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Abstract. In this paper, we consider asymptotic behaviors of multiscale multivalued
stochastic systems with small noises. First of all, for general, fully coupled systems
for multivalued stochastic differential equations of slow and fast motions with small
noises in the slow components, we prove the strong convergence in the functional law
of large numbers by the time discretization scheme. Then for those systems whose slow
diffusion coefficients don’t depend on the fast components, the large deviation principle
is established by the weak convergence approach.

1. Introduction

Fix T > 0 and take a complete filtered probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P). Let
(W 1

t ), (W
2
t ) be d1- and d2-dimensional standard Brownian motions defined on (Ω,F ,

{Ft}t∈[0,T ],P), respectively. Moreover, (W 1
t ) and (W 2

t ) are mutually independent. Con-
sider the following slow-fast system on Rn × Rm:















dXε,γ
t ∈ −A1(X

ε,γ
t )dt+ b1(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dt +
√
εσ1(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dW 1
t ,

Xε,γ
0 = x0 ∈ D(A1), 0 6 t 6 T,

dY ε,γ
t ∈ −A2(Y

ε,γ
t )dt+ 1

γ
b2(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dt + 1√
γ
σ2(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dW 2
t ,

Y ε,γ
0 = y0 ∈ D(A2), 0 6 t 6 T,

(1)

where A1, A2 are two multivalued maximal monotone operators (See Subsection 2.2), and
these mappings b1 : Rn × Rm → Rn, σ1 : Rn × Rm → Rn×d1 , b2 : Rn × Rm → Rm,
σ2 : R

n×Rm → Rm×d2 are all Borel measurable. Here 0 < ε < 1 is a small parameter and
γ := γ(ε) > 0 represents the other small parameter (depending on ε) which characterizes
the ratio of timescales between processes Xε,γ

· and Y ε,γ
· .

We interpret the system (1) as a system of slow and fast components, where Xε,γ
· ,

Y ε,γ
· are slow and fast components, respectively. And these systems like (1) are used for

modelling in physics, engineering and economics and for optimization and equilibrium
problems involving random data; see [1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 32] and the references therein. Differ-
ent from common multiscale stochastic systems consisting of two stochastic differential
equations (SDEs in short) (cf. e.g. [4, 11, 12, 14, 15, 20, 21, 22, 23, 34]), the system (1)
contains two multivalued SDEs. Therefore, we call the system (1) a multiscale multivalued
stochastic system. Moreover, we emphasize that two operators A1, A2 are multivalued,
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nonlinear and not smooth. The first goal of this paper is to show that as ε, γ → 0, the
solution Xε,γ

· of the slow component in the system (1) will converge to the solution of the
following average equation

{

dX̄t ∈ −A1(X̄t)dt + b̄1(X̄t)dt,

X̄0 = x0 ∈ D(A1), 0 6 t 6 T,

where b̄1(x) :=
∫

Rm b1(x, y)ν
x(dy) and νx is the unique invariant probability measure of

Eq.(10) (See Subsection 3.1). Concretely speaking, under some suitable assumptions we
prove that

lim
ε→0

E

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε,γ
t − X̄t|2

)

= 0.

Recently, Chen and Wu [8] considered the following multiscale stochastic system:














dXγ
t ∈ −∂ϕ(Xγ

t )dt+ b1(X
γ
t , Y

γ
t )dt+ σ1(X

γ
t )dW

1
t ,

Xγ
0 = x0 ∈ D(∂ϕ), 0 6 t 6 T,

dY γ
t ∈ −∂ψ(Y γ

t )dt+
1
γ
b2(X

γ
t , Y

γ
t )dt+

1√
γ
σ2(X

γ
t , Y

γ
t )dW

2
t ,

Y γ
0 = y0 ∈ D(∂ψ), 0 6 t 6 T,

(2)

where ϕ, ψ are lower semicontinuous convex functions on Rn,Rm, respectively, ∂ϕ, ∂ψ
are corresponding subdifferential operators and σ1 is independent of y. There they also
obtained the above result. Note that by Example 2.1, ∂ϕ, ∂ψ are maximal monotone
operators and the system (2) is a multiscale multivalued stochastic system. Thus, com-
paring Theorem 3.1 (See Subsection 3.1) with Theorem 4.3 in [8], we find that our result
is more general. That is, the small noise in the slow component can improve the result,
which is one of our motivations.

Next, it would be useful to further study the probability of the deviation Xε,γ
· − X̄·.

The study of these rare events in the multiscale framework is a difficult problem due to
the presence of the underlying fast component. The first step is to develop the associated
large deviations theory.

The large deviation principle (LDP in short) is an important topic in the probability
theory and has widespread applications in many fields such as thermodynamics, statistics,
information theory and engineering. Moreover, the research on the LDP for the common
multiscale stochastic systems with the small noises has fruitful results in the literature
(cf. [10, 16, 18, 24, 25, 26, 33, 35, 36]). As to the case in this paper, to the best of our
knowledge there are few related results in the literature. Therefore, the second goal of
this paper is to show the LDP for the following multiscale multivalued stochastic system:















dXε,γ
t ∈ −A1(X

ε,γ
t )dt+ b1(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dt +
√
εσ1(X

ε,γ
t )dW 1

t ,

Xε,γ
0 = x0 ∈ D(A1), 0 6 t 6 T,

dY ε,γ
t ∈ −A2(Y

ε,γ
t )dt+ 1

γ
b2(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dt + 1√
γ
σ2(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dW 2
t ,

Y ε,γ
0 = y0 ∈ D(A2), 0 6 t 6 T.

(3)

Concretely speaking, if the parameters ε, γ satisfy

lim
ε→0

γ

ε
= 0,

we prove that the family {Xε,γ, ε ∈ (0, 1)} satisfies the LDP in S := C([0, T ],D(A1)).
2



In [25], Kushner considered the following multiscale stochastic system:














dXε,γ
t = b1(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dt +
√
εσ1(X

ε,γ
t )dW 1

t + dZε,γ
t ,

Xε,γ
0 = x0, 0 6 t 6 T,

dY ε,γ
t = 1

γ
b2(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dt+ 1√
γ
σ2(X

ε,γ
t )dW 2

t ,

Y ε,γ
0 = y0, 0 6 t 6 T,

(4)

where Zε,γ
· is a boundary reflection process depending on Xε,γ

· and σ2 is independent of
y. There he mentioned that when

lim
ε→0

γ

ε
= 0,

and b1, b2 are linear, the family {Xε,γ, ε ∈ (0, 1)} satisfies the LDP. Note that by Example
2.2, if we take special A1 and A2 = 0, the system (3) can become the system (4). Therefore
our result (Theorem 3.3) is more general.

Here we mention that based on the order that ε, γ converge to 0, there are three different
regimes, i.e.

lim
ε→0

γ

ε
=







0, Regime 1;
c ∈ (0,∞), Regime 2;
∞, Regime 3.

For Regime 2 and Regime 3, the LDP of current setting becomes quite complicated and our
current approach does seem to work directly anymore. In [33], Spiliopoulos investigated
the LDP for all three regimes by means of occupation measures and the characterization
of optimal controls. However, for the system (3), due to containing the multivalued
operators A1, A2, it is difficult to prove the tightness for a family of occupation measures
through Poisson equations. Therefore, in the forthcoming work we will consider the cases
of Regime 2 and Regime 3.

The novelty of this work lies in establishing the strong convergence in the functional
law of large numbers and the LDP for systems of slow-fast motion as in (1). Since two
operators A1, A2 are multivalued, nonlinear and not smooth, we need some new ideas and
approaches so as to reach two goals.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some notations,
maximal monotone operators and multivalued SDEs, and also list all assumptions. In Sec-
tion 3, we formulate the main results. Before proving main results, we make preparations
in Section 4. Two main theorems are showed in Section 5 and 6, 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 the section, we will recall some notations and some concepts of maximal monotone
operators and multivalued SDEs, and finally 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 Rn. U∗ denotes the transpose of the matrix U .
Let Bb(R

n) be the set of all bounded Borel measurable functions on Rn. Let C(Rn) be
the set of all functions which are continuous on R

n. C2(Rn) represents the collection of
all functions in C(Rn) with continuous derivatives of order up to 2.
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2.2. Maximal monotone operators. In the subsection, we introduce maximal mono-
tone operators.

For a multivalued operator A : Rn 7→ 2R
n

, where 2R
n

stands for all the subsets of Rn,
set

D(A) := {x ∈ R
n : A(x) 6= ∅} ,

Gr(A) :=
{

(x, y) ∈ R
2n : x ∈ D(A), y ∈ A(x)

}

.

We say that A is monotone if 〈x1 − x2, y1− y2〉 > 0 for any (x1, y1), (x2, y2) ∈ Gr(A), and
A is maximal monotone if

(x1, y1) ∈ Gr(A) ⇐⇒ 〈x1 − x2, y1 − y2〉 > 0, ∀(x2, y2) ∈ Gr(A).

For readers to understand maximal monotone operators very well, we give two examples.

Example 2.1. For a lower semicontinuous convex function ϕ : Rn 7→ (−∞,+∞], we
assume Int(Dom(ϕ)) 6= ∅, where Dom(ϕ) ≡ {x ∈ R

n;ϕ(x) < ∞} and Int(Dom(ϕ)) is
the interior of Dom(ϕ). Define the subdifferential operator of the function ϕ:

∂ϕ(x) := {y ∈ R
n : 〈y, z − x〉 + ϕ(x) 6 ϕ(z), ∀z ∈ R

n}.
Then ∂ϕ is a maximal monotone operator.

Example 2.2. For a closed convex subset O of Rn, we suppose Int(O) 6= ∅. Define the
indicator function of O as follows:

IO(x) :=

{

0, if x ∈ O,
+∞, if x /∈ O.

The subdifferential operator of IO is given by

∂IO(x) := {y ∈ R
n : 〈y, x− z〉 > 0, ∀z ∈ O}

=











∅, if x /∈ O,
{0}, if x ∈ Int(O),

Λx, if x ∈ ∂O,
where Λx is the exterior normal cone at x. By simple deduction, we know that ∂IO is a
maximal monotone operator.

In the following, we recall some properties of a maximal monotone operator A (cf.[6,
27]):

(i) Int(D(A)) and D(A) are convex subsets of Rn with Int
(

D(A)
)

= Int
(

D(A)
)

, where

Int(D(A)) denotes the interior of the set D(A).
(ii) For every x ∈ Rn, A(x) is a closed and convex subset of Rn.

Take any T > 0 and fix it. Let V0 be the set of all continuous functions K : [0, T ] 7→ Rn

with finite variations and K0 = 0. For K ∈ V0 and s ∈ [0, T ], we shall use |K|s0 to denote
the variation of K on [0,s] and write |K|TV := |K|T0 . Set

A :=
{

(X,K) : X ∈ C([0, T ],D(A)), K ∈ V0,

and 〈Xt − x, dKt − ydt〉 > 0 for any (x, y) ∈ Gr(A)
}

.

And about A we have the following two results (cf.[7, 38]).
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Lemma 2.3. For X ∈ C([0, T ],D(A)) and K ∈ V0, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(i) (X,K) ∈ A .
(ii) For any (x, y) ∈ C([0, T ],Rd) with (xt, yt) ∈ Gr(A), it holds that

〈Xt − xt, dKt − ytdt〉 > 0.

(iii) For any (X
′

, K
′

) ∈ A , it holds that
〈

Xt −X
′

t , dKt − dK
′

t

〉

> 0.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that Int(D(A)) 6= ∅. For any a ∈ Int(D(A)), there exist M1 > 0,
and M2,M3 > 0 such that for any (X,K) ∈ A and 0 6 s < t 6 T ,

∫ t

s

〈Xr − a, dKr〉 >M1 |K|ts −M2

∫ t

s

|Xr − a|dr −M3 (t− s) .

2.3. Multivalued SDEs. In the subsection, we introduce multivalued SDEs.
Fix T > 0 and consider the following multivalued SDE on Rn:

dXt ∈ −A(Xt)dt + b(Xt)dt+ σ(Xt)dW
1
t , 0 6 t 6 T, (5)

where A is a maximal monotone operator with Int(D(A)) 6= ∅, the coefficients b : Rn 7→
Rn, σ : Rn 7→ Rn × Rd1 are Borel measurable and W 1

· is a d1-dimensional Brownian
motion on a filtered probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P).

