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Modulation and amplitude equations on bounded domains for nonlinear SPDEs
driven by cylindrical a-stable Lévy processes
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Abstract

In the present work, we establish the approximation of nonlinear stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE) driven
by cylindrical a-stable Lévy processes via modulation or amplitude equations.

We study SPDEs with a cubic nonlinearity, where the deterministic equation is close to a change of stability of
the trivial solution. The natural separation of time-scales close to this bifurcation allows us to obtain an amplitude
equation describing the essential dynamics of the bifurcating pattern, thus reducing the original infinite dimensional
dynamics to a simpler finite-dimensional effective dynamics. In the presence of a multiplicative stable Lévy noise that
preserves the constant trivial solution we study the impact of noise on the approximation.

In contrast to Gaussian noise, where non-dominant pattern are uniformly small in time due to averaging effects,
large jumps in the Lévy noise might lead to large error terms, and thus new estimates are needed to take this into
account.
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1. Introduction

Models of modulation or amplitude equations [@ , |ﬂ, @] have proven to be rather universal and efficient in
describing the dynamics associated with a qualitative change of stability (bifurcation). Such structures emerge in
fields ranging from spatially and temporarily oscillating wave packets ] to long waves in dispersive media [@] and
spatio-temporal pattern in dissipative systems 31]. In particular, the Ginzburg-Landau equation plays a prominent
role as the effective modulation equation for the description of pattern forming systems close to the first instability
since the 1960s; see Newell and Whitehead [Iﬂ]. Among these, arguably, the most prototypical one is the Allen-Cahn
equation with bistable behavior [Iﬁ], which characterizes interface motion between two stable phases.

The mathematical justification of modulation equation beyond pure formal calculations has been started in the
early 90th, see for example [@, , , @, ]. All these results and many later treated the case of unbounded
domains, as in the bounded doamin case the theory of center manifolds is available in order to reduce the dynamics,
which does not help in the stochastic case.

Earlier works in the stochastic case studied almost all the case of Gaussian additive noise, and starting from [IE]
many articles explored the use of amplitude approximation in order to qualitatively examine the dynamics of stochastic
systems near a change of stability. The quantitative error estimates are usually done pathwise with high probability or
in moments on the natural slow time-scales close to the bifurcation. Nevertheless modulation or amplitude equations
can also give the approximation in the long-time behavior, for example the approximation of the infinite-dimensional
invariant measure for a Swift-Hohenberg equation [ﬁ]. Also ideas presented in [B ] can be used in approximating
random attractors or random invariant manifolds via amplitude equations.
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The case of multiplicative Wiener noise is not that well studied, but also here amplitude equations provide insights
into the impact of multiplicative noise in SPDEs close to bifurcation; see [B] for an example and [@] for general results
on scalar one-dimensional noise.

It is worthwhile to note that here we consider our SPDEs on a bounded domain only, thus leading to a finite
dimensional space of dominant patterns that change their stability. In this setting, the amplitude equation turns out to
be a stochastic ordinary differential equation (SDE) describing the amplitude of these dominant modes. For the case
of SPDESs on an unbounded domain, the effective equation is no longer an SDE and the amplitude of a dominant mode
is slowly modulated in space, thus the reduced model is still an infinite dimensional SPDE. Nevertheless, we will not
focus on this case here. See ] for the full approximation of Swift-Hohenberg perturbed by space-time white noise
on the whole real line, ] in the case of a simple one-dimensional noise, and [[12] for large domain.

In this paper, we study the following class of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) driven by cylindrical
a-stable Lévy process of the following form,

du(t) = [Au(t) + 2 Lu(t) + F(u(®)]dt + £+ Gu(t))dL (1), (1.1)

where A is a non-positive self-adjoint operator with finite-dimensional kernel, £2.£ represents a small deterministic
perturbation with a small parameter £ > 0 measuring the distance to bifurcation (the change of stability). The non-
linearity # stands for a cubic mapping where one standard example is the cubic nonlinearity —u*, and G(u) denotes
a Hilbert-Schmidt operator with G(0) = 0 so that the constant u = 0 is a solution to equation (II). The prototypical
case is the multiplication with # combined with a fixed Hilbert-Schmidt operator independent of u that regularizes the
noise. The noise L*(¢) is a cylindrical a-stable Lévy process on some stochastic basis with the index a € (1,2) of
stability. We will give more details on the setting in our assumptions below.

Our aim in the present work is to explore the asymptotic dynamics in the limit € — 0 of solutions u(#) to equation
(TID on the natural slow time-scale of order £~2. Utilizing a separation of time-scales, near a change of stability for the
linearized operator A + &2 £, the system (I.I) can be transformed to the slow dynamics where the dominant pattern is
still coupled to the dynamics on a fast time scale. A reduced equation eliminating the fast variable and characterizing
the behaviour of dominant modes significantly simplifies the dynamics to an SDE, which we classify as amplitude
equation identifying the essential dynamics of dominant pattern.

The scaling of the @-stable noise is chosen in such a way that it has an impact on the slow time-scale. If we take
a larger exponent in the noise strength /%, then we expect the noise to have no impact on the approximation, while
for smaller exponents the noise should dominate it and we loose the impact of L. Another equivalent point of view is,
that with a fixed noise strength we have to choose exactly the right distance from bifurcation in order to see an impact
of the small noise on the bifurcation.

The main advantage of a-stable noise is that as in the Gaussian case it is a self-similar process that scales in time,
so we can rescale equations to the slow time-scale easily. The disadvantage are the large jumps. These lead to large
error terms and we are not able to use uniform error bounds in time as in the Gaussian case.

Previous approximation results via amplitude equations considered mainly square integrable processes or even
Gaussians having all moments. This rules out the interesting cylindrical a-stable Lévy process that only has finite
pth moment for p € (0,a). Many tools developed so far are not suitable to treat cylindrical a-stable Lévy noises
with the loss of the second moment, such as Kunita’s inequality, Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Da Prato-
Kwapien-Zabczyk’s factorization technique [@, ]. Therefore, we require new and different techniques to explore
the cylindrical a-stable noise more carefully. A challenging problem in this paper is how to handle the nonlinear
terms, where the techniques of stopping times is used frequently in order to cut-off the nonlinear terms that get too
large. But in connection with large jumps induced by the cylindrical a-stable Lévy noise this causes many technical
problems which we had to overcome.

Our presentation is structured as follows. In Section 2, we briefly present the theoretical assumptions and analysis
tools of the estimates for main results. While Section 3 provides our main results for considering the amplitude
equation of equation (II). In Section 4, we analyze examples to illustrate applications of our main results. Finally,
Section 5 summarizes our findings and showcase our conclusions, as well as a number of directions for future study.



