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ALMOST SURE AVERAGING FOR EVOLUTION EQUATIONS
DRIVEN BY FRACTIONAL BROWNIAN MOTIONS*
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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 Hyp > % and a fast component driven by additive FBM with the Hurst parameter Hy €
(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
\%

(1.1) dX(t) =AX(t)dt + f(X(t), Y(t)) dt + h(X(t)) dBH* (), X°(0) = X € V,
(1.2) dY*(t) :%BYe(t) dt + %g(XE(t),Ye(t))dt +dBH(t)e),Y(0) = Yy € V

where 0 < € < 1 is a small parameter, X¢(¢t) € V and Y¢(¢t) € V are the state
variables, Bt B2 are the trace class V-valued fractional Brownian motions (FBMs)
with Hy € (1/2,1), Hy € (1 — Hy,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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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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this system in the following form
(v )= ) o (L) )

(50 2 2)

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,T%]; V) be the space of continuous functions
on [Ty, T,] with values in V equipped with the usual norm

[ulloo = llulloc,ry, 7, = sup u(s)]].
s€[T1,Tz]

We consider a V-valued continuous trace class FBM on some interval [0, 7] denoted
Bf1 with Hurst parameter H; € (1/2,1). The distribution Pg, of this process is
determined by the covariance

(21)  E[B™ () ® B (s)] = Qu(ItfP!" + [sP — |t —s|*™), E[B™(1)] =0

where Py, is defined on B(Cy([0,T]; V')) the Borel-o-algebra of the space of continuous
functions Cy([0,T]; V) which are zero at zero. (1 be a symmetric positive operator
of finite trace. In addition, for Hy in (1 — Hy,1) let B2 be a continuous trace class
FBM on R with distribution Pg, defined on B(Cy(R;V)) where Cy(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 @ and replace H; by Ha. We assume that B and
B2 are independent.

We define C# ([T}, Tz]; V) to be the Banach space of Hélder continuous functions
on [T1,Ts] with exponent 0 < § < 1 having values in V. A norm of this space is given
by

”u”B = ||u||B7T1,T2 = ||u||OO;T1;T2 + |||u"|B,T1,T2

with u(t) - u(s)]
w(t) —uls

ull, = |lu = sup —— 7.
I =l i, = sp A
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By Kolmogorov’s theorem we know that Bt has a version C?([0,7T]; V) where we
assume that 3 € (1/2, Hy). B2 has a version so that on any interval [Ty, T»], Ty < T»
we have B*2|i1, 1) € C7 ([T1, T3]; V) where v/ < Hy and

(22) H, >1/2, HQE(l—Hl,l).
Let us consider canonical versions of BH1 and Bz:
BH1 (wl) = w1, w1 € CQ([O,T]; V), BH2 (Wg) = Wa, wo € Co(R; V)

Taking into account that we have Holder continuous versions for Bt and B2
we describe the canonical versions as follows: Let

2 = Co((0,T1; V)N CH(0,T;V), Q2 = Co(B; V) NCY (R;V)
Then the canonical processes are given by
(leB(CO([Ov T]; V)) N, /Hl)v (927 B(CO(R; V)) N o, }{2)

where Py now stands for Py, (- N €2;) and similar for P, .
We consider now the metric dynamical system (MDS)

(C(Rv V)v B(C(Rv V))v ]P)Hz ’ 6‘)

with the measurable flow 6 = (6;):cr given by the shift operators frwa () = wa(-+1) —
wa(t), see Arnold [1, p. 546]. The measure Py, is ergodic with respect to (6;)tcr. For
details we refer for instance to [15]. Since Q2 is (6;)ier-invariant and has full measure
that we can conclude (Q2, B(Co(R,V')) N Qa, P, ,0) is also ergodic.

Introduce the product measure P := Py, X Pp, on

(CO([OaT]vv) X OO(Rv V)N%(OO([OvT]a V)) ® %(OO(Rv V))v]P))
= (CO([OJT];V) X CO(R§ V),%(CO([O,T];V) X CO(R§ V)),P).

We set 2 := Q7 x Qs and
F =B(Co([0,T]; V) x Co(R; V) N Q

being the trace o-algebra w.r.t. € equipped with the probability measure P'(-) =
P(-NQ) = Py, x P},. Let us denote for the following the measures P, P , P by
P, Py, , Pg,. Then we can describe the Holder continuous and canonical version of
(BH1, BH2) by the probability space (€2, .%,P) with paths w = (w1, ws) € Q.

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 C*~([T1,T»]; V) C CO([Ty,T2]; V) be the set of functions with the finite
norm

u(t) — u(s
[ullg,~ = llullg,~r,m = lulloor +  sup (s —T1)64H v LS 1
Ty <s<t<Ty [t — s

For p > 0 we can consider the equivalent norm

lullgp~ = llullgpmam = sup e P |u(s)|
s€[T1,Tz]
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+ sup (s— Tl)Be—p(t—Tl)M
T <s<t<Ts |t— S|5

It is known that C%~([T1,Ty]; V) is a Banach space, see [4], Lunardi [27, p.123].

Now we want to define the stochastic integral with w; € €5 as integrator. The
definition that we use throughout this article is given by Zéhle [41] generalized to
infinite dimensional case in Chen et al. [4]. Consider the separable Hilbert space
Ly(V) of Hilbert Schmidt operators from V' into V' with the usual norm|-| 1,y and
inner product (-,-)z,(vy. A base (Ej;);icn in this space is given by

0:1#k,
Ejiek:{e- 1=k
jrt=

where (eg)ren is a complete orthonormal system in V. Consider the mapping ¥ :
[0,T] — L2(V) and suppose that tj; := (V(-), Eji)r,vy € 1§, (LP((T1,T2); R)) and
¥ (T1+) (the right-side limit of ;; at T7) exists and ap < 1. Moreover, assume
that i, — == (wim,— (), &)y € Iy, *(LP((Ty, T2); R)) such that 1 + 1 <1, and the
mapping

[11, T2 5 7= | D, W[l o) | Dy wrme - 7]} € LY(T1, T2); R))

where

o _ 1 v(r) T (r) —¥(q)
g TTAW (T ar +o T s)
2.3

) fw(r) —w — T2 o (1) — w

are Weyl fractional derivatives, being w1 1,— () = w1 (r) —wi (T2—), with wq (T2—) the
left side limit of wy at Tp. For the definition of the space If , (LP((T1,72);R)) and
I%Z_(Lp/((Tl, T3); R)) we refer to Samko et al. [36] and Zahle [41, p. 337].

We then introduce

T2 T2
(2.4) / Udwy := (1) Dg.  Y[r|Dy, “wi 1, [r]dr.
T1 Tl

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

(s

T>
< /T 102, U] oy | DY P wr 1y ]l
1

0o Ty
3 /T DS, yilr| DY Cory_[r)dr

i=1

|/ T W(r) doy (1)

LEMMA 2.1. Suppose that ¥ € CY([T1,Tz]; L2(V)) and wy € 4 such that 1 -5 <
a < v,1/2 < B. Then (2.4) is well defined and there exists a positive constant ¢ such
that

T>
H [ v da ]| < o, el (@ - 1%
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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 Sp and —B is
closed. The eigenelements of —B generate a complete orthonormal system (eg,;)ien
with spectrum 0 < Ap 1 < A2 < --- where these eigenvalues have finite multiplicity
and tend to infinity.

Consider wy € €)y. For simplicity we assume that this random process can be
presented by the orthonormal system (ep,;)ien generated by the linear operator B:

o0 o0

1 ; . .

wat) = (g)Zepiwh(t), Y gy <o, q;=0 forij.
i=1 i=1

Then wj are twosided one dimensional standard FBM which are iid where g;; are the
representations of Q2 w.r.t. the base (ep,;)ien-

Let 23 be the set of wy € 2 which are subexponentially growing:

. . .
%= (1 w2 € it Tl =0
me

This set is straightforwardly (0;);cr-invariant.
LEMMA 3.1. Q5 € %, has measure one.

Proof. Note that |jwa(t)[e~ !l = 0 if and only if

(3.1) lim  sup  [wa(s)|e = =0

N=0 scn,n+1]

for t — 400 and similar for t - —oco. Indeed, if (3.1) does not hold, then there exists
a subsequence (n;);eny and an € > 0 so that

sup  Jlwa(s)|le” =15l > ¢ forallieN.
s€[ng,mi+1]

Hence there exists a sequence (n;);en : [ns,n; + 1] 3 t; — o0 so that

lim sup lwz (t:) e~ 11 > e.

71— 00
The mappings
Q3wr—~  sup wa(s), sup  [wa(s)]
s€[n,n+1] s€[—n—1,—n]

are (.#, B(R™))-measurable. Hence Q3 , and thus Q3 is measurable.

For t — +o00 we have an asymptotically linearly bounded growths:
Lt]

lwa ()| < sup [[Biws(s)]| ~E sup [|6iws(s)]l|]
i—o S€[0,1] s€[0,1]
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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 ¢ - —oo. For wo from this

set we have
wo(t
lim sup H 2( )H

— <X
t—+oo |t|
Hence 25 contains a subset of measure one so that Py, (Q5) = 1. O
We consider the equation
(3.2) dZ(t) = BZ(t)dt + dws(t), Z(0)=Zo€V, t>0

interpreted in mild form.

