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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 (2,.%,{%}icpr), P). Let
(W), (W?) be di- and da-dimensional standard Brownian motions defined on (Q, .Z,
{Z:}iepo.r), P), respectively. Moreover, (W}!) and (W?) are mutually independent. Con-
sider the following slow-fast system on R x R™:

dX;7 € —AX])dt + by (X7, Y2 )dE + VEo (X7, Y)W
Xg" =z €D(A), 0<t<T,

AY;T € —Ap(Y )t + Lby(X77 ¥t + Lo (X7, V77 ) AW, (1)

Yo' =yo € D(Ay), 0<t<T,
where A, Ay are two multivalued maximal monotone operators (See Subsection [2.2]), and
these mappings b; : R x R™ — R", o, : R x R™ — R™% p, : R* x R™ — R™,
oy : R* x R™ — R™*% are all Borel measurable. Here 0 < ¢ < 1 is a small parameter and
v :=7(e) > 0 represents the other small parameter (depending on ¢) which characterizes
the ratio of timescales between processes X7 and Y 7.

We interpret the system (Il) as a system of slow and fast components, where X&7,
Y=7 are slow and fast components, respectively. And these systems like ([II) are used for
modelling in physics, engineering and economics and for optimization and equilibrium
problems involving random data; see [II, 2, 13| [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, [IT] 12 T4, 15] 20, 21}, 22, 23] 34]), the system ()
contains two multivalued SDEs. Therefore, we call the system ([IJ) a multiscale multivalued
stochastic system. Moreover, we emphasize that two operators A;, A are multivalued,
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nonlinear and not smooth. The first goal of this paper is to show that as €,7 — 0, the
solution X7 of the slow component in the system () will converge to the solution of the
following average equation

dX, € —A(X,)dt + by (X,)dt,
XOI.C(,’(]ED(Al), 0<t< T,

where by(z) = [, bi(z,y)r"(dy) and v* is the unique invariant probability measure of
Eq.(I0) (See Subsection B1]). Concretely speaking, under some suitable assumptions we
prove that

limE( sup | X7 — )_(t|2) =0.

e—0 Ogth
Recently, Chen and Wu [§] considered the following multiscale stochastic system:

dX} € —0p(X))dt + by (X}, Y] )dt + o1 (X ) AW,
XJ =0 €D(0yp), 0<t<T, 5
4Y; € —0u(Y))dt + 10,3 ¥ )t + L on(X], Y)W, (2)

Y) =y, € DY), 0<t<T,

where ¢, 1 are lower semicontinuous convex functions on R"™, R™, respectively, dp, 0y
are corresponding subdifferential operators and o; is independent of y. There they also
obtained the above result. Note that by Example 21l Op, 01 are maximal monotone
operators and the system (2]) is a multiscale multivalued stochastic system. Thus, com-
paring Theorem B.1] (See Subsection B.1]) with Theorem 4.3 in [§], 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 X7 — X..
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, B6]). 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:

dX;7 € —Ay (X7t + by (X7, YAt + VEoy (X)) AW,
XS’7 =X € D(Al), 0<t< T7

AY;T € —Ap(¥ )t + Lby(X77 ¥t + Lo (X7, V77 ) AW, (3)

Yo7 =yo € D(Ay), 0<t<T.

Concretely speaking, if the parameters ¢, v satisfy

we prove that the family {X7 e € (0,1)} satisfies the LDP in S := C(]0, T, D(A1)).
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In [25], Kushner considered the following multiscale stochastic system:

AXE7 = by (X7, V) dt + v/Eor (XE7 )W) + dZ57,

XOE’PY:[L’(), 0<t<T,

AY77 = Ly (X770, ¥t + Lo (X)W, (4)
}/’OEWZyO, Ogthv

where Z%7 is a boundary reflection process depending on X7 and o5 is independent of
y. There he mentioned that when

and by, by are linear, the family { X7 ¢ € (0,1)} satisfies the LDP. Note that by Example
2.2 if we take special A; and Ay = 0, the system (B]) can become the system ({]). Therefore
our result (Theorem B.3]) is more general.

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

”y 0, Regime 1;
lim— =< cé€(0,00), Regime 2;
=0 00, 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 Aj, A, 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 ([{l). Since two
operators A;, Ay 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 [l we formulate the main results. Before proving main results, we make preparations
in Section 4l Two main theorems are showed in Section [5] and [0 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 R"™. U* denotes the transpose of the matrix U.

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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2.2. Maximal monotone operators. In the subsection, we introduce maximal mono-
tone operators.

For a multivalued operator A : R — 28" where 28" stands for all the subsets of R,
set

D(A) :={x e R": A(z) # 0},
Gr(A) = {(z,y) eR™: 2 € D(A), y € Az)}.

We say that A is monotone if (z1 — 2, y1 — y2) = 0 for any (1, 11), (z2,92) € Gr(A), and
A is maximal monotone if

(z1,91) € Gr(A) <= (v1 — 22,51 —Y2) 20, V(22,92) € Gr(A).
For readers to understand maximal monotone operators very well, we give two examples.

Example 2.1. For a lower semicontinuous convex function ¢ : R™ — (—o0,+0o0], we
assume Int(Dom(p)) # 0, where Dom(p) = {x € R"; p(x) < oo} and Int(Dom(p)) is
the interior of Dom(p). Define the subdifferential operator of the function o:

Dp(x) = {y ER" : {y, 2 — 2) + p(2) < 9(2), ¥z € R},
Then Oy is a maximal monotone operator.

Example 2.2. For a closed convex subset O of R™, we suppose Int(O) # (. Define the
indicator function of O as follows:

To(z) = 0, ifx € O,
O ) oo, ifx ¢ O.
The subdifferential operator of I» is given by
Olo(x) :={y e R": (y,z —2) > 0,Vz € O}

0, ifx ¢ O,
= ¢ {0}, ifzent(O),
A, ifzedo,

where A, is the exterior normal cone at x. By simple deduction, we know that Olp is a
mazimal monotone operator.

In the following, we recall some properties of a maximal monotone operator A (cf.[6]
21]):
(i) Int(D(A)) and D(A) are convex subsets of R™ with Int (D(A)) = Int (D(A)), where
Int(D(A)) denotes the interior of the set D(A).
(ii) For every z € R", A(x) is a closed and convex subset of R".

Take any 7' > 0 and fix it. Let % be the set of all continuous functions K : [0,7] — R"
with finite variations and Ky = 0. For K € ¥ and s € [0, 7], we shall use | K| to denote
the variation of K on [0,s] and write | K|y = |K|J. Set

&wzﬂxKyXeomjmmm%Ke%,
and (X; — z,dK; — ydt) > 0 for any (z,y) € GT‘(A)}.

And about &7 we have the following two results (cf.[7, B38]).
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Lemma 2.3. For X € C([0,T],D(A)) and K € ¥, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(1) (X,K) e «.
(ii) For any (z,y) € C([0,T],R%) with (x4, y;) € Gr(A

),
<Xt — T, th — ytdt> 2 0.
(i4) For any (X', K') € o, it holds that

it holds that

<Xt ~ X, dK, - ng> > 0.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0. For any a € Int(D(A)), there exist My > 0,
and My, M3 > 0 such that for any (X, K) € & and 0 < s <t < T,

t t
/(X,,—a,dK,,)>M1|K|’;—M2/ | X, —a|dr — Ms (t —s).

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

dX, € —A(X)dt + b(X,)dt + o(X,)dW}!, 0<t<T, (5)

where A is a maximal monotone operator with Int(D(A)) # (), the coefficients b : R™
R” o : R* = R" x R% are Borel measurable and W! is a d;-dimensional Brownian
motion on a filtered probability space (2, .7, {Z }icpo1, P).

Definition 2.5. We say that Eq.([Bl) admits a strong solution with the initial value Xy €
D(A) if there exists a pair of adapted processes (X, K) on (Q, F, {F}iepo,n, P) such that
(i) X, € FV', where {FNV Vicior) stands for the o-field filtration generated by W',
(ii) (X (w), K.(w)) € & P a.s.,

(#1i) it holds that

B[ 1+ o0 < oo =1

and
t t
X, =X, - K, —I—/ b(X,)ds +/ o(X)dW! 0<t<T, Pas.
0 0

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 € > 0, let X° be a S-valued random variable given
on (Q, ?, {gt}te[()’T}’ IP))

Definition 2.6. The function I on S is called a rate function if for each M < oo,
{c €S:1I(s) < M} is a compact subset of S.

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

lim ¢ log {exp [—g();)} } = —inf (g(s) + 1(<)).

GES
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The Laplace principle is equivalent to that the family of {X¢ e € (0,1)} satisfies the LDP
in (S, A(S)) with the rate function I. More precisely, for any closed subset By € B(S),

limsupelogP(X* € B;) < — ian I(s),
S€ED1

e—0

and for any open subset By € A(S),
limiglfglogIP’(XE € By) > — inf I(q).
e—

cEB>

Let us state the conditions under which the Laplace principle holds. Set H := L?([0, T]; R%1+2)

and |||z == (fOT |h(t)|2dt)z for h € H. Let A be the collection of predictable processes
u(w, -) belonging to H a.s. w. For each N € N we define two following spaces:

DY :={heH:|hrlz <N}, AY:={ueA:uw,)eD) Pas. w}.

We equip DY with the weak convergence topology in H. So, DY is metrizable as a
compact Polish space. In the sequel, DY will be always endowed with this topology.

