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Abstract

In this paper, we study the homogenization of the third boundary value problem for semi-
linear parabolic PDEs with rapidly oscillating periodic coefficients in the weak sense. Our
method is entirely probabilistic, and builds upon the work of [28] and [3]. Backward stochastic
differential equations with singular coefficients play an important role in our approach.
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1 Introduction

In the study of porous media, composite materials and other systems of physics and mechanics,
they frequently involve the boundary value problems with periodic structures. The process of
establishing the macroscopic rigorous characterizations of such microscopically systems is called
homogenization. It has been a highly active research area in mathematics for a long time, and a
vast literature exists on this topic. See [3, 7, 11, 15, 16, 24] and references therein.

Homogenization theory has motivated the development of various notions of weak convergence
in analysis. Such convergence can be better understood from the direction of probabilistic inter-
pretation of the equation. Generally speaking, the probabilistic method begins with representing
the quantities of interest by means of stochastic processes, and then attempts to prove convergence
in laws of these processes. Hence it is also known as the averaging principle.

The goal of this paper is to use a probabilistic approach to study the homogenization of the
following third boundary value problem for semilinear parabolic PDEs with rapidly oscillating
periodic coefficients

G (t, @) + Lou(t, @) + f(z,us(t, ), Vus(t,2)) =0 (t,2) € [0,T) x O,

2ot @) + oz /e)uf (t, ) = 0 (t,2) € [0,T) x 9O, (1.1)
uf (T, z) = g(x) z e,
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where O is a bounded convex domain in R? (d > 2) and the boundary 9O is said to be of class C},
that is there exists a function ¥ € C} (R, R) such that

O={zxeR?: ¥(zx) >0}, inf [V¥(z)| > 0. (1.2)
S

Here 2 8 - =z )aw( )B“J denotes the conormal derivative associated with L¢, and 7 is the inward
unit normal to 0. The family divergence-form operators L¢ are given by

L= %V (A(- /) V) + 2b(- /2) -V
d d
= ;”z_:l 8(?61' (aij( /6)0?5]> 1 ; (/s)axl (1.3)

where the coefficients a and b are periodic.
A(z) = (ai5(2))1<ij<d : R? — RI@R? is a smooth, symmetric matrix-valued function satisfying
the uniformly elliptic condition

A Hgxa < A() < Maxa, (1.4)
for some constant A > 1. The function ¢ : R? — [~a;, 0] is non-positive for some constant a € [0, 00)
and periodic with respect to the orthonormal basis {(e1,...,eq)} of R%. i.e.
¢ € Cy(RY) and c(x+e)=c(z) <0,
fori=1,...,d. Assumptions 1-3 are made for the coefficients and will be listed in Section 2. The

main result of this paper is the following theorem, which we will prove at the end of Section 5.

Theorem 1.1 Let Assumptions 1-3 hold, then the semilinear PDE (1.1) has a unique weak solution
u® for each € > 0. Moreover under (3.6) and (5.7), we have for each t € [0,T],z € O,

uf (t, ) — u’(t, 2), ase — 0,
where u° satisfies the limit semilinear PDE

Ol (t,2) + Lu®(t, ) + fla,u’(t,x), VuO(t, 2)) = 0
1o (4, 2) + Cul(t,x) =
u (T, z) = g(x) re€O.

Here

d
— 1 o (_ 0
L=52 75, (Jax]) (16)

f is given by (5.2) an is the conormal derivative associated with L. Moreover, the homogenized
(or effective) coeﬂiczents A = (a@ij)1<ij<a and C are constant, which are given by (5.1) and (5.3)
respectively.
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For the linear case (i.e. f =01in (1.1)), the original probabilistic approach to the homogenization
of the second order parabolic partial differential operators is presented in Chapter 3 of [2], which is
based on the thoughts of Freidlin [9], that is finding harmonic functions (the so-called “auxiliary”
problem). Hence the problem can reduce to transforming the underlying Markov process into a
martingale, whose quadratic variation has a deterministic limit by the ergodic theorem. By now,
this method has been extended in various directions, such as in the case of periodic coefficients
[15, 16, 24, 28] and the case when the coefficients are stationary random fields [7, 16, 20]. But for
the nonlinear case (i.e. f # 0in (1.1)), such PDEs are generally very hard to solve. Since the notion
of nonlinear backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) was first introduced by Pardoux
and Peng [22], BSDEs have been used effectively to solve certain PDEs with nonlinear terms (see
[1, 19, 25] and references therein). In view of the connection between them, the probabilistic tool
has also been widely used in order to prove homogenization results for certain classes of nonlinear

~

PDEs. When rapidly oscillating nonlinear terms are of the type f(t,z/e,u®) + Vu® f(t,x/e,uf)
(see [16, 24]) or the type f(z,u®) + f(z,u®) |[|[Vus||? (see [11]), it successfully proves convergence
in laws of the stochastic processes involved with the help of BSDEs. However, for more general
nonlinearity in the gradient, we need another method in [3], which is to exploit the stability results
of BSDEs. This strategy has also been employed in the homogenization of random PDEs [7].

In this paper, we stress that the solution we considered for PDEs are weak solutions, not viscosity
solutions. In addition, we are interested in homogenization problems for which it is necessary to
identify both the homogenized PDEs and the homogenized boundary conditions. There are few
works dealing with homogenization of PDEs with boundary conditions by probabilistic methods
(see [2, 16, 21] for Dirichlet boundary conditions and [4, 19] for Neumann boundary conditions
). We mainly consider PDEs with the third boundary boundary conditions, which will give rise
to several difficulties both in analytic and probabilistic aspects. Firstly, due to the asymmetry
of operator L in the auxiliary problems (3.1), we cannot expect an analogue of Meyers’result [18,
Theorem 2] to hold for every p > 2. We are able to prove, however, that under weak hypotheses
(3.6) it continues to hold for some p > 2 by [12, Theorem 1]. Hence the LP-estimates (p > 2) for
gradients of solutions can be established in Theorem 3.2, which plays an important role in the proof
of homogenization in Subsection 5.3. Secondly, for the property (5.8) of process X¢, the method of
[2, Lemma 3.9.2] is no longer applicable because of the appearance of the local time term and the
highly oscillating term e~ 'b(X¢/¢)ds in (2.1). Here we are highly motivated by [28, Lemma 6.1]
and flexibly use the property of the local time.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we define a T%valued Markov process
with generator L (defined by (2.2)) having periodic coefficients and a T9!-valued Markov process
on the boundary with generator H., (defined by (2.4)). Then consider the invariant measure of
these two processes respectively. We finally state the assumptions made throughout the paper.
In Section 3, we deal with the periodic solutions of the auxiliary problems (3.1) and obtain the
LP-estimates (some p > 2) of the gradient of the solution (Theorem 3.2). In Section 4, we mainly
study the existence and uniqueness of a class of BSDEs with singular coefficients (Theorem 4.2).
In Section 5, homogenization result for the problem (1.1) is proved.

We use the following notation in this paper. For a matrix o, its transpose and Hilbert-Schmidt
norm are expressed by o* and |lof = (3, 03])% Denote by |z| the Euclidean norm of 2 in R?
and by (z,y) the inner product of z,y € R% The torus T¢ := R?/Z? will be used frequently and
we shall always identify the periodic function on R? of period 1 with its restriction on the torus
T?. Denote by L?(T?) and H'(T%) the space of functions locally in L?(R?) and H!(R?) which are



T?periodic. Thanks to the compactness of the torus T¢, the injection from the space H'(T9) to
L?(T) is compact.

