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INVARIANT MANIFOLDS AND STABILITY FOR ROUGH DIFFERENTIAL
EQUATIONS

M. GHANI VARZANEH AND 8. RIEDEL

ABSTRACT. We prove the existence of local stable, unstable, and center manifolds for stochas-
tic semiflows induced by rough differential equations driven by rough paths valued stochastic
processes around random fixed points of the equation. Examples include stochastic differential

equations driven by a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H > %. In case the top

Lyapunov exponent is negative, we derive almost sure exponential stability of the solution.

INTRODUCTION

Rough paths theory is a solution theory for ordinary differential equations that is rich enough to
handle equations that are driven by paths with an arbitrary low Holder regularity [LCLOT, [FVI10bL
[FH20]. In particular, it can be used to study equations driven by Brownian trajectories and thus
opens the possibility to study stochastic differential equations (SDEs) completely pathwise. This
clear separation between probabilistic aspects of the driving process and the deterministic analysis
of the equation makes it possible to define solutions to SDEs that are driven by very general driving
signals. In particular, in contrast to Itd’s stochastic calculus, rough paths theory allows to study
SDEs driven by stochastic processes lacking the martingale property. A famous class of stochastic
processes serving as possible driving signals for rough differential equations are Gaussian processes
and, most prominently among them, fractional Brownian motions with a Hurst parameter H > %
FGGRI16].

Using SDEs driven by more general processes than Brownian motion can be more realistic in
modelling real-world phenomena, but their analysis is significantly more complicated. This is
due to the fact that the solution process lacks two properties that are heavily used in classical
stochastic analysis: the martingale- and the Markov property. The question of how results that are
known for SDEs driven by a Brownian motion can (or cannot) be generalized to equations driven
by a fractional Brownian motion (or even more general Gaussian processes) has attracted many
researcher’s interest and still is an important, yet challenging problem.

One aspect of great interest is the question of how to describe the long-time behaviour of the
solution to a rough differential equation (RDE) driven by signals more general than Brownian
motion. Let us recall that in case of classical SDEs, two core concepts that are used frequently to
describe the long-time behaviour are invariant measures for the Markov semigroup and stochastic
stability (see e.g. [Khal2]). However, both concepts are not easy to generalize to rough differential
equations. Concerning invariant measures, the lack of the Markov property does not even tell us
how an invariant measure should be defined, leaving alone the questions of existence, uniqueness
and convergence towards it. In a series of papers, Hairer and coauthors proposed a solution to
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this problems by generalizing the theory of invariant measures to solutions of equations driven
by a fractional Brownian motion [Hai05, [HOO07, [HP11l [HP13]. Several researchers adopted his
ideas and used it to study related questions within this framework, cf. e.g. [CP11l [CPT14] [FP17,
DPTI19, [PTV20]. Concerning stochastic stability, there exist only a few works that deal with
this problem. For a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H > %, this question was
studied in [GANS18, [DHC19, [DH23|. For lower Hurst parameters, we are only aware of the two
works [GASIS] and [Duc22] that study the case H € (3, 3).

Although invariant measures and stochastic stability are two important concepts, much more
can be said about the long-time behaviour of SDE solutions by using the concepts of random
dynamical systems (RDS) [Arn98]. Indeed, RDS offer very fine tools (Lyapunov exponents, invariant
manifolds, random attractors...) that allow for a detailed description of the behaviour of SDE
solutions. One important applications of RDS is the study of stochastic bifurcation, i.e. qualitative
changes of the solution that appear when perturbing the coefficients of the equation. For Ito
stochastic differential equations, the use of RDS is well-established. More importantly, RDS are
flexible enough to deal with RDEs driven by stochastic processes having stationary increments such
as fractional Brownian motions [BRS17]. This makes RDS a perfect tool for the analysis of the
long-time behaviour of RDE solutions.

The present article offers a way to study the long-time behaviour of nonlinear RDE solutions by
establishing the existence local random invariant manifolds around stationary points. An invariant
manifold has the property that it is invariant under the solution flow of the RDE. In fact, our main
theorems, cf. Theorem [2.11] Theorem 213, and Theorem 215l formulate sufficient conditions for
the existence of stable, unstable, and center manifolds around stationary points and describe their
properties. It is well-known that stable manifolds are closely related to exponential stability of
the solution flow. Indeed, as a by-product of our stable manifold theorem, we can deduce local
exponential stability for RDE solutions provided the largest Lyapunov exponent is negative, cf.
Corollary 2171 We discuss an explicit example for which this property holds in Example

In the following, we compare our main results to existing theorems in the literature. For Ito-
SDEs, stable and unstable manifolds were established in [MS99] and center manifolds are the topic
of [Box89|. Center manifolds for rough differential equations were recently studied in [NK21]. Let
us highlight some key features of our main results and how they are related to the results cited
above.

e This article is the first that proves stable and unstable manifold theorems for rough differ-
ential equations. In particular, we think that the stable manifold theorem is an important
result since it implies almost sure exponential stability of the solution provided that the top
Lyapunov exponent is negative (cf. Section 2] and the discussion below). Compared to
[MS99], note that we do not need to assume that the flow generated by our equation goes
backward in time, too, i.e. we can drop the assumption that the cocycle should be injective.
Note, however, that we are still able to prove an unstable manifold theorem although we
cannot just apply the stable manifold theorem to the time-inversed flow which is a common
strategy in the case of an injective cocycle.

e Throughout the paper, we assume that the driving rough paths are geometric v-Holder
paths with ~ > i. Consequently, our main results can be applied to RDEs driven by
a fractional Brownian motions with Hurst parameter H > %. Note that the authors of
INK21] only consider the case H > % Therefore, our paper establishes the first time a center

manifold theorem for an RDE driven by a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter
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H € (%, %] Working with rough paths of lower Holder regularity is technically more
involved since we have to consider third-order iterated integrals and controlled rough paths
with second Gubinelli-derivatives. However, we think that our arguments will even work
for RDEs driven by geometric Holder rough paths having arbitrary low Holder regularity,
but since our main example is the fractional Brownian motion, we refrained working in this
generality and to keep the calculations as simple as possible.

e We prove the existence of stable, unstable, and center manifolds around stationary points
that are allowed to be random. In contrast, the center manifold theorem in [NK21] only
applies if the equation has 0 as a deterministic fixed point (in fact, in [NK21], it is even
assumed that the first derivative of the drift and first and second derivative of the diffusion
vector field have 0 as a fixed point). There are many equations that fail to have deterministic
fixed points but admit random ones, cf. the discussion in [MS99, pages 15 - 18]. The reason
why we can formulate a more general result here is that we use the Mulitplicative Ergodic
Theorem that ensures the existence of Lyapunov exponents in a very general framework.

e In [NK21I], the drift parameter in the RDE is assumed to be a linear map plus a Lipschitz
continuous nonlinearity. In particular, the drift is assumed to have a linear growth. In many
applications, this assumption is too restrictive (for example, it does not allow to study the
important case Vp(2) = —z|2|? + 2). Our main results are formulated in a generality that
allows drift vector fields with superlinear growth by imposing e.g. only one one-sided growth
conditions as formulated in [RS17].

e The stability result that we discuss in Section 2] differs from those we mentioned above
in several regards. First, it is formulated in a generality that allows to apply it to RDEs
driven by a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H > %. In particular, this is
the first stability statement that holds in the regime H € (%, %] Second, our assumptions
on the equation are less restrictive. For instance, we are still able to prove stability when
the derivative of the diffusion part is not necessarily equal to zero at the equilibrium point,
cf. |[GAS18| Equation (22)], but is allowed to fluctuate around it. This, in particular, is
interesting for studying possible bifurcations. Third, even for the simple regime H € (3, 3],

our proof is much briefer and, we think, more conceptual than those given in [GAS18] and

[Duc22]. Fourth, our result can be used to prove stability around any stationary point if

some estimation of the Lyapunov exponent is provided.

The article is structured as follows. In Section [l we first provide some background about the
rough path theory and prove some auxiliary Lemmas. We then obtain some crucial estimates. The
main results of this section are formulated in Proposition [[.T15, Proposition [[.I6, and Proposition
These three Propositions are our tools for proving the main results of this paper. Section
includes our main results. We introduce random fixed points for cocycles (stationary trajectories)
around which the invariant manifolds exist. The main results of this section are Theorem [Z1T]
Theorem 213 Theorem 215, and Corollary 2T71 At the end of our paper, we provide some
examples for which our findings apply.

