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Abstract The emphasis of this paper is to investigate the high-order approx-
imation of a class of SPDEs with cubic nonlinearity driven by multiplicative
noise with the help of the amplitude equations. The highlight of our work
is that we improve the convergence rate between the real solutions and the
approximate ones. Precisely, previous results often focused on deriving the
approximate solutions via the first-order amplitude equations. However, the
approximate solutions are constructed by the first-order amplitude equations
and the second-order ones in this paper. And, we rigorously prove that such ap-
proximate solutions enjoy improved convergence property. In order to illustrate
this demonstration more intuitively, we apply our main theorem to stochastic
Allen-Cahn equation, and provide numerical analysis.
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1 Introduction

In the wake of developments in science and technology, there is a consensus
that multi-scale phenomena are important characteristics of complex systems.
The reasons for the occurrence of multi-scale phenomena can include pertur-
bations from small-scale external forces, coupling between fast and slow scales,
nonlinear interactions between macroscopic and microscopic patterns, and so
on. For multi-scale models, it is usually difficult to obtain explicit solutions
or analytical expressions due to the presence of small parameter. A typical
example is that if the Reynolds number of Navier-Stokes equation for incom-
pressible flows is too large, boundary layers appear and turbulent flows exhibit
vortices over a large range of scales, which may cause more complexity [25].
Whereas, it is important to develop effective methods to describe and analyze
the asymptotic dynamics of multi-scale systems.
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Perturbation theory is a major research field of multi-scale problems. The
origin of perturbation theory can be traced back to the work of astronomers,
such as Lindstedt, Bohlin, Gylden, etc. They utilized the power series of small
parameter to study the planetary motion and develop techniques to eliminate
the secular terms in asymptotic solutions. Poincaré further proved that such
parameter expansion method is effective. Thereafter, mathematicians develop
various methods to investigate the approximate solutions of enormous types
of perturbation systems, such as matched asymptotic expansions, averaging
method and renormalization group method, and so on. The key idea behind
these methods is to expand the solution of the original equation in power series
with respect to the small parameter. The coefficients of the same degree are
then calculated to construct an approximate solution, followed by the rigorous
error estimations. For more backgrounds and details about perturbation theory,
please refer [29, 41]. Generally, physicians and engineers are often not satisfied
with obtaining only the first-order approximate solutions, but instead focus on
the higher-order approximate solutions which enjoy higher accuracy and is more
helpful in many practical applications, such as aerospace technology, hydrody-
namics, thermodynamics and so on. Motivated by the reason, mathematicians
further develop perturbation theory to satisfy the actual requirements.

In 1950s, Tikhonov [47, 48, 49] proved that the solutions for slow-fast ordi-
nary differential equations can converge the solutions of corresponding degener-
ate equations, while the convergent rate was unknown. To improve the accuracy
of Tikhonov’s works, Vasil’eva and Butuzov [50] constructed the high-order ap-
proximate solutions by analyzing the boundary layer terms and regular ones
of formal asymptotic expansions. Their method is called by boundary layer
function method, by which there are many developments about high-order ap-
proximations during last decades [42, 43, 44, 51]. Scholars also made progress in
the researches of renormalization group method. In 1999, Ziane [59] proposed a
class of singularly perturbed systems, and obtained the first-order approximate
solution by renormalization group method. In 2008, Lee DeVille et al [32] fur-
ther obtained the approximate solution to second order. Recently, Li and Shi
[35] generalized previous results to any order by developing a systematic and
explicit strategy of renormalization group method. For the high-order approx-
imation of PDEs, Wu and Ni [56, 57] studied the high-order approximation of
reaction-diffusion equations with discontinuous reactive term, which can char-
acterize the phenomena on various media interfaces. Levashova et al [33] consid-
ered a class of singularly perturbed elliptic equations, which can model layered
semiconductor structures. They proved the existence of smooth solution, and
show the accuracy of the asymptotic approximation. Chekroun and Liu [18]
developed higher-order finite-horizon parameterizing manifolds, and considered



the pullback limit of two-layer backward—forward system of Burgers-type equa-
tion. And, relying on a power series expansion of the manifold function, they
derived higher-order approximations of invariant manifolds in [19].

In addition to multi-scale phenomena, uncertainty and random fluctuations
are also widespread in the natural world. In the recent two decades, more at-
tentions are paid to asymptotic behaviors of multi-scale stochastic differential
equations. So far, many methods are used to investigate effective dynamics
of SDEs, such as averaging method [16, 17], homogenization method [54, 55],
slow manifolds [5, 46], and so on. In particular, there are also some investiga-
tions about the high-order approximation in this field. Birrell and Wehr [15]
obtained the high-order approximation of stochastic Langevin equations via
the derivation of a hierarchy of SDEs. Following the idea from [15], Li et al
[36] used averaging method to derive the high-order approximate solutions of
a class of stochastic slow-fast systems. From the view of qualitative analysis,
Chekroun et al [20, 21] developed stochastic parameterizing manifolds, showed
the general framework of n-layer backward-forward system. Based the results in
20, 21], Li et al [34], and Xiao and Gao [52, 53] used 2-layer backward-forward
system to investigate stochastic attractor bifurcation of Swift-Hohenberg equa-
tion. For smooth stable invariant manifold, Guo and Duan [27] taked the
Taylor expansion of the nonlinear operator at the point of zero, and derived
the high-order approximation of the local geometric shape. The previous re-
sults are devoted to SDEs or SPDEs with linear multiplicative noise, while few
developments are achieved about the high-order approximation fo SPDEs with
nonlinear multiplicative noise up to now. In addition, since it is still an open
problem that whether SPDEs with nonlinear multiplicative noise can gener-
ate random dynamical system, the results in [20, 21, 27| are not applicable to
nonlinear multiplicative noise. Whereas, the present work is to use another
approach, amplitude equations, to investigate the high-order approximate so-
lutions of multi-scale SPDEs with nonlinear multiplicative noise.

Amplitude amplitudes are the modes, which can dominate the evolution be-
haviors of complex systems. For SPDEs, the advantages of amplitude equa-
tions is not only to construct the approximate solutions of SPDEs, but also
analyze whether the noise might shift the bifurcation. In 2001, Blomker et al
used amplitude equations to investigate the attractivity and approximation for
stochastic Swift-Hohenberg equation with additive noise on bounded domain,
which is the first rigorous result in this field. After that, there are many ex-
tensions for the case that additive noise and bounded domain [6, 9, 11, 12].
More general cases are concerned in the last few years, such as multiplicative
noise [3, 5], non-Markovian noise [4, 13, 58], and large or unbounded domains
[1, 2, 8, 40]. Moreover, amplitude equations also contribute to the researches of



the random dynamics, such as invariant measure [6], random attractors [7], and
center manifolds [14]. For the investigations of high-order amplitude equations,
Blomker and Mohammed in [11] obtained the second-order amplitude equa-
tions for SPDEs with additive noise. However, to the best of our knowledge,
few results are developed for multiplicative noise.