Definition 2.5. We say that Eq.(5) admits a strong solution with the initial value X0 ∈
D(A) if there exists a pair of adapted processes (X,K) on (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P) such that

(i) Xt ∈ FW 1

t , where {FW 1

t }t∈[0,T ] stands for the σ-field filtration generated by W 1,
(ii) (X·(ω), K·(ω)) ∈ A P a.s.,
(iii) it holds that

P

{
∫ T

0

(|b(Xs)|+ ‖σ(Xs)‖2)ds < +∞
}

= 1,

and

Xt = X0 −Kt +

∫ t

0

b(Xs)ds+

∫ t

0

σ(Xs)dW
1
s , 0 6 t 6 T, P a.s..

2.4. A general criterion of large deviation principles. In this subsection, we present
a general criterion to establish the LDP.

Let S be a Polish space. For each ε > 0, let Xε be a S-valued random variable given
on (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P).

Definition 2.6. The function I on S is called a rate function if for each M < ∞,
{ς ∈ S : I(ς) 6 M} is a compact subset of S.

Definition 2.7. We say that {Xε} satisfies the Laplace principle with the rate function
I, if for any real bounded continuous function g on S,

lim
ε→0

ε logE

{

exp

[

−g(X
ε)

ε

]}

= − inf
ς∈S

(

g(ς) + I(ς)
)

.
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The Laplace principle is equivalent to that the family of {Xε, ε ∈ (0, 1)} satisfies the LDP
in (S,B(S)) with the rate function I. More precisely, for any closed subset B1 ∈ B(S),

lim sup
ε→0

ε logP(Xε ∈ B1) 6 − inf
ς∈B1

I(ς),

and for any open subset B2 ∈ B(S),

lim inf
ε→0

ε logP(Xε ∈ B2) > − inf
ς∈B2

I(ς).

Let us state the conditions under which the Laplace principle holds. SetH := L2([0, T ];Rd1+d2)

and ‖h‖H := (
∫ T

0
|h(t)|2dt) 1

2 for h ∈ H. Let A be the collection of predictable processes
u(ω, ·) belonging to H a.s. ω. For each N ∈ N we define two following spaces:

DN
2 :=

{

h ∈ H : ‖h‖2H 6 N
}

, AN
2 :=

{

u ∈ A : u(ω, ·) ∈ DN
2 ,P a.s. ω

}

.

We equip DN
2 with the weak convergence topology in H. So, DN

2 is metrizable as a
compact Polish space. In the sequel, DN

2 will be always endowed with this topology.

Condition 2.8. Let Ψε : C([0, T ];Rd1+d2) 7→ S be a family of measurable mappings.
There exists a measurable mapping Ψ0 : C([0, T ];Rd1+d2) 7→ S such that

(i) for N ∈ N and {hε, ε > 0} ⊂ DN
2 , h ∈ DN

2 , if hε → h as ε → 0, then

Ψ0

(
∫ ·

0

hε(s)ds

)

−→ Ψ0

(
∫ ·

0

h(s)ds

)

.

(ii) for N ∈ N and {uε, ε > 0} ⊂ AN
2 , u ∈ AN

2 , if uε converges in distribution to u as
ε→ 0, then

Ψε

(√
εW· +

∫ ·

0

uε(s)ds

)

d−→ Ψ0

(
∫ ·

0

u(s)ds

)

,

where W· is a d1 + d2-dimensional Brownian motion.

Given ς ∈ S, let Dς = {h ∈ H : ς = Ψ0(
∫ ·
0
h(s)ds)}. Let I : S 7→ [0,∞] be defined by

I(ς) =
1

2
inf
h∈Dς

‖h‖2
H
.

The following result is due to [5, Theorem 4.2].

Theorem 2.9. Set Xε := Ψε(
√
εW ). Assume that Condition 2.8 holds. Then {Xε}

satisfies the Laplace principle with the rate function I given above.

2.5. Assumptions. In the subsection, we give out all the assumptions used in the sequel:

(HA1) 0 ∈ Int(D(A1)).

(H1
b1,σ1

) There exists a constant Lb1,σ1 > 0 such that for xi ∈ Rn, yi ∈ Rm, i = 1, 2,

|b1(x1, y1)− b1(x2, y2)|2 + ‖σ1(x1, y1)− σ1(x2, y2)‖2 6 Lb1,σ1

(

|x1 − x2|2 + |y1 − y2|2
)

.

(HA2) 0 ∈ Int(D(A2)).

(H1
b2,σ2

) There exists a constant Lb2,σ2 > 0 such that for xi ∈ R
n, yi ∈ R

m, i = 1, 2,

|b2(x1, y1)− b2(x2, y2)|2 + ‖σ2(x1, y1)− σ2(x2, y2)‖2 6 Lb2,σ2

(

|x1 − x2|2 + |y1 − y2|2
)

.
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(H2
b2,σ2

) There exists a constant β > 0 satisfying β > 2Lb2,σ2 such that for x ∈ Rn,
yi ∈ Rm, i = 1, 2,

2〈y1 − y2, b2(x, y1)− b2(x, y2)〉+ ‖σ2(x, y1)− σ2(x, y2)‖2 6 −β|y1 − y2|2.
(H3

σ2
) σ2(x, y) is bounded.

Remark 2.10. (i) (HA1), (HA2) can be replaced by Int(D(A1)) 6= ∅, Int(D(A2)) 6= ∅,
respectively. Indeed, if we require Int(D(A1)) 6= ∅, for any a ∈ Int(D(A1)), by shifting the

domain of A1 and defining b̃1(x, y) = b1(x − a, y), σ̃1(x, y) = σ1(x − a, y), this situation
becomes the case of 0 ∈ Int(D(A1)).

(ii) (H1
b1,σ1

) yields that there exists a constant L̄b1,σ1 > 0 such that for x ∈ R
n, y ∈ R

m,

|b1(x, y)|2 + ‖σ1(x, y)‖2 6 L̄b1,σ1(1 + |x|2 + |y|2). (6)

(iii) (H1
b2,σ2

) implies that there exists a constant L̄b2,σ2 > 0 such that for x ∈ Rn,
y ∈ Rm,

|b2(x, y)|2 + ‖σ2(x, y)‖2 6 L̄b2,σ2(1 + |x|2 + |y|2). (7)

(iv) By (H1
b2,σ2

) and (H2
b2,σ2

), it holds that for x ∈ Rn, y ∈ Rm

2〈y, b2(x, y)〉+ ‖σ2(x, y)‖2 6 −α|y|2 + C(1 + |x|2), (8)

where α := β − 2Lb2,σ2 and C > 0 is a constant.

Remark 2.11. For these assumptions, (HA1), (HA2), (H1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

) assure well-

posedness. Then we add (H2
b2,σ2

) to obtain the functional law of large numbers, and also

assume (H3
σ2
) to establish the large deviation principle.

3. Formulation for main results

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

3.1. The functional law of large numbers. In this subsection, we state the functional
law of large numbers result.

Recall the following slow-fast system on Rn × Rm:














dXε,γ
t ∈ −A1(X

ε,γ
t )dt+ b1(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dt +
√
εσ1(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dW 1
t ,

Xε,γ
0 = x0 ∈ D(A1), 0 6 t 6 T,

dY ε,γ
t ∈ −A2(Y

ε,γ
t )dt+ 1

γ
b2(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dt + 1√
γ
σ2(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dW 2
t ,

Y ε,γ
0 = y0 ∈ D(A2), 0 6 t 6 T.

(9)

Under (HA1), (HA2), (H
1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

), by Lemma 4.1 below, we obtain that the system

(9) has a unique strong solution (Xε,γ
· , K1,ε,γ

· , Y ε,γ
· , K2,ε,γ

· ).
Take any x ∈ Rn and fix it. Consider the following multivalued SDE:

{

dY x
t ∈ −A2(Y

x
t )dt + b2(x, Y

x
t )dt + σ2(x, Y

x
t )dW

2
t ,

Y x
0 = y0 ∈ D(A2), 0 6 t 6 T.

(10)

Under (HA2), (H
1
b2,σ2

), we know that the above equation has a unique strong solution

(Y x,y0
· , K2,x,y0

· ) ([30]). Moreover, under (H2
b2,σ2

), by the same deduction as that of [27,
7



Theorem 3.2], one could obtain that there exists a unique invariant probability νx for
Eq.(10). So, we construct an average equation on (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P) as follows:

{

dX̄t ∈ −A1(X̄t)dt+ b̄1(X̄t)dt,
X̄0 = x0,

(11)

where b̄1(x) :=
∫

Rm b1(x, y)ν
x(dy).

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

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that (HA1), (HA2), (H
1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

) hold. If

lim
ε→0

γ

ε
= 0,

it holds that

lim
ε→0

E

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε,γ
t − X̄t|2

)

= 0,

where (X̄·, K̄·) is a solution for Eq.(11).

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is placed in Section 5.

Remark 3.2. We mention that the conclusion of the above theorem is still right, if (H1
b1,σ1

)
is replaced by the following nonlipschitz condition:

(H1′

b1,σ1
) There exist concave nondecreasing continuous functions ρi : R+ 7→ R+, i = 1, 2
satisfying ρi(0) = 0 and

∫

0+

z

z + ρ21(z) + ρ22(z)
dz = ∞,

such that for xi ∈ R
n, yi ∈ R

m, i = 1, 2,

|b1(x1, y1)− b1(x2, y2)|+ ‖σ1(x1, y1)− σ1(x2, y2)‖ 6 ρ1(|x1 − x2|) + ρ2(|y1 − y2|).
See [8] for some detailed proofs.

3.2. The large deviation principle. In this subsection, we require that σ1 is indepen-
dent of y in the system (9), and state the large deviation principle result.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that (HA1), (HA2), (H
1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

) (H3
σ2
) hold. If

lim
ε→0

γ

ε
= 0,

the family {Xε,γ, ε ∈ (0, 1)} satisfies the LDP in S := C([0, T ],D(A1)) with the rate
function given by

I(ς) =
1

2
inf

h∈Dς :ς=X̄h
‖h‖2H,

where X̄h solves the following equation
{

dX̄h
t ∈ −A1(X̄

h
t )dt+ b̄1(X̄

h
t )dt + σ1(X̄

h
t )π1h(t)dt,

X̄h
0 = x0 ∈ D(A1),

(12)

and π1 : R
d1+d2 7→ Rd1 is a projection operator.

The proof of Theorem 3.3 is placed in Section 6.
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Example 3.4. The typical example that Theorem 3.3 is applicable to is a particular
system of slow-fast motion, where the fast motion is a fast mean reverting process and the
slow motion appears due to the interest in short time asymptotics. Concretely speaking,
consider the following system on R× R:















dXε,γ
t ∈ −∂ϕ(Xε,γ

t )dt + b(Y ε,γ
t )dt +

√
εσ(Y ε,γ

t )dW 1
t ,

Xε,γ
0 = x0 ∈ D(∂ϕ), 0 6 t 6 T,

dY ε,γ
t ∈ −∂ψ(Y ε,γ

t )dt+ 1
γ
(m− 1

2
Y ε,γ
t )dt + 1√

γ
dW 2

t ,

Y ε,γ
0 = y0 ∈ D(∂ψ), 0 6 t 6 T,

(13)

where ϕ, ψ are lower semicontinuous convex functions on R, m ∈ R, W 1,W 2 are 1-
dimensional Brownian motions and b : R 7→ R, σ : R 7→ R are measurable functions. It is
obvious that

b1(x, y) = b(y), σ1(x, y) = σ(y), b2(x, y) = m− 1

2
y, σ2(x, y) = 1.

