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Abstract: We investigate the dynamical behavior of pull-back trajectories for nonautonomous
stochastic feedback systems with multiplicative noise. We proved that there exists a random
periodic solution of this system and all pull-back trajectories converge to this random periodic
solution as time goes to infinitely almost surely. Our results can be applied to nonautonomous
stochastic Goodwin negative feedback system, nonautonomous stochastic Othmer-Tyson posi-
tive feedback system and nonautonomous stochastic competitive systems etc.
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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, 11, 13, 14, 15, 32, 33]. 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, 26, 35].
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 [10]. 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 [1] 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, 8, 9]. Compaired with the existing ones, we also consider the global stability.
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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 X1, X2, 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:

dxi = (αixi + hi(t, xi−1))dt+ σixidW
i
t , i = 1, 2, 3, (1.1)

which indices taken modulo three, so x0 = x3. Here, αi, i = 1, 2, 3 are negative constants,
hi(·, xi−1), i = 1, 2, 3 are nonincreasing functions in xi−1, hi(t+T, xi−1) = hi(t, xi−1), i = 1, 2, 3,
T is a positive constant, and Wt(ω) = (W 1

t (ω),W
2
t (ω),W

3
t (ω)) is a three dimensional standard

Brownian motion with W i
0(ω) = 0, i = 1, 2, 3, ω ∈ Ω.
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v1−−→ X1
h2(·,x1)
−−−−→

v2−−→ X2
h3(·,x2)
−−−−→

v3−−→ X3
h1(·,x3)
−−−−→

Figure 2: Decomposition of the biochemical circuit from Figure 1 into input-output modules. In
each partition, vi indicates the input into the element Xi and hi(·, xi−1) indicates the subsequent
output—feedback of the current state.

The nonlinearity of hi makes the system difficult to study directly. To overcome this dif-
ficulty, we use the decomposition motivated by the work of [10, 17, 18]. This idea is to look
at (1.1) 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

dxi = (αixi + vi(t))dt+ σixidW
i
t , i = 1, 2, 3, (1.2)

together with a set of outputs

yi(t) = vi(t) = hi(t, xi−1(t)), i = 1, 2, 3. (1.3)

Observe that (1.2) is much easier to study. In fact, in this particular example, we can show
that (1.2) 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 K(v) for each random periodic input v, and an
operator Kh is so defined on the space of random periodic inputs. If Kh has a unique, globally
attracting random periodic solution, then the input-output system (1.2) and (1.3) 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 Rd

+:

dXt = (AXt + h(t, Xt)) dt+

d
∑

k=1

σkXtdW
k
t , (1.4)

where Wt = (W 1
t , ...,W

d
t ) is a two-side time Wiener process with values in Rd on the canonical

Wiener space (Ω,F , (F t)t∈R,P), i.e., F is the Borel σ-algebra of Ω = C0(R,R
d) = {ω : ω(t)

continuous, ω(0) = 0, t ∈ R}; F t
s is the least complete σ-field for which all Wu −Wv, s ≤ v ≤

u ≤ t are measurable and F t = F t
−∞ =

∨

s≤tF
t
s; P is the Wiener measure. A = (aij)d×d is a

(d × d)-dimensional matrix. h : R × Rd
+ → Rd

+, h(t + T, x) = h(t, x) for any t ∈ R, x ∈ Rd
+,

T > 0 is a constant. σk, k = 1, · · · , d are (d× 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 (1.4), 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 Ω.

2 Preliminaries

For the convenience of readers, we recall some definitions and basic facts about random
dynamical systems and stochastic flows, see [1, 2, 21, 22] for more details. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a
probability space, X be a Polish space and B(X) be its Borel σ-algebra. Denote △ := {(t, s) ∈
R2, s ≤ t}.

Definition 2.1 ([1]) A family of mapping on the sample space Ω, θt : Ω → Ω, t ∈ R is called
a measurable dynamical system if the following conditions are satisfied

(i) Identity property: θ0 is the identity on Ω;

(ii) Flow property: θt+s = θt ◦ θs, where ◦ means composition of mappings;

(iii) Measurability: (ω, t) 7→ θtω is measurable.

It is called a measure-preserving or metric dynamical system, if furthermore

(iv) Measure-preserving property: P(θt(A)) = P(A), for every A ∈ F and t ∈ R.

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

Definition 2.2 ([1]) A (continuous) random dynamical system (RDS) on the Polish space X
over a metric dynamical system (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈R) with time R+ is a mapping

Φ : R+ × Ω×X → X, (t, ω, x) 7→ Φ(t, ω, x)

which is (B(R+)⊗ F ⊗ B(X),B(X))-measurable and satisfies the following properties:

(i) Continuity: Φ(·, ω, ·) : R+ ×X → X, (t, x) 7→ Φ(t, ω, x) is continuous for all ω ∈ Ω.

(ii) Cocycle property: The mappings Φ(t, ω) := Φ(t, ω, ·) : X → X form a cocycle over θ(·),
i.e. they satisfy for all ω ∈ Ω,

Φ(0, ω) is the identity on X,

Φ(t + s, ω) = Φ(t, θsω) ◦ Φ(s, ω), for all s, t ∈ R+.

4



Definition 2.3 ([1]) A random variable R : Ω → R+ is called tempered with respect to the
dynamical system θ if

lim
t→±∞

logR(θtω)

|t|
= 0.

This condition is equivalent to the subexponential growth of t 7→ R(θtω),

lim
t→±∞

{

e−γ|t|R(θtω)
}

= 0, for any γ > 0, ω ∈ Ω,

which implies that, for any γ > 0, ω ∈ Ω

sup
t∈R

{

e−γ|t|R(θtω)
}

<∞.

Definition 2.4 ([22]) A map ϕ : △ × Ω × Rd → Rd, (t, s, x, ω) 7→ ϕ(t, s, x, ω) is called a
forward stochastic flow if for almost all ω ∈ Ω, it satisfies the following properties:

(i) ϕ(t, s, x, ·) is continuous with respect to (s, t, x).

(ii) ϕ(u, s, ω) = ϕ(u, t, ω) ◦ ϕ(t, s, ω) holds for all s ≤ t ≤ u.

(iii) ϕ(s, s, ω) 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 ϕ : △ × Ω × X → X is an F-measurable map Y : R × Ω → X such that for almost all
ω ∈ Ω,

ϕ(t, s, ω)Y (s, ω) = Y (t, ω), Y (r + T, ω) = Y (r, θTω), for any (t, s) ∈ △, r ∈ R. (2.1)

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

dXt = AXtdt+
d

∑

k=1

σkXtdW
k
t .

Without loss of generality, we assume that σk, k = 1, · · · , d has the following form

σk =







σ1
k

. . .

σd
k






, σi

k ∈ R, k, i = 1, · · · , d.

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

dXt = (A−
1

2
B)Xtdt+

d
∑

k=1

σkXt ◦ dW
k
t , (2.2)
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where

B =







∑d
k=1(σ

1
k)

2

. . .
∑d

k=1(σ
d
k)

2






.

Next, we introduce assumptions that guarantee that the random dynamical system generated
by (2.2) in Rd

+ is order-preserving and the existence and uniqueness of solutions for stochastic
differential equations (1.4). In order to make use of the technique for monotone systems, we
make the following standing assumption on A.