In this paper, we consider the following SPDEs with multiplicative noise:
du(t) = Au(t) + e2Lu(t) + F(u(t))dt + eG(u(t))dW (t), u e H, (1.1)

where H is an infinite dimensional separate Hilbert space with scalar product
(-,-) and corresponding norm || - ||, A is assumed to be a self-adjoint and non-
positive operator with finite dimensional kernel space called dominant modes, £
is a linear operator, F is cubic nonlinearity with dissipativity condition, G(u(t))
is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator with G(0) = 0, W (t) is a standard cylindrical
Wiener process on some stochastic basis. In (1.1), € is the small parameter
representing the distance from bifurcation in the drift part, while it charac-
terizes the strength of the noise in the diffusion one. It is worthwhile to note
that many models fit in the framework of (1.1), such as stochastic Allen-Cahn
equation, stochastic Swift-Hohenberg equation. From the perspective of per-
turbation theory, (1.1) is seen as PDEs with small deterministic perturbation
and stochastic force. In [5], Blomker and Fu derived the first-order amplitude
equations of (1.1), used it to construct the approximation solutions of (1.1), and
proved that the error between the real solutions and the approximate ones is
of order £2. Indeed, such convergence rate is comparable to the order of linear
perturbation Lu. As mentioned earlier, physicists and engineers are interesting
in pursing more precise and valid approximation solutions of perturbation sys-
tems to meet the demands in accuracy of physical experiments and practical
applications. Therefore, it is meaningful and necessary to further investigate
the high-order approximation of (1.1). In order to achieve this goal, we want
to abstract more effective information from dominant modes. In other words,
we not only need the first-order amplitude equations, but also the second-order
ones.

The aim of this paper is to derive the first-order and second-order ampli-
tude equations of (1.1), and use them to obtain the high-order approximate
solutions. In brief, (1.1) is firstly decomposed into slow modes and fast ones
after time scaling. Secondly, we abstract the first-order amplitude equations
from slow modes, and use it to obtain the high-order approximation of fast
modes. Finally, we further derive the second-order amplitude equations, and
construct the high-order approximate solutions of (1.1). The main difficulties
of this paper happen in the last step. Precisely, the first-order amplitude equa-
tions can be obtained by separating the terms of order ¢ from slow modes as
[5] . However, in order to obtain the second-order amplitude equations, we
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have to eliminate those terms of order 2 hiding in slow modes. Moreover, the
terms of €2 can be separated after careful error estimations, but it exist still
the fast fluctuations in the diffusion part. Indeed, if such fast fluctuations are
0, then we can obtain the second-order amplitude equations, and prove the
approximate solutions converge to the real ones with convergence rate 3. If
else, we need further consideration on the case that such fast fluctuations are
not 0. Similar problems were solved in [9, 11, 39], in which the fluctuating fast
OU-processes appear in the diffusion part. However, the fast fluctuations that
we encounter are more general than OU-processes since they are coupled with
the first amplitude equations. Therefore, we need more precise error analysis
to overcome this trouble, and obtain the second amplitude equations as well
as the approximate solutions. From the technical reason, we just can show the
approximate solutions weakly converge the real ones without explicit rate when
the kernel space of A has more than one dimension. But, if such kernel space
is one-dimensional, we can rigorously prove that the error rate is of order £,

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we list basic as-
sumptions and review relevant concepts. In Section 3, the first-order amplitude
equations is shown, and the error analysis about the slow and fast modes are
given. In Section 4, we present the second-order amplitude equations and main
theorems. In Section 5, we apply our results to stochastic Allen-Cahn equation.
The last Section is conclusion and future research interest.

2 Assumptions and Notations

Referring to the framework of [5, 11, 39], some assumptions and notations
we use later are presented here. In the sequel, we take C as a positive con-
stant, which may be different between occurrences but does not depend on the
parameter £ unless otherwise specified.

Assumption 2.1 Assume that A is a non-positive and self-adjoint operator

on H with eigenvalues 0 = Ay < -+ < Mg -+, and Ay > CK™ holds for
all sufficiently large k, positive constants m and C. Suppose that there is a
complete orthonormal basis {ey}ren such that Aey = —Aper. Denote ker A and

the orthogonal complement of it by N' and S. Suppose dimN = N < oco.

Define projections P, : H — N and P, = I — P, with identical operator 1.
For a map L, we use L. := P.L and L, := P,L.

Definition 2.1 For a € R, we define the space H® as
Ha = D(I — A)a) = {nykek . Z’)//%()\k + 1)2a < OO}
k=1 k=1
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with the norm
00 00 1
2
I erlle = (DR + 1)),

If A satisfies Assumption 2.1, it generates an analytic semi-group {e*'};>g
on any space H“, defined by

[ee] 0
eAt(Z Vrer) = Z e_”\’“tfykek, t>0.
k=1 k=1

Another property of A is the following inequality.

Lemma 2.1 [45] Under Assumption 2.1, for all < «, p € (An, Ans1], there
is a constant M > 0, such that for all u € HP,

e Poul|o < Mt e || Pyul|s, ¥t > 0.

Assumption 2.2 Assume that £ : H* — H* P is a linear continuous map-
ping that commutes with P. and Py, for some o € R and B € [0,m).

We remark that it is sufficient for the above assumptions that A is polynomial
of the Laplacian and L is a lower order differential operator commuting with

A.

Assumption 2.3 Let a and [ be given in Assumption 2.2. Assume that
F i (HY)? — HF is a trilinear, symmetric mapping that satisfies the following
conditions:

[F (u, 0, 0)[la=p < Collullal[v]alwlla, Vu,v,w e H, (2.1)
and Yu,v,w € N,
<‘F0(u7u7w)7w> S 07 (22)

(Felu+v+w) = Fo(v),u) < =Collul|* + Csllw||* + Caflw|*[Jo]?,  (2.3)
where Cy, Cy, Cy, C3, Cy are positive constants, and F(u) := F (u, u, u).

Assumption 2.4 Let U be a separable Hilbert space with inner product (-, -)y.
Assume that W (t) be a standard cylindrical Wiener process in U on a stochastic
base (Q, ﬁ, {yt}tz(), ]P))

Note that W (t) has the expansion [24]
W(t) = Blt) fr,
k=1

where {5\ (t) }ren are real valued Brownian motions mutually independent on
the above stochastic basis, and { f; }ren is a complete orthonormal system in U.
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We remark W (t) is not U-valued random process, but the stochastic integral
is well defined in this paper. For stochastic integral for cylindrical Wiener
processes, please see [24].

Here we recall the definition of a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Suppose that U,
U, are two separable Hilbert spaces. A linear and bounded operator L : U; — Us
is said to be Hilbert-Schmidt if

o
> UL, < oo,
j=1

where {l;}en is a complete orthonormal basis in U;. We remark the norm is
independent of the choice of the basis {/;};en.

Denote the set of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from U; to Us by £ (Uy, Us).
Note that % (Uy, Us) is separable Hilbert space, with the scalar product

0.9]
< 9% (U1,Uz) E ) Ug;

j=1
by which the norm of % (U, Us) is induced.

Assumption 2.5 Suppose that G : H* — (U, H*) with o as in Assump-
tion 2.2, and G(0) = 0. Moreover, G(-) is is Fréchet differentiable up to order
3, and satisfies Vu,v,w,x € H* with ||ul|o <7,

G (W) ey < Llulla,
G (w) - ol ey < Lellolla; (2.4)
IG"(u) - (v, W) ey < Lllvlalw]a,
1G" (u) - (v, 0, 2) | wue) < Lllvllallwlallzla,
where 1. depends on r. Here G'(u), G"(u) and G"(u) are the first, second and

third Fréchet derivatives with respect to u, respectively. Specially, G'(0)(-) is a
linear operator: HY — ZLo(U, H®).

Definition 2.2 An H"-valued process u(t) is called a local mild solution of

problem (1.1), if there exists some stopping time T.., we have on a set of prob-
ability 1 that T, > 0, u € C°([0, Ter), HY) and

u(t) = eMu(0) + /t A2 Lu(t) + F(u(t))]ds + E/t MG (u(t))dW (s),
0 0
Vt € [0, Ter).

In view of the cut-off technique and Theorem 7.2 in [24], we can prove that
(1.1) has a unique local mild solution as the next theorem shown.



Theorem 2.2 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for any given u(0) € H®, there
exists a unique local mild solution of problem (1.1) in the sense of Definition
2.2 such that Te, = 0o or lim ||u(t)|l, = oc.

