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Abstract

We consider a Kuramoto-Shivashinsky like equation close to the
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stochastic Landau equations. It is the goal of this paper to prove er-
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1 Introduction

We are interested in the validity of amplitude equations in case of so called
super-pattern forming systems. The spatially homogeneous ground state
of these systems becomes unstable via multiple Turing instabilities which
simultaneously occur at two strictly positive wave numbers k; and ko. It is
the purpose of this paper to handle the case of a spatial resonance ko = 3k;.
In case of spatially periodic boundary conditions the bifurcation scenario
of such pattern forming systems has been analyzed for instance in [I1] by
deriving a system of amplitude equations which coincides with the lowest
order approximation of the reduced system on the associated center manifold.
We refer to [11] for an overview about the occurrence and relevance of this
situation and the related physical literature.

Here, we are interested in the same situation but with additional small ad-
ditive white noise in time and space. We derive a system of coupled stochas-
tic Landau equations for the description of the bifurcating solutions. It is
the goal of this paper to prove error estimates between the associated ap-
proximation obtained through this amplitude system and true solutions of
the super-pattern forming systems. We refrain from greatest generality and
restrict our analysis to a doubly unstable Kuramoto-Shivashinsky (dukKS)
equation

Ou = —(ki + 02)2(k3 + 02)*u + au + 9, (u®) + ¢ (1)

where z, u = u(z,t) € R, t > 0, @ € R denotes the bifurcation parameter
and & = £(z, t) stands for the noise and will be specified below. Other possible
models can be found in Section 8l In the deterministic case, i.e. £ = 0, the

linearization around the spatially homogeneous steady state v = 0 of () is
solved by u(z,t) = e** A ®)t with

(k) = — (kY — k%)% (k3 — k)" + o (2)

We see that the trivial solution uw = 0 is spectrally stable for o < 0 and
becomes unstable for o > 0 at the wave numbers +k; for j = 1,2. Since we
are interested in the dynamics close to this first instability we introduce the
small bifurcation parameter o« = ¢ with 0 < ¢ < 1. Interesting dynamics
occur in particular in case of a spatial 1:3 resonance, i.e. if ky = 3k;. The
duKS equation () serves as a prototype model for such super-pattern forming
systems with quadratic nonlinearity and additive white noise.



We consider the duKS equation with 27/k;-spatially periodic boundary
conditions. Validity results for the stochastic Landau approximation of pat-
tern forming systems are rare. In [4] such a result has been established for
the stochastic Landau approximation of the Swift-Hohenberg equation with
noise,

O = —(14+0>)u+ au —u® + €. (3)

In case of 27-spatially periodic boundary conditions with the ansatz
u(z,t) = cA(T)e™ + c.c. + O(e?), (4)
where o = €2, T = &2t > 0. and A(T) € C, a Landau equation
OrA = A—3A|AP +€, (5)

with a rescaled noise & = &| (X, T) has been derived and justified by proving
error estimates for this approximation. The situation when the pattern form-
ing system contains not only cubic but also quadratic terms is more involved.
An approximation result in this situation has been established for instance in
[5]. The theory has been applied for instance to the Kuramoto-Shivashinsky
(KS) equation

Ou = —(1402)*u + au + 0,(u?) + &, (6)

and Bénard’s problem. In this paper we reconsider the validity question in
case of quadratic terms again, with the goal to bring the proof closer to
the deterministic situation. This allows us to transfer the analysis of more
complicated deterministic bifurcation scenarios, such as the simultaneous
appearance of two Turing instabilities, to the stochastic case, too, in this
and in future papers. Our slightly modified approach will add some new
aspects to this problem, in particular we find an amplitude system which is
different from the one derived in [5] due to a different scaling of the noise
terms.

The mathematically more challenging situation occurs when the spatial
periodicity is dropped and if the problem is considered on the unbounded
real line. Then for the Swift-Hohenberg equation (3]) with the ansatz

u(z,t) = cA(X, T)e™ + c.c. + O(e?), (7)

where T' = ¢t > 0, X = ez € R, and A(X,T) € C, a Ginzburg-Landau
equation _
OrA =40% A+ A —3A|A]? +¢, (8)

3



with a rescaled noise E = E (X, T) has been derived. The Ginzburg-Landau
equation appears as universal amplitude equation which can be derived when-
ever the original system exhibits a Turing instability.

