arXiv:2007.08408v5 [math.DS] 13 Nov 2023

Weak averaging principle for multiscale stochastic
dynamical systems driven by stable processes

Yanjie Zhang®! Qiao Huang®®? Xiao Wang®? Zibo Wang®? and Jingiao Duan/-®

% Henan Academy of Big Data, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450001, China.

b Division of Mathematical Sciences, School of Physical and Mathematical Sciences, Nanyang Technological University,

21 Nanyang Link, Singapore 637371.

¢ Group of Mathematical Physics (GFMUL), Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Sciences, University of Lisbon,
Campo Grande, Edificio C6, PT-1749-016 Lisboa, Portugal.

d School of Mathematics and Statistics, Henan University, Kaifeng 475001, China.
¢ Center for Mathematical Sciences, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan 430074, China.

f Department of Mathematics & Department of Physics, Great Bay University, Dongguan 523000, China.

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 r¢ of slow components has a relation with the stable
index a1 of the noise of fast components given by 0 < ro < 2—2/a1. 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, (]. 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. Rockner 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/¢). 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/£2)?

In this paper, we consider the following coupled multiscale system in R**":

1 1
dX; = < b(X{,YS)dt + —dLY", X§ =z €R",
€ ar
: (1.1)
dY§ = F(X{,Y7)dt + ——G(XF, Y7 )dt +dL*, Y5 =y € R™,
€T

where b, F, G are Borel measurable functions on R™ x R™, the two noises L*,i = 1,2 are independent
symmetric o;-stable (1 < a; < 2) Lévy processes with triplets (0,0,v;), and v;’s are symmetric «;-stable
Lévy measures (e.g. [17, Section 14]) on R™ and R™ respectively, ¢ > 0 is the scaling parameter, the
homogenizing index 7y in slow component satisfies

0<’I‘0<2—2/0¢1. (12)

The solution process (X¢,Y?) is an R™ x R™-valued process, in which X¢ is called the fast component and
Y the slow one. The detailed assumptions on coefficients can be found in Section 2. The infinitesimal
generator L£° of the solution (X¢,Y¢) has the following form

1
ﬁsfzg

[—(—Am)71 +b-V, +§G~Vy+ [—(—Ay)% +F-V,|.

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¢ of (1.1) weakly
converges to an averaged process as the scale parameter € tends to zero. The main result is as follows.

Theorem 1. Under Hypotheses (Ay), (Ar), (Ag1) and (Agz) given in Section 2, for any ro satisfying
(1.2), the slow component Y converges weakly to a limit process Y as € goes to zero. Moreover, the limit
process Y is the unique solution to the martingale problem associated with the following operator

Lo=—(-A)7 +F(y)-V,,

where F is the homogenized drift given by F(y) = fR" F(z,y)pu¥(dx), and p¥ is an invariant measure (whose
existence will be ensured in Lemma 2) of the corresponding frozen equation

dX; = b(X,,y)dt + dL,  Xo =z € R,

that is, for every 0 < to <t < T, ¢ € CF(R™) and any bounded function ® on D ([0, T];R™) which is
measurable with respect to the o-field o (ws : w € D ([0, T;R™) ,tg < s <),

e [(900 -0 - [ Lastras) o)) <o

to

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 ¢ 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 =" will be constructed to
prove the tightness of {Y¢}.~¢. Our argument is slightly different from existing works. Firstly, a Poisson
equation in R™ 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



diffusion process driven by a-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 £o that ¢ is in C§°, 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 (Xf, Y;®) has finite p-th moment only for p € (0, 3 Acaw) (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 7y is now related to the stable index a; and the
relation (1.2) is exactly what we need to seek.

Example. Consider the following fast-slow model

X7 1
dX; = ——tdt + —dL{", X§=z€R,
€ ear
sin X ¢
de: blnotdt—f—dL?Q, Y(f:yER,
ET
where b(x) = —x, aq = 1.5, F(x,y) = 0, G(z,y) = sinx and ry = 2 — 1—25 = % It is easy to justify that
b, F, G satisfy Hypotheses (Ap), (Ar), (Ac1),(Acz). Using a result in [19], we find the invariant measure

wu(dx) = p(x)dz with density

1 ; 1 e 1 > 1ea
p(z) = /e“’ge_glgl d¢ = 7/ coszé - e~ b dE.
R T Jo

T on
It follows from Theorem 1 that the averaged equation for Y is
dY, =dL$?, Yy =v,
and the slow component Y converges weakly to a process Y as the scale parameter € 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 C) 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 V to denote the gradient operator in Euclidean spaces, and V
to emphasize that the gradient is with respect to the variable x. For any positive integer k, [l and probability
measure u, we introduce the following function spaces:

By(R™) := {f : R® = R | f is bounded Borel measurable},
(R™):={f:R" = R | f is continuous and has compact support} ,

Q

0
ChH(R™) := {f € Co(R™) | f is centered with respect to the measure y, i.e., [q. f(z)u(dz) =0},
CH(R™) := {f : R® = R | f and all its partial derivatives up to order k are continuous},
CER™) := {fe CH(R™) | for 1 <i <k, the i-th order partial derivatives of f are bounded} ,
CH(R™ x R™) i= { f(z,y) | for 1 < |By| <k and 1< By <1, VZ'V5 f is uniformly bounded} .

We equip the space Co(R™) with the norm |[|f|lo = supyegn |f(z)| and C*(R™) with the norm ||f|; =
I f1lo + Z?zl [VEIf||. Tt is clear that (C¥(R™),| - ||x) is a Banach space.



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.
(Ap): Suppose that b € CE’Z(R” x R™), and there exists a positive constant « such that for all zq,z9 € R,

sup ‘b(oay” < 00, sup <b($1ay) - b(x%y)axl - (E2> < 7")/|£L'1 - £L’2|2. (21)
yER™ yER™

(AF): The function F is both Lipschitz and bounded, i.e., there exists a positive constant K; such that for
all x,x1,22 € R"” and y,y1,y2 € R™,

|F(x1,91) — F(22,y2) > < K1(|lz1 — @2* + [y1 — 2]?),

and
|F(z,y)| < K.

(Ag1): The function G satisfies the following conditions: there exists a positive constant K5 such that for
all x, 21,22 € R"” and y,y1,y2 € R™,

|G (x1,91) — G(22, y2) > < Ka(|z1 — 22)* + [y1 — y2|?),

and )
‘G(xay” < K27 sup |V;CG('1:ay)| < K27
x,Yy

sup|ViVyG(x,y)\ < Ko, sup|V§G(x,y)| < K.
zy z,y

We also need a centering assumption for the function G, as follows.
(Agz2): For each y € R™, the function G(-,y) is centered with respect to p¥, i.e.,

G(z,y)p? (dr) =0,
R’!YL

where p¥ is an invariant measure of an ergodic Markov process X*¥ (see (4.1) below).

