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ALMOST SURE AVERAGING FOR EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

DRIVEN BY FRACTIONAL BROWNIAN MOTIONS∗

B. PEI† , B. SCHMALFUSS ‡ , AND Y. XU§

Abstract. We apply the averaging method to a coupled system consisting of two evolution
equations which has a slow component driven by fractional Brownian motion (FBM) with the Hurst
parameter H1 > 1

2
and a fast component driven by additive FBM with the Hurst parameter H2 ∈

(1 − H1, 1). The main purpose is to show that the slow component of such a couple system can be
described by a stochastic evolution equation with averaged coefficients. Our first result provides a
pathwise mild solution for the system of mixed stochastic evolution equations. Our main result deals
with an averaging procedure which proves that the slow component converges almost surely to the
solution of the corresponding averaged equation using the approach of time discretization. To do this
we generate a stationary solution by a exponentially attracting random fixed point of the random
dynamical system generated by the fast component.

Key words. Almost sure averaging, Random fixed points, Fractional Brownian motion, Slow-
fast systems
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1. Introduction. The aim of this article is to address the almost sure averaging
for the problem of slow-fast stochastic evolution equation in a separable Hilbert space
V

dXǫ(t) =AXǫ(t) dt+ f(Xǫ(t), Y ǫ(t)) dt+ h(Xǫ(t)) dBH1 (t), Xǫ(0) = X0 ∈ V,(1.1)

dY ǫ(t) =
1

ǫ
BY ǫ(t) dt+

1

ǫ
g(Xǫ(t), Y ǫ(t)) dt+ dBH2 (t/ǫ), Y ǫ(0) = Y0 ∈ V(1.2)

where 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 is a small parameter, Xǫ(t) ∈ V and Y ǫ(t) ∈ V are the state
variables, BH1 , BH2 are the trace class V -valued fractional Brownian motions (FBMs)
with H1 ∈ (1/2, 1), H2 ∈ (1−H1, 1), f, h, g are sufficiently regular.

Very often a complex system can be viewed as a combination of slow and fast
motions [12, 22], see (1.1)-(1.2) for instance, which leads to two widely separated time
scales equations and is extremely difficult to analyze directly. It is highly desirable to
obtain a simplified equation capturing the dynamics of the system at the slow time
scale. Averaging plays an important role to extract effective macroscopic dynamics
which can describe approximately the slow motion (see [3, 37] for the deterministic
case and [9, 11, 12, 20] for the stochastic case). It is worth mentioning that this idea
was exploited in atmospheric science where, for instance, in the study of the climate
variability by Hasselmann [19] who got the Nobel Prize in Physics 2021 applying
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2 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

the stochastic averaging framework considering climate and weather as slow and fast
motions, respectively. Later, Arnold [2] has recast Hasselmann’s program of reducing
complex deterministic multiscale climate models to simpler stochastic models for the
slow variables. Kifer [21] contained a short survey of stochastic averaging methods
for random dynamical system (RDS) with application to climate models. Eichinger
et al. [10] studied the sample paths estimates for stochastic fast-slow systems driven
by FBM and also illustrated their results in an example arising in climate modeling.

The theory of stochastic averaging has a popular history which can be traced
back to the work of Khasminskii [20]. We here mention only a few relevant refer-
ences. Freidlin and Wentzell [12] provided a mathematically rigorous overview of
fundamental stochastic averaging procedures. Pavilotis and Stuart [30] covered sto-
chastic averaging and homogenization results obtained by perturbation analysis, see,
e.g. [16, 26, 38, 39, 40, 35] (and the references therein) for further generalizations.
Most of the known results in the literature mainly considered the case of perturbation
by Brownian motion (BM). While slow-fast systems with FBM have seen a tremen-
dous spike of interest in the last two years [18, 25, 24, 32, 33, 29]. We mention only the
most relevant result in our case here. Hairer and Li [18] considered slow-fast systems
where the slow system is driven by FBM and proved the convergence to the averaged
solution took place in probability. Pei, Inahama and Xu [32, 34] answered affirma-
tively that an averaging principle still holds for fast-slow mixed stochastic differential
equations (SDEs) if disturbances involve both BM and FBM H ∈ (1/3, 1) in the mean
square sense. The result [32] was extended in [33] to establish an averaging principle
in the mean square sense for stochastic partial differential equation (SPDEs) driven
by FBM with an additional fast-varying diffusion process.

One naturally wonders what happens to the averaging principle of this type when
the driving noise of fast motion does not have (semi) martingale property. A first
attempt to study the long time behaviour of SDEs driven by FBM was made by
Hairer [17]. The approach is closer to the usual Markovian semigroup approach to
invariant measures than the theory of RDS. Note that FBM does not define the
Markov process as in the case of usual BM. Therefore, it is not possible to apply
standard methods to show existence of stationary solutions. This research direction
is fairly new and there are not many papers at the moment. Li and Sieber [25]
established a quantitative quenched ergodic theorem on the conditional evolution
of the process of the fast dynamics with frozen slow input and proved a fractional
averaging principle for interacting slow-fast systems including a non-Markovian fast
dynamics in probability. However, we will show that the fast motion is shown to
define RDS which has the unique, exponentially attracting random fixed point and
our intention in this article is to study the almost sure averaging replacing the invariant
measures by the random fixed points of fast motion which are pathwise exponentially
attracting. Note that the almost sure averaging for evolution equations driven by two
FBMs is still an open problem in both finite dimensional and infinite dimensional
state spaces. The key idea to solve the problem is to replace the stationary solution
of a Markov semigroup by the attracting random fixed point of a RDS, which can
exist in the case of non-white noise.

To investigate the almost sure averaging of system (1.1)-(1.2), it is essential to
obtain the unique solution. Another simple understanding on (1.1)-(1.2) is to rewrite
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ALMOST SURE AVERAGING FOR EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 3

this system in the following form
(

dXǫ(t)
dY ǫ(t)

)

=

(

A O
O 1

ǫB

)(

Xǫ(t)
Y ǫ(t)

)

dt+

(

f(Xǫ(t), Y ǫ(t))
1
ǫ g(X

ǫ(t), Y ǫ(t))

)

dt

+

(

h(Xǫ(t)) O
O id

)(

dBH1(t)
dBH2(t/ǫ)

)

.

Existence and uniqueness of solution to this kind of equation have been established,
for instance, Maslowski and Nualart [28], Garrido-Atienza, et.al. [13], Chen, et.al. [4]
and Pei, et.al. [33]. In this last paper, the authors were able to overcome the lack
of the regularity relying on a pathwise approach, a stopping time technique and an
approximation for the fractional noise. However, our technique differs qualitatively
from the method mentioned above.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we formulate the basic properties
of RDE and of stochastic integrals with respect to the FBM that are used in the
paper. Section 3 contains the existence and uniqueness of a pathwise mild solution
to the nonlinear infinite-dimensional evolution equations. In Section 4, we prove that
almost sure averaging for evolution equations (1.1)-(1.2). The random fixed points
for the RDS generated by (1.2) are concluded in Section 4.2.

2. Preliminaries on the random perturbations and pathwise stochas-

tic integrals. In this section we review some basic concepts of pathwise stochastic
integrals that will be used later.

2.1. Random perturbations. Let (V, (·, ·)) be a separable Hilbert space and
its norm is denoted by ‖ · ‖. Let C([T1, T2];V ) be the space of continuous functions
on [T1, T2] with values in V equipped with the usual norm

‖u‖∞ = ‖u‖∞,T1,T2 = sup
s∈[T1,T2]

‖u(s)‖.

We consider a V -valued continuous trace class FBM on some interval [0, T ] denoted
BH1 with Hurst parameter H1 ∈ (1/2, 1). The distribution PH1 of this process is
determined by the covariance

(2.1) E[BH1(t)⊗BH1(s)] = Q1(|t|
2H1 + |s|2H1 − |t− s|2H1), E[BH1(t)] = 0

where PH1 is defined on B(C0([0, T ];V )) the Borel-σ-algebra of the space of continuous
functions C0([0, T ];V ) which are zero at zero. Q1 be a symmetric positive operator
of finite trace. In addition, for H2 in (1 −H1, 1) let B

H2 be a continuous trace class
FBM on R with distribution PH2 defined on B(C0(R;V )) where C0(R;V ) is the set
of continuous paths on R with values in V which are zero at zero equipped with the
compact open topology. The covariance of this stochastic process can be defined by
(2.1) with a trace class operator Q2 and replace H1 by H2. We assume that BH1 and
BH2 are independent.

We define Cβ([T1, T2];V ) to be the Banach space of Hölder continuous functions
on [T1, T2] with exponent 0 < β < 1 having values in V . A norm of this space is given
by

‖u‖β = ‖u‖β,T1,T2 = ‖u‖∞,T1,T2 + |||u|||β,T1,T2

with

|||u|||β = |||u|||β,T1,T2
= sup

T1≤s<t≤T2

‖u(t)− u(s)‖

|t− s|β
.

This manuscript is for review purposes only.



4 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

By Kolmogorov’s theorem we know that BH1 has a version Cβ([0, T ];V ) where we
assume that β ∈ (1/2, H1). B

H2 has a version so that on any interval [T1, T2], T1 < T2
we have BH2 |[T1,T2] ∈ Cγ′

([T1, T2];V ) where γ′ < H2 and

(2.2) H1 > 1/2, H2 ∈ (1 −H1, 1).

Let us consider canonical versions of BH1 and BH2 :

BH1(ω1) = ω1, ω1 ∈ C0([0, T ];V ), BH2(ω2) = ω2, ω2 ∈ C0(R;V ).

Taking into account that we have Hölder continuous versions for BH1 and BH2

we describe the canonical versions as follows: Let

Ω1 = C0([0, T ];V ) ∩ Cβ([0, T ];V ), Ω2 = C0(R;V ) ∩ Cγ′

(R;V )

Then the canonical processes are given by

(Ω1,B(C0([0, T ];V )) ∩ Ω1,P
′
H1

), (Ω2,B(C0(R;V )) ∩ Ω2,P
′
H2

)

where P
′
H1

now stands for PH1(· ∩ Ω1) and similar for P′
H2

.
We consider now the metric dynamical system (MDS)

(C(R, V ),B(C(R, V )),PH2 , θ)

with the measurable flow θ = (θt)t∈R given by the shift operators θtω2(·) = ω2(·+ t)−
ω2(t), see Arnold [1, p. 546]. The measure PH2 is ergodic with respect to (θt)t∈R. For
details we refer for instance to [15]. Since Ω2 is (θt)t∈R-invariant and has full measure
that we can conclude (Ω2,B(C0(R, V )) ∩ Ω2,P

′
H2
, θ) is also ergodic.

Introduce the product measure P := PH1 × PH2 on

(C0([0, T ];V )× C0(R;V ),B(C0([0, T ];V ))⊗ B(C0(R;V )),P)

= (C0([0, T ];V )× C0(R;V ),B(C0([0, T ];V )× C0(R;V )),P).

We set Ω := Ω1 × Ω2 and

F = B(C0([0, T ];V )× C0(R;V )) ∩Ω

being the trace σ-algebra w.r.t. Ω equipped with the probability measure P
′(·) =

P(· ∩ Ω) = P
′
H1

× P
′
H2

. Let us denote for the following the measures P′, P′
H1
, P′

H2
by

P, PH1 , PH2 . Then we can describe the Hölder continuous and canonical version of
(BH1 , BH2) by the probability space (Ω,F ,P) with paths ω = (ω1, ω2) ∈ Ω.

2.2. Pathwise stochastic integrals. Although this construction has already
been done in the recent paper [4] (see also Maslowski et al. [28]), we present it here
for the sake of completeness. We begin this subsection by introducing some function
spaces. Let Cβ,∼([T1, T2];V ) ⊂ C([T1, T2];V ) be the set of functions with the finite
norm

‖u‖β,∼ = ‖u‖β,∼,T1,T2 = ‖u‖∞,T1,T2 + sup
T1<s<t≤T2

(s− T1)
β ‖u(t)− u(s)‖

|t− s|β
.

For ρ > 0 we can consider the equivalent norm

‖u‖β,ρ,∼ = ‖u‖β,ρ,∼,T1,T2 = sup
s∈[T1,T2]

e−ρ(s−T1)‖u(s)‖

This manuscript is for review purposes only.
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+ sup
T1<s<t≤T2

(s− T1)
βe−ρ(t−T1)

‖u(t)− u(s)‖

|t− s|β
.

It is known that Cβ,∼([T1, T2];V ) is a Banach space, see [4], Lunardi [27, p.123].

