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Abstract

We study the averaging principle for a family of multiscale stochastic dynamical systems. The fast
and slow components of the systems are driven by two independent stable Lévy noises, whose stable
indexes may be different. The homogenizing index r0 of slow components has a relation with the stable
index α1 of the noise of fast components given by 0 < r0 < 2−2/α1. By first studying a nonlocal Poisson
equation and then constructing suitable correctors, we obtain that the slow components weakly converge
to a Lévy process as the scale parameter goes to zero.
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1 Introduction.

Multiscale stochastic dynamical systems arise widely in various areas [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. Finding a coarse-
grained model that can effectively characterize the asymptotic behavior of such systems has always been an
active research field. Multiscale systems driven by Gaussian noises were originally studied by Khasminski
[7]. Later on, Stroock [8], Pardoux [9] and their collaborators verified the relatively weak compactness of
slow components. The former used the martingale approach while the latter used the method of correctors
which were constructed via Poisson equations. Then, E et al. [10] showed the weak and strong convergence
results by using the heterogeneous multiscale method. Recently, Cerrai and Freidlin [11] extended averaging
principles to the infinite dimensional case, and Hairer and Li [12] investigated a multiscale system driven by
fractional Brownian motion. Röckner et al. [13] figured out sharp rates, normal derivations, and functional
central limits for different multiscale stochastic systems with Brownian noises.

However, random fluctuations in nonlinear systems are sometimes non-Gaussian. A number of authors
have studied multiscale dynamical systems driven by stable Lévy noises. To name a few, Yin and his
collaborators [14] discovered that a stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE) or an SPDE with switching
arose as the limit of a multiscale system. The authors in [15] combined averaging principles with stochastic
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filtering problems and showed the convergence of filters. The paper [16] studied both strong and weak
convergence with different rates. Notably, these results were all based on the fact that the ratio of time
between fast and slow components is of order O(1/ε). A natural and important question is: for multiscale
stochastic systems with homogenization terms involved in slow components, how to obtain the corresponding
averaged systems when the fast-slow ratio of time is of order O(1/ε2)?

In this paper, we consider the following coupled multiscale system in Rn+m:
dXε

t =
1

ε2
b(Xε

t , Y
ε
t )dt+

1

ε
2

α1

dLα1
t , Xε

0 = x ∈ Rn,

dY ε
t = F (Xε

t , Y
ε
t )dt+

1

εr0
G(Xε

t , Y
ε
t )dt+ dLα2

t , Y ε
0 = y ∈ Rm,

(1.1)

where b, F,G are Borel measurable functions on Rn × Rm, the two noises Lαi , i = 1, 2 are independent
symmetric αi-stable (1 < αi < 2) Lévy processes with triplets (0, 0, νi), and νi’s are symmetric αi-stable
Lévy measures (e.g. [17, Section 14]) on Rn and Rm respectively, ε > 0 is the scaling parameter, the
homogenizing index r0 in slow component satisfies

0 < r0 < 2− 2/α1. (1.2)

The solution process (Xε, Y ε) is an Rn × Rm-valued process, in which Xε is called the fast component and
Y ε the slow one. The detailed assumptions on coefficients can be found in Section 2. The infinitesimal
generator Lε of the solution (Xε, Y ε) has the following form

Lε :=
1

ε2

[
− (−∆x)

α1
2 + b · ∇x

]
+

1

ε
G · ∇y +

[
− (−∆y)

α2
2 + F · ∇y

]
.

The aim of this paper is to study the weak convergence of the averaging principle for system (1.1).
Our work is divided into two parts. In the first part, we will examine the well-posedness of a nonlocal
Poisson equation associated with an ergodic jump process, and establish the probability representation of
its solution. This nonlocal Poisson equation is usually called the cell problem for the averaging problem.
In the second part, we will prove the weak averaging principle by constructing suitable “correctors” via the
nonlocal Poisson equation studied in the first part. We will show that the slow component Y ε of (1.1) weakly
converges to an averaged process as the scale parameter ε tends to zero. The main result is as follows.

Theorem 1. Under Hypotheses (Ab), (AF), (AG1) and (AG2) given in Section 2, for any r0 satisfying
(1.2), the slow component Y ε converges weakly to a limit process Y as ε goes to zero. Moreover, the limit
process Y is the unique solution to the martingale problem associated with the following operator

L2 = − (−∆y)
α2
2 + F̄ (y) · ∇y,

where F̄ is the homogenized drift given by F̄ (y) =
∫
Rn F (x, y)µ

y(dx), and µy is an invariant measure (whose
existence will be ensured in Lemma 2) of the corresponding frozen equation

dXt = b(Xt, y)dt+ dLα1
t , X0 = x ∈ Rn,

that is, for every 0 ≤ t0 < t ≤ T , ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Rm) and any bounded function Φ on D ([0, T ];Rm) which is

measurable with respect to the σ-field σ (ωs : ω ∈ D ([0, T ];Rm) , t0 ≤ s ≤ t),

E
[(
ϕ(Yt)− ϕ(Yt0)−

∫ t

t0

L2ϕ(Ys)ds

)
Φ(Y )

]
= 0.

In contrast to the case of Brownian noise in [9, Theorem 3], Theorem 1 shows that the homogenization
term G in the slow component Y ε does not affect the limit process Y . This phenomenon is due to the feature
of stable Lévy noise, as we will see in Subsection 4.2 where a corrector of order ε2−r0 will be constructed to
prove the tightness of {Y ε}ε>0. Our argument is slightly different from existing works. Firstly, a Poisson
equation in Rn for an elliptic operator corresponds to an ergodic diffusion process in the case of Brownian
noise. This hints that a nonlocal Poisson equation for a nonlocal operator should correspond to an ergodic
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diffusion process driven by α-stable noise. Secondly, the technique of Poisson equations will be used not
only to obtain the optimal rate for the strong convergence as in the Brownian driven case, but also to prove
the tightness of slow components for the weak convergence. We also remark that for technical reasons (cf.
the proof of Lemma 10), we require in the definition of the martingale solution of L2 that ϕ is in C∞

0 , the
space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support. This is quite standard in the formulation
of martingale problems of Lévy-type operators, cf [18]. Compared with the results of Brownian driven case
[9, 13], our averaging problem has some difficulties to overcome. Firstly, since the Lévy noise in our case is
not square integrable, the solution (Xε

t , Y
ε
t ) has finite p-th moment only for p ∈ (0, α1∧α2) (cf. [17, Theorem

25.3]). Secondly, the cell problem in our case, i.e., the Poisson equation associated with the generator of a
jump process, is nonlocal. Thirdly, the homogenizing index r0 is now related to the stable index α1 and the
relation (1.2) is exactly what we need to seek.

Example. Consider the following fast-slow model
dXε

t = −X
ε
t

ε2
dt+

1

ε
2

α1

dLα1
t , Xε

0 = x ∈ R,

dY ε
t =

sinXε
t

εr0
dt+ dLα2

t , Y ε
0 = y ∈ R,

where b(x) = −x, α1 = 1.5, F (x, y) = 0, G(x, y) = sinx and r0 = 2 − 2
1.5 = 2

3 . It is easy to justify that
b, F,G satisfy Hypotheses (Ab), (AF), (AG1),(AG2). Using a result in [19], we find the invariant measure
µ(dx) = ρ(x)dx with density

ρ(x) =
1

2π

∫
R
eixξe−

1
α |ξ|αdξ =

1

π

∫ ∞

0

cosxξ · e− 1
α ξαdξ.

It follows from Theorem 1 that the averaged equation for Y ε
t is

dȲt = dLα2
t , Ȳ0 = y,

and the slow component Y ε converges weakly to a process Ȳ as the scale parameter ε goes to zero.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will list all assumptions for the coefficients that are
required by our main result. Section 3 is devoted to the existence of a nonlocal Poisson equation in the
whole space. In Section 4, we will use the nonlocal Poisson equation to construct a corrector and apply it to
study the weak averaging principle for the multiscale system (1.1). Section 5 is reserved for some concluding
remarks. Some tedious proofs of lemmas are left in Appendix 6.

To end the introduction, we list the notations that will be used frequently in the sequel. The letter C
denotes a positive constant whose value may change from one line to another. The notation Cp is used to
emphasize that the constant depends only on a parameter p, while C(· · · ) is used for the case that there is
more than one parameter. We use ⊗, ⟨·, ·⟩, and | · | to denote the tensor product, inner product, and norm in
Euclidean spaces, respectively. We also use ∇ to denote the gradient operator in Euclidean spaces, and ∇x

to emphasize that the gradient is with respect to the variable x. For any positive integer k, l and probability
measure µ, we introduce the following function spaces:

Bb(Rn) := {f : Rn → R | f is bounded Borel measurable} ,
C0(Rn) := {f : Rn → R | f is continuous and has compact support} ,
Cµ
0 (R

n) :=
{
f ∈ C0(Rn) | f is centered with respect to the measure µ, i.e.,

∫
Rn f(x)µ(dx) = 0

}
,

Ck(Rn) := {f : Rn → R | f and all its partial derivatives up to order k are continuous} ,
Ck
b (Rn) :=

{
f ∈ Ck(Rn) | for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the i-th order partial derivatives of f are bounded

}
,

Ck,l
b (Rn × Rm) :=

{
f(x, y) | for 1 ≤ |β1| ≤ k and 1 ≤ |β2| ≤ l, ∇β1

x ∇β2
y f is uniformly bounded

}
.

We equip the space C0(Rn) with the norm ∥f∥0 = supx∈Rn |f(x)| and Ck(Rn) with the norm ∥f∥k =

∥f∥0 +
∑k

j=1 ∥∇⊗jf∥. It is clear that (Ck(Rn), ∥ · ∥k) is a Banach space.
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2 Assumptions.

In this section, we collect all assumptions we need for the coefficients of system (1.1). First of all, we
need some regularity assumptions for drifts b, F and G.
(Ab): Suppose that b ∈ C2,2

b (Rn × Rm), and there exists a positive constant γ such that for all x1, x2 ∈ Rn,

sup
y∈Rm

|b(0, y)| <∞, sup
y∈Rm

⟨b(x1, y)− b(x2, y), x1 − x2⟩ ≤ −γ|x1 − x2|2. (2.1)

(AF): The function F is both Lipschitz and bounded, i.e., there exists a positive constant K1 such that for
all x, x1, x2 ∈ Rn and y, y1, y2 ∈ Rm,

|F (x1, y1)− F (x2, y2)|2 ≤ K1(|x1 − x2|2 + |y1 − y2|2),

and
|F (x, y)| ≤ K1.