2 General assumptions and preliminaries

This section is devoted to finding a T¢valued Markov process with generator L (defined by (2.2))
having periodic coefficients and a T? !-valued Markov process on the boundary with generator
H.,, (defined by (2.4)). Then consider the invariant measure of these two processes respectively,
which will be used to define the homogenized coefficients in Section 5. In the end, we state the
assumptions more precisely made on the systems (1.1).

Given € > 0, x € O, the differential operator L inside O together with the Neumann boundary
condition (y(z/e), V-) := (A(x/e)7i, V-) = 0 on 0O determines a unique reflecting diffusion process
(X%(s),P5,,t € [0,T],z € O) starting from x at time t. F~" is the minimal admissible filtration

generated by X¢. Set b := (by,--- ,by)T, where b; = 3 Z] 1 88(;“ + b;. Then by [17], it has the

following decomposition
1 S __ S
X =x+ M; + / b(X;/e) dr+/ v(X5/e) dK:, 0<t<s<T, P, —a.s., (2.1)
e Ji t ’

where M€ is a martingale additive functional of X¢ with quadratic cross-variation
d < M M > = a;;(X¢/¢) ds

and K = fts Itx:co0y dK7 is the boundary local time of X°.

Via the canonical quotient map 7 : R? — R?/Z? we can define a T?valued Markov process
with generator L (defined by (2.2)) having periodic coefficients. Meanwhile, we also want to find
a T4 1valued Markov process on the boundary with generator H., (defined by (2.4)) by using
the local time serves as a time change function. Now consider the invariant measure of these two
processes respectively.

The invariant measure m(x)dx : Let

d d
1 0 0
- ii— i 2.2

then it is well-known that the divergence-form operator L generates a Markov process on R%. By
mapping all trajectories of this processes on R? to the torus T¢, we can define a Markov process
X, which is T%valued and generated by the operator L having periodic coefficients (see [2, Section
3.3.2] or [15, Section 3] for details). In view of the compactness of the torus T¢, the process X is
ergodic.

Moreover, from the maximum principle and the T¢-periodicity of functions in L%(T4), it follows
that any solution to Lu = 0 is constant. Hence by Fredholm alternative theorem, there exists a
unique solution to L*m = 0 such that [5, m(z)dx = 1. According to [2, 13], we can obtain that m
is positive, continuous and in fact the density of the invariant measure of the process X.



The invariant measure m(dx) : Given a function ¢ € C(90) with bounded partial deriva-
tives of order < 2 and consider the problem

{La@)zo in O,
()

u(x) =¢ on 00, (2:3)

where L = 3V - (AV) + b - V. According to [5, Theorem 1.1], @(x) = E.[¢(X(0))] is the unique
continuous weak solution to Eq.(2.3), where X is the continuous diffusion process generated by the
operator L and 7(0) is the first exit time from O, that is 7(O) := inf{t > 0: X; ¢ O}. Then define

Hyo(z) = (v, Va)(x), z € 00. (2.4)

Denote by (X1, K!) the solution of (2.1) with e = 1. Since the local time K! increases when
and only when X' hits the boundary 00, we can obtain a Markov process on the boundary by
putting X'(s) := X (K ~1(s)), where K~!(s) is the right continuous inverse sup{t : K(t) < s}
of K'. In [29, Theorem 4], it shows that the operator H, is the generator of the process Xt By
the periodicity of the coefficients, the Markov process X! induces a Markov process )?Tlrdfl on the
torus T%~!. Combined with the compactness of T?~! and Doeblin’s theorem , we can deduce by a
similar argument in [28, Lemma 4.3] that there exists a unique invariant measure 7 of the Markov
process )qulrd,l.

We now list some general assumptions for the semilinear PDEs (1.1).

Assumption 1 The functions a, b, c are all periodic of period 1 in each component. The coefficient
b is bounded and c satisfies

—o0 < —a<c¢(z) <0, vz € RY, (2.5)

for some positive constant . Moreover, we assume that for every 1 < i < d, Z?Zl %’g (x) €
L®(R?) and the following condition holds

d
- ; /T aig(a) 321;;6) iz + /T biaym(a) dz =0, (2.6)

Remark 2.1 The condition (2.6) is common and natural in the homogenization problem and the
following comments will be helpful to understand it. Note that a;; is smooth enough, then
(i) the operators L® can be rewritten as

d 2 d d

el ’ R ol [ T | 0
L = 2”21 @i (/e g T 2; 2 o, (z/e) +bilw/e) | 5

It is easy to see that (2.6) is the centering condition in the book of Bensoussan et al. [2] (see also
[3, 16, 24, 28]).
(ii) the operator L can be written as

d d d
1 0? 1 Oa;; 0
L=— ii _— — Y i .
2.2 aj(x)ﬁxiaxj +) 2; oz, () + bi(x) oz,

i,j=1 i=1




Asin [28, Remark 4], (2.6) ensures each component process X;(t) of the L-diffusion X (¢) is recurrent
in the sense that X;(t) hits any state in R? with probability 1.

(iii) in the Neumann boundary case, (2.6) corresponds to the condition (H.3) in [28], and in the
Dirichlet boundary case corresponds to Eq.(38) in [16]. Moreover, under the condition (2.6), there
will be a unique periodic solution to the auxiliary problem (3 1) in Section 3 foreachi=1,...,d.
Hence the solution of the problem (3.1) can be given by w;(z fo )] dt when X starts
from = € T¢ at time 0.

Assumption 2 The function f : R x R x R4 — R is a bounded uniformly continuous function
which satisfies

(1) (y1—v2)(f(x,91,2) — f(,y2,2) < e1(x) |y1 —y2|?, where c1(x) is a Borel measurable function.

(2) | f(z,y,21) — f(z,y,22)| < calz1 — 2z2|. Here ¢y is a positive constant.

Moreover, we assume

ES {leoT CT(XS(S))dS} < o0, (2.7)

for any fixed € and also
|: 2f XO(T’ )d?":| < 00, (28)

holds where E? denotes the expectation under the law of the reflected Brownian motion X° with
covariance matrix a. Here (2.7) and (2.8) are imposed to ensure that the inequalities (5.23) and
(5.24) in the proof of homogenization hold, respectively. In particular, they are clearly true when
c1 is a negative or bounded function.

Assumption 3 g : O — R is continuous and bounded. In this paper, we always extend the
definition of the function g to R% by setting its values to be zero off O.

3 The auxiliary periodic problems

In this section, we study the periodic solutions of the auxiliary problems (3.1). This will make us
to get rid of the highly oscillating terms in treating the reflecting diffusion process X¢ in Section
5. The main result is Theorem 3.2, which gives the LP-estimates (p > 2) of the gradient of the
solution of the auxiliary problem. We are mainly inspired by the thoughts of [12, Theorem 1] and
[18, Theorem 2].

