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ABSTRACT. This study focuses on large deviation principles for fully coupled multi-
scale multivalued stochastic systems, in which the slow component is governed by a
multivalued stochastic differential equation and the fast component is described by a
general stochastic differential equation. First, we establish the large deviation principle
for the slow component at any fixed time by leveraging viscosity solutions of second-order
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations involving multivalued operators. Subsequently, we
illustrate the theoretical results through a concrete example.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we investigate the large deviation principle (LDP for short) for the slow
component of the following slow-fast system defined on R™ x R™: for any T > 0,

dX;7 € —AXTY)dt + by (X777, Y )dt + Ve (X7, YT ) AW,

X7 =wx0€D(A), 0<t<T, (1)
AV = by (X7, VT )dt + oo (X7, Y)W,

Yo7 =y, 0<t<T,

where (W) and (W}?) are independent d;- and dy-dimensional standard Brownian motions
defined on a complete filtered probability space (€2, F, {F;}icjo.r1, P), respectively. The
operator A is a multivalued maximal monotone operator (see Subsection 2.2), and the
mappings b; : R” x R™ — R", oy : R* x R — R™% p, : R* x R™® — R™, and
oyt R? x R™ — R™*% are all Borel measurable. Here, 0 < € < 1 is a small parameter,
and 0 < v < 1 represents another small parameter that characterizes the timescale
separation between the processes X7 and Y*7. Moreover, v is assumed to be a function
of .

Systems of the form (1) are commonly referred to as fully coupled multiscale stochas-
tic systems and have found applications in various fields, including biology, chemistry,
physics, and finance ( [8-10]). When A = 0, numerous results concerning the LDP for
system (1) have been established ( [1,8,9,12,13,16-18,20,25,28,29]). In the case where
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A = 0Zp, with O being a closed convex subset of R™ and

0 ifexeO
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and under the assumptions that o is independent of y and lim. o/ = 0, Kushner
[19] briefly discussed the validity of the LDP for the slow component in the path space.
More recently, in [21], we incorporated a multivalued maximal monotone operator into
the fast component of system (1), maintained the same assumptions on o; and /e,
and rigorously established the LDP for the slow component in the path space using the
weak convergence approach. Subsequently, in [22], we extended this result to multiscale
multivalued McKean-Vlasov stochastic systems. A natural question arises: does the LDP
still hold for system (1) when o7 depends on y and lim._,oy/e = 07

Currently, three primary methods are employed to study the LDP for fully coupled
multiscale stochastic systems: exponential tightness ( [28,29]), tightness of occupation
measures ( [1,6, 17,20, 25]), and viscosity solutions of second-order Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman equations ( [9,15,16]). However, due to the presence of the multivalued maximal
monotone operator A in system (1), the first two approaches are not directly applicable.
Consequently, we establish the LDP for system (1) by means of viscosity solutions asso-
ciated with a second-order Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation involving the multivalued
operator A.

The application of viscosity solutions of second-order Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equa-
tions to LDPs for stochastic differential equations (SDEs for short) was first introduced
by Evans and Ishii [7]. Subsequently, Feng and Kurtz [10] developed a general frame-
work based on this approach. To date, several LDP results have been obtained using this
methodology ( [14, 23,26]).

The application of this method to LDPs for fully coupled multiscale stochastic systems
was first proposed by Feng, Fouque, and Kumar in [9]. Subsequently, Kumar and Popovic
[15] employed this approach to establish the LDP for multiscale jump-diffusion processes,
while Li and Shao [16] proved two LDPs for two-time-scale regime-switching processes.
However, applying this method to derive the LDP for system (1) is non-trivial. First, due
to the presence of the multivalued maximal monotone operator A, a new viscosity solution
framework must be developed for the associated second-order Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equation involving A. Second, the existence of A prevents the use of supermartingale
arguments when verifying the exponential tightness of {X;"7, e,y > 0} for any ¢t € [0, T]
(see Section 4.5 in [10] or Subsection 3.3 in [15]). To address this challenge, we provide
an exponential estimate that enables us to establish the required exponential tightness.
In comparison with the weak convergence approach used in [21,22], our method does not
require the strong averaging principle, resulting in a more concise proof of the LDP.

The contributions of this paper are twofold. First, we establish the LDP for the slow
component at any fixed time in the context of fully coupled multiscale multivalued sto-
chastic systems. Moreover, our derived rate function coincides with that of Theorem 3.7
in [21]. The LDP for the slow component in path space cannot be proved in this case.
This limitation arises because, for the multiscale system (1), it is not possible to prove
the existence of the limit
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forany 0 < t; < --- <ty and hy, -+, hy € Cy(D(A)), which is a crucial requirement for
the family {X*7,e,v > 0} to satisfy the LDP in C(]0,T],D(A)) (see, e.g., [10, Corollary
4.29]). Second, we prove a comparison principle for first-order Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equations with multivalued maximal monotone operators under weaker conditions than
those assumed in existing works (cf. [11,24]).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we introduce
the necessary notation, background on maximal monotone operators, large deviation prin-
ciples, and Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations. Section 3 presents the main result. The
proof is provided in Section 4. An illustrative example is given in Section 5. Finally, Sec-
tion 6 collects auxiliary results, including properties of by and a;, as well as a comparison
principle for a general Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation.

Throughout the paper, the following convention is adopted: C, with or without sub-
scripts, denotes positive constants whose values may vary from one occurrence to another.

2. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we introduce notations, maximal monotone operators, large deviation
principles and Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations.

2.1. Notations. Let | -|,|| - || be the norms of a vector and a matrix, respectively. Let
(-, ) be the inner product of vectors on R™. U* denotes the transpose of the matrix U.

Let C(R™) be the set of all functions which are continuous on R™. Let C,(R"™) be the
set of all continuous and bounded functions. Let Lip,(R"™) be the set of all Lipschitz
continuous and bounded functions. The function space C?(R™) represents the collection
of all functions in C'(R™) with continuous derivatives of order up to 2. The function space
C?(R™) stands for the subspace of C*(R™), consisting of functions whose derivatives up
to order 2 and themselves are bounded. The function space C%(R™) is the subspace of
C?(R™), consisting of functions with compact support.

2.2. Maximal monotone operators. For a multivalued operator A : R" — 28" where
2R" stands for all the subsets of R”, set

D(A) :={z e R": A(x) # 0},
Gr(A) = {(z,y) eR*™: 2 € D(A), y € A(z)}.
We say that A is monotone if (1 — x9, 51 — y2) = 0 for any (x1,y1), (22, y2) € Gr(A), and
A is maximal monotone if
(x1,11) € Gr(A) <= (z1 — 22,11 —y2) 20, V(xe,y2) € Gr(A).

For example, for a lower semicontinuous convex function 1 : R™ — (—o0,+o00] with
Int(Dom(v))) # 0, where Dom(yp) = {x € R";¢(z) < oo} and Int(Dom(v)) is the

interior of Dom(1)), we define the subdifferential operator of the function :
() :={y e R": (y, 2 — x) + ¢(x) <Y(2),Vz € R"}.

Then 0v is a maximal monotone operator.
In the following, we recall some properties of a maximal monotone operator A (cf. [2]):

(i) Int(D(A)) and D(A) are convex subsets of R with Int (D(A)> = Int (D(A)), where

Int(D(A)) denotes the interior of the set D(A).
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(ii) A is locally bounded on Int(D(A)), that is, for any compact subset I" of Int(D(A)),
UFA(x) is bounded.
TE

Take any 7' > 0 and fix it. Let % be the set of all continuous functions K : [0,7] — R"
with finite variations and Ky = 0. For K € % and s € [0, T, we shall use | K[} to denote
the variation of K on [0, s] and write |K|ry := |K|L. Set

o = {(X,K): X € C((0.T),D(A)), K € %,
and (X; — z,dK; — ydt) > 0 for any (z,y) € Gr(A)}.

And about &7 we have the following two results (cf. [3, Proposition 4.1 and 4.4] or [32,
Proposition 3.3 and 3.4]).

