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Abstract

This work studies the averaging principle for a fully coupled two time-scale
system, whose slow process is a diffusion process and fast process is a purely jumping
process on an infinitely countable state space. The ergodicity of the fast process has
important impact on the limit system and the averaging principle. We showed that
under strongly ergodic condition, the limit system admits a unique solution, and the
slow process converges in the L'-norm to the limit system. However, under certain
weaker ergodicity condition, the limit system admits a solution, but not necessarily
unique, and the slow process can be proved to converge weakly to a solution of the
limit system.
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1 Introduction

We study in this work a fully coupled two time-scale stochastic system (X% Y, "%) in
R? x S, where S = {1,2,..., N} with N < oo. The slow process (X;*) is described as a
solution to the following stochastic differential equation (SDE):

AdX7Y = (X, Y0 dt + Vea (X%, Y9N AW,
X% =m eRY Yy =ip€S,

(1.1)
and the fast process (Y,7) is a jumping-process on S satisfying

245 (2)3 +0(d), if i # j,

1 Y (1.2)
1+ Lga(2) +0(8), ifi=]

PGS =Y, =i, X7 = 2) = {
for § > 0,4,5 €S, v € R% and ¢, @ are small positive parameters. In the existing
literatures, the system (X%, Y;"%) is called fully coupled if the diffusion coefficient o of
slow process (X;*) depends on the fast process (¥;7") and the transition rates (¢;;(2)); jes
of the fast process (Y,7%) depends on (X;) as well.

Multi-scale systems arise in many research fields such as in biology systems [9, 20,
21, 24, 32|, in mathematical finance [10, 11}, etc. Correspondingly, there are many works
devoted to the study of averaging principle, central limit theorems, and large deviations of
these stochastic models. For a two time-scale system where both slow and fast components
are continuous processes given as solutions of SDEs, these problems have been extensively
studied, such as, in [1, 23, 24, 25, 27, 28, 33, 38, 39], in [16] for SDEs driven by fractional
Brownian motions. The interaction between the fast component and the slow one makes

a fully coupled two time-scale system much complicated, which has been revealed in the
works [26, 33, 38, 39].

The averaging principle says that the slow process (X;'®) will converge to some limit
process (X;) as €, — 0. When the fast process (Y;"*) does not depend on (X;),
usually called an uncoupled system, the averaging principle often holds in quite general
conditions. However, when (Y, ) depends on (X;®) and particularly (V") does not
locate in a compact space, it becomes more difficult to establish the averaging principle.
In this work we focus on addressing the impact on the limit behavior of (X%, Y;>%) caused
by: 1) various ergodicities of the fast process on the wellposedness of the limit process
(X;); 2) when the state space S is infinitely countable, the dependence on the fixed state
of the slow process (X;®) of the invariant measure of (Y,~%).
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Let us review some known works in the setting similar to ours. In the situation
that (Y;>%) is a continuous time Markov chain independent of the slow process (X;“),
Eizenberg and Freidlin [8], Freidlin and Lee [13] investigated separately the limit behavior
of solutions of PDE systems with Dirichlet boundary associated with (X7, Y;"")>0 when
the diffusion coefficient of X;® does not depend or depends on Y;”". These two works
reveal that whether the diffusion coefficient of X;* depends on Y, or not has important
impact on the method to study the limit behavior of (X Y;>"). To provide a decisive
estimate on the difference between (X;“) and its limit process, a large deviation principle
(LDP) was established in [17, 18].

For a setting where the fast process (Y;7%) is a jumping process depending on the slow
process (X;'”) as well, the averaging principle and LDP have been studied by Faggionato,
Gabrielli, and Crivellari [9] and Budhiraja, Dupuis and Ganguly [4]. [9] considered a
simple case without diffusion term for the slow component by the nonlinear semigroup
method developed by Feng and Kurtz [12]. Whereas, [4] considered a fully coupled case
by using the weak convergence method, and established a process level large deviation
principle.

All the aforementioned works, no matter whether the fast jumping process (Y;%)
depends on (X;) or not, considered only the situation that the state space S of (Y;%)
is a finite state space, which is hence compact. However, the infinite countability of the
state space S of (Y, ) has important impact on the averaging principle and LDP of
(X7, YY), For example, in a simple setting o = 1, Bezuidenhout [2] studied the LDP of
certain functionals of (X7 V") with the diffusion coefficient of (X;“) independent of
(Y;>?). Tt showed that the LDP holds when (Y;”®) is in a finite state space. Furthermore,
it was shown by a counterexample that when (Y,~%) is a Markov chain in an infinite state
space, the LDP may fail. Meanwhile, as our studied system (X;%,Y;”") is fully coupled,
the invariant probability measure 7* = (7¥);cs of (Y;"“) will depend on the position z of
the slow process (X;*). The infinite countability of S makes the regularity of z — 7°
become much more complicated than the case that § is finite. The regularity of z — 7*
has important impact on the characterization of the limit system.

Precisely, suppose (¢;;(x)); jes is a conservative, irreducible transition rate matrix for
every x € RY, which is Lipschitz continuous in  in certain matrix norm. Let Z(S) be
the space of all probability measures over S endowed with the total variation norm. Let
7 € P(S) be the invariant probability measure associated with (g;;(z)); jes provided
it exists. Then, when S is a finite state space, z + 7% as a function from R to Z(S)



is Lipschitz continuous. This result has been proved in [9] and [4] in different ways. [9]
proved it by the Perron-Frobenius theorem to express 7% in terms of a nonzero right
eigenvector of (¢;;()); jes corresponding to the eigenvalue 0. In [4], it is proved through
expressing 7* as a polynomial of transition probabilities according to Freidlin and Wentzell
[14]. Nevertheless, these two methods are infeasible when S is infinite. Moreover, when
S is infinitely countable, x — 7 could be not Lipschitz continuous and even not Holder
continuous of any exponent in (0, 1); see our Example 2.1 below.

To establish the averaging principle when § is infinitely countable, our main challenge
is to study the regularity of x — 7% from R? to #(S). To overcome this difficulty, the
ergodic property of P/ plays a crucial role, where P/ denotes the semigroup associated
with the Markov chain with transition rate matrix (g;;(z));jes. We shall show that
x +— 7" is Lipschitz continuous if P is strongly ergodic uniformly w.r.t. = based on an
integration by parts formula for continuous time Markov chains. If supposing only that
PP is ergodic and ||Pf(i,-) — 7%||var < Cymy for @ € S with C; > 0, n; € [0, 2] satisfying
fooo nsds < 0o, x — 7m* is shown to be 1/2-Holder continuous. To prove this assertion, we
develop a coupling method for parameter-dependent Markov chains based on Skorokhod’s
representation theorem for jumping processes. Consequently, under the strongly ergodic
condition, the equation to characterize the limit process (X;) admits a unique solution,
and we can show that (X;®) converges in L'-norm to (X;) as ¢, — 0. However, under
ergodic condition, (X;'®) converges weakly to its limit process provided that the limit
system is unique. The ratio e/« as £, — 0 has no impact on the averaging principle.
Nevertheless, the large deviation principle of (X;*, Y, ") will be shown to depend heavily
on the ratio £/« in our another work.

