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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 [1I] 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 [2H4][7HI0,T06L17,24.25] 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

Wilbn) (Lol (t,x) + f(L x, 0t (L x)) € Dp(uf (L, x)), (t,2) € (0,T] x O,

) 4 g(t,x,uf (1, 2)) € (s (1)), (t,2) € [0,T] x 9O, (1)

u (T, z) = ®(x), z€O,
where ¢, 1 : R? — (—o0, +00] are convex lower semicontinuous functions, whose subdif-

ferential operators dy, 01 are maximal monotone operators (See Subsection 22)), £* is
a second order differential operator defined by

(L*F)(t ) = bi(é,x)ﬁiF(az) + %aij (g, 0)00,F(z), F e C2(R™), )
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and b: Ry xR™ =+ R™ o : R . xR™ - R™™ f: R, xOxRY = R% g: R, x900OxR? —
R ® : O — R? are all Borel measurable with a(t,z) := (00*)(t,z). Here O is an
open connected bounded subset of R™ of the form O = {x € R™ ¢(z) > 0} with
90 = {z € R™, ¢(z) = 0}, where ¢ € CZ(R™) and |V¢(z)| = 1 for x € JO. The internal
normal derivative of a function v € C*(90) is given by ag(lf) = —(Vo(x), Vu(z)) for all
x € 00. 0 < e < 1is a small parameter. Under suitable assumptions we observe the
convergence of solutions u(¢, x) for the system (II) as ¢ tends to 0.

In order to study homogenization for the system (), we will face two difficulties. One
difficulty lies in the PDE itself. Since the operator Oy is nonlinear and non-smooth, we can
not straightly describe the limit of dp(u®(t, x)). The other difficulty is from the Neumann
boundary condition. As ¢ — 0, we can not determine whether 0v(u®(¢, z)) converges. To
overcome these two difficulties, we make use of the link between the system (II) and the
following forward-backward coupled multivalued stochastic system,

AXET = vo(XE0)d|Koe]3 + b(E, XE60)ds + o2, Xo4e)d B,

Kete = [290(Xatn)d [ Ko07ly,  [KEs = [* 1 geroipopd K207,
X =y e O,

and
dY'ss,t,gc c aQO(YZf’t’x)dS + a¢(n€,t,x)d|Ke,t,m|§ _ f(i’Xs,t,x’ Y:f’t’m)ds
_g(s’X;;,t,m’)/;e,t,m)d|K€,t,x|§ + Z:,t,gchs’
Y;,t,x — (I)(X;,t,m>’

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 fST g(r, Xete Yeboyd| Ko |y
appears, where |K®"*|7 is a continuous increasing process singular with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, we work with the S-topology on the space D([t, T], R?) of right con-
tinuous R%valued functions on [0, 7] 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 [I0, 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, 7], R?). In Section B} main results are
formulated. Proofs of two main theorems are placed in Section dl and [ 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™. Let U* denote the

transpose of a matrix U.
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Let C(R™) be the collection of continuous functions on R™ and C?*(R™) be the space
of continuous functions on R™ which have continuous partial derivatives of order up to 2.
CZ(R™) stands for the subspace of C*(R™), consisting of functions whose derivatives up
to order 2 are bounded. C?(R™) is the collection of all functions in C*(R™) with compact
supports.

2.2. Maximal monotone operators. In this 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):={z e R™: A(x) # 0},
Gr(A) = {(z,y) eR*™ :z € D(A), y € A(z)}.

We say that A is monotone if (z1 — 2, y1 — y2) = 0 for any (z1,v1), (z2,92) € Gr(A), and
A is maximal monotone if

(x1,11) € Gr(A) <= (11 — 22,1 — y2) = 0,V(x2,y2) € Gr(A).
We give two examples to explain maximal monotone operators.

Examples 2.1. For a lower semicontinuous convex function 1 : R™ — (—o0,+00], we
assume Int(Dom(1)) # 0, where Dom(v) = {x € R™;4¢(x) < oo} and Int(Dom(v)) is
the interior of Dom(v). Define the subdifferential operator of the function v:

IMp(x) =={y € R™: (y,z —x) + ¥(z) < Y(2),Vz € R}
Then OV is a maximal monotone operator.

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

To(z) = 0, if v € O,
oM +oo, ifx ¢ 0.
The subdifferential operator of I» is given by
Olp(x) ={y e R™: (y,z —x) <0,Vz € O}

0, ifx ¢ O,
=410}, ifzeInt(0O),
A, if x € 00,

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

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 |7y := | K|, Set

of = {(X, K): X € C(0,7),D(A)), K € %,
and (X; — z,dK; — ydt) > 0 for any (z,y) € GT’(A)}.

And about & we have the following two results (cf. [6134]).
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Lemma 2.3. For X € C([0,T],D(A)) and K € ¥, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(i) (X,K) € .

(i1) For any z,y € C([0,T],R™) with (xt,y:) € Gr(A), it holds that

<Xt — X, th — ytdt> 2 0.
(i4i) For any (X', K') € o/, 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
/(Xr—a,dKr)>M1\K\ts—M2/ X, —a|ldr — Ms (t —s).

The following lemma is from [33 Proposition 3.4].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that {X™;n > 1} and {K™;n > 1} are two sequences of continuous
R™ walued processes, defined on possibly different probability spaces (Q", F™ P"), and
converge in distribution to X and K, respectively. If forn > 1, K™ is of bounded variation
a.s. and

lim sup P" <|K"\0T > c) — 0,

Cc— 00 n

then K is of bounded variation on [0,T] and fOT (X[, dK]") converges in distribution to
J(Xy, dE).

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

First of all, we define the S-topology ( [15, Definition 2.3]). Here let BV ([0, 7], R?)
be the set of all R%valued functions on [0, 7] with finite variations. Let C([0, 7], R%)
be the space of all continuous R%valued functions on [0, 7] equipped with the uniformly
convergence topology.

Definition 2.6. Let {z,z, : n € N} C D([0,T],R%). We say that x, converges to x in
the S-topology if for each & > 0, there exists a sequence {v°,v5 :n € N} € BV([0,T],R?)
such that

(1) sup |x(t) —v°(t)] < e and sup |x,(t) —vi(t)| <e foranyn € N;

t€[0,T)] te[0,T
(74) nh_)IIolo ve(T) = v(T) for all e > 0;
(iii) for any f € C([0,T],RY),
T

i [ (F(1), dus () = / (F(E), e (1))

n—oo 0
The following criterion of tightness under the S-topology is from [17, Theorem A.1].