3 The nonlocal Poisson equation.
In this section, we study the following nonlocal Poisson equation in R™,

Luz) = —f(a), (3.1)

where f is a given function on R™ and

L=—(-0)7 + Y bi(2)ds,.

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

dX7 =b(X7)dt +dLy', X§=xe€R"™ (3.2)
We denote by {P;}:>0 the semigroup generated by £ (or by X*) on Co(R™).

Here we need to give a regularity assumption for the drift b in (3.2), which is only valid for this section.
(A4): Suppose that b € CZ(R™), and the function § defined by

(b(z1) — bxa), x1 — x2)
|71 — 222

g(r) == inf{— 121,09 € R, |21 — 29| :r} (3.3)
satisfies
liminf §(r) > 0.

r—00



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,xs € R™ with |x1 — x2| > R,

(b(w1) = b(xa), 21 — w2) < =Ml — wo|*. (3.4)

As a consequence, by letting xo = 0 and using Young’s inequality, we have
2 M o 1 2
{b(z), 2) < [b(O)]|z] = Ma|” < ==~z + 2[b(0)]". (3.5)

Under Hypothesis (Aj), SDE (3.2) has a unique global strong solution X* [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(z) = /OOO Ef(X7)ds. (3.6)

3.1 Invariance and ergodicity.

Lemma 1. Let (A}) hold. Then for any 1 <p < aq and T > 0, we have

E ( sup |Xfp> <c, (T% leﬂ%ﬁi) +zP, (3.7)
0<t<T
sup E|XT 1P < Cp(1 + |zP). (3.8)
>0

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,

ya
2

Ur(z) == (|z\2 +Ta%)

Then for any z € R™, we get

VU ()] = —p PP < Gyl (3.9)

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

8UT(Z)
827;

p_]
= pz; (T%+z%+z§+-~-+z,21>2 .
Thus we have
pz

VUr(z) = (Ta% N ‘Z|2)1,

(M)

Similarly, by a simple calculation, we have

p _ P(27P)Zfz 73
[y 2 —p
(T%sz) ’ (T%Hz\z)
___ p@=p)zizs
BN 2-p/2
(7554121
v P21 1 _ . (3.10)
2 — 9 R
(Tq+|z|2) P2z

¥)




and

bz2

2 1717 :
(Tal + |z|2) _ pC-p)zaas

<
%)
Il

v Pzn —
(149

SN

__p(2=pP)zn-_12n
2 2—p/2
(i)

D o p(2—p)z2

2 1—% 2 2—p/2
(r 412 (775 +1212)

Combining (3.10)-(3.12) and by the inequality 2;z; < |z|?, we obtain

2 2
@ L Ryierz (1% 4 [af2yoere
CP?”
— 1-p/2
(77 +12p)

S CP,nT%(gil)~
where I, «, is the n x n identity matrix.

It is clear that X can be rewritten as

t t t
Xf:x+/ b(Xf)ds—i—/ / ) le(dz,ds)—i—/ / . zN'(dz,ds).
0 0 J|z|[<Teor 0 J|z|>To1

Using It6’s formula, we gain

Up(X?) = Up(X3) + / (b(XT), VUp(X)) ds + / / [0 42) U (X W s, 2

ar

+/o /|z|<T<31 [Ur(XT + 2) — Up(XT) — (VUp(XT), 2)] 1 (dz)ds

t i ) ) 1 o
+/O /|Z|>T y [Un(X? +2) = Up(XD)] N (ds, dz)

oy

e UT<X8C) + U(l) + U(Q) + U(3) + U(4)_

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)



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

t Xr
E [ sup U(l)] =F [ sup / <b(Xx) P B >ds}
0<t<T 0<t<T Jo (T(x +|X7|2 ) -3

T 2 P
< [ SR i< cpan b
0 (T +|XgP)

p
2

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

T 1
// 1(/ |VUT(X§+Z§)|2d§>|z|2N1(dz,ds)]
0 Jz|[<T*1 0
conl[ o [ r] in
H<TC‘1 0
T 3
E{/ | (s ga) Nl(dz,cw}
0 |z|<T <1
T 3
| e
0 |z|<T @1

1 p
<-E < sup |X§|p> + CpTapl.
4 \o<s<T

1
2

E[ sup |U(2)|} < CE
0<t<T

SIS

+C,E

T
// 22PN (dz, ds)
0 J|z|<T 1

< C,E (sup |Xz”|p‘1)

0<s<T

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

T
E[ sup |U(3)|} < CpTQ%(%_l)/ /II | 2Pvi(dz)ds < C,Tar .
<T

0<t<T ar

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

T 1
/ / B ( VU (X + z9)|d9> z|1/1(dz)ds]
o Jzi>r21 \Jo

E[ sup |U(4)|} < CE
o<t<T

T
<GE|[ [ (P ) m(a)ds
0 J|z|>Tor
< C,E ( sup |X§|p_1> / / |z|v1(dz)d + C, / / |z|Pv1 (dz)ds
0<s<T | |>Ta1 | |>T(¥1
1
< E( sup X;”’1> +Cp / / L |zlvi(dz)ds —|—C / / L |2Pri(dz)ds
4 \o<s<r o Jjz>Ten 2| >T T
1 P
< E( sup Xfp_1> +C,Tar.
4 \o<s<T

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

1 D _ 2.,

E[ sup UT<X5>] < E( sup IXZ”I”> +Cp (TH0 v T3 ) L B(XGP).
0<t<T 2 \o<t<r

To prove (3.8), we need to use the special case T = 1 of Ur, i.e., U;. Then for any z € R", we obtain

from (3.9) and (3.13) that
VUL (2)] < Cplz|P~F,  |VPUL(2)| £ Gy (3.16)



Using It6’s formula to Uy (X7) and then taking expectation, we obtain

dEU, (XY)

S —BOOE, VU +E [ (XS 4 2) - Ui(XD) - (VX 2] (d2)

[2]<1
+E / [U1(XT + 2) — Uy (X2)] 11 (d2) (3.17)
|z|>1
= M + Ms + M.

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

= [ (b00) - 80, 2N 8 [ (b0, 2]
& lpM|X;ﬂ|2 + Clp, [p(O))] X

x
S

|
(1+]Xz2)' % ]
< —kEUL (XZ) + C(p, |b(0)]).

