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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 1t6 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 R% x R%:

CLXt6 = b(Xte, LX?’ Y;e, £yts)dt + U(Xte, LX?’ E;Qs)thl, XS = f,
1 1 (1.1)
d}/f = EF(XE’ EX?, }/;5’ ﬁyts)dt + %G(Xf, ,Cth’ }/;57 LYtE)th27 }/E)e =7,
where dy,dy > 1, &, n are two random variables, b, o, F, G’ are measurable functions, W},
W2 are dy, do-dimensional independent standard Brownian motions both defined on some
probability space (€2, . #,P), respectively, and the small parameter 0 < ¢ < 1 represents
the separation of time scales between the slow component X; and the fast motion Y,°.
Here and throughout, we denote by Ly the distribution of a random variable X, and
P5(R?) (d > 1) the space of all square integrable probability measures over R? equipped
with the Wasserstein metric, i.e.,

Wl i) = inf (/ |x—y|2w<dx,dy>), Viis, s € Po(RY,
R4 xRd

mEP(p1,12)
where P(u1, it2) is the class of measures on R? x R? with marginals p; and ps.

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 e — 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 ¢ — 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 ¢ — 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 X, but also characterize
the limiting distribution of the fast motion Y;? (which seems to be totally new even
for the classical multi-scale It6 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 (i) 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 (7i)
below. Besides, counter example is known which shows that the strong convergence in
the averaging principle of classical multi-scale 1to SDEs does not hold when the diffusion
coeficient ¢ in the slow process relies on the fast motion Y/, see e.g. [33] (this is the
reason for our choice to focus on system (1.1) with o being independent of the y-variable).
However, our study demonstrate that despite the coefficient o depends on the distribution
Ly 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 in the McKean-Vlasov system (1.1). To
the best of our knowledge, this is new even for the classical multi-scale 1to 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
PR x R%2), 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 (1), 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 It6 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
Holder continuity of the coefficients in both the space and the measure variables, where
the Holder 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 1t6 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 ¢ — 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 SDFEs. For simplicity, let
us consider

AXE = b(XE, YF)dt + dW), X5 =2 eR",
1 (1.2)
—=dW} Y§ =y e R

\/g t 0

5

1
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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,?. The natural
way is to slow it down by making the time scaling that ¢ — et. Namely, define }7;5 =Y,
then the process Y, should satisfy

dYF = F(X¢

S YE)dt +dW?E, YE =y € R%, (1.3)
where W2 := ¢~'/2W2 is a Brownian motion. Since we are interested in the limit that
e — 0, it is natural to consider the auxiliary process Y;* which is the solution of the

following frozen equation:
dY,* = F(z,YF)dt + dW;, Y3t =y e R®, (1.4)

where 7 € R% is a parameter and W, is a new standard Brownian motion. Under certain
dissipative condition, the process Y;* admits a unique invariant measure (*(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 X; will
converge as € — 0 to the solution of the following averaged equation:

dX, = b(X)dt +dW}, X, =2 € R™, (1.5)
where the new drift is defined by

o= [ | b))

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

d)(t6 = b(Xt€>‘CX§’Y;€)dt+dM/tl> XOE = €>

1 1.6
%de, Yy =n. (16)
Note that the coefficients do not depend on the distribution of the fast motion. Again,
with the time scaling ¢ — et, we have that the re-scaled fast process Y := Y satisfies

dYf = F(X5, Lxe, YE)dt +dWE, Y5 =n.

As ¢ — 0 and arguing as above, we could freeze the position variable of the slow process
X:, as a parameter Z and its distribution as a parameter p. Thus it is natural to seek the
frozen equation as

1
dY; = ZF(X7, Lxp, Y)dt +

Ay = F(z, p, YO At +dW,, Y+ = . (1.7)

We remark that the only difference between (1.4) and (1.7) is that there exists an addi-
tional parameter p in (1.7). Under exactly the same dissipative condition as before, the
process Y;"* admits a unique invariant measure ¢(**(dy) (where y is also a parameter).
Then, following the same idea as in case (i), the slow component X7 in system (1.6) will
converge as € — 0 to X; which satisfies the following averaged equation:

dXt == B(Xt, ,CXt)dt ‘l— thl, XQ == 5, (18)
6



where the new drift is defined by

b= [ b))

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

(#ii) Fully coupled McKean-Viasov 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):

dX; = b(X;, Lx:, Yy, Lyg)dt + dW), X5 =€,
1 . (1.9)
%thzv YE) =n.

In this case, with the time scaling ¢ — et, we have that the re-scaled fast process Y7 := Y5
satisfies

1
de = gF(XtE, ﬁxts, Yf, ﬁyf)dt +

Ay = F(XZ, Lxz, Ve, Ly )dt +dWE, Y5 = .

ety

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

AY,"" = F(Z, 1, Y, Lyza)dt +dW,, Y™ =1, (1.10)

where (Z, ) are parameters. The situation now is quite different with the cases in (i)
and (i), since the frozen system (1.10) is a McKean-Vlasov equation while the systems
(1.4) and (1.7) are classical It6 SDEs. As a result, we need to ensure that the non-linear
system (1.10) admits a unique invariant measure (**(dy). Then one might except that
the slow component X in system (1.9) will converge as ¢ — 0 to X; which satisfies the
following averaged equation:

dXt == [_?(Xt, EXt)dt + thl, X(] == 5,
where the new drift is defined by

b, ) = / g G, (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 X as € — 0, we may suppose that the limit is denoted by X;, and proceed to seek
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the equation satisfied by X;. In this way, we naturally have (assume that the coefficient
is regular enough) that as ¢ — 0,

dX? = b(XE, - )dt +dW},
\J \:
dXt = b(Xt, )dt ‘l— thl.

Thus, the key point to determine the equation for X, is to identify the limit of b(-, Yf) as

e — 0, i.e., the limit of the distribution of the fast motion. Recall that we have Y = Yf/e,

where Y; satisfies the equation (1.3), and we have freezed the term X&, in (1.3) as a
parameter T to get the frozen equation (1.4). Now, intuitively, taking the time as t/e in
(1.4), replacing the parameter Z by X2, e = Xi and letting € — 0, we should have that

A7) = B ¥ 4B ([ otnctan), (112)

where we have used the fact that XF — X, (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 ¢ — 0,
B ([ oevoas) — ([ [ seact@as),

Using the above agrument, it is quite easy to seek the averaged limit of X7 in the
McKean-Vlasov system (1.6). Namely, if we assume that the limit of X7 is denoted by
X; (and at the same time, we would have that Lx: — Lx,), then we can deduce that as
e — 0,

da

dX; = b(X;, Lx;,-)dt + dW},
3 \
dX, = b(X;, Lx,,-)dt + dW}.
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 X; will be determined
by the limit of b(-,-,Y) as ¢ — 0. Since the frozen equation (1.7) is of the same type
as (1.4) (i.e., classical It6 SDE), arguing as in (1.12) (where p is only a parameter in

the frozen equation (1.7), and as ¢ — 0, p should be replaced by the distribution of

X2 = X{ which converges to the distribution of X; immediately as pre-assumed), we

should have that
Eb(-, - Y7) — E (/ b(-, -, y)(XEs (dy)) :
Rd2
which yields the averaged limit equation (1.8).

Now, for the fully coupled system (1.9), assume that the limit of X¢ is denoted by X;,
then we have

dX; = b(X;, Lxz,-,-)dt + dW},
8



\J \J

dXt == b(Xt, L:Xt, ) )dt ‘l‘ thl.
As before, the key point is to seek the limits for

b(.’ . YtE, ) and b(.’ o ﬁyf)'
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;"* =F (x,u,Yf’”, /d Eytat-,uu(di)) dt 4+ dW,, (1.13)
1
where (z, ) are parameters, and for test fufction, we have (see the estimate (1.23) below)
wler) =S ([ eeserian),
where (*# is the invariant measure of (1.13). In particular,
B — [ [ st = ( [ dmcesa).
Thus, the averaged limit equation of system (1.9) should be given by

dXt — / b(Xt’ﬁ)_{t’y’@(c)zuﬁ)?t))cfftﬁxt (d’y)dt + dVth,
R%2

Rd2

where )z} is a copy of the limit X, and the expectation E is taken with respect to ):(t.

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

dXt :[_?(Xt,ﬁ)’(t)dt+5'(Xt,£Xt)th1, XO :g, (114)
where the averaged coefficients are defined by

) = [ b(x,u,y, <f’w<df>)<f’“<dy>,
R R (1.15)

cfvwdsz)) |

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

5‘(:177 M) :: O- <:I;7 ILL7
R41

d}/;xvu :F (x’ua}/;x’u7/Rd ﬁyf’“/”t(di’))dt
1

-+ G (flf, L, }/;:E,,u’ ,Cyti,u,u(di')) th, }/E):E,,u =1, (116)

R41
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where (z,11) € R® x P2, (R%) are regarded as parameters, and W, 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 X;. Moreover, we shall show that the distribution of the fast motion Y,” will
converge to Ly, which is given by

Ly (dy) = | ¢7Esi(dy)Ly, (dn) = B(¢M55(dy) ). (1.17)
R91
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-Viasov stochastic sys-
tem. To see this, we define for every x € R%, y € R%, € Po(RM) and v* € Py(R%)
that

F(z, p,y,v") = F(fvuy/R
Gz, p,y,v") = G(fv,u,y,/R

Then the equation (1.16) can be rewritten as
AV = F(2, 1, Y, Lyza)dt + G (z, p, Y, Ly )dW, (1.18)

where (x, 1) are parameters, and the coefficients depend on the solution Y;"" as well as
its distribution Lyz=w. The trick is that the dependence of F and G on the parameter p
come from two parts:

F(M/R ufu(d:z)) and G(M/R zﬁu(dsz)).

(ii) In contrast with (1.11) and (1.10), there exists an integral with respect to the mea-
sure p in the coefficients. This is reasonable in the sense that, if we consider a particular
case of the non-linear system (1.1) with o =1y and the drift b depends only on the distri-
bution of the fast motion, i.e., for b : Po(R%) — R%

dX; = b(Lyz)dt + dW},

then obviously, the limit of the term b(Lyg) should be a deterministic one. The limit
equation (1.14) (or the limit in (1.17)) implies that this term will converge to

b ( g”ﬁ’ﬁxt()ﬁxt(dx)) e R%,
R%

Vju(di)) :

dy

dq

yip(dgé)).

whereas (1.11) becomes
(55 ().

which is a stochastic process due to the existence of X;.

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 = o0* and G = GG* are non-degenerate in the sense that
there exist constants k, o > 0 such that for any (z,y) € R% x R% 1 € P2y(R%)
and v € Py(R%),

|U*($au> V)Zl|2 = Q|Zl|2, \V/Zl c Rdl,
and

G*(z, p,y,V)20)* = 01+ [y]) F|2a,  Vzo € R%.

Given a function V : R® — R, recall that the weighted total variation distance
between two probability measures v; and v, on R% is defined by

polnm)i= [ (14 V@)l =l

= sup Fy) (= 12)(dy), (1.19)

Ifll1+v<l JRE2

where the weighted supremum norm is given by

/()]
[ fllv = sup ——=r—.
yER42 I+ 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):

(Hz): For any g > 2, there exist constants C; > Cy > 0, C3 > 0 such that for any
(r,y) € RE x R € Py(RY) and v € FH(R%),

2(F(z, 1y, v),y) + (¢ = DIIG(z, 1, y,v) 17 < =Chlyl* + Co||v]f5 + Cs, (1.20)
and there exists x > 0 small and p > 1 such that for any vy, v, € Z25(R%),

|F(x7u’y’1/1) _F(x>:uayal/2)|
+ HG(SL”M;%VI) - G(x7/~1’7y71/2)|| < HpV(V17V2)7 (121>
where V(y) =1+ |y|?.

We give the following comments on the above assumption.

Remark 1.2. The dissipative condition (1.20) is mainly used to establish the ezistence
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-Viasov system,
it is well known (see e.qg. [13, 15,47, 54]) that the existence of several invariant measures
may occur for non-convexr 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 k 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 k. such that if K > k., 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 [}7] 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

oF 5G
(e Nl < P
(5V( ’ 7V)(y) S H(l + |y\ ) and 5

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

('7 ) V)(g) < H(l + |g‘p>’

Fix T > 0. Let (X§,Yy) and X; 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 (Hy) and (Hy) hold. Assume that b, F,G € Co®*PEP) ynd o €
OGP ith o, B> 0. Then for any t € [0, T], we have
(i) (convergence of the distribution of the slow process) for every ¢ € Céz’a)(,@g(Rdl)),

lp(Lxs) —@(Lx,)] < Cre2™™, (1.22)

where Cp > 0 is a constant independent of €;
(ii) (limit for the distribution of the fast motion) for every ¢ € 052,5)(92(Rd2))’

Yot

[(Lye) — (%) < Crea™ + Coe™ =, (1.23)

where Cy > 0 and v9 > 0 are constants independent of T' and £, (** is the unique invariant
measure for the frozen equation (1.16), and

¢'() = [ ¢ )ulde); (1.24)

R
(iii) (strong convergence of the slow process) assume further that o € C’;’(2’a)’(2’6), then

E|Xf — X,|* < Cpe®M. (1.25)
In particular, we have for every ¢ € C2(R%),

sup |E@(X7) — E@(X,)| < Crez,
te[0,T

and for every 1 € CH(R™),

_ ot

‘E?ﬁ(Y;‘E) —E{ @B(y)CXt"’Xt(dy)H S Creta Goem

R42

We provide the following remark for the above result.
12



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 Holder continuous with
respect to the measures in the Wasserstein distance. Let us explain this for the coefficient
b with respect to the p-variable when 0 < o < 1. By (1.27) below, we have for every
pi1s pi2 € Po(RM),

|b T, U1,Y,V b(!lﬁ' H2, Y,V )|

/ /Rdl (@, 0p1 + (1 = Oz, y, v)(2) (1 — p2)(dz)do

/ /Rdl xR41

(SL’ Opr + (1 = 0) 2, y, v)(22)

ZL’ 9,&1 + (1 - 9)#27?/7 V)(Zl)

m(dzy,dzy)do

~ op
Co(1+ [y + [VI12) - / 21 — 2| (dey, dza),

R%
where the measure 7 is an arbitrary coupling of p1 and ps. Due the arbitrariness of w, we
arrive at

|b(xvlu’17y7 V) - b(l’, K2, Y, V)|
<Co(t+lal + wlg)- (_int [ 1= salw(de, o)
R91

TE€P (11,12)
< Co(L+ [y[P + [[V5) - Wapa, pr2).

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 reqularise a function defined on the infinite dimensional space
Py (RY). 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 ezistence of invariant measures for the
McKean-Viasov 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 b, & defined in (1.15) are also Holder
continuous, i.e., b € C% and 6 € C*Y (and 5 € CF* 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 Ité 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 reqularity 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 Ito SDEs, see e.q. [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 It6 SDEs.
Estimate (1.23) implies that for every t > 0, the distribution Lys of the fast motion will
converge to BECX % as e — 0, and the rate of convergence is given by ez +e_%t, which
is independent of the reqularity index [ (the regularity of the coefficients with respect to
the fast motion and its distribution). Note that the constant Cy 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-Viasov system
(1.1) does not depend on the slow process and its distribution, we would have that for

every t > 0,

[(Lys) — D(C)] < Coe™ ™,

where C is the unique invariant measure for the fast McKean-Viasov SDE. In view of the
assumption on the test function 1, 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 P, (R?), 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 %,(R?). Given a
real-valued function f on Z(R?), we say that f admits a linear functional derivative if
there exists a real-valued and continuous function [§f/du](p)(z) defined on P5(RY) x R?
such that for all yy, pro € P(RY),

i LU 200 20D 2T [ S0y = ). 120)

The map x — [df/dpu](1)(z) being defined up to an additive constant, we will follow the
usual normalization convention [,,[0f/04](p)(x)u(dz) = 0. Note that by definition, we

have for every py, po € Po(R?),

Fou) = 1) = [ [ S0+ (1= O — o)), (120
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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

) = £l < s (|00 o = el (1.28)

peP2(R?)

