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1 Introduction

For deterministic systems, there is a well-developed and constructive theory of systems inter-
connections and feedback, such as the very successful and widely applied backstepping approach
[20, [16] and stability analysis [4, 1], [13] 14} 15 32] B3]. Feedback loops play important roles
in many biochemical control systems, which often occur in the study of the reaction process in
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cellular signalling, such as [3, 27 28]. It is natural to attempt to extend such work to stochastic
systems considering the real word phenomena. As a matter of fact, much excellent research has
been done pursuing such extensions, notably studies on stochastic stability [6, 23] 25, 26l B35].
Recently, Marcondes de Freitas and Sontag have initiated a different approach based upon ran-
dom dynamical systems to investigated the stability of feedback systems involving real noise
perturbation in [I0]. Motivated by them, Jiang and Lv considered the global stability of nonlin-
ear stochastic feedback systems driven by additive and multiplicative white noise respectively

in [17, 18].

It is natural to attempt to extend nonlinear output(feedback) function to time-preiodic feed-
back function, that is, consider nonautonomous stochastic systems. Indeed, we have considered
the stable random periodic solution of nonautonomous stochastic feedback systems driven by
additive white noise in [5]. Our goal in this paper is to prove that there exists a random pe-
riodic solutions of nonautonomous stochastic feedback systems driven by multiplicative white
noise and all pull-back trajectories converge to this random periodic solution as time tends to
infinitely almost surely. In this paper, we will make full use of the theory of random dynamical
systems established by L. Arnold [I] and stochastic flows established by H. Kunita [21] 22].
And the powerful theory of monotone random dynamical systems [2] can be applied to inves-
tigate the global stability of stochastic flows while the stochastic system admits the stochastic
comparison principle, i.e., the system is cooperative or monotone. There are several literatures
which use random dynamical systems to investigate the existence of random periodic solution,
such as [36] [7, ], 9]. Compaired with the existing ones, we also consider the global stability.
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N

Figure 1: Biochemical circuit. The symbol “X — Y” means that species X represses the
production of species Y.

As a motivation, we first look at a simple biochemical circuit. This biochemical circuit con-
tains three chemical species X7, X5, X3 that interact with one another as shown in Figure 1.
Systems of this type are routinely studied as molecular biology, biochemical reaction systems.
Furthermore, the strength of the interactions between the species, may depend on enviromen-
tal factors such as temperature and the concentrations of other biochemical compounds not
explicitly modeled. This dependence may be periodicity and randomicity intrinsically. If this
is the case, then a more realistic mathematical model would be a nonautonomous stochastic
feedback system of the following form:

dr; = (ouw; + h(t, 2 1))dt + oo, dWE, i =1,2,3, (1.1)

which indices taken modulo three, so x¢o = x3. Here, a;, © = 1,2,3 are negative constants,
hi(+,x;_1), 1 = 1,2, 3 are nonincreasing functions in x; 1, h;(t+ 7T, x;_1) = hi(t,z;1), 1 =1,2,3,
T is a positive constant, and W;(w) = (W}l(w), W2(w), W2(w)) is a three dimensional standard
Brownian motion with W (w) =0, i =1,2,3, w € Q.
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Figure 2: Decomposition of the biochemical circuit from Figure 1 into input-output modules. In
each partition, v; indicates the input into the element X; and h;(-, z;_1) indicates the subsequent
output—feedback of the current state.

The nonlinearity of h; makes the system difficult to study directly. To overcome this dif-
ficulty, we use the decomposition motivated by the work of [10l [I7, [I8]. This idea is to look
at (LT as a network of smaller input-output modules as shown in Figure 2, and then we can
derive the closed system’s properties from these smaller modules’ emerging properties. The first
step is to open up the feedback loop, rewriting the model as a stochastic system with inputs

dz; = (auz; +vi(t))dt + o dW), i =1,2,3, (1.2)
together with a set of outputs

Observe that (I2) is much easier to study. In fact, in this particular example, we can show
that (L2) has a unique, globally attracting random periodic solution K(v) for each random
periodic input v. We call K defined in this way the input-to-state characteristic of the system.
When the open-loop system satisfies certain conditions, the next step is to look at the gain
of the system. The output function is read at (v) for each random periodic input v, and an
operator K" is so defined on the space of random periodic inputs. If X" has a unique, globally
attracting random periodic solution, then the input-output system (L2)) and (L3) is said to
satisfy the small-gain condition. It is natural to believe that the closed-loop system should have
random periodic solution under such circumstances. Periodicity and monotonicity assumptions
ensures the system has a unique, globally attracting random periodic solution.

The goal of this paper may be described as to give a rigorous treatment of this example and
its generalizations to more general situations. Considering the following T-periodic stochastic
feedback system with multiplicative linear noise in Ri:

d
X, = (AX; + h(t, X)) dt + Y o Xed W, (14)

k=1

where W, = (W}, ..., W) is a two-side time Wiener process with values in R? on the canonical
Wiener space (2, F, (F')er,P), i.e., F is the Borel g-algebra of Q = Cy(R,RY) = {w : w(t)
continuous, w(0) = 0,¢ € R}; F! is the least complete o-field for which all W, — W,,, s < v <
u < t are measurable and F* = F' = \/__, FL; P is the Wiener measure. A = (a;;)dxq 1S a
(d x d)-dimensional matrix. i : R x RE — R%, h(t + T,z) = h(t,z) for any t € R,z € RY,
T > 0 is a constant. og, k= 1,--- ,d are (d X d)-dimensional matrices.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review some preliminary concepts and
definitions, present the assumptions for the stochastic differential equation (IL4l), and define the
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input-to-state characteristic operator of the system via the pull-back of the discretised stochastic
differential equation. In section 3, we describes the asymptotic behavior of stochastic solution,
give some auxiliary lemmas, present the definition of gain operator and its properties. In section
4, the main theorem is proved and the global convergence to a unique random periodic solution
is presented. In section 5, we present some examples.

Convention: Throughout this paper, without loss of generality we always denote a universal
set of full P-measure by (2.

2 Preliminaries

For the convenience of readers, we recall some definitions and basic facts about random
dynamical systems and stochastic flows, see [II, 2l 21, 22] for more details. Let (2, F,P) be a
probability space, X be a Polish space and B(X) be its Borel g-algebra. Denote A := {(t,s) €
R? s < t}.

Definition 2.1 ([1]) A family of mapping on the sample space 2, 6, : Q@ — Q, t € R is called
a measurable dynamical system if the following conditions are satisfied

(i) Identity property: Oy is the identity on §);
(ii) Flow property: 0y, s = 6, 0 05, where o means composition of mappings;

(iii) Measurability: (w,t) — Ow is measurable.
It is called a measure-preserving or metric dynamical system, if furthermore
(iv) Measure-preserving property: P(0,(A)) = P(A), for every A € F andt € R.

