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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:

{

dXε
t = b(Xε

t , Y
ε

t ) dt + σ(Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) dW 1

t ,

dY ε
t = ε−1f(Xε

t , Y
ε

t ) dt + ε−1/2g(Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) dW 2

t ,

where W 1 := {W 1
t }t≥0 and W 2 := {W 2

t }t≥0 are two independent standard Brownian motions on
a complete probability space (Ω,F ,P), ε > 0 is a small parameter describing the ratio of the
time scale between the slow component Xε := {Xε

t }t≥0 and the fast component Y ε := {Y ε
t }t≥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:

{

dXε
t = Y ε

t dt+ dW 1
t , Xε

0 = x ∈ R,

dY ε
t = −ε−1α(t/ε)Y ε

t dt+ [ε−1α(t/ε)]1/2 dW 2
t , Y ε

0 = y ∈ R,

where α(t) = c0(1 + t)β with c0 > 0 and β ∈ (−1,∞). As claimed in Example 6.1 in Section 6, we
have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

[E|Xε
t − X̄t|

2]1/2 ≍











ε(1+β)/2, β ∈ (−1, 1),

ε (log 1/ε)1/2 , β = 1,
ε, β ∈ (1,∞),

where X̄t = x+W 1
t for all t ≥ 0. This indicates that the external factor α(t) influences the strong

convergence rate, potentially exceeding the optimal strong convergence rate of ε1/2 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:

{

dXε
t = b(t, t/ε,Xε

t , Y
ε

t ) dt + σ(t, t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) dW 1

t ,

dY ε
t = ε−1f(t, t/ε,Xε

t , Y
ε

t ) dt + ε−1/2g(t, t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) dW 2

t .

Note that, by reviewing {(t,Xε
t )}t≥0 as a new process, one can focus on the case where the coeffi-

cients only depend on the variables {(t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t )}t≥0. A detailed discussion of this direction can

be found in [29]. On the other hand, if we consider t/ε as a rapidly varying component within the
coefficients b and σ, 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:

{

dXε
t = b(Xε

t , Y
ε

t ) dt+ σ(Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) dW 1

t ,

dY ε
t = ε−1f(t/ε,Xε

t , Y
ε

t ) dt + ε−1/2g(t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) dW 2

t .
(1.1)

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 τ > 0 such
that f(t + τ, x, y) = f(t, x, y) and g(t + τ, x, y) = g(t, x, y), Wainrib [42] and Uda [40] studied
the strong averaging principle for the stochastic system (1.1) when σ ≡ 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:

dY x,y
t = f(t, x, Y x,y

t ) dt + g(t, x, Y x,y
t ) dW 2

t , x ∈ R
n, y ∈ R

m. (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, {µx

t }t∈R is an evolution system of measures for the time-inhomogeneous semigroup
{P x

s,t}t>s, if
∫

Rm
P x

s,tϕ(y)µx
s (dy) =

∫

Rm
ϕ(y)µx

t (dy), s 6 t, ϕ ∈ Cb(R
m).

From this observation, it makes sense to construct the averaged coefficients by taking the average
of the original coefficients b and σ with respect to this evolution system of measures {µx

t }t∈R.
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:

∂sΦ(s, x, y) + L
x(s)Φ(s, x, ·)(y) = −H(s, x, y), s ∈ R, x ∈ R

n, y ∈ R
m,

where L x
s is the generator of SDE (1.2), that is,

L
x(s)ϕ(y) := 〈f(s, x, y),∇ϕ(y)〉 +

1

2
Tr[(gg)∗(s, x, y)∇2ϕ(y)], ϕ ∈ C2(Rm).

In order to solve the nonautonomous Poisson equations above, it is imperative that the function
H : R × R

n × R
m → R

n adheres to the centering condition:
∫

Rm
H(s, x, y)µx

s (dy) = 0, s ∈ R, x ∈ R
n.

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

Φ(s, x, y) :=

∫ ∞

s
EH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) dr,

where {Y s,x,y
t }t>s is the strong solution to the SDE (1.2) with Y s,x,y

s = y. To realize our approach,
we need regularity properties of Φ(s, x, y). In particular, we will investigate the first and second-
order derivatives of Φ(s, x, y) with respect to the variables x 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 σ(x, y) = σ(x) for all x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m.
We demonstrate that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t |2 6 CT,|x|,|y|ε
2

[

sup
06t6T

|Λγ(t/ε)|2 +

∫ T/ε

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds

]

, (1.3)

where Xε := {Xε
t }t≥0 is the slow component in the multi-scale SDE {(Xε

t , Y
ε

t )}t≥0 given by (1.1),

and X̄ε := {X̄ε
t }t≥0 is the solution to the following averaged equation

dX̄ε
t = b̄(t/ε, X̄ε

t ) dt + σ(X̄ε
t ) dW 1

t , X̄ε
0 = x (1.4)

with

b̄(s, x) =

∫

Rm
b(x, y)µx

s (dy), (1.5)
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and Λγ(s) =
∫+∞

s e−γ
∫ r

s
α(v) dv dr with some γ ∈ (0, 1) and Λ(s) = Λ1(s). Roughly speaking, the

function α(t) above is employed to describe the convergence rate of the time-inhomogeneous semi-
group {P x

s,t}t≥s to its evolution system of measures {µx
t }t∈R; that is, for any Lipschitz continuous

function φ on R
m,

∣

∣

∣P x
s,tφ(y) −

∫

Rm
φ(z)µx

t (dz)
∣

∣

∣ 6 Ce−
∫ t

s
α(r) dr.

Weak averaging principle: It is crucial to note that the assumption of σ(x, y) = σ(x) 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
06t6T

|Eϕ(Xε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄ε

t )| 6 Cφ,T,|x|,|y|ε sup
t∈[0,T ]

Λ(t/ε), ϕ ∈ C4
b (Rn), (1.6)

where X̄ε := {X̄ε
t }t≥0 is the solution to the averaged equation

dX̄ε
t = b̄(t/ε, X̄ε

t ) dt + σ̄(t/ε, X̄ε
t ) dW̄t, X̄ε

0 = x (1.7)

with b̄(t, x) being defined by (1.5),

σ̄(t, x) :=
[

σσ∗(t, x)
]1/2

:=

[∫

Rm
(σσ∗) (x, y)µx

t (dy)

]1/2

,

and W̄ := {W̄t}t≥0 being a standard n-dimensional Brownian motion.

To the best of our knowledge, the statements (1.3) and (1.6) are new. If supt∈[0,T ] |Λγ(t/ε)|2 6

C
∫ T/ε

0 α(s)Λ2(s) ds holds for small enough ε > 0, then rates of the strong and weak averaging prin-

ciple are reduced into ε[
∫ 1/ε

0 α(s)Λ2(s) ds]1/2 and ε supt∈[0,T ] Λ(t/ε) respectively, which are optimal

(at least) for the strong averaging principle in some specific setting (see Example 6.1 below). When
α(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 ε. 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 ε, 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,

|f(t, x, y) − f̄(x, y)| + ‖g(t, x, y) − ḡ(x, y)‖ 6 φ(t)(1 + |x| + |y|), t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
n, y ∈ R

m (1.8)

with φ(t) → 0 as t → +∞, we need to verify that |µx
t (ϕ)−µx(ϕ)| → 0 as t → +∞ for any Lipschitz

continuous function ϕ, where µx is the unique invariant measure of some time-homogeneous SDE
with drift and diffusion coefficients being f̄(x, ·) and ḡ(x, ·) 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
t→+∞

b̄(t, x) =

∫

Rm
b(x, y)µx(dy) =: b̄c(x),

and

lim
t→+∞

σσ∗(t, x) =

∫

Rm
(σσ∗) (x, y)µx(dy) =:

(

σσ∗
)

c (x).

As a result, the new averaged equation that does not depend on ε can be formulated by using
the drift coefficient b̄c and the diffusion coefficient (σσ∗)c. See the SDEs (4.9) and (4.14) below.
Additionally, specific convergence rates relying on φ are discussed for the strong and the weak
convergences.
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For f and g being τ -periodic, the measures {µx
t }t∈R will be τ -periodic too, which indicates that

{b̄(t, x)}t∈R and {σσ∗(t, x)}t∈R are also τ -periodic for any x ∈ R
n. In this framework, we define

the new averaged drift and diffusion coefficients as follows:

b̄p(x) :=
1

τ

∫ τ

0
b̄(t, x) dt,

(

σσ∗
)

p (x) :=
1

τ

∫ τ

0
σσ∗(t, x) dt.

Similarly, we can formulate the averaged equation with the drift coefficient b̄p and the diffusion coef-
ficient (σσ∗)p, 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 ϕ(x) being vector-valued or matrix-valued and defined on R

n, or a function ϕ(x, y)
defined on R

n ×R
m, the notation ∂iϕ(x) denotes the i-th order derivative of ϕ(x), and the notation

∂i
x∂

j
yφ(x, y) denotes the i-th and the j-th partial derivatives of ϕ(x, y) with respect to x and y

respectively. For l1, l2 ∈ N+, let Ck1,k2(Rn×R
m,Rl1×l2) be the set of functions ϕ : Rn×R

m → R
l1×l2

such that ∂i
x∂

j
yϕ(x, y) are continuous with respect to x and y for any 0 ≤ i ≤ k1 and 0 ≤ j ≤ k2,

respectively. Throughout this paper, we use C and CT to represent constants whose values may
vary from line to line, and we use CT to emphasize that the constant depends on T .

2.1. Time-inhomogeneous frozen SDEs. For any fixed x ∈ R
n, consider the following time-

inhomogeneous frozen SDE

dYt = f(t, x, Yt) dt + g(t, x, Yt) dW
2
t , Ys = y ∈ R

m, s ∈ R, (2.1)

where f(t, ·, ·) ∈ C2,3(Rn × R
m,Rm), g(t, ·, ·) ∈ C2,3(Rn × R

m,Rm×d2) and W 2 := (W 2
t )t∈R is a

d2-dimensional standard Brownian motion.
Throughout this paper, we always suppose that the following assumption holds:
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A1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any t ∈ R, x1, x2 ∈ R
n and y1, y2 ∈ R

m,

2〈y1 − y2, f(t, x1, y1) − f(t, x2, y2)〉 + 3‖g(t, x1, y1) − g(t, x2, y2)‖2

≤ −2α(t)|y1 − y2|2 + Cα(t)|x1 − x2|2,
(2.2)

and for any t ∈ R, x ∈ R
n, y ∈ R

m, i = 0, 1, 2 and j = 0, 1, 2, 3 with 1 6 i+ j 6 3,

‖∂i
x∂

j
yf(t, x, y)‖ + ‖∂i

x∂
j
yg(t, x, y)‖2

6 Cα(t),

|f(t, x, y)| 6 Cα(t)(1 + |x| + |y|),

‖g(t, x, y)‖2
6 Cα(t)(1 + |x|2 + |y|2),

(2.3)

where α : R → (0,∞) satisfies

min

{∫ 0

−∞
α(u) du,

∫ +∞

0
α(u) du

}

= ∞, Λγ(t) :=

∫ +∞

t
e−γ

∫ r

t
α(u) du dr < ∞, t ∈ R (2.4)

for some γ ∈ (0, 1).

Remark 2.1. We give the following comments on Assumption A1:

(i) It is easy to see that under Assumption A1 the SDE (2.1) admits a unique strong solution,
denoted by Y s,x,y := (Y s,x,y

t )t≥s, 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
n, y, l ∈ R

m and δ > 0,

2〈f(x, y + δl) − f(x, y), δl〉 + 3‖g(t, x, y + δl) − g(t, x, y)‖2
6 −2α(t)δ2|l|2,

which is equivalent to saying that

2〈δ−1[f(x, y + δl) − f(x, y)], l〉 + 3‖δ−1(g(t, x, y + δl) − g(t, x, y))‖2
6 −2α(t)|l|2.

Then, if f(t, x, y) and g(t, x, y) are differentiable with respect to y, letting δ → 0 in the
inequality above yields that for any x ∈ R

n and y, l ∈ R
m

2〈∂yf(t, x, y) · l, l〉 + 3‖∂yg(t, x, y) · l‖2 ≤ −2α(t)|l|2. (2.5)

(iii) Smooth conditions on the coefficients f(t, ·, ·) ∈ C2,3(Rn ×R
m,Rm) and g(t, ·, ·) ∈ C2,3(Rn ×

R
m,Rm×d2) as well as their uniform estimates of partial derivatives in (2.3) are used to prove

twice differentiable of Y s,x,y
t in the mean square sense with respect to x and y.

(iv) The conditions (2.2) and (2.3) together imply that for any β ∈ (0, 1) there exists a constant
Cβ > 0 such that for all t ∈ R, x ∈ R

n and y ∈ R
m,

2〈y, f(t, x, y)〉 + 3‖g(t, x, y)‖2
6 −2βα(t)|y|2 + Cβα(t)(1 + |x|2). (2.6)

The constants 2 and 3 involved in (2.6) guarantees that the solution {Y s,x,y
t }t>s 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) for t ≥ s, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

E|Y s,x,y
t |4 ≤ e−4γ

∫ t

s
α(u) du|y|4 + C(1 + |x|4); (2.7)

(ii) for t ≥ s, x1, x2 ∈ R
n and y1, y2 ∈ R

m,

E|Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t |4 ≤ e−4γ
∫ t

s
α(u) du|y1 − y2|4 + C|x1 − x2|4, (2.8)

where γ ∈ (0, 1) is the constant in (2.4).
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Proof. (i) Recall that

Y s,x,y
t = y +

∫ t

s
f(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) dr +

∫ t

s
g(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) dW 2
r , t ≥ s.

According to the Itô formula, for all t ≥ s,

E|Y s,x,y
t |4 =|y|4 + 4E

∫ t

s
|Y s,x,y

r |2〈Y s,x,y
r , f(r, x, Y s,x,y

r )〉 dr

+ 4E

∫ t

s
|g∗(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) · Y s,x,y
r |2 dr + 2E

∫ t

s
|Y s,x,y

r |2‖g(r, x, Y s,x,y
r )‖2 dr.