Let 7, be the orthonormal projection with respect to (eg,;)i=1,... ,- Then by
Cheridito et al. [5, Proposition A.1] for some Z; € V we have a p-dimensional
Ornstein Uhlenbeck process (O-U process) generated by the finite dimensional FBM
TpWwa:

t
Zy(t,w) = Sp(t)mpZy + mpwa(t) + B/ Sp(t — r)mpwa(r)dr
0

Note that 7, commutes with B and Sp(t). mw(r) converges pointwise to wa(r) on
any interval [0, t] and since w2 has a uniform bounded ~" Hélder-norm on [0, ¢] this
convergence is uniform. On the other hand for v < 4’ applying Maslowski and Nualart
[28, (4.27)] we have the convergence of (mpw2)pen to we with respect to the y-Holder
norm. Then by the proof of Pazy [31, Lemma 4.3.4, Theorem 4.3.5 (iii)] or Lunardi
[27, Theorem 4.3.1 (IIT)] we obtain that

Sp(t)mpZo + mpwa(t) + B/o Sp(t — r)wa(r)dr
2 SeZy+anlt) + B [ Sp(t = ryen(r)ar

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

S(t)Zo —I—/O S(t — r)dwsa(r).

This holds for every ¢ > 0.

We replace now wy by 0_,ws:
G,twg(t)—FB/O Sp(t —r)0_twa(r)dr
(3.3) - B / St — Yws (r — £)dr — Sp(t)ws(—1)
00
= B/_ Sp(—=r)wa(r)dr — Sp(t)wa(—t)

by .
B/ Sp(t — r)wa(—t)dr = Sp(t)wa(—t) — wa(—t).
0
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8 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

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

HB/Ot Sp(—r)ws(r)dr gHB/O1 Sp(—r)wa (r)dr

(3.4) . HB/_l Si(—r)ws(r)dr.

—t

In particular we can estimate the first term
H / SB OJ2 dT

The right hand side is finite by Pazy [31, Theorem 4.3.5]. For the second norm we
have that for we € Qf for any Ag1 > Ap > 2¢ > 0 there exists a C(¢,ws) so that

Y E—

+1Sp(Mw2 (=D + [lwa (=) < oo

|wa ()] < C(C,wa)es!!l for t € R.
Note that there is a constant C¢ so that
1
|BSB(t)|| < Oqe*@B*Ot, for t > 0.

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

CCC(vaQ)
Ao —2C

Hence the random variable
0
Zw) =B [ Sa(-gheala)da
0
= lm (B / S (~a)ws () dg — Sn(t)ws(~1) + Sp(1)20)
t—o00 ¢

is well defined.
Consider the mild form of (3.2) with initial time » € R and ¢ > :

Z(t,ws) =Sp(t —1)Z —|—/ Sp(t —q) dwa(q)
(35) :SB(t — T)ZO —I—/O ' SB(t —-r— q) dﬁrwg(q)
=Sp(t—r)Zy+ B/o ' Sp(t—r—q)0rw2(q) dg + Orwa(t — 7).

In particular for Zy = Z(0,w2) we have
Z(Htwg) = Z(t, wz)

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 y-Holder norm
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ALMOST SURE AVERAGING FOR EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 9

with respect to ¢ € [r,T]. Then the right hand side has a finite y-Ho6lder norm with
respect to t € [r+9,T),0 < 0 < T —r so that Z(6,w2) has a finite y-Holder norm on
any compact interval.

Let ws (-) be the scaled function w(1-). Over the probability space (€2, %2, Pp,)
this is an FBM which has the same distribution of e%zwg(-). We consider the station-
ary mild solution of

(3.6) A7e () = %Bzw) dt + duss . (¢).

Similar to above this solution process is given by

1 O
Z6non) = 2B [ Su(-0fwn@)ds. 1ER

is a continuous random process which solves (3.6). We note that for any € € (0,1]
wa e € Q3 if and only if wy € Q5.

The following lemma describes the relation between Z and Z¢.

LEMMA 3.2. Let wa () = wa(%:). Then we have

Z(@fwg) = ZE(erg) r € R.

Proof. We have

0
Z(0zws) :B/ Sp(=q)0rw2(q)dg
0

= B/7 Sp(—q)(wa,c(r + €q) — wa (r))dgq

0

~1p L S () (wnelr + q) — wac(r)dg
0

_ %B /_ S5 (~q)0rws,c(q)dg = Z°(Be2).

We note that S (t) = Sp(%) for t > 0. O
LEMMA 3.3. We have:
(1) Elsupsepo,ry [|Z(0sw2)|]] < oo.
(2) Let T > 0. We have for € — 0 on a (0:)ier-invariant set of full measure.

sup (| Z¢(0swo) || = o(|e] ).
s€[0,T]

Proof. (1) To see that E[sup 1} [|Z(f:w2)||] < oo we have

sup [|Z(0iw2)|| < sup [[Z(0rw2) — Z(w2)]| + [|Z(w2)]|
[0,7) te[0,T]

< sup  |[|Z(Ows2) — Z(Osw2) || + (| Z (w2) |
s<t€[0,T]

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

E[ sup [|Z(0iws) = Z(0sw2)|] < CE[[|wall, 1T
s<t€[0,T]
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10 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

By Kunita [23, Theorem 1.4.1] we have a random variable K (w2) such that
Elllwzll,) < E[K (w2)] < (E[K (w2)"])"/ < 00

when 2nHy > 1. The finiteness of E[|| Z(w)||] follows by taking the expectation of the
right hand side of (3.3) having in mind E[|jw2(2)(|?] < (32, ¢2[t*2).

(2) By (1) we can apply Arnold [1, Proposition 4.1.3] and know that || Z(0,w2)l|
is sublinear growing i.e.

lim | Z(0qw2)| - lqI ™" =0

q—+oo

on a (6;):cr invariant set of full measure. Suppose the assertion does not hold for ws
from the invariant set mentioned above. Then there exists a § > 0 and a sequence
(€5)jen, €5 > 0 tending to zero so that by Lemma 3.2

(3.7) sup (129 (O,wn)lle; = sup | Z(0<wo)lle; >
s€[0,T] s€[0,T] J

for every j. Let s; be the largest element in [0,7"/¢;] so that

sup | Z(0qwa)|| = (|2 (0., w2)ll-
q€[0,T/¢;]

For j — oo the sequence (s,) tends to oco. Hence

1 .
(3.8) 0= lim [|Z(0s.,w2)| - — > lim || Z(0, wo)|| - 22 =0
j—oo J Se; j—o0 J T
which is a contradiction to (3.7). O

3.2. Description of the problem of stochastic evolution equations. Let
u(t) = (u1(t),us2(t)) € V.x V be the solution of

(3.9) du(t) = Ju(t) dt + F(u(t)) dt + G(u(t)) (dwi(t), dwa(t))

where 4(0) = up = (uo1, up2) € V X V, wy is a path of the canonical FBM with Hurst
exponent Hi, and ws is a path of the canonical FBM with Hurst exponent Hs 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 wy which does not have the Holder regularity of w.

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 S; on V x V, such that
1Ss(#)]| < e Mt Ay >0, for t > 0.
e operator F' : V x V — V x V is Lipschitz continuous wi ipschitz
H2) Th tor FF: V xV V x V is Lipschit ti ith Lipschit
constant cpp.
e operator 1s given
H3) The op is gi by

¢= ( h(gl) i(()i >

where h : V' — La(V). The latter space is the space of Hilbert Schmidt
operators on V. h has bounded first and second derivatives with bounds cpy,
and cpzy,.
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Let —J from (H1). We can assume that —J has a positive spectrum of finite
multiplicity (Aj;)ien so that lim; ., As; = oco. The associated eigenelements (e ;)ien
are chosen so that they form a complete orthonormal system.

For a > 0 define the Banach spaces V,, = D((—.J)®) where the norm of this space
is given in the following definition

Vo = {u eV:|u)? = 25\120‘|111|2} <oo, u= Zﬂieh—} with V = V.
i=1 i=1

Here V stands for V x V which has the orthonormal basis (€i)ien € 174 coming from
the eigenvalues of —J related to the eigenvectors N\ = Agi. Then Vi = D(—J) is the
domain of J. However, later considering the operators —A, —B we set V =V and
the eigenvalues and eigenvectors A4 ;,e4,; and Ap ;, ep,; 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 S, Sp like with
similar properties as J but defined on V = V. Let L(VU, VC) denote the space of
continuous linear operators from V,, into f/g. There exists a constant ¢ > 0, such that
for 0 < s <t<T, we have

(310) ||SJ(1§)||L(“/)‘~/0) < ct_ae_AJt7 for o >0
(3.11) 1S5(t = 8) = idll .5 < et = 5)°, for o € [0,1].

