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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

AU = [AU + f(U)]dt + og(U)dWS (1.1)

on cylindrical domains of the form D = R x T%"! for some integer d > 1, driven by a cylindrical Q-Wiener
process (WtQ)tZQ that is white in time, coloured in space and translationally invariant. We assume that in
the deterministic case ¢ = 0 (1.1) features a planar travelling wave solution u(x,xz ,t) = ®o(x — cot).
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Stochastic freezing The main contribution in the earlier works [11,31] is that we constructed a stochastic
phase function T": [0,7] — R so that the perturbation

V(z,z1,t) =U(x+T(t),z1,t) — Po(x) (1.2)

remains bounded with high probability over time intervals that are exponentially long with respect to o~ *

and admits a natural Taylor expansion
V=0Vl 452v® 4 (1.3)

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

Cops = o + 02c@ + 533 1 (1.4)

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

Cobs ~ %E[I‘(T) —T(37)] for large T (1.5)

We provided an explicit expression for ¢(2) and a numerical procedure to compute ¢, 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=0V 452v® 4 4oty 4 7 (1.6)

and establish bounds for the expansion terms V(") 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(c" " 2).

Writing (S(t))i>0 for the deterministic semigroup that governs the linearized behaviour of (1.1) with
o = 0 near the travelling wave (®g, ¢p), we have the representation

v(t) = /tS(t — 5)odW® (1.7)
0

for some fixed Hilbert-Schmidt operator p. 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 ||V(1)(t)||2p ~pP 4+ [InT)? (1.8)
0<t<T

with respect to the exponent p > 1 and the timescale T' > 1. These computations exploit the fact that the
constant function s — o naturally admits a global pathwise bound. However, for V(2) and higher one needs
to understand expressions of the form

/ " S(t— AV (8)] AW, (1.9)
0

which involve (multi)-linear maps A. 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



are referred to as ‘forward integrals’ [41] and generalize the concept of Itd 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 |[VO(t)]|? ~ p’ + [InT)P. (1.10)
0<t<T

Setting p = 1, we can observe that the natural expansion parameter is ov/InT rather than o. In particular,
the timescales over which our expansions can be maintained should satisfy InT < ¢~ 2. In fact, we will use

. . . . 1
InT, = 0~ for some appropriate 0 < a < 2. This provides us enough freedom to achieve the stated ¢"~ 2

behaviour of the residual, while retaining timescales that are exponentially long with respect to o=1. In
particular, we proceed by introducing the so-called ‘stability event’
Aser = {[|[VD| <072 and || Z|| < 0"~ /2 on [0, 7]}, (1.11)

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

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

E[¢(V(T2))[Astb] = hooso + 0hooit + ..+ 0" Hhogro1 + O(a"2). (1.12)

In particular, for smooth functionals ¢ we show that the expectation ¢(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 Asp,, most
notably the parameters underlying the exit time. However, the expansion coefficients (hoo;o, e hoo;rq) 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 . .
Jim EA[VED . vEI) () (1.13)
— 00

for f-linear maps A. 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 Agp, to obtain the error estimate. In
particular, conditioning on A, 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 It6 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



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 o-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 Ay, and complete our proofs.

2 Main Results

In this section we formulate our main results, which concern the stochastic reaction-diffusion system
du = [Au+ f(u)]dt + og(u)dW2. (2.1)

Here u(x,x, ,t) € R"™ evolves in time ¢ > 0 on a cylindrical domain D =R x T¢~! 3 (z, ) with dimension
d > 1, and is driven by a translationally invariant noise process (WtQ)tzo- For d = 1, we simply have D = R.

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

We will assume that in the deterministic setting o = 0, our system (2.1) admits a planar travelling wave
solution u(z,z1,t) = ®o(z — cot); see (HTw) below. Our main goal in this paper is to consider the setting
0 < 0 < 1 and study solutions to (2.1) of the form

w(x +T(t),z1,t) = Po(z) + V(z,zL,1t), (2.2)

with an initial condition
V(z,21,0) =0Vi(z,x)) (2.3)

for some 0 < § < 1 and a phase function I' 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 o-dependent corrections to the waveprofile &y and rather absorb them into the
perturbation V. The main novelty in the present paper is that we make the further decomposition

V=Yi+.. . +Y, 1 +7Z (2.4)

for some integer r > 3, where conceptually Y, captures contributions that are of order j in the pair (o, J),
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 o.

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

kj=ki+r+1—4j, (2.5)
our goal is to capture the spatial behaviour of the functions above in the spaces!
Z(t) € H* = H*(D;R™), Y;(t) € H* = H* (D;R"). (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 (®g,c9). The expansion
functions Y; 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 R™ as the domain and co-domain of all our function spaces, unless
explicitly stated otherwise. In particular, we also write L2 = L2(D;R"™).



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 w4
will correspond to the limiting values of the wave profile ®y. The integer m > 1 corresponds to the number
of components of the noise.

(HNL) We have f € Ck+r+1(R";R") and g € CF++2(R"; R"*™) with
flu) = f(uy) =0, glu-) =g(uy) =0 (2.7)
for some pair u+ € R™. In addition, there are constants Ky > 0 and K, > 0 such that
| (wa) = flup)| + ...+ [DSFF f(ua) = DM f (up)| < Kylua — up) (2.8)
holds for all ua,up € R™, together with

l9(ua) = g(up)| + ...+ D" *2g(ua) — DM 2g(up)| < Kglua — up). (2.9)

We now turn to the planar wave solutions u = ®g(x + cot) for (2.1) with o = 0, which must satisfy the
travelling wave ODE

DG + co® + f(Po) = 0. (2.10)
Linearising (2.10) around the travelling wave (¢, ¢o) leads to the linear operator
Liw : H*(R;R") — L*(R;R™) (2.11)
that acts as
[Lewu(x) = u” (x) + cou’ () + D f (Po(x))u(z) (2.12)

and admits the translational neutral eigenvalue L, @, = 0. We will write
£ H2(R;R") — L*(R;R™) (2.13)
for the associated adjoint operator, which acts as

[ w](x) = w"(x) = cow' (x) + Df (Po(x)) T w(x). (2.14)

tw

Indeed, it is easily verified that (Lewv, w)p2men) = (v, E:V%jw>L2(R;]Rn) holds for v, w € H?*(R; R™).
We impose standard existence, hyperbolicity and spectral stability conditions on the wave (®g,cg). In
particular, we assume the presence of a spectral gap.

(HTw) There exists a waveprofile ®y € C?(R;R™) and a wavespeed ¢y € R that satisfy the travelling wave
ODE (2.10). In addition, there is a constant K > 0 together with exponents vy > 0 so that the bound

o () — u_| +|®(8)] < Ke 1" (2.15)
holds for all z < 0, whereas the bound
|Po(2) — uy| +|®G(8)] < Ke v+l (2.16)

holds for all > 0. Finally, the operator L, defined in (2.11) has a simple eigenvalue at A = 0 and
there exists a constant fiy, > 0 so that Ly — A is invertible for all A € C satisfying Re A > —20,.

Together with (HNL), these conditions imply that ®; € C*++3(R; R") and that | (2)] — 0 exponen-
tially fast as |z| — oo, for any 1 < £ < k. + r + 3. In particular, this means ®) € H**"+2. In addition,
these conditions imply the existence of an adjoint eigenfunction 9, that satisfies (¢tw, ®()r2r;rn) = 1 and
L?‘f\i;jwtw = 0. In particular, inner products against i, can be used to ‘project out’ translations of the original
wave ®y. This freedom can be used to impose the following technical restriction on the initial condition V.



(HV.) We have the normalization ||V, || g#.+» = 1, together with the orthogonality condition?®
Vi, Yow) 12 = (Vi, Ytw) 12 (Dirm) = 0. (2.17)

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

[Qu](z,21) = [g*v](z,2,) = /R/Tdil qlx — 2’ ) — 2/ (2, 2/ )da'da’, . (2.18)

Indeed, the following conditions imply that @ is a bounded, symmetric linear operator on L?(D;R™) that
satisfies (Qu,v)r2(p;rmy > 0. This allows us to follow [17,24,27,31,33,40] and construct a cylindrical Q-

Wiener process WO = (WtQ)tzo that is defined on a filtered probability space (2, F,F,P) and takes values
in (an extended space containing) the Hilbert space L?(D;R™); see [11, §3.2].

(Hq) We have ¢ € HY(D;R™*™)N L(D; R™*™) for some integer ¢ > 2k; +d/2, with q(—z, -z ) = q(z, 21 )
and ¢" (z,21) = q(z,x)) for all (z,z,) € D. Further, for any (w,&) € R x Z?~! the m x m matrix
G(w, &) is non-negative definite, where ¢ denotes the Fourier transform of q.

Upon introducing the Hilbert space
Ly = QY*(L*(D;R™)) (2.19)

and picking 0 < k < k; = k. +r, we note that [11, Lem. 4.5] allows any z € H¥(D; R"*™) to be interpreted
as a Hilbert-Schmidt operator from L2Q into H* via pointwise multiplication, with the bound

||ZHHS(L2Q;H'€) < K|z g (pyrnxmy - (2.20)
This allows the noise term in (2.1) to be interpreted in a rigorous fashion, writing

(g()[E)(z,x1) = g(u(w,z1))€é(z, 1) (2.21)
for any ¢ € L7,

2.2 Taylor expansion

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

dl' = (co + a, (U, T))dt + ob(U,T)dW,? (2.22)

to our main system (2.1), where the definitions of a, 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 7, € (0,7] so that the
H" (D; R"™)-valued identity

V(t) =V, + /t Ro(V(s)) ds + o/tS(V(s)) awe (2.23)

holds P-a.s. for all 0 <t < 7. To isolate the o dependencies, we make the decomposition
Ro(v;co, ®o) = A, v + Liwv + R1(v) + 0*Rir(v) + a*Y(v) (2.24)

and refer to Appendix A for the full definitions of R,, Ry, Ry, T and S. For our purposes here, we note
that the inclusions

Rp, Ry € C/(HM HF), Y eci(HF? HY),  SeC/(H"' HS(Lg; HY)) (2.25)

hold for k, < k < k;, together with
Ri(0) = DR;(0) = 0; (2.26)

2Here and elsewhere throughout this paper %ty can be interpreted as a function D — R"™ that depends in a constant fashion
on the y coordinate. The same holds for ®g.



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 o and §. For example, the leading order expansion term Y; = Y;]o, d] should
be a solution to

t t
Yi(t) = oV. + / (Low + Ay, ]Yi(s)ds + o / 5(0)dWe. (2.27)
0 0
This motivates the definition
t
Yi[o,d](t) = dexp[(Liw + Az )t Vi + O’/ exp|(Liw + Az, )(t — 5)]S(0) AWE. (2.28)
0
More generally, for any 1 < j <r — 1 we introduce the expressions
NJ';ID/L ce 7}/j*1] = Z%:Q Eil+,,,+i£:j %DERI(O)D/Z'U e 7}/1'@]a
NinilYi.o 0 Ya) = 0230 0 i s siimgon DRI (O)[Y:,, ... Vi, ], (2.29)
> j—2
NJ’;HI[Yla s ij72] = o° E%:o i1t Fig=j—2 %DET(O)[Ym s ’}/iz]a
together with
=~ i—1
Bi[Y1, ..., Y] = 00 Y dimi1 LD'S(0)[Y;,, ..., Vs, (2.30)
where in each term we have iy > 1 for ¢/ € {1,...,¢}. In addition, we write
N;[Ya,...,Y501) = NjaYa, .., Y1)+ Nyar[Ya, ... Yio] + Njara[Ya, ..., Yy _a). (2.31)

Observe that the inclusions (2.25) guarantee that Nj and f?j map into H* provided that Y; € H*’ for
1< j' < j—1. This allows us to recursively define

Yj[o,0](t) = dexp|(Low + Au, )t]Viljey
+ Jo exp[(Lew + A, )(t — 8)IN;[Ya[o,0](s)
+ [ exp[(Low + As, )(t — 5)]B; [Y1[o, 8](s)

for all 1 <j <r—1, extending (2.28).

Our first main result shows that the expansion functions Y; are well-defined for all £ > 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

Nyfo,8)(t) =
Bylo,5)(t)

Y;1l0,6](5)] ds (2.32)
) }/jfl [Uv 5](8)] dWsQ

P
P

[Yi[o,8](t)
[Yi[o,8](t)

v Y [0, 8)(t)],

(2.33)
,Yj-1lo,](t)].