In this case, P is called an invariant measure with respect to the dynamical system 6.

Definition 2.2 ([I]) A (continuous) random dynamical system (RDS) on the Polish space X
over a metric dynamical system (0, F, P, (6;)ier) with time R, is a mapping

O R, xOxX =X, (tw,x) = d(t,w, 1)

which is (B(Ry) ® F @ B(X), B(X))-measurable and satisfies the following properties:

(i) Continuity: ®(-,w,-): Ry x X = X, (t,2) = ®(t,w,x) is continuous for all w € Q.

(ii) Cocycle property: The mappings ®(t,w) = ®(t,w, ) : X — X form a cocycle over 6(-),
i.e. they satisfy for all w € €1,

O(0,w) is the identity on X,
Ot + s,w) = P(t,0sw) o P(s,w), forall s,t € Ry.
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Definition 2.3 ([1]) A random wvariable R : Q — R, is called tempered with respect to the
dynamical system 0 if
. log R(fiw)
lim ————=

=0.
t—+oo |t‘

This condition is equivalent to the subexponential growth of ¢ — R(6,w),

lim {e‘“"t‘R(@tw)} =0, forany ~ >0, we (),

t—+o00

which implies that, for any v > 0, w € Q

sup {e‘”‘”R(é’tw)} < 00.
teR

Definition 2.4 ([22]) A map ¢ : A x Q x RT — R?, (¢,s,2,w) — ¢(t,s,7,w) is called a
forward stochastic flow if for almost all w € €, it satisfies the following properties:
(i) @(t,s,x,-) is continuous with respect to (s,t,x).
(ii) o(u,s,w) = (u,t,w) o p(t,s,w) holds for all s <t < u.
(iii) (s, s,w) is the identity map on X for all s.
Definition 2.5 ([9]) A random periodic solution of period T' > 0 for the forward stochastic

flow o : A xQx X — X is an F-measurable map Y : R x Q — X such that for almost all
w €,

o(t,s,w)Y(s,w) =Y (t,w), Y(r+T,w) =Y(r,07w), forany(t,s) € A, reR. (2.1)

Firstly, we consider the corresponding linear homogeneous Ito stochastic differential equa-
tions:

d
dX, = AXydt + > o, Xod WY

k=1
Without loss of generality, we assume that oy, £k =1, -, d has the following form
o
O = , oLeR, ki=1,---,d
o

A more general situation can be reduced to this one by a diagonalizing linear transformation.
According to Definition 3.3.13 in [19], it is equivalent to the following Stratonovich stochastic

differential equations
d

1
dX, = (A= S B)Xydt + > "o X, 0 dWY, (2.2)

k=1



where

ZZ:1(‘71%)2
B—

Zizl(aﬁ)z

Next, we introduce assumptions that guarantee that the random dynamical system generated
by (22) in R% is order-preserving and the existence and uniqueness of solutions for stochastic
differential equations (L4)). In order to make use of the technique for monotone systems, we
make the following standing assumption on A.

(A) Ais cooperative, i.e., a;; > 0 for all i,j € {1,...,d} and i # j.

d
Throughout this paper, we will use the norm |z| := max{|z;| : i = 1,--- ,d}, |z]s == (3 |as]?)2,
i=1

d
r € R and [|[M]]y = (> |Mij|2)%, where M is a (d x d)-dimensional matrix.
ij=1
Let ®;(t) = (®1;(t), ..., Pgi(t))" be the solution of equation ([Z2) with initial value X (0) =
ej,j = 1,...,d. Define the d x d matrix

(1) = (B4 (), ., Ba(t)) = (@45(1)) et

Then ®(t) is the fundamental matrix of equation (2.2)). It is useful to note that ®(0) is the
d x d identity matrix and

do(t) = AD(t)dt + Y ox®()dW},

k=1

By Proposition 6.2.2 in [2], it is clear that (2Z2]) generates a order-preserving random dynamical
system (6, ®) in RY and ®(¢, w)(RL\ {0}) € RL\ {0} for any ¢ > 0, w € 2, where 6 is the time
shift on €, i.e.,

Ow(-) =w(t+-) —w(t), teR (2.3)
® satisfies the cocycle property: ®(t + s,w) = D(t,0,w) o P(s,w) for all t,s € Ry, w € Q,
and O(t, w)r >ge O(t w)y for all 2,y € R?% such that z >gd Y, where z >p¢ y means that
r—yeRL

Now we give the assumption of (6, ®) which will be needed in what follows.

(L) The top Lyapunov exponent for the linear RDS (0, ®) is a negative real number, i.e.,
there exist a constant A > 0 and a stochastic process R(t,w) > 0 which satisfies that for
any v > 0, sup,cp {7 sup g, R(s,0w)} < oo such that for all t > 0, w € €,

| ®(t,w) [|:= max{|®;(t,w)| 0,5 =1,....d} < R(t,w)e ™. (2.4)



In the remainder of this section, we discuss the questions of existence and uniqueness of
solutions for stochastic differential equation (L)), as well as its pull-back trajectories. Let us
start with the following assumptions on h.

(H) h e CHRxRL, RE\ {0}), i.e., the function h and its derivatives are both bounded. And
h is order-preserving in Ri, ie., forany t € R

h(t,z) <md h(t,5) whenever x;, 75 € R such that <gd T2,
or anti-order-preserving in ]Ri, ie.,
h(t,z1) ZRi h(t,z3) whenever 1,z € ]Ri such that x; SRi .

By it is easy to check that (4] satisfies the conditions of the global Lipschitz and
linear growth in ]Ri, since h and its derivatives are both bounded in Ri. Let h be an extension
from R x R? to R x R? such that A(t,x) = h(t, |z'],---,|29)), 2 = (z, -~ ,2%) € R% Tt is
clearly that h satisfies the conditions of global Lipschitz and linear growth in R¢, we thus have
the existence and uniqueness of global solutions for

d
dX, = [AX, + h(t, X)|dt + Y o3 X, AW
k=1

in R?, which is a forward stochastic flow ¢(t,s,w) : R — R? (cf.[19, 22, 26, 29]). From the
form of h, we can deduce that the set ]Ri is forward invariant under the forward stochastic

flow, ie., @(t,s,w)RE C RY for (£,s) € A, w € Q and ¢(t, s,w)r = X(t,s,7,w), v € RL is a
unique solution of (L4]). Furthermore, it can be written as

t
Sl 5, w0)1 = Bt — 5, 0.00)7 + / Ot — 1. 0,)h(r, o(r, s, 0)2)dr, (1,s) € A, x € RS, (2.5)

Proposition 2.6 ¢(t,s,w)x in (23) has the following properties:

(i) For all (t,s) € A and x € RL, o(t, s, -)x is Fl-measurable.