(A) A is cooperative, i.e., aij ≥ 0 for all i, j ∈ {1, ..., d} and i 6= j.

Throughout this paper, we will use the norm |x| := max{|xi| : i = 1, · · · , d}, |x|2 := (
d
∑

i=1

|xi|2)
1
2 ,

x ∈ Rd and ||M ||2 := (
d
∑

i,j=1

|Mij|2)
1
2 , where M is a (d× d)-dimensional matrix.

Let Φj(t) = (Φ1j(t), ...,Φdj(t))
T be the solution of equation (2.2) with initial value X(0) =

ej , j = 1, ..., d. Define the d× d matrix

Φ(t) = (Φ1(t), ...,Φd(t)) = (Φij(t))d×d.

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

dΦ(t) = AΦ(t)dt +
d

∑

k=1

σkΦ(t)dW
k
t .

By Proposition 6.2.2 in [2], it is clear that (2.2) generates a order-preserving random dynamical
system (θ,Φ) in Rd

+ and Φ(t, ω)(Rd
+ \ {0}) ⊂ Rd

+ \ {0} for any t ≥ 0, ω ∈ Ω, where θ is the time
shift on Ω, i.e.,

θtω(·) := ω(t+ ·)− ω(t), t ∈ R. (2.3)

Φ satisfies the cocycle property: Φ(t + s, ω) = Φ(t, θsω) ◦ Φ(s, ω) for all t, s ∈ R+, ω ∈ Ω,
and Φ(t, ω)x ≥Rd

+
Φ(t, ω)y for all x, y ∈ Rd

+ such that x ≥Rd
+
y, where x ≥Rd

+
y means that

x− y ∈ Rd
+.

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

(L) The top Lyapunov exponent for the linear RDS (θ,Φ) is a negative real number, i.e.,
there exist a constant λ > 0 and a stochastic process R(t, ω) > 0 which satisfies that for
any γ > 0, supt∈R

{

e−γ|t| sups∈R+
R(s, θtω)

}

<∞ such that for all t ≥ 0, ω ∈ Ω,

‖ Φ(t, ω) ‖:= max{|Φij(t, ω)| : i, j = 1, ..., d} ≤ R(t, ω)e−λt. (2.4)

6



In the remainder of this section, we discuss the questions of existence and uniqueness of
solutions for stochastic differential equation (1.4), as well as its pull-back trajectories. Let us
start with the following assumptions on h.

(H) h ∈ C1
b (R×Rd

+,R
d
+ \ {0}), i.e., the function h and its derivatives are both bounded. And

h is order-preserving in Rd
+, i.e., for any t ∈ R

h(t, x1) ≤Rd
+
h(t, x2) whenever x1, x2 ∈ Rd

+ such that x1 ≤Rd
+
x2,

or anti-order-preserving in Rd
+, i.e.,

h(t, x1) ≥Rd
+
h(t, x2) whenever x1, x2 ∈ Rd

+ such that x1 ≤Rd
+
x2.

By (H), it is easy to check that (1.4) satisfies the conditions of the global Lipschitz and
linear growth in Rd

+, since h and its derivatives are both bounded in Rd
+. Let h̃ be an extension

from R × Rd
+ to R × Rd such that h̃(t, x) = h(t, |x1|, · · · , |xd|), x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ Rd. It is

clearly that h̃ satisfies the conditions of global Lipschitz and linear growth in Rd, we thus have
the existence and uniqueness of global solutions for

dXt = [AXt + h̃(t, Xt)]dt+
d

∑

k=1

σkXtdW
k
t

in Rd, which is a forward stochastic flow ϕ(t, s, ω) : Rd → Rd (cf.[19, 22, 26, 29]). From the
form of h̃, we can deduce that the set Rd

+ is forward invariant under the forward stochastic
flow, i.e., ϕ(t, s, ω)Rd

+ ⊂ Rd
+ for (t, s) ∈ △, ω ∈ Ω and ϕ(t, s, ω)x = X(t, s, x, ω), x ∈ Rd

+ is a
unique solution of (1.4). Furthermore, it can be written as

ϕ(t, s, ω)x = Φ(t− s, θsω)x+

∫ t

s

Φ(t− r, θrω)h(r, ϕ(r, s, ω)x)dr, (t, s) ∈ △, x ∈ Rd
+. (2.5)

Proposition 2.6 ϕ(t, s, ω)x in (2.5) has the following properties:

(i) For all (t, s) ∈ △ and x ∈ Rd
+, ϕ(t, s, ·)x is F t

s-measurable.

(ii) For all ω ∈ Ω, ϕ(t, s, ω)x is continuous in (t, s, x) and satisfies lim
t↓s

ϕ(t, s, x, ω) = x.

(iii) For all ω ∈ Ω,

ϕ(t, s, ω) = ϕ(t, r, ω) ◦ ϕ(r, s, ω), for all s ≤ r ≤ t, s, r, t ∈ R.

(iv) For all (t, s) ∈ △, ω ∈ Ω,

ϕ(t+ T, s+ T, ω) = ϕ(t, s, θTω). (2.6)
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Proof. The properties (i), (ii), (iii) are obvious. Next we prove (iv). For (t, s) ∈ △, by the
periodicity of h(·, x) we have

ϕ(t+ T, s+ T, ω)x

= Φ(t− s, θs+Tω)x+

∫ t+T

s+T

Φ(t + T − r, θrω)h(r, ϕ(r, s+ T, ω)x)dr

= Φ(t− s, θs+Tω)x+

∫ t

s

Φ(t− r, θr+Tω)h(r + T, ϕ(r + T, s+ T, ω)x)dr

= Φ(t− s, θs+Tω)x+

∫ t

s

Φ(t− r, θr+Tω)h(r, ϕ(r + T, s+ T, ω)x)dr

We thus have found that the function

ψ(r, s, θTω)x = ϕ(r + T, s+ T, ω)x, s ≤ r

satisfies

ψ(t, s, θTω)x = Φ(t− s, θs+Tω)x+

∫ t

s

Φ(t− r, θr+Tω)h(r, ψ(r, s, θTω)x)dr.

By the uniqueness of the solution

ϕ(t, s, θTω)x = ψ(t, s, θTω)x = ϕ(t+ T, s+ T, ω)x.

which implies that (2.6) holds.

For any n ∈ N+, t ≥ −nT , let ϕ(t,−nT, ω)x be the solution with the initial value X(−nT ) =
x, by (2.5) we have

ϕ(t,−nT, ω)x = Φ(t+ nT, θ−nTω)x+

∫ t

−nT

Φ(t− s, θsω)h(s, ϕ(s,−nT, ω)x)ds.

By (L), it is evident that for all x ∈ Rd
+, ω ∈ Ω, limt→∞Φ(t, θ−tω)x = 0. Regarding the

feedback function h as an input term, we can define the input-to-state characteristic operator
K associated with given inputs in Rd

+ as follows:

K(v)(t, ω) =

∫ t

−∞

Φ(t− s, θsω)v(s, ω)ds, t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω, (2.7)

where the stochastic process v : R× Ω → Rd
+ is bounded. It is evident that K is well defined

by condition (L). In fact, by (2.4) we have ||Φ(t, ω)||2 ≤ d||Φ(t, ω)|| ≤ dR(t, ω)e−λt, λ > 0,
and so for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω,

∫ t

−∞

|Φ(t− s, θsω)v(s, ω)|2ds

≤ d

∫ t

−∞

R(t− s, θsω)e
−λ(t−s)|v(s+ t, ω)|2ds

≤ Cd sup
s∈R

{

e−
1
2
λ|s| sup

r∈R+

R(r, θsω)
}

∫ t

−∞

e−λ(t−s)+λ
2
|s|ds

<∞.
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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 = (N1, ..., Nd), Ni = sup
t∈R,x∈Rd

+

|hi(t, x)|, i = 1, ..., d.