In addition, we introduce the notation
Hy=HY |- lly=1"ll - (2.34)

Proposition 2.1 (see §5). Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HVL) and (Hq) all hold and pick a sufficiently
large constant K > 0. Then for allc >0, all § >0 and all1 < j <r —1, the map

Y;[o,0] : [0,00) x Q@ — H; (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 Y;[o,8] € L?(Q,P; C([0, T]; H;));
(i1) The H;-valued identity

Yj[o,0](t) = Y;[o,0](0) + /O [Low + Az, Yo, 6](s) ds
(2.36)

+ /O Njo,6](s)ds + /0 B[, 6)(s) dW&

holds P-a.s. for all t > 0;



(iii) For anyp > 1 and any T > 2 we have the moment bound

E sup [Vilo,d(0)2” < K*[(0%p) + [o*InT + 577, (2.37)
0<t<T

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

B = min{Bew, %)\1}- (2.38)

Here \; = 47%/|T|? denotes the first non-zero eigenvalue of the Laplacian A, on the torus T¢~!, where
we take \; = co 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 ho,. In addition, we can take A = I to show
for all 1 < j < r —1 there exists a function Y}, € Hj; for which we have the convergence

IE[Y;[o,6](t)] — 07 Vjiooll; < K[o7 + 67]e™ ", (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 £ > 1 and a tuple (i1, ...,i¢) € {1,...,r —1}¢ and write itoy = i1+ ...+iz. Then for
any bounded multi-linear map A : H;, x --- x H;, — H there exists a constant K5 > 0 and a limit hoo € H
so that the bound

IEA[Y;, [0,6](t), ..., Yi,[0,0](t)] — 0% hoo|lpe < (o™ + 5iwt)KAe*§t (2.40)
holds for allt >0, all 0 >0 and all § > 0.

Naturally, it is of interest to replace the multi-linear maps by more general functionals. To this end, we
introduce the notation
Yiay[o,6] = Yi[o,0] + ...+ Yr_1]0, ] (2.41)

and consider the behaviour of ¢(Yiay) for a class of smooth functionals ¢. 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 ¢.

(Hg) There exist K > 0 and N > 0 so that the map ¢ € C"(H"**;H) satisfies the bound?
1D p(w)l| 2 (prs 30) < KL+ [l I35 ] (2.42)
for all w € H".

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 ¢ that satisfies (Hp). Then there exist quantities

(hooi0s - - > hooyr—1) € H" (2.43)
and a constant K > 0 so that the expectation of ¢(Yiay) can be approzimated by the limiting polynomial
hoo(0) = hooio + Ohoot + ..+ 0" T hoor—1 (2.44)
with an error bounded by
IE[¢(Yiaylo,3](1))] = hoo(0) 3¢ < K[5 + 0le™ % + Ko (2.45)

forall0<o<1and0<§<1.

3Here .2(") (H**;H) denotes the space of bounded r-linear maps from (H*+*)" into H.




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 5 > 0 introduced in (2.38) and introduce the notation

t
Nres(t) = 1 Z(0) | . +/O e 20 Z(5) 1. 1 ds. (2.46)

In addition, upon introducing the shorthand

a=v0+0c2InT, (2.47)

we introduce the expression
Nuan(t; 0,6, T) = >V OF + - + [V a (DI7-1 + Mres (1) (2.48)
together with the associated stopping time
tst(n;0,6,T) = inf{0 < t < 7o(T) : Nuan(t; 0,6, T) > na*" =D}, (2.49)

writing tst = Too(T') whenever the infimum is taken over an empty set. In particular, we point out that for
0 <t <ts(n;0,0,T) we have

1 (0)]I2 < na®0~D = n(e® T + %) (2.50)
for 1 < j <r —1, together with
1Z()| 3. < na®T=D = (e InT +62)" . (2.51)

In addition, we have integrated control over the higher-order norm ||Z(t)|| g +1-

Intuitively, the event ¢y, < T represents the scenario that one of the expansion functions Y; or the
residual Z becomes ‘an order too large’ in terms of the natural expansion parameter . 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 0. We note that
(formal)* 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<pu<l1,é,>0, and 6o > 0 such that, for any integer T'> 3, any 0 < n < 0y, any 0 < 0 < 6, and any
6% < pm, we have

1/r
Pt 006.T) <) < 2T exp (-2 ) (252)

o2/r

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 n and the timescale 1" directly in terms of
o. To this end, we pick a scale-parameter 0 < 6 < 1 and write

1,520/

n(o;60) = 270”10, T(0;0) = ez |, (2.53)
where || rounds down to the nearest integer. For convenience, we define the ‘stability event’

Asp(0,0;0) = {tst (n(a; 0);0,6,T(o; 9)) =T(c;0)} (2.54)

with the associated probability
Psib(0,0;0) = P(Asn(0,6;6)) (2.55)

that we will aim to keep close to one.

4We reiterate that » > 3 throughout this paper.



Our next result represents a convenient reformulation of the bound (2.52) in a more explicit form. We
point out that the special choice

0. =1/(22—-1/r)) =r/(2(2r — 1)) (2.56)
for 6 allows (2.59) to be simplified to
||Z(t)|‘§{k* < 0_27“71, ||Y](t)HJ < o2J —(r+j—1)/(2r—-1) < g2i—1 (257)

Corollary 2.5. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV;) and (Hq) hold and pick 6 € [0, 3). Recall the parameter
0 < p < 1 defined in Theorem 2.4. Then there exists a constant 5 > 0 such that for any any 0 < o < §,
and any 0 <0 < 01’9/7", we have

1
Psin(0,8;60) > 1 — 2exp (—511029/’”) : (2.58)
In addition, whenever Agy, holds we have
1Z(@)) G, <o 20CD | Yi(0)]F < 072000/ (2.59)
forall0 <t <T(0;0) and1 <j<r—1.
Proof. We note first that the restriction on 0 ensures that
62 <20 /" < o072 = un(o;0) (2.60)

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

o2 InT(0;0) + 6% < % 210-0/m) 4 2(=0/1) < 952(1=0/1) (2.61)
The first bound in (2.59) can hence be obtained by computing
1202, < n(e?InT +6%)7"" < 9l—7;2(1-6) [20,2(1—0/7‘)]r—1 — 2r202-1/1) (2.62)
while the second bound follows from the estimate
||Yj(t)||§ < 77(0_2 InT + 52)3‘—1 < 9l-r 52(1-0) [202(1—0/r)]j—1 — i 52i=20(1+(i-1)/r) (2.63)
O

2.4 Wave properties

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

E [¢(V) |~A5tb] =E [(ZS(Y:an)'Astb} + E[(¢(}/tay + Z) (Y:cdy)) |~Abtb] (264)

and use the pathwise properties (2.57) to bound the second term as O(UT_%). In order to use the expansion
in Proposition 2.3, we hence need to control the change to the expectation of ¢(Yiay) upon conditioning on
the (high-probability) event Ag,. To this end, we use the representation

MMKWN%M—EWKWH=m$A¢MWWD@@NW—deM (2.65)
to obtain the estimate
I [6(Viay) | Asn) — B0yl < 93 follé(Via () (Lt () = P ¢ dp
Pt [ Jollo(Viay (@) 3 dia] 2 [ foy (T, (@) = pa)? du] /2 (2.66)

Pt [El 6 Viag)I12]"? [psn (1 = paw)] 2

and subsequently use the fact that 1 — pgtp, is small.

A

IN
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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 ¢ that satisfies (He). Then there exist quantities

(Pooi0s - - s hoosr—1) € H" (2.67)

together with constants K > 0 and 6, > 0 so that for all0 < 0 < §, and any 0 < § < 0179*/’”, the conditional
expectation of ¢(V') can be approximated by the limiting polynomial

hoo(0) = hooo + Ohooit + -« + 0" T hooro1 (2.68)

with an error bounded by
IE[6(V () [Ast(e.6:0.)] — hoo(0) 3¢ < K[6 + ole™ 2% + Ko™ 2 (2.69)

for any 0 <t <T(c;0,).

Proof. Pick 0 <t < T(0;6,). The smoothness of ¢ together with the a-priori bounds (2.57) on Yi,, and Z
that are available when Ay, holds imply that

IE[($(Yiay (£) + Z(2)) = $(Viay (1)) st ] 12 < CLE[[|Z(8) | v | As] < Cro" 2 (2.70)

for some C; > 0. In addition, the assumption (2.42) together with the moment bound (2.37) implies that
16 (Vg (0) I3 < C2E[1+ Vg (011 257] < C (2.71)

for some Cy > 0 and C3 > 0, possibly after restricting the size of d, to ensure that o2 InT(c;0,) + 6% < 1.
After a further restriction of d,, the exponential bound (2.58) can now be used together with (2.66) to
estimate

”EM(Ytay”Astb] - E[(b(ycay)]”"rt < UT_%' (2'72)
In view of the decomposition (2.64), the desired error bound (2.69) follows from Proposition 2.3. O

Note that the limiting polynomial hs in (2.68) is explicitly computable with the procedure developed in
§6 and depends only on the functional ¢ and the expansion functions Yj. In particular, it does not depend
on the precise details of picking the time T'(c; 0,), 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(0,0) = [D(T(036.)) — T(3T (03 6.))], (2.73)

T(0;04)

which can be interpreted as the observed average speed over the interval 37 (3 6.), T(07;6.)], 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

92 T(o;04)
Cone(0,6) = o+ ——— / a5 (Do + V(),0) dt + 0B(c, 5), (2.74)
T(U; 0*) 17(0;604)
where we have introduced the notation
T(o;04)
B(o,6) = — 2 / b(®y + V(1),0) AW, (2.75)
T(U; 0*) 17(0;604)

Our results enable us to obtain a rigorous expansion for the conditional expectation of this speed Cops(0, 9).
The computations in [31] provide an explicit expression for the coefficient co together with numerical evidence
to support these predictions.

11



Corollary 2.7. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) all hold. Then there exist scalars (ca, ..., cr—1)
together with constants K > 0 and 6, > 0 so that for all 0 < 0 < d5 and any 0 < § < 01_9*/T, we have the
bound

B [Cos (0, 8)| Asi (0, 85 6.)] — co— e20° — ... — ¢r10" 7 < K[6 4 0)e 170 L Ko"=3 < 2Ko" 3. (2.76)

Proof. Note first that EB(0,d) = 0. In addition, the uniform bound ||b(®¢ + V,O)HHS(LQQ;R) < K from
Lemma 4.7 implies that

E|B(a,8)]* < 4 /T(U;G*) KZdt = 2K (2.77)
O = T00.07 Jiree., 0 T(0562) '
In particular, following the computation (2.66) we obtain the bound
V2K -
}]E[B(O'7 5)|A:’tb” S b (07679*) 1[pstb(075;9*)(1 _pstb(o-ué;e*))]l/2u (278)

T(U; 9*)1/2pstb

which is exponentially small allowing it to be readily absorbed in the desired O(Ur_l/ 2) remainder.

In view of the explicit representation (A.14) for a, and the smoothness results in §4, we may apply
Proposition 2.6 to the function v — a, (P + v) to obtain the desired expansion and error bound. The fact
that ¢; = 0 follows by observing that a, is of second order with respect to the pair (o, V). O

3 Convolution bounds

In this preparatory section, we consider deterministic and stochastic convolutions against random evolution
families generated by time-dependent linear operators £, (t) : Q — Z(H?, L?) that act as

[Lo®)(@)u](z,21) = [Lowu(, z0)](2) + vt w)[Ar, ulz,)](z1), (3.1)

with (z,2,) € R x T¢"! and w € Q. We impose the following conditions on the coefficient function v and
the general setting that we consider in this section.

(hE) We have T > 1 and k. < k < k, + 7. The function v : [0,7] x  + R is progressively measurable and
continuous with respect to the time variable P-almost surely, with

% <w(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
L, generate a random evolution family E(t,s) on H¥, in the sense that v(t) = E(t, s)vs is a solution to the
initial value problem

O = L, (t)v, v(s) = v, € H. (3.3)
In order to project out the neutral solution v(z,z1,t) = ®((z), we introduce the operators
1 l L
P:mﬁ<',’(/)tw>l/2(bo, P :I—P (34)

Recalling the constant § 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, )P || e ey < Me P9 |EB(t, 8) P o (gnopneny < Mmax{1, (t — s)~*/?}e P79 (3.5)

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

EL(t) = [ E(t,s)PTN(s)ds,
(3.6)
Ex(t) = [y Bt,s)P-B(s) W2,

12



together with the integrated expressions
t g
Ij‘(,(t) = fo e Al S)”g%(s)m[wl ds,

s t —B(t—s) s 2 (37)
Ipt) = [ye €8 (5) 1251 ds.

