arXiv:2112.08203v3 [math.PR] 1 Jun 2023

Central Limit Type Theorem and Large Deviation Principle for Multi-Scale McKean-Vlasov SDEs

Wei Hong^{a,b}, Shihu Li^a, Wei Liu^{a∗}, Xiaobin Sun^a

a. School of Mathematics and Statistics, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou 221116, China b. Center for Applied Mathematics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, China

Abstract. The main aim of this work is to study the asymptotic behavior for multi-scale McKean-Vlasov stochastic dynamical systems. Firstly, we obtain a central limit type theorem, i.e. the deviation between the slow component X^ε and the solution X̄ of the averaged equation converges weakly to a limiting process. More precisely,^{Xε−X̄√}_ε converges weakly in C([0, T ], R^n ) to the solution of certain distribution dependent stochastic differential equation, which involves an extra explicit stochastic integral term. Secondly, in order to estimate the probability of deviations away from the limiting process, we further investigate the Freidlin-Wentzell’s large deviation principle for multi-scale McKean-Vlasov stochastic system when the small-noise regime parameter δ → 0 and the time scale parameter ε(δ) satisfies ε(δ)/δ → 0. The main techniques are based on the Poisson equation for central limit type theorem and the weak convergence approach for large deviation principle.

Keywords: Central limit type theorem; Large deviation principle; McKean- Vlasov equation; Multi-scale; Poisson equation; Weak convergence approach Mathematics Subject Classification (2010): 60H10, 60F05, 60F10

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Main results 7 2.1 Main framework . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 2.2 Central limit type theorem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 2.3 Large deviation principle . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

3 Proof of central limit type theorem 14 3.1 A priori estimates . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 3.2 Construction of the auxiliary process . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 3.3 Tightness . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 3.4 Proof of Theorem 2.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25

∗Corresponding author: weiliu@jsnu.edu.cn

4 Proof of large deviation principle 32 4.1 Weak convergence approach . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 4.2 A priori estimates . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35 4.3 Construction of the auxiliary process . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41 4.4 Proof of Theorem 2.2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43

5 Appendix 48 5.1 Proof of (3.15) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48 5.2 Continuity of ∂_xb̄ and ∂_μb̄ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49 5.3 Weak uniqueness of (2.24) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51

1 Introduction

The McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs) could be used to describe stochastic systems whose evolution is influenced by both the microscopic location and the macroscopic distribution of particles, i.e., the coefficients depend not only on the solution pointwisely but also on its time marginal law. It is also called the distribution dependent SDEs in the literature. Such kind of system arises naturally in the framework of particle systems where the particles interact in a mean field way. For instance, we consider the dynamics of following N-particles system directed by SDE, dX^{N,i}_t = b(X^{N,i}_t , μ^N_t )dt + σ(X^{N,i}_t , μ^N_t )dW^i_t , μ^N_t = N^{−1} N∑ j=1 δ_XN,j_t , (1.1)

where i = 1, . . . , N, the mean field interactions here is expressed as the dependency of coefficients on the empirical measure μ^N_t of the system. Under some regularity conditions on b and σ (e.g. globally Lipschitz) and exchangeability assumption on the initial conditions, the empirical laws μ^N_t of particles system (1.1) will converge weakly to the law of solution of following McKean-Vlasov SDE as N → ∞, dX_t = b(X_t, L_{Xt} )dt + σ(X_t, L_{Xt} )dW_t, where L_{Xt} is the law of X_t and W_t is a standard Brownian motion. Therefore, the coefficients of the limiting SDE will naturally depend on the law of solution. This was called propagation of chaos by Kac [44], which has been widely studied in the literature, see e.g. [37, 43, 54, 58, 59, 72].

In the past decade, the McKean-Vlasov SDEs have been intensively investigated, e.g. the well-posedness (cf. [12, 36, 67, 75]), the asymptotic properties such as the large deviations, ergodicity, Harnack inequality and the Bismut formula (cf. [4, 38, 52, 55]). On the other hand, multi-scale environments including slow and fast components have also attracted more and more attentions due to their widespread applications in material sciences, chemical kinetics, climate dynamics etc. Typically, dynamics of chemical reaction networks often take place on notably different time-scales, from the order of nanoseconds to the order of several days, the reader can refer to [1, 17, 18, 19, 28, 56] for more background.

Hence, it is also natural to consider the following multi-scale interacting particle system dX^{ε,N,i}_t = b(X^{ε,N,i}_t , μ^{ε,N}_t , X^{ε,N,i}_t /ε, ν^{ε,N}_t )dt + σ(X^{ε,N,i}_t , μ^{ε,N}_t , X^{ε,N,i}_t /ε, ν^{ε,N}_t )dW^i_t , μ^{ε,N}_t = N^{−1} N∑ j=1 δ_Xε,N,j_t , ν^{ε,N}_t = N^{−1} N∑ j=1 δ_Xε,N,j_{t /ε}, (1.2) where i = 1, . . . , N, ε is a small parameter describing the ratio of time scale, X^{ε,N,i}_t and Y^{ε,N,i}_t := X^{ε,N,i}_t /ε represent the slow and fast components in system (1.2) respectively. It is very interesting to study the combined mean field and homogenization limits (i.e. N → ∞ and ε → 0 ) for the multi-scale interacting particle system. For example, Gomes and Pavliotis [30] studied the system (1.2) with b(x, μ, y, ν) = b(x, μ, y), σ = c where c is a constant, of weakly interacting diffusions moving in a two-scale locally periodic confining potential. The authors in [30] proved that, although the mean field limit and homogenization limit commute for finite time, they do not commute in the long time limit in general. Moreover, Delgadino et al. [22] considered the system (1.2) with b(x, μ, y, ν) = b(y, ν) and σ = c and proved that the mean field and homogenization limits do not commute if the mean field system constrained to the torus undergoes a phase transition, i.e. if multiple steady states exist. Recently, Bezemek and Spiliopoulos [5] established the large deviation principle of the empirical distribution in system (1.2) with b(x, μ, y, ν) = b(x, μ, y) and σ(x, μ, y, ν) = σ(x, μ, y), as ε → 0 and N → ∞ simultaneously.

As mentioned above, for fixed ε > 0 and b(x, μ, y, ν) = b(x, μ, y) (similarly for σ), one can pass to the mean field limit in (1.2) as N → ∞ and get the following multi-scale McKean- Vlasov SDEs

dX^ε_t = b(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t , Y^ε_t )dt + σ(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t , Y^ε_t )dW_t, Y^ε_t = X^ε_t /ε.

In the present work, comparing with [5, 22, 30], we focus on the asymptotic behavior of multiscale McKean-Vlasov SDEs as ε → 0. More precisely, we consider the following multi-scale distribution dependent/McKean-Vlasov SDEs dX^{δ,ε}_t = b(X^{δ,ε}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε}_t )dt + √ δσ(X^{δ,ε}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )dW^1_t , dY^{δ,ε}_t = 1 ε f(X^{δ,ε}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε}_t )dt + 1 √ ε g(X^{δ,ε}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε}_t )dW^2_t , X^{δ,ε}_0 = ξ, Y^{δ,ε}_0 = ζ, (1.3)

where {W^1_t }_{t≥0} and {W^2_t }_{t≥0} are mutually independent d_1 and d_2 dimensional standard Brownian motions on a complete filtration probability space (Ω, F , {F_t}_{t≥0}, P) respectively, the diffusion coefficients σ and g are n × d_1-dimensional and m × d_2-dimensional matrices respectively, ξ and ζ are F_0-measurable R^n and R^m -valued random variables respectively. The coefficients b, σ, g, f satisfy some appropriate conditions, and δ, ε are small positive parameters where δ describes the intensity of the noise and ε describes the ratio of the time scale between the slow component X^{δ,ε}_t and fast component Y^{δ,ε}_t .

Due to the different time scales and the cross interactions between the fast and slow components, it is very difficult to analyze such kind of stochastic system directly. Therefore, a simplified equation which governs the evolution of the system over a long time scale would be highly desirable and useful for applications. Fix δ = 1, Röckner et al. [64] proved that the slow component in system (1.3) will converge strongly to the solution of the so-called averaged equation, i.e. sup t∈[0,T ] E |X^ε_t − X̄_t|^2 ≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) ε, (1.4)

where X^ε is the first component of solution to system (1.3) with δ = 1. Here X̄_t is the solution of the corresponding averaged equation { dX̄_t = b̄(X̄_t, L¯_{Xt} )dt + σ(X̄_t, L¯_{Xt} )dW^1_t , X̄_0 = ξ, (1.5) where the new averaged drift coefficient is defined by b̄(x, μ) = ∫ R^m b(x, μ, y)ν^{x,μ}(dy) and ν^{x,μ} denotes the unique invariant measure of the following frozen equation (for fixed x and μ), { dY_t = f(x, μ, Y_t)dt + g(x, μ, Y_t)dW̃^2_t , Y_0 = y ∈ R^m ,

where {W̃^2_t }_{t≥0} is an d_2-dimensional Brownian motion on another complete probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃). This theory, known as the averaging principle, could be regarded as classical functional law of large numbers and has been intensively investigated in the past decades (see e.g. [7, 11, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 31, 33, 34, 45, 51, 61, 62, 65, 71, 74, 77] and more references therein).

Central limit type theorem

The averaged process X̄_t above is valid only in the limiting sense, and it is clear that by (1.4) the slow process X^ε will experience fluctuations around its averaged process X̄ for small ε. Meanwhile, it is also proved that the optimal convergence rate is 1/2. In order to capture the fluctuations, it is important to study the asymptotic behavior of the deviation between X^ε and X̄, i.e. to analyze the limit of

Z^ε_t := X^ε_t − X̄_t √ ε , as ε → 0. Therefore, the first aim of this paper is to identify that {Z^ε}_{ε>0} converges weakly in C([0, T ]; R^n ) (as ε → 0) to the solution of following equation dZ_t = ∂_xb̄(X̄_t, L¯_{Xt} ) · Z_tdt + E [ ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xt} )(X̄_t) · Z_t ]| |_{u=X̄t} dt + [ ∂_xσ(X̄_t, L¯_{Xt} ) · Z_t ] dW^1_t +E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xt} )(X̄_t) · Z_t ]| |_{u=X̄t} dW^1_t + Θ(X̄t, L¯_{Xt} )dWt, Z0 = 0, (1.6)

where {W_t}_{t≥0} is a n dimensional standard Brownian motion, which is defined on (Ω, F , P) and independent of {W^1_t }_{t≥0} and Θ is a new diffusion coefficient (see Theorem 2.1 for the details). Here E is the expectation on (Ω, F , P). We remark that the formulation of the second and fourth terms on the right hand side of (1.6) essentially follows from the chain rule for the distributions of random variables (cf. [4, Theorem 2.1]).

Such kind of central limit type theorem is called the normal deviations in the classical multi-scale case. For example, Khasminskii [46] studied a class of slow-fast stochastic system with vanish noise in the slow equation, Cerrai [16] generalized the results significantly in [46] to the infinite-dimensional case. However, some crucial techniques used in [16, 46] are not applicable for the fully coupled stochastic system (e.g. (1.3) here). Wang and Roberts [76] study the normal deviations of the stochastic system driven by additive noise in infinite dimension, where the martingale approach is used to characterize the limiting process.

For the purpose of characterizing the limiting process, the technique of Poisson equation depending on the parameter measure is employed in this work. Moreover, we shall apply the martingale representation theorem by identifying the corresponding quadratic variational process to construct the desired limiting process, here the time discretization technique plays an important role in the proof (see Lemma 3.4). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first result concerning the central limit type theorem for multi-scale McKean- Vlasov SDEs. Compared with the existing results in the distribution independent case (cf. [16, 65, 66, 76]), two new terms involving the Lions derivative of the coefficients appear in the limiting equation (1.6). It seems quite natural since the coefficients of (1.3) also depend on the distribution of the solution, and it highlights the intrinsic difference between McKean-Vlasov SDEs and classical SDEs.

We want to mention that a very interesting result concerning the central limit type theorem for SDEs was obtain recently in [65] by Röckner, Xie and Sun. Shortly speaking, the authors in [65] get the convergence of deviations of a nice function φ acting on Z^ε_t (e.g. φ ∈ C^4_b (R^n )), and their key technique is based on studying the regularity of the semigroup generated from a linear Kolmogorov equation essentially. However, in this work we mainly investigate a class of McKean-Vlasov SDEs, which will generate a nonlinear Kolmogorov equation. Therefore, the strategy of [65] seems quite difficult to apply to our case here. Moreover, as we mentioned before, we obtain the convergence of Z^ε in space C([0, T ]; R^n ), whereas the results of [65] hold only for fixed time t ∈ [0, T ]. The reader can refer to e.g. [8, 35, 41, 66] and the references therein for more results in this direction.

The result of central limit type theorem indicates that typical fluctuations of the slow process around its limiting process are of order O( √ ε). In particular, we can get the formal asymptotic expansion X^ε_t ≈^D X̄_t + √ εZ_t, where ≈^D means approximate equality of probability distributions. Such expansion provides better approximations for the original system (1.3), which is also called the Van Kampen’s approximation in physics and has been used in the context of stochastic climate models (see e.g. [2, 3]).

Large deviation principle

It follows that the central limit type theorem above does not permit to estimate the probability of deviations of order one away from the limiting process. On these time-scales, large deviations are expected to be rare, and their probability could be estimated by a large deviation principle (LDP). Note that the analysis of averaging principle and central limit type theorem are only for fixed δ = 1 in (1.3). It is natural to ask how the multi-scales influence the stochastic system (1.3) when δ and ε converge to zero simultaneously.

The LDP theory mainly investigates the asymptotic property of remote tails of a family of probability distributions, which is one of important topics in the probability theory and has been widely applied in many fields such as statistics, information theory and engineering. Since the well-known work of Freidlin and Wentzell [29], the small perturbation type (also called Freidlin-Wentzell type) LDP for SDEs has been widely studied in the literature. A very powerful tool for studying the Freidlin-Wentzell’s LDP is the weak convergence approach (see e.g. [10, 57, 63]), which is systematically developed by Budhiraja, Dupuis and Ellis et al. in [13, 14, 26]. The key idea of this approach is to prove certain variational representation formula about the Laplace transform of bounded continuous functionals, which then leads to the verification of the equivalence between LDP and Laplace principle. The LDP has also been studied a lot for multi-scale standard SDEs (i.e. distribution independent case), see e.g. [31, 39, 48, 70] and reference therein.

To the best of our knowledge, there is no LDP result for multi-scale distribution dependent stochastic system so far. Hence, the second aim of this paper is to further investigate the small noise asymptotic behavior and establish LDP for multi-scale distribution dependent SDEs. More precisely, assuming suitable condition between δ and ε = ε(δ) (i.e. ε/δ → 0 as δ → 0), we prove that {X^{δ,ε}}_{δ>0} in (1.3) satisfies the LDP in C([0, T ]; R^n ). Studying the LDP for the multi-scale stochastic system is of practical significance. For instance, Spiliopoulos in [68] establish the LDP and use it to construct the asymptotically optimal importance sampling for systems of multi-scale motion. Some applications are also given in [68] such as the short time asymptotics of a process that depends on another fast mean reverting process.

The main difficulty of verifying LDP for multi-scale McKean-Vlasov stochastic system is due to the dependence of distribution and the cross interactions between the fast and slow component in the model. Our strategy here is still based on the powerful weak convergence approach. As an important part of the proof, we need to formulate the correct form of the skeleton equation. Intuitively, as the parameter δ → 0 in system (1.3) (hence ε → 0), the drift term is averaged and the noise term vanishes, then we can get the following ordinary differential equation dX̄^0_t dt = b̄(X̄^0_t , L¯_X0_t ), X̄^0_0 = x,

where L¯_X0_t = δ¯_X0_t is the Dirac measure of X̄^0_t . Then for any h belongs to the Cameron- Martin space H_0 (see (2.26) below), we define the following skeleton equation with respect to the slow equation of (1.3), dX̄^h_t dt = b̄(X̄^h_t , L¯_X0_t ) + σ(X̄^h_t , L¯_X0_t )P_1ḣ_t, X̄^h_0 = x, (1.7)

where P_1 is a projection operator (see (2.25) below). Note that L¯_X0_t (instead of L¯_Xh_t ) shows up in the skeleton equation (1.7) and is used to define the rate function of LDP. Since the measure L_Xδ,ε_t is not random, so that the convergence of these measures is independent of the occurrence of a rare event for the random variable X^{δ,ε}_t . This is also an important difference between McKean-Vlasov SDEs and standard SDEs.

In fact, if one formulate the correct form of the controlled process X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t as follows dX^{δ,ε,hδ}_t = b(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )dt + σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )P_1ḣ^δ_t dt + √ δσ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )dW^1_t , dY^{δ,ε,hδ}_t = 1 ε f(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )dt + 1 √ δε g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )P_2ḣ^δ_t dt + 1 √ ε g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )dW^2_t , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_0 = x, Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_0 = y,

(1.8)

where P_1, P_2 are the projection operations defined in (2.25) below. Then let δ → 0, it’s natural to derive the skeleton equation (1.7). Furthermore, it turns out that the correct rate function for the multi-scale McKean-Vlasov SDEs is defined through the solution of skeleton equation (1.7). We mention that in the single-scale distribution dependent case, the work [25, Section 4.1] also state that the Dirac measure L¯_X0_t is a good approximation of L_Xδ_t , where they first replace the distribution L_Xδ_t by L¯_X0_t . Then they use some discrete approximation and exponential equivalence arguments to show the LDP. Different from the method in [25], in this work we employ the weak convergence method to prove the LDP for the distribution dependent SDEs in the multi-scale case. Moreover, in order to overcome the difficulty caused by the cross interactions between the fast and slow component, the time discretization technique will be employed frequently to obtain some crucial estimates.

Note that if δ and ε converge to zero in different speed, we might have three different regimes of interaction, i.e.

lim_{δ→0} ε/δ =

0, Regime 1; γ, Regime 2; ∞, Regime 3.

In the classical SDE case with periodic coefficients, Dupuis and Spiliopoulos [27] proved LDP of multi-scale SDE for all three regimes using the characterization of optimal controls through solutions to Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations. In Regime 1, such regime allows to decouple the invariant measure of the associated frozen equation and the control function from the limiting occupation measures. Roughly speaking, as δ → 0, we need ε/δ → 0, thus the coefficient of the multi-scale stochastic system is averaged first, and then for the averaged equation with small noise, the large deviation principle is obtained by using the weak convergence method. However, in the Regimes 2 and 3, such invariant measure will depend on the control function essentially and this dependence will make the analysis very challenging in the McKean-Vlasov structure.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the detailed framework and state the main results of this work. In Section 3, we first establish some estimates of solution to the slow-fast system, and introduce the Poisson equation with measure dependence. Secondly, we give the detailed proof of central limit type theorem. Section 4 is devoted to proving the LDP via weak convergence approach, and we postpone the proofs of some crucial estimates to Section 5 as Appendix. Note that throughout this paper C and C_T denote positive constants which may change from line to line, where the subscript T is used to emphasize that the constant depends on certain parameter T .

2 Main results

2.1 Main framework

Now we introduce some notations which will be used frequently throughout this paper. Denote by | · | the Euclidean vector norm, ⟨·, ·⟩ the Euclidean inner product and ‖ · ‖ the matrix norm or the operator norm if there is no confusion possible. The tensor product R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} represents the space of all l_1 × l_2-dimensional matrix for l_1, l_2 ∈ N_+ . A matrixvalued function u(x, y) defined on R^n × R^m , we use ∂_xu and ∂_yu to denote the first order partial derivative of u with respect to (w.r.t.) x and y respectively, ∂^2_{xx}u, ∂^2_{yy}u and ∂^2_{xy}u to denote its second order derivatives of u w.r.t. x twice, y twice and x, y for each respectively.

Define P the set of all probability measures on (R^n , B(R^n )) and P_2 by

P_2 := { μ ∈ P : μ(| · |^2) := ∫ R^n |x|^2μ(dx) < ∞ } , then P_2 is a Polish space under the L^2-Wasserstein distance

W_2 (μ_1, μ_2) := inf_{π∈Cμ1,μ2} [∫ R^n×R^n |x − y|^2π(dx, dy) ]_{1/2} , μ_1, μ_2 ∈ P_2,

where C_{μ1 ,μ2} is the set of all couplings for μ_1 and μ_2. Therefore for any X, Y ∈ L^2(Ω, P; R^n ), by the definition of the L^2-Wasserstein distance, we have

W_2 (L_X , L_Y )^2 ≤ E |X − Y |^2. (2.1)

In what follows, we recall the definition of Lions derivative on P_2. Due to the strategy in [15, Section 6], for u : P_2 → R we denote by U its “extension” to L^2(Ω, P; R^n ) defined by

U(X) = u(L_X ), X ∈ L^2(Ω, P; R^n ).

