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AVERAGING PRINCIPLES FOR TIME-INHOMOGENEOUS MULTI-SCALE
SDES VIA NONAUTONOMOUS POISSON EQUATIONS

XIAOBIN SUN, JIAN WANG, AND YINGCHAO XIE

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this paper is to establish asymptotic behaviors of time-inhomogeneous
multi-scale stochastic differential equations (SDEs). To achieve them, we analyze the evolution
system of measures for time-inhomogeneous Markov semigroups, and investigate regular proper-
ties of nonautonomous Poisson equations. The strong and the weak averaging principle for time-
inhomogeneous multi-scale SDEs, as well as explicit convergence rates, are provided. Specifically,
we show the slow component in the multi-scale stochastic system converges strongly or weakly to
the solution of an averaged equation, whose coefficients retain the dependence of the scaling param-
eter. When the coefficients of the fast component exhibit additional asymptotic or time-periodic
behaviors, we prove the slow component converges strongly or weakly to the solution of an averaged
equation, whose coefficients are independent of the scaling parameter. Finally, two examples are
given to indicate the effectiveness of all the averaged equations mentioned above.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and motivations. Multi-scale phenomena is very nature in numerous systems,
and multi-scale systems are widely used in various fields including nonlinear oscillations, chemical
kinetics, biology and climate dynamics, e.g. see [16]. For example, the macroscopic scale of fluid
meters or millimeters, which are accurately described by density, velocity and temperature fields,
follow a continuous Navier-Stokes equation; while the microscopic scale of nanometers obey molec-
ular dynamics in Newton’s law, which give the actual position and velocity of each atom that makes
up the fluid. Therefore, different physical laws are needed to describe the system with different
scales.

The averaging principle is used to describe asymptotic behaviors of multi-scale models, and has
been extensively studied for a long time. Since Bogoliubov and Mitropolsky [4] established the
averaging principle for ordinary differential equations, Khasminskii [26] extended it to stochastic
differential equations (SDEs), which opens up a new chapter for the study of the averaging principle
for multi-scale SDEs. Here the multi-scale SDEs usually can be written as follows:

de = b(Xtea Yf) dt + O-(Xzf7 Y;fe) th17
dYF = e f(XF,YF) dt + e V/2g(XE, V) dWE,

where W1 := {W!};50 and W? := {W?}i>0 are two independent standard Brownian motions on
a complete probability space (2,.%#,P), ¢ > 0 is a small parameter describing the ratio of the
time scale between the slow component X¢ := {X7};>¢ and the fast component V¢ := {YF};>0.
Note that the coefficients are independent of time in the above system, which is called the time-
homogeneous/autonomous multi-scale SDEs. There are numerous literatures devoted to this sub-
ject, e.g. see [2, 5, 7, 10, 15, 17, 19, 21, 22, 24, 26, 28, 29, 34, 41, 43, 45].

It is widely recognized that the research on time-homogeneous SDEs has yielded significant the-
ories and valuable results. Nonetheless, the investigation of time-inhomogeneous SDEs has lagged
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considerably owing to the lack of necessary research tools and methods. Time-inhomogeneous sys-
tems will change over time due to external factors or internal variations. For example, in certain
complex multi-scale systems, such as the learning models related to neuronal activity (see [20]), the
behaviors of the systems can fluctuate over time. Thus, these systems are influenced by parameters,
inputs or disturbances that depend on the time variable, and may exhibit quite different behav-
iors from these for the autonomous systems. Let us take the following simple time-inhomogeneous
multi-scale stochastic system on R for example:

dX: =YFdt +dw}, X§=uxcR,
dYF = —e a(t/e)YE dt + [erau(t /)2 dWE, Y5 =y eR,

where a(t) = co(1 +t)? with ¢g > 0 and 8 € (—1,00). As claimed in Example 6.1 in Section 6, we
have

B E(1+B)/27 /8 € (_17 1)7
sup [E[X; — Xy < ¢ s(logl/e)/?, B=1,
t€[0,T] g, /8 S (1700)7

where X; = z + W} for all + > 0. This indicates that the external factor a(t) influences the strong
convergence rate, potentially exceeding the optimal strong convergence rate of /2 established
in the classical time-homogeneous setting. Consequently, investigating asymptotic behaviors of
time-inhomogeneous stochastic systems is quite significant.

In general, mathematical models of time-inhomogeneous multi-scale SDEs can be expressed in
the following manner:

dX; =b(t,t/e, X;,Y7) dt + o(t,t/e, X;,Y7) dW/,
dYF = e f(t,t)e, X5, V) dt + e 2g(t, t/e, XE, YE) dWE.

Note that, by reviewing {(¢, X7)}+>0 as a new process, one can focus on the case where the coeffi-
cients only depend on the variables {(t/e, X7, Y) }i>0. A detailed discussion of this direction can
be found in [29]. On the other hand, if we consider ¢/e as a rapidly varying component within the
coefficients b and o, then we can apply the classical theory of the averaging principle (see [18, 41]).
Consequently, we can turn to the following simpler time-inhomogeneous system:

dX; = b(XF, Y7)dt +o(XF, Y7) AWy, (1.1)
dYE = e f(t/e, X, YE) dt + eV 2g(t/e, X5, V) dWE. '

To the best of our knowledge, there are very limited existing works on the time-inhomogeneous
stochastic system such like (1.1). If f and g are time periodic, i.e., there exists 7 > 0 such
that f(t + 7,xz,y) = f(t,z,y) and g(t + 7,z,y) = g(t,x,y), Wainrib [42] and Uda [40] studied
the strong averaging principle for the stochastic system (1.1) when ¢ = 0. Later, Cerrai and
Lunardi [8] explored the averaging principle for time-inhomogeneous slow-fast stochastic reaction
diffusion equations, where the coefficients in the fast equation satisfy the almost periodic condition.
However, the convergence rates are not considered in these mentioned references. It is well known
that finding optimal/explicit convergence rates is very important in multi-scale numerical problem.
For instance, Bréhier [6] mentioned that the analysis of the full error of the scheme requires as a
preliminary step to estimate the error in the averaging principle.

1.2. Main techniques. Undoubtedly, a crucial prerequisite for understanding the averaging prin-
ciple lies in comprehending the corresponding averaging equation, and the most important thing is
how to accurately describe the averaging coefficients that heavily depends on the long time behavior
of the solution to the so-called frozen equation. Note that in the present setting the corresponding
frozen equation corresponding to the stochastic system (1.1) is the following time-inhomogeneous
SDEs:

YV = f(t,3, YY) dt + g(t, 2, YY) dWE, o € R?,y € R™, (1.2)
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According to ergodic theory of Markov processes, the unique invariant measure plays a crucial role
in analyzing the long-time behavior of time-homogeneous SDEs. However, an invariant measure
may not exist if concerning the SDE (1.2). A natural generalization of the concept of invariant
measure is an evolution system of measures for the time-inhomogeneous SDE (1.2), see [12, 13].
Recall that, {uf}ier is an evolution system of measures for the time-inhomogeneous semigroup

{Psm,t}t>87 if
[ pret) @ = [ i), s<tpeGED.

From this observation, it makes sense to construct the averaged coefficients by taking the average
of the original coefficients b and o with respect to this evolution system of measures {uf }icr.

In order to obtain optimal convergence rates, we will apply the method that is based on the
Poisson equation, which has been confirmed as a powerful technique that has successfully been
used to obtain optimal strong or weak convergence rates, the diffusion approximation and the
central limit theorem in various stochastic systems; see the pioneer results in [30, 31, 32|, and
[6, 11, 25, 33, 35, 36, 38, 39] and references therein for related topics.

It is noteworthy that all the quoted papers above focus on an autonomous Poisson equation asso-
ciated with time-homogeneous SDEs. Since the SDEs (1.2) are time-inhomogeneous, the first novel
contribution of this paper is to introduce and study a class of nonautonomous Poisson equations
as formulated below:

0sP(s,x,y) + L%(s)P(s,z,-)(y) = —H(s,z,y), seRzxzeR" yecR™
where £ is the generator of SDE (1.2), that is,

L (s)p(y) = (f(s,2,),Veo(y)) + %ﬁ[(gg)*(s,x,y)v%(y)], @ € C*(R™).

In order to solve the nonautonomous Poisson equations above, it is imperative that the function
H: R xR" x R"™ — R"™ adheres to the centering condition:

/ H(s,z,y) ui(dy) =0, se€R,zeR"
Rm

Under additional conditions, the aforementioned nonautonomous Poisson equations admit the so-
lutions of the form:

O(s,a,y) = [ EH(ra Y "),

where {Y,;""¥},~ is the strong solution to the SDE (1.2) with Y>%¥ = y. To realize our approach,
we need regularity properties of ®(s,z,y). In particular, we will investigate the first and second-
order derivatives of ®(s,z,y) with respect to the variables = and y respectively.

1.3. Summary of main results. Using the nonautonomous Poisson equations above, we aim
to obtain the optimal strong and weak convergence rates. In the following, we roughly state the
contribution of our paper.

Strong averaging principle: Suppose additionally that o(x,y) = o(x) for all z € R™ and y € R™.
We demonstrate that

_ T/e
sup BJX; ~ X2 < Cr e | swp AP+ [ alo)N2s)ds|, (1)
t€[0,7) 0<t<T 0
where X¢ := {X} }4>¢ is the slow component in the multi-scale SDE {(X7,Y;)}+>0 given by (1.1),

and X¢ := { X7 };>0 is the solution to the following averaged equation

dXE = b(t/e, X5) dt + o(X)dW}, XE=a (1.4)

blx

with
bs,z) = [ ) ut(dy), (15)
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and A, (s) = [ JSe@ @ g with some v € (0,1) and A(s) = A1(s). Roughly speaking, the
function «(t) above is employed to describe the convergence rate of the time-inhomogeneous semi-
group { P, }i>s to its evolution system of measures {if }ier; that is, for any Lipschitz continuous
function ¢ on R™,

6(2) i (d2)| < Ce™ e

Prow) - |

Rm

Weak averaging principle: It is crucial to note that the assumption of o(z,y) = o(z) is essential
for establishing the strong averaging principle, otherwise it may not hold (see a counter-example
in [28, section 4.1]). Instead, in the general case we will analysis the weak averaging principle. As
an application of nonautonomous Poisson equations, we establish

sup |Ep(X;) — E@(X7)| < Cy 1z e sup A(t/e), ¢ € Cy(R™), (1.6)
0<t<T te[0,T]

where X¢ := {X¢ }>0 is the solution to the averaged equation
dX: =b(t/)e, X{)dt +o(t)e, X$)dWy, X§ == (1.7)

with b(t,z) being defined by (1.5),
1/2

o(t.0) = g7t )] "= | [ (00" ) utdy)|

and W := {Wt}tzo being a standard n-dimensional Brownian motion.

To the best of our knowledge, the statements (1.3) and (1.6) are new. If sup,cpo.7 |A,(t/e)]? <
C fOT /e a(s)A?(s) ds holds for small enough € > 0, then rates of the strong and weak averaging prin-
ciple are reduced into ] fol /e a(s)A?(s) ds]'/? and ¢ supyepo,r] A(t/€) respectively, which are optimal
(at least) for the strong averaging principle in some specific setting (see Example 6.1 below). When

a(t) is a constant function, it is evident that the strong convergence order is 1/2 and that the weak
convergence order is 1, which are consistent with the classic result (see e.g. [28]).

It is worth mentioning that the coefficients in (1.4) and (1.7) still include the parameter €. This is
natural in the time-inhomogeneous setting, see Example 6.2 below. Therefore, in order to achieve
coefficients of the averaged equation independent of ¢, we should additionally assume that the
coefficients f and g exhibit convergence and periodicity with respect to time, respectively.

For f and g being convergence, that is,

with ¢(t) — 0 as t — 400, we need to verify that |uf () — u* ()| — 0 as t — +o0 for any Lipschitz
continuous function ¢, where p” is the unique invariant measure of some time-homogeneous SDE
with drift and diffusion coefficients being f(z,-) and g(z,-) respectively. The condition (1.8) is
very nature for analyzing the long-time behavior of the time-inhomogeneous SDE, for instance, see
[1, 23]. In this context, it guarantees that

lim B(tv$) = b(w,y) p*(dy) =: be(),

t——4o0 Rm
and
tl}glooaa (t,x) = /Rm (00™) (z,y) 1*(dy) =: (o0%), (x).
As a result, the new averaged equation that does not depend on ¢ can be formulated by using
the drift coefficient b. and the diffusion coefficient (c0*).. See the SDEs (4.9) and (4.14) below.

Additionally, specific convergence rates relying on ¢ are discussed for the strong and the weak
convergences.
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For f and g being 7-periodic, the measures {uf }er will be T-periodic too, which indicates that
{b(t,z) }rer and {o0*(t,z) }er are also T-periodic for any x € R™. In this framework, we define
the new averaged drift and diffusion coefficients as follows:

by(z) = %/(]Tb(t,:n) at, (70%), () = l/oTW(t,x) dt.

T

Similarly, we can formulate the averaged equation with the drift coefficient l_)p and the diffusion coef-
ficient (00*),, see the SDEs (5.2) and (5.7) below. Meanwhile, we also give the specific convergence
rates in the strong and the weak convergences.