The remainder of this work is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state the main
results of this work including: the regularity of x — 7* under two different ergodicity
conditions, and the averaging principle for (X;“,Y;"");>0 in respectively strong and weak
convergence sense. Section 3 is devoted to developing the coupling method for parameter-
dependent Markov chains, which is not only the basis to study the regularity of z + 7«
under the weak ergodicity condition of (Y,), but also plays an important role to decouple
the close interaction between (X;'*) and (V") to establish the averaging principle. The
arguments of main results are all presented in Section 4.



2 Statement of main results

This section is devoted to establishing the averaging principle for (X;,Y,"%);>0 as e, «
go to zero. Let us begin with introducing three fundamental conditions on the stochastic
system (X7 Y,”), which will be used throughout this work.

(A1) There exist constants Ky, Ky > 0 such that

b(z,7)| + ||o(z,0)|| < Ko,  z,yeR% ieS.

(A2) For each x € RY, (g;;(x))i jes is a conservative, irreducible transition rate matrix.

Assume K 1= SUP;es D ics iz SUPzera Gij () < 00.

(A3) There exists a constant K3 > 0 such that

1Q(x) — QY)lle, = S.“};Z |4 (%) — qi(y)| < Kslz —yl, x,y R
€S i

Under these conditions (A1)-(A3), the two time-scale system (1.1), (1.2) admit a unique
strong solution to any initial value X5 = zy € R? and Y5 =iy € S; see, e.g. [41] or [34]
under certain more general non-Lipschitz conditions. To focus our idea on the impact of
the ergodicity of (Y;"”) on the averaging principle, we impose a simple condition (A1) on
the slow process (X;*). We refer the readers to [28] for the technique to generalize (A1)
to the local Lipschitz condition.

For the fully coupled two time-scale system (X, Y;"%), in contrast to uncoupled
two time-scale systems, the regularity of invariant probability measure m* associated with
the @Q-matrix (g;;(x)); jes increases the complexity and difficulty of characterizing the
limit system (X;) of (X% Y %) as e, @« — 0. As mentioned in the introduction, when
S is a finite state space, and (g;;(2)); jes is Lipschitz continuous in x, then its associated
invariant probability measure 1 = (77 );cs is also Lipschitz continuous in x, which has
been proved in [4, 9]. However, when § is infinitely countable, this becomes uncertain.
Note that the invariant probability measure is also a left eigenvector to the ()-matrix.
The perturbation on linear generators can cause significant changes on its corresponding
eigenvalues and eigenvectors. To see the complexity of this problem, one can refer to the
fruitful researches on the perturbation theory of linear operators; see, for instance, the
monograph [22] and references therein.



Let us recall some notations on the ergodicity of Markov chains (cf. [7, 30]). Let P
denote a semigroup associated with a continuous time Markov chain on the state space
S. Suppose that there exists an invariant probability measure m = (7;);es. The total
variation distance between P,(i,-) and 7 is defined by

126, ) = llvar = 28up { (i, A) —m(A); A€ B(S)} = sup {|P(i, f)—m(/); || < 1},

where p(f) = >, g pif(i) for any probability measure 4 on S. The Markov chain is
called ergodic if

tlim |Pi(i,) = T|lyar =0, @ €S;

—00

the process is called exponentially ergodic, if
|P(i,-) — 7|[var < Cie™", t >0, for some € > 0, constants C; > 0, i € S;
the process is called strongly ergodic or uniformly ergodic, if

li Pi(i,) — 7lvar = 0.
tigészlgl};‘) || t<7'7 ) 7TH ar 0
It is known that if the chain is strongly ergodic, its convergence rate must be of exponential
type, i.e.

sSup HPt(Za ) - 7T||var S Ce_)\t, t > 0,

€S

for some constants C; A > 0; see, for example, [29, Lemma 4.1]. Consequently, it is
easy to see that ergodic Markov chain on a finite state space must be strongly ergodic.
Accordingly, we first generalize the results in [4, 9] for Markov chains on a finite state
space to the setting on an infinite state space under the strongly ergodic condition.

Let PP be the semigroup associated with the Q-matrix (g;;(x)); jes, and 7 its asso-
ciated invariant probability measure provided it exists throughout this work.

(A4) Suppose that P is strongly ergodic uniformly in z, that is, there exist constants
c1, A1 > 0 such that

sup || PE(i, ) — ||var < c1e™™, V>0, z € R%
=
Proposition 2.1 (Strongly ergodic case) Assume (A2), (A3) and (A4) hold. Then,
the functional R? > x +— 7% € P(S8) is Lipschitz continuous, i.e.
|77 = 7Yvar < Crlw — 9], z,y € R,

where Cr = % and constants c1, \y given in (A4), K3 given in (A3).
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To make the presentation transparent, we defer the argument to Section 4. It is use-
ful to mention the works [7, 29] and references therein, which provide various sufficient
conditions for strong ergodicity of continuous-time Markov chains and diffusion processes.

We proceed to investigate the regularity of x — 7«* under certain ergodic condition
weaker than strong ergodicity. Unfortunately, under weaker ergodic condition and without
the uniformity w.r.t. x, the Lipschitz continuity of x — 7% in the total variation norm
may fail. To illustrate it, we construct an example as follows.

Example 2.1 For each x € (0,1), let (Y;")i>0 be a birth-death process on S = {1,2,...}
with birth rate i1 (x) = bi(x) = x fori > 1 and death rate q;_1(x) = a;(x) =1 fori > 2.
It is clear that g;;(x) is Lipschitz continuous in x for all i,j € S. Then,

(i) for each x € (0,1), the birth-death Markov chain (Y;*)i>o is exponentially ergodic,
but not strongly ergodic, satisfying

||Ptx(l> ) - 71-:CHVar < Ci(x)e_(l_ﬁ)%, t> 0, 1€ S, (21)

for some positive constants C;(z) depending on i € S and z € (0,1).

(i) Its invariant probability measure w* = (¥

)i>1 is given by

af=1—-2)2"t i>1, (2.2)

)

and for any B € (0, 1]

Hﬂx - 7Ty||var o
SUp ———— 72—
Ty |z —y]

This means that x — 7° is mot Hélder continuous of any exponent B € (0, 1].

The argument of assertions stated in Example 2.1 is also deferred to Section 4.

Now, let us consider the following ergodic condition weaker than strong ergodicity
condition (A4).

(A5) Assume that there exist a positive function 6 : S — (0, 00), a decreasing function
1 :[0,00) — [0, 2] satisfying [;° n,ds < oo such that

Pr(i, ) — 7 var < 0@y, t>0, xeRY €S,
|| t 77 )



Proposition 2.2 Assume the conditions (A2), (A3) and (A5) hold, then x +— w* is
1/2-Hélder continuous, i.e.

7% = 7o < Kin/Jo —yl, 2,y €RY, (2.4)

where Ky = \/Kg(infies 0(i)) [, msds.