€

We would like to state that a solution in the sense of Theorem 2.2 with 7.,
maximal is always used in the paper.

3 Preliminary Lemmas

Introduce slow time-scale T" = €%t and decompose the local mild solution of
(1.1) as
u(t) = car(T) + 2as(T) + ep(T), (3.1)

where a; € N is the first-order term of slow modes, as € N is the second-
order term of slow modes, and ¢ € § is the fast modes. Since the main
motivation of the paper is to capture the effective dynamics of u(t) up to second-
order approximation, we hope to pay more attention to the study of ao(7)
and corresponding second-order amplitude equations. Hence, it is natural and
intuitive to suppose that a;(7T') satisfy the first-order amplitude equations of

u(t) [5]:

a1(T) = a1(0) + /0 [Lear + Fe(ar)]ds + /0 G.(0)(ay)dW, (3.2)

where W(T) := eW(e2T) is a rescaled version of the Wiener process W (T')
with the same law. Then, the second-order term ay(7") satisfy

T
GQ(T) = CLQ(O) + / [Ecaz + 8_1FC(CL1 + cag + ¢) - 8_1Fc(a1)]d8
0

+ / [e2Go(ca1 + %ay + e) — e *GL(0) (a1)]dW, (3.3)
0

and the fast modes satisfy

where
QT) = "= 4(0),

T
J(T) = / 6AS(T_S>E_2[£S@/J + Fs(al + eag + '@D)]ds,
0

T
V(T)=¢"" / AT (G (ear + %ay + b)) AV
0



3.1 Estimations on Fast Modes

We are going to provide some estimations about 1 (7'), which can allow us
to analyze ao(7T') with more convenience. Let us introduce a stopping time 7*
such that ay(T), as(T) and ¥(T) do not blow up for T € [0, 7*].

Definition 3.3 For an N x S-valued stochastic process (a1 + €ag, ) given

by (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4), we define, for Ty > 0 and k € (0, 5;), the stopping
time T* as

=Ty Ninf{T > 0, ||a1(T)||a > " or ||as(T)||a > " or ||W(T)|la > "}

Lemma 3.3 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for p > 1, there exists a constant
C > 0, such that

IE< sup HJ(T)HQ) < O3,

0<T<r*

Proof Letting J = L, + Fs(ar + €as + 1), it is easy to own

E( sup [J(T)]3)

0<T<7*

! A (T—s)e2 3 p
<E swp ( / A7 ] ds)
0

0<T<1*

T
< Ce™E sup ( / e€2P<T8>(T—s)fiujua_ﬁds)p
0

o<T<7*

T
< CeT qup (/ e_gzp(T_s)(T—s)_vﬁndsy
0

0<Tr<r*
S C€2p—3f€p7

where the second inequality holds by Lemma 2.1, and the third one holds due
to Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3.

Lemma 3.4 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for p > 1, there exists a constant
C > 0, such that

E( sup [V(T)[}) < Cer,

0<T<r*

Proof This proof is based on factorization method and fairly standard,
but we provide it for the sake of completeness. For p > 2, let v € (]l)7 %), and
introduce

T
D(T) = /0 (T — s) e TG, (eay + £2as + e)]dW. (3.5)



By Stochastic Fubini Theorem, we obtain

T
/ AT=91G (eay + e2ag + e0)]dW = C / )7 LeA T D(5)ds,
0

where C is a constant dependent of . Then, in view of Lemma 2.1 and Holder
inequality, we have

r p
v < o= ( / (T = sy~ 1e T D (s) | ods )
T p(y=1) —p(T—s)e"%p -1 T
SCa_p(/ (T — )5 e "5 ds)p / ID(s)[[2ds
0 0

T
< Cedr2r / ID(s)[|Pds. (3.6)
0

Furthermore, we obtain that for 7" € [0, 77],

[}

T
EID@)I < CE( [ (T = o) et Glean + -+ 0) 05
0

[\S]pS]

T
< Cgp]E</ (T — s)_QVe_Qp(t—S)S’Q]I[O7T*](5)Hal + cas + ZszdS)
0

< e 2E( sup [ar(T) + ean(T) + (7))

0<T<r*
< Ce2w, (3.7)

where the first inequality holds because of Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
without the supremum in time (Lemma 7.2 of [24]), and the second inequality
holds due to Lemma 2.1 and Assumption 2.5.

By (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain that for p > 2,
E( sup V(D) < C=ro2
0<T<7*
Obviously, this proof can be completed by Holder inequality.
According to Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, we show the boundedness of 1 as follows.

Lemma 3.5 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for a1(T) defined in (3.2), and p >
1, there exists a constant C' > 0, such that

5 swp W(D)IE) < O 4 o)) 8)

E(Ofyg* 15 (T)Hfi) < O 4 (|9 (0) |2 ), (3.9)

E(OS;E)T* [4(T) - QT) — K(D)|) < e, (3.10)
where K(T) = e+ (0)(ar + QT
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Proof It is easy to obtain (3.8) by Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4. The proof of (3.9)
is similar to that of Lemma (3.4). And, we can also prove (3.10) with the help
of Assumption 2.5 and factorization method. In fact, we derive that

E( swp |[V(T) = K(D).)’

0<T<1*

< CeP?E sup |le 'G(ear + €%ag + ) — G'(0)(a; + Q)H.],?%(U,Ha)' (3.11)

0<T<r*
By Taylor expansion, we notice that there exists 6(7") on the line between 0
and e(a1(T") + eas(T) + ¢ (T)) such that
e 1G(eay + %ag + ) — G'(0)(a; + Q)
= ¢ [(G(0) + G'(0)(cay + 2ag + €v))

+ %G"(@)(sal + e%ay + 1, eay + e%ay + )] — G'(0)(a; + Q)
=G'(0)(eaz +J + V) + gG”(Q)(al +eas + v, ay + eag + ). (3.12)

Then, combining (3.11) with (3.12), we complete the proof.

Here, we would like to comment Lemma 3.5. From (3.8), we know the first-
order approximation of 1(7") is just Q(7') (i.e., the information about the initial
value of (T")). As shown in (3.10), we can improve the approximation of ¢ up
to second-order if we take account into the information about the first-order
amplitude equations a; (7).

3.2 Estimations on Slow modes

This subsection is devoted to getting rid of the high-order terms from as(7T),
and deriving the second-order amplitude equations. Let us start with the fol-
lowing lemmas.

Lemma 3.6 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for p > 11i,j € {1,2}, there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that

T
2, I || Flan s ddslt) < O 4 DO Iz)
0

0<T<1*

T
E( sup ||/O fc(ai,w,¢)d5‘|£> < 0(52p—7np+ ‘|¢(0)H(2lp82p—ﬁp)7

0<T<1*

T
E( swp | / F@)dslly) < O 4 [ub(0) ).

0<T<7*

Proof Since the proof of the above inequalities are similar, we just prove
the first one for simplicity. Recalling the fact that for a € R, all H* norms are
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equivalent on A, we obtain that

sup H/ Felai,a;, )ds||p>

0<T<T

< C]E( sup {/OT ch(az‘,aj,@/)>||aﬂds}p>

0<T<7*

T p
<CE( swp | / il llasllo (1@l + 170 + 1V Ila)ds] )

o<T<r*
2 o s -2 b 5
< Cen- ﬁp( / sTmeh s||¢(0)||a_5ds> - Cep5np
0
< CE" + [|[p(0) |5 ~2P),

where Assumption 2.3 is used in the second inequality, Lemmas 2.1, 3.3 and
3.4 are used in the third one.