Then we say that u is differentiable at μ ∈ P_2 if there exists X ∈ L^2(Ω, P; R^n ) such that L_X = μ and U is Fréchet differentiable at X. By means of the Riesz theorem, the Fréchet derivative DU(X), viewed as an element of L^2(Ω, P; R^n ), could be represented as DU(X) = ∂_μu(L_X )(X), where ∂_μu(L_X ) : R^n → R^n , which is called Lions derivative of u at μ = L_X . It should be mentioned that the mapping ∂_μu(L_X ) depends only on L_X , not on X. In addition, ∂_μu(μ) ∈ L^2(μ; R^n ) for μ ∈ P_2. Furthermore, if ∂_μu(μ)(z) : R^n → R^n is differentiable at z ∈ R^n , we denote its derivative by ∂_z∂_μu(μ)(z) : R^n → R^n × R^n .

We say that a matrix-valued function u(μ) = (u_{ij}(μ)) differentiable at μ ∈ P_2, if all its components are differentiable at μ, and set

∂_μu(μ) = (∂_μu_{ij}(μ)), ‖∂_μu(μ)‖^2_L2_{(μ)} = ∑ i,j ∫ R^n |∂_μu_{ij}(μ)(z)|^2μ(dz). Moreover, we say ∂_μu(μ)(z) differentiable at z ∈ R^n , if all its components are differentiable at z, and set

∂_z∂_μu(μ)(z) = (∂_z∂_μu_{ij}(μ)(z)), ‖∂_z∂_μu(μ)‖^2_L2_{(μ)} = ∑ i,j ∫ R^n ‖∂_z∂_μu_{ij}(μ)(z)‖^2μ(dz). For the reader’s convenience, we recall the following definitions.

Definition 2.1 For a map u(·) : P_2 → R, we say u ∈ C^{(1,1)}(P_2; R), if this map is continuously differentiable at any μ ∈ P_2 and its derivative ∂_μu(μ)(z) : R^n → R^n is continuously differentiable at any z ∈ R^n . We say u ∈ C^{(1,1)}_b (P_2; R), if u ∈ C^{(1,1)}(P_2; R), moreover the derivatives ∂_μu(μ)(z) and ∂_z∂_μu(μ)(z) are jointly continuous at any (μ, z), and uniformly bounded w.r.t. (μ, z), i.e., sup_{μ∈P2,z∈R}n |∂_μu(μ)(z)| < ∞ and sup_{μ∈P2 ,z∈R}n ‖∂_z∂_μu(μ)(z)‖ < ∞. For a matrix-valued map u(·) : P_2 → R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} , where l_1, l_2 ∈ N_+ , we say u ∈ C^{(1,1)}(P_2; R^{l1} ⊗R^{l2} ) (resp. C^{(1,1)}_b (P_2; R^{l1} ⊗R^{l2} )) if all the components belong to C^{(1,1)}(P_2; R) (resp. C^{(1,1)}_b (P_2; R)).

Definition 2.2 For a map u(·) : R^n → R, we say u ∈ C^2_b (R^n ; R), if the derivatives ∂_xu(x), ∂^2_{xx}u(x) are bounded and continuous at any x. For a map u(·, ·) : R^n × R^m → R, we say u ∈ C^{2,2}(R^n × R^m ; R), if the partial derivatives ∂_xu(x, y), ∂_yu(x, y), ∂^2_{xx}u(x, y), ∂^2_{xy}u(x, y) and ∂^2_{yy}u(x, y) exist at any (x, y). We say u ∈ C^{2,2}_b (R^n ×R^m ; R), if u ∈ C^{2,2}(R^n ×R^m ; R) and the partial derivatives ∂_xu(x, y), ∂_yu(x, y), ∂^2_{xx}u(x, y), ∂^2_{xy}u(x, y) and ∂^2_{yy}u(x, y) are jointly continuous at any (x, y) and uniformly bounded w.r.t. (x, y). For a matrix-valued map u(·) : R^n → R^{l1} ⊗R^{l2} , we say u ∈ C^2_b (R^n ; R^{l1} ⊗R^{l2} ) if all the components belong to C^2_b (R^n ; R). Similarly, we say u ∈ C^{2,2}(R^n × R^m ; R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} ) (resp. C^{2,2}_b (R^n × R^m ; R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} )) if all the components belong to C^{2,2}(R^n × R^m ; R) (resp. C^{2,2}_b (R^n × R^m ; R)).

Definition 2.3 For a matrix-valued map u(·, ·) : R^n × P_2 → R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} , we say u ∈ C^{2,(1,1)} b (R^n × P_2; R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} ) if u(x, ·) ∈ C^{(1,1)}_b (P_2; R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} ) for any x ∈ R^n and u(·, μ) ∈ C^2_b (R^n ; R^{l1} ⊗R^{l2} ) for any μ ∈ P_2, moreover, the derivatives ∂_xu(x, μ), ∂^2_{xx}u(x, μ), ∂_μu(x, μ)(z), ∂_z ∂_μu(x, μ)(z) are jointly continuous at any (x, μ, z) and uniformly bounded w.r.t. (x, μ, z).

Definition 2.4 For a matrix-valued map u(·, ·, ·) : R^n × P_2 × R^m → R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} , we say u ∈ C^{2,(1,1),2}(R^n × P_2 × R^m ; R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} ) if u(x, ·, y) ∈ C^{(1,1)}(P_2; R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} ) for any (x, y) ∈ R^n × R^m and u(·, μ, ·) ∈ C^{2,2}(R^n × R^m ; R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} ) for any μ ∈ P_2. We say u ∈ C^{2,(1,1),2}_b (R^n × P_2 × R^m ; R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} ), if u ∈ C^{2,(1,1),2}(R^n × P_2 × R^m ; R^{l1} ⊗ R^{l2} ), moreover the partial derivatives ∂_xu(x, μ, y), ∂_yu(x, μ, y), ∂^2_{xx}u(x, μ, y), ∂^2_{xy}u(x, μ, y), ∂^2_{yy}u(x, μ, y), ∂_μu(x, μ, y)(z) and ∂_z∂_μu(x, μ, y)(z) are uniformly bounded w.r.t. (x, μ, y, z) and uniformly continuous on R^n × P_2 × R^m × R^n .

We assume that the maps b : R^n × P_2 × R^m → R^n ; σ : R^n × P_2 → R^n ⊗ R^{d1} ; f : R^n × P_2 × R^m → R^m ; g : R^n × P_2 × R^m → R^m ⊗ R^{d2} satisfy the following conditions.

A1 Suppose that there exist constants C, γ > 0 such that for all x, x_1, x_2 ∈ R^n , μ, μ_1, μ_2 ∈ P_2, y, y_1, y_2 ∈ R^m , |b(x_1, μ_1, y_1) − b(x_2, μ_2, y_2)| + ‖σ(x_1, μ_1) − σ(x_2, μ_2)‖ ≤ C [ |x_1 − x_2| + |y_1 − y_2| + W_2 (μ_1, μ_2) ] , (2.2)

|f(x_1, μ_1, y_1) − f(x_2, μ_2, y_2)| + ‖g(x_1, μ_1, y_1) − g(x_2, μ_2, y_2)‖ ≤ C [ |x_1 − x_2| + |y_1 − y_2| + W_2 (μ_1, μ_2) ] . (2.3) Moreover,

2⟨f(x, μ, y_1) − f(x, μ, y_2), y_1 − y_2⟩+ 5‖g(x, μ, y_1) − g(x, μ, y_2)‖^2 ≤ −γ|y_1 − y_2|^2. (2.4)

A2 Suppose that b ∈ C^{2,(1,1),2}_b (R^n × P_2 × R^m ; R^n ), σ ∈ C^{2,(1,1)}_b (R^n × P_2; R^n ⊗ R^{d1} ), f ∈ C^{2,(1,1),2} b (R^n × P_2 × R^m ; R^m ) and g ∈ C^{2,(1,1),2}_b (R^n × P_2 × R^m ; R^m ⊗ R^{d2} ). Moreover, there exist constants C > 0 and γ_1 ∈ (0, 1] such that for all y_1, y_2 ∈ R^m , sup x∈R^n ,μ∈P_2,z∈R^m ‖∂_μF (x, μ, y_1)(z) − ∂_μF (x, μ, y_2)(z)‖ ≤ C|y_1 − y_2|^{γ1} , (2.5)

sup x∈R^n ,μ∈P_2 ‖∂^2_{xx}F (x, μ, y_1) − ∂^2_{xx}F (x, μ, y_2)‖ ≤ C|y_1 − y_2|^{γ1} , (2.6)

sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2 ‖∂^2_{xy}F (x, μ, y_1) − ∂^2_{xy}F (x, μ, y_2)‖ ≤ C|y_1 − y_2|^{γ1} , (2.7)

sup x∈R^n ,μ∈P_2 ‖∂^2_{yy}F (x, μ, y_1) − ∂^2_{yy}F (x, μ, y_2)‖ ≤ C|y_1 − y_2|^{γ1} , (2.8)

sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2 ‖∂_z∂_μF (x, μ, y_1) − ∂_z∂_μF (x, μ, y_2)‖_L2_{(μ)} ≤ C|y_1 − y_2|^{γ1} , (2.9) sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m ‖∂_μ∂_yF (x, μ, y)‖_L2_{(μ)} ≤ C, (2.10) where F represents b, f and g respectively.

A3 Suppose that f and g satisfy sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2 |f(x, μ, 0)| < ∞, sup_{x∈Rn,μ∈P2} ‖g(x, μ, 0)‖ < ∞. (2.11) A4 There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any x ∈ R^n , μ ∈ P_2, sup_{y∈Rm} ‖g(x, μ, y)‖ ≤ C ( 1 + |x| + [μ(| · |^2)]^{12} ) . (2.12)

A5 The scale parameters δ and ε = ε(δ) satisfy

lim_{δ→0} ε/δ = 0. (2.13)

In the following, we give some comments on the conditions above.

Remark 2.1 (i) By the same argument as in the proof of [64, Theorem 2.2], for any fixed ε, δ > 0 and F_0-measurable initial values ξ ∈ L^2(Ω; R^n ), ζ ∈ L^2(Ω; R^m ), (2.2) and (2.3) ensure the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions {(X^{ε,δ}_t , Y^{ε,δ}_t )}_{t≥0} to system (1.3).

(ii) Conditions (2.3) and (2.4) imply that for any β ∈ (0, γ), there exists C_β > 0 such that for any x ∈ R^n , y ∈ R^m , μ ∈ P_2, 2⟨f(x, μ, y), y⟩ + 5‖g(x, μ, y)‖^2 ≤ −β|y|^2 + C_β [ 1 + |x|^2 + μ(| · |^2) ] . (2.14)

Moreover, condition (2.4) can guarantee the existence and uniqueness of invariant measures for the corresponding frozen equation and the solution of (1.3) has finite sixth moment. If g satisfies the sublinear growth w.r.t. variable y, i.e. there is κ ∈ [0, 1) such that ‖g(x, μ, y)‖≤ C(1 + |x| + (μ(| · |^2))^{12} + |y|^κ), then (2.4) could be modified into a more natural form as follows 2⟨f(x, μ, y_1) − f(x, μ, y_2), y_1 − y_2⟩+ ‖g(x, μ, y_1) − g(x, μ, y_2)‖^2 ≤ −γ|y_1 − y_2|^2. (iii) Condition A2 is used to study the regularity of solutions of Poisson equation (cf. [64, Proposition 4.1]), which plays an important role in the proof of central limit type theorem. Motivated from [49, Example 2.16] and [64, Example 5.1], we here present a simple example of distribution dependent coefficients such that (2.5)-(2.10) hold.

Let F_0 : R^n × R^m → R^n satisfy that all its first and second order partial derivatives ∂_xF_0(x, y), ∂_yF_0(x, y), ∂^2_{xx}F_0(x, y), ∂^2_{xy}F_0(x, y) and ∂^2_{yy}F_0(x, y) are uniformly bounded and Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (x, y) ∈ R^n × R^m . Now we define the following map F (x, μ, y) := ∫ R^n F_0(x + z, y)μ(dz), then we have ∂_μF (x, μ, y)(·) = ∂_xF_0(x + ·, y), ∂_z ∂_μF (x, μ, y)(z) = ∂^2_{xx}F_0(x + z, y) and ∂_μ∂_yF (x, μ, y) = ∂^2_{xy}F_0(x + ·, y). Hence, we can easily check that the map F satisfies (2.5)- (2.10) with γ_1 = 1.

(iv) Condition A3 together with the uniform boundedness of ∂_yf(x, μ, y) and ∂_yg(x, μ, y) ensure that f(x, μ, y) and g(x, μ, y) are uniformly bounded and linear growth w.r.t (x, μ) and y respectively, i.e. there exists C > 0 such that for any x ∈ R^n , μ ∈ P_2, y ∈ R^m , |f(x, μ, y)| + ‖g(x, μ, y)‖ ≤ C(1 + |y|), which is used to estimate E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Y^ε_t |^4 ] (see details in Lemma 3.1 below).

(v) Conditions A4-A5 are used to investigate the LDP for the McKean-Vlasov system (1.3). More precisely, A4 is used to derive some a priori estimates for the control equation (1.8). For the scale assumption A5, we have already mentioned in the introduction.

In the following, we give some comments on the applications of the slow-fast system (1.3) with δ = 1, in particular, we give some examples on the confining or interaction potentials from the perspective of the multi-scale interacting particle systems.

Example 2.1 The multi-scale interacting particle systems have received more and more attention in the literature. For example, Gomes and Pavliotis [30] studied the following multi-scale interacting diffusions dX^{ε,i}_t = −∇V^ε(X^{ε,i}_t )dt − θ N N∑ j=1 ∇F (X^{ε,i}_t − X^{ε,j}_t )dt + √ 2β^{−1}dW^i_t , (2.15)

where V^ε(x) := V (x, x/ √ ε) : R → R is the confining potential with a fast fluctuating, F : R → R is the interaction potential, θ, β are some constants.

The McKean-Vlasov SDE associated with (2.15) is

dX^ε_t = ( − ∇V^ε(X^ε_t ) − θE [ ∇F (x − X^ε_t ) ] |_{x=X}ε_t ) dt + √ 2β^{−1}dW_t. (2.16)

Take the auxiliary variable Y^ε_t := X^ε_t / √ ε, we can rewrite (2.16) as the following multi-scale McKean-Vlasov stochastic system

dX^ε_t = [ − ∂_xV (X^ε_t , Y^ε_t ) − ∂_yV (X^ε_t , Y^ε_t ) − θE [ ∇F (x − X^ε_t ) ] |_{x=X}ε_t ] dt + √ 2β^{−1}dW_t, dY^ε_t = [ −^1_ε ∂_yV (X^ε_t , Y^ε_t ) −^{1√}_ε ∂_xV (X^ε_t , Y^ε_t ) −^{θ√}_ε E [ ∇F (x − X^ε_t ) ] |_{x=X}ε_t ] dt + √_{2β−1} ε dW_t. (2.17) In [30], some typical examples of potentials are also given. For the multi-scale potential in (2.16), the authors considered the confining potential perturbed by a fast periodic fluctuations such as

V^ε(x) := x^4 4 − x^2 2 + c_0 cos(x/ √ ε) or V^ε(x) := x^2 2 + c_0 cos(x/ √ ε). For the interaction potential in (2.16), the authors considered the Curie-Weiss quadratic interaction potential

F (x) := x^2 2 . Moreover, Delgadino at al. in [22] studied the multi-scale interacting particle system corresponding to the following McKean-Vlasov equation

dX^ε_t = ( − ∇V (X^ε_t / √ ε) − θE [ ∇F ( (x − X^ε_t )/ √ ε )] |_{x=X}ε_t ) dt + √ 2β^{−1}dW_t, where F : R^d → R and V : R^d → R are smooth and 1-periodic interaction and confining potentials. In particular, the authors considered the following potentials

V (x) := −η cos(2πx), F (x) := − cos(2πx), 0 < η < 1.

Motivated by the aforementioned models, we can investigate the following multi-scale McKean- Vlasov stochastic system

dX^ε_t = [ − ∇V_1(X^ε_t ) − ∇V_2(Y^ε_t ) − θE [ ∇F_1(x − X^ε_t ) ] |_{x=X}ε_t ] dt + √ 2β^{−1}dW^1_t ,

dY^ε_t = [ −^1_ε ∇V_3(X^ε_t ) −^1_ε ∇V_4(Y^ε_t ) −^θ_ε E [ ∇F_2(x − X^ε_t ) ] |_{x=X}ε_t ] dt + √_{2β−1} ε dW^2_t , (2.18) where V_i : R^d → R, i = 1, · · · 4, F_j : R^d → R, j = 1, 2, {W^1_t }_{t≥0} and {W^2_t }_{t≥0} are independent d-dimensional standard Brownian motions.

One concrete example satisfying the assumptions A1-A4 for the confining potentials is

V_i(x) := x^2 2 + c_0 cos(x), i = 1, 2, V_3(x) := c_0 cos(x), V_4(x) := x^2 2 . For the interaction potential, we can take the Curie-Weiss quadratic interaction potential as in [30] and the smooth, 1-periodic potential as in [22], i.e.

F_1(x) := x^2 2 , F_2(x) := cos(2πx).

Remark 2.2 In the system (1.3), when the diffusion coefficient σ also depends on the fast component Y , the strong convergence (L^2-sense) of the averaging principle in general does not hold for the slow-fast system (see Section 4.1 in [50] for a counterexample), and in this work we will use the strong convergence result (Theorem 2.5 in [64]) in our proof, thus the diffusion coefficient σ considered in this work does not depend on Y . Here, the coefficients do not depend on the law of Y mainly because of the technical difficulties in the proof. In fact, if the coefficients f, g of the fast component depend on the law of Y , then the corresponding frozen equation has the following form dY_t = f(x, μ, Y_t, L_{Yt} )dt + g(x, μ, Y_t, L_{Yt} )dW̃^2_t , thus the solution is a time-inhomogeneous Markov process. However, the techniques used in this paper strongly rely on the time-homogeneous property.

2.2 Central limit type theorem

In this subsection, we investigate the central limit type theorem for slow-fast McKean- Vlasov stochastic system. Recall that (X^ε, Y^ε) is the solution of system (1.3) with δ = 1. The authors [64] have proved the following error estimate of the averaging principle for stochastic system (1.3), sup t∈[0,T ] E |X^ε_t − X̄_t|^2 ≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) ε. (2.19)

In this paper, we want to further analyze the deviation between the slow component X^ε and the solution X̄ of the averaged equation, more precisely, we show that the process

Z^ε_t := X^ε_t − X̄_t √ ε converges weakly to a limiting process Z as ε → 0 in C([0, T ]; R^n ).

In order to state the main result, we introduce the following Poisson equation which depends on parameters (x, μ) ∈ R^n × P_2, −L_2(x, μ)Φ(x, μ, y) = b(x, μ, y) − b̄(x, μ), (2.20) where Φ(x, μ, y) := (Φ_1(x, μ, y), . . . , Φ_n(x, μ, y)), L_2(x, μ)Φ(x, μ, y) := (L_2(x, μ)Φ_1(x, μ, y), . . . , L_2(x, μ)Φ_n(x, μ, y)) and for any k = 1, . . . , n, L_2(x, μ)Φ_k(x, μ, y) := ⟨f(x, μ, y), ∂_yΦ_k(x, μ, y)⟩ + 1 2 Tr[gg^∗(x, μ, y)∂^2_{yy}Φ_k(x, μ, y)]. (2.21) According to [64, Proposition 4.1], under the conditions A1 and A2, (2.20) admits a unique solution Φ(x, μ, y) satisfying Φ(·, μ, ·) ∈ C^{2,2}(R^n × R^m ; R^n ) and Φ(x, ·, y) ∈ C^{(1,1)}(P_2; R^n ). We denote ∂_yΦ_g(x, μ, y)u := ∂_yΦ(x, μ, y) · g(x, μ, y)u, u ∈ R^{d2} , (2.22) then ∂_yΦ_g(x, μ, y) ∈ R^n ⊗ R^{d2} and

(∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗(x, μ) := ∫ R^m (∂_yΦ_g(x, μ, y))(∂_yΦ_g(x, μ, y))^∗ν^{x,μ}(dy). (2.23) Now we state our first main result, which could be viewed as a central limit type theorem.