(AG1): The function G satisfies the following conditions: there exists a positive constant K2 such that for
all x, x1, x2 ∈ Rn and y, y1, y2 ∈ Rm,

|G(x1, y1)−G(x2, y2)|2 ≤ K2(|x1 − x2|2 + |y1 − y2|2),

and
|G(x, y)| ≤ K2, sup

x,y
|∇2

xG(x, y)| ≤ K2,

sup
x,y

|∇2
x∇yG(x, y)| ≤ K2, sup

x,y
|∇3

xG(x, y)| ≤ K2.

We also need a centering assumption for the function G, as follows.
(AG2): For each y ∈ Rm, the function G(·, y) is centered with respect to µy, i.e.,∫

Rm

G(x, y)µy(dx) = 0,

where µy is an invariant measure of an ergodic Markov process Xx,y (see (4.1) below).

3 The nonlocal Poisson equation.

In this section, we study the following nonlocal Poisson equation in Rn,

Lu(x) = −f(x), (3.1)

where f is a given function on Rn and

L = − (−∆x)
α1
2 +

∑
i

bi(x)∂xi .

The operator L is the formal generator of the following stochastic differential equation (SDE) on the prob-
ability space (Ω,F ,P),

dXx
t = b(Xx

t )dt+ dLα1
t , Xx

0 = x ∈ Rn. (3.2)

We denote by {Pt}t≥0 the semigroup generated by L (or by Xx) on C0(Rn).
Here we need to give a regularity assumption for the drift b in (3.2), which is only valid for this section.

(A′
b): Suppose that b ∈ C2

b (Rn), and the function ĝ defined by

ĝ(r) := inf

{
−⟨b(x1)− b(x2), x1 − x2⟩

|x1 − x2|2
: x1, x2 ∈ Rn, |x1 − x2| = r

}
(3.3)

satisfies
lim inf
r→∞

ĝ(r) > 0.
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Remark 1. Condition (3.3) is a weak version of the dissipative condition. To be precise, it is equivalent to
that for any M > 0 there exists a positive constant R > 0 such that for all x1, x2 ∈ Rn with |x1 − x2| ≥ R,

⟨b(x1)− b(x2), x1 − x2⟩ ≤ −M |x1 − x2|2. (3.4)

As a consequence, by letting x2 = 0 and using Young’s inequality, we have

⟨b(x), x⟩ ≤ |b(0)||x| −M |x|2 ≤ −M
2
|x|2 + 1

M
|b(0)|2. (3.5)

Under Hypothesis (A′
b), SDE (3.2) has a unique global strong solution Xx [20, Theorem 6.2.3]. One

expects that the solution of (3.1) has the following probabilistic representation, whose proof will be given in
Subsection 3.2,

u(x) =

∫ ∞

0

Ef(Xx
s )ds. (3.6)

3.1 Invariance and ergodicity.

Lemma 1. Let (A′
b) hold. Then for any 1 ≤ p < α1 and T > 0, we have

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xx
t |p
)

≤ Cp

(
T

p
α1 ∨ T 1− 2

α1
+ p

α1

)
+ |x|p, (3.7)

sup
t≥0

E|Xx
t |p ≤ Cp(1 + |x|p). (3.8)

Proof. We follow the lines of [16, Lemma A.2]. We first prove (3.7). To this purpose, we define an auxiliary
function for each T > 0,

UT (z) :=
(
|z|2 + T

2
α1

) p
2

.

Then for any z ∈ Rn, we get

|∇UT (z)| =
p|z|

(T
2

α1 + |z|2)1−p/2
≤ Cp|z|p−1. (3.9)

On the one hand, by the definition of UT (z), we know

∂UT (z)

∂zi
= pzi

(
T

2
α1 + z21 + z22 + · · ·+ z2n

) p
2−1

.

Thus we have
∇UT (z) =

pz(
T

2
α1 + |z|2

)1− p
2

.

Similarly, by a simple calculation, we have

∇

 pz1(
T

2
α1 + |z|2

)1− 2
p

 =



p(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)1− p
2
− p(2−p)z2

1(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2

− p(2−p)z1z2(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2

...

− p(2−p)z1zn−1(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2

− p(2−p)z1zn(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2


(3.10)
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and

∇

 pz2(
T

2
α1 + |z|2

)1− 2
p

 =



− p(2−p)z1z2(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2

p(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)1− p
2
− p(2−p)z2

2(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2

...

− p(2−p)z2zn−1(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2

− p(2−p)z2zn(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2


(3.11)

...

∇

 pzn(
T

2
α1 + |z|2

)1− 2
p

 =



− p(2−p)z1zn(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2

− p(2−p)z2zn(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2

...

− p(2−p)zn−1zn(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2

p(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)1− p
2
− p(2−p)z2

n(
T

2
α1 +|z|2

)2−p/2


(3.12)

Combining (3.10)-(3.12) and by the inequality zizj ≤ |z|2, we obtain

∣∣∇2UT (z)
∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣ pIn×n

(T
2

α1 + |z|2)1−p/2
− p(2− p)z ⊗ z

(T
2

α1 + |z|2)2−p/2

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ Cp,n(

T
2

α1 + |z|2
)1−p/2

≤ Cp,nT
2

α1
( p
2−1).

(3.13)

where In×n is the n× n identity matrix.

It is clear that Xx
t can be rewritten as

Xx
t = x+

∫ t

0

b(Xx
s )ds+

∫ t

0

∫
|z|≤T

1
α1

zÑ1(dz, ds) +

∫ t

0

∫
|z|>T

1
α1

zN1(dz, ds).

Using Itô’s formula, we gain

UT (X
x
t ) = UT (X

x
0 ) +

∫ t

0

⟨b(Xx
s ),∇UT (X

x
s )⟩ ds+

∫ t

0

∫
|z|≤T

1
α1

[UT (X
x
s + z)− UT (X

x
s )] Ñ

1(ds, dz)

+

∫ t

0

∫
|z|≤T

1
α1

[UT (X
x
s + z)− UT (X

x
s )− ⟨∇UT (X

x
s ), z⟩] ν1(dz)ds

+

∫ t

0

∫
|z|>T

1
α1

[UT (X
x
s + z)− UT (X

x
s )]N

1(ds, dz)

:= UT (X
x
0 ) + U (1) + U (2) + U (3) + U (4).

(3.14)
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For the term U (1), we use (3.5) and obtain

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|U (1)|
]
= E

[
sup

0≤t≤T

∫ t

0

〈
b(Xx

s ),
pXx

s

(T
2
α + |Xx

s |2)1−
p
2

〉
ds

]
≤
∫ T

0

C(p,M, b(0))

(T
2

α1 + |Xx
s |2)1−

p
2

ds ≤ C(p,M, b(0))T 1− 2
α1

+ p
α1 .

For the term U (2), by the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, (3.9) and Young’s inequality, we get

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|U (2)|
]
≤ CE

[∫ T

0

∫
|z|≤T

1
α1

(∫ 1

0

|∇UT (X
x
s + zξ)|2dξ

)
|z|2N1(dz, ds)

] 1
2

≤ CpE

{∫ T

0

∫
|z|≤T

1
α1

[∫ 1

0

(
|Xx

s |2p−2 + |z|2p−2ξ2p−2
)
dξ

]
z2N1(dz, ds)

} 1
2

≤ CpE

{∫ T

0

∫
|z|≤T

1
α1

(
|Xx

s |2p−2z2 + |z|2p
)
N1(dz, ds)

} 1
2

≤ CpE


(

sup
0≤s≤T

|Xx
t |p−1

)[∫ T

0

∫
|z|≤T

1
α1

|z|2N1(dz, ds)

] 1
2

+ CpE

[∫ T

0

∫
|z|≤T

1
α1

|z|2pN1(dz, ds)

]

≤ 1

4
E
(

sup
0≤s≤T

|Xx
s |p
)
+ CpT

p
α1 .

For the term U (3), by Taylor’s expansion and inequality (3.13), we have

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|U (3)|
]
≤ CpT

2
α1

( p
2−1)

∫ T

0

∫
|z|≤T

1
α1

z2ν1(dz)ds ≤ CpT
p
α1 .

For the term U (4), using again (3.9) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|U (4)|
]
≤ CE

[∫ T

0

∫
|z|>T

1
α1

(∫ 1

0

|∇UT (X
x
s + zθ)|dθ

)
|z|ν1(dz)ds

]

≤ CpE

[∫ T

0

∫
|z|>T

1
α1

(
|Xx

s |p−1|z|+ |z|p−1
)
ν1(dz)ds

]

≤ CpE

[(
sup

0≤s≤T
|Xx

s |p−1

)(∫ T

0

∫
|z|>T

1
α1

|z|ν1(dz)ds

)]
+ Cp

∫ T

0

∫
|z|>T

1
α1

|z|pν1(dz)ds

≤ 1

4
E
(

sup
0≤s≤T

|Xx
s |p−1

)
+ Cp

[∫ T

0

∫
|z|>T

1
α1

|z|ν1(dz)ds

]p
+ Cp

∫ T

0

∫
|z|>T

1
α1

|z|pν1(dz)ds

≤ 1

4
E
(

sup
0≤s≤T

|Xx
s |p−1

)
+ CpT

p
α1 .

(3.15)
Combining (3.14)–(3.15), we have the following estimate which yields (3.7),

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

UT (X
x
t )

]
≤ 1

2
E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xx
t |p
)
+ Cp

(
T

p
α1 ∨ T 1− 2

α1
+ p

α1

)
+ E(|Xx

0 |p).

To prove (3.8), we need to use the special case T = 1 of UT , i.e., U1. Then for any z ∈ Rn, we obtain
from (3.9) and (3.13) that

|∇U1(z)| ≤ Cp|z|p−1,
∣∣∇2U1(z)

∣∣ ≤ Cp. (3.16)
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Using Itô’s formula to U1(X
x
t ) and then taking expectation, we obtain

dEU1(X
x
t )

dt
= E ⟨b(Xx

s ),∇U1(X
x
s )⟩+ E

∫
|z|≤1

[U1(X
x
s + z)− U1(X

x
s )− ⟨∇U1(X

x
s ), z⟩] ν1(dz)

+ E
∫
|z|>1

[U1(X
x
s + z)− U1(X

x
s )] ν1(dz)

:=M1 +M2 +M3.

