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Abstract

In this work we perform rigorous small noise expansions to study the impact of stochastic forcing on

the behaviour of planar travelling wave solutions to reaction-diffusion equations on cylindrical domains. In

particular, we use a stochastic freezing approach that allows effective limiting information to be extracted

concerning the behaviour of the stochastic perturbations from the deterministic wave. As an application,

this allows us to provide a rigorous definition for the stochastic corrections to the wave speed. In addition,

our approach allows their size to be computed to any desired order in the noise strength, provided that

sufficient smoothness is available.
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1 Introduction

The main purpose of this paper is to provide a rigorous underpinning to the estimates obtained in the
series [11, 31] for the speed and shape corrections that arise when stochastically perturbing travelling wave
solutions to reaction-diffusion systems. In particular, we consider SPDEs such as

dU = [∆U + f(U)]dt+ σg(U)dWQ
t (1.1)

on cylindrical domains of the form D = R× Td−1 for some integer d ≥ 1, driven by a cylindrical Q-Wiener
process (WQ

t )t≥0 that is white in time, coloured in space and translationally invariant. We assume that in
the deterministic case σ = 0 (1.1) features a planar travelling wave solution u(x, x⊥, t) = Φ0(x− c0t).
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Stochastic freezing The main contribution in the earlier works [11,31] is that we constructed a stochastic
phase function Γ : [0, T ] → R so that the perturbation

V (x, x⊥, t) = U(x+ Γ(t), x⊥, t)− Φ0(x) (1.2)

remains bounded with high probability over time intervals that are exponentially long with respect to σ−1

and admits a natural Taylor expansion

V = σV (1) + σ2V (2) + . . . (1.3)

with respect to the variable σ. In addition, we explicitly characterized the processes V (1) and V (2) and
showed that the resulting expressions converged in expectation as t→ ∞ to a well-defined limit. This leads
formally to a Taylor expansion of the form

Cobs = c0 + σ2c(2) + σ3c(3) + . . . (1.4)

for the expected observed wave speed Cobs, which intuitively should satisfy a relation of the form

Cobs ∼
2

T
E
[
Γ(T )− Γ(12T )

]
for large T. (1.5)

We provided an explicit expression for c(2) and a numerical procedure to compute c(3), and validated our
findings for several example systems by analyzing large samples of numerical simulations. In essence, this
approach can be seen as a stochastic version of the freezing approach developed by Beyn [8], which allows
us to adopt the spirit behind the modern machinery for deterministic stability issues initiated by Howard
and Zumbrun [49]. However, a key missing feature in these earlier works is the ability to provide a rigorous
quantification for statements of the form (1.5).

Rigorous expansion In this paper we provide such a quantification, not only for the wave speed but for
all sufficiently smooth functionals acting on U . In particular, assuming throughout this introduction that
V (0) = 0, we formalize the expansion procedure behind (1.3) by writing

V = σV (1) + σ2V (2) + . . .+ σr−1V (r−1) + Z (1.6)

and establish bounds for the expansion terms V (i) and the residual term Z. This allows us to quantify the
timescale over which the residual remains small, which in our case will mean Z = O(σr− 1

2 ).
Writing (S(t))t≥0 for the deterministic semigroup that governs the linearized behaviour of (1.1) with

σ = 0 near the travelling wave (Φ0, c0), we have the representation

V (1)(t) =

∫ t

0

S(t− s)̺ dWQ
s (1.7)

for some fixed Hilbert-Schmidt operator ̺. Using techniques from [30], which have recently been extended
to a Banach-space setting in [15], it is possible to obtain the scaling behaviour

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖V (1)(t)‖2p ∼ pp + [lnT ]p (1.8)

with respect to the exponent p ≥ 1 and the timescale T ≥ 1. These computations exploit the fact that the
constant function s 7→ ̺ naturally admits a global pathwise bound. However, for V (2) and higher one needs
to understand expressions of the form

∫ t

0

S(t− s)Λ[V (1)(s)] dWQ
s , (1.9)

which involve (multi)-linear maps Λ. In particular, we no longer have global pathwise bounds on the integrand,
requiring us to generalize the techniques from [30]. In fact, we also need to consider similar stochastic
convolutions where the semigroup S is replaced by a random evolution family. The resulting expressions
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are referred to as ‘forward integrals’ [41] and generalize the concept of Itô integrals to situations where the
integrand is ‘anticipating’ instead of predictable. Our growth bounds for such integrals sharpen the results
from [11], which also required uniform pathwise estimates on the integrand.

These novel bounds can be used to obtain the scaling behaviour

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖V (j)(t)‖2p ∼ pjp + [lnT ]jp. (1.10)

Setting p = 1, we can observe that the natural expansion parameter is σ
√
lnT rather than σ. In particular,

the timescales over which our expansions can be maintained should satisfy lnT ≪ σ−2. In fact, we will use
lnT∗ = σ−α for some appropriate 0 < α < 2. This provides us enough freedom to achieve the stated σr− 1

2

behaviour of the residual, while retaining timescales that are exponentially long with respect to σ−1. In
particular, we proceed by introducing the so-called ‘stability event’

Astb = {‖V (j)‖ ≤ σ−1/2 and ‖Z‖ ≤ σr−1/2 on [0, T∗]}, (1.11)

where we are deliberately not specifying any norms. The bounds (1.10) for V (j) and related estimates for Z
can be used to show that Astb occurs with high probability.

Conditional expectations One of the main goals of the paper is to establish conditional expectation
results of the form

E
[
φ
(
V (T∗)

)
|Astb

]
= h∞;0 + σh∞;1 + . . .+ σr−1h∞;r−1 +O(σr−1/2). (1.12)

In particular, for smooth functionals φ we show that the expectation φ(V ), evaluated at the (large) time
T∗ and conditioned on retaining the stability of the wave, admits a natural Taylor expansion. Naturally,
this expectation will depend on the precise details concerning the definition of the stability event Astb, most
notably the parameters underlying the exit time. However, the expansion coefficients

(
h∞;0, . . . h∞;r−1

)
do

not and are hence in some sense ‘universal’. In this sense our results are able to provide a fully rigorous
meaning to statements of the form (1.5).

In addition to our existence results, we provide an algorithmic technique to obtain explicit expressions
for these coefficients, generalizing the computations in the early work [28,31]. The key step is to understand
expressions of the form

lim
t→∞

EΛ[V (i1), . . . , V (iℓ)](t) (1.13)

for ℓ-linear maps Λ. In particular, we establish that these limits are well-defined and can be evaluated
explicitly in terms of iterated integrals involving the semigroup S(t). The remaining step towards (1.12) is
to use our bounds for the residual Z and the high-probability nature of Astb to obtain the error estimate. In
particular, conditioning on Astb only has a small effect on the behaviour of (1.13), which can be quantified
and captured by the error term.

We emphasize that the existence of the limits (1.13) is a direct consequence of the ‘freezing’ technique
underlying the Ansatz (1.2). An alternative approach towards stochastic meta-stability results [38] requires
V to ‘move’ with the wave. This makes the stability analysis somewhat less complicated since delicate terms
involving higher derivatives of V , coming from the Itô calculus, are avoided. However, the effects generated
by these terms are essential for the Taylor expansions we obtain here.

Broader context This work is part of a growing initiative spanning several research groups to study
how stochastic forcing impacts the pattern-forming properties of various types of deterministic systems,
motivated by applications in fields such as neuroscience [12,13], cardiology [48], finance [19] and meteorology
[21]. This topic has attracted significant interest both from the applied community [7, 10, 23, 43, 44, 47] as
well as mathematicians developing rigorous proofs [9, 26, 32, 34, 35, 37, 38]. An extensive discussion of these
developments can be found in the review paper [36] and the recent work [11]. These results build on the
voluminous work performed during the the past decades to provide a mathematically rigorous framework to
interpret SPDEs; see, e.g., [4, 6, 14, 24, 27, 39, 40].

The work in this paper can be seen in the context of ‘exit problems’, which study how and when solutions
leave an appropriate neighbourhood of a stable state. Related results have been obtained for finite dimensional
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systems [18, 22] or problems posed on compact spatial domains [2, 3, 20, 42], where the set of tools is much
richer. For example, the compactness of the associated semigroups can be used to prove the existence of
quasi-invariant measures. However, we are not aware of any work that reproduces our explicit σ-expansions.

Outline After stating our main results in §2, we obtain the required supremum bounds for stochastic and
deterministic convolutions in §3. We study the smoothness of our nonlinearities between various function
spaces in §4, which allows us to show that our Taylor expansions are well-defined in §5, where we also quantify
their growth rates. We analyze the limiting behaviour of expectations in §6. Turning to the residual Z, we
establish a mild representation in §7 and provide bounds for the underlying nonlinearities. This allows us in
§8 to obtain bounds for the probability of Astb and complete our proofs.

2 Main Results

In this section we formulate our main results, which concern the stochastic reaction-diffusion system

du = [∆u+ f(u)]dt+ σg(u)dWQ
t . (2.1)

Here u(x, x⊥, t) ∈ R
n evolves in time t ≥ 0 on a cylindrical domain D = R× T

d−1 ∋ (x, x⊥) with dimension

d ≥ 1, and is driven by a translationally invariant noise process (WQ
t )t≥0. For d = 1, we simply have D = R.

Remark 1. Our techniques also apply after the replacement ∆ 7→ D∆ where the diffusion matrix D is
diagonal with strictly positive diagonal elements. For simplicity in stating and proving our results we work
with D = In, but the approach used in [29,31] can be used to consider the general case.

We will assume that in the deterministic setting σ = 0, our system (2.1) admits a planar travelling wave
solution u(x, x⊥, t) = Φ0(x − c0t); see (HTw) below. Our main goal in this paper is to consider the setting
0 < σ ≪ 1 and study solutions to (2.1) of the form

u(x+ Γ(t), x⊥, t) = Φ0(x) + V (x, x⊥, t), (2.2)

with an initial condition
V (x, x⊥, 0) = δV∗(x, x⊥) (2.3)

for some 0 ≤ δ ≪ 1 and a phase function Γ that is chosen to ensure that the solution is ‘frozen’ in such a
way that it is possible to extract long-term behaviour concerning V . In contrast to the earlier works [11,30],
we refrain from applying σ-dependent corrections to the waveprofile Φ0 and rather absorb them into the
perturbation V . The main novelty in the present paper is that we make the further decomposition

V = Y1 + . . .+ Yr−1 + Z, (2.4)

for some integer r ≥ 3, where conceptually Yj captures contributions that are of order j in the pair (σ, δ),
while Z represents the higher-order residual. The restriction r ≥ 3 is made for technical convenience, related
to the fact that certain fundamental stochastic contributions start appearing at second order in σ.

Fixing an integer k∗ > d/2 and introducing the notation

kj = k∗ + r + 1− j, (2.5)

our goal is to capture the spatial behaviour of the functions above in the spaces1

Z(t) ∈ Hk∗ = Hk∗(D;Rn), Yj(t) ∈ Hkj = Hkj (D;Rn). (2.6)

We remark that these choices guarantee pointwise control on the functions in (2.6), which is highly convenient
when estimating nonlinear terms. We refer to [11] for a detailed discussion of settings that require less
regularity on solutions, but do not pursue this in the present paper.

In §2.1 we formulate our assumptions for (2.1) and the deterministic wave (Φ0, c0). The expansion
functions Yj are defined rigorously in §2.2, where we also state their main properties. Finally, in §2.3 we
formulate our main results concerning the residual Z.

1From this point onwards, we will implicitly use D and Rn as the domain and co-domain of all our function spaces, unless
explicitly stated otherwise. In particular, we also write L2 = L2(D;Rn).
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2.1 Assumptions

We first consider the nonlinearities f and g appearing in (2.1) and impose several global Lipschitz conditions.
We do point out that the pointwise control on u that we establish in our main results means that we can safely
modify f and g outside the region of interest to enforce these conditions. We also note that the constants u±
will correspond to the limiting values of the wave profile Φ0. The integer m ≥ 1 corresponds to the number
of components of the noise.

(HNL) We have f ∈ Ck∗+r+1(Rn;Rn) and g ∈ Ck∗+r+2(Rn;Rn×m) with

f(u−) = f(u+) = 0, g(u−) = g(u+) = 0 (2.7)

for some pair u± ∈ Rn. In addition, there are constants Kf > 0 and Kg > 0 such that

|f(uA)− f(uB)|+ . . .+ |Dk∗+r+1f(uA)−Dk∗+r+1f(uB)| ≤ Kf |uA − uB| (2.8)

holds for all uA, uB ∈ R
n, together with

|g(uA)− g(uB)|+ . . .+ |Dk∗+r+2g(uA)−Dk∗+r+2g(uB)| ≤ Kg|uA − uB|. (2.9)

We now turn to the planar wave solutions u = Φ0(x + c0t) for (2.1) with σ = 0, which must satisfy the
travelling wave ODE

Φ′′
0 + c0Φ

′
0 + f(Φ0) = 0. (2.10)

Linearising (2.10) around the travelling wave (Φ0, c0) leads to the linear operator

Ltw : H2(R;Rn) → L2(R;Rn) (2.11)

that acts as
[Ltwu](x) = u′′(x) + c0u

′(x) +Df
(
Φ0(x)

)
u(x) (2.12)

and admits the translational neutral eigenvalue LtwΦ
′
0 = 0. We will write

Ladj
tw : H2(R;Rn) → L2(R;Rn) (2.13)

for the associated adjoint operator, which acts as

[Ladj
tw w](x) = w′′(x)− c0w

′(x) +Df(Φ0(x))
⊤w(x). (2.14)

Indeed, it is easily verified that 〈Ltwv, w〉L2(R;Rn) = 〈v,Ladj
tw w〉L2(R;Rn) holds for v, w ∈ H2(R;Rn).

We impose standard existence, hyperbolicity and spectral stability conditions on the wave (Φ0, c0). In
particular, we assume the presence of a spectral gap.

(HTw) There exists a waveprofile Φ0 ∈ C2(R;Rn) and a wavespeed c0 ∈ R that satisfy the travelling wave
ODE (2.10). In addition, there is a constant K > 0 together with exponents ν± > 0 so that the bound

|Φ0(x) − u−|+ |Φ′
0(ξ)| ≤ Ke−ν−|x| (2.15)

holds for all x ≤ 0, whereas the bound

|Φ0(x) − u+|+ |Φ′
0(ξ)| ≤ Ke−ν+|x| (2.16)

holds for all x ≥ 0. Finally, the operator Ltw defined in (2.11) has a simple eigenvalue at λ = 0 and
there exists a constant βtw > 0 so that Ltw − λ is invertible for all λ ∈ C satisfying Reλ ≥ −2βtw.

Together with (HNL), these conditions imply that Φ0 ∈ Ck∗+r+3(R;Rn) and that |Φ(ℓ)
0 (x)| → 0 exponen-

tially fast as |x| → ∞, for any 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k∗ + r + 3. In particular, this means Φ′
0 ∈ Hk∗+r+2. In addition,

these conditions imply the existence of an adjoint eigenfunction ψtw that satisfies 〈ψtw,Φ
′
0〉L2(R;Rn) = 1 and

Ladj
tw ψtw = 0. In particular, inner products against ψtw can be used to ‘project out’ translations of the original

wave Φ0. This freedom can be used to impose the following technical restriction on the initial condition V∗.
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(HV∗) We have the normalization ‖V∗‖Hk∗+r = 1, together with the orthogonality condition2

〈V∗, ψtw〉L2 = 〈V∗, ψtw〉L2(D;Rn) = 0. (2.17)

We continue by considering the covariance function q that governs the noise process by means of the
convolution

[Qv](x, x⊥) = [q ∗ v](x, x⊥) =
∫

R

∫

Td−1

q(x− x′, x⊥ − x′⊥)v(x
′, x′⊥)dx

′dx′⊥. (2.18)

Indeed, the following conditions imply that Q is a bounded, symmetric linear operator on L2(D;Rm) that
satisfies 〈Qv, v〉L2(D;Rm) ≥ 0. This allows us to follow [17, 24, 27, 31, 33, 40] and construct a cylindrical Q-

Wiener process WQ = (WQ
t )t≥0 that is defined on a filtered probability space (Ω,F ,F,P) and takes values

in (an extended space containing) the Hilbert space L2(D;Rm); see [11, §3.2].

(Hq) We have q ∈ Hℓ(D;Rm×m)∩L1(D;Rm×m) for some integer ℓ > 2k1+d/2, with q(−x,−x⊥) = q(x, x⊥)
and q⊤(x, x⊥) = q(x, x⊥) for all (x, x⊥) ∈ D. Further, for any (ω, ξ) ∈ R × Zd−1 the m ×m matrix
q̂(ω, ξ) is non-negative definite, where q̂ denotes the Fourier transform of q.

Upon introducing the Hilbert space

L2
Q = Q1/2

(
L2(D;Rm)

)
(2.19)

and picking 0 ≤ k ≤ k1 = k∗ + r, we note that [11, Lem. 4.5] allows any z ∈ Hk(D;Rn×m) to be interpreted
as a Hilbert-Schmidt operator from L2

Q into Hk via pointwise multiplication, with the bound

‖z‖HS(L2
Q;Hk) ≤ K‖z‖Hk(D;Rn×m). (2.20)

This allows the noise term in (2.1) to be interpreted in a rigorous fashion, writing

(g(u)[ξ])(x, x⊥) = g
(
u(x, x⊥)

)
ξ(x, x⊥) (2.21)

for any ξ ∈ L2
Q.

2.2 Taylor expansion

We follow the approach in [11] to define the phase Γ in the decomposition (2.2). In particular, we couple the
evolution

dΓ =
(
c0 + aσ(U,Γ)

)
dt+ σb(U,Γ)dWQ

t (2.22)

to our main system (2.1), where the definitions of aσ and b are provided in Appendix A. Recalling (2.2)-(2.3)
and applying [11, Prop 6.1], we see that for every T > 0 there exists a stopping time τ∞ ∈ (0, T ] so that the
Hk∗(D;Rn)-valued identity

V (t) = δV∗ +

∫ t

0

Rσ

(
V (s)

)
ds+ σ

∫ t

0

S
(
V (s)

)
dWQ

s (2.23)

holds P-a.s. for all 0 ≤ t < τ∞. To isolate the σ dependencies, we make the decomposition

Rσ(v; c0,Φ0) = ∆x⊥
v + Ltwv +RI(v) + σ2RII(v) + σ2Υ(v) (2.24)

and refer to Appendix A for the full definitions of Rσ, RI , RII , Υ and S. For our purposes here, we note
that the inclusions

RI ,RII ∈ Cj(Hk+1, Hk), Υ ∈ Cj(Hk+2, Hk), S ∈ Cj
(
Hk+1;HS(L2

Q;H
k)
)

(2.25)

hold for k∗ ≤ k ≤ kj , together with
RI(0) = DRI(0) = 0; (2.26)

2Here and elsewhere throughout this paper ψtw can be interpreted as a function D → Rn that depends in a constant fashion
on the y coordinate. The same holds for Φ0.
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see §4 for the full details.
Our main task here is to utilize the representation (2.23) to provide a Taylor expansion for V with respect

to the two (small) parameters σ and δ. For example, the leading order expansion term Y1 = Y1[σ, δ] should
be a solution to

Y1(t) = δV∗ +

∫ t

0

[Ltw +∆x⊥
]Y1(s) ds+ σ

∫ t

0

S(0) dWQ
s . (2.27)

This motivates the definition

Y1[σ, δ](t) = δexp[(Ltw +∆x⊥
)t]V∗ + σ

∫ t

0

exp[(Ltw +∆x⊥
)(t− s)]S(0) dWQ

s . (2.28)

More generally, for any 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1 we introduce the expressions

Ñj;I [Y1, . . . , Yj−1] =
∑j

ℓ=2

∑
i1+...+iℓ=j

1
ℓ!D

ℓRI(0)[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ],

Ñj;II [Y1, . . . , Yj−2] = σ2
∑j−2

ℓ=0

∑
i1+...+iℓ=j−2

1
ℓ!D

ℓRII(0)[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ],

Ñj;III [Y1, . . . , Yj−2] = σ2
∑j−2

ℓ=0

∑
i1+...+iℓ=j−2

1
ℓ!D

ℓΥ(0)[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ],

(2.29)

together with
B̃j [Y1, . . . , Yj−1] = σ

∑j−1
ℓ=0

∑
i1+...+iℓ=j−1

1
ℓ!D

ℓS(0)[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ], (2.30)

where in each term we have iℓ′ ≥ 1 for ℓ′ ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}. In addition, we write

Ñj [Y1, . . . , Yj−1] = Ñj;I [Y1, . . . , Yj−1] + Ñj;II [Y1, . . . , Yj−2] + Ñj;III [Y1, . . . , Yj−2]. (2.31)

Observe that the inclusions (2.25) guarantee that Ñj and B̃j map into Hkj provided that Yj′ ∈ Hkj′ for
1 ≤ j′ ≤ j − 1. This allows us to recursively define

Yj [σ, δ](t) = δexp[(Ltw +∆x⊥
)t]V∗1j=1

+
∫ t

0 exp[(Ltw +∆x⊥
)(t− s)]Ñj

[
Y1[σ, δ](s), . . . , Yj−1[σ, δ](s)

]
ds

+
∫ t

0
exp[(Ltw +∆x⊥

)(t− s)]B̃j

[
Y1[σ, δ](s), . . . , Yj−1[σ, δ](s)

]
dWQ

s

(2.32)

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1, extending (2.28).
Our first main result shows that the expansion functions Yj are well-defined for all t ≥ 0 and establishes

crucial growth rates. In order to match the expressions (2.32) with the original formulation (2.23), it is
convenient to introduce the shorthands

Nj[σ, δ](t) = Ñj

[
Y1[σ, δ](t), . . . , Yj−1[σ, δ](t)

]
,

Bj [σ, δ](t) = B̃j

[
Y1[σ, δ](t), . . . , Yj−1[σ, δ](t)

]
.