For simplicity, in our paper we will assume that the coefficients are sufficiently smooth. However,
such kind smoothness conditions, which are closely related with regular properties of the evolution
system of measures and nonautonomous Poisson equations, can be relaxed under specific frame-
works, e.g. see [31] for autonomous Poisson equations. Our focus here is on applying the technique
via nonautonomous Poisson equations to establish the averaging principle and explicit convergence
rates for time-inhomogeneous multi-scale SDEs. By utilizing the established nonautonomous Pois-
son equations, we can further explore the central limit theorem and the diffusion approximation
for time-inhomogeneous multi-scale SDEs. We believe that there are several interesting issues that
merit further investigation.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we explore regularity properties
of solutions to time-inhomogeneous frozen SDEs and nonautonomous Poisson equations. As an
application, we study the strong and the weak averaging principle for a class of time-inhomogeneous
multi-scale SDEs with explicit convergence rates in Section 3. Sections 4 and 5 focus on the
cases involving convergent and time-periodic coefficients, respectively. We give two concrete one-
dimensional examples to illustrate our main results in the last section.

2. TIME-INHOMOGENEOUS FROZEN SDES AND NONAUTONOMOUS POISSON EQUATIONS

This section focuses on a class of time-inhomogeneous frozen SDEs and nonautonomous Poisson
equations. In Subsection 2.1 we mainly investigate the differentiability of solutions to a class of
time-inhomogeneous frozen SDEs. In Subsection 2.2 we consider the existence and the uniqueness
of evolution system of measures associated with this class of time-inhomogeneous frozen SDEs.
Subsection 2.3 is devoted to establishing the well-posedness and regularities of nonautonomous
Poisson equations corresponding to the time-inhomogeneous SDEs above.

Denote by |- | and (-,-) the Euclidean vector norm and the usual Euclidean inner product,
respectively. Let || - || be the matrix norm or the operator norm if there is no confusion. For
a function ¢(x) being vector-valued or matrix-valued and defined on R™, or a function ¢(z,y)
defined on R™ x R™, the notation 0;p(x) denotes the i-th order derivative of ¢(x), and the notation
O;OZQS(x,y) denotes the i-th and the j-th partial derivatives of ¢(z,y) with respect to z and y
respectively. For Iy, 1y € N, let C*vF2(R™ x R™, R %%2) be the set of functions ¢ : R? x R™ — Rl <2
such that 8;8§g0(x,y) are continuous with respect to x and y for any 0 < i < ky and 0 < j < ko,
respectively. Throughout this paper, we use C' and C7 to represent constants whose values may
vary from line to line, and we use Cp to emphasize that the constant depends on T'.

2.1. Time-inhomogeneous frozen SDEs. For any fixed x € R™, consider the following time-
inhomogeneous frozen SDE

dY; :f(t7x>Y;f) dt"‘g(tv"EvY;) th27 Ys :yemeSGR) (21)

where f(t,-,-) € CZ3(R" x R™ R™), g(t,-,-) € C?3(R™ x R™ R™*%) and W? := (W2)ier is a
do-dimensional standard Brownian motion.
Throughout this paper, we always suppose that the following assumption holds:
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A1l. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any t € R, x1,22 € R" and y1,y2 € R™,
201 — ya, f(t, 1, 31) — f(t,22,92)) + 3llg(t, 1, 91) — g(t, x2,92) |
< —2a(t)|y1 — y2|* + Ca(t)|zy — z2|?,
and foranyt e R, z e R", y e R™, i =0,1,2 and j =0,1,2,3 with 1 <i+j <3,
10304 (t. . 9) | + 8503 (t. z.9) | < Car).
[f(t,z,y)] < Cat)(L +[z] + |y]), (2.3)
lg(t, 2 )| < Ca@®) (L +[z]* + [y[*),

where o : R — (0,00) satisfies

(2.2)

0 +00 +o0 fr- (w)d
min{/ a(u) du, / a(u) du} =00, A,(t) ::/ e T WGy < 0o, te R (2.4)
0 ¢

—00
for some v € (0,1).
Remark 2.1. We give the following comments on Assumption Al:

(i) It is easy to see that under Assumption A1l the SDE (2.1) admits a unique strong solution,
denoted by V%Y := (Y;>"Y);~, which is a time-inhomogeneous Markov process. (2.2) to-
gether with (2.4) is a dissipative assumption, guaranteeing the existence and the uniqueness
of evolution system of measures for the SDE (2.1), see Subsection 2.2 for the details. In
particular, the condition (2.4) yields the long-time stability of the frozen equation (2.1).

(ii) It follows from (2.2) that for any x € R™, y,l € R™ and § > 0,

2(f(a:,y + 51) - f(xvy)v 6l> + 3”g(t,$,y + 51) - g(tv‘ray)H2 < —204(t)52m27
which is equivalent to saying that

Then, if f(¢t,z,y) and g(t,z,y) are differentiable with respect to y, letting § — 0 in the
inequality above yields that for any x € R™ and y,l € R™

2<8yf(t7x7y) : l7l> + 3Hayg(t7x7y) : l”2 < _2a(t)’l’2' (25)

(iii) Smooth conditions on the coefficients f(t,-, ) € C?*3(R" xR™ R™) and g(t,,-) € C%3(R" x
R™, R™*%) as well as their uniform estimates of partial derivatives in (2.3) are used to prove
twice differentiable of ¥;**¥ in the mean square sense with respect to = and y.

(iv) The conditions (2.2) and (2.3) together imply that for any 8 € (0,1) there exists a constant
Cs > 0 such that for all t € R, x € R" and y € R™,

2{y, f(t,2,9)) +3llg(t, z,9)|* < —28a(®)|y|* + Cpa(t)(L + |z[*). (2.6)

The constants 2 and 3 involved in (2.6) guarantees that the solution {Y;”"¥};~ has finite
fourth moment, which will be used in our arguments later.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that Assumption A1 holds. Then there is a constant C' > 0 such that
(i) fort > s, x € R" and y € R™,
B[V < e et o 4 g, (27)
(ii) fort > s, x1,29 € R™ and y1,y2 € R™,
E[Y @ - ypemanfh < o0 [ ey, gt 4 Olay - g, (28)
where v € (0,1) is the constant in (2.4).
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Proof. (i) Recall that
Y =y + /t f(ryz, Y259 dr + /tg(r,x,Yrs’m’y) dW?, t>s.
s s
According to the Itd formula, for all £ > s,

t
BV, ™! =yt + 4B [ Ym0, £, Y00 dr

t t
HAE [ g7 (o, o) Yo ar 28 [V Rg(rw, Ym0
S S
Hence, by (2.6) and Young’s inequality,
d
EE\Yf’x’y!‘l SAE[ Y YRYSY, F (YT GE YT gt 2, YY) 1)
< = dyaEY Y + Ca(t) (1 + []*).
This yields

t t t
E|}/ts,gc,y|4 <e—4'yfs a(u) du|y|4 + C(l + |$|4)/ 6—4’qu a(r) dra(u) du

s
e ety o1 4 12,
(ii) The proof is similar to (i). Note that, for t > s, x; € R™ and y; € R™ with i = 1,2,
AV V) <[, V) — (V] di
+[g(t, 21, YY) — g(t, w0, Y 72)] AW

with Y >*0U1 — Y&%2:82 = ¢ — g5, Using [t6’s formula and taking the expectation on both sides of
the equality above, we get

E|Y;S’x1’y1 _ Y;&fcz,yz |4

t
= ’yl — y2‘4 + 4E/ ‘Y;ﬂsﬂvlyyl _ Yrswz,yz‘?(YT&th _ Yrs7x27y27 f(nxl’y;&xl,yl) _ f(?‘, xz’y;s,xz,yz» dr
S
t
4 4E/ ](g(r,a:l, Yrs,ruw) _ 9(7‘7 T2, YT37$27Z/2))*(YT37$17311 _ YTs,mz,yz)F dr
S

2B [ Y = Y P, V) — g2, ¥
Then, by (2.2) and Young’s inequality,
Lpjypen _ypen
ARV YT Y (1 Y)Y )
+OE[[ YT = VTR R g (4w, YY) = gt @, YT
E[[ Y2700 — Y 2 (—da ()| Y, = YR 4 Ca(t) |2 — a2f))

<
< —AaEY; Y = YR+ Calt) oy — 2of

Therefore,

t t t
E|Y; 19 — Y2 vz |4 <M [, aw) d“!yl — |t C/ 6—4“/fr o(u) d“a(r) dr|zy — 2ot
S

t
<e M [oetwduy ot 4 Olay — 2ot

The proof is complete. U
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Let ¥ : R™ x R™ — R™ be a random variable. Its first partial derivative with respect to y in the
mean square sense is defined as a random variable 0, ¥ (z,y) = (0y, ¥(z,y),- - - , 0y, ¥(z,y)), where
forall 1 <i<m,

\I/(x7y+6ei) B \Il(l',y) -0 \If($ y) ? -0
Yi ’ -

Hm E 5

with {e;}i=1,. . m being an orthogonal basis of R™. Similarly, we can define 0,V (x,y) as the first
partial derivative of W (x,y) with respect to x in the mean square sense (if it exists). Furthermore,
we denote 92V (x,y) and 97¥(x,y) as the second partial derivative of ¥(z,y) in the mean square
sense with respect to x and y (if they exist), respectively.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that Assumption A1 holds. Let Y*%Y := {Y,7"Y};>; be the unique strong
solution to the SDE (2.1). Then, for any t > s, Y,;>"Y is twice differentiable in the mean square
sense with respect to x and y, respectively; moreover, fort > s,

¢ ¢
EHayYf’m’yHLL < 6_4fs a(U)du’ EHajyts,x,y‘P < e—2’yfs a(u)du,

2.9
SupEl|0, Y™ < €, supE[l02Y |2 < C, (29)
t=s t=s

where v € (0,1) is the constant in (2.4).

Proof. We first prove that Y;>*? is first differentiable in the mean square sense with respect to y.
In fact, it is sufficient to prove that for any [ € R™,

stxvy—"_él _ }/;*/S7x7y 2

O —a, v | =0, (2.10)

where 9,Y;>"Y . | satisfies
A0, Y,V 1) = 9y f(t,z, Y5 (9, Y, 25V - 1) dt + 0,g(t, =, V;7"Y)(9, YV - 1) AW} (2.11)
with 9,Y>*Y -1 = 1. To do this, denoted by

8,1‘,y+6l 5,T,Y
gsol._ Y —Y
¢ )

Then {Z; ’6’1},28 satisfies the following equation
dz; o = 57 [f (12, YRV = (@, YY) = 60, f (12, YOOV (9, Y00 - 1) dt
+07 gt @, YU — g(t, 2, Y00) — 80, 9(t, @, YIOV) 0,V - D] W,
z50 = 0.

— O,

Using It6’s formula, we have
d
SEIZP = 26 B (1 V) < f (12, YY) = 60, £ (1 Y0, 1), 20
+ 0 Ellg(t 2, YY) = gt YY) = 00,9(t 2, V) @0, D))
=: Q1(t) + Q2(1).
For Q1(t), by Taylor’s formula, (2.3) and (2.8), one has
Qu(t) =20 "E(f(t, 2, Y,V ) — f(t,m, YY) = 0y f(t, 2, Y0Y) - (V0 ey, 20
+ 2B(0, f (1,2, V) - 270, 2
<Ca(t)5 B[V = YV P 2] 4 2B, f (1,2, Y, ") - 200, 270
t
<2 = 29)a(OEIZ P + 20, [ (1,2, YY) - 25, 205 + Caftye™ S e@ gy,
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where v € (0,1) is given in (2.4). The similar argument yields that
QQ(t) <25_2E”g(t7 Z, Y;s,x,y-}—él) - g(tv €, Y;s,x,y) - ayg(t7 Z, Y;s,x,y)(y;s,x,y-i-él - Y;s,x,y)”2
+ 2B 0yt 2, ;) - 2|
<Ca(t)0*BIY; " — YV 4 2B||,g (¢, @, V) - 20
t
<Ca(t)e™ o e m2 4 9R|0,g(t, 2, V") - 252,
Combining with the above estimates, we have
d ot
ZE|ZPME <(2 - 29)a@EIZP M + Cat)e T o0yt
thadtl 767l 767l thadtl 757l
+E200, f (2, YY) - 207, Z07) + 2010y 9(a, YY) - 20,
This along with (2.5) gives us that
d o
%EIZE"”IQ < —27a(OE|ZP 2 + Ca(t)e 41 s o) dug2y 4,

Hence,

t t u
E|Z;? <C52W4/ a(u) exp (—27 (/ a(u) du—2/ a(r) dr)) du

<052m4e—2~/f;a(u)du 0

as 0 — 0, which implies that (2.10) holds.
Furthermore, by It&’s formula,

d S,x, S,x, S,x, S,x, S,x,
E0,Y;” VoIt AR]0, Y, 120, f(t 2, YY) (0, Y, 1), 0,55 - 1))
+6E[0, Y, - 1|0, g(t, 2, Y1) (0,7 - D 1?).
This along with (2.5) gives us
d S,x 4 S,x, 4
S0,V 1| < ~da (B [0,y 1l
Hence,
t
E |8yy;ts,x,y . l|4 < e—4fs o(u) du|l|4’ (212)

which implies the first estimate in (2.9) is satisfied.
According to the same arguments as above, we can see that for any unit vectors l1,lo € R™,

2
B, Y, ool gy sy
lim || =~ :5 vt Sl = 92V (I, )| =0,

where 85Yf’m’y - (l1,19) satisfies
oY, - (1y, 1))
= Oy f (6,2, Y5 ) 0V, 1, 0y, - by dt + Oy f (2, Y, 5)(05Y, - (I, 1)) di
+0g(t, 2, Y, 00) 0,V 10, 0,0 ) dAWE + Oyg(t, 2, YUY 07V - (I, 1)) AW
with 85}/28’:”’?4 -(I1,13) = 0. Thus Y;>"" is twice differentiable in the mean square sense with respect

to y. Furthermore, applying It6’s formula to |8§Yt5’x’y - (I1,12)]? and following the proof of (2.12),
we can obtain

t
|02V - (g, 1p)[2 < e~ 2 s o du
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where v is the constant in (2.4). We note that here the Young inequality is also used. Therefore,
the second estimate in (2.9) holds.

