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SMALL NOISE PERTURBATIONS OF STOCHASTIC ERGODIC

CONTROL PROBLEMS

K. SURESH KUMAR AND DESAI, VIKRANT

Abstract. Using small noise limit approach, we study degenerate stochastic
ergodic control problems and as a byproduct obtain error bounds for the ε-
optimal controls. We also establish tunneling for a special ergodic control
problem and give a representation of the ergodic value using the tunneled
Markov chain.

1. Introduction

We study degenerate stochastic control problems using ”small noise” perturba-
tion analysis. i.e., we approach the original as a limit of non-degenerate controlled
diffusions given by small noise perturbations. This is in the spirit of a proposal
of Kolmogorov as cited in [7] to select a ’physical solution’ for an ill-posed prob-
lem by looking at the small noise limit of its stochastic perturbation. This is also
the philosophy behind the vanishing viscosity method for solving elliptic/parabolic
pdes. Since we are concerned with ergodic control problems, the behaviour of the
invariant probability measures of the state dynamics enter the picture. Naturally
one expects that the asymptotic behaviour of the invariant measure of the small
noise perturbation, as perturbation noise approach zero, play a role in the small
noise limit of the ergodic control problem. Small noise perturbation of dynamical
systems governed by odes and the asymptotics of the invariant probability mea-
sures is studied in Chapter 6, [9] when state space is compact and in [2] when state
space is R

d. Small noise limit analysis leads to a selection procedure of invariant
measure for the limiting dynamics which may possess multiple invariant probability
measures, see [15]. Analogous to the selection procedure for the invariant measures,
does small noise perturbation of the ergodic optimal control problem selects in the
limit a unique optimal ergodic control problem for the original degenerate controlled
state dynamics We get an affirmative answer under suitable conditions. We call
this as ’physical’ ergodic control problem. The selection is achieved through the
selection of an invariant probability measure from the multiple invariant probability
measures of the optimal state dynamics and hence our result also can be thought as
a controlled version of the selection procedure described in [9]. For a special case,
we see a tunneling of the optimal state dynamics and arrive at a representation of
the ergodic value through the tunneled Markov chain.

We consider degenerate stochastic control problem with state dynamics governed
by the controlled degenerate stochastic differential equation

(1.1) dX(t) = m(X(t), U(t))dt+ σ(X(t))dW (t).
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2 SURESH AND VIKRANT

The functions m : Rd × P(U) → R
d, σ : Rd → R

d ⊗ R
d are bounded measurable,

with P(U) denoting the space of probability measures on a compact metric space U
endowed with the Prohorov topology. Note that P(U) is a compact Polish space1.
W (·) is a d-dimensional Wiener process and U(·) is a P(U)-valued process which is
progressively measurable with respect to a right-continuous filtration {Ft} which
is complete with respect to the underlying probability measure, and furthermore,
is non-anticipative with respect to W (·), i.e., for t > s ≥ 0, W (t) −W (s) is inde-
pendent of Fs. We denote the set of admissible controls by U .

Furthermore, we assume that m is of the form

(1.2) m(x, U) =

∫

U

m̄(x, u)U(du), x ∈ R
d, U ∈ P(U)

where m̄ : Rd × U 7→ R
d is locally bounded and measurable.

The cost criteria is given by

(1.3) ρ(x, U(·)) = lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U(s))ds
]

, U(·) ∈ U

where the prescribed ‘running cost function’ r : Rd × P(U) 7→ R is of the form

(1.4) r(x, U) =

∫

U

r̄(x, u)U(du)

and Ex[·] denote the expectation with respect to the law of the process (X(·), U(·))
given by (1.1) with initial condition X(0) = x ∈ R

d. We set ρ(x, U(·)) = ∞ if
corresponding to U(·) ∈ U , the stochastic differential equation (in short sde) (1.1)
has no solution with initial condition x.

The structural assumptions (1.2), (1.4) on m, r given above is a part of the so
called relaxed control formulation introduced by L. C. Young [17], which in partic-
ular ensures the existence of an optimal control under fairly general conditions.

We say that an admissible control U(·) is a Markov control if U(t) = u(t,X(t)), t ≥
0 for some measurable map u : [0, ∞)×R

d → P(U), where X(·) is a weak solution
to (1.1) corresponding to u(·). We denote the set of all Markov controls by UM and
by an abuse of notation we take

UM = {u : [0, ∞)×R
d → P(U) |u is measurable, sde (1.1) has a weak solution

corresponding to u(·)}.
When a Markov control u(·) doesn’t has an explicit depedendence on t, we call

it as a stationary Markov control and the set of all stationary Markov controls is
denoted by USM . Set

ÛSM = {u : Rd → P(U) |u is measurable}.
We use the following topology on ÛSM described in [1], p.57. Consider L∞(Rd;Ms(U))
endowed with weak*-topology, where Ms(U) denote the space of signed Borel mea-

sures on U endowed with weak* topology. Then ÛSM is a subset of the unit ball in
L∞(Rd;Ms(U)) and hence is given the relative topology. Under this weak* topol-

ogy ÛSM is compact due to Banach-Algaoglu theorem and is metrizable and the

1More generally, we shall denote by P(· · · ) the Polish space of probability measures on the
Polish space ‘· · · ’ with Prohorov topology.
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topolgy can be characterized by the following convergence criterion. un → u in
ÛSM if for f ∈ L1(Rd) ∩ L2(Rd), g ∈ Cb(R

d × U),

(1.5) lim
n→∞

∫

Rd

f(x)

∫

U

g(x, v)un(x)(dv)dx =

∫

Rd

f(x)

∫

U

g(x, v)u(x)(dv)dx.

For USM , we use the relative topology described above. When σ = 0, we can see
that ÛSM = USM .
We also use smooth controls defined in the following sense. u ∈ USM is said to be
smooth if x 7→

∫

U
f(v)u(x)(dv) is smooth for all f ∈ C(U). We denote the set of

all smooth controls by Usmooth
SM .

We can view any admissible control U(·) as a UD-valued random variable, where
UD = {u : [0, ∞) → P(U)| u is measurable}. We then say that Un(·) → U(·)
in law if the law of Un(·) converges to the law of U(·) in P(UD). By Prohorov’s
theorem, P(UD) is a compact Polish space.

We can also view U(·) ∈ U as a prescribed control in the sense that, one defines
U(·) on a given (Ω,F , {Ft}, P,W (·)). For instance, given a feedback control u(·),
if (X(·),W (·)) is a weak solution to (1.1) defined on a filtered probability space
(Ω,F , {Ft}, P ) and {Ft} - Wiener processW (·), then the process U(t) = u(t,X[0,t]),
where X[0,t] = {X(s)|0 ≤ s ≤ t} is a prescribed control on (Ω,F , {Ft}, P,W (·)).
This way we treat any feedback control as a prescribed control.

Before proceeding further, we briefly list notations used in the article. For the
Euclidean space R

d, x ∈ R
d, xi denotes its ith component and ‖ · ‖ denotes

‖x‖ =
√

x21 + · · ·+ x2d, x ∈ R
d,

x ∈ R
d is treated as a row vector. For A ∈ R

d ⊗ R
d, the set of all d × d real

matrices, we use ‖A‖ =
√

∑d
i,j=1 a

2
ij , A = (aij), A

T denotes the transpose of A

and I ∈ R
d ⊗R

d denotes the identity matrix. Ck(Rd), k = 0, 1, 2, denote the space
of all functions with continuous partial derivatives of order upto k. For a function
f ∈ C1(Rd), ∇f denotes the gradient and for a function f ∈ C2(Rd), ∇2f denotes
the Hessian of f and △f denotes its Laplacian. C∞

c (Rd) denote the space of all
smooth compactly supported functions defined on R

d. For the compact metric
space U, C(U) denotes the space of all continuous functions f : U → R with sup
norm ‖f‖∞ = supu∈U |f(u)|. Also we denote the set of all Lipschitz continuous
function on R

d by C0,1(Rd). For f ∈ C0,1(Rd), we denote its Lipschitz constant
by Lip(f). We also use the Sobolev space W 2,p(R), p ≥ 2, the set of all f ∈ Lp(R)
such that f ′ ∈ Lp(R) with the p-Sobolev norm.

We use K > 0 to denote the constant appearing in (A1)(ii). Other constants

are denoted by K̂,K0,K1,K2 etc., their values will change from place to place
depending on the context.

Controlled diffusion process {X(t)|0 ≤ t < ∞} will also be denoted by X or
X(·). We use the following parametric family of infinitesimal generators.

LUf(x) =
1

2
trace(a(x)∇2f) + 〈m(x, U),∇f〉,(1.6)

LU
ε f(x) =

1

2
trace(aε(x)∇2f) + 〈m(x, U),∇f〉,

where a = σσT , aε = σεσ
T
ε , σε is a suitable non degenerate perturbation of σ

defined in forthcoming sections.
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We say that (X(·), U(·)) is an admissible pair if U(·) ∈ U and X(·) is a weak
solution to the sde (1.1) corresponding to U(·).
Definition 1.1. (i) Admissible control U∗(·) is ergodic optimal if

(1.7) ρ(x, U∗(·)) ≤ ρ(x, U(·)), for all U(·) ∈ U , x ∈ R
d.

(ii) Admissible pair (X∗(·), U∗(·)) is an ergodic optimal pair if

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(X∗(s), U∗(s))ds
]

≤ lim inf
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U(s))ds
]

for all admissible pair (X(·), U(·)) of (1.1).
Let G denote the set of all ergodic occupation measures of the process (1.1), i.e.

G =
{

π ∈ P(Rd × U)
∣

∣

∣

∫∫

LUf(x, u)π(dxdu) = 0, for all f ∈ C∞
c (Rd)

}

,

see Chpater 6 of [1] for details. We introduce various notions of values for ergodic
optimal control.

ρ∗∗ = inf
π∈G

∫∫

r̄(x, u)π(dxdu), ρ∗ = inf
(X(·),U(·))

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U(s))ds
]

(1.8)

ρ∗U (x) = inf
U(·)∈U

ρ(x, U(·)), x ∈ R
d, ρ∗U = inf

x∈Rd
ρ∗U(x),

ρ∗USM
(x) = inf

U(·)∈USM

ρ(x, U(·)), x ∈ R
d, ρ∗USM

= inf
x∈Rd

ρ∗U (x),

where infimum in the second equality is over all admissible solution pair (X(·), U(·)).
Clearly ρ∗ ≤ ρ∗∗ ≤ ρ∗U ≤ ρ∗USM

. Under (A1) and standard stability assumptions, all
the above ergodic optimal values coincide when (1.1) satisfies the non degeneracy
condition but that may not be the case with out the non degeneracy condition.

We assume:

Assumption (A1). • The functions m̄ = (m̄1, · · · , m̄d), r̄ are jointly con-
tinuous and Lipschitz in the first variable uniformly with respect to the
second, σ is Lipschitz continuous and bounded and σσT ≥ 0.

• There exists K ∈ R such that

〈m̄(x, u)− m̄(y, u), x− y〉+ 1

2
‖σ(x)− σ(y)‖2 ≤ K‖x− y‖2, x, y,∈ R

d, u ∈ U.

Now let us briefly indicate what is known about ergodic control problems when
the state dynamics are degenerate, i.e. when the diffusion matrix doesn’t satisfies
the uniform ellipticity condition. Following general result is known, see [[1], Chapter
7, Theorem 7.2.1, p.254].

Theorem 1.2. Assume (A1) and that the map (x, U) 7→ LUV (x) is inf-compact for
some non negative inf-compact V ∈ C2(Rd). Then there exists an optimal ergodic
pair (X(·), U(·)) such that X(·) is a Markov and U(·) can be taken as a stationary
Markov control.

Hence Theorem 1.2 doesn’t give an optimal control in the sense of Definition 1.1
(i) but give an existence result in the sense of Definition 1.1 (ii).