(2.33)

In addition, we introduce the notation

Hj = Hkj , ‖ · ‖j = ‖ · ‖Hkj . (2.34)

Proposition 2.1 (see §5). Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) all hold and pick a sufficiently
large constant K > 0. Then for all σ ≥ 0, all δ ≥ 0 and all 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1, the map

Yj [σ, δ] : [0,∞)× Ω → Hj (2.35)

defined in (2.32) is progressively measurable and satisfies the following properties:

(i) For every p ≥ 1 and T ≥ 0, we have the inclusion Yj [σ, δ] ∈ Lp
(
Ω,P;C([0, T ];Hj)

)
;

(ii) The Hj-valued identity

Yj [σ, δ](t) = Yj [σ, δ](0) +

∫ t

0

[Ltw +∆x⊥
]Yj [σ, δ](s) ds

+

∫ t

0

Nj [σ, δ](s) ds+

∫ t

0

Bj[σ, δ](s) dW
Q
s

(2.36)

holds P-a.s. for all t ≥ 0;
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(iii) For any p ≥ 1 and any T ≥ 2 we have the moment bound

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Yj [σ, δ](t)‖2pj ≤ K2p
[
(σ2p)jp + [σ2 lnT + δ2]jp

]
. (2.37)

We now turn to the limiting behaviour of the expansion functions Yj . To this end, we introduce the
constant

β = min{βtw,
1

2
λ1}. (2.38)

Here λ1 = 4π2/|T|2 denotes the first non-zero eigenvalue of the Laplacian ∆x⊥
on the torus Td−1, where

we take λ1 = ∞ when d = 1. This constant captures the decay rates of the semiflows used throughout this
paper after projecting out the neutral mode associated to the translational eigenvalue.

Our first result shows that multi-linear expressions involving the expansion functions converge in ex-
pectation to a well-defined limit at an exponential rate. We remark that our proof provides an algorithmic
procedure to obtain an explicit integral expression for the limit h∞. In addition, we can take Λ = I to show
for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1 there exists a function Yj;∞ ∈ Hj for which we have the convergence

‖E
[
Yj [σ, δ](t)

]
− σjYj;∞‖j ≤ K

[
σj + δj ]e−

β
2 t. (2.39)

Proposition 2.2 (see §6). Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) all hold. Pick a Hilbert space H
together with an integer ℓ ≥ 1 and a tuple (i1, . . . , iℓ) ∈ {1, . . . , r− 1}ℓ and write itot = i1+ . . .+ iℓ. Then for
any bounded multi-linear map Λ : Hi1 × · · · ×Hiℓ → H there exists a constant KΛ > 0 and a limit h∞ ∈ H
so that the bound

‖EΛ
[
Yi1 [σ, δ](t), . . . , Yiℓ [σ, δ](t)

]
− σitoth∞‖H ≤

(
σitot + δitot

)
KΛe

−β
2 t (2.40)

holds for all t ≥ 0, all σ ≥ 0 and all δ ≥ 0.

Naturally, it is of interest to replace the multi-linear maps by more general functionals. To this end, we
introduce the notation

Ytay[σ, δ] = Y1[σ, δ] + . . .+ Yr−1[σ, δ] (2.41)

and consider the behaviour of φ(Ytay) for a class of smooth functionals φ. Our following result provides a
natural Taylor expansion for this expression, with coefficients (2.43) that can be explicitly computed using
the procedure developed in §6. In order to control the remainder, we impose the following condition on φ.

(Hφ) There exist K > 0 and N > 0 so that the map φ ∈ Cr(Hk∗ ;H) satisfies the bound3

‖Drφ(w)‖L (r)(Hk∗ ;H) ≤ K[1 + ||w||NHk∗ ] (2.42)

for all w ∈ Hk∗ .

We remark that such smooth functionals can be used as a ‘core’ on which so-called Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
transition semigroups can be defined, which govern the evolution of probability measures [25]. We do not
pursue this issue in the current paper, but believe that it is of high interest for future work.

Proposition 2.3 (see §6). Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) all hold and pick a Hilbert space
H together with a functional φ that satisfies (Hφ). Then there exist quantities

(h∞;0, . . . , h∞;r−1) ∈ Hr (2.43)

and a constant K > 0 so that the expectation of φ(Ytay) can be approximated by the limiting polynomial

h∞(σ) = h∞;0 + σh∞;1 + . . .+ σr−1h∞;r−1 (2.44)

with an error bounded by

‖E
[
φ
(
Ytay[σ, δ](t)

)]
− h∞(σ)‖H ≤ K

[
δ + σ]e−

1
4βt +Kσr (2.45)

for all 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1.

3Here L (r)(Hk∗ ;H) denotes the space of bounded r-linear maps from (Hk∗ )r into H.
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2.3 Residual estimates

We now turn our attention to the full perturbation (2.4). In order to control the size of the residual Z, we
recall the exponent β > 0 introduced in (2.38) and introduce the notation

Nres(t) = ‖Z(t)‖2Hk∗ +

∫ t

0

e−2β(t−s)‖Z(s)‖2Hk∗+1 ds. (2.46)

In addition, upon introducing the shorthand

α =
√
δ2 + σ2 lnT , (2.47)

we introduce the expression

Nfull(t;σ, δ, T ) = α2(r−1)‖Y1(t)‖21 + . . .+ α2‖Yr−1(t)‖2r−1 +Nres(t) (2.48)

together with the associated stopping time

tst(η;σ, δ, T ) = inf{0 ≤ t < τ∞(T ) : Nfull(t;σ, δ, T ) > ηα2(r−1)}, (2.49)

writing tst = τ∞(T ) whenever the infimum is taken over an empty set. In particular, we point out that for
0 ≤ t < tst(η;σ, δ, T ) we have

‖Yj(t)‖2j ≤ ηα2(j−1) = η
(
σ2 lnT + δ2

)j−1
(2.50)

for 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1, together with

‖Z(t)‖2Hk∗ ≤ ηα2(r−1) = η
(
σ2 lnT + δ2

)r−1
. (2.51)

In addition, we have integrated control over the higher-order norm ‖Z(t)‖Hk∗+1 .
Intuitively, the event tst < T represents the scenario that one of the expansion functions Yj or the

residual Z becomes ‘an order too large’ in terms of the natural expansion parameter α. The presence of
the logarithmic term in this expansion parameter is directly related to the growth rate of the supremum
of stochastic convolutions; see, e.g., (2.37). Our main result in this paper shows that this scenario can be
prevented with high probability over timescales that are exponentially long with respect to σ. We note that
(formal)4 substitution of r = 1 recovers the bound obtained in [11, Thm. 2.6].

Theorem 2.4 (see §8). Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exist constants
0 < µ < 1, δη > 0, and δσ > 0 such that, for any integer T ≥ 3, any 0 < η ≤ δη, any 0 < σ ≤ δσ and any
δ2 < µη, we have

P(tst(η;σ, δ, T ) < T ) ≤ 2T exp

(
−µη

1/r

σ2/r

)
. (2.52)

In order to extract explicit bounds from our main result that can be interpreted in the spirit of our desired
Taylor expansions, it is convenient to control the size-parameter η and the timescale T directly in terms of
σ. To this end, we pick a scale-parameter 0 < θ < 1 and write

η(σ; θ) = 21−rσ2(1−θ), T (σ; θ) = ⌊e 1
2µσ

−2θ/r ⌋, (2.53)

where ⌊·⌋ rounds down to the nearest integer. For convenience, we define the ‘stability event’

Astb(σ, δ; θ) = {tst
(
η(σ; θ);σ, δ, T (σ; θ)

)
= T (σ; θ)} (2.54)

with the associated probability
pstb(σ, δ; θ) = P

(
Astb(σ, δ; θ)

)
(2.55)

that we will aim to keep close to one.

4We reiterate that r ≥ 3 throughout this paper.
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Our next result represents a convenient reformulation of the bound (2.52) in a more explicit form. We
point out that the special choice

θ∗ = 1/
(
2(2− 1/r)

)
= r/

(
2(2r − 1)

)
(2.56)

for θ allows (2.59) to be simplified to

‖Z(t)‖2Hk∗ ≤ σ2r−1, ‖Yj(t)‖2j ≤ σ2j−(r+j−1)/(2r−1) ≤ σ2j−1. (2.57)

Corollary 2.5. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold and pick θ ∈ [0, 12 ). Recall the parameter
0 < µ < 1 defined in Theorem 2.4. Then there exists a constant δσ > 0 such that for any any 0 < σ ≤ δσ
and any 0 ≤ δ ≤ σ1−θ/r, we have

pstb(σ, δ; θ) ≥ 1− 2 exp

(
−1

2
µσ−2θ/r

)
. (2.58)

In addition, whenever Astb holds we have

‖Z(t)‖2Hk∗ ≤ σ2r−2θ(2−1/r), ‖Yj(t)‖2j ≤ σ2j−2θ(1+(j−1)/r) (2.59)

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T (σ; θ) and 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1.

Proof. We note first that the restriction on δ ensures that

δ2 ≤ σ2σ−2θ/r < µσ2σ−2θ = µη(σ; θ) (2.60)

whenever σ > 0 is sufficiently small. In particular, the estimate (2.58) follows from (2.52). In addition, we
notice that

σ2 lnT (σ; θ) + δ2 ≤ 1

2
µσ2(1−θ/r) + σ2(1−θ/r) ≤ 2σ2(1−θ/r). (2.61)

The first bound in (2.59) can hence be obtained by computing

‖Z(t)‖2Hk∗ ≤ η(σ2 lnT + δ2)r−1 ≤ 21−rσ2(1−θ)
[
2σ2(1−θ/r)]r−1 = σ2r−2θ(2−1/r), (2.62)

while the second bound follows from the estimate

‖Yj(t)‖2j ≤ η(σ2 lnT + δ2)j−1 ≤ 21−rσ2(1−θ)
[
2σ2(1−θ/r)]j−1 = 2j−rσ2j−2θ(1+(j−1)/r). (2.63)

2.4 Wave properties

We are now ready to consider expressions of the form φ(V ) and provide Taylor expansions for their expect-
ation, conditioned on the stability properties encoded in Astb. In particular, we make the decomposition

E
[
φ(V )|Astb

]
= E

[
φ(Ytay)|Astb

]
+ E

[(
φ(Ytay + Z)− φ(Ytay)

)
|Astb

]
(2.64)

and use the pathwise properties (2.57) to bound the second term as O(σr− 1
2 ). In order to use the expansion

in Proposition 2.3, we hence need to control the change to the expectation of φ(Ytay) upon conditioning on
the (high-probability) event Astb. To this end, we use the representation

E[φ(Ytay)|Astb]− E[φ(Ytay)] = p−1
stb

∫

Ω

φ
(
Ytay(ω)

)
(1Astb

(ω)− pstb) dµ (2.65)

to obtain the estimate

‖E
[
φ(Ytay)|Astb

]
− E[φ(Ytay)]‖H ≤ p−1

stb

∫
Ω‖φ

(
Ytay(ω)

)
(1Astb

(ω)− pstb)‖H dµ

≤ p−1
stb

[ ∫
Ω‖φ

(
Ytay(ω)

)
‖2H dµ

]1/2[ ∫
Ω(1Astb

(ω)− pstb)
2 dµ]1/2

= p−1
stb

[
E‖φ(Ytay)‖2H

]1/2[
pstb(1− pstb)

]1/2
(2.66)

and subsequently use the fact that 1− pstb is small.
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Proposition 2.6. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) all hold. Pick a Hilbert space H together
with a functional φ that satisfies (Hφ). Then there exist quantities

(
h∞;0, . . . , h∞;r−1

)
∈ Hr (2.67)

together with constants K > 0 and δσ > 0 so that for all 0 < σ ≤ δσ and any 0 ≤ δ ≤ σ1−θ∗/r, the conditional
expectation of φ(V ) can be approximated by the limiting polynomial

h∞(σ) = h∞;0 + σh∞;1 + . . .+ σr−1h∞;r−1 (2.68)

with an error bounded by

‖E
[
φ
(
V (t)

)
|Astb(σ, δ; θ∗)

]
− h∞(σ)‖H ≤ K[δ + σ]e−

1
2βt +Kσr− 1

2 (2.69)

for any 0 ≤ t ≤ T (σ; θ∗).

Proof. Pick 0 ≤ t ≤ T (σ; θ∗). The smoothness of φ together with the a-priori bounds (2.57) on Ytay and Z
that are available when Astb holds imply that

‖E
[(
φ(Ytay(t) + Z(t))− φ(Ytay(t))

)
|Astb

]
‖H ≤ C1E

[
‖Z(t)‖Hk∗ |Astb

]
≤ C1σ

r− 1
2 (2.70)

for some C1 > 0. In addition, the assumption (2.42) together with the moment bound (2.37) implies that

E‖φ
(
Ytay(t)

)
‖2H ≤ C2E

[
1 + ‖Ytay(t)‖N+r

Hk∗

]
≤ C3 (2.71)

for some C2 > 0 and C3 > 0, possibly after restricting the size of δσ to ensure that σ2 lnT (σ; θ∗) + δ2 ≤ 1.
After a further restriction of δσ, the exponential bound (2.58) can now be used together with (2.66) to
estimate

‖E
[
φ(Ytay)|Astb

]
− E[φ(Ytay)]‖H ≤ σr− 1

2 . (2.72)

In view of the decomposition (2.64), the desired error bound (2.69) follows from Proposition 2.3.

Note that the limiting polynomial h∞ in (2.68) is explicitly computable with the procedure developed in
§6 and depends only on the functional φ and the expansion functions Yj . In particular, it does not depend
on the precise details of picking the time T (σ; θ∗), which only affects the remainder bounds. This allows us
to extract expansion coefficients for wave properties that are in some sense canonical.

For example, let us write

Cobs(σ, δ) =
2

T (σ; θ∗)

[
Γ(T (σ; θ∗))− Γ(12T (σ; θ∗))

]
, (2.73)

which can be interpreted as the observed average speed over the interval [ 12T (σ; θ∗), T (σ; θ∗)], the second half
of the full interval where stability can be expected with high probability. Note that the first half is exluded
to avoid any transients. The translational invariance properties stated in (A.11) together with the evolution
(2.22) allow us to write

Cobs(σ, δ) = c0 +
2

T (σ; θ∗)

∫ T (σ;θ∗)

1
2T (σ;θ∗)

aσ(Φ0 + V (t), 0) dt+ σB(σ, δ), (2.74)

where we have introduced the notation

B(σ, δ) = 2

T (σ; θ∗)

∫ T (σ;θ∗)

1
2T (σ;θ∗)

b
(
Φ0 + V (t), 0

)
dWQ

t . (2.75)

Our results enable us to obtain a rigorous expansion for the conditional expectation of this speed Cobs(σ, δ).
The computations in [31] provide an explicit expression for the coefficient c2 together with numerical evidence
to support these predictions.
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Corollary 2.7. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) all hold. Then there exist scalars (c2, . . . , cr−1)
together with constants K > 0 and δσ > 0 so that for all 0 < σ ≤ δσ and any 0 ≤ δ ≤ σ1−θ∗/r, we have the
bound

|E
[
Cobs(σ, δ)|Astb(σ, δ; θ∗)

]
− c0− c2σ2− . . .− cr−1σ

r−1| ≤ K[δ+σ]e−
1
4βT (σ;θ∗)+Kσr−1

2 ≤ 2Kσr− 1
2 . (2.76)

Proof. Note first that EB(σ, δ) = 0. In addition, the uniform bound ‖b(Φ0 + V, 0)‖HS(L2
Q;R) ≤ Kb from

Lemma 4.7 implies that

E|B(σ, δ)|2 ≤ 4

T (σ; θ∗)2

∫ T (σ;θ∗)

1
2T (σ;θ∗)

K2
b dt =

2K2
b

T (σ; θ∗)
. (2.77)

In particular, following the computation (2.66) we obtain the bound

∣∣E[B(σ, δ)|Astb]
∣∣ ≤

√
2Kb

T (σ; θ∗)1/2
pstb(σ, δ; θ∗)

−1[pstb(σ, δ; θ∗)(1− pstb(σ, δ; θ∗))]
1/2, (2.78)

which is exponentially small allowing it to be readily absorbed in the desired O(σr−1/2) remainder.
In view of the explicit representation (A.14) for aσ and the smoothness results in §4, we may apply

Proposition 2.6 to the function v 7→ aσ(Φ0 + v) to obtain the desired expansion and error bound. The fact
that c1 = 0 follows by observing that aσ is of second order with respect to the pair (σ, V ).

3 Convolution bounds

In this preparatory section, we consider deterministic and stochastic convolutions against random evolution
families generated by time-dependent linear operators Lν(t) : Ω → L (H2, L2) that act as

[Lν(t)(ω)u](x, x⊥) = [Ltwu(·, x⊥)](x) + ν(t, ω)[∆x⊥
u(x, ·)](x⊥), (3.1)

with (x, x⊥) ∈ R × Td−1 and ω ∈ Ω. We impose the following conditions on the coefficient function ν and
the general setting that we consider in this section.

(hE) We have T ≥ 1 and k∗ ≤ k ≤ k∗ + r. The function ν : [0, T ]× Ω 7→ R is progressively measurable and
continuous with respect to the time variable P-almost surely, with

1

2
≤ ν(t) ≤ 2 (3.2)

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

As discussed at length in [11, §3], the conditions (HNL), (HTw) and (hE) ensure that the linear operators
Lν generate a random evolution family E(t, s) on Hk, in the sense that v(t) = E(t, s)vs is a solution to the
initial value problem

∂tv = Lν(t)v, v(s) = vs ∈ Hk. (3.3)

In order to project out the neutral solution v(x, x⊥, t) = Φ′
0(x), we introduce the operators

P =
1

|T|d−1
〈 · , ψtw〉L2Φ′

0, P⊥ = I − P. (3.4)

Recalling the constant β defined in (2.38), we note that [11, Lem. 3.2] guarantees the existence of a constant
M ≥ 1 for which the bounds

‖E(t, s)P⊥‖L (Hk;Hk) ≤Me−β(t−s), ‖E(t, s)P⊥‖L (Hk;Hk+1) ≤M max{1, (t− s)−1/2}e−β(t−s) (3.5)

hold for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t.
In this section we are interested in convolutions of the form

Ed
N (t) =

∫ t

0 E(t, s)P⊥N(s) ds,

Es
B(t) =

∫ t

0
E(t, s)P⊥B(s) dWQ;−

s ,
(3.6)
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together with the integrated expressions

Id
N (t) =

∫ t

0
e−β(t−s)‖Ed

N(s)‖2Hk+1 ds,

Is
B(t) =

∫ t

0
e−β(t−s)‖Es

B(s)‖2Hk+1 ds.
(3.7)

We note that the second integral in (3.6) is referred to as a forward-integral, which is well-defined for all
0 ≤ t ≤ T when B is a member of the family

N p(T ) = {B ∈ Lp
(
Ω;L2

(
[0, T ];HS(L2

Q;H
k)
))

: B has a progressively measurable version} (3.8)

for some p ≥ 2; see [11, §3.2]. When ν does not depend on ω, this forward integral coincides with the regular
Itô integral.