The twice differentiable property of ¥, in the mean square sense with respect to z, as well as
the third and fourth estimates in (2.9) can be proved similarly, and the details are omitted here.
The proof is complete. O

Y

2.2. Evolution system of measures. In order to prove the existence and the uniqueness of evolu-
tion system of measures for the inhomogeneous SDE (2.1), we primarily adhere to the corresponding
concept in [12]. For this aim, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that Assumption A1l holds. Let Y*%Y := {Y,7"Y};~; be the unique strong
solution to the SDE (2.1). Then, for any t € R and x € R", there exists nf € L*(Q0,.%,P) such
that for allt > s, x € R" and y € R™,

t
Y — 72 < O+ |af + [yP)e 2 S *0 % sup B2 < C(1+ o), (2.13)
teR
and {n} }ier satisfies that

t t
w =t [ Syt [ gam i ez (214
S S

Moreover, nf is twice differentiable in mean square with respect to x, and the first derivative O,nf
and the second derivative 02n} satisfy that for allt > s, x € R™ and y € R™

$,x 2 2 2y, —2 ft (u)d
B[|0: Y5 = O |I° < C(L+ |2 4 [y[)e ™7 T,

t
E[02V5%Y — 02|12 < C(1 + |a]? + y|2)e~ 2 Jo et du, (2.15)
supE[| 0,782 < C,  supE[02nf|* < O,
teR teR

where v € (0,1) is the constant in (2.4).
Proof. (i) Note that, for any h > 0,¢ > s, z € R” and y € R™,

t t
vy = yehaa g [ pu Vet dut [ glue VTN dWE - (2.16)

and

¢ t
Y;&x’y = y + / f(u7 x, Y'j7m7y) du + / g(“‘? ':U7 Yus’w’y) dWE‘
s S

h —h
Put Z,;"Y =Y """ — Y >®Y. One has
s,t

Zh’x’y :}/;s_h7x7y -y + /t(f(uv z, Yus—h,x,y) - f(u7 Zz, Yus,x,y)) du
S
[ ot Y ) gl o) .
S
By the It6 formula,
22 =2y 42 [, V) — s, V) du
S
[t Y 59) = g, Y200 P
S

t
+ 2/ <Z£‘7;f’y,g(u,:n, Yj_h’x’y) — g(u, z, Y,)"Y)) de.
S
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Then, according to (2.2),
dE| ZY |2
dt
This along with (2.7) yields that for any h > 0, t > s, x € R™ and y € R™,

< —2a(t)E|ZMY 2.

¢ t
E|Z£L’%m,y|2 < E|y;s—h7x7y _ y|2€—2f5 a(u) du < C(l + |$|2 + |y|2)e—2fs o(u) du‘

By this and (2.4), we know that for any ¢t € R, z € R" and y € R™, {Y;”"},>; is a Cauchy
sequence in L?(Q,R™) as s — —oo. Hence, there exists a random variable n;"Y € L*(Q,R™) such
that for any t,s € R with ¢t > s, x € R” and y € R™,

t
BV, — Y2 < C(1+ Jaf? + [yR)e > 2, (2.17)

Next, we are going to prove that 7y is independent of y. Indeed, (2.8) implies that for any
Y1,Y2 € Rmv
lim E‘Yl;s?xvyl _ K57x7y2‘2 — 0.

§——00

Note that
E’,r,f7yl _ T,fny‘? g CE’nf7y1 _ Y;S,w,yl‘? + CE‘T];BJJ? _ }/;fs,x,y2’2 + CE‘}/;S’:E’yl _ }/;‘/s7m7y2‘2.

Taking s — —oo and using (2.17), we get E|n;"”* — n"*?|2 = 0. So n/Y* = n{’¥? in L?(,R™).
Below, we denote by 7, by n¥.
Furthermore, according to (2.7), (2.17) and (2.4),

supE[nf|? < C(1 + |z]?). (2.18)
teR

On the other hand, using (2.17) and taking the limit as h goes to +oo on both sides of (2.16), we
get that for any ¢ > s and = € R”,

t t
w=nt+ [ gyt [ glrw) dw?
S S

This finishes the proofs of (2.13) and (2.14).
(ii) Note that for any k € R,

t
B, Y, Y k= 9,y h Y | 4 / [0 f (ry 2, Y mYY ke 40, f (r, 2, Y,I72Y) (0, Y, %Y k)] drr

t
+ / [ch(r, xz, Y;“S_h7x7y) k+ ayg(ra z, K’S_h7x7y) : (aerS_h7x7y : k)] dWT2
and

t
0 k= [ [0nf (0, YI) K 0, (o, Y20 - (0¥ - )] i

¢
b [ 0aglr, YE0) ko 0,90, Y20) - 0,V - )] AW
S
Then, following the same argument as in (i) and applying the Young inequality, we can obtain that

t
E|0, Y5 -k — 0,Y 50 k2 < O(L+ [ef? + [yf2) ke - 2,

where v € (0,1) is the constant in (2.4). In particular, due to (2.4), {9,Y;""Y - k};~s is a Cauchy
sequence in L2(£2,R™) as s — —oo. Furthermore, we can also repeat the argument in (i) and obtain

that there exists a random variable & ke L?(Q,R™) which is independent of y such that for all
t>s, z,k € R"and y € R™,

t
E|0, Y™ -k — €782 < C(1L+ |af? + [yl kf2e 2 s ot e, (2.19)
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Note that 9,Y;>™" - k is linear with respect to the vector k, so there exists & € L2(Q2, R™*") such
that &% = ¢7 - .

By (2.13), (2.19) and the fact that ¥;>*" is differentiable in the mean square sense with respect
to x, we know that for any ¢ € R and z, k € R™,

o+3k oz 2

Yr: M ex _
%l_I)%E 5 & -k 0.

This yields that nf is differentiable in the mean square sense with respect to z, and 9;nf = &F. Thus
the first inequality in (2.15) holds. Furthermore, according to (2.9) and (2.19), sup;cg E||0:77]1? <
C.

The other assertions in (2.15) for the second derivative 92nF can be proved similarly, and the
details are omitted here. O

Remark 2.5. From the proof above, we can obtain that, if for any 0 <7 < 4 and 0 < ¢ < 5 with
1<i+7 <5,
10500 f(t, 2, y)|| + |0500g(t, z, y)|I* < Ca(t),

then 7y is fourth differentiable in the mean square sense with respect to z, and

suszn It < (2.20)

In the following, let {P{;}¢>s be the semigroup of the process {Y;7*¥}>, i.e., for any bounded
measurable function ¢ on Rm

Plply) =Ep(Y;"™Y), yeR™
Let nf be given in Lemma 2.4, and, for any ¢t € R, denote by uf the law of nf.

Proposition 2.6. Suppose that Assumption A1l holds. Then, {uf}icr is an evolution system of
measures for the semigroup {P{;}izs, i.e., for anyt > s, x € R and p € Cp(R™),

L Prcto) ity = [ elw) i (). (221)

Moreover, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for any t > s, x € R™, y € R™ and Lipschitz
continuous function ¢ on R™,

- [ o))

where Lip(¢) := sup,, |¢(z) — ¢(y)|/|x — y|. Furthermore, if {v{ }1er is another evolution system
of measures for { P }i>s and satisfies that for all x € R",

sup/ |z|vf(dz) < oo,

teR

< CLip(¢)(1 + |a] + [y])e ™ Js 2@ (2.22)

then v{ = py for allt € R and x € R".

Proof. (i) According to (2.13), for any t € R, x € R™ and ¢ € Cp(R™),
lim Plo(y) = lim Eo(Yy™) =Be(n) = | o(y) ui (dy).
S oo S [e.e] Rm™

By this and the fact that P, € Cy(R™),

/ y)us(dy) = lim PrPlp(y) = lim Prio(y) = /R o(y) pi (dy)-

This proves (2.21).
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For any Lipschitz function ¢ on R™, (2.13) yields that

- [ o uiz)

and so (2.22) holds.
(ii) Let {v }1er be another evolution system of measures for { PY; }¢> so that supyeg Jgpm |2| v (d2) <
oo. It holds that for any ¢ € C}(R™)

| Previty) = [ ot vy,
R™ R™

In order to prove vf = uf, it is sufficient to verify that for any ¢ € C}(R™)

lim vidy) = [ elw)i(dy) (2.23)

t
= Lip(@)E[Y;""Y — 5| < CLip(6)(1 + || + [y[)e™ s o),

S§——00 m

Indeed, note that

/ vy (dy) = /Rm (Pﬁit@(y) - /R #(2) ui"(dz)> vi(dy) + /R _ly) i (dy).

(2.22) in turn yields that

t
‘ / ( sy /R so<z>u%’(dz)> vf(dy)} <C /R (1 [l + [y]) vE (dy)e S o™
t
<C <1 + |z + Sup/ |2| yf(dz)) e~ J, atwdu
teR JR™

It shows that (2.23) holds by taking s — —oo in the inequality above. 0

2.3. Nonautonomous Poisson equations. Let H : R x R™ x R™ — R" satisfy the following
centering condition

/ H(s,z,y) ps(dy) =0, seR,zeR"” (2.24)
and that for i = 0,1,2 and j = 1,2,3 with 1 <7+ j < 3,
sup 10509 H(t, z, )| < oo. (2.25)

teR,z€R™,yeR™

For fixed x € R", we consider the following nonautonomous Poisson equation:

8S<I>(s,a;,y)+$2x(s)fl>(s,x,-)(y) = _H(Saxay)7 SeRayERma (226)
where Z5(s) is the generator of the SDE (2.1), that is,
1 * m
L5 ()¢() = (F (s, 2,), Vo)) + 5Trl(99)" (s, 2. 0)Vie(w)], ¢ € C*R™). (2:27)

Proposition 2.7. Suppose that Assumption A1 holds. For any H : R x R” x R™ — R" satisfying
(2.24) and (2.25), define

+00
D(s,x,y) ::/ EH (r,x,Y,>%Y) dr. (2.28)

Then, ®(s,x,y) is a solution to the nonautonomous Poisson equation (2.26). Moreover, there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that for s € R, z € R" and y € R™,
[@(s,2,y)] < C(1+[z[ +[y))Als),
18:® (5, 2, y)|| + 105®(s, 2, y)[| < C(1+ |2 + [y))As (s), (2.29)
10, @(s, 2, y)| < CA(s),  958(s,2,y)ll < CA4(s),
where A (s) is defined in (2.4) and A(s) = Ai(s).
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Remark 2.8. Here we do not claim that the solution to nonautonomous Poisson equation (2.26)
is unique. Furthermore, additionally assume that the solution ®(¢,x,y) satisfies the centering
condition (i.e., [gm ®(s,z,y) u¥(dy) = 0 for any s € R and € R™) and (2.29). Then the solution
is unique. In fact, if ®(¢, z,y) is another solution to (2.26) and satisfies the centering condition and
(2.29), then, applying It&’s formula and taking expectation on both sides, we find

~ - to. -
Eb(t,2,Y,") =8(s,2.9) + E [ (0r(ra, ¥ 5) + L5 (1)B(r. 2, ) (V) dr

. t
=P(s,z,y) —/ EH (r,z,Y,>"Y) dr.
On the other hand, by (2.22) and (2.29),

Bd(t, 2, YY) =[E®(t, 2, V") — [ ®(t,w,y) uf (dy)|

R'm

<CI(t, 2, Vuip (1 + 1l + yl)e 8 < €1t Ja] + yhagpe S
Then, lim; 400 ]E&)(t,g;jnsw,y)‘ =0and so 0 = (f(s,g;,y) — ®(s,x,y) for all s € R, 2 € R" and
y € R™,

Proof of Proposition 2.7. (i) It is well known (see e.g. [13, (1.2)]) that PS, H(r,x,-)(y) = EH (r, 2, Y,>"Y)
and

P H(r ) ) = ~LE )P H (2, ) )

Hence, according to the definition of ®(s, z,y),

+o0
8S<I>(Sa$ay) :—H(s,x,y)—l—/ %P;T’H(nl‘))(y) dr

+00
——Hww)+ [ LGP H ) ) dr
= H(S,ﬂj‘,y) - 325”(5)(1)(373;,3/),

which implies ®(s,z,y) is a solution to the equation (2.26).
Note that for any I,1y,l5 € R™,

OyEH (1,2, Y,>"Y) -1 = B0, H (r,,Y,>Y) - (9, Y,V - 1)]
and
ORBH (r,z, Y, 5™ Y) - (11, o)
= E[05H (r, 2, Y,"™Y) - (0,Y,"" -1, 0, Y, - 1p)] + E[9, H (r,z, Y,»™Y) - (9yY;>™ - (I, 12)))-
Then, according to (2.25) and (2.9),

|0,EH (r,, Y,")|| < Ce™ e @ | 2R (1,2, v 2Y)|| < O™ e,
Hence,
400 +oo _J"r' ( )d
10, @(s,z, )| S/ |O,EH (r, z, Y2 )| dr < C/ e Js WM dr <L CA(s).
Similarly,

105 @ (s, 2, y)|| < CA4(s).

