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Abstract

We analyze the effects of noise on the traveling wave dynamics in neu-
ral fields. The noise influences the dynamics on two scales: first, it causes
fluctuations in the wave profile, and second, it causes a random shift in
the phase of the wave. We formulate the problem in a weighted L?-space,
allowing us to separate the two spatial scales. By tracking the stochastic
solution with a reference wave we obtain an expression for the stochastic
phase. We derive an expansion of the stochastic wave, describing the in-
fluence of the noise to different orders of the noise strength. To first order
of the noise strength, the phase shift is roughly diffusive and the fluctua-
tions are given by a stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process orthogonal to
the direction of movement. This also expresses the stability of the wave
under noise.

1 Introduction

Since their introduction in [I] and [22], [23], neural field equations have been
used widely as a phenomenological model for the evolution of the activity in
networks of populations of neurons in the continuum limit. While they are of
a relatively simple form, they exhibit a variety of interesting spatio-temporal
patterns. For an overview of the many interesting questions associated to and
the analysis of neural fields we refer to the books [13], [5], and [10], and to the

topical reviews [I1], [4], and [9].
We will here consider the one-dimensional Amari-type neural field equation

o0

Sule.t) = —u(e.0)+ [ wle = p)Fluly.O)dy, 1)

— 00

where u(x,t) is the average membrane potential in the population of neurons
located at = at time ¢, the kernel w describes the strength of the synaptic
connections, and the gain function F relates the potential to the activity in the
population. We will be interested in traveling wave solutions to this equation,
which have been proven to exist in [12].

The communication of neurons is subject to noise and it is therefore inter-
esting to study stochastic versions of neural field equations. Since they have not
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been derived from single neuron models it is in particular not clear how noise
translates from the single neuron level to the level of populations. We will here
sum up all possible stochastic influence in an additive Gaussian noise term and
consider the stochastic neural field equation

du(z,t) = ( —u(z,t) + /w(m —y)F(u(y, t))dy) dt + edW (z,t), (2)

where W is a (Q-Wiener process on a suitable function space, and € is a small
parameter describing the strength of the noise.

In this article, it is our main goal to provide a mathematically rigorous
analysis of the influence of the noise on the traveling wave dynamics on multiple
scales. The term multiscale refers mainly to two different spatial scales: first,
shifts in the phase of the wave, that is, displacements of the wave profile from
its uniformly translating position, and second, fluctuations in the wave profile.
In order to determine an expression for the stochastic phase C(t), we track the
stochastic solution v with a reference wave profile. Here the phase is defined
as a minimizer of an L2-distance between u and all possible translations of the
wave profile. Roughly, tracking u is then achieved by dynamically adapting
the speed of the reference wave % and thereby moving along the gradient of
|lu—a(- — C(t))|| towards the minimum. This can be seen as a dynamic version
of the freezing of traveling waves applied by Lord and Thiimmler [I7]. We derive
an expansion of u of the form

u(z,t) = t(z — @i (t)) + evo(z,t) + vy (2, 1) + ... + fvp_1(2,t) + iz, t)
or(t) = ct + €Co(t) + EC1(t) + ... + *Cr_1(t),

where the coefficients v and Cy are independent of € and where the rest terms
r, are of higher order in e. The term multiscale may thus also refer to the
different orders of the noise strength, and the vy and Cj describe the influence
of the noise on the scale e¥*!. Here we have separated the two spatial scales:
the C describe the effects of the noise on the phase, and the vy on the wave
profile. The expansion is valid up to a stopping time 7 which can be shown to
be large with high probability converging to 1 as € goes to 0.

An analysis of the properties of the coefficients then allows to describe the
effects of the noise. To first order of the noise strength, the phase shift, given by
Cy, is roughly diffusive. Using the spectral properties of the linearized system
we find that the fluctuations are to first order given by a stationary Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process that is orthogonal to the direction of movement, expressing
in particular the stability of the traveling wave under the noise.

The question of how noise influences the traveling wave dynamics in neural
fields was first considered by Bressloff and Webber in [7]. They identified the
two effects and then formally derived a decomposition of the solution. They
obtained a stochastic differential equation as an approximate description of the
shift of the phase to first order of the noise strength, and found that the noise
causes diffusive wandering of the front.

In [16], Kriiger and Stannat made first steps towards a mathematically rig-
orous derivation of a decomposition of the solution and our results can be seen
as an extension of their work.

The problem is also considered by Inglis and MacLaurin in [I5]. Under as-
sumptions on the spectral properties of the dynamics they analyze the local sta-
bility and long-time behavior of the stochastic solution. While we dynamically
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adapt the speed of the reference wave such that its distance to the stochastic
wave becomes minimal, they derive a stochastic differential equation for the
phase whose solution realizes the minimum exactly.

The main novelty of our approach is that we work in a weighted L2-space.
The density p that we introduce seems natural for the analysis in two aspects.
First, it allows us to separate the two spatial scales. The dynamics of the phase
and of the fluctuations in the wave profile decouple, such that we can obtain
a separate description of the effects of the noise on the two scales (cf. section
[B3). Second, we can describe the spectral properties of the system in the space
L?(p) (cf. section 23). This will allow us to derive stability properties of the
dynamics.

The method of obtaining a description of the stochastic dynamics by sepa-
rating the dynamics on different spatial (or temporal) scales and approximating
to a certain order of e is related to Blomker’s work on amplitude equations (see
for example [3] or [2]) .

It would also be interesting to consider the problem on larger time-scales.
When adding external input to the neural field equation, interesting phenomena,
such as stimulus-locking, occur. An investigation of the effects of noise in such
situations has been started in [7] and recently continued in [6]. It would be
desirable to obtain a mathematically rigorous description, in particular taking
care of the different time scales involved. We plan to address this question in
future work.

Our methods do not rely on the particular neural field and traveling wave
setting and it should be possible to extend the results to other types of equations
and other types of patterns such as bumps or traveling pulses.

The article is structured as follows. In section [2] we outline the mathemat-
ical setting, explain our approach to determining the phase of the wave, and
introduce our assumptions on the spectrum. The main results are presented
in section B where we derive the expansion of the solution with respect to the
noise strength (Thms. B35 B.6 B.I0) and analyze properties of the coefficients
(subsection[B.4]). Finally, in section ] we show that our results apply in the case
of exponential synaptic decay. In particular we analyze the asymptotic rates of
decay of the derivative of the wave 4, and the associated adjoint eigenfunction,
which are given explicitly as the roots of a third degree polynomial.

2 Setting

2.1 Assumptions on the Parameters

We denote by || - || and (-,-) the norm and scalar product in L?(R), and for a
density p we denote by || - ||, and (-,-),, the norm and scalar product in L?(u),

the space of measurable functions f such that || f||% = [ f*(z)u(x)de < co. Let
H? denote the Sobolev space of functions h € L?(R) that have a weak derivative

hy € L? with norm ||h[| g = (||A]* + ||hm|\2)%. The norm and scalar product in
the Sobolev spaces H' and H*(y) are denoted by [ - | g1, (-,-) g and || ||z,
() E1(u) » respectively.

As usual, we take the gain function F': R — [0, 1] to be a sigmoid function,
for example F(z) = for some v > 0, 0 < k < 1. In particular we
assume that

1
1+e—v(x—K)
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Our assumptions on the synaptic kernel w are the following
(i) w(z) = w(|x|) for some w € C*(Ry,Ry)

< o0

(ii) [7 w(z)dz =1 and H%

o0

In Section M on the asymptotic behavior of 7, we assume exponential synaptic
decay, i.e. w(z) = %6_% for some o > 0.