Lemma 2.1. For X € C([0,T],D(A)) and K € ¥, the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(i) (X,K) € «.
(ii) For any (z,y) € C([0,T],R*) with (x;,y;) € Gr(A), it holds that

<Xt — T, th - ytdt> > 0.
(iii) For any (X', K') € @, it holds that

<Xt ~ X, dK, — th’> > 0.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that Int(D(A)) # 0. For any a € Int(D(A)), there exist My > 0,
and My, M3 > 0 such that for any (X, K) € & and 0 < s <t < T,

t t
/(Xr—a,dKr>>M1\K\i—M2/ |X, —a|dr — Ms (t — ).

2.3. Large deviation principles. ( [10, Chapter 3 and 4])
Let (S,p) be a Polish space. For each ¢ > 0, let X¢ be a S-valued random variable
given on (Q, .7, {F }eo.1), P)-

Definition 2.3. The function I : S +— [0,00] is called a rate function if I is lower
semicontinuous. Moreover, a rate function I is called a good rate function if for each
MeR, {seS:I(s) < M} is a compact subset of S.

Definition 2.4. We say that {X¢} satisfies the large deviation principle with the speed
e~ and the good rate function I, if for any subset B € A(S),
— inf I(s) < liminfelogP(X® € Int(B)) < limsupelogP(X® € B) < — inf I(c),
s€lnt(B) e—=0 e—0 ceB

where Int(B) and B denote the interior and the closure of B, respectively and they are
taken in S.

Definition 2.5. {X¢} is said to be exponentially tight if for every r > 0, there exists a
compact subset I',. of S such that

limsupelogP (X° ¢7T,) < —r.
e—0
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2.4. Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations. Let A be an index set and

Ha(vaa Q) : (D(A) X Rm) X R(m-i—n) X M(m+n) = R,

Hi(x,p;\) :D(A) xR"x A— R, i=0,1

be continuous, where M, ,) denotes the collection of real m-+n order symmetric matrices

and z := (z,y) for x € D(A) and y € R™. We also define some following domains
D..:={f:fe€C*D(A) x R™), f has compact finite level sets },

D, = =Dy,
D, :={f: feC*D(A)), f has compact finite level sets },
D_:=-D,.
In the following, we consider the following Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations:
Ouc(t,z) € H, (z, O, uc(t, 2), 0% u.(t, z)) — (A(x), Opuc(t, 2)), (2)
Owu(t,x) € ,l\rel/f\ Hoy (z, 0yu(t, z); ) — (A(z), Oyul(t, z)), (3)
Owu(t,x) € s;elg Hy (z, 0u(t, z); ) — (A(z), Dpul(t, z)), (4)

where 0,u.(t,z) and 02 u.(t,z) denote the first and second partial derivatives of u.(t, z)

in z. So, we give the definitions of viscosity subsolutions, supersolutions and solutions for
Eq.(2), Eq.(3) and Eq.(4) ( [9,31]).

Definition 2.6. (i) We call a bounded measurable function u a viscosity subsolution to
Eq.(3) if u is upper semicontinuous, and for each

uo(t, ) = ¢(t) + fo(z), ¢ € CY([0,T]), fo € Dy,

and each (to, zo) € [0,T] x D(A) satisfying u — ug has a local mazimum at (ty, xo),

O (to, zo) < ifel[fx Hy (0, Ozuo(to, 0); ) — Ao, Orug (to, 20)),

where for x € D(A) and v € R
A (z,v) = lim inf (C,w).

(', w)—(z,v),(eA(x’)
(17) We call a bounded measurable function u a viscosity supersolution to Eq.(4) if u is
lower semicontinuous, and for each

ui(t,x) = o(t) + fi(x), ¢ € CY([0,T)). fi € D,

and each (to, zo) € [0,T] x D(A) satisfying u — uy has a local minimum at (to, zo),

atul (to, [L'()) 2 ilﬂ[;x) Hl (.Z'O, 8I'LL1 (to, .’L'o); )\) — A* (330, 8xu1 (to, .730)),
S

where for x € D(A) and v € R

A*(z,v) = lim sup (¢, w).
(2’ w)—(z,v),CEA(z)
By minor modification, we can define viscosity subsolutions and supersolutions for
Eq.(2). If a function is both a viscosity subsolution as well as a viscosity supersolution

for Eq.(2), it is a viscosity solution.
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Remark 2.7. A, is lower semicontinuous and A* is upper semicontinuous (cf. [31]).

Besides, we define a class of compact sets in D(A) x R™ by

Q:={K xK:KccD(A),K ccR"},

where K CC D(A) means that K is a compact subset of D(A). Set
H.f(2) = He (2,0.f(2),02.f(2)), [ € Dey UD:_.

Then we give two conditions.

Condition 2.8. For each fo € Diand A € A, there exists fo. € D1 (which may depend
on \) such that )
(1) for each ¢ > 0, there exists K x K € Q satisfying
{(l'7y) : HEfO,E(x7y) 2 _C} N {(x7y> : fO,a(xay) < C} C K x Ka
(i) for each K x K € Q,

lim  sup [|foc(z,y) — fo(z)] + |0xfoc(x,y) — Oufo(x)]] = O;

e=0 (zy)eKxK
(i11) whenever (z.,y.) € K x K € Q satisfies x. — ,
hm sup Hsf[),s (xsa ys) g HO (l‘, axfo(x)a )‘) .

e—0

Condition 2.9. For each fi € D_and X\ € A, there exists f1. € D, (which may depend
on \) such that )
(1) for each ¢ > 0, there exists K x K € Q satisfying

{(w,y): Hefre(ay) <cpn{(a,y) : fie(e,y) > —c} C K x K;
(i) for each K x K € Q,
lim  sup [|fic(z,y) — fi(z)] + |0ufie(x,y) — O fi(x)]] = O;

e—=0 (zy)eKxK
(i11) whenever (z.,y.) € K x K € Q, and . — =,
hmlglf Hafl,a ((L‘g, ye) 2 Hl (J?, axfl(x>a )‘) :
E—

Next, let u. be a viscosity solution to Eq.(2). We define the limits of u. as ¢ — 0.
Definition 2.10.
ur(t,z) := sup { lim sup ue (te, 2, ye) = I(te, 2o, y:) € [0,T] x K x K,

e—0

(@%y»@@kaeQ}

uy(t,x) == inf { lim inf w, (t., 2., y.) : I(te, z2,y:) € [0,T] x K x K,

e—0
(%%%MmmeKeQ}

Define u to be the upper semicontinuous reqularization of uy, and u the lower semicontin-
uous regqularization of u,.

Finally, we have the following two results.
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Lemma 2.11. Suppose that the viscosity solutions u. to Eq.(2) are uniformly bounded.
Then under Condition 2.8, u is a viscosity subsolution of Eq.(3) and under Condition 2.9,
w is a viscosity supersolution of Eq.(4).

Proof. Since the proofs of a viscosity subsolution for Eq.(3) and a viscosity supersolution
for Eq.(4) are similar, we only prove that under Condition 2.8, @ is a viscosity subsolution
of Eq.(3).

Take

up(t,z) = ¢(t) + fo(z), ¢ € C'([0,T)), fo € Dy,

and (to, z0) € [0,T] x D(A) satisfying @ — ug has a local maximum at (ty, zo). Then we
change ¢ and fy such that (¢, x) is a unique global maximum (cf. [9]). Let A € A be
given. So, by Condition 2.8, there exists a fo. € D, such that (i)-(ii7) in Condition 2.8
hold. Let ug.(t, z) := ¢(t) + fo.(2). Since u.(t, z) is bounded, and g, (¢, z) has compact
level sets, there exists (t., z.) = (t., e, y) € [0,T] x D(A) x R™ such that u. — ug. has
a local maximum at (t.,z.). Note that wu. is a viscosity subsolution of Eq.(2). Thus, it

holds that
8tu0,a (t£7 ZE) < Ha (Zaa azu&a(taa Za) 8 UO,E (tsa Za)) - A* (xaa aocuo,s (taa Za))a

» Y zz

and

at¢(t5) < HafO,e(Ze) - A*(maa 8xf0,5<25))‘ (5)
From the above deduction, we infer that for any ¢ > 0, H.fo- (2:) 2 —c and fo. (2:) <ec.
So, by (i) in Condition 2.8, there exists K X K € Q such that z. = (e,y:) € K x K.