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

NP(T) ={B € LP(Q; L*([0, T}; HS(L%; H*))) : B has a progressively measurable version} (3.8)

for some p > 2; see [11, §3.2]. When v does not depend on w, this forward integral coincides with the regular
It6 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 ©1 > 0 and O3 > 0 so that for every integer p > 1 we have
N € L*(;C([0,T]; H*)) together with the bound

E SUPTHN(S)H?& < (p +037) et (3.9)

0<s<

(hB) There exists an integer n > 1 and constants ©1 > 0 and O3 > 0 so that for every integer p > 1 we have
B € N?P(T) with the bound

E B(s)||? < [pn=Dr 4 @lr=br1g2P, 3.10
O;lslgTH (S)HHS(LQQ;H’C)—[p + 2 } 1 ( )

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 ||51‘f,(t)||§fk +E sup Z&(t)P < Kgf(p"p + 9;”7)@%17. (3.11)
0<t<T 0<¢<T

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 Ky 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 ||8]§(t)||§fk +E sup Ij(t)" < KP(32en)*™(p™ + InT + 0,]"7)e% . (3.12)
0<t<T 0<t<T

3.1 Deterministic convolutions

Our goal here is to establish Proposition 3.1, which concerns the deterministic convolution 51‘{, and the
associated integral Ij‘f,. 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

% ()| e < 2M (1 +B71) Oiugt||N(s)||Hk. (3.13)

13



Proof. This follows directly from the bounds (3.5) and the computation

IEG @Ol zreer < M [ e P (14 (t = 5)71/2) [N ()] 2 ds
< M[f(f e_B(t_S)(l +(t— 3)_1/2) ds} SupogsgtHN(S)HHk (3.14)
< [(BL)+ M [ (t— )72 ds] supge < | N (5)| 11s
< [(%) + 2M | supg< g<¢ | N (5)]| g
O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. First consider the case that p > 1 is an integer. The estimate for £¢ then follows
directly from (3.9) and (3.13). The bound for Z% also follows in a similar fashion using the pathwise estimate

1 1
TH() < 5 s 14 € SEMIA+A)? sup ([Nl (3.15)

When p > 1 is not an integer, we pick ¢ > 1 in such a way that pq is an integer and use the estimate
Va+b< a+ \"/Eforazo and b > 0 to compute

1/q
E sup |EX)7 < |E sup [ER@)R] < [Kqu(p”pqﬂL@qu)@qu]l/q < K (p™ + 037)07, (3.16)
0<t<T 0<t<T

with a similar computation for Z¢. (|

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 Kcp, > 0, K4 > 0 and
Kur > 0 so that for any integer p > 1 and any B € N?(T') have the maximal inequality [11, Thm. 3.7]

cnv

E sup [[E5(t)|7 < pPK2E
0<t<T

T p
/0 HB(S)H%IS(Lé;H’C) dsl ) (3.17)

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

t P
Bl < KEE| [ P INBO Ersirg e 0 (3.13)
and the maximal regularity bound [11, Prop. 3.11]
9 t p
BT < KILE sup €553 + 78 [ e N s ds] EENERD)

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 (L2Q; HF2),

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,...,7 —1}, we
make the decomposition

Ex(t) = L) +EG, M) (3.20)
for i <t <i+ 1. Here we have defined
) i ) t
ER(t) = / E(t,s)PYB(s) AW~ and £5),(t) = / E(t,s)PLB(s) dW&. (3.21)
0 [
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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

1

E sup [l€5), (1) < MKy — [p=Dr + 6P| er. (3.22)
i<t<i+l g
Proof. In view of the identity
@ o~ mg iy [ B o pL o
Epi(t) = E(t,i) | E(i,s)P~B(s)dW=, (3.23)
0

we obtain the pathwise bound

€S Ol e < M| [y B, 5)PB(s) AW~ | . (3.24)

Applying the weighted decay estimate (3.18) subsequently yields

Esupigtgi+1||51(3i;)1(t)”§5k < szEHfo (i, )P+ B(s) W27 (3.25)
< MPEZpE[ [; e P09 B(s Mirs(2,:mn) 98 ). |
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 wp|wgn<ﬂﬁkszamp[“F“p+®$‘mﬁe?- (3.26)

i<t<i+

Proof. Applying the maximal inequality (3.17) we find
i+1
Esupcici l€5 05 < K2, p"E[ [T B(s W rs(rz vy 48 1, (3.27)

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

For convenience, we now introduce the constant

Ke =2(M?K3. /6 + K2,,)"/°. (3.28)

This allows us to combine the two previous results to obtain estimates for £3 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 [E5(1)7 < KZF[p™ + 057]07. (3.29)

i<t<i+1

Proof. Assume first that (hB*) is satisfied. Combining Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, the estimate (a + b)*? <
22P=1(g?P + b?P) implies

1 -
E sup [|€5(6)]% < 2%~ pP (M2K2,= + K2,)F [p"~ V7 + 00 P e, (3.30)
i<t<i+1 B
Applying Young’s inequality we note that
n— 1 n:
POy < —p "+ e, (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. O
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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 |[E51)|*P < K2P(16en)™? (p"” + [InT + @2]"”)@%’). (3.32)
0<t<T

Proof. We first note that
ESUPO§t§T||5fB(t)H2p < Emaxieqo,. 71} SUPj<i<iy [£310] = (3.33)
In view of (3.29), we may apply Corollary B.5 to obtain the desired bound. O
We now turn to the integrated expression Z%. The key observation is that

sup Iy(t) < ePIy(i+ 1), (3.34)

i<t<i+1

which will allow us to apply Corollary B.5 once more once the expectation of Z3 at individual times ¢ 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

EZ3(t)? < K2 (16en)" (K2 +267") [p" + [InT + ©,] "] 07" (3.35)
forany0 <t <T.

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

EZg(t)? < Kglr]EoiltlET ||5B(t)||§{pk + pPKP 5P [p(n—l)p + @énfl):v] efp' (3.36)

Using the prior bound (3.32), this leads to

EZj (1) < KB K2 (16en)" [p™ + [In T + ©,]""] 037

_ (3.37)
PR 0 o
Applying Young’s inequality, this yields
EZ3(t)? < K2 K22 (16en)" [p"? + [InT + 0] "] 07" (3.38)
=+ 2Krpnrﬂip [pnp =+ @7211?} @%Da '
which can be absorbed by the stated bound. o

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 Z3(t)P < ePPKP (K2 + 2871 (™ + InT + O2]") ((32en)*"03)". (3.39)
0<t<T

Proof. Using (3.34), we observe that

E SUPo<t<T Izt < E maXie{o,..., T—1} SUPj<t<i+1 Ip(t)P

< PR max;eq1,.. 7y L (1)?. (3.40)

Appealing to Corollary B.5, the estimate (3.35) hence leads to the bound
Eoi?ETIf_—;(t)p < ePPKP (16en)" (K2 +2871)7 (™ + [2InT + ©2]"7)((16en)"O7)?, (3.41)
which can be absorbed by the stated estimate. o
Proof of Proposition 8.2. The desired bound follows directly from Corollaries 3.7 and 3.9. O
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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 H”-spaces. In particular, we
first consider general smooth functions © : R® — RY noting that © and its derivatives can be interpreted
as Nemytskii operators that act on functions h : D — R” via the standard pointwise substitution

[DIO(h)](z,21) = [D?O] (M(z,z1)), (z,21) ERx T ! =D, (4.1)
For ease of notation we introduce the product shorthand
k-’U: Villgk -« ||| HE- .
p) 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 A : (R")7 — R¥ the bound
A 0n, ..., 0% wll| 2o < KIAIP [o] (43)

holds for any tuple (vi,...,v;) € (H*)J, provided that |a;| + ...+ |a;| < k. This is related to the fact that
HF is an algebra under multiplication for k > d/2 in the sense that |[vw| gr < K||v|| g« ||w| g+; see [1, Thm.
4.39]. The function ® below should be seen as a reference function, which in the sequel we will take to be
.

Lemma 4.1. Pick k > d/2 together with j > 0 and consider a C*+7-smooth function © : R* — RN for
which DO is globally Lipschitz for all 0 < ¢ < k+ j. Assume furthermore that ® is bounded with ©(®) € L?
and 9°® € H* for very multi-index 3 € Zéo with |8] = 1. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for

each tuple (vi,...v;) € (H*) and any 1 < k < k we have
1D7O(@ + w)[vr, ..., vyl i < K1+ [[w] /)P o] (4.4)

for any w € H*, while for any pair wa,wp € H* we have
(D70 +wa) — DO +wa)) o, .0, < K (1 + wall iz + lwsllie) wa - wsl P[], (45)

Proof. For any multi-index a € Z% with |a| < k, we note that 3> D7O(® + w)[vy, . .., v;] can be written as
a sum of terms of the form

T, = DITO(® + w)[0° (@ + w), ..., 0% (D +w), 0P vy, ..., 0P +in], (4.6)

in which 0 < £ < |a and |8;] > 1 for 1 < i < ¢, together with |81|+...+|Be+;] = |@|. When j+¢ > 0, we can
use (4.3) together with the global Lipschitz properties of ©, which ensure that D’T*@ is bounded pointwise,
to conclude

|Zull e < K1+ lwlgpdloslla - gl e (4.7)

When ¢ = j = 0, we can use the pointwise bound |©(® + w)| < |©(®)| + K|w| and the inclusion ©(®q) € L?
to conclude |©(® 4+ w)||r2 < K[1 + ||w||z2], completing the proof of (4.4).

Turning to the Lipschitz bound (4.5), we note that 0“D7 (O(® + wa) — O(® + wg))[v1,...,v;] can be
expressed as a finite sum of expressions of two types. Up to permutations of the first ¢ elements, the first
type is given by

Iir = DjH@((I) + wA)[(?Bl (wa —wp), 862(@ + wy, ), .- ,8/3’5(@ +wy, ), Bty .., Bﬁ“ﬂ'vj], (4.8)
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with #; € {A, B} and multi-indices {BZ—}“{ € Z‘éo that satisfy |8;| > 1, for each 1 < i < ¢ < |af, together

7=

with [81| + ... 4 |Be+j| = |a|. The second type is given by
Tirr = (DM@(@ Fwa) — DIHO® + wB)) [aﬁl (@ +wp), ..., 0% (® +wg), 0P+, ... aﬁwvj] . (4.9)
with the same conditions on {3;}{_;, but where now ¢ = 0 is allowed. This can be readily verified with

induction.
Using (4.3) we obtain the bounds

|Zerll 2oy < Kllwa —wallge [T+ wall it + lwsl g olas - los] e
(4.10)
|Zriill 2 pyy < Kllwa —wg|l e [L+ [[wsllge] lonllan - o] x-
Both terms can be absorbed in (4.5), completing the proof. O

Corollary 4.2. Consider a C*t" 1 _smooth function © : R™ — RY for which DO is globally Lipschitz for
all 0 < £ < ky + 7+ 1. Assume furthermore that ® is bounded with ©(®) € L? and 0°® € H*+"*1 for very
multi-index 3 € Z, with |8] = 1. Then for any integer 0 < j <r+1 and every k. <k < k. +r+1—j we
have the smoothness property

w s O(® +w) € CV(H”; HY). (4.11)

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

Proof. Fix 0 < j<r+4+1and k. <k <ki+r+1—7j. Then for each 0 < ¢ < j the pointwise derivative
w — D'O(® + w) can be interpreted as a well-defined and continuous mapping into the space of bounded
(-linear functionals (H*)* — H* on account of (4.4) and (4.5), respectively. In addition, for each 0 < ¢ < j
and each pair wa, wp € H* we may write

Q = D'O(® + wp)[v1,...,v) — DO(® +wa)[vs,...,v)] — DTIO(® +wa)|wp —wa,v1,...,ve] (4.12)

and observe that
1
Q= / (D‘Z“@((I) +wa +t(wp —wa)) — DTO(® + wa))[wp — wa,v1,. .., v dt. (4.13)
0

Applying (4.5) we now find the quadratic bound
1QI e < K (1 + lfwalljr + llwsl ) llhwa — wslFpellor]ae - [vel [, (4.14)
which implies the stated differentiability properties. o

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

,Plii),kB [v]

il gres 2l grea - N0jllpea + o+ il gra - lvj—1ll geallvill ges (4.15)

- Z;’:IHUJ"HH’CB Hi¢j/HUi||HkA-

Lemma 4.3. Pick k > d/2 together with j > 0 and consider a C**7+_smooth function © : R* — RN
for which D'© is globally Lipschitz for all 0 < £ < k+ j + 1. Assume furthermore that ® is bounded with
O(®) € L? and 9°® € H**! for every multi-index B € 74, with |8| = 1. Then there exists a constant K > 0

so that for each w € H*1 and each tuple (v1,...,v;) € (H*1) we have

1DIO(@o +w)[or, - villl g < K1+ |[wll e llwl[ o) PP o] + K (1 + [lwll) P, o] (4.16)

Proof. Inspecting the term Z; in (4.6) where now also |a| = 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 ¥ with |y| = 1 to one of the v; or w before appealing to the bound (4.3).