Based on (1.4) and Assumptions 1, we now consider the 1-periodic solutions in H*(T¢) of the

auxiliary problems
_ 1x~d  Oaij
{L% = - (3T 5 ) (3.1)

Jpawi(z) m(z)dz = 0,
in the weak sense for i = 1,...,d. Combined with (2.6) and Fredholm alternative theorem, it

follows from [2, Theorem 3.3.5] that the solution to (3.1) exists and is unique. On the other hand,

as stated in the proof of [15, Proposition 1] or [27, Theorem 7.2], each function w; is continuous
and bounded. Define

Gi(x) =z +wi(z), and & (x) = ewi(x/e),



§

fori =1,...,d, where w; is the extension of w; by periodicity to the whole R?. Then in the weak

sense, w; satisfies
%v (AVE) +b- VE; =0,
Meanwhile,
%v (A(x/e) V3 (2)) + éb(m/e) V& (2) = 0,

holds for each function w;. Hence w; and w; are harmonic functions for operators L and L°,
respectively. Since w; belongs to the domain of the quadratic form associated with the process X°¢,
it follows from the Fukushima’s decomposition (see [10]) that

dwi (X3) = (Vwi(XS/e), dM;) + (Vw, v)(X{ /e) dK
=AM+ 7;(XZ Je) dKE, i=1,...,d, 0<t<s<T, (3.2)
staring from x at time t. Moreover, MSE = (1\75’1, . ,J/\Zf’d)T is a local martingale with cross-
variations
LK M M >, = / (AVw;, Vw;) (X5 /e)ds
0

_. /0 Gy (X7 /<) ds. (3.3)

We take Vw;(x) as the column vectors to form a matrix, and denote it by Vw(z). Let 4°(x) :=
(AV@)*(x/e) ii(x) and @°(z) := (@f(x),...,w5(x))T, then it yields from (3.2) that

Ao (XE) = dME +7°(X2) dKE. (3.4)

Remark 3.1 The operator L = %V - (AV) + b -V inside O equipped with the Neumann boundary
condition {A(z)7,V-) =0 on 0O determines the reflecting diffusion process X'. Then the scaling
relation shows that eX'(-/€?) is equivalent in law to X°(-). In addition, the measure m(z)dx is
invariant for the reflected process X*. That is, we have

/ EL[f(X' (1)) m(x)dz = / f(@) m(x)da, (3.5)
O O

for any bounded and continuous function f over O.

It suffices to prove (3.5) holds for the function f € C§°(O). Indeed, it is well known that
v(t,x) == E.[f(X(t))] gives the probabilistic representation to the problem

o (t,z) = Lu(t, ), [0,t] x O,
S (t,x) =0, [0,] x DO,
v(0,2) = f(x), zeO.

then we obtain

9, < /O v(t,x)m(z)dw) _ /O Lo(t, ) m(z)dz

_ / o(t,z) L'm(z)dz

o
= 0.



This implies [ v(t,z) m(x)dz is constant with respect to t. In view of v(0,x) = f(x), it yields the
equality (3.5) holds.

Based on the above displays, it should be pointed out that we can also use the thoughts of [24,
Proposition 2.4] to establish the following convergence result

t . t/e?
/ i (XS /e)ds %2 &2 / A (XNds =% ¢ / (AV@G;, V&) (x) m(z)dz,
0 0 Td

by applying the properties of m. More generally, we can prove the conclusion (5.10), which plays
an important role in homogenization in Section 5.

Theorem 3.2 Let B(0,R) be the ball of R centered at 0, of radius R > 0. Define the function
G : B(0,2R) x R4+1 — R+

g](x)C) = Zal] C’Lv .7: 17 7da

d
Go(z,¢) = Z bi(x)¢,

for ¢ = (Co,...,C)T € R and assume the following conditions

<g(=’13;<) - g@ﬁ)v( - 79) > QIK - 19‘27 q > 1/<2)‘)7
(3.6)

‘g(IE,C)—g([IJ,ﬁ)‘ §q2‘c_0’a q2 < o0,

hold for any x € B(0,2R) and (,9 € R¥™1. Then there exists a constant Q(\,d,q1,q2) > 2 such
that for all p € [2,Q(\, d,q1,q2)), Vw; € LP(T?), i =1,---d.

Proof Setting &; p(z) := @;(z) — fB(o o) Wi(7)dz, then it is easy to see that fB(o or) Wi,r(x)d =0
and each function @; g € H} (R?) satisfies

1
§V'(AVC~UZ',R)+b'V(:}i’R:O, i=1,---d,

in the weak sense. In view of (1.4) and (3.6), it yields that the function G satisfies the conditions
(4.1) of [12] For w € H'(B(0,2R)), define the operator A € L(H'; L?>(B(0,2R); R¥*1)) by Au :=
(u, Vu)T. Let the operator .J : Wy’ 2( B(0,2R)) — W~12(B(0,2R)) be

Y e W01’2, (Ju,v) = /(0 o) G(- Au) - Avdz
d d
1 8u v
_ 1 b de. (3.7
/3(0,21%) <2 ”Z:I 8332 893] ; > (3.7)

Hence by [12, Theorem 1] and a similar argument as that in [18, Theorem 2], we can deduce the
existence of constants Q(\, d,q1,q2) > 2 and C(A, p,d) > 0 such that for all p € [2,Q(N,d, q1,¢2)),

< 0 p, ) RAG)

B H(’NuivRHZ,B(O,QR)’ (3.8)

|V, RHp B(0,R)



where || - ||, 50,r) denotes the norm in LP(B(0, R), dx).
On the other hand, in view of f B(02R) wi r(x)dx = 0, it follows from Poincaré inequality that

H‘WRHQ B02R) = RHVMRH2302R)'

Hence combined with (3.8), we have

Lo
HV%RHPB o.r) < COp,d) R™2 || V@i g, g omy-

Moreover, since

. B 2
hgf;p R™(V&i.ell5 50.2m)

e L e
= hgljolide /B( Hsz’R(x)H dz

and

limsup R~ d HVw,, RH
R—oo

= l1msup Rd/( HV“’ZR H dx

p,B(0,R)

> limsuppid/B(OR) [Hei+Vwi(x)H /\n]pdx

R—oo
= 1BO.I [ [le+ V(o] A n]” da
then monotone convergence theorem implies
Jes + Vi@ ey < COp. ) s+ V(@) < o
The proof is complete. 0

Remark 3.3 The conditions (3.6) mean that the operator J defined by (3.7) is strongly monotone
and Lipschitzian. More precisely, (Co — 90)(30, bi(z) (& — 95)) > (g1 — 1/(2N)|¢ — 9* and

(Zgzl bi(z) (¢ — )) + Z] 1 (ZZ 1 aij () (G 7191-))2 < 5q%\§ — 29]2. Clearly, (3.6) holds when the
coefficients a;; and b are bounded.

4 Backward SDEs with singular coefficients

This section is independent of other sections and devoted to study the existence and uniqueness
of a class of BSDEs with singular coefficients, which involves the integral with respect to the local



time of a reflecting diffusion process. The main result is Theorem 4.2 and it implies in Section 5
that for any fixed ¢, there exists a unique pair (Y, Z5) e, 1) of progressively measurable processes
satisfying (5.5) and (5.6).

For any fixed ¢, let (2, P, F;) be the probability space carrying the reflecting diffusion process
X(t),t > 0 described in Section 2 and M(t), K(t) are the martingale part and local time of X,
resectively. By the martingale representation theorem in [31, Theorem 2.1], we mainly study the
existence and uniqueness of solutions for a class of BSDEs associated with the martingale part
M (t) and the local time K (t).

Let F(w,s,9,2) : Qx [0,T] x R x R* = R and h(w,s,y) : Q x [0,T] x R = R be given
progressively measurable functions. For simplicity, we omit the random parameter w. Assume that
they are continuous in y and satisfy the following conditions

—y2)(F(s,91,2) = F(s,92,2)) < di(s)lyr — g2,

—y2)(h(s,y1) — h(s,2)) < B(s)lyr — 1l

1)
)

3) |F(s,y,21) = F(s,y, 22)| < dafz1 — 22,
)
5)

(A1) (1
(A2) (y

(A.
(Ad) [F(s,y,2)] < |F(s,0,2)[ +ds(s)(1 + [yl),
(A.5) |h(s,y)| < |h(s,0)| + ds(s)(1+ [y]),

where d;(s),ds(s) are progressively measurable stochastic process, dg is a positive constant and
B(s) <0 for all s € [0,7T]. Let &€ € L*(Q, Fr, P).