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 :
L*(Q) > X — f(Lx) € R, is Fréchet differentiable. Moreover, there exists a function
0uf() () : R* — R? such that

DE(X) = 9, f(Lx)(X).

The function 0, f (1) () is then called the Lions derivative (L-derivative for short) of f at p.
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 L?((2), then it is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the W,-Wasserstein
distance since by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality we have for all u, iy € Z25(R9),

[f (1) = f(p2)] < [ DF| () - Walp, pia)-

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

Ouf (1) () = &c@(u)(ﬂf)-
The higher order derivatives of f at y 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 v. More precisely, for a function f(t,z, u,y,v) €
L= LX(Ry x RN x P25 (RHM) x R® x P5(R™)), we mean there exist constants C,p > 0
such that for any t > 0,2 € R4, € Py(R%),y € R® and v € Z5(R%),

[f s oy, v)| < CA+ [yl + [[v]I3),

where ||v||2 represents the 2-order moments of v, and we let

|f(t’x7u’y’y)|
Il = swp e vl
N NTRIRY Yy 2

We shall use the following spaces of functions: for ki, ks € N, and 0 < o, 8 < 2,

e The space C\F = ¢ (2,(R?). A function f(u) is in P if f admits
k-order bounded linear functional derivatives [0 f /0u*](p)(z1, -+ , x%) such that
for every k > 1, the map zy — [6%f/5uF](1)(z1,- -+, 2%) is a-Hélder continuous
uniformly with respect to other variables.

e The space CS7) = C’,()k’ﬁ)(,@g(Rd)). A function f(v) is in P if £ admits k-
order linear functional derivative [6% f /6v*](v)(y1, - - - , yx) such that the derivative
is polynomially grow in (yi,---,yx) uniformly with respect to other variables,
and for every k > 1, the map y, — [6¥f/6v*](v)(y1,- -+ ,yx) is local B-Holder

continuous with polynomial growth in (y1,- -+, yx).
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e The space C\*)#28).— clkte)(b28) (g, (1) 5 g7, (R%2)). A function f(y,v) is
in CFrr®20) i ¢ admits ki-order linear derivatives [0k f ok ) (p, v) (21, -+ 5 gy
and ky-order linear functional derivatives [0%2f/61*?](u, v)(y1, - -+, Yr,) such that
these derivatives are polynomially grow in (yi,---,yx) uniformly with respect
to other variables, and the map xy, +— [0% f/6u™](u,v)(zy1, -+ , 7%, ) is a-Holder
continuous, and the map yx, — [6%2f /0% (1, v)(y1, -+, yn,) is local B-Holder
continuous with polynomial growth in (y,---,yx). Similarly, we also can define
the space C{F 20 (g (Rd1) 5 22,(R%)).

e The space C;/Zav(kl,a)’ﬁv(kZﬁ) — C;/Z%(kl,a)ﬁ,(kmﬁ)(R-i- « R% x 92(Rd1) « R %
P5(R*)). A function f(t,z, p,y,v) is in C/P@EISEI) G for every p €
Py(R4M) and v € Po(R®), f(-,-,p,-,v) € C’I?/z"J"B(]RJr x R% x R%)(i.e., the
usual Holder space), and for every (t,z,y) € R* x R4 x R%, f(t,z,-,y,-) €
Cék17a)7(k2’ﬁ)(g2(Rdl> « @2(Rdz)) ]

e The space Cg/2@ kel Bkf) . cof2en(kbne)bkbaf) pt o R 5 22,(RH) x R x
P5(R%)). A function f(t,z, p,y, v) is in Co/>® LB t20)4¢ ¢ o L° and for every
[ € Py(RY) and v € Py(R%), f(-,-, p,-,v) € Co/P*P(R+ x R% x R%) (where
Cy /208 consists of all functions that are a/2-Hélder continuous in ¢, a-Holder

continuous in z and S-Holder continuous with polynomial growth in y), and for

every (t,7,y) € R* x RY x R, f(t,x,-,y,-) € CF 28 (g (Ri) 5 22,(Re2)).

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 X; and Y/ into the
following four steps:

Step 1. We first consider the following linear but non-autonomous multi-scale stochastic
system in R4 x R%:

AX? = b.(t, X5, Y7)dt + oo (t, X5)dW}, X5 =¢,
e 1 e Ve 1 e Ve 2 e (21)
dYy = gFe(tXt,Yt )dt + %Ga(t,XuYt Jawy, Yy =n.
Note that the coefficients in the system (2.1) depend not only on the time variable ¢, but
also on the scale parameter . Roughly speaking, we shall show that: if the coefficients
be(t,z,y), o-(t,x), F.(t,z,y) and G.(t, x,) converge (in certain sense) to some b(t, z,y),
o(t,r), F(t, x,y) and G(t, x,y) as € — 0, respectively, then we can identify the averaged
limit X, of the system (2.1) and prove the strong convergence as well as the convergence
of the distribution of the slow process Xf More importantly, we give explicit characteri-

zation for the limit L of the distribution of the fast motion Y. Meanwhile, explicit rates
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of convergence depending on the convergence of b., 0., F. and G, to 13, o, F and G 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.

e 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

p(Lx;) — o(Ly) and ¥(Ly) — ¥(Ly) (2:2)

as € — 0, where @, 1) 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 & (R% x R%), see subsection 3.2.
The regularity assumptions on the coefficients and the test functions in (2.2) are
low. Especially, ¢ and v are even not Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. the Ws-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 b., o., F. and G. to IA), o, F and
G 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 € > 0, let us denote

For n >

X =¢ and Y2 =

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

(X[ = (X[, Lognne, Y, Lynone) dt
+ O’(th’a, ‘CXf’l’E’ ﬁytnﬂ,s)dVth, ng,a =¢,
inn,z—: — éﬁw()(n,s7 ,Canl,s, Y;n,e7 ,C)/tnfl,s)dt (23)
\ \}EG(Xnaﬁ . 15,YnE,C - 15)th2’ YE)ME:?T

Note that for every fixed n > 1, the above system is a linear one (classical 1t6 SDE with
time-dependent coeﬂic1ents) since the distributions appearing in the coefficients are not
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Lxne and Lyne but rather EXZH,E and ,Cytnfl,s, 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

bne(t,z,y) == b(l’,ﬁXzzfl,s,y,;CYtnfl,s), One(t, ) = U(:E,EXZH,E,CYtnq,s),
and
Fo.(t,xy) = F(a:, Ethfl,s,y, ;CYtnfl,s), Gne(t,z,y) = G(a:, Ethfl,s,y, ;CYtnfl,s).
Then, the system (2.3) can be rewritten as

dX["° = b, (t, X5, V) dt + o, (8, X)) AW, Xp© =¢&,
1 2.4
a0 XSV )AWS, Y =, 24
For every fixed n, the convergence of the coefficients b, .(t,z,v), 0,.(t,2), F,(t,2,y)
and Gp.(t,z,y) as ¢ — 0 follows from the convergence of the distributions of X' ~le
and Yt"_l’a 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 Lx» and Lyn for the
distributions of the slow process X;" and the fast motion Y, 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 — oo.

1
dY;"* = —F, (t, X;"5, Y, )dt +
€

Step 3. We seek the limit as n — co. Suppose that the limits of the distributions of X}
and Y} of the non-linear stochastic system (1.1) are denoted by Lx, and Ly,, respectively.
To identify the equation satisfied by X; and characterize Ly,, we deduce that for test
functions,

[o(Lxz) = o(Lx,)| + [(Lyg) = ¥(Ly,)|

< le(exe) = (L) + [0Lye) = ¥(Lype)
+ [lo(expe) = p(Lxp)| + [0(Lre) = (L)
+ [e(Lxp) = (Lx)] + [V (Lyp) = (L)) |, (2:5)

where (X;"%,Y;"") satisfy the system (2.3), and (Lgp, Lyn) are their limits obtained in
Step 2. For the first term, it is easy to get that
}@(ﬁxts) - Sp(ﬁxt"'s) + W(ﬁYE) - w(ﬁyt"’s)

where C. > 0 is a constant depending on €, and o(n) is a constant satisfying lim,,_,, o(n) =
0, i.e., we have for every fixed ¢ > 0,
| =0

lim |[@(£x;) = (L)

n—oo

]

< C& . O(n)a

+ [ Y(Lyg) = Y(Lype)
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By the result of Step 2, we can control the second term by
[P(Lxpe) = o(Lxp)| + [0(Lype) = P(Lyn)| < Co-ole),

where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of n, and o(¢) is a constant satisfying lim._,o o(¢) =
0, i.e., we have

lim [[o(Lxpe) = p(Lp)] + [U(Lype) = ¥(Lyp)|| = 0.

Thus, the limits Lx, and Ly, are determined by the limits of Lg» and Lyn as n — oo.
Once we obtain the equation of X, and identify Ly,, and show that

lim [[o(Ls;) = (L] + [0(Lyp) — ¥(L5)]] =0, (2.6)

n—oo

we can let n — oo first and then € — 0 in (2.5) to obtain the convergence of Lx: and
Lys to Lx, and Ly,, 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 — oo in (2.6) since
the convergence of Lxn relies on the convergence of Lyn, and vice versa.

Step 4. To prove the strong convergence of X; to X;, 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

be(t, ,y) == b(w, Lxz,y, Lyg),
o.(t,x) == o(x, Lxs, Lys),
Fo(t,z,y) == F(x, Lxs,y, Lye),
G.(t,z,y) = G(z,Lxzs,y, Lye).
Then, the McKean-Vlasov system (1.1) can be rewritten as
AXF = ba(t, X, Y )dt + o1, X7)AW,, Xp=¢

1 1
AYE = ZFL(t, X5, YA)dt + —
t c ( t t ) + \/E

This system is exactly the form of (2.1), and the convergence of the distributions of X§
and Y;° obtained in the previous step implies the convergence of the coefficients b, 0., F;
and G.. Thus, the strong convergence of X7 to X; 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.

G.(t, X5, YS)AW?, Y§ =n.

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] x Z(R%) with a fixed finite terminal time 7" > 0, which will be used
19



to prove the convergence of distribution of the slow process in (2.2) (with non-linear
test function ¢ on P (R%)) 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, x P5(R4 x R%), 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 It6 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: 25(R?) — R admit a linear functional derivative.
(i) (Chain rule formula) Given function © : P5(RY) — P5(RY), then we have

9
o

O] ) = +- ( [ 5 em)w- @(M)(dy)) (2)

: 04

fi=p
In particular, if

O (1) (dy) = o (u, y)dy,
with ¢ : P5(R?) x RY — R having the linear functional derivative, then we have

O [h(© ()] (2) = / Oh

S + 0
(i) Fori= 1,2, we define hi Py (R% x RY) — R by

(01) (1) %[m, 9)] (@)dy.

hi(m) := h(m'm), ¥Ym € PR x RY),

where mim and wym are the first and second marginal distributions of the probability
measure m, respectively. Then h; also has a linear functional derivative and

Sh; 6h,
6m(m)(x1,:£2) = @(7@ m)(z;), Vai,zy € RY

Proof. The conclusion in (i) can be proved similarly as in [11, Proposition 2.2]. In fact,
by (1.27) we have for every juy, s € P(R?),

07 [1(O(p1 + 02 — 1)) — H(O())]

- /01 /Rd %(@(ul) + 7011 + 0(p2 — 1)) — @(Ml)D(y)

© O(po — -0
o Ol +0(pe 9#1)) (Ml)(dy)df.
Taking # — 0, by the continuity of u — [dh/0pu](1)(y) and the definition (1.26), we obtain
the formula (3.1). The statement of (i7) is similar to [55, Proposition A.5], we omit the

details of the proof. O
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3.1. Backward Kolmogorov equation: short time estimates. Fix T > 0. Consider
the following backward Kolmogorov equation on [0, T] x &,(R%):

Byult, 1) + / [b(t, z) - Buult, ) ()

+ %Tr [oo*(t, z) - 9, (O,ul(t, ,u)(x))ﬂ,u(dx) =0, (3:2)
u(T’, i) = p(p),

where b : [0,7T] x R®" — R4 g : [0,7] x R" — R" @ R" and ¢ : P(R") — R
are measurable functions. Throughout this subsection, we assume that oo™ is uniformly
elliptic, i.e., there exists a ¢ > 0 such that for any (¢,z) € [0,T] x R%,

lo*(t, ) z|* > o|2|?, Vz € R%, (3.3)
We have the following result.
Theorem 3.2. Assume that o,b € C2/>%([0,T] x R%) and ¢ € C™(PyRM)) with

some 0 < o < 2, then there exists a unique solution u € Cllota/2’(2’2+a) ([0,T) x Po(R™M))
to the equation (3.2) which is given by

u(tnu) = QP(EX,;T(E))’ (34)

where for t > s, X;(€) with Le = p is the unique weak solution of the following time
inhomogeneous SDE in R% :

dXS,t = b(t7 XS,t)dt + J(tv Xs,t)tha Xs,s - é- (35)

Moreover, for every 0 < s < t < T, p € Py(R1) and x,7,2 € R™, the following
estimates hold: for 0 < a <1,

|Oyult, ) ()] < Co (T — 1)V,
\ax (Ouu(t, ,u)(x)) ‘ < Cy (T - t)o‘/2_1,
|Oult, 1) (x) = Buult, p) (F)] < Co (T = )72 (|l — 2| A 1),
Oty ) () = Dyuls, ) ()| < Co (T = 1)712 (t = 9)°72, (3.6)

O (t, 1) (2, )| < Co (T = 1)*7172,
52 . 52 ) ) -

where Co > 0 is a constant depending on T, ||o| ja/2e, [[D]| qosze; ||@ll 20 and the uni-
b b b

formly elliptic lower bound o in (5.3).

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 It6’s formula (see e.g. [11, Theorem 3.8] or [4, Theorem
7.2]). Let X .(z) denote the solution of the SDE (3.5) starting from the fixed point

r € R4 at time s, and p(s, ;t, y) be the density function of X, (z). By the assumptions
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on the coefficients ¢ and b, we have (see [31, Chapter IV, Section 11]) for k = 1,2 and
0<s<t<gT,

a2
[05p(s, @t y)| < Cu(t — 5) 7@ 2 exp { - A‘xtiy'} (3.7)
-5
where C1, A > 0 are constants depending only on 7T, ||o| /2., [|b| ;e/2.. and the uniformly
b b

elliptic lower bound p in (3.3). Since the distribution of ¢ is 1 and the system (3.5) is a
classical SDE, it holds that

ﬁxt,T(s)(dy)Z/ ﬁxt,T(x)(dy)M(dx)Z/ p(t,z; T, y)dy p(dz).
R41

R
As a result, we have

e = ([ Lxpntan).

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

St = [ 5 (Cxne) @) Lxiron (o) (39
and
2 2
e = [ R (0) 0.0) x, s (@9) L, g (d0).
Define
S 5%
hl(tnuvx) = @(EXt,T(g))(x) and h2(t7M7x7y> = 5—M2(£Xt,T(§))(xvy>‘

Then we can write

g—Za, W) (1) = [ (1, Xor (1))
and
§—;;<t,u><x1, 2) = E[ha(t, p, Xor(w1), Kr(za)],

where X}j is an independent copy of X; 7. By the assumption ¢ € C’f’a)(,@g(Rdl)), we
have that the functions h(t, p,-) and ha(t, p, -, -) are bounded and a-Holder continuous.
Thus, by the classical theory of heat kernel estimates (see [31, Chapter IV, Section 14]),
we have for every 0 < a <1, ¢ € [0,T) and p € Po(R%N),

du N 5%u N

@(tu)(') e Gy (R™M), 572@,#)('7 ) € Gy (R x RM),

which in turn implies that u(¢,-) € Cé2’2+a)(92(Rd1)). Meanwhile, using (3.8) and esti-
mate (3.7) we derive that
O, (L, 1) (21)

Bt ) (w0)| = [0, 5

< /d hl(tuluvx) - h’l(tuluvxl)
R%1
22

ou

/ hl(tnu’ax> ’ 8x1p(tvx1;T7 LL’)dSL’
R1

: ‘&clp(t,xl;T, x)‘dx




e (T — @2 g Tl
< Oy |z — x| (T — 1) exp A dz
R91 T - t

and
|a:c1auu(t>:u)(xl)| </ hl(tnu“a ) hl t , U, T ‘ } 1p t xl,T T }d![’
R%1
_ 2
< Cz/ |z — 21| (T — t)‘(d1+2)/2 exp{ _ )\M}dx
R%1 T _¢

< C2(T _ t)a/2—1’
where Cj also depends on [[¢]| ,.«). Similarly, we can prove the other estimates in (3.6) by
b

using the Holder continuous of the density function , see [31, estimates (13.1)-(13.3)]. The
conclusions for 1 < a < 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 p € Céz’a)(yg(Rdl)) (which is even not
Lipschitz continuous with respect to the Wasserstein distance). If we assume that ¢ €

CI22T () (RM)Y), then we could get u € CT* P2 ([0, T] x P25(RM)).