Theorem 2.1 Suppose that conditions A1-A3 hold. Then for any initial values ξ ∈ L^6(Ω; R^n ), ζ ∈ L^6(Ω; R^m ), {Z^ε}_{ε>0} converges weakly in C([0, T ]; R^n ) to the solution of following equation as ε → 0, dZ_t = ∂_xb̄(X̄_t, L¯_{Xt} ) · Z_tdt + E [ ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xt} )(X̄_t) · Z_t ]| |_{u=X̄t} dt + [ ∂_xσ(X̄_t, L¯_{Xt} ) · Z_t ] dW^1_t +E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xt} )(X̄_t) · Z_t ]| |_{u=X̄t} dW^1_t + Θ(X̄t, L¯_{Xt} )dWt, Z0 = 0, (2.24)

where Θ(x, μ) := ( (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗

) 1_2

(x, μ), X̄ is the solution of equation (1.5) and {W_t}_{t≥0} is a n-dimensional standard Brownian motion which is defined on probability space (Ω, F , P) and independent of {W^1_t }_{t≥0}.

Remark 2.3 In contrast to the existing works [16, 46], where the authors considered the slow-fast system with vanishing noise in the slow equation and the fast equation does not depend on slow variable. In the present work, we consider more general case, i.e. both slow and fast components are fully coupled and driven by multiplicative noise, and meanwhile the coefficients also depend on the distribution. Moreover, we want to point out that in [16, 46] the extra term in the limiting process is a Gaussian process characterized by its mean and covariance, here we provide explicit representation of this extra term in (2.24) by using the solution to Poisson equation (2.20).

2.3 Large deviation principle

For reader’s convenience, we recall some necessary notations. Let us define a standard Brownian motion W_t on R^{d1 +d2} ,

W_t :=

d_1+d_2∑

k=1 β_k(t)e_k, where {e_k}_{1≤k≤d1+d2} is the canonical basis of R^{d1 +d2} , {β_k}_{1≤k≤d1+d2} is a sequence of independent one-dimensional standard Brownian motions. Then we can choose the projection operators P_1 : R^{d1 +d2} → R^{d1} , P_2 : R^{d1 +d2} → R^{d2} such that

W^1_t := P_1W_t, W^2_t := P_2W_t. (2.25)

The Cameron-Martin space H_0 associated with {W_t, t ∈ [0, T ]} is given as follows

H_0 := { h : [0, T ] → R^{d1 +d2} | | | there exists ḣ ∈ L^2([0, T ]; R^{d1 +d2} )

such that h_t = ∫_t 0 ḣ_sds, t ∈ [0, T ] } , (2.26)

where the ḣ denotes the weak derivative of h, then H_0 is a Hilbert space with the scalar product

⟨h^1, h^2⟩_0 := ∫_T 0 ⟨ḣ^1_t , ḣ^2_t ⟩dt. The main result of LDP is formulated as follows.

Theorem 2.2 Suppose that the conditions A1, A4 and A5 hold. Then for any initial values x ∈ R^n , y ∈ R^m , {X^{δ,ε}}_{δ>0} satisfies the LDP in C([0, T ]; R^n ) with the good rate function I given by

I(f) = inf {h∈H_0: f=G^0(h)} { 1 2 ∫_T 0 |ḣ_t|^2dt } , (2.27)

where infimum over an empty set is taken as +∞, and map G^0 : C([0, T ]; R^{d1 +d2} ) → C([0, T ]; R^n ) is defined by

G^0(h) := { X̄^h, h ∈ H_0, 0, otherwise.

Here X̄^h is the solution of (1.7).

Remark 2.4 In order to prove the LDP result for the multi-scale McKean-Vlasov SDEs (1.3), we want to employ the weak convergence approach developed by Budhiraja and Dupuis (cf. [13, 14]). However, once we consider the McKean-Vlasov SDEs, the classical Yamada- Watanabe theorem is not directly applicable (cf. [75]). Thus a key step is to find a measurable map such that the solution could be represented by a functional of Brownian motions (see subsection 4.1 for the details).

3 Proof of central limit type theorem

In this section, we give a detailed proof of Theorem 2.1. To do this, we first derive some crucial a priori estimates for process (X^ε, Y^ε), and establish some regularity result of the solution to the Poisson equation (2.20)(see subsection 3.1). Secondly, we construct an auxiliary η^ε and show that the difference Z^ε − η^ε converges to 0 in C([0, T ], R^n ), as ε → 0 (see subsection 3.2). Thirdly, we show that η^ε is tight in C([0, T ], R^n ) (see subsection 3.3). Finally, we identify the weak limiting process of any subsequence {η^{εn} }_{n≥1} with ε_n ↓ 0 (see subsection 3.4).

3.1 A priori estimates

Lemma 3.1 Suppose that the condition A1 holds. For any T > 0 with 0 ≤ t ≤ t + h ≤ T , there exists a constant C_T > 0 such that sup ε∈(0,1) E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^ε_t |^6 ] ≤ C_T (1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 ); (3.1) sup ε∈(0,1) sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |Y^ε_t |^6 ≤ C_T (1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 ); (3.2) sup ε∈(0,1) E |X^ε_{t+h} − X^ε_t |^6 ≤ C_T (1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 )h^3. (3.3)

Furthermore, if the condition (2.11) holds, then there exists C > 0 such that for small enough ε we have E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Y^ε_t |^4 ] ≤ C(1 + E |ζ|^4 )T ε . (3.4)

Proof By a small modification in [64, Lemmas 3.1, 3.2], we can easily prove (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3). Here we only need to prove (3.4).

We consider process Ỹ^ε_t := Y^ε_{εt} that solves the following equation dỸ^ε_t = f(X^ε_{tε}, L_Xε_{tε} , Ỹ^ε_t )dt + g(X^ε_{tε}, L_Xε_{tε} , Ỹ^ε_t )dW̃^2_t , Ỹ^ε_0 = ζ, where W̃^2_t :=^{1√}_ε W^2_{tε} that coincides in law with W^2_t .

By Itô’s formula, we have

|Ỹ^ε_t |^4 = |ζ|^4 + 4 ∫_t 0 |Ỹ^ε_s |^2⟨f(X^ε_{sε}, L_Xε_{sε} , Ỹ^ε_s ), Ỹ^ε_s ⟩ds + 4 ∫_t 0 |Ỹ^ε_s |^2⟨Ỹ^ε_s , g(X^ε_{sε}, L_Xε_{sε} , Ỹ^ε_s )dW̃^2_s ⟩ +2 ∫_t 0 |Ỹ^ε_s |^2‖g(X^ε_{sε}, L_Xε_{sε} , Ỹ^ε_s )‖^2ds+ 4 ∫_t 0 |g^∗(X^ε_{sε}, L_Xε_{sε} , Ỹ^ε_s )Ỹ^ε_s |^2ds. (3.5)

Taking expectation on both sides of (3.5), we get d dt E |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 = 4E [ |Ỹ^ε_t |^2⟨f(X^ε_{tε}, L_Xε_{tε} , Ỹ^ε_t ), Ỹ^ε_t ⟩ ] + 2E [ |Ỹ^ε_t |^2‖g(X^ε_{tε}, L_Xε_{tε} , Ỹ^ε_t )‖^2 ] +4E |g^∗ (X^ε_{tε}, L_Xε_{tε} , Ỹ^ε_t )Ỹ^ε_t |^2.

In view of the conditions (2.4) and (2.11), we can deduce that for any β ∈ (0, γ), there exists C_β > 0, 2⟨f(x, μ, y), y⟩ + 3‖g(x, μ, y)‖^2 ≤ −β|y|^2 + C_β. (3.6) Note that |g^∗(X^ε_{tε}, L_Xε_{tε} , Ỹ^ε_t )Ỹ^ε_t |^2 ≤ |Ỹ^ε_t |^2‖g(X^ε_{tε}, L_Xε_{tε} , Ỹ^ε_t )‖^2.

Then by (3.6) and Young’s inequality, we have d dt E |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 ≤ 2E [ |Ỹ^ε_t |^2 ( ⟨2f(X^ε_{tε}, L_Xε_{tε} , Ỹ^ε_t ), Ỹ^ε_t ⟩ + 3‖g(X^ε_{tε}, L_Xε_{tε} , Ỹ^ε_t )‖^2 )] ≤ −2βE |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 + C_βE |Ỹ^ε_t |^2 ≤ −βE |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 + C_β. The Gronwall’s lemma implies that E |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 ≤ E |ζ|^4 e^{−βt} + C ∫_t 0 e^{−β(t−s)}ds ≤ C(1 + E |ζ|^4 ). Hence we get sup_{t≥0} E |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 ≤ C(1 + E |ζ|^4 ). (3.7)

Note that (3.5) and (3.6) imply that

|Ỹ^ε_t |^4 ≤ |ζ|^4 + Ct + C | | | ∫_t 0 |Ỹ^ε_s |^2⟨Ỹ^ε_s , g(X^ε_{sε}, L_Xε_{sε} , Ỹ^ε_s )dW̃^2_s ⟩ | | | . (3.8) By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality and Young’s inequality we get E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 ] ≤ E |ζ|^4 + CT + CE [∫_T 0 |Ỹ^ε_s |^6(|Ỹ^ε_s |^2 + 1)ds

]^1_2

≤ E |ζ|^4 + CT + CE [ sup s∈[0,T ] |Ỹ^ε_s |^4 · ∫_T 0 |Ỹ^ε_s |^2(|Ỹ^ε_s |^2 + 1)ds

] 1_2

≤ E |ζ|^4 + CT + 1 2 E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 ] + C 2 E ∫_T 0 |Ỹ^ε_s |^2(|Ỹ^ε_s |^2 + 1)ds

≤ E |ζ|^4 + CT + 1 2 E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 ] + C ∫_T 0 ( E |Ỹ^ε_s |^4 + 1 ) ds. For the last term above, by (3.7), we have C ∫_T 0 ( E |Ỹ^ε_s |^4 + 1 ) ds ≤ C(1 + E |ζ|^4 )T. Hence, we obtain that for any T ≥ 1, E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Ỹ^ε_t |^4 ] ≤ C(1 + E |ζ|^4 )T. Hence, it follows that for any T > 0 and ε small enough, E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Y^ε_t |^4 ] = E [ sup t∈[0,^T_ε ]

|Ỹ^ε_t |^4 ] ≤ C(1 + E |ζ|^4 )T ε , which yields (3.4). Hence the proof is complete. □

Remark 3.1 Instead of estimating the fourth moment of solutions in [64], we here estimate the sixth moment of solutions, since it will be used in the proof of Lemma 3.4 below. The two estimates (3.2) and (3.4) are an exchange of sup_{t∈[0,T ]} and expectation essentially, while their boundedness and proofs are quite different, such as the latter needs additional condition (2.11). Moreover, we point out that the estimate (3.4) is essential in studying the weak limit of Z^ε in C([0, T ]; R^n ) (see Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.3).

Recall the frozen equation for any fixed x ∈ R^n and μ ∈ P_2, { dY_t = f(x, μ, Y_t)dt + g(x, μ, Y_t)dW̃^2_t , Y_0 = y ∈ R^m

(3.9)

where {W̃^2_t }_{t≥0} is a d_2-dimensional Brownian motion on another complete probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃). Under the conditions (2.3) and (2.4), we obtain that (3.9) has a unique strong solution {Y^{x,μ,y}_t }_{t≥0} and admits a unique invariant measure ν^{x,μ} (cf. [53, Theorem 4.3.9]).

In order to prove our first main result, we need to study the regularity of the solution of Poisson equation (2.20) w.r.t. parameters (x, μ).

Proposition 3.1 Suppose that A1 and A2 hold. Define Φ(x, μ, y) = ∫_∞ 0 [ Ẽ b(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_s ) − b̄(x, μ) ] ds, (3.10)

where Ẽ is the expectation on (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃). Then Φ(x, μ, y) is the unique solution of (2.20), Φ ∈ C^{2,(1,1),2}(R^n × P_2 × R^m ; R^n ) and ∂_μ∂_yΦ(x, μ, y) exists for any (x, μ, y) ∈ R^n × P_2 × R^m . Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that max { |Φ(x, μ, y)|, ‖∂_xΦ(x, μ, y)‖, ‖∂_μΦ(x, μ, y)‖_L2_{(μ)}, ‖∂^2_{xx}Φ(x, μ, y)‖ ‖∂_z∂_μΦ(x, μ, y)(·)‖_L2_{(μ)} } ≤ C { 1 + |x| + |y| + [μ(| · |^2)]^{1/2} } . (3.11) and sup x∈R^n ,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m max { ‖∂_yΦ(x, μ, y)‖, ‖∂^2_{yy}Φ(x, μ, y)‖, ‖∂^2_{xy}Φ(x, μ, y)‖, ‖∂_μ∂_yΦ(x, μ, y)‖_L2_{(μ)} } ≤ C. (3.12)

Proof Note that L_2(x, μ) is the infinitesimal generator of the frozen process {Y^{x,μ}_t }_{t≥0}, we can easily check that (3.10) is the unique solution of Poisson equation (2.20) under the assumptions A1 and A2. Moreover, by a straightforward computation and following a similar argument as used in [12, section 6], we can prove that Φ ∈ C^{2,(1,1),2}(R^n × P_2 × R^m , R^n ) and ∂_μ∂_yΦ(x, μ, y) exists for any (x, μ, y) ∈ R^n × P_2 × R^m . We omit the detailed proofs for its lengthy.

The proof of (3.11) and the first estimate in (3.12) could be founded in [64, Proposition 4.1]. We only show the remaining estimates in (3.12), which will be proved by the following three steps.

(i) In view of (3.10), we deduce that for any h, k ∈ R^m , ∂_yΦ(x, μ, y) · h = ∫_∞ 0 Ẽ [∂_yb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h)] dt, which implies that ∂^2_{yy}Φ(x, μ, y) · (h, k) = ∫_∞ 0 Ẽ [∂^2_{yy}b(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h, ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · k) +∂_yb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂^2_{yy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k)) ] dt, where ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h and ∂^2_{yy} Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k) fulfill the following two equations respectively, d∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h = [ ∂_yf(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h) ] dt + [∂_yg(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h)] dW̃^2_t , ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_0 · h = h, and d∂^2_{yy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k) = [ ∂^2_{yy}f(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h, ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · k) + ∂_yf(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ( ∂^2_{yy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k) ) ] dt + [ ∂^2_{yy}g(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ( ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h, ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · k ) + ∂_yg(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ( ∂^2_{yy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k) )] dW̃^2_t , ∂^2_{yy}Y^{x,μ,y}_0 · (h, k) = 0.

Under the conditions A1 and A2, by a straightforward computation, we can prove that sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m Ẽ |∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h|^2 ≤ Ce^{−βt}|h|^2, sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m Ẽ |∂^2_{yy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k)|^2 ≤ Ce^{−βt}|h|^2|k|^2, which together with the boundedness of ‖∂_yb‖ and ‖∂^2_{yy}b‖, it follows that sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m |∂^2_{yy}Φ(x, μ, y) · (h, k)| ≤ C|h||k|. (ii) Similarly, for any h, k ∈ R^m , ∂^2_{xy}Φ(x, μ, y) · (h, k) could be represented by ∂^2_{xy}Φ(x, μ, y) · (h, k) = ∫_∞ 0 Ẽ [∂_{xy}b(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h, k) +∂^2_{yy}b(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ( ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h, ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · k ) +∂_yb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂^2_{xy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k)) ] dt, where ∂^2_{xy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k) fulfills the following equation d∂^2_{xy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k) = [ ∂^2_{xy}f(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h, k) + ∂^2_{yy}f(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · (∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h, ∂_xY^{x,μ,y}_t · k) + ∂_yf(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ( ∂^2_{xy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k) ) ] dt + [ ∂^2_{xy}g(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ( ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h, ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · k ) + ∂^2_{yy}g(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ( ∂_yY^{x,μ,y}_t · h, ∂_xY^{x,μ,y}_t · k ) + ∂_yg(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ( ∂^2_{xy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k) )] dW̃^2_t , ∂^2_{xy}Y^{x,μ,y}_0 · (h, k) = 0. Under the conditions A1 and A2, by a straightforward computation (see [64, Proposition 4.1]), we can see that sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m Ẽ |∂_xY^{x,μ,y}_t · h|^2 ≤ C|h|^2, sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m Ẽ |∂^2_{xy}Y^{x,μ,y}_t · (h, k)|^2 ≤ Ce^{−βt}|h|^2|k|^2, then by the boundedness of ‖∂_yb‖, ‖∂^2_{xy}b‖ and ‖∂^2_{yy}b‖, we deduce that sup x∈R^n ,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m |∂^2_{xy}Φ(x, μ, y) · (h, k)| ≤ C|h||k|. (iii) For the term ∂_μ∂_yΦ(x, μ, y), under the conditions A1 and A2, one can easily obtain that for any μ_1, μ_2 ∈ P_2, sup t≥0,x∈R^n,y∈R^m Ẽ |Y^{x,μ1,y}_t − Y^{x,μ2,y}_t |^2 ≤ CW_2 (μ_1, μ_2)^2, (3.13) sup x∈R^n,y∈R^m Ẽ ‖∂_yY^{x,μ1,y}_t − ∂_yY^{x,μ2,y}_t ‖^2 ≤ Ce^{−βt}W_2 (μ_1, μ_2)^2, which combine with the boundedness of ‖∂_yb‖, ‖∂_μ∂_yb‖_L2_{(μ)} and ‖∂^2_{yy}b‖, it follows that ‖∂_yΦ(x, μ_1, y) − ∂_yΦ(x, μ_2, y)‖ ≤ ∫_∞ 0 Ẽ [‖∂_yb(x, μ_1, Y^{x,μ1,y}_t ) − ∂_yb(x, μ_2, Y^{x,μ2,y}_t )‖‖∂_yY^{x,μ1,y}_t ‖

+‖∂_yb(x, μ_2, Y^{x,μ2,y}_t )‖‖∂_yY^{x,μ1,y}_t − ∂_yY^{x,μ2,y}_t ‖ ] dt ≤ CW_2 (μ_1, μ_2).

As a consequence, we have sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m ‖∂_μ∂_yΦ(x, μ, y)‖_L2_{(μ)} ≤ C. The proof is complete. □

3.2 Construction of the auxiliary process

We recall that, by (1.3) and (1.5), the deviation process {Z^ε_t =^{Xεt −X̄t√}_ε }_{t≥0} satisfies that dZ^ε_t = 1 √ ε [ b(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t , Y^ε_t ) − b̄(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t ) ] dt + 1 √ ε [ b̄(X^ε_t , L_{Xεt} ) − b̄(X̄_t, L_{Xεt} ) ] dt + 1 √ ε [ b̄(X̄_t, L_{Xεt} ) − b̄(X̄_t, L_{X̄t} ) ] dt + 1 √ ε [ σ(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t ) − σ(X̄_t, L_Xε_t ) ] dW^1_t + 1 √ ε [ σ(X̄_t, L_Xε_t ) − σ(X̄_t, L¯_{Xt} ) ] dW^1_t ,

Z^ε_0 = 0.

Due to (2.19), there exists a constant C_T > 0 independent of ε such that

sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |Z^ε_t |^2 ≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) . (3.14)

Furthermore, under the condition (2.11), we can easily obtain a stronger result E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |Z^ε_t |^2 ] ≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) , (3.15)

whose proof will be given in Section 5.1 below.

Now for any ε > 0 we introduce an auxiliary process η^ε_t , dη^ε_t = 1 √ ε [ b(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t , Y^ε_t ) − b̄(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t ) ] dt + ∂_xb̄(X̄_t, L¯_{Xt} ) · η^ε_t dt + E [ ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xt} )(X̄_t) · η^ε_t ]| |_{u=X̄t} dt + [ ∂_xσ(X̄_t, L¯_{Xt} ) · η^ε_t ] dW^1_t + E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xt} )(X̄_t) · η^ε_t ]| |_{u=X̄t} dW^1_t , η^ε_0 = 0.

(3.16)

Then the difference Z^ε_t − η^ε_t converges in probability to zero in C([0, T ]; R^n ), as ε → 0, which is a consequence of the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.2 Suppose that conditions A1 and A2 hold, then we have

lim_{ε→0} E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |Z^ε_t − η^ε_t | ] = 0. (3.17)

Proof Let ρ^ε_t = Z^ε_t − η^ε_t , then we have

ρ^ε_t = 1 √ ε ∫_t 0 [ b̄(X^ε_s , L_{Xεs} ) − b̄(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) − ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) · √εZ^ε_s ] ds + ∫_t 0 [ ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L_Xε_s ) − ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) ] · Z^ε_s ds + 1 √ ε ∫_t 0 [ b̄(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) − b̄(X̄_s, L_{X̄s} ) − E [∂_μb̄(u, L_{X̄s} )(X̄_s) · √εZ^ε_s ] |_{u=X̄s} ] ds + ∫_t 0 ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) · ρ^ε_sds + ∫_t 0 E [ ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · ρ^ε_s ] |_{u=}¯_{Xs} ds + 1 √ ε ∫_t 0 [ σ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s ) − σ(X̄_s, L_Xε_s ) − ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L_Xε_s ) · √ εZ^ε_s ] dW^1_s + ∫_t 0 [( ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L_Xε_s ) − ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) ) · Z^ε_s ] dW^1_s + 1 √ ε ∫_t 0 [ σ(X̄_s, L_Xε_s ) − σ(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) − E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · √ εZ^ε_s ] |_{u=}¯_{Xs} ] dW^1_s + ∫_t 0 [ ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) · ρ^ε_s ] dW^1_s + ∫_t 0 E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · ρ^ε_s ] |_{u=}¯_{Xs} dW^1_s .

