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AVERAGING PRINCIPLES AND CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR
MULTISCALE MCKEAN-VLASOV STOCHASTIC SYSTEMS
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study a class of multiscale McKean-Vlasov stochastic
systems where the entire system depends on the distribution of the fast component. First
of all, by the Poisson equation method we prove that the slow component converges to the
solution of the averaging equation in the L? (p > 2) space with the optimal convergence
rate % Then a central limit theorem is established by tightness.

1. INTRODUCTION

McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs for short), also known as distribution-

dependent or mean-field SDEs, are characterized by the dependence of their coefficients
on the probability law of the solutions. The study of McKean-Vlasov SDEs dates back
to the foundational work of McKean [19], which was inspired by Kac’s program in Ki-
netic Theory. Over the years, extensive research on McKean-Vlasov SDEs has yielded
significant results. For example, Ding and Qiao [5, [6] explored the well-posedness and
stability of solutions for McKean-Vlasov SDEs with non-Lipschitz coefficients. Wang [29]
established the exponential ergodicity of strong solutions for Landau-type McKean-Vlasov
SDEs. For a broader and more detailed overview, references such as [Il, 12, 13, 25] and
the works cited therein provide valuable insights.

The averaging principle, first introduced by Khasminskii in the seminal work [15], has
proven to be a highly effective and essential tool in the analysis of SDEs for modeling
problems across various practical research fields. The core concept of the stochastic av-
eraging principle is to simplify the study of complex stochastic equations by examining
corresponding averaging stochastic equations, thereby offering a convenient and efficient
approach for investigating many significant properties. In recent years, the stochastic
averaging principle has been extended to encompass a broader range of SDEs, as demon-
strated in works such as [7) 20} 26| 27].

In recent years, the averaging principle for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs has at-
tracted increasing attention ([I1L 17, 21], 24) B3]). Let us mention some results related
with our work. When the coefficients are independent of the distribution of the fast com-
ponent, Réckner, Sun and Xie [24] achieved the optimal convergence order of % in the L?
space by leveraging the Poisson equation. Later, Qiao and Wei [2I] considered a type of
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multiscale McKean-Vlasov systems where the entire system depend on the distribution of

the fast component and established the strong convergence rate i in the L? space through

a modified Khasminskii time discretization approach. Note that in [2I] the strong con-

vergence rate i is not optimal. Thus, in this paper our first aim is to improve this strong
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convergence rate ; to the rate 5. Concretely speaking, consider the following slow-fast

system on R™ x R™:

([ AXF = by (X5, Le, YV Lyee)dt + 01(XF, Ly )dBy,
Xs=p, 0<t<T,

AV7S = 10, (V7 L)t + Jon (V7,2 c) AW,

}/0875257 O<t<T7

dY;s,yo,,iﬂg _ %bg()@e’ym’%,g}@aﬁ)dt + %0.2(}/;57310755’31/5,5)(1“/“
}/0873107;/5 = Yo, 0 < t < Ta

\

where (B;), (W;) are n-dimensional and m-dimensional standard Brownian motions, re-
spectively, defined on the complete filtered probability space (€2,.%, {-Z; }ico,r), P) and are
mutually independent. Moreover, these mappings by : R" X Py (R") x R™ x Py (R™) — R",
o1 . R™ x Pg (Rn) — Rnxn’ bg : R™ x 732 (Rm) — Rm, o9 R™ x Pg (Rm) — R™*™ are
all Borel measurable, and p, ¢ are two random variables. We employ the method of the
Poisson equation to demonstrate that for some p > 2

E < sup |X; — )_(t|p> < Cre®,
0<t<T
where X¢ is the solution for the slow part of the system () and X is the solution of
the averaging equation (See Eq.(d)). Note that in [I7], for a general multiscale McKean-
Vlasov stochastic system depending on the distribution of the fast component, Li and Xie
obtained that (See [17, Theorem 2.1])

sup E| X7 — X;P < Crpe?.

0<t<T
It is obvious that our result can not be covered by [I7, Theorem 2.1]. Moreover, our result
is stronger in some sense.

Next, it is natural to investigate whether
limit. This type problem is usually solved by the central limit theorem. The study of
the central limit theorem in the context of McKean-Vlasov SDEs has garnered significant
attention in recent years ([8, O, 28]). For a multiscale McKean-Vlasov stochastic system
independent of the distribution of the fast component, Hong et al. [10] proved a central
limit type theorem by the Poisson equation technique. In this paper, we follow the same
line as that in [I0] and establish a central limit theorem for the system (II). We mention
that in [I7] Li and Xie also observed the central limit theorem for a slow-fast McKean-
Vlasov stochastic system, where the entire system depend on the distributions of both
the slow motion and the fast component. Comparing our result with [17, Theorem 2.3],
we find that our conditions are more general.

The novelty of this paper is reflected in two aspects. Firstly, we achieve the L” con-
vergence with the optimal strong convergence order of % Secondly, we establish a central
limit theorem for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs where the entire system depends on

the distribution of the fast component. It is worth stressing that due to the application of
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Poisson equation techniques, it is necessary to estimate the moments of both the fast and
slow processes to a high degree. Additionally, a time discretization technique is utilized
to obtain the critical estimates required for establishing the central limit theorem.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section Plintroduces the notations
and assumptions used throughout this work. Section [ presents the main results. Two
main theorems are proved in Sections 4 and 5, respectively. Lastly, the Appendix includes
the proofs of several key estimates for clarity and completeness.

Throughout this paper, C' with or without subscript 7', denotes positive constants that
may vary from one line to another. The subscript T is used specifically to indicate that
the constant depends on the parameter 7'.

2. NOTATIONS AND ASSUMPTIONS
In this section, we will recall some notations and list all assumptions.

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

We use | - | and || - || for norms of vectors and matrices, respectively. Let (-,-) denote
the scalar product in R? and A* be the transpose of the matrix A.

Let B,(R™) be the set of all bounded Borel measurable functions on R™. Let C'(R") be
the collection of all continuous functions on R™ and C?(R™) be the set of all continuous
functions on R™ which have continuous partial derivatives of order up to 2.

Let Z(R™) be the Borel o-algebra on R™ and P(R™) be the space of all probability
measures defined on Z(R™) carrying the usual topology of weak convergence. Let Py(R™)
be the collection of all the probability measures p on B(R") satisfying

u(l ) = / o) < oo

It is a Polish space under the L?-Wasserstein distance

1
2
Wi, ia) = inf ( / |x—y\2w<dx,dy>) )
R xR™

WSABNIEY

where % (1, p2) is the set of all couplings 7 with marginals distributions gy and ps.
Moreover, for any = € R", the Dirac measure J, belongs to Po(R") and if pu; = Zx,
1o = 2y are the correspondmg distributions of random variables X and Y respectively,
then )

Wo(p1, p2) < (EJX =Y [?)2,

where E stands for the expectation with respect to P.

2.2. Derivatives for functions on P,(R?).  In this subsection, we recall the definition
of L-derivative for functions on Py(R?). The definition was first introduced by Lions.
Moreover, he used some abstract probability spaces to describe the L-derivatives. Here,
for the convenience to understand the definition, we apply a straight way to state it (cf.
ﬂZ{ﬂ) Let [ be the identify map on R". For p € P»(R") and ¢ € L*(R", B(R"™), u; R"),

= Jan 0(x)pu(dz). Moreover, by simple calculation, it holds that p o (I + ¢)~*
PQ(RTL)

Definition 2.1. (i) A function h : Po(R") — R is called L-differentiable at 1 € Po(R™),
if the functional
LR, B(R"), 1 R") 5 6 — h(po (I +6)7))
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is Fréchet differentiable at 0 € L*(R™, B(R"), u; R™); that is, there exists a unique & €
L*(R", B(R"), u; R™) such that
i e (T +9)™) — hip) — p({€, 9)
u(l$[%)—0 1(|9[?)

In the case, we denote 0,h(p) = & and call it the L-derivative of h at pu.
(11) A function h : Po(R™) — R is called L-differentiable on Po(R™) if L-derivative 0,h(j)
exists for all p € Po(R™).

We say that a matrix-valued function h(u) := (hy;(p)) differentiable at p € Po(R™), if
all its components are differentiable at u, and set

Ouh(pt) = (Ouhij (1)), 110uh (1)l Z/ [0yt (12) ()] ().

=0.

Moreover, we say 0,h(p)(Z) differentiable at & € R", if all its components are differen-
tiable at , and set

0:0,h(1)(®) = (B:0,his (1)), 10:0,h()|[y) = / 1058, (1) (2) 2.

Definition 2.2. The function h(u) is said to be in C1} (PQ(R")), if w — h(p) is con-
tinuously L-differentiable, and for any p € Po(R™), the mapping & — 0,h(p)(Z) is in
C(R™).

Definition 2.3. The function h(x, i) is said to be in C>(LD(R™ x Py(R™)), if for any
w € Po(R™), the mapping x — h(x,u) is in C*(R™), and for any x € R, the mapping
w— h(z, 1) is in CED(Py(R™)). If h € C>LD(R™ x Py(R™)), and all its derivatives are
uniformly bounded, we say that h € C’f’(l’l)(]R" X Po(R™)).

Definition 2.4. The function h(x,u,y,v) is said to be in CHLD2LD(R™ x Py(R™) x
R™ x Py(R™)), if for any (y,v) € R™ x Py(R™), the mapping (z, i) — h(z, p,y,v) is in
C*LD(R™ x Py (R™)) and for any (x, 1) € R” X Po(R™), the mapping (y,v) — h(x, u,y,v)
is in C2LD(R™ x Py(R™)). If b € CZLD2LD(R? x PQ(RH) x R™ x Py(R™)), and all
its derivatives are uniformly bounded, we say that h € C’b (LD, 1)(]R" X Pa(R™) x R™ x
P2(R™)).