Hence, by (2.6) and Young’s inequality,

d

dt
E|Y s,x,y

t |4 64E[|Y s,x,y
t |2〈Y s,x,y

t , f(t, x, Y s,x,y
t )〉] + 6E[|Y s,x,y

t |2‖g(t, x, Y s,x,y
t )‖2]

6 − 4γα(t)E|Y s,x,y
t |4 + Cα(t)(1 + |x|4).

This yields

E|Y s,x,y
t |4 6e−4γ

∫ t

s
α(u) du|y|4 + C(1 + |x|4)

∫ t

s
e−4γ

∫ t

u
α(r) drα(u) du

6e−4γ
∫ t

s
α(u) du|y|4 + C(1 + |x|4).

(ii) The proof is similar to (i). Note that, for t ≥ s, xi ∈ R
n and yi ∈ R

m with i = 1, 2,

d(Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t ) =[f(t, x1, Y
s,x1,y1

t ) − f(t, x2, Y
s,x2,y2

t )] dt

+ [g(t, x1, Y
s,x1,y1

t ) − g(t, x2, Y
s,x2,y2

t )] dW 2
t

with Y s,x1,y1

s − Y s,x2,y2

s = y1 − y2. Using Itô’s formula and taking the expectation on both sides of
the equality above, we get

E|Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t |4

= |y1 − y2|4 + 4E

∫ t

s
|Y s,x1,y1

r − Y s,x2,y2

r |2〈Y s,x1,y1

r − Y s,x2,y2

r , f(r, x1, Y
s,x1,y1

r ) − f(r, x2, Y
s,x2,y2

r )〉 dr

+ 4E

∫ t

s
|(g(r, x1, Y

s,x1,y1

r ) − g(r, x2, Y
s,x2,y2

r ))∗(Y s,x1,y1

r − Y s,x2,y2

r )|2 dr

+ 2E

∫ t

0
|Y s,x1,y1

r − Y s,x2,y2

r |2‖g(r, x1, Y
s,x1,y1

r ) − g(r, x2, Y
s,x2,y2

r )‖2 dr.

Then, by (2.2) and Young’s inequality,

d

dt
E|Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t |4

6 4E[|Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t |2〈Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t , f(t, x1, Y
s,x1,y1

t ) − f(t, x2, Y
s,x2,y2

t )〉]

+ 6E[|Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t |2‖g(t, x1, Y
s,x1,y1

t ) − g(t, x2, Y
s,x2,y2

t )‖2]

6 E[|Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t |2(−4α(t)|Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t |2 + Cα(t)|x1 − x2|2)]

6 −4γα(t)E|Y x1,y1

t − Y x2,y2

t |4 + Cα(t)|x1 − x2|4.

Therefore,

E|Y s,x1,y1

t − Y s,x2,y2

t |4 ≤e−4γ
∫ t

s
α(u) du|y1 − y2|4 + C

∫ t

s
e−4γ

∫ t

r
α(u) duα(r) dr|x1 − x2|4

≤e−4γ
∫ t

s
α(u) du|y1 − y2|4 + C|x1 − x2|4.

The proof is complete. �
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Let Ψ : Rn ×R
m → R

m be a random variable. Its first partial derivative with respect to y in the
mean square sense is defined as a random variable ∂yΨ(x, y) = (∂y1

Ψ(x, y), · · · , ∂ymΨ(x, y)), where
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

lim
δ→0

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψ(x, y + δei) − Ψ(x, y)

δ
− ∂yiΨ(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 0

with {ei}i=1,...,m being an orthogonal basis of Rm. Similarly, we can define ∂xΨ(x, y) as the first
partial derivative of Ψ(x, y) with respect to x in the mean square sense (if it exists). Furthermore,
we denote ∂2

xΨ(x, y) and ∂2
yΨ(x, y) as the second partial derivative of Ψ(x, 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 s,x,y := {Y s,x,y
t }t≥s be the unique strong

solution to the SDE (2.1). Then, for any t ≥ s, Y s,x,y
t is twice differentiable in the mean square

sense with respect to x and y, respectively; moreover, for t ≥ s,

E‖∂yY
s,x,y

t ‖4 6 e−4
∫ t

s
α(u) du, E‖∂2

yY
s,x,y

t ‖2 6 e−2γ
∫ t

s
α(u) du,

sup
t>s

E‖∂xY
s,x,y

t ‖4
6 C, sup

t>s
E‖∂2

xY
s,x,y

t ‖2
6 C,

(2.9)

where γ ∈ (0, 1) is the constant in (2.4).

Proof. We first prove that Y s,x,y
t is first differentiable in the mean square sense with respect to y.

In fact, it is sufficient to prove that for any l ∈ R
m,

lim
δ→0

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Y s,x,y+δl
t − Y s,x,y

t

δ
− ∂yY

s,x,y
t · l

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 0, (2.10)

where ∂yY
s,x,y

t · l satisfies

d[∂yY
s,x,y

t · l] = ∂yf(t, x, Y s,x,y
t )(∂yY

s,x,y
t · l) dt + ∂yg(t, x, Y

s,x,y
t )(∂yY

s,x,y
t · l) dW 2

t (2.11)

with ∂yY
s,x,y

s · l = l. To do this, denoted by

Zs,δ,l
t :=

Y s,x,y+δl
t − Y s,x,y

t

δ
− ∂yY

s,x,y
t · l.

Then {Zs,δ,l
t }t≥s satisfies the following equation















dZs,δ,l
t = δ−1[f(t, x, Y s,x,y+δl

t ) − f(t, x, Y s,x,y
t ) − δ∂yf(t, x, Y s,x,y

t )(∂yY
s,x,y

t · l)] dt

+δ−1[g(t, x, Y x,y+δl
t ) − g(t, x, Y s,x,y

t ) − δ∂yg(t, x, Y
s,x,y

t )(∂yY
s,x,y

t · l)] dW 2
t ,

Zs,δ,l
s = 0.

Using Itô’s formula, we have

d

dt
E|Zs,δ,l

t |2 = 2δ−1
E〈f(t, x, Y s,x,y+δl

t ) − f(t, x, Y s,x,y
t ) − δ∂yf(t, x, Y s,x,y

t )(∂yY
s,x,y

t · l), Zs,δ,l
t 〉

+ δ−2
E[‖g(t, x, Y s,x,y+δl

t ) − g(t, x, Y s,x,y
t ) − δ∂yg(t, x, Y

s,x,y
t )(∂yY

s,x,y
t · l)‖2]

=: Q1(t) +Q2(t).

For Q1(t), by Taylor’s formula, (2.3) and (2.8), one has

Q1(t) =2δ−1
E〈f(t, x, Y s,x,y+δl

t ) − f(t, x, Y s,x,y
t ) − ∂yf(t, x, Y s,x,y

t ) · (Y s,x,y+δl
t − Y s,x,y

t ), Zs,δ,l
t 〉

+ 2E〈∂yf(t, x, Y s,x,y
t ) · Zs,δ,l

t , Zs,δ,l
t 〉

6Cα(t)δ−1
E[|Y s,x,y+δl

t − Y s,x,y
t |2|Zs,δ,l

t |] + 2E〈∂yf(t, x, Y s,x,y
t ) · Zs,δ,l

t , Zs,δ,l
t 〉

6(2 − 2γ)α(t)E|Zs,δ,l
t |2 + 2E〈∂yf(t, x, Y s,x,y

t ) · Zs,δ,l
t , Zs,δ,l

t 〉 + Cα(t)e−4γ
∫ t

s
α(u) duδ2|l|4,
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where γ ∈ (0, 1) is given in (2.4). The similar argument yields that

Q2(t) 62δ−2
E‖g(t, x, Y s,x,y+δl

t ) − g(t, x, Y s,x,y
t ) − ∂yg(t, x, Y

s,x,y
t )(Y s,x,y+δl

t − Y s,x,y
t )‖2

+ 2E‖∂yg(t, x, Y
s,x,y

t ) · Zs,δ,l
t ‖2

6Cα(t)δ−2
E|Y s,x,y+δl

t − Y s,x,y
t |4 + 2E‖∂yg(t, x, Y

s,x,y
t ) · Zs,δ,l

t ‖2

6Cα(t)e−4γ
∫ t

s
α(u) duδ2|l|4 + 2E‖∂yg(t, x, Y

s,x,y
t ) · Zs,δ,l

t ‖2.

Combining with the above estimates, we have

d

dt
E|Zs,δ,l

t |2 6(2 − 2γ)α(t)E|Zs,δ,l
t |2 + Cα(t)e−4γ

∫ t

s
α(u) duδ2|l|4

+ E[2〈∂yf(x, Y s,x,y
t ) · Zs,δ,l

t , Zs,δ,l
t 〉 + 2‖∂yg(x, Y

s,x,y
t ) · Zs,δ,l

t ‖2].

This along with (2.5) gives us that

d

dt
E|Zs,δ,l

t |2 6 −2γα(t)E|Zs,δ,l
t |2 + Cα(t)e−4γ

∫ t

s
α(u) duδ2|l|4.

Hence,

E|Zs,δ,l
t |2 6Cδ2|l|4

∫ t

s
α(u) exp

(

−2γ

(∫ t

u
α(u) du − 2

∫ u

s
α(r) dr

))

du

6Cδ2|l|4e−2γ
∫ t

s
α(u) du → 0

as δ → 0, which implies that (2.10) holds.
Furthermore, by Itô’s formula,

d

dt
E|∂yY

s,x,y
t · l|4 64E[|∂yY

s,x,y
t · l|2〈∂yf(t, x, Y s,x,y

t )(∂yY
s,x,y

t · l), ∂yY
s,x,y

t · l〉]

+ 6E[|∂yY
s,x,y

t · l|2‖∂yg(t, x, Y
s,x,y

t )(∂yY
s,x,y

t · l)‖2].

This along with (2.5) gives us

d

dt
E |∂yY

s,x,y
t · l|

4
6 −4α(t)E |∂yY

s,x,y
t · l|

4
.

Hence,

E |∂yY
s,x,y

t · l|
4
6 e−4

∫ t

s
α(u) du|l|4, (2.12)

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, l2 ∈ R

m,

lim
δ→0

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂yY
s,x,y+δl2

t · l1 − ∂yY
s,x,y

t · l1
δ

· l2 − ∂2
yY

s,x,y
t · (l1, l2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 0,

where ∂2
yY

s,x,y
t · (l1, l2) satisfies

d[∂2
yY

s,x,y
t · (l1, l2)]

= ∂2
yf(t, x, Y s,x,y

t ) (∂yY
s,x,y

t · l1, ∂yY
s,x,y

t · l2) dt+ ∂yf(t, x, Y s,x,y
t )(∂2

yY
s,x,y

t · (l1, l2)) dt

+ ∂2
yg(t, x, Y

s,x,y
t ) (∂yY

s,x,y
t · l1, ∂yY

s,x,y
t · l2) dW 2

t + ∂yg(t, x, Y
s,x,y

t )(∂2
yY

s,x,y
t · (l1, l2)) dW 2

t

with ∂2
yY

s,x,y
t · (l1, l2) = 0. Thus Y s,x,y

t is twice differentiable in the mean square sense with respect

to y. Furthermore, applying Itô’s formula to |∂2
yY

s,x,y
t · (l1, l2)|2 and following the proof of (2.12),

we can obtain

E|∂2
yY

s,x,y
t · (l1, l2)|2 6 e−2γ

∫ t

s
α(u) du,



10 XIAOBIN SUN, JIAN WANG, AND YINGCHAO XIE

where γ 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 Y s,x,y
t in the mean square sense with respect to x, 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. �

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 A1 holds. Let Y s,x,y := {Y s,x,y
t }t≥s be the unique strong

solution to the SDE (2.1). Then, for any t ∈ R and x ∈ R
n, there exists ηx

t ∈ L2(Ω,F ,P) such

that for all t ≥ s, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

E|Y s,x,y
t − ηx

t |2 ≤ C(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)e−2
∫ t

s
α(u) du, sup

t∈R

E|ηx
t |2 6 C(1 + |x|2), (2.13)

and {ηx
t }t∈R satisfies that

ηx
t = ηx

s +

∫ t

s
f(r, x, ηx

r ) dr +

∫ t

s
g(r, x, ηx

r ) dW 2
r , t ≥ s. (2.14)

Moreover, ηx
t is twice differentiable in mean square with respect to x, and the first derivative ∂xη

x
t

and the second derivative ∂2
xη

x
t satisfy that for all t ≥ s, x ∈ R

n and y ∈ R
m

E‖∂xY
s,x,y

t − ∂xη
x
t ‖2

6 C(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)e−2γ
∫ t

s
α(u) du,

E‖∂2
xY

s,x,y
t − ∂2

xη
x
t ‖2 6 C(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)e−2γ

∫ t

s
α(u) du,

sup
t∈R

E‖∂xη
x
t ‖2 6 C, sup

t∈R

E‖∂2
xη

x
t ‖2 6 C,

(2.15)

where γ ∈ (0, 1) is the constant in (2.4).

Proof. (i) Note that, for any h > 0, t ≥ s, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

Y s−h,x,y
t = Y s−h,x,y

s +

∫ t

s
f(u, x, Y s−h,x,y

u ) du+

∫ t

s
g(u, x, Y s−h,x,y

u ) dW 2
u (2.16)

and

Y s,x,y
t = y +

∫ t

s
f(u, x, Y s,x,y

u ) du+

∫ t

s
g(u, x, Y s,x,y

u ) dW 2
u .

Put Zh,x,y
s,t := Y s−h,x,y

t − Y s,x,y
t . One has

Zh,x,y
s,t =Y s−h,x,y

s − y +

∫ t

s
(f(u, x, Y s−h,x,y

u ) − f(u, x, Y s,x,y
u )) du

+

∫ t

s
(g(u, x, Y s−h,x,y

u ) − g(u, x, Y s,x,y
u )) dW 2

u .