Lemma 4.1 Denote

plo) = [ dlwdu+ [ () di,

where d(s) := 2d{ (s) and pu(s) == 2(B(s)+1). LetE[e“"(T)|£| | <o, E[fo e?) |h(s, 0)[?dK] <
and

E [/OT e?(s) (|F(s,0, 0)> + \d3(5)|2)ds] < 00,

then there exists a unique solution (Y, Z) to the following BSDE

T T T
Y (¢) zf—l—/t F(S,Y(s),Z(s))ds+/t h(s,Y(s))dKS—/t (Z(s),dM(s)). (4.1)

Furthermore,

T
E[ sup Oy (¢ )ﬂ < o0, E[/ eSD<S>||Z(s)H2ds} < o0, (4.2)
te[0,7) 0

and

E[/OT ev<5>|Y(s)|2sz} < oo (4.3)

10



Proof Uniqueness: Suppose (Y1(t), Z1(t)), (Y2(t), Z2(t)) are two solutions to Eq.(4.1). By Ito’s
formula and (A.1)-(A.3), we have

Wyl - Y2 + /T e?(a(X (9))(Z"(s) = Z%(s)), Z'(s) — Z°(s)) ds
T ' T
= = [ A IV ) = VAP ds = [ ) et o) = YA K,
T
+2 /t PO (Y1(s) = Y2(s)) (F(s,Y(s), Z'(s)) — F(s,Y?(s), Z%(s))) ds
+2 / ! PO (Y1(s) = Y2(s)) (h(s,Y(s)) — h(s,Y?(s))) dK

T
—2/t PN (Y (s) = V() (21 (5) — Z°(s),dM (s))

T T
< —/ d(s) e?®) Y1 (s) —Y2(s)|2ds+2/ di(s) e?®) Y1 (s) — Y2(s)|%ds
' T ' T
+2/ dy e9) ]Yl(s)—YQ(s)|Zl(s)—Z2(s)|ds—2/ PV (s) — Y2(5)2 dK
T
=2 [ e 0) = Y3) (21(5) = Z2(5).aM(s)
< ;/tT 1701715 —ZQ(s)|2ds+8d§)\/tT ) [Y(s) — Y¥(s) 2ds

T T
-2 /t PO (Y (s) = Y2(s)) (Z(s) — Z%(s),dM (s)) — 2 /t Oy (s) — Y2(s)]? dK,.

Thus combined with (1.4) and (A.2), we can obtain
fOIY(E) - Y2(t) + % / ' #) (a(X (s))(Z'(s) — Z°(s)), Z'(s) — Z%(s)) ds
< 2 [ (s - ¥Hs) (26) - 22, aM)

T
+8d2) / e2(5) [Y1(s) — Y2(s)|%ds. (4.4)
t

Taking expectation in the above inequality, it yields

E [e‘p(t)|Y1(t) - Y2(t)|2} <Oy / "B [ep(s) Y1(s) — Y2(5)|2] ds.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude that V¢, Y1(t) = Y?2(t), a.s. and hence Z'(t) = Z3(t), a.s.
by (4.4).

Existence: Define F,,(t,y, 2) := [p F(t,®, 2)dn(y — x)dx and hy( = [Rh(t,z qbn —x)dx,
where ¢, () = no(nx) and o) E CO (R) is an even, nonnegative functlon with [ ¢(z)dr = 1.
Hence, it is easy to see that for each n > 1,

|Fn(t,y1,2) — Fu(t,y2,2)| < Culyr — val,  |[ha(t,y1) — hn(t,y2)] < Chlyn —y2l, v1,y2 € R, (4.5)
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for some constants C), and CJ,. Furthermore, since functions F' and h are continuous in y, we have
F.(t,y,z) = F(t,y,z) and h,(t,y) — h(t,y) as n — oo.
Consider the following BSDE

T T T
Yo (t) :rf—l—/t Fn(s,Yn(s),Zn(s))ds+/t hn(s,Yn(s))sz—/t (Zn(s),dM(s)). (4.6)

In view of (4.5) and the assumptions (A.3)-(A.5), we deduce from [23, Theorem 1.6] that (4.6) ad-
mits a unique solution (Y, Z,). Now, our aim is to show that there exists a convergent subsequence
(Yo, s Zn,)- Indeed by Ito’s formula, it yields

T T
NP + [ P OpNa P dE+ [ eNalX(6))20(0). Zuls) ds
T ' T '
T>g\2—/ () d(s)\Yn(s)]2d3+2/ €29 Y, (5) Fn(s, Ya(s), Zu(s)) ds
T ' tT
+2 / e?) Y, (5) h (s, Yiu(s)) K — 2 / e?5) Yy (8) (Zn(s), dM (s)).
y (A.1-4), (1.4) and Young’s inequality, we have
T
2 / €)Y, () Fn (s, Ya(s), Zn(s)) ds
T T
<2 [ DN+ [ e X (6)Z0(5). 2y () ds

T T
+(8d§A+1)/ e?ls) yYn(s)|2ds+/ e?() | F(s,0,0)[%ds,
t t

and
T
2/ e#(9) hin(s,Yn(s)) dKs
t
T T
< 2 W (s)|? dK, +2/ e?() 1Y, ()||h(s,0)]? dK
t
T T
< / e#(5) (24(s )~|—1)|Yn(s)|2sz+/ e?) |15, 0) 2 dIK,.
t t
Consequently,

T T
WY, (1)2 + / e¢<8>\yn(s)y2df<s+% / e#)(a(X (5)) Zn(5), Zn(s)) ds
t t
T T
< SO0y [ I o)+ [ e F(s,0,0)Pds
t t

+ / ") (s, )2 K, — 2 / L Y, ()20 (5). dM(5). (4.7)

12



Taking expectation and by Gronwall’s inequality, it yields

sup sup E [e“"(t)|Yn(t)|2}
n 0<t<T

T
CLE [e?D)¢|? E[ ¥(5) | P (s,0, Qd] E[ #(5) | (s, Qsz”
< { [e#Dlef?] + /te |F(s,0,0)%ds | + /te Ih(s,0)]
< oo. (4.8)

T

Hence, we deduce that

sup [ /t ' N a(X (5)) Zn(3), Zn(s)) ds] < 00, (4.9)

n

and

T
sup £ [/ e“’(s)Yn(s)Psz] < 0. (4.10)
n ¢

Furthermore, combined with the conditions of this lemma, we also obtain from (4.7) and (4.8)
that there exists some constant C' such that

E| sup sy, (1)?]
te[0,7

T
< FE {e‘p(T)\ﬂﬂ +CE [/ e?ls) |Yn(5)|2ds]
0
T T
+E [/ e?(s) |F(s,0,0)|2ds] +E [/ e?ls) |h(s,0)|2sz]
0 0

+CE [tes[t(l)%] /Ot e2(s) Yo (8){Zy(s), dM(S))]

< C+ C’E[tes[%%] /Ot e?ls) Yn(5)<Zn(S),dM(S)>].

By both Burkholder’s and Young’s inequalities, it implies

o sw | ) Y, (){Za(s), anr(s)]

tef0,T] Jo

IN

Cu|(( [ Aoy a(X (6D ), 7)) ) 5]

0

IN

ELSEFT] e?(s) \Yn(s)ﬂ + CE[/OT e?(s) (a(X(5))Zn(5), Zn(s)) ds} .