Condition 2.8. Let ¥¢ : C([0,T);R1+%) s S be a family of measurable mappings.
There exists a measurable mapping W0 : C([0, T] R4+42) — S such that
(i) for N € N and {h.,e > 0} c DY, he DY, if h. — h as ¢ — 0, then

e (/0 hg(s)ds) B </0 h(s)ds) |

(ii) for N € N and {u.,e > 0} C AY, uw € AY, if u. converges in distribution to u as

e — 0, then
P (ﬁw + /0 ue(s)ds) Ly go </0-u(s)ds) ,

where W. is a di + da-dimensional Brownian motion.

Given ¢ € S, let D, = {h e H: ¢ = ¥°( [, h(s)ds)}. Let I :S — [0, 00] be defined by
_ 1. 2
1(6) = § it IAIE,

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

Theorem 2.9. Set X¢ := U(\/eW). Assume that Condition holds. Then {X¢}
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:
(Ha,) 0 € Int(D(Ay)).
(H3, ) There exists a constant Ly, ,, > 0 such that for z; € R, y; € R™, i = 1,2,

b1,01
(s, ) = ba(wa, )+ loa (1) = 10, ) < Loy (|1 = 2l + o1 = wal?).
(FLa,) 0 € Int(D(Ay)).

(H;, ,.) There exists a constant Ly, ,, > 0 such that for z; € R, y; € R™ i =1,2,

ba2,02

ba(a1,91) = ba(@2, )+ a1, 91) = 922, 2) 1P < Lo (I = w2l + 30 = ).
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(H3

b2,02

) There exists a constant 5 > 0 satisfying § > 2L, ,, such that for x € R",
Yi eRmul: 1727

2(yn = y2, ba(w, 1) — ba(,92)) + lloa(@, 1) — 022, 1) |* < —Blys — 1ol

(H2,) o2(x,y) is bounded.

Remark 2.10. (i) (Ha,), (Ha,) can be replaced by Int(D(A1)) # 0, Int(D(Az)) # 0,

respectively. Indeed, if we require Int(D(A1)) # 0, for any a € Int(D(Ay)), by shifting the

domain of Ay and defining bi(x,y) = bi(x — a,y),61(z,y) = o1(x — a,y), this situation
becomes the case of 0 € Int(D(A;)).

(i1) (H}, ,,) yields that there exists a constant Ly, 5, > 0 such that for z € R", y € R™,
b1z, )" + o (@ Y)II* < Loyoy (1 + [ + [y]*). (6)
(iii) (Hj},,,) implies that there exists a constant Ly,,, > 0 such that for x € R,
y € R™,
(b2, )[* + o2 (2, Y)II* < Log.oo (1 + [2]* + [y]*). (7)
(v) By (Hy,,,) and (HE, ,,), it holds that for x € R", y € R™
2(y, ba(,y)) + lloa(z, y)II* < —aly* + C(1 + |2, (8)

where o := 8 — 2Ly, 5, and C' > 0 is a constant.

Remark 2.11. For these assumptions, (Ha,), (Ha,), (Hy , ), (Hy,,,) assure well-
posedness. Then we add (ngm) to obtain the functional law of large numbers, and also
assume (H;) 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 R™ x R™:

dX77 € =AU XT)dE+ by (X7, YT dE+ VEo (X7, V) AW,
Xo'=w€eD(A), 0<t<T,

),
AY;T € —Ap(Y )t + Lby(X77 ¥t + Lo (X7, V77 ) AW, (9)

Yo7 =yo € D(Ay), 0<t<T.

Under (Hy,), (Hy,), (H;, ), (Hy, ,,), by Lemma BT below, we obtain that the system
([@) has a unique strong solution (X7, K17 Ve K27),

Take any = € R" and fix it. Consider the following multivalued SDE:

dY;x € _AQ(Y;x)dt + bg(l’, Y;m)dt + 0’2(1’, Y;m)thz,
YE=yo € D(Ay), 0<t<T.

(10)

Under (Hy,), (H},,,), we know that the above equation has a unique strong solution

(Y=o, K>®%0) ([30]). Moreover, under (Hj, ), by the same deduction as that of [27,
7



Theorem 3.2], one could obtain that there exists a unique invariant probability v* for
Eq.(I0). So, we construct an average equation on (€2, .7, {%; }icjor), P) as follows:
dX, € —A;(Xy)dt + by (X;)dt,
Xo = o,

(11)

where by (z) == o, b1 (2, y)r*(dy).
Now, it is the position to state the first main result.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that (Hya,), (Hy,), (Hy, ), (Hy,,,)-(H;, ) hold. If
lim X = 0,
e—0 ¢

it holds that
hmE( sup | X5 — Xtﬁ) —0,

e—0 0<t<T
where (X., K.) is a solution for Eq.(I1).
The proof of Theorem [B.1]is placed in Section [l

Remark 3.2. We mention that the conclusion of the above theorem is still right, if (Hy, )
1s replaced by the following nonlipschitz condition:

(HL,

bo.) There exist concave nondecreasing continuous functions p; : Ry — Ry i = 1,2

satisfying p;(0) = 0 and

z
dz = oo,
/0+ 2+ pi(2) + pi(2)
such that for r; e R, y; e R™, i =1,2,

0121, y1) = bi(w2,y2)| + [lon(@r, 1) — o1 (@2, y2) || < prller — w2]) + pa(lyr — v2l)-
See [8] for some detailed proofs.

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

Theorem 3.3. Assume that (Hy,), (Ha,), (Hy, ), (Hy, ,.)-(H;, ,,) (H2)) hold. If

the family {X*7,e € (0,1)} satisfies the LDP in S := C([0,T], D(A1)) with the rate
function given by

I(s) = inf 1%l
Xh

1
2 h€D¢:s=
where X" solves the following equation

dX} € — Ay (X]P)dt + by (XAt + oy (X])mih(2)dt, 12)
X(})L =Ty € D(Al),

and m : R1F92 s R4 s g projection operator.

The proof of Theorem is placed in Section [Gl
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Example 3.4. The typical example that Theorem 15 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 x R:

L7 € 06X MYl 0T
dYe'Y c &D( (m — %)/fﬁ)dt + %dWEa (13)
Y”—yoeD(azp) 0<t<T,

where 1 are lower semicontinuous convex functions on R, m € R, W' W? are 1-
dimensional Brownian motions and b: R +— R, o : R — R are measurable functions. It is
obvious that

1

bl(x7y> = b(y>7 O-l(xvy) = U(y>7 b2(x7y> =m— §y7 0'2(xvy) =1

If 0 € Int(D(0y)), 0 € Int(D(0)), and b, o are Lipschitz continuous, by Lemma[{.1], we
know that the system (I3) has a unique strong solution (X7, K7 Y=Y K?57). Note
that fory; e R, 1 =1,2

1 1

2(y1 — Y2, ba(, y1) — ba(,12)) = 2{y1 — Y2, m — Jy—m + §y2) = —|y1 — yo|?,

where B =1, Ly, g, = 3,8 > 2Ly, »,. Thus, when o(y) = o for o € R, by Theorem[3.3 we
obtain that the family {X=7,e € (0,1)} satisfies the LDP in S := C([0,T],D(0¢)) with
the rate function given by

inf _||Allg,

1
I(g) ==
(g) 2 heDe:g=X"

where X" solves the following equation

dXP € —0p(XM)dt + bdt + o h(t)dt,
X =129 € D(0yp),

b= fR v(dy) and v is the unique invariant probability measure of the following equa-
tion

dY; € —0y(Y,)dt + (m — 3Y;)dt + dW2,
Yo =1y, DY), 0<t<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 (Hy,), (Hya,), (H}

b1,01
has a unique strong solution (X7, K7 Y7, K?”)

), (Hy

ba,02

) hold. Then the system (9)

Since the proof of the above lemma is similar to that of [§, Theorem 6.1], we omit it.
9



4.2. Some estimates for the frozen equation (I0).

Lemma 4.2. Under (Hy,), (Hy,,,)-(H;, ), it holds that for any t € [0,T],z, 21,25 €
R™ y1,y2 € R™

B[ < fyole 3 + O(1 + [2f), (14
B[V — Y22 < gy — gafe + Ol — o’ (15)

Proof. Applying the Ito formula to [Y;"*|2eM! for \; = £ and taking the expectation, we
get that

t t
E|Y; %[N :|mP+ME/QM%?mﬁk+m?/€“0?%@K%%>
0 0

t t
+2E/ 6*18<Yf’y°,bz(x,Y;x’yODds+E/ Moy, Y00)||Pds
0 0

t t
<l +ME [ Nelyeas 28 [ vlulvemds
0 0
t
+E [ (= alV P+ O+ o)) as
0
t N ’ .
< |?JO|2+)\1E/ 6/\15|Kx’y0|2ds—l—§E/ e’\15|Yf’yO|2ds—l—C/ eMeds

t
+E/m&”<—aH?WF+CXL+MFDdS
0

t t
<\W”HM+%—aE/e“M@W@+cu+m%/em@
0 0

eMt — 1
A
where v € A3(0) and Lemma 2.3 is used. By the above deduction, it holds that
E[Y,""]” < Jyol?e™ 2" + C(1 + |2]*),

Next, we deal with the second estimate. Let (Y2191 K22191) and (Y®2%2 K2%2%2) be
the solutions to Eq.(I0) with initial values y; and ys, respectively. Then it holds that

