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ABSTRACT. In the paper, effective filtering for a type of slow-fast data assimilation
systems in Hilbert spaces is considered. Firstly, the system is reduced to a system on
a random invariant manifold. Secondly, nonlinear filtering of the origin system can be
approximated by that of the reduction system. Finally, we apply the obtained result to
an example.

1. INTRODUCTION

Give a probability space (2,.%,P) and two separable Hilbert spaces H', H? with the
inner products (-, )y, (-, ")y> and the norms || - |lg, || - |lm2, respectively. Consider a
stochastic slow-fast system on H! x H?

it = Az + F(2f, %) + oy W7, ]

§ = LBy + 10, yf) + B W, D
where A, B are two linear operators on H', H?, respectively, and the interaction functions
F:H' x H? - H' and G : H! x H? — H? are Borel measurable. Moreover, Wy, W, are
two-sided H', H?-valued Brownian motions with covariance operators K, K, such that
trK; < oo,trKs < oo, respectively, and mutually independent. o; and o, are nonzero
real noise intensities, and ¢ is a small positive parameter representing the ratio of two
time scales. The type of systems (Il) have appeared in many fields, such as engineering
and science([21]). For example, the climate evolution consists of fast atmospheric and
slow oceanic dynamics, and state dynamic in electric power systems include fast- and
slowly-varying elements.

The research for systems () is various. Let us mention some referrences. Schmalfuf3-
Schneider [22] observed the invariant manifold for systems () in finite dimensional Hilbert
spaces H',H?. When H' H? are infinite dimensional, and only the fast part contains a
finite dimensional noise, Fu-Liu-Duan [9] studied the invariant manifold of systems ().
Stochastic average of systems () is considered in [12,[I7]. By comparing the slow manifold
reduction with the averageing principle reduction, we point out that the conditions of the
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former are shorter and the reduction system of the former is easier to simulate on the
computer.

Fix a separable Hilbert space H? with the inner product (-, )ys and the norm || - ||gs.
The nonlinear filtering problem for the slow component z¢ with respect to a H?-valued
observation process {r<,0 < s < t} (See Subsection [B.Jlin details) is to evaluate the ‘filter’
E[o(27)|R5], where ¢ is a Borel measurable function such that E|¢(z5)| < oo for t € [0, 77,
and RS is the o-algebra generated by {r,0 < s < t}. In essence, the nonlinear filtering
is to achieve the best estimate for the origin system state, given only noisy observations
for the system. It provides an algorithm for estimating a state of a random dynamical
system based on noisy measurements. Stochastic filtering is important in many practical
applications, from inertial guidance of aircrafts and spacecrafts to weather and climate
prediction.

When H! H? H? are finite dimensional, the nonlinear filtering problems of multi-
scale systems have been widely studied. Let us recall some results. In [I1], Imkeller-
Namachchivaya-Perkowski-Yeong showed that the filter E[¢(z5)|R;] converges to the ho-
mogenized filter by double backward stochastic differential equations and asymptotic tech-
niques. Recently, Papanicolaou-Spiliopoulos [13] also studied this convergence problem by
independent version technique and then applied it to statistical inference. When jumps
processes are added in the system (), the author proved the convergence by weak conver-
gence technique in [I8]. Besides, in [19] and [25], the author and two coauthors reduced
the system ([IJ) to a system on a random invariant manifold, and showed that E[¢(z5)|R¢]
converges to the filter of the reduction system. Thus, a new method to study the nonlinear
filtering problem for multiscale systems is offered.

For a general system z° on a Hilbert space, that is to say, there is no fast component
y°, its nonlinear filtering problem has been studied by Sritharan [23] and Hobbs-Sritharan
[10]. However, for nonlinear filtering problems of multiscale systems on Hilbert spaces,
nowadays there are no related results. Moreover, the type of problems have appeared in
applications. (cf. [24])

In the paper, we consider a nonlinear filtering for the system (Il) in general Hilbert
spaces by following up the line in [19] and [25]. Firstly, the system is reduced to a system
on a random invariant manifold. Moreover, our result covers the known result in [3] 9.
Secondly, the nonlinear filtering of the origin system can be approximated by that of the
reduction system. And this result generalizes the result in [19].

It is worthwhile to mention our conditions and techniques. Firstly, the linear operators
A and B may be unbounded, which can contain usual differential operators. Secondly,
a general method of constructing random invariant manifolds for fast-slow systems is to
transform those origin systems to non-random systems by stationary solutions of auxil-
iary equations and then construct random invariant manifolds for the obtained systems
(c.f.[22 19 25], etc.). However, the existence of stationary solutions usually need strong
conditions. Here we directly construct a random invariant manifold in terms of the system
(@) itself. Therefore, our conditions are weaker than that in [22] [19, 25]. Finally, since
these stochastic evolution equations on random slow manifolds have no Markov property,
some techniques, such as the Zakai equations in [14] [I5 [16] and backward stochastic
differential equations in [I1], do not work. Therefore, we use an exponential martingale
technique to treat these nonlinear filtering problems.



This paper is arranged as follows. In Section B2 we introduce basic concepts about
random dynamical systems and random invariant manifolds. We present the framework
of the probability space and the system in Section Bl Our method for reduced filtering
is placed in Section M. In Section [, the nonlinear filtering problem is introduced and
the approximation theorem of the filtering is proved. And then, we apply the obtained
result to an example in Section @l In Section [7, we summarize all the results in the paper.
Finally, the proof of Theorem is placed in Section [§

The following convention will be used throughout the paper: C with or without indices
will denote different positive constants (depending on the indices) whose values may
change from one place to another.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In the section, we introduce some notations and basic concepts in random dynamical
systems.