In the deterministic case systems without quadratic nonlinearities can be
handled trivially, cf. [§], whereas the handling of systems with quadratic
terms requires a lot of additional work, cf. [14 12, 9 13]. Therefore, the
situation for stochastic pattern systems with a quadratic nonlinearity is also
more involved. The last decades have seen various attempts to justify the
stochastic version of this approximation by proving error estimates between
the stochastic Ginzburg-Landau approximations and true solutions of the
original systems, see for instance [4, [3 [6, [7, 2]. Serious difficulties occur
in doing so since stochastic PDEs with noise which is white in time and
space have to be solved. The focus of these papers was on the analytic han-
dling of the noise terms and so in most cases the authors concentrate on
toy problems, in particular on pattern forming systems with cubic nonlin-
earities, more precisely, on systems without quadratic nonlinearities. As a
consequence, only a small part of the mathematical theory about the validity
of the Ginzburg-Landau approximation developed in the deterministic case
has been transferred to the stochastic case so far. Therefore, by using an
approach which is closer to the deterministic situation we strongly expect
that it is more easy also to transfer these validity proofs to the stochastic
situation. However, the validity of the Ginzburg-Landau approximation is
beyond the scope of this paper.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section [2] we present the system
which we will consider in detail, in particular we separate the solution w into
an irregular purely stochastic part and a more regular part. In Section [3]
we discuss the analytic properties of the irregular purely stochastic part. In
Section [ we derive the amplitude equation and formulate our approximation
result in Theorem LIl In Section [l we introduce the error functions and
derive the equations for the error. In Section [6] we provide some estimates
for the reduced residual terms. In Section [7] we estimate the error by using
Gronwall’s inequality. We conclude this paper with a discussion given in
Section [§]

Notation. Possibly different constants which can be chosen indepen-
dently of the small perturbation parameter 0 < ¢ < 1 are denoted with the
same symbol C'.

Acknowledgement. I would like to thank especially Guido Schneider
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2 Setup

For notational simplicity we consider the duKS equation (Il) with critical
wave numbers k1 = 1 and ko = 3 as a prototype model. Moreover, we choose
2m-spatially periodic boundary conditions and a 27w-spatially periodic noise

o t) = anf(k, t)e, (9)

Herein,

Ek,1) = E(=h.t) = &(k. 1) + &i(k, 1),
where & (k,-) and &(k,-) are distributional derivatives w.r.t. time ¢ > 0

of standard Wiener processes /V[Z,(k, -) and /V[Z(k, -) for each k € Ny. The
coefficients ay, = a(k,e) = a(—k,e) € C are specified below. We also write

u(a,t) =k, t)e*,

kEZ

with u(k,t) = u(—k,t) due to the 2m-periodic boundary conditions. With
k) = —(1 — k?)%(9 — k?)? the Fourier coefficients satisfy
di(k,t) = Mk)U(k,t) + 2k, t) + k(@ 0)(k, t) + awl (k. 1),

where

(@ 0)(k,t) =Y (k- K, )oK, 1)
Kez
is the discrete convolution of u and .
Like for other systems with additive white noise we can separate u into
an irregular purely stochastic part and a more regular part. We set

Uk, t) = 0(k,t) + Z(k, ),
where the new variables satisfy

B0k, t) = MNE)O(k, t)+£%0(k, t) +2Z (k, t) +ik((D+ 2Z) * 0+ 2Z))(k, t) (10)
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and

0,7 (k,t) = Ak)Z (k. t) + b (K, ). (11)

This separation has the advantage that Z (k,t) is at least continuous and
v(k,t) at least differentiable w.r.t. time. In the following, for each k € Ny,
we choose initial conditons Z(k,0) =0

3 The processes E(k,t)

We start with the equation ([[I)) for Z(k,t) which can be solved by the vari-
ation of constant formula. Assuming Z(k,0) = 0 we find

t t
Z(k,t) = / AW 0 (K, t)dr = / AW 0 dW (k, 1),

0 0

where the integral is a stochastic integral in the Ité-sense, cf. [10]. Z (k,-)
is a so called Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. These are well studied stochastic
processes for which we recall some important estimates from the existing
literature. We have to distinguish the case k # +1,+3 and k = +1, +3.

a) If AM(k) < 0 we use the following lemma for estimating Z(k, -).