2.3. Assumptions. In this subsection, we present all the assumptions used in the sequel:

(H}, ,,) There exists a constant Ly, 5, > 0 such that for z; € R”, j1; € P (R"),y; € R™,
v € Pg (Rm) ,i = 1,2,

|b1(x17 M1, Y1, Vl) - b1($2, H2, Y2, V2)|2 + Ho-l(xlu :ul) - 0-1(']:27 /J’2> H2

Ly, o (|21 = 2 + W3, pi2) + |1 — vol” + Wi(v1, 1))

(H2) by € CpODPED (R 5 Py(R?) x R™ x Po(R™)). In addition, for y; € R™, v; €
Po(R™),i = 1,2,

sup H&vbl(%%yl, V1) - @cbl(%%yz, V2)H < C(‘yl - y2‘ +W2(V17 V2))7
zER™, ueP2(R™)

N

sup ||aubl(55,u>y1, Vl) - aubl(f’%%yz, V2)||L2(,u) < C’(|y1 - y2| +W2(V1> 1/2)),
TER™, ueP2(R")
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sup ||ayb1(x7,uvy17 V1) - 8ybl(%,u7y27 V2)|| < C(\?ﬂ - y2| +W2(V17 V2))7
zeR™ uePy(R™)

sup ||a§bl(zau>yla Vl) - agbl(xnuay% V2)|| < C(|y1 - y2| +W2(V17 V2))7
TER™, ueP2(R™)

sup 105001 (2, 1, y1, v1) — 0z0,b1 (2, p, Y2, v2) || L2y < C(|yr — 2| + Wa(vr, 12)).
2ER™ € Py (R7)

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

ba,o2
b2 (y1, 1) — ba(ya, 12)|? + |lo2(yr, 1) — 02y, 12)||* < Lo ([Y1 — v2|* + Wi(v1, 12)).

(H? _ ) For some p > 2, there exist two constants 8; > 0,3, > 0 satisfying 8 — 3o >

ba2,02
6pLs, -, such that for y; € R™, v; € Po(R™), i =1, 2,
2(y1 — Y2, ba(y1, 1) — ba(ya, v2)) + (3p — Doy, 1) — 022, 1) ||?
< =By — v2l? + BW3 (v1, 1),
(H, ) ba(y.v),0a(y.v) € CF D (R™ x Py(R™)).

Remark 2.5. (i) (H}, ) yields that there exists a constant Ly, o, > 0 such that for
reR" uePy(R"),y e R™, vePy(R™),
(b1 (2, 11,9, ) |* + o (@, wI* < Loy (L+ |2 + |- ) + [y P +v(] - 7).
(i) (Hy, ,,) implies there exists a constant L, o, > 0 such that fory € R™, v € Py(R™),
12y, V)[* + [lo2(y, V) I* < Loy, (14 [y[* + v(] - 7).
) and (H2, ), we can obtain for y € R™, v € Py (R™),

(Z“) By (Hll)g,og ba,02
2(y, b2(y, 1)) + (3p = Dlloa(y, v)II* < —aulyl* + azv(| - [*) + C,

where o := [y — 3pLiy, 5y, a2 1= P2+ (3p — 1)Ly 00, 01 — g — Ly, 5, >0, and C > 0 is a

constant.

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

3.1. The averaging principle for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In this sub-
section, we state the averaging principle result for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs.

Let us recall the system (), i.e. for fixed T" > 0,
( Cl)(t6 = bl (Xte, gxts, Yf,yo,gg’ gyts,s)dt + 01 (Xte, gxf)dBt,

X;=0 0<t<T,

AY S = L0 (Y7S, Lpee)dt + oo (Y, Lyee)dWs,

Yit=¢ 0<t<T,

dY;&yo,Jg _ %bg(}/f’yo’fg,fyts,g)dt + %02(}/;&4/0,1573}@5’5)(1“/“
| Yo =y, 0<ELT,
where E[g[*’ < oo and E[{[*” < oo. Under (H} , ) and (Hj, ), it follows from [29,
Theorem 2.1] that the system () has a unique strong solution (X¢, Y€, Y.E’yo’“(/&).
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Consider the following system:

AY = bo(YS, Ze)dt + 05 (VY Lye) AW,

—¢, 0<t<T
Ay’ = bg(YtyO"'%, Ly )dt + oa (Y L) d W,
Y% =y, 0<t<T.

(2)

Based on [29, Theorem 2.1], the above system admits a unique strong solution (Y¢, Y.yo’fg)
under (H}, _ ). Observing (Y o ,Zye), [22, Theorem 4.11] ensures that a Markov pro-

bo,09
cess with the same distribution can be constructed on a new probability space. Further-

more, for any ¢ € By(R™, Py (R™)), define
Pt(y0>°$£; ) ) = gytyonfg X (ifyt&’ t 2 0,

L
P, %)= | o (y,0) Py, Zai dy, dv) = B (V"% 2,.),
R™ x Py (R™)

{P, : t > 0} is a transition semigroup on By(R™ x Py(R™)). Under (Hj, ), from [22]
Theorem 4.12], it can be inferred that there exists a unique invariant probability measure
1 x 6, for this Markov process, where 7 is the unique invariant probability measure for the
first equation of the system () (See |29, Theorem 3.1]). We then construct the averaging
equation on (€2, 7, {F},co 7). P) as follows:

diXt = bl(Xt7 gxt)dt + Ul(Xt, g)’(t)dBt, (3)
XO =0

where by (x, 1) = mexPQ(Rm) bi(z, i, y, v)n x 6,(dy, dv).
Now, it is the position to state the main result in this section.

), (H3), (H;, ,,)-(H;

ba,02 ba,02

Theorem 3.1. Supposed that (H}

b1,01
positive constant Cr > 0 such that

) hold. Then there exists a

- ( sup [ X7 — thp) < Cres(1+Elof” + [yol® + EIE[™),
o<t<T

where X is a solution of Eq.([3).
The proof of Theorem [B.1]is placed in Section 4l

3.2. The central limit theorem for multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs. In this
subsection, we take p = 4 and state the central limit theorem result for multiscale McKean-
Vlasov SDEs.

First of all, we introduce some notations. Define the operator £ as follows: for every

v e G R™ x Py(R™))
Lolyv) = (aly 1), 0,0(0.0)) + 5 Trloaas (v, )0, )

#0000 @) + 371000300, 000 0)5) | o),

R
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and it is easy to see that £ is the infinitesimal generator of (Y}, .Z¢), v = Z. Then
t
consider the following Poisson equation:

—»C\II(ZE,,U,y,I/):bl(I,M,y,V)—Bl(I,M). (4)
Under the assumptions (Hy, ), (Hp ) and (Hj, . )-(H}, ), Eq.@) admits a solution

b1,01 ba,02
W(x, 1, y,v) belongs to CHLD2LI(R™ x Py (R™) x R™ x Py(R™), R™) (cf. Section 3.
Finally, set

83;\1]02 (QU, :uv yv V) = <8y\11(x7 IU’7 y7 V)u UQ(yv V)>7
(8y\1102)(8y\1102)*(x7 ,U,) = / (ay\llcrz (SL’, :U’u y7 V))(ay\IIUQ (LU, :uv yv V))*W X 677(dy7 dV),

R™ x Py (R™

Tl ) = ((0,%0.)0, %0 (@, 1)

The following central limit theorem is the main result in this section.

)
1
2

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (H}, ), (H2), (H}, ,)-(H}, ) hold and o,(-,-) € Cy "V (R™x
Po(R™), R™™™). Then the process
X--X

NG

converges weakly to U in C([0,T];R") as € — 0, where the process U is the solution of
the following equation

dUt - 8x[_?1 (Xt, gXt)Utdt —l— E[&u(_)l (U, D%Xt)(Xt)iUt] ‘u:Xtdt -+ (%01 (Xt, gXt)UtdBta
—|—E[8“01 (u, gXt)(Xt)Ut] |u:XtdBt + T (X, D%Xt)d‘/}, (5)
Uy=0,
where V' is a n-dimensional standard Brownian motion independent of B.

We postpone the proof of Theorem to Section

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem Bl Our proof is divided into four
parts. The first part (Subsection 1)) and the second part (Subsection [1.2) providing
estimates for systems () and (2). In the third part (Subsection A.3), we analyze the
regularity of the solution to the Poisson equation. Finally, in the fourth part (Subsection
[14)), we conclude the proof of Theorem 3.1 by integrating the results obtained in the
preceding three subsections.