2.1. Notation and terminology. Let Z(H') be the Borel o-algebra on H', and B(H')
be the set of all real-valued bounded Borel-measurable functions on H'. Let C(H') be the
set of all real-valued continuous functions on H', and C}(H') denote the collection of all
functions of C(H') which are bounded and Lipschitz continuous. And set

B [p(x1) — P(x2)]
91l := maxc ()] + max =

, ¢ eC(HY).

2.2. Random dynamical systems ([I]). Let (£2,.%#,P) be a probability space, and
(0;)ier a family of measurable transformations from Q to Q satisfying for s,t € R,

bp =1la, Oprs=10;00;. (2)
If for each t € R, 6, preserves the probability measure P, i.e.,
;P =P,
(Q, F,P; (0;)ier) is called a metric dynamical system.
Definition 2.1. Let (X, 27) be a measurable space. A mapping
P RXxOAxX—=X, (tw,y)— ot,w,y)

is called a measurable random dynamical system (RDS), or in short, a cocycle, if these
following properties hold:
(i) Measurability: ¢ is BR) @ F @ X' | Z -measurable,
(i) Cocycle property: p(t,w) satisfies the following conditions
@(07 w) = idXv

and for w € Q) and all s,t € R

Pt +5,w) = @(t, Bsw) 0 (s, w),

(1ii) Continuity: ¢(t,w) is continuous fort € R.
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2.3. Random invariant manifolds ([22]). Let ¢ be a random dynamical system on
the normed space (X, | - [|x).

A family of nonempty sets M = {M(w)},eq is called a random set in X if for w € Q,
M (w) is a closed set in X and for every y € X, the mapping

Q35w dist(y, M(w)) == el/\r}tf( : |z —yllx

is measurable. Moreover, if M satisfies
et w, M(w)) C M(bw), t20, we,

M is called (positively) invariant with respect to .
In the sequel, we consider a random set defined by a Lipschitz continuous function.
Concretely speaking, we will define a mapping by

QxH' > (w,r) ~ H(w,z) € H?,

where for all w € Q, H(w, x) is globally Lipschitzian in z and for any z € H!, w — H(w, z)
is a H2-valued random variable. Thus, set

M(w) = {(z, H(w, z))|z € H'},

and then M is a random set in H! x H? ([22, Lemma 2.1]). Moreover, the random set
M(w) is called a Lipschitz random invariant manifold if it is (positively) invariant with
respect to some random dynamical system.

3. FRAMEWORK

In the section, we present some results which will be applied in the following sections.

Let Q! := Cy(R, H') be the collection of all strongly continuous functions f : R — H!
with f(0) = 0. And then it is equipped with the compact-open topology. Let .#! be its
Borel o-algebra and P* the distribution of W, on Q. Set

jwi(-) == wi(-+1t) —wi(t), w €, teR,

and then (6] ),cg satisfy ([2). Moreover, by the property of P! we obtain that (Q', #! P!, 6])
is a metric dynamical system. Next, set Q2 := Cy(R, H?). And then we define .2, P?, §?
by the similar means to .Z !, P* #}. Thus, (Q?,.72, P2 60?) becomes another metric dy-
namical system. Set

Q=0'"xQ?* F:=F'xF* P:=P' xP? 0, :=0] x0?

and then (Q,.% P, 0,) is a metric dynamical system that is used in the sequel.

Consider the slow-fast system () on H' x HZ, i.e.
{ i = Az® + F (2%, %) + o W7, '
UF = 1By + 1G(2%, y7) + W,
We make the following hypotheses:
(H1) There exists a y; > 0 such that

lel < e, <0, (3)
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where ||e?|| stands for the norm of the operator e/, and {e?* ¢ > 0} is a strongly
continuous semigroup on H' and

lef <1, t>0. (4)
(Hz) There exists a v, > 0 such that for any y € H?,
(BY, vz < —72llyle.
(H3) There exists a positive constant L such that for all (xq,v1), (22, y2) € H' x H?
[F(z1,91) — Fla2,y2) [l < L([lz1 — @2l + lly1 — yallme),
and
|G (21, 91) = G2, y2) w2 < Ll[1 — zallwr + llyr — vllwe),
and F(0,0) = G(0,0) = 0.

(Ha)
Yo > L.

R(j,gmark 3.1. By (Hy), we know that £ generates a strongly continuous semigroup
{e=t )t >0} on H? and

le?ll < e t>o0. (5)
And (Hg) admits us to obtain that for any x € H', y € H?
1F (@, y) |l < L(llzllme + l[yllue),  [1G(@,y)llwz < L(|zllm + [|ylls2)- (6)

In the following, we give the definition of mild solutions to the system (I) and then state
that the system (I]) has a unique mild solution which generates a RDS. Let H := H! x H?
with the norm ||z||g = ||z|lm + ||y||mz for z = (x,y) € H. Let C([a, b}, H) be the collection
of strongly continuous functions on [a, b] with values in H.