= lyol* + C(1+ |zl

t
Y;:chm . 1/;:027312 = Yy — Yo — (Ktl:chyl . K}:cz,yz) —l—/ <b2(I1’st1,y1) _ bg(:L’g,stz’m))dS
0

t
+/ (ag(xl,Yfl’yl) — 02(562,}/:”2@2))de.
0

Applying the It6 formula to |V;"0%" — Y*2¥2|2e*2t for Ay = « and taking expectation on
two sides, we obtain that

t
E|Y;w1,y1 . Y;mz,y2|2e>\2t _ \y1 . y2‘2 + >\2E/ eAgs‘Ys:cl,yl B Ysm2’y2|2d8
0
t
+28 [ (v -y (K — K

t
+2E/ (YU — VIR (0, YIVUY) — by (g, YI™¥2))ds
0
10



t
+E/ 2 ||og (w1, Y0 — o (g, YI22)|[Pds
0

N\

¢
R
0
¢
+2E/ NS (Y IV — YVI2Y2 by (xq, YIVU) — by(ay, Y2%2))ds
0
¢
+E/ 2 ||og (w1, YY) — o (1, YI22)|Pds
0
¢
+2E/ 6A28<Y8x17y1 — YU by (3, Y2 — by (3, Y22))ds
0
¢
+E/ 2 ||o(wy, YY) — o (@, YI492) |Pds
0

t
+2E/ e ||oa (1, YI2Y2) — oa(wa, Y#¥2)||Pds
0

N

t
1 — 1 + (Ao = B+ 2L, ,)E / P [YFY — Y s
0

et —1
Ay

+C|LL’1 — 262‘2
which implies that
E|)/;x1,y1 _ Y;x27y2|2 < |y1 _ y2|26—at + C|l’1 _ l’2|2.
The proof is complete. O

By the above lemma and the definition of »*, it holds that

Lk = [ mvepean < [ (Peterca Py
D(Az2) D(Az) D(A2)

= / g2 (dy) + C(1 + J2f?),

D(Az)

and furthermore

/_|y|2zﬂ<dy> <+ |2, (16)

D(Az)

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that (H, ), (Ha,), (H,,,
[0, 7] there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

[Eb (2, Y,7") = bi(2)]* < Ce™™ (1 + |2]* + [yol*). (17)
Proof. Based on ([I0), one can obtain that

), (H},,,) hold. Then, for anyt €

2

[Bby(a,Y7) = Bu(o)? = B, Y7) = [ buGa)(an)
D(A2)

2

— [Bhe v - [ Bn Y ay)

D(A2)
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< / Elby (2, Y,") — by (2, Y,V 20%(dy)
D(A2)

< Ina / EJY™ — Y2027 (dy)

D(Az)

5
< Ly / o — ylPe " (dy)

D(A2)

< ol (|yo|2+ / |y|2:ﬂ<dy>)
D(A2)

< Ce (14 |z + [yol?),

where the second inequality is based on (H} 1701). The proof is complete. O]
Lemma 4.4. Under (Hy,), (Hy ), (Hy, ), (H},,,), it holds that for any x1, 25 € R"
‘(_)1(.]71> — [_?1(.]72)‘ < C‘Jfl — .]72|. (18)

Proof. From (IT) and (IH), it follows that for any z1,z, € R™
b1 (1) = bi(z2)[* < 3[bi(a1) = Eby (w1, V") 4 3|Eby (21, ;™) — Eby (o, V™)
+3|Eby (72, Y,"%) — by (15)]?
< 3Ce (14 |z1]* + |yo|?) + 3C| 21 — 22)* + 3Ce™ (1 + |z2]* + |yo]?).
Letting ¢ — oo, we obtain that
b1 (1) = bi(2)] < Clay — 2],
which completes the proof. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [B.1]

In this section, we prove Theorem [B.Jl The proof consists of two parts. In the first
part (Subsection [B.1]), we segment the time interval [0, 7] by the size §, where 4 is a fixed
positive number depending on v, and introduce two auxiliary processes:

Y7 € —Ag(Y77)dE + Lo (X535, Vi)t + Jzoa(X55, Vi )AW?, 19)
Yo7 =yo € D(Ay),
Xi7 € —AUXT)E + i (X5, Vi) dE + VEor (X777, Y 7) AW, (20)
Xg’ﬂy =29 € D(Al),

where t(6) = [£]6, and [%] denotes the integer part of £. (Y7, K?7), (X*7, K7) denote
strong solutions of Eq.(I9) and (20), respectively. Then we estimate X7, K57 Y7 X,
K7 Y#7, In the second part (Subsection [5.2]), we present some estimates for the average
equation (II)).

5.1. Some necessary estimates.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem[31], there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

E ( sup |Xf”|2> < C(1+ |zof* + [vo]?), (21)

t€[0,T]
12



sup B[P < O(1+ |zo)® + |wol?), (22)
te[0,7

EIK"5 < C(1+ |2of* + [yol). (23)

Proof. First of all, we estimate X;”. Note that X} satisfies the following equation:
X7 =x— K7 + /Ot b (X7, VS ds + \/E/t o (X7, YE) AW
0

By applying the It6 formula to | X; 7|2, it holds that

XET = ol =2 [ (R 4 [ XX V)

+2\f/ (X7 o (X2, YEN)AWL) + 5/ oy (X7, YEN) ||2ds,  (24)

and furthermore for any u € A;(0),

IX;72 < Jwol® + 2|u|/ | X7 |ds —i—/ | X57ds —i—/ b (X5, YET)|*ds

+2

/ (X7, 0y (XS, Y ) dWD)
0

+ [ o v s,

where Lemma [2.3]is used in the above inequality. Then the BDG inequality and ([@]) imply

that
E( sup | X572
s€[0,t]

t t
< (ol + 21lT) + (2fu + DE / IXEPdr + Ly o E / (14 X572 4 Y2 )dr
0 0

+2E sup
s€[0,t]

/ (X2, 0y (X5, Y)Y
0

t t
C’(|x0\2+1)+C’E/ \X;W|2dr+CE/ Y72 dr
0 0

t 1/2
CE ( | Plox wm?dr)
0

t t
C(|x0\2+1)+C’E/ \X,fﬁ|2dr+CE/ Y= 2dr
0 0
1 t
2B sup 1x=P ) + CE / o (X2, Y5 Par,
2 s€[0,t] 0

and furthermore

s€[0,t]

t t
E (sup |X§”Y|2> < C(jwo)> +1) + C’/ E| X7 2dr + 0/ E|Y,7|2dr. (25)
0 0

13



For Y7, fix v € A5(0). Applying the It6 formula to |V 7|%eM for A = 5 and taking
the expectation, one could obtain that
E|y;€,’¥|26)\t
2

t t t
_ |y0|2 + )\E/ |Y;€7’Y|2e>\sds . QE/ 6)\8<YZSE,’Y’ dK37E,’Y> + aE/ 6)\8<Y;Ey'}/’ b2(X§,’Y’ Y'gaﬁ))ds
0 0 0

1 t
‘g / M los(X27, Yo Pds
Y 0

/NED

t t
|yo|2+)\E/ |Y8’3’7|26A5ds+2E/ M| Y| ds
0 0

1 t
+—E/ (=¥ P+ O+ X)) ds
7 Jo

a o
2y v

< wlt+C +C E| sup | XJ7|* | +1]).
A YA s€(0,1]

From this, it follows that

/A

t t C t
lyol” + <A+ )E/ |Ys€"y|2e’\sds+C/ eASder;E/ e (14 | X27)?)ds
0 0 0

E[Y;y7]* < C(lyo* +1) + CE <Sup |X§’”I2) : (26)

s€[0,t]
Inserting (26) in (25), by the Gronwall inequality one can get that
E ( sup IXf"’P) < C(L+ |zof* + [yol),
t€[0,T
which together with (26]) implies that

sup E|Y;7]> < C(1 + |zo]* + [yol).-
te[0,7

Finally, for K7, by (24) and Lemma 2.4} it holds that

T T
X572 = w22 / (X7 dKLe) + 2 / (X570 (X357, YT))ds
0

0
T T
12yE / (X2, 0 (X5, Y2 AWD) + & / o1 (57, Y27 2ds
0 0
T T T
< faof? — 20 [K1] 20y [ XE s 4 20T+ [ X2 s
0 0
T T
* / by (X7, YE)2ds + 22 / (X7, 00 (X7, Y20 )W)
0 0

T

te / o (X327, Y27 2ds,
0
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and

T
2ME [KM7| ) < zol? + 2(M + M)T + (2Ms + 1) / E|X{7[ds
0

i / L EIXEP + BV
0
which together with (2I)) and (22)) yields that
E|KY7|0 < O+ |zof* + [yol?)-
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 E|Y77)2 < C(1+ |zo]? + |yol?),
te[0,7

E ( sup IXf"’P) < C(1 A+ [zol” + [yol?),
te[0,7

EIK"75 < C(L+ |zol® + |yof*).
Next, we estimate some differences.

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

lim sup E sup |X;” — X7)> =0,

1=05¢(0,1]  s<t<s+l

lim sup E sup |X[7 — X27|> = 0.
1=05¢(0,1]  s<t<s+l

Proof. Since the proofs of ([B0) and (B31]) are similar, we only prove (30).
Note that for 0 < s <t < T,

t t
XtE,’Y _X?V — _Ktl,a,v_l_K;,aﬁ_l_/ bl(Xf’FY,Y;,E”Y)dT—F/‘ O-l(X:ﬁ’YTa,'y)dwrl'

s

Thus, the 1t6 formula and (@) imply that
Xi7 = Xz

t t
~ / (X327 — X7, KM 12 / (X2 — X2, by (XE7, Vo)) dr

t t
1 / (X327 — X5, 00 (X, Yo )WL) + / o (X5, Yo Pdr

/A

t t
—2 / (X57 — X7 dKM7) + / | X57 — X57)dr

(27)

(28)

(29)

t t
Ly / (14 X272 + V2 P)dr + 2 / (X2 — X7, 00 (X357, Yo ) AW (32)

15



Next, we compute —2 [* (X2 — X7, dK 7). Note that 0 € Int(D(A;)). Thus, there
is a 6y > 0 such that for any R > 0 and 6 < 6,
{x e B(0,R) : d(z,(D(A))) = e} £0,

where B(0, R) := {x € R" : |z| < R}, d(-,-) is the Euclidean distance in R" and (D(A4;))°
denotes the complement of D(A;). Set

gr(8) = sup {\z| . 2 € Ay(2) for all = € B(0, R) with d (:c (M)C) > e} ,

and by the local boundedness of A; on Int(D(A;)), it holds that
gr(f) < 4o0.