Under an additional assumption of asymptotic flatness on the state dynamics,
i.e, K < 0 in (A1) (ii), the following is proven in [[1], Chapter 7].
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Theorem 1.3. Assume (A1) with K < 0. Then there exists π∗ ∈ G such that
ρ∗ =

∫∫

r̄(x, u)π∗(dxdu) and if (X∗(·), U∗(·)) denote a stationary solution pair

corresponding to π∗, then given any x ∈ R
d,

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U∗(s))ds
]

= ρ∗,

where X(·) denote the solution to (1.1) corresponding to U∗(·) and initial condition
x ∈ R

d. More over

ρ(x, U∗(·)) ≤ ρ(x, U(·)), for all x ∈ R
d, U(·) ∈ U .

Thus, Theorem 1.3 gives the existence of optimal control in the sense of Definition
1.1 (i). But neither the theorem nor the method of proof throw any light on the
computation of the optimal control, though they give a characterization of the value
ρ∗ as a viscosity solution of the corresponding HJB equation in the asymptotic flat
case, see Theorem 7.3.10 of [1], p.260.

Our contribution is manyfold. Firstly we observe in Theorem 2.1 that small
noise limit of the degenerate ergodic optimal control problem selects the ergodic
optimal control problem which seeks minimization over all admissible pairs, i.e.,
Definition 1.1 (ii). Also Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4 indicate that this need
not be a solution for the ergodic control problem in Definition 1.1 (i). i.e., small
noise limit need not select in general the ergodic control problem in the sense
of Definition 1.1 (i). This parallels the selection of physically relevant invariant
probability measure from the set of all invariant measures/equilibrium of a given
dynamical system. Hence we can observe that ergodic control problem in the sense
of Definition 1.1 (ii) is the relevent problem when the underlying state dynamics
seeks ’thermalization’. When the state dynamics of the ergodic control problem is
a controlled deterministic gradient flow, we establish a tunneling behavior for the
one dimensional ergodic control problem and give a representation of the value ρ∗

in terms of the continuous time Markov chain which represents the tunneling of the
controlled state dynamics corresponding to the ergodic optimal Markov control.

Secondly, we explore sufficient conditions for the small noise approximation of
the ergodic control problem in the sense of Definition 1.1 (i). We show that the
small noise approximation of the ergodic control problem converges to ergodic op-
timal control problem in the sense of Definition 1.1 (i) first in the case when the
state dynamics satisfies the asymptotic flaness condition given by (A1) with K < 0.
Under a different set of sufficient conditions, i.e. (B) and (D), we show the con-
vergence to the ergodic optimal control problem in the sense of Definition 1.1 (i)
among the class of stationay Markov controls.

Thirdly, we obtain error bounds for approximate controls which are ergodic
optimal control for the perturbed non degenerate ergodic control problem whose
optimal control can be characterized using the minimizing selector of corresponding
HJB equation and hence computable, see Theorem 4.6.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a selection theorem for
the degenerate ergodic control problems using small noise limit, see Theorem 2.1.
In Theorem 2.3, we show that the optimal control corresponding to the value ρ∗ is
optimal in the sense of Definition 1.1 (i) for the initial values x in the support of the
invariant probability measure of the sde (1.1) correponding to optimal control. This
in particular implies that ρ∗ = ρ∗U . In Section 3 we address the problem when the
state dynamics satisfies certain asymptotic flat condition. In Theorem 3.3, we show
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that small noise limit of the ergodic control problem is the ergodic control problem
in the sense of Definition 1.1 (i) and also gives an error bound for the approximate
optimal controls. In Section 4, we consider the degenerate ergodic control problem
under more general conditions. Under suitable conditions, in Theorem 4.6, we show
that the small noise limit of the ergodic control problem becomes Definition 1.1 (i)
among the class of stationay Markov controls. We also show the existence of ε-
optimal controls over the space of stationary Markov strategies in Theorem 4.7.
Also under an additional condition, we obtain error bounds in Theorem 4.9. Note
that we were only showing the existence of ε-optimal controls when minimization is
over USM . So we do not know whether the value ρ∗U coinsides with the value ρ∗USM

.
But we have affirmative answer for a special case in Theorem 4.12. In Section 5,
we prove in Theorem 5.10 which gives a characterization of the optimal ergodic
value ρ∗ in terms of the underlying Markov chain which represents the tunneling
of the optimaly controlled state dynamics. In Section 6, we give the proof of a
characterization for invariant probability distribution for solutions of sdes which
are probably non Feller.

2. Degenerate Ergodic control: General results

In this section, we give a selection theorem for degenerate optimal control prob-
lems in the following sense. The small noise perturbation limit of the ergodic control
problem pick the ergodic value ρ∗ which is the minimum among all ergodic optimal
values given in (1.8). Along with (A1), we assume the following stability condition.

Assumption (L). The map (x, U) 7→ LU V̂ (x) from R
d × U to R is inf-compact

for some positive inf-compact V̂ ∈ C2(Rd), where LU is as in (1.6).

Consider the small noise perturbation of the ergodic optimal control problem
(1.1);(1.3) with state dynamics

(2.1) dXε(t) = m(Xε(t), U(t))dt + σε(X
ε(t))dW (t),

and cost criterion

(2.2) ρε(x, U(·)) = lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(Xε(s), U(s))ds
]

, U(·) ∈ U .

where Xε(·) is a solution to (2.1) satisfying Xε(0) = x corresponding to the admis-
sible control U(·). The choice of the perturbation σε of σ is as follows.
For ε > 0, choose σε : R

d → R
d ⊗ R

d such that

(i)σεσ
T
ε ≥ εI, (ii) sup

x∈Rd

‖σε(x)− σ(x)‖ ≤ ε|K|, (iii)‖σε(x)− σε(y)‖ ≤ |K|‖x− y‖,

for some K ∈ R. The constant K is chosen without any loss of generality as the
constant in (A1)(ii). One such choice is given by σεσ

T
ε = σσT + ε2I, i.e. , σε is a

small ’noise’ perturbation of σ.

Assumption (H1). For π(dxdu) = u(x)(du)η(dx) ∈ G, we assume that η(dx) is
a limit point of the invariant probability measure ηε(dx) of the process Xε(·) given
by (2.1) corresponding to u(·).
Assumption (H2). For each u ∈ USM and δ > 0, there exist uδ ∈ USM which is
continuous and a limit point ηδ(dx) in P(Rd) of the invariant probability measures
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ηεδ(dx) of the process Xε
δ (·) given by (2.1) corresponding to uδ(·) such that

∫∫

r̄(x, v)uδ(x)(dv)ηδ(dx) ≤ inf
x∈Rd

ρ(x, u(·)) + δ.

Theorem 2.1. Assume (A1), (L) and (H1) or (H2). Then

lim inf
ε→0

ρε(x, U
ε(·)) = ρ∗, x ∈ R

d,

where Uε(·) is an ergodic optimal control for (2.1);(2.2).

Proof. Let (X∗
ε (·), U∗

ε (·)) be an optimal ergodic stationary pair and πε ∈ P(Rd×U)
be the corresponding ergodic ocupation measure for (2.1); (2.2). Using (A1), it fol-
lows that the laws of (X∗

ε (·), U∗
ε (·)) is tight and hence has a limit point (X(·), U(·)).

Let the convergence be along the subsequence {εn}. One can see that (X(·), U(·))
is a stationary admissible pair for (1.1). Let π be its ergodic occupation measure,
and hence πε converges weakly to π along the same subsequence {εn}. Thus we
have

lim
n→∞

ρεn(x, U
∗
εn
(·)) = lim

n→∞

∫∫

r̄(x, u)πεn(dxdu) =

∫∫

r̄(x, u)π(dxdu)

Let G∗ denote the set of all limit points of {πε}. Then from above, it follows that

lim inf
ε→0

ρε(x, U
ε(·)) = inf

π∈G∗

∫∫

r̄(x, u)π(dxdu) := ρ∗inf ,(2.3)

lim sup
ε→0

ρε(x, U
ε(·)) = sup

π∈G∗

∫∫

r̄(x, u)π(dxdu) := ρ∗sup.

Now assume (H1). Let (X∗(·), U∗(·)) be an optimal ergodic pair as in Theorem
1.2 and u∗(·) be a corresponding stationary Markov control. Then π∗(dxdu) =
u∗(x)(du)η∗(dx) ∈ G for some invariant probability distribution η∗(dx) of X∗(·).
Let Xε(·) be the solution to (2.1) corresponding to u∗(·) with initial law X∗(0).
Using (L), a unique invariant probability measure ηε(dx) of Xε(·) exists. Then
πε(dxdu) = u∗(x)(du)ηε(dx) is an ergodic occupation measure of (Xε(·), u∗(·)). In
view of (H1), η∗(dx) is a limit point of ηε(dx) and hence π∗(dxdu) is a limit point
of πε(dxdu). Let πεn → π∗ in P(Rd × U) as n→ ∞. Since

ρε(x, U
ε(·)) ≤

∫∫

r̄(x, u)πε(dxdu),

by letting n→ ∞, it follows that

lim inf
ε→0

ρε(x, U
ε(·)) ≤ lim

n→∞

∫∫

r̄(x, u)πεn(dxdu) =

∫∫

r̄(x, u)π∗(dxdu) = ρ∗∗ = ρ∗.

The last equality above is due to Theorem 1.2. Hence

(2.4) ρ∗∗ ≤ ρ∗inf ≤ ρ∗∗.

Hence using (2.3) and (2.4), we have

lim inf
ε→0

ρε(x, U
ε(·)) = ρ∗.

Now assume (H2). Let u∗(·) be as above. For δ > 0, there exists u∗δ(·) ∈ USM ,
continuous and ηδ(dx) ∈ P(Rd) such that

∫∫

r̄(x, v)u∗δ(x)(dv)ηδ(dx) ≤ ρ(x, u∗δ(·)) + δ, x ∈ R
d.
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Let Xε
δ (·) be the solution to (2.1) corresponding to u∗δ(·) with initial law X∗(0).

Using (L), a uniqu invariant probability measure ηεδ(dx) of Xε
δ (·) exists. Then

πε
δ(dxdu) = u∗δ(x)(du)η

ε
δ (dx) is an ergodic occupation measure of (Xε

δ (·), u∗δ(·)).
Consider

lim inf
ε→0

ρε(x, U
ε(·)) ≤ lim

n→∞

∫∫

r̄(x, u)πεn
δ (dxdu) =

∫∫

r̄(x, u)u∗δ(x)(dv)ηδ(dx) ≤ ρ∗ + δ.

Since δ > 0 is arbitrary, the proof is completed. �

Remark 2.2. (i) In (H1), if η(dx) is the limit of ηε(dx) or in (H2) ηδ(dx) is the limit
of ηεδ(dx), then in Theorem 2.1, lim inf becomes lim.

(ii) We only need to assume (H2) for an optimal u∗(·) in Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 2.3. Assume (A1) and (L). Then there exists U∗(·) ∈ U and a stationary
process X∗(·) corresponding to U∗(·) satisfying (1.1) such that

ρ(x, U∗(·)) ≤ ρ(x, U(·)) for all U(·) ∈ U , x ∈ supp(η∗),

where η∗ is the law of X∗(0). More over

ρ∗ = inf
x∈Rd

ρ∗U (x).