This proposition is proved based on an intricate construction of coupling process
of (V%) and (V) with Q-matrix (gij(7))ijes and (¢i;(y))ijes respectively in terms of
Skorokhod’s representation for jumping processes, which is presented in Section 3. Our
construction method in current work improves the one used in [36] to study the stability
of regime-switching processes under the perturbation of @-matrix and in [37] to study the
continuous dependence of intial values for stochastic functional differential equations with
state-dependent regime-swtiching. The key point is the estimate of % f(f IP(?;” # }Zy)ds in
terms of the difference between (g;;(x)); jes and (¢;;(y))ijes-

Next, we go to establish the averaging principle for (X;*, Y, "%) as €, — 0. Let
) =3 i)t (25)

and the limit system of (X, Y;7®) will be given as the solution to the ordinary differential
equation (ODE)
dXt = B(Xt)dt, XQ = X2y. (26)

Under conditions (A1) and (A4), by Proposition 2.1, it is easy to see b is Lipschitz
continuous, and hence ODE (2.6) admits a unique solution. Under the strongly ergodic
condition (A4), we can get L'-convergence of X;“ to X, as £, — 0.

Theorem 2.3 Assume (A1)-(A4) hold. Let (X[, Y,"®) be the solution to (1.1), (1.2),
and (X;) the solution to (2.6). Then
lim E|X;*—%,| =0, ¢>0.

g,0—

However, under (A1) and (A5), by Proposition 2.2, b can be shown only to be Holder
continuous just as 7. In this situation, thanks to Peano’s theorem, ODE (2.6) admits a
solution, but may loss the uniqueness. Consequently, under the weaker ergodic condition
(A5) the limit system (X;) becomes more complicated, and (X;®) can be shown to con-
verge weakly to its limit whenever ODE admits a unique solution. The precise result is
given in the following theorem.



Theorem 2.4 Assume that (A1)-(A3) and (A5) hold. In addition, when S is infinitely
countable, suppose that there exist constants co > 0, c3 < 0o such that the function 0(-)
given in (A5) also satisfies

Q(2)0(i) = Z 4i;(1)0(5) < —c20(i) +c3, z€RY ieS. (2.7)

Let (X%, Y;"%) be the solution to (1.1), (1.2). Then, for each T > 0, the set of distri-
butions of {(X; )€, € (0,1)} in C([0,T);R?) is tight, and any convergent subse-
quence of {(X;")iep.r); €, a > 0} shall converge weakly to a solution (X;)ej01) of ODE
(2.6). Moreover, if ODE (2.6) admits a unique solution, then (X;)icjo,r] converges weakly
to the unique solution (X;)cjor) of ODE (2.6) as &, — 0.

Remark 2.5 Theorems 2.3 and 2./ tell us a fundamental fact: the limit system (X,) and
the convergence of (X;“) to this limit system do not depend on the ratio e/« as e, — 0.

Example 2.2 1. Let (Y/") is a continuous-time Markov chain on S ={1,2,...} with
the transition rate matriz

qi(x) = (1 — e_|$|—a)e—(j—1)(|m|+a)7 iti
gi(x) = —(1 = (1 — e lPl=2)e (= Dialta))

where a > 0 for x € R. Then, according to [6, Theorem 4.45], the process (Y/*)
satisfies the condition (A4). Moreover,

1Q(x) = Q)|le, = SUIIJZ 3 () — qis ()| < 2(D_je )|z —yl, z.y €R,
2l

Jj=1
which means that (A3) holds as well.

2. Let (Y[¥) be associated with the transition rate matriz (¢;;(x)) given by
Qi+ () = 2 +sinz, ¢u(r) =2 —sinz, gi(x) = —4; g;(x) =0, otherwise
fori>1, x € R. Again, by [6, Theorem 4.45], (Y;") satisfies (A4).

3. Let (Y*) be a birth-death process on & = {1,2,...} with b;(z) = qur1(z) = 1 for
i > 1, aj(z) = q—1(x) =2 — Lsinw fori > 2, x € R. Then (Y/*) is exponentially
ergodic and satisfies (A5).



3 Construction of the coupling processes

In this part we introduce the coupling processes used in the study of regularity of x — =«
and in decoupling the interaction between the slow process (X;“) and the fast process
(YY) in order to establish the averaging principle. This part deals with the technical
difficulties caused by the full dependence between (X;) and (Y;"®). In the spirit of Sko-
rokhod, we express a state-dependent jumping process over S in terms of an integral w.r.t.
a Poisson random measure. In order to deal with the case § being infinitely countable, we
modify the construction method of intervals used in Skorokhod’s representation theorem,
which is quite different to the extensively used one (cf. e.g. [15, 34, 41]).

Consider the solutions (X7, ¥{*) and (XY, Y}) respectively to the following SDEs:
dX? = b(XZ, V) dt + o(XE,YE)AW;, XE=z € RLYE =ig€ S,
4i(2)0 + 0(9), i#J, (3.1)

P(Y2, =V =4, X =2) =
Ve T A {1+qﬂ<z>6+o<6>, i=j

and _ o o B N
dXY = f(XY,Y))dt + g( X}, Y))dW,, XY=y ecRLYY =ip€ S,
- - - 1i(2)8 + 0(0), £ 7, 3.2
BTy, =T =i, Ky =) = WP 00 1A .
14+ qi(2)d +0(5), i=4j,
for 6 > 0.

Lemma 3.1 (Key lemma) Suppose that (A1), (A2) hold and f, g satisfy (A1) replacing
b and o respectively. For every x,y € RY, x # y and every iy € S, there is a coupling
process (X[, Y )0 and (X}, Y )i>o satisfying SDEs (3.1) and (3.2) respectively such that

¢ [ o £ T0s < [E[lace) - QuEnl]as, >0 (33
where [|Q(z) = Q)| =sup 3= g (x) —ai;(y)]-

1€S jES,j#i
As an application of Lemma 3.1, consider a special case: b= f =0, 0 = g =0, then

Xr =ux, )Z;” = y, and we obtain that:

Corollary 3.2 Under (A2), for every x,y € R?, there is a coupling process (Yf,?ty)
associated respectively with the Q-matriz (g;;(x))ijes and (gij(y))ijes such that

: / P(YF £ V9)ds < H]Q(0) — Q) e, ¢ > 0. (3.4)
0
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Corollary 3.2 tells us that when |z —y| tends to 0, we can construct a coupling process
(Y;*,Y}”) such that %fOtIP’(Y;” # YY)ds goes to 0 when = — Q(x) is continuous.

Argument of Lemma 3.1 We need first construct suitable intervals related to the
transition rate matrix (¢;;(2))i jes so as to express the jumping processes (Y;*) and (V}”)
in terms of a common Poisson random measure. The proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. The first step is to construct a sequence of intervals associated with the transition
rate matrix (¢;;(2)), 2 € R% Our construction method is applicable when S is finite or
infinite, and is more suitable to cope with the case S is infinite than the construction
method used in [15, 34, 41].