Lemma 2.7. Let (2,.%,P) be a complete probability space and {F}i=¢ be a filtration.
Suppose that {Z¢, ¢ > 0} is a family of stochastic processes in D([0,T],R?) satisfying

e>0 te[0,T]

sup (E sup |Z;| + CV[O,T}(ZE)> < 00,
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where CVio 1) (Z°) denotes the conditional variation of Z° on [0,T] defined by

CVom (2) =sw 3_E[[E[7, - 7 | 7]

i=1

] <oo

with “sup” meaning that the supremum is taken over all partitions of the interval [0,T].
Then {Z*} is tight in the S-topology. And there exists a subsequence {ey}, oy decreasing to
0, a process Z in D([0, T),RY), and a countable set I C [0, T) satisfying that for anyn € N
and any {t1,- -+, to} C [0, T\I, (Z;*,- -+, Z;*) converges in distribution to (Zy, -+ , Zy,).
Lemma 2.8. Let (X¢, M¢) be a multidimensional process in D([0, T]; R?)(p € N) converg-
ing to (X, M) in the S-topology. Let (FX°),., (resp. (F)
admissible filtration for X¢ (resp. X ). We assume that

10 be the minimal complete

sup E { sup |M:|?| < Cp, VT >0,

e>0 0<t<T

M¢? is a FX -martingale, and M is F* -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 (€2, .%,P) on which a m-dimensional standard Brow-
nian motion B is defined. Assume that F := (%) is the P-augmentation for the natural
filtration of B. Fix T > 0 and consider the following multivalued SDE: 0 <t < s < T

dX;,t,f c —A(Xi’t’f)ds + b(g’ X?t’g)ds + O’(g, XS’t’f)sta (3)
Xit =¢eD(A),

where A is a maximal monotone operator with Int(D(A)) # 0, b : R, x R™ — R™ and
o: Ry x R™ — R™™ are all Borel measurable and ¢ is a .%#;-measurable random vector.
We assume:

(Ha) 0 € Int(D(A)).

(H;U) There exists a constant L; > 0 such that for any s € R, x,x; € R™ i =1,2,
[b(s, 1) = b(s, 22)[* + [|o (s, 21) — 0 (s, 29)|]* < Lulwy — 2o,
|b(8,l’)|2 < Ll(l + ‘ZL’|2), ||O-(va)||2 < Ll’

(H;,) There exist b: R™ — R™, 5 : R™ — S, (R™), where S, (R™) is the set of nonneg-

ative definite symmetric m x m real matrices, such that for any x € R™

lim — /0 b(s,x)ds = b(z), lim — /0 (00")(s, 2)ds = (66)(z).

T—00 T—oo T

(H2) There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

{(o0o™)(s,2)h, h) = 1|h|*, s€[0,T],z € R™ h € R™
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Remark 3.1. (1) (Hy) is equivalent to that Int(D(A)) # 0. )
(17) b,o0 are Lipschitz continuous. Here we only justify & and by the same way b can
be verified. In fact, by (H; ), it holds that for x; € R™,i = 1,2,

165)(z)) — (66)(@a)l| = | 1im i/o (00")(s, 21)ds — lim i/o (00°) (5, 22)ds

Tooo T T—o0
1 T
< lim - / (00™) (s, 21) — (00)(5, 22) | ds
T—)oo T 0

1T .
< lim 7/ |o(s,z1) — a(s, za)]|[|o" (s, z1)||ds
T—oo T 0

1T . .
+ lim ;/ |o(s,22)||[[0"(s, 1) — 0™ (s, 22)||ds
0

T—o00

< 2L1|LE1 — .CL’Q|.

(ii1) By (1) and (H2), we conclude that & is Lipschitz continuous. Indeed, note that
(0(x1) — a(x2))(0(x1) + 0(22)) = (60)(21) — (60)(xa) for x; € R™,i = 1,2. Thus, one
can obtain that

lo(21) = a(2) || < [1(07) (1) = (50) () [[((x1) + 7(22)) || < Clay — 2]

Under (Hy) and (Hj,), by [31, Theorem 2.8], Eq.(B) has a pathwise unique strong
solution (X=%¢ K='¢). Then we construct the following multivalued SDE:

dX4 € —A(XE)ds + b(XE8)ds + 6(XE4)dB,, ()
X[t =¢ e D(A).

By Remark B and [3T, Theorem 2.8], (Hy), (H;,), (H; ) and (H2) assure that Eq.(d)
has a pathwise unique strong solution (X*¢, K*¢). The following theorem describes the
relationship between Eq.([B]) and Eq.(d).

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that (Hy), (H;,),(H;,), (H2) hold and E|{]* < co. Then it

holds that (X, K%€) converges weakly to (X, K¢) in C([t,T), D(A)) x C([t, T],R™)
as € — 0.

The proof of the above theorem is placed in Section [l

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 = 0l», where O is an open connected bounded subset of R™
of the form O = {z € R™, ¢(z) > 0} with 00 = {z € R™,¢(x) = 0} for a function
¢ € CP(R™) with |Vé(x)] = 1 for z € JO. Note that at any boundary point x € 90,
Vo(x) is a unit normal vector to the boundary, pointing towards the interior of O. Then
Eq.() becomes

AX 2 = VO(XTHO)A| K[ 4 b(2, X2€)ds + o (2, X70)d B,
K5t = [7Vo(XTHOAREE, R = [T erscpop A (5)
X;tt=¢e0.
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Consider the following BSVI:
AYELE € Qp(YELE)ds + Qp(YELE) | KEHE]s — f(2, XE0E YELE)ds
—g(s, XU, YR K=HE[s 1+ Z50EdB,, (6)
Vi — a(X3H),
where ¢, 1) are two lower semicontinuous convex functions with Int(Dom(p)) # 0,
Int(Dom()) £ 0, and f: Ry x O x R 5 R g: R, x O x R% = R* and & : O — R
are continuous.
We assume:

(Hyp) (7) 0 € Int(Dom(p)) N Int(Dom(v))) such that
p(y) = (0) =0, W(y) >¢(0)=0, VyeR™