O
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4.2 Auxiliary functions

We first consider the cut-off functions

Xn(,7) = Xnigh (|t — Ty ®ol[r2) and  xi(u,7) = [Xiow ( — <U7Tv"/}‘£w>L2)]_la (4.17)

as defined in (A.5). We note here that Xnign and le)‘lw are infinitely smooth and bounded. Our first result
states that also x, and x; 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 = Xn(Po +w,0) € C°(L%R), w = X1 (P +w,0) € C(L*R). (4.18)
In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all 0 < j < r and all tuples (v1,...,v;) € (L*) we have the bound
| D7 xn(®o + w, 0)[or, ..., v3]| + [ D? xa(Po + w,0)[vn, ..., v5]| < KlJonl| 2 -+ - [|vj] 2. (4.19)

Proof. The statements for y; follow from the fact that the map w — (w, ., ) is bounded and linear from L?
into R. Turning to xp, we first mention that the cut-off allows us to assume an a-priori bound for ||w| 2. This
implies that the two derivatives of the map w — (w,w)r2 are uniformly bounded, completing the proof. O

The following two results concern the function g. At several points it is convenient to use bounds for g
in the lower-regularity spaces L? and H', 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 < k;.
Then we have _ _
w i g(Po +w) € CH(HF; HY) U CI(HFTL HF. (4.20)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w € H* and any tuple (v1,...v;) € (H*)? we have the
bound _ ‘
1D7g(®@0 + w)lor, vl < K+ i) P ], (4.21)

while for any w € H* and any tuple (v1,...,v;) € (H*T1) we have

|DIg(®0 + w)[vr, ..., vl < K1+ [[w] |l [w]]gesn) P 0]

‘ (4.22)
FE (L [[w] 0P ()

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. O

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any integer
1<j<r, any we€ H* and any tuple (v1,...,v;) € (H*)I we have

IDIg(@o +w)lvr, -, villle < KPL o], w23)
1DIg(@0 + w)or,. . vl < K[L+ [l PP, |
In addition, for any w € H* we have the bounds
lg(®o + w)l| L2 < K[+ [lwl|ge],
Ixn(®0 +w,0)g(0 + w)[2 < K, (4.24)
l9(®0 + w)|[ 11 < K1+ [Jwlm].

Proof. The L?-estimate in (4.23) follows from (4.3) and the uniform pointwise bounds available for D7g. The
H'-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]. O

19



We now turn to the functions b, 7 and K¢. Inspecting the definition (A.8), we introduce the function
Ty : LX(D;R™™) 5 h — (h[-], iw) 2 € HS(LA;R), (4.25)
which is bounded on account of (2.20), and write
b(u,0) = —xn(u, 0)*x1(u, 0)T[g(w)]. (4.26)
In addition, we introduce the functional
Ty o LX(R™™) x L*(R™ ") 3 (v,w) = (Quibtw, Wihew) 12 € R, (4.27)

which satisfies the bound

T [v, w]| < HQHLI(D;RMXM)HU||L2(RMX")||wHL2(RmX")H¢thZo (4.28)
and allows us to write .
ﬂ(uv 0) = §Xh (u7 O)4Xl (uu O)2Fﬂ[gT (U’)7 gT (u)] (429)
Finally, inspecting the definition (A.9) we introduce the functional
Lo L(D;R™™) 3 h — Qhtbew € L (4.30)
and write _
Ko (u,0) = xi(u, 0)xn(u,0)Tolg” (u)]. (4.31)

Note that the computations in [11, Lem 4.8 and 4.17] imply that for any multi-index 8 € Z<, with || = 1
we have B

ITehllzy < Kllhllpgnsny,  110°Tchllzs < Kbl nn). (432)

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Pick a multi-index 8 € Z%, with |8| = 1. Then
we have

w +— b(Pg + w,0) € (HkHS( R)),
w — U(Py + w,0) € C"(H"™;R),

_ (4.33)
w — Ko (P + w,0) € (Hk*,L )s

m

w — OPKe(®g + w,0) Cr(H";L%).

In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all 0 < j <r, all w € H** and all tuples (v1,...,v;) € (H*)7 we
have the bounds

1Dib(®0 + w)lvr, -, vl wszm < KP ],
|D7(®o + w)[v1, - -, v < KPP,

1DIK (@0 + w)(vrs -, w5l 2z, < KPOp), (4.34)
IDI0°Ke (@0 + w)lvr, .., vjlllz, < K1+ wll g [P o).

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

4.3 Bounds for R;
In this part we set out to obtain bounds for the nonlinearity
Ri(v) = Ng(v) = xa(Po + v, 0) (N5 (v), ew) 0 [P0 + ], (4.35)

where N7 is given by
Ni(w) = f(®o +w) = f(®0) = Df(Lo)w. (4.36)
Our first three results concern f in H* and L? together with DN}, showing that Ay 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 < k;.
Then we have ‘
w s f(®o +w) € CI(HF; HY). (4.37)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w € H* and any tuple (v1,...v;) € (H*)? we have the
bound

D7 f(®@o +w)[vr,- .o ojlllge < K1+ [[w][E )P [v]. (4.38)

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

Lemma 4.9. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any integer
1<j<r, anyw e H* and any tuple (v1,...,v;) € (H*)I we have

|D7 f(®g + w)[vn,- .., 05|12 < KPY[0], (4.39)

together with
1 (@0 +w)llzz < K1+ [[w]|rz]. (4.40)
Proof. The bound (4.39) follows by considering (4.7) with £ = 0. On the other hand, (4.40) follows from the
uniform pointwise bound on Df and the fact that f(®g) € L2. O

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

IDNj ()]l e < K@+ [l Fe)l[wl] e o]l g
IDNj@)bllze < Kol ol Ay
Proof. In view of the fact that DN;(0) = 0 and D*N; = D? f, we may write
DNy (w)[v] = /01 D? f(®g + tw)[w,v] dt. (4.42)
The desired bounds now follow directly from Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9. O

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 Ri(Pg+w) € CI(HMT HF). (4.43)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w € H* and any tuple (v1,...v;) € (H*)? we have the
bound

IDIR(®o + w)[or, -, vjlllax < K1+ [Jw|lf )P o] + K||w]| g P 0]

‘ (4.44)
+KPY, o).

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

Corollary 4.12. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for any w € H*+1
and v € H**1 we have the bound

IDR (@0 + w)lolln < KL+ [wllf) (el .

0| e tr + [Jwl] e [J0]| e ) (4.45)

Proof. As a consequence of Lemma 4.10 and the identity N;(0) = 0, we note first that
NG ()]l L2 < K [|w]Fe. - (4.46)

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

0| e

~ .
IDRs (@0 -+ w,0)lmse < K+ [l )l e )

K ||wl][Fpe. [0l e +1 + B[l e o]l mee (1 + [Jwl] ),

which can be absorbed by (4.45). O
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4.4 Bounds for R;;

We now turn to the nonlinearity
Rir(v) = 0:Kc(Po +v,0) 4+ xi(Po + v) (Ko (Po + v,0), 1y, ) 0z [P0 + 0], (4.48)
in which K¢ is given by _
Ke(u,y) = xn(u, M)gw)Keo(u, 7); (4.49)
see (A.18) and (A.9). The key towards obtaining H**!-bounds for this combination is to use the splitting

0°K(u) = xn(w)[0° g (w)][Ko ()] + [xn(u)g(u)][0°Ke (u)] (4.50)

for any multi-index § € Z‘éo with || = 1. Indeed, one can consider g(u) and 9°g(u) as elements in

HS(L%; H") via the bound (2.20), while both Ke(u) and 8°Ke(u) can be considered as elements in L3 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 s Ko (®g +w,0) € CF(HFL g, (4.51)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w € H**' and any tuple (vq,...v;) € (HFT1)I we
have the bounds

IDIKc(@o +w,0)[or, ..., 0]l gerr < K+ [[w] bl [w] g )P 0]
+K 1+ ||w| )P ], (4.52)
IDIKc(®o +w,0)[vr,...,0llle < KPI[l.

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
Xn(®o + w,0)g(Po + w) provided in (4.24). O

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

we Ryp(®o+w) € CIHFY HP), (4.53)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w € H**' and any tuple (v1,...v;) € (HFT1)I we
have the bound

IDIR (R0 + w,0)[vr, .., vyl < K1+ ||w] | |[w]| s )P 0]

() ©) (4.:54)
Hwll g Pyl [v] + K (1 + [[w] 5) Pyl [0].
Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.13 and inspection of the product structure in (4.48). O
4.5 Bounds for T
In this part we consider the nonlinearity
T=";+7y;s (4.55)
defined in (A.16) and (A.17). In particular, we have
Ti(v) = v(Po + v,0)92[@g + v], (4.56)
while Y;; can be written in the form
Yrr(v) = —x1(Po + v,0)0(Po + v,0)(Py + v, i) 202 [Po + V). (4.57)

22



Corollary 4.15. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Pick an integer k., < k < k, +r. Then we have
w s Yr(w) € CT(H*?; HY). (4.58)

In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all0 < j <r, any w € H**? and any tuple (vy, . .. V) € (HF+2)i
we have the bounds

[ DI r(w)[v1, ... 0]l g

IN

K1+ [[wl sz )P [o] + KPP, 0,

, 0 (4.59)
[(DIY p(w)[v1, ... 0], Yew)r2] < K[l + [Jw]| 2] Py [v].

Proof. Recalling that ®) € H**"*! and hence also in H***" this follows from the product structure of
(4.56) and the properties of 7 outlined in Lemma 4.7. O

Corollary 4.16. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Pick an integer k, < k < k. +r. Then we have
w i Trr(w) € C"(HM HY). (4.60)

In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all0 < j <r, any w € H**! and any tuple (vy, . .. V) € (Hk+1)I
we have the bound

IDIYrr(w)or, .. vlllge < K (1 [lw]g2) (1 + [[wllges )P o]

4 (4.61)
+K L+ ol 2] P o]
Proof. This follows from the product structure of (4.57) together with the bounds in Corollary 4.15. O
Corollary 4.17. Suppose that (HNL) and (HTw) hold. Then for any k. < k < k. + r we have
w— Y(w) € CT(H?2, HY). (4.62)

In addition, there exists K > 0 so that for all0 < j <r, any w € H**? and any tuple (vy, . .. V) € (HF+2)i
we have the bound

IDIY(W)[or, . v0] g < K1+ [Jwl| e + [[w]] g2 |w]| o1 ] P [o]

) ) (4.63)
+K73kiyk+2[v] + K[l + ||w|‘L2]Pki,k+1[U]'
Proof. These statements follow by combining Corollaries 4.15 and 4.16. O
4.6 Bounds for §
Our final result here concerns the nonlinearity S given by
S)E] = 9(Po + v)[{] + 0 (Po + v)b(Po + v, 0)[¢]; (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 <k;. Then we have _
w i S(Q +w) € CI(HFY HS(LE; HY)). (4.65)

In addition, there is a constant K > 0 so that for any w € H**' and any tuple (v1,...v;) € (HFT1)I we

have the bound
1D78(@0 +w,0)fvr, - vl sy < KO+ [wllfp) P[0 (166)
K ||wl| e PO ) + KPP, o).

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. O
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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« <.

(WH) There exists K > 0 so that for every 1 < j < j,, any real p > 1, any 0 > 0, any § > 0 and T > 2 we
have the bound _ _
B suwp V{00013 < (017 +[0* T+ 627 K. (5.1)

Proposition 5.1 (see §5.1). Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) all hold. Then (WH) holds for
Je=T.
We are also interested in the remainder that arises when substituting the full Taylor approximation
YZE&Y[Uu 6] = 3/1[07 5] + "'+K‘—1[0-7 6] (52)

into the full nonlinearities Ry, Ryy, T and S. To this end, we recall (2.33) and define the remainder functions

Neem[0,8] = Ri(Yiay[0,6]) + 0*Rir(Yiay[o 8]) + 0T (Viay[or 8]) — 272, Njlo, 0], 53
Bromlo,0] = 08(Yiaylo,8]) = S} Bilor 6] |
We also introduce the stopping time
teay (n) = inf{t > 0: [V} + ... + Vo724 2 n}, (5.4)

writing tiay () = oo 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 realp > 1, all0 <o <1, all 6 > 0 and all T > 2 we have the bounds

ESUPOSth/\tmy(l) | Nrem[o, 5](15)”?{;0]6* sz([azp]pr + [‘72 InT + 52];07«)7
B 5Py <ty () Bromlos 10 s iy S oK (2D 4 [o? T 4 52)0D).

