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AVERAGING PRINCIPLE FOR THE STOCHASTIC CONVECTIVE

BRINKMAN-FORCHHEIMER EQUATIONS

MANIL T. MOHAN1*

Abstract. The convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations describe the motion of in-
compressible fluid flows in a saturated porous medium. This work examines the multiscale
stochastic convective Brinkman-Forchheimer (SCBF) equations perturbed by multiplicative
Gaussian noise in two and three dimensional bounded domains. We establish a strong av-
eraging principle for the stochastic 2D SCBF equations, which contains a fast time scale
component governed by a stochastic reaction-diffusion equation with damping driven by
multiplicative Gaussian noise. We exploit the Khasminkii’s time discretization approach in
the proofs.

1. Introduction

The convective Brinkman-Forchheimer (CBF) equations describe the motion of incom-
pressible viscous fluid through a rigid, homogeneous, isotropic, porous medium. Let O ⊂ R

n

(n = 2, 3) be a bounded domain with a smooth boundary ∂O. Let Xt(x) ∈ R
n denotes the

velocity field at time t ∈ [0, T ] and position x ∈ O, pt(x) ∈ R represents the pressure field,
ft(x) ∈ R

n stands for an external forcing. The CBF equations are given by




∂Xt

∂t
− µ∆Xt + (Xt · ∇)Xt + αXt + β|Xt|r−1Xt +∇pt = ft, in O × (0, T ),

∇ ·Xt = 0, in O × (0, T ),

Xt = 0, on ∂O × (0, T ),

X0 = x, in O,

(1.1)

the constants µ > 0 represents the Brinkman coefficient (effective viscosity), α > 0 stands for
the Darcy (permeability of porous medium) coefficient and β > 0 denotes the Forchheimer
(proportional to the porosity of the material) coefficient. In order to obtain the uniqueness
of the pressure p, one can impose the condition

∫
O pt(x)dx = 0, for t ∈ (0, T ) also. The

absorption exponent r ∈ [1,∞) and the case r = 3 is known as the critical exponent. It
should be noted that for α = β = 0, we get the classical 3D Navier-Stokes equations (see
[32, 44, 59, 64, 65], etc). The works [1, 40, 42, 56], etc discuss the global solvability results
(existence and uniqueness of weak as well as strong solutions) of the deterministic CBF
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equations in bounded domains. As in the case of classical 3D Navier-Stokes equations, the
existence of a unique global strong solution for the CBF equations (1.1) for n = 3 and
r ∈ [1, 3) is an open problem.

The existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the stochastic 3D tamed Navier-
Stokes equations on bounded domains with Dirichlet boundary conditions is established in
[62]. The existence of martingale solutions for the stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations
with nonlinear damping is established in [47]. The existence of a pathwise unique strong
solution satisfying the energy equality (Itô’s formula) to the stochastic convective Brinkman-
Forchheimer (SCBF) equations perturbed by multiplicative Gaussian noise is obtained in
[57]. The author exploited the monotonicity and hemicontinuity properties of the linear and
nonlinear operators as well as a stochastic generalization of the Minty-Browder technique
in the proofs. In order to obtain the Itô formula (energy equality), the author made use of
the fact that there are functions that can approximate functions defined on smooth bounded
domains by elements of eigenspaces of linear operators (e.g., the Laplacian or the Stokes
operator) in such a way that the approximations are bounded and converge in both Sobolev
and Lebesgue spaces simultaneously (such a construction is available in [25]). By using
the exponential stability of strong solutions, the existence of a unique ergodic and strongly
mixing invariant measure for the SCBF equations subject to multiplicative Gaussian noise
is also established in [57]. The works [5, 9, 50, 51, 60, 61], etc discuss various results on
the stochastic tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equations and related models on periodic domains as
well as on whole space.

For the past few decades, averaging principle for multiscale systems got its attention and
it has wide range applications in science and engineering (cf. [4, 23, 41, 53, 54, 69], etc and
references therein). An averaging principle for the deterministic systems was first investi-
gated in [6] and for the stochastic differential system was first studied by Khasminskii in [43].
Further generalizations of averaging principle for the stochastic differential equations have
been carried out in [37, 45, 48, 66, 71, 72], etc. The author in [11] established an averaging
principle for a general class of stochastic reaction-diffusion systems by using the classical
Khasminskii approach. The validity of an averaging principle for a class of systems of slow-
fast reaction-diffusion equations with the reaction terms in both equations having polynomial
growth, perturbed by multiplicative noise is investigated in [12]. An averaging principle for a
slow-fast system (the almost periodic case) of stochastic reaction-diffusion equations, whose
coefficients of the fast equation depend on time is examined in [14]. The author in [7]
showed an averaging principle for a system of stochastic evolution equations of parabolic
type with slow and fast time scales and derived explicit bounds for the approximation error
with respect to the small parameter defining the fast time scale. An averaging principle for
stochastic hyperbolic-parabolic equations with slow and fast time-scales is proved in [29].
The authors in [22] established an averaging principle for one dimensional stochastic Burg-
ers equation with slow and fast time-scales. An averaging principle for the slow component
as two dimensional stochastic Navier-Stokes equations and the fast component as stochas-
tic reaction-diffusion equations by using the classical Khasminskii approach based on time
discretization is established in [46]. In [49], the authors obtained a strong averaging princi-
ple for slow-fast stochastic partial differential equations with locally monotone coefficients,
which includes the systems like stochastic porous medium equation, the stochastic p-Laplace
equation, the stochastic Burgers type equation and the stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equa-
tion, etc. For more details on averaging principle for different kinds of stochastic systems
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like reaction-diffusion system, thermoelastic wave propagation system, FitzHugh-Nagumo
system, higher order nonlinear Schrödinger system, Kuramoto-Sivashinsky system, etc the
interested readers are referred to see [2, 8, 13, 15, 27, 28, 30, 31, 33, 34, 35, 36, 67, 68, 70, 73],
etc and references therein.

In this work, we establish an averaging principle for the following stochastic coupled
convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations for t ∈ (0, T ):





dXε
t = [µ∆Xε

t − (Xε
t · ∇)Xε

t − β|Xε
t |r−1Xε

t + f(Xε
t ,Y

ε
t )−∇pεt ]dt

+ σ1(X
ε
t)dW

Q1
t ,

dYε
t =

1

ε
[µ∆Yε

t − β|Yε
t |r−1Yε

t + g(Xε
t ,Y

ε
t )]dt +

1√
ε
σ2(X

ε
t ,Y

ε
t )dW

Q2
t ,

∇ ·Xε
t = 0, ∇ ·Yε

t = 0,

Xε
t

∣∣
∂O = Yε

t

∣∣
∂O = 0,

Xε
0 = x, Yε

0 = y,

(1.2)

where ε > 0 is a small parameter describing the ratio of the time scales of the slow component
Xε

t and the fast component Yε
t , f, g, σ1, σ2 are appropriate functions, and WQ1

t and WQ2
t

are Hilbert space valued Wiener processes on a complete probability space (Ω,F ,P) with
filtration {Ft}t≥0. As α is not playing a major role in our analysis, we fixed α = 0 in
(1.2). The system (1.2) can be considered as stochastic convective Brinkman-Forchheimer
equations, whose drift coefficient is coupled with a stochastic perturbation Yε

t , which can
be considered as the dramatically varying temperature in the system. We establish a strong
averaging principle for the system (1.2) by exploiting the Khasminkii’s time discretization
approach in the proofs. The averaging principle also describes the behavior of the solutions
of (1.2), when ε → 0 and the physical effects at large timescales influence the dynamics of
(1.2). Then, we have the following strong averaging principle (for the functional set up and
definition of linear and nonlinear operators, see section 2).

Theorem 1.1. Let the Assumption 3.1 (A1)-(A3) holds true. Then, for any initial values
x,y ∈ H, p ≥ 1 and T > 0, we have

lim
ε→0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2pH

)
= 0, (1.3)

where (Xε
t ,Y

ε
t ) is the unique strong solution of the coupled SCBF system:





dXε
t = −[µAXε

t + B(Xε
t) + βC(Xε

t)− f(Xε
t ,Y

ε
t )]dt+ σ1(X

ε
t )dW

Q1
t ,

dYε
t = −1

ε
[µAYε

t + βC(Yε
t )− g(Xε

t ,Y
ε
t )]dt +

1√
ε
σ2(X

ε
t ,Y

ε
t )dW

Q2
t ,

Xε
0 = x,

(1.4)

and X̄t is the unique strong solution of the corresponding averaged system:
{
dX̄t = −[µAX̄t + B(X̄t) + βC(X̄t)]dt+ f̄(X̄t)dt + σ1(X̄t)dW

Q1
t ,

X̄0 = x,
(1.5)
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with the average f̄(x) =
∫
H
f(x,y)νx(dy), x ∈ H, and νx is the unique invariant distribution

of the transition semigroup for the frozen system:
{
dYt = −[µAYt + βC(Yt)− g(x,Yt)]dt + σ2(x,Yt)dW̄

Q2
t ,

Y0 = y,
(1.6)

where W̄Q2
t is an H-valued Q2-Wiener process, which is independent of WQ1

t and WQ2
t .

In order to obtain the proof of the above Theorem, we use Khasminskii’s time discretization
approach (cf. [43]). As in the case of 2D Navier-Stokes equations (cf. [46]), for the case n = 2
and r ∈ [1, 3], we adopted stopping time arguments also to get the proof. But for n = 2, 3
and r ∈ (3,∞), (2βµ ≥ 1 for n = r = 3), without using stopping time arguments also, we
are able to get the proof by making use of the global monotonicity property of the linear
and nonlinear operators. Unlike the works available in the literature, we are considering the
fast component (second equation in (1.2)) as the stochastic reaction-diffusion equation with
damping (or with the Forchheimer term).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we provide some func-
tional spaces as well as the hypothesis satisfied by the functions f, g, σ1, σ2 needed to obtain
the global solvability of the system (1.2). We discuss about the existence and uniqueness
of a pathwise strong solution to the system (1.2) (Theorem 3.4) in section 3. In the final
section, we examine the strong averaging principle for the coupled SCBF equations (1.2).
We first establish the existence of a unique invariant measure for the frozen system (1.6)
(Proposition 4.4). Then, by exploiting the classical Khasminskii approach based on time
discretization, we prove strong convergence of the slow component (1.4) to the solution of
the corresponding averaged SCBF system (1.5) (Theorem 1.1).

2. Mathematical Formulation

This section is devoted for the necessary function spaces and the hypothesis satisfied by
the functions f, g and the noise coefficients σ1, σ2 needed to obtain the global solvability
results for the coupled SCBF equations (1.2).

2.1. Function spaces. Let C∞
0 (O;Rn) denotes the space of all infinitely differentiable func-

tions (Rn-valued) with compact support in O ⊂ R
n. We define

V := {X ∈ C∞
0 (O,Rn) : ∇ ·X = 0},

H := the closure of V in the Lebesgue space L
2(O) = L2(O;Rn),

V := the closure of V in the Sobolev space H
1
0(O) = H1

0(O;Rn),

L̃
p := the closure of V in the Lebesgue space L

p(O) = Lp(O;Rn),

for p ∈ (2,∞). Then under some smoothness assumptions on the boundary, we characterize

the spaces H, V and L̃
p as H = {X ∈ L

2(O) : ∇ · X = 0,X · n
∣∣
∂O = 0}, with norm

‖X‖2
H
:=
∫
O |X(x)|2dx, where n is the outward normal to ∂O, V = {X ∈ H

1
0(O) : ∇·X = 0},

with norm ‖X‖2
V
:=
∫
O |∇X(x)|2dx, and L̃

p = {X ∈ L
p(O) : ∇ ·X = 0,X · n

∣∣
∂O = 0}, with

norm ‖X‖p
L̃p

=
∫
O |X(x)|pdx, respectively. Let (·, ·) denotes the inner product in the Hilbert

space H and 〈·, ·〉 denotes the induced duality between the spaces V and its dual V′ as well

as L̃p and its dual L̃p′, where 1
p
+ 1

p′
= 1. Note that H can be identified with its dual H′. We
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endow the space V∩ L̃
p with the norm ‖X‖V + ‖X‖

L̃p, for X ∈ V∩ L̃
p and its dual V′ + L̃

p′

with the norm

inf
{
max

(
‖Y1‖V′ , ‖Y1‖L̃p′

)
: Y = Y1 +Y2, Y1 ∈ V

′, Y2 ∈ L̃
p′
}
.

Furthermore, we have the continuous embedding V ∩ L̃
p →֒ H →֒ V

′ + L̃
p′.

2.2. Linear operator. Let us define{
AX : = −PH∆X, X ∈ D(A),

D(A) : = V ∩H
2(O).

It can be easily seen that the operator A is a non-negative self-adjoint operator in H with
V = D(A1/2) and

〈AX,X〉 = ‖X‖2
V
, for all X ∈ V, so that ‖AX‖V′ ≤ ‖X‖V. (2.1)

For a bounded domain O, the operator A is invertible and its inverse A−1 is bounded, self-
adjoint and compact in H. Thus, using the spectral theorem, the spectrum of A consists of
an infinite sequence 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ . . . ≤ λk ≤ . . . , with λk → ∞ as k → ∞ of eigenvalues.
Moreover, there exists an orthogonal basis {ek}∞k=1 of H consisting of eigenvectors of A such
that Aek = λkek, for all k ∈ N. We know that X can be expressed as X =

∑∞
k=1〈X, ek〉ek

and AX =
∑∞

k=1 λk〈X, ek〉ek, for all X ∈ D(A). Thus, it is immediate that

‖∇X‖2
H
= 〈AX,X〉 =

∞∑

k=1

λk|〈X, ek〉|2 ≥ λ1

∞∑

k=1

|〈X, ek〉|2 = λ1‖X‖2
H
, (2.2)

which is the Poincaré inequality.

2.3. Bilinear operator. Let us define the trilinear form b(·, ·, ·) : V× V× V → R by

b(X,Y,Z) =

∫

O
(X(x) · ∇)Y(x) · Z(x)dx =

n∑

i,j=1

∫

O
Xi(x)

∂Yj(x)

∂xi

Zj(x)dx.

