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Abstract. The work is about homogenization for a type of multivalued Dirichlet-
Neumann problems. First, we prove an average principle for general multivalued stochas-
tic differential equations in the weak sense. Then for general forward-backward coupled
multivalued stochastic systems, the other average principle is presented. Finally, we ap-
ply the result to a type of multivalued Dirichlet-Neumann problems and investigate its
homogenization.

1. Introduction

The earliest study about homogenization of partial differential equations (PDEs for
short) by probabilistic methods can be traced back to [11]. Then, Bensoussan, Lions and
Papanicolaou [1] elaborated homogenization of a kind of linear parabolic PDEs through
stochastic differential equations (SDEs for short). Later, Hu and Peng [13] studied ho-
mogenization of a kind of semilinear parabolic PDEs via forward-backward coupled SDEs.
From then on, there have been a lot of results about homogenization for all kinds of semi-
linear parabolic PDEs, see [2–4, 7–10, 16, 17, 24, 25] and the references therein. Recently,
in [12] Hu, Jiang and Wang observed homogenization of a kind of fully nonlinear parabolic
PDEs via forward-backward coupled SDEs driven by G-Brownian motions.

In this paper, we develop the above mentioned probabilistic approach to homogenization
for a type of multivalued Dirichlet-Neumann problems. Concretely speaking, consider the
following system with the Dirichlet-Neumann boundary condition






∂uε(t,x)
∂t

+ (L εuε)(t, x) + f( t
ε
, x, uε(t, x)) ∈ ∂ϕ(uε(t, x)), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]×O,

∂uε(t,x)
∂Γ

+ g(t, x, uε(t, x)) ∈ ∂ψ(uε(t, x)), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× ∂O,
uε(T, x) = Φ(x), x ∈ Ō,

(1)

where ϕ, ψ : Rd → (−∞,+∞] are convex lower semicontinuous functions, whose subdif-
ferential operators ∂ϕ, ∂ψ are maximal monotone operators (See Subsection 2.2), L ε is
a second order differential operator defined by

(L εF )(t, x) = bi(
t

ε
, x)∂iF (x) +

1

2
aij(

t

ε
, x)∂i∂jF (x), F ∈ C2(Rm), (2)
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and b : R+×Rm → Rm, σ : R+×Rm → Rm×m, f : R+×O×Rd → Rd, g : R+×∂O×Rd →
Rd,Φ : O → Rd are all Borel measurable with a(t, x) := (σσ∗)(t, x). Here O is an
open connected bounded subset of Rm of the form O := {x ∈ Rm, φ(x) > 0} with
∂O = {x ∈ Rm, φ(x) = 0}, where φ ∈ C3

b (R
m) and |▽φ(x)| = 1 for x ∈ ∂O. The internal

normal derivative of a function v ∈ C1(∂O) is given by ∂v(x)
∂Γ

= −〈▽φ(x),▽v(x)〉 for all
x ∈ ∂O. 0 < ε < 1 is a small parameter. Under suitable assumptions we observe the
convergence of solutions uε(t, x) for the system (1) as ε tends to 0.

In order to study homogenization for the system (1), we will face two difficulties. One
difficulty lies in the PDE itself. Since the operator ∂ϕ is nonlinear and non-smooth, we can
not straightly describe the limit of ∂ϕ(uε(t, x)). The other difficulty is from the Neumann
boundary condition. As ε→ 0, we can not determine whether ∂ψ(uε(t, x)) converges. To
overcome these two difficulties, we make use of the link between the system (1) and the
following forward-backward coupled multivalued stochastic system,







dXε,t,x
s = ▽φ(Xε,t,x

s )d|Kε,t,x|st + b( s
ε
, Xε,t,x

s )ds+ σ( s
ε
, Xε,t,x

s )dBs,
Kε,t,x
s =

∫ s

t
▽φ(Xε,t,x

r )d|Kε,t,x|rt , |Kε,t,x|st =
∫ s

t
I{Xε,t,x

r ∈∂O}d|K
ε,t,x|rt ,

Xε,t,x
t = x ∈ O,

and






dY ε,t,x
s ∈ ∂ϕ(Y ε,t,x

s )ds + ∂ψ(Y ε,t,x
s )d|Kε,t,x|st − f( s

ε
, Xε,t,x

s , Y ε,t,x
s )ds

−g(s,Xε,t,x
s , Y ε,t,x

s )d|Kε,t,x|st + Zε,t,x
s dBs,

Y ε,t,x
T = Φ(Xε,t,x

T ),

and prove two average principles for the latter.
In this work, first of all, we prove an average principle for general multivalued sto-

chastic differential equations in the weak sense. Our conditions are weaker than that in
some known results (cf. [22,32]). Then for forward-backward coupled multivalued stochas-

tic systems, the other average principle is presented. Since
∫ T

s
g(r,Xε,t,x

r , Y ε,t,x
r )d|Kε,t,x|rt

appears, where |Kε,t,x|rt is a continuous increasing process singular with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, we work with the S-topology on the space D([t, T ],Rd) of right con-
tinuous Rd-valued functions on [0, T ] which have left limits. Finally, we apply the result
to a type of multivalued Dirichlet-Neumann problems and obtain its homogenization.
Moreover, our result can cover [10, Theorem 4.1] and [29, Theorem 6.4] in some sense.

This paper is arranged as follows. In the next section, we introduce notations, maximal
monotone operators and the S-topology on D([0, T ],Rd). In Section 3, main results are
formulated. Proofs of two main theorems are placed in Section 4 and 5, respectively. In
Section 6, we apply our result to a type of multivalued Dirichlet-Neumann problems.

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. Preliminary

In this section, we introduce notations and concepts, and recall some results used in
the sequel.

2.1. Notations. In this subsection, we introduce some notations.
For convenience, we shall use | · | and ‖ · ‖ for norms of vectors and matrices, re-

spectively. Furthermore, let 〈· , ·〉 denote the scalar product in R
m. Let U∗ denote the

transpose of a matrix U .
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Let C(Rm) be the collection of continuous functions on Rm and C2(Rm) be the space
of continuous functions on Rm which have continuous partial derivatives of order up to 2.
C2
b (R

m) stands for the subspace of C2(Rm), consisting of functions whose derivatives up
to order 2 are bounded. C2

c (R
m) is the collection of all functions in C2(Rm) with compact

supports.

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

For a multivalued operator A : Rm 7→ 2R
m
, where 2R

m
stands for all the subsets of Rm,

set

D(A) := {x ∈ R
m : A(x) 6= ∅} ,

Gr(A) :=
{

(x, y) ∈ R
2m : 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).

We give two examples to explain maximal monotone operators.

Examples 2.1. For a lower semicontinuous convex function ψ : Rm 7→ (−∞,+∞], we
assume Int(Dom(ψ)) 6= ∅, where Dom(ψ) ≡ {x ∈ Rm;ψ(x) < ∞} and Int(Dom(ψ)) is
the interior of Dom(ψ). Define the subdifferential operator of the function ψ:

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

m}.

Then ∂ψ is a maximal monotone operator.

Examples 2.2. For a closed convex subset O of Rm, 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
m : 〈y, z − x〉 6 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.

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

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. [6, 34]).
3



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 ],Rm) 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) .

The following lemma is from [33, Proposition 3.4].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that {Xn;n > 1} and {Kn;n > 1} are two sequences of continuous
Rm valued processes, defined on possibly different probability spaces (Ωn,F n,Pn), and
converge in distribution to X and K, respectively. If for n > 1, Kn is of bounded variation
a.s. and

lim
c→∞

sup
n

P
n
(

|Kn|T0 > c
)

= 0,

then K is of bounded variation on [0, T ] and
∫ T

0
〈Xn

t , dK
n
t 〉 converges in distribution to

∫ T

0
〈Xt, dKt〉.

2.3. The S-topology on D([0, T ],Rd). In this subsection, we introduce the S-topology
on D([0, T ],Rd).

First of all, we define the S-topology ( [15, Definition 2.3]). Here let BV ([0, T ],Rd)
be the set of all Rd-valued functions on [0, T ] with finite variations. Let C([0, T ],Rd)
be the space of all continuous Rd-valued functions on [0, T ] equipped with the uniformly
convergence topology.

Definition 2.6. Let {x, xn : n ∈ N} ⊂ D([0, T ],Rd). We say that xn converges to x in
the S-topology if for each ε > 0, there exists a sequence {vε, vεn : n ∈ N} ⊂ BV ([0, T ],Rd)
such that

(i) sup
t∈[0,T ]

|x(t)− vε(t)| 6 ε and sup
t∈[0,T ]

|xn(t)− vεn(t)| 6 ε for any n ∈ N;

(ii) lim
n→∞

vεn(T ) = vε(T ) for all ε > 0;

(iii) for any f ∈ C([0, T ],Rd),

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

〈f(t), dvεn(t)〉 =

∫ T

0

〈f(t), dvε(t)〉 .

The following criterion of tightness under the S-topology is from [17, Theorem A.1].

