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ASYMPTOTIC LIMIT OF FULLY COUPLED MULTI-SCALE
NON-LINEAR STOCHASTIC SYSTEM: THE NON-AUTONOMOUS

APPROXIMATION METHOD

YUEWEN HOU, YUN LI AND LONGJIE XIE

Abstract. In this paper, we develop a novel argument, the non-autonomous approxi-
mation method, to seek the asymptotic limits of the fully coupled multi-scale McKean-
Vlasov stochastic systems with irregular coefficients, which, as summarized in [3, Section
7], remains an open problem in the field. We provide an explicit characterization for the
averaged limit of the non-linear stochastic system, where both the choice of the frozen
equation and the definition of the averaged coefficients are more or less unexpected since
new integral terms with respect to the measure variable appear. More importantly, in
contrast with the classical theory of multi-scale systems which focuses on the averaged
limit of the slow process, we propose a new perspective that the asymptotic behavior of
the entire system is actually governed by the limit of the fast motion. By studying the
long-time estimates of the solution of the Kolmogorov equation in Wasserstein space, we
identify the limiting distribution of the fast motion of the non-linear system, which, to
the best of our knowledge, is new even for the classical multi-scale Itô SDEs. Further-
more, rates of convergence are also obtained, which are rather sharp and depend only
on the regularity of the coefficients with respect to the slow variable. The innovation of
our argument is to transform the non-linear system into a sequence of linear but non-
autonomous systems, which is rather simple insofar as it avoids to involve the mean-field
type PDEs associated with non-linear stochastic system, and at the same time, it turns
out to be quite effective as it enables us to show that the strong convergence in the
averaging principle of the non-linear stochastic system follows directly from the weak
convergence, which significantly simplified the proof.
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1. Introduction and main results

In this paper, we consider the following fully coupled multi-scale McKean-Vlasov sto-
chastic system in Rd1 × Rd2 :






dXε
t = b(Xε

t ,LXε
t
, Y ε

t ,LY ε
t
)dt + σ(Xε

t ,LXε
t
,LY ε

t
)dW 1

t , Xε
0 = ξ,

dY ε
t =

1

ε
F (Xε

t ,LXε
t
, Y ε

t ,LY ε
t
)dt+

1√
ε
G(Xε

t ,LXε
t
, Y ε

t ,LY ε
t
)dW 2

t , Y ε
0 = η,

(1.1)

where d1, d2 > 1, ξ, η are two random variables, b, σ, F,G are measurable functions, W 1
t ,

W 2
t are d1, d2-dimensional independent standard Brownian motions both defined on some

probability space (Ω,F ,P), respectively, and the small parameter 0 < ε ≪ 1 represents
the separation of time scales between the slow component Xε

t and the fast motion Y ε
t .

Here and throughout, we denote by LX the distribution of a random variable X , and
P2(R

d) (d > 1) the space of all square integrable probability measures over Rd equipped
with the Wasserstein metric, i.e.,

W2(µ1, µ2) := inf
π∈P(µ1,µ2)

(
∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|2π(dx, dy)
)

1
2

, ∀µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(R
d),

where P(µ1, µ2) is the class of measures on Rd × Rd with marginals µ1 and µ2.

The McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equation (SDE for short), also known as
the mean-field SDE or the distribution dependent SDE, describes the limiting behavior
of an individual particle involving within a system of particles interacting through their
empirical measure, as the size of the population grows to infinity (the so-called propagation
of chaos, see e.g. [46]), and the solution is often called the non-linear diffusion. The pioneer
work on such system was indicated by Kac [26] in kinetic theory and McKean [35] in the
study of non-linear partial differential equations (PDEs for short). So far, the McKean-
Vlasov SDEs have been investigated in various aspects such as well-posedness, ergodicity,
large deviation and connection with non-linear Fokker-Planck equations as well as porous
media and granular flows, etc, we refer the readers to [1,5–8,12,17,20,23,36,38,42,48,50]
and the references therein. Meanwhile, the presence of multiple scales arises naturally in
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many applications ranging from climate modeling to chemical physics, and has been the
central topic of study in science and engineering, see the monograph [39], and [9, 21, 25,
27–29] among others. In particular, multiple scales can leads to hysteresis loops in the
bifurcation diagram and induce phase transitions of certain McKean-Vlasov equations as
studied in [7,14,19], and the asymptotic limit of the system (1.1) as ε→ 0 is closely related
to the limit theorem for solutions of PDEs with singularly perturbed terms in Wasserstein
space, which has its own interest, see e.g. [22] and [18, Chapter IV]. Averaging results
for multi-scale McKean-Vlasov SDEs can be found in, see e.g. [2, 3, 24, 43, 55] and many
others. However, in all the previous works the coefficients of the multi-scale systems
are not allowed to depend on the distribution of the fast motion. A system of weakly
interacting diffusions in a two-scale potential relying on the faster empirical measure
was considered in [16], the combined mean field and diffusive limits were investigated.
Recently, the authors in [32] considered the diffusion approximation for the multi-scale
McKean-Vlasov SDEs by using a non-linear PDE as the corrector, where the coefficients
can depend on the distributions of both the slow component and the fast motion, but the
coefficients in the fast motion are not allowed to depend on the slow component itself.
We shall explain in subsection 1.1 that the fully cross interactions between the slow and
fast modes as well as their distributions will made the system (1.1) totally non-linear
and more difficult to deal with. So far in the literature and as summarized in [3, Section
7], the averaging principle for the fully coupled McKean-Vlasov stochastic system (1.1)
remains to be an open problem.

We also point out that two methods are commonly used in the literature to study the
asymptotic limit of multi-scale systems as ε → 0: the Khasminskii’s time discretisation
argument and the technique of Poisson equation. But both seem to be not feasible for
the fully coupled McKean-Vlasov system (1.1). On the one hand, the Khasminskii’s
time discretisation argument essentially requires the Markov property of the corresponding
frozen equation, which does not hold for the non-linear system (1.1) anymore since its
frozen equation will be a McKean-Vlasov type equation (the solution does not define a
flow) due to the dependence of the distribution of the fast motion. On the other hand,
for the fully coupled stochastic system, even if the Poisson equation in the Wasserstein
space associated with the non-linear system was studied in [32] and the regularities of the
corresponding solution are obtained therein, there is still an essential problem in using
the Poisson equation to prove the averaging principle as explained in [32, Remark 3.2].

The aim in this paper is to develop a novel and robust method (see Section 2 for a
brief introduction of the main idea) to investigate the asymptotic behavior of the entire
McKean-Vlasov system (1.1) as ε → 0. More precisely, we shall identify the averaged
limit of the non-linear stochastic system (1.1), and establish not only the strong and
weak convergence in the averaging principle for the slow process Xε

t , but also characterize
the limiting distribution of the fast motion Y ε

t (which seems to be totally new even
for the classical multi-scale Itô SDEs). The main results are presented in Theorem
1.3 below. The innovation of our argument is to transform the non-linear system (1.1)
into a sequence of linear but non-autonomous systems, which is rather simple insofar as
it avoids to involve the mean-field type PDEs associated with non-linear system (1.1)
(the mean-field type backward and forward Kolmogorov equations as well as the Poisson
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equation, whose optimal regularities of the solutions still seems to be unknown), and
the corresponding frozen equations of the non-autonomous systems turn out to be the
autonomous approximations of the frozen equation of the original non-linear system. We
believe that our approach goes beyond the scope of the results established here and may be
of interest for applications to homogenization of non-linear equations (see e.g. [22,40,41]).
Besides the novelty of the method, the main highlights of our work can be
summarized as follows (see also Remark 1.4 below):

(i) Identification of the averaged limit for the non-linear system (1.1). As
concluded in [3, Section 7], the averaging principle for the fully coupled McKean-Vlasov
SDE (1.1) remains to be an open problem in the field. We will explain in subsection 1.1
what we would expect the averaged system for (1.1) to be by adopting the conventional
intuitive derivation used in the previous literature, but such formal derivation will lead
to a wrong limit. We shall identify the averaged equation for the fully coupled non-
linear system (1.1), and prove both the strong convergence and the convergence of the
distribution of the slow process to its averaged limit. Compared with the existing results
(see e.g. [2, 3, 24, 32, 43, 55]), it turns out that both the choice of the frozen equation and
the obtained averaged limit for the non-linear system (1.1) are more or less unexpected
since new integral terms with respect to measure variable appear, which are exactly due
to the dependence on the distribution of the fast motion in system (1.1), see also (ii) of
Remark 1.1 below for partial explanation why the limit we derived is reasonable. We also
point out that the convergence of the distribution of the slow process we obtained is even
more general than the classical weak convergence of multi-scale SDEs, see Remark 1.4 (ii)
below. Besides, counter example is known which shows that the strong convergence in
the averaging principle of classical multi-scale Itô SDEs does not hold when the diffusion
coefficient σ in the slow process relies on the fast motion Y ε

t , see e.g. [33] (this is the
reason for our choice to focus on system (1.1) with σ being independent of the y-variable).
However, our study demonstrate that despite the coefficient σ depends on the distribution
LY ε

t
of the fast motion, the strong convergence still holds.

(ii) Characterization of the limit of the fast motion. The classical theory of
averaging principle for multi-scale systems focuses on seeking the limit of the slow com-
ponent, which can be thought of as the mathematical model for a phenomenon appearing
at the natural time scale, and the fast motion is referred to as the random environment
taking place at a faster time scale. Obviously, characterization of the limit of the fast
motion should be more difficult. But we shall provide a new perspective that identify-
ing the limit of the fast motion is more important, and the asymptotic behavior of the
whole multi-scale system is in fact governed by the limit of the distribution of the fast
motion, whereas the averaged limit of the slow process follows directly as a byproduct,
see subsection 1.2 for more detailed explanation. We give explicit characterization for the
limit of the distribution of the fast motion Y ε

t in the McKean-Vlasov system (1.1). To
the best of our knowledge, this is new even for the classical multi-scale Itô SDEs. The
proof of the convergence of the distribution of the fast motion relies on a new tool: the
long time estimates of the solution of Kolmogorov equation on the product measure space
P2(R

d1 ×Rd2), see equation (3.13) in subsection 3.2. In a very particular case where the
fast motion in the non-linear system (1.1) does not depend on the slow process and its
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distribution, our arguments also provide an autonomous approximation method to prove
the exponential ergodic in the weighted total variation distance for the McKean-Vlasov
SDEs, see Remark 1.4 (iii), which should be of independent interest.

(iii) Derivation of strong convergence from weak convergence. Usually, the
strong convergence in the averaging principle of classical multi-scale SDEs implies the
weak convergence (but the weak convergence require weaker assumptions on the coeffi-
cients, and the weak convergence rate is faster than the strong convergence). However,
for the McKean-Vlasov stochastic system (1.1), we find that it is enough to prove the
weak convergence (i.e., the convergence of the distributions of the slow process and the
fast motion), and we shall show that the strong convergence in the averaging principle
follows directly from the weak convergence (which is a significant distinction from the
classical theory of multi-scale Itô SDEs) by reviewing the non-linear system (1.1) as a lin-
ear but non-autonomous system, and the optimal strong convergence rate can be obtained
simultaneously. This newfound perspective allows for a more straightforward treatment
of the non-linear stochastic systems with irregular coefficients and aviods to involve the
Zvonkin’s transformation, making the proof significantly simplified.

(iv) Treatment of irregular coefficients and rates of convergence. All the ex-
isting results concerning the asymptotic behavior for multi-scale McKean-Vlasov systems
require very strong regularity assumptions on the coefficients, even if the system does not
involve the distribution of the fast motion, see e.g. [2, 3, 24, 32, 43, 55]. We assume only
Hölder continuity of the coefficients in both the space and the measure variables, where
the Hölder continuous with respect to the measure component being for the Wasserstein
distance (which is not Lions differentiable, see Remark 1.4 (i) below). This reflects the
regularization of noises on the multi-scale non-linear system (1.1). Besides, we obtain
the strong and weak convergence rates in the averaging principle (which are rather sharp
and coincide with the cases of classical Itô SDEs) as well as the rate of convergence for
the distribution of the fast motion. These rates depend only on the regularities of the
coefficients with respect to the slow variable, and do not rely on their regularities with
respect to the fast component. For these, we need to study the optimal regularities for
the solutions of two kinds of Kolmogorov equation on Wasserstein space, and introduce
an mollifying argument for functions on Wasserstein space with explicit approximating
rate and bounds on the Lions derivatives of the approximation sequence, which might be
of independent interest, see e.g. [37, Section 3].

1.1. Formal derivation leads to wrong limit. Let us briefly explain what we would
expect to arise from (1.1) as ε → 0 by adopting the formal idea used in the previous
method. Meanwhile, we point out the key difference between the fully coupled stochastic
system (1.1) and the existing results in the literature.

(i) Intuitive derivation of the averaged limit for multi-scale SDEs. For simplicity, let
us consider







dXε
t = b(Xε

t , Y
ε
t )dt + dW 1

t , Xε
0 = x ∈ R

d1 ,

dY ε
t =

1

ε
F (Xε

t , Y
ε
t )dt+

1√
ε
dW 2

t , Y ε
0 = y ∈ R

d2 .
(1.2)
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The intuitive idea for deriving the averaged limit equation of the system (1.2) is based
on the observation that during the fast transients, the slow variable remains “constant”,
and by the time its changes become noticeable, the fast variable has almost reached its
“quasi-steady state”. More explicitly, let us first look at the fast process Y ε

t . The natural

way is to slow it down by making the time scaling that t 7→ εt. Namely, define Ỹ ε
t := Y ε

εt,
then the process Ỹ ε

t should satisfy

dỸ ε
t = F (Xε

εt, Ỹ
ε
t )dt+ dW̃ 2

t , Ỹ ε
0 = y ∈ R

d2 , (1.3)

where W̃ 2
t := ε−1/2W 2

εt is a Brownian motion. Since we are interested in the limit that
ε → 0, it is natural to consider the auxiliary process Y x̄

t which is the solution of the
following frozen equation:

dY x̄
t = F (x̄, Y x̄

t )dt+ dWt, Y x̄,µ
0 = y ∈ R

d2 , (1.4)

where x̄ ∈ Rd1 is a parameter and Wt is a new standard Brownian motion. Under certain
dissipative condition, the process Y x̄

t admits a unique invariant measure ζ x̄(dy). Taking
this back into the slow equation of the system (1.2) and averaging the coefficient with
respect to parameter in the fast variable, we obtain that the slow component Xε

t will
converge as ε→ 0 to the solution of the following averaged equation:

dX̄t = b̄(X̄t)dt + dW 1
t , X̄0 = x ∈ R

d1 , (1.5)

where the new drift is defined by

b̄(x) :=

∫

Rd2

b(x, y)ζx(dy).

(ii) McKean-Vlasov system without involving the distribution of the fast motion. The
above intuitive derivation is still suitable for the following McKean-Vlasov stochastic
system:







dXε
t = b(Xε

t ,LXε
t
, Y ε

t )dt+ dW 1
t , Xε

0 = ξ,

dY ε
t =

1

ε
F (Xε

t ,LXε
t
, Y ε

t )dt +
1√
ε
dW 2

t , Y ε
0 = η.

(1.6)

Note that the coefficients do not depend on the distribution of the fast motion. Again,
with the time scaling t 7→ εt, we have that the re-scaled fast process Ỹ ε

t := Y ε
εt satisfies

dỸ ε
t = F (Xε

εt,LXε
εt
, Ỹ ε

t )dt+ dW̃ 2
t , Ỹ ε

0 = η.

As ε → 0 and arguing as above, we could freeze the position variable of the slow process
Xε

εt as a parameter x̄ and its distribution as a parameter µ. Thus it is natural to seek the
frozen equation as

dY x̄,µ
t = F (x̄, µ, Y x̄,µ

t )dt + dWt, Y x̄,µ
0 = η. (1.7)

We remark that the only difference between (1.4) and (1.7) is that there exists an addi-
tional parameter µ in (1.7). Under exactly the same dissipative condition as before, the
process Y x̄,µ

t admits a unique invariant measure ζ x̄,µ(dy) (where µ is also a parameter).
Then, following the same idea as in case (i), the slow component Xε

t in system (1.6) will
converge as ε→ 0 to X̄t which satisfies the following averaged equation:

dX̄t = b̄(X̄t,LX̄t
)dt+ dW 1

t , X̄0 = ξ, (1.8)
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where the new drift is defined by

b̄(x, µ) :=

∫

Rd2

b(x, µ, y)ζx,µ(dy).

Throughout the whole procedure and in comparison with (1.2), the distribution of the
slow process in (1.6) only appears as a parameter.

(iii) Fully coupled McKean-Vlasov system. Now we consider the following McKean-
Vlasov system involving the cross interactions of the slow process and the fast motion as
well as their distributions (especially the distribution of the fast motion):







dXε
t = b(Xε

t ,LXε
t
, Y ε

t ,LY ε
t
)dt+ dW 1

t , Xε
0 = ξ,

dY ε
t =

1

ε
F (Xε

t ,LXε
t
, Y ε

t ,LY ε
t
)dt +

1√
ε
dW 2

t , Y ε
0 = η.

(1.9)

In this case, with the time scaling t 7→ εt, we have that the re-scaled fast process Ỹ ε
t := Y ε

εt

satisfies

dỸ ε
t = F (Xε

εt,LXε
εt
, Ỹ ε

t ,LỸ ε
t
)dt+ dW̃ 2

t , Ỹ ε
0 = η.

Obviously, only the slow process and its distribution should be freezed as ε → 0. Thus
one might except as before that we could choose the frozen equation as

dY x̄,µ
t = F (x̄, µ, Y x̄,µ

t ,LY x̄,µ
t

)dt + dWt, Y x̄,µ
0 = η, (1.10)

where (x̄, µ) are parameters. The situation now is quite different with the cases in (i)
and (ii), since the frozen system (1.10) is a McKean-Vlasov equation while the systems
(1.4) and (1.7) are classical Itô SDEs. As a result, we need to ensure that the non-linear
system (1.10) admits a unique invariant measure ζ x̄,µ(dy). Then one might except that
the slow component Xε

t in system (1.9) will converge as ε → 0 to X̄t which satisfies the
following averaged equation:

dX̄t = b̄(X̄t,LX̄t
)dt+ dW 1

t , X̄0 = ξ,

where the new drift is defined by

b̄(x, µ) :=

∫

Rd2

b(x, µ, y, ζx,µ)ζx,µ(dy). (1.11)

But the above formally derived averaged equation (1.5) for the system (1.9) turns out
to be not the correct one: both the choice of the frozen equation (1.10) and the
definition of the averaged drift (1.11) are wrong.

1.2. New perspective: the fast motion governs the limit of the whole system.
In contrast with the classical theory of averaging principle for multi-scale systems which
focuses on seeking the limit of the slow process, let us explain that, the asymptotic behav-
ior of the whole multi-scale system is in fact determined by the limit of the distribution
of the fast component, whereas the averaged limit of the slow process follows directly as
a byproduct.

We start with the multi-scale SDE (1.2) again. To study the averaged limit of the slow
process Xε

t as ε→ 0, we may suppose that the limit is denoted by X̄t, and proceed to seek
7



the equation satisfied by X̄t. In this way, we naturally have (assume that the coefficient
is regular enough) that as ε→ 0,

dXε
t = b(Xε

t , ·)dt+ dW 1
t ,

↓ ↓
dX̄t = b(X̄t, ·)dt+ dW 1

t .

Thus, the key point to determine the equation for X̄t is to identify the limit of b(·, Y ε
t ) as

ε→ 0, i.e., the limit of the distribution of the fast motion. Recall that we have Y ε
t = Ỹ ε

t/ε,

where Ỹ ε
t satisfies the equation (1.3), and we have freezed the term Xε

εt in (1.3) as a
parameter x̄ to get the frozen equation (1.4). Now, intuitively, taking the time as t/ε in
(1.4), replacing the parameter x̄ by Xε

ε·t/ε = Xε
t and letting ε → 0, we should have that

Eb(·, Y ε
t ) = Eb(·, Ỹ ε

t/ε)
ε→0−→ E

(
∫

Rd2

b(·, y)ζX̄t(dy)

)

, (1.12)

where we have used the fact that Xε
t → X̄t (the convergence of the parameter term) as

pre-assumed. As a result, we can conclude that the limit equation for the multi-scale SDE
(1.2) is given by (1.5). Let us point out that the convergence in (1.12) can also be seen
from the perspective of fluctuation estimate, see e.g. [44, Lemma 4.2] and [45], which says
that as ε→ 0,

E

(
∫ t

0

b(·, Y ε
s )ds

)

−→ E

(
∫ t

0

∫

Rd2

b(·, y)ζX̄s(dy)ds

)

.

Using the above agrument, it is quite easy to seek the averaged limit of Xε
t in the

McKean-Vlasov system (1.6). Namely, if we assume that the limit of Xε
t is denoted by

X̄t (and at the same time, we would have that LXε
t
→ LX̄t

), then we can deduce that as
ε→ 0,

dXε
t = b(Xε

t ,LXε
t
, ·)dt+ dW 1

t ,

↓ ↓
dX̄t = b(X̄t,LX̄t

, ·)dt+ dW 1
t .

This is why we said before that the distribution of the slow process in (1.6) is only a
parameter and does not play an important role, the equation for X̄t will be determined
by the limit of b(·, ·, Y ε

t ) as ε → 0. Since the frozen equation (1.7) is of the same type
as (1.4) (i.e., classical Itô SDE), arguing as in (1.12) (where µ is only a parameter in
the frozen equation (1.7), and as ε → 0, µ should be replaced by the distribution of
Xε

ε·t/ε = Xε
t which converges to the distribution of X̄t immediately as pre-assumed), we

should have that

Eb(·, ·, Y ε
t ) −→ E

(
∫

Rd2

b(·, ·, y)ζX̄t,LX̄t (dy)

)

,

which yields the averaged limit equation (1.8).

Now, for the fully coupled system (1.9), assume that the limit of Xε
t is denoted by X̄t,

then we have

dXε
t = b(Xε

t ,LXε
t
, ·, ·)dt+ dW 1

t ,
8



↓ ↓
dX̄t = b(X̄t,LX̄t

, ·, ·)dt+ dW 1
t .

As before, the key point is to seek the limits for

b(·, ·, Y ε
t , ·) and b(·, ·, ·,LY ε

t
).

We point out that the former one is easier since it involves the distribution of the fast
motion only linearly, and indeed it is a particular case of the later one (allowing non-linear
dependence of the distribution). Unlike (1.4) and (1.7), the corresponding frozen equation
for system (1.9) should be a non-linear one, thus the formal derivation of (1.10) and (1.11)
are wrong. As our result showed below, the frozen system of (1.9) shall be given by the
following McKean-Vlasov type equation:

dY x,µ
t =F

(

x, µ, Y x,µ
t ,

∫

Rd1

LY x̃,µ
t
µ(dx̃)

)

dt+ dW̃t, (1.13)

where (x, µ) are parameters, and for test function, we have (see the estimate (1.23) below)

ψ(LY ε
t
)

ε→0−→ ψ

(
∫

Rd1

ζx,LX̄tLX̄t
(dx)

)

,

where ζx,µ is the invariant measure of (1.13). In particular,

Eψ̂(Y ε
t ) −→

∫

Rd1

∫

Rd2

ψ̂(y)ζx,LX̄t(dy)LX̄t
(dx) = E

(
∫

Rd2

ψ̂(y)ζX̄t,LX̄t (dy)

)

.

Thus, the averaged limit equation of system (1.9) should be given by

dX̄t =

∫

Rd2

b
(

X̄t,LX̄t
, y, Ẽ

(

ζ
˜̄Xt,LX̄t

)

)

ζX̄t,LX̄t(dy)dt+ dW 1
t ,

where ˜̄Xt is a copy of the limit X̄t, and the expectation Ẽ is taken with respect to ˜̄Xt.

1.3. Main results: the asymptotic limit for the entire system. We shall show that
as ε→ 0, the averaged limit for the fully coupled multi-scale non-linear stochastic system
(1.1) is given by following McKean-Vlasov SDE:

dX̄t = b̄(X̄t,LX̄t
)dt + σ̄(X̄t,LX̄t

)dW 1
t , X̄0 = ξ, (1.14)

where the averaged coefficients are defined by

b̄(x, µ) :=

∫

Rd2

b

(

x, µ, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)

)

ζx,µ(dy),

σ̄(x, µ) := σ

(

x, µ,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)

)

,

(1.15)

and ζx,µ(dy) is the unique invariant measure of the following McKean-Vlasov type frozen
equation:

dY x,µ
t =F

(

x, µ, Y x,µ
t ,

∫

Rd1

LY x̃,µ
t
µ(dx̃)

)

dt

+G

(

x, µ, Y x,µ
t ,

∫

Rd1

LY x̃,µ
t
µ(dx̃)

)

dW̃t, Y x,µ
0 = η, (1.16)
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where (x, µ) ∈ Rd1 × P2(R
d1) are regarded as parameters, and W̃t is a new standard

Brownian motion. We establish both the strong convergence in the averaging principle
and the convergence of the distribution (with different rates of convergence) for the slow
process Xε

t . Moreover, we shall show that the distribution of the fast motion Y ε
t will

converge to LȲt
which is given by

LȲt
(dy) :=

∫

Rd1

ζx,LX̄t(dy)LX̄t
(dx) = E

(

ζX̄t,LX̄t(dy)
)

. (1.17)

Before stating the main results, let us provide the following comments on the above limits.

Remark 1.1. (i) The frozen equation (1.16) is indeed a McKean-Vlasov stochastic sys-
tem. To see this, we define for every x ∈ Rd1, y ∈ Rd2, µ ∈ P2(R

d1) and νx ∈ P2(R
d2)

that

F̃
(

x, µ, y, νx
)

:= F

(

x, µ, y,

∫

Rd1

νx̃µ(dx̃)

)

,

G̃
(

x, µ, y, νx
)

:= G

(

x, µ, y,

∫

Rd1

νx̃µ(dx̃)

)

.