If 0 ∈ Int(D(∂ϕ)), 0 ∈ Int(D(∂ψ)), and b, σ are Lipschitz continuous, by Lemma 4.1, we
know that the system (13) has a unique strong solution (Xε,γ

· , K1,ε,γ
· , Y ε,γ

· , K2,ε,γ
· ). Note

that for yi ∈ R, i = 1, 2

2〈y1 − y2, b2(x, y1)− b2(x, y2)〉 = 2〈y1 − y2, m− 1

2
y1 −m+

1

2
y2〉 = −|y1 − y2|2,

where β = 1, Lb2,σ2 =
1
4
, β > 2Lb2,σ2. Thus, when σ(y) = σ for σ ∈ R, by Theorem 3.3 we

obtain that the family {Xε,γ, ε ∈ (0, 1)} satisfies the LDP in S := C([0, T ],D(∂ϕ)) with
the rate function given by

I(ς) =
1

2
inf

h∈Dς :ς=X̄h
‖h‖2

H
,

where X̄h solves the following equation
{

dX̄h
t ∈ −∂ϕ(X̄h

t )dt+ b̄dt+ σπ1h(t)dt,

X̄h
0 = x0 ∈ D(∂ϕ),

b̄ =
∫

R
b(y)ν(dy) and ν is the unique invariant probability measure of the following equa-

tion
{

dYt ∈ −∂ψ(Yt)dt + (m− 1
2
Yt)dt + dW 2

t ,

Y0 = y0 ∈ D(∂ψ), 0 6 t 6 T.

This is consistent with the conclusion in [33, Section 6.2].

4. Preparations

In this section, we make preparations so as to prove the main results.

4.1. Well-posedness for the system (9).

Lemma 4.1. Assume that (HA1), (HA2), (H
1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

) hold. Then the system (9)

has a unique strong solution (Xε,γ
· , K1,ε,γ

· , Y ε,γ
· , K2,ε,γ

· ).

Since the proof of the above lemma is similar to that of [8, Theorem 6.1], we omit it.
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4.2. Some estimates for the frozen equation (10).

Lemma 4.2. Under (HA2), (H
1
b2,σ2

)-(H2
b2,σ2

), it holds that for any t ∈ [0, T ], x, x1, x2 ∈
Rn, y1, y2 ∈ Rm

E|Y x,y0
t |2 6 |y0|2e−

α
2
t + C(1 + |x|2), (14)

E|Y x1,y1
t − Y x2,y2

t |2 6 |y1 − y2|2e−αt + C|x1 − x2|2. (15)

Proof. Applying the Itô formula to |Y x,y0
t |2eλ1t for λ1 =

α
2
and taking the expectation, we

get that

E|Y x,y0
t |2eλ1t = |y0|2 + λ1E

∫ t

0

eλ1s|Y x,y0
s |2ds+ 2E

∫ t

0

eλ1s〈Y x,y0
s , dK2,x,y0

s 〉

+2E

∫ t

0

eλ1s〈Y x,y0
s , b2(x, Y

x,y0
s )〉ds+ E

∫ t

0

eλ1s‖σ2(x, Y x,y0
s )‖2ds

6 |y0|2 + λ1E

∫ t

0

eλ1s|Y x,y0
s |2ds+ 2E

∫ t

0

eλ1s|v||Y x,y0
s |ds

+E

∫ t

0

eλ1s
(

− α|Y x,y0
s |2 + C(1 + |x|2)

)

ds

6 |y0|2 + λ1E

∫ t

0

eλ1s|Y x,y0
s |2ds+ α

2
E

∫ t

0

eλ1s|Y x,y0
s |2ds + C

∫ t

0

eλ1sds

+E

∫ t

0

eλ1s
(

− α|Y x,y0
s |2 + C(1 + |x|2)

)

ds

6 |y0|2 + (λ1 +
α

2
− α)E

∫ t

0

eλ1s|Y x,y0
s |2ds+ C(1 + |x|2)

∫ t

0

eλ1sds

= |y0|2 + C(1 + |x|2)e
λ1t − 1

λ1
,

where v ∈ A2(0) and Lemma 2.3 is used. By the above deduction, it holds that

E|Y x,y0
t |2 6 |y0|2e−

α
2
t + C(1 + |x|2).

Next, we deal with the second estimate. Let (Y x1,y1
· , K2,x1,y1

· ) and (Y x2,y2
· , K2,x2,y2

· ) be
the solutions to Eq.(10) with initial values y1 and y2, respectively. Then it holds that

Y x1,y1
t − Y x2,y2

t = y1 − y2 − (K2,x1,y1
t −K2,x2,y2

t ) +

∫ t

0

(

b2(x1, Y
x1,y1
s )− b2(x2, Y

x2,y2
s )

)

ds

+

∫ t

0

(

σ2(x1, Y
x1,y1
s )− σ2(x2, Y

x2,y2
s )

)

dW 2
s .

Applying the Itô formula to |Y x1,y1
t − Y x2,y2

t |2eλ2t for λ2 = α and taking expectation on
two sides, we obtain that

E|Y x1,y1
t − Y x2,y2

t |2eλ2t = |y1 − y2|2 + λ2E

∫ t

0

eλ2s|Y x1,y1
s − Y x2,y2

s |2ds

+2E

∫ t

0

eλ2s〈Y x1,y1
s − Y x2,y2

s , d(K2,x1,y1
s −K2,x2,y2

s )〉

+2E

∫ t

0

eλ2s〈Y x1,y1
s − Y x2,y2

s , b2(x1, Y
x1,y1
s )− b2(x2, Y

x2,y2
s )〉ds
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+E

∫ t

0

eλ2s‖σ2(x1, Y x1,y1
s )− σ2(x2, Y

x2,y2
s )‖2ds

6 |y1 − y2|2 + λ2E

∫ t

0

eλ2s|Y x1,y1
s − Y x2,y2

s |2ds

+2E

∫ t

0

eλ2s〈Y x1,y1
s − Y x2,y2

s , b2(x1, Y
x1,y1
s )− b2(x1, Y

x2,y2
s )〉ds

+E

∫ t

0

eλ2s‖σ2(x1, Y x1,y1
s )− σ2(x1, Y

x2,y2
s )‖2ds

+2E

∫ t

0

eλ2s〈Y x1,y1
s − Y x2,y2

s , b2(x1, Y
x2,y2
s )− b2(x2, Y

x2,y2
s )〉ds

+E

∫ t

0

eλ2s‖σ2(x1, Y x1,y1
s )− σ2(x1, Y

x2,y2
s )‖2ds

+2E

∫ t

0

eλ2s‖σ2(x1, Y x2,y2
s )− σ2(x2, Y

x2,y2
s )‖2ds

6 |y1 − y2|2 + (λ2 − β + 2Lb2,σ2)E

∫ t

0

eλ2s|Y x1,y1
s − Y x2,y2

s |2ds

+C|x1 − x2|2
eλ2t − 1

λ2
,

which implies that

E|Y x1,y1
t − Y x2,y2

t |2 6 |y1 − y2|2e−αt + C|x1 − x2|2.
The proof is complete. �

By the above lemma and the definition of νx, it holds that
∫

D(A2)

|y|2νx(dy) =

∫

D(A2)

E|Y x,y
t |2νx(dy) 6

∫

D(A2)

(

|y|2e−α
2
t + C(1 + |x|2)

)

νx(dy)

= e−
α
2
t

∫

D(A2)

|y|2νx(dy) + C(1 + |x|2),

and furthermore
∫

D(A2)

|y|2νx(dy) 6 C(1 + |x|2). (16)

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that (H1
b1,σ1

), (HA2), (H
1
b2,σ2

), (H2
b2,σ2

) hold. Then, for any t ∈
[0, T ] there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|Eb1(x, Y x,y0
t )− b̄1(x)|2 6 Ce−αt(1 + |x|2 + |y0|2). (17)

Proof. Based on (16), one can obtain that

|Eb1(x, Y x,y0
t )− b̄1(x)|2 =

∣

∣

∣
Eb1(x, Y

x,y0
t )−

∫

D(A2)

b1(x, y)ν
x(dy)

∣

∣

∣

2

=
∣

∣

∣Eb1(x, Y
x,y0
t )−

∫

D(A2)

Eb1(x, Y
x,y
t )νx(dy)

∣

∣

∣

2
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6

∫

D(A2)

E|b1(x, Y x,y0
t )− b1(x, Y

x,y
t )|2νx(dy)

6 Lb1,σ1

∫

D(A2)

E|Y x,y0
t − Y x,y

t |2νx(dy)

(15)
6 Lb1,σ1

∫

D(A2)

|y0 − y|2e−αtνx(dy)

6 2Lb1,σ1e
−αt

(

|y0|2 +
∫

D(A2)

|y|2νx(dy)
)

6 Ce−αt(1 + |x|2 + |y0|2),
where the second inequality is based on (H1

b1,σ1
). The proof is complete. �

Lemma 4.4. Under (HA2), (H
1
b1,σ1

), (H1
b2,σ2

), (H2
b2,σ2

), it holds that for any x1, x2 ∈ Rn

|b̄1(x1)− b̄1(x2)| 6 C|x1 − x2|. (18)

Proof. From (17) and (15), it follows that for any x1, x2 ∈ Rn

|b̄1(x1)− b̄1(x2)|2 6 3|b̄1(x1)− Eb1(x1, Y
x1,y0
t )|2 + 3|Eb1(x1, Y x1,y0

t )− Eb1(x2, Y
x2,y0
t )|2

+3|Eb1(x2, Y x2,y0
t )− b̄1(x2)|2

6 3Ce−αt(1 + |x1|2 + |y0|2) + 3C|x1 − x2|2 + 3Ce−αt(1 + |x2|2 + |y0|2).
Letting t→ ∞, we obtain that

|b̄1(x1)− b̄1(x2)| 6 C|x1 − x2|,
which completes the proof. �

5. Proof of Theorem 3.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 3.1. The proof consists of two parts. In the first
part (Subsection 5.1), we segment the time interval [0, T ] by the size δ, where δ is a fixed
positive number depending on γ, and introduce two auxiliary processes:

{

Ŷ ε,γ
t ∈ −A2(Ŷ

ε,γ
t )dt + 1

γ
b2(X

ε,γ
t(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
t )dt+ 1√

γ
σ2(X

ε,γ
t(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
t )dW 2

t ,

Ŷ ε,γ
0 = y0 ∈ D(A2),

(19)

{

X̂ε,γ
t ∈ −A1(X̂

ε,γ
t )dt + b1(X

ε,γ
t(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
t )dt+

√
εσ1(X

ε,γ
t , Y ε,γ

t )dW 1
t ,

X̂ε,γ
0 = x0 ∈ D(A1),

(20)

where t(δ) = [ t
δ
]δ, and [ t

δ
] denotes the integer part of t

δ
. (Ŷ ε,γ, K̂2,ε,γ), (X̂ε,γ, K̂1,ε,γ) denote

strong solutions of Eq.(19) and (20), respectively. Then we estimateXε,γ, K1,ε,γ, Y ε,γ, X̂ε,γ,

K̂1,ε,γ, Ŷ ε,γ. In the second part (Subsection 5.2), we present some estimates for the average
equation (11).

5.1. Some necessary estimates.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t |2

)

6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2), (21)
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sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Y ε,γ
t |2 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2), (22)

E|K1,ε,γ|T0 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2). (23)

Proof. First of all, we estimate Xε,γ
t . Note that Xε,γ

t satisfies the following equation:

Xε,γ
t = x0 −K1,ε,γ

t +

∫ t

0

b1(X
ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )ds +
√
ε

∫ t

0

σ1(X
ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )dW 1
s .