In (3.10) notice that A; is a positive constant. We also note that, for 0 < o < 1, there
exists ¢ > 0 such that for 0 < g <r < s <t, we derive

(3.12) 1t = 1) = St = @)l < el — @)t 1)
and for g, v € (0,1]

1S5t =7) = Ss(s =7)=Ss(t = q) + Ss(s = Dl

3.13
( ) < C(t_s)g(r_q)u(s_r)*(éﬂrl/)_

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

[A(u)|| Locvy < en+ epnllull,
[h(u) = h(v)|| Loovy < epnllu =],
|h(u1) = h(uz) — h(vi) + h(ve)|lL,vy < epnllur —v1 — (u2 — va)|
+epzpllur — uz|| + (Jlur — v ]| + [Jug — val|)

for all u, v, u;, v; € V,i=1,2.

3.3. Pathwise mild solution. Let t — Z(6;w3) be the stationary O-U process
defined in Section 3.1.

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

T.
A 0
1=(% 5)

Let now
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12 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

We interpret the equation (3.9) in mild form:
¢
u(t) =Sy(t)uo + [ Syt —r)F(u(r) dr—l—/S’Jt—r)G( (r)) dw(r)
0

619 = ( sy~ ) (zoim) ) = [ S10-nFwnar +

(3.15) +(£&W—m%mmmmq)

To estimate the stochastic integral of the last expression in (3.14), we refer to
[4, 28, 41] where a similar estimate is derived. v € C"™~([0,T],V x V). In addition,
from (2.2) it follows that we find «, 3,7 so that we assume that § > 1/2, 0 < a <
v < B, B+a > 1. The condition o < 7 allows to define D§, h(uy(-))[r] and a4 > 1
allows to define D7~ “w; 7(-)[r], see (2.3). Then we have

/OSA(t—T)h(ul(r))dwl /D0+SA Vh(u ())[T]D}__O‘wlﬁT(-)[r]dr.

We firstly introduce the operator u — T (u,w1,ws,up) for fixed up with domain
Cr([0,T);V x V) and wy € CP~([0,T); V), wy € CY>~([0,T]; V). This operator is
defined by

. Sa(t)u 0
T (u, wy,wa, ug)[t] := < SB(t)(;jm _Oé(w?)) > + ( Z(6y52) )
—I—/O Syt —r)F(u(r))dr + ( fo Sa(t - T)ho(ul(T))dwl (r) > _

LEMMA 3.5. Let (H1)-(H3) hold and for any T > 0 there exists a cp > 0 such
that under (2.2) we can ensure the above condition on «, 8,y < v < Hy. For
p>0,w1 € CP0,T],V), wa € CV([0,T),V) and u € C~([0,T],V x V), we have

||T(’U,, w1,W2, uO)H’YaPa"‘

(3.16)
< er([Juor]l + fluoz|l + | Z(0.w2)ly) + C(p, w1, T)(1 + [[ully,p,~)

where C(p,w1,T) > 0 such that lim,_,o C(p,w1,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 we-term), for the sake of completeness

we give the proof in Appendix 4.4. d
LEMMA 3.6. Let (H1)-(H3) and (2.2) hold and for any T > 0 there exists a
cr > 0 such that for p > 0,w; € CP([0,T],V), wy € CV([0,T],V) and u',u? €

Cr ([0, TV x V),

||T(u17w17w27 UO) - T(Uz, w1, w2, UO)||%p7N

<er(l+ ||u1||%p7~ + ||“2||%p,~)K(P)||“1 - “2||%p7~

where lim,_,oo K(p) = 0.

Proof. The proof follows by using the same techniques as in [4, Lemma 11], be-
cause the Z-term is cancelled. a
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LEMMA 3.7. Let (H1)-(H3) and (2.2) hold and ug € V x V. Then, for every

T >0, (3.9) has a unique solution u in C~([0,T|; V x V).

Proof. According to (3.16), for sufficiently large p the centered and closed ball in
CY™([0,T); V x V), | - [l4,p,~ which is mapped by T (-, w1, ws, up) into itself. Then, by
Lemma 3.6 by Theorem 12 in [4], (3.9) has a unique solution v in C?~([0,T]; V x V).0

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

(4.1) dXS(t) = AX(t) dt + F(X(),Y(t)) dt + h(X(t)) dwi(t), X5(0) = X, € V,

(4.2) dY<(t) = %BYe(t) dt + %g(XE(t),Ye(t)) dt + dws (1), Y(0) = Yo € V

where w; is a path of the canonical FBM with Hurst exponent Hy, ws is a path of the
canonical FBM with Hurst exponent Hs, and H1 (3,1),Hz € (1 — Hy,1), which
have been given in Section 2. Then wo ((-) = wa(1). By the solution of (4.1)-(4.2) on
[0,T], we mean a process (X€,Y*) which satisfies

Xe(t)—SA(t)X0+/O Sat —r)f(X(r),Y(r))dr

Sa(t —r)h(X(r)) dwi(r)

~—
N
N
+
O\;

(4.4) —l—/o Ss t—r) dws ().

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/eg(z,y)).
The coefficients f(z,y) : VxV — V of (1.1) and g(z,y) : VXV — V of (1.2)
are globally Lipschitz continuous in x,y i.e., there exists a positive constant
Cy and let Cy = ||g(0,0)]| such that

If(z1,91) = flz2,92) [l + [9(z1,91) — g(@2,92)|| < Cr(llz1 — 22| + [[y1 — y2l])
lg(z,y)Il < Cr([|z]| + [lyl]) + C2

for all z1,y1,22,y2, 2,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 Xo € V,Yg € V and T > 0,
there is a unique solution (X€,Y¢) to (4.3)-(4.4) in C™~([0,T]; V x V).

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

We present now the main result of this article.
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14 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

THEOREM 4.2. Let (A1)-(A4) and (2.2) hold and assume further that Ap > C4.
For any Xo € V, as € — 0 the solution of (4.1) converges to X which solves following
(4.5). That is, we have almost surely

gg% [ X=Xy~ =0

where X is the mild solution to the averaged equation
(4.5) X(t) = Sa(t)Xo + / Salt —r)f(X(r))dr + / Sa(t —r)h(X(r)) dwi(r)

0 0

where the Lipschitz continuous function f 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 (€2,.%, P, 0) be an
ergodic MDS. A measurable mapping

¢ RTxQxB— B
is called RDS if the cocycle property holds
ot +7,w,b) = o(t,0,w,")op(r,w,b) fort, 7 eRT we O, beB.

and ¢(0,w, ) = idp. For details we refer to Arnold [1].
Consider the parameterized equation

(4.6) QY (8) = BY (1) di + 2g(e, YO (1)) dt + duon.(¢)
€ €

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 ¢ be an RDS over an ergodic metric dynamical system
(Q,.Z,P,0) with values in the separable Banach space B. A random variable Y :
w — B is called random fized point for ¢ if

p(t,w, Y (W) =Y (0iw)

for allt > 0 on a (0;)ier-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 ¢ — Y (6,w) 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 (w) > 0 is called tempered on a (;)er-invariant set of full measure
if

log™ X (0
lim —8 2t) (buw)
t—+oo |t|

=0.
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A family of sets (C'(w)),cq, C(w) # 0 and closed is called tempered random set if
distancep(y, C'(w)) for all y € B is measurable, it is called tempered if

X(w)= sup [z[p
zeC(w)

is tempered. We note that for every random set there exists a sequence of random
variables (2, )nen so that

Cw) = U {aalw)}.

Hence the above supremum defines a random variable. Random variables y(w) €
C(w) for w € Q) are called selectors of C.
Let us present here an existence theorem random fixed points.

LEMMA 4.4. Suppose that the RDS ¢ has a random forward invariant set closed
C which is tempered:
o(t,w,C(w)) C C(Bw) fort>0,we Q.

Let

k(w) = sup
r#yeC(w)

so that Ek < 0. The random variable

log <“<P<1,w,w> - <ﬂ(1,w,y)||>

[z =yl

(47) W = sup ||Q0(t,9_tw,y(9_t(U))”
te0,1]

is assumed to be tempered for any selectory from C. Then the RDS ¢ has a random
fized point Y (w) € C(w) which is unique. In addition ||Y (w)|| is tempered. This
random fized point is pullback and forward attracting:

(48)  Jim [lp(t, 6w, y(6-w)) = Y ()] =0, Jim [lo(t,w, y(w)) — ¥ (Biw)]| = 0

with exponential speed for every measurable selector y(w) € C(w).

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 € > 0 the RDS generated by (4.6) has a tempered pullback and forward exponen-
tially attracting random fized point Yi(we,x). The exponential rate of forward and

pullback convergence to the random fized point is given by @
Proof. We set
1 [0
(4.9) gl y,w2) = g(@,y + Z°(w2)) = g(af, y+ - / N BSe (—Q)w2,e(Q)dQ>-

Then the equation
~ 1 - 1 ~
dY " (t) = =BY“"(t) dt + —ge(x, YU (t), Oyw2) dt
€ €

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

Ye’m(t,CUQ) — Ze(ﬁtwg) = Y/E’I(t, wg).
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16 B. PEI, B. SCHMALFUSS AND Y. XU

We obtain by (A2)
(2, y, w2)|| < Chllyll + [|ge(, 0, wa)

where
[ge(@, 0, w2)|| < Cr([[Z(w2) || + ||z[]) + Ca.