N

Then it follows from (4.9) that

supE[ sup e“"(t)|Yn(t)|2] < 0. (4.11)
n t€[0,7)
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In view of (4.9)-(4.11), we can extract a subsequence ny such that Yy, (t)e(!/2#®) converges to
some Y (t) in L?(Q2, L>°[0,T]) equipped with the weak star topology. In addition, Z,, (t)e1/2)e)
converges weakly to some Z(t) in L2([0,T] x €;R). Since

T
6%¢(t)Ynk(t) S T)£+/t 6é(p(s)Fnk(S’Ynk(S),an(S))dS

T 1 T
+ / 37 B (5, Vo (5)) K, — / B0 Y, (s)d(s) ds

L7 o) T 1)
_2/t ez Ynk(s)u(s)sz—/t ez (Zn, (s),dM(s)),

letting k& — oo and by the same arguments in the proof of [23, Proposition 1.8] (see P.546-547), we
conclude that the limit (Y, Z) satisfies

T
v = eégp(T)g_i_/ 032(8) & F(s’e—%sﬂ(S)Y(s),e_%@(s)Z(s))ds
t
T N T
. / 599 (s, e~ 3PP (5)) dE — / (Z(s),dM(s))
t

—;/tT?(s) ds—/ V(s

Define Y () := e~ (/220 Y (¢), and Z(t) := e~ /290 Z(¢), then Ito’s formula yields that

T T ~
:§+/t f(s,Y(s),Z(s))ds—i—/t h(s,Y(s))sz—/t (Z(s), dM(s)),

which implies (Y, Z) is a solution to the backward equation (4.1). Applying Fatou’s lemma, (4.2)
and (4.3) follows from the above proof. O

Now we apply Lemma 4.1 to a particular situation. Let F(z,y,z) : R? x R x R? — R and
h(z,y) : R* x R be Borel measurable functions. Assume that they are continuous in y and satisfy
the following conditions

(B:1) (y1 — y2)(F(w,y1,2) — F(x,y2,2)) < di(@)|y1 — 2,
(B2) (y1 — y2)(h(z,y1) — Wz, y2)) < B()lyr — vl

(B.3) |F(x,y,21) — F(z,y, 22)| < dalz1 — 22|,

(B.A4) [F(2,y,2)| < [F(x,0,2)| + ds(z)(1 + |y]),

(B.5) [h(z, y)| < |h(x,0)| + ds(z)(1 + [y]),

where d; and d3 are Borel measurable functions on R, ds is a positive constant and 3 is a bounded
negative measurable function on R?. Given g € Cy(R?) and consider the BSDE

T T
Y(t)—g(X(T))—ir/t F(X(s),Y(s),Z(s))ds—l—/t WX (s),Y (5)) s — / M(s)), (4.12)

where M(s) is the martingale part of X(s). Set d(z) := 2d{ (z) and u(x) := 2(B(x) + 1), the
following results follows from Lemma 4.1.

14



Theorem 4.2 Let (B.1)-(B.5) hold. Assume moreover E[efoT d(X(s))ds+ [y “(X(s))sz] < 00,

T
B [/ eJo dX (w)dut [§ (X (u))dKy, h(X(s),O)]2dKS] < o0,
0

and

T
E [ / el At f§ X (|7 (X (5),0,0) + |d3<X<s>>|2)ds] < o,
0

then the BSDE (4.12) admits a unique solution.

5 Homogenization of parabolic systems

In this section, we are concerned with the homogenization of the parabolic systems (1.1). In
Subsection 5.1, the homogenized coefficients are defined (see (5.1)-(5.3)) and we show that the ho-
mogenized boundary value problem (5.4) has a unique weak solution (Theorem 5.1). In Subsection
5.2, inspired by the thoughts of [28, Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.3], two important lemmas are proved
(see Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.4). Based on them, the homogenization result can be obtained in
the case where the coefficients f and g are smooth (Lemma 5.6). At the end of Subsection 5.3,
Theorem 1.1 is proved by a regularization procedure.

5.1 Homogenized PDEs with the third boundary conditions

Define
1= [ (AV,V,) () m(n)in, (5.1)
flas) = [ F(o950) ) mndy
= [, flow T+ Vst 2) mlnn (52
and
Ci= [ ctmymldn). 5.3

Theorem 5.1 Let (1.4) and Assumptions 1-3 hold, then A defined by (5.1) is a strictly positive
symmetric matriz, and f satisfies Assumption 2 with constant c [rq ||(Id 4+ Vw(n)| dn. Moreover,
the homogenized boundary value problem

%l (¢, x) + Lu(t,2) + fla,u(t, ), Vul(t,2)) =0 (t,z) € [0,T) x O,
1oul(t,2) + Cu(t, ) = 0 (t,z) € [0,T) x HO, (5.4)
UO(T7x) = g(l‘) WS @,
has a unique weak solution in the space
Wi 0,T,HY(0),L*(0)) = {u(t,z) € L*([0,T]; H(O)) such that

du(t, x) € L2([0,T], H1(0))}.
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Proof In view of a;j = [1.(AV@;, Vw;)(x) m(x)dz, A is clearly a non-negative symmetric matrix.
Hence, it suffices to prove that A is non-degenerate. Assume that there exists ¢ € R? such that
(A&, ¢) = 0. Using the fact that A is uniformly elliptic, we can have J7a(V@i(x), &) de = 0 for
every 1 =1,--- ,d. That is

51+Z/ Vi) (2)§de =0,  Vi=1,--,d

In view of w € H'(T?), then it yields [, Vw;(z) dz = 0. This implies that £ = 0.

The assertion concerning f is an easy consequence of Assumption 2 and Vw; € L*(T?) for
i =1,---d. Since the coefficient A is a constant matrix, the existence and uniqueness of a weak
solution to (5.4) can be deduced from [30, Theorem 1]. O

5.2 Two lemmas

Under Assumptions 1-3, one can deduce by a similar argument as that in [23, Proposition 3.2]
together with Khas'minskii’s lemma that for any fixed e, E5[exp{2(a + 1) K5}] < C(«,T). Hence
by (2.7), Theorem 4.2 and the boundedness of function f, there exists a unique pair (Y, Z5)scf,1]
of progressively measurable processes satisfying

T T
Ye(s) = g(XE(T))Jr/ f(XE(T),YE(T),ZE(T))dTJr/ o(X=(r)/e) Y= (r) dK;

T
/ (Z5(r),dM=(r)), t<s<T, P;, —a.s., (5.5)
and
T
E;, | sup \Y‘E(s)]2+/ ]Za(s)Hst] < 0. (5.6)
t<s<T t

Moreover, for each fixed e, we deduce from [30, Corollary 3] that Y¢(s) = u®(s, X 5(5)) where u® is
a continuous version of the weak solution of system (1.1). Therefore u®(t,z) = Y¢(t). Let EE be
the expectation under P ;, we are going to prove that for all p € (1 QN d,q1,q2 /2),

lim EZ[|Y*(t) — u’(t,2) "] = 0,

e—0
where Q(\, d, q1,q2) is the constant in Theorem 3.2. To avoid heavy notations, we will take in all
the sequel t = 0. To this end, we prove the following two lemmas, which will play an important

role in the homogenization of Theorem 5.5.

