>
solve Eq.([7]) with initial values (; and (s, respectively, i.e.

Zwl,uhCl _ ZwQ’M’CQ
t t

t
= <1 — <2 —l—/ (62(1131 J5 Z-’E17#17C1 j 7ot C1) — b (IQ,M2’ Z$2,u2£2 g 7o <2)>d$
0

t
_'_/ <0_2(x1”u1’Z:E1,,U1,C1 g 11 K1, C1) (x27lu’27Zw2’u27C2 g »"02 1o, Cz))dWs-
0

Applying the It6 formula to |Z71#0¢ — ZF2#2e2 |2
we obtain that

and taking expectation on two sides,

EIZZ‘LMLCI _ chz,lt2742|2
t
= E|¢ — <2|2 + 2E/ <Z§1,u1741 sz,m@  bo (21, 111, Z:cmu,ﬁ P e o)

_b2(x27,u27Zx2’u27C2 g Zr20H2) <2)>ds

_HE/ ||U2 33'1),“1’29617;“741 g ZE1HL C1) ($2>M2>ZIZ7M2’<2 g Zo2H2s CQ)||2dSa

and

d x1uu'17cl $2,H27C2 2
S| Z — Zma)

= E<2<Zf1’m£1 _thz’m’@abz(xlaﬂhzfl’m’ﬁ D%Pwl wic) = bo (l’zaﬂmzmm’g? £ 722 <z)>)
+E||U2(x17M17le’ul7C1 g 901 I8 Cl) 02(1,2’”2’Zm2,u2,(2 g wz w2, <2>||2

S E<2<wa“7gl _Zfz’uz@ab2(a71mu1>Zfl7ul’<1>$£xl)u1»<1) b2(1'1 ,ulaZm’M%C2 g acz K2, Cz)>>
—l—(2p—|—1)E”0’2(ZL’1 ,U1> m1,,u1,g‘1 g w1 I8 C1) 02(I1alula x2’u2’<2 ‘i’ﬂ xz 12, <2)||2
+E<2<thl’m£l ZIz,umCz b2(I1’M1>Zx27M27<2 g Z2re 42) 62(1,2’”2’2902,#27(2 ‘i’ﬂ Zr2He C2)>)
+(2p + DE| og(zy, MbZIWZ’Cz L7 7722 &) — 02(172,M2,Zx2’”2’<2 E7 Z2h2: <2)||2

€ B (B a2~ S B L)
+O(lz1 — w2f” + W5 (11, p12))

< —(B1 = B2 — Loy )BIZPH — ZP2H2C 2 4 Oy — waf” + W3 (1, 12)).

12



By the comparison theorem, it holds that
E|Zfl’m’<1 _ thz,uz,C2|2 < E|C1 N C2|26_(61_52_Lb2"’2)t + C(|ZE1 N 1’2|2 +W§(H1>N2))-

x1,p01,21,LF T2,12,22, L. « .
Next, we investigate E|Z, “—Z 212, The Ito formula yields that
T1,p1,21, L) w2, 2,22, L],
E|Zt G __ Zt C2|26)\t
T1,01,21,LL 902,#2722,5%};

= |z —Z2|2+>\E/ AS\Z “ - Z %ds
0

t P
As /T2 L0 T2,12,22,Z, Cz x1,01,21,Z, (1 P
—|—2E / € <Zs - Zs b2(x1> H1, Z ) gle)lﬂ»(l)
0 S

2,12,

_62(‘7;27/1/272 e CQ g ZF20H2 <2>>d8

T1,M41, T2,H2,

t
+E/ Noa(wy, pi1, Zs v gzl p.cr) = 02(T2, o, Zs - ng Ha, 42)||2d5
0

) ) 73 5 5 ,g]P
< |z1—22|2—|—)\IE/ ’\8|chlmz1 g 2|2ds
0
b b 7;/ b b 7"(ZP
(81 — Lypon)E / S I TIXR
0

t
5, / OWELE 1 L) ) s + Oy — o + Wiy, 1) / ds
0 0

t
< | — 2P + BEG — G / e BB L5 ds 1 Cley — wal” + W2(un, pi2)) / e ds,
0 0

where \ := 3y — Ly, »,. Then simple calculation implies that

x17u1,217ffP xz,uz,zz,f/ép?