If X,Y are such that the linear map b(X,Y, ·) is continuous on V, the corresponding element
of V′ is denoted by B(X,Y). We also denote (with an abuse of notation) B(X) = B(X,X) =
PH(X · ∇)X. An integration by parts yields

{
b(X,Y,Y) = 0, for all X,Y ∈ V,

b(X,Y,Z) = −b(X,Z,Y), for all X,Y,Z ∈ V.
(2.3)

In the trilinear form, an application of Hölder’s inequality yields

|b(X,Y,Z)| = |b(X,Z,Y)| ≤ ‖X‖
L̃r+1‖Y‖

L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

‖Z‖V,

for all X ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1, Y ∈ V ∩ L̃

2(r+1)
r−1 and Z ∈ V, so that we get

‖B(X,Y)‖V′ ≤ ‖X‖
L̃r+1‖Y‖

L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

. (2.4)

Hence, the trilinear map b : V× V× V → R has a unique extension to a bounded trilinear

map from (V ∩ L̃
r+1) × (V ∩ L̃

2(r+1)
r−1 ) × V to R. It can also be seen that B maps V ∩ L̃

r+1

into V
′ + L̃

r+1
r and using interpolation inequality, we get

|〈B(X,X),Y〉| = |b(X,Y,X)| ≤ ‖X‖
L̃r+1‖X‖

L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

‖Y‖V ≤ ‖X‖
r+1
r−1

L̃r+1
‖X‖

r−3
r−1

H
‖Y‖V, (2.5)
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for all Y ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1. Thus, we have

‖B(X)‖
V′+L̃

r+1
r

≤ ‖X‖
r+1
r−1

L̃r+1
‖X‖

r−3
r−1

H
, (2.6)

for r ≥ 3.
For n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3], using Hölder’s and Ladyzhenskaya’s inequalities, we obtain

|〈B(X,Y),Z〉| = |〈B(X,Z),Y〉| ≤ ‖X‖
L̃4‖Y‖

L̃4‖Z‖V,

for all X,Y ∈ L̃
4 and Z ∈ V, so that we get ‖B(X,Y)‖V′ ≤ ‖X‖

L̃4‖Y‖
L̃4. Furthermore, we

have

‖B(X,X)‖V′ ≤ ‖X‖2
L̃4 ≤

√
2‖X‖H‖X‖V ≤

√
2

λ1
‖X‖2

V
,

for all X ∈ V.

2.4. Nonlinear operator. Let us now consider the operator C(X) := PH(|X|r−1X). It is
immediate that 〈C(X),X〉 = ‖X‖r+1

L̃r+1
. For any r ∈ [1,∞), we have

〈PH(X|X|r−1)− PH(Y|Y|r−1),X−Y〉

=

∫

O

(
X(x)|X(x)|r−1 −Y(x)|Y(x)|r−1

)
· (X(x)−Y(x))dx

=

∫

O

(
|X(x)|r+1 − |X(x)|r−1X(x) ·Y(x)− |Y(x)|r−1X(x) ·Y(x) + |Y(x)|r+1

)
dx

≥
∫

O

(
|X(x)|r+1 − |X(x)|r|Y(x)| − |Y(x)|r|X(x)|+ |Y(x)|r+1

)
dx

=

∫

O
(|X(x)|r − |Y(x)|r)(|X(x)| − |Y(x)|)dx ≥ 0. (2.7)

Furthermore, we find

〈PH(X|X|r−1)− PH(Y|Y|r−1),X−Y〉
= 〈|X|r−1, |X−Y|2〉+ 〈|Y|r−1, |X−Y|2〉+ 〈Y|X|r−1 −X|Y|r−1,X−Y〉
= ‖|X| r−1

2 (X−Y)‖2
H
+ ‖|Y| r−1

2 (X−Y)‖2
H

+ 〈X ·Y, |X|r−1 + |Y|r−1〉 − 〈|X|2, |Y|r−1〉 − 〈|Y|2, |X|r−1〉. (2.8)

But, we know that

〈X ·Y, |X|r−1 + |Y|r−1〉 − 〈|X|2, |Y|r−1〉 − 〈|Y|2, |X|r−1〉

= −1

2
‖|X| r−1

2 (X−Y)‖2
H
− 1

2
‖|Y| r−1

2 (X−Y)‖2
H
+

1

2
〈
(
|X|r−1 − |Y|r−1

)
,
(
|X|2 − |Y|2

)
〉

≥ −1

2
‖|X| r−1

2 (X−Y)‖2
H
− 1

2
‖|Y| r−1

2 (X−Y)‖2
H
.

From (2.8), we finally have

〈PH(X|X|r−1)− PH(Y|Y|r−1),X−Y〉 ≥ 1

2
‖|X| r−1

2 (X−Y)‖2
H
+

1

2
‖|Y| r−1

2 (X−Y)‖2
H
≥ 0,

(2.9)
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for r ≥ 1. It is important to note that

‖X−Y‖r+1

L̃r+1
=

∫

O
|X(x)−Y(x)|r−1|X(x)−Y(x)|2dx

≤ 2r−2

∫

O
(|X(x)|r−1 + |Y(x)|r−1)|X(x)−Y(x)|2dx

≤ 2r−2‖|X| r−1
2 (X−Y)‖2

L2 + 2r−2‖|Y| r−1
2 (X−Y)‖2

L2. (2.10)

Combining (2.9) and (2.10), we obtain

〈C(X)− C(Y),X−Y〉 ≥ 1

2r−1
‖X−Y‖r+1

L̃r+1
, (2.11)

for r ≥ 1.

2.5. Monotonicity. In this subsection, we discuss about the monotonicity as well as the
hemicontinuity properties of the linear and nonlinear operators.

Definition 2.1 ([3]). Let X be a Banach space and let X
′

be its topological dual. An operator
G : D → X

′

, D = D(G) ⊂ X is said to be monotone if

〈G(x)−G(y), x− y〉 ≥ 0, for all x, y ∈ D.

The operator G(·) is said to be hemicontinuous, if for all x, y ∈ X and w ∈ X
′,

lim
λ→0

〈G(x+ λy), w〉 = 〈G(x), w〉.

The operator G(·) is called demicontinuous, if for all x ∈ D and y ∈ X, the functional

x 7→ 〈G(x), y〉 is continuous, or in other words, xk → x in X implies G(xk)
w−→ G(x) in X

′.
Clearly demicontinuity implies hemicontinuity.

Lemma 2.2 (Theorem 2.2, [56]). Let X,Y ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1, for r > 3. Then, for the operator

G(X) = µAX+ B(X) + βC(X), we have

〈(G(X)−G(Y),X−Y〉+ η‖X−Y‖2
H
≥ 0, (2.12)

where η = r−3
2µ(r−1)

(
2

βµ(r−1)

) 2
r−3

. That is, the operator G + ηI is a monotone operator from

V ∩ L̃
r+1 to V

′ + L̃
r+1
r .

Lemma 2.3 (Theorem 2.3, [56]). For the critical case r = 3 with 2βµ ≥ 1, the operator

G(·) : V ∩ L̃
r+1 → V

′ + L̃
r+1
r is globally monotone, that is, for all X,Y ∈ V, we have

〈G(X)−G(Y),X−Y〉 ≥ 0. (2.13)

Lemma 2.4 (Remark 2.4, [56]). Let n = 2, r ∈ [1, 3] and X,Y ∈ V. Then, for the operator
G(X) = µAX+ B(X) + βC(X), we have

〈(G(X)−G(Y),X−Y〉+ 27

32µ3
N4‖X−Y‖2

H
≥ 0, (2.14)

for all Y ∈ BN , where BN is an L̃
4-ball of radius N , that is, BN :=

{
z ∈ L̃

4 : ‖z‖
L̃4 ≤ N

}
.

Lemma 2.5 (Lemma 2.5, [56]). The operator G : V∩ L̃
r+1 → V

′ + L̃
r+1
r is demicontinuous.
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3. Stochastic Coupled Convective Brinkman-Forchheimer Equations

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a complete probability space equipped with an increasing family of sub-
sigma fields {Ft}0≤t≤T of F satisfying:

(i) F0 contains all elements F ∈ F with P(F ) = 0,
(ii) Ft = Ft+ =

⋂
s>t

Fs, for 0 ≤ t ≤ T .

In this section, we consider the stochastic coupled convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equa-
tions perturbed by multiplicative Gaussian noise. On taking orthogonal projection PH onto
the first two equations in (1.2), we obtain





dXε
t = −[µAXε

t + B(Xε
t) + βC(Xε

t)− f(Xε
t ,Y

ε
t )]dt+ σ1(X

ε
t )dW

Q1
t ,

dYε
t = −1

ε
[µAYε

t + βC(Yε
t )− g(Xε

t ,Y
ε
t )]dt +

1√
ε
σ2(X

ε
t ,Y

ε
t )dW

Q2
t ,

Xε
0 = x, Yε

0 = y,

(3.1)

where WQi

t (i = 1, 2) are H-valued Qi-Wiener process and Qi’s, for i = 1, 2 are positive

symmetric trace class operators in H. For i = 1, 2, we define H
i
0 := Q

1/2
i H. Then H

i
0 is

a Hilbert space with the inner product (x,y)Hi
0
= (Q

−1/2
i x,Q

−1/2
i y), for x,y ∈ H

i
0 and

norm ‖x‖Hi
0
= ‖Q−1/2

i x‖H, where Q
−1/2
i is the pseudo-inverse of Q

1/2
i . Let L(H) denotes

the space of all bounded linear operators on H and LQi
(H) denotes the space of all Hilbert-

Schmidt operators from H
i
0 to H. Since Qi is a trace class operator, the embedding of Hi

0

in H is Hilbert-Schmidt and the space LQi
(H) is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

‖Ψ‖2LQi
= Tr(ΨQiΨ

∗) =
∑∞

k=1 ‖Qi
1/2Ψ∗ek‖2H and inner product (Ψ,Φ)LQi

= Tr(ΨQiΦ
∗) =

∑∞
k=1(Qi

1/2Φ∗ek,Qi
1/2Ψ∗ek). For more details, the interested readers are referred to see [18].

We need the following Assumptions on f, g, σ1 and σ2 to obtain our main results.

Assumption 3.1. The functions f, g : H × H → H, σ1 : H → LQ1(H) and σ2 : H × H →
LQ2(H) satisfy the following Assumptions:

(A1) The functions f, g, σ1, σ2 are Lipschitz continuous, that is, there exist positive con-
stants C,Lg and Lσ2 such that for any x1,x2,y1,y2 ∈ H, we have

‖f(x1,y1)− f(x2,y2)‖H ≤ C(‖x1 − x2‖H + ‖y1 − y2‖H),
‖g(x1,y1)− g(x2,y2)‖H ≤ C‖x1 − x2‖H + Lg‖y1 − y2‖H,

‖σ1(x1)− σ1(x2)‖LQ1
≤ C‖x1 − x2‖H,

‖σ2(x1,y1)− σ2(x2,y2)‖LQ2
≤ C‖x1 − x2‖H + Lσ2‖y1 − y2‖H.

(A2) There exists a constant ζ ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖σ2(x,y)‖LQ2
≤ C(1 + ‖x‖H + ‖y‖ζ

H
), for all x,y ∈ H.

(A3) The Brinkman coefficient µ > 0, the smallest eigenvalue λ1 of the Stokes operator
and the Lipschitz constants Lg and Lσ2 satisfy

µλ1 − 2Lg − 2L2
σ2

> 0.

Let us now provide the definition of a unique global strong solution in the probabilistic
sense to the system (3.1).
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Definition 3.2 (Global strong solution). Let (x,y) ∈ H × H be given. An H × H-valued
(Ft)t≥0-adapted stochastic process (Xε

t ,Y
ε
t ) is called a strong solution to the system (3.1) if

the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) the process (Xε,Yε) ∈ L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V)) ∩ Lr+1(Ω; Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1))×
L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V)) ∩ Lr+1(Ω; Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)) and (Xε

t ,Y
ε
t ) has a (V ∩

L̃
r+1) × (V ∩ L̃

r+1)-valued modification, which is progressively measurable with con-

tinuous paths in H×H and (Xε,Yε) ∈ C([0, T ];H)∩L2(0, T ;V)∩Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)×
C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s.,

(ii) the following equality holds for every t ∈ [0, T ], as an element of (V′ + L̃
r+1
r )× (V′ +

L̃
r+1
r ), P-a.s.




Xε
t = x−

∫ t

0

[µAXε
s + B(Xε

s) + βC(Xε
s)− f(Xε

s,Y
ε
s)]ds +

∫ t

0

σ1(X
ε
s)dW

Q1
s ,

Yε
t = y − 1

ε

∫ t

0

[µAYε
s + βC(Yε

s)− g(Xε
s,Y

ε
s)]ds+

1√
ε

∫ t

0

σ2(X
ε
s,Y

ε
s)dW

Q2
s ,

(3.2)

(iii) the following Itô formula (energy equality) holds true:

‖Xε
t‖2H + ‖Yε

t‖2H + 2µ

∫ t

0

(
‖Xε

s‖2V +
1

ε
‖Yε

s‖2V
)
ds+ 2β

∫ t

0

(
‖Xε

s‖r+1

L̃r+1
+

1

ε
‖Yε

s‖r+1

L̃r+1

)
ds

= ‖x‖2
H
+ ‖y‖2

H
+ 2

∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s,Y

ε
s),X

ε
s)ds +

2

ε

∫ t

0

(g(Xε
s,Y

ε
s),X

ε
s)ds

+

∫ t

0

(
‖σ1(X

ε
s)‖2LQ1

+
1

ε
‖σ2(X

ε
s,Y

ε
s)‖2LQ2

)
ds+ 2

∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
s)dW

Q1
s ,Xε

s)

+
2√
ε

∫ t

0

(σ2(X
ε
s,Y

ε
s)dW

Q2
s ,Yε

s), (3.3)

for all t ∈ (0, T ), P-a.s.

An alternative version of condition (3.2) is to require that for any (U,V) ∈ (V ∩ L̃
r+1)×

(V ∩ L̃
r+1), P-a.s.:




(Xε
t ,U) = (x,U)−

∫ t

0

〈µAXε
s + B(Xε

s) + βC(Xε
s)− f(Xε

s,Y
ε
s),U〉ds

+

∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
s)dW

Q1
s ,U),

(Yε
t ,V) = (y,V)− 1

ε

∫ t

0

〈µAYε
s + βC(Yε

s)− g(Xε
s,Y

ε
s),V〉ds

+
1√
ε

∫ t

0

(σ2(X
ε
s,Y

ε
s)dW

Q2
s ,V).

Definition 3.3. A strong solution (Xε
t ,Y

ε
t ) to (3.1) is called a pathwise unique strong

solution if (X̃ε
t , Ỹ

ε
t ) is an another strong solution, then

P

{
ω ∈ Ω : (Xε

t ,Y
ε
t ) = (X̃ε

t , Ỹ
ε
t ), for all t ∈ [0, T ]

}
= 1.