Lemma 2.7. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a complete probability space and {Ft}t>0 be a filtration.
Suppose that {Zε, ε > 0} is a family of stochastic processes in D([0, T ],Rd) satisfying

sup
ε>0

(

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zε
t |+ CV[0,T ](Z

ε)

)

<∞,

4



where CV[0,T ] (Z
ε) denotes the conditional variation of Zε on [0, T ] defined by

CV[0,T ] (Z
ε) := sup

n−1
∑

i=1

E

[
∣

∣

∣
E

[

Zε
ti+1

− Zε
ti
| Fti

]
∣

∣

∣

]

<∞

with “sup” meaning that the supremum is taken over all partitions of the interval [0, T ].
Then {Zε} is tight in the S-topology. And there exists a subsequence {εk}k∈N decreasing to
0, a process Z in D([0, T ],Rd), and a countable set I ⊂ [0, T ) satisfying that for any n ∈ N

and any {t1, · · · , tn} ⊂ [0, T ]\I,
(

Zεk
t1 , · · · , Z

εk
tn

)

converges in distribution to (Zt1 , · · · , Ztn).

Lemma 2.8. Let (Xε,Mε) be a multidimensional process in D([0, T ];Rp)(p ∈ N) converg-

ing to (X,M) in the S-topology. Let
(

FXε

t

)

t>0

(

resp.
(

FX
t

)

t>0

)

be the minimal complete

admissible filtration for Xε (resp. X). We assume that

sup
ε>0

E

[

sup
06t6T

|Mε
t |

2

]

< CT , ∀T > 0,

Mε is a FXε
-martingale, and M is FX-adapted. Then M is a FX-martingale.

3. Main results

In this section, we formulate the main results.

3.1. The average principle for multivalued SDEs. In this subsection, we give an
average principle for multivalued SDEs.

Given a complete probability space (Ω,F ,P) on which am-dimensional standard Brow-
nian motion B is defined. Assume that F := (Ft)t>0 is the P-augmentation for the natural
filtration of B. Fix T > 0 and consider the following multivalued SDE: 0 6 t 6 s 6 T

{

dXε,t,ξ
s ∈ −A(Xε,t,ξ

s )ds+ b( s
ε
, Xε,t,ξ

s )ds + σ( s
ε
, Xε,t,ξ

s )dBs,

Xε,t,ξ
t = ξ ∈ D(A),

(3)

where A is a maximal monotone operator with Int(D(A)) 6= ∅, b : R+ × Rm → Rm and
σ : R+ ×Rm → Rm×m are all Borel measurable and ξ is a Ft-measurable random vector.

We assume:

(HA) 0 ∈ Int(D(A)).

(H1
b,σ) There exists a constant L1 > 0 such that for any s ∈ R+, x, xi ∈ Rm, i = 1, 2,

|b(s, x1)− b(s, x2)|
2 + ‖σ(s, x1)− σ(s, x2)‖

2 6 L1|x1 − x2|
2,

|b(s, x)|2 6 L1(1 + |x|2), ‖σ(s, x)‖2 6 L1.

(H2
b,σ) There exist b̄ : Rm → Rm, σ̄ : Rm → S+(R

m), where S+(R
m) is the set of nonneg-

ative definite symmetric m×m real matrices, such that for any x ∈ R
m

lim
T̂→∞

1

T̂

∫ T̂

0

b(s, x)ds = b̄(x), lim
T̂→∞

1

T̂

∫ T̂

0

(σσ∗)(s, x)ds = (σ̄σ̄)(x).

(H3
σ) There exists a constant ι > 0 such that

〈(σσ∗)(s, x)h, h〉 > ι|h|2, s ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
m, h ∈ R

m.
5



Remark 3.1. (i) (HA) is equivalent to that Int(D(A)) 6= ∅.
(ii) b̄, σ̄σ̄ are Lipschitz continuous. Here we only justify σ̄σ̄ and by the same way b̄ can

be verified. In fact, by (H1
b,σ), it holds that for xi ∈ Rm, i = 1, 2,

‖(σ̄σ̄)(x1)− (σ̄σ̄)(x2)‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

lim
T̂→∞

1

T̂

∫ T̂

0

(σσ∗)(s, x1)ds− lim
T̂→∞

1

T̂

∫ T̂

0

(σσ∗)(s, x2)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

6 lim
T̂→∞

1

T̂

∫ T̂

0

‖(σσ∗)(s, x1)− (σσ∗)(s, x2)‖ds

6 lim
T̂→∞

1

T̂

∫ T̂

0

‖σ(s, x1)− σ(s, x2)‖‖σ
∗(s, x1)‖ds

+ lim
T̂→∞

1

T̂

∫ T̂

0

‖σ(s, x2)‖‖σ
∗(s, x1)− σ∗(s, x2)‖ds

6 2L1|x1 − x2|.

(iii) By (ii) and (H3
σ), we conclude that σ̄ is Lipschitz continuous. Indeed, note that

(σ̄(x1) − σ̄(x2))(σ̄(x1) + σ̄(x2)) = (σ̄σ̄)(x1) − (σ̄σ̄)(x2) for xi ∈ Rm, i = 1, 2. Thus, one
can obtain that

‖σ̄(x1)− σ̄(x2)‖ 6 ‖(σ̄σ̄)(x1)− (σ̄σ̄)(x2)‖‖(σ̄(x1) + σ̄(x2))
−1‖ 6 C|x1 − x2|.

Under (HA) and (H1
b,σ), by [31, Theorem 2.8], Eq.(3) has a pathwise unique strong

solution (Xε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ). Then we construct the following multivalued SDE:
{

dX̄ t,ξ
s ∈ −A(X̄ t,ξ

s )ds+ b̄(X̄ t,ξ
s )ds+ σ̄(X̄ t,ξ

s )dBs,

X̄ t,ξ
t = ξ ∈ D(A).

(4)

By Remark 3.1 and [31, Theorem 2.8], (HA), (H
1
b,σ), (H

2
b,σ) and (H3

σ) assure that Eq.(4)

has a pathwise unique strong solution (X̄ t,ξ, K̄t,ξ). The following theorem describes the
relationship between Eq.(3) and Eq.(4).

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that (HA), (H
1
b,σ), (H

2
b,σ), (H3

σ) hold and E|ξ|2 < ∞. Then it

holds that (Xε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ) converges weakly to (X̄ t,ξ, K̄t,ξ) in C([t, T ],D(A))×C([t, T ],Rm)
as ε→ 0.

The proof of the above theorem is placed in Section 4.

3.2. The average principle for backward stochastic variation inequalities. In this
subsection, we present an average principle for backward stochastic variation inequalities
(BSVIs for short).

First of all, we take A = ∂IO, where O is an open connected bounded subset of Rm

of the form O := {x ∈ Rm, φ(x) > 0} with ∂O = {x ∈ Rm, φ(x) = 0} for a function
φ ∈ C3

b (R
m) with |▽φ(x)| = 1 for x ∈ ∂O. Note that at any boundary point x ∈ ∂O,

▽φ(x) is a unit normal vector to the boundary, pointing towards the interior of O. Then
Eq.(3) becomes







dXε,t,ξ
s = ▽φ(Xε,t,ξ

s )d|Kε,t,ξ|st + b( s
ε
, Xε,t,ξ

s )ds+ σ( s
ε
, Xε,t,ξ

s )dBs,
Kε,t,ξ
s =

∫ s

t
▽φ(Xε,t,ξ

r )d|Kε,t,ξ|rt , |Kε,t,ξ|st =
∫ s

t
I{Xε,t,ξ

r ∈∂O}d|K
ε,t,ξ|rt ,

Xε,t,ξ
t = ξ ∈ O.

(5)

6



Consider the following BSVI:






dY ε,t,ξ
s ∈ ∂ϕ(Y ε,t,ξ

s )ds + ∂ψ(Y ε,t,ξ
s )d|Kε,t,ξ|st − f( s

ε
, Xε,t,ξ

s , Y ε,t,ξ
s )ds

−g(s,Xε,t,ξ
s , Y ε,t,ξ

s )d|Kε,t,ξ|st + Zε,t,ξ
s dBs,

Y ε,t,ξ
T = Φ(Xε,t,ξ

T ),
(6)

where ϕ, ψ are two lower semicontinuous convex functions with Int(Dom(ϕ)) 6= ∅,
Int(Dom(ψ)) 6= ∅, and f : R+ ×O × R

d → R
d, g : R+ × ∂O × R

d → R
d and Φ : O → R

d

are continuous.
We assume:

(Hϕ,ψ) (i) 0 ∈ Int(Dom(ϕ)) ∩ Int(Dom(ψ)) such that

ϕ(y) > ϕ(0) = 0, ψ(y) > ψ(0) = 0, ∀y ∈ R
d.

(ii)

sup
x∈O

|ϕ(Φ(x))|+ sup
x∈∂O

|ψ(Φ(x))| <∞.