Definition 3.2. Let s € R, T > 0 and 2y = (xo,yo) € H. 2°(t) = 2°(¢, s,w; 20) is said to
be a mild solution to the system (1) on the interval (s,s + T if (1) 2°(s) = zo, (ii) 2°(t)
satisfies the following integral equation
‘(1) = s\ 6A(t—8)$0+f: eA(t—")F(xf,,yf)dr+f; eA(t_T)Uldwl(T)
ST ) T ey [LeROILG (s y)dr + [ e AWy (r)
fort € [s,s+T]| and w € Q, (iii) z°(t) belongs to C([s,s + T], H).

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that (H; )-(Hy) are satisfied. Let s € R,T > 0 and zo = (xo,y0) €
H. Then the system (1) has a unique mild solution 2°(t,s,w; zy) fort € [s,s +T] and
w € Q. Moreover, set ¢ (t,w)z := 2°(t,0,w; 20),t = 0, and then ¢°(t,w) is a RDS.

The above theorem is similar to Theorem 3.3 in [3]. To the readers’ convenience, we
give a proof in the Appendix.
4. REDUCTION ON RANDOM INVARIANT MANIFOLDS

In the section, we prove that the origin system can be approximated by the reduction

system on a random invariant manifold.
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4.1. Random invariant manifolds. In the subsection, we prove that the system ()
has a random invariant manifold. Firstly, we introduce some spaces. Let

Cu, = {¢ € C((—o0, s, H') : supe= || (t) || < oo} :

t<s

Ci = {¢ € C((—o0, 5], H?) : sup e || (t) w2 < oo} ,
e’ t<s

ch = {cb € C(R,HY) : sup e[ ¢(8) s < oo} |
€ teR

¢ = {¢ € C(R,H?) : sup e="||¢(t) |2 < OO} ’
€ teR

where p is a positive constant and satisfies v — L > u > 0. Let C;S = Ci; X Ci_s with

the norm ||z||cf = supe="9|2(t)||u for z € Cy _, and Cu := Cj x Ci with the norm

IS

||Z||cu supest|| () |lm forz€C§.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that (Hy)—(Hy) are satisfied. Let s € R and xo € H'. Then there
exists a g > 0 such that for 0 < € < g9, the following integral equation has a unique
solution z; = (z5,y;) fort < s:

o (@) o ST gdr = J e Pond W)
L B S s I LIG (s, g )dr + [ e D 2 dWy(r) U< s,

£

Ty = To-

Proof. Set for z¢ = (z°,y°) € Cu,
—e A(t—s) _ s A(t—r)F ¥ €)d s JA(t—r) dw
’C(ZE)(t) — ’Cl('i)(t) — € ; I’OB({/;; (13 ( rayr) r—= féter } 01 1( ) ’
Ko (29)(t) e LG, g)dr+ [ AWy (r)
t<s, (8)
and then K is well defined on CQ o Indeed, we calculate that for z° = (z5,9°) € Cw ,

sup e= 7 [[ e || < sup e= e ||z || < ol |am,
t<s t<s
S S
sup e£ ('~ / AR, g)dr|| < supet s S)/ e L o + 115 )
t<s t HL t<s t

/N

L (supes ||zt||H) sup/ (S gy
t<s t<s Jt¢

el
= <supes(t s)||zf||H), a.s., 9)
m— &1 t<s
and
L (t—s) ' E(t_r)l P 1 E(t—s) ' —2(t-r) 7€ i€
sup €= € G(Imyr)d S —supes e = L(erHHl + ||yr||H2)dr
t<s — o S H2 € t<s — o




L t
< g(supe‘é“—swufnﬂ) [ e

t<s —00

L
= <sup eg(t_s)HszH) . a.S.. (10)
Y2 — B\ t<s

By [5, Proposition 3.1], it holds that

sup e / A g dW (1) <00, a.S.,
1<s t H?

E(t—s) t E(t—r) 09
supes ex —dWh(r)|| < oo, a.s..
1<s o Ve H?

In the following, we show that K is contractive. For z%!

deduction to (@) (I0)), one can obtain that

252 € C;s, by the same

E(t—s =€ =€ eL E(t—s)|| € =€
sup e =) [0y (251 () — K1 (252) (1) || < (supes“ izt - zﬂnH) ,

~
t<s H—E71 \\t<s

(supe‘é“-@nzf’l _ zf’2||H) |
t

IS

su e%(t—s) ) 2871 — Ky 2&,2 , <
up e [[IC(21) (8) = Ka(2)(0) e <

Thus, we get that
sup 20 (=) (1) - K0l < sup et [y (2 () - Ka (220

t<s t<s

+sup =) I (20 (1) — Ka(272) (8) | e

t<s

L L
< ( 2 + ) (supe%(t_s)HZf’l - Zf’2||H> .
H—emn T2 M t<s

Therefore, in order to prove that K is contractive, one only needs to show that
el L

+ < 1.
=&Y 72— M
Note that v — L > > 0, and then
L
< 1.
T2 — M
Thus, there exists a g9 > 0 such that for any 0 < & < &,
L L
° <1,

+
p—eY  Y2—p
and furthermore K is contractive. So, Eq.(7) has a unique solution. The proof is com-
pleted. O

Next, we study a property of the solution to Eq.([T). First of all, for u € (—o0, s), Eq.()
can be rewritten as

s eAlt=wge 4 [PeAC (g g )dr + [ et oy dW ()
HE = B (t—u) e " Bt—r)1 SE [t B(t—r) o9 U St <s.
Yy e= g + [, e TG (T, g )dr + [, e =TT Z2d W (r)
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That is, the dynamic of Eq.([) is the same as that of the system (). Thus, by Theorem
it holds that for r < s