We impose the following assumptions on the integrands N and B. These are weaker than the corres-
ponding assumptions considered in our prior work [11, 30], where we only considered the edge cases n = 0
respectively n = 1 (albeit in a more general setting where only integrated control on B is needed).

(hN) There exists an integer n ≥ 0 and constants Θ1 > 0 and Θ2 ≥ 0 so that for every integer p ≥ 1 we have
N ∈ L2p

(
Ω;C([0, T ];Hk)

)
together with the bound

E sup
0≤s≤T

‖N(s)‖2p
Hk ≤

(
pnp +Θnp

2

)
Θ2p

1 . (3.9)

(hB) There exists an integer n ≥ 1 and constants Θ1 > 0 and Θ2 ≥ 0 so that for every integer p ≥ 1 we have
B ∈ N 2p(T ) with the bound

E sup
0≤s≤T

‖B(s)‖2p
HS(L2

Q;Hk)
≤
[
p(n−1)p +Θ

(n−1)p
2

]
Θ2p

1 . (3.10)

Our two main results in this section provide supremum bounds for the expressions (3.6) and (3.7) defined
above. The main feature is the logarithmic growth term in (3.12), which directly contributes to the corres-
ponding term in the growth bound (2.37) for our expansion functions.

Proposition 3.1 (see §3.1). Assume that (HTw), (HNL) and (hE) hold. Then there exists a constant
Kgr > 0 that does not depend on T so that for any process N that satisfies (hN) and any (real) p ≥ 1 we
have the bound

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Ed
N(t)‖2p

Hk + E sup
0≤t≤T

Id
N (t)p ≤ K2p

gr (p
np +Θnp

2 )Θ2p
1 . (3.11)

Proposition 3.2 (see §3.2). Assume that (HTw), (HNL), (Hq) and (hE) hold and assume T ≥ 2 is an
integer. Then there exists a constant Kgr that does not depend on T so that for any process B that satisfies
(hB) and any (real) p ≥ 1 we have the bound

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Es
B(t)‖2pHk + E sup

0≤t≤T
Is
B(t)

p ≤ K2p
gr (32en)

2np(pnp + [lnT + Θ2]
np)Θ2p

1 . (3.12)

3.1 Deterministic convolutions

Our goal here is to establish Proposition 3.1, which concerns the deterministic convolution Ed
N and the

associated integral Id
N . We proceed in a pathwise fashion, using relatively direct estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that (HTw), (HNL) and (hE) hold and consider any process N that satisfies (hN).
Then for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T we have the pathwise bound

‖Ed
N(t)‖Hk+1 ≤ 2M

(
1 + β−1

)
sup

0≤s≤t
‖N(s)‖Hk . (3.13)
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Proof. This follows directly from the bounds (3.5) and the computation

‖Ed
N(t)‖Hk+1 ≤ M

∫ t

0 e
−β(t−s)

(
1 + (t− s)−1/2

)
‖N(s)‖L2 ds

≤ M
[ ∫ t

0 e
−β(t−s)

(
1 + (t− s)−1/2

)
ds
]
sup0≤s≤t‖N(s)‖Hk

≤
[(

2M
β

)
+M

∫ t

t−1
(t− s)−1/2 ds

]
sup0≤s≤t‖N(s)‖Hk

≤
[(

2M
β

)
+ 2M

]
sup0≤s≤t‖N(s)‖Hk .

(3.14)

Proof of Proposition 3.1. First consider the case that p ≥ 1 is an integer. The estimate for Ed
N then follows

directly from (3.9) and (3.13). The bound for Id
N also follows in a similar fashion using the pathwise estimate

Id
N (t) ≤ 1

β
sup

0≤s≤t
‖Ed

N(s)‖2Hk+1 ≤ 1

β
(4M2)(1 + β−1)2 sup

0≤s≤t

[
‖N(s)‖Hk ]2. (3.15)

When p ≥ 1 is not an integer, we pick q > 1 in such a way that pq is an integer and use the estimate
q
√
a+ b ≤ q

√
a+ q

√
b for a ≥ 0 and b ≥ 0 to compute

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Ed
N(t)‖2p

Hk ≤
[
E sup

0≤t≤T
‖Ed

N (t)‖2pq
Hk

]1/q
≤
[
K2pq(pnpq + Θnpq

2 )Θ2pq
1

]1/q ≤ K2p(pnp +Θnp
2 )Θ2p

1 , (3.16)

with a similar computation for Id
N .

3.2 Stochastic convolutions

We here set out to establish Proposition 3.2, using a strategy that is significantly more streamlined than
in [11, 30]. As a preparation, we note that there exist T -independent constants Kcnv > 0, Kdc > 0 and
Kmr > 0 so that for any integer p ≥ 1 and any B ∈ N 2p(T ) have the maximal inequality [11, Thm. 3.7]

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Es
B(t)‖2pHk ≤ ppK2p

cnvE

[∫ T

0

‖B(s)‖2HS(L2
Q;Hk) ds

]p
, (3.17)

together with the weighted decay estimate [11, Prop 3.10]

E‖Es
B(t)‖2pHk ≤ ppK2p

dcE

[∫ t

0

e−β(t−s)‖B(s)‖2HS(L2
Q;Hk) ds

]p
(3.18)

and the maximal regularity bound [11, Prop. 3.11]

E[Is
B(t)]

p ≤ Kp
mrE sup

0≤s≤t
‖Es

B(s)‖2pHk + ppKp
mrE

[∫ t

0

e−β(t−s)‖B(s)‖2HS(L2
Q;Hk) ds

]p
, (3.19)

in which the latter two hold for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T . Following [11], it is convenient to impose the following
temporary assumption.

(hB*) Assumption (hB) holds and, in addition, B is a finite-rank process that takes values in HS(L2
Q;H

k+2).

Under this assumption, we note that the integration range of forward integrals can be split in a customary
fashion (see [11, Eq. (3.49)]). In particular, assuming that T is an integer and picking i ∈ {0, . . . , T − 1}, we
make the decomposition

Es
B(t) = E(i)

B;I(t) + E(i)
B;II(t) (3.20)

for i ≤ t ≤ i+ 1. Here we have defined

E(i)
B;I(t) =

∫ i

0

E(t, s)P⊥B(s) dWQ;−
s and E(i)

B;II(t) =

∫ t

i

E(t, s)P⊥B(s) dWQ;−
s . (3.21)
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Lemma 3.4. Assume that (HTw), (HNL), (Hq) and (hE) hold, that T is an integer and i ∈ {0, . . . , T − 1}.
Then for any process B that satisfies (hB*) and any integer p ≥ 1 we have the bound

E sup
i≤t≤i+1

‖E(i)
B;I(t)‖2pHk ≤M2pK2p

dcp
p 1

βp

[
p(n−1)p +Θ

(n−1)p
2

]
Θ2p

1 . (3.22)

Proof. In view of the identity

E(i)
B;I(t) = E(t, i)

∫ i

0

E(i, s)P⊥B(s) dWQ;−
s , (3.23)

we obtain the pathwise bound

‖E(i)
B;I(t)‖Hk ≤M‖

∫ i

0
E(i, s)P⊥B(s) dWQ;−

s ‖Hk . (3.24)

Applying the weighted decay estimate (3.18) subsequently yields

E supi≤t≤i+1‖E(i)
B;I(t)‖2pHk ≤ M2p

E‖
∫ i

0 E(i, s)P⊥B(s) dWQ;−
s ‖2p

Hk

≤ M2pK2p
dcp

pE
[ ∫ i

0
e−β(i−s)‖B(s)‖2

HS(L2
Q;Hk)

ds
]p
.

(3.25)

The desired estimate can now be obtained by utilizing the bound (3.10).

Lemma 3.5. Assume that (HTw), (HNL), (Hq) and (hE) hold, that T is an integer and i ∈ {0, . . . , T − 1}.
Then for any process B that satisfies (hB*) and any integer p ≥ 1 we have the bound

E sup
i≤t≤i+1

‖E(i)
B;II(t)‖

2p
Hk ≤ K2p

cnvp
p
[
p(n−1)p +Θ

(n−1)p
2

]
Θ2p

1 . (3.26)

Proof. Applying the maximal inequality (3.17) we find

E supi≤t≤i+1‖E(i)
B;II(t)‖2pHk ≤ K2p

rmcnvp
pE
[ ∫ i+1

i ‖B(s)‖2
HS(L2

Q;Hk)
ds
]p
, (3.27)

which leads directly to the desired bound by utilizing (3.10).

For convenience, we now introduce the constant

KE = 2
(
M2K2

dc/β +K2
cnv

)1/2
. (3.28)

This allows us to combine the two previous results to obtain estimates for Es
B over short intervals.

Corollary 3.6. Assume that (HTw), (HNL), (Hq) and (hE) hold, that T is an integer and i ∈ {0, . . . , T−1}.
Then for any process B that satisfies (hB) and any integer p ≥ 1 we have the bound

E sup
i≤t≤i+1

‖Es
B(t)‖2pHk ≤ K2p

E

[
pnp +Θnp

2

]
Θ2p

1 . (3.29)

Proof. Assume first that (hB*) is satisfied. Combining Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, the estimate (a + b)2p ≤
22p−1(a2p + b2p) implies

E sup
i≤t≤i+1

‖Es
B(t)‖2pHk ≤ 22p−1pp

(
M2K2

dc

1

β
+K2

cnv

)p[
p(n−1)p +Θ

(n−1)p
2

]
Θ2p

1 . (3.30)

Applying Young’s inequality we note that

ppΘ
(n−1)p
2 ≤ 1

n
pnp +

n− 1

n
Θnp

2 ≤ pnp +Θnp
2 , (3.31)

which leads directly to the desired bound. A standard limiting argument involving [11, Cor. 3.8] allows us
to remove the restriction that B is a finite-rank process.
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Corollary 3.7. Assume that (HTw), (HNL), (Hq) and (hE) hold and that T ≥ 2 is an integer. Then for
any process B that satisfies (hB) and any (real) p ≥ 1 we have the bound

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Es
B(t)‖2p ≤ K2p

E (16en)np
(
pnp + [lnT +Θ2]

np
)
Θ2p

1 . (3.32)

Proof. We first note that

E sup0≤t≤T ‖Es
B(t)‖2p ≤ Emaxi∈{0,...,T−1} supi≤t≤i+1‖Es

B(t)‖2p. (3.33)

In view of (3.29), we may apply Corollary B.5 to obtain the desired bound.

We now turn to the integrated expression Is
B. The key observation is that

sup
i≤t≤i+1

Is
B(t) ≤ eβIs

B(i+ 1), (3.34)

which will allow us to apply Corollary B.5 once more once the expectation of Is
B at individual times t is

understood.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that (HTw), (HNL), (Hq) and (hE) hold and that T ≥ 2 is an integer. Then for any
process B that satisfies (hB) and any integer p ≥ 1, we have the bound

E Is
B(t)

p ≤ Kp
mr(16en)

np
(
K2

E + 2β−1
)p[

pnp + [lnT +Θ2

]np]
Θ2p

1 (3.35)

for any 0 ≤ t ≤ T .

Proof. The maximal regularity bound (3.19) together with (3.10) imply that

E IB(t)p ≤ Kp
mr E sup

0≤t≤T
‖EB(t)‖2pHk + ppKp

mrβ
−p
[
p(n−1)p +Θ

(n−1)p
2

]
Θ2p

1 . (3.36)

Using the prior bound (3.32), this leads to

E Is
B(t)

p ≤ Kp
mrK

2p
E (16en)np

[
pnp + [ln T +Θ2

]np]
Θ2p

1

+ ppKp
mrβ

−p
[
p(n−1)p +Θ

(n−1)p
2

]
Θ2p

1 .
(3.37)

Applying Young’s inequality, this yields

E Is
B(t)

p ≤ Kp
mrK

2p
E (16en)np

[
pnp + [ln T +Θ2

]np]
Θ2p

1

+ 2Kp
mrβ

−p
[
pnp +Θnp

2

]
Θ2p

1 ,
(3.38)

which can be absorbed by the stated bound.

Corollary 3.9. Assume that (HTw), (HNL), (Hq) and (hE) hold and that T ≥ 2 is an integer. Then for
any process B that satisfies (hB) and any (real) p ≥ 1 we have the bound

E sup
0≤t≤T

Is
B(t)

p ≤ eβpKp
mr

(
K2

E + 2β−1
)p(

pnp + [lnT +Θ2]
np
)(
(32en)2nΘ2

1

)p
. (3.39)

Proof. Using (3.34), we observe that

E sup0≤t≤T Is
B(t)

p ≤ Emaxi∈{0,...,T−1} supi≤t≤i+1 Is
B(t)

p

≤ eβpEmaxi∈{1,...,T} Is
B(i)

p.
(3.40)

Appealing to Corollary B.5, the estimate (3.35) hence leads to the bound

E sup
0≤t≤T

Is
B(t)

p ≤ eβpKp
mr(16en)

np
(
K2

E + 2β−1
)p(

pnp + [2 lnT +Θ2]
np
)
((16en)nΘ2

1)
p, (3.41)

which can be absorbed by the stated estimate.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. The desired bound follows directly from Corollaries 3.7 and 3.9.
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4 Smoothness

In this section we study the smoothness of the nonlinear functions in (2.24) and obtain estimates for these
terms together with their derivatives. These results can be seen as an extension of their counterparts in [11,
§4], where it sufficed to obtain Lipschitz bounds instead of full derivative estimates.

4.1 Preliminaries

We start by considering the smoothness of Nemytskii operators between various Hk-spaces. In particular, we
first consider general smooth functions Θ : Rn → RN , noting that Θ and its derivatives can be interpreted
as Nemytskii operators that act on functions h : D → R

n via the standard pointwise substitution

[
DjΘ(h)

]
(x, x⊥) =

[
DjΘ

](
h(x, x⊥)

)
, (x, x⊥) ∈ R× T

d−1 = D. (4.1)

For ease of notation we introduce the product shorthand

P(j)
k [v] = ||v1||Hk · · · ||vj ||Hk . (4.2)

As a preparation, we recall that for any k > d/2 we can find a constant K > 0 so that for any bounded
j-linear map Λ : (Rn)j → RN , the bound

‖Λ[∂α1v1, . . . , ∂
αjvj ]‖L2(D;RN ) ≤ K|Λ|P(j)

j [v] (4.3)

holds for any tuple (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (Hk)j , provided that |α1|+ . . .+ |αj | ≤ k. This is related to the fact that
Hk is an algebra under multiplication for k > d/2 in the sense that ‖vw‖Hk ≤ K‖v‖Hk‖w‖Hk ; see [1, Thm.
4.39]. The function Φ below should be seen as a reference function, which in the sequel we will take to be
Φ0.

Lemma 4.1. Pick k > d/2 together with j ≥ 0 and consider a Ck+j-smooth function Θ : Rn → RN for
which DℓΘ is globally Lipschitz for all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k+ j. Assume furthermore that Φ is bounded with Θ(Φ) ∈ L2

and ∂βΦ ∈ Hk for very multi-index β ∈ Z
d
≥0 with |β| = 1. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for

each tuple (v1, . . . vj) ∈ (Hk)j and any 1 ≤ k̃ ≤ k we have

||DjΘ(Φ + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]||Hk̃ ≤ K(1 + ||w||k̃Hk )P(j)
k [v] (4.4)

for any w ∈ Hk, while for any pair wA, wB ∈ Hk we have

||
(
DjΘ(Φ+wA)−DjΘ(Φ+wB)

)
[v1, . . . , vj ]||Hk̃ ≤ K

(
1+ ||wA||k̃−1

Hk + ||wB ||k̃Hk

)
‖wA −wB‖HkP(j)

k [v]. (4.5)

Proof. For any multi-index α ∈ Z
d
≥0 with |α| ≤ k̃, we note that ∂αDjΘ(Φ + w)[v1, . . . , vj ] can be written as

a sum of terms of the form

I1 = Dj+ℓΘ(Φ + w)[∂β1(Φ + w), . . . , ∂βℓ(Φ + w), ∂βℓ+1v1, . . . , ∂
βℓ+jvj ], (4.6)

in which 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ |α| and |βi| ≥ 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, together with |β1|+ . . .+ |βℓ+j| = |α|. When j+ ℓ > 0, we can
use (4.3) together with the global Lipschitz properties of Θ, which ensure that Dj+ℓΘ is bounded pointwise,
to conclude

‖I1‖L2 ≤ K
[
1 + ‖w‖ℓHk ]‖v1‖Hk · · · ‖vj‖Hk . (4.7)

When ℓ = j = 0, we can use the pointwise bound |Θ(Φ+w)| ≤ |Θ(Φ)|+K|w| and the inclusion Θ(Φ0) ∈ L2

to conclude ‖Θ(Φ + w)‖L2 ≤ K[1 + ‖w‖L2 ], completing the proof of (4.4).
Turning to the Lipschitz bound (4.5), we note that ∂αDj

(
Θ(Φ + wA) − Θ(Φ + wB)

)
[v1, . . . , vj ] can be

expressed as a finite sum of expressions of two types. Up to permutations of the first ℓ elements, the first
type is given by

III = Dj+ℓΘ(Φ + wA)[∂
β1(wA − wB), ∂

β2(Φ + w#1), . . . , ∂
βℓ(Φ + w#ℓ

), ∂βℓ+1v1, . . . , ∂
βℓ+jvj ], (4.8)
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with #i ∈ {A,B} and multi-indices {βi}ℓ+j
i=1 ∈ Z

d
≥0 that satisfy |βi| ≥ 1, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ ≤ |α|, together

with |β1|+ . . .+ |βℓ+j | = |α|. The second type is given by

IIII =
(
Dj+ℓΘ(Φ + wA)−Dj+ℓΘ(Φ + wB)

)[
∂β1(Φ + wB), . . . , ∂

βℓ(Φ + wB), ∂
βℓ+1v1, . . . , ∂

βℓ+jvj

]
, (4.9)

with the same conditions on {βi}ℓi=1, but where now ℓ = 0 is allowed. This can be readily verified with
induction.

Using (4.3) we obtain the bounds

‖III‖L2(D;RN) ≤ K‖wA − wB‖Hk

[
1 + ‖wA‖ℓ−1

Hk + ‖wB‖ℓ−1
Hk

]
‖v1‖Hk · · · ‖vj‖Hk ,

‖IIII‖L2(D;RN) ≤ K‖wA − wB‖Hk

[
1 + ‖wB‖ℓHk

]
‖v1‖Hk · · · ‖vj‖Hk .

(4.10)

Both terms can be absorbed in (4.5), completing the proof.

Corollary 4.2. Consider a Ck∗+r+1-smooth function Θ : Rn → R
N for which DℓΘ is globally Lipschitz for

all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k∗ + r + 1. Assume furthermore that Φ is bounded with Θ(Φ) ∈ L2 and ∂βΦ ∈ Hk∗+r+1 for very
multi-index β ∈ Zd

≥0 with |β| = 1. Then for any integer 0 ≤ j ≤ r + 1 and every k∗ ≤ k ≤ k∗ + r + 1− j we
have the smoothness property

w 7→ Θ(Φ + w) ∈ Cj(Hk;Hk). (4.11)

In addition, the derivatives of this map are given by (4.1) with h = Φ + w.

Proof. Fix 0 ≤ j ≤ r + 1 and k∗ ≤ k ≤ k∗ + r + 1 − j. Then for each 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ j the pointwise derivative
w 7→ DℓΘ(Φ + w) can be interpreted as a well-defined and continuous mapping into the space of bounded
ℓ-linear functionals (Hk)ℓ → Hk on account of (4.4) and (4.5), respectively. In addition, for each 0 ≤ ℓ < j
and each pair wA, wB ∈ Hk we may write

Q = DℓΘ(Φ + wB)[v1, . . . , vℓ]−DℓΘ(Φ + wA)[v1, . . . , vℓ]−Dℓ+1Θ(Φ + wA)[wB − wA, v1, . . . , vℓ] (4.12)

and observe that

Q =

∫ 1

0

(
Dℓ+1Θ(Φ + wA + t(wB − wA))−Dℓ+1Θ(Φ + wA)

)
[wB − wA, v1, . . . , vℓ] dt. (4.13)

Applying (4.5) we now find the quadratic bound

‖Q‖Hk ≤ K
(
1 + ||wA||k−1

Hk + ||wB||kHk

)
‖wA − wB‖2Hk ||v1||Hk · · · ||vℓ||Hk , (4.14)

which implies the stated differentiability properties.