2. Assumptions and analysis tools

Throughout the paper, we shall work in a separable Hilbert space H, endowed with the usual scalar product (-, -)
and with the corresponding norm || - ||. For any 6 € R, by using the domain of definition for fractional powers of the
operator A,

H = D(1 - AY) = |h = Z e hy = (h,ep) € R, Z(ak + 1%} < oo,
k=1 k=1

where ¢, is an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions such that —Ae; = Axex and

(- A h = Z(ak + Ve, he D1 — A,
k=1

lallg = 1) hxedlls == II(1 = Al 1= 4| Y (A + 1R,
k=1 k=1

where := will be used hereafter to denote definitions. It is straightforward to infer that H 0=, H' = D1 = A))
and H Y is the dual space of H".
The cylindrical a-stable Lévy process L(¢) is defined via

with the associated norm

00

L) = ) Liew. 120,

k=1

where {L;(1)};2 | are independent one dimensional a-stable Lévy processes on stochastic base (€, 7, {#}1>0, P). They
are purely jump Lévy processes and have the same characteristic function by Lévy-Khinchine formula [10], i.e.,

E[eti®] = "t > 0,k € N*, where y(&) is the Lévy symbol given by
0@ =l = [ @ =1 iy,
R\{0}
Here v, is the Lévy measure satisfying L\IO} 1 A |yP*ve(dy) < oo, which is determined by

1
Va(dy) = c(l,a)Wdy,

al(5)
2= AT (1-2)
random measure of L{(¢) by

where ¢(1, @) = and I" is the Gamma function. For # > 0 and Borel set B € B(R \ {0}), define the Poisson

N(t, B) = )" p(Li(s) - Li(s-)) = #{s € (0,1] : L(s) - Li (s-) € BY,

O<s<t

where Lj(s—) is the left limit of L{(s). The function v,(B) = E(N(I, B)) of the Lévy measure is to describe the
expected number of jumps in a certain size at a time interval (0, 1]. Furthermore, define the compensated Poisson
measure of L{(¢) via }

Ni(t, B) = Ni(t, B) — tvo(B).

According to the Lévy-Itd decomposition [Iﬁ], L; () are able to be expressed as

Li(1) = f ‘ lyIVk(t, dy) + f ‘ lyNk(t, dy). (2.2)

In order to study system (I.I)), we impose the following assumptions.

3



(A1). (Linear operator A ) Assume that the leading operator A is a self-adjoint and non-positive operator on H with
eigenvalues {—A;};”, such that 0 = 4; < ... < A..., satisfying 4x — oo for k — oo. The eigenvectors {e;};” | of A form
a complete orthonormal basis in H such that Ae, = —Ayey.

Denote the kernel space of A by N := ker(A). According to assumption (A1), N has finite dimension n with
basis ey, ..., e, i.e., N = span{ey, ..., ,}, which means 4, = 0 < 4,;+;. By $. we denote the orthogonal projector from
H onto N with respect to the inner product ¢-,-) , and by P, := I — P, the orthogonal projector from H onto the
orthogonal complement S = N+, where 7 is the identity operator on H. For shorthand notation, we use the subscripts
¢ and s for projection onto NV and S, i.e., A, := P. A and A, := Py A. We define L., L, F. and F in a similar way.
(A2). (Operator £ ) Let £ : H? — H for some # € R, o € [0, 1) be a linear continuous mapping that commutes
with P, and Ps.

This assumption is crucial for our approach. If we do not assume that . and £; commute with £, then we expect
an additional linear coupling of @ and b in our formal calculation below, which changes the result completely.

(A3). (Nonlinearity 7). Suppose that F: (H?)? — H®7, with 6 € R, o € [0, 1) from (A2) is a trilinear, symmetric
mapping and satisfies the following conditions. For some C > 0,

IF v, Wllo-o- < CllullglVllglwllo  for all w, v, w € H’. 2.3)
Moreover, we have on the space N the stronger assumptions

(Fe(u),uy <0 forall ueN, 24
(Fe(u,u,w),w) <0 forall u,we N, (2.5

and for some positive constants Cy, C; and Cs,
(Fel, v, w) = Fe(w),uy < =Collull* + Crlwll* + CaolwlPIvI*  forall u,v,we N. (2.6)

To ease notation, we use ¥ (u) = F (u, u, u) for shorthand notation throughout the paper.

Let Lys(H, H?) denote the space consisting of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from # to H?, where the norm is
given by ||‘P||iHS = Yo, [IWeill? for any orthonormal basis {ey b of H.
(A4). (Operator G) Assume that G : H? — Lyg(H, H?) satisfying G(0) = 0, with # € R from (A2) and (A3), is
Fréchet differentiable up to order 2 and fulfills the following conditions. For one r > 0, there exists a constant /, > 0
such that for all u, v, w € H? with |jully < 7,

IG5 < Llullo, 2.7
G () - VliL,g < LrlIVIlg,s (2.8)

and
IG” @) - (v, WllLys < LVIlslwlle, (2.9)

where the notations G’(1) and G” (1) denote the first and second Fréchet derivatives at point u, respectively.

We need to control the convergence of various infinite series, which is possible if the noise is not too irregular.
(AS). Define By so that [|P:[G’(0)v]exl| < Bellvll for all v € H? with ||ulls < r then we assume that Y, Bx < co.

This means that 8 decays sufficiently fast when k — co. The assumption )7, Bx < oo is stronger than Hilbert-
Schmidt, which would be 33| 87 < co.

It is well known that A is the infinitesimal generator of an analytic semigroup {e""'};so on H? with

et‘ﬂ( Z hkek) = Z ef/lkthke‘k, t>0.
k=1 k=1
Then we have the following useful estimate. It is a classical property for an analytic semigroup and we omit the proof.

Lemma 2.1. Under assumption (A1), for all o < 6, p € (A, Aus1), 1 € N7, there exists a constant M > 0, which is



independent of h € H, such that for any t > 0,
e Phlly < Mt PP, (2.10)
To give a meaning to the solution of system (LLTJ), we use the definition of local mild solution as in [Iﬂ].

Definition 2.1. (Local mild solution). An H%-valued stochastic process {u(t)}ejo.y, is called a local mild solution of
equation (1) if for some stopping time 7., > 0 we have on a set of probability 1 that u € D([0,1.,), H?) (i.e., a
process with cddldg paths) and

! 13
u(f) = e u(0) + f I Lu(s) + F(u(s))]ds + et f e"IAG(u(s))dL(s)
0 0
forallt e (0,7,y).
Moreover, T,y is maximal, which means that P-almost surely T, = 0o or limy s, ||u(t)|lg = oo.

Remark 2.1. The proof of the existence and uniqueness of a local mild solution should be fairly standard under our
assumptions, using a cut-off of the nonlinearity so that the nonlinearities are globally Lipschitz together with a fixed-
point argument. Although this is not present in the literature, we will not go into details in this paper. For simplicity,
ew always assume that we have a mild solution in the sense of Definition ..
Let
N-1
W) = Pollio)() + D Wellgg,1(8) @.11)

k=1
be a simple stochastic process, where 0 = 1] < ... < ty = T, and P are ¥, -measurable Lyg(H, H?)-valued random
variables. We assume that WV is predictable in the sense that fork € {0, 1, ..., N—1}and h € H' 0 Wh are ¥,-measurable
FHO-valued random variables. Write the stochastic integral with respect to the a-stable cylindrical Lévy process L?:

N-1

fo W)L (5) = ) Bu(L (et A D) = L (1 A D),

k=1

which is not continuous [IE].

To extend the definition of the stochastic integral to more general processes, it is convenient to regard integrands
as random variables defined on the product space [0, T'] X Q, equipped with the product o-algebra B([0, T]) X . The
product measure of the Lebesgue measure df on [0, T'] and the probability measure P is represented by Py := dt X PP.
Let A(Lys(H, H?)) denote the space of predictable processes W : [0, T] X Q — Lys(H, H?) such that

1

T =
¥l o= E( fo ), ds)” < oo, ae(12).

That is, A(Lys (H, H®) = L([0, T1xQ, B([0, T)) X F, Pr; Lys (H, H?)). We denote with A*(Lys(H, H?)) the space
of simple processes of the form Z.I1). We follow the approach of [IZII, Proposition 4.22(ii)] to verify that the space
AS(Lys (H,H?) is dense in the space A(Lys(H,H?)) with respect to the norm || - |[5. Regarding this, we have the
following proposition.

Proposition 1. If¥ is a process belonging to A(Lys(H, H?)), then there exists a sequence {¥,} of simple processes
belonging to A*(Lys(H, H?) such that ||¥ —¥,|[x — 0asn — oo.