Lemma 3.1 For each n ∈ N+, x ∈ Rd
+, α ∈ [0, T ), let

ahn(t, ω) = inf {h(t, ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}, t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω,

and
bhn(t, ω) = sup {h(t, ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}, t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω,

where inf and sup mean the greatest lower bound and the least upper bound, respectively. Then
ahn(t, ω) and b

h
n(t, ω) are progressively measurable with respect to {F t}.

Proof. We only prove the case of bhn(t, ω) for the sake of convenience and the case of ahn(t, ω)
can be proved analogously. Define

Bh
n(t, ω) := {h(t, ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}.

First we show that bhn(t, ω) are well defined. For each n ∈ N+, x ∈ Rd
+, by the boundedness of

h we know that Bh
n(t, ω) is a bounded set for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω, which implies that Bh

n(t, ω) is
order-bounded. And since Rd

+ is strongly minihedral (see [2], Definition 3.1.7), bhn(t, ω) exists.
Next, we prove that bhn(t, ω) are progressively measurable with respect to {F t}. Define

βh
n,M(t, ω) = sup

{

h(t, ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x) : n ≤ m ≤M,m ∈ N+

}

.

By the continuity of h, the properties of ϕ and Corollary 3.1.1(ii) in [2], βh
n,M(t, ω) is progres-

sively measurable with respect to {F t} for every M = 1, 2, · · · . It is clear that

βh
n,1(t, ω) ≤ βh

n,2(t, ω) ≤ · · · ≤ βh
n,M(t, ω) ≤ · · · .

Moreover, by the boundedness of h in Rd
+, b

h
n(t, ω) = lim

M→∞
βh
n,M(t, ω) is a progressively measur-

able with respect to {F t}.

Lemma 3.2 Assume that conditions (A), (L) and (H) hold. Then we have

K(limh(·, ϕ)) ≤ limϕ ≤ limϕ ≤ K(limh(·, ϕ)), (3.1)

where

limϕ(t, ω) := lim
n→∞

inf{ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}, t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω,

9



limϕ(t, ω) := lim
n→∞

sup{ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}, t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω,

limh(·, ϕ)(t, ω) := lim
n→∞

ahn(t, ω), t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω,

limh(·, ϕ)(t, ω) := lim
n→∞

bhn(t, ω), t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω,

for each x ∈ Rd
+, α ∈ [0, T ).

Proof. By the definition of limϕ and limϕ we have limϕ ≤ limϕ, the second inequality in (3.1)
is proved. For the sake of convenience we only prove the first inequality in (3.1) and the third
inequality can be proved analogously. Similar to Lemma 3.1, we can easily get that limϕ(t, ω)
and limh(·, ϕ)(t, ω) exist, which are also progressively measurable with respect to {F t}. Then
by the boundedness of h, (2.7) and the Fubini Theorem, K(limh(·, ϕ))(t, ω) is well defined,
progressively measurable with respect to {F t}. By (2.7), the definition of the limh(·, ϕ) and
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have K(limh(·, ϕ)) = lim

n→∞
K(ahn). For fixed

n ∈ N+, it is enough to prove that

K(ahn)(t, ω)

=

∫ t

−∞

Φ(t− s, θsω) inf{h(s, ϕ(s, s− α−mT, ω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}ds

= lim
m̃→∞
m̃≥n

{

Φ(t + m̃T, θ−m̃Tω)x

+

∫ t

nT−m̃T

Φ(t− s, θsω) inf{h(s, ϕ(s, s− α−mT, ω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}ds
}

= lim
ñ→∞
ñ≥n

inf
{

Φ(t + m̃T, θ−m̃Tω)x

+

∫ t

nT−m̃T

Φ(t− s, θsω) inf{h(s, ϕ(s, s− α−mT, ω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}ds : m̃ ≥ ñ, m̃ ∈ N+

}

≤ lim
ñ→∞
ñ≥n

inf
{

Φ(t + m̃T, θ−m̃Tω)x

+

∫ t

nT−m̃T

Φ(t− s, θsω)h(s, ϕ(s, s− α− m̃T, ω)x)ds : m̃ ≥ ñ, m̃ ∈ N+

}

≤ lim
ñ→∞

inf
{

Φ(t + m̃T, θ−m̃Tω)x

+

∫ t

−m̃T

Φ(t− s, θsω)h(s, ϕ(s, s− α− m̃T, ω)x)ds : m̃ ≥ ñ, m̃ ∈ N+

}

= limϕ(t, ω),

where the third equality has used Lemma A.2 in [10], while the second-to-last inequality has
applied the order-preserving property of Φ and the positivity of h.
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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 Rd

+, then

h(·, limϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ h(·, limϕ); (3.2)

(ii) if h is anti-order-preserving in Rd
+, then

h(·, limϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ h(·, limϕ). (3.3)

Proof. Indeed, the proof of the first inequality in (3.2) is adequate and the rest of the results
of this lemma can be obtained analogously. Observe that h is order-preserving in Rd

+, then for
fixed n, k ∈ N+, k ≥ n,

h(t, inf{ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}) ≤ h(t, ϕ(t, t− α− kT, ω)x),

thus we have

h(t, inf{ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+})

≤ inf{h(t, ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}. (3.4)

By the definition of limϕ, the continuity of h, (3.4) and the definition of limh(·, ϕ), we have

h(·, limϕ)(t, ω) = h(t, lim
n→∞

inf{ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+})

= lim
n→∞

h(t, inf{ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+})

≤ lim
n→∞

inf{h(t, ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}

= limh(·, ϕ)(t, ω).

The proof is complete.

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

K(ahn) ≤ limϕ ≤ limϕ ≤ K(bhn), n ∈ N+, (3.5)

where ahn and bhn are as defined in Lemma 3.1. Furthermore, we define the gain operator

Kh(u)(t, ω) = h(t,K(u)(t, ω)), t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω,

and we have the following:
(i) if h is order-preserving in Rd

+, then for fixed n ∈ N+,

(Kh)k(ahn) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ (Kh)k(bhn), k ∈ N+. (3.6)

(ii) if h is anti-order-preserving in Rd
+, then for fixed n ∈ N+,

(Kh)2k(ahn) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ (Kh)2k(bhn), k ∈ N+. (3.7)
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Proof. By the definition of ahn and bhn, it is evident that

ahn ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ bhn, n ∈ N+.

By the order-preserving property of Φ, K(u) is monotone with respect to u, and consequently

K(ahn) ≤ K(limh(·, ϕ)) ≤ K(limh(·, ϕ)) ≤ K(bhn), n ∈ N+.

By (3.1), we have
K(ahn) ≤ limϕ ≤ limϕ ≤ K(bhn), n ∈ N+.

which implies that (3.5) holds.

In what follows, we claim that (3.6) and (3.7) hold.