Precisely, let 7, = sup;., SUp,cga ¢ur(2) for n € S, and by (A2) we get v, < Kk < 00
forall m € S. Let I'yi(2)=[(k — 2)71, (k — 2)y1 + qux(2)) for £ > 2, and for n > 2,

Lok(z)=[(k —n— Dy, (k—n— 1)y, + ¢ui(2)), ifk > n,
Cok(z)=[(k+1—=n)y — qui(2), (k+1—n)y,), if 1 <k <n,

and

U= U Tmz), n>1, (3.5)

z€R? k>1,k#n

where « is given in (A2). For notation convenience, we put I';(z) = 0 and I';;(z) = 0 if
¢i;(2) =0,i,j €S8,z € R? Due to (A2),

m(U,) < ) sup gui(z) <, (3.6)
k>1,kn ZER?

where m(dz) denotes the Lebesgue measure over R.

Secondly, we provide an explicit construction of the Poisson random measure as in
[19], which helps us to illustrate the calculation below. Let §£k), k,i =1,2,..., be Up-
valued random variables with

P(E" € dr) = —

and Ti(k), k,i > 1, be non-negative random variables satisfying P(T(k) > t) = exp[—tm(Uy)],

7

t > 0. Suppose that {fi(k), Ti(k)}i,kzl are all mutually independent. Put
C,(Lk) = Tl(k) + .- +7‘,(Lk) forn, k> 1, and Cék) =0, k>1.

11



Let
=UJU{dh
k>1n>0

and

— 3" Ap(s), Ap(s) =0for s & Dy, Ap(CP) =P, kn>1,

0<s<t
where Ap(s) = p(s) — p(s—). Correspondingly, put
Np([0,8] x A) =#{s € Dp; 0 <s <t Ap(s) € A}, t >0, A€ ZA([0,)).
As a consequence, we get a Poisson point process (p(t)) and a Poisson random measure
Np(dt, dz) with intensity dtm(dz).

Thirdly, let
ﬂ(x, (3 Z) = Z(] - i>1fij(m)(z)'

JjeES

The desired coupling process is defined as the solutions to the following SDEs.

dX7? = b(X7F, YF)dt + o(XF,YF)dW,, (3.7)
A7 = [ o (XF Y2, 2)Np(dE dz), X =, Y5 =, |
dXY = f(XP V)t + g(X7,Y))dW, -
AV? = [ oo (X1 V2, )N (At d2), - X8 =y, V) =, |

Note that under conditions (A1), (A2), SDEs (3.7) and (3.8) both admit unique strong
solution, which can be proved in the same way as in [34, Theorem 2.3]. Then, according
to Skorokhod’s representation theorem (cf. [41] or [35, Theorem 2.2]), (X7, Y;") satisfies
(3.1) and (X7, Y}) satisfies (3.2).

Step 2. Based on the coupling process constructed above, we proceed to estimate the
t

quantity / P(Y?® # Y¥)ds by induction. It follows from the definition of N (dt,dz), the
0
estimate (3.6) that there exists a ¢; > 0 such that for 6 > 0

]P)(Np([o> 5] X Un) Z 2) =1~ e—m(Un)é - m(Un)ée_m(U")5 §6152, n 2 1.
Then,
P(Yy # Y7 IYy =Yy = io)
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= P(Vy # Y Np([0,8]x Uy, = 1Yy = Y = o)
—|—IP’(Y;5:C # %y’ P([O’(S] XUio) > 2|YE)I = )70y = Z.0)
<P(YY # Y No([0,0]xUsy) = 1Y5 = Vi = ig) + 16

= /0 P& el J (T (X)AL,; (XY)), ) €ds, 7 > 6 — 5) + &67,

JjES

where AAB := (A\B) U (B\A) for Borel sets A, B in R. Note that for s < Tl(io),

X7 = X and XV = X{™), where
X0 =g+ / b(X ) ig)dr + / a(X) ig)dW,,
0 0

X0 <y [ 7RO i+ [ (X, igaw,.
0 0

Therefore, due to the mutual independence of N, (dt, dz) and (W (¢)), and the construction

of I';;(%), we have
P(YF # V) |Y§ =YY = o)

1)
<80+ [ B[l (X2) = gy (R om0
0 J#i0

6 ~
SQV+AENMX®—QXMMM&

Now, let us consider P(Y # Y%). It is clear that

P(Y55 7# Yas)
= P(Ys5 # Yos|V5" = Y )P(YS" = YJ7) + P(Y55 # o5, V5" # YY)
< P(Yss # Yosl V5" = Y5') + P(YS" # YY)

Due to (3.7) and (3.8),

P(Y3 # Y4|YF = YY)
< P(Y3s # Y Np((6,20) = 1|YF = YY) + P(NL((6,28]) > 2|V = YY)

28
— / P(Ap(s) € Ujes{Tyz (X3 ATy XD} eds, ) > 26 — s) + 167,
é
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where 79,74 denote the first and second jump of (p(t)) after time J. Note also that
given Z;, for s € [6,7)], X¥ and XY depend only on (W,),cis5. Based on the mutual
independence of (W;) and (p(t)), and their independent increment property, we get from
(3.11) that

P(YE 4 VAYE = T2) < / E[Q(X?) — Q(XY) 0] ds + &6, (3.12)

Inserting the estimates (3.9) and (3.12) into (3.10), we obtain that

B(Yg £ V) < / E[IQ(X?) — Q(Y)|ln]ds + 26152 (3.13)

Deducing inductively, we get
PG £ T8 < [ E[IQUE) - QUEDJds +kad?, k=3 @10
0

Denote N(t) = [£], the integer part of ¢/, ty = ké for k < N(t) and ty(y41 =t for
t > 0. It follows from (3.14) that

/ B(F £ T
0

N(t tet1

[P(YZ # YV, Vs = Y +P(YE # Y2, Y5 # Y4) s

N(t N(t)

tk+1
/ P(YS # YY|Y5 = Y)ds + Z P(Yis # Y5) (trer — )
g

N(t) tort N(t ~
< Z/ +P(N ((tkatk-i-l >1 ds +5Z/ HQ )(m (Xg)Hgl]dS + k5152)
k=0 tk

< (1 oy LENONG

t
d® +5(V(e) + 1) [ B[IQ0XD) - QUE) s
0
Letting 0 | 0, as 0(N(t) + 1) — ¢, this yields that
1 t . t .
s [rz 2700 < B0 - QURDIW]as
0 0
The proof of Lemma 3.1 is complete. O
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4 Arguments of the main results

This section is devoted to the arguments of the results presented in Section 2.

We begin with proving the regularity of x — 7 under strongly ergodic condition,

which is based on the integration by parts formula for continuous-time Markov chains.

The application of total variation norm and taking supremum in the initial value 7 over

S play an important role in the argument.