Lemma 3.1. For k # +1,+3 we have that

| |?

t
P(sup |2(k, 1) > cx) gc‘2/ W) | 2y < 10
“Jo 2|A(K)leq

T€[0,¢]

Proof. This is a direct consequence of [II, (5.1.4)] where Z(k, t) = f(f G(k,7)dW (k,T)
is estimated by

t
P(sup |Z(k,7)] >¢) < 0_2/ E|G(k,7)|*dr.
T7€[0,t] 0
The statement of Lemma B.1] follows by setting G (k, 7) = X" q,. O
b) If A(k) = 0 we use the following lemma for estimating Z(k, -).

Lemma 3.2. For k = 41, +3 we have that

2 |O‘k|2t
P(sup|Z(k‘7‘|>ck <¢? |a|d < .

T€[0,¢]



Proof. We have 0,7 (k,t) = akg(k, t) and so Z(k,t) = ak/W(k, t). Applying
again [I, (5.1.4)] as in Lemma B.] but now with G(k,7) = a4 gives the
statement of Lemma 3.2 0O

In the following we need to know the order of Z(k,7) with respect to
0 <e<1forallte[0,Ty/e%, ie., on the natural time scale of the Lan-
dau approximation. We choose ¢, = O(g?) for k # 41,43 which, using
Lemma B.1], implies o, = O(g?) for k # 41,43 since the eigenvalues (k)
are independent of 0 < ¢ < 1.

For k = +1, £3 Lemma implies

N 2
P(sup |Z(k,7)| > &) < 0(‘0";‘ 5—2)

T€[0,t] Ck
and so if we choose ¢, = O(e) for k = +1,43 this implies o = O(g?) for
k=41, +3. -

For the subsequent error estimates we need an estimate on (Z(k, 7))rez
in a suitable function space. The error will be estimated w.r.t. the ¢>-norm

IRl = (3 [RuP(1+ K2)) "

keZ

for r > 1, and so we subsequently need an estimate for

sup ||(2k(t))kez||£%- (12)

t€[0,To /2]

Before we do so, we remark that the space 2 is closed under the discrete
convolution if r > 1/2. In detail, for > 1/2 there is a C' > 0 such that for
all @, v € ¢* we have

[+ 0]l < Cllallez 0]l



By means of Lemma B.1] and setting I, = {—3,—1,1,3}, we obtain

P(_suwp Y |Zu)P(L+ R = CF)

tel0. o/ pepn1,
< P(Y sw Zdt)PA+R) =002 Y (1R
kez\ I, 1€10,T0/e?] =

< > P( sup |Z(OPA+E) > CROA1+ K7
kez\l,  (E[0.To/e?]

< P( sup |Zy(t)] > CLCT2(1+ k) ™)
kez\r, — 1€10.To/e?]

= Z P( sup |Zy(t)| > C2C7H 1 + k)~ +)/2)
keZ\I t€[0,To /e?)

IN

1 Z ‘akPCQ 1—|—]€2) s+r)
CZ W, 2[A(K)| ’

where CF =37, ;. (1 + k%) < oo for s > 1/2 and where we used that

P(x+y>a+b) < Plx>a)+ Py >

since {(z,y) : x+y > a+0b} C {(z,y) : x > aVy > b}. Therefore, for a
given § > 0 there exists a C'z > 0 such that

P( sup Y |Z®)P(L+ kP >CF) <o (13)
tel0.To/e?] pepn,
if oy, = €2 and o
CI(1 4 k)0t
> . O(1) < oo (14)
=N

which is the case if 2(s + r) < 7 or equivalently 0 < s+ r < 7/2 since
Ak) ~ —k® for |k| — oo. Hence, the subsequent error equations can be
solved in the space £ with 1/2 < r < 3.



4 Derivation of the amplitude equation and
the approximation result

We define the residual or formal error

Res(k,t) = —0,0(k,t) + Ak)o(k,t) + 20(k, t) + 2Z (k. t)
+ik((O+ Z) % (54 2)) (k, 1)
which counts how much a function v fails to satisfy the equations. However,
the full residual is not very useful for the following analysis since various
combinations of Z are better directly handled in the equations for the error.
Therefore, we will define a reduced residual below.