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 X, be the solution of SDE (3.5), and X, satisfies SDE (3.5) with coefficients & and

b, i.e.

AX, ;= b(t, X p)dt + 6 (t, Xo)dWs, X, =€,
We have the following result.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (3.3) hold, and 0,5,b,b € C{/>*([0,T] x R™) with 0 < a < 1.
Then for every t € [0,T] and ¢ € Cé2’a)(@2(Rd1)), we have

[(Lx,r0) = #(L5,00) < Cr (10 = Blloe + 1o = 5l ).

where C’T > 0 is a constant with lim7_,q C’T =0.

Proof. Let u be defined by (3.4), and @ satisfy the equation (3.2) with coefficients & and
b, i.e.,

oyu(t, ) + /

R

b0 -0t ()

+ ST [50°(0,2) - 0u (Bi(t, ) () () = 0

a(T, ) = p(p).
Define

U(tv M) = u(tv M) - a(tv M)
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Then by (3.4) we have
vt 1) = o(Lxor©) = #(Lx,00)

and

(it + [ [Selort:0)-0. (00000

R41

+b(t, @) - Bt 1)) | plda) = /

3 [(b(t2) = b(t,2) - Dyt o))
1 s X .
5T [(36° (1 0) = 00" (1,2) - 00 (Bt 1) (@))] | () = F(1, 1),
(v(T, ) = 0.
By the assumptions on the coefficients and the regularities of @ obtained in Theorem 3.2,
one can check that for every t € [0,7), f(t,-) € C’Ifl’a). Thus, by [11, Theorem 3.8] we
have

T
ot = = [ F(siLxio)ds (3.9)

where X, () satisfies the equation (3.5) with £, = p and the initial time ¢. As a result
of the first two estimates in (3.6), we deduce that

olt. 0] < oI =Bl + o = 1) [ (103 e+ 10 (25, Y o )

T
<ol =Bl + o = ) [ (7= 5)2 s, (3.10)

t
which in turn implies the desired result. O]

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

AV = F(t,z, Y ds + G(t, 2, YO ) AW,  Yy* =y e R%, (3.11)
where (t,z) € [0,T] x R are regarded as parameters, F : [0,T] x R% x R% — R

G :[0,T] x R" x R%2 — R% @ R% are measurable functions. We make the following
assumption on the coefficients:

(Apg): the coefficient GG*(t, z,y) is non-degenerate in the sense that there exist
constants k, o > 0 such that for every (¢,z,y) € [0,7] x R4 x Rz,

o(1+ [y Flel® < |G*(t 2, y)2*, Ve e R®,
and there exist constants A1, Ay > 0 such that for every (¢, z,y) € [0, T]xR% x R%,

2(y, F(t, 2, y)) + |Gt 2, y)|IP < —Aify* + Ao
Under (A frg), there exists a unique invariant measure ¢**(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 (¢,z) € [0,T] x R%,
Py (ﬁyst’z(y)’ Ct’x) < Ao(l + V(y)) e_“, (312)
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where v and Ag are positive constants depending only on k, o, A; and A5 in the assumption
(Arq), and py 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 x (R4 x R%) x [0, T):

Vs, m;t) //ﬂ{dldeQ[ (t,z,y) - 0ygv(smt)( Y)
+2Tr<GG*(t z,y) - a?? (s,m: t)(z, ))} m(dz, dy) =

LV (0,m;t) = (mym) — (CH™),

(3.13)

where t € [0, 7] is regarded as a parameter, ¢ : P5(R%) — R is a measurable function,
mym and m;m are the first and second marginal distributions of the probability measure
m e Py(R4 x R®), respectively, and the measure (“* with (¢, 1) € [0,T] x PH(R%) is
defined by

(M(dy) = [ ¢"(dy)u(da), (3.14)

R41

where (**(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 (Apg) hold. Assume that F,G € CS/Za’ﬁ([O,T] x R% x R%) and

(NS CI(F’B)(QZ(Rd?)) with some 0 < «, f < 2, then there ezists a unique solution V (s, m;t)
to the equation (3.13) which is given by

V(s,mit) = (Lyee,)) — (¢, (3.15)

where £ and 1 are two random variables with L,y = m, p = mim, Ctr s defined by
(3.14), and Y 5(n) is the unique weak solution of the following stochastic system:

AV = F(£,€,Y)ds + G(t,6, Y )dW,, Yy =1, (3.16)

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

(i) (Estimates of the solution V') for every s > 0, m € Po(R" x R%), t € [0,T] and
(z,y) € R" x R%, we have

[V(s,m;t)] < Coe ™, (3.17)
oV Py It o

0y (5,5 1) @, )| < Co(1+ [yl?)s = e, (3.18)
oV

G2 (s, mi ) (z.y)| < Co(L+ [yP)sF1e, (3.19)
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(ii) (Estimates of 6V /6m w.r.t. the variable x) for every x1,xy € R, we have

oV oV
5 — (s, m;t)(21,y) — %(s,m;t)(xg,y)} < Co(1+ [ylP)e ™ |wy — xo%,
52V .
0,20 (s.m: ). 0)(1.7)
52‘/ ~ p E —Ys (6%
= 8y (s, ms ) (@, 9) (w2, )| < Co(l+ lyl)s"* e "l = wa]”, a0
3.20
% -
0201 (smit) () (0. 9)
25 14 s~ P 84 —Ys| 4 s o
= 02 (s, mit) (2,9 (2, 7)| < Co(1+ [yP)ss e 7" — ],
oV oV
83%(3,771; t)(xluy)_ﬁs%(“s?m; t)(fb’my)‘ < Co(L+ [y?)s = te |2y — s,
(iii) (Estimates of V w.r.t. the parameter t) for every ti,ty € [0,T], we have
\V(s,m; t1> — V(s,m7t2)| < C(] e_“’s\tl — t2|%,
10,V (s, msty) — O,V (s,m; t)] < Cos2 e[ty — o],
oV 5V
89%(877”; tl)(xh ) 5 (87m; t2)(x27y)
(3.21)
Co(L + [yl? )3 T (\tl—t2|2 + |21 — x2|),
oV 5V
825 (S m; tl)($1>y) (5 (Sam; tg)(l’g,y)

< Co(1+ yf? )32 e 78(\151—152|%"‘|$1—$2\a)7

where Cy,y > 0 are constants depending on the norms of the coefficients and the constants
in the assumption (Apg).

Remark 3.6. i) We shall show in Lemma 3.7 that the distribution of Y%(n) depends on
(§&,m) only through their joint distribution m = L, 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 (Arg). 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 reqularity assumption that
v € CFPN (P (RE)).

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 1 satisfies (1.21), then the constant Cy
in the estimates (3.17)-(3.21) can be replaced by k Cy.

The proof of Theorem 3.5 replies on the study of the long time behavior of Y!¢(n)
which satisfies the system (3.16). We point out that it is not enough to consider Y (y)
which satisfies (3.11) since £ and Y¢(n) are obviously not independent (£ and 7 are not
independent). Let us first establish the following result.

Lemma 3.7. Let (Apg) hold, and F,G € CS/Za’ﬁ([O,T] x RE x R%) with some 0 <
a,B < 1. Then for every (£,m), the system (3.16) has a unique weak solution, and the
distribution of Y *(n) depends on (&,m) only through their joint distribution m = L.
Moreover, we have for any s > 0,

Py (Eystf(n) ; gt“u) < AO e_ﬁ/sv

where CH is defined by (3.14) with u = Le, V(y) = 1+ [y|P with p > 1, and Ao,y > 0 are
constants depending only on k, 0, A1 and Ay in the assumption (Arg).

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

{dXs = 07 XO = 57

22
AV, = F(t, X, Yo)ds + G(t, X, Y.)AWs, Yo =1, (3.22)

where ¢ € [0,T] is a parameter. It is obvious that Y¢(n) = Y;. 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%(z,y), Yi(x,v)), i.e.,

dX!(z,y) =0, Xi(z,y) ==z,
AV (z,y) = F(t, X(z,y),Yi(z,y))ds (3.23)
+ Gt X{(x,y), Yi(x,y))dW,, Yo (z,y) = y.

Note that Y!(z,y) is the same as Y/ *(y) which satisfies (3.11). Then by the theory of
classical SDEs we have

E(X37ys)(da~7, dﬂ) = // ﬁ(x;(x,y),yst(x,y))(df, dgj)m(dx, dy)
R41 xR42

- / / 5.(4F) X Lyt (d)m(dr, dy),
R41 xR42

where (X, Y;) is the solution of the system (3.22) and m = L ). Thus the weak well-
posedness of (3.22) follows directly. In particular, we have

ﬁytg (dy) £Y5 dy) £ (Xs,Ys) (R dy)

/ / Lyt (A5)m(dz, dy).
Rdldez



Recall that ¢** 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

Love, CH) = (// Lyt m(de,d / be da:)
pv(Lyrey: C") = py sy W) (dz, dy) » ¢ p(dx)
= pV(// EYSt'x(y)m(dxu dy)7 // Ctmm(dxu dy))
R41 xR42 R41 xR42
<[ ol ¢ midedy
R71 xR92
< // (1+V(y))m(dz,dy) - Age™ ™ < Age "
R%1 xR%2
The proof is finished. O
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,mit) = ¢ (m5Lx,v,)) — ¥ (CHFe),
where L,y = m. Note that the system (3.22) is equivalent to (3.16), i.e., we have

W;»C(XS,YS) = £y

S

= 'CYst’é(n) and Wfﬁ(xs’ys) = £X5 = ﬁf =

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

V(s,m;t)] =

do 51/

5 y 3
/]R 5 (E v T O = EY;’*‘(n))) W) Ly = ) (dy)

< v/l [+ )Ly = Sl(d)
< Co pv(Lyregy ) < Coe™, (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

2 (0, 0) ()

— 2 sty 5m( / ) / g >ct’f<dg>wrm<dsz>)<x,y>
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Taking linear functional derivative with respect to m from both sides of equation (3.13),
we have that [0V /dm](s, m;t)(x,y) satisfies the following equation:
(. 0V

as—(s>m;t)(zay) _F(t x y) 'ay

oV
om —(s,mi)(z,y)

om
S (G(t, ) 5 (s, i) ()

//[ 0) Oy (ﬁv)w,m;w(f,g)(as,y)

+ Tr( 5.4) - O 55 <gv)(s,m;t)(i,gj)(m,y))}m(di’,dgj):O,

@
S 0mst) (o) = S mim) o) — [ 5L @) (an).

\5m do ov

(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 [§V/dm]|(s, m;t)(x, y) admits
the probability representation that

oV 0 0, +
o ,) = B (L1 () = [ 2 )6t

where Y!¢(n) is the solution of the system (3.16), and Y{(z,y) satisfies the decoupled
equation (3.23). Writing

% o 8~
%(s, m; t)(x,y)‘ < ‘EE (EYSt,g(n)) (Yi(z,y)) — IE‘,E (¢ (}/;t(x'vy))‘

+ERL @0 - [ FeE )|

do 51/

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

oV
om

Furthermore, we write for every fixed y € R%,

Flo) =55 (Crre) ) = [ SE) @)

Rd2 6]/

(s, mi )z, )| < Co(1+ [yl )e

Then we have

%(s,m; t)(z,y) = E]E(Yst’x(y))

Since f is Holder continuous with respect to the y-variable, and Y (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. O
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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 Y;(n) and

Yi(n) satisfy
dY, = F(Y,)ds + GO,)dW,, Yy =1,
and
dY, = F(Y,)dt + G(Y,)dW,, Yy =n.
Assume that there exist constants k, o > 0 such that
o1+ [y)Flol® <G ()2 NG ()2, vz € R®, (3.26)
and for any ¢ > 2, there exist constants Ay, Ay > 0 such that

(200 F&)) + (a = DICWIE) v (20, FW)) + (a = DIGWI?) < ~Adlyl> + Aa. (3.27)
We have the following result.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that (3.26), (3.27) hold, and F, F,G,G € CH(R™) with 0 < § < 1.
Then, for every s > 0 and ¢ € CSP (P5(R%)), we have

[@(Lrim) = ¥(Ls,)| < Ca(IF = Fllig +1G = Gllage ).
where Cyq > 0 is a constant independent of s.

Proof. We give the main difference between the proof of Lemma 3.4. Let us define
u(s,v) == v(Ly, ),

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

[9(ron) =0l )] < Ca( [ [IFOHm) = PO 10t Ol

+ |G () = GYm)] - 18, (Bulr, ')('))HL;O} 1+ IK(n)|p)dT)-

Under the assumption (3.27), there exists a unique invariant measure ¢ (which is inde-
pendent of v) for the process Y;(n). Let

i(s,v) =¥ (Ly,m) — ¥(C).
Then we have

Oyu(s, v)(y) = Oyils, v)(y).
As in the proof of estimates (3.18) and (3.19) (see also [52, Corollary 2.2]), we have that
there exist Cy,y > 0 such that for every r > 0,

X Bl .,
[0vu(r, ) ()Lge = 10va(r, ) ()l < Cor =z e™™,

and

||8y(8,,u(r, )())HL;’O = ||ay (8V/ll(lr7 )())HL;O < Cy Tg_le_fyr.
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As a result, we further obtain

[(Ly.m) = (L] < Ca (IF = Fll +11G = Gl )

< ([ R ) )
0
Under (3.27), we have that for every ¢ > 2,
sup E(1 + [Y,(n)]?) < Cy < 0.

r=0

Thus we deduce that
~ ~ s B _mp
[¥(Lrim) = ¥(Ly,)| < Ca (IF = Pl + G = Gllsge ) - / riler,

which in turn implies the desired result. 0J

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 R%:

dY;t’x’M _ F(t,l’, 1, Y;t,:c,u)ds + G(t,l’, L, Y:’x’”)dWS, }/'Otvxvl*’/ =y € ]RdZ’ (41)

where (¢, 2, 1) € Ry x R x P25 (R%) are regarded as parameters. We make the following
assumption on the coefficients:

(A ra): the coefficient GG*(t, z, i, y) is non-degenerate in the sense that there exist
constants k, o > 0 such that for every (t,z, u,y) € Ry x R% x P25(R%) x R,

o1+ [y)) ¥ < |G*(t, 2, p,y)2f?, V2 e R®,

and for every g > 2, there exist constants Ay, Ay > 0 such that for every (¢, z, u, y) €
R, x R4 x Zy(R%) x R%,

2y, F(t,z,1m9)) + (¢ = DIGE 2 1, y)1* < —Aalyl* + Ao

Given a function f on Ry x R% x %, (R%) x R%, we consider the following Poisson
equation in the whole space R%:

Ltz p, Utz p,y) = —f(tx, 1, y), (4.2)

where (¢, 7, 1) € Ry x R% x 22,(R%) are regarded as parameters, and the operator .% is
defined by

D%O@(y) = D%O(tv T, 1, y)@(:U)

1
= 5Tr(g(t,x,u,y) ' 8§¢(y)> + F(tz, 1y) - 0y@(y), (4.3)
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where G(t,z, u,y) = GG*(t,z, u,y). Note that % is just the infinitesimal generator of
Y%+ 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:

Ft @, p,y) W™ (dy) = 0, Yt , 1) € Ry x R x 25(R™), (4.4)

Rd2
where ("*#(dy) is the invariant measure of the equation (4.1). We have the following
result.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (AFG) holds, and F, G € 05/2’a’(£’a)’ﬁ with some 0 < o, f < 2
and ¢ = 1,2. Then for every function [ € 03/2,(:1:,(5,04),5 satisfying (4.4), there ezists a
unique solution U € Cg/>® )20 44 (4.2) which also satisfies (4.4) and is given by

U(t,:v,u,y)zf Ef<t,:v,u,YZ’x’“(y)>ds,
0

where Y551 (y) satisfies the equation (4.1).
Moreover, there exits a constant p > 0 such that for anyt € R, v € R4, u € PH(R%)
and y € R%,

Utz 1, y)| + 10,U (t, 2, 1, y)| + 105U (¢, 2, 1, )| < Co(1 + [yfP),
||U(> ) '7?/)”05/2’0"“’0‘) < 00(1 + |y|p)’

and for any y1,y, € R%,
02U (t, 2, i, 91) — D2U(t, @, o, y2)| < Co(1+ [l? + lyal”)lvr — val”,

where Cy > 0 is a constant depending on [F]Ca/2,a,(l,a),6; [G]Ca/Za,(l,a),B and [f]ca/2,a,(l,a),[3.
p P 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 £y do not depend on the parameter p, i.e., SDE (4.1) with

dYh® = F(t,x, YI")ds + G(t, x, Y5)dW, Yo" =y e R%.