Proof. Since the space Lys(H,H?) is densely embedded into A(Lys(H,H?)), there exists a sequence {¥,} of
Lys (H, H%-valued predictable simple processes

N-1

Wa(1) = Poulon (1) + D Wenls,1(0)
k=1



on [0, 7] taking on only a finite numbers of values such that
(7, w) = ¥o(t, )l 1O

for all (t,w) € [0,T] x Q. Consequently ||¥ — W,|[x» | 0. Therefore it is sufficient to prove that for arbitrary A €
B([0,T]) x F and arbitrary £ > 0 there exists a finite sum B of disjoint sets of the form

(s,f]xF, 0<s<t<T, Fe¥F, and {0} xF, F € ¥y, (2.12)
such that
Pr{(A\B)U(B\A)} < e.

To show this let us denote by K the family of all finite sums for sets of the form (2.12). Because @ € K and if
Bi,B, € K then By N B, € K, K is a n-system. Let G be the family of all A € B([0,T]) X F which can be
approximated in the above sense by elements from %K. One can check that K c G and if A € G then the complement
A€ satisfies A° € G, and that if Ay € G forall k € Nand A, NA,, = & for n # m, then U2, Ar € G. Hence
o(K)=8B(0,T]) x F = G are required. O

Remark 2.2. Using Proposition[ll we are able to extend the definition of stochastic integral fot Y(s)dL*(s) to all

A(Lys (H, H))-predictable processes V.

A moment inequality was proven for a-stable Lévy process in the case of real-valued integrand and vector-valued
integrator from , Theorem 4.2]. When p < «,
1 » T 2
E( sup || [ F(s)dL(s)ll)" < CE( f |F(s)"ds)", (2.13)
0

0<t<T 0

where real process F € LI([0,7]),0 < g < 2. Similarly, one can obtain the following moment inequality. See [@]
and also [27] for the L2-theory.

' . » T . 2
E( sup || | W(s)dL"(s)lls) < CE( f IECs)IF, ds)"
0<t<T  Jo 0
Remark 2.3. It should be highlighted here that we can take Y(s) = G(u(s)) to introduce one of our main tools
t » T P
E( sup || | Gu(s)dL(s)lle) < CE( f G, ds)" (2.14)
0<t<T  Jo 0

which is a crucial moment inequality in investigating system (LI). Note that it does not apply to the stochastic
convolution in the Definition 1)), as the integrand there depends on time.

3. Framework and main result

Focusing on investigating the local mild solution u such that it is small of order O(g), we introduce the slow time
scaling T = &t. Let us split it into
u(t) = sa(e’t) + eb(%1),

with a € N and b € S. By projecting and rescaling to the slow time scale, we obtain
1 -
da(T) = [Lea(T) + Fe(a(T) + b(T)1AT + =G (ea(T) + eb(T))dL*(T) (3.15)
€

and
db(T) = [éﬂsb(T) + Lb(T) + F5(a(T) + b(T)]dT + éGS(sa(T) +eb(T)dL*(T), (3.16)



where L*(T) := s%L“(s’zT) is a rescaled version of the a-stable Lévy process. It is based on the fact that a-stable
Lévy process L*(¢) is self-similar with Hurst index 1/¢, i.e.,

Len L eVerow, ¢>o0,

where “ = ” denotes equivalence (coincidence) in distribution.

Using the mild formulation, we rewrite the equations (3.13) and (3.16) into the integral form:

T T T
a(T) = a(0) + f Lea(tydr + f Fela(t) + b(1))dT + é f G.(ea(t) + eb(1))dL* (1) (3.17)
0 0 0
and

T T
b(T) = & T7p(0) + f ¢ T=OR L b(r)dT + f ¢ " T=OF (a(1) + b(1)dT (3.18)
0 0

T
1 f ¢ TG (sa(r) + eb(r))dL* (7).
0

&

Denote the corresponding four terms arising in the right-hand side of system (3.I8) by Q(T), I(T), J(T) and K(T),
respectively. That is
b(T)=Q(T)+ I(T)+ J(T) + K(T). (3.19)

We shall see later that b is bounded and it’s integral is small as long as a is of order one (see Remark [3.]] Lemma
and Lemma [3.T1] for the precise statements). Only Q(T) with the initial condition and the term K(7') are not
O(¢), but Q(T) is only of order one for very small times and the integral of K(7) is O(g). Thus by neglecting all
b-dependent terms in (3.13) or (317) and expanding the G, term we obtain the amplitude equation

de(T) = Lep(T)dT + F(e(T)AT +[G(0) - o(T)NAL*(T),  ¢(0) = a(0). (3.20)

Integrating (3.20) we obtain

T T T
@(T) = a(0) + fo Lep(r)dr + fo Felp(n)dr + fo [G1(0) - p(D)]dL (7). (3.21)

Note that the noise in the SDE is still infinite dimensional, but G.(0) - ¢ = P.[G"(0) - ¢] is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator
that maps L%() into the finite dimensional space N.
Define the overall error between u and gp by R(E) = u(t) — sgo(szt) or

R(T) := u(e>T) — ep(T)
= ela(T) — o(T) + b(T)]
= ela(T) — o(T) + Q(T) + I(T) + J(T) + K(T)). (3.22)

With our main assumptions we have the following main result on the approximation by amplitude equation, which
is proved later at the end of this section .

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (A1)-(A5) hold. Let u be the mild solution of (1) with initial condition
u(0) = ea(0) + &b(0),

where a(0) € N and b(0) € S. The solution ¢ of the amplitude equation (3.20) satisfies the initial condition ¢(0) =
a(0). Then for any p € (0,a), Top > 0 and all small « € (0, 1%), provided ||u(0)lg < £'7/> we obtain for the error R
defined in (3.22) that

2-1 )
IED(”RC||L°°<l(lToJ;’H") zé 9K) 0 and P(”RSHU’([O,TOJ;W") >’ 7K) — 0.

-0
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Let us first remark that in the previous result for the time 7., of existence of our local mild solution we also have
Ty > £ 2T, with high probability.

Now we need to introduce a stopping time in connection with process (a, b). This stopping time is equivalent to a
cut-off in (L)) at order slightly bigger than e. Also this stopping time is the reason, why we only need local solutions
for the SPDE that might not exist for all times.

Definition 3.1. For the N X S-valued stochastic process (a, b) satisfying the integral equations (3.17) and (3.I3) ,
some time Ty > 0 and small exponent k € (0, %), we define the stopping time T as

= To AInf{T > 0: |la(T)llg > € or [IB(T)|lp > & ). (3.23)
Remark 3.1. In the decomposition of b(T), for Q(T) = e TA:p(0) the following estimates hold:

E sup IQT)l) <E sup Ce™ T Ib(O)l < ClIbO)I,

0<T<r* 0<T<tr*
Ef I0(n)llgdr < ECf efg_zppTllb(O)llng < C2|b(O)]ly.
0 0

Before proving the main result Theorem[3.I] we need to state some technical lemmas used later in the proof.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that the assumptions (AI)-(A5) hold. For p € (0,a) and v from Definition[3.1] there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

E sup (D < Ce*~ (3.24)
0<T<r*
and
E sup [J(D) < Ce*~7, (3.25)
0<T<t*

Proof. By virtue of the estimate (Z.10),

T
E sup [[(T)lly =E sup | e‘?’z“*)y‘a&b(r)drllg’
0<T<t* 0<T<t* 0

T
<E sup [ [ lle& T % £b()lodr]”
o<r<r Jo

T
< CE¥PE sup [ f T — oy L, b(O oo d )