Now we want to define the stochastic integral with ω1 ∈ Ω1 as integrator. The
definition that we use throughout this article is given by Zähle [41] generalized to
infinite dimensional case in Chen et al. [4]. Consider the separable Hilbert space
L2(V ) of Hilbert Schmidt operators from V into V with the usual norm‖·‖L2(V ) and
inner product (·, ·)L2(V ). A base (Eji)j,i∈N in this space is given by

Ejiek =

{

0 : i 6= k,

ej , i = k

where (ek)k∈N is a complete orthonormal system in V . Consider the mapping Ψ :
[0, T ] → L2(V ) and suppose that ψji := (Ψ(·), Eji)L2(V ) ∈ IαT1+

(Lp((T1, T2);R)) and
ψji(T1+) (the right-side limit of ψji at T1) exists and αp < 1. Moreover, assume

that ζiT2− := (ω1,T2−(t), ei)V ∈ I1−α
T2−

(Lp′

((T1, T2);R)) such that 1
p + 1

p′ ≤ 1, and the
mapping

[T1, T2] ∋ r 7→ ‖Dα
T1+Ψ[r]‖L2(V )‖D

1−α
T2−

ω1,T2−[r]‖ ∈ L1((T1, T2);R))

where

Dα
T1+Ψ[r] =

1

Γ(1− α)

(

Ψ(r)

(r − T1)
α + α

∫ r

T1

Ψ(r) −Ψ(q)

(r − q)1+α
dq

)

,

D1−α
T2−

ω1,T2−[r] =
(−1)1−α

Γ(α)

(

ω1(r) − ω1 (T2−)

(T2 − r)
1−α + (1− α)

∫ T2

r

ω1(r) − ω1(q)

(q − r)2−α
dq

)(2.3)

are Weyl fractional derivatives, being ω1,T2−(r) = ω1(r)−ω1(T2−), with ω1(T2−) the
left side limit of ω1 at T2. For the definition of the space IαT1+

(Lp((T1, T2);R)) and

IαT2−
(Lp′

((T1, T2);R)) we refer to Samko et al. [36] and Zähle [41, p. 337].
We then introduce

∫ T2

T1

Ψdω1 := (−1)α
∫ T2

T1

Dα
T1+Ψ[r]D1−α

T2−
ω1,T2−[r]dr.(2.4)

Due to Pettis’ theorem and the separability of V , the integrand is weakly measurable
and, hence, measurable, and

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T2

T1

Ψ(r) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥

=

( ∞
∑

j=1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

i=1

∫ T2

T1

Dα
T1+ψji[r]D

1−α
T2−

ζiT2−[r]dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

2) 1
2

≤

∫ T2

T1

‖Dα
T1+Ψ[r]‖L2(V )‖D

1−α
T2−

ω1,T2−[r]‖dr.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that Ψ ∈ Cγ([T1, T2];L2(V )) and ω1 ∈ Ω1 such that 1−β <
α < γ, 1/2 < β. Then (2.4) is well defined and there exists a positive constant c such
that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T2

T1

Ψ(r) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ c‖Ψ‖γ |||ω1|||β (T2 − T1)
β .

This manuscript is for review purposes only.



6 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

3. Pathwise mild solution of stochastic evolution equations driven by

two FBMs.

3.1. Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes driven by the FBM. Let V be a sep-
arable Hilbert space and let −B be a symmetric positive operator with compact
inverse. Then B generates the strongly continuous analytic semigroup SB and −B is
closed. The eigenelements of −B generate a complete orthonormal system (eB,i)i∈N

with spectrum 0 < λB,1 ≤ λB,2 ≤ · · · where these eigenvalues have finite multiplicity
and tend to infinity.

Consider ω2 ∈ Ω2. For simplicity we assume that this random process can be
presented by the orthonormal system (eB,i)i∈N generated by the linear operator B:

ω2(t) =

∞
∑

i=1

(q2ii)
1
2 eB,iω

i
2(t),

∞
∑

i=1

q2ii <∞, q2ij = 0 for i 6= j.

Then ωi
2 are twosided one dimensional standard FBM which are iid where q2ij are the

representations of Q2 w.r.t. the base (eB,i)i∈N.

Let Ω∗
2 be the set of ω2 ∈ Ω2 which are subexponentially growing:

Ω∗
2 =

⋂

m∈N

Ω∗
2,m, ω2 ∈ Ω∗

2,m iff lim
t→±∞

‖ω2(t)‖e
− 1

m
|t| = 0.

This set is straightforwardly (θt)t∈R-invariant.

Lemma 3.1. Ω∗
2 ∈ F2 has measure one.

Proof. Note that ‖ω2(t)‖e−
1
m

|t| = 0 if and only if

(3.1) lim
n→∞

sup
s∈[n,n+1]

‖ω2(s)‖e
− 1

m
|s| = 0

for t→ +∞ and similar for t→ −∞. Indeed, if (3.1) does not hold, then there exists
a subsequence (ni)i∈N and an ǫ > 0 so that

sup
s∈[ni,ni+1]

‖ω2(s)‖e
− 1

m
|s| > ǫ for all i ∈ N.

Hence there exists a sequence (ni)i∈N : [ni, ni + 1] ∋ ti → ∞ so that

lim sup
i→∞

‖ω2(ti)‖e
− 1

m
|ti| ≥ ǫ.

The mappings

Ω2 ∋ ω2 7→ sup
s∈[n,n+1]

‖ω2(s)‖, sup
s∈[−n−1,−n]

‖ω2(s)‖

are (F ,B(R+))-measurable. Hence Ω∗
2,m and thus Ω∗

2 is measurable.

For t→ +∞ we have an asymptotically linearly bounded growths:

‖ω2(t)‖ ≤

⌊t⌋
∑

i=0

sup
s∈[0,1]

‖θiω2(s)‖ ∼ E sup
s∈[0,1]

‖θiω2(s)‖⌊t⌋

This manuscript is for review purposes only.
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with probability one by the ergodic theorem where the right hand side is finite, see
Kunita [23, Theorem 1.4.1]. Similarly we can argue for t → −∞. For ω2 from this
set we have

lim sup
t→±∞

‖ω2(t)‖

|t|
<∞.

Hence Ω∗
2 contains a subset of measure one so that PH2(Ω

∗
2) = 1.

We consider the equation

(3.2) dZ(t) = BZ(t) dt+ dω2(t), Z(0) = Z0 ∈ V, t ≥ 0

interpreted in mild form.

Let πp be the orthonormal projection with respect to (eB,i)i=1,··· ,p. Then by
Cheridito et al. [5, Proposition A.1] for some Z0 ∈ V we have a p-dimensional
Ornstein Uhlenbeck process (O-U process) generated by the finite dimensional FBM
πpω2:

Zp(t, ω) = SB(t)πpZ0 + πpω2(t) +B

∫ t

0

SB(t− r)πpω2(r)dr

Note that πp commutes with B and SB(t). πpω(r) converges pointwise to ω2(r) on
any interval [0, t] and since πpω2 has a uniform bounded γ′ Hölder-norm on [0, t] this
convergence is uniform. On the other hand for γ < γ′ applying Maslowski and Nualart
[28, (4.27)] we have the convergence of (πpω2)p∈N to ω2 with respect to the γ-Hölder
norm. Then by the proof of Pazy [31, Lemma 4.3.4, Theorem 4.3.5 (iii)] or Lunardi
[27, Theorem 4.3.1 (III)] we obtain that

SB(t)πpZ0 + πpω2(t) +B

∫ t

0

SB(t− r)ω2(r)dr

−→
p→∞

SB(t)Z0 + ω2(t) +B

∫ t

0

SB(t− r)ω2(r)dr

which we consider to be the solution of (3.2) formally written as

S(t)Z0 +

∫ t

0

S(t− r)dω2(r).

This holds for every t > 0.

We replace now ω2 by θ−tω2:

θ−tω2(t)+B

∫ t

0

SB(t− r)θ−tω2(r)dr

= B

∫ t

0

SB(t− r)ω2(r − t)dr − SB(t)ω2(−t)

= B

∫ 0

−t

SB(−r)ω2(r)dr − SB(t)ω2(−t)

(3.3)

by

B

∫ t

0

SB(t− r)ω2(−t)dr = SB(t)ω2(−t)− ω2(−t).

This manuscript is for review purposes only.



8 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

We show that the right hand side of (3.3) is uniformly bounded for t > 1. We have

∥

∥

∥

∥

B

∫ 0

−t

SB(−r)ω2(r)dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

B

∫ 0

−1

SB(−r)ω2(r)dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

B

∫ −1

−t

SB(−r)ω2(r)dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

(3.4)

In particular we can estimate the first term

∥

∥

∥

∥

B

∫ 0

−1

SB(−r)ω2(r)dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

B

∫ 1

0

SB(1− r)θ−1ω2(r)dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ ‖SB(1)ω2(−1)‖+ ‖ω2(−1)‖ <∞.

The right hand side is finite by Pazy [31, Theorem 4.3.5]. For the second norm we
have that for ω2 ∈ Ω∗

2 for any λB,1 > λB > 2ζ > 0 there exists a C(ζ, ω2) so that

‖ω2(t)‖ ≤ C(ζ, ω2)e
ζ|t| for t ∈ R.

Note that there is a constant Cζ so that

‖BSB(t)‖ ≤ Cζ
1

t
e−(λB−ζ)t, for t > 0.

Thus the last norm in (3.4) is bounded for any t > 1 by

CζC(ζ, ω2)

λB − 2ζ
.

Hence the random variable

Z(ω2) =B

∫ 0

−∞

SB(−q)ω2(q) dq

= lim
t→∞

(

B

∫ 0

−t

SB(−q)ω2(q) dq − SB(t)ω2(−t) + SB(t)Z0

)

is well defined.

Consider the mild form of (3.2) with initial time r ∈ R and t > r:

Z(t, ω2) =SB(t− r)Z0 +

∫ t

r

SB(t− q) dω2(q)

=SB(t− r)Z0 +

∫ t−r

0

SB(t− r − q) dθrω2(q)

=SB(t− r)Z0 +B

∫ t−r

0

SB(t− r − q)θrω2(q) dq + θrω2(t− r).

(3.5)

In particular for Z0 = Z(θrω2) we have

Z(θtω2) = Z(t, ω2)

is a stationary solution to (3.2). In additional by Pazy [31, Theorem 4.3.5 (iii)] the
second and the third term on the right hand side of (3.5) have a finite γ-Hölder norm
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with respect to t ∈ [r, T ]. Then the right hand side has a finite γ-Hölder norm with
respect to t ∈ [r + δ, T ], 0 < δ < T − r so that Z(θtω2) has a finite γ-Hölder norm on
any compact interval.

Let ω2,ǫ(·) be the scaled function ω2(
1
ǫ ·). Over the probability space (Ω2,F2,PH2)

this is an FBM which has the same distribution of 1
ǫH2

ω2(·). We consider the station-
ary mild solution of

(3.6) dZǫ(t) =
1

ǫ
BZǫ(t) dt+ dω2,ǫ(t).

Similar to above this solution process is given by

Zǫ(θrω2) =
1

ǫ
B

∫ 0

−∞

SB
ǫ
(−q)θrω2,ǫ(q) dq, r ∈ R

is a continuous random process which solves (3.6). We note that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1]
ω2,ǫ ∈ Ω∗

2 if and only if ω2 ∈ Ω∗
2.

The following lemma describes the relation between Z and Zǫ.

Lemma 3.2. Let ω2,ǫ(·) = ω2(
1
ǫ ·). Then we have

Z(θ r
ǫ
ω2) = Zǫ(θrω2) r ∈ R.

Proof. We have

Z(θ r
ǫ
ω2) = B

∫ 0

−∞

SB(−q)θ r
ǫ
ω2(q)dq

= B

∫ 0

−∞

SB(−q)(ω2,ǫ(r + ǫq)− ω2,ǫ(r))dq

=
1

ǫ
B

∫ 0

−∞

SB
ǫ
(−q)(ω2,ǫ(r + q)− ω2,ǫ(r))dq

=
1

ǫ
B

∫ 0

−∞

SB
ǫ
(−q)θrω2,ǫ(q)dq = Zǫ(θrω2).

We note that SB
ǫ
(t) = SB(

t
ǫ ) for t ≥ 0.

Lemma 3.3. We have:
(1) E[sups∈[0,T ] ‖Z(θsω2)‖] <∞.
(2) Let T > 0. We have for ǫ→ 0 on a (θt)t∈R-invariant set of full measure.

sup
s∈[0,T ]

‖Zǫ(θsω2)‖ = o(|ǫ|−1).

Proof. (1) To see that E[sup[0,T ] ‖Z(θtω2)‖] <∞ we have

sup
[0,T ]

‖Z(θtω2)‖ ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Z(θtω2)− Z(ω2)‖+ ‖Z(ω2)‖

≤ sup
s<t∈[0,T ]

‖Z(θtω2)− Z(θsω2)‖ + ‖Z(ω2)‖

Then we have by Lunardi [27, Theorem 4.3.1 (III)]

E[ sup
s<t∈[0,T ]

‖Z(θtω2)− Z(θsω2)‖] ≤ CE[|||ω2|||γ ]T
γ.
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By Kunita [23, Theorem 1.4.1] we have a random variable K(ω2) such that

E[|||ω2|||γ ] ≤ E[K(ω2)] ≤ (E[K(ω2)
2n])1/(2n) <∞

when 2nH2 > 1. The finiteness of E[‖Z(ω)‖] follows by taking the expectation of the
right hand side of (3.3) having in mind E[‖ω2(t)‖2] ≤ (

∑

i q
2
ii|t|

2H2).
(2) By (1) we can apply Arnold [1, Proposition 4.1.3] and know that ‖Z(θqω2)‖

is sublinear growing i.e.

lim
q→±∞

‖Z(θqω2)‖ · |q|
−1 = 0

on a (θt)t∈R invariant set of full measure. Suppose the assertion does not hold for ω2

from the invariant set mentioned above. Then there exists a δ > 0 and a sequence
(ǫj)j∈N, ǫj > 0 tending to zero so that by Lemma 3.2

(3.7) sup
s∈[0,T ]

‖Zǫj(θsω2)‖ǫj = sup
s∈[0,T ]

‖Z(θ s
ǫj
ω2)‖ǫj > δ

for every j. Let sǫj be the largest element in [0, T/ǫj] so that

sup
q∈[0,T/ǫj ]

‖Z(θqω2)‖ = ‖Z(θsǫjω2)‖.