Let g% be the solution of the one dimensional equation

R e (c ”(>+cl<||26<wz>||+||w||>+c2>)dr

which generates an one dimensional RDS with tempered forward and random fixed
point §3* (fiws), see Chueshov and Schmalfuss [7, Theorem 3.1.23]. In addition, by a
comparison argument

Y @0l < g°7(t) it =0, yo > [[Y(0)]-
Hence the ball with radius
0
= p-cpr 1 ¢
(4.10) R (w2) :2/ e = (Gl Z* @)l + llzll) + C2)dr
and center 0 defines a tempered forward and pullback absorbing set C*(w3). The

temperedness follows by Lemma 3.3.
Consider

|9 (¢, wa, Yo1) — @7 (¢, wa, Yoo ||

_2 ~ ~ L (r »nCp. . - B -
< e Yo, —Y072||+/ e —1|| P (r,wa, Yo1) — ¢ (r, wa, Yoz )| dr.
0

Then a Gronwall Lemma argument gives

5 - Ag—C ~ ~
167 (1, w2, Yor) — 7% (1, wa, Yoo )| < €777 [[Vou — Yoo

so that the logarithm of the contraction constant is given by k = —( Ap + C1). Note
that this constant k is nonrandom, less than 0 and the estimate is true for any pair
Yo; € V, i = 1, 2. We have for some measurable selector y with y(ws) € B(0, R%*(ws))

155 (g, 01wz, y(0—402)) | < e ||y(0_1s02)|

q 7/\3( 77“) Cl ~e.x
+/ Pl ?||¢ (r, 0— w2, y(0—w2))||
0

1
+ 22O + el + o) )
Then by a Gronwall Lemma argument for ¢ € [0, 1]
[ (2, 0—1w2, y(0—ww2))||
"t _op-opeen 1
< [ly(0—swal| + —(CLIZE(Or—ew2) || + ll2]]) + Ca)dr
0

(Ap—Cy)r

O 1
< ||y(9,th||+/ e —(CLlZ=(Orwa)l| + llzll) + Ca)dr
—t
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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] d

THEOREM 4.6. For fixed we, € > 0 this fixed point depends Lipschitz continuously

on x with Lipschitz constant ﬁ

Proof. We deal with the Lipschitz continuity of the fixed points Y& (wa,x). We
have for any ¢ > 0

Vi (wa, 1) — Vi (wa, 72)
=GP, 0_ywo, YE(O_ywa, 1)) — §92 (L, 0_ywa, YE(0_ 4w, x2))
= @%T(t, H,twg,}}lfﬂ(G,twg, x1)) — @OFH(t, O_wo, ?ﬁ(ﬁ,twg, x2))
+ @OTL(t, O_ywo, YE(O_jwa, w2)) — P72 (¢, 0_yws, YE(0_ywa, 22))
=: K1+ Ks.

We set t =n + 1, t' =t'(t) € [0,1). When ||z|| < ||| then Yg(wg,z2) € CO% (wy).
Then
@97 (¢, 0o, Y (O_ywa, x1)) — @7 (t, 0_wa, Y (0o, 22))]|
5671 (1,0 qwa, 1) — 3971 (1, 610w,

sup |57 ( 1w2, Y1) — 971 ( 1w2, y2) || .

Y17£Yy2€C*1(0_w2) ||y1 - y2||
51 (1,0_wa, 1) — 57 (1, 0_pon,
% sup @ (1, w2, Y1) — 971 ( wa, y2) ||
Y1 £Yy2 €01 (6 w2) lyr — vl

X[ YE(O—n—twa, x1) = YE(O—pn—trwa, 22) |

<e e/ qup ||YE(O_p_pwa,21) — YE(O—p_pwa, ).
t'€[0,1)

et

IN

Here, Yi(wg, 1), Yi(wa, 72) € C9%1 (wy) are tempered, see (4.7), hence

sup [|[Yg(0—swz, 1), sup [[Yi(0-sw2, z2)||
s€[0,1] s€0,1

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 K7 is zero for t — co. We deal with K>.

| K2 = ||¢:’ml(t,97tw2a3~/§(97tw27$2)) — @72 (t, 0wz, Yi(0_1wa, x2))|
< [ e 1 1,0, T (0-rn,2)
=51, 0o, T (0_son,22)| + | — ).
Then by the Gronwall lemma
1 (£, 0—swa, Yi(O—swa, m2)) — G772 (8, 0 wa, Vi (012, 2))|

t
op-cni-n C
</ e~ T gy — o dr
0 €

<G | |
— |1 — 2
~Ag—C4 ! 2
so that the Lipschitz constant is independent of € and wy. Finally we have
[V (w2, 1) = V(wa, 22)]| < G 1 — 22|
~— g —C1 O
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LEMMA 4.7. We have
Yi(Orwe, ) = Y;(wag, x)

Proof. We prove the equality of Y;(Hrwg, x), Y}(@gwg, z) for any € > 0. Then by

Lemma 3.2, Z(6, c.w2) and Z¢(fl.wz) are equal. This causes for ' = £

0
. 1 .
Yi(we,z) = / Se (=) =Ge(z, Y5 (Orwa, x), Orw)dr

Lo €

1 .
— / S’B(—E)Zg(;v, Yi(Orwa, x) + Z¢(0,w2))dr

0
1 .
:/ Sn(—1) g, Vi (Oywz, ) + Z(0z2))dr

— 00

0
:/ SB( /) (I Yf(@rlewg,x) + Z(@T/wz))d’l”/

/ SB 91 xr YF(96T/W2, ,T), 9T/w2)dr’.

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

wz, / SB 91 x, YF (9,#&)2, ,T), 9T/w2)dr’.

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

?}(wzaﬂﬁ) = SB(t) —tW2, T / SB 91 z YF(HT’w%x)aer’w?)dT/'

The temperedness of ||YA(ws, )| and the exponential decay of Sp ensure that the
right hand side converges to the integral over the infinite domain.
We have

gg(fﬂ, Y, HTWZ) = g(wa Y+ ZE(QTWQ))
and hence
Spé)m(t7w27 y) = Ze(etw2) + ¢€)w(t7w27y - Ze(w2))

@ (t,wa, ) is the RDS version of the solution to (4.6). There exists a random fixed
point

(4.11) Yi(we, ) = Y (wa, ) + Z(ws).
The tempered set C%(ws) is changed to
OE’I(WQ) = ée’z(wz) + Ze(CUQ)

which is a ball with center Z¢(ws) and radius RS*(ws). 0

LEMMA 4.8. The mapping v — Y5 (0rwa, x) is y-Hélder continuous for v < Ho
andx € V.
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Proof. Let r > 1" € R. We consider

Y5 (Orwn, @) = Yi(Orrwa, )| <|Sz (r — ") = id) Vi (w2, )|

—I—H/ S’g(r—s)lge(:t,f’;(@swg,x),@sw)ds
' € €

Since s —+ Y5 (Oswa, x) and s +— Z¢(fsws) are continuous the Lebesgue integral can be
estimated by Ccr|r — /| and by (3.10), (3.11) the first term on the right hand side
of the last inequality causes Holder continuity on any interval r € [r' 4+ 8,7 + T}, 0 <
d<TandzeV.

Then by the transformation (4.11) and by Lemma 3.3 again, r — Y5(0,w2, ) is
~v-Hélder continuous. d

Remark 4.9. For the random variable RS* introduced in (4.10) we can prove that
sup,.¢o, 7] 2% (0rw2) is defined on (6;):er invariant set of full measure independent of
x € V and € > 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

(4.12) f(@) = E[f (2, Yp (w2, 2))]
where this Hilbert-space valued expectation is determined by E[(f(z, YA (w2,2),y))]
for all y in a dense countable set of V.

LEMMA 4.10. f is Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. Because Yj depends Lipschitz continuously on = with Lipschitz constant

ﬁ, for all 1,29 € V, we have
1f(x1) = Fa)ll < E[|[f (21, Yp(w, 1)) = f(w2, Yi(ws, 22))]]
< CiE[(fley = | + Y5 (wa, 1) = Y (w2, 21)]])]
C
< (Gt e = aaf) = Clley =
Thus, the desired result is obtained. a

LEMMA 4.11. Letv > 0. There ezists a (0;)ier tnvariant set in Qo of full measure
we have for we from this set and for x € V

T
lim %H | A G O — F i =0

T—+o0

Proof. Consider the operator (—A)~" which is a compact operator on V. Let
Qg , be the (0;)cr-invariant set so that for wy € Qo 4

.| /" _ - _

which follows for every « € 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 C V the set

ﬂ Qz,m = Qz

xzeD
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is (0¢)ter invariant and has full measure. Let ¢ € D and (z,)nen be a sequence in D
so that

lim ||z —z,| = 0.

n—oo

By the Lipschitz continuity and the uniform Lipschitz constant of z + Y2 (w2, z) with
respect to wo and € > 0 we have by Lemma 4.10 and Theorem 4.5 for any ¢ > 0 an
n € N so that