By the Itô formula,

|Zh,x,y
s,t |2 =|Y s−h,x,y

s − y|2 + 2

∫ t

s
〈Zh,x,y

s,u , f(u, x, Y s−h,x,y
u ) − f(u, x, Y s,x,y

u )〉 du

+

∫ t

s
‖g(u, x, Y s−h,x,y

u ) − g(u, x, Y s,x,y
u )‖2 du

+ 2

∫ t

s
〈Zh,x,y

s,u , g(u, x, Y s−h,x,y
u ) − g(u, x, Y s,x,y

u )〉 dW 2
u .
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Then, according to (2.2),

dE|Zh,x,y
s,t |2

dt
6 −2α(t)E|Zh,x,y

s,t |2.

This along with (2.7) yields that for any h > 0, t ≥ s, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

E|Zh,x,y
s,t |2 6 E|Y s−h,x,y

s − y|2e−2
∫ t

s
α(u) du

6 C(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)e−2
∫ t

s
α(u) du.

By this and (2.4), we know that for any t ∈ R, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m, {Y s,x,y
t }t>s is a Cauchy

sequence in L2(Ω,Rm) as s → −∞. Hence, there exists a random variable ηx,y
t ∈ L2(Ω,Rm) such

that for any t, s ∈ R with t ≥ s, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

E|Y s,x,y
t − ηx,y

t |2 6 C(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)e−2
∫ t

s
α(u) du. (2.17)

Next, we are going to prove that ηx,y
t is independent of y. Indeed, (2.8) implies that for any

y1, y2 ∈ R
m,

lim
s→−∞

E|Y s,x,y1

t − Y s,x,y2

t |2 = 0.

Note that

E|ηx,y1

t − ηx,y2

t |2 6 CE|ηx,y1

t − Y s,x,y1

t |2 +CE|ηx,y2

t − Y s,x,y2

t |2 + CE|Y s,x,y1

t − Y s,x,y2

t |2.

Taking s → −∞ and using (2.17), we get E|ηx,y1

t − ηx,y2

t |2 = 0. So ηx,y1

t = ηx,y2

t in L2(Ω,Rm).
Below, we denote by ηx,y

t by ηx
t .

Furthermore, according to (2.7), (2.17) and (2.4),

sup
t∈R

E|ηx
t |2 6 C(1 + |x|2). (2.18)

On the other hand, using (2.17) and taking the limit as h goes to +∞ on both sides of (2.16), we
get that for any t > s and x ∈ R

n,

ηx
t = ηx

s +

∫ t

s
f(r, x, ηx

r ) dr +

∫ t

s
g(r, x, ηx

r ) dW 2
r .

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

n,

∂xY
s−h,x,y

t · k = ∂xY
s−h,x,y

s · k +

∫ t

s
[∂xf(r, x, Y s−h,x,y

r ) · k + ∂yf(r, x, Y s−h,x,y
r ) · (∂xY

s−h,x,y
r · k)] dr

+

∫ t

s
[∂xg(r, x, Y

s−h,x,y
r ) · k + ∂yg(r, x, Y

s−h,x,y
r ) · (∂xY

s−h,x,y
r · k)] dW 2

r

and

∂xY
s,x,y

t · k =

∫ t

s
[∂xf(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) · k + ∂yf(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) · (∂xY

s,x,y
r · k)] dr

+

∫ t

s
[∂xg(r, x, Y

s,x,y
r ) · k + ∂yg(r, x, Y

s,x,y
r ) · (∂xY

s,x,y
r · k)] dW 2

r .

Then, following the same argument as in (i) and applying the Young inequality, we can obtain that

E|∂xY
s,x,y

t · k − ∂xY
s−h,x,y

t · k|2 6 C(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)|k|2e−2γ
∫ t

s
α(u) du,

where γ ∈ (0, 1) is the constant in (2.4). In particular, due to (2.4), {∂xY
s,x,y

t · k}t>s is a Cauchy
sequence in L2(Ω,Rm) as s → −∞. Furthermore, we can also repeat the argument in (i) and obtain

that there exists a random variable ξx,k
t ∈ L2(Ω,Rm) which is independent of y such that for all

t ≥ s, x, k ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

E|∂xY
s,x,y

t · k − ξx,k
t |2 6 C(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)|k|2e−2γ

∫ t

s
α(u) du. (2.19)
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Note that ∂xY
s,x,y

t · k is linear with respect to the vector k, so there exists ξx
t ∈ L2(Ω,Rm×n) such

that ξx,k
t = ξx

t · k.
By (2.13), (2.19) and the fact that Y s,x,y

t is differentiable in the mean square sense with respect
to x, we know that for any t ∈ R and x, k ∈ R

n,

lim
δ→0

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ηx+δk
t − ηx

t

δ
− ξx

t · k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 0.

This yields that ηx
t is differentiable in the mean square sense with respect to x, and ∂xη

x
t = ξx

t . Thus
the first inequality in (2.15) holds. Furthermore, according to (2.9) and (2.19), supt∈R E‖∂xη

x
t ‖2 6

C.
The other assertions in (2.15) for the second derivative ∂2

xη
x
t can be proved similarly, and the

details are omitted here. �

Remark 2.5. From the proof above, we can obtain that, if for any 0 6 i 6 4 and 0 6 i 6 5 with
1 6 i+ j 6 5,

‖∂i
x∂

j
yf(t, x, y)‖ + ‖∂i

x∂
j
yg(t, x, y)‖2 6 Cα(t),

then ηx
t is fourth differentiable in the mean square sense with respect to x, and

sup
t∈R

4
∑

i=1

E‖∂i
xη

x
t ‖4

6 C. (2.20)

In the following, let {P x
s,t}t≥s be the semigroup of the process {Y s,x,y

t }t>s, i.e., for any bounded
measurable function ϕ on R

m,

P x
s,tϕ(y) = Eϕ(Y s,x,y

t ), y ∈ R
m.

Let ηx
t be given in Lemma 2.4, and, for any t ∈ R, denote by µx

t the law of ηx
t .

Proposition 2.6. Suppose that Assumption A1 holds. Then, {µx
t }t∈R is an evolution system of

measures for the semigroup {P x
s,t}t>s, i.e., for any t ≥ s, x ∈ R

n and ϕ ∈ Cb(R
m),

∫

Rm
P x

s,tϕ(y)µx
s (dy) =

∫

Rm
ϕ(y)µx

t (dy). (2.21)

Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that for any t ≥ s, x ∈ R
n, y ∈ R

m and Lipschitz

continuous function φ on R
m,

∣

∣

∣

∣

P x
s,tφ(y) −

∫

Rm
φ(z)µx

t (dz)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 CLip(φ)(1 + |x| + |y|)e−
∫ t

s
α(u) du, (2.22)

where Lip(φ) := supx 6=y |φ(x) − φ(y)|/|x− y|. Furthermore, if {νx
t }t∈R is another evolution system

of measures for {P x
s,t}t>s and satisfies that for all x ∈ R

n,

sup
t∈R

∫

Rm
|z| νx

t (dz) < ∞,

then νx
t = µx

t for all t ∈ R and x ∈ R
n.

Proof. (i) According to (2.13), for any t ∈ R, x ∈ R
n and ϕ ∈ Cb(R

m),

lim
s→−∞

P x
s,tϕ(y) = lim

s→−∞
Eϕ(Y s,x,y

t ) = Eϕ(ηx
t ) =

∫

Rm
ϕ(y)µx

t (dy).

By this and the fact that P x
s,tϕ ∈ Cb(R

m),
∫

Rm
P x

s,tϕ(y)µx
s (dy) = lim

r→−∞
P x

r,sP
x
s,tϕ(y) = lim

r→−∞
P x

r,tϕ(y) =

∫

Rm
ϕ(y)µx

t (dy).

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

P x
s,tφ(y) −

∫

Rm
φ(z)µx

t (dz)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= Lip(φ)E|Y s,x,y
t − ηx

t | ≤ CLip(φ)(1 + |x| + |y|)e−
∫ t

s
α(u) du,

and so (2.22) holds.
(ii) Let {νx

t }t∈R be another evolution system of measures for {P x
s,t}t>s so that supt∈R

∫

Rm |z| νx
t (dz) <

∞. It holds that for any ϕ ∈ C1
b (Rm)
∫

Rm
P x

s,tϕ(y) νx
s (dy) =

∫

Rm
ϕ(y) νx

t (dy).

In order to prove νx
t = µx

t , it is sufficient to verify that for any ϕ ∈ C1
b (Rm)

lim
s→−∞

∫

Rm
P x

s,tϕ(y) νx
s (dy) =

∫

Rm
ϕ(y)µx

t (dy). (2.23)

Indeed, note that
∫

Rm
P x

s,tϕ(y) νx
s (dy) =

∫

Rm

(

P x
s,tϕ(y) −

∫

Rm
ϕ(z)µx

t (dz)

)

νx
s (dy) +

∫

Rm
ϕ(y)µx

t (dy).

(2.22) in turn yields that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rm

(

P x
s,tϕ(y) −

∫

Rn
ϕ(z)µx

t (dz)

)

νx
s (dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∫

Rm
(1 + |x| + |y|) νx

s (dy)e−
∫ t

s
α(u) du

6 C

(

1 + |x| + sup
t∈R

∫

Rm
|z| νx

t (dz)

)

e−
∫ t

s
α(u) du.

It shows that (2.23) holds by taking s → −∞ in the inequality above. �

2.3. Nonautonomous Poisson equations. Let H : R × R
n × R

m → R
n satisfy the following

centering condition
∫

Rm
H(s, x, y)µx

s (dy) = 0, s ∈ R, x ∈ R
n (2.24)

and that for i = 0, 1, 2 and j = 1, 2, 3 with 1 6 i+ j 6 3,

sup
t∈R,x∈Rn,y∈Rm

‖∂i
x∂

j
yH(t, x, y)‖ < ∞. (2.25)

For fixed x ∈ R
n, we consider the following nonautonomous Poisson equation:

∂sΦ(s, x, y) + L
x
2 (s)Φ(s, x, ·)(y) = −H(s, x, y), s ∈ R, y ∈ R

m, (2.26)

where L x
2 (s) is the generator of the SDE (2.1), that is,

L
x
2 (s)ϕ(y) := 〈f(s, x, y),∇ϕ(y)〉 +

1

2
Tr[(gg)∗(s, x, y)∇2ϕ(y)], ϕ ∈ C2(Rm). (2.27)

Proposition 2.7. Suppose that Assumption A1 holds. For any H : R ×R
n × R

m → R
n satisfying

(2.24) and (2.25), define

Φ(s, x, y) :=

∫ +∞

s
EH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) dr. (2.28)

Then, Φ(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, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

|Φ(s, x, y)| 6 C(1 + |x| + |y|)Λ(s),

‖∂xΦ(s, x, y)‖ + ‖∂2
xΦ(s, x, y)‖ 6 C(1 + |x| + |y|)Λγ(s),

‖∂yΦ(s, x, y)‖ 6 CΛ(s), ‖∂2
yΦ(s, x, y)‖ 6 CΛγ(s),

(2.29)

where Λγ(s) is defined in (2.4) and Λ(s) = Λ1(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 Φ(t, x, y) satisfies the centering

condition (i.e.,
∫

Rm Φ(s, x, y)µx
s (dy) = 0 for any s ∈ R and x ∈ R

n) and (2.29). Then the solution

is unique. In fact, if Φ̃(t, x, y) is another solution to (2.26) and satisfies the centering condition and
(2.29), then, applying Itô’s formula and taking expectation on both sides, we find

EΦ̃(t, x, Y s,x,y
t ) =Φ̃(s, x, y) + E

∫ t

s
(∂rΦ̃(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) + L
x
2 (r)Φ̃(r, x, ·)(Y s,x,y

r )) dr

=Φ̃(s, x, y) −

∫ t

s
EH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) dr.

On the other hand, by (2.22) and (2.29),

|EΦ̃(t, x, Y s,x,y
t )| =

∣

∣

∣EΦ̃(t, x, Y s,x,y
t ) −

∫

Rm
Φ̃(t, x, y)µx

t (dy)
∣

∣

∣

≤C‖Φ̃(t, x, ·)‖Lip(1 + |x| + |y|)e−
∫ t

s
α(u) du ≤ C(1 + |x| + |y|)Λ(t)e−

∫ t

s
α(u) du.

Then, limt→+∞ |EΦ̃(t, x, Y s,x,y
t )| = 0 and so 0 = Φ̃(s, x, y) − Φ(s, x, y) for all s ∈ R, x ∈ R

n and
y ∈ R

m.

Proof of Proposition 2.7. (i) It is well known (see e.g. [13, (1.2)]) that P x
s,rH(r, x, ·)(y) = EH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r )
and

d

ds
P x

s,rH(r, x, ·)(y) = −L
x
2 (s)[P x

s,rH(r, x, ·)(y)].

Hence, according to the definition of Φ(s, x, y),

∂sΦ(s, x, y) = −H(s, x, y) +

∫ +∞

s

d

ds
P x

s,rH(r, x, ·)(y) dr

= −H(s, x, y) +

∫ +∞

s
−L

x
2 (s)[P x

s,rH(r, x, ·)(y)] dr

= −H(s, x, y) − L
x
2 (s)Φ(s, x, y),

which implies Φ(s, x, y) is a solution to the equation (2.26).
Note that for any l, l1, l2 ∈ R

m,

∂yEH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) · l = E[∂yH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) · (∂yY
s,x,y

r · l)]

and

∂2
yEH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) · (l1, l2)

= E[∂2
yH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) · (∂yY
s,x,y

r · l1, ∂yY
s,x,y

r · l2)] + E[∂yH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) · (∂2

yY
s,x,y

r · (l1, l2))].

Then, according to (2.25) and (2.9),

‖∂yEH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r )‖ 6 Ce−

∫ r

s
α(u) du, ‖∂2

yEH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r )‖ 6 Ce−γ

∫ r

s
α(u) du.