The strong solutions to the systems (1.5) and (1.6) can be defined in a similar way.
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3.1. Global strong solution. In this section, we discuss the existence and uniqueness of
strong solution to the system (3.1). For convenience, we make use of the following simplified
notations. Let us define H := H × H. For any U = (x1,x2),V = (y1,y2) ∈ H , let us
denote the inner product and norm on this Hilbert space by

(U,V) = (x1,y1) + (x2,y2), ‖U‖H =
√
(U,U) =

√
‖x1‖2H + ‖x2‖2H. (3.4)

In a similar way, we define V := V× V. The inner product and norm on this Hilbert space
is defined by

(U,V)V = (∇x1,∇y1) + (∇x2,∇y2), ‖U‖V =
√

(U,U)V =
√
‖∇x1‖2H + ‖∇x2‖2H, (3.5)

for all U,V ∈ V . We denote V ′ as the dual of V . We define the space L̃
r+1 := L̃

r+1 × L̃
r+1

with the norm given by

‖U‖
L̃r+1 =

{
‖x1‖r+1

L̃r+1
+ ‖x2‖r+1

L̃r+1

}r+1

,

for all U ∈ L̃
r+1. We represent the duality pairing between V and its dual V ′, Lr+1 and its

dual L
r+1
r , and V ∩L

r+1 and its dual V ′+L
r+1
r as 〈·, ·〉. Note that we have the Gelfand triple

V ∩ L
r+1 ⊂ H ⊂ V ′ + L

r+1
r . Let us denote Wt = (WQ1

t ,WQ2
t ) for an H -valued Q-Wiener

process in V , where Q = (Q1,Q2) is a positive symmetric trace class operator on H . Let
us now rewrite the system (3.1) for Zε

t = (Xε
t ,Y

ε
t ) as

{
dZε

t = −
[
µÃZε

t + F̃(Zε
t )
]
dt + σ̃(Zε

t )dWt,

Zε
0 = (x,y) ∈ H ,

(3.6)

where

ÃZε =

(
AXε,

1

ε
AYε

)
,

F̃(Zε) =

(
B(Xε) + βC(Xε)− f(Xε,Yε),

β

ε
C(Yε)− 1

ε
g(Xε,Yε)

)
,

σ̃(Zε) =

(
σ1(X

ε),
1√
ε
σ2(X

ε,Yε)

)
.

Note that the mappings Ã : V → V ′ and F̃ : V ∩ L
r+1 → V ′ + L

r+1
r are well defined. It

can be easily seen that the operator σ̃ : H → LQ(H ), where LQ(H ) is the space of all
Hilbert-Schmidt operators from Q1/2H to H . Furthermore, the norm on LQ(H ) is defined
by

‖σ̃(z)‖LQ
=
√

‖σ1(x)‖2LQ1
+ ‖σ2(x,y)‖2LQ2

, for z = (x,y) ∈ H . (3.7)

Let us first prove the existence and uniqueness of strong solution to the system (3.6).

Theorem 3.4. Let (x,y) ∈ H be given. Then for n = 2, r ∈ [1,∞) and n = 3, r ∈ [3,∞)
(2βµ ≥ 1, for r = 3), there exists a pathwise unique strong solution Zε to the system (3.6)
such that

Zε ∈ L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ;H ) ∩ L2(0, T ;V )) ∩ Lr+1(Ω; Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)),
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and a continuous modification with trajectories in H and Zε ∈ C([0, T ];H )∩L2(0, T ;V )∩
Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s.

Proof. In order to complete the existence proof, we need to show the monotonicity and
hemicontinuity properties of the operator µÃ + F̃.

Step 1: µÃ+F̃ : V ∩Lr+1 → V ′+L
r+1
r . For n = 2, 3, r ∈ [3,∞) and U = (x,y) ∈ V ∩Lr+1,

we first note that

‖µÃU + F̃(U)‖
V ′+L

r+1
r

≤ µ‖Ax‖V′ +
µ

ε
‖Ay‖V′ + ‖B(x)‖

V′+L̃
r+1
r

+ β‖C(x)‖
L̃

r+1
r

+
β

ε
‖C(y)‖

L̃
r+1
r

+ ‖f(x,y)‖V ′ +
1

ε
‖g(x,y)‖V ′

≤ µ‖x‖V +
µ

ε
‖y‖V + ‖x‖

r+1
r−1

L̃r+1
‖x‖

r−3
r−1

H
+ β‖x‖r

L̃r+1 +
β

ε
‖y‖r

L̃r+1

+
C

λ1
(1 + ‖x‖H + ‖y‖H) +

1

λ1ε
(C(1 + ‖x‖H) + Lg‖y‖H)

≤ µmax

{
1,

1

ε

}
‖U‖V + ‖U‖

r+1
r−1

Lr+1‖U‖
r−3
r−1

H
+ βmax

{
1,

1

ε

}
‖U‖r

Lr+1

+
C

λ1

(
1 +

1

ε

)
(1 + ‖U‖H), (3.8)

and hence µÃ + F̃ : V ∩ L
r+1 → V ′ + L

r+1
r . For n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3], one can estimate

‖B(u)‖V′ ≤ ‖u‖2
L̃4

≤
√
2‖u‖H‖u‖V, by using Hölder’s and Ladyzhenskaya’s inequalities, and

an estimate similar to (3.8) follows.

Step 2: Monotonicity property of the operator µÃ + F̃. First, we consider the case n = 2
and r ∈ [1, 3]. For U = (x1,y1) and V = (x2,y2), we have

〈µÃ(U− V) + F̃(U)− F̃(V),U− V〉

= 〈µA(x1 − x2),x1 − x2〉+
µ

ε
〈A(y1 − y2),y1 − y2〉+ 〈B(x1)− B(x2),x1 − x2〉

+ β〈C(x1)− C(x2),x1 − x2〉+
β

ε
〈C(y1)− C(y2),y1 − y2〉

− (f(x1,y1)− f(x2,y2),x1 − x2)−
1

ε
(g(x1,y1)− g(x2,y2),y1 − y2)

= µ‖x1 − x2‖2V +
µ

ε
‖y1 − y2‖2V + 〈B(x1 − x2,x2),x1 − x2〉

+ β〈C(x1)− C(x2),x1 − x2〉+
β

ε
〈C(y1)− C(y2),y1 − y2〉

− (f(x1,y1)− f(x2,y2),x1 − x2)−
1

ε
(g(x1,y1)− g(x2,y2),y1 − y2)

≥ µ‖x1 − x2‖2V +
µ

ε
‖y1 − y2‖2V − ‖x2‖L̃4‖x1 − x2‖V‖x1 − x2‖L̃4

+
β

2r−1
‖x1 − x2‖r+1

L̃r+1
+

β

2r−1ε
‖y1 − y2‖r+1

L̃r+1
− ‖f(x1,y1)− f(x2,y2)‖H‖x1 − x2‖H

− 1

ε
‖g(x1,y1)− g(x2,y2)‖H‖y1 − y2‖H
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≥ µ

2
‖x1 − x2‖2V +

µ

ε
‖y1 − y2‖2V +

β

2r−1
‖x1 − x2‖r+1

L̃r+1
+

β

2r−1ε
‖y1 − y2‖r+1

L̃r+1

− 27

32µ3
‖x2‖4

L̃4‖x1 − x2‖2H − C

(
1 +

1

ε

)(
‖x1 − x2‖2H + ‖y1 − y2‖2H

)
− Lg

ε
‖y1 − y2‖2H,

(3.9)

where we used the Assumption 3.1 (A1), (2.9), (2.10), Hölder’s, Ladyzhenskaya’s and Young’s
inequalities. From the above relation, it is clear that

〈µÃ(U− V) + F̃(U)− F̃(V),U− V〉+
[

27

32µ3
‖V‖4

L̃4 + C

(
1 +

1

ε

)
+

Lg

ε

]
‖U−V‖2

H
≥ 0,

(3.10)

for all U,V ∈ V ∩ L
r+1 = V , for n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3]. Now, for an L̃

4-ball in V , that is, for
V ∈ BR, where BR :=

{
Z ∈ V : ‖Z‖

L̃4 ≤ R
}
, we get from (3.10) that

〈µÃ(U−V) + F̃(U)− F̃(V),U−V〉 +
[
27R4

32µ3
+ C

(
1 +

1

ε

)
+

Lg

ε

]
‖U−V‖2

H
≥ 0, (3.11)

which implies that the operator µÃ + F̃ : V → V ′ is locally monotone. Furthermore, we get

〈µÃ(U− V) + F̃(U)− F̃(V),U−V〉 +
[
27R4

32µ3
+ C

(
1 +

1

ε

)
+

Lg

ε
+ L2

σ2

]
‖U−V‖2H

≥ ‖σ1(x1)− σ1(x2)‖2LQ1
+ ‖σ2(x1,y1)− σ2(x2,y2)‖2LQ2

≥ 0. (3.12)

Let us now consider the case n = 2, 3 and r ∈ (3,∞). From (2.9), we easily have

β〈C(x1)− C(x2),x1 − x2〉 ≥
β

2
‖|x2|

r−1
2 (x1 − x2)‖2H. (3.13)

Using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate |〈B(x1 − x2,x1 − x2),x2〉| as
|〈B(x1 − x2,x1 − x2),x2〉| ≤ ‖x1 − x2‖V‖x2(x1 − x2)‖H

≤ µ

2
‖x1 − x2‖2V +

1

2µ
‖x2(x1 − x2)‖2H. (3.14)

We take the term ‖x2(x1 − x2)‖2H from (3.14) and use Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities to
estimate it as (see [40] also)
∫

O
|x2(x)|2|x1(x)− x2(x)|2dx

=

∫

O
|x2(x)|2|x1(x)− x2(x)|

4
r−1 |x1(x)− x2(x)|

2(r−3)
r−1 dx

≤
(∫

O
|x2(x)|r−1|x1(x)− x2(x)|2dx

) 2
r−1
(∫

O
|x1(x)− x2(x)|2dx

) r−3
r−1

≤ βµ

(∫

O
|x2(x)|r−1|x1(x)− x2(x)|2dx

)
+

r − 3

r − 1

(
2

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3
(∫

O
|x1(x)− x2(x)|2dx

)
,

(3.15)

for r > 3. Using (3.15) in (3.14), we find

|〈B(x1 − x2,x1 − x2),x2〉|
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≤ µ

2
‖x1 − x2‖2V +

β

2
‖|x2|

r−1
2 (x1 − x2)‖2H +

r − 3

2µ(r − 1)

(
2

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

‖x1 − x2‖2H. (3.16)

Combining (3.9), (3.13) and (3.16), we get

〈µÃ(U− V) + F̃(U)− F̃(V),U− V〉

+

[
r − 3

2µ(r − 1)

(
2

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
(r−3)

+ C

(
1 +

1

ε

)
+

Lg

ε

]
‖U−V‖2

H
≥ 0, (3.17)

for r > 3 and the monotonicity of the operator µÃ + F̃ : V ∩ L
r+1 → V ′ + L

r+1
r follows.

Now, for n = 3 and r = 3, from (2.9), we have

β〈C(x1)− C(x2),x1 − x2〉 ≥
β

2
‖x2(x1 − x2)‖2H. (3.18)

We estimate the term |〈B(x1 − x2,x1 − x2),x2〉| using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities as

|〈B(x1 − x2,x1 − x2),x2〉| ≤ ‖x2(x1 − x2)‖H‖x1 − x2‖V

≤ µ‖x1 − x2‖2V +
1

4µ
‖x2(x1 − x2)‖2H. (3.19)

Combining (3.9), (3.18) and (3.19), we obtain

〈µÃ(U−V) + F̃(U)− F̃(V),U−V〉 +
[
C

(
1 +

1

ε

)
+

Lg

ε

]
‖U−V‖2H

≥ 1

2

(
β − 1

2µ

)
‖x2(x1 − x2)‖2H ≥ 0, (3.20)

provided 2βµ ≥ 1 and the monotonicity of the operator µÃ+ F̃ : V ∩L
4 → V ′+L

4
3 follows.

Step 3: Hemicontinuity property of the operator µÃ + F̃. Let us now show that the

operator µÃ + F̃ : V ∩ L
r+1 → V ′ + L

r+1
r is hemicontinuous. We first consider the case

n = 2, 3 and r ∈ [3,∞). Let us take a sequence Un → U in V ∩L
r+1, that is, ‖Un−U‖

L̃r+1 +
‖Un − U‖V → 0, as n → ∞. Therefore, we know that ‖xn − x‖

L̃r+1 + ‖xn − x‖V + ‖yn −
y‖

L̃r+1 + ‖yn − y‖V → 0 as n → ∞, for Un = (xn,yn),U = (x,y) ∈ V ∩ L
r+1. For any

V = (x̃, ỹ) ∈ V ∩ L
r+1, we consider

〈µÃ(Un − U) + F̃(Un)− F̃(U),V〉
= 〈µA(xn − x), x̃〉+ µ

ε
〈A(yn − y), ỹ〉+ 〈B(xn)− B(x), x̃〉+ β〈C(xn)− C(x), x̃〉

+
β

ε
〈C(yn)− C(y), ỹ〉 − (f(xn,yn)− f(x,y), x̃)− 1

ε
(g(xn,yn)− g(x,y), ỹ). (3.21)

Let us take 〈µA(xn − x), x̃〉 from (3.21) and estimate it as

|〈µA(xn − x), x̃〉| = |(∇(xn − x),∇x̃)| ≤ ‖xn − x‖V‖x̃‖V → 0, as n → ∞, (3.22)

since xn → x in V. Similarly, we get |〈µA(yn − y), ỹ〉| → 0 as n → ∞. We estimate the
term 〈B(xn)− B(x), x̃〉 from (3.21) using Hölder’s inequality as

|〈B(xn)− B(x), x̃〉| = |〈B(xn,xn − x), x̃〉+ 〈B(xn − x,x), x̃〉|
≤ |〈B(xn, x̃),xn − x〉|+ |〈B(xn − x, x̃),x〉|
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≤
(
‖xn‖