For j → ∞ the sequence (sǫj ) tends to ∞. Hence

0 = lim
j→∞

‖Z(θsǫjω2)‖ ·
1

sǫj
≥ lim

j→∞
‖Z(θsǫj ω2)‖ ·

ǫj
T

= 0(3.8)

which is a contradiction to (3.7).

3.2. Description of the problem of stochastic evolution equations. Let
u(t) = (u1(t), u2(t)) ∈ V × V be the solution of

(3.9) du(t) = Ju(t) dt+ F (u(t)) dt +G(u(t)) (dω1(t), dω2(t))

where u(0) = u0 = (u01, u02) ∈ V × V, ω1 is a path of the canonical FBM with Hurst
exponent H1, and ω2 is a path of the canonical FBM with Hurst exponent H2 so that
(2.2) holds. In contrast to the equation considered in Maslowski et al. [28] and Chen
et al. [4], (3.9) contains the term ω2 which does not have the Hölder regularity of ω1.

We describe the assumptions regarding the operator J and nonlinear terms F and
G as follows

(H1) Let −J be a closed positive symmetric operator with compact inverse. Then,
J generates an exponential analytic semigroup SJ on V × V , such that
‖SJ(t)‖ ≤ e−λJ t, λJ > 0, for t ≥ 0.

(H2) The operator F : V × V → V × V is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz
constant cDF .

(H3) The operator is given by

G =

(

h(u1) 0
0 id

)

where h : V → L2(V ). The latter space is the space of Hilbert Schmidt
operators on V . h has bounded first and second derivatives with bounds cDh

and cD2h.
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Let −J from (H1). We can assume that −J has a positive spectrum of finite
multiplicity (λJ,i)i∈N so that limi→∞ λJ,i = ∞. The associated eigenelements (eJ,i)i∈N

are chosen so that they form a complete orthonormal system.

For α ≥ 0 define the Banach spaces Ṽα = D((−J)α) where the norm of this space
is given in the following definition

Ṽα =

{

u ∈ Ṽ : ‖u‖2α =

∞
∑

i=1

λ̃2αi |ûi|
2} <∞, u =

∞
∑

i=1

ûieJ,i

}

with Ṽ = Ṽ0.

Here Ṽ stands for V × V which has the orthonormal basis (eJ,i)i∈N ∈ Ṽ coming from

the eigenvalues of −J related to the eigenvectors λ̃i = λJ,i. Then Ṽ1 = D(−J) is the

domain of J . However, later considering the operators −A, −B we set Ṽ = V and
the eigenvalues and eigenvectors λA,i, eA,i and λB,i, eB,i are given by the eigenvalues,
eigenvectors of −A, −B. The properties of B has been used at the beginning of
Section 3.1. The operators A, B generate an exponential semigroup SA, SB like with
similar properties as J but defined on Ṽ = V . Let L(Ṽυ, Ṽζ) denote the space of

continuous linear operators from Ṽυ into Ṽζ . There exists a constant c > 0, such that
for 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , we have

‖SJ(t)‖L(Ṽ ,Ṽσ)
≤ ct−σe−λJ t, for σ > 0(3.10)

‖SJ(t− s)− id‖L(Ṽσ,Ṽ ) ≤ c(t− s)σ, for σ ∈ [0, 1].(3.11)

In (3.10) notice that λJ is a positive constant. We also note that, for 0 < σ ≤ 1, there
exists c > 0 such that for 0 ≤ q ≤ r ≤ s ≤ t, we derive

‖SJ(t− r) − SJ(t− q)‖L(Ṽ ) ≤ c(r − q)σ(t− r)−σ(3.12)

and for ̺, ν ∈ (0, 1]

‖SJ(t− r)− SJ (s− r)−SJ(t− q) + SJ(s− q)‖L(Ṽ )

≤ c(t− s)̺(r − q)ν(s− r)−(̺+ν).
(3.13)

Remark 3.4. By (H3), it is easy to obtain the estimate (see for instance Maslowski
et al. [28])

‖h(u)‖L2(V ) ≤ ch + cDh‖u‖,
‖h(u)− h(v)‖L2(V ) ≤ cDh‖u− v‖,

‖h(u1)− h(u2)− h(v1) + h(v2)‖L2(V ) ≤ cDh‖u1 − v1 − (u2 − v2)‖
+cD2h‖u1 − u2‖+ (‖u1 − v1‖+ ‖u2 − v2‖)

for all u, v, ui, vi ∈ V, i = 1, 2.

3.3. Pathwise mild solution. Let t→ Z(θtω2) be the stationary O-U process
defined in Section 3.1.

In the different formulas, c will denote a generic constant that may differ from
line to line. Sometimes we will write cT when we want to stress the dependence on
T .

Let now

J =

(

A 0
0 B

)

.
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We interpret the equation (3.9) in mild form:

u(t) = SJ (t)u0 +

∫ t

0

SJ (t− r)F (u(r)) dr +

∫ t

0

SJ(t− r)G(u(r)) dω(r)

=

(

SA(t)u01
SB(t)(u02 − Z(ω2))

)

+

(

0
Z(θtω2)

)

+

∫ t

0

SJ(t− r)F (u(r))dr +(3.14)

+

(
∫ t

0
SA(t− r)h(u1(r))dω1(r)

0

)

.(3.15)

To estimate the stochastic integral of the last expression in (3.14), we refer to
[4, 28, 41] where a similar estimate is derived. u ∈ Cγ,∼([0, T ], V × V ). In addition,
from (2.2) it follows that we find α, β, γ so that we assume that β > 1/2, 0 < α <
γ < β, β+α > 1. The condition α < γ allows to define Dα

0+h(u1(·))[r] and α+β > 1

allows to define D1−α
T− ω1,T (·)[r], see (2.3). Then we have

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)h(u1(r)) dω1(r) = (−1)α
∫ t

0

Dα
0+SA(t− ·)h(u1(·))[r]D

1−α
T− ω1,T (·)[r] dr.

We firstly introduce the operator u 7→ T (u, ω1, ω2, u0) for fixed u0 with domain
Cγ,∼([0, T ];V × V ) and ω1 ∈ Cβ,∼([0, T ];V ), ω2 ∈ Cγ′,∼([0, T ];V ). This operator is
defined by

T (u, ω1, ω2, u0)[t] :=

(

SA(t)u01
SB(t)(u02 − Z(ω2))

)

+

(

0
Z(θtω2)

)

+

∫ t

0

SJ (t− r)F (u(r))dr +

(
∫ t

0 SA(t− r)h(u1(r))dω1(r)
0

)

.

Lemma 3.5. Let (H1)-(H3) hold and for any T > 0 there exists a cT > 0 such
that under (2.2) we can ensure the above condition on α, β, γ < γ′ < H2. For
ρ > 0, ω1 ∈ Cβ([0, T ], V ), ω2 ∈ Cγ′

([0, T ], V ) and u ∈ Cγ,∼([0, T ], V × V ), we have

‖T (u, ω1,ω2, u0)‖γ,ρ,∼

≤ cT (‖u01‖+ ‖u02‖+ ‖Z(θ·ω2)‖γ) + C(ρ, ω1, T )(1 + ‖u‖γ,ρ,∼)
(3.16)

where C(ρ, ω1, T ) > 0 such that limρ→∞ C(ρ, ω1, T ) = 0.

Proof. Despite the fact that a quite similar result was proved in [4, Lemma 10]
(but in that paper there is not any drift and ω2-term), for the sake of completeness
we give the proof in Appendix 4.4.

Lemma 3.6. Let (H1)-(H3) and (2.2) hold and for any T > 0 there exists a
cT > 0 such that for ρ > 0, ω1 ∈ Cβ([0, T ], V ), ω2 ∈ Cγ′

([0, T ], V ) and u1, u2 ∈
Cγ,∼([0, T ];V × V ),

‖T (u1, ω1, ω2, u0)− T (u2, ω1, ω2, u0)‖γ,ρ,∼

≤ cT (1 + ‖u1‖γ,ρ,∼ + ‖u2‖γ,ρ,∼)K̃(ρ)‖u1 − u2‖γ,ρ,∼

where limρ→∞ K̃(ρ) = 0.

Proof. The proof follows by using the same techniques as in [4, Lemma 11], be-
cause the Z-term is cancelled.
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Lemma 3.7. Let (H1)-(H3) and (2.2) hold and u0 ∈ V × V . Then, for every
T > 0, (3.9) has a unique solution u in Cγ,∼([0, T ];V × V ).

Proof. According to (3.16), for sufficiently large ρ the centered and closed ball in
Cγ,∼([0, T ];V ×V ), ‖ · ‖γ,ρ,∼ which is mapped by T (·, ω1, ω2, u0) into itself. Then, by
Lemma 3.6 by Theorem 12 in [4], (3.9) has a unique solution u in Cγ,∼([0, T ];V ×V ).

4. Almost Sure Averaging for Fast-Slow Evolution Equations.

4.1. Description of the averaging problem. In this subsection, our inten-
tion is to convert the original system (1.1)-(1.2) into reduced systems without fast
component. Thus, we are interested in solving the following stochastic system

dXǫ(t) = AXǫ(t) dt+ f(Xǫ(t), Y ǫ(t)) dt+ h(Xǫ(t)) dω1(t), X
ǫ(0) = X0 ∈ V,(4.1)

dY ǫ(t) =
1

ǫ
BY ǫ(t) dt+

1

ǫ
g(Xǫ(t), Y ǫ(t)) dt + dω2,ǫ(t), Y

ǫ(0) = Y0 ∈ V(4.2)

where ω1 is a path of the canonical FBM with Hurst exponent H1, ω2 is a path of the
canonical FBM with Hurst exponent H2, and H1 ∈ (12 , 1), H2 ∈ (1 − H1, 1), which
have been given in Section 2. Then ω2,ǫ(·) = ω2(

1
ǫ ·). By the solution of (4.1)-(4.2) on

[0, T ], we mean a process (Xǫ, Y ǫ) which satisfies

Xǫ(t) = SA(t)X0 +

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)f(Xǫ(r), Y ǫ(r)) dr

+

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)h(Xǫ(r)) dω1(r)(4.3)

and

Y ǫ(t) = SB
ǫ
(t)Y0 +

1

ǫ

∫ t

0

SB
ǫ
(t− r)g(Xǫ(r), Y ǫ(r)) dr

+

∫ t

0

SB
ǫ
(t− r) dω2,ǫ(r).(4.4)

We assume that the following conditions for the coefficients of the system are
fulfilled.

(A1) We assume for the operators A,B the conditions of (H1).
(A2) The coefficient F (x, y) from (H2) is now specialized by (f(x, y), 1/ǫg(x, y)).

The coefficients f(x, y) : V ×V → V of (1.1) and g(x, y) : V ×V → V of (1.2)
are globally Lipschitz continuous in x, y i.e., there exists a positive constant
C1 and let C2 = ‖g(0, 0)‖ such that

‖f(x1, y1)− f(x2, y2)‖+ ‖g(x1, y1)− g(x2, y2)‖ ≤ C1(‖x1 − x2‖+ ‖y1 − y2‖)
‖g(x, y)‖ ≤ C1(‖x‖+ ‖y‖) + C2

for all x1, y1, x2, y2, x, y ∈ V .
(A3) h satisfies the conditions of (H3).
(A4) f is bounded.

Lemma 4.1. Let (A1)-(A3) and (2.2) hold. For any X0 ∈ V, Y0 ∈ V and T > 0,
there is a unique solution (Xǫ, Y ǫ) to (4.3)-(4.4) in Cγ,∼([0, T ];V × V ).

Proof. This is just the special case of Lemma 3.7, we omit the proof here.

We present now the main result of this article.
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Theorem 4.2. Let (A1)-(A4) and (2.2) hold and assume further that λB > C1.
For any X0 ∈ V , as ǫ→ 0 the solution of (4.1) converges to X̄ which solves following
(4.5). That is, we have almost surely

lim
ǫ→0

‖Xǫ − X̄‖γ,∼ = 0

where X̄ is the mild solution to the averaged equation

X̄(t) = SA(t)X0 +

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)f̄ (X̄(r)) dr +

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)h(X̄(r)) dω1(r)(4.5)

where the Lipschitz continuous function f̄ will be given in (4.12) later.

To prove Theorem 4.2, we first obtain the random fixed point for the RDS gen-
erated by (4.2) in Section 4.2. Then, we give the proof of Theorem 4.2 in Section
4.3.