IN

(5.5)

A

5.1 Bounds on Y]

Our main task here is to inductively establish the working hypothesis (WH). To this end, we recall that Y3
is given by

t
Yi[o, 6](t) = expl(Lew + Ay )V + 0 / expl(Low + Au. )(t — $)]S(0) AW, (5.6)
0
in which ||Vi||gs = 1 and PV, = Vi, together with
S(0) = g(®o) + b(Po,0)0, o € HS(Ly; H™), (5.7)

which implies that also P+S(0) = S(0). Upon taking v = 1, we note that the evolution family F discussed
in §3 can be represented as
E(t,s) = exp[(Low + Az, )(t — 5)]. (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, ©2 = 0 and
O1 = [ISO) g5 -

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 £ > j, any (real)
p>1,anyo >0, any d >0 and T > 2 we have the bound

E sup [[V[o,8])|[37 < ([o*p7" + [0 InT + 62)P°) 7 K27, (5.9)
0<t<T
together with ) - o i
EOE?ETH@-[U, S))F < ([o?p)P" + [0 InT + 6277 ) (7PE 24P, (5.10)

Proof. After adjusting the constant K > 0, the first bound follows from (WH) by taking p = pl/j > p > 1,
while the second bound follows by picking p = ¢p > 1. O

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.1]o,d] = Nj;I[Yl[a,é],...,Yj,l[a,é]],
Njarlo,d] = Npr[Yi[o,d],...,Yj2[0,4]], (5.11)
Njig11[0,8] = Nyar[Yile,d],...,Y;-2[o,d]],
together with stochastic convolutions with respect to the functions
Bjlo, 8] = B; [Yi[o,6],...,Y;-1[0,6]]. (5.12)
These involve the expressions
Nitlyr, - wim1] = Y0 it iy 2D RIO) iy i),
Niatlyr, - yi—2l = 023028 Y tir—jer #D ROy i, ), (5.13)
Niartlyrs -2l = 023020 Y airmjon 2D YO Wi - i),
together with
Bilys, oyl = 050000 Sinptiomg1 7D SO i), (5.14)
where in each term we have i, > 1 for ¢/ € {1,...,¢}; see (2.29) and (2.30). To assist our computations, we

first consider an arbitrary tuple {iy,...,i¢} € {1,...,r — 1}* with £ > 1 and write 44t = 91 + ... +iz. The
weighted arithmetic-geometric-mean inequality now yields the useful bound

1 .. fvoe /i ] froe /i
il = Mgillie < — [inllyan 5™ A el 5] (5.15)

tot

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K1 > 0 so that for any
2<j<r—1 and any tuple (y1,...yj—1) € H1 X ... x Hj_1 we have the bound

~ j—1 j/i
INjtlyrs - oyilly < Kr 02 wall (5.16)

Proof. Consider one of the terms in the sum (5.13) for Kfj;[ and note that £ > 0. Observe that the term is
well-defined in H* on account of Corollary 4.11 and the fact that for every 1 < ¢’ < ¢ we have i), < j — 1,
which means k;,, > k; + 1. In particular, we also have

1Yo ggeser < MYl (5.17)
This allows the desired estimate to be read off from (4.44) and (5.15). O

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 0 > 0, any § > 0 and any T > 3 we have the bound

Esupgc;<rl|Npr[o,0)0)F7 < ([0%pP + [0 InT + 6% ) K. (5.18)
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Proof. We first note that Lemma 5.4 implies that

INLalo @O < K772 S Yilo, a)() 777 (5.19)

Applying (5.9) with ¢ = j., we hence conclude

Esupye,<r||Njt[o, )07 < K752 300" ([o2pli + [0 InT + 62Jp0- ) j27 K22, (5.20)

which fits the stated bound. O

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw) and (Hq) hold. Pick k. > d/2. Then there exists Kir,rrr > 0 so
that for any 2 < j <r —1, any tuple (y1,...yj—2) € H1 X ... x Hj_9 and any o > 0 we have the bound

7 7 j—2 j—2)/i
INjrrlys, - yi—2)ll; + I Njalyns - oyjmelll; < Kinrrro®[Li—s + Y022 lwall V=277, (5.21)

Proof. Consider one of the terms in the sum (5.13) for ]\ij;n or Nj;[[[. We note that £ = 0 is only possible
when j = 2, which is covered by the 1;_5 term in the bounds. If £ > 0, the term is well-defined in H*/ on
account of Corollary 4.14 or Corollary 4.17 and the fact that for every 1 < ¢/ < £ we have iy < j — 2, which
implies k;,, > k; 4+ 2. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5.4, the desired bound now follows from (5.15),
(4.54) and (4.63). O

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 0 > 0, any § > 0 and any T > 2 we have the bound

Esupge,<r [[INj.rt[o,6)(0177 + I Njarrloy S]] < ([o7p + [0 In T + 829 ) K. (5.22)

Proof. For j, = 2, we note that Lemma 5.6 implies the pathwise bound
| N2y 1[0, 6] (2[5 < Ko™, (5.23)
which can be absorbed by (5.22) since p > 1. For j, > 3, Lemma 5.6 implies

. e —2 2p(j«—2)/1
IN.rrlo, ) < K720t S 2 i, o] )79 2 (5.24)

Applying (5.9) with ¢ = j, — 2, this yields

EOE?ET||NJ*?II[U’ 5](t)”§*p < K?;}J;HIUMDJ'EPJA ([02p]p(j*72) + [02 InT+ 52]p(j*72))(j* _ 2)?(]472)K2j*10' (5'25)

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

o[ In T + 2P0 < o200 2 L (g2 T 4 62 L2 (5.26)

T Jx

O

and noting that p > 1. The same estimates hold for N;, .;s;s.

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 X ... X Hj_1 and any o > 0 we have the bound

= j— i—1)/4
IBslys, vl msam,y < Koo X lullf . (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). O

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 0 > 0, any § > 0 and any T > 2 we have the bound

Esupg<, <7l Bj, [0, 5](t)|\§fs(L2 L) < JQPK%([UQp]P(j**l) +[0?InT + 52]p(j*’1)). (5.28)
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Proof. Applying Lemma 5.8 we obtain the pathwise bound
j—1 2p(j.—1)/i
||B}* [U, (5](15)”?5@2@;]{]_*) < KQP 2p 2p E] HY[U 5]( )”iP(J )/ ' (5'29)
Using (5.9) with £ = j, — 1 we hence conclude

ESUpogngl\Bg‘* [W]”ii < Képjfp+1a2p([02p]p(j*f ) 4+ [ 21nT+52];D(J*71)) (]*—1)K2(J**1)P (5.30)

which fits the stated bound. O

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

Y. = gfcffj*:l + gl%j*:u + gl%j*;m +p,. - (5.31)

Assuming without loss that o > 0, the estimates (5.18) and (5.22) imply that Nj,.r, Nj,.;r and N;, . rrr all
satisfy (hN) with ‘
0 =0 K, Oy =0 2[0?InT + 67, n = j. (5.32)

In particular, an application of Proposition 3.1 shows that the corresponding convolutions satisfy the bounds
n (5.1). In addition, the estimate (5.28) shows that the B;, /o satisfies (hB) with

0, =0 'K, Oy =0 2[0?InT + 67, n=j. (5.33)
An application of Proposition 3.2 now yields

o R Su HEB R < KgP(32e4.)™ P (p*P + 2InT + o 26°7+P) 0P U "V 2P, (5.34)

This can be rewritten as

E sup ||5B 57 < KGP(32e.)™P27P ((0%p)?? + [0 InT + 6°)-7) K**, (5.35)

establishing that £f satisfies the bounds in (5.1). In particular, (WH) is satisfied for j. + 1. O

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. O

5.2 Remainder bounds

We now focus on obtaining estimates for the remainder terms (5.3). As a first observation, we note that
ki >ke+2, forall1<j<r-—1. (5.36)
In particular, for any ¢ > 1 we see that
Yeaylprare < (r = DTN+ + Y e flna ] (5.37)

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

10§tStmy(n)HYtay[07 5](t)||Hk*+2 < Ktay\/ﬁ' (5'38)
Let us first write
r—1
Neemalo, 0] = Ry (Yiaylo,6]) = > Ny [Yalo,d],..., Y 1[0, ]]. (5.39)
=1

The strategy is to make the decomposition

Nrem;I[Uu 6] = Nrem;Ia[Uu 6] + Nrem;Ib[Ua 5] (540)
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involving the multi-linear term

Nrem;la[07 5] = 2;21 ZzlJr Fig>r il DZRI( )[Y;1 [Uv 6]7 e 7Y;e [Uv 6]] (5'41)

with 1 < iy <7 —1for ¢/ =1...¢, together with the nonlinear residual

Nrem;lb[d,é]z/ / Q] Y:mydé] tl,... r— 1,t )dtr'-'dtl (542)
featuring the integrand

Ql(nay; tlu e tr 17 ) DTRI (tl tr}/tay) [S/taya tlyjcaya cee 7t1 e tr—lyjcay] . (543)

Lemma 5.10. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
t <tiay(l), all 0 >0 and all § > 0 we have the bound

INeemstalo ] Ol < K X2 | Vilo, ] @) (5.44)

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

ID R O)Yiys ooy Villlmne < K [IVi 57 4 4 1Y 5] (5.45)
The desired estimate (5.44) hence follows by noting that iy, > r and using the a-priori bound ||Y;,, ||s, <1
that is available for 1 < ¢/ < £ as a consequence of the stopping time. o

Lemma 5.11. Suuppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV,) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
t <tiay(1), all o >0 and all 6 > 0 we have the bound

| Neemisolo, )l < K X0 IVilor o)1) (5.46)

Proof. Using the bound (4.44) together with (5.38), we see that there exists C' > 0 so that
1Q1 (Yeay[o; ](8); 1, - s trall e < C[Yaay [0, 0] () [ me 44 (5.47)
holds for 0 < ¢ < t4ay(1). The desired bound (5.46) now follows from the representation (5.42) and the
estimate (5.37). O

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

E'Supo<s <ty (1) | Nremsa[o, ](¢ )”Hk < KPP([0?plP" + [0 In T + §%)77). (5.48)
Proof. We first note that ||Y;[o,d](¢)]]7 < ||Y;][o, 5](t)|\;/j for 0 <t < tgay(1l) and 1 < j < 7 — 1. Using the
estimates in Lemmas 5.10 and 5.11, the desired bound now follows by applying (5.9) with ¢ = r. O

Turning to R;; and T, we recall that » > 3 and introduce the decomposition
Nrcm;H[Uv 5] = Nrcm;IIa[Uv 5] + Nrcm;Hb[Uv 5]7 Nrcm;HI[U; 5] = Nrcm;IIIa[U; 5] + Nrcm;IHb [U; 5]5 (549)

involving the multi-linear terms

Niemiita[0, 6] = o’ 22;13 Z“Jr Fig>r—2 eiD R11(0) [Yn[ d],..., Y, [0, 5]}7 (5.50)
Neemitttalo, 8] = 02 X023 Yy vz 7 DT O) Vi [0, Yarlor 1), |
together with the nonlinear residuals
Neemamlo,0] = 0% [ [ Qrr(Yiay[o, 0] 1, ., tr—a) dt,_p - - dty, 550
Neem;iiplo, 6] = o2 fol B fol Qrrr(Yiay[o,0]st1, ... tr—2)dt,_o-- - dty, '
featuring the integrands
Qrr(Yiayiti, ..o tr—2) = D" 2Ryr(t1 - tr—2Yiay) [Yiay: t1Yeay, t1t2Yzay, - - - 11 - tr—3Yeay |, (5.52)
Q11 (Yiayita, - tr—2) = D" 2Y(t1 - tr—2Yiay) [Yiay: t1Yeay, titoYay, - - - b1 - - tr—3Yiay .
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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 <tay(1l), all o >0 and all 6 > 0 we have the bound

| Nvemsttalos 8)() | e + | Neemstiralo, 6] ()| v < Ko S22 | Vil 8)(1) )7

(5.53)
+Ko?||Yr—1[o,8](t) ]| -1

Proof. Consider one of the terms in the sum (5.50) and write itot = 41 + ... + ig. We note that the term is
well-defined in H** on account of (5.36) together with Corollaries 4.14 and 4.17. Using (4.54) and (5.15) we
obtain the bound

ID R ()Y Yillgee < ClIYa 5™ 1Y ). (5.54)

e

If 440t = 7 — 2 holds, then we must have 1 < i < r — 2 for all 1 < ¢ < ¢. Using the a-priori bound

Y3, |li,, <1, we hence find
r—2 )
IDRir(O) Y- Y e < CCY |Vl (5.55)
=1
However, when iy, > r — 1, we may conclude
r—1 )
ID*Rir(0)[Yiy -, Vi e < COY_ Vi)D" (5.56)
=1

Both cases can be absorbed in the stated estimate (5.53) and Nyem:111a 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 <tiay(1l), all 0 >0 and all § > 0 we have the bound

I Ncemstro[or, 60|l aree + | Neematmmv o, 6] () e < Ko 32 (| Yilo, 8]0 > (5.57)

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

1Q11(Yeay [0, 0] (); t1, - tr2)llne < ClYaay o, 8] ()307 1 (5.58)
1111 (Yeay [0, 0)(t); t, - tr2)llane < ClYaay o, 8]()507 1

both hold for 0 < ¢t < t4ay(1). The desired bound (5.46) now follows from the representation (5.51) and the
estimate (5.37). O

Corollary 5.15. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for
all (real) p>1, all0 <o <1, alld >0 and all T > 2 we have the bound

E SUPo<t<7tony (1) L Nremsti[o, 6] (0)[[37e, + | Neemituiloy S| 77. ] < K2 ([02p]" + [0 In T + 6%]7).