(3.17)

For the term M1, by (3.9) and (3.4), there exists a positive constant κ > 0 such that

M1 = E
[〈
b(Xx

s )− b(0),
pXx

s

(1 + |Xx
s |2)1−

p
2

〉]
+ E

[〈
b(0),

pXx
s

(1 + |Xx
s |2)1−

p
2

〉]
≤ E

[
−pM |Xx

s |2 + C(p, |b(0)|)|Xx
s |

(1 + |Xx
s |2)

1− p
2

]
≤ −κEU1(X

x
s ) + C(p, |b(0)|).

For the term M2, by (3.16), we get

|M2| ≤ CpE

[∫
|z|≤1

|z|2ν1(dz)

]
≤ Cp.

For the term M3, using again (3.16) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

|M3| ≤ E

[∫
|z|>1

(∫ 1

0

|∇U1(X
x
s + zθ)|dθ

)
|z|ν1(dz)

]

≤ E

[∫
|z|>1

(
|Xx

s |p−1 + |z|p−1
)
ν1(dz)

]
≤ κ

2
EU1(X

x
s ) + Cp.

(3.18)

Combining (3.17)–(3.18), we have

dEU1(X
x
t )

dt
≤ −κ

2
EU1(X

x
t ) + Cp.

By the comparison theorem, we have

EU1(X
x
t ) ≤ e

−κt
2

(
1 + |x|2

) p
2 + Cp,κ

∫ t

0

e
−(t−s)κ

2 ds

≤ Cp (1 + |x|p) .

This yields the desired result.

In the following lemma, we will study the invariance and ergodicity of SDE (3.2).

Lemma 2. Let (A′
b) hold. Then

(i) the process X possesses an invariant distribution µ on Rn which satisfies
∫
Rn |z|pµ(dz) < ∞ for any

1 ≤ p < α1;
(ii) there exist a constant ρ > 0, such that for each x ∈ Rn, there exist positive constants Cx, we have∣∣∣∣Ptf(x)−

∫
Rn

f(y)µ(dy)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cx∥f∥0e−ρt, ∀f ∈ Bb(Rn), ∀t ≥ 0. (3.19)
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Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.7 that the semigroup {Pt}t≥0 preserves a finite first moment, i.e., if a measure
η has a finite first moment, then the measure P ∗

t η also has a finite first moment for all t ≥ 0. The existence
of invariant distribution µ follows from [21, Corollary 1.8]. The moment estimate for µ is implied by the
estimate (3.8). Also by the same corollary, for all r > 0, there exists a concave function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞)
with ϕ(0) = 0 and ϕ(r) > 0, and two positive constants C and ρ, such that for all nonnegative t and any
probability measure η, we have

∥µ− P ∗
t η∥TV ≤ Ce−ρtWϕ(µ, η),

where {P ∗
t }t≥0 is the dual semigroup of {Pt}t≥0, Wϕ is the p-Wasserstein distance associated with the cost

function ϕ (see the following remark for its definition).
Now we fix an x ∈ Rn and take η = δx. Then we have

Wϕ(µ, η) =Wϕ(µ, δx) =

(∫
Rn

ϕ(|x− y|)pµ(dy)
)1/p

.

Hence, ∣∣∣∣Ptf(x)−
∫
Rn

f(y)µ(dy)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ sup
x∈Rn

|f(x)| · ∥Pt(x, ·)− µ∥TV = ∥f∥0 · ∥P ∗
t δx − µ∥TV

≤ Ce−ρtWϕ(µ, δx) = Cxe
−ρt.

The results follow.

Remark 2. The p-Wasserstein distance Wϕ is defined by

Wϕ(µ, η) =

(
inf

π∈Π(µ,η)

∫
Rn×Rn

ϕ(|x− y|)pπ(dx, dy)
)1/p

,

where Π(µ, η) denotes the collection of all measures on Rn × Rn with marginals µ and η respectively.

3.2 Existence.

Now, we are in the position to show the existence of the solution of nonlocal Poisson equation (3.1).

Lemma 3. Let Hypothesis (A′
b) hold. Assume f ∈ Cµ

0 (Rn). Then the function u given by (3.6) is a solution
to the equation (3.1) in Cµ

0 (Rn).

Proof. We divide the proof into the following three steps.
Step 1. We firstly show that the right hand side of (3.6) makes sense. Using directly the estimate (3.19)
and the fact that f is centered with respect to µ, we have∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

0

Ef(Xx
s )ds

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

0

Psf(x)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cx∥f∥0
∫ ∞

0

e−ρsds <∞.

Obviously the semigroup {Pt}t≥0 is a Feller semigroup on (C0(Rn), ∥ · ∥0) [20, Theorem 6.7.4]. The classical
theory of semigroups [22, Lemma II.1.3] yields

L
∫ t

0

Psfds = Ptf − f.

Step 2. Fix an x ∈ Rn. Since f ∈ Cµ
0 (Rn), the estimate (3.19) implies that Ptf(x) converges uniformly in

t to 0, as t→ ∞. Hence, a straightforward interchange of limits yields

Lu(x) = L
(
lim
t→∞

∫ t

0

Psf(x)ds

)
= lim

t→∞
L
∫ t

0

Psf(x)ds = lim
t→∞

Ptf(x)− f(x) = −f(x).

This shows that the function u defined in (3.6) is a solution of (3.1).
Step 3. We prove that u is also centered with respect to µ. By Fubini’s theorem, we have∫

Rn

u(x)µ(dx) =

∫
Rn

∫ ∞

0

Psf(x)dsµ(dx) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
Rn

Psf(x)µ(dx)ds =

∫ ∞

0

∫
Rn

f(x)µ(dx)ds = 0.

The proof is complete now.
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Remark 3. One can also use the Fredholm alternative to obtain the existence of solution of (3.1), cf. [5,
Proposition 4.12].

4 Weak convergence in the averaging principle.

Now we are going to apply the technique of nonlocal Poisson equations to study the weak averaging
principle of the multiscale stochastic system (1.1).

Introduce the following frozen equation associated to the fast component:

dXx,y
t = b(Xx,y

t , y)dt+ dLα1
t , Xx,y

0 = x ∈ Rn. (4.1)

From the discussion at the beginning of Section 3, we see that the equation (4.1) has a unique strong
solution Xx,y for each frozen y ∈ Rm. Moreover, Lemma 2 ensures that the solution process Xx,y possesses
an invariant distribution µy on Rn.

Motivated by Section 3, we consider the following nonlocal Poisson equation

L1G̃(x, y) = −G(x, y), (4.2)

where
L1G̃(x, y) = −(−∆x)

α1
2 G̃(x, y) +

〈
b(x, y),∇xG̃(x, y)

〉
.

Then Lemma 3 yields that the nonlocal Poisson equation (4.2) has a solution G̃, which is centered with
respect to µy and given by

G̃(x, y) =

∫ ∞

0

EG(Xx,y
t , y)dt.

4.1 A priori estimates for fast component.

In the following lemma, we will give some a priori estimates for the solution Xx,y of (4.1). The proof is
left in Appendix 6.

Lemma 4. Under Hypothesis (Ab), for all t ≥ 0, and xi ∈ Rn, yi ∈ Rm, i = 1, 2, we have

|Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t |2 ≤ e−
γ
2 t|x1 − x2|2 + C(∥b∥1, γ)|y1 − y2|2, (4.3)

|∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |2 ≤ C(∥b∥2, γ)te−
γ
2 t|x1 − x2|2 + C(∥b∥2, γ)|y1 − y2|2, (4.4)

|∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t |2 ≤ C(∥b∥2, γ)te−
γt
2

(
|y1 − y2|2 + |x1 − x2|2

)
, (4.5)

where C(∥b∥1, γ) is a constant independent of t.

Now, we give the exponential ergodicity for the equation (4.1).

Proposition 1. Under Hypothesis (Ab), for each function φ̃ ∈ C1
b , there exists a positive constant C such

that for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ Rn, we have

sup
y∈Rm

|P y
t φ̃(x)− µy(φ̃)| ≤ C∥φ̃∥1e−

γt
8 (1 + |x| 12 ),

where
P y
t φ̃(x) = Eφ̃(Xx,y

t ).

Proof. By the definition of invariant measure, (4.3), (3.7) and Lemma 2-(i), and Hölder inequality, we have

|Eφ̃(Xx,y
t )− µy(φ̃)| =

∣∣∣∣Eφ̃(Xx,y
t )−

∫
Rn

φ̃(z)µy(dz)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣∣∫
Rn

[Eφ̃(Xx,y
t )− Eφ̃(Xz,y

t )]µy(dz)

∣∣∣∣
≤ 2∥φ̃∥1

∫
Rn

E|Xx,y
t −Xz,y

t | 12µy(dz) ≤ 2∥φ̃∥1e−
γt
8

∫
Rn

|x− z| 12µy(dz)

≤ 2∥φ̃∥1e−
γt
8

[∫
Rn

|x− z|µy(dz)

] 1
2

≤ 2∥φ̃∥1e−
γt
8

[∫
Rn

(|x|+ |z|)µy(dz)

] 1
2

≤ C∥φ̃∥1e−
γt
8 (1 + |x| 12 ).
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The proof is complete.

The proof of the following lemma can be found in Appendix 6.

Lemma 5. Under Hypotheses (Ab), (AG1) and (AG2), there exists a positive constant C such that

sup
y∈Rm

|G̃(x, y)| ≤ C(1 + |x| 12 ), (4.6)

sup
x∈Rn,y∈Rm

|∇xG̃(x, y)| ≤ C, (4.7)

sup
y∈Rm

|∇yG̃(x, y)| ≤ C
(
1 + |x| 12

)
, (4.8)

sup
y∈Rm

|∇2
yG̃(x, y)| ≤ C(1 + |x|). (4.9)

We can also deduce the following moment property for fast component Xε
t .

Lemma 6. Let (Ab) hold. Then for each 1 ≤ p < α1, we have

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xε
t |

p

)
≤ Cp

(
T

p
α1 ∨ T 1− 2

α1
+ p

α1

)
ε−

2p
α1 + |x|p.

This implies that for any r1 >
2p
α1

,

εr1E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xε
t |

p

)
→ 0, as ε→ 0.