Again put for any [ > 0

hr(l) := inf {0 € (0,0)) : gr(0) < 17/?},
and we have that

gr (14 hp(1)) < 17Y% and 1%1 hi(l) = 0.
Take Iz > 0 be such that Iz + hg(Ig) < 6. For 0 < | < Ig A1, let X4 be the
projection of X7 on {x € B(O,R) : d (:B, (M)C) >+ hR(l)}. Thus, for Z=7bE ¢

Ay (XerbEY sup [ XY < Rand 0 <t — s < [, it holds that
t€[0,T

t
—2 / (X77 = X2, K57
t t
= -2 / (X7 — XohR AR ) — 2 / (XrbE — X dK )T

t
< —2/ (X27 = XER | 720l RY 4r 4 9 (1 4 hy(1)) }Kl’m‘oT

1/2 Ley|T
< AVPR42(1+ hp(l) [KY7,
and furthermore by (32)

£,y 57'}/2
sup | Xy = XS L) qup x5 <Ry
s<t<s+1 te[0,T]

t
< (4[1/21-2 +2 (14 hg(D)) }KlvEW\OT) + sup / | X57 — X7 2dr

s<t<s+1

t
+La s sUp / (14 (X2 + Vo) dr

s<t<s+l

+C' sup

s<t<s+l

t
/ (X2 — X270 (X27, Y27)) dIV!

I sup |x571<RY-
te€(0,7T]
From the above deduction and the BDG inequality, it follows that

E sup |X;7— X?VFI{ sup |XO7|<R}

s<t<s+l te(o,T]

< (AR +2(1+ ha() BIKD) + C(1 + |20 + [yol?)!
16



1/2

s+l
+CE (/ | X7 —X?”’|2I|0(Xf”,Yf’”’)szr) I sup |X57<R)
s te(0,T]
< (AMPR+2(1+ hp(D) EIKY[T) + C(1 + |zol* + |yol*)l

1
+§E sup | X7 — X It sup xs7<ry +C(1+ |ol® + |yol )1,

s<t<s+l t€[0,T]
which yields that

E sup [X;7 — Xsw|2 It sup |x57|<R)
s<t<s+H te[0,T] k
< (WYV2R42(1 4 b)) EIK|E) + C(1+ |xo)? + [yo] )1

Based on this, letting [ — 0 and then R — oo, one could conclude (B0Q), which completes
the proof. O

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem [31] hold. Then there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

~ C
sup BT - V< S [ sup B osup (x5 - X5 (33)
te[0,T] QO \ se[0,T]  s<r<s+s
Proof. First of all, by (@) and (I9), we have that
R . 1 [t .
VTV = KR (X0 ) b0 Vi s
7 Jo

1 ! € £ € Cre
+ﬁ /0 <0-2(Xsﬁ> Y:e ﬁ) - 02(X8(’g), Y; ’Fy))de

Applying the It6 formula to |V — Y7 2eM for A = % and taking the expectation, by
(H3, ,,) and (Hj, , ) one could obtain that

ba,02
t

t
E|Yfﬁ _ Y;a,’Y|2e)\t _ )\E/ |Y;a,fy _ Y;a,—y|26)\sds _ E/ 26)\50/8577 o Y'sa,'y’ d(Ks2,a,fy o Ks2,a,-y)>
0 0

1./ . o
+-E / 2N (YT — VT, by(X57,YE7) = by(X55, Vo)) ds
7 Jo

1/ :
+-F / Moo (X537, Y9) — 0o X3, Vi) ||Pds
Y Jo

N

t R 1 t N
AB [ |VET - YETpds  TB [ 2 (Ve - VI (X, V)
0 Y 0
R 1 t .
b (X5, VEN))ds + LK / M l0a(X57, YE) — 0y(X27, V) 2ds
Y 0

1 t N A .
B [ 2V - VI (NI VE) — (X Vs

Y 0

1 t ~
+-E / oo (X2, YET) — 0a( X2, VET)||2ds
Y 0

1 t R ~
i ) / 260 (X57, V) — 0o XS, YET)|Pds
7 0
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2Ly, » t -
< (- Z B [ye - pepesds
g g 0
C

t
+—E / N|X5T — X0 [*ds
Y 0

C A1
< = ( sup E sup |X7 —X;”P) ‘ :

Y s€[0,T] s<r<s+6 A
Finally, it follows that
€,y €, |2 C e 12
EYy"=YP<—|{ sup E sup |X77—X77).
A\ se[0,T] s<r<s+o
The proof is complete. O

Finally, we estimate E sup |X57 — X772,
te[0,7T

Lemma 5.5. Assume that the assumptions of Theorem[3 1 hold. Then we have that

E sup | X7 —X2<C| sup E sup |X57 — X572 | (34)
t€[0,T] s€[0,T] s<r<s+d

Proof. Note that
t
XP7 = X7 = K+ KPS+ / (b (X7 YET) = b (X3, VET) ) s
0
Thus, by the Taylor formula, it holds that

t
Xa‘?’y —_ X€7'y 2 f— _2 < XEKY — Xav'y’ d Klvav'y — KLEW
t t s s S s
0
t
#2 [ XET - X YET) - b (X5 VE)ds
0

t t
< / X5 XEPds + Ly / (1X57 = X2 + Y27 — V2 2)ds,
0 0
and

t
E sup | X7 — X2 </ E sup |[X27 — X7’ dr + TC ( sup E sup |X;7 — XSW|2> :
0

s€[0,t] s€[0,7] s€[0,T] s<r<s+6

where we use ([33]). The Gronwall inequality yields the required result. The proof is
completed. 0

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

Lemma 5.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem [3.1, Eq.(I1) has a unique solution
(X., K.). Moreover, it holds that

sup | X* < C(1+ |zo]?), (35)
te[0,7
lim sup sup |X; — X,|*=0. (36)

1=0 5¢0,7] s<t<s+l
18



Proof. First of all, from (), it follows that Eq.(I]) has a unique solution (X., K.). Then,
since the proofs of the required estimates are similar to that for X7 in Lemma 5.1 and
Lemma 5.3 we omit them. The proof is complete. O]

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem [31] hold. Then there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

E( sup |X77 = Kif?) < C(VE+2) +2(7),

0<t<T
where
1/2
S(y) = C| sup E sup |X7 — X+ sup sup |X; — X,|?
s€[0,T] s<r<s+6 s€[0,T] s<t<s+0

—I—C<(5)1/2 51/2> +C ( sup E sup |X;” —X§’7|2)

s€[0,T]  s<r<s+6

+C sup sup |X, — X%
s€[0,T] s<t<s+d

Proof. Note that

t t
XX, = —Ktl’m + K+ / (bl(Xj(’gp YET) — Z_)l(Xs))dS + \/E/ o1 (X7, Y AW,
0 0
Thus, by the It6 formula, it holds that
X7 — X,

t

t
= —2/ (Xj”—X’s,d(KjW—f(s))+2/ (X527 — Xs,bl(X” VET) = by(X,))ds
0

t
+2v/2 / (X5 — Xy, 00 (X5, YENAWD) + & / oy (X5, Vo) | 2ds
0

N

t
2/ <X§*f Ko, (X5, VE7) = By (X,)ds
0

t
$2VE [ (K07 X on (X0 VW) 4 el [ (4 KP4 Y
0 0
Moreover, based on the BDG inequality, we get that
e s 577 57)

0<t<T

t
< 2E sup / (X7 — Xs,bl(Xf(’ngsm) - El(Xs»dS
o<t<T |J0o
t
12/2E sup / (X7 — X, 00(XE7, YENAWD | + Ce
o<t<T |Jo
t
< 2E sup / (X327 = Xy by (X33, Vo) — Bi(X.)ds
o<t<T |JO

T 1/2
+2/eCE (/ \)A(sm — Xs\2]|al(X§"Y,Yj"y)||2ds) + Ce
0
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t
< 2E sup / (X7 — Xs,bl(Xj(’}),Yf’”) — bi(X,))ds
o<t<T | Jo
1 . _
+oE( sup %77 - %) + C(VE+e). (37)
2 \o<i<r
Next, set
t
I:=FE sup / <)A(sm — ngbl(Xj(’g)u}Afs&ﬁ{) — by (X,))ds
o<t<T | Jo

and we are devoted to estimating /. Note that

t
I < E sup /(X Xj(g) XS_I_XS(&)?bl(X':(’g))}/;&’Y)_61(X5)>d8
o<t<T |Jo
t
4B sup | [ (05~ Ko bi(X5. VE) = X s
o<t<T |Jo

t
0

o<t<T

bi(X,))ds

0<t<T

= [1+[2—|—13—|—I4. (38)

t
+E sup / (X33 — Xs@): b1 (Xss) —
0

Thus, we estimate Iy, I, I3, I, respectively. -
For I, by the Holder inequality and the linear growth for by, by, it holds that

1/2
L < C (/T E(| X7 — Xj(’g)|2 +1X, — )_(3(5)|2)ds) /
0T . 1/2
« (/0 E(1+ X2+ [V + \Xslz)ds)
1/2
< C ( sup E sup |X57 — X2+ sup sup | X, —Xs|2) . (39)
s€[0,T] s<r<s+6 s€[0,T] s<t<s+0