T (Ouw) = 70, (W), Ur(0uw) = Yrpy (W), u<s—r (11)
Remark 4.2. Set

_ T * By 02
HES — g = - (s r)_G € 7°)d / - (s r)_dW
o) =i = [ oGl apar+ [ e Zam),

and then for x},z2 € H', it holds that

Le<s

(72 = 1) [1 - (ufﬁm + WL_M)}

where we use (4) (I0). Besides, it follows from (I1) that fort < s,

[, a8) = HE* 0, 3) s < loj —afllas,  (12)

H o) = [ cFO26 (55 (0), 5O )) dr

—00

1 / e?<8—r>%dw2(r)(9t_sw)

t t

_ g(t—r)}G = 79)d / 2= 72 gy

| et e+ [t Taw)
= - (13)

Theorem 4.3. (A random invariant manifold)

Assume that (Hy)—(Hy) are satisfied. Let zo = (xg,y0) € H. Then for 0 < e < e, ¢° has

a random invariant manifold

M (w) = {(z, H(w, x)),z € H'},
where for w € Q, the Lipschitz constant of H*°(w, ) is bounded by
L

eL L '
(2 — 1) [1 N <u—€~r1 + 'yz—u)]
Moreover, MF® is exponentially attracting in the following sense: for any zy = (o, Yo),
there exists a Zy = (Zo, Jo) € M*(w) such that

~ e <t
o8t w)z — (8. w)ola < T (@ +20)l|olls + 2R W) ), 20, (14)
where
el L

M =

)

+
=& T2 M

Ly
+supes
HIL t<0

0
/ 6A(t_r)0'1 dWl (7’)

t

t B (o))
/_OO e?(t_r)%dWQ(r)

R(w) :=supe="

t<0

H2
Proof. First of all, set

M (w) = {(x, He’ogw,x)),x c Hl} ,



and then by (I2), it holds that M*®(w) is a random set. And based on (I3]) one can justify
that M*®(w) is invariant with respect to ¢°. Therefore, M®(w) is a Lipschitz random
invariant manifold with respect to °.

Next, we prove ([4)). For this, set

ZE — < l? ) (,’,U(), (I - |t‘B) y0>7 t < 07
RN = (t,w) (o, %0), t>0,

and

7 (t) i _Zt€ + IC(Z;)(t% t < O>
o —(eMzg, €= tyo) + (eAtxoaeftlcz( )(0)), t>0,

where K is defined in (§). And then we consider the following integral equation
X; = [T M P (@ + XEys + ) = Flag,yp) |dr
ve ) Zo(t) + t  B—r)1
! Sl e LG+ X5 s+ Y) = Glas, ) | dr
For Z¢ := (X®,Y®) € Cu, set

. Ri(Z8)(t
R(Z%)(1) =(REZ§8)

— [T P (2 + X5y + V) — Fag,y7) | dr
ffoo e%(t"‘)% G(xs+ XE, 45+ YF) — G(as,ye) |dr

and then R : Cu > Cu is well defined. Indeed, for Z° = (X*,Y*) € Cx, by (Hy)(Ha) we
compute

,te R (15)

= Z(](t) +

)

supe='|| Zo(t)llm < supe='|| Zo(t)|[m + sup = || Zo(t) |l
teR t<0 t>0

© © _

< supes! (|12 1w + 1K) (8)|[m) + supe'e” 2t<H?JoHH2+||’C2( )(0)||H2>
<0 >0

< sup e[ flm + llwollw + M sup e |2 lm + R(w) + [|yo]ue
t<0 t<0
[ Ko (2%)(0) ]| 2

< sup e[ flm + llwollw + M sup e |2 lm + R(w) + [|yo]ue
+<0 t<0
+M Sup e=!|| 2 |lu + R(w)

< (1+2M SUP@JHZt e + l|lzoller + llyollme + 2R(w)

< (2+42M (H%HHI + llyollme) + 2R(w)

)
)
= (2+2M)]|z0[l + 2R(w). (16)
Besides, it follows from (Hq)—(Hy) that

supe%t/ e M F(af + X5, ys + V) — F(af, yf) [mdr
t

teR

< L(supe%tHZfHH) sup/ ele—m)t=r) gy
teR teR Jt
9



eL Bey e
(sup 21127 1), (17)
= &1 \ ter

and

1 t
Loupett / RO Gaf + X5 yf 4+ YE) — Glat, o) sedr

€ teR —00
L L1 g2 ")
< —(supes | Z; ||H> sup ele dr
€ \teR teR J 0o
Lty rre
supe<’||Z ) 18
(o177 s (18)

Thus, by combining (I6]) (I7) with (I8)), one can get that
sup ¢ = R(Z°) (1) | < sup e='[|R1(Z°)(#) [l + sup e[| Ra(Z°) (1) w2 < oe.
teR teR teR

Next, for Z*!, Z%* € Cx, by the similar deduction to (IT7) (I8) we know that

4 € € eL £ € €
sup e[ R (24 (1) = R (2°) (1) s < (sup et = 277,
S

U= EV1 \ teR
sup 1| Ra(2°1) (1) = Ra(Z°3) (1)l < (sup et — 27|l ).
teR Y2 — 1N teR

Thus, one can have that

Stu[gegtllR(Za’l)(t) —R(Z)()llw < supe='[Ri(Z7)(t) = Ri(Z%) (1) |
€

teR

+sup e[ Ra(Z5)(1) — Ra(Z°%) (1) e

teR

eL L
< ( b ) (sw et 25 - 227,
K—=&r 72— K/ NieRr

So, for 0 < e < g9, R : Cg > Cg is contractive. That is, Eq.(I5) has a unique solution
denoted as Z¢ = (X¢,Y*®). Moreover,

sup e[| 2] < ((2+ 20) 20l + 2R(w)
te

1-M
and then

e
1-M

s i g Xy
= 7€ = g _'_ € Y
K < Yy ) < Yy ) < Yy )

and then by simple calculation, it holds that zf = (&5, 77) solves uniquely the following
equation

o=

t
(M [ERS

<(2+2M)Hzo||H+2R(w)), t>0. (19)

Set

= { K(29)(b), t <0,
' Pe(t,w)(75,95), t>0.