Proof. Note that for each ε > 0, we have

Xε
tε2 = x+

1

ε2

∫ tε2

0

b(Xε
s , Y

ε
s )ds+

1

ε
2

α1

Lα1

tε2 = x+

∫ t

0

b(Xε
sε2 , Y

ε
sε2)ds+ L̃α1

t ,

where {L̃α1
t = ε−

2
α1 Lα1

tε2 , t ≥ 0} is an α-stable process with the same law as Lα1
t . Using the condition

supy∈Rm |b(0, y)| <∞ and the same argument as Lemma 3.7, we can obtain that

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Xε
tε2 |p

)
≤ Cp

(
T

p
α1 ∨ T 1− 2

α1
+ p

α1

)
+ |x|p.

Therefore,

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Xε
t |p
)

= E

(
sup

0≤t≤T/ε2
|Xε

tε2 |p
)

≤ Cp

((
T

ε2

) p
α1

∨
(
T

ε2

)1− 2
α1

+ p
α1

)
+ |x|p

≤ Cp

(
T

p
α1 ∨ T 1− 2

α1
+ p

α1

)
ε−

2p
α1 + |x|p.

The results follow.

4.2 Tightness of the slow component.

In this and next subsections, we will force all hypotheses given in Section 2, i.e., (Ab), (AF), (AG1) and
(AG2), to hold. We will use the solution of the nonlocal Poisson equation as a corrector, to show that the
slow component of the original system weakly converges to the effective low dimensional system as the scale
parameter tends to zero.

Given a function f1 : Rm → R. Define

fε(x, y) = f1(y) + ε2−r0u(x, y), (4.10)
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where we refer to ε2−r0u as a corrector to f1, the function u is the solution of following nonlocal Poisson
equation

L1u(x, y) = −⟨∇yf1(y), G(x, y)⟩ . (4.11)

Lemma 3 tell us that
u(x, y) =

〈
∇yf1(y), G̃(x, y)

〉
. (4.12)

By applying Itô’s formula, we have

fε(Xε
t , Y

ε
t )− fε(x, y)

= f1(Y
ε
t )− f1(y) + ε2−r0u(Xε

t , Y
ε
t )− ε2−r0u(x, y)

=

∫ t

0

〈
∇yf1(Y

ε
s ), F (X

ε
s , Y

ε
s ) + ε−r0︸︷︷︸

I

G(Xε
s , Y

ε
s )

〉
ds

+

∫ t

0

(
− (−∆y)

α2
2 f1(Y

ε
s )
)
ds+

∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
f1(Y

ε
s− + y)− f1(Y

ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy)

+ ε2−r0

∫ t

0

〈
∇yu(X

ε
s , Y

ε
s ), F (X

ε
s , Y

ε
s ) + ε−r0G(Xε

s , Y
ε
s )
〉
ds

+ ε2−r0

∫ t

0

(
− (−∆y)

α2
2 u(Xε

s , Y
ε
s )
)
ds+ ε2−r0

∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s− + y)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy)

+ ε−r0︸︷︷︸
II

∫ t

0

L1u(X
ε
s , Y

ε
s )ds+ ε2−r0

∫ t

0

∫
Rn\{0}

[
u(Xε

s− + ε−
2

α1 x, Y ε
s−)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]
Ñ1(ds, dx),

(4.13)
where

− (−∆y)
α2
2 f1(y) =

∫
Rm\{0}

[
f1(y + z)− f1(y)− I{|z|≤1}⟨z, ∂yf1(y)⟩

]
ν2(dz).

Since u solves the equation (4.11), the two terms of order ε−r0 in I and II in (4.13) cancel out. Thus we
obtain

f1(Y
ε
t ) = f1(y) +

∫ t

0

〈
∇yf1(Y

ε
s ), F (X

ε
s , Y

ε
s ) + ε2−2r0

∑
i

Gi(X
ε
s , Y

ε
s )∂yiG̃(X

ε
s , Y

ε
s )

〉
ds

+ ε2−2r0

∫ t

0

∑
i,j

∂yi
∂yj

f1(Y
ε
s )GiG̃j(X

ε
s , Y

ε
s )ds+

∫ t

0

(
− (−∆y)

α2
2 f1(Y

ε
s )
)
ds

+

∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
f1(Y

ε
s− + y)− f1(Y

ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy) + ε2−r0Rε

u(t),

(4.14)

where

Rε
u(t) = u(x, y)− u(Xε

t , Y
ε
t ) +

∫ t

0

⟨∇yu(X
ε
s , Y

ε
s ), F (X

ε
s , Y

ε
s )⟩ ds

+

∫ t

0

(
− (−∆y)

α2
2 u(Xε

s , Y
ε
s )
)
ds+

∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s− + y)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy)

+

∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
u
(
Xε

s− + ε−
2

α1 x, Y ε
s−

)
− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]
Ñ1(ds, dy).

(4.15)
In the following, we will show the relative compactness of {Y ε, ε > 0} in the metric space D ([0, T ],Rm).

Lemma 7. The family {Y ε, ε > 0} of second solution processes of (1.1) satisfies the following conditions:
(i) For all T > 0 and δ > 0, there exists N > 0, such that

P
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Y ε
t | > N

)
≤ δ, ∀0 < ε < 1;
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(ii) For all T > 0, it holds that

lim
δ→0

lim sup
ε→0

sup
0≤τ<T−δ

P(|Y ε
τ+δ − Y ε

τ | > λ) = 0, ∀λ > 0,

where the second supremum is taken over all stopping time τ satisfying 0 ≤ τ < T − δ. Consequently, [23,
Theorem VI.4.5] yields that the family {Y ε, ε > 0} is relative compact.

Proof. (i). Choose in (4.10) that f1(y) = log(1 + |y|2). Then we get

(1 + |y|) · |∇yf1(y)|+ (1 + |y|)2 · |∇2
yf1(y)|+ (1 + |y|)3 · |∇3

yf1(y)| ≤ C. (4.16)

By Lemma 5 and (4.12), we have for every x ∈ Rn, y ∈ Rm,

|u(x, y)| ≤ C(1 + |x| 12 ),

and

|∇xu(x, y)| ≤ C, |∇yu(x, y)| ≤ C(1 + |x| 12 ), |∇2
yu(x, y)| ≤ C(1 + |x| 12 ) + C(1 + |x|). (4.17)

Using the above estimates and Lemma 6, we obtain

Ex,y

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|u(Xε

t , Y
ε
t )|
)

≤ CEx,y

(
sup

0≤t≤T
(1 + |Xε

t |
1
2 )

)
<∞, (4.18)

Ex,y

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|∇yu(X

ε
t , Y

ε
t )|2

)
≤ CEx,y

(
sup

0≤t≤T
(1 + |Xε

t |)
)
<∞, (4.19)

Ex,y

(
sup

0≤t≤T
|∇2

yu(X
ε
t , Y

ε
t )|
)

≤ CEx,y

(
sup

0≤t≤T
(1 + |Xε

t |)
)
<∞. (4.20)

Recall from (4.14) and (4.15) that

f1(Y
ε
t )− f1(Y

ε
0 ) =

∫ t

0

〈
∇yf1(Y

ε
s ), F (X

ε
s , Y

ε
s ) + ε2−2r0

∑
i

Gi(X
ε
s , Y

ε
s )∂yiG̃(X

ε
s , Y

ε
s )

〉
ds

+ ε2−2r0

∫ t

0

∑
i,j

∂yi
∂yj

f1(Y
ε
s )GiG̃j(X

ε
s , Y

ε
s )ds+

∫ t

0

(
− (−∆y)

α2
2 f1(Y

ε
s )
)
ds

+

∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
f1(Y

ε
s− + y)− f1(Y

ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy) + ε2−r0 [u(Xε

0 , Y
ε
0 )− u(Xε

t , Y
ε
t )]

+ ε2−r0

[∫ t

0

⟨∇yu(X
ε
s , Y

ε
s ), F (X

ε
s , Y

ε
s )⟩ ds

]
+ ε2−r0

[∫ t

0

(
− (−∆y)

α2
2 u(Xε

s , Y
ε
s )
)
ds

]
+ ε2−r0

[∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s− + y)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy)

]

+ ε2−r0

[∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
u
(
Xε

s− + ε−
2

α1 x, Y ε
s−

)
− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]
Ñ1(ds, dx)

]
=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5.

(4.21)
In the following, we will estimate the terms in (4.21) one-by-one.

For the term I1, we use the inequality (4.16), Hypothesis (AF), Hypothesis (AG1), (1.2) and (4.8) to
deduce that

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|I1|
]
≤ CT + ε2−2r0E

[∫ T

0

(
1 + |Xε

t |
1
2

)]
≤ CT

∫ T

0

E
[(
1 + |Xε

s−|
)]
ds. (4.22)
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For the same reason, we also have the following estimate for the term I2,

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|I2|
]
≤ CT

∫ T

0

E
[(
1 + |Xε

s−|
)]
ds.

For the term I3, by the choice of f1 and (4.16), we have

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

(
−(−∆y)

α2
2 f1(Y

ε
s−)
)
ds

∣∣∣∣]
= E

[
sup

0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

{∫
Rm

[
f1(Y

ε
s− + z)− f1(Y

ε
s−)− I{|z|≤1}

〈
z,∇yf1(Y

ε
s−)
〉]
v2(dz)

}
ds

∣∣∣∣]
≤
∫ T

0

{
∥∇yf1∥0

∫
|z|>1

zν2(dz) + CT ∥∇2
yf1∥0

∫
|z|≤1

z2ν2(dz)

}
ds

≤ CT .

For the term I4, by the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality [24, Theorem 3.50], Jensen’s inequality, the
proof of [24, Lemma 8.22] and (4.16), we have

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|I4|
)

≤ E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
f1(Y

ε
s− + y)− f1(Y

ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy)

∣∣∣∣∣
]

≤ E

[∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
|y|<1

[
f1(Y

ε
s− + y)− f1(Y

ε
s−)
]2
N2(ds, dy)

∣∣∣∣∣
] 1

2

+ E

[∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
|y|≥1

[
f1(Y

ε
s− + y)− f1(Y

ε
s−)
]2
N2(ds, dy)

∣∣∣∣∣
] 1

2

≤

{∫ T

0

∫
|y|<1

E
[
f1(Y

ε
s− + y)− f1(Y

ε
s−)
]2
ν2(dy)ds

} 1
2

+

{∫ T

0

∫
|y|≥1

E
∣∣f1(Y ε

s− + y)− f1(Y
ε
s−)
∣∣ ν2(dy)ds}

≤ C

[∫ T

0

∫
|y|<1

|y|2ν2(dy)ds

] 1
2

+ C

[∫ T

0

∫
|y|≥1

|y|ν2(dy)ds

]
≤ CT .