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

|Ma| < CpE l/ z|21/1(dz)] < Cp.
|z|<1

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

L]

/>1 (IXZP~ + |2P7) ul(dz)] (3.18)

EUL(XY) + Cp.

|M3| <E

IA

E

<

| x

Combining (3.17)—(3.18), we have

dEUL(X])

K
< —= & .
7 < 2IEUl(Xt)JrOp

By the comparison theorem, we have

ot P t —(t—s)K
EUL(X?) <e2 (14 |z[*)® —|—C'p7,.€/ e T ds
0
<Gy (1+[a]?).
This yields the desired result. O

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

Lemma 2. Let (A}) hold. Then

(i) the process X possesses an invariant distribution p on R™ which satisfies [, |z[Pp(dz) < oo for any
1< p <o;

(i) there exist a constant p > 0, such that for each © € R™, there exist positive constants C,, we have

PG~ [ wntdn| < o, VT € BE, ez 0 (3.19)



Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.7 that the semigroup {P; };>¢ preserves a finite first moment, i.e., if a measure
7 has a finite first moment, then the measure P;'n also has a finite first moment for all ¢ > 0. The existence
of invariant distribution p follows from [21, Corollary 1.8]. The moment estimate for p is implied by the
estimate (3.8). Also by the same corollary, for all r > 0, there exists a concave function ¢ : [0,00) — [0, c0)
with ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(r) > 0, and two positive constants C and p, such that for all nonnegative ¢ and any
probability measure 7, we have
e = Prnllry < Ce™ W (. m),
where { P },>¢ is the dual semigroup of {P;};>0, Wy is the p-Wasserstein distance associated with the cost
function ¢ (see the following remark for its definition).
Now we fix an x € R™ and take n = §,. Then we have

1/p
W) = Wt 52) = [ oo —alutan))

Hence,
P~ [ S| < s @12 = e = 1o 1776, = wlre
< Ce P"Wy(p, 6z) = Cre™ ",
The results follow. O

Remark 2. The p-Wasserstein distance Wy is defined by
1/p
W) = (_int [ o ypatanan)
TE€Il(1,m) JRn xR

where II(u,n) denotes the collection of all measures on R™ x R™ with marginals p and n 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 (Aj,) hold. Assume f € Ci(R™). Then the function u given by (3.6) is a solution
to the equation (3.1) in Ch(R™).

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 u, we have

/ TEA(X?)ds / " Puf(a)ds

Obviously the semigroup {P;};>¢ is a Feller semigroup on (Co(R™), || - [lo) [20, Theorem 6.7.4]. The classical
theory of semigroups [22, Lemma I1.1.3] yields

< Cx||f\|0/ =P ds < oo,
0

t
E/O P.fds= P, f — f.

Step 2. Fix an 2 € R". Since f € C{'(R™), the estimate (3.19) implies that P, f(x) converges uniformly in
t to 0, as t — oco. Hence, a straightforward interchange of limits yields

t—o0 t—o0 0

Lu(z) =L (lim /0 Psf(x)ds> = lim £ IPSf(a:)ds = tlirrolo Pif(x) — f(x) = —f(z).

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 u. By Fubini’s theorem, we have

[ wtemtan = [ [ " P (@) dsu(dz) = / [ Purntands - / N [ f@ntdnds =o.

The proof is complete now. O



Remark 3. One can also use the Fredholm alternative to obtain the existence of solution of (3.1), c¢f. [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:

AXTY = b(X]Y y)dt +dLYY, X§V =@ € R™. (4.1)

From the discussion at the beginning of Section 3, we see that the equation (4.1) has a unique strong
solution X*¥ for each frozen y € R™. Moreover, Lemma 2 ensures that the solution process X*¥ possesses
an invariant distribution ¥ on R™.

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

‘Clé(x’y) = —G(a?,y), (42)

where

Llé(xay) = _(_Az)%é(xvy) + <b($7y), Vmé(xvy)> .

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

Glow) = [ BOXTY,p)i.
0

4.1 A priori estimates for fast component.

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

Lemma 4. Under Hypothesis (Ayp), for allt >0, and z; € R™, y; € R™, i = 1,2, we have

XY — X222 < e 3wy — ol + O (b1, )|y — vl (4.3)
[V, X = VX222 < C(bll2 )t 2wy — 22l + C(bll2. ) |yn — v/, (4.4)
Vo X7 = Vo X222 < (bl )te™ = (lyn = yal* + |21 — aaf) (4.5)

where C(||b||1,7) s a constant independent of t.
Now, we give the exponential ergodicity for the equation (4.1).

Proposition 1. Under Hypothesis (Ap), for each function § € C}, there exists a positive constant C' such
that for allt > 0 and x € R™, we have

Sup |PY(2) — p¥(2)] < Cll@lhe™ (1+ |22),
JeRm

where
P/§(x) = ES(X)Y).

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

BS(X ) = (@) = =

n

EF(XY) — / B2t (d2)

[ BB )~ BRCG) (a)

< 23l / EIXZY — X2 uv(dz) < 2 Flhe ¥ / & — 2|} ¥ (dz)
RVL R’ﬂ

<20@he ¥ | [ lo-sdw@)| <208he ¥ | [ (ol + Do)

~ _ ot 1
< Cllglhe™™ (1 + [22).

2

10



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

Lemma 5. Under Hypotheses (Ay), (Ag1) and (Agz), there exists a positive constant C' such that

sup |G(z,y)| < C(1 + |z[?), (4.6)
yeR™
sup  |V.G(z,y)] < C, (4.7)
z€R™,yER™
sup |V, Gla,y)| < C (14 Jal}), (4.8)
yean
sup [V2G(x,y)| < C(1 + |a]). (4.9)
yean

We can also deduce the following moment property for fast component X;.

Lemma 6. Let (Ap) hold. Then for each 1 < p < ay, we have

E ( sup |Xf|p) <G, <TO<L1 VTlfa%h*Ll) e |z|P.
0<t<T

This implies that for any r1 > i—’l’,

e"E ( sup |Xf|p> -0, ase—0.
0<t<T

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

1 t52 1 t -
fomot g [ MXEYDds L —ot [ bXEe Yiads o+ I,
0 0

€
g

~ _z
where {L{"* = e °1L{},,t > 0} is an a-stable process with the same law as L. Using the condition
sup, cgm |0(0,y)| < 0o and the same argument as Lemma 3.7, we can obtain that

E( sup |X;2|P) <C, (T% le—%ﬂ%) + |z”.

0<t<T
Therefore,
. . T\ [T\ et
]E sup |Xt |p = ]E sup |Xt52‘p S Cp - V - —+ |.’,U|p
te[0,T] 0<t<T/e? € €
b 1—-2 4.2 _2p
<C, <Ta1 VT e al)e a1 4 |x|P.