(i) For allw € Q, p(t,s,w)z is continuous in (t,s,x) and satisfies lt1¢m o(t, s, r,w) = .

(iii) For all w € €,
o(t, s,w) = p(t,r,w)op(r,s,w), forall s<r<t, srtelR.
(iv) For all (t,s) € A, w € €,

ot+T,s+T,w)=p(t,s, 0rw). (2.6)



Proof. The properties (i), (ii), (iii) are obvious. Next we prove (iv). For (¢,s) € A, by the
periodicity of h(-,z) we have

et+T,s+T,w)x
+T
= ®(t — 5,0, 7w)x + / Ot +T —r 0,w)h(r,o(r,s+T,w)x)dr

s+T

t
= ®(t — 5,0, 7w)x + / Ot — 71,0 ow)h(r+T,0(r+T,s+T,w)z)dr

t
= (I)(t -5 ‘95+Tw)x + / (I)(t - 97‘+Tw)h(rv 30(71 + T7 5+ Tv w)x)dr

We thus have found that the function
W(r, s, 0rw)e =p(r+T,s+ T ,w)x, s<r
satisfies
t
W(t, s, 0rw)r = Ot — s, 05 7w)T + / O(t — 7, Opprw)h(r, Y(r, s, Orw)x)dr.
By the uniqueness of the solution
p(t, s, 0rw)r = P(t, s, 0rw)z = p(t + T, s+ T, w)z.
which implies that (Z€]) holds. O

Foranyn € Ny, t > —nT, let p(t, —nT,w)x be the solution with the initial value X (—nT') =
x, by (Z3) we have

t
o(t,—nT,w)x = (t +nT,0_,rw)x + / O(t — s,0,w)h(s, p(s, —nT,w)z)ds.
—nT
By [(L)] it is evident that for all z € R%, w € Q, limy,o ®(¢,0_,w)r = 0. Regarding the
feedback function h as an input term, we can define the input-to-state characteristic operator
KC associated with given inputs in ]Rﬁlr as follows:

K(v)(t,w) = /t O(t — s, 0w)v(s,w)ds, te€R, we, (2.7)

—00

where the stochastic process v : R x 2 — Ri is bounded. It is evident that IC is well defined
by condition [(L)] In fact, by 4]) we have ||®(t,w)||s < d||®(t,w)|| < dR(t,w)e ™, X > 0,
and so for any t € R,w € €,

t

/ |D(t — s, 0,w)v(s,w)|ads
t

< d/ R(t — 5,0,w)e M |u(s + t,w)|ods

SC’dsup{e_% SsupRrHSw}/ At=s)+3lsl g5

seR reR4

< OQ.



3 Measurability and asymptotic behavior

In this section, we give some lemmas to describe the measurability and the dynamical behav-
ior of the pull-back trajectory which will be used in the proof of our main result. Throughout
this paper, we set

N = (Ny,...Ng), N;= sup |h(t,z)], i=1,..,d.

teR,x€R%

Lemma 3.1 For eachn € NT, z € R, a € [0,T), let
a(t,w) = inf {h(t, p(t,t —a —mT,w)x) :m>n,m N} teRwe,

and
Vi (t,w) = sup {h(t,p(t,t —a —mT,w)x):m>n,meN,}, teRweQ,
where inf and sup mean the greatest lower bound and the least upper bound, respectively. Then

al(t,w) and bl (t,w) are progressively measurable with respect to {F'}.

Proof. We only prove the case of b/ (¢,w) for the sake of convenience and the case of a”(t,w)
can be proved analogously. Define

Bt w) = {h(t,o(t,t —a —mT,w)x) :m >n,me N}

First we show that b(¢,w) are well defined. For each n € N*, € R, by the boundedness of
h we know that B”(t,w) is a bounded set for any ¢ € R, w € 2, which implies that B"(¢,w) is
order-bounded. And since R% is strongly minihedral (see [2], Definition 3.1.7), b (¢, w) exists.
Next, we prove that b (¢,w) are progressively measurable with respect to {F'}. Define

f;M(t,w) = sup {h(t, pt,t —a—mTw)x):n<m< M,mée N+}.

By the continuity of h, the properties of ¢ and Corollary 3.1.1(ii) in [2], 8 ,,(¢,w) is progres-
sively measurable with respect to {F*} for every M = 1,2, ---. It is clear that

htw) < Bh(tw) < < B w) < -

Moreover, by the boundedness of h in R, b (t,w) = A}im B, (t,w) is a progressively measur-
—00 ’

able with respect to {F'}. O

Lemma 3.2 Assume that conditions |(A)|, |(L)| andHHH hold. Then we have

where

limp(t,w) := lim inf{p(t,t —a—mT,w)z:m>nmeN,}, teRweQ,
n—o0
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limp(t,w) := lim sup{p(t,t —a —mT,w)z:m >n,mcN,}, tcRweq,
n—oo

limh (-, ¢)(t,w) == lim ay(t,w), t€R,weQ,

n—oo

limh(-, ) (t,w) := lim V! (t,w), teR weQ,

n—o0

for each x € RL, a € [0, 7).

Proof. By the definition of lim¢ and limy we have limp < limg, the second inequality in (B.1)
is proved. For the sake of convenience we only prove the first inequality in (B.1]) and the third
inequality can be proved analogously. Similar to Lemma 3.1, we can easily get that limp(t, w)
and limh(-, ¢)(t,w) exist, which are also progressively measurable with respect to {F'}. Then
by the boundedness of h, ([Z7) and the Fubini Theorem, K(Limh(-, ¢))(t,w) is well defined,
progressively measurable with respect to {F'}. By (27, the definition of the limh(-, ¢) and
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have K(limh(-, p)) = nh_)IIolo K(ah). For fixed

n € N, it is enough to prove that
K(an)(t,w)

t
= / O(t — s,0,w)inf{h(s, p(s,s —a—mT w)x): m>n,m e N, }ds

—00

m—o0
m>n

— lim {(I)(t+ﬁ@T, 0_ )

t
+/ O(t — s, 0.w)inf{h(s,o(s,s —a—mT,w)x):m>n,m € N+}ds}
nT—mT

— lim inf {@(t T, O w)

n— 00
n>n

t

+/ O(t — s,0,w) inf{h(s,p(s,s —a—mT,w)x):m>n,meN,}ds:m >n,mée N+}
nT—mT

< lim inf {(I)(t T

n— 00
n>n

t
+/ O(t —s,0w)h(s,o(s,s —a—mT,w)x)ds : m > n,m e N+}
nT—mT
< lim inf {(I)(t T, 0 prw) T

n—oo

t
+/ O(t — s,0,w)h(s,p(s,s —a—mT ,w)r)ds:m >n,m e N+}
—inT

= h_msp(taw%

where the third equality has used Lemma A.2 in [I0], while the second-to-last inequality has
applied the order-preserving property of ® and the positivity of h. m
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Lemma 3.3 Assume that conditions |[(A)], [(L)| and |(H)| hold. Then we have the following:
(i) if h is order-preserving in RY, then