0<T<r* JO

T
< CEVE sup [ f e T — 2yl
0

0<T<t*

T -2
< Ce¥P sup [ e PT=(T — 1)~ 7 2 dr]P
0<T<t* JO
o7
< Ce¥72P gup [ e "r7dr]’
0<T<t JO

< CPmkp

Now, let’s prove inequality (3.23),

T
E sup /(DI E sup || [ ¢ TP F(ar) + br))drll]

0<T<t* 0<T<t* 0

T
E sup [ [ lle® T F(a(z) + b(r))lledr]?
0<T<r* JO

IA



T
< CETE sup | f e PTD(T — 2 7 F () + bl odT?
0<T<t* JO
4 -2
< C&PE sup | f e PINT — 1) la(r) + b()5dT)”
0<T<r JO
T -2
< C&PE sup | f e PImN(T — 1) 7 " dr)P
0<T<t JO
& 2pT
< Ce? R sup [ f e "rdr]?
0<T<t JO
< Ceror,
This finishes the proof. O

For I and J, we have uniform bounds in time that show the smallness of both terms. The bounds of the error term
in Lemma[3.3] will thus be determined via the estimate on K. But here we encounter serious problems. By large jumps
due to the noise, we are no longer able to show that K is small uniformly in time. We can only verify bounds for K in

L7 ([0, 7°]; HO).

Lemma 3.2. Assume the setting of Lemma3_1l Then it holds for every p € (0, @) that
E f IK(@)l2dt < Cela=207+2, (3.26)
0

Proof. To show the estimate (3.26), we use the Riesz-Nagy-trick [@] here, which embeds a contraction semigroup
into a larger Hilbert-space, where it is a group defined for all times. Let 4y be a positive constant less than 4, but
close to it. For any p € (0, @), by using the maximal inequality for stochastic convolutions [Iﬂ] based on the Riesz-
Nagy theorem (as Ay + Ao generates a contraction semigroup on S), the condition (2.7) for G, and the definition of
the stopping time 7°,

T* T* 1 T B
E f IK(0)llbdr E f - f e Z(T”)ﬂYGs(ea(r)+sb(r))dL”‘(r)||ng
0 0 € Jo

IA

To 1 T B
E f ||11[0,T*]; f e TG (ea(r) + eb(r)dL (b dr
0 0

IA

To 1 TAT" B B
E f - f ¢ TG (ea(r) + eb(N)dL (P dT
o €Jo

To
[
0
1 To -2 T -2 2 ~
= 7 e~ V|| fo e TATDENG (sa(r) + eb(r)dL (r)|lhdT

I
&

f Torqe® TG (sa(r) + eb(r)dL ()|l dr
0

™=

IA
A

To T, 2
f | f ¢ M g e lla(r) + bl dr|” dT
0 0

T() . T 2 o r
C f P /lgp‘r[ f g 2ok ,ae /lordr]ad,r
0 0

T() P
2 —g2 -2 a
< Ceg@ mf e lopf[e%“ /lor—l]"d‘r
0

2
< Cs(;—Zk)erZ.

IA

This confirms that the estimate (3.26)) holds. O



Corollary 3.1. The expression (3.19) for b, Hilder’s inequality, triangle inequality, equivalence of norms and Lemmas
BAlandB2 provide

Ty
E[ fo Lo @Ib@IGdr] < CE] fo

Ty I3
< Ca]E[fo Lo @U@ + @l + (D)l + IIK(T)IIZ)dT]“

To 4
Lo @Ib@llgdr]”

< CoE[1IbO)l) + sup @)} + sup V@) + sup f IKIldr]
O<r<t* O<r<t* 0<r<t* JO

2p—6k
< Cope™P.

Note that this L”-bound on b is not sufficient to obtain the estimate and remove the stopping time. Here we will
need uniform bounds both on a and b. This will be done in the following results.
Let us rewrite the equation (3.17) for a as the amplitude equation plus an error term (or residual):

T T
a(T) =a(0) + f [Lea(T) + Fela())ldT + f G.(0) - a(t)dL () + R(T), (3.27)
0 0

where the error term is given by
T
R(T) = f [3F c(a(7), a(r), b(1)) + 3F c(a(7), b(7), b(7)) + Fc(b(7))]1dT
0

T
¢ [ [ Guteate) + sb(e) - GL(O) - a L 0. (3.28)
0

Lemma 3.3. For any p € (0, @), there exists a constant C, > 0 such that
T 2
E sup || [ Fela(r),a(r),b(m)drll) < Cp(e=" P + 27> ||b(0)|;)

0<T<t* 0

Proof. Using b = Q + I +J + K from (3.19), by brute force expansion of the cubic,
T T T
f F(a(D), a(), b(D)dr = f Fula(D), a(), Q(T)dr + f F(a(D), a(x), I(D)dr
0 0 0
T T
N f Fula(D), a(r), JO)T + f Fu(a(D), a(r), K(D)dr
0 0

=R (T) + Ri2(T) + Ry 3(T) + Ry 4(T). (3.29)

Now we estimate each term separately. Since all H®-norms are equivalent on N, by Definition B.1]

T
E sup [[Ri (DI} <CE sup [Ri (DI, , <CE sup [fo [[Felal(t), a(t), Q(T))||97(Td7-]p

0<T<t* 0<T<t* 0<T<t*

T To
<CE sup | fo la@IZIQ@ledr|” < 7| fo le” T b(0)llpd7|”

0<T<t*

< CP 2 [Ib(O)ly-

10



For Ry 5(T), by the estimate (3.24), we argue that

T
E sup [[Rio(Dlly < CE sup [IRi2(T)lly_, < CE sup [f IIﬁ(a(T),a(T),I(T))Ilefadf]p
0

0<T<t* 0<T<t* 0<T<t*

T T
P —2K,
< CE sup | f la@IZ@lodr|” < Ce™7E sup f @l dr
0 0

0<T<t* 0<T<t*

< Ce?rp,

Due to the estimate (3.23)), we get

T
E sup ||R1,3(T)||§'SCIE sup ||R1,3(T)||§'_J§CE sup [f ”7‘2(0(7’),0(7’),J(T))||970_d7.:|p
0

0<T<t* 0<T<t* 0<T<tr*

T T
<CE sup | f laIFI@llpdr]” < Ce™PE sup f IJ(llgdr
0 *JO

0<T<t* 0<T<r

< Ce?r8ep,

Based on the estimate (3.26), we obtain

T
E sup ||R1,4(T)||§'SCIE sup ||R1,4(T)||Z_USCIE sup [f ”7‘2((1(7’),(1(7’),K(T))||970_d7.]p
0

0<T<t* 0<T<t* 0<T<t*

T T
<CE sup | f laIZIK@ledr|” < Ce™VE sup f IK@Idr
0 0

0<T<t* 0<T<t*

2_
< Cs(; 4/<)p+2‘

Thus we finished the proof. O

The following two lemmas can be treated in a similar manner. We omit the proofs.

Lemma 3.4. Assume the setting of Lemma([3.3] For any p € (0, @), there exists a constant C, > 0 such that

T
E sup || [ Fela(r), b(@), b(@)dr|ll < C,(2713 4 2272 |b(0)[127).

0<T<tr* 0
Lemma 3.5. Assume the setting of Lemma([3.3] For any p € (0, ), there exists a constant C, > 0 such that

T
E sup || | Felb(@)drlll < Cple=""%% + £7||b(0)||27).