Assumption (iv) on F implies that a; and ae are stable fixed points of
(@), while a is an unstable fixed point. It has been shown in [I2] that under
these assumptions there exists a unique monotone traveling wave solution to ()
connecting the stable fixed points (and in [§], that traveling wave solutions are
necessarily monotone). That is, there exists a unique wave profile @ : R — [0, 1]

and a unique wave speed ¢ € R such that u"W (t,z) := 4(x — ct) is a solution

to (), i.e.

—cdpui ¥ (x) = Oui "V (x) = =i () + wx Fu ) (@), (3)
and
Ili}rgﬁd(m) =a, zh—>nolo W(z) = as.

As also pointed out in [12], we can without loss of generality assume that ¢ > 0.
Note that by (@), the regularity of F' and w determine that of . If F' € Ck,
w € C!, then @ € C**2. Furthermore, i, € L*(R).

As in [16], in order to solve (2)), we will consider the stochastic neural field
equation for the difference v = u—u”" . In order to be able to ‘freeze’ the wave
(cf. subsection [Z2), we want that v(t) € H'. Let (W;) be a Q-Wiener process
on L? with non-negative, symmetric covariance operator . We assume that
Q2 : L? — H' is Hilbert-Schmidt, that is, for any orthonormal basis (e;) of
L2 5 1Qex3: < oo Q? may for example be given by a symmetric integral
kernel, Qzu = [ a(z, y)u(y)dy, with [ ||g(z,-)||3;1dz < co. Details on the theory
of @-Wiener processes can be found in [I8] or [19].

Proposition 2.1. For any initial condition n € H', there exists a unique strong
H'-valued solution to the stochastic neural field equation

dv(t) = (—v(t) + w= (F(a(- — ct) +v(t)) — F(a(- — ct))))dt + edWy,

v(0) = en. @

v has a continuous modification and for all p > 1, E(supg<;<r [|[v(t)[':) < oo.
u(z,t) = a(x — ct) + v(x, t) is a solution to ().
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Proof. B(t,v) := —v+wx(F(a(-—ct)+v)—F(a(-—ct))) is Lipschitz continuous
in v since for vy, vy € HY,

l[w s (F(a(- = ct) +v1) = F(a(- = ct) + v2)) |

Wy ~ N
< (1| 22| ) thws (PG = et) +0) = FGa(- = ct) + e2)|
Wy
< (1 |22 )1 eollon = vl
Now the claim follows for example from Thm. 7.4 in [18] (with A = 0). O

v(t) satisfies
do(t) = (Lyw(t) + R(t, v(t)))dt + edWr,
where the time-dependent linear operator L; is given as
Liv=—v+wx* (F'(a(- — ct))v), (5)
and
R(t,v) = wx (F(a(- — ct) + v) — F(a(- — ct)) — F'(a(- — ct))v).

2.2 The frozen wave equation

It will be useful to work in the moving frame picture. That is, we can freeze the
wave by moving instead the coordinates. For h : [0,T] — H! set h#(z,t) :=
®,h(z,t) ;= h(x + ct,t). For g € H' | by It6’s lemma,

(v (1), ) = (v(t), g(- — et))

= (0(0).0) ¢ [ (o(5) (- = cs))ds
+/0 (Lsv(s) + R(s,v(s)),g(- — cs))ds + 6/0 (g9(- — cs),dWy)

— (*(0).g) +c / (O (s), g)ds + / (—v#(5) + wx (F'()v*(s)), g)ds

+ t R# (v (s g)ds + € g, P dWy
= (v + L#v# (s ds + R*(v¥ (s ds + € Q. dWs)ds,
(v7(0), 9) /0 ( (), 9) /0 (R7(v7(5)), 9) /0 (9, )

where L# is the frozen wave operator given by
L#v = —v + cOpv 4+ w x (F'(0)v),
D(L¥) = H',

and R# (v) = wk (F(i+v) — F(@) — F'(4)v). That is, v¥(t) is the weak solution
in L? to the frozen wave equation

dv? (t) = (L*v#(t) + R¥ (v¥ (t)))dt + €D dW;.
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Note that L#(@,) = 0. The adjoint of L# is given as

L# "y = —v — cdpv + F'(U)w * v
D(L#*) = H'.

Proposition 2.2. There exists a unique 1) € H', v > 0, such that L#*1) = 0.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Thm. 4.2 and 4.3 in [I2]. There exist
d, M > 0 such that for all z with |z| > M, F'(4(z)) < 1 — 4. Consider the

operator on L?
w* (F'(4)v) = Kv+ Bu
where
M
Ko@) = [ wle = p)F (i) oln)dy
-M

and Y -
po) = ([ 4 [T Jute - nr
Then ||B|| <1 -4 and K is compact. We have
L#* — (=1 +¢d, + B) = K.

A := —I + ¢d, + B has a bounded inverse.

We have A~V L# = [+ A~'K and A~'K is compact. Thus, A~!L# is a Fred-
holm operator with index 0. By the Fredholm alternative, since A~'L# 4, = 0
and since there are no other eigenfunctions with eigenvalue 0 as proven in Thm.
4.2 in [12], there exists a unique ¢ # 0 such that L#*(A*)~1¢) = 0, hence
L#*9p = 0 where ¢ := (A*)" ¢ € H'.

Since ¢, = —1 + F'(@)w x 1, we actually have 1) € C1. We show that 1
is of one sign. Assume without loss of generality that there exists = such that
(x) > 0. Set ¢ (x) = (x) V0. Then ¢+ € H! with ¢ =, on {t) > 0} and
YF =0on { <0}. Thus, on {¢p > 0}, L#**y+ = —p — ey, + F'(W)w x p+ >
L#*y(z) =0, and on {3 < 0}, L#*y* = F'(4)w * b+ > 0. Since @, > 0 and

0= (L#ip, ") = (i, L¥ "),

it follows that L#*yt = 0 and hence ¥+ = 1. O

We normalize ¢ such that (i,,v) = 1. Set p(z) = 2U5). - Note that for
heH!,
(L#h, i)y = (LR 9) = (h, LF ) =0, (6)

that is, L#(H') C 4, where we denote by 47 the orthogonal complement of 4,
in L2(p). In L?(p), the direction of movement of the wave 1, and the orthogonal
directions are thus naturally separated by L#, which makes it a natural choice
of function space to work in.
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2.3 The phase of the wave
We loosely define the phase ¢ of a ‘wave-like’ function u to be a minimizer of
a > [lu—a(-—a)llp, (7)

the L?(p)-distance between u and all possible translations of the deterministic
wave profile 4.

In order to determine the phase shift caused by the noise, we dynamically
adapt the phase of a reference wave to match that of the stochastic solution.
The idea is to move along the gradient of (@) towards the minimum. If we let a
depend on a parameter s and differentiate, we obtain

d% lu = a(- = a())ll; = 2a(s)(u - a(- — a(s)), ia(- — als)))y-
If we now choose a such that a(s) = —(u — a(- — a(s)), Uz (- — a(s)))p,

then 4L [lu —a(- — a(s))]|> < 0, which means a should move towards the right
P
phase.
This motivates the following dynamics which were first introduced in [20] and
[21]. Let C™(¢) be the solution to the pathwise ordinary differential equation

A (t) = C™(t)
= —m(u(t) —a(- —ct = C™(t)), 4z (- — ct = C™ (1)) p(—ct—cm@y)y (8)
= —m(u(t) —a(- —ct = C™ (1)), (- — ct = C™(1))),

which can be shown to exist analogously to [16], Prop. 3.5. Here m > 0 is a
parameter that determines the rate of relaxation to the right phase.