For some of our results it is crucial to isolate the highest derivatives, since we do not always have uniform
control over their size; see, e.g., the integral in (2.46). To this end, we introduce the notation

P(j)
kA,kB

[v] = ‖v1‖HkB ‖v2‖HkA · · · ‖vj‖HkA + . . .+ ‖v1‖HkA · · · ‖vj−1‖HkA ‖vj‖HkB

=
∑j

j′=1‖vj′‖HkB

∏
i6=j′‖vi‖HkA .

(4.15)

Lemma 4.3. Pick k > d/2 together with j ≥ 0 and consider a Ck+j+1-smooth function Θ : Rn → RN

for which DℓΘ is globally Lipschitz for all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k + j + 1. Assume furthermore that Φ is bounded with
Θ(Φ) ∈ L2 and ∂βΦ ∈ Hk+1 for every multi-index β ∈ Zd

≥0 with |β| = 1. Then there exists a constant K > 0

so that for each w ∈ Hk+1 and each tuple (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (Hk+1)j we have

||DjΘ(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]||Hk+1 ≤ K(1 + ||w||kHk ||w||Hk+1 )P
(j)
k [v] +K(1 + ||w||kHk )P(j)

k,k+1[v]. (4.16)

Proof. Inspecting the term I1 in (4.6) where now also |α| = k+1 is allowed, we see that the desired estimate
can again be obtained by following the proof of Lemma 4.1. Indeed, if necessary one can apply a differential
operator ∂γ with |γ| = 1 to one of the vi or w before appealing to the bound (4.3).
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4.2 Auxiliary functions

We first consider the cut-off functions

χh(u, γ) = χhigh(‖u− TγΦ0‖L2) and χl(u, γ) =
[
χlow

(
− 〈u, Tγψ′

tw〉L2

)]−1
, (4.17)

as defined in (A.5). We note here that χhigh and χ−1
low are infinitely smooth and bounded. Our first result

states that also χh and χl are infinitely smooth and provides a uniform bound on the derivatives that we
need, complementing the results in [11, Lem. 4.8].

Lemma 4.4. Assume that (HNL) and (HTw) are satisfied. Then we have the smoothness properties

w 7→ χh(Φ0 + w, 0) ∈ C∞(L2;R), w 7→ χl(Φ0 + w, 0) ∈ C∞(L2;R). (4.18)

In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all 0 ≤ j ≤ r and all tuples (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (L2)j we have the bound

|Djχh(Φ0 + w, 0)[v1, . . . , vj ]|+ |Djχl(Φ0 + w, 0)[v1, . . . , vj ]| ≤ K‖v1‖L2 · · · ‖vj‖L2 . (4.19)

Proof. The statements for χl follow from the fact that the map w 7→ 〈w,ψ′
tw〉 is bounded and linear from L2

into R. Turning to χh, we first mention that the cut-off allows us to assume an a-priori bound for ‖w‖L2 . This
implies that the two derivatives of the map w 7→ 〈w,w〉L2 are uniformly bounded, completing the proof.

The following two results concern the function g. At several points it is convenient to use bounds for g
in the lower-regularity spaces L2 and H1, which we hence provide separately.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Pick an integer 0 ≤ j ≤ r+1 and an integer k∗ ≤ k ≤ kj.
Then we have

w 7→ g(Φ0 + w) ∈ Cj(Hk;Hk) ∪Cj(Hk+1;Hk+1). (4.20)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w ∈ Hk and any tuple (v1, . . . vj) ∈ (Hk)j we have the
bound

‖Djg(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖Hk ≤ K(1 + ||w||kHk )P(j)
k [v], (4.21)

while for any w ∈ Hk+1 and any tuple (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (Hk+1)j we have

‖Djg(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖Hk+1 ≤ K(1 + ||w||kHk ||w||Hk+1 )P(j)
k [v]

+K(1 + ||w||kHk )P(j)
k,k+1[v].

(4.22)

Proof. In view of the smoothness assumptions on g formulated in (HNL), these statements follow from
Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 and Corollary 4.2.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any integer
1 ≤ j ≤ r, any w ∈ Hk∗ and any tuple (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (Hk∗)j we have

‖Djg(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖L2 ≤ KP(j)
k∗

[v],

‖Djg(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖H1 ≤ K
[
1 + ||w||Hk∗ ]P(j)

k∗
[v].

(4.23)

In addition, for any w ∈ H1 we have the bounds

‖g(Φ0 + w)‖L2 ≤ K[1 + ‖w‖L2],

‖χh(Φ0 + w, 0)g(Φ0 + w)‖L2 ≤ K,

‖g(Φ0 + w)‖H1 ≤ K
[
1 + ||w||H1 ].

(4.24)

Proof. The L2-estimate in (4.23) follows from (4.3) and the uniform pointwise bounds available for Djg. The
H1-estimate in (4.23) is a consequence of Lemma 4.1. Finally, the bounds (4.24) follow from [11, Lem. 4.6,
Eq. (4.36) and Lem. 4.12].
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We now turn to the functions b, ν̃ and K̃C . Inspecting the definition (A.8), we introduce the function

Γb : L
2(D;Rn×m) ∋ h→ 〈h[ · ], ψtw〉L2 ∈ HS(L2

Q;R), (4.25)

which is bounded on account of (2.20), and write

b(u, 0) = −χh(u, 0)
2χl(u, 0)Γb[g(u)]. (4.26)

In addition, we introduce the functional

Γν̃ : L2(Rm×n)× L2(Rm×n) ∋ (v, w) 7→ 〈Qvψtw, wψtw〉L2 ∈ R, (4.27)

which satisfies the bound

|Γν̃ [v, w]| ≤ ‖q‖L1(D;Rm×m)‖v‖L2(Rm×n)‖w‖L2(Rm×n)‖ψtw‖2∞ (4.28)

and allows us to write

ν̃(u, 0) =
1

2
χh(u, 0)

4χl(u, 0)
2Γν̃ [g

T (u), gT (u)]. (4.29)

Finally, inspecting the definition (A.9) we introduce the functional

ΓC : L2(D;Rm×n) ∋ h 7→ Qhψtw ∈ L2
Q (4.30)

and write
K̃C(u, 0) = χl(u, 0)χh(u, 0)ΓC [g

T (u)]. (4.31)

Note that the computations in [11, Lem 4.8 and 4.17] imply that for any multi-index β ∈ Zd
≥0 with |β| = 1

we have
||ΓCh||L2

Q
≤ K||h||L2(D;Rm×n), ||∂βΓCh||L2

Q
≤ K||h||H1(D;Rm×n). (4.32)

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Pick a multi-index β ∈ Zd
≥0 with |β| = 1. Then

we have
w 7→ b(Φ0 + w, 0) ∈ Cr(Hk∗ ;HS(L2

Q;R)),

w 7→ ν̃(Φ0 + w, 0) ∈ Cr(Hk∗ ;R),

w 7→ K̃C(Φ0 + w, 0) ∈ Cr(Hk∗ ;L2
Q),

w 7→ ∂βK̃C(Φ0 + w, 0) ∈ Cr(Hk∗ ;L2
Q).

(4.33)

In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all 0 ≤ j ≤ r, all w ∈ Hk∗ and all tuples (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (Hk∗)j we
have the bounds

‖Djb(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖HS(L2
Q;R) ≤ KP(j)

k∗
[v],

|Dj ν̃(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]| ≤ KP(j)
k∗

[v],

‖DjK̃C(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖L2
Q

≤ KP(j)
k∗

[v],

‖Dj∂βK̃C(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖L2
Q

≤ K
[
1 + ‖w‖Hk∗

]
P(j)
k∗

[v].

(4.34)

Proof. In view of the representations (4.26), (4.29) and (4.31), these statements follow from the smoothness
of χh and χl as outlined in Lemma 4.4, the smoothness of linear maps and the bounds for g established in
Lemma 4.6.

4.3 Bounds for RI

In this part we set out to obtain bounds for the nonlinearity

RI(v) = Nf (v)− χl(Φ0 + v, 0)〈Nf (v), ψtw〉∂x[Φ0 + v], (4.35)

where Nf is given by
Nf (w) = f(Φ0 + w)− f(Φ0)−Df(Φ0)w. (4.36)

Our first three results concern f in Hk and L2 together with DNf , showing that Nf is indeed quadratic.
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Lemma 4.8. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Pick an integer 0 ≤ j ≤ r+1 and an integer k∗ ≤ k ≤ kj.
Then we have

w 7→ f(Φ0 + w) ∈ Cj(Hk;Hk). (4.37)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w ∈ Hk and any tuple (v1, . . . vj) ∈ (Hk)j we have the
bound

‖Djf(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖Hk ≤ K(1 + ||w||kHk )P(j)
k [v]. (4.38)

Proof. In view of the smoothness assumptions in (HNL), the statements follow directly from Lemma 4.1 and
Corollary 4.2.

Lemma 4.9. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any integer
1 ≤ j ≤ r, any w ∈ Hk∗ and any tuple (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (Hk∗)j we have

‖Djf(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖L2 ≤ KP(j)
k∗

[v], (4.39)

together with
‖f(Φ0 + w)‖L2 ≤ K[1 + ‖w‖L2 ]. (4.40)

Proof. The bound (4.39) follows by considering (4.7) with ℓ = 0. On the other hand, (4.40) follows from the
uniform pointwise bound on Df and the fact that f(Φ0) ∈ L2.

Lemma 4.10. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any w ∈ Hk∗ and
v ∈ Hk∗ we have the bounds

‖DNf (w)[v]‖Hk∗ ≤ K(1 + ||w||k∗

Hk∗
)||w||Hk∗ ‖v‖Hk∗ ,

‖DNf (w)[v]‖L2 ≤ K‖w‖Hk∗‖v‖Hk∗ .
(4.41)

Proof. In view of the fact that DNf (0) = 0 and D2Nf = D2f , we may write

DNf (w)[v] =

∫ 1

0

D2f(Φ0 + tw)[w, v] dt. (4.42)

The desired bounds now follow directly from Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9.

Corollary 4.11. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Pick an integer 0 ≤ j ≤ r and an integer k∗ ≤ k ≤
kj. Then we have

w 7→ RI(Φ0 + w) ∈ Cj(Hk+1;Hk). (4.43)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w ∈ Hk and any tuple (v1, . . . vj) ∈ (Hk)j we have the
bound

‖DjRI(Φ0 + w)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖Hk ≤ K(1 + ||w||kHk )P(j)
k [v] +K||w||Hk+1P(j)

k∗
[v]

+KP(j)
k∗,k+1[v].

(4.44)

Proof. Upon inspecting (4.35), these statements follow readily from Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9.

Corollary 4.12. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any w ∈ Hk∗+1

and v ∈ Hk∗+1 we have the bound

‖DR̃I(Φ0 + w)[v]‖Hk∗ ≤ K
(
1 + ||w||k∗

Hk∗

)(
||w||Hk∗ ||v||Hk∗+1 + ||w||Hk∗+1 ||v||Hk∗

)
. (4.45)

Proof. As a consequence of Lemma 4.10 and the identity Nf (0) = 0, we note first that

‖Nf(w)‖L2 ≤ K‖w‖2Hk∗ . (4.46)

In particular, a direct inspection of (4.35) using the bounds in Lemma 4.10 leads to the estimate

‖DR̃I(Φ0 + w, 0)[v]‖Hk∗ ≤ K(1 + ||w||k∗

Hk∗
)||w||Hk∗ ||v||Hk∗

+K||w||2Hk∗ ||v||Hk∗+1 +K||w||Hk∗ ||v||Hk∗ (1 + ||w||Hk∗+1),
(4.47)

which can be absorbed by (4.45).
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4.4 Bounds for RII

We now turn to the nonlinearity

RII(v) = ∂xKC(Φ0 + v, 0) + χl(Φ0 + v)〈KC(Φ0 + v, 0), ψ′
tw〉∂x[Φ0 + v], (4.48)

in which KC is given by
KC(u, γ) = χh(u, γ)g(u)K̃C(u, γ); (4.49)

see (A.18) and (A.9). The key towards obtaining Hk+1-bounds for this combination is to use the splitting

∂βK(u) = χh(u)[∂
βg(u)][K̃C(u)] + [χh(u)g(u)][∂

βK̃C(u)] (4.50)

for any multi-index β ∈ Zd
≥0 with |β| = 1. Indeed, one can consider g(u) and ∂βg(u) as elements in

HS(L2
Q;H

k) via the bound (2.20), while both K̃C(u) and ∂
βK̃C(u) can be considered as elements in L2

Q in
view of Lemma 4.7.

Lemma 4.13. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Pick an integer 0 ≤ j ≤ r and an integer
k∗ ≤ k ≤ kj. Then we have

w 7→ KC(Φ0 + w, 0) ∈ Cj(Hk+1;Hk+1). (4.51)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w ∈ Hk+1 and any tuple (v1, . . . vj) ∈ (Hk+1)j we
have the bounds

‖DjKC(Φ0 + w, 0)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖Hk+1 ≤ K(1 + ||w||kHk ||w||Hk+1 )P(j)
k [v]

+K(1 + ||w||kHk )P(j)
k,k+1[v],

‖DjKC(Φ0 + w, 0)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖L2 ≤ KP(j)
k∗

[v].

(4.52)

Proof. These bounds follow from the definition (4.49) and the splitting (4.50), using (2.20) together with
Lemmas 4.4, 4.6 and 4.7. Note in particular that the L2-bound requires the uniform bound on the product
χh(Φ0 + w, 0)g(Φ0 + w) provided in (4.24).

Corollary 4.14. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Pick an integer 0 ≤ j ≤ r and an integer
k∗ ≤ k ≤ kj. Then we have

w 7→ R̃II(Φ0 + w) ∈ Cj(Hk+1;Hk). (4.53)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w ∈ Hk+1 and any tuple (v1, . . . vj) ∈ (Hk+1)j we
have the bound

‖DjR̃II(Φ0 + w, 0)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖Hk ≤ K(1 + ||w||kHk ||w||Hk+1 )P(j)
k [v]

+||w||Hk+1P(j)
k∗

[v] +K(1 + ||w||kHk )P(j)
k,k+1[v].

(4.54)

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.13 and inspection of the product structure in (4.48).

4.5 Bounds for Υ

In this part we consider the nonlinearity
Υ = ΥI +ΥII (4.55)

defined in (A.16) and (A.17). In particular, we have

ΥI(v) = ν̃(Φ0 + v, 0)∂2x[Φ0 + v], (4.56)

while ΥII can be written in the form

ΥII(v) = −χl(Φ0 + v, 0)ν̃(Φ0 + v, 0)〈Φ0 + v, ψ′′
tw〉L2∂x[Φ0 + v]. (4.57)
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Corollary 4.15. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Pick an integer k∗ ≤ k ≤ k∗ + r. Then we have

w 7→ ΥI(w) ∈ Cr(Hk+2;Hk). (4.58)

In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all 0 ≤ j ≤ r, any w ∈ Hk+2 and any tuple (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (Hk+2)j

we have the bounds

‖DjΥI(w)[v1, . . . vj ]‖Hk ≤ K
[
1 + ‖w‖Hk+2 ]P(j)

k∗
[v] +KP(j)

k∗,k+2[v],

|〈DjΥI(w)[v1, . . . vj ], ψtw〉L2 | ≤ K
[
1 + ‖w‖L2 ]P(j)

k∗
[v].

(4.59)

Proof. Recalling that Φ′′
0 ∈ Hk∗+r+1 and hence also in Hk∗+r, this follows from the product structure of

(4.56) and the properties of ν̃ outlined in Lemma 4.7.

Corollary 4.16. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Pick an integer k∗ ≤ k ≤ k∗ + r. Then we have

w 7→ ΥII(w) ∈ Cr(Hk+1;Hk). (4.60)

In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all 0 ≤ j ≤ r, any w ∈ Hk+1 and any tuple (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (Hk+1)j

we have the bound

‖DjΥII(w)[v1, . . . vj ]‖Hk ≤ K
(
1 + ‖w‖L2

)(
1 + ‖w‖Hk+1)P(j)

k∗
[v]

+K
[
1 + ‖w‖L2

]
P(j)
k∗,k+1[v].

(4.61)

Proof. This follows from the product structure of (4.57) together with the bounds in Corollary 4.15.

Corollary 4.17. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Then for any k∗ ≤ k ≤ k∗ + r we have

w 7→ Υ(w) ∈ Cr(Hk+2;Hk). (4.62)

In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all 0 ≤ j ≤ r, any w ∈ Hk+2 and any tuple (v1, . . . , vj) ∈ (Hk+2)j

we have the bound

‖DjΥ(w)[v1, . . . vj ]‖Hk ≤ K
[
1 + ‖w‖Hk+2 + ‖w‖L2‖w‖Hk+1

]
P(j)
k∗

[v]

+KP(j)
k∗,k+2[v] +K

[
1 + ‖w‖L2

]
P(j)
k∗,k+1[v].

(4.63)

Proof. These statements follow by combining Corollaries 4.15 and 4.16.

4.6 Bounds for S
Our final result here concerns the nonlinearity S given by

S(v)[ξ] = g(Φ0 + v)[ξ] + ∂x(Φ0 + v)b(Φ0 + v, 0)[ξ]; (4.64)

see (A.12). Using our previous results for g and b this nonlinearity can be readily analyzed.

Lemma 4.18. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Pick an integer 0 ≤ j ≤ r and an integer
k∗ ≤ k ≤ kj. Then we have

w 7→ S(Φ0 + w) ∈ Cj
(
Hk+1;HS(L2

Q;H
k)
)
. (4.65)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w ∈ Hk+1 and any tuple (v1, . . . vj) ∈ (Hk+1)j we
have the bound

‖DjS(Φ0 + w, 0)[v1, . . . , vj ]‖HS(L2
Q;Hk) ≤ K(1 + ||w||kHk )P(j)

k [v]

+K||w||Hk+1P(j)
k∗

[v] +KP(j)
k∗,k+1[v].

(4.66)

Proof. The statements for the first term g follow from (2.20) together with Lemma 4.5. The desired properties
for the product term involving b follow from Lemma 4.7.
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5 Taylor expansion

In this section we study the Taylor expansion terms defined in (2.32). In particular, we establish Proposition
2.1. A key role is reserved for the following working hypothesis, which is defined in terms of an integer
2 ≤ j∗ ≤ r.

(WH) There exists K > 0 so that for every 1 ≤ j < j∗, any real p ≥ 1, any σ ≥ 0, any δ ≥ 0 and T ≥ 2 we
have the bound

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Yj [σ, δ](t)‖2pj ≤
(
[σ2p]jp + [σ2 lnT + δ2]jp

)
K2p. (5.1)

Proposition 5.1 (see §5.1). Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) all hold. Then (WH) holds for
j∗ = r.

We are also interested in the remainder that arises when substituting the full Taylor approximation

Ytay[σ, δ] = Y1[σ, δ] + . . .+ Yr−1[σ, δ] (5.2)

into the full nonlinearities RI , RII , Υ and S. To this end, we recall (2.33) and define the remainder functions

Nrem[σ, δ] = RI(Ytay[σ, δ]) + σ2RII(Ytay[σ, δ]) + σ2Υ(Ytay[σ, δ]) −
∑r−1

j=1 Nj[σ, δ],

Brem[σ, δ] = σS
(
Ytay[σ, δ]

)
−∑r−1

j=1 Bj [σ, δ].
(5.3)

We also introduce the stopping time

ttay(η) = inf{t ≥ 0 : ‖Y1‖21 + . . .+ ‖Yr−1‖2r−1 ≥ η}, (5.4)

writing ttay(η) = ∞ if the set is empty.

Proposition 5.2 (see §5.2). Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0
so that for all real p ≥ 1, all 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1, all δ ≥ 0 and all T ≥ 2 we have the bounds

E sup0≤t≤T∧ttay(1)‖Nrem[σ, δ](t)‖2pHk∗
≤ K2p

(
[σ2p]pr + [σ2 lnT + δ2]pr

)
,

E sup0≤t≤T∧ttay(1)‖Brem[σ, δ](t)‖2pHS(L2
Q ;Hk∗ )

≤ σ2pK2p
(
[σ2p]p(r−1) + [σ2 lnT + δ2]p(r−1)

)
.