Note that by [64, (A.2)], the averaged coefficients b̄ and σ are globally Lipschitz, i.e.,

|b̄(x_1, μ_1) − b̄(x_2, μ_2)| + ‖σ(x_1, μ_1) − σ(x_2, μ_2)‖ ≤ C [ |x_1 − x_2| + W_2 (μ_1, μ_2) ] , which implies that sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2 max{‖∂_xb̄(x, μ)‖, ‖∂_μb̄(x, μ)‖_L2_{(μ)}, ‖∂_xσ(x, μ)‖, ‖∂_μσ(x, μ)‖_L2_{(μ)}} < ∞. Then by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |ρ^ε_t | ]

≤ 1 √ ε ∫_T 0 E | |b̄(X_{εs} , L_{Xεs} ) − b̄(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) − ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) · √εZ_{εs} | |ds

+ ∫_T 0 E [‖ ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L_Xε_s ) − ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) ‖ ‖ |Z^ε_s |] ds + 1 √ ε ∫_T 0 E | | |b̄(X̄s, LXε_s ) − b̄(X̄s, L¯_{Xs} ) − E [ ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · √ εZ^ε_s ] |_{u=}¯_{Xs} | | |ds + C √ ε E [ ∫ T 0 ‖ ‖σ(X_{εs} , L_{Xεs} ) − σ(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) − ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) · √εZ_{εs} ‖ ‖^2ds]^12

+CE [ ∫ T 0 ‖ ‖∂_xσ(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) − ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L_{X̄s} ) ‖ ‖^2 |Z^ε_s |^2ds

] 1_2

+ C √ ε E [ ∫ T 0 ‖ ‖σ(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) − σ(X̄_s, L_{X̄s} ) − E [∂_μσ(u, L_{X̄s} )(X̄_s) · √εZ^ε_s ] |_{u=X̄s} ‖ ‖^2 ds ] 1_2

+CE [∫_T 0 |ρ^ε_s|^2ds ]^1_2 + C [∫_T 0 ( E |ρ^ε_s | )_2 ds ]^1_2

=: 6∑ k=1 J^ε_k (T ) + CE [∫_T 0 |ρ^ε_s|^2ds ]^1_2 + C [∫_T 0 ( E |ρ^ε_s | )_2 ds ]^1_2

≤ 6∑ k=1 J^ε_k (T ) + CE [( sup s∈[0,T ] |ρ^ε_s| ) ∫_T 0 |ρ^ε_s|ds ] 1_2 + C [( sup s∈[0,T ] E |ρ^ε_s | ) ∫_T 0 E |ρ^ε_s |ds ] 1_2

≤ 6∑ k=1 J^ε_k (T ) + 1 2 E [ sup s∈[0,T ] |ρ^ε_s| ] + C ∫_T 0 E |ρ^ε_s |ds. Then by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |ρ^ε_t | ] ≤ C_T 6∑ k=1 J^ε_k (T ). (3.18)

For the term J^ε_1 (T ), note that E | | |b̄(X^ε_s , LXε_s ) − b̄(X̄s, LXε_s ) − ∂xb̄(X̄s, LXε_s ) · √ εZ^ε_s | | | = E | |b̄(X̄_s + √εZ_{εs} , L_{Xεs} ) − b̄(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) − ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) · √εZ_{εs} | | ≤ √ εE [ ∫ 1 0 | |∂_xb̄(X̄_s + r√εZ^ε_s , L_{Xεs} ) − ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) | ||Z^ε_s |dr ]

≤ √ ε ∫_1 0 [ E | |∂_xb̄(X̄_s + r√εZ^ε_s , L_{Xεs} ) − ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) | |^2

] 1_2 dr ( E |Z^ε_s |^2 ) 1_2 . Note that ∂_xb̄(·, ·) is jointly continuous (see Lemma 5.1 in Appendix for the detailed proof).

Then by combining the boundedness of ‖∂_xb̄‖ and (3.14), it follows that

lim_{ε→0} J^ε_1 (T ) = 0 (3.19)

and by (1.4), it follows

lim_{ε→0} J^ε_2 (T ) = 0. (3.20)

For the term J^ε_3 (T ), for any fixed u ∈ R^n , we have |b̄(u, L_Xε_s ) − b̄(u, L¯_{Xs} ) − E [ ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · √ εZ^ε_s ] | = | | | ∫_1 0 E {[ ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xs+r}^√_{εZ}ε_s )(X̄_s + r √ εZ^ε_s ) − ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) ] · √ εZ^ε_s } dr | | | ≤ √ ε ∫_1 0 [ E | |∂_μb̄(u, L_{X̄s+r}√_{εZεs} )(X̄_s + r√εZ^ε_s ) − ∂_μb̄(u, L_{X̄s} )(X̄_s) | |^2

] 1_2 dr ( E |Z^ε_s |^2 ) 1_2 . Then according to the joint continuity of ∂_μb̄(x, ·)(·) (see also Lemma 5.1 in Appendix), the

boundedness of ‖∂_μb̄(x, μ)(z)‖ and (3.14), it immediately leads to

lim_{ε→0} J^ε_3 (T ) = 0. (3.21)

For the term J^ε_4 (T ), using Hölder inequality, we have

J^ε_4 (T ) ≤ CE [ ∫ T 0 ∫_1 0 ‖ ∂_xσ(X̄_s + r √ εZ^ε_s , L_Xε_s ) − ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L_Xε_s ) ‖_2 dr|Z^ε_s |^2ds ] 1_2

≤ C [ E sup_{s∈[0,T ]} |Z^ε_s |^2

] 1_2 [ E ∫_T 0 ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖∂_xσ(X̄_s + r√εZ^ε_s , L_{Xεs} ) − ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L_{Xεs} ) ‖ ‖^2drds ] 1_2 . Due to the jointly continuous property of ∂_xσ(·, ·), the boundedness of ‖∂_xσ(x, μ)‖ and (3.15), we have

lim_{ε→0} J^ε_4 (T ) = 0. (3.22)

By similar arguments above, we can deal with the terms J^ε_5 (T ) and J^ε_6 (T ), i.e.,

lim_{ε→0} [J^ε_5 (T ) + J^ε_6 (T )] = 0. (3.23)

Combining (3.18)-(3.23), we have

lim_{ε→0} E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |ρ^ε_t | ] = 0.

The proof is complete. □

3.3 Tightness

In this subsection, we intend to prove the solution η^ε of equation (3.16) is tight in C([0, T ], R^n ). We introduce the following criterion of tightness (cf. [6, Theorem 7.3]).

Lemma 3.2 For any T > 0, the family {Π^ε}_{ε>0} is tight in C([0, T ]; R^n ) if and only if the following two conditions hold.

(i) For any positive ϵ, there exist K and ε_0 such that sup 0<ε<ε_0 P ( |Π^ε_0| ≥ K ) ≤ ϵ. (3.24)

(ii) For any positive θ, ϵ, there exist constants ε_0, δ such that sup 0<ε<ε_0 P ( sup t_1,t_2∈[0,T ],|t_1−t_2|<δ |Π^ε_{t1} − Π^ε_{t2} | ≥ θ ) ≤ ϵ. (3.25)

Recall (3.16), for any 0 ≤ t ≤ T , we denote

η^ε(t) = I^ε_1 (t) + I^ε_2 (t) + I^ε_3 (t) + I^ε_4 (t) + I^ε_5 (t),

where

I^ε_1 (t) := 1 √ ε ∫_t 0 [ b(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) − b̄(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s ) ] ds, I^ε_2 (t) := ∫_t 0 ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) · η^ε_sds, I^ε_3 (t) := ∫_t 0 E [ ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · η^ε_s ]| |_{u=X̄s} ds, I^ε_4 (t) := ∫_t 0 ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) · η^ε_s dW^1_s ,

I^ε_5 (t) := ∫_t 0 E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · η^ε_s ]| |_{u=X̄s} dW^1_s .

Lemma 3.3 Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 2.1 hold. The distribution of process {Π^ε}, where Π^ε := (η^ε, I^ε_1 , I^ε_2 , I^ε_3 , I^ε_4 , I^ε_5 ), is tight in C([0, T ]; R^{6n} ).

Proof It is sufficient to prove that {I^ε_1 }, {I^ε_2 }, {I^ε_3 }, {I^ε_4 } and {I^ε_5 } satisfy (3.24) and (3.25), respectively. We separate the proof into the following two steps.

Step 1: In this step, we shall prove the following uniform estimates of {I^ε_i }, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5, sup ε∈(0,1) E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |I^ε_i |^2 ] < ∞. (3.26)

Recall the Poisson equation (2.20), by Itô’s formula (cf. [12, Theorem 7.1]) for the function Φ(x, μ, y), we have

Φ(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t , Y^ε_t )

= Φ(ξ, L_ξ, ζ) + ∫_t 0 E [ b(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )∂_μΦ(x, L_Xε_s , y)(X^ε_s ) ] |_{x=X}ε_{s ,y=Y} ε_s ds + ∫_t 0 1 2 E Tr [ σσ^∗(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s )∂_z∂_μΦ(x, L_Xε_s , y)(X^ε_s ) ] |_{x=X}ε_{s ,y=Y} ε_s ds + ∫_t 0 L_1(L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )Φ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )ds + 1 ε ∫_t 0 L_2(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s )Φ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )ds + M^{1,ε}_t + 1 √ ε M^{2,ε}_t , where L_1(μ, y)Φ(x, μ, y) := (L_1(μ, y)Φ_1(x, μ, y), . . . , L_1(μ, y)Φ_n(x, μ, y)) with L_1(μ, y)Φ_k(x, μ, y) := ⟨b(x, μ, y), ∂_xΦ_k(x, μ, y)⟩ + 1 2 Tr [ σσ^∗(x, μ)∂^2_{xx}Φ_k(x, μ, y) ] , k = 1, . . . , n, (3.27) and M^{1,ε}_t , M^{2,ε}_t are two local martingales, which are defined by

M^{1,ε}_t = ∫_t 0 ∂_xΦ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) · σ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s )dW^1_s ,

M^{2,ε}_t = ∫_t 0 ∂_yΦ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) · g(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )dW^2_s .

Then it follows that

I^ε_1 (t) = √ ε { − Φ(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t , Y^ε_t ) + Φ(ξ, L_ξ, ζ) + ∫_t 0 E [ b(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )∂_μΦ(x, L_Xε_s , y)(X^ε_s ) ] |_{x=X}ε_{s ,y=Y} ε_s ds + ∫_t 0 1 2 E Tr [ σσ^∗(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s )∂_z∂_μΦ(x, L_Xε_s , y)(X^ε_s ) ] |_{x=X}ε_{s ,y=Y} ε_s ds + ∫_t 0 L_1(L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )Φ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )ds + M^{1,ε}_t } + M^{2,ε}_t =: I^ε_{11}(t) + M^{2,ε}_t . (3.28)

By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, (3.11) and (3.1)-(3.4), we have E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |I^ε_{11}(t)|^2 ] ≤ C_T ε 1 + E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |X^ε_t |^4 ] + [ E ( sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Y^ε_t |^4 )]^{1/2} + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |Y^ε_t |^4

≤ C_T √ ε(1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) (3.29) and E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |M^{2,ε}_t |^2 ] ≤ C_T ( 1 + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |Y^ε_t |^2 ) ≤ C_T (1 + E |ξ|^2 + E |ζ|^2 ). (3.30)

Thus we can get sup ε∈(0,1) E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |I^ε_1 (t)|^2 ] ≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) , (3.31)

which easily implies that I^ε_1 satisfies (3.26).

Secondly, in order to show the uniform estimates of I^ε_i , i = 2, 3, 4, 5, we need to prove that sup ε∈(0,1) E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |η^ε_t |^2 ] ≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) . (3.32)

In fact, note that the uniform boundedness of ‖∂_xb̄(x, μ)‖, ‖∂_μb̄(x, μ)(z)‖, ‖∂_xσ(x, μ)‖ and ‖∂_μσ(x, μ)(z)‖, we infer that E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |η^ε_t |^2 ] ≤ E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |I^ε_1 (t)|^2 ] + CE ∫_T 0 |η^ε_t |dt + E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} | | ∫_t 0 [ ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) · η^ε_s ] dW^1_s | |^2 ]

+E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} | | | ∫_t 0 E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · η^ε_t ]| |_{u=X̄s} dW^1_s | | |^2 ]

≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) + C_T E ∫_T 0 |η^ε_t |^2dt. Then the Gronwall’s lemma yields (3.32) holds. As a consequence, we can see that I^ε_i , i = 2, 3, 4, 5 also satisfy (3.26).

Step 2: In this step, we shall prove that {I^ε_i }, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5, satisfy (3.25). Owing to the uniform boundedness of ‖∂_xb̄(x, μ)‖, ‖∂_μb̄(x, μ)(z)‖, ‖∂_xσ(x, μ)‖ and ‖∂_μσ(x, μ)(z)‖, we can prove that the terms I^ε_i ,i = 2, 3, 4, fulfill (3.25) by making use of (3.32).

By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, we have E | | ∫_{t2} t_1 E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · η^ε_s ]| u=X̄_s dW 1 s | |^4 ≤ E [ ∫ t2 t_1 | | |E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · η^ε_s ]| u=X̄_s | | |^2ds ]_2

≤ ( ∫ t2 t_1 E |η^ε_s |^2ds )_2

≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) |t_2 − t_1|^2, (3.33)

which implies (3.25) holds for I^ε_5 by the Kolmogorov’s criterion (cf. [21]).

Next, we shall prove I^ε_1 satisfies (3.25). On the one hand, following from (3.29), I^ε_{11} vanishes in probability in C([0, T ]; R^n ). On the other hand, by a similar argument in (3.33), we can see that M^{2,ε} also satisfies (3.25). Hence, I^ε_1 satisfies (3.25). The proof is complete. □

3.4 Proof of Theorem 2.1

In order to prove the first main result, the key point is to identify the weak limit of η^ε_t in C([0, T ]; R^n ).

Proposition 3.3 Under the assumptions in Theorem 2.1, the solution η^ε of equation (3.16) weakly converges to the solution Z of equation (2.24) in C([0, T ]; R^n ), as ε → 0.

Proof It is sufficient to prove that there is a subsequence {ε_{nk} }_{k≥1} of any sequence {ε_n}_{n≥1} tending to 0 such that η^{εn}k converges weakly to Z in C([0, T ]; R^n ). According to Lemma 3.3, for a subsequence {ε_{nk} }_{k≥1}, one may assume that {(η^{εn}k , I^{εnk}_1 , I^{εnk}_2 , I^{εnk}_3 , I^{εnk}_4 , I^{εnk}_5 , W^1, W^2)}_{k≥1} converges weakly, where W^1, W^2 are two independent Brownian motions defined in (1.3).

Then using the Skorohod representation theorem (cf. [9, Theorem C.1] or [60, Corollary C.1]), there exists a new probability space denoted by (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂) and a sequence {(η̂^{εnk} , Î_1^{εnk} , Î_2^{εnk} , Î_3^{εnk} , Î_4^{εnk} , Î_5^{εnk} , Ŵ^{1,εnk} , Ŵ^{2,εnk} )}_{k≥1}, which has the same law with {(η^{εn}k , I^{εnk}_1 , W^1, W^2, I^{εnk}_2 , I^{εnk}_3 , I^{εnk}_4 , I^{εnk}_5 )}_{k≥1} and the following properties hold

(i) (η̂^{εn}k , Î_1^{εnk} , Î_2^{εnk} , Î_3^{εnk} , Î_4^{εnk} , Î_5^{εnk} , Ŵ^{1,εn}k , Ŵ^{2,εn}k ) converges to (η̂, Î_1, Î_2, Î_3, Î_4, Î_5, Ŵ^1, Ŵ^2) in C([0, T ]; R^{6n+d1 +d2} ), P̂-a.s., as k → ∞;

(ii) (Ŵ^{1,εn}k (ω̂), Ŵ^{2,εn}k (ω̂)) = (Ŵ^1(ω̂), Ŵ^2(ω̂)) for all ω̂ ∈ Ω̂.

From the equation (3.16) satisfied by {(η^{εn}k , I^{εnk}_1 , I^{εnk}_2 , I^{εnk}_3 , I^{εnk}_4 , I^{εnk}_5 , W^1, W^2)}_{k≥1}, it follows that η̂^{εnk} (t) = Î^{εnk}_1 (t) + Î^{εnk}_2 (t) + Î^{εnk}_3 (t) + Î^{εnk}_4 (t) + Î^{εnk}_5 (t), where

Î^{εn}k_1 (t) := 1√ ε_{nk} ∫_t 0 [ b(X̂^{εnk}s , L_{X̂}^εn_{ks} , Ŷ^{εnk}s ) − b̄(X̂^{εnk}s , L_{X̂}^εn_{ks} ) ] ds, Î^{εn}k_2 (t) := ∫_t 0 ∂_xb̄( ^̄X_s, L_{^̄Xs} ) · η̂^{εnk}s ds, Î^{εn}k_3 (t) := ∫_t 0 Ê [ ∂_μb̄(u, L_{^̄Xs} )( ^̄X_s) · η̂^{εnk}s ]| |_{u= ^̄Xs} ds, Î^{εn}k_4 (t) := ∫_t 0 ∂_xσ( ^̄X_s, L_{^̄Xs} ) · η̂^{εnk}s dŴ^1_s , Î^{εn}k_5 (t) := ∫_t 0 Ê [ ∂_μσ(u, L_{^̄Xs} )( ^̄X_s) · η̂^{εnk}s ]| |_{u= ^̄Xs} dŴ^1_s .

Here (X̂^{εn}k , Ŷ^{εn}k ) is the solutions of (1.3) with δ = 1, ε_{nk} replacing ε, (Ŵ^1, Ŵ^2) replacing (W^1, W^2) and (ξ̂, ζ̂) replacing (ξ, ζ), and ^̄X is the solutions of (1.5) with Ŵ^1 replacing W^1 and ξ̂ replacing ξ, where ξ̂ and ζ̂ are two random variables on (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂), which coincide in laws with ξ and ζ respectively, and Ê is the expectation on (Ω̂, F̂ , {F̂_t}_{t≥0}, P̂). Here F̂_t denote the natural filtration generated by {ξ̂, ζ̂, Ŵ^1_s , Ŵ^2_s , s ≤ t}.

We first identify the limiting processes Î_i of Î^{εnk}_i , i = 2, 3, 4, 5, have the following form, i.e. P̂-a.s.,

Î_2(t) = ∫_t 0 ∂_xb̄( ^̄X_s, L_{^̄Xs} ) · η̂_sds,

Î_3(t) = ∫_t 0 Ê [ ∂_μb̄(u, L_{^̄Xs} )( ^̄X_s) · η̂_s ]| |_{u= ^̄Xs} ds, Î_4(t) = ∫_t 0 [ ∂_xσ( ^̄X_s, L_{^̄Xs} ) · η̂_s ] dŴ^1_s ,

Î_5(t) = ∫_t 0 Ê [ ∂_μσ(u, L_{^̄Xs} )( ^̄X_s) · η̂_s ]| |_{u= ^̄Xs} dŴ^1_s .

In fact, by (3.32) and η^{εn}k coincides in law with η̂^{εn}k , we have

sup_{k≥1} Ê [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |η̂^{εnk}_t |^2 ] ≤ C_T ( 1 + Ê |ξ̂|^4 + E |ζ̂ |^4 ) , then by η̂^{εn}k → η̂ in C([0, T ]; R^n ), P̂-a.s. and applying the Vitali’s convergence theorem, we deduce that Ê [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |η̂^{εnk}_t − η̂_t| ] = 0. (3.34)

By the uniform boundedness of ∂_μb̄(u, μ)(z) (see (5.4) in the Appendix) and (3.34), it follows

lim_{k→∞} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Î^{εnk}_3 (t) − Î_3(t)| ≤ lim_{k→∞} C_T Ê [ sup t∈[0,T ] |η̂^{εnk}_t − η̂_t| ] = 0.

Hence the limiting process of Î^{εnk}_3 is Î_3.