It cannot in general be expected that there exists a unique global minimum
of () as discussed in [I5]. Here C™ is designed to follow the local minimum
that is closest to the initial phase.

In [I5], Inglis and MacLaurin derive an SDE describing the dynamics of
this local minimum exactly. Our approach gives an approximate description in
terms of an ODE. In particular it provides a way of calculating the phase of the
stochastic wave from a realization without explicit knowledge of the noise.

Recall that 4, € H!(p) is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue 0 of the frozen
wave operator L#. We assume that the neural field dynamics is contractive on
at.

Assumption 2.3. L# has a spectral gap in L?(p), that is, there exists k > 0
such that for h € H'(p),

(L#h, by < =k (1Al — (h,)7)- 9)

This assumption reflects that perturbations in the front profile that are or-
thogonal to the direction of movement i, should be damped by the neural field
dynamics, while perturbations in the direction of movement will cause a random
shift in the phase of the wave. An article containing the proof is in preparation.

Note that in contrast to [16] and [I5], here we assume the spectral gap in
L?(p) instead of L?. To our knowledge, there is so far no proof of the L?-version
for arbitrary values of the wave speed c.

Under Assumption I3 using (), L# generates a contraction semigroup
(P#) on 4t that satisfies

||Pt#h||p <e " nll,. (10)
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3 A Multiscale Analysis

3.1 The Measure p

In order to be able to control the L?-norm as well as the L?(p)-norm of v,
we will from now on work in the space H*(1 + p) = H' N H'(p) equipped

2

with the norm |[|Al|g1(14p) = (||h||§11 + HhHip(p)) . To obtain a solution to

@) in H'(1 + p) we adapt our assumptions on the noise. We assume that
Q2 is Hilbert-Schmidt as an operator from L2 into H!(1 + p). Q2 may for
example be given by a symmetric integral kernel, Qzu = J q(z,y)u(y)dy, with

S lla(z HHl(l_,’_p) dz < oo. Then for any orthonormal basis (ey) of L2, using
Parseval s identity,

D@ euli o = 3 [ ([ atevpentoias)
([ awpewi) (4 o)
= [ (o P + s ) 2) 0+ pla)

— [ 1)y < o
We make the following assumptions on p.

Assumption 3.1. (i) There exists a constant L, such that for all x € R and

y >0,
plz —y) < Lyp(z). (11)
(1t) There exists a constant K, > 0 such that
w pla) < Kppla). (12)

Condition (i) says that p should be roughly increasing. We have an a priori
bound on the growth of p since L#*¢ = 0 implies that

Y(x) = /000 e P F'(0(z — es))w x P(x — cs)ds

and thus P
vl < (|7
%

e
s (@)] < ||

< (17

Condition (ii) says roughly that p should neither grow nor decay too quickly
relative to w. It has already been noted in [I4] that this is a sufficient condition
for the existence of an L?(p)- valued solution.

In section Ml we prove that the conditions are satisfied in the case of expo-
nential synaptic decay.

1%

)ul@).

Ug
)
and similarly

Uy (),

such that

‘wx

; )p:: Mp. (13)

|pa] =
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Proposition 3.2. Assume that p satisfies {I3). Then for any n € H'(1 +
p) there exists a unique strong H'(1 + p)-valued solution v to the stochastic
evolution equation (4)). v admits a continuous modification and for all p > 1,

E( sup |[v(®)||%, < 00.
(50, 1001y
Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 2] it is enough to show that B(t,v) :=
—v 4w * (F(4(- — ct) + v) — F(a(- — ct))) is Lipschitz continuous in v. This
follows from the fact that for v1, vy € H', | using (I2),

Hw * (F(ﬁ(y —ct)+vi(y)) — Fla(y — ct) + vQ(y))) Hjll(l-i-/))

NI [ [t =)+ pla)daton o) — va(w)dy

< (1+H%
w

< (1 2 ) 1FE [ Kap)a(w)  vato)?a
< (4] 22 ) 1 4+ Ko R

The family of linear operators defined in (Bl satisfies

2
) AHEDIF 1) 3l 1y = Z20AN 1

wil)
HLth”%ﬂ(H—p) < 2(14—(1_’_‘?

It generates an evolution semigroup (P s)o<s<t<7 With

1Py shll i1y < €5 Al 114 p)-

v can thus be represented as a mild solution
t t
v(t) = €Pon Jr/ P, sR(s,v(s))ds + e/ P, sdWs.
0 0

3.2 An SDE for the wave speed

Set v™(x,t) = u(zx,t) — 4(x — ct — C™(t)) to be the difference between the
solution u to the stochastic neural field equation (2]) and the deterministic wave
profile moving at the dynamically adapted speed ¢+ ¢™(t) as defined in (). v™
satisfies the stochastic evolution equation

du™ () = (= 0™ (8) +wx (F'(a(- — ct — C™(£) 0™ (1)) + R™(t, 0" (1)) "
()i (- — et = C™ (1)) ) dE + cdW,
where
R (t,0" (1) = w x (F(a( — et — C™(8)) +v™(t)) = F(a(- - et — C™ (1))
— F'(a( — ct — cmu)))vmu)).

Set ™ (t) = ct + C™(1).
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Lemma 3.3. The adaptation of the wave speed ™ (t) = —m{v™(t),¥(-—™(1)))
solves the SDE
4 (1) = (= me™ (1) + mw™ (0, vl — £ ()" ()
—m(R™(t, 0" (t)), (- — sﬂm(t)»)dt —em(P(- — @™ (1)), dWy),
¢"(0) = —em(n, ).

Proof. By It6’s lemma,
m(0) = —em(n, b+ m [ et ()7 6), bl — 6 (5))ds
0

—m [ (=) o (FGC = @™ ()07 ()0l - 9™ (s))ds

0
- (R™(5,0™(5)), (- — @™ (s)))ds —m c (s)ds(iz, )
—em | (W(- =™ (5)), dWs)
=c"(0)—m ; (0™ (), L9 (- — @™ (s)))ds
- (R™(s,0™(8)), (- — ¢™(8)))ds
+m [ ()W (s), Y (- — ™ (5)))ds —m [ " (s)ds
0 0
—em [ ((-—¢"(s)), dW;)
0
=c"0)—m [ ™(s)ds+ m/ ™ (8)(W™(8), (- — ™ (8)))ds
0 0
| (R™(s,0™(8)), (- — ¢™(8)))ds —em ; (W(- =™ (5)), dWs)

3.3 Expansion with respect to the noise strength

As outlined in section we expect (- — ct — C™(t)) to track the stochastic
solution, which means v™ should describe the fluctuations in the wave profile.
As long as m is finite, this can however only be an approximate description.

We prove an expansion of the solution u to (2)) that allows to analyze the
behavior of the coupled system (v™,C™) to arbitrary order of e. In Section
B4 we will derive the expansion in the limit m — oo and analyze properties of
the coefficients in the expansion. In particular, we will show that the limiting
regime indeed corresponds to immediate relaxation to the right phase, thereby
justifying the expansion as a description of the effects of the noise.