4.2. Random fixed points. To describe the behavior of the fast variable we
have to introduce a RDS. Let B be a separable Banach space, and (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂, θ) be an
ergodic MDS. A measurable mapping

ϕ : R+ × Ω̂×B → B

is called RDS if the cocycle property holds

ϕ(t+ τ, ω, b) = ϕ(t, θτω, ·) ◦ ϕ(τ, ω, b) for t, τ ∈ R
+, ω ∈ Ω̂, b ∈ B.

and ϕ(0, ω, ·) = idB. For details we refer to Arnold [1].
Consider the parameterized equation

(4.6) dY ǫ,x(t) =
1

ǫ
BY ǫ,x(t) dt+

1

ǫ
g(x, Y ǫ,x(t)) dt + dω2,ǫ(t)

where x ∈ V is a fixed but arbitrary element. Straightforwardly this equation inter-
preted in mild sense generates an RDS for every x ∈ V . We would like to show that
under particular conditions on g the RDS generated by this equation has a random
fixed point.

Definition 4.3. Let ϕ be an RDS over an ergodic metric dynamical system
(Ω̂, F̂ , P̂, θ) with values in the separable Banach space B. A random variable Y :
ω → B is called random fixed point for ϕ if

ϕ(t, ω, Y (ω)) = Y (θtω)

for all t ≥ 0 on a (θt)t∈R-invariant set of full measure.

In particular when Y is a random fixed point for an RDS generated by a differ-
ential equation then the function t→ Y (θtω) is a stationary solution of the equation
(4.6).

We formulate conditions for the existence of a random fixed point. Recall that a
random variable X(ω) ≥ 0 is called tempered on a (θt)t∈R-invariant set of full measure
if

lim
t→±∞

log+X(θtω)

|t|
= 0.
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A family of sets (C(ω))ω∈Ω̂, C(ω) 6= ∅ and closed is called tempered random set if
distanceB(y, C(ω)) for all y ∈ B is measurable, it is called tempered if

X(ω) = sup
x∈C(ω)

‖x‖B

is tempered. We note that for every random set there exists a sequence of random
variables (xn)n∈N so that

C(ω) =
⋃

n∈N

{xn(ω)}.

Hence the above supremum defines a random variable. Random variables y(ω) ∈
C(ω) for ω ∈ Ω̂ are called selectors of C.

Let us present here an existence theorem random fixed points.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that the RDS ϕ has a random forward invariant set closed
C which is tempered:

ϕ(t, ω, C(ω)) ⊂ C(θtω) for t ≥ 0, ω ∈ Ω̂.

Let

k(ω) = sup
x 6=y∈C(ω)

log

(

‖ϕ(1, ω, x)− ϕ(1, ω, y)‖

‖x− y‖

)

so that Ek < 0. The random variable

ω 7→ sup
t∈[0,1]

‖ϕ(t, θ−tω, y(θ−tω))‖(4.7)

is assumed to be tempered for any selector y from C. Then the RDS ϕ has a random
fixed point Y (ω) ∈ C(ω) which is unique. In addition ‖Y (ω)‖ is tempered. This
random fixed point is pullback and forward attracting:

(4.8) lim
t→∞

‖ϕ(t, θ−tω, y(θ−tω))− Y (ω)‖ = 0, lim
t→∞

‖ϕ(t, ω, y(ω))− Y (θtω)‖ = 0

with exponential speed for every measurable selector y(ω) ∈ C(ω).

For the definition and proof we refer to Chueshov and Schmalfuss [7, Definition
3.1.21, Theorem 4.2.1]. Let us check if the assumptions for our problem are satisfied.

Theorem 4.5. Consider (4.6)interpreted in the mild sense. Then for every x ∈ V
and ǫ > 0 the RDS generated by (4.6) has a tempered pullback and forward exponen-
tially attracting random fixed point Y ǫ

F (ω2, x). The exponential rate of forward and
pullback convergence to the random fixed point is given by λB−C1

ǫ .

Proof. We set

(4.9) g̃ǫ(x, y, ω2) = g(x, y + Zǫ(ω2)) = g
(

x, y +
1

ǫ

∫ 0

−∞

BSB
ǫ
(−q)ω2,ǫ(q)dq

)

.

Then the equation

dỸ ǫ,x(t) =
1

ǫ
BỸ ǫ,x(t) dt+

1

ǫ
g̃ǫ(x, Ỹ

ǫ,x(t), θtω2) dt

has a unique mild solution forming the RDS ϕ̃ǫ,x. This RDS generates by conjugation
an RDS for the mild version of (4.6). In particular we have

Y ǫ,x(t, ω2)− Zǫ(θtω2) = Ỹ ǫ,x(t, ω2).
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We obtain by (A2)

‖g̃ǫ(x, y, ω2)‖ ≤ C1‖y‖+ ‖g̃ǫ(x, 0, ω2)‖

where
‖g̃ǫ(x, 0, ω2)‖ ≤ C1(‖Z

ǫ(ω2)‖+ ‖x‖) + C2.

Let ỹǫ,x be the solution of the one dimensional equation

ỹǫ,x(t) = e−
λB
ǫ

ty0 +

∫ t

0

e−
λB
ǫ

(t−r) 1

ǫ

(

C1ỹ
ǫ,x(r) + C1(‖Z

ǫ(ω2)‖+ ‖x‖) + C2)

)

dr

which generates an one dimensional RDS with tempered forward and random fixed
point ỹǫ,xF (θtω2), see Chueshov and Schmalfuss [7, Theorem 3.1.23]. In addition, by a
comparison argument

‖Ỹ ǫ,x(t)‖ ≤ ỹǫ,x(t) if t ≥ 0, y0 ≥ ‖Ỹ (0)‖.

Hence the ball with radius

(4.10) R̃ǫ,x(ω2) = 2

∫ 0

−∞

e
(λB−C1)r

ǫ
1

ǫ
(C1(‖Z

ǫ(θrω2)‖+ ‖x‖) + C2)dr

and center 0 defines a tempered forward and pullback absorbing set Cǫ,x(ω2). The
temperedness follows by Lemma 3.3.

Consider

‖ϕ̃ǫ,x(t, ω2, Ỹ01)− ϕ̃ǫ,x(t, ω2, Ỹ02)‖

≤ e−
λB
ǫ

t‖Ỹ0,1 − Ỹ0,2‖+

∫ t

0

e−
λB(t−r)

ǫ
C1

ǫ
‖ϕ̃ǫ,x(r, ω2, Ỹ01)− ϕ̃ǫ,x(r, ω2, Ỹ02)‖dr.

Then a Grönwall Lemma argument gives

‖ϕ̃ǫ,x(1, ω2, Ỹ01)− ϕ̃ǫ,x(1, ω2, Ỹ02)‖ ≤ e−
λB−C1

ǫ ‖Ỹ01 − Ỹ02‖

so that the logarithm of the contraction constant is given by k = 1
ǫ (−λB +C1). Note

that this constant k is nonrandom, less than 0 and the estimate is true for any pair
Ỹ0i ∈ V, i = 1, 2. We have for some measurable selector y with y(ω2) ∈ B(0, R̃ǫ,x(ω2))

‖ϕ̃ǫ,x(q, θ−tω2, y(θ−tω2))‖ ≤ e−
λB
ǫ

q‖y(θ−tω2)‖

+

∫ q

0

e−
λB
ǫ

(q−r)

(

C1

ǫ
‖ϕ̃ǫ,x(r, θ−tω2, y(θ−tω2))‖

+
1

ǫ
(C1(‖Z

ǫ(θr−tω2)‖+ ‖x‖) + C2)

)

dr.

Then by a Grönwall Lemma argument for t ∈ [0, 1]

‖ϕ̃ǫ,x(t, θ−tω2, y(θ−tω2))‖

≤ ‖y(θ−tω2‖+

∫ t

0

e−
(λB−C1)(t−r)

ǫ
1

ǫ
(C1(‖Z

ǫ(θr−tω2)‖+ ‖x‖) + C2)dr

≤ ‖y(θ−tω2‖+

∫ 0

−t

e
(λB−C1)r

ǫ
1

ǫ
(C1(‖Z

ǫ(θrω2)‖+ ‖x‖) + C2)dr

≤ ‖y(θ−tω2‖+

∫ 0

−1

e
(λB−C1)r

ǫ
1

ǫ
(C1(‖Z

ǫ(θrω2)‖+ ‖x‖) + C2)dr

≤ R̃ǫ,x(θ−tω2) +

∫ 0

−1

1

ǫ
(C1(‖Z

ǫ(θrω2)‖+ ‖x‖) + C2)dr.
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However integrals and suprema w.r.t compact time intervals of tempered random
variables are tempered, see Chueshov and Schmalfuss [7, Remark 3.1.8, p. 186]

Theorem 4.6. For fixed ω2, ǫ > 0 this fixed point depends Lipschitz continuously
on x with Lipschitz constant C1

λB−C1
.

Proof. We deal with the Lipschitz continuity of the fixed points Ỹ ǫ
F (ω2, x). We

have for any t ≥ 0

Ỹ ǫ
F (ω2, x1)− Ỹ ǫ

F (ω2, x2)

= ϕ̃ǫ,x1(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ
ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x1))− ϕ̃ǫ,x2(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))

= ϕ̃ǫ,x1(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ
ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x1))− ϕ̃ǫ,x1(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))

+ ϕ̃ǫ,x1(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ
ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))− ϕ̃ǫ,x2(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))

=: K1 +K2.

We set t = n+ t′, t′ = t′(t) ∈ [0, 1). When ‖x2‖ ≤ ‖x1‖ then Ỹ ǫ
F (ω2, x2) ∈ C̃ǫ,x1(ω2).

Then

‖K1‖ = ‖ϕ̃ǫ,x1(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ
ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x1))− ϕ̃ǫ,x1(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))‖

≤ sup
y1 6=y2∈Cǫ,x1 (θ−1ω2)

‖ϕ̃ǫ,x1(1, θ−1ω2, y1)− ϕ̃ǫ,x1(1, θ−1ω2, y2)‖

‖y1 − y2‖
× · . . . · ×

× sup
y1 6=y2∈Cǫ,x1(θ−nω2)

‖ϕ̃ǫ,x1(1, θ−nω2, y1)− ϕ̃ǫ,x1(1, θ−nω2, y2)‖

‖y1 − y2‖

×‖Ỹ ǫ
F (θ−n−t′ω2, x1)− Ỹ ǫ

F (θ−n−t′ω2, x2)‖

≤ e−n(λB−C1)/ǫ sup
t′∈[0,1)

‖Ỹ ǫ
F (θ−n−t′ω2, x1)− Ỹ ǫ

F (θ−n−t′ω2, x2)‖.

Here, Ỹ ǫ
F (ω2, x1), Ỹ

ǫ
F (ω2, x2) ∈ Cǫ,x1(ω2) are tempered, see (4.7), hence

sup
s∈[0,1]

‖Y ǫ
F (θ−sω2, x1)‖, sup

s∈[0,1]

‖Y ǫ
F (θ−sω2, x2)‖

is tempered, see Chueshov and Schmalfuss [7, Remark 3.1.8, p. 186]. Thus the right
hand side can be made arbitrarily small when n is sufficiently large. We then have
that K1 is zero for t→ ∞. We deal with K2.

‖K2‖ = ‖ϕ̃ǫ,x1(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ
ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))− ϕ̃ǫ,x2(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))‖

≤

∫ t

0

e−
λB(t−r)

ǫ
C1

ǫ
(‖ϕ̃ǫ,x1(r, θ−tω2, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))

−ϕ̃ǫ,x2(r, θ−tω2, Ỹ
ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))‖ + ‖x1 − x2‖)dr.

Then by the Grönwall lemma

‖ϕ̃ǫ,x1(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ
ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))− ϕ̃ǫ,x2(t, θ−tω2, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θ−tω2, x2))‖

≤

∫ t

0

e−
(λB−C1)(t−r)

ǫ
C1

ǫ
‖x1 − x2‖dr

≤
C1

λB − C1
‖x1 − x2‖

so that the Lipschitz constant is independent of ǫ and ω2. Finally we have

‖Ỹ ǫ
F (ω2, x1)− Ỹ ǫ

F (ω2, x2)‖ ≤
C1

λB − C1
‖x1 − x2‖.
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Lemma 4.7. We have

Y ǫ
F (θrω2, x) = Y 1

F (θ r
ǫ
ω2, x)

Proof. We prove the equality of Ỹ ǫ
F (θrω2, x), Ỹ

1
F (θ r

ǫ
ω2, x) for any ǫ > 0. Then by

Lemma 3.2, Z(θ1/ǫ·ω2) and Z
ǫ(θ·ω2) are equal. This causes for r′ = r

ǫ

Ỹ ǫ
F (ω2, x) =

∫ 0

−∞

SB
ǫ
(−r)

1

ǫ
g̃ǫ(x, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θrω2, x), θrω)dr

=

∫ 0

−∞

SB(−
r

ǫ
)
1

ǫ
g(x, Ỹ ǫ

F (θrω2, x) + Zǫ(θrω2))dr

=

∫ 0

−∞

SB(−
r

ǫ
)
1

ǫ
g(x, Ỹ ǫ

F (θrω2, x) + Z(θ r
ǫ
ω2))dr

=

∫ 0

−∞

SB(−r
′)g(x, Ỹ ǫ

F (θr′ǫω2, x) + Z(θr′ω2))dr
′

=

∫ 0

−∞

SB(−r
′)g̃1(x, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θǫr′ω2, x), θr′ω2)dr

′.