(4.23)

For the term J1, we use (4.18) to have

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|J1|
]
≤ Cε2−r0

{
1 + E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
|Xε

t |
]}1/2

.

For the term J2, by (4.19), Hölder inequality and Hypothesis (AF), we obtain

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|J2|
]
≤ ε2−r0E

[(
1 + sup

0≤t≤T
|Xε

t |
)]

.

14



For the term J3, we apply the estimates (4.19) and (4.20) to obtain

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

|J3|
]

= E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

[
ε2−r0

∫ t

0

{∫
Rm

[
u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s− + z)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)− I{|z|≤1}⟨z,∇yu(X

ε
s−, Y

ε
s−)⟩

]
v2(dz)

}
ds

]]
≤ ε2−r0

∫ T

0

E

{
∥∇yu(X

ε
s−, ·)∥0

∫
|z|>1

zν2(dz) + ∥∇2
yu(X

ε
s−, ·)∥0

∫
|z|≤1

z2ν2(dz)

}
ds

≤ ε2−r0C (∥u∥2, α2)

∫ T

0

(
1 + E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
|Xε

s−|
])

ds.

For the term J4, we use the same argument as the estimates of I4 in (4.23), as well as the second inequality
of (4.17). Then we have

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|J4|
)

≤ ε2−r0E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s− + y)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy)

∣∣∣∣∣
]

≤ ε2−r0E

[∫ T

0

∫
|y|<1

[
u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s− + y)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]2
N2(ds, dy)

] 1
2

+ ε2−r0E

[∫ T

0

∫
|y|≥1

[
u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s− + y)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]2
N2(ds, dy)

] 1
2

≤ ε2−r0

{∫ T

0

∫
|y|<1

E
[
u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s− + y)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]2
ν2(dy)ds

} 1
2

+ ε2−r0

{∫ T

0

∫
|y|≥1

E
∣∣u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s− + y)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
∣∣ ν2(dy)ds}

≤ Cε2−r0

[
E
∫ T

0

∫
|y|<1

|y|2ν2(dy)(1 + |Xε
s−|)ds

] 1
2

+ Cε2−r0

[
E
∫ T

0

∫
|y|≥1

|y|ν2(dy)(1 + |Xε
s−|

1
2 )ds

]

≤ CT ε
2−r0E

(
1 + sup

0≤t≤T
|Xε

t |
)
.
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Similarly, we also have the following estimates for J5,

E
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|J5|
)

≤ ε2−r0E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
u(Xε

s− + ε−
2

α1 x, Y ε
s−)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]
Ñ1(ds, dx)

∣∣∣∣∣
]

≤ ε2−r0E

[∫ T

0

∫
|x|<1

[
u(Xε

s− + ε−
2

α1 x, Y ε
s−)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]2
N1(ds, dx)

] 1
2

+ ε2−r0E

[∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
|x|≥1

[
u(Xε

s− + ε−
2

α1 x, Y ε
s−)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]2
N1(ds, dx)

∣∣∣∣∣
] 1

2

≤ ε2−r0

{∫ T

0

∫
|x|<1

E
[
u(Xε

s− + ε−
2

α1 x, Y ε
s−)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]2
ν1(dx)ds

} 1
2

+ ε2−r0

{∫ T

0

∫
|x|≥1

E
∣∣∣u(Xε

s− + ε−
2

α1 x, Y ε
s−)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
∣∣∣ ν1(dx)ds}

≤ Cε2−r0−2/α1

[∫ T

0

∫
|x|<1

|x|2ν1(dx)ds

] 1
2

+ Cε2−r0−2/α1

∫ T

0

∫
|x|≥1

|x|ν1(dx)ds

≤ CT ε
2−r0−2/α1 .

(4.24)

Plugging the above estimates (4.22)–(4.24) into (4.21) and using the condition (1.2), we obtain

sup
0<ε≤1

Ex,y

(
sup

0≤t≤T
log
(
1 + |Y ε

t |2
))

<∞. (4.25)

In view of (4.25), we use Chebyshev’s inequality to get

P
(

sup
0≤t≤T

|Y ε
t | > N

)
= P

(
log

(
1 + sup

0≤t≤T
|Y ε

t |2
)
> log(1 +N2)

)
≤

sup0<ε≤1 Ex,y

(
sup0≤t≤T log

(
1 + |Y ε

t |2
))

log(1 +N2)

→ 0, N → ∞.

(ii). Let τ ≤ T − δ0 be a bounded stopping time. For any δ ∈ (0, δ0), by the strong Markov property, we
have

P
(
|Y ε

τ+δ − Y ε
τ | > λ

)
= E

(
P
(
|Y ε

s+δ − y| > λ
)
|(s,y)=(τ,Y ε

τ )

)
. (4.26)

Define
Ỹ ε
t = Y ε

t − y,

then we have dỸ ε
t = F (Xε

t , Ỹ
ε
t + y)dt+

1

ε
G(Xε

t , Ỹ
ε
t + y)dt+ dLα2

t

Ỹ ε
0 = 0 ∈ Rm.
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Let us write (4.21) in the particular case of the vector function f1(y) = y. We obtain

Ỹ ε
t = Ỹ ε

0 +

∫ t

0

〈
I, F (Xε

s , Ỹ
ε
s + y) + ε2−2r0

∑
i

Gi(X
ε
s , Ỹ

ε
s + y)∂yi

G̃(Xε
s , Ỹ

ε
s )

〉
ds+

∫ t

0

[
− (−∆y)

α2
2 Ỹ ε

s

]
ds

+

∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

yÑ2(ds, dy) + ε2−r0
[
u(Xε

0 , Ỹ
ε
0 )− u(Xε

t , Ỹ
ε
t )
]

+ ε2−r0

[∫ t

0

〈
∇yu(X

ε
s , Ỹ

ε
s ), F (X

ε
s , Ỹ

ε
s )
〉
ds

]
+ ε2−r0

[∫ t

0

(
− (−∆y)

α2
2 u(Xε

s , Ỹ
ε
s )
)
ds

]
+ ε2−r0

[∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
u(Xε

s−, Ỹ
ε
s− + y)− u(Xε

s−, Y
ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy)

]

+ ε2−r0

[∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
u
(
Xε

s− + ε−
2

α1 x, Ỹ ε
s−

)
− u(Xε

s−, Ỹ
ε
s−)
]
Ñ1(ds, dx)

]
.

Using a technique similar to (i), we obtain

sup
0<ε≤1

Ex,y sup
0≤t≤T

|Ỹ ε
t | < CT

1
α1 . (4.27)

Thus we have

Ps,y

(
|Ỹ ε

s+δ| > λ
)
≤

EPs,y

(
|Ỹ ε

s+δ|
)

λ
≤ Cδ

1
α1

λ
.

Combining (4.26) and (4.27), we obtain

P
(
|Y ε

τ+δ − Y ε
τ | > λ

)
≤ P(|Y ε

τ | > R) +
Cδ

1
α1

λ
≤ CT

1
α1

R
+
Cδ

1
α1

λ
.

Letting δ → 0 first and then R→ ∞, one sees that (ii) is satisfied.

4.3 Proof of Theorem 2.

Consider the Skorokhod space D ([0, T ],Rm) consisting of all Rm-valued càdlàg functions on [0, T ],
equipped with the Skorokhod topology. It is well-known that D ([0, T ],Rm) is a Polish space (e.g., [23,
Section VI.1] or [25, Section 14]).

Next, we will present the uniform approximation of càdlàg functions by step functions, which comes from
[26, Lemma 9, Appendix A].

Lemma 8. Let h be a càdlàg function on [0, T ]. If (tnk ) is a sequence of subdivisions 0 = tn0 < t1 < · · · <
tnkn

= t of [0, T ] such that

sup
0≤i≤k−1

|tni+1 − tni | → 0, sup
u∈[0,T ]\{tn0 ,··· ,tnkn

}
|∆h(u)| → 0, as n→ ∞.

Then we have

sup
u∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣∣h(u)−
kn−1∑

0

h(ti)Itni ,tni+1(u)+h(tnkn
)Itn

kn

(u)

∣∣∣∣∣→ 0.

Due to the tightness of the family {Y ε, ε > 0}, there exists a subsequence εn → 0 and a stochastic process
Y , such that Y εn converges weakly to Y , as n→ ∞. Based on Lemma 8, we have the following result.

Lemma 9. For sufficient small δ > 0, there exist a positive constant N ∈ N and Rm-valued step functions
y1, y2, · · · , yN such that

P

(
N⋂

k=1

{
dR(Y

εn , yk) > δ
})

< δ, ∀n ∈ N,

P

(
N⋂

k=1

{
dR(Y, y

k) > δ
})

< δ.
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Proof. Step 1. By the tightness of the set {Y, Y εn , n ∈ N}, there exists a compact set K ⊆ D([0, T ];Rm)
such that for each 0 < δ << 1, we have

P (Y εn ∈ K) > 1− δ, P (Y ∈ K) > 1− δ.

Since K is compact, it is totally bounded. Hence, K admits a finite δ/2-net, i.e., there exists a finite subset
{ỹ1, ỹ2, · · · , ỹN} ⊆ D([0, T ];Rm) s.t.

K ⊆
N⋃

k=1

{
x ∈ D([0, T ];Rm) : dR(ỹ

k, x) <
δ

2

}
.

Set Ak =
{
x ∈ D([0, T ];Rm) : dR(ỹ

k, x) < δ
2

}
, then we have

N⋂
k=1

Ac
k ⊆ Kc.

This implies

P

(
N⋂

k=1

{
dR(Y

εn , ỹk) >
δ

2

})
<
δ

2
, ∀n ∈ N,

P

(
N⋂

k=1

{
dR(Y, ỹ

k) >
δ

2

})
<
δ

2
.

Step 2. By Lemma 8, for fixed t ≥ 0, we can find the step function yk, which is arbitrarily close to the
càdlàg function in supremum norm, i.e.,

sup
0≤t≤T

|yk − ỹk| < δ

2
.

Then we have {
dR(Y

εn , yk) > δ
}
⊆
{
dR(Y

εn , ỹk) >
δ

2

}⋃{
dR(y

k, ỹk) >
δ

2

}
⊆
{
dR(Y

εn , ỹk) >
δ

2

}⋃{
sup |yk − ỹk)| > δ

2

}
,

and{
dR(Y, y

k) > δ
}
⊆
{
dR(Y, ỹ

k) >
δ

2

}⋃{
dR(y

k, ỹk) >
δ

2

}
⊆
{
dR(Y, ỹ

k) >
δ

2

}⋃{
sup |yk − ỹk)| > δ

2

}
.