(i)
sup [o(®(z))| + sup [1h(®(x))] < oo.
z€0 r€00
(ZZZ) There exists a constant Ly > 0 such that for all v > 0,5 € [t,T],y € R, 2 €
Réxm,
(Ver(y), vy (y)) 2 0,
(Voy () 9(s,2,9)) < Lo| Vb (9)|(1 + g (s, 2,9)]), @ € 00,
(Vi (), f(s,2,9)) < Lo Vo, (WI(L + [£(s,2,9)]), 2 €O,
—(Vea (), 9(s,2,0)) < LoV, ()I(1 + lg(s, 2, 0)]), @ € IO,

—(Vihy (y), f(5,2,0)) < La| Ve, ()I(1 + | f(s,2,0)]), €O,
where ¢, is the Moreau-Yosida approximations of ¢ and Ve, (y) is the derivative
of ¢, (y) with respect to y, and similarly for 1., Vi, (y).
(H},g) There exist constants Ls, L, > 0 such that for any s € Ry, y, y1,y» € R?

f(s,21,51) = f(s,20,9)1* < La(|ar — o + [y1 — 9o]?),  @1,22 € O,
(s, 2,9)]> < La(1 + [z + [y*), 2 €O,
l9(s, 931,?/1) 9(s, @2, 12) > < La(|lz1 — 2 + |y1 — 12]?), 1,22 € O,
l9(s,2,9)[> < La(1 + |2]> + [y[?), 2 € 9O.

(H?) There exists a f : O x R* — R? such that for any z € O,y € R?

lim —/ f(s,z,y)ds = f(z,v).

T—oo T

Remark 3.3. By (H} ) and (H}), we know that for x,x,, 25 € O,y, 11,y € RY,

|]F(951,y1) - f(932>y2)|2 < Ls(|zr — 952|2 + [y — y2|2),
|f(a,y)? < 2La(1 + [ + [y[*).
Under (H,, ) and (H} 4)» by [26, Proposition 2.5, the system () has a unique solution
(Yebs zete Uets Vets) That is, (YL, 2508 UshE Vabe) is a RY x R™ x RY x Ré-
valued progressively measurable stochastic process such that for all s € [¢,T], P.a.s.

T T T
vert = et - [ upar - [vesaresp e [ e v
S S S €
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T
+ / gr, X6 YKL, — (MEE — e, (7)

where

S
Mgté ::/ Zf’t’gdBr,
t

and for all s1,s5 € [t,T],$1 < s9 and all v € R™, P-a.s.

52

52 52
[ wss - vear s [ et < [ et

S1 S1 S1
52 52 52
[ o vesares [ o adre g < [ vwares,
S1 S1 51
Moreover, we sometimes consider the extension that X4 = £ |K&HE]5 = 0, Yo =
Yot Zebt = 0, Usht = 0, Vel = 0 for 0 < s < ¢ in the sequel.
Next, we construct the following BSVI:
AV S € 0p(Y*)ds + 0w (Y L)d| K[ — f(X5, Y 4)ds
—g(s, X0, VIO K[ + Zp4d By, (8)
74 = a(X1)
Based on Remark B.3] Eq.(®) has a unique solution (Y%, Z4¢ U4, VES),
Now, it is the position to state the main result in this subsection.
Theorem 3.4. Assume that (H,,), (H;,), (H;), (Hyy), (Hj,), (H}) hold and E[{[* <
0o. Then it holds that Y&U converges weakly to Y in D([t,T],R?) equipped with the
S-topology as € — 0.
Specially, taking ¢ = x € O, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.5. Assume that (Hy,), (H,), (H3), (H,y), (H},) and (H}) hold. Then
Y converges to Y,'¥ as e tends to 0.

The proofs of Theorem 4] and Corollary are placed in Section [Bl

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

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

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumption of Theorem[33, it holds that {(X="¢, K=4)} is tight

in C([t,T], D(A)) x C([t, T],R™).
Proof. We only prove this result for t = 0. And by the same deduction, one can show this
result for ¢ > 0.

Step 1. We prove that

supE sup | X504 < O(1 + E€]?), 9)
€ s€[0,T]
sup E|K=%¢|T < O(1 + EJ¢ ), (10)

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of €.
Note that (X=0¢, K=0¢) satisfies the following equation

xoe gm0 [aCx09ar s [ ol X098,
0 0



Thus, by the It6 formula and Lemma 2.4 it holds that

£ ° £ £ ° £ r £
X0 = e [t vz oot xp0)ar

0 0

s2 [ oCoxeo9as) + [ oG X0 Par
0 0

< €2 = 2My | K508 +2M2/ |X§’°’5\dr+2M3s+/ | X201 2dr
0 0

+ [ E xR 2 [0l xp09,)
0 0

4 / lo(-, x204)2ar,
0 £

and furthermore by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
E sup |[XJ%? 4+ 2ME|KS04|0

s€[0,T

N\

T
E|¢1? + 2(My + M3)T + (2M; + 1) / E sup |X°0¢dr
0

s€[0,r]

T
+/ E|b(i,Xf’°’f)|2dr+/ IE||0( , X209)|12dr
0

1/2
+2C’E</ X206 (- X€0€)y|2dr)

N

T
R|€)? + 2(My + M3)T + (2M, + 1) / E sup |X2%¢%dr
0

s€[0,r]
T r
+/ E|b(—,X§’°’f)|2dr+/ IE||0( , X209 || 2dr
0 €
1
+-E sup |X€O£| +C’/ IE||0( X€05)|| dr.
2 s€[0,T7]

So, (Hj,) and the Gronwall inequality yield ().
Now, combining (@) with (1), we obtain (0.
Step 2. We prove that for any n > 0

0,

hmsupIP’{ sup | X208 — x 08 >77}

o ¢ 0<s<u<s+HILT

lim supIP’{ sup K206 — KE0¢| > n} = 0.
0<s

Ho ¢ Lu<s+ILT
First of all, it holds that for 0 < s <s+1LT

X008 — X208 = K208 4 K90¢ ¢ / ' b(Z, X506 dr + / ’ o(5, X204)dB,.
S € S €

The It6 formula, the Holder inequality and (Hgo) imply that
|X€,0,5 o X€,0,§‘2

(11)



XE0€ - TR0 12 [ 0008 - X080, X0 dr
s 5

N

—y
w2 [ 06— X204 a(C X208, + [ (X200 Par
S € S €
2 / (X708 — X208 RO + / | X208 — X205 Pdr + Ly / (14 X7%?)dr

+2 . (15)

[ xzos - xeos o x4 dB)

s

Next, we compute —2 [ (X50€ — X0 dK=0€). Note that 0 € Int(D(A)). Thus, there
is a 0y > 0 such that for any R > 0 and 6 < 6,

{ € BO, R) : d(a, (D)) > 0} #0,

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

pr(0) := sup {|z| :z € A(x) for all x € B(0, R) with d (:E, (m)c> > 9} ,
and by the local boundedness of A on Int(D(A)), it holds that
pr(f) < +oo.
Again put for any [ > 0
Or(l) :=inf {6 € (0,60) : pr(f) <17},

and we have that

pr (L +9R(1) <17Y% and lim Vr(l) = 0.