L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

+ ‖x‖
L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

)
‖xn − x‖

L̃r+1‖x̃‖V

≤
(
‖xn‖

r−3
r−1

H
‖xn‖

2
r−1

L̃r+1
+ ‖x‖

r−3
r−1

H
‖x‖

2
r−1

L̃r+1

)
‖xn − x‖

L̃r+1‖x̃‖V

→ 0, as n → ∞, (3.23)

since xn → x in L̃
r+1 and xn,x ∈ V ∩ L̃

r+1. We estimate the term 〈C(xn) − C(x), x̃〉 from
(2.11) using Taylor’s formula and Hölder’s inequality as (in fact, it is true for all r ≥ 1)

|〈C(xn)− C(x), x̃〉| ≤ sup
0<θ<1

r‖(xn − x)|θxn + (1− θ)x|r−1‖
L̃

r+1
r
‖x̃‖

L̃r+1

≤ r‖xn − x‖
L̃r+1

(
‖xn‖

L̃r+1 + ‖x‖
L̃r+1

)r−1‖x̃‖
L̃r+1 → 0, (3.24)

as n → ∞, since xn → x in L̃
r+1 and xn,x ∈ V ∩ L̃

r+1. Similarly, we obtain

|〈C(yn)− C(y), ỹ〉| → 0, (3.25)

as n → ∞. Using the Assumption 3.1 (A1), we get

|(f(xn,yn)− f(x,y), x̃)| ≤ ‖f(xn,yn)− f(x,y)‖H‖x̃‖H
≤ C(‖xn − x‖H + ‖yn − y‖H)‖x̃‖H → 0, as n → ∞, (3.26)

since xn → x in H and yn → y in H. Once again making use of the Assumption 3.1 (A.1),
we find

|(g(xn,yn)− g(x,y), ỹ)| ≤ C‖xn − x‖H + Lg‖yn − y‖H → 0, as n → ∞, (3.27)

since xn → x in H and yn → y in H. From the above convergences, it is immediate

that 〈µÃ(Un − U) + F̃(Un) − F̃(U),V〉 → 0, for all V ∈ V ∩ L
r+1. Hence the operator

µÃ + F̃ : V ∩ L
r+1 → V ′ + L

r+1
r is demicontinuous, which implies that the operator µÃ + F̃

is hemicontinuous also.
For n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3], we need to show the convergence (3.23) only. It can easily be

seen that

|〈B(xn)− B(x), x̃〉| ≤ |〈B(xn, x̃),xn − x〉|+ |〈B(xn − x, x̃),x〉|
≤
(
‖xn‖

L̃4 + ‖x‖
L̃4

)
‖x̃‖V‖xn − x‖

L̃4 → 0, as n → ∞, (3.28)

since xn → x in L̃
4 and xn,x ∈ V.

Now, proceeding similarly as in the proof of Theorem 3.7, [57], we obtain the existence
and uniqueness of strong solution to the system (3.1) by using the above properties and a
stochastic generalization of the Minty-Browder technique. For the case n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3],
one can use the similar techniques in the works [17, 58, 63], etc, where a localized version
of the stochastic generalization of Minty-Browder technique is used in the proofs for the 2D
stochastic Navier-Stokes equations and related models perturbed by Gaussian noise. �

Let us now prove some uniform bounds with respect to ε ∈ (0, 1) for pth-moments of the
strong solution (Xε

t ,Y
ε
t ) to the system (3.1).

Lemma 3.5. For any x,y ∈ H, T > 0, p ≥ 1 and ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant
Cp,µ,λ1,Lg,T > 0 such that the strong solution (Xε

t ,Y
ε
t ) to the system (3.1) satisfies:

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t‖2pH + pµ

∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2p−2

H
‖Xε

t‖2Vdt + 2βp

∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2p−2

H
‖Xε

t‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

]
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≤ Cp,µ,λ1,Lg,T

(
1 + ‖x‖2p

H
+ ‖y‖2p

H

)
, (3.29)

and

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E
[
‖Yε

t‖2pH
]
≤ Cp,µ,λ1,Lg,T

(
1 + ‖x‖2p

H
+ ‖y‖2p

H

)
. (3.30)

Proof. Step 1: pth-moment estimates for Yε
t . An application of the infinite dimensional Itô

formula to the process ‖Yε
t‖2H yields (cf. [57])

‖Yε
t‖2H = ‖y‖2

H
− 2µ

ε

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2Vds−

2β

ε

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds+

2

ε

∫ t

0

(g(Xε
s,Y

ε
s),Y

ε
s)ds

+
1

ε

∫ t

0

‖σ2(X
ε
s,Y

ε
s)‖2LQ2

ds+
2√
ε

∫ t

0

(σ2(X
ε
s,Y

ε
s)dW

Q2
s ,Yε

s), (3.31)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], P-a.s. Now, applying Itô’s formula to the process (‖Yε
t‖2H)p, we find

‖Yε
t‖2pH = ‖y‖2p

H
− 2pµ

ε

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−2

H
‖Yε

s‖2Vds−
2pβ

ε

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−2

H
‖Yε

s‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

+
2p

ε

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−2

H
(g(Xε

s,Y
ε
s),Y

ε
s)ds+

p

ε

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−2

H
‖σ2(X

ε
s,Y

ε
s)‖2LQ2

ds

+
2p(p− 1)

ε

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−4

H
Tr((Yε

s ⊗Yε
s)σ2(X

ε
s,Y

ε
s)Q2σ

∗
2(X

ε
s,Y

ε
s))ds

+
2p√
ε

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−2

H
(σ2(X

ε
s,Y

ε
s)dW

Q2
s ,Yε

s). (3.32)

Taking expectation in (3.32) and using the fact that the final term appearing in (3.32) is a
martingale, we obtain

E
[
‖Yε

t‖2pH
]
= ‖y‖2p

H
− 2pµ

ε
E

[∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−2

H
‖Yε

s‖2Vds
]
− 2pβ

ε
E

[∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−2

H
‖Yε

s‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

]

+
2p

ε
E

[∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−2

H
(g(Xε

s,Y
ε
s),Y

ε
s)ds

]
+

p

ε
E

[∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−2

H
‖σ2(X

ε
s,Y

ε
s)‖2LQ2

ds

]

+
2p(p− 1)

ε
E

[∫ t

0

‖Yε
s‖2p−4

H
Tr((Yε

s ⊗Yε
s)σ2(X

ε
s,Y

ε
s)Q2σ

∗
2(X

ε
s,Y

ε
s))ds

]
,

(3.33)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, it is immediate that

d

dt
E
[
‖Yε

t‖2pH
]
= −2pµ

ε
E
[
‖Yε

t‖2p−2
H

‖Yε
t‖2V
]
− 2pβ

ε
E

[
‖Yε

t‖2p−2
H

‖Yε
t‖r+1

L̃r+1

]

+
2p

ε
E
[
‖Yε

t‖2p−2
H

(g(Xε
t ,Y

ε
t ),Y

ε
t )
]
+

p

ε
E

[
‖Yε

t‖2p−2
H

‖σ2(X
ε
t ,Y

ε
t )‖2LQ2

]

+
2p(p− 1)

ε
E
[
‖Yε

t‖2p−4
H

Tr((Yε
t ⊗Yε

t )σ2(X
ε
t ,Y

ε
t )Q2σ

∗
2(X

ε
t ,Y

ε
t ))
]
, (3.34)

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]. Using the Assumption 3.1 (A1), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
Young’s inequality, we get

2p

ε
‖Yε

t‖2p−2
H

(g(Xε
t ,Y

ε
t ),Y

ε
t ) ≤

2p

ε
‖g(Xε

t ,Y
ε
t )‖H‖Yε

t‖2p−1
H
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≤ 2p

ε
(‖g(0, 0)‖H + C‖Xε

t‖H + Lg‖Yε
t‖H)‖Yε

t‖2p−1
H

≤
(
pµλ1

2ε
+

2pLg

ε

)
‖Yε

t‖2pH +
Cp

µλ1ε
‖Xε

t‖2pH +
Cp

µλ1ε
. (3.35)

Using the Assumption 3.1 (A2) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

p

ε
‖Yε

t‖2p−2
H

‖σ2(X
ε
t ,Y

ε
t )‖2LQ2

≤ Cp

ε
‖Yε

t‖2p−2
H

(1 + ‖Xε
t‖2H + ‖Yε

t‖2ζH )

≤ pµλ1

4ε
‖Yε

t‖2pH +
Cp

µλ1ε
‖Xε

t‖2pH +
Cp

µλ1ε
. (3.36)

Note that Tr((Yε
t ⊗Yε

t )σ2(X
ε
t ,Y

ε
t )Q2σ

∗
2(X

ε
t ,Y

ε
t )) ≤ ‖Yε

t‖2H‖σ2(X
ε
t ,Y

ε
t )‖2LQ2

. Using this fact,

the Assumption 3.1 (A2), and Young’s inequality, we deduce that

2p(p− 1)

ε
‖Yε

t‖2p−4
H

Tr((Yε
t ⊗Yε

t )σ2(X
ε
t ,Y

ε
t )Q2σ

∗
2(X

ε
t ,Y

ε
t ))

≤ pµλ1

4ε
‖Yε

t‖2pH +
Cp

µλ1ε
‖Xε

t‖2pH +
Cp

µλ1ε
. (3.37)

Combining (3.35)-(3.37) and using it in (3.34), we find

d

dt
E
[
‖Yε

t‖2pH
]
= −p

ε
(µλ1 − 2Lg)E

[
‖Yε

t‖2pH
]
+

Cp

µλ1ε
E
[
‖Xε

t‖2pH
]
+

Cp

µλ1ε
, (3.38)

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]. By the Assumption 3.1 (A3), we know that µλ1 > 2Lg and an application
of variation of constants formula gives

E
[
‖Yε

t‖2pH
]
≤ ‖y‖2p

H
e−

pγt
ε +

Cp

µλ1ε

∫ t

0

e−
pγ(t−s)

ε

(
1 + E

[
‖Xε

s‖2pH
])
ds, (3.39)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], where γ = (µλ1 − 2Lg).

Step 2: pth-moment estimates for Xε
t . Let us now obtain the pth-moment estimates for

the process Xε
t also. Applying the infinite dimensional Itô formula to the process ‖Xε

t‖2H (see
[57]), we find

‖Xε
t‖2H = ‖x‖2

H
− 2µ

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2Vds− 2β

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds+ 2

∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s,Y

ε
s),X

ε
s)ds

+

∫ t

0

‖σ1(X
ε
s)‖2LQ

ds + 2

∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
s)dW

Q1
s ,Xε

s), (3.40)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], P-a.s. Now, we apply Itô’s formula to the process (‖Xε
· ‖2H)p to get

‖Xε
t‖2pH + 2µp

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2p−2

H
‖Xε

s‖2Vds + 2βp

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2p−2

H
‖Xε

s‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

= ‖x‖2p
H
+ 2p

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2p−2

H
(f(Xε

s,Y
ε
s),X

ε
s)ds + p

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2p−2

H
‖σ1(X

ε
s)‖2LQ1

ds

+ 2p(p− 1)

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2p−4

H
Tr((Xε

s ⊗Xε
s)σ1(X

ε
s)Q1σ

∗
1(X

ε
s))ds

+ 2p

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2p−2

H
(σ1(X

ε
s)dW

Q1
s ,Xε

s). (3.41)
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Taking supremum over [0, T ] and then taking expectation in (3.41), we obtain

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t‖2pH + 2µp

∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2p−2

H
‖Xε

t‖2Vdt + 2βp

∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2p−2

H
‖Xε

t‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

]

≤ ‖x‖2p
H
+ 2pE

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2p−2

H
|(f(Xε

t ,Y
ε
t ),X

ε
t)|dt

]
+ pE

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2p−2

H
‖σ1(X

ε
t)‖2LQ1

dt

]

+ 2p(p− 1)E

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2p−4

H
Tr((Xε

t ⊗Xε
t)σ1(X

ε
t)Q1σ

∗
1(X

ε
t))dt

]

+ 2pE

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2p−2

H
(σ1(X

ε
s)dW

Q1
s ,Xε

s)

∣∣∣∣

]

≤ ‖x‖2p
H
+ CpT + CpE

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2pH dt

]
+ CpE

[∫ T

0

‖Yε
t‖2pH dt

]

+ 2pE

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2p−2

H
(σ1(X

ε
s)dW

Q1
s ,Xε

s)

∣∣∣∣

]
, (3.42)

where we used calculations similar to (3.35)-(3.37). Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequal-
ity (see Theorem 1, [20] for the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality for the case p = 1 and
Theorem 1.1, [10] for the best constant, [52] for BDG inequality in infinite dimensions), we
estimate the final term from the right hand side of the inequality (3.42) as

2pE

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2p−2

H
(σ1(X

ε
s)dW

Q1
s ,Xε

s)

∣∣∣∣

]

≤ CpE

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖4p−2

H
‖σ1(X

ε
t )‖2LQ1

dt

]1/2

≤ CpE

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t‖2pH

(∫ T

0

‖σ1(X
ε
t)‖2LQ1

dt

)1/2
]

≤ 1

2
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t‖2pH

]
+ CpE

[(∫ T

0

‖σ1(X
ε
t)‖2LQ1

dt

)p]

≤ 1

2
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t‖2pH

]
+ CpE

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2pH dt

]
+ CpT, (3.43)

where we used the Assumption 3.1 (A1). Using (3.39) and (3.43) in (3.42), we deduce that

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t‖2pH + 4µp

∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2p−2

H
‖Xε

t‖2Vdt + 4βp

∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2p−2

H
‖Xε

t‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

]

≤ 2‖x‖2p
H
+

Cpε

γ
‖y‖2p

H
+ CpT + CpE

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2pH dt

]

+
Cp

µλ1ε

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

e−
pγ(t−s)

ε

(
1 + E

[
‖Xε

s‖2pH
])
dsdt
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≤ 2‖x‖2p
H
+

Cp

γ
‖y‖2p

H
+ Cp

(
1 +

1

µλ1γ

)
T + Cp

(
1 +

1

µλ1γ

)∫ T

0

E

(
sup
s∈[0,t]

‖Xε
s‖2pH

)
dt,

(3.44)

since ε ∈ (0, 1). An application of Gronwall’s inequality in (3.44) implies

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t‖2pH

]
≤ Cp,µ,λ1,Lg,T

(
1 + ‖x‖2p

H
+ ‖y‖2p

H

)
. (3.45)

Substituting (3.45) in (3.44) yields the estimate (3.29). From (3.39), we have

E
[
‖Yε

t‖2pH
]
≤ ‖y‖2p

H
+

Cp

µλ1γ

[
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

E
(
‖Xε

t‖2pH
)
]
, (3.46)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Using (3.45) in (3.46), we finally obtain (3.30). �

4. Averaging Principle

In this section, we investigate the strong averaging principle for the coupled SCBF equa-
tions (3.1). We exploit the classical Khasminskii approach based on time discretization in
the proof of the strong convergence of slow component to the solution of the correspond-
ing averaged SCBF equation. Similar result for the coupled stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes
equation is obtained in [46].