Since K x K is compact in D(A) x R™, there exists a subsequence denoted still by
{(t-, 2’5)} and a (o, 29) € [0,T] x D(A) such that t. — ¢, and z. — Zo. We claim that
(to, 2
(e,

) (to, zo). Indeed, since (t.,z.) — (fo, io) and u. — up . has a local maximum at
2:), & — up has a local maximum at (to,xo) and (fo, io) = (to, xo).
Flnally, taking the superior limit on two sides of (5), by (ii)-(4i7) in Condition 2.8 and
Remark 2.7, we obtain that

0d(to) < Ho (o, 0z fo (z0) ; A) — Au(z0, 0z fo(0)),
that is,
Orug(to, vo) < Ho (x, Opug(to, 0); A) — Ax(zo, Opuio(to, 20))-

Note that tg, xg and ug are all chosen independent of A. Thus, we take the infimum with
respect to A on both sides and conclude that

Oup(to, zo) < }\Ieljf\ Hy (x, 0yuo(to, 0); A) — Aw(z0, 0o (to, 70))-

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.12. Suppose that the assumptions in Lemma 2.11 hold. If a comparison prin-
ciple between the viscosity subsolutions to Eq.(3) and the viscosity supersolutions to Eq.(4)
holds, then v := u = u and

lim sup  sup |uc(t,z,y) —u(t,z)| =0, VK X K e Q.
e04e0.7] (2y)e K x K



Proof. By Lemma 2.11, we know that @ is a viscosity subsolutions to Eq.(3) and u is
a viscosity supersolutions to Eq.(4). Since a comparison principle between the viscosity
subsolutions to Eq.(3) and the viscosity supersolutions to Eq.(4) holds, it follows that

U < Uu.
Besides, by Definition 2.10, it is obvious that
U = U.

Collecting the above deduction, we conclude that u := @ = wu, which together with
Definition 2.10 yields that

lim sup  sup |u.(t,x,y) —u(t,z)] =0, VK xK € Q.

e=04efo,1) (z,y)EKXK

The proof is complete. U

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we formulate the main result in this paper.
We recall the system (1), i.e.

X7 € —AXE)dE + by (X7, YNt + Ve (X7, Y77,
Xg"Y:gjOE'D(A), 0<t<T,

AV = Loy (X7, Y7 )t + Lon(XE7, Y)W,

Yl =gy, 0<t<T.

Assume:
(H4) 0 € Int(D(A)).
(H,

b1,01

) There exists a constant L, ,, > 0 such that for x; € D(A), y; € R™, i =1,2,

b1 (21, 91) — b1($2,y2)|2 + ||o1(z1,91) — 01(902,y2)||2 < Loy <|$1 — I2|2 + |y1 — ?/2|2>7

and for x € D(A),y € R™

|b1(x7y)|2 < Lb1701’ ||0‘1(:L‘,y)||2 < Lb1701'

(H2 ) Oybi(,y), Oyybi(z,y), 00107 (2,y), Oyo107(2,Y), Oyyo107 (2, y) exist for any (z,y) €

b1,01

D(A) x R™, and 0,0107(x,y), 0y0107(x,y) are uniformly bounded.

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

ba(w1,00) = ba(@a, ) + lra(1, 1) = 22, 2) 1P < Lo (I = w2l + 31 = 9.

(H3, ,,) There exists a constant § > 0 satisfying § > 2Ly, , such that for z € D(A),
Yi GRm,’l: 1a27
2(y1 = v, ba(@, 1) — ba(,92)) + lloa(z, y1) — 02w, 92)|I” < —=Blys — 1l
(H}, ,,) There exists a positive function ((-) € C*(R™) such that ¢ has compact finite
level sets and there exist two constants Li, Ly > 0 and a compact set B C R™
such that for any x € D(A)

LC(y) < —LlC(gy) + Lalp(y),




where

(L) = (a(,9), 0,C0)) + v (7205 (2, 9)0,(9))
(H}, 5,) Oyba(,9), 0yyba(,y), 0y02(,y), Oyyoa(, y) exist for any (z,y) € D(A) x R™.

Remark 3.1. (i) (H}

boon) TMplies that there exists a constant Ly, 5, > 0 such that for
x € D(A), y e R™,

b2z, y)” + lloa(@, Y)I* < Lo (1 + |2 + [y]*)- (6)
(1) (Hy,,,) and (HE, ,,) yield that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for x € D(A),
y € R™

2(y, ba(2,y)) + lloa(@, y)II* < —alyl* + C(1 + 2], (7)

where o .= — 2Ly, 5, > 0.

(#11) (Ha), (Hy, ,,) and (Hy, ) assure the well-posedness of the system (1). By (Hy, )
and (Hém), we get the existence and uniqueness of the invariant measures for the frozen
equation. In terms of (Ha), (Hy , )-(H ) and (Hy, . )-(Hy, ), the large deviation
principle is established.

Under (Hy), (Hy, ,,) and (Hy, ), by [22, Theorem 3.2] we know that the system (1)

has the unique strong solution (X7, K17 Y*7). That is, (X7, K'¥7) € & and

X =g — Ktl,e,v + fot by (X7, YE)ds + \/Ef(f o1 (X7, YENdW],
£, t € € t € €
YT =y + % Jo ba (X7, YET)ds + % Jy o2( X2, YE)dW2,

Fix x € D(A), and consider the following SDE:

dYy® = by(, Yi")dt + oa(w, Y, ) AW, (8)
Y()m = y()a t > 0

Under (H;Nz), the above equation has the unique strong solution Y*% and Y% is a
Markov process with the transition semigroup {P/};>o and the infinitesimal generator
7. In addition, under (Hj, ,,) and (Hj, ,,), Y** has the unique invariant probability
measure £* ([30]).

Next, we define

Mm:/ngwmw mm:/cwmwwww

m

Consider the following Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation

{ Owu(t,z) € H(x,0pu(t, x)) — (A(z), O,u(t, 1)), (9)
uw(0,2) = h(x), z € D(A),
where

H(w,p) = (h(2).0) — 5(@(@p.p), = DA, peR

and h is a continuous bounded function on D(A). Based on the matrix theory, for the

positive semidefinite matrix a;(z), there exists a positive semidefinite matrix ;(z) such
9



that ai(x) = g1(x)a,(z) for x € D(A). Then Eq.(9) is rewritten as
)

{ Owu(t, ) — (by(x), Dpu(t, z)) + %\61(x)8xu(t,:v)]2 € —(A(z), dyul(t, z)),
u(0,z) = h(x), =z € D(A).

Note that
1, _ 2|2
Lo @l = swp {3120 - EEL.
2 z€ER™ 2
Thus, by Theorem 4 in [27], we know that
1 t
ug(t,:xo) ‘= inf {5/ |z(s)|*ds + h(X;, (1) : 2z € LZ([O,T],R”)} (10)
0

_ inf{inf {% /Ot |=(s)[*ds : = € Z2(0, T, R"), s.£.X7 (1) = x} 4 h(x)}

z€D(A)

is a viscosity solution of Eq.(9), where (X7 , K7 ) is a solution of the following multivalued
differential equation

AXZ (1) € —A(XZ, ())dt + by (X2 (8))dt + 71 (X2, (1)=(t)dt, 0<t< T, .
{ X;,(0) = zo € D(A). (11)

Now, it is the position to state the main result in this paper.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that (Ha), (Hy, ), (Hy ), (Hy, . )-(Hy, ) hold. If

then {X;7,e > 0} for any t € [0,T] satisfies the LDP with the speed e~ and the good
rate function I given by

I(2: 20, 1) = in {% /Ot |2(s)2ds : = € L2(0, T], R"), s.£.X7, (1) = x} |

Remark 3.3. We mention that the rate function is the same to that in [21, Theorem
3.7].