Set pi(z) = p(z — ct). For h € C([0,T], H'(1 + p)) set

[Pllr = sup {|A(@)] a1t (14p0),
0<t<T
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and for f € C([0,T]) set |flr = supg<y<7|f(t)|- Here we move the measure
with the wave such that for all ¢ > 0,
||azUtTWHH1(1+pt) = ||t (- — Ct)||H1(1+pt) = ||ﬁ’$||H1(1+p)‘

Note that there exists a constant K > 0 such that [|h[|, < K [|h[|z1 (4, for

all h € HY(1 + p).

We start by formally identifying the highest order terms in ¢™(¢) using
Lemma Since we expect both C™ and v™ to be of order € (up to the
time horizon T') that leads us to define ¢*(¢) to be the unique strong solution
to

deg' (t) = —meg' (t)dt —m(p(- — ct), dWe),  ¢g'(0) = —m(n, ). (15)

Set Cg(t) = [ i (s)ds and g (t) = ct + eC(t).
Formally identifying the highest order terms in (I4)) we define v* to be the
unique strong solution to

dvg* (t) = (Levg*(t) + g () g (- — ct))dt +dWy,  v5"(0) =,
where L, is as defined in ({).

Remark 3.4. Note that, to first order, the dynamics of C™ decouple from those
of v™. This would not be the case if we had defined the phase in the unweighted
space L?. It is by defining the phase adaptation in L*(p) that we can achieve a
separate description of the influence of the noise on the two scales.

Fore>0,0<¢g <1, set
Tge = Inf{0 <t < T2 [0 |1 (14p0) = el_q}, (16)
where v is the solution from Prop. B2 and

=t ST (CP )] 2 ),

Theorem 3.5. Let ¢ < 5. Then on {rqe A7) =T},
u(z,t) = u(x — ct — eCy*(t)) + ev*(t) + er*(t)

with
[r e < aa(T)e' =24

for a constant aq(T) independent of € and m, and

P(1q.e N Toe="T) 0,

Proof. Set 07 (t) = u(t)—a(-— @ (t)) = v(t)+a(-—ct) —u(-— g (t)). Note that
by Taylor’s formula, there exists (x,t) with || < €|CF*| such that 97 (x,t) =
v(x,t) + eCP*(t)uy(x — ct + &(x,t)) and thus

156" Ol (1490 < N0 (11p0) + €l O Ol @l 111 (145 —0))-

Using () and (I3),
pla =€) < (L, v e')p(a), (17)
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and thus on {7, A7 =T},
158 17 < (14 (L v M ") 2 it 1 14)) (18)
ri* satisfies the pathwise evolution equation
ary(t) = (Lo (1)
¥ S (R — (1) +55(0) ~ Fal — o (1))
- F'( (- = @5"(1)0g" (1))
+ w* ((F'(a(- = ¢g'(1)) = F'(a(- — ct)))vg" (t))
e <—@ou>—%«—d»yﬁ
=1 (Lo (8) 4+ 1% (8) + 75 () + r7%5(t) ) dt.
By Taylor’s theorem there exist &1,1(x,t), &1.2(x,t) such that
eri’y (t) = sw (F(a(- = o5 (1)) + £.1())(@5" (1)),
ery(t) = —eCg (w = (F"(a(- — ct + &1.2(1)))ia (- — ct + £1,2(8)) 75" (1))

We therefore have, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, that
m 1 2 ~m
||r171(t)||§+pt < " ||F//||m//w2(;p — ) (@05 (y, t)dy(1 + pe(x))da

[ 2w

2 ~m ~m
< 1z IF 1% Iwllee (1 + Kp) g (DI 16" (D14,

and
[ Oy, <ICTOPIF" (@) |2 (1 + Kp) 155 ()13 4,

Recall that r]* can be represented as a mild solution,

' (t) = /0 P, s (r’f?l(s) + 7“{7}2(3) + r{’fg(s))ds.

Set R'5(t) = £( —a(- — () + a(- — ct) — eCF (t) i (- — ct)). We have
s (t) = (% ) RT'3(t) and therefore

t t
d
/ Pt757°17f3(s)ds = / h [Pt7sR’17}3(s)] + P, o(Ls + c@I)RTB(s)ds
0 0

t
= R0+ [ PalL+ )R
0



A Multiscale Analysis of Stochastic Traveling Waves 13

Recall that || P skl g114p,) < el+(t=5) |2l 1 (14p,)- Using Taylor’s theorem and
(@) it follows that

¢
H / Py sr'5(s)ds
0 HY(141)

€1 .
< §|Co )P trw (- — et — €130 ()| 711 (14-p1)

t
3 —s) € m ~
4L [ B0 L0 6) P (Ll 5 = €3 (6Dl a2
o+ elltnza(- = o5 = €1a2()ll 14, )ds
€ ~m el=ay1 3 * -~
< SICE B (Lp v M E (L4 L3 (5T = D)llzall a4

1
2
cLj

+L*

(5T = Dlftzaclmr14))-
Since for ¢ = 1,2

1Pesr i)z 1) < Lo () 1)

< M)l

< L,e(t=9) (1 + H Yo
w

2
00

we conclude that there exists a constant «;(7T") independent of m and e such
that
Iz < on (T)e! 2.

If 7,e NTg'e = Tq,e < T, then by continuity, almost surely, there exists tg < T’
such that,

7" = [lo(to)ll (144
= || = €C" (to)iia (- — cto + &(t0)) + €evg” (o) + er1" (to) [l (144

and thus
[vg" (to) — Cg" (to)ta (- — cto + £(to)) | mr (14p4y) = € T — €llrT" o)l 1 (1491 ) -
We therefore have that

P(1q,e A Toe = Tge < T)
< P(lvg" = Cgtiia (- — ct + &) |l7 > €7 = ar (T)e'29)

2€2q m m el—a "
< T e B IR + BICE Ry v e el 11 )
e—0 0.
Since

e—0

P(ry% < T) < P(IC|r > €79) < E(ICF'7) ——
it follows that

0,

P(1q.e N Toe < T) < P(1q,e N Tge = Tge < T)+ P(T;’f6 <T) 2000,
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Analogously we can obtain an expansion to higher order of e. Formally

identifying the highest order terms in 1¢™(t) — ' (t) we define ¢[*(t) to be the

unique strong solution to

4 () = (= mef (1) — gmlw s (F" (- — ct)) () (1)), 9 — ct)
e (g (£), Yo (- — et))dt + mCg () (- — ct), awy), (19
c*(0) = 0.

Set CJ(t fo ' (s)ds and @*(t) = ct + eCF(t) + €2CT(t). Identifying the
highest order terms in lv — v, set v]" to be the unique strong solution to
1

dop"(t) = (Lo} (1) + w s (F"(a(- = ) (5 (05")2(0) = G (8)ia (- — ety (1)) )

= G (OCE (Ot (- — ct) + (O (- — ct) ),
v*(0) = 0.
(20)

For arbitrary k € N, if F € Ck¥*! we can iterate the procedure and define iy,
and v;* ; by successively identifying the highest order terms in ek%l (¢ —ecfr —

—e" e ) and o (0™(t) —evo m(t) —...—€e*"1um ,(¢). This way we obtain
an expansion of u up to order €*. Set

O (1) = ct + eCF () + ...+ FCm (1),
Theorem 3.6. Assume that F € CKt1 for some k > 1. Let q < %H Then on
{Tg,e A Toe = T},
u(z, t) = (- — @y (1) + evg (8) + ..+ vy (1) + € (1)

with
il < o (T)e! ~kHDa

for some constant ay(T) independent of € and m.