Lemma 4.1. For any T > 0, ε ∈ (0, 1) and δ > 0 is small enough, there exists a constant
Cµ,λ1,Lg,T > 0 such that for any x,y ∈ H, we have

E

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t −Xε

t(δ)‖2Hdt
]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ

1/2(1 + ‖x‖3
H
+ ‖y‖3

H
), (4.1)

for n = 2, r ∈ [1, 3) and

E

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t −Xε

t(δ)‖2Hdt
]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ

1/2(1 + ‖x‖2
H
+ ‖y‖2

H
), (4.2)

for n = 2, 3, r ∈ [3,∞) (2βµ ≥ 1, for n = r = 3), where t(δ) :=
[
t
δ

]
δ and [s] stands for the

largest integer which is less than or equal s.

Proof. Using the estimate (3.29), one can easily see that

E

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t −Xε

t(δ)‖2Hdt
]

= E

[∫ δ

0

‖Xε
t − x‖2

H
dt

]
+ E

[∫ T

δ

‖Xε
t −Xε

t(δ)‖2Hdt
]

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T

(
1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H

)
δ + 2E

[∫ T

δ

‖Xε
t −Xε

t−δ‖2Hdt
]
+ 2E

[∫ T

δ

‖Xε
t(δ) −Xε

t−δ‖2Hdt
]
.

(4.3)

Let us first estimate the second term from the right hand side of the inequality (4.3). Using
the infinite dimensional Itô formula applied to the process Zr = ‖Xε

r − Xε
t−δ‖2H over the
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interval [t− δ, t], we find

‖Xε
t −Xε

t−δ‖2H = −2µ

∫ t

t−δ

〈AXε
s,X

ε
s −Xε

t−δ〉ds− 2

∫ t

t−δ

〈B(Xε
s),X

ε
s −Xε

t−δ〉ds

− 2β

∫ t

t−δ

〈C(Xε
s),X

ε
s −Xε

t−δ〉ds+ 2

∫ t

t−δ

(f(Xε
s,Y

ε
s),X

ε
s −Xε

t−δ)ds

+

∫ t

t−δ

‖σ1(X
ε
s)‖2LQ1

ds+ 2

∫ t

t−δ

(σ1(X
ε
s)dW

Q1
t ,Xε

s −Xε
t−δ)ds

=:

6∑

k=1

Ik(t). (4.4)

Using an integration by parts, Hölder’s inequality, Fubini’s Theorem and (3.29), we estimate

E

(∫ T

δ
|I1(t)|dt

)
as

E

(∫ T

δ

|I1(t)|dt
)

≤ 2µE

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s‖V‖Xε

s −Xε
t−δ‖Vdsdt

)

≤ 2µ

[
E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s‖2Vdsdt

)]1/2[
E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s −Xε

t−δ‖2Vdsdt
)]1/2

≤ 2µ

[
δE

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2Vdt

)]1/2[
2δE

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2Vdt

)]1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ
(
1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H

)
. (4.5)

For n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3), using Hölder’s and Ladyzhenskaya’s inequalities, Fubini’s Theorem

and (3.29) (taking p = 2), we estimate E

(∫ T

δ
|I2(t)|dt

)
as

E

(∫ T

δ

|I2(t)|dt
)

≤ 2E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s‖2L̃4‖Xε

s −Xε
t−δ‖Vdsdt

)

≤ 2
√
2

[
E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s‖2H‖Xε

s‖2Vdsdt
)]1/2[

E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s −Xε

t−δ‖2Vdsdt
)]1/2

≤ 2
√
2

[
δE

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2H‖Xε

t‖2Vdt
)]1/2[

2δE

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2Vdt

)]1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ
(
1 + ‖x‖3

H
+ ‖y‖3

H

)
. (4.6)

For n = 2, 3 and r ≥ 3 (take 2βµ ≥ 1, for r = 3), we estimate E
(∫ T

δ
|I2(t)|dt

)
using Hölder’s

inequality, interpolation inequality and (3.29) (by taking p = r−1
2
) as

E

(∫ T

δ

|I2(t)|dt
)

≤ 2E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s‖L̃r+1‖Xε

s‖
L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

‖Xε
s −Xε

t−δ‖Vdsdt
)
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≤ 2E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s‖

r−3
r−1

H
‖Xε

s‖
r+1
r−1

L̃r+1
‖Xε

s −Xε
t−δ‖Vdsdt

)

≤ 2

[
E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s‖

2(r−3)
r−1

H
‖Xε

s‖
2(r+1)
r−1

L̃r+1
dsdt

)]1/2[
E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s −Xε

t−δ‖2Vdsdt
)]1/2

≤ 2

[
δE

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖

2(r−3)
r−1

H
‖Xε

t‖
2(r+1)
r−1

L̃r+1
dt

)]1/2[
2δE

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2Vdt

)]1/2

≤ 2δT
r−3

2(r−1)

[
E

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖r−3

H
‖Xε

t‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

)] 1
r−1
[
2E

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2Vdt

)]1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ
(
1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H

)
. (4.7)

Remember that 2r
r+1

≤ 2. It should also be noted that if x ≥ 1 and a ≤ b implies xa ≤ xb

and if 0 < x < 1, then xa ≤ 1 + xb. Once again using Hölder’s inequality, Fubini’s Theorem

and (3.29), we estimate E

(∫ T

δ
|I3(t)|dt

)
as

E

(∫ T

δ

|I3(t)|dt
)

≤ 2βE

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s‖rL̃r+1‖Xε

s −Xε
t−δ‖L̃r+1dsdt

)

≤ 2β

[
δE

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

)] r
r+1
[
2rδE

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

)] 1
r+1

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ

(
1 + ‖x‖

2r
r+1

H
+ ‖y‖

2r
r+1

H

)

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ(1 + ‖x‖2
H
+ ‖y‖2

H
). (4.8)

We estimate E

(∫ T

δ
|I4(t)|dt

)
using the Assumption 3.1 (A1), (3.29) and (3.30) as

E

(∫ T

δ

|I4(t)|dt
)

≤ 2E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖f(Xε
s,Y

ε
s)‖H‖Xε

s −Xε
t−δ‖Hdsdt

)

≤ 2

[
E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖f(Xε
s,Y

ε
s)‖2Hdsdt

)]1/2[
E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

‖Xε
s −Xε

t−δ‖2Hdsdt
)]1/2

≤ C

[
δE

(∫ T

0

(1 + ‖Xε
t‖2H + ‖Yε

t‖2H)dt
)]1/2[

2δE

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
t‖2Hdt

)]1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ(1 + ‖x‖2
H
+ ‖y‖2

H
). (4.9)

Once again using the Assumption 3.1 (A1) and (3.29), we estimate E

(∫ T

δ
|I5(t)|dt

)
as

E

(∫ T

δ

|I5(t)|dt
)

≤ CE

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

(1 + ‖Xε
s‖2H)dsdt

)

≤ CTδE

[
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t‖2H

]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ(1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H
). (4.10)
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Finally, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the Assumption 3.1 (A1), Fubini’s

theorem and (3.29), we estimate E

(∫ T

δ
|I6(t)|dt

)
as

E

(∫ T

δ

|I6(t)|dt
)

≤ C

∫ T

δ

E

[(∫ t

t−δ

‖σ1(X
ε
s)‖2LQ1

‖Xε
s −Xε

t−δ‖2Hds
)1/2

]
dt

≤ CT 1/2

[
E

(∫ T

δ

∫ t

t−δ

(
1 + ‖Xε

s‖2H
)
‖Xε

s −Xε
t−δ‖2Hdsdt

)]1/2

≤ CTδ1/2

[
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xt‖2H + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Xt‖4H

)]1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ
1/2(1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H
). (4.11)

Combining (4.5)-(4.11), we deduce that

E

[∫ T

δ

‖Xε
t −Xε

t−δ‖2Hdt
]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ

1/2(1 + ‖x‖ℓ
H
+ ‖y‖ℓ

H
), (4.12)

where ℓ = 3, for n = 2, r ∈ [1, 3), and ℓ = 2, for n = 2, 3, r ∈ [3,∞) (2βµ ≥ 1, for n = 3).
A similar argument leads to

E

[∫ T

δ

‖Xε
t(δ) −Xε

t−δ‖2Hdt
]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ

1/2(1 + ‖x‖ℓ
H
+ ‖y‖ℓ

H
). (4.13)

Combining (4.3), (4.12) and (4.13), we obtain the required results (4.1) and (4.2). �

4.1. Estimates of auxiliary process Ŷε
t . We use the method proposed by Khasminskii, in

[43] to obtain the estimates for an auxiliary process. We introduce the auxiliary process Ŷε
t ∈

H (see (4.14) below) and divide the interval [0, T ] into subintervals of size δ, where δ is a fixed
positive number, which depends on ε and it will be chosen later. Let us construct the process

Ŷε
t with the initial value Ŷε

0 = Yε
0 = y, and for any k ∈ N and t ∈ [kδ,min{(k + 1)δ, T}] as

Ŷε
t = Ŷε

kδ −
µ

ε

∫ t

kδ

AŶε
sds−

β

ε

∫ t

kδ

C(Ŷε
s)ds+

1

ε

∫ t

kδ

g(Xε
kδ, Ŷ

ε
s)ds

+
1√
ε

∫ t

kδ

σ2(X
ε
kδ, Ŷ

ε
s)dW

Q2
s , P-a.s., (4.14)

which is equivalent to




dŶε
t = −1

ε

[
µAŶε

t + βC(Ŷε
t )− g(Xε

t(δ), Ŷ
ε
t )
]
dt+

1√
ε
σ2(X

ε
t(δ), Ŷ

ε
t )dW

Q2
t ,

Ŷε
0 = y.

(4.15)

The following energy estimate satisfied by Ŷε
t can be proved in a similar way as in Lemma

3.5.

Lemma 4.2. For any x,y ∈ H, T > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant Cµ,λ1,Lg,T > 0

such that the strong solution Ŷε
t to the system (4.15) satisfies:

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E

[
‖Ŷε

t‖2H
]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T

(
1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H

)
. (4.16)
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Our next aim is to establish an estimate on the difference between the processes Yε
t and

Ŷε
t .

Lemma 4.3. For any x,y ∈ H, T > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant Cµ,λ1,Lg,T > 0
such that

E

(∫ T

0

‖Yε
t − Ŷε

t‖2Hdt
)

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ
1/2(1 + ‖x‖ℓ

H
+ ‖y‖ℓ

H
), (4.17)

where ℓ = 3, for n = 2, r ∈ [1, 3), and ℓ = 2, for n = 2, 3, r ∈ [3,∞) (2βµ ≥ 1, for n = 3).

Proof. Let us defineUε
t := Yε

t−Ŷε
t . ThenUε

t satisfies the following Itô stochastic differential:



dUε
t = −1

ε

[
µAUε

t + β(C(Yε
t )− C(Ŷε

t ))− (g(Xε
t ,Y

ε
t )− g(Xε

t(δ), Ŷ
ε
t ))
]
dt

+
1√
ε

[
σ2(X

ε
t ,Y

ε
t )− σ2(X

ε
t(δ), Ŷ

ε
t )
]
dWQ2

t ,

Uε
0 = 0.

(4.18)

An application of the infinite dimensional Itô formula to the process ‖Uε
t‖2H yields

‖Uε
t‖2H = −2µ

ε

∫ t

0

‖Uε
s‖2Vds−

2β

ε

∫ t

0

〈C(Yε
s)− C(Ŷε

s),U
ε
s〉ds

+
2

ε

∫ t

0

(g(Xε
s,Y

ε
s)− g(Xε

s(δ), Ŷ
ε
s),U

ε
s)ds

+
1√
ε

∫ t

0

([σ2(X
ε
s,Y

ε
s)− σ2(X

ε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)]dW

Q2
s ,Uε

s)

+
1

ε

∫ t

0

‖σ2(X
ε
s,Y

ε
s)− σ2(X

ε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)‖2LQ2

ds, P-a.s., (4.19)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Taking expectation in (4.19), we obtain

E
[
‖Uε

t‖2H
]
= −2µ

ε

∫ t

0

E
[
‖Uε

s‖2V
]
ds− 2β

ε
E

[∫ t

0

〈C(Yε
s)− C(Ŷε

s),U
ε
s〉ds

]

+
2

ε

∫ t

0

E

[
(g(Xε

s,Y
ε
s)− g(Xε

s(δ), Ŷ
ε
s),U

ε
s)
]
ds

+
1

ε

∫ t

0

E

[
‖σ2(X

ε
s,Y

ε
s)− σ2(X

ε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)‖2LQ2

]
ds. (4.20)

Thus, it is immediate that

d

dt
E
[
‖Uε

t‖2H
]
= −2µ

ε
E
[
‖Uε

t‖2V
]
− 2β

ε
E

[
〈C(Yε

t )− C(Ŷε
t ),U

ε
t〉
]

+
2

ε
E

[
(g(Xε

t ,Y
ε
t )− g(Xε

t(δ), Ŷ
ε
t ),U

ε
t )
]

+
1

ε
E

[
‖σ2(X

ε
t ,Y

ε
t )− σ2(X

ε
t(δ), Ŷ

ε
t )‖2LQ2

]
, (4.21)

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]. Applying (2.11), we find

− 2β

ε
〈C(Yε

t )− C(Ŷε
t ),U

ε
t〉 ≤ − β

2r−2ε
‖Uε

t‖r+1

L̃r+1
. (4.22)
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Using the Assumption 3.1 (A1), we get

2

ε
(g(Xε

t , Ŷ
ε
t )− g(Xε

t(δ), Ŷ
ε
t ),U

ε
t) ≤

2

ε
‖g(Xε

t , Ŷ
ε
t )− g(Xε

t(δ), Ŷ
ε
t )‖H‖Uε

t‖H

≤ C

ε
‖Xε

t −Xε
t(δ)‖H‖Uε

t‖H +
2Lg

ε
‖Uε

t‖2H

≤
(
µλ1

ε
+

2Lg

ε

)
‖Uε

t‖2H +
C

µλ1ε
‖Xε

t −Xε
t(δ)‖2H. (4.23)

Similarly, using the Assumption 3.1 (A1), we obtain

1

ε
‖σ2(X

ε
t ,Y

ε
t )− σ2(X

ε
t(δ), Ŷ

ε
t )‖2LQ2

≤ C

ε
‖Xε

t −Xε
t(δ)‖2H +

L2
σ2

ε
‖Uε

t‖2H. (4.24)