(iii) There exists a constant L2 > 0 such that for all γ > 0, s ∈ [t, T ], y ∈ Rd, z ∈
Rd×m,

〈▽ϕγ(y),▽ψγ(y)〉 > 0,

〈▽ϕγ(y), g(s, x, y)〉 6 L2|▽ψγ(y)|(1 + |g(s, x, y)|), x ∈ ∂O,

〈▽ψγ(y), f(s, x, y)〉 6 L2|▽ϕγ(y)|(1 + |f(s, x, y)|), x ∈ O,

−〈▽ϕγ(y), g(s, x, 0)〉 6 L2|▽ψγ(y)|(1 + |g(s, x, 0)|), x ∈ ∂O,

−〈▽ψγ(y), f(s, x, 0)〉 6 L2|▽ϕγ(y)|(1 + |f(s, x, 0)|), x ∈ O,

where ϕγ is the Moreau-Yosida approximations of ϕ and ▽ϕγ(y) is the derivative
of ϕγ(y) with respect to y, and similarly for ψγ ,▽ψγ(y).

(H1
f,g) There exist constants L3, L4 > 0 such that for any s ∈ R+, y, y1, y2 ∈ Rd

|f(s, x1, y1)− f(s, x2, y2)|
2 6 L3(|x1 − x2|

2 + |y1 − y2|
2), x1, x2 ∈ O,

|f(s, x, y)|2 6 L3(1 + |x|2 + |y|2), x ∈ O,

|g(s, x1, y1)− g(s, x2, y2)|
2
6 L4(|x1 − x2|

2 + |y1 − y2|
2), x1, x2 ∈ ∂O,

|g(s, x, y)|2 6 L4(1 + |x|2 + |y|2), x ∈ ∂O.

(H2
f) There exists a f̄ : O × Rd → Rd such that for any x ∈ O, y ∈ Rd

lim
T̂→∞

1

T̂

∫ T̂

0

f(s, x, y)ds = f̄(x, y).

Remark 3.3. By (H1
f,g) and (H2

f), we know that for x, x1, x2 ∈ O, y, y1, y2 ∈ Rd,

|f̄(x1, y1)− f̄(x2, y2)|
2
6 L3(|x1 − x2|

2 + |y1 − y2|
2),

|f̄(x, y)|2 6 2L3(1 + |x|2 + |y|2).

Under (Hϕ,ψ) and (H1
f,g), by [26, Proposition 2.5], the system (6) has a unique solution

(Y ε,t,ξ, Zε,t,ξ, Uε,t,ξ, V ε,t,ξ). That is, (Y ε,t,ξ, Zε,t,ξ, Uε,t,ξ, V ε,t,ξ) is a Rd × Rd×m × Rd × Rd-
valued progressively measurable stochastic process such that for all s ∈ [t, T ],P.a.s.

Y ε,t,ξ
s = Φ(Xε,t,ξ

T )−

∫ T

s

Uε,t,ξ
r dr −

∫ T

s

V ε,t,ξ
r d|Kε,t,ξ|rt +

∫ T

s

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )dr

7



+

∫ T

s

g(r,Xε,t,ξ
r , Y ε,t,ξ

r )d|Kε,t,ξ|rt − (Mε,t,ξ
T −Mε,t,ξ

s ), (7)

where

Mε,t,ξ
s :=

∫ s

t

Zε,t,ξ
r dBr,

and for all s1, s2 ∈ [t, T ], s1 6 s2 and all v ∈ Rm,P-a.s.
∫ s2

s1

〈Uε,t,ξ
r , v − Y ε,t,ξ

r 〉dr +

∫ s2

s1

ϕ(Y ε,t,ξ
r )dr 6

∫ s2

s1

ϕ(v)dr,

∫ s2

s1

〈V ε,t,ξ
r , v − Y ε,t,ξ

r 〉d|Kε,t,ξ|rt +

∫ s2

s1

ψ(Y ε,t,ξ
r )d|Kε,t,ξ|rt 6

∫ s2

s1

ψ(v)d|Kε,t,ξ|rt .

Moreover, we sometimes consider the extension that Xε,t,ξ
s = ξ, |Kε,t,ξ|st = 0, Y ε,t,ξ

s =

Y ε,t,ξ
t , Zε,t,ξ

s = 0, Uε,t,ξ
s = 0, V ε,t,ξ

s = 0 for 0 6 s < t in the sequel.
Next, we construct the following BSVI:







dȲ t,ξ
s ∈ ∂ϕ(Ȳ t,ξ

s )ds+ ∂ψ(Ȳ t,ξ
s )d|K̄t,ξ|st − f̄(X̄ t,ξ

s , Ȳ
t,ξ
s )ds

−g(s, X̄ t,ξ
s , Ȳ

t,ξ
s )d|K̄t,ξ|st + Z̄t,ξ

s dBs,

Ȳ t,ξ
T = Φ(X̄ t,ξ

T ).
(8)

Based on Remark 3.3, Eq.(8) has a unique solution (Ȳ t,ξ, Z̄t,ξ, Ū t,ξ, V̄ t,ξ).
Now, it is the position to state the main result in this subsection.

Theorem 3.4. Assume that (H1
b,σ), (H

2
b,σ), (H

3
σ), (Hϕ,ψ), (H

1
f,g), (H

2
f) hold and E|ξ|2 <

∞. Then it holds that Y ε,t,ξ converges weakly to Ȳ t,ξ in D([t, T ],Rd) equipped with the
S-topology as ε→ 0.

Specially, taking ξ = x ∈ Ō, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.5. Assume that (H1
b,σ), (H

2
b,σ), (H

3
σ), (Hϕ,ψ), (H

1
f,g) and (H2

f) hold. Then

Y ε,t,x
t converges to Ȳ t,x

t as ε tends to 0.

The proofs of Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.5 are placed in Section 5.

4. Proof of Theorem 3.2

In this section, our aim is to prove Theorem 3.2. We start with a key lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumption of Theorem 3.2, it holds that {(Xε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)} is tight

in C([t, T ],D(A))× C([t, T ],Rm).

Proof. We only prove this result for t = 0. And by the same deduction, one can show this
result for t > 0.

Step 1. We prove that

sup
ε

E sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Xε,0,ξ
s |2 6 C(1 + E|ξ|2), (9)

sup
ε

E|Kε,0,ξ|T0 6 C(1 + E|ξ|2), (10)

where the constant C > 0 is independent of ε.
Note that (Xε,0,ξ, Kε,0,ξ) satisfies the following equation

Xε,0,ξ
s = ξ −Kε,0,ξ

s +

∫ s

0

b(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )dr +

∫ s

0

σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )dBr.

8



Thus, by the Itô formula and Lemma 2.4, it holds that

|Xε,0,ξ
s |2 = |ξ|2 −

∫ s

0

〈Xε,0,ξ
r , dKε,0,ξ

r 〉+ 2

∫ s

0

〈Xε,0,ξ
r , b(

r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )〉dr

+2

∫ s

0

〈Xε,0,ξ
r , σ(

r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )dBr〉+

∫ s

0

‖σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )‖2dr

6 |ξ|2 − 2M1|K
ε,0,ξ|s0 + 2M2

∫ s

0

|Xε,0,ξ
r |dr + 2M3s+

∫ s

0

|Xε,0,ξ
r |2dr

+

∫ s

0

|b(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )|2dr + 2

∫ s

0

〈Xε,0,ξ
r , σ(

r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )dBr〉

+

∫ s

0

‖σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )‖2dr,

and furthermore by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality

E sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Xε,0,ξ
s |2 + 2M1E|K

ε,0,ξ|T0

6 E|ξ|2 + 2(M2 +M3)T + (2M2 + 1)

∫ T

0

E sup
s∈[0,r]

|Xε,0,ξ
s |2dr

+

∫ T

0

E|b(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )|2dr +

∫ T

0

E‖σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )‖2dr

+2CE

(
∫ T

0

|Xε,0,ξ
r |2‖σ(

r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )‖2dr

)1/2

6 E|ξ|2 + 2(M2 +M3)T + (2M2 + 1)

∫ T

0

E sup
s∈[0,r]

|Xε,0,ξ
s |2dr

+

∫ T

0

E|b(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )|2dr +

∫ T

0

E‖σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )‖2dr

+
1

2
E sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Xε,0,ξ
s |2 + C

∫ T

0

E‖σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )‖2dr. (11)

So, (H1
b,σ) and the Gronwall inequality yield (9).

Now, combining (9) with (11), we obtain (10).
Step 2. We prove that for any η > 0

lim
l↓0

sup
ε

P

{

sup
06s6u6s+l6T

|Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s | > η

}

= 0, (12)

lim
l↓0

sup
ε

P

{

sup
06s6u6s+l6T

|Kε,0,ξ
u −Kε,0,ξ

s | > η

}

= 0. (13)

First of all, it holds that for 0 6 s 6 u 6 s+ l 6 T

Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s = −Kε,0,ξ
u +Kε,0,ξ

s +

∫ u

s

b(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )dr +

∫ u

s

σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )dBr. (14)

The Itô formula, the Hölder inequality and (H1
b,σ) imply that

|Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s |2

9



= −2

∫ u

s

〈Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s , dKε,0,ξ
r 〉+ 2

∫ u

s

〈Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s , b(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )〉dr

+2

∫ u

s

〈Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s , σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )dBr〉+

∫ u

s

‖σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )‖2dr

6 −2

∫ u

s

〈Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s , dKε,0,ξ
r 〉+

∫ u

s

|Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s |2dr + L1

∫ u

s

(1 + |Xε,0,ξ
r |2)dr

+2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ u

s

〈Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s , σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )dBr〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (15)

Next, we compute −2
∫ u

s
〈Xε,0,ξ

r −Xε,0,ξ
s , dKε,0,ξ

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

{

x ∈ B(0, R) : d(x, (D(A))c) > θ
}

6= ∅,

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

denotes the complement of D(A). Set

ρR(θ) := sup
{

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

x, (D(A))c
)

> θ
}

,

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

ρR(θ) < +∞.