The results follow. O

4.2 Tightness of the slow component.

In this and next subsections, we will force all hypotheses given in Section 2, i.e., (Ap), (Af), (Ag1) and
(Agz2), 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 f; : R™ — R. Define

fo(a,y) = fily) + 2 u(z, y), (4.10)
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where we refer to e2~"0u as a corrector to fi, the function u is the solution of following nonlocal Poisson
equation

Liu(z,y) = —(Vy fi1(y), G(z,y)) - (4.11)
Lemma 3 tell us that

u(e,y) = (Vi) Cla,y) ). (4.12)

By applying It6’s formula, we have
JEXEYE) = (2, y)
= [(YF) = fuly) + ¥ 0u(XE, YY) — €27 u(z,y)

/O <v F(YE), F(XE, YE)+Q\;‘1G(XE Y5)>ds

t g t ~
[ CeaFaen)ds [ [ (A0 4y - AYE)] Ra(ds,dy)
0 o Jrm\{0}
t
e / (Vyu(XE Y, F(XEYE) + 70 GXE, YY) ds
0
t oo _
+a2—"0/ (—(—Ay)Tu(Xg,YE ds+52 / / w(XS,YS +y) —u(X:_, Y )] No(ds, dy)
0 Rm\{O}

t
+€_T°/ Liu(XE, Y E)ds 4 2 ”’/ / w(XS_ +e” alx Y )—u(Xjf,YSi)} Ny (ds, dx),
~Jo "\{0}
11
(4.13)

where

- (*Ay)%z fily) = [fl(y +2) = fily) — I{|z|§1}<za 3yf1(y)>] va(dz).
Rm\{0}

Since u solves the equation (4.11), the two terms of order e~ in I and IT in (4.13) cancel out. Thus we
obtain

ER S

t
Hh(YE) = hly) + / < o 1Y), F(XE, YY) + €7 2T°ZG (X3,Y9)d,, G(X: Y€)>d8
¢ ag
g2 / 220000 VG X5 Y+ | (- ea)® pos)as (4.14)

// (VS +y) — f1(YE)] Ra(ds, dy) + > RE (1),
R™\{0}

where

8 S

t
+/ (—(—Ay)T u(XE,Y7) ds+// u(XEYE +y) —u(XE,YE)] Na(ds, dy)
m\{O}

// XE e arg, YE )—u(Xg,,Y;,)} Ny (ds, dy).
Rm\{O}

RE (1) = ula,y) — u(XF, V) + / (V,u(XE,YE), F(XE,YE)) ds

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

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

]P’( sup Yf|>N> <4, Vo<e<l;
0<t<T

12



(i) For all T > 0, it holds that

lim limsup sup P(|Y7 s -Y7[>X) =0, VA>0,
=0 £—0 0<7<T—6

where the second supremum is taken over all stopping time T satisfying 0 < 7 < T — 6. Consequently, [23,
Theorem VI.4.5] yields that the family {Y<¢,e > 0} is relative compact.

Proof. (i). Choose in (4.10) that fi(y) = log(1 + |y|?). Then we get
L+ JyD) - IVy @)+ A+ ) - Vo AW+ U+ [y)? - [V Aiy)] < C. (4.16)
By Lemma 5 and (4.12), we have for every z € R", y € R™,
fu(z,y)| < C(1 +|a]2),
and
Vau(ey)| < C. [Vyule,y)l < CO+[al?),  [Vyule,y)] < O+ [a]?) +C(1+ ). (4.17)

Using the above estimates and Lemma 6, we obtain

o (s, WOGEYO)) < OBy (s (14 1XE1D)) < (118)
0<t<T 0<t<T

o (s 900X Y)?) < CBay ( sup (141X7)) < o (4.19)
0<t<T 0<t<T

E,, ( sup |V§u(X§,Yf)|> < CE,, ( sup (14 |X§|)> < 0. (4.20)
0<t<T 0<t<T

Recall from (4.14) and (4.15) that
fl(YtE)_fl(YoE): / < y.fl( ) (Xs Ys 2 2TUZG Xs YE 6 G(Xs YE)>d$
0
t _ t oy
wern [ 200, FL Y0, (X5, Yo + | (Fa)® pom)as
+// [A(YE +y) = 1Y) Na(ds, dy) + 77 [u(X5,Y5) — u(X], Y7)]
0 Jerv(0)
27r0 | [V u(XE, YE), F(XE,YE d] Q—TO[ —(—A) T u(XZ,Y? d]
+e /<u< P ds| e | [ (= (8 % us )

+exmo // \{} XY +y) —w(X, V)] NQ(d&dy)]
m\ {0

4270 // u _ 4 alx,Ys_)—u(Xse_,Yf_)} Nl(ds,dx)
/0 JR™\{0}

=h+L+L+Li+Ji1+Jo+Jd3+ s+ Js5.
(4.21)
In the following, we will estimate the terms in (4.21) one-by-one.
For the term Iy, we use the inequality (4.16), Hypothesis (Ar), Hypothesis (Ag1), (1.2) and (4.8) to

deduce that
T 1
E[ sup |11|} < Cr +e* K / (1+|X§|5)
0

0<t<T

< Cr /OTE (14 |X5_])] ds. (4.22)
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For the same reason, we also have the following estimate for the term I,

T
E { sup |12] < OT/ E[(1+[X5_])] ds.
0<t<T 0

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

¢ [OE?ET /0 (~(-a)F f(ve))ds ]
- [O?tlgT /ot {/m 1Y +2) = A(YE) = Iyzi<ny (2 Vo (YD) ’Uz(dZ)}dS:|

T
< / {||vyf1|o / 2vn(dz) + CrlIV2 filo / z%(dz)}ds
0 |z|>1 |z]<1

<Cr.

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 <OittlET|I4|> / /m\{o} HhYE +y) - YD) No(ds, dy)

sup
te[0,T]

Y +y) = A(YE)]” Na(ds, dy)

lyl<1

[A(YE +y) — HI(YE)]? No(ds, dy)

- {/T /y<1]E AV +y) - fl(ns_)]2V2(dy)d5}%
{/ /y>1]E|f1 - [V )’Vz(dy)ds}
=¢ [/ /|y|<1 lyva(dy)ds / /y|>1 ly|va(dy)d ]

<Cr.

y|>1

(4.23)

+C

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

1/2
E [ sup |J1|} < gt {1 +E [ sup |Xf|}} .
0<t<T 0<t<T

For the term Jy, by (4.19), Hélder inequality and Hypothesis (Ar), we obtain

]E{ sup |J2] < e ™R {<1+ sup |Xf|>} .
0<t<T 0<t<T

14



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

E[ sup |J3|}
0<t<T

:E[ sup [52—“) /Ot {/m [w(X5_, Y +2) —u(XS_,YS) — Ipa<iy (2, Vyu(X_, Y )] vg(dz)}dsH

0<t<T

T
< 62—7"0/ {HV u(X° )HO/ 2vo(dz) + IIiju(Xf_,')Ho/ ZQVz(dZ)}dS
0 ‘Z|>1 ‘Z|§1

T
< 527T°C(||u||2,a2)/ (1 +E { sup |X:_ }) ds.
0 0<t<T

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

sup

E( sup |J4> < 2R
te[0,T]