Proof. Using (A1), i.e., the map (x, U) 7→ LU V̂ (x) from R
d × U is inf-compact for

some positive inf-compact V̂ ∈ C2(Rd), from Theorem 7.2.1, p.254, [1], there exists
an optimal pair (X∗(·), U∗(·)), with U∗(t) = u∗(X∗(t)), t ≥ 0 and u∗ ∈ USM . i.e.
(2.5)

ρ∗ = inf
(X(·),U(·))

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U(s))ds
]

= lim inf
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(X∗(s), U∗(s))ds
]

,

where infimum is over all admissible pairs of (1.1). For the presribed control U∗(·),
let X(x; ·) denote the solution to (1.1) with initial condition X(x; 0) = x. Then
from the fact that conditional law of {X∗(t) : 0 ≤ t <∞} given X∗(0) = x is same
as the law of {X(x; t) : 0 ≤ t <∞}, we have for each t > 0,

E
[

∫ t

0

r(X∗(s), U∗(s))ds
]

=

∫

Rd

E
[

∫ t

0

r(X∗(s), U∗(s))ds
∣

∣

∣
X∗(0) = x

]

η∗(dx)

=

∫

Rd

E
[

∫ t

0

r(X(x; s), U∗(s))ds
]

η∗(dx),

where η∗(dx) denote the Law of X∗(0). Hence using Fatou’s lemma, we get,

ρ∗ = lim inf
t→∞

∫

Rd

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(X(x; s), U∗(s))ds
]

η∗(dx)

≥
∫

Rd

(

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(X(x; s), U∗(s))ds
])

η∗(dx) =

∫

Rd

ρ(x, U∗(·))η∗(dx).

Now from the definition of ρ∗, we have ρ∗ ≤ ρ(x, U∗(·)), for all x ∈ R
d. Combining

the above inequalities, we get ρ∗ = ρ(x, U∗(·)) a.s. (η∗). Thus we get,

(2.6) ρ∗ = inf
x∈Rd

inf
U(·)∈U

ρ(x, U(·)).

�
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Observe that, we can take X(x; ·) in the above proof as a Markov process, since
using Theorem 6.4.16, page 241 of [1], there exists a Markov process in the marginal
class of X(x; ·). Let ηxt , t > 0 denote the family of emipirical measures of X(x; ·),
i.e.

∫

f(y)ηxt (dy) =
1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

f(X(x; s))ds, f ∈ Cb(R
d).

For x ∈ R
d, let ηx be a limit point of ηxt . Set Ttf(x) = Ef(X(x; t)), f ∈ Cb(R

d).
Then one can see that Ttf is Lipschitz continuous for all f ∈ C2

b (R
d), see Lemma

.11. Hence for f ∈ C2
b (R

d),

∫

Ttf(x)η
x(dx) = lim

n→∞

∫

Ttf(x)η
x
tn
(dx) = lim

n→∞
1

tn

∫ tn

0

Ts+tf(x)ds

= lim
n→∞

1

tn

∫ tn+t

0

Tsf(x)ds− lim
n→∞

1

tn

∫ t

0

Tsf(x)ds =

∫

f(x)ηx(dx).

Hence ηx is an invariant distribution of X(x; ·). Since X∗(·) and X(x; ·) has the
same Markov semigroup, it follows from Theorem 5.1, [11] that either ηx = η∗ or
ηx and η∗ are singular to each other.

Set

(2.7) D0 =
⋃

η∗∈H∗

{

x ∈ R
d
∣

∣

∣

∫

f(y)ηx(dy) =

∫

f(y)η∗(dy) for all f ∈ Cb(R
d)
}

,

where

H∗ =
{

η∗ ∈ P(Rd)
∣

∣

∣
η∗ satisfies η∗(dx) = π∗(dx,U), for some(2.8)

π∗ ∈ argminπ∈G

∫∫

r̄(x, u)π(dxdu)
}

.

Theorem 2.4. Assume (A1), (L) and that

r̄(x, u) = r1(x) + r̄2(u), x ∈ R
d, u ∈ U.

Then U∗(·) ∈ U given in Theorem 2.3 satisfies

ρ(x, U∗(·)) ≤ ρ(x, U(·)) for all U(·) ∈ U , x ∈ D0.

More over, if D0 ⊂ R
d, then the above inequality need not hold for x /∈ D0.

Proof. For x ∈ D0, let X(x; ·) denote the solution to (1.1) corresponding to U∗(·)
and initial condition x. Then

ρ(x, U∗(·)) = lim inf
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(X(x; s), U∗(s))ds
]

= lim inf
t→∞

1

t

{

E
[

∫ t

0

r1(X(x; s))ds
]

+ E
[

∫ t

0

∫

U

r̄2(u)U
∗(s)(du)ds

]}

≤
∫

Rd

r1(x)η
∗(dx) +

∫

Rd

∫

U

r̄2(u)π
∗(dxdu) = ρ∗.

Since ρ∗ ≤ ρ(x, U(·)) for all U(·) ∈ U , it follows that

ρ∗ = ρ(x, U∗(·)), x ∈ D0.



10 SURESH AND VIKRANT

For x /∈ D0, for any U∗(·) which is an ergodic optimal stationary control, the
corresponding ηx is singular to η∗ ∈ H∗. Hence when r1 satisfies argmax r1(x) ∩
⋃

η∗∈H∗ supp(η∗) = ∅, we get for x ∈ Dc
0 satisfying

min
supp(ηx)

r1 ≥ max
supp(η∗)

r1,

ρ(x, U∗(·)) = lim inf
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(X(x; s), U∗(s))ds
]

=

∫

Rd

r1(x)η
x(dx) +

∫∫

r̄2(u)π
∗(dxdu) > ρ∗,

where ηx is the limit point corresponding to the liminf. This completes the proof.
�

3. Degenerate Ergodic control : Asymptotically Flat Diffusion

In this section, we assume (A1) with K < 0, i.e. the controlled diffusions are
asymptotically flat, see Lemma 7.3.7, p.257 of [1]. We have the following result
from [1], Theorem 7.3.7, p.257, Theorem 7.3.9, p.259, Theorem 7.3.10, p.260.

Theorem 3.1. Assume (A1) with K < 0. Then there exists U∗(·) ∈ USM such
that

ρ∗ = ρ∗U(x) = ρ(x, U∗(·)), x ∈ R
d.

Also there exists ϕ ∈ C0,1(Rd) such that (ρ∗, ϕ) ∈ R × C0,1(Rd) is a viscosity
solution to the HJB equation

ρ = inf
U∈P(U)

[〈m(x, U), ∇ϕ〉+ r(x, U)] +
1

2
trace(a(x)∇2ϕ), x ∈ R

d.

More over, if (ρ, ψ) ∈ R× C0,1(Rd) is a viscosity solution to the HJB equation

ρ = inf
U∈P(U)

[〈m(x, U), ∇ψ〉+ r(x, U)] +
1

2
trace(a(x)∇2ϕ), x ∈ R

d,

then ρ = ρ∗.

i.e., as opposed to the non degenerate case, it is not known whether any mini-
mizing selector is an optimal stationary Markov control. Also Theorem 3.1, only
guarantee uniqueness of the value ρ∗ but not ϕ(·). Using small noise perturbation
to a specific example, first we illustrate what more one can expect.

Lemma 3.2. Assume (A1). For a prescribed control U(·) ∈ U , let Xε(·), X(·)
denote respectively, solutions to (2.1), (1.1) with initial condition x ∈ R

d. Then
for t ≥ 0 ,

E‖Xε(t)−X(t)‖2 ≤
{

ε2

2K (e2Kt − 1) if K 6= 0
ε2t if K = 0.

Proof. We have

Xε(t)−X(t) =

∫ t

0

(m(Xε(s), U(s))−m(X(s), U(s)))ds+

∫ t

0

(σε(X
ε(s))−σ(X(s)))dW (s).
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Using Itô’s formula we get

d‖Xε(t)−X(t)‖2 = 2

d
∑

i=1

(mi(X
ε(t), U(t)) −mi(X(t), U(t)))(Xε

i (t)−Xi(t))dt

+
d

∑

i,j=1

(σij
ε (Xε(t)− σij(X(t))2dt(3.1)

+2

d
∑

i,j=1

(Xε
i (t)−Xi(t))(σ

ij
ε (Xε(t)− σij(X(t)))dWj(t).

Using (A1) (ii), we get

E‖Xε(t)−X(t)‖2 ≤ E‖Xε(s)−X(s)‖2 + 2K

∫ t

s

E‖Xε(s′)−X(s′)‖2ds′

+ε2(t− s), 0 ≤ s < t <∞.(3.2)

Now using standard comparison theorem for odes, we get

E‖Xε(t)−X(t)‖2 ≤ h(t), 0 ≤ t <∞,

where h(·) is the solution to the ode

ḣ(t) = 2Kh(t) + ε2, h(0) = 0.

Hence for t ≥ 0,

E‖Xε(t)−X(t)‖2 ≤
{

ε2

2K (e2Kt − 1) if K 6= 0
ε2 t if K = 0.

�

Theorem 3.3. Assume (A1) with K < 0.
(i) Following inequality holds.

−K̂ ε ≤ ρε(x, U
∗
ε (·)− ρ(x, U∗(·)) ≤ K̂ ε, x ∈ R

d,

for some constant K̂ which depends only on K and the Lipschitz constant of r,
where U∗

ε (·), U∗(·) are optimal control for (2.1);(2.2) and (1.1);(1.3) respectively.
(ii) For x ∈ R

d,

lim
ε→0

ρ(x, U∗
ε (·)) = ρ(x, U∗(·)).

Proof. Consider

ρ∗ε(x)− ρ∗U (x) ≥ lim
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(Xε(s), U∗
ε (s))ds

]

− lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U∗
ε (s))ds

]

≥ lim inf
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

(r(Xε(s), U∗
ε (s))− r(X(s), U∗

ε (s)))ds
]

≥ Lip(r) lim inf
t→∞

(

− 1

t

∫ t

0

E‖Xε(s)−X(s)‖ds
)

≥ −Lip(r)

√

ε

2|K| ,
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where Xε(·), X(·) denote the solutions of the sdes (2.1), (1.1) with initial condi-
tion x ∈ R

d corresponding to the control U∗
ε (·) in the prescribed form. The last

inequality above follows from Lemma 3.2. Again consider

ρ∗ε(x)− ρ∗U (x) ≤ lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(Xε(s), U∗(s))ds
]

− lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U∗(s))ds
]

≤ lim sup
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

(r(Xε(s), U∗
ε (s))− r(X(s), U∗

ε (s)))ds
]

≤ Lip(r) lim sup
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

E‖Xε(s)−X(s)‖ds

≤ Lip(r)

√

ε

2|K| ,

where Xε(·), X(·) denote the solutions of the sdes (2.1), (1.1) with initial condition
x ∈ R

d corresponding to the control U∗(·) in the prescribed form and the last
inequality follows from Lemma 3.2. This completes the proof of inequality in (i).

¿From the above calculation, we can see that

ρε(x, U
∗
ε (·))− ρ(x, U∗

ε (·)) ≥ −Lip(r)

√

ε

2|K| .

Hence we have from (i),

lim sup
ε→0

ρ(x, U∗
ε (·)) ≤ ρ(x, U∗(·)), x ∈ R

d.

Since ρ(x, U∗
ε (·)) ≥ ρ(x, U∗(·)) for all x ∈ R

d, (ii) follows.
�

4. Beyond Asymptotically flat diffusion

In this section, we go beyond the asymptotically flat diffusions framework. We
assume that

Assumption (B). • There exists uniformly continuous bi = (b1i , · · · , bdi ) :
R

d → R
d satisfying linear growth condition such that

bi1(x − y) < m̄i(x, u)− m̄i(y, u) ≤ bi2(x− y), x, y ∈ R
d, u ∈ U,

where bi, i = 1, 2 is such that

Ẋ i(t) = bi(X
i(t)), i = 1, 2

has a unique stable equilibrium at 0 and R
d is attracted to 0.

• There exist non-negative and inf-compact h ∈ C(Rd) and a constant k0
satisfying

(4.1) Lǫ,iV (x) ≤ k0 − h(x), ∀x ∈ R
d,

where V is non-negative, inf-compact and V ∈ C2(Rd), such that ∇2V is
bounded,

(4.2) Lǫ,i φ := 〈bi(x),∇φ〉 +
ε2

2
tr(σ̂(0)σ̂(0)T∇2φ),

σ̂ε : R
d × R

d → R
d ⊗ R

d defines the perturbation σε of σ as given by

σ̂ε(x, y) = σ(y) + εσ̂(x− y), x, y ∈ R
d, σε(x) = σ̂ε(x, x)
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and σ̂ : Rd → R
d ⊗ R

d is uniformly elliptic and Lipschitz continuous.