E|Z, T -7 *
< |Zl _ Z2|2€—(ﬁ1—Lb2,02)t _|_E|g1 | ( Bat ) —(B1=Lby,09)t
1 — e (61 Lbz,og)
C(lr = wo]* + W3 (a1, pa)) ,
61 - Lbz,o’z
which completes the proof. O
Lemma 4.6. Suppose that (Hy, , ) (Hy, ) (H;, ) hold. Then there exists a constant

C > 0 such that for any t € [0,T], z € R", p € Po(R")
Eby (w0, 2. 2 one) = i@, ) |* < CemOrboaea (L] + 1 + || + ul] + |20])*.(23)
Proof. Based on (Hj, ,,) and Lemma E5, one can obtain that

‘Ebl(l' ,u,Z 07, 5 gzac;t§> Z_jl(xnu’)‘2

: 2
= ‘Ebl T mibo b QZ”Z,WE) / bi(x, p,y, v)n™* x 5nz,u(dy,dy)’
R™ xPa(R™)
P_, o, ,
< ‘Ebl zpu, 2" 0t iﬂzwg) / Eby (z, pu, ZH% ‘gz’““) CH X O (dy, dv)
Rm x Py (R™)

13
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< By, 27 L) = s, 20 e P X By (A, )
R™ x Py (R™)

T Lb“’l/ (B2 = Zpt o [ WYL s L o) )1 (d)
< C |20 — y|e~Br—Lozen)tymi(dy) + C’W%(i’f,nm’“) (%t —1) o= (B1=Lig o)t
+CH[ET§ — Crvuﬁe—(ﬁl—Bz—LbQ,%)t
R FRRU N R
The proof is complete. 0

4.3. Some estimates for the average equation (8]).

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that (Hy , ) (Hy, . )-(H, ) hold. Then Eq.(8) has a unique
strong solution X.. Moreover,

E ( sup |Xt\2p+2> < O(1+ E|g**?). (24)

te[0,7
Proof. First of all, we justify that for any x; € R", pu; € Po(R™), i =1,2
\(_91@1, f1) — 51(1’27M2)|2 < Ly, <|$1 - 952|2 + Wg(ﬂlam))a

where Lz > 0 is a constant. Indeed, by Lemma E3, Lemma B6 and (Hj, , ), it holds
that

|01 (21, pi1) — by (w2, )|
< 3by(a1, ) — Ebl(xlalhazwl’uhzo’ ‘ gzl o)’

+3|b1 (22, pa) — Ebl(%,m,zxz’%zo’ 4 L e o)

—i_g’m‘zbl(‘(1:17,U/hZmlﬂul,za7 5 gm B1s E) Ebl(x%ﬂ%zm’u%zo’ E g wzuz €>|2

N

Ce™ P =Praod (1 4+ |y P + |2 + [|pa)® + (|2l + |20 + 125117
+C(|ZE1 — To* + W3 (1, p2)),

which implies the required result as ¢ — co. Thus, from [24, Theorem 2.1] it follows that
Eq.(8) has a unique strong solution X..

Next, by similar deduction to that for X¢ in Lemma 1] we have ([24]). The proof is
complete. 0

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that assumptions (Hy, , ) (Hy, ,.)-(H}, ) hold. Then there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that

E( sup |X§—Xt|2) < C(§+52+5).