(i) if h is anti-order-preserving in R, then
Proof. Indeed, the proof of the first inequality in (8.2)) is adequate and the rest of the results

of this lemma can be obtained analogously. Observe that h is order-preserving in Ri, then for
fixed n,k € N, k > n,

h(t,inf{p(t,t —a —mT,w)r:m>nm e N, }) < h(t,p(t,t —a —kT,w)x),
thus we have

h(t,inf{p(t,t —a —mT,w)x:m >n,m e N, })
< inf{h(t,p(t,t —a —mT,w)x) :m >n,m e N, }. (3.4)

By the definition of limep, the continuity of h, (84]) and the definition of limh(-, ¢), we have
h(-, limp)(t,w) = h(t, nli_)rroloinf{go(t,t —a—mT w)z:m>nmeN_})
= nh_)rrolo h(t,inf{p(t,t —a —mT,w)x:m >n,m e N, })
< nh_)IIOlO inf{h(t, p(t,t —a —mT,w)x): m>n,m e N,}
= limh(-, ) (¢, w).

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 3.4 Assume that conditions[(A)|, [(L)| and [(H)| hold. We have

K(ay) < limp <Timp < K(br), n €Ny, (3.5)
where a® and b are as defined in Lemma 3.1. Furthermore, we define the gain operator
K"(u)(t,w) = h(t, K(u)(t,w)), tER, weQ,

and we have the following:
(¢) if h is order-preserving in RL, then for fized n € N,

(K")*(ay) < limh(-, ) < Tmh(-, ) < (K")*(0)), k€ Ny, (3.6)
(i) if h is anti-order-preserving in R, then for fived n € N,
(K")*(ay) < limh(-, ) < Hmh(-, @) < (K")* (), ke Ny, (3.7)
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Proof. By the definition of a” and b", it is evident that
ajy < limh(-, ) <Timh(-, @) <b}, neN,.
By the order-preserving property of ®, K(u) is monotone with respect to u, and consequently
K(ay) < K(limh(-, ¢)) < KIimh(-, o)) < K(b), n € Ny.

By (B1I), we have o
K(al) <limp < limp < K(b2), n € N,.

which implies that (B3] holds.
In what follows, we claim that ([3.6]) and ([3.7)) hold.
If h is order-preserving in Ri, then it deduces that h preserves the inequalities in (3.5)):
K"(ap) < h(-,limp) < A(-,Timp) < K"(b:), n € Ny
which together with ([3.2]) implies
K"(ay) < limh(-, ¢) < Timh(-, ¢) < K"(b;), n € N,
This proves ([B.0]) for £ = 1. Next we assume that, for some k € N,
(K")*(ap) < Lmh(-,¢) < Hmh(-, ) < (KM*(0)), n €Ny,
holds. From the monotonicity of K and (B.1]), we have:
K ((K")H(al)) < K(lmh(-,)) < limg
< limy < K(limh(-, ¢)) < K ((K")" (b)) -
By the monotonicity of A in R‘fr and (32), we get that
(K" () < lmh(-, ) < Hmh(-, 9) < (K")(b), n € N,
Therefore, we conclude that ([B8.6) holds by mathematical induction.
If h is anti-order-preserving in ]R‘i, similar to h is order-preserving in R‘i, we deduce that
Kh(bl) < h(-, Timg) < h(-,limg) < K"(a!), n e N,.
by B3], we have
KM0)) < limh(-, ) <Timh(-,¢) < K"(ay), n €Ny
Combining the monotonicity of K and ([B.1), it shows that
K (ICh(bZ)) < limp < limp < K (/Ch(aZ)) , neNg,
which together with the anti-monotonicity of & in RY and (B.3)) implies
(K" (a) < lmh(-, ) < Tmh(-, ) < (K20, n € N,

The rest of the proof of (B.7) can be obtained analogously to h is order-preserving in ]RflF by
the mathematical induction. O
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4  Main results

In this section, we state our main result on the stable random periodic solution of nonau-
tonomous stochastic feedback system (L4]) and prove them.

Let M be the space of all progressively measurable (with respect to {F'}) processes f :
R x Q2 — [0, N], and

ft+T,w) = f(t,0rw), forany t€R, we.

Here the metric on M is given as follows:

p(f1, fo) == Stlelﬂg)E|f1(t7w> — folt,w)], for all fi, fo € M.

Lemma 4.1 (M, p) is a complete metric space.

Proof. It is clear that (M, p) is a metric space. To prove completeness assume that { f,,,n € N}
is a Cauchy sequence in (M, p), i.e

supE|f,(t,w) — fn(t,w)| = 0, as m,n — oo.
teR

Then one can find a subsequence {f,, } such that
sup E| fr,,, (t,w) = fo, (t,w)| < 27",
teR

Thus

sup EZ [ (6, 0) = f (8, W) + B[ fry (2, 0)])

teR

< Zsupww(t @) = Fuyt,0)| + SO EL (1)) < ox.
(S

klte

which implies that for any t € R,

M = {w - Q ‘ Z |fnk+1(t,u)) - fnk(tawﬂ + ‘fm(tawﬂ = +OO}
k=1
is a null set and thus
D i (6,0) = fo (8 0)| + [ f (1, w)] < 00, tER, we N
k=1

So for any t € R,w € N, klim fn, (t,w) exists and
—00

(e o]

hm fnk t w Z fnkJrl t w fnk(taw)) +fn1(t>w)'

k=1

13



For any t € R,w € 2, set
fj(t,w) = liminff,{.(t,w), j=1,---.,d
k—oo k

and
f(t>w) = (fl(t>w)a T afd(taw))'
It is clear that f is well defined, progressively measurable (with respect to {F'}), and f € [0, N].
Since
fo, @+ T, w) = fn,(t,07w), forany teR, we Q.
We have
St +T,w) =liminf f] (t+7T,w)=lminf f] (¢,07w) = f7(t,07w),
k—00 k—o0
which implies that
ft+T,w) = f(t,0rw), forany t € R, we.
Therefore, f € M.