4.1. Some estimates for the system ().

Lemma 4.1. Under assumptions (H} _ ), (H}

b1,0’1 b2,02
positive constants C' and Cr independent of € such that

) and (H?

ba,02

), for p = 1, there exist

E ( up |Xf|3P) < Cr(1+Elof” + [yof* + EJe[*), (6)
o<t<T

sup E[Y 7 <EIE[* +C, (7)

o<t<T

sup B[V PP < Jyo|? + C(1+ EJ€]P), (8)

o<t<T
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Cr(1 +E[¢?P
E ( sup |Yf’£|3p) < 2E|€|3p + T( + |£| >’ (9)
o<t<T g
£ ¢ C 1 E 3p 3p
E ( sup |)/; 7907f§|3p) < 2|y0|3p + T( + |£| + ‘yo‘ ) (10)
0<t<T g

Proof. By the same deduction in [2I| Lemma 4.1], we can derive the estimates (G)-(&). In
the following, we will establish the estimates (@) and (I0).
For Y,*, applying the It formula to |Y;7**”, we deduce that

3 t
Y = e 2 [ e s
€ Jo s
3p [*
2 [ e B gaw)
0

3 3 - 2 t _ £ €
+%/ |Y;a,€|3p 4”0'2(}/5 76"’%}/5"5)}/8 ’§||2ds
0

2 [ Ve on(vS, L) P (1)
Note that () and () imply that
Ve < e+ 2 [ e b v )
(3 = Dlloa (Y7, Zyee) || ds

3 t
+ 7pg / YESPr Y28, 0a(YES, Zypee) W)

3 t
< 1P+ [ YRR [~ Y + aaBIYP + €] s
0
L3P / YRR Y a(VEE 2 )
\/E 0 s s U2 s YE s
3p [* 3p — 2 2
< g 2 - (- R - ) e Dm0 as
L3P / VIRV oy (VI 2 )W)
\/E 0 s s 192\t ety s S
Cr(1+E|E]P?)  3p [
< Jgpr+ SO L B Fyseprayes oy(ves, 400w,

By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the Young inequality and Remark 2.5 we get

e (s )
o<t<T

1

Cr(1+E[E*) C /T _ 2
< E 3p Bl ) y &€ |6p—2 ves 2 _l2d
L R hni by =1 B o e CAC AP T
1+ E|E]PP



1
C T !
# | s 2P [V P B Pas)
\/g o<t<T 0
1+E[EPP) 1
£

C T
sup IYféI?’”) +g/ (1+E[YS5*)ds
0

0<t<T

1+ E|€]PP 1
< E|§|3P+CT( _'_E ‘5‘ )+—E<sup |Y;E,§|3p)’

2 \osisr
which implies that

1+ E|¢J3P
E(Sup me’g\?’p) < omjgw + S ERPD)

0<t<T €

L. o : :
Moreover, for ;¥ using a similar argument as for Yf’f, we can obtain the estimate
(). The proof is complete. O

4.2. Some estimates for the system (2I).
) and (H}

by.0y ), there exists a positive constant C

Lemma 4.2. Under assumptions (Hy, ,,
independent of € such that

EJY;" P < |yof?e™" + e E|¢] + C,

and for p > 2
E|Y % < [yolPe P @102 Lnw)t 4 CE[¢]* + C.

Proof. First of all, we estimate Yf. Applying the Ito formula to |Yf|2p and taking the
expectation, we obtain

B = B 2 [ VS O, 200
0
F2nlp 108 [ IS lon (0, 2,V s
0
4 [ VoS, £g)lPas
0
By Remark 2.5 we have

d _ _
SEYEP = 2B [|VE Y (Y £0) | + 2p(p — DE[ [V loa(YE, Lo VAP

HPB [V 2o (Y, L)1

< PRV (205 (Y, L)) + (20— DoV, Ze) 2|
< PE [V —an VP 4 aa e (] D)+ C)
< —p(Oél — Qg — Lb2,02)E|Y§|2p + C

The comparison theorem implies

E|Y;§|2p < E|£|2p€_p(a1_a2_Lb2,o‘2)t + . (12)
9



Next, we deal with Y;yo’g&. For any A > 0, the Ito formula yields that
ED/;?JOW% |2p€)\t

t t
_ |y0|2p—|—)\E/ e>‘5|}/'sy0’°g§|2pds+2pE/ 6A5|}/;y07$§|2p—2<}/vsyo,$s’b2(}/vsyo,$s’gyf)>d8
0 0

t
$2plp = B [ (2, P
0

t
+pE/O e)\s‘Ysymfg|2p—2||02(1/;y0,$§7gys§)||2ds

t

0
t

4B [ Y [ b 200 + (2= 1)V L) ds

0

t

< o8 [
0

t
i [ [~ =y = Ly BV 4 CEIYEP + C s
0
Letting A = p(a; — g — Ly, 4,), We have

t
E|}/;y(),n(/§|2pep(a1—oc2—Lb2,02)t < |y0|2p+0/ 6p ar—az—Ly, 5,) (E|Ys€|2p—|—1)d8
0

t
< Jyol™ + C/ 0
0

Then simple calculation implies that
B[, 57 < Jyo[Pe 2"t 1 CEIE” + C.
Finally, by similar arguments as above, we get
E|Y{[* < Efgf?e (@) 4 C,
and
B[P < Jyolem + El¢Pe 2t 4 €.
The proof is complete. O

The following two results can be obtained through a deduction similar to that of [21]
Lemma 4.5] and [21, Lemma 4.6].

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that assumptions (Hy, ) and (Hj, ) hold. Then it holds that for
anyt >0, y; € R™, ¢ € L*(Q, Fo,P;R™),i = 1,2,

& 2 _
E|Y;y1 1 _Y;yz <2|2 < |y1—y2|2e Blt—i—EKl <2|2 —(B1—P2)t

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that assumptions (Hy , ), (Hy, ), (H}, ) hold. Then it holds
that for any t > 0, x € R", u € Py (R™), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

73 7 —_ —_
[Eby (2, 11, Y75, Lye) = bil, )P < Cem P8 (L4 Jyo* + Ze(| - 7))
10



4.3. Poisson equation. In this subsection, we analyze the regularity of the solution to
the Poisson equation.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that (Hy ), (H; ), (Hy, . )-(H}, ) hold. Set
\I](Iau>y> V) ::/ (Ebl(x>ﬂﬁyt9y7,/?$y§) _Bl(xnu“))dS? V:"%f‘ (13)
0

Then W(x, p,y,v) belongs to CHLDZLD (R x Py (R™) x R™ x Po(R™),R"™) and is the
unique solution for Eq.(d)). Moreover, it holds that for any x € R", u € Py (R"), y € R™,
Ve Pg (]Rm),

sup — max { (W, 1, ,0)] 109, 1y, 0) ] 10,9, 15 0) o,
zER™, ueP2(R™)

1029, g1,y V)11 1050, (2, 9 0) ()220 |

< CO+ P +w(- )" (14)
and
sup max {10,z 1,y 0) 120, 10,9 @, 1,9, v)
2ERM pueP2(R™),yeR™ vePo (R™)

||am8y\ll(xv MY, V)||7 ||8“8y\lf(x, Y, V)HL2(M)7
1029 (. 1,9, 0) 1, 10,0, ¥ (@, 1, 5,0) Ml 2y } <C - (15)

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps. First, we show that W(z, u,y,v) belongs
to C>LD2LD(R™ x Py (R™) x R™ x Py(R™),R™) and serves as the unique solution to
Eq.( ). Next, in the second and third steps, we provide the verification for the regularity
estimates (I4]) and (I5) correspondingly.

Step 1. We prove U(z, i, y, v) belongs to C*L12LD(RM x Py (R™) x R™ x Py (R™), R™)
and is the unique solution for Eq.(H).

Since 7 is independent of , we can take the derivative to b(z, u) directly with respect
to x, yielding

oo = | Oy (. 1,y V) X By(dy, ), i = 1,2,
R™ x Pa (R™)

which implies that by (-, ) € C2(R™). Similarly, it follows that b;(z,-) € C’ISM)(PQ(R")),
leading to the conclusion that b; € Cg’(l’l)(]R" X Pa(R™)).

Under the assumptions (Hj, ) and (Hj, ), and following a similar argument as in [3]

Lemma 6.2], it can be concluded that ¥(z, i, y, ) belongs to C*(L12LD(R™ x Py (R™) x
R™ x Py(R™),R"™). Then by acting the generator £ on (Y,"", gytg), v = %, it holds that

LU(x, 1,y v) = L/ (Ebl(:c,u,}/'sy’”,fyf)—Bl(x,,u))ds
0

= /OOO(EPS) (bl(x, iy, v) = by, u))ds

P ds

11

_ /oo dp, (bl(l’,ﬂa y,v) — by(x, M))



[e.e]

oo -hies)|

= lim P, <b1(x,,u,y, V)) —by(x, 1) — <bl(:c,,u,y, v)— I_)l(x,,u)>

5§—00

= — (bl(x, 1y, v) = b(x, u)>,

which yields that W(x, u,y,v) is a solution for Eq.([ ). According to the It6 formula, the
uniqueness can be achieved through the precise calculation.
Step 2. We establish the estimate (I4]).

U (2, 1y, v)| < / )Eblw,y L) — by (w, )| ds

X (B1-By)s
S / Ce™ 7 (L4 [y +v(l-*)"2ds
0

< Oyl +w( - )2
Let by(z, i, y,v,5) = Eby(z, u, Y2, & ve) — bi(z, ), v = %. Forany sy > 0, we
define
by oo (2, 1, Y, v, 8) 1= by (2, 1, y, 1, 8) — by (2, 11, y, v, 5+ s0),
where by (z, 1, y, v, ) := Eby (z, p, Y, Ze). Hence,

Bl,so (ZL’, m,y, v, S) = IEbl (ZL’, K, )/;y’y 2, 5) - IEbl (ZL’ M, sz?{i’-l;m gyi )
S SO
= Ebi(z,n, Y)Y, ZLe) — by (z, 1)
—[Eby (2, pu, Y4 "gyéso) — by (, ).

s+s07
Based on Lemma [£.4] we know that

lim blso(:v 1y, v, 8) = by (z, 1, y, v, 5).