Hence, we prove the third inequality in (2.29).
(ii) Under the centering condition (2.24), for r > s,

EH(Ta z, Y;*s’x’y) = EH(T, z, }/Ts,m,y) - EH(T, z, 77?)
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Note that, by (2.25),
‘H(T7 z, yl) - H(Ta z, y2)‘ < C’yl - y2’
Then, according to (2.22),

“+oo
@(say) < [ BH (@, Y ) ~ EH (oo )| dr

s

—+o00 r
<C(1+ |z| + \y!)/ o= Jo atwdu g

=C(1+ [z + [y A(s),

which proves the first inequality in (2.29).
(iii) Thanks to (2.24) again, it also holds that for any unit vector k € R,

O,EH(r,z,Y,>"Y) - k = [EO,H(r,z,Y,>"Y) - k — B0, H (r,xz,n}) - k]
+E0,H (r,x, Y,>"Y) - (0.Y,2"Y - k)] = K [0, H (r, 2z, n7) - (Oeny - k)]
=11 + I>.
It follows from (2.13) that
1] < CIBI Y = g2 < O+ fol + [yl)e J- 0%
On the other hand, (2.13), (2.15) and (2.9) show that
L] <IE[0, H(r, @, Y250) - (0,Y,55 - K)] — [0, H(r,,n?) - (0, - k)]
+ [0y H (r, z,ny7) - (0:.Y,7%Y - k)] — B[Oy H (r, z,7;7) - (Oany - K)]|
SC(E|Y —nf )2 (B0, Y250 - kP2 4 C(EIO Y, - k — Oy - k[*)Y?
<C(L+ [o] + fylye ™ S+
Hence,
+00 r
10:0(s,2,9)]| < O+ [a] + 1y [ e W ar < C(1+1a] + ly)As (o)
Furthermore, note that for any unit vectors ki, ks € R™,
OHEH (r,z, V™) —EH(r,z,n7)} - (ki, k)
=E[0;H (r,2, YY) - (k1 ko)) — E[OSH (r,z,07) - (K1, ko))
—|—E[8 O H (r,x, Y,2"Y) - (k1,0,Y,5Y - ko)| — E[0y0p H (r,x,m)) - (k1, 0.y - k2)]

E[0,0yH (r,z, YY) - (0,Y,>"Y - k1, k)] — E[0,0,H (1, 2,1y ) - (021 - k1, k2)]

B[O H (r,, YY) - 0,V - ky, .Y, - ko)] — E[OFH (r, 2, m7 ) - (Dumy - ku, Ouy - ko)

E[0, H (r,z, Y, ™Y) - (3,5 - (ki k2))) — B[Oy H (r,z,117) - (830 - (k1. k2))]

5 ~
= Z[]
j=1
From (2.13) and (2.25), one has
11| < CEIYS™Y — 2| < CO(1+ Jz| + [yl)e Jo 2@

Using (2.9), (2.13), (2.15) and (2.25), we obtain
L] SCE Y35 — it [ [0:Y,5Y - kol + CE |0, Y,5™Y - ky — Oy - ko

<C(1+ |a| + [y])e 7 Jo 2@ 4
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Similarly, we can get that
|| < C(L+ |z + Jyl)e ™ Jo ot e,
For I and I, we apply (2.9), (2.13), (2.15) and (2.25) to obtain
| L] SCE([Y,Y = nf||0:Y;7™Y - Ky [|0: Y, - ko)
+ OE(|0, Y, - by — Oy - ka[|02Y,7Y - kg
+ CE(|0,Y,>™Y - kg — Oumy - kal|Ouny - k1)
<C(L+af + [yhe S o0
and
| I5| SCE(|Y;™Y — nr|07Y,57Y - (ky, ka)|) + CE|OZY, ™Y - (ki ka) — O30 - (k. k)|
<C(1+Jal + fyle et

Therefore,

+oo
020(s,a )l < [ OB (ry, V) — BH (1,2} | dr

s

-‘rOO r
<C(1+ |2+ y]) / o1 [] atwdu g

=C(1+ || + |y Ay (s).

Combining with all the estimates above, we obtain the second inequality in (2.29). The proof is
complete. ]

3. TIME-INHOMOGENEOUS MULTI-SCALE SDES: GENERAL CASE

As an application of nonautonomous Poisson equations discussed in Section 2, we study the
averaging principle of the following time-inhomogeneous multi-scale SDE:

{de = 0(X7,Y7) dt + o(X7,YE) AW}, X§ =1z €R", )

dYE = e 1 f(t/e, X5, YE) dt + 6_1/2g(t/E,Xt€, YE)AWE, Y§ =y eR™,
where b € C?3(R" x R™, R"), 0 € C(R™ x R™ R™), f(¢,.,-) € C23(R" x R™, R™) and g(t, -, ) €
CE3(R™ x R™ R™*42) for any ¢t > 0, and W := {W/!};50 and W2 := {W2};>¢ are two independent

d; and do dimensional standard Brownian motions respectively. From this section, we always
suppose that the following conditions hold.

B1. Suppose f and g satisfies Assumption A1 for anyt > 0, x € R"™ and y € R™ with « : [0,00) —
(0,00), which fulfills
“+oo “+00 _ f’r a(u) du
/ a(u) du = oo, / e i dr < oo for allt € [0,00) (3.2)
0 t

with some v € (0,1).
B2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any 1,z € R™ and y1,yo € R™,

b(z1,y1) — b(w2,y2)| + llo(21,91) — o (@2, y2)[| < C(lz1 — 2| + |91 — 2]), (3.3)
and for any i =0,1,2 and j =1,2,3 with 1 <i+j <3,

sup _[|9,8b(x, y)|| < C, sup |lo(z,y)ll < C. (3.4)
z€R™ yeR™ r€ER™ yeR™
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Remark 3.1. To make full use of the evolution system of measures in Section 2, we need to extend
the fast component {Yy };>¢ in the multi-scale SDE (3.1) to {Y;® }+er. Take another da-dimensional
standard Brownian motion {W?}4~¢ that is independent of {W2};>0, and set

. W2, t>0,
Wi = {Wtz t<0

s .
For any = € R™ and y € R™, define

A Oft, t>07 P ft7x7y7 t>07 A gtaxay7 t>07
() = {1 Flt,ag) = {10 2Y) it.ay) = {10
al(—t), t<O0, f(—t,z,y), t<O0, g(—t,x,y), t<O.

Thus, f and § satisfy Assumption A1 with the function & on R. Hence, the associated time-
inhomogeneous frozen SDE

dY; = f(t,z,Y;)dt + §(t,z,Y,) dW?, Y,=yeR™ seR,

admits a unique strong solution Y*%¥ := {Y;”*¥},~ . Let {P7;}s>, be the semigroup of the process
{Y;>*¥}>s. In the rest of this paper, we always let {uf }+cr be an evolution system of measures of
the semigroup {Py;}i>s given in Proposition 2.6.

Remark 3.2. (i) Under Assumptions B1 and B2, the coefficients of the SDE (3.1) satisfy the
one-sided Lipschitz condition and the globally linear growth condition. Therefore, there
exists a unique solution {(X;,Y,®)}>0 to the SDE (3.1) for any € > 0, z € R” and y € R™.

(ii) The first condition in (3.4) corresponds to (2.25) as we will take H(t,z,y) = b(t,z,y) —
b(t, ), where b(t,z) is defined by (3.8). On the other hand, the second condition in (3.4),
i.e., o is bounded, which will be used in the proof of our first main result Theorem 3.5
below; however, such kind requirement can be weaken if the solution {(Xf,Y)}:>0 has
higher finite moment.

We now establish some uniform estimates of the solution {(X7,Y}?)}+>o0.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that Assumptions B1 and B2 hold. Then, for any T > 0, there exists a
constant Cp > 0 such that

supE( sup [XF|') < Cr(1+ |of* + |y[*) (3.5)
e>0 te[0,T]

and
sup sup E[Y7|' < Cr(1+ |l + [y[*). (3.6)
>0 t€[0,T

Proof. By 1t6’s formula and (2.6),
d 4
EE‘Y;E‘Al ZEE(‘}Q€’2<Y;€€7 f(t/E, Xf? Y;ﬁs»)
2 4,
+ EE(lYfleg(t/E,Xf,Yf)ll2) +ZE(lg (t/e, X5, YY)

4 6
SCE(YEPOYE, £/, X5, Y00) + BV Pllg(t/e, X7, YA)I)

~

£
This along with the Grownall inequality and (2.4) implies

4 t C t 4 t
Bl | <em S hotomypty 2 [ Lot a e 1+ Bl du

< - Dol gyeey ) gy,

t/e
<e Jy e du|y|4 +C sup (1+ E|X§|4)-
0<s<t
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On the other hand, by (3.3) and (3.4), for ¢ € [0, 7],

t t
E( sup [X7[*) goT(1+|:n|4)+cT/ E|X§|4ds+0T/ E|YZ|* ds
s€[0,t] 0 0

¢
<Or(1+ |z* + y)*) + CT/ E( sup \Xi\‘l) ds.
0 u€l0,s]

Using the Grownall inequality again, we find that

E( sup |X7[*) < Cr(1+ [a* + [y,
te[0,T

which implies (3.5). As a consequence, (3.6) holds obviously. O

3.1. Strong averaging principle: general case. In this subsection, we focus on the strong
averaging principle of the stochastic system (3.1). A counterexample in [28, Section 4.1] shows that
the strong averaging principle may fail if the diffusion coefficient o(z,y) depends on y. Hence, in
this part we always assume that o(z,y) = o(z), i.e., o(x,y) is independent of y. Then, we consider
the following averaged equation:

dXF = b(t/e, X7) dt +o(X5) dW), X5 =, (3.7)

where

bt.a) = [ by i(dy), >0 (33

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that Assumptions B1 and B2 hold, and that o(xz,y) = o(x) for all x € R"
and y € R™. Then, for any v € R" and € > 0, the time-inhomogeneous SDE (3.7) has a unique
solution, denoted by { X }t>0. Moreover, for T' > 0, there exists a constant Ct > 0 such that

supE( sup |XF[?) < Or(1+ |f?), (3.9)
e>0 te[0,T]

Proof. According to (2.22), (3.3) and (2.8), for any t > 0, t > s and x1,x9 € R",
bito0) = bltsza)| =| [ bon () = [ boa ()

+ /]R  baa, i (dy) — Eb(as, )

g ‘/Rm b(xl’ y)'ufl (dy) - Eb($17 }/ts’wl’o)

+ [Eb(wr, Y 0) — Bb(wz, V)|
t

SC’(l + |IE1| + |$2|)e—f a(u) du + O|$1 _ $2| + CE|Y;’Z‘17O _ }/ts,l‘z,()|

<C(1 + |z1| + [wa)e J @ 4 Clay — ).
Letting s — —oo in the inequality above and using (2.4),
b(t,z1) — b(t,z2)| < Clay — x| (3.10)
On the other hand, by (2.13), there exists C' > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0,

[b(t, 21)| < Elb(z,n7)| < C(1+ 2] + Elni[) < C(1+ |z]). (3.11)
Combining (3.11) and (3.10) with (3.3), we can easily see that the SDE (3.7) admits a unique
solution, and (3.9) holds obviously. O

The following is the first main result of our paper.
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Theorem 3.5. Suppose that Assumptions B1 and B2 hold, and o(xz,y) =o(x) for all z € R" and
y € R™. Let {(X7,YF)} >0 and { X[ }i>0 be the solutions to (3.1) and (3.7) respectively. Then for
T > 0, there exists Cp > 0 such that for (x,y) € R" x R™ and ¢ > 0,

sup E|XF — X512 < Cp(1 + |z* + |y[*)e? [ sup. A (t/¢) |2+/ (s)A2(s) ds ] (3.12)
te[0,7 0<

Proof. Note that, by (3.1) and (3.7),
XG - X = [ (6K Y2) ~ blsfe, X)) ds 4 [ (s X3) — bls/e, X5) ds
0 0
+ [ (o) — (X2 dw.
0

Hence, according to (3.10) and (3.3), for any ¢ € [0, 7],

2
sup E|XE — X2 < Or sup E
0<s<t 0<s<t

_ t _
/(b(X;f,Yf)—b(r/s,X;?))dr +0T/ E|XS — X5 ds.
0 0

Consequently,

2
sup E|X; — X{2<Cr sup E
0<I<T 0<I<T

[ 00z ) ~ s/, X)) ds

Denote by H(s,z,y) = b(x,y) — b(s, ). By the definition of b(s,z) and (3.4), it is easy to check
that H(s,z,y) satisfies (2.24) and (2.25) for any s > 0. According to Proposition 2.7, there exists
a solution ®(s, z,y) satisfying the following equation

0sP(s,x,y) + L5 (s)P(s,x,)(y) = —H(s,z,y), s=0,zecR" yecR",

and (2.29) holds for any s > 0, where %5 (s) is defined by (2.27). Thus,
2

[0t/ x22) 4 25 s/2)00s /2, X2 (0 ds| - (313)

0

sup E|Xf — X< Cr sup E
0<t<T 0<t<T

On the other hand, by Itd’s formula,

Bt/ XE V) =00,,0) +7 [ @00/ X2 VD) + 2 (502 X2, )(¥)) ds

t €
[ Ao VI XD ds + M4 M,
0
where

LY ¢(x) = (b(x,y), Vo(x)) + %TT[(OU)*(%)V%(@], ¢ € C*(R™), (3.14)

and M 1 and Mf '“ are local martingales defined respectively by

t
M= [ 0,0(s/e, X2 YD) - (X5 AW,
0

t
M2 = V2 [0, (s e, XEYE) - gls /2, X5, VE) W
0

Consequently,
t €
B / (0s®(s/e, X3, Y5) + 25 (s/2)(s/2, X5, ) (VE)) ds
0

— o(®(0, 2, y) — D(t/e, XE,YF)) +e/ LY B(s)e,, Y (XE) ds + eME' 4 M2,
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Combining this with (3.13), we obtain that

sup E[X7 — X;7|?
t€[0,T]

T 3
< Cre® sup BO(0,2,) — B{t/e, X, Y)P + Ore’E ( | = <s/e>¢><s/a~,-,m(X:)Fds)
te[0,T) 0
+¢2 sup E|MH? 462 sup E|MS?)?
t€[0,7] t€[0,T]
4
=Y I(T).
i=1
It follows from (2.29) and Lemma 3.3 as well as A(0) < supy<;<p A(t/c) that

I{(T) < Ore®(L+ o + [y[?) sup At /).