Again put for any l > 0

ϑR(l) := inf
{

θ ∈ (0, θ0) : ρR(θ) 6 l−1/2
}

,

and we have that

ρR (l + ϑR(l)) 6 l−1/2 and lim
l↓0

ϑR(l) = 0.

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

projection of Xε,0,ξ
s on

{

x ∈ B(0, R) : d
(

x, (D(A))c
)

> l + ϑR(l)
}

. Thus, for Zε,0,ξ,l,R
s ∈

A(Xε,0,ξ,l,R
s ), sup

u∈[0,T ]

|Xε,0,ξ
u | 6 R and 0 < u− s < l, it holds that

−2

∫ u

s

〈

Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s , dKε,0,ξ
r

〉

= −2

∫ u

s

〈

Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ,l,R

s , dKε,0,ξ
r

〉

− 2

∫ u

s

〈

Xε,0,ξ,l,R
s −Xε,0,ξ

s , dKε,0,ξ
r

〉

6 −2

∫ u

s

〈

Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ,l,R

s , Zε,0,ξ,l,R
s

〉

dr + 2 (l + ϑR(l))
∣

∣Kε,0,ξ
∣

∣

T

0

6 4l1/2R + 2 (l + ϑR(l))
∣

∣Kε,0,ξ
∣

∣

T

0
,

and furthermore by (15)

sup
s6u6s+l

∣

∣Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s

∣

∣

2
I{ sup

u∈[0,T ]
|Xε,0,ξ

u |6R}

6

(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + ϑR(l))
∣

∣Kε,0,ξ
∣

∣

T

0

)

+ sup
s6u6s+l

∫ u

s

|Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s |2dr
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+L1 sup
s6u6s+l

∫ u

s

(

1 +
∣

∣Xε,0,ξ
r

∣

∣

2
)

dr

+C sup
s6u6s+l

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ u

s

〈Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s , σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )dBr〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

I{ sup
u∈[0,T ]

|Xε,0,ξ
u |6R}.

From the above deduction and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, it follows that

E sup
s6u6s+l

∣

∣Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s

∣

∣

2
I{ sup

u∈[0,T ]
|Xε,0,ξ

u |6R}

6
(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + ϑR(l))E|K
ε,0,ξ|T0

)

+ C(1 + E|ξ|2)l

+CE

(
∫ s+l

s

|Xε,0,ξ
r −Xε,0,ξ

s |2‖σ(
r

ε
,Xε,0,ξ

r )‖2dr

)1/2

I{ sup
u∈[0,T ]

|Xε,0,ξ
u |6R}

6
(

4l1/2R + 2 (l + ϑR(l))E|K
ε,0,ξ|T0

)

+ C(1 + E|ξ|2)l

+
1

2
E sup
s6u6s+l

∣

∣Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s

∣

∣

2
I{ sup

u∈[0,T ]
|Xε,0,ξ

u |6R} + C(1 + E|ξ|2)l,

which together with (10) yields that

sup
s∈[0,T ]

E sup
s6u6s+l

∣

∣Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s

∣

∣

2
I{ sup

u∈[0,T ]
|Xε,0,ξ

u |6R}

6
(

8l1/2R + 4 (l + ϑR(l))C(1 + E|ξ|2)
)

+ C(1 + E|ξ|2)l. (16)

Thus, it holds that

P

{

sup
06s6u6s+l6T

|Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s | > η

}

= P

{

sup
06s6u6s+l6T

|Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s | > η, sup
u∈[0,T ]

|Xε,0,ξ
u | 6 R

}

+P

{

sup
06s6u6s+l6T

|Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s | > η, sup
u∈[0,T ]

|Xε,0,ξ
u | > R

}

6
1

η2
E sup
s6u6s+l

∣

∣Xε,0,ξ
u −Xε,0,ξ

s

∣

∣

2
I{ sup

u∈[0,T ]
|Xε,0,ξ

u |6R} +
1

R2
E sup
u∈[0,T ]

|Xε,0,ξ
u |2

6
1

η2

[

(

8l1/2R + 4 (l + ϑR(l))C(1 + E|ξ|2)
)

+ C(1 + E|ξ|2)l
]

+
1

R2
C(1 + E|ξ|2),

where we use the Chebyshev inequality. Letting l → 0 first and then R → ∞, one can
obtain (12). So, from (12) and (14), (13) follows.

Finally, combining (12), (13) with [14, Lemma 20.2], we conclude that {(Xε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)}

is tight in C([t, T ],D(A))× C([t, T ],Rm). �

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 3.2, it holds that for any F ∈ C2
c (R

m)
and t 6 s 6 v 6 T

lim
ε→0

E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[

F (Xε,t,ξ
v )− F (Xε,t,ξ

s )−

∫ v

s

(L̄ F )(Xε,t,ξ
r )dr
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−

∫ v

s

〈∂F (Xε,t,ξ
r ), dKε,t,ξ

r 〉

]

}

= 0,

where χs is a bounded continuous Fs-measurable functional, ā(x) := (σ̄σ̄)(x) and the
operator L̄ is given by

(L̄ F )(x) := b̄i(x)∂iF (x) +
1

2
āij(x)∂i∂jF (x). (17)

Proof. First of all, applying the Itô formula to F (Xε,t,ξ
v ), we obtain that

F (Xε,t,ξ
v )− F (Xε,t,ξ

s )−

∫ v

s

(L εF )(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r )dr −

∫ v

s

〈∂F (Xε,t,ξ
r ), dKε,t,ξ

r 〉

=

∫ v

s

〈∂F (Xε,t,ξ
r ), dBr〉,

where a(s, x) := (σσ∗)(s, x) and

(L εF )(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r ) := bi(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r )∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
r ) +

1

2
aij(

r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r )∂i∂jF (X
ε,t,ξ
r ).

Note that
∫ ·

t
〈∂F (Xε,t,ξ

r ), dBr〉 is a (Fs)s>t-martingale. Thus, it holds that

E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[

F (Xε,t,ξ
v )− F (Xε,t,ξ

s )−

∫ v

s

(L εF )(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r )dr

−

∫ v

s

〈∂F (Xε,t,ξ
r ), dKε,t,ξ

r 〉

]

}

= 0.

Based on the above equality, one can have that

E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[

F (Xε,t,ξ
v )− F (Xε,t,ξ

s )−

∫ v

s

(L̄ F )(Xε,t,ξ
r )dr

−

∫ v

s

〈∂F (Xε,t,ξ
r ), dKε,t,ξ

r 〉

]

}

= E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[
∫ v

s

(L εF )(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r )dr −

∫ v

s

(L̄ F )(Xε,t,ξ
r )dr

]

}

= E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[
∫ v

s

(

bi(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r )∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
r )− bi(

r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) )∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )

)

dr

]

}

+E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[
∫ v

s

(

bi(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) )∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) )∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )

)

dr

]

}

+E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[
∫ v

s

(

b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
r(δ) )∂iF (X

ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ

r )∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
r )

)

dr

]

}

+E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[
∫ v

s

(

aij(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r )∂i∂jF (X
ε,t,ξ
r )− aij(

r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) )∂i∂jF (X
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )

)

dr

]

}
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+E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[
∫ v

s

(

aij(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) )∂i∂jF (X
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )− āij(Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) )∂i∂jF (X
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )

)

dr

]

}

+E

{

χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)

[
∫ v

s

(

āij(Xε,t,ξ
r(δ) )∂i∂jF (X

ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )− āij(Xε,t,ξ

r )∂i∂jF (X
ε,t,ξ
r )

)

dr

]

}

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6,

where r(δ) := [ r−s
δ
]δ + s for any 0 < δ < v − s.

Next, for |I1 + I3|, by (H1
b,σ) and Remark 3.1 (iii), it holds that

|I1 + I3| 6 CE

{

|χs(X
ε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)|

∫ v

s

|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) |dr

}

6 C

∫ v

s

E|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) |ds 6 C

∫ v

s

(

E|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) |
2
)1/2

dr

6 C
(

sup
s∈[t,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

s |2
)1/2

6 C
(

sup
ε

sup
s∈[t,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

s |2
)1/2

.

For I2, we notice that
∫ v

s

(

bi(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) )− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
r(δ) )

)

∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )dr

=

∫ v−s

0

(

bi(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)

)

∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)d̺

=

∫ [ v−s
δ

]δ

0

(

bi(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)

)

∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)d̺

+

∫ v−s

[ v−s
δ

]δ

(

bi(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)

)

∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)d̺

=

[ v−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(

bi(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

)

∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)d̺

+

∫ v−s

[ v−s
δ

]δ

(

bi(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)

)

∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)d̺

=

[ v−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

kδ+s
ε

(

bi(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)
)

dτ∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

+

∫ v−s

[ v−s
δ

]δ

(

bi(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)

)

∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)d̺.