Argument of Proposition 2.1  Using the integration by parts formula for continuous

Markov chains (cf. [31, Theorem 3.5] or [7, Theorem 13.40]),

t
PY(i) — PPh(i) = / PYL(QW) — Q@) PPh(i)ds, >0, he By(S).
0
For any h: S — R with |h| <1 and any 0 < s <,

sup | P, (Q(y) —Q()) PYh(i)| < sup [(Q(y) — Q(x)) P h(i)]

i€S 1€S

= sup|(Q(y) = Q@) PI(h =7 (h) (D)

< 21QU) — Q@) sup [PIh(i) = ()

< 2[[Q(y) — Q(x)|l Sup 1PE(E, ) = 7°[|var,
where, due to the conditions (A2) and (A3), the operator norm

1Q(y) — Q)| := sup {[(Q(y) — Q(2))h(i)];i € S, |h| < 1}
<2sup Y lg(y) — a5(20)] = 2[Qy) — Q) lle,
€S JES j#i
< 2K3)x —y.
Combining this estimate with (A4), we get from (4.1) that

4K301

¢
|P/h(i) — Ph(i)| < 41 K|z —y / e M3ds = z—y|(1—e ),
0

and further
4K301

1

||Pty(za ) - Ptx(za ')Hvar <

|z — y| (1 — e_)‘lt)

15
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by the arbitrariness of h in (4.2).

For any h : § — R with |h| < 1, it holds

7 (k) = 7 (0)] = | DRI = Y 7 PP

€S €S
PR AL O EIAI0] (4.4)
1,JES
<> wYPIRG) — PER()| + D 7wl | PEh(G) — PEAG)].
jES i,jES

By (A4), it holds
|PER() = PPR(G) < IPER() — 7 (R)| + | PPh(i) — 7% (h)| < 2ce7". (4.5)

Inserting (4.3), (4.5) into (4.4), we get

|7 (h) = m*(h)| <

2 —y[(1 —e ™M) + 2107 M

Letting ¢ — oo and taking supremum over h with |h| < 1, we obtain that

= 4K301
||7Ty - Hvar < b\ ‘x - y|7
1
which is the desired conclusion, and the proof of Proposition 2.1 is completed. O

As a direct application of Proposition 2.1, it follows from the Lipschitz continuity of
b that b is also Lipschitz continuous. In fact,

[b(x) = b(y)| = | Y bla,i)xf = bly, i)n!|

€S €S
< sup bz, i) |17 = 7 [[var + | Y (b, i) — b(y, i) (4.6)

1€S

2K
< (K1+ )\361>\x—y|, z,y € R%
1

Argument of Example 2.1 Let uf =1,

biby ... b,
,quH:—:x, ’N,Zl
203 .. .0Ap11
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Then,
Zun—— < oo, duetoxe(0,1),

and
1—2a"
Zunn;% Z 1z

According to the ergodic criterion for birth-death processes (cf. [7, Chapter 1]), the birth-
death process (Y;*)¢>o is ergodic for every = € (0, 1). Its invariant probability measure 7*

is given by 7¥ = oﬁﬁ = (1 — z)x™! for i > 1, which gives us (2.2). Moreover, one can
check -
ap i 3 L i
k ;p— - 1 N2 )
n>2 370 o ,u]b] n>2 (1 —m)?

and hence (Y;*);>o is exponentially ergodic. However, by virtue of [29, Theorem 3.1], the
birth-death process (Y;*);>o is not strongly ergodic since

For the birth-death process (Y;*);>0, its rate of exponential ergodicity is equivalent to the
exponential L?-convergence rate; see, [5, Theorem 5.3]. Exponential L*-convergence of
Markov processes are closely related to the extensively studied Poincaré inequality and
spectral gap of infinitesimal generators. There are many works devoted to the estimates of
exponential L?-convergence rate. Applying [5, Example 5.7], the exponential convergence
rate of (Y;%);>0 is given by

Az)=(1-vz)?,  ze(0,1). (4.7)

At last, we shall show that

|7 — 7| var
sup ——— =

TF#Y

which yields (2.3) and x — 7* is not Holder continuous with any exponent 5 € (0, 1).

Indeed, we only need to consider the case x > y in (4.8). Due to the expression of
7w in (2.2), consider the function f(z) = (1 — 2)2" on (0,00). It holds

f(z) = ( — z) (n+1)z""!

n+1

17



Therefore, when n > 1;;” > 1_Ty, f'(#) > 0 for all z € [y,z]. This implies that 77, , =
(1—x)z"™ > (1 —y)y" =n,,. Let n, =inf{m € N;ym > (1 — z)/z}. Therefore,

7% — 7| var = Z |7 — 7| > Z (72 —7Y) = 2" —y"e. (4.9)
n=1 n=ng+1
Takele—%andy: g%:fxformZQ, then 1 >z > y > 0 and n, = m. For any

B € (0,1], due to (4.9),

||7Tx - 7Ty||var (1 o %)m o (1 - %)m(l - 2m1—1>m

sup > lim
oty T — y|? m—roo (1- %)ﬁm
1 (4.10)
— lim (2 —15<1—1— m)
lim (2m —1) 1=5—7)
= 0.
All assertions in Example 2.1 have been proved. (]

Before presenting the proofs of Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4, let us introduce the
main challenge in the proofs. Firstly, we should pay more attention to the difficulty
caused by the full dependence of the two time-scale system (X;* Y, ). To overcome
this difficulty, we shall use the coupling method developed in Section 3. Secondly, we
need to pay attention to the essential difference between the distributions of (X;*).ep0,1]
and those of (Y )0, for €,a € (0,1) given T > 0. Precisely, for each fixed 7" > 0,
let C([0, T]; RY) be the space of continuous paths from [0, T] to R¢, and D([0,T];S) the
Skorokhod space containing right continuous paths with left limits. Then under condition
(A1), the distributions of {(X;*)cjo.r;€, @ > 0} in C([0,T];RY) is tight. However, the
distributions of {(Y;*)e0,17; €, @ > 0} in D([0, T]; S) is not tight, which can be seen from
the following simple and meaningful example given in [40, Example 7.3, p.172].

Example 4.1 ([40]) Let (A{)icpo,r) be a continuous time Markov chain on the state space
S = {1, 2} with transition rate

1 <—>\ A )

a\p —p)’

for some A, pn > 0. Then, for each T > 0 the collection of distributions of (Af')cjo,1] for
a € (0,1) is not tight.

Argument of Theorem 2.3 Let (X, Y, ") be a solution to SDEs (1.1), (1.2). Based on
Skorokhod’s representation theorem, similar to SDE (3.7), (X, Y;"") can be expressed

18



as a solution to SDEs driven by a Brownian motion and a Poisson random measure
respectively. In the following, this expression of (X%, Y;”®) helps us to use the method
introduced in Section 3 to construct the desired coupling process so as to decouple the
interaction between (Y, ~%) and (X;“).