Assumption (C). The function r is bounded, and bi : R
d → R

d, σ̂ : Rd → R
d⊗R

d

are bounded, smooth with bounded derivetives of order upto 2. Also satisfies

•
λ‖x‖2 ≤ xT σ̂(0)σ̂(0)Tx ≤ Λ‖x‖2, x ∈ R

d

for some 0 < λ ≤ Λ.
• There exists constants α > 0, 0 < β ≤ 1 such that

lim sup
‖x‖→∞

[

αΛ +
1

‖x‖β 〈bi(x), x〉
]

< 0.

We consider the small noise limit of the control problem with state dynamics
given by

(4.3) dXε(t) = m(Xε(t), U(t))dt + σ̂ε(X
ε(t), Xε(t))dW (t)

and cost criterion given by (2.2).
We will be using the following comparison theorem for multi dimensional sdes.

The proof essentially follows from the proof of Theorem 1.1 of [10]. The key idea
in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is application of Itô’s formula to the difference of the
processes under consideration which turns out be same as ours. So we omit the
details. In the theorem below, we use x ≤ y, x, y ∈ R

d for xi ≤ yi for all i where
xi, yi respectively denote the ith component.

Theorem 4.1. Let X(·), Y (·), Z(·) be {Ft}-adapted processes with a.s. continuous
paths on a complete probability space (Ω,F , P ) such that {Ft} satisfies the usual
conditions. Further, let X(·), Y (·) be pathwise solutions of the sdes

dX(t) = a(t,X(t))dt+ (Z(t) + σ(X(t)))dW (t),

dY (t) = b(t, Y (t))dt + (Z(t) + σ(Y (t)))dW (t),

where a = (a1, . . . , ad), b = (b1, . . . , bd) : [0,∞) × R
d → R

d, are continuous func-
tions, σ : Rd → R

d⊗R
d is Lipschitz continuous and W (·) is a {Ft}-Wiener process

in R
d. If

ai(t, x) < bi(t, y) whenever xi = yi, xj ≤ yj , j 6= i

and X(0) ≤ Y (0) a.s., then P (X(t) ≤ Y (t), t ≥ 0) = 1.

Consider for U(·) ∈ U ,

(4.4) dY ǫ
i (t) = bi(Y

ǫ
i (t))dt + (σ(Xε(t)− σ(X(t)) + ǫσ̂(0))dW (t), i = 1, 2,

where the processes Xε(·) and X(·) are given by the solutions of the sdes (4.3) and
(1.1) corresponding to U(·). Following observation is kept in mind for the mext

Lemma. Given U(·) ∈ U , the laws of Xε(·) is tight and any limit point X̂(·) in law
is a solution to the sde (1.1) corresponding to U(·) when U(·) is either a prescribed
control or a continuous Markov control. When U(·) is a continuous Markov control,
then there may be multiple limit points which are all weak solutions of (1.1).

Set for z = (y, x1, x2) ∈ R
3d, u ∈ USM ,

(4.5) Lε
Zf(z) = Lε,if + 〈m(x1, u(x2)),∇x1f〉+ 〈m(x2, u(x2)),∇x2f〉+ L1

Z,εf(z),
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where

L1
Z,εf =

1

2
trace(σ(x1, x2)σ(x1, x2)

T∇2
yf) + ε trace(σ(x1, x2)σ̂(0)

T∇2
yf)

+
1

2
trace(σ(x1)σ(x1)

T∇2
x1
f) +

1

2
trace(σ(x2)σ(x2)

T∇2
x2
f)

+trace(σ(x1)σ(x2)
T∇2

x1x2
f) + trace(σ(x1, x2)σ(x1)

T∇2
x1y

f)

+ε trace(σ̂(0)σ(x1)
T∇2

x1y
f) + trace(σ(x1, x2)σ(x2)

T∇2
x2y

f)

+ε trace(σ̂(0)σ(x2)
T∇2

x2y
f), f ∈ C2

b (R
3d),

and Lε,i is given by (4.2).

Lemma 4.2. Assume (A1) and (B). For U(·) ∈ U , given by U(t) = u(X(t)), t ≥ 0,
where u is a measurable map such that (Y ε

i (·), Xε(·), X(·)) be solutions of (4.4),
(4.3) and (1.1) respectively satisfying Xε(·) → X(·) in law along a subsequence as
εn → 0. Then any limit point ηεn,i of the empirical measures of Y εn

i (·) converges
weakly to δ0.

Proof. Fix i = 1 and suppress n from εn and we denote Lǫ,1 by Lǫ.
Set Zε(t) = (Y ε

1 (t), X
ε(t), X(t))T , t ≥ 0 and σ(x1, x2) = σ(x1)−σ(x2), x1, x2 ∈ R

d.
Then the infinitesimal generator of Zε(·) is given by the differential operator Lε

Z

defined in (4.5).
Consider the family of empirical measures µε

t ∈ P(R3d) of Zε(·), i.e.,
∫∫∫

R3d

f(z)µε
t (dz) =

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

f(Zε
1(s))ds

]

, f ∈ Cb(R
3d), t > 0.

Let τn denote the exit time of the process Zε(·) from Bn, the ball in R
3d of radius

n centered at the origin. Define

V̂ (z) = V (y) + V (x1) + V (x2), z = (y, x1, x2) ∈ R
3d,

where V is the Lyapunov function given in (B). Then observe that

Lε
Z V̂ (z) = LǫV (y) + L1

ǫV (x1) + L2
ǫV (x2),

where

Li
ǫf = 〈m(xi, u(x2)),∇f〉+

1

2
trace(σ(xi)σ(xi)

T∇2f), f ∈ C2(Rd), i = 1, 2.

Then using Itô-Dynkin’s formula, we get

Ez [V̂ ((Zε(τn ∧ t))] = V̂ (z) + Ez

[

∫ τn∧t

0

Lε
Z V̂ (Zε(s))ds

]

≤ V (z) +K0Ez[τn ∧ t]− Ez

[

∫ τn∧t

0

h(Y ε
1 (s))ds

]

−Ez

[

∫ τn∧t

0

h(Xε(s))ds
]

− Ez

[

∫ τn∧t

0

h(X(s))ds
]

,

where Zε(0) = z, the constant K0 > 0 depends only on k0 and the bounds of σ, σ̂,
and ∇2V . Now by letting n→ ∞ with the help of Monotone convergence theorem,
we get for each R > 0,

Ez

[

∫ t

0

(h(Y ε
1 (s)) + h(Xε(s) + h(X(s))I‖Zε(s)‖≥Rds

]

≤ V (z) +K0t.
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This implies

(4.6)
1

t

∫ t

0

P
(

‖Zε(s)‖ ≥ R
)

ds ≤ K0t+ V (z)

3t inf‖x‖≥R h(x)
.

Since inf‖x‖≥R h(x) → ∞ as R → ∞, from (4.6), the tightness of the empirical
measures {µε

t : t ≥ 0} follows for each ε > 0.
Let µε ∈ P(R3d) be a limit point of {µε

t : t ≥ 0} for each ε > 0. Then it follows
that

(4.7)

∫∫∫

Lε
Zf(z)µ

ε(dz) = 0 for all f ∈ C∞
c (R3d).

Hence, µε is an invariant probability measure for Zε(·), see Lemma .12.
Again from (4.6), it follows that {µε|ε > 0} is a tight family and let µ ∈ P(R3d)

be a limit point of it. For each f ∈ C∞
c (R3d), it is easy to see that Lε

Zf → L0
Zf

uniformly, where L0
Z is the differential operator given by substituting ε = 0 in Lε

Z .
Note that for f ∈ C2

b (R
2d), we have

L0
Zf(x1, x2) = 〈m(x1, u(x2),∇x1f〉+

1

2
trace(σ(x1)σ(x1)

T∇2
x1
f)

+〈m(x2, u(x2),∇x2f〉+
1

2
trace(σ(x1)σ(x1)

T∇2
x1
f)(4.8)

+trace(σ(x1)σ(x2)
T∇2

x1x2
f)

which defines the infinitesimal generator of the process (X(·), X̂(·)) given by

dX(t) = m(X(t), u(X(t)))dt+ σ(X(t))dW (t),(4.9)

dX̂(t) = m(X̂(t), u(X(t)))dt + σ(X̂(t))dW (t).(4.10)

Since sde (4.10) has a unique solution given by X(·) for any given solution X(·) of
(4.9) corresponding to any given initial condition x ∈ R

d, it follows that L0
Z given

in (4.8) defines the infinitesimal generator for (X(·), X(·)).
For f ∈ C∞

c (R3d), by letting ε→ 0 in (4.7), it follows that

(4.11)

∫∫∫

L0
Zf(z)µ(dz) = 0,

By disintegrating µε, µ, we have

µε(dydx1dx2) = gε(dy|x1, x2)νε(dx1dx2), µ(dydx1dx2) = g(dy|x1, x2)ν(dx1dx2),
where νε is an invariant probability measures of (Xε(·), X(·)). Also from (4.11), it
follows that

∫∫

L0
Zf(x1, x2)ν(dx1dx2) = 0, for all f ∈ C∞

c (R2d).

Hence ν is an invariant measure for the process (X(·), X(·)). Therefore, ν is sup-
ported in {(x1, x2)|x1 = x2}. Hence (4.11) takes the form

(4.12)

∫

〈b1(y), ∇f(y)〉 η(dy) = 0 for all f ∈ C∞
c (Rd).

where η(dy) comes from the distintegration of µ given by

µ(dydx1dx2) = h(dx1dx2|y)η(dy)
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and clearly ηε,1 → η as ε → 0. ¿From (4.12), we get that η(dy) is an invariant
probability measure for

dY (t) = b1(Y (t))dt.

and hence η(dy) = δ0(dy), using assumption (B). In particular, the conclusion of
Lemma follows. �

Remark 4.3. • In Lemma 4.2, when u is continuous, then ifX(·) is limit point
in law ofXε(·), then one can see thatX(·) solves the sde (1.1) corresponding
to the stationary Markov control u(·). But this is not known to be true
when u(·) is just measurable.

If u(·) is Lipschitz continuous, then the sde (1.1) has a unique solution
and hence Xε(·) converges in law to the solution of the sde (1.1).

• Even when u is smooth, the empirical measures of Y ε
i (·) can have multiple

limit points but Lemma 4.2 guarantees that all these limit points converges
to δ0 as ε→ 0.

For R > 0, define hR(s) =

{

Lip(r)s, |s| < R

Lip(r)R, |s| ≥ R.

For u ∈ USM , if X(·) is a solution to the sde (1.1) with initial condition X(0) = x,
then

ρ(x, U(·)) = lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U(s))ds
]

,

where U(t) = u(X(t)), t ≥ 0 is in prescribed form and note that X(·) is a unique
solution to the sde (1.1) corresponding to the prescribed control U(·). Now let
Xε(·) denote a unique solution to the sde (4.3) corresponding to U(·) with initial
condition Xε(0) = x, then Xε(·) converges in law to X(·) as ε→ 0. Hence,

1

t
E

[

∫ t

0

(r(Xε(s), U(s))− r(X(s), U(s)))ds

]

=
1

t
E

[

∫ t

0

(r(Xε(s), U(s))− r(X(s), U(s)))I‖Xε(s)−X(s)‖<Rds

]

+
1

t
E

[

∫ t

0

(r(Xε(s), U(s))− r(X(s), U(s)))I‖Xε(s)−X(s)‖≥Rds

]

≤ 1

t
E

[

∫ t

0

hR(‖Xε(s)−X(s)‖)ds
]

+2‖r‖∞
1

t

∫ t

0

P (‖Xε(s)−X(s)‖ ≥ R)ds

=: I1(R) + I2(R)(4.13)

Set Y ε(t) = Xε(t)−X(t), t ≥ 0. Then Y ε(·) is a solution to the sde

dY ε(t) =
(

m(Xε(t), U(t))−m(X(t), U(t)
)

dt

+[σ(Xε(t))− σ(X(t)) + εσ̂(Y ε(t))]dW (t).(4.14)

Using Theorem 4.1, we get

P
(

Y ε
1 (t) ≤ Y ε(t) ≤ Y ε

2 (t) for all t
)

= 1.
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This implies

(4.15) ‖Y ε‖ ≤ max{‖Y ε
1 ‖, ‖Y ε

2 ‖} a.s.