(5.5)

5.1 Bounds on Yj

Our main task here is to inductively establish the working hypothesis (WH). To this end, we recall that Y1
is given by

Y1[σ, δ](t) = δexp[(Ltw +∆x⊥
)t]V∗ + σ

∫ t

0

exp[(Ltw +∆x⊥
)(t− s)]S(0) dWQ

s , (5.6)

in which ‖V∗‖Hk1 = 1 and P⊥V∗ = V∗, together with

S(0) = g(Φ0) + b(Φ0, 0)∂xΦ0 ∈ HS(L2
Q;H

k1), (5.7)

which implies that also P⊥S(0) = S(0). Upon taking ν = 1, we note that the evolution family E discussed
in §3 can be represented as

E(t, s) = exp
[
(Ltw +∆x⊥

)(t− s)
]
. (5.8)

In particular, the estimate (3.5) guarantees that the first term in (5.6) satisfies the bound (5.1). The con-
volution term can also be seen to satisfy (3.5) by applying Proposition 3.2 and taking n = 1, Θ2 = 0 and
Θ1 = ‖S(0)‖Hk1 .

In particular, (WH) holds for j∗ = 2. Before turning to the induction step, we first record a useful
consequence of this hypothesis.
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Lemma 5.3. Assume (WH). Then there exist K > 0 so that for any 1 ≤ j < j∗, any ℓ ≥ j, any (real)
p̃ ≥ 1, any σ ≥ 0, any δ ≥ 0 and T ≥ 2 we have the bound

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Yj [σ, δ](t)‖2ℓp̃/jj ≤
(
[σ2p̃]p̃ℓ + [σ2 lnT + δ2]p̃ℓ

)
ℓp̃ℓK2ℓp̃, (5.9)

together with
E sup

0≤t≤T
‖Yj [σ, δ](t)‖2p̃ℓj ≤

(
[σ2p̃]jp̃ℓ + [σ2 lnT + δ2]jp̃ℓ

)
ℓjp̃ℓK2ℓp̃. (5.10)

Proof. After adjusting the constant K > 0, the first bound follows from (WH) by taking p = p̃ℓ/j ≥ p̃ ≥ 1,
while the second bound follows by picking p = ℓp̃ ≥ 1.

In order to proceed, we need to consider integers 2 ≤ j ≤ r− 1 and analyze deterministic convolutions of
the semigroup (5.8) with respect to the functions

Nj;I [σ, δ] = Ñj;I

[
Y1[σ, δ], . . . , Yj−1[σ, δ]

]
,

Nj;II [σ, δ] = Ñj;II

[
Y1[σ, δ], . . . , Yj−2[σ, δ]

]
,

Nj;III [σ, δ] = Ñj;III

[
Y1[σ, δ], . . . , Yj−2[σ, δ]

]
,

(5.11)

together with stochastic convolutions with respect to the functions

Bj [σ, δ] = B̃j

[
Y1[σ, δ], . . . , Yj−1[σ, δ]

]
. (5.12)

These involve the expressions

Ñj;I [y1, . . . , yj−1] =
∑j

ℓ=2

∑
i1+...+iℓ=j

1
ℓ!D

ℓRI(0)[yi1 , . . . , yiℓ ],

Ñj;II [y1, . . . , yj−2] = σ2
∑j−2

ℓ=0

∑
i1+...+iℓ=j−2

1
ℓ!D

ℓRII(0)[yi1 , . . . , yiℓ ],

Ñj;III [y1, . . . , yj−2] = σ2
∑j−2

ℓ=0

∑
i1+...+iℓ=j−2

1
ℓ!D

ℓΥ(0)[yi1 , . . . , yiℓ ],

(5.13)

together with
B̃j [y1, . . . , yj−1] = σ

∑j−1
ℓ=0

∑
i1+...+iℓ=j−1

1
ℓ!D

ℓS(0)[yi1 , . . . , yiℓ ], (5.14)

where in each term we have iℓ′ ≥ 1 for ℓ′ ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}; see (2.29) and (2.30). To assist our computations, we
first consider an arbitrary tuple {i1, . . . , iℓ} ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1}ℓ with ℓ ≥ 1 and write itot = i1 + . . . + iℓ. The
weighted arithmetic-geometric-mean inequality now yields the useful bound

‖yi1‖i1 · · · ‖yiℓ‖iℓ ≤
1

itot

[
i1‖yi1‖itot/i1i1

+ . . .+ iℓ‖yiℓ‖itot/iℓiℓ

]
. (5.15)

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists KI > 0 so that for any
2 ≤ j ≤ r − 1 and any tuple (y1, . . . yj−1) ∈ H1 × . . .×Hj−1 we have the bound

‖Ñj;I [y1, . . . , yj−1]‖j ≤ KI

∑j−1
i=1 ‖yi‖

j/i
i . (5.16)

Proof. Consider one of the terms in the sum (5.13) for Ñj;I and note that ℓ > 0. Observe that the term is
well-defined in Hkj on account of Corollary 4.11 and the fact that for every 1 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ ℓ we have i′ℓ ≤ j − 1,
which means kiℓ′ ≥ kj + 1. In particular, we also have

‖yiℓ′‖Hkj+1 ≤ ‖yiℓ′‖iℓ′ . (5.17)

This allows the desired estimate to be read off from (4.44) and (5.15).

Corollary 5.5. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold, together with (WH) for some 2 ≤ j∗ ≤ r − 1.
Then there exists K > 0 so that for any real p ≥ 1, any σ ≥ 0, any δ > 0 and any T ≥ 3 we have the bound

E sup0≤t≤T ‖Nj∗;I [σ, δ](t)‖2pj∗ ≤
(
[σ2p]pj∗ + [σ2 lnT + δ2]pj∗

)
K2p. (5.18)
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Proof. We first note that Lemma 5.4 implies that

‖Nj∗;I [σ, δ](t)‖2pj∗ ≤ K2p
I j2p∗

∑j∗−1
i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖2pj∗/ii . (5.19)

Applying (5.9) with ℓ = j∗, we hence conclude

E sup0≤t≤T ‖Nj∗;I [σ, δ](t)‖2pkj∗
≤ K2p

I j2p∗
∑j∗−1

i=1

(
[σ2p]pj∗ + [σ2 lnT + δ2]pj∗

)
jpj∗∗ K2j∗p, (5.20)

which fits the stated bound.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Pick k∗ > d/2. Then there exists KII;III > 0 so
that for any 2 ≤ j ≤ r − 1, any tuple (y1, . . . yj−2) ∈ H1 × . . .×Hj−2 and any σ ≥ 0 we have the bound

‖Ñj;II [y1, . . . , yj−2]‖j + ‖Ñj;III [y1, . . . , yj−2]‖j ≤ KII;IIIσ
2
[
1j=2 +

∑j−2
i=1 ‖yi‖

(j−2)/i
i

]
. (5.21)

Proof. Consider one of the terms in the sum (5.13) for Ñj;II or Ñj;III . We note that ℓ = 0 is only possible
when j = 2, which is covered by the 1j=2 term in the bounds. If ℓ > 0, the term is well-defined in Hkj on
account of Corollary 4.14 or Corollary 4.17 and the fact that for every 1 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ ℓ we have iℓ′ ≤ j − 2, which
implies kiℓ′ ≥ kj + 2. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5.4, the desired bound now follows from (5.15),
(4.54) and (4.63).

Corollary 5.7. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold, together with (WH) for some 2 ≤ j∗ ≤ r − 1.
Then there exists K > 0 so that for any real p ≥ 1, any σ ≥ 0, any δ ≥ 0 and any T ≥ 2 we have the bound

E sup0≤t≤T

[
‖Nj∗;II [σ, δ](t)‖2pj∗ + ‖Nj∗;III [σ, δ](t)‖2pj∗

]
≤

(
[σ2p]pj∗ + [σ2 lnT + δ2]pj∗

)
K2p. (5.22)

Proof. For j∗ = 2, we note that Lemma 5.6 implies the pathwise bound

‖N2;II [σ, δ](t)‖2p2 ≤ K2pσ4p, (5.23)

which can be absorbed by (5.22) since p ≥ 1. For j∗ ≥ 3, Lemma 5.6 implies

‖Nj∗;II [σ, δ](t)‖2pj∗ ≤ K2p
II;IIIσ

4pj2p∗
∑j∗−2

i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖2p(j∗−2)/i
i . (5.24)

Applying (5.9) with ℓ = j∗ − 2, this yields

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Nj∗;II [σ, δ](t)‖2pj∗ ≤ K2p
II;IIIσ

4pj2p+1
∗

(
[σ2p]p(j∗−2)+ [σ2 lnT + δ2]p(j∗−2)

)
(j∗ − 2)p(j∗−2)K2j∗p. (5.25)

This can be absorbed in (5.22) after using Young’s inequality to find

σ4p[σ2 lnT + δ2]p(j∗−2) ≤ σ2pj∗
2

j∗
+ [σ2 lnT + δ2]pj∗

j∗ − 2

j∗
(5.26)

and noting that p ≥ 1. The same estimates hold for Nj∗;III .

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any 2 ≤ j ≤
r − 1, any tuple (y1, . . . yj−1) ∈ H1 × . . .×Hj−1 and any σ ≥ 0 we have the bound

‖B̃j [y1, . . . , yj−1]‖HS(L2
Q;Hj) ≤ KBσ

∑j−1
i=1 ‖yi‖

(j−1)/i
i . (5.27)

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5.4, this bound follows by inspecting (5.14) and using Lemma 4.18
together with (5.15).

Corollary 5.9. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold, together with (WH) for some 2 ≤ j∗ ≤ r − 1
Then there exists K > 0 so that for any real p ≥ 1, any σ ≥ 0, any δ ≥ 0 and any T ≥ 2 we have the bound

E sup0≤t≤T ‖Bj∗ [σ, δ](t)‖2pHS(L2
Q;Hj∗ )

≤ σ2pK2p
(
[σ2p]p(j∗−1) + [σ2 lnT + δ2]p(j∗−1)

)
. (5.28)
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Proof. Applying Lemma 5.8 we obtain the pathwise bound

‖Bj∗ [σ, δ](t)‖2pHS(L2
Q;Hj∗ )

≤ K2p
B σ2pj2p∗

∑j∗−1
i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖2p(j∗−1)/i

i . (5.29)

Using (5.9) with ℓ = j∗ − 1 we hence conclude

E sup0≤s≤T ‖Bj∗ [W ]‖2pkj∗
≤ K2p

B j2p+1
∗ σ2p

(
[σ2p]p(j∗−1) + [σ2 lnT + δ2]p(j∗−1)

)
j
p(j∗−1)
∗ K2(j∗−1)p, (5.30)

which fits the stated bound.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We proceed by induction, noting that the base case j∗ = 2 is covered by the
discussion following (5.6). Assuming that (WH) holds for some 2 ≤ j∗ ≤ r− 1, we write the definition (2.32)
in the form

Yj∗ = Ed
Nj∗:I

+ Ed
Nj∗:II

+ Ed
Nj∗;III

+ Es
Bj∗

. (5.31)

Assuming without loss that σ > 0, the estimates (5.18) and (5.22) imply that Nj∗;I , Nj∗;II and Nj∗;III all
satisfy (hN) with

Θ1 = σj∗K, Θ2 = σ−2[σ2 lnT + δ2], n = j∗. (5.32)

In particular, an application of Proposition 3.1 shows that the corresponding convolutions satisfy the bounds
in (5.1). In addition, the estimate (5.28) shows that the Bj∗/σ satisfies (hB) with

Θ1 = σj∗−1K, Θ2 = σ−2[σ2 lnT + δ2], n = j∗. (5.33)

An application of Proposition 3.2 now yields

σ−2p
E sup

0≤t≤T
‖Es

Bj∗
‖2pkj∗

≤ K2p
gr (32ej∗)

2j∗p
(
pj∗p + [2 lnT + σ−2δ2]j∗p

)
σ2p(j∗−1)K2p. (5.34)

This can be rewritten as

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖Es
Bj∗

‖2pkj∗
≤ K2p

gr (32ej∗)
2j∗p2j∗p

(
(σ2p)j∗p + [σ2 lnT + δ2]j∗p

)
K2p, (5.35)

establishing that Es
B satisfies the bounds in (5.1). In particular, (WH) is satisfied for j∗ + 1.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Item (i) follows from [11, Cor. 3.8], item (ii) follows from the proof of [11, Prop.
6.4] and item (iii) follows from Proposition 5.1.

5.2 Remainder bounds

We now focus on obtaining estimates for the remainder terms (5.3). As a first observation, we note that

kj ≥ k∗ + 2, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1. (5.36)

In particular, for any ℓ ≥ 1 we see that

‖Ytay‖ℓHk∗+2 ≤ (r − 1)ℓ−1
[
‖Y1‖ℓ1 + . . .+ ‖Yr−1‖ℓr−1

]
. (5.37)

In addition, the properties of the stopping time allow us to assume a uniform pathwise bound

10≤t≤ttay(η)‖Ytay[σ, δ](t)‖Hk∗+2 ≤ Ktay
√
η. (5.38)

Let us first write

Nrem;I[σ, δ] = RI

(
Ytay[σ, δ]

)
−

r−1∑

j=1

Nj;I

[
Y1[σ, δ], . . . , Yj−1[σ, δ]

]
. (5.39)

The strategy is to make the decomposition

Nrem;I[σ, δ] = Nrem;Ia[σ, δ] +Nrem;Ib[σ, δ] (5.40)
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involving the multi-linear term

Nrem;Ia[σ, δ] =
∑r−1

ℓ=2

∑
i1+...+iℓ≥r

1
ℓ!D

ℓR̃I(0)
[
Yi1 [σ, δ], . . . , Yiℓ [σ, δ]

]
(5.41)

with 1 ≤ iℓ′ ≤ r − 1 for ℓ′ = 1 . . . ℓ, together with the nonlinear residual

Nrem;Ib[σ, δ] =

∫ 1

0

· · ·
∫ 1

0

QI(Ytay[σ, δ]; t1, . . . , tr−1, tr) dtr · · · dt1 (5.42)

featuring the integrand

QI(Ytay; t1, . . . , tr−1, tr) = DrRI

(
t1 · · · trYtay

)[
Ytay, t1Ytay, . . . , t1 · · · tr−1Ytay

]
. (5.43)

Lemma 5.10. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
t < ttay(1), all σ ≥ 0 and all δ ≥ 0 we have the bound

‖Nrem;Ia[σ, δ](t)‖Hk∗ ≤ K
∑r−1

i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖
r/i
i . (5.44)

Proof. Consider one of the terms in the sum (5.41) and write itot = i1 + . . .+ iℓ. We note that the term is
well-defined in Hk∗ on account of Corollary 4.11 and (5.36). Using (4.44) and (5.15) we obtain the bound

‖DℓRI(0)[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ]‖Hk∗ ≤ K
[
‖Yi1‖itot/i1i1

+ . . .+ ‖Yiℓ‖itot/iℓiℓ

]
. (5.45)

The desired estimate (5.44) hence follows by noting that itot ≥ r and using the a-priori bound ‖Yiℓ′ ‖iℓ′ ≤ 1
that is available for 1 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ ℓ as a consequence of the stopping time.

Lemma 5.11. Suuppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
t ≤ ttay(1), all σ ≥ 0 and all δ ≥ 0 we have the bound

‖Nrem;Ib[σ, δ](t)‖Hk∗ ≤ K
∑r−1

i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖ri . (5.46)

Proof. Using the bound (4.44) together with (5.38), we see that there exists C > 0 so that

‖QI(Ytay[σ, δ](t); t1, . . . , tr−1‖Hk∗ ≤ C‖Ytay[σ, δ](t)‖rHk∗+1 (5.47)

holds for 0 ≤ t ≤ ttay(1). The desired bound (5.46) now follows from the representation (5.42) and the
estimate (5.37).

Corollary 5.12. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for
all (real) p ≥ 1, all σ ≥ 0, all δ ≥ 0 and all T ≥ 2 we have the bound

E sup0≤t≤T∧ttay(1)‖Nrem;I[σ, δ](t)‖2pHk∗
≤ K2p

(
[σ2p]pr + [σ2 lnT + δ2]pr

)
. (5.48)

Proof. We first note that ‖Yj [σ, δ](t)‖rj ≤ ‖Yj [σ, δ](t)‖r/jj for 0 ≤ t ≤ ttay(1) and 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1. Using the
estimates in Lemmas 5.10 and 5.11, the desired bound now follows by applying (5.9) with ℓ = r.

Turning to RII and Υ, we recall that r ≥ 3 and introduce the decomposition

Nrem;II[σ, δ] = Nrem;IIa[σ, δ] +Nrem;IIb[σ, δ], Nrem;III[σ, δ] = Nrem;IIIa[σ, δ] +Nrem;IIIb[σ, δ], (5.49)

involving the multi-linear terms

Nrem;IIa[σ, δ] = σ2
∑r−3

ℓ=1

∑
i1+...+iℓ≥r−2

1
ℓ!D

ℓRII(0)
[
Yi1 [σ, δ], . . . , Yiℓ [σ, δ]

]
,

Nrem;IIIa[σ, δ] = σ2
∑r−3

ℓ=1

∑
i1+...+iℓ≥r−2

1
ℓ!D

ℓΥ(0)
[
Yi1 [σ, δ], . . . , Yiℓ [σ, δ]

]
,

(5.50)

together with the nonlinear residuals

Nrem;IIb[σ, δ] = σ2
∫ 1

0
· · ·
∫ 1

0
QII(Ytay[σ, δ]; t1, . . . , tr−2) dtr−2 · · · dt1,

Nrem;IIIb[σ, δ] = σ2
∫ 1

0
· · ·
∫ 1

0
QIII(Ytay[σ, δ]; t1, . . . , tr−2) dtr−2 · · · dt1,

(5.51)

featuring the integrands

QII(Ytay; t1, . . . , tr−2) = Dr−2RII(t1 · · · tr−2Ytay)
[
Ytay, t1Ytay, t1t2Ytay, . . . , t1 · · · tr−3Ytay

]
,

QIII(Ytay; t1, . . . , tr−2) = Dr−2Υ(t1 · · · tr−2Ytay)
[
Ytay, t1Ytay, t1t2Ytay, . . . , t1 · · · tr−3Ytay

]
.

(5.52)
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Lemma 5.13. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
t < ttay(1), all σ ≥ 0 and all δ ≥ 0 we have the bound

‖Nrem;IIa[σ, δ](t)‖Hk∗ + ‖Nrem;IIIa[σ, δ](t)‖Hk∗ ≤ Kσ2
∑r−2

i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖
(r−2)/i
i

+Kσ2‖Yr−1[σ, δ](t)‖r−1.
(5.53)

Proof. Consider one of the terms in the sum (5.50) and write itot = i1 + . . .+ iℓ. We note that the term is
well-defined in Hk∗ on account of (5.36) together with Corollaries 4.14 and 4.17. Using (4.54) and (5.15) we
obtain the bound

‖DℓRII(0)[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ]‖Hk∗ ≤ C
[
‖Yi1‖itot/i1i1

+ . . .+ ‖Yiℓ‖itot/iℓiℓ

]
. (5.54)

If itot = r − 2 holds, then we must have 1 ≤ iℓ′ ≤ r − 2 for all 1 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ ℓ. Using the a-priori bound
‖Yiℓ′‖iℓ′ ≤ 1, we hence find

‖DℓRII(0)[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ]‖Hk∗ ≤ Cℓ
r−2∑

i=1

‖Yi‖(r−2)/i
i . (5.55)

However, when itot ≥ r − 1, we may conclude

‖DℓRII(0)[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ]‖Hk∗ ≤ Cℓ

r−1∑

i=1

‖Yi‖(r−1)/i
i . (5.56)

Both cases can be absorbed in the stated estimate (5.53) and Nrem;IIIa can be treated in the same fashion.

Lemma 5.14. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
t ≤ ttay(1), all σ ≥ 0 and all δ ≥ 0 we have the bound

‖Nrem;IIb[σ, δ](t)‖Hk∗ + ‖Nrem;IIIb[σ, δ](t)‖Hk∗ ≤ Kσ2
∑r−1

i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖r−2
i . (5.57)

Proof. Using the bounds (4.54) and (4.63) together with (5.38), we see that there exists C > 0 so that

‖QII(Ytay[σ, δ](t); t1, . . . , tr−2)‖Hk∗ ≤ C‖Ytay[σ, δ](t)‖r−2
Hk∗+1

‖QIII(Ytay[σ, δ](t); t1, . . . , tr−2)‖Hk∗ ≤ C‖Ytay[σ, δ](t)‖r−2
Hk∗+2

(5.58)

both hold for 0 ≤ t ≤ ttay(1). The desired bound (5.46) now follows from the representation (5.51) and the
estimate (5.37).