In fact, f(t,w) = > (fr, (t,w) = fo,(t,w)) + fu,(t,w) for any t € R, w € Nf. And thus

Z fnl+1 fnl S 22 = 21_k>
=k

which implies that d(f, f,,) — 0 as k — oo. Hence d(f, f,) — 0 as k — oo since {f,} is a
Cauchy sequence. Thus (M, p) is a complete metric space. m

supE|f,, — fl =supE
teR teER

Lemma 4.2 Assume that conditions |(A)|, (L), |(H)| hold. Assume additionally that the fol-
lowing conditions on R and h are satisfied:

(R) Let R(t — s,0.w), (t,s) € A be Fi- measurable and sup,cp, E(R(t,w)) < co.

(Hi) Let L = max{ supyep sent | P42 .4, = 1,...,d} such that sup,ep, B(R(t,w)) < £

Then the gain operator K" : M — M, f — K"f) is a contractive mapping, where
KM(f)(t,w) = h(t, [K(](t,w))-

Proof. First, we prove that K" : M — M is well defined. For any f € (M,p), by the
definition of K" K"(f) € [0, N]. And by (Z7), the order-preserving of ® and the positivity of
f,forany t € R, w € (), we have

t

K]t Orw) = / Bt — 1,6,270) f(r, Or0)dr

—00

T
= / O(t+T —r,b0w)f(r—1T,60rw)dr

—00

+T
= / O(t+T —r 0w)f(r,w)dr

—00

= KNIt +T,w).

14



By the fact that h(t 4+ T, z) = h(t,z),t € R,z € R%, we have

K"(f)(t+ T,w) = h(t + T, K(f)(t + T, w))
= h(t, K(f)(t, 0rw))
= K"(f)(t, Orw).

By[(H)|, the measurability of ®, and the Fubini theorem, it is evident that K" (f) is progressively
measurable with respect to {F'}. So K" : M — M is well defined.

Next we prove that K" is a contractive mapping. By [(H;)| we have

<8h,~(t, :B))

sp [ (o) = s [[(F5
J

teR,z€RE teR,z€RY

) <L (4.1)

For any fi, f2 € (M, p), by the fact that |®(z)| < d||®]| - |z| for all z € R, & € R @)
and |(L)| we get

/J(’Ch(fl)alch(fz))
=supE }Kh(fl) - ’Ch(fm

= StlellgE /0 Voh(-, K(f2) +r(K(f1) = K(f2)))dr - [K(f1) = K(f2)]

<d sup ||V.(h(t,x))|| -Stlelﬂ]gEVC(fl) — K(f2)]

teR,x€RE

teR oo

t t
< LdsupE ‘/ O(t — s,0,w) f1(s,w)ds — / O(t — s,05w) fos,w)ds
t

< Ld? supE/_ [|P(t —s,0.w)|] - | fi(s,w) — fals,w)|ds

teR

t
< Ld2 SupE/ e_A(t_S)R(t -5 esw) ’ ‘fl(svw) o f2(57w)‘d8

teR —00

< Ld*sup /t e A=9) / R(t —s,0sw) - | fi(s,w) — fa(s,w)|P(dw)ds
Q

teR J —x

= Ld*sup /t e MIE(R(t — 5,0,w))E| f1(s,w) — fols,w)|ds

teR J —co

= Ld*sup /t e MIE(R(t — 5,w))E|fi(s,w) — fols,w)|ds

teR J —co

t
< Ld” sup E(R(t,w)) sup E|fi(t,w) — fo(t, w)| sup / e ds

teR, teR teR J _o0o
Ld?* sup E(R(t,w))
R
= e \ p(f1, f2)
< p(fla f2)>

15



where the third-to-last equality holds because of and the independence of R(t — s,0,w)
and f1(s,w) — fa(s,w), the third-to-last inequality holds because of the P-measure preserving
property of 6. O

Theorem 4.3 Assume that condz’tz’onsﬂAH, |(L)|, |(H)|, |(R)| and" H, )| hold. Then there exist
a unique nonnegative fized point u € (M, p) for the gain operator K" such that for any t € R,

lim p(t, —nT, )z = K(u)(t,"), z€RL, P—as.

n—oo

Furthermore, for almost all w € €,
ot 5,0)K(W)(5,w) = K(w)(t,w), K(u)(r + Tow) = K(u)(r, 02w), for any (t,5) € A, r € R.

i.e., K(u) is a random periodic solution of the forward stochastic flow generated by (7)) in RL
and for any t € R, all pull-back trajectories originating from nonnegative orthant converge to
this positive random periodic solution almost surely.

Proof. By (B.0), (37), regardless of the monotonicity or anti-monotonicity for h, for fixed
n € N, , we have

(K")*(an) < limh(-, ) <Tmh(,0) < (K*)*(b,), k€ Ny (4.2)

where al and 0 are as defined in Lemma Bl By Lemma Bl a” and b" are bounded pro-
gressively measurable processes with respect to {F'}. By the definition of a, h(t + T, z) =
h(t,z),t € R,z € R% and (20), for any ¢ € R, w € Q, we have

al(t+T,w)=inf{h(t + T, o(t + T,t + T — o — mT,w)x) : m >n,m € N, }
= inf {h(t, p(t,t —a —mT, 0rw)x) :m >n,m € N, }

= CLZ(t, GTW).
Similarly, we have b!(t + T,w) = b'(t,07w) for any t € R, w € Q. And it is clear that
a " € [0, N|. Therefore, a” and b are both in (M, p).

n-n

Since K" is a contractive mapping on the complete metric space (M, p), by the Banach fixed
point theorem ([34]), there exists a unique u € M such that for any ¢ € R,

(K" (w)](t,w) = u(t,w), P—a.s.
and

lim sup B[[(K")*(a,,)] - u| = lim sup E|[(K")*(b)] — u| =0,

k—o00 teR —00 teR

which implies that [(KM)2(a™)](t,-) <> u(t,-) and [(KM)Z*@M))(t,-) 5 u(t,-) for all ¢ € R.
Therefore, there exists a subsequence {k;};en such that for any ¢ € R,

lim [(K™)2 (aM)](t, ) = u(t,-) = lim [(K")*(b1)](t,-), P — a.s. (4.3)