(=) ((f (@, Yr(Orwz, wa)) — f(aa)) — (f (@7, Yo (Orwa, 2)) — f(2)))]]
<

—y ¢
S20(=A) "l = wall < 3
On the other hand we choose an Ty = Tp(wa, () > 0 so that for all |[T| > T we have
that
7 ¢
)Y ) < S
T%:I:oo |T| H / x"’ YF(HT(“)27 xn)) f(l'n)) dr =5

on Qs [6]. Hence

al [ e e - fwn
|T| H / (x Y}%(erg, zi)) — f(za))dr
+2[[(=A)7"|ICllz — wal < ¢
for |T| > Ty and for wy € Q. |

4.4. Proof of Theorem 4.2. Following the discretization techniques inspired
by Khasminskii in [20], we divide [0,7] into intervals of size §, where § € (0,1)
is a fixed number. Then, we construct an auxiliary process Y with initial value
Y€(0) = Y(0) = Yy, and for ¢ € [k, min{(k + 1)6,T}),

t

Y(t) = Se(t — k)Y (kd) + ! / S (t—s)g(X(kd),Y(s))ds
: ¢/,

52
(4.13) + /M Se(t—s)dws(s)

VA0 = Sa 0o+ ¢ [ Sa(t = 99X (s9), V" (0)) ds
(4.14) —|—/0 Se (t — s) dwa.e(s)

where s; = |s/6]d is the nearest breakpoint preceding s. Also, we define the process
X, by

Xe(t) = Sa(t)Xo +/0 Sa(t—r)f(X(rs),Y(r))ds

(4.15) —I—/O Sa(t —r)h(XE(r)) dwy (r).
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LEMMA 4.12. Assume (Al)-(A4). Then, for all T > 0, we have for large p have

[ X [y~ < C([[ Xoll +1)

where C' > 0 is a constant which is independent of €.

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

[XM.p.~ < exlXoll + er K (p) lwillg (14 (1 X<ly,p.~)
then, taking p big enough such that cr K (p) [lw1 |5 < 1, we have
[ Xy~ < 2er][Xol| + 1.

Here K (p) is a positive function tending to zero for p — oo. ad

Remark 4.13. Due to the boundedness of f, Y¢ does not have any effect on the
estimate for || X €| ,~-

Remark 4.14. Assume (A1)-(A4). Then, for all T' > 0, we have
XN + 1K [l < (I Xoll + 1)

where C' > 0 is a constant which is independent of . We obtain by the same method
an similar estimate for | X[, ~.

LEMMA 4.15. For any solution Y of (4.2) and any solution Y of (4.14), t €
[0,T], we have
1Y “lloo + 1V lloe < C(1+ X0l + [[Yoll + o(™))

where C is a constant which is independent of e.
Proof. For ¢ € [0,T], from (4.2), one has

Ye(t) = S% (t)Yo + % /0 Sg (t—r)g(X(r),Y(r))dr + /0 S% (t — 1) dwa,(r)
= S% ) (Yo — Z°(w2)) + Z(Orwa) + % /0 S’g (t—r)g(X(r),Y<(r))dr.
Then, we have

YOI < 152 @Yo = Z(w2) ]| + 12 (0rw2)|

/ So(t—r)g(X(r),Y*(r)) dr
=e ||Y0 - Ze(wz)ll + [12°(Bre2) |
J%/O e (|G + Or(I X ()] + [YE()I)) dr

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

sup [[Y(¢)]| < Yol +2 sup [[Z°(6sw2)]|
, te[0,T)

te[0,T]

1 t
+ sup —/ e_ATB(t_T)(CQ+C1||X€(T)||)ds

tefo,T] €
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C t
+ sup -1 e_ATB(t_T)HYE(r)H ds
tefo,7] € Jo

C
< C(1+ [ Xoll + [[Yo|l + sup ||Z€(9todz)ll)+k—1 sup [[Y“(r)]].
te[0,T) B te[0,T]

Then, by Ap > C; and Lemma 3.3, we have

sup [[Y(t)[| < C(1 + | Xoll + Yol + sup [ Z°(6uw2)]])
te[0,T] te[0,T]

< C(1+ [[Xoll + [[Yoll + o(e™1)).
Indeed we have for € — 0

sup [|Z¢(w2)ll = sup [ Z(0cws)|| = o(e™")
te[0,T tc[0,T] €
by Lemma 3.3. The estimate for ||[Y||s can be obtained in a similar way. O

LEMMA 4.16. For the stationary solution and any solution of (4.13), for t €
[k6, min{(k 4+ 1)8,T}), we have

(k+1)§
/ V(1) = Yi(Brws, X(kO)) || dt < C(1+ || Xoll + [[Yo]l +o(e™"))e
ks

where C is a constant independent of € and 9.
Proof. By the Gronwall lemma argument, we have

Ap—C1
€

IY4(t) = Y (Bron, X(R3))|| < e” |V (k6) — Y (Brswa, X (k0))]|

Integrate above inequality from k¢ to (k 4+ 1)d, due to Ag > Cy, we have

(k+1)6
/ 1V5(8) — YE(Ohoa, X< (D))t
k

§
e e ¢ € —(Ap—=C1)$
SCIY*(kd) — Y (Orswa, X (k0)) | -—F7- (1 —e™ =
)\B — Cl
~ Cl €
<C(|Ye(kd — || X(k6 Yz5(0 0)|)——
< CT )] + T X )] + 1Y Guson, 0 ) 3—
€ € € € €
<C sup (IXO + V0 + B Brwn) + 1256w ) -
re[0,T] B 1
Thus, by Lemmas 3.3, 4.12 and 4.15, the desired result is obtained. ad

LEMMA 4.17. For the solution Y¢ of (4.13) and the solution Y of (4.2), s €
[k6, min{(k+1)0,T}),s <t <T,p> 1,k > 1, € small enough, we have

(k+1)8 N
o /ka IY<(s) = V()| ds < C&7 (1 + (k) ™7)

where C is a constant which is independent of € and §.
Proof. For s € [k§, min{(k + 1)6,T}), by Lemma 4.15, one has

[V<(s) = V()| < e 2Dy <(h) — V< (ko) |
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H2 [ 86 = 060, Y 0) — (X ). T D)
ko
< (Ce~ 2

A :*’“‘”(IIYEIIOO + 1Y)
A
+2L [ e EETIXE(r) = XE(r)|| dr
€ Jks

A

o [* 3
= [ e EETI Y () = V()| dre
€ Jks

Then, multiplying both sides of the above equation by eATBS, we have

A A~ A
e TV (s) = Y(s)I| < Ce @ F (14 | Xo| + [ Yoll +o(e ™))

O S
G [0 Xl
LG

2B . € e
e "|Y(r) = Y(r)| dr.
ko

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

—A

[Y(s) = V¥(s)]| < Ce

c
ST (1 | Xl + Yol + o(e))e T TR

—( —C1)
F I [ TR X () — X (rs)|
€ Jks

Next, multiplying both sides of the above equation by e=#* with t > s, p > 1, we have
e P[Y(s) = YV(s)]

—ABp—-C1)

<Ce~Ple c

(=R (1 + || X0l + |[Yoll + o(e ™))

SO [ e e BEIXC) — X )
€ Jrs 0 (r—mrs)7

dr
—(Ap—=Cq)
<Ce " TR (14 | Xo| + [[Yoll + o(e™1))

C1 [? -—op-cp _
F Xy gL [ e gy,
iP5 € B o

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

(k+1)8 .
/ e Vel ds

(k+1)5
<C
ks

(k+1)8 C S _(xg-C1)
+/ BN X e / e T drds
k6 € Jks

(k+1)8
<Ce(1+ [ Xol + [[Yoll +o(e™")) + CO [ X<l p~ / s5 ds

<Ce(1+ [ Xoll + [[Yoll +o(e™)) + C(1 + | Xo )67 (kd) ™7
<CMT(1+ (k6)™7)

(3 p-C1)
e e (S_k‘s)(l + || Xol| + Yol + 0(6_1)) ds

where we take €(1+ || Xo| + || Yo| + o(e 7)) < 61+ for € small enough.
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LEMMA 4.18. Let (A1)-(A4) and (2.2) hold. For any Xo € V, as ¢ — 0 the
solution of (4.15) converges to X which solves (4.5)

gg% [ X = X[y~ =0

where this norm is considered with respect to a fized interval [0,T).

Proof. For the following we fix v < ¢ < 1 —0”,0’ < 1 —~ and define 6 =
min{o’,0”,v}. We will show that for almost every (wi,ws) and every u > 0 there
exists an €y > 0 so that for € < €y, p > pg we have

(4.16) HXE - X”%pw < e

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, wy, we, 0/, 6", v and other parameters like the Lipschitz con-
stant of f and of x — Y§(wa, z). But C does not depend on p, €, p, 6. Here § € (0,1)
is a parameter depending on . 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 p is sufficiently large. The second case
includes terms providing estimates like C6%,6 > 0 where C is a priori determined
by T, w1, we, o/, ¢”, ~ but independent of pu, €, p, §, then we choose fized § so that
C6% < A, A > 0 sufficiently small. The third case contains terms providing an es-
timate C4~%,5 > 0 which can be made arbitrarily small when e is sufficiently small,
taking in account that ¢ is fixed.