Then the equation (1.16) can be rewritten as

dY x,µ
t = F̃

(

x, µ, Y x,µ
t ,LY x,µ

t

)

dt + G̃
(

x, µ, Y x,µ
t ,LY x,µ

t

)

dW̃t, (1.18)

where (x, µ) are parameters, and the coefficients depend on the solution Y x,µ
t as well as

its distribution LY x,µ
t

. The trick is that the dependence of F̃ and G̃ on the parameter µ
come from two parts:

F

(

·, µ, ·,
∫

Rd1

νx̃µ(dx̃)

)

and G

(

·, µ, ·,
∫

Rd1

νx̃µ(dx̃)

)

.

(ii) In contrast with (1.11) and (1.10), there exists an integral with respect to the mea-
sure µ in the coefficients. This is reasonable in the sense that, if we consider a particular
case of the non-linear system (1.1) with σ = Id and the drift b depends only on the distri-
bution of the fast motion, i.e., for b : P2(R

d2) → Rd1,

dXε
t = b(LY ε

t
)dt + dW 1

t ,

then obviously, the limit of the term b(LY ε
t
) should be a deterministic one. The limit

equation (1.14) (or the limit in (1.17)) implies that this term will converge to

b

(
∫

Rd1

ζx,LX̄t(·)LX̄t
(dx)

)

∈ R
d1 ,

whereas (1.11) becomes

b
(

ζX̄t,LX̄t(·)
)

,

which is a stochastic process due to the existence of X̄t.

To study the asymptotic limit of the non-linear stochastic system (1.1) with irregular
coefficients, we assume the following basic non-degeneracy conditions on the diffusion
coefficients:
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(H1): the coefficients a = σσ∗ and G = GG∗ are non-degenerate in the sense that
there exist constants k, ̺ > 0 such that for any (x, y) ∈ Rd1 × Rd2 , µ ∈ P2(R

d1)
and ν ∈ P2(R

d2),

|σ∗(x, µ, ν)z1|2 > ̺|z1|2, ∀z1 ∈ R
d1 ,

and

|G∗(x, µ, y, ν)z2|2 > ̺(1 + |y|)−k|z2|2, ∀z2 ∈ R
d2 .

Given a function V : Rd2 → R+, recall that the weighted total variation distance
between two probability measures ν1 and ν2 on Rd2 is defined by

ρV(ν1, ν2) :=

∫

Rd2

(

1 + V(y)
)

|ν1 − ν2|(dy)

= sup
‖f‖1+V61

∫

Rd2

f(y)(ν1 − ν2)(dy), (1.19)

where the weighted supremum norm is given by

‖f‖1+V := sup
y∈Rd2

|f(y)|
1 + V(y) .

We make the following dissipative assumptions on the coefficients of the fast motion to
ensure the existence of a unique invariant measure for the frozen system (1.16):

(H2): For any q > 2, there exist constants C1 > C2 > 0, C3 > 0 such that for any
(x, y) ∈ Rd1 × Rd2 , µ ∈ P2(R

d1) and ν ∈ P2(R
d2),

2〈F (x, µ, y, ν), y〉+ (q − 1)‖G(x, µ, y, ν)‖2 6 −C1|y|2 + C2‖ν‖22 + C3, (1.20)

and there exists κ > 0 small and p > 1 such that for any ν1, ν2 ∈ P2(R
d2),

|F (x, µ, y, ν1)− F (x, µ, y, ν2)|
+ ‖G(x, µ, y, ν1)−G(x, µ, y, ν2)‖ 6 κ ρV(ν1, ν2), (1.21)

where V(y) = 1 + |y|p.
We give the following comments on the above assumption.

Remark 1.2. The dissipative condition (1.20) is mainly used to establish the existence
of invariant measures for the frozen system (1.16), which is much weaker than the one-
side Lipschitz assumptions (see e.g. [32, 50]). Since (1.16) is a McKean-Vlasov system,
it is well known (see e.g. [13, 15, 47, 54]) that the existence of several invariant measures
may occur for non-convex confining potential. This phenomenon is referred to as phase
transition. The assumption (1.21) ensures the uniqueness of the invariant measure, and
the smallness of κ in (1.21) is essential (see similar assumption in [51, Theorem 3.1]) in
view of the work of D. A. Dawson: [13] established the phase transition for the McKean-
Vlasov equation with a particular double-well confinement, which shows that there exists
a κc such that if κ > κc, then the corresponding system admits three invariant measures.
In this case, the characterization of the basin of attractions of these different invariant
measures is more difficult and there exists very few results in the literature, see [47] for
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partial result. Since we can identify the limiting distribution of the fast motion, the condi-
tion (1.21) is naturally needed (otherwise, this will imply the characterization of the basin
of attractions even if in the very particular case where the fast motion in the non-linear
system (1.1) does not depend on the slow process and its distribution). Note that we do
not need the coefficients of the slow equation satisfy such condition. If F and G admit a
linear functional derivative with

∣

∣

∣

δF

δν
(·, ·, ·, ν)(ỹ)

∣

∣

∣
6 κ(1 + |ỹ|p) and

∣

∣

∣

δG

δν
(·, ·, ·, ν)(ỹ)

∣

∣

∣
6 κ(1 + |ỹ|p),

then (1.21) holds. We also remark that the coefficients may not be Lipschitz continuous
with respect to the W2-Wasserstein distance, see Remark 1.4 below.

Fix T > 0. Let (Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) and X̄t satisfy the McKean-Vlasov equations (1.1) and (1.14),

respectively. The following is the main result of this paper. For brevity, the spaces of
functions mentioned below are introduced in the Notation part at the end of this section.

Theorem 1.3. Let (H1) and (H2) hold. Assume that b, F,G ∈ C
α,(2,α),β,(2,β)
p and σ ∈

C
α,(2,α),(2,β)
p with α, β > 0. Then for any t ∈ [0, T ], we have

(i) (convergence of the distribution of the slow process) for every ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)),

|ϕ(LXε
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)| 6 CT ε
α
2
∧1, (1.22)

where CT > 0 is a constant independent of ε;

(ii) (limit for the distribution of the fast motion) for every ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p (P2(R

d2)),

|ψ(LY ε
t
)− ψ(ζ̃LX̄t)| 6 CT ε

α
2
∧1 + C0 e

−
γ0t
ε , (1.23)

where C0 > 0 and γ0 > 0 are constants independent of T and ε, ζx,µ is the unique invariant
measure for the frozen equation (1.16), and

ζ̃µ(·) :=
∫

Rd1

ζx,µ(·)µ(dx); (1.24)

(iii) (strong convergence of the slow process) assume further that σ ∈ C
1,(2,α),(2,β)
b , then

E|Xε
t − X̄t|2 6 CT ε

α∧1. (1.25)

In particular, we have for every ϕ̂ ∈ Cα
b (R

d1),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Eϕ̂(Xε
t )− Eϕ̂(X̄t)| 6 CT ε

α
2
∧1,

and for every ψ̂ ∈ Cβ
p (R

d2),
∣

∣

∣

∣

Eψ̂(Y ε
t )− E

[
∫

Rd2

ψ̂(y)ζX̄t,LX̄t(dy)

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

6 CT ε
α
2
∧1 + C0 e

−
γ0t
ε .

We provide the following remark for the above result.
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Remark 1.4. (i) Note that all the coefficients are not differentiable with respect to the
measure variables in the sense of Lions. In fact, they are only Hölder continuous with
respect to the measures in the Wasserstein distance. Let us explain this for the coefficient
b with respect to the µ-variable when 0 < α < 1. By (1.27) below, we have for every
µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(R

d1),

|b(x, µ1, y, ν)− b(x, µ2, y, ν)|

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd1

δb

δµ
(x, θµ1 + (1− θ)µ2, y, ν)(z)(µ1 − µ2)(dz)dθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd1×Rd1

∣

∣

∣

δb

δµ
(x, θµ1 + (1− θ)µ2, y, ν)(z1)

− δb

δµ
(x, θµ1 + (1− θ)µ2, y, ν)(z2)

∣

∣

∣
π(dz1, dz2)dθ

6 C0(1 + |y|p + ‖ν‖p2) ·
∫

Rd1

|z1 − z2|απ(dz1, dz2),

where the measure π is an arbitrary coupling of µ1 and µ2. Due the arbitrariness of π, we
arrive at

|b(x, µ1, y, ν)− b(x, µ2, y, ν)|

6 C0(1 + |y|p + ‖ν‖p2) ·
(

inf
π∈P(µ1,µ2)

∫

Rd1

|z1 − z2|απ(dz1, dz2)
)

6 C0(1 + |y|p + ‖ν‖p2) · W2(µ1, µ2)
α.

Meanwhile, in view of the estimate (1.28) below, the coefficients are Lipschitz in the
weighted total variation distance. This seems sharp when one considers using the fi-
nite dimensional noise to regularise a function defined on the infinite dimensional space
P2(R

d). Under our assumptions, the well-posedness of the system (1.1) can be obtained
by [11, Theorem 3.4, Corollary 3.5] or [23]. The existence of invariant measures for the
McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.18) under condition (1.20) can be found in [54, Theorem 2.2],
see also Lemma 6.4 below for an alternate proof using our arguments. The uniqueness of
invariant measure for system (1.18) under (1.21) can be proved similarly as in [51, The-
orem 3.1], since we will not need this property in our proof and for the sake of simplicity,
we do not deal with this problem in the present article and postpone it to another work. In
addition, we shall show that the averaged coefficient b̄, σ̄ defined in (1.15) are also Hölder

continuous, i.e., b̄ ∈ C
α,(2,α)
b and σ̄ ∈ C

α,(2,α)
b (and σ̄ ∈ C

1,(2,α)
b in the case of (iii)) ,

see Lemma 6.5 below. Thus, the weak and strong well-posedness of the averaged equation
(1.14) follows by [10,11].

(ii) The estimate (1.22) for the convergence of the distribution of the slow process is
even more general than the classical weak convergence in the averaging principle of the
multi-scale Itô SDEs (see also Remark 5.2 below for more explanations) since non-linear
test functions of the distribution are allowed. Such kind of estimate was also obtained
in [3, Theorem 3.1] when the system (1.1) does not involve the distribution of the fast
motion, and our regularity assumptions on the coefficients as well as the test functions are
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much weaker than the previous results. In addition, both the strong and weak convergence
rates in the averaging principle obtained in the estimates (1.25) and (1.22) coincide with
the cases in the classical Itô SDEs, see e.g. [44,45].

(iii) The estimate (1.23) is new and seems to be the first result established for the
convergence of the distribution of the fast motion even for classical multi-scale Itô SDEs.
Estimate (1.23) implies that for every t > 0, the distribution LY ε

t
of the fast motion will

converge to EζX̄t,LX̄t as ε → 0, and the rate of convergence is given by ε
α
2
∧1+e−

γ0t
ε , which

is independent of the regularity index β (the regularity of the coefficients with respect to
the fast motion and its distribution). Note that the constant C0 in (1.23) is independent
of the time variable. The exponential decay term in the rate is natural since even if the
multi-scale system is not fully coupled, i.e., the fast motion in the McKean-Vlasov system
(1.1) does not depend on the slow process and its distribution, we would have that for
every t > 0,

|ψ(LY ε
t
)− ψ(ζ)| 6 C0 e

−
γ0t
ε ,

where ζ is the unique invariant measure for the fast McKean-Vlasov SDE. In view of the
assumption on the test function ψ, this in particular implies the exponential ergodic of the
fast motion in the weighted total variation distance, which is of independent interest.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we briefly explain the idea
used to study the asymptotic behavior of the McKean-Vlasov system (1.1). Section 3 is
devoted to study the optimal regularities for the solutions of two kinds of Kolmogorov
equation in Wasserstein space. In Section 4, we state some results about the Poisson equa-
tion with parameters and introduce an mollifying approximation on Wasserstein space.
In Section 5, we study the asymptotic behavior of the non-autonomous multi-scale SDEs
(2.1) by using the results obtained in Section 3. Finally, we give the proof of Theorem
1.3 in Section 6.

Notations. Let us first briefly recall two kinds of differential calculus on the space of
measures P2(R

d), for more complete and detailed exposition, we refer the readers to [11,
Section 2] or [6,30]. The first is the linear functional derivative, which is a standard notion
of differentiability for functions of measures relying on the convexity of P2(R

d). Given a
real-valued function f on P2(R

d), we say that f admits a linear functional derivative if
there exists a real-valued and continuous function [δf/δµ](µ)(x) defined on P2(R

d)×Rd

such that for all µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(R
d),

lim
θ→0

f(µ1 + θ(µ2 − µ1))− f(µ1)

θ
=

∫

Rd

δf

δµ
(µ1)(x)(µ2 − µ1)(dx). (1.26)

The map x 7→ [δf/δµ](µ)(x) being defined up to an additive constant, we will follow the
usual normalization convention

∫

Rd[δf/δµ](µ)(x)µ(dx) = 0. Note that by definition, we

have for every µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(R
d),

f(µ1)− f(µ2) =

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd

δf

δµ
(θµ1 + (1− θ)µ2)(x)(µ1 − µ2)(dx)dθ. (1.27)
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In particular, if f admits a bounded linear functional derivative, then it is Lipschitz
continuous with respect to the total variation distance since by (1.27) we have

|f(µ1)− f(µ2)| 6 sup
µ∈P2(Rd)

∥

∥

∥

δf

δµ
(µ)(·)

∥

∥

∥

∞
· ‖µ1 − µ2‖TV (1.28)

The second notion of differentiation with respect to the measure variable we shall used
was introduced by Lions. We say that f is L-differentiable if its lifting defined by F :
L2(Ω) ∋ X → f(LX) ∈ R, is Fréchet differentiable. Moreover, there exists a function
∂µf(µ)(·) : Rd → Rd such that

DF(X) = ∂µf(LX)(X).

The function ∂µf(µ)(x) is then called the Lions derivative (L-derivative for short) of f at µ.
The advantage of the L-derivative is that it permits to use the tools of differential calculus
on Banach spaces. If f is continuously L-differentiable and if the Fréchet derivative of its
lift is bounded in L2(Ω), then it is Lipschitz continuous with respect to theW2-Wasserstein
distance since by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality we have for all µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(R

d),

|f(µ1)− f(µ2)| 6 ‖DF‖L2(Ω) · W2(µ1, µ2).

As underlined in [6], the following relation holds between the L-derivative and the linear
functional derivative:

∂µf(µ)(x) = ∂x
δf

δµ
(µ)(x).

The higher order derivatives of f at µ can be defined similarly.

To end this section and for simplicity, we provide the following notations used in this
paper. Given a function space, the subscript b will stand for boundness, while the subscript
p stands for polynomial growth in y and ν. More precisely, for a function f(t, x, µ, y, ν) ∈
L∞
p := L∞

p (R+×R
d1 ×P2(R

d1)×R
d2 ×P2(R

d2)), we mean there exist constants C, p > 0

such that for any t > 0, x ∈ Rd1 , µ ∈ P2(R
d1), y ∈ Rd2 and ν ∈ P2(R

d2),

|f(t, x, µ, y, ν)| 6 C(1 + |y|p + ‖ν‖p2),
where ‖ν‖2 represents the 2-order moments of ν, and we let

‖f‖L∞
p
:= sup

t,x,µ,y,ν

|f(t, x, µ, y, ν)|
1 + |y|p + ‖ν‖p2

.

We shall use the following spaces of functions: for k1, k2 ∈ N+ and 0 < α, β 6 2,

• The space C
(k,α)
b := C

(k,α)
b (P2(R

d)). A function f(µ) is in C
(k,α)
b if f admits

k-order bounded linear functional derivatives [δkf/δµk](µ)(x1, · · · , xk) such that
for every k > 1, the map xk 7→ [δkf/δµk](µ)(x1, · · · , xk) is α-Hölder continuous
uniformly with respect to other variables.

• The space C
(k,β)
p := C

(k,β)
p (P2(R

d)). A function f(ν) is in C
(k,β)
p if f admits k-

order linear functional derivative [δkf/δνk](ν)(y1, · · · , yk) such that the derivative
is polynomially grow in (y1, · · · , yk) uniformly with respect to other variables,
and for every k > 1, the map yk 7→ [δkf/δνk](ν)(y1, · · · , yk) is local β-Hölder
continuous with polynomial growth in (y1, · · · , yk).
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• The space C
(k1,α),(k2,β)
p := C

(k1,α),(k2,β)
p (P2(R

d1)× P2(R
d2)). A function f(µ, ν) is

in C
(k1,α),(k2,β)
p if f admits k1-order linear derivatives [δ

k1f/δµk1](µ, ν)(x1, · · · , xk1)
and k2-order linear functional derivatives [δk2f/δνk2](µ, ν)(y1, · · · , yk2) such that
these derivatives are polynomially grow in (y1, · · · , yk) uniformly with respect
to other variables, and the map xk1 7→ [δk1f/δµk1](µ, ν)(x1, · · · , xk1) is α-Hölder
continuous, and the map yk2 7→ [δk2f/δνk2](µ, ν)(y1, · · · , yk2) is local β-Hölder
continuous with polynomial growth in (y1, · · · , yk). Similarly, we also can define

the space C
(k1,α),(k2,β)
b (P2(R

d1)× P2(R
d2)).

• The space C
α/2,α,(k1,α),β,(k2,β)
b := C

α/2,α,(k1,α),β,(k2,β)
b (R+ × Rd1 × P2(R

d1) × Rd2 ×
P2(R

d2)). A function f(t, x, µ, y, ν) is in C
α/2,α,(k1,α),β,(k2,β)
b if for every µ ∈

P2(R
d1) and ν ∈ P2(R

d2), f(·, ·, µ, ·, ν) ∈ C
α/2,α,β
b (R+ × Rd1 × Rd2)(i.e., the

usual Hölder space), and for every (t, x, y) ∈ R+ × Rd1 × Rd2 , f(t, x, ·, y, ·) ∈
C

(k1,α),(k2,β)
b (P2(R

d1)× P2(R
d2)) .

• The space C
α/2,α,(k1,α),β,(k2,β)
p := C

α/2,α,(k1,α),β,(k2,β)
p (R+ × Rd1 × P2(R

d1) × Rd2 ×
P2(R

d2)). A function f(t, x, µ, y, ν) is in C
α/2,α,(k1,α),β,(k2,β)
p if f ∈ L∞

p and for every

µ ∈ P2(R
d1) and ν ∈ P2(R

d2), f(·, ·, µ, ·, ν) ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p (R+ × Rd1 × Rd2) (where

C
α/2,α,β
p consists of all functions that are α/2-Hölder continuous in t, α-Hölder

continuous in x and β-Hölder continuous with polynomial growth in y), and for

every (t, x, y) ∈ R+ × Rd1 ×Rd2 , f(t, x, ·, y, ·) ∈ C
(k1,α),(k2,β)
p (P2(R

d1)×P2(R
d2)).

2. Idea of method: the non-autonomous approximation argument

The aim of this section is to explain our idea of studying the asymptotic behavior of the
entire non-linear stochastic system (1.1) by using the non-autonomous approximations.
At the same time, we shall point out the main difficulties, especially those caused by the
low regularity of the coefficients.

For clarity, we divide the explanation of the idea for proving the strong convergence in
the averaging principle and the convergence of the distributions of Xε

t and Y ε
t into the

following four steps:

Step 1. We first consider the following linear but non-autonomous multi-scale stochastic
system in Rd1 × Rd2 :







dX̂ε
t = bε(t, X̂

ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )dt + σε(t, X̂

ε
t )dW

1
t , X̂ε

0 = ξ,

dŶ ε
t =

1

ε
Fε(t, X̂

ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )dt+

1√
ε
Gε(t, X̂

ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )dW

2
t , Ŷ ε

0 = η.
(2.1)

Note that the coefficients in the system (2.1) depend not only on the time variable t, but
also on the scale parameter ε. Roughly speaking, we shall show that: if the coefficients
bε(t, x, y), σε(t, x), Fε(t, x, y) and Gε(t, x, y) converge (in certain sense) to some b̂(t, x, y),

σ̂(t, x), F̂ (t, x, y) and Ĝ(t, x, y) as ε → 0, respectively, then we can identify the averaged

limit
¯̂
Xt of the system (2.1) and prove the strong convergence as well as the convergence

of the distribution of the slow process X̂ε
t . More importantly, we give explicit characteri-

zation for the limit L ¯̂
Yt
of the distribution of the fast motion Ŷ ε

t . Meanwhile, explicit rates
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of convergence depending on the convergence of bε, σε, Fε and Gε to b̂, σ̂, F̂ and Ĝ are
also obtained. These results are presented in Theorem 5.1, which will play an important
role in the study of the asymptotic behavior of the non-linear stochastic system (1.1).

Here, we give the following important comments.

• The convergence of the distributions of the slow process and the fast motion is
more general than the classical weak convergence of the multi-scale SDEs. More
precisely, we obtain the convergence of

ϕ
(

LX̂ε
t

)

−→ ϕ
(

L ¯̂
Xt

)

and ψ
(

LŶ ε
t

)

−→ ψ
(

L ¯̂
Yt

)

(2.2)

as ε→ 0, where ϕ, ψ are test functions defined on space of measures (allowing non-
linear test functions). This is essential to study the non-linear system (1.1) as the
coefficients depend non-linearly on the distributions of the solutions. Especially,
to prove the convergence of the distribution of the fast motion in the above sense,
we need to study the long time decay of the solution of the forward Kolmogorov
equation on the product Wasserstein space P2(R

d1 × R
d2), see subsection 3.2.

• The regularity assumptions on the coefficients and the test functions in (2.2) are
low. Especially, ϕ and ψ are even not Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. the W2-distance
(and thus not Lions differentiable). This allows us to make low regularity as-
sumptions on the coefficients of the original non-linear system (1.1). To overcome
this difficulty, we need to derive the optimal regularities of the solutions of the
(backward and forward) Kolmogorov equations on the Wasserstein space. The
simplicity lies in that, we only need to handle the Kolmogorov equations associ-
ated with the linear system (2.1) but not the mean-field type PDEs associated
with the original non-linear system (1.1). Besides, we need to seek an mollifying
argument on Wasserstein space with explicit approximating rate and bounds on
the Lions derivatives of the approximation functions, which is important to derive
the optimal rates of convergence for the system (1.1).

• The explicit dependence on the convergence of bε, σε, Fε and Gε to b̂, σ̂, F̂ and
Ĝ in the convergence rates of (2.2) will play an important role in studying the
asymptotic behavior of the non-linear system (1.1).

Step 2. For every t > 0 and ε > 0, let us denote

X0,ε
t ≡ ξ and Y 0,ε

t ≡ η.

For n > 1, we introduce the following approximations of the non-linear system (1.1):


































dXn,ε
t = b

(

Xn,ε
t ,LXn−1,ε

t
, Y n,ε

t ,LY n−1,ε
t

)

dt

+ σ
(

Xn,ε
t ,LXn−1,ε

t
,LY n−1,ε

t

)

dW 1
t , Xn,ε

0 = ξ,

dY n,ε
t =

1

ε
F
(

Xn,ε
t ,LXn−1,ε

t
, Y n,ε

t ,LY n−1,ε
t

)

dt

+
1√
ε
G
(

Xn,ε
t ,LXn−1,ε

t
, Y n,ε

t ,LY n−1,ε
t

)

dW 2
t , Y n,ε

0 = η.

(2.3)

Note that for every fixed n > 1, the above system is a linear one (classical Itô SDE with
time-dependent coefficients) since the distributions appearing in the coefficients are not
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LXn,ε
t

and LY n,ε
t

but rather LXn−1,ε
t

and LY n−1,ε
t

, i.e., the distributions of the solutions of

the approximations at the previous step. Each of the approximation system (2.3) can be
viewed as a linear non-autonomous system of the form (2.1). In fact, for n > 1, define

bn,ε(t, x, y) := b
(

x,LXn−1,ε
t

, y,LY n−1,ε
t

)

, σn,ε(t, x) := σ
(

x,LXn−1,ε
t

,LY n−1,ε
t

)

,

and

Fn,ε(t, x, y) := F
(

x,LXn−1,ε
t

, y,LY n−1,ε
t

)

, Gn,ε(t, x, y) := G
(

x,LXn−1,ε
t

, y,LY n−1,ε
t

)

.

Then, the system (2.3) can be rewritten as






dXn,ε
t = bn,ε(t, X

n,ε
t , Y n,ε

t )dt + σn,ε(t, X
n,ε
t )dW 1

t , Xn,ε
0 = ξ,

dY n,ε
t =

1

ε
Fn,ε(t, X

n,ε
t , Y n,ε

t )dt +
1√
ε
Gn,ε(t, X

n,ε
t , Y n,ε

t )dW 2
t , Y n,ε

0 = η.
(2.4)

For every fixed n, the convergence of the coefficients bn,ε(t, x, y), σn,ε(t, x), Fn,ε(t, x, y)

and Gn,ε(t, x, y) as ε → 0 follows from the convergence of the distributions of Xn−1,ε
t

and Y n−1,ε
t obtained in the previous step (by taking properly test functions relying on

the coefficients in the estimate (2.2)). Thus, as a direct consequence of Step 1 and the
induction argument, we obtain immediately the asymptotic limit LX̄n

t
and LȲ n

t
for the

distributions of the slow process Xn,ε
t and the fast motion Y n,ε

t in the system (2.4) with
explicit rates of convergence for every n > 1, respectively, see Theorem 6.1. Moreover, we
show that the convergence rates are uniform with respect to n (this is essentially due to
the coefficients in (2.4) satisfy conditions uniformly with respect to n), which will play a
crucial role below for taking the limit as n→ ∞.

Step 3. We seek the limit as n→ ∞. Suppose that the limits of the distributions of Xε
t

and Y ε
t of the non-linear stochastic system (1.1) are denoted by LX̄t

and LȲt
, respectively.