Similarly, by the uniform boundedness of ∂_μσ(u, μ)(z) and Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, we have Ê [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Î^{εnk}_5 (t) − Î_5(t)|^2 ] ≤ C ∫_T 0 ( Ê |η̂^{εn}k_t − η̂_t| )_2 dt. Then by (3.34) again we get lim_{k→∞} Ê [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |Î^{εnk}_5 (t) − Î_5(t)|^2 ] = 0,

which implies that there exists a subsequence (still denote by n_k) such that Î^{εnk}_5 converges to Î_5 in C([0, T ]; R^n ), P̂-a.s., thus the limiting process of Î^{εnk}_5 should be Î_5. By the same argument, we can check that the limiting processes of Î^{εnk}_2 and Î^{εnk}_4 are Î_2 and Î_4 respectively.

Next, we intend to identify the limiting process of Î^{εnk}_1 in C([0, T ]; R^n ). Note that (3.29) implies that I^ε_{11} converges to 0 in probability in C([0, T ]; R^n ), so Î_1 should be the same as the limiting process M̂^2 of M̂^{2,εn}k in C([0, T ]; R^n ), where

M̂^{2,εn}k_t := ∫_t 0 ∂_yΦ_g(X̂^{εnk}s , L_{X̂}^εn_{ks} , Ŷ^{εnk}s )dŴ^{2,εnk}s , is a continuous local martingale on (Ω̂, F̂ , {F̂_t}_{t≥0}, P̂) with quadratic variational process ⟨M̂^{2,εnk} ⟩_t = ∫_t 0 (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗(X̂^{εnk}s , L_{X̂}^εn_{ks} , Ŷ^{εnk}s )ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Note that M̂^{2,εnk}_t converges to M̂^2_t , P̂-a.s., we can see that M̂^2_t is a continuous local martingale on (Ω̂, F̂ , {F̂_t}_{t≥0}, P̂). If the quadratic variational process of M̂^2_t is

⟨M̂^2⟩_t = ∫_t 0 (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗( ^̄X_s, L_{^̄Xs} )ds, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.35)

(the proof is presented in Lemma 3.4 below) then according to the martingale representation theorem (cf. [69, Theorem 4.5.1] or [21, Theorem 8.2]), there exists a probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃), a filtration {F̃_t}_{t≥0} and a standard Brownian motion Ŵ defined on (Ω̂ × Ω̃, F̂ × F̃ , P̂ × P̃) adapted to F̂_t × F̃_t such that

M̂^2_t = ∫_t 0 ( (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗

) 1_2 ( ^̄X_s, L_{^̄Xs} )dŴ_s, t ∈ [0, T ], where M̂^2_t (ω̂, ω̃) = M̂^2_t (ω̂), ^̄X_s(ω̂, ω̃) = ^̄X_s(ω̂), (ω̂, ω̃) ∈ (Ω̂ × Ω̃).

Note that ⟨Ŵ^1, M̂^{2,εn}k ⟩_t = 0 and M̂^{2,εnk}_t converges to M̂^2_t , P̂ × P̃-a.s., thus ⟨Ŵ^1, M̂^2⟩_t = 0, which implies that Ŵ is independent of Ŵ^1.

Finally, by the discussion above, one can immediately conclude that η̂ satisfies dη̂_t = ∂_xb̄( ^̄X_t, L_{^̄Xt} ) · η̂_tdt + Ē [ ∂_μb̄(u, L_{^̄Xt} )( ^̄X_t) · η̂_t ]| |_{u= ^̄Xt} dt + ∂xσ( ^̄Xt, L ^_{X̄t} ) · η̂tdŴ^1_t +Ē [ ∂_μσ(u, L_{^̄Xt} )( ^̄X_t) · η̂_t ]| |_{u= ^̄Xt} dŴ^1_t + ( (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗

) 1_2 ( ^̄X_t, L_{^̄Xt} )dŴ_t, η̂_0 = 0,

where Ē is the expectation on (Ω̂ × Ω̃, F̂ × F̃ , P̂ × P̃) and

η̂_t(ω̂, ω̃) = η̂_t(ω̂), Ŵ^1_t (ω̂, ω̃) = Ŵ^1_t (ω̂).

Then by the weak uniqueness of equations (1.5) and (2.24) (see subsection 5.3 in the Appendix), η̂ equals to the solution Z of equation (2.24) in the sense of distribution. The proof is complete. □

Now, we are in the position to finish the proof of our first main result.

Proof of Theorem 2.1: Combining Propositions 3.2 and 3.3, we immediate obtain that Theorem 2.1 holds. The proof is complete. □

In order to prove (3.35), we will use the time discretization scheme, which is an effective method in studying the averaging principle for multi-scale stochastic system.

Lemma 3.4 Under the assumptions in Theorem 2.1, the quadratic variational process of M̂ 2_t is given by

⟨M̂^2⟩_t = ∫_t 0 (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗( ^̄X_s, L_{^̄Xs} )ds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.36)

Proof Without loss of generality, we still use (Ω, F , {F_t}_{t≥0}, P) instead of (Ω̂, F̂ , {F̂_t}_{t≥0}, P̂), and (M^{2,ε}, M^2, X^ε, Y^ε, X̄) instead of (M̂^{2,εn}k , M̂^2, X̂^{εn}k , Ŷ^{εn}k , ^̄X) below.

We denote F (x, μ, y) = [ (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗ ] (x, μ, y), and the corresponding averaged coefficient is denoted by F̄ (x, μ) = ∫ R^m F (x, μ, y)ν^{x,μ}(dy) = (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗(x, μ). where ν^{x,μ} is the unique invariant measure of the transition semigroup of the frozen equation (3.9) for any x ∈ R^n , μ ∈ P_2. Note that M^{2,ε}_t converges to M^2_t , P-a.s., we shall prove

⟨M^2⟩_t = ∫_t 0 (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} )ds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.37)

It is sufficient to prove that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

lim_{ε→0} E ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 F (X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )ds − ∫_t 0 F̄ (X̄_s, L_{X̄s} )ds ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 = 0. (3.38)

In fact, if (3.38) holds, then there exists a sequence {ε_k}_{k≥1} ↓ 0 such that ∫_t 0 F (X^{εk}_s , L_X^εk_s , Y^{εk}_s )ds → ∫_t 0 F̄ (X̄_s, L_{X̄s} )ds, P-a.s., as k → ∞. Note that M^{2,εk}_t ⊗ M^{2,εk}_t − ∫_t 0 F (X^{εk}_r , L_X^εk_r , Y^{εk}_r )dr is a matrix-valued martingale, and by the Vitali’s convergence theorem, we have for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T , E [( M^2_t ⊗ M^2_t − ∫_t 0 F̄ (X̄_r, L_{X̄r} )dr) − (M^2_s ⊗ M^2_s − ∫_s 0 F̄ (X̄_r, L_{X̄r} )dr)|F_s ]

= lim_{k→∞} E [( M^{2,εk}_t ⊗ M^{2,εk}_t − ∫_t 0 F (X^{εk}_r , L_X^εk_r , Y^{εk}_r )dr )

− ( M^{2,εk}_s ⊗ M^{2,εk}_s − ∫_s 0 F (X^{εk}_r , L_X^εk_r , Y^{εk}_r )dr )| F_s ] = 0, P-a.s..

Therefore, we conclude

⟨M^2⟩_t = ∫_t 0 (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} )ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

The remaining proofs are divided into three steps.

Step 1: In this step, we claim that F is locally Lipschitz with respect to y and F̄ is globally Lipschitz.

Indeed, (3.12) it implies that ∂_yΦ(x, μ, y) is bounded and Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (x, μ, y), thus by condition A1 and (2.11), we have that ∂_yΦ_g is locally Lipschitz continuous. Thus by a straightforward computation, we can prove (∂_yΦ_g)(∂_yΦ_g)^∗ is also locally Lipschitz continuous. More precisely, there is a constant C > 0 such that for any x_1, x_2 ∈ R^n , μ_1, μ_2 ∈ P_2, y_1, y_2 ∈ R^m ,

‖F (x_1, μ_1, y_1) − F (x_2, μ_2, y_2)‖ ≤ C(1 + |y_1|^2 + |y_2|^2) ( |x_1 − x_2| + W_2 (μ_1, μ_2) + |y_1 − y_2| ) . Under the conditions (2.4) and (2.11), we have for any y ∈ R^m , sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2 Ẽ |Y^{x,μ,y}_t |^6 ≤ e^{−βt}|y|^6 + C, sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2 ∫ R^m |y|^6ν^{x,μ}(dy) < ∞, (3.39) where β ∈ (0, γ) and for any x_1, x_2 ∈ R^n , μ_1, μ_2 ∈ P_2, Ẽ |Y^{x1,μ1,y1} t − Y^{x2,μ2,y2} t |^2 ≤ e^{−βt}|y_1 − y_2|^2 + C_T [ |x_1 − x_2|^2 + W_2 (μ_1, μ_2)^2 ] . (3.40)

Then by (3.39) and (3.40) and the definition of an invariant measure, we have for any t ≥ 0, ‖ ‖ ‖Ẽ F (x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) − F̄ (x, μ) ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ Ẽ F (x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) − ∫ R^m F (x, μ, z)ν^{x,μ}(dz) ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^m [ Ẽ F (x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) − Ẽ F (x, μ, Y^{x,μ,z}_t ) ] ν^{x,μ}(dz) ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ C ∫ R^m Ẽ [(1 + |Y^{x,μ,y}_t |^2 + |Y^{x,μ,z}_t |^2) |Y^{x,μ,y}_t − Y^{x,μ,z}_t |] ν^{x,μ}(dz) ≤ Ce^{− βt2} ∫ R^m (1 + |y|^2 + |z|^2)|y − z|ν^{x,μ}(dz) ≤ Ce^{− βt2} { 1 + |y|^3 } . (3.41)

By (3.41), it follows that for any t > 0,

‖F̄ (x_1, μ_1) − F̄ (x_2, μ_2)‖ = ‖ ‖F̄ (x_1, μ_1) − Ẽ F (x_1, μ_1, Y x_1,μ_1,y_t ) ‖ ‖ + ‖ ‖ ‖Ẽ F (x2, μ2, Y^{x2,μ2,y}_t ) − F̄ (x2, μ2) ‖ ‖ ‖ + ‖ ‖Ẽ F (x_1, μ_1, Y x_1,μ_1,y_t ) − Ẽ F (x_2, μ_2, Y x_2,μ_2,y_t ) ‖ ‖ ≤ Ce^{− βt2} ( 1 + |y|^3 ) + C [|x_1 − x_2| + W_2 (μ_1, μ_2)] .

Letting t → ∞, we obtain

‖F̄ (x_1, μ_1) − F̄ (x_2, μ_2)‖ ≤ C [ |x_1 − x_2| + W_2 (μ_1, μ_2) ] . (3.42)

Step 2: In this step we aim to prove (3.38). To this end, we construct an auxiliary process Ȳ^ε_t , which is defined by

dȲ^ε_t = 1 ε f(X^ε_{t(Δ)}, L_Xε_{t(Δ)} , Ȳ^ε_t )dt + 1 √ ε g(X^ε_{t(Δ)}, L_Xε_{t(Δ)} , Ȳ^ε_t )dW^2_t , Ȳ^ε_0 = ζ, (3.43)

where t(Δ) := [^t_Δ ]Δ and [s] denotes the integer part of s.

Following from [64, Lemmas 3.3, 3.4] with slight modification, we easily obtain that for any T > 0, there exists a constant C_T > 0 such that sup ε∈(0,1) sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |Ȳ^ε_t |^6 ≤ C_T (1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 ), (3.44) sup ε∈(0,1) sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |Y^ε_t − Ȳ^ε_t |^6 ≤ C_T (1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 )Δ^3. (3.45)

Note that ∫_t 0 F ( X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) ds − ∫_t 0 F̄ (X̄_s, L_{X̄s} ) ds = ∫_t 0 F ( X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) − F ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^ε_s ) ds

+ ∫_t 0 F ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^ε_s ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} ) ds + ∫_t 0 F̄ ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} ) − F̄ ( X^ε_s , L_Xε_s ) ds + ∫_t 0 F̄ (X^ε_s , L_{Xεs} ) − F̄ (X̄_s, L_{X̄s} ) ds =: I_1(t) + I_2(t) + I_3(t) + I_4(t). (3.46)

Next we shall estimate the terms I_i(t), i = 1, 2, 3, 4, respectively.

Using Lemma 3.1, (3.44) and (3.45), we get

E ‖I_1 (t) + I_3(t)‖^2 ≤ C_T E | | ∫_T 0 ( 1 + |Y^ε_s |^2 + |Ȳ^ε_s |^2 ) ( |X^ε_s − X^ε_{s(Δ)}| + W_2 (L_Xε_s , L_Xε_{s(Δ)} ) + |Y^ε_s − Ȳ^ε_s | ) ds | |^2

≤ C_T [ E ∫_T 0 ( 1 + |Y^ε_s |^6 + |Ȳ^ε_s |^6 ) ds ]^2_3 [ E ∫_T 0 |X^ε_s − X^ε_{s(Δ)}|^6ds + C_T E ∫_T 0 |Y^ε_s − Ȳ^ε_s |^6ds ]^1_3

≤ C_T Δ(1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 ). (3.47)

By (3.42) and (1.4), we obtain

E ‖I_4 (t)‖^2 ≤ C_T E ∫_T 0 |X^ε_s − X̄_s|^2ds ≤ C_T ε(1 + E |ξ|^2 + E |ζ|^2 ). (3.48)

We now focus on the term I_2(t). Notice that

‖I_2(t)‖^2 = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ [t/Δ]−1∑

k=0 ∫_{(k+1)Δ} kΔ F ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^ε_s ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} ) ds

+ ∫_t t(Δ) F ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^ε_s ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖^2

≤ C_T Δ [t/Δ]−1∑

k=0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{(k+1)Δ} kΔ F ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^ε_s ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

+2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t t(Δ) F ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^ε_s ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{s(Δ)}, L_Xε_{s(Δ)} ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

=: O_1(t) + O_2(t). (3.49)

In view of term O_2(t), it follows that

E O_2 (t) ≤ C_T E ∫_t t(Δ) [ 1 + |X^ε_{s(Δ)}|^6 + L_Xε_{s(Δ)} (| · |^6) + |Ȳ^ε_s |^6 ] ds. ≤ C_T Δ(1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 ). (3.50)

If the following estimate holds

E O_1 (t) ≤ C_T (1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 ) ε Δ , (3.51) then collecting estimates (3.46)-(3.51), recalling (1.4), yields that E ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 F ( X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) ds − ∫_t 0 F̄ (X̄_s, L_{X̄s} ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖^2

≤ C_T (1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 )( ε Δ + Δ).

Taking Δ = ε^{1/2}, we infer that (3.38) holds.

Step 3: In this step, we intend to prove (3.51). Note that

E O_1 (t) ≤ C_T Δ E [T /Δ]−1 ∑ k=0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{(k+1)Δ} kΔ F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^ε_s ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

≤ C_T Δ^2 max 0≤k≤[T /Δ]−1 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{(k+1)Δ} kΔ F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^ε_s ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

≤ C_T ε^2

Δ^2 max 0≤k≤[T /Δ]−1 E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ Δ_ε 0 F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^ε_{sε+kΔ} ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} ) ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

≤ C_T ε^2

Δ^2 max 0≤k≤[T /Δ]−1 [∫_{Δε} 0 ∫ Δ_ε r Ψ_k(s, r)dsdr ] , (3.52)

where for any 0 ≤ r ≤ s ≤^Δ_ε ,

Ψ_k(s, r) := E [⟨ F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^ε_{sε+kΔ} ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} ) , F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^ε_{rε+kΔ} ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} )⟩] . For any s ≥ 0, μ ∈ P_2, and any F_s-measurable R^n -valued random variable X and

R^m -valued random variable Y , we consider the following equation

dỸ_t = 1 ε f(X, μ, Ỹ_t)dt + 1 √ ε g(X, μ, Ỹ_t)dW^2_t , t ≥ s, Ỹ_s = Y. (3.53)

We can get that (3.53) has a unique solution denoted by Ỹ^{ε,s,X,μ,Y}_t . By the construction of Ȳ ε_t , for any k ∈ N, we have Ȳ^ε_t = Ỹ^{ε,kΔ,XεkΔ,LXε}kΔ^{,Ȳ εkΔ} t , t ∈ [kΔ, (k + 1)Δ]. Then one can obtain that

Ψ_k(s, r) = E [⟨ F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ỹ^{ε,kΔ,X} ε kΔ,L_Xε_{kΔ} ,Ȳ^ε_{kΔ} sε+kΔ ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} ) , F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ỹ^{ε,kΔ,X} ε kΔ,L_Xε_{kΔ} ,Ȳ^ε_{kΔ} rε+kΔ ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} ) ⟩] . By the fact that X^ε_{kΔ}, Ȳ^ε_{kΔ} are F_{rε+kΔ}-measurable and the Markov property, we have

Ψ_k(s, r) = E { E [⟨ F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ỹ^{ε,kΔ,X} ε kΔ,L_Xε_{kΔ} ,Ȳ^ε_{kΔ} sε+kΔ ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} ) ,

F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ỹ^{ε,kΔ,X} ε kΔ,L_Xε_{kΔ} ,Ȳ^ε_{kΔ} rε+kΔ ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} )⟩| F_{rε+kΔ} ] }

≤ E { | | |F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ỹ^{ε,kΔ,X} ε kΔ,L_Xε_{kΔ} ,Ȳ^ε_{kΔ} rε+kΔ ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} ) | | | · | |E F (x, L_{XεkΔ} , Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,L}X^ε_{kΔ}^{,y} sε+kΔ ) − F̄ ( x, L_Xε_{kΔ} )| | | | (x,y)=(X^ε_{kΔ},Ȳ^ε_{rε+kΔ}) } . Recall the definition of {Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,μ,y}

rε+kΔ+uε }u≥0, by a time shift transformation, it follows that Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,μ,y} rε+kΔ+uε = y + 1 ε ∫_{rε+kΔ+uε} rε+kΔ f(x, μ, Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,μ,y} τ )dτ + 1 √ ε ∫_{rε+kΔ+uε} rε+kΔ g(x, μ, Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,μ,y} τ )dW^2_τ = y + 1 ε ∫_{uε} 0 f(x, μ, Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,μ,y} rε+kΔ+τ )dτ + 1 √ ε ∫_{uε} 0 g(x, μ, Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,μ,y} rε+kΔ+τ )dW 2,kΔ τ = y + ∫_u 0 f(x, μ, Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,μ,y} rε+kΔ+τ ε )dτ + ∫_u 0 g(x, μ, Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,μ,y} rε+kΔ+τ ε )dŴ 2,kΔ τ , (3.54)

where { W^{2,kΔ}_τ := W^2_{τ +rε+kΔ} − W^2_{rε+kΔ} } τ ≥0 and { Ŵ^{2,kΔ}_τ := 1√ ε W^{2,kΔ}_{τ ε} } τ ≥0 . We remark that the solution of the frozen equation satisfies Y^{x,μ,y}_u = y + ∫_u 0 f(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_τ )dτ + ∫_u 0 g(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_τ )dW̃^2_τ . (3.55) Therefore the weak uniqueness of the solution of (3.54) and (3.55) implies that the distribu- tion of {Ỹ^{ε,rε+kΔ,x,μ,y} rε+kΔ+uε }u≥0 coincides in law with {Y x,μ,y u }_{u≥0}. By (3.39) and (3.41), we get that Ψ_k(s, r) ≤ E { | | | |F ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Ỹ^{ε,kΔ,X} ε kΔ,L_Xε_{kΔ} ,Ȳ^ε_{kΔ} rε+kΔ ) − F̄ ( X^ε_{kΔ}, L_Xε_{kΔ} ) | | | · | |Ẽ F ( x, L_Xε_{kΔ} , Y^{x,LXεkΔ ,y} s−r ) − F̄ ( x, L_Xε_{kΔ} )| | | |_{(x,y)=(XεkΔ,Ȳ εrε+kΔ)} }

≤ C_T E {[ 1 + |X^ε_{kΔ}|^6 + E |X^ε_{kΔ} |^6 + |Ȳ^ε_{rε+kΔ}|^6 ] e^{− (s−r)β2} }

≤ C_T (1 + E |ξ|^6 + E |ζ|^6 )e^{− (s−r)β2} . (3.56)

By (3.52) and (3.56), we deduce that (3.51) holds. The proof is complete. □

4 Proof of large deviation principle

In this section, we establish the LDP for the multi-scale McKean-Vlasov stochastic system (1.3). To this end, we first introduce a general criterion for the LDP, and then apply it to the case of distribution dependence.

4.1 Weak convergence approach

Let us define A = { h : h is R^{d1 +d2} -valued F_t-predictable process and ∫_T 0 |ḣ_s|^2ds < ∞, P-a.s. } , and S_M = { h ∈ H_0 : ∫_T 0 |ḣ_s|^2ds ≤ M } , where H_0 is defined by (2.26). The set S_M endowed with the weak topology is a compact Polish space, see [13, 14] (throughout the paper we always consider the weak topology on S_M ). We now define A_M = { h ∈ A : h_·(ω) ∈ S_M , P-a.s. } . The following sufficient condition for the Laplace principle is formulated recently in [57], which is a generalized version of powerful weak convergence approach established by Budhiraja et al. (cf. [13, 14]) and is more convenient to use in the current setting.