Hence,

‖∂yΦ(s, x, y)‖ 6

∫ +∞

s
‖∂yEH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r )‖ dr 6 C

∫ +∞

s
e−
∫ r

s
α(u) du dr 6 CΛ(s).

Similarly,

‖∂2
yΦ(s, x, y)‖ 6 CΛγ(s).

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

EH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) = EH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) − EH(r, x, ηx
r ).
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Note that, by (2.25),

|H(r, x, y1) −H(r, x, y2)| 6 C|y1 − y2|.

Then, according to (2.22),

|Φ(s, x, y)| 6

∫ +∞

s
|EH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) − EH(r, x, ηx
r )| dr

6C(1 + |x| + |y|)

∫ +∞

s
e−
∫ r

s
α(u) du dr

=C(1 + |x| + |y|)Λ(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

n,

∂xEH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) · k = [E∂xH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) · k − E∂xH(r, x, ηx
r ) · k]

+ E [∂yH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) · (∂xY

s,x,y
r · k)] − E [∂yH(r, x, ηx

r ) · (∂xη
x
r · k)]

=: I1 + I2.

It follows from (2.13) that

|I1| 6 C[E|Y s,x,y
r − ηx

r |2]1/2 6 C(1 + |x| + |y|)e−
∫ r

s
α(u) du.

On the other hand, (2.13), (2.15) and (2.9) show that

|I2| 6|E[∂yH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) · (∂xY

s,x,y
r · k)] − E[∂yH(r, x, ηx

r ) · (∂xY
s,x,y

r · k)]|

+ |E[∂yH(r, x, ηx
r ) · (∂xY

s,x,y
r · k)] − E[∂yH(r, x, ηx

r ) · (∂xη
x
r · k)]|

6C(E|Y s,x,y
r − ηx

r |2)1/2(E|∂xY
s,x,y

r · k|2)1/2 + C(E|∂xY
s,x,y

r · k − ∂xη
x
r · k|2)1/2

6C(1 + |x| + |y|)e−γ
∫ r

s
α(u) du.

Hence,

‖∂xΦ(s, x, y)‖ 6 C(1 + |x| + |y|)

∫ +∞

s
e−γ

∫ r

s
α(u) du dr 6 C(1 + |x| + |y|)Λγ(s).

Furthermore, note that for any unit vectors k1, k2 ∈ R
n,

∂2
x{EH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) − EH(r, x, ηx
r )} · (k1, k2)

= E[∂2
xH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) · (k1, k2)] − E[∂2
xH(r, x, ηx

r ) · (k1, k2)]

+ E[∂y∂xH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) · (k1, ∂xY

s,x,y
r · k2)] − E[∂y∂xH(r, x, ηx

r ) · (k1, ∂xη
x
r · k2)]

+ E[∂x∂yH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) · (∂xY

s,x,y
r · k1, k2)] − E[∂x∂yH(r, x, ηx

r ) · (∂xη
x
r · k1, k2)]

+ E[∂2
yH(r, x, Y s,x,y

r ) · (∂xY
s,x,y

r · k1, ∂xY
s,x,y

r · k2)] − E[∂2
yH(r, x, ηx

r ) · (∂xη
x
r · k1, ∂xη

x
r · k2)]

+ E[∂yH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) · (∂2

xY
s,x,y

r · (k1, k2))] − E[∂yH(r, x, ηx
r ) · (∂2

xη
x
r · (k1, k2))]

=:
5
∑

j=1

Ĩj .

From (2.13) and (2.25), one has

|Ĩ1| 6 CE|Y s,x,y
r − ηx

r | 6 C(1 + |x| + |y|)e−
∫ r

s
α(u) du.

Using (2.9), (2.13), (2.15) and (2.25), we obtain

|Ĩ2| 6CE |Y s,x,y
r − ηx

r | |∂xY
s,x,y

r · k2| + CE |∂xY
s,x,y

r · k2 − ∂xη
x
r · k2|

6C(1 + |x| + |y|)e−γ
∫ r

s
α(u) du.
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Similarly, we can get that

|Ĩ3| 6 C(1 + |x| + |y|)e−γ
∫ r

s
α(u) du.

For Ĩ4 and Ĩ5, we apply (2.9), (2.13), (2.15) and (2.25) to obtain

|Ĩ4| 6CE(|Y s,x,y
r − ηx

r ||∂xY
s,x,y

r · k1||∂xY
s,x,y

r · k2|)

+ CE(|∂xY
s,x,y

r · k1 − ∂xη
x
r · k1||∂xY

s,x,y
r · k2|)

+ CE(|∂xY
s,x,y

r · k2 − ∂xη
x
r · k2||∂xη

x
r · k1|)

6C(1 + |x| + |y|)e−γ
∫ r

s
α(u) du

and

|Ĩ5| 6CE(|Y s,x,y
r − ηx

r ||∂2
xY

s,x,y
r · (k1, k2)|) + CE|∂2

xY
s,x,y

r · (k1, k2) − ∂2
xη

x
r · (k1, k2)|

6C(1 + |x| + |y|)e−γ
∫ r

s
α(u) du.

Therefore,

‖∂2
xΦ(s, x, y)‖ 6

∫ +∞

s
‖∂2

x{EH(r, x, Y s,x,y
r ) − EH(r, x, ηx

r )}‖ dr

6C(1 + |x| + |y|)

∫ +∞

s
e−γ

∫ r

s
α(u) du dr

=C(1 + |x| + |y|)Λγ(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:







dXε
t = b(Xε

t , Y
ε

t ) dt + σ(Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) dW 1

t , Xε
0 = x ∈ R

n,

dY ε
t = ε−1f(t/ε,Xε

t , Y
ε

t ) dt+ ε−1/2g(t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) dW 2

t , Y ε
0 = y ∈ R

m,
(3.1)

where b ∈ C2,3(Rn ×R
m,Rn), σ ∈ C(Rn ×R

m,Rn×d1), f(t, ·, ·) ∈ C2,3(Rn ×R
m,Rm) and g(t, ·, ·) ∈

C2,3(Rn ×R
m,Rm×d2) for any t ≥ 0, and W 1 := {W 1

t }t≥0 and W 2 := {W 2
t }t≥0 are two independent

d1 and d2 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 any t > 0, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m with α : [0,∞) →
(0,∞), which fulfills

∫ +∞

0
α(u) du = ∞,

∫ +∞

t
e−γ

∫ r

t
α(u) du dr < ∞ for all t ∈ [0,∞) (3.2)

with some γ ∈ (0, 1).

B2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any x1, x2 ∈ R
n and y1, y2 ∈ R

m,

|b(x1, y1) − b(x2, y2)| + ‖σ(x1, y1) − σ(x2, y2)‖ 6 C(|x1 − x2| + |y1 − y2|), (3.3)

and for any i = 0, 1, 2 and j = 1, 2, 3 with 1 6 i+ j 6 3,

sup
x∈Rn,y∈Rm

‖∂i
x∂

j
yb(x, y)‖ 6 C, sup

x∈Rn,y∈Rm
‖σ(x, y)‖ 6 C. (3.4)
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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 {Y ε

t }t≥0 in the multi-scale SDE (3.1) to {Y ε
t }t∈R. Take another d2-dimensional

standard Brownian motion {W̃ 2
t }t>0 that is independent of {W 2

t }t>0, and set

Ŵ 2
t =

{

W 2
t , t > 0,

W̃ 2
−t, t < 0.

For any x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m, define

α̂(t) =

{

α(t), t > 0,

α(−t), t < 0,
f̂(t, x, y) =

{

f(t, x, y), t > 0,

f(−t, x, y), t < 0,
ĝ(t, x, y) =

{

g(t, x, y), t > 0,

g(−t, x, y), t < 0.

Thus, f̂ and ĝ satisfy Assumption A1 with the function α̂ on R. Hence, the associated time-
inhomogeneous frozen SDE

dYt = f̂(t, x, Yt) dt + ĝ(t, x, Yt) dŴ
2
t , Ys = y ∈ R

m, s ∈ R,

admits a unique strong solution Y s,x,y := {Y s,x,y
t }t≥s. Let {P x

s,t}t≥s be the semigroup of the process

{Y s,x,y
t }t>s. In the rest of this paper, we always let {µx

t }t∈R be an evolution system of measures of
the semigroup {P x

s,t}t>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 {(Xε

t , Y
ε

t )}t≥0 to the SDE (3.1) for any ε > 0, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m.
(ii) The first condition in (3.4) corresponds to (2.25) as we will take H(t, x, y) = b(t, x, y) −

b̄(t, x), where b̄(t, x) is defined by (3.8). On the other hand, the second condition in (3.4),
i.e., σ 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 {(Xε

t , Y
ε

t )}t≥0 has
higher finite moment.

We now establish some uniform estimates of the solution {(Xε
t , Y

ε
t )}t≥0.

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

constant CT > 0 such that

sup
ε>0

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t |4
)

6 CT (1 + |x|4 + |y|4) (3.5)

and

sup
ε>0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Y ε
t |4 6 CT (1 + |x|4 + |y|4). (3.6)

Proof. By Itô’s formula and (2.6),

d

dt
E|Y ε

t |4 =
4

ε
E(|Y ε

t |2〈Y ε
t , f(t/ε,Xε

t , Y
ε

t )〉)

+
2

ε
E(|Y ε

t |2‖g(t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t )‖2) +

4

ε
E(|g∗(t/ε,Xε

t , Y
ε

t )Y ε
t |2)

6
4

ε
E(|Y ε

t |2〈Y ε
t , f(t/ε,Xε

t , Y
ε

t )〉) +
6

ε
E(|Y ε

t |2‖g(t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t )‖2)

6 −
4γα(t/ε)

ε
E|Y ε

t |4 +
Cα(t/ε)

ε
(1 + E|Xε

t |4).

This along with the Grownall inequality and (2.4) implies

E|Y ε
t |4 6e− 4γ

ε

∫ t

0
α(u/ε) du|y|4 +

C

ε

∫ t

0
e− 4γ

ε

∫ t

u
α(r/ε) drα(u/ε)(1 + E|Xε

u|4) du

6e−4γ
∫ t/ε

0
α(u) du|y|4 + C sup

06s6t
(1 + E|Xε

s |4).
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On the other hand, by (3.3) and (3.4), for t ∈ [0, T ],

E

(

sup
s∈[0,t]

|Xε
s |4
)

6CT (1 + |x|4) + CT

∫ t

0
E|Xε

s |4 ds+ CT

∫ t

0
E|Y ε

s |4 ds

6CT (1 + |x|4 + |y|4) + CT

∫ t

0
E

(

sup
u∈[0,s]

|Xε
u|4
)

ds.

Using the Grownall inequality again, we find that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t |4
)

6 CT (1 + |x|4 + |y|4),

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

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 σ(x, y) depends on y. Hence, in
this part we always assume that σ(x, y) ≡ σ(x), i.e., σ(x, y) is independent of y. Then, we consider
the following averaged equation:

dX̄ε
t = b̄(t/ε, X̄ε

t ) dt + σ(X̄ε
t ) dW 1

t , X̄ε
0 = x, (3.7)

where

b̄(t, x) =

∫

Rm
b(x, y)µx

t (dy), t > 0. (3.8)

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that Assumptions B1 and B2 hold, and that σ(x, y) = σ(x) for all x ∈ R
n

and y ∈ R
m. Then, for any x ∈ R

n and ε > 0, the time-inhomogeneous SDE (3.7) has a unique

solution, denoted by {X̄ε
t }t≥0. Moreover, for T > 0, there exists a constant CT > 0 such that

sup
ε>0

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X̄ε
t |2
)

6 CT (1 + |x|2). (3.9)

Proof. According to (2.22), (3.3) and (2.8), for any t > 0, t ≥ s and x1, x2 ∈ R
n,

|b̄(t, x1) − b̄(t, x2)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rm
b(x1, y)µx1

t (dy) −

∫

Rm
b(x2, y)µx2

t (dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rm
b(x1, y)µx1

t (dy) − Eb(x1, Y
s,x1,0

t )

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rm
b(x2, y)µx2

t (dy) − Eb(x2, Y
s,x2,0

t )

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ |Eb(x1, Y
s,x1,0

t ) − Eb(x2, Y
s,x2,0

t )|

≤C(1 + |x1| + |x2|)e−
∫ t

s
α(u) du + C|x1 − x2| + CE|Y s,x1,0

t − Y s,x2,0
t |

≤C(1 + |x1| + |x2|)e−
∫ t

s
α(u) du + C|x1 − x2|.

Letting s → −∞ in the inequality above and using (2.4),

|b̄(t, x1) − b̄(t, x2)| ≤ C|x1 − x2|. (3.10)

On the other hand, by (2.13), there exists C > 0 such that for any t > 0,

|b̄(t, x1)| 6 E|b(x, ηx
t )| 6 C(1 + |x| + E|ηx

t |) 6 C(1 + |x|). (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. �

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 σ(x, y) = σ(x) for all x ∈ R
n and

y ∈ R
m. Let {(Xε

t , Y
ε

t )}t≥0 and {X̄ε
t }t≥0 be the solutions to (3.1) and (3.7) respectively. Then for

T > 0, there exists CT > 0 such that for (x, y) ∈ R
n × R

m and ε > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t |2 6 CT (1 + |x|4 + |y|4)ε2

[

sup
06t6T

|Λγ(t/ε)|2 +

∫ T/ε

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds

]

. (3.12)

Proof. Note that, by (3.1) and (3.7),

Xε
t − X̄ε

t =

∫ t

0
(b(Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) − b̄(s/ε,Xε
s )) ds +

∫ t

0
(b̄(s/ε,Xε

s ) − b̄(s/ε, X̄ε
s )) ds

+

∫ t

0
(σ(Xε

s ) − σ(X̄ε
s )) dW 1

s .