Since, hR(·) is a non decreasing function, using (4.13), we get

I1(R) =
1

t
E

∫ t

0

hR(‖Y ε(s)‖)ds

≤ max
{1

t
E

∫ t

0

hR(‖Y ε
1 (s)‖)ds,

1

t
E

∫ t

0

hR(‖Y ε
2 (s)‖)ds

}

(4.16)

≤
2

∑

i=1

1

t
E

∫ t

0

hR(‖Y ε
i (s)‖)ds.

Also,

I2(R) ≤ 2‖r‖∞
1

t

∫ t

0

P (max{|Y ǫ
1 (s)|, |Y ǫ

2 (s)|} ≥ R)ds

≤ 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

1

t

∫ t

0

P (|Y ǫ
i (s)| ≥ R)ds.(4.17)

Let ηǫ,i[u] be a limit point of empirical probability measures of Y ǫ
i (·) satisfying

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

hR(‖Y ε
i (s)‖)ds

]

=

∫

hR(‖x‖)ηǫ,i[u](dx),

lim sup
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

P
(

‖Y ε
i (s)‖ ≥ R

)

ds ≤ ηǫ,i[u](B
c
R).

Hence, we have

lim sup
t→∞

I1(R) ≤
2

∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)ηǫ,i[u](dx),(4.18)

lim sup
t→∞

I2(R) ≤ 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

ηǫ,i[u](B
c
R).

Using Lemma 4.2, we get,

lim
ε→0

lim sup
t→∞

I1(R) ≤ lim
ε→0

2
∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)ηǫ,i[u](dx) = 0,(4.19)

lim
ε→0

lim sup
t→∞

I2(R) ≤ 2‖r‖∞ lim
ε→0

2
∑

i=1

ηε,i[u](B
c
R) = 0 because δ0(B

c
R) = 0.
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Thus,

ρ∗ε(x)− ρ(x, U(·)) ≤ lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(Xε(s), U(s))ds
]

− lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U(s))ds
]

≤ lim sup
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

(r(Xε(s), U(s))− r(X(s), U(s)))ds
]

(4.20)

≤
2

∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)ηε,i[u](dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

ηε,i[u](B
c
R), R > 0.

Hence using equations (4.19) and observing that ρ(x, U(·)) = ∞ if the the sde (1.1)
has no solution corresponding to the stationary Markov control u(·) with initial
condition x, we arrive at the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Assume (A1) and (B). Then we have

lim
ε→0

ρ∗ε(x) ≤ inf
u(·)∈USM

ρ(x, u(·)).

Set for z = (y, x1, x2) ∈ R
3d,

(4.21) Lε
Zf(z) = Lε,if + 〈m(x1, u(x1)),∇x1f〉+ 〈m(x2, u(x1)),∇x2f〉+L1

Z,εf(z),

where L1
Z,ε is given in (4.5).

Lemma 4.5. Assume (A1) and (B). For U(·) ∈ U , given by U(t) = u(Xε(t)), t ≥ 0,
where u(·) is a smooth map such that (Y ε

i (·), Xε(·), Xε(·)) are solutions of (4.4),
(4.3) and (1.1) respectively. Then any limit point ηεn,i of the empirical measures
of Y εn

i (·) converges weakly to δ0.

Proof. Again, fix i = 1 and we denote Lǫ,1 by Lǫ.
Set Zε(t) = (Y ε

1 (t), X
ε(t), Xε(t))

T , t ≥ 0. Then the infinitesimal generator of Zε(·)
is given by the differential operator Lε

Z given in (4.21).
Using the smoothness of u and (A1), it follows that (Xε(·), Xε(·)) converges in

law to (X(·), X(·)) given by

(4.22) dX(t) = m(X(t), u(X(t)))dt+ σ(X(t))dW (t).

Consider the family of empirical measures µε
t ∈ P(R3d) of Zε(·) given by

∫∫∫

R3d

f(z)µε
t (dz) =

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

f(Zε(s))ds
]

, f ∈ Cb(R
3d), t > 0.

By repeating the arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.2, the tightness of the
empirical measures {µε

t : t > 0} follows for each ε > 0.
Let µε ∈ P(R3d) be a limit point of {µε

t : t ≥ 0} for each ε > 0. Then it follows
that

(4.23)

∫∫∫

Lε
Zf(z)µ

ε(dz) = 0 for all f ∈ C∞
c (R3d).

Hence, µε is an invariant probability measure for Zε(·), see Appendix, Lemma .12.
Again from (4.6), it follows that {µε|ε > 0} is a tight family and let µ ∈ P(R3d)

be a limit point of it. For each f ∈ C∞
c (R3d), it is easy to see that Lε

Zf → L0
Zf

uniformly, where L0
Z is the differential operator given by substituting ε = 0 in Lε

Z .
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Now repeating the arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.2, i follows that ηε,1 → δ0
as ε→ 0. This completes the proof. �

(D) Assume that

lim
ε→0

sup
u∈Usmooth

SM

sup
ηi∈Hε,i[u]

(

2
∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)ηi(dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

ηi(B
c
R)

)

= 0,

where Hε,i[u] denote the set of all invariant probability measure of Y ε
i (·) given by

(4.4) corresponding to the stationary Markov control u(·), Xε(·) is given by (4.3)
correponding to the stationary Markov control u(·) and X(·) denote the solution of
the sde (1.1) corresponding to the control u(Xε(·)) and Usmooth

SM denote the set of
all smooth stationary Markov controls for (4.3).

Theorem 4.6. Assume (A1), (B) and (D). There exists a sequence of admissible
controls Uε(t) = uε(Xε(t)), t ≥ 0, uε ∈ Usmooth

SM satisfying
(i) Uε(·) is ε-optimal for the problem (4.3); (2.2) and
(ii)

lim
ε→0

ρε(x, U
ε(·)) = inf

U(·)∈USM

ρ(x, U(·)), x ∈ R
d.

Proof. For ε > 0 and δ > 0, define a smooth Markov control uε,δ as follows.

uε,δ(x) = u∗ε ⋆ ρδ(x), x ∈ R
d

where u∗ε is a stationary optimal Markov control for the problem (4.3); (2.2), ρδ is
the density of N(0, δ) and ⋆ denote convolution product. Then

(4.24) lim
δ→0

∫

f(v)uε,δ(x)(dv) =

∫

f(v)u∗ε(x)(dv), f ∈ C(U).

Since USM is compact under the topology given in (1.5), along a subsequence uε,δ →
uε in (1.5) as δ → 0. Hence, we have for g ∈ C(U), f ∈ L1(Rd) ∩ L2(Rd),

lim
δ→0

∫

Rd

f(x)

∫

U

g(v)vε,δ(x)(dv)dx =

∫

Rd

f(x)

∫

U

g(v)uε(x)(dv)dx.

Hence we have

lim
δ→0

∫

U

g(v)uε,δ(x)(dv) =

∫

U

g(v)uε(x)(dv) a.e. x for all g ∈ C(U).

Hence uε = u∗ε, therefore u
ε,δ → u∗ε in USM as δ → 0.

Now for each ε > 0 fixed, using Lemma 3.2.6, p.89, Lemma 3.3.4, pp.97-98, [1],
it follows that ηε,δ → η∗ε in P(Rd), where ηε,δ, η∗ε denote respectively the invariant
measures of the processes (4.3) corresponding to the controls uε,δ and u∗ε. Hence
there exists a smooth control uε such that

(4.25) |ρε(x, uε(·))− ρε(x, u
∗
ε(·))| ≤ ε.
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Let Xε,δ(·) denote the solution of the sde (4.3) corresponding to the smooth
stationary Markov control uε,δ and Xδ(·) denote the solution of the sde (1.1) cor-
responding to the control Uε,δ(t) = uε,δ(Xε,δ(t)). Then we have

1

t
E

[

∫ t

0

(r(Xε,δ(s), Uε,δ(s))− r(Xδ(s), Uε,δ(s)))ds

]

≤ 1

t
E

[

∫ t

0

hR(‖Xε,δ(s)−Xδ(s)‖)ds
]

+2‖r‖∞
1

t

∫ t

0

P (‖Xε,δ(s)−Xδ(s)‖ ≥ R)ds

:= I1(R)[u
ε,δ] + I2(R)[u

ε,δ]

Let ηǫ,i[u] be a limit point of empirical probability measures of Y ǫ
i (·) given by (4.4)

corresponding a smooth Markov control u satisfying

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

hR(‖Y ε
i (s)‖)ds

]

=

∫

hR(‖x‖)ηǫ,i[u](dx),

lim sup
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

P
(

‖Y ε
i (s)‖ ≥ R

)

ds ≤ ηǫ,i[u](B
c
R).

Hence, it follows that

lim sup
t→∞

I1(R)[u] ≤
2

∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)ηǫ,i[u](dx),

lim sup
t→∞

I2(R)[u] ≤ 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

ηǫ,i[u](B
c
R).(4.26)

Therefore,

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
E

[

∫ t

0

(r(Xε,δ(s), Uε,δ(s))− r(Xδ(s), Uε,δ(s)))ds

]

(4.27)

≤ sup
u∈Usmooth

SM

sup
η∈Hε,i[u]

(

2
∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)η(dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

η(Bc
R)

)

.

Using (4.27), we have

ρ∗ε(x) − inf
U(·)∈USM

ρ(x, U(·)) ≥ −ε− ρε(x, U
ε,ε(·))− ρ(x, Uε,ε(·))

≥ −ε− lim sup
t→∞

I1(R)[u
ε,ε]− lim sup

t→∞
I2(R)[u

ε,ε](4.28)

≥ −ε− sup
u∈Usmooth

SM

sup
η∈Hε,i[u]

(

2
∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)η(dx)

+ 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

η(Bc
R)

)

.

Now combining the above with Lemma 4.4 and the assumption (D), we complete
the proof. �

From the above Theorem, we can deduce the following.
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Theorem 4.7. Assume (A1), (B) and (D). Then there exists a sequence of ε-
ergodic controls Uε(·) of for the problem(4.3);(2.2) such that

lim
ε→0

ρ(x, Uε(·)) = inf
u(·)∈USM

ρ(x, u(·)), x ∈ R
d.

Proof. Set uε(·) = uε,ε, where uε,ε as in the proof of Theorem 4.6 and Uε(t) =
uε(Xε(t)), t ≥ 0. Then using (4.28), we have

−ε− sup
u∈Usmooth

SM

sup
η∈Hε,i[u]

(

2
∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)η(dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

η(Bc
R)

)

≤ ρ∗ε(x)− ρ(x, Uε(·))

≤ sup
u∈Usmooth

SM

sup
η∈Hε,i[u]

(

2
∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)η(dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

η(Bc
R)

)

.

The last inequality folows from (4.20). Now combining the above inequality with
Theorem 4.6, we get

lim
ε→0

ρ(x, Uε(·)) = inf
u(·)∈USM

ρ(x, u(·)), x ∈ R
d.

�

Now we give a sufficient condition for the assumption (D).

Lemma 4.8. Assume bi(·) in assumption (B) satisfies 〈bi(x), x〉 < −d2‖x‖2, x ∈ R
d

and Lipschitz constant L of σij for all i, j satisfies d2L2 < 2, then (D) holds.