We will prove the expansion for k = 2. For larger k the analysis can be
carried out analogously, but the formulas become unwieldy.
We start by deriving a useful representation of C7*.

Lemma 3.7.
cﬂwfufm*%w*ﬁwwwmgﬂ¥@
— O (3)ital- = es)0f(5)) ) (- = cs)ds
/nw%“@w%x%<>%<—mm3

,_/ me~™E=9) (CMY2(5)ds (), tiy).
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Proof. Integrating (I9)) we obtain

Cp(e) = [ (1= (= Sw (Pl = es) 0F)2(5). (- = c5)
e (s) (0 (s), (- — cs)>)ds
+ [ e Ny () (- - cs),diV)
0

By It6's Lemma,
[0 N ) )l — et
-/ e DO $) 0 (5), - — s))ds
- [ 0 ) (1 0. (55— et o)
() ) ) ds
- [ N )l es). ),

Using integration by parts we obtain that

t 1 t
- /0 (1 — e ™mE=))em (5)Cm (s)ds = 5 /0 —me” ™) (02 (s)ds,

and since (L — cOp )z (- — cs) = —F"(G(- — ¢s) )ty (- — cs)wx (- — ¢s), the claim
follows.

of Thm. [Z.8. Note first that, using Lemma [3.7],
1
€ < 0l [ s (B0 = es) (505 (9)° = €5 () = es)af? () s

t
m —m(t—s m 1 m
+ICE ol [ me ™I (o) + 1G5

Since
1 1

vo' (t) = g(v(t) +a(—ct) —a( —ep' (1) —ri'(t) = ~%0 (8) — 1" (D),

using Theorem and (I8) it follows that there exists a constant 81 (T") such
that on {7, A7, =T}

lvg [l < Bu(T)e™.
Therefore there exists a constant S2(T") such that

O |7 < Ba(T ). (21)

Set 07 (t) = v+a(-— ct) —i(- — ¢7*(t)). By Taylor’s theorem there exists &(z, t)
with [£] < [eCF" + €2C1™| such that

0 (t) = (t) + (eCg (1) + CT (1))t (- + £(1))
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and it follows that there exists a constant 83(T") such that
15"l < B3(T)e' 1.
We have

dry'(t) = (Lery (t) + r5y (8) + rs(t) + r5'5(1)) dt,

a
3
N
=
—
~
~—
I

we (F(a(- = @) + 57 (1) = F(a(- - @7 (1))
1

= Pl = @I O (1) — S F (@l — & ()@ (1)?)
s ((F(a( = o) = /@l - ¢ (1) (1))
w s (F(a( - ¢ (1) = F/(al- - b))

+ CFOF" (- — b)) (- — et)) 7" (1))

— ey (tyw + (B (0 — ct))ita (- — ct) (" (t) — v (1)) )
+gwe (B — o7 ()~ F(al- — et)) (7 (0))?)
S (PG — et)) (07 (1))? — (05" (1)?))

iy (t) = (ecg' () + € () (e (- — ¢7(1)) — (- — ct))
+ () CFM (t) g (- — ct).

+

Now

m 1 ~Mm ~m
eHlrg @), < %HF(B)Hio(l + I, [lwlloo 157 (D174, /(Ul ) (z,t)dx

1 =~ =~ 1
< S IFPNL O+ Kp)[wlloo |77 @)1, 157 (12177 (8)]1*

1 ~m
< %IIF@)IIZO(1 + K )[[wll oo B2 (|07 17

Concerning 5" 4 and 3" ¢, note that there exists £(z,t) such that
o (t) = 05" (8) + a(- — g () — - — @7 (1))
= evg' (1) + e (1) + C7 (D) ia (- — 95" (1) +6),
and hence, using (21]), for some constant 54(7T).
157" — evg?(|lr < Ba(T)e* 2.
We have .
€2T£7:‘2(t) = RQ?Q(t) + / P, s(Ls + c@z)RS?Q(s)ds
0
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with
R (t) = —a(- — @' (1)) +a(- — ct) = (eCy* (t) + CT (1) )it (- — ct)
+ 62%(06")2(15)1111( —ct).

Now all the terms can be estimated as in the proof of Thm. and we obtain
that there exists as(7T") independent of m and e such that

75l < az(T)e' 5.
O

Remark 3.8. Note that in the case k =1 (Thm. [F3) we could also define the
stopping time T4, as an exit time of the L*(1 + p;)-norm of v and obtain that
supg<r |77 () l14p. < a1 (T)e' =24, This is not the case in the proof of Thm.
[3.8, where we need to control |57 (t)||oe-

3.4 Immediate Relaxation

We now go over to the limit m — oo, presumably corresponding to immediate
relaxation to the right phase. Since all the estimates in section are inde-
pendent of m, the expansion will translate to the limiting regime once we have
computed the limits of the coefficients.
Denote by 75 the projection onto the orthogonal complement of 4, (- — c¢s)
in L?(py), i.e.,
Tsh = h — (h, lz) p(.—cs) Uz (- — C5).

Note that while CJ*(t) = fot ci*(s)ds is a process of bounded variation, in the
limit m — oo we go over to a process of unbounded variation. The convergence
is only locally uniform on (0,7") due to the initial jump to the right phase in
the limit.

Lemma 3.9. For any § > 0, for i = 1,2, almost surely

m—0o0

sup |C*(t) — Ci(t)] —— 0
§<t<T
and
sup [ (t) — vi ()| 1 7,
5§£TH 7)) = il g (149

where Cy(0) =0, vo(0) =7, and fort > 0,

Co(t) = —(n.4) - / (W(- — cs), W)

t
’U()(t) = Pt,O7T077 + / Pt,sﬂ-des;
0
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and where

Ci(t) = /0 fw (" (a(- - cs))(%v%(s) ~ Cols)ita(- = es)v0(s)) ) (- = es))ds

+ Colt){w0(t), - = ) — 5CRE) ),
0t = [ P (PG = es)(593(5) = Cos)ia (- = csjos) ) ds

+ C1 () (- — ct) — % /0 Pt,sﬁzz(' - Cs)ng(S)

We postpone the proof to the end of this section.

Theorem 3.10. Let 74 be as in (I6) and set 7,5 = inf{0 <t < T : |Co(t)| >
€1}, Then on {74 N7 =T},

u(z,t) = d(x — ct — eCo(t)) + evo(x, t) + ery(z,t),
and if F € C3, then
u(z,t) = a(z — ct — eCo(t) — 201 (t)) + evo(x, ) + vy (2, 1) + 2ra(z, 1),

where for k=1,2,
Irslly < e (T)e! =0,

with ay as in Thms. and[3.0, and

P(rge A0 =T) % 1.

Proof. Let 0 <t < 74 A7.%. Integrating (I5) we obtain that

Cr(t) = —(1 — =) () — / (1= e mE=9) (- — cs), dWs).  (22)

By Ité’s Lemma,
t
I (t) = —(1— ™), ) — / me=m =) (- — cs), Wa)ds
0

- c/o (1 — e ™)) (ahy (- — cs5), Wi)ds.

Therefore, for 0 < § < ¢,

m 5 _
IC s < [ )] + [lIW lls + 8l IW lls <=2 |(n, )| < 9.