If h is order-preserving in Rd
+, then it deduces that h preserves the inequalities in (3.5):

Kh(ahn) ≤ h(·, limϕ) ≤ h(·, limϕ) ≤ Kh(bhn), n ∈ N+.

which together with (3.2) implies

Kh(ahn) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ Kh(bhn), n ∈ N+.

This proves (3.6) for k = 1. Next we assume that, for some k ∈ N,

(Kh)k(ahn) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ (Kh)k(bhn), n ∈ N+,

holds. From the monotonicity of K and (3.1), we have:

K
(

(Kh)k(ahn)
)

≤ K(limh(·, ϕ)) ≤ limϕ

≤ limϕ ≤ K(limh(·, ϕ)) ≤ K
(

(Kh)k(bhn)
)

.

By the monotonicity of h in Rd
+ and (3.2), we get that

(Kh)k+1(ahn) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ (Kh)k+1(bhn), n ∈ N+.

Therefore, we conclude that (3.6) holds by mathematical induction.

If h is anti-order-preserving in Rd
+, similar to h is order-preserving in Rd

+, we deduce that

Kh(bhn) ≤ h(·, limϕ) ≤ h(·, limϕ) ≤ Kh(ahn), n ∈ N+.

by (3.3), we have

Kh(bhn) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ Kh(ahn), n ∈ N+.

Combining the monotonicity of K and (3.1), it shows that

K
(

Kh(bhn)
)

≤ limϕ ≤ limϕ ≤ K
(

Kh(ahn)
)

, n ∈ N+,

which together with the anti-monotonicity of h in Rd
+ and (3.3) implies

(Kh)2(ahn) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ (Kh)2(bhn), n ∈ N+.

The rest of the proof of (3.7) can be obtained analogously to h is order-preserving in Rd
+ by

the mathematical induction.
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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 (1.4) and prove them.

Let M be the space of all progressively measurable (with respect to {F t}) processes f :
R× Ω → [0,N ], and

f(t+ T, ω) = f(t, θTω), for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω.

Here the metric on M is given as follows:

ρ(f1, f2) := sup
t∈R

E|f1(t, ω)− f2(t, ω)|, for all f1, f2 ∈ M.

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

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

sup
t∈R

E|fn(t, ω)− fm(t, ω)| → 0, as m,n→ ∞.

Then one can find a subsequence {fnk
} such that

sup
t∈R

E|fnk+1
(t, ω)− fnk

(t, ω)| ≤ 2−k.

Thus

sup
t∈R

(E

∞
∑

k=1

|fnk+1
(t, ω)− fnk

(t, ω)|+ E|fn1(t, ω)|)

≤
∞
∑

k=1

sup
t∈R

E|fnk+1
(t, ω)− fnk

(t, ω)|+ sup
t∈R

E|fn1(t, ω)| <∞,

which implies that for any t ∈ R,

Nt :=

{

ω ∈ Ω
∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

k=1

|fnk+1
(t, ω)− fnk

(t, ω)|+ |fn1(t, ω)| = +∞

}

is a null set and thus
∞
∑

k=1

|fnk+1
(t, ω)− fnk

(t, ω)|+ |fn1(t, ω)| <∞, t ∈ R, ω ∈ N c
t .

So for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ N c
t , lim

k→∞
fnk

(t, ω) exists and

lim
k→∞

fnk
(t, ω) =

∞
∑

k=1

(fnk+1
(t, ω)− fnk

(t, ω)) + fn1(t, ω).
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For any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω, set

f j(t, ω) = lim inf
k→∞

f j
nk
(t, ω), j = 1, · · · , d

and
f(t, ω) = (f 1(t, ω), · · · , f d(t, ω)).

It is clear that f is well defined, progressively measurable (with respect to {F t}), and f ∈ [0,N ].
Since

fnk
(t + T, ω) = fnk

(t, θTω), for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω.

We have
f j(t + T, ω) = lim inf

k→∞
f j
nk
(t+ T, ω) = lim inf

k→∞
f j
nk
(t, θTω) = f j(t, θTω),

which implies that
f(t+ T, ω) = f(t, θTω), for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω.

Therefore, f ∈ M.

In fact, f(t, ω) =
∑∞

l=k(fnl+1
(t, ω)− fnl

(t, ω)) + fnk
(t, ω) for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ N c

t . And thus

sup
t∈R

E|fnk
− f | = sup

t∈R
E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

l=k

(fnl+1
− fnl

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∞
∑

l=k

2−l = 21−k,

which implies that d(f, fnk
) → 0 as k → ∞. Hence d(f, fn) → 0 as k → ∞ since {fn} is a

Cauchy sequence. Thus (M, ρ) is a complete metric space.

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, θsω), (t, s) ∈ △ be F t
s- measurable and supt∈R+

E(R(t, ω)) <∞.

(H1) Let L := max{ supt∈R,x∈Rd
+
|∂hi(t,x)

∂xj
|, i, j = 1, ..., d} such that supt∈R+

E(R(t, ω)) < λ
Ld2

.

Then the gain operator Kh : M → M, f 7→ Kh(f) is a contractive mapping, where
Kh(f)(t, ω) = h(t, [K(f)](t, ω)).

Proof. First, we prove that Kh : M → M is well defined. For any f ∈ (M, ρ), by the
definition of Kh, Kh(f) ∈ [0,N ]. And by (2.7), the order-preserving of Φ and the positivity of
f , for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω, we have

[K(f)](t, θTω) =

∫ t

−∞

Φ(t− r, θr+Tω)f(r, θTω)dr

=

∫ t+T

−∞

Φ(t+ T − r, θrω)f(r − T, θTω)dr

=

∫ t+T

−∞

Φ(t+ T − r, θrω)f(r, ω)dr

= [K(f)](t+ T, ω).
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By the fact that h(t+ T, x) = h(t, x), t ∈ R, x ∈ Rd
+, we have

Kh(f)(t+ T, ω) = h(t+ T,K(f)(t+ T, ω))

= h(t,K(f)(t, θTω))

= Kh(f)(t, θTω).

By (H), the measurability of Φ, and the Fubini theorem, it is evident thatKh(f) is progressively
measurable with respect to {F t}. So Kh : M → M is well defined.

Next we prove that Kh is a contractive mapping. By (H1), we have

sup
t∈R,x∈Rd

+

||▽x (h(t, x)) || = sup
t∈R,x∈Rd

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(∂hi(t, x)

∂xj

)

d×d

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
≤ L. (4.1)

For any f1, f2 ∈ (M, ρ), by the fact that |Φ(x)| ≤ d||Φ|| · |x| for all x ∈ Rd
+, Φ ∈ Rd×d, (4.1)

and (L), we get

ρ(Kh(f1),K
h(f2))

= sup
t∈R

E
∣

∣Kh(f1)−Kh(f2)
∣

∣

= sup
t∈R

E |h(·,K(f1))− h(·,K(f2))|

= sup
t∈R

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

▽xh(·,K(f2) + r(K(f1)−K(f2)))dr · [K(f1)−K(f2)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ d sup
t∈R,x∈Rd

+

||▽x(h(t, x))|| · sup
t∈R

E|K(f1)−K(f2)|

≤ Ld sup
t∈R

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

−∞

Φ(t− s, θsω)f1(s, ω)ds−

∫ t

−∞

Φ(t− s, θsω)f2(s, ω)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Ld2 sup
t∈R