0<T<r* Jo
Lemma 3.6. Assume the setting of Lemma([3.3] For any p € (0, ), there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that

T

1 ~
E sup || | |=Gelea(r) +eb() = GL0) - a(|dL* (D)l < Cpe .
0<T<t* 0 &

Proof. By the moment inequality (2.14)), a direct calculation yields

T
1 .
E sup || [;Gc(sa(‘r) + &b(1)) = G.(0) - a(‘r)]dL"‘(T)Ilg

0<T<r Jo
To ] P
< CE[f ]1[0,7*](1')||;Gc(sa(7') +&b(1)) — G.(0) - a(‘l’)”zm d‘r] “
0

To 1
< CE[](; ]1[0’7*](‘1')”;(;(861(7') + &b(1)) — G'(0) - a(T)II%HS d‘r] . (3.30)

11



Utilizing the Taylor formula and G(0) = 0, we can check
éG(sa(T) +&b(1)) — G'(0) - a(1)
= é[G(O) + G'(0)(ea(r) + eb(1)) + %G”(z(‘r)) - (ea(t) + &b(7), ea(t) + sb(‘r))] - G'(0)-a(t)
=G'(0)- b(1) + gG”(Z(T)) “(a(t) + b(1), a(7) + b(7)),

where z(7) is a vector on the line segment connecting 0 and ga(r) + eb(r). With the conditions (2.8) and (2.9), we
obtain
1 ’ @ ’ &€ 44 a
IIEG(ea(T) +&b(1)) = G(0) - a(Ilg,,, = 1G"(0) - b(7) + EG (1) - (a(7) + b(1), a(r) + b)),

< CUB@IIE + ella(l® + bR

After substituting the above estimate back into (3.30), we derive
Tl y
E sup || [ |=Ge(ea(r) +£b(r) = G,(0) - a(n) JdL* (@)l

0<T<t* 0
P
@

To
< 8] [ Lo @I + £l + oWl a]
0

To »
< Cpe” ™ + C,E| f Lo-1@lb@ldr]",
0
where the last estimate is obtained via the definition of 7*. Hence, using Corollary 3.1l leads to
T ~
E sup || | [=Ge(ea(®) +eb(0) = G(0) - a(n)|dLD)ll] < Cpe" 5.
o<r<r Jo €

O

It should be pointed out here that Lemma[3.3/3.6]reveal that the remainder R defined in (3.28) satisfies the follow-
ing estimate.

Lemma 3.7. In addition to the assumptions (Al)-(A5), the suitable condition ||b(0)|ly < & is set. Then for any
p € (0, @), there exists a constant C, > 0 such that

E sup [IR(T)If < Cpe?™ '8, (3.31)

0<T<t*

As we have a good bound on the residual R, our focus will now be on the solution of the amplitude equation (3.20)
in conjunction with (3.13). The following uniform bound depending on the initial condition a(0) for the solution ¢ is
necessary to bound a and later to remove the stopping time from the error estimate. It is worthwhile to note that the
following lemma would also allow us to confirm the existence of global solutions for the amplitude equation.

Lemma 3.8. Under assumptions (Al)-(A5), for any p € (1, @), there exists a constant C, > 0 such that

E sup llp(Dlly < Cp(lla(O)lly + 1). (3.32)

0<T<T,

Proof. Define a smooth function f on H by

FO=(- 1P +1)%. (3.33)

12



As aresult, for any x,h € H,

f (x)h = %u, (3.34)
(IR +1)'2
n (p-2) (p-1)
£y = —L—(hmy + L=y < PP, (3.35)
(I + 1) (I + 1) (IR + 1)
Moreover,
(o (&
IF ol < ¢x”l <A™, Wl € ————— < C).
(2 + 1) (I + 1)
It follows from It6’s formula ([Ij, Theorem 4.4.7]) that
T
ST = flatoy + [ [SERLED, T PED) e
0 (IR + D'E (el + 1)
© AT
S () GL0) - trveo) e INar
k=1 iz
© AT
S () GL0) - gtryved) eI
k=1 i<l
=) T G/ 0) - , _
30 [0 [ 16t + G0 ptemen) - fiptroy - CELENALIED, 4yyar
=1 Y0 Vi<l (lp(r=)IP + 1)2
= (||a(0)||2 + 1)% + [1(T) + I,(T) + I3(T) + 14(T). (3.36)

Define a stopping time 7 := Ty A inf{t > 0 : [|o(?)|| > n} < Ty, n € N. Note that we need to use a stopping time 7~
in order to have ¢ bounded. A-priori we do not know that the moments of ¢ are finite, thus we consider the process
only up to the stopping time 7~ which ensures this.

Taking account of (3.34), assumption (A2) and the bound on ¥ from (2.4}, we obtain

,
E sup IH(T)l < C,E f l(oIPdr. (3.37)
0<T<T 0
Using (3.34) again, we obtain
.
E sup |7 <C ) B fo f V) + G0)- playes) = fle)INddr dy))

0<T<T

.
C > UE( fo f V@) + G0 plmyen) - F@D)Val(dy)dr)

1

00
k

00
k

00

IA

T 1
C > UE( If (¢(x) + £GL0) - p(T)yen)lIdENGL0) - p(r)yerllvaldy)dr)
0 [y[=1 JO

k=1

o T
<Cp ) fo f ‘ 1(||<,o<r>||"*‘ +1GL0) - e(@)yerll” HIGLO) - @()yerlva(dy)dr)
k=1 yi=

> T
<G[( D8 f | ) + DB f ‘ DPve(dn)E fo el de]
[yl k=1 yI=

oo
k=1

-
SCpEf llp(D)lIPdT. (3.38)
0

13



Since the compensated compound Poisson process N is a martingale, by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality

[14] and (B34, we figure out

0<T<T

T 1
E sup [I(T)] <CZ ([ f| V6@ + GLO) - ren) = Fe(e) Py ()
yl<

o=

T 1
<C Z ( If/(@(7) + £GL0) - ¢()ye)IPdEIGL(0) - p(TIyerlPvaldy)dr)
=l 0 i<t Jo

IA

o T 1
¢y ([ P £ 160 eGP (i)
k=1 i<

00

. l o l
Al [ pewan] s el [ vPran] el [ netnerae]

k=1 i<l k=1

T 1
SCPE[ sup |I<p(‘r)||”f |I<,0(‘r)||”d~r]2
0<7<T 0

-
< GE sup [l +CpEf sup [le(s)ll’dr, (3.39)
0

0<7<T 0<s<t

where we used Young’s inequality in the last inequality. The Taylor’s expansion and (3.34)-(3.33) imply that

G’(0) - s
Fo(®) + GL0) - pmyyer) — flg(ry) — Ll e peO e

(keI +1)! 72

o0 T
B swp Iumi<cyE [ f
0<T<T k=1 ly

<1
’ 2
f [
pi<t (lle(l2 + 1)
Coy i [ bPvatane f ool dr
= < 0

)
<C,E f @I dr. (3.40)
0

<Cp

g EMS

I/\

Combining estimates (3.36)-(3.40) yields
-
E sup llo®I” < Cp(llaO)II” + 1) + C[?Ef sup [le(s)|[Pdt.
0<1<T 0 O<s<t

By an application of Gronwall’s lemma, we thus derive

E sup llg@II” < C,p(lla(O)lI” + De“” < C,(lla(O)]” + 1)er™.
0<1<T

As the equation above holds for any radius n € N in the definition of the stopping time 7~ we can pass to the monotone
limit to obtain
E sup [lp(DI” < Cp(lla(O)lI” + 1).
0<T<T,

Finally, recall that the norm in % and the norm in H are equivalent on . O

The next step now is to remove the error from the equation for a to obtain the amplitude equation. We show an
error estimate between a and the solution ¢ of the amplitude equation.