Take Ig > 0 be such that Iz + g (Ig) < 0. For 0 < 1 < Ig A1, let X=08LE he the
projection of X% on {x € B(0,R) : d (:c, (D(A))C> > 1+ ﬂR(l)}. Thus, for Ze08LE ¢
A(X060R) sup | X204 < Rand 0 < u — s < [, it holds that

u€e[0,T

) /“ <Xf,o,5 _ X§’0’§,dKf70’5>
= -2 /“ (X06 — XEOELR ([08) 2/u (XEOLLR _ X20€ (08

< 2 / (X086 — XOSLR, Z20EURY qp 4 2 (1 + Dp(1)) [ K0F|

< AR 2(1+ 9R(1) | K50
and furthermore by (I5)

€06 _ 5,0,5‘2
sup ‘Xu XS [{ sup |XZ'0’E|<R}
sSuss+l wel0,T]

< (411/2R+2(l+193(l)) \K5’°’§\0T> + sup / | X708 — X204 Pdr
s<u<s+lJ s
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+L; sup / (1+ ‘Xﬁ,o,gf) dr

s<u<s+l Js

I

{ sup \XEO‘EKR}
e[, T

+C' sup

s<u<s+l

J A R S

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

£0.6 _ ye0€|?
E sup |X; X5 It s X3¢ <Ry
uwe[0,T]

s<u<s+l
< (A2R+2(1+ 95()) E|K=*4|T) + C(1 + EJ¢?)
s+l 1/2
€,0,6 €,0,¢ €,0,§
+CE ([ X0 = KO E X)Ly e

< (AM2R+2(1+ 95()) E|K=*4T) + C(1 + E|¢?)

1
+-E sup |X20f - Xz0f) 1{ . |Xsos|<R}+C’(1+E|§|)

2 s<u<s+l

which together with (0] yields that

87075 _ 87075
sup E sup ‘Xu X; ‘ I{ sup XS0 <R)
s€[0,T] s<u<s+l wel0,T)

< (BIPR+4(1+9r(1)C(L+E|E)?) + C(1 +EI¢P)L. (16)
Thus, it holds that

P{ sup |XZ’°’§—X§’°’5I>77}

0<s<us+HILT

- P{ sup X506 — X506 >, sup (XG0 <R}

0<s<us+ILT ue(0,T]

+P sup |X§’0’5 — Xse,o,g‘ > 17, sup \XZ’0’§| >R
0<s<us+HILT w€e(0,T]

1 1

< LE sup |X506 - x20¢7] e Lp o
Us s<u<€+l X s } {sup I “fl<r} T R2 uE[OPT] | \
! 1

< ?[(8l1/2R+4(l+193(l)) C(1+E|§|2)) +C(1+E|€|2)l] R20(1+E|§| )

where we use the Chebyshev inequality. Letting [ — 0 first and then R — oo, one can

obtain ([I2)). So, from (I2)) and (I4)), (I3)) follows.
Finally, combining (I2)), (I3)) with [I4, Lemma 20.2], we conclude that {(X=t¢ K=6)}

is tight in C([t, T], D(A)) x C([t,T],R™). 0

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumption of Theorem [32, it holds that for any F € C*(R™)
andt <s<v<T

lir%E{Xs(Xe’t’57K€’t’§> [F(Xi’t’f)—F(X?t’f)— / (LF)(XE)dr
e—

s

11



- [ orea.arz) } -0,

where X is a bounded continuous Fs-measurable functional, a(x) = (60)(x) and the
operator £ is given by
_ _. 1 ..
(ZLF)(x) :=0b"(x)0; F(x) + 5&” (2)0;0;F (z). (17)

Proof. First of all, applying the Ito formula to F((X5¢), we obtain that

P - o) - [z St - [ oreees,

s

- / (OF(X24€),dB,),

s

where a(s, z) := (00*)(s,x) and
1 ..
(L) (2 X) = B X0 (X74) + 50 (2, XP90,0,F(X79).

Note that [, (OF (X2"%),dB,) is a (F)ss-martingale. Thus, it holds that

E{XS(XE“,K”@ [F (X5HE) — P(X2) — / (Z°F)(Z. X7 )dr

s

— / ) <8F(X§’t’5),dKf’t’5>] } = 0.

Based on the above equality, one can have that

E{mxwf, o) | PO - PO - [ 2R ar

- [Corogee), dKﬁM] }

— E{Xs (Xt K”ﬁ){/:(D%EF)(;X:vtf)dr— /U(D%F)(X:vtf)dr]}

s

- E{Xs (X5, o) [ [ (rExzaron - v xHarx) dr} }

£ £ ! 7 r g,t, g,t, 714 g,t, g,t,
_'_E{XS(X ’t7§7 K 7t’5) / (b (E’Xr(g)5>8lF(Xr(g)5> —b (Xf(g)g)aiF(Xr(g)§)> dr:| }

+E{x3<xm, K / (FOXEDDP (XS = F (X0, F (X)) dr] }

€ € e ij T € € ij T &,t, &,
+E{X5(X w6 K| [ (@ X900, P (X — a (C X )00, P X)) dr] }

12



£ € Y 1 r &,t, &,t, —19 g,t, e,t,
+E{XS<X e, o) { / (0 (S X000, P (X)) — @ (X )00, (XT5) ) dr} }

+E{XS<XE“, Kot) { / (@ (X300 F (XZ5) — a¥ (X7 )00, F (X)) dr} }

= L+ L+ I3+ 1+ I5+ I,

where 7(9) := [5°]6 + s for any 0 < < v — s.
Next, for [I; + Is|, by (Hj ) and Remark Bl (éi), it holds that