Thus, from the Hölder inequality and (H1
b,σ), it follows that

|I2| 6 C

m
∑

i=1

E

[ v−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

kδ+s
ε

(

bi(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)
)

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

13



+CE

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ v−s

[ v−s
δ

]δ

(

bi(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)

)

∂iF (X
ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)d̺

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C

m
∑

i=1

E

[ v−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

kδ+s
ε

(

bi(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)
)

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+C
m
∑

i=1

E

∫ v−s

[ v−s
δ

]δ

∣

∣

∣

∣

bi(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

d̺

6 C

m
∑

i=1

E

[ v−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

0

(

bi(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)
)

dτ

−ε

∫ kδ+s
ε

0

(

bi(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)
)

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+Cδ

(

E(1 + sup
r∈[t,T ]

|Xε,t,ξ
r |2)

)1/2

6 C

m
∑

i=1

E

[ v−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

0

(

bi(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)
)

dτ

−ε

∫ kδ+s
ε

0

(

bi(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− b̄i(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)
)

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+Cδ
(

1 + E|ξ|2
)1/2

.

By the similar deduction to that for I1, I2, I3, one can obtain that

|I4 + I6|+ |I5| 6 C
(

sup
ε

sup
s∈[t,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

s |2
)1/2

+C

m
∑

i,j=1

E

[ v−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

0

(

aij(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− āij(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)
)

dτ

−ε

∫ kδ+s
ε

0

(

aij(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− āij(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s)
)

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+Cδ
(

1 + E|ξ|2
)1/2

.

Now, combining the above deduction, by (H2
b,σ) and the dominated convergence theorem

we obtain that

0 6 lim
ε→0

|I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6|

6 C
(

sup
ε

sup
s∈[t,T ]

E sup
s6r6s+δ

|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

s |2
)1/2

+ Cδ
(

1 + E|ξ|2
)1/2

.

Finally, as δ tends to 0, (16) gives the required result. �

At present, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.2.
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Proof of Theorem 3.2. By Lemma 4.1, there exist a subsequence {(Xεk,t,ξ, Kεk,t,ξ)}

and a pair process (X̂ t,ξ̂, K̂t,ξ̂) defined on the other complete filtered probability space

(Ω̂, F̂ , P̂, (F̂s)s∈[t,T ]) such that as k tends to ∞,

(Xεk,t,ξ, Kεk,t,ξ) → (X̂ t,ξ̂, K̂t,ξ̂), weakly in C([t, T ],D(A))× C([t, T ],Rm),

which together with Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.2 yields that

Ê

{

χs(X̂
t,ξ, K̂t,ξ)

[

F (X̂ t,ξ
v )− F (X̂ t,ξ

s )−

∫ v

s

(L̄ F )(X̂ t,ξ
r )dr

−

∫ v

s

〈∂F (X̂ t,ξ
r ), dK̂t,ξ

r 〉

]

}

= 0,

where Ê denotes the expectation with respect to P̂. From this, it follows that P̂ ◦
(X̂ t,ξ̂, K̂t,ξ̂)−1 is a solution of the martingale problem for (L̄ ,P ◦ ξ−1). Note that the

martingale problem for (L̄ ,P ◦ ξ−1) is well-posed. Therefore, P̂ ◦ (X̂ t,ξ̂, K̂t,ξ̂)−1 = P ◦
(X̄ t,ξ, K̄t,ξ)−1 and (Xεk,t,ξ, Kεk,t,ξ) converges weakly to (X̄ t,ξ, K̄t,ξ) as k → ∞.

5. Proofs of Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.5

In this section, we prove Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.5.
First of all, we recall that (Y ε,t,ξ, Zε,t,ξ, Uε,t,ξ, V ε,t,ξ) solves Eq(7), i.e.

Y ε,t,ξ
s = Φ(Xε,t,ξ

T )−

∫ T

s

Uε,t,ξ
r dr −

∫ T

s

V ε,t,ξ
r d|Kε,t,ξ|rt +

∫ T

s

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )dr

+

∫ T

s

g(r,Xε,t,ξ
r , Y ε,t,ξ

r )d|Kε,t,ξ|rt − (Mε,t,ξ
T −Mε,t,ξ

s ), s ∈ [t, T ], P.a.s..

Then we investigate the convergence of every part in the above equation.
For any t 6 s 6 T , set

Uε
s :=

∫ s

t

Uε,t,ξ
r dr, Vε

s :=

∫ s

t

V ε,t,ξ
r d|Kε,t,ξ|rt ,

and we have the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.4, {(Xε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ, Y ε,t,ξ,Mε,t,ξ,Uε,Vε)}
is tight in C([t, T ],O) × C([t, T ],Rm) × D([t, T ],Rd) × D([t, T ],Rd) × D([t, T ],Rd) ×
D([t, T ],Rd) under the S-topology.

Proof. First of all, by Lemma 4.1 and the fact that the S-topology is weaker than the uni-
formly convergence topology, we know that {(Xε,t,ξ, Kε,t,ξ)} is tight under the S-topology.

For Y ε,t,ξ, by the similar deduction to that for [20, Theorem 9], it holds that

sup
ε

[

E sup
r∈[t,T ]

|Y ε,t,ξ
r |2 + E

∫ T

t

|Y ε,t,ξ
r |2(dr + d|Kε,t,ξ|rt )

]

6 C, (18)

sup
ε

E

∫ T

t

|Zε,t,ξ
r |2dr 6 C, (19)

sup
ε

[

E

∫ T

t

|Uε,t,ξ
r |2dr + E

∫ T

t

|V ε,t,ξ
r |2d|Kε,t,ξ|rt

]

6 C, (20)
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where C > 0 is a constant depending on L3, L4. Besides, for any partition π of [t, T ]:
t = t1 < t2 < · · · < tn = T , the Hölder inequality and (H1

f,g) imply that

n−1
∑

i=1

E

[
∣

∣

∣
E[Y ε,t,ξ

ti+1
− Y ε,t,ξ

ti |Fti ]
∣

∣

∣

]

6 E

∫ T

t

|Uε,t,ξ
r |dr + E

∫ T

t

|V ε,t,ξ
r |d|Kε,t,ξ|rt + E

∫ T

t

|f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )|dr

+E

∫ T

s

|g(r,Xε,t,ξ
r , Y ε,t,ξ

r )|d|Kε,t,ξ|rt

6 T 1/2

(

E

∫ T

t

|Uε,t,ξ
r |2dr

)1/2

+

(

E

∫ T

t

|V ε,t,ξ
r |2d|Kε,t,ξ|rt

)1/2
(

E|Kε,t,ξ|Tt
)1/2

+CE

∫ T

t

(1 + |Xε,t,ξ
r |+ |Y ε,t,ξ

r |)(dr + d|Kε,t,ξ|rt )

6 T 1/2

(

E

∫ T

t

|Uε,t,ξ
r |2dr

)1/2

+

(

E

∫ T

t

|V ε,t,ξ
r |2d|Kε,t,ξ|rt

)1/2
(

E|Kε,t,ξ|Tt
)1/2

+C

(

E

∫ T

t

(1 + |Y ε,t,ξ
r |)2(dr + d|Kε,t,ξ|rt )

)1/2
(

T + E|Kε,t,ξ|Tt
)1/2

+C

(

E sup
r∈[t,T ]

|Xε,t,ξ
r |2

)1/2
(

T 2 + E(|Kε,t,ξ|Tt )
2
)1/2

,

which together with (20), (18), (10), (9) and [21, Proposition 1] yields that

sup
ε>0

CV[t,T ](Y
ε,t,ξ) <∞.

Now, we deal withMε,t,ξ. By (19),Mε,t,ξ is a martingale with respect to (Fs)s>t, which
yields that

n−1
∑

i=1

E

[
∣

∣

∣
E[Mε,t,ξ

ti+1
−Mε,t,ξ

ti |Fti ]
∣

∣

∣

]

= 0.

Moreover, again by (19) it holds that

sup
ε

E sup
r∈[t,T ]

|Mε,t,ξ
r | 6 C sup

ε
E

(
∫ T

t

|Zε,t,ξ
r |2dr

)1/2

6 C

(

sup
ε

E

∫ T

t

|Zε,t,ξ
r |2dr

)1/2

<∞.

For Uε, by (20) we have that

sup
ε

E sup
r∈[t,T ]

|Uε
r| 6 sup

ε
E

∫ T

t

|Uε,t,ξ
r |dr 6 T 1/2

(

sup
ε

E

∫ T

t

|Uε,t,ξ
r |2dr

)1/2

<∞,

and

sup
ε
CV[t,T ](U

ε) = sup
ε

sup
π

n−1
∑

i=1

E

[
∣

∣

∣
E[Uε

ti+1
−Uε

ti
|Fti ]

∣

∣

∣

]

6 sup
ε

E

∫ T

t

|Uε,t,ξ
r |dr 6 T 1/2

(

sup
ε

E

∫ T

t

|Uε,t,ξ
r |2dr

)1/2

<∞.
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Moreover, by the similar deduction to that for Uε, one can obtain that

sup
ε

[

E sup
r∈[t,T ]

|Vε
r|+ CV[t,T ](V

ε)

]

<∞.