Hence, according to (3.10) and (3.3), for any t ∈ [0, T ],

sup
06s6t

E|Xε
s − X̄ε

s |2 6 CT sup
06s6t

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0
(b(Xε

r , Y
ε

r ) − b̄(r/ε,Xε
r )) dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ CT

∫ t

0
E|Xε

s − X̄ε
s |2 ds.

Consequently,

sup
06t6T

E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t |2 6 CT sup
06t6T

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(b(Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) − b̄(s/ε,Xε
s )) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

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

∂sΦ(s, x, y) + L
x
2 (s)Φ(s, x, ·)(y) = −H(s, x, y), s > 0, x ∈ R

n, y ∈ R
m,

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

sup
06t6T

E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t |2 6 CT sup
06t6T

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(∂sΦ(s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) + L
Xε

s
2 (s/ε)Φ(s/ε,Xε

s , ·)(Y
ε

s )) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

. (3.13)

On the other hand, by Itô’s formula,

Φ(t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) =Φ(0, x, y) + ε−1

∫ t

0
(∂sΦ(s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) + L
Xε

s
2 (s/ε)Φ(s/ε,Xε

s , ·)(Y
ε

s )) ds

+

∫ t

0
L

Y ε
s

1 Φ(s/ε, ·, Y ε
s )(Xε

s ) ds +M ε,1
t +M ε,2

t ,

where

L
y
1 φ(x) := 〈b(x, y),∇φ(x)〉 +

1

2
Tr[(σσ)∗(x)∇2φ(x)], φ ∈ C2(Rm), (3.14)

and M ε,1
t and M ε,2

t are local martingales defined respectively by

M ε,1
t :=

∫ t

0
∂xΦ(s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) · σ(Xε
s ) dW 1

s ,

M ε,2
t := ε−1/2

∫ t

0
∂yΦ(s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) · g(s/ε,Xε
s , Y

ε
s ) dW 2

s .

Consequently,

−

∫ t

0
(∂sΦ(s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) + L
Xε

s
2 (s/ε)Φ(s/ε,Xε

s , ·)(Y
ε

s )) ds

= ε(Φ(0, x, y) − Φ(t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t )) + ε

∫ t

0
L

Y ε
s

1 Φ(s/ε, ·, Y ε
s )(Xε

s ) ds+ εM ε,1
t + εM ε,2

t .
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Combining this with (3.13), we obtain that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t |2

6 CT ε
2 sup

t∈[0,T ]
E|Φ(0, x, y) − Φ(t/ε,Xε

t , Y
ε

t )|2 + CT ε
2
E

(

∫ T

0
|L

Y ε
s

1 (s/ε)Φ(s/ε, ·, Y ε
s )(Xε

s )|2 ds

)

+ ε2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|M ε,1
t |2 + ε2 sup

t∈[0,T ]
E|M ε,2

t |2

=:
4
∑

i=1

Iε
i (T ).

It follows from (2.29) and Lemma 3.3 as well as Λ(0) ≤ sup0≤t≤T Λ(t/ε) that

Iε
1(T ) 6 CT ε

2(1 + |x|2 + |y|2) sup
06t6T

|Λ(t/ε)|2.

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

Iε
2(T ) 6CT ε

2
∫ T

0
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂xΦ(s/ε,Xε
s , Y

ε
s ) · b(Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) +
1

2
Tr[(σσ∗)(Xε

s )∂2
xΦ(s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s )]

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

ds

6CT ε
2(1 + |x|4 + |y|4)

∫ T

0
Λ2

γ(s/ε) ds

6CT ε
2(1 + |x|4 + |y|4) sup

06t6T
|Λγ(t/ε)|2,

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

Iε
3(T ) 6CT ε

2
∫ T

0
Λ2

γ(s/ε)E(1 + |Xε
s |2 + |Y ε

s |2) ds 6 CT ε
2(1 + |x|2 + |y|2) sup

06t6T
|Λγ(t/ε)|2.

Furthermore, by (2.29), (2.3) and Lemma 3.3, it is easy to see that

Iε
4(T ) 6CT ε

∫ T

0
α(s/ε)Λ2(s/ε)E(1 + |Xε

s |2 + |Y ε
s |2) ds

6CT ε
2(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)

∫ T/ε

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds.

Hence, the desired assertion follows by putting all the estimates above together. �

In the following, we make some remarks on convergence rates in Theorem 3.5.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that α(·) is differentiable on (0,∞) such that

lim
t→+∞

α(t) ∈ [0,∞], lim
t→+∞

e−γ
∫ t

0
α(u) du

α(t)
= 0, lim

t→+∞
[1/α(t)]′ = 0. (3.15)

Then for any T > 0, there are constants ε0, C > 0 so that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0],

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Λγ(t/ε)|2 6 C

∫ T/ε

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds.

Proof. (i) According to (2.4), Λγ(0) =
∫+∞

0 e−γ
∫ r

0
α(u) du dr < ∞. This along with (3.15) yields that

lim
t→+∞

α(t)Λγ(t) = lim
t→+∞

∫ +∞
t e−γ

∫ r

0
α(u)dudr

e−γ
∫ t

0
α(u)du/α(t)

= lim
t→+∞

1

γ − [1/α(t)]′
=

1

γ
.
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Similarly, it holds that limt→+∞ α(t)Λ(t) = 1. In particular,

lim
t→+∞

Λγ(t)

Λ(t)
=

1

γ

and

lim
t→+∞

Λγ(t) = γ−1 lim
t→+∞

1/α(t).

When limt→+∞ α(t) ∈ (0,∞], it is clear that there are constants T0, C0 > 0 such that for all
t ≥ T0,

Λ2
γ(t) 6 C0

∫ t

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds. (3.16)

When limt→+∞ α(t) = 0,

lim
t→+∞

Λ2
γ(t)

∫ t
0 α(s)Λ2(s) ds

=
1

γ2
lim

t→+∞

Λ2(t)
∫ t

0 α(s)Λ2(s) ds
=

1

γ2
lim

t→+∞

2Λ(t)[Λ(t)α(t) − 1]

α(t)Λ2(t)
= 0,

and so (3.16) is also satisfied.
(ii) For any T > 0, take ε0 > 0 with T/ε0 = T0. Then, by (3.16), for any ε ∈ (0, ε0],

sup
t∈[εT/ε0,T ]

|Λγ(t/ε)|2 6 C0

∫ T/ε

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds.

Note also that Λγ(t) is continuous on [0, T/ε0], and so

sup
t∈[0,εT/ε0]

|Λγ(t/ε)|2 = sup
t∈[0,T/ε0]

|Λγ(t)|2 6 CT .

Therefore, for any ε ∈ (0, ε0],

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Λγ(t/ε)|2 6 sup
t∈[εT/ε0,T ]

|Λγ(t/ε)|2 + sup
t∈[0,εT/ε0]

|Λγ(t/ε)|2

6CT

∫ T/ε

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds.

The proof is complete. �

Remark 3.7. Let α(t) = c0(1 + t)β with c0 > 0 and β ∈ (−1,∞). Then, (3.15) is satisfied.
According to the proof of Lemma 3.6, there exist two positive constants c1 6 c2 such that

c1

∫ t

0
α−1(s) ds 6

∫ t

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds 6 c2

∫ t

0
α−1(s) ds, t > 0.

Thus, by Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.6,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

[E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t |2]1/2
6











Cε(1+β)/2, −1 < β < 1,

Cε (log 1/ε)1/2 , β = 1,
Cε, β > 1,

(3.17)

In particular, when β = 0, the rate is of order ε1/2, 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 ε1/2

in time-inhomogeneous settings. That is, the convergence rate of the strong averaging principle is
influenced by the function α(t) involved in Assumption B1.
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3.2. Weak averaging principle: general case. In Theorem 3.5, the diffusion coefficient σ(x, y)
is assumed to be independent of y. This crucial assumption ensures the validity of the strong
averaging principle. For general diffusion coefficient σ(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, ·, ·) ∈ C4,5(Rn × R
m,Rm) and g(t, ·, ·) ∈ C4,5(Rn × R

m,Rm×d2).
Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that for any x ∈ R

n, y ∈ R
m and t > 0

‖∂i
x∂

j
yf(t, x, y)‖ + ‖∂i

x∂
j
yg(t, x, y)‖2 6 Cα(t), 0 6 i 6 4, 0 6 j 6 5 with 1 6 i+ j 6 5. (3.18)

(ii) Assume that b ∈ C4,4(Rn × R
m,Rn) and σ ∈ C4,4(Rn × R

m,Rn×d1). Moreover, there exists

C > 0 such that for any x ∈ R
n, y ∈ R

m,

‖∂i
x∂

j
yb(x, y)‖ + ‖σ(x, y)‖ + ‖∂i

x∂
j
yσ(x, y)‖ 6 C, 0 6 i, j 6 4 with 1 6 i+ j 6 4. (3.19)

(iii) Assume that

inf
x∈Rn,y∈Rm,z∈Rn\{0}

〈(σσ∗)(x, y) · z, z〉

|z|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 b̄(t, x) and σ̄(t, x) in the averaged equation (3.21) below with respect to x 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

dX̄ε
t = b̄(t/ε, X̄ε

t ) dt + σ̄(t/ε, X̄ε
t ) dW̄t, X̄ε

0 = x, (3.21)

where b̄(t, x) is defined by (3.8),

σ̄(t, x) :=
[

σσ∗(t, x)
]1/2

:=
(

∫

Rm
(σσ∗)(x, y)µx

t (dy)
)1/2

, t > 0,

and {W̄t}t≥0 is a n-dimensional standard Brownian motion.

Since b̄(t, x) = Eb(x, ηx
t ) and (σσ∗)(t, x) = E(σσ∗)(x, ηx

t ), (3.19) and (2.20) imply that b̄(t, ·) ∈
C4(Rn,Rn) and σσ∗(t, ·) ∈ C4(Rn,Rn×n) satisfy

sup
t>0,x∈Rn

4
∑

i=1

(

‖∂i
xb̄(t, x)‖ + ‖∂i

x(σσ∗)(t, x)‖
)

6 C. (3.22)

This in turn yields that the SDE (3.21) has a unique solution, which is denoted by {X̄ε,x
t }t≥0. Let

{X̄ε,s,x
t }t>s be the solution of (3.21) with initial value starts from time s > 0 at x. In particular,

{X̄ε
t }t≥0 = {X̄ε,0,x

t }t≥0 obviously.
Furthermore, by (3.20), σσ∗ is non-degenerate, i.e.,

inf
t>0,x,z∈Rn

〈σσ∗(t, x) · z, z〉

‖z‖2
> 0.

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

sup
t>0,x∈Rn

4
∑

i=1

‖∂i
xσ̄(t, x)‖ 6 C,
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which along with (3.22) again and Assumption B3(ii) gives us that X̄ε,s,x
t is fourth differentiable

in the mean square sense with respect to x, and for any T > 0, there exists CT > 0 such that

sup
06s6t6T

4
∑

i=1

E‖∂i
xX̄

ε,s,x
t ‖4 6 CT ; (3.23)

see the proof of Lemma 2.3.
Next, for any ϕ ∈ C4

b (Rn), consider the following nonautonomous Kolmogorov equation:
{

∂su
ε(s, t, x) = −L̄

ε
s u

ε(s, t, x), s ∈ [0, t],
uε(t, t, x) = ϕ(x),

(3.24)

where L̄ ε
s is the generator of the averaged equation (3.21), i.e.,

L̄
ε
s ϕ(x) := 〈b̄(s/ε, x),∇ϕ(x)〉 +

1

2
Tr[σσ∗(s/ε, x)∇2ϕ(x)]. (3.25)

Hence, the unique solution of (3.24) is given by

uε(s, t, x) = Eϕ(X̄ε,s,x
t ), t ≥ s.

Then, according to ϕ ∈ C4
b (Rn) and (3.23), we know that for any T > 0, there exists a constant

CT > 0 such that

sup
06s6t6T,x∈Rn

4
∑

i=1

‖∂i
xu

ε(s, t, x)‖ 6 CT (3.26)

and

sup
06s6t6T

2
∑

i=1

‖∂s(∂i
xu

ε(s, t, x))‖ 6 CT (1 + |x|). (3.27)

We note that partial derivatives of uε(s, t, x) with respect to x 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 + |x|) arises from the linear growth of
b̄(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 {(Xε
t , Y

ε
t )}t≥0 and {X̄ε

t }t≥0 be the

solutions to (3.1) and (3.21) respectively. Then for any T > 0 and ϕ ∈ C4
b (Rn), there is a constant

Cϕ,T > 0 so that for all (x, y) ∈ R
n × R

m and ε > 0,

sup
06t6T

|Eϕ(Xε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄ε

t )| 6 Cϕ,T (1 + |x|2 + |y|2)ε sup
t∈[0,T ]

Λγ(t/ε). (3.28)

Proof. Fix t ∈ (0, T ], and denote by ũε,t(s, x) = uε(s, t, x) for any s ∈ [0, t]. Itô’s formula implies

ũε,t(t,Xε
t ) = ũε,t(0, x) +

∫ t

0
∂sũ

ε,t(s,Xε
s ) ds+

∫ t

0
L

Y ε
s

1 ũε,t(s, ·)(Xε
s ) ds+ M̃t,

where

L
y
1 ϕ(x) := 〈b(x, y),∇ϕ(x)〉 +

1

2
Tr
[

(σσ)∗(x, y)∇2ϕ(x)
]

, ϕ ∈ C2(Rn),

and

M̃t :=

∫ t

0
〈∂xũ

ε,t(s,Xε
s ), σ(Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) dW 1
s 〉

is a local martingale.
Since ũε,t(t,Xε

t ) = ϕ(Xε
t ), ũε,t(0, x) = Eϕ(X̄ε

t ), and, thanks to (3.24),

∂sũ
ε,t(s, x) = −L̄

ε
s ũ

ε,t(s, ·)(x),
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we have

|Eϕ(Xε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄ε

t )| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫ t

0
L

Y ε
s

1 (s)ũε,t(s, ·)(Xε
s ) ds − E

∫ t

0
L̄

ε
s ũ

ε,t(s, ·)(Xε
s ) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫ t

0

(

〈b(Xε
s , Y

ε
s ) − b̄(s/ε,Xε

s ), ∂xũ
ε,t(s,Xε

s )〉

+
1

2
Tr
[

(σσ∗(Xε
s , Y

ε
s ) − σσ∗(s/ε,Xε

s ))∂2
xũ

ε,t(s,Xε
s )
]

)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

For r ∈ [0, t], s > 0, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m, define

F t(r, s, x, y) := 〈b(x, y) − b̄(s, x), ∂xũ
ε,t(r, x)〉 +

1

2
Tr[(σσ∗(x, y) − σσ∗(s, x))∂2

xũ
ε,t(r, x)].