L+ 13| < C’E{|XS(X€¢’5,K€¢’§)\/ | X0 — X“ﬁ\dr}
< C/ E|X5¢ — X546 |ds < C/ E|X€t5 X“ﬁ\)

< C’( sup B sup | X5 _XSE,LEP)

se[t,T] s<r<s+9d

1/2
< C’(sup sup E sup |Xf’t’f—X§’t’f|2) .

e se[t,T] s<r<s+o0

For I, we notice that
| (FE ) - v D) areciHa

R0+ S e eti€ &€
(R - O ) ar i

(%5216
i@ + s e,t,& e,t,& e,t,€
= /0 <b ( - X 5_;,_5) b (X 6+5)) 82F(X[§}5+S>dg

v ;, 0+ s g, g, &t,
+/[ (b( Xl — U OGHL, )) OF (X5, de

vfs](s 1)

[52]-1 (k+1)§ 7 o+ e e
- Z /k (bl( c k5+s) - bl(Xlié—i-s)) aZF(XIiS-’i-s)dQ

o 7 Q_'_S g,t,€ &,t,& e,t,&
+/[ (b( » X[g Jors) ~ b (X ]5+s)) aiF(X[gms)dQ

’UES]J £

[%5°]-1 (k+1)5+s

o c 7 eté\ _ 7i &,t,€ ] &,t,€
- kz_o € /M+5 <b (T7 Xk5+s) b (Xk5+s)> dT&ZF(Xk(S-‘rs)

o % &,t,€ e,t,€ et,&
+/[vs15 (b( = Xigtews) ~ V(X g )> OF (Xpgjs,)de.
5

Thus, from the Hélder inequality and (Hj ), it follows that

m [%5°]-1 (k+1)6+s
Ll< € E Y e T (Fe XL - B dr
i=1 k=0 e

13



v i@ + s e,t,€ e,t,€ g,t,€
+CE /{uw (b( = XL B ms)) OF (X4, )do
m [%52]-1 (k+1)5+s
i &,t,€ 74 &,t,€
< Z £ @ (b (77 Xk5+s) —b (Xk5+s)) dr
- Q + s &,t,€ e,t,&
+CZE/ — X{ij5,,) = V() | de
m [%52]-1 (k+1)6+s
< OYE Y | T (Hrxi) - Hx) ar
i=1 k=0 0
kots

—e [T (W xg) - B ar
0

1/2
+C§ (E(1+ sup |X§7t’5|2))

re(t,T)

(k+1)6+s
[ (e - P ar
0

/C/;
FQS
(]

Eots
e [ (X - PO ar
0

1/2

+C5 (1 +E[¢P)
By the similar deduction to that for Iy, I5, I3, one can obtain that

1/2
L+ I + | Is] < C(sup sup B sup |X:vt’5—X§’“f|2)

e selt,T] s<r<s+d

m [”*S] 1 (k+1)5+s
R DNT| (a7, Xi1) — a¥ (X345, ) dr
i,j=1
ké+s

e / T (a9 XE) — (X)) dr
0

+C5 (1+EJE)?) .

Now, combining the above deduction, by (Hgg) and the dominated convergence theorem
we obtain that

0 < 1%‘]1+]2+[3+]4+]5+[6|

1/2
< C<Sup sup B sup IXf’t’f—X?t’qQ) +C (1+Elg?)"”.

e set,T]  s<r<s+d
Finally, as ¢ tends to 0, (I6]) gives the required result. O

At present, we are ready to prove Theorem
14



Proof of Theorem 3.2l By Lemma [T} there exist a subsequence {(X4¢, K48)}
and a pair process (X¢, K%¢) defined on the other complete filtered probability space
(2, Z,P,(Fs)sepm) such that as k tends to oo,

(X=RbE Kombe) 5 (X4 KH), weakly in C([t, T), D(A)) x C([t, T),R™),
which together with Lemma 2.5 and Lemma [.2] yields that

E{XS(X "R [F (X0) = PO — [ (ZF)0kan

_/: (3F(Xﬁv€),df(;?5>} } =0,

where E denotes the expectation with respect to P. From this, it follows that Po
(X4, K)~1 is a solution of the martingale problem for (Z,P o £71). Note that the
martingale problem for (Z,P o ¢~1) is well-posed. Therefore, P o (X, K#€)~1 = P o
(X8, K54)~L and (Xe0bE KembE) converges weakly to (X¢ K'¢) as k — oo.

5. PROOFS OF THEOREM [3.4] AND COROLLARY

In this section, we prove Theorem [3.4] and Corollary [3.5
First of all, we recall that (Y46, 788 U= Vabl) solves Eq(), i.e.

T T T
I T T A B e Y R L
s 9

T
+ / g(r, XPWE YR d| K= — (Mg — M), s e [t.T], P.as..

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

S S
Ui [opttan Vi [V
t

t
and we have the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem[T ), { (X4, K=t Yete Mete U Ve)}
is tight in C([t,T],0) x C([t,T],R™) x D([t,T],R%) x D([t,T],R?) x D([t,T],R%) x
D([t, T],RY) under the S-topology.

Proof. First of all, by Lemma [£.1] and the fact that the S-topology is weaker than the uni-
formly convergence topology, we know that {(X=4¢, K=4)} is tight under the S-topology.
For Y& by the similar deduction to that for [20, Theorem 9], it holds that

T
sup |E sup |[Y,45° +E / \Yf’t’flz(dr+dIK€’t’§\§>] <C, (18)
€ relt,T) t
T
supE / | Z&H4)2dr < C, (19)
' T T
sup [E / | U 2dr + E / H/f’t’5|2d\K€’t’5\§} < C, (20)
5 t t

15



where C' > 0 is a constant depending on Lg, Ly. Besides, for any partition 7 of [t,T7:
t=1t <ty <---<t, =T, the Holder inequality and (H} ) imply that

|

T T T r
< B[ B [ veegresp v B [IRC X e ar
t t t

tit1

n—1
> E [[Ere - vt
i=1

T
E / g, X8, Y20 [ K47

T
< TV <E / |Uf’t’§|2dr)
t

T
CE / (14 X34 4 Y24 (dr + dI K4
t

T 1/2 T 1/2 /2
< (s [ oesrar) (B [ weane) (@)
t t
T 1/2 12
+C <E/ (1—|—|Yf’t’£|)2(d7“—l—d|K6’t’§|;)) (T—G—E|Ka’t’£|tT)
t