Jj—00 J—00
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Combining ([4.2)) and (43]), we obtain that for any ¢ € R,
limh (-, 9)](t,-) = [imh(-, )](t,) = u(t,") P—a.s.
which together with (B.]) implies that for any t € R,
limp)(t, -) = [limep] (¢, -) = K(u)(t,-) P—a.s. (4.4)
By the definition of infimum and supremum, it is clear that

inf{p(t,t —a —mT,w)x:m >n,meN,}
<pt,t—a—nT,wzx
< sup{p(t,t —a—mT,w)z:m>nmeN,}, zeRL

Let n — oo in the above inequality, by (4], for any ¢t € R, we have

[limep) (¢, w) = [limy](t,w) = lim p(t,t —a —nT,w)z, P —a.s. (4.5)

n—oo

Combining ([44)) and ([@5]), we obtain that for any ¢t € R, t = m¢T" + ag, mo € Z, g € [0, 7)),
lim @(t, —nT, )z = lim p(t,t —ag—nT, )z = K(u)(t,-), z€RL P—a.s.
n—o0 n—o0

which proves that for any ¢ € R,

lim o(t, —nT, )z = K(u)(t,"), €RL, P—as. (4.6)

n—oo

By (271), the progressively measurability with respect to {F*} of u and the Fubini Theorem,
KC(u)(t,w) is continuous and progressively measurable with respect to {F'}.

By the continuity of ¢ in R% and (E0), we can show that for any fixed (¢,s) € A,

p(t, s, w)K(u)(s,w) = ¢(t,s,w) lim @(s, —nT,w)z
n—roo
= lim ¢(t, s,w)p(s, —nT,w)x
n— oo
= lim p(t, —nT,w)z
n—o0

=K(u)(t,w), P—a.s. (4.7)

Next, we claim that for almost all w € €,
p(t, s,w)K(u)(s,w) = K(u)(t,w), (¢ s)€A.

By the continuity of (¢, s,w,x) in (¢, s,z) for all w € Q and the continuity of (u)(t,w) in ¢
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for all w € 2, we have
Nopi={w € Q:o(t,s,w)L(u)(s,w) # K(u)(t,w)}
Y {o enitpte s - Kuew)l > 1}

< U 2 ol K0 ) ~ K009 > g |

cU U {weailetparume -l > 5 )

k=1 (g,;p)eQ2nA

> 1
- U U{weo: barormpe - Kool 5 )
(¢,p)€Q*NA k=1
= U -/v:mq-
(¢,p)€Q*NA
Thus we obtain P(U ¢ gen Not) < P(Ugpeqzna Nog) = 0, since P(Ny,) = 0,(t,s) € A (by
&D).

Furthermore, u(t + T, w) = u(t, rw), for any t € R,w € Q since u € M. Thus by [2.1) we
have

t

K () (£, 60 = / Bt — 7, 0, w0y, Opw)dr

— 00

+T
= / Ot +T —r,0.w)u(r—T,0rw)dr

—00

+T
= / O(t+ T —r,0w)u(r,w)dr

=Ku)(t+T,w), teR, wel.
So for almost all w € €,

o(t, s,w)K(u)(s,w) = K(u)(t,w), Ku)(r+T,w) = K(u)(r,0rw), forany (t,s) € A, r € R.

O

5 Examples

In this section, we show the efficiency of our result. Our main results Theorem works for
the T-periodic stochastic Goodwin negative feedback system, T-periodic stochastic Othmer-
Tyson positive feedback system and T-periodic stochastic competitive systems. Our main task
is to check the condition [(L)] [(R)] and [(H;)]in order to use Theorem E3. That is to say, we
need to choose a suitable A > 0 and random process R.

18



Now we consider nonautonomous stochastic single loop feedback system

dry = (—aqxy + f(t,x,)) dt + O’liElthl, (5.1)
dr; = (xi—1 — ax;)dt + oy dW), 2 < i < n, ’
where o; > 0,0, >0fori=1,--- ,nand f € C}(R x R,,R,), i.e., f and its derivatives are

both bounded. Moreover, we assume that f(t+7,z) = f(t,x),t € R, x € Ry and f(¢,-),t € R
is increasing or decreasing in R,.

The corresponding linear homogeneous stochastic Ito type differential equations is

{ d:(fl = —Oéll’ldt + Ull’lthl,

dr; = (21 — ag)dt + oy dW), 2 < i <. (5:2)

By the variation-of-constants formula, we can easily calculate the fundamental matrix ®(¢,w)
of (B.2) as follows:

$y(t,w) 0 0

Doy (t,w) Poo(t,w 0
B(t,w) = 21(t, w) 22(' )

Dy (t,w) Dpolt,w) Dy (t, w)

for all t > 0 and w € €2, where

t
/ Dyt — 5,0,w) Py j(s,w)ds,  1<j<i—1
0

;i (t,w) = 6_(ai+%a§)t+aiwg(w)’ j=i (5.3)
0, i+1<j<n
foralli=1,--- ,n. Let A\ = n%rl min{aq, -, a,}, then it is easy to check that
Dy(t, w) < o~ [t DA+ 507t W ()
_ e—(i)\+%cri2)t+othi(w)e—(n—l—l—i))\t
= Ru(t, w)e_("ﬂ_i))‘t, (54)
for all t > 0 and w € €2, where
Rii(t,w) = e”(AtaodttaiWiw) —y— 1 ... p (5.5)

We prove that sup,cp, Rii(s,w) is a tempered random variable, for any v > 0, by (2.3]) we have
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the following estimate

—AJt
sup {e M sup Rii(s,ﬁtw)}
teR S€R+
_ (s 1_2 A/
= sup {6 ~|t| sup {6 (iIA+30; )s—i—UlWS(Gtw)}}
teR seR4
. 1 1 7
~ sup {e—w|—(m+2cr%>s+m(WSH(w)—Wt (w))}
seR teR

< sup {e—(%/\(i)\+%cri2))\t+s|+criWsi+t(w)6—%|t\—aiW§(w)}
S€R+,t€R

< sup {e—(%A(iAJr%U?))ItlJroiwg(w)} sup {e—gm—oiwz(w)}
T teR or

< 00,
where the last inequality holds because of the law of the iterated logarithm of Brownian motions.
Next, we claim that