(5.59)
Proof. We first note that for 0 < ¢ < ¢4,y (1) we have
r— r—2)/7
V311572 < 1131157 (5.60)
for all 1 < j <r — 2, together with
1Yo a7 23 < 1Yeoallea (5.61)
In particular, there exists a constant C' > 0 so that
INeemsnilo, 6)() 77, < 2o SIZE Vil 6)(8) 177772 + 20 ||Y; 1o, 8] (O] (5.62)

forall0 <t < ttay(l), where we exploited the fact that o2 < o to obtain the second term.
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Applying (5.9) with £ = r — 2 together with (5.1), we arrive at

E supg<i<raten, (1) [ Nremsii[o, ] (t)HZ)k* < K% ([o?p]P ) + [02 InT 4 6%]P("=2)), (5.63)
R0 (020D 4 [0 InT + S0y,

This can be absorbed in (5.59) by applying Young’s inequality as in (5.26). We conclude by noting that
Nrem;1m1 satisfies the same estimates. O

Turning to S, we introduce the decomposition
Brcm[gv 5] = Brcm;a[gv 5] + Brcm;b[aa 5]5 (564)

now involving the multi-linear term

r—2

1

Bremalo, 0l =0y > EDZS(O)[Yil[o,é],...,Yie[o,é]], (5.65)
0=141+..4ig>r—1

together with the nonlinear residual

1 1
Brcm;b[U,KS] :0'/ / QB(}/tay[O',(S];tl,...,trfl)dtrfl"'dtl, (566)
0 0

featuring the integrand
Q5 (Yiayitt,-- s tr—1) = D" Sty -+ tr_1Yiay) [Yiay, t1 Yiay, titoYeay, - - ot - tr—2Yiay ] (5.67)

Lemma 5.16. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
t <tiay(1l), all 0 >0 and all § > 0 we have the bound

| Bremealor, 0] (Dl mrs ez, ey < Ko Sz |Yilo, a)(0)l1 7" (5.68)

Proof. Consider one of the terms in the sum (5.65) and write itot = 41 + ... + ig. We note that the term is
well-defined in H** on account of Lemma 4.18 and (5.36). Using (4.66) and (5.15) we obtain the bound

IDESO)Yi, - Yilllmrsuzaeey < K[V [5™ 4+ 4 1¥ 5] (5.69)

e

The desired estimate (5.68) hence follows by noting that it > r—1 and using the a-priori bound ||Y;
that is available for 1 < ¢/ < /£ as a consequence of the stopping time.

<1

0! ||i[/

Lemma 5.17. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) hold. Then there exists K > 0 so that for all
0 <t <tpay(l), all 0 >0 and all § > 0 we have the bound

I1Brewnivloy 8] (0) | rsrz vy < Ko S22 |Yiloy 8](0)17 (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). O

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

ESUPogthAtmy(l)HBrcm[Uv 5](t)||ilpS(Lé;Hk*) < K2pg2p([02p]p(r71) +[o?InT + 52];0(7“71))_ (5.71)
Proof. This can be established by following the proof of Corollary 5.12 and replacing r by r — 1. O
Proof of Proposition 5.2. This follows directly from Corollaries 5.12, 5.15 and 5.18. o
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6 Limiting expectations

We here study the limiting behaviour of the expectation of functionals that act on the expansion functions
Y; 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 A[Y;,,...,Y;,] for some tuple {i1,...,i,} € {1,...,r — 1}, our
strategy is to repeated apply the It6 lemma to eliminate the references to the functions Y; and construct a
representation that only involves the constant expressions

onv =Rir(0) +Y(0) € H = H", o =8(0) € HS(Lg; Hy). (6.1)
Indeed, inspecting (2.29) and (2.30), we observe that
Na.11[0,0] + Narilo, 6] = o on, Bi[0,6] = 00B, (6.2)

while all other expressions vanish upon taking Y1 =...=Y,_; =0.
To achieve the above, we extend the class of multi-linear maps that we consider to also allow A to depend
on the pair (on, 05). In particular, we impose the following structural condition.

(hA) The map
A [H )™ x [HS(L%; Hy))™8 x H;, x ... x H;, = H (6.3)

is a bounded (mpy + mp + ¢)-linear map into H. In addition, we have my > 0, mp > 0 and ¢ > 0,
together with the ordering r —1 >4y > ... >4, > 1.

For convenience, we introduce the notation
S(t) = exp[(Liw + Az, )], (6.4)
which corresponds to the evolution family in §3 with v = 1 via the relation E(t,s) = S(¢ — s). For any pair
0 = (On,05) € [Hi|™ x [HS(L%; Hy)|™>, (6.5)
we are interested in the expression
Ia(t,s;0) = A[0,S(t — $)Yi, (5),...,S(t —s)Y;,(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 A that satisfies (hA). Then for any t > s > 0 and any pair (6.5), the difference

E{IA(t, s; 9)} — TA(t,00) 6.7)

can be written as a finite sum of terms of the form
R / Ta«(t,s"50"(s")) ds’ (6.8)
0

in which i > 0 and A* satisfies (hA) with an index set (if,...,4}.) that is strictly less than (i1,...,1) in
lexicographical order, with
ST S VI P S (6.9)

together with
my +mp + iy =my +mp. (6.10)

In addition, one of the following four options hold.

31



(a) We have my = my and m’y = mp together with 0* = 0; or
(b) We have m}y =mn + 1 and m}; = mp, together with 03 (s') = (On,5(t — s')on) and 03 = 05; or
(c) We have my = my and my = mp + 1, together with 8% = 0y and
05(s") = (05,5(t — s")oB). (6.11)
(d) We have myy = mn and mly; = mp + 2, together with 0% = 0n and
05(s") = (08, S(t — s")op, S(t — s')oB). (6.12)
Proof. Applying the mild It6 formula [16], we obtain
Ia(t,s;0) = A[6,5(t)Y;,(0), ..., S(¥)Y:,(0)]
+D <<t Jo A[0,S(t = 8")Y5,(s), ..., S(t = s)Ni, (s), ..., S(t — §")Y;,(s")] ds’
+ZkeZZ1<5/<5/<efo {9 S(t—s)Yi,(s), ..., S(t—5) l[/( s )VQek, .. .,
S(t—s") W( sV Qek, ..., St —8)Y;,(s")| ds

+D <<t fOSA[H, S(t—s")Yi(s),...,8(t—=5)B;, (s)],...,S(t— )Y, (s)] de.
(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 b; € HS(Lg); H;) and b; € HS(Lg); H;)
we have

< [ Srealbiv@enl2) [ Spezllbiv@enll2)
Hj)

2rezllbi

(6.14)

ill s a

to show that each A* is well-defined as a bounded multi-linear map. The strictly decreasing lexicographic
order follows from the ordering on the indices (ig)p=1..¢ and (i}, )e=1.. ¢+ and the fact that N; and B; only
depend on Y with 1 < j < j’, besides the constant terms on and gp. O

It is convenient to introduce the notation

On(tise,osn) = (IS(=si)on]™,. . [S(E = sa)on] 5 ),
. . (6.15)
Op(tisn, o vsn) = (1S(—s)os™5,..,[S(t— s)os]"on)
with integers (my.y,...,my.,) € {0,1}" and (mp.,...,mp,,) € {0,1,2}" that satisfy
my =My + ...+ My, mp=mpq+...+mp,. (6.16)
Here the notation [-]™ means that the argument should be repeated m times, which ensures that
0 (t;s1,. .-, 80) = (On(t;51,...,8n),05(t; 51,...,50)) € [H* )"~ x [HS(LZ; H*))™s. (6.17)

We recall that Y;(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 A that satisfies (hA) with my = mp = 0. Then for any t > 0 the difference

EA[Y;, (1), ... Yi, ()] = A[S()Y;, (0), .. S()Y,, o) (6.18)
can be written as a finite sum of terms of the form

. t Sn—1
=g’ / / Ia[t,0;0%(t;81, ..., Sn)] dsp -+ -dsy (6.19)
0 0

in which n > 1 and the map A* with the corresponding starred integers satisfy (hA) and the identity (6.9).
If ¢ =0, then we either have my,, =1 or mp,, > 1.
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Proof. This follows from an iterative application of Lemma 6.1. The fact that my.,, =1 or mp,, > 1 holds
when ¢* = 0 follows from the fact that in the final step either option (b), (¢) or (d) must hold in order to
eliminate the remaining reference(s) to the processes Y;. (]

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

1€ () ||ln < Kot0s" e Pt (6.20)
if 0 > 1, with i§ + 4. =11+ ...+ 0.
Proof. Since £* > 1, the expression is non-zero only if i = ... = ij. = 1, in which case we may use
Y1 (0)|| z=1 = 6 to obtain the bound
| Zr [, 05 07 (£ 51, - - - 50) [l < [|A] ||QB||HS 2 ey MO e (6.21)

Repeatedly applying (6.10) we see that i§ = m} + mj. In addition, (6.9) shows that if + ¢* = i1 + ... + iy,
which allows us to write
| Zre [t, 0; 0% (t; 51, ..., sn) |2 < Ke PEt6° (6.22)

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

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 £* = 0 there exists EX, € H so that the bound

1€°() — ELlln < Koibe 39 (6.23)
holds for any t > 0.

Proof. Reversing the integration order in (6.19) and writing 3,, = ¢t — s,,, we obtain

/ / / A" (B )] dBy - d (6.24)

in which 6* = (8%,0%) is given by

O3 vdn) = (ISGuen]™ 0, [SGa)on] v ),
N . ) (6.25)
H*B(gluugn) = ([S(EI)QB]mBla7[S(§n)QB]mBn)
Since my;,, = 1 or mp,, > 1, the inner integrals in (6.24) satisfy the bound
1o o DI Gry o Sl s dSacallae < IAIMTS 5 on R los a on e 801!
< K6_65n|§n|n_17
(6.26)

where the second inequality follows by noting that if; = m} +m}p = 41 +...+14,. Since this is integrable with
respect to §,, the representation (6.24) implies that indeed £*(t) converges to a limit £ at the specified
exponential rate. O

We have hence shown that the expectation of any multi-linear expression involving the expansion functions
Y; 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 = co

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. O
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6.2 Smooth functionals

We now turn our attention to the proof of Proposition 2.3. Given a functional ¢ that satisfies (H¢), we write
ho = ¢(0) (6.27)
together with

nilodl =3 S GD OO [Yilodl, . Vil o] (6.25)

=11+ +ig=j

for 1 < 7 < r — 1, where in each term we take 1 < iy < r —1 for each 1 < ¢/ < £. We also introduce the
remainder function

r—1
Prem [U, 6] = (b(yﬁay [07 5]) - Z h; [Uv 6]7 (6'29)
§=0
which can be decomposed as
hrem [Uu 6] = hrem;a[oa 5] + hrem;b[oa 5] (630)
by writing
r—1
1
hremalo, 0] =Y > 5D (0)[Yiloy)... . Vi [0, 4], (6.31)
=1 i1+ Fig>r
together with
1 1
hrcm;b = / to / n (}/tay[o'a 5], (AR tr) dty - dth (632)
0 0
in which the integrand is given by
Qh(yjcay; tlu e 7tr) = DT¢(t1 e tryjcay) [Y:cayu t1W7 tlt2Y'tay7 cee 7t1 e tr—lyjcay} . (633)

Observe that the h; and Arem;n 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 ¢ that satisfies (Ho). Then there exist quantities

(hooits s hoor—1) € H™? (6.34)
and a constant K > 0 so that for all 1 < j <r —1 we have the bound
IER; [0, 8)(t) — 07 hooijlln < (07 +67) Ke™ 5t (6.35)
for alloc >0 and 6 > 0.

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

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

Prem;aeo * [0,1] = H (6.36)

together with a constant K > 0 so that for all0 <o <1 and 0 < § <1 we have

|Bhsennialo, 81(8) = hreminsoo (@)l < (0 +67)Ke™ 5", (6.37)

together with
([ Avem;azoo(0)]] < Ko™ (6.38)
Proof. This follows by applying Proposition 2.2 to each of the terms in the sum (6.31). O
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Our approach for the second remainder Ayem;p 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 Y; at
individual times ¢, 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 K, > 0 so that for all t > 0 we have the bound

E|[Y; (47 < K, 0% + 6251, (6.39)
Proof. We first consider the case that p > 1 is an integer. We note that the functional
A (HSYP 3 (g1, y2p) = (W1, y2) iy - (Y2p—1, Yop) gy (6.40)
is a bounded 2p-linear map and that
YOI = A[Y;, ... Y], (6.41)
In particular, using Proposition 2.2 we obtain
E||Y; ()|} < K, [0® + 6% e~ 5], (6.42)

When p > 1 is not an integer, we pick 1 < ¢ < 2 in such a way that pq is an integer and use the estimate
Ya+b< Ya+ ¥/bfora>0andb>0 to compute

ENY; (012 < [ENY; 0127 < [Kpg(029 +6%5e=54] 7 < KYa(o™ 4 5% %Y, (6.43)
which satisfies the stated bound since 2¢q < 4. O

Lemma 6.8. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) hold. Pick a Hilbert space H together with a
functional ¢ that satisfies (Hg). Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for all0 <o <1, all0<§ <1
and all t > 0 we have the bound

E|| hyemsp ()|l < K [0 + 67~ 7). (6.44)
Proof. Using (Hg), the expression (6.33) can be bounded by
EHQh (}/tay; tlv s 7tr) H’H < KE[l + ||}/tay|‘%k*} ||}/tayH;[k* . (645)

Applying (5.37), we see that

E|Qn (Yiayst, - s tr) [ < Kr¥TE[L+ [Vi[IY + .o+ (Vo[RS (IR + -+ [Yemallioa]. (6.46)
Inspecting the definition (6.32), the desired estimate now follows by applying Lemma 6.7. O
Proof of Proposition 2.3. Setting ho..o = ¢(0), the result follows by combining Lemmas 6.5, 6.6 and 6.8. O

7 Residual

In this section we study the residual Z = V — Yi,, 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

RY(zy) = Rily+2)—Ri(y),
Rir(zy) = Ruly+2)—Ru(y), (7.1)
S9zy) = Sly+2)-S),
together with
TO(z9) = T(y+2) = T(y), Y3 (zy) = Yorly + 2) — Trr(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 € H*11 and z € H**1 we have the bounds

IR (25 y)l| - < K+ |yl + 12

ke
Hm)((llyllm* sl B2 IE PP

(gl + Nellazee ) s ).