To identify the equation satisfied by X̄t and characterize LȲt
, we deduce that for test

functions,
∣

∣ϕ(LXε
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)
∣

∣+
∣

∣ψ(LY ε
t
)− ψ(LȲt

)
∣

∣

6

[

∣

∣ϕ(LXε
t
)− ϕ(LXn,ε

t
)
∣

∣+
∣

∣ψ(LY ε
t
)− ψ(LY n,ε

t
)
∣

∣

]

+
[

∣

∣ϕ(LXn,ε
t

)− ϕ(LX̄n
t
)
∣

∣+
∣

∣ψ(LY n,ε
t

)− ψ(LȲ n
t
)
∣

∣

]

+
[

∣

∣ϕ(LX̄n
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)
∣

∣+
∣

∣ψ(LȲ n
t
)− ψ(LȲt

)
∣

∣

]

, (2.5)

where (Xn,ε
t , Y n,ε

t ) satisfy the system (2.3), and (LX̄n
t
,LȲ n

t
) are their limits obtained in

Step 2. For the first term, it is easy to get that
∣

∣ϕ(LXε
t
)− ϕ(LXn,ε

t
)
∣

∣ +
∣

∣ψ(LY ε
t
)− ψ(LY n,ε

t
)
∣

∣ 6 Cε · o(n),

where Cε > 0 is a constant depending on ε, and o(n) is a constant satisfying limn→∞ o(n) =
0, i.e., we have for every fixed ε > 0,

lim
n→∞

[

∣

∣ϕ(LXε
t
)− ϕ(LXn,ε

t
)
∣

∣+
∣

∣ψ(LY ε
t
)− ψ(LY n,ε

t
)
∣

∣

]

= 0.
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By the result of Step 2, we can control the second term by
∣

∣ϕ(LXn,ε
t
)− ϕ(LX̄n

t
)
∣

∣ +
∣

∣ψ(LY n,ε
t

)− ψ(LȲ n
t
)
∣

∣ 6 C0 · o(ε),
where C0 > 0 is a constant independent of n, and o(ε) is a constant satisfying limε→0 o(ε) =
0, i.e., we have

lim
ε→0

[

∣

∣ϕ(LXn,ε
t

)− ϕ(LX̄n
t
)
∣

∣+
∣

∣ψ(LY n,ε
t

)− ψ(LȲ n
t
)
∣

∣

]

= 0.

Thus, the limits LX̄t
and LȲt

are determined by the limits of LX̄n
t
and LȲ n

t
as n → ∞.

Once we obtain the equation of X̄t and identify LȲt
, and show that

lim
n→∞

[

∣

∣ϕ(LX̄n
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)
∣

∣+
∣

∣ψ(LȲ n
t
)− ψ(LȲt

)
∣

∣

]

= 0, (2.6)

we can let n → ∞ first and then ε → 0 in (2.5) to obtain the convergence of LXε
t
and

LY ε
t
to LX̄t

and LȲt
, respectively. This is done in subsection 6.2.

To conclude, we study the asymptotic behavior of the entire non-linear stochastic
system (1.1), but each approximation system in (2.3) we dealt with is a linear one, the
essential difficulty of nonlinearity appears when taking the limits as n→ ∞ in (2.6) since
the convergence of LX̄n

t
relies on the convergence of LȲ n

t
, and vice versa.

Step 4. To prove the strong convergence of Xε
t to X̄t, we transform the non-linear

stochastic system (1.1) into a non-autonomous linear system by freezing the distributions
in the coefficients. Namely, since the system is weakly well-posed, we define for every
t > 0 that

bε(t, x, y) := b(x,LXε
t
, y,LY ε

t
),

σε(t, x) := σ(x,LXε
t
,LY ε

t
),

Fε(t, x, y) := F (x,LXε
t
, y,LY ε

t
),

Gε(t, x, y) := G(x,LXε
t
, y,LY ε

t
).

Then, the McKean-Vlasov system (1.1) can be rewritten as






dXε
t = bε(t, X

ε
t , Y

ε
t )dt+ σε(t, X

ε
t )dW

1
t , Xε

0 = ξ,

dY ε
t =

1

ε
Fε(t, X

ε
t , Y

ε
t )dt+

1√
ε
Gε(t, X

ε
t , Y

ε
t )dW

2
t , Y ε

0 = η.

This system is exactly the form of (2.1), and the convergence of the distributions of Xε
t

and Y ε
t obtained in the previous step implies the convergence of the coefficients bε, σε, Fε

and Gε. Thus, the strong convergence of Xε
t to X̄t can be obtained directly by the

strong convergence of the non-autonomous system (2.1) established in Step 1. Such
argument avoids to prove the strong convergence of the approximation system (2.3) to
the original system (1.1) (which will need the Zvonkin’s transformation for the McKean-
Vlasov system), see subsection 6.3 for more details.

3. Optimal regularity for Kolmogorov PDEs in Wasserstein space

This section is devoted to study the optimal regularities for the solutions of two kinds of
Kolmogorov equations on Wasserstein space. The first one is the backward Kolmogorov
equation on [0, T ]× P2(R

d1) with a fixed finite terminal time T > 0, which will be used
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to prove the convergence of distribution of the slow process in (2.2) (with non-linear
test function ϕ on P2(R

d1)) for the non-autonomous system (2.1). The second one is
the forward Kolmogorov equation on the entire timeline and the product measure space
R+×P2(R

d1 ×Rd2), which is essential for the proof of the convergence of the distribution
of the fast process in (2.2). It is important to note that these two kinds of Kolmogorov
equations we handled are associated with the classical Itô SDEs (see SDEs (3.5) and (3.11)
below), but not the mean-field type PDEs associated with the original non-linear system
(1.1) (whose optimal regularities for the solutions seem to be unknown).

Before proceeding further, we first provide the following chain rule formula on the
Wasserstein space, which will be used several times below in our analysis.

Lemma 3.1. Let h : P2(R
d) → R admit a linear functional derivative.

(i) (Chain rule formula) Given function Θ : P2(R
d) → P2(R

d), then we have

δ

δµ

[

h(Θ(µ))
]

(x) =
δ

δµ

(
∫

Rd

δh

δµ

(

Θ(µ̃)
)

(y) ·Θ(µ)(dy)

)

(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ̃=µ

. (3.1)

In particular, if

Θ(µ)(dy) = ϕ(µ, y)dy,

with ϕ : P2(R
d)× Rd → R having the linear functional derivative, then we have

δ

δµ

[

h(Θ(µ))
]

(x) =

∫

Rd

δh

δµ

(

Θ(µ)
)

(y) · δ
δµ

[

ϕ(µ, y)
]

(x)dy.

(ii) For i = 1, 2, we define h̃i : P2(R
d × R

d) → R by

h̃i(m) := h(π∗
im), ∀m ∈ P2(R

d × R
d),

where π∗
1m and π∗

2m are the first and second marginal distributions of the probability

measure m, respectively. Then h̃i also has a linear functional derivative and

δh̃i
δm

(m)(x1, x2) =
δh

δµ
(π∗

im)(xi), ∀x1, x2 ∈ R
d.

Proof. The conclusion in (i) can be proved similarly as in [11, Proposition 2.2]. In fact,
by (1.27) we have for every µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(R

d),

θ−1
[

h
(

Θ(µ1 + θ(µ2 − µ1))
)

− h(Θ(µ1))
]

=

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd

δh

δµ

(

Θ(µ1) + τ
[

Θ(µ1 + θ(µ2 − µ1))−Θ(µ1)
]

)

(y)

× Θ(µ1 + θ(µ2 − µ1))−Θ(µ1)

θ
(dy)dτ.

Taking θ → 0, by the continuity of µ 7→ [δh/δµ](µ)(y) and the definition (1.26), we obtain
the formula (3.1). The statement of (ii) is similar to [55, Proposition A.5], we omit the
details of the proof. �
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3.1. Backward Kolmogorov equation: short time estimates. Fix T > 0. Consider
the following backward Kolmogorov equation on [0, T ]× P2(R

d1):






















∂tu(t, µ) +

∫

Rd1

[

b(t, x) · ∂µu(t, µ)(x)

+
1

2
Tr
[

σσ∗(t, x) · ∂x
(

∂µu(t, µ)(x)
)]

]

µ(dx) = 0,

u(T, µ) = ϕ(µ),

(3.2)

where b : [0, T ] × Rd1 → Rd1 , σ : [0, T ] × Rd1 → Rd1 ⊗ Rd1 and ϕ : P2(R
d1) → R

are measurable functions. Throughout this subsection, we assume that σσ∗ is uniformly
elliptic, i.e., there exists a ̺ > 0 such that for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd1 ,

|σ∗(t, x)z|2 > ̺|z|2, ∀z ∈ R
d1 . (3.3)

We have the following result.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that σ, b ∈ C
α/2,α
b ([0, T ] × Rd1) and ϕ ∈ C

(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)) with

some 0 < α 6 2, then there exists a unique solution u ∈ C
1+α/2,(2,2+α)
loc

(

[0, T )× P2(R
d1)
)

to the equation (3.2) which is given by

u(t, µ) = ϕ
(

LXt,T (ξ)

)

, (3.4)

where for t > s, Xs,t(ξ) with Lξ = µ is the unique weak solution of the following time
inhomogeneous SDE in R

d1:

dXs,t = b(t, Xs,t)dt+ σ(t, Xs,t)dWt, Xs,s = ξ. (3.5)

Moreover, for every 0 6 s < t < T , µ ∈ P2(R
d1) and x, x̃, x̂ ∈ Rd1, the following

estimates hold: for 0 < α 6 1,

|∂µu(t, µ)(x)| 6 C0 (T − t)(α−1)/2,
∣

∣∂x
(

∂µu(t, µ)(x)
)
∣

∣ 6 C0 (T − t)α/2−1,

|∂µu(t, µ)(x)− ∂µu(t, µ)(x̃)| 6 C0 (T − t)−1/2
(

|x− x̃|α ∧ 1
)

,

|∂µu(t, µ)(x)− ∂µu(s, µ)(x)| 6 C0 (T − t)−1/2 (t− s)α/2,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂x
δ2u

δµ2
(t, µ)(x, x̃)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C0 (T − t)(α−1)/2,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂x
δ2u

δµ2
(t, µ)(x, x̃)− ∂x

δ2u

δµ2
(t, µ)(x, x̂)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C0 (T − t)−1/2
(

|x̃− x̂|α ∧ 1
)

,

(3.6)

where C0 > 0 is a constant depending on T , ‖σ‖
C

α/2,α
b

, ‖b‖
C

α/2,α
b

, ‖ϕ‖
C

(2,α)
b

and the uni-

formly elliptic lower bound ̺ in (3.3).

Proof. Let u be defined by (3.4), it is enough to prove the regularity properties of u, then
u solves equation (3.2) follows by Itô’s formula (see e.g. [11, Theorem 3.8] or [4, Theorem
7.2]). Let Xs,t(x) denote the solution of the SDE (3.5) starting from the fixed point
x ∈ Rd1 at time s, and p(s, x; t, y) be the density function of Xs,t(x). By the assumptions
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on the coefficients σ and b, we have (see [31, Chapter IV, Section 11]) for k = 1, 2 and
0 6 s < t 6 T ,

|∂kxp(s, x; t, y)| 6 C1(t− s)−(d1+k)/2 exp

{

− λ
|x− y|2
t− s

}

, (3.7)

where C1, λ > 0 are constants depending only on T , ‖σ‖
C

α/2,α
b

, ‖b‖
C

α/2,α
b

and the uniformly

elliptic lower bound ̺ in (3.3). Since the distribution of ξ is µ and the system (3.5) is a
classical SDE, it holds that

LXt,T (ξ)(dy) =

∫

Rd1

LXt,T (x)(dy)µ(dx) =

∫

Rd1

p(t, x;T, y)dy µ(dx).

As a result, we have

u(t, µ) = ϕ

(
∫

Rd1

LXt,T (x) µ(dx)

)

.

Thus by the chain rule formula in Lemma 3.1, we derive that

δu

δµ
(t, µ)(x1) =

∫

Rd1

δϕ

δµ

(

LXt,T (ξ)

)

(x)LXt,T (x1)(dx) (3.8)

and

δ2u

δµ2
(t, µ)(x1, x2) =

∫∫

Rd1×Rd1

δ2ϕ

δµ2

(

LXt,T (ξ)

)

(x, y)LXt,T (x2)(dy)LXt,T (x1)(dx).

Define

h1(t, µ, x) :=
δϕ

δµ

(

LXt,T (ξ)

)

(x) and h2(t, µ, x, y) :=
δ2ϕ

δµ2

(

LXt,T (ξ)

)

(x, y).

Then we can write
δu

δµ
(t, µ)(x1) = E

[

h1
(

t, µ,Xt,T (x1)
)]

and
δ2u

δµ2
(t, µ)(x1, x2) = E

[

h2
(

t, µ,Xt,T (x1), X̃t,T (x2)
)]

,

where X̃t,T is an independent copy of Xt,T . By the assumption ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)), we
have that the functions h1(t, µ, ·) and h2(t, µ, ·, ·) are bounded and α-Hölder continuous.
Thus, by the classical theory of heat kernel estimates (see [31, Chapter IV, Section 14]),
we have for every 0 < α 6 1, t ∈ [0, T ) and µ ∈ P2(R

d1),

δu

δµ
(t, µ)(·) ∈ C2+α

b (Rd1),
δ2u

δµ2
(t, µ)(·, ·) ∈ C2+α

b (Rd1 × R
d1),

which in turn implies that u(t, ·) ∈ C
(2,2+α)
b (P2(R

d1)). Meanwhile, using (3.8) and esti-
mate (3.7) we derive that

|∂µu(t, µ)(x1)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂x1

δu

δµ
(t, µ)(x1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd1

h1(t, µ, x) · ∂x1p(t, x1;T, x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

∫

Rd1

∣

∣

∣
h1(t, µ, x)− h1(t, µ, x1)

∣

∣

∣
·
∣

∣∂x1p(t, x1;T, x)
∣

∣dx
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6 C2

∫

Rd1

|x− x1|α · (T − t)−(d1+1)/2 exp

{

− λ
|x− x1|2
T − t

}

dx

6 C2(T − t)(α−1)/2,

and

|∂x1∂µu(t, µ)(x1)| 6
∫

Rd1

∣

∣

∣
h1(t, µ, x)− h1(t, µ, x1)

∣

∣

∣
·
∣

∣∂2x1
p(t, x1;T, x)

∣

∣dx

6 C2

∫

Rd1

|x− x1|α · (T − t)−(d1+2)/2 exp

{

− λ
|x− x1|2
T − t

}

dx

6 C2(T − t)α/2−1,

where C2 also depends on ‖ϕ‖
C

(1,α)
b

. Similarly, we can prove the other estimates in (3.6) by

using the Hölder continuous of the density function , see [31, estimates (13.1)-(13.3)]. The
conclusions for 1 < α 6 2 can be proved by the standard arguments of differentiating the
equation one time directly as in [31, Chapter IV, Section 5], the details are omitted. �

Remark 3.3. The time singularities at the end point T in estimates (3.6) are mainly

caused by the low regularity assumption that ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)) (which is even not
Lipschitz continuous with respect to the Wasserstein distance). If we assume that ϕ ∈
C

(2,2+α)
b (P2(R

d1)), then we could get u ∈ C
1+α/2,(2,2+α)
b ([0, T ]× P2(R

d1)).

Using Theorem 3.2, we can get the following continuous dependence with respect to the
coefficients for the distributions of the solutions of SDE (3.5), which will be used to take
the limit of the averaged equations of the approximation systems in Section 6. Namely,
let Xs,t be the solution of SDE (3.5), and X̃s,t satisfies SDE (3.5) with coefficients σ̃ and

b̃, i.e.

dX̃s,t = b̃(t, X̃s,t)dt+ σ̃(t, X̃s,t)dWt, X̃s,s = ξ.

We have the following result.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (3.3) hold, and σ, σ̃, b, b̃ ∈ C
α/2,α
b ([0, T ]×R

d1) with 0 < α 6 1.

Then for every t ∈ [0, T ] and ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)), we have
∣

∣ϕ
(

LXt,T (ξ)

)

− ϕ
(

LX̃t,T (ξ)

)
∣

∣ 6 ĈT

(

‖b− b̃‖∞ + ‖σ − σ̃‖∞
)

,

where ĈT > 0 is a constant with limT→0 ĈT = 0.

Proof. Let u be defined by (3.4), and ũ satisfy the equation (3.2) with coefficients σ̃ and

b̃, i.e.,






















∂tũ(t, µ) +

∫

Rd1

[

b̃(t, x) · ∂µũ(t, µ)(x)

+
1

2
Tr
[

σ̃σ̃∗(t, x) · ∂x
(

∂µũ(t, µ)(x)
)]

]

µ(dx) = 0,

ũ(T, µ) = ϕ(µ).

Define
v(t, µ) := u(t, µ)− ũ(t, µ).
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Then by (3.4) we have

v(t, µ) = ϕ
(

LXt,T (ξ)

)

− ϕ
(

LX̃t,T (ξ)

)

,

and






































∂tv(t, µ) +

∫

Rd1

[1

2
Tr
[

σσ∗(t, x) · ∂x
(

∂µv(t, µ)(x)
)]

+ b(t, x) · ∂µv(t, µ)(x)
]

µ(dx) =

∫

Rd1

[

(

b̃(t, x)− b(t, x)
)

· ∂µũ(t, µ)(x)

+
1

2
Tr
[(

σ̃σ̃∗(t, x)− σσ∗(t, x)
)

· ∂x
(

∂µũ(t, µ)(x)
)]

]

µ(dx) =: f(t, µ),

v(T, µ) = 0.

By the assumptions on the coefficients and the regularities of ũ obtained in Theorem 3.2,

one can check that for every t ∈ [0, T ), f(t, ·) ∈ C
(1,α)
b . Thus, by [11, Theorem 3.8] we

have

v(t, µ) = −
∫ T

t

f
(

s,LXt,s(ξ)

)

ds, (3.9)

where Xt,s(ξ) satisfies the equation (3.5) with Lξ = µ and the initial time t. As a result
of the first two estimates in (3.6), we deduce that

|v(t, µ)| 6 C0

(

‖b− b̃‖∞ + ‖σ − σ̃‖∞
)

∫ T

t

(

‖∂µũ(s, ·)(·)‖∞ + ‖∂x
(

∂µũ(s, ·)(·)
)

‖∞
)

ds

6 C0

(

‖b− b̃‖∞ + ‖σ − σ̃‖∞
)

∫ T

t

(T − s)α/2−1ds, (3.10)

which in turn implies the desired result. �

3.2. Forward Kolmogorov equation: exponential decay of the solution. Consider
the following parameterized SDE in Rd2 :

dY t,x
s = F (t, x, Y t,x

s )ds+G(t, x, Y t,x
s )dWs, Y t,x

0 = y ∈ R
d2 , (3.11)

where (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × Rd1 are regarded as parameters, F : [0, T ] × Rd1 × Rd2 → Rd2 ,
G : [0, T ] × R

d1 × R
d2 → R

d2 ⊗ R
d2 are measurable functions. We make the following

assumption on the coefficients:

(AFG): the coefficient GG∗(t, x, y) is non-degenerate in the sense that there exist
constants k, ̺ > 0 such that for every (t, x, y) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd1 × Rd2 ,

̺(1 + |y|)−k|z|2 6 |G∗(t, x, y)z|2, ∀z ∈ R
d2 ,

and there exist constants Λ1,Λ2 > 0 such that for every (t, x, y) ∈ [0, T ]×R
d1×R

d2 ,

2〈y, F (t, x, y)〉+ ‖G(t, x, y)‖2 6 −Λ1|y|2 + Λ2.

Under (AFG), there exists a unique invariant measure ζ t,x(dy) for the system (3.11) which
is V-exponential ergodic with V(y) = 1 + |y|p for every p > 1 (see e.g. [53, Theorem 7.4]
or [17, Remark 2.1]), i.e., for every s > 0 and (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd1 ,

ρV
(

LY t,x
s (y), ζ

t,x
)

6 Λ0

(

1 + V(y)
)

e−γs, (3.12)
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where γ and Λ0 are positive constants depending only on k, ̺,Λ1 and Λ2 in the assumption
(AFG), and ρV is defined by (1.19).

To prove the convergence of the distribution of the fast process of the form (1.23), it
turns out to be essential to consider the following Kolmogorov equation on the entire
timeline and the product measure space R+ × P2(R

d1 × R
d2)× [0, T ]:



























∂sV (s,m; t)−
∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

[

F (t, x, y) · ∂y
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

+
1

2
Tr
(

GG∗(t, x, y) · ∂2y
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

)

]

m(dx, dy) = 0,

V (0, m; t) = ψ(π∗
2m)− ψ(ζ̃ t,π

∗
1m),

(3.13)

where t ∈ [0, T ] is regarded as a parameter, ψ : P2(R
d2) → R is a measurable function,

π∗
1m and π∗

2m are the first and second marginal distributions of the probability measure

m ∈ P2(R
d1 × Rd2), respectively, and the measure ζ̃ t,µ with (t, µ) ∈ [0, T ] × P2(R

d1) is
defined by

ζ̃ t,µ(dy) =

∫

Rd1

ζ t,x(dy)µ(dx), (3.14)

where ζ t,x(dy) is the unique invariant measure for the system (3.11). The key point is to
study the long time behavior of the solution of the equation (3.13). We have the following
result.

Theorem 3.5. Let (AFG) hold. Assume that F,G ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p ([0, T ] × R

d1 × R
d2) and

ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p (P(Rd2)) with some 0 < α, β 6 2, then there exists a unique solution V (s,m; t)

to the equation (3.13) which is given by

V (s,m; t) := ψ
(

LY t,ξ
s (η)

)

− ψ
(

ζ̃ t,µ
)

, (3.15)

where ξ and η are two random variables with L(ξ,η) = m, µ = π∗
1m, ζ̃ t,µ is defined by

(3.14), and Y t,ξ
s (η) is the unique weak solution of the following stochastic system:

dY t,ξ
s = F (t, ξ, Y t,ξ

s )ds+G(t, ξ, Y t,ξ
s )dWs, Y t,ξ

0 = η. (3.16)

Moreover, there exists p > 1 such that for 0 < β 6 1, the following estimates hold:

(i) (Estimates of the solution V ) for every s > 0, m ∈ P2(R
d1 × Rd2), t ∈ [0, T ] and

(x, y) ∈ Rd1 × Rd2, we have

|V (s,m; t)| 6 C0 e
−γs, (3.17)

∣

∣

∣
∂y
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

∣

∣

∣
6 C0(1 + |y|p)sβ−1

2 e−γs, (3.18)

∣

∣

∣
∂2y
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

∣

∣

∣
6 C0(1 + |y|p)sβ

2
−1e−γs, (3.19)
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(ii) (Estimates of δV/δm w.r.t. the variable x) for every x1, x2 ∈ Rd1, we have
∣

∣

∣

δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x1, y)−

δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x2, y)

∣

∣

∣
6 C0(1 + |y|p)e−γs|x1 − x2|α,

∣

∣

∣
∂y
δ2V

δm2
(s,m; t)(x, y)(x1, ỹ)

− ∂y
δ2V

δm2
(s,m; t)(x, y)(x2, ỹ)

∣

∣

∣
6 C0(1 + |y|p)sβ−1

2 e−γs|x1 − x2|α,
∣

∣

∣
∂2y
δ2V

δm2
(s,m; t)(x, y)(x̃1, ỹ)

− ∂2y
δ2V

δm2
(s,m; t)(x, y)(x̃2, ỹ)

∣

∣

∣
6 C0(1 + |y|p)sβ

2
−1e−γs|x̃1 − x̃2|α,

∣

∣

∣
∂s
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x1, y)−∂s

δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x2, y)

∣

∣

∣
6 C0(1 + |y|p)sβ

2
−1e−γs|x1 − x2|α,

(3.20)

(iii) (Estimates of V w.r.t. the parameter t) for every t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ], we have

|V (s,m; t1)− V (s,m; t2)| 6 C0 e
−γs|t1 − t2|

α
2 ,

|∂sV (s,m; t1)− ∂sV (s,m; t2)| 6 C0 s
β
2
−1e−γs|t1 − t2|

α
2 ,

∣

∣

∣
∂y
δV

δm
(s,m; t1)(x1, y)− ∂y

δV

δm
(s,m; t2)(x2, y)

∣

∣

∣

6 C0(1 + |y|p)sβ−1
2 e−γs

(

|t1 − t2|
α
2 + |x1 − x2|α

)

,
∣

∣

∣
∂2y
δV

δm
(s,m; t1)(x1, y)− ∂2y

δV

δm
(s,m; t2)(x2, y)

∣

∣

∣

6 C0(1 + |y|p)sβ
2
−1e−γs

(

|t1 − t2|
α
2 + |x1 − x2|α

)

,

(3.21)

where C0, γ > 0 are constants depending on the norms of the coefficients and the constants
in the assumption (AFG).

Remark 3.6. i) We shall show in Lemma 3.7 that the distribution of Y t,ξ
s (η) depends on

(ξ, η) only through their joint distribution m = L(ξ,η), thus the function V in (3.15) is
well-defined.

ii) The exponential decay in the s-variable of the estimates (3.17)-(3.21) is mainly
due to the dissipative assumption (AFG). The higher order derivatives with respect to
the y-variable in the estimates (3.18) and (3.19) comes from the local elliptic property
of the differential operator in the integral part of the equation (3.13). As in Theo-
rem 3.2, the time singularities at the starting point in the above estimates involving the
derivatives with respect to the y-variable are caused by the low regularity assumption that

ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p (P(Rd2)).

iii) Note that the differential operator in the equation (3.13) can be viewed as degenerate
with respect to the x-variable, thus no regularity improvement occurs to the x-variable.
Meanwhile, t is only a parameter in the equation. Consequently, the solution V remains
the same regularities with respect to (x, t)-variables as the coefficients, see estimates in
(3.20) and (3.21).
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iv) From the proof below, it can be seen that if ψ satisfies (1.21), then the constant C0

in the estimates (3.17)-(3.21) can be replaced by κC0.

The proof of Theorem 3.5 replies on the study of the long time behavior of Y t,ξ
s (η)

which satisfies the system (3.16). We point out that it is not enough to consider Y t,x
s (y)

which satisfies (3.11) since ξ and Y t,ξ
s (η) are obviously not independent (ξ and η are not

independent). Let us first establish the following result.

Lemma 3.7. Let (AFG) hold, and F,G ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p ([0, T ] × Rd1 × Rd2) with some 0 <

α, β 6 1. Then for every (ξ, η), the system (3.16) has a unique weak solution, and the
distribution of Y t,ξ

s (η) depends on (ξ, η) only through their joint distribution m = L(ξ,η).
Moreover, we have for any s > 0,

ρV
(

LY t,ξ
s (η), ζ̃

t,µ
)

6 Λ0 e
−γs,

where ζ̃ t,µ is defined by (3.14) with µ = Lξ, V(y) = 1+ |y|p with p > 1, and Λ0, γ > 0 are
constants depending only on k, ̺,Λ1 and Λ2 in the assumption (AFG).