Preliminaries and notation. In this section, we gather some conventions, notation, and basic
definitions, which will be used for the rest of the paper.

e For all finite Banach spaces, we will use the same notation ||.|| to denote the norm. Also,
For two Banach spaces U and V, by L(U,V), we mean all bounded linear functions from
U to V with the usual operator norm.

o We will identify £(U, L(V,W)) with L(U @ V,W)) .
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e By C/'(V,W), we mean the space of bounded functions G: V' — W having n bounded

derivatives.
Assume [ is an interval in R and U be a finite Banach space. A map & : I — U, will also
be called a path. For £, we denote its increment by 05 = & — & where by & we mean
&(t). We set

[€llso,1 == sup [[&s]l-
sel

For v € (0, 1], we define the y-Holder seminorm by

[1€s.tl
= sup ————.
”5”’7 stel |t _ Sly
s#£t

Also, we set, [€]lc.s = max{[€]lor, €]l
Assume A € L(U,W) and B € U. By AB we mean Ao B € W, i.e. the composition of A
and B.

We call V: R™ — L(R? R™) a Lip”-vector field, if V be |p|-times continuously differen-
tiable with bounded derivatives and for r = p — |p|

|DEV = DLV
sup

21,20€R™ |21 — 2ol|”
21#£20

We say Vi : R™ — R™ is a locally Lipschitz continuous vector field with linear growth on
R™, if there are constants k1, ko > 0 such that
Vo(2)[ < k1 + rzllz]),

for every z € R™.
Assume X : R — R? be a locally v-Hélder path, i <y < % The second Lévy area for X,
is a continuous function
X2:R xR — R*@RY,
with the following algebraic identity
X2, =X2,+X3, +0Xsu®0Xuy,

. . X2
is true for every s,u,t € R and for which [|X]|2,,7 = sup, ,cpa % < o0 holds on every
s#t

compact interval I C R. The third Lévy area for X, is a continuous function
X3 RxR—-R'@RY@R?
with the following algebraic identity
X3, = X3, + X5, + X2, ®0Xyy+ 06X, @ X

w,t?

X3, |

for every s,u,t € R and the property ||X?(|3,,; = supser s < 00 on every compact
s#£t

interval I C R. We call X = (X, X2 X?) a vy-rough path. We set

ot = 5| X 1, /12,1, /113 3.1

By a < b, we mean for a constant C, which is not dependent on X we have < Cb. Also,
whenever we talk about a constant, we mean it is independent of X.

1X]
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o We say vy-rough path X = (X,X% X3) is geometric, if for X; = Y, ., Xje;, X2, =
ik sis
Z1gi,j§d Xzs,]tei ® e; and Xg,t = Zlgi,j,kgd éjt € ®e; e
X0, + X34 = 0X!,6X], and
i),0(3),0(k i j
S xgPe® — axisx76xE,

‘S)
OET; jk

holds for every (i,j, k) € {1,2,..k}* and s,t € R. Here by m; ;x, we mean set of all
permutations on {i, j, k} and (e;);<i<a, the usual basis of R

1. ROUGH DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

In this section we consider the rough differential equation of the form
(11) dZt = V(Zt)dXt + V()(Zt) dt, ZO =20 € R™.

We will study several aspects of this equation. In particular, we obtain several estimates which are
essential for analyzing the long-time behavior of the solutions of this type of equations. We will
accept the following assumption until the end of this section.

Assumption 1.1. o We assume + < v < 3 and X = (X,X? X3) is a y-Hélder geometric
rough path where X takes values in RY.
o We assume Vy : R™ — R™ 4s a C'-vector field such that we can find a polynomial P, such
that

(1.2) vzeR™: V(2 < P(IZ])

e For % +1l<p< L%J +2, V:R™ = L(RY,R™) is a Lip’—wvector field.
o We assume equations (L)) for every initial value zy € R™, admits a unique solution such
that we can find a polynomial R and a continuous function ®

(1.3) VT >0: |lox(20)llc 017 < PT)R([|20ll, IX[+.10.77)-
We now state three examples in which the above assumption is fulfilled.

Example 1.2. e The easiest case is when V and Vj are Lip?— vector fields. It is well
understood that (L)) for every zp € R™ admits a unique solution [FV10b, Theorem 10.26]
which is also differentiable in the initial condition [EV10b, Theorem 11.6]. In addition the
Assumption ([T is fulfilled.

e Assume V; is a locally Lipschitz continuous vector field with linear growth on R™. Then
from [RS17, Theorem 3.1] the priori bound (I3]) holds. Therefore, Assumption (L) is
fulfilled.

o If Vj satisfies the one-sided conditions formulated in [RS17, Equation ELQ) and (4.2)], it is
shown in [RS17, Theorem 4.3] that the a priori bound (3] still holds

1Strictly speaking, the bounds in [RS17, Theorem 3.1] and [RS17, Theorem 4.3] are formulated for the p-variation
and not for the Holder-norm. However, an inspection of the proof reveals that the same strategy applied there works
also for the Holder norm provided the equations are driven by Hélder rough paths.
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1.1. Basic objects, definitions and auxiliary Lemmas. In this part, we introduce some ele-
ments of rough path theory and the definition of integral in this concept. We will also prove several
auziliary Lemmas for future purposes.

Remark 1.3. If we assume % <v< %, then our calculations become much easier, and the third Lévy
area is superfluous. During this paper, we are considering the more involving case, i.e., % <y< i
All statements remain true for % <y < % under our assumption.

To understand the forthcoming calculations, it will be useful to recall what a path controlled by
X means [FH20, Section 4.5].

Definition 1.4. Let 73 <y and Y : [a,b] = W is a y;-Holder path taking values in some finite
dimensional Banach space W. If there are v;,-Hélder paths Y (1) and Y () taking values in £(R%, W)
resp. L(RY L(RE, W) ~ L(R? @ RY, W) that satisfy
st €fab]: 0y, —YVoX,, —YOIX2, =V =O(|t — s/*) and

oY Y P6X = (YO, = 0(t — s,
the triple (Y, Y(l),Y(Q)) is a path controlled by X. We call YV and Y? the first and second

Gubinelli derivatives, also Y# and (Y ())# the reminder terms. We use DX ([a,0]) to denote the
spaces of controlled path. We also impose the following norm

(15)
flov 0. v

(1.4)

D“ a,b])
= maX{HYHoo,[a,b]a ”Y(l)Hoo,[a,b]a ||Y(2)||oo,[a,b]a ”Y(Q)wa[a,b]a ||(Y(1))#||2’Y1,[a,b]v ||Y#||3'y1,[a,b]}-

It is obvious that if (Z, Z(), Z()) be another path controlled by X, then
H‘ YV +2,YD 4z y® 4 7)) H

< [lory.ye]

) Ml 22

DM le D’Yl ])
Remark 1.5. Following estimates are direct consequences of (I4) and (I]E)

Y Tty S QA+ IXI 0 1Y D3 (a6
1Y a0 S QX+ 1Kl o, b])”YHD“ ([a,b])"

Remark 1.6. To avoid using too many notations, we might sometimes drop W and use Dy ([a, b])
instead of Dy’ y,([a, b]).
Remark 1.7. From (LA4),
s,ut € a0 Y, =Y + Y + (YO # 60X, + 6V AX2
(YO)E, = (YO, + (YO)E, + Y26 X
This yields the following inequality

Jlovy . v

< (Xl o + 12| (Y O,y @)

le(ac])
(1.6) i ‘H v, y®, y®) H

DY ([a,b])

DY ([b, c])
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where a < b<cand c—a < 1.
For the composition of two controlled paths, we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 1.8. Assume U and W, two finite Banach spaces and v1 < . Let A be a vy1-Holder path
which takes value in U and (A, AN, A®)) is controlled by X. Also, we assume B is y1-Holder path
which takes value in L(U, W) and (B, BM), B®) is controlled by X. Set

Sym : R4 @ R - R? @ R,
V1 @ V2 4+ V2 ® vy
5 .