Combining (4.22)-(4.24) and substituting it in (4.21), we deduce that

d

dt
E
[
‖Uε

t‖2H
]
≤ −1

ε
(µλ1 − 2Lg − L2

σ2
)E
[
‖Uε

t‖2H
]
+

C

ε

(
1 +

1

µλ1

)
E
[
‖Xε

t −Xε
t(δ)‖2H

]
. (4.25)

Using the Assumption 3.1 (A3) and variation of constants formula, from (4.25), we infer that

E
[
‖Uε

t‖2H
]
≤ C

ε

(
1 +

1

µλ1

)∫ t

0

e−
κ
ε
(t−s)

E
[
‖Xε

s −Xε
s(δ)‖2H

]
ds, (4.26)

where κ = µλ1 − 2Lg − L2
σ2

> 0. Applying Fubini’s theorem, for any T > 0, we have

E

[∫ T

0

‖Uε
t‖2Hdt

]
≤ C

ε

(
1 +

1

µλ1

)∫ T

0

∫ t

0

e−
κ
ε
(t−s)

E
[
‖Xε

s −Xε
s(δ)‖2H

]
dsdt

=
C

ε

(
1 +

1

µλ1

)
E

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)‖2H
(∫ T

s

e−
κ
ε
(t−s)dt

)
ds

]

≤ C

κ

(
1 +

1

µλ1

)
E

[∫ T

0

‖Xε
t −Xε

t(δ)‖2Hdt
]

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T δ
1/2(1 + ‖x‖ℓ

H
+ ‖y‖ℓ

H
), (4.27)

using Lemma 4.1 (see (4.1) and (4.2)), which completes the proof. �

4.2. Frozen equation. The frozen equation associated with the fast motion for fixed slow
component x ∈ H is given by

{
dYt = −[µAYt + βC(Yt)− g(x,Yt)]dt + σ2(x,Yt)dW̄

Q2
t ,

Y0 = y,
(4.28)

where W̄Q2
t is a Q2-Wiener process independent of WQ1

t and WQ2
t . From the Assumption

3.1, we know that g(x, ·) and σ2(x, ·) are Lipschitz continuous. Thus, one can show that
for any fixed x ∈ H and any initial data y ∈ H, there exists a unique strong solution

Y
x,y
t ∈ L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ;H)∩L2(0, T ;V))∩Lr+1(Ω; Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)) to the system (4.28) with

a continuous modification with paths in C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s.
A proof of this can be obtained in a same way as in Theorem 3.7, [57] by making use of the
monotonicity property of the linear and nonlinear operators (see Lemmas 2.2-2.5) as well
as a stochastic generalization of the Minty-Browder technique (localized version for the case
n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3]). Furthermore, the strong solution satisfies the infinite dimensional Itô
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formula (see (4.31) below). For the stochastic reaction-diffusion equation (β = 0 in (4.28)),
the following result is available in the work [11].

Proposition 4.4. For any given x,y ∈ H, there exists a unique invariant measure for the
system (4.28). Furthermore, there exists a constant Cµ,λ1,Lg > 0 and ζ > 0 such that for any
Lipschitz function ϕ : H → R, we have∣∣∣∣Px

t ϕ(y)−
∫

H

ϕ(z)νx(dz)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg(1 + ‖x‖H + ‖y‖H)e−
ζt
2 ‖ϕ‖Lip(H), (4.29)

where ζ = 2µλ1 − 2Lg − L2
σ2

> 0 and ‖ϕ‖Lip(H) = sup
x,y∈H

|ϕ(x)−ϕ(y)|
‖x−y‖H .

Proof. Let Px
t be the transition semigroup associated with the process Yx,y

t , that is, for any
bounded measurable function ϕ on H, we have

Px
t ϕ(y) = E[ϕ(Yx,y

t )], y ∈ H and t > 0. (4.30)

An application of the infinite dimensional Itô formula to the process ‖Yx,y
t ‖2

H
yields

‖Yx,y
t ‖2

H
+ 2µ

∫ t

0

‖Yx,y
s ‖2

V
ds+ 2β

∫ t

0

‖Yx,y
s ‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

= ‖y‖2
H
+ 2

∫ t

0

(g(x,Yx,y
s ),Yx,y

s )ds+ 2

∫ t

0

(σ2(x,Ys)dW̄
Q2
s ,Yx,y

s ) +

∫ t

0

‖σ2(x,Y
x,y
s )‖2LQ2

ds,

(4.31)

P-a.s., for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Taking expectation in (4.31), we find

E
[
‖Yx,y

t ‖2
H

]
= ‖y‖2

H
− 2µE

[∫ t

0

‖Yx,y
s ‖2

V
ds

]
− 2βE

[∫ t

0

‖Yx,y
s ‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

]

+ 2E

[∫ t

0

(g(x,Yx,y
s ),Yx,y

s )ds

]
+ E

[∫ t

0

‖σ2(x,Y
x,y
s )‖2LQ2

ds

]
, (4.32)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, we have

d

dt
E
[
‖Yx,y

t ‖2
H

]
= −2µE

[
‖Yx,y

t ‖2
V

]
− 2βE

[
‖Yx,y

t ‖r+1

L̃r+1

]
+ 2E[(g(x,Yx,y

t ),Yx,y
t )]

+ E

[
‖σ2(x,Y

x,y
t )‖2LQ2

]

≤ −(µλ1 − 2Lg)E
[
‖Yx,y

t ‖2
H

]
+

C

µλ1
(1 + ‖x‖2

H
), (4.33)

where we used the Assumption 3.1 (A1) and (A2). For γ = µλ1 − 2Lg > 0, an application
of Gronwall’s inequality in (4.33) yields

E
[
‖Yx,y

t ‖2
H

]
≤ e−γt‖y‖2

H
+

C

µλ1γ
(1 + ‖x‖2

H
) ≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg(1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ e−γt‖y‖2

H
), (4.34)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Furthermore, from (4.32), we also obtain

2µE

[∫ t

0

‖Yx,y
s ‖2

V
ds

]

≤ ‖y‖2
H
+ CLg,Lσ2

(1 + ‖x‖2
H
)t+ (Cµ,λ1,Lg + 2Lg + L2

σ2
)E

[∫ t

0

‖Yx,y
s ‖2

H
ds

]
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≤ ‖y‖2
H
+ CLg,Lσ2

(1 + ‖x‖2
H
)t+ (Cµ,λ1,Lg + 2Lg + L2

σ2
)

∫ t

0

(1 + ‖x‖2
H
+ e−γs‖y‖2

H
)ds

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2
(‖y‖2

H
+ (1 + ‖x‖2

H
)t), (4.35)

for t ≥ 0.
Let us denote by M(H) as the space of all probability measures defined on (H,B(H)).

For any n ∈ N, we define the Krylov-Bogoliubov measure as

νx
n :=

1

n

∫ n

0

δ0P
x
t dt, n ≥ 1,

where δ0 is the Dirac measure at 0. Then, it can be easily seen that νx
n is a probability

measure such that for any ϕ ∈ B(H), we have
∫

H

ϕdνx
n =

1

n

∫ n

0

Px
t ϕ(0)dt.

We know that the embedding of V ⊂ H is compact and hence for any R ∈ (0,∞), the set
KR := {x ∈ H : ‖x‖V ≤ R} is relatively compact in H. Thus, using Markov’s inequality, it
is immediate from (4.35) that

νx
n(K

c
R) =

1

n

∫ n

0

P
{
‖Yx,0

0 ‖H > R
}
ds ≤ 1

nR2

∫ n

0

E
[
‖Yx,0

s ‖2
V

]
ds

≤
Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

‖y‖2
H

n0R2µ
+

Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

R2µ
(1 + ‖x‖2

H
), for all n ≥ n0,

→ 0 as R → ∞, (4.36)

which implies that the sequence {νx
n}n≥1 is tight. Hence, using Prokhorov’s theorem, there

exists a probability measure νx and a subsequence {νx
nk
}k∈N such that νx

nk

w−→ νx, as k → ∞.
One can easily show that νx is an invariant probability measure for {Px

t }t≥0. Thus, by the
Krylov-Bogoliubov theorem (or by a result of Chow and Khasminskii, see [16]) νx results to be
an invariant measure for the transition semigroup (Px

t )t≥0, defined by Px
t ϕ(x) = E[ϕ(Yx,y

t )],
for all ϕ ∈ Cb(H).

Let us now prove the uniqueness of invariant measure. For y1,y2 ∈ H, we have




dVt = −{µAVt + β[C(Yx,y1
t )− C(Yx,y2

t )]− [g(x,Yx,y1
t )− g(x,Yx,y2

t )]}dt
+ [σ2(x,Y

x,y1
t )− σ2(x,Y

x,y2
t )]dW̄Q2

t ,

V0 = y1 − y2,

(4.37)

where Vt = Y
x,y1
t − Y

x,y2
t . An application of the infinite dimensional Itô formula to the

process ‖Vt‖2H yields

E
[
‖Vt‖2H

]
= ‖V0‖2H − 2µE

[∫ t

0

‖Vs‖2Vds
]
− 2βE

[∫ t

0

〈C(Yx,y1
s )− C(Yx,y2

s ),Vs〉ds
]

+ 2E

[∫ t

0

(g(x,Yx,y1
s )− g(x,Yx,y2

s ),Vs)ds

]

+ E

[∫ t

0

‖σ2(x,Y
x,y1
s )− σ2(x,Y

x,y2
s )‖2LQ2

ds

]
. (4.38)
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Thus, using the Assumption 3.1 (A1)-(A2), and (2.11), it is immediate that

d

dt
E
[
‖Vt‖2H

]
= −2µE

[
‖Vt‖2V

]
− 2βE[〈C(Yx,y1

t )− C(Yx,y2
t ),Vt〉]

+ 2E[(g(x,Yx,y1
t )− g(x,Yx,y2

t ),Vt)]

+ E

[
‖σ2(x,Y

x,y1
t )− σ2(x,Y

x,y2
t )‖2LQ2

]

≤ −
(
2µλ1 − 2Lg − L2

σ2

)
E
[
‖Vt‖2H

]
− β

2r−2
E

[
‖Vt‖r+1

L̃r+1

]

≤ −
(
2µλ1 − 2Lg − L2

σ2

)
E
[
‖Vt‖2H

]
. (4.39)

An application of Gronwall’s inequality in (4.39) gives the following exponential stability
result:

sup
x∈H

E
[
‖Yx,y1

t −Y
x,y2
t ‖2

H

]
≤ e−ζt‖y1 − y2‖2H, for all t ≥ 0, (4.40)

where ζ = 2µλ1 − 2Lg − L2
σ2

> 0. Furthermore, using the invariance of νx and (4.34), we
obtain∫

H

‖y‖2
H
νx(dy) =

∫

H

E
[
‖Yx,y

t ‖2
H

]
νx(dy) ≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg(1 + ‖x‖2

H
) + e−γt

∫

H

‖y‖2
H
νx(dy),

for any t > 0. Taking t large enough so that e−γt < 1 and
∫

H

‖y‖2
H
νx(dy) ≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg(1 + ‖x‖2

H
). (4.41)

Thus, for any Lipschitz function ϕ : H → R, using the invariance of νx, (4.40) and (4.41),
we have ∣∣∣∣Px

t ϕ(y)−
∫

H

ϕ(z)νx(dz)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫

H

E[ϕ(Yx,y
t )− ϕ(Yx,z

t )]νx(dz)

∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖ϕ‖Lip
∫

H

E[‖Yx,y
t −Y

x,z
t ‖H]νx(dz)

≤ ‖ϕ‖Lip
∫

H

(
E
[
‖Yx,y

t −Y
x,z
t ‖2

H

])1/2
νx(dz)

≤ ‖ϕ‖Lipe−
ζt
2

∫

H

‖y − z‖Hνx(dz)

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg‖ϕ‖Lip(1 + ‖x‖H + ‖y‖H)e−
ζt
2 , (4.42)

and by the density of Lip(H) in Cb(H), we obtain the above result for every ϕ ∈ Cb(H). In
particular, the uniqueness of invariant measure νx follows. �

The interested readers are referred to see [19, 21, 26, 39], etc for more details on the invari-
ant measures and ergodicity for the infinite dimensional dynamical systems and stochastic
Navier-Stokes equations. We need the following lemma in the sequel.

Lemma 4.5. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any x1,x2,y ∈ H, we have

sup
t≥0

E
[
‖Yx1,y

t −Y
x2,y
t ‖2

H

]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

‖x1 − x2‖2H. (4.43)
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Proof. We know that Wt := Y
x1,y
t −Y

x2,y
t satisfies the following system:





dWt = −[µAWt + β(C(Yx1,y
t )− C(Yx2,y

t ))]dt + [g(x1,Y
x1,y
t )− g(x2,Y

x2,y
t )]dt

+ [σ2(x1,Y
x1,y
t )− σ2(x2,Y

x2,y
t )]dW̄Q2

t ,

W0 = 0.