Proof. Set â = σ̂(0)σ̂(0)T . For u ∈ USM , let Y ε
i (·) denote the solution to (4.4)

corresponding to u(Xε(·)). Then using Ito’s formula, we have

dE‖Y ε
i (t)‖2 =

(

2E〈bi(Y ε
i (t)), Y

ε
i (t)〉+

1

2

d
∑

j,k=1

E(σjk(X
ε(t))− σjk(Xε(t)))

2

+ε2
d

∑

j,k=1

âjk

)

dt

≤
(

− 2E‖Y ε
i (t)‖2 +

1

2
d2L2‖Y ε(t)‖2 + ε2

d
∑

j,k=1

âjk

)

dt.

Set

f(t) = E[‖Y ε
1 (t)‖2 + ‖Y ε

2 (t)‖2], t ≥ 0.

Then we get

df(t) ≤ (−2f(t) + d2L2E‖Y ε(t)‖2 +
d

∑

j,k=1

âjk)dt

≤ −(2− d2L2)f(t)dt +

d
∑

j,k=1

âjkdt.
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The second inequality follows from Theorem 4.1. Now using comparison theorem
of odes, we get

(4.29) E[‖Y ε
1 (t)‖2 + ‖Y ε

2 (t)‖2] ≤
ε2

2− d2L2

(

1− e−(2−d2L2)t
)

d
∑

j,k=1

âjk, t ≥ 0.

Now using Chebychev’s inequality, we get

P (‖Y ε
i (t)‖ ≥ R) ≤ ε2

(2 − d2L2)R2

(

1− e−(2−d2L2)t
)

d
∑

j,k=1

âjk.

Hence

(4.30)
1

t

∫ t

0

P (‖Y ε
i (s)‖ ≥ R)ds ≤ ε2

(2− d2L2)R2

d
∑

j,k=1

âjk :=
K1ε

2

R2
, t > 0.

From (4.30), we get for u ∈ USM ,

(4.31) η(Bc
R) ≤

K1ε
2

R2
, η ∈ Hε,i[u].

Hence for f ∈ Cb(R
d),

sup
u∈USM

sup
η∈Hε,i[u]

∫

f(x)η(dx) = sup
u∈USM

sup
η∈Hε,i[u]

∫

‖x‖≤√
ε

f(x)η(dx)

+ sup
u∈USM

sup
η∈Hε,i[u]

∫

‖x‖>√
ε

f(x)η(dx)

≤ sup
‖x‖≤√

ε

|f(x)|+ ‖f‖∞K1ε(4.32)

→ 0 as ε→ 0.

Hence (D) follows.
�

Theorem 4.9. Assume (A1), (B1)(i), (C) and 〈bi(x), x〉 < −d2‖x‖2, x ∈ R
d and

Lipschitz constant L of σij for all i, j satisfies d2L2 < 2 Then

|ρ∗ε(x)− ρ̂∗USM
(x)| ≤ K̂

√
ε, x ∈ R

d,

where K̂ > 0 is some constant.

Proof. Note that given hypothesis implies (B). Hence from Lemma 4.4, and using
(4.31) and (4.32), we get

ρ∗ε(x)− ρ∗USM
(x) ≤ sup

u∈USM

sup
ηi∈Hε,i[u]

(

2
∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)ηi(dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

ηi(B
c
R)

)

≤ 2K1ε
2 + 2 sup

‖x‖≤√
ε

h1(‖x‖) + 2‖h1‖∞K1ε+ 4‖r‖∞
K1ε

2

R2

= 2
(

1 +
2‖r‖∞
R2

)

K1ε
2 + 2Lip(r)

√
ε+ 2Lip(r)K1ε.
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From (4.25), (4.27), we get

ρ∗ε(x)− ρ∗USM
(x) ≥ − sup

u∈USM

sup
ηi∈Hε,i[u]

(

2
∑

i=1

∫

Rd

hR(‖x‖)ηi(dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

ηi(B
c
R)

)

− ε

≥ −2
(

1 +
2‖r‖∞
R2

)

K1ε
2 − 2Lip(r)

√
ε− 2Lip(r)K1ε− ε.

Combining the above two inequalities, the result follows.
�

Remark 4.10. Neither Theorem 4.6 nor Theorem 4.7 implies that ρ∗U(x) = ρ∗USM
(x)

for all x ∈ R
d. But from Theorem 2.3, it follows that ρ(x, U∗(·)) = ρ∗U(x) for all

x ∈ supp(η∗).
i.e., U∗(·) is ergodic optimal for all initial conditions x ∈ supp(η∗), in the sense of
Definition 1.1(i).

4.1. Constant Diffusion matrix. We consider the case when σ is a constant non
negative definite matrix. Set σ̂(0) = σ̂. The sdes (4.3), (4.4) and (4.14) respectively
takes the forms

dXε(t) = m(Xε(t), U(t))dt + (σ + εσ̂)dW (t),(4.33)

dY ε
i (t) = bi(Y

ε
i (t))dt+ εσ̂dW (t),(4.34)

dY ε(t) = (m(Xε(t), U(t)) −m(X(t), U(t)))dt+ ε σ̂dW (t).(4.35)

Let Vi(0, x) denote the quasi potential given by

Vi(0, x) = inf
{1

2

∫ T

0

〈(ϕ̇(t)− bi(ϕ(t)), â(ϕ(t))(ϕ̇(t)− bi(ϕ(t))〉 dt :

ϕ ∈ C[0, T ], ϕ(0) = 0, ϕ(T ) = x, T > 0
}

= inf
u(·)∈Ui

∫ ∞

0

u(t)T â−1u(t)dt

where â = σ̂σ̂T and Ui is the set of all measurable u : [0, ∞) → R
d such that the

solution yi(·) of
dyi(t) = −(bi(yi(t)) + u(t))dt, y(0) = x

satisfies yi(t) → 0 as t→ ∞.
Under (B), the sde (4.34) has a unique invariant probability distribution. Since

the process Y ε
i (·) is Feller, it follows that any limit point ηε,i of empirical measures

given in Lemma 4.2 is an invariant distribution, see for example Theorem 1.5.15,
p.22, [1], and hence empirical measures converges to its unique invariant probability
distribution ηε,i. Therefore from Lemma 4.2, we have ηε,i → δ0 weakly.
We use the following large deviations result about the invariant probability mea-
sures of (4.34).

Lemma 4.11. Assume (C). The process Y ε
i (·) given by (4.34) has a unique invari-

ant probability measure ηε,i has a density ϕε,i and satisfies
(i)

lim
ε→0

ε2 ln ηε,i(D) = − inf
x∈D

Vi(0, x), i = 1, 2,

for any domain D ⊆ R
d.
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(ii)

lim
ε→0

ε2 lnϕε,i(x) = −Vi(0, x), x ∈ R
d.

Proof. The first part follows easily by mimicking the arguments of Theorem 4.3,
pp.111-113, [9]. The second part follows from Theorem 2, [2].

�

Theorem 4.12. Assume (A1), (B) and (C) and that σ is a constant non negative
definite matrix.
(i) The following inequality holds:

|ρ∗ǫ (x) − ρ∗U (x)| ≤ 2

∫

Rd

h1(‖x‖)e−
∑2

i=1
Vi(0,x)

ε2 dx+ 4‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

e−
inf‖x‖≥1 Vi(0,x)

ε2 .

(ii) ρ∗USM
(x) = ρ∗U (x) for all x ∈ R

d.
(iii) If U∗

ε (·) denote the ergodic optimal control of (4.33);(2.2), then

lim
ε→0

ρ(x, U∗
ε (·)) = ρ∗U (x), x ∈ R

d,

lim
ε→0

ρε(x, U
∗
ε (·)) = ρ∗.

Proof. For x ∈ R
d, an admissible pair (X(·), U(·)) of the sde (1.1) such that X(0) =

x, we can assume without any loss of generality that U(·) is in prescribed form. Let
Xε(·) respectively denote solutions to (1.1) corresponding to the control U(·) and
initial condition x. Then

ρ∗ε(x) − ρ(x, U(·)) ≤ ρε(x, U(·) − ρ(x, U(·))

≤ lim sup
t→∞

1

t
E

[

∫ t

0

(r(Xǫ(s), U(s)) − r(X(s), U(s)))ds

]

≤ lim sup
t→∞

1

t
E

[

∫ t

0

hR(‖Xǫ(s)−X(s)‖)ds
]

+2‖r‖∞ lim sup
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

P (‖Xǫ(s)−X(s)‖ ≥ R)ds.

Now using the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.4, we have

ρ∗ǫ (x)− ρ∗U (x) ≤
2

∑

i=1

∫

Rd

h1(‖x‖)ηǫ,i(dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

ηǫ,i(B
c
1),

where ηǫ,i(dx) is the unique invariant probability measure of Y ε
i (·). Now repeat the

argument with Uε(t) = u∗ε(X
ε(t)), t ≥ 0, where u∗ε is an ergodic optimal stationary

Markov control of (4.33);(2.2), we get

ρ∗ǫ (x)− ρ∗U (x) ≥ −
(

2
∑

i=1

∫

Rd

h1(‖x‖)ηǫ,i(dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

ηǫ,i(B
c
1)
)

.

Thus we have

(4.36) |ρ∗ǫ (x)− ρ∗U (x)| ≤
2

∑

i=1

∫

Rd

h1(‖x‖)ηǫ,i(dx) + 2‖r‖∞
2

∑

i=1

ηǫ,i(B
c
1).
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From Lemma 4.11 (i), we get for small enough ε

(4.37) 0 ≤ ηε,i(B
c
1) ≤ 2e−

inf‖x‖≥1 Vi(0,x)

ε2 , i = 1, 2.

From Lemma 4.11 (ii), we get for small enough ε

(4.38) 0 ≤
∫

Rd

h1(‖x‖)ηε,i(dx) ≤ 2

∫

Rd

h1(‖x‖)e−
Vi(0,x)

ε2 dx, i = 1, 2.

Now combining (4.36), (4.37) and (4.38), we get the desired bounds(i). Now proof
of (ii) is easy and the proof of second limit in (iii) follows from Theorem 2.3.

�

5. Tunneling of controlled gradient flows in R

The assumption (B) in Section 4, implicitly enforces that m(·, ·) can not have
multiple local extrema for any control strategy. Hence it is not suprising to see that
ρε(x, U

ε(·)) → ρ∗U (x) for each x ∈ R
d. This will not be the case in general which

is the subject matter of this section. In this section, we establish tunneling for
the state dynamics under optimal stationary Markov control when the controlled
dynamics is given by deterministic gradient flow in R with an additive control taking
values in U which is a closed and bounded interval.

Let V : R → R be a smooth function with finitely many points of extrema and
satisfies the growth condition

lim
|x|→∞

V (x)

|x|1+β
= ∞,

for some β > 0.
We consider ergodic control problem with state dynamics

(5.1) dX(t) =
(

− V ′(X(t)) + U(t)
)

dt

and cost criterion

(5.2) ρ(x, U(·)) = lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(X(s), U(s))ds
]

,

where U(·) ∈ U and X(·) is the solution to (5.1) with initial condition X(0) = x.
The corresponding small noise perturbed ergodic optimal control problem is given
with state dynamics

(5.3) dXε(t) =
(

− V ′(Xε(t)) + U(t)
)

dt+ εdW (t)

and cost criterion

(5.4) ρε(x, U(·)) = lim inf
t→∞

1

t
Ex

[

∫ t

0

r(Xε(s), U(s))ds
]

,

where U(·) ∈ U and Xε(·) is the solution to (5.3) with initial condition x.
Let uε(·) be an optimal stationary Markov control for (5.3); (5.4). We make the

following assumption about uε(·).
We assume:

Assumption (T). (i) The potential Vε given by

(5.5) Vε(x) = V (x)−
∫ x

0

uε(y)dy, x ∈ R

has finitely many critical points .
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(ii) Along a subsequence uε converges pointwise and we denote its limit point by
u0.