So—

In order to prove
109 (2, g1, y, )| < O+ [yl” + (] - %) 2,
it suffices to show that for any sg >0, s > 0, z € R", u € P (R"), y € R™, v € Py (R™)

T [y (] 2 (16)

||a:cbl,so (l’, m,y, v, S)H < 06_

We prove ([I6]) in the Appendix.
By similar arguments as above, we get

~ B1—8
18,150 (2, 1, 95 v, 8) || 1200y < Ce™ 2 2(1+ [y + (] - )2,
10215 (2, 1ty y, v, 8)|| < Ce™ 2 (14 [y[> +v(] - [*)72,

- 518
1050,b1,00 (s 1y, v, 8) 12y < Ce™ ™2 (14 [y +w(] - )M,
which yields that

1029 (2, 1,5, V)22 < CAH [y +w(] - )V,
1029 (2, iy, )| < CO+ [yl + (] )V,
1050, (2, 1,y )| 2y < (14 yl* +w(] - )2

Step 3. We establish the estimate (I3]).
12



Relying on (I3), (Hj, ,,) and Lemma 3, we conclude that
‘\I]x/iya’/ﬁ \Il(x7:u7yvy2)|

< C/ ‘Yy V1 Ysy,vz| 4 Wz(gyél , gYS§2)>dS

< C(Blg — &[%)3, (17)

for all &, & with %, = 14, %, = 1». Hence, taking at the right-hand side of (I7) the
infimum over all such &, & and considering the characterization of the L?-Wasserstein
metric, we get

‘\I](SL’, Y, Vl) - \IJ(LE‘, w,y, V2)| < CW?(”M V2)7
which implies that

sup H8V\I](x7lu’7yuy)||[/2(u) < C.
z€R™ pePo(R™),yeR™ vePs (R™)

Note that 9,Y#" and 02Y¥" satisfy

40,YI = Q,by(Y ¥, 2, 0)0, Y2 ds + 0,0a(YI7, L,c)0,YIvdW,,
89%%” =1,
and
ATEYP = [V B ) 0,17, DY) + 0, ba(V I, 4 )2V 1]
"‘[85‘72(}/;%”7gysf)<ay}/;y’ua OyY ") + 0yoa (Y, 2, f)azyy Y]dw,
RYI = 0.

Under the assumption (H?

b2,02

), it holds that
sup B0, Y2V < Ce™, (18)

yER™ vePy(R™)

wp  E[RYr|P < O, (19)
yER™ P, (R™)
and
sup E[|0,Y " — 0,YP"*||? < Ce PE|&; — &, (20)
yeR'm

where vy = %, v, = Z,. In view of (I3), by (Hj ) and [I8), we deduce that
0,8y < [ ENO o0 Y L) - B2 s < C [ B0V as < C.
and 0 0

10:0,¥ (x, i, y, v)|| < /OwE|8x8yb1(x, Y3, Lye) - 0,Y " |ds < C.

Similarly, we have
10,0y ¥ (, 1, y, V)| L2(u) < C.
The term 05\11(55, i, y,v) could be represented by

0y (x, p1,y,v) = /0 E(0)br (z, 1, Y, Lye) - (0,Y", 0,Y")]ds
13



+ /OwE[aybl(:B, 1, Y;yv”,zysg)ajnyv”]ds.
Combining (H}), (I8) and (IJ), we have
3o my il < [ BlOY s+ € [T BIgEYIIas < €
In the following we estimate 9,0,¥(x, i, y,v). Using (H})), (I8), (20) and Lemma A3
we get
10,9 (2, p1, y, 1) = O,V (, p, y, 1) |
< [ B[l v ) - e 2 L)l 10,12

+||ayb1 (l’, 22 Y;y,l/z ) $Y§2

- 10,y2 = a,v27| | ds
[e%S) 1 1 1
< o[ [(mre - vep) o (e - veR)'] - (Blayee ) ds
0
o0 1
s [ (Bloyr oy ) s
0

< C(El& - &)z,
for all &, & with £, = 11, £, = 1». Hence,
10, (x, p, y, 1) — Oy (2, i, y, 12) || < CWa(1, 1),
which implies that

sup ||8,,8y\11(x,p,y,1/)||m(u) < C.
-’EGR",,LLEPQ (R7l),y€R77l7V€7)2 (Rm)

The proof is complete. H

4.4. The proof of Theorem [B.1l First of all, we prove the Lipschitz continuity of the

coeflicient b;.
By Lemma .4 and (H}

b1,01

), for any x; € R", u; € Py (R™), i = 1,2, we have
V_h(th) - 51(5627/~L2)|2
< Bfbu(wr, ) — Bby (w1, i, Y, L)
+3|Eby (2, p1a, Y8, Lye) — by (2, p2) ]
+3[Eby (1, 1, ﬁyo’ggagyf) — Eby (2, pa, Kyo’gg’gnfﬂz
< Cem OB 4 fyol? + ([ L)) + C(la1 — waf® + W5 (a, p12)).-
Letting ¢ — co, we obtain
by (201, 1) = b1 (w3, p12)[* < O(ly — o] + W3 (1, p1a)). (21)

Combining the assumption (Hj , ), we conclude that Eq.([B) admits a unique strong

solution X.
14



Note that

t
Xf—Xt _ / (bl(Xs gxs Ysyoéﬁg Dg/ﬂYEf) b (XS,$XS)>dS
0
t —
s [ (5 2) - 01X 1)),
0
t
= /(bl( Ly YU L) — by (XE «ng))ds
0 . -
+ [ (e ) - (R 2 )as
0

t
+/ (o—l(xg,gxg)—al(Xs,ng))st.
0

From the Holder inequality, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (Hj, , ) and @1, it
follows that for any p > 2,

E ( sup | X7 — Xt‘p)

o<t<T

< CE < sup

0<t<T

t
/0 (3035, L, VI 2 ) — Bu(X2 Zx) ) ds

)

T
+CTP_1E/ ‘El(XsEang) —51(Xs,gxs)‘pds
0
T i . 18
+CE |:/ Hal(Xi,gxg) — Ul(Xs,g)‘(s)H d$:|
0

< CE ( sup

0<t<T

t
/0 (bl(X L Y L) — b(Xj,o%Xg))ds

)

T
+C’T/ E|XE — X,[Pds.
0
The Grownall inequality yields that

B ( sup 17 - Xop)

o<t<T

p) C(22)

In the following, we aim to estimate the right-hand part of the inequality above. By
Proposition B35, there exists a W(z, i, ¥, ) belonging to C21:D-2LD(R™ x Py (R™) x R™ x
P2 (R™),R™) such that

< CrE ( sup

0<t<T

t
/(bl(X L Y L) — BI(XSE,.ZXSE))ds
0

—,C\I/(LU, w, Y, V) = bl(xv Y, V) - Z_?l(flf, ,LL)
Applying the It6 formula to W(X7, Ly, Yf’yo’fg, .ﬁfyts,g), we have

€ 6 Z
\D(Xw"ng? o gyff) \P(Q,gg,yo,%)

t
+/0 <b1( L YT L e), 0,V (XE, L Y gysg)>ds
15



t
‘I‘/O <a ( "gXE €Z/O g& gysé) Ul(Xj,ng)st>

+
N =
o\

-

r [0101 (X5, Ly )OPU(XE, Ly, YV e gysg)} ds
+E / bi(XE, Lae Vi ), 0,0 (XE, L Y5 2, )(X§)>ds
0

Tr [alal( X2, Ly )0:0,0 (X5, Ly:, YW zygg)(fc;)] ds

_|_

S~

+

M~ N~
=
o\ﬁ_

<bg(Y€y°"% Lyei) O U(XE, Le, YW gysg)>ds

+
| —

¢
/0 Tr [0202(3/5 vo- % fysg)ﬁz (X5, L=, Y “ $Ys§>i| ds

[\}
= M

t
+—/ <ay\1/(X€ L YL L), on (YW 4, sg)dW>
0

™

t -
+11’E/0 <b2(}7§’§ Lye), 0 V(XE, Lre YL L) (VE )>ds

€
1. [ oy Ve '
ol [ T [aza;(ygvf,zysg,g)aga,,\p(xa L YO (Y 5)} ds
1
- \Il(gvggay()v‘:%f)—i_]vf’l—i__]vfz

NG
ot P 2 .
+IE/O (b1 (X5, 2 Vi 2,00), 0, 0(XE, L Y 2,0)(K2) ) ds

1. rt ~ . -
+§E/o Tr [ala’f(Xse,ZXSs)@@@u\If(  Lxe, Y vo-Ze gysﬁ)(Xg)] ds
! a 2 1 a %
—|—/ ,Cl\If( gxs Yo,<E g sg)dS‘l‘_/ £\I](X€ gxs Yo g )d
0

€Jo

(23)
where the process (X¢, }N/f’yo"zf, fff’g) represents a copy of original process (X¢,Ys ¥ gg
Ye4), constructed on a probability space (€, Z, {jt}te[O,T]a P), which is an exact copy of
the original probability space (€2, .7, {-Z }icjo1), P),

t
NEt :/ <ax\11(X Zxe, Y. oo s Lyes), al(Xj,i”Xg)dBS>,
0
t
N2 / (0,U(X5, Ze, YU 2 2ye0), n YW, 20 )aW)
0

and

‘Cl\ll(xnuaya V) = <bl(x>uaya V)aa:c‘l’(ffa%% V)>

1
+§T7“[<710I(:)3, )02V (2, 1, y, )]
16



Then we have that

t
E(sup / (bl(X Lo, YT Lyee) — b (X5, D%Xs))ds
o<t<T

)

p
(sup /mf L YO e ds )
o<t<T
< CePE <OS<1ET‘\I/(X§,$X§,Y”’°$§ fysg) )—l—C’&?pE\\II(Q, Lo Y0, L)

t
+C€7’EI~E< sup ‘/ <b1( , Lxe, Y Yoot , ZLyee),

0<t<T

0, V(XS Lo, YT gyss)(X§)>ds‘p>
~ t ~
+C’€pEE< sup ‘/ Tr[alai‘(Xj,o?Xg)