Lemma 3.9. Thanks to the use of (A1)-(AS5) and [|[b(0)llg < &7, for any p € (1, @), there exists a constant C,, > 0 such

14



that
E sup [la(T)— (D < Cpel™ .

0<T<t*

Proof. For the proof we derive an equation for the error a — ¢ and proceed similarly that for the bound on ¢. But as R
(defined in (B.28)) is not differentiable in the Itd-sense, we first substitute g := a — R. Clearly, we have

T T T
8(T) = a(0) + j(; L(g(1) + R(0)dT + jo‘ Fe(g(n) + R(1))dt + j(; G.(0) - (g() + R()dL (7).

Defining the errore := ¢ — g = ¢ —a + R, we get

T T T T T
e(T) = f Lce(‘r)d‘r—f LCR(T)dT+f 7%(90(7'))(1‘1’—\[ 7’}(90(7')—€(T)+R(T))d1’+f Gé.(O)'(e(T)—R(T))dZ,a(T).
0 0 0 0 0
Let f be the smooth function on H given by
FO =117 +6,)%, where 6, = &

For any x,h € H,

fon=—=L
(P +6,)'
and ) |
e = —r s PP ey < —PPTD e
(Ixll? +6,)' (Ixll? +6,)* 2 (Ixll? + 65)' "

Applying It6’s formula to compute

F(e(T))

I3 T T
gt f (Lee(d), pe(:)}g e [T LR, pe@ﬁ e
0 (le@IP +06,)' 0 (le(@)ll? +6)' 2

. fT (Felgp(r) = Folplm) = e(r) + RD)). pe®))
0 (le(@IP +6,)' 2

© AT
+ Z \/0‘ f [f(e(=) + G.(0) - (e(T) — R(7))yer) — f(e(r—))INi(dT, dy)
k=1 yi=1

© T
+ Z fo f ‘ ][f (e(t=) + GL(0) - (e(T) — R(D)yer) — fle(t—))INk(dT, dy)
k=1 y<

> (T G'(0) - -R , -
£y f f [F(e(=)+ GL(0) - e(r) — R(oye) — fler—y) — el AD = ROWew PETD Y, 1y
= Jo Iy (lex=)I2 +6.)'
We derive , ,
f —w"e(ﬂ’pe(?_)g dr<C, f lle()lIPdr, (3.41)
0 (le@IP +6)' 0
and
T T T
(T ALR@ e f IR, _ . f PRl
_r - _P = ¥p
0 (lle@IP +6,)' 0 (le@IP +6,)'" 7 0
T T
SC,,f ||e(‘r)||”d‘r+C,,f [IR(T)||PdT. (3.42)
0 0
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By condition (Z.6), Young’s inequality makes sure that

fT <ﬁ<¢<r))—ﬁ(¢<r)—e(f)l +pR(T)), pe) c, fT IR(@|I* _irec fT ||¢(T)||2||R(T>1||ZP 5
(lle(D)I? +65)' 0 (eI +6:) 2 0 (le@I?+6:)' 2

T ) T p
<G, f RIS dr+C, f le@IPIR@IPS:  dr. (3.43)
0 0

The stochastic term is bounded as follows. We examine

E sup f fl | 1[f (e(t=) + G(0) - (e(7) = R(D)yer) — f(e(T-)INi(dr, dy)'
=

0<t<t*AT =1

I/\

¢”3
L i TM%

T AT
f f | Ie(®) + GL0) - (etr) = RO)yeo) — eIV )
TAT
Cy Z E( fo I+ 1G0)- (o)~ ROl IGL0) - (e) = ROty
k=1 iz

s T AT o0
< Cp[ ;ﬁk f) o VVe(dy)E fo leNI” lle(r) = R(x)lldT + Z Bl f

T AT
E( f N |£(e(x) + GL0) - (e(r) = R(D)yer) — f(e(T)lva(dy)dT)
vz

E

IA

T AT
C f o f If" (e(T) + £GL(0) - (e(T) — R(D))(1)ye)lldENG.(0) - (e(t) — R(T))yeknya(dY)dT)

IA

TAT
YPve(dy)E fo lle(r) = R(D)II” dT]

k=1 =1
AT

T AT
SCE [ Ml + el IRONdr + CE [ el + IR Idr
0 0
T AT T AT
< CpEf lle(DIPdt + C,,IEf [IR(D)||PdT, (3.44)
0 0
where we used Young’s inequality in the last inequality. By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,

E sup

0<t<t*AT

> f (e + G(0) - (e(r) ~ Ryer) = flelr)INu(dr. dy)|
k=1 Vi<

0

TNT
L f f| O+ G0~ (en) ~ Rim)yer) - Fle(@)Pva(dy)dr)’
NES

k=1

IA

IA

Mg

T AT 1
C E fo fl » fo |If’(€(T)+§Gé(0)-(E(T)—R(T))yEk)lI2d§IIG2(0)-(6(7)—R(T))yEkIIzva(dy)dT)2
yl<

IA

T AT 1
Cr Z E( fo y 1(||e(r)||2”—2 +IGL(0) - (e(r) = ROyerl P IIG0) - (e(T) = RT))yerlPvoldy)dr)’
k=1 i<

00

CP(ZIBk[f

k=1 lyl<1

IA

1 TAT 1
bPvadn)| E| fo le@IP"2lle(r) = R@IPdr]*

0 1 T AT 1
A f| D] fo lecr) ~ ROIdr]*)
k=1 i<

T AT

T AT 1 1
CoE| fo He@IP? + lle@IPIR@IPIde|* + C,E| fo Hle@IP? + IR@IP 17|

IA
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T AT 1 T AT 1
< G| f lemI*dr|” + C,E| f IR@IPPdr|*
0 0
T T AT 1
< CE sup eI +Cp f E sup lle(rlPdr + C,E| f IR@)IPPdr]’. (3.45)
0<T<t*AT 0 0<r<r*At 0

The Taylor’s expansion has been successfully used to monitor

E sup

0<t<t*AT

® TNT
<cYE f f
kzz; 0 [yl<1

AT f IG2(0) - (e(r) = R(D))yexl
bi<1

> ([ G.(0) - -R , pe(t—
S [ [ e+ G0y tetn - R - fretr-y - CLEOZEODLLLIDY, (g3
k=1 YO Jhi< (le@)IP? +6¢)
G'(0) - -R ,
Fe(D) + GLO) - (e(r) ~ REoye) - fle(ry) — Ll (D) = RO pe(r)
(le@IP +5,)'""

Vo (dy)dt

IA

P
e

=
5

0 ve(dy)dt
= (le@I? +6.)' >
Gl T AT 2
lle(T) — R(7)|l
<, S g f bva(dy)E f et ~R@IE_ ;-
”; “ Jyia 0 (le(m)IP +6.)'""