Thus, by Lemma [l we know that Z; solves Eq.([@) for ¢ < 0. In particular, g5 =
H*%(w, 7§), which yields that (Z§,75) € M®(w). So, we take Zy = (Z§,95). Since zf =
10



©°(t,w)(T5, 75) for t > 0, Zf = ¢°(t,w)Z for t > 0. Note that 7§ — 2§ = X[, 95 — yf = Y.
Thus, by (), it holds that

l™(t, w)z0 — @ (8, w)Zolle = (=7, 97) = (77, 45) | = 1127 ||

t

(7

e
1—M
The proof is completed. O

o=

N

((2 20|20l + 2R(w)), t>0.

4.2. A reduced system on the random invariant manifold M¢. In the subsection,
we prove that there exists a reduced system on the random invariant manifold M* such
that it will approximate the original system () for sufficiently long time.

By Theorem [£3], we can obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.4. (A reduced system on the random invariant manifold)

Assume that (Hy)—(Hy) hold. Let zg = (zo,y0) € H. Then for 0 < e < gy and the system
(1) with the initial value 2°(0) = zy, there exists the following system on the random
invariant manifold Me:

& = Aif + F (¥, 5°) + o W1, (20)
JF = H*(Q.w, 7),
such that for almost all w,
_ Ky
125(tw) — Z(tw)la < 16_M((2+2M)||z0]|H+2R(w)), t>0, (21

where Z5(t) = (2°(t), y°(t)) is the solution of the system (20) with the initial value z°(0) =
(25, H*(w, 7).

Remark 4.5. By (21)), we know that when € is enough small ort is sufficiently large, the
system (20) will approximate the system ().

5. AN APPROXIMATE FILTER ON THE INVARIANT MANIFOLD

In the section we introduce nonlinear filtering problems for the system () and the
reduced system (20) on the random invariant manifold, and then study their relation.

5.1. Nonlinear filtering problems. In the subsection we introduce nonlinear filtering
problems for the system ([Il) and the reduced system (20).

Let {B;(t,w)}i>1 be a family of mutually independent one-dimensional Brownian mo-
tions on (Q, #,P). Construct a cylindrical Brownian motion on H? with respect to
(Q, Z,P) by

W(t) == Wa(t,w) = > Bi(tw)e;, weQ, te[0,00),
i=1
where {e;};>1 is a complete orthonormal basis for H?. It is easy to justify that the
covariance operator of the cylindrical Brownian motion Wj is the identity operator I on
H3. Note that W is not a process on~]HI3. It is convenient to realize W3 as a continuous
process on an enlarged Hilbert space H?, the completion of H? under the inner product

<x7y>1ﬁ13 = 22_i<x7 ei)HS <y7€i>H37 T,y € Hg’
=1

11



Note that here W3 may be either independent of Wy and W5, or dependent on W; and

Wy ( seeld]).
In the following, fix a Borel measurable function h(z,y) : H' x H> — H3. For h, we
make the following hypothesis:

(Hs) There exists a C > 0 such that  sup  ||h(x,y)|lms < Cy and h(x,y) is Lipschitz
(z,y)EH! xH2
continuous in (z,y) whose Lipschitz constant is denoted by ||h||Lip-

Next, for 7" > 0, an observation system is given by

t
=W+ [ aaids, e 0.7
0

Under the assumption (Hs), r© is well defined. Set

t
(051 = exp{— [ ez, amas / (e, v r|H3ds}

and then by [6, Proposition 10.17], (I')~! is an exponential martingale under P. Thus,
[6, Theorem 10.14] admits us to obtain that r© is a cylindrical Brownian motion under a
new probability measure P° via
dPe o
aP = (%)™

Rewrite I'] as

t
Ff:exp{/ (h(z$,y5),d / 1A (x5, ys HH3dS}
0

pi(0) = E[o(a)TFIR]], ¢ € B(H),

where E° stands for the expectation under P, RS = o(r<: 0 < s < t) VN and N is the
collection of all P-measure zero sets. And set

() = E[¢(«f)|R7], ¢ € B(H),
and then by the Kallianpur-Striebel formula it holds that

pi(9)
pi(1)
Here p; is called the nonnormalized filtering of xf with respect to R, and 7y is called
the normalized filtering of x; with respect to Rj, or the nonlinear filtering problem for x;
with respect to R;.

Besides, we rewrite the reduced system (20)) as

and define

T (¢) =

° = AT° + Fa(u),iﬁ) + O'1W1,
where F*(w,z) := F(z, H*°(f.w, x)), and study the nonlinear filtering problem for . Set
he(w, x) == h(x, H(l.w, x)),

s .= exp{/ (h¥(w, 7%), drd) s — —/ I1h# (w HHgds}



and then by [6l Proposition 10.17], fj is an exponential martingale under P°. Thus, we
define

7 (¢) = E°[o(7;) TR,

w(0) =000 e ),

/)t(l)’

and then study the relation between 7; and 7;.