Proof. We rewrite the equation (3.16) into the following coupled degenerate stochastic
system: for s > 0,

{

dXs = 0, X0 = ξ,

dYs = F (t, Xs, Ys)ds+G(t, Xs, Ys)dWs, Y0 = η,
(3.22)

where t ∈ [0, T ] is a parameter. It is obvious that Y t,ξ
s (η) = Ys. Since the above system is

a classical SDE, it is enough to consider the solution of the system (3.22) with determinate
initial value (x, y), which is denoted by (X t

s(x, y), Y
t
s (x, y)), i.e.,











dX t
s(x, y) = 0, X t

0(x, y) = x,

dY t
s (x, y) = F

(

t, X t
s(x, y), Y

t
s (x, y)

)

ds

+G
(

t, X t
s(x, y), Y

t
s (x, y)

)

dWs, Y t
0 (x, y) = y.

(3.23)

Note that Y t
s (x, y) is the same as Y t,x

s (y) which satisfies (3.11). Then by the theory of
classical SDEs we have

L(Xs,Ys)(dx̃, dỹ) =

∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

L(Xt
s(x,y),Y

t
s (x,y))(dx̃, dỹ)m(dx, dy)

=

∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

δx(dx̃)× LY t,x
s (y)(dỹ)m(dx, dy),

where (Xs, Ys) is the solution of the system (3.22) and m = L(ξ,η). Thus the weak well-
posedness of (3.22) follows directly. In particular, we have

LY t,ξ
s (η)(dỹ) = LYs(dỹ) = L(Xs,Ys)(R

d1 , dỹ)

=

∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

LY t,x
s (y)(dỹ)m(dx, dy).
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Recall that ζ t,x is the unique invariant measure of the equation (3.11) and satisfies (3.12).
By the Minkowski inequality and the estimate (3.12) we deduce that

ρV
(

LY t,ξ
s (η), ζ̃

t,µ
)

= ρV

(
∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

LY t,x
s (y)m(dx, dy),

∫

Rd1

ζ t,xµ(dx)

)

= ρV

(
∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

LY t,x
s (y)m(dx, dy),

∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

ζ t,xm(dx, dy)

)

6

∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

ρV
(

LY t,x
s (y), ζ

t,x
)

m(dx, dy)

6

∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

(

1 + V(y)
)

m(dx, dy) · Λ0 e
−γs 6 Λ0 e

−γs.

The proof is finished. �

Now we proceed to give:

Proof of Theorem 3.5. By regarding t as a parameter, the operator in the equation
(3.13) can be viewed as the generator of the SDE (3.22), thus the solution V should have
the probability representation (see e.g. [11, Theorem 3.8] or [4, Theorem 7.2]) that

V (s,m; t) = ψ
(

π∗
2L(Xs,Ys)

)

− ψ
(

ζ̃ t,π
∗
1L(Xs,Ys)

)

,

where L(ξ,η) = m. Note that the system (3.22) is equivalent to (3.16), i.e., we have

π∗
2L(Xs,Ys) = LYs = LY t,ξ

s (η) and π∗
1L(Xs,Ys) = LXs = Lξ = µ.

As a result, we have (3.15). Using the estimate in Lemma 3.7 and the assumption on ψ,
we derive that for some θ ∈ (0, 1) and p > 1,

|V (s,m; t)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd2

δψ

δν

(

LY t,ξ
s (η) + θ

(

ζ̃ t,µ − LY t,ξ
s (η)

)

)

(y)
(

LY t,ξ
s (η) − ζ̃ t,µ

)

(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 ‖δψ/δν‖L∞
p

∫

Rd2

(1 + |y|p)
∣

∣LY t,ξ
s (η) − ζ̃ t,µ

∣

∣(dy)

6 C0 ρV
(

LY t,ξ
s (η), ζ̃

t,µ
)

6 C0 e
−γs, (3.24)

which yields the estimate (3.17). Below, we proceed to prove the a-priori estimates for
the solution. Applying Lemma 3.1, we get

δV

δm
(0, m; t)(x, y)

=
δψ

δν
(π∗

2m)(y)− δ

δm

(
∫

Rd1

∫

Rd2

δψ

δν

(

ζ̃ t,π
∗
1m̃
)

(ỹ)ζ t,x̃(dỹ)π∗
1m(dx̃)

)

(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

m̃=m

=
δψ

δν
(π∗

2m)(y)−
∫

Rd2

δψ

δν

(

ζ̃ t,π
∗
1m
)

(ỹ)ζ t,x(dỹ).
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Taking linear functional derivative with respect to m from both sides of equation (3.13),
we have that [δV/δm](s,m; t)(x, y) satisfies the following equation:



































































∂s
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)− F (t, x, y) · ∂y

δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

− 1

2
Tr
(

G(t, x, y) · ∂2y
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

)

−
∫∫

Rd1×Rd2

[

F (t, x̃, ỹ) · ∂ỹ
δ

δm

(

δV

δm

)

(s,m; t)(x̃, ỹ)(x, y)

+
1

2
Tr
(

G(t, x̃, ỹ) · ∂2ỹ
δ

δm

(

δV

δm

)

(s,m; t)(x̃, ỹ)(x, y)
)

]

m(dx̃, dỹ) = 0,

δV

δm
(0, m; t)(x, y) =

δψ

δν
(π∗

2m)(y)−
∫

Rd2

δψ

δν

(

ζ̃ t,π
∗
1m
)

(ỹ)ζ t,x(dỹ).

(3.25)
The formulation (3.25) falls into the equation considered in [11, Theorem 3.8]. Conse-
quently, by the assumptions on the coefficients, we have that [δV/δm](s,m; t)(x, y) admits
the probability representation that

δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y) = E

δψ

δν

(

LY t,ξ
s (η)

)(

Y t
s (x, y)

)

−
∫

Rd2

δψ

δν

(

ζ̃ t,µ
)

(ỹ)ζ t,x(dỹ),

where Y t,ξ
s (η) is the solution of the system (3.16), and Y t

s (x, y) satisfies the decoupled
equation (3.23). Writing

∣

∣

∣

δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

∣

∣

∣
6

∣

∣

∣

∣

E
δψ

δν

(

LY t,ξ
s (η)

)(

Y t
s (x, y)

)

− E
δψ

δν

(

ζ̃ t,µ
)(

Y t
s (x, y)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

E
δψ

δν

(

ζ̃ t,µ
)(

Y t
s (x, y)

)

−
∫

Rd2

δψ

δν

(

ζ̃ t,µ
)

(ỹ)ζ t,x(dỹ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

and using the similar argument as in the proof of (3.17), we have

∣

∣

∣

δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

∣

∣

∣
6 C0(1 + |y|p)e−γs.

Furthermore, we write for every fixed y ∈ Rd2 ,

f̃(y) :=
δψ

δν

(

LY t,ξ
s (η)

)

(y)−
∫

Rd2

δψ

δν

(

ζ̃ t,µ
)

(ỹ)ζ t,x(dỹ).

Then we have
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y) = Ef̃

(

Y t,x
s (y)

)

.

Since f̃ is Hölder continuous with respect to the y-variable, and Y t,x
s (y) satisfies the time-

homogeneous equation (3.11), we have by [52, Theorem 2.1, Corollary 2.2] that estimates
(3.18) and (3.19) hold. The regularities with respect to the x-variable and the parameter
t in estimates (3.20) and (3.21) can be proved by the same arguments as in [44, Theorem
2.1], for the sake of simplicity, we omit the details. �
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We shall also need the following uniform in time continuous dependence with respect
to the coefficients for the distributions of the solutions of time-homogeneous SDEs with
dissipative coefficients, which is similar to Lemma 3.4 and will be used to take the limit
of the frozen equations of the approximation systems in Section 6. Namely, let Ys(η) and

Ỹs(η) satisfy

dYs = F (Ys)ds+G(Ys)dWs, Y0 = η,

and

dỸs = F̃ (Ỹs)dt + G̃(Ỹs)dWs, Ỹ0 = η.

Assume that there exist constants k, ̺ > 0 such that

̺(1 + |y|)−k|z|2 6 |G∗(y)z|2 ∧ |G̃∗(y)z|2, ∀z ∈ R
d2 , (3.26)

and for any q > 2, there exist constants Λ1,Λ2 > 0 such that
(

2〈y, F (y)〉+ (q − 1)‖G(y)‖2
)

∨
(

2〈y, F̃ (y)〉+ (q − 1)‖G̃(y)‖2
)

6 −Λ1|y|2 + Λ2. (3.27)

We have the following result.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that (3.26), (3.27) hold, and F, F̃ , G, G̃ ∈ Cβ
p (R

d2) with 0 < β 6 1.

Then, for every s > 0 and ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p (P2(R

d2)), we have
∣

∣ψ(LYs(η))− ψ(LỸs(η)
)
∣

∣ 6 Cd

(

‖F − F̃‖L∞
p
+ ‖G− G̃‖L∞

p

)

,

where Cd > 0 is a constant independent of s.

Proof. We give the main difference between the proof of Lemma 3.4. Let us define

ũ(s, ν) := ψ(LỸs(η)
),

where ν = Lη. Then we may argue as in the derivation of (3.9) and (3.10) to get that
there exists a p > 1 such that

∣

∣ψ(LYs(η))−ψ(LỸs(η)
)
∣

∣ 6 Cd E

(
∫ s

0

[

∣

∣F (Yr(η))− F̃ (Yr(η))
∣

∣ · ‖∂νu(r, ·)(·)‖L∞
p

+
∣

∣G(Yr(η))− G̃(Yr(η))
∣

∣ · ‖∂y
(

∂νu(r, ·)(·)
)

‖L∞
p

]

·
(

1 + |Yr(η)|p
)

dr

)

.

Under the assumption (3.27), there exists a unique invariant measure ζ (which is inde-
pendent of ν) for the process Ỹs(η). Let

û(s, ν) := ψ(LYs(η))− ψ(ζ).

Then we have
∂νu(s, ν)(y) = ∂ν û(s, ν)(y).

As in the proof of estimates (3.18) and (3.19) (see also [52, Corollary 2.2]), we have that
there exist C0, γ > 0 such that for every r > 0,

‖∂νu(r, ·)(·)‖L∞
p
= ‖∂ν û(r, ·)(·)‖L∞

p
6 C0 r

β−1
2 e−γr,

and
‖∂y
(

∂νu(r, ·)(·)
)

‖L∞
p
= ‖∂y

(

∂ν û(r, ·)(·)
)

‖L∞
p
6 C0 r

β
2
−1e−γr.
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As a result, we further obtain
∣

∣ψ(LYs(η))− ψ(LỸs(η)
)
∣

∣ 6 Cd

(

‖F − F̃‖L∞
p
+ ‖G− G̃‖L∞

p

)

×
(
∫ s

0

E
(

1 + |Yr(η)|2p
)

· r β
2
−1e−γrdr

)

Under (3.27), we have that for every q > 2,

sup
r>0

E
(

1 + |Yr(η)|q
)

6 C1 <∞.

Thus we deduce that
∣

∣ψ(LYs(η))− ψ(LỸs(η)
)
∣

∣ 6 Cd

(

‖F − F̃‖L∞
p
+ ‖G− G̃‖L∞

p

)

·
∫ s

0

r
β
2
−1e−γrdr,

which in turn implies the desired result. �

4. Poisson equation and mollifying on Wasserstein space

In this section, we first provide the result of Poisson equation with parameters in the
whole space in subsection 4.1. Then we prepare some approximation results of functions
on Wasserstein space in subsection 4.2.

4.1. Poisson equation and regularities of averaged functions. Let us consider the
following parameterized SDE in Rd2 :

dY t,x,µ
s = F (t, x, µ, Y t,x,µ

s )ds+G(t, x, µ, Y t,x,µ
s )dWs, Y t,x,µ

0 = y ∈ R
d2 , (4.1)

where (t, x, µ) ∈ R+×R
d1 ×P2(R

d1) are regarded as parameters. We make the following
assumption on the coefficients:

(ÃFG): the coefficient GG∗(t, x, µ, y) is non-degenerate in the sense that there exist
constants k, ̺ > 0 such that for every (t, x, µ, y) ∈ R+ × Rd1 × P2(R

d1)× Rd2 ,

̺(1 + |y|)−k|z|2 6 |G∗(t, x, µ, y)z|2, ∀z ∈ R
d2 ,

and for every q > 2, there exist constants Λ1,Λ2 > 0 such that for every (t, x, µ, y) ∈
R+ × R

d1 × P2(R
d1)× R

d2 ,

2〈y, F (t, x, µ, y)〉+ (q − 1)‖G(t, x, µ, y)‖2 6 −Λ1|y|2 + Λ2.

Given a function f on R+ × Rd1 × P2(R
d1) × Rd2 , we consider the following Poisson

equation in the whole space R
d2 :

L0(t, x, µ, y)U(t, x, µ, y) = −f(t, x, µ, y), (4.2)

where (t, x, µ) ∈ R+ ×Rd1 ×P2(R
d1) are regarded as parameters, and the operator L0 is

defined by

L0ϕ̂(y) := L0(t, x, µ, y)ϕ̂(y)

:=
1

2
Tr
(

G(t, x, µ, y) · ∂2y ϕ̂(y)
)

+ F (t, x, µ, y) · ∂yϕ̂(y), (4.3)
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where G(t, x, µ, y) = GG∗(t, x, µ, y). Note that L0 is just the infinitesimal generator of
Y t,x,µ
s given by (4.1). In order to ensure the well-posedness of the equation (4.2), we need

to assume that f satisfies the following centering condition:
∫

Rd2

f(t, x, µ, y)ζ t,x,µ(dy) = 0, ∀(t, x, µ) ∈ R+ × R
d1 × P2(R

d1), (4.4)

where ζ t,x,µ(dy) is the invariant measure of the equation (4.1). We have the following
result.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (ÃFG) holds, and F,G ∈ C
α/2,α,(ℓ,α),β
p with some 0 < α, β 6 2

and ℓ = 1, 2. Then for every function f ∈ C
α/2,α,(ℓ,α),β
p satisfying (4.4), there exists a

unique solution U ∈ C
α/2,α,(ℓ,α),2+β
p to (4.2) which also satisfies (4.4) and is given by

U(t, x, µ, y) =

∫ ∞

0

Ef
(

t, x, µ, Y t,x,µ
s (y)

)

ds,

where Y t,x,µ
s (y) satisfies the equation (4.1).

Moreover, there exits a constant p > 0 such that for any t ∈ R+, x ∈ Rd1, µ ∈ P2(R
d1)

and y ∈ Rd2,

|U(t, x, µ, y)|+ |∂yU(t, x, µ, y)|+ |∂2yU(t, x, µ, y)| 6 C0(1 + |y|p),
‖U(·, ·, ·, y)‖

C
α/2,α,(ℓ,α)
b

6 C0(1 + |y|p),

and for any y1, y2 ∈ Rd2,

|∂2yU(t, x, µ, y1)− ∂2yU(t, x, µ, y2)| 6 C0(1 + |y1|p + |y2|p)|y1 − y2|β,
where C0 > 0 is a constant depending on [F ]

C
α/2,α,(ℓ,α),β
p

, [G]
C

α/2,α,(ℓ,α),β
p

and [f ]
C

α/2,α,(ℓ,α),β
p

.

Remark 4.2. Theorem 4.1 will be used to study the asymptotic behavior of the non-
autonomous stochastic system (2.1) in Section 5. In fact, we will only need this result
when the coefficients of L0 do not depend on the parameter µ, i.e., SDE (4.1) with

dY t,x
s = F (t, x, Y t,x

s )ds+G(t, x, Y t,x
s )dWs, Y t,x

0 = y ∈ R
d2 .

The reason we consider (4.2) with an additional parameter µ is that we need this to prove
the regularity of the averaged functions with respect to the µ-variable, see Corollary 4.3
below, which will be further used to establish the regularity of the averaged functions of
the form (1.15) in Lemma 6.5 (this avoids to use the mean-field type Poisson equation
associated with the non-linear stochastic system (1.16)).

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the solution U to (4.2), and the estimates with
respect to the parameters (t, x) and the variable y can be proved similarly as in [44,
Theorem 2.1], so we omit the details here. Our task is to prove the estimate of U with
respect to µ-variable. Let us first consider the case ℓ = 1. Since U satisfies the Poisson
equation (4.2), by the definition of the linear functional derivative, we have for any µ, µ′ ∈
P2(R

d1) and θ > 0 that

L0(t, x, µ, y)
(U(t, x, µ, y)− U(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)

θ

)
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=
f(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)− f(t, x, µ, y)

θ

+
1

θ

(

L0(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)− L0(t, x, µ, y)
)

U(t, x, (1 − θ)µ+ θµ′, y)

=: hθ1(t, x, µ, y),

where
(

L0(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)− L0(t, x, µ, y)
)

U(t, x, (1 − θ)µ+ θµ′, y)

=
(

F (t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)− F (t, x, µ, y)
)

· ∂yU(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)

+
1

2
Tr
(

G(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)− G(t, x, µ, y)
)

· ∂2yU(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y).

This together with U ∈ C
0,0,(0,0),2+β
p implies that the function hθ1(t, x, µ, y) satisfies the

centering condition, that is,
∫

Rd2

hθ1(t, x, µ, y)ζ
t,x,µ(dy) = 0, (4.5)

and we further have

U(t, x, (1 − θ)µ+ θµ′, y)− U(t, x, µ, y)

θ
=

∫ ∞

0

Ehθ1(t, x, µ, Y
t,x,µ
s (y))ds. (4.6)

Note that

lim
θ→0

hθ1(t, x, µ, y)

=

∫

Rd1

[δf

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) +

δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) · ∂yU(t, x, µ, y)

+
1

2
Tr
(δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) · ∂2yU(t, x, µ, y)
)]

(µ′ − µ)(dx̃)

=:

∫

Rd1

h1(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)(µ
′ − µ)(dx̃).

Meanwhile, by the assumptions on F,G, f and (1.28), there exists a constant C1 > 0 such
that

|F (t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)− F (t, x, µ, y)| 6 C1θ(1 + |y|p) · ‖µ′ − µ‖TV,

|G(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)− G(t, x, µ, y)| 6 C1θ(1 + |y|p) · ‖µ′ − µ‖TV

and

|f(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ′, y)− f(t, x, µ, y)| 6 C1θ(1 + |y|p) · ‖µ′ − µ‖TV.

These together with (4.5) and the dominated convergence theorem yield that
∫

Rd2

h1(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)ζ
t,x,µ(dy) = 0. (4.7)

According to (4.5) and (3.12), there exist constants C2, λ0 > 0 such that
∣

∣E
[

hθ1(t, x, µ, Y
t,x,µ
s (y))

]
∣

∣ 6 C2(1 + |y|p)e−λ0s.
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Thus, taking the limit θ → 0 in (4.6) we obtain

δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) =

∫ ∞

0

Eh1(t, x, µ, Y
t,x,µ
s (y))(x̃)ds.

Furthermore, by the assumptions that F,G ∈ C
0,0,(1,α),β
p and f ∈ C

0,0,(1,α),β
p , we deduce

that for every y1, y2 ∈ Rd2 ,

∣

∣h1(t, x, µ, y1)(x̃)− h1(t, x, µ, y2)(x̃)
∣

∣ 6

∣

∣

∣

δf

δµ
(t, x, µ, y1)(x̃)−

δf

δµ
(t, x, µ, y2)(x̃)

∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣

δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y1)(x̃) · ∂yU(t, x, µ, y1)−

δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y2)(x̃) · ∂yU(t, x, µ, y2)

∣

∣

∣

+
1

2

∣

∣

∣
Tr
(δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y1)(x̃) · ∂2yU(t, x, µ, y1)−
δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y2)(x̃) · ∂2yU(t, x, µ, y2)
)
∣

∣

∣

6 C3(1 + |y1|p + |y2|p)|y1 − y2|β,
where C3 > 0 is a constant depending on [F ]

C
0,0,(1,α),β
p

, [G]
C

0,0,(1,α),β
p

and [f ]
C

0,0,(1,α),β
p

. This

means that h1 is β-Hölder continuous with respect to y-variable. As a result, we get that

L0(t, x, µ, y)
δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) = −h1(t, x, µ, y)(x̃),

which in turn implies that
∣

∣

∣

δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)

∣

∣

∣
6 C3(1 + |y|p). (4.8)

Moreover, we have that for every x̃1, x̃2 ∈ Rd1 ,

L0(t, x, µ, y)
(δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1)−

δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2)

)

= −
[

h1(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1)− h1(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2)
]

.

Consequently, we have
∣

∣

∣

δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1)−

δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2)

∣

∣

∣
6 C4(1 + |y|p)|x̃1 − x̃2|α,

where C4 > 0 is a constant depending on [F ]
C

0,0,(1,α),β
p

, [G]
C

0,0,(1,α),β
p

and [f ]
C

0,0,(1,α),β
p

. This

together with (4.8) means that U(t, x, ·, y) ∈ C
(1,α)
b . Similarly, we can deduce that

δ2U

δµ2
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1, x̃2) =

∫ ∞

0

Eh2(t, x, µ, Y
t,x,µ
s (y))(x̃1, x̃2)ds,

where h2 satisfies the centering condition (4.4) and is given by

h2(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1, x̃2) =
δ2f

δµ2
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1, x̃2) +

δ2F

δµ2
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1, x̃2) · ∂yU(t, x, µ, y)

+
δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1) · ∂y

[δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2)

]

+
δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2) · ∂y

[δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1)

]
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+
1

2
Tr
(δ2G
δµ2

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1, x̃2) · ∂2yU(t, x, µ, y)
)

+
1

2
Tr
(δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1) · ∂2y
[δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2)

)]

+
1

2
Tr
(δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2) · ∂2y
[δU

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1)

)]

.

Using the similar arguments as above, we get U(t, x, ·, y) ∈ C
(2,α)
b . Thus the proof is

completed. �

Given a function f(t, x, µ, y), we shall denote

f̄(t, x, µ) :=

∫

Rd2

f(t, x, µ, y)ζ t,x,µ(dy). (4.9)

As a direct application of Theorem 4.1, we have the following regularity results for the
averaged function f̄ .

Corollary 4.3. Assume that (ÃFG) holds, F,G ∈ C
α/2,α,(2,α),β
p and f ∈ C

α/2,α,(2,α),β
p with

0 < α, β 6 2. Let f̄(t, x, µ) be defined by (4.9). Then we have f̄ ∈ C
α/2,α,(2,α)
b . In

particular, we have

δf̄

δµ
(t, x, µ)(x̃) =

∫

Rd2

[

δf

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) +

δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) · ∂yΦ(t, x, µ, y)

+
1

2
Tr
(δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) · ∂2yΦ(t, x, µ, y)
)

]

ζ t,x,µ(dy),

where Φ is the solution of the following Poisson equation:

L0(t, x, µ, y)Φ(t, x, µ, y) = −[f(t, x, µ, y)− f̄(t, x, µ)]. (4.10)

Proof. The assertion that the function f̄(·, ·, µ) ∈ C
α/2,α
b follows by [44, Lemma 3.2].

Here, we need only show the regularity of f̄ with respect to the µ-variable. Note that the
function

(t, x, µ, y) 7→ f(t, x, µ, y)− f̄(t, x, µ) =: ∆f(t, x, µ, y)

always satisfies the centering condition. Thus under our assumptions and by Theorem 4.1

there exists a unique solution Φ ∈ C
0,0,(0,0),2+β
p to the Poisson equation (4.10). Following

the same arguments as in (4.7) we have
∫

Rd2

[

δ∆f

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) +

δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) · ∂yΦ(t, x, µ, y)

+
1

2
Tr
(δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) · ∂2yΦ(t, x, µ, y)
)

]

ζ t,x,µ(dy) = 0. (4.11)

Since
∫

Rd2

δ∆f

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)ζ t,x,µ(dy)

= −δf̄
δµ

(t, x, µ)(x̃) +

∫

Rd2

δf

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)ζ t,x,µ(dy),
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by (4.11) we get

δf̄

δµ
(t, x, µ)(x̃) =

∫

Rd2

[

δf

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) +

δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) · ∂yΦ(t, x, µ, y)

+
1

2
Tr
(δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) · ∂2yΦ(t, x, µ, y)
)

]

ζ t,x,µ(dy).

This together with the assumption F,G, f ∈ C
0,0,(1,α),β
p implies that [δf̄/δµ](t, x, µ)(·) is

α-Hölder continuous. As a result, we have f̄(t, x, ·) ∈ C
(1,α)
b . Similarly, we have

δ2f̄

δµ2
(t, x, µ)(x̃1, x̃2) =

∫

Rd2

[

δ2f

δµ2
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1, x̃2) +

δ2F

δµ2
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1, x̃2) · ∂yΦ(t, x, µ, y)

+
δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1) · ∂y

[δΦ

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2)

]

+
δF

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2) · ∂y

[δΦ

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1)

]

+
1

2
Tr
(δ2G
δµ2

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1, x̃2) · ∂2yΦ(t, x, µ, y)
)

+
1

2
Tr
(δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2) · ∂2y
[δΦ

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2)

])

+
1

2
Tr
(δG
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃2) · ∂2y
[δΦ

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃1)

])

]

ζ t,x,µ(dy),

which implies that [δ2f̄ /δµ2](t, x, µ)(x̃1, ·) is α-Hölder continuous and f̄(t, x, ·) ∈ C
(2,α)
b .

Thus the proof is finished. �

4.2. Mollifying approximation on Wasserstein space. Due to the low regularity
assumptions on the coefficients, we need some mollification arguments for both the space
and the distribution variables. The mollification for the space variable is classical, the
main aim here is to construct smooth approximations of functions f : P2(R

d1) → R. In

particular, we show that when f ∈ C
(1,α)
b with some 0 < α 6 1 (which is only α-Hölder

continuous with respect to the Wasserstein distance and thus not Lions differentiable),
there exists a sequence of functions fn ∈ C(1,∞) (which admit 1-order Lions derivative)
such that

‖fn − f‖∞ 6 C0 n
−α, ‖∂µfn‖∞ 6 C0 n

1−α and ‖∂x̃∂µfn‖∞ 6 C0 n
2−α,

where C0 > 0 is a constant independent of n. The explicit dependence on n on the right
hand sides of the above inequalities will play an important role in determining the rate
of convergence of the multi-scales system (1.1).