1/2 1/2

T
+ <E/ H/;s,t,§|2d‘K€,t,§|:) (E‘Ks,t,g‘z“) 1/2
t

1/2
+C (E sup |X5¢vf|2> (T2 + B(|K="€|1))"?

relt,T)
which together with (20), ([I8), (I0), [@) and [21], Proposition 1] yields that

sup C"f[t7T}(Y€’t’5) < 00.
e>0

Now, we deal with M4¢. By ([[d), M=% is a martingale with respect to ()¢, which
yields that
| =0

tit1

n—1
>E [[EDALS - 152
=1

Moreover, again by (I9) it holds that

T 1/2 T 1/2
supE sup |M>"| < CsupE (/ |Zf,’t’5|2d7’) <C (supE/ |Zf’t’5|2dr) < 0.
t € t

€ re(t,T] €
For U®, by (20) we have that

T T 1/2
supE sup |U:| < supE/ US4 |drr < T2 (supE/ |Uf’t’§\2dr) < 00,
€ t € t

€ relt,T)

and

|

T T 1/2
< supE/ U=t |dr < T2 <supE/ |Uf’t’§|2dr) < 00.
£ t 3 t
16
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Moreover, by the similar deduction to that for U¢, one can obtain that

sup |E sup |Vi|+ CVir (V)| < oo.

€ re(t,T|

Finally, collecting the above estimates, by Lemma 2.7l we conclude that {(Y=4¢, MebE,
U¢,Ve)} is tight with respect to the S-topology. The proof is complete. O

To study the convergence of fsT JE, X2 Y )dr, we prepare the following limit
result.

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem[3.4), it holds that
limsup sup sup E[Y 5 — Ye,t,5|2 —0.

s+l
120 & se[t,T) s<r<s+l

Proof. First of all, we have that for [ > 0and t < s<r<s+1(<<T

s+l s+l s+1 v
yre,tvf_yavt»ﬁ — _/ U,f’t’gdv—/ Vf’t’gd|KE’t’f|f+/ f(g,Xi’t’g,K,E’t’g)dU
T T T

s+l

s+l s+
+ / g(v, XS, Yo d| KoY — / Z2MdB,.
Then the Ito6 formula implies that

s+l
‘Y;s,t,s . Y;E_:fl,§|2 _'_/ ||Z§,t,5||2dv
T

v

s+l s+l
= _2/ <sz,t,5 _ Y;iti&’ Us,t,5>dv _ 2/ <Y'Ue,t,§ _ Ysefl’5> V;}a,t,5>d|Ke,t,g|§
T T

s+l
w2 [ v X Y

s+l
+2 / (Vi = VI oo, XpW Yt d K=
T

s+l

s+l
—2 / (Yeht — YEhe Z24dB,). (21)

From the above equality and (H} 4)» it follows that for any R > 0

s+l
€7t,5 _ €,t7§ 2 €7t7§ 2
‘}/; }/;-H ‘ [{ sup \Yf't’€|<R} + / HZU H d’U]{ sup \Yss’t'§|<R}
] r

seft,T set.T]
s+l s+l
S AR / U5 ]dv + 4R / Vot K=
' s+ '
HARLY® [ X Y
s+l
HRLY® [ (I 4 Y et

s+l
A i€ A
_2/ (Yete —ysts ze devﬂ{ wup [YEUE|<R)-

s+l
s€(t,T]
17



Taking the expectation on two sides, by the Holder inequality we have that

s+l
i, 812 &2
E|K*€ ¢ Yf—l—l ‘ I{ sup |YE U8 <R} _'_E/ HZﬁ §|| d’U]{ sup |YS"¢|<R}
r

sE[t,T) s€[t,T)
1/2

s+l
4R(E / \Uj’t’5|2dv) (s +1—r)/?

1/2

s+l
+4R (E / |V1f’t<|2d|z<@“|?) (E(| =Mt — |K=4))) 2

/A

s+l 1/2
PaRLy? (B [0 X ) )

1/2
1/2
+4RLY (E(1+ sup | X[+ sup |Y”f|>> G R I

ve[t,T] velt,T]

which together with (20)), (I8), (@) yields that

&,t,& €,t,£|2
sup E[Y;"" — Y0 I{ sup |YEHE|<R}
s<r<s+lI s€[t,T)

1/2 1/2
< Cr (P (B(r=ep = o) o (B - o) )
Besides, by the similar deduction to that for (7) in [26], it holds that
lim sup B(| K=+ — | K= [7)? = 0
=0 ¢

Finally, collecting the above estimates, we obtain the required limit by letting [ — 0
first and then R — oo. The proof is complete. O

Next, we estimate fST F(E X YE)dr — fsT f(X2HE yets)dr,
Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem[3.4), it holds that fort < s < T

|-

T r T
f(g’ X:,t,i’ Y*Te,t,ﬁ)dr _ / f(Xf’t’g, Y;e’t’s)d’f‘

lim E [

e—0

r T T 3
f(ga Xf%fa Y;&t’g)dr — / f(X;:’t’g’ Y;E’t’f)d'r'

Proof. First of all, we notice that

< E

g r g, &,
| (et e - p(E X YT an

T
+B| [ (7C XY - O a0 ar

T
v | [ (Fo vigh - Foee v ar

= J1—|—J2—|—J3.

18



For J, + Js, by (H},), (H2) and Remark B3, it holds that
T
Tk < LR [ (X - X+ v - Yaar

T 1/2
< (@reg ([ EXE - X+ B - v )

/A

(2L3)1/2T< sup E sup |X:7t,£ —Xj’t’€‘2

velt,T] v<r<v+d

1/2
+ sup sup E|K6’t’§—ﬁ)€’t’€|2>

velt,T) v<r<v+d

< (2L3)1/2T<Sup sup E sup |X§7t,5_X5,t,§‘2

e welt,T] v<r<v+d

1/2
+sup sup sup E|Y;E,t7§ _ K}a7t,§|2> ’

e welt,T) v<r<v+o

where 7(9) := [5°]6 + s forany 0 < < T — s.
For J5, by the similar deduction to that for I3 in the proof of Lemma [4.2] one can have
that