o<t<T

Proof. Step 1. We estimate X — X,
14



Note that

~e,20,.LF

t
R TR S BEAE )
0

t
+ / (o1(X2, 25,) = u( X, 22) )dB,
0
Thus, based on the BDG inequality, we get that
E( sup |Xf —)_(t|2)
0<t<T
P 2 E,20 j& = P 2
< E sup ‘ b1 5(6) XXE Zs ciﬂzsg) by (XS,XXS)>ds’
0<t<T

t _ 2
+2<E sup ‘/ <01(X§,$£§)—01(Xs,$£5)> s )
o<t<T ' Jo

P Ezo;/5 P 2
< E sup ‘ 5(6) XXE Zs ciﬂzsg) by (X 5(6) iﬂxs ))ds}

o<t<T

o<t<T

t,_ _ 2
+6 <E sup ‘/ (bl(Xse((S)vggi(&)) _bl(X§7$£§)>d3‘ )
0

o 2
+6<E sup ‘/ b1 X, Z5) —bl(Xs,.;Sff—zs))ds‘ )
0<t<T
T _ 2
+8/ B|loy (x5, 28,) - o1 (%, 25| as
0
Then from the Holder inequality and (Hjy, , ), it follows that
E( sup | X7 _Xt|2>

o<t<T

t e B 2
< 6<E sup /(bl()gw L0 e gE L) = Bi(XE ), LK ))ds‘)
o<t<T | Jo @

t
+6T<E sup / L,—,l(\xg_ o+ WHLE, X ))ds>
o<t<T Jo
t
+6T<E sup / Lb1<\X§—Xs|2+W§($§sa$5))dS>
o<t<T Jo ’ ’
T —
+8/ Eme(|X§—X8|2+W§($§§§,$;§S)>ds
0
5203 € P 2
< 6(E sup ’ b1 (X56) XXE s fzgg) by (Xs(é),fX;(é)))ds‘
0<t<T °

T T
+12TLI;1/ E|X: — X{5[*ds + (12T Ly, + 16me)/ E|XE — X,|*ds
0 0
15



~ 2,20, LY 2
< 6<E sup ’/ bl (X3 g}; 75 iﬂzss) by (Xf(a)aggg(é)))d5‘>

0<t<T

T T
+12TLb1/ E\Xj—Xg(é)Pds—FQ(lQTLbl+16Lb1m)/ E|X¢ — X¢|2ds
0 0

T
+2(12T L, +16Lb1,01)/ E|XS — X,|*ds
0

= L+ 1+ I +2012T Ly, +16Ly, ,,) /OTE\XSE — X,|%ds. (25)
By the deduction in Step 2, we know that
I < C(% +0). (26)
And (I8) (I9) imply that
L+ I3 < C(0° +9). (27)

Thus, inserting (26]), (27) in (25]), we obtain that

T
+5)+C(52+5)+C/ E( sup |X§—)_(,\2>ds
0

0<r<s

E( s |X - Xi?) <O

0<t<T )
By the Gronwall inequality, it holds that

E( sup | XF — Xt|2) < C(f + 4 +5).
0<t<T )
Step 2. We prove (20)).

For any t € [0, 77, it holds that

(516
I, = (E sup ‘/ b1 5(6) ‘,Z;l;s Zs

A LR = bi(Xes L ))ds

0<t<T

~E,2 f — - 2
+/[t]5 <b1( s .i”};s " g )_bl(Xs(é)’ggi(a)))ds‘>

o<t<T

]5 szo.ﬁf 2
< 12 Esup‘/ b1 X6 .;s,ﬂ;‘; 2T L) = i 5(5),5};5(5)))@‘

t 2E,2 = 2
+12( E sup ‘/ <b1( Sy e, 2 0% ZE) — hi(XEy), LE ))ds‘
0<t<T | J[t)s ()
= Bl—l—BQ. (28)
Next, we estimate Bl. Note that
6 P ezo,i” P 2
0<t<T

[5] (k+1) e 0, 2F 2
= 128 swp | S0 / (b1 (Xiso 25, 227755 25) = (X, 252, )
o<t<T | =3 Jrs
16



< 12E( sup [- bx,gsz”’ﬁgg by (X55, Z5 ) )ds
B Y R e 50~ (X 2E,)
T [F1-1 (k+1)5 - )
< 125 E )/ (bl(xké,gpg G0 PP ) (X, L ))ds)
) pre ks Zs kS
T (k+1) EZO 2
< [P swp B / (0 (X5, 25, 2577 25— DX 22, )
0" g<ke[T)-1 ko r
T 5/6 e0. 2 _ 2
< 12257 sup E ‘/ by (g, Lo 2008 LE ) = Ba(XE, 2 ))ds)
0<k<[L] = Zns ko