Since for any § > 0 sups<s<; |C§"(s)] oo, sups<s<; [Co(s)| < e~ it follows

that also t < 74 A 7, for sufficiently large m. Therefore, using Theorem
and Lemma [3.9]

lers(8)ll s (14 pry < ) — (- — et — eCF () — i Ol g1 140y
+l[a(- — et — eGP () — (- — ct — eCo(t)) | g (1)
+ € |lvg(t) — Uo(t)HHl(lert)
< n(T)e2 21+ €| O (1) — Co(OI(Ly V M) E ([t | 1
e [05 (&) = vo ()l g1 (14

I o (T)e¥ ™%, as.

(1+p)
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Thus, on {74, A Toe = T}, Ir1lr < ap(T)e?=24.
The proof for the higher order expansion is analogous.

P(rg A0 =T) %1
is proven as in Theorem O

The term —(n, %) in Cj accounts for the initial phase difference between «(0)
and 4. We have

Var(Co(t)) = / (W — es), QUi — es))ds ~ (b, Qu)t

if the correlations are roughly translation invariant (they cannot be translation
invariant since @ is of finite trace). This is in accordance with the analysis of
Bressloff and Webber in [7].

Note that for ¢t > 0,

(000, = )y = (Promm, b = et) + | Pmado, il = )
= (ron, Pio(w(: =) + [ (Pt —at)madWy (23
= (mon, ) —|—/0 ((- = cs), msdWy) = 0.

In the frozen wave setting, v# is thus orthogonal to 1, in L?(p). Recall that the
frozen wave operator L¥ generates a contraction semigroup on @ . For ¢t > 0
we can therefore write

t t
v (t) = PP mon + / P &1, dW, = PP mon + / P mo®.dW,.
0 0
Using (I0) it follows that

t
lo®llpe = [0l < el + H [ 2t mv.a,

p

and hence
t
ot (12 1
E(luo(®)]75,) < 2¢7 t||77|\p+2/0 1P mo®s Q13 12,12y ds-
Let (ex) be an orthonormal basis of L?. We have
| P 0@ QF [, 2,120 = D IPEmo®sQFexlly < 79 Y Q7 exlly,
k k

< Lye N Q2 ex|f) < Loe " tr(Q)
k

and thus
L,tr(Q)

— 2K 2 1 —2K t— o0
E([[oF (£)]13) < 2¢72 |lnlly + 2L - (1 = e )tr(Q) == =—
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v# is thus a stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process on .
So far it is not clear that the expansion in Theorem gives the right
description of the influence of the noise on the traveling wave. A different
choice of Cy would yield another expansion and we are left to justify that our
particular choice of Cy provides the right picture.
Set pi(t) = ct + €Co(t) + ... + €*Ck(t). The Cy describe the phase shift

caused by the noise to order ¢**! in the sense of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.11. Fort < 7, A 7%, a = |lu — a(- — ct — €a)l|,, is locally
minimal to order € at a = Cy(t).

a = [Ju—a(- — ct — eCo(t) — €2a)ll p,(.—eco(t)) is locally minimal to order
at a = Cy(t).

Proof. Note that, using [23) and Thm. B3]

%di u(t) — a(- — ct — ea)||?, = (vo(t) +11(t), tia(- — Po(t)))ps
@ la=Cy(t)
= (vo(1), (- — ct)) + 0o(€?) = o(€”)
and
1 d? R s o . )
2daZ a:CO(t)IIu(t) —a(- —ct —ea)||?, = (i, ) + 0(e?) = € + o(e?).

Cy is thus such that ||u(t) — a(- — ¢t — eCy(t))||,, is locally minimal to order e.
Similarly we have that, using Thm. [3.6]

o lu(t) = a(- — et — eCo(t) = €a)ll3, (—ccore))
a=01

= 63<’Uo(t) + GUl(t) + 67“2(t), ’llm( — (pl(t))>pt(~fng(t))
= e'(= Co(t)(vo(t), u(- — ct)) + (vi(t), (- — ct))) + o(€?).
Note that
(v1(t), (- — ct))
= /0 (w * (F”(ﬂ(- — cs))(%v%(s) — Co(8)tz (- — cs)vo(s))) (- —cs))ds
T C10) + i ) CE (1)

2
= CO(t)<UO(t)ﬂ 1/%( - Ct)'

We thus obtain

2da

1d )
3a],_gy 10~ 5 et = Colt) = ) i = 0l
a=C0C1
and
1 d? . 5 X \
> daZ . (t)||u — (- —ct — eCo(t) — € all,, (—ccyy) =€ +ole").
a=C0C1
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Together with Proposition BI1] and the properties of vf)# , the expansion
expresses the stability of the traveling wave under the noise. With large prob-
ability, up to the time horizon T, the stochastic solution can be described as a
wave profile moving at an adapted speed with stationary fluctuations around it.

Remark 3.12. The spectral gap of L# expresses linear stability properties. The
control over ||vg(t)|,, allows us to derive local stability up to the time horizon
T, since the rest terms are of smaller order. The main problem in going over
to larger time scales is that we lose control of the L?-norm in estimates such as

lw 0?15 < Kpllv]lollv]l-

Proof of Lemmal3Z3 Using (22]) we obtain that for ¢ > 0,

C3'(t) = Co(t) = e ™ (n,¥) + /0 e — es), dW) =i e, ) + Sy

By Ité’s Lemma,
t
St = (- = ct), Wi = [ me™™ 09 (o — ), W
' (t )0
—m(t—s (o — ;Ws d
+/0 ce <1/) ( cs) > s
t
- / me” M) (- — et), W) — (- — cs), Wa))ds + e ™ (v(- — ct), W)
0
t

+ /0 ce ™) (4 (- — es), Wi )ds.

Note that by the Holder continuity of ¢t — (¥(- — ct), W), for any 0 < 8 < %,

Mp(T,w) = supj;_g < ‘(w(’_d)’Wltg__;llﬁ(‘_cs)’WS)‘ < oo almost surely (cf. [I§],

Thm. 3.3). We can thus estimate

| [ e (ot ), W) = (= ), W) ds

t
< M,@(T,w)/ me ™) (¢ — )P ds
0
< Ms(T,w) ! /OO “rPdr = Ms(T,w) ! I'(1+8)
w)— e "rPdr = w)—
>~ B ) mﬁ o B ) mﬁ ’
where I'(t) = [;° 2'~'e~*dx is the gamma function, and we obtain that

1
1Sul < My(Tow) 5T (1 +8) 4+ (™ [+ - [al) sup W (s)

Thus,

sup |Cg"(t) — Co(?)]
§<t<T

<e ™| pl(llnll + sup [W(H)])
0<t<T

C 1 m—oo
+— el sup W)+ —5Mp(T,w)I(1+8) === 0, a.5.
m 0<t<T m
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Now we consider vf". Since for s < ¢, P, s, (- — ¢s) = Uy (- — ct), we have for
t>0

t

t
vy (t) = Py on —|—/ o (8) Py sty (- — cs)ds +/ P, sdW;
0 0
= Pyomon + (n, )tz (- — ct) + Oy (t) i (- — ct)
t t
Ps des T ,dWs Am'—t
+/O T +/0(¢( cs), dWs )i (- — ct)
=vo(t) + (Cg" (t) — Co(t)) i (- — ct),
and hence

sup [|vg"(t) — vo (W)l 1 (140

§<t<T
< sup [CF(t) = Colt)] litall g1 (14 ) ——r 0, a.5.
§<t<T

The convergence of C7* follows from Lemma B.7 and the convergence of C{”
and vy,

Using ([20) and

— M (8)CY (8) Py sTize (- — ¢8) + " (8) Pr stz (- — ¢5)