5.2. The relation between 7; and 7;. In the subsection we investigate the relation of
m; and 7; for € small enough. Let us start with two estimations.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that (H;)—(Hs) are satisfied. Then
P D
Bl <ew{ (5 +5)ar}, tep poo

Proof. By the Jensen inequality it holds that

E° |7 (1) = E° |E°[TF R3]

<E° [E0S|7IRs]) = E°(ITG| 7).
So, by the definition of f‘ ¢ we know that

B 7) = E [ o{n | waer+L/Mf s |
ew{- [ ()i - L [ s s
.wp{cg+§)/meumeM}]

&7

(5

/A

expi—p [ (h(w,),d ——/ 17 (w deS}]

(2
- {(§2)en)

where the last step is based on the fact that exp {—p fo (he (w, 72), drs) gs — % (f 17 (w, ii)H]%Igds}
is an exponential martingale under P°. The proof is completed. U

Lemma 5.2. Under (Hy)—(Hs), it holds that for 0 < e < &y and ¢ € CL(H"),

-0 < 1 (e 2n00))

[1— M
x(e—%tp+ i), te 0,7, p>2

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of .
13



Proof. For ¢ € C}(H') and p > 2, by the definition of p(¢), pf(¢) it holds that
E*|pi(¢) = pi(@))" = E°

— FE°

B2 ()T | RS] — B2 [ () RS

B2 [(a)T5 — ()% Re] [
< & B ot - ori] e |
— B [|o()r; - 0@ |
2P-VE* [|¢(a5)T5 — $(3)T5)7)
+277 B [|0(a)T; — 0(@)T| |

= Jl + Jg. (22)
To Jy, by the Holder inequality, we know that
Jio< 2NE [|(af) — o (E) )V (B |15

N

< 2ol s ||27">”2<E€exp{2pf5 (s ) drds = 55 ) A2, ) s
1/2
2
ooxp { &5 [ 1w, yo)l[Eadds — 3 J7 Ih(as. v5) [Bds

. 2py 1/2
< 2ol i (B (@ + 200l zolls + 2R(w) ) ) epronCET2,
(23)
where the last step is based on Theorem [£.4] and the fact that the process
exp {Qp fot (h(x5, ), drs)gs (2‘” fo || (25, ys)||H3ds} is an exponential martingale under
PP=.
Next, for Jy, it holds that

Jo < 2B | |r% - T

]
Based on the Ito formula, I'; and ff solve the following equations, respectively,

t t
re=14 / DS (h(a%, ), drf)g, TS =14 / P (7 (0, 35), dr) g
0 0

So, it follows from the BDG inequality and the Holder inequality that

t p
g - mif] = || [ (g - Biwan.a) ||
0
t o 2 p/2
< FEf {/ Lih(as, yo) — TSh®(w, 759)|| ds]
0 H?
t . p
< et [ rones ) - B ) ds
0

Lih(a3, ys) — D3 (w, 75)

t
< op-iTr/2-1 / o " ds
0 3

14



Ef || T2h% (w, i°) — T2he (w, %)

t p
4op=17p/2-1 / ds
0 3

= ng -+ e]22.
For Js, by the similar deduction to J; we have

<Ea <(2 + 2M)||zolm + 2R(w))2p> 1/2

—Lgp

&

J21 < 2P 1Tp/2 1/ ||h||L1pW

Xep(2p I)C,LT/2dS
1 . 2py 1/2
g (B (@ + 22l +2R)) )
Xep(2p—1)CﬁT/2i[1 _ 6—%tp].
Hp
And for Js, it follows from the bounded property of h that

2P~ 1Tp/2 1||h||L2p

t
Joy < 2071TP2E1CP / Ee|re - 1 as.
0
So,
B llre—e] < oo —1  C (m((2+2m 2r(w)) ")
[ } S 'm@( (( + 2M) |20 |lm + (W)) )
t ~ |P
+C/ E° IS — T/ ds,
0

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of €, u. By the Gronwall inequality it holds that

- P 1 c 2p 1/2
€ e 1€ < . _ € .
E [rt I }\C [1_M]pup(E ((2+2M)Hzo||H+2R(w)> )
Thus,
1 € 2py 1/2
L PPN — ) .
T2 < 2OIPC - e (B (2 4+ 20 o+ 2R()) ) (24)
Finally, combining (22)) with (23)) and (24]), we obtain that
B 15i(6)— FOF < 2ol (B ((2 4+ 2M 2rw) )"
510) = FOF < 27 ol (B (@ + 200 ol + 2R()) )
% eP(2p—1)CiT/2
1 €
e I [[Jo e —

x (E& (@4 200) 0]l + 2R()) )

2py 1/2
< ol (B2 (2 + 200l z0lls + 2R(w) ) )
1 M]
X (e‘gt” + i)
1p
This proves the lemma. O

Now, we are ready to state and prove the main result in the paper. First of all, we give

out two concepts used in the proof of Theorem [B.5l
15



Definition 5.3. For the set Ml C C}(H"), if the convergence nh_)rrolo o(z,) = ¢(x), Vo € M,
for some x,x, € H', implies that lim x,, = x, it is said that M strongly separates points
in H. o

Definition 5.4. For the set N C CL(H"), if p,, and p are probability measures on B(H"),
such that nh_}IIolo Jap @ dpn = [ @ dp for any ¢ € N, then p, converges weakly to i, it is

said that N is convergence determining for the topology of weak convergence of probability
measures.