(4.44)

Applying the infinite dimensional Itô formula to the process ‖Wt‖2H, we find

E
[
‖Wt‖2H

]
+ 2µE

[∫ t

0

‖Ws‖2Vds
]

= −2βE

[∫ t

0

〈C(Yx1,y
s )− C(Yx2,y

s ),Ws〉ds
]

+ 2E

[∫ t

0

([g(x1,Y
x1,y
s )− g(x2,Y

x2,y
s )],Ws)ds

]

+ E

[∫ t

0

‖σ2(x1,Y
x1,y
s )− σ2(x2,Y

x2,y
s )‖2LQ2

ds

]
, (4.45)

so that we have

d

dt
E
[
‖Wt‖2H

]
= −2µE

[
‖Wt‖2V

]
− 2βE[〈C(Yx1,y

t )− C(Yx2,y
t ),Wt〉]

+ 2E[([g(x1,Y
x1,y
t )− g(x2,Y

x2,y
t )],Wt)]

+ E

[
‖σ2(x1,Y

x1,y
t )− σ2(x2,Y

x2,y
t )‖2LQ2

]

≤ −2µλ1E
[
‖Wt‖2H

]
− β

2r−2
E

[
‖Wt‖r+1

L̃r+1

]

+ 2E
[
C‖x1 − x2‖H‖Wt‖H + Lg‖Wt‖2H

]

+ E
[
(C‖x1 − x2‖H + Lσ2‖Wt‖H)2

]

≤ −
(
µλ1 − 2Lg − 2L2

σ2

)
E
[
‖Wt‖2H

]
+ C

(
1 +

1

µλ1

)
‖x1 − x2‖2H, (4.46)

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]. Using variation of constants formula, we further have

E
[
‖Wt‖2H

]
≤ C

(
1 +

1

µλ1

)
‖x1 − x2‖2H

∫ t

0

e−ξ(t−s)ds ≤ C

ξ

(
1 +

1

µλ1

)
‖x1 − x2‖2H, (4.47)

for any t > 0, where ξ = µλ1 − 2Lg − 2L2
σ2

> 0 and the estimate (4.43) follows. �

4.3. Averaged equation. Let us now consider the following averaged equation:
{
dX̄t = −[µAX̄t + B(X̄t) + βC(X̄t)]dt+ f̄(X̄t)dt + σ1(X̄t)dW

Q1
t ,

X̄0 = x,
(4.48)

with the average

f(x) =

∫

H

f(x,y)νx(dy), x ∈ H,
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where νx is the unique invariant measure for the system (4.28). Since f(·, ·) is Lipschitz, one
can show that f̄(·) is Lipschitz in the following way. Using the Assumption 3.1 (A1), (4.29)
and (4.43), we have

‖f̄(x1)− f̄(x2)‖H

=

∥∥∥∥
∫

H

f(x1, z)µ
x1(dz)−

∫

H

f(x1, z)µ
x1(dz)

∥∥∥∥
H

≤
∥∥∥∥
∫

H

f(x1, z)µ
x1(dz)− E[f(x1,Y

x1,y
t )]

∥∥∥∥
H

+

∥∥∥∥E[f(x2,Y
x2,y
t )]−

∫

H

f(x1, z)µ
x1(dz)

∥∥∥∥
H

+ ‖E[f(x1,Y
x1,y
t )]− E[f(x2,Y

x2,y
t )]‖H

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg(1 + ‖x1‖H + ‖x2‖H + ‖y‖H)e−
ζt
2 + C(‖x1 − x2‖H + E[‖Yx1,y

t −Y
x2,y
t ‖H])

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg(1 + ‖x1‖H + ‖x2‖H + ‖y‖H)e−
ζt
2 + Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

‖x1 − x2‖H.
Taking t → ∞, we get

‖f̄(x1)− f̄(x2)‖H ≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2
‖x1 − x2‖H. (4.49)

Since the system (4.48) is a Lipschitz perturbation of the SCBF equations, one can show
that it has a unique strong solution as in Theorem 3.7, [57]. The following result can be
proved in a similar way as in Lemmas 3.5 and 4.1.

Lemma 4.6. For any T > 0, p ≥ 1, there exists a constant Cp,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
> 0 such that for

any x ∈ H, we have

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖X̄t‖2pH

]
+ 2pµE

[∫ T

0

‖X̄t‖2p−2
H

‖Xt‖2Vdt
]
+ 2pβE

[∫ T

0

‖X̄t‖2p−2
H

‖Xt‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

]

≤ Cp,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(
1 + ‖x‖2p

H

)
, (4.50)

and

E

[∫ T

0

‖X̄t − X̄t(δ)‖2Hdt
]
≤ Cp,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

δ1/2(1 + ‖x‖ℓ
H
+ ‖y‖ℓ

H
), (4.51)

where ℓ = 3, for n = 2, r ∈ [1, 3), and ℓ = 2, for n = 2, 3, r ∈ [3,∞) (2βµ ≥ 1, for
n = r = 3).

Our next aim is to establish an estimate for the process Xε
t − X̄t. For n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3],

we need to construct a stopping time to obtain an estimate for ‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2H. For fixed

ε ∈ (0, 1) and R > 0, we define

τ εR := inf
t≥0

{
t :

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2Vds ≥ R

}
. (4.52)

We see in the next Lemma that such a stopping time is not needed for r ∈ (3,∞) for n = 2
and r ∈ [3,∞) for n = 3 (2βµ ≥ 1, for r = n = 3).

Lemma 4.7. For any x,y ∈ H, T > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1), the following estimate holds:

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τεR]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2H

]
≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(
1 + ‖x‖3

H
+ ‖y‖3

H

)(ε

δ
+

ε1/2

δ1/2
+ δ1/4

)
, (4.53)
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for n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3], and

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2H

]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(
1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H

)(ε

δ
+

ε1/2

δ1/2
+ δ1/4

)
, (4.54)

for n = 2, r ∈ (3,∞) and n = 3, r ∈ [3,∞) (2βµ ≥ 1, for r = 3).

Proof. Let us denote Zε
t := Xε

t−X̄t. Then Zε
t satisfies the following Itô stochastic differential:




dZε
t = −[µAZε

t + (B(Xε
t)− B(X̄t)) + β(C(Xε

t)− C(X̄t))]dt

+ [f(Xε
t ,Y

ε
t )− f̄(X̄t)]dt + [σ1(X

ε
t)− σ1(X̄t)]dW

Q1
t ,

Zε
0 = 0.

(4.55)

We first consider the case n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3]. An application of the infinite dimensional
Itô formula to the process ‖Zε

t‖2H yields

‖Zε
t‖2H

= −2µ

∫ t

0

‖Zε
s‖2Vds− 2

∫ t

0

〈(B(Xε
s)− B(X̄s)),Z

ε
s〉ds− 2β

∫ t

0

〈C(Xε
s)− C(X̄s),Z

ε
s〉ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s,Y

ε
s)− f̄(X̄s),Z

ε
s)ds+

∫ t

0

‖σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)‖2LQ1

ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)dW

Q1
s ,Zε

s)

= −2µ

∫ t

0

‖Zε
s‖2Vds− 2

∫ t

0

〈(B(Xε
s)− B(X̄s)),Z

ε
s〉ds− 2β

∫ t

0

〈C(Xε
s)− C(X̄s),Z

ε
s〉ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(f̄(Xε
s)− f̄(X̄s),Z

ε
s)ds+ 2

∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s,Y

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s)− f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s) + f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s)ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s − Zε

s(δ))ds+ 2

∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s(δ))ds

+

∫ t

0

‖σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)‖2LQ1

ds + 2

∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)dW

Q1
s ,Zε

s), P-a.s., (4.56)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Using Hölder’s, Ladyzhenskaya’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate
2|〈(B(Xε

s)− B(X̄s)),Z
ε
s〉| as

2|〈(B(Xε
s)− B(X̄s)),Z

ε
s〉| = 2|〈B(Zε

s,X
ε
s),Z

ε
s〉| ≤ 2‖Xε

s‖V‖Zε
s‖2L̃4 ≤ 2

√
2‖Xε

s‖V‖Zε
s‖H‖Zε

s‖V

≤ µ‖Zε
s‖2V +

2

µ
‖Xε

s‖2V‖Zε
s‖2H. (4.57)

Using (2.9) and (2.10), we know that

−2β〈C(Xε
s)− C(X̄s),Z

ε
s〉 ≤ − β

2r−2
‖Zε

s‖r+1

L̃r+1
, (4.58)

for r ∈ [1,∞). Using (4.49), Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate 2(f̄(Xε
s) −

f̄(X̄s),Z
ε
s) as

2(f̄(Xε
s)− f̄(X̄s),Z

ε
s) ≤ 2‖f̄(Xε

s)− f̄(X̄s)‖H‖Zε
s‖H ≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

‖Zε
s‖2H. (4.59)
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Similarly, we estimate 2(f(Xε
s,Y

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s)− f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s) + f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s) as

2(f(Xε
s,Y

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s)− f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s) + f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s)

≤ 2
(
‖f(Xε

s,Y
ε
s)− f(Xε

s(δ), Ŷ
ε
s)‖H + ‖f̄(Xε

s(δ))− f̄(Xε
s)‖H

)
‖Zε

s‖H
≤ ‖Zε

s‖2H + Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2
(‖Xε

s −Xε
s(δ)‖2H + ‖Yε

s − Ŷε
s‖2H). (4.60)

Once again using the Assumption 3.1 (A1), we get

‖σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)‖2LQ1

≤ C‖Zε
s‖2H. (4.61)

Using the Assumption 3.1 (A1), Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the term

2
∫ t

0
(f(Xε

s(δ), Ŷ
ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s − Zε

s(δ))ds as

2

∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s − Zε

s(δ))ds

≤ 2

∫ t

0

‖f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ))‖H‖Zε
s − Zε

s(δ)‖Hds

≤ 4

(∫ t

0

(‖f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)‖2H + ‖f̄(Xε

s(δ))‖2H)ds
)1/2(∫ t

0

(‖Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)‖2H + ‖X̄s − X̄s(δ)‖2H)ds
)1/2

≤ C

(∫ t

0

(1 + ‖Xε
s(δ)‖2H + ‖Ŷε

s‖2H)ds
)1/2(∫ t

0

(‖Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)‖2H + ‖X̄s − X̄s(δ)‖2H)ds
)1/2

.

(4.62)

Combining (4.57)-(4.62), and then substituting it in (4.56), we obtain

‖Zε
t‖2H + µ

∫ t

0

‖Zε
s‖2Vds+

β

2r−2

∫ t

0

‖Zε
s‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

≤ 2

µ

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s‖2V‖Zε

s‖2Hds+ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

∫ t

0

‖Zε
s‖2Hds

+ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)‖2Hds + Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s − Ŷε

s‖2Hds

+ C

(∫ t

0

(1 + ‖Xε
s(δ)‖2H + ‖Ŷε

s‖2H)ds
)1/2(∫ t

0

(‖Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)‖2H + ‖X̄s − X̄s(δ)‖2H)ds
)1/2

+ 2

∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s(δ))ds+ 2

∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)dW

Q1
s ,Zε

s), (4.63)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. An application of the Gronwall inequality in (4.63) gives

sup
t∈[0,T∧τεR]

‖Zε
t‖2H ≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

{∫ T∧τεR

0

‖Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)‖2Hds+
∫ T∧τεR

0

‖Yε
s − Ŷε

s‖2Hds

+

(∫ T∧τεR

0

(1 + ‖Xε
s(δ)‖2H + ‖Ŷε

s‖2H)ds
)1/2

×
(∫ T∧τεR

0

(‖Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)‖2H + ‖X̄s − X̄s(δ)‖2H)ds
)1/2
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+ sup
t∈[0,T∧τεR]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s(δ))ds

∣∣∣∣

+ sup
t∈[0,T∧τεR]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)dW

Q1
s ,Zε

s)

∣∣∣∣
}
, (4.64)

where we used the definition of stopping time given in (4.52) also. Taking expectation on
both sides of (4.64) and then using Lemmas 3.5-4.6 (see (4.1), (4.17) and (4.51)), we obtain

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τεR]

‖Zε
t‖2H

]
≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(
1 + ‖x‖3

H
+ ‖y‖3

H

)
δ1/4

+ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τε
R
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s(δ))ds

∣∣∣∣

]

+ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τεR]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)dW

Q1
s ,Zε

s)

∣∣∣∣

]
.

(4.65)

Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Assumption 3.1 (A1), we estimate the
final term from the right hand side of the inequality (4.65) as

CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τεR]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)dW

Q1
s ,Zε

s)

∣∣∣∣

]

≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
E

[∫ T∧τεR

0

‖σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)‖2LQ1

‖Zε
s‖2Hds

]1/2

≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
E

[
sup

s∈[0,T∧τεR]

‖Zε
s‖H
(∫ T∧τεR

0

‖σ1(X
ε
s)− σ1(X̄s)‖2LQ1

ds

)1/2
]

≤ 1

2
E

[
sup

s∈[0,T∧τεR]

‖Zε
s‖2H

]
+ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

E

[∫ T∧τεR

0

‖Zε
s‖2Hds

]
. (4.66)

Using (4.66) in (4.65), we get

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τεR]

‖Zε
t‖2H

]

≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(
1 + ‖x‖3

H
+ ‖y‖3

H

)
δ1/4 + CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

E

[∫ T∧τεR

0

‖Zε
s‖2Hds

]

+ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τεR]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s(δ))ds

∣∣∣∣

]
. (4.67)

An application of Gronwall’s inequality in (4.67) yields

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τε
R
]

‖Zε
t‖2H

]
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≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(
1 + ‖x‖3

H
+ ‖y‖3

H

)
δ1/4 + CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|I(t)|
]
, (4.68)

where I(t) =
∫ t

0
(f(Xε

s(δ), Ŷ
ε
s) − f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s(δ))ds. Let us now estimate the final term from

the right hand side of the inequality (4.68). We follow similar arguments given in Lemma
3.8, [46] to obtain the required result. For the sake of completeness, we give a proof here.
Note that

|I(t)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

[t/δ]−1∑

k=0

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(f(Xε
kδ, Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

kδ),X
ε
kδ − X̄s(δ))ds

+

∫ t

t(δ)

(f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),X
ε
s(δ) − X̄s(δ))ds

∣∣∣∣ =: |I1(t) + I2(t)|. (4.69)

Using the Assumption 3.1 (A1), we estimate E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|I2(t)|
]
as

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|I2(t)|
]

≤ E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

t(δ)

‖f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ))‖H‖Xε
s(δ) − X̄s(δ)‖Hds

]

≤ C

[
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2H

)]1/2[
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

t(δ)

(
1 + ‖Xε

s(δ)‖H + ‖Ŷε
s‖H
)
ds

∣∣∣∣
2
)]1/2

≤ Cδ1/2

[
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

(‖Xε
t‖2H + ‖X̄t‖2H)

)]1/2[
E

(∫ T

0

(
1 + ‖Xε

s(δ)‖2H + ‖Ŷε
s‖2H
)
ds

)]1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T (1 + ‖x‖2
H
+ ‖y‖2

H
)δ1/2, (4.70)

where we used (3.29) and (4.50). Next, we estimate the term E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|I1(t)|
]
as

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|I1(t)|
]

≤ E




[T/δ]−1∑

k=0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(f(Xε
kδ, Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

kδ),X
ε
kδ − X̄kδ)ds

∣∣∣∣∣




≤
[
T

δ

]
max

0≤k≤[T/δ]−1
E

[∣∣∣∣∣

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

(f(Xε
kδ, Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

kδ),X
ε
kδ − X̄kδ)ds

∣∣∣∣∣

]

≤ CT

δ
max

0≤k≤[T/δ]−1

[
E
(
‖Xε

kδ − X̄kδ‖2H
)]1/2


E
∥∥∥∥∥

∫ (k+1)δ

kδ

f(Xε
kδ, Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

kδ)ds

∥∥∥∥∥

2

H



1/2
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≤ CT ε

δ
max

0≤k≤[T/δ]−1

[
E
(
‖Xε

kδ − X̄kδ‖2H
)]1/2


E
∥∥∥∥∥

∫ δ
ε

0

f(Xε
kδ, Ŷ

ε
sε+kδ)− f̄(Xε

kδ)ds

∥∥∥∥∥

2

H



1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T (1 + ‖x‖H + ‖y‖H)ε
δ

max
0≤k≤[T/δ]−1

[∫ δ
ε

0

∫ δ
ε

r

Φk(s, r)dsdr

]1/2
, (4.71)

where for any 0 ≤ r ≤ s ≤ δ
ε
,

Φk(s, r) := E

[
(f(Xε

kδ, Ŷ
ε
sε+kδ)− f̄(Xε

kδ), f(X
ε
kδ, Ŷ

ε
rε+kδ)− f̄(Xε

kδ))
]
. (4.72)

Now, for any ε > 0, s > 0 and Fs-measurable H-valued random variables X and Y, let
{Yε,s,X,Y

t }t≥s be the unique strong solution of the following Itô stochastic differential equa-
tion: 




dỸt = −1

ε
[µAỸt + βC(Ỹt)− g(X, Ỹt)]dt +

1√
ε
σ2(X, Ỹt)dW

Q2
t ,

Ỹs = Y.