For I, by the deduction in Step 2., we know that
I < C((%)l/2 + 51/2). (40)
For I3, the Lipschitz continuity of b; implies that
T A —
I3 < CE/O |X§(g) 5(6 |(|Xm X;:(} |+ |X —Xs(6)|)d5
T - T .
< C’/O E|X37) — Xo)[*ds + O/O E|X 5 — Xio[*ds

T
< C’/ E|X§(’g) — Xy)?ds + C ( sup E sup |X:7 — X§’7|2> : (41)
0

s€l0,T] s<r<s+6
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For I, by the Lipschitz continuity of b; and (B8]), it holds that

T T
o< O [ B - XpPds+C [ R - X ds
0 0

T
S / E|X 5(5 Xs’ds+C sup  sup |X; — X%
0 5€[0,T) s<t<s+9

Combining ([B39)-([42) with (38]), we have that
T
I<X(y)+ C/O E[X33) — Xsw [ ds,
which together with (37) implies that

T
E< sup |Xf’”—Xt|2> SC(\/E+6)+E(7)+C/ E( sup |Xf’”—XT|2>ds
0

ot<T 0<r<s

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

[£]0 _ R _
I, = (E sup ‘/ Xs”’ Xy, b1 (X5, YS7) — bi(X5)))ds

o<t<T
+ / (X~ Xs(g),bl(Xj(’g),Yj”)—bl(X”)>dsD

(516 _ N
< (E sSup ‘/ Xa’y Xs(é)abl(XsE(vng:sEﬁ) b (Xaﬁy»ds’)

0<t<T

(E sup ‘/ 3(5 s(5)>bl(XsE(7g)a}A/;€ ) b (XEFY»dS’)

o<t<T
=. ]21 —|— [22.

Next, we estimate I5;. Note that

I, = (E sup ‘/ - 3(5 bl( YM) b(X”))ds’)

o<t<T

5 (k+1)6 _
Z / (X35) — Xs@), (XG5, Yo — (X3 ))dSD
— Jk

Il
=
VR

sup
o<t<T é
B s ) R B
< E( sup ) / (K55 — Ko ba (X5, VET) = bi(X57))ds
0<t<T =5 | ks
[F]-1 (b+1)5 ) ) )
< B[] [ O X b (X7 V) - B
T (k+1)6
< [g] SUP E ‘/ Xk(S _Xk&bl(Xkavam)—bl(Xiiapy»dS‘
0<k<[L] kb
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T € v o € e T €
< 7(5) Sup E<‘<ng - Xk6>/0 (01 (X35 Y’ysq—ké) - bl(Xkéy))dSW)

0<k<[£]-1
T e Y R &Y Ve 7 ey
< (), s B Sl | [ O i) B G
hvx ? -
T N _
< (=) sup  (EIXG — Xisl*)'?
0 0<kg[£)—1
5/ 2\ /2
S LY ARCTE R M ERACINE (43)

. _ 2
Thus, we compute E ’foé/ﬁ’(bl (X3 Yoies) — bl(X,igy))ds’ . It is easy to see that

2

8/ R B
E / by (X5, V50,5) — By (XE]))ds
0

/v pé/v . _ . _
= 2 [ [ Vi) — BUXE) MK Vi) — b)) dsdr
0 r
Therefore, set for 0 <r < s < d/vy
O(s, 1) = E(bu(Xgy, Yol s) — bi(X5), by (X5 Yol s) — bu( X)),

and we only investigate ®(s,r).
For any s > 0 and random variables &, € L?(Q, %, P),& € D(A;),¢ € D(Ay), we
consider the following equation

{ AV e — Ay (Vo 9€)dt + Lby (€, Vi) dt +

! a6 VS,
Y'S%S@C — C

Then it holds that

A . €Y yEy
Y;&f\/ — )/;77]“57stva1€5

227.k8, X0 Vi
) t

K> = K ot € [k6, (k+1)d],
and furthermore
D(s, ) = B{by (X5, V) = by (X)), b G V) — b ().
Note that X5, V5" are Fys-measurable, and for any z € D(4,),y € D(Ay), Y™ is
independent of .%,s. Thus, we have that

5 >, ,kd, E’W,Aé"y 7 5
O(s,r) = E|E[(bu(X5, Ym0 — bu(Xg),
e > ,kd, E’W,Aé"y 7 5
b (X5 Y ) = b (X)) 9‘”
= E|E|(bi(z, V2555 — by (), by (2, VI155Y) —51(93»] ]
(mvy):(X]i;s'YvY]:éw)
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Here, we investigate Y%’ﬁ’?’y. On one hand, it holds that
1 vs+kd

Y. kO,Ty -2,7,k8,2,y -2,7,k8,2,y v €,k0,z,y
Yook = y— KOs+ KG + 5 ba(z, Y} )dr
ko

1 vs+ké s )
+— ooz, Y, ) AWy
Nal /ké

S
_ -2,7,kd,2,y -2,7,k8,2,y 1 rY,k0,T,y
= Y- Kﬁ/s+k5 + K + 5 ba(z, Y, ks )du
0

1 s
+ﬁ/0 o (x, Y o) AW

~ S S ~

_ 7 2,7,kd,2,y oY, k6, T,y VRO, YN 17772

= y—K; +/ ba(z, Y\ s )dv + [ oo, Y1057 ) AW,
0 0

72 .2 2 T2 . LT ' ‘ ‘
where W7 := W2 s — Wisand Wy = ﬁva are two m-dimensional standard Brownian

. : “2,,k6 “2,,k6
motions, and K?27k®y = KOs — K5, On the other hand, note that the frozen

equation (I0) is written as

ver =y k20 [ yenar s [ o vinan?
0 0

Thus, for s € [0,6/7], Y%’ii?’y and Y*Y have the same distribution, which implies that

E

(br (2, YR05Y) = ba(w), b (, VE05) — by (@)]

= E(bi(z, YY) = bi(2), bi(2, V) — bi())

= E|E <bl (ZL’, )/;m’y) — Bl (l’), bl(ZL’, Y;,x’y) — Bl (l’)> ﬁTWQ]
= E <E bl (ZIZ’, )/;x7y) §TW2] - 61 (517)7 bl (ZIZ’, Kx,y) - 61 (ZE’)>
) o\ 1/2 )
< | E|E |by(z, vov) ,%Wz] — by(2) (Elby (2, Y¥) — by (2) )2,

where ZV° = o{W2,0 < u < r} VAN, and NV denotes the collection of all P-zero sets.
Moreover, based on (IT), we obtain that

o\ 1/2

E bl (ZL’, Y:C’y)

%YVQ] — by (z)

(E
- (E B [b1@. Y29 oy = Bi(a) ) "< (ceto s s Evp)
< (C’e

1
(1 faf? + [yf?) < Cem TR [a] 4|y,
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and

1/2
(Bl v <)) = (Bl = [ el

D(Az)

/A

1/2
(E [ty - bl<x,u>|2um<du>)
D(A2)

1/2
C (/ E|Y,"Y — u\2ym(du))
D(A2)

< C(Pes + 00 +1a)
< O+ 2+ [yl)-
Combining the above deduction, by (2I) (27) one can have that
®(s,r) < Cem@/2,
Inserting the above inequality in ([43]), we get that

/A

/2

Is; < Cv( sup (/ / Ce b= mdsdr) < C(%)l/z. (44)

O<k<[

Finally, we estimate I». By (@) (2I) 27) 28]) (85) and the Holder inequality, one could
get that

I, < 2<E sup / |X 5(5)||b1(X§(’g),Yf”) _bl(XSEfg))|dS)
0<t<T J[2]s
1o t 1/2
< 202 E sup [X57 — X2 E sup / |b1(X§(’g),f/sm) —l_)l(Xf(’g))Pds
0<s<T 0<t<T J[5]6
12 . 1/2
< 26Y2 (E sup |X§7W_Xs|2> (E/ b1 (XG5, Y7) =y (Xj(’g))|2ds>
0<s<T 0

1/2 T 1/2
< 051/2<E sup |X§’“’\2+ sup \Xs\2> (/ (1+E|X€“’|2+E\Y€7|2d8>
0

0<s<T 0<s<T
< 0o,
which together with (44]) implies (40)). The proof is complete. O

At present, we are ready to prove Theorem B.11
Proof of Theorem [B.1l By (34) and Lemma (5.7, we get that

E( sup \Xf’”—X}P) < 2E< sup |Xf’7—)A(f’7|2> +2E< sup |Xf’“’—Xt\2)

o<t<T o<t<T o<t<T

< C ( sup E sup |X:7 — X§’“’\2> +C(Ve+e)+ (7).
s€[0,T]  s<r<s+6
Let us take § = ~* for 0 < ¢ < 1. Thus, as € tends to 0, v — 0,6 — 0,7/5 — 0 and (B0),

310, B6) imply the required limit, which completes the proof.
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6. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.3]

In this section, we prove Theorem B3l Moreover, we remind that o7 is independent of
y in this section.
By Lemma 1], we know that the system () has a unique strong solution (X7, K17,

YE7, K%57). Thus, there exists a functional W€ : C([0,T];R%+4) — C([0,T],D(A;))
such that

X1 =W (\eW), W= WL W?).
In order to prove the Laplace principle for X7, we will verify Condition with S =

First of all, we consider the following controlled processes:

(dXET" € — Ay (XETAE 4 by (XET YE)dE + oy (XET ) myu(t)dt
+y/Eoy (X 7)dW,
X7 = 29 € D(Ay), 0<t<T,
AV € = Ap (YAt + Lby(XET YAt + o (XET Y mpu(t)dt (49)

Loy (X YT AW 7
+ﬁ0-2( t s Lt ) to

Yo" =y € D(A2), 0<t<T, uecAf,

\
where m; : RU+d s RA 7y o RAtdz 3 RY are two projection operators. Thus,
by the Girsanov theorem, the system (43]) have a unique strong solution denoted by
(Xeru, Kheve yeru K2em)  Moreover, X&' = We(\/eW + [ u(s)ds).
Consider the following multivalued differential equation:
dXp € A (X®)dt + by (XH)dt + oy (X)) mu(t)dt, ue ALY,
{ Xg =X € D(Al)

By (I8) and (Hj, ), it holds that Eq.(6) has a unique solution (X*, K*). Define the
measurable map ¥° : C([0, T]; R +%) = S by ¥O( [  u(s)ds) = X, and we verify Condi-
tion 28 through W, ¥O,

In the following, we divide the concrete deduction into two parts. In the first part

(Subsection [B.1]), we present some key estimates for X% Y74 X% Then we justify
Condition 2§ in the second part (Subsection [6.2).