On the other hand we have by the uniqueness of the fixed point

Ỹ 1
F (ω2, x) =

∫ 0

−∞

SB(−r
′)g̃1(x, Ỹ

1
F (θr′ω2, x), θr′ω2)dr

′.

Note that a random fixed point can be presented by such an integral over an infinite
domain. This follows by

Ỹ 1
F (ω2, x) = SB(t)Ỹ

1
F (θ−tω2, x) +

∫ 0

−t

SB(−r
′)g̃1(x, Ỹ

1
F (θr′ω2, x), θr′ω2)dr

′.

The temperedness of ‖Ỹ 1
F (ω2, x)‖ and the exponential decay of SB ensure that the

right hand side converges to the integral over the infinite domain.
We have

g̃ǫ(x, y, θrω2) = g(x, y + Zǫ(θrω2))

and hence

ϕǫ,x(t, ω2, y) = Zǫ(θtω2) + ϕ̃ǫ,x(t, ω2, y − Zǫ(ω2)).

ϕǫ,x(t, ω2, ·) is the RDS version of the solution to (4.6). There exists a random fixed
point

(4.11) Y ǫ
F (ω2, x) = Ỹ ǫ

F (ω2, x) + Zǫ(ω2).

The tempered set C̃ǫ,x(ω2) is changed to

Cǫ,x(ω2) = C̃ǫ,x(ω2) + Zǫ(ω2)

which is a ball with center Zǫ(ω2) and radius R̃ǫ,x(ω2).

Lemma 4.8. The mapping r → Y ǫ
F (θrω2, x) is γ–Hölder continuous for γ < H2

and x ∈ V .
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Proof. Let r > r′ ∈ R. We consider

‖Ỹ ǫ
F (θrω2, x)− Ỹ ǫ

F (θr′ω2, x)‖ ≤‖SB
ǫ
(r − r′)− id)Ỹ ǫ

F (θr′ω2, x)‖

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ r

r′
SB

ǫ
(r − s)

1

ǫ
g̃ǫ(x, Ỹ

ǫ
F (θsω2, x), θsω)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

Since s 7→ Ỹ ǫ
F (θsω2, x) and s 7→ Zǫ(θsω2) are continuous the Lebesgue integral can be

estimated by Cǫ,T |r − r′| and by (3.10), (3.11) the first term on the right hand side
of the last inequality causes Hölder continuity on any interval r ∈ [r′ + δ, r′ + T ], 0 <
δ < T and x ∈ V .

Then by the transformation (4.11) and by Lemma 3.3 again, r 7→ Y ǫ
F (θrω2, x) is

γ-Hölder continuous.

Remark 4.9. For the random variable R̃ǫ,x introduced in (4.10) we can prove that
supr∈[0,T ] R̃

ǫ,x(θrω2) is defined on (θt)t∈R invariant set of full measure independent of
x ∈ V and ǫ > 0. This random variable is tempered.

4.3. An ergodic theorem for separable Hilbert-spaces. In this subsection
we formulate an ergodic theorem in separable Hilbert spaces. We assume that f is
bounded. Define

f̄(x) = E[f(x, Y 1
F (ω2, x))](4.12)

where this Hilbert-space valued expectation is determined by E[(f(x, Y 1
F (ω2, x), y))]

for all y in a dense countable set of V .

Lemma 4.10. f̄ is Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. Because Y ǫ
F depends Lipschitz continuously on x with Lipschitz constant

C1

λB−C1
, for all x1, x2 ∈ V , we have

‖f̄(x1)− f̄(x2)‖ ≤ E[‖f(x1, Y
1
F (ω2, x1))− f(x2, Y

1
F (ω2, x2))‖]

≤ C1E[(‖x1 − x2‖+ ‖Y 1
F (ω2, x1)− Y 1

F (ω2, x1)‖)]

≤ (C1 +
C2

1

λB − C1
)‖x1 − x2‖ =: C′‖x1 − x2‖.

Thus, the desired result is obtained.

Lemma 4.11. Let ν > 0. There exists a (θt)t∈R invariant set in Ω2 of full measure
we have for ω2 from this set and for x ∈ V

lim
T→±∞

1

|T |

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0

(−A)−ν(f(x, Y 1
F (θrω2, x))− f̄(x)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

= 0.

Proof. Consider the operator (−A)−ν which is a compact operator on V . Let
Ω2,x be the (θt)t∈R-invariant set so that for ω2 ∈ Ω2,x

lim
T→±∞

1

|T |

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0

(−A)−ν(f(x, Y 1
F (θrω2, x))− f̄(x)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

= 0

which follows for every x ∈ V by Chueshov at al. [6, Section 2] and for the invariance
assertion see Arnold [1, Appendix 1]. For a dense and countable set D ⊂ V the set

⋂

x∈D

Ω2,x =: Ω̃2

This manuscript is for review purposes only.



20 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

is (θt)t∈R invariant and has full measure. Let x 6∈ D and (xn)n∈N be a sequence in D
so that

lim
n→∞

‖x− xn‖ = 0.

By the Lipschitz continuity and the uniform Lipschitz constant of x 7→ Y 1
F (ω2, x) with

respect to ω2 and ǫ > 0 we have by Lemma 4.10 and Theorem 4.5 for any ζ > 0 an
ñ ∈ N so that

‖(−A)−ν((f(xñ, Y
1
F (θrω2, xñ))− f̄(xñ))− (f(xñ, Y

1
F (θrω2, x)) − f̄(x)))‖

≤2C′‖(−A)−ν‖‖x− xñ‖ ≤
ζ

2
.

On the other hand we choose an T0 = T0(ω2, ζ) > 0 so that for all |T | > T0 we have
that

lim
T→±∞

1

|T |

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0

(−A)−ν(f(xñ, Y
1
F (θrω2, xñ))− f̄(xñ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
ζ

2

on Ω̃2 [6]. Hence

1

|T |

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0

(−A)−ν(f(x, Y 1
F (θrω2, x)) − f̄(x)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
1

|T |

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0

(−A)−ν(f(x,Y
1
F (θrω2, xñ))− f̄(xñ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ 2‖(−A)−ν‖C′
1‖x− xñ‖ ≤ ζ

for |T | > T0 and for ω2 ∈ Ω̃2.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 4.2. Following the discretization techniques inspired
by Khasminskii in [20], we divide [0, T ] into intervals of size δ, where δ ∈ (0, 1)
is a fixed number. Then, we construct an auxiliary process Ŷ ǫ with initial value
Ŷ ǫ(0) = Y ǫ(0) = Y0, and for t ∈ [kδ,min{(k + 1)δ, T }),

Ŷ ǫ(t) = SB
ǫ
(t− kδ)Ŷ ǫ(kδ) +

1

ǫ

∫ t

kδ

SB
ǫ
(t− s)g(Xǫ(kδ), Ŷ ǫ(s)) ds

+

∫ t

kδ

SB
ǫ
(t− s) dω2,ǫ(s)(4.13)

i.e.

Ŷ ǫ(t) = SB
ǫ
(t)Y0 +

1

ǫ

∫ t

0

SB
ǫ
(t− s)g(Xǫ(sδ), Ŷ

ǫ(s)) ds

+

∫ t

0

SB
ǫ
(t− s) dω2,ǫ(s)(4.14)

where sδ = ⌊s/δ⌋δ is the nearest breakpoint preceding s. Also, we define the process
X̂ǫ, by

X̂ǫ(t) = SA(t)X0 +

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)f(Xǫ(rδ), Ŷ
ǫ(r)) ds

+

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)h(Xǫ(r)) dω1(r).(4.15)

This manuscript is for review purposes only.



ALMOST SURE AVERAGING FOR EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 21

Lemma 4.12. Assume (A1)-(A4). Then, for all T > 0, we have for large ρ have

‖Xǫ‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ C(‖X0‖+ 1)

where C > 0 is a constant which is independent of ǫ.

Proof. The proof of this result can be done by a slight generalization of [4, Lemma
9]. It is easy to see

‖Xǫ‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ cT ‖X0‖+ cTK(ρ) |||ω1|||β (1 + ‖ Xǫ‖γ,ρ,∼)

then, taking ρ big enough such that cTK(ρ) |||ω1|||β <
1
2 , we have

‖Xǫ‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ 2cT‖X0‖+ 1.

Here K(ρ) is a positive function tending to zero for ρ→ ∞.

Remark 4.13. Due to the boundedness of f , Y ǫ does not have any effect on the
estimate for ‖Xǫ‖γ,ρ,∼.

Remark 4.14. Assume (A1)-(A4). Then, for all T > 0, we have

‖X̂ǫ‖γ,ρ,∼ + ‖X̄‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ C(‖X0‖+ 1)

where C > 0 is a constant which is independent of ǫ. We obtain by the same method
an similar estimate for ‖X̂ǫ‖γ,ρ,∼.

Lemma 4.15. For any solution Y ǫ of (4.2) and any solution Ŷ ǫ of (4.14), t ∈
[0, T ], we have

‖Y ǫ‖∞ + ‖Ŷ ǫ‖∞ ≤ C
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)
)

where C is a constant which is independent of ǫ.

Proof. For t ∈ [0, T ], from (4.2), one has

Y ǫ(t) =SB
ǫ
(t)Y0 +

1

ǫ

∫ t

0

SB
ǫ
(t− r)g(Xǫ(r), Y ǫ(r)) dr +

∫ t

0

SB
ǫ
(t− r) dω2,ǫ(r)

=SB
ǫ
(t)(Y0 − Zǫ(ω2)) + Zǫ(θtω2) +

1

ǫ

∫ t

0

SB
ǫ
(t− r)g(Xǫ(r), Y ǫ(r)) dr.

Then, we have

‖Y ǫ(t)‖ ≤ ‖SB
ǫ
(t)‖‖Y0 − Zǫ(ω2)‖+ ‖Zǫ(θtω2)‖

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

ǫ

∫ t

0

SB
ǫ
(t− r)g(Xǫ(r), Y ǫ(r)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ e
−λBt

ǫ ‖Y0 − Zǫ(ω2)‖+ ‖Zǫ(θtω2)‖

+
1

ǫ

∫ t

0

e−
λB
ǫ

(t−r)
(

‖C2 + C1(‖X
ǫ(r)‖ + ‖Y ǫ(r)‖)

)

dr.

By Lemma 4.12 and (A2), it is easy to know

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Y ǫ(t)‖ ≤ ‖Y0‖+ 2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Zǫ(θtω2)‖

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

1

ǫ

∫ t

0

e−
λB
ǫ

(t−r)(C2 + C1‖X
ǫ(r)‖) ds
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+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

C1

ǫ

∫ t

0

e−
λB
ǫ

(t−r)‖Y ǫ(r)‖ ds

≤ C
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Zǫ(θtω2)‖) +
C1

λB
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Y ǫ(r)‖.

Then, by λB > C1 and Lemma 3.3, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Y ǫ(t)‖ ≤ C
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Zǫ(θtω2)‖
)

≤ C
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)
)

.

Indeed we have for ǫ→ 0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Zǫ(θtω2)‖ = sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Z(θ t
ǫ
ω2)‖ = o(ǫ−1)

by Lemma 3.3. The estimate for ‖Ŷ ǫ‖∞ can be obtained in a similar way.

Lemma 4.16. For the stationary solution and any solution of (4.13), for t ∈
[kδ,min{(k + 1)δ, T }), we have

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

‖Ŷ ǫ(t)− Y ǫ
F (θtω2, X

ǫ(kδ))‖ dt ≤ C
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)
)

ǫ

where C is a constant independent of ǫ and δ.

Proof. By the Grönwall lemma argument, we have

‖Ŷ ǫ(t)− Y ǫ
F (θtω2, X

ǫ(kδ))‖ ≤ e−
λB−C1

ǫ
(t−kδ)‖Ŷ ǫ(kδ)− Y ǫ

F (θkδω2, X
ǫ(kδ))‖

Integrate above inequality from kδ to (k + 1)δ, due to λB > C1, we have

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

‖Ŷ ǫ(t)− Y ǫ
F (θtω2, X

ǫ(kδ))‖dt

≤C‖Ŷ ǫ(kδ)− Y ǫ
F (θkδω2, X

ǫ(kδ))‖
ǫ

λB − C1
(1− e

−(λB−C1)δ

ǫ )

≤C(‖Ŷ ǫ(kδ)‖ +
C1

λB − C1
‖Xǫ(kδ)‖+ ‖Y ǫ

F (θkδω2, 0)‖)
ǫ

λB − C1

≤C sup
r∈[0,T ]

(‖Xǫ(r)‖ + ‖Y ǫ(r)‖ +Rǫ,0(θrω2) + ‖Zǫ(θrω2)‖)
ǫ

λB − C1
.