By applying triangle inequality to ||)A(6 — X||4,p,~, we obtain
||X€_ X”Wﬁpﬁ\’
< H [ 8 =X 03, F4() = X (r3), Vi, X))
0

P,

" / Sa(-=r)Ap(X(rs); X (r)) dr
0

" / Sl — 1) A (X(r); X)) dr
+ / Sa(- =) AH(XE(r); X (1) dr
+ /0' Sal —T)Af(X(T),X(T(;))dT

+ / S — 1) (F(X (1), Y (Brws, X (rg)) — F(X(rs))) dr

VP

YP
9
~ i=1

where r5 = [r/0]0 is the nearest breakpoint preceding r and for U(r),U(r) € V
Ap(U(r);U(r) = fU(r), YE(Orwa, U(r)) = f(U(r), Yi(brw2, U(r)).

+ / S = P (A(XE() — WX (1)) duor (r)

YoPs
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To proceed, we adapt the approach used in the proof of Lemma 3.5 to estimate I5.

I, < sup e -t
te[0,T]

/ Sat— r)Af(Xf( ). X<(rs)) dr

+ sup sTe Pt —s)7
0<s<t<T

SA(t — ) A (X(r); X (rs)) dr

(Sat —7) = Sals = 1) Ap(X(r); X (rs)) dr

S

+ sup sTe Pt —s)T7
0<s<t<T
=: Ip1 + Izo + Io3.

0

For I, if 0 <t < 6, it is easy to see I; < C§, then we consider that § < ¢ and
by the Lipschitz continuity of f, Y5 and Lemma 4.12, also the boundedness of f,

Ioy §C( sup e ”t/ IAf(X(r); X (rs))|| dr + sup e ”t/ 1A F(XE(r); XE(ra)l dr)

t€(0,6] te(s,T)
< C§+C sup e_pt(/ |AF(X(r); X(rs) ||d7°—|—/ A (X(r); X(rs))]l dT’)

te(s,T]
rae M| X(r) — X (rs)||

(r—rs)" dr

<Cs+CH+C sup / e Pt )(T rs)Vry "
te[s,T]J§

t
< C6+CH7 sup (/ s dT) |||X6|||'y Py
te[6,7) \Js w
[t/8]=1  (k+1)s
/k 5 (kawr) X,

[t/6]—1
<0408 ap (5774510 > / E o) 1X°L, .0
t€[s,T]

¢
< 0§+ C§7 sup (/ rs dr+
] ts

tels, T h—1

Lt/éj 1
< Cs+C§" sup (517 + 51*7/ v dv) X< < Cé.
] 0

tels, T R

Here, by Lemma 4.12, [ X€||, ,  can be estimated independently of e > 0.

For I55 and I>3 we divide the estimate into two cases. Consider at first the integral
under the supremum of o for 0 < s <t < T and s < 240: If s <t < 26, it is easy to
see that this integral is less than C'§'~7, then, we consider s < 26 < t

sup  sTe Pt —s)7
0<5<26<t<T

20
/ Sa(t —r)Ap(X(r); X¢(rs)) dr

+ sup  sTe P(t—s)T7

/2 Salt —r)Ap(X(r); X¢(rs)) dr

0<s<26<t<T 5
< sup  sTe Pt —s)77(20 —5)7(20 — s)'
0<s<20<t<T
t Y ,—pr Xe — X¢€
+C  sup  (t—s)77 / e 1 (= )V IX(r) ol 4,
0<s<26<t<T 26 (r—rs)?
SO+ XA, ) <067

where s7r; 7 <1 for every 6 > 0 and the Lipschitz continuity of f, Y5, Lemma 4.12,
and the boundedness of f. For the integral under supremum of I3 we have

sup sTe Pt —s)77 (Sa(t—1r)— Sa(s — ) Ap(X(r); X (rs)) dr
0<s<t<T
s<28

0
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<C sup sTe Pt — 8)77/ (t—s)(s=r)"dr <Co
0<S<té§T 0
s<2

where we use the fact that f is bounded.
We continue with the area 0 < s <t < T and 2§ < s for I3 :

sup  sTe Pt — s)

/ St — r)A S (X(r); X<(rs)) dr

20<s<t<T
S t— Y Ye—Pt—r)p Y o—pr|| X € e
< sup / [Satt = Dlls7rs Py IX(r) = X ()l
25<S<t<T t — S) (’]" — 7'6) ’Y(/Ia _ 7‘6)’7

sy YemP(t=m) . ,
<C sup > — dr X, ,.~ < Cd.
25<s<t<r Js (t—8)7(r—rs) ”

where s7r; 7 < ¢ independently of § > 0 and by the Lipschitz continuity of f, Y and
Lemma 4.12. Next, for I3 we have

ot LI (St = ) = Sa(s = 1) AFX(r): X (1) i

sup

26<s<t<T (t—s)7
L osup sTe || J35(Salt =) = Sals =) Ap(X(r); X(rs)) dr||
26<s<t<T (t—s)
< up sresto I(SE=5) = iSa(s = DIIA, (X(r): X (r)) | dr
T 28<s<t<T (t—s)
+ sup o5 7 (S(t = 5) —id)Sa(s = r)lle” e P X (r) — X“(rs)| dr
26<s<t<T 0 (t—s)
<C sup sTe P(t— s)‘"*/ (t—9)"(s=—r)7dr
26<s<t<T 0
O gt L il ot SURE S Y
20<s<t<T J2s (t—s)(r—rs)7(r—rs)7

26 s

r

<C sup s"e*pt/ (20 =r)Vdr+C sup 5757/ (—)’Yr*'Y(s —r) Vdr
25<s<t<T 0 26<s<t<T 25 Ts

<CST+C sup SV(W/ rY(s—r)Tdr < Co°
20<s<t<T 0

where we use the Lipschitz continuity of f, Y2 and Lemma 4.12, also the boundedness
of f. Thus, putting above estimates together, we have

I, < C6°.

Based on the Lipschitz continuity of f,f, Yy and boundedness of f, f, Re-
mark 4.14 we can apply the estimates for I5 to estimate I5 and I7. We have

Is+ I; <O,

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

Iy < sup e Pt
t€[0,T]

/0 St — ) (X(r); X (r)) dr

+ sup sTe Pt —s)7 SA(t—T)Af(Xe(T);X(T)) dr

0<s<t<T

S
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/0 (St — 1) — Sals — r)AHX(): X (r)) dr

+ sup sTe PH(t—s)7
0<s<t<T
=: Iy1 + la2 + Ius.

For the first term above, we have

t
In <C sup / e e X (r) = X(r)| dr < Cp~' sup e || X(r) — X (r)]|.
t€[0,7]J0 r€[0,T]

Next, for I4o, by Lemma 4.21, one has

t A —
Sa(t — —p(t=r) =P | X€(p) — X d
Ijp < C  sup s’Y‘fs [Sa(t —7)lle e I X(r) ()|l dr
0<s<t<T (t —s)7
t
<C sup / e Pt — 1)V dr sup e | X(r) — X ()]
0<s<t<TJs re[0.T]

t
<C sup /ewWﬂ@—Mﬂme—Xm%~
0<s<t<T Jo

< CpiH'YHXE - X”%mw

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

J e N (S(t = ) = id)Sals — )l [ X<(r) = X ()| dr

Ii3 < sup s7
= ocacier (t—s)
<C sup s'y/ efp(tfr)(s — )7 (t—8)" "7 dr sup efpr||XE(r) — X
0<s<t<T 0 r€(0,T]

< Cp K = Xy e
Thus, taking p large enough, we have
1o
(4.17) I < 51X = X pom
Dealing with Ig we need ergodic theory. Denote
A% f(wn, @) = (@, Vi(wn,a) — F(@), AL f(wn,a) i= f(z, Vh(wn,2)) - f(a)

where z is X (rs5) or X (k6), then, we have

t
Is < sup e / SA(t—r)A} f(ﬁrwg,f((m)) dr
t€[0,T] 0 ’
t - >
© s e H J, Sat— T)Af)f(ﬁrwg,X(n;)) drH
0<s<t<T (t —s)7
(84t —r) — Sa(s — r)AS (Opwa, X(rs)) dr
+ sup $Te—Pt H fo ( ( ) ( )) f)f( 2 ( )) H
0<s<t<T (t—s)7

=: Is1 + Is2 + Igs.

The first term above can be written

/0 (Sa(t—7r)—Sa(t— T5))A?7f(9TWQ, X(rs))dr

Isy < sup
t€[0,T)
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+ sup / SA t—T(s (erwz,X(’f"[s)) dr
te[0,T]
=: Is11 + Ig12.