T AT 2 T AT R 2
< C,,Ef lle()l| —dr+ C,,Ef IRl -
0 (lleI*+3d:) > 0 (lleI*+3d:) >

TNAT T AT 2oy
< C,,Ef lle()|IPdr + CpEf ||R(T)||26§ dr.
0 0

(3.46)
Therefore, it should be evident from collecting together (3.31), (3.32) and (3.41)-(3.46) that
T
E sup eI < C,e?™ " +C, f E sup [le(r)|/Pdr.
0<t<t*AT 0 0<r<t*At
The use of Gronwall’s lemma allows us to identify
E sup lle(T)|lf < Cpel™ %7,
0<T<7*
where we used that the norm in H? and the norm in H are equivalent on N. Moreover, because of (3.31),
E sup [la(T) =Dl <E sup lle(DIj +E sup IR < Cpe” 7.
0<T<7* 0<T<7* 0<T<t*
|
Remark 3.2. It is worthwhile to note that due to Lemmal3.9 and (3.32), for any p € (0, @) and « € (0, %),
E sup lla(Dlly <E sup [|a(T)—@(D)lly +E sup [le(Dlly < Cp(llaO)ly + 1). (3.47)
0<T<t* 0<T<r* 0<T<t*
A remarkable find of Lemma[39lis the following bound on R.(T) = &[a(T) — ¢(T)):
Corollary 3.2. For any p € (1, a), there exists a constant C, > 0 such that
E sup [[RADIE < Cpe®r~'8 . (3.48)
0<T<t*

As Lemma[3.Jlindicates that I and J are uniformly small, but up to now we only verified an L”-bound on K. But
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in order to show that the stopping time 7* is large, it is important to bound
1 ’ £ 2(T-1)A Fa
K(T) = - e *Gg(ea(t) + eb(1))dL" (1)
€ Jo

uniformly in time. The moment inequality (2.14)) is unfortunately not available here, as the integrand in K(T') depends
on 7. We will use again the Riesz-Nagy-trick.

Lemma 3.10. Assume the setting of Lemmal3.9 For any p € (0, @), there exists a constant C), > 0 such that

E sup [K(D)lly < Cpe™. (3.49)

0<T<t*

Proof. There exists a Hilbert space H and a unitary strongly continuous group {U(#)},cg on H such that H embeds
isometrically into H and the contraction semigroup ¢ on H is a projection of U(%), i.e., PU(t) = ¢ on H for all
t > 0, P being the orthogonal projection from H onto H. The moment inequality (2.14) and Riesz-Nagy theorem
recognize that

1 T L B
E sup KD <E sup |- f ¢ TN ()G (ea(T) + eb(D)AL @]
0<T<7* 0<T<T, € Jo

1 (7 .
=E sup |- f PUAT)U (1) Ljo+)(T)G(ga(t) + eb(1))d L (T)|I}
0

0<T<T, €

P

1 To 14
< C,,E(s—a L NU(=7)10.0(7)Gs(ga(T) + sb(‘r))H‘st d‘r)"

P
@

To
< CB( [ Lo llatn) + beoar)

To 2 To 4
< Cog [ tor@lacoigar]” + €8] [ toribeoiar]
0 0

Notice that when 7 < 77, the first term on the right-hand side is bounded by C&™ " uniformly in time. Consequently,
we observe from Corollary 3] that
E sup KD < Cpe™.

0<T<t*

O

Furthermore, by the definition 5(T) = Q(T) + I(T) + J(T) + K(T), Remark 3.1l Lemma [3.1] and Lemma
enable us to gain a detailed understanding of the bound on b.

Lemma 3.11. With assumptions (AI)-(A5) and ||b(0)llg < &7, for any p € (0, @), there exists a constant C, > 0 such
that
E sup [[b(T)Il) < Cpe™. (3.50)

0<T<t*

Before continuing, we construct a subset of Q, which enjoys nearly full probability.

Definition 3.2. For k € (0, t%), from the definition of T* as in (323), define the set Q* C Q of all w € Q such that all
these estimates

sup lla(Dllg <™, sup [Ib(Tllg <&,  sup [IR(Dlly < &' and Ry(TDllrorjpey < €

0<T<t* 0<T<t* 0<T<t*
hold.

Lemma 3.12. The set Q* in Definition[3.21 has approximately probability 1.
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Proof. 1t is natural to consider

P(Q") 21 =P sup [la(T)lly = &™) —P( sup [I6(T)lly = &)

0<T<r* 0<T<tr*

—P( sup [IR(Dllg = &) = PAR(Dllpp om0y > € 7).

0<T<t*

Admittedly, Chebychev’s inequality, Corollary B.1land (3.47)-(3.50) illustrate

P(Q") 21 = () E sup [la(T)Ilj - () "E sup [Ib(T)l]

0<T<7* 0<T<t*
_ (2-19k\—q q _ (3-Tk\—q q
(9 UE sup IR = & R0

>1 — Cskqg—%l(q _ CsZKqS—Kq _ C8(19K—2)q8(2—18/<)q _ C8(7K—3)q8(3—6k)q

— 1.
e—0

O

Lastly, at the level of the present considerations it is relevant to point out that ||a|| < €™ on [0, 7] with probability
almost 1. Let us finally prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem[31] As the definition of Q* and 7* suggest

Q' c { sup la(Dllg < €™, sup [|b(T)lls < s‘ZK} Cir" =Tyl cQ.

0<T<7* 0<T<t*

This permits us to obtain on Q* that

2-19 3-7
sup [[R(Dllg = sup [IR(Dllg <& and |IR(D)llrro.701:1) = IR(Dller om0y < 87,
0<T<T, 0<T<t*

such that

P( sup [[R(T)llp 2 &*7'*) < 1-PQ) — 0 and P(IR(Dlrorypse) 2 &) < 1-PQ) — 0,
0<T<T, & £

respectively. Recalling representation (3.22)) of R, the proof is finished. O

Remark 3.3. The uniqueness in the previous theorem should be understood by choosing a version of the solution,
i.e., by changing it on null sets.

4. Examples and applications

In this section, we provide two examples to corroborate our analytical results. The first example is the Ginzburg-
Landau equation, which is an effective amplitude equation for the description of pattern forming systems close to the
first instability. Consider the following stochastic Allen-Cahn equation (real Ginzburg-Landau equation), subject to
Dirichlet boundary conditions, with linear multiplicative noise on the domain D = [0, 7] of the type

Buu(t) = (0% + Du(t) + ye*u(t) — ud (1) + &+ u(8,0"*L* (¢), (4.51)

where A = 2 + 1, £ := yI, F(u) := —u’, and G(u) = uQ'’?, the multiplication operator combined with the
covariance operator Q defined below.

We scale the linear term to be close to bifurcation by choosing y&> and choose a noise strength of order &7 with
the index of stability @ € (1,2). In this case both the noise and the linear (in)stability will survive in the amplitude
equation.
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The noise L*(¢) is a cylidrical a-stable Lévy process on some stochastic basis (Q, 7, {7 },cr, P) defined via
L) = Z Li(tyey, t=0.
k=1
and the covariance operator Q is defined by Qe; = ,Biek where {8}, is one given sequence of positive numbers

satisfying
Zﬂk < oo and Z,B,%kz < o0,
l=1 k=1

Let H = L?*([0,n]) be the Hilbert space of all square integrable real-valued functions defined on the interval [0, 7]
we are going to work in. Denote H(l)([O, m]) as the Sobolev space of functions with square integrable derivatives that
satisfy Dirichlet boundary conditions.

The existence and uniqueness of global mild solutions (i.e., 7., = o) for equation (£31)) based on a Galerkin
approximation is standard, so we won’t go into detail here.

The eigenvalues of —A = —d> — 1 are calculated accurately to be ; = k> — 1, k = 1,2, ..., and then 4; — oo for
k — oo. The associated eigenvectors are ex(x) = (27~ "2 sin(kx) and the dominant space is N = span{e;}. Hence
assumptions (A1) is valid.

Arguably, assumption (A2) is true for example for any 6 > % and o = 0. As for the norm in H%/? = Hg, we then
have ||uv||Hg < Cllullgllvlng. For simplicity, we will fix 6 = 1.