T d/e EZ, _
= 12¢%(=)* sup E</0 (bl(Xgéa$X5> z—:s—i(-)k5 >‘Z ) = bl(Xl%"ZPZa))ds’

0 0<k<[L]-1 ks

+k6

d/e 20,2 3
/0 (bl(X,ié,ng Zar—l(—)k(SE’g ) — bl(XiiaagP;é))d7">

d/e  po/e 20,2 3
= 245( )? sup / / < bl Xchngs Zas—l(—)ké ag ) — bl(X§5=$PEa>)’
0<k<[ L]

s +k:6
CIBTHRZ A st R RS 2 ) >dsdr. (29)
In the following, for 0 < r < s < §/e, set
CI>(S>T) = <b1(Xk6>$P5 easi(-)l;é >$ +k6) Bl(Xliéag]Pzé%
bl(X]i(S,gPs Ze,r._:_)];(; 7325731“5) bl(X]ié,ngé>>,

and we estimate ®(s,r). For any s > 0,9 € L*(Q,.Z,,P,R™),¢ € L*(Q, Z,,P,R"), u €
Pa(R™), z € R™, we consider two following equations

. 1 .

O-Qg/uL’Zesgu’ gssquﬁ>dw’r‘7

/ :
- P
Zpt et = z+€/ bo(s, pu, 255 L S )T
s
1 ! Esgu,zjﬁ
+ 0-2(g7/“’67 ZT’ Z53<I»L19)dWT7 t > S.
s

S

€
Then it holds that

55 0"%& P
ekéXké,fg’;E ,ZEé Ekéxkévfxs ks vflzs

7t =7, 4 @t e ke, (k+1)d],
17



and furthermore

e k8,X5, LT G0 L g
K§EXE Zys s P - . P
— €
d(s,r) = E bl(XkéagXE 7Zas+k6 ,Z ek6, X5 2P 77 c¢) = bi(Xjs, Z, 25)’
P +k6k6 X¢ 57 ke
ES
AE,Z of
EkéXké"’ng J ;50 Erfgeﬁ
€ ks P T € P
bl(Xchang 7Zar+k(5 L ks, XEs, LT ,sz) = bi(Xi5, Z 25)
Z +ES Xk6
ET
P e,kd,x ‘%XE ,z,f
£,20, ks .
Note that Xk5,Z ¢ are Fs-measurable, and for any x € R”, Z, & is
independent of .%s. Thus, we have that
~E,2(0),
akéXka,fxg Zys “ f“”sg . - .
_ € Zks €
@(S,T’) — E E bl(Xk67$X5 3 es+ké ,g e k8. XE. P 2575) - bl(Xk67$ € ),
SO ks T xE ks ké
Zes+k:6
5 2P
ens iy T
€ kS P T € P ar
bl(Xkéang » Herd-kd "’g e,k8, X, 2P 25’5) - bl(Xk‘S’g 25) Zks
P +k6k6 X¢ s 7ks
ETr
= E||E{ by(x,p, 250550 L7 ) — by (z, 1)
- T oy Lgs i ks R »E 1T, 1),
er+kd§
e, kd,x,p,z,v P 7
bl(Ia Ky Z er+kd g e k8@, 1,2 gﬁ) - bl(Ia :u) P
~AE ZO
ertkd (LM,ZJ/) (Xk(sv XE 7Zk5 ¢ J 6{)
3 3 k5 <y 3
Here, we investigate Z25"*". On one hand, it holds that
es+ko
Zs Kb,z + 1 b ( Za o,z .z v O%]P’ )d’f’
es+kd - z ZE ’LL’ . e, ké,z,u, 'E
es—i-ké
/ (0, , ZpkOwm=v, LF - )W,
. g, ké,z,u, &
ko Z ké
_ e, kd,x,p,z,v P
—_= Z"— / b2(x M7Zu+k6 ’gvskézuz 5)du
0 wiks | °
e,kd,x,p,2,v P 1
\/7/ 0-2(']: M’ Zu+k‘6 ’gvs k&zuzk;)qu
u+ké
o z—: ké,x,p,2,v P
— (x,p, Z ks L skazuzkf)dv
ev+ké
~e,ké,x, 1,2,V P 5
+/ o2(@, s Zoy s L s ,g)dWU,
0 ev+kd

where W, := W15 — Wis and W, := LW, are two m-dimensional standard Brownian
* Ve
motions. On the other hand, we notice that Eq.(20) is just written as