With these preparations we are now going to derive the stochastic Landau
approximation. We make the ansatz

0(1,t) = A1 (%), 0(3,t) = e As(e%t),

(—1,t) = cA_(e%), 0(=3,t) = eA_3(%),

for the unstable modes. For the derivation of the Landau equations we have
to extend this ansatz to a few stable modes, too, namely

0(2,1) = e2Ay(2t), 0(4,t) = 2 A4(e%), 0(6,t) = e2Ag(e%t),

0(=2,t) = e?A_5(%), 0(—4,t) = e2A_4 (), 0(—6,t) = e?A_g(*t).
Moreover, we set

5(k,t) =0

for |k| & {1,2,3,4,6}. We set Z(k,t) = cZi(t), such that Z,(t) = O(1). We
choose
ci1=¢, caz=¢c and ¢, =¢e®for k# 41,43 (15)



and find

Res(0,t) =
Res(1,t) =

O(e"),

(=0 Ay + Ay + Zy + 2i(Zy + A)(Z_y + AL))

12i20(Z1 + A1) + 2i(Zs + As)(Z_y + As)

+2i(Zy + A)(Z_3+ A_s)) + O(eY),

E2(M2) Ay + 2i(Zy + A)? 4+ 4i(Zs + A3)(Z_1 + Ay))

+0(e%),

3 (—0rAg + Ag + Zs + 6i(Zy + Ao)(Zy + Ay) + 6iZo(Zs + As)
+6i(Zg 4+ Ag)(Z_3 + A_s) + 6i(Zy + A)(Z_1 + A1) + O(Y),

— S2(NA4) A4 +8i(Zs + A3) (21 + A1) + O(%),

0(83)7
e2(A(6)Ag + 6i(Z5 + A3)?) + O(£°),
(83)?

)

for |[k| > 7, and Res(—k,t) = Res(k,t). In order to make the residual smaller

we set

OrA;

OrAs

= A+ 204 2i(Zo+ A)(Z 1+ Ay +2i20(Zy + Ay) - (16)

12i(Zs + As)(Z_g+ A_s) + 2i(Zs + A)(Z_5+ A_s),

= A2)As +2i(Z) + A+ 4i(Zs + A3)(Z_1 + Ay), (17)
= As+ Z3 4 6i(Zo+ As)(Zy + Ay) + 6iZ0(Z5 + As) (18)
+6i(Z5 + Ag)(Z_3 + A_s) + 6i(Zy + A)(Z_1 + A_y),
= AA)Ay+ 8i(Z5 + A3)(Z, + Ay), (19)
— A(6)Ag + 6i(Z5 + A3)*. (20)
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We eliminate As, A4, and Ag in the equations for A; and Az. We find

~ ~ 1 ~
orAy = A1+ Zy+2i(Zy — m(2¢(Z1 + A;)?

+4i(Zs 4+ AN 21+ AW 2+ Ay) + 2i20(Z1 + Ay)

. . 1 . . .
+2i(Z3 + A3)(Z_2 — m(_%(z—l + AL —4i(Z_g+ As)(Z1 + Ar)))
s 85 ~ _
+2i(Z, — le)(zg + A3 (20 + A))(Zos + Ay),
. . 1 .
OrAs = A+ Zz+6i(Zy — —(2i(Z, + Ay)?

A(2)
+4i(Zs + As)(Z-1 + A1) (21 + A1) + 6iZ0(Zs + As)

5 i s 5
+6Z(Z6 — W(Z?’ + A3)2)(Z_3 —+ A_g)
= 1

+6i(Zy (Zs + A3)(Zy + AN Z_1 + Ay).

A(4)
It is the goal of this paper to prove the following approximation result.

Theorem 4.1. For allé > 0, C; > 0 there exist e > 0, Cy > 0 such that for
all € € (0,&0) the following holds. Let (Ay, A3) € C([0,Ty], C?) be a solution
of the system of stochastic amplitude equations ([210)-[22]) with

sup (|A1(T)]| +|As(T)|) < Cy. (23)

T€[0,To)

Then there are solutions u € C([0,Ty/e?], H(R,R)) of the duKS equation
@) with

P( sup sup|u(a,t) — (eA1(e%)e™ + cAz(e*t)e®™ + c.c)| < Coe?) > 1 — 4.
t€[0,Tp /2] z€R

Remark 4.2. It is easy to see that Assumption (23) can be satisfied in the
sense that for all § > 0 there exists a C; > 0 such that

P( sup (JA(T)] +[A3(T)]) < Ch) > 1= (24)

T€[0,To]
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5 The equations for the error