Let ρ1 : R → [0, 1] and ρ2 : Rd1 → [0, 1] be two smooth radial convolution kernel
functions such that

∫

R
ρ1(r)dr =

∫

Rd1
ρ2(x)dx = 1, and for any k > 1, |∇kρ1(r)| 6 Ckρ1(r)

and |∇kρ2(x)| 6 Ckρ2(x) where Ck are positive constants. For every n > 1, let

ρn1 (r) := n2ρ1(n
2r) and ρn2 (x) := nd1ρ2(nx).
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Given a function f(t, x, µ, y), we define the mollifying approximations of f in t, x and µ
variables by

fn(t, x, µ, y) := f(·, ·, µ ∗ ρn2 , y) ∗ ρn2 ∗ ρn1

:=

∫

Rd1+1

f(t− s, x− z, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)ρn2(z)ρn1 (s)dzds, (4.12)

where µ ∗ ρn2 is defined by

µ ∗ ρn2 (·) :=
∫

·

∫

Rd1

ρn2 (x− z)µ(dz)dx. (4.13)

In particular, when f depends only on the µ-variable, we have

fn(µ) := f(µ ∗ ρn2 ),
which gives the mollifying approximation for the functions defined on Wasserstein space.
We have the following results.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that f ∈ C
α/2,α,(1,α),0
p with 0 < α 6 2 and let fn be defined by

(4.12). Then we have fn ∈ C
1,2,(1,2),0
p , and

‖fn(·, ·, ·, y)− f(·, ·, ·, y)‖∞ 6 C0 (1 + |y|p)n−α, (4.14)

‖∂xfn(·, ·, ·, y)‖∞ + ‖∂µfn(·, ·, ·, y)(·)‖∞ 6 C0 (1 + |y|p)n1−α∧1, (4.15)

and

‖∂tfn(·, ·, ·, y)‖∞+‖∂2xfn(·, ·, ·, y)‖∞+‖∂x̃∂µfn(·, ·, ·, y)(·)‖∞ 6 C0 (1 + |y|p)n2−α, (4.16)

where C0 > 0 is a constant independent of n.

Proof. The estimates concerning the derivatives of fn with respect to t and x variables
can be proved similarly as in [44, Lemma 4.1], we omit the details here. In the following,
we focus on the estimates of fn with respect to µ when 0 < α 6 1, the case 1 < α 6 2
can be proved similarly. By the definition we have

|fn(t, x, µ, y)− f(t, x, µ, y)|

6

∫

Rd1+1

|f(t− s, x− z, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)− f(t, x, µ, y)|ρn2(z)ρn1 (s)dzds

6

∫

Rd1+1

|f(t− s, x− z, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)− f(t, x, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)|ρn2(z)ρn1 (s)dzds

+ |f(t, x, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)− f(t, x, µ, y)| =: I1 + I2.

For I1, by the assumption that f ∈ C
α/2,α,(1,α),0
p , there exists a constant p > 0 such that

I1 6 C1

∫

Rd1+1

(|s|α/2 + |z|α) · (1 + |y|p)ρn2 (z)ρn1 (s)dzds

6 C1 n
−α(1 + |y|p).

As for I2, by (4.13) and (1.27), we have

I2 =
∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd1

δf

δµ
(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ ∗ ρn2 , y)(x̃)(µ ∗ ρn2 − µ)(dx̃)dθ

∣

∣

∣

37



=
∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd1

∫

Rd1

δf

δµ
(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ ∗ ρn2 , y)(x̃)ρn2 (z − x̃)µ(dz)dx̃dθ

−
∫ 1

0

∫

Rd1

δf

δµ
(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ ∗ ρn2 , y)(z)µ(dz)dθ

∣

∣

∣

6

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd1

∫

Rd1

∣

∣

∣

δf

δµ
(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ θµ ∗ ρn2 , y)(z − x̃)

− δf

δµ
(t, x, (1− θ)µ+ λµ ∗ ρn2 , y)(z)

∣

∣

∣
ρn2 (x̃)dx̃µ(dz)dθ

6 C2

∫

Rd1

|x̃|α · (1 + |y|p)ρn2 (x̃)dx̃ 6 C2 n
−α(1 + |y|p).

Combining the above computations, (4.14) is true. Furthermore, by the chain rule formula
in Lemma 3.1 we deduce that
δfn
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃) =

∫

Rd1

∫

Rd1+1

δf

δµ
(t− s, x− z, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)(z̃)ρn2 (z)ρn1 (s)dzds · ρn2 (x̃− z̃)dz̃

=

∫

Rd1+1

∫

Rd1

δf

δµ
(t− s, x− z, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)(z̃)ρn2 (x̃− z̃)ρn2 (z)ρ

n
1 (s)dz̃dzds,

which in turn implies that

|∂x̃∂µfn(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)| =
∣

∣

∣
∂2x̃
δfn
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)
∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd1+1

∫

Rd1

δf

δµ
(t− s, x− z, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)(z̃) · ∇2ρn2 (x̃− z̃)ρn2 (z)ρ

n
1 (s)dz̃dzds

∣

∣

∣

6

∫

Rd1+1

∫

Rd1

∣

∣

∣

δf

δµ
(t− s, x− z, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)(x̃− z̃)− δf

δµ
(t− s, x− z, µ ∗ ρn2 , y)(x̃)

∣

∣

∣

× |∇2ρn2 (z̃)|dz̃ · ρn2 (z)ρn1 (s)dzds

6 C3

∫

Rd1

|z̃|α · (1 + |y|p) · |∇2ρn2 (z̃)|dz̃ 6 C3 n
2−α(1 + |y|p).

Similarly, we get

|∂µfn(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)| =
∣

∣

∣
∂x̃
δfn
δµ

(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)
∣

∣

∣
6 C4 n

1−α(1 + |y|p).

Thus, the estimates (4.15) and (4.16) hold. The proof is finished. �

5. Multi-scale non-autonomous SDEs

In this section, we consider the non-autonomous multi-scale stochastic system (2.1).
Namely,







dX̂ε
t = bε(t, X̂

ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )dt + σε(t, X̂

ε
t )dW

1
t , X̂ε

0 = ξ,

dŶ ε
t =

1

ε
Fε(t, X̂

ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )dt+

1√
ε
Gε(t, X̂

ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )dW

2
t , Ŷ ε

0 = η,
(5.1)

where for every 0 < ε ≪ 1, bε : R+ × Rd1 × Rd2 → Rd1 , σε : R+ × Rd1 → Rd1 ⊗ Rd1 ,
Fε : R+ × Rd1 × Rd2 → Rd2 and Gε : R+ × Rd1 × Rd2 → Rd2 ⊗ Rd2 are measurable
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functions. The aim is to prove the strong convergence in the averaging principle as well
as the convergence of the distribution for both the slow process X̂ε

t and the fast motion

Ŷ ε
t of the system (5.1). These will play an important role below to study the asymptotic

limit for the non-linear stochastic system (1.1).
To study the asymptotic behavior of the system (5.1), our basic assumptions on the

coefficients are as follows.

(A): There exist functions b̂(t, x, y), σ̂(t, x), F̂ (t, x, y) and Ĝ(t, x, y) such that for
every fixed t ∈ R+, x ∈ Rd1 and y ∈ Rd2 ,

lim
ε→0

bε(t, x, y) = b̂(t, x, y), lim
ε→0

σε(t, x) = σ̂(t, x),

lim
ε→0

Fε(t, x, y) = F̂ (t, x, y) and lim
ε→0

Gε(t, x, y) = Ĝ(t, x, y).

Moreover, the function â = σ̂σ̂∗ and Ĝ = ĜĜ∗ are non-degenerate in the sense that
there exists constants k, ̺ > 0 such that for any t > 0, x, z1 ∈ Rd1 and y, z2 ∈ Rd2 ,

̺|z1|2 6 |σ̂∗(t, x)z1|2 and ̺(1 + |y|)−k|z2|2 6 |Ĝ∗(t, x, y)z2|2,

and for any q > 2, there exist constants Λ1,Λ2 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, 1),

2〈y, Fε(t, x, y)〉+ (q − 1)‖Gε(t, x, y)‖2 6 −Λ1|y|2 + Λ2. (5.2)

We shall show that as ε → 0, the slow component X̂ε
t in system (5.1) will converge

(both strongly and in distribution) to
¯̂
Xt which satisfies the following averaged equation:

d
¯̂
Xt =

¯̂
b(t,

¯̂
Xt)dt + σ̂(t,

¯̂
Xt)dW

1
t ,

¯̂
X0 = ξ, (5.3)

where the averaged drift coefficient is defined by

¯̂
b(t, x) :=

∫

Rd2

b̂(t, x, y)ζ̂ t,x(dy), (5.4)

and ζ̂ t,x(dy) is the unique invariant measure of the following frozen equation: for fixed
t ∈ R+ and x ∈ Rd1 ,

dŶ t,x
s = F̂ (t, x, Ŷ t,x

s )ds+ Ĝ(t, x, Ŷ t,x
s )dŴs, Ŷ t,x

0 = η, (5.5)

and Ŵs is a new standard Brownian motion. Moreover, we give explicit characterization

for the limit of the fast motion Ŷ ε
t , i.e., the distribution of Ŷ ε

t will converge to E ζ̂ t,
¯̂
Xt,

where the expectation is taken with respect to
¯̂
Xt. At the same time, we obtain rates of

convergence depending explicitly on the convergence of bε, σε, Fε and Gε to b̂, σ̂, F̂ and
Ĝ.

To shorten the notation, for every µ ∈ P2(R
d1) we denote

˜̂
ζ t,µ(dy) :=

∫

Rd1

ζ̂ t,x(dy)µ(dx). (5.6)

Fix T > 0. The following is the main result of this section.
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Theorem 5.1. Let (X̂ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t ) and

¯̂
Xt satisfy the equation (5.1) and (5.3), respectively.

Assume that (A) holds, b̂, F̂ , Ĝ ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p and σ̂ ∈ C

α/2,α
b with some 0 < α, β 6 2. Then

for every t ∈ [0, T ], we have:

(i) (strong convergence of X̂ε
t ) assume further that σ̂ ∈ C

α/2,1
b , then

E
∣

∣X̂ε
t −

¯̂
Xt

∣

∣

2
6 C1

(

εα∧1 +

∫ t

0

[

‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
+ ‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖2L∞

+ ‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞

p

]

ds

)

; (5.7)

(ii) (convergence of the distribution of X̂ε
t ) for every ϕ ∈ C

(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)),

∣

∣

∣
ϕ
(

LX̂ε
t

)

− ϕ
(

L ¯̂
Xt

)

∣

∣

∣
6 C2

(

ε
α
2 +

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖L∞ + ‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

]

ds

)

; (5.8)

(iii) (convergence of the distribution of Ŷ ε
t ) for every ψ ∈ C

(2,β)
p (P2(R

d2)),

∣

∣ψ(LŶ ε
t
)− ψ(

˜̂
ζ
t,L ¯̂

Xt)
∣

∣ 6 C2

(

ε
α
2 +

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖L∞ + ‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

]

ds

)

+ C3

(

e−
γt
ε

+
1

ε

∫ t

0

(t− s

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e−
γ(t−s)

ε

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

]

ds

)

, (5.9)

where
˜̂
ζ t,µ is defined by (5.6), C1, C2 > 0 are constants depending on T , the norms of the

coefficients and the constants in condition (A), and C3, γ > 0 are constants independent
of T .

We shall prove the strong and weak convergence results in Theorem 5.1 separately in
the following three subsections. Here, we provide the following important comments for
the above results.

Remark 5.2. (i) The explicit dependence on the convergence of bε, σε, Fε and Gε to b̂,

σ̂, F̂ and Ĝ in the estimates (5.7)-(5.9) will play an important role below in studying the
asymptotic limit for the non-autonomous approximation systems (2.4). The time-singular
terms (t − s)α/2−1 and (t − s)β/2−1 in the estimates (5.8) and (5.9) are due to the low
regularity of the test functions.
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(ii) The estimate (5.8) for the convergence of the distribution of the slow process is more
general than the weak convergence in the averaging principle of the classical multi-scale
SDEs, i.e., when bε = b̂, σε = σ̂, Fε = F̂ and Gε = Ĝ. In this case, estimate (5.8) reduces

to: for every ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)) and t ∈ [0, T ],
∣

∣ϕ
(

LX̂ε
t

)

− ϕ
(

L ¯̂
Xt

)
∣

∣ 6 C2,T ε
α
2 . (5.10)

The novelty is the low regularity assumption that ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)), which is not
Lipschitz continuous with respect to the Wasserstein distance and thus not differentiable
in the sense of Lions. This is one of the key points that why we could only require

the C
(2,α)
b -regularity on the coefficients of the non-linear system (1.1) with respect to the

distribution of the slow process. As a direct result of estimate (5.10), we have that for
every ϕ̂ ∈ Cα

b (R
d1) and t ∈ [0, T ],

∣

∣Eϕ̂(X̂ε
t )− Eϕ̂(

¯̂
Xt)
∣

∣ 6 C2,T ε
α
2 .

Existing results in the literature require at least ϕ̂ ∈ C2+α
b (Rd1) in the above estimate, see

e.g. [45].

(iii) The estimate (5.9) is, to the best of our knowledge, the first result established for
the convergence of the distribution of the fast motion even for classical multi-scale SDEs,

i.e., we have for every ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p (P2(R

d2)) and t ∈ [0, T ],

∣

∣ψ(LŶ ε
t
)− ψ(

˜̂
ζ
t,L ¯̂

Xt)
∣

∣ 6 C̃2,T ε
α
2 + C3 e

− γt
ε .

In particular, for every ψ̂ ∈ Cβ
p (R

d2), we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

Eψ̂(Ŷ ε
t )−

∫

Rd1

∫

Rd2

ψ̂(y)ζ̂ t,x(dy)L ¯̂
Xt
(dx)

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

Eψ̂(Ŷ ε
t )− E

[
∫

Rd2

ψ̂(y)ζ̂ t,
¯̂
Xt(dy)

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C̃2,T ε
α
2 + C3 e

− γt
ε .

Besides the low regularity assumption on the test function ψ, the above estimate implies

that for every t > 0, the distribution of the fast variable Ŷ ε
t will converge weakly to Eζ̂ t,

¯̂
Xt

(where the expectation is taken with respect to
¯̂
Xt) as ε → 0, and the rate of convergence

is ε
α
2
∧1 + e−

γt
ε , which is independent of the index β of the coefficients (the regularity of

the coefficients with respect to the fast motion).
Note that the constant C3 is independent of the time variable. The exponential decay

term in the rate is natural since even if the multi-scale system is not fully coupled, i.e.,
the fast motion does not depend on the slow process, we would have that for every t > 0,

∣

∣

∣

∣

Eψ̂(Ŷ ε
t )−

∫

Rd2

ψ̂(y)ζ(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C3 e
− γt

ε ,

where ζ is the unique invariant measure for the fast motion.

iv) Similar as in Remark 3.6 (iv), it can be seen that if ψ satisfies (1.21), then the
constant C3 in the estimate (5.9) can be replaced by κC3.
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5.1. Strong convergence in the averaging principle. It seems to be difficult to prove

the strong convergence of X̂ε
t to

¯̂
Xt in Theorem 5.1 (i) directly due to the low regularity

(only Hölder continuous) of the coefficients. For this reason, we shall use the Zvonkin’s

transformation as in [45, 49] to transform the equations of X̂ε
t and

¯̂
Xt into new ones.

For T > 0 and λ > 0, consider the following backward PDE on [0, T ]× R
d1 :



















∂tv(t, x) +
¯̂
b(t, x) · ∂xv(t, x) +

1

2
Tr
(

â(t, x) · ∂2xv(t, x)
)

+
¯̂
b(t, x) = λv(t, x), t ∈ [0, T ),

v(T, x) = 0,

(5.11)

where â(t, x) := σ̂σ̂∗(t, x). Under our assumptions on the coefficients and according to

Corollary 4.3, we have
¯̂
b ∈ C

α/2,α
b . Thus, there exists a unique solution v ∈ C

1+α/2,2+α
b ([0, T ]×

Rd1) to the equation (5.11), see e.g. [31, Chapter IV, Section 5]. Moreover, we have

∂xv ∈ C
(1+α)/2,1+α
b ([0, T ]× Rd1), and we can choose λ large enough such that

|∂xv(t, x)| 6
1

2
, ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R

d1 . (5.12)

Define the transformation function by

Γ(t, x) := x+ v(t, x),

and then define two new processes by

V̄t := Γ(t,
¯̂
Xt) and V̂ ε

t := Γ(t, X̂ε
t ). (5.13)

We have the following result.

Lemma 5.3. Let V̄t and V̂
ε
t be defined by (5.13). Then we have for every t ∈ [0, T ],

dV̄t = λv(t,
¯̂
Xt)dt+ ∂xΓ(t,

¯̂
Xt) · σ̂(t, ¯̂Xt)dW

1
t , V̄0 = Γ(0, ξ), (5.14)

and

dV̂ ε
t = λv(t, X̂ε

t )dt+ ∂xΓ(t, X̂
ε
t ) · σε(t, X̂ε

t )dW
1
t

+
1

2
Tr
(

[

aε(t, X̂
ε
t )− â(t, X̂ε

t )
]

· ∂2xv(t, X̂ε
t )
)

dt

+
[

bε(t, X̂
ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )−

¯̂
b(t, X̂ε

t )
]

· ∂xΓ(t, X̂ε
t )dt, V̂ ε

0 = Γ(0, ξ). (5.15)

Proof. We only proof (5.15) since the proof of (5.14) is easier and follows by the same

argument. Using Itô’s formula for v(t, X̂ε
t ), we deduce that

v(t, X̂ε
t ) = v(0, ξ) +

∫ t

0

∂xv(s, X̂
ε
s ) · σε(s, X̂ε

s )dW
1
s +

∫ t

0

(

∂sv(s, X̂
ε
s )

+ bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂xv(s, X̂ε

s ) +
1

2
Tr
(

aε(s, X̂
ε
s ) · ∂2xv(s, X̂ε

s )
)

)

ds

= v(0, ξ) +

∫ t

0

∂xv(s, X̂
ε
s ) · σε(s, X̂ε

s )dW
1
s +

∫ t

0

(

∂sv(s, X̂
ε
s )

+
¯̂
b(s, X̂ε

s ) · ∂xv(s, X̂ε
s ) +

1

2
Tr
(

â(s, X̂ε
s ) · ∂2xv(s, X̂ε

s )
)

)

ds
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+

∫ t

0

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )−

¯̂
b(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂xv(s, X̂ε
s)ds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

Tr
(

[

aε(s, X̂
ε
s )− â(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂2xv(s, X̂ε
s )
)

ds.

Since v satisfies the equation (5.11), we further have

v(t, X̂ε
t ) = v(0, ξ) +

∫ t

0

∂xv(s, X̂
ε
s ) · σε(s, X̂ε

s )dW
1
s +

∫ t

0

(

λv(s, X̂ε
s )−

¯̂
b(s, X̂ε

s )
)

ds

+

∫ t

0

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )−

¯̂
b(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂xv(s, X̂ε
s)ds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

Tr
(

[

aε(s, X̂
ε
s )− â(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂2xv(s, X̂ε
s )
)

ds.

Pulsing this with the equation for X̂ε
t , we obtain (5.15). �

Next, we derive a strong fluctuation estimate by using the technique of the Poisson
equation. Let f(t, x, y) be a function satisfying the centering condition, i.e.,

∫

Rd2

f(t, x, y)ζ̂ t,x(dy) = 0, ∀(t, x) ∈ R+ × R
d1 , (5.16)

where ζ̂ t,x(dy) is the unique invariant measure of the equation (5.5). We introduce the
following Poisson equation in Rd2 :

L̂0(t, x, y)Û(t, x, y) = −f(t, x, y), (5.17)

where (t, x) ∈ R+ ×Rd1 are regarded as parameters, and the operator L̂0 is the infinites-

imal generator of Ŷ t,x
s satisfying the equation (5.5), i.e.,

L̂0ϕ(y) := L̂0(t, x, y)ϕ(y) :=
1

2
Tr
(

Ĝ(t, x, y) · ∂2yϕ(y)
)

+ F̂ (t, x, y) · ∂yϕ(y), (5.18)

where Ĝ(t, x, y) := ĜĜ∗(t, x, y) and ϕ(y) sufficiently smooth test functions on R
d2 . The

following result gives an estimate for the fluctuations of the process f(s, X̂ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) over the

time interval [0, t].

Lemma 5.4. Assume that (A) holds, F̂ , Ĝ ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p with 0 < α, β 6 2, bε, Fε, Gε ∈ L∞

p

and σε ∈ L∞. Then for every t > 0 and f ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p satisfying (5.16), we have

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

f(s, X̂ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

6 Ct

(

εα∧1 +

∫ t

0

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p

+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p

]

ds

)

,

where Ct > 0 is a constant independent of ε and β.

Proof. By the assumptions that f ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p satisfying (5.16), F̂ , Ĝ ∈ C

α/2,α,β
p and ac-

cording to Theorem 4.1, there is a unique solution Û ∈ C
α/2,α,2+β
p to the Poisson equation
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(5.17). Let Ûn be the mollifying approximation of Û defined as in (4.12) (which does not
depend on the µ-variable here). Then by Itô’s formula, we have

Ûn(t, X̂
ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t ) = Ûn(0, ξ, η) +

∫ t

0

∂sÛn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )ds +M1

n(t) +
1√
ε
M2

n(t)

+

∫ t

0

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) +

1

2
Tr
(

aε(s, X̂
ε
s ) · ∂2xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
)

]

ds

+
1

ε

∫ t

0

[

Fε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂yÛn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) +

1

2
Tr
(

Gε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂2y Ûn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
)

]

ds,

where aε(t, x) := σεσ
∗
ε(t, x), Gε(t, x, y) := GεG

∗
ε(t, x, y), and M

1
n(t), M

2
n(t) are martingales

given by

M1
n(t) :=

∫ t

0

∂xÛn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · σε(s, X̂ε

s )dW
1
s ,

M2
n(t) :=

∫ t

0

∂yÛn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) ·Gε(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )dW

2
s .

This together with (5.17) yields that
∫ t

0

f(s, X̂ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )ds = −

∫ t

0

L̂0(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )Ûn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )ds

+

∫ t

0

L̂0(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
[

Ûn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− Û(s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )
]

ds

= ε
[

Ûn(0, ξ, η)− Ûn(t, X̂
ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )
]

+ ε

∫ t

0

∂sÛn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )ds+ εM1

n(t) +
√
εM2

n(t)

+ ε

∫ t

0

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) +

1

2
Tr
(

aε(s, X̂
ε
s ) · ∂2xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
)

]

ds

+

∫ t

0

[

Fε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− F̂ (s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )
]

· ∂yÛn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )ds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

Tr
(

[Gε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− Ĝ(s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )] · ∂2y Ûn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
)

ds

+

∫ t

0

L̂0(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
[

Ûn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− Û(s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )
]

ds. (5.19)

Taking absolute value and expectation on both sides of (5.19), we have

U(ε) := E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

f(s, X̂ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

6 Ct

[

ε2E|Ûn(0, ξ, η)|2 + ε2E|Ûn(t, X̂
ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )|2

+ ε2E|M1
n(t)|2 + εE|M2

n(t)|2
]

+ Ct ε
2

∫ t

0

E|∂sÛn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )|2ds

+ Ct ε
2
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )

44



+
1

2
Tr
(

aε(s, X̂
ε
s ) · ∂2xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
)

]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ Ct E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

[

Fε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− F̂ (s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )
]

· ∂yÛn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ Ct E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

Tr
(

[Gε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− Ĝ(s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )] · ∂2y Ûn(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ Ct E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

L̂0(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
[

Ûn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− Û(s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )
]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=:
6
∑

i=1

Ui(ε).

Note that under (5.2), we have for any q > 2,

sup
t>0

E|Ŷ ε
t |q 6 C0 (1 + E|η|q). (5.20)

Thus by Theorem 4.1 we derive that

E|Ûn(0, ξ, η)|2 + E|Ûn(t, X̂
ε
t , Ŷ

ε
t )|2 6 C1

(

1 + E|η|2p + E|Ŷ ε
t |2p

)

<∞.

At the same time, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we get

E|M2
n(t)|2 6 C1

∫ t

0

(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |4p

)

ds <∞,

and in view of (4.15),

E|M1
n(t)|2 6 C1 n

2(1−α)

∫ t

0

(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |2p

)

ds 6 C1 n
2(1−α).

Consequently, we have

U1(ε) 6 C1 (ε+ ε2n2(1−α)).

Similarly, by (4.15), (4.16), (5.20) and the assumptions that bε ∈ L∞
p and σε ∈ L∞, we

can get

U2(ε) + U3(ε) 6 C2 ε
2n2(2−α)

∫ t

0

(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |4p

)

ds 6 C3 ε
2n2(2−α).

As for U4(ε), applying Theorem 4.1 again we have

U4(ε) 6 C4

∫ t

0

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
·
(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |4p

)

ds

6 C4

∫ t

0

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
ds.

At the same time, we also have

U5(ε) 6 C5

∫ t

0

‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
·
(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |6p

)

ds

6 C5

∫ t

0

‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
ds.
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Finally, due to ∂2y Û ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p and the fact that

∂2y Ûn(t, x, y) = ∂2y Û(·, ·, y) ∗ ρn1 ∗ ρn2 ,
we derive by (4.14) that

U6(ε) 6 C6 E

(
∫ t

0

∑

ℓ=1,2

∥

∥∂ℓyÛn(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− ∂ℓyÛ(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
∥

∥

2 ·
(

1 + |Ŷ ε
s |4p

)

ds

)

6 C6 n
−2α

∫ t

0

(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |6p

)

ds 6 C6 n
−2α.