2ene =t [l 200 L5+ [ s 290 L )W
0 0
18



Where g S L2(Qufg.07]p; Rm)v"%(ﬂm = That iS, fOl" s € [075/6]7 (stlfkgguzy’gp ks, ng)
ERLT L ps

es+kd
and (Z2H=V, DS,”PZM) have the same distribution. But (Z***",. 2/, , () is not a Markov
process. Therefore we need to construct a Markov process based on (Z%H*" fg’z )

Let C(]0,00),R™) be the collection of continuous functions from [0, c0) to R™ with the
uniform convergence topology. Set

Q :=C(]0,0),R ) C([0, 00), Paf Rm))
ﬁ:%((}([@ %), R™)) x #(C ([0,50), P>(R™) ),
Fy = o(M,,0<r<t), t=0,

where M. is the coordinate process. Then by [20, Theorem 4.11], there exists a unique

probability measure P***¥ on (Q,.%#) such that M. is a Markov process with respect

to () with the transition function {Py"(z,v;-) = Lywm=v X Jyr Lt =0, (z,v) €
Vadls

T
t

R™ x Py(R™)} and XEZ“'Z’” =4, x J,. Note that

Ty fy 2,V = —
XP = PP o MY = / P2, 1)50)0. x 0,(d2, dV') = Lyzwew X §ge .
Rm XPQ(R"”) th”’l"C

Thus, set

B By, (2702, = M,

i) 92” 3 QE”CP = v, which implies that

and gipx)u)zyy — ggz,u,z,u, gﬂp - gﬂm
Zy t zp e

ké,x,p,z,v 7 ké,x, 1,2,V 7
E<bl (SL’, s st-i-kéu g e k&,z,p,Z,if) - bl (SL’, M)v bl (SL’, Ky Zaer-i-kéu g e k6,z,u,22§) - bl (SL’, :u>>

es+kd er+kd§

= E<b1(${},/},, quzy D%]P)xug) El(xnu)’bl(xnuv Zm,uzu gﬂlﬂ() Bl(xnu’)>

= E|E <bl(a: ph, 212 .XPMC) by (z, 1), by (z, p, ZEH=" DS,”PJCM) by (x, ,u)> ,92’]
= E <I~E by xu,Zw“Z”oiﬂch)j‘] —Bl(z,u),bl(x,,u,Zw“”QE”]P;M) b(:z:,,u)>
o\ 1/2 )

o | Ty, 2,V P g‘: 7 " Ty, 2,V P 7 2 1/2

< BB |bi(op 2o, 22, 0\ Fe | = Bie)| | (Bl 2002, 25, ) = Bie o))

Moreover, based on (23)), (2I)) and (22), we obtain that
o\ 1/2

E | bi(a, p, Z5H2, iﬂ}ﬂ)

52}1 — by (x, p)

19




2y 1/2

= E E bl(l' M’quzl/’g]fn qu) _bl(x7/"L)
;v,u,Z -
o (279>=(Z*f’“’z’”7f§w5)
o o 1/2
< Ce~Br—=Luy0p)(s=7)/2 <E|Zf’“’<\2 +14+ ‘JJ|2—|— ||MH2_'_E‘Z;D,M,Z,V‘2)
< Cem b2 (1 g | 4 || ul| + [2] + [|v[])-

and

_ 1/2
(Elbr (2, 2205, 22, ) = bal, ) 2)

ZCEI»LC
1

< (CEIZEAE2 14 2 + |l + B Z5m= )
< OO+ 2|+ el =+ =] + vl
Combining the above deduction, by Lemma [Z.T], one can have that
(I)(S,’r‘) < Ce=(Br=Logy,05)(5=7)/2