Sym(vy ® v2) =
Define
(AB)) = A
(AB)( = 4
with the following actions
veRY: (AB)M(v) = AV (v)B, + A,BMY(v),
v ®vy € REQRY:
(ALBY)(v1 @ va) = AQ (v1) B (v2),
(AB)? (v @ va) := AP (v; ® 12)Bs + A;B? (01 @ v2) + AW (1) BY (v2) + AM (09) BY (11).
Also

VB, + A,BW,
YB, + A,BY + 241 BWY) o Sym,

W~ o~

(AB)F, = A¥ B, + ABY, + (AP (60X, ) (BP X, + BE) + (ADX, , + AT (0B.),
(AB)D)E, = (AME B, + A, (BO)E, + AD (BD)E, + (AT BY
+(0AL)(0Bs0) + (5A45,)(0BLY).
Then (AB, (AB)(l), (AB)(Q)) is a path controlled by X. In addition, (Ao B)* and ((AB)(l))# are

the reminders terms as (L4). Furthermore

(1.7) H (AB, (AB), (AB)<2>)H

Proof. Note that
(1.8) 0(AB)st = As(6Bs i) + (0As,t)Bs + (0As,1)(0Bs 1).
For the rest of the proof, it is enough to replace the expansions of A and B in (.8]) and notice that
since X is geometric, we have
2(ANBY) o Sym(Xsp) = (AL BM)6X, 4 @6 X

Also, (7)) follows from Remark [[Hand the expressions that we provide in the statement of Lemma.
O

4
D2 () S A+ XI5 fasp) Al D3 (oo 1Bl D32 (1,

Remark 1.9. In case it is obvious what we mean with the first and second Gubinelli derivatives, we
might use the convention of |||Y|||D;( . (fa,p)) instead of (v, Y™, Y(2))H‘D71 (jab])"
s ’ x.w a5

s

It is known that when we composite a controlled path by X with a smooth function, then this new
path is again controlled by X. In the next Lemma, we make this statement precise and explicitly
make some calculations for our future aims.
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Lemma 1.10. Let W and U be finite-dimensional Banach spaces, y1 < v and G: W — U be 3-
times Fréchet differentiable. Assume (Y,Y )Y 2) € DY ([a,b]). Then (G(Y),G(Y)M,G(Y)?) €
DY ([a,b]), where

GV = DyG(y W),

1.9

(1.9) veRY: GY)Vv=DyG(Y W)
and

(1.10) GY)? =D2G(yW yW) 4 DyG(Y?),

V1 @ V2 € R? & R? : G(Y)(2) (’Ul ® ’U2) = D%/G(Y(l)vl, Y(l)’l)g) + DyG(Y(2) (’Ul X ’Ug)).

Furthermore,

(1.11)
L. 1) (2)x2 #y Lo )2 #
(G(Y))s t — DY G( ) + 2D (}/s 5Xs,ta }/s Xs,t + }/s,t) + §DY5G(YS Xs,t + }/s,tv 5}/5,75)
1 2
1 —
+ /0 ( 20) Dg}/t+(1fg)YSG(5}/S,t; 5}/57157 5Y5,t) dO'
GV = D2 G(YPx2, + YA YD) + Dy.G(YD)E,)

+ /1(1 —0)D3y, +(1-0yy, G(0Y5,1,6Ys 1, YD) do + (Dy, G — Dy, G)(6Ys0),
with the follow;ng action
veR?: (G(Y)<1>) v =D} G(YPX2, + Y/, Y V0) + Dy, G(Y W) ,v)
+/01(1— o)D3y. (1 oyy. G (6Yar,0Ye 1, Y{Vv)do + (Dy,G — Dy, G)(6Y 0.
If G € C3(W,U), then
(1.12)  w,v € [a,b] : m ) G(y)@ H

9
D () S (MY Wpgz (usepy + 1K, o) -

Proof. The expression of derivatives and reminders follows from the following Taylor expansions
and this fact that X is geometric.

(1.13)
Ve, y e W

1
Gly) —G(x)=D,Gly —z)+ / (1- U)DinlfU)IG(y —z,y—x)do and
0

1 1 [t (1-0)?
Gly) = Gla) = DGly =) + 5D2G( — .y =)+ 5 [ E570D%, 1, Glu =y =2y —a)don
Also when G € C3(W,U), then the inequality (I.12) is a direct consequence of Remark [[5, (L),

(LI0), (LII) and the following simple inequality
(1.14) x,y>0: max{xy}<1+:1c +9°.

4,7 >0,

i+3<9
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Corollary 1.11. Assume0 < r < 1 and G is a Lip**" — vector field. Let (Y,Y),Y®) (7,20, 2(2)) ¢
DX ([a,b]). Then for a firt0 <k <1

(1.15)
w,v € fa,b]: [[GY) = G(2)llpgr (jun) S max {|||Y = 255, (o)) MY = Zll o3, (e 1Y — Z|||D'* ([u0] )}
(1.16)
X (L Y Mg oty + 120 ey + 1K )
Proof. Firs note that
(GV)®), = (G(2)?), = D3, G, YY) + Dy, G(Y,?) - D,G(2), V) — D2,G(2”)

1
1 1 1 1 1 1
= [ Doy a6 = 2¥0 ¥ o + (03,6070 ¥ - D3, 621, 247)

+ (Dv.G(?) = Dz,G(2))
Therefore,
(1.17) IGY)® = G(2) oo o) S WY = Zllpg (fa.eyy (L + Y 1D 1ae1) + 121D 1a,e1))
Also from Remark [T
18(G(Y)P = G(2) )5l < 16(G(Y)P)s, (G(Z))s4l
< (E— )1+ XU ) (4 1Y W oy + 121 o)

Consequently,

18(GY)® —G(2))se] S N6(GE)P = G(2)D)sIFIGO)P = G(2) PN Th
<= Y = ZI5 5y L+ IXI2 i) @+ DY gy + D20 o)

From our assumption on G

masx { [G(Y) = C2) oo [E0)®D = G2 o iy, GO = G2 o oy}

S Y = Zllpg uep (1 + |||Y|||DW (la:b) + |||Z|||D % (fab]))-

Since G is a Lip*t" —vector field, from (LII]) and Remark [5]
(1.20)

mas {[(GO)# = (G| w1 (GO ) - (G<Z><l>)#n2m,[u,v]}

Smax {I1Y = 2y uapy 1Y = Zlog uwp § (1 1Y g i)
Our claim now follows from (I7)-(T20]). O

(1.18)

(1.19)

We can now define the integral respect to X.

Lemma 1.12. Assume in Definition W = L(R?R™) and 3v1 + > 1. Then, the rough
integral

|| —0, b
T={s=10<T1<...<Tm —t}O j<m

¢
(1.21) / Y dX, = lim Z (Y7, (0X)r, 700 + Y(l)XZ . +ys(2)X3]
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ezists. Furthermore ( [, Y;dX,,Y,Y()) € DY ([u,b]) and
(1.22)
u,v € [a,b] ;|| / Yy 0dX, — Yy (6X)u, — VIVX2 | - VX3 ||

1Y o [ %P

HQ’y,[u,v] "3’)’1[“1”] (

< [HY#HWMU]||X||7,[u,v] IO LT <

Proof. The definition of (L21)) follows by the usual Sewing lemma [FH20, Lemma 4.2]. Also ([22]),
is a consequence of [FH20, Lemma 4.2]. O

Remark 1.13. Assume u,v € [a,b] and 3y, > 2v. From (L22), we can obtain the following inequality
(1.23)
u,v € [a,b] : H’(/ V.dX,,Y,y")

SVl + YO NIX, g + I X g

Jw,v]
Dy ([u,v])
n M (v, YD,y @) H + 3 o)) (v — u 3y1-27
oy (1 X o=
In particular,
(1.24) H‘(/YTdXT,Y,YU)) <oy oyl X )
u DY ([u,0]) D ([w,])

Equations of type ([LT)) are first studied in [RS17]. Also, the authors obtained a priori bounded for
the solutions in C7-norm. For our purposes, C7-norm is insufficient. Therefore, we will investigate
this equation further and obtain a prior bound in D¥-norm.

Remark 1.14. Recall in equation (III), the solution is satisfied
t ¢
Zy = Zy+ V(Z-,—)dX-,— +/ VQ(Z-,—)dT.
0

Where (Z,V(Z),DzV(V(Z))) € D and fo +)dX . is defined in the sense of (L21]).

Proposition 1.15. Let us accept the Assumption L1l Let v # % and ¢ (20) be the solution of

@CI). Set
0x(20)7; = (06x (20))st = V(9% (20))0 Xt = Disg (o) V (V (9% (20))) X2, and
(¢x(20)(1))i = (5V(¢X(ZO)))S¢ — Dys )V (V (% (20))) 6 X s -
Then for the a polynomial Q which depends on V and Vp, we have
(1.26) lléx (z0)lllpy 0,1y < QUIzoll, 1XI4,0,77)-
Proof. From (1), ¢x(20) is controlled by X and
¢ (20)M) = V(9% (20)),
0% (20)® = Dys 20V (V (% (20)))-

v — u)3'n+'v'
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From the first identity in (ILI3) and our expressions in (.25

(¢x(2’0)(1))s = Dys ( zO>V<¢X(20)st (Dgs (z0)V (V(¢§<(ZO))))X5¢>
(1.27)

1
+ ‘/O (1 — 0)D§¢§<(ZO)+(170)¢§<(Z0)V((5¢X(20))5)t7 (6¢X(20))5)t)d0-.

So, it is sufficient to find a polynomial bound for |[¢x (z0)#||3,,10,77. Recall V : R™ — L(R%, R™).