0<t<T

050, (X2, Lye, Y Ly )(X;)}dsm

)

+CePE ( sup ‘/ LW (XS, ZLx:, Y. yovee ,Z, sg)dS

0<t<T

+Ce’E ( sup \Nf’l|p) + Ce:E ( sup |Nf’2|p)

0<t<T 0<t<T

7
-y
i=1
For ¢, and _#,, by Proposition and Lemma (4.1l we have

A< oo fue (s ) 1B (s i) |

0<t<T 0<t<T

< Cre? M1+ |yl + E|¢)},

and

Sz < CeP {1+ |yol” + B¢}

For 75 and _Z4, based on the Holder inequality, Remark and Proposition 3], one
can obtain that

T
I < Capr—lEE[/ by (X2, Lo, V5 2 P

0
10, W (XE, Ly Yol o)1, ds}

< CePTP {1 +E < sup |Xf|2p) + sup E|}Q€’y°’gg|2p + sup E|Yf’§|2p} ;
0<I<T 0<t<T 0<t<T
17



and
~ T ~

Si < COTIEE [ owi(Re 2l

0
0, .
(050, (X5, Lxe, Y75, Lo 75, ds
< CePTP {1 +E < sup |Xf|3p) + sup E|}Q€’y°’gg|3p + sup IE|Yf’§|3p}.
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T
By similar arguments for ¢3 and ¢4, we obtain

Fs < CePTP {1 +E < sup |Xf|3p) + sup E|lff’y°’$§|3p + sup IE|Yf’§|3p} :

0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T

For #Zs and _#7, by the Holder inequality, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,
Remark and Proposition .5, we have

2

T
Is+ F1 < CE U ||axx11(X§,$X§,Yf’yO’ff,zyss,§)||2||al(X§,$X§) |2ds]
0

s

2

T
HOEE | [ 108X 2 Y B PloalV 4 0 P

T
< CapT%—lf (1+E|X§\2P+E|Kf’y0"’gf|2p+IE\Y§7§\2P) ds
0
L r Z
LoebTE / (1+ BIyS™ % p + B ds

0

< O(eP +e8)T% {1 +E ( sup \Xﬂz”) + sup B[V "% 4 sup E|Yf’§|2p} :
o<t<T o<t<T 0<t<T

(24)
Collecting the above deduction, by Lemma [l we conclude that

p
E < sup )
0<t<T
< Cre?(1+Elof*” + |yo|* + E[¢[*), (25)
which together with (22]) implies that

t
/ (bl (X5, Lz, YO, o) = (X, $X§)>ds
0

E ( sup | Xy — Xt|p> < Ored (L +E[ol*” + |yol” + EIE[™).

0<t<T

The proof is complete.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem The proof consists of three compo-
nents. The first subsection (Subsection [B5.I), we construct the auxiliary process 9° and
demonstrate the difference U — ¢ converges to zero in the L? sense. In the subsequent
part (Subsection (.2), we verify the tightness of ¥° within C([0,7],R™). In the final
segment (Subsection (.3)), we establish the weak convergence of ¥° to the solution U. of

equation (@) in C ([0, T]; R™), subsequently confirming the validity of Theorem
18



5.1. Construction of the auxiliary process. In this subsection, we construct an aux-
iliary process ¢ and obtain that the difference U — ¢ converges to zero in the L? sense.

First of all, by () and (B]), the deviation process {Us := %}@0 satisfies that

dU; = &= [bl(XteagXE Yey()fg gygﬁ) Bl(Xf?‘iﬂXg)]dt
S (X5, L) = bi (X, Lyt + o0 (X7, L) — (X, LBy, (20)

Us = 0
According to Theorem Bl there exists a constant Cr independent of e such that
E ( sup |UFI') < ol +Bla™ + l" + Bl (27)
0<t<T

For any ¢ € (0, 1), we consider the following auxiliary process 95:

5 = 0 (X7, L7, V)" L) = b (X7, L)t
+0 bl(Xt,gxt)’lSlEdt ‘I—E[a bl(u gXt)(Xt)ﬁeHu Xtdt (28)
+a Ul(Xt,gXt)ﬁedBt +E[a Ul(u gxt)(Xt) ]|u_XtdBt?

9 = 0.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that (Hy, ), (H}) and (Hy, ,,)-(H}, ,.) hold, and o,(-,-) €
CHEDR™M x Py(R™), R"™*™). It holds that

limE ( sup |U; — 19€|2> =
e—0 0<t<T
Proof. Set x; = U; — 193, we obtain
dx; = dU; —dvy
1 o L
= 7 [bl(Xfafxgr) = bi(Xy, Zx,) — 0ubi(Xe, Zx,)VEUS
~El0ub (v, Z5,)(X)VEU; |, |t
+0:b1 (X, Ly )Xt + E[0,b1 (u, Ly, ) (Xo)X;][umx, At
1 _ _
tr (01X, Zx5) = 1(Ke, Zx,) — Ouon (Ko, L3, )VES
~E[0,01 (v, Zx,)(X)VEU] o x, | B,
+0,01(Xs L5, )\id By + Elduo (1, Z5,) (X)X uex, A By
By the Holder inequality and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, it holds that

E ( sup |x:|2)
0<t<T

6TIE/
€ 0

T T
+6TIE/ \8xbl(Xt,$Xt)X§}2dt+6TE/ }E[@ubl(u,fxt)(Xt)Xfﬂu:Xt\2dt
0 0
19
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(X7, Lx;) — bi( Xy, Zx,) — 0ubi (Xy, L5, )VEUR

_ _ 2
B[, (u, L5 (X)VEUS e, | dt




C T - .
2B [ o 2 - (R 2x) - dun (e, L VEU
0

_ 2
~E[0,01 (., L5, (XU e ||

T T
+C’E/ }}8x01(Xt,$Xt)X§H2dt+CE/ HE[@ual(u,fxt)(Xt)Xiﬂu:XtHQdt
0 0

= Y I(T). (29)

Next, we focus on proving the continuity and boundedness of the coefficients 0,b, and
d,b1. According to Lemma 4], we have for any € R", u € P, (R")

bi(z, 1) = lim Eby (z, p, vt Zye).
Then we have .
Debr (i, 1) = lim E[D,b1 (., 1, Y L)
—00 t
and ) P
0,0 (. )(2) = Jim B0, (. 1. Y. £,0) (7))

For any sequence {(ttn, Zn)}ns1 C Po(R™) x R™ with p,, — p in Wy and |Z,, — Z| — 0 as
n — oo, it holds that

SUp B0y (7, pn, V)", L) () = b 1, V", L) (D)
< sup ||a,ub1(xuun7y7 V)(L%TJ _aﬂbl(xnuvy’ V)(j>H
yER™ vePy(R™)

By the uniform continuity of 9,b,, we arrive at
i (10,51 (2. 1) () — Db (. ) (E) | = 0.

By similar argument, for any sequence {(x,, ttn) }n>1 C R™xPo(R"™) satistying |z, —x| — 0
and p, — p in Wy as n — oo, we obtain

In addition, the uniform boundedness of J,b; and 0,,b; implies that

sup ||8x61($,ﬂ)|| < 00,
TER™, ueP2(R™)

and

sup  [|0ubi (1) (@) < oo.
TERM P, (R7),ZERT

In the following, we estimate I (T"), k = 1,---,6 one by one. For I{(T), according to
the mean value theorem (See [16, Lemma 4.1]), there exists a constant r € (0,1) such
that

T
I5(T) = 6TE /
0

8x51()_(t + T\/gUta, gxtE)Uf

+E[0,b1 (u, gX}—l—r\@Uf)(Xt +rVeUD) Ui |u=x,
20



2

_8$61(Xt7$Xt)Ut€ _E[aﬂgl(uvgXt)(Xt)Ute”u:Xt de

T 1
< CT{ / |:E’|8:Bb1(Xt + T\/Eva"%Xf) - ambl(Xtngt)Hﬂ th
0

T
AE [ B {10410 L) (i rVEVE) = 01 (1, Z5) ()
0

1
3
: {E ( sup |Uﬂ4)] .
0<t<T

_ dt}
u:Xt

Note that d,b;(-,-) and 8,b;(x,-)(-) are jointly continuous. Thus, by the boundedness of

d,b; and 8ul_)1, and (27), it holds that
lim I{(T) = 0.
e—0
Using similar arguments as above, we obtain
lim I§(T) = 0.
e—0
From the boundedness of 9,b1, 8ul31, 0,01 and 0,04, it follows that

T
() + (T) + B + 150 < Cn [ B (s bl ar
0

0<s<t
Finally, by (29), (32) and the Gronwall inequality, it immediately leads to
B sup IiF) < CrU(T) + 5(7).
0<t<T
which together with ([30) and (31)) yields that
limE ( sup |Xf|2) = 0.
e—0 0<t<T

The proof is complete.