Thus, by Lemmas 3.3, 4.12 and 4.15, the desired result is obtained.

Lemma 4.17. For the solution Ŷ ǫ of (4.13) and the solution Y ǫ of (4.2), s ∈
[kδ,min{(k + 1)δ, T }), s < t ≤ T, ρ > 1, k ≥ 1, ǫ small enough, we have

e−ρt

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

‖Y ǫ(s)− Ŷ ǫ(s)‖ ds ≤ Cδ1+γ(1 + (kδ)−γ)

where C is a constant which is independent of ǫ and δ.

Proof. For s ∈ [kδ,min{(k + 1)δ, T }), by Lemma 4.15, one has

‖Y ǫ(s)− Ŷ ǫ(s)‖ ≤ e−
λB
ǫ

(s−kδ)‖Y ǫ(kδ)− Ŷ ǫ(kδ)‖
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+

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

ǫ

∫ s

kδ

SB
ǫ
(s− r)(g(Xǫ(r), Y ǫ(r)) − g(Xǫ(rδ), Ŷ

ǫ(r))) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ Ce−
λB
ǫ

(s−kδ)(‖Y ǫ‖∞ + ‖Ŷ ǫ‖∞)

+
C1

ǫ

∫ s

kδ

e−
λB
ǫ

(s−r)‖Xǫ(r) −Xǫ(rδ)‖ dr

+
C1

ǫ

∫ s

kδ

e−
λB
ǫ

(s−r)‖Y ǫ(r)− Ŷ ǫ(r)‖ dr.

Then, multiplying both sides of the above equation by e
λB
ǫ

s, we have

e
λB
ǫ

s‖Y ǫ(s)− Ŷ ǫ(s)‖ ≤ Ce
λB
ǫ

kδ
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)
)

+
C1

ǫ

∫ s

kδ

e
λB
ǫ

r‖Xǫ(r) −Xǫ(rδ)‖ dr

+
C1

ǫ

∫ s

kδ

e
λB
ǫ

r‖Y ǫ(r) − Ŷ ǫ(r)‖ dr.

By the Grönwall inequality [8, p.37] and [9, p.13], we have

‖Y ǫ(s)− Ŷ ǫ(s)‖ ≤ Ce
−λB

ǫ
(s−kδ)

(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)
)

e
C1
ǫ

(s−kδ)

+
C1

ǫ

∫ s

kδ

e
−(λB−C1)

ǫ
(s−r)‖Xǫ(r) −Xǫ(rδ)‖ dr.

Next, multiplying both sides of the above equation by e−ρt with t > s, ρ > 1, we have

e−ρt‖Y ǫ(s)− Ŷ ǫ(s)‖

≤Ce−ρte
−(λB−C1)

ǫ
(s−kδ)

(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)
)

+
C1

ǫ

∫ s

kδ

e
−(λB−C1)

ǫ
(s−r)(r − rδ)

γr−γ
δ e−ρ(t−r) r

γ
δ e

−ρr‖Xǫ(r) −Xǫ(rδ)‖

(r − rδ)γ
dr

≤Ce
−(λB−C1)

ǫ
(s−kδ)

(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)
)

+ δγ‖Xǫ‖γ,ρ,∼
C1

ǫ

∫ s

kδ

e
−(λB−C1)

ǫ
(s−r)r−γ

δ dr.

Integrate the above inequality from kδ to (k + 1)δ, by Lemma 4.12, we have

e−ρt

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

‖Y ǫ(s)− Ŷ ǫ(s)‖ ds

≤C

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

e
−(λB−C1)

ǫ
(s−kδ)

(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)
)

ds

+

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

δγ‖Xǫ‖γ,ρ,∼
C1

ǫ

∫ s

kδ

e
−(λB−C1)

ǫ
(s−r)r−γ

δ dr ds

≤Cǫ
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)) + Cδγ‖Xǫ‖γ,ρ,∼

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

s−γ
δ ds

≤Cǫ
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)) + C(1 + ‖X0‖)δ
1+γ(kδ)−γ

≤Cδ1+γ(1 + (kδ)−γ)

where we take ǫ
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)) ≤ δ1+γ for ǫ small enough.
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Lemma 4.18. Let (A1)-(A4) and (2.2) hold. For any X0 ∈ V , as ǫ → 0 the
solution of (4.15) converges to X̄ which solves (4.5)

lim
ǫ→0

‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,∼ = 0

where this norm is considered with respect to a fixed interval [0, T ].

Proof. For the following we fix γ < σ < 1 − σ′′, σ′ < 1 − γ and define σ̃ =
min{σ′, σ′′, γ}. We will show that for almost every (ω1, ω2) and every µ > 0 there
exists an ǫ0 > 0 so that for ǫ < ǫ0, ρ > ρ0 we have

(4.16) ‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ µ.

Note that the norm here is equivalent to the norm in the conclusion. In the following
proof a constant C appears. This constant can change from inequality to inequality.
C may depend on T, ω1, ω2, σ

′, σ′′, γ and other parameters like the Lipschitz con-
stant of f and of x 7→ Y ǫ

F (ω2, x). But C does not depend on µ, ǫ, ρ, δ. Here δ ∈ (0, 1)
is a parameter depending on µ. To estimate all the terms in the following inequality
we have to consider 3 cases. For the first case the right hand side will be absorbed
by the left hand side of the inequality when ρ is sufficiently large. The second case
includes terms providing estimates like Cδσ̃, σ̃ > 0 where C is a priori determined
by T, ω1, ω2, σ

′, σ′′, γ but independent of µ, ǫ, ρ, δ, then we choose fixed δ so that
Cδσ̃ < λµ, λ > 0 sufficiently small. The third case contains terms providing an es-
timate Cδ−σ̃, σ̃ > 0 which can be made arbitrarily small when ǫ is sufficiently small,
taking in account that δ is fixed.

By applying triangle inequality to ‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼, we obtain

‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)(f(Xǫ(rδ), Ŷ
ǫ(r)) − f(Xǫ(rδ), Y

ǫ
F (θrω2, X

ǫ(rδ)))) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)∆f (X
ǫ(rδ);X

ǫ(r)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)∆f (X
ǫ(r); X̂ǫ(r)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)∆f (X̂
ǫ(r); X̄(r)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)∆f (X̄(r); X̄(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)(f(X̄(rδ), Y
ǫ
F (θrω2, X̄(rδ)))− f̄(X̄(rδ))) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)(f̄ (X̄(rδ))− f̄(X̄(r))) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)(h(Xǫ(r)) − h(X̂ǫ(r))) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)(h(X̂ǫ(r)) − h(X̄(r))) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

=:

9
∑

i=1

Ii

where rδ = ⌊r/δ⌋δ is the nearest breakpoint preceding r and for U(r), Û (r) ∈ V

∆f (U(r); Û (r)) := f(U(r), Y ǫ
F (θrω2, U(r))) − f(Û(r), Y ǫ

F (θrω2, Û(r))).

This manuscript is for review purposes only.



ALMOST SURE AVERAGING FOR EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 25

To proceed, we adapt the approach used in the proof of Lemma 3.5 to estimate I2.

I2 ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

SA(t− r)∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ s

0

(SA(t− r)− SA(s− r))∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

=: I21 + I22 + I23.

For I21, if 0 ≤ t < δ, it is easy to see I21 ≤ Cδ, then we consider that δ ≤ t and
by the Lipschitz continuity of f , Y ǫ

F and Lemma 4.12, also the boundedness of f ,

I21 ≤ C

(

sup
t∈[0,δ]

e−ρt

∫ t

0

‖∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr + sup

t∈[δ,T ]

e−ρt

∫ t

0

‖∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

)

≤ Cδ + C sup
t∈[δ,T ]

e−ρt

(
∫ δ

0

‖∆f(X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr +

∫ t

δ

‖∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

)

≤ Cδ + Cδ + C sup
t∈[δ,T ]

∫ t

δ

e−ρ(t−r)(r − rδ)
γr−γ

δ

rγδ e
−ρr‖Xǫ(r) −Xǫ(rδ)‖

(r − rδ)γ
dr

≤ Cδ + Cδγ sup
t∈[δ,T ]

(
∫ t

δ

r−γ
δ dr

)

|||Xǫ|||γ,ρ,∼

≤ Cδ + Cδγ sup
t∈[δ,T ]

(
∫ t

tδ

r−γ
δ dr +

⌊t/δ⌋−1
∑

k=1

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(kδ)−γdr

)

|||Xǫ|||γ,ρ,∼

≤ Cδ + Cδγ sup
t∈[δ,T ]

(

δ1−γ + δ1−γ

⌊t/δ⌋−1
∑

k=1

∫ k

k−1

k−γ dv

)

|||Xǫ|||γ,ρ,∼

≤ Cδ + Cδγ sup
t∈[δ,T ]

(

δ1−γ + δ1−γ

∫ ⌊t/δ⌋−1

0

v−γ dv

)

|||Xǫ|||γ,ρ,∼ ≤ Cδγ .

Here, by Lemma 4.12, |||Xǫ|||γ,ρ,∼ can be estimated independently of ǫ > 0.
For I22 and I23 we divide the estimate into two cases. Consider at first the integral

under the supremum of I22 for 0 < s < t ≤ T and s < 2δ: If s < t ≤ 2δ, it is easy to
see that this integral is less than Cδ1−γ , then, we consider s < 2δ < t

sup
0<s<2δ<t≤T

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ 2δ

s

SA(t− r)∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ sup
0<s<2δ<t≤T

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

2δ

SA(t− r)∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ sup
0<s<2δ<t≤T

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ(2δ − s)γ(2δ − s)1−γ

+C sup
0<s<2δ<t≤T

(t− s)−γ

∫ t

2δ

e−ρ(t−r)sγr−γ
δ (r − rδ)

γ r
γ
δ e

−ρr‖Xǫ(r) −Xǫ(rδ)‖

(r − rδ)γ
dr

≤ Cδγ(1 + |||Xǫ|||γ,ρ,∼) ≤ Cδγ

where sγr−γ
δ ≤ 1 for every δ > 0 and the Lipschitz continuity of f , Y ǫ

F , Lemma 4.12,
and the boundedness of f . For the integral under supremum of I23 we have

sup
0<s<t≤T

s<2δ

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ s

0

(SA(t− r)− SA(s− r))∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥
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≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

s<2δ

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∫ s

0

(t− s)γ(s− r)−γ dr ≤ Cδ

where we use the fact that f is bounded.
We continue with the area 0 < s < t ≤ T and 2δ ≤ s for I22 :

sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

SA(t− r)∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

∫ t

s

‖SA(t− r)‖sγr−γ
δ e−ρ(t−r)rγδ e

−ρr‖Xǫ(r) −X(rδ)‖

(t− s)γ(r − rδ)−γ(r − rδ)γ
dr

≤ C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

∫ t

s

sγr−γ
δ e−ρ(t−r)

(t− s)γ(r − rδ)−γ
dr |||Xǫ|||γ,ρ,∼ ≤ Cδγ .

where sγr−γ
δ ≤ c independently of δ > 0 and by the Lipschitz continuity of f , Y ǫ

F and
Lemma 4.12. Next, for I23 we have

sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt ‖
∫ 2δ

0 (SA(t− r)− SA(s− r))∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ)) dr‖

(t− s)γ

+ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt ‖
∫ s

2δ(SA(t− r) − SA(s− r))∆f (X
ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ)) dr‖

(t− s)γ

≤ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∫ 2δ

0
‖(S(t− s)− id)SA(s− r)‖‖∆f (X

ǫ(r);Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

(t− s)γ

+ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

∫ s

2δ
sγ‖(S(t− s)− id)SA(s− r)‖e−ρ(t−r)e−ρr‖Xǫ(r) −Xǫ(rδ)‖ dr

(t− s)γ

≤ C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∫ 2δ

0

(t− s)γ(s− r)−γ dr

+C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

∫ s

2δ

sγr−γ
δ (t− s)γ(s− r)−γe−ρ(t−r)rγδ e

−ρr‖Xǫ(r) −Xǫ(rδ)‖

(t− s)γ(r − rδ)−γ(r − rδ)γ
dr

≤ C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∫ 2δ

0

(2δ − r)−γ dr + C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγδγ
∫ s

2δ

( r

rδ

)γ
r−γ(s− r)−γ dr

≤ Cδ1−γ + C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγδγ
∫ s

0

r−γ(s− r)−γ dr ≤ Cδσ̃

where we use the Lipschitz continuity of f , Y ǫ
F and Lemma 4.12, also the boundedness

of f . Thus, putting above estimates together, we have

I2 ≤ Cδσ̃.

Based on the Lipschitz continuity of f, f̄ , Y ǫ
F and boundedness of f, f̄ , Re-

mark 4.14 we can apply the estimates for I2 to estimate I5 and I7. We have

I5 + I7 ≤ Cδγ .

Then, by the Lipschitz continuity of f , Y ǫ
F and Remark 4.14 again, we have

I4 ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)∆f (X̂
ǫ(r); X̄(r)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

SA(t− r)∆f (X̂
ǫ(r); X̄(r)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥
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+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt(t− s)−γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ s

0

(SA(t− r)− SA(s− r))∆f (X̂
ǫ(r); X̄(r)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

=: I41 + I42 + I43.