By applying the Itô formula to |Xε,γ
t |2, it holds that

|Xε,γ
t |2 = |x0|2 − 2

∫ t

0

〈Xε,γ
s , dK1,ε,γ

s 〉+ 2

∫ t

0

〈Xε,γ
s , b1(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )〉ds

+2
√
ε

∫ t

0

〈Xε,γ
s , σ1(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )dW 1
s 〉+ ε

∫ t

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )‖2ds, (24)

and furthermore for any u ∈ A1(0),

|Xε,γ
t |2 6 |x0|2 + 2|u|

∫ t

0

|Xε,γ
s |ds+

∫ t

0

|Xε,γ
s |2ds+

∫ t

0

|b1(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )|2ds

+2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈Xε,γ
s , σ1(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )dW 1
s 〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∫ t

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )‖2ds,

where Lemma 2.3 is used in the above inequality. Then the BDG inequality and (6) imply
that

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ
s |2

)

6 (|x0|2 + 2|u|T ) + (2|u|+ 1)E

∫ t

0

|Xε,γ
r |2dr + L̄b1,σ1E

∫ t

0

(1 + |Xε,γ
r |2 + |Y ε,γ

r |2)dr

+2E sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0

〈Xε,γ
r , σ1(X

ε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )dW 1
r 〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C(|x0|2 + 1) + CE

∫ t

0

|Xε,γ
r |2dr + CE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ
r |2dr

+CE

(
∫ t

0

|Xε,γ
r |2‖σ1(Xε,γ

r , Y ε,γ
r )‖2dr

)1/2

6 C(|x0|2 + 1) + CE

∫ t

0

|Xε,γ
r |2dr + CE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ
r |2dr

+
1

2
E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ
s |2

)

+ CE

∫ t

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )‖2dr,

and furthermore

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ
s |2

)

6 C(|x0|2 + 1) + C

∫ t

0

E|Xε,γ
r |2dr + C

∫ t

0

E|Y ε,γ
r |2dr. (25)
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For Y ε,γ
t , fix v ∈ A2(0). Applying the Itô formula to |Y ε,γ

t |2eλt for λ = α
2γ

and taking

the expectation, one could obtain that

E|Y ε,γ
t |2eλt

= |y0|2 + λE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ
s |2eλsds− 2E

∫ t

0

eλs〈Y ε,γ
s , dK2,ε,γ

s 〉+ 2

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs〈Y ε,γ
s , b2(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )〉ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )‖2ds

(8)
6 |y0|2 + λE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ
s |2eλsds + 2E

∫ t

0

eλs|v||Y ε,γ
s |ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs
(

− α|Y ε,γ
s |2 + C(1 + |Xε,γ

s |2)
)

ds

6 |y0|2 +
(

λ+
α

2γ
− α

γ

)

E

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ
s |2eλsds+ C

∫ t

0

eλsds +
C

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs(1 + |Xε,γ
s |2)ds

6 |y0|2 + C
eλt − 1

λ
+ C

eλt − 1

γλ

(

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ
s |2

)

+ 1

)

.

From this, it follows that

E|Y ε,γ
t |2 6 C(|y0|2 + 1) + CE

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ
s |2

)

. (26)

Inserting (26) in (25), by the Gronwall inequality one can get that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t |2

)

6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2),

which together with (26) implies that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Y ε,γ
t |2 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2).

Finally, for K1,ε,γ, by (24) and Lemma 2.4, it holds that

|Xε,γ
T |2 = |x0|2 − 2

∫ T

0

〈Xε,γ
s , dK1,ε,γ

s 〉+ 2

∫ T

0

〈Xε,γ
s , b1(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )〉ds

+2
√
ε

∫ T

0

〈Xε,γ
s , σ1(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )dW 1
s 〉+ ε

∫ T

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )‖2ds

6 |x0|2 − 2M1

∣

∣K1,ε,γ
∣

∣

T

0
+ 2M2

∫ T

0

|Xε,γ
s |ds + 2M3T +

∫ T

0

|Xε,γ
s |2ds

+

∫ T

0

|b1(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )|2ds+ 2
√
ε

∫ T

0

〈Xε,γ
s , σ1(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )dW 1
s 〉

+ε

∫ T

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )‖2ds,
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and

2M1E
∣

∣K1,ε,γ
∣

∣

T

0
6 |x0|2 + 2(M2 +M3)T + (2M2 + 1)

∫ T

0

E|Xε,γ
s |2ds

+C

∫ T

0

(1 + E|Xε,γ
s |2 + E|Y ε,γ

s |2)ds,

which together with (21) and (22) yields that

E
∣

∣K1,ε,γ
∣

∣

T

0
6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2).

The proof is complete. �

By the same deduction to that in Lemma 5.1, we obtain the following estimate.

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, it holds that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Ŷ ε,γ
t |2 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2), (27)

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X̂ε,γ
t |2

)

6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2), (28)

E|K̂1,ε,γ|T0 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2). (29)

Next, we estimate some differences.

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that

lim
l→0

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6t6s+l

|Xε,γ
t −Xε,γ

s |2 = 0, (30)

lim
l→0

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6t6s+l

|X̂ε,γ
t − X̂ε,γ

s |2 = 0. (31)

Proof. Since the proofs of (30) and (31) are similar, we only prove (30).
Note that for 0 6 s < t 6 T ,

Xε,γ
t −Xε,γ

s = −K1,ε,γ
t +K1,ε,γ

s +

∫ t

s

b1(X
ε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )dr +

∫ t

s

σ1(X
ε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )dW 1
r .

Thus, the Itô formula and (6) imply that

|Xε,γ
t −Xε,γ

s |2

= −2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s , dK1,ε,γ
r 〉+ 2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s , b1(X
ε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )〉dr

+2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s , σ1(X
ε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )dW 1
r 〉+

∫ t

s

‖σ1(Xε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )‖2dr

6 −2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s , dK1,ε,γ
r 〉+

∫ t

s

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2dr

+L̄b1,σ1

∫ t

s

(1 + |Xε,γ
r |2 + |Y ε,γ

r |2)dr + 2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s , σ1(X
ε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )dW 1
r 〉.(32)
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Next, we compute −2
∫ t

s
〈Xε,γ

r −Xε,γ
s , dK1,ε,γ

r 〉. Note that 0 ∈ Int(D(A1)). Thus, there
is a θ0 > 0 such that for any R > 0 and θ < θ0,

{

x ∈ B(0, R) : d(x, (D(A1))
c) > θ

}

6= ∅,

where B(0, R) := {x ∈ Rn : |x| 6 R}, d(·, ·) is the Euclidean distance in Rn and (D(A1))
c

denotes the complement of D(A1). Set

gR(θ) := sup
{

|z| : z ∈ A1(x) for all x ∈ B(0, R) with d
(

x, (D(A1))
c
)

> θ
}

,

and by the local boundedness of A1 on Int(D(A1)), it holds that

gR(θ) < +∞.

Again put for any l > 0

hR(l) := inf
{

θ ∈ (0, θ0) : gR(θ) 6 l−1/2
}

,

and we have that

gR (l + hR(l)) 6 l−1/2 and lim
l↓0

hR(l) = 0.

Take lR > 0 be such that lR + hR (lR) < θ0. For 0 < l < lR ∧ 1, let Xε,γ,l,R
s be the

projection of Xε,γ
s on

{

x ∈ B(0, R) : d
(

x, (D(A1))
c
)

> l + hR(l)
}

. Thus, for Zε,γ,l,R
s ∈

A1(X
ε,γ,l,R
s ), sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t | 6 R and 0 < t− s < l, it holds that

−2

∫ t

s

〈

Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s , dK1,ε,γ
r

〉

= −2

∫ t

s

〈

Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ,l,R

s , dK1,ε,γ
r

〉

− 2

∫ t

s

〈

Xε,γ,l,R
s −Xε,γ

s , dK1,ε,γ
r

〉

6 −2

∫ t

s

〈

Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ,l,R

s , Zε,γ,l,R
s

〉

dr + 2 (l + hR(l))
∣

∣K1,ε,γ
∣

∣

T

0

6 4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))
∣

∣K1,ε,γ
∣

∣

T

0
,

and furthermore by (32)

sup
s6t6s+l

|Xε,γ
t −Xε,γ

s |2 I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t |6R}

6

(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))
∣

∣K1,ε,γ
∣

∣

T

0

)

+ sup
s6t6s+l

∫ t

s

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2dr

+L̄b1,σ1 sup
s6t6s+l

∫ t

s

(

1 + |Xε,γ
r |2 + |Y ε,γ

r |2
)

dr

+C sup
s6t6s+l

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s , σ (Xε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )〉 dW 1
r

∣

∣

∣

∣

I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t |6R}.

From the above deduction and the BDG inequality, it follows that

E sup
s6t6s+l

|Xε,γ
t −Xε,γ

s |2 I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t |6R}

6
(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))E|K1,ε,γ|T0
)

+ C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2)l
16



+CE

(
∫ s+l

s

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2‖σ(Xε,γ
r , Y ε,γ

r )‖2dr
)1/2

I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t |6R}

6
(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))E|K1,ε,γ|T0
)

+ C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2)l

+
1

2
E sup

s6t6s+l
|Xε,γ

t −Xε,γ
s |2 I{ sup

t∈[0,T ]
|Xε,γ

t |6R} + C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2)l,

which yields that

E sup
s6t6s+l

|Xε,γ
t −Xε,γ

s |2 I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t |6R}

6
(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))E|K1,ε,γ|T0
)

+ C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2)l.
Based on this, letting l → 0 and then R→ ∞, one could conclude (30), which completes
the proof. �

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Then there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Y ε,γ
t − Ŷ ε,γ

t |2 6 C

α

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2
)

. (33)

Proof. First of all, by (9) and (19), we have that

Y ε,γ
t − Ŷ ε,γ

t = −K2,ε,γ
t + K̂2,ε,γ

t +
1

γ

∫ t

0

(

b2(X
ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )− b2(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )
)

ds

+
1√
γ

∫ t

0

(

σ2(X
ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )
)

dW 2
s .

Applying the Itô formula to |Y ε,γ
t − Ŷ ε,γ

t |2eλt for λ = α
γ
and taking the expectation, by

(H1
b2,σ2

) and (H2
b2,σ2

) one could obtain that

E|Y ε,γ
t − Ŷ ε,γ

t |2eλt = λE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ
s − Ŷ ε,γ

s |2eλsds− E

∫ t

0

2eλs〈Y ε,γ
s − Ŷ ε,γ

s , d(K2,ε,γ
s − K̂2,ε,γ

s )〉

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

2eλs〈Y ε,γ
s − Ŷ ε,γ

s , b2(X
ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )− b2(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )〉ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )‖2ds

6 λE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ
s − Ŷ ε,γ

s |2eλsds+ 1

γ
E

∫ t

0

2eλs〈Y ε,γ
s − Ŷ ε,γ

s , b2(X
ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )

−b2(Xε,γ
s , Ŷ ε,γ

s )〉ds + 1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ
s , Ŷ ε,γ

s )‖2ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

2eλs〈Y ε,γ
s − Ŷ ε,γ

s , b2(X
ε,γ
s , Ŷ ε,γ

s )− b2(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )〉ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ
s , Ŷ ε,γ

s )‖2ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

2eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ
s , Ŷ ε,γ

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )‖2ds

17



6 (λ− β

γ
+

2Lb2,σ2

γ
)E

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ
s − Ŷ ε,γ

s |2eλsds

+
C

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs|Xε,γ
s −Xε,γ

s(δ)|2ds

6
C

γ

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2
)

eλt − 1

λ
.

Finally, it follows that

E|Y ε,γ
t − Ŷ ε,γ

t |2 6 C

α

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2
)

.

The proof is complete. �

Finally, we estimate E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t − X̂ε,γ

t |2.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Then we have that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ
t − X̂ε,γ

t |2 6 C

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2
)

. (34)

Proof. Note that

Xε,γ
t − X̂ε,γ

t = −K1,ε,γ
t + K̂1,ε,γ

t +

∫ t

0

(

b1(X
ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )− b1(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )
)

ds.

Thus, by the Taylor formula, it holds that

|Xε,γ
t − X̂ε,γ

t |2 = −2

∫ t

0

< Xε,γ
s − X̂ε,γ

s , d(K1,ε,γ
s − K̂1,ε,γ

s )〉

+2

∫ t

0

< Xε,γ
s − X̂ε,γ

s , b1(X
ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )− b1(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )〉ds

6

∫ t

0

|Xε,γ
s − X̂ε,γ

s |2ds+ Lb1,σ1

∫ t

0

(|Xε,γ
s −Xε,γ

s(δ)|2 + |Y ε,γ
s − Ŷ ε,γ

s |2)ds,

and

E sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ
s − X̂ε,γ

s |2 6
∫ t

0

E sup
s∈[0,r]

|Xε,γ
s − X̂ε,γ

s |2dr + TC

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2
)

.

where we use (33). The Gronwall inequality yields the required result. The proof is
completed. �

5.2. Some estimates for the average equation (11).

Lemma 5.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, Eq.(11) has a unique solution
(X̄·, K̄·). Moreover, it holds that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X̄t|2 6 C(1 + |x0|2), (35)

lim
l→0

sup
s∈[0,T ]

sup
s6t6s+l

|X̄t − X̄s|2 = 0. (36)
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Proof. First of all, from (18), it follows that Eq.(11) has a unique solution (X̄·, K̄·). Then,
since the proofs of the required estimates are similar to that for Xε,γ in Lemma 5.1 and
Lemma 5.3, we omit them. The proof is complete. �

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Then there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε,γ
t − X̄t|2

)

6 C(
√
ε+ ε) + Σ(γ),

where

Σ(γ) := C

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|X̂ε,γ
r − X̂ε,γ

s |2 + sup
s∈[0,T ]

sup
s6t6s+δ

|X̄t − X̄s|2
)1/2

+C
(

(
γ

δ
)1/2 + δ1/2

)

+ C

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2
)

+C sup
s∈[0,T ]

sup
s6t6s+δ

|X̄t − X̄s|2.