0<t<T

[ e ) =l v )] Rt
R’”\{O}

M

2 TOR

//| X +y>u(Xi_,Y§€_>]2Nz<ds,dy>]

Nl

2 TOR,

/ / u(X:_ Y;—i—y)—u(XSE,Y;)}zNg(ds,dy)]
ly|>1

g2=ro / / WX, Y +y) —u(XS_ 7YS€_)]2V2(dy)d8
lyl<1
e {/ / X2 Y2 +y)—u(Xe Y )| dyd}
y\>1
T 3
E / / y|2u2<dy><1+|X§|>ds]
0 ly|<1
T 1
ef [ y|u2<dy><1+|X§2>ds]
0 Jly|>1

< Cre® ™R (1 -+ sup |X§|) .
0<t<T

052—7”0

082—7‘0

15



Similarly, we also have the following estimates for Js,

t ) ~
/ / {u(Xg, e are, YE ) —u(XE, Y;,)} Ny(ds, dz)
0 Jrm\(0}

T ) 2
/ / {u(Xj, e R, YE) —u(Xj,,Y;)} Nl(ds,dx)]
0 |z|>1
3 (4.24)

|

1
2

]E( sup |J5|) < ¥R | sup
t€[0,T]

0<t<T
T s 2
ceg| [0 [us ve e ys) - u(XE V)] Nids,do)
0 Jz]<1

Nl

+e27TOR l
T iy 2
< g2 / / E [u(xg, e arg, YE) —u(Xg,,Y;,)} v (dz)ds
0 lr|<1
T 2
4270 / / E ’u(Xg_ b, YE) - u(XE, Yf_)’ vi(dx)ds
0 Jz|>1
1
T 2 T
< Ce¥ro—2/en / / |z|?vy (do)ds| + 052_7’0_2/0‘1/ / || (dx)ds
0 Jz|<1 0 Jlz|>1

S CTE2—T'0—2/011 .

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

(4.25)

sup Eg ( sup log (1+ |Yf|2)) < 0.
0<e<1 0<t<T

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

]P’( sup Y| > N) =P <log <1 + sup |Yf|2> > log(1 + NQ))
0<t<T 0<t<T
SUPg<e<t Exy (SUPogth log (1 + [Y£[?))

<
- log(1 + N2)

—0, N — oo.

(ii). Let 7 < T — ¢ be a bounded stopping time. For any ¢ € (0, dp), by the strong Markov property, we
(4.26)

have
P(Yos = Y7 > X)) =E (P (Y s — 9l > A) lsm)=(rye)) -

Define
Yrt‘S = the - Y

then we have 1
(X;,YY +y)dt + gG(Xf, Y +y)dt + dLy*?

dYEs = F

Yy =0€R™.

16



Let us write (4.21) in the particular case of the vector function fi(y) =y. We obtain

a9 o~

t t
o=t [ <I,F<X§7Y;+y>+62‘”’°ZGZ-<X§,1@E+y>ain<X§,1;8>>ds+ | [ a0 ] as
0 - 0
t
w [ uRa(dsdy) + 2 [u(XE ) - (X, T)
o Jrm\(0)
ropt _ _ t )
4 g2 /<v u(XE, Ys),F(Xj,Yj)>ds]+62_T0 [/ (—(—Ay)T (X;,Y;))d]
0

He //R \{o} XELVE 4y) —u(XE Y] NQ(dS’dy)]

+ g% // u X§_+€_%z,)~/;_)—u(XE_,}N/SE_)] Ni(ds,dz)| .
o Jrm\(0

Using a technique similar to (i), we obtain

sup E, , sup V7| < CTw. (4.27)
0<e<1 0<t<
Thus we have
P (V241)  op

Combining (4.26) and (4.27), we obtain
C6s1 _ CT™  Cow
< +
A T R A
Letting § — 0 first and then R — oo, one sees that (ii) is satisfied.

B (Y75~ YE| > A) <B(YS] > B)+

4.3 Proof of Theorem 2.

Counsider the Skorokhod space D ([0,7],R™) consisting of all R™-valued cadlag functions on [0, 77,
equipped with the Skorokhod topology. It is well-known that D ([0,T],R™) is a Polish space (e.g., |
Section VI.1] or [25, Section 14]).

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

)

Lemma 8. Let h be a cadlag function on [0,T]. If (t}) is a sequence of subdivisions 0 = tfj < t; < --- <
ty =t of [0,T] such that

sup [t — 7| =0, sup |Ah(u)] = 0, as n — oco.
0<i<k—1 w0, TN\{tg 27}
Then we have
kp—1
ug%pT Z h(t It?,t;{H (w)+h(tg ) ep (u)| = 0.

Due to the tightness of the family {Y¢,e > 0}, there exists a subsequence &, — 0 and a stochastic process
Y, such that Y°» converges weakly to Y, as n — oo. Based on Lemma 8, we have the following result.

Lemma 9. For sufficient small § > 0, there exist a positive constant N € N and R™-valued step functions
yL 2,y such that

N
P (ﬂ {dr(Y*",y¥) > 5}) <4, VneN,



Proof. Step 1. By the tightness of the set {Y,Y*» n € N}, there exists a compact set K C D([0,T]; R™)
such that for each 0 < § << 1, we have

PY"eK)>1-4§, PY eK)>1-4
Since K is compact, it is totally bounded. Hence, K admits a finite §/2-net, i.e., there exists a finite subset
{4, 9%, gV} € D([0, T); R™) s.t.
N 5
Kcl|J {x e D([0, T;;R™) : dg (7, ) < 2} .
k=1
Set Ay = {z € D([0,T; R™) : dp(y",x) < £}, then we have

N
) A5 € K-

This implies

Step 2. By Lemma 8, for fixed t > 0, we can find the step function y*, which is arbitrarily close to the
cadlag function in supremum norm, i.e.,

o
sup |y" — 3| <3
o<t<T

T ey {79 > S U{men > 5}
{dR(YE”,ﬂk) > g} U {

~ )
c swply’ = )1 > 3 |

and

{dr(Y,y") >0} C {dRYy)>§}U{dR(yk,§k)>g}C{dR(Kﬂk)>g}U{suply —y)l>g}~

Therefore we have
]P> <

'

In what follows, we will fix a 6 > 0 and let y',%2,---,y" be the corresponding N step functions in
Lemma 9. For each y € D([0, T]; R™) and k =1,2,--- , N, we define

Brly) = dr(y, y").
Let 9,01, ,on : D([0,T];R™) — [0, 1] be smooth mappings such that

(i) ©(y) + Xpy er(y) =1, Vy € D([0, T|; R™);

{dr (Y, y*) > 5}> <d, YneN,

TD=1=

{dr(Y,y") > 6}) <

O
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(i) supp C Moy {y: Br(y) > o};
(iil) supp ¢x C ﬂivzl{%ﬁk(y) <20}, 1<k<N.