(46)

6.1. Some estimates for X7 Yeru X,

Lemma 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [3.3, for {u.,e € (0,1)} C A, there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

E ( sup |Xf’”’“€|2> < O+ |zo)* + |wol?), (47)
te[0,T
T
/ E[Y57 2dr < O(L+ aof? + [yol?), (48)
0
E[K (T < C(1+ 2o + [0]?). (49)

Proof. First of all, we estimate X;""". Note that X;7"" satisfies the following equation:

t t
XtEFY,uE — IO_KtLE’%us_‘_/ bl(X?'y,ug’Y;a;y,ug)dS_‘_/ Ul(Xj’V’“E)WluE(s)ds
0 0
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t
+\/E/ o (XEe)dW L
0
The It6 formula yields that

t t
|Xt5777u6 |2 — |l.0|2 _ 2 / <X§7’Y,us’ dKj75777u6> _l_ 2 / <X§7'Yvu€’ bl (va'Yqu’ )/::777'“6)>d8
0 0
t t
_|_2/ <X§:’Y’u5’ O-l(X':fqus)ﬂ-lua(S))ds _I_ 2\/5/ <X§7’Y’u5’ o1 (X':”Y:Us)dWsl)
0 0

t
—l—a/ oy (X272 ds. (50)
0

Then the BDG inequality, Lemma 2.3 and (@) imply that for any u € A;(0)

E [ sup | X7 |2
s€[0,t]

t t
< (2o + 2ulT) + (2] + DE / XE9 2dr + Ly o1 / (14 | X270 4 [V )dr
0 0
19K sup / (X275 gy (X2 Yy, ()| + 2E sup / (X2 gy (X))
s€l0,t] 1J0 s€l0,t] |J0o
t t 1
< C(|x0|2—|—1)+C’IE/ |Xf’”’“5|2d7“—|—CIE/ |Yf’”’“5|2d7“—l——IE sup |X§’V’“5|2
0 0 4 s€[0,t]
t t t 1/2
CE ( / ||al<Xf’%“6>||2dr) ( / |ue<r>|2dr)+0E ( / |Xf~v“e|2||al<Xf’%“6>||2dr)
0 0 0
t t
< C(|:):0|2+1)+CIE/ |Xf’%“5|2dr+CE/ [yEr e 2y
0 0

1 t
ok (Sup |X§”’u6|2> i CE/ loy (X |[*dr,
0

s€[0,t]

and furthermore

s€[0,t]

t t
E <sup \Xj%“ﬂ?) < C(\x0|2+1)+0/ E\Xf’%“f\2dr+0/ E|Y=74 2dr.  (51)
0 0

For YS7"  fix v € Ay(0). Applying the It6 formula to |Y,>7"|2eM for X\ = 5 and
taking the expectation, one could obtain that

t t
BIYST P =l A [ [YEPetds - 28 [ (v dicieo)
) . 0 0
4B [N (X Vs
7 Jo
1 t
2B [ (e Y s
0

t
M YEE, 0y (X, Ve myu (s))ds

26
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t t
lyo|? + AR / Y= 2eM s 4 O / o |o][YE7 | d s
0 0

1 t
B [ (= alyE e O X )ds
7 Jo

t

2
2R [ erslyertel|| g, (XU YV ETU |y (s)|ds.
+\/% | s ||| 2( s s s )||| e( )|
Note that for the third and last terms of the right side for the above inequality
210l[YE7e] < Y2+ CloP,
3

and

2
—=YS 7 oo (X5, YT ) [[|ue(s))|

Ve
o C

< glyf’%“fﬁ + gllaz(X?”’“i V) |2 ug(s) |
o C

< @Wf’%usp + g|ua(3)|2,

where (H2 ) is used. Thus, we have that

02

D) t t
BV 2 < [yl + (A+ 50 - g)IE«:/ |yEe 2ednds + C/ Mds
v v/ Jo 0

C ! As £,7,Ue |2 C ! As 2
+—E [ e¥(1+ | X7 )ds+ —E [ e™|u.(s)|"ds
Y 0 € 0

A 1 A 1
< I+ 0=+ Cf E( sup [xXuf ) +1
A YA s€[0,2]

t
+QE/ e ua(s)]?ds.
€ Jo

From this, it follows that

Q

BY; [ < Cllyol +1) + CE (sup |X”“El2) + % [ e uspas
0

s€[0,t

and furthermore

t
/ E|Y'ra,’y,us|2d,r < (|y0|2+1 +C/ E(sup |X8'yug|2> dr
0 0

s€[0,r]

+— E/ / ~9u.(s)|?dsdr
< CT(lyol* + 1) + C/ ( sup |X§”’“g|2> dr
0 s€[0,r]

+C (g) E/Ot e (s)[2ds

27



t
< OT(|yol* +1) + C/ E ( sup |X§’7’“5|2> dr. (52)
0

s€[0,r]

Inserting (52) in (BI)), by the Gronwall inequality one can get (7)) and (48]).
Finally, for K74 by (50) and Lemma 2.4} it holds that

T T
X = -2 [ dRt 2 [ (e Y ds
0 0
T T
w2 [ o (X mu)ds +2VF [ X0 oy (5T
0 0
T
v [ ez |as
0

T T
o +2My / | X7 |ds + 2M3T + / | X7 2ds
0 0

/A

‘x0|2 - 2M1 }Kl,e,'y,ug

T
+ [ ez ye s+ sup P
0 s€[0,T

T T T
4 / o (X27) | 2ds / fus(s)Pds + 297 / (X2 gy (X2 AV
0 0 0

T
te / o (X270 s,
0
and

T
2MLE | K1 g < wol® +2(My + Ms)T + (2M; + 1) / E|X:7ue|?ds
0

T
+E ( sup |X§’7’“6\2> + C’/ (1 +E\X§’”’“E|2 +E\§f’7’“5|2)ds,
0

s€[0,T

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

E | Kb 5 < O(1+ |2of* + [yol?)-
The proof is complete. O
Lemma 6.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem[3.3, for {u.,e € (0,1)} C AY, we have
that
lim sup E sup |X;7" — X742 = Q. (53)

1=05¢g(0,7]  s<t<s+l

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

t
1
vayvuﬁ _ ij'%us — _Kt )€, Ue + Kslvf‘-‘y'%us + / bl (X:vaus’ }/;nav'Yvus)dr
S

t t
—I—/ Ul(Xf"Y’uf)mua(r)der/ Ul(Xf’“”“E)dW,}.

Thus, the It6 formula and (@) imply that

| X7 — X
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t t
= / (ATt — Xt ARG =7te) 42 / (XEmte = Xm0, by (X7, Vo)) dr
st ’ t
+2/ (Xote — Xomte gy (X7 ) mue(r))dr 4+ 2/ (XEue — X oMU g (XETU) AW

t
=[xz |ar

N

¢
-9 / <X5,'y JUe AX'a;y,uE dKl £y, uE / IXE,'y JUe Xa;y,ugl dr
- ’ t ¢
‘l’Lbl 01/ (1 + |Xa7'y,ug|2 + |Y6,’y usl )dT + 2/ <XTE,’Y,us _ X§7V7us,O-l(Xf”}/’us)WlfUIa(r))dr
t
w2 [ (o X (X0 aw. 59
Next, we compute —2 fst (Xerue — Xemue R Levue)  Let Xoueb® he the projection

of X:7" on {z € B(0,R) : d(z, (D(A1))°) =+ hgr(l)} (See the deduction in Lemma [5.3]

for I, hg). Thus, for Zs7 bl ¢ A (Xe7ueabl) qup | X7 | < Rand 0 <t —s < [, it
s s 0.7] t
te|0,

holds that

t
_ EVUe __ Y ET U lLe,yu
2/<XT « _ xzme dRCheme)
S
t t

_ €% Ue __ Y E Ue,l,R Leyue\ gvueslL,R __ yevu 1e,7,ue
_ 2/<XT, C xR qpclerusy g [ (xeamel R yeae qpclerue)

S S

t
< —2/ <X:v%us _ XE’V’UE’Z’R’ Z§7'Y,ug,l,R> dr + 2 (l + hR(l)) }Kl,a,fy,ug g

T

1/2 1,e,v,ue
< AR+ 2(1+ hp(l)) [K0|

and furthermore by (54])

5777“5 5777“ 2
Sup ‘Xt - XS 5‘ ]{ sup ‘thﬂyus‘gR}
s<t<s+l t€[0,T]

N

t
(411/23 +2(L+ hg(l)) [KPo7ve ) + sup / | Xt — XU 2 dr

s<t<s+1

t
T / (14 [XEe? 4 Yoo ?) dr

s<t<s+lJs

t
&,7,U ,7,u ,7,u
‘|‘2 sup / <AXVT,’y N —XSFY E,O’l(XTFY E)Wlua(r»dr [{ sup \th"y’ug\éR}
s<t<s+l1 t€[0,T]
t
€,7,u £, €,7,u 1
+C sup / <X7‘ c Xs 5,01 (Xr 5)) dWr ]{ sup |X{7"¢|<R}-
s<t<s+1 te[0,T)

From the above deduction and the BDG inequality, it follows that
YsUe Y Ue 2
E sup |Xfﬁ/ - X;;”Y | [{ sup |X77"¢|<R}
s<t<s+l t€[0,T]

< (AMPR+2(1+ hp(D) E|K=7[T) + C(1 + |0l + |yol*)l
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s+1
#28 [ = X2 oy (G )y g i
s t€[0,T)

1/2

s+l
+CE (/ | X 27ke — X§’"”“5\2H01(Xf’%“5)szr) I{ qup IXEMEKR}

tel0,T

< (AMPR+2(1+ hp() E|K=7= 1) + C(1 + |ol* + |yol? )

1 ” u
+=E sup |X77U — XEue)? I qup (xevuej<ry + C(1+ |zol? + [yol*)1,
te[0,T]

s<t<s+l

which yields that
E sup |[X;7" — X7t sup (X7 |<R)

s<t<s+1 telo
< (4R +2(1+ ha(l) IE|K1’E’”’“E|o) +C(1+ |wof* + [yol*)L.