E

∫ t

−∞

||Φ(t− s, θsω)|| · |f1(s, ω)− f2(s, ω)|ds

≤ Ld2 sup
t∈R

E

∫ t

−∞

e−λ(t−s)R(t− s, θsω) · |f1(s, ω)− f2(s, ω)|ds

≤ Ld2 sup
t∈R

∫ t

−∞

e−λ(t−s)

∫

Ω

R(t− s, θsω) · |f1(s, ω)− f2(s, ω)|P (dω)ds

= Ld2 sup
t∈R

∫ t

−∞

e−λ(t−s)E(R(t− s, θsω))E|f1(s, ω)− f2(s, ω)|ds

= Ld2 sup
t∈R

∫ t

−∞

e−λ(t−s)E(R(t− s, ω))E|f1(s, ω)− f2(s, ω)|ds

≤ Ld2 sup
t∈R+

E(R(t, ω)) sup
t∈R

E|f1(t, ω)− f2(t, ω)| sup
t∈R

∫ t

−∞

e−λ(t−s)ds

=

Ld2 sup
t∈R+

E(R(t, ω))

λ
ρ(f1, f2)

< ρ(f1, f2),
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where the third-to-last equality holds because of (R) and the independence of R(t − s, θsω)
and f1(s, ω)− f2(s, ω), the third-to-last inequality holds because of the P-measure preserving
property of θ.

Theorem 4.3 Assume that conditions (A), (L), (H), (R) and (H1) hold. Then there exist
a unique nonnegative fixed point u ∈ (M, ρ) for the gain operator Kh such that for any t ∈ R,

lim
n→∞

ϕ(t,−nT, ·)x = K(u)(t, ·), x ∈ Rd
+, P− a.s.

Furthermore, for almost all ω ∈ Ω,

ϕ(t, s, ω)K(u)(s, ω) = K(u)(t, ω), K(u)(r + T, ω) = K(u)(r, θTω), for any (t, s) ∈ △, r ∈ R.

i.e., K(u) is a random periodic solution of the forward stochastic flow generated by (1.4) in Rd
+

and for any t ∈ R, all pull-back trajectories originating from nonnegative orthant converge to
this positive random periodic solution almost surely.

Proof. By (3.6), (3.7), regardless of the monotonicity or anti-monotonicity for h, for fixed
n ∈ N+, we have

(Kh)2k(ahn) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ limh(·, ϕ) ≤ (Kh)2k(bhn), k ∈ N+ (4.2)

where ahn and bhn are as defined in Lemma 3.1. By Lemma 3.1, ahn and bhn are bounded pro-
gressively measurable processes with respect to {F t}. By the definition of ahn, h(t + T, x) =
h(t, x), t ∈ R, x ∈ Rd

+ and (2.6), for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω, we have

ahn(t+ T, ω) = inf {h(t + T, ϕ(t+ T, t+ T − α−mT, ω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}

= inf {h(t, ϕ(t, t− α−mT, θTω)x) : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}

= ahn(t, θTω).

Similarly, we have bhn(t + T, ω) = bhn(t, θTω) for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω. And it is clear that
ahn, b

h
n ∈ [0,N ]. Therefore, ahn and bhn are both in (M, ρ).

Since Kh is a contractive mapping on the complete metric space (M, ρ), by the Banach fixed
point theorem ([34]), there exists a unique u ∈ M such that for any t ∈ R,

[Kh(u)](t, ω) = u(t, ω), P− a.s.

and
lim
k→∞

sup
t∈R

E|[(Kh)2k(ahn)]− u| = lim
k→∞

sup
t∈R

E|[(Kh)2k(bhn)]− u| = 0,

which implies that [(Kh)2k(ahn)](t, ·)
P
→ u(t, ·) and [(Kh)2k(bhn)](t, ·)

P
→ u(t, ·) for all t ∈ R.

Therefore, there exists a subsequence {kj}j∈N such that for any t ∈ R,

lim
j→∞

[(Kh)2kj (ahn)](t, ·) = u(t, ·) = lim
j→∞

[(Kh)2kj (bhn)](t, ·), P− a.s. (4.3)
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Combining (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain that for any t ∈ R,

[limh(·, ϕ)](t, ·) = [limh(·, ϕ)](t, ·) = u(t, ·) P− a.s.

which together with (3.1) implies that for any t ∈ R,

[limϕ](t, ·) = [limϕ](t, ·) = K(u)(t, ·) P− a.s. (4.4)

By the definition of infimum and supremum, it is clear that

inf{ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}

≤ ϕ(t, t− α− nT, ω)x

≤ sup{ϕ(t, t− α−mT, ω)x : m ≥ n,m ∈ N+}, x ∈ Rd
+.

Let n→ ∞ in the above inequality, by (4.4), for any t ∈ R, we have

[limϕ](t, ω) = [limϕ](t, ω) = lim
n→∞

ϕ(t, t− α− nT, ω)x, P− a.s. (4.5)

Combining (4.4) and (4.5), we obtain that for any t ∈ R, t = m0T + α0, m0 ∈ Z, α0 ∈ [0, T ),

lim
n→∞

ϕ(t,−nT, ·)x = lim
n→∞

ϕ(t, t− α0 − nT, ·)x = K(u)(t, ·), x ∈ Rd
+, P− a.s.

which proves that for any t ∈ R,

lim
n→∞

ϕ(t,−nT, ·)x = K(u)(t, ·), x ∈ Rd
+, P− a.s.. (4.6)

By (2.7), the progressively measurability with respect to {F t} of u and the Fubini Theorem,
K(u)(t, ω) is continuous and progressively measurable with respect to {F t}.

By the continuity of ϕ in Rd
+ and (4.6), we can show that for any fixed (t, s) ∈ △,

ϕ(t, s, ω)K(u)(s, ω) = ϕ(t, s, ω) lim
n→∞

ϕ(s,−nT, ω)x

= lim
n→∞

ϕ(t, s, ω)ϕ(s,−nT, ω)x

= lim
n→∞

ϕ(t,−nT, ω)x

= K(u)(t, ω), P− a.s. (4.7)

Next, we claim that for almost all ω ∈ Ω,

ϕ(t, s, ω)K(u)(s, ω) = K(u)(t, ω), (t, s) ∈ △.

By the continuity of ϕ(t, s, ω, x) in (t, s, x) for all ω ∈ Ω and the continuity of K(u)(t, ω) in t
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for all ω ∈ Ω, we have

Ns,t := {ω ∈ Ω : ϕ(t, s, ω)K(u)(s, ω) 6= K(u)(t, ω)}

=
∞
⋃

k=1

{

ω ∈ Ω : |ϕ(t, s, ω)K(u)(s, ω)−K(u)(t, ω)| >
1

k

}

⊂
∞
⋃

k=1

{

ω ∈ Ω : |ϕ(qt, ps, ω)K(u)(ps, ω)−K(u)(qt, ω)| >
1

2k

}

⊂
∞
⋃

k=1

⋃

(q,p)∈Q2∩△

{

ω ∈ Ω : |ϕ(q, p, ω)K(u)(p, ω)−K(u)(q, ω)| >
1

2k

}

=
⋃

(q,p)∈Q2∩△

∞
⋃

k=1

{

ω ∈ Ω : |ϕ(q, p, ω)K(u)(p, ω)−K(u)(q, ω)| >
1

2k

}

=
⋃

(q,p)∈Q2∩△

Np,q.