We expand V(9% (20)) as (I.4). From Lemma (L.10)
V(% (20))M = Dyg (20)V (V (¢ (20))

(1.28) ) )
V(6 (20))® = D¢;<ZU>V(V(¢§<<ZO>),v(o&(zw)) +D¢;<<z0>v<D¢;<ZU>V(V<¢§<<ZO>>>>-

Also,

(1.29)
V(éx(20))7 D¢x o)V (0x (20) 7,

+ an (20) ( ¢x ZO 5Xst7D¢7 (z0) (V(¢§((ZO)))X§¢+¢X(Zo)ﬁt>

450 )V (DosecorV (V0 zO»)Xi,t+¢x<zO>i,<5¢x<zO>>s,t)

1—
+/0 ( 20) D3 gt (2o)+ (1) x(zo)V<(5¢X(Zo))s,t,(5¢X(Zo))s,t,(5¢x(zo))s,t) do,

(V(ox(20) )T, = D2, .\ V (D¢;<ZO>V(V<¢§<<ZO)))X§¢ + ox(20)7, V(¢>§<<ZO>>>
+ Dy 20V (% (20)D)E)
+ /0 1(1 = 0)D3 4 (o)t (1—0)05 (20) V (00 (20) )5t (0% (20)) 5,2, V (8% (20))) dor
+ (Dot 2:0)V = Do (20) VIOV (9% (20))) s,¢)-

From Lemma (CI0), (V (6% (20)), V(6% (20)) V), V(6% (20))(?) is controlled by X, i.e.

(OV (¢x (20)))s.t = V(05 (20)) VX0 + V(o (20) PX2, + V(dx (20)) 7,
(5V(¢x(20))(1))51t = V(#x(20) DX + (V(¢x(20))(1))i-

Note that,
Px (20) — ¢ (20)

= / V(6% (20))dX: — V(¢ (20)) Xt — V(¢ (20)) VX2, — V(¢ (20))DX3,

t
+ / Vo (9% (20)) dr + V(95 (20)) Xt + V(85 (20) VX, + V(9% (20)) DX,
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From ([22)),

(1.30) < C2[H( (¢x(20)) HS’y . 1 Xl + | (V(ox( zo))(l))#Hm[sﬂ||X||?,,[s,t]

/ V(9% (20))dXr = V(9% (20))0 X = V(¢ (20)) VXZ, = V(9 (20)) X,

+[[V(ex (20) P o g IIXI5 g | (E = 9)T

v,[8,t]

Moreover,
(1.31)

(¢X(20))i = / V(6% (20))dX; — V(% (20))0Xse — V(% (20)) VX2, +/ Vo(éx (20)) d7

Assume [s,t] C [0,T]. From (L2]), (I29) and our assumption on V', we can find a constant M;
such that

1V (6x o)l o

(1.32) <M {(1 11Xy fo,17 + 6% (20) 1y, 15,1) 16 (20) |3, 15,1

+ (lox (20)I13, 0. + 1K o) 16 (20) 1y 5,01 + 1015 oy |-

Also from (LZ1), (L28) and (T29)
| (V(éx(20)) )#H27 oy S Mifllox (20)% [l 15,0 + 0% (20) 13 (o) + 1K1 5,0

(1.33) )
[V (éx (20)@| < My |l¢x (20)]]+,s,4-

v,[8,t]

The goal is to use the inequality (I30) to find a priori bound for H (¢X(zo))# H3'y [5.4] in an arbitrary

interval [s,t]. The idea is to apply the bounds that we obtained in (I32), (I33) and replace them
on the right side of (L30). We assume [s,t] C [0,T] and ¢t — s < 1. Recall (I3]) and our assumption
on Vp in ([L2). Since (¢ —s)? < (t —s)1737, after replacing the bounds, we conclude there exist two
increasing (in both variables) polynomials @1, Q2, such that

(1.34)
#
(0% (20)) ™[], 1oy <
(t— 5)1_3”Q1(||X||y,[s,t], ||¢x(zo)||0v,[s,t])||¢x(20)#||3v,[s7t] QX o1 10x(Z0)ll e ps.1)

Let € € (0,1). We choose a finite sequence (7',1)0<W<N(6 X,z0) i [0, T, such that 70 = 0, T (e x,20) =
T and for 0 <n < N(e,X,20) — 1, Tnq41 — T = 7. Also

(1.35) Tl_ngl(”X”v,[O,T]v ¢x (20)llcv,j0,m7) =1 — €.
Then since @1 and @2 are two increasing (in both variables) polynomials, from ([L34), for M, = %
and 0 <n < N(¢,X,z9) — 1

(1.36) (6% (20)) " < MQo (X[ 0.17 l6x (z0)ll o)

H3'Y>[Tn77'n+1]
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Note that from (.39,

137 NeX.z)= 1) +1= [TMET QX o1 [6x(o)llom o) | 41
Assume 7 < v < v, then from (31)),
(1.38)

¢X(Zo)f,u = ¢X(Zo)f,,, + ¢X(ZO)#7U + (¢X(ZO)(1))fV5Xu,U + 5(D¢X(ZO)V(V(¢x(20))))m,x,2,,v-

Therefore for a constant Ms,
6% (20) (I3, (7] < 6% (20)% 13y, (1 + 6% (20) [l37, 1001
11 ()Y 1Kl 0,71 + Mol (20) . fo.19 1K o 1y
From (L.27), we can find a constant M3 such that for every [r,v] C [0, T],

(139) H((ZSX(ZO)(I))#HQ’Y,[T,U] < MS(H((ZSX(ZO))#H37,[T,U] + HX'

From and (L38) and (39),
16 (20) ™ [l 01 < (1 + M3 Xl 0,19 6% (20)% |35, 7.0 + 6% (20)7 I3, 1101
+ M| X0,y (IX112 0,77 + lox (20)112 10.77)
where My is a constant. Consequently from (I30) and 0 <n < N(e, X, z0) — 1,
(1.41)
6% (20) 7 I, fr 1) < (14 M3 X, 0.2) 6% (20) " [l (7 72 + 16%(20) % I35 742,77
+ Ml Xl o,y (X1 0,2y + 6% (20113 0,77)
< Me(1+ M| X[, j0,71) Q2 ([ X]ly,10,79: | 9% (20) | j0,77) + Ma|[X]
Qa(IX|l, 0,7 l1#x (20) o7 0, 77)
+ 16%(20) " I3y, 1,11 = Qu[IXll, 10,7 [|€% (20) [l f0,17) + 6% (20)% I3, 741,71
So, if we start with 79 = 0 and recursively apply on (41]),

(1.42) 16 (20)* l3y.0,7) < (N (€&, X, 20) + 1)Qu(lIX I, 0,177 6 (20) | j0,7))-

From (L3) and (L.37), we can see N (e, X, z9) has a polynomial growth in the terms of [ X[|, 0,7
and ||zo||. Therefore, our claim follows from ([3]) and (T.42]). O

2t |¢x<zo>||i,[o,ﬂ).

(1.40)

10,11 (I1XN2 0.7 + 10 (20112 j0.77)

The following result gives us a priori bound for the linearized equation. This bound is important
when we want to apply the multiplicative ergodic theorem.

Proposition 1.16. Assume there exists an increasing polynomial Py such that
(1.43) VzeR™: [|D.Vo| < Pi(]lz])-

Then the solution to equation (L)) is differentiable and for a polynomial Q1,
(1.44) D20 0x (2]l oy 0,7y < 1IZ ]l exp (Q1 (120l 11Xl 10,77))

for every z,zo € R™ and vy # %



14 M. GHANI VARZANEH AND S. RIEDEL

Proof. Note that by our regularity assumption on Vy and V, ¢4 (.) is differentiable with respect to
initial values. To show this claim, let § : R™ — R, be a C°°— function such that support(d) C
B(0,2) and d|p(,1) = 1. For R >0, set Vo(z) := 0(F)Vo(2). Consider the following equation

(145) dZ; = V(Zt)dXt +V0(Zt) dt, Zy=12z € R™.

Then by construction V € Cl}, therefore by our assumption on V, from by [FV10b, Theorem 11.6],
the solutions of the above equation are differentiable. Since the solutions of ([L4H) are locally in
time equal to the original equation, i.e., (ILT]), we can conclude the differentiability of the solution.
In addition, the derivative solves equation

(1.46)  dDy 8 (2] = Dyg (o) V(Do [F)AXs + Dy o) Vo Doy Sl (2L, Doy [2] = 7 € R™.
We use (A7), to obtain the priori bound (IZ4). Note that
(1.47)

D¢ 2] — D¢k [Z]

t
T [5 S [5 1
= / Dy (o) V(D2 8% [21)dX — Dy (o) V(D 85 210Xt — (Diss, (20 V(Do 8 21)) VX2,

t
s [z 2 T [ S [z
- (qug((zo)V(Dzo(bX[z]))( )Xi,t‘f‘/ D¢;((ZO)VO(DZU¢X[Z])dT+D¢§(ZO)V(D20¢X[Z])6XS¢
s 1oy (1 s 1oy (2
+ (Dyse (o) V(Do @ [2) VX2, + (Do (20) V(D205 [21) P2,

Since D,,¢x[Zz], solves ([.46]), we can calculate the elements of expansion D, ¢x[z] as (L4)). From
Lemma [[.T0]

(1.48)
(D2y0%[Z) " = Dgs (20)V (D2 6% [2]),
(D20 0% [2)® = (Dys (o) V (Do [2])
= D3 (o) V (V(¢%(20)) D208 [2]) + Disg 20V (Disse(:0) V (D20 8% [2]))
(D, 8x[2) ¥, = (6D200x[2)st — Doy (20)V (D2 0k [21)6 Xt — (D (o) V(D2 0 [2) VX2, and
(D200x [N, = (5D ) V(Da00x (7)), , — (Dsg o0y V(Do 85 [2) VX .