The error made by the approximation from Section H is denoted by e2R.;
and e2R.3 and by 3Ry, for k & {41, 43}, respectively. In detail, we set

eAy (%
= cAis(e?t
e2A49(e%) 4+ 3Ry
= ?Apy(e%) + 2 Ruy(t
= % Asg(%) + 3 Ragl(

S g
H_
vl\D
\_/\_/3\_/\_/
|

and 0(k,t) = e®*Ry(t) for k = 0,45 and |k| > 7. Moreover, we use the
notation Yo = Ay + Zus, Yy = Auy + Zaa, Yig = Asg + Zs and Yy, = Z
for k # +1,+£2 43, +4,£6. We further recall that Z(k,t) = eZx(t) for
k=+1,+3 and Z(k,t) = £2Z,,(t) otherwise. We find

(A +e*Ry) = M1)(eA, +&*Ry) + (A, + *Ry) + 27,
+1 Z (EAl_k/ + €2R1_k/ + €/Z\1_k/)(€3Rk/ + €2Yk/)
1—k'=+1,+3
+1 Z (3Ri_p + Y1) (eAp + 2Ry + 521«)
k'eln|k'|€e{1,3}
+i Z (3Ry_p + Y1) (e Ry + €*Yy),
k'eln|k'|¢{1,3}

Oi(eAs + e2Rs) = A(3)(eAs+ ®Rs) + £2(cAs + €2Rs) + £° Zs
+31 Z (€A3—k’ + 52R3_kl + EZ\?)—k’)(Eng’ + 52Yk’)
3—k/=+1,43
+3i Z (*Ry_p + 2Ys_)(eAp + 2Ry + e Zy)
k' eIsn|k|€{1,3}
+3i Y (PRyw+ Vi) (R + V),
k' €Tsn|k!|¢{1,3}
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and

8t53Rk + 8t52(5k,2A2 + 5k,4A4 + 5k76A6) + 8#:2((5]@7_214_2 + 5k,—4A—4 + 5k,—6A—6)
= MK)e’Ry, + A(k)e*(0k.0As + Ok aAs + Ok 6As) + AK)e*(0k,—2A_2 + s A4 + 61 _6A_¢)
+e?® Ry + e (Op0 Az + Opady + Ok 6As) + (6 2A o + 0k 4 A 4+ 0 _6A_g) + 2,

+i]€ Z (63Rk_k/ + €2Yk_kf)(€Ak/ + 62Rk/ + 62]4)
k'el,N|k'|e{1,3}

+i]€ Z (c":‘Ak_kf + €2Rk_kf + 6Z\k_k/)(€3ka + €2Yk1)
|k—k'|=1,3 N |K'|¢{1,3}
+ik Z (c":‘Ak_kf + €2Rk_kf + €2k_k/)(€Akf + €2ka + 62k/)

lk—k'|=1,3 N |k'|€{1,3}
+ik Z (3Rp_pr + e*Yiop) (E Ry + €2Yy),
k'eL,n|k|¢{1,3}

with I, = Z\ {|K'|, |k — k'| € {1,3}}. Reordering the terms in the equations
for R; shows that the error function R, satisfies

O Ry = M1) Ry + f1(R), (25)

+i Z (52R1_kr (3Rp +e*Yp) + 5Y1_kra3Rk/)

1—k/=+1,+3

+1 Z (€3R1_k/(€2Rkl + EYkl) + 82}/i_k/€2Rkl)
k'ein|k'|€{1,3}

+i Z (3Ri_p + Y1) (2 Ry + *Yy) + Res, (1, 1),
keln|k'|¢{1,3}

and the reduced residual
Res,(1,t) = &3 (=0pAy + Ay + Zy + 2i(Zo + A)(Z_y + Ay)

12iZ0(Z1 + A1) + 2i(Zs + A3)(Z_o + AL,)
+2i(Zy+ A (Z_s+ A_3)) = 0,

since A; satisfies (2I)). We have Res,(1,t) = Res(1,t) due to the fact that the
nonlinearity only contains quadratic terms. Doing the same in the equations
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for Rs shows that the error function R3 satisfies
Rz = A(3) R + f3(R), (26)
with