Inserting the above inequality in (29]), we get that

s s
B, < 0(%)2 / : / " e BrmIne) N2 5dr < C%. (30)
0 r

Next, we estimate By. By (4), Lemma [A.T], and the Holder inequality, one could get
that

t
B, < 240 sup/ (10150, LEe 2575 LE P + 100X, e )P ) ds
(510

0<t<T

T
€, .,5,”
< OB [ (14 Xa P+ 125 I+ 1207 4 2P
0 S
< O,
which together with (30]) implies (26). The proof is complete. O

At present, we are ready to prove Theorem B.11
Proof of Theorem [B.l Taking 6 =&”, by (I9) and Lemma .8 we get that

E( sup |X; — Xt|2> < 0(51_7 + ¥ + 5“’).
0<t<T
This is just (I0).

Next, by the Chebyshev inequality and (I0), it holds that for any 6 > 0

E( swp |X7 - Xif?)
)< 0<t<T

IP’( sup | XF — Xy >0

< (51_"’ + e+ 5"’),
0<t<T

62 0
which implies that
sup | X7 — X 5 0,

0<t<T
20



as ¢ tends to 0. Besides, from Lemma .1 and (24]) it follows that
supE sup |XF - (4 < O(1+ Eg* + |+ + EJgf*?),

€ ot<T

Therefore, by the Vitali convergence theorem one can obtain that
limE( sup | X[ —)_(t|2p> =0,
e—0 0<t<T
which completes the proof.
5. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.3]
In this section, we prove Theorem B.3l First of all, we prepare an important lemma.
Lemma 5.1. Under the assumption (Hy), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
E|p)(1)]™" < exp{(2r* +r+1)CT/2}, r>1.

Since its proof is similar to that of [16, Lemma 3.6], we omit it.

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [B.3l

Proof of Theorem [3.3l. Step 1. We estimate 75 (F) — w0 (F).

Based on the Holder inequality and these definitions of 7f(F) and 7%(F), we get that

pi(F) = pi(F) g(F)pi(l) —p @)

Blni(F) = m(F)I" = E|= =5 —m pr(1)
g [PEE) = )" i | ey D) = A(D)[f
S 2RI B ey
< 27 (Blpf(F) = o (F)P)? (Blf(1)%)*

FLNFNE, oy (ELOF(1) = 22()P)? (1 (1))
C (Elpi(F) - o0 (F)P)?
FONPIE, ey (Bl (1) = o (D), (31)

where || F||¢, ., (&nxP, () denotes the norm of Fin Gy, (R™ X Po(R™)).
By the deduction in Step 2, it holds that

lim B |f () — pf (F)[**] = 0. (32)
Inserting (32) in (31I), we obtain that
lim Bl (F) — T (F)|7 = 0.
E—r

/N

Step 2. We prove (32)).
By the measure transformation and the Holder inequality, it holds that
Bl (F) — A(F) = B (|5 (F) — s(F) 5] < (B 17 (F) — A(F)1*)* (B (A9)?) (33)
On one hand, it is not difficult to prove that
(B (A7)")? < exp{CT}.
On the other hand, from the Jensen inequality, it follows that

E™ [1p; (F) — o ()]

NI
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= ET|[ET (FOXG, ZEANLEY) — B (F(X,, 25 )M05))

| }

= B | B (POXG 25005 - F(R ZE)A7))

’

< B [ET (|F(XG, 250N - F(X, 25)A))| 7))
= EF|F(X], Z5)A; — F(X, 2%, )A7|™
< 2TET P (NG, 5] - F(X ZE)A"
+27 BT [F(X, Z5)A; — F(X, 25 )N
= Al + A2- (34)

For Ay, by the Holder inequality, we know that
Ay = YRR |F(XT, L) — F(X, 25, )M

1 1
< gl (EPE|F(XE, Zx:) - F(X,, f?‘%)\s") : (EFE|A§ |8‘1) 2
1> € Ve % N 2 %
< 2 (IFUE e BT (1XE = Xl + W25, 25))%) (E7 |7
€ £ Ve 3 \ 8 % © € %
< Q- 1||F||Cbl1p (RP X Po(R")) <EP <|Xt - Xi| + (E|X; _Xt|2)l/2) > (EP |At|8q)