(30)

O

5.2. Tightness. In this subsection, we intend to prove the tightness of the distribution

of the solution ¥° to Eq.([28]) in C([0,T],R™).
First of all, we write
Uy = Ji(t) + J3(t) + J5(t) + Ji(t) + J5(t).
where
1

t
T = 2 [ I L Y ) = (X 2 s,

t
JE(t) = / 0.1 (X, Lo )0%ds,
0
t
(1) = / E[0,5 (14, 25, )(X.)0ux. ds.
0

¢
J5 (%) ::/ 0,01(Xs, L. )V5d By,
0
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t
F0) = [ Bl (0, 2 (X)0%] s, 4B
0

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that (Hy, ), (Hp) ) and (Hy, . )-(H}, ) hold, and o4 (-,-) € c2UD(gm
Py(R™),R"™™). Then {II¢ := (9, J, Js, J5, J5, J5),e € (0,1)} is tight in C ([0, T]; R5™).

Proof. In view of the term J$(t), it can be deduced from (23]) that
Ji(t) = f/ (b (X5, Lye, Yo% L) — i (X, Le)]ds
- LU(XE, Ly Y , Lyee)ds

t

\/’

= VE{ WX L YU L)+ W 0. Ly, L)
48 [
0

(X5, L Vi 2,0), 0,0(XE, Lo, Y 2,.6)(XD)) ds

S

—l—lE/ Tr |:O'10'1(X gxs)a 0, l:[j()( ng €y0$§ gysé)(XS)} ds

/ £1\If D%Xs €y0$§ gysf)d8+Nf71}+Nf’2
=: t) + N2,

From analogous deduction to that in Subsection 4.4, it follows that

sup E ( Sup IJfl(t)I‘*) < Cre(1+Elo| + || + E[¢]™), (33)

€€(0,1) t€[0,T

which implies that J§; converges to 0 in probability in C'([0,77];R"). By Lemma 20.3
in [I4, P.185], to establish the tightness of {II°}, it is sufficient to verify the following
conditions for i = 2, 3,4, 5:

sup E | sup |JE(2)|* ] < oo, (34)
e€(0,1)  \tef0,7]
and
sup E|J7(t2) — J; (t2)|" < Crlts — %, (35)
€€(0,1)

where the same conditions remain valid if J¢(¢) is replaced by Nf”°.
We divide the remaining proof into two steps.
Step 1. We aim to establish (34]).

Firstly, for N7, we deduce from ([24) and Lemma F] that

€€(0,1) t€[0,T

sup E ( sup |Nf’2|4> < Cr(1+ [yl + ElE[™).
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Secondly, in order to investigate the uniform estimates of {JF}, i = 2,3, 4,5, we need
to prove that

sup E < sup \195\4> < Cr(L+E[o” + [yo] ™ +E[¢[™). (36)
€€(0,1) te[0,T

In fact, using the uniform boundedness of 9,b;, 0M51, 0y01 and 0,0, together with the
Holder inequality and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, one can conclude that

T
E < sup |19f|4> < CE ( sup |J1€(t)|4> +C’T/ E|¥|*ds
0

te[0,7T] te[0,7
2

T
+CE </ \8m01(Xs,$Xs)19§\2ds)
0

2
2 ds)

T
< Cr(1+Elo + [l + BIE™) + Cr [ El9z[ds.
0

v | " [y (s 25 (X0 s,

As a result, ([B4) is derived by applying Gronwall’s inequality. Consequently, it follows
that {JF}, i = 2,3,4,5 satisfy (34).

Step 2. We shall demonstrate (35).

For Ny 2 by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the Holder inequality, Proposition
4.3 Remark and Lemma [£.1] we obtain

to 2
BN - N < R ([ loar 2 as)
t1

to .
< Ol —t) [ O+ B4+ B s

t1

< C(L+ |yol + E|E[)|ta — ta]*.

Similarly, by combining (B6) with the uniform boundedness of d,b;, 8ul_71, 0,01 and
0,01, it holds that

E|J; (t2) = J7 (t)|* < Or(1 +Elo™ + [yol ™ + E[[?)[t2 — ta]*, i=2,....5.

As a consequence, the terms N and {J¢} ¢ = 2,...,5 fulfill 3). The proof is
complete. 0

5.3. The proof of Theorem 3.2. In this subsection, we complete the proof of Theorem
B2l The main objective is to identify the weak limit of J5 in C ([0, T]; R™).

), (Hp ) and (H},Q,UQ)-(Him) hold, and o(-,-) €
Cf’(l’l)(Rm X Po(R™),R™ ™) then the solution ¥° of equation [28) weakly converges to the
solution U of equation ([Bl) in C ([0,T];R™), as e — 0.

Proposition 5.3. Assume that (H}

b1,01

Proof. By lemma [B2] it is sufficient to demonstrate that there exists a subsequence

{€n, }r=>1 such that ¥ converges weakly to U in C' ([0, T]; R"). Let B = B, Wew = W

and assume that { (95, J,"™, J," ) Jg™ Jy ) Je B, Wen ) bisy convergence weakly to
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(9, J1, Ja, J3, Ju, J5, B, W). Then by the Skorohod representation theorem (cf.[2, Theorem
C.1]), there exists a new probability space denoted by (Q Z, P) and a sequence

AE 7€n 7€n 7€n 7€n 7€n A& AE 5 7f‘ AE ,A % AE T £
{(19 nk’Jl k’J2 k’Jg k’J4 k’Js k’X nk’Y ng Yo f,Y 7Lk£,X,B nk’W 7Lk)}k21’

which has same law with { (05, J;" Jo" Jg %, J" J " X e YeuvoZe Yoot X Ben
, Wen ) bis1 and the following properties hold

(i) (Do, J7 Ty T Ty et B Wen) converges to (0, Jy, Ja, Js, Ju, Js, B, W)
in C ([0, T); R™™m) P-as., as k —> 00;

(i) (B (@), Wemn (@) = (B(&), W(@)) for all & € Q.
The process (Xs™, Vs ™ S CYS 5) is the solution of the system (II) where ,,, substitutes
for e, (B, W) replaces (B, W) and (,€) replaces (o, §). Similarly, X is the solution of
(BI) Wlth B replacing B and g replacing 0. Here, ¢ and § are random variables defined on

(Q, F , IP’), which have the same distributions as ¢ and & respectively.
According to Eq.([28) satisfied by {(0=m, J;", J,"* J5" T, Jo", B, W) bis1 , it can
be deduced that

ore =TT () T )+ T3 () 4 T () + (8,

where

Jank( / bl Enk g Enk ’ YEnk Y0, g 5nk ) Z_? (Xjnk 7 gj{j”k )]dS,

m
t

J5™ () = / Bl0b1 (u, £ )(X )05 _g ds,
0

t . .
JE () = / D0 (X, £ Y0 dB,

0

t A ~
JE () ::/0 E[@Mal(u,oiﬂ;{s)(X )05 ”k]|u:)a{sst,

and [ is the expectation with respect to P.
We guess that the limit J;, corresponding to Jf " for i = 2,3,4,5, take the following
forms P-a.s.:

¢ 2 ~
_ / 0y (X, L )Dods,
0
¢ 2 ~
Jat) = / Bl0,b1 (u, 25 ) (X)), g ds,
0
t al A A~
:/ 8900'1()_(373):{ )ﬁsdBm
0 S

u=Xg

t 2 A~ A
Jo(t) = / B[00 (u, L5 N(X)D,]],_; dB,.
0
24



Indeed, from (36, it follows that

supE ( sup |05

k>1 te[0,T]

><CO+EMW+MMH+EMH)
Since U7 — ) in C ([0, T]; R™), P-a.s, the Vitali convergence theorem infers that

lim E | sup |9, —3,)> | =0. (37)
k—o0 te[0,T)

As for J,"* (t), combining the uniform boundedness of 9,b; (x, 1) and @&7), we conclude

that
. 2
/amx )

lim B | sup |J;"(t) — L)) = lLmE/[ sup %,
k—o00 te[0,7] k—o0 te[0,77]
< Crp hm E ( sup |0 19t|2>
k—o0 t€[0,7)
For J;"(t), owing to the uniform boundedness of 8,b; (x, 1)(Z) and (B7), it can be
deduced that

)(95"F — Dy)ds

2

lim sup |J;"(t) — J5(t)]> = lim sup
k=00 te[0,7] k=00 1efo,1)

[ B0 2 )R ) g

< Cr hm E ( sup |0 — 1§‘t|2> = 0.

k=00 t€[0,T]

For J,"(t) and J;"*(t), by the uniform boundedness of 9,0, (z, 1), duo (x, 1)(%), 1)
and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we obtain

k—o0 te [0 T} k—o0

T ) N X
lim E < sup |J;"* (t) — j4(t)|2) < Clim E (/ ||8mal(Xs,$)?s)(1987lk - ﬁs)szs)
0

k=00 te[0,T]

< CrlimE ( sup |07 — 1%2) —

and

lim E ( sup |Jo" (1) — j5(t)|2>

k—o00 te[0,T]

A~ T A~ 5 Enyg q 2
< C’kh_)rgoE (/0 ‘E[@Ho—l(u,fis)()()(ﬁ _ﬁs)]‘uzis ds)

k=00 t€[0,T]

< Cr hm E ( sup |0 — 1§‘t|2> —

Next, we focus on identifying the limiting process of J;"* in C ([0,T]; R"). According

to (B3), J§, converges to 0 in probability in C ([0, T];R™). As a result, Ji must coincide
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with the limiting process N2 of Ny e ([0,T];R™), where

O ~ 5nk7y07$é

t
eny 2 o en i
Nt k :/ ay\I/U2(Xs k,gf(:nk,}/s 7$stlk»§)dWS
0 S

~

is a continuous martingale on the filtered probability space (Q, F, {3@}@0, IP’) with qua-
dratic variational process

o Eng Y0,Lz

t
<Ntank72>t - A (89\1102)(8y\1102)*(X§%7‘”2”)2;% ’ Y; 7$Y?nk’é)d87t € [OvT]v

and %, represents the natural filtration generated by {p, é , BS, Ws, s < t}.
Since N® 2 converges to N2, P-a.s., we obtain that N? is a continuous martingale on
(2, Z,{Z}+0,P). Note that the quadratic variational process of N? is

(N2, = /O t (0,95) (0,00, (X, L5 )ds, t€0,T). (38)

(See the detailed proof in the Appendix). Thus, by the martingale representation theorem
(cf.[, Theorem 8.2]), there exists a probability space (€,.%,P), a filtration {.%,},> and
a n-dimensional standard Brownian motion V defined on (Q x Q, F X F , P x IP’), which
is adapted to F x F, such that

t o .
Nt2:/0 ((%\If@)(%%z)*) (Xs, L5 )dVy,  te[0,T],

where
N2(@,0) = N2(&), X (&, 0) = X,(@), (@, 0) € Q x Q.
Observe that (B, Nem?), = 0 and N2 converges to N? almost surely under P x P.