The reason we consider (4.2) with an additional parameter u is that we need this to prove
the regularity of the averaged functions with respect to the p-variable, see Corollary 4.3
below, which will be further used to establish the reqularity 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 (f,z) 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 p-variable. Let us first consider the case ¢ = 1. Since U satisfies the Poisson
equation (4.2), by the definition of the linear functional derivative, we have for any p, y’ €
Py(R%) and 6 > 0 that

Ult,z,pu,y) —U(t,z, (1 — Q)+ 0y,
o%(t,x,u,y)<( py) — Ut x, (1 —0)pu uy))

0
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[t o, (L—=0)u+0u',y) — f(t, 2, p1,y)
0

1 / /
+3 (o%(t, z,(1=0)u+0u,y) — ZL(t, x, p, y)) Ut,z, (1 = 0)u+0u',y)
= hi(t, 2, u,y),

where

/N

Lo(tsw, (1= O+ 0p',y) — Lt p, y))U(t, x, (1= 0)pu+ 01, y)
- (F(t, z, (L= O)p+0uy) — F(t,x,p, y)) 0, Utz (1 =)+ 04, y)
1
+ §T1"<g(t, Z, (1 o ‘9):“ + H/J’/v y) o g(tv T, Ky y)) ’ 8§U(t7 Z, (1 o 9):“’ + elulu y)

This together with U € CS’O’(O’O)’2+B implies that the function h{(t,x, u,y) satisfies the
centering condition, that is,

/ B (t, 2, o y)CH (dy) = O, (4.5)
Rd2

and we further have

J— / - o
U(t,z, (1 9>u+99/~hy> Utz imy) _ / Ehy(t, @, pu, Y 5" (y))ds. (4.6)
0

Note that
li 6
GHIOI h’l (ta T, M, y)

- [ [Resnn@+ St nn@ o0
Ré1 “OM o
(3 (@) BU ) )|~ ()

_. / It )@~ ) (d2)

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

[F(t,z, (L= 0)p+0u'y) — Ft,z, pn,y)| < COL+ [yl) - [l — pllvv,
G(t, 2, (L= O+ 0u,y) — Gtz p,y)] < CLOL+ [yP) - |1 — pllrv
and
These together with (4.5) and the dominated convergence theorem yield that

[ e @ <o (4.7)

According to (4.5) and (3.12), there exist constants Co, A\g > 0 such that

[E[A(t, 2, 1, Y™ ()] | < Ca(l + Jy[P)e.
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Thus, taking the limit § — 0 in (4.6) we obtain
U

Eﬂuauwx@=1AmEm@ﬂwuxW#@»@m&

Furthermore, by the assumptions that F,G € CS’O’(l’a)’B and f € CS’O’(l’a)’B, we deduce
that for every yi,ys € R%,

) )
‘hl(tvxnuvyl)(i‘) - hl(tvxnuvgh)(i‘)‘ < ‘é(tv'xvﬂvyl)(i‘) - é(t7x7ﬂuy2)(j)‘

oF N oF N
+ ’E(ta:%:uayl)(l’) : ayU(taxnU“ayl) - m(twa%w)(l’) : 8yU(t>Ia,u>y2)‘
1 0G - oG N
+ 5 Tr(@(t>zau>yl)(x) ' 8ZU(tax>:U“ayl) - @(ta:%:uayQ)(x) ’ aSU(t>Iau>y2)>’

< C3(1+ |1l + |y2P) |1 — v2|?,

where C3 > 0 is a constant depending on [F] o.0..a).5, [G] 00.0.0.6 and [f],00,0.e.6. This
P P P
means that h, is S-Holder continuous with respect to y-variable. As a result, we get that

oU . -
%(t, €, W, y)m(tv z, W, y)(l’) = _hl(tv z, W, y)(l’),

which in turn implies that

oU -

5 (67 ) (@) < G0+ ). (4.8)
Moreover, we have that for every &, %, € R%,

%(tv €, W, y) (CCSS_Z(t7 z, W, y)(£1) - (;_Z(tv €, W, y)(ié))
= — [l (t, 2, 1, y)(T1) = ha(t, 2, 1, y) (Z2)].

Consequently, we have
oU _ oU N .
5 (0 ) (@) = 0 ) ()| < U1 )~ Bl

where C; > 0 is a constant depending on [F]CO,O,(LQ),B, [G] ~0.0.1.0).8 and [f]CO,O,(l,a),B. This
P P

Cp
together with (4.8) means that U(t,z,-,y) € C’él’a). Similarly, we can deduce that
52U . o - .
5—/L2(t7 T, |, y)(xlv x2) = / Eh?(tv Ty Ky Y;t’ 7#(y))(x17 x2)d87
0
where hy satisfies the centering condition (4.4) and is given by
L 2f R §*F R
h2(ta Z, [, y)(xb $2) = (5—/L2(t’ €, W, y)(IL 113'2) + 5—,u2(t7 €, W, y)(zla 113'2) . 8yU(t> €, W, y)

+Emmme%%%%%W®}

op
OF . oU -
gy ) ()0, [ ) )
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5%G = s
Tl"(é—lﬂ(tv T, [, y) (Ilv x2) ’ 8§U(t, T Ky y)>

_|_

_|_

(5 ))& [t ) ()

N = N~ N~

(5 o)) &[5t m () |

Using the similar arguments as above, we get U(t,z,-,y) € C’éz’a). Thus the proof is
completed. O]

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

[t p) = [ f(t,z, py)C"H(dy). (4.9)

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

Corollary 4.3. Assume that (Apg) holds, F,G € C5/**E)E gng f e /> *C8 i,
0 < a,B < 2. Let f(t,z, ) be defined by (4.9). Then we have f € 05/2’a’(2’a). In
particular, we have

L@ = [ |3t ann@+ 3 @@ o0

1 )
550 (@) - 20t ) | ),

where ® is the solution of the following Poisson equation:

o%(tax>ﬂay)q)(t>zaU>y) = _[f(t>IaU>y) - f(t,:)s,,u)]. (410)

Proof. The assertion that the function f(-,-,p) € C} /22 follows by 44, Lemma 3.2].
Here, we need only show the regularity of f with respect to the u-variable. Note that the
function

(&2, y) = [, py) — fE 2, p) = Af(t 2, p,y)
always satisfies the centering condition. Thus under our assumptions and by Theorem 4.1
there exists a unique solution ® € CS’O’(O’O)’2+B to the Poisson equation (4.10). Following
the same arguments as in (4.7) we have

SA 0
/Rd2 {5—;(@ x, 1, y)(T) + g(t, T, y)(Z) - Oy (t, z, p1,y)

1 )
5§ (@) e ) | Ha) =0, ()

Since

SAF

L. 5 @)

Z—%@%M@+/ %@%mw@&wm%

Rd2
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by (4.11) we get

L@ = [ |3t ann@+ 3 dnunn@- 00

+ %Tr(?i(t z, 1, y)(E) - Oy (L, , 1, y))]ét’x’“(dy)-

This together with the assumption I, G, f € CS’O’(l’a)’B implies that [6f/0u](t,x, 1)(-) is
a-Hélder continuous. As a result, we have f(t,,-) € C’él’a). Similarly, we have

2 f 2 2
i—lé(taxaﬂ)(fbfz) = /Rdz L; ];(t T, 1, y) (T1, T2) + o

5 (t, @, 1, y) (21, T2) - Oy ®(t, @, 1, y)

op?
G )@ 0,5 32
# ) (@) -0, 1 ) )
%Tr(g gQ(t , 1, y) (T1, 7o) - 85‘1)(’5’%“’9))
(G ) B[ o 0)(@))
- %H(?i(t w1, y)(Z2) - O [%(t,x,u,y)(fl)})]Ct’x’“(dy),

which implies that [62f/642)(t, x, u)(Z1,-) is a-Hélder continuous and f(t,z,-) € C%

Thus the proof is finished. 0J

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 : Z(R%) — R. In
particular, we show that when f € C’él’ with some 0 < a < 1 (which is only a-Holder
continuous with respect to the Wasserstein distance and thus not Lions differentiable),
there exists a sequence of functions f,, € C»*) (which admit 1-order Lions derivative)
such that

1fo = fllo < Con™, [|0ufulle < Con'™ and  [|0:0,fullos < Con®~*,

where Cy > 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 p; : R — [0,1] and pa : R4 — [0,1] be two smooth radial convolution kernel
functions such that [ p1(r)dr = [pa, po(z d:z =1, and for any k > 1, |Vkp1( )| < Crpr(r)
and |V¥py(z)] < Crpa(z) where (', are positive constants. For every n > 1, let

pi(r)=n’pi(n’r)  and  ph(w) = n® pa(na).
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Given a function f(t,z, u,y), we define the mollifying approximations of f in ¢,z and u
variables by

fn(tJ?,%?/) = f(> s pg’y) * pg * prll
= / ft— s, —z,ux*py,y)ps(2)p}(s)dzds, (4.12)
Rd1+1

where p * p} is defined by

o ph (- // py(x — 2z)u(dz)dz. (4.13)
R
In particular, when f depends only on the p-variable, we have

Su(p) == f (= p3),
which gives the mollifying approximation for the functions defined on Wasserstein space.
We have the following results.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that f € Co/**090 yith 0 < o < 2 and let f, be defined by
(4.12). Then we have f, € Cy 2020 and

||.fn(a ERE y) - .f(a BN y)HOO < CO (1 + |y|p)n—a’ (414)
||axfn(> ) '>y)||00 + ||au.fn(a BRE) y)()HOO < CO (1 + |y|p)nl—o¢/\l’ (415)

and

H&tfn(v ERE y)“oo_'_Haifn(v ERE y)HOO_'_Haiaufn(? ERE y)()HOO < CO (1 + ‘y‘p>n2—a7 (416>

where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of n.

Proof. The estimates concerning the derivatives of f,, with respect to ¢ 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 f,, with respect to y when 0 < o < 1, the case 1 < a < 2
can be proved similarly. By the definition we have

|fn(t>$au>y) - f(t,x,,u,y)|

s / 1= s = 2 ) = £ 1) 9320 (5)deds

< /d " lf(t—s,2—z,uxph,y)— ft,x, mu*py,y)|py(2)p](s)dzds
R%1

For Z,, by the assumption that f € Ca/ 2,a,(La)

L<G /Rd N (Is1%72 + 121%) - (1 + [yI?) P (2)p7 (s)d=ds
1+1
< Cl n_o‘(l + \y\p)
As for 7y, by (4.13) and (1 27), we have

7, - | / / i — )+ O p ) (@) (e p — 1) (A7)0
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=L a0 ot o )@z — ez
[y :rﬂ—9M+ﬂuwﬁwX@uM@%)

d1

S L /m

5u(
<@/|wwuwmw@ﬁ<@wm+ww
R41

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

Ot ) (@) / / L= s 2w ) (3) ()0 () lads - (5 — 2)d2
6/.L R41 JRA1+1 5/.,6

/‘ / Ot~ 50— 2w 0, 9) (D) — )05 ()P0 (5)d3dds,
]Rdl +1 ]Rdl

which in turn implies that

|a:?:au.fn(t> T, y)( )| -

)A;HAd (t—s,0— aww&@@*wﬁﬁ—aﬁ@M%ﬂﬁmﬂ
< / :
Rd1+1 ]Rdl

—(t—s,x— 2z pxpy,y)(@—2) - @(t—s,x—z,u*p&y)(@‘
( )|dz - p5 (2)pf (s)dzds
<C%AhVW%1+WW¢V%QQM2<GW%%1+WW-
Similarly, we get
f

|0, fu(t, 2, 1, y) (T)] = 51 Ltz y) (F)| < Can' (1 + JyfP).

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

— O+ Op* py,y)(z — T)

z, (1= 0)p+ A pfy, y) (2) | p3 ()dTp(dz)d0

(t, T, 1, y)(7)

5. MULTI-SCALE NON-AUTONOMOUS SDESs

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

dX; = b.(t, X;,Y7)dt + o.(t, Xf)thl, X; =€,

1 e V€ 2 e (51>
%G€(t7 Xt ’ Y;t )th ’ YE) =1,

where for every 0 < ¢ < 1, b, : Ry x R" x R®2 — R4 g, : R, x RM — R4 @ R4,

F.: Ry x R" x R2Z — R®% and G, : Ry x R x R — R% @ R® are measurable

38
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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 Xf and the fast motion
}A/f 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 b(t,z,y), 6(t, x), F(t,z,y) and G(t,z,y) such that for
every fixed t € Ry, x € R% and y € R%,

lim b.(t, z,y) = b(t, z,v), limo.(t,x) = o(t, x),

e—0 e—0

lim FL(t,z,y) = F(t,z,y) and lim G.(t,z,y) = G(t,z,vy).
e—0 e—0

Moreover, the function ¢ = 66* and G = GG* are non-degenerate in the sense that
there exists constants k, 0 > 0 such that for any ¢t > 0, x, z; € R% and y, 2, € R%,

oz’ <o*(t o)z and  o(1+ Jyl)Flzl <IG(t 2, y) =/,
and for any ¢ > 2, there exist constants A;, A > 0 such that for any € € (0, 1),
2(y, Fe(t, 2,y)) + (a = DIG=(t, 2, 9) | < —Aafyl” + As. (5.2)

We shall show that as € — 0, the slow component X¢ in system (5.1) will converge
(both strongly and in distribution) to X, which satisfies the following averaged equation:

AX, = b(t, X,)dt + 6(t, X,)dW},  Xo =&, (5.3)
where the averaged drift coefficient is defined by

bta) = [ btn, (), 5.4

and ét’m(dy) is the unique invariant measure of the following frozen equation: for fixed
te R, and z € R%,

AYE® = F(t, 2, YE%)ds + G(t, =, Y)W, Y™ =n, (5.5)

and W, is a new standard Brownian motion. Moreover, we give explicit characterization
for the limit of the fast motion Yf, i.e., the distribution of f{f will converge to E (»*t,
where the expectation is taken with respect to X;. At the same time, we obtain rates of
convergence depending explicitly on the convergence of b., 0., F. and G, to b, &, F' and
G.