(4.73)

Then, from the construction of the process Ŷε
t (see (4.14)), for any t ∈ [kδ, (k + 1)δ] with

k ∈ N, we have

Ŷε
t = Ỹ

ε,kδ,Xε
kδ,Ŷ

ε
kδ

t , P-a.s. (4.74)

Using this fact in (4.72), we infer that

Φk(s, r) = E

[
(f(Xε

kδ, Ỹ
ε,kδ,Xε

kδ,Ŷ
ε
kδ

sε+kδ )− f̄(Xε
kδ), f(X

ε
kδ, Ỹ

ε,kδ,Xε
kδ,Ŷ

ε
kδ

rε+kδ )− f̄(Xε
kδ))
]

=

∫

Ω

E

[
(f(Xε

kδ, Ỹ
ε,kδ,Xε

kδ,Ŷ
ε
kδ

sε+kδ )− f̄(Xε
kδ), f(X

ε
kδ, Ỹ

ε,kδ,Xε
kδ,Ŷ

ε
kδ

rε+kδ )− f̄(Xε
kδ))
∣∣∣Fkδ

]
dP(ω)

=

∫

Ω

E

[
(f(Xε

kδ(ω), Ỹ
ε,kδ,Xε

kδ
(ω),Ŷε

kδ
(ω)

sε+kδ )− f̄(Xε
kδ(ω)),

f(Xε
kδ(ω), Ỹ

ε,kδ,Xε
kδ(ω),Ŷ

ε
kδ(ω)

rε+kδ )− f̄(Xε
kδ(ω)))

]
P(dω), (4.75)

where in the final step we used the fact the processes Xε
kδ and Ŷε

kδ are Fkδ-measurable,

whereas the process {Ỹε,kδ,x,y
sε+kδ }s≥0 is independent of Fkδ, for any fixed (x,y) ∈ H × H.

Moreover, from the definition of the process Ỹε,kδ,x,y
sε+kδ , we obtain

Ỹ
ε,kδ,x,y
sε+kδ

= y− µ

ε

∫ sε+kδ

kδ

AỸε,kδ,x,y
r dr − β

ε

∫ sε+kδ

kδ

C(Ỹε,kδ,x,y
r )dr +

1

ε

∫ sε+kδ

kδ

g(x, Ỹε,kδ,x,y
r )dr

+
1√
ε

∫ sε+kδ

kδ

σ2(x, Ỹ
ε,kδ,x,y
r )dWQ2

r

= y− µ

ε

∫ sε

0

AỸε,kδ,x,y
r+kδ dr − β

ε

∫ sε

0

C(Ỹε,kδ,x,y
r+kδ )dr +

1

ε

∫ sε

0

g(x, Ỹε,kδ,x,y
r+kδ )dr

+
1√
ε

∫ sε

0

σ2(x, Ỹ
ε,kδ,x,y
r+kδ )dWQ2,kδ

r
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= y− µ

∫ s

0

AỸε,kδ,x,y
rε+kδ dr − β

∫ s

0

C(Ỹε,kδ,x,y
rε+kδ )dr +

∫ s

0

g(x, Ỹε,kδ,x,y
rε+kδ )dr

+

∫ s

0

σ2(x, Ỹ
ε,kδ,x,y
rε+kδ )dŴQ2,kδ

r , (4.76)

where {WQ2,kδ
r := WQ2

r+kδ −WQ2

kδ }r≥0 and {ŴQ2,kδ
r := 1√

ε
WQ2,kδ

rε }r≥0. It should be noted that

ŴQ2,kδ
r is still a Q2-Wiener process in H. Using the uniqueness of the strong solutions of

(4.28) and (4.76), we infer that

L

(
{Ỹε,kδ,x,y

sε+kδ }0≤s≤ δ
ε

)
= L

(
{Yx,y

s }0≤s≤ δ
ε

)
, (4.77)

where L (·) denotes the law of the distribution. Using Markov’s property, Proposition 4.4,
the estimates (3.29) and (4.16), we estimate Φk(·, ·) as

Φk(s, r) =

∫

Ω

Ẽ

[
(f(Xε

kδ(ω),Y
Xε

kδ(ω),Ŷ
ε
kδ(ω)

s )− f̄(Xε
kδ(ω)),

f(Xε
kδ(ω),Y

Xε
kδ(ω),Ŷ

ε
kδ(ω)

r )− f̄(Xε
kδ(ω)))

]
P(dω)

=

∫

Ω

∫

Ω̃

(
Ẽ

[
f(Xε

kδ(ω),Y
Xε

kδ(ω),z
s−r )− f̄(Xε

kδ(ω))
]
,

f(Xε
kδ(ω), z)− f̄(Xε

kδ(ω))
)∣∣∣

z=Y
Xε

kδ
(ω),Ŷε

kδ
(ω)

r (ω̃)
P̃(dω̃)P(dω)

≤
∫

Ω

∫

Ω̃

∥∥∥Ẽ
[
f(Xε

kδ(ω),Y
Xε

kδ(ω),z
s−r )− f̄(Xε

kδ(ω))
]∥∥∥

H

× ‖f(Xε
kδ(ω), z)− f̄(Xε

kδ(ω))‖H
∣∣∣
z=Y

Xε
kδ

(ω),Ŷε
kδ

(ω)
r (ω̃)

P̃(dω̃)P(dω)

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg

∫

Ω

∫

Ω̃

[
1 + ‖Xε

kδ(ω)‖H + ‖YXε
kδ(ω),Ŷ

ε
kδ(ω)

r (ω̃)‖H
]
e−

(s−r)ζ
2

×
[
1 + ‖Xε

kδ(ω)‖H + ‖YXε
kδ(ω),Ŷ

ε
kδ(ω)

r (ω̃)‖H
]
P̃(dω̃)P(dω)

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg

∫

Ω

(
1 + ‖Xε

kδ(ω)‖2H + ‖Ŷε
kδ(ω)‖2H

)
P(dω)e−

(s−r)ζ
2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T (1 + ‖x‖2
H
+ ‖y‖2

H
)e−

(s−r)ζ
2 . (4.78)

Using (4.78) in (4.71), we obtain

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|I1(t)|
]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T (1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H
)ε

δ

[∫ δ
ε

0

∫ δ
ε

r

e−
(s−r)ζ

2 dsdr

]1/2

= Cµ,λ1,Lg,T (1 + ‖x‖2
H
+ ‖y‖2

H
)
ε

δ

(
2

ζ

)1/2[
δ

ε
+

2

ζ

(
e−

δζ
2ε − 1

)]1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
(1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H
)

[(ε
δ

)1/2
+

ε

δ

]
. (4.79)
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Combining the estimates (4.69)-(4.79), we get

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τεR]

|I(t)|
]
≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(1 + ‖x‖2
H
+ ‖y‖2

H
)

[(ε
δ

)1/2
+

ε

δ
+ δ1/2

]
. (4.80)

Using (4.80) in (4.68), we find

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τεR]

‖Zε
t‖2H

]
≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(1 + ‖x‖3
H
+ ‖y‖3

H
)δ1/4

+ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
(1 + ‖x‖2

H
+ ‖y‖2

H
)

[(ε
δ

)1/2
+

ε

δ
+ δ1/2

]

≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T
(1 + ‖x‖3

H
+ ‖y‖3

H
)

[(ε
δ

)1/2
+

ε

δ
+ δ1/4

]
, (4.81)

and the proof is complete for n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3].
Let us now discuss the case n = 3 and r ∈ (3,∞). We just need to estimate the term

2|〈(B(Xε
s)− B(X̄s)),Z

ε
s〉| only to get the required result. From the estimate (2.9), we easily

have

−2β〈C(Xε
s)− C(X̄s),Z

ε
s〉 ≤ −β‖|Xε

s|
r−1
2 Zε

s‖2H. (4.82)

Using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the term 2|〈(B(Xε
s) − B(X̄s)),Z

ε
s〉| =

2|〈B(Zε
s,X

ε
s),Z

ε
s〉| as

2|〈B(Zε
s,X

ε
s),Z

ε
s〉| ≤ 2‖Zε

s‖V‖Xε
sZ

ε
s‖H ≤ µ‖Zε

s‖2V +
1

µ
‖Xε

sZ
ε
s‖2H. (4.83)

We take the term ‖Xε
sZ

ε
s‖2H from (4.83) and perform a similar calculation in (3.15) to get

‖Xε
sZ

ε
s‖2H ≤ βµ

(∫

O
|Xε

s(x)|r−1|Zε
s(x)|2dx

)
+

r − 3

r − 1

(
2

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3
(∫

O
|Zε

s(x)|2dx
)
,

(4.84)

for r > 3. Combining (4.82), (4.83) and (4.84), we obtain

− 2β〈C(Xε
s)− C(X̄s),Z

ε
s〉 − 2〈B(Zε

s,X
ε
s),Z

ε
s〉 ≤

r − 3

µ(r − 1)

(
2

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

‖Zε
s‖2H. (4.85)

Thus a calculation similar to the estimate (4.63) yields

‖Zε
t‖2H + µ

∫ t

0

‖Zε
s‖2Vds

≤
[

r − 3

µ(r − 1)

(
2

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

+ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

]∫ t

0

‖Zε
s‖2Hds

+ Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

∫ t

0

‖Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)‖2Hds + Cµ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2

∫ t

0

‖Yε
s − Ŷε

s‖2Hds

+ C

(∫ t

0

(1 + ‖Xε
s(δ)‖2H + ‖Ŷε

s)‖2H)ds
)1/2(∫ t

0

(‖Xε
s −Xε

s(δ)‖2H + ‖X̄s − X̄s(δ)‖2H)ds
)1/2

+ 2

∫ t

0

(f(Xε
s(δ), Ŷ

ε
s)− f̄(Xε

s(δ)),Z
ε
s(δ))ds+ 2

∫ t

0

(σ1(X
ε
t )− σ1(X̄t)dW

Q1
s ,Zε

s), (4.86)
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for all t ∈ [0, T ], P-a.s. Applying Gronwall’s inequality and then using a calculation similar
to (4.81) yields the estimate (4.54).

For r = 3, from (2.9), we have

−2β〈C(Xε
s)− C(X̄s),Z

ε
s〉 ≤ −β‖Xε

sZ
ε
s‖2H, (4.87)

and a calculation similar to (4.83) gives

2|〈B(Zε
s,X

ε
s),Z

ε
s〉| ≤ 2‖Zε

s‖V‖Xε
sZ

ε
s‖H ≤ 2µ‖Zε

s‖2V +
1

2µ
‖Xε

sZ
ε
s‖2H. (4.88)

Combining (4.87) and (4.88), we obtain

− 2β〈C(Xε
s)− C(X̄s),Z

ε
s〉 − 2〈B(Zε

s,X
ε
s),Z

ε
s〉 ≤ 2µ‖Zε

s‖2V −
(
β − 1

2µ

)
‖Xε

sZ
ε
s‖2H, (4.89)

and the hence estimate (4.54) follows for 2βµ ≥ 1. Note that by making use of the estimates
(4.85) and (4.89), we don’t need any stopping time arguments to get the required estimate
(4.54). �

Let us now establish our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first prove the Theorem for n = 2 and r ∈ [1, 3]. Let τ εR be the
stopping time defined in (4.52). Then, we have

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2H

]
= E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2Hχ{T≤τε

R
}

]
+ E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2Hχ{T>τε

R
}

]
,

(4.90)

where χt is the indicator function. From Lemma 4.7 (see (4.53)), choosing δ = ε2/3, we
obtain

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2Hχ{T≤τεR}

]
≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(
1 + ‖x‖3

H
+ ‖y‖3

H

)(
ε1/3 + ε1/6

)
. (4.91)

Using Hölder’s and Chebyshev’s inequalities, (3.29) and (4.50), we estimate the second term
from the right hand side of the inequality (4.90) as

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2Hχ{T>τεR}

]
≤
[
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖4H

)]1/2
[P(T > τ εR)]

1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T (1 + ‖x‖2
H
+ ‖y‖2

H
)√

R

[
E

(∫ T

0

‖Xε
s‖2Vds

)]1/2

≤ Cµ,λ1,Lg,T (1 + ‖x‖3
H
+ ‖y‖3

H
)√

R
. (4.92)

Combining (4.91)-(4.92) and substitute it in (4.90), we find

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2H

]

≤ CR,µ,λ1,Lg,Lσ2 ,T

(
1 + ‖x‖3

H
+ ‖y‖3

H

)(
ε1/3 + ε1/6

)
+

Cµ,λ1,Lg,T (1 + ‖x‖3
H
+ ‖y‖3

H
)√

R
. (4.93)
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Letting ε → 0 and then R → ∞ in (4.93), we obtain

lim
ε→0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2H

)
= 0. (4.94)

Using Hölder’s inequality, (4.94), (3.29) and (4.50), we finally get

lim
ε→0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2pH

)

= lim
ε→0

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖H‖Xε

t − X̄t‖2p−1
H

)

≤ lim
ε→0





[
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖2H

)]1/2[
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Xε
t − X̄t‖4p−2

H

)]1/2
 = 0, (4.95)

which completes the proof.
For n = 2, r ∈ (3,∞) and n = 3, r ∈ [3,∞) (2βµ ≥ 1 for r = 3), we don’t need the

stopping time arguments and the convergence (4.94) can be easily obtained from the estimate
(4.54) (see (4.91) also). �
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[8] C.E. Bréhier, Orders of convergence in the averaging principle for SPDEs: the case of a stochastically
forced slow component, Stochastic Process. Appl. 130(6) (2020), 3325–3368.
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