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

En = 0(Y),  &=9(Y),

(4.28)
nk = op(Yor),  nF = gr(Y),

and two measurable sets
N N N
ﬂ {w;dp (Yo" (), %) > 6}, A = () {widr(Y(w), ") > 5}

In view of Lemma 9, we clearly have
suppé, € A,, suppé C A,
where for a real-valued random variable (, its support supp ( is defined by

supp ¢ 1= {w € Q;((w) # 0}.

Ap(t) =T (t) — €, RS (to, 1) Dy, (V)

La(®)i= |9(V7") — oY) = [ (9y0(vEn). P, Yoy ds - |

to to

t

(- (-20)% o)) ds| @1, (v,
where ®;,(+) is a bounded function on D ([0,7]), which is measurable with respect to the sigma-field
o (wt,w €D([0,77),0 <t <tg), ¢ is a C§° function on R™.

Remark 4. Here we introduce [0, 1]-valued random variables &,, €, n, n* to prove the L*(Q)-convergence
of T (t) and give the explicit expression of convergence result for T, (t).

For convenience, we assume that X; = x,Y;s = y. It follows from the similar arguments used in the
proof of tightness in Lemma 7, we have

lim e,% By y [R5 (to, t) 4, (Y)] = 0, (4.29)

en—0

and

m t
lim en®7"0 ) Exy [ [ (Tu(v), Gz ¥i)0,, G, Vi) ) ds, (YE)] = 0.
=1

en—0 to

Since the integral fot me\ oy ]Vg(ds, dy) in R™ is a martingale with respect to the o-algebras F; generated
by {Ng(s dy); s < t} we have

Exy [ L[ Tetve ) - ove )] Ralds,dy)i,(v9)| =o. (4.30)
to /R™\{0}
In view of (4.14) and (4.29)—(4.30), we gain
Exy [[n(t)] = 0, n— oco. (4.31)

Define T'® as the random variable T',,, where Y*» is replaced by y*. Then we have the following result.
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Lemma 10. For every 6 > 0 and each positive integral k = 1,2,--- | N, there exists a positive integer M,
such that |Y" — yF| < 6, we have

N
STE[(Ta(t) — TE@®)E (1) < Mod.

k=1

Proof. By the definition of the function ¥ and g,k = 1,2,--- , N in (4.28) and the equation (4.31), we have

N
Ex y(Tnén) + ZEx’y(I‘nnﬁ) —0,n — o0.
k=1
For each positive integral k =1,2,--- | N, we have

E [(Tn(t) = T5(8)) 1 (1)]
= {E [o(Y7") = o(Yig)] @40 (Vo) — E [0(yr) — 0(us,)] P (4°) }

_ {E [/t (Vyd(YEm), F(XE, YE)) ds] O, (Y") —E {/t (Vyo(yh), F(XE, k) ds] o, (yk)}

to to
t s ¢ .
e[ (cantomm)as| s | [ (<-a0Fs0h) as] 64 |
to to
By ¢ € C§°, Hypothesis (Ar) and the boundedness of ®;(-), we get the required result. O

Set

I(t) = [aS(Yt) — ¢(Yy) —/t <Vy¢(52),15’(52)>d3—/

to to

(~ (=20)% 600 s @11,

where the function F(y) is defined by

Fo) = [ Flayn(do)

Define I'* as the quantity obtained by replacing Y by y* in the expression for I'. By the same technique as

Lemma 10, we also get the following corollary.

Corollary 1. For every § > 0, there exists a positive integer M\, such that

N

STE[() - TR0 ()] < M.

k=1

Introduce a new auxiliary process )A(;f @Y which satisfies the following stochastic differential equation
AXS"Y = b ()?t”yy) dt +dLo™, Xo™Y =g, (4.32)

where L5 is defined by
~ 1
Ly™ = —L3,
ga

Obviously, the process Ef’al is also an a-stable process, with the same law as L.
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 (Ayp), for each function ¢ € C}, there exists a positive constant C' such
that for allt > 0 and x € R™, we have

Ly~ ~ ~ ot 1
sup | PG (x) — p¥(@)] < Cl|@lhe”* (1 + |2[2),
yER™

where _
PV e(x) = Eg(X,Y),
and the positive constant C' is independent of €.

Now, we are in the position to prove the L!(£2)-convergence of TX ().

Lemma 11. Let K € C’;’O and K(y) := [, K(z,y)p?(dz), then for every 0 <t < T, we have

E —0, as n — oo.

/0 (KX, o) — R(yh)) ds

Proof. Let (ag,br) C [0,7] be an interval on which y* is a constant, denoted by z*. This can be done by
Lemma 8. Then we will only show

E — 0, as n — oo.

/ ' [K(XSE",zk) — I_((zk)] ds

k

By the equation (1.1), we know that

t
1
X =a+ / b(Xm Vi )du + —5 L0
2 ;

2 2 2
€ ues’ T ueg o tez
En

¢ ¢
Vi —ured [ PO i [ GO0 Vi aur 1.
Then by Hypotheses (Ar),(Ag1) and the inequality (2.8) in [27], we have

E

2
tez

Yoy — y‘ 50, n— oo (4.33)
Therefore we have

E|xz - X7 =E

2
tes

t t
/ b(X5 V)| du - / By du
0 n " 0
t _ t
< Vb0 / EIXZ, — Xo™|ds 1 |[V,b]lo / E[Y=, — yldu.
0 n 0 n

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

IE‘XE" — X" 50, n— oo

2
tez

On the other hand, by K € C;’O and Proposition 1, we know

b B br /el _
E / [K(XE, 2%) — K(2%)] ds| = £2E / [K(ngz,zk)fK(zk)] ds
ag ak/eﬁ "
bi/eh, ~
< £2E / [K(Xj;z,zk) — K(Xow ,zk)] ds
bi /e, -~ bi/eh, .
+e2 / IE(K(X;”” ,zk)) ds—/ K(z,2")p* (dz)ds
an/e2 an/ez JRn
bk/5i, - & bk/ai 1
< &2V k|loE / XCr, — Ko |ds +ei/ ClK e (14 Jo] ) ds
ak/e? " ay /€2

— 0, n— oo.
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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 {e,} — 0, such that Y converges weakly to a limit point
Y, asn — oc.