Proof. Note that

X̂ε,γ
t − X̄t = −K̂1,ε,γ

t + K̄t +

∫ t

0

(

b1(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X̄s)

)

ds+
√
ε

∫ t

0

σ1(X
ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )dW 1
s .

Thus, by the Itô formula, it holds that

|X̂ε,γ
t − X̄t|2

= −2

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, d(K̂

1,ε,γ
s − K̄s)〉+ 2

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X̄s)〉ds

+2
√
ε

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, σ1(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )dW 1
s 〉+ ε

∫ t

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )‖2ds

6 2

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X̄s)〉ds

+2
√
ε

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, σ1(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )dW 1
s 〉+ εLb1,σ1

∫ t

0

(1 + |Xε,γ
s |2 + |Y ε,γ

s |2)ds.

Moreover, based on the BDG inequality, we get that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε,γ
t − X̄t|2

)

6 2E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X̄s)〉ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

+2
√
εE sup

06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, σ1(X

ε,γ
s , Y ε,γ

s )dW 1
s 〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

+ Cε

6 2E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X̄s)〉ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

+2
√
εCE

(
∫ T

0

|X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s|2‖σ1(Xε,γ

s , Y ε,γ
s )‖2ds

)1/2

+ Cε
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6 2E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X̄s)〉ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
1

2
E

(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε,γ
t − X̄t|2

)

+ C(
√
ε+ ε). (37)

Next, set

I := E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s, b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X̄s)〉ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

and we are devoted to estimating I. Note that

I 6 E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s − X̂ε,γ

s(δ) − X̄s + X̄s(δ), b1(X
ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X̄s)〉ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

+E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ), b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))〉ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

+E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ), b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))− b̄1(X̄s(δ))〉ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

+E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ), b̄1(X̄s(δ))− b̄1(X̄s)〉ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4. (38)

Thus, we estimate I1, I2, I3, I4, respectively.
For I1, by the Hölder inequality and the linear growth for b1, b̄1, it holds that

I1 6 C

(
∫ T

0

E(|X̂ε,γ
s − X̂ε,γ

s(δ)|2 + |X̄s − X̄s(δ)|2)ds
)1/2

×
(
∫ T

0

E(1 + |Xε,γ
s(δ)|2 + |Ŷ ε,γ

s |2 + |X̄s|2)ds
)1/2

6 C

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|X̂ε,γ
r − X̂ε,γ

s |2 + sup
s∈[0,T ]

sup
s6t6s+δ

|X̄t − X̄s|2
)1/2

. (39)

For I2, by the deduction in Step 2., we know that

I2 6 C
(

(
γ

δ
)1/2 + δ1/2

)

. (40)

For I3, the Lipschitz continuity of b̄1 implies that

I3 6 CE

∫ T

0

|X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ)|(|Xε,γ

s(δ) − X̂ε,γ
s(δ)|+ |X̂ε,γ

s(δ) − X̄s(δ)|)ds

6 C

∫ T

0

E|X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ)|2ds+ C

∫ T

0

E|Xε,γ
s(δ) − X̂ε,γ

s(δ)|2ds

6 C

∫ T

0

E|X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ)|2ds+ C

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2
)

. (41)
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For I4, by the Lipschitz continuity of b̄1 and (36), it holds that

I4 6 C

∫ T

0

E|X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ)|2ds+ C

∫ T

0

|X̄s − X̄s(δ)|2ds

6 C

∫ T

0

E|X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ)|2ds+ C sup

s∈[0,T ]

sup
s6t6s+δ

|X̄t − X̄s|2. (42)

Combining (39)-(42) with (38), we have that

I 6 Σ(γ) + C

∫ T

0

E|X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ)|2ds,

which together with (37) implies that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε,γ
t − X̄t|2

)

6 C(
√
ε+ ε) + Σ(γ) + C

∫ T

0

E

(

sup
06r6s

|X̂ε,γ
r − X̄r|2

)

ds.

Finally, the Gronwall inequality yields the required estimate.
Step 2. We prove (40).
For I2, it holds that

I2 =

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ [ t
δ
]δ

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ), b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))〉ds

+

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

〈X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ), b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))〉ds

∣

∣

∣

)

6

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ [ t
δ
]δ

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ), b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))〉ds

∣

∣

∣

)

+

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

〈X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ), b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))〉ds

∣

∣

∣

)

=: I21 + I22.

Next, we estimate I21. Note that

I21 =

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ [ t
δ
]δ

0

〈X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ), b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))〉ds

∣

∣

∣

)

= E

(

sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

[ t
δ
]−1
∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

〈X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ), b1(X

ε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))〉ds

∣

∣

∣

)

6 E

(

sup
06t6T

[ t
δ
]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

〈X̂ε,γ
kδ − X̄kδ, b1(X

ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ )〉ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

[T
δ
]−1
∑

k=0

E

(

∣

∣

∣

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

〈X̂ε,γ
kδ − X̄kδ, b1(X

ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ )〉ds

∣

∣

∣

)

6 [
T

δ
] sup
06k6[T

δ
]−1

E

(

∣

∣

∣

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

〈X̂ε,γ
kδ − X̄kδ, b1(X

ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ )〉ds

∣

∣

∣

)
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6 γ(
T

δ
) sup
06k6[T

δ
]−1

E

(

∣

∣

∣
〈X̂ε,γ

kδ − X̄kδ,

∫ δ/γ

0

(b1(X
ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
γs+kδ)− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ ))ds〉

∣

∣

∣

)

6 γ(
T

δ
) sup
06k6[T

δ
]−1

E|X̂ε,γ
kδ − X̄kδ|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ δ/γ

0

(b1(X
ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
γs+kδ)− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ ))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 γ(
T

δ
) sup
06k6[T

δ
]−1

(E|X̂ε,γ
kδ − X̄kδ|2)1/2

×



E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ δ/γ

0

(b1(X
ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
γs+kδ)− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ ))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




1/2

. (43)

Thus, we compute E

∣

∣

∣

∫ δ/γ

0
(b1(X

ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
γs+kδ)− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ ))ds

∣

∣

∣

2

. It is easy to see that

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ δ/γ

0

(b1(X
ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
γs+kδ)− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ ))ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 2E

∫ δ/γ

0

∫ δ/γ

r

〈b1(Xε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
γs+kδ)− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ ), b1(X

ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
γr+kδ)− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ )〉dsdr.

Therefore, set for 0 < r < s 6 δ/γ

Φ(s, r) := E〈b1(Xε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
γs+kδ)− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ ), b1(X

ε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
γr+kδ)− b̄1(X

ε,γ
kδ )〉,

and we only investigate Φ(s, r).

For any s > 0 and random variables ξ, ζ ∈ L2(Ω,Fs,P), ξ ∈ D(A1), ζ ∈ D(A2), we
consider the following equation

{

dY̌ γ,s,ξ,ζ
t ∈ −A2(Y̌

γ,s,ξ,ζ
t )dt+ 1

γ
b2(ξ, Y̌

γ,s,ξ,ζ
t )dt+ 1√

γ
σ2(ξ, Y̌

γ,s,ξ,ζ
t )dW 2

t ,

Y̌ γ,s,ξ,ζ
s = ζ.

Then it holds that

Ŷ ε,γ
t = Y̌

γ,kδ,Xε,γ
kδ

,Ŷ ε,γ
kδ

t , K̂2,ε,γ
t = Ǩ

2,γ,kδ,Xε,γ
kδ

,Ŷ ε,γ
kδ

t , t ∈ [kδ, (k + 1)δ],

and furthermore

Φ(s, r) = E〈b1(Xε,γ
kδ , Y̌

γ,kδ,Xε,γ
kδ

,Ŷ ε,γ
kδ

γs+kδ )− b̄1(X
ε,γ
kδ ), b1(X

ε,γ
kδ , Y̌

γ,kδ,Xε,γ
kδ

,Ŷ ε,γ
kδ

γr+kδ )− b̄1(X
ε,γ
kδ )〉.

Note that Xε,γ
kδ , Ŷ

ε,γ
kδ are Fkδ-measurable, and for any x ∈ D(A1), y ∈ D(A2), Y̌

γ,kδ,x,y
t is

independent of Fkδ. Thus, we have that

Φ(s, r) = E

[

E

[

〈b1(Xε,γ
kδ , Y̌

γ,kδ,Xε,γ
kδ

,Ŷ ε,γ
kδ

γs+kδ )− b̄1(X
ε,γ
kδ ),

b1(X
ε,γ
kδ , Y̌

γ,kδ,Xε,γ
kδ

,Ŷ ε,γ
kδ

γr+kδ )− b̄1(X
ε,γ
kδ )〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Fkδ

]]

= E

[

E

[

〈b1(x, Y̌ γ,kδ,x,y
γs+kδ )− b̄1(x), b1(x, Y̌

γ,kδ,x,y
γr+kδ )− b̄1(x)〉

]∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(x,y)=(Xε,γ
kδ

,Ŷ ε,γ
kδ

)

]

.
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Here, we investigate Y̌ γ,kδ,x,y
γs+kδ . On one hand, it holds that

Y̌ γ,kδ,x,y
γs+kδ = y − Ǩ2,γ,kδ,x,y

γs+kδ + Ǩ2,γ,kδ,x,y
kδ +

1

γ

∫ γs+kδ

kδ

b2(x, Y̌
ε,kδ,x,y
r )dr

+
1√
γ

∫ γs+kδ

kδ

σ2(x, Y̌
γ,kδ,x,y
r )dW 2

r

= y − Ǩ2,γ,kδ,x,y
γs+kδ + Ǩ2,γ,kδ,x,y

kδ +
1

γ

∫ γs

0

b2(x, Y̌
γ,kδ,x,y
u+kδ )du

+
1√
γ

∫ γs

0

σ2(x, Y̌
γ,kδ,x,y
u+kδ )dW̃ 2

u

= y − ˇ̌̃
K2,γ,kδ,x,y

s +

∫ s

0

b2(x, Y̌
γ,kδ,x,y
γv+kδ )dv +

∫ s

0

σ2(x, Y̌
γ,kδ,x,y
γv+kδ )d ˇ̃W 2

v ,

where W̃ 2
u := W 2

u+kδ −W 2
kδ and

ˇ̃W 2
v := 1√

γ
W̃ 2

γv are two m-dimensional standard Brownian

motions, and
ˇ̌̃
K2,γ,kδ,x,y

s := Ǩ2,γ,kδ,x,y
γs+kδ − Ǩ2,γ,kδ,x,y

kδ . On the other hand, note that the frozen
equation (10) is written as

Y x,y
s = y −K2,x,y

s +

∫ s

0

b2(x, Y
x,y
r )dr +

∫ s

0

σ2(x, Y
x,y
r )dW 2

r .

Thus, for s ∈ [0, δ/γ], Y̌ γ,kδ,x,y
γs+kδ and Y x,y

s have the same distribution, which implies that

E

[

〈b1(x, Y̌ γ,kδ,x,y
γs+kδ )− b̄1(x), b1(x, Y̌

γ,kδ,x,y
γr+kδ )− b̄1(x)〉

]

= E〈b1(x, Y x,y
s )− b̄1(x), b1(x, Y

x,y
r )− b̄1(x)〉

= E

[

E

[〈

b1(x, Y
x,y
s )− b̄1(x), b1(x, Y

x,y
r )− b̄1(x)

〉∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F
W 2

r

]]

= E

[〈

E

[

b1(x, Y
x,y
s )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F
W 2

r

]

− b̄1(x), b1(x, Y
x,y
r )− b̄1(x)

〉]

6



E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

b1(x, Y
x,y
s )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F
W 2

r

]

− b̄1(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




1/2

(

E|b1(x, Y x,y
r )− b̄1(x)|2

)1/2
,

where FW 2

r = σ{W 2
u , 0 6 u 6 r} ∨ N , and N denotes the collection of all P-zero sets.