€2f3(R) = €4R3

+3i Z (52R3—kf (* R +€°Yi) + 5}/:3—16’53]%’6’)
3—k/=+1,43

+3i Z (€3R3—k, (€2Rk’ + 6Yk’) + 82}/3—]@’62Rk’)
k'eIsn|k’|€{1,3}

+31 Z (e°Ry_ + €°Ys_p) (e° Ry + €°Yir) 4 Res, (3, 1),
KeLsF|¢{1,3}

and the reduced residual

RGST(B, t) = 53(—0TA3 + Ag + /Z\g —+ 62(/2\2 —+ Ag)(21 + Al)
16i(Zs + Ag)(Z_3+ A_3) +6i(Zy + A)(Z_1 + A1) =0

since Aj satisfies (22). We have Res,(3,1) = Res(3,t) due to the fact that
the nonlinearity only contains quadratic terms. Reordering the terms in the
equations for Ry, shows that the error function Ry for |k| # 1, £3 satisfy

O Re = Mk) Ry, + fu(R) (27)
with

€3fk(R) = €5Rk
+ik Z (Est_kf + €2Yk_k/)(c€ykf + 82Rk/)

k'eln|k’'|e{1,3}

+ik Z (eYi_p + €2Rk_k/)(€3Rkl + €2Yk/)
|k—k'|=1,3 N |k’|¢{1,3}
‘l"ik? Z (Esz_kl(€2Rk/ + EYk/) + EYk_k/€2Rk/)

lk—k/|=1,3 N |k'|€{1,3}

+ik Z (3Rp_pr +*Yiop) (€ Ry + €2Yy) + Res, (k, 1),
k' elN|k'|¢{1,3}
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and the reduced residual

Res,(£2,t) = —c'0pAiy + 'Y,
Res,(+4,t) = —'0rAgs+ &'V,
Res, (£6,t) = —e'0rAye+e'Vas,

since Aio, Axy and Apg satisfy (7)), (I9) and (20) respectively. For all other
k € Z, it holds Res,(k,t) = 0.

6 Estimates for the reduced residual

In this section we estimate the reduced residual terms Res, (£2,t), Res,(+4, t),
and Res,(£6,¢). As a prototype example we consider Res,(6,t). From (I7)
we obtain

6i - 12 ~ .
OrAg —Tg)aT((z3 +Ap?) = _WZ)(ZB + A3) (0775 + OrAs)
127 -~ ~
- —W)?)(Z3 + A3) (720,25 + Or As)
12 ~
= —T(;(23+A3)(5_2a3€3)
—ﬁ(é + A3)(As + Zs + 6i(Z —L(z(i + A
)\(6)3 3 3 3 W42 )\(2)21 1

F4i(Zs + As)(Z_y + A (Zy + AY)

+6i(Zs — Té‘)(z’ A2y + Ay) + 6i20(Z5 + As)
+6i( 7, — %(23 + AT+ AN(Z a4+ A)).

Hence, most terms are classical functions but the term

12i - i
—W(Z3+A3)(5 asés)

needs some extra treatment. Therefore, we write

Res,(6,t) = Res,(6,a,t) + Res,(6,b,1),
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where

64%(23 + Ag) (8_2Oé3£3).

In Section [7] these residual terms appear as

t
/ O e=3Res, (6, 7)dr.
0
Under the assumption that
sup ([A(T)|[+|A5(T)|+ > 1Z(T/e*)]) < Cy=0(1)

T€l0.Tol je{0.12,3.4,6)

Res, (6,b,t) = +

we obviously have

t
sup |/ O 3Res,. (6, a, 7)d7| < Ce.

t€[0,Tp /2]

Less obvious is the estimate for

|/ O=7)c=3Res, (6, b, T)d7]|.

Recalling that ay, = O(e?) for k = %1, £3, we find

si(t) = |/ e 1(262) (Zs + As)as&s(T)dr|
— |/ 6)(t— 75&(23%-/13)53( )dr|

- \/ o 5&@3 Ay (1) (3,7)].

Using [1, (5.1.4)] again, we find

P(sup |si(7)] > )
T€[0,¢]

t
< g7 [ PO B + ElAa(n))dr
: G

SYOE

144 &2
——(E sup (|Z5(7)|?) + E sup (|As(7)?)).
)\(6)2 2)\(6)Cz( 're[OPit](| 3( )| ) Te[&)ﬂﬂ 3( )| ))

T€[0,¢] T€[0,¢]

IN

16

(28)

(29)

144 t
—&c;” / PO qdr(sup (E|Z3(7)|?) + sup (E|As(1)[%))
0



Using [I, (5.1.5)] gives the estimate for E'sup,c(|Z1(7)?). Similarly we
can estimate Esup, ¢ (141(7)]?).