Theorem 5.5. (Approximation by the reduced filter on the invariant manifold)
Under (Hy)—(Hs), there ezists a positive constant C' such that for 0 < ¢ < g9 and ¢ €
C; (HY)

o)~ < 1o S (a(l 0 s 20) )

[1— M
} 1/4
X (e_%t” + i) , tel0,T], p>2.

Thus, for the distance d(-,-) in the space of probability measures that induces the weak
convergence, the following approximation holds:

Cv/p 16p~ 1/16p
g =& <
B 7)) < gy (B(@+ 20l + 2R(0)) )
gy e \1/4p
x (e 4Mp) .

Proof. For ¢ € C}(H'), the Holder inequality, Lemma [5.I] and Lemma admit us to
obtain that

Elmi () -7 (o))" = E

pi(0) — 7i(0) ’
pi(1)
Py (Cb;%(lf))t (Cb) (¢
2 (Epi(9) — 5 (0)*)" (E151)™)
+2 7 gl1P (B 165 (1) - 55 (V1) (155 (1))
=2H@W¢>pw%wW®fm%FW

(
(
2ol (B 15 (1) - (DI T) 2 (B 350 15) 2
(
(

)pi(l) — /(1)
pi(1)

+ 2P 1R Ty

—m (0

p

)pf(l) -
pi(1)
1/2

or-lE

/A

N

2! (B 1pi(0) - <¢>|4p>”4 (B |57 ) " (B= g )
w27 ol (B |or (1) — o) (B [ o)) (e s )

e (E<@+QNOWﬂH+2R(D@Yﬂ

M?
ug, € )1/4 e |7 1/2
(e o (B |T5%)

C
[ =M

N

/N

= ol (B(2+200)z0lls + 2R)) 05 ) "
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—Lip i)l/ EE TS 1/2
(e +4Mp (B |T5%)

< ol s (B2 + 200 ol +2R0)) )

[M]

R |—2) /16 —%tp+ € \1/4 EF T, 1/2
(BT oy )

In the following, we estimate E|I'5.|2, E° [T'%|*. By simple calculations, it holds that

20 = & ({2 [ et s+ 2 [ I pls )

(0 {—2 [ ot amiona -5 [ i ias))

22 2 g e ,.e\]|2
oxp {2 [ e, ) Eods + 2 R CARIERE

< exp {BCiT} ,

= E

where the last step is based on the fact that exp {—2 I3 (h(x2, y2), dWs(s)) s — & for [|h(as, yi)H%{sds}
is an exponential martingale under P. By the similar deduction to above, we know that

E° |T5)° < exp {crry .

Thus,
C 16p~ 1/16
Bl (6) = 7O < ol =gz (B(+ 20)llalls + 2R () )
( ——tp_'_ 4lup)l/4

Next, notice that there exists a countable algebra {¢;,i = 1,2,---} of C}(H') that
strongly seperates points in H'. By [8, Theorem 3.4.5], it furthermore holds that {¢;,i =
1,2,---} is convergence determining for the topology of weak convergence of probability
measures. For two probability measures u, 7 on Z(H'), set

7_) :i |fH1¢idM_fH1¢idT"

2i

and then d is a distance in the space of probability measures on Z(H'). Since {¢;,i =
1,2, -} is convergence determining for the topology of weak convergence of probability
measures, d induces the weak convergence. The proof is completed. ([l

Remark 5.6. By the above theorem, we know that when € goes to zero, w; approrimates

75 . Therefore, w; could be understood as the nonlinear filtering problem for xi with respect
to R;.

6. AN EXAMPLE

Example 6.1. Let D be a domain in R3 with smooth boundary dD. Consider the following
coupled hyperbolic and parabolic equation

vy + v — Av = f(v, v, 0) + 01W1,t >0,xr €D,
17



g9 . -

—Wh,t >0,x €D,

N !

v=0, 06=0, t>0, ze€dD, (25)

where v > 0,k > 0 are constants, A is the Laplace operator and f : R® — R and
g : R3 = R are Lipschitz continuous with a Lipschitz constant L > 0.

The type of equations are usually used to describe a thermoelastic phenomenon in a
random medium(c.f.[3]). Here v denotes the displacement and 0 is the temperature. And
the parameter -y describes resistance forces, and the white noise processes Wi and W
model random fluctuations in external loads (W) and in thermal sources (Ws). If the
temperature evolves fastly, then the hyperbolic equation is coupled to a parabolic equation
with different characteristic timescales.

Neat, we rewrite Fq.(23) as

i° = Ax® 4+ F(2°,y°) + 01W1, '
§° = LBy + L0, y) + B W,

co()am (s 5 ) e { gl )1 ()

= kA, G2, y°) = g(v, v, 0), Wo = Wy,

0, — 2rA0 = Zg(v,0,0) +
g 9

where

We take H' = H}(D) x Lo(D) and H? = Lo(D), where Lo(D) and Hi(D) are the usual
Sobolev spaces. Thus, Eq.(23) is in our framework. Moreover, by simple calculation, we
know that (Hy)—(Hs) are satisfied with v1 = v,y = k. If Kk > L, it follows from Theorem
that for zo = (xg, o) € H := H! x H?, Eq.([23) has a unique mild solution z°(t,0,w; 2)
fort €[0,T] and w € Q2. And Theorem[].4) admits us to obtain that for 0 < € < gq, there
exists the following reduced system on the random invariant manifold ME:

it = AF + F (3, ) + o1 W,
= H (Ow, 7).