IR Ty (23 9) v < K@yl + 1250 ) (0 Hyll e ss + 2l mess) 2l e

R+ [yl + 2l )2l e, (7.3)
1T Er (23 9) e < K+ lyllze +llzllz2) (14 Iyllae s + N2l mees) 2]l e

+K 1+ lyllze + lzllz2)ll 2l e,
ISzl sz mey < KO+ Nyl + 12lle, + 1yllaea + lzllmee) 2l + Kzl ges).

Proof. Upon using the integral representation
1
RY (i) = Raly+2) ~ Ralt) = | DRty +e2)(2at, (7.4)

the desired bound for R} follows from (4.45) by taking v = z and replacing each occurrence of [w]|| by
llyl|+||z]]. The remaining bounds can be obtained in the same fashion, now using (4.54), (4.61) and (4.66). O

Inspecting the remainder definitions (5.3) and the evolution (2.23) for V' and dropping the (o, ) depend-
encies of Yiay, Nrem and Brem, we see that the H kx_valued identity

Z@t) = [y [Ae, + Liw]Z(5)ds
+ f(;5 [R? (Z(S); Ytay(s)) + ‘727?'(131 (Z(S)§ Ytay(s)) + 02T® (Z(S)§ Yiay (5)) + Nrem(s)] ds

+ f(: [08@ (Z(S); Yiay (5)) + Brem(s)] dWsQ
(7.5)
holds P-a.s. for all 0 < t < 7o,. We now need to isolate the second derivative of Z that is contained in Y©.
To this end, we introduce the expression

Er(zy) = [P(®o+y+20)—7(Po+y,0)]0ua[Po +y] + L7 (29) (7.6)
and inspect the definitions (A.16) to see that
YO(z;y) = 7(®o +y + 2,0)0002 + Ex (23 ). (7.7)

We now write
ko(2;y) = 14+ 0?0(Pg 4y + 2,0) (7.8)

to represent the full coefficient in front of Z,, in (7.5). In addition, we introduce the expression
Er(z;y) = —0(Po+y+ 2,0)[Liw — O]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 € H*%2 and z € H**1 we have the bounds

IN

[€x (25 y)ll e K@ A+ Nyl geesz) 12l mree + 177 (25 9) e

(7.10)
Hgﬁ(Z?y”Hk* = K|‘Z||Hk*+1.

A

Proof. Inspecting the definition (7.6), the bound for £y (z;w) follows from (4.34). The bound for &, follows
from (7.9) by applying the uniform bound (4.34) for v. O
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Inspecting the definitions above, one may readily verify the useful identity
Ex(z;y) +Ec(zy) = YO(2;9) — 0(Po + y + 2,0) Lo 2. (7.11)
This allows us to reformulate (7.5) as
20) = Jo [Bes + 5o (Z(): Viay (5)) £an] Z(
+ Jo[RY (Z(s): Yiay (5)) + 27%%( (8); Yiay (5)) + Noem(s)] ds
+0? fg[é'y(Z (8); Yiay(s)) + E£(Z(5); Yiay(s))] ds
+ Jo108% (Z(5): Yiay (5) + Brem(5)] WS,

(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 Ly, to unity. In particular,
we write

7(t) —/0 HU(Z(S);Ytay(S)) ds (7.13)

and introduce the time-transformed functions (Z,

}7 , Ntom, Brem) that satisfy
Z(T(t)) = Z(t), Yiay (T(t)) = Yiay (1), Nyo ( (t )) = Neem(t), Bmm(r(t)) = Brem(t). (7.14)

In addition, we write Tiay (1) = T(tsay (1))
Applying standard time transformation rules [28, Lem. 6.2] now leads to the system

Z(r) = [y lke(Z(r > oy (7)) " Ay + Lo Z(7") A7
+f0 ( ) ad y O, 6)+Nrem( /)]dTI (715)

-I—fo [ (Z :7',0,8) + Brem(T )] dwe

T/

in which we have introduced the expressions

N(z;71,0,0) = k7' (2 Viay(7)) [R? (25 Yiay (1)) + 0* R (2; Yiay (7))
+02Ey (z; Yiay (7')) + o2&, (Z; Yiay (7'))] (7.16)
./\/l(z;T, o, 5) = 531/2(2';37tay(7')) [US@ (Z§}7tay(7’))]-

We note that the time-transformed process WE is again a Q-cylindrical Wiener process, but now adapted to
the filtration F = (F;),>0 given by

Fr={AeF:An{r <7(t)} € F; for allt > 0}. (7.17)
It has the same statistical properties as W*. 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 € HFF1 gl >0, all 0 > 0 and all § > 0 we have the bounds

IN (27,0, 0)l| - < K[+ Yeay (01588 + 2l ][0 + [ Yoy (Dl + 12l zze ]2l v,

IM(z57,0,0) | sz mey < Ko [L+ [ Veay ()15l + 2l 12 e
(7.18)
In particular, there exists K > 0 and no so that for any 0 < n < no, any 0 < 7 < Tray(n), any o > 0, any
§ >0 and any z € H*>*1 with ||z||%,.. < n we have

[N (27, 0,0) | s < K[o® + a2l gwesr, (7.19)
[M(z;7,0, 5)HHS(L2Q;H’C*) < Kozl geces, '
together with
PN (z;7,0,8) = N(2;7,0,0), P*M(z;71,0,6) = M(z;7,0,0). (7.20)
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Proof. Note first that x, > 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 x; and the representations (4.35), (4.48), (4.64) and (7.11), recalling for
the latter that £, ¥t = 0. O

W

Write E(t, s) for the evolution family associated to (3.3) with v = k(Z; Yiay). We note that when o > 0
is sufficiently small condition (hE) in §3 is satisfied on account of the bound (4.34), which allows us to write

1 < kg(Z; Viay) <1+ 02K < 2. (7.21)
This evolution family can now be used to transform (7.15) into a mild representation for the residual Z.

Proposition 7.4. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) hold. Fiz T > 0 together with a sufficiently
small o > 0. Then for any 6 > 0 there exists an increasing sequence of stopping times (T¢)e>0 and a stopping
time Too, With T¢ — Too and 0 < Too < T P-a.s., together with a map

Z:[0,T] x Q — H" (7.22)
that is progressively measurable with respect to the filtration F = (F,).>0 and satisfies the following properties:
(i) For almost every w € Q, the map T — Z(7,w) is of class C([0, Too (w)); H*);
(it) For any >0 we have the integrability condition Z € L*(Q; L*([0,7¢]; H*11));

(iii) For any € >0 we have M(Z(-);-,0,8) € L*(Q; L*([0, 7]; HS(Lg, H**)), together with
N(Z(-,w);-0,6) € LY[0,7e(w)]; H*) for almost every w € ;

(iv) The H* -valued identity

Z(r) = fOT E(r,7") [N(Z(T/); 7,0,8) + Nrem|o, 5](7')]d7” ( )
) _ - 7.23
+ fOT E(r,7") [M(Z(T’); 7',0,0) + Brem|0, 5](7”)} dWTQ,’f
holds P-a.s. for all 0 <t < Too;
(v) Upon writing
2= swp 126+ [ 126 dr (7.21
0<7'<7p 0
we have Z; < L for every £ > 0, together with the localization identity
]P’(?OO < T and sup Z; < oo) =0. (7.25)
£20

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]. O

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 ¢~'. Our main objective is
to control the size of

Nies(1) = 1 Z(7) 3. +/0 e PN Z() 1 ad (8.1)

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

Tres(1;0,8,T) = inf{0 < 7 < min{7oo, Tray (1)} : Nres(7) > nmin{1,a>"~}}, (8.2)
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writing
7ilres (777 g, 67 T) = min{%oou 77_tay (77)} (83)
if the set is empty. We emphasize that when 7 is sufficiently small, the bounds (7.19) and identities (7.20)

hold for z = Z(7) whenever 0 < 7 < Tes(; 0,9, T).
~ Our main result here provides logarithmic growth bounds for the expectation of the maximal value that
Nies 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 6, > 0 and 0, > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any 0 < n < 6y, any 0 <o < g,
any 6 > 0, any integer T > 2 and any integer p > 1, we have the bound

E [ sup ./V;CS(T)Z;| < KP((o*p)?" + [0° InT + 6%P7). (8.4)

0= 7 <Tres(n;0,0,T)

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

Ehnlr) = [ BT )P Nuam 0,8 < 47
0

g./%f(T) = / E(Tv T/)PJ_N(Z(TI); Tla g, 5)1T/<‘T'rcs(n;a',6,T) dT/a
0
) (8.5)
gﬁcm (T) = / E(Tv T/)PJ_BFCIH[Uv 5] (TI)IT/<?res (77§Ux57T) de;i
0

5/5\/[ (7') = /0 E(T, T/)PLM(Z(T/); T/5 a, 6)17'/<77—res(77§0')57T) de77

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

E sup 1Z(7) I 35..
0T <Tres(1;0,0,T)

(8.6)
2 2 s 2 s 2
<4 sup [IE I + 1. + [T + 1€,
Turning to the integrated H*+*!'-bound, we introduce the integrals
Tiem(7) */ e P () e 12d, (8.7)
0

This leads directly to the estimate

‘ P
E sup [/ ejﬁ(T?T,) HZ(T/) H?{kJrl dT/}
0<T < Tres(m;0,6,T) LJO (8.11)

SHVE sup |Th(rV + T(T) + Lo ()" + T ()7
0<7<T
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Lemma 8.2. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) are satisfied, recall the constant ng > 0 defined
in Proposition 7.8 and pick a sufficiently small 6, > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any
0<n<ny, any0 <0<y, any § >0, any T > 0 and any p > 1, we have the pathwise bound

sup [|EXOIF + sup ZE ()7 < K*(0® + /)™ sup Nires(7)P. (8.12)
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<T < Tres(7;0,6,T)

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

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) are satisfied, recall the constant ng > 0 defined
in Proposition 7.8 and pick a sufficiently small 6, > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any
0<n<ny, any0< 0 < by, any d >0, any T > 2 and any real p > 1, we have the bound

sup [|€4, (T35, + sup T (7)” < K*[(0p)"" + [0 In T + 6°]'7]. (8.13)
0<r<T 0<r<T

Proof. Assuming without loss that o > 0, the bound (5.5) implies that (hN) is satisfied with
0, =0"K, Oy =0 %[ InT +6%, n=r (8.14)
The desired estimate now follows from an application of Proposition 3.1. o

Lemma 8.4. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) are satisfied, recall the constant ng > 0 defined
in Proposition 7.3 and pick a sufficiently small 6, > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any
0<n<ny, any 0 <o <y, any § >0, any integer T > 2 and any integer p > 1, we have the bound

E sup [|Ex ()%, +E sup Zi(7)? < K*[(0?p)"" + [0® InT + 6%]""]. (8.15)
0<7<T 0<7<T

Proof. We first note that (7.19) and the stopping time definition (8.2) imply the pathwise bound
‘/O e—,@(T_T') ||M(Z(7-’), 7-’, o, 6)”%5([/%;]{16*)17-/<7:ms(m0751T) dr’ < K202na2(r—1) (816)

for all 0 < 7 < T. In addition, we may exploit the smoothening properties of the semigroup Fiy(t) =
eitha eLiwt 1 show that there exists C7 > 0 so that

| By ()M(Z (1), T, 0, 5)||§{S(L€2;Hk*) < a2Cina®r=Y (8.17)

for all 0 < 7 < Toes(m;0,6,T), since || Z(7)]|%.. < na®"™= on this interval. We may hence conclude that
condition (HB) in [11] is satisfied with ©, = Ca0/fa"~'. Applying [11, Prop 3.18] we find that there exist
C53 > 0 so that

IN

C§p02p77p (p? + [InT)P) (02 InT + (52)p(T_1)
C3PnP (op + [02 In T) + 6%)"",

Esupg<, <7 [|E34 (T)”ifk + Esupg<, <1 Ziy ()P (5.18)

IN

which provides the desired bound. O

Lemma 8.5. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV,) and (Hq) are satisfied, recall the constant ng > 0 defined
in Proposition 7.3 and pick a sufficiently small 6, > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any
0<n<ny, any 0 <o < by, any § > 0, any integer T > 3 and any real p > 1, we have the bound

E sup ||5B;C(T)H§fk* +E sup Zp.(r)? < KQP[(ozp)pT + [02 InT + (52]”’]. (8.19)
0<7<T 0<7<T

Proof. Assuming without loss that o > 0, the bound (5.5) implies that Byem /o satisfies (hB) with
0, =0""'K, Oy =0 2[0?InT + 67, n=r. (8.20)