According to (2.29), Assumption B2 and Lemma 3.3, we have

2
0, ®(s/e, XE,YE) - b(XE, YE) + %Tr[(aa*)(Xi)@%CI)(s/s,Xi,Yf)] ds

R}

T
I5(T) <Cre’ / E
0

T
<Cre(L+laf' + yl") | A2(s/2) ds
<Or2(L+ [l + [yl") sup [A,(t/2)]2,

o<t<T

where the boundedness of ¢ is used in the second inequality. Lemma 3.3 together with (3.4) and
(2.29) yield that

T
(1) <Cr? [ A2 (s/oB(+ X2 +1¥2P) ds < Cr(1+ 1 + ) sup [A,(1/e)P
0 0<t<T
Furthermore, by (2.29), (2.3) and Lemma 3.3, it is easy to see that

I;(T) <Cre /OT afs/e)A%(s/e)E(1 + | XE|? + |YE)?) ds

<Cre?(1+ |z* + y%) /OT/€ a(s)A?(s) ds.
Hence, the desired assertion follows by putting all the estimates above together. O
In the following, we make some remarks on convergence rates in Theorem 3.5.
Lemma 3.6. Suppose that a(-) is differentiable on (0,00) such that
d o a(u) du
tl}glooa(t) € [0, 00], tEEloo o) =0, tl}gloo[l/a(t)]/ =0. (3.15)

Then for any T > 0, there are constants 9,C > 0 so that for any e € (0, &9,

T/e
sup |A,(t/e)]* < C/ a(s)A?(s) ds.
te[0,T 0

Proof. (i) According to (2.4), A,(0) = [;F® e Jo a@du g o This along with (3.15) yields that
e ey, L

lim a(t)A,(t) = lim = lim ——————— = —.
t—-o0 (DA (1) t=too —y fot a(U)dU/a(t) totooy — [L/a(t)] v
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Similarly, it holds that lim;_, . a(t)A(t) = 1. In particular,
A 1

oo At) 4

and
lim A (t)=~"' lim 1/a(t).

t——+o0 t——+o0

When limy o a(t) € (0,00], it is clear that there are constants Tp, Cp > 0 such that for all
t Z T07

t
A%(t) < CO/O a(s)A?(s) ds. (3.16)
When lim;, 4o a(t) =0,

MO 1 A 1 AmA®a) 1]
totoo [Fa(s)A2(s)ds P totoo [La(s)A2(s)ds Y2 totee  a(t)A2(t) :

and so (3.16) is also satisfied.
(ii) For any T' > 0, take €9 > 0 with T'/eg = Ty. Then, by (3.16), for any ¢ € (0, eq],

T/e
sup |A(t/2) < Co / a(s)A2(s) ds.
te[eT /eo,T) 0

Note also that A,(t) is continuous on [0,7/eo], and so

sup  |A(t/e)* = sup |AL (1) < OF.
t€[0,eT/e0] t€[0,T /<o)

Therefore, for any € € (0, &),

sup [A(H/E)P < sup AL/ sup A, (t/e)?
te[0,T] teleT /eo,T) te€[0,eT/eo]

T/e
SCT/ a(s)A?(s) ds.
0
The proof is complete. U

Remark 3.7. Let a(t) = co(1 + t)? with ¢g > 0 and § € (—1,00). Then, (3.15) is satisfied.
According to the proof of Lemma 3.6, there exist two positive constants ¢; < ¢ such that

t t t
cl/ a~l(s)ds < / a(s)A?(s)ds < 02/ a l(s)ds, t>0.
0 0 0

Thus, by Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.6,

Ce+8)/2, —1<B<1,
sup [E|X7 — X5[)1Y2 <{ Ce(logl/e)?, B=1, (3.17)
telo.T] Ce, B8>1,

In particular, when § = 0, the rate is of order £/2, which is consistent with the optimal result for
the convergence rate of the strong averaging principle in time-homogeneous settings (see e.g. [28]).
On the other hand, (3.17) indicates that the convergence rate can be slower or faster than £!/2
in time-inhomogeneous settings. That is, the convergence rate of the strong averaging principle is
influenced by the function a(t) involved in Assumption B1.
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3.2. Weak averaging principle: general case. In Theorem 3.5, the diffusion coefficient o(z,y)
is assumed to be independent of y. This crucial assumption ensures the validity of the strong
averaging principle. For general diffusion coefficient o(x,y), we can investigate the corresponding
weak convergence. To facilitate this, we assume that Assumption B1 holds and the following
assumption is satisfied:

B3. (i) Assume that f(t,-,-) € C*(R" x R™ R™) and g(t,-,-) € C*(R" x R™,R™*%),
Moreover, there exists C' > 0 such that for any x € R",y € R™ and t > 0

10500 f (&, 2, 9) || + 10507 g(t, 2, 9)|I” < Calt), 0<i<4,0<j<5withl<i+j<5 (3.18)

(ii) Assume that b € CHH(R™ x R™ R") and o € CH4(R™ x R™ R"*%). Moreover, there exists
C > 0 such that for any x € R™ y € R™,

10,050z, )| + llo(z, y)|| + 85050 (z,y)|| <O, 0<i,j <4 with 1 <i+j<4 (3.19)
(iii) Assume that

i ((co")(2,y) - 2,2)
ze€R" yeR™, zeR"\ {0} |2|?

> 0. (3.20)

Remark 3.8. It is clear that Assumption B2 holds under Assumption B3(ii), and so Assump-
tion B3 is stronger than Assumption B2. Stronger smoothness conditions (3.18) and (3.19) on
the coefficients are employed to study regularity estimates of partial derivatives for the averaged
coefficients b(t,x) and &(t,z) in the averaged equation (3.21) below with respect to z up to the
fourth order. For this purpose, the uniformly non-degeneracy condition (3.20) is also required.

In this case, the corresponding averaged equation is given by

dX§ =b(t)e, X{)dt +o(t)e, X5)dW,, X§ =, (3.21)

where b(t, ) is defined by (3.8),
a(t,z) = aa*(t,m)]l/2 = (/
and {Wt}tzo is a n-dimensional standard Brownian motion.

Since b(t,z) = Eb(x,n?) and (0o)(t,z) = E(co*)(z,n}), (3.19) and (2.20) imply that b(t,-) €
CY{R"™,R") and go*(t,-) € CHR", R"*") satisfy

(o0 i a) Lt 0,

m

4
sup > (195b(t,2)| + 119, (o07) (¢, 2)|) < C. (3.22)
t>0,0€R™ ;7
This in turn yields that the SDE (3.21) has a unique solution, which is denoted by {X;*}i>0. Let
{X;*"}>5 be the solution of (3.21) with initial value starts from time s > 0 at x. In particular,
{Xehis0 = {XF""} 150 obviously.
Furthermore, by (3.20), co* is non-degenerate, i.e.,

(oo*(t,x) - 2, 2) >0

t>0,z,2€R" l|2]1?

Applying this and (3.22) and following the proof of [9, Lemma A.7|, we have

4
sup Z |0La(t,z)|| < C,

t?O,Z‘ERn i=1
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which along with (3.22) again and Assumption B3(ii) gives us that X;**" is fourth differentiable
in the mean square sense with respect to x, and for any 7" > 0, there exists C7 > 0 such that

4
sup > E[0.X7*"||* < O (3.23)
0<s<t<T ;¢

see the proof of Lemma 2.3.
Next, for any ¢ € C’f}(R”), consider the following nonautonomous Kolmogorov equation:

Osuf (s,t,2) = — L (s, t, ), s € 0,1,
{ Wbt a) = o), (3.24)
where .Z¢ is the generator of the averaged equation (3.21), i.e.,
_ - 1
Lip(x) = (b(s/e,2), Vip(a) + 5 Te[oo™(s/e, 2) V()] (3.25)

Hence, the unique solution of (3.24) is given by
uf(s,t, ) = Bo(X; %), t>s.
Then, according to ¢ € Cy(R") and (3.23), we know that for any 7 > 0, there exists a constant
C7 > 0 such that
4
sup > l0su (s, t, )| < Cr (3.26)
0<s<t<T,z€R™ =7

and

2
sup Z 105 (9Luf (s,t, )| < Cp(1 + |z|). (3.27)

0<s<t<T j—;

We note that partial derivatives of u®(s,t,x) with respect to = up to the fourth order are taken
into account because regularity condition such like (2.25) is necessary for analyzing a new Poisson
equation, see (3.29) below. On the other hand, the term (1 + |z|) arises from the linear growth of
b(t,-), see (3.11).

We are in a position to present the second main result in our paper.

Theorem 3.9. Suppose that Assumptions B1 and B3 hold. Let {(X{,Y#)} >0 and {X§}i>0 be the
solutions to (3.1) and (3.21) respectively. Then for any T > 0 and ¢ € Cif(R™), there is a constant
Cor > 0 so that for all (z,y) € R” x R™ and € > 0,

sup [Ep(X;) — Ep(X7)| < Cor(1+ |z + [y*)e sup A (t/e). (3.28)
0<t<T te[0,T]

Proof. Fix t € (0,T], and denote by @5!(s,x) = u®(s,t,z) for any s € [0,t]. [td6’s formula implies
At XT) = @510, 2) + /0 0.t (5, X) ds + /0 'Y (s, ) (XE) ds + 1T,
where
Lolw) = (b(a,), Volw) + 3 Te[(00)" (2,) V20(0)] 0 € CHRT),
and
W= [0, 6, X0, (X2, W)

is a local martingale. B
Since @ (t, X§) = p(X§), u5'(0,x) = E¢(X[), and, thanks to (3.24),

asﬂe’t(& l‘) = _Zsea&t(s’ )($)7
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we have

()~ Bo(X7)] =& [ A7 (50", (X5) ds — B [ 2705, (X3) ds

:’E/Ot ((5(;5;,5;6) — b(s/e, X5), 051 (5, X7))

+ S Tr{(00" (X5, Y5) = 77 (s/2, X902 5, X)) ) ds |-

R

For r € [0,t], s > 0, z € R™ and y € R™, define
Ft(r,s,z,y) == (b(z,y) — b(s, x), 0,0 (r, z)) + %Tr[(aa* (z,y) — oo™ (s,2))0%u (r, z)].
It is easy to check that F* satisfies the following centering condition
/m F'(r,s,z,y) u®(dy) =0, r€[0,t],s>0,xzcR"

and (2.25) as well as

sup |aya7«Ft(7",S,:E,y)| < CT(1+ |l‘|),
0<r<t<T,s=>0,ycR™

thanks to (3.26), (3.27) and (3.19). Let .Z(s) be the operator given by (2.27). Consider the
following nonautonomous Poisson equation

8S§t(,r7 87 x? y) —"_ $2w(s)ét(7’7 87 m? y) = _Ft(r7 87 m? y)' (3'29)
Then, according to Proposition 2.7 and its proof, we can claim that (3.29) admits a solution

+00
(I)t(T, S, x,y) = / EFt(r,u,az, Y.2%Y) du,

and for any T > 0, there exists Cr > 0 such that for any s > 0, x € R” and y € R™,

sSup {]tft(r,s,x,y)] + ‘87’@%74737‘%7?4)’ + |’8Ii)t(r737xay)“ + |’8£(§t(r737x7y)|’}

o<r<t<T

< OrAy (s)(1 + |2l + [y ).
Using It6’s formula, we get

Ed!(t,t/e, X5, YY)

8§71+ s8

30,0, z,y) +E/Ot 0,0 (s, s/e, X2 Ya)ds+E/0t LD (s, 8/e,, YE)XE) ds
+e'E /Ot@ét(s, 5/e, X5, YE) + 25 (s/e)®! (s,5/2, X5, ) (Vi) ds,

which implies that

- E/Ot[asé%s, 5/, X5, YE) + .25 (s/6)B (s, 5/2, X5, ) (YE)] ds

— g[ét(o, 0,z,y) — E®!(t, t/e, XE,YF) + E/Ot 0, ®!(s,s/e, X5, YE) ds

t E ~
+IE/ LB (s, 52, YE)(X) ds].
0
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According to all the conclusions above and Lemma 3.3,

sup_|Ep(X7) — Ep(X7))

0<t<T
t
= sup E/ F'(s,s/e,X5,Y5)ds
o<t<T | Jo
t - € ~
= sup [B [ 0815, 5/, X5, Y7) + B (/2185 572, X0, (V)
o<t<T | Jo
~ ~ t ~
< sup [80.0.0,0)] + sup [EB(1/e, X7V + sup E [ 10,845,/ X7, V0] ds
0<t<T 0<t<T o<t<T Jo

t € ~
+ sup B [ 12" <I>t<s,s/s,-,1g€><xz>\ds]
0

o<t<T

< Cr(1+ 2> + [y[*)e sup A, (t/e).
te[0,7

The proof is complete. O

Remark 3.10. Let a(t) = co(1 +t)? with ¢g > 0 and 3 € (—1,00). Under the assumptions of
Theorem 3.9, we know that for any ¢ € CH(R"),

sup [Ep(X7) — Ep(X])| <

1+ _
{ CcetP —1<p<o, (3.30)
o<t<T

Ce, 6 >=0.