From our assumption on V' and (I.12)

(1.49) [PazcoV]| < (U 0% (20l gy + 105, 5,0)-

Dy ([s,t])
By (L1)

H‘D¢>x (20) V( 2 Px[Z )H‘D7 ([s,t])
S WX, o) (1 + o o)y ey + IKDS, o) D20 8x 2]l g 15,0

Assume t — s C [0,T]. From ([23), (L48)), (L50) and our assumption on V,

(1.50)
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(1.51)
[ PV (D005 )
s D ([st])

S [= 9 _
SO A X ) I 8% [+ (8 = 5)7 (14 11X fo.0)* (1 + lléx (20l o (.01 + XI5 fo.) 1 P200x [l g 5,0

Q5 (Xl .1, 19 (20) 3 (0,01 )

From (T43)

H‘ ( / D¢;<(ZO)%(DZU¢TX[2]) dT7 07 0)
s Dx ([s:t])

< (t = ) Pullléx (20) o (0.1 D200 1y .

Assume [s, t], be an arbitrary subse of [0, 7] such that ¢ — s < 1. Then since (¢t —s)7 < (t — s)' =7,
from (LEI) and ([L52), for a constant M > 1

(1.52)

1026 2l oy < M((l + X2 jo.29) I D206 211

+(t = 8)' 7 (Q5 (1Kl 0,11, lléx (20l o o, ) + Prllléx (20) L, o) 1D, 6 [Z””D;(([s,t]))'

Let 0 < e < 1. We choose a finite sequence (7n)y<,< (¢ x,z) i1 [0,7], such that 7o = 0 and

TR (eX,20) = T.For0<n< N(e,X, z0) — 1, we assume 7,41 — 7, = 7 and
T M (Q5 (Xl 0,79, lléx (20) g, 0,7 D) + Prllléx (20)ll oy (10,17))) =1 =€
From (LEI), (L52) and the choice of 7, for M, = &

0<n<N(X, 2)—1:

(1.53) .
D20 0% 2]l oy (7 rmsa)y < Me(L+ IXI5, 0,171 D20 05 [EI-
Note that
~ T
N(E,X,ZQ) = L?J + 1
(1.54)

—{ (Me (@5 (X1, o, 6% (20)ll 3, 0,771 + Prllléx (20l g [OTD>))%~J L1

Since (53) holds for every 0 < n < N(e,X, z9) — 1 and M, > 1, we conclude

. N(e,X,z )+1, —
(1.55) sup 1DnbxE g (maryy < L1+ X2 o) X5 2.
0<n<N(6,X,z0)—1

From (L6)), for every 0 <n < N(e, X, z9) — 1
D065 Ellog . <
(Xl 0,71 + D220 0% [Elll oy (17, ) + P08 [l (17,4170
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Therefore from (55
(1.56)
D=0 8x[lpg o1y < (e, X 20) + DXy o1y + D2 (M1 + X go.17))
Recall from Proposition [L.15], for a polynomial Q
lléx Gollog oy < Q0] 1K 01)

N(E,X,z )+1, —
L

So, N(e,X, zp) has a polynomial growth in the terms of ||X]||, 10,7 and |zo|. Now from (L358]), we

can drive (L44) . O

Proposition [[L.T6 immediately gives the following result:
Corollary 1.17. For zy,z1 € R™, then for a polynomial Q2 ,
lléx (1) = éx (20l oy < ll21 = 2ol exp (Qa(lzoll, ]l X[l o.7)-
Proof. Note that

1
O(20) = 0k 0) = [ Doty il = 2010
0
Now, it is enough to apply on Proposition [L16 O

Remark 1.18. Let (¢x (s, u, z0)) solves equation

u>s’
d¢x(sa tv ZO) = V(¢X(57 ta ZO))dXt + ‘/0(¢X(57 ta ZO)) dta ¢X(Sa S, ZO) =20 € R™.

In particular, ¢x(0,t,20) = ¢ (20). Also for every 0 < s < T, the bound which we obtained in
Proposition [LTH holds for ||¢x (s, , 20)|||D;([5,T])- In addition, we have the flow property, i.e.

0<s<u<t: o¢x(st,20) = dx(s,u,px(u,t, 2)).
Assume further that (¢X (s, u, ZO))uZS’ solves
dyx (s, t, z0)[Z]
= Dy (s.t,20)V (¥x (5,1, 20)[2]) Xy 4 Dy (s,1,20) Vo (Ux (5, £, 20)[2])dt,  ¥x(s,s,20)[z] =z € R™.
It is clear that 1¥x(0,t,z0) = D.,¢% and the flow property holds for ¥x.

Note that since we have the flow property, D, ¢% : R™ — R™ is also invertible. For the future
purposes, we also need to obtain a similar bound as (L44) for supy<;<7 || Dz, ¢x[Z][| c(rm zm). In
the next Lemma, we sketch how this bound can be obtained.

Lemma 1.19. Assume the same setting as Proportion[I.J] Then the for a same polynomial

sup [|(Dz¢%) "l cm mmy < exp Q120 X1, 0,77)) -
0<t<T

Proof. Let us to fix 0 < tg < T and define

s,t <t Xt = Xity—t, th = X2

to—t,to—s?

Xit = -X3

to—t,to—s"



INVARIANT MANIFOLDS FOR RDES 17

Assume W is a finite-dimensional Banach space and [a,b] C [0,T] such that to > b. We say
(Y, YD y®@) ¢ Dy ([asb]), i Y, Y and Y@ be three v-Holder paths which taking value in
W, L(R?, W) and L(R? @ RY, W) respectively. Also
(L57) 5,t € [a,b]: 0Yy; — (1)X Yt(z)Xit = f’s# =O(|t —s/*) and

| 6V = VP5X, e = (V) = O(1t = ),

Note that form the Sewing Lemma, the following expression is well-defined

b
/ YrdXr = ‘III%IEOZ [ TJ+1(5X)T]7T]+1 + Y7'(Jl+)1XT]+ Ti+1 Y(+) Xiﬁ TJ+1]
a I

Also, same results as Lemma[l.§ and Lemma[[T0lcan be stated for ’D;( (@, 0]). Assume (Y, Yy v®) e
Dx w([a,b]), then

vy y@) 1) @ v
(VYW ¥®) = (¥4, Y, 2, Yy, ”) € DY ([a,]), and

to—>
(158) t()—a
/ Y, dX, = —/ Y,dX,.
to—b
F?r 0 <t < to, we set (¢§~((Zo)a¢§1(20)(1)7¢~5§~<(20)(2)) = (6% 7" (20), 9% "(20)M, % (20)?)). Let
(1% Jo<u<to, solves equation
(1.59) i [2] = D¢§<ZU)V(¢§[E])dXt - DJ,;_{(Z(,)VO (W% lZ)dt, Pyl =z eR™
We claim z/;g [2] = (D5, ¢y) " t[2]. To prove this claim, note that from (A7) for s,t € [0,to] with
s<tand z € R™,

D:y¢x 2] = Dy ' [2]
to—s

to—s
= / Doz (z0)V (D, 0% [2]) dXr + / Dyg (20 Vo (D= 6% [2]) d7.
— t

to—t to—

From (L58)

D:¢x '] = Dzydx 2]

Z0¥'X
t ¢
= / D~;_<(ZU)V(DZU 2T [z])dX, — / D(;;_((ZO)%(DZOG;;Q*T[Z]) dr.
Therefore (D.,$% "[2])o<u<t,, is the solution to equation (LEJ) with z = D, ¢R[z]. So for 0 <
u S to
wx[ 20 X[ ]] :Dzo gg—u[z]

In particular for u = ¢y, we conclude 1/152 [DZU ;2[2]} = z. This proves our claim. Finally we can

argue as Proposition [[L.T6l with equation (59 to prove
sup [|(Dz¢%) " |l cem mmy < exp (Q1([l20] [1Xl.0,77)) -
0<t<T

We need one further estimate.
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Proposition 1.20. Recall for % +1 < p <5,V isa LipP—vector field. Assume further for
0 <7y <1, there exists a polynomial Py such that

(1.60) Vai,20 € R™ . [|D2, Vo — Do Vol < Pa(llzal; [1zol)) 121 — 2o0l|™-
Let fix % < k < 1. Then, there ezists a polynomial Qs such that for v # %

Vz1,20 € R™ H|Dz1¢§([2] - Dzo(b;([é]mp;([o’]’])

< max{||z1 — zoll, |21 — 20[|™, [lz1 = 201" 12 = 201"~} exp (Qs ([l . l120ll, 11Xl jo,7)) 1Z]]-

Proof. Set A(t,X, 21, 20, 2) = D, ¢% 2] — D, ¢%[Z], then
A 2209 2 A X2 200 = /t Dyg )V (A(7, X, 21, 20, 2))dX,
(1.61) + /st Dy (2 Vo (A(T, X, 21, 20, 2) ) d7 + /st (DogonV — Dog (o) V) (Do 6% [2]) AX.,
- /: (Dag (20)Vo = Dapg (z0) Vo) Do 0 [Z]dT.