Therefore we have

P

(
N⋂

k=1

{
dR(Y

εn , yk) > δ
})

< δ, ∀n ∈ N,

P

(
N⋂

k=1

{
dR(Y, y

k) > δ
})

< δ.

In what follows, we will fix a δ > 0 and let y1, y2, · · · , yN be the corresponding N step functions in
Lemma 9. For each y ∈ D([0, T ];Rm) and k = 1, 2, · · · , N , we define

βk(y) := dR(y, y
k).

Let ψ,φ1, · · · , φN : D ([0, T ] ;Rm) → [0, 1] be smooth mappings such that

(i) ψ(y) +
∑n

k=1 φk(y) = 1, ∀y ∈ D ([0, T ];Rm);

18



(ii) suppψ ⊂
⋂N

k=1 {y;βk(y) > δ};

(iii) suppφk ⊂
⋂N

k=1{y;βk(y) < 2δ}, 1 ≤ k ≤ N .

We shall introduce the following [0, 1]-valued random variables:

ξn := ψ(Y εn), ξ := ψ(Y ),

ηkn := φk(Y
εn), ηk := φk(Y ),

(4.28)

and two measurable sets

Ãn :=

N⋂
k=1

{
ω; dR(Y

εn(ω), yk) > δ
}
, Ã :=

N⋂
k=1

{
ω; dR(Y (ω), yk) > δ

}
.

In view of Lemma 9, we clearly have

supp ξn ⊆ Ãn, supp ξ ⊆ Ã,

where for a real-valued random variable ζ, its support supp ζ is defined by

supp ζ := {ω ∈ Ω; ζ(ω) ̸= 0} .

Set

Λn(t) := Γn(t)− εn
2−r0Rε

u(t0, t)Φt0 (Y
εn) ,

Γn(t) :=

[
ϕ(Y εn

t )− ϕ(Y εn
t0 )−

∫ t

t0

⟨∇yϕ(Y
εn
s ), F (Xεn

s , Y εn
s )⟩ ds−

∫ t

t0

(
− (−∆y)

α
2 ϕ(Y εn

s )
)
ds

]
Φt0(Y

εn),

where Φt0(·) is a bounded function on D ([0, T ]), which is measurable with respect to the sigma-field
σ (ωt, ω ∈ D ([0, T ]) , 0 ≤ t ≤ t0), ϕ is a C∞

0 function on Rm.

Remark 4. Here we introduce [0, 1]-valued random variables ξn, ξ, η
n
k , η

k to prove the L1(Ω)-convergence
of Γn(t) and give the explicit expression of convergence result for Γn(t).

For convenience, we assume that Xε
t0 = x, Y ε

t0 = y. It follows from the similar arguments used in the
proof of tightness in Lemma 7, we have

lim
εn→0

εn
2−r0Ex,y [R

ε
u(t0, t)Φt0(Y

ε)] = 0, (4.29)

and

lim
εn→0

εn
2−r0

m∑
i=1

Ex,y

[∫ t

t0

〈
∇yϕ(Y

εn
s ), Gi(X

εn
s , Y εn

s )∂yi
G̃(Xεn

s , Y εn
s )
〉
dsΦt0(Y

ε)

]
= 0.

Since the integral
∫ t

0

∫
Rm\{0} · · · Ñ2(ds, dy) in Rm is a martingale with respect to the σ-algebras Ft generated

by
{
Ñ2(s, dy); s ≤ t

}
, we have

Ex,y

[∫ t

t0

∫
Rm\{0}

[
ϕ(Y ε

s− + y)− ϕ(Y ε
s−)
]
Ñ2(ds, dy)Φt0(Y

ε)

]
= 0. (4.30)

In view of (4.14) and (4.29)–(4.30), we gain

Ex,y [Γn(t)] → 0, n→ ∞. (4.31)

Define Γk
n as the random variable Γn, where Y

εn is replaced by yk. Then we have the following result.
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Lemma 10. For every δ > 0 and each positive integral k = 1, 2, · · · , N , there exists a positive integer M0,
such that |Y εn

t − ykt | ≤ δ, we have

N∑
k=1

E
[
(Γn(t)− Γk

n(t))η
k
n(t)

]
≤M0δ.

Proof. By the definition of the function ψ and φk, k = 1, 2, · · · , N in (4.28) and the equation (4.31), we have

Ex,y(Γnξn) +

N∑
k=1

Ex,y(Γnη
k
n) → 0, n→ ∞.

For each positive integral k = 1, 2, · · · , N , we have

E
[(
Γn(t)− Γk

n(t)
)
ηkn(t)

]
=
{
E
[
ϕ(Y εn

t )− ϕ(Y εn
t0 )
]
Φt0(Y

εn)− E
[
ϕ(ykt )− ϕ(ykt0)

]
Φt0(y

k)
}

−
{
E
[∫ t

t0

⟨∇yϕ(Y
εn
s ), F (Xεn

s , Y εn
s )⟩ ds

]
Φt0(Y

εn)− E
[∫ t

t0

〈
∇yϕ(y

k
s ), F (X

εn
s , yks )

〉
ds

]
Φt0(y

k)

}
−
{
E
[∫ t

t0

(
−(−∆y)

α2
2 ϕ(Y εn

s )
)
ds

]
Φt0(Y

εn)− E
[∫ t

t0

(
−(−∆y)

α2
2 ϕ(yks )

)
ds

]
Φt0(y

k)

}
.

By ϕ ∈ C∞
0 , Hypothesis (AF) and the boundedness of Φt0(·), we get the required result.

Set

Γ(t) =

[
ϕ(Yt)− ϕ(Yt0)−

∫ t

t0

〈
∇yϕ(Ys), F̄ (Ys)

〉
ds−

∫ t

t0

(
− (−∆y)

α
2 ϕ(Ys)

)
ds

]
Φt0(Y ),

where the function F̄ (y) is defined by

F̄ (y) =

∫
Rn

F (x, y)µy(dx).

Define Γk as the quantity obtained by replacing Y by yk in the expression for Γ. By the same technique as
Lemma 10, we also get the following corollary.

Corollary 1. For every δ > 0, there exists a positive integer M̂ , such that

N∑
k=1

E
[
(Γ(t)− Γk(t))ηk(t)

]
≤ M̂δ.

Introduce a new auxiliary process X̃ε,x,y
t , which satisfies the following stochastic differential equation

dX̃ε,x,y
t = b

(
X̃ε,x,y

t , y
)
dt+ dL̃ε,α1

t , X̃ε,x,y
0 = x, (4.32)

where L̃ε,α1

t is defined by

L̃ε,α1

t =
1

ε
2

α1

Lα1

ε2t.

Obviously, the process L̃ε,α1

t is also an α-stable process, with the same law as Lα1
t .

Next, we will give the exponential ergodicity for the equation (4.32). Using the similar technique as (4.3)
and Proposition 1, we have
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Proposition 2. Under Hypothesis (Ab), for each function φ̃ ∈ C1
b , there exists a positive constant C such

that for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ Rn, we have

sup
y∈Rm

|P ε,x,y
t φ̃(x)− µy(φ̃)| ≤ C∥φ̃∥1e−

γt
4 (1 + |x| 12 ),

where
P ε,x,y
t φ̃(x) = Eφ̃(X̃ε,x,y

t ),

and the positive constant C is independent of ε.

Now, we are in the position to prove the L1(Ω)-convergence of Γk
n(t).

Lemma 11. Let K ∈ C1,0
b and K̄(y) :=

∫
Rn K(x, y)µy(dx), then for every 0 < t < T , we have

E
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

(
K(Xεn

s , yks )− K̄(yks )
)
ds

∣∣∣∣→ 0, as n→ ∞.

Proof. Let (ak, bk) ⊆ [0, T ] be an interval on which yk· is a constant, denoted by zk. This can be done by
Lemma 8. Then we will only show

E

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ bk

ak

[
K(Xεn

s , zk)− K̄(zk)
]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣→ 0, as n→ ∞.

By the equation (1.1), we know that

Xεn
tε2n

= x+

∫ t

0

b(Xεn
uε2n

, Y εn
uε2n

)du+
1

ε
2

α1
n

Lα1

tε2n
,

Y εn
tε2n

= y + ε2n

∫ t

0

F (Xεn
uε2n

, Y εn
uε2n

)du+ ε2−r0
n

∫ t

0

G(Xεn
uε2n

, Y εn
uε2n

)du+ Lα2

tε2n
.

Then by Hypotheses (AF),(AG1) and the inequality (2.8) in [27], we have

E
∣∣∣Y εn

tε2n
− y
∣∣∣→ 0, n→ ∞. (4.33)

Therefore we have

E
∣∣∣Xεn

tε2n
− X̃ε,x,y

t

∣∣∣ = E
∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

[
b(Xεn

uε2n
, Y εn

uε2n
)
]
du−

∫ t

0

[
b(X̃ε,x,y

u , y)
]
du

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥∇xb∥0

∫ t

0

E|Xεn
ε2nu

− X̃ε,x,y
u |ds+ ∥∇yb∥0

∫ t

0

E|Y εn
uε2n

− y|du.

By Grönwall’s inequality and (4.33), we have

E
∣∣∣Xεn

tε2n
− X̃ε,x,y

t

∣∣∣→ 0, n→ ∞.

On the other hand, by K ∈ C1,0
b and Proposition 1, we know

E

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ bk

ak

[
K(Xεn

s , zk)− K̄(zk)
]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ = ε2nE

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ bk/ε

2
n

ak/ε2n

[
K(Xεn

sε2n
, zk)− K̄(zk)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ε2nE

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ bk/ε

2
n

ak/ε2n

[
K(Xεn

sε2n
, zk)−K(X̃ε,x,zk

s , zk)
]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣
+ ε2n

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ bk/ε

2
n

ak/ε2n

E
(
K(X̃ε,x,zk

s , zk)
)
ds−

∫ bk/ε
2
n

ak/ε2n

∫
Rn

K(x, zk)µzk

(dx)ds

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ε2n∥∇xk∥0E

[∫ bk/ε
2
n

ak/ε2n

|Xεn
sε2n

− X̃ε,x,zk

s |ds

]
+ ε2n

∫ bk/ε
2
n

ak/ε2n

C∥K∥1,0e−γs
(
1 + |x| 12

)
ds

→ 0, n→ ∞.
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4.3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.