Corollary 5.15. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for
all (real) p ≥ 1, all 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1, all δ ≥ 0 and all T ≥ 2 we have the bound

E sup0≤t≤T∧ttay(1)

[
‖Nrem;II[σ, δ](t)‖2pHk∗

+ ‖Nrem;III[σ, δ](t)‖2pHk∗

]
≤ K2p

(
[σ2p]pr + [σ2 lnT + δ2]pr

)
.

(5.59)

Proof. We first note that for 0 ≤ t ≤ ttay(1) we have

‖Yj‖r−2
j ≤ ‖Yj‖(r−2)/j

j (5.60)

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 2, together with
‖Yr−1‖r−2

r−1 ≤ ‖Yr−1‖r−1. (5.61)

In particular, there exists a constant C > 0 so that

‖Nrem;II[σ, δ](t)‖2pHk∗
≤ C2pσ4p

∑r−2
i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖

2p(r−2)/i
i + C2pσ2p‖Yr−1[σ, δ](t)‖2pr−1

(5.62)

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ ttay(1), where we exploited the fact that σ2 ≤ σ to obtain the second term.
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Applying (5.9) with ℓ = r − 2 together with (5.1), we arrive at

E sup0≤t≤T∧ttay(1)‖Nrem;II[σ, δ](t)‖2pHk∗
≤ K2pσ4p

(
[σ2p]p(r−2) + [σ2 lnT + δ2]p(r−2)

)
,

+K2pσ2p
(
[σ2p]p(r−1) + [σ2 lnT + δ2]p(r−1)

)
.

(5.63)

This can be absorbed in (5.59) by applying Young’s inequality as in (5.26). We conclude by noting that
Nrem;III satisfies the same estimates.

Turning to S, we introduce the decomposition

Brem[σ, δ] = Brem;a[σ, δ] +Brem;b[σ, δ], (5.64)

now involving the multi-linear term

Brem;a[σ, δ] = σ
r−2∑

ℓ=1

∑

i1+...+iℓ≥r−1

1

ℓ!
DℓS(0)

[
Yi1 [σ, δ], . . . , Yiℓ [σ, δ]

]
, (5.65)

together with the nonlinear residual

Brem;b[σ, δ] = σ

∫ 1

0

· · ·
∫ 1

0

QB(Ytay[σ, δ]; t1, . . . , tr−1) dtr−1 · · · dt1, (5.66)

featuring the integrand

QB(Ytay; t1, . . . , tr−1) = Dr−1S(t1 · · · tr−1Ytay)
[
Ytay, t1Ytay, t1t2Ytay, . . . , t1 · · · tr−2Ytay

]
. (5.67)

Lemma 5.16. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
t < ttay(1), all σ ≥ 0 and all δ ≥ 0 we have the bound

‖Brem;a[σ, δ](t)‖HS(L2
Q;Hk∗ ) ≤ Kσ

∑r−1
i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖

(r−1)/i
i . (5.68)

Proof. Consider one of the terms in the sum (5.65) and write itot = i1 + . . .+ iℓ. We note that the term is
well-defined in Hk∗ on account of Lemma 4.18 and (5.36). Using (4.66) and (5.15) we obtain the bound

‖DℓS(0)[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ]‖HS(L2
Q;Hk∗ ) ≤ K

[
‖Yi1‖itot/i1i1

+ . . .+ ‖Yiℓ‖itot/iℓiℓ

]
. (5.69)

The desired estimate (5.68) hence follows by noting that itot ≥ r−1 and using the a-priori bound ‖Yiℓ′ ‖iℓ′ ≤ 1
that is available for 1 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ ℓ as a consequence of the stopping time.

Lemma 5.17. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
0 ≤ t ≤ ttay(1), all σ ≥ 0 and all δ ≥ 0 we have the bound

‖Brem;b[σ, δ](t)‖HS(L2
Q;Hk∗ ) ≤ Kσ

∑r−1
i=1 ‖Yi[σ, δ](t)‖r−1

i . (5.70)

Proof. This follows as in the proof of Lemma 5.11 by considering the representation (5.66) and applying the
bound (4.66).

Corollary 5.18. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for
all (real) p ≥ 1, all σ ≥ 0, all δ ≥ 0 and all T ≥ 2 we have the bound

E sup0≤t≤T∧ttay(1)‖Brem[σ, δ](t)‖2pHS(L2
Q;Hk∗ )

≤ K2pσ2p
(
[σ2p]p(r−1) + [σ2 lnT + δ2]p(r−1)

)
. (5.71)

Proof. This can be established by following the proof of Corollary 5.12 and replacing r by r − 1.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. This follows directly from Corollaries 5.12, 5.15 and 5.18.
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6 Limiting expectations

We here study the limiting behaviour of the expectation of functionals that act on the expansion functions
Yj defined in (2.32). In particular, in §6.1 we consider multilinear operators and establish Proposition 2.2,
using an explicit procedure to compute the associated limits. We then turn to general smooth functionals in
§6.2 and establish Proposition 2.3.

6.1 Multilinear forms

Given a multi-linear expression of the form Λ[Yi1 , . . . , Yiℓ ] for some tuple {i1, . . . , iℓ} ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1}ℓ, our
strategy is to repeated apply the Itô lemma to eliminate the references to the functions Yj and construct a
representation that only involves the constant expressions

̺N = RII(0) + Υ(0) ∈ H1 = Hk1 , ̺B = S(0) ∈ HS(L2
Q;H1). (6.1)

Indeed, inspecting (2.29) and (2.30), we observe that

N2;II [σ, δ] +N2;III [σ, δ] = σ2̺N , B1[σ, δ] = σ̺B, (6.2)

while all other expressions vanish upon taking Y1 = . . . = Yr−1 = 0.
To achieve the above, we extend the class of multi-linear maps that we consider to also allow Λ to depend

on the pair (̺N , ̺B). In particular, we impose the following structural condition.

(hΛ) The map
Λ : [H1]

mN × [HS(L2
Q;H1)]

mB ×Hi1 × . . .×Hiℓ → H (6.3)

is a bounded (mN +mB + ℓ)-linear map into H. In addition, we have mN ≥ 0, mB ≥ 0 and ℓ ≥ 0,
together with the ordering r − 1 ≥ i1 ≥ . . . ≥ iℓ ≥ 1.

For convenience, we introduce the notation

S(t) = exp[(Ltw +∆x⊥
)t], (6.4)

which corresponds to the evolution family in §3 with ν = 1 via the relation E(t, s) = S(t− s). For any pair

θ = (θN , θB) ∈ [H1]
mN × [HS(L2

Q;H1)]
mB , (6.5)

we are interested in the expression

IΛ(t, s; θ) = Λ[θ, S(t− s)Yi1(s), . . . , S(t− s)Yiℓ(s)]. (6.6)

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) all hold. Pick a Hilbert space H together with
a multi-linear map Λ that satisfies (hΛ). Then for any t ≥ s ≥ 0 and any pair (6.5), the difference

E

[
IΛ(t, s; θ)

]
− IΛ(t, 0; θ) (6.7)

can be written as a finite sum of terms of the form

σi∗0E

∫ s

0

IΛ∗(t, s′; θ∗(s′)) ds′ (6.8)

in which i∗0 ≥ 0 and Λ∗ satisfies (hΛ) with an index set (i∗1, . . . , i
∗
ℓ∗) that is strictly less than (i1, . . . , iℓ) in

lexicographical order, with
i1 + . . .+ iℓ = i∗0 + i∗1 + . . . i∗ℓ∗ , (6.9)

together with
mN +mB + i∗0 = m∗

N +m∗
B. (6.10)

In addition, one of the following four options hold.
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(a) We have m∗
N = mN and m∗

B = mB together with θ∗ = θ; or

(b) We have m∗
N = mN + 1 and m∗

B = mB, together with θ∗N (s′) =
(
θN , S(t− s′)̺N

)
and θ∗B = θB; or

(c) We have m∗
N = mN and m∗

B = mB + 1, together with θ∗N = θN and

θ∗B(s
′) =

(
θB, S(t− s′)̺B

)
. (6.11)

(d) We have m∗
N = mN and m∗

B = mB + 2, together with θ∗N = θN and

θ∗B(s
′) =

(
θB, S(t− s′)̺B, S(t− s′)̺B

)
. (6.12)

Proof. Applying the mild Itô formula [16], we obtain

IΛ(t, s; θ) = Λ[θ, S(t)Yi1(0), ..., S(t)Yiℓ(0)]

+
∑

1≤ℓ′≤ℓ

∫ s

0 Λ[θ, S(t− s′)Yi1(s
′), . . . , S(t− s)Niℓ′ (s

′), . . . , S(t− s′)Yiℓ(s
′)] ds′

+
∑

k∈Z

∑
1≤ℓ′1<ℓ′2≤ℓ

∫ s

0
Λ
[
θ, S(t− s′)Yi1(s

′), . . . , S(t− s′)Biℓ′
1
(s′)

√
Qek, . . . ,

S(t− s′)Biℓ′2
(s′)

√
Qek, . . . , S(t− s′)Yiℓ(s

′)
]
ds′

+
∑

1≤ℓ′≤ℓ

∫ s

0 Λ[θ, S(t− s′)Yi1(s), . . . , S(t− s′)Biℓ′ (s
′)[ · ], . . . , S(t− s′)Yiℓ(s

′)] dWQ
s′ .

(6.13)
The stochastic integral vanishes upon taking expectations. We can now use the definitions (2.29) and (2.30)
to obtain the stated representation, using the fact that for any pair bi ∈ HS(L2

Q;Hi) and bj ∈ HS(L2
Q;Hj)

we have
∑

k∈Z
‖bi

√
Qek‖Hki ‖bj

√
Qek‖j ≤

[∑
k∈Z

‖bi
√
Qek‖2i

]1/2[∑
k∈Z

‖bj
√
Qek‖2j

]1/2

= ‖bi‖HS(L2
Q;Hi)‖bj‖HS(L2

Q;Hj)

(6.14)

to show that each Λ∗ is well-defined as a bounded multi-linear map. The strictly decreasing lexicographic
order follows from the ordering on the indices (iℓ′)ℓ′=1...ℓ and (i∗ℓ′)ℓ′=1...ℓ∗ and the fact that Nj and Bj only
depend on Yj′ with 1 ≤ j < j′, besides the constant terms ̺N and ̺B.

It is convenient to introduce the notation

θ∗N (t; s1, . . . , sn) =
(
[S(t− s1)̺N ]m

∗

N ;1, . . . [S(t− sn)̺N ]m
∗

N ;n

)
,

θ∗B(t; s1, . . . , sn) =
(
[S(t− s1)̺B ]

m∗

B;1 , . . . , [S(t− sn)̺B]
m∗

B;n

) (6.15)

with integers (m∗
N ;1, . . . ,m

∗
N ;n) ∈ {0, 1}n and (m∗

B;1, . . . ,m
∗
B;n) ∈ {0, 1, 2}n that satisfy

m∗
N = m∗

N ;1 + . . .+m∗
N ;n, m∗

B = m∗
B;1 + . . .+m∗

B;n. (6.16)

Here the notation [ · ]m means that the argument should be repeated m times, which ensures that

θ∗(t; s1, . . . , sn) =
(
θ∗N (t; s1, . . . , sn), θ

∗
B(t; s1, . . . , sn)

)
∈ [Hk1 ]m

∗

N × [HS(L2
Q;H

k1)]m
∗

B . (6.17)

We recall that Yj(0) = 0 for all 2 ≤ j < r, simplifying some of the expressions below.

Corollary 6.2. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) all hold. Pick a Hilbert space H together with
a multi-linear map Λ that satisfies (hΛ) with mN = mB = 0. Then for any t ≥ 0 the difference

EΛ
[
Yi1 (t), . . . , Yiℓ(t)

]
− Λ[S(t)Yi1(0), . . . S(t)Yiℓ(0)] (6.18)

can be written as a finite sum of terms of the form

E∗(t) = σi∗0

∫ t

0

· · ·
∫ sn−1

0

IΛ∗ [t, 0; θ∗(t; s1, . . . , sn)] dsn · · · ds1 (6.19)

in which n ≥ 1 and the map Λ∗ with the corresponding starred integers satisfy (hΛ) and the identity (6.9).
If ℓ∗ = 0, then we either have m∗

N ;n = 1 or m∗
B;n ≥ 1.
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Proof. This follows from an iterative application of Lemma 6.1. The fact that m∗
N ;n = 1 or m∗

B;n ≥ 1 holds
when ℓ∗ = 0 follows from the fact that in the final step either option (b), (c) or (d) must hold in order to
eliminate the remaining reference(s) to the processes Yj .

Lemma 6.3. Consider the setting of Corollary 6.2. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any t ≥ 0 the
expressions (6.19) satisfy the bound

‖E∗(t)‖H ≤ Kσi∗0δℓ
∗

e−βttn (6.20)

if ℓ∗ ≥ 1, with i∗0 + ℓ∗ = i1 + . . .+ iℓ.

Proof. Since ℓ∗ ≥ 1, the expression is non-zero only if i∗1 = . . . = i∗ℓ∗ = 1, in which case we may use
‖Y1(0)‖Hk1 = δ to obtain the bound

‖IΓ∗ [t, 0; θ∗(t; s1, . . . , sn)‖H ≤ ‖Λ‖Mm∗

N+m∗

B‖̺N‖m
∗

N

Hk1
‖̺B‖m

∗

B

HS(L2
Q;Hk1 )

M ℓ∗e−βℓ∗tδℓ
∗

. (6.21)

Repeatedly applying (6.10) we see that i∗0 = m∗
N +m∗

B. In addition, (6.9) shows that i∗0 + ℓ∗ = i1 + . . .+ iℓ,
which allows us to write

‖IΓ∗ [t, 0; θ∗(t; s1, . . . , sn)‖H ≤ Ke−βℓ∗tδℓ
∗

(6.22)

for some constant K > 0 that only depends on the multi-linear map Λ. The desired bound now follows by
performing the integration (6.19), which contributes the factor σi∗0 tn.

Lemma 6.4. Consider the setting of Corollary 6.2. Then there exists K > 0 so that the following holds true.
For each of the expressions (6.19) with ℓ∗ = 0 there exists E∗

∞ ∈ H so that the bound

‖E∗(t)− E∗
∞‖H ≤ Kσi∗0e−

1
2βt (6.23)

holds for any t ≥ 0.

Proof. Reversing the integration order in (6.19) and writing s̃n = t− sn, we obtain

E∗(t) = σi∗0

∫ t

0

∫ s̃n

0

· · ·
∫ s̃2

0

Λ∗[θ̃∗(s̃1, . . . , s̃n)] ds̃1 · · · ds̃n, (6.24)

in which θ̃∗ = (θ̃∗N , θ̃
∗
B) is given by

θ̃∗N (s̃1, . . . , s̃n) =
(
[S(s̃1)̺N ]m

∗

N ;1, . . . , [S(s̃n)̺N ]m
∗

N ;n

)
,

θ̃∗B(s̃1, . . . , s̃n) =
(
[S(s̃1)̺B ]

m∗

B;1 , . . . , [S(s̃n)̺B]
m∗

B;n

)
.

(6.25)

Since m∗
N :n = 1 or m∗

B;n ≥ 1, the inner integrals in (6.24) satisfy the bound

‖
∫ s̃n
0

· · ·
∫ s̃2
0

Γ∗[θ̃∗(s̃1, . . . , s̃n)] ds̃1 · · · ds̃n−1‖H ≤ ‖Λ‖Mm∗

N+m∗

B‖̺N‖m
∗

N

Hk1
‖̺B‖m

∗

B

HS(L2
Q;Hk1 )

e−βs̃n |s̃n|n−1

≤ Ke−βs̃n|s̃n|n−1,
(6.26)

where the second inequality follows by noting that i∗0 = m∗
N +m∗

B = i1+ . . .+ iℓ. Since this is integrable with
respect to s̃n, the representation (6.24) implies that indeed E∗(t) converges to a limit E∗

∞ at the specified
exponential rate.

We have hence shown that the expectation of any multi-linear expression involving the expansion functions
Yj converges exponentially to a well-defined limit. In addition, we have an explicit reduction procedure that
shows that this limit can be represented as a sum of expressions of the form (6.24) with t = ∞.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. The result follows from the representation of the difference (6.18) provided in Co-
rollary 6.2 by applying Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4.
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6.2 Smooth functionals

We now turn our attention to the proof of Proposition 2.3. Given a functional φ that satisfies (Hφ), we write

h0 = φ(0) (6.27)

together with

hj [σ, δ] =

j∑

ℓ=1

∑

i1+...+iℓ=j

1

ℓ!
Dℓφ(0)

[
Yi1 [σ, δ], . . . , Yiℓ [σ, δ]

]
(6.28)

for 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1, where in each term we take 1 ≤ iℓ′ ≤ r − 1 for each 1 ≤ ℓ′ ≤ ℓ. We also introduce the
remainder function

hrem[σ, δ] = φ(Ytay[σ, δ])−
r−1∑

j=0

hj [σ, δ], (6.29)

which can be decomposed as
hrem[σ, δ] = hrem;a[σ, δ] + hrem;b[σ, δ] (6.30)

by writing

hrem;a[σ, δ] =
r−1∑

ℓ=1

∑

i1+...+iℓ≥r

1

ℓ!
Dℓφ(0)

[
Yi1 [σ, δ], . . . , Yiℓ [σ, δ]

]
, (6.31)

together with

hrem;b =

∫ 1

0

· · ·
∫ 1

0

Qh

(
Ytay[σ, δ]; t1, . . . , tr

)
dtr · · ·dt1, (6.32)

in which the integrand is given by

Qh(Ytay; t1, . . . , tr) = Drφ(t1 · · · trYtay)
[
Ytay, t1W, t1t2Ytay, . . . , t1 · · · tr−1Ytay

]
. (6.33)

Observe that the hj and hrem;a terms are multi-linear, which allows us to apply the theory developed in
§6.1. In particular, the expectation of these terms all converge to a well-defined limit.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Pick a Hilbert space H together with a
functional φ that satisfies (Hφ). Then there exist quantities

(
h∞;1, . . . , h∞;r−1

)
∈ Hr−1 (6.34)

and a constant K > 0 so that for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1 we have the bound

‖Ehj[σ, δ](t) − σjh∞;j‖H ≤ (σj + δj)Ke−
β
2 t (6.35)

for all σ ≥ 0 and δ ≥ 0.

Proof. This follows directly by applying Proposition 2.2 to each of the terms in the definition (6.28).

Lemma 6.6. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Pick a Hilbert space H together with a
functional φ that satisfies (Hφ). Then there exists a function

hrem;a;∞ : [0, 1] → H (6.36)

together with a constant K > 0 so that for all 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1 we have

‖Ehrem;a[σ, δ](t) − hrem;a;∞(σ)‖H ≤ (σr + δr)Ke−
β
2 t, (6.37)

together with
‖hrem;a;∞(σ)‖ ≤ Kσr. (6.38)

Proof. This follows by applying Proposition 2.2 to each of the terms in the sum (6.31).
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Our approach for the second remainder hrem;b is rather crude in the sense that we make no attempt to
identify the limiting behaviour. In particular, we simply establish a global residual bound on the size of
this expression. As a preparation, we obtain moment bounds for the size of the expansion functions Yj at
individual times t, which should be contrasted to the supremum bounds (2.37).

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. For each integer p ≥ 1, there exists a
constant Kp > 0 so that for all t ≥ 0 we have the bound

E‖Yj(t)‖2pkj
≤ Kp

[
σ2pj + δ2pje−

β
4 t
]
. (6.39)

Proof. We first consider the case that p ≥ 1 is an integer. We note that the functional

Λ : (Hkj )2p ∋
(
y1, . . . , y2p

)
7→ 〈y1, y2〉Hkj · · · 〈y2p−1, y2p〉Hkj (6.40)

is a bounded 2p-linear map and that

‖Yj(t)‖2pkj
= Λ

[
Yj , . . . , Yj ]. (6.41)

In particular, using Proposition 2.2 we obtain

E‖Yj(t)‖2pkj
≤ Kp

[
σ2pj + δ2pje−

β
2 t
]
. (6.42)

When p ≥ 1 is not an integer, we pick 1 < q < 2 in such a way that pq is an integer and use the estimate
q
√
a+ b ≤ q

√
a+ q

√
b for a ≥ 0 and b ≥ 0 to compute

E‖Yj(t)‖2pkj
≤
[
E‖Yj(t)‖2pqkj

]1/q ≤
[
Kpq(σ

2pqj + δ2pqje−
β
2 t)
]1/q ≤ K1/q

pq (σ2pj + δ2pje−
β
2q t), (6.43)

which satisfies the stated bound since 2q < 4.