To shorten the notation, for every pu € & (R%) we denote

Ci(dy) = [ E(dy)p(da). (5.6)

R41

Fix T > 0. The following is the main result of this section.
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Theorem 5.1. Let (X, Yf) and ):(t satisfy the equation (5.1) and (5.3), respectively.
Assume that (A) holds, b, F,G € C3>*" and 6 € C2** with some 0 < a, 8 < 2. Then
for every t € [0,T], we have:

/2,1

(i) (strong convergence of X¢) assume further that & € C3'>", then

BT X 0 (4 [ [0 = o e+ (o, = 505,
+ ||F€(87 ) ) - F(Sv ) )H%g" + HG€(87 ) ) - é(sv ) )’|%g°:|d8)7 (57)
(ii) (convergence of the distribution of X2) for every ¢ € C’éz’a)(t@Q(Rdl)),

t

<au(et [Lam ot [t~ it g
0

ol ) = 38, e + 1F(5,2) = Fls, -l

+ |Ge(s, -, ) — Gs, -, )HLgo] ds); (5.8)

(iii) (convergence of the distribution of Yf) for every ¢ € 01(7275)(<@2(Rd2)),
~ t
e e A e X B (O
0
+lo=(s,7) = 6(s,lzoe + 1 Fe(s, ) = F(s, )z

11Gls, ) = G ->||L;o]ds) coy(e

1 ¢ t—S g_l 'y(t s) ~
- . F.(s,-,-)— F(s,-,)|| 1o
+6/0( — )7 e I ) = Fs g

#1652 = Gl s ). (5.9

where ét’“ is defined by (5.6), C1,Cy > 0 are constants depending on T, the norms of the

coefficients and the constants in condition (A), and Cs,y > 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 b., o., F. and G. to b,
&, F and G 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 — 8)*/27L and (t — 5)%/>7L in the estimates (5.8) and (5.9) are due to the low

reqularity 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., whenb. = b, 0. = 6, F. = F and G. = G. In this case, estimate (5.8) reduces
to: for every p € Céz’a)(92(Rd1)) and t € 0,7,

[o(Lx:) = o(L3,)| < Coret. (5.10)

The novelty is the low regularity assumption that ¢ € Céz’a)(,@g(Rdl)), 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 Cb(Q’a)-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 p € C(R™) and t € [0,T),

}ES@(Xf) - E@(;(t)} < Cor e,

Existing results in the literature require at least ¢ € C’gJ”’(Rdl) in the above estimate, see
e.g. [49].

(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 ¢ € Céz’ﬁ)(92(Rd2)) and t € 0,7,

X ~t

W(EY;) - @D(ng)} < Core? +Cse =,

In particular, for every ¥ € Cg(Rdz), we have

i) - [ [ g, an)]

= 'E@E(Y/f) - E{ g @E(y)ft’;{t(dy)} ' < Core? +Cyet.

Besides the low reqularity assumption on the test function 1, the above estimate implies
that for every t > 0, the distribution of the fast variable Yf will converge weakly to Eétht
(where the expectation is taken with respect to Xt) as € — 0, and the rate of convergence
is €2 4 e_%t, which is independent of the index [ 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,

~yt

< C3e_?a

'Mf/f) [ iy

R%2
where ( is the unique invariant measure for the fast motion.

iv) Similar as in Remark 3.6 (iv), it can be seen that if 1 satisfies (1.21), then the

constant Cs in the estimate (5.9) can be replaced by K Cs.
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5.1. Strong convergence in the averaging principle. It seems to be difficult to prove

the strong convergence of Xf to X, in Theorem 5.1 (i) directly due to the low regularity
(only Holder continuous) of the coefficients. For this reason, we shall use the Zvonkin’s

transformation as in [45,49] to transform the equations of X§ and X; into new ones.
For T' > 0 and A > 0, consider the following backward PDE on [0, 7] x R%:

duo(t, x) + blt, x) - Do(t, ) + %Tr(d(t, ©) - o(t, x))

bt ) = Mltw), te(0,T), (5.11)
v(T,x) =0,
where a(t,z) := 66*(t,x). Under our assumptions on the coefficients and according to
Corollary 4.3, we have b e Cba/z’a. Thus, there exists a unique solution v € C;+a/2’2+a([0, T]x

R%) to the equation (5.11), see e.g. [31, Chapter IV, Section 5]. Moreover, we have
Byv € O (0, T) x R, and we can choose A large enough such that
00(t, 7)] < % V(t,z) € [0,T] x R%. (5.12)
Define the transformation function by
L(t,z) ==+ v(t, z),
and then define two new processes by
V, =Tt X,) and Vf:=T(t X7). (5.13)
We have the following result.
Lemma 5.3. Let V, and Vf be defined by (5.13). Then we have for every t € [0,T],
AV, = No(t, Xo)dt + 9,1(t, X3) - 6(1, X)W}, V= T(0,¢), (5.14)
and
AVE = hu(t, X7)dt + 0,T(t, X7) - o(t, X7)dW}!
+ %Tr([as(t, Xp) = alt, X7)] - 020(t, X))t
+ [bo(t, X5, V7) = bt X5)] - 0,7 (1, X5)dt, Vg =T(0,€). (5.15)

Proof. We only proof (5.15) since the proof of (5.14) is easier and follows by the same
argument. Using It6’s formula for v(¢, X7 ), we deduce that

t t

v(t, X5) = v(0,€) + / Dpv(s, X5 - o(s, X5)dW?! + / (asu(s,f(;)
0 0

~ A ~ 1 ~ ~
b5, X2 VE) - 0u0(s, X2) + 5 Tr(ac(s, X2) - 920(s, X9) ) ds

t t

00,9+ [ B0(s, X9 (s, X)WL+ [ (B0t X)
0 0

+ ?)(s, X9 - d,0(s, X°) + %Tr(d(s, X¢) - &Pu(s, Xj)))ds
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CREC]

t _
+ / [be (s, X2, VE) — b(s, X)] - D,0(s, XE)ds
0
1

t
45 [ (oo X0 — s, X)) - 20(s. X0 .
2 ),

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

t t _
o(t, X7) = v(0,6) + / Oyv(s, X°) - 0. (s, X5)AW! + / (s, X2) — b(s, X)) ds
0

0

t _
n / (b, (s, X2, 72) — b(s, X2)] - Du(s, X)dls
0

1/t . . .
+ 5/ Tr ([ac(s, X2) = als, X9)] - 020(s, X2) ) ds.
0
Pulsing this with the equation for X¢, we obtain (5.15). O

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.,

ft,z,y)C(dy) =0,  V(t,z) e Ry x R%, (5.16)
R42

where (#*(dy) is the unique invariant measure of the equation (5.5). We introduce the
following Poisson equation in R%:

Zo(t, 2, y)U(t,2,y) = —f(t, 2,y), (5.17)

where (t,2) € R; x R% are regarded as parameters, and the operator DS,% is the infinites-
imal generator of Y satisfying the equation (5.5), i.e

Foply) = (1.7, 0)ely) = 5 TG0 w.0) - o) + Flt.2,9) - Opely), (5.18)

where G(t,z,y) := GG*(t,,y) and o(y) sufficiently smooth test functions on R%. The
following result gives an estimate for the fluctuations of the process f(s, X2, Y¥) over the
time interval [0, ¢].

Lemma 5.4. Assume that (A) holds, F.Ge 03/2’a’ﬁ with 0 < o, B < 2, b, L, G € L?
and 0. € L®. Then for every t >0 and f € Co/**" satisfying (5.16), we have

t

< Ct<€a/\1+/ [HFE(S?'?')_F(Sv'v')H%g"
0

G = Gl s ),

where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of € and (.

/ f(s, X5, Y5)d

Proof. By the assumptions that f € C5/**" satisfying (5.16), F,G € C/**" and ac-

cording to Theorem 4.1, there is a unique solution Ue Cy /2255 ¢ the Poisson equation
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(5.17). Let U, be the mollifying approximation of U defined as in (4.12) (which does not

depend on the p-variable here). Then by It6’s formula, we have

R A 1
Olt, X2, 95) = Un(0,€,) /aU . X2 2)ds + MY + M2

ER S

t
~ 1 o
+/ [b (3, X2, 75) - 005, X5, V7) + 5 Tr(au(s, X5) - 020 (s, X;,Y;))]ds
0
6 S S S S

t
+1/ [F (s, X5,Y5)- 0,0, (s, X5, V) + Tr(ge(s X5, Y7E) - 00U,(s, XE,YJ))}ds,
0

where a.(t,z) := 0.0 (t,z), G-(t,x,y) == G.G%(t,x,y), and M!(t), M%(t) are martingales

given by
= /0 0,0(5, X3, ¥7) - 02, X)W,
:/Otayz)* (s,X5,Y5) - G(s, X5, Y5)dW2.
This together with (5.17) yields that
/tst;Y; /%sxz,n60<s X2 V0)ds
/ D(s, X5, V) [U (s, X5, V) — U, X;,Y;)] ds
U, (t, X5, YY) +5/ AU, (s, X2, YE)ds + e M (t) + /e M2(t)

CR S

— e[ Un(0,6,m) ~ C

t
~ 1 ~
e [l X2 V) 00 5 X2V 5T X - 020 s X2 V) s
0

t
+/ [F (s, X5, V) — F(S,Xg,?;)] 8,0, (s, X5, Y)ds
0

t
w5 11005, X2 ¥5) = 60, X2V 050 5. X))
/ Dol K2V [0, X2 7) - U(s, K275 ds (5.19)

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

f 5, X5, ¥2)ds| < G [EI0,(0,6,m) + B|T (1, X7, V7

t
s +aE|Ms<t>\2} st [ BR0, (s X5 VDS
0

t

+Ct€2E s1 L

[b (5, X5, V) - 0,0, (s, X2, V7)

0
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2

S S

+ %Tr(aa(s,f( )- 20, (s, X* Yf))}d

t 2
+C,E / [F (s, X5, V%) — F(s, X;,y;)] 9,0, (s, X2, V5)ds
0
t R 2
G| [ B[00, X2 77) = Glo X2V 05, X2 V5) s
. 2 6
+CE /30 s, X2, v9)|0 [ (s, X5 VE) — U(s, X;,Y;)]d = Ue)
=1
Note that under (5.2), we have for any ¢ > 2,
sup E[Y/|? < Co (1 +Eln|?). (5.20)
t=0

Thus by Theorem 4.1 we derive that
E|U.(0,&, ) + E|Ua(t, X5, Y7) P < Ci (1 + Eln* + E[YS]”) < 0.
At the same time, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we get
t
EVAOP < Cr [ (14 EI72)ds < o
0
and in view of (4.15),

t
E|M!(t)|* < €y n23—9) / (1+E|YE[*)ds < Cyn?t),
0

Consequently, we have
Ui (e) < C (e + 2n*1-),

Similarly, by (4.15), (4.16), (5.20) and the assumptions that b. € L° and o. € L™, we
can get

t
Ug(g) —|—Z/{3(5) < Cy €2n2(2—a)/ (1 + E|Y;|4p)d8 < Oy £2p22-a)
0
As for Uy (), applying Theorem 4.1 again we have

t
< Cu [ B = Bl - (L+ EIVE7)ds
0

t
<O [ IR = Fls s
0

At the same time, we also have
t
) <o [ 1G(sin) = Glsve - (14 BIV)as
0

t
< CS/ ||G5(S,',') _G(Sa'a')H%;OdS'
0
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Finally, due to 85(7 e C2/**" and the fact that
02U, (t, x,y) = D2U (-, ,y) * pi = py,
we derive by (4.14) that

<onn( [ 3 ol e - o0 XTI (11771 as)

(=1,
< Cq n_m/ (1 + E|Yf|6p)ds < Cgn™2e.
0
Combining the above computations, we arrive at

Ue) < C; (6 + £2p2@72) 42

_'_/0 [HFE(Sv * ) - F(Sv ) )H%;O + ||G€(37 ) ) - G(S, * )H%g’}ds)

Taking n = e1/2

t
U(E) < Ct <Ea/\1 + / [HFE(Sa 5 ) - F($> ) )H%g’ + ||G€(Sa Y ) - G(Sa 5 )H%go} ds)
0
The proof is finished. O

we get

Now, we are in the position to give:

Proof of Theorem 5.1 (i). Taking A large enough such that (5.12) holds and by the
definition (5.13), we obtain that for every t € [0, 7],

E|XT - X[ < B[V -
In view of (5.14) and (5.15), we have

;| (5.21)

R}

t _ t =
Vi-V, = / Ao(s, X2) — v(s, X,)]ds +/ [b(s, X5, Y5) = b(s, X)] - 0.1 (s, X5)ds
0 0

R} s S

+/t [be(s, XE,YE) — b(s, X5, V)] - 0,1(s, X5)ds

t
45 [ (ot X0 - als. X0 - 02005, D) ds
2 0

t _ _
+/ |:8xF(S,X§) co.(s, X)) — 0,1 (s, X,) - 6(s, Xs)}dWsl.
0

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

t _
E‘Vf—f/tfgcg/ E‘v(s,f(j)—v X, }ds
" 2
+CE

R

t _
/ [b(s, X5, V) — b(s, X5)] - 9,T(s, X2)ds
0
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2
sy s sy ts ds

/ E‘ (s, X2, VE) — b(s, X2, V)] - 0,0 (s, X?)

A N N 2
+ot/ E’Tr([aa(s,Xj)—d(s,Xj)} -agv(s,xg))‘ ds
0

+Ct/tE ZI
0

Below, we estimate these terms one by one. For the first term, since v(t,-) € CZT*(R%),
we have

D(s, X2 - 0. (s, X5) — 0,0(s, X,) - & )’(

t _
Ti(e) < 01/ E‘Xsa _Xsfd&
0

To control the second term, note that by the definition (5.4), the function [I;(t, T,Y) —

z(t, )] - 0,T'(t, z) satisfies the centering condition (5.16) and belongs to Cp/**? Thus by
Lemma 5.4 we obtain

ne) < o= | IR, ) = Fs, g + G, ) — s, - s Jas).
As for Z3(e), by (5.12) and the fact that 0,I'(¢,x) = L4, + O,v(t, z), we have
< Cy [ s = s M (1 V)
< Co [ (o) = B s
Similarly, since 0. € L> and the function d2v(t,-) € Cg(R%), we get
< [ flonlon) = ool

Finally, by the assumption that 6(¢,-) € C}(R%) we deduce

Ts(e) < Cs /OtIE\Xj — X, |*ds + C; /Ot |oe(s,-) — 6(s, ) ||2ds.
Combining the above estimates and in view of (5.21), we arrive at

_ t _
E|X: — X [*<C / E|X: — X,Pds + €, e
/ 205, ) = (5, ) 3ds + C; / o5, ) — (s, )3 ds
e / [1E(s ) = B(s,, ) 4 1Guls, ) = Gls, ) 3]s

This in turn implies the desired result by Gronwall’s inequality. Thus the proof is com-

pleted. O
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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 X¢ 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 Xf . Namely, let f(t,z,u,y) be a function satisfying the
centering condition, i.e.,

Fltz, ,y)C(dy) = 0, V(t,x, 1) € Ry x RN x Py(RY), (5.22)

RI2
where ft *(dy) is the unique invariant measure of the frozen equation (5.5). For simplicity,
we shall say that f € C22*1*F([0, 7)) = €228 ([0,T) x RY x P5(R%) x R®)

p,loc p,loc

with 0 < o < 2 (here and below, local is regarded to the t-variable at point T') if there
exist constants C'r, p > 0 such that for 0 < a <1 and every 0 < s <t < T,
of
e +[3

(17, 0.) ()| < Or(1 4 yl!) (T — 1),

[tz y) — F(soa, 1m,y)] < Cr(1+ [yP) (T — )72t — 5|3,

J
|f(t,x1,u,y) o f(t,fl,’z’,u,,y)‘ + 5f

< Cr(1+ yP)(T — )72 |a1 — a2,
|f(t>IaM>yl) - f(t>IaM>y2)| < CT(]' + |y1|p + |y2|p)(T - t) a=1) /2|y1 - y2|5

Similar to Lemma 4.4, we prov1de the following result concerning the mollifying approxi-
mation of f € C%2* (a) #([0,T)), the proof is more or less standard and thus omitted.

p,loc

(5.23)

(tv X, [y y)(x1> - %(tv X, [y y)(l’g)

Lemma 5.5. Given a function f € C*2*M2((0 T)) with 0 < a < 2, there eists a

p,loc

sequence of functions f, € C’1 (12 +e)2 ([0,7)) such that for every t € [0,T),
||axfn( PRI y)”oo + ||au.fn(t> R y)()”oo < C1T(ir - t)—1/2n1—a/\1(1 + |y|p)’ (524)
< Op(T = )72 (1 + [yl?), (5.25)
(0,2, 1, )| + [ (T 2, 1, )] < 0791+ [y[P), (5.26)
and
100 falt, s p1,y) = B, f(t 2, y)| < Op(T = )72 (1+ [y), €=0,1,2,  (5.27)
where Cr > 0 is a constant independent of n.