— (d%Pt,s + Py o(Ls + ¢0y)) (— %(C(T)Q(S)am(. — e8) + OT(8) it (- — c3))
we obtain

o' (t) = /0 P, sw * (F”(ﬂ(~ — cs))(%(v{')”)Q(s) — CIM(8)lg (- — cs)v{’)”(s)))ds
= SO Wiaa- = et) + CP (Wia(- — et)

1

5 [P+ Dl — e

Using the convergence of C§*, CT*, and v{", and the fact that by Itd’s Lemma
1o L[t o, X
~3 o (V) lge (- — ct) — 5 | C5(8)Py,s(Ls + cOp)lgy (- — cs)ds
2 N L[ty d .
= ——Cit) Pty (- — ct) + = | CH(8)—(Prslga(- — cs))ds
2 ’ 2 0 dS ’

t
= *—/ Pt,s'&xm(' - CS)ng(S)7
0

the convergence of v]* to vy follows.

4 Asymptotic behavior of u,, 1), and p

. . . . . lz|
In all of this section we assume exponential synaptic decay, i.e. w(z) = %6_7

for some o > 0. We will show that Assumption 3.1l on the density p is satisfied
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for this choice of kernel. To this end, we analyze the asymptotic behavior of .,

1, and p.
We assume that there exist z; < 29 such that F”(z) > 0 for z < 21, F”(z) <
0 for & > z9.

Set ¢(x) = w * ().

Lemma 4.1. (i) There exist y1 < y2 such that lgz(x) > 0 for x < y1 and
Ugae(x) <0 for > ys.

(i) There exist §1 < g2 such that ¢.(x) > 0 for x < g1 and ¢.(x) < 0 for
T > Yo.

(iii) For all x < @y := min(a~(21),y1,91), Yz(x) > 0, while for all x > o =
max(ﬁ71(22)5y2752)7 ’l/)m(l') S 0.

Proof. (i) We have

W(x) — c%lgz(x) = (1—0 A)/O e *wx F(4)(x + cs)ds
= /0 e *F(u(x + c¢s))ds > F(u(x)),

which implies that 024, < @ — F(4) < 0 for z > 4~ (a).
Let by = min {z : F'(z) > 1}. Assume that there exist 21 < 1o < 47 1(b1)
such that Gy, (1) = 0,4y (22) = 0 and Gy (x) < 0 for 21 < & < x2. We have
U — 0% lpy — Clly + 0 lgey = (1 — 0 A) (0 — cily)
= (1—c*A)w* F(a) = F(2)

and therefore

0=o0? (ﬁzz(SC?) - ﬁzz(xl)) = 0‘72(11969696(5”2) - ﬂmxm(xl)) - C(ﬁz(z2) - am(xl))

>0 <0
+ d(z2) — F(a(22)) — ((z1) — F(a(21))) > 0,

=[F2(1=F' (i())) e (x)dw>0

which is a contradiction. Thus, since @, > 0 implies that @z, (z) > 0 for
arbitrarily small z, the claim follows.
(ii): ¢ satisfies

Fl(@)p = (1+¢0z)p = (14 ¢d,)(1 — 0*A)¢p
= ¢ + c¢z - U2¢zz - Ca2¢zzz-
There exist 2] < z4 such that F'(4(x)) < 1 for all x < 2] and « > 2. Since

ffoo o (y)dy = ¢(x) > 0 for all z, there exist arbitrarily small z such that

¢.(z) > 0. Analogously, since f;o ¢ (y)dy = —¢(x) < 0, there exist arbitrar-
ily large z such that ¢,(z) < 0. We show that there exists no positive local
maximum of ¢, on {F'(4) < 1}. Then (ii) follows.

So assume there exists xg such that F’(@(x0)) < 1 and ¢, attains a positive
local maximum at xg. Then, using (24)),

0< (1 - F/(ﬁ(1'0>>>¢($0> = 7C¢I($O) + 0—2¢II($O) +CU2 ¢mmx($0) < Oa

<0 =0 <0

(24)
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which is a contradiction.
(iii): v satisfies ¥ + cip,, = F'()¢. Differentiating we obtain

o (@) + e () = F7 (0(2)) e (2)$(2) + F'(0(2)) b0 (x) = g(a).

For z < 1, g(x) > 0 and for = > 2, g(x) < 0. Thus, ¢ does not attain a local
maximum on (—oo, 1), nor a local minimum on (xg,00). Since ¢ > 0 there
exist arbitrarily small z such that v, (x) > 0 and arbitrarily large = such that
¥z (2) < 0, and the claim follows. O

Let 1 =1 — limg oo F'(G(2)), 62 = 1 — limy 00 F'(G(2)).

Theorem 4.2. Let € > 0. There exist x1(e) < x2(€) and /o1 < o1(c) <
1,V05 < 02(c) < 1, such that for all x < 21,y > 0,

ﬁ+s
() < 7 Vi (z —y),

S1(e)—e 51(e)te

em 7 Yp(z—y) <g(z) <e" 7 Yoz —y)

and for all x > x4,y > 0,

3a(c)te Sa(c)—e
e T Vi () <tig(x+y) <e” P Y, ()
_ oot
e V() <oz +y)

Fori=1,2, §;(c) is the unique positive root of fi(x,c) = ca® + oa® — cx — dic,
and is increasing in ¢ with §;(0) = /9; and lim._, &;(c) = 1.

Proof. Let 41,72 be as in Lemma [£1] Note that

Oiara(r) | (I = 0*A)is(x)
Gy () RE)
—1_ (I -0°A) fooo e Sw * (F'(0)ty)(z + cs)ds
- Gy ()
—1— I e—sF/(a(xA—i-(cs)))az(x + cs)ds,

and since F'(4)¢ =¥ + ctby = (I + ¢0)(I — 0?A)¢,

Ponsle) _ | U+ 00) " (P ()0)a)
() oz
o fooo e SF'(u(x — c¢s))p(x — cs)ds
¢()
So if ¢ = 0, then 025:7’(”;”)@) = 1— F'(u(z)), which converges to d; and d2 for

x — —oo and x — oo, respectively.
Now assume that ¢ > 0. For « < g1, Gz, (z) > 0 and thus

z1—x

§1/0 ’ e *F'(u(x + cs))

02l 00 (T)

Uz (x + cs)

z1—®

<1 f/ ’ e F'(4(x + cs))ds === 5.
0

ds
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Thus, there exists x1(¢) such that for x < 1,

N 01+€

U (z) < - Uy (),

and since (a2, (z) — 2E02(2)) = 2000 (7) (loes () — 254, (z)) < 0 and

limg oo (42, () — 2942 (2)) = 0, it follows that g, (z) < Y24, (z) and
S

hence for y > 0, 4z(x) <e” o Yiy(r —y).
For & > @2, ¢, (x) < 0 and thus

A 1—/ ’ e *F'(u(x — cs))
0

T —2z9

o(x — cs)
P(x)

r—00

<1 —/ ‘ e *F'(u(x — cs))ds —— 0
0

ds

and we obtain similarly to the above that there exists x5 such that for z > xs,
N
y>0,d(w+y) >e 0 Yo(a).