(iii) The potential V0 given by

(5.6) V0(x) = V (x)−
∫ x

0

u0(y)dy, x ∈ R

has finitely many critical points.
(iv) There exists δ-ergodic optimal uδ for (5.1); (5.2), which is smooth and

uδ → u0 pointwise.
(v) uε is piecewise smooth and (uε)′+ is uniformly bounded on compact sets.

For the remaining analysis, we take the subsequence as ε itself. Observe that
Vε → V0 uniformly on compact sets and hence any extremum of Vε converges to
the corresponding local extremum of V0. Hence without any loss of generality, we
assume that Vε, V0 have the same set of local extrema given by x1 < y1 < x2 <
· · · < yN−1 < xN where yi’s are local maxima and xi’s represent local minima. Set

E1 = (−∞, y1), EN = (yN−1, ∞), Ei = (yi−1, yi), i = 2, · · · , N − 1.

For δ > 0, set

(5.7) uεδ(x) =
1

δ

∫ x+δ

x

uε(y)dy, u0δ(x) =
1

δ

∫ x+δ

x

u0(y)dy.

Using the arguments for the proof of (4.25) in Theorem 4.6, we have

(5.8) ρε(x, u
ε
δ(·)) = ρε(x, u

ε(·)) +O(δ).

We will use the following facts. For a piecewise smooth function f : R → R,

• If f is right continuous, then fδ is differentiable and

f ′
δ(x) =

1

δ
(f(x+ δ+)− f(x+)),

where f(x+) denote the right limit of f at x.
• More over

lim
δ→0

f ′
δ(x) = f ′

+(x),

where f ′
+(x) denote the right derivative of f at x.

Define the potentials

Vε,δ(x) = V (x)−
∫ x

0

uεδ(y)dy,(5.9)

V0,δ(x) = V (x)−
∫ x

0

u0δ(y)dy, x ∈ R

It is easy to see that for δ > 0 small enough, set of local extrema of Vε,δ, V0,δ is
{x1, y1, · · · , yN−1, xN}. Also using assumption (T), it follows that

|Vε,δ(x) − Vε(x)| ≤ K1(a, b)δ, x ∈ [a, b],(5.10)

|Vε,δ(x)− V0,δ(x)| ≤ ωa,b(ε), x ∈ [a, b],(5.11)

lim
ε→0

V ′′
ε,δ(x) = V ′′

0,δ(x), x ∈ R,(5.12)

whereK1(a, b) is a constant depends only on a, b and ωa,b is a modulus of continuity.
Set

(5.13) V̄ε,δ(yj) = Vε,δ(yj)− Vε,δ(xi), j = i− 1, i, ε ≥ 0.
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Consider the ode

(5.14) dX(t) = −V ′
0,δ(X(t))dt

and the small noise perturbed sdes given by

(5.15) dXε
δ (t) = −V ′

ε,δ(X
ε
δ (t))dt + εdW (t)

and

(5.16) dXε(t) = −V ′
ε (X

ε(t))dt+ εdW (t),

where W (·) is a {Ft}-Wiener process in R. Define the stoping times τε,δi , τεi , i =
1, 2, · · · , N as

(5.17) τε,δi = inf{t ≥ 0|Xε
δ (t) /∈ Ei},

(5.18) τεi = inf{t ≥ 0|Xε(t) /∈ Ei}.
Lemma 5.1. For each δ > 0, follow holds.

lim
ε→0

ε2 lnExτ
ε,δ
i = min{V̄0,δ(yi−1), V̄0,δ(yi)} := 2λδi , x ∈ Ei, i = 1, 2, · · · , N.

Proof. Observe that V ′
ε,δ → V ′

0,δ uniformly on compact subsets and V ′′
ε,δ → V ′′

0,δ

pointwise. By closely mimicking the arguments in the proof of Theorem 4.1, pp.106-
109 of [9], it follows that

lim
ε→0

(

ε2 lnExτ
ε,δ
i − min{V̄ε,δ(yi−1), V̄ε,δ(yi)}

)

= 0.

Hence the result follows.
�

Let

S = argmaxiλ
δ
i := {xm1 , xm2 , · · · , xmκ

}, xm1 < xm2 < · · · < xmκ
,

λδ = max
i
λδi ,(5.19)

W1 = (−∞, ym1), Wκ = (ymκ−1 , ∞),

Wi = (ymi−1 , ymi
), i = 2, · · · , κ

denote the deep wells and their respective local minima. Define X̂ε
δ (t) = Xε

δ (e
2
ε2

λδ

t), t ≥
0. Let (y1i , y

2
i ) = Vi ⊂ V ′

i ⊂Wi, i = 1, 2, · · · , κ be such that xmi
∈ Vi for all i and

V ′
i is a distance r > 0 from the boundary ∂Wi. Set V = ∪κ

i=1Vi. Define the trace

of X̂ε
δ (·) as follows.

Y ε
δ (t) = X̂ε

δ (S
ε,δ(t)), t ≥ 0, where(5.20)

T ε,δ(t) =

∫ t

0

I{X̂ε
δ
(s)∈V }ds, t ≥ 0,

Sε,δ(t) = sup{s ≥ 0 : T ε,δ(s) ≤ t}, t ≥ 0.

It is easy to see that for each t, Sε,δ(t) is a {Ft}- stopping time. Set Gt = FS(t), t ≥
0.

Let Ψ : R \ {ym1 , · · · , ymκ
} → S be defined as

Ψ(x) = xmi
, if x ∈Wi, i = 1, 2, · · · , κ.
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Consider the process

Zε
δ (t) = Ψ(Y ε

δ (t)), t ≥ 0.

To characterize the limit of Zε
δ (·), we need some auxillary results. Set

(5.21) Cδ =
κ
∑

j=1

1
√

|V ′′
0,δ(xmj

)|
.

Lemma 5.2. Follwing estimates holds.
(i)

∫

R

e−
2
ε2

Vε,δ(x)dx =
√
πεe−

2
ε2

λδ

Cδ(1 +O(ε)).

(ii) Let ηε,δ denote the invariant distribution of (5.15). Then

(5.22) ηε,δ(Vi) =
1

Cδ

√

|V ′′
0,δ(xmi

)|
(

1 +O(ε)
)

, i = 1, 2, · · · , κ.

Proof. Applying Laplace method, we get
∫

R

e−
2
ε2

Vε,δ(x)dx =
√
πεe−

2
ε2

λδ
κ
∑

j=1

1
√

|V ′′
ε,δ(xmj

)|
(1 +O(ε))

=
√
πεe−

2
ε2

λδ
κ
∑

j=1

1
√

|V ′′
0,δ(xmj

)|
(1 +O(ε)).

The last equality follows from (5.12). This completes the proof of (i) .
A similar application of Laplace method to the interval Vi yields (ii).

�

Let τ̂ε,δi denote the exit time of the process Xε
δ (·) from Wi, i = 1, 2, · · · , κ. Set

Pxmi

(

Xε
δ (τ̂

ε,δ
i ) = ymi

)

= pε,δii+1,

Pxmi

(

Xε
δ (τ̂

ε,δ
i ) = ymi−1

)

= pε,δii−1,

pδii+1 =

√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi−1)|

√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi−1)|+

√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi

)|
(5.23)

pδii−1 =

√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi

)|
√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi−1)|+

√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi

)|
.

Since ψ(x) = Px

(

Xε
δ (τ̂

ε,δ
i ) = ymi

)

, x ∈ Wi uniquely solve

(5.24) Lε,δψ :=
ε2

2
ψ′′ − V ′

ε,δψ
′ = 0, ψ(ymi−1) = 0, ψ(ymi

) = 1.

Hence, we get

pε,δii+1 =

∫ xmi

ymi−1
e

2
ε2

Vε,δ(x)dx
∫ ymi

ymi−1
e

2
ε2

Vε,δ(x)dx
.

Now repeating similar compuations as in the proof of Lemma 5.2, we have the
following.
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Lemma 5.3. Follwing estimates hold.

pε,δii+1 = pδii+1 +O(ε),

pε,δii−1 = pδii−1 +O(ε).

Set

µδ(xmi
) =

1

Cδ

√

|V ′′
0,δ(xmi

)|
,

λ(1) =
1

Cδµδ(xm1 )
√

|V ′′
0,δ(ym1)|

λ(i) =
1

Cδµδ(xmi
)

( 1
√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi−1)|

+
1

√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi

)|

)

, i ≥ 2,(5.25)

Qδ(xmi
, xmi+1) =

1

Zδµδ(xmi
)
√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi

)|
, i = 1, 2, · · · , κ− 1,

Qδ(xmi
, xmi−1) =

1

Zδµδ(xmi
)
√

|V ′′
0,δ(ymi−1)|

, i = 2, · · · , κ.

Let Zδ(·) denote the continuous time Markov chain with state space S with rate
matrix Qδ. Then its generator is given by, for i = 1, 2, · · · , κ,

(5.26) Lδf(xmi
) = λ(i)pδii−1

(

f(xmi
)− f(xmi−1)

)

+λ(i)pδii+1

(

f(xmi
)− f(xmi+1)

)

.

Let hi : R → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that hi(x) = 1, x ∈ Vi, hi(x) =
0, x ∈ R \ V ′

i , i = 1, 2, · · · , κ.

Lemma 5.4. For F : S → R, the ode

(5.27) e
2
ε2

λδ

Lε,δfε = −
κ
∑

i=1

LδF (xmi
)hi

has a solution fε ∈ W 2,p(R), p ≥ 2 such that fε(x) → F (xmi
), x ∈ Vi, i =

1, 2, · · · , κ.

Proof. Let Vi = (y1i , y
2
i ), i = 1, 2, · · · , κ. Let (a(i), b(i)), i = 1, 2 · · · , κ are chosen

such that

F (xm1 ) = LF (xm1) + b(1)pδ12

F (xmi
) = LF (xmi

) + a(i)pδii−1 + b(i)pδii+1, i = 2, · · · , κ− 1,(5.28)

F (xmκ
) = LF (xmκ

) + a(κ)pδκκ−1.

Observe that the choice is not unique. Set a(1) = b(κ) = 0. Consider the ode

Lε,δf = −e− 2
ε2

λδ

LδF (xmi
), x ∈ Vi,

f(y1i ) = a(i), f(y2i ) = b(i), i = 1, 2, · · · , κ.(5.29)
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Let τ̃ε,δi denote the exit time of Xε
δ (·) from Vi, i = 1, 2, · · · , κ. Then it is easy to see

that solution f i
ε ∈ C2(Vi), of (5.29) satisfies

f1
ε (x) = e−

2
ε2

λδ

LF (xm1)Ex[τ̃
ε,δ
1 ] + b(1)pδ12 +O(ε), x ∈ V1

f i
ε(x) = e−

2
ε2

λδ

LF (xmi
)Ex[τ̃

ε,δ
i ] + a(i)pδii−1 + b(i)pδii+1 +O(ε), x ∈ Vi,

i = 2, · · · , κ− 1,

fκ
ε (x) = e−

2
ε2

λδ

LF (xmκ
)Ex[τ̃

ε,δ
1 ] + a(κ)pδκκ−1 +O(ε), x ∈ Vκ.

Consider the ode

Lε,δg = −e− 2
ε2

λδ

LδF (xmi
)hi, x ∈Wi \ Vi,

g(y2i ) = f i
ε(y

2
i ), g(y

1
i ) = f i

ε(y
2
i ),(5.30)

g(y) = Wi \ V ′
i , i = 1, 2, · · · , κ.

Then there exists unique solution giε ∈ C2(Wi \ Vi) to (5.30). Then

fε =

κ
∑

i=1

(

f i
εIVi

+ giεIWi\Vi

)

.

is a weak solution to (5.27) in W 1,p(R), p ≥ 2. A straightforward regularity argu-
ment implies that fε ∈ W 2,p(R), p ≥ 2 and hence an a.e. solution as well. From
Lemma 5.1 and the definition of λδ, we have

lim
ε→0

ε2 lnExτ̃
ε,δ
i = λδ

Hence fε(x) →
∑κ

i=1 F (xmi
), x ∈ Vi pointwise.