For 2 < r < 1, by (LI5),

(1.62)
|HD¢X(21)V - D¢X(ZO)VH

Dy’ (10,17)
< max {[[éx(21) — &x (20)llpg o171 (21) = 0 (z0) g oy M (1) — 6 (z0) G
x (14 XIS 0.1y + llx Ol oy + 1620 o.27)-

From (I7) and (L24), for v; = Ky

5. €011 || [ (PugenV = i) (Dot X

D ([s:t])
1.63 T [
(1.63) <+ IXI3 0. 1)l Do)V = Do zonV o 0.9 1220 8% [l g o,

S U+ 11X 0.0 M P (z0)V = D¢X(ZO)VH|D;J([O,T])|||DZ0¢;([2]”|D;’(([O>T])

Therefore, from (L62), (L63]), Proposition and Corollary [L17 we can find a polynomial Qg
such that

50 €071 || (DugienV = Puge V) (Dl

(1.64) DY ([s,t])
< max{||z1 — 20|, [l21 — 20[”~*, [l21 — 20"~} exp (Qe (|21 ]l, llz0l, Xl 10,27)) IZ]]-

From our assumptions on V; in (60,

[S,t] - [O,T] : H'(/ (Dd,;—((zl)vo — D¢;<(ZO)V0)DZO¢;([2](1T,O,O)

Dy ([s:t])
S (- 5)1_37P2(|||¢X(Zl)|“D;(([O,T])a |||¢X(ZO)|||D;(([0,T])) 1D, 6% [2]”|D;V(([O7T])|”¢X(Zl) - ¢X(ZO)|||T5;<([S¢])-
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Consequently from Proposition [[L.T6] and Corollary [LT7 we can find a polynomial Q) such that

[s,t] € [0,T]:

H(/ (Dd’;((zl)vo - D¢;((ZO)VO)DZ0¢;([2]dTa 0, 0)

(1.65) DL ([s,8])

< Iz = zoll™ exp (Q7(llz1ll, llzoll, [1Xl|,0,7)) IZ]]-
Therefore, form (L64) and (L65)
(1.66)

max {

3

Dx([s:t])

DX ([s:t]) }

< max{flz1 — zoll, |21 — 20[|™, [lz1 = 201"~ 122 = 201"~} exp (Qs(llza . [120ll, 11Xl jo.2)) I1Z1],

/(D¢;<Z1>V—D¢;<ZO>V)( 0% [Z])

H’(/ (D (20)Vo = Doy (20) Vo) D=y 0% [2]d7, 0, 0)

where Qg is a polynomial. From our assumption in (L43) and similar to (L52),

[s,t] C[0,T]: H /Dd,f (=) Vo (A(7, X, 21, 20, 2))d7,0,0)

(1.67) Dy ([s:t])
S (- 5)1737P1(|||¢X(Zl)|||D;<([0,T]))|||A(a X, 21, 20, 5)|||D;<([S,t])-

Like (ICET]), for a polynomial Qg

/D¢;<<zl>V(A(T,X,z1,z0,z))
. D (ls1)

+ (8= QoK fo.17: lléx (20l o2y DIAG X, 21, 20, 2) g 0.

We are now ready to obtain our estimate. Assume [s,t] C [0, 7], such that ¢t — s < 1. From (L.64),
(L68)) and Proposition [[IH] there exist a constant M > 1 such that

(1.69)
IAG X, 21, 20, 2)llpg ey < MO+ IXI2 I Als. X, 21,20,2)]

S U+ X ) 1A, X, 21, 20, 2) |

(1.68)

M max{[|z1 = 2o, [|z1 = 20/, 121 = 20[P~*, 121 — 2o[I" ™"} exp (Qs([|z1 ]I, 20ll, X[l 0,79)) [12]]
B[zl llzoll, 11X+, 0,71)

(¢ = ) M (Qo (1Kl 0,13, M6 (20l o,y 1) + Pl (20l o)) IAG X 21, 20, Dl gy

We now argue as before, for 0 < e < 1 set

T M (Qo (11X, 0,7 16 (1)l pg 0,7y 1) + Prllléx (z0)llpg o,7y)) =1 = €

We define a finite sequence (7,)o<,<n(e,X,21,2) 11 [0, 7], such that 7o = 0 and 7y x .,
For 0 <n < N(e,X, 21, 20), we assume 7,41 — T, = 7. Therefore

=T.

Z())

- T
N(G,X,Zl,ZQ) = \_—J +1

B {T( (Q9(||X||'y[0 1), |||¢x(21)lllpv1(3;£ ”)+P1(|||¢X(Zl>|”DV(0T))))11SWJ 1

(1.70)
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From (L69) for M, = X,
0<n< N(67 X, z1, ZO) : |||A(7 X, 21, 20, 2)”|D;’(([Tm~rn+1]) < Mﬁ(l + ”X”?y,[O,T])HA(mev 21, %0, 2)”
+ McB([[z1l], [|zo]l, 1 X[|, 10,71 Z]]-
In particular since A(0,X, z1, 20,2) =0,

sup |||A(7X52172052)
0<n<N(¢,X,21,20)

< > (Me(L+11X13 jo.7)) " MeB(l1z1 1l [12oll, X1, 10,77) 1121
O_nSN(e,X,zl,zo)

N(e,X,21,20)+1 z
S (MU + X2 0.77)) Bzl 2ol 13X o, 112
Recall from (L4,
IAG X, 21, 20, 2)lllpg (7,77 <
(HXH%[O,T] + 1)2|||A(,X, 21, 20, 2)|||D;Y{([Tn17n+l] + |||A(7X, 21,20, 2)|||D;*<([~rn+1,T].

D3 (7 a7y

Consequently,

IAGX, 21,202l oy S (VX 20, 20) + D(IX o, + 1)
(171) 3 N(e,X,zo)Jrl _

< (Mc(1+ XI5 (s.0)) B[zl lzoll X0,z 11211
From ([Z0) and ([L26), N(e, X, 21,20) has a polynomial growth in terms of ||X||, 0,77, [|z0|l and
[[z1]]. Therefore inequality (ILTTI), yields our claim. O
Remark 1.21. In our Propositions, for some technical reason, we excluded the case of v = %

However, if v = %, then we simply can work with any 7/ such that § <~/ <.

2. INVARIANT MANIFOLDS AND STABILITY

In this section, we apply our estimates from the previous sections to deduce the existence of a
Lyapunov spectrum. Also, we will prove the existence of invariant manifolds. As a result, we can
prove path-wise exponential stability in a neighborhood of stationary points, provided all Lyapunov
exponents are negative. Let us first recall some basic definitions.

Definition 2.1. Assume (92, F,P) be a probability space and T be either Z or R. Assume further
that there exists a family of measurable maps {0;}+ct on Q, such that

(i) 0o =1id,

(ii) for every t,s € T: ;415 = 0, 0 0,

(iii) if T = R, then (t,w) = Ow is B(R) ® F/F- measurable ,

(iv) for every t € T: PO, = P.
We then call (Q, F, {0: }ret, P) an invertible measure-preserving dynamical system. We say (2, F, {0;}ter, P)
is ergodic if for every t € T, 6, : Q@ — Q be an ergodic map.

Another basic concept is the definition of a cocycle.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a separable Banach space and (2, F, {0 }.er,P) an invertible measure-
preserving dynamical system. Assume TT be the non-negative part of the T. A map

O T xQxX = X,
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that is jointly measurable and satisfies
Vs, t € T, s<t: ¢(s+t,w,x) = ¢(s, 0w, d(t,w,z)),

is called a measurable cocycle. This map is a C*-cocycle if for every fixed (s,w) € T+ x Q, ¢(s,w,.) :
X — X is a C*-map. If the same map is linear, we call it a linear cocycle.