Lemma 3.7 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for p > 1, there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

T
E( sup H/() FC(CL1,CL1,K)d3Hg> < C(€2p—6l€p+ HZD(O)HZ&%_E’W).

0<T<r*

Proof For completing the proof, it is sufficient to prove that for ¢ =
1,---N,

sup ‘/ al,al, €i>d8‘g> < C(g2p—6f<;p_|_ ||¢(0)Hg82p—5/€p)7
O<T<T*

Let us achieve this goal in the followings. Recall K(T') satisfies
dK = e > AKdAT + GL(0)(Q + a;)dWV.
Applying Ito's formula to (F.(ay, a1, A; 1K), e;), we derive that
(Felar(T), ar(T), A, K(T)), i) — (Fela1(0), a1(0), A, K(0)), e)

- /O Lo + Flar).an, A7), ) + < 2(Fular, an, ), ex)|ds
o f ij?fc(c;;(oxal)fj,Gg<o><a1>fj,«481K>,ei>ds
= f;m(c:;(oxal)fj, AT GL0)(Q + an) fy), s
+ Q/OT(]:C(al, G’C(O)(al)-,AglK),e,')dW

T
+ / (Feolar, a1, A72GL0)(Q + a1) ), e;)dW
0
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Noting A;?! is a bounded linear operator from H® to H with H C H®, we obtain
that

sup ‘/ Fe(Lear + Felar), al,As_lK)’@Ddﬂp)

O<T<T*

scxa( s [ laaldxas¥)

0<T<T*
< O + [[(0)|[he" =),

where we use (3.9) in the last inequality. Similarly, other drift terms can be
estimated. Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we can also estimate
diffusion terms as follows:

sup |/ (a1,G.(0)(ay)-, Ay K) ez>dW\p>

O<T<T*
<C(€p M [ (0) e 3“7’),

o | [ (o0, 4GOI + a0)), TP

O<T<T*
< O + [ (0)|[ne"7).

Collecting all the estimations, we complete the proof.

By Lemma 3.7, it is straightforward to have the next result.

Lemma 3.8 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for p > 1, there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

T
E( sup H/ fc(al,al,@b)dgug) < 0(82]?*6/@_{_ Hw(o)“g&_?pf&{p).
0

o<T<7*

Lemma 3.9 Under Assumptions 2.1, 2.4, 2.5, for Ty > 0 and p > 1, there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

aw | [ GO [ A0 G O@aF T ) < e

O<T<TO

Proof For p > 2, we obtain that

E( sup | / GUOL | 7 G0N QI (W (o))

0<T<T}y
/ (ElIGL(0 [/ AL 0) QA ()] g e) )
o [ @1 [ e aon@an s

< [ [ 1t 0@ e )

[liS]

<C

/N

IA

N3
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(0)(Q)12drds)”

I

Q

=
>~
<
N

I[]e

?

e~ 20ls=r) i 1GL(0)(Q) f5lIZ drds)

EEL(0)(Q) Hf%(Uﬂa)des) 2

®

~
o
(@)
"
V)
3

e g drds)

2

e sds) O],
< Cllp ()15,

where we use Lemma 7.7 of [24] in the second line, and Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality in the forth one. The case for 1 < p < 2 still holds due to Holder
inequality.

Lemma 3.10 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for p > 1 and ||1(0)||, < €, there
exists a constant C > 0 such that

T ~
B sw || [ M) < o,
0

0<T<7*

where

M(T) = e7*Ge(ear(T) + ax(T) + ep(T)) — e~ GL(0)(ar(T)) — Ge(0)(ax(T))
—e ' GL0)( /0 AT (0) () dW) — %GZ(O)(M(T), a\(T))

Proof By Taylor expansion, we know that there exists 6(t) on the line
between 0 and e(ay (1) + eas(T) + (7)) such that

e 2G(eay + €%ag + e)
= 6_1G/(0) (CL1 + @b) + G/(O) (CLQ) + %G”(O) (CL1 +eas + Y, a1 + €as + ¢)

+ gG”’(é)(al +eagy + 1, a1 + €as + Y, a1 + gas + V). (3.13)
Based on (3.13), we turn to prove that
T
E( sup | / M)A ) < ce0, (3.14)
0<T<7* 0

where
M(T) = e GUO)QUT) + J(T) + V(T) — K(T)]
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T
+e71GL0)( / AT (0)(Q)AIW (s)
0
1 1
+ 5GC(0) (a1 + eas + 4, ar + eaz + ¢) = SG(0) (a1, @)
+ %Gg’(é)(al + cas + w, a; + eas + "(p, a; + eas + w)

By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we can obtain

sup | / “a0)(Qar )

0<T<T
< Cllp0)]I%
< CeP,

and

w | [ Grow vamy)

Ty s
< CE( /O T GE(0) (6, ) ey )

To g
< CE( / To. 19112 )
0

T, £
< cx( / o (1QI2 + 172 + 1V]2)ds)

f; (752p—3np'

The estimations of other terms can be obtained in view of Lemmas 3.3, 3.4 and
3.9.

Remark 3.11 In [5], the initial value of fast modes is assumed to be of or-
der 5, but we need 1(0) is of order ¢ as provided in Lemma 3.10. Indeed, it
15 reasonable and plausible to adopt this assumption. If else, fast modes could
be involved in the second-order amplitude equations. However, our aim 1is to
obtain the approrimation of SPDEs via SDEs, so it is better to study the am-
plitude equations without information about the fast modes. The other reason
is from the technical aspect. In other words, fOT e 1GL(0)(Q)dAW is of order
O(||#(0)]|a), and we can not separate any high-order terms from it. Neverthe-
less, an alternative assumption is GL(0)(¢(0))U = 0, for any U € U, but we
dismiss this case for the sake of simplicity.

Thanks to previous preliminaries, we now can separate some high-order terms
from as(T).

15



Lemma 3.12 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for p > 1 and ||¢(0)||o < €, there
exists a constant C > 0 such that

QQ(T> = CLQ(O) -+ /OT[ECCLQ + 3fc(a1, ai, CLQ)]dS + /OT 6_1G/C<0)(y>dW

+ [ (G0 @) + 5GLO) @, an)ai + (T (3.15)

where

T
W(T) = / AT G (0) (an)d IV,
0

and

E( sup [Ri(T)[}) < Cer.

0<T<*

Proof By Lemmas 3.6 and 3.8, we can obtain that

T
/ e Fo(ar + az + ) — e ' Fular) — 3F.(a1, a1, a9)lds = O(e' ).
0

Then, using Lemma 3.10 to bound the high-order terms of the diffusion term,
we complete the proof.

With the help of Lemma 3.12, we get rid of the high-order terms Ry (7T") from
(3.15), and derive the reduced system of as(T") as follows:

b(T) = as(0) + /()T[ﬁcb + 3F.(a1, a1, b)]ds + /OT e 1GL(0)(Y)AW

+ [ (GU0b) + 5610, )b (3.16)

Note that there still exists the fast fluctuation fOT £ 1GL(0)(Y)dW in (3.16),
which results in that (3.16) can be not the second-order amplitude equations
as desired. Before further analyzing such fast fluctuation term, let us present
some estimations about a1(T"), as(T) and b(T') as follows.

Lemma 3.13 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for ay(T) given in (3.2), Ty > 0
and p > 1, there exists a constant C' > 0, such that

E( sup (D)) < Cllar (0"

0<T<T,
Proof The proof follows from Lemma 4.8 in [5].