An application of Proposition 3.2 now yields the desired estimate. O
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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 MCS(T)p]
0<T< Tres(n;0,0,T
< KP[ (o*p)P" + [0 InT + 6°]P" + (0 + /1)*’E sup Nees(T)P| |
0<7<Tres(n;0,6,T)
The result hence readily follows by restricting the size of o2 + NOR O

8.2 Proof of Theorem 2.4

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

Nuan(750,8,T) = 2DV + -+ 0P (Vema (7721 + Nres(7) (8.22)
and introduce the stopping time
Trat(7; 0,6, T) = inf{0 < 7 < 7o : Neun(750,6,T) > nmin{1, o>~ V}}, (8.23)

writing
Trall (10,0, T) = Too (8.24)

if the set is empty. By construction we have T (7; 0,6, T) < Tiay(n), which implies the ordering
7_'fu11(77§ g, 57 T) S 7_’1“05 (773 g, 57 T) S min{i’oo, 7_'tay (77)} (825)

Corollary 8.6. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) are satisfied. Pick two sufficiently small
constants 0, > 0 and 6o > 0. Then there exists a constant K > 0 so that for any any 0 < n < §,, any
0 <o <dy, any integer T'> 2 and any integer p > 1, we have the bound

E sup Nean(m;0)? | < KP((0?p)?" + [0° InT + 6°]P7). (8.26)
0<7 < Teun(n;0,6,T")

Proof. Using the bounds (2.37) together with 7(¢) > ¢, we may apply Young’s inequality to compute

@*CIPEsupg < |[Vi(DIF7 < a0 IPEsupoc, |V

< K2a20r=0p[(52p)P!] 4 (o
< »[l0%p)] + (a2 .
< KP[(0p)Pry 4 (@) A (o))
< (2E)*[(o®p)" + (a?)P]

for any 1 < j <r — 1. In addition, the ordering (8.25) yields

sup Nees(T) < sup Nies(T)- (8.28)
0<7<Feun1(n,0,6,T") 0< 7 <Tres(n,0,6,T")
In particular, the desired bound follows from (8.4). O

Lemma 8.7. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV.) and (Hq) are satisfied. Pick two sufficiently small con-
stants 6, > 0 and 6, > 0. Then for any 0 < n < §,, any 0 < 0 < 65 and any 0 < 6§ < /7, we have the
bound

P(7tan(n, 0,6, T) <T) <P sup Nean(r30) 2 a1 ). (8.29)
0<7<Teun1(n,0,6,T)
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Proof. For convenience, we define the events

Al = {O < 7_'fu11(777 g, 55 T) < Teo and Sup0§7<?fl,11(n,o,6,T) M'UH(T) > T]az(ril)}a
Ay = {0< 7o <T and SUPg<r <7 (T) Nean(7) < na20=D1, (8.30)
As = {Fnu(n;0,0,T) =0}

Items (i) and (ii) of Proposition 7.4 imply that 7 — Npu(7) is continuous on [0, 7o) for almost every w € €.
This shows that we may write

{Tean(n,0,0,T) < T} C Ag U Ay U Ay U As, (8.31)

for some set Ay with zero measure. Note furthermore that we have P(A3) = 0 by (7.25). Since Npu(0) =
620201 the demand 62 < 7 ensures that Ajs is empty. In particular, we see that

P(Tran(n, 0,6, T) < T) < P(A1), (8.32)
which implies the desired bound. o

Proposition 8.8. Suppose that (HNL), (HTw), (HV) and (Hq) hold. Then there exist constants 0 < p < 1,
8, >0, and 6, > 0 such that, for any 0 < n <d,, any 0 < o < &5, any 6% < un and any integer T > 3, we
have

o2/r

1/r
P(Fean(1; 0,6, T) < T) < 3T (%) exp (—un ) . (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

v=r, ©1=K"",  @y=[a"/c"], 9=na’""V (8.34)
to obtain
- o —7’]1/TCY2(1_1/T)
Pln(m e, 6T) <T) < exp (2) o (T) $.35
Kl/r62 _ nl/TOZQ(lfl/r) ( : )
= 3T1/(2e)exp )
2e K1/7g2
We now use the bound
a2(1—1/r) > %(0,2 lnT)l—l/r + %62(1_1/T) (836)
to find
Kl/r62 _ lnl/r62(1—1/7‘) l/r[lnT]lfl/r
- 1/(2¢) 2 U L N
P(Tiull("% g, 55 T) < T) < 3T exp < 2eK1/mg2 exp < de K1/rg2/r ) (837)
Upon choosing
p=min{(2"K)7!, (4eK/")1, (8.38)
we see that ] ] 1
5,'71/7‘52(1—1/7‘) > 5,'71/7‘52['L”,]]—l/r _ 552ILL—1/T > Kl/r52 (839)
and hence Y Y
T 1 T - T
Plran(nio,0,T) <T) < 3TY/@exp (—u%) . (8.40)
o T
The desired bound now follows by noting that In7" > 1 holds for 7" > 3. O

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 7(¢) — 7(¢') < 2(¢ — ¢') for any pair
0 <t/ <t. This allows us to compute

t) — T’ —B(T
Jg e OB N & = fy e POTONZ D Oer(EDE
> [y e Z(E) |3 A
which using 7(T') < 2T shows that
Mcs (t) S Mcs (T(t)) 5 Mull(t; g, 57 T) S 7full (T(t)7 g, 55 2T) (842)
for 0 <t < Too. In particular, if
sup Nean(t;0,6,T) > n[6% + o? InT]"* (8.43)
0<t<tsy(n;0,0,T)
holds, then we may use T' > 3 to conclude
sup Nian(730,6,2T) > n[6* + 0 nT) ' > —L-[6* + 0> n(2T)]" Y, (8.44)
0<7<7(tst(n;0,6,T)) 4r
which implies
Tran (417" 0,6,2T) < 2T. (8.45)
Arguing as in Lemma 8.7 we obtain
]P’(tst(n; 0,0,T) < T) <P ( sup Nean(t; ) > naz(rl)> (8.46)
0<t<tst(n;0,0,T)
which in view of the discussion above and the bound (8.33) implies
Pltst(n;0,0,T) < T) < ]P’(?fuu(éll_rn;o 0,2T) < 2T)
1/r (8.47)
< 3(2T)1/(2e) exp ILL41/T 17
0—2/7"
The desired bound follows by adjusting the constant y and noting that 3(27°)Y/2¢ < 2T for T' > 3. O

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 v € R together with & € Lg, and consider
functions u for which u — ®, € L?(D;R"). 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

Xiow : R = [+, 00) (A1)
that satisfies the properties
Xow(0) = T, 0. 2T xio(0) =0, 02 /T4, (42)
together with a smooth non-increasing cut-off function
Xhigh : Ry — [0,1] (A.3)
that satisfies the properties
Xhigh(0) =1, 0 <2, xnign(f) =0, 6>3. (A.4)
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These cut-offs can be used to define

1
xXn (1, 7) = Xnigh (v — Ty ®oll L2(pirny)  and  xi(u,7) = [Xiow (= (u, Ty ¥ly) L2(Dirn)) |- (A.5)

Upon taking u = T [Py + v] with

. d-—1 _
o]l 22(pny < min{1, | T2 [4][¢nll o )] ™'} (A.6)
we note that .
xn(u,7) =1 and xi(u,7) = —[(u, Ty¥y) r2(Drn)| - (A7)
We now introduce the scalar expressions
b(uvﬂy)[ﬂ = —Xh(uv”Y)QXl(ua’ng(u) [5]5 T’thW>L2(D;]R")a
~ A8
) = b)) XQ ()T, 6T ()T tu) 2oz, (4.8)
. ~ 1 s . .
noting that 7 = 5||b(u, 7)||§{S(L2Q;R). In addition, we introduce the functions
Ke(uwy) = xwNxn(w,MQew) T € Ly, (A9)
Ke(uw,y) = —xn(u,7)gwKe(u,v) € L*(D;R"),
together with the scalar expression
as(u,v) = —xi(u,v) [<f(u)7 Tybew) L2(pirn) — (Cott + 02K (u, ), Oxew) L2(Dirm) (A.10)

(L4 025, 7)) (s Tyttt ) 2(oieny |

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

a0 (1,7) = a0 (T, 0), b 7)[E] = (T, 0)[T_¢] (A.11)

and note that similar identities hold for 7, and the cut-off functions (A.5). This allows the dependence on the
phase I" to be eliminated from the evolution (2.23) for the frozen perturbation V. This evolution is defined
in terms of the nonlinearities

Ro(v) = Ay v+ (1+020(Pg+v,0))0%(Pg + v) + f(Po + v) + co0x(Po + v)
+020, K (®g +v,0) + ax (P + v,0)0,(Po + v), (A.12)
Sl = 9(Po +v)[E] + 9 (Po + v)b(Po +v,0)[¢];

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

Ni() = f(®o +v) = f(®o) = Df(Po)v (A.13)
and noting that —co®, = ®f + f(Po) together with L, ¥ = 0, we may write
as(®o+v,0) = —xi(®o+v,0) [(Nf(v)a Yow)L2(Dn) — 02 (Ko (Po +v,0), i) L2(D:gn) A14)
+020(®o + v, 0)(Po + v, Pfh, ) L2(Dirm) |-
In a similar fashion, we may write
Ro(v) = Ay v+ Liwv +00(Po 4 v,0)050(Po + v) + Ny (v) + 020, Kc(Po + v) (A15)

+as (Do + v;0,¢0)0x(Po + v).
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Upon introducing the notation

TI (1}) = ;((I)O + v, O)@% [(I)O + ’U], (A 16)
Ti(w) = —xu(®o+v,0)0(Ro+v,0)(Po + v,11,)02[Po + 0], '
together with the combination
T(v) =Tr(v) + LTrr(v) (A.17)
and the expressions
Ri(v) = Np(©) = xi(Po+ )Ny (v), ) Ou[Po + ],
A18
Rir(0) = 0.Ke(®y+0,0) — xi(®o + ) (0K (@g + ,0), 1)y @0 + 0], (A.18)
we may recast (A.15) in the convenient form
Ro(v) = Ay v+ Liwv+Ri(v) +0?Ryr(v) + 2T (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 v > 1 rather than fixing v = 1.

Lemma B.1. Consider a nonnegative random variable X . Suppose that there exists two constants ©1 > 0
and ©5 > 0 so that the moment bound

EX? < [pP + ©4]07” (B.1)

holds for all integers p > 1. Then for every ¥ > 0 we have the estimate
P(X > 9) < 3exp[O2/(2¢)]exp | ——=5 | - (B.2)

2e07
Proof. This is a slight restatement of [11, Lem. B.1]. O

Corollary B.2. Consider a nonnegative random variable X and pick v > 1. Suppose that there exist two
constants ©1 > 0 and Oy > 0 so that the moment bound

EX? < [pP + ©47] 077 (B.3)
holds for all integers p > 1. Then for every ¥ > 0 we have the bound

191/1/

P(X > 9) < 3exp[©2/(2¢)] ST

(B.4)

Proof. Write Y = /X and pick an integer p’ > 1. Applying Holder’s inequality together with the estimate
Va+b< a+ V/bfora>0andb> 0, we obtain

EY? —EX?/ < [EX? ] < [(p) + 05|/ < [ + ey e . (B.5)
In view of Lemma B.1 this yields

,191/1/

]}D(\”/f > \”/1_9) < 3exp[O2/(2e)]exp W

: (B.6)

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

192
< - .
P(Z > 9) < 2Aexp [ 26@%} (B.7)
for all ¥ > 0. Then for all (reals) p > 1 we have
REZ? < (pP +In? A)(8¢©3%)P. (B.8)

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

192/1/
P(Z >9) <2Aexp | ———~ (B.9)
26@1/U

for all ¥ > 0. Then for all (real) p > 1 we have
EZ% < (p? + [In A]"?) ((8ev)©3)". (B.10)

Proof. Upon writing Y = {/Z, we observe that
P(Y > ¥) < 2A exp[—12/(20%")]. (B.11)

Applying Lemma B.3 with p’ = vp > 1, we obtain

EZ% = BY? < (p* +In[A]")(8¢07" )" = ((vp)"? + [In A]?) (8¢)"PO, (B.12)
which can be absorbed by the stated bound since v > 1. O

Corollary B.5. Pick v > 1 and consider a collection of non-negative random variables {Z;}N., for some
integer N > 2. Suppose that there exist two constants ©1 > 0 and ©2 > 0 so that the moment bound

EZP < [p? + 07| 0 (B.13)
holds for all integers p > 1 and all i € {1,...,N}. Then for all (real) p > 1 we have

E max Z7P < (p + [In N + ©5]"7) ((16ev)” O7)P. (B.14)
1eql,...,

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

192/1/
P( max Z;>9) <P(Z; >9)+...+P(Zn >U) < 3Nexp[O2/(2¢)]exp | ————| . (B.15)
ie{1,...,N} 2663/1/
Applying Corollary B.4 we hence obtain
B _max Z2 < (o7 + [N + Inf3/2] + €2/ (20)] ") (Ser) 63" (B.16)
1eql,...,
which can be absorbed in the stated estimate. O
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