1
4g—1 Ppe 8q\ 2
< 29N F ||CbWRnXp2(Rn <IE A2 q)

1

_(E]P’E (28q_1‘Xt€ B Xt|8q + 28q—1(E|Xs i Xt|2)4q>> 2

< 24 1“F||Cb“p <E1P’5|A€‘8¢I)

R” x P2 (R™)
1

(B (29001 = Kl + 2B - X))
1
< o8a-1-} 178 13y (R P (R7)) <E]P’5|A§|8q> 3
(5 (17 - &) + ELx; - %)
Then we estimate EF (| X7 — X,|37) + E| X7 — X;|3. Note that
EVIX; - XM+ EX] - XY = E[IX7 - Xo[*(A7) 7] + E[X7 — X[
< (EX; - Xt|16q)% <E(A?p)‘2>% +E|X; - X,[%.
By the similar deduction to that in Lemma [5.1] one can get that
E(A7) < C,
which yields that

A < PRI, ey | O (BN = X0%)* BN -] (39
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Combining (@) with (B5) and taking the limit as ¢ — 0, we get that
lim A, = 0. (36)

e—0
For Ay, by the Holder inequality, one can obtain that
Ay = 29EF|F(X, LEN; - F(X, ZE )N
< 2 F HETIAf — A7l

||Cb JLip (R™xP2(R™))

9dg— 1||F||Cb iy (R7 X P3(R™)) [|A§ — Ag|4q(A;)—1]

1 1
< 2P opyge (BINT — AT) (E(A7) %)
< C(E|A§ - A$|8q> J
Next, we observe |AS — A?|. By definitions of A? and Af, it holds that
A7 — A

= Jew{ [ wexeziaavi+ g [ o gorash - e { [ 1% 25
+/Othi(Xs,$£S)hl(X€ L5 )ds — /|h X, 25 )Pds |

— AY. ‘exp{/ot (R'(XZ, Z%:) — h(X,, 2%)) AV}
e [ 2P — s )

t
s [ 25 P - 1O 200G 2E) ds -1 (37)
0

Then, we deal with the integral [} <hZ X5, 2%:) — hi()_(s,oiﬂgs)> dV}. From the isometric
formula and (Hp,), it follows that

E}/ h’X‘f ZE) hi(Xs,$£5)>dmi2

_ ]E[/ WX 25) — (X, 2P
< E[/ Lo (12 = X2+ W3(L5,, 28) ) ds]
0

< CE( sup X7 - %),

0<t<T

which implies that

P -2
i [ (05245~ 1%, )] o

e—0

and then
lim (h’(Xj,c%Pg) (X, £5))dV) =0, a.s.

e—0 0
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For the integral [, (|h(X,, Li )P =X, Zx:)I?)ds, by (Hy) and the dominated conver-
gence theorem, we obtain that
t

lim (Jh(Xs, L5 ) = [W(XZ, ZLx)P)ds =0,  a.s..
e=0 Jg s s
By the similar deduction to the above equality, one could get

t

lim [ (|h(XZ, Ly — h'(X,, L5 )W (XS, Lx:))ds =0, a.s..
0

e—0

Thus, by taking the limit on both sides of ([37]), it holds that
E_I%‘Af — A =0, as.
Also note that
t t
A = e {80 [ WX 2500V g [ 00X 25 Ps)
0
t
_ exp{/ Rqh' (X2, L5 )dV; — —/ 18qh( X§,$P§)|2d8}
0

-exp { (326" + 40) / [h(X:, 25, Pds |
0

t t
< oo [ s 25V - 5 [ e 25 Pashexpl(CT)
0 0

to 1/t _
AP < esp { | Sab (. 2800V = 5 [ 18an(%.. 25 ) Pas} esplCT)
Thus, by the dominated convergence theorem it holds that
lim A; = 0. (38)

e—0

Finally, taking the limit on both sides of (84]) and inserting ([B6) and (B8) in (34]), we
have ([B2). The proof is complete.
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