Lemma 3.14 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for ai1(T) given in (3.2), Ty > 0
and p > 1, there exists a constant C' > 0, such that

T s
B( s [ 1GH0) [ 0 GO @)y ) < CP e 0)]”

0<T<T,

16



Proof

For p > 1, we obtain that

5o [ 1610 [t GO0 a1 e )

0<T<T,

To S 2,
< / E||G(0) / A G (0) () AW, 7yl
To s B
SC/ E| / A (0) (@) ATV ()2 ds

TO S
<0/ / 200972 gy |2)dr] £

< Ce’llax (0) )7,

where the second inequality holds from Assumption 2.5, the third one holds
due to Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, and the last one holds by Lemma

3.13.

Lemma 3.15 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for as(T) and b(T) given in (3.15)
and (3.16) respectively, Ty > 0, p > 1 and ||(0)||, < €, there exists a constant
C > 0, such that

Proof

E( swp (D)) < CL+ O + ax(0)|P), (317
E( swp [B(T) ~ax(T)|?) <O P14 [ (O)),  (3.18)
E( s flax(D)|) < O+ Jm(O) + ax(O)P). (319

This proof of (3.17) is similar to Lemma 3.13, but we would like to

show it for the completeness.

Set the stopping time 7i:

— if{T > 0, |u(T)| > K}.

For p > 2 and T € [0, Ty A 7¢], applying Ito's formula to (3.16), we obtain

I(T)]IP < C\Iag(O)HerC/O D"~ [{Lcb, b) + (Felar, a1, 0), b)]ds

e / 6725, GL0)(B) + G(0)(ar, ar) + = GL(0)()dIF')

T
+ 0/0 [6]"2[|G2(0)(b) + G (0)(ar, a1) + & GL(O) (V)12 30 ds-

Then, we obtain that for any 77 € [0, Tp):

sup  [[b(T)|")

E(
0<T<Ti N1

17



< CllaaO)IP +CE( sup_lan(0]) +CE( [ T lras)

0<T<T,

rer( [ o) oo [ IGO0 )
reeve( | GO )’
< C(1+ aa(0)|1” + la(0)]#) + C /E( sup[[b(s1)||")ds

0<51<sATK
1
+E( sup (D)),
2 \o<T<TiArc

where the first inequality follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality, the second one follows from Young’s inequality and
Lemma 3.14. Furthermore, using Gronwall’s lemma, we derive that
E( s (D)) < O+ far(O)]F + [lan(0)]7).
0<T<ToATKc

Next task is to replace Ty A 7 with Tj. Denoting the right side of the last
inequality by C', we obtain that
p(m > TO> - P( sup  [[b(T)|| < /c>

T<TyATx

:1—1@( sup Hb(T)IlzIC)
T<TyATx

C
>1—@

It follows from the above inequality that if I — oo, supgcrorar [[0(2)]]
monotonously converges to supg<r<, ||b(f)||” @.s.. Then, monotone convergence
theorem yields that

E( sup [B(D)IF) = tim B( sup o)) < C.

0<T<T) 0<T<THATK

We can further use Holder inequality to prove (3.17) for 1 < p < 2.
Now, let us prove (3.18) and (3.19). Let h(T) = b(T) — ao(T) + R1(T),
T € [0,7%]. Then, we derive that

T T
W(T) = / Co(h — Ry)ds + 3/ Fular, a1, h— Ry)ds
0 . ~0
+/ G.(0)(h — Ry)dW (s).
0
For p > 2, we use Ito’s formula again to obtain that

IR
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T T
< C/ Hth_z(/LC(h—Rl),h>ds+0/ Hth_z(]-"C(al,al,h—Rl),h)ds
0 T 3 B 0 T
e / 1720k, GLO) (R — Ry)dIV) + C / 1A ]P-2|lh — Ry|Pds.
0 0

Thanks to condition (2.2), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality,
we derive that

[P (T)[”

T T
SC/ (th\“rI\Rlllp+IIRlH”HalHQp)dSJrC/ IR[IP=2[[7 — Ruf|*ds
0 0

e / [B]P~2(h, GL(0) (h — Ry)dTW).

From Lemma 3.12, we know R;(T) = O(e'7%%). Then, in virtue of Lemma

3.13 and Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, it is easy to obtain that for any
Ty € 10, To),
E( sup |[A(T)[")

0<T<ToAT*

T
gCsp—lgﬁp(ljt||a1(0)\|2p)+0/ E( sup |h(s1)[|")ds.
0

0<s51<sSAT*

Furthermore, with the help of Gronwall’s lemma, we own that

B( sup [A(T)|P) < O (1 + [}y (0)]*). (3.20)

0<T<*

Therefore, (3.18) and (3.19) are the consequent results of (3.17) and (3.20).

4 Main results

Recalling that there exists the term dependent of the parameter € in (3.16),
thus we need to further deal with the trouble. Let us now investigate (3.16) in
two cases.

Case I: [, e 'GL(0)(V)dW = 0, for T € [0,Ty), a.s..
In this case, we assume

T
/ e 1GL(0)(V)AW = 0, for T € [0, Tp], a.s.. (4.1)
0

We remark that the sufficient condition for (4.1) is either G%(0)nid = 0, for any

neNandU € U, or G.(0)5U = 0, for any 5 € S and U € U. In this case, we
can easily obtain the second-order amplitude equations as follows:

b(T) = ay(0) + /0 [L.b+ 3F.(ay,ay,b)]ds + /0 [G;(O)(E)+%G’C’(0)(a1,a1)]dﬁ/.
(4.2)
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By Lemmas 3.5 and 3.15, we conclude the following result.

Lemma 4.16 Let Assumptions 2.1-2.5 and condition (4.1) hold. For p > 1,

la1(0)|la < €75, |la2(0)]|a < €75, [[1(0)||a < &, there exists some constant
C > 0, such that
B( sw RO ) < C0,
0<T<r*
where
Ro(T) = u(eT) — ear(T) — *b(T) — eQ(T) — e K(T).

From Lemma 4.16, we obtain the second-order approximation of w(t) for
t € [0,e727*]. We are going to show such approximation is still valid for ¢ €
[0, e72Tp] with high probability. For x > 0 , set Q* C Q of all w C Q such that
all these estimates

5Kk

sup [Jay(T)|| <e7>,  sup |[laa(T)[| <,

K

0<T<1* 0<T<r+*
sup [0(T)|la <73,  sup [|Ro(T)|o < £3~2%,
O0<T<r 0<T<r+

hold.

Lemma 4.17 Let Assumptions 2.1-2.5 and condition (4.1) hold. For p > 1,
la1(0)[la < €75, [laz(0)[la < e75, [[¥(0)]la < €, there exists a constant C' > 0,
such that

P(QY*) > 1 — CeP.

Proof For fixed p > 1, we obtain that
P(O) > 1-P( sup [ar(T)]| > e ) = P( sup [as(T)|| > &%)

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

—P( sup [¥(T)llo > &%) = P( sup [|Bo(T)]la > ")
0<T<1* 0<T<1*
Kq qu
>1—e2E( sup [lay(T)[|) —e = E( sup |[[az(T)[|)
0<T<7* 0<T<1*
—e?E( sup [[(T)]|4) — e E( sup || Ro(T)||5)
0<T<7* 0<T<t*

>1-—Cée?,

where we use Chebyshev inequality in the second inequality, and use Lemmas
3.5, 3.13, 3.15 and 4.16 with ¢ large enough in the last one.

Theorem 4.18 Let Assumptwns 2.1-2.5 and condition (4. ) hold. For p >
1, [|a1(0)[la < 73, [|las(0)|la < 753, [[¥(0)||a <&, and k € (0, 55), there ezists a
constant C' > 0, such that

IP’( sup  |[u(t) — car(£2t) — £2b(2t) — e Q%) — e K (21)]|o > 53—2%) < e,

0<t<e2Ty
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Proof Note that
0 C {w| swp )] <= sup oo < e, sup (7)<
0< * 0<T<7*

0<T<7* <I<r

C {UJ‘T* =Ty} C Q.
Then, we have
sup ||Ra(T)|la = sup ||Ro(T)||a < ¥ w € O,
0<T<T, 0<T<7*
It follows from Lemma 4.17 that
P( sup ||Ro(T)|la > &*2) <1 - P(Q) < OeP.
0<T<T,

Case IT: [} e 'GL(0) (V)W # 0, for T € [0, Ty, a.s..