We have the following result for the fluctuations of the process f(t, X¢, L bet V) over
the time interval [0, 7).

Lemma 5.6. Assume that (A) holds, F,G € O with 0 < o, B < 2, b, Fr, Ge € Ly
and o. € L. Then for every f € Ca/2a(1a ([0,T)) satisfying (5.22), we have

p,loc

(07 T a—1 al
<CT(E§ +/ (T_S)T[HFE(S"a')_F(S>'>')HL§°
0
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+|G(s, -, ) — G(s, . .)HLgo}ds),
where Cp > 0 is a constant independent of € and (.

Proof. By the assumptions that f € C*2*"8([0 7)) satisfying (5.22), F, G € C5/>*°

p,loc

and using Theorem 4.1, there is a unique solution U € C;i{fc’a’(l’a)’%ﬁ([o, T)) to the fol-
lowing Poisson equation:

~ A

Lotz y)U(t, z, p,y) = —f(tz, 1, y), (5.28)

where (t,z, 1) € [0,T) x RN x 22, (R%) are regarded as parameters, and the operator .%,
is defined by (5.18). Let U,, be the mollifying approximation of U given as in Lemma 5.5.
Then by Ito’s formula (see e.g. [4, Theorem 7.1] or [11, Proposition 2.1] ), we have

T
Un(T, X5, Lo, Vi) = Un (0,6, 1,7) +/0 O,Un (s, X2, Lg., YE)ds + MA(T)

1 2 ! vE Ve g € %G
+%MN(T)+/O [0, X5, V2) - 0,00 (5, X5, £, V)

A
2T a0 KD - 920, 0 X, L V) s

T o -
-l—/ E[bs(SaXE }75) 'auUn(SngvﬁXg’}z’e)(Xs)
0

+ %Tr(aa(s, )288) . ajap,Un(Sa Xsa7 ‘CX'E?? Y/’f)(}éa))] ds

s

ERE]
3

1 T R R . N N
2 [ [ X5 T 005, X £, )
0
1 e Ve 3 e €
+ STe(Ge(s, X2, VE) - 0200 (5, X, £ V) | s,

s S

where the process (X ¢ }75) is a copy of the original process (X ¢ 175) defined on a copy

(Q,j,ﬁ”) of the original probability space (€2,.#,P), and for i = 1,2, M!(T) are two
martingales defined by

T
MNT) ;:/ 0.Un(s, X5, L, YE) - 0(s, X)) AW,
0 S

LYW

T
M2(T) ;z/ AyUn(s, X5, L, Y5) - Ge(s, X
0
This together with (5.28) yields that
T A A
’E(/ f(s,Xss,EXE,Yf)ds)
0 S

T
E(/ Lo(s, X5, Y) [Un(s, X5, Lg2, YY) —U(s,Xj,EXSE,)f)]ds)
0

T
<0 E(/ —fo(s,Xg,?se)Un(s,X;,EXE,fff)ds)
0 S

+Cy

CR S
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T
<C’oa[E\Un(O,g,u,n)}+E\Un(T,X;,£X%,?T€)H+Coa/ E[asUn(s,Xg,cXg,&e)}ds
0

T
/ E[be(s, X5, V2) - 0,00 (s, X5, £, V7)
0

+CQ€

+ %TI'(CLE(S, Xj) . 8gUn(37 X§7 ‘CXS57 }A/;E)):| ds

+C(]€

s S S

. o _
/ EE [be(s,)i's V5) - 0,Un(s, X5, Lo, YO (XD)
0

+ 5 Tr(a(s, X2) - 0:0,0,(5, X5, Lo, V) (X0) s

CRd S CR S

T
+ Co E(/ [Fo(s, XE,YE) — F(s, X2, Y7)] -8yUn(s,X§,£X§’y;E)dS)
0

T
+ o E(/ Tr((G.(s, X2, V) — G(s, X2, V7)) -aEUn(s,Xg,ﬁXSE,}?ss))ds)‘
0

T 7
+ C10 E(/ gO(SaXsE>Y:sE) [Un(SaXsE>£XS€>Y;E) - U(SaXsE>£X§a}/;€):|dS)‘ = sz(g)
0 i=1

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

Vile) < ¢4 nl_aM&?(l + E|n|P + E|}A/'7€‘P) < Oy nt=oMe,

Similarly, by (5.24), (5.25) and the assumptions that b, € L° and 0. € L™, we get

T
Vo(e) + Vs(e) + Va(e) < C gnH/ (T — )75 (1 + EVZ[)ds
0
< C2 6n2_°‘.

As for Vs(g), by Theorem 4.1 and Lemma 5.5 we have
T = ) )
Vs(e) < 03/ (T —s) 7 [|[F(s,+ ) = F(s, )| e (1 + E[Y{]?)ds
0
T = )
< 03/ (T — )T Fa(s, ) — B (s, )|zl
0
At the same time, by G, € Ly we deduce that
T . R R
Vs(e) < 04/ (T — )7 [|Ge(s, ) = G(s, -, o (1 + E]YS])ds
0

T
<G[0 Gl ) = Gl .
0
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Finally, using estimate (5.27) we derive that

T
V7(5) < C5E</ Z H%Un(S>X§aﬁX§>KE) - aﬁU(S>X§>£X§a}>s€)“ ’ (1 + |}};&|2p)ds)
0

=12
T ) .

< Cs n—a/ (T —5)"2 (1 +E|VS)ds < Csn ™.
0

Combining the above computations, we arrive at

T
)E</ f(&XjaﬁX?Y/:)dS)
0

-/ = 2 1) = Pl g + 1Guls ) = Gl ->||L;o}ds).

1/2

< Gy <5n1_°‘/\1 +ent 4 n

Taking n = ¢7/* we get

T
E(/ f(&XSa‘CX?KE)dS)
0

T ot ) .
+ / (T = )% [Pl ) = Fls, )z + G, ) = G(s, ~>r|Lgo}ds).
The proof is finished. O

(M)

< C7<€

In order to prove the weak convergence of Xf to )E}, we need to consider the following
backward Kolmogorov equation in [0, 7] x &5(R%):

Ouatton) + [ o) gt i)
+ %Tf(&(tax)'ax(f%U(t,u)(x)))]u(dx) —0, tep1), O

u(T, p1) = p(p),

where ¢ € O™ (P,(R%)) is a given function. Recall that we have b6 € 2/ Accord-

ing to Theorem 3.2, there exists a unique solution u € C.-*>®2t) (j0, T) x 2,(R™)) to
equation (5.29) which is given by

ult, ) = (L5, ). VEE0.T], (5.30)

where L¢ = p, and for 0 < s < ¢, the process f{s,t(g) satisfies SDE (5.3) with initial value
¢ at time s, i.e.,

AX4(€) = b(t, Xoa(©)dt + 6 (t, Xy (©)AW),  X.u(6) = €.

For simplicity, we shall write X, := X,() := :O,t(g ).
Now, we proceed to give:

Proof of Theorem 5.1 (ii). For every ¢ € Cb(2’a)(322(Rd1)), let u(t, ) be defined by
(5.30). Then we have
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By 1to’s formula, we obtain

H (€)= lp(Lg:) — oLz ) = u(T, Lx:) — u(0, p)|

’ (/ douls, L) + bo(s, X2, Y7) - Bauls, L.)(X)

+§ ( (5, X2) - 0, (,u(s, EXE)(Xa))>ds) .
In view of the equation (5.29), we further obtain that

e < e [ ae(onto, X0 a6, X9] -0 Opats. £4,)60) s

2

+ﬂE(AT@<sxzx9—b@;ﬁAfﬂ4%Ma£ExX®m)

T _
+ 'E( / b5, X2, ¥5) = bls, X5)| - s, £X§)(X§)ds)
0
=: H1(e) + Ha(e) + Hs(e).
According to Theorem 3.2, we have
0,u(t, 1)(z)] < Co(T — )@V and |9, (9,ult, p)(z))| < Co(T —t)**.

As a result, we have
T
HE <O [T 95 oo o e,
0
and
T a—1 ~
Al < Co [ (T8 T bl = s, s
0

It remains to control J#5(¢). Note that by the assumptions on the coefficients, the defi-
nition (5.4) and Theorem 3.2, the function [l;(t x y) b(t, )] - O u(t, p)(z) satisfies the
centerlng condition (5.22) and belongs to C*2*1*2([0, T)) (i.e., satisfies the estimates

p,loc
n (5.23)). As a direct consequence of Lemma 5.6, we have

o T ~
i@ <4 [0 -9 (IR0 - Pl
0
+ |Ge(s, -, ) — Gs, -, .)||Lgo]ds).
Consequently, we arrive at

%@<a(£+lau@ ou(s,-) — (s, ) 1eds
+A(T—$%W@@w?—a&wWw%
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T
+ /0 (T - S)T [HFE(Sv ) ) - F(Sv ) )HL§° + ||G€(87 ) ) - G(Sv ) )HL;’f’}dS))v
which in turn implies the desired result. 0J

5.3. Limit for the distribution of the fast motion. Recall that Y satisfies the

frozen equation (5.5), g:t’f” is the unique invariant measure of Yf’””, and ét’“ is defined by
(5.6). To prove the convergence of distribution of the fast process Y,°, we consider the
following Kolmogorov equation on R, x &, (R% x R%) x [0, T):

oot~ [ [Fean o5 sy
Rdl XRdQ m

+ %Tr@(tw,y) 8255 (s,m;t)(z,y))}m(dx,dy) =0, (5.31)

|V (0,mst) = $(mym) — (M),

where t € [0,7] is a parameter, 1) € C2P(2,(R%)) 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,mit) = (Lyne,,y) — (), (5.32)

where m = L), p = mim = L¢ and Vi€ = Y1(n) satisfies the following equation: for
te0,71],

AV = F(t,6, Y 5)ds + G(t, & YIOAWE, Y¢S =n.

Moreover, we have by Lemma 3.7 that there exist constants Cy,y > 0 such that for any
s>20,t€[0,7] and V(y) =1+ |y|? with p > 1,

(L ¢ < Coe™, (5.33)

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

Proof of Theorem 5.1 (iii). For every t > 0 and ¢ € 8P| we write
)= o (Lye) = (¢
< |0 (CM) = v (€M) | + [ (Lo y) —(E)

~ 3
 Jolese) —o @) —w(Ege) + 0@ =S
=1

where £ and 7 are the initial value of Xf and }Aff respectively, and L = . We proceed
to control each term separately.

i) (Control of the first term) For every p € P5(R%), we let
Dt p) = (),
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where C:W is defined by (5.6). Then for every t > 0, by the chain rule formula in Lemma
3.1 we have

do 6V

@) = [ G )

and

52 52 o s
5ftu (@) / L B ) ) ) ()

5V2

These together with ¢ € Cp P imply that ¥(t, ) € 052’0). Furthermore, by Corollary

4.3 (see also [44, Lemma 3.2]), we have that ¢ (t,-) € C'b(z’a). 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,

Si(e) = [d(t.£5) — b (1.5
<G ( [ =8 Il ) = B g + llon(s,) = o,
0

P, ) = (s g +1Gulor ) = s g s ).

where C; > 0 is a constant depending on 7.
ii) (Control of the second term) For the second term _#5(¢), by (1.27) and the assumption
that ¢ € C(z’ﬁ) we have

<0u+9( PoE(, CM))( )( PoE(y ~ gt )(dy)d@'

Rd2 t/s t/s

<02/d (1+v DILs0c0 50’“‘(dy)<02'Pv( Lins iy ).
R42

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

~t

Ha(e) < Cze =,

where C3 > 0 is a constant independ of t € [0, 7).

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

V(s,m;t) = V(T —s,m;t).

Then we have

V(T mit) = V(0,mst) = b(msm) — (CHmim),
V(0,m;0) = V(T,m;0) = ¢ (Lyoe, ) — (™).
As a result, taking 7' =t/ we arrive at

I0) = |V (5 L geyit) = V0, Ligays0)|
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Due to the low regularity of the function V with respect to m and ¢ variables, we define
the mollifying approximation V,, by (4.12), i.e

Vals,mit) = V(s,m* i) % i

where

m * pg (- // ps(x — 2)m(dz, dy)dz.
R

Then by Lemma 4.4 we have

-/t . -
Hs(e) < Vn(gvﬁ(f(fy;) ) V( L% v )‘HV (0, Lig.;0) = V(0, Lig); 0)]
-t
+ n<g,£()2ts,f/;)§t> - Vn(O,E(g,n);O)‘
- st .
<C3n “+ Vn(g, ﬁ(thytg); t) — Vn(O, ﬁ(g,n); O)’ (5.34)

Using It6’s formula for the system (5.1), we deduce that

Hs(e) - = (é Lix:, ysyt) - Vn(o,ﬁ(g,n)-()))

i/av( Lxe gy )dr+/08t w(50 Lisesim)dr

+1/OtE[F(r X Y7F) -0 (W( L% yeyiT )(X;f,Yf)

Sz

€ Yém

XS R SR L TS oS ST

+/Otﬂ<:i[b (r, X2, Y7) - 0, %(E Ligeyeyt )(Xf,Yf)
+%Tr<a€(7“,)2€) 352‘/( Lk i )(Xf’ne)ﬂd

This together with the equation (5.31) implies that

i/o [av( Loyt ) av( Loyt )]dr

Hs(e) <

+|! /OtE[F(T £ 79). (ayfs‘;( L ey (X5, 77)
aygxb( L) (X5 |ar

Lo [ B (6t 23 (052 ()25
S () s ) K35




_|_

ry Tr ryor

é/otE[[F(r X2 VE) = F(r, X2, Y9)] - a%(

L) (X579 |dr

e /otE[Tf([%(r X5V =G XY

+25

(L L i) (2.5 ar

n 5V<

t
/OE[b (r X2 ¥5) - 0=t

Loyt (X5 Y7)

+%Tr<a€(r,f(€) (92?/ (

/Oatv( Lk yeyiT )dT—Z/ZSZ

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

Lixe )T )(Xf> Yf)ﬂ dr

N o L[ttt —ry\5t
< L[ (29

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

Jsa(e) < Cs—/o [

—Q

5, 2Vn ( L) (X5, 77)

y(s ry-r

0,00 Lo P (X2 7)

1 t_ B t—r
< Cyn e —/ (=) 7 e ar < opn
0

€ €
. 1
Fs3(¢) <Cﬁ—/ [
€Jo
O () G50 (14 95
5

1 t_ 5—1 —r
<Cﬁn_a-—/ ( T>2 -e_VtTdréCﬁn_a.
0

1+ |1A/f|p)]dr

and

V(L ) (E275)

oV

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

/34 C7_/ HF T, 7' F Ty 7.)HL;O
A% e
@m(iww>%mn>

.E[

(1+ 72P7)|ar



1 t I t— o y(t—r
<C7g/ IIFa(T,-,-)—F(r,.,.)||LgO.( 7”) Tty
0
and

Fu@) < s [ Gutre) = 60 )

oV (v o
85% (E’ Lixz. 903 7”) (X5, Y7)

t—r g_l _qt—r)
- e € T.
g

.E[

(1+ \Y:PP)}dT

I -
<Gt [ 160 = Gl -
0

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

t
/3,6(5) + /377(8) < Cg nZ_O‘/ e_%dr < C9€7’L2_a,
0

In addition, one can check that the above constants C;,i = 4,---,9 are independent of
t € [0, 7). Taking the above computations back into (5.34), we arrive at

-1
t—r\ 5 _y(t=r)
-e e dr

A 1 [t .
sale) < G e L [ IRG) = Pl -
0
1/t A t—r\el  _a-n
#2 [ = Gl - () )

Choosing n = ¢~ /2 we obtain

o a1t . t—r\% e
Fsle) < Gyl e + - ||F€(Tv'v')_F(Ta'a')HLg°'( - ) LoD
0
1 ¢ A t_ é_l y(t—=7)
+_/ ||G€(T7'7'> _G(T7'7'>HL§° : ( T>2 -e (E d?“)
e Jo 3
Combining the estimates in )-iii), the proof is finished. O

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 ¢ > 0,

Xf’a =¢ and Y;O’a =,
and for n > 1,
(dthqe — b(XZL’e, ﬁXZLfl,s, Y;n’e, ﬁytnfl,s)dt
+ 0 (X[, Lynre, Lynre ) AW, X0 =¢,

1
d}/;n7e = EF(th767£ n—1l,.e, YnE E n ls)dt (61>

1
+ —G(X]®, Lynre, Y Lomre ) dW?, Y5 =n.
\ NG ( t X] t vt ) t 0 n

Each approximation system is a linear one since the distributions appearing in the coef-
ficients are not Lxn»e and Lyne but rather £ xnLe and Eyn 1, 1.e., the distributions of

the solutions of the approximations at the previous step. As stated in Section 2, for every
n > 1, we define
bo(t,x,y) = b(x,ﬁxtnfl,s’y,ﬁi/tnfl,s)’ One(t,x) = O'(x,ﬁxtnfl,s,ﬁi/tnfl,s)
and
Foe(t,x,y) = F(z, Ly n—te, Y, Lyn- o), Gue(t,a,y):=G(x,Ly n—te, Y, Lyn- 1e).