For the first term above, we have

I41 ≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0

e−ρ(t−r)e−ρr‖X̂ǫ(r) − X̄(r)‖ dr ≤ Cρ−1 sup
r∈[0,T ]

e−ρr‖X̂ǫ(r)− X̄(r)‖.

Next, for I42, by Lemma 4.21, one has

I42 ≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

sγ
∫ t

s ‖SA(t− r)‖e−ρ(t−r)e−ρr‖X̂ǫ(r) − X̄(r)‖ dr

(t− s)γ

≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

∫ t

s

e−ρ(t−r)(t− r)−γ dr sup
r∈[0,T ]

e−ρr‖X̂ǫ(r) − X̄(r)‖

≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

∫ t

0

e−ρ(t−r)(t− r)−γ dr‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼

≤ Cρ−1+γ‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼.

The third integral on the right hand of I4 can be estimated by Lemma 4.21, and
taking σ > γ, that is, we have by Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11,

I43 ≤ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγ
∫ s

0
e−ρ(t−r)‖(S(t− s)− id)SA(s− r)‖e−ρr‖X̂ǫ(r) − X̄(r)‖ dr

(t− s)γ

≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

sγ
∫ s

0

e−ρ(t−r)(s− r)−σ(t− s)−γ+σ dr sup
r∈[0,T ]

e−ρr‖X̂ǫ(r) − X̄(r)‖

≤ Cρ−1+σ‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼.

Thus, taking ρ large enough, we have

I4 ≤
1

3
‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼.(4.17)

Dealing with I6 we need ergodic theory. Denote

∆ǫ
f,f̄ (ω2, x) := f(x, Y ǫ

F (ω2, x)) − f̄(x), ∆1
f,f̄ (ω2, x) := f(x, Y 1

F (ω2, x)) − f̄(x)

where x is X̄(rδ) or X̄(kδ), then, we have

I6 ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)∆ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∫ t

s SA(t− r)∆ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∫ s

0
(SA(t− r) − SA(s− r))∆ǫ

f,f̄
(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

(t− s)γ

=: I61 + I62 + I63.

The first term above can be written

I61 ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

(SA(t− r) − SA(t− rδ))∆
ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥
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+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

SA(t− rδ)∆
ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

=: I611 + I612.

By the boundedness property of f, f̄ and Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11, we have

I611 ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0

‖(SA(t− r)− SA(t− rδ))‖‖∆
ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(rδ))‖ dr

≤ Cδσ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0

‖(−A)σSA(t− r)‖ dr ≤ Cδσ.

Then, one has

I612 ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

tδ

SA(t− rδ)∆
ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥

∥

⌊t/δ⌋−1
∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

SA(t− kδ)∆ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

tδ

‖SA(t− rδ)‖‖∆
ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(rδ))‖ dr

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

⌊t/δ⌋−1
∑

k=0

‖(−A)σSA(t− kδ)‖

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(−A)−σ∆ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ Cδ + Cδ−1 max
0≤k≤⌊T/δ⌋−1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(−A)−σ∆ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ Cδ + Cδ−1 max
0≤k≤⌊T/δ⌋−1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(−A)−σ∆1
f,f̄ (θ r

ǫ
ω2,X̄(kδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ Cδ + Cδ−1 max
0≤k≤⌊T/δ⌋−1

∥

∥

∥

∥

ǫ

∫

(k+1)δ
ǫ

kδ
ǫ

(−A)−σ∆1
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ Cδ + Cδ−1 max
0≤k≤⌊T/δ⌋−1

T ǫ

δ(k + 1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

(k+1)δ
ǫ

0

(−A)−σ∆1
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+Cδ−1 max
0≤k≤⌊T/δ⌋−1

T ǫ

δk

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ kδ
ǫ

0

(−A)−σ∆1
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

where we use the fact that

(4.18) sup
t∈[0,T ]

⌊t/δ⌋−1
∑

k=0

‖(−A)σSA(t− kδ)‖ ≤ Cδ−1, σ ∈ (0, 1),

see Page 28 in Pei et al. [33]. We have for ǫ → 0, (k+1)δ
ǫ → +∞ for any k, 1 ≤ k ≤

⌊T/δ⌋− 1. In addition we take the maximum over finitely many elements determined
by the fixed number δ given and T . Following Lemma 4.11, we have for every element
under the maximum

ǫ

δ(k + 1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫
(k+1)δ

ǫ

0

(−A)−σ∆1
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

→ 0, as ǫ→ 0(4.19)

almost surely. We note that by Lemma 4.11 we can consider as an argument the
random variable X̄(kδ) inside the integrand of the last integral because the exceptional
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set for the convergence is independent of x. Thus, we have for ǫ sufficiently small
depending on (ω1, ω2) almost surely and the δ given

I61 ≤ Cδσ.(4.20)

Next, we turn to estimate I62:

I62 ≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

∥

∥

∫ t

s (SA(t− r)− SA(t− rδ))∆
ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ

+C sup
0<s<t≤T

∥

∥

∫ t

s SA(t− rδ)∆
ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ
=: I621 + I622.

For above estimate, let us begin with I621. Taking σ′ < 1 − γ into account, by
the boundedness property of f, f̄ , we have

I621 ≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

{

(t− s)−γ

∫ t

s

‖(SA(t− r) − SA(t− rδ))‖‖∆
ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(rδ))‖ dr

}

≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

{

(t− s)−γδσ
′

∫ t

s

(t− r)−σ′

dr

}

≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

{

(t− s)−γ+1−σ′

δσ
′

}

≤ Cδσ
′

.

Now, we deal with I622. Consider ℓt := {s < t : t < (⌊ s
δ ⌋+ 2)δ}, ℓct = {s < t : t ≥

(⌊ s
δ ⌋+2)δ}. Note that we have for s ∈ ℓt that t− s < 2δ and for s ∈ ℓct that t− s ≥ δ.

I622 ≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

{‖
∫ t

s
SA(t− rδ)∆

ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr‖

(t− s)γ
1ℓt(s)

}

+C sup
0<s<t≤T

{‖
∫ (⌊sδ−1⌋+1)δ

s SA(t− rδ)∆
ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr‖

(t− s)γ
1ℓct (s)

}

+C sup
0<s<t≤T

{‖
∫ t

⌊tδ−1⌋δ SA(t− rδ)∆
ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr‖

(t− s)γ
1ℓct (s)

}

+C sup
0<s<t≤T

{‖
∫ ⌊tδ−1⌋δ

(⌊sδ−1⌋+1)δ SA(t− rδ)∆
ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr‖

(t− s)γ
1ℓct (s)

}

.

The first three expressions on the right hand side of the last inequality can be esti-
mated by Cδ1−γ . Thus, we have

I622 ≤ Cδ1−γ

+C sup
0<s<t≤T

{‖
∑⌊tδ−1⌋

k=⌊sδ−1⌋+1 SA(t− rδ)
∫ (k+1)δ

kδ ∆ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr‖

(t− s)γ
1ℓct

(s)

}

≤ Cδ1−γ + Cδ−1 max
0≤k≤⌊T/δ⌋−1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(−A)−σ∆ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

where we apply (4.18). Using the ergodic theorem again, the remaining term on the
right hand side can be estimated similar to I612, see (4.19). We have

I62 ≤ Cδσ̃
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for sufficiently small ǫ > 0.
The next term is

I63 ≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

∫ s

0
‖(SA(t− s)− id)(SA(s− r) − SA(s− rδ))‖‖∆ǫ

f,f̄
(θrω2, X̄(rδ))‖ dr

(t− s)γ

+C sup
0<s<t≤T

∥

∥

∫ s

0
(SA(t− s)− id)SA(s− rδ)∆

ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ
=: I631 + I632.

For I631, taking γ < σ < 1−σ′′, by the boundedness property of f, f̄ and r−rδ ≤ δ,
we have

I631 ≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

∫ s

0

(t− s)σ−γ‖(−A)σ(SA(s− r)− SA(s− rδ))‖ dr

≤ Cδσ
′′

sup
0<s<t≤T

∫ s

0

(t− s)σ−γ‖(−A)σ+σ′′

SA(s− r)‖ dr

≤ Cδσ
′′

sup
0<s<t≤T

∫ s

0

(t− s)σ−γ(s− r)−σ−σ′′

dr ≤ Cδσ
′′

and for I632 and γ < σ < 1− σ′′,

I632 ≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

∥

∥

∫ s

⌊ s
δ
⌋δ(−A)

σSA(s− ⌊ r
δ ⌋δ)∆

ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ−σ

+C sup
0<s<t≤T

∥

∥

∑⌊ s
δ
⌋−1

k=0

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ (−A)σSA(s− kδ)∆ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ−σ

≤ C sup
0<s<t≤T

{

(t− s)−γ+σ

∫ s

⌊ s
δ
⌋δ

(s− ⌊
r

δ
⌋δ)−σdr

}

+C sup
0<s<t≤T

∥

∥

∑⌊ s
δ
⌋−1

k=0 (−A)σ+σ′′

SA(s− kδ)
∫ (k+1)δ

kδ
(−A)−σ′′

∆ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ−σ

≤ Cδ1−σ + Cδ−1 max
0≤k≤⌊T/δ⌋−1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(−A)−σ′′

∆ǫ
f,f̄ (θrω2, X̄(kδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

where we apply (4.18) again. Using ergodic theorem and the estimate similar to (4.19)
again and taking ǫ small enough, we have

I63 ≤ Cδσ̃.

To deal with I1, by replacing ∆ǫ
f,f̄

(θrω2, X̄(rδ)) in I6 by

(f(Xǫ(rδ), Ŷ
ǫ(r)) − f(Xǫ(rδ), Y

ǫ
F (θrω2, X

ǫ(rδ))))

we can apply the techniques to estimate I6. But instead the ergodic theory argument
we apply Lemma 4.16 so that

I1 ≤ Cδσ̃ + Cδ−1
(

1 + ‖X0‖+ ‖Y0‖+ o(ǫ−1)
)

ǫ ≤ Cδσ̃

for ǫ < ǫ0 and δ given we have that δ−1o(ǫ−1)ǫ < Cδγ .
The estimates for I8 and I9 follow by using the same techniques in Appendix and

[4, Lemma 9]. Thus, we have

I8 + I9 ≤ C |||ω1|||β (1 + ‖Xǫ‖γ,ρ,∼ + ‖X̂ǫ‖γ,ρ,∼)K(ρ)‖Xǫ − X̂ǫ‖γ,ρ,∼
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+C |||ω1|||β (1 + ‖X̄‖γ,ρ,∼ + ‖X̂ǫ‖γ,ρ,∼)K(ρ)‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼(4.21)

where lim
ρ→∞

K(ρ) = 0.

For ‖Xǫ − X̂ǫ‖γ,ρ,∼, by (4.3) and (4.15), it is easy to see

‖Xǫ − X̂ǫ‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)(f(Xǫ(r), Y ǫ(r)) − f(Xǫ(rδ), Y
ǫ(r))) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)(f(Xǫ(rδ), Y
ǫ(r)) − f(Xǫ(rδ), Ŷ

ǫ(r))) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

=: J1 + J2.(4.22)

By the same techniques for I2, it is easy to see the J1 is less than Cδγ . For the
second term of the right side of (4.22), we can apply the similar techniques used in
the estimate of I6, replacing ∆ǫ

f,f̄
(Xǫ(rδ)) by

∆Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) := f(Xǫ(rδ), Y
ǫ(r)) − f(Xǫ(rδ), Ŷ

ǫ(r)).

Thus, we have

J2 ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt

∫ t

0

‖(SA(t− r)− SA(t− rδ))‖‖∆
Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

SA(t− rδ)∆
Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∫ t

s ‖(SA(t− r) − SA(t− rδ))‖‖∆
Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

(t− s)γ

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

s<2δ

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∫ t

s
SA(t− rδ)∆

Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ

+ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∫ t

s
SA(t− rδ)∆

Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∫ s

0
‖(SA(t− s)− id)(SA(s− r)− SA(s− rδ))‖‖∆

Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

(t− s)γ

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

s<2δ

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∫ s

0
(SA(t− s)− id)SA(s− rδ)∆

Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ

+ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∫ 2δ

0
(SA(t− s)− id)SA(s− rδ)∆

Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ

+ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∫ s

2δ
(SA(t− s)− id)SA(s− rδ)∆

Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ
=

9
∑

i=1

J2i.

For the terms J21, J23, J24, J26, J27, J28, it is easy to know

J21 + J23 + J24 + J26 + J27 + J28 ≤ Cδσ̃.

Then, using same method with the estimates of I612, I622 and I632, we apply
Lemma 4.17 instead the ergodic theory argument. By the Lipschitz continuity and
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boundedness property of f and Lemma 4.17, using same method with the estimate of
I21, we have

J22 ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt

∫ δ

0

‖SA(t− rδ)∆
Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt

∫ t

tδ

‖SA(t− rδ)∆
Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt

∥

∥

∥

∥

⌊t/δ⌋−1
∑

k=1

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

SA(t− kδ)∆Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ Cδ + C sup
t∈[0,T ]

⌊t/δ⌋−1
∑

k=1

e−ρt

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

‖Y ǫ(r) − Ŷ ǫ(r)‖ dr

≤ Cδ + C sup
t∈[0,T ]

⌊t/δ⌋−1
∑

k=1

δ1+γ(1 + (kδ)−γ)

≤ Cδγ + C sup
t∈[0,T ]

⌊t/δ⌋−1
∑

k=1

δ

∫ k

k−1

k−γdv ≤ Cδγ .