Finally, collecting the above estimates, by Lemma 2.7 we conclude that {(Y ε,t,ξ,Mε,t,ξ,
Uε,Vε)} is tight with respect to the S-topology. The proof is complete. �

To study the convergence of
∫ T

s
f( r

ε
, Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )dr, we prepare the following limit

result.

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.4, it holds that

lim
l→0

sup
ε

sup
s∈[t,T ]

sup
s6r6s+l

E|Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l |
2 = 0.

Proof. First of all, we have that for l > 0 and t 6 s 6 r 6 s+ l 6 T

Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l = −

∫ s+l

r

Uε,t,ξ
v dv −

∫ s+l

r

V ε,t,ξ
v d|Kε,t,ξ|vt +

∫ s+l

r

f(
v

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

v , Y ε,t,ξ
v )dv

+

∫ s+l

r

g(v,Xε,t,ξ
v , Y ε,t,ξ

v )d|Kε,t,ξ|vt −

∫ s+l

r

Zε,t,ξ
v dBv.

Then the Itô formula implies that

|Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l |
2 +

∫ s+l

r

‖Zε,t,ξ
v ‖2dv

= −2

∫ s+l

r

〈Y ε,t,ξ
v − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l , U
ε,t,ξ
v 〉dv − 2

∫ s+l

r

〈Y ε,t,ξ
v − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l , V
ε,t,ξ
v 〉d|Kε,t,ξ|vt

+2

∫ s+l

r

〈Y ε,t,ξ
v − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l , f(
v

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

v , Y ε,t,ξ
v )〉dv

+2

∫ s+l

r

〈Y ε,t,ξ
v − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l , g(v,X
ε,t,ξ
v , Y ε,t,ξ

v )〉d|Kε,t,ξ|vt

−2

∫ s+l

r

〈Y ε,t,ξ
v − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l , Z
ε,t,ξ
v dBv〉. (21)

From the above equality and (H1
f,g), it follows that for any R > 0

|Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l |
2I{ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|Y ε,t,ξ

s |<R} +

∫ s+l

r

‖Zε,t,ξ
v ‖2dvI{ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|Y ε,t,ξ

s |<R}

6 4R

∫ s+l

r

|Uε,t,ξ
v |dv + 4R

∫ s+l

r

|V ε,t,ξ
v |d|Kε,t,ξ|vt

+4RL
1/2
3

∫ s+l

r

(1 + |Xε,t,ξ
v |+ |Y ε,t,ξ

v |)dv

+4RL
1/2
4

∫ s+l

r

(1 + |Xε,t,ξ
v |+ |Y ε,t,ξ

v |)d|Kε,t,ξ|vt

−2

∫ s+l

r

〈Y ε,t,ξ
v − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l , Z
ε,t,ξ
v dBv〉I{ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|Y ε,t,ξ

s |<R}.
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Taking the expectation on two sides, by the Hölder inequality we have that

E|Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l |
2I{ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|Y ε,t,ξ

s |<R} + E

∫ s+l

r

‖Zε,t,ξ
v ‖2dvI{ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|Y ε,t,ξ

s |<R}

6 4R

(

E

∫ s+l

r

|Uε,t,ξ
v |2dv

)1/2

(s+ l − r)1/2

+4R

(

E

∫ s+l

r

|V ε,t,ξ
v |2d|Kε,t,ξ|vt

)1/2
(

E(|Kε,t,ξ|s+lt − |Kε,t,ξ|rt )
)1/2

+4RL
1/2
3

(

E

∫ s+l

r

(1 + |Xε,t,ξ
v |+ |Y ε,t,ξ

v |)2dv

)1/2

(s+ l − r)1/2

+4RL
1/2
4

(

E(1 + sup
v∈[t,T ]

|Xε,t,ξ
v |+ sup

v∈[t,T ]

|Y ε,t,ξ
v |)2

)1/2
(

E(|Kε,t,ξ|s+lt − |Kε,t,ξ|rt )
2
)1/2

,

which together with (20), (18), (9) yields that

sup
s6r6s+l

E|Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

s+l |
2I{ sup

s∈[t,T ]
|Y ε,t,ξ

s |<R}

6 CR

(

l1/2 +
(

E(|Kε,t,ξ|s+lt − |Kε,t,ξ|st)
)1/2

+
(

E(|Kε,t,ξ|s+lt − |Kε,t,ξ|st)
2
)1/2

)

.

Besides, by the similar deduction to that for (7) in [26], it holds that

lim
l→0

sup
ε

E(|Kε,t,ξ|s+lt − |Kε,t,ξ|st)
2 = 0.

Finally, collecting the above estimates, we obtain the required limit by letting l → 0
first and then R → ∞. The proof is complete. �

Next, we estimate
∫ T

s
f( r

ε
, Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )dr −

∫ T

s
f̄(Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )dr.

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.4, it holds that for t 6 s 6 T

lim
ε→0

E

[
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

s

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )dr −

∫ T

s

f̄(Xε,t,ξ
r , Y ε,t,ξ

r )dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

= 0.

Proof. First of all, we notice that

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

s

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )dr −

∫ T

s

f̄(Xε,t,ξ
r , Y ε,t,ξ

r )dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

s

(

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )− f(

r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) , Y
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )

)

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

+E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

s

(

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) , Y
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) , Y
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )

)

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

+E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

s

(

f̄(Xε,t,ξ
r(δ) , Y

ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )

)

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

=: J1 + J2 + J3.
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For J1 + J3, by (H1
f,g), (H

2
f) and Remark 3.3, it holds that

J1 + J3 6 L
1/2
3 E

∫ T

s

(|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) |+ |Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

r(δ) |)dr

6 (2TL3)
1/2

(
∫ T

s

(E|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) |
2 + E|Y ε,t,ξ

r − Y ε,t,ξ
r(δ) |

2)dr

)1/2

6 (2L3)
1/2T

(

sup
v∈[t,T ]

E sup
v6r6v+δ

|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

v |2

+ sup
v∈[t,T ]

sup
v6r6v+δ

E|Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

v |2
)1/2

6 (2L3)
1/2T

(

sup
ε

sup
v∈[t,T ]

E sup
v6r6v+δ

|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

v |2

+ sup
ε

sup
v∈[t,T ]

sup
v6r6v+δ

E|Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

v |2
)1/2

,

where r(δ) := [ r−s
δ
]δ + s for any 0 < δ < T − s.

For J2, by the similar deduction to that for I2 in the proof of Lemma 4.2, one can have
that

∫ T

s

(

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) , Y
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

r(δ) , Y
ε,t,ξ
r(δ) )

)

dr

=

[T−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

kδ+s
ε

(

f(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s, Y

ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s, Y
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

)

dτ

+

∫ T−s

[T−s
δ

]δ

(

f(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

, Y ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

, Y ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)

)

d̺.

So, (H1
f,g), (H

2
f), (9), (18) and Remark 3.3 imply that

J2 6 E

[T−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

kδ+s
ε

(

f(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s, Y

ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s, Y
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

)

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+E

∫ T−s

[T−s
δ

]δ

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(
̺+ s

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

, Y ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

, Y ε,t,ξ
[ ̺
δ
]δ+s

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

d̺

6 E

[T−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

0

(

f(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s, Y

ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s, Y
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

)

dτ

−ε

∫ kδ+s
ε

0

(

f(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s, Y

ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s, Y
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

)

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+Cδ

(

E(1 + sup
r∈[t,T ]

|Xε,t,ξ
r |2 + sup

r∈[t,T ]

|Y ε,t,ξ
r |2)

)1/2
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6 E

[T−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

0

(

f(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s, Y

ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s, Y
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

)

dτ

−ε

∫ kδ+s
ε

0

(

f(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s, Y

ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s, Y
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

)

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+Cδ
(

1 + E|ξ|2 + C
)1/2

.

Combining the above deduction, we obtain that

0 6 E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

s

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,ξ

r , Y ε,t,ξ
r )dr −

∫ T

s

f̄(Xε,t,ξ
r , Y ε,t,ξ

r )dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 (2L3)
1/2T

(

sup
ε

sup
v∈[t,T ]

E sup
v6r6v+δ

|Xε,t,ξ
r −Xε,t,ξ

v |2

+ sup
ε

sup
v∈[t,T ]

sup
v6r6v+δ

E|Y ε,t,ξ
r − Y ε,t,ξ

v |2
)1/2

+E

[T−s
δ

]−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

∫
(k+1)δ+s

ε

0

(

f(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s, Y

ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s, Y
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

)

dτ

−ε

∫ kδ+s
ε

0

(

f(τ,Xε,t,ξ
kδ+s, Y

ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)− f̄(Xε,t,ξ

kδ+s, Y
ε,t,ξ
kδ+s)

)

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+Cδ
(

1 + E|ξ|2 + C
)1/2

.