In this case, we consider condition (4.1) can not hold, for T" € [0,Tp), a.s..
The term fOT £~1G"(0)(Y)dW dependent of the parameter € appears in (3.16),
which motivates us to pay more attention to such term. Our key approach is to
separate the high-order terms from the quadratic variation of the diffusion term
of (3.16). On the one hand, for the case that 1 < dim N < oo, the second-order
amplitude equations can be obtained as desired by such approach, but we just
can prove that the approximate solutions weakly converge the real solutions
without any precise rate. Since our motivation is to improve the convergence
rate between the approximate solutions and the real ones in the paper, we
ignore the argument about the weak convergence. On the other hand, for the
case that dim N = 1, relying on Lemma 6.1 in [9], we not only can obtain the
second-order amplitude equations, but also provide the rigorous convergence
rate. Therefore, we focus on the case that dim N = 1 in the remainder of the
section. As preparation, we provide the following notations and lemmas.

Set

0(0) =Y [ (GO COOL

R(T) =53 [ (GUO) @) . GO

35(T) = LH(T) + 3F.(ar(T), a1 (T), b(T)),
B(T) = GLOMT)) + 2CLO0) (@ (T),ax(T)) + = CLO) VD)),

Lemma 4.19 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, forp > 1, ||a1(0)||a < €75, [|az(0)]|o <

g5, [[1(0)||a < &, there exists some constant C > 0, such that

E( sup |§1(T)]p) < Ce¥=3mp, (4.3)

0<T<T)
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E( sup |§2(T)\p> < Ol (4.4)

0<T<T,

Proof  Since the proof of (4.3) and (4.4) are similar, we just prove (4.3)
here. Recall that Y (T') satisfies

dY = e 2AVdT + G.(0)(ay)dW .

Following the similar proof as in Lemma 3.4, we can obtain Y(T) = O(!~%).

Applying Ito's formula to io: (GL(0)(b) f;, GL0)(AS1Y) f;), we have
j=1

*ZZ / (OB GO s
= D {GUOBD)) f;. G0 (AT V(TN f)
—Z / (GO 5, CLO (AT (L0 @) ) )

—Z / (GL(0) (@) 5, GL(O) (AT D) £} s

e.¢]

-3 / (GLO)(G1) 5, GL(0) (A1) f) I
-2 / (GL(0)(Gufi) fi, GLO)(ASIGL(0) (ar) 1) £;)ds
ji=170

Recalling A1 is a bounded and linear operator, it is easy to

E( sup |11(T)\p)

0<T<T,

<E( sup Z (0 fJHQZ IGLONAT VTN LI

0<T<T,

1

< CE(_sup Hb(T)\|2p> IE( sup ”3’<T>”3p)1

0<T<T, 0<T<T,
pP—2Kp
< (Ce :

where we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the first inequality, use Holder
inequality and Assumption 2.5 in the second one, and use Lemma 3.15 in the
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last one. By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we can have

E( sup |B(T)]")
0<T<T,

< CE( / | (GLO)B) ;. Gul0) (A (CL0) (@) ) ) izl

]:

[\S]aS]

[\SpS]

/ Z Z (b).fj, GL(0) (A (G;(O)(al)fl))fj>\2ds>
/ Z Z |G/ f]H Z ||G/ ( )(al)fl))fjHQ)dS)g
3

121451 (GL (0 ><a1>fl>>u§)ds)2
HprHme)

IA
Q
&=

< CE

o
(
< cx
(

Analogous arguments as above can yield that

Z]E( sup ||I( )Hp)gcgi’mp.

0<T<Ty

Consequently, collecting all the estimations, we complete the proof.

Here, we introduce some notations from [9]. For a Hilbert Space H, denote
the tensor product of it by v; ® vy, and the symmetric tensor product of it by
V1 Vg Vg = %(vl ® V9 + V9 ® vl), where vy,v9 € H. Furthermore, define the
scalar product in the tensor product space H® ® H” by (U1 ® V1, U2 ® V9)a 8 1=
(u1, U)o (v1,v2) 3, Where uy, us € H, v1,v9 € HP. For simplicity of notation, we
adopt (-, ), instead of (-,-)a.a. The norm of H* @ H” is induced by such scalar
product. For two linear operators £, and £, on H, define the symmetric tensor
product of them by ([,a R L'b) (v1 ®v9) = %([,avl ® Lyve + Lyvy ® Eavl).

We note ||v1 ®s va|pes,we < [|v1]lallv2]la, for any vy, ve € H® and a € R. Tt
is also easy to check I ®, A is an operator with eigenvalues —@ in the basis
e ®sej. Then, we assert that (I®,.4)7! as pseudo-inverse (i.e., (I&;.A4) (N @
N) = 0) is a bounded operator from H* 2 ®, H* 2 to H* ®, H*, for a € R.
In fact, for X = szjzl Trier Qs e; € HY ®, H®, we have

o

2
—1 o 2 2 2 ) 2
(e, 4) Xn%a@sw—(k_z_ G ks O+ 1705 + 1)
kzjj_;él
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<00 af e+ 2y + 1))

kj=1
= O ¥yt

Define G(-) be a linear and bounded operator from H* @, H* to R by

Z 215 (G(0)(ex) fi, GL.(0) (e;) fi)-

k.j,l=1

Then G(Y ®; V) = >_21(Ge(0)(V) fi, GL(0)(V) fo).

Moreover, we need a notation to simplify the representation. For a family of
real-valued processes {X.(T)}rso, we call X, = O(f.) if for every p > 1, there
exists a positive constant C' such that

E( sup [X.(T)F) <O,

0<T<r*

where 7 is given in Definition 3.3.

With the above convenient notations, we present the following lemma.

Lemma 4.20 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, forp > 1, ||a1(0)||a < 75, [|az(0)]|o <
e 5, [9(0)]la < &, we have

_2/ GV @ Y)ds = “Z/ G s A) (G (0)(b) fi @5 G(0)(b) f)ds

In particular, we have for T € [0, Ty,

1 - -1 / /

—3 > 61 e, ATHG(0)(B) fi @, GLO)B)AI)T) >0, as.  (4.5)

1=1
Proof Applying Ito's formula to YV ® ), we obtain
T 1 T
_2/ (Y ®sAY)ds = —(y ®s YN(T) — / Y ®, GL0)(b)dW
0
/‘§ja ()i &, GLO)B)flds.  (4.6)

Noticing Y ®, AY € H* 2 ®, H* 2, we then apply G(I®, A)~! to both sides
of (4.6) to have

sup |~ /Qy®s

0<T<T()
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PN LI CAUIOVENATICIEND

< C’E( sup [G(I®, A) Y ®s y)(T)‘p>

0<T<Ty

+CE sup / G(I®s A)~HY @5 GL0)(b )fl)d/61|p>
O<T<Tg =1

< CeP™p,

where we use Y(T) = O %), b(T) = O(e~ %) and Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality in the last inequality.
As for the proof of (4.5), it is sufficient to prove M = 2@:2 ﬁmkmj >0,

for any mk c R Let 7)1 — (ef)\zI’ e 76*)\71,1', e )7 7)2 — (7n27 e ’mn7 . e )
Notice that PoP{ Py PI is non-negative. Then, we have

M = / PyPLPPidx > 0.
0

The second-order amplitude equation considered here is just one-dimensional
ODE, so we introduce the following notations for the sake of convenience:

?2(0) = (az(0), e1)
bl(T> = <b<T)7 61>7

oo

1= YGON e  CLONe
— 5601®, A GO @, GL0)en))
o) = Y (GLONeN, GO o)1)
(1) = £ (GO0 @, a0 GO ) )
ou(T) = ]cell+3f(a1( T),a1(T), 1), 1)
1= [ 1G1010) + 3600 w00 + GO s, (17
5o(T) = /O (015 + 0a(8)b1 + o3(s)]ds, (4.8)

T
1 .
My(T) = </ (G0)(b) + 5GL(0) (a1, 1) + e GLO) VAW, e1).
0
Then, Lemmas 4.19 and 4.20 immediately yield the following lemma .
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Lemma 4.21 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, forp > 1, ||a1(0)||a < €75, ||az(0)la <
g5, [[1(0)]|a < &, we have

g5(T) = gG(T) + 0(81_&{).