N 02w () N 02 g ()
Next we show that 67 (¢) := limy—, —oc 5755 and 03(c) := limy 00 =225
exist. Note that |¢,| < %(b such that for z < z; and y > 0, ¢(z) < e%y(b(z —y).

It follows that for = < zq,

o? ¢zz (-T)

<1- / e F'(ii(x — ¢s))e” 7 ds
o(z) 0
T——00 g c g (1)
1-(1-6 = =:0
- ( 1)0—1—0 U—i—cJr Yote ()

with §; < 551)(0) < 1. It follows that there exists z; such that for x < 1, y > 0,

VW ()+e

¢(zr) <e o YP(x —y). Using this improved bound, we obtain that

2 e’} /5(1)((:) p
7 brr (@) <1 —/ e SF'(a(z —cs))e ™ = e g
o(z) 0
T——00 g (2)
—1-(1-0) =: 67" (c, €).
o+ \/5%1)(c) +ec
Thus, limsup,_, ‘722?;)(96) < 5§2) (c,€) 2009 (1-6)—2— = 5%?)(0)

U+\/5§1)(C)C B
with §; < 5%2) (¢) < 651)(0). Iterating this procedure we obtain a decreasing
sequence 6§") (¢) > 01 satisfying

g

o+ \/5§") (c)e

5" =1-(1-6)

Thus, &; (¢) :=limp 00 6%") (c) satisfies
o3 (c) + 002 (c) — cdy(c) = 610

and is therefore the unique positive root of fi(c,z) = cx® + ox? — cx — ;0.
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On the other hand, for small enough x,

2 e’}
9 s (@) >1- / e F'(i(x — es))ds === 6y,
o(z) 0
and hence
2 0 s
7 bua () >1 —/ e *F'(u(x — cs))e” T es g
0

¢(x)

IO (1 6y) =5V (c, e).

o
o+ 01 —ec
Thus, liminf, . Uzif;)(z) > 5/1(1)(c, €) — =00 — (1 = 01)

1

—2— = 5\(0)
with §; < 5'1(1)(0) < 1. TIteration of the procedure yields an increasing se-
quence 5£(n) (¢) < 1 and §7(c) := limp—00 6/1(") (¢) is the unique positive root
of fi(c,z) = ca® 4 ox® — cx — 610. Hence, 8 (c) = 01(c) and it follows that there
exists 7 such that for z < x1, y > 0,

y 51(C)+ey

¢ —y) < Px) <e - Yo(zr —y)

Analogously, we obtain that there exists zo such that for x > x5, y > 0,

51 (c) €

_S@ite 62<c> e
o

Yig(2) < Gg(z+y) <e Yiig (2),
where 05 (¢) is the unique positive root of fa(c,x) = cx® + o — cw — dac.

Since for i =1, 2,
d

d N

= 2 (e, Bi0) = Al () + - u(e) o e i),
2 fi(c,0i(c)) = 83(c ¢) - di(c) < 0, and 2 f(c,8;(c)) > 0, it follows that d;(c) is
increasing in ¢ with 6;(0) = \/§; and 1imcﬁoo 0i(c) = 1. O
Proposition 4.3. (i) There exists constants 151, 152 such that lzzlqﬁ <y < l%gqﬁ.

(ii) Let € > 0 (small enough) and let x1(e) < x2(€) be as in Theorem [{.3
There exist constants ki, ko, k7, kb such that for x < x1, y > 0,

81(e)—/61—2¢ 1(e)+e
kiem = Up(z—y) < plx) <kse” o Vp(z —y)

and for x > xo, y > 0,

, 5200 52*2€y 5o (c)te

e e plz —y) < pla) < kye™ 7 Yp(z —y).
Proof. (i) We have
(1 + Oy )by = F" (@) lpw x b + F' (0)w,, x 1

and thus

e (z) = /OOo e *(F"(t(x — cs))lig(z — cs)w * P(z — cs)

+ F’(Aﬂ(fn — ¢8))wg * P(x — cs))ds
(152 oo
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It follows that there exists l~€1 such that

_ YAt

1
T T@ SR

Let 1, %2 be as in Lemma [Tl Fix § > 0. Then for > g» + 6,
x o
s =wro@) 2 [ wle-pe) = [ e
r—0 0
and for z < g; — 0,
x40 o
> — dy = d .
o@) = [ wta =iy = [ wldri)

Forz1 — 0 <z < x5+,

miny, —s<y<ws+s O(Y)
o(x) 2 MmaXy, —§<y<wa+o 1/’(9)1/}@)7

and the claim follows.
(ii) For ¢ < x1, y > 0,

- ¢(z*y) ~ 8i(e)—/F1—2¢ d)(:c) ];;2 _ 51(e) =51 —2¢
—y) <k <k A < Zemm o ¥
p(l‘ y) = 2’&1(55_ ) > Rg€ ﬂm(.’L') = kle p(SC)
and
pla—y) > Ty DETY s ey 00 Ky by )
g (2 —y) Uz (2) ~ ko
For x > 29, y > 0,
= b+, Px) ko sacerte
z+y) <kge o Y- < =e - x),
p(z+y) < ke ) = T p(z)
and -
k1 82(c)—/52—2¢
plrty)>=—e = Ypx).
ko
O

Corollary 4.4. There exists a constant L, such that p(x —y) < L,p(x) for all
ze€R andy > 0.

Proof. By Proposition 3] there exist 1 < x3 and a constant k such that
plx —y) < kp(x) for x < a1,y >0, and p(z —y) < kp(z) for . —y > a2,y > 0.
fz—y<a << a, then plz—y) < kplar) < kg 22— —p(x), if o —y <

ming,; <.<az, P(2) P

21 < 29 < z, then p(z —y) < kp(x;) < /{32%/)(:1:), and if 11 < 2z —y < 29,
then p(z — y) < kotXn<e<e PE) O

minml <z<zgy p(Z)

Corollary 4.5. There exists a constant K, such that for all x € R,

/w(w —y)p(y)dy < K,p(x).
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Proof. Fix € > 0 (small enough) and let x1, z2 be as in Theorem .21 We denote
by k an arbitrary positive constant that may change from step to step. By
Proposition A3l we have for = < x1,

w s pl)
* 1 S1(e)te
<k [ w— gy +k [ w0 gy
T2 o0 52(c)+5 (y—l2)
+ [ w(z—y)dy o max py) +k [ wx—y)e - p(x2)dy

:le+12+13+14.

Clearly, I} < kp(z). Since di(c) + € < 1, also I, < kp(x). Note that p(z) >

81 (e)te z1—x zo—a
ke &

(z1—z)p($1)_ As f;f ’LU((E — y)dy = %(6_ o —e o ), it follows that

. Sa(e)te -
Since fmoj w(x — y)eé2 - (=22)dy < ke=, we have

z —51(§)+€(11—m) p(‘rE) < 21 —71751““)76(11—1) p(.’L‘)

Iy <keve <keve < kp(x)
p(r1) p(r1)
For 27 <z < x5, we obtain as above that
wp(z) < kplan) + wax p(y) +kplas) < h—PE
@1 <y<as ming, <y<a, P(Y)

Finally, for x > xo,

wepla) < hpa) +_was plo)+k [ wle (o)

z1<Sy<z2 2

32<c)+e(

b [ e g)e S FE0 o)y

Noting that do(c) + € < 1 and that p(z) > kp(xs), we see that also in this case
w * p(x) < kp(z), which concludes the proof. O
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