Then, each of the approximation system (6.1) can be viewed as a non-autonomous system
of the form (5.1), i.e
dX; = by (t, X5, YY) At + 0, (8, X[07)dW, XM=,
Ze0ne (6 XI5V )AWS, Y =,
Therefore, by Theorem 5.1, we have the following result for the approximation systems
(6.2). For consistency, for every t > 0 and z € R%, we denote
XP=¢ and ("=

Theorem 6.1. For every n > 1, let (X;"°,Y;"%) satisfy the system (6.2). Assume that
(H;) and (Hy) hold, b, F,G € C3®PC0) nd o e 0P with0 < o, 8 < 2. Then
we have for every t € [0,T] and o € C™ (Py(RH)),

1
Ay, = an,a(t, X5 Y 0)de +

}@(ﬁxg“s) - @(ﬁXgl)} < Cre?, (6.3)
and for every i € CP (P, (R%)),
(L) — o / ()] < Oret 4 Gpe, (6.4)
R91

where Cyp,Cr,Cy > 0 and ~o > 0 are constants independent of n and e, and X" satisfies
the following averaged equation:

AXP = by(t, X7)dt + 0 (8, X7) AW, X =€, (6.5)
58



where the averaged drift coefficient is given by

bo(t.)i= [ bulta i) (6.6

and b, and o, are defined recursively by

boltiz,) = b Ly, [ G L)
R%

] (6.7)
on(t,x) = a(:c,ﬁ)—(nl,/ CTi’flEanl(dj)),
t Rdl t
and Ct*(dy) is the unique invariant measure of the frozen equation
Ay 0 = (¢, 2, Y ds + G (¢, o, Y0 AW, (6.8)

where (t,x) are parameters, W, is a standard Brownian motion and F,, and G, are defined
recursively by

[ Gl (),
~ (6.9)
G Lxp1(4)).

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

Fn(tax>y) = F<x>£)2f*1>y>

Gn(tu x, y) = G(ZII’, E)Z'belvyv

R41

i) For n = 1, note that we have
bi(t,z,y) =b(z, Le,y, L) =bi(t,2,y), o1(t,x) =0(x,Le, L) = 01(t, ),
and
Fie(t,e,y) = Fz, Le,y, £y) = Fi(L, 2, ),
Gre(t,v,y) = G(x, Le, y, Ly) = Gu(t, 7, y),

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

AX, = b(X[, Le, V5, L,)dt + o (X5, Le, £,) AW, Xo© =€,

1 1 1 1

Lo con e e)awz, vt =y
Since the coefficients satisfy the conditions in Theorem 5.1, as a direct consequence we
have that

|P(Lx1e) = p(Lx3)] < Coe? = Cit,e),
(L) o

where X! satisfies the following averaged equation:
dX;} = b (X))dt + oy (X)dW,), X5 =¢, (6.11)

£ 1 £ 15
Ay = EF(X,}’ Le, Y05 L,)dE +

t.x @ ~yt A (610)
¢t ﬁth(dx))} < Ched 4 Cye ¥ = Ci(te) + Ci(t,e),

R41

with

) = [ e Lo £)GT D), onla) = ol Lo,y
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and (7 (dy) is the unique invariant measure of the frozen equation
AY* = F(x, Le, Y, £,)ds + G(x, Le, Yo, £,)dW,. (6.12)

We remark that the constants Cy, C3 and v > 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

balts,y) = b(w, L, | GLx(AR)),
R%4
oatw) =o(w.Lyy | (L)),
R91
By(t, v, y) = F(%ﬁxg,y, fﬁ)zl(df)),
R1

By the assumptions on the coefficients, taking ¢(-) = b(x,-,y,v) and ¥(:) = b(x, u,y, )
n (6.10), and arguing as in the proof of (6.10) we obtain that

s (t,2,9) = Balts )] = (ol Lper L) = b Loy, [ Gy (a) )]
< Co(1+ [ylP) [2Ci (¢, €) + Ci(t,€)].
This in turn implies that
[B2,c(t, -, ) — ba(t, -, )|z < Co[2Ca(t,€) + Calt, )].
Similarly, we can deduce that
|02, (t,) — oa(t, )|z < Co[2Ca(t,€) + Cit,e)],
| Foc(t, ) = Falt,, )z < Co[2Ca(t,e) + K Ca(t, 2)],
|Gae(t, ) = Galt,, )| < Co[2Cu(t, ) + £ Cit,€)],

)=
where « is the constant in (1.21) (see Remark 5.2 (iv)). Furthermore, we can derive that
bo(t,-,-), Fa(t,-,-), Ga(t,-,-) € C&P and 0y(t, ) € Cf. Meanwhile, by (1.27) we have that
for every ti,t, > 0,

|b2(t17 x, y) - bQ(tQa xz, y)|
- ’b<93,ﬁf<g [ GLx (di")> - b(%ﬁ)‘cg U | GLx (dﬂ?)”
1 Rdl 1 2 Rdl 2
S Co(L+ [y MWLy, Lxp )" < Co(1+ [y[")[t — ta]?,
and

log(t1, ) — oa(te, )| + [Fa(t, z,y) — Fa(ts, z,y)|

+|Ga(ty, 2, y) — Galta, 7,y)| < Co(1+ |y|P)|t — ta]2.
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Consequently, using Theorem 5.1 again we have

t
[P(Lyze) — p(Lx2)| < Cae +Co / (t—s)
0

+lloas(s, ) =
+ ||G2,€(S> K ) - G2(87 K )||L§°:| ds

t
< Cye2 +QCOC2/ (t—s)
0

t
—|—20002/ (t—8)2
0

= Cg(t,€),
and
W(lyer) =0 [ G Lr(dn))|
R
t —_—
< Cy(t,e) + Cye* + Y (t i
e Jo €

+ HGZE(Sv ) ) - G2(87 5 )HL;O] ds
2CyCs

~yt

< Cg(t, 8) + 03 e =

=: Cy(t, ) + Ca(t, o),

€

[

2

5-1 |:Hb275(87 K ) - b2(57 ) )HLg"

02(57 ')HL‘X’ + HFQ,E(Sv K ) - F2(57 * )HL§°

2

271 [2Cy(s,e) + Ci(s, e)]ds

371 [2C (s,¢) + £ Ci(s,2)]ds

g_l _a(t—s)
) € € |:||F2,€(Sv'7'>_F2(Sv'7')HL§°

— 8_ t—s ~
t 3) e e [2C(s,¢) + K Cy(s,¢)]ds

€

where X? satisfies the averaged equation (6.5) with n = 2, and (5 is the invariant measure

for the frozen equation (6.8) with n = 2.
i11) For n > 2, we assume that the following estimates hold:
}(p(ﬁXf’s) o ‘P(ﬁ)’ql) < (Cn(tv 6)7 (613>
and
vy = o( [ ot n)| < Culto) + Eaftio) (6.14)
R%1
where C,,(t,¢) and C,(t,¢) are defined recursively by
t
Cp(t,e) = Che? + 20002/ (t—s)27" [2Cui(s,e) + Croi(s, )] ds
0
( (6.15)

t
+ 20002/ (t — S)%_l . [QCn_l(S, E) + K
0

Co(t,c) = Cye ¢
2 C,C:
+ 0“3

€

[

t—s

€

Cn—l(s> 5)}d37

~

5 t—s
)2 1 LN [2C,—1(s,€) + £ Cpi(s, €)]ds.

€
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Then we can deduce that
|bn+1 E(t r y) bn+1(t T y)|
‘b T ,Can,y,;Cynf —b<flf EXn,y Ctm,CXn( ))’
]R 1
and
brs1(t, 2, y) — bpgr(t, 7, y)|
—|o(oLxyv [ Gy @0) < (oL [ | G2y (02)
Rdl 1 2 Rdl 2
< Co(1+ [yP) [t — ta2|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

‘90(£Xf+1vf) - 80(55(;“)\ < Cye?

t
+2 C()CQ/ (t—s)27 L. [2C,.(s,e) + Ca(s, e)]ds
0

t
+2 C0C2/ (t—s)2' [2C,(s,2) + m@n(s,a)}ds = Cpny1(t,e),
0

and
R )]
R41
ot 2 C()Cg t—s g_l
< 1>
\Cn+1(t,€)+c3e + c /0 ( £ )
x e~ 1 +[2Ca(s,2) + £ Cul(s,2)]ds = Cpa(t,€) + Cara(t, ),

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

w) It remains to provide the uniform control of the constants C,(t,e) and C,(t,¢) in
estimates (6.13) and (6.14) with respect to n > 1. We have the following claim:

Claim: There exist a sufficiently small 3 > 0 and constants >, i)o > 0 (depending
on tp) and ¥; > 0, 0 < 7y < v (independent of ty) such that for every t € [0, t¢]
and n > 1,

Cn(tag) < Z0 5%
and
Colt,e) < Spe? + 5 e,

Once these two estimates are proved, we can get that the estimates (6.3) and (6.4) hold
for t € [0,%0]. Since the system (6.2) are classical SDE and t; does not depend on the
initial condition, we can repeat the above argument on the interval [ty, 2to] and iterate up

to any finite time interval [0, 7] as in [49]. The proof can be finished.
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Proof of the Claim: Let us define
ho(t,€) := 2C,(t, €) + K Cp(t, €).
Pulsing (6.15) and (6.16), we have

hn(t,e) = 2Cye2 +KkCye” T [40002

t
+40002] / (t—s)271 hy_i(s,e)ds
K 0

2 - ﬁ -1 t—s
N C’o/-zC’g/ (t s> EEICR (5, 2)ds.
0

€ €

Taking s small enough such that x C5 < ~ and by induction, we can deduce that there
exist small 5 > 0 and 0 < Ay < v such that for every n > 1,

h( ) Zo€2+216 'Y(E)t.
where 3, > 0 is a constant independent of ;. Taking this back into the definitions (6.15)
and (6.16), we deduce that

2CCq
K

t
0

< Che? + [20202 +2GyC] 2 Sotied + [20202 +2CoCy] - S,
and
0
SCye® +2 COC3207_§P(§>5% +2C,C5% (7 — 70)_§T(§>5_lsﬁ,
which in turn imply the desired results. O

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 — oo. For simplicity, given a sequence of {u, },>1, we define

(ﬂ)ﬁ,ﬂfl — £77 and C’U MO Clma

where (¥ is the invariant measure of the system (6.12). Let (“*~~'(dy) be the unique
invariant measure for the following frozen equation:

d}/sn,(:c,unfﬂ — F(ZL’ L 1’Yn (z,ptn—1) /

R41

mﬂn Q,Un 1(d1’)>d$

4G g, Yo / G e (AB) )TV, (6.07)

where W, is a standard Brownian motion, and for z € R%, define

bn(zaun—l) ::/ b(x”u“n_l’y’ Cx e 2ﬂn—1(dj)> Cﬁ’unfl(dy%
Rd2 R41

5'n(x7,un—1) = U(l’,ﬂn_l,/ mun 2,U/n 1(d$)>
R%
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We have the following result.

Corollary 6.2. For the averaged approzimation systems (6.5), we have for everyn > 1,

AX]' = bo(X]', Lgn-1)dt + 0, (X}, Lgn-1) AW, X§ =&, (6.18)
and for every t € [0,T] and 1 € C2P (P, (R%)),
-'Eyﬁ)—(nfl ~ a _ ot
vy —w( [ G EX?(dx)ﬂ < Cred + e Y, (6.19)

R41

where =1 is the unique invariant measure of (6.17) with py—1 = Lgn-1.

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>Iay) = b(l’,ﬁ)‘(tl,y, Cfﬁth(dj)) = b<Iaulaya Cf#oul(d‘%))?
Rd1 R41
oatir) = o(v Lxy | Lxpldn)) =o (o, [ GFFoum(dn),
R R%

Falt,ay) = Fo. Ly, | L) = Fwmyy, [ u(dd),

R% R41
and

Go(t,z,y) = G(x, Lx1,9, fﬁxg(df)) = G(x, 111, Y, (f"mm(df))-

R4 R4

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

AY2em) = F (o, Y20, [ Frop (a7) )ds
R
+ G<$a Hi, }/;27(9:’#1)’ Cfuoul(dj))dWSa
R%
and the corresponding invariant measure (5° equals to ("' with p, = Lg. These

together with (6.6) yield that

b2(t7 ,’L’) = / b(flf, H1,Y, gf“uo/“l’l (dj)> g;“ul (dy) = 62(:1:7 :U’1>7
R%2 R%
and

0-2(t7 ,’L’) = a<x7ﬂl7 gf#oﬂl(df)) = 5-2(:1:7/1’1)7

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

Aot

B(Lyae) - w( (e ﬁ)_(f(dx))) < Cret+Cpe ™.

Rd1
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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, y)—b(fc [in-1,Y / Gt 1(d95)>
R%

ou(t,2) = 0 (2. 1 / (7).

R21
Eu(t,x,y) = :C =1,y Crt 2 d:c))
]R 1
Gn(t>$ay) ZIZ' s Mn—1,Y, Cxun 2,un 1 d[lj’))
R41

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

d}/;n,(SmMn—l) — F(:L’ Lo 17Yn (z,pn—1) / mun 2 _1(di’)>d8

R41

]Rl

otz 1(dx)>dWS,

that is, (6.17) holds for given n. Moreover, the corresponding invariant measure ** equals
to (-1 and

ba(t, ) = / b ttn-1,9s | Gt a1 (42)) G (Ay) = B, i),
Rd2 R41

(t SL’) =0 x y Mn—1, Cxun Zﬂn—l(dj)> - 5n(xv/in—1>'
R1

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

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 sup / ly|?¢rHn—1(dy) < Cp < 0. (6.20)
Rd2

nzl zcRd
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Proof. For simplicity, we only prove the estimate (6.20) for ¢ = 2, the general case follows
by the same argument. For any n > 1, using 1t6’s formula and (1.20) we have
d ‘Yn T, fn— 1)} -9 <Yn (T pn—1) F(:L’ fin1, Y (@,pn—1) Cxun Z,Un—l(dfi')>> ds
R41
2
ds

+ HG(m [y, Yo (@Hn=1) Cx“" 2,un_1(d:’é))

R41

4+ 9 <}/*STL7($,;U'7L1)7 G(SL’, L1, Y*sn,(m,,unfl)’ C:c sHn— Z,U/n—l(di’)>dWs>
Rd1

2
/ Chfn=2y(d7)|| + C3> ds
dy 9

+2<yn(xun 1) G(:L’ L 1>Yn (@,pn—1) / :cun Z,Un 1(d:i’)>dW8>
R%
Writing the above inequality in integral form and taking expectation, we get that

E [}Kn,(x#nfl)f] _ E|,)7|2

< (—01 [y 4y

2 (6.21)
-5+ C5 - s.
2

<-Cy /O [y ar + ¢,

/ iz (dE)
R91

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

01/ ly|¢rn1 (dy) < Co / ly[2¢EH 2 (dy) 1 (AF) 4 C
Rd2 Rd2

R41

< Cy sup / [y2CEHe-2 (dy) + C.
Rd2

z€R%

As a result, it holds that

& - C
s [ wbcan < & (s [ wean) + g
zeRM JR? 1 \zeR“ JR% 1

By induction, we deduce that
n—1 (CQ )Z

T 02 " T C
sap [ ez < () (s [ PG )
zeR4 JRI2 1 zeRY JRI2 i—

Co\" | Cs = (G
o (3 S
‘77‘ Cl Cl Zz:; Cl
Therefore, under the assumption that Cy < C}, we obtain

sup sup / yI2CEHn1 (dy) < oo
Rd2

nzl zcRd

The proof is finished. O
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The above result implies the tightness of {(%#"~1},-,. Below, we proceed to identify
the limit of (*#»=1. For M > 0 and two probability measures ji1, s € P5(R%4), we define

Pa,ni (i1, p2) = sup ‘SO(NI) - 90(/@)}7
el 2.0y <M
b
and
ﬁV(Cﬁu7l717C"u> — Sup pV(Cw sHn—1 Cw :U') (622)
zERL

We have the following result.