Let E be a Polish space, for any δ > 0, suppose that G^δ : C([0, T ]; R^{d1 +d2} ) → E is a measurable map.

Hypothesis 4.1 There exists a measurable map G^0 : C([0, T ]; R^{d1 +d2} ) → E for which the following two conditions hold.

(i) Let {h^δ}_{δ>0} ⊂ S_M for some M < ∞ such that h^δ converges weakly to element h in S_M as δ → 0, then G^0 ( ∫_· 0 ḣδ_sds) converges to G0( ∫^·_0 ḣ_sds) in E .

(ii) Let {h^δ}_{δ>0} ⊂ A_M for some M < ∞. For any ε_0 > 0, we have

lim_{δ→0} P ( d ( G^δ ( W_· + 1 √ δ ∫_· 0 ḣ^δ_sds), G^0( ∫_· 0 ḣ^δ_sds) ) > ε_0 ) = 0,

where d(·, ·) denotes the metric in E .

Let us recall the following general result for the LDP.

Lemma 4.1 ([57, Theorem 3.2]) If X^δ = G^δ(W_·) and Hypothesis 4.1 holds, then {X^δ}_{δ>0} satisfies the Large deviation principle in E with the good rate function I given by

I(f) = inf {h∈H0: f=G^0(^{∫ ·}_0^˙htdt)} { 1 2 ∫_T 0 |ḣ_t|^2dt } , (4.1)

where infimum over an empty set is taken as +∞.

Now we would like to sketch the idea of the proof of Theorem 2.2. Intuitively, as the parameter δ tends to 0 in stochastic system (1.3), the noise term in slow equation of (1.3) vanishes, and in view of the theory of averaging principle we can get the following differential equation dX̄^0_t dt = b̄(X̄^0_t , L¯_X0_t ), X̄^0_0 = x ∈ R^n , (4.2)

where the coefficient b̄ is defined by (1.5).

We can show that (4.2) admits a unique solution by the condition A1, always denoted by X̄^0 in this section, which satisfies X̄^0 ∈ C([0, T ]; R^n ). In addition, we mention that the solution X̄^0 of (4.2) is a deterministic path and its distribution L¯_X0_t = δ¯_X0_t , where δ¯_X0_t is the Dirac measure of X̄^0_t .

Recall (1.3) and for any μ ∈ C([0, T ]; P_2) (which could be viewed as a deterministic measure flow), we consider the following reference SDE system dX̃^{δ,ε}_t = b^{μt} (X̃^{δ,ε}_t , Ỹ^{δ,ε}_t )dt + √ δσ^{μt} (X̃^{δ,ε}_t )dW^1_t , dỸ^{δ,ε}_t = 1 ε f^{μt} (X̃^{δ,ε}_t , Ỹ^{δ,ε}_t )dt + 1 √ ε g^{μt} (X̃^{δ,ε}_t , Ỹ^{δ,ε}_t )dW^2_t , X̃^{δ,ε}_0 = x, Ỹ^{δ,ε}_0 = y, (4.3)

where W^1_t , W^2_t are defined by (2.25), and we denote b^μ(x, y) = b(x, μ, y), the other terms are similar. Note that (4.3) is a classical SDE, one can apply the classical Yamada-Watanabe theorem so that there exists a measurable map G_μ : C([0, T ]; R^{d1 +d2} ) → C([0, T ]; R^n ) such that we have the representation X̃^{δ,ε} = G_μ(W_·). (4.4)

Now we fix μ = μ^{δ,ε} := L_Xδ,ε , then (1.3) reduces to dX^{δ,ε}_t = b^{μt} (X^{δ,ε}_t , Y^{δ,ε}_t )dt + √ δσ^{μt} (X^{δ,ε}_t )dW^1_t , dY^{δ,ε}_t = 1 ε f^{μt} (X^{δ,ε}_t , Y^{δ,ε}_t )dt + 1 √ ε g^{μt} (X^{δ,ε}_t , Y^{δ,ε}_t )dW^2_t , X^{δ,ε}_0 = x, Y^{δ,ε}_0 = y. (4.5)

We observe that X^{δ,ε}_t is also a solution of system (4.3) with μ = μ^{δ,ε}, then by the strong uniqueness of system (4.3), in this case X^{δ,ε}_t = X̃^{δ,ε}_t , t ∈ [0, T ]. Therefore, by the representation (4.4), we obtain X^{δ,ε} = G_μ ( W_· ) = G_μδ,ε ( W_· ) . Remark 4.1 Note that the classical Yamada-Watanabe theorem is not directly applicable to McKean-Vlasov SDEs. However, under the transformation above, one can freeze the distribution and apply the known results of classical SDEs to the distribution dependent setting. This is often called the “decoupled method” in the investigation of the McKean- Vlasov SDEs.

For simplicity of notation, we denote G^δ := G_μδ,ε . Then for any h^δ ∈ A_M , let us define X^{δ,ε,hδ} := G^δ ( W_· + 1 √ δ ∫_· 0 ḣ^δ_sds ) , then process X^{δ,ε,hδ} is the the first component of the following stochastic control problem dX^{δ,ε,hδ}_t = b(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )dt + σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )P_1ḣ^δ_t dt + √ δσ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )dW^1_t , dY^{δ,ε,hδ}_t = 1 ε f(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )dt + 1 √ δε g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )P_2ḣ^δ_t dt + 1 √ ε g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )dW^2_t , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_0 = x, Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_0 = y. (4.6)

We are now in the position to define the following skeleton equation w.r.t. the slow component of stochastic system (1.3), dX̄^h_t dt = b̄(X̄^h_t , L¯_X0_t ) + σ(X̄^h_t , L¯_X0_t )P_1ḣ_t, X̄^h_0 = x, (4.7)

where h ∈ H_0, X̄^0 is the solution of (4.2) and b̄ is define by (1.5). The existence and uniqueness of solutions to (4.7) for any h ∈ H_0 will be proved later (see Lemma 4.2 below), which allows us to define a map G^0 : C([0, T ]; R^{d1 +d2} ) → C([0, T ]; R^n ) by

G^0(h) := { X̄^h, h ∈ H_0, 0, otherwise.

(4.8)

In what follows, we intend to verify the weak convergence criterion (i.e. Hypothesis 4.1) for the above mentioned maps G^δ and G^0 with E := C([0, T ]; R^n ).

4.2 A priori estimates

In this subsection, we show the existence and uniqueness of solutions with some uniform estimates to the skeleton equation (4.7).

Lemma 4.2 Under the assumptions A1 and (2.13), for any x ∈ R^n and h ∈ H_0, there exists a unique solution to (4.7) satisfying sup_{h∈SM} { sup t∈[0,T ] |X̄^h_t |^2 } ≤ C_{T,M} (1 + |x|^2 + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X̄^0_t |^2). (4.9)

Proof Set b̄^μ(x) = b̄(x, μ) and σ^μ_h (x) = σ(x, μ)P_1ḣ. Note that P_1 is a projection operator, thus ‖P_1‖ ≤ 1. Then for any x, y ∈ R^n , |b̄^μ(x) − b̄^μ(y)| ≤ C|x − y|, ‖σ^μ_h (x) − σ^μ_h (y)‖ ≤ C|ḣ||x − y|. Then equation (4.7) is equivalent to dX̄^h_t dt = b̄^{μ0t} (X̄^h_t ) + σ^{μ0t}_h (X̄^h_t ), X̄^h_0 = x, (4.10)

where we denote μ^0_t = L¯_X0_t for simplicity.

The existence and uniqueness of solutions to (4.10) follows directly from the classical fixed point arguments due to h ∈ H_0, which implies the existence and uniqueness of solution to (4.9). By the definition of S_M and the fact that b̄(x, μ), σ(x, μ) are Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. (x, μ) and X̄^0 ∈ C([0, T ]; R^n ), the uniform estimate (4.9) is straightforward. □ Furthermore, the estimates of solution (X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ) to the stochastic control problem (4.6) could be derived as follows.

Lemma 4.3 Under the assumptions in Theorem 2.2, for any {h^δ}_{δ>0} ⊂ A_M , there exists a constant C_{T,M} > 0 such that E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ] ≤ C_{T,M} (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2) (4.11) and E ∫_T 0 |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt ≤ C_{T,M} (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2). (4.12)

Proof Using Itô’s formula for |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 and then taking expectation, we derive that d dt E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 = 2 ε E [ ⟨f(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ), Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ⟩ ] + 1 ε E ‖g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )‖^2 + 2 √ δε E [ ⟨g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )P_2ḣ^δ_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ⟩ ] . By the assumptions of Theorem 2.2, it follows that 2 √ δε E [ ⟨g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )P_2ḣ^δ_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ⟩ ]

≤ C √ δε E [( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t | + √ L_Xδ,ε_t (| · |^2) ) ‖P_2‖|ḣ^δ_t ||Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t | ]

≤ C δ E [( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_t (| · |^2) ) |ḣ^δ_t |^2 ] + β̃ ε E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2, where we used Young’s inequality in the last step for a small constant β̃ ∈ (0, β), β is defined in (3.6).

Then we have d dt E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ≤ − κ ε E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + C ε ( 1 + E |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_t (| · |^2) )

+ C δ E [( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_t (| · |^2) ) |ḣ^δ_t |^2 ] , where κ := β − β̃ > 0. The Gronwall’s lemma leads to E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ≤ e^{− κε t}|y|^2 + C ε ∫_t 0 e^{− κε (t−s)} ( 1 + E |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) ds + C δ ∫_t 0 e^{− κε (t−s)}E [( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) |ḣ^δ_s|^2 ] ds. (4.13)

Integrating (4.13) w.r.t. t from 0 to T and by Fubini’s theorem, E [ ∫ T 0 |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt ]

≤ |y|^2 ∫_T 0 e^{− κε t}dt + C ε ∫_T 0 ∫_t 0 e^{− κε (t−s)}(1 + E |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + E |X^{δ,ε}_s |^2)dsdt + C δ E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]}(1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + E |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2) ∫_T 0 ∫_t 0 e^{− κε (t−s)}|ḣ^δ_s|^2dsdt ]

≤ ε κ |y|^2 + CE [ ∫ T 0 (1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2)dt ]

+C (ε δ ) E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]}(1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + E |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2) ∫_T 0 |ḣ^δ_t |^2dt ]

≤ C_T (1 + |y|^2) + CE ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt + CE ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2dt +C_M (ε δ )[ 1 + E ( sup t∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ) + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2 ] , (4.14)

where we used the fact that h^δ ∈ A_M .

Applying Itô’s formula to |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2, we have |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 = |x|^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ⟨b(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ), X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ⟩ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )P_1ḣ^δ_s, X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ⟩ds +δ ∫_t 0 ‖σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )‖^2ds + 2 √ δ ∫_t 0 ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )dW^1_s , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ⟩. Due to the condition A1, E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ] ≤ |x|^2 + CE ∫_T 0 ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_t (| · |^2) ) dt + CE ∫_T 0 |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt +2E ∫_T 0 | |⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )P1ḣ^δ_t , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ⟩ | |dt +2 √ δE [ sup t∈[0,T ] | | | ∫_t 0 ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )dW^1_s , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ⟩ | | | ] . (4.15)

The fourth term on the right hand side of (4.15) can be estimated as follows, 2E ∫_T 0 | |⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )P1ḣ^δ_t , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ⟩ | |dt ≤ 1 4 E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ] + CE ( ∫ T 0 ‖σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )‖‖P_1‖|ḣ^δ_t |dt )_2

≤ 1 4 E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ] + CE [( ∫ T 0 ‖σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )‖^2dt )( ∫ T 0 |ḣ^δ_t |^2dt )]

≤ 1 4 E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ] + C_{M,T} + C_M E ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt + C_M E ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2dt. (4.16) Moreover, by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, we obtain 2 √ δE [ sup t∈[0,T ] | | ∫_t 0 ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )dW^1_s , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ⟩ | |]

≤ 8 √ δE [ ∫ T 0 ‖σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t )‖^2|X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt ] 1_2

≤ 1 4 E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ] + CE ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt + CE ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2dt + C_T , (4.17)

where we used Young’s inequality in the last step.

Combining (4.14)-(4.17) yields that E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ]

≤ 2|x|^2 + C_{M,T} + C_{M,T} E ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt + C_{M,T} E ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2dt + C_{M,T} E ∫_T 0 |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt ≤ C_{M,T} (1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2) + C_{M,T} E ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt + C_{M,T} E ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2dt

+C_{M,T} (ε δ )[ 1 + E ( sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ) + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2 ] . Owing to the condition lim_{δ→0}^ε_δ = 0, we can choose^ε_δ ∈ (0,^1_{2CM,T} ) such that E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 ]

≤ C_{M,T} (1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2) + C_{M,T} E ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt + C_{M,T} [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E |X^{δ,ε}_t |^2 ]

≤ C_{M,T} (1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2) + C_{M,T} E ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2dt, where in the last step we used the uniform estimate of X^{δ,ε}_t which follows directly from (3.1). Then Gronwall’s lemma implies the estimate (4.11).

Substituting (3.1) and (4.11) into (4.14), one can immediately get (4.12). □ The following integral estimate of time increment for X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t is essential in proving the criterion (ii) in Hypothesis 4.1.

Lemma 4.4 Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 2.2 hold. For all M > 0, there exists C_{M,T} > 0 such that for any {h^δ}_{δ>0} ⊂ A_M , E [∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} |^2dt ] ≤ C_{M,T} Δ(1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2). (4.18)

Proof By (4.11), it follows that E [∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} |^2dt ]

= E (∫_Δ 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − x|^2dt ) + E [∫_T Δ |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} |^2dt ]

≤ C ( 1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2 ) Δ +2E (∫_T Δ |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} |^2dt ) + 2E (∫_T Δ |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} |^2dt ) . (4.19)

We now focus on the second term on the right-hand side of (4.19). Using Itô’s formula, we have |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} |^2 = 2 ∫_t t−Δ ⟨b(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ), X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} ⟩ds +2 ∫_t t−Δ ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )P_1ḣ^δ_s, X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} ⟩ds + δ ∫_t t−Δ ‖σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )‖^2ds +2 √ δ ∫_t t−Δ ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )dW^1_s , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} ⟩ =: I_1(t) + I_2(t) + I_3(t) + I_4(t). (4.20)

In what follows, we will estimate the terms I_i(t), i = 1, ..., 4, one by one.

For terms I_1(t) and I_3(t), by condition (A1), (4.11) and (4.12), we infer that E ( ∫ T Δ I_1(t)dt )

≤ CE [ ∫ T Δ ∫_t t−Δ ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | + |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | + ( L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) 1_2 )

· ( |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} | ) dsdt ]

≤ C_T ΔE [ sup s∈[0,T ] (1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2) ] + C_T Δ ( ∫ T 0 E |X^{δ,ε}_s |^2ds ) 1_2 [ E ( sup s∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 )] 1_2

+CE [ sup s∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | ∫_T Δ ∫_t t−Δ |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |dsdt ]

≤ C_T ΔE [ sup s∈[0,T ] (1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2) ] + C_T Δ [ sup s∈[0,T ] E |X^{δ,ε}_s |^2 ]

+C_T Δ^{12} [ E ( sup s∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 )] 1_2 [ E ( ∫ T Δ ∫_t t−Δ |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2dsdt )] 1_2

≤ C_T Δ ( 1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2 ) (4.21) and E (∫_T Δ I_3(t)dt ) ≤ CδE [∫_T Δ ∫_t t−Δ ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) dsdt ]

≤ C_T ΔE [ sup s∈[0,T ] ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + E |X^{δ,ε}_s |^2 ) ]

≤ C_T Δ ( 1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2 ) . (4.22)

For the term I_2(t), we deduce E (∫_T Δ I_2(t)dt )

≤ C [ E ( ∫ T Δ ∫_t t−Δ ‖σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )‖^2‖P_1‖^2|ḣ^δ_s|^2dsdt )] 1_2

· [ E ( ∫ T Δ ∫_t t−Δ |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} |^2 )] 1_2

≤ C [ ΔE ( sup s∈[0,T ] ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) ∫^T 0 |ḣ^δ_s|^2ds )] 1_2

· [ ΔE ( ∫ T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2ds )] 1_2

≤ C_{M,T} Δ(1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2). (4.23)

For the term I_4(t), by martingale property, it follows that E (∫_T Δ I_4(t)dt ) = 2 √ δ ∫_T Δ E [∫_t t−Δ ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )dW^1_s , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} ⟩ ] dt = 0. (4.24)

Combining the estimates (4.26)-(4.24), it follows that E (∫_T Δ |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} |^2dt ) ≤ C_{M,T} Δ(1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2). (4.25)

Next, we intend to estimate the last term on the right hand side of (4.19). Using Itô’s formula, we know that |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} |^2 = 2 ∫_{t(Δ)} t−Δ ⟨b(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ), X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} ⟩ds +2 ∫_{t(Δ)} t−Δ ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )P_1ḣ^δ_s, X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} ⟩ds + δ ∫_{t(Δ)} t−Δ ‖σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )‖^2ds +2 √ δ ∫_{t(Δ)} t−Δ ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )dW^1_s , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} ⟩ =: J_1(t) + J_2(t) + J_3(t) + J_4(t). (4.26)

For terms J_1(t) and J_3(t), as the proof of (4.21) and (4.22), we can deduce that E ( ∫ T Δ J_1(t)dt )

≤ CE [ ∫ T Δ ∫_{t(Δ)} t−Δ ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | + |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | + ( L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) 1_2 )

· ( |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} | ) dsdt ]

≤ CE [ ∫ T Δ ∫_t t−Δ ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | + |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | + ( L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) 1_2 )

· ( |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s | + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} | ) dsdt ]

≤ C_T Δ ( 1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2 ) (4.27) and E (∫_T Δ J_3(t)dt ) ≤ CδE [∫_T Δ ∫_{t(Δ)} t−Δ ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) dsdt ]

≤ CδE [∫_T Δ ∫_t t−Δ ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) dsdt ]

≤ C_T Δ ( 1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2 ) . (4.28)

Similarly, for the term J_2(t), we easily get E (∫_T Δ J_2(t)dt ) ≤ C_{M,T} Δ(1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2). (4.29)

For the term J_4(t), by martingale property, it follows that E (∫_T Δ J_4(t)dt ) = 2 √ δ ∫_T Δ E [∫_{t(Δ)} t−Δ ⟨σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )dW^1_s , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} ⟩ ] dt

= 0. (4.30)

Combining the estimates (4.26)-(4.30) implies E (∫_T Δ |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t−Δ} |^2dt ) ≤ C_{M,T} Δ(1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2). (4.31)

Consequently, the estimate (4.18) holds by combining (4.19), (4.25) and (4.31). The proof is completed. □ Similarly, it is straightforward to deduce the integral estimate of time increment for X̄^h.

Lemma 4.5 Under the assumptions A1 and (2.13), for any h ∈ S_M , there exists a constant C_{M,T} > 0 such that for any Δ ∈ (0, 1), E [∫_T 0 |X̄^h_t − X̄^h_{t(Δ)}|^2dt ] ≤ C_{M,T} Δ(1 + |x|^2). 4.3 Construction of the auxiliary process

In this subsection, we introduce an auxiliary process Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t ∈ R^m similar to (3.43), with Ȳ^{δ,ε}_0 = Y^{δ,ε}_0 = Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_0 = y, and for any k ∈ N and t ∈ [kΔ, min{(k + 1)Δ, T }],

Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t = Ȳ^{δ,ε}_{kΔ} + 1 ε ∫_t kΔ f(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s )ds + 1 √ ε ∫_t kΔ g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s )dW^2_s , (4.32) which is equivalent to dȲ^{δ,ε}_t = 1 ε f ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t ) dt + 1 √ ε g ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t ) dW^2_t .

We derive the following error estimate between the process Y^{δ,ε,hδ} and Ȳ^{δ,ε}.

Lemma 4.6 Under the assumptions in Theorem 2.2, for any M, T > 0, there exist some constants C_T , C_{M,T} > 0 such that sup ε,δ∈(0,1) sup t∈[0,T ] E |Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2 ≤ C_T ( 1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2 ) (4.33) and E (∫_T 0 |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2dt ) ≤ C_{M,T} (1 + |y|^2 + |x|^2) (ε δ + Δ ) . (4.34)

Proof The proof of (4.33) is straightforward, we only prove (4.34). For reader’s convenience, we recall that the process Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t satisfies the following equation d(Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t ) = 1 ε [ f ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ) − f ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t )] dt + 1 √ ε [ g ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ) − g ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t )] dW^2_t + 1 √ δε g ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ) P_2ḣ^δ_t dt, Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_0 − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_0 = 0.