Thus we obtain P(
⋃

(t,s)∈△ Ns,t) ≤ P(
⋃

(q,p)∈Q2∩△Np,q) = 0, since P(Ns,t) = 0, (t, s) ∈ △ (by

(4.7)).

Furthermore, u(t + T, ω) = u(t, θTω), for any t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω since u ∈ M. Thus by (2.7) we
have

K(u)(t, θTω) =

∫ t

−∞

Φ(t− r, θr+Tω)u(r, θTω)dr

=

∫ t+T

−∞

Φ(t + T − r, θrω)u(r − T, θTω)dr

=

∫ t+T

−∞

Φ(t + T − r, θrω)u(r, ω)dr

= K(u)(t+ T, ω), t ∈ R, ω ∈ Ω.

So for almost all ω ∈ Ω,

ϕ(t, s, ω)K(u)(s, ω) = K(u)(t, ω), K(u)(r + T, ω) = K(u)(r, θTω), for any (t, s) ∈ △, r ∈ R.

5 Examples

In this section, we show the efficiency of our result. Our main results Theorem 4.3 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 (H1) in order to use Theorem 4.3. That is to say, we
need to choose a suitable λ > 0 and random process R.
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Now we consider nonautonomous stochastic single loop feedback system

{

dx1 = (−α1x1 + f(t, xn)) dt+ σ1x1dW
1
t ,

dxi = (xi−1 − αixi)dt+ σixidW
i
t , 2 ≤ i ≤ n,

(5.1)

where αi > 0, σi > 0 for i = 1, · · · , n and f ∈ C1
b (R × R+,R+), i.e., f and its derivatives are

both bounded. Moreover, we assume that f(t+T, x) = f(t, x), t ∈ R, x ∈ R+ and f(t, ·), t ∈ R

is increasing or decreasing in R+.

The corresponding linear homogeneous stochastic Itô type differential equations is

{

dx1 = −α1x1dt+ σ1x1dW
1
t ,

dxi = (xi−1 − αixi)dt+ σixidW
i
t , 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

(5.2)

By the variation-of-constants formula, we can easily calculate the fundamental matrix Φ(t, ω)
of (5.2) as follows:

Φ(t, ω) =











Φ11(t, ω) 0 · · · 0
Φ21(t, ω) Φ22(t, ω) · · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

Φn1(t, ω) Φn2(t, ω) · · · Φnn(t, ω)











for all t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω, where

Φij(t, ω) =















∫ t

0

Φii(t− s, θsω)Φi−1,j(s, ω)ds, 1 ≤ j ≤ i− 1

e−(αi+
1
2
σ2
i )t+σiW

i
t (ω), j = i

0, i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ n

(5.3)

for all i = 1, · · · , n. Let λ = 1
n+1

min{α1, · · · , αn}, then it is easy to check that

Φii(t, ω) ≤ e−[(n+1)λ+ 1
2
σ2
i ]t+σiW

i
t (ω)

= e−(iλ+ 1
2
σ2
i )t+σiW

i
t (ω)e−(n+1−i)λt

= Rii(t, ω)e
−(n+1−i)λt, (5.4)

for all t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω, where

Rii(t, ω) = e−(iλ+ 1
2
σ2
i )t+σiW

i
t (ω), i = 1, · · · , n. (5.5)

We prove that sups∈R+
Rii(s, ω) is a tempered random variable, for any γ > 0, by (5.5) we have
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the following estimate

sup
t∈R

{

e−γ|t| sup
s∈R+

Rii(s, θtω)
}

= sup
t∈R

{

e−γ|t| sup
s∈R+

{

e−(iλ+ 1
2
σ2
i )s+σiW

i
s(θtω)

}

}

= sup
s∈R+,t∈R

{

e−γ|t|−(iλ+ 1
2
σ2
i )s+σi

(

W i
s+t(ω)−W i

t (ω)
)

}

≤ sup
s∈R+,t∈R

{

e−(
γ
2
∧(iλ+ 1

2
σ2
i ))|t+s|+σiW

i
s+t(ω)e−

γ

2
|t|−σiW

i
t (ω)

}

≤ sup
t∈R

{

e−(
γ

2
∧(iλ+ 1

2
σ2
i ))|t|+σiW

i
t (ω)

}

sup
t∈R

{

e−
γ

2
|t|−σiW

i
t (ω)

}

<∞,

where the last inequality holds because of the law of the iterated logarithm of Brownian motions.

Next, we claim that

Φij(t, ω) ≤ e−(n+1−i)λtRij(t, ω), 1 ≤ j ≤ i− 1 (5.6)

where

Rij(t, ω) =

∫ t

0

e−λsRii(t− s, θsω)Ri−1,j(s, ω)ds, 1 ≤ j ≤ i− 1. (5.7)

In order to check (5.6), we only present the proof of Φ21(t, ω) and Φ31(t, ω), the rest can be
analogously completed by induction. Combining (5.3), (5.4), we have

Φ21(t, ω) =

∫ t

0

Φ22(t− s, θsω)Φ11(s, ω)ds

≤

∫ t

0

e−(n−1)λ(t−s)R22(t− s, θsω)e
−nλsR11(s, ω)ds

= e−(n−1)λt

∫ t

0

e−λsR22(t− s, θsω)R11(s, ω)ds

= e−(n−1)λtR21(t, ω)

and

Φ31(t, ω) =

∫ t

0

Φ33(t− s, θsω)Φ21(s, ω)ds

≤

∫ t

0

e−(n−2)λ(t−s)R33(t− s, θsω)e
−(n−1)λsR21(s, ω)ds

= e−(n−2)λt

∫ t

0

e−λsR33(t− s, θsω)R21(s, ω)ds

= e−(n−2)λtR31(t, ω)

for all t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω.
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Furthermore, we only prove that sups∈R+
R21(s, ω) and sups∈R+

R31(s, ω) are tempered ran-
dom variables, the rest can be analogously completed by induction. For any γ > 0, by (5.7) we
have the following estimate

sup
t∈R

{

e−γ|t| sup
s∈R+

R21(s, θtω)
}

= sup
s∈R+,t∈R

{

e−γ|t|

∫ s

0

e−λrR22(s− r, θr+tω)R11(r, θtω)dr
}

≤ sup
s∈R+,t∈R

{

∫ s

0

e−
1
2
λre−

λ∧γ

2
(|t|+r)R22(s− r, θr+tω)e

−
γ|t|
2 R11(r, θtω)dr

}

≤ sup
t∈R

{

∫ ∞

0

e−
1
2
λre−

λ∧γ

2
(|t+r|) sup

s∈R+

R22(s, θr+tω)e
− γ|t|

2 sup
s∈R+

R11(s, θtω)dr
}

≤ sup
t∈R

{

e−
(λ∧γ)|t|

2 sup
s∈R+

R22(s, θtω)
}

sup
t∈R

{

e−
γ|t|
2 sup

s∈R+

R11(s, θtω)
}

∫ ∞

0

e−
1
2
λrdr

<∞,

and

sup
t∈R

{

e−γ|t| sup
s∈R+

R31(s, θtω)
}

= sup
s∈R+,t∈R

{

e−γ|t|

∫ s

0

e−λrR33(s− r, θr+tω)R21(r, θtω)dr
}

≤ sup
s∈R+,t∈R

{

∫ s

0

e−
1
2
λre−

λ∧γ
2

(|t|+r)R33(s− r, θr+tω)e
− γ|t|

2 R21(r, θtω)dr
}

≤ sup
t∈R

{

e−
(λ∧γ)|t|

2 sup
s∈R+

R33(s, θtω)
}

sup
t∈R

{

e−
γ|t|
2 sup

s∈R+

R21(s, θtω)
}

∫ ∞

0

e−
1
2
λrdr

<∞.