It should be noted, that on the one-dimensional space N the Hg—norm is just a multiple of the H-norm. Since
is a standard cubic nonlinearity, for u,w € N,

(Feu),uy = — fﬂ Wt (0)dx <0, (Folu,u,w),w) = — fﬂ W ()W (x)dx < 0,
0

0

and condition (2.6) holds for some positive constants Cy, C; and C,, and thus assumption (A3) is true.
The Hilbert-Schmidt operator G : H' — Lys(H,H") satisfies G(0) = 0 and

[oe] [oe] (o)
2 1/2 2 2 2 2 202 2
IGWIE,, = > llu- 0 eillyy < € 3" Bllullyllecly < € Y7 KA, < o.
k=1 k=1 k=1

In addition, G’(u) - v = Q"/?v and G”(u) = 0. So assumptions (A4) and (A5) follow immediately.
Under our main assumptions, the stochastic Allen-Cahn equation (@31} is well approximated by the amplitude
equation

Arp(T) = Lp(T) + F(@(T)) + [GL0) - o(TNOr LY (T) = Plye(T) — ¢*(T)] + Pep(T)Q' 237 L*(T),

where ¢ € N is determined by the rescaled solution u(t, x) ~ @(&’t, x) of ({.31).
To be more specific, we calculate the amplitude equation for the actual amplitude of ¢ = ¢sin(-). We have

Pep = 2 [ ¢sin’(y)dysin(-) = ¢sin(-) and PF (¢) = —¢*2 [ sin(y) sin® (y)dy sin(-) = -3¢ sin(-). Moreover,
Pep(1)Q 207 L (T) = (T) )" fiPelsin(-)endr L (T) = (T) Y 6upidr Ly (T) sin(:),
k=1 k=1
where P.[sin(x)er(x)] = P[ \/g sin(x) sin(kx)] = (7_2r)§ fon sinz(y) sin(ky)dy sin(-) = 9y sin(-) with

23 2(cos(km)—1)
O = (D T k*2
k=2.
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Figure 1: Use Monte Carlo Simulation to simulate 50 trajectories of stochastic system for the bifurcation parameter y = —0.05 and the noise
intensity 6 = 0.1: (i) the index of stability @ = 1.9; (ii) the index of stability @ = 1.1. For small @ we also see large jumps that lead to large error
terms in the estimates.

Hence the amplitude equation for (£.31) is
3 3 N 7a
Or¢(T) = [yp(T) - Z(ﬁ (D] + ¢(T)or ZﬂkdkLk(T)y (4.52)
=1

where the deterministic part describes a forward-pitchfork bifurcation. The deterministic counterpart ¢ = y¢ — %¢3
has either one or three fixed points depending on the value of the parameter y. When y < 0, there is one stable fixed
point at ¢ = 0. When y > 0, there are three fixed points at ¢ = 0, 2 \/m and -2 \/m

It is remarkable that in the driving Lévy process all infinitely many one-dimensional a-stable Lévy processes
L contribute to the noise in the amplitude equation. By means of Monte Carlo Simulation, several trajectories of
stochastic system (4.32) approach the unique stable equilibrium state ¢ = O with the negative bifurcation parameter
v = —0.05 and the noise intensity 6 = 0.1. The decrease of the index of stability from @ = 1.9 to @ = 1.1 leads
to the increase of the number of the big jumps, as shown in Figure [l According to Figure[2] several trajectories of
stochastic system (#.32) close to the two stable equilibrium states near ¢ = 1 and ¢ = —1 for the bifurcation parameter
y = 0.4 and the noise intensity 6 = 0.05. When the index of stability varies from @ = 1.8 to @ = 1.2, the number
of the big jumps increases with decreasing . If we compare Figure [l and Figure Pl stochastic system (£.32) has
two stable equilibrium states and one unstable equilibrium state for y = 0.4 , and only one stable equilibrium state
for y = —0.05, the change of the number and the stability of equilibrium states exhibits an interesting stochastic
bifurcation phenomenon.

The second example, which we will discuss very briefly, is the following surface growth model

Au(t) = —A2u(t) — phu(t) + V - (Vu@®)PVu(®)) + e u(1)d,0"*L (1), (4.53)

subject to periodic boundary conditions on the interval [0, 27r]. In order to get close to the change of stability, we
consider 4 = 1 + 2y. Therefore,

A=-AN-A, L=-yA and Fu)=V-(Vul*Vu).

One can check that assumptions (A1)-(A5) are satisfied. The eigenvalues of —A = A>+Aare A; = k*—k*, k=1,2, ...,

and then limy_,. 4y = co. Consider for k € N the eigenfunctions ex(x) = # sin(kx) and e_(x) = —= cos(kx), and

Vi
ep(x) =1/ V27, We obtain N = span{e;, e_;} and we will work in the space H = L*([0, 27]). And the space HOM is
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Figure 2: Use Monte Carlo Simulation to simulate 50 trajectories of stochastic system (4.32) for the bifurcation parameter y = 0.4 and the noise
intensity 6 = 0.05: (a) the index of stability @ = 1.8; (b) the index of stability & = 1.2. Again, we see the large jumps that lead to large error terms
that cannot be controlled uniformly in time.

the standard Sobolev space H'

per*

Furthermore, if u = vy sin +y, cos € N, then F.(u) = —3|y*(y, sin, y, cos) and (F.(u), u)

)
over, for 6 = o,

—34—”|)/|4 < 0. More-

IF @l = 1880 |l2 < Cl@u) Iy < Clldullyy < Cllullye

As before, L is a cylindrical Lévy process and the covariance operator is Q'/? with Qe; = piex. We suppose
SiBr <ooand Y, ﬁzk4 < 00, so that the assumptions on G are satisfied.
Utilizing the approximation u(t, x) ~ ep(&’t, x) of ([@33), the amplitude equation takes the form

Or@(T) = Lep(T) + Fo(@(T)) + [GL(0) - o(T)OrLU(T) = Pel-pAp(T) + V - (Vo(T)PV(T))] + Pep(T)0r Q"2 L(T).

Suppose that ¢(T') = (y;(T) sin, y»(T') cos) we can reduce the previous system to (j = 1, 2)
3 2 S
dyj = luyj = Z01y;1dT +y;dZ;

where the driving a-stable Lévy process Z depends only on Lj, LS, L?,.

5. Conclusions and future challenges

In this work, we analysed a class of stochastic partial differential equations of the form (I.I) driven by cylindrical
a-stable Lévy processes with @ € (1,2) in fractional Sobolev spaces. By utilizing a separation of time-scales, we
explored the dynamics of the solution u(f) to equation (I.I) on the natural slow time-scale of order £72 in the limit
& — 0. Here (ILI) was reduced to slow dynamics on a dominant pattern coupled to dynamics on a fast time scale,
which provided an effective tool for the qualitative analysis of the dynamical behaviors. Our main result in Theorem
[31] stated that near the change of stability, i.e., for small & > 0, the dynamics of (LI} is well approximated by the
amplitude equation (3.20) under appropriate conditions. In order to obtain the error estimates of the approximation
result, we introduced the moment inequality (2.14). The accuracy for those estimations were quantified by p-moment
with p € (0,@). The amplitude equation offered a benefit of dimension reduction in characterizing the qualitative
properties of stochastic dynamics and detecting rigorously the stochastic bifurcation.

Let us comment here briefly on possible extensions of those results. We focused on the case of infinite dimensional
multiplicative noise with G(0) = 0. It should be a straightforward modification of our analysis to treat additive noise
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or noise with G(0) # 0. We have a slighly different scaling of the noise in that case, but the general result will be
similar. The Lévy noise L* was assumed to be a-stable and symmetric in this paper. Quantifying SPDEs driven by
general Lévy processes and examining the impact of noise on system’s dynamics would be of particular useful for
scientific computation and further analysis. Moreover, it would be interesting to extend the present considerations to
SPDEs on unbounded domains that are intensely studied over the past few years, cf. [@, |ﬁ|]. Such studies are currently
in progress and will be reported in future publications.
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