The proof of Theorem 3.2 is placed in the next section.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2

In this section, we follow the line in [9] to prove Theorem 3.2. That is, we firstly

investigate the limit of —clogE [exp <—h(XTim)> | Xy =2, Yy = y} for h € Cy(D(A))
as ¢ — 0, show the exponential tightness of {X;”,e,7 > 0} and by the Bryc formula
( [10, Proposition 3.8]) establish the large deviation principle of {X;”7, &, > 0} for any
te0,7].

10



4.1. The Laplace limit at the time t. In this subsection, we observe the limit of
—clogE [exp (—}L(XT”» | X5 =2,y = y] for h € Cy(D(A)) as € — 0.
To do this, set

h h(Xf,'y> £,y £,
ua;y(taxay) = —€10gE exXp _T ‘XO = fﬂ,Yb =Y h € Cb<D(A))

For ® € C?(D(A) x R™), set
(22 )(0:0) = (0102, 0000, 0)) + 510 (0203 )R, 0000) + - (Z)0,0),

So, by the similar deduction to that in [31, Theorem 4], we infer that u?ﬁ is a unique
viscosity solution of the following Cauchy problem:

{ Owu € Ha,'yu - <A(I)a6xu>v (tvI’y) € [O7T] X m x R™, (12)
R™,

w(0,z,y) = h(z), (z,y) € D(A) x
where

(Hequ)(t,z,y) = —ee“/a.,%ﬁe_“/’f(t, z,y)

= <bl(x7 y)? aIu(tv Z, y)> - %<010T<x7 y)aﬂfu(tv Z, y)? a’lfu(tv €, y)>

3 1
+§tr (o107 (2, 9)D2,u(t, z,y)) + 5 |:<b2(33, Y), Oyult, z,y))

1 1
+§tr (0205 (2, 9) 02 u(t, 2,y)) } — 2—75<020§ (z,9)0yu(t, z,y), Oyu(t, x,y)).

Next, we study the convergence of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation (12) in terms
of the procedure in Subsection 2.4. Set

D, = {f; f € C*(D(A) x R™), f has a compact finite level set} :
Ds,— = _D€,+7

D, = {f e C? (D(A)) f(x) = o(x) +log (1+ |2f?) 1 € C2 (D(A)>

D= {f e C? <D(A))  f(x) = (@) — log (1 + |a]?) ;0 € C2 (D(A)
Taking the index set

Y

)
L

N———

A={A=(0);£€ C2R™),0< 0 <1},
Verification of Condition 2.8. For any fo € D, and any A = (§,0) € A, we take
9(y) == &(y) + 6¢(y),

where ¢ satisfies (Hj, ), and define a perturbed test function

foe(x,y) = fo(x) +v9(y) = folx) +vE(y) +70C¢(v).
So,

(Ha,"/f(),a)(‘r’y) - <b1($,y),axfo(l’)>—%<0'10'I(£L',y)axfg(x),amfg(fb»

+5tr (0107 (@, )32 folw)) + [L7E(Y) +0L7¢(y)]
11



— (0203 (2. 9)D, () + 0C(4)), 0, (€ (y) + 6C()))-

By the definitions of D, and (Hj, ,,), we know that (i) and (i) in Condition 2.8 hold.
Define a function Hy(z,p; ) : D(A) x R" — R for any A = (£,0) € A by

Ho(x,p; \) := sup {<bl(x, Y),p) — %<010T(w, Y)p, p) + ZL7E(y) — 0L1((y) + 9L213(y)} :

yeR™

Then, whenever (z.,9.) € K x K € Q and z. — , (Hj ,,) and lirr(l) v/e = 0 imply that
’ e—

lim sup(He » fo.e) (e, ye)

e—0

= limsup [(bl(x,yg),axfo(x» — %<0—10—T($7ya)axf0($)78xf0($>>

e—0

L) + 027 C(w.)] }

< sup {01000, 8uu(0)) = {on0 (0,00 fa(0), 0o o)+ £7600)

yeR™

—0LC(y) + 9L213(y)}

= HO(mvaxfO; )\)

From this, we conclude that (i) in Condition 2.8 holds.
Verification of Condition 2.9. For any f; € D_ and any A = (§,0) € A, we take

g(y) = &(y) — 0C(y),
fre(z,y) = fi(z) +v9(y) = fi(z) +9E(y) —10¢(y).
Then

(Her o)) = (n(,0), 0ufs(0)) = 50103 (0, 0)00fo (), D2 0)
—l—gtr (0107 (2, 9)07,.f1(2)) + [L7E(Y) — 0L7C(y)]

502032, 1)3, (€(y) — 6C(1)), 0, (£(y) — 6C(y))).

Based on the definitions of D_ and (H}, ,,
hold.
Define a function Hy(z,p;A\) : D(A) x R" — R for any A = (£,0) € A by

Hi(z,p; ) = inf {<bl(fc, Y).p) — 1<0’10T(56, y)p;p) + ZLE(y) + 0L1C(y) — 9L213(y)} :

), we infer that (i) and (i7) in Condition 2.9

2
Then, whenever (z.,9.) € K x K € Q and z. — , (Hj, ,,) and lir% v/e = 0 imply that
’ e—

lilgélf(He,yfl,E) (e, e )
~ lim inf [(bl(x,yg),ﬁxfl(x)) - %(alaf(x,ys)@cfl(x)a3wf1(55)>

+ [L7E(ye) — 027 (ve)]
12



(0107 (2, 4) 00 f1(2), Ou f1(2)) + L7 (y)

[\DI»—t

> inf {(bl (z,9), 0 f1(z)) —

yeR™

+0L1((y) — GLQIB(Q)}

- Hl(xaa;tfl; )‘)

That is, (z7i) in Condition 2.8 is verified.
Combining the above deduction with Lemma 2.11, we draw the following conclusion.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that (Hy), (Hy, ), (Hy, ,,) and (Hj, ) hold. If

ba,02

lim ¥ = 0,
e—0 g

h

then " is a viscosity subsolution of the following Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation

{ dult,z) € inf Hy (2, Opu(t, z); N) — (A(x), Byu(t, ), 13)
U(O,l’) = h(x)>

and u" is a viscosity supersolution of the following Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation

{ du(t,x) € iléE Hy (z,0u(t, x); \) — (A(x), Opu(t, x)),
u(0,z) = h(x),

where 4" and u" are defined similarly in Definition 2.10 by replacing u. with u”

(14)

a°
In the following, for € D(A) and p € R” set

Ho(x,p) := inf Hy(w,p; ), Hi(z,p) :=sup Hy(z,p; \).
A€A AEA
Then in order to study the relationship among Hy(z,p), H,(x,p) and H(z,p), we first

prepare the following result. Consider the following Poisson equation: for x € D(A),y €
R™, pe R"

(200 @) = = | a0} = s ) = (o)) + 5] (19
Set
1 -
U(z,y,p) = (bi(z,y).p) = {owor(@, y)p.p), V(z,p) = /m U(z,y,p)u*(dy),

and it holds that (Zk)(z,y,p) = —(V(z,y,p) — ¥(z, p)).
);

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that (Hy ), (Hf ,,), (H,,,.), (Hf ,,) and (Hy, ) hold.
Set
Kwp) = [ F) - V) )
0
[ EvE ) - V) (16)
0

Then for any x € D(A) and p € R™, k(z,-,p) belongs to C*(R™) and k(z,y,p) is the
unique solution for FEq.(15). Moreover, it holds that

k(z,y,p)| < Cp| + p)A + |z| + |y]), 1046z, y,p)| < C(p| + [p|).
13



Proof. First of all, from (H}

b1,01

) and (H;

b1,01

), it follows that for y;,y, € R™

O (2, y1,p) = V(2,42 0)[ < (2Loy o0 [p* + Clp*) g1 — 92,
which together with the definition of x* and Lemma 6.1 implies that
:s 2
= IE‘I’(x Y“’,p) U(z,p)l
= |EV(x,Y;"Y, p) — / U (z, z,p)pu*(dz)|?
R

m

= [EV(z, ;" p BV (z, V;"%, p)u™(d2) |

Rm™m

/me(x Y, p) = O, Y7, p)Ppt(dz)

/N

N

2Ly o Ipl? + Clpl*) / ly — 2P (d2)
R'm
< C@Lyo Il + ClolYe"(1 + || + y])”. (17)

Thus, it holds that
/0 1P7 [9(, - p) — D(z,p)] (v)] dt
— [ By - U
0

o _at
< / CE2LY2 1p| + ClpP)e % (1 + 2] + Jy])dt
0

= g
«

b1,01

[pl+ Clp*) (A + [2] + [y]). (18)

So the right side of (16) is well-defined.