For § > 0, let ¢(6) = [£]0, where [£] = max{n € N;n < £}. Due to the boundedness
of b and o in (A1), it follows from (1.1) that

t t

1
g,x g,x £, £, 2
EIX:" - XG5 <E /M) lo(xem yEm|Pas)

< Ko(0 + Ved).

b5, V) |ds +vE(E /(
t

Using the triangle inequality, we divide the estimate of E| X[ — X;| into five terms:
E|X;" — X

< 8| ['o0c, ven) — B0t + VB [ oz e
0

t o t(5)
b(X”‘ YEo) — B(X,) ds +E‘/ B(XZ,VE®) — b(XZ s, Y”‘)ds‘ (411)
#(5)
+E‘/ X, V) = H(X5(5)ds| +E‘/ B(Xs) — B(X)ds|
+VEE / o(XE@, YEOVAW,| = (1) + (1) + () + (IV) + (V).
0
We shall estimate the right hand side of (4.11) terms by terms. By (A1)
t
() =E / DX V) — DX, )ds| < 2600
o)
(4.12)

0 t(9)
(11) :E‘/ b(Xsw,Yj’a)—b(Xj(’g‘),nw)ds‘ gKl/ E[X5*— X5 |ds
0 0
< K Kot (0+Ve0),

and

\/_E‘/ (X5,

! £, e,a\ |2 1/2
< ﬁ(E/ lo(xze, veo)Pas) < KoV
0

To deal with term (III), we divide the integral over [0,¢(4)) into the integrals over

19



subintervals [k, (k + 1)d) via the following inequality

£(6) 6)/0=1 " (k+1)s -
| [ b Y — 6 ) u< Z / BB, Vo) — HXE)ds,

then at each subinterval [kd, (k + 1)d), k € Z; with 0 < k < t(0)/d — 1, we introduce an
auxiliary process (Y;(k))tzk(; constructed as in Lemma 3.1 such that:

(i) Under the conditional expectation E[ ‘,fk(;} i(k))t>k5 is a Markov chain in S

with transition rate matrix (£¢;;(X;;"))i jes and satisfies Yk(; =Y
(ii) The following estimate holds: for t > kJ,
t

]‘ ! g,
7t_k5/E[1{Y;,aﬁw}}ﬁ%]dsg/ E[|Q(X5%) — QX5 ey | Fus|ds.  (4.13)
ko ko

Noting the scaling 1/« in the transition rate matrix of (}Z(k))tzk(;, we have

XEo

E[f(Yarl )| Fs]) = P (£) (Vi)

for any bounded function f on &, where P denotes the semigroup corresponding to the
Q-matrix (g;;(2)); jes as before. By (A4), for any h € #(S) with |h| <1, s > kJ,

~ s—kd
EHh(Ys(k — HJ’“S} < sup sup || Pss ké( )= 7 var < Cle_)\1 e (4.14)
zeRA €S

Hence,

(k+1)5 B
/k R —BGas

(k+1)6 Sk v (k 7
< [ B{B{OX e b T X T G | P s

Q>

< QKQOz/ P(Yk%iar 7& i;/lc(c;f-?-ar)dr
0

5
+a /O E{E|b(X55 Vo) — D b iy \‘ﬁkg]}dr

i€S
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o
< 2K2K36/ E[|X25‘im X,i(’;a|]dr+aK2/ sup sup || P (7, ) — 7°||vardr

0 0 xz€R4 €S

) aK
< 2K3K3— / (r + Ver)dr + ;cl (1- e_’\l‘s/a) (4.15)
0 52 251/253/2 OéKgCl
< 2K2K. 1 —e Mo/
o ( SRE ) TN (1—em2"),

where in the second inequality we used (4.13) and (A3), and in the third inequality we
used (4.14). Therefore,

#6) B
(I1) E‘/ B(XES, Vo) — b(Xs(’(;))ds)

(5)5 (52 281/253/2 OéKQCl
< Ny _
K2 K 5 a(2 + = )+t(6)5 "

1/251/2
< 2Rt (g P 35 )+ t% Kjlcl (1 N/,

(1 —eM9/®) (4.16)

Taking § = o** and invoking (4.12), we obtain that

E| / (X5, V™) = BXZ5)ds|

)t p (4.17)
5 1
< 2K2a3/4—|—2K2K3ta8 (%8 + %) + tai ;Cl (1 _ e—)\l/aZ).
1
By (4.6),
1) £, (v 2K3CI o) €,a v
() =E [ Ixg) — s < (+ 2520 [UBIGG - Kojas -
2K 2K ¢ _ '
< (K + 23K, (6 4+ Ved)t + (K, + A‘"’Cl)/ E[ X5 — X,|ds.
1 1 0

Consequently, inserting above estimates (4.18), (4.17) into (4.11) by taking 6 = o*/*, we
obtain that

2K3€1

1

t
E|X5° — X, < 6(c,0) + (K, + ) / E|X2 — X.|ds, (4.19)
0

where

1

(e, @) = 2501 + K Kot(ad +e2af) + Koe?t? + 2K2Kytas (%

o
Nl
~—

+

[\D‘ ool
Wl Do
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=
00]w

> 2K, !
+ Kota / nedr + (Ky + )\301)K2t( ai +e2a ).
0

1

Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we finally get

2K3gc
lim E|X;* ~ X[ < lim o(c, a)e (K337,
£, a—0
and the proof of this theorem is complete. O

Argument of Proposition 2.2 For any bounded function h on § with |h| < 1, take
some ig € S, and then it holds that

|7 (h) — 7Y (h)| = ‘Zhﬂ' —Zhﬂy}

1€S €S
t t
< ‘ﬂ'm(h)_%/ Pfh(io)ds‘ 4 ‘Wy —%/P h(ig dS‘ + ‘%/(Pfh(io) _Pﬁlh(io))ds‘
0 0
t
/\Pz io) — 7 (h)|ds + = /‘Pyh io) ‘d3+1/219>(}7f7£iy)ds

| /\
5
%

s 4 1 [ 122, = 7 s 1) = Q)
0

- t /OnstJrHQ() QWllat,  Vt>0,

where we have used Lemma 3.1 and (A4), which ensures that fooo nsds < oo. Then, by

26(ip) fooo nsds

TR@-QW)l,, > We arrve at

taking ¢t =

7% (h) =¥ (h)] < \/29(%)/0 1sds [|Q(x) = Qy)ler- (4.20)
By the arbitrariness of h and (A3),

7 — ¥ < (2K000) / nst) [z =4,

and further the desired estimate (2.4) by taking the infimum for 6(ig) over iy € S. O

Analogous to the deduction of (4.6), under conditions (A1)-(A3) and (A5), bis 1/2-
Holder continuous by virtue of Proposition 2.2. According to Peano’s theorem, ODE (2.6)
must admit a solution. However, it may loss the uniqueness of solution. Moreover, in
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contrast to the L!-convergence in Theorem 2.3 in the strongly ergodic condition, we can
only prove the weak convergence of (X;) to (X;).