In particular, if 8 = 0, then the convergence rate is of the order 1, which is the same as that for
the convergence rate of the weak averaging principle in time-homogeneous settings (see e.g. [6]).
When 3 < 0, (3.30) shows that the weak convergence order can be slower than the order 1.

4. TIME-INHOMOGENEOUS MULTI-SCALE SDES: CONVERGENT COEFFICIENTS CASE

In the previous section both of the averaged SDEs (3.7) and (3.21) depend on the scaling param-
eter €. One can expect them to be independent of ¢ if we further assume some additional conditions
on the coefficients f, g of the fast component {Y;}+>¢ in the stochastic system (3.1). In this section,
we are restricted ourselves to the case that f and g converge as t — +00. Specifically, we suppose
that the following condition is satisfied:

B4. Assume that limsup;_, , ., a(t) = a > 0, and that there exist functions f:R"xR™ — R™ and
G:R® x R™ — R™%% gsych that

[t a,y) = Fla,y)l + gt 2, y) = gl 9| < 6O + [a] + |y]), (4.1)
where ¢ : [0,00) — (0,00) is locally bounded and satisfies that limy_, o ¢(t) = 0.

In the following, we suppose that Assumptions B1 and B4 hold. According to (2.2), (2.3) and
(4.1), for all z1, 29 € R™ and y1,y2 € R™,

2(y1 — yo, f(w1, 1) — F@2,92)) + 3|g(21,31) — G(@2,92) > < —2afy1 — a|* + Clay — 22|, (4.2)
and for all x € R" and y € R™,
[f@, )| + 115(z )l < CO A+ J2] + [y]).
Thus, the following SDE
dY, = f(z,Y;) dt + g(z,Y;) dW?, Yy =yecR™ (4.3)
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admits a unique strong solution {Y;"};~o. Furthermore, it can be verified (see the proof of (2.8))
that for any ¢t > 0, 1,29 € R™ and y1,y2 € R™,

Eu?txl,yl _ ?vtxz,yz|2 S Ce—2at|y1 _ y2|2 + C|$1 _ $2|2‘ (4‘4)

Let {P?};>0 be the transition semigroup of {Y;"¥},>0, i.e., for any bounded measurable function
p:R™ = R,
Plo(y) =Ep(Y;""), yeR™t>0.

We can prove that {P?}s~ admits a unique invariant measure p® such that

[ () < €1+ ). (45)
This along with (4.4) yields that for any Lipschitz function ¢ on R™,
IEp(Y;"Y) — u®(p)| < CLip(@)(1 + || + |y|)e™°". (4.6)
Len?ma)él.l. Suppose that Assumptions B1 and B4 hold. Then, for any Lipschitz function ¢ and
6e€(0,1),

t 1/2
7 (6) =1 < Colan) ) e [ [ omenga] L

where {{if }ier is an evolution system of measures of the semigroup {P{;}i>s given in Proposition
2.6.

Proof. Tt follows from (2.14) and (4.3) that
(i = Y,") = (f(t,2,07) = f(2, V")) dt + (g(t, 2, nf) — §(x, ¥,")) dWE,

with 7% — Y'Y = 0§ —y. Then, according to It&’s formula, (4.2), Young’s inequality, (4.1) and
(2.13), for any 8 € (0,1),

d T T T VD T £ VD T = vV
BT = YR =2B 0y = Vi, f(t @) — f@ ) + Ellg(t@mp) — gl V)P

S2E(y; = V", f(ta,nf) — fla,nd)) + 2E|g(t,z,nf) — g(a, )|
+2E(nf — Vi, fl, ) — fl2, V")) + 2B | g(e, nf) — gz, Yi)|?
< = 280Elp; =Y, + C0*(6)(1+ |al* + Elnf )
< ()1 + |zf).
This along with (2.13) again implies that
it — 2P <e PRl —of? + o1 +of?) [0 dr

t
SO(L+[af + lyP)e 0 + a1+ [of?) [ 220 g2(r) .
0
Combining this with (4.6), we get that for any Lipschitz function ¢,

12 () — 1% (9)] <[E(e(f) — o(Y70)| + [Ep(Y0) — ()|
t 1/2
<CLip(9)(1 + [z[)e™ " + CsLip(p)(1 + |a]) UO e G2 () dr

The proof is complete. U
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Remark 4.2. We note that for any n > 0,

t
lim e~ G2 (r) dr = 0. (4.8)

t——+oo 0

Indeed, for any ¢ > 0, it follows from the fact lim; o ¢(t) = 0 that there exists N7 > 0 so that
#?(t) < né/2 for all t > Ni. On the other hand, since ¢ is locally bounded, there exists Ny > 0
such that for all ¢ > No,

Ny
e_"t/ e @3 (r)dr < §/2.
0

Then, for any t > Ny V No,

t N t
/ e M B2 (r) dr = e_”t/ ' e G (r) dr + e_”t/ e (rydr < 5/246/2 = 6.
0 0 Ny

In particular,

t
: —n(t—r) 42 _
tl}?oo ; e ¢*(r)dr =0,
which proves the desired assertion (4.8).

4.1. Strong averaging principle: convergent coefficients case. In this part, we suppose that
f and g fulfill Assumptions B1 and B4, and b and o satisfy Assumption B2 such that o(z,y) = o(z)
for all x € R™ and y € R™. Consider the averaged SDE:

dX; = bo(Xy) dt + o(X;) dW}, Xo ==, (4.9)
where

be(x) = M CIEECY) (4.10)

and p® is the unique invariant measure of the SDE (4.3).

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that Assumptions B1, B2 and B4 hold. Then, for x € R", (4.9) has a
unique solution {X }1>0; moreover, for T > 0, there exists a constant Cp > 0 such that

E( sup [%,2) < Cr(1+ [af). (4.11)
te[0,7

Proof. Note that for z1,29 € R™, by (3.3) and (4.6), one has

bulon) = Belaa)| =| [ War ) ()~ [ g ()|

s ’/Rm bz, y) ™ (dy) — Eb(z1, Y;"°)
+ |Eb(z1, Y;™0) — Eb(xa, Y;"0)|
<O(1+ |a1] + |2])e " + Clzy — @] + CE[Y0 — v;727),

i ’/Rm b(za, y) 1" (dy) — Eb(x, ;")

Using (4.4) and letting ¢ — +o00, we obtain that
|BC($1) - Bc(l‘2)| < C|$1 - ZE2|. (4.12)
Therefore, (4.9) admits a unique strong solution, and (4.11) holds obviously. O

Now, we state our third main result.
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Theorem 4.4. Suppose that Assumptions B1, B2 and B4 hold, and o(z,y) = o(x). Let {X{, Y }i>o
and {Xt}i>0 be the solutions of (3.1) and (4.9) respectively. Then, for any T > 0 and 5 € (0,1),

there exists a constant Cr g > 0 so that for e > 0,
T/e s 1/2 2
/ (/ 6_260‘(5_’"%2(7‘) dr) ds]
0 0

T/e
+ sup ]Av(t/a)\z—k/o a(s)A?(s) ds}.

bx

sup E|XF — X,* < Crp(l+ |z + \y!2)52{
te[0,T

Proof. According to Assumption B1 and Lemma 4.1, for 5 € (0,1), there exists Cz > 0 such that

bla,y) i (dy) = [ blay) ()

t 1/2
e—ﬂat + (/ e—2ﬂa(t—r)¢2(7,) dT) 1 )
0

On the other hand, let {Xf};>0 be the solution to the SDE (3.7). Then, by (4.12) and (3.3), for
any t € [0,7],

[b(t, ) — be(2)] <

Rm
(4.13)

<Cp(1 + [z)

X; ~ K= [ 0s/2, X0 ~ b)) ds + [ (oK) — oK)

which implies that for all ¢ € [0, 7],

_ _ t _ _ 2 t _
sup E|XE — X, |2 <0E(/ [B(s /2. X3) — be(X5) | ds) +C’TIE/ 1Be(X2) — bo(X,) 2 ds
s€[0,t] 0 0

3 _ _
+C [ Blo(X5) - 0%, ds
0
t _ _ - 2 t _ _
<CE(/ [b(s/2, X5) — be(X5)| ds) +CT/ E|X¢ — X,|? ds.
0 0
Hence, according to (4.13), (3.9) and the Gronwall inequality, for any 5 € (0, 1),

2
_ _ T _ _ -
sup E|XP — X> < CrE </ |b(s/e, X5) — bC(X§)|ds>
0

te[0,T]
T s/e 1/2
< OT,B(l + |33|2 + |y|2) [/(; (e—ﬁas/e + (/(; 6_2Ba(s/€_r)¢2(r) dT‘) ) dS]

2

T/e s 1/2
<CT,652(1+|$|2+|11|2){1+ /0 [(/0 e—2ﬁa<s—">¢2<r>dr) ]d}

Therefore, the desired assertion immediately follows from the estimate above and (3.12). O

2

4.2. Weak averaging principle: convergent coefficients case. In this subsection, suppose
that f and ¢ fulfill Assumptions B1 and B4, and that b and o satisfy Assumption B3. Consider
the averaged SDE:

dXt = Bc(Xt) dt + &C(Xt) th, X() =, (414)
where b () is defined in (4.10),
1/2

5o(a) 1= [(@7), @] = [ [ (o) @y)ptay)]

and {W;}+>0 is a n-dimensional standard Brownian motion.

m
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Following the proof of (3.22), we can obtain

4
sup D [[195bc(2)| + [19,5¢(2)]] < C, (4.15)

tER,xER" i=1

and so the SDE (4.14) has a unique solution {X7¥}y>0. Moreover, we can verify that for any ¢ > 0,
X} is fourth differentiable in the mean square sense with respect to =, and, for any 7" > 0, there
exists Cr > 0 such that

sup iEH@;Xﬂﬁ < Cr. (4.16)
te[0,7] ;—1
For any ¢ € Cgl(]R”), consider the Kolmogorov equation:
owu(t,x) = Lot x), u(0,z) = p(z), (4.17)
where .Z, is the generator of (4.14), i.e.,

Zupla) i= (Bula), V() + 3Tr(707), (2) Vp(a)].

It is easy to see that (4.17) has a unique solution, which is given by u(t,z) = Ep(XF) for all ¢t > 0.
According to p € Ci(R™) and (4.16), for any T > 0,

4
sup [ hult, )| < Cr. (4.18)
0<t<T,zeR™ i3
Now, we state our fourth main result in this paper.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Assumptions B1, B3 and B4 hold. Let {(X5,Y) >0 and {Xi}i>0
be the solutions to (3.1) and (4.14) respectively. Then for any T > 0, B € (0,1) and ¢ € CE(R™),
there is a constant Cy, 1.5 > 0 such that for all € > 0,

sup |Ep(X7) — Ep(Xy)|

0<t<T
T/e s 1/2 (4.19)
<Corp (14 |z + |y|) E{/ K/ e~ 20l 2 (1) dr) } ds + sup Av(t/a)}.
0 0 t€[0,T)
Proof. Following the proof of (4.13), we can obtain
— — —pat ¢ —2Ba(t—r) 12 1/2
@) (t,2) = (77, (2)]| < Ca(l+ |al) [t + (/0 e $*(rydr) . (4.20)

Fix t < T and define (s, z) = u(t — s, ) for 0 < s < t. Let {X{ };>0 be the solution to the SDE
(3.21). Ito’s formula implies

_ 3 _ _ _ -
a'(t, Xi) = a'(0,2) + / (05’ (s, X5) + Z5a' (s,-)(X3)) ds + My,
0
where .Z¢ is defined by (3.25) and
~ t —_— — -
YA ;:/ (@, (s, X2), 5(s /e, X5) W)
0

is a local martingale. B -
Note that @'(t, X7) = o(X7), @'(0,x) = Ep(X;), and, by (4.17),

Osii (s, x) = — Ll (s, ) (x).
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(4.13), (4.20) and (4.18) yield that

sup |[Ep(X?) —Ep(Xy)| = sup / —Zial(s,)(X9) ds—i—E/ ZLeil(s, ) (XE) ds
te[0,7] te[0,7]
:t:%pT / ((bs /2. X5) — be(X5), 0u! (5, X5))
+ (7 (s/2, X2) — (G07)e(XE)220 (s, X2)]) |

<Crp(l+ =]+ y]) /0 [e7Posre 4 /0 IE asats/e—n) g2 ) dr)m] .
8

/OT/€ (/Os 6—2506(5—T)¢2(7~) dr) 1/2 dg}

Hence, the desired assertion immediately follows from the estimate above and (3.28). O

<Crp(l+|z| + |y|)eq 1+

5. TIME-INHOMOGENEOUS MULTI-SCALE SDES: PERIODIC COEFFICIENTS CASE

To ensure that the averaged SDE does not depend on the parameter €, in this section we con-
centrate on the case that f and g are periodic. Such kind condition differs significantly from
Assumption B4. Specifically, we will impose the following condition:

B5. Assume that f(-,x,y) and g(-,x,y) are T-periodic for some T > 0, that is, for any t € R,
x €R"™ and y € R™,

ft+rzy) = f(tay), glt+72y) =g9(t2y). (5.1)
We start with two simple lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Let h be a bounded and T-periodic function on R. Then, for any T > 0,

1 /T+a / 27’M

= ds— = [ h(s ,

T Ja

[%] /T — 1/7" < 1/T. Since h is T-periodic, for any a € R,

I T T a
< #/0 h(s)ds—%/o h(s)ds +%/[1+T |h(s)|ds

+L%JT
M . ™™  2TM
ST T T
The proof is complete. O

sup
a€R

where M = supcpo 1 |h(s)|-

Proof. Note that for any T > 0,

1 a+Th J 1 Th J
T/a (3)3—;/0 (s)ds

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that Assumptions B1 and B5 hold. Then, the evolution system of measures
{uf }rer given in Proposition 2.6 is T-periodic, i.e., for any t € R, pf, . = pf.