(4.35)

Using Itô’s formula and taking expectation, we have d dt E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2 = 2 ε E ⟨ f(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ) − f(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t ), Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t ⟩ + 2 √ δε E ⟨ g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t )P_2ḣ^δ_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t ⟩

+ 1 ε E ‖ ‖ ‖g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ) − g(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t ) ‖ ‖ ‖^2

=: U_1(t) + U_2(t) + U_3(t). (4.36)

For the terms U_1(t) and U_3(t),

U_1(t) + U_3(t) ≤ − β ε E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2 + C ε E |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} |^2 + C ε W_2 (L_Xδ,ε_t , L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} )^2. (4.37)

Note the fact that

W_2 (L_Xδ,ε_t , L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} )^2 ≤ E |X^{δ,ε}_t − X^{δ,ε}_{t(Δ)}|^2. (4.38)

For the term U_2(t), by Young’s inequality,

U_2(t) ≤ β̃ ε E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2 + C δ E [( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_t (| · |^2) ) ‖P_2‖|ḣ^δ_t |^2 ] , (4.39)

where β̃ ∈ (0, β).

Combining (4.36)-(4.39), we have d dt E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2 ≤ − κ ε E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2 + C ε E |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} |^2 + C ε E |X^{δ,ε}_t − X^{δ,ε}_{t(Δ)}|^2 + C δ E [( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_t (| · |^2) ) |ḣ^δ_t |^2 ] , where we denote κ = β − β̃ > 0. By the Gronwall’s lemma we derive E |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2 ≤ C ε ∫_t 0 e^{− κ(t−s)ε} E |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} |^2ds + C ε ∫_t 0 e^{− κ(t−s)ε} E |X^{δ,ε}_s − X^{δ,ε}_{s(Δ)}|^2ds + C δ ∫_t 0 e^{− κ(t−s)ε} E [( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) |ḣ^δ_s|^2 ] ds. Due to the Fubini’s theorem we have E (∫_T 0 |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2dt ) ≤ C ε E [ ∫ T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} |^2 ( ∫ T s e^{− κ(t−s)ε} dt ) ds ]

+ C ε E [ ∫ T 0 |X^{δ,ε}_s − X^{δ,ε}_{s(Δ)}|^2 ( ∫ T s e^{− κ(t−s)ε} dt ) ds ]

+ C δ E [ ∫ T 0 ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + |X^{δ,ε}_s |^2 ) |ḣ^δ_s|^2 ( ∫ T s e^{− κ(t−s)ε} dt ) ds ]

≤ C κ E [∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} |^2ds ] + C κ E [∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε}_s − X^{δ,ε}_{s(Δ)}|^2ds ]

+ C κ (ε δ ) E [ sup s∈[0,T ] ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + |X^{δ,ε}_s |^2 ) ∫ T 0 |ḣ^δ_s|^2ds ]

≤ C_{M,T} (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2) (ε δ + Δ ) . The proof is complete. □

4.4 Proof of Theorem 2.2

In order to prove our second main result, we also need to use the following averaging principle result. Since we here only consider the convergence of X^{δ,ε}_t to X̄^0_t in L^2(Ω)-sense but without the convergence rate, the condition A1 is enough to conclude the following result.

Lemma 4.7 Under the assumptions A1 and (2.13), for any T > 0, t ∈ [0, T ], we have

lim_{δ→0} E |X^{δ,ε}_t − X̄^0_t |^2 = 0. (4.40)

Proof The result follows by [40, Theorem 5.3] (see also [64, Theorem 2.3]) with slight modification. □ The proof of the criterions (i) and (ii) in Hypothesis 4.1 will be presented in Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 respectively.

Proposition 4.1 Under the assumptions A1 and (2.13), let {h^δ}_{δ>0} ⊂ S_M for any M < ∞ such that h^δ converges to element h in S_M as δ → 0, then G^0 ( ∫_· 0 ḣδ_sds) converges to G^0 ( ∫_· 0 ḣ_sds) in C([0, T ]; Rn ). Proof Let X̄^{hδ} = G^0 ( ∫_· 0 ḣδ_sds), then it is clear that X̄ h^δ solves the following equation dX̄^{hδ}_t dt = b̄(X̄^{hδ}_t , L¯_X0_t ) + σ(X̄^{hδ}_t , L¯_X0_t )P_1ḣ^δ_t , X̄^{hδ}_0 = x.

If h^δ converges to an element h in S_M as δ → 0, it suffices to show that X̄^{hδ} strongly converges to X̄^h in C([0, T ]; R^n ), as δ → 0, which solves dX̄^h_t dt = b̄(X̄^h_t , L¯_X0_t ) + σ(X̄^h_t , L¯_X0_t )P_1ḣ_t, X̄^h_0 = x.

Note that b̄ and σ are globally Lipschitz w.r.t. both two variables. Thus the next proof is standard and we omit the details to keep the length of this paper (see [55, Proposition 5.4], where the locally Lipschitz case has been considered). □

Proposition 4.2 Under the assumptions in Theorem 2.2, let {h^δ}_{δ>0} ⊂ A_M for any M < ∞. Then for any ε_0 > 0, we have

lim_{δ→0} P ( d ( G^δ ( W_· + 1 √ δ ∫_· 0 ḣ^δ_sds), G^0( ∫_· 0 ḣ^δ_sds) ) > ε_0 ) = 0,

where d(·, ·) denotes the metric in the space C([0, T ]; R^n ), i.e.,

d(u_1, u_2) := sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |u_1(t) − u_2(t)|, u_1, u_2 ∈ C([0, T ]; R^n ).

Proof The proof of Proposition 4.2 will be separated into the following two steps.

Step 1. We recall that the process X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t satisfies the equation d(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t ) = [ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t ) − b̄ ( X̄^{hδ}_t , L_{X̄0t} )] dt + [ σ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t ) − σ ( X̄^{hδ}_t , L_{X̄0t} )] P_1ḣ^δ_t dt + √ δσ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t ) dW^1_t , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_0 − X̄^{hδ}_0 = 0. Using Itô’s formula we have |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 = 2 ∫_t 0 ⟨b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ) − b̄ (¯ X^{hδ}_s , L¯_X0_s ) , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s ⟩ds

+2 ∫_t 0 ⟨[ σ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s ) − σ (¯ X^{hδ}_s , L¯_X0_s )] P_1ḣ^δ_s, X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s ⟩ ds +δ ∫_t 0 ‖ ‖ ‖σ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s )‖ ‖^2 ds +2 √ δ ∫_t 0 ⟨ σ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s ) dW^1_s , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s ⟩ =: K_1(t) + K_2(t) + K_3(t) + K_4(t). (4.41)

For the term K_2(t), it follows that E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} K_2(t) ] ≤ E [( ∫ T 0 ‖σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s ) − σ(X̄^{hδ}_s , L¯_X0_s )‖^2|X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s |^2ds ) 1_2

· ( ∫ T 0 ‖P_1‖^2|ḣ^δ_s|^2ds

) 1_2 ]

≤ C_M E ( sup s∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s |^2 ∫_T 0 ‖σ(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s ) − σ(X̄^{hδ}_s , L¯_X0_s )‖^2ds ) 1_2

≤ C_M E [ ∫ T 0 ( W_2 (L_Xδ,ε_s , L¯_X0_s )^2 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s |^2 ) ds ]

+ 1 8 E ( sup s∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s |^2 ) , (4.42)

where we used the fact h^δ ∈ A_M in the second inequality and Young’s inequality in the last step.

For the term K_3(t), a priori estimates (3.1) and (4.11) imply that E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} K_3(t) ] ≤ CδE ∫_T 0 ( 1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_s (| · |^2) ) ds ≤ C_T δ ( 1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2 ) . (4.43)

For the term K_4(t), by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, it holds that E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} K_4(t) ]

≤ C √ δE [∫_T 0 ‖σ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t , L_Xδ,ε_t ) ‖^2|X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2dt ]^1_2

≤ 1 8 E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 ] + CδE ∫_T 0 ( |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_t (| · |^2) ) dt ≤ 1 8 E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 ] + C_T δ ( 1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2 ) , (4.44)

where we used Young’s inequality in the second step.

For the term K_1(t), we introduce the following decomposition

K_1(t) = 2 ∫_t 0 ⟨ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s , Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_s ) − b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s ) , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s ⟩ ds

+2 ∫_t 0 ⟨ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s ) − b̄ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} ) , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s ⟩ ds +2 ∫_t 0 ⟨¯ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} ) − b̄ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s ) , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s ⟩ ds +2 ∫_t 0 ⟨¯ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s , L_Xδ,ε_s ) − b̄ (¯ X^{hδ}_s , L¯_X0_s ) , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s ⟩ ds =: K_{11}(t) + K_{12}(t) + K_{13}(t) + K_{14}(t). (4.45)

By (3.3), (4.18) and (4.34), one can derive that E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]}(K_{11}(t) + K_{13}(t)) ]

≤ CE ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2dt + CE ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} |^2dt +CE ∫_T 0 |Y^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2dt + C ∫_T 0 W_2 (L_Xδ,ε_t , L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} )^2dt

≤ C_T (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2) (ε δ + Δ ) + CE ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2dt (4.46) and E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} K_{14}(t) ]

≤ CE ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2dt + C ∫_T 0 W_2 (L_Xδ,ε_t , L¯_X0_t )^2dt. (4.47)

For the term K_{12}(t), we again rewrite it as

K_{12}(t) = 2 ∫_t 0 ⟨ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s ) − b̄ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} ) , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} ⟩ ds +2 ∫_t 0 ⟨ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s ) − b̄ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} ) , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} − X̄^{hδ}_{s(Δ)} ⟩ ds +2 ∫_t 0 ⟨ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s ) − b̄ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} ) , X̄^{hδ}_{s(Δ)} − X̄^{hδ}_s ⟩ ds =: V_1(t) + V_2(t) + V_3(t). (4.48)

Due to (3.1), (4.11), (4.18) and (4.33), we can get that E [ sup t∈[0,T ] V_1(t) ]

≤ C [ E ∫_T 0 (1 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} |^2 + L_Xδ,ε_{t(Δ)} (| · |^2) + |Ȳ^{δ,ε}_t |^2)dt ]_{1/2}

· [ E ∫_T 0 |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{t(Δ)} |^2dt ]_{1/2}

≤ C_T Δ^{12} (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2). (4.49)

Similarly, in view of Lemma 4.5 we also have E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} V_3(t) ] ≤ C_T Δ^{12} (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2). (4.50)

Consequently, combining (4.41)-(4.50) implies E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 ]

≤ E [ sup t∈[0,T ] V_2(t) ] + C_T (Δ^{12} + δ + ε δ )(1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2) + 1 4 E [ sup s∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s |^2 ]

+C_M E [ ∫ T 0 ( W_2 (L_Xδ,ε_s , L¯_X0_s )^2 + |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_s − X̄^{hδ}_s |^2 ) ds ] . (4.51)

Step 2. In this step, the main aim is to deal with the term V_2(t). By dividing the time interval, we have

|V_2(t)| ≤ 2 [t/Δ]−1 ∑ k=0 | | | | ∫_{(k+1)Δ} kΔ ⟨ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s ) − b̄ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} ) , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} − X̄^{hδ}_{s(Δ)} ⟩ ds | | | | +2 | | | | ∫_t t(Δ) ⟨ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s ) − b̄ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} , L_Xδ,ε_{s(Δ)} ) , X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{s(Δ)} − X̄^{hδ}_{s(Δ)} ⟩ ds | | | | =: V_{21}(t) + V_{22}(t). (4.52)

Using (4.9), (3.1), (4.11) and (4.33), similar to the estimate (4.49), we have E ( sup_{t∈[0,T ]} V_{22}(t) ) ≤ C_T Δ^{12} (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2). (4.53)

Finally, by Young’s inequality, the term V_{21}(t) can be controlled as follows, E ( sup t∈[0,T ] V_{21}(t) )

≤ 2E [T /Δ]−1 ∑ k=0 | | | ∫_{(k+1)Δ} kΔ ⟨ b(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s ) − b̄(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} ), X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} − X̄^{hδ}_{kΔ} ⟩ ds | | | ≤ C_T Δ max 0≤k≤[T /Δ]−1 E | | | ⟨ ∫ (k+1)Δ kΔ ( b(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_s ) − b̄(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} ) ) ds, X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} − X̄^{hδ}_{kΔ} ⟩| |

≤ C_T ε Δ max 0≤k≤[T /Δ]−1 E [| | ∫ Δ_ε 0 ( b(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_{sε+kΔ}) − b̄(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} ) ) ds | | · | |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} − X̄^{hδ}_{kΔ} | | ]

≤ C_T ε^2 Δ^2 max 0≤k≤[T /Δ]−1 E | | | ∫ Δ_ε 0 ( b(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_{sε+kΔ}) − b̄(X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} ) ) ds | | |^2 + 1 4 E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 ]

= C_T ε^2 Δ^2 max 0≤k≤[T /Δ]−1 [ ∫^Δ_ε 0 ∫ Δ_ε r Ψ_k(s, r)dsdr ] + 1 4 E [ sup t∈[0,T ] |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 ] , (4.54)

where for any 0 ≤ r ≤ s ≤^Δ_ε ,

Ψ_k(s, r) := E [⟨ b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_{sε+kΔ} ) − b̄ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} ) , b ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} , Ȳ^{δ,ε}_{rε+kΔ} ) − b̄ ( X^{δ,ε,hδ}_{kΔ} , L_Xδ,ε_{kΔ} )⟩] . Following the similar argument as in the proof of (3.56), one can easily deduce that

Ψ_k(s, r) ≤ C_T (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2)e^{−(s−r)β} . (4.55)

Then, via (4.54) and (4.55), we obtain E ( sup_{t∈[0,T ]} V_{21}(t) ) ≤ C_T (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2) ( ε^2 Δ^2 + ε Δ ) + 1 4 E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 ] . (4.56)

Inserting (4.53) and (4.56) into (4.51), by Gronwall’s lemma, it follows that E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 ] ≤ C_{M,T} (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2) ( ε^2 Δ^2 + ε Δ + Δ^{12} + ε δ + δ )

+C_M ∫_T 0 W_2 (L_Xδ,ε_s , L¯_X0_s )^2ds. (4.57)

Therefore let Δ = δ^23 in (4.57), we conclude E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 ] ≤ C_{M,T} (1 + |x|^2 + |y|^2) (ε δ + ε^{13} + δ )

+C_M ∫_T 0 E |X^{δ,ε}_s − X̄^0_s |^2ds. (4.58)

Applying the Chebyshev’s inequality, (4.58) and (4.40), for any ε_0 > 0 we have P ( d ( G^ε (√ εW_· + ∫_· 0 ḣ^δ_sds), G^0( ∫_· 0 ḣ^δ_sds) ) > ε_0 )

= P ( sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t | > ε_0 )

≤ E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^{δ,ε,hδ}_t − X̄^{hδ}_t |^2 ] ε^2_0 → 0, as δ → 0, where we used the Lemma 4.7 and the assumption (2.13) in Theorem 2.2 in the last step.

Hence the proof is complete. □

Now we are able to finish the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Note that Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 imply conditions (i) and

(ii) in Hypothesis 4.1 holds respectively, then by Lemma 4.1 we get {X^{δ,ε}}_{δ>0} satisfies the

LDP in C([0, T ]; R^n ) with a good rate function I defined in (4.1). □

5 Appendix

5.1 Proof of (3.15)

In this part, we give a detailed proof of (3.15). It is sufficient to prove that E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X^ε_t − X̄_t|^2 ] ≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) ε. In fact, note that

X^ε_t − X̄_t = ∫_t 0 [ b(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) − b̄(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) ] ds + ∫_t 0 [ σ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s ) − σ(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) ] dW^1_s = ∫_t 0 [ b(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) − b̄(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s ) ] ds + ∫_t 0 [¯ b(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s ) − b̄(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) ] ds + ∫_t 0 [ σ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s ) − σ(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) ] dW^1_s .

By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, for any t ∈ [0, T ] we have E [ sup_{s∈[0,t]} | | | ∫_s 0 [ σ(X^ε_r , L_Xε_r ) − σ(X̄_r, L¯_{Xr} ) ] dW^1_r | | |^2 ]

≤ CE [ ∫ t 0 ‖σ(X^ε_r , L_Xε_r ) − σ(X̄_r, L¯_{Xr} )‖^2dr ]

≤ C_T E ∫_t 0 | |X^ε_r − X̄_r | |^2 dr. Then we know that for any t ∈ [0, T ], E [ sup_{s∈[0,t]} | |X^ε_s − X̄_s | |^2 ] ≤ CE [ sup_{s∈[0,t]} | | | | ∫_s 0 b(X^ε_r , L_Xε_r , Y^ε_r ) − b̄(X^ε_r , L_Xε_r )dr | | | | 2]

+C_T E ∫_t 0 | |X^ε_r − X̄_r | |^2 dr. Then Grownall’s inequality implies that E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} | |X^ε_t − X̄_t | |^2 ] ≤ C_T E [ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} | | | | ∫_t 0 b(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) − b̄(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s )ds | | | | 2] .

Recall ∫_t 0 b(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) − b̄(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s )ds = − ∫_t 0 L_2(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s )Φ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )ds = ε [ Φ(ξ, L_ξ, ζ) − Φ(X^ε_t , L_Xε_t , Y^ε_t ) + ∫_t 0 E [ b(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )∂_μΦ(x, L_Xε_s , y)(X^ε_s ) ] |_{x=X}ε_{s ,y=Y} ε_s ds + ∫_t 0 1 2 E Tr [ σσ^∗(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s )∂_z∂_μΦ(x, L_Xε_s , y)(X^ε_s ) ] |_{x=X}ε_{s ,y=Y} ε_s ds + ∫_t 0 L_1(L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )Φ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )ds + M^{1,ε}_t ] + √ εM^{2,ε}_t , where L_1(L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) is defined by (3.27), and

M^{1,ε}_t = ∫_t 0 ∂_xΦ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) · σ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s )dW^1_s ,

M^{2,ε}_t = ∫_t 0 ∂_yΦ(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s ) · g(X^ε_s , L_Xε_s , Y^ε_s )dW^2_s .

Then by Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.1, we immediately obtain that E [ sup t∈[0,T ] | X^ε_t − X̄_t |_2 ] ≤ C_T ( 1 + E |ξ|^4 + E |ζ|^4 ) ε. We complete the proof. □

5.2 Continuity of ∂_xb̄ and ∂_μb̄

In this subsection, we aim to prove the continuity of the coefficients ∂_xb̄(·, ·) and ∂_μb̄(x, ·)(·). Lemma 5.1 For any fixed x ∈ R^n , if sequence {(μ_n, z_n)}_{n≥1} ⊂ P_2 × R^n satisfy μ_n → μ in W_2 and |z_n − z| → 0 as n → ∞, then we have lim_{n→∞} ‖ ‖∂_μb̄(x, μ_n)(z_n) − ∂_μb̄(x, μ)(z) ‖ ‖ = 0, (5.1) lim_{n→∞} ‖ ∂_xb̄(z_n, μ_n) − ∂_xb̄(z, μ) ‖ = 0. (5.2)

Proof We only prove (5.1) here, and the proof of (5.2) is very similar.

Using the definition of b̄(x, μ) and the ergodicity of the frozen equation (see (3.41)), we have for any (x, μ, y) ∈ R^n × P_2 × R^m , b̄(x, μ) = lim_{t→∞} Ẽ b(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ), then under the condition A2, we get ∂_μb̄(x, μ)(z) = lim_{t→∞} Ẽ [ ∂_μb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )(z) + ∂_yb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z) ] , where Y^{x,μ,y} is the solution of frozen equation (3.9) and denote its Lions derivative by ∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z) which exists and satisfies d∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z) = ∂_μf(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )(z)dt + ∂_yf(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z)dt + [∂_μg(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )(z) + ∂_yg(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z)] dW̃^2_t , ∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_0 (z) = 0.

By a straightforward calculation, there exists a constant C > 0 such that sup t≥0,x,z∈R^n,μ∈P_2,y∈R^m , Ẽ ‖∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z)‖^4 ≤ C. (5.3) Then by the uniform boundedness of ∂_μb(x, μ, y)(z) and ∂_yb(x, μ, y), we have sup x∈R^n,μ∈P_2,z∈R^n ‖∂_μb̄(x, μ)(z)‖ < ∞. (5.4) In order to prove (5.1), it is sufficient to show that for any sequence {(μ_n, z_n)}_{n≥1} ⊂ P_2 ×R^n with μ_n → μ in W_2 and |z_n − z| → 0 as n → ∞, the following two statements hold lim_{n→∞} sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖∂_μb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_t )(z_n) − ∂_μb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )(z)‖ = 0, (5.5) lim_{n→∞} sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖∂_yb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_t )· ∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n)− ∂_yb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )· ∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z)‖ = 0.(5.6) By (2.5) we have sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖∂_μb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_t )(z_n) − ∂_μb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )(z)‖ ≤ sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖ ‖∂_μb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_t )(z_n) − ∂_μb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )(z_n) ‖ ‖ + sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖ ‖∂_μb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )(z_n) − ∂_μb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t )(z) ‖ ‖ ≤ C sup_{t≥0} Ẽ | Y^{x,μn,y} t − Y^{x,μ,y}_t |_{γ1} + sup_{y∈Rm} ‖ ∂_μb(x, μ_n, y)(z_n) − ∂_μb(x, μ, y)(z) ‖ . Then using (3.13) and the uniform continuity of ∂_μb(·, ·, ·)(·), we obtain (5.5).