Letting ε → 0 first and then δ → 0, by (H2
f), the dominated convergence theorem and

Lemma 5.2, we get the required convergence. �

Now we are going to prove Theorem 3.4.
Proof of Theorem 3.4. First of all, by Lemma 5.1, Theorem 3.2 and Lemma

2.7, we know that there exists a subsequence {εk}k∈N decreasing to 0, four processes

Ŷ t,ξ, M̂ t,ξ, Û, V̂ inD([t, T ],Rd), and a countable set I ⊂ [t, T ) such that (Xεk,t,ξ, Kεk,t,ξ, Y εk,t,ξ,

Mεk,t,ξ,Uεk ,Vεk) converges in distribution to (X̄ t,ξ, K̄t,ξ, Ŷ t,ξ, M̂ t,ξ, Û, V̂) on [t, T ]\I.

We observe the limits of
∫ T

s
g(r,Xεk,t,ξ

r , Y εk,t,ξ
r )d|Kεk,t,ξ|rt and

∫ T

s
f( r

εk
, Xεk,t,ξ

r , Y εk,t,ξ
r )dr

as k → ∞. On one hand, (H1
f,g) and Lemma 2.5 imply that for any t 6 s 6 T , as k → ∞

∫ T

s

g(r,Xεk,t,ξ
r , Y εk,t,ξ

r )d|Kεk,t,ξ|rt =

∫ T

s

g(r,Xεk,t,ξ
r , Y εk,t,ξ

r )〈▽φ(Xεk,t,ξ
r ), dKεk,t,ξ

r 〉

in distribution
−→

∫ T

s

g(r, X̄ t,ξ
r , Ŷ

t,ξ
r )〈▽φ(X̄ t,ξ

r ), dK̄t,ξ
r 〉

=

∫ T

s

g(r, X̄ t,ξ
r , Ŷ

t,ξ
r )d|K̄t,ξ|rt .

On the other hand, by Lemma 5.3, (9) and (18), it holds that as k → ∞
∫ T

s

f(
r

εk
, Xεk,t,ξ

r , Y εk,t,ξ
r )dr

in distribution
−→

∫ T

s

f̄(X̄ t,ξ
r , Ŷ t,ξ

r )dr.
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Now we take the limit in (7) and obtain that for any s ∈ [t, T ]\I

Ŷ t,ξ
s = Φ(X̄ t,ξ

T )− (ÛT − Ûs)− (V̂T − V̂s) +

∫ T

s

f̄(X̄ t,ξ
r , Ŷ

t,ξ
r )dr

+

∫ T

s

g(r, X̄ t,ξ
r , Ŷ

t,ξ
r )d|K̄t,ξ|rt − (M̂ t,ξ

T − M̂ t,ξ
s ). (22)

Since Ŷ t,ξ, M̂ t,ξ, Û, V̂ are càdlàg in s, the above equation holds for any s ∈ [t, T ]. More-

over, from the above equation, it follows that M̂ t,ξ is (FB,Ŷ t,ξ,M̂ t,ξ,Û,V̂
s )s∈[t,T ]-adapted.

Next, we know thatMεk,t,ξ is a martingales with respect to (FB,Y εk,t,ξ,Mεk,t,ξ,Uεk ,Vεk

s )s∈[t,T ].
Furthermore, by (19), it holds that

sup
ε

E[ sup
s∈[t,T ]

|Mεk,t,ξ
s |2] 6 4 sup

ε
E

∫ T

t

‖Zε,t,ξ
r ‖2dr 6 C.

Thus, by Lemma 2.8, we have that M̂ t,ξ is a martingales with respect to (FB,Ŷ t,ξ,M̂ t,ξ,Û,V̂
s )s∈[t,T ].

In the following, we notice that (Ȳ t,ξ, Z̄t,ξ, Ū t,ξ, V̄ t,ξ) solves uniquely the following equa-
tion

Ȳ t,ξ
s = Φ(X̄ t,ξ

T )− (ŪT − Ūs)− (V̄T − V̄s) +

∫ T

s

f̄(X̄ t,ξ
r , Ȳ

t,ξ
r )dr

+

∫ T

s

g(r, X̄ t,ξ
r , Ȳ

t,ξ
r )d|K̄t,ξ|rt − (M̄ t,ξ

T − M̄ t,ξ
s ), (23)

where

Ūs :=

∫ s

t

Ū t,ξ
r dr, V̄s :=

∫ s

t

V̄ t,ξ
r d|K̄t,ξ|rt , M̄ t,ξ

s :=

∫ s

t

Z̄t,ξ
r dBr.

Since E
∫ T

t
‖Z̄t,ξ

r ‖2dr < ∞ and B is (FB,Ŷ t,ξ,M̂ t,ξ,Û,V̂
s )s∈[t,T ]-Brownian motion, M̄ t,ξ is an

(FB,Ŷ t,ξ,M̂ t,ξ,Û,V̂
s )s∈[t,T ]-martingale.
By the Itô formula, it holds that for any two stopping times t 6 τ1 < τ2 6 T P.-a.s.

|Ŷ t,ξ
τ1

− Ȳ t,ξ
τ1

|2 +

∫ τ2

τ1

d[M̂ t,ξ + Û+ V̂ − M̄ t,ξ − Ū− V̄]r

+2

∫ τ2

τ1

〈Ŷ t,ξ
r − Ȳ t,ξ

r , d(Ûr + V̂r)− d(Ūr + V̄r)〉

= |Ŷ t,ξ
τ2

− Ȳ t,ξ
τ2

|2 + 2

∫ τ2

τ1

〈Ŷ t,ξ
r − Ȳ t,ξ

r , f̄(X̄ t,ξ
r , Ŷ t,ξ

r )− f̄(X̄ t,ξ
r , Ȳ t,ξ

r )〉dr

+2

∫ τ2

τ1

〈Ŷ t,ξ
r − Ȳ t,ξ

r , g(r, X̄ t,ξ
r , Ŷ

t,ξ
r )− g(r, X̄ t,ξ

r , Ȳ
t,ξ
r )〉d|K̄t,ξ|rt

−2

∫ τ2

τ1

〈Ŷ t,ξ
r − Ȳ t,ξ

r , d(M̂ t,ξ
r − M̄ t,ξ

r )〉, (24)

where [M̂ t,ξ + Û + V̂ − M̄ t,ξ − Ū − V̄] is the quadratic variation process of M̂ t,ξ + Û +

V̂ − M̄ t,ξ − Ū− V̄. Set

X̄ t,ξ
s = ξ, |K̄t,ξ|st = 0, Ŷ t,ξ

s = Ŷ t,ξ
t , M̂ t,ξ

s = 0, Ûs = 0, V̂s = 0, 0 6 s < t,

X̄ t,ξ
s = X̄ t,ξ

T , |K̄t,ξ|st = |K̄t,ξ|Tt , Ŷ
t,ξ
s = Ŷ t,ξ

T , M̂ t,ξ
s = M̂ t,ξ

T , Ûs = ÛT , V̂s = V̂T , s > T,
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and

Ȳ t,ξ
s = Ȳ t,ξ

t , M̄ t,ξ
s = 0, Ūs = 0, V̄s = 0, 0 6 s < t,

Ȳ t,ξ
s = Ȳ t,ξ

T , M̄ t,ξ
s = M̄ t,ξ

T , Ūs = ŪT , V̄s = V̄T , s > T,

and we extend (24) to any two stopping times 0 6 τ1 < τ2 < ∞ P.-a.s. Thus, from [21,
Lemma 7] and (H1

f,g), (H
2
f), it follows that

E|Ŷ t,ξ
τ1 − Ȳ t,ξ

τ1 |2 + E

(

[M̂ t,ξ − M̄ t,ξ]τ2 − [M̂ t,ξ − M̄ t,ξ]τ1

)

6 E|Ŷ t,ξ
τ2 − Ȳ t,ξ

τ2 |2 + 2(L
1/2
3 + L

1/2
4 )E

∫ τ2

τ1

|Ŷ t,ξ
r − Ȳ t,ξ

r |2d(r + |K̄t,ξ|rt ). (25)

Set κs(ω) := s + |K̄t,ξ|s∧Tt , and s 7→ κs is a continuous strictly increasing and bijective
function and κ−1 denotes its inverse mapping. Let us consider the stopping times τ1 = κ−1

s1

and τ2 = κ−1
s2
, where 0 6 s1 < s2 are non random. From (25), it follows that

E

∣

∣

∣
Ŷ t,ξ

κ−1
s1

− Ȳ t,ξ

κ−1
s1

∣

∣

∣

2

6 E

∣

∣

∣
Ŷ t,ξ

κ−1
s2

− Ȳ t,ξ

κ−1
s2

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2(L
1/2
3 + L

1/2
4 )

∫ s2

s1

E

∣

∣

∣
Ŷ t,ξ

κ−1
r

− Ȳ t,ξ

κ−1
r

∣

∣

∣

2

dr,

which together with the Gronwall inequality yields that

Ee2(L
1/2
3 +L

1/2
4 )s1

∣

∣

∣
Ŷ t,ξ

κ−1
s1

− Ȳ t,ξ

κ−1
s1

∣

∣

∣

2

6 Ee2(L
1/2
3 +L

1/2
4 )s2

∣

∣

∣
Ŷ t,ξ

κ−1
s2

− Ȳ t,ξ

κ−1
s2

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Note that

e2(L
1/2
3 +L

1/2
4 )s

∣

∣

∣
Ŷ t,ξ

κ−1
s

− Ȳ t,ξ

κ−1
s

∣

∣

∣

2

= 0, for any s > κT , a.s.

and

sup
s>0

e2(L
1/2
3 +L

1/2
4 )s

∣

∣

∣
Ŷ t,ξ

κ−1
s

− Ȳ t,ξ

κ−1
s

∣

∣

∣

2

6 sup
r∈[t,T ]

e2(L
1/2
3 +L

1/2
4 )κr

∣

∣

∣
Ŷ t,ξ
r − Ȳ t,ξ

r

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Besides, by the similar deduction to that in [20, Theorem 9], it holds that for any µ > 0,
there exists a constant C such that

E sup
s∈[t,T ]

eµ|K̄
t,ξ|st (|Ŷ t,ξ

s |2 + |Ȳ t,ξ
s |2) 6 C.