Now, we are in the position to give :
Proof of Theorem 1. We divide the proof into the following two steps.
Step 1. By Lemma 7, there exists a subsequence {εn} → 0, such that Y εn converges weakly to a limit point
Y , as n→ ∞.

For any p, q > 1 and 1
p + 1

q = 1, by Hölder inequality, Lemma 9 and ϕ ∈ C∞
0 , we have

|E (Γn(t)ξn(t)) | ≤ (E(Γn(t))
p)

1/p
(
P(Ãn(t))

)1/q
≤ Cδ1/q,

|E (Γ(t)ξ(t)) | ≤ (E(Γ(t))p)1/p
(
P(Ã(t))

)1/q
≤ Cδ1/q.

(4.34)

Since ηkn ⇒ ηk and ηkn ≤ 1. Thus for each k = 1, 2, · · · , N , we have∣∣E (Γn
kη

k
n − Γkηk

)∣∣ ≤ E
∣∣(Γn

k − Γk
)
ηkn
∣∣+ |ηk|

∣∣E (ηkn − ηk
)∣∣ ≤ E

∣∣Γn
k − Γk

∣∣+ E
∣∣ηkn − ηk

∣∣× Γk. (4.35)

Step 2. By the definitions of ψ and φ, we yield

E (Γnξn(t)) +

N∑
k=1

Ex,y

(
Γnη

k
n(t)

)
→ 0, as n→ ∞, E(Γ) = E(Γξt) +

N∑
k=1

Ex,y

(
Γηkt

)
,

and
N∑

k=1

E(Γnη
k
n) =

N∑
k=1

E
[
(Γn − Γk

n)η
n
k

]
+

N∑
k=1

E(Γk
nη

k
n),

N∑
k=1

E(Γηk) =
N∑

k=1

E
[
(Γ− Γk)ηk

]
+

N∑
k=1

E(Γkηk).

(4.36)

By Lemma 10, (4.34), (4.35) and (4.36), we get

E[Γn] → E[Γ], as n→ ∞. (4.37)

Combining (4.31) and (4.37), we have

E
[(
ϕ(Yt)− ϕ(Yt0)−

∫ t

t0

L2ϕ(Ys)ds

)
Φt0(Yu)

]
= 0,

where
L2ϕ(y) =

〈
∇yϕ(y), F̄ (y)

〉
− (−∆y)

α
2 ϕ(y).

5 Concluding remarks.

In this paper, we study the weak averaging principle for multiscale systems driven by α-stable noises.
First, we examine the existence of the nonlocal Poisson equation corresponding to an ergodic jump process.
Then by constructing suitable correctors, we obtain the tightness of the slow component. It turns out that
the slow component weakly converges to a jump process as the scale parameter ε goes to zero.

There are some limitations to this paper. Firstly, the condition 1 < αi < 2, i = 1, 2 plays an important
role in deriving the effective dynamical system. How to obtain the effective low dimensional system and
to estimate the effects that the fast components have on slow ones are still open for the case αi ∈ (0, 1).
Secondly, the slow components contain homogenization terms, whose homogenizing index r0 has a relation
with the stable index α1 of the noise of fast components given by 0 < r0 < 1 − 1/α1. How to relax
the restriction for the homogenizing index is also an active issue. Thirdly, the above multiscale stochastic
dynamical systems are driven by additive stable Lévy noises. It is also interesting to consider the effective
dynamics of multiscale stochastic dynamical systems driven by multiplicative noises. Finally, it is worth
emphasizing that the estimate (3.19) depends on the variable x, so the classical semigroup method is no
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longer suitable. Therefore, for such a case, it is necessary to find some new approaches to study. In future
works, we will examine the uniqueness and regularity of nonlocal elliptic equations under the assumption
of exponential ergodicity, as well as the central limit theorem for multiscale systems with homogenization
terms. Further, we will also study the dependence of the convergence rate on the regularity of the coefficients
of the slow component.

6 Appendix A. Further Proofs.

6.1 Proof of Lemma 4.

Proof of (4.3). By the equation (4.1), we have

d (Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t ) = [b(Xx1,y1

t , y1)− b(Xx2,y2

t , y2)] dt, Xx1,y1

0 −Xx2,y2

0 = x1 − x2.

Multiplying both sides by 2 (Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t ), by Assumption (Ab) and Young’s inequality, we have

d

dt
|Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t |2 = 2 ⟨b(Xx1,y1

t , y1)− b(Xx2,y2

t , y2), X
x1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t ⟩

≤ 2 ⟨b(Xx1,y1

t , y1)− b(Xx2,y2

t , y1), X
x1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t ⟩
+ 2 ⟨b(Xx2,y2

t , y1)− b(Xx2,y2

t , y2), X
x1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t ⟩

≤ −2γ |Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t |2 + C(∥∇yb∥0, γ)|y1 − y2| |Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t |

≤ −γ |Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t |2 + C(∥∇yb∥0, γ)|y1 − y2|2.

Hence, the comparison theorem yields that

|Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t |2 ≤ e−
γ
2 t|x1 − x2|2 + C(∥b∥1, γ)|y1 − y2|2.

Proof of (4.4). Note that

d (∇yX
x,y
t ) = (∇xb)(X

x,y
t , y)∇yX

x,y
t dt+ (∇yb)(X

x,y
t , y)dt, ∇yX

x,y
0 = 0.

This implies that

d(∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t ) = ((∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1)∇yX
x1,y1

t − (∇xb)(X
x2,y2

t , y2)∇yX
x2,y2

t ) dt

+ ((∇yb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1)− (∇yb)(X
x2,y2

t , y2))dt.

Multiplying both sides by 2(∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t ), we have

d

dt
|∇yX

x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |2

= 2⟨(∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1)∇yX
x1,y1

t − (∇xb)(X
x2,y2

t , y2)∇yX
x2,y2

t ,∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t ⟩
+ 2⟨(∇yb)(X

x1,y1

t , y1)− (∇yb)(X
x2,y2

t , y2),∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t ⟩
=: Σ1 +Σ2.

For the term Σ1, observe that by substituting x2 = x1 + εh and letting ε → 0 in the dissipative condition
(2.1), we have for all x, h ∈ Rn, y ∈ Rm,

⟨∇xb(x, y)h, h⟩ ≤ −γ|h|2. (6.1)

Therefore, we have

Σ1 ≤ 2 ⟨(∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1)∇yX
x1,y1

t − (∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1)∇yX
x2,y2

t ,∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2⟩

+ 2|(∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1)∇yX
x2,y2

t − (∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y2)∇yX
x2,y2

t |∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |
+ 2|(∇xb)(X

x1,y1

t , y2)∇yX
x2,y2

t − (∇xb)(X
x2,y2

t , y2)∇yX
x2,y2

t ||∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |
≤ −2γ|∇yX

x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |2 + 2∥∇y∇xb∥0|∇yX
x2,y2

t ||y1 − y2||∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |
+ 2∥∇2

xb∥0|∇yX
x2,y2

t ||Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t ||∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |.
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For the term Σ2, we have

Σ2 ≤ 2|(∇yb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1)− (∇yb)(X
x1,y1

t , y2)||∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |
+ 2|(∇yb)(X

x1,y1

t , y2)− (∇yb)(X
x2,y2

t , y2)||∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |
≤ 2∥∇2

yb∥0|y1 − y2||∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |
+ 2∥∇y∇xb∥0|Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t ||∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |.

Obviously, (4.3) implies that
sup

t≥0,x∈Rn,y∈Rm

|∇yX
x,y
t | ≤ C(∥b∥1, γ). (6.2)

Hence, by the assumption b ∈ C2,2
b and Young’s inequality, we have

d

dt
|∇yX

x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |2 ≤ −γ
2
|∇yX

x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |2 + C(∥b∥2, γ)
(
|y1 − y2|2 + e−

γ
2 t|x1 − x2|2

)
.

By the comparison theorem, we obtain that

|∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |2 ≤ C(∥b∥2, γ)
(
te−

γ
2 t|x1 − x2|2 + |y1 − y2|2

)
.

Proof of (4.5). Note that

d∇xX
x,y
t = (∇xb)(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇xX

x,y
t dt, ∇xX

x,y
0 = I.

This implies

d(∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t ) = [(∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1) · ∇xX
x1,y1

t − (∇xb)(X
x2,y2

t , y2) · ∇xX
x2,y2

t ] dt.

Multiplying both sides by 2(∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t ), and using the inequality (6.1), we have

d

dt
|∇xX

x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t |2

= 2 ⟨(∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1)∇xX
x1,y1

t − (∇xb)(X
x2,y2

t , y2)∇xX
x2,y2

t ,∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t ⟩
≤ 2 ⟨(∇xb)(X

x1,y1

t , y1)∇xX
x1,y1

t − (∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y1)∇xX
x2,y2

t ,∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t ⟩
+ 2|(∇xb)(X

x1,y1

t , y1)∇xX
x2,y2

t − (∇xb)(X
x1,y1

t , y2)∇xX
x2,y2

t ||∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t |
+ 2|(∇xb)(X

x1,y1

t , y2)∇xX
x2,y2

t − (∇xb)(X
x2,y2

t , y2)∇xX
x2,y2

t ||∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t |
≤ − 2γ|∇xX

x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t |2 + 2∥∇y∇xb∥0|∇xX
x2,y2

t ||y1 − y2||∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t |
+ 2∥∇2

xb∥0|∇xX
x2,y2

t ||Xx1,y1

t −Xx2,y2

t ||∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t |.

By (4.3), we have

sup
t≥0,x∈Rn,y∈Rm

|∇xX
x,y
t |2 ≤ e−

γt
2 .

Hence, by the assumption b ∈ C2,2
b and Young’s inequality, we have

d

dt
|∇xX

x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t |2 ≤ −γ|∇yX
x1,y1

t −∇yX
x2,y2

t |2 + C(∥b∥2, γ)e−γt
(
|y1 − y2|2 + |x1 − x2|2

)
,

and then the comparison theorem yields

|∇xX
x1,y1

t −∇xX
x2,y2

t |2 ≤ C(∥b∥2, γ)te−
γt
2

(
|y1 − y2|2 + |x1 − x2|2

)
.
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6.2 Proof of Lemma 5.

Proof of (4.6). Set

Ḡ(y) =

∫
Rn

G(x, y)µy(dx).