Moreover, based on (17), we obtain that


E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

b1(x, Y
x,y
s )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F
W 2

r

]

− b̄1(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




1/2

=

(

E

∣

∣

∣
E

[

b1(x, Y
x,ŷ
s−r)

]

|ŷ=Y x,y
r

− b̄1(x)
∣

∣

∣

2
)1/2

6

(

Ce−α(s−r)(1 + |x|2 + E|Y x,y
r |2)

)
1
2

6

(

Ce−α(s−r)(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)
)

1
2
6 Ce−α(s−r)/2(1 + |x|+ |y|),
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and

(

E|b1(x, Y x,y
r )− b̄1(x)|2

)1/2
=

(

E|b1(x, Y x,y
r )−

∫

D(A2)

b1(x, u)ν
x(du)|2

)1/2

6

(

E

∫

D(A2)

|b1(x, Y x,y
r )− b1(x, u)|2νx(du)

)1/2

6 C

(
∫

D(A2)

E|Y x,y
r − u|2νx(du)

)1/2

6 C
(

|y|2e−α
2
t + C(1 + |x|2)

)1/2

6 C(1 + |x|+ |y|).
Combining the above deduction, by (21) (27) one can have that

Φ(s, r) 6 Ce−α(s−r)/2.

Inserting the above inequality in (43), we get that

I21 6 Cγ(
T

δ
) sup
06k6[T

δ
]−1

(

∫ δ
γ

0

∫ δ
γ

r

Ce−α(s−r)/2dsdr

)1/2

6 C(
γ

δ
)1/2. (44)

Finally, we estimate I22. By (6) (21) (27) (28) (35) and the Hölder inequality, one could
get that

I22 6 2

(

E sup
06t6T

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

|X̂ε,γ
s(δ) − X̄s(δ)||b1(Xε,γ

s(δ), Ŷ
ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))|ds

)

6 2δ1/2

(

E sup
06s6T

|X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s|2

)1/2(

E sup
06t6T

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

|b1(Xε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))|2ds

)1/2

6 2δ1/2

(

E sup
06s6T

|X̂ε,γ
s − X̄s|2

)1/2(

E

∫ T

0

|b1(Xε,γ
s(δ), Ŷ

ε,γ
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ
s(δ))|2ds

)1/2

6 Cδ1/2

(

E sup
06s6T

|X̂ε,γ
s |2 + sup

06s6T
|X̄s|2

)1/2(
∫ T

0

(1 + E|Xε,γ
s(δ)|2 + E|Ŷ ε,γ

s |2ds
)1/2

6 Cδ1/2,

which together with (44) implies (40). The proof is complete. �

At present, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.1.
Proof of Theorem 3.1. By (34) and Lemma 5.7, we get that

E

(

sup
06t6T

|Xε,γ
t − X̄t|2

)

6 2E
(

sup
06t6T

|Xε,γ
t − X̂ε,γ

t |2
)

+ 2E
(

sup
06t6T

|X̂ε,γ
t − X̄t|2

)

6 C

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ
r −Xε,γ

s |2
)

+ C(
√
ε+ ε) + Σ(γ).

Let us take δ = γι for 0 < ι < 1. Thus, as ε tends to 0, γ → 0, δ → 0, γ/δ → 0 and (30),
(31), (36) imply the required limit, which completes the proof.
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6. Proof of Theorem 3.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 3.3. Moreover, we remind that σ1 is independent of
y in this section.

By Lemma 4.1, we know that the system (9) has a unique strong solution (Xε,γ
· , K1,ε,γ

· ,

Y ε,γ
· , K2,ε,γ

· ). Thus, there exists a functional Ψε : C([0, T ];Rd1+d2) 7→ C([0, T ],D(A1))
such that

Xε,γ = Ψε(
√
εW ), W := (W 1,W 2).

In order to prove the Laplace principle for Xε,γ, we will verify Condition 2.8 with S =
C([0, T ],D(A1)).

First of all, we consider the following controlled processes:


































dXε,γ,u
t ∈ −A1(X

ε,γ,u
t )dt+ b1(X

ε,γ,u
t , Y ε,γ,u

t )dt + σ1(X
ε,γ,u
t )π1u(t)dt

+
√
εσ1(X

ε,γ,u
t )dW 1

t ,

Xε,γ,u
0 = x0 ∈ D(A1), 0 6 t 6 T,

dY ε,γ,u
t ∈ −A2(Y

ε,γ,u
t )dt+ 1

γ
b2(X

ε,γ,u
t , Y ε,γ,u

t )dt + 1√
γε
σ2(X

ε,γ,u
t , Y ε,γ,u

t )π2u(t)dt

+ 1√
γ
σ2(X

ε,γ,u
t , Y ε,γ,u

t )dW 2
t ,

Y ε,γ,u
0 = y0 ∈ D(A2), 0 6 t 6 T, u ∈ AN

2 ,

(45)

where π1 : Rd1+d2 7→ Rd1 , π2 : Rd1+d2 7→ Rd2 are two projection operators. Thus,
by the Girsanov theorem, the system (45) have a unique strong solution denoted by
(Xε,γ,u, K1,ε,γ,u, Y ε,γ,u, K2,ε,γ,u). Moreover, Xε,γ,u = Ψε(

√
εW +

∫ ·
0
u(s)ds).

Consider the following multivalued differential equation:
{

dX̄u
t ∈ A1(X̄

u
t )dt+ b̄1(X̄

u
t )dt + σ1(X̄

u
t )π1u(t)dt, u ∈ AN

2 ,

X̄u
0 = x0 ∈ D(A1).

(46)

By (18) and (H1
b1,σ1

), it holds that Eq.(46) has a unique solution (X̄u, K̄u). Define the

measurable map Ψ0 : C([0, T ];Rd1+d2) 7→ S by Ψ0(
∫ ·
0
u(s)ds) = X̄u, and we verify Condi-

tion 2.8 through Ψε,Ψ0.
In the following, we divide the concrete deduction into two parts. In the first part

(Subsection 6.1), we present some key estimates for Xε,γ,u, Y ε,γ,u, X̄u. Then we justify
Condition 2.8 in the second part (Subsection 6.2).

6.1. Some estimates for Xε,γ,u, Y ε,γ,u, X̄u.

Lemma 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3, for {uε, ε ∈ (0, 1)} ⊂ AN
2 , there

exists a constant C > 0 such that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε

t |2
)

6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2), (47)

∫ T

0

E|Y ε,γ,uε

r |2dr 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2), (48)

E|K1,ε,γ,uε|T0 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2). (49)

Proof. First of all, we estimate Xε,γ,uε

t . Note that Xε,γ,uε

t satisfies the following equation:

Xε,γ,uε

t = x0 −K1,ε,γ,uε

t +

∫ t

0

b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )ds+

∫ t

0

σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )π1uε(s)ds
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+
√
ε

∫ t

0

σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )dW 1
s .

The Itô formula yields that

|Xε,γ,uε

t |2 = |x0|2 − 2

∫ t

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

s , dK1,ε,γ,uε

s 〉+ 2

∫ t

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

s , b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )〉ds

+2

∫ t

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )π1uε(s)〉ds+ 2
√
ε

∫ t

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )dW 1
s 〉

+ε

∫ t

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds. (50)

Then the BDG inequality, Lemma 2.3 and (6) imply that for any u ∈ A1(0)

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

6 (|x0|2 + 2|u|T ) + (2|u|+ 1)E

∫ t

0

|Xε,γ,uε

r |2dr + L̄b1,σ1E

∫ t

0

(1 + |Xε,γ,uε

r |2 + |Y ε,γ,uε

r |2)dr

+2E sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

r , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

r )π1uε(r)〉dr
∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2E sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

r , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

r )dW 1
r 〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C(|x0|2 + 1) + CE

∫ t

0

|Xε,γ,uε

r |2dr + CE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ,uε

r |2dr + 1

4
E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

+CE

(
∫ t

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε
r )‖2dr

)(
∫ t

0

|uε(r)|2dr
)

+ CE

(
∫ t

0

|Xε,γ,uε
r |2‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

r )‖2dr
)1/2

6 C(|x0|2 + 1) + CE

∫ t

0

|Xε,γ,uε

r |2dr + CE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ,uε

r |2dr

+
1

2
E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ,uε
s |2

)

+ CE

∫ t

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε
r )‖2dr,

and furthermore

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

6 C(|x0|2 + 1) + C

∫ t

0

E|Xε,γ,uε

r |2dr + C

∫ t

0

E|Y ε,γ,uε

r |2dr. (51)

For Y ε,γ,uε

t , fix v ∈ A2(0). Applying the Itô formula to |Y ε,γ,uε

t |2eλt for λ = α
3γ

and
taking the expectation, one could obtain that

E|Y ε,γ,uε

t |2eλt = |y0|2 + λE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ,uε
s |2eλsds− 2E

∫ t

0

eλs〈Y ε,γ,uε
s , dK2,ε,γ,uε

s 〉

+
2

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs〈Y ε,γ,uε

s , b2(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )〉ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ,uε
s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds

+
2√
γε

E

∫ t

0

eλs〈Y ε,γ,uε

s , σ2(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )π2uε(s)〉ds
26



(8)
6 |y0|2 + λE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ,uε

s |2eλsds+ 2E

∫ t

0

eλs|v||Y ε,γ,uε

s |ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs
(

− α|Y ε,γ,uε

s |2 + C(1 + |Xε,γ,uε

s |2)
)

ds

+
2√
γε

E

∫ t

0

eλs|Y ε,γ,uε

s |‖σ2(Xε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )‖|uε(s)|ds.

Note that for the third and last terms of the right side for the above inequality

2|v||Y ε,γ,uε

s | 6 α

3γ
|Y ε,γ,uε

s |2 + C|v|2,

and

2√
γε

|Y ε,γ,uε

s |‖σ2(Xε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )‖|uε(s)|

6
α

3γ
|Y ε,γ,uε

s |2 + C

ε
‖σ2(Xε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )‖2|uε(s)|2

6
α

3γ
|Y ε,γ,uε

s |2 + C

ε
|uε(s)|2,

where (H3
σ2
) is used. Thus, we have that

E|Y ε,γ,uε

t |2eλt 6 |y0|2 +
(

λ+
2α

3γ
− α

γ

)

E

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ,uε

s |2eλsds+ C

∫ t

0

eλsds

+
C

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs(1 + |Xε,γ,uε

s |2)ds + C

ε
E

∫ t

0

eλs|uε(s)|2ds

6 |y0|2 + C
eλt − 1

λ
+ C

eλt − 1

γλ

(

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

+ 1

)

+
C

ε
E

∫ t

0

eλs|uε(s)|2ds.

From this, it follows that

E|Y ε,γ,uε

t |2 6 C(|y0|2 + 1) + CE

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε,γ,uε
s |2

)

+
C

ε
E

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)|uε(s)|2ds,

and furthermore
∫ t

0

E|Y ε,γ,uε

r |2dr 6 CT (|y0|2 + 1) + C

∫ t

0

E

(

sup
s∈[0,r]

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

dr

+
C

ε
E

∫ t

0

∫ r

0

e−λ(r−s)|uε(s)|2dsdr

6 CT (|y0|2 + 1) + C

∫ t

0

E

(

sup
s∈[0,r]

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

dr

+C
(γ

ε

)

E

∫ t

0

|uε(s)|2ds
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6 CT (|y0|2 + 1) + C

∫ t

0

E

(

sup
s∈[0,r]

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

dr. (52)

Inserting (52) in (51), by the Gronwall inequality one can get (47) and (48).
Finally, for K1,ε,γ,uε, by (50) and Lemma 2.4, it holds that

|Xε,γ,uε

T |2 = |x0|2 − 2

∫ T

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

s , dK1,ε,γ,uε

s 〉+ 2

∫ T

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

s , b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )〉ds

+2

∫ T

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )π1uε(s)〉ds+ 2
√
ε

∫ T

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )dW 1
s 〉

+ε

∫ T

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds

6 |x0|2 − 2M1

∣

∣K1,ε,γ,uε
∣

∣

T

0
+ 2M2

∫ T

0

|Xε,γ,uε

s |ds+ 2M3T +

∫ T

0

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2ds

+

∫ T

0

|b1(Xε,γ,uε
s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )|2ds+
(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε
s |2

)

+

∫ T

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds
∫ T

0

|uε(s)|2ds+ 2
√
ε

∫ T

0

〈Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )dW 1
s 〉

+ε

∫ T

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds,

and

2M1E
∣

∣K1,ε,γ,uε
∣

∣

T

0
6 |x0|2 + 2(M2 +M3)T + (2M2 + 1)

∫ T

0

E|Xε,γ,uε

s |2ds

+E

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

+ C

∫ T

0

(1 + E|Xε,γ,uε

s |2 + E|Y ε,γ,uε

s |2)ds,

which together with (47) and (48) yields that

E
∣

∣K1,ε,γ,uε
∣

∣

T

0
6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2).