Based on this, letting { — 0 and then R — oo, one could conclude (53). O

Lemma 6.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem[3.3, for any u € ALY, it holds that
sup | X7'[* < C(1 + |wof”), (55)
te[0,T
(K5 < C1+ |zol*), (56)
lim sup sup |X}— X“*=0. (57)

=0 sef0,T] s<t<s+l

Since the proofs of (B3), (56) and (57) are similar to that of (47), (@9) and (53),

respectively, we omit it.
Next, set for u.,u € AY

g:(t) :== /0 o1 (X" (ue(r) — u(r))dr,

and we have the following result.

Lemma 6.4. suppose that the assumptions of Theorem [3.3 hold, and u. converges to u
almost surely as € — 0. Then g.(-) tends to 0 almost surely in C([0,T],R") as e — 0.

Proof. On one hand, {g.;e € (0,1)} is relatively compact in C([0,7],R"). In fact, by the
Ascoli-Arzeld lemma, we only need to justify that

(1) sup sup [g.(¢)] < oo,
£€(0,1) t[0,T]

(17) {[0,T] >t g-(t);e € (0,1)} is equi-continuous.

For 0 < s <t < T, it holds that
1/2
< 2N'/? (/ |loy X“)||2dr)

t
where (6]) is used. Letting s = 0, by (53]) we have that
|9-()] < 2NY20(1 + |ao ),

where C'is independent of €. So, (i) holds.
30

|9:(s) — g=()] < o1 (X)) (ue(r) — u(r))dr

1/2
< 2N1/20< (1+ XY ) ,



For (ii), noticing that
19:(5) = g:(t)] < 2NV2C(1+ |ao|)(t — 5)V%,

we know that (i7) holds.
On the other hand, note that

t t
/ o (X9)|)?dr < C’/ (1+ [ X“*)dr < oo.
0 0
Since u. — u almost surely in AY as e — 0, one get that for any ¢ € [0, T
lim g.(t) = 0,
e—0
which implies that

lim sup |g-(t)| = 0.
e=04c0,77

The proof is complete. 0J
Finally we introduce the following auxiliary process:
{ X:f’%“s € —A (Y, )dt + %62()(5(’;)’“5, Yo ) de + %02()(:(%#6, Y, ) dWE, (58)
Yo = y.

Lemma 6.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem [3.3, for {u.,e € (0,1)} C AY, there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that
sup BIY, 2 < C(L+ |of* + [yof?). (59)
t€[0,T
T R c )
/ ElY 7 — Y27 2dt < — | sup E sup | X7 — XE7u 2 )| + C -, (60)
0 Q \ 5g0,T] s<r<s+6 €
Proof. Since the proof of (B9) is similar to that for (22)), we only prove (G0]).
First of all, by (@) and (58)), we have that

. . 1 [t .
)/;Ey'qus _ )/fv%us — _Kfyav%us + Kt2787%u6 + ; / <b2(XsEfqus’ )/'say'qus) o b2(X§(7:5Y)7us’ )/;‘Wﬂis))ds
0
1 /t o )
_'_ <O-2 (X':,'Y’us’ }/;5,7,%5) — 0y (Xj”% E’ }/;37#%)) dWs
V7 Jo @

1 t
+—”y€ / oo (XS Y ) mou,(s)ds.
v/ 0

Applying the It6 formula to [Y77" — Y74 |2eM for \ = s and taking the expectation,
v
by (H}, ,,) and (H3, ) one could obtain that

E|Ytamus _ Y/tamug|26>\t

t t
= )\E/ ‘Y’s&%us _ Y*ss,%us |26)\st - E/ 26)‘S<Y;€’%“5 - Y;e,'y,us7 d(Kg’e’%uE - Ksz,&%us))
0 0

1 ¢ - -
+§E / 26)\5 <Y;a;y7ug o Y;a;y,ug’ bg (X?'y,ug’ Y'sa,%ug) o bz(XsE(,g),Us’ Y;E,'y,ug»ds
0
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1 t N
*ﬁIE/ DM YETE — VENE gy (XETM YET ) mpu (s))ds
0

s

1 t
+-E / Mo (X1, YETU) — o (X", Vo) | P ds
Y Jo

t
~ 1 ~
< )\E/ ‘Y*ss,%us _ }/;6’%“5|26>\st + —E/ 26)‘S<Y;€’%“5 _ Y;a’%us,bg(X?%us,Yf’%us)
0 Y Jo
R 1 t R
—ba (X7, Y77 ke))ds + §E/ | (X574, Y1) — op (X570, Vi) | ds
0
t t
Q N C
—IE/ |Yomue — Yf”’“ﬂze’\sds + —E/ e)‘8|u€(s)|2ds
0 € 0
1 ¢ ~ N N
—|——E/ 26)\3 <Y;€,~/,u5 - Y*sz-:n/,ug’ bg (X;-:,%u57 Y*ss,%ug) o bg (Xj(,g),u&" Y*se,'y,u5>>d8
7 Jo
1 ! As £,7,u £,7,U £, Ue VE,Y,U 2
+-E [ e¥|loa(X77H, YTH) — oo (X7, Y™ ds
Y Jo
1 ¢ ~ ~
*‘E/ 26 [|o (X7 VET) — oo (XI5, VI ) ds
Y Jo
2Ly, o Q ¢ N C ¢
< ()\_é_l_ b2,02 E/ |Ysa,'y,ug _Ysa,'y,ug|2e)\sds_|__E/ e)‘8|u€(s)|2ds
Y 0 € 0
C t
+—E/ M| X e Xj(’g)’“5|2ds
Y 0
c_ [ C |
< —E/ us(s)Pds + — | sup E sup [XZ7Ue — XEvue? c
€ 0 Y \s€l0,T] s<r<s+o A

Finally, it follows that

T
. C
/ E|Y; 7 — Y27 2dt < -~ < sup E sup |X77% — Xj’”’“5|2> +C <l) .
0

s€[0,T] s<r<s+d 5

The proof is complete. O
6.2. Verification for Condition 2.8l

Lemma 6.6. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem [3.3 hold. Assume that u, u. €
AY, ¢ € (0,1), and u. converges to u almost surely as € — 0. Then Ve(\/eW +
Jo ue(s)ds) = WO( [, u(s)ds) in probability.

Proof. We divide the proof into four steps.
Step 1. We estimate the difference of W¢(\/eW + fo u.(s)ds), UO( fo ) in S.
Note that

Xemte = e (\/eW —i—/ u.(s)ds), X" = \Ifo(/ u(s)ds).
0 0
Thus, set Z5%(t) = X;7" — X, and it holds that
¢
VAL (t) = —(Ktlyamus _ [_(;‘) —l—/ [bl(XSEv’Y,us’ Y;E,’y,us) — 61()2“)] ds
0

S
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t t
+/ (o1 (XS ) Tus(s) — o (X mu(s)] ds + \/E/ o (XErue)dW L,
0 0

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

7 (1)

t t
R / (250 (s), d(Ke — ) 4 2 / (250 (s), by (X2, Y20 — By (X
0 0

—I—Q/O (Z5%(8), o1 (XS mus(s) — o1 (X9 mu(s))ds

t t
s2yE [z (s (X)W e [ o (X Pas
0 0

/N

t
2 [ (20 (s) b (X, YT B (X))
0
t
—|—2/ (Z5"=(s), o1 (XET ) mue(s) — o (X¥)mu(s))ds
0

t t
W / (25 (5), o1 (XZ0)AWD) + & / o (X574 s
0 0

For Ji(t), note that
RO =2 [ ), b X Y — X s
12 /0 (250 (5), —by (X5 4 B, (X)) ds
w2 (25 (), Bu(XET) — By (X))
#2 [ 20(6) = 2006000, b (X T20) — B X s

t
_'_2/ <Z€,us<8<6>>’bl(X§(gus }/’SE’*/us) _ bl(Xj(;/us)>dS
0
=. Ju(t) + Jlg(t) + Jlg(t) + J14(t) + J15(t).