Lemma 6.8. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Pick a Hilbert space H together with a
functional φ that satisfies (Hφ). Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for all 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1, all 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1
and all t ≥ 0 we have the bound

E‖hrem;b(t)‖H ≤ K
[
σr + δre−

β
4 t
]
. (6.44)

Proof. Using (Hφ), the expression (6.33) can be bounded by

E‖Qh

(
Ytay; t1, . . . , tr

)
‖H ≤ KE

[
1 + ‖Ytay‖NHk∗

]
‖Ytay‖rHk∗ . (6.45)

Applying (5.37), we see that

E‖Qh

(
Ytay; t1, . . . , tr

)
‖H ≤ KrN+r

E
[
1 + ‖Y1‖N1 + . . .+ ‖Yr−1‖Nr−1]

[
‖Y1‖r1 + . . .+ ‖Yr−1‖rr−1

]
. (6.46)

Inspecting the definition (6.32), the desired estimate now follows by applying Lemma 6.7.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. Setting h0;∞ = φ(0), the result follows by combining Lemmas 6.5, 6.6 and 6.8.

7 Residual

In this section we study the residual Z = V − Ytay featuring in the full expansion (2.4). In particular, we
derive the relevant evolution system, obtain bounds for the associated nonlinearities in Proposition 7.3 and
use a time transformation to establish a mild representation for Z in Proposition 7.4.

We first introduce the difference expressions

R⊙
I (z; y) = RI(y + z)−RI(y),

R⊙
II(z; y) = RII(y + z)−RII(y),

S⊙(z; y) = S(y + z)− S(y),
(7.1)

together with
Υ⊙(z; y) = Υ(y + z)−Υ(y), Υ⊙

II(z; y) = ΥII(y + z)−ΥII(y). (7.2)

Appealing to the results in §4, we obtain the following bounds.
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Lemma 7.1. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) are satisfied. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any
y ∈ Hk∗+1 and z ∈ Hk∗+1 we have the bounds

‖R⊙
I (z; y)‖Hk∗ ≤ K(1 + ‖y‖k∗

Hk∗
+ ‖z‖k∗

Hk∗
)
(
(‖y‖Hk∗ + ‖z‖Hk∗ )‖z‖Hk∗+1

+(‖y‖Hk∗+1 + ‖z‖Hk∗+1)‖z‖Hk∗

)
,

‖R⊙
II(z; y)‖Hk∗ ≤ K(1 + ‖y‖k∗

Hk∗
+ ‖z‖k∗

Hk∗
)
(
1 + ‖y‖Hk∗+1 + ‖z‖Hk∗+1

)
‖z‖Hk∗

+K(1 + ‖y‖k∗

Hk∗
+ ‖z‖k∗

Hk∗
)‖z‖Hk∗+1 ,

‖Υ⊙
II(z; y)‖Hk∗ ≤ K(1 + ‖y‖L2 + ‖z‖L2)

(
1 + ‖y‖Hk∗+1 + ‖z‖Hk∗+1

)
‖z‖Hk∗

+K(1 + ‖y‖L2 + ‖z‖L2)‖z‖Hk∗+1 ,

‖S⊙(z; y)‖HS(L2
Q;Hk∗ ) ≤ K(1 + ‖y‖k∗

Hk∗
+ ‖z‖k∗

Hk∗
+ ‖y‖Hk+1 + ‖z‖Hk+1)‖z‖Hk∗ +K‖z‖Hk∗+1

)
.

(7.3)

Proof. Upon using the integral representation

R⊙
I (z; y) = RI(y + z)−RI(y) =

∫ 1

0

DRI(y + tz)[z] dt, (7.4)

the desired bound for R⊙
I follows from (4.45) by taking v = z and replacing each occurrence of ‖w‖ by

‖y‖+‖z‖. The remaining bounds can be obtained in the same fashion, now using (4.54), (4.61) and (4.66).

Inspecting the remainder definitions (5.3) and the evolution (2.23) for V and dropping the (σ, δ) depend-
encies of Ytay, Nrem and Brem, we see that the Hk∗ -valued identity

Z(t) =
∫ t

0

[
∆x⊥

+ Ltw]Z(s) ds

+
∫ t

0 [R
⊙
I

(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
+ σ2R⊙

II

(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
+ σ2Υ⊙

(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
+Nrem(s)] ds

+
∫ t

0
[σS⊙

(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
+Brem(s)] dW

Q
s

(7.5)
holds P-a.s. for all 0 ≤ t < τ∞. We now need to isolate the second derivative of Z that is contained in Υ⊙.
To this end, we introduce the expression

EΥ(z; y) = [ν̃(Φ0 + y + z, 0)− ν̃(Φ0 + y, 0)]∂xx[Φ0 + y] + Υ⊙
II(z; y) (7.6)

and inspect the definitions (A.16) to see that

Υ⊙(z; y) = ν̃(Φ0 + y + z, 0)∂xxz + EΥ(z; y). (7.7)

We now write
κσ(z; y) = 1 + σ2ν̃(Φ0 + y + z, 0) (7.8)

to represent the full coefficient in front of Zxx in (7.5). In addition, we introduce the expression

EL(z; y) = −ν̃(Φ0 + y + z, 0)[Ltw − ∂xx]z (7.9)

and record the following useful estimates.

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) are satisfied. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any
y ∈ Hk∗+2 and z ∈ Hk∗+1 we have the bounds

‖EΥ(z; y)‖Hk∗ ≤ K(1 + ‖y‖Hk∗+2)‖z‖Hk∗ + ‖Υ⊙
II(z; y)‖Hk∗

‖EL(z; y‖Hk∗ ≤ K‖z‖Hk∗+1 .
(7.10)

Proof. Inspecting the definition (7.6), the bound for EΥ(z;w) follows from (4.34). The bound for EL follows
from (7.9) by applying the uniform bound (4.34) for ν̃.
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Inspecting the definitions above, one may readily verify the useful identity

EΥ(z; y) + EL(z; y) = Υ⊙(z; y)− ν̃(Φ0 + y + z, 0)Ltwz. (7.11)

This allows us to reformulate (7.5) as

Z(t) =
∫ t

0

[
∆x⊥

+ κσ
(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
Ltw

]
Z(s) ds

+
∫ t

0
[R⊙

I

(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
+ σ2R⊙

II

(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
+Nrem(s)] ds

+σ2
∫ t

0
[EΥ
(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
+ EL

(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
] ds

+
∫ t

0 [σS⊙
(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
+Brem(s)] dW

Q
s ,

(7.12)

where all second derivatives of Z are now contained in the first line.
We now proceed with a time transformation to set the coefficient in front of Ltw to unity. In particular,

we write

τ(t) =

∫ t

0

κσ
(
Z(s);Ytay(s)

)
ds (7.13)

and introduce the time-transformed functions (Z̄, Ȳtay, N̄rem, B̄rem) that satisfy

Z̄
(
τ(t)

)
= Z(t), Ȳtay

(
τ(t)

)
= Ytay(t), N̄rem

(
τ(t)

)
= Nrem(t), B̄rem

(
τ(t)

)
= Brem(t). (7.14)

In addition, we write τ̄tay(η) = τ(ttay(η)).
Applying standard time transformation rules [28, Lem. 6.2] now leads to the system

Z̄(τ) =
∫ t

0

[
κσ
(
Z̄(τ ′); Ȳtay(τ

′)
)−1

∆x⊥
+ Ltw

]
Z̄(τ ′) dτ ′

+
∫ τ

0
[N (Z̄(τ ′); τ ′, σ, δ) + N̄rem(τ

′)] dτ ′

+
∫ τ

0

[
M
(
Z̄(τ ′); τ ′, σ, δ) + B̄rem(τ

′)
]
dW̄Q

τ ′ ,

(7.15)

in which we have introduced the expressions

N
(
z; τ, σ, δ

)
= κ−1

σ

(
z; Ȳtay(τ)

)[
R⊙

I

(
z; Ȳtay(τ)

)
+ σ2R⊙

II

(
z; Ȳtay(τ)

)

+σ2EΥ
(
z; Ȳtay(τ)

)
+ σ2EL

(
z; Ȳtay(τ)

)]

M
(
z; τ, σ, δ

)
= κ

−1/2
σ

(
z; Ȳtay(τ)

)[
σS⊙

(
z; Ȳtay(τ)

)
].

(7.16)

We note that the time-transformed process W̄Q
τ is again a Q-cylindrical Wiener process, but now adapted to

the filtration F̄ = (F̄τ )τ≥0 given by

F̄τ = {A ∈ F : A ∩ {τ ≤ τ(t)} ∈ Ft for all t ≥ 0}. (7.17)

It has the same statistical properties as WQ
t . The full details can be found in [11, §6.2] and [28].

Proposition 7.3. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) all hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that
for all z ∈ Hk∗+1, all τ ≥ 0, all σ ≥ 0 and all δ ≥ 0 we have the bounds

‖N (z; τ, σ, δ)‖Hk∗ ≤ K
[
1 + ‖Ȳtay(τ)‖k∗+1

Hk∗+2 + ‖z‖k∗

Hk∗

][
σ2 + ‖Ȳtay(τ)‖Hk∗ + ‖z‖Hk∗

]
‖z‖Hk∗+1 ,

‖M(z; τ, σ, δ)‖HS(L2
Q;Hk∗ ) ≤ Kσ

[
1 + ‖Ȳtay(τ)‖k∗+1

Hk∗+1 + ‖z‖k∗

Hk∗

]
‖z‖Hk∗+1 .

(7.18)
In particular, there exists K > 0 and η0 so that for any 0 < η ≤ η0, any 0 ≤ τ ≤ τ̄tay(η), any σ ≥ 0, any
δ ≥ 0 and any z ∈ Hk∗+1 with ‖z‖2Hk∗ ≤ η we have

‖N (z; τ, σ, δ)‖Hk∗ ≤ K
[
σ2 +

√
η
]
‖z‖Hk∗+1 ,

‖M(z; τ, σ, δ)‖HS(L2
Q;Hk∗ ) ≤ Kσ‖z‖Hk∗+1 ,

(7.19)

together with
P⊥N (z; τ, σ, δ) = N (z; τ, σ, δ), P⊥M(z; τ, σ, δ) = M(z; τ, σ, δ). (7.20)
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Proof. Note first that κσ ≥ 1. The bounds (7.18) follow by inspecting the definitions (7.16) and applying
(7.3) and (7.10). The bounds (7.19) follow by using the pathwise bound (5.38). The identities (7.20) follow
from the properties of the cut-off χl and the representations (4.35), (4.48), (4.64) and (7.11), recalling for
the latter that L∗

twψtw = 0.

Write E(t, s) for the evolution family associated to (3.3) with ν = κ−1
σ (Z̄; Ȳtay). We note that when σ ≥ 0

is sufficiently small condition (hE) in §3 is satisfied on account of the bound (4.34), which allows us to write

1 ≤ κσ(Z̄; Ȳtay) ≤ 1 + σ2K ≤ 2. (7.21)

This evolution family can now be used to transform (7.15) into a mild representation for the residual Z̄.

Proposition 7.4. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Fix T > 0 together with a sufficiently
small σ ≥ 0. Then for any δ ≥ 0 there exists an increasing sequence of stopping times (τ̄ℓ)ℓ≥0 and a stopping
time τ̄∞, with τ̄ℓ → τ̄∞ and 0 < τ̄∞ ≤ T P-a.s., together with a map

Z̄ : [0, T ]× Ω → Hk∗ (7.22)

that is progressively measurable with respect to the filtration F̄ = (F̄τ )τ≥0 and satisfies the following properties:

(i) For almost every ω ∈ Ω, the map τ 7→ Z̄(τ, ω) is of class C([0, τ̄∞(ω));Hk∗);

(ii) For any ℓ ≥ 0 we have the integrability condition Z̄ ∈ L2
(
Ω;L2([0, τ̄ℓ];H

k∗+1)
)
;

(iii) For any ℓ ≥ 0 we have M(Z̄(·); ·, σ, δ) ∈ L2
(
Ω;L2([0, τ̄ℓ];HS(L

2
Q, H

k∗)
)
, together with

N (Z̄(·, ω); ·, σ, δ) ∈ L1([0, τ̄ℓ(ω)];H
k∗) for almost every ω ∈ Ω;

(iv) The Hk∗-valued identity

Z̄(τ) =
∫ τ

0 E(τ, τ ′)
[
N (Z̄(τ ′); τ ′, σ, δ) + N̄rem[σ, δ](τ

′)
]
dτ ′

+
∫ τ

0 E(τ, τ ′)
[
M(Z̄(τ ′); τ ′, σ, δ) + B̄rem[σ, δ](τ

′)
]
dW̄Q;−

τ ′

(7.23)

holds P-a.s. for all 0 ≤ t < τ̄∞;

(v) Upon writing

Zℓ = sup
0≤τ ′≤τℓ

‖Z̄(τ ′)‖2Hk∗ +

∫ τℓ

0

‖Z̄(τ ′)‖2Hk∗+1 dτ
′, (7.24)

we have Zℓ ≤ ℓ for every ℓ ≥ 0, together with the localization identity

P

(
τ̄∞ < T and sup

ℓ≥0
Zℓ <∞

)
= 0. (7.25)

Proof. This can be established by following the proofs of [11, Prop 6.1, Prop 6.3, Prop 6.4], which rely on
the framework developed in [5].

8 Nonlinear stability

In this section we set out to establish Theorem 2.4, establishing that our decomposition of the perturbation
V can be maintained over timescales that are exponentially long with respect to σ−1. Our main objective is
to control the size of

N̄res(τ) = ‖Z̄(τ)‖2Hk∗ +

∫ τ

0

e−β(τ−τ ′)‖Z̄(τ ′)‖2Hk∗+1dτ
′, (8.1)

using the time-transformed mild representation in (7.23).
In particular, we recall the shorthand (2.47) and introduce the stopping time

τ̄res(η;σ, δ, T ) = inf{0 ≤ τ < min{τ̄∞, τ̄tay(η)} : N̄res(τ) > ηmin{1, α2(r−1)}}, (8.2)
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writing
τ̄res(η;σ, δ, T ) = min{τ̄∞, τ̄tay(η)} (8.3)

if the set is empty. We emphasize that when η is sufficiently small, the bounds (7.19) and identities (7.20)
hold for z = Z̄(τ) whenever 0 ≤ τ < τ̄res(η;σ, δ, T ).

Our main result here provides logarithmic growth bounds for the expectation of the maximal value that
N̄res attains as we increase T . We establish this result in §8.1 and use it to prove Theorem 2.4 in §8.2.

Proposition 8.1. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) are satisfied. Pick two sufficiently small
constants δη > 0 and δσ > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any 0 < η < δη, any 0 ≤ σ ≤ δσ,
any δ ≥ 0, any integer T ≥ 2 and any integer p ≥ 1, we have the bound

E

[
sup

0≤τ<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T )

N̄res(τ)
p

]
≤ Kp

(
(σ2p)pr + [σ2 lnT + δ2]pr

)
. (8.4)

8.1 Proof of Proposition 8.1

Following the approach in [28], we proceed by providing separate estimates for the integrals in (7.23). To
this end, we introduce the integrals

Ed
rem(τ) =

∫ τ

0

E(τ, τ ′)P⊥N̄rem[σ, δ](τ
′)1τ ′<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T ) dτ

′,

Ed
N (τ) =

∫ τ

0

E(τ, τ ′)P⊥N (Z̄(τ ′); τ ′, σ, δ)1τ ′<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T ) dτ
′,

Es
rem(τ) =

∫ τ

0

E(τ, τ ′)P⊥B̄rem[σ, δ](τ
′)1τ ′<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T ) dW̄

Q;−
τ ′

Es
M(τ) =

∫ τ

0

E(τ, τ ′)P⊥M(Z̄(τ ′); τ ′, σ, δ)1τ ′<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T ) dW̄
Q;−
τ ′ .

(8.5)

The presence of the projection P⊥ in the above is simply to emphasise (7.20). Using these expressions, we
obtain the estimate

E sup
0≤τ<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T )

‖Z̄(τ)‖2p
Hk∗

≤ 42pE sup
0≤τ≤T

[
‖Ed

rem(τ)‖2pHk∗
+ ‖Ed

N (τ)‖2p
Hk∗

+ ‖Es
rem(τ)‖2pHk∗

+ ‖Es
M(τ)‖2p

Hk∗

]
.

(8.6)

Turning to the integrated Hk∗+1-bound, we introduce the integrals

Id
rem(τ) =

∫ τ

0

e−β(τ−τ ′)‖Ed
rem(τ

′)‖2Hk∗+1dτ
′, (8.7)

Id
N (τ) =

∫ τ

0

e−β(τ−τ ′)‖Ed
N (τ ′)‖2Hk∗+1dτ

′, (8.8)

Is
rem(τ) =

∫ τ

0

e−β(τ−τ ′)‖Es
rem(τ

′)‖2Hk∗+1dτ
′, (8.9)

Is
M(τ) =

∫ τ

0

e−β(τ−τ ′)‖Es
M(τ ′)‖2Hk∗+1dτ

′. (8.10)

This leads directly to the estimate

E sup
0≤τ<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T )

[∫ t

0

e−β(τ−τ ′)‖Z̄(τ ′)‖2Hk+1dτ
′

]p

≤ 42pE sup
0≤τ≤T

[
Id
rem(τ)

p + Id
N (τ)p + Is

rem(τ)
p + Is

M(τ)p
]
.

(8.11)
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Lemma 8.2. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) are satisfied, recall the constant η0 > 0 defined
in Proposition 7.3 and pick a sufficiently small δσ > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any
0 < η < η0, any 0 ≤ σ < δσ, any δ ≥ 0, any T > 0 and any p ≥ 1, we have the pathwise bound

sup
0≤t≤T

‖Ed
N (t)‖2p

Hk + sup
0≤t≤T

Id
N (t)p ≤ K2p(σ2 +

√
η)2p sup

0≤τ<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T )

N̄res(τ)
p. (8.12)

Proof. This bound follows readily from straightforward integral estimates; see [30, Lem. 5.3].

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) are satisfied, recall the constant η0 > 0 defined
in Proposition 7.3 and pick a sufficiently small δσ > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any
0 < η < η0, any 0 ≤ σ < δσ, any δ ≥ 0, any T ≥ 2 and any real p ≥ 1, we have the bound

sup
0≤τ≤T

‖Ed
rem(τ)‖2pHk∗

+ sup
0≤τ≤T

Id
rem(τ)

p ≤ K2p
[
(σ2p)pr + [σ2 lnT + δ2]rp]. (8.13)

Proof. Assuming without loss that σ > 0, the bound (5.5) implies that (hN) is satisfied with

Θ1 = σrK, Θ2 = σ−2[σ2 lnT + δ2], n = r. (8.14)

The desired estimate now follows from an application of Proposition 3.1.

Lemma 8.4. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) are satisfied, recall the constant η0 > 0 defined
in Proposition 7.3 and pick a sufficiently small δσ > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any
0 < η < η0, any 0 ≤ σ < δσ, any δ ≥ 0, any integer T ≥ 2 and any integer p ≥ 1, we have the bound

E sup
0≤τ≤T

‖Es
M(τ)‖2p

Hk∗
+ E sup

0≤τ≤T
Is
M(τ)p ≤ K2p

[
(σ2p)pr + [σ2 lnT + δ2]rp

]
. (8.15)

Proof. We first note that (7.19) and the stopping time definition (8.2) imply the pathwise bound

∫ τ

0

e−β(τ−τ ′)‖M(Z̄(τ ′), τ ′, σ, δ)‖2HS(L2
Q;Hk∗ )1τ ′<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T ) dτ

′ ≤ K2σ2ηα2(r−1) (8.16)

for all 0 ≤ τ ≤ T . In addition, we may exploit the smoothening properties of the semigroup Etw(t) =

e
1
4 t∆x⊥ eLtwt to show that there exists C1 > 0 so that

‖Etw(1)M(Z̄(τ), τ, σ, δ)‖2HS(L2
Q ;Hk∗ ) ≤ σ2C1ηα

2(r−1) (8.17)

for all 0 ≤ τ ≤ τ̄res(η;σ, δ, T ), since ‖Z̄(τ)‖2Hk∗ ≤ ηα2(r−1) on this interval. We may hence conclude that
condition (HB) in [11] is satisfied with Θ∗ = C2σ

√
ηαr−1. Applying [11, Prop 3.18] we find that there exist

C3 > 0 so that

E sup0≤τ≤T ‖Es
M(τ)‖2p

Hk∗
+ E sup0≤τ≤T Is

M(τ)p ≤ C2p
3 σ2pηp(pp + [lnT ]p)

(
σ2 lnT + δ2

)p(r−1)

≤ C2p
3 ηp

(
σ2p+ [σ2 lnT ] + δ2

)pr
,

(8.18)

which provides the desired bound.