Proof of Theorem 2.4 Denote by .£=“ the generator of (X;“) given by
22 f(w,3) = (V f(x), b(w, i) +5tr((00") (2, ) V2 f(2)), FECIR?), weR’, ieS. (4.21)

Here, for a matrix A, A* denotes its transpose and tr(A) its trace. Let T' > 0 be fixed.
Let C([0, T]; R?) be endowed with uniform norm, i.e. ||z. — y.||sc = sup;co 7 lze — 3| for
z.,y. € C([0,T];R?). Denote by Ly-o the law of the process (X;*);epo,r] in the path
space C([0, T]; RY).

Due to the boundedness of b and ¢ in (A1), it is standard to show

E[ sup [X;?[P] < C(T,z0,p), Vp>1, (4.22)

t€[0,T
where xg = X, C(T,xq,p) is a constant depending on T, zy and p. By Itd’s formula,

for0<s<t<T,

t 4 t
E|X; - X:°1* < 8E) / BXE, Y7 )dr| +8<%E| / o (X5, Vo)

t—s3E/|b (X2, V%) |*dr + 288£%(t — ) /|a (X5 Va9 [*dr
<Ot —s)?

for some constant C' > 0. Combing this with X;* = zg, the collection of laws Lx-. for
g, a > 0 over the space C([0, T];R?) is tight by virtue of [3, Theorem 12.3]. As a conse-
quence, there is a subsequence {L£y.../;€', o/ > 0} and a limit law L5 in C([0, 7]; R?) such
that £y.. converges weakly to L as €', o — 0. According to Skorokhod’s representa-
tion theorem with a slight abuse of notation, we may assume that (X} /’a,)te[O,T] converges
almost surely to some (jzt)te[oﬂ“] in C([0,T];RY) as &', a’ — 0.

In order to characterize the limit, we shall show that for any f € C?(R?), the space
of functions with compact support and continuous second order derivatives.

(X)) = flag) — /Otoiﬂf()?s)ds is a martingale,

where

ZLf(x) = (Vf(z),bx)), and bz Zb (z,i)m (4.23)
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This means that (X;) is a solution to ODE (2.6).

To this end, it suffices to show that for any 0 < s < t < T, for any bounded .%,
measurable function P,
~ ~ t ~
E[(£(%) ~ 7(X) - / Zi(X)dr)a] =0, ¥fe R (4.24)

As a solution to SDE (1.1), (X ) satisfies

B[(70 ) - g0 - [ e v ar)e] <0 )

s

By the dominated convergence theorem, it is clear that

lim E|(f(X;) - (X2))®| =E[(f(X) - f(X.)2].

e’ ,a/—0

Hence, to derive (4.24) from (4.25) we only need to show

] =0

According to the expression (4.21), (4.23) of .Z%*', # and the boundedness of o, it
suffices to show

e’ a’—0

t
lim E| / (L FXT YY) = 2 f(X,))dr

i B[ [ (506,007 ) = (R BN | 7] =0, (429

el,a’—0

Similar to the treatment of (4.11), we shall use the time discretization method and the
coupling method to show (4.26).

Precisely, for § > 0, let r() = s + [552]4 for r € [s,1].

B[ V505,00 V7)) = (V7R D) }dr)ﬁs]

= E[/ <‘<Vf(X5l’al),Vb(Xf"o‘/,Yf"a’» (Vf(XE s ) b(X€ o YE am

e oo o (4.27)
VPO DO Y ) =BG )
VOB ) = (VAR B ) dr| 2]
= T1 + TQ + Tg.
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Applying the boundedness and Lipschitz continuity of b, the Holder continuity of b, and

/a/

the almost sure convergence of (X; " )icjo.1] to ()?t)tem as ¢/, — 0, we obtain that

el ,6—0
Ze,,}}{ggoE[ / (\(Vf(Xf"”'),Vb(Xﬁ““',W’v“’» (VX)X Y )|
(VAT BX) = (VXD X)) )dr| 2] =0

Meanwhile, let N; = [(t — 5)/d], sx = s+ ko for 0 < k < N, and sy,+1 = t. It holds

o< Y B[ [ RO v S| £ )

Next, for each 0 < k < Ny, let us construct an auxiliary Markov chain (?t(k))psk in
the way as Lemma 3.1 such that under the conditional expectation E|- |.Z, ], (Y(k))t>sk
is a Markov chain in S with transition rate (1 q; (X)) and satisfies VP = Ve

Moreover, it also satisfies

ijes

1
t—Sk

t t
/ E[1 ey | Fo]dr < / E[|Q(XE ) — QX ||, [ £ ]dr. (4.29)
Sk

Sk

Then,

Sk+1 ! ! E/a/ E/Oél -~
< [ Il (B Y b T |2)

k

Sk+1 ! ’ ’ / ! / - / /
B [ VRO, X V) - B far

Sk

E[Jb(X5™, ) = (X[ 7] )dr

e
7

< 2|V ]| / :
0
5

o Xss’a el ol sa
RV Sl B[R ()= | 2
0

el a (k:)
Y.sk+a"r7é sptal’r

E[l }Jsk}dr
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where ||V f||oo =sup,cra|Vf(2)] < oo for f € C3(R?). By virtue of (4.29), (A3) and (A5),

o
E[ / [(VF(XE), X Yy — (X)) }dr‘ﬂsk}

Sk
5 5
l

§2K2K3||Vf||oo5/ [\Xskm,«—Xsi’o"\\fsk}dr+a'K2||Vf||oo9(32i’°")/ medr
0

5 0 (4.30)

6 / / 0
< 2K22K3||Vf||ooa / (r+ Ve'r)dr + o' K ||V fllo0(Ys ™) / ndr
0

5 (8 2/
< 2G|Vl (T +

)+ Kl Vb5 [
0

Applying condition (2.7) and Itd’s formula,

t
E/ a/ 1 E/ a/ E/ a/
] =00y ) + / E[L Q(XZ)0(v )| . dr

«

E[0(Y;")

ﬂs} + 03)d7°, t>s.

t
o 1 o
SH(KE’Q)—I—/E(—CQE{Q(KE’”)

Then Gronwall’s inequality yields
E[G(Y;f/’al)}ys] < ‘9(}/85/70/)6_02(15—5)/0/ + 6_3’ t>s. (431)

C2

Inserting (4.31), (4.30) into (4.28), we obtain that

0 70 2ved
2 ! & o’
T2§K2K3||Vf||oot—a/(—+ ; )+aK2||Vf||OO/ nrdTE E[0(Y: )| 7]

2
6 2Ve
< B3R 9ot 2 (34 255°)
, > o 1+C25 Cg(t+5)
Lo K|V e / mr (a7 e) L0 SR

Taking 6 = ()1, we arrive at

(@)} 2V
5
@)Vl [ mar(007 ) 1 a(@) )+ 2 e+ (o)

Co

Ts < K3Vt ( (4.32)

NS

).
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which yields that lim. 0 T2 = 0. Consequently, (4.26) holds, and further ()?t) is a
solution to ODE (2.6).