Using the boundedness of ‖∂_yb‖ and ‖∂^2_{yy}b‖, we get sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖∂_yb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n) − ∂_yb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z)‖ ≤ sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖ ‖∂_yb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n) − ∂_yb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n) ‖ ‖ + sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖ ‖∂_yb(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n) − ∂_yb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n) ‖ ‖ + sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖ ‖∂_yb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n) − ∂_yb(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_t ) · ∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z) ‖ ‖ ≤ C sup_{t≥0} [ Ẽ |Y^{x,μn,y} t − Y^{x,μ,y}_t | |^2 ]_{1/2} sup_{t≥0} [ Ẽ ‖∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n)‖^2 ]_{1/2}

+C sup_{y∈Rm} ‖∂_yb(x, μ_n, y) − ∂_yb(x, μ, y)‖ [ Ẽ ‖∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n)‖^2 ]_{1/2}

+ sup_{t≥0} Ẽ ‖ ‖∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n) − ∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z) ‖ ‖ =: Π^n_1 + Π^n_2 + Π^n_3 .

For the terms Π^n_1 and Π^n_2 , by (3.13), (5.3) and the uniform continuity of ∂_yb(·, ·, ·)(·), it follows that

Π^n_1 + Π^n_2 → 0, as n → ∞. (5.7)

For the term Π^n_3 , by a straightforward computation there exists β ∈ (0, γ) such that Ẽ ‖∂_μY^{x,μn,y}_t (z_n) − ∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_t (z)‖^2

≤ C ∫_t 0 e^{−β(t−s)}Ẽ ‖∂_μf(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_s )(z_n) − ∂_μf(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_s )(z)‖^2ds +C ∫_t 0 e^{−β(t−s)}Ẽ [ ‖∂_yf(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_s ) − ∂_yf(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_s )‖^2‖∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_s (z)‖^2 ] ds +C ∫_t 0 e^{−β(t−s)}Ẽ ‖∂_μg(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_s )(z_n) − ∂_μg(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_s )(z)‖^2ds +C ∫_t 0 e^{−β(t−s)}Ẽ [ ‖∂_yg(x, μ_n, Y^{x,μn,y}_s ) − ∂_yg(x, μ, Y^{x,μ,y}_s )‖^2‖∂_μY^{x,μ,y}_s (z)‖^2 ] ds. Then by assumption A2 and a similar argument above, we can prove that

Π^n_3 → 0, as n → ∞. (5.8)

Note that (5.7) and (5.8) imply that (5.6) holds. The proof is complete. □

5.3 Weak uniqueness of (2.24)

For any u = ( u_1 u_2 ) with u_1, u_2 ∈ R^n , π̃ ∈ P_2(R^{2n} ) with μ̃_1(A) = π̃(A × R^n ) and μ̃_2(A) = π̃(R^n × A), A ∈ B(R^n ), we denote B(u, π̃) = (¯ b(u_1, μ̃_1) B_2(u, μ̃) ) , Σ(u, π̃) = ( σ(u_1, μ̃_1) 0 Σ_{21}(u, π̃) Θ(u_1, μ̃_1) ) , where B_2(u, π̃) := ∂_xb̄(u_1, μ̃_1) · u_2 + ∫ R^n×R^n [∂_μb̄(u_1, μ̃_1)(z_1) · z_2]π̃(dz_1, dz_2) and Σ_{21}(u, π̃) := ∂_xσ(u_1, μ̃_1) · u_2 + ∫ R^n×R^n [∂_μσ(u_1, μ̃_1)(z_1) · z_2]π̃(dz_1, dz_2).

Recall equations (1.5) and (2.24), denote U_t = (¯ X_t Z_t ) , W̄_t = ( W^1_t W_t ) , then we immediately get

dU_t = B(U_t, L_{Ut} )dt + Σ(U_t, L_{Ut} )dW̄_t, (5.9)

which is a new McKean-Vlasov SDE. By the discussion in subsection 3.4, Ũ_t = (^ X̄ η̂ ) is a

weak solution of (5.9) under probability space (Ω̂ × Ω̃, F̂ × F̃ , P̂ × P̃). Then by the modified Yamada-Watanabe principle (see [42, Lemma 2.1]), the weak uniqueness of equation (5.9) can be proved if we can prove equation (5.9) and the following SDEs

dŪ_t = B(Ū_t, μ̃_t)dt + Σ(Ū_t, μ̃_t)dW̄_t (5.10)

both have strong uniqueness for initial value U_0 with L_{U0} = μ̃_0 , where μ̃_t = L~_{Ut} .

To do this, we assume that there exist two strong solutions U_t = (¯ X_t Z_t ) and U^′_t = (¯ X^′_t Z^′_t ) for equation (5.9) with the same initial value U_0. Note that X̄ and X̄^′ are the solution of equation (1.5) with the same initial value, then by [75, Theorem 2.1], equation (1.5) has strong uniqueness, i.e., X̄_t = X̄^′_t, P-a.s.. for any t ≥ 0. Hence, for any t ≥ 0, P-a.s.,

Z_t − Z^′_t = ∫_t 0 { ∂_xb̄(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) · (Z_s − Z^′_s) + E [ ∂_μb̄(u, L¯_{Xt} )(X̄_t) · (Z_s − Z^′_s) ]| |_{u=X̄s} } ds + ∫_t 0 { ∂_xσ(X̄_s, L¯_{Xs} ) · (Z_s − Z^′_s) + E [ ∂_μσ(u, L¯_{Xs} )(X̄_s) · (Z_s − Z^′_s) ]| |_{u=X̄s} } dW^1_s .

By the uniform boundedness of ∂_xb̄(x, μ), ∂_μb̄(x, μ), ∂_xσ(x, μ) and ∂_μσ(x, μ)(z), we have E |Z_t − Z^′_t|^2 ≤ C ∫_t 0 E |Z_s − Z^′_s|^2ds, Then by Gronwall’s inequality, we get E |Z_t − Z^′_t|^2 = 0. Hence Z_t = Z^′_t, P-a.s., which implies U_t = U^′_t , P-a.s. for any t ≥ 0. Hence equation (5.9) is strong uniqueness. The strong uniqueness of equation (5.10) can be proved by the same argument. The proof is complete.

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank the referees for their very constructive suggestions and valuable comments. W. Hong is supported by NSFC (No. 12171354); S. Li is supported by NSFC (No. 12001247) and NSF of Jiangsu Province (No. BK20201019); W. Liu is supported by NSFC (No. 12171208, 11831014, 12090011); X. Sun is supported by NSFC (No. 12271219, 11931004), the QingLan Project of Jiangsu Province and the Priority Academic Program Development of Jiangsu Higher Education Institutions.

Statements and Declarations The authors have no relevant financial or non-financial interests to disclose. The authors have no competing interests to declare that are relevant to the content of this article. All authors certify that they have no affiliations with or involvement in any organization or entity with any financial interest or non-financial interest in the subject matter or materials discussed in this manuscript. The authors have no financial or proprietary interests in any material discussed in this article. All data generated or analysed during this study are included in this article.

References

[1] A. Ansari, Mean first passage time solution of the Smoluchowski equation: Application of relaxation dynamics in myoglobin, Journal of Chemical Physics 112 (2000), 2516-2522.

[2] L. Arnold, Hasslemann’s program revisited: The analysis of stochasticity indeterministic climate models. Stochastic Climate Models, In: Progress in Probability book series, Springer 49 (2001), 141-157.

[3] V. Bakhtin, and Y. Kifer, Diffusion approximation for slow motion in fully coupled averaging, Probab. Theory Related Fields 129 (2004), 157-181.

[4] J. Bao, P. Ren, and F.-Y. Wang, Bismut formula for Lions derivative of distribution-path dependent SDEs, J. Differential Equations 282 (2021), 285-329.

[5] Z. Bezemek, and K. Spiliopoulos, Large deviations for interacting multiscale particle systems, Stochastic Process. Appl. 155 (2023), 27-108.

[6] P. Billingsley, Convergence of probability measuraes, second edition, John Wiley and Sons Inc., New York, 1999.

[7] N.N. Bogoliubov, and Y.A. Mitropolsky, Asymptotic methods in the theory of Non-linear Oscillations, Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, New York, 1961.

[8] S. Bourguin, S. Gailus, and K. Spiliopoulos, Typical dynamics and fluctuation analysis of slow-fast systems driven by fractional Brownian motion, Stoch. Dyn. 21 (2021), Paper No. 2150030, 30 pp.

[9] Z. Brzeźniak, E. Hausenblas, and P. A. Razafimandimby, stochastic reaction-diffusion equations driven by jump processes, Potential Anal. 49 (2018), 131-201.

[10] Z. Brzeźniak, X. Peng, and J. Zhai, Well-posedness and large deviations for 2-D Stochastic Navier-Stokes equations with jumps, J. Eur. Math. Soc., In press.

[11] C.E. Bréhier. Orders of convergence in the averaging principle for SPDEs: the case of a stochastically forced slow component. Stochastic Process. Appl. 130 (2020) 3325-3368.

[12] R. Buckdahn, J. Li, S. Peng, and C. Rainer, Mean-field stochastic differential equations and associated PDEs, Ann. Probab. 45 (2) (2017), 824-878.

[13] A. Budhiraja, and P. Dupuis, A variational representation for positive functionals of infinite dimensional Brownian motion, Probab. Math. Statist. 20 (2000), 39–61.

[14] A. Budhiraja, P. Dupuis, and V. Maroulas, Large deviations for infinite dimensional stochastic dynamical systems, Ann. Probab. 36 (2008), 1390–1420.

[15] P. Cardaliaguet, Notes on mean field games (from P.L. Lions’ lectures at Collége de France). https://www.ceremade.dauphine.fr/cardalia/MFG100629.pdf (2012).

[16] S. Cerrai, Normal deviations from the averaged motion for some reaction-diffusion equations with fast oscillating perturbation, J. Math. Pures Appl. 91 (2009), 614–647.

[17] S. Cerrai, A Khasminskii type averaging principle for stochastic reaction-diffusion equations, Ann. Appl. Probab. 19 (2009), 899-948.

[18] S. Cerrai. Averaging principle for systems of reaction-diffusion equations with polynomial nonlinearities perturbed by multiplicative noise. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 43 (2011) 2482-2518.

[19] S. Cerrai, and M. Freidlin, Averaging principle for stochastic reaction-diffusion equations, Probab. Theory Related Fields 144 (2009), 137-177.

[20] S. Cerrai and A. Lunardi. Averaging principle for nonautonomous slow-fast systems of stochastic reaction-diffusion equations: the almost periodic case. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 49 (2017) 2843-2884.

[21] G. Da Prato, J. Zabczyk, Stochastic equations in infinite dimensions. Cambridge University Press, 1992.

[22] M.G. Delgadino, R.S. Gvalani, and G.A. Pavliotis, On the diffusive-mean field limit for weakly interacting diffusions exhibiting phase transitions, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 241 (2021), 91–148.

[23] A. Dembo, and O. Zeitouni, Large deviations techniques and applications, Springer- Verlag, New York, 2000.

[24] Z. Dong, X. Sun, H. Xiao, and J. Zhai, Averaging principle for one dimensional stochastic Burgers equation, J. Differential Equations 265 (2018), 4749-4797.

[25] G. Dos Reis, W. Salkeld, J. Tugaut, Freidlin-Wentzell LDPs in path space for McKean- Vlasov equations and the functional iterated logarithm law, Ann. Appl. Probab. 29 (2019), 1487–1540.

[26] P. Dupuis, and R. Ellis, A weak convergence approach to the theory of large deviations, Wiley, New York. 1997.

[27] P. Dupuis, and K. Spiliopoulos, Large deviations for multiscale problems via weak convergence methods, Stoch. Proc. Appl. 122 (2012), 1947–1987.

[28] W. E, and B. Engquist, Multiscale modeling and computations, Notice of AMS, 50 (2003), 1062–1070.

[29] M.I. Freidlin, and A.D. Wentzell, Random perturbations of dynamical systems, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], 260. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1984.

[30] S.N. Gomes, G.A. Pavliotis, Mean field limits for interacting diffusions in a two-scale potential, J. Nonlinear Sci. 28(3) (2018), 905–941.

[31] A. Guillin, Averaging principle of SDE with small diffusion: moderate deviations, Ann.

Probab. 31 (2003), 413–443.

[32] I. Gyöngy, and N. V. Krylov, On the rate of convergence of splitting-up approximations for SPDEs, Progress in Probability 56 (2003), 301–321.

[33] M. Hairer, L. Koralovb, and Z. Pajor-Gyulai, From averaging to homogenization in cellular flows - An exact description of the transition, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 52(4) (2016), 1592–1613.

[34] M. Hairer, and X.-M. Li, Averaging dynamics driven by fractional Brownian motion, Ann. Probab. 48(4) (2020), 1826–1860.

[35] M. Hairer, and E. Pardoux, Fluctuations around a homogenised semilinear random PDE, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 239 (2021), 151–217.

[36] W. Hammersley, D. ŠiŠka, and L. Szpruch, Weak existence and uniqueness for McKean- Vlasov SDEs with common noise, Ann. Probab. 49 (2021), 527–555.

[37] M. Hauray, Maxime, and S. Mischler, On Kac’s chaos and related problems, J. Funct.

Anal. 266 (2014), 6055-6157.

[38] W. Hong, S. Li, and W. Liu, Large deviation principle for McKean-Vlasov quasilinear stochastic evolution equations, Appl. Math. Optim. 84 (2021), S1119-S1147.

[39] W. Hong, S. Li, and W. Liu, Freidlin-Wentzell type large deviation principle for multiscale locally monotone SPDEs, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 53 (2021), 6517-6561.

[40] W. Hong, S. Li, and W. Liu, Strong convergence rates in averaging principle for slow-fast McKean-Vlasov SPDEs, J. Differential Equations 316 (2022), 94-135.

[41] W. Hu, and C. Li, A convergence analysis of the perturbed compositional gradient flow:

averaging principle and normal deviations, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 38 (2018), 4951- 4977.

[42] X. Huang, and F.-Y. Wang, McKean-Vlasov SDEs with drifts discontinuous under Wasserstein distance, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 41(4) (2021), 1667-1679.

[43] P.-E. Jabin, and Z. Wang, Quantitative estimates of propagation of chaos for stochastic systems with W^{−1,∞} kernels, Invent. Math. 214(1) (2018), 523–591.

[44] M. Kac, Foundations of kinetic theory, in: Proceedings of the Third Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical Statistics and Probability, 1954-1955, vol. III, pp. 171–197, University of California Press, Berkeley and Los Angeles, 1956.

[45] R.Z. Khasminskii, On an averging principle for Itô stochastic differential equations, Kibernetica (4) (1968), 260-279.

[46] R.Z. Khasminskii, On stochastic processes defined by differential equations with a small parameter, Theory Probab. Appl. 11 (1966), 211-228.

[47] Y. Kifer, Averaging in dynamical systems and large deviations, Invent. Math. 110 (1992), 337–370.

[48] R. Kumar, and L. Popovic, Large deviations for multi-scale jump-diffusion processes, Stochastic Process. Appl. 127 (2017), 1297–1320.

[49] D. Lacker, Mean field games and interacting particle systems, Springer (2018).

[50] D. Liu. Strong convergence of principle of averaging for multiscale stochastic dynamical systems, Commun. Math. Sci. 8 (2010) 999-1020.

[51] X.-M. Li, An averaging principle for a completely integrable stochastic Hamiltonian system, Nonlinearity 21(4) (2008), 803–822.

[52] M. Liang, M. Majka, and J. Wang, Exponential ergodicity for SDEs and McKean-Vlasov processes with Lévy noise, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 57(3) (2021), 1665- 1701.

[53] W. Liu, and M. Röckner, Stochastic Partial Differential Equations: An Introduction, Universitext, Springer, 2015.

[54] W. Liu, L. Wu, and C. Zhang, Long-time behaviors of mean-field interacting particle systems related to McKean-Vlasov equations, Comm. Math. Phys. 387 (2021), 179–214.

[55] W. Liu, Y. Song, J. Zhai, and T. Zhang, Large and moderate deviation principles for McKean-Vlasov SDEs with jumps, to appear in Potential Anal..

[56] A. Majda, I. Timofeyev, and E. Vanden-Eijnden, A mathematical framework for stochastic climate models, Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 54 (2001), 891-974.

[57] A. Matoussi, W. Sabbagh, and T. Zhang, Large deviation principles of obstacle problems for quasilinear stochastic PDEs, Appl. Math. Optim. 83 (2021), 849-879.

[58] S. Méléard, Asymptotic behaviour of some interacting particle systems; McKean-Vlasov and Boltzmann models, Probabilistic models for nonlinear partial differential equations (Montecatini Terme, 1995), 42-95, Lecture Notes in Math., 1627, Fond. CIME/CIME Found. Subser., Springer, Berlin, 1996.

[59] H.P. McKean, Propagation of chaos for a class of nonlinear parabolic equations, Lecture Series in Differential Equations, 7 (1967), 41-57.

[60] E. Motyl, Stochastic hydrodynamic-type evolution equations driven by Lévy noise in 3D unbounded domains-abstract framework and applications, Stochastic Process. Appl. 124 (2014), 2052-2097.

[61] E. Pardoux, and A.Y. Veretennikov, On the Poisson equation and diffusion approximation. I. Ann. Prob. 29 (3) (2001) 1061–1085.

[62] B. Pei, Y. Inahama, and Y. Xu, Averaging principle for fast-slow system driven by mixed fractional Brownian rough path, J. Differential Equations 301 (2021), 202–235.

[63] J. Ren, and X. Zhang, Freidlin-Wentzell’s large deviations for stochastic evolution equations, J. Funct. Anal. 254 (2008), 3148–3172.

[64] M. Röckner, X. Sun, and Y. Xie, Strong convergence order for slow-fast McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincare Probab. Stat. 57 (2021), 4745- 4777.

[65] M. Röckner, and L. Xie, Averaging principle and normal deviations for multiscale stochastic systems, Commun. Math. Phys. 383 (2021), 1889-1937.

[66] M. Röckner, L. Xie, and L. Yang, Asymptotic behavior of multiscale stochastic partial differential equations, arXiv:2010.14897.

[67] M. Röckner, and X. Zhang, Well-posedness of distribution dependent SDEs with singular drifts, Bernoulli 27 (2021), 1131-1158.

[68] K. Spiliopoulos, Large deviations and importance sampling for systems of slow-fast motion, Appl. Math. Optim. 67 (2013), 123-161.

[69] D. W. Stroock, and S.R.S. Varadhan, Multidimensional Diffusion Processes, Springer, New York, 1979.

[70] X. Sun, R. Wang, L. Xu, and X. Yang, Large deviation for two-time-scale stochastic Burgers equation, Stoch. Dyn. 21 (2021), Paper No. 2150023, 37 pp.

[71] X. Sun, L. Xie, and Y. Xie, Strong and weak convergence rates for slow-fast stochastic differential equations driven by α-stable process, Bernoulli 28 (2022), 343-369.

[72] A.-S. Sznitman, Topics in propagation of chaos. École d’Été de Probabilités de Saint- Flour XIX-1989, 165-251, Lecture Notes in Math., 1464, Springer, Berlin, 1991.

[73] S.R.S. Varadhan, Large deviations and Applications, 46, CBMS-NSF Series in Applied Mathematics, SIAM, Philadelphia, 1984.

[74] J. Xu, J. Liu, J. Liu, and Y. Miao, Strong averaging principle for two-time-scale stochastic McKean-Vlasov equations, Appl. Math. Optim. 84 (2021), S837-S867.

[75] F.-Y. Wang, Distribution dependent SDEs for Landau type equations, Stochastic Process. Appl. 128 (2018), 595-621.

[76] W. Wang, and A.J. Roberts, Average and deviation for slow-fast stochastic partial differential equations, J. Differential Equations 253 (2012), 1265-1286.

[77] A.Y. Veretennikov. On the averaging principle for systems of stochastic differential equations. Math. USSR Sborn. 69 (1991) 271-284.