Let
R(t, ω) := max

i,j=1,··· ,n
Rij(t, ω). (5.8)

Then supt∈R+
R(t, ω) is a tempered random variable and

‖ Φ(t, ω) ‖:= max{|Φij(t, ω)| : i, j = 1, ..., n} ≤ R(t, ω)e−λt, t ≥ 0, ω ∈ Ω.

It follows from (2.3), (5.5) and (5.7) that Rij(t − s, θsω), i, j = 1, · · · , n are F t
s-measurable,

and thus R(t − s, θsω) is F t
s-measurable. By (5.5) and the maximal inequality of geometric

Brownian motion (see [12], p.858 and [31], p.1639), we obtain that

E( sup
t∈R+

Rii(t, ω)) ≤ 1 +
σ2
i

2iλ
, i = 1, · · · , n. (5.9)

Combining (5.7), (5.9), the P-measure preserving property of θ, Fubini theorem and the fact
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that an n-dimensional Brownian motion has n independent components, we obtain that

sup
t∈R+

E(Rij(t, ω))

= sup
t∈R+

E
(

∫ t

0

e−λsRii(t− s, θsω)Ri−1,j(s, ω)ds
)

= sup
t∈R+

∫ t

0

e−λsE
(

Rii(t− s, θsω)Ri−1,j(s, ω)
)

ds

= sup
t∈R+

∫ t

0

e−λsE(Rii(t− s, θsω))E(Ri−1,j(s, ω))ds

≤ sup
t∈R+

E(Ri−1,j(t, ω)) sup
t∈R+

∫ t

0

e−λsE(Rii(t− s, ω))ds

≤ sup
t∈R+

E(Rii(t, ω)) sup
t∈R+

E(Ri−1,j(t, ω))

∫ ∞

0

e−λsds

≤
1

λ
sup
t∈R+

E(Rii(t, ω)) sup
t∈R+

E(Ri−1,j(t, ω)), 1 ≤ j ≤ i− 1.

By induction, we conclude that

sup
t∈R+

E(Rij(t, ω)) ≤
1

λi−j

i
∏

k=j

sup
t∈R+

E(Rkk(t, ω)), 1 ≤ j ≤ i.

So

sup
t∈R+

E(R(t, ω)) ≤ sup
t∈R+

n
∑

i=1

i
∑

j=1

E(Rij(t, ω))

≤
n

∑

i=1

i
∑

j=1

sup
t∈R+

E(Rij(t, ω))

≤
n

∑

i=1

i
∑

j=1

1

λi−j

i
∏

k=j

sup
t∈R+

E(Rkk(t, ω))

≤
n

∑

i=1

i
∑

j=1

1

λi−j

i
∏

k=j

E( sup
t∈R+

Rkk(t, ω))

≤
n

∑

i=1

i
∑

j=1

1

λi−j

i
∏

k=j

(1 +
σ2
k

2kλ
).

Let h(t, x) = (f(t, xn), 0, · · · , 0)T , x ∈ Rn
+, N1 = supt∈R,xn∈R+

|f(t, xn)|, Ni = 0 for all

2 ≤ i ≤ n and L = supt∈R,xn∈R+

∣

∣

∣

df(t,xn)
dxn

∣

∣

∣
. Then from Theorem 4.3 we conclude the following.
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Proposition 5.1 Let αi > 0 for i = 1, · · · , n and f ∈ C1
b (R × R+,R+). Assume that f(t +

T, x) = f(t, x), t ∈ R, x ∈ R+ and f(t, ·), t ∈ R is increasing or decreasing in R+. If

Ln2 supt∈R+
E(R(t, ω))

λ
≤
Ln2

λ

n
∑

i=1

i
∑

j=1

1

λi−j

i
∏

k=j

(1 +
σ2
k

2kλ
) < 1

holds, where R(t, ω) is defined in (5.8) and L = supt∈R,xn∈R+

∣

∣

∣

df(t,xn)
dxn

∣

∣

∣
. Then equation (5.1) has

a unique random periodic solution of periodic T in Rn
+.

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

{

dx1 = (−α1x1 +
V

K+sin t+xm
n
)dt+ σ1x1dW

1
t ,

dxi = (xi−1 − αixi)dt+ σixidW
i
t , 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

(5.10)

where m > 1, K > 2, V > 0 and αi > 0 for i = 1, · · · , n. It is clear that (5.10) is a non-
monotone system, which can be regarded as the stochastic Goodwin model with time-periodic
coefficient; see [11, 14]. By the direct calculation, it is obvious that

L = sup
t∈R,xn∈R+

∣

∣

∣

∣

mV xm−1
n

(K + sin t+ xmn )
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ sup
t∈R,xn∈R+

∣

∣

∣

∣

mV (1 + xmn )

(K + sin t + xmn )
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
mV

K − 1
.

Applying Proposition 5.1, we get that if

mn2V

λ(K − 1)

n
∑

i=1

i
∑

j=1

1

λi−j

i
∏

k=j

(1 +
σ2
k

2kλ
) < 1 (5.11)

is satisfied, then (5.10) has a unique globally stable random periodic solution of periodic 2π in
Rn

+. Here, (5.11) 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:

{

dx1 = (−α1x1 +
k0(1+xm

n )
K+sin t+xm

n
)dt+ σ1x1dW

1
t ,

dxi = (xi−1 − αixi)dt+ σixidW
i
t , 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

(5.12)

where m > 1, K > 2, k0 > 0 and αi > 0 for i = 1, · · · , n. This is a stochastic cooperative
system; see [30, 33]. By the direct calculation, it is obvious that

L = sup
t∈R,xn∈R+

∣

∣

∣

∣

mk0(K + sin t− 1)xm−1
n

(K + sin t+ xmn )
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ sup
t∈R,xn∈R+

∣

∣

∣

∣

mk0(K + sin t− 1)(1 + xmn )

(K + sin t+ xmn )
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
mk0K

K − 1
.

Applying Proposition 5.1, we get that if

mk0n
2K

λ(K − 1)

n
∑

i=1

i
∑

j=1

1

λi−j

i
∏

k=j

(1 +
σ2
k

2kλ
) < 1 (5.13)

is satisfied, then (5.12) has a unique globally stable random periodic solution of periodic 2π in
Rn

+. Here, (5.13) holds for k0 sufficiently small.
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Example 5.4 Consider an n-dimensional stochastic competitive system with time-periodic co-
efficient

dxi = [−αixi + hi(t, x)]dt+ σixidW
i
t , (5.14)

where αi > 0 for all i = 1, · · · , n and

hi(t, x) := | sin t|+
1

Ki + xm1 + · · ·+ xmn
, x ∈ Rn

+, i = 1, · · · , n,

where m > 1 and Ki > 1 for all i = 1, · · · , n. Then h(t, ·) is a decreasing function from Rn
+ to

Rn
+ \ 0. The fundamental matrix of the following corresponding linear homogeneous stochastic

Itô type differential equations
dxi = −αixidt+ σixidW

i
t ,

is

Φ(t, ω) =











Φ11(t, ω) 0 · · · 0
0 Φ22(t, ω) · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · Φnn(t, ω)











for all t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω, where

Φii(t, ω) = e−(αi+
1
2
σ2
i )t+σiW

i
t (ω).