In the rough path theory, we solve the equation path-wise. Therefore, this field naturally fits with
the theory of random dynamical systems. We now recall some definitions and results from [BRS17],
where the authors studied solutions of rough equations in the framework of random dynamical
systems.

Definition 2.3. Let (2, F,P, (6:)ter) be an (ergodic) measure-preserving dynamical system. Let
p>1land N € Nwithp—1< N <p. We call a process X : R x Q — TV (R?) a p-variation
geometric rough path cocycle if for all w € Q and every s,t € R with s <t,

(i) X(w), is a geometric p-variation rough path,
(i) Xsqe(w) = Xs(w) @ X¢(0sw). Consequently, X s1i(w) = Xy (0sw).
Let us go back to the rough differential equation (LI). We will assume + < v < 3 (while we

concentrate on % <7y < %) and (L) is driven by a geometric y-rough path cocycle X. Note that
the solutions of this equation generates flow (cf. [RS17]). Therefore, from [BRS17, Theorem 21],
there exists a unique continuous random dynamical system qS;((w), that solves this equation. Setting

0L () = P (1), yields
0o () = b (25 ()

We now define a random variable that can be regarded as a generalization of a fixed point.

Definition 2.4. We call a random point Y: Q — R™ a stationary point if
(i) Y is a measurable map and
(ii) for every t > 0 and w € Q, ¢! (Y,,) = Yp,w-

Remark 2.5. Let Y be a stationary point. Then the linearized map ¢, (¢) == Dy,_ ¢! [(] is a linear
cocycle.

For the rest of this section, we will additionally assume the following items:
Assumption 2.6. (i) (Q, F, {0 }ier,P) is an invertible measure-preserving dynamical system.
(ii) (9, F,{b:}ier,P) is ergodic.
(ili) For + <y < %, we assume X = (X, X% X3%) : R x Q — T3(RY) is a y-Hélder geometric
rough path, which is also a %—variation geometric rough path cocycle.
(iv) We assume for every T > 0,
[X(w)l4,[0,7) € Np>1L(£2).
(iv) We assume that ¢ has a stationary trajectory Y, such that

1Y (@)l 10,77 € Np=1£7 ().

(v) We accept Assumption [Tl
(vi) We accept the assumptions that we impose on Vy and Vi in Proposition[I.18 and Proposition

Remark 2.7. The fractional Brownian motions are typical rough paths that fulfill our assumptions.
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Remark 2.8. As we stated earlier, all the results of this paper are also valid for the case that
% <v< % But we are focusing on the more involving regime % <y < %

The following result is a direct consequence of the multiplicative ergodic theorem.

Proposition 2.9. Assume ¢!, == Dy, ¢l : R™ — R™. Then on a set of full measure Q, invari-
ant under (0;)icr, there exists a sequence of deterministic values py < ... < pi, p; € [—00,00)
(Lyapunov exponents) and m;-dimensional subspaces H!, C R™ such that

(i) R™ = ®1§i§k H,. ‘ .
(ii) for every 1 <i<k: oL(H.)=Hj},,.
(iii) limy— oo +10g [|[UL (€0)ll = £ps if and only if &, € HE \ {0}.
Proof. Let us to fix ty > 0, and assume log™ (z) = max{logz,0}. Then from Proposition [LT6 and
Lemma [[.T9] there exists a polynomial (which depends on ty) such that

maX{ sup log™ (95 cm gm)), sup log* (||(1/)fu)1||c(Rm,Rm))}
0<t<to 0<t<to

< QUYL X (@)1 j0.00)) € £1(9)-
Also, again from Proposition

sup log® ([vgs N cmrmy) = sup log™ (|| Dy,,., @l im zm))
0<t<to 0<t<to

(2.1)
< sup Qu([|Yo.wlls X (W)l 10,t0))-
0<t<to

Recall ¢! (Y,,) = Yp,. and from (L20)
(2.2) sup [|[Yp, |l < QUIYall, [IXlo0.t01)-
0<t<to

From (1)) and (Z2) we conclude supj< <, log™ (||¢§2;t || £(gm rm)) can be bounded by a polynomial
in terms of ||Y,,|| and || X[|5 jo,¢,]- Therefore

sup log™ ([lvhg’, lzm mm)) € LH(Q).

0<t<to
Finally, our claims follow from [Arn98| Theorem 3.4.11] or [GVR23al, Theorem 1.21]. O
Remark 2.10. We set (if any of them can be defined)
(2.3) Sy = @ HY, U, = @ H!, and C,:= H! where p; =0.
i <0 iy >0

2.0.1. Stable manifolds and stability. We are now ready to state our results about the existence of
invariant manifolds.

Theorem 2.11 (Local stable manifolds). In addition to Assumption[2.8, suppose u1 < 0. We fix
an arbitrary time step to > 0. Assume 0 < v < —p~ = —max{y; : pt; < 0}. Then, there exist a set
Q (with full measure) and a family of immersed submanifolds Sy, .(w) of R™, such that for every
weQ:

(i) There exist two positive and finite random variables p¥ (w), p¥(w), such that

1
lim inf = log p! (pr,w) > 0, i = 1,2
ggggpogpz(ptow)_ i
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and
(2.4)
{zeR™: sup exp(ntov)||¢l (2) — Yo, wll < p¥ (W)} C Sfe(w)

C{zeR™: sgpexp(ntoV)lw °(2) = Yo, pwl < p5(w)}-
(i) Ty, Siyu(e) = S and for n > N(w) : gL(SE0()) C Sty (Buty).
(iii) For 0 < 11 < vy < —p~ : S2(w) C S;h(w), and for n > N(w) : @Mo(S)(w)) C
512 (Ontow). Therefor for every z € Sy, (w) : limsup,,_, . +log ¢t (z) — Yo,.0ll < top™-
Moreover,

nito nto
hmsupnlog {sup{”w (2) = wi(z )”, Z# 2z, and Z,ZES’;’OC(W)H <tou~.

n—»o0 12— |
Proof. The aim is to apply on [GVR23a, Theorem 2.10]. Set
Py(2) = 08 (2 + Yo) — 05 (Yo) — ¥ (2),
for the same r in Proposition [[.20] set

T (21, 20) := max{||zal| + [lzoll, Iz ™ + [l2oll™, l22llP=* + 120/~ |21l "= + lz0]|" =}

From Proposition [L20, we can find a polynomial Q and an increasing C'-function g : R — (0, oc)
such that

1
pr(zl) - Pw(ZO)H < /o H(D9z1+(1—0)zo+Yw<P(T - DYJPZO)[Zl - ZO]Hd9

< exp (QUIYall, IX(@) Il 10,60)) 9121l + llz0)T (21, 20) | 21 = 2o]l-

From our assumption

f(w) =1log (exp (QUIYoll, IX(@)llp.101))) = QUYL IX(@)I o.001) € £1(9).

So, from Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem on a set of full measure,
!
nl;n;o - logt f(Ont,w) = 0.

Therefore, we can apply on [GVR23al Theorem 2.10] to obtain the result. O

Remark 2.12. A natural question is to deduce a continuous time version of Theorem [ZIIl It
turns out that we can obtain a slightly weaker result for continuous time. We briefly explain the
procedure. Let 0 < ¢; < tp and z € S} _(w). Then by the cocycle property

Pt (2) — ot (Ya) = 0, W (950 (2) = 0, W (P (Ya)).
Consequently from Corollary [.17]
05 S gl (2) = @it (Vo)
2.5 Sti<to
< Ml (2) = Yo,pull exp (Q2(lL () 1Yo, 1 1X (Onto)ll-10,01)) -
Recall z € S} (w) and

B (@) < e (2) = Yonugull + 1Yo, -
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Therefore, from Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem on a set of full measure

(2.6) dim Q2(||90m°( M Yo, 11X (Ontow) [l 10,60]) = 0
Let t > 0, with t = mtg + t1 where 0<t1<tpand v <v

(2.7)

sup exp(ntovs) [l (96 (2) = Youig el < (sup exp(ktor) @b (€) = Youywll)

X sup <eXp( (m +n)tor +ntovr) exp (Qa(lol™ ™ ()|, Yo nyeell IIX(9<m+n>tow)IIW,[o,tO]))>-

Recall 11 < v, so from (20]) and 24), if ¢ > t(w) then
o, (S (W) € Spe(Brw).
The next result is about the existence of unstable manifolds.