Next, we show that for any z € D(A) and p € R", k(x,-,p) belongs to C*(R™) and
k(x,y,p) is the unique solution for Eq.(15).

First of all, we study the regularity of ¥. By (Hj , ), it holds that for any z € D(A)
and p € R", U(x,-,p) belongs to C*(R™). Besides, note that Y*¥ satisfies Eq.(8) with

Y =y. So, (Hy, ,,) assures the existence of 8thI’y, Dy Y.

Combining the above deduction, we have that for any x € D(A) and p € R", k(z, -, p)
belongs to C*(R™). Then by acting the generator . on r(z,y, p), it holds that

(L7R) (@ 0,p) = / (L P [Uasp) — U(a.p)] (y)dt

_ /°° APy [9(z,p) = V(@] @)

dt
= lim P/ [\Il( z,,p) — V(z, )] (y) — [\I/(x, p) — ‘I’(%Pﬂ (y)
p)
4

= —[U(z,p) = U(z,p)] (v),

1



which yields that (z,y,p) is a solution for Eq.(15). Moreover, based on (Hj, ,,), we
know that the solutions of Eq.(15) are unique up to an additive constant. Thus, x(z,y, p)
is the unique solution for Eq.(15).

Finally, we establish the required estimates. By (18), we conclude that

[z, p)| < Clpl + ") (L + [2] + [yl).

And from Lemma 6.1, it follows that |9,x(z,y,p)| < C(|p| +|p*). The proof is complete.
U

Next, we study the relationship among Hy(z, p), Hy(x,p) and H(z,p).

Proposition 4.3. Assume that (H}, ), (H ,,), (Hy,,,)-(Hy, ) hold. Then it holds
that

Ho(z,p) < H(x,p) < Hi(z,p), = €D(A), peR"
Proof. In order to prove that Ho(z,p) < H(xz,p), by the definitions of Hy(z,p) and
H(z,p), we only need to choose a special &.

By Lemma 4.2, we know that x(z,y, p) belongs to C*(R™) in y. But x(x,y, p) does not
have a compact support in y. Taking p € C*°(R™) such that p(z) = 1 when |z| < 1 and
p(z) = 0 when |z| > 2. Then p(2),0.p(z2),0..p(z) are uniformly bounded. For [ € N, set
&(y) = p(¥)k(x,y,p), and it holds that & € CZ(R™) and

L6y) = {bale). 0p(D)(e..0) + grstr(oar e, 0)0n(D)) (e, . p)
)

1
500203 (2, 9)0.p(3)0, (. y,p) + () L k(9. ).

Next, in terms of the definition of Hy(z,p) and Lemma 4.2, we infer that

Hoy(x,p) = ,{Iel,f\ Ho(z,p; A)

= inf inf sup {(bl(x,y),p> - %(maf(x,y)p,w + ZE(y)

0<0<1€€C2(R™) yerm

—0LC(y) + QLQIB(?J)}

N

1
inf limsup sup {<b1 (,9),p) = 5{o101 (2. y)p, p) + La(y) + 9L213(y)}

0<0<l 1440 yeR™

. L . z
< int s { (o))~ 50001 0)pp) + Lnla, ) + OLalalo) )
0<0<1 yecrm 2
_ 1
= <b1($)7p> - 5(&1(1')]9,]9)
= H(x,p).
_ Finally, by the similar deduction to that for Hy(z,p) < H(x,p), we obtain that
H(z,p) < Hi(x,p). The proof is complete. O

Proposition 4.4. Assume that (H,), (H;, ), (Hy, ,,)-(H}, ,,) hold and h € Lip,(D(A)).
Suppose that u,v are a viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution for Eq.(9), re-

spectively. Then it holds that u < v.
15



Proof. First, by Lemma 6.2, it holds that H(z,p) is continuous in (x,p).
In the following, it holds that for any R > 0 and |p1], |pe| < R

|H (x,p1) — H(x,pa)|
= |(bi(x),p1) — %@1(1’)?1,?0 — (b (), p2) + 5 (a1(x)p2, p2)

| —

N

1

2

Lyl |1 = Pl + 5 Loy (I91] + P2 lpr = o
< (Lo + Lo Rl —pal

1/2
b1,01

Define wg : [0,00) — [0,00) by wg(r) = (L
increasing and wg(0) = 0. Moreover,

+ Ly, o, R)r, and then wp is continuous

|H(z,p1) — H(z,p2)| < @wr(|lpr — pal).

Next, we verify that w(t,z) or v(t,z) is Lipschitz continuous in x. Let us observe
Eq.(11). For any z1, 29 € D(A) and ¢ € [0, T}, it holds that

XC, ()~ X5 = |o— a2 / (X2 (1) — X2,(r), d(KZ, (1) — K2, ()
2 / (X2 (1) — X2,(0), 51 (2, (1)) — By (32, (1)) dr
2 / (X2, (r) — XZ,(r), (61(XZ, (1) — 00 (X2, (1) =(r))dr-
By Lemma 2.1, we know that

2 / (X2 (r) — X2, (), d(KZ, () — K2, (1)) < 0.

Lemma 6.2 implies that

2 / (X2 (1) — X2,(), 51 (2, (1)) — By (X2, (1)) dr < 2C / X2, () — X2, () Par,

and

2 / (X2 (1) — X2, (1), (00(XZ, (1) — 00 (X2, (1)) dr

N

2 sup | X7, (r) —X;;(?")!/O |01.(X2, (1) = 01 (X, () |2 (r)|dr

rel0,t]

1 z z ! — z P z ’

< g 135,00 = X200 +2 ([ 000~ ()0l
re|0, 0
1 oy _ iy t

< 5w X ()~ X007 +2 [ 100G, () — (G, ()P [ a0 Par
rel0,t] 0 0
1 2 2 g 2 ! 2

< s X500 = X5 P20 ([ RePar) [1x 0 - Xz 0P
rel0,t] 0 0
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These deductions yield that
sup | X7, (r) — X, (r)]?

rel0,t]

T ¢
< 2wy — :1:2\2 + 2 (C + </ |z(7’)|2dr)> / sup | X7 (r) — X;Z(r)|2d1/.
0 0

rel0,v]
So, the Gronwall inequality implies that

sup |XZ, (r) — XZ,(r)|? < 2|2y — 2?7
r€(0,t]
In terms of this and h € Lip,(D(A)), we infer that u2(¢,zo) defined by (10) is Lipschitz
continuous in zy. Besides, Theorem 4 in [27] means that ull(¢,x¢) is a viscosity solution
for Eq.(9). From this, it follows that (¢, z) or v(¢,x) is Lipschitz continuous in x.
Finally, collecting the above deduction, by Theorem 6.3 in Appendix we conclude that
u < 0. O

Now, combining Proposition 4.3 with Proposition 4.4, by Definition 2.6 we conclude
that a comparison principle between the viscosity subsolutions to Eq.(13) and the viscosity
supersolutions to Eq.(14) holds. Then Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 2.12 yield the following
result.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that (Ha), (Hy , ), (Hy , ), (Hy,,,)-(Hy, ) hold and h €

Lipb<D(A))' If

then
lim sup  sup |u?ﬁ(t,:r,y) —ul(t,z)| =0, VKxKeQ,
e04e0.T) (2,)e K x K

where uf is the unique viscosity solution of Eq.(9).