It is easy to check that F t satisfies the following centering condition
∫

Rm
F t(r, s, x, y)µx

s (dy) = 0, r ∈ [0, t], s > 0, x ∈ R
n

and (2.25) as well as

sup
06r6t6T,s>0,y∈Rm

|∂y∂rF
t(r, s, x, y)| 6 CT (1 + |x|),

thanks to (3.26), (3.27) and (3.19). Let L x
2 (s) be the operator given by (2.27). Consider the

following nonautonomous Poisson equation

∂sΦ̃t(r, s, x, y) + L
x
2 (s)Φ̃t(r, s, x, y) = −F t(r, s, x, y). (3.29)

Then, according to Proposition 2.7 and its proof, we can claim that (3.29) admits a solution

Φ̃t(r, s, x, y) =

∫ +∞

s
EF t(r, u, x, Y s,x,y

u ) du,

and for any T > 0, there exists CT > 0 such that for any s > 0, x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

sup
06r6t6T

{|Φ̃t(r, s, x, y)| + |∂rΦ̃t(r, s, x, y)| + ‖∂xΦ̃t(r, s, x, y)‖ + ‖∂2
xΦ̃t(r, s, x, y)‖}

6 CT Λγ(s)(1 + |x|2 + |y|2).

Using Itô’s formula, we get

EΦ̃t(t, t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t )

= Φ̃t(0, 0, x, y) + E

∫ t

0
∂rΦ̃t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) ds+ E

∫ t

0
L

Y ε
s

1 Φ̃t(s, s/ε, ·, Y ε
s )(Xε

s ) ds

+ ε−1
E

∫ t

0
(∂sΦ̃t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) + L
Xε

s
2 (s/ε)Φ̃t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , ·)(Y
ε

s )) ds,

which implies that

− E

∫ t

0
[∂sΦ̃t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) + L
Xε

s
2 (s/ε)Φ̃t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , ·)(Y
ε

s )] ds

= ε
[

Φ̃t(0, 0, x, y) − EΦ̃t(t, t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) + E

∫ t

0
∂rΦ̃t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) ds

+ E

∫ t

0
L

Y ε
s

1 Φ̃t(s, s/ε, ·, Y ε
s )(Xε

s ) ds
]

.
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According to all the conclusions above and Lemma 3.3,

sup
06t6T

|Eϕ(Xε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄ε

t )|

= sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫ t

0
F t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

= sup
06t6T

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫ t

0
(∂sΦ̃t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s ) + L
Xε

s
2 (s/ε)Φ̃t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , ·)(Y
ε

s )) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 ε

[

sup
06t6T

|Φ̃t(0, 0, x, y)| + sup
06t6T

|EΦ̃t(t, t/ε,Xε
t , Y

ε
t )| + sup

06t6T
E

∫ t

0
|∂rΦ̃t(s, s/ε,Xε

s , Y
ε

s )| ds

+ sup
06t6T

E

∫ t

0
|L

Y ε
s

1 Φ̃t(s, s/ε, ·, Y ε
s )(Xε

s )| ds

]

6 CT (1 + |x|2 + |y|2)ε sup
t∈[0,T ]

Λγ(t/ε).

The proof is complete. �

Remark 3.10. Let α(t) = c0(1 + t)β with c0 > 0 and β ∈ (−1,∞). Under the assumptions of
Theorem 3.9, we know that for any ϕ ∈ C4

b (Rn),

sup
06t6T

|Eϕ(Xε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄ε

t )| 6

{

Cε1+β, −1 < β < 0,
Cε, β > 0.

(3.30)

In particular, if β = 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 β < 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 ε. One can expect them to be independent of ε if we further assume some additional conditions
on the coefficients f, g of the fast component {Yt}t≥0 in the stochastic system (3.1). In this section,
we are restricted ourselves to the case that f and g converge as t → +∞. Specifically, we suppose
that the following condition is satisfied:

B4. Assume that lim supt→+∞ α(t) = α > 0, and that there exist functions f̄ : Rn ×R
m → R

m and

ḡ : Rn × R
m → R

m×d2 such that

|f(t, x, y) − f̄(x, y)| + ‖g(t, x, y) − ḡ(x, y)‖ 6 φ(t)(1 + |x| + |y|), (4.1)

where φ : [0,∞) → (0,∞) is locally bounded and satisfies that limt→+∞ φ(t) = 0.

In the following, we suppose that Assumptions B1 and B4 hold. According to (2.2), (2.3) and
(4.1), for all x1, x2 ∈ R

n and y1, y2 ∈ R
m,

2〈y1 − y2, f̄(x1, y1) − f̄(x2, y2)〉 + 3 ‖ḡ(x1, y1) − ḡ(x2, y2)‖2 ≤ −2α|y1 − y2|2 + C|x1 − x2|2, (4.2)

and for all x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

|f̄(x, y)| + ‖ḡ(x, y)‖ 6 C(1 + |x| + |y|).

Thus, the following SDE

dȲt = f̄(x, Ȳt) dt+ ḡ(x, Ȳt) dW
2
t , Ȳ0 = y ∈ R

m (4.3)
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admits a unique strong solution {Ȳ x,y
t }t>0. Furthermore, it can be verified (see the proof of (2.8))

that for any t ≥ 0, x1, x2 ∈ R
n and y1, y2 ∈ R

m,

E|Ȳ x1,y1

t − Ȳ x2,y2

t |2 ≤ Ce−2αt|y1 − y2|2 + C|x1 − x2|2. (4.4)

Let {P̄ x
t }t≥0 be the transition semigroup of {Ȳ x,y

t }t≥0, i.e., for any bounded measurable function
ϕ : Rm → R,

P̄ x
t ϕ(y) = Eϕ(Ȳ x,y

t ), y ∈ R
m, t > 0.

We can prove that {P̄ x
t }t>0 admits a unique invariant measure µx such that

∫

Rm
|y|2 µx(dy) 6 C(1 + |x|2). (4.5)

This along with (4.4) yields that for any Lipschitz function ϕ on R
m,

∣

∣Eϕ(Ȳ x,y
t ) − µx(ϕ)

∣

∣ ≤ CLip(ϕ)(1 + |x| + |y|)e−αt. (4.6)

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that Assumptions B1 and B4 hold. Then, for any Lipschitz function ϕ and

β ∈ (0, 1),

|µx
t (ϕ) − µx(ϕ)| ≤ CβLip(ϕ)(1 + |x|)

{

e−βαt +

[∫ t

0
e−2βα(t−r)φ2(r) dr

]1/2
}

, (4.7)

where {µx
t }t∈R is an evolution system of measures of the semigroup {P x

s,t}t>s given in Proposition

2.6.

Proof. It follows from (2.14) and (4.3) that

d(ηx
t − Ȳ x,y

t ) = (f(t, x, ηx
t ) − f̄(x, Ȳ x,y

t )) dt + (g(t, x, ηx
t ) − ḡ(x, Ȳ x,y

t )) dW 2
t ,

with ηx
0 − Ȳ x,y

0 = ηx
0 − y. Then, according to Itô’s formula, (4.2), Young’s inequality, (4.1) and

(2.13), for any β ∈ (0, 1),

d

dt
E|ηx

t − Ȳ x,y
t |2 =2E〈ηx

t − Ȳ x,y
t , f(t, x, ηx

t ) − f̄(x, Ȳ x,y
t )〉 + E‖g(t, x, ηx

t ) − ḡ(x, Ȳ x,y
t )‖2

62E〈ηx
t − Ȳ x,y

t , f(t, x, ηx
t ) − f̄(x, ηx

t )〉 + 2E‖g(t, x, ηx
t ) − ḡ(x, ηx

t )‖2

+ 2E〈ηx
t − Ȳ x,y

t , f̄(x, ηx
t ) − f̄(x, Ȳ x,y

t )〉 + 2E‖ḡ(x, ηx
t ) − ḡ(x, Ȳ x,y

t )‖2

6 − 2βαE|ηx
t − Ȳ x,y

t |2 + Cφ2(t)(1 + |x|2 + E|ηx
t |2)

6 − 2βαE|ηx
t − Ȳ x,y

t |2 + Cφ2(t)(1 + |x|2).

This along with (2.13) again implies that

E|ηx
t − Ȳ x,y

t |2 ≤e−2βαt
E|ηx

0 − y|2 + Cβ(1 + |x|2)

∫ t

0
e−2βα(t−r)φ2(r) dr

≤C(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)e−2βαt + Cβ(1 + |x|2)

∫ t

0
e−2βα(t−r)φ2(r) dr.

Combining this with (4.6), we get that for any Lipschitz function ϕ,

|µx
t (ϕ) − µx(ϕ)| 6|E(ϕ(ηx

t ) − ϕ(Ȳ x,0
t ))| + |Eϕ(Ȳ x,0

t ) − µx(ϕ)|

6CLip(ϕ)(1 + |x|)e−βαt + CβLip(ϕ)(1 + |x|)

[∫ t

0
e−2βα(t−r)φ2(r) dr

]1/2

.

The proof is complete. �
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Remark 4.2. We note that for any η > 0,

lim
t→+∞

∫ t

0
e−η(t−r)φ2(r) dr = 0. (4.8)

Indeed, for any δ > 0, it follows from the fact limt→+∞ φ(t) = 0 that there exists N1 > 0 so that
φ2(t) 6 ηδ/2 for all t > N1. On the other hand, since φ is locally bounded, there exists N2 > 0
such that for all t > N2,

e−ηt
∫ N1

0
eηrφ2(r) dr 6 δ/2.

Then, for any t > N1 ∨N2,
∫ t

0
e−η(t−r)φ2(r) dr = e−ηt

∫ N1

0
eηrφ2(r) dr + e−ηt

∫ t

N1

eηrφ2(r) dr 6 δ/2 + δ/2 = δ.

In particular,

lim
t→+∞

∫ t

0
e−η(t−r)φ2(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 σ satisfy Assumption B2 such that σ(x, y) = σ(x)
for all x ∈ R

n and y ∈ R
m. Consider the averaged SDE:

dX̄t = b̄c(X̄t) dt + σ(X̄t) dW
1
t , X̄0 = x, (4.9)

where

b̄c(x) =

∫

Rm
b(x, y)µx(dy) (4.10)

and µx 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
n, (4.9) has a

unique solution {X̄}t≥0; moreover, for T > 0, there exists a constant CT > 0 such that

E

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|X̄t|
2
)

6 CT (1 + |x|2). (4.11)

Proof. Note that for x1, x2 ∈ R
n, by (3.3) and (4.6), one has

|b̄c(x1) − b̄c(x2)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rm
b(x1, y)µx1(dy) −

∫

Rm
b(x2, y)µx2(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rm
b(x1, y)µx1(dy) − Eb(x1, Ȳ

x1,0
t )

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rm
b(x2, y)µx2(dy) − Eb(x2, Ȳ

x2,0
t )

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ |Eb(x1, Ȳ
x1,0

t ) − Eb(x2, Ȳ
x2,0

t )|

≤C(1 + |x1| + |x2|)e−αt + C|x1 − x2| + CE|Ȳ x1,0
t − Ȳ x2,0

t |.

Using (4.4) and letting t → +∞, we obtain that

|b̄c(x1) − b̄c(x2)| 6 C|x1 − x2|. (4.12)

Therefore, (4.9) admits a unique strong solution, and (4.11) holds obviously. �

Now, we state our third main result.
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Theorem 4.4. Suppose that Assumptions B1, B2 and B4 hold, and σ(x, y) = σ(x). Let {Xε
t , Y

ε
t }t≥0

and {X̄t}t≥0 be the solutions of (3.1) and (4.9) respectively. Then, for any T > 0 and β ∈ (0, 1),
there exists a constant CT,β > 0 so that for ε > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t − X̄t|

2
6 CT,β(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)ε2

{[

∫ T/ε

0

(∫ s

0
e−2βα(s−r)φ2(r) dr

)1/2

ds

]2

+ sup
06t6T

|Λγ(t/ε)|2 +

∫ T/ε

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds

}

.

Proof. According to Assumption B1 and Lemma 4.1, for β ∈ (0, 1), there exists Cβ > 0 such that

|b̄(t, x) − b̄c(x)| 6

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rm
b(x, y)µx

t (dy) −

∫

Rm
b(x, y)µx(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6Cβ(1 + |x|)

[

e−βαt +

(∫ t

0
e−2βα(t−r)φ2(r) dr

)1/2
]

.

(4.13)

On the other hand, let {X̄ε
t }t≥0 be the solution to the SDE (3.7). Then, by (4.12) and (3.3), for

any t ∈ [0, T ],

X̄ε
t − X̄t =

∫ t

0
(b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s ) − b̄c(X̄s)) ds +

∫ t

0
(σ(X̄ε

s ) − σ(X̄s)) dW 1
s ,

which implies that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

sup
s∈[0,t]

E|X̄ε
s − X̄s|2 6CE

(

∫ t

0
|b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s ) − b̄c(X̄
ε
s )| ds

)2
+ CTE

∫ t

0
|b̄c(X̄

ε
s ) − b̄c(X̄s)|2 ds

+ C

∫ t

0
E‖σ(X̄ε

s ) − σ(X̄s)‖2 ds

6CE

(

∫ t

0
|b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s ) − b̄c(X̄
ε
s )| ds

)2
+ CT

∫ t

0
E|X̄ε

s − X̄s|2 ds.