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

t
o < sup [ [(Salt =) = Salt = 7)) 147 (6rsn, X(r5)) | dr
tel0, 7] Jo ’

< 0% sup / (= A)7 St — )| dr < C°.

t€(0,T]

Then, one has

t
Is12 < sup Sa(t —r5)AG ;(0rw2, X (rs)) dr
te[0,T7]
[t/8]=1  (k+1)s
+ sup / Sat— ko)A ;‘f( w2, X (rs)) dr
t€[0,T] k=0 Jké

t
< sup | [[Sa(t = rs)[[[AT f(0rws, X(rs))] dr

(k+1)5 ~
+ osup Y [[(=A)7Sa(t — ko) (—A) A (Orws, X (kb)) dr
) nI

te[0,T) ;55

(k+1)8
< -1 _ A\—O A€ _ Y%
<Ci+ 09 nggnﬂ%?(éjfl /k& (=A)"7AY 7(0rw2, X (k6)) dr

(k+1)6
-1 _MN°AL _(p. v
SCo O mas / (—A) "7 AL (00, X(k6)) dr

(k+1)8
<Cs+05t  max e[ T (=A)TTAL (w0, X(k0)) dr
0<k<|T/8]—1
(k+1)6
<Cs+C5t H/ )77AG 7(0rwa, X (k6)) dr
O<k<LT/6J 1 6
ké
Te Te

(—A)~ "A (brws, X (ko)) dr

ogkgnﬂ%)/(aj—l ok

where we use the fact that

Lt/8]-1
(4.18) sup  » [[(=A)7Sa(t — kd)|| < C6T, 0 € (0,1),
tel0,T] T,

see Page 28 in Pei et al. [33]. We have for ¢ — 0, @ — +oo for any k,1 < k <
|T/6| — 1. In addition we take the maximum over finitely many elements determined
by the fixed number § given and 7T'. Following Lemma 4.11, we have for every element
under the maximum

(k+1)6

(4.19) k+1 H/ UAl 7(0rw2, X (ko)) dr , as e€—0

almost surely. We note that by Lemma 4.11 we can consider as an argument the
random variable X (kd) inside the integrand of the last integral because the exceptional

This manuscript is for review purposes only.



ALMOST SURE AVERAGING FOR EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 29

set for the convergence is independent of x. Thus, we have for e sufficiently small
depending on (w1, ws) almost surely and the § given

(4.20) g1 < CH°.
Next, we turn to estimate Igo:

H f;(SA(t —7r) = Sa(t — r(;))A?f—(Hrwg, X(r5)) drH

Igo < C su
"= 0<s<£)§T (t—s)
JESa(t = 15)AC (8,02, X (r5)) dr
+C  sup | L1 | =: Ig21 + Ig22.
0<s<t<T (t —s)7

For above estimate, let us begin with Ig21. Taking o’ < 1—~ into account, by
the boundedness property of f, f, we have

i <€ swp (=97 [ 1(8a0=1) = Salt = o)A j(0rn, X )

0<s<t<T

<C sup {(t_s)—w'/:(t_r)—a'dr}

0<s<t<T

<C sup {(t — s)_7+1_“/5"/} < cs°’.

0<s<t<T

Now, we deal with Igp. Consider £y := {s <t:t < (|5]+2)0},lf={s<t:t>
(5] +2)0}. Note that we have for s € £; that ¢t —s < 25 and for s € £ that t —s > 4.

Igo2 < C sup

{ | J, Sa(t— Té)A}yf(GTWQ, X (rg)) dr|| 1&(5>}

0<s<t<T (t—s)7
o | [T g 1) A §(Orwa, X (rs)) dr| e
u (s
0<s<£)§T (t — 5)’)’ L
| flus-1y5 Salt = 15)A% (0,0, X (rs)) dr|
C frf 1,
* 0<§1<1£)§T { (t—s)Y £ (5)}
[t6~ " _
I f (Ls6— 1J+1)5 Sa(t - TJ)Aef f(9rw2, X (rs)) dr||
y 1o '
+CO<§2I1?§T { (t —s)7 £5 (5)}

The first three expressions on the right hand side of the last inequality can be esti-
mated by C6'~7. Thus, we have

Tgoe < O

+C'  sup
0<s<t<T

5 k+1)6 A .

HZIL; so—1 41 94(t = 75) o A% #(Orwz, X(rs)) drl|

' e (s)
(t—s)

(k+1)6 ~
/k A TN fOrn, X (kD) dr

<O 405!t max
0<k<|T/8]—1

where we apply (4.18). Using the ergodic theorem again, the remaining term on the
right hand side can be estimated similar to g2, see (4.19). We have

Iy < C8°
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for sufficiently small € > 0.
The next term is

Jo 1(Sa(t =) —id)(Sa(s — 1) = Sals = rs)) A f(Orws, X (rs))| dr

Is3 < C  sup
0<s<t<T (t—s)7 B
J(Sat —s) —id)Sa(s — r5)AS (Orwa, X (r5)) dr
+C sup I L.t | =: Ig31 + Ig32.
0<s<t<T (t—s)7

For Ig31, taking v < o < 1—¢”, by the boundedness property of f, f and r—rs < 9,
we have

Ig31 < C  sup / (t—35)"""(-=A)(Sa(s—1)— Sa(s —rs))| dr
0<s<t<T Jo

< cs” sup / (t— S)U_VH(—A)”JFUNSA(S —r)| dr
0<s<t<T Jo

<" sup / (t—s)7"7(s— r)_U_UN dr < 57"
0

0<s<t<T

and for Igzo and vy <o <1—0o",

1715 (= A7 Sals = L510)AS. (8,0, X (1)) dr |

Ig3o < C sup

0<s<t<T (t—s)—
ISk ST (= A)7Sa(s — kO)AS (Orws, X (K6)) dr|
+C  sup — :
0<s<t<T (t—s)r—7
<C sup {(t - s)_7+"/ (s — Ltjé)_"dr}
0<s<t<T 15)6 4
IS () S — ko) [N (A) =" A (6,00, X (k) dr|
+C sup
0<s<t<T (t— s)1—7
(k+1)6
< 1—0o —1 _ —a" A€ _ Y%
<Co~7+0CH nggﬁ%?cﬂ_l /ké (—A)"7 Af f(0rwa, X (kd)) dr

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

Is3 < C6°.

To deal with I, by replacing A; f—(HTng, X(rs)) in I by

(f(X(rs), Y(r) = F(X(rs), Yi(6rw2, X (r5))))

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

I < C67 + Co L (1 + || Xol| + |[Yoll + ol 1))e < C6°

for € < € and J given we have that 6 o(e~!)e < C§7.
The estimates for Ig and Ig follow by using the same techniques in Appendix and
[4, Lemma 9]. Thus, we have

Is + 1y < Cllanllp (14 [[ Xy pm + [ X0 ) K (0)[[ X = Xl p
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(4.21) +C Jwills (141X |y o + X o) K (D)X = X,

where lim K(p) = 0.

p—+00

For || X€ — X¢||, p.~, by (4.3) and (4.15), it is easy to see

IN

1= Xl < || [ 84l = 000D = £ ) V)

+H [ Sale = D). Y0) = P r). T )
(4.22) =:J1 + Jo.

VP

By the same techniques for Is, it is easy to see the J; is less than C§7. For the
second term of the right side of (4.22), we can apply the similar techniques used in
the estimate of Ig, replacing A} j—.(Xe(r(;)) by

AY V(X (1)) = F(X<(rs), V() — F(X(rs), VE(r)).
Thus, we have
T2 < sup et (Sl =) = Sale - r)IIAY T (X)) ar
t€[0,T) 0

+ sup e *t

t N
/ Sa(t—rs)AY Y (X (rs)) dr
te[0,T] 0

JENSa(t =) = Salt — rs)IAYY (X< (rs))| dr

+ sup sTe

0<s<t<T ) (t—s)
o s et SAC = rOAT (X)) i
0<s<i<T (t—s)
v o el Sat AT (X ) dr|
26<s<t<T (t—s)7 )
b+ s et do (4t =9) Zid)(Sals =) = Sals - ra))IIAY T (X (rs)) | dr
0<s<t<T (t— S)AV
s ool (8at =)~ i)Sals = r)AT (X (rs) dr
(t—s)
v oy el (Salt =)~ id)Sals =) AT (X () dr
26<s<t<T (t—s)7 )
o e | fos(Sa(t — s) —id)Sals —rs) A} Y (X<(rs)) dr| _ 29: e
20<s<t<T (t—s)7 i=1

For the terms ng, Jgg, J24, J26, (]277 J28, it is easy to know
Jo1 4 Jog + Jog + Jog + Jor + Jog < Cé°.