If ODE (2.6) admits a unique solution, then for any subsequence of (X} ,’a,)te[O,T} as

g’,a/ — 0, the tightness of {Lx-a;e,a > 0} proved above tells us that there is further
a subsequence of (X; ** );co77, which converges weakly to the unique solution (X;)sejo77-

! /

Hence, the arbitrariness of the subsequence (X;**);co7] means that the whole sequence

(X7)tepo) converges weakly to (Xi)iepr as €, — 0. The proof of Theorem 2.4 is
complete. 0
References

[1] J. Bao, Q. Song, G. Yin, C. Yuan, Ergodicity and strong limit results for two-

time-scale functional stochastic differential equations, Stoch. Anal. Appl. 35 (2017),
1030-1046.

C. Bezuidenhout, A large deviations principle for small perturbations of random
evolution equations, Ann. Probab. 15 (1987), 646-658.

P. Billinsley, Convergence of probability measures, John Wiley, New York, 1968.

A. Budhiraja, P. Dupuis, A. Ganguly, Large deviations for small noise diffusions in
a fast Markovian environment, Electron. J. Probab. 23 (2018), 1-33.

M. Chen, Exponential L2-convergence and L?-spectral gap for Markov processes,
Acta Mathematica Sinica, New Series, 7 (1991), 19-37.

M. Chen, From Markov chains to non-equilibrium particle systems, 2nd ed. World
Scientific, Singapore, 2004.

M. Chen, Eigenvalues, inequalities, and ergodic theory, Springer-Verlag London Lim-
ited 2005.

A. Eizenberg, M. Freidlin, Large deviations for Markov processes corresponding to
PDE systems, Ann. Probab. 2 (1993), 1015-1044.

A. Faggionato, D. Gabrielli, M. Crivellari, Averaging and large deviation principles
for fully-coupled piecewise deterministic Markov processes and applications to molec-
ular motors, Markov Process. Related Fields 16 (2010), 497-548.

27



[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

J. Feng, M. Forde, J. Fouque, Short maturity asymptotics for a fast mean reverting
Heston stochastic volatility model, STAM J. Finac. Math. 1 (2010), 126-141.

J. Feng, J. Fouque, R. Kumar, Small-time asymptotics for fast mean-reverting
stochastic volatility models, Ann. Appl. Probab. 22 (2012), 1541-1575.

J. Feng, T.G. Kurtz, Large deviation for stochastic processes, in: Mathematical
surveys and monographs, vol. 131, American Mathematical Society, 2006.

M. Freidlin, T. Lee, Large deviation principle for the diffusion-transmutation pro-
cesses and dirichlet problem for PDE systems with small parameter, Probab. Theory
Relat. Fields 105 (1996), 227-254.

M. Freidlin, A. Wentzell, Random perturbations of dynamical systems, vol. 260,
Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften, 2nd ed. Springer-Verlag, New
York, 1998.

M. Ghosh, A. Arapostathis, S. Marcus, Ergodic control of switching diffusions, STAM
J. Control Optim. 35 (1997), 1952-1988.

M. Hairer, X. Li, Averaging dynamics driven by fractional Brownian motion, Ann.
Probab. 48 (2020), 1826-1860.

Q. He, G. Yin, Q. Zhang, Large deviations for two-time-scale systems driven by
nonhomogeneous Markov chains and associated optimal control problems, STAM J.
Control Optim. 49 (2011), 1737-1765.

G. Huang, M. Mandjes, P. Spreij, Large deviations for Markov-modulated diffusion
processes with rapid switching, Stoch. Proc. Appl. 126 (2016), 1785-1818.

N. Ikeda, S. Watanabe, Stochastic differential equations and diffusion processes, 2nd
ed. North-Holland Mathematical Library. 24, 1989.

H. Kang, T. Kurtz, Separation of time-scales and model reduction for stochastic
reaction networks, Ann. Appl. Probab. 23 (2013), 529-583.

H. Kang, T. Kurtz, L. Popovic, Central limit theorems and diffusion approximations
for multiscale Markov chain models, Ann. Appl. Probab. 24 (2014), 721-759.

T. Kato, Perturbation theory for linear operators, 2nd ed. Springer-Verlag Berlin
Heidelberg, 1995.

28



23]

[24]

[25]

2]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

R. Khasminskii, On an averaging principle for Ito stochastic differential equations,
Kibernetica 4 (1968), 260-279 (in Russian).

R. Khasminskii, G. Yin, On averaging principles: an asymptotic expansion approach,
SIAM J. Math. Anal. 35 (2004), 1534-1560.

R. Khasminskii, G. Yin, Limit behavior of two-time-scale diffusions revisited, J.
Differential Eqs. 212 (2005), 85-113.

Y. Kifer, Large deviations and adiabatic transitions for dynamical systems and
Markov processes in fully coupled averaging, Memoirs of the Amer. Math. Soc. 944,
AMS, Providence, RI, 2009.

R. Liptser, Large deviations for two scaled diffusions, Probab. Theory Related Fields,
106 (1996), 71-104.

W. Liu, M. Rockner, X. Sun, Y. Xie, Averaging principle for slow-fast stochastic
differential equations with time dependent locally Lipschitz coefficients, J. Differ.
Equations, 268 (2020), 2910-2948.

Y. Mao, Strong ergodicity for Markov processes by coupling methods, J. Appl. Prob.
39 (2002), 839-852.

S. Meyn, R. Tweedie, Markov chains and stochastic stability, Springer Verlag, 1993.

R. Phillips, Perturbation theory for semigroups of linear operators, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 7 (1953), 199-221.

L. Popovic, Large deviations of Markov chains with multiple time-scales, Stoch. Proc.
Appl. 129 (2019), 3319-3359.

A. Puhalskii, On large deivations of coupled diffusions with time scale separation,
Ann. Probab. 44 (2016), 3111-3186.

J. Shao, Strong solutions and strong Feller properties for regime-switching diffusion
processes in an infinite state space, SIAM J. Control Optim. 53 (2015), 2462-2479.

J. Shao, L. Wang, Q. Wu, Ergodicity and stability of hybrid systems with threshold
type state-dependent switching, arXiv:2212.04020, 2022.

29



[36] J. Shao, C. Yuan, Stability of regime-switching processes under perturbation of tran-
sition rate matrices, Nonlinear Analysis: Hybrid Systems, 33 (2019), 211-226.

[37] J. Shao, K. Zhao, Continuous dependence for stochastic functional differential equa-
tions with state-dependent regime-switching on initial value, Acta Math. Sin. Eng.
Ser. 37 (2021), 389-407.

[38] A. Veretennikov, On large deviations in the averaging principle for SDEs with a “full
depedence”, Ann. Probab. 27 (1999), 284-296.

[39] A. Veretennikov, On large deviations in the averaging principle for SDEs with a “full
depedence” revisited, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B 18 (2013), 523-549.

[40] G. Yin, Q. Zhang, Continuous-time Markov chains and applications: a singular per-
turbation approach, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1998.

[41] G. Yin, C. Zhu, Hybrid switching diffusions: properties and applications, Vol. 63,
Stochastic Modeling and Applied Probability, Springer, New York, 2010.

30



	1 Introduction
	2 Statement of main results
	3 Construction of the coupling processes
	4 Arguments of the main results