Almost line for line we find the same estimates for j = 4,6. Summarizing
the estimates yields that for all § > 0 there exists a C' > 0 such for all
e € (0,1) we have that

t
P( sup | / A3 Res, (7, 7)d7| < Chese) > 1 -6 (30)
0

te[0,To /2]

for j =2,4,6.

7 The error estimates

In order to estimate the error made by the stochastic Landau approximation
we use the variation of constant of formula and write the equations (25), (20])
and (27)) for the error as

t
Rl (t) — eA(l)tRl (O) +/ eA(l)(t—T)fl (T)dT,
0
t
Rg(t) — 6)\(3)th(0) ‘l‘/ 6)\(3)(t—7)f3(7_)d7_’
0

t
Ri(t) = ®IR(0)+ / AR £ ()
0

We distinguish the error function for critical and stable modes by setting
Rc - (R—37 R—17 R17 R3)7 Rs == ( LIS R—47 R—27 R07 R27 R47 .. )
and define the quantities

Se(t) = sup [[Re(T)llz and  Si(t) = sup [[Rs(7)l|ez,

0<7<t 0<7<t

with r € (1/2,3). The following estimates hold under the assumption that

sup |Ax(T)| < Cy (31)
ke{1,2,3,4,6) L E€0T0]
and i
wp S IZOF (1 + ) < 5 @

te[0,To /2] ke
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i) Using (I2)) and \(1) = 0 we estimate

t t
| / 2R, (7)dr| < C / €28, (r)dr
0

| / (Ri-w (€°Rys + €°Yi) + €Yi_pe Ry ) ) (7)dr]
1- k’ +£1,£3

< C'/ e38.(7)Ss(7) + €2S.(7) + €28, (7)dr

| / Z (eRi_w(*Ry + eYiy) + Yi_pe Ry ) (7)d7|
0 wern n|k|e{1,3}

< C'/ e38.(7)Ss(7) + e2Ss(7) + 28, (7)dr

| / Z ( 3R1_kl + 52}/1—k’)(5Rk’ + Yk/))(T)dT|

k'el N |k'|¢{1,3}

< C/ g2 +&35,(7) + ' S2(7)dr,
0

t
|/ £ 2Res,(1,t)(1)dr| = 0.
0

ii) In exactly the same way we estimate the terms in the equations for Rj.
iii) The estimates for the stable part are more advanced. They are funda-
mentally based on the fact that A\(k) < 0 for k # +1,+3. We start with

(1 [ AR+ ) < O ),

kEZ
Next we find

t
([ @9k S (R + Vo) (Yo + R (r)dr (14 B2
0 k'elN|k'|e{1,3}

< O(e84(t) 4+ 25,(t)S,(t) + eSe(t) + 1)

¢
(| / €A(k)(t_7)il{7( Z (Yk_kf + &?Rk_kf)(é‘Rk/ + ka))<7')d7'|2(1 + ]{72)T)1/2
0 lk—k'|=1,3 N |k’|¢{1,3}

< O(eS,(t) + 14 28, (1) S,(t) + £S.(t)).

18



Moreover, we have

t
(1 / BT ( Z (Ri—w (eRw + Yi) + Yo Riy) ) (T)dr [P (1 + k%)) 1/
0 lk—k'|=1,3 N |[k’|€{1,3}
< C(eS%(t) + 25.(t)).

Furthermore, we estimate

t
( / AP N (eRyop + Yiew) (R + £Yi))(T)dr P (1 + k)71
0 k' €I,N |k |¢{1,3}

< Ce(e®S2(t) + eSs(t) +1).

Recalling that Res,(k,t) = 0 for k # £2, £4, 46, (B0) yields
t
(|/ AT =3Res, (k, 7)d7|?(1 + k2?2 < Ce.
0

Now we have all ingredients to establish the bound for the error. For all
t € [0,Ty/€?] we have

R
=
A

S.(0) + / t Ce2(1 4 38.(7) + 25,(1) + 265,(7)Ss(7) + £S,(1) + £25,(7)?)dr
Se(t) < S5(0) +20(S.(t) + 1) + Ce[(M,. + e M,)* + 2M.(t) + 2M,(t) + 2e M,(t) + 1],

From the second inequality we then obtain: There exists an ; > 0 such
that for all € € (0, ;) we have

Ss(t) < (Ss(0) + 1) +2C(S.(t) + 1), (33)

as long as S.(t) < M, and S,(t) < M, with M, and M, defined below, if
0 < g; < 1 is chosen so small that