Proof. The proof follows from that of [14, Theorem 4.1]. Let ¢ be a continuous and bounded
function. Consider the following the nonautonomous Kolmogorov equation

83’0(8,t,y) = —f;(S)’U(S,t,y), U(t7t7y) = Qp(y)v s € [Ovt]v
where .Z(s) is defined in (2.27). It is easy to see that v(s,t,y) = P{p(y). Since f and g are

T-periodaic, = or = S. ence, notin at e law O U7 convergence
periodic, PYyy.1p(y) = Plyp(y) for t > s. Hence, noting that the 1 D g

weakly to pf by (2.13),

[ ot (dy) = tim P () = tim Pre©) = [ e (dy).

S—r—00
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Hence, {7 }ter is T-periodic. O

5.1. Strong averaging principle: periodic coefficients case. In this subsection, we suppose
that f and g fulfill Assumptions B1 and B5, and b and ¢ = o(z) fulfill Assumption B2. Consider
the following averaged SDE:

dXt = Bp(Xt) dt + O'(Xt) thl, X() =, (52)
where
. 1 [ 1" N
by(z) = — / bt ) dt = / / bz, y) it (dy) dt. (5.3)
T Jo T Jo Jrm
By (3.10), it is easy to see that for any x1,z9 € R™,
|bp(21) = bp(a2)| < Clary — 22, (5.4)

and so the SDE (5.2) admits a unique solution {X;};>o. Moreover, by (5.4) and Assumption B2,
for any T > 0, there exists Cr > 0 such that
sup E|X; — X2 < Cr(1+ |z*)|t — 5. (5.5)
0<s<t<T
Theorem 5.3. Suppose that Assumptions B1, B2 and B5 hold. Let {(X§,Y)} >0 and {Xi}i>0
be the solutions to the SDEs (3.1) and (5.2) respectively. Then, for any T > 0, there exists Cp > 0
such that for any (x,y) € R™ x R™ and € > 0,

_ T/e
sup E|X7 — Xy < Ope?(1 + |z|* + ]y\4)[a_4/3 + sup |A,(t/e)]? +/ as)A%(s) ds}.
t€[0,7] 0<t<T 0
Proof. Let {X§}1>0 be the solution to the SDE (3.7). Then,

X; = %= [ Bls/e XD — bRl ds + [ To(X2) — oK)},

According to (3.10) and (3.3), for t € [0,T],
_ _ t _ _ _ t _ _
sup E|XE — X,|? gcTE/ Ib(s /e, X°) — b(s/s,XS)]2ds+CT/ E|lo(X5) — o(X,)|| ds
0 0

s€[0,t]
2

+ C’TIE’/Ot B(s/z, Xo) — by(X) ds

t B t_ _ o 2
gOT/ E|X§—Xs|2ds+CTE‘/ b(s/z, Xo) — By(X.) ds
0 0

Thus, the Gronwall inequality, (4.13) and (3.9) yield that

sup E|X7 — X,[”
te[0,T

T _ _ _ 2
< CrE| [ [b(s/2 Xo) = by(X)] ds|
T _ _ _ 2 T _ _ _ _
< CTE‘ /0 [b(s/2, Xo(5)) — bp(Xa(s))] ds‘ 1+ CrE /0 1b(s/2, Xs) — b(s/2, Xy))|? ds
T

+ CrE 0 |Bp(XS)_Bp(Xs(6))|2d5

where s(0) = [s/0] ¢ and [s/d] is the integer part of s/d. Here, § > 0 depends on ¢, which will be
chosen later.
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According to (3.10), (5.4) and (5.5),
Jo(T) 4 J3(T) < Cr(1 + |z]?)6. (5.6)

On the other hand, since b(-, ) is 7-periodic by Lemma 5.2, Proposition 5.1, (3.10) and (5.4) yield
that

(T/0-1 (k+1)s _ _ o ’ T - o 2
JW(T) <CrE| Y /k(S [b(s /2. Xis) — bp(Xis)] ds| + CrE| /[T/é]é[b(s/e,Xk(g)—bp(Xk(;)]ds’
k=0

2

[T/5]—-1 e s o
<CrE 5(5/1; Eb(s,ng)ds—bp(Xk5)> + Cr(1 + |z]?)8?
0 &

k=

2
+Cr(1+ ’x‘2)52

[T/5]—1

> (4] Xps)

k=0

SCT€2E

2
&
<Cr(1+ |x|2)§ + Cr(1 + |z|?)d%

Combining all the estimates above and taking § = £2/3, we get

sup E|XF — X <Cr(1+ |z*)*/?.
te[0,T]

Therefore, the desired assertion immediately follows from the inequality above and (3.12). O

Remark 5.4. Assume that Assumptions B1, B2 and B5 hold with the rate function a being a
positive constant. Then the functions A and A, are constants. Additionally, if o = 0, then we can
improve the estimate (5.5) into

sup  E|Xy — X < Cr(1+ 2] + [yt - s|.
0<s<t<T

Following the proof of Theorem 5.3, we can get

sup E|XF — Xo> < Cr(1+ [z + [y[*)e.
te[0,T

In contrast to [42, Theorem 2.3|, which claims that
E [ sup | X7 —Xﬂ =0,
t€[0,T

here we can get the optimal strong convergence rate 1/2 with the supremum being taken outside
of the expectation.

5.2. Weak averaging principle: periodic coefficients case. In this subsection, we suppose
that f and g satisfy Assumptions B1 and B5, and b and o satisfy Assumption B3. We consider
the averaged SDE

dX; = by(X;) dt + 5,(X;) dWy, Xo = =, (5.7)
where b,(z) is defined in (5.3),

1/2

)= [, @] = [ [ ooty i a]

and {W;}+>0 is a n-dimensional Brownian motion.
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Similar to (4.15), now it holds that
su g (9Z + (9Z0 <C
e xfe) il )| + 110505 ()]]

Hence, the SDE (5.7) admits a unique solution {X{ };~o.
For any ¢ € Cgl(]R”), consider the following Kolmogorov equation:

duu(t,z) = Lyu(t,z), u(0,z) = (),
where .%, is the generator of the SDE (5.7) and is given by

Zyol) = (Byx), Volw) + 5 Tr](557),, (1) V()]

33

(5.8)

We can verify that the equation (5.9) has a unique solution which is given by u(t,z) = Ep(X}) for

all t > 0, and that, for all T" > 0,

sup Z |0Lu(t, z)|| < Cr,

0<t<T,z€R" ;]

sup Z 10 (5 ut, )| < Cr(1+ |a]).

o<t<T i=1

Now, we state the last main result in this paper.

(5.10)

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that Assumptions B1, B3 and B5 hold. Let {(X5,Y) >0 and {Xi}i>0
be the solutions to the SDEs (3.1) and (5.7) respectively. Then, for T > 0 and ¢ € CH(R™), there

is a constant C, 7 > 0 such that for any (x,y) € R" x R™ and € > 0,

sup [Ep(X5) — Ep(X0)| <Cor(1+[af? + lyP)e| sup A, (t/e) +<723].
0<t<T te[0,7T]

(5.11)

Proof. Let {X§ }+>0 be the solution to the SDE (3.21). Fix ¢t < T, and denote by @' (s, z) = u(t—s, z)

for all s <t. Following the proof of Theorem 4.5, we find that
sup [Ep(X7) — Ep(X)]
te[0,T]

< sup ‘E/ (s/a,Xﬁ)—Ep(Xi),ax@t(s,XE»ds‘
te[0,7]

43w [B [ (@) o/, X2) - G77), (X035, X)) s

2 tefo,m)

< sup [ [ [(s/e, X2) — By (00,020 (s, X0)
te[0,T

— (bls/=, X5(5) = bp(X5(5)), 00t (5(6), X5))] s

+3 s [E [ {Tel(@) s/ X2) — (G0, (X0)2% s, X5

2 t€[0,T]

- Tr[((ﬁ)(s/s,)?j(é)) — (@)p( 5(6)))82 (s (5)7)?5(5))}} ds}

+ o [B | 0s/2 Xi) = bul(X), 02 (5(0), X)) |

¢ - B B 4
+1 s ‘E/ Tr[((00%)(s/2, X5(5)) — (00%)p(X{(5)) 070" (5(9), Xi5))] ds‘ =2

201" Jo i=1
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By (3.22), (5.8) and (5.10),

sup E|X7 — XI[* < Or(1+ [af?)|t - s,
0<s<t<T

which combines with (3.5) and (5.10) imply that
J(T) + Jo(T) < Cp(1 + |2])5"2.
Using Proposition 5.1, (5.10) and (3.5), we have

[T/0]-1 o (kt1)s

(1) <CrB| Yo [ (bse Kfs) = by(Xf). Butt (k0. X)) ds

k=0 k0
r t Y €
+C’IE/ s/ X250) = by(XE ), uit (5(5), X5 g)) dis
B[ (bls/e Xi) ~ Bo(Kin), 001 (50), X))
T/6]—1 k6+6 o B
<CiE| Y 6| / b(s, Xig) ds — by(X5)| 0, (K0, Xig)l| + Cr(1+ [])d
[T/&]—l
Ve 2
<CreE| Y (1+|X5s0)| + Cr(1+ |z*)0
k=0
<Cr(1+ |e])5 + Cr(L+ [2)s.
Similarly, it holds that
Ju(T) < Cr(1+ ya;\) + Cr(1+ |z*)d. (5.12)
Putting all the estimates together and taking 6 = /3 yield that
sup |Ep(XF) - Ep(X,)| < Cr(1 + [z[*)e'/?.
t€[0,77]
Therefore, the desired assertion follows from the inequality above and (3.28). O

6. EXAMPLES

In this section, we give two concrete examples to illustrate main results of the paper. In particu-
lar, the first example demonstrates that the convergence rate given in Theorem 3.5 is optimal. For
simplicity, we only consider one-dimensional setting.

Example 6.1. Let o : [0,00) — (0, 00) satisfy (3.15). Consider the following SDE
dX: =YFdt +dW}, X5=ux€R,
dYF = —e ta(t/e)YE dt + [era(t /)2 dWE, Y5 =y eR,
where W' = {Wl};>0 and W2 := {W?}i>0 be two independent one-dimensional Brownian mo-
tions. It is easy to see that the solution to the SDE above is given by
t
X7 :x+/ YEds + W,

0
Yg = e ooty | —12 /t e e g1y 2,
0

On the other hand, the associated frozen equation

dY; = —a(t)Y,dt + o2 (1) dW?, Y, =y (6.1)
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has a unique solution

t
ths,y — f:a(u) duy+/ e~ f: a(u) du()él/2(7") de,

whose distribution is N(e_ J: atw du Y, %(1 —e2 S o) dr)). In particular, letting s — —oo, we get
that
pe =N (0,1/2), teR
is an evolution family of measures for the SDE (6.1). Hence, the corresponding averaged equation
(3.7) is given by
dX; = dW}, Xo =,
which is independent of &.
As a result, we have

E]Xf—thzz ’ Yeds —E’/ Yso/fds
t/e t/s
=£’E / YO ds| = 22 / / (r))dsdr,
where
F — e fo duy+/ a(v ) dv 1/2( )qu2

Furthermore, for s > r,

E(F(S)F(’r’)) e fos a(u) due— for a(u) duy2 +/ e~ fus a(v) dve— fur a(v) dva(u) du
0

1 f a(u) du —f 1 —frsa(u)d
(y ) 0 0 26
Therefore,
t/e rt/e t/e rt/e
E|X; — X* = / / o e dug Jgatdu g gy 4 2 / / e e g gy
t/e t/e
=e? A(s)ds =< 52/ a(s)A%(s)ds, e —0,
0 0

t
where A(s) = [™e” J ) du gy Here, f(e) < g(¢) means there are positive constants ¢; < c¢o
such that ¢; < f(g)/g(e) < ¢y for all € € (0,1].
Take a(t) = co(1 +t)? with ¢g > 0 and 8 € (—1,00). According to the argument in Remark 3.7,
we also have

B elth, -1<p<1],
sup E|X7 — X§| << ?logl/e, B=1,
te[0,7 52, /8 > 1.

Example 6.2. Let ¢ : [0,00) — (0,00) be a bounded function. Consider the following SDE

dX{ =YFdt +dW}!, X5=ux€R,
dYF = e [p(t/e) — V7] dt + 2 dWE, YE =y R,

where W := {W/!},;>0 and W2 := {W2};>0 are two independent one-dimensional Brownian mo-
tions. The SDE above has the solution

¢
Xf:a:—l—/ YEds + W},
0

t t
Yf _ 6_671ty + 6_1/ e—efl(t—r)qb(,r,/g) dr +€—1/2/ 6—6*1(15—7") dWE
0 0
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On the other hand, the associated frozen equation
dY; = [p(t) = Vi dt +dW?, Y =y (6.2)

admits a unique solution

ths#/ — e—(t—s)y+/

s

t t

e_(t_’")qS(r) dr +/ e (t=7) dW?, t>s,

s

and the associated distribution is

t 1
N (e 0y + / e g (r) dr, (1 — e 20))).

s

Letting s — —o0, we get

oo 2

is an evolution system of measures for the SDE (6.2). Hence, the corresponding averaged equations
(3.7) and (3.21) are same, and both are given by

dXE = p(t/e)dt +dW}!, X§ =u, (6.3)
where 9(t) := [*__ e~ ¢(r)dr. One has

_ t
E|X{ — X7 |? :E‘/O( Y(s/e)) ds

_E ‘ / (V% — ¥(s/e)) ds
t/e t/a N
= 2¢2 / / E(F(s)F(r))dsdr,

(s) / h(uw)e™ ™% du, + / —(su) g2,
0

Furthermore, for any s > r,

EF(s)F(r) = [ye_s — /0

— 00

1 1
— N2 —(s+7) - —s+r
(= —3) o)+ ge,

where ¢ = [°__e"¢(r) dr. Therefore, we obtain
_ t/e rt/e 1 1
B - %P =22 [0 [ (oo - 5) e pee
0 r 2 2
On the other hand,

/Ot (EYE —)(s/e)) ds| = ‘/ Yso/g W(s/e))ds
:5’ /Ot/E(EYSOvy —(s)) ds = s’ /Ot/8 (ye‘s - /0 e p(r) dr> ds’ = O(e).