Combining the above computations, we arrive at

U(ε) 6 Ct

(

ε+ ε2n2(2−α) + n−2α

+

∫ t

0

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞

p

]

ds

)

.

Taking n = ε−1/2 we get

U(ε) 6 Ct

(

εα∧1 +

∫ t

0

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞

p

]

ds

)

.

The proof is finished. �

Now, we are in the position to give:

Proof of Theorem 5.1 (i). Taking λ large enough such that (5.12) holds and by the
definition (5.13), we obtain that for every t ∈ [0, T ],

E
∣

∣X̂ε
t −

¯̂
Xt

∣

∣

2
6 4E

∣

∣V̂ ε
t − V̄t

∣

∣

2
. (5.21)

In view of (5.14) and (5.15), we have

V̂ ε
t − V̄t =

∫ t

0

λ
[

v(s, X̂ε
s )− v(s,

¯̂
Xs)
]

ds+

∫ t

0

[

b̂(s, X̂ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )−

¯̂
b(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂xΓ(s, X̂ε
s )ds

+

∫ t

0

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− b̂(s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )
]

· ∂xΓ(s, X̂ε
s )ds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

Tr
(

[

aε(s, X̂
ε
s )− â(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂2xv(s, X̂ε
s )
)

ds

+

∫ t

0

[

∂xΓ(s, X̂
ε
s ) · σε(s, X̂ε

s )− ∂xΓ(s,
¯̂
Xs) · σ̂(s, ¯̂Xs)

]

dW 1
s .

Taking expectation from both sides of the above equality, we further have that there exists
a constant Ct > 0 such that

E
∣

∣V̂ ε
t − V̄t

∣

∣

2
6 Ct

∫ t

0

E
∣

∣v(s, X̂ε
s )− v(s,

¯̂
Xs)
∣

∣

2
ds

+ Ct E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

[

b̂(s, X̂ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )−

¯̂
b(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂xΓ(s, X̂ε
s )ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
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+ Ct

∫ t

0

E

∣

∣

∣

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− b̂(s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )
]

· ∂xΓ(s, X̂ε
s )
∣

∣

∣

2

ds

+ Ct

∫ t

0

E

∣

∣

∣
Tr
(

[

aε(s, X̂
ε
s )− â(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂2xv(s, X̂ε
s )
)
∣

∣

∣

2

ds

+ Ct

∫ t

0

E

∣

∣

∣
∂xΓ(s, X̂

ε
s ) · σε(s, X̂ε

s )− ∂xΓ(s,
¯̂
Xs) · σ̂(s, ¯̂Xs)

∣

∣

∣

2

ds =:

5
∑

i=1

Ii(ε).

Below, we estimate these terms one by one. For the first term, since v(t, ·) ∈ C2+α
b (Rd1),

we have

I1(ε) 6 C1

∫ t

0

E
∣

∣X̂ε
s −

¯̂
Xs

∣

∣

2
ds,

To control the second term, note that by the definition (5.4), the function
[

b̂(t, x, y) −
¯̂
b(t, x)

]

· ∂xΓ(t, x) satisfies the centering condition (5.16) and belongs to C
α/2,α,β
p . Thus by

Lemma 5.4 we obtain

I2(ε) 6 C2

(

εα∧1 +

∫ t

0

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞

p

]

ds

)

.

As for I3(ε), by (5.12) and the fact that ∂xΓ(t, x) = Id1 + ∂xv(t, x), we have

I3(ε) 6 C3

∫ t

0

‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
·
(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |2p

)

ds

6 C3

∫ t

0

‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
ds.

Similarly, since σε ∈ L∞ and the function ∂2xv(t, ·) ∈ Cα
b (R

d1), we get

I4(ε) 6 C4

∫ t

0

‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖2L∞ds.

Finally, by the assumption that σ̂(t, ·) ∈ C1
b (R

d1) we deduce

I5(ε) 6 C5

∫ t

0

E
∣

∣X̂ε
s −

¯̂
Xs

∣

∣

2
ds+ C5

∫ t

0

‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖2L∞ds.

Combining the above estimates and in view of (5.21), we arrive at

E
∣

∣X̂ε
t −

¯̂
Xt

∣

∣

2
6 Ct

∫ t

0

E
∣

∣X̂ε
s −

¯̂
Xs

∣

∣

2
ds + Ct ε

α∧1

+ Ct

∫ t

0

‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
ds+ Ct

∫ t

0

‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖2L∞ds

+ Ct

∫ t

0

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞

p

]

ds.

This in turn implies the desired result by Gronwall’s inequality. Thus the proof is com-
pleted. �
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5.2. Convergence of the distribution of the slow process. Fix T > 0 below. To
prove the convergence of the distribution of X̂ε

t of the form (5.8) in Theorem 5.1 (ii),
we need to establish a weak fluctuation estimate for the system (5.1) with a function

f involving the distribution of X̂ε
t . Namely, let f(t, x, µ, y) be a function satisfying the

centering condition, i.e.,
∫

Rd2

f(t, x, µ, y)ζ̂ t,x(dy) = 0, ∀(t, x, µ) ∈ R+ × R
d1 × P2(R

d1), (5.22)

where ζ̂ t,x(dy) is the unique invariant measure of the frozen equation (5.5). For simplicity,

we shall say that f ∈ C
α/2,α,(1,α),β
p,loc ([0, T )) = C

α/2,α,(1,α),β
p,loc

(

[0, T ) × Rd1 × P2(R
d1) × Rd2

)

with 0 < α 6 2 (here and below, local is regarded to the t-variable at point T ) if there
exist constants CT , p > 0 such that for 0 < α 6 1 and every 0 6 s 6 t < T ,

|f(t, x, µ, y)|+
∣

∣

∣

∣

δf

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x̃)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 CT (1 + |y|p)(T − t)(α−1)/2,

|f(t, x, µ, y)− f(s, x, µ, y)| 6 CT (1 + |y|p)(T − t)−
1
2 |t− s|α2 ,

|f(t, x1, µ, y)− f(t, x2, µ, y)|+
∣

∣

∣

∣

δf

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x1)−

δf

δµ
(t, x, µ, y)(x2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 CT (1 + |y|p)(T − t)−
1
2 |x1 − x2|α,

|f(t, x, µ, y1)− f(t, x, µ, y2)| 6 CT (1 + |y1|p + |y2|p)(T − t)(α−1)/2|y1 − y2|β.

(5.23)

Similar to Lemma 4.4, we provide the following result concerning the mollifying approxi-

mation of f ∈ C
α/2,α,(1,α),β
p,loc ([0, T )), the proof is more or less standard and thus omitted.

Lemma 5.5. Given a function f ∈ C
α/2,α,(1,α),2
p,loc ([0, T )) with 0 < α 6 2, there exists a

sequence of functions fn ∈ C
1,2,(1,2+α),2
p ([0, T )) such that for every t ∈ [0, T ),

‖∂xfn(t, ·, ·, y)‖∞ + ‖∂µfn(t, ·, ·, y)(·)‖∞ 6 CT (T − t)−1/2n1−α∧1(1 + |y|p), (5.24)

‖∂tfn(t, ·, ·, y)‖∞ + ‖∂2xfn(t, ·, ·, y)‖∞ + ‖∂x̃∂µfn(t, ·, ·, y)(·)‖∞
6 CT (T − t)−1/2n2−α(1 + |y|p), (5.25)

|fn(0, x, µ, y)|+ |fn(T, x, µ, y)| 6 n1−α∧1(1 + |y|p), (5.26)

and

|∂ℓyfn(t, x, µ, y)− ∂ℓyf(t, x, µ, y)| 6 CT (T − t)−1/2n−α(1 + |y|p), ℓ = 0, 1, 2, (5.27)

where CT > 0 is a constant independent of n.

We have the following result for the fluctuations of the process f(t, X̂ε
t ,LX̂ε

t
, Ŷ ε

t ) over

the time interval [0, T ].

Lemma 5.6. Assume that (A) holds, F̂ , Ĝ ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p with 0 < α, β 6 2, bε, Fε, Gε ∈ L∞

p

and σε ∈ L∞. Then for every f ∈ C
α/2,α,(1,α),β
p,loc ([0, T )) satisfying (5.22), we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫ T

0

f(s, X̂ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 CT

(

ε
α
2 +

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
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+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

]

ds

)

,

where CT > 0 is a constant independent of ε and β.

Proof. By the assumptions that f ∈ C
α/2,α,(1,α),β
p,loc ([0, T )) satisfying (5.22), F̂ , Ĝ ∈ C

α/2,α,β
p

and using Theorem 4.1, there is a unique solution Û ∈ C
α/2,α,(1,α),2+β
p,loc ([0, T )) to the fol-

lowing Poisson equation:

L̂0(t, x, y)Û(t, x, µ, y) = −f(t, x, µ, y), (5.28)

where (t, x, µ) ∈ [0, T )×Rd1 ×P2(R
d1) are regarded as parameters, and the operator L̂0

is defined by (5.18). Let Ûn be the mollifying approximation of Û given as in Lemma 5.5.
Then by Itô’s formula (see e.g. [4, Theorem 7.1] or [11, Proposition 2.1] ), we have

Ûn(T, X̂
ε
T ,LX̂ε

T
, Ŷ ε

T ) = Ûn(0, ξ, µ, η) +

∫ T

0

∂sÛn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )ds+M1
n(T )

+
1√
ε
M2

n(T ) +

∫ T

0

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )

+
1

2
Tr
(

aε(s, X̂
ε
s ) · ∂2xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )
)

]

ds

+

∫ T

0

Ẽ

[

bε(s,
˜̂
Xε

s ,
˜̂
Y ε
s ) · ∂µÛn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )(
˜̂
Xε

s )

+
1

2
Tr
(

aε(s,
˜̂
Xε

s ) · ∂x̃∂µÛn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )(
˜̂
Xε

s )
)

]

ds

+
1

ε

∫ T

0

[

Fε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂yÛn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )

+
1

2
Tr
(

Gε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂2y Ûn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )
)

]

ds,

where the process (
˜̂
Xε

s ,
˜̂
Y ε
s ) is a copy of the original process (X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s ) defined on a copy

(Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) of the original probability space (Ω,F ,P), and for i = 1, 2, M i
n(T ) are two

martingales defined by

M1
n(T ) :=

∫ T

0

∂xÛn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s ) · σε(s, X̂ε
s )dW

1
s ,

M2
n(T ) :=

∫ T

0

∂yÛn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s ) ·Gε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )dW

2
s .

This together with (5.28) yields that
∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

f(s, X̂ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C0

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

−L̂0(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )Ûn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C0

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

L̂0(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
[

Ûn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )− Û(s, X̂ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )
]

ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣
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6 C0 ε
[

E
∣

∣Ûn(0, ξ, µ, η)
∣

∣+ E
∣

∣Ûn(T, X̂
ε
T ,LX̂ε

T
, Ŷ ε

T )
∣

∣

]

+ C0 ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

E

[

∂sÛn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )
]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C0 ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

E

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )

+
1

2
Tr
(

aε(s, X̂
ε
s ) · ∂2xÛn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )
)

]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C0 ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

EẼ

[

bε(s,
˜̂
Xε

s ,
˜̂
Y ε
s ) · ∂µÛn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )(
˜̂
Xε

s )

+
1

2
Tr
(

aε(s,
˜̂
Xε

s ) · ∂x̃∂µÛn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )(
˜̂
Xε

s )
)

]

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C0

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

[

Fε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− F̂ (s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )
]

· ∂yÛn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C0

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

Tr
(

[Gε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− Ĝ(s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )] · ∂2y Ûn(s, X̂

ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )
)

ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C0

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

L̂0(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )
[

Ûn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )− Û(s, X̂ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )
]

ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

=:
7
∑

i=1

Vi(ε).

By estimate (5.26) in Lemma 5.5 and estimate (5.20), we derive that there exists a constant
C1 > 0 independent of n such that

V1(ε) 6 C1 n
1−α∧1ε

(

1 + E|η|p + E|Ŷ ε
T |p
)

6 C1 n
1−α∧1ε.

Similarly, by (5.24), (5.25) and the assumptions that bε ∈ L∞
p and σε ∈ L∞, we get

V2(ε) + V3(ε) + V4(ε) 6 C2 εn
2−α

∫ T

0

(T − s)−
1
2

(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |2p

)

ds

6 C2 εn
2−α.

As for V5(ε), by Theorem 4.1 and Lemma 5.5 we have

V5(ε) 6 C3

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2 ‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p

(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |2p

)

ds

6 C3

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2 ‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p
ds.

At the same time, by Gε ∈ L∞
p we deduce that

V6(ε) 6 C4

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2 ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p

(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |3p

)

ds

6 C4

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2 ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p
ds.
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Finally, using estimate (5.27) we derive that

V7(ε) 6 C5 E

(
∫ T

0

∑

ℓ=1,2

∥

∥∂ℓyÛn(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )− ∂ℓyÛ(s, X̂
ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )
∥

∥ ·
(

1 + |Ŷ ε
s |2p

)

ds

)

6 C5 n
−α

∫ T

0

(T − s)−
1
2

(

1 + E|Ŷ ε
s |3p

)

ds 6 C5 n
−α.

Combining the above computations, we arrive at
∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

f(s, X̂ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C6

(

εn1−α∧1 + εn2−α + n−α

+

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p

]

ds

)

.

Taking n = ε−1/2 we get
∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

f(s, X̂ε
s ,LX̂ε

s
, Ŷ ε

s )ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C7

(

ε
α
2

+

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p

]

ds

)

.

The proof is finished. �

In order to prove the weak convergence of X̂ε
t to

¯̂
Xt, we need to consider the following

backward Kolmogorov equation in [0, T ]× P2(R
d1):























∂tu(t, µ) +

∫

Rd1

[

¯̂
b(t, x)·∂µu(t, µ)(x)

+
1

2
Tr
(

â(t, x)·∂x(∂µu(t, µ)(x))
)

]

µ(dx) = 0, t ∈ [0, T ),

u(T, µ) = ϕ(µ),

(5.29)

where ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)) is a given function. Recall that we have
¯̂
b, σ̂ ∈ C

α/2,α
b . Accord-

ing to Theorem 3.2, there exists a unique solution u ∈ C
1+α/2,(2,2+α)
loc ([0, T )×P2(R

d1)) to
equation (5.29) which is given by

u(t, µ) = ϕ
(

L ¯̂
Xt,T (ξ)

)

, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], (5.30)

where Lξ = µ, and for 0 6 s < t, the process
¯̂
Xs,t(ξ) satisfies SDE (5.3) with initial value

ξ at time s, i.e.,

d
¯̂
Xs,t(ξ) =

¯̂
b(t,

¯̂
Xs,t(ξ))dt+ σ̂(t,

¯̂
Xs,t(ξ))dW

1
t ,

¯̂
Xs,s(ξ) = ξ.

For simplicity, we shall write
¯̂
Xt :=

¯̂
Xt(ξ) :=

¯̂
X0,t(ξ).

Now, we proceed to give:

Proof of Theorem 5.1 (ii). For every ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)), let u(t, µ) be defined by
(5.30). Then we have

u(T,LX̂ε
T
) = ϕ(LX̂ε

T
) and u(0, µ) = ϕ(L ¯̂

XT
).
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By Itô’s formula, we obtain

K (ε) := |ϕ(LX̂ε
T
)− ϕ(L ¯̂

XT
)| = |u(T,LX̂ε

T
)− u(0, µ)|

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

∂su(s,LX̂ε
s
) + bε(s, X̂

ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s ) · ∂µu(s,LX̂ε

s
)(X̂ε

s )

+
1

2
Tr
(

aε(s, X̂
ε
s ) · ∂x

(

∂µu(s,LX̂ε
s
)(X̂ε

s )
)

)

ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

.

In view of the equation (5.29), we further obtain that

K (ε) 6
1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

Tr
(

[

aε(s, X̂
ε
s )− â(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂x
(

∂µu(s,LX̂ε
s
)(X̂ε

s )
)

)

ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

[

bε(s, X̂
ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )− b̂(s, X̂ε

s , Ŷ
ε
s )
]

· ∂µu(s,LX̂ε
s
)(X̂ε

s )ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

(
∫ T

0

[

b̂(s, X̂ε
s , Ŷ

ε
s )−

¯̂
b(s, X̂ε

s )
]

· ∂µu(s,LX̂ε
s
)(X̂ε

s )ds

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

=: K1(ε) + K2(ε) + K3(ε).

According to Theorem 3.2, we have

|∂µu(t, µ)(x)| 6 C0(T − t)(α−1)/2 and
∣

∣∂x
(

∂µu(t, µ)(x)
)
∣

∣ 6 C0(T − t)α/2−1.

As a result, we have

K1(ε) 6 C1

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α
2
−1‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖L∞ds,

and

K2(ε) 6 C2

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2 ‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p
ds.

It remains to control K3(ε). Note that by the assumptions on the coefficients, the defi-

nition (5.4) and Theorem 3.2, the function
[

b̂(t, x, y)− ¯̂
b(t, x)

]

· ∂µu(t, µ)(x) satisfies the

centering condition (5.22) and belongs to C
α/2,α,(1,α),β
p,loc ([0, T )) (i.e., satisfies the estimates

in (5.23)). As a direct consequence of Lemma 5.6, we have

K3(ε) 6 CT

(

ε
α
2 +

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

]

ds

)

.

Consequently, we arrive at

K (ε) 6 CT

(

ε
α
2 +

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α
2
−1‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖L∞ds

+

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2 ‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p
ds
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+

∫ T

0

(T − s)
α−1
2

[

‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p

]

ds
)

)

,

which in turn implies the desired result. �

5.3. Limit for the distribution of the fast motion. Recall that Ŷ t,x
s satisfies the

frozen equation (5.5), ζ̂ t,x is the unique invariant measure of Ŷ t,x
s , and

˜̂
ζ t,µ is defined by

(5.6). To prove the convergence of distribution of the fast process Ŷ ε
t , we consider the

following Kolmogorov equation on R+ × P2(R
d1 × Rd2)× [0, T ]:































∂sV (s,m; t)−
∫

Rd1×Rd2

[

F̂ (t, x, y) · ∂y
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

+
1

2
Tr
(

Ĝ(t, x, y) · ∂2y
δV

δm
(s,m; t)(x, y)

)

]

m(dx, dy) = 0,

V (0, m; t) = ψ(π∗
2m)− ψ(

˜̂
ζ t,π

∗
1m),

(5.31)

where t ∈ [0, T ] is a parameter, ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p (P2(R

d2)) is a given function. Under our
assumptions and by Theorem 3.5, there exists a unique solution V (s,m; t) to the equation
(5.31) which is given by

V (s,m; t) := ψ
(

LŶ t,ξ
s (η)

)

− ψ
( ˜̂
ζ t,µ
)

, (5.32)

where m = L(ξ,η), µ = π∗
1m = Lξ and Ŷ t,ξ

s = Ŷ t,ξ
s (η) satisfies the following equation: for

t ∈ [0, T ],

dŶ t,ξ
s = F̂ (t, ξ, Ŷ t,ξ

s )ds+ Ĝ(t, ξ, Ŷ t,ξ
s )dŴ 2

s , Ŷ t,ξ
0 = η.

Moreover, we have by Lemma 3.7 that there exist constants C0, γ > 0 such that for any
s > 0, t ∈ [0, T ] and V(y) = 1 + |y|p with p > 1,

ρV(LŶ t,ξ
s (η),

˜̂
ζ t,µ) 6 C0 e

−γs, (5.33)

where ρV is defined by (1.19).
Now, we proceed to give:

Proof of Theorem 5.1 (iii). For every t > 0 and ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p , we write

J (ε) :=
∣

∣

∣
ψ
(

LŶ ε
t

)

− ψ
( ˜̂
ζ
t,L ¯̂

Xt

)

∣

∣

∣

6

∣

∣

∣
ψ
( ˜̂
ζ
t,L

X̂ε
t

)

− ψ
( ˜̂
ζ
t,L ¯̂

Xt

)

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
ψ
(

LŶ 0,ξ
t/ε

(η)

)

− ψ
( ˜̂
ζ0,µ
)

∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣
ψ
(

LŶ ε
t

)

− ψ
( ˜̂
ζ
t,L

X̂ε
t

)

− ψ
(

LŶ 0,ξ
t/ε

(η)

)

+ ψ
( ˜̂
ζ0,µ
)

∣

∣

∣
=:

3
∑

i=1

Ji(ε),

where ξ and η are the initial value of X̂ε
t and Ŷ ε

t respectively, and Lξ = µ. We proceed
to control each term separately.

i) (Control of the first term) For every µ ∈ P2(R
d1), we let

ψ̃(t, µ) := ψ
( ˜̂
ζ t,µ
)

,
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where
˜̂
ζ t,µ is defined by (5.6). Then for every t > 0, by the chain rule formula in Lemma

3.1 we have

δψ̃

δµ
(t, µ)(x) =

∫

Rd2

δψ

δν

( ˜̂
ζ t,µ
)

(y1)ζ̂
t,x(dy1)

and

δ2ψ̃

δµ2
(t, µ)(x, x̃) =

∫

Rd2

∫

Rd2

δ2ψ

δν2
( ˜̂
ζ t,ν
)

(y1, y2)ζ̂
t,x(dy1)ζ̂

t,x̃(dy2).

These together with ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p imply that ψ̃(t, ·) ∈ C

(2,0)
b . Furthermore, by Corollary

4.3 (see also [44, Lemma 3.2]), we have that ψ̃(t, ·) ∈ C
(2,α)
b . As a direct result of the

convergence of the distribution for the slow process obtained in (5.8), we deduce that for
every fixed t > 0,

J1(ε) =
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃
(

t,LX̂ε
t

)

− ψ̃
(

t,L ¯̂
Xt

)

∣

∣

∣

6 C1

(

ε
α
2 +

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
+ ‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖L∞

+ ‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖L∞

p

]

ds

)

,

where C1 > 0 is a constant depending on T .

ii) (Control of the second term) For the second term J2(ε), by (1.27) and the assumption

that ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p , we have

J2(ε) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

∫

Rd2

δψ

δν

(

˜̂
ζ0,µ + θ

(

LŶ 0,ξ
t/ε

(η) −
˜̂
ζ0,µ
)

)

(y)
(

LŶ 0,ξ
t/ε

(η) −
˜̂
ζ0,µ
)

(dy)dθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C2

∫

Rd2

(

1 + V(y)
)
∣

∣LŶ 0,ξ
t/ε

(η) −
˜̂
ζ0,µ
∣

∣(dy) 6 C2 · ρV
(

LŶ 0,ξ
t/ε

(η),
˜̂
ζ0,µ
)

.

Consequently, using (5.33) with s = t/ε we get

J2(ε) 6 C3 e
− γt

ε ,

where C3 > 0 is a constant independ of t ∈ [0, T ].

iii) (Control of the third term) To control the last term, let V (s,m; t) be defined by (5.32),
and for T > s, define

Ṽ (s,m; t) = V (T − s,m; t).

Then we have

Ṽ (T,m; t) = V (0, m; t) = ψ(π∗
2m)− ψ

( ˜̂
ζ t,π

∗
1m
)

,

Ṽ (0, m; 0) = V (T,m; 0) = ψ
(

LŶ 0,ξ
T (η)

)

− ψ
( ˜̂
ζ0,µ
)

.

As a result, taking T = t/ε we arrive at

J3(ε) =
∣

∣

∣
Ṽ
( t

ε
,L(X̂ε

t ,Ŷ
ε
t ); t

)

− Ṽ (0,L(ξ,η); 0)
∣

∣

∣
.
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Due to the low regularity of the function Ṽ with respect to m and t variables, we define
the mollifying approximation Ṽn by (4.12), i.e.,

Ṽn(s,m; t) = Ṽ (s,m ∗ ρn2 ; ·) ∗ ρn1 ,
where

m ∗ ρn2 (·) :=
∫

·

∫

Rd1

ρn2 (x− x̃)m(dx̃, dy)dx.

Then by Lemma 4.4 we have

J3(ε) 6
∣

∣

∣
Ṽn

( t

ε
,L(X̂ε

t ,Ŷ
ε
t ); t

)

− Ṽ
( t

ε
,L(X̂ε

t ,Ŷ
ε
t ); t

)
∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣Ṽn(0,L(ξ,η); 0)− Ṽ (0,L(ξ,η); 0)
∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣
Ṽn

( t

ε
,L(X̂ε

t ,Ŷ
ε
t ); t

)

− Ṽn(0,L(ξ,η); 0)
∣

∣

∣

6 C3 n
−α +

∣

∣

∣
Ṽn

( t

ε
,L(X̂ε

t ,Ŷ
ε
t ); t

)

− Ṽn(0,L(ξ,η); 0)
∣

∣

∣
. (5.34)

Using Itô’s formula for the system (5.1), we deduce that

J̃3(ε) : =
∣

∣

∣
Ṽn

( t

ε
,L(X̂ε

t ,Ŷ
ε
t ); t

)

− Ṽn(0,L(ξ,η); 0)
∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

ε

∫ t

0

∂sṼn

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

dr +

∫ t

0

∂tṼn

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

dr

+
1

ε

∫ t

0

E

[

Fε(r, X̂
ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r ) · ∂y

δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )

+
1

2
Tr
(

Gε(r, X̂
ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r ) · ∂2y

δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
)]

dr

+

∫ t

0

E

[

bε(r, X̂
ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r ) · ∂x

δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )

+
1

2
Tr
(

aε(r, X̂
ε
r ) · ∂2x

δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
)]

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

This together with the equation (5.31) implies that

J̃3(ε) 6

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

ε

∫ t

0

[

∂sṼn

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

− ∂sṼ
(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)]

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

ε

∫ t

0

E

[

Fε(r, X̂
ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r ) ·

(

∂y
δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )

− ∂y
δṼ

δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
)]

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2ε

∫ t

0

E

[

Tr
(

Gε(r, X̂
ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r ) ·

(

∂2y
δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )

− ∂2y
δṼ

δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
))]

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣
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+

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

ε

∫ t

0

E

[

[

Fε(r, X̂
ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )− F̂ (r, X̂ε

r , Ŷ
ε
r )
]

· ∂y
δṼ

δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
]

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2ε

∫ t

0

E

[

Tr
(

[

Gε(r, X̂
ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )− Ĝ(r, X̂ε

r , Ŷ
ε
r )
]

· ∂2y
δṼ

δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
)]

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

E

[

bε(r, X̂
ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r ) · ∂x

δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )

+
1

2
Tr
(

aε(r, X̂
ε
r ) · ∂2x

δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
)]

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∂tṼn

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

=:

7
∑

i=1

J̃3,i(ε).