Then, using same method with the estimates of Ig12, Igo2 and Ig32, 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
I>1, we have

Joo < sup e pt/ 1S4 L‘—m)AY v (X(rs)) dr
te[0,T]

+ sup e 7t HSA(t—r(;)A}/’ (X<(rs))| dr
tE[O,T] ts

Lt/81=1 (k+1)s o
+ sup e / Sa(t— k&)A}/ Y(XC(rs)) dr
t€[0,7] i1 Jko
[t/5]—-1 (k+1)8
<C5+C sup Z e ﬂt/ |Y<(r) — Y(r)| dr
te[0,T) k=1
Lt/8)-1
<SC6+C sup Y M1+ (k6)7)
tel0,T]
[t/8]-1 .k
<SCO+C sup Y6 k~Vdv < C8".
tel0,T] 5 k—1

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

Jos < sup

t -r Ym}e (r T
PR AL AR

20<s<t<T (t—s)7
5540 Yye,ve
SIS Al = o) [ AT (X<(rs)]| dr
+ su sTe Pt 1oe(s }
26§s<1:i)ﬁgT { (t — s)7 ft( )
+  sup {Sve_ptf; HSA(t_T‘;)HHA.’;G’YG(XE(TJ))HdTl (8)}
20<s<t<T (t — 5)’)’ £
(k+1)5 .
PO e e O (O
+C  su sTe Pt Ls J+ Loe(s }
25SS<€§T { (t —s)7 e (s)
[#o~" ToIt (1
s + (kS )
<05 4+C  sup {Zk Lsé 1J+1 (1+ (ko)™ )1gc(s)} < o8
26<s<t<T (t — 3)’7 t

where the first three terms are less than C'§' =7 by the boundedness property of f and

[t61]—1 (61| —1 [t6= 1 -1

Y S0+E) TS Y (5 Y @+
k=|s6—1]|+1 k=|s6—1]|+1 k=|s6—1]+1
<C([t6 ] —1—([s67H ] +1)+1) <C5(t—s)

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

J2 (St = 5) —id)Sa(s — rs)AY Y (X (rs)) dr|

Jog < sup  sTe H

26<s<t<T (t—s) )
+ sup sTe | f55 (Sa(t —s) —id)Sa(s — rs) A7 (X(rs)) dr
26<s<t<T (t—s)
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Ss .
<O+ C sup s"e*pt/ (s—rs) |IY(r) = Y<(r)| dr
25<s<t<T 25
Ls671J—1 (k+1)8 R
<C§T4+C  sup Z (s — k5)7'ye*pt/ IY<(r) = Y<(r)| dr
20<s<t<T 15 ko
[s67 1| -1
<O+ C sup > (s —k6) TS+ (k8) )
25<s<t<T

k=2
[s67' =1 (kt1)s
<O+ 04+ C sup Z / $767(s — k&)Y (k6) ™V dr
20<s<UST 4
<CSTT 4+ 0O+ 08 sup / V(s —rs)ry T dr
20<s<t<T
-
<OV 408 +C87 sup / (s—r) 7r” 75 dr
25<s<t<T r=7
< 08T 4+ 057 + O sup / S (s—=r)""r" Ydr < C4°.
20<s<t<T
Thus, we have
(4.23) [ X€ = X€||,y pn < C6°.

Then, by (4.23) and taking p large enough and § small enough, we have
1. _
(4.24) Is + Iy < 050+§||X6_X||%p,~-

To deal with I3, we can apply the similar techniques used in the estimate of 1.
By the Lipschitz continuity of f, (A2), Lemma 4.12, Lemma 4.17 and (4.23), it is
easy to see

I <O X = Xy p < C8°.

Thus, putting above estimates together, we have for sufficiently small € > 0
€ v o 205 € v
(1.25) X = Xl S €8+ 21X~ Ky

so that (4.16) holds. 0
LEMMA 4.19. Let (A1)-(A4) and (2.2) hold. For any Xo € V, as € — 0 the
solution of (4.15) converges to X which solves (4.3). That is, we have almost surely

?L%HX — Xy~ =0

where this norm is considered with respect to a fized 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. O

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 €10, T]. For p >0 we define

1
K(p) := sup td/ e PtV (1 — v)Pdo,
te[0,T] 0

then we have that lim K(p) = 0.

p—>00
LEMMA 4.21. [14, Lemma 14] For any non-negative a and d such that a +d < 1,
and for any p > 1, there exists a positive constant ¢ such that

t
/ e Pt — )T ddr < cpatdTl,
0

Proof of Lemma 3.5 By the definition of the norm and of 7,

IN

1Sa(-)uorlly, o + 158 () (w02 = Z(w2))l5,p.~

||T(u7w17w25u0)||'y,p,~
HZ(O.w2)ll5,p.~ + / Sy(- = 7)F(u(r)) dr
0

VP

VP

*H /o Sa(- = r)h(uy(r)) dwr (r)
=TI, + I+ I3+ 1, + 1.

By Lemma 4.8, we begin with estimate for Iy + I + I3

Salt -5
L+ I, +I3= sup e ”|Sa(t)uor|]| + sup s7e ?* 1S a(t)uor A(8)uo1]|
t€[0,7] 0<s<t<T (t—s)7

+ sup e "|Sp(t)(uoz — Z(w2)) |l + 11 Z(0.w2)]l5,p.~

t€(0,T]
o158 () (w02 — Z(w2)) — Sp(s)(uoz — Z(w2))||

+ sup s’e
0<s<t<T (t—s)7

< er(lluonll + [luozll + [ Z(6.w2)ll5)

where we use || Z(0.w2)||~,p,~ < 7]/ Z(0.w2)||y and Lemma 4.8.
Then, by [15, Lemma 4, (9)], for I, we have

L < cerK(p)(1+ ||lully,p~)

where K has similar properties like K.

Now, we show the || - [|;,y,~-norm of the stochastic integral.
I sYe Ft /t S L }) don
= su —_— t—r)h(u(r)) dwi(r
° O<s<11?§T (t_s)'y s 4 ) ( 1( ' )
sTe Pt s
+ sup —— / (Sa(t —7r) —Sa(s —r))h(ui(r)) dw (1)
o<s<t<T (t = 5)7 | Jo
¢
(4.26) + sup et / Sa(t —r)h(ur(r)) dwi (r)]| =: Is1 + Isg + Iss.
t€[0,T] 0
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Since || D}~ %y ¢ [r]|] < cllwrlls (¢ - r)**+A=1 by using the inequality of (3.12) and
Remark 3.4 we get

S'veptH / Sa(t —r)h(ur(r)) dwi(r)
[Sa(t — )l Loylh(ur (M)l L, v)

< csVe Pt
s (T - S)a
" 1S4t — 1) = Salt — Ol A (u(M)llLav)
i (r—q)t*e K
T Salt — h —h
. / 1540 = Dl b)) = Bur@Dlay y — erls
s (’I" - q) + (t - 'f‘) A+
t _
o (en + pr o
< eI fJwrl ( / erti-n (e CghL“;§Z)|)e (t —r)+o1dp

t T —pr
+/ / e—Pt=") e (e + conlur(r))(r — q)” dq(t — r)a+'8_ld7“

(t —r)(r—g)t+e

/ / pt—r) €7 cpnlui(r) —ui(q)|q" (r — q)7 dq(t_r)a-i-ﬁ—ld,r,)

(r—qy*eqi(r—aq)

< T lwnflg (= 5)7 (1 + IIU1||W,~)/ T (e — ) (t =) N

t
L T L A e A o

t
(427)  +eT7 ol (¢ — 5)° / =P (1 — )0t — 1) L.

By a change of variable, v < f3, it is easy to see that
t
(t— S)B/ e P (r — §) T (t — ) dr
° 1
=(t—s)(t— 5)6_7/ e PA=9)0=v)y=a () _ )1y < (t — 5)V K (p),
0

taking in Lemma 4.20 a = —a,b=a —1,d = 8 — v and t — s as the corresponding ¢
there. The second integral on the right side may be rewritten in the same way, since

t
/ e P (p — g)TO(t — p) 2Ty
° t
< (t—s)(t— 8)6_7/ e P (r — 5) 7O (t — ) L

Thus, we have

(4.28) Iy < erK(p) flwnll4 (

~)

For I, we should follow similar steps than before when obtaining (4.27). Now
we need to replace the estimates for |[Sa(t — 7)) and [[Sa(t —7) — Sa(t — @)l Lvy
by estimates for ||Sa(t —7) — Sa(s —7)||Lvy and [[Sa(t —7) — Sa(t — q) — (Sa(s —
r) — Sa(s = q))|lL(v) respectively, for which we use (3.12) and (3.13) for appropriate
parameters. Then it is not hard to see that for o/ + 7y < a+ 8,0 < a <o’ < 1:

sTe Pt

/OS(SA(t —71)—Sa(s —r))h(ui(r)) dwi (r)
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s —pr
<e(t—8) Jwill, T (/0 o P(t=7) (cn + conlua(r)|)e (s — )1y

re(s —r)Y

+/ / e —p(t—r) € pT(Ch+CDh|ul( )|)(T_q)a dq(S—T’)a+ﬂ_ldT
0 0

(s = )7 — g

—pr _ v
+/ o—p(t—r) )€ cpnlui(r) Tﬁ(fmq dq(s_r)aw—ld?,)
o Jo (s—=7)7(r—q) Tq

et = sV T ol (L [ual ) [ €0 (s = )0

0
+e(t = )T flwill5 (1 + [lun ||%p7N)/ e_p(t—’f‘),r.o/—a(s _ ,,,)a-l—,@—l—o/_’YdT
0
Fe(t — )T ol ||u1||%p7~/ e PP (s — )y,
0
The third integral on the right hand side of the last inequality can be estimated by
1
sﬁ”’/ efps(lﬂ’)v*a(l —0)* o
0

and in a similar manner the other integrals. We have

Liz < erK(p) willg (1 + luallypn) < exK(p) willg (1 + [lully,p,)-

In a similar manner than before for the first expression on I5; we obtain

Lo < er Jlwtll s K (p) (L + ully pon)-

All the previous estimates imply that

I < cr flwills K(p)(X + [[ully,p.~)-

Collecting all the above estimates we have a constant C(p,w1,T) > 0 such that
lim, o C(p,w1,T) =0 and

(17 (w, w1, w2, 10) |50~ < er(([uor]l + luozll + | Z(0.w2)lly) + C(p,wr, T)(1 + [[ully,p.~)-
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