It is clear that

‖ Φ(t, ω) ‖:= max{|Φij(t, ω)| : i, j = 1, ..., n} ≤ R(t, ω)e−λt, t ≥ 0, ω ∈ Ω,

where λ = 1
2
min{α1, · · · , αn} and

R(t, ω) =

n
∨

i=1

e−(λ+ 1
2
σ2
i )t+σiW

i
t (ω).

Similar to the analysis for system (5.1), it is easy to check that R(t− s, θsω) is F t
s-measurable

and for any γ > 0,
sup
t∈R

{

e−γ|t| sup
s∈R+

R(s, θtω)
}

<∞.

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

sup
t∈R+

E(R(t, ω)) = sup
t∈R+

E

(

n
∨

i=1

e−(λ+ 1
2
σ2
i )t+σiW

i
t (ω)

)

≤
n

∑

i=1

sup
t∈R+

Ee−(λ+ 1
2
σ2
i )t+σiW

i
t (ω)

≤
n

∑

i=1

E( sup
t∈R+

e−(λ+ 1
2
σ2
i )t+σiW

i
t (ω))

≤
n

∑

i=1

(1 +
σ2
i

2λ
).
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By the direct calculation, it is obvious that

L = max

{

sup
t∈R,x∈Rd

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂hi(t, x)

∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

, i, j = 1, ..., n

}

= max

{

sup
x∈Rd

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

mxm−1
j

(Ki + xm1 + · · ·+ xmn )
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

, i, j = 1, ..., n

}

≤
m

Ki

≤
m

K
,

where K = min{Ki, i = 1, · · · , n}. Therefore, if

mn2

λK

n
∑

i=1

(1 +
σ2
i

2λ
) < 1 (5.15)

is satisfied, then (5.14) has a unique globally stable random periodic solution of periodic π in
Rn

+. Here, (5.15) holds when λ 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:











dx1 = (−8x1 +
1
12

· 1+x3
3

3+sin t+x3
3
)dt+ 1

2
x1dW

1
t ,

dx2 = (x1 − 9x2)dt+
1
4
x2dW

2
t ,

dx3 = (x2 − 10x3)dt+
1
3
x3dW

3
t .

(5.16)

By the direct calculation, it is obvious that

L = sup
t∈R,x3∈R+

∣

∣

∣

∣

(2 + sin t)x23
4(3 + sin t+ x33)

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

= sup
t∈R

(2 + sin t)x23
4(3 + sin t+ x33)

2

∣

∣

∣

x3
3=

3+sint
2

= sup
t∈R

2 + sin t

36(3+sin t
2

)
4
3

=
2 + sin t

36(3+sin t
2

)
4
3

∣

∣

∣

sin t=1

=
1

24 · 2
1
3

.

The corresponding linear homogeneous stochastic Itô type differential equations is






dx1 = −8x1dt+
1
2
x1dW

1
t ,

dx2 = (x1 − 9x2)dt+
1
4
x2dW

2
t ,

dx3 = (x2 − 10x3)dt+
1
3
x3dW

3
t .

(5.17)
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By the variation-of-constants formula, we can easily calculate the fundamental matrix Φ(t, ω)
of (5.17) as follows:

Φ(t, ω) =





Φ11(t, ω) 0 0
Φ21(t, ω) Φ22(t, ω) 0
Φ31(t, ω) Φ32(t, ω) Φ33(t, ω)





for all t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω, where

Φ11(t, ω) = e−(8+ 1
8
)t+ 1

2
W 1

t (ω),

Φ22(t, ω) = e−(9+ 1
32

)t+ 1
4
W 2

t (ω),

Φ33(t, ω) = e−(10+ 1
18

)t+ 1
3
W 3

t (ω).

and

Φij(t, ω) =







∫ t

0

Φii(t− s, θsω)Φi−1,j(s, ω))ds, 1 ≤ j ≤ i− 1

0, i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

Hence, it is easy to check that

Φii(t, ω) = Rii(t, ω)e
−(4−i)t, i = 1, 2, 3,

for all t ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Ω, where

R11(t, ω) = e−(5+ 1
8
)t+ 1

2
W 1

t (ω),

R22(t, ω) = e−(7+ 1
32

)t+ 1
4
W 2

t (ω),

R33(t, ω) = e−(9+ 1
18

)t+ 1
3
W 3

t (ω).

and thus

Φ21(t, ω) =

∫ t

0

Φ22(t− s, θsω)Φ11(s, ω))ds

=

∫ t

0

e−2(t−s)R22(t− s, θsω)e
−3sR11(s, ω))ds

= e−2tR21(t, ω),

where R21(t, ω) =
∫ t

0
e−sR22(t− s, θsω)R11(s, ω))ds.

Φ31(t, ω) =

∫ t

0

Φ33(t− s, θsω)Φ21(s, ω))ds

=

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)R33(t− s, θsω)e
−2sR21(s, ω))ds

= e−tR31(t, ω),
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where R31(t, ω) =
∫ t

0
e−sR33(t− s, θsω)R21(s, ω))ds,

Φ32(t, ω) =

∫ t

0

Φ33(t− s, θsω)Φ22(s, ω))ds

=

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)R33(t− s, θsω)e
−2sR22(s, ω))ds

= e−tR32(t, ω),

where R32(t, ω) =
∫ t

0
e−sR33(t− s, θsω)R22(s, ω))ds. In order to verify conditions in Theorem

4.3, we choose λ = 1 and
R(t, ω) = max

i,j=1,2,3
Rij(t, ω).

Similar to the analysis for system (5.1), we can prove that supt∈R+
R(t, ω) is a tempered random

variable and

‖ Φ(t, ω) ‖:= max{|Φij(t, ω)| : i, j = 1, 2, 3} ≤ R(t, ω)e−t, t ≥ 0, ω ∈ Ω.

It is clear that Rij(t − s, θsω), i, j = 1, · · · , n is F t
s-measurable, and thus R(t − s, θsω) is

F t
s-measurable. By the maximal inequality of geometric Brownian motion, i.e.,

E

(

sup
t∈R+

e(µ−
1
2
σ2)t+σWt(ω)

)

= 1−
σ2

2µ

for µ < 0 and σ > 0, we obtain that

sup
t∈R+

E(R(t, ω)) = sup
t∈R+

E( max
i,j=1,2,3

Rij(t, ω))

≤ E( sup
t∈R+

R31(t, ω)) + E( sup
t∈R+

R32(t, ω)) + E( sup
t∈R+

R33(t, ω))

≤
41

40
×

225

224
×

163

162
+

225

224
×

163

162
+

163

162
< 3.0528.

Therefore, we have that

Ld2 supt∈R+
E(R(t, ω))

λ
≤

1

24× 2
1
3

× 9× 3.0528 < 1.

Then by Theorem 4.3, we conclude that (5.16) has a unique globally stable random periodic
solution of period 2π in R3

+.
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