The next lemma plays an important role in the process of dealing with the
high-order terms of the diffusion part.

Lemma 4.22 Let M,(T) be a continuous martingale with respect to some
filtration (Fr)rs0. Denote the quadratic variation of Mi(T) by fi(T) and let
f2(T) be an arbitrary Fr-adapted increasing process with fo(0) = 0. Then,
for p > 1, there exists a filtration g‘;T with Fr C jT and a continuous jT
martingale Ms(T) with quadratic variation fo(T) such that, for every ry < 3,
there exists a constant C' with

E sup |VG(T) = M(T)| < CEIRT)™)H(E sup |A(T) = fAT)")"
0<T<Ty 0<T<Ty

+CE sup |fi(T) — fo(T)]
0<T<T,

p
2 .

Noting M;(T) is a continuous real-valued martingale with the quadratic vari-

ation gs(7") given in (4.7), then we have the following lemma in view of Lemma
4.22.

Lemma 4.23 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, forp > 1, ||a1(0)]|a < €75, [|az(0)|la <
e75, ||0(0)||a < e, there exists a continuous Fp martingale My(T) with the
quadratic variation go(T) given (4.8), a constant C > 0 and 7 € (0,1), such
that

E( sup | M (T) —MQ(T)\p> < s, (4.9)
0<T<T,
Moreover, there exists a Brownian motion B(T) with respect to the filtration
jT, such that

T
MQ(T) = / [O’lb% + OQ(S)bl + Og(S)]idB. (410)
0
Proof Thanks to Lemmas 3.12 and 3.15, we obtain
E( sup |§5(T)]p> <Ce . (4.11)
0<T<T,

Then, Lemma 4.22 and (4.11) imply (4.9). And, applying martingale represen-
tation theorem to Ms(T'), we derive (4.10).

In view of Lemma 4.23, we can get rid of the high-order terms hiding in M,
and obtain the second-order amplitude equation as follows:

bo(T) = as(0) + /OT o4(5)bads + /()T[all;% + 03(5)by + 03(s)]2dB. (4.12)
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Here, we need to note that (4.12) is well defined. Indeed, o5(t) and o3(t) are
random processes with respect to the filtration .%;, while B(T) is a Brown-
ian motion with respect to the filtration Fr containing .%r. Thus, it is rea-
sonable to estimate the error between by (T) and by(T) on the stochastic base
(Q,.Z,{Z}+=0,P). In order to achieve this goal, an auxiliary equation is con-
sidered as follows:

b3(T> = &2(0) + /0 0'4(8)63(18 + /0 [016% + 0—2(8)51 + 0'3(8)]%dB

Let us present b (T') can be approximated by bg(T) well as the following lemma.

Lemma 4.24 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for Ty > 0, p > 1, ||a1(0)|la <
e, Jas(O)lla < &5, [$(0)la < <, we have

E( sup \Bg(T)|P) < e, (4.13)

0<T<T,

IE( sup \Bl(T)—Eg(T)\p> < e, (4.14)
0<T<T,

Proof  This proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.15. In fact, applying It6's
formula to b3(7T"), we derive for p > 2:

) =0 + [ pos(s)+ EE 010t + 0a(s)h + on(s)) 2T

N[

T
b [t + o+ (o)
0
By Lemmas 3.13 and 3.15, we know a;(T) = O(¢75) and b (T) = O(e~3).
Then, performing the similar deductions provided in the proof of Lemma 3.15,
it is easy to obtain (4.13). And, following from Mi(T) — My(T) = O(e"3%),
(4.14) can be obtained immediately.

Next lemma is devoted to the error between by(T') and by(T).

Lemma 4.25 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for Ty > 0, p > 1, ||a1(0)|la <
e, ax(O)lle < &5, [6(0)]a < &, we have

IE( sup \BQ(T)P’) < Ce (4.15)

0<T<T,

E( sup [a(T) = by(T)[") < C=™ 5" (4.16)
0<T<T,

Proof Noting 09(T) = O(¢72%) and 03(T) = O(¢~**), we can obtain (3.16)
as the analogous arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.15. Let us move to prove
(4.16). Setting by(T') = by(T) — bs(T'), we have

by(T) :/0 04(5)54ds+/0 (g7(s) — gs(s))dB,
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where gr(s) = [0103 + 09(s)by + 03(s)]2 and Gs(s) = [010? + aa(s)by + 03(s)]?.
Note that there exists a positive constant C' such that for any T € [0, Tp], ,

197(T) — gs(T)| < C|B2(T) — El(T)L a.s.. (4.17)

For p > 2, Ito’s formula yields that

T T
B(T)P < C / ByfPds + C / B4l (s) — gs(s)[*ds
0 0

e / Bl g1 (s) — 9s(s)[dB. (4.18)

Taking the expectations of both sides of (4.18) and using the property (4.17),

we derive
E(\B4(T)\p) < C/OTE(|E4\P)C13+C/OTE(\61 —63\p)ds.

Then, by Gronwall’s lemma and (4.14), it is easy to obtain
E(|54(T)|p) < % T e [0, Th). (4.19)

Next, let us return to (4.18) and estimate the expectation of the supremum of
|b4(T)|P. Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Young inequality, we
can have

]E< sup |B4(T)|p) < C’IE?(/OT0 \B4|Pd3) + CE(/OTO by — E3|2pds>é.

0<T<Ty

Consequently, it follows from (4.14) and (4.19) that (4.16) holds.
Obviously, Lemmas 4.24 and 4.25 yield that b (T) = by(T) + O(s77~"5").
Then, combining with Lemmas 3.5, 3.15, we present the main result as follows.

Theorem 4.26 Under Assumptions 2.1-2.5, for To > 0, p > 1, ||a1(0)||a <
e75, [las(0)|la < €73, [[¥(0)]la < €, and & € (0,55), there exists a constant
C >0, such that

IP’( sup  ||u(t)—eai (e%t)—e2by (%t e1—e Q%) —e K (2t) || o > 52”_20“) < CeP.

0<t<e—2T

5 Application

In this section, we are going to apply our results to stochastic Allen-Cahn
equation, and highlight that the approximate solution constructed by the second-
order amplitude equation is more accurate via numerical stimulation.

Stochastic Allen-Cahn Equation
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Consider stochastic Allen-Cahn equation with multiplicative noise written as

Ot = (Opy + Du + €*u — v’ 4 g[sinu — cos u + cos hu - O, W (t), (5.1)
u(0) = uy,

with respect to Dirichlet boundary conditions on [0, 7], where W (t) is Wiener
process, and h is constant.

Set H := L*[0,7], A :=0pp + 1, L := I and F(u) := —u?, G(u) = sinu —
cos u + cos hu.

Firstly, let us consider Case I and check each Assumption as follows.