Oyt w) < e TN R(tw), 1<j<i—1 (5.6)

where .
R;i(t,w) = / e_’\sRii(t — 5, 0w)Ri_1 j(s,w)ds, 1<j<i—1 (5.7)
0

In order to check (B, we only present the proof of ®o(t,w) and P3;(¢,w), the rest can be
analogously completed by induction. Combining (B.3]), (5.4]), we have

t
(1)21 (t, (A)) = / (I)gg(t — S, st)fl)n(s, w)ds
0
t
S/ e_("_l)’\(t_s)Rgg(t — 5,0,w)e ™™ Ry (s,w)ds
0

t
0
— e_(n_l))\tR21 (t7 w)

and
t

(I)33 (t — S, st)é[)gl (8, w)ds

t
eI Ry (t — 5, Ouw)e” "IN Ry (5, w)ds

Dz (1, w) =

<

S—. S—

t
= e_("_Q)’\t/ e M Ras(t — 5,0,w) Ry (5, w)ds
0
= 6_(n_2))\tR31 (t, (.U)
forall t >0 and w € Q.
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Furthermore, we only prove that sup cr, Ra1(s,w) and supyeg, Rsi1(s,w) are tempered ran-
dom variables, the rest can be analogously completed by induction. For any v > 0, by (&.1]) we
have the following estimate

sup {e‘“"t‘ sup Roi (s, Gtw)}

teR seRL
S
= sup {e‘”'/ e_’\T’Rgg(s—r,97+tw)R11(r,9tw)dr}
S€R+,t€R 0

< sup {/ e_%’\"e_y(\tl“)Rﬂ(s—T,9r+tw)6_%311(7‘,9tw)dr}

S€R+ JteR 0

ik

< sup {/ e~ 3 M 29 ([t+7)) sup Rao(s, 0, w)e” 2 sup Ry(s, Htw)dr}
0

teR se€R seR4
QA 1 o
<sup{e™ 7 sup Ra(s,6w)}sup {e~ sup Rn(s,@tw)}/ e 2N dr
teR S€R+ teR S€R+ 0
< 00,
and
sup {e‘“"t‘ sup Rai(s, Gtw)}
teR seRL
= sup {e‘”'/ e Rag(s — 7, 0 p4w) Roy (1, Oy dr}
seR4 teR 0
< sup {/ e~ 37 =257 (1) Ras(s — 7,0, w)e _WTR 1, 9tw)dr}
S€R+,t€R 0
eyt _altl L
< sup {e 2 sup R33(s,9tw)} sup {e 2 sup Ro(s,bw) } dr
teR seRL teR seRL
< OQ.
Let
R(t,w) := , max nRij (t,w). (5.8)

Then sup,cp, R(t,w) is a tempered random variable and
| ®(t,w) ||:= max{|®y;(t,w)| :4,j =1, ...,n} < R(t,w)e ™, t>0, we.

It follows from (Z3)), (BH) and (B.7) that R;;(t — s,0w), 4,5 = 1,---,n are Fl-measurable,
and thus R(t — s,0,w) is Fl-measurable. By (5.5 and the maximal inequality of geometric
Brownian motion (see [12], p.858 and [31], p.1639), we obtain that

2

E(su R” t,w
(teRIi (tw) <145,

i=1,--,n. (5.9)

Combining (B.7)), (59]), the P-measure preserving property of ¢, Fubini theorem and the fact
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that an n-dimensional Brownian motion has n independent components, we obtain that

sup E(RZJ (t, w))

teR4

t
= sup E(/ 6_)\8Rii(t — S, GSM)RZ‘_L]‘(S, (A))dS)
0

teRy

t
= sup/ e_’\SE(Rii(t — s,@sw)Ri_l,j(s,w))ds
0

teRy

t
— sup / e ME(Ra(t — s, 000)E(Ry_15(s,w))ds
0

teRy

t
< sup E(R;_1(t,w)) sup / e ME(R;(t — s,w))ds
0

teR teR 4

< sup E(R;i(t,w)) sup E(Ri_l,j(t,w))/ e Mds
0

teR L teR L

1
< - sup E(R”(t,(U)) sup E(Ri_u(t,w)), 1 S] <i—1

)\ teR4 teRy

By induction, we conclude that

1
sup E(R;;(t,w)) < H sup E(Rix(t,w)), 1<j<1.

teRL tER+

So

teR, " ek, S
< ;;%{&E it w))
< 2; N er%p E(R(t,w))
< 2; N HE sup Ry (t, w))
S IR | (N

Let h(t,z) = (f(t,2n),0,---,0)", x € R}, Ny = sup,cp,, cg, |f(t,2n)], N; = 0 for all

& g;i”) . Then from Theorem 3] we conclude the following.

2<i<nand L =sup;p, cr,
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Proposition 5.1 Let a; > 0 fori = 1,--- . n and f € CH(R x Ry, R;). Assume that f(t +
T,x)=f(t,z), t e R, z € Ry and f(t, -), t € R is increasing or decreasing in R, . If

Ln?sup,cp. E(R(t,w

; il ZZ)\Z]H1+%)<1

i=1 j=1

df(t Tn)

holds, where R(t,w) is defined in (2.8) and L = supyep 4, cr, |~ gor

a unique random periodic solution of periodic T in R}

. Then equation {51 has

Example 5.2 (Time-periodic stochastic Goodwin system). Consider n-dimensional stochastic
differential equation

(5.10)

dl’l = (—Oéll'l + m)dt + Ull'ldVVt s
dr; = (vi_1 — qu)dt + oy dW}, 2 <i < n.

wherem > 1, K > 2,V >0 and a; > 0 fori =1,--- n. It is clear that (510) is a non-
monotone system, which can be reqarded as the stochastic Goodwin model with time-periodic
coefficient; see [11, [1])]. By the direct calculation, it is obvious that

mV (1+a)) o mV
(K +sint+a2m)?2| — K—1

m—1
mV )

(K +sint +am)?| —

L= sup
teR,z, R4

sup
teR,zp R4

Applying Proposition [21], we get that if
mn?V & ol
<1 5.11
A 2 o | (R o

is satisfied, then (Z10) has a unique globally stable random periodic solution of periodic 2w in
R". Here, (2.11) holds for V' sufficiently small or K sufficiently large.