To proceed, for J25 and J29, by the Lipschitz continuity and boundedness property
of f and Lemma 4.17, one has

J25 ≤ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

{

sγe−ρt

∫ t

s
‖SA(t− rδ)‖‖∆

Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

(t− s)γ
1ℓt(s)

}

+ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

{

sγe−ρt

∫ sδ+δ

s ‖SA(t− rδ)‖‖∆
Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

(t− s)γ
1ℓct

(s)

}

+ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

{

sγe−ρt

∫ t

tδ
‖SA(t− rδ)‖‖∆

Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ))‖ dr

(t− s)γ
1ℓct (s)

}

+C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

{

sγe−ρt

∑⌊tδ−1⌋−1
k=⌊sδ−1⌋+1

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ
‖Y ǫ(r) − Ŷ ǫ(r)‖ dr

(t− s)γ
1ℓct (s)

}

≤ Cδ1−γ + C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

{

∑⌊tδ−1⌋−1
k=⌊sδ−1⌋+1 s

γδ1+γ(1 + (kδ)−γ)

(t− s)γ
1ℓct (s)

}

≤ Cδσ̃

where the first three terms are less than Cδ1−γ by the boundedness property of f and

⌊tδ−1⌋−1
∑

k=⌊sδ−1⌋+1

sγ(1 + (kδ)−γ) ≤

⌊tδ−1⌋−1
∑

k=⌊sδ−1⌋+1

(sγ +
( s

kδ

)γ
) ≤

⌊tδ−1⌋−1
∑

k=⌊sδ−1⌋+1

(T γ + 1)

≤ C
(

⌊tδ−1⌋ − 1− (⌊sδ−1⌋+ 1) + 1
)

≤ Cδ−1(t− s)

has been used in the last term. Then, we have

J29 ≤ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∫ s

sδ
(SA(t− s)− id)SA(s− rδ)∆

Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ

+ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∫ sδ
2δ

(SA(t− s)− id)SA(s− rδ)∆
Y ǫ,Ŷ ǫ

f (Xǫ(rδ)) dr
∥

∥

(t− s)γ
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≤ Cδ1−γ + C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

∫ sδ

2δ

(s− rδ)
−γ‖Y ǫ(r) − Ŷ ǫ(r)‖ dr

≤ Cδ1−γ + C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

⌊sδ−1⌋−1
∑

k=2

sγ(s− kδ)−γe−ρt

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

‖Y ǫ(r) − Ŷ ǫ(r)‖ dr

≤ Cδ1−γ + C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

⌊sδ−1⌋−1
∑

k=2

sγ(s− kδ)−γδ1+γ(1 + (kδ)−γ)

≤ Cδ1−γ + Cδγ + C sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

⌊sδ−1⌋−1
∑

k=2

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

sγδγ(s− kδ)−γ(kδ)−γ dr

≤ Cδ1−γ + Cδγ + Cδγ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

∫ sδ

2δ

sγ(s− rδ)
−γr−γ

δ dr

≤ Cδ1−γ + Cδγ + Cδγ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

∫ s

2δ

sγ(s− r)−γr−γ r
−γ
δ

r−γ
dr

≤ Cδ1−γ + Cδγ + Cδγ sup
2δ≤s<t≤T

∫ s

0

sγ(s− r)−γr−γ dr ≤ Cδσ̃.

Thus, we have

‖Xǫ − X̂ǫ‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ Cδσ̃.(4.23)

Then, by (4.23) and taking ρ large enough and δ small enough, we have

I8 + I9 ≤ Cδσ̃ +
1

3
‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼.(4.24)

To deal with I3, we can apply the similar techniques used in the estimate of I4.
By the Lipschitz continuity of f , (A2), Lemma 4.12, Lemma 4.17 and (4.23), it is
easy to see

I3 ≤ C‖Xǫ − X̂ǫ‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ Cδσ̃.

Thus, putting above estimates together, we have for sufficiently small ǫ > 0

‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ Cδσ̃ +
2

3
‖X̂ǫ − X̄‖γ,ρ,∼(4.25)

so that (4.16) holds.

Lemma 4.19. Let (A1)-(A4) and (2.2) hold. For any X0 ∈ V , as ǫ → 0 the
solution of (4.15) converges to Xǫ which solves (4.3). That is, we have almost surely

lim
ǫ→0

‖Xǫ − X̂ǫ‖γ,∼ = 0

where this norm is considered with respect to a fixed interval [0, T ].

Proof. Note that the norm in (4.23) is equivalent to the norm in the conclusion.
By (4.23), similar to the argument of (4.16), the desired result will be obtained.

To close this section, we note that Lemma 4.18 and Lemma 4.19 yield Theo-
rem 4.2. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.2.
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Appendix: Several auxiliary technical lemmas. We recall the following
technical lemma from [4, 13].

Lemma 4.20. [4, Lemma 8] Let a > −1, b > −1 and a + b ≥ −1, d > 0 and
t ∈ [0, T ]. For ρ > 0 we define

K(ρ) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

td
∫ 1

0

e−ρt(1−v)va(1− v)bdv,

then we have that lim
ρ→∞

K(ρ) = 0.

Lemma 4.21. [14, Lemma 14] For any non-negative a and d such that a+ d < 1,
and for any ρ ≥ 1, there exists a positive constant c such that

∫ t

0

e−ρ(t−r)(t− r)−ar−ddr ≤ cρa+d−1.

Proof of Lemma 3.5 By the definition of the norm and of T ,

‖T (u, ω1, ω2, u0)‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ ‖SA(·)u01‖γ,ρ,∼ + ‖SB(·)(u02 − Z(ω2))‖γ,ρ,∼

+‖Z(θ·ω2)‖γ,ρ,∼ +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SJ(· − r)F (u(r)) dr

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

SA(· − r)h(u1(r)) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥

γ,ρ,∼

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5.

By Lemma 4.8, we begin with estimate for I1 + I2 + I3

I1 + I2 + I3 = sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt‖SA(t)u01‖+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt ‖SA(t)u01 − SA(s)u01‖

(t− s)γ

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt‖SB(t)(u02 − Z(ω2))‖ + ‖Z(θ·ω2)‖γ,ρ,∼

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt ‖SB(t)(u02 − Z(ω2))− SB(s)(u02 − Z(ω2))‖

(t− s)γ

≤ cT (‖u01‖+ ‖u02‖+ ‖Z(θ·ω2)‖γ)

where we use ‖Z(θ·ω2)‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ cT ‖Z(θ·ω2)‖γ and Lemma 4.8.
Then, by [15, Lemma 4, (9)], for I4, we have

I4 ≤ cT K̄(ρ)(1 + ‖u‖γ,ρ,∼)

where K̄ has similar properties like K.
Now, we show the ‖ · ‖γ,ρ,∼-norm of the stochastic integral.

I5 = sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

(t− s)γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

SA(t− r)h(u1(r)) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ sup
0<s<t≤T

sγe−ρt

(t− s)γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ s

0

(SA(t− r) − SA(s− r))h(u1(r)) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−ρt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

SA(t− r)h(u1(r)) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥

=: I51 + I52 + I53.(4.26)
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Since ‖D1−α
t− ω1,t−[r]‖ ≤ c |||ω1|||β (t − r)α+β−1, by using the inequality of (3.12) and

Remark 3.4 we get

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

SA(t− r)h(u1(r)) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ csγe−ρt

∫ t

s

(

‖SA(t− r)‖L(V )‖h(u1(r))‖L2(V )

(r − s)α

+

∫ r

s

‖SA(t− r) − SA(t− q)‖L(V )‖h(u1(r))‖L2(V )

(r − q)1+α
dq

+

∫ r

s

‖SA(t− q)‖L(V )‖h(u1(r)) − h(u1(q))‖L2(V )

(r − q)1+α
dq

)

|||ω1|||β
(t− r)−α−β+1

dr

≤ cT γ |||ω1|||β

(
∫ t

s

e−ρ(t−r) (ch + cDh|u1(r)|)e−ρr

(r − s)α
(t− r)α+β−1dr

+

∫ t

s

∫ r

s

e−ρ(t−r) e
−ρr(ch + cDh|u1(r)|)(r − q)γ

(t− r)γ(r − q)1+α
dq(t− r)α+β−1dr

+

∫ t

s

∫ r

s

e−ρ(t−r) e
−ρrcDh|u1(r)− u1(q)|qγ(r − q)γ

(r − q)1+αqγ(r − q)γ
dq(t− r)α+β−1dr

)

≤ cT γ |||ω1|||β (t− s)β(1 + ‖u1‖γ,ρ,∼)

∫ t

s

e−ρ(t−r)(r − s)−α(t− r)α−1dr

+cT γ |||ω1|||β (1 + ‖u1‖γ,ρ,∼)

∫ t

s

e−ρ(t−r)(r − s)γ−α(t− r)α+β−1−γdr

+cT γ |||ω1|||β (t− s)β‖u1‖γ,ρ,∼

∫ t

s

e−ρ(t−r)(r − s)−α(t− r)α−1dr.(4.27)

By a change of variable, γ < β, it is easy to see that

(t− s)β
∫ t

s

e−ρ(t−r)(r − s)−α(t− r)α−1dr

= (t− s)γ(t− s)β−γ

∫ 1

0

e−ρ(t−s)(1−v)v−α(1− v)α−1dv ≤ (t− s)γK(ρ),

taking in Lemma 4.20 a = −α, b = α − 1, d = β − γ and t− s as the corresponding t
there. The second integral on the right side may be rewritten in the same way, since

∫ t

s

e−ρ(t−r)(r − s)γ−α(t− r)α+β−1−γdr

≤ (t− s)γ(t− s)β−γ

∫ t

s

e−ρ(t−r)(r − s)−α(t− r)α−1dr.

Thus, we have

I51 ≤ cTK(ρ) |||ω1|||β (1 + ‖u‖γ,ρ,∼)(4.28)

For I52, we should follow similar steps than before when obtaining (4.27). Now
we need to replace the estimates for ‖SA(t− r)‖L(V ) and ‖SA(t− r)−SA(t− q)‖L(V )

by estimates for ‖SA(t − r) − SA(s − r)‖L(V ) and ‖SA(t − r) − SA(t − q) − (SA(s −
r) − SA(s− q))‖L(V ) respectively, for which we use (3.12) and (3.13) for appropriate
parameters. Then it is not hard to see that for α′ + γ < α+ β, 0 < α < α′ < 1:

sγe−ρt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ s

0

(SA(t− r) − SA(s− r))h(u1(r)) dω1(r)

∥

∥

∥

∥
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≤ c(t− s)γ |||ω1|||β T
γ

(
∫ s

0

e−ρ(t−r) (ch + cDh|u1(r)|)e−ρr

rα(s− r)γ
(s− r)α+β−1dr

+

∫ s

0

∫ r

0

e−ρ(t−r) e
−ρr(ch + cDh|u1(r)|)(r − q)α

′

(s− r)α′+γ(r − q)1+α
dq(s− r)α+β−1dr

+

∫ s

0

∫ r

0

e−ρ(t−r) e
−ρrcDh|u1(r)− u1(q)|qγ

(s− r)γ(r − q)1+αqγ
dq(s− r)α+β−1dr

)

≤ c(t− s)γT γ |||ω1|||β (1 + ‖u1‖γ,ρ,∼)

∫ s

0

e−ρ(t−r)r−α(s− r)α+β−1−γdr

+c(t− s)γT γ |||ω1|||β (1 + ‖u1‖γ,ρ,∼)

∫ s

0

e−ρ(t−r)rα
′−α(s− r)α+β−1−α′−γdr

+c(t− s)γT γ |||ω1|||β ‖u1‖γ,ρ,∼

∫ s

0

e−ρ(t−r)r−α(s− r)α−γ+β−1dr.

The third integral on the right hand side of the last inequality can be estimated by

sβ−γ

∫ 1

0

e−ρs(1−v)v−α(1 − v)α−1dv

and in a similar manner the other integrals. We have

I52 ≤ cTK(ρ) |||ω1|||β (1 + ‖u1‖γ,ρ,∼) ≤ cTK(ρ) |||ω1|||β (1 + ‖u‖γ,ρ,∼).

In a similar manner than before for the first expression on I51 we obtain

I53 ≤ cT |||ω1|||β K(ρ)(1 + ‖u‖γ,ρ,∼).

All the previous estimates imply that

I5 ≤ cT |||ω1|||βK(ρ)(1 + ‖u‖γ,ρ,∼).

Collecting all the above estimates we have a constant C(ρ, ω1, T ) > 0 such that
limρ→∞ C(ρ, ω1, T ) = 0 and

‖T (u, ω1, ω2, u0)‖γ,ρ,∼ ≤ cT (‖u01‖+ ‖u02‖+ ‖Z(θ·ω2)‖γ) +C(ρ, ω1, T )(1+ ‖u‖γ,ρ,∼).
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