�

Now by mimicking the arguments from [16], we have the following result.

Lemma 5.5. (i) For each t > 0,

lim
ε→0

sup
x∈Vi

Px

(

τ̆ε,δi ≤ t
)

≤ K1t,

for some K1 > 0, where τ̆ε,δi denote the exit time for X̂ε
δ (·) from Wi.

(ii) For x ∈ V ,

lim
ε→0

Ex

[

∫ t

0

I{X̂ε
δ
(s)∈V c}ds

]

= 0, t > 0.

Following the arguments of [16], using Lemma 5.5, we have

Lemma 5.6. For each δ > 0, the laws of the process Zε
δ (·) is tight.

Theorem 5.7. For each δ > 0, the process Zε
δ (·) converges in law to the continuous

time Markov chain Zδ(·) as ε→ 0.

Proof. Consider the process Zε
δ (·). Let Z(·) be a limit point, we take ε→ 0 as the

corresponding subsequential limit for simplicity. Set

g =

κ
∑

i=1

LδF (xmi
)hi.



SMALL NOISE PERTURBATION FOR ERGODIC CONTROL 31

Consider the martingale

M ε
δ (t) = fε(X̂

ε
δ (t))−

∫ t

0

L̂ε,δfε(X̂
ε
δ (s))ds

= fε(X̂
ε
δ (t))−

∫ t

0

g(X̂ε
δ (s))ds

= fε(X̂
ε
δ (t))−

∫ t

0

g(X̂ε
δ (s))I{X̂ε

δ
(s)∈V }ds+

∫ t

0

g(X̂ε
δ (s))I{X̂ε

δ
(s)∈V c}ds.

Since Sε,δ(t) is a stopping time with respect to {Ft}, it follows that
M̂ ε

δ (t) =M ε
δ (S

ε,δ(t)), t ≥ 0

is a {Gt}-martingale. Now from the definition of Sε,δ(·) and hi, it follows that

M̂ ε
δ (t) = fε(Z

ε
δ (t)) −

κ
∑

i=1

∫ t

0

LδF (xmi
)IVi

(Zε
δ (s))ds +O(ε).

For 0 ≤ t1 < t2 · · · < tn ≤ s < t, n ≥ 1, ϕ ∈ Cb(R
n), we have

E
[

ϕ(Zε
δ (t1), Z

ε
δ (t2), · · · , Zε

δ (tn))
(

M̂ ε
δ (t)− M̂ ε

δ (s)
)

]

= 0

Now by letting ε→ 0, using Lemma 5.4, we get

E
[

ϕ(Z(t1), Z(t2), · · · , Z(tn))
(

M̂(t)− M̂(s)
)

]

= 0,

where

M̂(t) = F (Z(t))−
∫ t

0

LδF (Z(s))ds, t ≥ 0.

Therefore M̂(·) is a martigale. Hence Z(·) is a continuous time Markov chain with
generator Lδ. This completes the proof.

�

Let Z(·) denote the continuous time Markov chain with state space S and gen-
erator L given by

(5.31) Lf(xmi
) = λ(i)pii−1

(

f(xmi
)− f(xmi−1)

)

+λ(i)pii+1

(

f(xmi
)− f(xmi+1)

)

,

where

pii+1 =

√

|V ′′
0 (ymi−1+)|

√

|V ′′
0 (ymi−1+)|+

√

|V ′′
0 (ymi

+)|

pii−1 =

√

|V ′′
0 (ymi

+)|
√

|V ′′
0 (ymi−1+)|+

√

|V ′′
0 (ymi

+)|
,

C0 =

κ
∑

j=1

1
√

|V ′′
0 (xmj

+)|

µ(xmi
) =

1

C0

√

|V ′′
0 (xmi

+)|
,(5.32)

λ(1) =
1

C0µ(xm1)
√

|V ′′
0 (ym1+)|

λ(i) =
1

C0µ(xmi
)

( 1
√

|V ′′
0 (ymi−1+)|

+
1

√

|V ′′
0 (ymi

+)|
)

, i ≥ 2.
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Lemma 5.8. The invariant distribution ηε,δ converges to the unique invariant
ditsribution of Z(·) as ε→ 0, δ → 0 in that order.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 5.2 (i) and the observation that µδ given in (5.25) is
the unique invariant distribution of Zδ(·). Now from (5.31), it follows that µδ → µ,
the unique invariant measure of Z(·). �

Lemma 5.9. Assume (T). Then assumption (H2) holds for u0.

Proof. Let uδ(·) be a δ-optimal smooth stationary Markov control for (5.1); (5.2),
i.e., there exists πδ ∈ G such that

∫∫

r̄(x, u)πδ(dxdu) ≤ ρ∗ + δ,

∫∫

f(x, u)πδ(dxdu) =

∫

f(x, uδ(x))ηδ(dx),(5.33)

for some ηδ ∈ P(R). Set

(5.34) Vδ(x) = V (x)−
∫ x

0

uδ(y)dy, x ∈ R

Let Xε,δ(·) and Xδ(·) denote respectively the solution to (5.3) and (5.1) corre-
sponding to uδ(·). Let η̂ε,δ(dx) dnote the unique invariant probability measure of
Xε,δ(·). Set

p̂δii+1 =

√

|V ′′
δ (ymi−1)|

√

|V ′′
δ (ymi−1)|+

√

|V ′′
δ (ymi

)|

p̂δii−1 =

√

|V ′′
δ (ymi

)|
√

|V ′′
δ (ymi−1)|+

√

|V ′′
δ (ymi

)|
,(5.35)

Ĉδ =

κ
∑

j=1

1
√

|V ′′
δ (xmj

)|
,

µ̂δ(xmi
) =

1

Ĉδ

√

|V ′′
δ (xmi

)|
,

λ̂(1) =
1

Ĉδµ̂δ(xm1)
√

|V ′′
δ (ym1)|

,

λ̂(i) =
1

Ĉδµ̂δ(xmi
)

( 1
√

|V ′′
δ (ymi−1)|

+
1

√

|V ′′
δ (ymi

)|
)

, i ≥ 2,

Q̂δ(xmi
, xmi+1) =

1

Ĉδµ̂δ(xmi
)
√

|V ′′
δ (ymi

)|
, i = 1, 2, · · · , κ− 1,(5.36)

Q̂δ(xmi
, xmi−1) =

1

Ĉδµ̂δ(xmi
)
√

|V ′′
δ (ymi−1)|

, i = 2, · · · , κ.

Let Ẑδ(·) denote the continuous time Markov chain with state space S with rate

matrix Q̂δ. Then the generator is given by for , i = 1, 2, · · · , κ,
(5.37) L̂δf(xmi

) = λ̂(i)p̂δii−1

(

f(xmi
)− f(xmi−1)

)

+ λ̂(i)p̂δii+1

(

f(xmi
)− f(xmi+1)

)

.

Now by mimicking the analysis used to prove Theorem 5.7, it follows that η̂ε,δ(dx)

converges to the unique invariant probability distribution µ̂δ of Ẑδ(·). Clearly µ̂δ
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is an invariant probability distribution of Ẑδ(·). Now
∫

r̄(x, uδ(x))µ̂δ(dx) ≤ ρ∗ + δ.

Hence (H2) holds for u0.
�

Theorem 5.10. Assume (T). Then

lim
δ→0

lim
ε→0

ρε(x, u
ε
δ(·) = ρ∗.

More over ρ∗ is given by

ρ∗ = lim
t→∞

1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(Z(s), u0(Z(s))ds
]

.

Proof. Consider

ρε(x, u
ε
δ(·) = lim inf

t→∞
1

t
E
[

∫ t

0

r(Xε
δ (s), u

ε
δ(X

ε
δ (s))ds

=

∫

r(x, uεδ(x))η
ε,δ(dx)

=

∫

(r(x, uεδ(x) − r(x, u0δ(x))η
ε,δ(dx) +

∫

r̄(x, u0δ(x))η
ε,δ(dx)

Since uεδ → u0δ uniformly on compact sets, it follows from Lemma 5.8

lim
ε→0

ρε(x, u
ε
δ(·)) =

∫

r(x, u0δ(x))µ
δ(dx).

Hence using (5.8), we get

lim
ε→0

ρε(x, u
ε(·)) = lim

δ→0

∫

r(x, u0δ(x))µ
δ(dx)

=

∫

r(x, u0(x))µ(dx),

where µ(dx) is the unique invariant probability measure of Z(·) given in (5.32).
The last equality follows since µδ, µ are supported on S. From Theorem 2.1 and
Lemma 5.9, we have

lim
ε→0

ρε(x, u
ε(·)) = ρ∗.

Hence we get

(5.38) ρ∗ =

∫

r(x, u0(x))µ(dx).

This completes the proof.
�

Lemma .11. Assume (A1). For any prescribed control U(·), let X(·) denote a
unique solution to the sde (1.1). The semigroup {Tt : t ≥ 0} of X(·) satisfies the
following. For each f ∈ C2

b (R
d), Ttf is Lipschitz continuous for each t ≥ 0.
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Proof. For x1, x2 ∈ R
d, let X(x1; ·), X(x2; ·) denote unique solutions to (1.1) corre-

sponding to U(·) and initial conditions x1, x2 respectively. Now using Ito’s formula
we get for f ∈ C2

b (R
d),

(.39) df(X(xi; t)) = LU(t)f(X(xi; t))dt+∇f(X(xi; t))σ(X(xi; t))dW (t), i = 1, 2.

Using (A1) and (.39), we have

|Ttf(x1)− Ttf(x2)| = |Ef(X(x1; t))− Ef(X(x2; t))|

≤ |f(x1)− f(x2) +K1

∫ t

0

E‖X(x1; s)−X(x2; s)‖ds

≤ K2‖x1 − x2‖,
where the last inequality follows from Remark 2.2.6, p.39, [1] and K1,K2 are con-
stants which may depend on T, f but not on x1, x2.

�

Lemma .12. Assume (A1). Consider the process Zε(·) given in Lemma 4.2. If
µε ∈ P(R3d) satisfies

∫∫∫

Lε
Zf(z)µ

ε(dz) = 0 for all f ∈ C∞
c (R3d),

then µε is an invariant probability measure of the process Zε(·).
Proof. For f ∈ C∞

c (R3d), using Itô’s formula), we have

Ezf(Z
ε
t ) = f(z) +

∫ t

0

Ez[Lε
Zf(Z

ε
s )]ds

Define

Ttf(z) = Ezf(Z
ε
t ), z ∈ R

3d, t > 0, T0f = f.

Then {Tt : t ≥ 0} is a strongly continuous semigroup with generator Lε
Z . Then for

f ∈ D(Lε
Z), from Propostion 1.3.1, p.10, [1], we have

Ttf ∈ D(Lε
Z), Lε

Z(Ttf) = Tt(Lε
Z)

and

Ezf(Xt) = f(z) +

∫ t

0

Lε
Z(Tsf)(z)ds.

Integrate the above with respect to µε, we get
∫∫∫

Ezf(Z
ε
t )µ

ε(dz) =

∫∫∫

f(z)µε(dz) +

∫ t

0

∫∫∫

Lε
Z(Tsf)(z)µ

ε(dz)ds

=

∫∫∫

f(z)µε(dz).

The last equality holds, since Tsf ∈ D(Lε
Z ). In particular, since C∞

c (R3d) ⊆ D(Lε
Z),

we have
∫∫∫

Ezf(Z
ε
t )µ

ε(dz) =

∫∫∫

f(z)µε(dz) for all f ∈ C∞
c (R3d), t > 0.

Hence µε is an invariant probability measure for Zε(·). �

Remark .13. The above result doesn’t assume that process Zε(·) is Feller instead
we assume C∞

c (R3d) ⊆ D(Lε
Z) but the proof is standard. We give it for the sake

completeness.
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