Consequently, (B, N 2), = 0, which indicates that V is independent of B.
Finally, based on the above discussion, 1 satisfies

Ay = 0ubi(Xe, L5 )0udt +E[0,b (u, L5 ) (X)), g dt + 0,01(Xe, Ly )01 B,

+E[0,04(u, L5 )(X0)Di]|,_s dB: + ((ayxym)(ay\pUZ)*>§ (X, L )V, Jo =0,

where E is the expectation with respect to P x P and
ﬁt(djv dj) = ﬁt(d))u Bt(djv dj) = Bt(d))

According to [29, Theorem 2.1], Eq.(H]) has the weak uniqueness. Then ¥ coincides with
the solution U of Eq.(H) in the sense of distribution. The proof is complete. O

Now, we are able to complete the proof of our main result.
Proof of Theorem Combining Proposition L] and 5.3, we immediate obtain
that Theorem 3.2 holds. The proof is complete.

6. APPENDIX

In this section, we prove (6] and (B8]
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6.1. Proof of (IG). Let C([0,00);R™) be the collection of continuous functions from
[0,00) to R™ with the uniform convergence topology. Set

Q = C([0,00); R™) x C(]0, 00); Py (R™)),
F = %(C([O, oo);]Rm)> X %<C([0, 0); Py (Rm))>a
F=0(M,,0<r<t), t=0.

By the similar deduction to that of [22, Theorem 4.11], there exists a unique probability

measure P on (Q,.%) such that M. is a Markov process with respect to (.%) with the
transition function { &y x 0z, 120, (y,v) € R™ x Py(R™)}. Note that

gjﬁ\}t = ED o (Mt)_l = gytyw X (Sfyg.
Thus, it holds that

S
0‘>

1(3%,“,.% v,s + SO)
Eb, (z, i1, ;1”30,02@5 )

s+sq

[ [bl(z U>M8+so)|¢7480“
E[E" [by (z, 1, M,))]
Eb, (x, 1, YV .;2” ,S). (39)

s 7

1z, p,y, v,

1\T, U, Yy, V, S

61780 (l’, m,y, v, S) =

I
<

1\ T, U, Yy, V, S

1\ B, Y, v, 8

( ) —
( ) —
1(1’,,&,'3/, S)
( ) —
( ) —

S O O

Then we obtain
0ubr s (T, 11, y, v, 8) = Dubr (w, 1, y, v, 8) — O by (, pu, Y Lys 1 9). (40)

so ?

By (H})) and Lemma B3, we get

|3x(;1($7/173/17’/175) _8$Z)1(x7:uvy2vy27s)|
< E||axbl(x>ua}/;yl7ulag 51)_axb1(zau>)/;y27uz>$ ‘52)”

vy v
< CE(‘}/;yl,Vl — Y| 4 W2($Y§1,$Y§2)>
8 1 _piba
C[|y1—y2|€_75+(E|€1—€2| Jre T ] (41)
Combining (@0Q), () and Lemma [£.2] we obtain
H&wi)l’s()(l’,/l,y,l/ S)H
_8 1 s,
< CE|ly— Y3 le ™ + Blg - Yi)he 2]

< 0TI P ] )
6.2. Proof of (B8). Without loss of generality, we will use (£2,.%,{.% }i>0,P) instead
of (Q F {Jt}t>0, P), and (N2, N2 X¢, YevoZe Y& X)) instead of (N2 N2, X,

yerowoZe yeud X) below.
We deﬁne the function

H(I, Y, V) = [(ay\ll02)(ay‘l]02>*](x7 Y, V)u

H(z, )= / H(z, p,y,v)n x 6,(dy,dv).
Rm x Py (R™)
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Since N®2 converges to N2, P-a.s., we aim to prove

)= | OO0 (Ko, 2 )ds.t € 0,7

We claim:
2

lim E = 0. (42)

e—0

t
X, ZLx: Y. oo , Lyee) ds—/ H(X,, %%.)ds
0

Actually, if ([@2) holds, there exists a subsequence {ey}x>1 tending to 0 such that
t
/ H(XZkE, Lo, y ot L e ds—>/ H(X,, %x.)ds, P-as., as k— oo.

Moreover, note that N7 N+ fo (X3k, Ly, Y7 % @ yere)ds is a matrix-valued
martingale. Using the Vitali convergence theorem we conclude that for any 0 < s <t <
T,

EKNE o N7 /Ot H(Xr,g)‘(r)dr> B <N82 ® N2 — /Os ﬁ](Xr,i”XT)dr) ‘ﬁ}}

t
= lim E[(N*? @ Np? - / H(ka,zxfk,W’“’yO’ff,ng,c,g)dr)

k—o0
(oo [ o))
0

= 0, P-as.,

which implies that N? @ N? fo (X,, L%, )dr is a matrix-valued martingale. Thus, we
conclude that

= | BT BT (X, L )ds, e 0,1,

6.2.1. Proof of the claim ([@2). We divide the proof into three steps. The first step is to
prove the locally Lipschitz continuity of H(x, u,y,v). The second step is to demonstrate
([@2). The third step is to supplement the proof of estimate (56]) required in the second
step.

Step 1. We prove that H(x, ut,y,v) is locally Lipschitz continuous, and H(x, ) is
Lipschitz continuous.

(I3) implies that 0, W (x, i, y,v) is bounded and Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (x, u,y,v),
thus

10y Vo, (1, pi1, Y1, 1) — Oy Vo, (T2, f12, Y2, o) |
< |0y W (@, pr, g1, v1) — 0V (22, ph2, Yo, v2)|| - [lo2(yr, v1)||
F0y Y (2, 2, y2, v2)|| - llo2(yr, v1) — 02(y2, v2)||
C(|wr = wal + Walpn, p2) + lyr — ya| + Wa(v1,0)) (1 + 1 ]* + w1 (| - [*))'/2, (43)
and
10, Yo, (2, iy, )| N0y Y (@, sy, )| - ooy, )| S COA+ > +w(] - )2 (44)
Similarly, we have

Hayqlog (,Tl, M1, y17 Vl) - 8y\1102 (,TQ, H2, y27 VQ)H
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Clz1 — za| + Wopr, p2) + |y — o] + Walvr, 19)) (1 + |ya]* + va(] - [%) /2. (45)
By (@3)-( ), it holds that

[ H (1, pa, yr, 1) — H (g, pra, y2, v2) ||

< Oy Vo, (21, pr, Y1, 1) — Oy Wy (22, i, Y2, 10)[| - 10y Vo, (21, g1, Y1, 1) |
|0y Vo, (22, p2, y2, v2) || - [0y Wor (1, p1, y1, 1) — Oy Vo, (T2, pi2, Yo, 1) |

< CO+ 1l +ull-17) + gl +w2(] - 1)
(|1 = @2 + Walpa, p2) + [y1 — yo| + Wa(v1, 1)), (46)

i.e. H(x,p,y,v)islocally Lipschitz continuous. By uniform boundedness of 9,V (z, p, y, )
and Remark 2.0 we have

1H (2, 1y, )| = 10y 00, ) (8, Pory) (2, sy, VI < CLA [y +w(] - 7). (47)
Combining Lemma (4.2 Lemma [4.3] and (@€]), we obtain

EH (2, 1, Y%, Zye) - quH

= |EH(z 1Y 2 ve) / H(z, p,y,v)n x 6,(dy, dv)
Rm™ % 7)2 (Rm

= |[EH (z,p, Y, % 5 / H(x,p1, Y, &, <)77 X 0, (dy, dv)
77L><7)2(R77L

N

/ Bt v )~ B Y2 )00, )
RmXPQ(Rm t

p7
< / E
Rm

< o f [rr @Vt E - @Y+ BV
1
2

o~

H (o, 1, Y5, L) — Hw Y, 2,0) | n(cly)

@Y~ ypopyt + @IS - YEPRH] i)
<0 [l + G + P+ (BI?]