For any p,q > 1 and 1% + é = 1, by Holder inequality, Lemma 9 and ¢ € C§°, we have

E (T (06(0) | < BT, (0)7)77 (BAL0) " < co,

4.34
Uy (e N1/ y (4.34)
[E(T(0)E®) | < BT (PAER)) " < co'.
Since 7% = n* and n¥ < 1. Thus for each k = 1,2,--- , N, we have
B Ty, = T0*)| < E|(TR = T5) | + [0 |E (n — ") | SE[TE = T*| + Bl — 0| x % (4.35)
Step 2. By the definitions of ) and ¢, we yield
N
nfn + Z]Ex Yy nnn ) - O as n — 0, ]E(F) = ]E(th) + Z]E:c,y (an) ’
k=1
and
N N N
=1 k=1 k=1 (4.36)
N N N
Z]E(rn’f) =Y E[(T—T"m] + > BT
k=1 k=1 k=1
By Lemma 10, (4.34), (4.35) and (4.36), we get
E[l',] — E[l'], as n — oc. (4.37)

Combining (4.31) and (4.37), we have

t £2¢(Ys)d5> Dy, (Yu)} =0,

to

E [(mm (¥ -

where

L26(y) = (Vyo(y), F(y)) — (—Ay) % 6(y).

5 Concluding remarks.

In this paper, we study the weak averaging principle for multiscale systems driven by a-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 £ goes to zero.

There are some limitations to this paper. Firstly, the condition 1 < a; < 2, ¢ = 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 a; € (0, 1).
Secondly, the slow components contain homogenization terms, whose homogenizing index ry has a relation
with the stable index «; of the noise of fast components given by 0 < rg < 1 — 1/a;. 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(thyl _ thzyyz) — [b(Xf17y1,y1) _ b(XfZ7y2,y2)} dt, Xglxyl _ X0$27y2 =1 — To.
Multiplying both sides by 2 (X;**¥* — X;*'¥?), by Assumption (Ap) and Young’s inequality, we have

% | X v — X527y2|2 = 2 (b(XTVYL ) — B(XT2Y2 ), XTUYL _ X T202)
< 2(B(XT ) — b(XT2Y2 ), X0 — XY
+ 2(b(X[*Y2 y1) — (X[ 22 ), X[V — X[72Y2)
< <2y X7 = X4 OV o)l — el X7~ X7
< X7 = X4 (b, 1l — vl
Hence, the comparison theorem yields that

| X — sz’y2|2 < e By — 20?4+ C(||bll1, 7)1 — ol

Proof of (4.4). Note that
d (VyXiT’y) = (be)(th’yv y)vair’ydt + (Vyb) (X{:T’yy y)dt, VyX(ﬂ)%y = 0.
This implies that

AV, X7V =V X[20) = (Vo) (X[ g0V X7V — (Vi) (X792, )V, X722 dt
+ (V) (X 1) = (Vyb) (X752, o) ).

Multiplying both sides by 2(V, X" — V, X, *¥?), we have

d
AL A

= 2<(vwb) (Xtﬁ,yl , yl)vafhyl _ (vwb> (XtI27y2 , y2)vatI27y2’ VthﬂChln _ VthﬂC2,y2>
+ 2<(vyb) (thl,?n , y1) _ (Vyb)(sz’yz,yz), Vthil,?n _ vatﬂﬂz,y2>

=: X1 + X».

For the term X;, observe that by substituting xo = x; + €h and letting ¢ — 0 in the dissipative condition
(2.1), we have for all z,h € R", y € R™,

Therefore, we have
S < 2{(Vab) (X707 y1) Vy X709 — (Vb)) (X0, 1)V X292V, X0 — v, X72082)
+ 2|(Vwb) (Xflayl ) y1)VyXf2’y2 _ (Vwb) (Xg;layl , yz)vafQ’yQ |vatl‘17y1 _ Vyszyyz‘
+ 2/(Vaub) (X0 y0) Vi X72Y2 — (Vpb) (X72Y2, 40) V, X292 ||V, X0V — v, X202
< =2V X = VX2 4 2|V, Vb0l Ty X5y — pal [V, X7 — W, X
+ 2||Vib||0|Vth$27y2HXZ:l’yl _ chmyszthcm,yl _ vatzz,yz .

23



For the term Y5, we have
¥y < 2|(vyb)(X£r1’y1’y1) _ (vyb)(X;vhyl’yQ)HVthIl,yl _ vatE2,y2|
+ 2‘(Vyb)(thlyy1’y2) _ (Vyb)(Xtm’yQ, yZ)HVyX;Ehw _ vaiszyz|
< 2||V§b|\0|y1 - y2||VthZ1’y1 — Vyxfmyz‘
+ 2|V, Vab|lo| X7 — X202V, X709 =V, X%

Obviously, (4.3) implies that

sup [V, XY < C([Ibll, ) (6.2)
t>0,2€R™,ycR™

Hence, by the assumption b € Cf 2 and Young’s inequality, we have

d _a

SV, X = T, X < LV, XT =, X 2 4 O(bl20) (g1 — gl + e F s — aaf?)
By the comparison theorem, we obtain that

VX =, X 2 < O([blla,) (16 — sl + i1 — 30

O
Proof of (4.5). Note that
AV XY = (Vb)) (XY, y) - Vo, X[Vdt, VX5V =1L
This implies
d(szzvhyl _ vatwmyz) — [(Vmb)(Xfl’yl,yﬂ . Vngil,yl _ (Vzb) (XtZz,yz’yz) . szfzﬁl/z] dt.
Multiplying both sides by 2(V,X; "Y' — V,X;7*¥?), and using the inequality (6.1), we have
d T1,Y1 T2,Y2 |2
%|V$Xt - V. X, |
=92 <(Vwb)(Xt$17y1 , yl)vszUhyl _ (Vwb) (Xzﬂz,yz , y2)vth1’27y2 , Vﬁthlyyl _ VthﬁCz»yz>
S 2 <(Vmb)(th1,y1 , yl)vagllxyl _ (be) (Xfl;yl , yl)szf%yz , V$th1’y1 _ Vxthz,y2>
F2(Tb) (X ) T X — (Vo) (X ) VX2 X — 0, X7
2Tl (X ) T X — (V) (X, o) VX2 [V, X — 0, X7
< = 29|V X -V X212 2|V Vab|lo| Ve X7 lyr — y2l [ Vo XY — Vo X[
220l Vo X722 X — XPR ([T, — VX,
By (4.3), we have
sup V. X7Y)? < e T
t>0,2€R" ,y€R™
Hence, by the assumption b € C’g 2 and Young’s inequality, we have
d _
S Ve X = Vo X722 < =V X =V X722+ O8], v)e ™ (I = wal” + |21 — 22]%),
and then the comparison theorem yields
Vo X700 = VX722 2 < C([blla, )te™ % (| — val? + [ — @af?) -
O
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6.2 Proof of Lemma 5.
Proof of (4.6). Set
Gly) = | Gz, y)p"(dx).