Hence, according to (4.13), (3.9) and the Gronwall inequality, for any β ∈ (0, 1),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|X̄ε
t − X̄t|

2
6 CTE

(

∫ T

0
|b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s ) − b̄c(X̄
ε
s )| ds

)2

6 CT,β(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)





∫ T

0



e−βαs/ε +

(

∫ s/ε

0
e−2βα(s/ε−r)φ2(r) dr

)1/2


 ds





2

6 CT,βε
2(1 + |x|2 + |y|2)

{

1 +

∫ T/ε

0

[

(∫ s

0
e−2βα(s−r)φ2(r) dr

)1/2
]

ds

}2

.

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

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

dX̄t = b̄c(X̄t) dt + σ̄c(X̄t) dW̄t, X̄0 = x, (4.14)

where b̄c(x) is defined in (4.10),

σ̄c(x) :=
[(

σσ∗
)

c (x)
]1/2

:=
[

∫

Rm
(σσ∗) (x, y)µx(dy)

]1/2
,

and {W̄t}t≥0 is a n-dimensional standard Brownian motion.
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Following the proof of (3.22), we can obtain

sup
t∈R,x∈Rn

4
∑

i=1

[‖∂i
xb̄c(x)‖ + ‖∂i

xσ̄c(x)‖] 6 C, (4.15)

and so the SDE (4.14) has a unique solution {X̄x
t }t≥0. Moreover, we can verify that for any t ≥ 0,

X̄x
t is fourth differentiable in the mean square sense with respect to x, and, for any T > 0, there

exists CT > 0 such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

4
∑

i=1

E‖∂i
xX̄

x
t ‖4 6 CT . (4.16)

For any ϕ ∈ C4
b (Rn), consider the Kolmogorov equation:

∂tu(t, x) = L̄cu(t, x), u(0, x) = ϕ(x), (4.17)

where L̄c is the generator of (4.14), i.e.,

L̄cϕ(x) := 〈b̄c(x),∇ϕ(x)〉 +
1

2
Tr[
(

σσ∗
)

c (x)∇2ϕ(x)].

It is easy to see that (4.17) has a unique solution, which is given by u(t, x) = Eϕ(X̄x
t ) for all t ≥ 0.

According to ϕ ∈ C4
b (Rn) and (4.16), for any T > 0,

sup
06t6T,x∈Rn

4
∑

i=1

‖∂i
xu(t, x)‖ 6 CT . (4.18)

Now, we state our fourth main result in this paper.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Assumptions B1, B3 and B4 hold. Let {(Xε
t , Y

ε
t )}t≥0 and {X̄t}t≥0

be the solutions to (3.1) and (4.14) respectively. Then for any T > 0, β ∈ (0, 1) and ϕ ∈ C4
b (Rn),

there is a constant Cϕ,T,β > 0 such that for all ε > 0,

sup
06t6T

|Eϕ(Xε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄t)|

6 Cϕ,T,β (1 + |x| + |y|) ε
{

∫ T/ε

0

[(

∫ s

0
e−2βα(s−r)φ2(r) dr

)1/2]

ds+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

Λγ(t/ε)
}

.
(4.19)

Proof. Following the proof of (4.13), we can obtain

∥

∥

(

σσ∗
)

(t, x) −
(

σσ∗
)

c (x)
∥

∥ 6 Cβ(1 + |x|)
[

e−βαt +
(

∫ t

0
e−2βα(t−r)φ2(r) dr

)1/2]

. (4.20)

Fix t ≤ T and define ũt(s, x) = u(t− s, x) for 0 ≤ s ≤ t. Let {X̄ε
t }t≥0 be the solution to the SDE

(3.21). Itô’s formula implies

ũt(t, X̄ε
t ) = ũt(0, x) +

∫ t

0
(∂sũ

t(s, X̄ε
s ) + L̄

ε
s ũ

t(s, ·)(X̄ε
s )) ds + M̃ ′

t,

where L̄ ε
s is defined by (3.25) and

M̃ ′
t :=

∫ t

0
〈∂xũ

t(s, X̄ε
s ), σ̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s ) dW̄s〉

is a local martingale.
Note that ũt(t, X̄ε

t ) = ϕ(X̄ε
t ), ũt(0, x) = Eϕ(X̄t), and, by (4.17),

∂sũ
t(s, x) = −L̄cũ

t(s, ·)(x).
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(4.13), (4.20) and (4.18) yield that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Eϕ(X̄ε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄t)| = sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫ t

0
−L̄cũ

t(s, ·)(X̄ε
s ) ds+ E

∫ t

0
L̄

ε
s ũ

t(s, ·)(X̄ε
s ) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

= sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣E

∫ t

0

(

〈b̄(s/ε, X̄ε
s ) − b̄c(X̄

ε
s ), ∂xũ

t(s, X̄ε
s )〉

+
1

2
Tr
[

((σσ∗)(s/ε, X̄ε
s ) − (σσ∗)c(X̄

ε
s ))∂2

xũ
t(s, X̄ε

s )
]

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

6CT,β(1 + |x| + |y|)

∫ T

0

[

e−βαs/ε +
(

∫ s/ε

0
e−2βα(s/ε−r)φ2(r) dr

)1/2]

ds

6CT,β(1 + |x| + |y|)ε
{

1 +

∫ T/ε

0

(

∫ s

0
e−2βα(s−r)φ2(r) dr

)1/2
ds
}

.

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

5. Time-inhomogeneous multi-scale SDEs: periodic coefficients case

To ensure that the averaged SDE does not depend on the parameter ε, 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 τ -periodic for some τ > 0, that is, for any t ∈ R,

x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m,

f(t+ τ, x, y) = f(t, x, y), g(t + τ, x, y) = g(t, x, y). (5.1)

We start with two simple lemmas.

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

sup
a∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

T

∫ T +a

a
h(s) ds −

1

τ

∫ τ

0
h(s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
2τM

T
,

where M = sups∈[0,τ ] |h(s)|.

Proof. Note that for any T > 0,
∣

∣

∣

[

T
τ

]

/T − 1/τ
∣

∣

∣ 6 1/T. Since h is τ -periodic, for any a ∈ R,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

T

∫ a+T

a
h(s) ds −

1

τ

∫ τ

0
h(s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

T
τ

]

T

∫ τ

0
h(s) ds −

1

τ

∫ τ

0
h(s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
1

T

∫ a+T

a+⌊ T
τ

⌋τ
|h(s)| ds

6
τM

T
+
τM

T
=

2τM

T
.

The proof is complete. �

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that Assumptions B1 and B5 hold. Then, the evolution system of measures

{µx
t }t∈R given in Proposition 2.6 is τ -periodic, i.e., for any t ∈ R, µx

t+τ = µx
t .

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

∂sv(s, t, y) = −L
x
2 (s)v(s, t, y), v(t, t, y) = ϕ(y), s ∈ [0, t],

where L x
2 (s) is defined in (2.27). It is easy to see that v(s, t, y) = P x

s,tϕ(y). Since f and g are

τ -periodic, P x
s+τ,t+τϕ(y) = P x

s,tϕ(y) for t > s. Hence, noting that the law of Y s,x,0
t convergence

weakly to µx
t by (2.13),
∫

Rm
ϕ(y)µx

t+τ (dy) = lim
s→−∞

P x
s+τ,t+τϕ(0) = lim

s→−∞
P x

s,tϕ(0) =

∫

Rm
ϕ(y)µx

t (dy).
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Hence, {µx
t }t∈R is τ -periodic. �

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 σ = σ(x) fulfill Assumption B2. Consider
the following averaged SDE:

dX̄t = b̄p(X̄t) dt + σ(X̄t) dW
1
t , X̄0 = x, (5.2)

where

b̄p(x) :=
1

τ

∫ τ

0
b̄(t, x) dt =

1

τ

∫ τ

0

∫

Rm
b(x, y)µx

t (dy) dt. (5.3)

By (3.10), it is easy to see that for any x1, x2 ∈ R
n,

|b̄p(x1) − b̄p(x2)| 6 C|x1 − x2|, (5.4)

and so the SDE (5.2) admits a unique solution {X̄t}t≥0. Moreover, by (5.4) and Assumption B2,
for any T > 0, there exists CT > 0 such that

sup
06s6t6T

E|X̄t − X̄s|2 6 CT (1 + |x|2)|t − s|. (5.5)

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that Assumptions B1, B2 and B5 hold. Let {(Xε
t , Y

ε
t )}t≥0 and {X̄t}t≥0

be the solutions to the SDEs (3.1) and (5.2) respectively. Then, for any T > 0, there exists CT > 0
such that for any (x, y) ∈ R

n × R
m and ε > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t − X̄t|

2 6 CT ε
2(1 + |x|4 + |y|4)

[

ε−4/3 + sup
06t6T

|Λγ(t/ε)|2 +

∫ T/ε

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds

]

.

Proof. Let {X̄ε
t }t≥0 be the solution to the SDE (3.7). Then,

X̄ε
t − X̄t =

∫ t

0
[b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s ) − b̄p(X̄s)] ds +

∫ t

0
[σ(X̄ε

s ) − σ(X̄s)] dW 1
s .

According to (3.10) and (3.3), for t ∈ [0, T ],

sup
s∈[0,t]

E|X̄ε
s − X̄s|2 6CTE

∫ t

0
|b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s ) − b̄(s/ε, X̄s)|2 ds+ CT

∫ t

0
E‖σ(X̄ε

s ) − σ(X̄s)‖2 ds

+ CTE

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
b̄(s/ε, X̄s) − b̄p(X̄s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

6CT

∫ t

0
E|X̄ε

s − X̄s|2 ds+ CTE

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
b̄(s/ε, X̄s) − b̄p(X̄s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

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

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|X̄ε
t − X̄t|

2

6 CTE

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0
[b̄(s/ε, X̄s) − b̄p(X̄s)] ds

∣

∣

∣

2

6 CTE

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0
[b̄(s/ε, X̄s(δ)) − b̄p(X̄s(δ))] ds

∣

∣

∣

2
+ CTE

∫ T

0
|b̄(s/ε, X̄s) − b̄(s/ε, X̄s(δ))|

2 ds

+ CTE

∫ T

0
|b̄p(X̄s) − b̄p(X̄s(δ))|

2 ds

=:
3
∑

i=1

Ji(T ),

where s(δ) = [s/δ] δ and [s/δ] is the integer part of s/δ. Here, δ > 0 depends on ε, which will be
chosen later.



32 XIAOBIN SUN, JIAN WANG, AND YINGCHAO XIE

According to (3.10), (5.4) and (5.5),

J2(T ) + J3(T ) 6 CT (1 + |x|2)δ. (5.6)

On the other hand, since b̄(·, x) is τ -periodic by Lemma 5.2, Proposition 5.1, (3.10) and (5.4) yield
that

J1(T ) 6CTE

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[T/δ]−1
∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ
[b̄(s/ε, X̄kδ) − b̄p(X̄kδ)] ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ CTE

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

[T/δ]δ
[b̄(s/ε, X̄kδ) − b̄p(X̄kδ)] ds

∣

∣

∣

2

6CTE

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[T/δ]−1
∑

k=0

δ

(

ε

δ

∫ kδ
ε

+ δ
ε

kδ
ε

b̄(s, X̄kδ) ds − b̄p(X̄kδ)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ CT (1 + |x|2)δ2

6CT ε
2
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[T/δ]−1
∑

k=0

(1 + |X̄kδ|)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ CT (1 + |x|2)δ2

6CT (1 + |x|2)
ε2

δ2
+ CT (1 + |x|2)δ2.

Combining all the estimates above and taking δ = ε2/3, we get

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|X̄ε
t − X̄t|

2
6CT (1 + |x|2)ε2/3.

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

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

sup
06s6t6T

E|X̄t − X̄s| 6 CT (1 + |x| + |y|)|t − s|.

Following the proof of Theorem 5.3, we can get

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t − X̄t|

2
6 CT (1 + |x|4 + |y|4)ε.

In contrast to [42, Theorem 2.3], which claims that

E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t − X̄t|

2

]

= 0,

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 σ satisfy Assumption B3. We consider
the averaged SDE

dX̄t = b̄p(X̄t) dt + σ̄p(X̄t) dW̄t, X̄0 = x, (5.7)

where b̄p(x) is defined in (5.3),

σ̄p(x) :=
[

(

σσ∗
)

p (x)
]1/2

:=

[

1

τ

∫ τ

0

∫

Rm
(σσ∗) (x, y)µx

t (dy) dt

]1/2

,

and {W̄t}t≥0 is a n-dimensional Brownian motion.



AVERAGING PRINCIPLES FOR TIME-INHOMOGENEOUS MULTI-SCALE SDES 33

Similar to (4.15), now it holds that

sup
t∈R,x∈Rn

4
∑

i=1

[‖∂i
xb̄p(x)‖ + ‖∂i

xσ̄p(x)‖] 6 C. (5.8)

Hence, the SDE (5.7) admits a unique solution {X̄x
t }t>0.

For any ϕ ∈ C4
b (Rn), consider the following Kolmogorov equation:

∂tu(t, x) = L̄pu(t, x), u(0, x) = ϕ(x), (5.9)

where L̄p is the generator of the SDE (5.7) and is given by

L̄pϕ(x) := 〈b̄p(x),∇ϕ(x)〉 +
1

2
Tr[
(

σσ∗
)

p (x)∇2ϕ(x)].

We can verify that the equation (5.9) has a unique solution which is given by u(t, x) = Eϕ(X̄x
t ) for

all t ≥ 0, and that, for all T > 0,

sup
06t6T,x∈Rn

4
∑

i=1

‖∂i
xu(t, x)‖ 6 CT ,

sup
06t6T

2
∑

i=1

‖∂t(∂
i
xu(t, x))‖ 6 CT (1 + |x|).