[lyo = yle™ % + (Bl = {P) 25 p(dy)
(L 4 [yt + B[, (48)
By integrating (40)-([48)) and Lemma [£.2] we attain
||H(931,M1) —H(ifz,m)n
< BH (@, o, Y7 L) = Ha )l 4+ [BH (2,12, Y6, Zy6) = H (w2, 1)
HIEH (21, 1, Y58, Lye) = BH (o, 12, Y5, L0
Ce™ "5 (1 + [yol* + Ele[*)

+CE| (1+ [gole™" + EJe[2e™@ =) - (Jay — @] + Wa(u1, ).
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and

/ H(z, p,y,v)n x 6,(dy, dv)
R™ x Py (R™)

/ EH (z, 1, Y™, Ly )n x by(dy, dv)
R™ xPa(R™)

~$<:77
< / EHHx w Y L) Hn(dy)

/N

C [ (1t Iy + BIGPem Jy(ay)

< C’+Ce (n—a2)t(1 L ||¢]?).

Letting ¢ — co, we obtain

[H (21, 1) — H (2, p2)]] < C(lw1 — 2| + Wa(pua, pi2))- (49)
and
[H (z, )| < C. (50)
Step 2. We prove ([42).
Note that
t ¢
th:‘ - ta(A) :/ b ( $X€ Eyojﬁ gysf)dS‘l’/ O-l(Xs,ng)st,
H(A) t(A)

where t(A\) = [i]& and [i] denotes the integer part of %. By Remark 2T Holder
inequality, Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Lemma [£1], we have

EIXF — Xl

2ds

t
< CA’E / by (X2, Lye, Yoo , Lyee)
UA)

t
"ds+ CE {/ |1 (X5, Lx:)
tH(A)

t

< O+ A)/
HA)

< Cr(AT+ A (1 +Elo]? + |yol ' + El]'?). (51)
Notice that

t

|

t

{
_ [H( | Ly YW g

yEs
0

L+ BIXI + By )+ B4 ds

H(XE L Yo%, Lyee) = H(X,, Zy,)| ds
)~ H(XS ), Lz, Y0 gysg)} ds

t
e £,Y0,-Z 5
+ /0 [H(Xs L YT L) — H(XE ), gxm)} ds

H(X;,gxg)} ds



For 04(t), based on the Holder inequality, ([@0]), (5I) and Lemma ATl one can obtain
that

E|l6y(0)]1
¢ 2 2
< OB [ (1 P ) (1 - X+ Wl 2, B, )) s
0

t 1
< Cr / (1+Elﬁ’y°"’gfl8+ElYf’fl8>2-(EIXE — §<A>I4)%ds
0
< Cr(D%+ D)1 +Elo” + [yo| " + E[¢]*). (53)

With regard to 03(t) and 0y(t), by the Holder inequality, ([@9), (5I) and Theorem B1]
we get

t
E||O51)])* + E|Ou(t)|]> < CT/O [E|XS — XS0 + EIXS — X ] ds
< Cr(A*+ A +e)(1+Elo)” + |yl + El¢]"?),  (54)

Now we focus on the term Oy(t). Notice that

E| s (1))
/A1 (k+1)A P B
= K / [H(XS(A)’ gX:(A) s }/tg Vo s gyss,g) — H(XE(A)? gX?(A) )] ds
k=0 YAN
. 2
e €,90,Z¢ 7 (Ve
+ AA) [H(XS(A)’ gX;(A) 5 Y:q 3 Yss,f) i H(XS(A)? ngE(A) )] dS
o, o (k+1)A P ?
£ £€,Y0,Z¢ [7 £
< X ; ]E /kA |:H(X8(A)? gXﬁ(A) s }/s ,gyss,f) — H(XS(A)’ gX;(A) ):| dS
t P B 2
+2]E /t(A) [H( E(A)? gXE(A) , }/s Y0, 5’ gyss,é) — H(X;:(A), gXﬁ(A))} dS
For %/, it holds that
£
2.(t) < Cr(1 + |yo| ? + EIE™)—, (56)

A
For %, combining the Holder inequality, (@), (B0) and Lemma ET], we obtain

t
15 £, 7‘-(£ I] €
U(t) < CAE /( N (XS s B Y )2 I (X ), Zic, ) s
t

t
< CAIE/ (14 P 4 L] as
H) S

< CO%(1+ |yo|™ + E[¢]™). (57)
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Finally, (52)-(E7) yield that

2

t
X5, L. Y yEvoZe s Lyee) ds—/ H(X,, %%.)ds
0

< Cp( A2+A+5+

) +Elol™ + [yo|™ + El¢|").

Taking A = e!/2, we infer that (42) holds.
Step 3. We prove (0.

Note that
(1)
Cyr [T/A]-1 (k+1) P ) 2
NN 2 F /m [H(Xm’gxs Yot Lee) — H(XliAng;iA)} ds
k=0
Cr A ) e o 2
S Eo<k<s[1;1/)A]—1E 0 [H(XRA’D%XZA’Y;’MA "”%st )~ H(Xkﬁ’gXiA)] ds

On one hand, for any s € [0, Al
yowde - ysete y Z L / e by (VU5 2 dr
ko = 2 vee)dr
s+kA 2
/ 6 vo-e gys §)dW
kA
£, ,.,5,” 1 5 e
a -2 =
/ uf]gA ) ) g )qu7

where W. := W_,n — Wia is a m-dimensional standard Brownian motion.
On the other hand, we construct a system as follows:

AY;E = by (Y4, 2 sg)dt—l—ag(Y Ly )AWs,
Yot =YE, ogtgé,
AV = by (VI L)t + oo (V7 L) AW,

8,90, ZLe 1 EY0,Le A
Yy =YA 5, 0<t< T

Y

where W is a m-dimensional standard Brownian motion independent of B, W. For any
s € [0, A],

Yﬁe,yo,éfg _ Ysyo$5+/ bz(Yeyoéfg gysg)dr—l—/g UZ(Yeyo.Zé gysg)dW
: 0

£ ]- s £ 5 <
= Y +g/0 by (Vi Zyg)dr + —/ S Ly )W,

€

where W. := /eW- is a m-dimensional standard Brownian motion.
€
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e )and( vyt o

Thus, (Ysifiﬂé, Z, : Ysg) have the same distribution, which yields

Y
that
2

5 .,g r7 €
H(Xi, S VT s )~ H (X Zxz,)] ds

2

H(Xin, Zx; 0 eyogg Zype) — H(XZA’XXEA)} ds

A 2

/5 [H(XkAngs Y Lee) — E’(Ximfm)} ds

_ / / H(Xip, Lac, Vo 26) — H(Xin, Zx:,),

= ¢’E

H(Xm,fxs Vo L) — H(X;A,ZXZA)>dsdr

H(Xin: Zxz s v , Lyee) — H(Xiimgxia),

H(Xfp, Lz VW% ) — FI(X;A,D%X;A)M%A}]dsdr

A AN
= 252/ / E
0 T

H(w, L, V"%, L) H(x,gng)H

E[(H(r, 2, V% Lyo) — Hlx, 2z,

] dsdr,  (58)

— €
=X A

where % is the o-field generated by X:, and .Z}V.
In order to estimate the integrand in the right side of the above equality, we investigate

the property of (Y. “ , Lyee). Let C([0,A/e];R™) be the collection of continuous
functions from [0, A/¢e] to R™, endowed with the uniform convergence topology. Set

0 :=C([0,A/e];R™) x C ([0, A/e]; P2 (R™))
F = B(C(0.0/:R™) ) x B(C (0, 0/ P2 ®™)),
F=0 (M, 0<r<t), 0<t<AJe,

where M. is the coordinate process. Following a similar reasoning to that in [22, Theorem

4.11], there exists a unique probability measure P on (Q,.%) such that M. is a homogeneous

Markov process with respect to (.%), and its transition function is given by {fys vo-Ze X
t

5;_%5)5 10 <t < AJe}. Note that

gjﬁ\}t = IP) @] Mt_l = gzs,yo,;’f& X 65/}7:'&
Therefore, it follows that for 0 <r < s < AJe

E<H(:c Le Y L) — H(x, Zx: ),
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H(w, L, Vo5 Liee) = Hlw, Zx;,)
_ E:E<H(x Ly VN L) — Hw, Zxz,),
H(w, Lxz, V"5 L) — (a:,i”sz)Mﬁ}}
— B[(E[H(r, Zx,, M)~ Bz, Zx;,)| 7],

H(x, Lx:, , M) — Fl(x,.iﬂng)ﬂ

= K :@MT [H(g;,zX;A, M)~ H (I,gng)] :

H(z, Zx:, , M,) — F[(x,oiﬂng)ﬂ

1
2)5

- (EHH(:C,D%XEA, M,) - H($73X2A>H2)% :

< (E)EM H(e, L, Moy) — A, Zx;,)|

where E is the expectation on (Q,.%,{.Z }=0. P).
Due to ([@S8) and Lemma [Z.1] we obtain that

(IE‘IEMT [H(x,gsz,M 2 — H(z, Zx: )} )2)

B1—B2
2

< 0O (1L BV P + EIVEST)

1
< Ce_,@12 (s—r) (1—|—|y0|12+E|§|12)2.
By (D), (B0) and Lemma A1) we have

<EHH(:C,$XZA, M,) — H(x,gsz)HQ) ’

< 2 (it 2 00|+ [ )

1
) 7=-(Z 5 2
< O (LrEYEA RV

1
< C(1+ [yl +EE"?)7,
which together with (58)-(G0) yields that

A 2

6 L 5 c
Bl [ [H(XGa 2, YR S )~ B (X #x,)] ds

< Ca/ / PR (14 yo|'? + EJ€])'2) dsdr

< Cel (1+ |yol? +EE]7).

Therefore, the mequahty (B6) holds.
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