Ce[(M, + eMy)* + 2M(t) + 2M(t) + 2eMy(t) + 1] < 1 (34)
for all € € (0,¢;). Inserting (B3] into the inequality for S.(t) yields

Su(t) < fio + € / 6,5.()dr,
0

19



where

Bo = Sc(0) + 1+ CTp(1 + 25,(0) + 2 +4C),

if we choose 0 < g9 < 1 so small that for given M, and M, we have
CTy(eS5(0) + & +eM .M, +e*M?) < 1 (35)
for all € € (0,e3). Using Gronwall’s inequality immediately yields
Se(t) < Boe™ ™ =: M.,
and due to ([B3]) we define
M = (S5(0) + 1) +2C(S.(t) + 1).

For these M, and M, we define ey = min(ey, e9) where 1 > 0 is chosen so
small that for all ¢ € (0,¢1) condition (B4) is satisfied and €5 > 0 so small
that for all € € (0,e5) condition (35 is satisfied.

Since the above finitely many conditions (28), (30), (B31), and (32)) can
be satisfied with a full probability independently of the small parameter
0<e<1,cf [I3), 24), and (B0), if the O(1)-bounds Cs, Cyp, and C% go
to infinity, we have:

For all § > 0 there exist 9 > 0, Cy > 0 such that for all € € (0,&q) there
are solutions (Ry)rez € C([0,Ty/%], ?) of (25) and (27) with

P sup  ([[(Ru(t)rezllez < Coe®) > 1= 6.

te[0,To /2]

Sobolev’s embedding theorem yields the statement of Theorem H.T1 O

8 Discussion

In the previous chapters, we brought the derivation and justification of
stochastic amplitude equations for pattern-forming systems with additive
white noise closer to the deterministic situation. It will be straightforward
to transfer the presented approach to more complicated pattern forming sys-
tems with periodic boundary conditions.
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For notational simplicity we restricted the previous analysis to the duKS
equation ([l). Another simple example is a system of coupled Swift-Hohenberg-
Kuramoto-Shivashinsky (SHKS) equations

8tu = —(k’% + 0§)2u + au + fu(u> v, a’vu’ a’f/‘v) + 5“’
&tv == _(kg + 83)27) +av+ fv(uv v, amu’ amv) + 5”

where z, u = u(x,t),v = v(z,t) € R, t > 0, bifurcation parameter a € R,
smooth nonlinearities f,, f, : R* = R with f,,(u,v,dyu,d,v) = O(Jul* +
[v]? + |0ul? + |0,v]?) for u,v,dyu,dv — 0, and noise &, = &,(z,t) and
& = &u(z,t). As before we have to satisfy the condition (I4]) which holds if
2(s+ 1) < 3 or equivalently 0 < s+ r < 3/2 since the eigenvalues satisfy
Ma(k) = —(kj — k*)* ~ —k* for |k| — oo. Hence, the subsequent error
equations can be solved in the space £ with 1/2 < r < 1.

If this instability mechanism is considered for reaction diffusion systems

o,U = DO*U + f(U)

with diffusion matrix D € R U(x,t) € R? and f : R? — R? a smooth
mapping, the condition (I4]) can only be satisfied if the white noise, i.e.,
ar = O(1) for |k| — oo is replaced by colored noise, i.e., ay = O(|k|™?) for
|k| — oo and ¥ > 0. Including oy in (I4) gives the condition

5 C2a2(1 + K2)6+0)
A (k)

=0(1) < © (36)

kEZ\],
which is the case if 2(s + 7 —9J) < 1 or equivalently 0 < s +7r < 1/2 + 9
since A(k) ~ —k? for |k| — oo. Hence, the subsequent error equations can
be solved in the space 2 with 1/2 < r < 9.

The same analysis for Bénard’s problem with two layered fluids is more
involved and will be the subject of future research.

Another future goal is to use the presented approach to transfer more
complicated deterministic bifurcation scenarios to the stochastic case. As a
first step in this direction the 27-periodicity will be given up and the original
system will be considered on a domain of size O(1/¢) with periodic boundary
conditions. Similar to [3] the stochastic Landau equation will be replaced by
a stochastic Ginzburg-Landau equation.

Last but not least, it is worth mentioning that the stable part in (I3]) can
be chosen of order ¢ instead of €2, as pointed out by Dirk Blomker. Letting
¢, = ¢ for k # +1,3, would deliver an improvement to the present results.
To provide however a more rigorous analysis is part of our future work.
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