As s2 → ∞, by the dominated convergence theorem we deduce that

Ee2(L
1/2
3 +L

1/2
4 )s1

∣

∣

∣
Ŷ t,ξ

κ−1
s1

− Ȳ t,ξ

κ−1
s1

∣

∣

∣

2

= 0

for any s1 > 0, which yields that

Ŷ t,ξ
s = Ȳ t,ξ

s , s ∈ [t, T ], P− a.s..

and by (25)

M̂ t,ξ
s = M̄ t,ξ

s , s ∈ [t, T ], P− a.s..

Finally, combining the above deduction with (22) and (23), we conclude that

Ûs + V̂s = Ūs + V̄s, s ∈ [t, T ], P− a.s..

The proof is complete.
Proof of Corollary 3.5. Since Y ε,t,x

t and Ȳ t,x
t are deterministic, we know that

Y ε,t,x
t = E

[

Φ(Xε,t,x
T )− (Uε

T +Vε
T ) +

∫ T

t

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,x

r , Y ε,t,x
r )dr
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+

∫ T

t

g(r,Xε,t,x
r , Y ε,t,x

r )d|Kε,t,x|rt

]

and

Ȳ t,x
t = E

[

Φ(X̄ t,x
T )− (ŪT + V̄T ) +

∫ T

t

f̄(X̄ t,x
r , Ȳ t,x

r )dr +

∫ T

t

g(r, X̄ t,x
r , Ȳ t,x

r )d|K̄t,x|rt

]

.

Next, we set

Kε := Φ(Xε,t,x
T )− (Uε

T +Vε
T ) +

∫ T

t

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,x

r , Y ε,t,x
r )dr +

∫ T

t

g(r,Xε,t,x
r , Y ε,t,x

r )d|Kε,t,x|rt ,

K̄ := Φ(X̄ t,x
T )− (ŪT + V̄T ) +

∫ T

t

f̄(X̄ t,x
r , Ȳ t,x

r )dr +

∫ T

t

g(r, X̄ t,x
r , Ȳ t,x

r )d|K̄t,x|rt ,

and the Hölder inequality and (H1
f,g) yield that

E|Kε|2 6 5E|Φ(Xε,t,x
T )|2 + 5E|Uε

T |
2 + 5E|Vε

T |
2 + 5E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

t

f(
r

ε
,Xε,t,x

r , Y ε,t,x
r )dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+5E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

t

g(r,Xε,t,x
r , Y ε,t,x

r )d|Kε,t,x|rt

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

6 5C + 5TE

∫ T

t

|Uε,t,ξ
r |2dr + 5

(

E

∫ T

t

|V ε,t,ξ
r |2d|Kε,t,ξ|rt

)

(

E|Kε,t,ξ|Tt
)

+C

(

E

∫ T

t

(1 + |Y ε,t,ξ
r |)2(dr + d|Kε,t,ξ|rt )

)

(

T + E|Kε,t,ξ|Tt
)

+C

(

E sup
r∈[t,T ]

|Xε,t,ξ
r |2

)

(

T 2 + E(|Kε,t,ξ|Tt )
2
)

.

Thus, (20), (18), (10), (9) and [21, Proposition 1] assure that

sup
ε

E|Kε|2 6 C,

which implies that {Kε} is uniformly integrable. Besides, by the proof of Theorem 3.4, it
holds that Kε converges in distribution to K̄.

Finally, combining the above deduction, we have that EKε converges to EK̄. That is,
Y ε,t,x
t converges to Ȳ t,x

t . The proof is complete.

6. Application

In this section, we apply our result to a type of multivalued Dirichlet-Neumann problems
and study its homogenization.

First of all, we consider the system (1) with the functions ϕ, ψ : R
d → (−∞,∞]

decoupled in the sense that ϕ (u1, . . . , ud) = ϕ1 (u1) + · · · + ϕd (ud) and ψ (u1, . . . , ud) =
ψ1 (u1) + · · · + ψd (ud), where ϕi, ψi : R →(−∞,+∞] are lower semicontinuous convex
functions; hence ∂ϕ (u1, . . . , ud) = ∂ϕ1 (u1)× · · · × ∂ϕd (ud) and similarly for ∂ψ.

Consider two following systems of parabolic variation inequalities






∂uεi (t,x)

∂t
+ L εuεi (t, x) + fi(

t
ε
, x, uε(t, x)) ∈ ∂ϕi(u

ε
i (t, x)), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O, i = 1, · · · , d

∂uεi (t,x)

∂n
+ gi(t, x, u

ε(t, x)) ∈ ∂ψi(u
ε
i (t, x)), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× ∂O, i = 1, · · · , d

uε(T, x) = Φ(x), x ∈ Ō,

(26)
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and






∂ui(t,x)
∂t

+ (L̄ ui)(t, x) + f̄i(x, u(t, x)) ∈ ∂ϕi(ui(t, x)), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O, i = 1, · · · , d
∂ui(t,x)
∂n

+ gi(t, x, u(t, x)) ∈ ∂ψi(ui(t, x)), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× ∂O, i = 1, · · · , d
u(T, x) = Φ(x), x ∈ Ō,

(27)

where L ε and L̄ are defined in (2) and (17), respectively. The following theorem describes
the relationship between the system (26) and the system (27).

Theorem 6.1. Assume that (H1
b,σ), (H

2
b,σ), (H

3
σ), (Hϕ,ψ), (H

1
f,g) and (H2

f) hold. Then
uε(t, x) converges to u(t, x) as ε tends to 0, where uε(t, x) and u(t, x) are the unique
viscosity solutions of the system (26) and the system (27), respectively.

Proof. By the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula ( [26, Theorem 5.2]), we know that uε(t, x) :=
Y ε,t,x
t and u(t, x) := Ȳ t,x

t are unique viscosity solutions of the system (26) and the system
(27), respectively, where Y ε,t,x solves the following forward-backward coupled stochastic
variational inequalities































dXε,t,x
s = ▽φ(Xε,t,x

s )d|Kε,t,x|st + b( s
ε
, Xε,t,x

s )ds+ σ( s
ε
, Xε,t,x

s )dBs,
Kε,t,x
s =

∫ s

t
▽φ(Xε,t,x

r )d|Kε,t,x|rt , |Kε,t,x|st =
∫ s

t
I{Xε,t,x

r ∈∂O}d|K
ε,t,x|rt ,

Xε,t,x
t = x ∈ O,

dY ε,t,x
s ∈ ∂ϕ(Y ε,t,x

s )ds+ ∂ψ(Y ε,t,x
s )d|Kε,t,x|st − f( s

ε
, Xε,t,x

s , Y ε,t,x
s )ds

−g(s,Xε,t,x
s , Y ε,t,x

s )d|Kε,t,x|st + Zε,t,x
s dBs,

Y ε,t,x
T = Φ(Xε,t,x

T ).

and Ȳ t,x solves the following forward-backward coupled stochastic variational inequalities






























dX̄ t,x
s = ▽φ(X̄ t,x

s )d|K̄t,x|st + b̄(X̄ t,x
s )ds+ σ̄(X̄ t,x

s )dBs,
K̄t,x
s =

∫ s

t
▽φ(X̄ ,x

r )d|K̄
t,x|rt , |K̄t,x|st =

∫ s

t
I{X̄t,x

r ∈∂O}d|K̄
t,x|rt ,

X̄ t,x
t = x ∈ O,

dȲ t,x
s ∈ ∂ϕ(Ȳ t,x

s )ds+ ∂ψ(Ȳ t,x
s )d|K̄t,x|st − f̄(X̄ t,x

s , Ȳ t,x
s )ds

−g(s, X̄ t,x
s , Ȳ t,x

s )d|K̄t,x|st + Z̄t,x
s dBs,

Ȳ t,x
T = Φ(X̄ t,x

T ).

Moreover, by Corollary 3.5, it holds that Y ε,t,x
t converges to Ȳ t,x

t as ε tends to 0. Based on
this, we conclude that uε(t, x) converges to u(t, x). That is, we establish homogenization
for the system (26). �

Remark 6.2. (i) If O = Rm, that is Kε,t,x = 0, and f(t, x, y) is independent of t, Theorem
6.1 becomes [10, Theorem 4.1].

(ii) If O = R
m and ϕ = ψ = 0, Theorem 6.1 is just right [29, Theorem 6.4] with

f2(z) = 0.
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