Lemma 6.4. Assume that p, converge weakly to p. Then there exists a (** such that
for every ¥ > 1,

lim sup Wy(¢Hm—1 (**) = 0. (6.23)

n—oo xERdl

Moreover, (** is the invariant measure of the following system:

Ayt = F(:c p, Y-, gf’“u(dj)>ds + G(:c, p, YEH, Cj’“ﬂ(d@)dm- (6.24)

R% R4
By the uniqueness of the solution, (** is also an invariant measure of the McKean-Vlasov
equation (1.16), and there exist constants Cy, M > 0 such that

pv (G, ) < Co (Pa,M(Mn—1,u) + K py (T Z,C"“)), (6.25)

where Kk 1is the constant in (1.21).

Proof. The existence of (** and the convergence in (6.23) follows by the estimate (6.20).
It remains to show that (* is an invariant measure of the equation (6.24). We deduce
that for any s > 0 and g € C5°(R%),

Eg(Y") — (g,¢™")| < [Eg(YH) — Eg(Ym(mrn-1))]
+ ‘Eg(}/;ny(w,ﬂn—l)> — (g, CEHn=1Y| 4 (g, CZH1) — (g, (P

By (6.23), we have that
Tim [{g, G7#1) = (g, ¢")[ = 0.

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

2<y, T,y Up— 1,%/ l‘un 2,“% 1 dI)>> H Ty Un-1,Y, Cxun 2,un 1 ))
R41 R41
2
/ mﬂn 2/1% 1(d$)

+ (5
—Cilyf* + C, /
R41
n7(muu'n*1)

2
where Cj is independent of n. Since (“#»~1 is the invariant measure for Y;
the dissipative condition holds uniformly with respect to n, we get that

[Eg(Ym@in=1)y — (g, ¢2Hn=1)| < Cpe ",
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—Chly]* + Cs

Gl

2 .
, fin—1(dZ) + C5 < —=C1ly|* + Cs,

, and



where Cy, vy are constants independent of n. To control the first term, we use Lemma 3.8
to deduce that

gty - By o) < o [P (e, [ o)

—F I,un-l,-,/ b2y, 1d$>H +HG<93 JTRS
R41

—G I s K1, - / e TR dx)) )
Ré1 Ly

By the assumptions on the coefficients, we have

HF(xu Y C‘E’“u(dfﬁ - F(%Mn—l’ g

R41

C‘E’“u(df)>

R41

(tn- QNn—l(dj)>

R21 RA1 HL;’O

< mattins) 4o ([ rutan), [ Gt ) )

R41

< C'4 (pa,M(,un—lu M) + K %% < Ci7uﬂ(dj)7 Cj’uﬂn—l(dj>)

R41 Rd1

+/‘€Pv< ¢* i, —1(dT), / xun ? 1 (AT ))),
R41 R4

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

Pv( ” ¢P pu(dz), Ci’”ﬂn—l(d@)

R41

= s [ )6 () = paaan)

Ifll+v<t

and we have by Lemma 6.5 below that

f@ = [ [fly)¢™(dy) e Cy.

Ré2
Thus we can choose M large enough such that

Py ( gj“u:u(dj)u Ci”u,un—l(di')) < pa,M(,U/n—la M)
R4 R4

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

PV( ¢t (A7), Cwu" 2,Un—1(dif))
R%1

Rd1
</ v (¢, Gt pna (dE) < v (CF, G22).
R

As a result, we get

(e [ i)~ o [, )|

R41



< Cy <pa,M(,un—17 ) + Kpy (¢, ;55’1’2))- (6.26)
The same estimate holds for the coefficient G. We obtain that
[Eg(y7) — Bg(V2 )| < Calpuarlptmcr. o) + wov (4G5, (627
Letting n — oo, we obtain that
[Eg(Y#) = (g, )] < Coe™,

which implies (** is the invariant measure of Y**. The estimate (6.25) can be proved
similarly as (6.27), we omit the details. O

We need the following regularity result for the averaged coefficients.

Lemma 6.5. Assume that f € Co®PE) yith 0 < o, 8 < 2, and define

P = [ fnm [ rutan)eria),
(2,0

where (** is the unique invariant measure of system (6.24). Then we have f € C}"=%.

Proof. We only prove the result for 1 < «a, < 1, the case that 1 < o, < 2 can be
proved similarly. Let

= (Pru(da),

R41

Fla,pyy) = Fa,my,¢"), Gla, py) = Gla, gy, ¢,
Then the system (6.24) can be written as

AY 3 = F(x, p, YO ds + G(x, p, YO AW,

and define

where (:E,fz) are parameters. For every fixed p, it is easy to see that F(ouy), G, my) €
Cy and F(x,p,-),G(x,pu,-) € Cf. 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

Flop) = (-, y, CM)CH(dy) € Cp.

Rd2
The above argument is not suitable to study the regularity of f with respect to u as the
regularity of the coefficients F'(x,-,y), G(x,-,y) are unknown. To prove f(z,-) € Cb(Z’a),
it is enough to show that for every z € R*, ¢y € C/(R%®) and 1), € Céz’ﬁ)(ﬁg(RdQ)), we
have

D) = | i) (dy) € G and da(p) = 1a(CF) € G

R%2
For these, we use the approximation argument. Instead of (6.17), we consider that for
fixed p,

d}};n,(m,u) _ F(QE,M,}A/:L’(LH),/ :Llﬂ(di’))ds

R%
G (a2, [ G(an))aib,
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where (2 is the unique invariant measure of Y¢""*). Define

bnl) = | n@)EH(dy) and () = wz(

R42
Then, by induction and corollary 4.3 we have that

sup (||@51,n||c<2,a> + ||152,n||c<2,a>) < 00.
77,21 b b

é:s’m(dx)) |

R41

Moreover, by exactly the same procedure as in Lemma 6.4, we have
hm Wy (CEHM, C™1) = 0,
which in turn implies that
N (1) = i), i =1,2.
As a result, we have () € C’f’a). The proof is finished. O
We have the following result.

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

7£*n72 _
SUp pa,m(Lxn, Lx,) < Cp sup <Pa,M(£)zg*17£Xs) + +pov(C1” aC"EXS))- (6.28)

s€[0,4] s€[0,t]

where py is defined by (6.22), and Cy > 0 is a constant with lim,_,o C; = 0.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.4, we have for every ¢ € C (2,(1)’
[olLxr) = (Lx)| < Csup (Bl Lxzr) =B+ Lx)

s€l0,t

[e.e]

117 L) =0 L)oo )

where C} > 0 is a constant with lim;_,o C; = 0. By definition and as in the proof of (6.26),
we have

[bn (@, n-1) — b(@, )| =

[ by [ G @) )
Rd2 Rd1

—/Rd2b<af,u>y, /Rd1 Ci’“u(di))cx’”(dy)‘

Co( ot tner. 1)+ r(GE1, ) + (G52, €,

N

and similarly,

|00 (@, pin—1) — & (z, p)| < CO(pa,M(,un—laﬂ) + po(CUFnt, M) + Py (G 2,gvﬂ)>,

which in turn imply that

Lgn1
(L) = (L) < Cosup (pant(Lggr £x,) + (G L ¢Ex)

s€[0,t]

+ pv(énﬁfﬁ, C"Eks)) (6.29)
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Furthermore, by estimate (6.25) we have that

.’E = - e on—2 . _
(G ) < Col(pani(Lgor, £x) + wpv (G CER),

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

gn—1
Xt

Now, we proceed to give:

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (i) and (ii). Let (X7, Yy) and X, satisfy the system (1.1) and
the averaged system (1.14), respectively, and for every n > 1, (X", ¥;"°) be the solution
of the approximation system (6.2). Then by Theorem 6.1 and Corollary 6.2, we deduce
that for every ¢ € [0, 77,

‘Sp(ﬁxg) - 90(522,5)} < }90(5)(5) — p(Lxre)
+ |p(Lxre) = o(Lxp)| + |0(Lxp) — o(Lx,)]
< Cre? +|p(Lx:) — p(Lxne)| + [o(Lgp) — (Lx,)

. (6.30)

and

[W(Lye) — 05| < [U(Lys) — Y(Lyne)

oty —w( [ @ egpan)]

R41

o [ e egplan) o [ esagan)
< Cref +Coe™™ + [$(Lyz) — Y(Lype)

Plo( [0 g (an) —u(

Y

("R Ly, (dfc))

]Rdl ]Rdl

where Cr, Cr, Co, 7o > 0 are constants independent of n, and fﬁfft is defined by
CExe = ("% L (d).
R%
By the convergence of the heat kernel (see [11, Section 5]) of (X;"%, Y;™%) to (X7, Yy), we
have that for every fixed ¢ > 0,

Tim ([o(Lxpe) — o(Lx;)
Below, we show that there exists a small 5 > 0 such that for every ¢ € [0,¢y] and
v € O (RY),

lim [o(Lgy) —¢(Lx,)| =0. (6.31)
For this, let us define
'7£‘7L* _
Cu(t) == sup pa(Lyy, Lx,) and Zu(t) = sup pr(Gn R,
s€[0,¢] s€[0,t]

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

Z,(t) < O, (%n_l(t) n %_l(t)).
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and
Z0(t) < Co(€ua(t) + 6701 (D).
Thus we have
Go(t) + KDn(t) < (Cofk + Cok) (%n_l(t) + m.@n_l(t)).
Taking ¢y small enough such that Cy,/x + Cor < 1, then we have that for every ¢ € [0, to],
lim (%n(t) + m.@n(t)) ~0.

n—oo

This together with (6.31) also implies that for t € [0, ¢y],

lim ‘w( [ e Eth(d:c)) —qp(

n—oo

Cw’ﬁxtﬁxt(dx)ﬂ =0

R4

For general ¢ € [0,7T], the above convergence follows by the semigroup property. The
proof is finished. O

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 X;"* to X* as
direct results of (i) in Theorem 5.1. Namely, we can get that for every n > 1,

E|X{" = X7')? < Cpe™M

where C; > 0 is independent of n, and )gt" satisfy equation (6.18). Then in order to prove
the strong convergence (1.25) of X7 to X; in Theorem 1.3 (iii), we can deduce as in (6.30)
that

E|X: — Xi? <E|X: — X[+ E|X — XP2P+ E|X] - X,
< Cre®™ +EIXF — X°P +EIX! — X%

Thus for every € > 0, we need to show the strong convergence of X, and X! to X7 and
X, as n — 00, respectively. But due to the low regularity assumptions on the coefficients
of the systems (only Hélder continuous), even for the proof of the strong convergence of
X" to X{ for every fixed e > 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 X; in the averaging principle of the non-linear
stochastic system (1.1) follows directly from the convergence of the distribution of X; and
For every ¢ > 0, let us define

(t T, y) = (ZIZ' £X5>y>£Y5)

B t.x) = o\x, E E’E €

oelt @) = 0(@, Lxp, Lve), (6.32)
(t xr y) = F(l’,ﬁxts,y,ﬁyts),

(t T, y) = G(x>£Xf>y>‘CYf)‘
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Then, the system (1.1) can be rewritten as
dXE =b.(t, X5, Y5)dt + o.(t, X7)dW}, X; =€,

1 1
AYE = ZFL(t, X5, Y)dt + —
t c ( t t ) + \/E

This system is exactly the form of (5.1), and the convergence of distributions of X and
Y® obtained in the previous subsection imply the convergence of the coefficients b, o, F;
and G.. Thus, the strong convergence of X; can be obtained by the strong convergence
of the non-autonomous system (5.1) obtained in Theorem 5.1 (i) directly.

6.33
G.(t, Xe, YS)AW?, Y =n. (6.33)

We proceed to give:
Proof of Theorem 1.3 (iii). For every x € R, y € R and ¢ > 0, let us define
bt,x,y) = b(x, Lz, y, (%),
5(t,x) = o(z, L, (%),
F(t,x,y) = F (2, Lx,,y, (%),
G(t,x,y) = G(:c,ﬁ)gt,y, fﬁfft),

where X, satisfies the averaged equation (1.14), and ¢# is defined by (1.24). By the

assumptions that b € C >3 "the definitions (6.32) and (6.34), and using the con-
vergence of the distributions of X; and Y;° obtained in estimates (1.22) and (1.23), we
have that there exists a constant C; > 0 independent of € such that

‘bs(t7x7y> - (;(t,ﬂf,y)‘ = ‘b(waXfuwaYf) - b(x’ﬁXt7y7§£Xt)

(6.34)

< C(1+ |yl (ef + e %),
which in turn implies that
b (t, ) = b(t, -, )l < Ce(e? +e72).

Meanwhile, we have that B(t, ) € C’;"B , and by Lemma 6.5 we deduce that for every
t1,t2 € Ry,

A~ A ~ — ~£,
‘b(thxuy) - b(t2vxuy)‘ = ’b(xvﬁXt17y7g£th> - b(x7£)2t27y7c Xt2)
< Go(L+ [y IWa(Lx, s Lx,,)" < Co(L+ [y[P) [t — ta?,

As a result, we get be Cy /2.008 Similarly, we have that
loe(t,-) = ot o + [[Fe(t, ) = FE, - )l
~ a t
+ ||G6(ta 5 ) - G(t> ) ')||Lg° < Ct(5§ + 67%)7

and F.G € €% and 6 € C’*'. As a result of estimate (5.7) in Theorem 5.1, we
obtain

_ T
c A~ 2 a A~ ~
sup E}Xt _Xt‘ < CT(E Al_l’/ [HbE(Sa'a')_b(sa'a')||2Lg°+ ||06(S>') _0(37')||%°°
te[0,7 0
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H1E(s, ) = B(s, )3 + 1 Ge(s, ) = Gls, '”'iﬁ’]ds)

270

T
<CT5°‘A1+CT/ (e*+e = )ds < Cre™,
0

where )T(t satisfy the equations (5.3) with the coefficients b,6,F and G given by (6.34).

Hence, we need only prove that X, = X, where X, satisfies (1.14). Applying (5.5) and
(6.34) we have

AV = F(t, 2, YE%)ds + G(t, 2, YI*)dW?
= F(z,Lx,, }A/;t’m, éﬁﬁt)ds + Gz, Lx,, }A/'st’:”, gﬁft)de.

Note that in the above equation, the parameter t is fixed. This together with the frozen
equation (1.18) yields that ¢%*(dy) = ¢“**:(dy). Consequently, we deduce that

~

bt.a) = [ bt )¢ ()

- / b(l” L:Xt’ y’ Eﬁxt)cx’ﬁ)_(t (dy) = B(l’, ﬁXt)
R2
and
o(t,x) =o(z,Lg,, CEx) = o(z,Lx,),
which further imply that

dXt - B(Xt, £Xt)dt ‘l— 5'(Xt, £Xt)thl
= b(t, X,)dt + 6(t, X,) AW}
In view of the strong uniqueness of the solution to (5.3), we have X, = ):(t. Thus, the
proof is finished. O
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