T
/ (f( XV — TG Y ) dr
-1 (e+1)ots

,t7£ t E n 7t7£ 7t7£
€ <f(T7 XZ(H—S’ Eé—l—s) f( 25—4-57 I:5+s)> dr

k:6+s

_l_

T_s o+s 123 3 7 & &

&L, &L, &,t, e,t,

[(T=s]s (f( c X[ ]5+S’YV[ ]5+s) f(X ]5+s’YV[ }54_3)) dQ-
5

SO’ (H}”,g)7 (H?)v

, (I8) and Remark B3 imply that

(k?+1)6+.5
L (PO Y - FOGE YRS ar
Q“ i Vi) — XS, Vi) | de
(AR

(£ XE YiatS) — FXE YD) ar

ké+s

— /0 (P X V) — TGS YES)) dr

f
—I—C5< (14 sup |[XO 4+ sup [YoH4)? )
reft,T] relt,T]
19



T

7o)
2
k=0

1

(k+1)6+s

c b€ v etE F(vehE et
€ ; (f(T’Xlié-i-s’Yké—i-s)_f(Xk6+s’Yk6+s)> dr

[
< E

ké+s
€

€ /0 (£ X5 Vi) = FXHE YD) ) ar
9 1/2
+C6 (1+E[EP+C) .

Combining the above deduction, we obtain that

0 < E

T r T
[z yeaar— [t star
S € S

< (2L3)1/2T<Sup sup E sup |Xf¢,5_X5,t,§‘2

e welt,T] v<r<v+o

1/2
+sup sup sup E‘Y’fvt,f _ Y*Us,t,5|2>

e welt, T vsr<v+0

(k+1)5+s

c € € 7/ yeté €
€ (f (7-, 25+s7 Yk65+s> —f (Xli5+s7 1554—3)) dr

ké+s
e

7t, 7t7 r 7t7£ 7t7£
ce [T (FOXEE VS - OGS YE) ) ar
0

+C5 (1+EJ¢)2+ )",

Letting ¢ — 0 first and then 6 — 0, by (H?), the dominated convergence theorem and
Lemma 5.2, we get the required convergence. O

Now we are going to prove Theorem [3.4]

Proof of Theorem [B.4l First of all, by Lemma [B.I Theorem and Lemma
2.7, we know that there exists a subsequence {e;},.y decreasing to 0, four processes

Y€ M U, Vin D([t, T],R?), and a countable set I C [t, T') such that (XeetE, Kekte yerts
Merté Usk ' Ver) converges in distribution to (X0, K*€, Y5¢ M5 U, V) on [t, T|\I.

We observe the limits of [ g(r, Xgot€, Yant€)d|Keete|r and [ f(L, Xeub8 Yot )dr
as k — oo. On one hand, (H},g) and Lemma 2.5 imply that for any t < s < T, as k — o0

T T
[ st ypeaarmey = [ gl X Y () dig )

. . . . T _ A — —
e [ g(r, X V) (V0(19), dRES)

T
_ /g<r,5<£<,wvf>d|fftf|;.

On the other hand, by Lemma [5.3] (@) and (I8)), it holds that as k — oo

T T
r . in distribution =S ~
/ f(;’ X:zwt,ﬁ’ Yrak,té)dr -5 / f(Xﬁ’f, Y;,t’g)dr.
§ s
20



Now we take the limit in () and obtain that for any s € [t, T\
Vi = (X - (Ur—U,) = (Vp =V / FXEE Y9
T — A — A A
+ [ glr TR - (1 - L), 22

Since Y€, M4 U,V are cadlag in s, the above equation holds for any s € [t,T]. More-
over, from the above equation, it follows that M%< is (ﬁf’yt’é’Mt’g’U’V)SE[LT}-adapted.
yBA/Ek'tf,Msk’t'&,UEk7V5k)

S

Next, we know that M=+%¢ is a martingales with respect to (
Furthermore, by (I9), it holds that

se(t,T]-

T
sup E[ sup | M4 < 4supE/ |Ze4]2dr < C.
€ selt,T) € t
Thus, by Lemmal[28] we have that ]@ '€ is a martingales with respect to (F” Ve t’é’ﬁ’v)se[tﬂ.
In the following, we notice that (Y, Z¢ U VE8) solves uniquely the following equa-
tion

Vi = (X — (Up—U,) — (Vp—V,) /thf Yid

T
+ [ gl R TIOAR]; - (313 - N9), 23

where
U, = / Otedr, V, = / VHA R, I = / 7144B,.
t t t

. T\~ . Ot E NIt E YT . . — .
Since E [ || ZL4||2dr < oo and B is (F2Y MUY oy -Brownian motion, M** is an

(ZF5 S M, V)se[t r-martingale.

By the It6 formula, it holds that for any two stopping times t < 7, < 7o < T P.-a.s.

A p— T2 A~ A A —_ — —_
Vi — V2 4 / AM* +U+V - M* -U - V],
T1
T2 N R
w2 R ST A0, 4 V) - (0, + V)
T1
A~ — T2 A~ — — — A p— — —
— V-V 42 / (VP8 = Y8 FXPS YEE) = FXPS, Y59 dr

T B - R ) ) .
w2 [T T gl ULV gl X VAR

T1
T2 . _ . _
“2 [ - v - ), (21)
T1
where [M%€ + U +V — M" — U — V] is the quadratic variation process of M*¢ + U +
V- M -U-V. Set
XM =& K =0, Y =Y M =0,U,=0,V, =0, 0<s<t,

X5 = Xp8 |KM)s = |KYE|T VS = V8 MY = Myt Uy = Up, Vo=V, s> T,
21



and
VI =Y MY =0,U,=0,V,=0, 0<s<t,
}_/st’5 = )_/11275’ M?g = M’?ga Ijs = GT>VS = VT, s 2 T’

and we extend (24) to any two stopping times 0 < 71 < 73 < oo P.-a.s. Thus, from [21]
Lemma 7] and (H} ), (H7), it follows that

ElY) -V +E ([Mt’5 — M), — [M* — Mt’f]ﬁ>

T2
- - 1/2 1/2 - - e
< EIVES - VP 2L 4 LR [ 19~ TP R, (25)
T1
Set ks(w) i= s+ | KT and s — K, is a continuous strictly increasing and bijective
function and x~! denotes its inverse mapping. Let us consider the stopping times 7, = /€5_11
and m = Iis_21, where 0 < s7 < sy are non random. From (23]), it follows that
dr,