Proof. Firstly, Proposition 4.1, Proposition 4.3, Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 2.12 imply
that u" := a" = u" and

lim sup  sup |ul (t,2,y) —u"(t,2)] =0, VK x KeQ.

04€(0,T] (r)eKxK

Next, we prove that u" is the unique viscosity solution of Eq.(9). On the one hand,

Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.3 infer that @ and u" are a viscosity subsolution and
a viscosity supersolution for Eq.(9), respectively. Note that v = @"* = u". Thus, u" is a
viscosity solution for Eq.(9). On the other hand, Proposition 4.4 assures the uniqueness
of viscosity solutions for Eq.(9). So, we conclude that u” is the unique viscosity solution
of Eq.(9). The proof is complete. O

In order to obtain that u/ . converges to ug for h € Cy(D(A)), we need the following
exponential estimate.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that (H,), (H}

b1,01

constants C,Cy > 0 independent of €,y such that

C 2 og(e+|x 2yy2
E sup exp{i(log(e_,r_ |Xt€7|2)> } < CQBM‘
te[0,7 £

) and (H}

ba,02

) hold. Then there exist two

17



2
Proof. Let 9(x) := (log(e—i— |x\2)) for z € R™ and 7 := inf{t < T : |X;"| > R}. Taking

—ty(XO

any v > 0,. > 0 and applying the It formula to e=¢ ), we obtain that

QLT N TRI(XED )
tAT
= ero g [ e Y s
0 g
TR, egixey v og(e 4+ | XET|?)
_4/ ege ’l?(Xs"Y)_e*LS S <X€77’ dK17€77>
0 £ e+ | X572 3 °
tATR Vs .. 1 X& 2
+4 / ere I 2 Og(6++|;|<ai|2' L(xe, by (X5, vE))ds
0 £ (& s
tATR S .. 1 X& 2
_|_4/ ec® H(Xs “’)Ke—Ls Og(j_—il_)L—e fy|2| )\/E<X8€,’Y’ o1 (XSEKY’ Y;E,’Y)dW51>
0 3 e ’
+8 /t/\TR ege—bsﬂ(Xi’V)V_2672Ls (10<g(6 —f|— |i(j’7|) )) | o} (Xs,'y Ys 7)X€,7|2d8
0 £ e+ Xs’
t/\TR v 7L519(XE "/) 1% 5 2
+4/ es¢ s Zemis oF X?’Y’Y;aﬁ Xjﬁ ds
| - e R R
TR e xce: tr(oof (X7, YE))
2 INXs’ ) | X&,'y 1 s 17s
+ /0 e: g elog(e + | ’) e+ | XIT|?

2|07 (X357, YoM X2
e

Next, by Lemma 2.1, it holds that for any 1" € A(0),
(X27 —0,dK}*7 —Tds) > 0,

and

—(XI7, dR5) < (X7, T)ds < X7

[Tlds < [T(e + [XZ7*)ds
Moreover, (Hj, , ) implies that

(XE7, by (X3, VEM)) < X |bi (X5, Y27 < L)
2
<

b1,01 (6 + ’X?'Y 2)7
o (X7 YN XP < o (X7 YN PIXET < Ly (e + [ X27P).

Collecting the above deduction, we have that

QLT INRIY(XED, )

tATR
ee?(@o) _ L/ pee TX) ﬂsﬁ(Xe"y)ds
0 €

tAT, Y2
+4/ " remeg(xeMY s log(e + |)§§7
0 5 e+ | X572

N

) JE(XE, 0y (XE7, Y)W

b1,01

tATR EW
+(4|T|+4L1/2 + 8Ly, 5, + 10L4, o) / gee XS - ‘Lsﬁ(X”)ds (19)
0

By taking the expectation on two sides of (19), it follows that
REete TRIOXTT L)
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v IATR vV ,—Ls e\ V
< es?@) —L]E/ ee ) Zemtng (XS ds
0 9

b1,01

t/\TR
+(4|T| +4L1/2 +8VLbl7a'1 + ]-OLbl,O'l)]E’/ ege_Lsﬂ(X ’Y E —L819<X5 'Y)d
0
Letting ¢« = 4|7 + 4L1/2 + 8vLy, oy + 10Ly, 5, + 1, one can infer that

tATR
Ve~ t(AATR)G(X [ eV _ v
Ee= ( fATR)+E/ cte WX )_e LSﬁ(X’ja'Y)dS <6619(z0)'
0 £

We take v =2 and ¢ = 4|7| + AL 4 16Ly, o, + 10Ly, o, + 1 and get that

b1,01
tATR
2o—Lt(EATR) 9(XEY 2 ,—us E’Y 2 _ 2
Ee=¢ Xerrr) 4+ E e=¢ TIXST 2o BIXIT)ds < e=V@o),
0 €
and furthermore

tAT tAT,
E / ’ e%e‘”W?”)le*wﬁ(xgﬁ)ds <E / ’ e%e‘“W?‘”)26%9()(;77)(15 < g0,
0 € 0 €

In the following, based on (19) with v = 1 and ¢ = 4|7| + 4L,/ +8Lp, 5, +10Ly, o, +1,

b1,01

the BDG inequality and the Hélder inequality, it holds that

1 7L(t/\TR)19(X€ Y

E sup e INTR
t€[0,T)
1/9 T/\TR 5 s o 1 1/2
< et pour,? (]E / e I )—e2L319(X§’7)d5)
0 £

TNATR e o 1
AT + ALY 4 8Ly, 4, + 101, ,)E / et o0 L g e g
0 15

< e?@0) 4 od )2 00 (4T 4 AL)? 4 18Ly, ,, )ef "),
Letting R — oo, we conclude that

E sup ea ety (Xy ) ( —|—4‘T| -+ 28L1/2 =+ 18Lb1 Ul)esﬁ(xo)
t€[0,T)

Finally, taking C; = e~* and Cy = 1+4|7|+28L,% + 18Ly, ,, we obtain the required

b1,01
estimate. The proof is complete. O

We also need the following convergence result.
Proposition 4.7. Suppose that (Ha), (Hy , ) and (Hy, ) hold. Assume that hy,h €

Cy(D(A)) for k € N and hy converges to h in Cy(D D(A)). Then for any R > 0, any
compact set K C R™ and n > 0 there exist a kg € N and a e, € (0,1) such that if k > k
and € < &g

sup  fulk (8,2, y) —ul (8@, y)| <, (20)
z€B(0,R)ND(A),yeK

where B(0, R) := {x € R" : |z| < R}.
19



Proof. Let z € B(0,R)ND(A),y € K and R, > R. We take Q; := {w: | X7 (w)| > R, }.
So, by Proposition 4.6, we choose R; such that
P() <, @1
where M > sup sup |hg(x)| is a constant and hg := h.
ke{0}UN 2D (A)
Besides, we note that hy converges to h in Cy(D(A)). Thus, for any n > 0 there exists
a ko € N such that for £ > kg

sup |he(x) — h(z)] <. (22)

2€B(0,R1)ND(A)

In the following, we know that

Bexp (-2

o (D) g gy () oy (LY
e o () _ gy (O],

By (21) and (22), it holds that
=l &Y
Eexp (——MXt )> + Eexp (——hOit >> (6—2 —-1)— 2

3
677
£

h(X;7 h(XEY .
S Eexp(- X >>+E6XP<——( ; )>(66—1)—|—26_25M7

€
and

h(XY 2e~ %"

elogE exp (— (X, )>—77—|—510g 1— thm -

Eexp (—%) e =
hi (X7
< clogEexp <—k(—t))
€

h(XET) 2e~ %

< clogEexp | — )—Fn—l—alog 1+

Eexp (——h(XtM)> e =

S

Note that for small s > 0
—2s < log(1 —s), log(l+s)<s.
Thus, we infer that

h )(6”Y -
elog E exp (—(—t)) —n —4ee” X
€

hi(X;7)
&
20

< clogEexp (—



h XEKY _
< elogEexp (— (X ))+77—|—256_Msn.
€

By taking n < M and enough small €, (20) holds, which completes the proof. 0

Now, we give the main result in this subsection.