Lemma 5.2 Let (s, z,n) : [0,T] x R x R — R be a bounded, uniformly continuous function
which is periodic in 1. Assume that for any x € 00,

([, cavopn i) Vo), 7o) >0 57)
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where the matriz ([po—, (AVD)i;(n) m(dn) )i<ij<d s constant and matm'a: Vw is composed of Vw;
as column vectors, that is Vo(x) = (Vi (z), Vi (x), -, Vag(x)). If [ra(s,z,n)m(n)dn = 0
holds for any s € [0,T] and = € R?, then we have

S XE
/ ¢<T,X5,r) dr
0 £

Proof By a standard smooth approximation procedure, it is sufficient to prove (5.8) holds when
the function v is C3° and periodic in 7. Indeed, we consider the equation

{é Zgjzl a% (%(n)%) +30 bi(n)gi = —1,
Jpa (s, 2,m) m(n)dn = 0.

3 3
lim Fj,
e—0

2
] ~0. (5.8)

By the regularity on 1 and on the coeflicients, then we can use Ito’s formula to obtain
) = oo ) [ (o ) [ (3012 o)
o (s e [{(G 25 ussa)a
—i—% /ts tr<a(Xf/€) (giyf + i;j{;})) dr

[o(rxe)ar = 2 fo(exn ) - p(sxs )
t
5 0y X¢ 5 Oy dy
2 - e °r 277 i €
+€ /t 37‘<T’Xr’ 5 )err t <<5 8w+ 817>,dMT>
%3 (220 0% . :
+€/t <ax,b>dr+/t <<s 5e <oy ) XIS ) A
/ tr aXE/s r+e Str a(X:/e) Oy dr.
¢ " 0x0n

If E5 [(K¢(T))?% is bounded in ¢ for any fixed T > 0, it is easy to see that

[ o)

which implies (5.8) follows. In fact, based on the thoughts of [28, Lemma 5.2, Lemma 6.1], we
can obtain that Ef  [(K*(T))P] is bounded in ¢ for each p > 1. For each function w;, consider the
solution ¢; of the following equation

{;Z?,jzlai(m D22 ) + Tl (@) 52 =0, r€0,
% () = (A(@) V() ~ ( fracs (AVE); () () i(2)) € DO,

2

Em < Ck,
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where the ( a1 (AV@;);(n) m(dn)) is a constant vector. As ¢; € W12(0), it yields

1<j<d
debi(X5/e) = (Voi(X5/2).dME) + ((AVE)(XE /). (X5)
([, ava,n mdn) . axs) ).

Td—1

Let ¢(x) := (¢1(x), -+, dq(x))T, then we have
[averamacaans = ([ @ave)mmn) wxax:

+e(¢(Xi/e) — dla/e)) —/0 (Vo(X5/e), dM).

Consequently, combined with the definition of @ and (3.4), it implies

X = Seo [ ([, avaomntn) qos (5.9)

where

X; = z+ [J\ZE/O (VO(XS/e), dME)] + e[¢(XG /e) — ¢° (x/e)]
—elw(Xi/e) — Wi (x/e)].

In view of (1.2) and (5.7), then we can obtain
([ avasmmn) ae).i@) >0, vae o0,
Td—1

which implies that (5.9) can be regarded as a Skorohod equation with respect to )A(f(t) and K*(t).
From [8, Theorem 2.2], we can know that K*(7T") can be controlled by supg<s, <, <7 | X°(t1)—X*(t2)|-
Hence, £ .[(K*(T))?] is bounded in € for any p > 1. The proof of this lemma is completed. [

Remark 5.3 It should be noted that the method of [2, Lemma 3.9.2] is no longer applicable be-
cause of the appearance of the local time term and the highly oscillating term e 1b(X¢/e)ds in
(2.1). Under condition (5.7) and inspired by [28, Lemma 6.1], process X¢ can be rewritten to
another equation (5.9) of Skorohod type. Hence from the property of the local time, we can prove
E; [(K&(T))P] is bounded in € for any p > 1. The lemma is further proved to be true.

In addition, since @°(X%) = XS 4 e(w(X/e) —w(z/e)) and each function w; is bounded, we

can also conclude that
S XE
/ ¢<r’a}5(X§)’r> d’l”
0 3

Meanwhile, we have the following similar convergence result for integrals of the local time K*¢.

€
Et,x

2
] =90. (5.10)

Lemma 5.4 Let h: R* — R be bounded, continuous and periodic of period one in each direction.
If the function h satisfies [pa_. h(n) m(dn) =0, then

[
0 e

18
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] = 0. (5.11)
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Proof By a standard smooth approximation procedure, it suffices to prove (5.11) holds for the
function h € Cy°. Let ¢ be the solution of Ly = 0 in O and 0¢/0y = h on 00. Then by Ito’s
formula we have

DX3/2) = cola/o)+ 2 [ Lolxi/e)dr+ [ (Vo(XE/e). M)
+ [0z /)0 (x5 2 di
0

= colw/e)+ [ (VolxE/ M)+ [ (/) dE
0 0
=: ep(z/e) + N(s) + Iae(s), (5.12)
which implies
E[|[I1c(s) + L2 (s)]?] = 2E[|¢(X(/e) — d(x/2)’] < 4€?|¢|oc < 0.

Now let . be the probability measure induced by the process (I1.(s),I2.(s)), then as the
arguments in [28, Lemma 6.3], we can choose a subsequence such that (). converges weakly to
some limit probability measure Qo as ¢ — 0. Moreover, it follows from (5.12) that the limit
(I1(s), I2(s)) satisfies I1(s) + I2(s) = 0 (Qo a.s.) and they are a Qp-martingale and a bounded
variation process, respectively. Hence I1(s) = I2(s) = 0 (Qo a.s.). We have proved the conclusion
of the lemma. O

5.3 Homogenization

Now, we are going to prove Theorem 1.1 in the case where the coefficients f and g are smooth. To
this end, we introduce the following assumptions (C.1) and (C.2).

(C.1) f is bounded and f(z,0,0) € L?(R%). Moreover, f is Lipschitz, that is
|f(mayaz) - f(x',y’,z/)| < C(’:E - 1',’ + |y - y,| + |Z - 2/|)7 \V/J:’:E, € Rda yvy, € R7 272, € Rd'
(C.2) g: R — R is a C? function.

Then we know from [14, Theorem 7.4] that the system (5.4) has a unique classical solution u° €
C12(0,T] x O;R).

Theorem 5.5 Let Assumption 1, (1.4) and (C.1-2) hold. Define

{i%) = YE(s) - u(s,5°(X9)),
Z8(s) = Z%(s) — V(X5 /e) Vul(s,0°(X?)),

then we have

o~ T o~
Ve(s) = g(X5) - 9@ (X5)) + / Fe(r, Y2, Z5) dr
T,\ " ST "
+/ ha(r,y,f)ng—/ (Z8,dME), B, —as, (5.13)
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where

Fé(s,y,2z) := f(g(?,y+u0(s,&a(X§)),z+ VZ)(XE/E)VuD(s,JJE(Xj)))
—F(@°(X5), u(s,0°(X7)), V' (5,57 (X))
2,,0
v (@0xs/e — ), o500 ).
RE(s,y) = 2e(X5/e) (y+u’(s,&°(XD))) — 2Cu’(s, &°(X?))