Note —Aei(x) = Aer(z) with A\, = k% — 1 and ex(z) = \/%sin kx, where
er(x) is an orthonormal basis of H. Then, Assumption 2.1 holds with m = 2
and kernel space N' = {e; }.

The function space considered here is H! as defined in Definition 2.1. Obvi-
ously, Assumption 2.2 is true with a« =1 and g = 0.

Noticing that H! is Banach algebra, condition (2.1) is satisfied. And, we
can easily obtain — [ sin(z)*dz < 0, so condition (2.2) is valid. In addition,
since F is a standard cubic nonlinearity, condition (2.3) is also true . Thus,
Assumption 2.3 holds.

We suppose that W (t) is one-dimensional real-valued Brownian motion on a
stochastic base (€2, #, {%#}i>0,P). Obviously, Assumption 2.4 is satisfied.

It is easy to check that G(-) is an Hilbert-Schmidt operator from H! to
Z(HL, R), and satisfy that for any uy, us, uz3 € H, v € R:
G'(0)(uy) v =wuy - v,
G"(0)(ur,ug) - v = —(h* = Duquy - v,

G"(0)(uy, u9, u3) - v = ugugusz - V.

All conditions of Assumption 2.5 are satisfied.

Denote S the orthogonal complement of by A/. For any u; € N, us € S,
v € R, we have

Go(0)(ur) - v1 =0,
Ge(0)(uz) - v1 =0,

which imply that condition (4.1) holds.

Therefore, we can apply Theorem 4.18 to (5.1), and derive the first-order
amplitude equation:

a1(T) = a1(0) +/0 (a1(s) — %a:{’(s))ds +/0 ai(s)dW(s),
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and second amplitude equation:

) = [ (@)~ gran(olaiioas + [ ants) - Do)

where T = €2, W(T) is the rescaled version of W (t), a;(0) = £,

Assuming uy = 5\/% sin(x), then we obtain
u(t) = 5a1(52t)\/gsin(x) +0O(e%), (5.2)
u(t) = 5a1(52t)\/gsin(x) + 52a2(52t)\/gsin(x) + O(), (5.3)

where (5.2) follows from Theorem 2.1 in [5], and (5.3) holds due to Theorem
4.18.

In the followings, let us compare (5.2) and (5.3) via numerical analysis. We
use drift-implicit Euler—spectral Galerkin scheme [37] to compute the numerical
solution of u. And, the numerical solutions of a; and as are solved by Euler

method [28, 30, 38]. Then, consider error R;(t) := Hu(t)—5a1(€2t)\/%Sin(l‘)Hp,
and error Ry(t) = |Ju(t) — 5a1(52t)\/%sin(x) — 52a2(€2t)\/%sin(x)|\p. Here, we

want to explain that the numerical solution of u is valid in the sense of L?
(please see Theorem 4.1 in [37]), so the errors are considered in the sense of
L? rather than H'. Nevertheless, the errors are still reliable due to embedding
theorem.

In Figure 1, we consider € = 0.01,h = 20 and € = 0.001, h = 100 respectively,
and show the mean of the error of 100 samples in the sense of L.

<107 The mean of 100 samples «10® The mean of 100 samples

Error of L% norm
2
Error of L“ norm

0 0.2 04 06 08 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
t t
(a) e = 0.01,h =20 (b) € = 0.001, h = 100

Figure 1: Red and blue curves represent the time evolution of the error R;(t) and Ry (t), respectively.

Through the comparisons, it is intuitive to illustrate that the approximation
solution shown in (5.3) is more accurate.

30



We proceed to consider Case II. Here, we suppose that W (t) = \/g sin kxz 3,

where 3(t) is one-dimensional real-valued Brownian motion on a stochastic base
(Q,. 7, {Z%}+>0,P). It is easy to check that Assumptions 2.4 and 2.5 still hold.
Then, applying Theorem 4.26 to (5.1), we obtain the first-order amplitude
equation:

T
3
b1(T) = b1(0) +/ (bi(s) — —bi(s))ds +/
0 2m 0
and the second-order amplitude equation:

bo(T) ::!/g (bo(s) — éz;bg(s)b%(s))(is *‘(}ﬁ (5103(8) + Faba()b2(s) + G3bi(s))2dB(s),

F8V2, ()ad(s),
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where ((t) is the rescaled version of 5(t), B(t) is one-dimensional real-valued
Brownian motion, b;(0) = £22, and

. 912 X 1
T e R A R+ )2k (AR + 4k - 3)2(2) + 1P(47 + 4] — 3)
128
O3’
2.5 9(h? —1)2
Foo— (b2 _ 1) (—=)2 Oq — ————.
02 (h )(7'() ;03 1672

Furthermore, if uy = 5\/5 sin(z), then we obtain

u(t) = 5b1(52t)\/gsin(x) + O(e%), (5.4)
u(t) = 5b1(52t)\/gsin(x) + 8262(5215)\/%811’1(:6) +O(e3), (5.5)

where (5.4) follows from Theorem 2.1 in [5], and (5.5) is based on Theorem
4.26.
2

Next, let us compare error R3(t) := ||u(t) — 5b1(52t)\/7

ror Ry(t) := ||u(t) — 5b1(52t)\/%sin(x) — 52b2(52t)\/%sin(a:)||p via numerical

analysis.

sin(x)||z2, and er-

In Figure 2, we consider € = 0.01, h = 10 and € = 0.001, A = 30 respectively,
and show the mean of the error of 100 samples in the sense of L.

Through the comparisons, it is intuitive to illustrate that the approximation
solutions shown in (5.3) and (5.5) are more accurate. In terms of computational
efficiency, the time required to solve the first-order and second-order amplitude
equations for each sample is only O(107°) seconds more than that for the first-
order amplitude equation. This means that we can construct the approximate
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solution by the first-order and second-order amplitude equations for ¢ = 0.01,
which maintains the same accuracy as that constructed by the first-order am-
plitude equation for € = 0.001, without requiring excessive computational time.

<108 The mean of 100 samples a5 %107 The mean of 100 samples

35 4 .
/S e
— N
3 ~ e / R
‘-‘; 3 /'
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o / i i o 2 /k/"
g ~ 4 g e
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\

P ~ /
. F / p - B 7 / -
1k / e 1 I'd /
p L~ /
/ e .,-' -
0.5 / 1 /
|
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o

(a) e = 0.01,h =10 (b) € = 0.001,h =30

Figure 2: Red and blue curves represent the time evolution of the error R3(t) and Ry(t), respectively.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we obtain the approximate solutions of a class of SPDEs with
multiplicative noise by the first-order and second-order amplitude equations.
Compared to the approximate solutions constructed by the first-order amplitude
equations [5], the approximate ones of us enjoy improved convergence rate. And,
we use an example to illustrate this viewpoint in Section 5.

We would like to comment the possible extensions in terms of our results. We
can consider that the diffusion part consists of multiplicative and additive noise
at the same time. If the additive noise is of order €2, it is possible to obtain
the high-order approximate solutions. However, it may be a challenge that the
additive noise is of order €. And, we can attempt to derive the higher-order am-
plitude equations if we let u(t) = ep(e?t) +cay (%) +&as(t) +3az(e%t) +- - -
In addition, it is meaningful to consider the high-order approximation of SPDEs
with quadratic nonlinearity, which can be used to the study of stochastic
Burger’s equation and stochastic surface growth model. We also hope ours
result can be applied to random dynamics. In [14], authors investigated the
the approximation of random invariant manifolds of SPDEs with linear multi-
plicative noise via amplitude equations. So far, few results focus on nonlinear
multiplicative noise. Therefore, we want to explore the connection between
mean square random invariant manifolds and amplitude equations in future.
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