B[V - 7%
S1 S1

2 2
¥ t7§ 7t7§
<E|VE -7 |

2 52 R _
oL 4 Li/z)/ E )Yjﬁ ~v'
S1

which together with the Gronwall inequality yields that

1/2, ,1/2 ~t Ste |? /2, ;1/2 Ot e |2
Ee2(Ls' " +Ly st |y Lgl -Y Lgl < REe(Ls"+La sz |y ’51 -Y ’fl :
Fsq Rsq fe2 oz
Note that 2
1/2 1/2 ~t 1
2L +Ly)s yﬁ;fl _ YH;EI =0, forany s> kr, as.
and 9 2
Va2 e - ., /2, 71/2y |~ _
sup e2(Ls L s |y ey sup 2B R e ye it
Ks Ks
s=>0 reft.T]

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

E sup e!%"li(
s€(t,T)

P <

As s5 — 00, by the dominated convergence theorem we deduce that

~ _ 2
/S CRRE RN | (N v R

HSI HSI

for any s; > 0, which yields that
Vi =Y se[t,T], P—as.
and by (25])
MY = MY, selt,T), P-—a.s.
Finally, combining the above deduction with (22) and (23]), we conclude that
U, +V, =T, +V,, sc[t,T], P—as.
The proof is complete.
Proof of Corollary 3.5l Since Y;"* and Y;"* are deterministic, we know that
v = Blect) - Wi vi+ [ G rear
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T
# [ ot xe v e
t
and
V" =E q)(X%x)—(UTﬂLVT)Jr/ f(Xﬁ’xva’x)dTJr/ g(r, X" YO d K
t t
Next, we set

T T
K= 0 — (U4 VE) + [ Expt vy s [ gt Xsow, veond ey
t t

T T
K= ®(Xz") = (Ur + Vr) + / FXEm Y5 dr + / g(r, X725 Y7 K,
¢ t

and the Holder inequality and (H} ;) vield that
2

T
EIC°? < SE[®(XZ")[P + BE[UZ[* + 5E[VZ[* + 5E / f(g,Xf’t’f”, Yoh)dr
t

2

T
—|—5E / g(r, Xf’t’x, Kf’t’x)d|K€’t’x|;
t

T T
< 5C +5TE / (U2 dr + 5 (E / \W’tvﬁﬁdm@tvﬁ\;) (E|K=])
t t
T
+C <E/ (1+ |Yf’t’5|)2(dr+d|KE’tvf|§)) (T + E|K="|))
t

+C (E sup |X§vtvf|2> (T? + E(|K"4])?) .

relt,T)

Thus, (20), ([I8), (I0), @) and [21, Proposition 1] assure that
sup E[C°* < C,

which implies that {K¢} is uniformly integrable. Besides, by the proof of Theorem B.4] it
holds that ¢ converges in distribution to K.

Finally, combining the above deduction, we have that EX® converges to EX. That is,
Y7 converges to Y;"*. 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 () with the functions ¢, : RY — (—o0, 0]
decoupled in the sense that ¢ (u1,...,uq) = @1 (u1) + -+ + pa (ug) and ¥ (uy, ..., uq) =
Uy (uy) + -+ - + Ya (ug), where ¢;,1¢; : R —( — 0o, +00] are lower semicontinuous convex
functions; hence 0¢ (uy, ..., uq) = Opy (u1) X - - X dpg (ug) and similarly for di.

Consider two following systems of parabolic variation inequalities

QD) | sty x) + fi(L, @, uf(t 7)) € Opi(ui(t, @), (H,2) € [0,T) x Oi=1,--- .d

P08 o ity w0t (1)) € Ou(ul(t,x)), (ta) € [0,T] x D0, i=1,--- . d (26)

u (T, z) = ®(x), z€O,
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and
QD) 4 (Lui)(t,x) + filw,ult,x)) € Opi(ui(t,z)), (t,x) € [0
Qualhr) 4 gi(t, o, ult, x)) € Mi(wi(t,x)), (t,x) € [0,T] x O, i
u(T,z) = (ID(x), r €O,
where .#° and .Z are defined in (@) and (I7), respectively. The following theorem describes
the relationship between the system (26) and the system (27).

Theorem 6.1. Assume that (H; ), (H;,), (H}), (H,y), (H},) and (H}) hold. Then

us(t,x) converges to u(t,z) as € tends to 0, where u®(t,z) and u(t,z) are the unique
viscosity solutions of the system (26) and the system (27), respectively.

] ..
1,- d (27)

Proof. By the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula ( [26, Theorem 5.2]), we know that u®(¢, x) :=
Y75 and u(t, ) == Y;"* are unique viscosity solutions of the system (28) and the system
([210), respectively, where Y% solves the following forward-backward coupled stochastic
variational inequalities

( dXEtx_V¢(X€’t’x)d|KEtx‘ —l—b( Xatx)d8_|_0( X’Elt:c)st7

Ke,t,gc:f v¢(Xetm)d|Ketm|r’ |Ketm|t j; {X“”e@@}d|K€tm|

X0 =2 €0,

AV € Dp(Y2!)ds + OG(VE [ K0]7 — f(2, X000, Vo) ds
—g(S,Xs’t’m,Y:f’t’m)d|K€’t’x|f + Z:,t,gchs’

Y;,t,x — (I)(X;’t’m),

\

and Y% solves the following forward-backward coupled stochastic variational inequalities
((dXE" = vo(XI7)d| K |s + b(XE")ds 4 6(XE7)dB,,
Ifﬁw =J Vﬂ(Xéw)d|Kt’w‘§a [K8e)s = f7 I{Xﬁ’xeaO}d‘Kt’m‘ia
X" =ze0,
dY” € 0g0(Y”)ds+0¢(Y”)d|K”| f(Xbr YEm)ds
(S Xtm Yt m)d|Kt gc|t + Zt gchS’
| V7= <I>(X”).

Moreover, by Corollary B3, it holds that Y;"* converges to Y;"" as ¢ tends to 0. Based on
this, we conclude that u®(¢, z) converges to u(t,z). That is, we establish homogenization
for the system (20]). O

Remark 6.2. (i) If O = R™, that is K=" = 0, and f(t, x,y) is independent of t, Theorem
becomes [10, Theorem 4.1].

(i1) If O = R™ and ¢ = ¢ = 0, Theorem is just right [29, Theorem 6.4] with
fa(z) =
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