Theorem 4.8. Suppose that (Ha), (Hy ), (H; ), (Hy, . )-(Hy, ) hold and h €

Co(D(A)). If

then

lim sup  sup |u?ﬁ(t,a:,y) —ul(t,z)| =0, VK xK € Q.
040, 7] (2)e K x K

Proof. First of all, for any h € C,(D(A)), there exists a sequence {hy} C Lip,(D(A)) such
that iy converges to h in Cy(D(A)). By Proposition 4.7, for any R > 0, any compact set
K C R™ and n > 0 there exist a ky € N and a gy € (0,1) such that if ki, ko > ko and
e <¢gg

h h
sup et (£, 2, y) — ue (8, z,y)| < 2n.
z€B(0,R)ND(A),ye K

By taking the limit on two sides of the above inequality as ¢ tends to 0, Proposition 4.5
implies that

supi\ugk1 (t,z) — ung (t,z)| < 2n,

2€B(0,R)ND(A)

which yields that klim ug’“ exists uniformly on compact subsets of D(A).
—00

Besides, again by Proposition 4.7 and Proposition 4.5, it holds that for € < g¢

Supi ’ug’ko (tv I) o u?,'y@? Z, y)| < 277
z€B(0,R)ND(A),yeK

As ko — 00, by the above inequality we conclude that for € < gq

sup | lim ug* (¢, ) — ul (£, 2, y)| < 20,
2€B(0,R)ND(A) yek F 7

which implies that

ul(t,r) = lim u*(t,z2) = (11_{% u?ﬁ(t,x,y),

k00
and
lim sup  sup |u?’7(t,x,y) —ul(t,z)| =0, VK xK € Q.
e204e0,T) (zy)e K x K
The proof is complete. O
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4.2. Exponential tightness of {X;" ¢,v > 0}.
Theorem 4.9. Suppose that (Hy), (H}

b1,01

) and (Hy, ) hold. If for every r > 0, there
exists a compact subset I', C D(A) such that for any t € [0,T]

limsupelogP (X;” ¢ T,) < —r.
e—0

Proof. First of all, note that D(A) C R™. Thus, we take I', = {z € D(A) : |z| < M},
where M > 0 is determined later. By the Chebyshev inequality and Proposition 4.6, it
holds that for any ¢ € [0, T

P(X;7¢l,) = P(|X5’7\>M)<P<sup IXf’”\>M>

t€[0,T]

= P sup e BT 5 o0
t€[0,T

C19(xe
< E sup e = (X

te[0,7)

&
x e e V(M)

2(log(e+|zq]2))? c
MRS o o Go0n,

< 026
In terms of the above inequality, we conclude that

limsupelogP (X;” ¢ I',) < 2(log(e + |x0]?))* — Cy(log(e + M?))?.

e—0

By taking M > \/exp{(r + 219(x0))1/20f1/2} — e, it follows that

limsupelogP (X;”" ¢ T,) < —r,

e—0

which completes the proof. O

Now, it is the position to prove Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. By Theorem 4.8 and Theorem 4.9, the Bryc formula (cf. [10,
Proposition 3.8]) yields that { X}, e,v > 0} for any ¢ € [0, 7] satisfies the LDP with the
speed €71 and the good rate function I given by

I(z;z0,t) = sup  {ugp(t,zo) — h(z)}.
heCy(D(A))

Based on Theorem 4 in [27] and the Varadhan lemma (cf. [10, Proposition 3.8]), we
conclude that

I(2: 20, 1) — in {% /Ot |2(s)[*ds : = € Z2(0, ], R"), s.£.X7, (£) = x} |

The proof is complete.

5. AN EXAMPLE

In this section, we give an example to explain our result.
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Example 5.1. Consider the following slow-fast system on R x R:
dX;7 € —0(X[7)dt + e [r — 1 cos? (V7)) dt + /& cos(Y ) AW,
X' =20 €D(0Y), 0<t<T,
dY;" = 2(c = 3¥7)dt + d I,
Yol =y, 0<t<T,
where 1 is a lower semicontinuous convex function, O is a multivalued mazimal mono-

tone operator, 0 € Int(D(0Y)) and r > 0,5 € R,v > 0 are three constants.
It is easy to see that

(23)

1 1
bl(may> :r_§COSQ<y>7 Ul(xay) :COS(y>, 62<xvy) :§—§y, 0-2(3373/) =V

By some computation, we know that by, oy satisfy (Hy, ) and (H ).

Neat, it holds that for z; € D(OY), y; € R, i =1,2

1
‘bZ(xlayl) - 52(3?27,@2)‘2 + |02(:r;1,y1) - 02(332,y2)|2 = zl|3/1 - 92\27

and for x € D(OY), y; € R, i =1,2

2(y1 = y2) (ba(, 1) = ba(, 92)) + o2, 1) — oo, 92)[* < [y — vl
where Ly, o, = 1 and f =1>2x 1. So, (Hy, ) and (H}, ) hold. And the following
SDE
dY; = (¢ — 3Y)dt + vdW?,
Yb = Yo, = Oa

has the unique invariant probability measure .
In the following, set ((y) = |3y — §|% and ¢ has compact finite level sets. Moreover,

(L) = (<~ 50)0C0) + 57 T0)

3 3v2 1 _1
= —ZC(?J) + §|§y — |7z
There exists a large enough R > 0 such that
. 3 3v?
(L0 < —ZC(Z/) + 513(0,2|<\+2R)(y)-
Thus, (Hj, ) is right. And it is obvious that (Hy, ) holds.
Finally, following the proof of Theorem 3.2 (simpler), we obtain that when

4
b2,02

the solution {X;",e,v > 0} of the slow part for the system (23) for any t € [0, T satisfies
the LDP with the speed €1 and the good rate function I given by

1 t
I(x;x0,t) = inf {5/ 2(s)[?ds : z € L*([0,T],R™), s.t. X2 () = x} ,
0
where (X7 , KZ ) is the unique solution of the following multivalued differential equation

xo)
{ dXZ (t) € —0p(XZ (t)dt +o12(t)dt, 0<t<T,

X;,(0) = z9 € D(0V),
23



and 1 = [ cos(y)p(dy).
We mention that if v = 0, the system (23) is just a fast mean-reverting stochastic

volatility model (cf. [9]) and the good rate function I given by

|0 — f?
fwse0,t) = o
1

which is consistent with the result in [9, Theorem 2.1].

6. APPENDIX

In this section, we present properties of b; and @; and a comparison principle for a
general Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation.

6.1. Properties of b; and a,. We first prepare the following result whose proof is similar
to that for Lemma 4.1 in [21].

Lemma 6.1. Assume that (Héw2
D(A)7 Y, Y1, Y2 S Rm?

BV, < Jyfe® + C(L+a), t=0,

) and (H?

bpcn) MOl Then we have for x,z1,z9 €

C
E[Y;" 7 =Y 2 <y — gole ™ + —[a1 —af*, £ 20.
a
By the above lemma and the definition of x*, it holds that

[ = [ merpeen < [ (e e o) wdy)

= oo [ e + € Jaf)

and furthermore

| lartay < e+ jap) 21
Lemma 6.2. Assume that (Hy ), (Hj ,), (Hy, ) and (Hf, ) hold. Then it holds

that for xy,xo € D(A),
[bi(21) = bi(@a)| + [[a1(21) — ar(w2) || < Clay — aal.