+H(Vu' (5,07 (X)), (X5 /e) — Aii(@°(X7)))-
Moreover for all t € [0,T], we can deduce that as € tends to 0, E;H fg F4(s,0,0) ds|2] — 0 and
E5[| i he(5,0)dKE|*] — 0.
Proof By Ito’s formula, we have
A(Y*(s) — (5,5 (XD)))
= 105 ¥2,2) - T (6,5 (X)), Vel (X))

1/ o oe N2
+§((G(Xs/5) - a’)ij dr;0z;

+H(Vul(s,0°(X7)), (XS /e) — A(@°(X7)))] dES
+(Z5 — V(X /o) Vul(s,@° (X)), dME),
which implies (5.13). Moreover,
F*(5,0,0) = (s, 0°(X7), X5/e) + [f(XE»uO(S@E(XE)%V@(Xﬁ/@ Vil (s, 5°(X7)))

)] ds — [2¢(X5 /e)Ys — 2Cu°(s,0°(X¢))

—f(@°(X2), u’(5,0°(X7)), Va(XE /e) Vu(s, @E(Xi)))}
= P(s,w7(X5), X /) + [i(s),

with
Y(s,x,m) = [f(x,uo(s,x),va)(n) Vul(s,z)) — f(x,uo(s,x),VuO(s,m))]
1/, _ 9?u0
+§ ((a(n) - a)ij 81‘28]}] (87 .7})),
and

he(5,0) = (Vu'(s,&°(X5)), F(XE/e) — A(G(XT)))
+2[c(XE/e) — C] uo(s,fua(Xg)).

Since function f is Lipschitz with respect to x and each solution w; of the auxiliary problems
is bounded, then we obtain

t
P / I5(s) ds
0

T

2 t
] < om[ [ 1w -0 Pas
0

- o /0 B [lwf (X2 /2) ) ds

— 0,
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as € — 0. By the definition of the homogenized coefficients, we obtain [, ¢ (s,z,n)m(n)dn = 0.
Then from Lemma 5.2 and (5.10), it yields

¢ 2
/ F¢(s,0,0)ds
0

On the other hand, by [6, Proposition 8.5], we know that a(X:/e)Vw(XZ/e) converges weakly to
the homogenized matrix @ in L2(O)%. Hence letting ¢ — 0, we obtain

lim ES

e—0

] = 0. (5.14)

<Vu0(s, ( ), (X5 Je) — An(w°(X?E)) >

<Vu0(s, X?2)), ((AV@)(X;/e) — ) (X5))

H(Vu'(s,@ (Xj))7 A(7i(X) - A(@°(X7))))
— 0.

Combined with Lemma, 5.4, it implies

lim ES

e—0

t 2
‘ / he(s,0) dK®
0

The theorem is proved. O

] = 0. (5.15)

Lemma 5.6 Let Assumptions 1-3, (1.4) and (C.1-2) hold, then
lim v*(0,x) = u%(0, x).
e—0

Proof Define

- yf+/ FE(T,O,O)dr—i—/ B (r,0) dKE
0 0
T T
— o0 — 9@ X+ [ P00 dr s [ [P0 ZD - Fo0.0)]ar
0 t
T T __ T . N
—/ <Z§,dM;?>+/ hE(r,O)dKﬁJr/ [hﬁ(r,m—hﬁ(r,oﬂ dKE.
t 0 t

Then it suffices to show that for all p € (1, M A2), |1705|p tends to 0 as € — 0.
Note that for all p € (1, w), Theorem 3.2 implies

T T
E; [/ |[F<(r,0,0)[P dr] < CE: U (1 + ||VwﬁH2p> dr] < so.
0 0

Moreover, by Holder’s inequality and in view of the boundedness of functions u", Vu?, ¢, it yields

( /OTEE(r,O)dKf>p] < E < /OT|E€(T,O)]def> ( /OTldKf>p1]
cr |y ([ (V) i) |

< CE:[(K$)%].

A

IN
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Hence combined with (5.6), then for all p € (1, M N2),

EZ | sup {175 ‘p
0<t<T

< 0. (5.16)

Meanwhile, from the boundedness of Vu® and (5.6), it also follows that

T ~
E¢ [/ HZﬁHer] < o0, (5.17)
0

where we have used the fact that w € L?(T9).
Let 7, be the stopping time

~ 1
Tp = inf {t >0: Y7 < f}.
n
By Ito’s formula, we have for all p € (1, M A2),

TA
\fffm\’%g/ V7772 (@(XE o) Z2, Z2) dr
tATn

T ATn,
Ve |7 +p / (TP (Fo(r, V5, 25) — F¥(r,0,0)) dr

Tn

TNy, R 1, = TNATn ~ 1~ ~ ~
o [Tz v [T () - R n0)) K (.9
t

NTn tATh

In view of p/2 < 1 and applying Young’s inequality, we obtain

E: | sup /‘Yg‘p1<Za,de>]
0<t<T
3
< CE: </ \fff\“‘”<a(X5/5)25,25>dr>
0
. - . %
< CF: <sup »yﬂ“) (/ ||Zf|2dr>
0<r<T 0
< CE. | sup ‘}Aﬁf‘p +CE;

0<r<T
< CE;| sup [Y7[
0<r<T

([ wzea) ]
ve: ([ [1zra]),

which implies the local martingale fg }}Afﬂp ! <Z§, dM: > is actually a martingale. Denote

HE(r) :—/0 Fs(u,0,0)du—i—/o he(u,0) dKZ,
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and taking expectation in (5.18), then

TATn .
B: ||V ] + D2 [ | <6(Xf?/e)2572$>dr]

R TNATn _ . .
< B [P ] +o0m: | [ 7B (51 1250 o]
tATh
ThAtn 1.~
wocrs | [T ]
tATh
<

R T ATy, . _ . _
B2 ([T ] + 02 | [ 2 (214 120+ 1250) o

TAtn N
som | [T T (e 4 ) ane|.

NTn

where we have used the fact that functions F*(r,y, z) and he (r,y) are uniformly Lipschitz in (y, z)
and y, respectively. By Young’s inequality, we have

TP < S|

G R GT
and
TPz = (REE (19 Za)
< ST eIz
Consequently,

N TAtn 9~
B |95, "] + o - o) B3 [ [ HZszdr}
t

NTn

. T ATy, T ATn
< B ||Vinn ||+ CE [ /t |H5(r)pdr} +CE; [ /t |H5(r)|de$]

NTn NTn
1 TNTn, N 1 T ATy, N
+C<1+5)E; [/ \Yﬂpdr] +C(1+5)E§ [/ \Y:\%Kﬁ].
tATh tATh

Choosing § sufficiently small so that 1 — § > 0 and by the version of Gronwall’s lemma in [26,
Lemma 3|, we deduce that

. . T T
BT ) < oz (W ] o (B2 | [ i ar| 5z | [ imropars] ).

Let Too := limy, 00 T, that is 760 = inf{t > 0,17} = 0}. For all t € [0, 7], }Affmn is dominated by
SUPg<t<T |Y£|. By (5.16) and letting n tends to co, dominated convergence theorem implies that

N . T T
B (%] < OB (W ] o (2| [ 1Eempar] <5z | [ rEop i) ).
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In view of R R
\Yinr | = Y5 | Lrarny < l9(X5) — g(@°(X5)) + H(T)],
then

E ([Pl < CE:[lg(X8) - g(@" (X5)) + HE(T)P"]

+C (E [/OT \HE ()P dr} + Ef UOT \HE ()P dK;?D

=: Il,E + 0(1275 + 1376). (519)

Now, we are going to prove E;H}A’ti\%o ‘p] tends to zero as € — 0. Indeed, by Theorem 5.5, the first
e—0

term in the right-hand side converges to zero, and for all r € [0,7T], ES[|H®(r)[P] — 0. On the
other hand, it follows from Hélder’s inequality that
T p
/ h®(u,0) dK, ]

/ F¢(u,0,0)du
0 0

</0r1dr):0—1 (/OT‘FE(U’O’O)‘pduﬂ
(/Orld[(5>p—1 </OT |ﬁa(u70),deZ>]

CTr B2 [/OT (1 + [Vt () du] +CE; [(K%)”_l (/OT (1 + [ VeA|P) dKZ)]

< CTP(1+||VeF|*) + C(1+ [V |I7) BZ[(K7)").