The proof is complete. �

Lemma 6.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3, for {uε, ε ∈ (0, 1)} ⊂ AN
2 , we have

that

lim
l→0

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6t6s+l

|Xε,γ,uε

t −Xε,γ,uε
s |2 = 0. (53)

Proof. Note that for 0 6 s < t 6 T ,

Xε,γ,uε

t −Xε,γ,uε

s = −K1,ε,γ,uε

t +K1,ε,γ,uε

s +

∫ t

s

b1(X
ε,γ,uε

r , Y ε,γ,uε

r )dr

+

∫ t

s

σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

r )π1uε(r)dr +

∫ t

s

σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

r )dW 1
r .

Thus, the Itô formula and (6) imply that

|Xε,γ,uε

t −Xε,γ,uε
s |2
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= −2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s , dK1,ε,γ,uε

r 〉+ 2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s , b1(X
ε,γ,uε

r , Y ε,γ,uε

r )〉dr

+2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

r )π1uε(r)〉dr + 2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

r )dW 1
r 〉

+

∫ t

s

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

r )‖2dr

6 −2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s , dK1,ε,γ,uε

r 〉+
∫ t

s

|Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s |2dr

+L̄b1,σ1

∫ t

s

(1 + |Xε,γ,uε
r |2 + |Y ε,γ,uε

r |2)dr + 2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ,uε
r −Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε
r )π1uε(r)〉dr

+2

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

r )dW 1
r 〉. (54)

Next, we compute −2
∫ t

s
〈Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε
s , dK1,ε,γ,uε

r 〉. Let Xε,γ,uε,l,R
s be the projection

of Xε,γ,uε
s on {x ∈ B(0, R) : d(x, (D(A1))

c) > l+ hR(l)} (See the deduction in Lemma 5.3
for l, hR). Thus, for Zε,γ,uε,l,R

s ∈ A1(X
ε,γ,uε,l,R
s ), sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε

t | 6 R and 0 < t − s < l, it

holds that

−2

∫ t

s

〈

Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s , dK1,ε,γ,uε

r

〉

= −2

∫ t

s

〈

Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε,l,R
s , dK1,ε,γ,uε

r

〉

− 2

∫ t

s

〈

Xε,γ,uε,l,R
s −Xε,γ,uε

s , dK1,ε,γ,uε

r

〉

6 −2

∫ t

s

〈

Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε,l,R
s , Zε,γ,uε,l,R

s

〉

dr + 2 (l + hR(l))
∣

∣K1,ε,γ,uε
∣

∣

T

0

6 4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))
∣

∣K1,ε,γ,uε
∣

∣

T

0
,

and furthermore by (54)

sup
s6t6s+l

|Xε,γ,uε

t −Xε,γ,uε

s |2 I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε
t |6R}

6

(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))
∣

∣K1,ε,γ,uε
∣

∣

T

0

)

+ sup
s6t6s+l

∫ t

s

|Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s |2dr

+L̄b1,σ1 sup
s6t6s+l

∫ t

s

(

1 + |Xε,γ,uε

r |2 + |Y ε,γ,uε

r |2
)

dr

+2 sup
s6t6s+l

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

r )π1uε(r)〉dr
∣

∣

∣

∣

I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε
t |6R}

+C sup
s6t6s+l

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

〈Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s , σ1 (X
ε,γ,uε

r )〉 dW 1
r

∣

∣

∣

∣

I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε
t |6R}.

From the above deduction and the BDG inequality, it follows that

E sup
s6t6s+l

|Xε,γ,uε

t −Xε,γ,uε

s |2 I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε
t |6R}

6
(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))E|K1,ε,γ,uε|T0
)

+ C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2)l
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+2E

∫ s+l

s

|Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s |‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

r )‖|uε(r)|drI{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε
t |6R}

+CE

(
∫ s+l

s

|Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s |2‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

r )‖2dr
)1/2

I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε
t |6R}

6
(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))E|K1,ε,γ,uε|T0
)

+ C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2)l

+
1

2
E sup

s6t6s+l
|Xε,γ,uε

t −Xε,γ,uε

s |2 I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε
t |6R} + C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2)l,

which yields that

E sup
s6t6s+l

|Xε,γ,uε

t −Xε,γ,uε

s |2 I{ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε,γ,uε
t |6R}

6
(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + hR(l))E|K1,ε,γ,uε|T0
)

+ C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2)l.
Based on this, letting l → 0 and then R→ ∞, one could conclude (53). �

Lemma 6.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3, for any u ∈ AN
2 , it holds that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X̄u
t |2 6 C(1 + |x0|2), (55)

|K̄u|T0 6 C(1 + |x0|2), (56)

lim
l→0

sup
s∈[0,T ]

sup
s6t6s+l

|X̄u
t − X̄u

s |2 = 0. (57)

Since the proofs of (55), (56) and (57) are similar to that of (47), (49) and (53),
respectively, we omit it.

Next, set for uε, u ∈ AN
2

gε(t) :=

∫ t

0

σ1(X̄
u
r )π1(uε(r)− u(r))dr,

and we have the following result.

Lemma 6.4. suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 hold, and uε converges to u
almost surely as ε→ 0. Then gε(·) tends to 0 almost surely in C([0, T ],Rn) as ε→ 0.

Proof. On one hand, {gε; ε ∈ (0, 1)} is relatively compact in C([0, T ],Rn). In fact, by the
Ascoli-Arzelá lemma, we only need to justify that

(i) sup
ε∈(0,1)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|gε(t)| <∞,

(ii) {[0, T ] ∋ t 7→ gε(t); ε ∈ (0, 1)} is equi-continuous.
For 0 6 s < t 6 T , it holds that

|gε(s)− gε(t)| 6

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

s

σ1(X̄
u
r )π1(uε(r)− u(r))dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 2N1/2

(
∫ t

s

‖σ1(X̄u
r )‖2dr

)1/2

6 2N1/2C

(∫ t

s

(1 + |X̄u
r |2)dr

)1/2

,

where (6) is used. Letting s = 0, by (55) we have that

|gε(t)| 6 2N1/2C(1 + |x0|),
where C is independent of ε. So, (i) holds.
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For (ii), noticing that

|gε(s)− gε(t)| 6 2N1/2C(1 + |x0|)(t− s)1/2,

we know that (ii) holds.
On the other hand, note that

∫ t

0

‖σ1(X̄u
r )‖2dr 6 C

∫ t

0

(1 + |X̄u
r |2)dr <∞.

Since uε → u almost surely in AN
2 as ε→ 0, one get that for any t ∈ [0, T ]

lim
ε→0

gε(t) = 0,

which implies that

lim
ε→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|gε(t)| = 0.

The proof is complete. �

Finally we introduce the following auxiliary process:
{

Ŷ ε,γ,uε

t ∈ −A2(Ŷ
ε,γ,uε

t )dt+ 1
γ
b2(X

ε,γ,uε

t(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

t )dt+ 1√
γ
σ2(X

ε,γ,uε

t(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

t )dW 2
t ,

Ŷ ε,γ,uε

0 = y0.
(58)

Lemma 6.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3, for {uε, ε ∈ (0, 1)} ⊂ AN
2 , there

exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Ŷ ε,γ,uε

t |2 6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2), (59)

∫ T

0

E|Y ε,γ,uε

t − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

t |2dt 6 C

α

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

+ C
γ

ε
. (60)

Proof. Since the proof of (59) is similar to that for (22), we only prove (60).
First of all, by (9) and (58), we have that

Y ε,γ,uε

t − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

t = −K2,ε,γ,uε

t + K̂2,ε,γ,uε

t +
1

γ

∫ t

0

(

b2(X
ε,γ,uε
s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− b2(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε
s )

)

ds

+
1√
γ

∫ t

0

(

σ2(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )
)

dW 2
s

+
1√
γε

∫ t

0

σ2(X
ε,γ,uε
s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )π2uε(s)ds.

Applying the Itô formula to |Y ε,γ,uε

t − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

t |2eλt for λ = α
2γ

and taking the expectation,

by (H1
b2,σ2

) and (H2
b2,σ2

) one could obtain that

E|Y ε,γ,uε

t − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

t |2eλt

= λE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ,uε
s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2eλsds− E

∫ t

0

2eλs〈Y ε,γ,uε
s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s , d(K2,ε,γ,uε
s − K̂2,ε,γ,uε

s )〉

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

2eλs〈Y ε,γ,uε

s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s , b2(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− b2(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )〉ds
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+
1√
γε

E

∫ t

0

2eλs〈Y ε,γ,uε

s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s , σ2(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )π2uε(s)〉ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds

6 λE

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ,uε
s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2eλsds+ 1

γ
E

∫ t

0

2eλs〈Y ε,γ,uε
s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s , b2(X
ε,γ,uε
s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )

−b2(Xε,γ,uε

s , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )〉ds+ 1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds

+
α

2γ
E

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ,uε
s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2eλsds+ C

ε
E

∫ t

0

eλs|uε(s)|2ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

2eλs〈Y ε,γ,uε

s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s , b2(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )− b2(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )〉ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ,uε
s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ,uε
s , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds

+
1

γ
E

∫ t

0

2eλs‖σ2(Xε,γ,uε

s , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )− σ2(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds

6 (λ− β

γ
+

2Lb2,σ2

γ
+

α

2γ
)E

∫ t

0

|Y ε,γ,uε
s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2eλsds+ C

ε
E

∫ t

0

eλs|uε(s)|2ds

+
C

γ
E

∫ t

0

eλs|Xε,γ,uε

s −Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2ds

6
C

ε
E

∫ t

0

eλs|uε(s)|2ds+
C

γ

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ,uε
r −Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

eλt − 1

λ
.

Finally, it follows that
∫ T

0

E|Y ε,γ,uε

t − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

t |2dt 6 C

α

(

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,γ,uε

r −Xε,γ,uε

s |2
)

+ C
(γ

ε

)

.

The proof is complete. �

6.2. Verification for Condition 2.8.

Lemma 6.6. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 hold. Assume that u, uε ∈
AN

2 , ε ∈ (0, 1), and uε converges to u almost surely as ε → 0. Then Ψε(
√
εW +

∫ ·
0
uε(s)ds) → Ψ0(

∫ ·
0
u(s)ds) in probability.

Proof. We divide the proof into four steps.
Step 1. We estimate the difference of Ψε(

√
εW +

∫ ·
0
uε(s)ds),Ψ

0(
∫ ·
0
u(s)ds) in S.

Note that

Xε,γ,uε = Ψε(
√
εW +

∫ ·

0

uε(s)ds), X̄u = Ψ0(

∫ ·

0

u(s)ds).

Thus, set Zε,uε(t) = Xε,γ,uε

t − X̄u
t , and it holds that

Zε,uε(t) = −(K1,ε,γ,uε

t − K̄u
t ) +

∫ t

0

[

b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X̄
u
s )
]

ds
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+

∫ t

0

[

σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )π1uε(s)− σ1(X̄
u
s )π1u(s)

]

ds +
√
ε

∫ t

0

σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )dW 1
s .

By Itô’s formula and Lemma 2.3, we get that

|Zε,uε(t)|2

= −2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), d(K1,ε,γ,uε

s − K̄u
s )〉+ 2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X̄
u
s )〉ds

+2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )π1uε(s)− σ1(X̄
u
s )π1u(s)〉ds

+2
√
ε

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )dW 1
s 〉+ ε

∫ t

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds

6 2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X̄
u
s )〉ds

+2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )π1uε(s)− σ1(X̄
u
s )π1u(s)〉ds

+2
√
ε

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )dW 1
s 〉+ ε

∫ t

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds

=: J1(t) + J2(t) + J3(t) + J4(t). (61)

For J1(t), note that

J1(t) = 2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )〉ds

+2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s),−b̄1(Xε,γ,uε
s ) + b̄1(X

ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )〉ds

+2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), b̄1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X̄
u
s )〉ds

+2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s)− Zε,uε(s(δ)), b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )〉ds

+2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s(δ)), b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )〉ds

=: J11(t) + J12(t) + J13(t) + J14(t) + J15(t).