Lemma 8.5. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) are satisfied, recall the constant η0 > 0 defined
in Proposition 7.3 and pick a sufficiently small δσ > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any
0 < η < η0, any 0 ≤ σ < δσ, any δ ≥ 0, any integer T ≥ 3 and any real p ≥ 1, we have the bound

E sup
0≤τ≤T

‖EB;c(τ)‖2pHk∗
+ E sup

0≤τ≤T
IB;c(τ)

p ≤ K2p
[
(σ2p)pr + [σ2 lnT + δ2]rp]. (8.19)

Proof. Assuming without loss that σ > 0, the bound (5.5) implies that B̄rem/σ satisfies (hB) with

Θ1 = σr−1K, Θ2 = σ−2[σ2 lnT + δ2], n = r. (8.20)

An application of Proposition 3.2 now yields the desired estimate.
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Proof of Proposition 8.1. Collecting the results in Lemmas 8.2–8.5, the estimates (8.6) and (8.7) can be
combined to yield

E

[
sup

0≤τ<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T )

N̄res(τ)
p

]

≤ Kp

(
(σ2p)pr + [σ2 lnT + δ2]pr + (σ2 +

√
η)2pE

[
sup

0≤τ<τ̄res(η;σ,δ,T )

N̄res(τ)
p

])
.

(8.21)

The result hence readily follows by restricting the size of σ2 +
√
η .

8.2 Proof of Theorem 2.4

In order to establish our main result, we need to include the growth of the expansion functions Yj and reverse
the effects of the time transformation. Starting with the former, we write

N̄full(τ ;σ, δ, T ) = α2(r−1)‖Ȳ1(τ)‖21 + . . .+ α2‖Ȳr−1(τ)‖2r−1 + N̄res(τ) (8.22)

and introduce the stopping time

τ̄full(η;σ, δ, T ) = inf{0 ≤ τ < τ̄∞ : N̄full(τ ;σ, δ, T ) > ηmin{1, α2(r−1)}}, (8.23)

writing
τ̄full(η;σ, δ, T ) = τ̄∞ (8.24)

if the set is empty. By construction we have τ̄full(η;σ, δ, T ) ≤ τ̄tay(η), which implies the ordering

τ̄full(η;σ, δ, T ) ≤ τ̄res(η;σ, δ, T ) ≤ min{τ̄∞, τ̄tay(η)}. (8.25)

Corollary 8.6. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) are satisfied. Pick two sufficiently small
constants δη > 0 and δσ > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any any 0 < η < δη, any
0 ≤ σ ≤ δσ, any integer T ≥ 2 and any integer p ≥ 1, we have the bound

E

[
sup

0≤τ<τ̄full(η;σ,δ,T )

N̄full(τ ;α)
p

]
≤ Kp

(
(σ2p)pr + [σ2 lnT + δ2]pr

)
. (8.26)

Proof. Using the bounds (2.37) together with τ(t) ≥ t, we may apply Young’s inequality to compute

α2(r−j)pE sup0≤τ≤T ‖Ȳj(τ)‖2pj ≤ α2(r−j)pE sup0≤t≤T ‖Yj(t)‖2pj
≤ K2pα2(r−ℓ)p

[
(σ2p)pℓ] + (α2)pℓ

]

≤ K2p
[
(σ2p)pr ℓ

r + (α2)pr r−ℓ
r + (α2)pr

]

≤ (2K)2p
[
(σ2p)pr + (α2)pr

]

(8.27)

for any 1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1. In addition, the ordering (8.25) yields

sup
0≤τ<τ̄full(η,σ,δ,T )

N̄res(τ) ≤ sup
0≤τ<τ̄res(η,σ,δ,T )

N̄res(τ). (8.28)

In particular, the desired bound follows from (8.4).

Lemma 8.7. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) are satisfied. Pick two sufficiently small con-
stants δη > 0 and δσ > 0. Then for any 0 < η < δη, any 0 ≤ σ < δσ and any 0 ≤ δ <

√
η, we have the

bound

P
(
τ̄full(η, σ, δ, T ) < T

)
≤ P

(
sup

0≤τ<τ̄full(η,σ,δ,T )

N̄full(τ ;α) ≥ ηα2(r−1)

)
. (8.29)
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Proof. For convenience, we define the events

Ā1 = {0 < τ̄full(η, σ, δ, T ) < τ̄∞ and sup0≤τ<τ̄full(η,σ,δ,T ) N̄full(τ) ≥ ηα2(r−1)},
Ā2 = {0 < τ̄∞ < T and sup0≤τ<τ̄∞(T ) N̄full(τ) ≤ ηα2(r−1)},
Ā3 = {τ̄full(η;σ, δ, T ) = 0}.

(8.30)

Items (i) and (ii) of Proposition 7.4 imply that τ 7→ N̄full(τ) is continuous on [0, τ̄∞) for almost every ω ∈ Ω.
This shows that we may write

{τ̄full(η, σ, δ, T ) < T } ⊂ Ā0 ∪ Ā1 ∪ Ā2 ∪ Ā3, (8.31)

for some set Ā0 with zero measure. Note furthermore that we have P(Ā2) = 0 by (7.25). Since N̄full(0) =
δ2α2(r−1), the demand δ2 < η ensures that A3 is empty. In particular, we see that

P(τ̄full(η, σ, δ, T ) < T ) ≤ P(Ā1), (8.32)

which implies the desired bound.

Proposition 8.8. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. Then there exist constants 0 < µ < 1,
δη > 0, and δσ > 0 such that, for any 0 < η ≤ δη, any 0 < σ < δσ, any δ

2 < µη and any integer T ≥ 3, we
have

P(τ̄full(η;σ, δ, T ) < T ) ≤ 3T 1/(2e) exp

(
−µη

1/r

σ2/r

)
. (8.33)

Proof. Using the bounds (8.26) together with the identification (8.29), we recall the shorthand (2.47) and
apply the exponential Markov-type inequality in Corollary B.2 with

ν = r, Θ1 = K1/2σr , Θ2 = [α2/σ2], ϑ = ηα2(r−1) (8.34)

to obtain

P (τ̄full(η;σ, δ, T ) < T ) ≤ 3exp

(
α2

2eσ2

)
exp

(−η1/rα2(1−1/r)

2eK1/rσ2

)

= 3T 1/(2e)exp

(
K1/rδ2 − η1/rα2(1−1/r)

2eK1/rσ2

)
.

(8.35)

We now use the bound

α2(1−1/r) ≥ 1

2
(σ2 lnT )1−1/r +

1

2
δ2(1−1/r) (8.36)

to find

P (τ̄full(η;σ, δ, T ) < T ) ≤ 3T 1/(2e)exp

(
K1/rδ2 − 1

2η
1/rδ2(1−1/r)

2eK1/rσ2

)
exp

(
−η

1/r[lnT ]1−1/r

4eK1/rσ2/r

)
. (8.37)

Upon choosing
µ = min{(2rK)−1, (4eK1/r)−1}, (8.38)

we see that
1

2
η1/rδ2(1−1/r) ≥ 1

2
η1/rδ2[µη]−1/r =

1

2
δ2µ−1/r ≥ K1/rδ2 (8.39)

and hence

P (τ̄full(η;σ, δ, T ) < T ) ≤ 3T 1/(2e)exp

(
−µη

1/r[lnT ]1−1/r

σ2/r

)
. (8.40)

The desired bound now follows by noting that lnT ≥ 1 holds for T ≥ 3.

We are now ready to provide the proof of our main result. The key ingredient that allows the time
transform to be removed is that the exponential weight in (8.1) decays slower than its counterpart in (2.46).
This enables us to show that stability loss in the original problem implies stability loss in a suitably chosen
transformed problem, providing an ordering on the associated probabilities.
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Proof of Theorem 2.4. Note first that the bound (7.21) implies that τ(t) − τ(t′) ≤ 2(t − t′) for any pair
0 ≤ t′ ≤ t. This allows us to compute

∫ τ(t)

0 e−β(τ(t)−τ ′)‖Z̄(τ ′)‖2Hk∗+1 dτ
′ =

∫ t

0 e
−β(τ(t)−τ(t′))‖Z̄(τ(t′))‖2Hk∗+1 ∂tτ(t

′)dt′

≥
∫ t

0 e
−2β(t−t′)‖Z(t′)‖2Hk∗+1 dt

′,
(8.41)

which using τ(T ) ≤ 2T shows that

Nres(t) ≤ N̄res

(
τ(t)

)
, Nfull(t;σ, δ, T ) ≤ N̄full

(
τ(t);σ, δ, 2T

)
(8.42)

for 0 ≤ t < τ∞. In particular, if

sup
0≤t<tst(η;σ,δ,T )

Nfull(t;σ, δ, T ) ≥ η[δ2 + σ2 lnT ]r−1 (8.43)

holds, then we may use T ≥ 3 to conclude

sup
0≤τ<τ(tst(η;σ,δ,T ))

N̄full(τ ;σ, δ, 2T ) ≥ η[δ2 + σ2 lnT ]r−1 >
η

4r−1
[δ2 + σ2 ln(2T )]r−1, (8.44)

which implies
τ̄full(4

1−rη;σ, δ, 2T ) < 2T. (8.45)

Arguing as in Lemma 8.7 we obtain

P
(
tst(η;σ, δ, T ) < T

)
≤ P

(
sup

0≤t<tst(η;σ,δ,T )

Nfull(t;α) ≥ ηα2(r−1)

)
(8.46)

which in view of the discussion above and the bound (8.33) implies

P(tst(η;σ, δ, T ) < T ) ≤ P
(
τ̄full(4

1−rη;σ, δ, 2T ) < 2T
)

≤ 3(2T )1/(2e) exp

(
−µ41/r−1 η

1/r

σ2/r

)
.

(8.47)

The desired bound follows by adjusting the constant µ and noting that 3(2T )1/2e ≤ 2T for T ≥ 3.

A List of main functions

In this appendix we provide an overview of the main functions used in this paper, building upon the present-
ation in [11, App. A] and the naming conventions used in [28, 31]. Throughout this section, we assume
that (HNL), (HTw), (HV∗) and (Hq) hold. In addition, we take γ ∈ R together with ξ ∈ L2

Q and consider

functions u for which u − Φ0 ∈ L2(D;Rn). For the purposes of clarity, we will be fully explicit with respect
to the domains and codomains of our function spaces throughout this appendix.

We start by choosing a smooth non-decreasing cut-off function

χlow : R → [ 14 ,∞) (A.1)

that satisfies the properties

χlow(θ) =
1

4
|T|d−1, θ ≤ 1

4
|T|d−1, χlow(θ) = θ, θ ≥ 1

2
|T|d−1, (A.2)

together with a smooth non-increasing cut-off function

χhigh : R+ → [0, 1] (A.3)

that satisfies the properties

χhigh(θ) = 1, θ ≤ 2, χhigh(θ) = 0, θ ≥ 3. (A.4)
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These cut-offs can be used to define

χh(u, γ) = χhigh(‖u− TγΦ0‖L2(D;Rn)) and χl(u, γ) =
[
χlow

(
− 〈u, Tγψ′

tw〉L2(D;Rn)

)]−1
. (A.5)

Upon taking u = Tγ [Φ0 + v] with

‖v‖L2(D;Rn) ≤ min{1, |T| d−1
2 [4‖ψtw‖H1(R;Rn)]

−1}, (A.6)

we note that
χh(u, γ) = 1 and χl(u, γ) = −

[
〈u, Tγψ′

tw〉L2(D;Rn)

]−1
. (A.7)

We now introduce the scalar expressions

b(u, γ)[ξ] = −χh(u, γ)
2χl(u, γ)〈g(u)[ξ], Tγψtw〉L2(D;Rn),

ν̃(u, γ) = 1
2χh(u, γ)

4χl(u, γ)
2〈QgT (u)Tγψtw, g

T (u)Tγψtw〉L2(D;Rn),
(A.8)

noting that ν̃ = 1
2‖b(u, γ)‖2HS(L2

Q;R). In addition, we introduce the functions

K̃C(u, γ) = χl(u, γ)χh(u, γ)Qg(u)
⊤Tγψtw ∈ L2

Q,

KC(u, γ) = −χh(u, γ)g(u)K̃C(u, γ) ∈ L2(D;Rn),
(A.9)

together with the scalar expression

aσ(u, γ) = −χl(u, γ)
[
〈f(u), Tγψtw〉L2(D;Rn) − 〈c0u+ σ2KC(u, γ), ∂xψtw〉L2(D;Rn)

+(1 + σ2ν̃(u, γ))〈u, Tγψ′′
tw〉L2(D;Rn)

]
.

(A.10)

We note that b and aσ determine the evolution of the phase Γ via (2.22).
Exploiting the translational invariance of our nonlinearities and the noise, we obtain the commutation

relations
aσ(u, γ) = aσ(T−γu, 0), b(u, γ)[ξ] = b(T−γu, 0)[T−γξ] (A.11)

and note that similar identities hold for ν̃σ and the cut-off functions (A.5). This allows the dependence on the
phase Γ to be eliminated from the evolution (2.23) for the frozen perturbation V . This evolution is defined
in terms of the nonlinearities

Rσ(v) = ∆x⊥
v + (1 + σ2ν̃(Φ0 + v, 0))∂2x(Φ0 + v) + f(Φ0 + v) + c0∂x(Φ0 + v)

+σ2∂xKC(Φ0 + v, 0) + aσ(Φ0 + v, 0)∂x(Φ0 + v),

S(v)[ξ] = g(Φ0 + v)[ξ] + ∂x(Φ0 + v)b(Φ0 + v, 0)[ξ],

(A.12)

where we take v ∈ H2(D;Rn); see [11, Eq. (A.27)].
Introducing the notation

Nf (v) = f(Φ0 + v)− f(Φ0)−Df(Φ0)v (A.13)

and noting that −c0Φ′
0 = Φ′′

0 + f(Φ0) together with L∗
twψtw = 0, we may write

aσ(Φ0 + v, 0) = −χl(Φ0 + v, 0)
[
〈Nf (v), ψtw〉L2(D;Rn) − σ2〈KC(Φ0 + v, 0), ψ′

tw〉L2(D;Rn)

+σ2ν̃(Φ0 + v, 0)〈Φ0 + v, ψ′′
tw〉L2(D;Rn)

]
.

(A.14)

In a similar fashion, we may write

Rσ(v) = ∆x⊥
v + Ltwv + σ2ν̃(Φ0 + v, 0)∂xx(Φ0 + v) +Nf (v) + σ2∂xKC(Φ0 + v)

+aσ(Φ0 + v; 0, c0)∂x(Φ0 + v).
(A.15)
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Upon introducing the notation

ΥI(v) = ν̃(Φ0 + v, 0)∂2x[Φ0 + v],

ΥII(v) = −χl(Φ0 + v, 0)ν̃(Φ0 + v, 0)〈Φ0 + v, ψ′′
tw〉∂x[Φ0 + v],

(A.16)

together with the combination
Υ(v) = ΥI(v) + ΥII(v) (A.17)

and the expressions

RI(v) = Nf (v) − χl(Φ0 + v)〈Nf (v), ψtw〉∂x[Φ0 + v],

RII(v) = ∂xKC(Φ0 + v, 0)− χl(Φ0 + v)〈∂xKC(Φ0 + v, 0), ψtw〉∂x[Φ0 + v],
(A.18)

we may recast (A.15) in the convenient form

Rσ(v) = ∆x⊥
v + Ltwv +RI(v) + σ2RII(v) + σ2Υ(v) (A.19)

that appears in (2.24).

B Moment bounds and tail probabilities

Here we formulate several useful results concerning tail bounds and maximal expectations. We note that
related estimates can be found in [45, 46]. The novel feature compared to [11] is that we allow general
exponents ν ≥ 1 rather than fixing ν = 1.

Lemma B.1. Consider a nonnegative random variable X. Suppose that there exists two constants Θ1 > 0
and Θ2 > 0 so that the moment bound

EXp ≤
[
pp +Θp

2]Θ
2p
1 (B.1)

holds for all integers p ≥ 1. Then for every ϑ > 0 we have the estimate

P(X ≥ ϑ) ≤ 3 exp[Θ2/(2e)]exp

[
− ϑ

2eΘ2
1

]
. (B.2)

Proof. This is a slight restatement of [11, Lem. B.1].

Corollary B.2. Consider a nonnegative random variable X and pick ν ≥ 1. Suppose that there exist two
constants Θ1 > 0 and Θ2 > 0 so that the moment bound

EXp ≤
[
pνp +Θνp

2

]
Θ2p

1 (B.3)

holds for all integers p ≥ 1. Then for every ϑ > 0 we have the bound

P(X > ϑ) ≤ 3 exp[Θ2/(2e)]

[
− ϑ1/ν

2eΘ
2/ν
1

]
. (B.4)

Proof. Write Y = ν
√
X and pick an integer p′ ≥ 1. Applying Hölder’s inequality together with the estimate

ν
√
a+ b ≤ ν

√
a+ ν

√
b for a ≥ 0 and b ≥ 0, we obtain

EY p′

= EXp′/ν ≤
[
EXp′]1/ν ≤

[
(p′)νp

′

+Θνp′

2 ]1/νΘ
2p′/ν
1 ≤

[
(p′)p

′

+Θp′

2

]
Θ

2p′/ν
1 . (B.5)

In view of Lemma B.1 this yields

P
(

ν
√
X >

ν
√
ϑ
)
≤ 3 exp[Θ2/(2e)]exp

[
− ϑ1/ν

2eΘ
2/ν
1

]
, (B.6)

which leads to the stated bound.
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Lemma B.3 (Lemma 2.3 of [30]). Fix two constants A ≥ 2 and B > 0 and consider a random variable
Z ≥ 0 that satisfies the bound

P (Z > ϑ) ≤ 2Aexp

[
− ϑ2

2eΘ2
1

]
(B.7)

for all ϑ > 0. Then for all (reals) p ≥ 1 we have

EZ2p ≤ (pp + lnpA)(8eΘ2
1)

p. (B.8)

Corollary B.4. Fix ν ≥ 1 together with two constants A ≥ 2 and B > 0 and consider a random variable
Z ≥ 0 that satisfies the bound

P (Z > ϑ) ≤ 2Aexp

[
− ϑ2/ν

2eΘ
2/ν
1

]
(B.9)

for all ϑ > 0. Then for all (real) p ≥ 1 we have

EZ2p ≤
(
pνp + [lnA]νp

)(
(8eν)νΘ2

1

)p
. (B.10)

Proof. Upon writing Y = ν
√
Z, we observe that

P(Y > ϑ) ≤ 2A exp[−ϑ2/(2eΘ2/ν
1 )]. (B.11)

Applying Lemma B.3 with p′ = νp ≥ 1, we obtain

EZ2p = EY 2p′ ≤ (p′p
′

+ ln[A]p
′

)(8eΘ
2/ν
1 )p

′

=
(
(νp)νp + [lnA]νp

)
(8e)νpΘ2p

1 , (B.12)

which can be absorbed by the stated bound since ν ≥ 1.

Corollary B.5. Pick ν ≥ 1 and consider a collection of non-negative random variables {Zi}Ni=1 for some
integer N ≥ 2. Suppose that there exist two constants Θ1 > 0 and Θ2 > 0 so that the moment bound

EZ2p
i ≤

[
pνp +Θνp

2

]
Θ2p

1 (B.13)

holds for all integers p ≥ 1 and all i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Then for all (real) p ≥ 1 we have

E max
i∈{1,...,N}

Z2p
i ≤

(
pνp + [lnN +Θ2]

νp
)
((16eν)νΘ2

1)
p. (B.14)

Proof. We first use Corollary B.2 to observe that

P
(

max
i∈{1,...,N}

Zi > ϑ) ≤ P(Z1 > ϑ) + . . .+ P(ZN > ϑ) ≤ 3Nexp[Θ2/(2e)]exp

[
− ϑ2/ν

2eΘ
2/ν
1

]
. (B.15)

Applying Corollary B.4 we hence obtain

E max
i∈{1,...,N}

Z2p
i ≤

(
pνp + [lnN + ln[3/2] + Θ2/(2e)]

νp
)
((8eν)νΘ2

1)
p, (B.16)

which can be absorbed in the stated estimate.
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