B < 28 [

P
}+2E§[

IN

2F°

+2EE

IN

Hence by dominated convergence, the term Ip. in (5.19) converges also to zero. Since for all

r € [0,T], ES[|HE(r)P] =290, which implies for any o > 0, PE(|HE(r)|P > «) =29 0. Meanwhile for

any fixed 6 > 0, we have
T
P [(/ Hs(r)|de§> > 5}
0
T
= P [(/ HE(T)|def) >0, |H (r)|P > a}
0

T
P [( / |H€<r)\de5> S o [HE)P < a]
< B[H()P > o] + B (K5 > 6o, [H()P < ol

From the definition of H¢ and the boundedness of iALE(u, 0), it yields for any fixed 0, we can choose
appropriate « such that the second term in the right hand side equals to 0. Thus for any § > 0, it

yields
T
Pe K/ Hs(r)|de§> > 5} =%0.
0

Since fOT |H®(r)|P dKZ is nonnegative and integrable, then the term I3, in (5.19) converges to zero
e—0

as ¢ tends to 0. Consequently, we have proved that E;H}Afﬁww ‘p | = 0 for all ¢ € [0,7]. Taking
t = 0, we have the desired conclusion. Il
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us assume now that f and g satisfy Assumptions 2-3. Let
p1:RT xR x R? — R be a C° function with [ pi(z,y,z)dxdydz = 1. Define f, := py, * f with
pn(x,y, 2) = 0?31 p(na, ny, nz), then f, is infinitely differentiable with bounded derivatives. Since
g is bounded and continuous, we can also approximate g by a sequence g, of functions in C}° (R9).

Let (Y,5, Z%) be the solution of the BSDE

T T
Yi(s) = gn(XE(T))Jr/ fn(XE(T)in(T)aZZ(’f’))dT+/ c(X5(r)/e)Y, (r) KT
- /T<Z,i(r),dM€(r)>, t<s<T, P;, —a.s.,

satisfying Ef , [SuPtgng [YE(s)|2 + ftT ||Zfb(s)||2ds} < 00. By Ito’s formula, we have

2 I3 e DIy () Y (s)]? + / 2 I3 D a(X (r))(Z5(r) — Z°(r)), Zir) — Z°(r) )dr

T
T e T €
= 2o TN g (XE(T)) — g(X(T))? -2 / cH(Xz)e o T (Xiddu jye(ry — ye(r)2 dr

s

T T o4(ye
2 / 25 €T X0 (ye (n) Y= ()) (Z2(r) — Z°(r), dME (1)

T or toxe
+2/ e o et DI (e () — V(1)) [£u(XE(r), Vi (1), Z5(r) — F(XE(r), YE(r), 2°(r))] dr
2 / e KB (1) [ VE(r) — V(1) A

Since function ¢ is nonpositive, —(c¢f (X£) — ¢1(Xg)) < 0 and

Fn(XE(r), Y (r), Z3(r) = F(X5(r), Yo (r), Z5(r))
= [fu(X5(r), Yy (r), Z3(r) = fu(X5(r), YE(r), Z3(7))]
Hn(XE(r), YE(r), Z5(r)) = fu(X5(r), YE(r), 25(7))]
Hn(XE(r), YE(r), 25(r) = F(XE(r), YE(r), Z5(r));

<
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we can obtain by usual computations as (4.7) that

s +(xe T T4 (ye
e?Jo et DI ye(s) — v ()| +/ e Jo v (XD (o( X (1)) (25(r) — Z5(r)), Zi(r) — Z°(r))dr

s

< e XD, (X(T)) — g(X5(T))
—2 / ' e2Jo T XD (v () — Yo (r)) (Z2(r) — Z°(r), dME(r))
+2¢p / el DA yE(ry — Yo ()| | Z5(r) — Z5(r))| dr
22 [ ROV - Y50 [ D) Y0, 20 ar
< IO, (X)) — g (DN Oy [ DY) (o)

€

e T+
+2/ e?Jo T (XA (X (1) (Z5(r) = Z5(r)), Zi(r) = Z2°(r) )dr
T T+ e
+/ e2Jo T XD (£, — F)(XE(r), YE(r), 25 ()| dr
T T+ 5
—2 / e2lo et (Xdu (ye () - V() (Z5(r) — Z5(r), dME(7)). (5.20)

S

Taking expectation and by Gronwall’s inequality, it yields
R O R Ol
i {/T 20 Cf(Xi)d%a(X(r))(ZfL(r) — Z5(r)), Z5(r) — Zs(r)>dr]
< CE [62 Jg et (X5 (X5) — g(X5)

T
bR g (Y 2 - SOV 2P, (5.21)

By both Burkholder’s and Young’s inequalities, it implies

25| s | [ A ) <7 (0) (2500) = 20 01|
< oms](( [ AREODE ) v (XN - 270 Z0) - 20 ) 5]
< S| s FRECDEYE() - ()]

s€[0,7T]

T T +(ye
+CE; [ / e2Jo e (XA o (X (r))(Z5(r) — Z5(r)), Z5(r) — Zf(r)>dr]. (5.22)

S
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Consequently, in view of (5.20), (5.21) and (5.22), we conclude that

B[ sup [¥;i(s) = Y¥(5)P?]
s€[0,T7]

< B[ sup 2l TONIYE(g) —ye(o)]
s€[0,T7]
< OB { Jo" e (Xdr g (XE) — g(X5)?

T .
b [ O x5 v 20) - 6 Y 2P

< O (lgn — gl BE[ 20 D] w2 B2 [ RLEC)
0

< O(llgn = gl +wal$?),
where the fact for all (z,v,2) € R? x R x R?,

’fn(l',y,Z)—f(ﬂf,y,Z” < sup ’f(‘rvyaz) —f(q,‘/’yljz/)’ ::wn(f),
H(xvyzz)f(x/»ylvz/)ngi

has been used.

(5.23)

In the same way, define f,,(z,y,2) := [ra fn(z,y, 2 V@(n)) m(n)dn. Then f, satisfies Assump-
tion 2 with constant independent of n. Also for all (z,y, z), we have | f,(z,y,2)— f(z,y,2)| < wn(f).
Let EY denotes the expectation under the law of a reflected Brownian motion X with covariance
matrix @, M? and K° be the martingale part and local time of X°. Then if (Y,,, Z,) is the solution

of the BSDE

T? —
Valt) = gu(XO(T) + / Fo (X0, ¥, (1),

T T
—/ <Zn(r),dM0(r)>+C/ V() dK®, te[0,T], P’ —a.s.
t t

and if (Y, Z) is the solution of the BSDE

— T— —
Y(t) = g(XO(T)+ / F(XO,V (), Z(r)) dr

T T
—/ <Z(r),dM0(7")>—I—C_'/ Y (r)dK?, telo,T], P? —a.s.,

we similarly have

2| sup [Va(s) ~ Y (s)F]
s€[0,T7]

C(llgn = gl B |20 T XD 1oy, (£)2 B [/T 2 O gy ])
0

IN

IA

C(llgn = gliEe +wn($)?)-
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From (5.23), (5.24) and Lemma 5.6, we can conclude that lim._,o |Y*(0) — Y (0)|? = 0 holds for any
p e (1, Ladae) 9,
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