So, by the Hölder inequality and the Lipschitz continuity of b1, b̄1, we get that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J11(t)|
)

+ E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J12(t)|
)

+ E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J13(t)|
)

6 C

∫ T

0

E|Zε,uε(s)|2ds + C

∫ T

0

E|Xε,γ,uε

s −Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2ds

+C

∫ T

0

E|Y ε,γ,uε

s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2ds. (62)
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And the Hölder inequality and the linear growth of b1, b̄1 imply that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J14(t)|
)

6 C

(
∫ T

0

(E|Xε,γ,uε

s −Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2 + E|X̄u
s − X̄u

s(δ)|2)ds
)1/2

×
(
∫ T

0

(1 + E|Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2 + E|Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2)ds
)1/2

. (63)

For J2, we rewrite it as

J2(t) = 2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), σ1(X
ε,γ,uε

s )π1uε(s)− σ1(X̄
u
s )π1uε(s)〉ds

+2

∫ t

0

〈Zε,uε(s), σ1(X̄
u
s )π1(uε(s)− u(s))〉ds.

=: J21(t) + J22(t).

For J21(t), by (H1
b1,σ1

) and the Hölder inequality, it holds that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J21(t)| 6 2
√

Lb1,σ1E

∫ T

0

|Zε,uε(s)||Zε,uε(s)||uε(s)|ds

6
1

4
E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|2
]

+ CE

(
∫ T

0

|Zε,uε(s)||uε(s)|ds
)2

6
1

4
E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|2
]

+ CE

(
∫ T

0

|Zε,uε(s)|2ds
)(

∫ T

0

|uε(s)|2ds
)

6
1

4
E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|2
]

+ CE

[
∫ T

0

|Zε,uε(s)|2ds
]

. (64)

For J3(t), from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and the linear growth of σ1, it
follows that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J3(t)|
)

6 2
√
εCE

(
∫ T

0

|Zε,uε(s)|2‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds
)1/2

6
1

4
E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|2
]

+
√
εCE

∫ T

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε
s )‖2ds

6
1

4
E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|2
]

+
√
εC

∫ T

0

(1 + E|Xε,γ,uε

s |2)ds

6
1

4
E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|2
]

+
√
εC. (65)

For J4(t), by the linear growth of σ1, we know

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J4(t)|
)

6 εC

∫ T

0

(1 + E|Xε,γ,uε

s |2)ds 6 εC. (66)
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Combining (62)-(66) with (61), we can get

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|2
)

6 C

∫ T

0

E sup
r∈[0,s]

|Zε,uε(r)|2ds + C

∫ T

0

E|Xε,γ,uε
s −Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2ds+ C

∫ T

0

E|Y ε,γ,uε
s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2ds

+C

(
∫ T

0

(E|Xε,γ,uε
s −Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2 + E|X̄u
s − X̄u

s(δ)|2)ds
)1/2

×
(
∫ T

0

(1 + E|Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2 + E|Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2)ds
)1/2

+4E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J15(t)|
)

+ 4E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J22(t)|
)

+ C(
√
ε+ ε),

which together with the Gronwall inequality implies that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|2
)

6 C

[

Γ(ε) + E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J15(t)|
)

+ E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J22(t)|
)

+ C(
√
ε+ ε)

]

,(67)

where

Γ(ε) := C

∫ T

0

E|Xε,γ,uε

s −Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2ds+ C

∫ T

0

E|Y ε,γ,uε

s − Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2ds

+C

(
∫ T

0

(E|Xε,γ,uε
s −Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2 + E|X̄u
s − X̄u

s(δ)|2)ds
)1/2

×
(∫ T

0

(1 + E|Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2 + E|Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2)ds
)1/2

.

Step 2. We estimate E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J15(t)|.

For J15(t), it holds that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J15(t)| = 2

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ [ t
δ
]δ

0

〈Zε,uε(s(δ)), b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )〉ds

+

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

〈Zε,uε(s(δ)), b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )〉ds
∣

∣

∣

)

6 2

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ [ t
δ
]δ

0

〈Zε,uε(s(δ)), b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε
s )− b̄1(X

ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )〉ds
∣

∣

∣

)

+2

(

E sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

〈Zε,uε(s(δ)), b1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )〉ds
∣

∣

∣

)

=: J151 + J152.
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Next, we estimate I151. By the similar deduction to that of I21 in Lemma 5.7, we get
that

I151 6 C(
γ

δ
)1/2. (68)

Finally, we estimate I152. By (6) (47) (59) and the Hölder inequality, one could get that

I152 6 2

(

E sup
06t6T

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

|Zε,uε(s(δ))||b1(Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )|ds
)

6 2δ1/2
(

E sup
06s6T

|Zε,uε(s)|2
)1/2

(

E sup
06t6T

∫ t

[ t
δ
]δ

|b1(Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )|2ds
)1/2

6 2δ1/2
(

E sup
06s6T

|Zε,uε(s)|2
)1/2(

E

∫ T

0

|b1(Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) , Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X
ε,γ,uε

s(δ) )|2ds
)1/2

6 2δ1/2
(

E sup
06s6T

|Xε,γ,uε

s |2 + E sup
06s6T

|X̄u
s |2
)1/2(∫ T

0

(1 + E|Xε,γ,uε

s(δ) |2 + E|Ŷ ε,γ,uε

s |2)ds
)1/2

6 Cδ1/2,

which together with (68) implies

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J15(t)| 6 C
(

(
γ

δ
)1/2 + δ1/2

)

. (69)

Step 3. We compute E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J22(t)|.

For J22(t), applying the Itô formula to 〈Zε,uε(t), gε(t)〉, we have that

1

2
J22(t) = 〈Zε,uε(t), gε(t)〉+

∫ t

0

〈gε(s), d(K1,ε,γ,uε

s − K̄u
s )〉

−
∫ t

0

〈gε(s), b1(Xε,γ,uε
s , Y ε,γ,uε

s )− b̄1(X̄
u
s )〉ds

−
∫ t

0

〈gε(s), σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )π1uε(s)− σ1(X̄
u
s )π1u(s)〉ds

−√
ε

∫ t

0

〈gε(s), σ1(Xε,γ,uε
s )dW 1

s 〉

=: J221(t) + J222(t) + J223(t) + J224(t) + J225(t).

For J221(t), note that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J221(t)| 6 sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)| sup
t∈[0,T ]

|gε(t)|.

Thus, by Lemma 6.4 it holds that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J221(t)| a.s.→ 0, ε→ 0.

Besides, the fact that sup
t∈[0,T ]

|gε(t)| 6 C(1 + |x0|) implies that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)| sup
t∈[0,T ]

|gε(t)| 6 C(1 + |x0|)E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|
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6 C(1 + |x0|)
(

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε,uε(t)|2
)1/2

6 C(1 + |x0|)
(

E sup
06t6T

|Xε,γ,uε

t |2 + E sup
06t6T

|X̄u
t |2
)1/2

6 C(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2),
where the last inequality is based on (47), (55). Then the dominated convergence theorem
yields that

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J221(t)| = 0.

For J222(t), noticing that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J222(t)| 6 sup
t∈[0,T ]

|gε(t)|(|K1,ε,γ,uε|T0 + |K̄u|T0 ),

by Lemma 6.4 we obtain that sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J222(t)| a.s.→ 0. Then (49), (56) and the dominated

convergence theorem imply that

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J222(t)| = 0. (70)

By the same deduction to that for (70), one can get that

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J223(t)| = 0, lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J224(t)| = 0.

For J225(t), the BDG inequality yields that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J225(t)| 6 C
√
εE

(
∫ T

0

|gε(s)|2‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds
)1/2

6 C
√
ε

(

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|gε(t)|2 + E

∫ T

0

‖σ1(Xε,γ,uε

s )‖2ds
)

6 C
√
ε(1 + |x0|2 + |y0|2).

Therefore, it holds that

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J225(t)| = 0.

Combining the above deduction, we get that

lim
ε→0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|J22(t)| = 0. (71)

Step 4. We prove that Ψε(
√
εW +

∫ ·
0
uε(s)ds) → Ψ0(

∫ ·
0
u(s)ds) in probability.

Let δ = γι for 0 < ι < 1 and γ → 0, δ → 0, γ/δ → 0 as ε→ 0. Thus, (53) (57) (60) (67)
(69) (71) imply that Xε,γ,uε − X̄u → 0 in the mean square and Ψε(

√
εW +

∫ ·
0
uε(s)ds) →

Ψ0(
∫ ·
0
u(s)ds) in probability. The proof is complete. �

By the similar or even simpler deduction to that of Lemma 6.6, we obtain the following
result.
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Lemma 6.7. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 hold, and hε → h in DN
2 as

ε→ 0. Then Ψ0(
∫ ·
0
hε(s)ds) converges to Ψ0(

∫ ·
0
h(s)ds).

Now, it is the position to prove Theorem 3.3.
Proof of Theorem 3.3.
By Theorem 2.9, to establish LDP, it is sufficient to verify the two conditions in Con-

dition 2.8. In Lemma 6.7, we have already proved Condition 2.8 (i). Thus we only need
to verify Condition 2.8 (ii).

For ε ∈ (0, 1) and {uε, ε > 0} ⊂ AN
2 , u ∈ AN

2 , let uε converge to u in distribution. By

the Skorohod theorem, there exists a probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃), and AN
2 -valued random

variables {ũε}, ũ and a d1 + d2-dimensional Brownian motion W̃ such that

(i) (ũε, W̃ )
d
= (uε,W ) and ũ

d
= u;

(ii) ũε converges to ũ almost surely.
In the following, we construct multivalued SDEs:



































dXε,γ,ũε

t ∈ −A1(X
ε,γ,ũε

t )dt + b1(X
ε,γ,ũε

t , Y ε,γ,ũε

t )dt+ σ1(X
ε,γ,ũε

t )π1ũε(t)dt

+
√
εσ1(X

ε,γ,ũε

t )dW̃ 1
t ,

Xε,γ,ũε

0 = x0 ∈ D(A1), 0 6 t 6 T,

dY ε,γ,ũε

t ∈ −A2(Y
ε,γ,ũε

t )dt + 1
γ
b2(X

ε,γ,ũε

t , Y ε,γ,ũε

t )dt+ 1√
γε
σ2(X

ε,γ,ũε

t , Y ε,γ,ũε

t )π2ũε(t)dt

+ 1√
γ
σ2(X

ε,γ,ũε

t , Y ε,γ,ũε

t )dW̃ 2
t , ũε ∈ AN

2 ,

Y ε,γ,ũε

0 = y0 ∈ D(A2), 0 6 t 6 T,

(72)

{

dX̄ ũ
t ∈ A1(X̄

ũ
t )dt+ b̄1(X̄

ũ
t )dt + σ1(X̄

ũ
t )π1u(t)dt, ũ ∈ AN

2 ,
X̄ ũ

0 = x0.
(73)

For the system (72) and Eq.(73), each has a unique strong solution denoted by (Xε,γ,ũε,
K1,ε,γ,ũε, Y ε,γ,ũε, K2,ε,γ,ũε) and (X̄ ũ, K̄ ũ) respectively. Moreover, it holds that

Xε,γ,ũε = Ψε

(√
εW̃ +

∫ ·

0

ũε(s)ds

)

, X̄ ũ = Ψ0

(
∫ ·

0

ũ(s)ds

)

.

By Lemma 6.6, we have that Ψε(
√
εW̃+

∫ ·
0
ũε(s)ds) → Ψ0(

∫ ·
0
ũ(s)ds) in probability, which

yields that Ψε(
√
εW̃ +

∫ ·
0
ũε(s)ds) → Ψ0(

∫ ·
0
ũ(s)ds) in distribution. Note that

Ψε

(√
εW̃ +

∫ ·

0

ũε(s)ds

)

d
= Ψε

(√
εW +

∫ ·

0

uε(s)ds

)

,

Ψ0

(
∫ ·

0

ũ(s)ds

)

d
= Ψ0

(
∫ ·

0

u(s)ds

)

.

So, Ψε
(√

εW +
∫ ·
0
uε(s)ds

)

→ Ψ0
(∫ ·

0
u(s)ds

)

in distribution, which is Condition 2.8 (ii).
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cesses. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré, Probab. Stat., 47(2011)725-747.
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