—00

t/e
:52[@/ (Y2Y —4p(s)) ds
0

where

0

h(u)e 5% du] [ye_r —/

— 00

h(u)e= ) du} +/ e~ (T (rmw) gy
0

dsdr = O(e).

[EX] —EX7| =

We observe that both Assumptions B1 and B3 hold with a(t) = 1 and A(¢) = 1 in this case.
Theorems 3.5 and 3.9 imply that

sup E|X7 — X7+ sup [EX{ —EX{| < Orguye,
te[0,T] t€[0,T]

which coincides with the assertion above. Hence, the assertion above indicates the effectiveness of
averaged equations (3.7) and (3.21).
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In the spirit of Sections 4 and 5, we can expect the averaged SDE (6.3) to be independent of ¢,
if some additional assumptions imposed on ¢.
Convergent coefficient case: Assume the following condition hold:

lim ¢(t) = 0.

t——+00

In this situation, it is easy to check that both of the associated averaged equations (4.9) and (4.14)
are given by

dX; = dW}, Xo=u.

Thus, we can obtain

e w22 te o 2 e o 2
BIX - X[ =<"E| [ v0vas| = B[ [ (V2 — 0s) + 0(s) ds
0 0

9.2 /0 " / K [(F(s) + () (F(r) +4(r))] dsdr
=0(e) + ng?(/t/E h(s) ds)2 —0, as e¢—0.
0
On the other hand, it also holds that

_ t t/e
IEXE — EX| :}/ EY? ds :5’/ EYY ds|
0 0

= £

t/e 0
| EYS = o) + () ds

t/e s (s—r)
:5‘/ (e_sy +/ e T o(r) dr) ds‘
0 0

t/e
=0(e) + Ce (s)ds =0, as e—0.
0

Hence, the assertion above indicates the effectiveness of the averaged equations (4.9) and (4.14).
Periodic coefficient case: Assume ¢ is T-periodic, that is, ¢(t + 7) = ¢(t) for all ¢t € R. In
this situation, it is easy to check that the associated averaged equations (5.2) and (5.7) are given

by
dX, =bdt +dW}, Xy =z,
where b = 1 [74)(¢) dt. Then, we obtain
_ t/e 2 t/e 9
E|X; — X2 2521@]/0 (¥oV —b)ds| = ﬂz}/o (Y20 — (s +10(s) — b) ds|

t/e

2
:O(e)—I—C’T‘% ; zﬁ(s)ds—b‘ —0, as €—0,

where we used the fact that ¢ is 7-periodic. Similarly, we have
_ t t/e
IEXE — EX| :’/ (BYZ — b)ds| = ¢| / (EY2Y — b) ds|
0 0

t/e

—| [T @YY~ 0(s) + 0(s) ~ D) ds
0

e [t/e
:O(€)+C’¥ ¢(S)d8—b‘—>0, as ¢ — 0.
0

Hence, the assertion above indicates the effectiveness of the averaged equations (5.2) and (5.7).



38 XIAOBIN SUN, JIAN WANG, AND YINGCHAO XIE

Acknowledgment. The research of Xiaobin Sun is supported by the NSF of China (Nos.
12271219, 12090010 and 12090011). The research of Jian Wang is supported by the National Key
R&D Program of China (2022YFA1006003) and the NSF of China (Nos. 12071076 and 12225104).
The research of Yingchao Xie is supported by the NSF of China (Nos. 11931004 and 12471139) and
the Priority Academic Program Development of Jiangsu Higher Education Institutions.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Bao, X. Sun, J. Wang and Y. Xie: Quantitative estimates for Lévy driven SDEs with different drifts and
applications, J. Differential Equations, 398 (2024), 182-217.

[2] J. Bao, G. Yin and C. Yuan: Two-time-scale stochastic partial differential equations driven by a-stable noises:
averaging principles, Bernoulli, 23 (2017), 645-669.

[3] R. Bertram and J.E. Rubin: Multi-timescale systems and fast-slow analysis, Math. Biosci., 287 (2017), 105-121.

[4] N.N. Bogoliubov and Y.A. Mitropolsky: Asymptotic Methods in the Theory of Non-linear Oscillations, Gordon
and Breach Science Publishers, New York, 1961.

[5] C.E. Bréhier: Strong and weak orders in averaging for SPDEs, Stochastic Process. Appl., 122 (2012), 2553-2593.

[6] C.E. Bréhier: Orders of convergence in the averaging principle for SPDEs: the case of a stochastically forced slow
component, Stochastic Process. Appl., 130 (2020), 3325-3368.

[7] S. Cerrai and M. Freidlin: Averaging principle for stochastic reaction-diffusion equations, Probab. Theory Related
Fields, 144 (2009), 137-177.

[8] S. Cerrai and A. Lunardi: Averaging principle for nonautonomous slow-fast systems of stochastic reaction-diffusion
equations: the almost periodic case, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 49 (2017), 2843-2884.

[9] P. Chen, J. Lu and L. Xu: Approximation to stochastic variance reduced gradient Langevin dynamics by stochastic
delay differentia equations, Appl. Math. Optimization, 85 (2022), no. 15.

[10] M. Cheng and Z. Liu: The second Bogolyubov theorem and global averaging principle for SPDEs with monotone
coefficients, STAM J. Math. Anal., 55 (2023), 1100-1144.

[11] D. Crisan, P. Dobson, B. Goddard, M. Ottobre and I. Souttar: Poisson equations with locally-Lipschitz co-
efficients and uniform in time averaging for stochastic differential equations via strong exponential stability, to
appear in Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., arXiv:2204.02679

[12] G. Da Prato and M. Rockner: Dissipative stochastic equations in Hilbert space with time dependent coefficients,
Atti Accad. Naz. Lincei Rend. Lincei Mat. Appl., 17 (2006), 397-403.

[13] G. Da Prato and M. Réckner: A note on evolution systems of measures for time-dependent stochastic differential
equations, in: Seminar on Stochastic Analysis, Random Fields and Applications V, 2008, 115—-122.

[14] G. Da Prato and C. Tudor: Periodic and almost periodic solutions for semilinear stochastic equations, Stoch.
Anal. Appl., 13 (1995), 13-33.

[15] Z. Dong, X. Sun, H. Xiao and J. Zhai: Averaging principle for one dimensional stochastic Burgers equation, J.
Differential Equations, 265 (2018), 4749-4797.

[16] W. E and B. Engquist: Multiscale modeling and computation, Notices Amer. Math. Soc., 50 (2003), 1062-1070

[17] W.E, D. Liu and E. Vanden-Eijnden: Analysis of multiscale methods for stochastic differential equations, Comm.
Pure Appl. Math., 58 (2005), 1544-1585.

[18] M. Freidlin and A. Wentzell: Random Perturbations of Dynamical Systems, third edition, Springer, Heidelberg,
2012.

[19] H. Fu, L. Wan and J. Liu: Strong convergence in averaging principle for stochastic hyperbolic-parabolic equations
with two time-scales, Stochastic Process. Appl., 125 (2015), 3255-3279.

[20] M. Galtier and G. Wainrib: Multiscale analysis of slow-fast neuronal learning models with noise, J. Math.
Neurosci., 2 (2012), 1-64.

[21] P. Gao: Averaging principle for stochastic Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation with a fast oscillation, Discrete Con-
tin. Dyn. Syst. A, 38 (2018), 5649-5684.

[22] D. Givon, I. G. Kevrekidis and R. Kupferman: Strong convergence of projective integeration schemes for singu-
larly perturbed stochastic differential systems, Comm. Math. Sci., 4 (2006), 707-729.

[23] M. Gradinaru and Y. Offret: Existence and asymptotic behaviour of some time-inhomogeneous diffusions, Ann.
Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist., 49 (2013), 182-207.

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

[25] W. Hong, S. Li, W. Liu and X. Sun: Central limit type theorem and large deviations principle for multi-scale
McKean-Vlasov SDEs, Probab. Theory Related Fields, 187 (2023), 133—201.

[26] R.Z. Khasminskii: On an averaging principle for Ito6 stochastic differential equations, Kibernetica, 4 (1968),
260-279.

w



AVERAGING PRINCIPLES FOR TIME-INHOMOGENEOUS MULTI-SCALE SDES 39

[27] R.Z. Khasminskii: Stochastic Stability of Differential Equations, second edition, Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidel-
berg, 2012.

[28] D. Liu: Strong convergence of principle of averaging for multiscale stochastic dynamical systems, Commun.
Math. Sci., 8 (2010), 999-1020.

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

[30] E. Pardoux and A.Y. Veretennikov: On the Poisson equation and diffusion approximation. I, Ann. Probab., 29
(2001), 1061-1085.

[31] E. Pardoux and A.Y. Veretennikov: On the Poisson equation and diffusion approximation. 2, Ann. Probab., 31
(2003), 1166-1192.

[32] E. Pardoux and A.Y. Veretennikov: On the Poisson equation and diffusion approximation. 3, Ann. Probab., 33
(2005), 1111-1133.

[33] G.A. Pavliotis and A.M. Stuart: Multiscale Methods: Averaging and Homogenization, Springer, New York, 2008.

[34] B. Pei, Y. Xu and J.L. Wu: Two-time-scales hyperbolic-parabolic equations driven by Poisson random measures:
existence, uniqueness and averaging principles, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 447 (2017), 243-268.

[35] M. Rockner, X. Sun and Y. Xie: Strong convergence order for slow-fast McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential
equations, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 57 (2021), 547-576.

[36] M. Rockner and L. Xie: Diffusion approximation for fully coupled stochastic differential equations, Ann. Probab.,
49 (2021), 1205-1236.

[37] G. Shen, J. Xiang and J. Wu: Averaging principle for distribution dependent stochastic differential equations
driven by fractional Brownian motion and standard Brownian motion, J. Differential Equations, 321 (2022),
381-414.

[38] X. Sun and Y. Xie: Orders of strong and weak averaging principle for multi-scale SPDEs driven by a-stable
process, J. Differential Equations, 351 (2023), 194-242.

[39] X. Sun, L. Xie and Y. Xie: Strong and weak convergence rates for slow-fast stochastic differential equations
driven by a-stable process, Bernoulli, 28 (2022), 343-369.

[40] K. Uda: Averaging principle for stochastic differential equations in the random periodic regime, Stochastic
Process. Appl., 139 (2021), 1-36.

[41] A.Y. Veretennikov: On the averaging principle for systems of stochastic differential equations, Math. USSR
Sborn., 69 (1991), 271-284.

[42] G. Wainrib: Double averaging principle for periodically forced slow-fast stochastic systems, Electron. Commun.
Probab., 18 (2013), 1-12.

[43] W. Wang and A.J. Roberts: Average and deviation for slow-fast stochastic partial differential equations, J.
Differential Equations, 253 (2012), 1265-1286.

[44] F. Wu, T. Tian, J.B. Rawlings and G. Yin: Approximate method for stochastic chemical kinetics with two-time
scales by chemical Langevin equations, J. Chem. Phys., 144 (2016), no. 174112.

[45] J. Xu, Y. Miao and J. Liu: Strong averaging principle for slow-fast SPDEs with Poisson random measures,
Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B, 20 (2015), 2233-2256.

Current address, Sun, X.: School of Mathematics and Statistics/RIMS, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou,

221116, P.R. China
Email address: xbsun@jsnu.edu.cn

Current address, Wang, J.: School of Mathematics and Statistics & Key Laboratory of Analytical Mathematics
and Applications (Ministry of Education) & Fujian Provincial Key Laboratory of Statistics and Artificial Intelligence,
Fujian Normal University, 350117, Fuzhou, P.R. China

Email address: Jianwang@f jnu.edu.cn

Current address, Xie, Y.: School of Mathematics and Statistics/RIMS, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou, 221116,
P.R. China
Email address: ycxie@jsnu.edu.cn



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Background and motivations
	1.2. Main techniques
	1.3. Summary of main results

	2. Time-inhomogeneous frozen SDEs and nonautonomous Poisson equations
	2.1. Time-inhomogeneous frozen SDEs
	2.2. Evolution system of measures
	2.3. Nonautonomous Poisson equations

	3. Time-inhomogeneous multi-scale SDEs: general case
	3.1. Strong averaging principle: general case 
	3.2. Weak averaging principle: general case

	4. Time-inhomogeneous multi-scale SDEs: convergent coefficients case 
	4.1. Strong averaging principle: convergent coefficients case
	4.2. Weak averaging principle: convergent coefficients case

	5. Time-inhomogeneous multi-scale SDEs: periodic coefficients case
	5.1. Strong averaging principle: periodic coefficients case
	5.2. Weak averaging principle: periodic coefficients case

	6. Examples
	References