In the following, we consider the nonlinear filtering problem of Eq.(23). Taking H? =
Ly(D), one can construct a cylindrical Brownian motion W3 on H?. And then we give an
observation system by

= Ws(t) + /t sin(z$)ds, te[0,7T].

Thus, it is easy to justify that h(x,y) = sinx satisfies (Hs). By Theoreml[Zd, the distance
of the nonlinear filtering for x* and “the nonlinear filtering” for ¢ is characterized.

7. CONCLUSIONS

In the paper, we consider an effective filtering for a type of slow-fast data assimilation
systems in general Hilbert spaces. It is proved that the origin system can be reduced
to a system on a random invariant manifold constructed by the direct way. And then,
the nonlinear filtering of the origin system can be approximated by that of the reduction

system.
18



Of course, one could consider other different expressions for the noisy terms in the
equations (multiplicative, cylindrical, etc). We will investigate the possibility of doing a
similar reduction and the related nonlinear filtering in the future.

8. APPENDIX

In this Appendix, we present the proof of Theorem 3.3
Proof of Theorem B.3l First of all, we prove that the system (II) has a unique mild
solution. Define an operator J : C([s,s + T],H) — C([s, s + T, H) by

o TG\ eAt=9) 1 +f et TF(I e dr—l—f e traldVVl()
j(Z )(t) = ( j2(zg)(t) ) = ( 65(1‘, sy _'_J“ es(t r IG( T’yr d?”—l—f e B (t—r) Uzdw( ))

And then J is well defined. In fact, based on (H;) and [6, Theorem 5.2], eA*=*)z; and
f: eAt=" g dW,(r) are strongly continuous. Taking ¢;,t, € [s,s 4+ T],t; < ts, we obtain
that

_l_

t1 to
[y = [ AR
t1 t1
[ = [P ar

S S H1
t1 to
|y = [P g ar

t1 to
< [P0 — AP g dr+ [P D e

t1

Hl

<

Hl

t1
< / | F (25, y5) — A=t P (g8, yf)HH1 dr + L( sup HszH) (ta — t1),

s te(s,s+T)
where the last step is based on (@) and (). The dominated convergence theorem admits
us to get that f; eAU=T) F(x2, 95 )dr is strongly continuous. Thus, J;(2°)(t) is strongly
continuous. By the same deduction to above, we know that J2(2°)(¢) is also strongly
continuous. So, J(z°)(t) is strongly continuous.

Next, we prove that J is contractive. For 21, 252 € C([s, s + T, H), one can compute

by (Hl)‘(Hs)

t
sup || Z(z2N)(t) = A=z @) = sup /6A(t‘”(F(évffl,yf’l)—F(:Ei’Q,yf’Q))dT
tels,s+T) te(s,s+T) H1
< swp / [eAD [ F s, o) — F(as?,y2?)| dr
te(s,s+T)
< sup / L(25t — 52w + lyo! — g5l )dr
te[s,s+T) Js
< LT sup ||zl;E zfz||H,
te(s,s+T)
and
t
Bu_m 1
sup | Z(=71) (1) = Bo(=H) O]}y = sup / e (Glast i) - Glas®, ) )dr
te(s,s+7T) te(s,s+T) s €
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< - sup /||66(tr|| HG 2yt G(zi’2,yf’2)HH2dr

81&€ss+T
< oo [Tt - g+
€ te[s,s+T]
L —7 g1 £,2
< —[l—e7] sup [z — 2"
V2 te(s,s+T)
Thus,
sup [T (zN)() =T )0y < sup JAEDE) = Tz (@) ||
te(s,s+T) te(s,s+T)
+ sup || B(z)(1) = Fo(27) (1) || o
te(s,s+T)
L e,1 €,2
< (LTH+—) sup |z — 277 |m
Y27/ tels,s+T)

Taking Ty such that LTy + 'y% < 1, we know that J is contractive. So, the system ()
has a unique mild solution z°(¢, s, w; 2g) for t € [s, s+ Ty]. If T'< Tp, the proof is over; if
T > Tp, one can easily extend the solution to the finite interval [s, s + 7| by considering
(s, s+ Tp), [s + To, s + 2T0), [s + 210, s + 315 and so on.
Set
O (t,w)zg == 2°(t,0,w; 29), tER,

and then it is easy to justify that for s,t € R,

O (t+ s,w)zg = 2°(t + 8,0,w; z0) = 2°(t + s, 5,w; 2°(,0,w; 20)),

O°(t, Osw)p(s,w)zg = 2°(t, 0, Osw; 27 (s, 0, w; 20)).

Note that Wi(r,0lw) = Wi(s + r,w) — Wi(s,w), Wa(r, 0?w) = Wa(s + r,w) — Wa(s,w)
for r € R;s € Riw € Q and Wy(r,0L), Wa(r, 62-) are still two-sided H', H*-valued
Brownian motions with covariance operators K, K5, respectively. Thus, by uniqueness
of the mild solution for the system (), we know that z°(t + s, s,w; 2°(s,0,w; 29)) =
25(t, 0, Osw; 2°(s, 0, w; 20)) and ©°(t + s,w)zp = ¢°(t, Osw)e°(s,w)zp. That is, p°(t,w) is a
RDS. The proof is completed.
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