Example 5.3 (Time-periodic stochastic Othmer-Tyson system). Consider the following n-
dimensional nonautonomous stochastic Othmer-Tyson positive feedback system:

doy = (~onay + g )dt + oy dW), (5.12)
dr; = (v;_1 — qay)dt + o dW}, 2 <i < n. .
where m > 1, K > 2, kg > 0 and o > 0 for i = 1,--- ,n. This is a stochastic cooperative

system; see [30, [33]. By the direct calculation, it is obvious that

mko(K + sint — 1)z mhko(K +sint — 1)(1 4 a™) < MoK

(K +sint 4+ xm)? (K +sint + am)? T K-1

L= sup
teR,xn€RL

< sup
teR,xn€RL

Applying Proposition [5.1, we get that if

ko2 K 2
mon ;ZN H +oE) <1 (5.13)

is satisfied, then (213) has a unique globally stable random periodic solution of periodic 2w in
R% . Here, (2.13) holds for ko sufficiently small.
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Example 5.4 Consider an n-dimensional stochastic competitive system with time-periodic co-
efficient

dSL’Z’ = [—Oéil’i + hl(t, LL’)]dt + O'Z'LL’Z'thi, (514)
where a; >0 for alli=1,---,n and
. 1 N
hi(t, z) == |sint| + A —— r€RY, i=1,---,n,
where m > 1 and K; > 1 for alli =1,--- ,n. Then h(t,-) is a decreasing function from R’} to

R% \ 0. The fundamental matriz of the following corresponding linear homogeneous stochastic
Ito type differential equations '
dl’i = —Oéil’idt + O'Z'Sl?ithZ,

18
(I)ll(t,W) 0 0
0 Doo(t,w) - 0
O(t,w) = | ult ) ) |
0 0 e Dt w)

forallt >0 and w € ), where

Oyi(t,w) = e~ (@tzoDtHo Vi),
It is clear that
| ®(t,w) ||:= max{|®y;(t,w)| 14,5 =1,...,n} < R(t,w)e™, >0, weQ,

where A = L min{ay, -+, a,} and
R(t,w) = \/ o~ (A 30?)t+oiWi (W)
i=1
Similar to the analysis for system (G1), it is easy to check that R(t — s,0.w) is FL-measurable

and for any v > 0,

sup {e‘“"t‘ sup R(s,@tw)} < 00.
teR seRL

By the maximal inequality of geometric Brownian motion, we can obtain that

sup B(R(t,w)) = sup B \/ e-O+istitroni))
teR4 teR

i=1
n .

< Z sup E o~ A\ 5od)ttoi Wi (w)
i—1 teR4
n .

< ZE(Sup 6_(A+%o$)t+oiwg(w))
i=1 teR4

n 0_22
<) (14 o)
i=1
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By the direct calculation, it is obvious that

8h, t,l’
L = max sup y s, =1,...n
teR,zcR? Ox;
mx;”_l .
=max<{ su 4Ly =4.,n
et | (Ko af + g
m _m
< — <
T K, T K

where K = min{K;,i = 1,--- ,n}. Therefore, if

2

mn? o’
V5 >+ o) <1 (5.15)

=

is satisfied, then (5.17]) has a unique globally stable random periodic solution of periodic m in
R . Here, (213) holds when X or K is large enough.

As a further specific example, we give the following example.

Example 5.5 Consider the following 3-dimensional stochastic Othmer-Tyson positive feedback
system with time-periodic coefficient:

1‘3
diy = (=821 + 5 - grampigs)dt + so1dW,

dl’g = (1’1 — 91’2)dt + il’QdVVE, (516>
dl’g = (1’2 — 101’3)dt + %l’gthg.

By the direct calculation, it is obvious that

L= sw (2 + sint)z?
teR,z3ER ¢ 4(3 + sin t + $§)2
(2 +sint)x?
= sup . 32
ter 4(3 +sint + x3)
2+sint
up —
te[g 36(3+;1nt)%
2+sint
36(3+;int>%
1

24.93

3__3+sint
T3="2

sint=1

The corresponding linear homogeneous stochastic Ito type differential equations is

d.ﬁlfl = —ledt + %xlthl,
dSL’Q = (LL’l — 92L’2)dt + iLL’Qde, (517)
dl’g = (1’2 — 101’3)dt + %xngVf’.
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By the variation-of-constants formula, we can easily calculate the fundamental matriz ®(t,w)

of (5-17) as follows:

(I)(t,CU) = @21@,&)) <I>22(t,w) 0
)

for allt >0 and w € ), where
Oy (t,w) = e_(8+§)t+%Wt1(w)7
Doy (t,w) = e_(9+3*12)t+in(w),
st w) = e~ L0+t WP (W)
and

t
Byt w) = /0 D;i(t — 5,0,w)P;q j(s,w))ds, 1<j<i-—1

Hence, it is easy to check that
Oyt w) = Ry(t,w)e W9t 1=1,2,3,
for allt >0 and w € ), where
Ry (t,w) = e~ B+ W)
Ros(t,w) = e_(7+3%)t+iW3(w)’
Rgs(t,w) = o~ O+ )t Wiw)

and thus
t
By (1, w) = / oot — 5, 0u0) By (5, w))ds
0

t
:/ e 29 Roy(t — 5,0,w)e > Ryy (s, w))ds
0

6_2tR21 (t, (.U),
where Ry (t,w) = [y € Ras(t — s, 0,w) R11(s,w))ds.
t
(I)gl (t, CU) = / (I)gg(t — S, HSW)q)Ql(S, w))ds
0

t
:/ e~ Rag(t — 5,0,w)e 2Ry (s, w))ds
0

= e_thl (t, (.U),
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where Ry (t,w) = [y e Raa(t — 5, 0w) Ro1 (s, w))ds,

t
Bt w) = / Bas(t — 5, 0u0)Boa(5, w))ds
0

t
:/ e "9 Rag(t — 5,0,w)e > Raa (s, w))ds
0
= e_tR?)Q(t? CU),

where Rsa(t,w) = f(f e *Ras(t — s, 0,w)Raa(s,w))ds. In order to verify conditions in Theorem

[4-3, we choose A =1 and
R(t,w) = max Rj;(tw).

4,j=1,2,3

Similar to the analysis for system (2.1), we can prove that sup,cp, R(t,w) is a tempered random
variable and

| ®(t,w) [|:= max{|®;;(t,w)| : 1,5 =1,2,3} < R(t,w)e ", t>0, we.

It is clear that R;j(t — s,0sw), 4,5 = 1,--+,n is Fl-measurable, and thus R(t — s,0w) is
Fl-measurable. By the mazimal inequality of geometric Brownian motion, i.e.,

o2
E <sup e(“_%UQ)HUWt(w)) =1—-_——
teR 4 2IU
for p <0 and o > 0, we obtain that

sup E(R(t,w)) = sup E( mang,-j(t,w))

t€R+ t€R+ i7j:1727
< E(Sup R31 (t, (A))) + E(Sup Rgg(t, (A))) + E(sup Rgg(t, w))
teRy teRy teR 4

< 41 " 225 y 163 n 225 » 163 n 163
— 40 224 162 224 162 162
< 3.0528.

Therefore, we have that

Ld?su E(R(t,w
Pter, (R(t,w)) < 1 - x 9 x3.0528 < 1.
A 24 x 23

Then by Theorem [{.3, we conclude that (216) has a unique globally stable random periodic
solution of period 2m in R3 .
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