Proof. Since the proofs for Lipschitz continuity of b; and @, are similar, we only show
Lipschitz continuity of a;.
By the definition of a,(z), it holds that for x;, x5 € D(A),

a1 (1) — an(za)||

= ‘ / ooy (zy,y)u" (dy) — / Olai‘(xz,y)u“(dy)H

: 1 5 * x . 1 5 * x
Slglgog/o Eoy07 (21, 1’y°)dt—gingog/o Eoy07 (22, 2’yo)dtH

N

1 S
lml—/’MwmnmAfww—amauAfwﬂwt
S—o0 S 0
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1 S
< lim §/ C(‘xl _ x2‘ + E‘le,yo . Y;m’yof) dt
0

S—o00

1 S
< C‘xl - $2’ + lim E/ (E’Y?hyo _ Y;xz,yo)‘z)lm dt
0

—00
C
< (C+ ﬁ)m — o,
where we use (Hj, , ) and Lemma 6.1. The proof is complete. O

6.2. A comparison principle. Consider the following Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equa-
tion:

{ Ou(t,r) € F(x,0.u(t,x)) — (A(x), Opu(t, v)), (25)

u(0,z) = h(z), x € D(A),

where F(x,p) : D(A) x R" — R is a measurable function. We assume:

(A1) F(x,p) is continuous on D(A) x R™.
(As) For any R < oo and [p1, [p2| < R

|F(z,p1) — F(z,p2)| < @r(|p1 — pal),

uniformly in z, where wg, is a continuous increasing function on [0, co) and wg(0) =

0.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that u,v are a viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution
for Eq.(25), respectively. If F(x,p) satisfies (A1) and (As), u(t,x) or v(t,z) is Lipschitz
continuous with respect to x, and u(0,z) < v(0,z) for any v € D(A), then it holds that

u<vonl0,T] x D(A) for any T > 0.

Proof. Assume that
sup {u(t,z) —v(t,z)} > 0.

(t,z)€(0,T]xD(A)
So, we may choose M > 0 such that
sup  {um(t, ) —om(t,z)} >0, (26)
(t,z)€(0,T]xD(A)
where

M M
'U/M<t7$) :u(t7x>_ﬁ7 UM<t7$) :’U<t,$)—|——

Moreover, uy; is a viscosity subsolution of

M
Ouu(t,z) € F(x,dyu(t,x)) — Tz (A(z), Oyul(t, z)), (27)
and vy, is a viscosity supersolution of
M
Owu(t,z) € F(x,0u(t,x)) + 75 (A(x), 0yu(t, z)). (28)

For o,n > 1 and 0 < § < 1, define

0 0 n
Dot z,s,y) =up(t,z) —op(s,y) — §|a7 —y* - §(|$|2 +y?) - §(t —s)%.
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Note that the function
0 n
un(t, ) —vp(s,y) — §|=T —yl* - §(t —s)°

is upper semicontinuous and bounded on ((0,7] x D(A))?. Thus, the standard optimiza-
tion technique implies that for any g, > 1 and § € (0, 1), there exists a (f,.5., .67, 0515

Uosn) € ((0,T] x D(A))? such that

Nosn = Posn(tosn Losn 39,5,777%,5,77) = sup O(t, 2, 5,y).

((0,7]xD(A))?
Moreover, by (26) we know that
0 < Nysy < 00,
and

N (tg,&m Lo,6m5 S0,6m> y@ﬁm)

(SIS

n
’2

)

N n, » «
2 + |yg,5,77|2) + Z(tg,é,n - 39,5,77)2'

o,
2+ Z(|x@75,n

0, . o
2 Nysy+ Z|x975777 ~ Yo,m

The above inequality implies that

lim lim lim {QW:Q,M - gg,&n’Q +0(|Zg,6 2+ ’gg,&nP) + 77(1?9,5,77 - §g,5m>2} =0. (29)

o—00 §—0 n—roo

In terms of (29), it holds that

(30)

N | —

2 + 5(|£Q,5,n|2 + |.7jg,5,77 2) + U(fg,a,n - §g,6,77)2 <

0% o5 = Yoo
Besides, we mention that

D5 (tosms Losm S0 Uosm) = Posn(losms Losms So.5ms Losim)-

So, simple calculation yields that
0. X . . . R 0, . X
5‘379,5,77 - yQ75777’2 < U(Sg@m -739,5,77) - U(SQ@W’ yg,&n) + 5(‘37@75,77‘2 - ’y9757n|2)
. . 0, . . . .
< Lleg,&n - yg,&n’ + 5(@@,5,17\ + ‘99,5,n‘)‘x9,5,n - ye,&n‘

o, . . .
= <Lv + 5(’5’39,6,77| + ’yg,ﬁ,nD) |x975m - yg,é,n’a

and

). (31)

0. X o, . N
§|x976m - yg,é,n’ < <Lv + 5(’359,5,77’ + ’?/975,77

where L, is the Lipschitz constant for v.
Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢,5,, S,5, € (0,7). Let

0 X n R
2+ §(|5L'|2 + |y@75,n‘2) + §(t - SQ,JJI)Q’

0 .
1T = Tobm

Ul(tvx) = UM(gg,é,m?Qg,&n) + 2

and

N ) 0. . o . 7,
uy(s,y) = UM(tgy57n>$Q,5,n) - _|x@,5,n - y|2 - _(|x975,n|2 + |y|2) - _(tg,ém - 3)2-
2 2 2
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Then (f,.5.,2p6.,) is @ point of maximum of u(t, x) — uy (t,2) and (3,6, Yosm) is a point
of minimum of v(s,y) — ua(s,y). Since uyy is a viscosity subsolution of Eq.(27) and vy,
is a viscosity supersolution of Eq.(28), we obtain that

77<£g,6m — S0sm) S F(Zosms 0(Zosn = Yoom) T 0Zosn) — %
—A(Zosm, 0(Zos — Yosm) + 0Zosn), (32)
Nloom = 300m) = Fliosm 0(Epsn — Uosn) — 0lpsn) + %
— A (Foomr 0(Zosm — Uosm) — 0Jom)- (33)
By subtracting (33) from (32), it holds that
% < F@@,M’ 9(9%975777 - g@ﬁm) + 59%9,5,77) - F@g,é,m Q@Q,é,n - QQ,M) - 5?39,5,77)

- (A* (Zo.5ms 0205 — Yosm) + 0% 060) — A (Yosm (T o5 — Yobsm) — 53}975,77))'
(34)
In the following, we observe

Ai(Zg6., 0(Z 050 — Vosm) + 02 950) — A (Dos.ns 0(Z05m — Josm) — 0Ugbm)-
On the one hand, by Lemma 2 in [31], it holds that

Ac(Zobms 0(Zoon — Yosn) + 0Z6n) = *ejl?f ) (", 0(Z o6 — Yosm) + 0L o),
xr ‘TQ,(;,T]
A (Gosm> 0(Z o6 — Yobm) — 0Yosn) =  sup (Y, 0(Zo6m — Uobm) — 6Jo6.m)-

y*eA(Z}g,B,n)
On the other hand, without restricting the generality, by (H4) we can suppose that
0 € A(0). So, for any z* € A(Z,5,) and y* € A(Y,s,), by Lemma 2.1,
(2, 0(Zo6m — Josm) + 0Zosn) 2 (2, 0(Zosn — Joom)) = Y 0(Zosn — Josm))
> (Y, Q(jg,é,n - @9,5,77) - 5@@,6,77)‘
The above deduction implies that
A, (ig,&m 9@975,77 - 3;975,77) + (%9,5,?7) - A (3)9,57717 Q(ig,&n - gg,&n) - 53)9,5771) 2 0. (35)
Finally, combining (34) with (35), we conclude that

M . . . . . .
T2 < F(Zgsm, 0(Zo6m — Yosm) + 0%064) — F(Uosm> 0(Zosm — Yobn) — 0osm)- (36)

(30) and (31) infer that

lim Z,5, = hm ygén s,
00—

lim o(Z — =: Ls.,.
o o2 0,6,m y@,&n) 5n

Taking the limit on two sides of (36) as ¢ — oo, we obtain that

M
ITZ < F(la,m Lé,n + 5l6,n) - F(l&m Lém - &5,77)-

Again from (30) and (31), it follows that
sup |Ls,, + dls,y| < C,  sup|Ls, — dls,| < C
5 5
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Thus, by (Az) and (30), we have that

M
= < @e(20lny]) < me(VE).
Letting 6 — 0, by the properties of w¢, one can get that
M
TR
which contradicts with the fact that M > 0. Therefore, we draw the conclusion that
u<von [0,7] x D(A) for any T > 0. The proof is complete. O
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