Theorem 2.13 (Local unstable manifolds). In addition to Assumption[Z.8], suppose p1 > 0. Let
0 <v<pt =min{y; : u; > 0}, we fir an arbitrary time step to > 0. Then, there exist a set
Q (with full measure) and a family of immersed submanifolds U}, .(w) of R™, such that for every
weQ:
(i) There exist two positive and finite random variables p¥ (w), p¥ (w), such that
liminf,, o - log g (Bprow) > 0, i = 1,2 and

¢
{zw eR™ : 3{29%“&}”21 s.t. gpgi:tow(zmnmw) = 200 myrow for all0 <m <n and

supexp(ntor) 26w — Vo pull < ﬁrw} C UL (w) C { ER™ : zp,, w}us1 st
n>0

(Pgitsto (20_pgw) = 20— megw Jor all 0 <m <n and sg%exp(ntoy)ﬂze wiow = Yo_ o0l < ﬁg(w)}
n

(ll) TYw Ull(/)c(w) = Uw and fO'l" n > N( ) : Ulli)c( ) c Spgto w(UlIi)c(e_"tow))'

ntq

() Rt <115 3 <0 UE0) € U for 1 N) - Uj0) € )
Therefor for every z, € U, (w) : limsup, , . +logllzo_,, v Lol £ —topt. In ad-

dition

Z -2
hmsup log [sup { | O-ntow 97"t°w||, Z#z, and Z,z € Ul’;c(w)H < —tou™.
n

s =l
Proof. Follows from Proposition [220] and [GVR23al, Theorem 2.17] . O

Remark 2.14. Similar to our discussion in Remark 2.12, we are able to obtain a continuous time
result. For z, € U/ (w), let {z9_,, w}n>1 be the corresponding sequence in item (i) of Theorem

@I3). Let us define
1 —
for nto <t <(n+1to: 20,0 := <ng:_nl?))toi( 0*(n+1)t0).
From Corollary [L.T1

ntg

+1 t t +1)to—t
||297t(—d YVO rw” = ||(p(n(n+1())t0w(2'0 (n+1)tg®W )_(pén(nll?,o ( —(n+1)t0 )H

< ||29—(n+1)t0 - Yo (n+1)t0w||exp (Q2(||29 (n+1)t0w|| ||§/9 (n+1)t0w|| ||X(9 (n+1)t )”'y Oto]))
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Similar to (2.0]), from Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem on a set of full measure

. 1
lim EQ2(||20—(n+1)tOW||7 ||}/97(n+1)t0‘~'||5 ||X(9—(n+1)t0w)||%[07t0]) =0

n—r oo

Consequently, by a similar calculation as in 7)), if 1 < v and ¢t > t(w),

Uppe(w) € SDte,tw(Ull;c(e—tw)-

Our final result is about the existence of center manifolds.

Theorem 2.15 (Local center manifolds). In addition to Assumption [2.8, suppose for some 1 <
ic <k, pi, =0. Let fix an arbitrary time step to > 0 and assume 0 < v < min{p;, 1, —pi.+1} (If
i = 1, we defined po = 00). Then for Ntg = {mity : m € N}, there exists a continuous cocycle

@: Ntg x Q@ x R™ — R™

and a positive random variable p° : Q — (0,00), such that

1
lim inf — log p°(Opni,w) > 0

n—Foo n
and if ||z — Yy |la < p¢(w), then glo (Y, + 2) = ¢lo (Y, + z). Also there exists a function
he: Cp — MZY CR™,
such that
(i) hS is a homeomorphism and Lipschitz continuous.

(ii) If we assume o is C™, then MSY is C™ L.
(iii) MSY is p-invariant, i.e. for every n € No, g0 (MSY) C

c,v
Ontow”

Moreover for every z, € MZ, we can find a sequence {zg_,, w}n>1 such that if we define

nto

J<0: @Z}to('zw) = 2050w

then
Yim,n) ENXZ: gt (B0(2,)) = g0 (2),
also
sup exp(—v[j )" () = Yoyl < 0.
Proof. Follows from [GVR23b, Theorem 2.14] and Theorem [[.200 O

Remark 2.16. Assume that for w € €, the function ¢y is C™. Then, from [GVR23al Remark 2.11,
Remark 2.18] and [GVR23bl Theorem 2.14], our invariant manifolds (stable, unstable and center)
are C™~ L,

2.1. Exponential stability. The stable manifold chart is a local homeomorphism between the S,
and S}, .(w). Therefore, when all the Lyapunov exponents are negative, it is natural to expect that
in a neighborhood of the stationary point, the solutions decay exponentially toward the stationary

point. We call this result ”Local stability” and formulate it in the next Corollary.
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Corollary 2.17 (Local stability). In addition to Assumption[Z.8, suppose py < 0. Let to > 0, be
the time step we chose in the Theorem [211] and §) be the same set in this Theorem. Then there
ezists a positive random variable R”(w) > 0, such that liminf, %log RY(0pt,) > 0 and

{zeR™: ||z-Y,| < R"(w)} =5} .(w).
Moreover, for every 0 < vy < v and z € R™ with ||z—Y,|| < R(w), on a set of full-measure Q C Q
sup exp(t1) ]| ¢g, (2) — Y,u| < 0.
>0
Proof. First we need to slightly modify two result from [GVR23a]. In this paper, the results are
stated in a very general form, but since we do not need such generality, we will adapt the notation

to our current manuscript. From our assumption, F,, : {z € R™: limsup,,_, nito log ||ymto(2)]] <
1} =S, =R™. From [GVR23a, Theorem 2.10]

She(w) = {Yw + HO(I‘(Z)) el < R”(w)}.
Where IV : T] >0 R™ — R™ is the projection in the first component and
I': Fy,(w)n{z € Fy, (w) : |2]| < R"(w)} — HR’”,
720
is defined in [GVR23al, Lemma 2.7]. Also, T is a fixed point of the map I, c¢f. [GVR23a, Lemma

2.6], i.e. I(v,T(v)) =T'(v). Remember F,, (w) = R™, also in the last formula in [GVR23al page
122], we have I1°(1(z,T(z))) = I1°(I'(z)) = 2. Consequently

(2.8) Shew)={Y,+2z: |z < R"(w)}.
This proves the first claim. If we choose 0 < v; < v, then if we argue as Remark 2.12]
2] < R"(w) — Sggexp(tm)llwi(@ — Y0 < oo.
t>

O

We now aim to formulate sufficient conditions under which we can guarantee that the largest
Lyapunov exponent p; is strictly negative.

Lemma 2.18.
;utof;jflogn¢SW|wxdw»
Q

Proof. Recall that the first Lyapunov exponent is deduced by applying Kingman’s subadditive
ergodic theorem to log ||¢7||, cf. [GVRS22l Theorem 4.17 and Lemma 4.10]. From [Arn98| 3.3.2
Theorem], it follows that

o1 .
MQM—AMWﬂWWKAMWMWM

n>1 ’nto

Example 2.19. Consider the equation
(2.9) dZy = V(Z)dXy + Vo (Zy) dt, Zy =29 € R™

where X is geometric. Assume that V5(0) = V(0) = 0. In this case, Y,, = 0 is a stationary trajectory.
To see this, note that this is true for smooth X. If X is rough, we can approximate it by smooth
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paths and the statement remains true in the limit. Now assume that DV} has only eigenvalues such
that the real parts of all are strictly negative. Let A = max {Re(u) : u is an eigenvalue for DoV} }.
Then it holds that

log ||| — log(|| exp(toDo Vo) || (rm mmy) = Atg < 0
as ||[V|| — 0. From Lemma 2T8§]

< /Q log 2] V (=) P(dw) — Mo V (—N)

as ||[V|| — 0 for every N > 1 where we used the dominated convergence theorem and the bound in
Theorem [LT6 Choosing N large enough implies that u1 < Ao < 0 if |V is sufficiently small. In
other words, we have shown local exponential stability in this case.

In the next example, we discuss about the existence of invariant manifolds.

Example 2.20. Let us consider again equation (Z9) such that V;(0) = V(0) = 0. Recall that
Y, = 0 is a stationary trajectory. Regardless of our assumption on DyVj, as a consequence of the
multiplicative ergodic theorem, we can prove that the Lyapunov exponents exist. Therefore, we
can apply our results to obtain the invariant manifolds according to decomposition (2.3). A simple
example in which the center manifold exists is the case that V(0) = DoV = 0 and matrix DyVp has
at least one eigenvalue on the unit circle. Indeed, when V(0) = DoV = 0 and V;(0) = 0, then the
Lyapunov exponents around the zero are entirely determined by DgVj. In this case, if the real part
of one of the eigenvalues is strictly positive (negative), we can deduce the existence of the unstable
(stable) manifold.

Remark 2.21. An example that a non-trivial stationary point is expected to exist is when X is a
Brownian motion and Vj is a linear drift with negative eigenvalues (on the real part). In this case,
an example of a non-trivial stationary point is the solution to

Vilw) = [ exp((t = 5)Va)V (V. (w)Br(e).
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