For the first term, we have by the second estimate in (3.21) and estimate (4.14) in Lemma
4.4 that

J̃3,1(ε) 6 C4 n
−α · 1

ε

∫ t

0

(t− r

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e−γ t−r
ε dr 6 C4 n

−α.

Similarly, by the last two estimates in (3.20) and (3.21), and using estimate (4.14) in
Lemma 4.4 again, we have

J̃3,2(ε) 6 C5
1

ε

∫ t

0

E

[

∣

∣

∣
∂y
δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )

− ∂y
δṼ

δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
∣

∣

∣
·
(

1 + |Ŷ ε
r |p
)

]

dr

6 C5 n
−α · 1

ε

∫ t

0

(t− r

ε

)
β−1
2 · e−γ t−r

ε dr 6 C5 n
−α,

and

J̃3,3(ε) 6 C6
1

ε

∫ t

0

E

[

∣

∣

∣
∂2y
δṼn
δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )

− ∂2y
δṼ

δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
∣

∣

∣

(

1 + |Ŷ ε
r |2p

)

]

dr

6 C6 n
−α · 1

ε

∫ t

0

(t− r

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e−γ t−r
ε dr 6 C6 n

−α.

To control the forth and fifth terms, we use the estimates (3.18) and (3.19) to deduce that

J̃3,4(ε) 6 C7
1

ε

∫ t

0

∥

∥Fε(r, ·, ·)− F̂ (r, ·, ·)
∥

∥

L∞
p

· E
[
∣

∣

∣
∂y
δṼ

δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
∣

∣

∣

(

1 + |Ŷ ε
r |p
)

]

dr
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6 C7
1

ε

∫ t

0

‖Fε(r, ·, ·)− F̂ (r, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
·
(t− r

ε

)
β−1
2 · e− γ(t−r)

ε dr,

and

J̃3,5(ε) 6 C8
1

ε

∫ t

0

∥

∥Gε(r, ·, ·)− Ĝ(r, ·, ·)
∥

∥

L∞
p

· E
[
∣

∣

∣
∂2y
δṼ

δm

(r

ε
,L(X̂ε

r ,Ŷ
ε
r ); r

)

(X̂ε
r , Ŷ

ε
r )
∣

∣

∣

(

1 + |Ŷ ε
r |2p

)

]

dr

6 C8
1

ε

∫ t

0

‖Gε(r, ·, ·)− Ĝ(r, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
·
(t− r

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e−
γ(t−r)

ε dr.

Finally, by the first estimate in (3.20), the first estimate in (3.21) and using estimate
(4.16) in Lemma 4.4, we have

J̃3,6(ε) + J̃3,7(ε) 6 C9 n
2−α

∫ t

0

e−
t−r
ε dr 6 C9 ε n

2−α,

In addition, one can check that the above constants Ci, i = 4, · · · , 9 are independent of
t ∈ [0, T ]. Taking the above computations back into (5.34), we arrive at

J3(ε) 6 Ĉ3

(

n−α + ε n2−α +
1

ε

∫ t

0

‖Fε(r, ·, ·)− F̂ (r, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
·
(t− r

ε

)
β−1
2 · e−

γ(t−r)
ε dr

+
1

ε

∫ t

0

‖Gε(r, ·, ·)− Ĝ(r, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
·
(t− r

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e−
γ(t−r)

ε dr

)

.

Choosing n = ε−1/2 we obtain

J3(ε) 6 Ĉ3

(

ε
α
2 +

1

ε

∫ t

0

‖Fε(r, ·, ·)− F̂ (r, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
·
(t− r

ε

)
β−1
2 · e−

γ(t−r)
ε dr

+
1

ε

∫ t

0

‖Gε(r, ·, ·)− Ĝ(r, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
·
(t− r

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e−
γ(t−r)

ε dr

)

.

Combining the estimates in i)-iii), the proof is finished. �

6. Multi-scale non-linear stochastic systems

Throughout this section, we assume that the assumptions in Theorem 1.3 hold. We
shall first study the asymptotic behavior of the non-autonomous approximation systems
(2.4) in subsection 6.1. Then, we seek the limit for the averaged systems to derive the
limits for the distributions of the slow process and fast motion of the non-linear system
(1.1) in subsection 6.2. Finally, we show in subsection 6.3 that the strong convergence in
the averaging principle for the system (1.1) follows directly from the convergence of the
distributions of the slow and fast processes.
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6.1. The non-autonomous approximation systems. To study the asymptotic be-
havior for the non-linear system (1.1), we consider the non-autonomous approximation
systems in (2.3). Namely, for every t > 0 and ε > 0,

X0,ε
t := ξ and Y 0,ε

t := η,

and for n > 1,


































dXn,ε
t = b

(

Xn,ε
t ,LXn−1,ε

t
, Y n,ε

t ,LY n−1,ε
t

)

dt

+ σ
(

Xn,ε
t ,LXn−1,ε

t
,LY n−1,ε

t

)

dW 1
t , Xn,ε

0 = ξ,

dY n,ε
t =

1

ε
F
(

Xn,ε
t ,LXn−1,ε

t
, Y n,ε

t ,LY n−1,ε
t

)

dt

+
1√
ε
G
(

Xn,ε
t ,LXn−1,ε

t
, Y n,ε

t ,LY n−1,ε
t

)

dW 2
t , Y n,ε

0 = η.

(6.1)

Each approximation system is a linear one since the distributions appearing in the coef-
ficients are not LXn,ε

t
and LY n,ε

t
but rather LXn−1,ε

t
and LY n−1,ε

t
, i.e., the distributions of

the solutions of the approximations at the previous step. As stated in Section 2, for every
n > 1, we define

bn,ε(t, x, y) := b
(

x,LXn−1,ε
t

, y,LY n−1,ε
t

)

, σn,ε(t, x) := σ
(

x,LXn−1,ε
t

,LY n−1,ε
t

)

and

Fn,ε(t, x, y) := F
(

x,LXn−1,ε
t

, y,LY n−1,ε
t

)

, Gn,ε(t, x, y) := G
(

x,LXn−1,ε
t

, y,LY n−1,ε
t

)

.

Then, each of the approximation system (6.1) can be viewed as a non-autonomous system
of the form (5.1), i.e.,







dXn,ε
t = bn,ε(t, X

n,ε
t , Y n,ε

t )dt + σn,ε(t, X
n,ε
t )dW 1

t , Xn,ε
0 = ξ,

dY n,ε
t =

1

ε
Fn,ε(t, X

n,ε
t , Y n,ε

t )dt +
1√
ε
Gn,ε(t, X

n,ε
t , Y n,ε

t )dW 2
t , Y n,ε

0 = η.
(6.2)

Therefore, by Theorem 5.1, we have the following result for the approximation systems
(6.2). For consistency, for every t > 0 and x ∈ Rd1 , we denote

X̄0
t ≡ ξ and ζ t,x0 := Lη.

Theorem 6.1. For every n > 1, let (Xn,ε
t , Y n,ε

t ) satisfy the system (6.2). Assume that

(H1) and (H2) hold, b, F,G ∈ C
α,(2,α),β,(2,β)
p and σ ∈ C

α,(2,α),(2,β)
p with 0 < α, β 6 2. Then

we have for every t ∈ [0, T ] and ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (P2(R

d1)),
∣

∣ϕ(LXn,ε
t
)− ϕ(LX̄n

t
)
∣

∣ 6 CT ε
α
2 , (6.3)

and for every ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p (P2(R

d2)),
∣

∣

∣
ψ(LY n,ε

t
)− ψ

(

∫

Rd1

ζ t,xn LX̄n
t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣
6 C̃T ε

α
2 + C0 e

−
γ0t
ε , (6.4)

where CT , C̃T , C0 > 0 and γ0 > 0 are constants independent of n and ε, and X̄n
t satisfies

the following averaged equation:

dX̄n
t = b̄n(t, X̄

n
t )dt+ σn(t, X̄

n
t )dW

1
t , X̄n

0 = ξ, (6.5)
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where the averaged drift coefficient is given by

b̄n(t, x) :=

∫

Rd2

bn(t, x, y)ζ
t,x
n (dy), (6.6)

and bn and σn are defined recursively by

bn(t, x, y) := b
(

x,LX̄n−1
t

, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ t,x̃n−1LX̄n−1
t

(dx̃)
)

,

σn(t, x) := σ
(

x,LX̄n−1
t

,

∫

Rd1

ζ t,x̃n−1LX̄n−1
t

(dx̃)
)

,

(6.7)

and ζ t,xn (dy) is the unique invariant measure of the frozen equation

dY n,(t,x)
s = Fn(t, x, Y

n,(t,x)
s )ds+Gn(t, x, Y

n,(t,x)
s )dW̃s, (6.8)

where (t, x) are parameters, W̃s is a standard Brownian motion and Fn and Gn are defined
recursively by

Fn(t, x, y) := F
(

x,LX̄n−1
t

, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ t,x̃n−1LX̄n−1
t

(dx̃)
)

,

Gn(t, x, y) := G
(

x,LX̄n−1
t

, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ t,x̃n−1LX̄n−1
t

(dx̃)
)

.

(6.9)

Proof. For clarity, we divide the proof into the following steps.

i) For n = 1, note that we have

b1,ε(t, x, y) = b(x,Lξ, y,Lη) = b1(t, x, y), σ1,ε(t, x) = σ(x,Lξ,Lη) = σ1(t, x),

and

F1,ε(t, x, y) = F (x,Lξ, y,Lη) = F1(t, x, y),

G1,ε(t, x, y) = G(x,Lξ, y,Lη) = G1(t, x, y),

which are independent of t and ε. Thus the system (6.2) reduces to the following classical
autonomous multi-scale SDE:







dX1,ε
t = b

(

X1,ε
t ,Lξ, Y

1,ε
t ,Lη

)

dt + σ
(

X1,ε
t ,Lξ,Lη

)

dW 1
t , X1,ε

0 = ξ,

dY 1,ε
t =

1

ε
F
(

X1,ε
t ,Lξ, Y

1,ε
t ,Lη

)

dt+
1√
ε
G
(

X1,ε
t ,Lξ, Y

1,ε
t ,Lη

)

dW 2
t , Y 1,ε

0 = η.

Since the coefficients satisfy the conditions in Theorem 5.1, as a direct consequence we
have that

∣

∣ϕ(LX1,ε
t
)− ϕ(LX̄1

t
)
∣

∣ 6 C2 ε
α
2 =: C1(t, ε),

∣

∣

∣
ψ(LY 1,ε

t
)− ψ

(

∫

Rd1

ζ t,x1 LX̄1
t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣
6 C2 ε

α
2 + C3 e

− γt
ε =: C1(t, ε) + Ĉ1(t, ε),

(6.10)

where X̄1
t satisfies the following averaged equation:

dX̄1
t = b̄1(X̄

1
t )dt+ σ1(X̄

1
t )dW

1
t , X̄1

0 = ξ, (6.11)

with

b̄1(x) =

∫

Rd2

b(x,Lξ, y,Lη)ζ
x
1 (dy), σ1(x) = σ(x,Lξ,Lη),
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and ζx1 (dy) is the unique invariant measure of the frozen equation

dY 1,x
s = F (x,Lξ, Y

1,x
s ,Lη)ds+G(x,Lξ, Y

1,x
s ,Lη)dW̃s. (6.12)

We remark that the constants C2, C3 and γ > 0 can be taken as the same as those in
Theorem 5.1.

ii) For n = 2, by the definitions (6.7) and (6.9), we have

b2(t, x, y) = b
(

x,LX̄1
t
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t
(dx̃)

)

,

σ2(t, x) = σ
(

x,LX̄1
t
,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t
(dx̃)

)

,

F2(t, x, y) = F
(

x,LX̄1
t
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t
(dx̃)

)

,

G2(t, x, y) = G
(

x,LX̄1
t
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t
(dx̃)

)

.

By the assumptions on the coefficients, taking ϕ(·) = b(x, ·, y, ν) and ψ(·) = b(x, µ, y, ·)
in (6.10), and arguing as in the proof of (6.10) we obtain that

|b2,ε(t, x, y)− b2(t, x, y)| =
∣

∣

∣
b
(

x,LX1,ε
t
, y,LY 1,ε

t

)

− b
(

x,LX̄1
t
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t
(dx̃)

)∣

∣

∣

6 C0(1 + |y|p)
[

2C1(t, ε) + Ĉ1(t, ε)
]

.

This in turn implies that

‖b2,ε(t, ·, ·)− b2(t, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
6 C0

[

2C1(t, ε) + Ĉ1(t, ε)
]

.

Similarly, we can deduce that

‖σ2,ε(t, ·)− σ2(t, ·)‖L∞ 6 C0

[

2C1(t, ε) + Ĉ1(t, ε)
]

,

‖F2,ε(t, ·, ·)− F2(t, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
6 C0

[

2C1(t, ε) + κ Ĉ1(t, ε)
]

,

‖G2,ε(t, ·, ·)−G2(t, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
6 C0

[

2C1(t, ε) + κ Ĉ1(t, ε)
]

,

where κ is the constant in (1.21) (see Remark 5.2 (iv)). Furthermore, we can derive that
b2(t, ·, ·), F2(t, ·, ·), G2(t, ·, ·) ∈ Cα,β

p and σ2(t, ·) ∈ Cα
b . Meanwhile, by (1.27) we have that

for every t1, t2 > 0,

|b2(t1, x, y)− b2(t2, x, y)|

=
∣

∣

∣
b
(

x,LX̄1
t1
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t1
(dx̃)

)

− b
(

x,LX̄1
t2
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t2
(dx̃)

)
∣

∣

∣

6 C0(1 + |y|p)W2(LX̄1
t1
,LX̄1

t2
)α 6 C0(1 + |y|p)|t1 − t2|

α
2 ,

and

|σ2(t1, x)− σ2(t2, x)|+ |F2(t1, x, y)− F2(t2, x, y)|
+ |G2(t1, x, y)−G2(t2, x, y)| 6 C0(1 + |y|p)|t1 − t2|

α
2 .
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Consequently, using Theorem 5.1 again we have

∣

∣ϕ(LX2,ε
t
)− ϕ(LX̄2

t
)
∣

∣ 6 C2 ε
α
2 + C2

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

‖b2,ε(s, ·, ·)− b2(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖σ2,ε(s, ·)− σ2(s, ·)‖L∞ + ‖F2,ε(s, ·, ·)− F2(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖G2,ε(s, ·, ·)−G2(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

]

ds

6 C2 ε
α
2 + 2C0C2

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

2C1(s, ε) + Ĉ1(s, ε)
]

ds

+ 2C0C2

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

2C1(s, ε) + κ Ĉ1(s, ε)
]

ds

=: C2(t, ε),

and
∣

∣

∣
ψ(LY 2,ε

t
)− ψ

(

∫

Rd1

ζ t,x2 LX̄2
t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣

6 C2(t, ε) + C3 e
− γt

ε +
C3

ε

∫ t

0

(t− s

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e−
γ(t−s)

ε

[

‖F2,ε(s, ·, ·)− F2(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖G2,ε(s, ·, ·)−G2(s, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

]

ds

6 C2(t, ε) + C3 e
− γt

ε +
2C0C3

ε

∫ t

0

(t− s

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e− γ(t−s)
ε ·

[

2C1(s, ε) + κ Ĉ1(s, ε)
]

ds

=: C2(t, ε) + Ĉ2(t, ε),

where X̄2
t satisfies the averaged equation (6.5) with n = 2, and ζ t,x2 is the invariant measure

for the frozen equation (6.8) with n = 2.

iii) For n > 2, we assume that the following estimates hold:
∣

∣ϕ(LXn,ε
t
)− ϕ(LX̄n

t
)
∣

∣ 6 Cn(t, ε), (6.13)

and
∣

∣

∣
ψ(LY n,ε

t
)− ψ

(

∫

Rd1

ζ t,xn LX̄n
t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣
6 Cn(t, ε) + Ĉn(t, ε), (6.14)

where Cn(t, ε) and Ĉn(t, ε) are defined recursively by

Cn(t, ε) := C2 ε
α
2 + 2C0C2

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

2Cn−1(s, ε) + Ĉn−1(s, ε)
]

ds

+ 2C0C2

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

2Cn−1(s, ε) + κ Ĉn−1(s, ε)
]

ds, (6.15)

Ĉn(t, ε) := C3 e
− γt

ε

+
2C0C3

ε

∫ t

0

(t− s

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e−
γ(t−s)

ε ·
[

2Cn−1(s, ε) + κ Ĉn−1(s, ε)
]

ds. (6.16)
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Then we can deduce that

|bn+1,ε(t, x, y)− bn+1(t, x, y)|

=
∣

∣

∣
b
(

x,LXn,ε
t
, y,LY n,ε

t

)

− b
(

x,LX̄n
t
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ t,x̃n LX̄n
t
(dx̃)

)
∣

∣

∣

6 C0(1 + |y|p)
[

2Cn(t, ε) + Ĉn(t, ε)
]

,

and

|bn+1(t1, x, y)− bn+1(t2, x, y)|

=
∣

∣

∣
b
(

x,LX̄n
t1
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ t1,x̃n LX̄n
t1
(dx̃)

)

− b
(

x,LX̄n
t2
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ t2,x̃n LX̄n
t2
(dx̃)

)
∣

∣

∣

6 C0(1 + |y|p)|t1 − t2|
α
2 .

The same conclusions hold for the other coefficients. Using the similar argument as the
proof for n = 2 and by Theorem 5.1, we can get that

∣

∣ϕ(LXn+1,ε
t

)− ϕ(LX̄n+1
t

)
∣

∣ 6 C2 ε
α
2

+ 2C0C2

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

2Cn(s, ε) + Ĉn(s, ε)
]

ds

+ 2C0C2

∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

2Cn(s, ε) + κ Ĉn(s, ε)
]

ds = Cn+1(t, ε),

and
∣

∣

∣
ψ(LY n+1,ε

t
)− ψ

(

∫

Rd1

ζ t,xn+1LX̄n+1
t

(dx)
)
∣

∣

∣

6 Cn+1(t, ε) + C3 e
− γt

ε +
2C0C3

ε

∫ t

0

(t− s

ε

)
β
2
−1

× e−
γ(t−s)

ε ·
[

2Cn(s, ε) + κ Ĉn(s, ε)
]

ds = Cn+1(t, ε) + Ĉn+1(t, ε),

which in turn imply that the estimates (6.13) and (6.14) hold for n+ 1.

iv) It remains to provide the uniform control of the constants Cn(t, ε) and Ĉn(t, ε) in
estimates (6.13) and (6.14) with respect to n > 1. We have the following claim:

Claim: There exist a sufficiently small t0 > 0 and constants Σ0, Σ̃0 > 0 (depending
on t0) and Σ1 > 0, 0 < γ0 < γ (independent of t0) such that for every t ∈ [0, t0]
and n > 1,

Cn(t, ε) 6 Σ0 ε
α
2

and

Ĉn(t, ε) 6 Σ̃0 ε
α
2 + Σ1 e

−
γ0t
ε .

Once these two estimates are proved, we can get that the estimates (6.3) and (6.4) hold
for t ∈ [0, t0]. Since the system (6.2) are classical SDE and t0 does not depend on the
initial condition, we can repeat the above argument on the interval [t0, 2t0] and iterate up
to any finite time interval [0, T ] as in [49]. The proof can be finished.
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Proof of the Claim: Let us define

hn(t, ε) := 2Cn(t, ε) + κ Ĉn(t, ε).

Pulsing (6.15) and (6.16), we have

hn(t, ε) = 2C2 ε
α
2 + κC3 e

− γt
ε +

[4C0C2

κ
+ 4C0C2

]

·
∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 · hn−1(s, ε)ds

+
2C0κC3

ε

∫ t

0

(t− s

ε

)
β
2
−1

· e− γ(t−s)
ε · hn−1(s, ε)ds.

Taking κ small enough such that κC3 < γ and by induction, we can deduce that there
exist small t0 > 0 and 0 < λ0 < γ such that for every n > 1,

hn(t, ε) 6 Σ̂0 ε
α
2 + Σ̂1 e

−
γ0t
ε .

where Σ̂1 > 0 is a constant independent of t0. Taking this back into the definitions (6.15)
and (6.16), we deduce that

Cn(t, ε) 6 C2 ε
α
2 +

[2C0C2

κ
+ 2C0C2

]

·
∫ t

0

(t− s)
α
2
−1 ·

[

Σ̂0 ε
α
2 + Σ̂1 e

−
γ0s
ε

]

ds

6 C2 ε
α
2 +

[2C0C2

κ
+ 2C0C2

]

· 2
α
· Σ̂0 t

α
2 ε

α
2 +

[2C0C2

κ
+ 2C0C2

]

· Σ̂1C̃ε
α
2 ,

and

Ĉn(t, ε) 6 C3 e
− γt

ε +
2C0C3

ε

∫ t

0

(t− s

ε

)
β
2
−1

e−
γ(t−s)

ε

[

Σ̂0 ε
α
2
∧1 + Σ̂1 e

−
γ0t
ε

]

ds

6 C3 e
− γt

ε + 2C0C3Σ̂0γ
−β

2Γ
(β

2

)

ε
α
2 + 2C0C3Σ̂1(γ − γ0)

−β
2Γ
(β

2

)

ε−
γ0t
ε ,

which in turn imply the desired results. �

It is not easy to seek the limit of the non-linear system (1.1) directly from the averaged
equation (6.5) and the frozen equation (6.8). Below, we provide an alternative form of
formulation for the averaged approximation systems, which shall be used to derive the
limit as n→ ∞. For simplicity, given a sequence of {µn}n>1, we define

ζ
x,µ−1

0 = Lη and ζx,µ0

1 = ζx1 ,

where ζx1 is the invariant measure of the system (6.12). Let ζx,µn−1
n (dy) be the unique

invariant measure for the following frozen equation:

dY n,(x,µn−1)
s = F

(

x, µn−1, Y
n,(x,µn−1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

ds

+G
(

x, µn−1, Y
n,(x,µn−1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

dW̃s, (6.17)

where W̃s is a standard Brownian motion, and for x ∈ R
d1 , define

b̄n(x, µn−1) :=

∫

Rd2

b
(

x, µn−1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

ζx,µn−1
n (dy),

σ̄n(x, µn−1) := σ
(

x, µn−1,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

.
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We have the following result.

Corollary 6.2. For the averaged approximation systems (6.5), we have for every n > 1,

dX̄n
t = b̄n(X̄

n
t ,LX̄n−1

t
)dt+ σ̄n(X̄

n
t ,LX̄n−1

t
)dW 1

t , X̄n
0 = ξ, (6.18)

and for every t ∈ [0, T ] and ψ ∈ C
(2,β)
p (P2(R

d2)),
∣

∣

∣
ψ(LY n,ε

t
)− ψ

(

∫

Rd1

ζ
x,L

X̄
n−1
t

n LX̄n
t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣
6 C̃T ε

α
2 + C0 e

−
γ0t
ε , (6.19)

where ζx,µn−1
n is the unique invariant measure of (6.17) with µn−1 := LX̄n−1

t
.

Proof. For n = 1, it is easy to see that the conclusions are true by (6.11) and (6.12).
Applying (6.7) and (6.9) in Theorem 6.1, we have

b2(t, x, y) = b
(

x,LX̄1
t
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t
(dx̃)

)

= b
(

x, µ1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µ0
1 µ1(dx̃)

)

,

σ2(t, x) = σ
(

x,LX̄1
t
,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t
(dx̃)

)

= σ
(

x, µ1,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µ0
1 µ1(dx̃)

)

,

F2(t, x, y) = F
(

x,LX̄1
t
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t
(dx̃)

)

= F
(

x, µ1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µ0

1 µ1(dx̃)
)

,

and

G2(t, x, y) = G
(

x,LX̄1
t
, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃1LX̄1
t
(dx̃)

)

= G
(

x, µ1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µ0

1 µ1(dx̃)
)

.

Consequently, the frozen equation (6.8) with n = 2 can be rewritten as

dY 2,(x,µ1)
s = F

(

x, µ1, Y
2,(x,µ1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µ0

1 µ1(dx̃)
)

ds

+G
(

x, µ1, Y
2,(x,µ1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µ0

1 µ1(dx̃)
)

dW̃s,

and the corresponding invariant measure ζ t,x2 equals to ζx,µ1
2 with µ1 = LX̄1

t
. These

together with (6.6) yield that

b̄2(t, x) =

∫

Rd2

b
(

x, µ1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µ0

1 µ1(dx̃)
)

ζx,µ1

2 (dy) = b̄2(x, µ1),

and

σ2(t, x) = σ
(

x, µ1,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µ0

1 µ1(dx̃)
)

= σ̄2(x, µ1),

which in turn implies that the averaged equation (6.18) with n = 2 holds. In addition,
by the estimate (6.4) we arrive at

∣

∣

∣
ψ(LY 2,ε

t
)− ψ

(

∫

Rd1

ζ
x,L

X̄1
t

2 LX̄2
t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣
6 C̃T ε

α
2 + C0 e

−
λ0t
ε .
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Assume that the averaged equation (6.18), the estimate (6.19) and the frozen equation
(6.17) hold for n− 1 > 2, then we have

bn(t, x, y) = b
(

x, µn−1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

,

σn(t, x) = σ
(

x, µn−1,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

,

Fn(t, x, y) = F
(

x, µn−1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

,

Gn(t, x, y) = G
(

x, µn−1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

.

Similarly, the frozen equation (6.8) can be rewritten as

dY n,(x,µn−1)
s = F

(

x, µn−1, Y
n,(x,µn−1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

ds

+G
(

x, µn−1, Y
n,(x,µn−1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

dW̃s,

that is, (6.17) holds for given n. Moreover, the corresponding invariant measure ζ t,xn equals
to ζx,µn−1

n , and

b̄n(t, x) =

∫

Rd2

b
(

x, µn−1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

ζx,µn−1
n (dy) = b̄n(x, µn−1),

σn(t, x) = σ
(

x, µn−1,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

= σ̄n(x, µn−1).