So, by the Holder inequality and the Lipschitz continuity of by, by, we get that

E ( sup |J11(t)|> +E ( sup |J12(t)|> +E ( sup |J13(t)|>
te€[0,T te[0,7T te[0,T

T T
< O/ E|Z€7u6(5)|2d5 + C/ ]E|X§7%us _ Xj(yg),us|2d8
0 0

T
_I_C / El}gavyvus — }/;‘5777“5|2d8'
0
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And the Holder inequality and the linear growth of by, b; imply that

1/2

T
E ( sup |J14(t)‘> < C </ (E‘XSEW:UE X€“{Us‘2 + E|X“ ;L((S)|2)d8)
0

te[0,7

T 1/2
X </ (1+E[X3" P + B[y )ds) : (63)
0

For J;, we rewrite it as

Jo(t) = 2/0 (Z5Y(s), o1 (XET ") mue(s) — o (XM mus(s))ds

t
+2/ (754 (s), 01 (X m (ue(s) — u(s)))ds.
0
= ng(t) + JQQ(t).
For Jy (t), by (Hj, ,,) and the Holder inequality, it holds that

E sup [Ja(t)] < 2\/LblalE/ |25 (s)]1 27" (s)[ue(s)|ds

te[0,T

1 ] T ?

< 1B | sw 1z o ([ 1220 0ol
4 _te[o,T] | 0
1 [ T T T

< —E | sup |Z5"(t)]*| + CE (/ \Zs’“f(s)PdS) (/ \ug(s)PdS)
4 _te[o,T] | 0 0
1 [ T T

< —E | sup |Z5%(t)]*| + CE {/ |Z€’“5(s)|2ds] . (64)
4 | re(0.7] ] 0

For J5(t), from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and the linear growth of oy, it
follows that

- 1/2
E<sup |J3<t>|) < 2\/EC1E< / |Z€v“€<s>|2||al<xs’%“6>||2ds)
te[0,T 0
1 r 7 T
< 18| sup 1z |+ vaCR [ otz Pas
_te[o,T} | 0
1 r T T
< 1B sup |zom )] + vEC / (14 E|XE7[2)ds
4 _te[QT} i 0
. :
< SE | sup |25 (1)|*| + VeC. (65)
4 _te[O,T} i

For J4(t), by the linear growth of o1, we know

te[0,T

T
E ( sup |J4(t)|> < 50/ (14 E|X574H)ds < eC. (66)
0
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Combining (62)-(606]) with (61I), we can get

E ( sup |Z€’“5(t)\2>
te[0,T

T T T
< C / E sup |Z5"(r)[’ds + C / E| X570 — X3 Pds + C / E|Y 7t — Yo7 ?ds
0 r€l0,s] 0 0
T 1/2
+C < /0 (E|X57 = X352 + EIX — X;‘(5)|2)ds)
1/2

T
X (/ (1+ IE|X§(’})’“E|2 + IE|Y§’%“5|2)ds)
0

+4E < sup |J15(t)|> +4E < sup |J22(t)|> +C(Ve +e),
te[0,T] te[0,T

which together with the Gronwall inequality implies that

E ( sup |ZE’“5(t)|2> < C[F(E) +E ( sup |J15(t)|> +E ( sup |J22(t)|> + C(ve + 5)} (67)

te[0,7 te[0,7 te[0,7

where

T T
F(E) = C/ E|X§777us _ X':(,g),UAs|2dS _I_ C/ E|}/;€7’Y7UE o }/;Efy,us|2d8
0 0

T 1/2
+C (/ (E| X7 — X“us|2 + E|X" — ;‘(5)|2)ds)
0
T 1/2
X (/ (1+ IE|X§(’})’“E|2 + IE|Y§’%“5|2)ds)
0
Step 2. We estimate E sup |Ji5(t)].
te[0,7
For Ji5(t), it holds that
(516 _
B sup ()] = 2(Bsup | [ (2050, b (X5 VE) (X))
t€[0,T] 0<t<T

+ / (Z9(5(0)), (X Vi) = by (que»ds\)

VAN

o<t<T

[510 . _
<E sup | / (Z5(s(0)), h(Xie%“ii@“”"s)—b1<X§g}5“E>>ds\>

o<t<T

t
+2 (E sup \ / <Z€’“5<s<6>>,m(Xi&’g“iY;*“"s)—bl<X§g;’5“€>>ds\>
[£]6

= Jis1 + Jiso.
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Next, we estimate I15;. By the similar deduction to that of I5; in Lemma .7, we get
that

L1 < C(%)W. (68)

Finally, we estimate I15,. By (@) (@) (59) and the Holder inequality, one could get that

t
sy < 2<E sup / IZE’“E(S@))\\bl(Xi(’}iusaYf’”’“s)—bl(XsE(’gqu”dS)
416

o<t<T

12 . 1/2
< 25 (& sup 2 (0 (E up [ (X T - B ds>
0<s<T 0<t<T J[%]s
1/2 T A ~ 1/2
< 2 (B s |70 ) (B [ g v - R as)

1/2 T 1/2
< 207 (E sup | X7 > +E sup |Xg|2) (/ (1+E|X§(’g)’“5|2+E|)§E’%“E|2)ds)
0<s<T 0<s<T 0
< 051/2’
which together with (68]) implies
E sup /is(t)] < C((3)V2+4"2). (69)
te[0,T 0

Step 3. We compute E sup |Jao(t)].
te[0,T

For Jas(t), applying the It6 formula to (Z5%(t), g-(t)), we have that
Jalt) = (0,00 + [ (o) AR~ R)
~ [t ver — B (e)as
— /Ot (9= (), o1 (X7 ) myue(s) — o1 (X{)mu(s))ds

t
V2 [ o nxznmam
0
= J221 (t) ‘l‘ Jggg(t) + Jggg(t) ‘l‘ J224(t) + Jggg,(t).
For Jso1(t), note that

sup |Joz(t)] < sup [Z5%(t)] sup [g-(t).
te[0,7 te[0,T te[0,T

Thus, by Lemma it holds that
sup ‘Jggl(t” g 0, e — 0.

te€[0,T
Besides, the fact that sup |g-(f)] < C(1 + |xo|) implies that
te[0,T
E sup |27 (t)] sup [g-(t)] < C(1+ [xo])E sup [Z5%(t)]
te[0,7 te[0,7T te[0,7T
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1/2
< C(1+ |xo)) (E sup |ZE’“5(t)|2>

te[0,T

) 1/2
< O(1+|a) (E sup |XEM2 +E sup |X:|2)

0<t<T 0<t<T
< C(L+ [zol* + [wol?),

where the last inequality is based on (@), (55]). Then the dominated convergence theorem
yields that

limE sup |J221( )‘ = 0.

=0 1efo,1)

For Jags(t), noticing that
sup [ Jass ()| < sup g (0)|(JKH=7 [T + [K“[7),

te[0,7T] t€[0,T]
by Lemma we obtain that sup |Joge(t)| =3 0. Then (49), (56) and the dominated
convergence theorem imply thatiE[O’T]
ImE sup |Jaga(t)] = 0. (70)
=0 1efo,1)

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

IimE sup |Jas3(t)] =0, hmE sup |Ja(t)| = 0.
=0 4efo,1) =0 4efo,7)

For Jags(t), the BDG inequality yields that

T 1/2
E sup [Jus(t)] < CvEE ( / |ga<s>|2||01<Xsmus>||2ds)
0

te[0,7

N

te[0,7

CVE(L + |2ol* + |yol?).

T
Cye <IE sup |ga(t)|2+E/ ||01(X§’7’u5)||2d3)
0

N

Therefore, it holds that
HmE sup |Jas(t)| = 0.

=0 4ef0,1)
Combining the above deduction, we get that
ImE sup |J(t)] =0. (71)

=0 4ef0,1)
Step 4. We prove that Ue(\/eW + [ u-(s)ds) — WO( [ u(s)ds) in probability.
Let § =+ for0 <: < 1landy — 0, 5—>0,7/5—>Oas€—>0 Thus, (B3) (57) (IZKII) (67)
(@) (IZII) imply that X774 — X% — 0 in the mean square and WE(fW + [, ue(s)ds) —
UO(f, u(s)ds) in probability. The proof is complete. O

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 Theoremm hold, and h. — h in DY
e —= 0. Then WO( [, he(s)ds) converges to WO( [, h(s)ds).

Now, it is the position to prove Theorem [B.3l

Proof of Theorem [3.3l

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 € € (0,1) and {u.,e > 0} C ALY, u € AY, let u. converge to u in distribution. By
the Skorohod theorem, there exists a probability space (Q, F , I@’), and AL -valued random
variables {i.}, % and a d; 4 dy-dimensional Brownian motion W such that

(i) (G, W) £ (ue, W) and @ £ u;

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

(X7 € — A (XDt + by (X7 YET )L 4 oy (X7 ) m i (t)dt
 Hea (X )dw,

ng%ui =X € ,D(Al)j 0<t<T, i i

AV, € —Ap (Y™ )dt + Sho (X7, Y™ )dt +

_l—%oé (Xt€7%a6’ }/287%,&6)th2’ ,a“ff E Aé\[?

L Yo7 =y € D(A), 0<t<LT,

£,7,Ue £,7,Ue ~ 72
Loy (X; T Y ) myin (1)t (2

{ dX e Ay (XH)dt + by (XAt + oy (X mu(t)dt, @€ AY, (73)

X(SL = .

For the system (72)) and Eq.(73)), each has a unique strong solution denoted by (X7t
Klevie yevis [2e78) and (X% K%) respectively. Moreover, it holds that

Xeie e <\/EVT/+ / ﬂa(s)ds>, X7 = g0 < /0 .ﬂ(s)ds).

By Lemmal[6.6] we have that \I/E(\/ W+ [ die(s ds) — WO( [, u(s)ds) in probability, which
vields that W=(\/eW + [, @i.(s)ds) — ([, @(s)ds) in distribution. Note that

e <\/EV~V +/ ﬂg(s)ds) L (\/EW —i—/ ue(s)ds) :
0 0
g0 </ ﬂ(s)ds) L g0 (/ u(s)ds) :
0 0
So, W€ (VEW + [, uc(s)ds) — WO (5 u(s)ds) in distribution, which is Condition 2§ (i).
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