(5.10)

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

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that Assumptions B1, B3 and B5 hold. Let {(Xε
t , Y

ε
t )}t≥0 and {X̄t}t≥0

be the solutions to the SDEs (3.1) and (5.7) respectively. Then, for T > 0 and ϕ ∈ C4
b (Rn), there

is a constant Cϕ,T > 0 such that for any (x, y) ∈ R
n × R

m and ε > 0,

sup
06t6T

|Eϕ(Xε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄t)| 6Cϕ,T (1 + |x|2 + |y|2)ε

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

Λγ(t/ε) + ε−2/3
]

. (5.11)

Proof. Let {X̄ε
t }t≥0 be the solution to the SDE (3.21). Fix t ≤ T , and denote by ũt(s, x) = u(t−s, x)

for all s ≤ t. Following the proof of Theorem 4.5, we find that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Eϕ(X̄ε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄t)|

6 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣E

∫ t

0
〈b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s ) − b̄p(X̄ε
s ), ∂xũ

t(s, X̄ε
s )〉 ds

∣

∣

∣

+
1

2
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣E

∫ t

0
Tr
[

((σσ∗)(s/ε, X̄ε
s ) − (σσ∗)p(X̄ε

s ))∂2
xũ

t(s, X̄ε
s )
]

ds
∣

∣

∣

6 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣E

∫ t

0

[

〈b̄(s/ε, X̄ε
s ) − b̄p(X̄ε

s ), ∂xũ
t(s, X̄ε

s )〉

− 〈b̄(s/ε, X̄ε
s(δ)) − b̄p(X̄ε

s(δ)), ∂xũ
t(s(δ), X̄ε

s(δ))〉
]

ds
∣

∣

∣

+
1

2
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣E

∫ t

0

{

Tr
[

((σσ∗)(s/ε, X̄ε
s ) − (σσ∗)p(X̄ε

s ))∂2
xũ

t(s, X̄ε
s )
]

− Tr
[

((σσ∗)(s/ε, X̄ε
s(δ)) − (σσ∗)p(X̄ε

s(δ)))∂
2
xũ

t(s(δ), X̄ε
s(δ))

]

}

ds
∣

∣

∣

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣E

∫ t

0
〈b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s(δ)) − b̄p(X̄ε
s(δ)), ∂xũ

t(s(δ), X̄ε
s(δ))〉 ds

∣

∣

∣

+
1

2
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣E

∫ t

0
Tr
[

((σσ∗)(s/ε, X̄ε
s(δ)) − (σσ∗)p(X̄ε

s(δ))∂
2
xũ

t(s(δ), X̄ε
s(δ))

]

ds
∣

∣

∣ =:
4
∑

i=1

J̃i(T ).
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By (3.22), (5.8) and (5.10),

sup
06s6t6T

E|X̄ε
t − X̄ε

s |2 6 CT (1 + |x|2)|t − s|,

which combines with (3.5) and (5.10) imply that

J̃1(T ) + J̃2(T ) 6 CT (1 + |x|2)δ1/2.

Using Proposition 5.1, (5.10) and (3.5), we have

J̃3(T ) 6CTE

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[T/δ]−1
∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ
〈b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

kδ) − b̄p(X̄ε
kδ), ∂xũ

t(kδ, X̄ε
kδ)〉 ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ CTE

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

[T/δ]δ
〈b̄(s/ε, X̄ε

s(δ)) − b̄p(X̄ε
s(δ)), ∂xũ

t(s(δ), X̄ε
s(δ)))〉 ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6CTE





[T/δ]−1
∑

k=0

δ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

δ

∫ kδ
ε

+ δ
ε

kδ
ε

b̄(s, X̄ε
kδ) ds − b̄p(X̄ε

kδ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

|∂xũ
t(kδ, X̄ε

kδ)|



+ CT (1 + |x|)δ

6CT εE

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[T/δ]−1
∑

k=0

(1 + |X̄ε
kδ|)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ CT (1 + |x|2)δ

6CT (1 + |x|)
ε

δ
+ CT (1 + |x|2)δ.

Similarly, it holds that

J̃4(T ) 6 CT (1 + |x|)
ε

δ
+CT (1 + |x|2)δ. (5.12)

Putting all the estimates together and taking δ = ε2/3 yield that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣

∣

∣Eϕ(X̄ε
t ) − Eϕ(X̄t)

∣

∣

∣ 6 CT (1 + |x|2)ε1/3.

Therefore, the desired assertion follows from the inequality above and (3.28). �

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 α : [0,∞) → (0,∞) satisfy (3.15). Consider the following SDE
{

dXε
t = Y ε

t dt+ dW 1
t , Xε

0 = x ∈ R,

dY ε
t = −ε−1α(t/ε)Y ε

t dt+ [ε−1α(t/ε)]1/2 dW 2
t , Y ε

0 = y ∈ R,

where W 1 := {W 1
t }t≥0 and W 2 := {W 2

t }t≥0 be two independent one-dimensional Brownian mo-
tions. It is easy to see that the solution to the SDE above is given by















Xε
t = x+

∫ t

0
Y ε

s ds+W 1
t ,

Y ε
t = e−ε−1

∫ t

0
α(r/ε) dry + ε−1/2

∫ t

0
e−ε−1

∫ t

s
α(v/ε) dvα1/2(s/ε) dW 2

s .

On the other hand, the associated frozen equation

dYt = −α(t)Yt dt + α1/2(t) dW 2
t , Ys = y (6.1)
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has a unique solution

Y s,y
t = e−

∫ t

s
α(u) duy +

∫ t

s
e−
∫ t

r
α(u) duα1/2(r) dW 2

r ,

whose distribution is N
(

e−
∫ t

s
α(u) du y, 1

2

(

1 − e−2
∫ t

s
α(r) dr)

)

. In particular, letting s → −∞, we get

that
µt := N (0, 1/2) , t ∈ R

is an evolution family of measures for the SDE (6.1). Hence, the corresponding averaged equation
(3.7) is given by

dX̄t = dW 1
t , X̄0 = x,

which is independent of ε.
As a result, we have

E|Xε
t − X̄t|

2 =E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
Y ε

s ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
Y 0,y

s/ε ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=ε2
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
Y 0,y

s ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 2ε2
∫ t/ε

0

∫ t/ε

r
E(F (s)F (r)) ds dr,

where

F (s) := e−
∫ s

0
α(u) duy +

∫ s

0
e−
∫ s

u
α(v) dvα1/2(u) dW 2

u .

Furthermore, for s > r,

E(F (s)F (r)) =e−
∫ s

0
α(u) due−

∫ r

0
α(u) duy2 +

∫ r

0
e−
∫ s

u
α(v) dve−

∫ r

u
α(v) dvα(u) du

=
(

y2 −
1

2

)

e−
∫ s

0
α(u) due−

∫ r

0
α(u) du +

1

2
e−
∫ s

r
α(u) du.

Therefore,

E|Xε
t − X̄t|

2 =(2y2 − 1)ε2
∫ t/ε

0

∫ t/ε

r
e−
∫ s

0
α(u) due−

∫ r

0
α(u) du ds dr + ε2

∫ t/ε

0

∫ t/ε

r
e−
∫ s

r
α(u) du ds dr

≍ε2
∫ t/ε

0
Λ(s) ds ≍ ε2

∫ t/ε

0
α(s)Λ2(s) ds, ε → 0,

where Λ(s) =
∫ +∞

s e−
∫ t

s
α(u) du dt. Here, f(ε) ≍ g(ε) means there are positive constants c1 ≤ c2

such that c1 ≤ f(ε)/g(ε) ≤ c2 for all ε ∈ (0, 1].
Take α(t) = c0(1 + t)β with c0 > 0 and β ∈ (−1,∞). According to the argument in Remark 3.7,

we also have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t | ≍











ε1+β , −1 < β < 1,
ε2 log 1/ε, β = 1,
ε2, β > 1.

Example 6.2. Let φ : [0,∞) → (0,∞) be a bounded function. Consider the following SDE
{

dXε
t = Y ε

t dt+ dW 1
t , Xε

0 = x ∈ R,

dY ε
t = ε−1 [φ(t/ε) − Y ε

t ] dt+ ε1/2 dW 2
t , Y ε

0 = y ∈ R,

where W 1 := {W 1
t }t≥0 and W 2 := {W 2

t }t≥0 are two independent one-dimensional Brownian mo-
tions. The SDE above has the solution















Xε
t = x+

∫ t

0
Y ε

s ds+W 1
t ,

Y ε
t = e−ε−1ty + ε−1

∫ t

0
e−ε−1(t−r)φ(r/ε) dr + ε−1/2

∫ t

0
e−ε−1(t−r) dW 2

r .
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On the other hand, the associated frozen equation

dYt = [φ(t) − Yt] dt + dW 2
t , Ys = y (6.2)

admits a unique solution

Y s,y
t = e−(t−s)y +

∫ t

s
e−(t−r)φ(r) dr +

∫ t

s
e−(t−r) dW 2

r , t ≥ s,

and the associated distribution is

N
(

e−(t−s)y +

∫ t

s
e−(t−r)φ(r) dr,

1

2
(1 − e−2(t−s))

)

.

Letting s → −∞, we get

µt = N

(∫ t

−∞
e−(t−r)φ(r) dr,

1

2

)

, t ∈ R

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

dX̄ε
t = ψ(t/ε) dt + dW 1

t , X̄ε
0 = x, (6.3)

where ψ(t) :=
∫ t

−∞ e−(t−r)φ(r) dr. One has

E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t |2 =E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(Y ε

s − ψ(s/ε)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(Y 0,y

s/ε − ψ(s/ε)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=ε2
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
(Y 0,y

s − ψ(s)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 2ε2
∫ t/ε

0

∫ t/ε

r
E(F̃ (s)F̃ (r)) ds dr,

where

F̃ (s) := ye−s −

∫ 0

−∞
h(u)e−(s−u) du+

∫ s

0
e−(s−u) dW 2

u .

Furthermore, for any s > r,

EF̃ (s)F̃ (r) =

[

ye−s −

∫ 0

−∞
h(u)e−(s−u) du

] [

ye−r −

∫ 0

−∞
h(u)e−(r−u) du

]

+

∫ r

0
e−(s−u)e−(r−u) du

=

(

(y − c)2 −
1

2

)

e−(s+r) +
1

2
e−s+r,

where c =
∫ 0

−∞ erφ(r) dr. Therefore, we obtain

E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t |2 = 2ε2
∫ t/ε

0

∫ t/ε

r

[(

(y − c)2 −
1

2

)

e−(s+r) +
1

2
e−s+r

]

ds dr = O(ε).

On the other hand,

|EXε
t − EX̄ε

t | =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(EY ε

s − ψ(s/ε)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(EY 0,y

s/ε − ψ(s/ε)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

=ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
(EY 0,y

s − ψ(s)) ds
∣

∣

∣ = ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0

(

ye−s −

∫ 0

−∞
e−(s−r)φ(r) dr

)

ds
∣

∣

∣ = O(ε).

We observe that both Assumptions B1 and B3 hold with α(t) ≡ 1 and Λ(t) ≡ 1 in this case.
Theorems 3.5 and 3.9 imply that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E|Xε
t − X̄ε

t |2 + sup
t∈[0,T ]

|EXε
t − EX̄ε

t | 6 CT,x,yε,

which coincides with the assertion above. Hence, the assertion above indicates the effectiveness of
averaged equations (3.7) and (3.21).



AVERAGING PRINCIPLES FOR TIME-INHOMOGENEOUS MULTI-SCALE SDES 37

In the spirit of Sections 4 and 5, we can expect the averaged SDE (6.3) to be independent of ε,
if some additional assumptions imposed on φ.

Convergent coefficient case: Assume the following condition hold:

lim
t→+∞

φ(t) = 0.

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

dX̄t = dW 1
t , X̄0 = x.

Thus, we can obtain

E|Xε
t − X̄t|

2 =ε2
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
Y 0,y

s ds
∣

∣

∣

2
= ε2

E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
(Y 0,y

s − ψ(s) + ψ(s)) ds
∣

∣

∣

2

=2ε2
∫ t/ε

0

∫ t/ε

r
E

[

(F̃ (s) + ψ(s))(F̃ (r) + ψ(r))
]

ds dr

=O(ε) + Cε2
(

∫ t/ε

0
ψ(s) ds

)2
→ 0, as ε → 0.

On the other hand, it also holds that

|EXε
t − EX̄t| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
EY ε

s ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

= ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
EY 0,y

s ds
∣

∣

∣

= ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
(EY 0,y

s − ψ(s) + ψ(s)) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0

(

e−sy +

∫ s

0
e−(s−r)φ(r) dr

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

=O(ε) + Cε

∫ t/ε

0
ψ(s) ds → 0, as ε → 0.

Hence, the assertion above indicates the effectiveness of the averaged equations (4.9) and (4.14).
Periodic coefficient case: Assume φ is τ -periodic, that is, φ(t + τ) = φ(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

dX̄t = b dt + dW 1
t , X̄0 = x,

where b = 1
τ

∫ τ
0 ψ(t) dt. Then, we obtain

E|Xε
t − X̄t|

2 =ε2
E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
(Y 0,y

s − b) ds
∣

∣

∣

2
= ε2

E

∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
(Y 0,y

s − ψ(s) + ψ(s) − b) ds
∣

∣

∣

2

=O(ε) + CT

∣

∣

∣

ε

t

∫ t/ε

0
ψ(s) ds − b

∣

∣

∣

2
→ 0, as ε → 0,

where we used the fact that ψ is τ -periodic. Similarly, we have

|EXε
t − EX̄t| =

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(EY ε

s − b) ds
∣

∣

∣ = ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
(EY 0,y

s − b) ds
∣

∣

∣

=ε
∣

∣

∣

∫ t/ε

0
(EY 0,y

s − ψ(s) + ψ(s) − b) ds
∣

∣

∣

=O(ε) + C
∣

∣

∣

ε

t

∫ t/ε

0
ψ(s) ds − b

∣

∣

∣ → 0, as ε → 0.

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