As a result, the averaged equation (6.18) and the estimate (6.19) hold for given n. Thus
the proof is finished. �

6.2. Characterization of the limits. In this subsection, we give the proof of the con-
vergence of the distributions of the slow and fast process by using the approximation
systems (6.2).

We first provide the following result.

Lemma 6.3. Assume that (1.20) holds. Then we have that for any q > 2,

sup
n>1

sup
x∈Rd1

∫

Rd2

|y|qζx,µn−1
n (dy) 6 C0 <∞. (6.20)
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Proof. For simplicity, we only prove the estimate (6.20) for q = 2, the general case follows
by the same argument. For any n > 1, using Itô’s formula and (1.20) we have

d
∣

∣Y n,(x,µn−1)
s

∣

∣

2
=2

〈

Y n,(x,µn−1)
s , F

(

x, µn−1, Y
n,(x,µn−1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

〉

ds

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

G
(

x, µn−1, Y
n,(x,µn−1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

ds

+ 2

〈

Y n,(x,µn−1)
s , G

(

x, µn−1, Y
n,(x,µn−1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

dWs

〉

6

(

−C1

∣

∣Y n,(x,µn−1)
s

∣

∣

2
+ C2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

2

+ C3

)

ds

+ 2

〈

Y n,(x,µn−1)
s , G

(

x, µn−1, Y
n,(x,µn−1)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

dWs

〉

.

Writing the above inequality in integral form and taking expectation, we get that

E

[

∣

∣Y n,(x,µn−1)
s

∣

∣

2
]

− E|η|2

6 −C1

∫ s

0

E

[

∣

∣Y n,(x,µn−1)
r

∣

∣

2
]

dr + C2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

2

· s+ C3 · s.
(6.21)

Dividing both sides of (6.21) by s, letting s→ ∞ and using the ergodic theorem, we have
that

C1

∫

Rd2

|y|2ζx,µn−1
n (dy) 6 C2

∫

Rd1

∫

Rd2

|y|2ζ x̃,µn−2

n−1 (dy)µn−1(dx̃) + C3

6 C2 sup
x∈Rd1

∫

Rd2

|y|2ζx,µn−2

n−1 (dy) + C3.

As a result, it holds that

sup
x∈Rd1

∫

Rd2

|y|2ζx,µn−1
n (dy) 6

C2

C1

(

sup
x∈Rd1

∫

Rd2

|y|2ζx,µn−2

n−1 (dy)

)

+
C3

C1

.

By induction, we deduce that

sup
x∈Rd1

∫

Rd2

|y|2ζx,µn−1
n (dy) 6

(

C2

C1

)n(

sup
x∈Rd1

∫

Rd2

|y|2ζx,µ−1

0 (dy)

)

+
C3

C1

[

n−1
∑

i=0

(

C2

C1

)i
]

= E|η|2 ·
(

C2

C1

)n

+
C3

C1

[

n−1
∑

i=0

(

C2

C1

)i
]

.

Therefore, under the assumption that C2 < C1, we obtain

sup
n>1

sup
x∈Rd1

∫

Rd2

|y|2ζx,µn−1
n (dy) <∞.

The proof is finished. �
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The above result implies the tightness of {ζx,µn−1
n }n>1. Below, we proceed to identify

the limit of ζx,µn−1
n . For M > 0 and two probability measures µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(R

d1), we define

ρα,M(µ1, µ2) := sup
‖ϕ‖

C
(2,α)
b

6M

∣

∣ϕ(µ1)− ϕ(µ2)
∣

∣,

and

ρ̃V (ζ
·,µn−1
n , ζ ·,µ) := sup

x∈Rd1

ρV (ζ
x,µn−1
n , ζx,µ). (6.22)

We have the following result.

Lemma 6.4. Assume that µn converge weakly to µ. Then there exists a ζx,µ such that
for every ϑ > 1,

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈Rd1

Wϑ(ζ
x,µn−1
n , ζx,µ) = 0. (6.23)

Moreover, ζx,µ is the invariant measure of the following system:

dY x,µ
s = F

(

x, µ, Y x,µ
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)
)

ds+G
(

x, µ, Y x,µ
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)
)

dW̃s. (6.24)

By the uniqueness of the solution, ζx,µ is also an invariant measure of the McKean-Vlasov
equation (1.16), and there exist constants C0,M > 0 such that

ρ̃V (ζ
·,µn−1
n , ζ ·,µ) 6 C0

(

ρα,M(µn−1, µ) + κ ρ̃V (ζ
·,µn−2

n−1 , ζ ·,µ)
)

, (6.25)

where κ is the constant in (1.21).

Proof. The existence of ζx,µ and the convergence in (6.23) follows by the estimate (6.20).
It remains to show that ζx,µ is an invariant measure of the equation (6.24). We deduce
that for any s > 0 and g ∈ C∞

0 (Rd2),

|Eg(Y x,µ
s )− 〈g, ζx,µ〉| 6 |Eg(Y x,µ

s )− Eg(Y n,(x,µn−1)
s )|

+ |Eg(Y n,(x,µn−1)
s )− 〈g, ζx,µn−1

n 〉|+ |〈g, ζx,µn−1
n 〉 − 〈g, ζx,µ〉|.

By (6.23), we have that
lim
n→∞

|〈g, ζx,µn−1
n 〉 − 〈g, ζx,µ〉| = 0.

For the second term, by the assumption (1.20) and the estimate (6.20), we have that

2

〈

y, F
(

x, µn−1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

〉

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

G
(

x, µn−1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

6 −C1|y|2 + C2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

2

+ C3

6 −C1|y|2 + C2

∫

Rd1

∥

∥

∥
ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1

∥

∥

∥

2

2
µn−1(dx̃) + C3 6 −C1|y|2 + C̃3,

where C̃3 is independent of n. Since ζx,µn−1
n is the invariant measure for Y

n,(x,µn−1)
s , and

the dissipative condition holds uniformly with respect to n, we get that

|Eg(Y n,(x,µn−1)
s )− 〈g, ζx,µn−1

n 〉| 6 C0 e
−γs,
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where C0, γ are constants independent of n. To control the first term, we use Lemma 3.8
to deduce that

∣

∣Eg(Y x,µ
s )− Eg(Y n,(x,µn−1)

s )
∣

∣ 6 C4

(

∥

∥

∥
F
(

x, µ, ·,
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)
)

− F
(

x, µn−1, ·,
∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)
∥

∥

∥

L∞
p

+
∥

∥

∥
G
(

x, µ, ·,
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)
)

−G
(

x, µn−1, ·,
∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)
∥

∥

∥

L∞
p

)

.

By the assumptions on the coefficients, we have
∥

∥

∥
F
(

x, µ, ·,
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)
)

− F
(

x, µn−1, ·,
∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)
∥

∥

∥

L∞
p

6 C4

(

ρα,M(µn−1, µ) + κ ρV

(
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃),

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)

))

6 C4

(

ρα,M(µn−1, µ) + κ ρV

(
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃),

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµn−1(dx̃)

)

+ κ ρV

(
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµn−1(dx̃),

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)

))

,

where in the first inequality we used the assumption (1.21). On the one hand, by the
definition (1.19) we have

ρV

(
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃),

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµn−1(dx̃)

)

= sup
‖f‖1+V61

∫

Rd1

∫

Rd2

f(y)ζ x̃,µ(dy)
(

µ(dx̃)− µn−1(dx̃)
)

,

and we have by Lemma 6.5 below that

f̄(x̃) =

∫

Rd2

f(y)ζ x̃,µ(dy) ∈ Cα
b .

Thus we can choose M large enough such that

ρV

(
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃),

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµn−1(dx̃)

)

6 ρα,M (µn−1, µ).

On the other hand, by the Minkowski inequality, we have that

ρV

(
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµn−1(dx̃),

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)

)

6

∫

Rd1

ρV (ζ
x̃,µ, ζ

x̃,µn−2

n−1 )µn−1(dx̃) 6 ρ̃V (ζ
·,µ, ζ

·,µn−2

n−1 ).

As a result, we get
∥

∥

∥
F
(

x, µ, ·,
∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)
)

− F
(

x, µn−1, ·,
∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)
∥

∥

∥

L∞
p
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6 C4

(

ρα,M(µn−1, µ) + κρ̃V (ζ
·,µ, ζ

·,µn−2

n−1 )
)

. (6.26)

The same estimate holds for the coefficient G. We obtain that
∣

∣Eg(Y x,µ
s )− Eg(Y n,(x,µn−1)

s )
∣

∣ 6 C4

(

ρα,M (µn−1, µ) + κρ̃V (ζ
·,µ, ζ

·,µn−2

n−1 )
)

, (6.27)

Letting n→ ∞, we obtain that

|Eg(Y x,µ
s )− 〈g, ζx,µ〉| 6 C0 e

−γs,

which implies ζx,µ is the invariant measure of Y x,µ
s . The estimate (6.25) can be proved

similarly as (6.27), we omit the details. �

We need the following regularity result for the averaged coefficients.

Lemma 6.5. Assume that f ∈ C
α,(2,α),β,(2,β)
p with 0 < α, β 6 2, and define

f̄(x, µ) :=

∫

Rd2

f
(

x, µ, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)
)

ζx,µ(dy),

where ζx,µ is the unique invariant measure of system (6.24). Then we have f̄ ∈ C
α,(2,α)
b .

Proof. We only prove the result for 1 < α, β 6 1, the case that 1 < α, β 6 2 can be
proved similarly. Let

ζ̃µ :=

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃),

and define
F̃ (x, µ, y) := F (x, µ, y, ζ̃µ), G̃(x, µ, y) := G(x, µ, y, ζ̃µ).

Then the system (6.24) can be written as

dY x,µ
s = F̃ (x, µ, Y x,µ

s )ds+ G̃(x, µ, Y x,µ
s )dW̃s,

where (x, µ) are parameters. For every fixed µ, it is easy to see that F̃ (·, µ, y), G̃(·, µ, y) ∈
Cα

b and F̃ (x, µ, ·), G̃(x, µ, ·) ∈ Cβ
b . Thus, by the regularity of the averaged functions in

the classical multi-scale SDEs (see e.g. Corollary 4.3 or [45, Lemma 3.2]), we have

f̄(·, µ) =
∫

Rd2

f(·, µ, y, ζ̃µ)ζ ·,µ(dy) ∈ Cα
b .

The above argument is not suitable to study the regularity of f̄ with respect to µ as the

regularity of the coefficients F̃ (x, ·, y), G̃(x, ·, y) are unknown. To prove f̄(x, ·) ∈ C
(2,α)
b ,

it is enough to show that for every x ∈ Rd1 , ψ1 ∈ Cβ
p (R

d2) and ψ2 ∈ C
(2,β)
p (P2(R

d2)), we
have

ψ̂1(µ) :=

∫

Rd2

ψ1(y)ζ
x,µ(dy) ∈ C

(2,α)
b and ψ̂2(µ) := ψ2(ζ̃

µ) ∈ C
(2,α)
b .

For these, we use the approximation argument. Instead of (6.17), we consider that for
fixed µ,

dŶ n,(x,µ)
s = F

(

x, µ, Ŷ n,(x,µ)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ̂ x̃,µn−1µ(dx̃)
)

ds

+G
(

x, µ, Ŷ n,(x,µ)
s ,

∫

Rd1

ζ̂ x̃,µn−1µ(dx̃)
)

dW̃s,
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where ζ̂x,µn is the unique invariant measure of Ŷ
n,(x,µ)
s . Define

ψ̂1,n(µ) :=

∫

Rd2

ψ1(y)ζ̂
x,µ
n (dy) and ψ̂2,n(µ) := ψ2

(
∫

Rd1

ζ̂x,µn µ(dx)

)

.

Then, by induction and corollary 4.3 we have that

sup
n>1

(

‖ψ̂1,n‖C(2,α)
b

+ ‖ψ̂2,n‖C(2,α)
b

)

<∞.

Moreover, by exactly the same procedure as in Lemma 6.4, we have

lim
n→∞

Wϑ(ζ̂
x,µ
n , ζx,µ) = 0,

which in turn implies that

lim
n→∞

ψ̂i,n(µ) = ψ̂i(µ), i = 1, 2.

As a result, we have ψ̂i(·) ∈ C
(2,α)
b . The proof is finished. �

We have the following result.

Lemma 6.6. There exists M > 0 such that for every n > 1, we have

sup
s∈[0,t]

ρα,M (LX̄n
s
,LX̄s

) 6 Ct sup
s∈[0,t]

(

ρα,M(LX̄n−1
s

,LX̄s
) + +ρ̃V (ζ

·,L
X̄

n−2
s

n−1 , ζ ·,LX̄s)
)

. (6.28)

where ρ̃V is defined by (6.22), and Ct > 0 is a constant with limt→0Ct = 0.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.4, we have for every ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b ,

∣

∣ϕ(LX̄n
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)
∣

∣ 6 Ct sup
s∈[0,t]

(

‖b̄n(·,LX̄n−1
s

)− b̄(·,LX̄s
)‖∞

+ ‖σ̄n(·,LX̄n−1
s

)− σ̄(·,LX̄s
)‖∞

)

,

where Ct > 0 is a constant with limt→0Ct = 0. By definition and as in the proof of (6.26),
we have

|b̄n(x, µn−1)− b̄(x, µ)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rd2

b
(

x, µn−1, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ
x̃,µn−2

n−1 µn−1(dx̃)
)

ζx,µn−1
n (dy)

−
∫

Rd2

b
(

x, µ, y,

∫

Rd1

ζ x̃,µµ(dx̃)
)

ζx,µ(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C0

(

ρα,M(µn−1, µ) + ρV(ζ
x,µn−1
n , ζx,µ) + ρ̃V(ζ

·,µn−2

n−1 , ζ ·,µ)
)

,

and similarly,

|σ̄n(x, µn−1)− σ̄(x, µ)| 6 C0

(

ρα,M (µn−1, µ) + ρV(ζ
x,µn−1
n , ζx,µ) + ρ̃V(ζ

·,µn−2

n−1 , ζ ·,µ)
)

,

which in turn imply that
∣

∣ϕ(LX̄n
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)
∣

∣ 6 Ct sup
s∈[0,t]

(

ρα,M(LX̄n−1
s

,LX̄s
) + ρ̃V(ζ

·,L
X̄n−1

s
n , ζ ·,LX̄s)

+ ρ̃V(ζ
·,L

X̄
n−2
s

n−1 , ζ ·,LX̄s)
)

. (6.29)
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Furthermore, by estimate (6.25) we have that

ρ̃V(ζ
·,L

X̄n−1
t

n , ζ ·,LX̄t) 6 C0

(

ρα,M(LX̄n−1
t

,LX̄t
) + κ ρ̃V (ζ

·,L
X̄n−2

t
n−1 , ζ ·,LX̄t)

)

.

Taking this back into (6.29) yields the desired result. �

Now, we proceed to give:

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (i) and (ii). Let (Xε
t , Y

ε
t ) and X̄t satisfy the system (1.1) and

the averaged system (1.14), respectively, and for every n > 1, (Xn,ε
t , Y n,ε

t ) be the solution
of the approximation system (6.2). Then by Theorem 6.1 and Corollary 6.2, we deduce
that for every t ∈ [0, T ],

∣

∣ϕ(LXε
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)
∣

∣ 6
∣

∣ϕ(LXε
t
)− ϕ(LXn,ε

t
)
∣

∣

+
∣

∣ϕ(LXn,ε
t
)− ϕ(LX̄n

t
)
∣

∣ +
∣

∣ϕ(LX̄n
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)
∣

∣

6 CT ε
α
2 +

∣

∣ϕ(LXε
t
)− ϕ(LXn,ε

t
)
∣

∣+
∣

∣ϕ(LX̄n
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)
∣

∣, (6.30)

and
∣

∣ψ(LY ε
t
)− ψ(ζ̃LX̄t)

∣

∣ 6
∣

∣ψ(LY ε
t
)− ψ(LY n,ε

t
)
∣

∣ +
∣

∣

∣
ψ(LY n,ε

t
)− ψ

(

∫

Rd1

ζ
x,L

X̄n−1
t

n LX̄n
t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣
ψ
(

∫

Rd1

ζ
x,L

X̄
n−1
t

n LX̄n
t
(dx)

)

− ψ
(

∫

Rd1

ζx,LX̄tLX̄t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣

6 C̃T ε
α
2 + C0 e

−
γ0t
ε +

∣

∣ψ(LY ε
t
)− ψ(LY n,ε

t
)
∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣
ψ
(

∫

Rd1

ζ
x,L

X̄
n−1
t

n LX̄n
t
(dx)

)

− ψ
(

∫

Rd1

ζx,LX̄tLX̄t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣
,

where CT , C̃T , C0, γ0 > 0 are constants independent of n, and ζ̃LX̄t is defined by

ζ̃LX̄t :=

∫

Rd1

ζx,LX̄tLX̄t
(dx).

By the convergence of the heat kernel (see [11, Section 5]) of (Xn,ε
t , Y n,ε

t ) to (Xε
t , Y

ε
t ), we

have that for every fixed ε > 0,

lim
n→∞

(

∣

∣ϕ(LXn,ε
t
)− ϕ(LXε

t
)
∣

∣+
∣

∣ψ(LY n,ε
t

)− ψ(LY ε
t
)
∣

∣

)

= 0.

Below, we show that there exists a small t0 > 0 such that for every t ∈ [0, t0] and

ϕ ∈ C
(2,α)
b (Rd1),

lim
n→∞

∣

∣ϕ(LX̄n
t
)− ϕ(LX̄t

)
∣

∣ = 0. (6.31)

For this, let us define

Cn(t) := sup
s∈[0,t]

ρα,M(LX̄n
s
,LX̄s

) and Dn(t) := sup
s∈[0,t]

ρ̃V (ζ
·,L

X̄
n−1
s

n , ζ ·,LX̄s).

Combing (6.25) and (6.28), we deduce that

Cn(t) 6 Ct

(

Cn−1(t) + Dn−1(t)
)

.

71



and

Dn(t) 6 C0

(

Cn−1(t) + κDn−1(t)
)

.

Thus we have

Cn(t) + κDn(t) 6 (Ct/κ + C0κ)
(

Cn−1(t) + κDn−1(t)
)

.

Taking t0 small enough such that Ct0/κ+C0κ < 1, then we have that for every t ∈ [0, t0],

lim
n→∞

(

Cn(t) + κDn(t)
)

= 0.

This together with (6.31) also implies that for t ∈ [0, t0],

lim
n→∞

∣

∣

∣
ψ
(

∫

Rd1

ζ
x,L

X̄
n−1
t

n LX̄n
t
(dx)

)

− ψ
(

∫

Rd1

ζx,LX̄tLX̄t
(dx)

)
∣

∣

∣
= 0.

For general t ∈ [0, T ], the above convergence follows by the semigroup property. The
proof is finished. �

6.3. Weak convergence implies the strong convergence. Let us first point out that
in Theorem 6.1, we can obtain simultaneously the strong convergence of Xn,ε

t to X̄n
t as

direct results of (i) in Theorem 5.1. Namely, we can get that for every n > 1,

E|Xn,ε
t − X̄n

t |2 6 Ct ε
α∧1,

where Ct > 0 is independent of n, and X̄n
t satisfy equation (6.18). Then in order to prove

the strong convergence (1.25) of Xε
t to X̄t in Theorem 1.3 (iii), we can deduce as in (6.30)

that

E|Xε
t − X̄t|2 6 E|Xε

t −Xn,ε
t |2 + E|Xn,ε

t − X̄n
t |2 + E|X̄n

t − X̄t|2

6 Ct ε
α∧1 + E|Xε

t −Xn,ε
t |2 + E|X̄n

t − X̄t|2.

Thus for every ε > 0, we need to show the strong convergence ofXn,ε
t and X̄n

t toXε
t and

X̄t as n→ ∞, respectively. But due to the low regularity assumptions on the coefficients
of the systems (only Hölder continuous), even for the proof of the strong convergence of
Xn,ε

t to Xε
t for every fixed ε > 0, we shall need to use Zvonkin’s argument to transform

the original systems into a new one with better coefficients (see e.g. [10]), which is quite
complicated. To avoid this, we make use of the idea that to transform the non-linear
system into a non-autonomous linear system again. It turns out to be quite easy, as we
shall see, that the strong convergence of Xε

t in the averaging principle of the non-linear
stochastic system (1.1) follows directly from the convergence of the distribution of Xε

t and
Y ε
t .
For every ε > 0, let us define

bε(t, x, y) := b(x,LXε
t
, y,LY ε

t
),

σε(t, x) := σ(x,LXε
t
,LY ε

t
),

Fε(t, x, y) := F (x,LXε
t
, y,LY ε

t
),

Gε(t, x, y) := G(x,LXε
t
, y,LY ε

t
).

(6.32)
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Then, the system (1.1) can be rewritten as






dXε
t = bε(t, X

ε
t , Y

ε
t )dt+ σε(t, X

ε
t )dW

1
t , Xε

0 = ξ,

dY ε
t =

1

ε
Fε(t, X

ε
t , Y

ε
t )dt+

1√
ε
Gε(t, X

ε
t , Y

ε
t )dW

2
t , Y ε

0 = η.
(6.33)

This system is exactly the form of (5.1), and the convergence of distributions of Xε
t and

Y ε
t obtained in the previous subsection imply the convergence of the coefficients bε, σε, Fε

and Gε. Thus, the strong convergence of Xε
t can be obtained by the strong convergence

of the non-autonomous system (5.1) obtained in Theorem 5.1 (i) directly.

We proceed to give:

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (iii). For every x ∈ Rd1 , y ∈ Rd2 and t > 0, let us define

b̂(t, x, y) := b
(

x,LX̄t
, y, ζ̃LX̄t

)

,

σ̂(t, x) := σ
(

x,LX̄t
, ζ̃LX̄t

)

,

F̂ (t, x, y) := F
(

x,LX̄t
, y, ζ̃LX̄t

)

,

Ĝ(t, x, y) := G
(

x,LX̄t
, y, ζ̃LX̄t

)

,

(6.34)

where X̄t satisfies the averaged equation (1.14), and ζ̃µ is defined by (1.24). By the

assumptions that b ∈ C
α,(2,α),β,(2,β)
p , the definitions (6.32) and (6.34), and using the con-

vergence of the distributions of Xε
t and Y ε

t obtained in estimates (1.22) and (1.23), we
have that there exists a constant Ct > 0 independent of ε such that

∣

∣bε(t, x, y)− b̂(t, x, y)
∣

∣ =
∣

∣

∣
b
(

x,LXε
t
, y,LY ε

t

)

− b
(

x,LX̄t
, y, ζ̃LX̄t

)

∣

∣

∣

6 Ct(1 + |y|p)
(

ε
α
2 + e−

γ0t

ε

)

,

which in turn implies that

‖bε(t, ·, ·)− b̂(t, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
6 Ct

(

ε
α
2 + e−

γ0t
ε

)

.

Meanwhile, we have that b̂(t, ·, ·) ∈ Cα,β
p , and by Lemma 6.5 we deduce that for every

t1, t2 ∈ R+,
∣

∣b̂(t1, x, y)− b̂(t2, x, y)
∣

∣ =
∣

∣

∣
b
(

x,LX̄t1
, y, ζ̃

LX̄t1

)

− b
(

x,LX̄t2
, y, ζ̃

LX̄t2

)

∣

∣

∣

6 C0(1 + |y|p)W2(LX̄t1
,LX̄t2

)α 6 C0(1 + |y|p)|t1 − t2|
α
2 ,

As a result, we get b̂ ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p . Similarly, we have that

‖σε(t, ·)− σ̂(t, ·)‖L∞ + ‖Fε(t, ·, ·)− F̂ (t, ·, ·)‖L∞
p

+ ‖Gε(t, ·, ·)− Ĝ(t, ·, ·)‖L∞
p
6 Ct

(

ε
α
2 + e−

γ0t
ε

)

,

and F̂ , Ĝ ∈ C
α/2,α,β
p and σ̂ ∈ C

α/2,1
b . As a result of estimate (5.7) in Theorem 5.1, we

obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E
∣

∣Xε
t −

¯̂
Xt

∣

∣

2
6 CT

(

εα∧1 +

∫ T

0

[

‖bε(s, ·, ·)− b̂(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
+ ‖σε(s, ·)− σ̂(s, ·)‖2L∞
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+ ‖Fε(s, ·, ·)− F̂ (s, ·, ·)‖2L∞
p
+ ‖Gε(s, ·, ·)− Ĝ(s, ·, ·)‖2L∞

p

]

ds

)

6 CT ε
α∧1 + CT

∫ T

0

(

εα + e−
2γ0s
ε

)

ds 6 CT ε
α∧1,

where
¯̂
Xt satisfy the equations (5.3) with the coefficients b̂, σ̂, F̂ and Ĝ given by (6.34).

Hence, we need only prove that X̄t =
¯̂
Xt, where X̄t satisfies (1.14). Applying (5.5) and

(6.34) we have

dŶ t,x
s = F̂ (t, x, Ŷ t,x

s )ds+ Ĝ(t, x, Ŷ t,x
s )dŴ 2

s

= F (x,LX̄t
, Ŷ t,x

s , ζ̃LX̄t)ds+G(x,LX̄t
, Ŷ t,x

s , ζ̃LX̄t)dŴ 2
s .

Note that in the above equation, the parameter t is fixed. This together with the frozen
equation (1.18) yields that ζ t,x(dy) = ζx,LX̄t(dy). Consequently, we deduce that

¯̂
b(t, x) =

∫

Rd2

b̂(t, x, y)ζ t,x(dy)

=

∫

Rd2

b(x,LX̄t
, y, ζ̃LX̄t)ζx,LX̄t(dy) = b̄(x,LX̄t

)

and

σ̂(t, x) = σ(x,LX̄t
, ζ̃LX̄t) = σ̄(x,LX̄t

),

which further imply that

dX̄t = b̄(X̄t,LX̄t
)dt+ σ̄(X̄t,LX̄t

)dW 1
t

=
¯̂
b(t, X̄t)dt + σ̂(t, X̄t)dW

1
t .

In view of the strong uniqueness of the solution to (5.3), we have X̄t =
¯̂
Xt. Thus, the

proof is finished. �
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