Then Hypothesis (AG2) yields Ḡ ≡ 0. By Proposition 1 and Hypothesis (AG1), we have

|G̃(x, y)| ≤
∫ ∞

0

∣∣E[G(Xx,y
t , y)]− Ḡ(y)

∣∣ dt,≤ C(1 + |x| 12 )
∫ ∞

0

e−
γt
8 dt ≤ C(1 + |x| 12 ).

Proof of (4.7). Note that

∇xG̃(x, y) =

∫ ∞

0

E [∇xG(X
x,y
t , y) · ∇xX

x,y
t ] dt,

where ∇xX
x,y
t satisfies {

d∇xX
x,y
t = ∇xb(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇xX

x,y
t dt,

∇xX
x,y
t |t=0 = I.

By (4.3), we have

sup
x,y

|∇xX
x,y
t | ≤ Ce−

γt
4 .

Thus by Hypothesis (AG1), we have

sup
x,y

|∇xG̃(x, y)| ≤ C.

Proof of (4.8). Set

G̃t0(x, y, t) := EG(Xx,y
t , y)− EG(Xx,y

t+t0 , y) =: Ĝ(x, y, t)− Ĝ(x, y, t+ t0).

Then Proposition 1 implies that

lim
t0→∞

G̃t0(x, y, t) = EG(Xx,y
t , y)− Ḡ(y) = EG(Xx,y

t , y). (6.3)

On the one hand, by the Markov property, we have

G̃t0(x, y, t) = Ĝ(x, y, t)− EĜ(Xx,y
t0 , y, t).

Thus we have

∇yG̃t0(x, y, t) = ∇yĜ(x, y, t)− E
[
∇yĜ(X

x,y
t0 , y, t)

]
− E

[
∇xĜ(X

x,y
t0 , y, t) · ∇yX

x,y
t0

]
.

Moreover, we also have
∇xĜ(x, y, t) = E [∇xG(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇xX

x,y
t ] .

By Hypothesis (AG1) and (4.3), we have

sup
x,y

|∇xĜ(x, y, t)| ≤ Ce−
γt
4 . (6.4)

On the other hand, we have

|∇yĜ(x1, y, t)−∇yĜ(x2, y, t)| = |∇y (EG(Xx1,y
t , y))−∇y (EG(Xx2,y

t , y)) |
= E|∇xG(X

x1,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t −∇xG(X

x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x2,y
t |

+ E|∇yG(X
x1,y
t , y)−∇yG(X

x2,y
t , y)|

≤ E|∇xG(X
x1,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t −∇xG(X

x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t |

+ E|∇xG(X
x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t −∇xG(X

x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x2,y
t |

+ E|∇yG(X
x1,y
t , y)−∇yG(X

x2,y
t , y)|

:= S1 + S2 + S3.

(6.5)
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For the term S1, by the boundedness of ∇xG and ∇x∇yG in Hypothesis (AG1), (6.2) and (4.3), we have

S1 ≤ CE [|Xx1,y
t −Xx2,y

t |]1/2 ≤ Ce−
γt
8 |x1 − x2|

1
2 .

For the term S2, by the boundedness of ∇xG and (4.4), we have

S2 ≤ CE [|∇yX
x1,y
t −∇yX

x2,y
t |]1/2 ≤ Ct

1
4 e−

γt
8 |x1 − x2|

1
2 .

For the term S3, by the boundedness of ∇yG and ∇x∇yG and (4.3), we have

S3 ≤ CE [|Xx1,y
t −Xx2,y

t |]1/2 ≤ Ce−
γt
8 |x1 − x2|

1
2 .

Combining these together, we achieve from (6.5) that

|∇yĜ(x1, y, t)−∇yĜ(x2, y, t)| ≤ C(1 + t
1
4 )e−

γt
8 |x1 − x2|

1
2 . (6.6)

Therefore, by (6.4), (6.6), (4.3) and (3.7), we have∣∣∣∇yG̃t0(x, y, t)
∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣E [∇yG̃(x, y, t)−∇yG̃(X

x,y
t0 , y, t)

]
− E

[
∇xĜ(X

x,y
t0 , x, y) · ∇yX

x,y
t0

]∣∣∣
≤ C(1 + t

1
4 )e−

γt
8 E
[
|Xx,y

t0 − x|
] 1

2 + Ce−
γt
8 ≤ C(1 + t

1
4 )e−

γt
8 (1 + |x| 12 ).

This together with (6.3) implies that∣∣∣∇yG̃(x, y)
∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

0

(
lim

t0→∞
∇yG̃t0(x, y, t)

)
dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ ∞

0

C(1 + t
1
4 )e−

γt
8 (1 + |x| 12 )dt ≤ C(1 + |x| 12 ).

Proof of (4.9). Note that by (6.3),

|∇2
yG̃(x, y)| =

∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

0

(
lim

t0→∞
∇2

yG̃t0(x, y, t)

)
dt

∣∣∣∣ ,
and

∇2
yG̃t0(x, y, t) = E

[
∇2

yĜ(x, y, t)−∇2
yĜ(X

x,y
t0 , y, t)

]
− E

[
∇x∇yĜ(X

x,y
t0 , y, t) · ∇yX

x,y
t0

]
− E

[
∇2

xĜ(X
x,y
t0 , y, t) ·

(
∇yX

x,y
t0

)2]− E
[
∇y∇xĜ(X

x,y
t0 , y, t) · ∇yX

x,y
t0

]
− E

[
∇xĜ(X

x,y
t0 , y, t) · ∇2

yX
x,y
t0

]
=: T1 − T2 − T3 − T4 − T5.

where ∇yX
x,y
t satisfies {

d∇yX
x,y
t = ∇xb(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x,y
t dt+∇yb(X

x,y
t , y)dt,

∇yX
x,y
t |t=0 = 0,

and ∇2
yX

x,y
t satisfies
d∇2

yX
x,y
t = ∇2

xb(X
x,y
t , y) · (∇yX

x,y
t )2dt+∇y(∇xb)(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x,y
t dt

+ (∇xb)(X
x,y
t , y) · ∇2

yX
x,y
t dt+∇x(∇yb)(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x,y
t dt+∇2

yb(X
x,y
t , y)dt,

∇2
yX

x,y
t |t=0 = 0.

To estimate the term T1, we recall that Ĝ(x, y, t) = EG(Xx,y
t , y). We derive

∇2
y(G(X

x1,y
t , y))−∇2

y(G(X
x2,y
t , y)) =

[
(∇yX

x1,y
t )

T · ∇2
xG(X

x1,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t − (∇yX

x2,y
t )

T · ∇2
xG(X

x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x2,y
t

]
+ 2 [∇x∇yG(X

x1,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t −∇x∇yG(X

x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x2,y
t ]

+
[
∇2

yG(X
x1,y
t , y)−∇2

yG(X
x2,y
t , y)

]
=: T11 + T12 + T13.
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For the term T11, we use (4.3) and (4.4) to get

E (|T11|) ≤ E
[∣∣∣(∇yX

x1,y
t )

T · ∇2
xG(X

x1,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t − (∇yX

x1,y
t )

T · ∇2
xG(X

x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t

∣∣∣]
+ E

[∣∣∣(∇yX
x1,y
t )

T · ∇2
xG(X

x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t − (∇yX

x1,y
t )

T · ∇2
xG(X

x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x2,y
t

∣∣∣]
+ E

[∣∣∣(∇yX
x1,y
t )

T · ∇2
xG(X

x1,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x1,y
t − (∇yX

x2,y
t )

T · ∇2
xG(X

x2,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x2,y
t

∣∣∣]
≤ ∥∇3

xG∥0E
[
|Xx1,y

t −Xx2,y
t ||∇yX

x1,y
t |2

]
+ ∥∇2

xG∥0E [(|∇yX
x1,y
t |+ |∇yX

x2,y
t |) |∇yX

x1,y
t −∇yX

x2,y
t |]

≤ C(1 + t
1
2 )e−

γt
4 |x1 − x2|.

(6.7)
Similarly, for the term T12 and T13, we have

E (|T12|) ≤ 2∥∇2
x∇yG∥0E [|Xx1,y

t −Xx2,y
t ||∇yX

x1,y
t |] + 2∥∇x∇yG∥0E [|∇yX

x1,y
t −∇yX

x2,y
t |]

≤ C(1 + t
1
2 )e−

γt
4 |x1 − x2|,

(6.8)

and
E (|T13|) ≤ ∥∇x∇2

yG∥0|X
x1,y
t −Xx2,y

t | ≤ Ce−
γt
4 |x1 − x2|. (6.9)

Combining (6.7)–(6.9), we obtain

|T1| ≤ C(1 + t
1
2 )e−

γt
4 E|Xx,y

t0 − x| ≤ C(1 + t
1
2 )e−

γt
4 (1 + |x|). (6.10)

For the term T2, again by the definition of Ĝ(x, y, t), we have

∇x∇yĜ(x, y, t) = E
[
(∇xX

x,y
t )T · ∇2

xG(X
x,y
t , y) · ∇yX

x,y
t +∇xG(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇x∇yX

x,y
t +∇x∇yG(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇xX

x,y
t

]
.

By (4.3) and (4.4), we get

|∇x∇yĜ(x, y, t)| ≤ C(1 + t
1
2 )e−

γt
4 .

Therefore we have
|T2| ≤ C(1 + t

1
2 )e−

γt
4 .

For the term T3, we have

∇2
xĜ(x, y, t) = E

[
(∇xX

x,y
t )

T · ∇2
xG(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇xX

x,y
t +∇xG(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇2

xX
x,y
t

]
.

By (4.3) and (4.5), we obtain

|T3| ≤ C
(
e−

γt
2 + t

1
2 e−

γt
4

)
.

For the term T4, we have

∇y∇xĜ(x, y, t) = E
[
(∇yX

x,y
t )T · ∇2

xG(X
x,y
t , y) · ∇xX

x,y
t +∇y∇xG(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇xX

x,y
t +∇xG(X

x,y
t , y) · ∇y∇xX

x,y
t

]
.

By (4.3) and (4.5), we have

|T4| ≤ C(1 + t
1
2 )e−

γt
4 .

For the term T5, we have

∇xĜ(x, y, t) = E [∇xG(X
x,y
t , y) · ∇xX

x,y
t ] .

By (4.3) and (4.4), we get

|T5| ≤ Ce−
γt
4 . (6.11)

Combining (6.10) and (6.11), we obtain

|∇2
yG̃(x, y)| ≤ C

∫ ∞

0

[
(1 + t

1
2 )e−

γt
4 (1 + |x|) + e−

γt
2

]
dt ≤ C(1 + |x|).
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