RTI,
Then Hypothesis (Agz) yields G = 0. By Proposition 1 and Hypothesis (Ag1), we have

G(z,y)| < / [E[G(X[Y,y)] — Gy)| dt, < C(1 + |z|2) / e ¥ dt < C(1+|xl?).
0 0

Proof of (4.7). Note that
V.G = [ EIV.GOG0) - VX
0

where VXY satisfies
AV X[ = V(X y) - Vo XV dt,
{vafvyh_o —I.
By (4.3), we have
sup |V, X5Y) < Ce™ 7 .
T,y
Thus by Hypothesis (Ag1), we have
sup |V, G(z,y)| < C.
.,y

Proof of (4.8). Set
Gy (z,y,t) := EG(XY, y) — EG( oY) = G(z,y,t) — Gz, y.t +to).
Then Proposition 1 implies that
lim Gy, (w,y,t) = EG(X"",y) — G(y) = BG(X[", y).

to—o0
On the one hand, by the Markov property, we have
Gio(z,y.t) = G(,y,1) — EG(X", y,1).
Thus we have
V,Gio(@,5,) = VyGlw,y,1) = B [V, GG, 50| — B [V G(XEY,p,0) - V, X5V
Moreover, we also have R
va(xa Y, t) =E [va(th,y’ y) : va?y] :
By Hypothesis (Ag1) and (4.3), we have
~t

sup |Vx@(m, y, 1) < Ce™ 1.
zy

On the other hand, we have

VG (21,y,t) — V,Gla2,y.t)| = |V, (EG(X[Y, ) — V, (EG(X;*", 1)) |
= E|V,G(X]",y) - VX[ — VLG(XP*Yy) - V, X7
+E[V,G(XTY,y) — V,G(X[Y, )|
< E[VL.G(X[,y) - VX[ — Vo G(XT>Y,y) - V XY
+EIVLG(X*Y,y) VX7 — VoG(X[>Y ) - V XY
+ ]E‘VyG(thhya y) - VyG(th%ya 3/)|
=51 + 55 + S5.
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For the term Si, by the boundedness of V,G and V,V,G in Hypothesis (Ag1), (6.2) and (4.3), we have
S) < CE[|X2Y — X222 < Cem ¥ oy — a2
For the term Sa, by the boundedness of V,G and (4.4), we have
Sy < CR[|V, X — v, XP2Y|V2 < Ctie™% |2y — 2,2
For the term S3, by the boundedness of V,G and V,V,G and (4.3), we have
Sy < CE[XIY — X792 < Cem ¥ |ay — mo)2.
Combining these together, we achieve from (6.5) that
IV, G(x1,y,t) — VyGlaz,y,t)| < C(L+t8)e™ ¥ |2y — a3, (6.6)
Therefore, by (6.4), (6.6), (4.3) and (3.7), we have
‘Vyéto (x,y,t)‘ = ’E [Vyé(x, y,t) — Vyé(XfO’y,y, ] [ XY, x,y) - vaz;y} ‘
<COA+th)e FE[|XEY —2]]? + Ce¥ < O(1+th)e ¥ (1+ |]}).
This together with (6.3) implies that

‘Vyé(z,y)’ =

to— 00

< lim V,Gy, (2, )) dt‘ g/ C(L+ti)e ¥ (1+ |z|2)dt < C(1 + |z|?).
0 0

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

IV2G(x,y)| =

/0 (tolgnoov Gto(:c Y, )) dt',

V3G (0,9.t) = E | ViG(a.y.t) = VIG(X["y. )| - E |V, 9, G, p.1) - V, X7

and

~E[V2G(X5Y,y.0) - (T X0)° ]| B[V, VaG(XE" 1) - V, X0
—E V.G 1) - VEXTY]
= T1 —TQ—Tg—T4—T5.
where V, X"V satisfies
AV, XY = Vab(X[Y,y) - Vo, XPVdt + Vb( XY, y)dt,
vazév’y|t:0 =0,
and Vi X" satisfies
AVE XY = V(X y) - (Vy X[7Y)2dt + Vo (Vo) (X[ y) -V, X[V dt
+(Vab) (X[, ) - VX[Vt + Vo (V) (XY, y) -V XiVdt + Vib(X[, y)dt,
V§th7y|t:0 = 0
To estimate the term Ty, we recall that G(z,y,t) = EG(XIY,y). We derive
1, ) 1, 1, 1 ’ T ) I
VAGX.y) — VEGXT.0) = (9,50 VEG(X[0.0) - ¥, X0 — (7,50 - V26(X[ ) - ¥, X7
+2 [V V,GXI, y) -V XP = V.V, G(XPY, y) - V, X72Y)
+ [V2G(XP ) - VEG(X™Y, )]
=T + T2+ T13-
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For the term T1, we use (4.3) and (4.4) to get
E(Tl) < B [[(7,00) 7 D26, ) VX0 — (VX7 VRGO, ) - 9, X
HE [|(v, X7 VG y) - VX — (VX0 VRGO, y) -V, X |

}

< IVAGIoE [IXyY = X2V |[V, XY ] + [ VEGIoE [(1Vy X, Y] + [V, X5 Y) [V, XY — v, X))

+E H(vyxflvy)T VEG(X[Y, ) - VXY — (VX7 VEIG(XPY, ) VXY

<C(+t2)e 7|2y — a2l
(6.7)
Similarly, for the term 7375 and 733, we have
E (|Tr2]) < 2| ViV, GloE [ XY — X7 V||V, X7V )] + 2/ Va Vy GlloE |V, XY — 7, X7 Y]] 65)
SC(1+t%)e_¥|x1—x2|7 .

and .

E(|Tws]) < [VoVGllol X = Xi* ¥ < Ce™ 7 a1 — wa]. (6.9)
Combining (6.7)—(6.9), we obtain

(6.10)

Ty < C(1L+t2)e” TE|XY — 2| < C(1+1t2)e 7 (14 |z).
For the term T3, again by the definition of (A;(:c, y,t), we have

V.V, Gz, y,t) = E [(V. XP)T - V2G(XPY,y) - VXY + Vo G(XPY,y) - VoV X7V + VoV, G(XY ) - Vo XY

By (4.3) and (4.4), we get
VoV, Gz, y,t)| < C(L+13)e 7.

Therefore we have . .
T < C(1 +t5)e*%.
For the term T3, we have

V20, 1) = E[(VoXP) VG, ) VaXPY + VaGIX,y) - V2]

By (4.3) and (4.5), we obtain
T3 < C (e—%t +t%e—¥) .

For the term T}, we have
vyvmé(x, y,t) =E [(V, X7 - V2G(XPY,y) - Vo XY + V Vo G(XTY y) - Vo X7V + V. G(XPy) - V Va XY

By (4.3) and (4.5), we have
Ty < C(1+13)e™ %,

For the term Ty, we have
V.G(z,y,t) = E[V.G(X] y) - Vo X[V

By (4.3) and (4.4), we get
IT5| < Ce™ 7. (6.11)
Combining (6.10) and (6.11), we obtain
V2G ()| < C/O [+ #)e ¥ (Ut fal) + e~ | di < €1+ |a).
O
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